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Now, from all Ihave heard in the course of this discussion, I believe 
that the continuance of the present duty would be, in the compromise 
sum proposed and now under consideration, equal to what is proposed 
by the committee, In other words, I would reduce the 60 per cent. ot 
the House bill to 50, and the 55 per cent. of the House bill to 45 per 
cent. That I believe would be a substantial continuation of the pres- 
ent rate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think I can, by the simplest form of arithme- 
tic, show that he is in error about this. Under the old law, without 
zounting the value of the package, a one-thousand-dollar crate at 55 
per cent. would pay a duty of $550. Under the present bill, which 
adds, say, 10 per cent. 

Mr. MANDERSON. On the present rate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Under the old rate. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Sixty percent. if you take the highest one. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Yes, because it is simpler. The cost of a crate 
under the old law, say, was $1,000, and 55 per cent. would yield a duty 
of $550. Suppose the cost of the crate adds 10 per cent. to the value 
of the property in it and makes it $1,100. Then take a duty of 50 
per cent., which is only 5 per cent. less, and it becomes $550, so that 
Senators will see that when they speak of an increase of 10 per cent. 
on the cost of the article it is only an increase of the duty 5 per cent. 
There is the simple sum that the one-thousand-dollar crate under the 
old law at 55 per cent. would pay, $550, and at $1,100 valuation, caused 
by the increase in valuation, at 50 per cent., it would pay $550. 

I know that the members of the committee dealt with this matter 
fairly. They thought that on the whole the very largest that was 
claimed by any one in these papers was that the addition to the value 
of the crates or the cost of the article was 10 per cent., and therefore 
they reduced the duty 10 per cent. on the rate of duty. If the duty 
was 55 per cent., it would be reduced 5 per cent., and on 50 per cent. 
it would be reduced 5 per cent. Here it is a simple sum. On a crate 
costing $1,000 under the old arrangement a duty of 55 per cent. would 
yield $550, and the duty under the new mode of appraisement with 
cartons added would be on $1,100, and still the duty of 50 per cent., re- 
duced only 5 per cent., would yield $550. 

So the Senator when he goes beyond that would make the reduction 
of the duty 20 per cent. because of the increased valuation of 10 per 
cent. of the goods. That would not be proper. That would be twice 
the reduction contemplated by the law. Therefore, if the Senate is 
governed by the rule which governed the committee, it will leave this 
duty practically just as it was, and then as a matter of course the re- 
duction of 5 per cent. of the duty would make the equivalent. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], on which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I do not know how much this testi- 
mony may be worth, but I will read a letter I have before me, or a por- 
tion of it. It covers a columnofſ fine print in the New York Times, The 
date does not appear, but it is of some recent date. The writer says: 


I beg to call your special attention to the paragraph: 

1. Which alludes to the great prosperity of the pottery industry, Onespeaker, 
D.F. Haynes, of the Chesapeake Pottery Company, spoke of its marvelous 
pi ty, unequaled by any other in t country. 

2. There were present at the conference— 


It seems there was a conference between the importers and the manu- 
facturers. I am notenamored prima facie with either side of that kind 
of conference, but still an agreement is an agreement, no matter by 
whom it is made. If these people tell the truth, there was an agree- 
ment there. 

2. There were present at the conference representatives of eight potteries, 
among whom were William Burgess, of Trenton (now consul at Tunstall, Eng- 
land); Homer Laughlin, of East Liverpool, Ohio; James Meses, of Trenton, N. 
J.,andimporter J. M. Young, of J. M. Young & Co., of New York, andimporter P, 
H. Leonard, of New York; also General W. H. Osborne (who is known to sey- 
eral Senators, Hiscock, ALLISON, ALDRICH), who will make affidavits as to the 
facts contained in the paragraph marked No. 2, where the potters agreed that 
re per cent. and 50 per cent. on white and decorated china was fair to their in- 

ustry. 

This is a paragraph in the narrative from the newspaper: 

Previous to the passage of the McKinley bill in the House of Representatives 
several representatives of the importers of porcelains, crockery, and the like, 
went to W fers Cer and met a number of the American potters, who were di- 
rectly interested in the passage of the bill. At this conference, which was an 
extended one, the importers and manufacturers came to a comparatively satis- 
factory understanding. It was thatif the added duty of 20 per cent. should be 
placed on packages, coverings, and the like, instead of the tariff declared by the 
act of 1883 of 55 per cent. on china and earthen ware, if plain, or 60 per cent. if 
decorated in any manner, the old figures of the tariff in existence before March 
3, 1883, namely, 45 per cent. on plain china, and 50 per cent. on decorated ware 
and on all classes of earthen ware (except brown stone-ware and stone-ware 
above ten gallons in capacity), whether plain or decorated, 40 per cent. ad va- 
lorem, would be retained. This was regarded as a fair concession from the 
manufacturers by the importers, because the tarift act of 188; was created by the 
abolition of all duties on packages, coverings, and the like. 


Here is another newspaper paragraph which speaks of a conference 
having been held here, and I think it must have been, and I consider 
it fairly settled that there was a conference, and if there was a confer- 
ence and if these people said at that conference that this less duty was 
enough for them, I think no man can say he knows more about their 
business than they do. 

Now that their desire to obtain more, and the willingness by some 
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committee of Congress to give them more should be availed of, I do not 
wonder at; but they knew what they were about then. They were not 
mistaken. They knew every element of their business; and if last 
February, prior to the passage of the McKinley bill by the other House, 
a less duty than that proposed by the committee was satisfactory to 
them, I take it that it would be an outrage upon the country to give 
them more now. 

I have read with some care the statement of Mr. Brewer, whom I 
happen to know slightly, who served in the other House a few years 
ago. It is apparently quite a candid statement, and I understand it to 
be published everywhere as the claim of the potters; but it does not 
indicate any anxiety on this subject at all except on the question of 
undervaluations and the questions that arise out of the non-dutiable 
character of the various But he makes one significant state- 
ment which illustrates the whole range of American manufactures and 
eek Americans can do whenever they are sufficiently protected 
to do it, 

With an ad valorem duty— 


He goes on to say—this statement was made before the House com- 
mittee last spring— 

With an ad valorem duty there always will be trouble to collect the duties 
unless you make the administrative features strong. We do not get the fuli 
benefit of the duty under it. In some instances the undervaluation is very little; 
you can not apply it to a whole industry. We would not consider the present 
me —— duty at all adequate, and it does not compare favorably with other in- 

ustr . 

There are two complaints —it is not adequate, and itis not on a fair 
footing with other industries. That is one of the inconsiderate and 
careless putting up of duties. The moment you give one manufacturer 
a high rate of duty and profit unduly, every other manufacturer thinks 
he should have rates corresponding. That makes the necessity for the 
greatest possible care in these schedules that we do not lay the founda- 
tion for claims of that character. These statements in regard to the 
inadequacy of the duties, and that they are not high compared with 
duties on other articles, are to be taken together. They both really 
mean the same thing. At all events one is stated just as fairly as the 
other, and one is just as reasonable as the other. 

I conld refer toa number of industries, woolens, glass, iron, eto., all under a 
specific rate of duty, ranging from 80 to 120 per cent., while our industry has to 
get along with an uncertain ad valorem duty of 55 and 60 per cent. 

The complaint is a comparative one, it will be seen, that he is not 
getting as much as the glassware people and the iron and the steel 
people are getting; that is, he is not getting as high a rate of duty as 
others, whatever the result of protection may be. : 

Our industry is nearly all manual labor. We have maintained ourselves in 
the market— 

Here is the pith of his statement— 


We have maintained ourselves in the market, not because of the duties we 
have received, but nse of our favorable location, toa certain extent, and 
because we have at great expense brought out new shapes and styles and dec- 
orations constantly adapted to the taste of the trade. 

That is the one gort field in which the American manufacturer, with 
his coadjutor, the laborer who works at his furnace and at bis machine, 
is without a rival. It is the ability to adapt the manufacture to new 
tastes and to create new tastes by new forms of manufacture. 

In regard to this decorated business, formerly three-fourths ofthe ware shipped 
to tbe United States was plain white goods. Now three-fourths of the goods 
are decorated. 

The American manufacturer exercises his own skill and puts into 
requisition the skill of his employés to constantly develop new fields 
for his wares, and drives out his foreign competitor, who can not enter 
this field. : 

Having special designs, as before mentioned, we have been until recently en- 
abled to get fair prices forthe goods. We have concentrated on certain lines of 
goods, which we could run till the foreign manufacturers had time to copy our 

lesigns, 

The foreign manufacturer has none of this inventive faculty, prac- 
tically none, and he copies these designs, and then the American manu- 
facturer drops them and makes new ones, and thus keeps ahead of his 
foreign competitor in this, the greatest of all the consuming markets 
in the world. 

Now, we can not compete with Germany, and we are meeting with very se- 
rious opposition from that quarter. Unless you 1 11 the law by 

e 


tion of duties on packages and charges, and so that the custom-house can col- 
lect the same, we will be “knocked out.“ 


Everything that he asks is that the duties shall be restored upon 
packages; that is the whole of it. We have not only done that, but 
we have provided that breakage shall not be taken into account in all 
these cases. That is to say, there isa percentage, an uncertain per- 
centage, it is true, but one which must be artes against by provid- 
ing tor the highest rate of breakage; and I have been told upon au- 
thority which I am not at liberty to give, but which I regard as good 
authority, that taking the breakage and the duty on the package to- 
gether with the average rate of protection accorded by the administra- 
tive bill, which has been passed, upon this class of goods, the duty is 
20 per cent., and I believe that to be true, and I believe that we ought 
to have a corresponding reduction iu this bill to leave the duties as they 
were fixed by the act of 1883. 

More than that, we have introduced elements of certainty now which 
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did not exist before. Mr. Brewer complains of the uneertainty. Here 
is an element of certainty introduced by the customs administrative 
bill, and we can put the duties lower down on that account, because we 
have removed many of the contingencies which heretofore the home 
manufacturers have had to meet. 5 

Mr. MANDERSON. The difficulty of undervaluation ? 

Mr. PLUMB. And the difficulty in regard to the breaking up of 
packages, etc., in these articles of chinaware and such goods, It has 

said, and I have no doubt it is true, that sometimes the covering 
of these articles are of greater value than the articles themselves, and 
that had to be met; and the manufacturer is constantly on the lookout 
for innovations of that kind. 

Mr. MANDERSON. And aside from that is the great advantage of 
a fair valuation. 

Mr. PLUMB. Undoubtedly there is. I was coming to that in a 
moment as applicable now to all goods which are imported into the 
United States. I was talking with a gentleman a few days ago who 
was formerly engaged in importing goods in New York, and he told 
me that, being on a visit to friends in England, he saw for the first time 
anew kind of pongeesilk, known by that general term, which he thought 
would be acceptable to the market in the United States, and he sent to 
China and had imported into this country a very large quantity, on 
which he said he made $20,000 the first year. The next year he said 
he could not make his goods go, because they were imported by some- 
body else at some other port—he was not able to locate it exactly—at 
a lower rate of duty. At all events, he could find no other explana- 
tion of the fact that somebody else could undersell him. That has 
been one of the evils of the enforcement of the duty imposed upon 
foreign merchandise in the American markets. 

Now we have eliminated that to a very large extent. The Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] was telling me the other day that un- 
der operations of the Treasury De ent, I think during the time 
the present Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] was at the head of 
that great Department, the frauds in the importation of sugar were so 
great at Philadelphia and New York that the refinery at Baltimore had 
absolutely ceased, and sugar could not be imported at Baltimore atall, 
and consequently the refinery there entirely disappeared. Since that 
time they have got a better order of things, and they have stopped the 
frauds at Philadelphia and New York, and so on, and refining has again 
become a great business at Baltimore. 

These were difficulties that were found to exist under the old law. 
We have now got a tribunal composed of men of the highest capacity 
and character, I believe, who will apply a uniform rule of valuation 
to the goods imported at the different importing places, and not only 
that, but they will be able to establish what bas never been done be- 
fore, a proper scale of valuation. I believe that the increase of duty 
of an ad valorem character brought about by what is known as the ad- 
ministrative customs bill will range from 5 to 20 percent. In addi- 
tion to that, as I have said, the element of breakage has been taken 
away from the importer, and I think now, under all the circumstances, 
these people ought to be willing to take a considerably lower rate of 
duty than that proposed by this bill. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. This, Mr. President, is only another illustra- 
tion, repeated and again repeated here upon this floor every day for the 
past week, of an attempt to impose upon the people of the country and 
upon the manufacturers themselves a higher rate of duty than they 
themselves ask. When you take up the RECORD of the proceedings 
during the past week, you find that almost two whole days were spent 
by Senators upon the other side of the Chamber in trying to vindicate 
the policy they had pursued in making up this bill by imposing a rate 
of duty of about 40 per cent., as they claim it to be 38 or 40 per cent., 
on licorice root. : 

When I rose in my place and undertook to show, and I think did 
show conclusively, that the 12 cents per pound, which was the unit of 
values fixed in the bill, did not represent the commercial licorice root, 
and when I showed, as I think I did from the Prices Current, that in- 
stead of being 12 cents per pound it was about 6 cents per pound, and 
that 90 per cent. of all that was manufactured in this country was only 
worth about 6 cents per pound, I was assailed by the Senator from Rhode 
Island, followed by the Senator from Iowa; and then the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] rose in his place and endeavored to show that 
my statements were entirely incorrect. Let me read what was said. 
So persistent was the Senator from Rhode Island upon this question that 
he insisted, even the second day, that I should present some testimony 
and some facts in proof of the position I took. I read from the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, page 8678. Said Mr. ALDRICH: 

One Other word. The Senator says that, nothwithstanding the fact that the 
unit of value on importations for 1889 was in the neighborhood of If cents, lic- 
orice paste is worth 6 cents a pound in New York. I have here the quotations 
of the 19th day of July, which show that it was quoted at from 17 to 28 cents a 

nd, and I shall be very much obliged to the Senator if he will 8 before 
Senate any quotations from Prices Current showing that pure licorice paste 


is quoted at 6 cents a pound or anywhere nesar 6 cents. is very Price Current, 
from which I bave quoted. quotes licorice root, which is free of duty, at from 10 
und The Senato: 


te 12 cents a pound if put up in flve- po packages for use. e r must 
— — his statistics with regard to that price as he is in regard to the 


Mr. President, Ido not know that I gave the cost of labor in any 


particular paragraph in this bill where the quotation was not made 
from the census report, from the commissioner of labor of the State of 
Massachusetts, froni the commissioner of labor of the State of New Jer- 
sey, or from the present United States Commissioner of Labor, Carroll 
D. Wright. I was not conscious of making any statement upon my 
own responsibility as to the labor-cost in any particular paragraph of 
this bill that I did not give the authority for my statement. 

Then follows the Senator trom Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. ALLISON. It turns out that the Senator from New Je was wholly 
wrong about the quotations he has given us from Prices Current showing the 
cost of the article. The Senator undoubtedly is the victim of a misprint or a 
misquotation of figures somewhere. Probably the transcriber made it 16 cents 
instead of 26 cents. He ane ee a figure wrong or something of that sort. I 
think after the correction of Senator from Rhode Island the Senator from 
New Jersey ought to be willing to withdraw his amendment. 

Well, the Senator from New Jersey did not happen to withdraw his 
amendment, but immediately proceeded to the telegraph office and sent 
a telegraphic message toa gentleman in New Jersey who is the largest 
consumer, the user, and purchaser of licorice paste of any man 
in the United States of America. I asked him to please give me his 
contract prices for licorice paste for the two years of 1888 and 1889. I 
have his reply. I will not give his name; it is a confidential telegram; 
but I will hand it in like confidence to any member of the Finance 
Committee or any Senator upon this floor who desires to see it. 

Six to 7 cents per pound is the reply. Moreover, he goes further and 
says: i 
I do not use any low grades at all. 


Therefore, for the high grades of licorice paste the prices in the United 
States for the years 1888 and 1889 are 6 to 7 cents a pound, and the 
duty imposed by the Finguce Committee of the Senate is equal to about 
80 per cent. ad valorem, when confessedly they did not mean to make 
it more than 30 or 40. 

As I say, two whole days were spent in that discussion. Here we 
find it repeated again this morning; an attemptis being made—— 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr, President—— 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Please let me get through with this sentence. 
An attempt is now being made to make it appear that more protection 
is needed to the pottery industry of this country. The Senator from 
Kansas has given us information which comes direct from a meeting 
held by the potters themselves in which they do not ask this protec- 
tion, but seem to be satisfied with arate of duty even 10 per cent. lower 
than is placed upon it by the Finance Committee. 

The Senator trom New York [Mr. Hiscock] rose in his place the 
other day upon the floor and made the following remark to the Senator 
from New Jersey, speaking of my position on this subject: 

4 I say to the Sonor mon NON ies wis ere rays wia such Roman 
stran; 
3 * See ndustry in State, to show his patriotism 

Mr. President, I beg toapologize to the Senate forevenasking the Sena- 
tor for an opportunity ofdenyingit at the time this observation was made, 
because I remember that Senator rose in his place the other day in the 
Senate and assailed a majority of his own people in a manner that I 
have never before heard any people assailed in any place, and no rep- 
resentative of that people present to defend them. When more thm 
a majority of all the people of the great State of New York, a State 
first in wealth, first in population, firstin commerce, first in everything 
that relates to progress in the arts and sciences, were paraded before the 
country and characterized in the manner in which they were by the 
Senator from New York, their own representative, no denial should be 
expected from me with respect to anything he may say regarding my- 
self. 

Sir, I am not aware that I have tried to strangle the industries of 
my State. Iam not aware that I have tried to strangle the pottery 
industry. Certainly I may retort upon the Senator from New York 
and say that in his attempt to defend, as he seems to be their cham- 
pion, these great manufacturing industries of this country, he seems 
to overlook the fact that there are thousands and thousands of import- 
ers and consumers in his own city and State who will not relish very 
much the remarks of the Senator from that great State, and represent- 
ing, as he is expected to do, as well the importer and consumer. 

As I stated the other day upon the floor, no manufacturer of pottery 
in the State of New Jersey has ever asked me to increase the duty on 
pottery ware to the extent of a single farthing, not one of them until 
last evening; and I have not up to this moment seen but one or two 
representatives of the pottery industry; not one of them has asked me 
to resist any decrease in the rates of duty that might be offered in the 
Senate upon thisschedule. Perhaps they felt confident thatthe prom- 
ise of that side of the Chamber to increase duties was all the assur- 
ance they needed. 

The rates of duty are higher upon everything dutiable under the 
present law than they ought to be. There is no sense in a duty of 60 
per cent. upon this industry, and then when you come to add the extra 
protection which is afforded by the customs administrative bill (and I 
find the whole amount of that protection is not stated by any Senator 
upon the other side of the Chamber), it is much more than 60 per cent. 
There is much in that bill which there seems to be a studious attempt 
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by the members of the committee on the Republican side of this Cham- 
ber to conceal trom the Senate and from the country, 

The question is argued as though there was nothing to be taken into 
consideration except the value of the packages which have been made 
dutiable under the customs administrative bill, but that is not one-half 
of the protection which the customs administrative bill affords to in- 
dustries of this character. All damage allowances are struck out, and 
the importer competing with the domestic manufacturer of this prod- 
uct can get no relief whatever if his goods are all smashed to pieces. 
Not only that, but if undervalnations shall be prevented, as we hope 
and expect they will be under the new administration, under the new 
appraisers whom we have appointed, gentlemen who are supposed to 
be experts, they ought to be at all events, and were placed there for 
the purpose of preventing undervaluations, that is an additional pro- 
tection to the domestic manufacturer. 

Mr. President, the motion of the Senator from Missouri is to simply 
reduce by 10 per cent. the duty on both of the grades found in para- 
graph 100. The existing law calls for a duty of 60 per cent. in one and 
55 per cent. in the other, The amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
souri makes it 50 per cent. in one and 45 per cent. in the other. The 
administrative bill will make up all the difference between the motion 
of the Senator from Missouri and the existing law, and therefore any 
further contention upon that side of the Chamber to make it appear 
otherwise is just as valueless as was the contention made by the Senator 
from Rhode Island and the Senator from Iowa with respect to the lico- 
rice question. 

1 wish to put in a statement this morning in order that the Senate 
may understand and the country may understand why these conten- 
tions are being made. It is no fair way of discussing this tariff bill. 
The truth ought to be told with respect to every paragraph in the bill. 

While I am on my feet I send to the desk and ask to have read a 
copy of a petition which was sent to Congress, as I understand, in the 
year 1878 by the operative potters in the city of Trenton, protesting 
against a duty much lower than duties are now—protesting against the 
rate of duty then imposed upon potteryware. I ask the attention of 
the Senate while the petition is being read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read by the Secretary, if 
there be no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

We, the operative potters of the city of Trenton, being convinced by - 
ence that a high rate of duty on crockeryware yields no benefit financially to 
the workingman and is inimical to his interests in its effects in increasing the 
price of living generally, respectfully petition your honorable bodies for such 
a revision of the tariff as will reduce the rates on crockery to a revenue basis. 

We respectinlly submit that the only plea upon which a high protective tariff 
can be justified is that it enables the munutacturer to pay better wages to the 
laborer than he receives in European countries, and thatthe artisan thusshares 
in the benefit of a higher price which protection allows the manufacturer to 
obtain. This not being the cave, a tariff levied in the name of protection to 
American industries" is a false pretense and a delusion. 

It is highly injurious to the workingman when his fairshare of its benefits are 
withheld and all its benefits are appropriated by the manufacturer, becanse it 
strengthens the task-master while, its indirect results being to increase the price 
of all necessaries, it weakens the task-doer, 

In 88 operation it is monopoly for the benefit of the few at the ex- 
pense of the many. 

Such being our experience, and believing that with the exception of the priv- 
fleged few, who reap its fruit, a high tariff entails disadvantages for which it of- 
fers no compensation, we respectfully ask for such a reduction as will destroy 
monopoly and encourage healthy competition; and your petitioners will, as in 
duty bound, ever pray, etc. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Who are the signers of that petition? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. This petition was offered in evidence by Hon. 
Mr. BYNUM, a member of the Committee on Ways and Means of the 
House, and I present the petition as having been read to the House 
while the pending bill was under discussion in that body. I find it in 
the Recorp and assume it is correct. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Whose petition is it? 

Mr. McPHERSON, It is the petition of the operative potters. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the date? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Eighteen hundred and seventy-eight, wher the 
duty at that time was 20 per cent, lower than the Senate now proposes 
to make it. They even protested against it then. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Has not the Senator from New Jersey some 
later history than this? That was before the act of 1883. Can he give 
to the Senate what may be the present desire of those who are engaged 
in this industry, how the potters of his State feel now? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Ihave no knowledge about it, because, as I said 
before, nobody had addressed me a letter, nobody had come and asked 
me to take any part one way or the other, either for or against a high 
rate of duty. Isimply make use of this petition to show the fact that 
under the law of 1883, in the bill of the Tariff Commission, the rate of 
duty on potteryware was raised about 45 per cent, ın order to make 
up, as they said, for the loss in the duty upon the packages. The rate 
of duty, thereiore, preceding 1883 was lower than it was after 1883, 
and the protest that these operative potters put inis this: That as they 

received no benefit by these excessive rates of duty they asked to have 
them reduced. Notwithstanding all that, the finance Committee of 
the Senate insist upon it that the duty must be raised even against the 


protest of the potters themselves, as stated by Senator PLUMB, or the 
labor they employ, as stated by themselves. 

Mr. President, while Tam on my feet, as much complaint has been 
made at the delay ivcident and attendant upon the through 
the Senate of this tariff bill, I wish to call attention to the fact of the 
unimportant, insignificant things about which contests have been made 
upon the other side of the Chamber, and which have occupied somuch 
of the time during the past week in theirdiscussion. I bappened one 
day incidentally to speak especially of one manufacturing establish- 
ment and incidentally of several establishments in New England which 
paid a very large dividend upon their stock, No sooner was that state- 
ment made than the Senator from Rhode Island and others rose in their 
places and declared the statement to be entirely untrue. 

I ascertained that as to one of my statement my informant had 
been mistaken, and I corrected it at once. It was in relation to the par 
value of the shares in the Amoskeag Company. However, I made the 
correction, and yet, notwithstanding that, the discussion upon that ques- 
tion lasted for two or three days. Now, as I have some further testi- 
mony upon that question, [should like to put it all in in order that the 
ridiculous attitude taken by the Senators on the other side of the Cham- 
ber with respect to these questions may appean not only to their own 
colleagues over there, but also to the country at large. * 

I hold in my hand a letter from a stockholder of the Amoskeag Com- 
pany, who has been astockholder, as I understand by the reading of this 
letter, almost from theinception of the company. Herefers me to certain 
prominent gentlemen in the city of Washington for testimony as to his 
churacter and truthfulness, He points me in addition to reports made 
by the company itself and by its treasurer. I will read from the re- 
ports two short extracts. It appears that a meeting was held on Octo- 
ber 3, I think it was, 1888, at which meeting the treasurer made a re- 
port that the then ‘‘ treasurer of the corporation took occasion to interpo- 
late therein an assault npon the Mills bill, upon President Cleveland 
and the Democratic party as a free-trade party, because of the move- 
ment which has been made in the direction of a fair reduction of the 
burdens of tariff taxation.” : 

As this article was printed on the 4th day of October, 1888, in a 
newspaper in the State of New Hampshire, certainly it could not be 
charged that the debate here upon the floor of the Senate upon this 
question has caused to be manufactured any new evidence. 

This article further says: 


terms. 

It is alleged that this report was scattered broadcast all over this 
country as a campaign document in 1888 in order to show the advan- 
tage of high protection. 

Let us look— 

Says this article— 
for a moment at the history and financial success of this Amos 
ing Company, whose treasurer deprecates as a movement for 
business ruin an average 5 per cent. reduction in the burdensome war tariff 
under 1 the laboring and consuming masses of the American people are 
now groaning. 

This corporation has been in operation fifty-four years, Its stock represents 
an actual paid-in capital of $3,000,000; the market value of its stock, to-day, is 
$8,000,000, and the actual intrinsic value of its property, including quick capital, 
is estimated by competent judges at from $10,000,000 to $12,000,000, This enor- 
mons inerease in stock ue, however, is but a small item in the exhibit when 
‘we come to get at the sum total of the profits of this immense money-making 
concern. 


This is by a stockholder. 


When, at the annual meeting in October, 1876, twelve years ago, the 5 — 
nation of William Amory as treasurer of the jon, and the appo nt- 
ment of Mr, Coolidge as his successor, was officially made known, a resolution 
of regret, and expressing the thanks of the stockholders for Mr. Amory's long 
and efficient service, was presented, and, after remarks from different stock- 
holders, adopted. In supporting this resolution Mr. Coolidge himself took 
occasion to refer to the wouderfal prosperity of the corporation during Mr. 
Amory'sineumbency. We quote his own words, as follows: 

“The best witness to the services of Mr. Amory as treasurer is the splendid 
condition of the Amoskeag Company. He took it in its infancy, when it was 
pne There was then but one mill and about 8,000 spindles. He leaves it, after 

orty years of success, with 137,000 spindles, and more than two millions of quick 
capita). You have received in dividends for forty-two years an average of 11 
per cent, a year, and if to that is added the increase of the quick capital, the 
company has earned 15 per cent. per annum without taking into ese 
the money spent on the plant.” 


Without taking into consideration the money spent on the plant to 
increase it from &,000 spindles to 137,000 spindles, all the buildi 
all the machinery, everything to raise this, establishment from an in- 
tant of 8, 000 spindles to 137,000 spindles has been paid out of the earn- 
ings each year, and notwithstanding that they have earned 15 per cent. 
upon the capital. But more of this: : 

“To put it in another light: A stockholder of one share costing $1,000, if he al- 
lowed compound interest at the rate he received on his dividends, would find 
that his share had been worth to him $80,000!" 

Then Mr. Coolidge goes on to tell what they have done in the past 
year. He says: 


“The profit has been $425,566, out of which we have paid two dividends of 5 
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per cent., or $300,000." This leaves an undivided profit of $125,566, which exceeds | tive or manufacturer asking that there be either an increase or a low- 


4 per cent. 
Now comes the important fact: 


And, aside from this, the report goes on to recount extensive betterments and 
im sia pas that have been made, all of which have been paid for and 
+ rged off. 


Now, let me take up my friend’s letter again. He says: 

I have a friend in this city, an adept in res, who k debit and credit 
with all his stocks. He debits 6 per cent. on investments and credits dividends. 

He bought a share of Amoskeag (for $1,000) February 23, 1848, for $1,105; Au- 
gust 3, 1808, it had extinguished its cost and stood with a credit of $78.65; June 
15, 1890, it stood with a credit of $6,522.66, and the share had in addition a market 
value of $2,070. 

Mr. President, according to this statement that share of stock, be- 
tween the years 1868 and 1890, at the amount that stood to its credit 
as reported by the stockholder at its market value, would show thatit 
had paid each year $345 upon a par value of a thousand dollars. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Was that in addition to paying the 6 per 
cent. interest that this gentleman charged ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. No; the gentleman keeps a debit and credit 
account. He charges himself with 6 cent. interest and he credits 
himself with what he receives in dividends. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. But this company had paid in addition 
to 6 per cent. interest this amount of money. 

„ Mr. MCPHERSON. It paid altogether in dividends this amount. 

Mr. President, I am only reading these facts to show in whata sense- 
less manner this debate has gone on in this Chamber. Two whole days 
here have been consumed in disputing statements which are proven to- 
day to have been facts that were unmistakable. Thesame proceeding is 
going on again this morning. An attempt is being made apparently 
to force upon the manufacturers of this country a greater rate of duty 
upon all these articles than they ask for themselves, a greater rate of 
duty than they need; and when any opposition is made to them or 
when any statement is made which in any way tends to contradict the 
report of the committee as found in their schedule, then immediately 
it is contradicted and the Senator who makes it is put down as having 
made an untruthful statement. I hope that hereafter, unless Sena- 
tors upon that side of the Chamber have more knowledge and infor- 
mation on these subjects than they now appear to have, their contra- 
dictions of my statements will be Jess numerous, particularly when the 
statements I make upon this question Iam making upon evidence that 
is irresistible. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, if there is any Senator upon 
this floor who should be in a position to give us full and accurate in- 
formation on this particular schedule it certainly is the Senator from 
New Jersey. The industry which will be affected by this particular 
part of this bill has made great progress in his State during the last ten 
or fifteen years, and this fact is known toall. If there is any logical 
result or conclusion to be derived from the speech of the Senator from 
New Jersey, then it seems to me he should go further than is proposed 
by this amendment, and, quoting as he does approvingly this petition 
of the operatives in the potteries in his State, he should either make 
an effort to put chinaware and crockery on the free-list or else make a 
substantial reduction, even if it would practically destroy these indus- 
tries in his State. 

It isa marvelous thing, Mr. President, that the only direct infor- 
mation that we get from those who are en, in this industry in the 
State of New Jersey is this petition which is dated in the year 1878. 
These operatives denounce the protective system as applied to the 
potteries of this country. They say it is an imposition upon the 
poor; that it is a robbery of the operatives themselves who are engaged 
in this industry; that there should be no greater rate of impost duty 
than that which is absolutely necessary tor revenue purposes, and that 
the ingredient or element of protection should be wiped out of it. 

The Senator says further to us as to this particular and most im- 
portant manufacture that as to whether the rate of duty should be 
rnised or lowered, and if lowered, how much it should be lowered, he 
has heard nothing from his constituents. When these operatives in 
the few potteries that existedin New Jersey in the year 1878 draughted 
and sent this petition to the Congress of the United States the duty 
upon this class of ware was 50 and 40 per cent., and in 1883 it was 

vanced to 60 per cent. The present high protective rate, I am told, 
was obtained by the vote of the Senator from New Jersey cast in 1883, 
but that perbaps is not material to this issue. 

However, with this raise of rate from 50 and 40 per cent. up to 60 
per cent., continuing from 1883 to the present time, what is the result 
in the State of the Senator? There has been an increase in this indus- 
try of immense degree, probably one hundred fold. There bas been 


such an increase in the manufacture of the lower grade of wares that 


the city of Trenton, N. J., joining hands with Liverpool in Ohio and 
other manufacturing places where this class of goods are made, have 
practically driven out of the American market foreign wares of low 
degree and of the cheaper varieties. Another result is the great cheap- 
ening of price, to which I referred before. Vet, during all this period 
of high protective rates existing since 1883, the Senator from New Jer- 
sey who introduces this ancient petition dated in 1878 is without a 
later petition from any operative, and without a letter from any opera- 


ering of this rate, ‘ 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator yield to me for a question? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It the operatives stated correctly the fact touch- 
ing their own occupation and their own profits at that time, it natu- 
rally follows that it would remain a fact to-day. 

Mr. MANDERSON, No; thecontraryistrue. Isubmitthat the ex- 
periences of these operatives under the higher duty imposed in 1883 has 
taught them that they were mistaken in 1878, and that instead of the 
dire results that they predict in this petition flowing out of this in- 
creased protection there has been a bettering of their condition along 
with the bettering of this industry throughout the entire country. 

But I simply desire to emphasize my disappointment at the fact that 
the Senator trom New Jersey, heretofore apparently a protectionist on 
principle, when the application of the principle applied to his State, is 
unable to give us that light that he should, but bases himself upon this 
document dated six or seven years before the time of the operation of 
the present tariff. 

Mr. President, I do not know whether the Senator has changed his 
views entirely on the tariff question since he cast these yotes in 1883. 
Certainly there are others who have not changed theirs, I have not 
changed mine upon the beneficence of the protective principle. Al I 
desire to do is this: If 10 per cent. reduction upon each one of the para- 
graphs in this particular section will reach, under the operation of the 
administrative customs bill, the duty under the present law, I want to 
vote for it. I want to give them just the protection that they need, 
not that they make great fortunes, but that these industries may be 
maintained and fostered, because I see the great good that they have 
done, not only to the manufacturers and the State of New Jersey, but 
to the country at large. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator from Nebraska has seen fit to refer 
to a vote that I cast on the tariff billin 1883. Perhaps a little expla- 
nation in respect to that matter may be in order. 

It is well known that the Congress of the United States had been en- 
gaged for two or three years preceding 1880 in fruitless attempts to 
make tariff legislation, until finally it was decided to refer the whole 
matter to a tariff commission for the purpose of collecting data and 
information from which to make up a tariff bill and submit the same 
to Congress. Thereforesome three or four years had been spent, both by 
Congress and through the agency of the tariff commission, in under- 
taking to prepare a statement and a tariff bill which would be a proper 
bill for Congress to pass. 

The tariff commission intended, as it said in its report, to reduce the 
rates of duty about 25 per cent. throughout the whole list of some four 
thousand articles then upon the tariff list. After that bill had been 
submitted to Congress, after it had been passed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives and it came to the Senate, after the industries of this coun- 
try had been for four or five years turned topsy-turvy by our attempt 
to do something in the way of tariff tinkering, I gave the casting vote 
in the Senate at that time as it happened. I was called upon to decide 
as to whether this agitation in the country should cease and the busi- 
ness interests of the country should have some rest from a long con- 
tinued agitation; and I gave my vote in favor of the bill. I do not 
think I made a mistake then under the circumstances in voting for that 
bill; but to vote for this bill would be a mistake approaching a crime. 

Now, I want to answer the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDER- 
SON] with respect to another matter. Since we began the considera- 
tion of this bill, I have moved to reduce every paragraph in the bill 
we have reached as near as I could at least 10 per cent. below the ex- 
isting law. I intend to do it on every paragraph of the bill until we 
get through to the end. In some of the paragraphs I shall probably 
ask to reduce the rate a great deal more. There is no paragraph in 
this bill, there is no article, hardly, in this whole list of articles, some 
thousands in number, but that can be reduced 10 per cent. below the 
existing tariff with profit to the manufacturer and profit to the con- 
sumer. 

Sir, I have supported a motion made by the Senator from Missouri, 
to reduce the rate on industries of my own State in the same portion 
and to the same extent; but I have said and repeated it that as I voted 
for this reduction moved by the Senator from Missouri it did not change 
in this particular article the existing tariff to the extent of a 3 
farthing when you come to add to it the benefits which follow 

of the customs administrative act. In this paragraph there is 
no reduction, taking the two measures together, even if you adopt 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

If the Senator from Nebraska is willing to goas far as the committee 
leads him with respect to this whole tariff legislation, then he will vote 
for the higher rate of duty upon this pottery schedule, unless he wants 
to make a bill very inconsistent in all its parts. If he intends to fol- 
low up the metal schedule, the woolen schedule, the cotton schedule, 
and other schedules in the bill as he is led by the committee, then he 
would make himself appear ridiculous, as I think, to undertake to vote 
a lower rate of duty on pottery than has been suggested by the com- 
mittee. 

For myself, I prefer to pursue the course I started on in the begin- 
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ning, to reduce everything below the existing tarif. Ina time of pro- 
found , with an overflowing Treasury, to propose a rate of duty 
averaging 52 per cent. upon all dutiable goods is, to my mind, an ex- 
traordinary exhibition, such a one as has never been made before by 
any civilized government upon the earth. 

Therefore, I shall vote to reduce the duty upon the industries of my 
own State in thesame proportion that I do the industries of other 
States. I intend to be consistent in my action; and I am convinced 
that both the benefit to the factory owner and to the labor he employs 
will be enhanced to that extent and in the proportion that it is reduced. 
To continue tarift legislation in the manner here attempted and pro- 
posed means in the immediate future the destruction of all local in- 
dustry. 

Why, the great State of Massachusetts, one of the greatest protec- 
tion States in this Union, one of the greatest manulacturing States, is 
here to-day before this Congress with petitions signed by three or four 
hundred of its principal manufacturing establishments asking that the 
tax be taken off of iron ore and coal, and I believe wool. Everybody 
knows that the policy ot Massachusetts has always been to take care 
of her own, and when you come to apply the term selfishness to Massa- 
chusetts’ policy, it would be a very appropriate term, She has fol- 
lowed on the line without deviating a hair’s breadth that protection 
nearest home protected more violently, and therefore it was the best 
form of protection, and with an Eastern devotion this line has been fol- 
lowed until now she finds her industries begin to be strangled. 

Her iron industry has gone where the woodbine twineth.“ The 
State of Pennsylvania, with better facilities, with her iron and her coal 
and her limestone, has strangled the iron industry in the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, and she cries out to-day fer the free raw materials of her 
manufacture, 

The South with its vast beds of iron ore, its coal, and its limestone 
is now beginning to be a competitor with the State of Pennsylvania, 
and you find here the industries of the State of Pennsylvania forcing 
their way into Congressional comnfittee-rooms and demanding more pro- 
tection to protect them against the $8 iron of the State of Alabama. 
This is the way it goes. 

With respect to this industry the State of Ohio to-day can manu- 
facture pottery ware at prices that will ran New Jersey out of the mar- 
ket. The State of Ohio, with her gas for fuel, compared with New 
Jersey’s coal for fuel, which we must transport for hundreds of miles 
from a western direction to our factories and then in turn transport the 
product back to the same locality to find a market, would simply ruin 
the industries of New Jersey if continued long enough; it will place 
our industry in exactly the same position that the iron industry of 
Massachusetts is found to be in to-day. It seems to me it would bean 
extraordinary condition of circumstances that would keep the State of 
Massachusetts out of the ranks of the tariff reformers for another 
Presidential campaign. The pending bill will hardly help to keep her 
in the Republican line. 

I intend to vote for reductions all along this line. My political party 
promised this to the people, and the Republican party promised it to 
the people impliedly. If the Republican people of this country could 
have understood that the promised revision of the tariff meant a re- 
vision upon an ascending instead of a descending scale, I think there 
would have been music in the air during the campaign of 1888. Bat, 
notwithstanding all that, here we have your bill before us, made up 
to order, intended to benefit no living soul in this country except the 
man who owns the capital and the factory; and this is called a revision 
of the tariff! 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, this pottery industry is, tomy mind, 
one of the best illustrations of the wisdom of the protective policy 
that we have presented asanobjectlesson. I have had some knowledge 
of tariff legislation for quite a number of years back, and if I ever had 
any doubt about the wisdom of such legislation as would put the ex- 
isting industries of this country in such a position as to be able to com- 
pete with the industries of the world and also to bring into existence 
other industries that as yet have had no opportunity in this country, 
it would be the observation of the effect of the different tagiff revis- 
ions for the last twenty-five or thirty years upon the industries of the 
country. 

In 1872 the pottery interests in New Jersey and in Ohio had scarcely 
an existence, They were efforts, spasmodic, uncertain efforts on the 
part of those who were in possession of the clay and the material which 
now enters so largely into the finest of all pottery productions almost 
in the world to get an opportunity and a ſoothold in this country. They 
brought before the Committee of Ways and Means in 1872, when the 
tariff bill of that year was under consideration, little specimens of what 
they could do with the material in New Jersey and in Ohio. I have 
those specimens at my room to-day, and in comparison with what they 
have accomplished in that time they are a most instructive curiosity. 

They were met then by the importers with what I have heard to-day 
in reference to other productions in this country, that this was a poor 
material that could never be developed into such an industry as would 
take the place of the importations of fine crockery. But the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means turned a deaf ear to those statements then 
made against these efforts to bring out an industry that has in the in- 


terim not only surprised its promoters, but has bro 
measured to'this country, and they refused to reduce duty, which 
had grown up from 10 per cent. in one tariff, and another to 20, and 
then 30, and then 35, and finally to 40 per cent. as it was, and as it 
was left by the tariff of 1872 until 1883. They refused to take it off 
and refused to put their faith in the statements that these materials, 
then defective and uncertain, could not be brought out into such perfec- 
tion as to take the place in this country of the foreign production, and to 
save the capital that went year after year abroad to pay labor abroad; 
we thought it might be employed and paid for here in this country, 
and they adhered to that duty. 

What has been the result? These statements which the Senator 
from New Jersey has brought out to induce us to abandon the system 
are only evidence of the wisdom of the system. They are only evi- 
dence of the folly there would have been had we listened to those ar- 
guments then raised, that are only modified to-day in order to suit 
present conditions, which statements at that time experience since has 
demonstrated to be wholly false. 

There was another industry in New Jersey which presented itself to 
that committee in 1872 for protection and which was met in the same 
way. That was the silk industry. Silk fabrics, we were told, it was 
utterly impossible for us to manufacture to any extent in the United 
States, and therefore every duty upon it was a tax to the consumer, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 
He spoke of the silk industry, and that seems to be a very appropriate 
thing to be used here. There had been an amendment made to the 
existing law in another place imposing a rate of duty on silk so high 
that the silk manufacturers could not stand it, and they asked the 
Committee on Finance to take it off. 

Mr. DAWES. That has nothing to do with this argument [ am 
making. I am trying to meet the Senator from New Jersey and to say 
that he has been safe from his own argument and his people have been 
safe. That wasin 1872. The census of 1880 disclosed that that in- 
dustry, which we were told then it was impossible to establish in this 
country, had reached an annual production of $19,000,000, had paid 
out annually wages of $9,000,000, and had employed thirty-four thou- 
sand and odd men, women, and children in a new industry that it 
was pronounced in 1872 was an impossibility—nearly $69, 000,000 which 
otherwise would have been paid to labor on the other side of the At- 
lantic. That industry has grown now to be an established fact in this 
country; and if this bill carries a greater duty upon it than that which 
produced and established and made it firm and possible to compete 
with all the other silk-fabric industries of other countries, it is too 
high, and it will not have my vote. 

So with regard to this pottery business, Great as has been the re- 
sult, grand and strong and irrefutable as has been the argument it 
brings to a proper adjustment of the tariff upon the line of protecting 
industries in this country up to the point where they can hold their 
own with all the rest of the world, this debate has satisfied me that 
it has gone as far as there is any necessity of its going; but I shall vote 
for the committee’s amendment that brings the proposed duty back to 
where it was in 1872, and held in 1872 against New Jersey itself, for 
that is enough. That is a condition of things that will defy the world 
in competition in the production of as fine and as beautiful and as val- 
unable crockeryware as the world can find, and will pay to the labor- 
ers here the millions of dollars which otherwise would have gone out of 
the country and would be paid to the laborers of other countries rather 
than to our own, 

Mr, ALDRICH, I appeal to Senators to allow a vote to be taken 
upon the pending proposition. It has already occupied the attention 
ot me Senate for three days, and I think it has been thoroughly dis- 
cussed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. VEST. I ask leave to modify my amendment so as to make the 
duty 50 per cent. and 45 per cent. instead of 50 per cent. and 40 per cent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment as now proposed 
will be stated from the desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 2, page 15, strike out the word ‘‘ fifty- 
five ’’ and insert fifty; and in line 4 strike out the word fifty ” and 
insert ‘‘ forty-five.” 

Mr. VEST. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 
dered, this modification can only be made by the mover by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair hears no objection. The 
question then will be taken upon the amendment last stated at the 
desk, and the two amendments will be treated as one question. 

Mr. PLUMB. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is it necessary to 
give unanimous consent to a modification proposed in an amendment 
before the yeas and nays have been ordered? 

The PRESIDENT pru tempore. No; the Chair stated the rule to be 
that the mover of an amendment could not modify it after the yeas and 
nays had been ordered, except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PLUMB, had forgotten that the yeas and nays had been or- 
dered on the amendment. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator object ? H - Pettigrew, Stanford, Voorhees, 
Mr. PLUMB. No. . pa E E — — 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- | M N Ransom, Turpie, Wilson of 
dered, the roll will be called upon agreeing to the amendment of the | Morrill, Spooner, Vance, Wolcott, 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] to the amendment of the Committee | So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
on Finance. Mr. BUTLER. I believe my amendment is now in order, is it not? 
The Seere ed to call the roll. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order. 


tary 

Mr. BATE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. If he were present, I should 
vote yea,” t 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. If he were here, I 
should vote yea.” 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). I wish to announce 
that I am paired with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE], 
but by an arrangement with the Senator from Montana [Mr. 1 
our pairs are transferred, so that I am at liberty to vote and he is. 
vote “yea,” 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart]. I should vote yea if he 
were present, 

Mr, BATE (when Mr. Harris’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. Haggis] is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MOR- 
RILL]. My colleague is absent necessarily this morning. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hiacrys]. I do not see him 
in his seat and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 

I am paired with the 
The Senator from Florida 


Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 
[Mr. Pasco] is paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 
By a transfer of pairs the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] and the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eusris] are paired with each other, so 
that the Senator from Florida and myself can vote. I vote yea.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Under the arrangement 

ast announced, I vote yea.“ 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called), I have a general pair with 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FauLKNER], which for this vote 
is transferred to the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER], who is absent 
unpaired. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. I should vote yea if he were 


present. 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when Mr. SrockBRIDGE’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE] is necessarily absent, and is paited 
with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT]. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. If he were present, I should vote 

ven. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WiLson]. The Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. BATE] is paired with the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar]. We have arranged to transfer the pairs so that the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee and myself can vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the negative). I neglected to 
state that I have a general pa with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Gray], but as his colleague [ Mr. H1GGrxs] is absent, I transfer the pair 
to him, so that I am entitled to vote. 

Mr. PLATT. * I havea general pair with the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. Barsovr], who has been in the Chamber this morning, but is not 
now in his seat. I suggest to the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
VANCE] that my pair may be transferred to the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. Jones], so that we can both vote. I will vote nay.” 

Mr. VANCE. I vote yea.“ 

The result was announced —yeas 18, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—18, 

eet Coke, Manderson, Pugh, 

Colquitt, M N 
Butler, Geo Vest. 
Carlisle, . Paseo, 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, 

NAYS—26, 
Aldrich, Dixon, McMillan, Sawyer, 
ison, Dolph, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Blair, Edmu Moody, Squire, 
Cameron, Evurts, Payne, Teller, 
N Frye, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Hawley, Quay, 
Dawes, $ San 
ABSENT—#, 

Allen, Call, Farwell, Hale, 
Barbour, Chandler, Faulkner, Hampton, 
Bate, Gibson, H 

Davis, Gorman, Hearst, 
Brown, Eustis, Gray, - Higgins, 


Mr. BUTLER. Iask that the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the two 
propositions ot the Senator from South Carolina will be treated as one 
question, and will be so stated by the Chief Clerk. The amendment 
ot the Senator from South Carolina to the amendment of the commit- 
tee will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 14, line 22, strike out the words 
“earthen, stone, and crockery ware, including.” 

On page 15, line 2, strike out if“ and insert the following: 

Earthen, stone, and crockery ware, decorated or ornamented in any manner, 


45 per cent. ad valorem; plain white, and not ornamented or decorated in any 
manner, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. BUTLER. As I stated the other day, the effect of my amend- 
ment is to make three classifications instead of two. It puts in the 
first classification the finer grade of china. It puts in the second classi- 
fication stone and crockery ware, ornamented and decorated, and puts 
in the third classification the plain white, not ornamented or decorated, 
at 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from South 
Carolina to the amendment of the committee? 

Mr. DAWES. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

Mr. BUTLER, I ask the Chief Clerk to read the paragraph as it 
would read if amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Paragraph 100 will be read as it 
would read if the amendment to the amendment were agreed to. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Paragraph 100 would then read: 

China, porcelain, parian, bisque, plaques, ornaments, toys, charms, vases, and 
statuettes, painted, tinted, stained, enameled, printed, gilded, or otherwise dec- 
orated or ornamented inany manner,55 per cent. ad valorem; earthen, stone, and 
crockery ware, decorated or ornamented in any manner, 45 per cent ad valorem; 
1 white, and not ornamented or decorated in any manner, 40 per cent, ad 

rem. 

‘The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, on page 15, to strike out paragraph 101, 
in the following words: 

All other china, porcelain, parian, bisque, earthen, stone, and crockery ware 
and manufactures of the same, composed wholly or in part of earthy or min- 
eral substances, by whatsoever designation or name known in the trade, in- 
cluding lava tips for burners, notspecial!y provided for in this act, if ornamented 
or decorated in any manner, 60 per cent. ad valorem; if not ornamented ordec- 
orated, 55 per cent, ad valorem, 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 

All other earthen, stone, and crockery ware, white, glazed, or sape; and 
other manufactures composed of earthy or mineral substances, including lava 
gas-burner tips, not specially en or provided for in this act, 50 per 
cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to reduce that rate to 40 per cent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be es 8 — 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 18, on page 15, it is proposed to strike 
out 50 per cent.“ and insert ‘‘40 per cent.“ s 

Mr. PLUMB. I have been told since this debate began, by a gen- 
tlemar“who had to do with this bill in the other House, that the pot- 
tery manufacturers admit that the saving to them on account of the 
duty on packages imposed by the customs administrative bill is 7} per 
cent. net, and the same party said that the saving in breakage anid 
amount to at least 2} per cent. He is willing that I should use his 
name, But at all events I believe that 40 per cent, would be the equiv: 
alent of the present rate of duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I call the attention of the Senator from Kansas to 
a fact which may have escaped his attention, that the reduction pro- 
posed by the amendment of the committee is 10 per cent. on a large 
portion of the articles included in this 

Mr. PLUMB. I am not looking, perhaps, at the right paragraph. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 101 is now under consideration. 

Mr. PLUMB. I guess it had reference to the bill passed by the Sen- 
ate two years ago. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very likely. We reduce it to 10 per cent, on this 

below the House bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. No. you reduce it 5 per cent. 

Mr, ALDRICH. No, it was 60 per cent. in the House bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. The House print says in line 13, ‘55 per cent.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will look at line 11, on page 15, he 
will find that it is 60 per cent, 

Mr. PLUMB, Les, there are two classes. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. On the larger portion of the articles we have re- 
duced it 10 per cent. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to make the rate 45 per cent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas: modifies 
his amendment to the amendment of the committee. It will be stated 
as modified, . 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 18, on page 15, strike out 50 and 
insert ‘'45;’’ so as to read 45 per cent.“ $ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. : 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BULLER. Before the question on the amendment is submitted 
to the Senate I beg to read, for the benefit of gentleman on the other 
side who have made several allegations about what has been the cause 
of the reduction in the price of crockery in this country, a telegram 
addressed to me, which is to this effect: 

It is susceptible of proof that three causes have led to the reduction of cost of 
crockery in the last decade: First, steam-power in place of hand labor. Sec- 
ond, fuel-saving kilns. Third, the lithograpnic-transfer process in place of 
hand-painted decorations, All three of these factors were first in uced in 


Europe, and reduced the cost of manufacture, and not high-tariff tax for pro- 
tection, as claimed by Senators Hiscock and SHERMAN. z 
` JEROME JONES. 


Mr. PLATT, Whois Jerome Jones? 

Mr. BUTLER. Of Boston, Mass. 

Mr. FRYE. An importer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
| The next paragraph was read, as follows: 

102. Gas- retorts, Sa each, 


Mr. McPHERSON. I should like to ask the committee if that 
change from existing law, from 25 per cent: ad valorem to $3 each, is 
not a very large increase in rate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is not. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have other information, but I presume it is 
useless to present it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is not a large increase. The subject was thor- 
oughly investigated. 

Mr. VANCE. Willeither the Senator from Rhode Island or the 
Senator from New York tell us what these gas-retorts sell for in the 
city of New York, so that we may have some idea as to what we are 
doing ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. About $12 apiece on the other side. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It will be noticed that no importations took 
place in the year 1889. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is constantly making that statement 
in regard to items as to which there are no data. Gas-retorts are now 
classified with other manufactures and not kept separately at the 
Bureau of Statistics. Therefore there are no data as to the number of 

retorts, but there are large numbers imported. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. You say they are kept separately at the Bu- 
reau of Statistics? F 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are not kept separately, and therefore no 
data were at the disposition of the expert who prepared these tables. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. As 25 per cent. seems to bea high rate of duty, 
I move to strike out 83 and insert 25 per cent. ad valorem.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 20, page 15, strike out $3 ” and i 
25 per cent. ad valorem; so as to read: 

02. Gas-retorts, 23 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was rejected. 2 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, to strike out after the figures 1023,“ on 
page 15, all down to and including the word gross,” on page 16, as fol- 

WS: 


102}. Green, and colored, and flint, and lime glass bottles, holding more than 
one quart, and demijohns and carboys (covered or uncovered) and other plain, 
molded, or pressed green, and colored, and flint, and lime glassware, not spe- 
cially provided for in this act, I cent per pound; if holding one pint, and not 
more than one quart, I cents per pound; if holding leas than one pint, and 
not less than one quarter of a pint, II cents per pound; if holding less than one 
quarter of a pint, 50 cents per gross, 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


102}. Green, and colored, molded or pressed. and flint, and lime glass bottles, 
holding not less than 1 pint, and demijohns and carboys (covered or uncovered) 
and er molded or pressed green and colored and flint or lime bottle glass- 
ware, not specially provided for in this act, i cent per pound. Green, and col- 
ored, molded or pressed, and flint, and lime glass bottles, and vials holding less 
than 1 pint, Ii cents per pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I see from the explanation of changes in par- 
agraph 102}, as made by the committee, that the rates upon the 
largest sizes remain unchanged, but on the smaller sizes a slight in- 
crease has been made, rendered necessary by increased competition with 


foreign makers.“ I think this is the particular paragraph in the glass 
industry to which I referred the other day in a few observations I made 
upon the floor of the Senate touching the changes that had been made 
in the tariff rate in the bottle industry in 1883, in which we then made 
a change from an ad valorem to a specific rate and unintentionally 
nearly doubled the duty then existing. 

I stated the further fact that this was followed by a lockout of labor 
and as a consequence foreign labor was imported to do the work ata 
much lower wage rate. It is now proposed to increase the rate of 
duty. I do not know, as the committee have not carried out any per- 
centage in the percentage Tines, where we would naturally find them 
if there had been any intention or desire on the part of the committee 
to give the Senate information. I have caused a computation to be 
made. ` 

We will take the first line of figures, in which there were 3,289,427 
pounds, to the value of $51,822, and daties amounting to $32,894.27. 
The unit of value is given at. 013. Under existing law the rate of duty 
is 63.48. From my computation this change in that particular im- 
portation would amount to 70 cent. Take the next one, line 2 of 
figures under this paragraph. Under the existing Jaw there is a rate 
of duty of 52.94 per cent. The computation as furnished me makes it 
61 per cent. Take the last line of figures. The computation under 
the existing law gives the rate of duty of 60.40 percent. The compu- 
tation furnished me makes it 76 per cent. on those importations., So 
in addition to the great increase made in 1883 it is followed by another 
increase now varying in rates of duty from 52 per cent. to 61 per cent. 
and from 60 per cent. to 76 per cent. 

Now, no allowance seems to be made here for the increase that will 
take place under the administrative bill. Certain kinds of packages 
are necessary for the safe shipment of these glass goods, They must 


be packed very properly and very carefully. No allowance is made 


here ap ntly in this increase of duty for breakage, allowance for 
which the administrative bill forbids to the importer. In other words, 
here is a great increase of duties without any regard whatever to the 
increase which the administrative bill imposes. 

I should like to have some member of the committee attempt to de- 
fend this, or to state whether any increase of duty is needed upon an 
article of this kind, and, if so, why. 

Mr. ALDRICH, The Senator trom New Jersey says that this, with the 
administrative customs bill, which imposes a duty upon packages, would 
have an effect, as I understood him, to increase the rate of duty upon 
this item. I suggest to that Senator that he must have stated that under 
a misapprehension of the facts, as the rate of duty for the article in this 
paragraph is and always has been a specific rate, and the provision in 
regard to packages in the administrative bill could not affect the duties 
at all in any way. 

The Senator also states that some friend of his made a computation 
as to the effect of this change upon the various items referred to on 
page 15 and the computation submitted by the Treasury expert, and 
he shows that in the first item, which I suppose was intended to be 
bottles containing more than one quart, the duty has been changed 
from 63 per cent. ad valorem to 76 per cent., as I understood him, or 
something of the sort, As the rate remains identically the same by 
this bill as in existing law, I do not quite see myself how any expert 
would make an increase of 20 per cent. Perhaps the Senator from 
New Jersey can explain it, but I can not. 

The only change made in the parapraph as recommended by the 
committee is an increase of duty on viais and bottles containing less 
than one pint, On all containing one pint or over the law remains ex- 
actly as it is at the present time. The amendment of the committee is 
a large reduction from the House bill upon all the sizes smaller than 
one-fourth, as Senators will see upon examination. 

Mr. VANCE. I see that the committee in their note of explanation 
say that while rates upon the largest sizes remain unchanged there is 
a slight increase of the smaller sizes, rendered necessary by increasing 
competition. It is not rendered necessary by any requirement of the 
Government, or by any consideration for the accommodation of the peo- 
ple, but it is rendered necessary by increasing competition. Yet I see 
that there were only $483 worth of these bottles, less than the fourth 
of a pint, or vials, or whatever they may be called, imported. The 
competition must be terrible when $483 worth of foreign goods coming 
in during a year can shake the stability and endanger the fortunes of 
all the American manufacturers of this kind of goods! 

I think, sir, that that explanation needs explanation, I think that 
the whole scheme is at the suggestion of some manutacturer of vials, 
and the medicines of the people with which the vials are filled are to 
be taxed for the benefit of this manufacturer upon the flimsy pretext 
that the foreign competition is so fierce and terrible, to wit, amounting 
to $483 worth in a year, that something must be done. 


Mr. PLUMB; There is one thing that may possibly be at the bot-. 


tom of some of these increased duties, and that is the expectation to 
unload these factories on our English brethren by making the prices 
high enough to be an inducement to the capital which they invest, and 
are willing to invest usually at lower rates than the ordinary Ameri- 
canis. I think it will be observed by every one who has read the pub- 
lic prints carefully that the bottling establishments west of the Alle- 
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ghany Mountains have all of them passed into the hands already, or at 
all events are under contract to pass into the hands of English owners 
between now aud the 10th of next December. > 

Of course, if it is desirable to help our people to unload these fac- 
tories on the English, then we should go to work and treat these people 
as we treat other foreigners, and Ido not know that I have got so much 
to say abont that; but I think the tact adverted to by the Senator 
from North Carolina, that there were only $483 worth of these vials 
imported during the last year, ought to be conclusive against any in- 
crease in the duty. ‘They are vials that of course are fairly cheap, but 
they are widely distributed. They go into the hands of the people. 
It is the last place where there oaght to be any increase of duty made, 

I hope, therefore, there will be either some reclassification whereby 
the present duties will be maintained where they are, not to be re- 
duced, or if not, that then the rates proposed in regard to this entire 
paragraph will be diminished. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I ask the Senator from Rhode Island 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to say one 
word in answer to thestatement made by the Senator from Kansas. At 
the present time the duty upon bottles of all sizes is a cent a pound. 
Therefore it is impossible for an expert in the Treasury Department or 
anybody else to determine just what quantities of any particular size 
have been imported according to the Treasury reports. So the figures 
on page 15 relating to paragraph 102) are not intended to and do not 
apply to the various sizes. 

There is no information in the hands of the committee as to the exact 
amount of vials and small bottles that are imported. We know from 
the statements of the manufacturers and importers alike that there is 
an increased importation of bottles of small sizes upon which the duty 
is very low—14 cents per pound on some of these smaller bottles, not 
more than from 16 to 20 per cent. on the value. 

Mr. PLUMB. If this report is to be totally discredited, then I hope 
it will not be used for any other purpose. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not to be discredited. The Senator will see 
that where there is a uniform rate of 1 cent a pound on all bottles and 
vials of all sizesand descriptions the Treasury Department do not take 
into consideration the sizes of the various vials or bottles and do not 
undertake to classify the different amounts that would come in under 
the committee amendment at the several rates of duty. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ihave no doubt that the returns from the custom- 
houses for the fiscal year succeeding the passage of this bill would show 
a very different state of facts in regard to the importation of bottles 
from the present, because they have been imported, I understand, as 
coverings where they escape duty. That, of course, is cut off, so that 
we shall not have the amount of importation probably under any varia- 
tion of circumstances that we have had heretofore. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is upon unfilled bottles. Filled bottles come in 
in another place. 

Mr. PLUMB. But if the Treasury Department can tell that $483 
worth were imported it seems to me they can tell the rest of it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was probably imported at some particular 

place or under some particular form. 

Mr. PLUMB. If it is a misleading fact it ought not to be in this 
report. If I had not wanted to avoid opening myself to the charge of 
saying disagreeable things to the committee, I should have commented 
on the manner in which they responded to the resolution which the 
Senate passed on my motion in regard to the reasons given for these 
very changes. They are equally misleading, I think, in a number of 
things here. It seems to me, if we are to be told that these records of 
importations can not be relied upon, there ought to be some statement 
made to show that those which record the other importations are not 
unreliable, some reason given to show why they are reliable. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not say they are unreliable. The Senator 
will see that these rates apply to the different portions of the - 
graph. He will notice under the column for the Senate bill and the 
colamn for the House bill there is no attempt made to state what the 
effect would be, for the reason that the gentleman who prepared the 
table, Mr. Evans, who is very well known to most members of the 
Senate, had no information or data upon which he could make an esti- 
mate of the result of the changes. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island if line 11 of the 
amendment of the committee would not include the wood covering of 
carboys or demijohns and make them pay a duty upon the wooden 
covering in which the carboy is incased at a rate of a cent per pound 
us well as the glass? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly not. 

Mr, VANCE. It says covered or uncovered.” 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand that the customs administrative bill 
does not apply to a case on which specific duties are levied, that it ap- 
plies only to ad valorem duties. 

Mr. VANCE. I am aware of that; but I thought the words cov- 
cred or uncovered shall be taxed 1 cent per pound would include 
the covering as a matter of course, 

Mr. PLUMB, That phraseology might possibly do it. : 

Mr. VANCE. You would have to take the carboy then and knock 
it to pieces and weigh the naked glass before you could ascertain the 
amount of duty upon it, 


AUGUST 4, 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I simply desire to say that in my 
State there are some three or four or more glass-manufacturing estab- 
lishments, some of them for the manufacture of window-glass, some of 
them for the manufacture of bottles, and others for the manufacture of 
other kinds of glassware, and the gentlemen representing these differ- 
ent interests all state that they can not live with the tariff reduced 
upon the articles which they manufacture, but appeal for alittle more, 
as the Senator says, and I notice in looking at the testimony taken by 
the Committee on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives 
that one gentleman making glass in my State makes the following 
statement: 


re William Elliott Smith, of Alton, III., next addressed the committee. He 
said: 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I am a glass manufactures 
employing between 900 and 1,000 hands. I manufacture green and flint bottles, 
articles in general use throughout the country. It is an industry that is natural 
to the country, The only reason we ask protection is on account of the rates of 
wages. We have thought that a small increase would be reasonable. Inr 
to the industry being a natural one, I will say that I represent some one hun- 
dred and eighty-five flint and glass factories, which are scattered over the 
United States from New York to the Pacific coast, notonly in the North, butin 
the South, there being factories in West Virginia, Kentucky. Alabama, Gdor- 
gia, and Mississippi. It isan industry that is constantly spread ing. The mate- 
rials for its manufacture are found in abundance in every State in the Union, 
We have ase eap sand and coal and lime and lumber as there is on the face of 
the earth; but we get that lime from the quarry, mine it and dry it, and we have 
to take it to the factory. The labor on it is about 20 per cent, of the cost of our 
product.” 

And so he goes on. 1 
Mr. PLATT. Read a little further, please. 
Mr. CULLOM. I will read further: 


The CHAIRMAN. Twenty per cent. of the cost is outside of the factory ? 

Mr. Smiru. Yes, sir; 60 per cent. is paid directly at the factory, so that 80 to 85 
2 cent. of the selling price is represented by labor. As to the per cent. of 

bor in this country and in Germany, our best plan would be to refer to the 
census reports, 

That is a very definite statement by this gentleman, whom I hap- 
pen to know very well; a man of very great intelligence, especially in 
his line of work, and whose statement is that he thinks there ought to 
be a little increase, and that there is from 80 to 85 per cent. of labor in 
the cost of the manufacture of the article, 

I am not well enough advised as to this particular bill to say whether 
there is any actual increase given or not; but if there is, judging from - 
all the information I can get, it would seem but reasonable to give it, 
although I am not generally in favor of iacreases over the present law. 

I hope the rate underthe present law at least will be maintained with 
reference to this window-glass industry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
upon the amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance ? 

Mr. VANCE. Mr, President, would an amendment to the amend- 
ment be in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

iven. 

Mr. VANCE. I have an amendment that I should like to offer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will receive the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. VANCE. I move, in line 14, to strike out 1 cent,” and in 
line 17 to strike out 1 cents per pound, and in both cases to sub- 
stitute ‘‘ three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 14, on page 16, strike out the words 
“fone cent,” and in lines 16 and 17 strike out the words one and one- 
half conte and in each place insert ‘three-fourths of 1 cent;’’ so as 
to N 

Not l 0 
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vials, héldiag less than 1 pint, three-fourths of I cent per pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is the Senate ready for the question 
on thé amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina? 
The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on theamend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was to. 

The next paragraph of the bill was read, as follows. 


103. All articles onumerated in the preceding paragraph, if filled, and not 
otherwise provided for in this act, and the contents are subject to an ad valorem 
rate of duty, or toa rate of duty based upon the value, the value of such bottles, 
vials, or other vessels shall be added to the value of the contents for the ascer- 
tainment of the dutiable value of the latter; but if filled, and not otherwise pro- 
vided for in that act, and the contents are not subject to an ad valorem rate of 
duty, or to rate of duty based on the value, or are free of duty, such bottles, 
vials, or other vessels shall pay, in addition to the duty, if any, on their con- 
tents, the rates of duty prescribed in the preceding paragraph : Provided, That 
no article manufactu from glass bed in the preceding paragraph shall 
pay a less rate of duty than 40 per cent. ad valorem, 


Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, [move to amend by inserting another 
proviso, or rather by adding to the proviso at the conclusion of line 10: 

Nor a higher rate of duty than 50 per cent, ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. Add to paragraph 103, line 10, page 17, the 
following: 

Nor a higher rate of duty than 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was rejected. 


No notice ofany amendment has been 
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The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, to strike out paragraph 109, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the committee ask that paragraphs 
from 109 to 114 be stricken out and a new paragraph inserted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paragraphs to be stricken ont 
will be reported by the Clerk. 

The paragraphs referred to were read, as follows: 

109. Flint and lime, pressed glassware, not cut, engraved, painted, etched, 
decorated, colored, printed, stained, silvered; or gilded, 10 cents per dozen and 35 
per cent. ad valorem. 

110. All articles of glass, cut,engraved, painted, colore4, printed, stained, dec- 
orated, silvered, or gilded, not including plate-giass silvered, or looking-glass 
plates, 10 cents per pound and 59 per cent. ad valorem. 

111. Chemical glassware for use in laboratory, and not otherwise specially 
provided for in this act, 45 per cent. ad valorem. 

112. Thin-blown glass, blown with or without a mold, including glass chim- 
neys, and all other manufactures of glass, or of which glass shall be the compo- 
nent material of chief value, not specially provided for in this act, 10 cents per 
dozen and 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

113. Heavy blown glass, blown with or without a mold, not eit or decorated, 
finished or unfinished, 5 cents per pound and 40 per cent, ad valorem. 

114. Porcelain or opal glassware, 7 inches or less either in diameter or height, 
25 cents per dozen; more than 7 inches, and not more than 14 inches, 50 cents 
per dozen; all over 10 inches, 75 cents per dozen; and in addition thereto upon 
all the above 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

And the Committee on Finance proposed to insert in lien of the mat- 
ter stricken out the following: 

Glass and glassware of all kinds (not including plate-glass, silvered or look- 
ing-glass plates or unpolished cylinder, crown or common window-glass, here- 
natae specially provided for), when cut, engraved, painted, colored, printed, 
stained, gilded or otherwise ornamated or decorated, and hand, pocket or table 
mirrors not exceeding in size 144 square inches, with frames or cases of what- 
ever material composed, or without frames or cases, and lenses of glass or peb- 
bles, wholly or partly manufactured, 45 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask to modify the committee’s amendment by 
striking out, after the word decorated, in line 21, page 18, down to 
and including the word ' cases, in line 25, inasmuch as the articles 
there named are provided forin paragraph 116. 

« The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will report the part 
proposed to be stricken out. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Strike out the words: 


And band, pocket, ortable mirrors not exceeding in size 144 square inches, 
with frames or cases of whatever material composed, or without frames or 
cases. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment 
of the committee will be regarded as agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The intention, I presume, is—at least the fact 
is—that it is provided for in other paragraphs. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Provided for in terms in paragraph 116, on page 
22. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I had noticed that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee, to strike out and insert, as reported 
and as modified. 

Mr, PLUMS. Why can not the questions be taken separately ? 

Mr. VEST. There is one item here which it is proposed to tax at 45 
per cent., which tax, I think, ought to be reduced. I call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Rhode Island to it. It is in regard to chem- 
ical glassware. I hold in my hand a letter from the Mallinckroudt 
Chemical Works, of St. Louis; they are manufacturers, and it is as re- 
spectable a house as there is in the United States. Here is what Mr. 
Mallinckroudt writes me on this subject. It is entitled to very full 
credit. He does not agree with me very particularly in regard to this 
protection matter, but this is what he states — 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Missouri will pardon me, the 
paragraph now under consideration does not include chemical glass- 
ware. 

Mr. VEST. I thought it did. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, it does not. 

Mr. VEST. It applies to paragraph 111 of the House bill, this chem- 
ical glass for use in laboratories, ete. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But we have stricken that out, and have proposed 
u new paragraph to be inserted. Paragraph 116, however, would pro- 
vide for chemical glassware, that being what may be called the basket 
clause of the glass schedule. 

Mr. VEST. That would come in paragraph 116? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, would this paragraph now under con- 
sideration cover lamp chimneys? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 116 would cover lamp chimneys, under 
the arrangement we bave made, at 45 per cent. 

Mr. PLUMB, Isee, Mr. President, under the annotation for para- 
graph 104, on page 18, something put down in this way: Fot in pres- 
ent law.’’ It is proposed, however, in the House bill. I will ask 
what that means. ~ 

Mr. ALDRICH. Those paragraphs, from 109 to 114, inclusive, are 
new phs. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iunderstand. What is it in this paragraph 104 which 
the House bill proposed to tax and which is not taxed in the present 
law? The Senator will notice, in the second line from the bottom, the 


annotation to that paragraph on page 18 of the printed ey the words: 
Not in present law;’’ and the bill as it came from the House proposed 
a tax of 25 cents per dozen and 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator must have a different print. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have here the regular print. 

Mr, ALDRICH. There is no provision of that sort in the existing 
law; that is a new provision altogether. There is no similar provision 
in the existing law. 

Mr. PLATT. I think I can explain to the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. What I ask about is covered by paragraph 104 as to 
what is taxed at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are not taxed under the present law, not in 
the form there, Of course they will pay 45 per cent. ; 

Mr. PLUMB. That will be an increase of 25 cents per dozen and 5, 
per cent. ad valorem over the House bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT. I think I can explain to the Senator from Kansas the 
section of the House bill that he refers to. It is section 114 of the 
House bill: 

Porcelain or opal glassware, 7 inches or less either in diameter or height, 25 
cents per dozen; more than 7 inches, and not more than 10 inches, 50 cents per 
dozen; all over 10 inches, 75 cents per dozen; and in addition thereto upon all 
the above 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

That is, I think, the item to which he refers. 

Mr. ALDRICH, All these items are an increase over the present 
law; there is no question about that. The committee recommends a 
reduction to the former rate of 45 per cent. * 

Mr. PLUMB. What is the reduction ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. A very large reduction over the House bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. But isit a reduction from the present law? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No. 2 

py PLUMB. It seems to me the average would be above the pres- 
ent law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Moopy in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, we have certainly now reached 
the point where the Senators reporting the bill will not undertake to 
deny that the package allowance ought to be an element in the con- 
sideration of this bill; and, in addition to that, the damage allowance 
which has heretofore been allowed, and which is now denied, is also 
an important element in the consideration of the whole glass schedule; 
both of which are provided for in the customs administrative law. - 

I have in my possession at my committee-room a letter from a very 
heavy importer of glassware, in answer to aa inquiry of mine as to 
what the average annual breakage amounted to during the years he 
has been an importer of glassware. His answer to me is that it will 
run from 3 to 5 per cent. So, if the duty, for instance, were 45 per 
cent., as is proposed here, it would take 5 per cent. off that duty at 
least to make up for the damage allowance. Therefore, in conside 
both the package clause and the damage allowance, together with the 
great change from what has existed heretofore respecting undervalua- 
tion, ro objection certainly can be made by the committee to a reduc- 
tion of the duty from 45 to 35 per cent. i 

I therefore move you, sir, that the rate of duty be made 35 per cent. 
In line 1, on page 19, strike out the word “forty-five” and insert 
“ thirty-five. ”? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, there is one thing the Senator from 
New Jersey does not take into account. We have debated this matter 
in the Senate several times, and I do not want to occupy time. The 
matter of damage allowance that is referred to in this connection is a 
misnomer, a hambug. Damages caused by the importation of goods 
from Liverpool, from places in Germany or elsewhere in Europe, to New 
York, are far less than the damage suffered by every manufacturer of 
glassware or potteryware in the United States by internal transporta- 


tion. 

As this kind of property is imported mainly into New York, the 
damage allowance should be scarcely anything on broken crockery in 
comparison with the breakage by transferring it across the continent, 
or even from one State to another. That fact has been stated by many 
of these people and is no doubt correct. The damages upon internal 
trade would be much larger. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It is very difficult to hear the Senator; I have 
scarcely heard a word he has said. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is not material, perhaps. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Oh, yes it is material, from the word or two 
I have heard and understood r 

Mr. SHERMAN. I stated that the domestic dealer in glassware and 
pottery suffers more from damage by breakage, by far, than the im- 
porter does, because the voyage across the ocean is not so destractive 
to crockeryware as is a voyage on the railways and other transporta- 
tion lines in the interior. That has been stated. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iam aware of that fact, Mr. President. But, 
as I understand, the importers of crockery, pottery, and glass ware pro- 
tect themselves against possible damage by insurance, and that is an 
additional tax levied upon the importer. The Senator is aware of the 


fact that this glassware is not manufactured at the seacoast. It is 
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manufactured in the interiorof the country. It must be carted to the 
cars, taken aboard the cars, from there taken on board ship, must take 
its chances on board the ship in being ed with other heavy articles 
of a coarser character, it must be unloaded from the ship upon the 
dock again on this side, and then into the cars, and from the cars to 
the store, and from the store distributed to the consumers. 

Now, I know nothing about the damage except as this gentleman, 
who is very reliable gentleman, has given me to understand from 
his experience, covering a long number of years. And I understand 
from importers generally that, in order to make any safe estimate as 
to their business covering the period of time, they must make reduc- 
tions of this kind, which are added to the profit or loss side of the ac- 
count, as the case may be, 5 

Mr. President, the package must be an expensive package necessa- 
rily, and then if undervaluations are prevented allowance ought to be 
made to cover that, and it seems to me that a rate of 35 per cent: 
would be equal to that proposed by the committee, which I am afraid 
has been taken without giving the question due consideration. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, the representative importers who ap- 
peared before the committee and testified on the subject of glassware 
gave the following as a list and accurate statement of what the duties 
would be under the administrative bill. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Upon what page? 

Mr. VANCE, Page 120. I say they gave this as an accurate state- 
ment of what the duties would be under the administrative bill pro- 
vided the specific duties remained as at present; that the duties which 

would be added under the administrative law would make the list stand 
abont as follows; all of the articles I shall now read come under 


this paragraph: 


Duty un- 
praon We | "der the 
Description. Pra adminis- ed 
7 trative und 

bill. ates 

æ tariff bill. 

Percent. | Percent, | Per cent. 
45 77 205 
45 47} 72 
45 77 450 
2 Rl E 
1 on E E 45 43} 69 

Ten-inch opal shades: 

Com 45 56 135 
45 52 81 
45 47 60 
45 58 75 
45 58 115 
45 56 1u 
45 53 182 
45 52 270 
45 67 149 
45 61 106 


So that in every single instance enumerated here, according to the 
estimate of these importers who are in the business, and whose state- 
ments are entitled to as much credit at least as the statements of the 
manufacturers in the business, the duty would be increased from 8 to 
32 per cent. on each article. ‘ 

Now, sir, where is the necessity for this, ially in a bill for re- 
ducing the revenues and equalizing duties? In the testimony which 
was taken before the Committee of Ways and Means of the House there 
a rs the statement of a manufacturer of these articles, who testified 

ere, and I would like much to call the attention of Senators to some- 
thing that this intelligent manufacturer said. Mr. George A. Macbeth 
said: 

2 g rae 
can be represented the exact status of the 
leaving out bottlesand window-glass and p. 


Which he does not claim to represent. 


The CHAIRMAN. How many other factoriesare there of the kind in which you 
are engaged? 

Mr. j prana Ihaveforgotten, but if I remember correctly, atone time there 
were thirty-one who made chimneys of various qualities, and I think there are 
more now, 

Another reason why I think I thoroughly represent this industry is that I 
believe I make as many articles which come in competition with foreign arti- 
cles of the same character as any manufacturer in the United States. How 
many do you suppose that is? I make two hundred kinds of what are termed 

lamp-chimneys; only 10 per cent. of that class of goods is made abroad. 
is, to my mind, a most singular misapprehension of what the gentlemen 
are pleased to call competition. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. You say 10 per cent. of the class of goods that you make 
is made abroad? 

Mr. Macnetra. About twenty different kinds are made abroad. I make two 
8 Kinds, and of these two hundred kinds only twenty kinds are made 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. -But they could be made abroad? 
Mr. H. I doubt it, 


t of the protectionist that protection is for 
not. I claim to represent as thoroughly as 
crea! of the United States, 


The 88 You have no competition in the one hundred and eighty 


kinds of 

Mr. MACBETH, o egei so far as importation is concerned. Now, 
as to the material that we use, an to begin Bek wah ated gone bitoy ot a 
matter so as to show the singular attitude these gen ocoupy who 
are here asking for an increase of duty. 


Then he goes on to state abont the kind of materials that he has to 
use which make the duty necessary. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Will you please enlarge a little on that and state why 
there is no foreign competition upon that part of your product, and why there 
is not likely to be? 

Mr. Macseru., I believe that one reason why they do not make them is, that 
they do not know how, and they have not that use for them that we have in 
this country. We use in the manufacture of these soda-ash, According 
to Spofford’s Almanac for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, the average duty 
was 23 per cent, Now there is only one manufacture of that in this country. 
The gentleman was here, I believe. the otlier day. I would like tocall attention 
to a figure or two in Spofford’s. The amount of soda-ash imported in the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1587, was 263,00u,000 pounds. The duty is one-fourth of a 
cent a pound, and the duty on the amount just mentioned was $558,000. What 
is soda-ash used for besides glass? It enters into the composition of every 
pound of pe except window-glass, but soda-ash is used by every washer- 
woman, Itis used in every cake of soap in the country, making paper and 
washing wool. I am thinking seriously of going into it and ex to do so 
as soon as I find a favorable location, and I will do so in the full expectation 
that ee will be no tariff on it. and I expect to make it for $12 a ton and make 
& pro 


He then proceeds to state about the duty upon lead, and the duty 
upon pearlash and all the material that he has to use in the manufact- 
ure, even to the German clay which is employed in making the pots 
which are used for the making of these goods; and he says that while 
there is a duty upon the German clay there is nota pound to be found 
in America that can be substituted for it ; and he finally winds up by 
saying: 

I will make a strong proposition. Give me free material; givemefree trade, 
if you choose to call it so, say as freeas England has; give me the proper prod- 
uct of my labor, and I defy any competition on the face of the earth, or to make 
the same quality of goods for lower money. 

Mr. Bayne. And pay the wages you now pay? 

Mr, MACBETH. I will pay more. 

Mr. Baxxx. How mych do you pay your workmen on an average? What 
can one make per day? * 

Mr. MACBETH. They work two turns and make on an average $4.50 per day, 
and work five and a half days a week. 

Mr. Bayser. Do you pretend to claim that you, $4.50 4 da 


pene to your 
workmen, making. for instance, this one hundred and eighty kinds of 


imneys, 
can compete with the German manufacturer of the same kind of chimneys, 
em loying the same kind of labor and paying $2.25 per day? 
r. MACBETH. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BAYxE. You say you can? 
Mr. Macnurn. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Bayne. You can, under those conditions, compete with the Germans? 
ong hs ford Yes, sir; I will not restrict it to glass; I will take the iron 
€ also. 
Mr. Bayne. I would prefer that you stick to your business. 


He was just a little out of order at that time. Now pel eed on to 
give the reason for it. I can not quote all the testimony, although itis 
exceedingly interesting and intelligent: 

Mr. MACBETH. At one time, in what is called a shop,” we employed four 
hands, One wasa boy at 35cents, another was a boy at50 cents, anothera man 
at $1, another was a blower at $2. Figure that up and it is $3.85. We did away 
with the 50-cent boy. He did not starve. We kept the 35-cent boy and paid 
him l5cents more. We increased the $l man to $1.15. We decreased the time 
of working, and for the $3.65 got the same work. 

Mr. Bayye. What are the hours now? 

Mr. MACBETH. Our workmen have limited their hours to forty-four a week. 
They can do that work in thirty-five hours. He can work eight hours and make 
forty-eight hours a week. Let him give me balf an hour à day more, or, say, 
nine bours. Let him give mefour and a half, and himself four anda half hours 
a day, and what a tremendous change that would make. 
z B What proportion of your manufactured product is represented 

y E. 

Mr. MACBETH. About 58 per cent. 

The CHAIRMAN. I understood you to mg you increased the number of hours? 

Mr. MACBETH. No, sir, no increase, hat is actually in practice is forty- 
four hours a week to do what should be done in thirty-tive hours, 

The CHAIRMAN, Is that the p ? 

Mr. Macnzrn. There is at the present time a tremendous kicking, and they 
talk about not doing it, and I am perfectly sati-fied from all accounts that 
they can do their work in thirty hours, e have carefully looked into that, 
and there isa great waste of time. Iam satisfied of that. 
awe NOKSA: The question was, do you pay twice as much wages as the 

ermans 

Mr. MACBETH. I think you have a wrong idea of production and of values. 
You leave entirely the element of quality out of the case. In the case of labor 
you leave that element out altogether. 


Now, I call the special attention of Senators to the testimony of this 
intelligent man who does the work. He does not read and acquire his 
information from books and newspapers, as we have to do, but he ac- 
quires his information on the spot, grappling with the subject with all 
the keenness which his interest impels him to exhibit. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Answer the question directly. 

Mr. MACBETH, That would involve considerable debate. 

The question was as to whether he would have to pay twice as much 
for labor in this country as in Germany. 

Mr. Machzrn. Will you let me state the relative value of this labor? We 
find a‘ter diligent inquiry that the relative wages of the German workman is 
8 when the English is I2 and American 16. That German is dear, He is doing 
the work of a boy part of the time; that is, he insists on going into each of the 
branches of the operation. We have seven men and boys to do the same kind 
of work. In that we have economy of labor. That German half the time is 


doing the work of a boy at a very low price. We have a boy to do that. You 
see it is everything in quality and organization. 


And then he goes on to speak about having at one time determined 
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to move his glass factory to Germany for the sake of getting his raw 
materials free. 
Mr. BAYNE. ANE examining, did you still contemplate moving your works 


S wages would you have paid? 
Mr. MACBETH. What Í could lave got thon toe 
He did not profess that he would have paid them a fancy price from 
porey benevolent motives, like we do in this country, like our manu- 
cturers are constantly telling us they do, that they share their pro- 
fits with their workmen, that they pay their workmen more than any 
other people on the face of the earth simply because they love to doit; 
but he had the honesty to acknowledge that he would have paid his 
workmen whatever he could have gotten them forinGermany. After 
a considerable cross-examination as to the cost of his materials and the 
necessity for protection arising, not from the difference in labor, but 
from the heavy duties on his raw material, he says as follows: 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. You were PR gary about the reason why you con- 
templated going to Germany, I would * sd if you would state to the com- 
mittee the reason and full information of the matter why you concluded not to 
goto Germany. It seems yon se rendered a decision against that 12 
lowe „ Under the tariff, admitting such materials as this free, it would 


W. Z What tariff? 

Mr. Macsera. The free admission of these articles. 

The CHAIRMAN. You mean you would go if we had free trade? 

Mr. Macsetu, I would not. You think lam protected. Iam not. The ma- 
terial in a dozen chimneys pays more duty than a dozen chimneys pay. 

The CHAIRMAN. If you had free raw material you would not pay what you 
aoe M 8 That is it. 

The CHAInuAx. If you had free trade in raw material, you would be willing 
to have free trade in chimneys? 

Mr. Macsern. Precisely. 

The CHAIRMAN. then you visited Germany and examined into the whole 
question and all the elements iu the case, aud you came to the conclusion that 
in the long run it would be better for you tostay in Americaif yougot free raw 
material and not have a duty on your finished product and paying American 
labor higher wages? 

Mr. Macsern. Yes, sir; that is it exactly. 

Mr. Baxxx. I understood you to say that the cost of your labor is 58 percent. 
The cost of the material is 42 per cent. Say the tariff is one-half, which would 
— The tariff on these chimneys is 45. Why do you say you are not pro- 

Mr. Macsers. Iam practically worse than that. I could bring in the same 
goods which I make at 3 cents a dozen 7 The material going into a dozen 
of the same chimneys wiil cost me 5 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Presiden 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina yield? 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The testimony from which the Senator is reading 
is part of the published records of Congress, and in order to save time 
Iam quite willing it should be printedin the Recorp. I will ask the 
Senator from North Carolina, in order that we may make greater prog- 
ress with the bill, that the testimony he desires to refer to may be 
printed in the RECORD without having it read. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, ordinarily I should have no objection 
to that, but itis now rather a mortifying proposition. I thought I 
was éntertaining the Senator from Rhode Island; he looked as though 
he was enjoying what I was saying. But now I am distressed to find 
that when I thonght he was enjoying it he was only seeking some 
means of avoiding hearing me read it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Go on and read it. 

Mr. VANCE. I have read all that I now desire to read. In defer- 
ence to the feelings of the Senator from Rhode Island, I forbear. I do 
not want to unduly distress anybody; I take no pleasure in it, 

Now, Mr. President, we have the testimony here of a manufacturer, 
a gentleman who certainly is, as any one who reads the testimony will 
admit, one of great intelligence and whoapparently understands his own 
business; and he tells us plainly that the necessity, if there is any 
necessity in the case, for protection at all upon this article of manu- 
facture arises from the duty on the raw material. 

The principal raw material is soda-ash, which is made, as he tells 
us, by only one establishment in the United States of America; then 
the German clay, a substitute for which can not be found in all the 
soil of America; and then another duty is placed upon lead which is 
so high as to require every article in which lead is used to be protected 
by a heavy tax; and another material that he uses is -ash, which 
is made by the consumption of the wood of the forests, aud which has 
practically, as I have been informed, ceased almost in America on ac- 
count of the disappearance of our forests and the constantly increasing 
value of the timber which is left standing. 

Those are the materials. There is no necessity to impose a tax upon 
all the materials that can be characterized as an absolnte necessity. 
The interest of nobody is to be consulted except that of the man who 
makes soda-ash, Nobody's interest is to be consulted except the man 
who makes the pots for the German clay, for there is no German clay 
here unless it is imported for the pots to be made from. There is no 
public necessity whatsoever for a duty upon pearlash. On the con- 
trary, in the face of the rapid destruction of our forests, and in face of 
the fact that we are offering a premium to those who go upon the pub- 
lic lands to replant our disappearing forests, the public necessity would 
seem to be the other way, and that an article which enters so largely 


. 


into all 9 should be imported from abroad freely, for the 
purpose of p our own forests. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him a 
moment ? 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Long smock to tell him that both German blue 
clay and potash are on the free - li t in the bill now before the Senate. 

Mr. VANCE. I was reading the testimony without having looked 
at the bill. I was reading from the testimony of this manufacturer 
who said that there was a duty upon German clay. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There was at that time. 

Mr. VANCE. There was at that time? 

Mr. GEORGE. There is now. 

Mr. VANCE. Unless there is there must have beensome law passed 
that I know nothing about. The committee before whom this gentle- 
man gave his testimony held its hearing in January of February. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I say it is on the free-list according to the terms 
of the bill recommended by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VANCE. Oh, yes, provided this bill becomes a law, whi 
please God, I hope it never will [laughter], this duty will be remov 
trom German clay. That is one step in the right direction, Then, 
having by this bill taken off the duty from one of the forms of raw 
material, there is not the least necessity for increasing the duty on the 
manufactured article. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is good logic! 

Mr. VANCE. A tariff tax which increases the expenditure of every 
cottage and cabin in the United States (for I suppose there is 
one to be found where lamps and Jamp-chimneys are not in daily and 
nightly use); a tariff which imposes on every article of glassware al- 
most, on the tumbler from which we drink, and on everything of that 
kind, ought to have some better excuse for this increase than any which 
this committee have given to the Senate. It ought not to stand here 
any longer. It ought to be reduced below what the presgnt law is, in- 
stead of keeping it at the present rate or increasing it, as I have shown 
it has been largely increased by the operation of the customs adminis- 
trative law. 

I believe that is all T have to ay Mr. President, on this paragraph, 

Mr. PLUMB. If we have this material free, as it is proposed in the 
bill, why should we not have some of the manufactured articles cut 
down ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I want to say one wordin answerto ste 
of the Senator from North Carolina. 

The paragraph under consideration applies, and applies solely, tout, 
engraved, painted, colored, stained, gilded, or otherwise ornamented 
glassware. It does not apply to common glassware at all, which the 
Senators on the other side of the Chamber seem very anxious to reduce. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I wish to say, in addition to that, 
that the engraved glassware which is still under duty can be boughtin 
this town at retail, as fine glasses as any President, king, prince, po- 
tentate, farmer, Senator, or anybody else, would wish to 3 any- 
where, for beauty, at the rite of 4 cents apiece. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I should like to learn from the Sena- - 
tor, if he knows so much about the American glassware, whether he 
can tell us what the same article can be bought for in Europe. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think for about 5 cents, if it was 3 at 
the place where it was made. 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator please make an addendum to his 
valuable information, telling us why, if these articles are so cheap here, 
we want a duty tokeep out the foreign articles? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the very reason why the article is so cheap 
here. A man in Europe, in Germany, for instance, where they make 
an immense quantity, as well as in France, if he has an oversupply of 
a hundred thousand of these glasses, which you can bay down town in 
this city at retail for 4 cents apiece, beautifully engraved—if he has a 
hundred thonsand oversupply of this article in Europe he can send 
them here and sell them for 1 cent apiece, which is the way the mer- 
Senta nea ware every year in order to get rid of his surplus 
stock. 

Mr. VANCE. Exactly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam sure the Senator from North Carolina ought 
to have had experience enough to understand that. 

Mr. VANCE. That is a favorite excuse, Mr. President, when they 
send off goods abroad and sell them for about half price to the for- 
eigners, When they are twitted with that fact they say they want to 
get rid of their old stock. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VANCE. It is well known that these sales are never made at 
home to get rid of old stock. They are made abroad, because if made 
at home they would put down the prices; they would destroy the mar- 
ket to that extent. If they can manufacture them so cheaply and can 
sell them at the rate of 1 cent apiece it is a little difficult to me to un- 
derstand why it is that none of them are imported, and then that they 
are not again sold abroad after having been exported in competition 
with those articles sold in Germany for 5 cents apiece. I gave the Sen- 
ator credit for more acumen than that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, a favorite excuse?’ is a very com- 


— 


truth has to be repeated, 
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mon phrase of my friend from North Carolina. My friend’s favorite 
phrase that it is the favorite excuse of the protective people to mention 
these facts over and over again reminds me of the story that everybod 
has heard about the Ten Commandments; that when a thief is tol 
„Thou shalt not steal,“ he says, Oh, that was told to my grand- 
father; that is the old story you are repeating all the time.“ But the 
Mr. President, where there are dull ears to 
hear it and faint hearts to receive it, 

Mr. VANCE. I see, Mr. President, that the protectionists have got 
to the point where they do not have to make any excuse for stealing. 
[Langhter. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, Mr. President, I would like very much to help 
the Senator out of the difficult position which seemingly he has been 
led into by the Senator from North Carolina. 

I suppose if there is anywherein the United States of America one 


State where goods can be manufactured cheaply it is in the great man- 


nfacturing State of Massachusetts. Now, while the Senator from Ver- 
mont argues that these goods can be manufactured cheaper here and 
are manufactured cheaper here because they sell them cheaper here, I 
wish to show this fact, that notwithstanding all that, under this high 
protective policy the manufacturer of the United States simply takes 
care of the home market, manufactures for that market, takes the 
highest rate that he can possibly get for his goods, and pays no atten- 
tion to the foreign market whatever. 

Mr. EDMUNDS rose. 

Mr. McPHERSON, Now, in proof of that, if the Senator will bear 
with me a moment—— i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I read from reports made by Mr. Horace G. 
Wadlio (chief of the bureau of statisties of labor) in his report for 
1889, in regard to the competition of foreign-made goods in Massachu- 
setts, He says as follows: 
ot the 23,431 establishments engaged in manufacturing and mechanical in- 
dustries in the census year 1885— 

This was in the State of Massachusetts— , 
but 4.75 per cent. reported that they sold goods to foreigu countries. 

In Massachusetts less than 5 per cent. of them reported that they 
sold goods to foreign countries. Now, as to competition: 

1, Of the whole number of establishments reporting as to competition in the 
manufacture of goods, the proprietors of 43.46 per cent. state that their principal 
competition is met with in the cities and towns in which they are located, and 
other cities and towns in husetts. The proprietors of 50,11 per cent. of 
the establishments state that their principal competition is with cities and 
towns in the other States of the Union. The minor fields of competition are 
foreign countries, reported by 1.67 per cent, of the proprietors; the United States 
and foreign 5 2.64 per cent.; and various causes of competition are 
ep OF 6 of establishments reporting as to competition in the 
selling of goods, the proprietors of 43.99 per cent. state that their principal com- 
petition is met with tn the cities and towns in which they are located, and other 
cities and towns in Massachusetts. The proprietors of 50.69 per cent. of the 
establishments state that their principal competition is with cities and towns 
in the other States of the Union. 

Now, here comes the important point: 

The minor fields of competition are foreign countries, reported by 0.39 per 
cent. of the proprietors; the United States and foreign countries, by 3.87 per 
cent.; and various causes of competition are reported by 1.06 per cent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is exactly the thing Iam glad to have the 
Senator state, for it is undoubtedly true, for the reason that the foreign 
employers—entirely opposed to what the Senator has imputed to me 
with underpaid labor and with cheaper capital and everything else, 
can make glassware and every other kind of ware cheaper than the 
mechanics of Massachusetts or New Jersey can make it, just as the 
man who raises cotton in the Southern States—and I mean no offense 
at all toanybody; I am talking philosophically—could raise a thousand 
bales of cotton cheaper in the days of slave labor than he can now when 
he pays labor $30 a month, for that is a little more, I suppose, than it 
would cost the laborer to take care of himself. That is what it is. 

Mr. VANCE and Mr. BUTLER rose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And therefore—if the Senators will just give me 
leave to say a word or two 

Mr. BUTLER, I beg your pardon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will not pardon. I have pardoned everybody 
for a good many years, I will withhold a pardon for a minute or two, 
because under the Constitution of the United States in order to grant 
a pardon it takes two-thirds, [Laughter. ] 

Mr. President, I repeat that what the Senator from New Jersey has 
said in his statistics is, as I believe, entirely true. The American man- 
ufacturer, who employs his labor—and his laborer on being paid buys 
his wheat and corn and bacon and pork and clothes and everything 
else at home—and pays that laborer two or three times as much as a 
laborer would get in Europe for work of the same sort, can not expect 
his foreign market, and if he could look for a foreign market where 
there is anybody who wants the sort of thing we are speaking of now 
it would be like carrying coals to Newcastle, it would be like Vermont 
attempting to ship coal to Pennsylvauia—they can make enough of it 
themselves. That is the whole idea of the protective tariff. What 


we are able to 4er ourselves in this great national family it is for 
the benefit of all that we should produce. 

I have not asserted any such proposition as the Senator imputes to 
me, that the cost of producing one of these beautifully engraved glass 
tumblers is less in the United States than it is in Bohemia or in France; 
far from it. It is quite the reverse. But cos twice as much to 
produce it, the man who to-day has 4 cents in his pocket can go down 
to one of the retail stores in Washington and get a beautifully en- 
graved tumbler for that sum. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator from Vermont yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator does not understand, from the 
statement I read here, that all these 24,431 factories in the United 
States are trying to make engraved tumblers? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Byno means. The Ten Commandments we must 
repeat every day to our honorable friends on the other side, and then 
it does not seem todo much good. It illustrates the idea that the 
whole range of American industry with us is competitive, one State 
against another State, one community against another community in 
the honorable emulation of finding food and employment for the whole 
body of our people, and that food and clothing and employment coming 
from our own resources of our own country; and if you dismiss our 
labor and employ the foreigner for that purpose, where is the farmer ta 
find a market for his butter and grain and hay? 

Mr. BUTLER. Before the Senator from Vermont takes his seat, I 
would be very glad, indeed, if he would inform me, if he can, why it 
is that the manufacture of glass has been driven out of New England. 
I believe that is the fact practically. Perhaps the Senator from Rhode 
Island can tell us better than the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I can not tell, Mr. President, why it has been 
driven out of New England, unless, possibly, it may be because Penn- 
sylvania, Ohio, and Indiana have become glass-making States, and the 
people of those States, with the particular kind of quartz and other 
material necessary for glass-making, can make it more cheaply than it 
can be made in Massachusetts. But I do not know that it has been 
driven out of Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. What is it that it is claimed has been driven out of 
Massachusetts? 

Mr. BUTLER. The manufacture of glass, practically out of New 
England entirely, I think. Does the Senator deny that proposition? 

Mr. DAWES. The manufacture of glass in my own county in Mas- 
suchusetts 

Mr. BUTLER. L have sent for the testimony taken before the Select 
Committee on our Relations with Canada, but learn that it has not been 
printed. I will get it to-morrow. Before that committee a gentle- 
man appeared whose name I now forget. He stated in his testimony 
that the manufacture of glass had practically been driven out of New 
England. I do not remember his exact language, but that was his 
idea, and I think I asked him where it had gone, He said it had gone 
to Pennsylvania, West Virginia, and the South. 

On the same line of testimony, a very intelligent gentleman made a 
statement in regard to the manufacture of iron, which he said was also 
languishing and had languished, and was now being maintained in New 
England by the degradation of human labor, the reduction of wages; 
and he went on tosay that as the matter now stood it was a mere 
of masters from New England to Pennsylvania and the South in the 
iron industry. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Whereabouts in New England is the degradation 
of labor? I would like to know the spot. : 

Mr. BUTLER, I will get the testimony to-morrow and read it to the 
Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, The Senator is asserting a thing now. 

Mr. BUTLER. [I aasert it, but I will get the testimony to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And I deny it. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator denies it? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will show the Senator before two suns go down 
that he is denying something which has beenstated by Governor Ames, 
among others, and Mr. Tobey, secretary of a New England manufact- 
uring establishment. When Mr. Tobey made his statement it struck 
me with great surprise that a New England man should assert that it 
was a mere change of masters from New England to Pennsylvania and 
the South. Said he, the New England people can not get their raw 
material, and that accounts for the milk in this cocoanut, as I think 
we shall see before we get through. 

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] was not aware of the 
fact that this raw material has been put on the free-list. When he 
reads the testimony he will understand why there has been a lamen- 
tation and a wail from New England which this committee, it seems 
to me, has heeded, at least in regard to the material for manufacturing 


lass. 
5 Mr. EDMUNDS. Very good; but, Mr. President, I wish to tell my 
distinguished friend from South Carolina 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield the floor? 
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Mr. BUTLER. Yes; I yield the floor if the Senator from Vermont 
will promise me that he will not read anything, because it seems that 
the privilege to read anything is reserved entirely for thatside of the floor. 

r. EDMUNDS. I will not read anything except a lesson. 

Mr. BUTLER, You will not read anything except a letter? 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I will read a lesson, not a letter. I wish to tell 
my honorable friend from South Carolina that in that part of New 
England that I have seen e Se having been born there and 
lived there all my life and knowing those people pretty well, the manu- 
facturing interests of every kind in the northwestern part of New Eng- 
land that I do know about personally, the comparison of the condition 
of the lowest laboring man, if you can use the word ‘‘lowest’’ in re- 
spect to a laboring man (and I do notapply to him as aman, but what 
is called the simplest operation of mechanical labor), there is no place 
on the face of the globe, not even in South Carolina, where the condi- 
tion of that laboring man is better than, if it be as good as, it is in the 
northwest part of New England. Other Senators can state for the parts 
they know about; I am speaking with reference to what I know. 

When you compare the man who works in the shop at Rutland or 
Burlington or St. Albans, or any of the towns where manufacturing is 
going on (and there are hundreds of them, great and small), with the 
man who in any other country on the face of the globe is engaged in 
the same pursuit or similar pursuits, the situation of the American 
citizen in that State is not only tenfold but fifty-fold better than that of 
his fellow-man who is working either in 5 France or Eng- 
land or elsewhere. And I state that, if he is sober aud industrious, 
as 95 per cent. of them are, he gains every year—with his children 
going to school and going to church, clean and well fed and with a 
comfortable home—he gains in the savings-bank every year some- 
thing as the result of his year’s labor. And I am surprised that a 
Senator so intelligent and well informed as I am sure my friend from 
South Carolina is should make the statement he has made respecting 
that part of the country with which I am particularly acquainted. ' 

Mr. BUTLER. Why, Mr. President, the Senator bas read us a les- 
son, and a valuable lesson, extremely valuable, and done it in a very 
paternal way; and I want to say to him that nobody is more delighted 
than I am to know of the wonderful possibilities of the people of Ver- 
mont. Heaven knows I do not begrudge any laborer in Vermont any 
of the high wages he gets. But I was making a statement upon the 
authority of a witness who appeared before the Select Commiteee on 
Relations with Canada, and I only regret that I can not lay my hands 
on that testimony to verify my statement, although I am quite sure 
that if I were to attempt to read it the Senator from Rhode Island 
would ask me to cease, as he seems to be in the habit of doing. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I want to avoid these political disquisitions. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes; the Senator from Rhode Island wants to avoid 
these political disquisitions, and I think he wants to avoid any dis- 
quisition whatever when it upsets any of his theories. That is what 
the Senator does not like. 

In regard to what the Senator from Vermont said, I repeat that these 
two witnesses, apparently intelligent men—I had never seen them be- 
fore—appeared before that select committee, whose duty it was to 
inquire into our relations with Canada, as to whether it would be wise 
to have a reciprocity treaty again, or a commercial treaty, or annexa- 
tion, or whatever, and in that connection one of these gentlemen Imust 
confess surprised me beyond measure when he made the statement in 
writing, read before that committee, that the iron industries of New 
England had languished and were languishing, and that those that had 
survived were being maintained by the degradation of human labor. 

That statement was made, I say, before that committee. He, of 
course, was urging reciprocity with Canada in order that they might 
get in that part of New England where he lives free coal, free iron ore, 
and, as he expressed it, a reduction on pig-iron from Europe. That 
statement was made by this gentleman, whose name I know, but for- 
get, without any hesitation, and is part of the record of that testi- 
mony. I donot pretend to state it accurately, but in substance. And 
in that connection some gentleman whose name I do not now recollect 
appeared and made a similar statement in regard to glass. I will not 
attempt to state with accuracy what he said as to the number of glass 
manufactories that had been left in New England, but my recollection 
is that he said that all but two had disappeared. 

Now, I make that statement, and the Senator says he is surprised I 
should have made such a reference to the labor of New England. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no; the Senator will pardon meif I interrupt 
him. I was not surprised that the Senator made a statement that the 
New England industry had declined; I do not know whether that is 
true or not. What I was surprised at was that he should state on any- 
body’s authority that there was anywhere in New England degrada- 
tion of labor. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, Mr. President, I gave the authority for this. 
I said it on the authority of this gentleman; and, asI remember, about 
that time there was a statement presented somewhere before some as- 
sociation by Governor Ames, of Massachusetts, in which he said sub- 
stantially the same thing—that the iron industries of New England 
were being maintained by the degradation of human labor. I do not 
know whether that is true or not. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us see what he said. 

Mr. BUTLER. One word further. The Senator went on to say that 
the laboring classes of Rutland, Burlington, and other parts of Ver- 
mont were as well or better paid, Ithink he said, than persons engaged 
in the same or a similar class of mechanical pursuits in Europe. Now, 
unless I misunderstood the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] in 
his speech the other day—and if I did he will correct me—he demon- 
strated to the Senate that the rate of wages in one part of the United 
States was one thing, and in another partanother; and he ran thro 
the entire country showing the great difference between the wages 
one section of the country and another. 

Mr. GEORGE. Notexactly. The proposition that I endeavored to 
maintain was that there was a diversity of w in the same business, 
not only between different States, but in different parts of the same 
State, and in different parts even of the same town, 

Mr, BUTLER. That is still stronger than I put it, Mr. President, 
I had supposed, and it has always been claimed by the Senator from 
Vermont and others who think with him, that one of the effects of this 
high protective tariff was to enhance the wages of Jabor, to enable the 
manufacturers to pay better Well, Mr. President, if that is 
true, if that proposition is correct, the statement made by the Senator 
from Mississippi is absolutely inexplicable to me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, if my friend will it me— 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly; I shall be very glad to hear some ex- 
planation of it, because we have heard it stated over and over and over 
again that one of the beneficial effects of a protective tariff was to en- 
hance the value of labor in this country. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; but it does not follow at all that the value 
of labor in some one place or in some occupation is the same as in 
another place, any more than it follows that the price of a certain com- 
modity is the same in one town that it is in another town in the same 
county or State. 

For illustration, take the price of eggs at Burlington, Vt.—to take 
the farmers’ illustration, because we are all very fond of farmers at 
this particular time—suppose that the price of eggs at Burlington, Vt. 
where I live, is one and a half times greater than it is ata town 20 
miles off. That does not prove that a protective tariff on is not a 
good thing. It proves that in the family of this nation in one par- 
ticular spot there is a valuable commodity that is smaller or greater 
than it is in another particular spot, just as the services of a lawyer, 
which my friend will understand, are more valuable in a great city in 
a great cause than in a small town and in a small cause, 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that, Mr. President; hut it requires, 
I believe, about the same amount of labor to produce an egg in Bur- 
lington as it does in South Carolina, so faras that 

But if the protective tariff is such a wonderfully beneficial institu- 
tion—if I may call it an institution—its light ought to shine on the 
righteous and unrighteous alike; it ought to operate in one part of the 
country just as it does in another, Otherwise there can not be any 
foundation for it, and the analogy which the Scnator attempts to draw 
between the prices of eggs in one place and in another, and the price 
of corn in one place and another,does not apply, it seems to me. It may 
be, however, that I have not been able to comprehend it in all its details 
and complications, But I think if a protective tariff is good in one 
part of the country it ought to be in another. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So it ought, and so it is. 

Mr. BUTLER. I now yield the floor to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Dawes], with the condition, however, that the Senator must 
not read anything from any book, because that is prohibited by the 
Senator who has charge of this bill. 

Mr. DAWES. Ihave been listening with some interest to this dis- 
cussion by the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. COCKRELL, We can not hear. 

Mr. DAWES. Something has been said about industries in Massa- 
chusetts which seems to call for some remark. ? 

The Senator from South Carolina says he understands that the mak- 
ing of glass in Massachusetts or in New England has been driven out 
for some reason or other, which reason he does not understand. There 
is not a factory village in Massachusetts that has not a library for the 
factory operatives.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Free and open. 

Mr. DAWES. Free and open to every one of them, built up largely 
by the savings of the operatives themselves and through the contribu- 
tions of the owners of the establishments, There is not a factory vil- 
lage in all Massachusetts in which alarge proportion of the operatives 
are not owners of their own homes, and the relative number of those 
who have failed to own their own homes are growing less and less every 
day. 

The Senator from South Carolina says he understands that the in- 
terest of making glass in New England has been driven out of it for 
some reason or other, he does not understand why. So far as Massa- 
chusetts is concerned, there have been, in my recollection, two manu- 
factories of glass, one in my own county and one as far off from my 
county in Massachusetts as it can be kept within the State, down on 


the Cape, at Sandwich. The oneatSandwich was in the manu- 
facture of glassware, the finer kinds of glass, and that 


been discon- 
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tinued, and it has been discontinued there becanse it has been found 
in other of the country that the conditions of mannfacture are 
so much more favorable than at that point for that particular kind or 
manutacture of glass that it could be more profitably done elsewhere, 
and the Yankees who were engaged in that manufacture, like the Yan- 
kees in every other manufacture, sought the best conditions and touk 
the manulacture of fine glassware and placed it where those conditions 
were more favorable, without reference to the tariff, or labor, or anything 
else. They could have obtained just the same kind of labor at Sand- 
wich as they can where they are now, and they could have obtained 
everything but the raw material. The other manufactory of glass was 
almost within a stone’s throw of where I have lived ever since I have 
been living anywhere. I want to say of it that it is to-day a manulac- 
tory of window-glass, more flourishing and more profitable to its pro- 
ducers, and on a larger scale, and paying its employés better wages; 
and its employés are laying up more every week in the savings-bank 
than at any other time. its history is very peculiar. 

Mr. BUTLER. Where is that? : 

Mr. DAWES. That is in Berkshire County, Massachusetts. Seventy- 
five years ago that factory depended for the sand, which is the great 
and weighty raw material that enters into it, for such as it could draw 
with teams from Sand Lake, 75 miles off in New York State, and it got 
along pretty well then, because everybody in making window-glass in 
the country had to draw the raw material trom great distances. 

It turned out that under the very corner of the manutacturing estab- 
lishment there lay a mine of sand of the finest in the known world for 
the manulacture of glass, and they had been seventy years drawing 
sand all that distance. They have opened that sand mine there and 
found that it makes conditions of manufacture in that establishment 
which enable them to keep abreast of the manufacturing establish- 
ments all over the country of that kind of glass. They tried at one 
time to make plate-glass and polished plate-glass, but the conditions 
of the manuiacture of plate-glass at New Albany and St. Louis were 
such that it turned out not to be so profitable to them to manufacture 
plate-glass, although they could have maintained themselves in that 
manufacture, as it was to devote their whole attention to the manu- 
facture of window-glass. 

Mr. VEST, Will the Senator inform me whether there are any other 
establishments of that kind in his State or in New England? 

Mr. DAWES. There have never been tomy knowledge. There mag 
be, but to my knowledge there were not any other attempts to manu- 
facture glass in New England but those two. 

Mr. BUTLER, If the Senator will allow me at that point 

Mr. DAWES. Let me say to my friend that these people not only 
manufacture glass there to a very large extent, but they export that 
sand, They not only deliver it to factories all around ut great dis- 
tances, but they actually export the sand to foreign countries, 

Mr. BUTLER. Now, if I may ask a question—— 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator yielded me the floor and I waited very 
patiently to get a chance to say these few words. 

There is another feature of the Senator’s statement with reference to 
Massachusetts which requires some notice. He says that the manu 
facture of iron in New England, and in Massachusetts especially, is 
suffering and dying out. The manufacture of particular kinds of iron 
in Massachusettsis suffering, but the production of iron manufacture in 
Massachusetts as a whole is on the increase more year after year than 
the year that preceded it. The production of iron in Massachusetts, of 
all the kinds of iron as a whole, is on the increase year after year. 

The character of the production is undergoing a change all the time; 
and the manufacturers of heavy products, like pig-iron and like the 
rolling-mills, and so on and so on, are not prosperous for the reason 
that they are too far from thecenters of raw material to be made profit- 
able, and the producers of iron are turning their attention to other 
phases of the manufacture of iron, just as the Senator, if heshould find 
the practice of the law at home getting less profitable than it was in 
the heyday of his success as a practitioner, would turn his attention to 
the plantation or some other method, or turn his attention to some 
other phase of the law. The feature of labor and enterprise in New 
England, as everywhere else, is that enterprising and successful men 
are not chained to one idea or one method of employment, but they 
develop and reach out, when they can find a market that will tempt 
them to reach out, and so it is with the iron production of Massachu- 
setts. There are men like Mr. Tobey—I know Mr. Tobey very well. 

Mr. BUTLER. Heisa very respectable gentleman. 

Mr. DAWES. He is a very respectable gentleman, indeed. I have 
had, I suppose, four times as much correspondence with Mr. Tobey 
this winter as the Senator from South Carolina. Mr. Tobey is one of 
those men engaged in the manufacture of heavy iron in Massachusetts, 
and he has felt the depressing influence of the competition of those en- 
gaged in the light manufacture nearer the raw material, and he isone 
of those in Massachusetts who desire to have all the raw material 
which goes into their productions free without taking off any of their 


profits. 
Governor Ames was at one time of that same opinion, engaged largely 


as he is in the manufacture of shovels. They have addressed these 
letters to me, because I suppose they think me rather a hopeful subject 


on this question of raw material, and they have endeavored to convince 
me that it is my duty to go for the free raw material that enters into 
one end of their manulactory and keep up the duty on the manutuct- 
ured product that comes out of the other end. I addressed one of 
them a letter, and said to him, after hesaid he must have free raw ma- 
terial, Tell me how much you will be willing to take off the manu- 
factured article if we take off the duties on the raw material.” The 
answer was, I can not afford to do that.“ 

One thing more, If the Senator has a scrap from Mr. Tobey which 
speaks of the degradation of labor in Massachusetts, I should be most 
happy to see it. If there is any man respectable like Mr. Tobey, of 
intelligence, and of character, and, as I believe, a lover of truth, who 
has ever said that labor to day in any employment in Massachusetts 
is not on a better and higher plane than it was yesterday or any other 
day that preceded it, I should like to see him. 

The Senator from South Carolina would put Mr. Tobey hors du combat 
in an hour if he should produce here any statement of his that labor 
has suffered degradation in Massachusetts. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will allow me 

Mr. DAWES. Wait one moment. I am going to say what I have 
to say upon this subject. 

If labor is degraded in Massachusetts, it must appear somewhere. 
Does it appear in the amount ot wages that it receives? The statistics 
of Massachusetts give the lie to that statement. The wage-earners of 
Massachusetts have bad, by the statistics of Carroll D. Wright, 75 per 
cent. of $336,000,000 in hersavings-banks, That is the amount of de- 
posit in her savings-banks, and Carroll D. Wright's figures show that 
75 per cent. of it is the wages of the laborers in the factories of Massa- 
chusetts, and there never has been so much of those wages deposited 
in any one year as in the last year. 

So it does not appear in the amount of wages. Does it appear in 
their opportunities for schooling in Massachusetts? There is not a 
child five years old in Massachusetts in any of her factories cr factory 
villages, or on her farms, or on her mountains, that has not an open 
school-house free of charge, and there is not a child that can be kept 
in a factory under sixteen years old whose parents must not produce 
a certificate that he has been in school three months of every year of 
that time, or the parent is subject to punishment by fine. 

I can not believe that the Senator has a scrap from any man in Mas- 
sachusetts of the intelligence and honor of Mr. Tobey that speaks of 
the degradation of labor in Massachusetts. Nothing is so honorable 
in Massachusetts as labor. Nobody is so sure of a fair recom as 
that class of our people who depend upon their daily toil tor their sub- 
sistence and maintenance. There is no class of our people, far and wide, 
as a body, so intelligent, so honest, and so upright, so enlisted in every 
good work, and so contributing to the honor and influence of the State, 
as Pi | operatives that the Senator says somebody speaks of as de- 
grade 

Sir, when Massachusetts has to degrade her labor, it will be after 
she shall have forgotten her struggles to lift labor out from chains and 
bondage, in which she sacrificed so much and to which she contributed 
so largely. Massachusetts is proud of the humblest laborer within all 
her borders who obeys the law of the land and devotes himself to in- 
dustry and the maintenanceof good order. Sir, I should like to have 
the name of the man from Massachusetts who speaks of the degrada- 
tion of labor there. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator permit me one moment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I appeal to Senators to allow the vote to be taken 
on the pending amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. I shal] have to appeal for the Senator's permission 
to read now a little from the testimony taken, and if I can get that per- 
mission 

Mr. ALDRICH. This discussion has been going on ſor the past hour 
Bie matters that have no relation whatever to the subject before the 

nate, 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not introduce that phase of the subject. It 
was introduced by others. The Senator will have to compose his soul 
in patience now. 1 have occupied very little of the time of this body, 
not half as much as the Senator from Rhode Island has. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam very anxious to have some 8 made 
with the bill, and I ask unanimous consent that the debate on this 
paragraph and the succeeding paragraphs in this schedule may be 
limited to five minutes. 

Mr. McPHERSON. To that I object. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Massachusetts has called upon me 
for the scrap, as he expressed it, of evidence that anybody in Massachu- 
setts had referred to the degradation of human labor in that State. I 
will put the Senator on the stand—he is a very good witnesss for me— 
if he will permit me to do so. Will the Senator deny that Governor 
Ames, in a communication published in the newspapers, made that 
statement? 

Mr. DAWES. Of course I can not deny what Governor Ames has 
said which I have never seen. I deny that I ever saw it, and I assert 
that I —— more believe it than I do that Governor Ames has become 
demen b 
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Mr. BUTLER. Iwill produce the testimony if I can get it. Ihave 
only an advance copy, the proof-sheet, ot what Mr. Tobey said. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not deny the Senator's statement of what Gov- 
ernor Ames has said, for I have never seen everything that Governor 
Ames has said, J 

Mr. BUTLER. I bave seen in the newspapers a statement—attrib- 
uted to Governor Ames; whether he was the author or not I do not 
know; it appeared over his siguature—in which he made that identical 
statement in regard to the iron industry in Massachusetts, 

I of course can not quote the exact langnage of Mr. Tobey because 
I confess I was very much surprised at it—-that the iron industries of 
Massachusetts had languished and were languishing—I think that was 
the exact expression. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. “ That is not the point. 

Mr. BUTLER. He went on and stated—it is in the form of a pam- 
phlet which I think I have in my possession —— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The point is the degradation of labor. 

Mr. BUTLE«. Precisely. I adhere to that point. It could not 
have sprung up in my own mind, and I confess great surprise at it 
myself, but that was the expression. Whether there is any degrada- 
tion of human labor there or not, I do not know. But, Mr. President, 
I am very glad indeed to be able to have so distinguished a witness as 
the Senator from Massachusetts is to sustain my proposition in regard 
to the glass industry, if the Senator trom Rhode Island will permit me 
to come back to our mutton,” 

Mr. DAWES. Will you allow me to say something about Governor 
Ames? 

Mr. BUTLER. Wait until I get through. 

(At this point Mr. EDMUNDS rose from his seat as if to leave the 
Chamber.) 

Mr. BUTLER. Do not let the Senator from Vermont get off. I 
should be very glad if the Senator would not escape. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I will stay here. I never run. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator denied my proposition. He denied 
that the glass industries of New England had failed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not deny anything of the kind. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I have been very much at fault if 
the Senator did not deny it. What did the Senator deny? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I denied that there was any degradation of labor 
in New England, and I deny it still, and I insist upon the proof. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, I will produce the proot; that is to say, I will 
produce the witness. I do not know whether itis true or not, The 
Senator from Vermont and the Senator from Massachusetts are on one 
side, and these gentlemen, Governor Ames and Mr. Tobey, on the 
other; and if I am not very much mistaken I will produce the proof as 
soon as this testimony is printed, if it is printed as it was stated. I 
have also in my possession, if Iam not mistaken, the pamphlet which 
he read to that select committee, in which he made the statement. 

Mr. DAWES. Who made the statement? 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Tobey. And as I said awhile ago, it was a 
_ Jamentation—it was not a protest—in behalf of the industries of New 
England. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has the Senator the paper now? 

Mr. BUTLER. No, I have not the paper now, but as I say I think 
Ihave it in my room. The testimony is in print, and I understand we 
shall get it to-night. But Iam very glad to have a witness so distin- 
guished as the Senator from Massachusetts sustaining me in one point, 
that the glass industries of New England have practically disappeared 
from that part of the world. He says there is but one manufactory in 
Massachusetts that is doing a thriving business. Here is the testimony 
(and I now recall the gentleman’s name; I have an advanced copy of 
the proof; the gentleman’s name is Frank H. March): 


` Bostroy, Mass., September 14, 1889. 
Frank H. March sworn and examined. 


The Witness, I. sir, for years, since 1869, up to within a few years, have been 
a manufacturer of Klass and glassware, Our first company was established 
here in the neighborhood of Boston more than one hundred years ago, We 
imported the first glass workers from England. That factory has run continu- 
ously under one company, with very profitable dividends, up to within six 

Since that it has been run ina smal} way bya privatecorporation. We 
—. had Invester ee ee 8 ee usetts 2 pg of 
ware; have employ undreds of workmen, turning out a prod- 

uct, and supplying this whole country and lar gey Canada. 

To-day what is the result? We have had to accept, exactly the same as the 
fron manufacturers, the invitation of the honorable gentleman from Alabama 
— Puen}; we have had to go to the fountain-head of manufacture. To- 

y we have in Massachusetts two little concerns, one of which has not paid a 
dividend, I believe, for years—not being an original stockholder, and ng 
long sgo counted out, so I do not know absolutely—and one concern in the 
neighborhood of Boston that manufactures a little for local trade. Now, sir, I 

upon that as the result of the tariff. I look u that as the result of nat- 
ural causes. They have had to go to the fountain- 
By the CHAIRMAN : 


Q. What fountain-head? 
oF el? 
u 

T Rasi. 2 
. what has been the result of this condition of 

ngs. 

I have no desire whatever to do any injustice to Massachusetts 
none upon earth. Isimply state what was sworn to before this com- 


mittee. The Senator from Vermont says it is not true and the Senator 
from Massachusetts says it is not true. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I said nothing at all about Massachusetts. 

Mr. BUTLER, The Senators from Vermont and Massachusetts will 
settle that with the witness, and not with me. If I have made any 
misstatement I shall cheertully withdraw it. I have stated it from 
memory, and stated it over and over again, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am sure the Senator means to speak fairly. 
The only remark of his that I took special exception to was that in re- 
gard to the degradation of labor which had been produced from what- 
ever cause in New England, and I only took exception to that because 
all I know about it personally is in the northwest part of New Eng- 
land, where I happen to know something about it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was applying what I said to New England gener- 
ally. I did not select Vermont or Massachusetts or any other locality, 
but I made the broad statement, and that statement has been practi- 
cally confirmed by the Senator from Massachusetts and sustained by 
the testimony of the witness from whom I have just read, and I can 
read any amount more if [ am permitted by the Senator from Rhode 
Island to do so. I think I shall have to get a special dispensation from 
him, perhaps, before I read anything more on this side. So before] at- 
tempt to read I shall apply for a special dispensation to be permitted 
to read a little testimony occasionally. 

‘The Senator from Rhode Island says this has nothing to do with the 
bill. I think it has a great deal to do with the bill. It accounts for 
certain raw material in the manufacture of glass being put upon the 
free-list, which was done in response to an attempt I have no doubt 
from his own constituents, and the Senator from Massachusetts says 
that he is looked upon as good missionary ground by Governor Ames 
and Mr. Tobey, with whom he seems to have an extensive correspond- 
ence, because they fried to convince him that it was proper to get free 
raw material and maintain the tariff on the article produced, and he 
could not see it, I wish the Senator would put on those glasses of his 
when we get to the wool schedule. I wish he would look at the wool 
schedule through those spectacles when we get to it. J 

I repeat that I did not mean to misrepresent any witness, I stated 
the testimony from memory, and I shall most cheerfully modify or 
withdraw entirely my statement if there is any mistake in it; but I 
am as confident as I am of my existence that this gentleman did state 
to this select committee and that Governor Ames did state over his 
own signature or was reputed to have stated over his own signature that 
the iron industries of New England were disappearing and those that 
remained were sustained by the degradation of haman labor. That 
was my statement, and, as I say, if I have not stated it correctly I 
shall give it correctly. 

I was not making any complaint abont it. It is perfeetly natural 
that those people should want free raw material. They want free coal 
and free iron over from Canada. They want a reduction on pig-iron, 
of course, to enable them to compete with Pennsylvania, and West 
Virginia, and Maryland, and North Alabama, and Georgia, and Ten- 
nessee, and Kentucky. I can not quite see why the Senator should 
take so much credit—this, however, is by the way—to the sharpness 
and shrewdness of the average Yankee character (in which I agree with 
him) when he says that for seventy-five years they hauled sand—I 
think he said seventy-five years, or perhaps a hundred years—they 
hauled sand 75 miles in wagons aud were living over a sand-pit the 
whole seventy-five years. 

That does not quite comport with the character for shrewdness which 
the Senator has just ascribed to our friends in that part of the world 
when he says that through Yankee shrewdness they had moved away 
their glass factories from Massachusetts and gone where they could get 
the material cheaper. They are wise andsensiblein that, and I shall ex- 
pect to see my friend from Massachusetts and his constituents the best 
free-trade people inside of five years in the United States. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I must protest against this 
manner of conducting the debate upon the pending bill. We are 
obliged, by reason of the rules made for us by the other side of the 
Chamber, to come here in the morning at 10 o’clock and remain in 
session for eight long hours each day and every day. I must confess 
for myself that almost every day, before the Senate adjourns, by con- 
stantly poring over these figures I become almost totally blind. 

Notwithstanding all that, we have been obliged to-day to listen to 
a dissertation upon the egg industry in the State of Vermont and the 
iron industry in the State of Massachusetts, upon a paragraph of the 
bill that relates to glass. Two long mortal hours have been lost upon 
this paragraph in digressions by the Senator from Vermont and the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, upon a question entirely foreign to the sub- 
ject. Now let us get back to it, and in order that there may be no con- 
fusion about it, let me state again what the question is. 

The Senate Finance Committee have reported an increase of duty. 
They admit it is an increase of duty above the existing tariff. In the 
explanation made below the schedule they say it is an increase by rea- 
son of the change in the classification. The Senator trom North Carolina 
[Mr. VANCE] read from a statement made by the importers when they 
were before the Senate committee that the increase by reason of the 


customs administrative billalone, which is now the law, upon the very 


tor from 
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articles mentioned in this paragraph wasan increase from 8 per cent. in 
the lowest case mentioned to 32 per cent. in the highest. 
In short, the administrative bill adds to this increased tariff rate re- 
from the committee from 8 to 32 per cent. Ihave asked in con- 
sideration of this increase by the administrative bill to reduce the rate 
from 45 per cent. ad valorem to 35 per cent., which even then will be 
above the existing tariff; and now I hope we can have the vote upon 
this question, 7 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questionis upon the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey to the amendment of the committee. 
Mr. McPHERSON. Upon that question I ask for the yeas and 


nays. 

te BUTLER. Before we go on with that vote I should like to read 
a little testimony for the benefit of the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. DAwes] and the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], but I 
see the Senator from Vermont is not in his seat, and I will wait a lit- 
tle while until he gets back, so that he will have ample time to re- 
cover from the shock which I have no doubt the testimony Ishall read 
will give him, and I will permit my friend from Massachusetts also to 

himself for the shock. 
. VANCE. I ask that the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 19, line 1, in the amendment reported 
by the Committee on Finance, after the word manufactured,” it is 
i eat to strike out “forty-five” and insert ‘‘ thirty-five;’’ so as to 


Glass and glassware of all kinds (not including plate-glass, silvered or look- 
ing-glass plates, or unpolished cylinder, crown or common window-gl here- 
specially provided for), when cut, engraved, painted, colored, ted, 
stained, gilded, or otherwise ornamented or decorated, and hand, pocket,ortable 
mirrors not exceeding in size 144 square inches, with frames or cases of what- 
ever material composed, or without frames or cases, and lenses of glass or peb- 
bles, wholly or partly manufactured, & per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Rhode 
Island whether the rate on this grade of glass is not 45 per cent. by the 
present law ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is 45 per cent. on all grades of glass provided for 


here. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Is the Senator able to state what the effect of the 
duty by the committee will be ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I can not state at this moment. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I will not delay the vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
MCPHERSON] has asked for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). J am paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW.] If he were here, I should 
vote “yea.” 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). 
WELL] is detained at his rooms by illness, 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called). The Sena- 
n [Mr. MITCHELL] has heen called away from the Senate 
Chamber, and I am paired with him, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). My general pair with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] having been transferred 
to the Senator from Montana [Mr. Power], I vote “nay.” 

Mr. ALLEN (when Mr. Sabinz's name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. Squire] is paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. If he were present, I should vote 


“yea,” 
Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
I am paired 


the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]. The Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. BATE] is paired with the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar]. We have arranged to transfer our pairs so that we may 
both vote. I vote “nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BATE. I announce that my colleague [Mr. HARRIS] is paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to announce that the general pair I had 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] is transferred to his col- 
league [Mr. Hicorns], and the Senators from Delaware are now 
paired with each other. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iam paired with the Senator from North Dakota 
(Mr. PIERCE]. 

Mr. PASCO. I have been requested to announce that the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] is absent in consequence of sick- 
ness. He is paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcoTr]. 

Mr. GORMAN. I announce my pair with the Senator from Maine 


I can ascertain. 


My colleague [ Mr. FAR- 


[Mr. FRYE]. He is not recorded as voting, I believe. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 


Mr. GORMAN. ThenI withhold my vote, as I am paired with him. 
Otherwise I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. TELLER, My colleague [Mr. Wotcorr] is paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna]. My colleague, if here, 
would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

_ Mr. CASEY. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. PIERCE] 
is paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 
Barbour, Cockrell, Morgan, Reagan 
Bate, Coke, Pasco, Vest. 
Berry, Colquitt, Plumb, 
Blackburn, George, Pugh, 
Butler, McPherson, Ransom, 

NAYS—2. 
Aldrich, Dixon, MoMillan, Sawyer, 
Allen, Dolph, Manderson, Sherman, 
Allison, Edmunds, y. Teller, 
Blair, Evarts, dock, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cameron, Hale, Piatt, 
Casey, Hawley, Quay, 
Dawes, H A Sanders, 

ABSENT—42. 
Blodgett, Frye, Jones of Nevada, Stew: 
Brown, Gibson, Kenna, Stockbridge, 
Call, Gorman, Mitchell, Turpie, 
Carlisle, Gray. Morrill, Vance, 
Chandler, Hampton, Payne, Voorh 
Cullom, Harris, Pettigrew, Walthall 
Daniel, Hearst, Pierce, Washburn 
Da Higgins, Power, n of M 
Eustis, Hoar, Spooner, Wolcott. 
Farwell, Ingalls, N 
Faulkner, Jones of Arkansas, Stanford, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum having voted, the Secre 
tary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when Mr. KennA’s name was called). I de 
sire to say, in the absence of his colleague, that the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. KENNA] is detained at home by sickness. I desire to 
say further that my colleague [Mr. CARLISLE] has just been called 
from the Chamber by indisposition and has gone to his room. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the following Senators were an- 
nounced as having responded to their names: 


Aldrich, Coke, aes Me Plumb, 
Allen, Colquitt, Harris, Pugh, 
Allison, Cullom, Bewley: Quay, 
Barbour, Daniel, H 5 Ransom, 
Bate, Davi Jones of Arkansas, Sanders, 
Bav Dawes, McMillan, Sawyer, 
Blackburn, Dixon, McPherson, Sherman, 
Blair, Edmunds, Manderson, Teller, 
Butler, Evarts, Moody, Turpie, 
Call, Frye, Morgan, Vance, 
Cameron George Paddock, Ves' 
Casey, Gorman, Pasco, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Hale, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, Fifty-two Senators have answered to 
their names, There is a quorum present. The question is upon the 
amendmentoffered by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] 


to the amendment proposed by the Finance Committee. The Secretary 
will call the roll on that question. : 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. If he were here, I should 
vote ven.“ 

Mr. HAMPTON (when hisname wascalled). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with tho 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called) Iam paired 
with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. If he were present, 
I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HicGins]. Inadvertently I voted on 
the last roll-call, not observing that he was not present. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when Mr. Stock BRIDGE’s name was called). My 


colleague [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE] is paired with the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. Voohuxxs!]. 
Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I again announce my 
7 with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jox xs]. If he were present, 
s 


hould vote yea.“ 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. 8 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. In pursuance of the arrangement made for 
the transfer of pairs, the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wilson], with 
whom I was paired, now stands paired with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar], and that leaves the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
Bate], who was paired with the Senator from Massachusetts, and my- 
self at liberty to vote. I vote nay.“ 


The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. McPHERSON. I am informed by the Senator from Illinois 


[Mr. CULLON] that my pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
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Hiocıss] has been transferred to the colleague of the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. FARWELL], and therefore I vote. I vote yea.” 

Mr. DAVIS. I desire to announce on behalf of my colleague [Mr. 
WASHBURN] that heis necessarily absent from the Senate and is paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON]. 

Mr. SANDERS. I desire to announce for my colleague [Mr. POWER] 
that he is necessarily detained from the Senate. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—2, 

Barbour, Cockrell, Gorman, Pugh, 

Bate, Coke, McPherson, Ransom, 
Berry. i Morgan, n, 
Blackburn, Daniel, Pasco, Turpie, 

utler, George, Plumb, Vest. 
NAYS—23, 

Aldrich, Davis, Hale, Platt, 

Allen, Dawes, Hawley, Quay, 
Allison, Dixon, H 0 Sanders, 
Blair, ? Doiph, McMillan, Sawyer, 

eron, Edmunds, Manderson, Sherman, 
y; Evarts, Moody, Teller, 
Cullom, Frye, Paddock, Wilson of Iowa, 
ABSENT—36. 

Blodgett, Gray, Kenna, Stanford, 
Brown, Hampton, Mitchell, Stewart. 
Call. Harr: Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Carlisle, Hearst, Payne, Vance, 
Chandler, Higgins, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Eust Hoar, Pierce, Walthall, 
Farwell, Ingalls, Power, Washbu 
Faulkner, Jones of Arkansas, Spooner, Wilson of Md, 
Gibson, Jones of Nevada, Squire, Wolcott, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BUTLER. Since the colloquy between the Senator from Ver- 
mont and the Senator from Massachusetts and myself a few moments 
ago, I have found the testimony of Mr. Tobey, which I will now ask 
the permission of the Senator from Rhode Island to be allowed to read, 
and I will begin by asking the Senator from Massachusetts if the Mr. 
Tobey to whom he referred is Horace P. Tobey; is that the name of 
the gentleman ? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. I seein the statement he made before the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means of another body he speaks as follows, and if 
the Senator from Vermont and the Senator from Massachusetts have 
tears to shed, let them prepare to shed them now: 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have not any tears at all. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Tobey says: 

The result has been that New England rolling-mills and foundries have been 
compelled to pay for their crude materials the price ruling at distant furnacesin 
other States, plus a freight rate of several dollars per ton to their works. As 
the rolling-mills, foundries, and machine-shops located near such furnaces can 
transmit their finished to the New England consumer nearly as cheaply 
as the New England mill, foundry, or machine-shop can bring in its pig-iron, the 
tendency has been to throw all the manufacturing, manipulating, finishing 
of iron and steel, as well as the production of pig-iron, into the hands of theiron- 
producing States and to wips out the iron and steel industries, large and small, 
of New England. The surviving mills owe their continued existence, in a small 
part. to the fact that they have been able to 
rial (scrap-iron, castings, and turnings) in 
fact that they have, through the com on of circumstances, been systemat- 
ically engaged in the degradation of erican labor in New England. 

_I hope that will satisfy the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BUTLER. One moment. I havea little more. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave nothing to say if the debates are reported 
just as they are taken, as mine always are. 

Mr. BUTLER. In what respect? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I mean that what has been said shall appear just 
as it was stated. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will possess his soul in patience, I 
shall not change one line, or syllable, or word. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is right. 

Mr, BUTLER. Iam glad to have the approbation of the Senator. 

Mr. DAWES. Has the Senator read all he desires from Mr. Tobey? 

Mr. BUTLER. I have a little more to read. 

Mr. DAWES. That is what I inquired. 

Mr. BUTLER. I find on page 20 of this volume a summary of the 
statement made by Mr. Tobey, as follows: 


4. Under the pressure of these duties, statistics indicate that the iron and steel 
working industries of New England have, during the last ten years, shrunken 
40 per cent., while those of the country at large have, during the rame period, 
increased about 57 per cent. 

5. No natural disadvantages have caused this large loss to New England. The 
obstacles interposed by the tariff are solely responsible for it. s 
ee obstacles have caused a degradation of American labor in New Eng- 

nå. 


I find further on, in reply to a question by Mr. GEAR: 
Mr, Gran. What is the relative cost of labor in 3 the Bessemer product 
iz Sar a compared with the Pennsylvania rolling mills? I speak of 


r. 
Mr. Torry. I think the skilled labor would be at least double. I think the 
skilled Jabor in our mill is not much more than one-half that of Pittsburgh. 
Mr. GEAR. How so? 
Mr. Toney. We have succeeded in degrading American labor. 


Mr. President, that is all I have stated. I will give the Senators a 


ck upand rework a little old mate- 
eir own territory; but chiefly to the 
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little more if permitted. Itseems that a committee of this body, pre- 
sided over by the distinguished Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BLAIR], went on a perambulating tour over this country taking testi- 
mony, and they got some valuable information. I find in the RECORD, 
page 2903, volume 19, 3, in a speech by the distinguished Senator 
from Texas [Mr. COKE], the following in reference to testimony taken 
by that committee: : 


They will find in this testimony taken by a committee . over by a 
high protective Republican chairman (Mr. BLAIR, of New pshire) tales of 
destitution, misery, and wretchedness among American laborers rivaling in oe 
thos any ever told of pauper labor in Europe. I can not refer at length to 
testimony for want ot time, but will read from the testimony of Thomas O Don- 
nell, of Fall River, Mass., commencing on page 451 of the third volume of tes- 
timony. I will ask that the Secretary read the 88 marked. 

The PnESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will as requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

m Thomas O'Donnell examined. < x x 


“LIFE OF A MULE-SPINNER. 

“Q. What is your business? 

“A. Tama mule-spinner by trade. I have worked at it since I have been in 
this country, eleven years, 

“Q. Are you a married man? 

A. Yes, sir; I ama married man; have a wiſe and two children. Iam not 
very well educated. I went to work when I was young, and have been work- 
ing ever since in the cotton business; went to work when I was about eight or 
nine years old. I was going to state how I live. My children get along very 
well in summer time, on account of not having to buy fuel or shoes or one 
thing and another, I earn $1.50 a day and can't afford to pay very big house 
rent. I pay $1.50 a week rent, which comes to about $ a month, ` 

8 — 7055 you pay this where you are at Fall River? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

Do you have work right 2 

“A. No, sir; since that strike we don in Fall River about three years ngo 
I have not worked much more than half the time, and that has brought my 
circumstances down very much, 

“Q. Why have yon not worked more than half the time since then? * 

“A, Well, at Fall River if a man has not got a boy to act as back - boy it is 
very hard for him to get along. In a great many cases they discharge men in 
that work and put in men who have boys. 

“Q. Men who have boys of their own? 2 

A. Men who have boys of their own capable enough to work in a mill, to 
earn 30 or 40 cents a day. > 8 $ 
“ONE DOLLAR AND A HALF A DAY FOR NINE MONTHS TO SUPPORT SIX PEOPLE 

TWELVE MONTHS, 

“I have a brother who has four children, besides his wifeand himself, All he 
earns is $1.50a day. He works in the iron works at Fall River. He only works 
about nine months out of twelve. There is generally about three months of 
stoppage, taking the year right through, and his wife and his family all have to 
be supposed fora year out of the wages of nine months—$L.50 a day for nine 
months out of the twelve to support six of them. It does not stand to reason 
that those children and he himselfcan have natural food or be naturally dressed. 
His children are often sick and he has to call in doctors. That is always hanging 
over him and is a great expense to him. And then it he does not pay the the 
trustee law comes on him. That is a thing that is not properly looked after. A 
man told me the other day that he was trusteed for $1.75, and I understood that 
there was a law in this State that a man could not be trusteed for less than 810.“ 


Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘Trusteed’’—that means ‘‘ garnisheed.’’ 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes— 
a trusteed for less than $10. It seems to me there is something wrong in the Gov- 
ernment somewhere; where it is I can’t tell. 


“Q. How much money have you got? 
“A. I have not got a centin the house; didn’t have when I came out this 


mornin 
have you had within three months? 


“Q. How much mone 
“A. I have had abont $16 inside of three months. 


75 = 8 vou have had within the last three months to live on? 
A. Yes; 
“SUPPORTING A FAMILY ON $183 A YEAR, 


“Q. How much have you had within a year? 

“A. Since Thanksgiving T happened to get work in the Crescent Mill and 
worked there exactly thirteen weeks. I got just $1.50 a day, with the exception 
ofa few days that I lost—because in following up mule-spinning you are o 
to lose a day once in awhile; you can’t follow it up regularly.” 

There is a large mass of testimony, all of which goes to substantiate 
the statement made by Mr. Tobey, and not by the Senator from South 
Carolina, I would have the Senator from Vermont and the Senator 
from Massachusetts understand. I will ask that the remainder of this 
be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Lou do not mean the whole of it? 

Mr. BUTLER. The balance of his testimony. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How much is the balance? 

Mr. BUTLER. Not much, about one page. 

Mr. DAWES. It is in the Recorponce; it bas been in the RECORD 
a dozen times. It is an old chestnut. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, if it is such an old chestnut, I am greatly 
surprised that the Senator from Massachusetts should have denied so 
emphatically as he did this morning 1 

Mr. DAWES. My denial did not reach that fellow. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not know the fellow, as the Senator calls him, 
but I only give what he states under oath. 

The remainder of Mr. O' Donnell's testimony is as follows: 

Q. Thirteen weeks would be seventy-eight days, and, at $1.50 a day, that 
would make $117, less whatever time you lost. 

A. Yes. I worked thirteen wecks there and ten days in another place, and 
then there was a dollar I got this weck Wednesday. 

Q. Taking a full year can you tell how much you have had? 

A. That would be about fi n weeks’ work. Last winter, ds I told you, I 

tin and I worked up to about somewhere around Fast day, or may be New 

ear’s day; anyway, Mr. Howard has it down on his record, if you wish to 
c he can answer it better than I can, be- 
cause we have a sort of union there to keep ourselves together, 
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A esto $150 within a year? 


ou had $1257 
‘could Sigure in up I I bad time, The thirteen weeks is all I have 


es, 
+ Mays you had any help from outside? 
— si 
Q. Do you mean that yourself and wife and two children have had nothing 
~ but that for all this time? 
~ A. That is all. I gota couple dollars’ worth of coal last winter, and the wood 
Ipicked up myself. I goes around with a shovel and picks up clams and wood. 


DIGGING CLAMS TO EKE OUT AN EXISTENCE. 


Q. What do you do with the clams? 
A. Weeatthem. I don't get them to sell, but justto eat, for the family. That 
is the way my brother lives, too, mostly, He lives close by us. 
Q. How many live in that way down there? 
A. [could not count them, they are so numerous, I suppose there are one 
thousand down there. 
Q A thousand that live on 8150 a year? 
A. They live on less. 
Q. Less than that? 
A. Yes; they live on less than I do. 
Q How long has that been so? 
Mostly so since I have been married. 
4 How long is that? 
A. Six years this month. 
Q. Why do you not go West on a farm? 
A. How could I go, walk it? 
TOO POOR TO GO WEST. 


Q. Well, I want to know why you do not go out West on 2 $2,000 em oe? 
pA homestead and break it and work it up, and then have it for yourself and 


A. 12 can't see how I could get out West. I have got nothing to go with. 
Q. It would not cost you over $1,500. 
A. Well, I never saw over a $20 bill, and that is when I bave been getting a 
month's pay at once, If some one would give me 81. ee I will go, 
7 Is there any prospect that anybody will do that? 
I don’t know of anybody that would. 
2 You say you think there are a thousand men or so with their families that 
live in that 3 in Fall River? 
A. Yes, sir; and I know many them. They are around there by the score. 
You can see them every day; and I am sure of it, because men tell me. 
Are pon a good workman? 


á 
E 
8 


because you made trouble among the help? 


Did yo you ever have any personal trouble with an employer: 
0. 

Q. You have not anything now, you say? 

A. No, sir. 


5 


Q. What would po work for if you could get work right along; if you could 
be sere to have it for five years, staying * 85 where you are? 
A. Well, if I was where my family could be with me and I could have work 
* day I would take $1.50 and be glad to. 
e dollar and fifty cents a day, with three hundred days to the year, would 
Bi, fata than you make now in three or four years, would it not? 


F ONLY A DOLLAR’S WORTH OF COAL IN TEN MONTHS, 


A. Well, I would have no opportunity then to pick up clams. I have had no 
coal except one dollar’s worth since last Christmas. 

Q. When do the clams give out? 

A. They give out in winter. 

2 You 5 of fuel—what do you have for fuel? 


Q Where does the wood come from? 
‘nae I pick it Pp arom the shore, any old 66— i that are not good 
ing. There are many more that do the same thing. 
7 * vou iA * meat to live on much? 
e 

Q. m ae kinds of meat do you get for your family? 

A. Well, once in awhile we gels a piece of pork and some clams and make a 
clam-chowder. That makes a very good meal. We sometimes geta piece of 
corn beef or something like that. 

Q. Have you had any fresh beef within a month? 

A. Yes; we had a piece of porksteak for four of us yesterday. 

Q. Have you had any beef within a month? 

A. No, sir; I was invited toa man’s house on Sunday. He wanted me to go 
up to his house, and we had a dinner of roast por! k. 

Q That was an invitation out; but I mean Thats you had any beefsteak in 
your own family, of your own pu within a month? 

A. Yes; there was a halfa pound or a pound, one Sunday, I think it was. 

2 Have Loe Eaa only a pound or half a pound on Sunday? 
ound of pork? 


A Abair 
@ 75 bout 2 pounds of pork I we have bad in the month, to make 
SE e i Eys witb ead 8 to fry a bit 
? Q And there are four of you in the Seketan 
es, sir, 
Q. How many pounds of beefsteak have you had in your family, that you 
bought for your own home consumption within this year that we have been 


ing 
A.I 80 think there has been 5 Eee of beefsteak. 


Q. You have had a little por) 
A Vaha halfa pound of yesterday ; I don't know when we had 


an 
4 A 


* Well, we have had corn-beef twice, Ithink, that I can remember this year— 
on unday, for 
Q. Twice 2323S 
A. Yes—and some cabbage. 
What have you eaten? 
A. Well, bread mostly, when we could get it; we sometimes couldn't make 
out to A aad that and have had to go without a meal. 
Pe ds : Sa ere been any day in the year that you have had to go without any- 
g 5 


A. Yes, sir; several days. 
2 More than one day ry atime? 
rag How about the children and your wife—did they go without anything to 


THE CHILDREN CRYING FOR FOOD, 


A. My wife went out this morning and went to a neighbor's and got a loaf of 
bread and fetched it home, and when she got home the children were crying 


for something to eat. 
Q. Have the children had anything to eat to-day except that, do you think? 
A. They had that loaf of bread ; I don't know what they have ‘had since then, 
if they have had anything. 


2 75 BA leave any money at home? 


2 ine that loaf is gono, is there anything in the house? 

A. No, sir; unless my wife oseon and gets something; I don't know who 
would Wind the children while abe eae out. 
73 sae any money toger anything with? 

o, sir, 

8. Have the children Spone without a meal at an 

A. They have gone without bread some days, 
meal and made porridge of it. 

Q. What kind of meal? 

A. Sometimes Indian meal and sometimes oatmeal, 

Q. Meal stirred up in hot water? 


A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Isit cold weather down there now? 
A. Itis very cold now. 
SCANT CLOTHING IX COLD WEATHER, 
> bk have the children got on in the way of clothing? 


time during the year? 
ut we haye sometimes got 


have along very nicely all summer, but now the peginpiag 
seks te sickly. os eyt one shoe on, a very r one, an a slipper, that 
ed up 8 re. The other had two shoes on, with th 


He has got cold and is sickly om: 

Q. Have they any stockings 

8 He had got stockings, Unt le feet comes through them, for there is a hole 

n the bottom of the shoe. 

mS What have they got on the rest of their person? 

A. Well, they have a little calico shirt—what should be a shirt; it issewed up 
in some shape—and one ae petticoat, and a kind of little dress, 

Q. How many dresses has 8 wife got? 

A. She has got one since was married, and she hasn't worn that moro 

than half a dozen times; she has worn it just ‘going tu church and c coming back. 
She is very good in going to church, but when she comes she takes it off, 
and it is and near as good now as when ona bought it. 

Q. ped 3 that dress to go to church in 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q How many dresses aside from that has she? 

Well, she one here three months ago. 
& What did it cost? 
A. — to make it, and I guess about LE the stuff, as near as I 


can tell. 
. The dress cost $2? 


Yes. 
Q. What else has she? 
A. Well, she has an undershirt that she Fc given to her, and she has an old 
r. which is about a mile too big for her; somebody gave it to her, 
be did not buy it? 
> No; that is all that I know that she has. 
You have had $1 or $2 worth of coal last winter? 
I think it was a quarter of a ton, and I believe it was $2.25 worth, 
Is that all you have had? 
That is all i had last winter. All the rest I picked et 
Did you try to Ae e 
winter. 


aan po 


ust like are? 


wu in 


A. 
Q. 
A. 
Q. 
&: 
A. Yes, sir; I should say as many as a thousand 
heard many women say they would sooner be dead than living. te know 


5 is wrong, but something is wrong. There is an overflow of 
ver. 
s * s * _ „ 


* 

Q. Tou live ina hired tenement? 

A. Yes; but ot course I can't pay a big rent. My rent is dd a month. The man 
Iam living under would come and put me right out and give me no notice 
either if didnt pay my rent, Heisasheriffandauctioneerman. I don't know 
whether he has any authority to do it or not, but he does it with people. 

Do you see any way out of your troubles—what are you going to do for a 
livin; r do you expect to have to stay right there? 

A, Fes. J can’t run around with my family. 

Q. You have nowhere to go to, and no way of getting there if there was any 
place to go to? 

A. No, sir; I have no means nor anything, so I am obliged to remain thero 
and try to pick up something as I can. 


Mr. DAWES. So far as Mr. Tobey is concerned and so far as he 
used the word ‘‘d tion,’? the Senator from South Carolina was 
right and I was wrong, because I did not suppose that Mr. Tobey would 
use the word d tion“ in the sense that he used it there. We 
do not use it in that sense in Massachusetts. He states what he means 
by the degradation of labor in Massachusetts in both the cases from 
which the Senator read. The reason for what he calls the d 
tion of labor in the first instance which he used is this: A skill pases SP 
ative ina New rolling-mill does not on ana get one- 
what a man employed in Pittsburgh receives for the same work. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President 

Mr. DAWES. Not now. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will wait until the Senator gets through. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to say a word, When Mr. GEAR asks him 


1890. 


in the other case how they degrade labor in Massachusetts, Mr. Tobey 


says: 
We have succeeded in degrading American labdr. 
Mr. Gear. How so? 
Mr. Tonxv. By being compelled to hire it as cheaply as possible. 


That is the definition which Mr. Tobey has put upon the word ‘‘deg- 
radation. That is not the meaning which we in Massachusetts put 
upon the word degradation.“ When we use it we mean the act of 
degrading, a deprivation of dignity, a reducing in rank, or a removal 
from office; humiliation.” k 

Now, Mr. President, the estimation in which a laborer is held in 
Massachusetts does not depend upon the amount of wages which is 
paid him. The man in Massachusetts who gets only half as much as 
aman having greater opportunities in Pittsburgh gets just as much 
the respect of his fellow-citizens and is just as far from humiliation as 
any other man in Massachusetts, A man is only humiliated and de- 
prived of the dignity of a man in Massachusetts by his own conduct, 
and in no other wise. That is the meaning which we put on the word 
„degradation,“ and that was what I supposed was the meaning that 
Mr. Tobey would put upon it if he used it; but he has used it in a 
different sense, and to that extent the Senator from South Carolina is 
correct. 

Mr. Tobey stands before the public as saying that we degrade labor 
in Massachusetts. The only way he can stand up in Massachusetts is 
by saying ‘I meant it in the sense that I have pointed out.” As to 
this man O'Donnell; I stated that no person of truth or of honor in 
Massachusetts would say that labor was degradedin the sense in which 
we in Massachusetts use the word degradation, and I stand by it 
in all its length and breadth. No man of honor and truth and intel- 

Agence will stand up in Massachusetts and say that we degrade labor 
there. 

This O'Donnell had himself shown up in the very examination be- 
fore the committee of which the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BLAIR] was chairman, and so much shown up that this is a pretty old 
performance to bring forward at this time. It did its work several 
years ago, and had its proper weight, and had so fallen that the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina, not knowing of these conditions, and having 
this supplied to him by a neighbor, has brought forward this which has 
no more weight in Massachusetts than the statement of a man who 
would not be believed until he got so far from home that nobody ever 
heard of him—a man who got in such habits of life that nobody would 
employ him in that neighborhood, and like others of that description 
went around attributing all the fault to others, and not to himself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLUMB. I movetoamend bystriking out ‘‘forty-five,’’? where 
it occurs on page 19, line 1, and inserting forty.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 104, glass and glassware of all 
kinds, on page 19, line 1, after the word manufactured, it is pro- 
posed to strike out “forty-five” and insert ſorty; so as to read: 

Wholly or partly manufactured, 40 per cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iask for the yeas and nays on the amendment to the 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. If he were here I should 
vote yen.” 5 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [ Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). The Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS], with whom I was paired, is now paired with 
his colleague from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], and I will make no further 
statement of the fact to-day. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). My pair with the Senator 
from West Virginia (Mr. FAULKNER] having been transferred to the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. Powrr], I vote nay. 

Mr. REAGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired for the 
present with the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS]. 

Mr. VANCE (whenhis name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Joxxsl. If he were here, Ishould vote 

yea. i 

Mr, WALTHALL (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. 
SQUIRE] with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. BATE. I desire to say that my pair with the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] has been transferred by an arrangement 
between the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WLLSONI myself, so that I 
am at liberty to vote. I vote yea. 


Mr. DAVIS (after having voted in the negative). I voted inadvert- 


to vote. 


iberty 
Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the affirmative). 
to withdraw my vote and to state that I am paired with the Senator 


I beg leave 


from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. I voted inadvertently, not observ- 
ing that he was absent from the Hall. 

Mr. VANCE. Underthe arrangement which I understand has been 
made for the transfer of the pair between myself and the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. Jones] I desire to record my vote. I vote yea. 

Mr. PADDOCK.‘ The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] is paired 
with the Senator from Ilinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 

Mr. PIERCE. I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
CARLISLE], who is absent. TheSenator from Virginia [Mr. et 
Iunderstand, is paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. 
If agreeable to the Senator from Virginia, I will transfer the s0 
that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] will stand paired 
with the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], and the Senator from 
Virginia and myself will be at liberty to vote. 

Mr. DANIEL. That is satisfactory. Then my vote may stand. 

Mr. PIERCE. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS. As [have stated, I am paired with the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], but with authority to vote where necessary 
to make a quorum. Understanding that there is nota quorum voting, 
I vote ‘‘yea.’’ r 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—20, 
Barbour, Cockrell, Harris, Plumb, 
Bate, Soke. Ingalls, Pugh, 
— Daniel, McPherson, Ransom, 
Blac! > George, Padd Vance, 
Butler, Gorman, Pasco, Vest. 
NAYS—23. 

Cullom, Hawley, Quay, 
Allen, vis, wyer, 
Allison, Dawes, Manderson, „ 
Blair. Dixon, Moody, ‘eller, 
Cameron, Edmun Pierce, Wilson of Iowa, 
Casey, Frye, Platt, 

ABSENT—4L. 
Blodgett, Gibson, Mitchell, 
— alae gayi 2 1 
. ê, orrill, 
Carlisle, Hampton, 2 weer — 
Chandler, H Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Colquitt, Higgins, wer, asuburn 
Dolph, Hoar, Wilson of Md. 
Eustis, Jonesof Arkansas, Sanders, Wolcott. 
Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Farwell, Kenna, 84 
Faulkner, M Stanford, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. PLUMB. I have been paying absolute deference to the report 
of the committee as to the percentage which the rate p will 
create; but something called my attention to the debate on a schedule 
similar to this which occurred in 1883, and I find that when a 
graph similar to paragraph 103, on page 16, of the present bill was 
under consideration, imposing a duty upon filled bottles, that is, bot- 
tles which came in filled, a elause in these words being under consid- 
eration: 

If filled, and not otherwise in this act provided for, said articles shall pay, ex- 
3 cent, ad valorem in addition to the duty on the con- 

That was the report of the committee. Then Mr. Miller, of New 

York, said: 


I move to amend, in lines 440, 442, and 443, by striking out the words “30 
cent.ad valorem" and inserting “ 1} „ ee 


Succeeding that is the following by Mr. MORR then, as now, 
chairman of the Finance Committee: = eee $ 


Mr. MORRILL. I must move the amendment I proposed, in relation to the 
other line, of 1 cent per pound, instead of Ik cents. I wish to say that I under- 
stand these bottles cost less than a cent apiece, and 1 cent would be a very high 
duty upon them. Some of them weigh a pound; a quart bottle will weigh a 
pound and a half; and 1 centa pound is all that is necessary even to con 
the manufacturers. I do not think we ought to so high a rate of duty as 
1} cents a pound on these articles, I therefore upon the amendment I 


proposed yesterday of 1 cent. 


After some colloquy upon this subject the Senator from Maine spoke 
as follows: 


4 — FRYE. The amendment of the Senator from New York would make the 
a! 
it ut 80 per cehtad valorem. Iam a pretty good 
am so ed, but it strikes me that both of E altogether 
too much, and especially on the bottles that come in filled, for instance, with 
apo! water. We admit the water free of duty and propose to put 
a duty on the bottles of 80 percent, The bottle must inevitably be purchased 
abroad; and when it is emptied here it is sold as old junk. Iam in favor ot the 
30 per cent. ad valorem in the bill rather than either of these amendments. 
To which the Senator from Vermont responded: i 
Mr. MORRILL. The Senator from Maine is somewhat mistaken. Under the 


ruling of the Department 3) 
but ander the decisions of the court where 


— 


« 
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water, the bottles also come in free. It is pro by our bill that the natural 
mineral waters are to come in free, and therefore unless some amendment shall 
hereafter be adopted those bottles will not be subject to any duty. I would say, 
however, that some of these bottles are worth a great deal more than the Sena- 
tor from Maine asserts. I admit that the black junk bottles come in at a very 
low rate, but there are some of them which are of a very much better quality, 
and are worth perhaps 25 or 30 per cent. more than what the Senator from Maine 
intimates. One cent a pound will be ample protection and yield ample reye- 
nue, 

It seems that at that time a cent a pound on bottles was estimated 
by the Senator from Vermont, the chairman of the Finance Commit- 
tee, and not disputed by any one, to be 80 per cent. on the value of 
the bottles. Unless bottles have increased very greatly in value since 
that time, a cent a pound is still 80 per cent. duty. If, as I believe, 
they have diminished in value by the operation of causes going on with 
reference to prices all over the world, a cent a pound now is a great 
deal more than 80 per cent., and I call attention to that page and the 
statements there made and not denied, but accepted by the Senate as 
true, coming from the highest authority, perhaps, on the subject with 
reference to these schedules here, in which acenta pound is put down 
25 40 per cent. of the value ot the bottles on which this duty is 

m s 

I want to feel that these reports so far as they relate to the percent- 
age of duty imposed can be relied upon, butit seems tome, in view of 
that statement, that we are liable to be very much misled by the re- 
port of the committee and that we are putting on really very much 
more duty than is apparent from the table presented by the committee 
and accompanying their ay ae I give notice that I shall move in the 
Senate to diminish these duties unless there be some showing which 
disputes the authority from which I have read. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I rise to an inquiry. The Senator from Kansas 
was reading some proceedings, I take it, from the RECORD, and what 
he read did not relate to the pending paragraph certainly, but referred 
to the pottery industry, did it not? 

Mr. PLUMB. Glass bottles. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon agreeing 
to the amendment of the Committee on Finance as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The following paragraph was read: 


105. All cut, engraved, painted, or otherwise ornamented or decorated glass 
bottles, decanters, or other vessels of glass shall, if filled, pay duty in addition to 
any duty chargeable on the contents, as if not filed, unless otherwise specially 
provided forin this act. 


Mr. McPHERSON. [should like to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island if it is elsewhere specially provided for in this act?“ 

Mr. HISCOCK. In two or three instances. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. And, if so, I ask where it is specially pro- 
vided for.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. In several instances. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. As to this particular thing, is there any other 
special provision made for it anywhere? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think I understand the Senator. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The paragraph reads: 


105. All cut, engraved, painted, or otherwise ornamented or decorated glass 
bottles, decanters, or other vessels of glass shall, if filled, pay duty in addition 
to any duty chargeable on the contents, as if not filled, unless otherwise speci- 
ally provided for in this act. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I say in several cases it is provided that no duty 


‘shall be assessed on these bottles, 


Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator refer me to the paragraphs. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is one in regard to ginger ales, one in re- 

to ales, and various paragraphs scattered through the bill. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill and read paragraph 
106. The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 106, on page 19, Jine 11, before the word ‘‘cents,’’ to strike out 

‘one-half’? and insert “‘three-eighths;’’ in line 13, after the word 
“square,” to strike out two“ and insert one and seven-eighths;“ 
in line 16, before the word cents,“ to strike out ‘‘one-half’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘three-eighths;’? and in line 17, before the word cents,“ to 
strike out “three” and insert two and seven-eighths;“ so as to make 
the paragraph read: 


106, Unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window-glass, not exceeding 
10 by 15 Inches square, 1} cents per pound; above that, and not exceeding 16 by 
24 inches square, |} cents per pound; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 30 
inches square, 2} cents per pound; all above that, 27 cents per pound. 

Mr. VANCE. I move to make the duty on all the articles named 
in that paragraph 50 per cent. ad valorem, which will be about equal 
to the other duties upon glass, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment will be stated as 
striking out the duties reported by the committee and inserting the 
ad valorem provision at the end of the paragraph ? 

Mr. VANCE. Ves, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That being the understanding, the 
amendment will be treated as one question, if there be no objection. 
The paragraph will be reported by the Secretary as it will stand if 
amended as moved by the Senator from North Carolina. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 106, on page 19, in line 11, after 
the word it is proposed to strike out the words 1 cents 


per pound; in line 13, after the word square,“ to strike out 2 


cents per pound; in line 15, after the word square, to strike out 
2) cents per pound,“ and in line 17, after the word that, to strike 
out the words“ 3 cents per pound ” and insert at the end of the para- 
graph ‘50 per cent. ad valorem;“ so as to read: 

106. Unpolished eylinder, crown, and common window glass, not exceeding 
10 by 15 inches square; above that, and not exceeding 16 by 24 inches 


uare; 
above that, and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches square; all above that, 20 per 
cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, if it were possible in human ingenuity, 
to a rectified and enlightened conscience, to select the worst feature of 
this whole tariff bill, I think it would be this one of glass, where such 
a great discrimination is made, In the first place, glass, ‘‘ unpolished 
cylinder, crown, and common window-glass, not exceeding 10 by 15 
inches square,” is placed by the committee at 1Ẹ cents per pound, and 
the equivalent ad valorem duty is 67.61 per cent., without any excuse, 
it seems to me, commercial, economic, humanitarian, or otherwise. 
The next size, which is perhaps the one in most common is in- 
creased to 14 cents per pound, or an equivalent ad valorem duty of 
115.41 per cent. 

These are the two qualities of glass in use by the great majority of 
the common people. Going on to the next paragraph, of polished cyl- 
inder and crown glass, we find, instead of the same duties being kept 
up, that the first description, not exceeding 16 by 24 inches square, 
pays a duty under the present law of 5.56 per cent., and under the Sen- 
ate bill would pay a duty of 10.59 per cent. Upon every considera- 
tion, it seems to me, one would conclude that the polished glass, re- 
quiring more labor and being more expensive, as I suppose it is origi- 
nally, should pay a greater duty than the unpolished glass of the same 
description. But, on the one hand, we see that the unpolished glass; 
16 by 24, pays a duty of 115.41 per cent. and the committee propose 
by this bill to make the polished glass of the same size pay 10} per 
cent. 

Why is that done? Why do Senators make this discrimination against 
those articles which are used by the common people and the poorer 
classes of society, and in favor of the polished glass that goes into the 
windows of the rich? I have never yet heard any decent excuse given for 
it, and I do not expect to. Is there any reason, even pertaining to the 
welfare of the manufacturers, that makes it obligatory upon men of 
conscience to make such a discrimination as this? 

Mr. President, I have here an article written from Pittsburgh to the 
New York Evening Post, which I will ask to have the Secretary read, 
in whicb it is shown that these plate-glass men, upon whose articles 
there is a duty so small in comparison with that of the common window- 
glass, are making fortunes beyond the dreams of avarice. They say— 
at least this correspondent does and he gives the figures to sustain his 
allegation—that the Standard Oil Company is absolutely thrown into 
the shade by the fortunes which these plate-glass companies are mak- 
ing. They are now asking an increase of duty, and the committee ig 
about to give them an increase of duty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the article 
referred to, if there be no objection, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


PLATE-GLASS PROFITS—HOW ONE PROTECTED INDUSTRY THRIVES AT THE EX- 
PENSE OF THE PEOPLE, 


[Correspondence of the Evening Post.] 
PITTSBURGH, May 14. 


During the debate on the Mills bill, the late Harry C. Teeters, of the clerical 
department of Andrew Carnegie's Edgar Thomson Steel Works at Braddock. 
Pa., near here, was dismissed from employment for furnishing W. L. Scott, of 
Erie, the figures for his celebrated attack on the Sheene A Scotchman” 
and the steel-rail monopoly which he has builtupunderahightariff. Now that 
the McKinley measure is under discussion, some enterprising tariff reformer 
5 5 imitate Ex-Congressman Scott by taking plate-glass instead of steel rails 
as his theme, forthe bonanza in iron and steel is nothing as compared to the 
enormous fortunes in plate-glass. 

A fight between the majority and minority holders of the stock of the Pitts- 
burgh Plate-Glass Company, the largest in America, is profiting the public by 
opening its eyes to the beauties of a tariff which protects an infant industry” 
which is netting its shareholders an income of 50 per cent. annually on their 
8-year-old investment, while the stock itself—$l00 par value—has doubled in 
value. The testimony in this case is being taken before H. D. Gamble, clerk 
of the United States circuit court, and the dispute is over a slick financial 
transaction by which J. B. Ford & Co. made for themselves $750,000, 

Eight years the Pittsburgh Plate-Glass Company built a factory at Creigh- 
ton Station on the West Pennsylvania Railroad. Five years later they built 
other works at Tarentum Station on the same railroad, and last fall the fust- 
completed plant of J. B. Ford & Co., at Ford City, also located up the Alleghen 
Valley, was purchased by the company. Now, J. B. Ford & Co. were part an 
parcel of the Pittsburgh Plate-Glass Company, and controlled a majority of the 
stock. Mr. Ford’s partner was Alexander Pitenirn, jr. So the deal was com- 
pleted, and J. B. Ford & Co. were rewarded in provid ng a prospective competi- 
tor for their own company by receiving $750,000 worth of stock at par value and 
$750,000 of bonds, an entire issue voted for that purpose. The capital, originally 
$800,000, was increased to $2,000,000, and later to $2,750,000, the $750,000 bein 
part of the purchase money of the Ford City works, The minority interest 
the Pittsburgh Piate-Glass Company were satisfied to pay $1,500,000 for the 
works, $750,000 in bonds, and the remaining half in cash not stock at its 
value, for the present market price is $200 a share, the last sale being at t 
figure on the 17th vltimo. 

So Ford & Co, actually received $2,250,000 instead of $1,500,000, as the minority 
stockholders at first understood it. ‘The latter have now resorted to the law to 
save themselves the three-quarters of a million. 

Even with its increased capitalization, nearly quadrupled in eight years, the 
company —— paid 31 per cent. in dividends, and with the accumulation of 
both stock cash dividends must have netted its founders fortunes equal to 
those gathered in the petroleum industry. 


` 
4 


1890. 


Now, I learn on good authority that Mr. Ford has purchased a large tract of 
land on the Allegheny River front at Kittanning, a few miles above the Ford 
City works, and will there build plant No. 4. t the gold mine is not mo- 
nopolized by the Pittsburgh Plate-Glass Company is evidenced by the fact that 
the Standard Com ry keg controlied by Pittsburghers, and a comparatively 
new concern, has declared its first dividend of 2 per cent., and will increase the 
capacity of the plant at Butler, Pa., 50 per cent., at a cost of $100,000, 

he plate-glass factories of America are nearly one year behind orders, and 
this state of affairs contributed to the formation of the Charleroi Plate-Glass 
Company, which is building a plant and founding a town up the Monongahela 
Valley. Drexel Morgan & Co. and ex-Congressman Crouse, of Akron, Ohio, 
are the principal backers of Charleroi. There will be nine buildings, covering 
the largest factory of the kind in the world, and $350,000 worth of machinery is 
crs, Berd by a St. Louis firm. The plant is expected to be in operation next 

ober, 

The capacity of the Ford City piant (the bone of contention in the United 
States court) is to be doubled, at a cost of $1,750,000, 

All the plate-glass men now ask is a tariff at an almost probibitory figure. 

Mr. VANCE. The duties on the varieties of plate-glass which are 
enumerated in paragraph 107 are 10.59 per cent. each on the two low- 
est grades, 18.10 per cent. on the third, and 48.71 on the fourth. If 
these factories can make these enormous profits and declare dividends 
of 30 per cent., as is stated in that paper, and their business being so 
flourishing that they are more than a year behind their orders, why can 
they not make a sufficiently large profit upon a duty of 50 per cent. on 
the common plate-glass of the people of the country? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is the Senator laboring undér the impression that 
the paragraph now under consideration affects the duties upon the ar- 
ticles referred to in the newspaper clipping which has been read ? 

Mr. VANCE. No, sir; I know that the articles I am talking about 
now are plate-glass, but the paragraph which we are considering is 
common window-glass, and I was just asking the Senator why, if they 
could make such enormous fortunes upon a duty of 10 and 18 and 48 
per cent. bi a the plate-glass, they could not make a sufficient profit 
to enable them to live and flourish on a duty of 50 per cent. upon com- 
mon window-glass, 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will look at the table before him he 
will find that the duty upon polished plate-glass is 141 per cent., in- 
stead of 10 per cent. 

Mr. VANCE. Itis not so stated here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is certainly looking at the wrong par- 


agraph. Itis paragraph 109, on page 20, the last item on the page. 
That shows the equivalent ad valorem to be 141 per cent. 
Mr. VANCE. Iam obliged to the Senator for correcting me. I was 


undertaking to compare the duties on the plate-glass with the duties 
on the polished, cylinder, crown, and window glass polished. That is 
what I was trying to compare, and I took the wrong paragraph. The 
duties that I just enumerated of 10}, 18,19 and 48.71 per cent. apply 
to the polished window-glass, and not to the plain glass. But the 
argument I was making will answer for one just as well as the other, 

If they can make these fortunes upon such small duties on the higher- 
priced articles used by the rich, why can they not make a sufficient 
profit to enable them to flourish on a duty of 50 cent. on the com- 
mon window-glass of the people? That is what I intended to say. 

It can not be put upon any economic ground. There is no reason 
of public necessity, there is no reason connected with the prosperity of 
the people why these duties should discriminate, but quite the con- 
trary; and there is no reason applicable to the employment and to the 
welfare of American labor that is applicable to this discrimination. 

I hold in my hand an extract from the New York Evening Post, in 
which its correspondent, under date of Pittsburgh, May 29, says: 

A copy of the Charleroi Journal, dated April 25, has been received in this city 
by persons who are interested in the manufacture of window-glass. Charleroi 
isin Belgium, and is the center of the glass industry in that country. Thejour- 
nal in question contains the following significant advertisement: 

** Notice.— Young . e e are wanted for America. Address Jacque- 
maine, at his home, the Hôtel Du Fond, near Jumet (Brulotte).”’ 

‘This man Jacquemaine is the person who was the means some years ago of 
having a lot of foreign glass-blowersand gatherers come to this country to work 
non-union jn the facto: at Kent and Zanesville, Ohio, and at Baltimore. But 
the men he is advertising for now are, it is believed, for the International Fed- 
eration of Window-Glass Workers, of which W. H. Slicker is president; and 
when they arrive in this country it is thought that they will be given work at 
Jeanette or Fostoria, or be employed by the United Glass Company. 

That goes to show that in fact, without imitating his candor in speech, 
they, like Mr. Macbeth, whose testimony I read this morning, employ 
the labor for what they can getit for; and instead of employing Ameri- 
can labor they have this agent in Europe advertising for Belgian glass- 
blowers to come over here and run their works and receive the protec- 
tion of 115 per cent. on the common window-glass of the country for 
the benefit of that American labor that can not ask for a drink of water 
or a piece of bread in the English language. 

That is the kind of American labor that they are using for the pur- 

of obtaining these high duties from the American Congress. It 
is wrong, sir. The manufacture of window-glass would be amply 
compensated and protected by a duty of 50 per cent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is it now? 

Mr. VANCE. Seventy-seven per cent. is the lowest on the very 
small sizes, 115 per cent. on the second size, and 138 per cent. on the 
larger size. 2 

Mr. BLAIR. I will just say to the Senator from North Carolina 
that that is also the same kind of American labor which the Senator 
from South Carolina was reading a description of to us a little time 
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ago. The American labor proper is not properly described by the tes- 
timony which the Senator quoted. I remember that man very well. 
He was an unfortunate man, but he was as far from being a specimen 
of the average American laborer as you could well think. 

Mr. VANCE. So I should hope. 

Mr. BLAIR. He had very much the appearance of what is known 
as the tramp. 

Mr. VANCE, I wish the Senator from New Hampshire to under- 
stand that I do not fail to characterize as an American laborer any for- 
eign-born citizen who has come in here, been naturalized, and become 
a citizen according to our laws, but the men I have been reading of 
here advertised for are still at their homes in Belgium, and when they 
come here, instead of being naturalized, I suppose they go to work ac- 
cording to their contract; and it is the imposition upon the publie by 
trying to excite sympathy for them as American laborers that I am 
protesting against, 

Mr.BLAIR. These men are really thesurplusage and the dregs of free 
trade from free-trade countries across the water who find their way 
here; and I observe that in that same class of men after a few years’ resi- 
dence comparatively, under the influence of our institutions and grad- 
ually coming to acquire and appropriate American wages, there is 
an absolute transformation, and many of the very best of American 
citizens after a few years are those same men who come here under these 
discouraging or disparaging circumstances, expelled by free trade from 
their native countries. 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator tell me what country in Europe is 
free trade? I want to hear of that country. Belgium, I suppose, is 
hardly a free-trade country, is it? 

Mr. BLAIR. Several were free-trade countries untila few years ago. 

Mr. VANCE. How many? i 

Mr. BLAIR. Several of them in Europe, until they became pre- 
pared for protection. They are learning gradually the system of pro- 
tection from the United States, and along with it are attaining to 
something of the prosperity ofour own country. 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator, now, is like Mr. Boffin’s secretary. He 
is ‘‘dropping into poetry,” or rather into ancient history. Ithas been 
many a day since there was any free trade in England. 

Mr. BLAIR. The statements read by the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, to which I had special reference, were also in a certain sense an- 
cient history, and they were properly characterized as chestnuts, I 
think, by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BUTLER. Was testimony taken last year very ancient ? 

Mr. BLAIR. No; but that testimony was taken as long ago as 1883. 

Mr. BUTLER. What testimony ? 

Mr. BLAIR. The testimony the Senator read as being taken by the 
committee with which I was connected. 

Mr. BUTLER. But I read some other testimony. Is that ancient 
history ? 

Mr. BLAIR. That was when I was not in the Chamber probably. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely. Everything is ancient history and every 
man who testifies against the interests of the Senator is a tramp, or a 
villain, or a thief, or something. It seems to me about that, 

Mr. BLAIR. TheSenator is quite mistaken. I do not know of any- 
body testifying against my interests at all. 


Mr. BUTL Against the interests the Senator represents, the 
protected interests. 
Mr. BLAIR. The interest that I represent, so far as the principle 


of protection is concerned, is the interest of tlie poor and the la g 
man. 


Mr. BUTLER. Yes; that man shows it. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I have an amendment I should like to offer at 
the proper time to come in at the end of the paragraph. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from North Carolina has not yet been acted upon. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I know; but I only send my amendment to the 
desk to be read for information. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. Add to the paragraph the following: 
Provided, That unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window-giass, im- 
rted in boxes containing 50 square feet as nearly as sizes will permit, now 
nown and commercially designated as 50 feet of glass, single thick and eo 
ing not to exceed 55 pounds of glass per box, shall be entered and computed as 
50 pounds of glass only; and that said kinds of glass imported in boxes con- 
taining, as nearly as size will permit, 50 feet of glass, now known and commer- 
cially designated as 50 feet of glass, double thick and not exceeding 90 pounds in 
weight, shall be entered and computed as 80 pounds of glass only; but in all 
other cases the duty shall be computed according to the actual weight of glass. 


Mr. VEST. That amendment of the Senator from New Jersey was 
incorporated in the Mills bill. I shall support the amendment of the 
Senater from North Carolina, though I should prefer to have the 
rates fixed in the Mills bill, that were discussed thoroughly during the 
last Congress and which those of us who believed in a decrease of duties 
then advocated. Under the Mills bill the duty was, on glass not ex- 
ceeding 16 by 24 inches, 1Ẹ cents per pound; above that, and not exceed- 
ing 24 by 30 inches square, 2 cents per pound, and all above that 2} 
cents per pound. The rates that are fized in the present bill as re- 
ported by the committee are the same rates with what was known as the 
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Sende substitute that was reported from the Finance Committee in the 
last Congress. 

Mr. President, there is not a single provision in this bill which has 
given rise to more complaint amongst the poorer classes in the country 
than the one now under consideration, In addition to what the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina has said, the testimony of the gentlemen who 
appeared before the Finance Committee in 1888 and adyocated not 
only the present duty. but an increase of it, shows that there is no ne- 
cessity for retaining even the present duty. 

A good deal has been said here to-day about where this industry is 
found. There are one hundred and forty factories, or furnaces tospeak 
more accurately, that manufacture window-glass in the United States, 
and sixty-nine of them are found in two States, New Jersey and Penn- 

lania, There is but one factory or furnace in New England, and 

t is in Massachusetts; no other New England State has any glass 
industry at all. Mr. Bodine, the president of the American Window- 
Glass Manufacturers’ Association, testified in the Senate testimony of 
1888 as follows: 


Cylinder window-glass, unpolished, is a manufacture natural to the United 
States, because all materiais required exist in widely extended territory. 
+ The manufacture is largely developed, and the capacity of furnaces now ex- 
isting is greater than the total consumption of both American and imported 


8 furnaces are distributed through fifteen States, as follows: Massa- 
chusctts, I; New York, 17; New Jersey, 25; Pennsylvania, 44; Delaware, 2; 
Maryland, 9; West Virginia, 2; Ohio, 20; Indiana, 6; Illinois, 8; aniyan 1; 

ur- 


Wisconsin, 1; Missouri, 2; Kansas, 1; Wyoming Territory, I. Total, 


naces in fifteen States and Territories. 

Mr. President, as this president of the association states, we have 
every sort of natural advantage and facility in this industry. It is not 
confined to one locality. We find it in fifteen of the States and Terri- 
tories, and one hundred and forty of these factories in 1888 were in suc- 
cessful operation. Yet this article, which goes into the abode of every 
poor man in the land, the common ordinary window-glass, is to be re- 
tained at the present duty and no reduction to be made on it. It seems 
to me, sir, that every argument is in favor of a reduction if we are to 
cheapen the necessaries of life to the poorer classes of the country. 

In regard to the quantities that are brought into the United States, 
the statistician’s report shows that of cylinder, crown, and common 
window-glass, unpolished, there was imported in 1880 $1,439,447 worth; 
in 1881, $1,414,709 worth; in 1882, $1,387,257 worth; and in 1883, $1,- 
736,700 worth. ‘Then came the tariff act of 1883, which went into effect 
in 1884, and the quantity increased to $2,431,068 under the revision of 
that law, or, rather, anticipatory to it. In 1885 it fell off from $2,431,- 
068 to $1,630,844; in 1886 it fell off over $300,000 worth to $1,360,955, 
in the next year to $1,420,159, in the next year to $1,397,898, and in 
1889 it was $1,444,982, 

Mr. BUTLER. Importations? 

Mr. VEST. Importations into this country. It is true that the 
quantity has increased, showing that the foreign cost of the production 
has diminished, and that is the case in every production which is sub- 
ject to improved facilities. I was very much astonished to hear the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] say the other day that there had 
been no improvement in the method of making glassware since the 
days of Abraham. Why, Mr. President, there is no production known 
in the economic history of the world in which there has been greater im- 
provement made in machinery and in the mode of production, 

Mr. ALDRICH; Window- glass? 

Mr. VEST. All sorts of glass. In ten years steam has been applied 
in the manufacture of queensware. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ifthe Senator will permit me, I think that he is 
confounding that with what the Senator from Ohio said concerning 
earthenware. There has been no ntial improvement upon the old 
fashion of putting a daub of clay on a wheel and turning it around and 
molding it with the fingers. That is what the Senator from Ohio was 
speaking of, I think. 

Mr. VEST. I do not know about the earthenware particularly as 
discriminated from queensware and other glassware, but I undertake 
to say that there have been three things that have cheapened the 
production of all sorts of queensware and glassware in the last ten 
years. Three things have cheapened them more than is found to be 
the case in regard to any other industry. The first has been the ap- 
plication of steam instead of hand labor; the next has been what I call 
thesaving kilns, what is spoken of in the evidence before the committee 
in 1888 as the Siemens process, the construction of large kilns with 
water tanks underneath. That has made a great cheapening and has 
improved the product. The third is in regard to painted ware, what 
is called the lithographic process, the lithographic transfer process in- 
steac of hand painting, substituting the lithographing instead of the 
old hand labor. All that has reduced the price of these commodities. 

We have in the State of Missouri one of these establishments, known 
as the Crystal Plate-Glass Company, near St. Louis, where they dis- 

covered a peculiar sort of sand that has been found adapted to this 
manufacture, and that has flourished more than any er industry 
probably in the State, It hasdeclared itsdividends, paid good wages 


tothe men, and I have no disposition to cripple it. But, Mr. President, 
the consumers of this country ought to be heard in this whole matter, 
and if we can reduce the price of window-glass to them that is our first 


duty. As I said before, I would rather vote for the rates that were 
fixed in the Mills bill, and I think it would be more consistent, espe- 
cially with the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey, that those 
rates should be ado 

Mr. BUTLER. I find that between the statement made by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, which appears to be from an official record, and the 
statement made by the committee in this bill there is a very great dis- 
crepancy. According to the tables put down in the report accompany- 
ing this bill the importations for the fiscal year 1889 of this kind of 
glass were to the value of $395,397.95. I understood the Senator from 
Missouri to say that there were over a million dollars’ worth imported 
that year. The duties collected on that amount were $508,417.86, 
over $100,000 more than the value of the articles. : 

Mr. VEST. The statistician’s report which I hold in my hand shows 
that of cylinder, crown, and common window-glass, unpolished, there 
were brought to this country in 1889 imports to the value of $1,444,982. 

Mr. BUTLER, There is some great mistake, Perhaps the Senator 
from Rhode Island can explain it, if he will do so. 
= ae. ALDRICH, What is the particular matter the Senator is re- 

rring to 

Mr. BUTLER. I was just calling attention to the discrepancy be- 
tween the statement made by the Senator from Missouri, which ap- 
pears to be from an official record, and the statement made in the 
tables accompanying this bill. He says that the importations of this 
kind of glass were over a million dollars in value for the year 1889. 
Here it is stated that the importations amounted to $395,000 of this 
particular kind of unpolished, cylinder, crown, common window-glass, 
not exceeding 10 by 15 inches square. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is only one deseription. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is one description of ? 

Mr, ALDRICH, Itis one description of glass, 

Mr. BUTLER. Of the unpolished glass. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the second description, above 10 by 15, not 
exceeding 16 by 24 inches. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes; I see, 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator from Missouri takes the whole im- 
portation of common window-glass, which amounts to considerabl 
over $1,000,000. Itis all practically brought now under paragra 
106, if the Senator will look at it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam reading from that, 

Mr. ALDRICH, That is all one item. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will turn to the testimony before the 
Ways and Means Committee, e 428, he will find the report of the 
statistician on the quantities the values from 1880 to 1887. Lalso 
read the importations and value for 1888 and 1889. There has been a 
falling in value and an increase in quantity since 1883, 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Rhode Island is correct, The 
amounts read by the Senator from Missouri are the aggregate amounts 
of the three classes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, all of them. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do I understand the Senator from Missouri to give 
the importation of quantities since 1884? i 

Mr. VEST. Yes; Iread the quantities and the value. It ison page 
428 of the testimony before the Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the Senator state the quantities again for the 
last four years? 

Mr. VEST. The quantity for the four years from 1880 to 1883— 

Mr. HISCOCK. No, the last four years. 

Mr. VEST. For the last four years, from 1884 to 1887, the quantity 
was 254,058,877 pounds and the duty was $5, 480, 884. Pets bas been 
an increase in the quantity and a decrease in value, = 

Mr. HISCOCK. There has been a large increase in quantity? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; and a large decrease in value. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The point that I wanted to call the Senator's at- 
tention to is that there had been a large increase in quantity and a 
large decrease in value, and I think he will ascertain, if he will inves- 
tigate it, that all of that has transpired sinceall of the methods now in 
use were put in use, — 

Mr. VEST. That is very ible. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is, by the methods of manufacturing in the 
last four years there has been a very large decrease in price. I think 
it is the case, and I appeal to the Senator if he does not find evidence 
to that effect, that the plant for making the glass in this country is 
ample for the full consumption of the country, to make all that the - 
country consumes, and that the foreign competition is so great that 
our manufacturers can not afford to use all of the plant, and part of it 
goes unemployed in this country to-day. With this decrease in price 
that I have referred to, they can not afford to keep their plant in opera- 
tion, and a good deal of plant has gone out of use. I ask the Senator 
from Missouri if he did not find evidence to that effect, that there was 
plant enough in this country to manufacture all of the glass that we 
can use. 

Mr. VEST. It is the statement of the president of this association 
that this industry is scattered over fifteen States and Territories and 
is in a flourishing condition. 
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Mr. HISCOCK. So far as the flourishing condition is concerned, 
from the evidence it appears that they have plant enough to make all 
the glass the country can use. We do show the plant which is unem- 
ployed is due to the fact of this depreciation in the price of glass, so 
that our people manufacturing it can not afford to operate their plant. 

Mr. McPHERSON, Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator from New Jersey will pardon me, I 
will state that these people, about Pittsburgh at any rate, have had a 
quarrel with their labor about half the time. 

Mr, HISCOCK. They are not in New York. 

Mr, PLUMB. They are in a quarrel about half the time out there, 
and it seems to me, from the investigations of the quarrels as they ap- 
peared in the newspapers, that the manufacturers made trouble with 
their employés in order to have a pretext for cuttingdown and shutting 
up, and they take such portions of the market as they can make the 
best profitontof. It is certainly thoroughly well understood I do not 
think it can be successfully disputed—that, notwithstanding that, their 

lants have enormously increased in value. They haye made very 
bae profits, They have made such large profits that they have be- 
come the objective of the English syndicate which has been seeking to 
buy them up, I understand; at any rate one of their representatives has 
so stated, that the profits have been as high as 130 per cent., and they 
have never been lower than 30 or 40 per cent. They have employed 
the cheapest labor that they could find, and the accounts that have 
been given from time to time of the straits to which that labor has been 
reduced have been of an appalling character. I speak now, of course, 
of the concerns about Pittsburgh, where this industry seems chiefly to 
have had its headquarters. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now, I knowalittle something about what I would 
be expected to know in respect to this industry of glass, as there is one 
of those establishments in my town. 

Mr. PLUMB. This is not plate-glass, We are talking abont win- 
dow-glass. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I mean window-glass, There is one of those estab- 
lishments in the town in which I reside. My understanding is that 
the men now are, and fora long time have been, on three-quarters time. 
I call the attention of the Senator from Kansas and of the Senator from 
Missouri to the fact that there is only employment for them three- 
quarters of the time; and I assure the Senator from Kansas that it is 
not becanse the proprietors desire to limit the quantity of production. 
As I have stated, I think half of the plant at least in the United States 
is now out of use. 

I want to say one word in respect to this syndicate business. We 
had it advertised that there was to be a syndicate in reference to beer 
and a syndicate with reference to about every industry that there isin 
the United States. I appeal to the Senator from Kansas if he knows 
that one of them has materialized yet. 

Mr. PLUMB. Of what? 

Mr. HISCOCK. One of these English syndicates that were to buy 
up everything and control the market. Do you know of one that has 
ma in the last two years? 

Mr. PLUMB. I know according to the newspapers that they have 
bought a large number of breweries. I was told 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘They did not have breweries enough to control the 
market. I know that I saw it stated in respect to two or three cities 
in the State of New York that there had been syndicates which bad 
bought up all the breweries in one particular city, then again in an- 
other particular city; and I have oceasion to know that it was an error 
with respect to every one of them. They did not materialize or they 
fell through. We were told here two years ago, or some other time, 
thata t monstrous system had bought up all the salt fields, or wells, 
or works there were in the Uniled States; and that was advertised. I 
know those fields—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I can give the Senator some information on that 

nt. 
Pe HISCOCK. You know that is unfrue? 

Mr. PLUMB. I know it is untrue, but I know that one of the par- 
ties who were engineering that syndicate went to the manufacturers of 
salt in Kansas and told them if they did not sell their works for ex- 
actly what they cost they would run them out of the business; and it 
had all the ear-marks of a syndicate. I think all of the ear-marks are 
very mach alike, whether the people are on this side or on the other 


Mr. HISCOCK. I presume they went to the Kansas people and the 
3 people were not terrorized in the least and did not sell out to 
em 


Mr. PLUMB. No. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understood that those gentlemen visited the salt 
works at Syracuse and our people were not terrorized. I heard that they 
went to Michigan, and no purchases were made there. It was advertised, 
though, all over the country that an English syndicate had taken con- 
trol of all the salt works in the United States. That rumor, and it was 
merely a ramor, should not affect our deliberations upon this bill. I 
undertake to say that there is not one single word of truth in this talk 
about a syndicate in glass. You might as well talk about a syndicate 
in the control of sunlight, in the control of water to drink. is pro- 


duction is made from the earth practically, and the industry is to-day 
in the hands of comparatively small operators; each one, when he sells 
ont, can go into the business again. The material of it is as free as air, 
as free as the earth, and the plant is comparatively cheap as com 

with a great many industries. The talk about a syndicate in window- 
glass is one of those stories that will not hold water; it is too thin. 

Mr. PLUMB, What does the Senator mean hy that? Does he mean 
5 assert that it is preposterous to say that a syndicate proposed to buy 

em ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do undertake to say that it is absolutely prepos- ` 
terous that a syndicate should propose to buy them or seek to control 
them, for the reason that additional competition is so easy. There are 
no ore beds to control; there is no question of fuel to be controlled; it 
is simply the earth, and it is almost everywhere, from which you can 
make it; and a comparatively small amount of capital enables a man 
to establish one of these works for making glass. i 

Mr. PLUMB. Will not the Senator oblige us by just completing 
the testimony by saying there is no such thing as a syndicate or trust 
in the United States? 

Mr. HISCOCK. No, I will not say that. 

a: PLUMB. If it can be applied to one thing it can be applied to 
another, 

Mr. HISCOCK. But I will remark in reply to that that if I said it 
I should be about as near the truth as those gentlemen who are claim- 
ing that there is a syndicatein everything. i think I should have 75 
per cent. of the truth on my side and 25 per cent. would be on the 
other, 

Mr. PLUMB. All I said to invite this flow of contempt from the 
Senator from New York was just this * 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator misstates me. t 

Mr. PLUMB. I had seen a statement that a syndicate had proposed 
to buy the glassworks at Pittsburgh, and in the p of that in- 
vestigation one of the principals represented said it had been demon- 
strated — the profits were very large, and I think about the percent- 
age I named. 

Siir. HISCOCK. The Senator did not invite this fow of—I do not 
remember what word he characterized it with 

Mr. PLUMB. Well, the flow of contempt at the idea of a syndicate 
never buying in the United States. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I was replying to something that was said by the 
Senator from Missouri and drifted into this colloquial discussion. 

Mr. PLUMB. What I meant to say was that so far as I had been 
8 these people were making certainly in some localities undue 
profit. 

Mr. HISCOCK. They are not making undue profit upon window- 
glass, whatever they may make on other glass. 

Mr. PLUMB. They are getting an undue duty on it at all events. 

Mr. HISCOCK. They are not, in my judgment, getting an undue 
duty on it; and in the face and confronting the facts given by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri, with this large importation, with this large increase 
made in importation, and with the values which he has given, proved 
by the custom-house and by the report of the appraisers, and this large 
decrease in the price, and decrease in the price since every single in- 
vention and facility now in use for making it has gone into effect, with 
one-half of the plant idle throughout the country, with the men work- 
ing on three-quarters time throughout the country, I insist that this 
reduction should not be made. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to make one statement in connection with 
the statement made by the Senator from New York. It was stated in 
the newspapers at the time of the strikes at the glassworks in Pitts- 
burgh, which were somewhat chronic and lasted longer than usual, that 
the manufacturers there had arranged to buy a supply of foreign glass 
to keep their customers in supply with it insuch a way that they could 
stand off their laborers and thereby not be obliged to succumb to them 
without losing their customers. I am told that that was true, and I 
have no doubt that the large importation of that glass was on account 
of that operation of the manufacturers themselves. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Have you authority for saying that that is a fact? 

Mr. PLUMB. I believe it to be true. It was so stated. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have not investigated it. 

Mr. PLUMB. It was stated in the Pittsburgh newspapers, and I 
have never heard it challenged. $ 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will say to the Senator that I doubt very much 
if those people were manufacturing this quality of glass we are now 
discussing. : 

Mr. PLUMB. It was stated to be window-glass. ` 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I do not desire to discuss this ques- 
tion further than to present a telegram which was addressed to my 
colleague and myself from a window-glass manufacturer in the city of 
Streator, III., in my own State, which is dated June 13 and says: 

The duty on window-glass in the House bill barely make it possible to pro- 


duce ii at a ising aks without reducing wages. lower duties would seri- 
ously injure this industry. 


RALPH PLUMB, 
This is a gentleman who represented that district in Congress for two 
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terms and has been carrying on that industry for a good many years, 
That is all I have to say about that. 

Since this discussion came up I have found, upon pages 459 and 460 
at the testimony, a statement by a man by the name of James Camp- 
bell, and on the four hundred and sixtieth page I sees letter from him, 
which I will not quote, addressed to Mr. BAYNE, a member of the 
Honse of Representatives, dated February 8, 1890, giving some tables 
as to wages, ete. I will ask attention to the last table, in reference to 
the wages paid for labor in window-glass industries in Plank Lane, 
England; Sunderland, England, and Pittsburgh, America. The table 

oes on to say that assorters at Plank Lane receive $6.72 a week; at 

underland, England, $6.24 a week, and at Pittsburgh, America, $25 a 
week; cutters, $5.28 at Plank Lane, $6 at Sunderland, and $25 at Pitts- 
burgh. f 

Mr. PLUMB. Just let the table be put in the RECORD. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will simply have the table inserted in the RECORD 
and not take up time in reading it. The table shows that the wages 
paid by the manufacturers at Pittsburgh at least, and I apprehend 
that they are somewhat similar in amount in other portions of the 
United States, are not simply double, as isusually the case in many 

laces, but two or three times as much in some instances as are paid 
n England. 

Mr. HISCOCK. May I ask the Senator in that connection,if he has 
examined it, if he can inform us what the product of the laborer in 
America and of the laborer in Europe is? 

Mr. CULLOM.' I have not that statement here. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Because in very many lines of industry the product 
of the American laborer is from three to five times greater than that in 
Eurepe. I do not know whether that is true in the glass industry. 

Mr. CULLOM, I will take occasion to read the letter of this gen- 
tleman: 

PITTSBURGH, February 8, 1890. 


Dran Stn: I inclose you list of wages paid in Europe and America; also cost 
of material. There has been an advance in material in both countries, and I 
think the difference isstillaboutthesame. The wages are still about the same. 
You will see that the pesos list of wages were made out in 1888, as were the 
material. The cost of material was given me by the managers of the works in 
Europe, The wages were given me by the workmen themselyes, and I know 
the wages are correct. In this country the cost of material was given me by 
the manufacturer, I hope you will send me word about what will be done by 
the 98 our case on glass. 

Respec' y, yours, 
JAMES CAMPBELL, 

Mr. Tuomas M. Bayxe, Washington, D. C. 


I simply desire that the table to which I have referred may go in‘o 
the RECORD, so that we may see the difference between that country 
and this. 

The table is as follows: 


Wages paid for labor in the following places in the window-glass industries, 


Plank Tanel Sunderland, Pittsburgh, 
| England, England. America. 
j A 


$6.72 $6. 24 $25.00 

5.28 6.00 25.00 

6.34 6.72 12,60 

5.36 6.00 15.00 

8. 40 7. 80 23. 62 

2.88 2. 80 11.35 

2.88 1.92 13, 30 

6.72 6. 90 2. 00 

8. 40 8.00 25.00 

4.08 4.08 9.00 

5.76 5.76 13.05 

Blow-furnace man. 5.04 12,00 
Packer s... 5.76 20. 00 
2.40 12.00 

3.60 18.00 

7.20 25.00 


Mr. BLAIR, Mr. President, I think perhaps a general observation 
or two is not dean A og in regard to this method of debate. I think 
one who believes in the protective principle must be satisfied thatthe 
main thing is to get protection enough to American industries so that 
we may do our work in our own country. That point secured, there 
is very little danger in any form of tariff bill that may be passed. The 
protection is the thing that is wanted, and if 10 per cent. will give the 
protection that is well enough ; but in that case 20 per cent. gives no 
more protection than does 10, and 100 per cent, does no harm, because it 
is the protection to the American labor that is necessary, and it should 
be so much of protection as will give to the American laborer the work 
which is his purchasing power. 

Unless there be protection enough in these schedules to give the 
work to the American laborer, then the protection should be increased, 
and it is not the question whether it should be 4 or 5 per cent. or 1 or 
2 per cent. more or less. The thing is to get enough of it, while to 
cut it down 1 or 2 per cent. is of very little use and may wholly des- 
troy protection. There is danger of going to far in the way of reduc- 
tion, but you may add 5 or 20 or 100 per cent. and there is yery little 
danger of doing harm, 


Now, Mr. President, we are going on in a way here which greatly en- 
dangers this bill, which at least raises the question whether we are to 
have any tariff bill at all; and while we get on here in this slow, dawd- 
ling way the country is not apparently possessed by the same patient 
feeling in rd to the subject which we exhibit. I think the Com- 
mittee on Rules would do well to take seriously into consideration the 
resolution which went to them only last Saturday. I have here an ex- 
pression of publie feeling, I was about to say from the organ of the 
Republican party, a paper as much entitled to be called the organ of 
the Republican party as any, upon the general conduct of this debate. 
It is from the New York Tribune of to-day, and I will send it to the 
desk and ask the Secretary to read it, 

A SENATOR. No; we have read it, 

Mr, PLUMB, I object to its reading. 

Mr. CULLOM. Everybody has seen it. 

Mr. BLAIR (to Mr. PLUMB). -You do not want it read? 

Mr. PLUMB. You may read it yourself as part of your remarks, 
but I object to its being read at the desk. 

Mr. BLAIR. If Senators have all seen it 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have all seen it, 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well, then; if Senators have read the article, 
that is enough. 

va BUTLER. I have not seen it. I should like very much to hear 
it read. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will not take up a minute’s time. If the idea has 
got abroad and Senators have got it, I shall not consume any time in 
reading it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, Iam not so chary of my voice as the 
Senator from New Hampshire is of his, and I will read something 
which is the emission of a convention held on the last day of last 
month in the State of Kansas, attended by several hundred delegates 
to elect a member to represent the Republican party, if elected, and 
the people of that district in the lower House of Congress—in the 
House of Representatives. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes] takes exception to the adjective which I use in connection 
with the other House. 

We favor such adjustment and reduction of tariff schedules as shall best sub- 
serve the varied interests of a great nation, keeping in view as a matter of first 
importance the prosperity of agriculture, our greatest industry ; adjusting the 
rates of duty that the best markets may be opened to the products of our soil, 
and, in view of the steady shrinkage in value of such staples, we favor such 
reduction of duties as shall, without crippling our industries, cheapen the prod- 
ucts of factory and shop in ratio with cheapened farm products. 

That, I think, isa pretty good expression of what the tariff ought 
to do when we leave the question of revenue. The word increase“ 
does not occur in that platform with reference to tariff duties, but the 
word reduction“ does occur. There is another plank in that plat- 
form which I might as well read, as it throws some light on the duty 
which that people think those who represent them here and in the 
House of Representatives owe on this and other similar matters: 

We congratulate our Senators and members of Congress upon the bold and 

triotic stand they have taken upon financial ‘and other questions of special 

mportance tothe West; and we hereby absolve the nominee of this convention 
from the dictation of party caucus upon all economic issues. We bid him en- 


ter the Halls of Congress a free man to battle for the material and business in- 
terests as well as the moral and political welfare of this great State. 


Mr. President, so far as I know the sentiment of that Western coun- 
try, it is not especially hungering for tariff legislation. I agree that, 
inasmuch as the subject has been broached, a bill ought to be : 
though I do not regard the paper which has been ken of, nor any 
other paper published east of the Alleghany Mountains, nor any other 
single paper, nor any other half-dozen papers published in the United 
States anywhere, as necessarily representative of the sentiment of the 
American people upon this subject; and I do know that, if that paper 
which has been spoken of had had its way and other papers which 
represent the interest which is driving us forward upon this tariff bill 
had had their way, another great measure which been recently 
passed never would have been passed at all, to wit, the silver bill. 

Therefore I take a great deal of liberty to doubt whether those utter- 
ances represent the wishes of the American people. I know they do 
not represent the wishes and interests of the ple of Kansas, and 
therefore I am free to say that I think it would be better not to pass a 
tariff bill than to pass one that was not right; that to pass a bill for 
the sake of passing it is unwise legislation; and that if it is meant that 
we shall have a rule which will cut off debate, and thereby enable 
something to pass which could not by debate be passed, I should re- 
gard that as a perversion of legislative power and as a blow at free in- 
stitutions. 

What the Senate will do finally with reference to the question of 
limiting debate I express no opinion upen, but, if it is to limit debate 
in order thatsomething may be had which could not come as the result 
of free discussion, then I say I am against it. 

Mr. President, I do not regard this outside talk about what the Sen- 
ate should do or ought to do as possessing any great degree of confi- 
dence unless it comes here with greater authenticity than that which 
is presented by some newspaper which may or may not be personally 
interested in this phase of the question, but which is undoubtedly in 
the majority of cases prompted by powerful interests that are expect- 
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ing to peol) by this bill. I do not know of any industry in this coun- 
try which is languishing for the lack of protection, except agriculture. 
I do not know of a manufacturer who, according to my belief, is not to 
bas enjoying fair protection—not one. 
never haye heard ofa popular demand that a tariff bill should be 
which increased duties. If that be heretical, I want to add to 
it by saying that in my judgment if the Republican platform of 1888 
had said that we meant to revise the tariff by increasing the duties 
the result of that election would have been different from whatit was. 

Now, in the adjustment of duties some duties may go up with fair- 
ness, I agree, but, as I said last week, if duties are to be increased 
whereby the people of the United States are required to pay more than 
they have been paying for manufactured articles, the onus to show that 
the increase is needed is upon those who propose it; and I do not pro- 
pose to agree that when a manufacturer has suggested that he wants 
more duty it is incumbent upon me to prove that he does not need it. 
I have yet to learn that there is a single consumer in the United States 
who has asked that duties be increased, and I do not know, although 
I have heard there were such persons before the Senate or House com- 
mittee, who have asked that duties be increased. 

I do know that the representative of a powerful labor organization 
met me in this Capitol and told me that the laboring man believed he 
did not get his fair proportion of the results of manufacturing under 
the present tariff law, and that the people whom he represented, or at 
least whom he assumed to represent, would not be satisfied with any 
indiscriminate increase of duties. 

I do not say this as concluding myself or anybody upon the question 
of what ought to be done, except that what is to be done is to be justi- 
fied, justified in debate, justified by facts. It seems to me, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that it is a great deal more important to do that than it is to get 
up some general hurrah here whereby we shall go peH mell to the adop- 
tion of a bill which, when through, no man will know anything about 
and the majority of us, I am sure, will not be inclined to dodge the re- 
sponsibility for when we come to meet that responsibility at the hands 
of our own people. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not yield to any member of this 
body in my devotion to the protective system. I believeinit. I be- 
lieve it is essential to the prosperity of the American people. But I 
do not share the opinion expressed by the Senator from New Hamp- 
` shire [Mr. BLAIR], as taken from one of the prominent, leading news- 
papers of the country, that there has been unnecessary delay in the 
passage of this bill or that the Senate is recreant to its duty because 
it does not proceed more rapidly with the bill. 

I expect as a general rule to vote according to the recommendations 
of the committee that has been intrusted by the rules of the Senate 
with the examination of this question. There are in this bill four 
hundred and forty-seven items besides the items on the free-list. It 
is utterly impossible for me, it is utterly impossible for the great ma- 
jority of this body to determine exactly whether the items should 
carry a tariff of 40 per cent. or 30 per cent. or 25 cent. We know 
in a general way that we want protection for American industries. We 
submit to the Committee on Finance the question for it to determine 
what is proper and right. When the committee has determined that, 
unless somebody rises here and is able to demonstrate that there is an 
error, I myself propose to follow the committee; and while I have 
taken no part in the debate so far, while I have refrained from so 
doing to some extent because I am anxious to get along with this bill, 
I do not propose to be frightened into any haste or expedition in the 
discharge of my duty in this place, 

Mr, President, I have learned myself that hasty legislation is gener- 
ally poor legislation. I have learned that any bill that is worthy of 
adoption should stand the test of discussion, of examination, of thought 
before the American people; and if the friends of the people who are 
so particularly anxious for the passage of this bill immediately think 
it will not stand the test of discussion, they have not the faith in it 
that I have myself. 

Mr. President, we are told in the newspaper article, we are told by 
the Senator from New Hampshire, that we must by some system, by 
a change of the rules, proceed to hasten and expedite this bill. In 
the items of this bill we have reached 106 out of 447. We have reached 
them with as much dispatch and celerity as has been reached at any 
time in the history of tariff discussions in this country. 

More than that. in the early tariff discussions, before some of us were 
born, members did not hesitate to take a day, two days, three days, to 
discuss these questions, and it was a session's work to dispose of a tariff 
bill. The impatience, the impetuosity with which we are to take hold 
of this measure is to me somewhat disgusting. 

While I am in full sympathy with the purpose of the bill, which I 
understand is a revision of the tariff, putting it up whenever it is found 
to be too low, putting it down whenever it is found to be too high, 
and while I do not propose to go into any discussion of the tariff; I 
want to say to the Senator from New Hampshire, and I want tosay to 
the country itself everywhere, newspapers and others, that, so far as 
Iam concerned, the present rules of the Senate have been sufficient 
for the diseharge of the duties of this body in an orderly and decent 
manner, and I am prepared myself to resist as vigorously and effi- 


ciently as I can any change in the rules for the purpose of hastening the 
passage of this or any other bill that may come before this body. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, after what the Senators have said I will 
read the most of this article in justice to the article itself, for the Sen- 
ator from Kansas seems to have assumed that positions were taken b 
the advocates of this tariff bill in and out of the Senate somewhat dif- 
ferent from any disclosed in the article, and certainly different from 
any which I am entertaining. 

This is a tariff which increases protection to the farmer, and I do not 
understand that the agricultural productions of this country are de- 
terioratingin price under existing influences, but quite thecontrary; and 
I think that process is going on in this country which, if the prices of 
ordinary necessaries of life are to be very largely increased, may lead 
Congress to be under the necessity of listening to another class of people 
even larger than farmers—and farmers are as numerous in my State as 
anywhere perhaps—and that class is the consumers of the country, who 
buy and pay for the produce of the farmer and who constitute the market 
not alone of the farmer, but all men who are engaged in industrial oc- 
cupations, ; 

If there is to be nothing done so that the markets of the East, if you 
please, to make sectional distinctions or divisions, are not to be kept 
open, and the industries of manufacturing and other occupations of this 
country are not to be protected and not to attain security by the cessa- 
tion of this everlasting agitation as to what is to be the law ſor upon 
that depends the existence of industry, upon that depends the success 
of production, upon that depends the question whether the farmer, as well 
as others, are to have any markets at all—I say, sir, if there is not to be 
at some time, and that soon, a determination and decision of this ques- 
tion, and we are not to know what the tariff is to be, it is better that 
we shall adjourn and allow this entire bill to fall without any action 
whatever. 

It is better to go back to and depend upon the existing law. I think 
it would be a great benefit to this country if it could be definitely un- 
derstood that there would be absolutely no legislation whatever for the 
period of the next twenty years, far better than that periodically, and 
that at short periods, there should be this eternal agitation—revision 
which does not revise. 

Now, the article reads in this way: 

The courtesy of the Senate is an expensive luxury, The Senators claim to 
enjoy the luxury. but the people know they have to pay the bills, Last week's 
imports at New York were $12,100,605, against $9,786,879 last year, and in five 
years the increase has been $11,143,000, or 23.2 percent, More than $2,000,000 a 
week, in the mere increase of imports, goes abroad to pay for goods which many 
thousand American artisans and operatives are anxious to produce. They are 
idle because the Senate delays and dawdles. At 810 week 223,000 of them 


would be kept busy doing the work which Senato: tardiness compels us to 
pay foreigners for doing. 


In dry goods alone, and at the port of New York alone, the increase in im- 
power and goods thrown on the market during five weeks has been in value 

711,677, which would have e work for 94,000 American workers, 30,000 
in woolen mills, 17,000 in cotton, 27,000 in silk, 14,000 in linen and flax, and 6,000 
in miscellaneous works. Constituents in these industries who are seeking 
work in vain will look to their Senators for the reason. 

Senators who are doing their best are not tobe censured, But it is plain that 
some are not doing their best. The eet has a right to expect that this 
most important measure, mn which the livelihood of great multitudes de ds, 
should be acted upon without any unn delay. The refusal of spao- 
lican Senators thus far toadopt any method of limiting debate makes those 
ators personally responsible for the delay, for all that it costs and risks to the 
country, and for the taking of millions from American workers, and sending 
these millions abroad to pay for goods. Indeed, the figures given cover but a 
fraction of the loss by delay, 

It is the object of the penne bill to check importations where American in- 
dustries are exposed to excessive competition, the bill had been passed, in- 
stead of imports at last year's rate there would doubtless have been smaller 
imports by several millions. The harin done may be roughly reckoned at 
$10,000,000, instead of $5,000,000, in dry goods alone, and $22,000,000, instead of 
$11,000,000, in all products; and this, too, considering the imports at only a sin» 
gle pon out ot maoy 

The longer this bill lingers in the Senate the greater is the uncertainty 
whether it can be passed at this session at all. 

The Senator from Kansas intimates that it is not of very much con- 
sequence whether it does pass at this session at all, as I understand 
him. That, I admit, is not of so much consequence as that it should 
be decided and there be some end of the matter. 

Every week there start up people who are encouraged by Senatorial haltin 
to hope that they can either get the bill changed in one way or another, or — 
occupying more time in arguing for some change can prevent its „Thus 
the owners of a few malting works, which have been located near Cana- 
dian border for the express purpose of using Canadian barley,are crying out 
that if protection be given to 20,000,000 
duties on barley, these few malt producers will suffer, 


Here is an allusion to the increased protection to the American farmer 
which this bill contains. It is eminently a farmer’s bill: 

The business of Congress is to govern for the good of the ter number. 
Men who have so located their works that they are at a 9 iaa when- 
ever the nation defends itsagriculture must bear the consequences of their own 
decision to cast their lot with foreign instead of American farmers. Perhaps the 
duty of 20 cents, which was requested by the farmers themselves three years 
ago, would besufficient. But the attempt to defeat the advance of duty either to 
20 cents or to a higher figure is simply an eftort to benefit Canadian at the ex- 
pense of American farmers, 

The Senate can not afford to encourage interminable controversy over every 
detail of this measure. The bill has been a long time under m. It has 
passed the Senate as to most items in the form it now has, It has been ex- 
amined with great care by committees, and will have to be without 
much more delay and or it will not became a law dar If it 
should fail, the Republican voters throughout the country will not 
upon whom they have to place the responsibility. 


farmers and farm workers by higher 


7 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I ask for a vote on the pending amendment. 7 

Mr. PLUMB (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.). I move that the 
Senate adjourn. í 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Kansas moves that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. PLUMB. On that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 
con? pee and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. PIERCE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Nevada [Mr. Joxxs]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON], and the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. Bate] is paired with the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar]. We transfer the pairs, so that the Senator from Tennes- 
see and myself may vote. I vote nay.“ 

The roll-cal! was conciuded. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
BATEE] Otherwise I should vote yea. 

Mr. RRIS (after having voted in the affirmative). I simply rise 
to announce the fact that I am paired with the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. Morritt]. Having voted inadvertently, I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Senator from Tennessee with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I announce my pair with the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SPOONEE]. 

Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
PETTIGREW }. 

Mr. HAMPTON (after having voted in the affirmative). As this 
seems to be a party question, I beg leaye to withdraw my vote. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
withdraws his vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I inquire if the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
Jox s] is recorded? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then I desire to state that I am paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas. I should vote nay if he were here. I 
will transfer my pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], who 
is paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON], if 
that is Te all around. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Very vell. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. HAMPTON. My pair being transferred, I vote yea.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Barbour, Coekreil, Hampton, Plumb, 
Bate, Coke, MePherson, Ransom, 
5 Colquitt, Morgan, 5 
Blackburn, George, * 
Butler. Gorman, Payne, Vest. 
NAYS—27. 
Aldrich, Dawes, H Piatt, 
Alen, Dixon, Ingalls, 
Allison, — —— Sawyer, 
Blair, mands, Man 
F moody,” Wilson of Iown. 
Casey, ry y, 
4 Hawley, Paddock, 
ABSENT—327. 
Blodgett, Gibson, Morrill, Stockbrid: 
Brown, Gray, Pettigrew, iA 
Call, Hale Pierce, Voorhees, 
Car! H Power, Walthall, 
Chandler, Hea Pugh, Washburn, 
Daniel, Higgins, Quay, Wilson of Md. 
Davis, Hoar, er, oleott. 
Jones of Arkansas, nire, 
. Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Stanford 
Faulkner, Kenna, Stew: 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to ask some members ot the com- 
mittee if there is any essential reason that can be given why the rates of 
duty in paragraph 106 should run from 67 or 63 percent. to 132 per cent., 
while in ph 107 the rates of duty should be from 11 per cent. 
or 10,59 per eent. to 48 per cent. It seems to me to be practically 
upon the same kind of glass, except upon one, as we progress farther 
in degrees of manufacture; one is polished and the other is not. 

If no reason is urged or given for it on that side of the Chamber, I 
shall assume, as I think I havea right to assume in the general make-up 

of this bill, that the reason for it is the fact that one of these industries 
is controlled by a trust and the other is not. That the common win- 
dow-glass manufacture is controlled by a trust is patent to everybody. 
During 1889 the value of window-glass imported into this country 


amounted to $1,416,713.88, and the duty paid upon it was $1,661,- 
262.30. In fact, the duty paid amounted to $198,548.42 more than the 
value of the window-glass. 


The importers of window-glass protested 


before the Senate Finance Committee June 4, and the testimony given 
before the committee I have before me. 

Here is the statement of Mr. Van Horne; I will not pause to read it. 
It appears in the record. It is simply a statement of facts touching 
the ease. We then proceed still further, and we have an affidavit 
made by Semon, Bache & Co., of sixty-four invoices of importations 
of this kind of glass. They have many different descriptions in which 
the average rate ofduty has been from 106 to 107 per cent., and twenty- 
eight invoices by the same party in which the rate of duty has been 
106 per cent. Van Horne, Griffin & Co. make affidavit of the fact 
that on seventy-five ships, seventeen invoices of importations of win- 
dow-glass, the rate of duty had averaged from 64 to 110 per cent. 
Van Horne, Griffin & Co., fifty-two invoices, in which the rate goes 
over a period of three years, 1887, 1888, and 1889. The duty paid in 
1887 was 102 per cent.; in 1888, 103 per cent., and in 1889, 107 per 
cent. on the average. 

J. Fitzpatrick & Co., sixty-five ships and as many invoices, in which 
the rate of duty paid was from 107 to 110 percent. Fitzpatrick again, 
twenty-nine invoices, in which the rate of duty paid was 115 per cent. 
Holbrook Brothers, sixty-nine invoices, and the duty paid was from 
98 to 111 eent. Holbrook Brothers, continued. Theodore W. 
Morris & Co., one hundred and four invoices, in which the duty ran 
from 90 percent. to 139 percent. Theodore W. Morris, continued. 

Mr. VANCE. Is thatof window-glass? 

Mr. McPHERSON. It is pretty much all window-glass. Fifty-six 
invoices, by as many different ships, averaged in 1887 112 per cent.; 
in 1888, 111 per cent.; in 1889, 116 per cent.; Hills, Turner & Co. 
forty-eight invoices for the same years. ‘The rate of duty is 104 
per cent. in 1887, 101 per cent. in 1888, and 102 per cent. in 1889. 
Lambert Brothers, twenty-five invoices, average rate of duty 101.56 
per cent., and so op. I might continue this indefinitely to show what 
3 rate of duty has been upon the most common articles of window- 
glass. 

The day after the passage in the other House of the McKinley bill 
May 27, the Pittsburgh window-glass manufacturers, it is said, passed 
a resolution at a meeting called for that special purpose, and resolved 
to shut down their works from June 14 to September 16. The Na- 
tional Glass Budget, published in Pittsburgh, under date of May 31, 
says: 

The outlook is for a set combination of manufacturers so that the 
trol the markets. Wedo not know where these companies woul 
glass for their summer orders. 

On May 24 the same paper says: 

The jobbers in window-glass have pledged themselyes to maintain prices 
fixed by the manufacturers. 

In short, it is a combination, one of the most poret and at the 
same time one of the most demanding in its extortions of any combina- 
tion ever formed in this country. This rate of duty can be forno other 
purpose in the world except to aid this combination. 


ean con- 
their 


get 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on r to the 
amendment by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. V ANCE] 
Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out, in line 11, page 19, after the word 
„square,“ the words I cents per pound; and in line 13 strike out 
2 cents per pound 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is to strike out all 
the specificdutiesin the paragraph and substitute 50 per cent. ad valo- 
rem.“ 

Mr. ALLISON, I do not ask for any further reading. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Nofurtherreadingis necessary. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. VANCE. I desire the yeas and nays on agreeing to the amend- 


ment. 
1 ye and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 
- Mr. CALL (when his name was called’. Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW ]. 
Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Washington [ Mr. SQUIRE]. 
Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. 
Mr. HARRIS (when his name wus called). Lam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 1 should vote “yea” if not 
Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. If he were present, I should vote 
u ea. 
Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). In pursuance 
of the trausfer of pairs which I have heretofore announced, allowing 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE] and myself to vote, I vote 


Mr. CULLOM. I see that the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
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Hiddixs] has come into the Chamber. I do not know whether his 
vote is castor not. If so, I will withdraw my vote and let my pair 
stand with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I think I can arrange a transfer of pairs with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then I shall let my vote remain. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. GRAY], but the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] is paired with the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. I bave arranged to transfer my pair 
to the Senator from Wisconsin, and the Senator from Mississippi will 
transfer his to my colleague [Mr. Gray]. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. WALTHALL, I vote yea.“ 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am paired with the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. Jones]. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Oregon that perhaps 
we might transfer our pairs. Iam paired with the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I would be glad to transfer my pair if agreeable 
to the Senator. 7 

Mr. HARRIS. We can transfer them. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. MITCHELL, _I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS (after having voted in the negative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH] but with leave for either 
of us to vote to make a quorum. If I may ask without impropriety I 
wish to inquire whether there is more than a quorum voting. 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Senator’s vote is not necessary 
under that arrangement. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I take leave to withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont with- 
draws his vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 30; as tollows: 


YEAS—19, 
Barbour. Cockrell, Harris, Reagan, 
Bate, ' Coke, MoPherson, ie, 

Colquitt, Morgan, 

Blackburn, George, Pasco, Walthall, 
Butler, Gorman, Ransom, 

NAYS—B0. 
Aldric! Dawes, Hiscock Plumb, 
a Dixon, Ingalls, 5 Sanders, 
Allison, Dolph, McMillan. Sawyer, 
—— mee Mitchell ; Teller, 
— Hale’ Moody, Wilson of Towa, 
Cullom, Hawley, Paddock, 

avis, ns, Platt, 
NOT VOTING-J. 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Morrill Stanford 
Brown, Gibson, 5 ne, S i 
Call, Gray, Pettigrew, Stockbridge, 
Carlisle, Hampton, Pierce, ance, 
Chandler, Hearst, Power, vi 
Daniel, v Pugh, Washburn, 
Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Quay, Wilson ot Md. 
Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, Wolcott. 
Farwell, Kenna, Squire, 
So the amendment was rejected. K 


Mr. PLUMB. On page 19, line 11, after the word one,” I move 
to strike out the words and three-eighths; in line 13, to substitute 
ne and three-eighths“ for one and seven-eighths;’’ in line 16, to 
insert the word two“ instead of two and one-half, andin line 17 
to insert two and one-fourth ”’ in place of three; so that the duty 
on the articles named in line 11 will be1 cent a pound; in line 13 will 
be 1} cents; in line 16, 2 cents a pound, and in line 17, 2} cents a pound. 
That is a fraction of one-half cent a pound on each class below the rate 
proposed by the House bill, and I think it is uniform in regard to the 
rates proposed by the Senate committee. I suggest that the vote may 
be taken on all these amendments together. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Kansas to move to amend by reducing the rate in each case half 
of 1 cent a pound. 

Mr. PLUMB. No, that would not be quiteit. I reduce it to 1 
cent in line 11. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out in line 11, after the word ‘‘one,’’ the 
words and one-half ;’’ so that the duty will be 1 cent. 

Mr. PLUMB. In line 13, 1 cents,” instead of the rate proposed 
there. 

The SECRETARY. In line 13 strike out two and insert one 
and three-eighths.““ 

Mr. PLUMB. In line 16, I move to strike out and three-eighths,’’ 
80 as to read 2 cents per pound;’’ and inline 17, to strike out two 
and seven-eighths’’ and insert ‘‘2} cents per pound.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ifthere be no objection, the ques- 
tion will be taken upon all these amendments together. They will be 
treated as one amendment. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I ask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to the 
amendment, 


„ ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
roll. 


Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. Otherwise I should 


vote “yea.” 
Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
My colleague [Mr. 


Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). 

Gray], with whom I was paired, will stand paired under the arrange- 
ment I announced on the last vote, and the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. WALTHALL] and I can vote. I yote “nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). With the consent of 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], I transfer my pair with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES] -to the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL], and I vote nay.“ 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I again announce my 
pair with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES]. 

7 WILSON, of aoe (in i name was mina oe In 
of the ar nt for the transfer of pairs, whic! ve 
announced, 1 vote yea. = 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. Under the transfer of pairs suggested by the Sena- 
tor irom Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], I vote yea.“ 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (after having voted in the negative). May I again 
ask—I ought to have withheld my vote—if there is a quorum without 
my vote? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to make a quorum. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg leave to withdraw it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s vote is withdrawn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should have stated it before to have saved trou- 
ble, but I had forgotten it. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 26; as follows: 


ursuance 
eretofore 


The Senator’s vote is not necessary 


YEAS—2. 

Barbour, ke, McPherson, Ransom, 
Bate, Colquitt, Mo 4 Reagan, 

rge, Paddock, Turple, 
Butler, Gorman, y Vi 
Cockrell, is, Plumb, Walthall. 

NAYS—26. 
Aldrich, Davis, Hawley, Sanders, 
Allen, Dawes, Higgins, Sawyer, 
Allison, Dixon, Hiscoc Sherman, 
Blair, Dolph, McMillan Teller, 
Cameron, Evarts, Mitchell, Wilson of Iowa. 
Jasey, Frye, Moody, 
Cullom, Hale, Platt, 
ABSENT-—38. 

Blackburn, Faulkner, Manderson, Stanford, 
Blodgett, Gibson, Morrill, Ste 
Brown, Gray, Payne, Stockb 
Call, Hampton, Pettigrew, Vance, 
Carlisle, Hearst, Pierce, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Hoar, Power, Washburn. 
Daniel, Ingalls, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Quay, Wolcott, 


Zusti Jones of Ne S ner, 
Farwell, Kenna, ree Squire, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend, in line 10, by making the rate 1} 
cents; in line 13, by making it 1§ cents; in line 16, 2} cents; and in 
line 17, 2§ cents. That, with the exception of the last classification, 
is one-eighth reduction below that proposed by the committee, and 
will still leave a duty of over 100 per cent. on this material which goes 
intoevery house of modest pretensions constructed in the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. C 

Mr. GORMAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. : 

3 and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. I should vote “yea” if I 
were not paired. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH] unless my vote is necessary to 
make a quorum, For the present I withhold my vote. A 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GRAY’s name was called). The Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] is paired with the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called), In accordance with 
the transfer stated between my colleague [Mr. Gray] and the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
WALTHALL] and myself are at liberty to vote, and I vote ‘nay.’ 

Mr. DAWES (when Mr. Hoar’s name was called). My colleague 


[Mr. Hoar] has been paired ever since his absence with the Senator 
from To [Mr. BATE], so that it is not necessary for me to an- 
nounce it 

Mr. BATE. I will state to the Senator that an arrangement has 
been made by which the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] and my- 
self voted, by the transfer which has been announced. 
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Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). On this vote Iam 
ired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Joxxsl. I should vote 
‘nay ™ and he would vote yea” if he were present. 

Mr. CAMERON (when Mr. QuAy’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. QUAY] is paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. Kanson]. 8 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). But for my pair with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones], I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Under the trans- 
fer of pairs that I have heretofore announced, I am at liberty to vote, 
and I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BATE. I have a right to vote under the arrangement just 
stated, and I vote yea.” -I desire to state while Iam up that the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quax]. Neither of them seems to be in 
the Chamber. 

Mr..RANSOM. Then I may vote. I vote yea. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam satisfied that the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. BLACKBURN J, with whom I am paired, would vote yea“ on this 
proposition. I therefore feel privileged to vote, and I vote yea.“ 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Has a quorum voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum has voted. 

Mr. PASCO. Ishould like to ask the Senators in charge of the bill 
if the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] is not paired with his col- 
league. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Iam paired generally with my colleague, but he 
requested me to vote, before leaving a short time ago, on all these ques- 
tions. 

The result was announced —yeas 21, nays 25; as follows: 


papia 
eg! 
Walthall, 


Barbour, Colquitt, 
Bate, George, 
Berry, Gorman, 
Butler, Ingalls, 
Cockrell, McPherson, 
Coke, Manderson, 


Sawyer, 


Aldrich, 
Sherman, 


Allen, 
Allison, 
Blair, 
Cameron, 


Davis, 
Dison’ Teller. 
3 Wilson of Iowa. 


Casey, 
Cullom, 


Blackburn, 
Blodgett, 
Brown, 
Call, 
Carlisle, 
Chandler, 
8 joes of Arkansas, 

— Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Farwell, Kenna, Squire, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr, PLUMB. I now renew the amendment as to the classifications 
except the last one, which I move to make 2} cents per pound, so as to 
make a reduction of one-eighth of a cent a pound on the class of glasses 
mentioned in paragraph 106. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwill say for the committee that I will change the 
amendment of the committee so that the reduction upon all these items 
shall be one-fourth instead of one-eighth of a cent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 

` ator from Rhode Island to offer an amendment under direction of the 
committee? 

Mr. ALDRICH.. For the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator indicate the amend- 
ments so that the clerks may make a note of them? 

Mr. ALDRICH. In line 11, it will be ‘‘one and one-fourth’’ in- 
stead of one and three-eighths; in line 13, one and three-fourths”’ 
instead of one and seven-eighths ;’’ in line 16, two and one-fourth’’ 
instead of two and three-eighths; and in line 17, two and three- 
fourths’’ instead of two and seven-eighths.”’ 

Mr. MCPHERSON. That has been voted on, as I understand it. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is not the same, if the Senator will pardon me. It 
is the same in line 11, but not in line 13 or line 17. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Are the amendments moved by the Senator from 
Rhode Island moved at the instance of the committee? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Rhode Island to modify the amendment of the committee, which 
would be an amendment in the first degree. Does the Senator from 
Kansas desire to amend the amendment as modified? 

Mr. PLUMB. No. 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on the amendment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read. 
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The SECRETARY. On page 19, line 11, instead of the committee’s 
amendment striking out ‘‘one-half’’ and inserting ‘‘three-eighths,’’ 
it is proposed to insert one-ſourth,“ so as to read, 14 cents per 
pound;’’ in line 13, in place of the committee’s amendment to strike out 
‘2 and insert 1,“ it is pro to insert 14,“ so as to read, 
**1} cents per pound;”’ in line 16, in place of the committee’s amend- 
ment to strike out ‘‘one-half’’ and insert three-eighths,“ it is pro- 
posed to strike out one-half and insert ‘‘one-fourth,’’ so as to read, 
“2} cents per pound; and in line 17, instead of the committee's 
amendment to strike out 3“ and insert *‘24,™ it is proposed to in- 
sert 24,“ so as to read, 24 cents per pound. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
upon agreeing to the amendments in this form? 

The amendments were agreed to, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 50 minutes p. m.) 
te posate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, August 5, 1890, at 10 
o'clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, August 4, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolution of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 198) to permit Capt. George W. Davis, 
United States Army, to accept a position in the Nicaragua Canal Con- 
struction Company. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave of absence for my l 
Mr. BARNES, on account of sickness. I have a telegram from hi 
stating that he is sick and asking me to make this request. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a sim- 
ilar application on behalf of my colleague, Mr. BULLOCK, whois very ill. 

‘There ‘was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, I have a telegram from my colleague, 
Mr. COBB, stating that his daughter is seriously ill and ie area me 
to ask leave of absence for him on account of sickness in family. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege, and 
I ask for the reading of the extract which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“To become a full-fledged Alliance man and retain his seat.“ says the Wash- 
ington correspondent of the Atlanta Constitution, “Judge MORGAN recently 
went to Mississippi and applied to the chancery court, under its equity powers, 
to annul his license as a law and practically expel him from practicing be- 
fore the courts of Mississippi, in order that he might be eligible to membership 
in the Alliance. The judge to whom heapplied issued the desired order. Jud 
Morgay joined the Alliance, and is now attempting to ride into Congress 
on the back of the Alliance, but as there is another Alliance man opposing im 
who has shown up his tricks it is probable he will walk the plank,” 

The SPEAKER, The Chair does not think that that raises a ques- 
tion of privilege. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then Iask unanimous consent to make a brief state- 
ment, inasmuch as this publication reflects upon me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unanimous 
consent to make a personal explanation. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, when I visited the district I have the 
honor to represent on this floor, a few weeks since, I found this story 
in circulation there, where it was fabricated in the hope of injuring me. 
Tand others familiar with the facts immediately placed upon it the brand 
of falsehood. 

I did not know that it had obtained a more extended circulation 
until on yesterday this slip; with editorial comments, was mailed to 
me from New York City as a clipping from the Sun. Iam now in- 
formed by members of this House that it has been published in several 
newspapers. The statement is a campaign lie, without a particle 
of truth in any line, word, or syllable of it. 

I hope the newspapers that have given publicity to it will publish 
this denial. 

Mr. Speaker, when I was elected to Congress, now nearly six years 
ago, I was a member of the law firm of White & Morgan, practicing in 
the various courts of Mississippi, Stateand Federal. Our business was 
as extensive and as lucrative, perhaps, as that of any firm ot lawyers 
Voing business in North Mississippi. Feeling that my constituents were 
entitled to the whole of my time and services, before entering upon 
the discharge of the duties of the position to which they had elected 
me I withdrew from the firm, closed my law office, and from that day 
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to this have declined to take charge of another business. The first 
year I paid my privilege tax to enable me to assist my partner wind up 
our business. Since then I have not so much as done this. 

For fifteen or eighteen years I haye been a member of the only agri- 
cultural organization that ever had an existence in the county of my 
residence, namely, the Grange, and its successor, the Farmers’ Alliance. 
The former was merged into the latter several years ago, and I have been 
a member of it now nearly three years. Hon. John C. Kyle, an able and 
distinguished lawyer residing in Panola County, has received the Dem- 
ocratic nomination for this district and will represent it on this floor 
in the Fifty-second Congress. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE FOR POST-OFFICE EMPLOYÉS, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his privileged motion. 

Mr. BINGHAM. On June 27, unanimous consent having been given 
the day previous to the gentleman from New York [Mr. KrrcHam] 
for the passage of a bill granting leave of absence to clerks and em- 
ployés in first and second class post-offices, the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr, DOCKERY] called the attention of the House to the subject 
for the reason that, upon an examination of the question, he had 
reached the conclusion that the passage of that bill would involve an 
expenditure of $316,000, while the statement of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Kercitam] was to the effect that it could be enacted 
into law without causing any additional outlay on the part of the Gov- 
ernment. Unanimous consent was given by the House that the mo- 
tion to reconsider should be considered as pending. I was not present 
in the House at the time, or I should have called for the reading of the 
report that accompanied the bill, which contained a statement from 
the Postmaster-General that its enactment into law would cause no ad- 
ditional expenditure. On the same day I addressed a communication 
to the Postmaster-General—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point 
of order. The confusion is so great that we are unablé to hear the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. From what I have 
caught of his remarks I understand that they relate to some matter 
connected with the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockEry], and I 
call the attention of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to the fact that 
the gentleman from Missouri is not in his seat. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. DockERY] has no objection to the motion which 
Iam about to make. I addressed a communication the same day to the 
Postmaster-General calling his attention to the statement made in the 
House that this bill would cause an expenditure of $316,000, although 
his letter of an earlier date, which was made a partof the report accom- 
panying the bill, had stated that no additional expenditure would 
result from such legislation. 

I received an answer on the same day to this effect: 

In reply to your letter of even date relative to Honse bill 1085, I beg to call your 
attention to my letter of May 5, 1889, addressed to Hon. J. W. KercHam, chair- 
man of the subcommittee of your committee, in which I state that it would not 
involve an additional appropriation for clerk-hire to carry ont the provisions of 
said bill for not exeseding fifteen days’ leave of absence forclerks and employés 
attached to first and second class post-offices. 

I state now to the House that the enactment of this legislation will not 
cost the Department anything additional or involve any extra appropria- 
tion of money; and, if there be no objection, I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed, and to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I suggest that the gentleman withhold that mo- 
tion for the present, as the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] 
is not in his seat, and I understand that he is sick. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will say that I have spoken to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY | on the subject, as has also the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. KETCHAM], and I understand that there is 
no objection on his part. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I ask the gentleman to let it go over until to- 
morrow. è 

Mr. BINGHAM. Very well, Mr. Speaker; in order that there may 
be no misunderstanding I will let it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I understand that the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. DockERY] is sick, and has probably gone to Atlantic City, and 
I do not know whether he will be here to-morrow or not. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate insisted upon its amendments disagreed to by 
the Honse to the bill (H. R. 10884) making appropriations for the sun- 
dry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1891, and for other purposes, agreed to the conference asked by 
the House on the disagreeing votes thereof, and had appointed Mr. 
ae Mr. HALE, and Mr. GORMAN managers on the part of th 

ate. 


is put, I will ask my colleague on the subcommittee [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE, of Kentucky] whether we cannot agree upon the time tha 
shall be required for general debate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will say to the gentl 
frankly that we would like to have two hours. I have consul 
several gentlemen on this side and I find that that will be entirely 
satisfactory. “ 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Would not one hour on each side, in 
the judgment of the gentleman from Kentucky, be sufficient? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think not. There are sev-_ ~- 
eral gentlemen who desire to be heard upon the question, and I think 
we can get along better with two hours ona side. I will say to the 
gentleman from Iowa that I think if we can make this arrangement 
there will probably be unanimous consent given, and I will unite with 
him in asking it, to dispense with the first formal reading of the bill, 
which is eighty-nine pages in length and will take up, perhaps, as long 
a time as I have asked for the discussion. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I willagree, with the understanding 
that if we do not use the two hours on this side we may proceed to the 
consideration of the bill under the five-minute rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the gentle- 
man from Iowa to the House, 

The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous consent that general de- 
bate upon this bill be limited to two hours on a side, with the under- 
standing that if on either side the entire time shall not be desired or 
consumed, the House shall proceed that much earlier to the considera- 
tion of the bill under the five-minute rule; and also couples with that 
a request that the first formal reading of the bill be dispensed with, 
Is there objection? ; 

There was no objection, 

The motion of Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, was then agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. PAYson in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in the Committee of the 


Whole for the consideration of a bill the title of which the Clerk will 3 
read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 1 iati 
„ 3 fa; ine. tune. 20. 1880 Aud pe 38333 
other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent the first formal reading 
of the bill has been dispensed with, and general debate is limited to 
two hours on a side, or so much thereof as may be consumed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, this bill carries $5,140,- 
440.03 of appropriations. The amount of matters that were submitted 
for the consideration of the committee—the total involved in the in- 
vestigations of the committee—amounted to the sum of $13,481,- 
172.79. So it will be seen that a large amount hgs been rejected by 
the committee upon the bill. 

I will beg the committee to bear in mind that the general deficiency 
bill is one that has to encounter a very great pressure from all manner 
of claims and claimants and rights and supposed rights; so that we are 
compelled to scrutinize very closely the various subjects that are urged 
upon us for consideration. 

Seeing that so large an amount has been rejected by the Committee 
on Appropriations, it is perhaps proper for me to outline briefly some of 
the matters which have been rejected, so that the Committee of the 
Whole will know how many and what matters that. have heretofore 
eneaged the attention of Congress are not incorporated in the pending 

ill. 

In that connection I beg to call to the attention of the committee the 
fact that there are no items for what have been known heretofore as 
the Pacific railroad claims. There were urged upon the committee, 
in behalf of Pacific railroads, claims amounting in the aggregate to 
$3,076,000. 8 

I want to say this in regard to these claims: It may be difficult for 
gentlemen to understand why these are not incorporated, since many of 
the roads performing the service of the Government on which the claims 
are based lie entirely outside of the provision, some of them antedating P 
the construction of the main lines of the Pacific railroads. To-day > 
the Pacific railroads, including thousands of miles, could throw the 
United States mails from their trains, and would have a perfect right 
to do so, as for years not a dollar has been paid them for the perform- 
ance of this service in carrying the mails or the troops or munitions of 
war ofthe United States. 

But while I believe, as one, that the time is near at hand when these 
ms will have to be recognized, I want to state here for the infor- 
tion of the committee what actuated us in reporting against their 
consideration at this time. A few years ago, I think in 1887, and ir 
my memory is incorrect my colleague from Kentucky [Mr Breckrn- 
RIDGE] will correct me, a judgment was rendered in the Supreme 
Court of the United States, by a unanimous court, for the sum of $22,- 
000 in favor of the Pacific railroads. Subsequently suit was brought 
for about a million of dollars. I think that was brought a year ora 
year and a half ago. Singularly enough, the bulk of the first judg- is 
ment, the $22,000, was incorporated in this second suit, which suit is 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for thë consideration of general appropriation bills; my 
object being to call up the general deficiency bill, Before the motion 


EMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas will 1 
RS. I hope my amiable’ friend from Iowa [Mr. KERR 


now 5 ery and has been set down for trial at the November term of 
the 
I not ixfterrupt me or take up my tne unnecessarily, for I am in 


nited States Supreme Court. S 

Subsequent to the bringing of the second suit a third suit was also 
brought, in November or December of last year, for the claims allowed 
by the accounting officers of the Government since the first and second 
suits were instituted; so that nearly all of these claims are now pend- 
ing in the courts of the country, the last suit being in the Court of 
Claims and the first and second in the Supreme Court of the United 
States. Your committee, I think, were practically unanimous in be- 
lieviny that we would not be warranted in bringing before the House 
the consideration of any matters, however just they may be, or might 
seem to the committee, where the subjects involved were pending in the 
courts of the country for final determination. We have, therefore, 
stricken them from the estimates, and nothing appears in this bill that 
goes to any Pacific railroads under the class of claims to which I have 
irish That explanation, briefly given, is due, I think, to the com- 

ttee. 

Another large item disallowed was a claim of $3,079,936.79 for the 
States of California, Oregon, and Nevada. These are claims which, 
probably in the near future, will be allowed, and probably ought to be 
atlowed. They are war claims, but were not brought under the pro- 
vision of the law for the accounting and bringing before Congress of 
war claims. They have not been accounted for as the war claims of 
other States have been, and therefore your committee did not feel war- 
ranted in bringing them before Congress. 

Mr. MORROW. Willthe gentleman pardon me asingle suggestion? 
I suppose the gentleman wishes to say that they have not been brought 
before the committee in the manner and through the accounting offi- 
cers in the manner that other claims have? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is exactly what I mean to be 
understood, Mr. Chairman, but it is due to the large interests back of 
these that I should make this brief statement, more for the pu of 
not having it understood that this action of the committee is to be con- 
strued in any sense as a rejection or condemnation of those claims. 

Then, the proposition came before us for the allowance of $15,000 as 
an extra month’s pay for the employés of this House. I do not un- 
derstand this has ever been done through the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, It has been done in some cases by motion, in the committee, 
emanating from the body itself. That is a matter that we express no 
opinion upon, but we did not feel warranted in introducing a precedent 
of that character. Without going into details we rejected from the 
various Departments matters submitted amounting in the aggregate to 
$2, 169,796.17. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are two or three matters of new legisla- 
tion in this bill. I want to be perfectly frank with the committee. 
These have been directly referred to in the report submitted with 
the bill, and therefore I will not 8 the time of the committee in 
considering this. I now reserve the ce of my time. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman state what these matters of new 
legislation are? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. One item is that weask the Secretary 
of the Treasury, when he puts in his estimate of the revenues of the 
Government, to include the income from the postal service, thus doing 
away with the confusion which constantly grows up in the minds of 
the people from a confused statement of the revenues of the Govern- 
ment. They now only give the income of the Government without 
including the receipts from the postal service, and we have embodied 
a proposition asking that that be included in his statement. 

Again, we have two matters simply affecting the rate of interest upon 
judgments, which will appear when we reach them—judgments of the 
District of Columbia and of the Court of Claims. I now reserve the 
remainder of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] will be recognized to control the time in opposition to the bill 
in general debate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iyield to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. T accept your presence in the chair as 
sufficient 8 I shall not be taken off the floor until my hour 
is exhausted. [Laughter.] I mention this at this early stage, because 
on two former occasions when I had gotten the floor, no one else claim- 
ing it, the Speaker conceived the idea, or got into his head—I suppose 
he got it into his head for it came out of his mouth, though it seemed 
to me it emanated a good deal more from gall than brains 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. ROGERS (continuing). Got it into his head that he had aright 
to take me off the floor 

1 8 CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa will state his point 
of order. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I submit that it is about time that when men 
here are addressing themselves to this House on questions before it, 
that the House should see that the Presiding Officer of the House is not 
continually insulted by remarks of men who are addressing the House. 
N CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman please make his point of 

er 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order that the reflections 
upon the Speaker of the House are not in order, 


be Nensed in any way. I was about to say that the Speaker got it 
into his head that he had the right to take me off the floor, and thereby 
suppressed the accredited Representative of the Fourth district of Ar- 
kansas and turned the district over to be represented, on one occasion 
by the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. CANNON], and on the other to his 
colleague from Illinois [Mr. Hirr]. Mr. Chairman, on that point I 
desire to refer to what I conceive to be the parliamentary practice upon 
that subject. By Rule XIV it is provided: 

1, When any member desires to speak or deliver any matter tothe House, he 
Bhal ripe and respectfully address himself to Mr. Speaker,” and on beingrecog- 
nixed— 

I was certainly recognized, though it was a somewhat dubious ac- 
quaintance, for I never know for just what purpose I am recognized— 
may address the House from any place on the floor or from the Clerk's desk, 
and shall confine himself to the question under debate, avoiding personality. 

When two or more members rise at once the Speaker shall name the member 
who is first to speak, eto. 

But as in my case only one member rose and no one else claimed the 
floor at all, that rule, which is the only rule upon the subject known 
to our present code, does not apply, and therefore I am driven back 
into that undefined and indefinable region known as general parlia- 
mentary law.” And I desire to cite an authority on that subject from 
an author known as *‘ Cushing.” 

He said: 

When a motion is regularly made and seconded, and proposed as a question 
from the Chair, “every member is then at liberty to debate with freedom upon 
it, and to agree or disagree to it, as he may think reasonable” and proper. 


And on the following page the author explains how persons wishing 
to be heard are recognized. It is as follows: 

If one member only rises to speak, he, of course, is to be heard. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is one authority. The Speaker ofthe House 
of Representatives is another authority. Now, gentlemen at least have 
left the right to determine which of these authorities they will accept. 
As for myself, I accept Mr. Cushing, not because I knew the gentleman 
at all, for I never did, but because I do know the Speaker. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, for some time past, or in the early part of the 
session—I am not right sure that it was not when the stars were sing- 
ing in the heaven for joy over the birth of the New Year—it was sent 
out on the fresh wintry breezes that when the May-apples were in 
bloom, if the Senate did not prevent, the House of Representatives, 
operating under the new code of rules, would be ready to adjourn; 
and certainly it was thought that if we did not succeed in adjourn- 
ing then, we would be able to reach home in time to deliver our patri- 
otic addresses on the 4th of July. 

Not only have the May-apples bloomed and passed away, but we have 
sweltered through June, stewed through July, and we are now baking 
away through August, and yet the end of the first session of the Fif- 
tieth Congress is just as perceptible as the first day of the second ses- 
sion of the same Congress. I had thought, therefore, this was a proper 
occasion on which I might deliver a few remarks on the condition of 
the public business. 

I was persuaded in this direction by the manifest premonitory symp- 
toms for some time past of what the Speaker [Mr. REED] once denomi- 
nated ‘‘conniption fits,“ whatever that may be, on the part of the 
gentleman from Illinois, chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
who has felt it incumbent on him to hedge, to explain, and apologize 
frequently of late for the condition of the business of the House; but, 
really, these premonitory symptoms, or “‘conniption fits,” whatever 
that may be, while they excited apprehensions of friends around me, 
did not excite any fear on my part, for I realize that of late even con- 
niption fits“ were not half so bad as the normal condition of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not see my friend from Illinois in his place. I do 
not see the Speaker of the House to-day. I think they both must have 
had an intimation that I was to have the floor to-day and left. I feel 
a good deal like saying what Cicero did of Catiline: Abiit, excessit, 
evasit, erupit,” 

A MEMBER. Translate it. 

Mr. ROGERS. He has departed, he has gone out, he has escaped, 
he has burst forth.“ [Murmur on the Republican side.] 

I see these gentlemen will have to call aschool-teacherin. I am not 
surprised, Mr. Chairman, that these gentlemen should need a school- 
teacher, for they lost the only school-master they had when they elected 
their Speaker. ; 

Mr. Chairman, I do not care to be diverted further from the line of 
my remarks at this time by the many reflections which have come to 
me by careful observation of the proceedings of the House. I have 
sometimes been somewhat annoyed, however, by the anomalous rela- 
tions which my friends upon the other side seem to think I bear to- 
ward the § r; and I thought this morning, before entering upon 
5 ee of this bill, I ought to explain something about those 

tions. 

I had noticed early in the session, when motions were made which 
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the Sess did not think ought to pass, or gentlemen rose to address 
the House whom he thought ought not to bave the right to address it, 
the premonitory symptoms in the Speaker of what is St. Vitus's 
dance,“ because no one on that side of the Honse would rise to ad- 
dress the House or make the proper motion, and thereby enable him 
to defeat such action as was d teful to him. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point cf order. I 
do not think the gentleman has read the rule referring to pirsonalities 
which are not allowed under the rules in discussion, and I make that 
point of order. [Cries of Let him goon!” on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Iowa will remember that 
in general debate very wide latitude is allowed. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I had seen it in the newspapers about 
the time when the election bill was under consideration that the party 
lash was wholly insuflicient to bring in refractory members, and it was 
said that the Speaker in his dire extremity for the passage of that bill 
had made various promises to members in regard to various bills, of a 
laudable character, of course, which they desired to pass, but when the 
election bill was over it was believed that these promises had become 
so numerous that they could not be kept; and observing that thechair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations was,“ between the devil and 
the deep sea, that is, to explain, on one side was the S er, hold- 
ing up to him the visage of a deficit of fifty millions in the Treas- 
ury, with the little Presidential bee in his bonnet dwindled down to 
a size not as large as a yellow-jacket, with still the subsidy bill to pass 
and various other matters in which he felt an interest, and requiring 
large sums of money to meet them, while on the other hand were the 
various gentlenien whose fences were all blown down and torn up, who 
were insisting that these little promises or alleged promises should be 
fulfilled; and finding the Speaker and the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations in this situation I felt it my duty as a patriotic cit- 
izen, his friends not being able to see the condition of gs under 
which the Speaker was laboring, to come to his relief. And so, Mr. 
Chairman, I have been occupying for some time past the position of 
lieutenant to the Speaker—I do not know whether right lieutenant or 
left lieutenant, but sometimes I think it was the leſt.““ [Langhter. ] 

That has been my position, and I have been demanding the regular 
order and the enforcement of these rules in order that we might get 
along with the public business and prevent a deficit by the squander- 
ing of the people's money on objects to which it onght not to be ap- 
plied, These are the intimate and confidential relations subsisting be- 
tween the Speaker and myself, and I thought it due to the country and 
the House that it should be known. 

But, Mr. Chairman, to revert, What is the condition of the public 
business? I hold in my hand a statement made by a distinguished of 
ficer of the House, a subordinate, showing what is the condition of pub- 
lic business in the two bodies. 

To and including July 23, 1890, there had been introduced in the 
House of Representatives bills and joint resolutions amounting in 
number to 11,719. Of this number 521 had become law. There had 
in addition the House 307, and there had passed the House and 
Senate 24, 24 being in conference or in the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, and there were 5 vetoes. This makes in all 857 bills which 
had the House of Representatives. At that day 888 bills and 
joint resolutions had passed the Senate and come over to the House 
of Representatives; 12 others were on the Speaker's table, making a 
total of 900 which had passed the Senate. Twohundred and forty-one 
of these Senate bills had passed the House, leaving upon the Calendar 
of the House of Representatives or in committees of the House 659 
Senate bills unacted on by the House of Representatives. 

Since that time more than 100 others have come from the Senate 
and are now either in committees or upon the Calendar—in the aggre- 

te about 760 Senate bills unacted on by the House of Representatives. 

July 24, unless I have made some miscount, there were on the 
Senate Calendar 429 bills in all. On July 24 the House bills on the 
Senate Calendar were 125 in number. Of these 76 were pension bills, 
31 were public bills, and 18 were private bills. Of these 125 only 6 
can be said to be of any public importance from any standpoint what- 
ever. These are the tariff bill, the election bill, the bill to re the 
timber-culture laws, the river and harbor bill, the bill for the relief 
and settlement of railroad lands, and the Indian appropriation bill. 
The last has since been passed and is now in this House or in commit- 
tee. On the 24th of the same month there were on the House Calen- 
dar something over 1,500 bills, probably about 1,600. 

The Senate bills on the House Cali were 341. Of this number 
181 were pension bills, 99 were public bills, and 30 were private bills. 
The Calendar of unfinished business contained 31 Senate bills at that 
time, of which 9 were pension bills, 1 was private, and 21 were public 
bills. Iam informed by an officer connected with the House of Rep- 
resentatives almost continuously for twenty years that this Calendar 
was never before in all that period in such a condition. Nearly 100 
bills are upon the unfinished Calendar. Then we have an unknown 
Calendar which is called the Speaker’s table. At that day there were 
supposed to be about 15 bills upon that Calendar. One of that num- 
ber was the bill for the benefitof Mr. Nathaniel McKay. It had been 
upon the Speaker’s table since the 4th day of May, and, so faras I know, 


3 still, though I have not examined that Calendar for the last 
ew days. s 

Just why this Calendar, unknown to the House, should remain in 
that condition I do not know. Ido know, however, that this bill for 
the benefit of Mr. McKay was vetoed by President Cleveland as a bad 
bill, and I am led to infer that the Speaker has kept it there upon his 
Calendar for fear it would get upon the Private Calendarand be passed 
some day against his will. However, the chances that it would be 

will be better understood when it is remembered that when it 
goes upon the Private Calendar it will have a thousand bills ahead of 
it, and so far we have never been able to pass the first bills we have 
taken up on that Calendar. Of course it has no chance on the Speaker's 
table. On the Honse Calendar there are the following Senate bills: 

The direct-tax bill, reported March 7; thejudicial-salary bill, reported 
March 11; the Galveston Harbor bill, reported April 23; the bill to pre- 
vented the obstruction of navigable waters, reported April 22; the bill 
for theallotment of lands to Indians, reported April 29; the bill for the 
inspection of meats for exportation, etc., reported April 28; the bill 
subsidizing American ships, reported July 19. I have no fear about 
the subsidizing of American ships. In due time that bill will receive 
consideration. It is for New England, you know. The bill ee 
for the inspection of meats for exportation, ete., is one which the 
people of the great West, who are now paying tribute to the East under 
the present organization of the House of Representatives. The bill to 
allot lands to the Indians is a bill of vast and far-reaching importance 
and ought to have the consideration of the House. The bill to pre- 
vent the obstruction of navigable waters is one which ought to receive 
prompt consideration by the House. 

Then comes the Galveston Harbor bill; and I know of no other meas- 
ure, local in its nature, if this can be called local, of so widespread and 
vast importance as the Galveston Harbor bill. Colorado, New Mexico, 
Nevada, Arkansas, the Indian Territory, Texas, Missouri, Kansas, Iowa, 
all those t States are interested in cheap transportation. But, Mr. 
Chairman, this bill, having passed the Senate, lies upon the House Cal- 
endar and receives no consideration, and the only h for its consid- 
eration is in connection with the river and harbor bill, and even that 
bill is upon the hooks” and in peril because of the fact that your 
squandering of the resources of the Government has brought you face 
to face with a deficit. 

Then comes the direct-tax bill. It is a painful thing to have to al- 
lude to the direct-tax bill. Why, sir, it was upon this important bill 
that the Speaker of this House led the Republican cohorts in the Fif- 
tieth Congress against the filibustering movement which defeated the 
passage of the measure at that session. And I hold in my hand ex- 
tracts from his speeches at that time, as well as from those of other 
distinguished Republicans who stood a unit on this great question, and 
who held out for two long weeks until the dead-lock broke and the 
bill went over. 

This bill has been reported to the House and was upon the Calendar 
among the very first bills reported in the Fifty-first Penge but no 
gentleman has ever risen in his place, from the Speaker in his chair to 
the humblest member on the other side, to suggest for one moment 
that this direct-tax bill was to have consideration. Let me read a 
single paragraph from the speech of our present Speaker : 

Mr. Speaker, in reply to what the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Oarus] has 
so frankly said, I desire to say to him asa matter of constitutional law— : 

We are always glad to hear the Speaker refer to the Constitution 
that under the Constitution of the Wnited States the majority of the House 
of Representatives is competent, so far as the House is concerned, to decide 
what amendments it will adopt, what amendments it will reject, what bills it 
will pass, what bills it will refuse to pass. x 

Who is competent to decide that? Why, the House of Representa- 
tives, says the Speaker. But this year the Committee on Rules is com- 
petent, and that committee only. 5 

The proposition of gentlemen who are in favor of this bill will simply exe- 
cute that constitutional right under the Constitution. ation is the result 
of the action of a majority, not the result of a yielding of 166 members to 62 
members upon a question which the House is perfectly competent todeal with. 

But this year it is the yielding of three hundred and twenty-three 
members to three members, known as the Committee on Rules. 

This, then, is the character of the Senate bills that are found on the 
House Calendar. Let us look at the character of the bills found on the 
House Calendar which arenot Senate bills. Among them we find the 
bill to pay the French spoliation claims. Who does not remember 
that in the closing hours of the Fiftieth Congress the present Speaker of 
the House led the cohorts of that side, even to imperiling the passage 
of the general deficiency bill, lashing and driving and undertaking to 
browbeat and intimidate the gentleman from Texas then in of 
it into the passage of the bill with the French tion claims on it. 
TT sleep the sleep that knows 
no breaking. 

Then comes the bill to fund the Pacific railroad debt, Mr. Chairman, 
if the “‘ music in the air” is not all false, the Pacific railroads will be 
taken care of in due time by the Fifty-first Congress. Then comes 
the bill to establish a courtof patent appeals, demanded by the whole 
country and occu: the first place upon the Calendar of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. Then comes the bill 
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to adjust the accounts under the eight-hourlaw. Nobody Will forget the] had even an opportunity to consider and amend that important bill in 


zeal and earnestness with which the present chairman of the Commit- | a half decent way. 


tee on Labor, as I now recollect, and others on that side pressed upon 
the House the consideration and passage of that bill in the fast Congress. 
Then comes the bill to make eight hours a day’s work, and then comes 
the educational bill, 

Mr. Chairman, I do not know how to account for your failure to take 
up and pass the educational bill, unless you place it upon the ground 
of that article which appeared recently in the North American Review, 
in which the Speaker of this House claimed the right to vote the 
ignorance in the South,“ meaning the for the Republican 
party, because, as he said, we, the Democrats, vote ours in the North,” 
alluding to the Irish and Italian vote in the great cities of the North. 
Perhaps the failure to pass this bill will enable you to vote ‘‘your ig- 
norance in the South’’ better than you would if you saw fit toeducate 
the ignorant colored voters up to the intellectual standard which would 
enable them to determine their material interests in a government 
like ours. 

But, Mr. Chairman, we not only have the Calendar in this situa- 
tion—— 
cane MORSE. Would the gentleman vote for the Blair educational 

? 


Mr. ROGERS. Fe good enough to pardon me, my good natured and 
amiable friend. Not only do we find the Calendar in this situation, 
but what has been the history of this Congress? We have had no 
morning hour (upon which occasion only the House Calendar can be 
touched) since the 15th of last April, when the Committee on Mines 
and Mining called up and had considered for a time the bill (H. R. 
4654) to amend chapter 340 of the United States Statutes at Large, vol- 
ume 24, page 49, and to promote and encourage mining. This was an 
important measure in which all the people of the great West who now 
pay tribute to New England felt the deepest concern and the greatest 
possible interest. But on that day the morning hour was abandoned, 
and from that day to this we have never been able to touch the House 
Calendar. 

How about the Private Calendar? I need not stop to dwell on that. 
On Friday alone can we touch the House Calendar; but by precon- 
certed and well concocted action somewhere—gentlemen understand 
where better than I—the Private Calendar has been throttled, and that 
class of claimants who come from the South, who during the war gave 
up their property to support and sustain the armies of the United States 
that the Union might be preserved, have the back of the majority of 
this House of Representatives turned upon them, after they have been 
driven into the courts and litigated their claims for two decades until 
findings of fact have been determined in their favor. Friday, the only 
day on which theirclaims could be considered, has sedulously and contin- 
nously for months past been taken from them, and the consideration of 
measures pending on this Calendar denied. 

But the Emerys and the McKays can have their day. The Gov- 
ernment contractors all through the North, who have already been paid 
according to the letter of their bond, can have their day in court for 
alleged equitable demands whether they be on the Private Calendar or 
on the unknown calendar up there, Sir, we have never been to the 
Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
to take it up in its regular order during any period of the present session 
of Congress, and never will. But how about the committees? 

In former sessions of Congress the committees of the House have 
been assigned days for the consideration of their business, to be taken 
up in the order in which they saw fit. But this Committee on Rules, 
this committee, proceedings of which, so faras I am able to ascertain, is 
carried around in the coat-tails of the Speaker, and for that reason 
ought to be called the ‘‘Coat-tail Committee, this committee has as- 
to deny the committees of the House the opportunity 
of being h for the business intrusted to them, but when they do 
ucceed in having a day assigned to them they single out for consider- 
ation such matter as may suit their own sweet will, and determine in 
advance just how long and how it shall be considered in the House. 

The Judi Committee, the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, and the Select Committee on the World’s 
Fair Site, it is true have all had days assigned to them, and these com- 
mittees alone out of the fifty or sixty committees of the House, so far 
as I have been able to find, are the only ones which have had days. The 
Judiciary Committee had a day fixed for the passage of the bill reor- 
ganizing the judiciary system of the Government, and, Mr. Chairman, 
we had for the discussion of that important measure, a measure reorgan- 
izing the entire judiciary of the United States, under the order of the 
Committee on Rules of this House, just exactly sixty-five minutes’ de- 
bate. The original-package bill was put through the House hav- 
ing had but a part of two days for its consideration. 

The bankruptcy bill, a bill embracing seventy-five sections and fifty- 
three printed had two days’ debate, general and under the five- 
minutes’ rule, and it is due to the distinguished gentleman from Ohio, 
Judge TAYLOR, the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, the 
amiability of whose nature and the purity of whose heart both adorn 
a brain that does honor to any and all States in this Union, that we 


Then we had a day set for the consideration of the 
copyright bill, and the trust and bankruptcy bill. The copyright bill 
was considered for a little while and failed; the trust bill was taken 
up, and the bankruptcy bill was never reached at all under that order. 

The Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures had a day for the 
consideration of the silver bill. The hours for debate allowed Ido not 
now remember; but I do undertake to say, Mr. Chairman, that such a 
proceeding as this by which they took that silver bill and put it through 
the House was never witnessed in any deliberative body from the day 
of the foundation of civil government down to the present hour. By 
some prearrangement, how, where, what way, I'am not permitted to 
say, but by some arrangement which did not rise above the juggler’s 
trick, and which was perfectly manifest to both sides of the House, the 
minority were cut off from all opportunity of amendment, and the 
parties who had been ‘‘staked out’’ on the other side to be recognized 
by the Speaker were quick to offer their amendments; and thus the 
House was brought to a square vote on the measure without an oppor- 
tunity for the minority to offer a single solitary amendment, not one, 

Then came the Committee on the Territories. They had time al- 
lowed for the admission of Idaho, nine hours for debate and discussion, 
and was then brought to a vote. Then the bill to organize the Territory 
of Oklahoma was taken out of the committee and passed with nearl 
half of it never read at all for amendment and debate in the House. It 
wasa bill of forty-four sections, organizinga great Territory; a bill which 
deals with the treaties made by this Government with the indians from 
the very foundation of our Government down to the present time; a bill 
which organizes courts in Oklahoma Territory and all the machinery 
thereof, and courts in the Indian Territory, and extends the laws of 
another State over the five civilized tribes; yet that bill was taken out 
of committee and into the Houseand „ as has been stated, without 
any opportunity foramendment as to nearly half of it, and it turned out 
in the description of the Territory of Oklahoma that they had incor- 
porated the entire State of Texas, and only by unanimous consent 
could the correction be made, the bill being called back from the Pres- 
ident, I believe, for that purpose. Then came the tariff bill, seventy 
closely printed pages—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will my friend from Arkansas yield to me just 
for one moment to make a correction there? 

Mr. ROGERS. Very well. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That error to which the gentleman refers in the 
Oklahoma bill occurred in the Senate amendment. It was not in the 
original bill. I make this correction being somewhat personally re- 
sponsible for the text of the language used in the Oklahoma bill. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. ROGERS. Well, I am very glad indeed that the gentleman 
makes the correction. I am glad to relieve this House of Representa- 
tives of any responsibility for mistakes that have been made, that I can. 
God knows it needs it. 

Then comes the tariff bill, to which I was about to refer. When 
one-third of the bill had been read, or less than a third, it was taken 
from the committee, without opportunity of amendment, and put 
through the House under the gag rule. Public Buildings and Grounds 
hada couple of days assigned to them, and my distinguished friend from 
Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN ] says that, like the little busy bee,“ they im- 
proved each shining hour.“ Then comes the Claims Committee. It has 
had no day, notwithstanding the French spoliation claims stand here; 
then the loyal claimants have had no day. ? 

Then comes, Mr. Chairman, a thousand other bills on the Calendar 
which have had no day, no hearing, no opportunity of consideration, 
and yet there is no difñculty in getting to such bills as the McKays 
and the Emerys, as I have already said. But there are other commit- 
tees which have had no day. 

The Labor Committee has had no day. 

The Agricultural Committee has had no day. 

Foreign Affairs has been denied any opportunity. 

Commerce has had no day, though I believe it had a night. 

Mr. MORSE. Two nights. 

Mr. ROGERS. Well, two nights. 

Nayal Affairs, left ont in the cold. 

Post-Office and Post-Roads, neglected. 

Indian Affairs, smothered. 

Education has gone by the board; and so on through the Calendar 
until you strike the Committee on Rules. 

The Committee on Rules has had its day, and by the grace of God 
and the American people its night will follow. 

And then comes another committee, the Committee on Ventilation 
and Acoustics, and that committee, Mr. Chairman, is having its day 
now. [Langhter.] Iam utilizing it pro bono publico. 

Mr. Chairman, what is the result of this state of things? You have 
gagged the minority; you have denied debate; you have prevented 
criticism of your measures; you have forced them through under whip 
and spur, either by hook or by crook, and what has been the result? 
The suppression of that great duty and function of the minority, to 
criticise and perfect and mature your measures, has resulted in ex- 
travagantappropriations, in a dissipated surplus, in a face-to-face upon 
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our part with a deficit in the Treasury during the next fiscal year of 
$50,000,000, if not a hundred millions. [Cries of Oh, no! on the 
Republican side.] 

You say itis not so. I know it is so, and the chairman of your 
Committee on Appropriations the other day, driven to straits because 
he could not goon with the public business, and I here urging and 
insisting that you bring a quorum to go on with the business of the 
country, being unable to move forward, yielded to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] that he might make a statementon that sub- 
ject, in order to force you back here into the discharge of your duties 
as members of the majority ; you know it is so, but you intend to 
cover it up. And you have the river and harbor bill, affecting the 
commerce of this great country, hung up and in danger and peril ; you 
have the fortifications bill, concerning which you have, cried aloud 
during all the years of my service in Congress, in peril; you have 
your educational bill smothered, you have your loyal claims unpaid, 
you have your direct-tax bill dead, and you have your spoliations dead, 
and the end of the first session of the Fifty-first Congress is not yet in 
sight. Thatis the result of your system of gagging the minority and 
preventing the discussion and criticism of your measures. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Are you not mistaken about the spoliations 
being lost? 

Mr. ROGERS. There has been plenty of spoliation, but it has not 
been the payment of the French spoliation claims. [Laughter. ] 

What is your excuse? Now I come to that to which I address your 
attention as intelligent men. It is useless to address it to a man who 
conceives that all there is in this life worth having is power. But I 
address it to you as intelligent, patriotic American citizens. What is 
your excusefor this code of rules? Why, vou say we filibustered. You 
not only say we filibustered, but you say that you filibustered. Now 
you say you have reformed. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, down in Arkansas there is an old fellow who 
keeps what he calls his Rascal book, and whenever he puts a man 
on that book he never takes him off. The most that he has ever been 
known to do is to writeafter the word ‘‘rascal’’ the word ‘‘ reformed,’ 
so that it would appear for all time to come by that hook that the man 
was a reformed rascal, So you have reformed and you say you do 
not intend to filibuster any more. You are reformed filibusters, My 
friends, I like ‘‘ works meet for repentance.’’ I do not want your prot- 
estations of reformation as long as you stand by and smite yoursel zes 
upon your breasts, and tell us you thank God now that you are ‘‘not as 
other men are. That is not works meet for repentance.” I want to 
see your works. 

But, Mr. Chairman, why did we filibuster? That is the question? 
You did it and we did it. Why did you do it and why did we do it? 
We did it for two reasons: First, that we might get time for debate and 
discussion and amendment, and the other reason was to give the people 
of this country an opportunity to take a sober second thought and give 
the opposite side some opportunity to prevent vicious, bad, extravagant, 
and wrong legislation. These were the purposes, and though the 
remedy may have been bad, the purposes were laudable, That is best 
illustrated by the fact that the longest filibustering that has ever taken 
place in this House was on the direct-tax bill, before which you duck 
your leads and shirk, when you have the power to pass it, like a herd 
of Texas cattle before a norther. [Laughter.] There is an illustra- 
tion. 

You reported that bill, but you put it into that cemetery of legisla- 
tion, the Calendar, and will not consider it. Yet, Mr. Chairman, you 
have invoked this bloody, inquisitorial code of rules; you have put in 
that chair this man, whom many of us think has usurped power, who 
has been partial, who has ridiculed members upon the floor of the 
House, who has carried his ill-breeding into that chair from the floor 
of this House. He does whatever he pleases, and you sustain him. 
You gave him this code, and he has exercised it for the purpose of 
stifling debate, of preventing criticism; to gag the House, to force bills 
through, to avoid exposure, and to perpetuate yourselves in power, to 
outrage the minority and browbeat and discipline the majority. 

Mr. FUNSTON. He would make a good Southern bulldozer, would 
he not? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. PEEL. Yououghtto know. You have been trying him a good 
while. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I think he would make a good bull- 
dozer in some sections of the country, for he has bulldozed you all, but 
I do not think he would bulldoze long where I come from. [Laughter 
and applause on the Democratic side, and derisive laughter on the Re- 
publican side.] X 

Mr. FUNSTON. 
dow? 

Mr. ROGERS. We would not arrest him first and then shoot him 
in cold blood as your Kansas friends did on the Texas land strip. Ido 
not want to discuss Kansas. It is a pretty broad subject. Ihope Iwill 
be allowed to go on. > 

The CHA N. The committee will please be in order, and the 
gentleman from Arkansas will 8 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I have in my hand an excerpt from 


I suppose you would shoot him through the win- 
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an article which was published in the Pittsburgh Dispatch, which pur- 
ports to be a Republican paper. It says: 

The parliamentary principles which he has asserted as Speaker are exactly 
those which are denied by TxHomas B. Reep as a member of the House. The 
83 which be declared as a member he has overridden and ignored as 

peaker. Mr, Reenp’s great characteristic as a leader is the energy with which 
he pursues his political purposes. But when that ene reaches the deyelop» 
ment of asserting one set of fundamental! and constitutional principles, when 
his partisan purposes are subserved thereby, and of asserting the op- 
posite principles when pariy exigencies eall for the somersault, it affords an 
almost wanton declaration of his fealty to the political school which regards 
principles as of the slightest value beside the attainment of partisan purposes 
by fair means or the contrary. 


Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman yield for a correction of a mis- 
taken statement? a 
Mr. ROGERS, I do not want to make any statement of fact that is 


erroneous. 
Mr. BAYNE. I simply want to say that the Pittsburgh Dispatch is 
not a Republican journal. It is an independent paper. 
Mr. ROGERS. This clipping which I hold in my hand says: 


After speaking of the article in the North American Review on “Speaker 
Rexp's Error.“ the Pittsburgh Dispatch (Republican), which it says makes 
mince-meat of him, adds. 


That is my authority. I do not live in Pittsburgh, and I do not ac- 
cept every statement I hear that comes from Pittsburgh, either. [Laugh- 
ter.] Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand an article which comes from 
a Republican source, an article which appeared some years ago in what 
is called The Chautauquan, and purports to have been written by Hon. 
THOMAS B. REED, the present Speaker of the House. It says: 

The aim of some statesmen has been not to do things good, but to prevent the 
doing of things evil. It can not be denied that this aim is quite often a t- 
eous one. But the prevention of evil legislation should never be by — 

ropositions a hearing, but by hearing and refuting. This brings me to re: 

t some legislation consists not more in what is done than in what is refused 
to be done, Whoever thinks that the function of a legislative body in a free 
country is fully performed by the mere passage of bills, goad or bad, has little 
comprehension of the scope and real usefulness of such a . 
reformation of the rules will remove a great many obstacles to legislation. A 

t many remain to intelligent legislation, using the word in the broad sense 
fh which it has been employed in this article. Among these obstacles is the ten- 
dency which now exists to deny discussion in many cases, and the tendency to 
employ an unsuitable form of ussion in others. 

If this was a vice in 1886, in God's name what is it in 1890, in the 
House of Representatives? 

A full, free, frank discussion is the very life of intelligent action. 


How does this apply to a bill reorganizing the whole judicial ae 
tem of a country of sixty millions of people on a debate of sixty-five 
minutes? 

Nobody knows everything. 

Mr. Chairman, I bear testimony that the Speaker has since repu- 
diated that thought. [Laughter. ] 

Most people know something. 

That is a concession begrudgingly made. 

Men are circumscribed in their knowledge by their various experiences. If 
all those who know something of the subject assemble their knowledge a 
sensible judgment can be formed by those who listen. - 

I wonderif we are not all present in spirit when the triumvirs meet - 
in the Committee on Rules to determine what we shall have a hear- 
ing on? 

But there have been in this country for the past half century so many subjects 
of bitter feeling involving bitter words that the tendency to suppress 
sion in Congress by those who have the power reached a point where 
there ought to be a reaction in favor of freer debate. 

This was the language of this manin 1886. How does it tally with 
his conduct in 1890? 


In no other countries in the world is such power of shutting off debates lodged 
in the majority. (The previous question has been employed without mercy.) 
It is in the memory of all that until the last few years the House of Com- 
mons never had such a thing as the “previous question“ in our sense of the 
term. There was no power in the House to close debate. The Irish members, 
simply by talking, were able to prevent the passage of bills which bad the ap- 
proval of a vast majority of the House. Even since the strong provocation has 
caused the introduction of the cloture debate can not be closed, except by the 
presiding officer, under such circumstances and under such requirements of 
support from the House as in that body seoures a right of debate which is much 
greater than in our House of Representatives. The hesitancy with which so 
slight a measure of supression was adopted in England strikes with a shade of 
surprise an American legislator, accustomed in Congress to see discussion 
drowned with as little remorse as if it were a sightless kitten. 


I do not know what to liken a sightless kitten ™ to, except the ma- 
jority of the House of Representatives in the Fifty-first Congress. 
(Laughter. ] 

But the English are right. Unreasonable and capricious suppression of dis- 
cussion is tyranny, Whether done by a king or a m&jority, 

Such was the language of the present Speaker in 1886. 

Mr. Chairman, why this Right about, face?” ; 

Why has the House of Representatives degenerated into anarehy and 
chaos? Why is free, frank, and full discussion abandoned? Why 
has the House of Representatives Jost all regard for parliamentary de- 
corum and the rules that govern deliberative assemblies ? y 

Mr. Chairman, the stream can never rise above its source. What 
moved the source, Mr. Chairman? Men do not act without motives. 
The motive and the exigency existed. What was it, Mr. Chairman? 
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Can it be that he desired to separate himself in this regard, as nature | in the General Land Office. The House amended the resolution so as 


had separated him in mind, body, and instincts, from all mankind by 
openly repudiating what Jere Black ironically called, in his great 
na in support of good morals and constitutional government before 

Electoral Commission, the vice of consistency?’’ No, hardly 
that; but if so, it is a perfect part of an harmonious whole, constitut- 
ing his mosaic public career. Then, too, it were a superfluous per- 
formance, for I cheerfully acquit the public of any lurking suspicion 
that he entertains seriously añy reverence for anything good which 
ever actuated any noble spirit in all the past, provided always that 
such good thing impeded any partisan end to be attained. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, I heard a distinguished public man, now in 
high official station, say very recently that he would not hesitate to 
confiscate property without due process of law, or to burn people at the 
stake, if it were necessary to the accomplishment of partisan ends. I 
do not indorse this sentiment, Mr. Chairman, because I do not believe 
he would regard that as a certain means of promoting his political 
fortunes in this age. 

Peter cursed and swore when the damsel accused him of having been 
one of the disciples of the Savior of mankind, and denied Him once, 
twice, and thrice, thereby repudiating Him whom he had loved and 
honored above all men. Poor, weak, vacillating Peter doubtless feared 
the cruel and ignorant mob that had condemned the Lord to crucifix- 
ion, whereby the prophecy was fulfilled. 

But it is suspected, I will not say believed, if it is unparliamentary, 
that he turned his back on full and free discussion, on opportunity 
for amendment, on parliamentary decorum, personal dignity, and of- 
ficial urbanity, on historic and patriotic memories and constitutional 

ents, thereby openly repudiating that which he once professedly 
cherished and loved, in order that he might unlawfully perpetuate 
his party in power and draw to the standard of his Presidental aspira- 
tions the support of that unscrupulous class of vulgar and vicious parti- 
sans who espouse and practice in money-getting as in politics that in- 
famous and corrupt maxim, The end justifies the means.“ 

But the most amazing part of it all is that it is believed he has 
dragooned the majority into this desperate scheme to perpetuate party 
supremacy, with the full assurance that if this régime of partisan des- 
potism shall break down under the quickened conscience and enlight- 
ened judgment of a liberty-loving and fair-minded and patriotic peo- 

le, they, each of them, like Samson of old, must perish under the ruin; 
but if it succeed, as I pray God it may not, for the sake of the great 
Republic, that he alone shall yp all the glory. Their want of pa- 
triotic courage is only exceeded by their suicidal stupidity. And 
among them all has not been found a man with the courage of a Jack- 
son, the patriotism of a Henry, and the love of liberty that inspired 
all the fathers, who could rise and tell him,“ This is our country, these 
are our liberties, and these are our countrymen, and you are our 
servant, and we will not suffer the one trodden under foot or the other 
outraged and wronged.” No, Mr. Chairman; but may I tell him, as no 
sycophant will, that they curse him, and despise him, and hate him, 
and when he is assailed, in private and in public, they are dumb. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, love of liberty iuspired the birth of American inde- 
pendence. Our forefathers hated kingly tyranny, and they made the 
new Government a constitutional republicto begoverned by the chosen 
servants of the people, selected by the people of the several States, 
which all together were bound up in a glorious Union by the Constitu- 
tion. That love of liberty, supported by patriotic devotion to the 
Union, saved our institutions and brought them safely through the 
greatest of all modern wars. 

It survived reconstruction, the vices and evils and oppression of which 
well-nigh destroyed the Republican party, and yet it seems taught it 
no lesson. It has assimilated into its t body of citizens millions 
of foreign-born citizens, ignorant of our institutions, and six millions of 
unlettered slaves, ignorant of all government, and yet survives as the 
home of sixty millions of freemen. 

It will survive the blow struck by the House of Representatives of 
the Fifty-first Congress at its very vitals long after tyrants and des- 
pots shall haveslunk into merited obscurity. May God in His gracious 
goodness save it for centuries yet to come as the beacon, the inspira- 
tion, and the hope of the oppressed among all the nations of the earth. 
[Prolonged applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. How much time have we 
left, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] 
has consumed fifty-tw6 minutes, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I yield twenty minutes to 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE]. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to again call attention to the 
action of the Interior Department in relation to the undelivered land 
patents in the General Land Office. I do so because I think it is a mat- 
ter which in some degree concerns the organization of the House, as well 
as the proper management of the Department. The facts may be some- 
what dry, but they ought to be known to the House, On the 9th of April 
of this year I introduced in the House a resolution calling upon the 
Secretary of the Interior to furnish a list of the undelivered land patents 


to make it apply only to Arkansas and Mississippi. Here is the resolu- 
tion as it was adopted by the House, and the response of the Secretary 
of the Interior thereto: S 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washinglon, June 13,1890, 

Srn: I hayethe honor to acknowledge the receipt of a resolution of the House 
of Representatives, dated April 29, 1890, as follows: 8 

“Resolved by the House of Representatives, That the 3 of the Interior be, 
and he hereby is, requested to cause to be made a list and description of such 
patents as were issued for lands in the States of Arkansas and Mississippi prior 
to August 20, 1866, and not yet delivered, by land districts, showing the num- 
ber, date, ntee, and description of the land, and transmit the same to the 
House for information.” 


olution. 
On reoeipt om the Commissioner of the General Land Office of the fall in- 
formation called for a further reply to the resolution will be made. 


Very respectfully, 
JOHN W. NOBLE, Secretary. 
Tho SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OP REPRESENTATIVES, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., June 10, 1890, 
Sin: I haye received, by reference from the Assistant 8 with request 
QI 


use of Repre- 
sentatiyes dated spa 29, 1890, calling u Seoretary of the Interior to 
cause to be made a 


the 
ist and description of such patents as were issued for lands 


in the States of Arkansas and M 


Jackson, Augusta, and Paulding... 
Augusta Choctaw, .......0..0.sessesereess 


eee 


Washington. = 
OT aL tothe os PORE Fd i 5, 806 
, . . E 16,715 


There are also many nts separately filed in this office, with location pape: 
for warrants issued under the acts of 1847, 1850, 1852, and 1855, which will 
much labor and time to withdraw from the files and list. It is impossib! 
state the exact number, but it is believed to approximate twenty-five thousand. 
A large number of undelivered ts remain in the local d offices and 
should also be included, in my ju ent, in this report, to meet the full scope 
of the resolation. 4 
Communications were addressed to the existing land offices in the States of 
Arkansas and Mississippi, requesting them to state the number of patents is- 
sued prior to 1866 remaining in their offices, and their reports state as follows: 


e . soubecees sannsecseedacennd 55,000 


At Harrison, Ark 800 
At Little Rock, Ark.. 4,156 
At Camden, Ark. —̃ä — wee 7,309 
At Dardanelle, Ark. . . snese eee 29 

67,714 


The total number of patents undelivered in this office and the various local 
omose which were issued prior to August 20, 1866, may be stated approximately 
as follows: 

In the General Land Office; 


41,715 


67,714 
—— . —— 109, 429 


Wenn...... sdtndd ne dedsanevpest aseina 
To Trees the full list called ſor will uire the services of seven clerks for 
a od-of six months. This will nécessitate a delay in the current work of 


this office. 

The matter will be 3 in hand, however, as soon as practicable, and 
should adequate addition to the clerical foree be made for the ensuing fiscal 
year, the lists will be ready for delivery to the House of Representatives at the 
time of convening the next session of Congress. 


Very respectfully, 
W. M. STONE, Acting Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

The Secretary states in this response that the lists for these two States 
can not be furnished before the beginning of the next session of Con- 
gress. 

This appears to me to be a very long time to take for only two States, 
This delay is very unfortunate when we consider the action of the De- 
partment in allowing a list of all the patents for all public land States 
to be made by a firm of attorneys in this city. It appears to me that 
it was his duty to cause a list of such patents as were in his office to 
be made at o without entering into any correspondence with the 
local land offices in those two States as to what might be in their offices. 

My purpose is to call attention to this matter and then leave the 
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House to determine what ought to be done. On the 2d day of May I 
introduced a second resolution, which the House afterwards adopted 
on the 6th day of June, as follows: 


Resolved ia Pag cect lorry aga Sgr oe of the Interior be, 
gad he A ie requested to inform Shether any person or Brat 
has n furnished MS nies eee e of the Gen- 


patents 
now in said office; and, Bi dive became tings aeort wing haar ign’ gov hank eee oh 
or allow 


On 10 25th day of June the Secretary made the following response 
to this resolution: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, June 25, 1890. 
Sim: I have the honor to acknowl the receipt of a resolution from the 


House of Representatives, dated the instant, as follows: 
*“ Resolced, That the Seerctary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, uested to 
inform the House whether any person or firm has been furnished or wed to 


In response to 
he Con 


with the inclosures referred to therein, 
Very respectfully, 


I pilin herewith a ee the ie 
Land Office to me, dated 


GEO. 3 
Actin Secretary. 
The SPEAKER OY THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES. s 


GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
‘ashington, D. eee 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIO; 


8 the honor to state that Bas in reat of similar purport was 
nited States Senate the 1 edir 


I beg leave to respond to the 9 of the House of Representatives 
by quoting Mr. Stone's communication in response to the Senate resolution, as 


follows 
“While I was Acting Commissioner, an application of Mr. H. W. Combs, T. S. 
ne, and T. H. McKee was for permission to list the undelivered 
patents on file in this office, and, as agreed upon by conference with the Assist- 
or nba geese te Interior, and supported by his recommendation as to their 
character and standing, I the above persons, under the firm name 
of H. W. Combs & Co., to make such list. A copy of the letter of the Assistant 
Secretary,and of my letter conveying the authority, is hereby inelosed, and the 
work of ating was done by a foree of copyists employed by said firm.” 
After assuming the duties of e dees I allowed the completion of the 


Very respectfully, 


LEWIS A. GROFF, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE [NTEEIOR. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ISTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C. 

GENTLEMEN: You have the consent of the General Land Office in ‘scouring to 
present owners of lands the patents therefor, which have been from various 
causes retained in this office, instead of being delivered to them or their grant- 
ors. From inquiry carefully made, I believe your firm to be reputable and re- 
sponsible, and I regard your enterprise as legitimate and laudable. I recom- 
mend your work as at once beneficial to the Government in relieving this office 
ol such a burden, and at the same time rendering to owners of land a great 
service inthe perfection of their titles. 


Very truly, 
2 W. M. STONE, 
Assistant Commissioner, General Land Office. 


Messrs. H. W. Couns, T. S. Constantine, and T. H. McK re. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, D. C., November 30, 1889. 
2 — Ihave received your letter of November 29, with circulars in- 
be pleasure permission to refer to me as to your character and standing, and 
dee ple VVV 


Lace digs y CYRUS SRE Assistant Secretary. 
Messrs. H. W. Comes & Oo., Washington, D. 

I want to call the attention of the oes to the fact that the answer 
is not responsive to the resolution. It has been charged in the press 
of the country that this privilege was granted upon the application of 
prominent politicians, members of Congress or Senators, in order to 
compensate some of the firm for political services rendered in the past. 
The names of the members of the firm are given in the nse, and 
it shows one of them to be an employé of this House, but it does not 
appear upon whose recommendation or request nor by what authority 
such a great privilege was granted them. 

This firm of H. W. Combs & Co. sent out to the present owners of 
the lands covered by the patents in question letters after the following 
form prepared by them, and evidently designed to frighten the owners 
225 making contracts for the procurement of patents for the sum of 

60. 
The following letter was usually sent to the recorder of each county. 


Mark the language: 
[H. Wheeler Combs, T. S. Constantine, Taoa H. McKee. Rooms 59 and 61 
Atlantic Building, No, 930 F street, N. W.] 


Stn: The records of the General Land Office show that there are 634 original 


panera for various tracts of land in your county which have never been deliv- 
ered to the rightful owners thereof. 
We ͤ have compiled all the data n to 


nal patents to the rightful owners ata susor of 
S. O each. Of this sum we sith allow you sl each and permit you to retain the 
balance until we deliver the original patents to you. 
No title to lands derived from the Government is perfect without the 
eS should be recorded in the land records of the county iu w the 
ds are located. You will derive a considerable additional revenue for re- 
cording said patents, and at the same time confer a benefit upon the citizens of 
Zor county 9 their title at a nominal cost. 
Sama are willing to act with us in this matter —.—— sign the inclosed con- 
and return tous. If you can not act in the matter, kindly give us the 
— ofa 3 attorney who will do sọ. 
Very respectfully, yours, 
H. W, COMBS & CO. 


The following blank letter was furnished by them to the local 
agents, to be signed and addressed to individual land-owners: 
We furnish this blank: 


* 

Dear Sm: From a careful search of the records of this office I find that the 
original patent to the land now owned by you, and situated in ———, has never 
been procured or made of record here. 

The title to lands derived from the 5 is not perfect without the 
— patent, which should be of record in the county in which the land is 

unt 

Please call at my office at your earliest convenience, sign the necessary 
and I will procure said patentfor you. Theentire cost will only be . 
may save you very expensive li 


Let me urge you to attend to at once, 
Yours very truly, 
With this letter the local agent would usually send li phed 
copies of the letters signed by W. M. 3 Assistant Commissioner of 


the General Land Office, and Cyrus Bussey, Assistant Secretary of the 
Interior, so as to the better impress upon the u ſarmer that 
he was the representative of the Government and that the fee must be 
paid before his patent would be delivered. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is shown by the response from the Interior De- 
partment that there are 250,000 of these undelivered patents, and if 
this firm should receive the fee that they first fixed for the procurement 
of these patents it would aggregate considerably over $1,000,000. 

The settlers and land-owners are entitled to have their patents 
promptly and without any fee whatever, and there is no authority in 
law by which the Department can authorize this favored firm to get 
between the people and their land patents, and thus enrich themselves 
at the expense of the honest farmers of our country. Such a privilege 
was never before granted to any firm, and the Department has furnished 
=e 5 reason to the House for its action in so favoring Combs 

Baldwin & Baldwin, a reputable firm of attorneys in this city, after 
hearing that such a privilege had been granted and 22 the value 
thereof, applied to the Commissioner of the General Land Office for 
the same privilege. Here is the correspondence between them and 
the Department. The Commissioner, it appears, refused the applica- 
tion, and an appeal was taken by them to the Secretary: 

Fesrvary 13, 1390, 
Se: We have the honor to hereby make application to make a list of all 
issued and undelivered patents for public land in the States of Illinois, Indiana, 
Ohio, Iowa, and Missouri, 
We will make on ee at ‘one own expense and with as little inconvenience 


as possible to the o re to begin the work as soon as it may be con- 
venient to you, and will perform tse same in compliance with any plan you 
may suggest. 
Very respectfully, BALDWIN & BALDWIN. ~ 
Hon. Commissioner OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 


FEBRUARY Brg 1800. 


to give — rmission unless so ordered by you. 

Jf you th the information of sucha 93 that it may eae be given 
to us, we will thank you to make the order as soon as ble that we may 
paa tbe work without delay. 

Very respectfully, BALDWIN & BALDWIN. 


Hon. Jons W. NoBLE, Secretary of the Interior. 
Feervary 26, 1896. 


Sin: February 13 we addressed you an application for permission jo make a 
list of all issued and pate mat patents tory publiclandsin the States of Indiana, 
Illinois, Ohio, Iowa, and Missouri, and at the same time inclosed a letter on the 
same ae and containing a similar request addressed to the honorable Com- 
ee x the General and Office, who refused to grant the permission 


We presented the matter to Mr. Chandler, Assistant Secretary, who also re- 


fused the request, and were informed by him that he had laid the matter before 
you for gour, consideration. This was about two weeks ago, and-we have had 
no answer to our inquiry. 
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AUGUST 4, 


This information, according to our view of the matter, is not the kind to which 
We, as attorneys, are entitled, and, as it is desirable only on account of the 
money we may make out of it, we would, of course, like to possess it, and we 
would not now ask it if it were not for the fact that it has been given by your or- 
der to others for the very purpose for which we intend it. 


If you conclude i pens the request, we Bope you will do so at once, as every 
aa too matter is Se 2 ba that a in oe of gee 2 Aave now the 
s and consequently us. Ve res ullx ask an early reply. 
Very fully, ip BALDWIN & BALDWIN. 
Hon, Jous W. NOBLE, 
Secretary of the Interior. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE InTERIOR, Washington, March 3, 1800. 


GENTLEMEN: Yours of the 26th ultimo has been received, making application 
for a list of all issued and undelivered patents for public lands in the States of 
Indiana, lilinois, Ohio, Iowa, and Missouri. 

I have communicated my instructions to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, and he will inform you upon the subject. 

Yours truly, JOHN W. NOBLE, Secretary. 

Messrs. BALDwis & BALDWIN, 

No, 621 Seventh Street, Northwest, City. 


Marca 4, 1890. 


Sin: As promised you in my interview of this day, I inclose herewith a copy 
of the letter of the honorable 5 of the Interior, in reply to our request 
under dates of February 13 and 26, 1890, in relation to copies or lists of all issued 
and undelivered patents to public lands in the States of Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, 
Jowa, and Missouri, and for your information we also send herewith copies of 
all correspondence in connection with the matter. 

In view of the delay al y occasioned in replying to our 
is very valuable if the request is to be granted, we hope you 
venient to give the matter your immediate consideration. 


Yours, very respectfully, 
BALDWIN & BALDWIN, 
Hon. Lewis A. Grorr, Commissioner of the Land Office. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFI 
Washington, D, C., March 11, 1890, 


GENTLEMEN: Referring to your letter of the 4th instant and incloses and re- 
questing immediate consideration of your request for a Me to make copies 
of lists of all issued and undelivered — to public lands in the States of 
Indiana, Llinois, Iowa, and Missouri, I have to inform you that no formal let- 
ter of introduction from the Secretary of the Interior upon the subject has been 
received, but in an informal conversation with him regarding the matter it has 
been concluded that it is inexpedient to comply with your request. 


Very respectfully, 
LEWIS A. GROFF, Commissioner, 

Messrs. BALDWIN & BALDWINS, 621 Seventh Sireet, Northwest, Oity, 

So, Mr. Chairman, we see clearly from this that the privilege was granted 
to Combs & Co. purely as a favor. It was then said that the Depart- 
ment regarded their enterprise as legitimate and lawful, and the work 
was commended as at once beneficial to the Government in reliev- 
ing the Land Office of a burden and at the same time raag to 
land-owners a great service in the perfection of their titles. But when 
the other firm, equally as worthy and perhaps more competent, applied 
to make such a list it was thought by the same Department to be in- 
expedient. 

After the Department had allowed its favorites to make one copy it 
suddenly became convinced that no one else should make a copy, and 
thus gave a monopoly of securing the undelivered patents. The coun- 
try is curious to know why such a great privilege was accorded to this 
firm, one member of which was at the time an employé of the Senate 
of the United States and now an employé of this House. 

It is hardly possible that these men, without experience in this line 
of business, were selected as the only fit persons to transact this busi- 
ness, even if thought legitimate for any one. 

Those of us who have called public attention to what I believe to be 
an unauthorized and outrageous abuse of power on the part of the In- 
terior Department have incurred the displeasure of Mr. McKee, who 

has taken upon himself the auty of criticising our efforts justifying the 
action of the Department, and impugning our motives in an interview 
published in the Critic July 9, 1890. 
Here is what he is alleged to have said: 


My attention has been called to articles in the newspapers and statements re- 
cently made in the Senate during the debate on a bill to provide for the delivery 
of the undelivered patents in the Land Office regarding the firm of which it is 
alleged Iam a member. I desire to say that the entire controversy is a ques- 
tion rai: by lawyers and land abstractors in Arkansas. Missouri, Indiana, 
Illinois, Iowa, and Mississippi, and the attack made upon H. W. Combs & Co, is 
inspired wholly because of a reduction in the price, The land attorneys re- 
ceive—and have for twenty years past—a fee of from £20 to $50 for securing a 
land-patent, charging as much for an old patentasa new one. 

These old patents, as a class, have been lying in the Land Office for from fif- 
teen to fifty years. The purpose of our firm wasto place them in the hands of 
the people to whom they belonged for the lowest possible price. We originally 
started to charge $4.60, and soon found we could furnish them for 82. 

This statement, so far as my connection with it is concerned, is not 
true, The efforts that I have made to expose this little scheme to ex- 
tort from my constituents the fee of $4.60 were not inspired by any at- 
torney or abstractor. The first information that I received came from 
the land-owners themselves. It is not true, so far as Arkansas is con- 
cerned, that fees ol from $20 to $50 are charged forsecuring land-patents. 
Every lawyer who knows anything about such matters knows that 
the owner of the land is entitled to his patent upon the surrender of 
his duplicate receipt or the filing of an affidavit showing the loss of it, 
I feel that I am at least entitled to some of the credit for compelling a 
reduction of the fee from $4.60 to $2, as Mr. McKee now informs the 
country that that is the price charged by his firm. Continuing, Mr. 
McKee says: 

Only one question, however, is involved, namely, whether these lawyers 


uest, as time 
will find it con- 


throughout the States own the territory and have a right to make farmers and 
Jand-owners pay tribute to them in securing these patents. If the patents now 
on file in the Land Office, which we haye listed, were delivered to the poopie; 
under the rule which bas been in for twenty years, it would cost the peo- 
le $50,000,000. Under our plan they would have to pay only about £500,000, 
us making asaving to the people of over $49,000,000, The question is, is it 
better that these $50,000,000 be taken from the farmers and scattered among three 
or four thousand attorneys, each making a nice sum, or whether our firm should 
save this great sum to the people and secure a competency for themselves? 


In this he manifests great interest for the farmers, and claims that 
his firm is saving them over $49,000,000, and insists that for this he and 
his associates should secure a competency for themselves.” It does 
not occur to him that the farmers of the country are under no obliga- 
tions to give his firm $500,000 for patents that they are entitled to have 
delivered for nothing. He ought to remember that it is the duty of the 
Government to protect the land-owners against the paymant of the large 
fees of which he complains, and against the small ones demanded by 
him, by the prompt delivery of the patents to the owners of the land, 

Again he says: 

I wish to say, however, after a year’s hard work and an paara $13,000, we 
1 7 5 ae yet received to exceed $600 for about two hundred and fifty patents de- 

vered. 

It by this he means to say that he has put ina year’s work, it would be 
in order for him to explain whether he was not during the time paid 
a salary as assistant librarian in the Senate. I assert that he drew hig 
salary for that office until December 14, 1889, when he was appointed 
superintendent of the document-room of this House. 

e concludes this remarkable interview with the following: 

Concerning the action of the Land Office in nting this privilege, Icare ta 
say but littje. If any one desiring to know what the ‘acts are will read a copy 
of Circular H, dated July 20,1875, he will find it in the statutes and extracta 
therefrom, which are clear and distinct and give to any citizen of the United 
States the right to have copies of papers, of books, and records in the Land Of 
fice . the same are not to be used in prosecutlon of claims against the Goy- 
ernment. 

The practice of the office for more than thirty years has been uniform in 
furnishing copies under these statutes. If it were necessary I could give a list 
ofa dozen counties in Indiana where lists of these patents could be found. If 
the law is properly construed and the Department furnishes a list of one or two 
dannes, I can not see where the limit is fixed against a State; and if one State, 
why not more? 

1812 easy to be seen from all that has been said in the Senate and press con- 
cerning this transaction between the Land-Office and Combs & Co, t there 
is the same old nigger in the wood-pile, a political ax to grind by some one 
who usually finds an opportunity in some public act of the particular official 

inst whom an old grievance may stand 75 way of bringing discredit upon 
his administration. It is altogether probable that there will be an official inves- 
tigation, when the parties who have been making statements without any one 
having the right to deny or criticise may find it difficult to make out a case. 

One thing we desire to emphasize. The Senate bill passed a few days ago is 
certainly in the interest of lawyers and land abstractors and against the interest 
of the people. The Government, through its friends, seems to be trying to 
shift a preat responsibility, involving a large sum of costs, by transferring to 
several counties or States a burden they ought to bear themselves, The Sen- 
ate bill ought to carry an appropriation of $50,000 to make it of any effect, 


If his statement that this list was authorized by law be true, then the 
country would be interested in knowing how much the Government 
received for the copies and why other attorneys were not allowed to 
have them. He charges, in effect, bad motives upon the Senators and 
Representatives in calling attention to and exposing his little scheme. 
I do not know what action the House will take, bat as far as I am 
concerned I am not satisfied to remain silent while my actions as a 
Representative are criticised by an employé of the House who has been 
set up in business by the Interior Department. It appears to me that 
outside of the impropriety of allowing any one to make a list of these 
patents, it was in violation of the spirit if not the letter of section 5498 
of the Revised Statutes, which I will now read: 


Every officer of the United States, or person holding any place of trust or 
profit, or discharging any official function under, or in connection with, any 
Executive Department of the Government of the United States, or under the 
Senate or House of Representatives of the United States, who acts as anagent 
or attorney for prosecuting any claim against the United States, or in any man- 
ner, or byany means, otherwise than in discharge of his koper official duties, 
aids or assists in the prosecution or support of any suck claim, or receives a 
8 or any share of or interest in any claim from any claimant nst 
the United Sta! with intent to aid or assist, or in consideration of having 
aided or assisted, in the prosecution of such claim, shall pay a fine of not more 
than $5,000, or suffer imprisonment not more than one year, or both. 


Now, it may be insisted that the procuring of these patents is not the 
prosecution of claims against the Government and that it is nota tech- 
nical violation of this section. I submit that it is a claim to a patent. 
The statute has been violated, but if not why should a special privilege 
should be given to these men that was denied to others. 

After the Senate has passed a bill upon the subject he pursues the 
matter so far as to denounce it as an improper measure, insisting that 
av appropriation of $50,000 should have been made, just one-tenth of 
what he expects. All this time the lists for Arkansas and Mississippi 
are withheld, all this time this firm is enjoying a monopoly of obtaining 
these patents to the settlers of the South and West, and asubordinate of 
the House of Representatives, paid a salary and not allowed to practice 
before the Departments by law, stands here and in interviews under- 
takes to reflect upon members who dare support measures that interfere 
with his business. 

If in the face of the statute I have read, in the face of the statements 
I have made, and in the face of these resolutions, gentlemen of the 
majority think that such action is proper on the part of an officer of 
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this House, they can take their own course in the matter. I know how 


the country feels about it. 1 know that the people are entitled to have 
these patents without price and to have them at once; and I know that 
the De ent had noauthority for granting this privilege to this firm. 
Tns of higgling over a few hundred or a few thousand dollars it 
should make this list and let the land-owners have their patents at once. 

If with the Department crowded as they say it is they could find 
time to allow a corps of clerks during four or five months to take pos- 
session of the offices and make the list for this firm they could cer- 
tainly find time to make the two lists without any delay. 

By calling attention to this question now I want my constituents to 
understand that they should notpay a single dollar to this firm. They 
are entitled to every patent that has been issued, without any fee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. How much time is there re- 
maining on our side? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] 
has occupied seventeen minutes, 

Mr. BRECKIN RIDGE, of Kentucky. That leaves how much? 

The CHAIRMAN. An hour and ten minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does my friend from Iowa 
[Mr. HENDERSON ] desire to go on now? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Go right on now with your time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I believe I will reserve the 
residue of my time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, Mr. Chairman, I had hoped not to be 
drawn into any discussion outside of the questions involved in this ap- 
propriation bill; nor will I now allow myself to be drawn far from that 
matter which we now properly have in hand. <A few remarks, how- 
ever, I must offer in opiy to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoG- 
ERS], who comes here with a prepared speech the aim of which ischiefly 
to array the Speaker of this 
trol 


He has referred to certain bills that have not yet been acted upon, 
and would seek to make it apps that the majority has failed in its 
duty toward the country touching the legislation which is knocking 
atour doors. In the first place, Mr. Chairman, I wantto say in reply 
that much more could have been done if we had had the patriotic co- 
operation of the minority. If the Democratic party in this House, 

rding their oaths as lawmakers, had joined with us in an honest 
effort to secure legislation we could have accomplished more than we 
have done. But each and every bill that has passed through this 
body—I think it is almost safe to make that sweeping declara- 
tion—has had to be put through in spite of stubborn Democratic oppo- 
sition. But in spiteof that opposition, Mr. Chairman, we have madea 
record in this Congress as a working majority that is unparalleled in 
the memory of any gentleman on this floor, and a simple statement, 
without abuse, without criticism, without falling below the dignity of 
a member of this House, will completely answer the gentleman from 
Arkansas. 

What have we done? I will only take a few of the leading central 
acts passed by this Congress. In the first place, we amended the rules 
of this House. And here let me pause, Mr. Chairman, to say that when 
the gentleman from Arkansas intimates that we needed on this side of 
the mber some one to check the alleged tyranny of the Speaker of 
the House, and that we were dumb in the presence of an abuse of 
power, I reply that the Speaker was only a part of the solid majority 
upon the Republican side of the House organizing the rules so that 
the business of this country could be executed in this Chamber; and 
I challenge the gentleman to name one Republican on this side of the 
Chamber who protested against or challenged the course that was pur- 
sued to amend the rules of the House, 

Mr. TRACEY. We can not divulge private conversations, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And in this connection let me go fur- 
ther and remind the gentleman from Arkansas that in the Forty-eighth 
Co the present Speaker of this House tendered to the then Demo- 
cratic majority his willing co-operation to so form the rules that you 
could, by a majority, control and bring on the business as your judg- 
ment required, and thus carry on legislation according to your wisdom 
and views; and that your side of the House, through the leadership 
of Mr. Randall, defeated the proposition. Why? Let each gentleman 
answer for himself. Some state and some believe that it was because 
he did not dare to trust his own majority. 

Speaker REED, logical and consistent, did dare to take the responsi- 
bility, and so did every Republican on this side; and on the work of 
this Congress, equipped by amended rules, we will submit to the judg- 
ment of the country whether we have met the duty of the hour and 
our responsibilities as a majority in this Hall. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side. ] 

Take, Mr. Chairman, the simple statement of what we have done 
under these rules. Of the fourteen great appropriation bills, eight of 
them are laws, and the one now under consideration, the general de- 
ficiency bill, is the only one that has not passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives. So much forthe appropriation bills. Then, through trials 
and after a struggle which I will not stop in a single degree to criticise, 
we amended the rules, the great legislative victory of this great century. 

What else have we done? We have passed a tariff bill, Ay, Mr. 


ouse and the Republican majority in con- 


Chairman, we have passed a tariff bill; and let me pause just long 
enough to say that, consistent with our duty as members, many of us 
wanted to make some amendments to that bill, but, by reason of the 
well organized stand taken by the opposition on the other side of the 
Chamber, the time was so consumed that amendments could not be 
made to it and were rendered impossible. It even seemed—I say, it 
seemed—as though they were bent on preventing all amendments to 
the bill. Then we passed the general court bill, the bill to reorganize 
the great Federal judiciary system of the entire nation. 

In addition to that we have taken up and passed a bankruptcy bill, . 
the best, conceded to be the best, I think, by all, even, I believe, so 
conceded by the gentleman from Arkansas, the most carefally consid- 
ered, the best prepared bankruptcy bill that has ever passed the House 
of Representatives. We have passed the silver bill, whereby that com- 
modity is already marching upward to take its place by the side of 
gold; and two and one-half million dollars or more of currency will 
be added to the business of the country, putting fresh blood and quick- 
ened life into every artery and avenue of trade and commerce. We 
have passed the trust bill, being the first House of Representatives that 
has ever had the courage, the patriotism, or the wisdom to grapple with 
one of the great, gigantic, and growing dangers of the Republic. ~ 

We have passed the great pension bill, after trials and determined 
opposition, a bill that is to-day carrying money into the needy pockets 
of the poor and crippled men of the Republic, blessing and benefiting 
wherever it goes with its beneficent influence. We have an 
election bill; and there, I apprehend, lies the rub. I take it from that 
source springs much of the opposition we have been encountering. We 
have passed an election bill, not a force bill,” as its enemies are 
pleased to call it, but an enlargement and an improvement upon a bill 
that for nineteen years has been the law of this land, whereby we seek 
to gag the rights of no citizen of the Republic; whereby we seek to do 
no citizen wrong, North or South, but whereby we seek simply this, 
that every man, black or white, strong or weak, rich or poor, shall be 
safe under the flag of his country to exercise the fundamental powers of 
an American citizen without let, hinderance, ordanger. [Applauseon 
the Republican side.] 

It is in every sense, as is suggested, an anti-force bill. That is the 
purpose of it. Then, we have passed the customs administration bill 
one of the early acts of this Congress. We have taken Wyoming and 
Idaho from under the bondage in which several Democratic Con; 
kept them, and not only them, but the great Dakota, with its teeming 
millions—we have taken them from the Territorial serfdom, you may say, 
and lifted them to a place by the side of theirsister States of the 

Mr. SPRINGER. That was done in the last Congress. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. We have passed the original-package 
bill, bravely, fearlessly, meeting the demands of the best thought of the 
praying millions of the nation to combat a dangerous and a rapidly 
growing evil. 

But our action has been arraigned and we have been accused be- 
cause agriculture and labor, the two committees representing these 
interests in the House, have had no hearing. But be patient, gentle- 
men, We have an array of legislation that you can tremble in the 
presence of when compared with what the Democratic side of the 
Chamber did in past Congresses; and in spite of your opposition I pre- 
dict here and now that these two committees will have ample time, 
backed up by the Republican votes and Republican energies, to give 
legislation to agriculture and to labor both. However, they have not 
been forgotten, for the bankruptcy bill, the silver bill, and the tarift 
bill have thrown their arms around the agricultural and laborin 
masses of the people so that their interests have been recognized an 
protected in these great measures, 

Mr. PETERS, And also in the ion bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr, Chairman, shall I observe the 
5 abuse that has been spewed out by the gentleman from Ar- 

ansas against the Speaker of this House? [Cries of No!“ on the 
Republican side.] I will waste but little time on that. 

As the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Rod Ens] strikes upward to 
try to reach this mighty man from Maine the latter grows grander and 
nobler before every assault that is made against him. [Applause.] 
He stands to-day, as wisely suggested by my friend beside me, the tow- 
ering, historic, grand figure of this age of legislative vigor and reform. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. Chairman, this is all that I have to say in reply. If the people 
of this country do not appreciate what earnestness, cou and patriot- 
ism have done in this Congress, then there is no gratitude in the coun- 
try for loyalty toits bestinterests. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

I will reserve the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] controls 1 85 minutes, if he cares to utilize it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I do not ex- 
pect to occupy more than a moment, nor do I desire to participate in 
the political debate over this bill. I do not think it is a bad to 
have put on record the prastical workings of these rules. When 
were under consideration I took the liberty of predicting that it would 
be found that they would not operate as it was expected and prophe- 
sied they would. 
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My judgment is that in a body like this all routine legislation, all 
the ordinary legislation that the people of the country want, all that 
local legislation which is necessary for the development of the country, 
that no isan legislation which is so important to the business in- 
terests of the people, must be founded upon consent; that the right to 
erect the bridges to be built. over our navigable rivers, the rights of 
way that are to be granted to railroads, the transactions of ordinary 
life between man and man that need legislative consent and license, 
could not be enaeted under a code of rules which recognized force in- 
stead of consent as its vital element, force that was harsh, necessarily 
at times almost brutal, and which disregarded the individual rights of 
the Representative and the collective rights of the minority. 

T also took the liberty of prophesying that the Speaker who under- 
took to execute these rules in their spirit must necessarily fall under 
animadversion that would atleast have the appearance of justice; that 
he could not be impartial; that the rules prohibited impartiality, en- 
couraged enmity, created dissension, and necessarily caused hostilities, 
and that there would, in those hostilities, be forgotten the courtesies 
of legislative deliberation; that the Chair would be involved in con- 
troversies with members on the floor, and the result would be that, no 
matter how impartial he might think he was, he would be driven from 
impartiality to partiality and from courtesy to the evidences of rudeness. 

I am, therefore, not surprised to see on both sides of the House the 
scenes that we haye witnessed, where the impartiality of the Speaker 
has been called in question, where his courtesy has been denied, and 
where his treatment of those to whom he was opposed on both sides of 
the House has received the not unnatural censure of those to whom he 
has not granted what they thought were rights, what he thought were 
favors that he had a discretion concerning. It is indisputably true, 
speaking without the slightest bitterness, having no animosities or re- 
venges to gratify, having been involved in no colloquies that were un- 
pleasant since the rules were adopted either with the Speaker ot with 
a member of the House—it.is true that now, at the end of the eighth 
month of this session, the fair judgment of the country will be that, 
however these rules have produced political legislation, however valu- 
able they may be for the purpose of having the consensus of the ma- 
jority most quickly carried into legislation by the House, they are 
a failure as to that great domain of legislation which lies outside of the 
fierce contest of parties. 

You may carry a great tariff bill without deliberation; you can not 
carry on the ordinary legislation which every section of the country 
needs. You may put a force bill, rightly named a force bill, iniqui- 
tous in its provisions, infamous in its objects, atrocious in its applica- 
tion, you may put it upon your statute-books, but you can not obtain 
the commendation of the ordinary citizen in every locality, that the 
ordinary legislation has been deliberately and fairly accomplished. It 
is sometimes said that the power of the majority of the House is omnip- 
otent. It is not. It never has the power to acquire the commenda- 
tion of the just when it is unjust, nor the praise of the brave when it 
it is brutal, in the accomplishment of its purposes. 

can be in it no power to escape criticism and censure, no power 
to escape that fair criticism that can not be prevented outside of the 
House, though it may be prevented inside of the Chamber. Four years 
ago, or a little longer, when this House refused consideration of what 
is known as the Morrison tariff bill, some reporter, interviewing me, 
asked my opinion, and I said it was a vote of the highest considera- 
tion; that when this House abdicated its right to discuss this great 
measure, when it refused to consider grave and complicated questions, 
the country, of which it was the representative, would take up in its 
sovereign capacity that great debate, and that very vote of want of 
consideration would put that tariff measure as the very highest of all 
measures, and that the debate thus not stifled would never cease until 
the act of 1883 was reconstructed, if not set aside. 

That prophesy, not based upon any other prophetic ken than a pro- 
found conviction of the very necessity of free discussion, and of its very 
certainty of existence among a free people, has found its confirmation 
in the tariff bill, put through this House without proper consideration, 
now being debated in the Senate, and still more to be debated in the 
great deliberative assemblies of the people. 

So this election bill, as my friend from Iowa chooses to call it, this 
force bill, which allows the President to put the command of the Army 
in any person he chooses, to preyent—not merely to punish those vio- 
lating—but to prevent the violation of its provisions, as well as to carry 
out the orders of those appointed under it; this force bill, which gives 

‘to the President the right to make the new Navy and the Army, that 
this House and the other House have attempted to make strong, an in- 
strument in the election of the people; this changed mode of selecting 
the jurors, that, under corrupt appointments in the South, the jury 
boxes being debauched, might be used to punish those whom the Army 
could not intimidate, nor the supervisors and marshals bribe; this bill, 
which surrounds the election box not simply with the Army, but with 
a horde of mercenaries, might pass in this House after a short debate 
and in a few hours, under these rules, but it can notescape the careful, 
nay, more, the fierce criticism of the people; for the very absence of 

ion here creates the necessity for discussion elsewhere; and it 
will receive that same cautious, intelligent criticism that your failure 


to give here requires elsewhere. I am notspeaking of the other branch 
of the legislative department, but I am speaking of the newspaper press 
of the country and the firesides and homes-of the people. It is not 


true, gentlemen of the Republican party, that your rules have legis- 
lated at all. Under their power, by the force of a compact majority, 
exercising the legislative power that you have had, you have passed 
bills in this House, but hardly any of them have as yet become laws; 
few of them, in my judgment, will be long upon the statute-book, and 
you yourselves escape from them as soon as you can, if the people 
keep you in power, precisely as this Congress has tried to escape from 
the ill considered, unwise, and unjust act of 1883, which you passed 
under similar rules, by a similar majority, and by similar harsh force. 

We were told that it would bring a commercial millennium; but it 
has not done so. Nothing was left but for prosperity to follow quickly 
upon such a measure and abide under its protection; and yet it has 
only been six years since the gentleman from Ohio, my able and dis- 
tinguished friend [Mr. MCKINLEY], helped pass that bill, and he has 
asked this House to repudiate the act of 1883. The Secretary of the 
Treasury has said that it was an act subversive of commercial morality 
and destructive of the business interests of the country. It will not be 
six years before you yourselves will feel that this ill considered law 
will fall under the same condemnation as did this act which your Sec- 
retary of the Treasury and the gentleman from Ohio denounce, and 
will fall to the ground, as did the acts of the last Congress which you 
gentlemen controlled. 

I am not speaking with any feeling of animosity to any one. I have 
no criticism to make upon the Speaker. If the gentlemen on the other 
side are satisfied with the Speaker, God forbid that I should attempt 
to remove that satisfaction. [Laughter and applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] If you are willing to accept him asa fair type of your 
party, I shall not dissent. I shall say nothing that the most fastidi- 
ous friendship could criticise, 

He has won his supremacy and he has exercised the supremacy he 
has won. He was your leader on the floor; you have made him your 
leader in the chair. He has exercised that leadership. If you are sat- 
isfied with him, surely I shall not criticise you for it. It is. anillustra- 
tion of the old, old axiom, ‘‘ Like master, like man;’’ and if you are 
like the master and he is like you gentlemen, I feel that I should not 
censure you for it, [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 
Nor shall I undertake to collate the committees, as my friend has 
done, that have not had hearings. 

The Forty-eighth Congress, I believe, adjourned early in July.. I 
was not a member of that Congress and am not certain. The Forty- 
ninth Congress adjourned on the 5th of August. But they had other 
rules, May I say, without seeming to criticise the present Speaker, 
that we had @ different Speaker in the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth 
Congresses? My friends on the other side will not think that Iam cen- 
suring the present Speaker when I say that the mode of treatment on 
the floor from the Chair and the mode in which the rules were executed 
in the Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, and Fiftieth Congresses were not the 
mode and not the manner in which they have been executed in the 
Fifty-first You prefer the pren Speaker; I prefer the for- 
mer Speaker. It is merely a matter of taste and just as a manis raised. 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 

Now, under those old rules and under that other Speaker, that 
Kentucky Speaker, who enjoyed the misfortune of being raised under 
what is sometimes called plantation manners“ [laughter], those man- 
ners under which it is thought everything that is courteous is due to 
your adversary and everything that of right belongs to him should be 
sedulously given to him; those manners which do not encroach by dis- 
courtesy upon the rights of members nor mar by rudeness the legisla- 
tive pleasure that there ought to be in mutual association in the exer- 
cise of public business; those manners which assume nothing in your- 
self, but granting always to your adversary whatever can be hhirly 
granted, if business was not expedited, good feeling existed and many 
bills became laws. 

It was this that gave these results; where consent, instead of force, 
was the vital principle and courtesy the habitual mode of exercising 
the goe of the Speaker’s chair, we, in the Forty-ninth Congress, 
got ugh our business on the 5th of August without any animosity 
and with a general regret that we had to part. There was a feeling of 
kindness on the part of both sides of the House towards the Speaker 
and a feeling of gratitude on the part of the Speaker to both sides of 
the House. We weregoing into the canvass for re-election with general 
regretfulness of having to part our associations on the floor, : 

Astoour unfinished business at that time, as we only had the House, 
we shared responsibility with the Senate. You have the House and 
the Senate. You have had the rules changed. You have a friendl 
Senate, You have had no discussions among your party as we 
Yon have had no dissensions in your own party over economic ques- 
tions as we had; and notwi that to-morrow is the 5th of 
August we have five of the annual appropriation bills not passed, the 
unfinished Calendar is as large as the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
[laughter], and the statutes that you have passed could be printed in 
a pamphlet which you could putin your pocket and read through as you 
run to Forest Glen to spend the night. [Laughter, ] 
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part of the House to the Speaker, is it of absolute confidence 
in his impartiality? When the Speaker makes a statement from the 
Speaker's chair, is it accepted that it springs out of an earnest 
to do what is just and courteous and proper to the minority? When 
gentleman of the minority rises to address the Chair, does he feel that 
he is to receive from the Speaker that patient courtesy, that forbear- 
ing attention which the ignorant who represent a sovereign people de- 
serve to receive of power, and which the humblest ought to receive, 
even of a 1 man who comes from anywhere but Maine. 
ter. 
ts tant the fact? Is it not, on the otherhand, true that suspicion— 
ou say unjust, but actual, exists—a feeling that discourtesies have 
n common, even if not intentional, that rudenesses, even if they are 
purely of the brain and not of the heart, have unfortunately occurred, 
and that there is no such union between the men on the two sides of 
this aisle as habitually grows up in Congresses, Not that this is uni- 
versal. It can not be. No rules can create and engender permanent 
suspiciorot each other in the minds of gentlemen who really desire to 
do their duty, and each side recognizes that on the other side are men 
who are trying to do their duty as best they know how. 

No control of the Chair can permanently make enmities between men 

who at the bottom are desirous of being on good terms with those in 
whom they recognize good qualities. But is it not true, I put it to yon 
gentlemen on the other side, that to-day, after eight months of your 
administration, one great section of the country is in a state of quick 
alarm and universal apprehension, while the other great section feels 
that its business interests are at stake and in peril? Industrial prog- 
ress, under your domination, stands expectant and uncertain as to 
whether it shall take another step in its onward and upward develop- 
ment or stand arrested until, in the providence of God, your hand be 
taken from the throttle and your power be destroyed. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 
At this very moment business enterprises that had been conceived 
in kindness and had begun to be executed with energy and intelligence 
are halting untilit can be ascertained whether the Senate of the United 
States is partisan for the purpose of sustaining this House or patriotic 
for the purpose of developing the country of the people. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] The new month of August is upon us, and now, 
when you have had eight months of rule, is it not true that your mode 
of counting a quorum and your methods of doing the public business 
have resulted in well founded apprehension n one section of the coun- 
try and doubt as to business enterprises in the other? 

I live in a country rich and prosperous and less affected by your legis- 
lation than almost any other part of the whole United States, We have 
there the problem of the duplex races, but we have it under conditions 
‘which give it gravity and not danger. I have no skeleton about that 
race or its future in my closet orin my country. The intimation on 
this floor that elections are not free in my district created only a good- 
natured contempt for the ignorance and malice of the man who coald 
make it, instead of anger at the mendacity of the charge. [Laughter 
and applause on the Democratic side.] 

For twenty-five years we have tried to take that problem, not upon 
our partisan feeling, but upon our conscience. We recognize what you 
do not recognize, that more than anybody in the world we are interested 
in the best development of which that race is capable. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] The more we can make of the negro, the more 
we can do for him so that he can do best for himself, the better for us. 
When he is frugal, and virtuous, and industrious, and provident, the 
better it is for the community in which he lives and from which he 
must gain his support. 

On the other hand, he knows what you do not and will not under- 
stand, that the friendship which is most valuable to him, the friendship 
that is to him his shield in time of danger, his sunshine in time of 
storm and night, is that of the white people among whom he is resi- 
dent, When we are his friends he knows that he has the best chance 
in life. Our friendship, more than any other friendship in the world, 
is what he yearns for and needs, His progress and development more 
than that of any other colored people in the world is what we desire 
and hope and strive for. 

And when I hear gentlemen on this floor who do not know anything 
about that race or abont that problem preaching to us upon the subject, 
when I recall the sacrifices that some of us have made for the colored 
race, when I recall the ambitions of an early manhood laid upon the 
altar of conscience in order that that race might be better taken care 
ofand have wider opportunities given to it, when I know that from 
the depths of the hearts that I love and that love me there is a constant 
aspiration that that race, for whom Christ died, shall be made fit for 
the life of freedom that is before it, I feel as to most of those utter- 
ances that are commingled with malice and colored with hypocrisy that 
you gentlemen are his worst enemies and that if God delivers him 
from his worst enemies He will deliver him from you. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

As I stand here to-day with the frosts of more than half a century 
around my brow, with a family history altogether connected with that 
Southern conntry, as I look forward into the future with my sons grow- 
ing into manhood and my daughters blooming into womanhood, who 


are to live there when I go where the fathers have gone, I know you 
can not destroy Kentucky, for, under God, her ple will see to it 
that within her borders justice reigns and around her firesides love is 
always dominant. [Pro oneni applause on the Democratic side. 

So, gentlemen of the North, why shall we not come together? y` 
can we not lay aside these suspicions? You can not take your rot- 
ten boroughs’? from the South. You can not hold power here by mer- 
cenaries put at the polls. You can not control this House by the use 
of the Army. You can not keep political power by debauching the 
ballot-box or the jury-box. You can not make the country one by 
turning ont the members who are elected by the people and seating 
the non-elected by your votes. 

What you can do is this: You can aid the people of the South to 
build up that country. You can help us dig our mines, bridge our 
Trivers, tunnel our mountains, endow our schools, make our colleges 
prosperous, erect our churches, keep ourselves in the line of progress- 
ive march, so that your sons may come and live among us, buy our 
lands, enjoy the salubrity of our climate, throw in their lot with o 
intermarry in our families; so that, while there will still bea North an 
a South, it will be a loving and a rich North, a prosperous and a patri- 
otic South. 

That is what we Democrats who on this side of the Chamber pro- 
test against your rules desire to have done by the people who are be- 
hind you at home. Is it possible that it can be done? I appeal to 
the Massachusetts of Plymouth; I appeal to the Western Reserve, 
settled by the men who came from New England; I appeal to the liv- 
ing soldiers who met us in battle array; I appeal to the christians who 
kneel with us at the same altar; I appeal to the brave men who wees A 
nize sincerity and bravery. Behind you, I appeal to the living peop 
of the North. Give us your confidehce; we will deserve it; we do de- 
serve it; and he who says otherwise does not know us or does not 
speak the truth of us. [Applause.] 

I have been betrayed, Mr. Chairman, into these remarks. I had no 

urpose of making this speech to-day. I had no idea of participating 
in this debate. I hope that it has been on my part free from any other 
bitterness than the bitterness that sometimes unconsciously comes to 
brave and frank men from being misunderstood. I have no interest 
in the future that is not bound up with the best interests of my coun- 
try. I am too old to have ambitions if I ever had them; and by reason 
of my service in the Confederate army I know full well that whatever 
ambition I might have is bounded hy service in this House. I do not 
know how long that service may continue, for the claims that poverty 
puts upon men may take me out of this House. I speak to-day in the 
sight of God and this bedy and of those people who have known me 
at home since I was a little boy, when I say, from the fullness of my 
heart, there is no reason why the North and the South should be apart; 
there is every reason why brave and true-men of both sections should 
believe each other. 1 applause on the Demoeratie side.] 

Mr. HENDERSO , of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, how much time re- 
mains? 

The CHAIRMAN, Twenty minutes yet remain under the control 
of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I wonld ask my colleague on the com- 
mittee, the gentleman from Kentucky, whether he desires to use the 
remaining time, = s 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I believe I do not. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, I yield to the gentleman trom Kansas 
[Mr. PETERS], my colleague on the subcommittee, such time as he 
may desire. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If I have any time, I will 
reserve it; I do not know that I care to use it at all; I do not expect 


to do so. 

ae CHAIRMAN. Twenty minutes are under the gentleman’s con- 
tro! 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to take part in 
the general debate on this measure, because I am very anxious to reach 
the end of the bill and to pass it through the House. I regret very 
much that its consideration in Committee of the Whole has 
made the excuse for bringing forward the discussion of dead issues. S0 
far as the adoption of the rules is concerned all that matter has 
discussed, was discussed prior to their adoption; and I had 
there would come an end at some time to the discussion of that sub- 
ject. So far as the exercise of the right of the majority is concerned I 
had supposed that that had been fully diseussed and acted upon by the 
majority, and that the will of the majority would be acquiesced in by 
all law-abiding members of this House. 7 

But it seems absolutely impossible that the dying embers of the past 
should be allowed to expire. Men on the other side say, Why stir 
up these animosities? Why bring up these unpleasant questions that 
divide parties and separate the North from the South?!“ I want to bear 
witness, in this august presence, Mr. Chairman, that it has never been 
this side of the House that has stirred up the dying embers of fraternal 
strife. I want to bear witness in this august presence that if those em- 
bers have not been allowed to rest in forgetfulness it is because they 
have been stirred by those who are always prating about bringing up 
sectionalism in debate, 
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After the war closed and when the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fif- 
teenth amendments of the Constitution had been pear tage the great 
Republican party of the North and of the South, of the East and of 
the West, supposed there was an end to the issues that had been settled 
at Appomattox. But there came up continually year after year such 
atrocities as made every loyal heart in the North shudder and forced 
upon it the discussion of issues that were supposed to have been settled. 

When it seemed that peace was settling over the entire country, that 
enterprise and industry were springing into life again for the purpose 
of building up cities and increasing the grandeur and the majesty of 
our Government, then eame clicking over the wires the news of the 
assassination of a Chisholm, whose heart-blood was reached through 
the blood of a loving daughter, and that fired the great heart of the 
North. It isinstancesof that kind recurring year alter year that have 
kept alive this great sectional strife. 

Was the North or the Republican party responsible for that atrocious 
act? Was the North or the Republican party responsible for the mid- 
night assassinations in the South? Certainly they can not be charged 
tothe Republican party,and yet gentlemen rise herein their places, men 
whom I esteem and respect, and plead for peace and plead for an aban- 
donment of these past issues, while at the same time they continually 
resurrect them and bring them before us in debate. How can they 
expect that the dead past shall bury its dead ? 

But, Mr. Chairman, we have heard much of this question of the es- 
tablishment of the new rules. Why, a man not familiar with service 
in the preceding Congress would think that the Speaker of the present 
House was exercising a despotic power that had hitherto been unknown 
in onr legislative history. And yet, sir, when I came to this House in 
the Forty-eighth Congress I remember hearing every now and then 
about the tyranny ofa Randall. I remember hearing how that grand 
old man—and I speak of him with reverence, respect, and esteem; I 
esteemed him asa man and reverence his memory now thathe is dead— 
I remember hearing how that grand old man sat in the chair and look- 
ing a Republican in the face squarely would at the same time recognize 
a Democrat. 

I have no doubt that the Republicans thought that was an act of 
tyranny on the part of the man elected Speaker of that House. I know 
from my own personal observation during the Forty-eighth, Forty- 
ninth, and Fiftieth Congresses that the tyranny of power, as lodged in 
the Speaker of the House, was exercised as frequently asit has been 
exercised during this session of the present Congress. I call your at- 
tention to a fact which many will remember, that under the adminis- 
tration of Mr. CARLISLE, time and time again, when this side of the 
House desired tion to move and pass certain measures, believing 
by attaining that right they could obtain enough votes on the Demo- 
cratic side to pass them, they were refused. Time and time again have 
such requests been refused by the Democratic Speaker of this House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. How does it happen that your side has repudi- 
ated during this Congress the very measures about which you were so 
urgent then? $ 

r. PETERS. No, sir, we have not repudiated them; nota single 
measure has been repudiated by this side that was attempted tó be 
passed under a suspension of the rules in the past or preceding Con- 
gress under Mr. CARLISLE’S administration. I do not k of this, 
Mr. Chairman, in a sense of criticism on the part of Mr. CARLISLE as 

ker of the House. It is not the fault of the Speaker. It is 
the fault, if there be one, of the law that lodges the power there, and 
it is not just for gentlemen to rise in their peta and make a per- 
sonal attack on the Speaker of the present House and place the re- 
msibility on the person who occupies the pornon he occupies, when 
the great fault, if there be one, rests with the law that gives him that 
power. And I would also say in this connection that it is, as we all 
Tecognize, absolutely necessary that the Speaker should have power. 
He occupies a position in which he must necessarily exercise power. 
He is placed there to see that the business of the House is conducted 
in an orderly manner. He is there to see that the business of the 
country is properly dispatched. 

Ay, Mr. Chairman, the difference between the present Speaker and the 
past is this, that under the old rules the people in my district and the 

le in three hundred and twenty-nine other districts of the United 
States were at the mercy of one man. Thereis where the great change 
was enacted in this system of rules. Noone mau in this House represent- 
ing a constituency, however eminent or respectable, has a right to come 
here and say by an open objection or by availing himself of legislative 
technicalities, or by a repetition of dilatory motions, thatany legislation 
that may be desired for the people of my district shall not be consid- 
ered. And yet that was the inevitable result under the old system of 
rules. k 

The great clash, the great contest between the old and the new was 
simply this: The old were made to prevent legislation, while the new 
rules, so far as they. have been liberalized, were made to transact busi- 
ness. The old rules in the Democratic House were made to prevent 
legislation, because the Democratic majority was afraid of itself. ‘The 
new rules were made for the purpose of aiding legislation, because the 
Republican majorty was not afraid of itself. The old rules were made 
for the purpose of preventing legislation, because the Democratic party 


were afraid to face the responsibilities of a majority. The new rules 
for legislation were made because the Republican party desired to face 
the responsibilities of legislation and to assume them. 

But let me call your attention to another fact. My friend from 
Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], whoisever courteous, and ially 
in debate, who has been ever courteous upon the floor of this House, 
in so far as I now remember, with one single exception, speaks about 
that great courtesy which should exist between the Speaker of the 
House and the individual members thereof. I want to remind this 
committee and the country of the scenes that were enacted on the floor 
of the House when the change of the rules was under discussion. 

I want to remind this committee and the people of the country of 
the fact that then there were scenes enacted on the Democraticside of 
the House that would have been a disgrace in any ward meeting in the 
city of New York. I want to call the attention of gentlemen who 
speak about the courtesy due the presiding officer to the fact that in- 
dignity after indignity, in violation of the parliamentary law and of 
the common rales of decency, was heaped upon the Speaker during 
the time the House was proceeding to perfect and while engaged in 
the discussion of the rules. Ah, when gentlemen plead for courtesy, 
when they plead for mercy in that power which is exercised in the 
Speaker’s chair, they should come before this body with clean hands 
and clean hearts, and then they could present that plea with some con» 
sistency and with some assurance that it might be respected. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Let me ask the gentleman from 
Kansas a question: if he has ever known of a free body, composed of 
the representatives of a free people, before, where the representatives 
of the people had to put up pleas for mercy to the presiding officer. 

Mr. PETERS. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to the fact 
that in the Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, and Fiftieth Congresses there 
were individuals on that side of the House who had to put up pleas 
for mercy to the Speaker, and they were denied. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. And did it in writing. 

Mr. PETERS. And did it in writing, too. Have you so soon for- 
gotten the gentleman from Florda? Have you so soon forgotten other 
gentlemen upon that side of the House who are in the House to-day, 
who made their pleas for recognition and who broke out in ebullitions of 
anger against the tyranny and partiality of Mr. CARLISLE, the Speaker 
whom you hold up as a model and who I am willing to concede was a 
magnificent Speaker? Have you forgotten the written protests of lead- 
ing Democrats against his tyranny? When it comes to the “ tyranny 
of power.“ the records of this House will show that Mr. CARLISLE ex- 
ercised it, as he had the right and as it was his duty to exercise it, and 
exercised it just as frequently as does the present Speaker of this 
House. 

I want to call attention to another fact. My friend from Kentucky 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] alluđes to the closing of the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress upon the 5thof August. Let us go back just ſor a minute. Where 
is there a single measure of public utility that can be credited up to 
the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress? There was no tariff bill, 
and notwithstanding the Democratic side of the House had forty-five 
majority in that Congress, yet you were powerless to do what the ma- 
jority of your side desired todo. How was it in the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress? With eighty-five majority in that body, you were powerless to 
act because one or two men upon that side said that the Democratic 
majority should not act. 

How was it in the Fiftieth Congress? Although you had eighteen ma- 
jority in that Congress you were at the mercy ofone man, who stood hera 
day after day and made filibustering motions; and you were compelled 
to submit and had to appeal to him for mercy. 

Mr. MORSE. That was under the old rules. 

Mr. PETERS. That was under the grand old system of rules to 
which these gentlemen so frequently point. 

Personally, I would have the rules more liberal than they are, and 
let me say to the other side of the House that for the last thirty 
you have been abusing the constitutional provision that allows you to 
have the yeas and nays, and by the abuse of that right you have cost 
this Government hundreds of thousands of dollars, and you have pro- 
longed this session of Congress to whatever extent it may be prolonged. 
And vet you rise in your places and desire to charge this side of the 
House with having prolonged the session unnecessarily. 

Let me say another thing, gentlemen. There is a moving power in 
public sentiment, and if that abuse of your constitutional privilege 
for the call of the yeas and nays is continued, it will be so strong and 
overwhelming that it will sweep this country from the North to the 
South and from the East to the West, and demand a constitutional 
amendment limiting that power. 

As has been stated, time and time again, the people are interested in 
results. They are tiring of the fictions of legislation. They are tiring 
of filibustering. They are tiring of these legal fictions that stand in 
the way of progress and prosperity. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, so far as I am concerned, I have finished what 
I have to say. Iam one of those who do not believe in pyrotechnical 
displays in the House of Representatives. The day for eloquence, the 
day for publie ing in the House of Re een de de passed. 
The work of so large a body as this is done in committees, I know 
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that it is pleasant to listen to the eloquence of the gentleman from 
Kentucky Pier, BRECKINRIDGE]. I know that it is pleasant to listen 
to the eloquence of other gentlemen upon that side, but very seldom, 
if ever, does a speech in general debate upon any measure change a 
single vote. 

Whatever information in regard to legislation is acquired, whatever 
there is of beneficial discussion, is accomplished in the committees of 
this House and in the Committee of the Whole when discussions are 
under the five-minute rule. There it is where the incisive debate, 
limited to five minutes, goes straight to the point and imparts the in- 
formation that this House desires. We are not here for the purpose of 
hearing eloquence ; we are not here for the purpose of making speeches. 
We are here for the purpose of legislation, going straight to the mark 
and accomplishing results. And this Congress will go down to futurity 
as having accomplished more by reason of the fact that it has gone 
straight to the mark and accomplished results, rather than by trying 
to spread itself over the country in waves of oratory. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Will it interfere with the gen- 
tleman to ask him a question? 

Mr. PETERS. No, sir; because I have done. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I was not present during the 
whole debate, and I presume the gentleman was. Can he tell us how 
much of the time consumed upon the other side was devoted to the 
consideration of the merits or demerits of this bill? 

Mr. PETERS. What bill? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The bill supposed to be under 
discussion, the general deficiency bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Honors are easy on that. 

Mr. PETERS. As far as the merits and demerits of the bill are con- 
cerned, I think the only speech on that subject was made by the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] in opening the case. Since that 
time I do not think the bill has been touched upon. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would like to say that that is a cus- 
tom that has obtained on both sides of the Chamber to bring in speeches 
on general propositions. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I was simply trying to find out 
how much sincerity there was in the ery that comes up from that side, 
that there is not time sufficient to discuss the measures under consid- 
eration. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Why do you not change the rule? 

Mr. PETERS. I will say, Mr. Chairman—and it will be simply a 
repetition of what I have already said—that in the consideration of these 
general questions of legislation the general debate amounts to noth- 

ng. In the four hours allowed for general debate upon this bill not 
more than twenty minutes have been or will be devoted to its consid- 
eration. 

It does not give information to the House. It does not give us in- 
formation so that we may intelligently debate upon the subject. The 
information that governs our action is either derived from being mem- 
bers of the committee or is derived from the debate that takes place 
when the bill is read under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will it interrupt the gentle- 
man if I ask him, admitting very much that he has said, is it not, then, 
a disadvantage to take bills that ought be considered in Committee of 
the Whole out of the Committee of the Whole by special rules, destroy- 
ing the five-minute debate, and preventing the chance of amendment, 
and turning their consideration entirely over to the general debate, 
which does not meet the gentleman’s approval ? 

Mr. PETERS. There is not a single measure that has come before 
the House, except, perhaps, the tariff bill, to which there was not suf- 
ficient time given to consider it under the five-minute rule, bnt that 
members of this House occupied the time given to the consideration of 
these bills largely in general debate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I know that my friend from 
Kansas is frank, I call his attention to the fact that the silver bill was 
not considered in Committee of the Whole at all, nor was the bank- 
ruptcy bill considered in Committee of the Whole. 

fr. PETERS. But, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But there was an opportunity 
offered for amendments in the consideration of the bankruptcy bill by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR} His ement 
of the bill was so liberal that it prevented any obstruction on our side 
at all. We went ahead without the slightest irritation. I was show- 
ing the difference between the management of that bill and the man- 
opti of other bills, like the Oklahoma bill, in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The point to which I desire to call my friend’s attention is, agreeing 
with him as to the value of the five-minute debate, thoroughly indors- 
ing what he said about its profitableness, not altogether disagreeing 
with him, bué not altogether agreeing with him about the value of 

eral debate, I say that the general debate at that time was the only 
ebate that could be had owing to the destruction of the five-minute 
debate by this rule. 

Mr. PETERS. But my friend loses sight of one fact: that all these 
measures were considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DOCKERY,. Oh, no. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. They were not considered in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole. They were limited by the 
order. That just killed it. [Laughter on the Democratic get ey 

Mr. PETERS. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. It did not it 
either. The order that operated as a decease of all consideration of 
these bills was the general debate that was participated in by gentle- 
men on the Democratic side taking all the time that was allowed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In the tariff debate the length 
of general debate was prescribed, and it was concluded; but, when we 
came to the five-minute debate, after it had gone ahead a certain part 
of the time it was wrenched out from under the five-minute rule, and 
the bill dis of. 

Mr. PETERS. Wrenched out?“ Wrenched out because it became 
apparent that the attitude of the Democratic side was to oppose every 
provision with the determination of keeping us trom passing it, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Why did not you allow your Republican col- 
leagues to discuss it? 

Mr. PETERS. Why call attention to that bill? Why seek to draw 
a distinction between this session and the action of the Forty-eighth 
or Forty-ninth or Fiftieth Congress? Why, the memory of our friends 
is very short if they do not remember the steering committee. I 
know this, that this side still remember the great steering committee 
that controlled the business of the House. They had this steering 
committee, and it was composed outside of the Committee on Rules. 
They were too cowardly as a body and as a party to stand before the 
country and assume the responsibility that properly belonged to the 
Committee on Rules. 

There is no such cowardice on the part of the Republican side of this 
House. Whatever the Committee on Rules are authorized under the 
rules of this House to do they can do; and if the majority on this side 
will support them they will doit. It is not the 8 of individ- 
uals, it is not the tyranny of the Committee on Rules, but it is the 
tyranny of the law. It is that which gives that power to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. We do not seek any safety. We do not want to hide 
our acts from the people. We are willing that they shall stand forth 
in the light of day and in the light of the intelligence of the Ameri- 
can people, letting the acts we perform in open daylight be the test of 
our merit. [Applause on the 8 side.] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I now yield to the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations [Mr, CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON, I have just come into the House. I had not the 
pleasure of hearing the gentleman from Arkansas when he addressed 
the committee. Gentlemen who did hear him have said in substance 
that he had said of me, as he did also of the Speaker, that I had fled. 
It is proper that I should say, Mr. Chairman, that while general de- 
bate was progressing until now I have been with the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SAYERS] and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
CoGsWELL] in conference almost continuously since half past 9 o’clock 
this morning upon the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Now, in fact, I did not know that the gentleman was going to refer to 
myself, and, not knowing that, I did not run on that occasion; but I 
want to be exactly fair. If I had known that the gentleman was going 
to speak, and s about me, I should have run, becausein my early 
reading of Bible history I recollect that Samson slew the P tines 
with the jaw-bone of an ass, and I have always been in fear of death by 
such a jaw-bone. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Clerk now paces to read the bill by paragraphs. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no further debate desired the Clerk 
will read the bill by paragraphs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Salaries, chargés d'affaires ad inlerim: To pay amounts found due by the ac- 
counting officers on account of es of chargés d'affaires ad interim and 
diplomatic officers abroad, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1889, $6,047.82, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, Iam instructed by the 
Committee on Appropriations to offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. I will state that this amendment is made n by the 
bringing in of an additional estimate after this part of the bill was pre- 

repared. 

5 The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 2, lines 23 and 24, strike out “and $47.80” and insert “ $622.81,” 

The amendment was to. 

The Clerk read as ſollows: 

For court-house and post-office at Charlotte, N. C.: For completion of build - 
ing in excess of limit, $7,000. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert after line 23, page 7: 

For completion of work upon coart-house and post-office grounds at on 


bus, Ohio: For repairing of pavements of streets and alleys adjacent to said 
13 one-half the width thereof (in excess of limit te said building), 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I make the pointof order that that is 
for an expenditure not authorized by law. In that connection I will’ 


state that it has been repeatedly held by Chairmen of the Committee of 
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the Whole that such an expenditure as that is not one which is proper 
to be made by the General Government. 

Mr. O AITE. Will the tleman state whether any such 

ditures ever have been made by the United States Government ? 

. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not know of any. I know that 
some such legislation was attempted in the Forty-ninth 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Payson). On the question of o would 
that fhct be material? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Wait a moment, Mr. Chairman, I wish the 
gentleman to answer my question. 

. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I know of no such case. I know that 
I tried to get such an appropriation for Des Moines and was beaten 
upon it, and I know that it was ruled by the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. Dunn], by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY], 
and by other Chairmen of the Committee of the Whole in the last Con- 
gress that such appropriations were out of order, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I observe that in this bill the item just pre- 
ceding the line where I have offered this amendment reads: For 
completion of building in excess of limit, 87, 000. Now, it occurred to 
me that, if that was in order or if the three subsequent paragraphs of the 
same character on the next page were in order, then this amendment 
should also be considered in order. It is not a continuing appropria- 
tion within a limit, but it is a continuing appropriation for a public 
building for which the Government has already expended a certain 
sum of money by virtue of legislation heretofore had. 

This particular case is one wherein the city of Columbus has permitted 
one-half of the streets around the Government building and half of the 
alley to remain in a very miserable condition ever since the building 
was finished, and the board of public improvements of that city have 
sent me an estimate of the amount that this improvement would re- 
quire, with a request that I should urge the Government to make this 
appropriation. pursuance of that urgent request I have presented 

amendment, feeling that those streets should no longer be permit- 
ted to remain in the condition I have described. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, on the point of order, I understood 
my friend from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] to say that no such appropri- 
ation as this amendment proposes had ever been made. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. None that I am aware of. 

Mr. ADAMS. I secured an appropriation—I do not remember 
whether it was in the Forty-eighth or Forty-ninth or Fiftieth Congress— 
to refund to the then city of Lake View (now a part of the city of Chi- 
cago) an amount which been expended by the municipality for an 
improvement on the street adjoining the marine hospital. I willstate 
further on the point of order that the Federal building in Chicago has 
been improved in this way at Government expense; that is, the pave- 
ment of that part of the city which lies nearest the Federal building 
has been paid for by the Government. That was done beiore I came 
to Congress and I do not remember the legislation, but I have no doubt 
that several such a tiations have been made. 

The CHAIRMAN. But in order to make that case valuable asa 
precedent the gentleman onght to be able to show that the appropria- 
— —f made on a deficiency bill with the point of order raised against 

tem. 

Mr. ADAMS. I can not say as to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the question. 

Mr, FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, it is well known to the Honse 
that this matter has been brought up several times since the Forty- 
eighth and every Chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
that I have seen has ruled as the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDER- 
SON] desires the Chair to rule now. Icame here with a bill of that 
kind amounting to some $13,900, but it met with the same fate as the 

tion of the 1 from Ohio [Mr. OurHWAITE]. 

e CHAIRMAN, The Chair has no doubt upon the question of 
order. If the point of order is made the Chair must hold that the 
amendment is not is order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then I will ask the gentleman in charge of 
the bill to waive the point of order and let us have a vote upon this 
amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have no right to do that to oblige the 
gentleman. The rule is too well established for me to do it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For court house and t-office at Frankfort, Ky.: To pay the sums found 
Aue for labor and material supplied in constraction, as fully set forth in House 
Executive Document No. 345, y-first Congress, first session, $310. 


Mr. FRANK. LIoffer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: z 
On page 8, line 11, amend by adding the following: 


For custom-house, court-house, and post-office at St. Louis, Mo.: For paving 
with granite blocks een and Ninth streets, between Olive and Locust streets, 
the pro rata share of the United States, the sum of $4,050.” 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, I make the same point of order. 

Mr. FRANK, If this point of order be insisted on, a similar point 
of order may be made upon at least twenty-five items in this bill. If 
the statement of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] in 
charge of the bill that this amendment embraces new! tion is to 
measure the appropriations in this bill, it covers, as I have said, at 
least twenty-five items. 


But I submit, Mr. Chairman, that the point of order should not be 


insisted on, because in the Forty-ninth Congress there was app ted 
more than $6,000 to pave the streets running at right angles with these 
streets, while these as surrounding a building which cost millions 
of dollars, remain in a deplorable condition. They are used almost ex- 
clusively by the United States Government in connection with the 
weighing and delivery of mail matter transported in the mail wagons, 
This appropriation is specifically asked for by the Supervising Archi- 
tect, who prepared the resolution for this purpose. I trust, therefore, 
that the point of order may be withdrawn and that this small item 
may be added to the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It is truc, as stated by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. FRANK], that an allowance of this kind was made, 
I believe, in the Forty-ninth Congress; but that was by a Senate amend- 
ment. The proposition was made in the louse, Mr. Poindexter Dunn 
being then in the chair, and was ably argued by Judge Brodhead and 
the late Judge Burnes, of Missonri, together with the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. MILLS] and other leaders on both sides; and the Chair 
ruled out the proposition. I understand there is no precedent for its 
allowance in this House as an original proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is very clear on the point. 

Mr. FRANK. I wish to say that there are but three propositions of 
this character before the House, the two in addition to that which I sub- 
mit being that of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OuTHWAITE] and that 
which the gentleman from lowa [Mr. ConGER] propose to submit for 

ving an alley which is exclusively used by the Government of the 

nited States for the passage of mail-wagons and the delivery of mail 
matter. There being only three propositions of this character, I sub- 
mit that the point of order ought to be withdrawn. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair is obliged to sustain the point of order. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to offer an amendment somewhat similar 
in charecter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert the padres A 
=~ e nets the alley adjoining the United States Government build- 
ing in Des Moines, Iowa, the sum of $1442.” 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I make the same point of order upon 
this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Cox ER] 
desire to argue the point of order ? 

Mr. CONGER. Just fora moment. There is possibly some differ- 
ence between this amendment, with the conditions which surround it, 
and the two propositions which have just been submitted. | This amend- 


ment pro to pay half the expense of paving an alley adjoining the 
Government building at the city of Des Moines, the paving of this alley 
being necessary in order that the building may be used. It is impossi- 


ble to get to the building for the delivery or receipt of mail matter 
without using this alley, and the condition of the soil there is such 
three-fourths of the time that the alley could not be used without its 
being paved. 

Several attempts have been made in previous Congresses to ingraft 
such amendments as these upon appropriation bills. The distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, now deceased, Mr. Randall, objected 
to them, and made the point that the States in ceding jurisdiction of 
pro to the Government had declared that such property should be 
forever free from any charges by the State. Now, in most cases—and 
I think uniformly in all cases - where public buildings are now erected, 
this condition is recited in the act of the re ceding jurisdiction. 
But in the case of this building at Des Moines it was not so declared. 

Mr. GEAR. _Is not the cession made under a general statute which 
makes no provision on the subject? 

Mr. CONGER. No; the land is ceded in each s case; and it 
is the duty of the Treasury Department, before making provision for 
the erection of a public building, to see that the State cedes the prop- 
erty upon such conditions as I have stated. It was not done in this 


case. 
Besides, Mr. Chairman, this work is simply in the nature of repairs 


to this building 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the tleman assert that there ever has 
been an appropriation by the United States for the paving of that 
alley? 


Mr. CON GER. No, sir; but there has been an appropriation for 
paving the streets on two sides of this building; and that appropria- 
tion was made in a bill of this very character. In the Forty-seventh 
Congress provision was made in the deficiency bill for paving those 
streets. 

The CHAIRMAN. But not for this alley? 

Mr. CONGER. Not for this alley. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will have to be sustained. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding 81,200 for paving streets in front of post-office building 
in Houston, Tex.” 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I make the same point of order upon 
this amendment. 


“- 
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The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
MISCELLANEOUS 


Furniture and repairs of furniture: For furniture and repairs of furniture for 
the new public buildings named in House Executive Document No, 311, Fifty- 
first Congress, first. » $142,000, 


Mr. TRACEY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 10 of the bill, after line 17, insert: 

“ Assistant custodians and janitors: To reimburse the assistant custodiansand 
janitors whose salaries were reduced during the month of June, 1889, because 
of the exhaustion of the appropriation, $10,742.79.” 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. In regard to this amendment I will 
state that the appropriation was made to cover that expenditure, and 
it was the duty of the Department to cut the garment according to the 
cloth. Iam not going to make a point of order, because Iam frank to 
say I think the money ought to have been appropriated, and I prefer 
to take the judgment of the Committee of the Whole in regard to the 
amendment. 

Iam not authorized to aceept it. It is clearly amenable to the point 
of order; but it seems to me, in view of the fact that it strikes at la- 

men, at working-peopie, who receive but small wages, I would 
prefer not to make the point of order against it, but let the committee 
itself determine whether it will adopt it or not. I have no doubt that 
it is proper. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to ask my colleague on the committee 
a single question. Is it not his recollection that all appropriations of 
this kind are limited; that is to say, the officer who is charged with 
the disbursement of such appropriations is limited to the appropria- 
tion itself, and he can not go beyond it, but must divide the sum ap- 
propriated amongst the number of persons employed? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iwill say to the gentleman from Texas 
that that was the statement I made when I addressed the Chair, A 
certain sum was appropriated for the purpose, the specifie purpose, of 
paying the janitors and eustodians of public bnildings, and the dis- 

nursing officers: were required to limit themselves to the appropriation 
without regard to the number of persons employed. That forced the 
officials tocut down the rate of pay allowed to these people. Now, 
the amendment of the gentleman from New York is to bring it up to 
the rate they received prior to that redaction. Of course there is no 
law for this, but in view of the fact. that it is for the benefit of some of 
the laboring people, as I have said, I shall not make the point of order 
upen it, but Jet the eommittee determine for itself 

Mr. SAYERS. Iunderstand the effect of the appropriation, ifpassed, 
is retroactive. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes, sir, it is; and it is to pay addi- 
tional money to certain Democratic officials whose salaries were re- 
duced under the appropriation bill of the last Congress. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Permit meonemoment. It 
is retroactive only in this sense, that a certain amount of money was 
appropriated to pay the salaries of janitorsand custodians. Other pub- 

ignite. Oy erected in the mean time and additional employés 
were provi for them, and hence the sum of money originally appro- 
priated had to be divided amongst the larger number. A certain 
amount of the original salary which they had been receiving was left 
bog ois 2 of the reduction. In that sense it is retroactive and 
that only. 

Mr. HOLM AN. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Iowa as to 
this point. The salaries are not fixed by law and the only limit is the 
amount actually appropriated. The salaries are fixed according to the 
amount as appropriated. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Thatisthe case. It is simply this: 
Suppose that there were but two janitors in the United States, an 
appropriation bill $2,000 was provided for the payment ofjanitors. That 
sum would be divided between them, they receiving $1,000 each. It 
is the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to pay no more than the 
money appropriated. The result is if, as in the case I have suggested, 
another public building is erected and another man appointed, the 
$2,000 will be necessarily divided among the three in place of two. 
Now, the effect of the amendment of the gentleman from New York is 
to make up the difference between the pay that they would have re- 
ceived if no other appointments had been made and the pay they actu- 
ally received by reason of the increase of the appointments. 

Mr. FRANK. Can the gentleman from New York inform me how 
much additional salary is given by this amendment to each one of the 
assistant custodians of publie buildings? 

Mr. TRACEY. This reduction was made up to June,1889,and as far 
as I have been able to ascertain the amount of reduction is about 25 
per cent. of the salaries of laborers and officials, people who had but 
small salaries. It amounted in the city of Albany to a reduction of 
$130, divided among eight persons, running from $15 to $50. Of course 
the larger buildings throughout the country will show alarger amount 
of reduction. The Secretary of the Treasury, in reply to a letter I 
addressed to him upon this subject, stated that he thought inasmuch 

as these people received but small salaries it would be only just and 
arog that this claim should be treated as a deficienty and appropri- 
ated for in that way. 


in the | 


Mr. FRANK. The object of myquestion was to determine whether 


or not the amen was and definite, so as toshow to whom 
the money was to go. 
Mr. TRACEY. This is the amount estimated by the Department, 


and is supposed te cover all the deductions which have been made on 
that account. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa, I will say to my friend from Missouri 
that I understand the gentleman from New York has a letter from the 
osetia Apacs Treasury giving the amount necessary to meet this 
paymen 

Mr. FRANK. Because I have a number of letters from different 

throughout the country who are interested in this matter. 

Mr. BOUT Are these officers still im the public service? 

Mr. TRACEY. They were during that month. At the end of the 
month the custodian of the building dismissed all after deducting the 
25 per cent. But let me say perhaps that was an exceptional ease. 
They were Democratic officials and were turned out when the new in- 
cumbent took control. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have no curiosity about the politics of the peo- 
ple, but was trying to find out if there is anything in the amendment 
to indicate the individuals to whom it shonld be paid. 

Mr. TRACEY. Their names are in the possession of the Treasury 
Department. Of course it will be only paid to those who have the 
5 Sasin he Clerk? k the l from the Secretary 

now send to the Clerk’s des o letter received from the 
of the Treasury. 

The letter is as follows: 

TREASURY Depanruxnt, February 19, 1890. 


salary, though such reduetion be for but one month, I would 

appropriation of a sum sufficient to pay to each employé the amount 

from his June pay. 
Respectfully, yours, 


W. WINDOM, Secretary, 
Hon. CHARLES TRACEY, 
House of Representatives, United States, s 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. This amendment ineludes alot of most worthy 
and deserving laboring people. There are two who were in charge of the 
Government building at Columbus, Ohio, an engineer and fireman, who 
were necessarily compelled to work a month longer than the ordinary 
time on account of the weather being so cold that their services could not 
be dispensed with. These two men have been ont of their money for 
two years, and have been trying and waiting and hoping to get it paid, 
and unless this amendment passes they will not get it for years longer, 
in all probability, unless some appropriation is made for that. specific 
purpose hereafter. These cases I know to be worthy, and the amend- 
ment includes a large class of deserving I hope it will pass. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask, on this 
amendment, to have two skort letters read from the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE OF CUSTODIAN Unirep STATES HousE, 

Chicago, June 4, 1889. 

Str: Owing toa deficiency in the appropriation for pay of assistant custodians 
and janitors for the current fiseal year and by order of the Seeretary of the 
Treasury, your com: during the month of June has been reduced from 
$60 per month to $40 per month, 

This reduction is only for the month of June, and on and after July I your 
compensation will be the same as formerly, 

Very respectfully, 
Micnakr. RYAN, 
Watchman,, United States Cuatom- House. 


OFFICE OF CUSTODIAN UNITED STATES eee 
Chicago, January 30, 
Dran Sm: I inclose herewith ‘a list of the names of persons who were em- 
's force last June and who were 9 
in the appropriation, the Secretary of the Treasury ordered a ro- 
duction in the pay for that month; the amounts set opposite the names is the 
that the amountsmay berefunded, All 
of the persons would be very thankful. 
ours, very — 


Hon. FRANK LAWLER. 


Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Chairman, I want to state that on this list there 
are firemen, watchmen; elevator-men, and, amongst others, twenty 
serub-women. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I think it is entirely right that laborers 
should be paid. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 


R. STONE, Custodian, 


J. T. MORAN. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as ſollows: 

Contingent expenses, ind dent For contingent der 
the requ’ i ents of paie of Statutes of the United States, 
for the . , transfer, and disbursement of the public money, 
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and for transportation of notes, bonds, and other securities of the United States, 
except accounts of the Central Pacific and Union Pacific Railroads, being a de- 
ficiency for the fiscal year 1889, $7,339.49. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I offer a committee 
amendment. I will say to the committee, while the amendment is 
being passed up, that it is to correct a clerical error, making it $40 in- 
stead of $39. - 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page, II, in lines 7 and 8, strike out the word “thirty-nine” and insert 
the word “forty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. I did not observe, Mr. Chairman, when we passed 
the item at the bottom of the preceding page, and I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Iowa whether provision has been made in the bill 
for the compensation of town-site commissioners in Oklahoma as pro- 
vided for in the act providing for town-site entries in such Territory? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, Yes; we provided for that. You will 
find it in the bill presently. 

Mr. PERKINS. My understanding was that an item would be in- 
serted in this bill making the necessary appropriation, but I did not 
find it in the items providing for government in the Territories, and I 
did not know but it had been overlooked. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, It is all right, and provided for later 
in the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Protecting salmon fisheries of Alaska: For protecting salmon fisheries of 
Alaska, for publishing the President's proclamation, and for otherwise com- 
plying with the uirements of the act of March 2, 1889, “to provide for the 
protection of the salmon fisheries of Alaska,” $1,500. 

Mr. ADAMS. I move to strike ont the last word. 
ask what is this for? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The act of March 2, 1889, referred 
‘o> 

Mr. ADAMS. It contained no appropriation. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It contained no appropriation, but it 
provided for taking steps to protect the salmon fisheries of Alaska and 
for the President publishing a proclamation in respect thereto. 

Mr. ADAMS. Ti also provided for cruisers. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. ADAMS, Is this for that? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The act referred to made no appro- 
priation of money for publishing the proclamation. That publication 
was make and this is for that expense and expenses incident to that. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Payment to Mrs. Imogene Robinson Morrell : To pay to Mrs. Imogene Rob- 
inson Morrell for painting the portraits of Howell Cobb and John C. Spencer, 
ex-Secretaries of the Treasury, 31.000, 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill explain this item. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Just let me introduce my committee 
amendment first. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 13, strike ont lines 4 to 7, inclusive, 

Mr, HOPKINS. Well, one moment. 
refer to. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. What section does the gentleman refer 


I would like to 


That is not the section that I 


to? 
Mr. HOPKINS. The section I refer to is the one commencing at 
line 15, page 12, and ending on line 3, page 13, as follows: 


Interest on tonnage dues illegally exacted: That the Secretary of the Treasury 
is hereby authorized to allow and pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to the Eagle Line of Hamburg, interest at the rate of 
á per cent. per annum on such moneys as have been exacted said company 
in contravention of treaty provisions, and heretofore refunded under the act of 
June 19, 1878, such interest to be computed up to the time of refunding the same 
under the act aforesaid, $1,452.25: Provided, however, Thatsuch interest shall be 
accepted by said company in full settlement of all claims on account of said 
moneys exacted from it in contravention of treaty provisions as above stated. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That refers to the tonnage dues. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes; I would like to have an explanation of that. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It explains itself pretty fully, but I 
will give further information to the gentleman. There was a consoli- 
dation made of the Hamburg Line with this Eagle Line. There is an 
executive document that explains it all very fully. Under the law 
certain interest on tonnage dues was paid to all of them excepting the 
Eagle Line, It was supposed that the legislation was broad enough to 
cover the Eagle Line, to enable it to get the interest, and it was shown 
to the Treasury Department that the Hamburg Line, with which it 
had been consolidated, was authorized to receipt for the interest due 
to the Eagle Line; but the accounting officers held that, inasmuch as 
the Eagle Line had been at the time a separate institution, it must 
be made applicable to the Eagle Line itself, and hence the necessity for 
this appropriation to meet the interest due the Eagle Line, 

Mr. HOPKINS. Were these tonnage dues paid under any treaty 
stipulation between the two Governments ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. This is under treaty stipulation, and 
‘there was a special act appropriating money for this purpose, but the 
difficulty arises in the way that I have stated. 

Mr. HOPKINS. How does it happen that this Government is com- 


pelled to pay these tonnage dues, when, as I understand it, we get no 
equivalent for it? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. This has reference, I will say to the 
gentleman from Illinois, to tonnage dues heretofore collected, and it 
is simply to straighten out a thing that was incorrect at the time. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But, now, if I understand it correctly, there has 
been a good deal of debate as to whether the United States Govern- 
ment should pay those tonnage dues or not, and what I would like to 
know, before we leave this question, is whether this matter has been 
carefully looked into by this committee to see whether the direction 
of the Department should be followed or whether the Congress of the 
United States is to take further action upon this matter. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. This is in pursuance of treaties with 
other Governments, what is called the “‘ fayored-nation”’ clause, and 
there was a law passed providing for the payment of this money, as I 
haveexplained. The merits of the original question as to treaties with 
different nations do not come in. It is only a question whether we 
shall provide and appropriate the money that is called for by existing 
law, and I should prefer not to be drawn intoa discussion of the ques- 
tion of treaties. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does the gentleman know during what period these 
tonnage dues were exacted that are now to be refunded? 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman, if my friend will allow 
me, that prior to 1880 these dues were collected and went into the 
Treasury of the United States. The Government in question had a 
treaty with that country that contained the most-favored-nation”’ 
clause; but we collected these dues, notwithstanding that treaty. Now, 
Congress, alung about 1880, passed an act refunding these tonnage si 
with interest, and this is one of the cases where the interest has no 
been paid in full. 

Mr. HOPKINS. ‘That does not exactly reach the point I want to 
know about. As I understand it, there has been a controversy 
between this Government and several foreign nations as to the collec- 
tion of tonnage dues. These foreign countries have made claims that 
they were entitled to have the tonnage dues collected by this Govern- 
ment refunded, and in some instances that has been done; and as to 
other nations it has been declined. Under one construction of the 
treaty this Government would naturally and lawfully refund those dues, 
and under the other construction of it they would not. Now, what ] 
want to get at is whether these tonnage dues referred to here come up 
under treaty stipulations where there has been a controversy between 
this Government and the foreign Government as to the proper construc- 
tion of that clause of the treaty. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will say to the gentleman that it 
does not present a new issue. It is simply to correct a mistake. That 
is all it amounts to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Militia of District of Columbia: Current expenses: For rent, fuel, light, and 
care of armories, $7,877.26. 

Necessary expenditures: For lockers, gun racks, and furniture for armories, 
printing, parades, and other current expenses, $5,134.48. 

For cost of annual encampment, for clearing grounds, lumber, transportation, 
camp-supplies, subsistence, horses, band, ‘ann drum corps, $5,550.91. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr, Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Iowa in charge of the bill the amount of the annual charge for the 
militia of the District of Columbia. I believe that this is the second 
deficiency that has been reported. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, this is part of the first 
deficiency. The total amount was $31,011.46. On the urgent defi- 
ciency bill we appropriated $12,448.81 for the payment of rent, etc., 
and we have put the rest of it in the general deficiency bill. This is 
for $18,562.65. The whole matter was very fully gone into when the 
urgent deficiency bill was under consideration. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I remember. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I willsay, as showing what the charge 
for District militia is, that I have a statement here showing the average 
cost of the militia in the different States. 

In California the cost is $50 per annum per capita; in Colorado, $60; 
Connecticut, $50; Illinois, $45; Indiana, $20; Iowa, $15; Kansas, $15; 
Kentucky, $20; Louisiana, £20; Maine, $25; Maryland, $30; Massa- 
chusetts, $40; Michigan, $25; Minnesota, $25; Nebraska, $15; New 
Hampshire, $25; New Jersey, $30; New York, $30; North Carolina, 
$15; Ohio, $25; Pennsylvania, $40; Rhode Island, $25; Vermont, $30; 
Wisconsin, $30; District of Columbia, $12. This is the least expensive 
militia that we have in the nation, and from a personal inspection of 
the performances of only last week I will say that a better trained 
militia than that of the District of Columbia does not exist, 

Mr. DOCKERY. What I wanted to ask is, what is the total annual 


charge against the Government? I understand that some part of these 


expenditures are carried in another bill, the District of Columbia ap- 
propriation bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The total amount for the fiscal year 
is $31,011.46, 

The Clerk read as follows: ; A 
; To supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 1888, as fol- 
ows. 
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Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. On behalf of the committee I offer an 
amendment, and I will say to the Committee of the Whole that it is 
2 for the purpose of changing in the bill the location of this para- 


grap 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out lines 9 and 10, on page 21. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
agreed to, 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

eae ee ea 8 eee, „ $770.51. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I offer an amendment on the part of 
the committee, and will say that it is to putin its proper place the 
paragraph that was stricken out by the last amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 22, after line 9, insert the following: 
; 2 To supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 1888, as fol- 
ows. 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be con- 
sidered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For contingent expenses, fiscal year 1890, $27.60, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, in line 4 of page 24, 
after the word ‘‘five,’’ I want inserted the word ‘‘certs.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the amendment will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For contingent expenses, fiscal year 1890, $27.60, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I offer an amendment to correct the 


year. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out “ninety” and insert eighty-nine.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Signal service of the Army: For tra rtation of signal equipments and 
stores, being an amount necessary to reimburse the appropriation “Signal 
Service: Transportation, 1890,“ $1,200. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move as an amendment to strike out 
lines 8 to 12 on page 28. I offer this amendment because since this 
bill has been prepared we have received a letter from General Greeley 
stating it is not necessary to make this appropriation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Reimbursement to Capt. E. C. Bowen: Forreimbursing to Capt. E. C. Bowen 
the expenses incurred by him in defending a civil suit brought against him by 
aaar emma discharged soldier, in Yankton County court, at Yankton, Da- 


Mr. McADOO. I move to strike out the last word of line 21, page 
28. Iwould like to have the gentleman from Iowa explain to the House 
why we should pay counsel fees for this captain of the Army for the de- 
fense in a civil suit. The amount is very small, being but $54, but 
it seems to me that it is a vicious principle to expend money to pay for 
the defense of an army officer in a suit which may have been a per- 
fectly just one. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will say in reply to the gentleman 
from New Jersey that by an act of Congress March 3, 1881, de- 
fense of this suit was specifically authorized, but there were not funds 
enough appropriated by $54 to cover the amount. It was provided by 
law that this suit should be defended, and there is now this deficiency. 
There was 5 law passed for the defense in this suit. 

Mr, Mo . How wasit that they incurred a greater expenditure 
than the law allowed % 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It was for the mileage of one witness 
who had to come a very great distance to the trial. This was specific- 
ally authorized by Congress. 

Mr. McADOO. What was the suit about? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not remember the details of it 
now. It was some trouble that a soldier gotinto. I have got the 
whole history of it here, and if the gentleman will examine House 
Executive Document No. 174, at page 21, he will find the whole his- 
tory of the suit. I read the whole of it when the matter was in com- 
mittee for consideration, but after I found that it was specially author- 
ized I did not pursue it further. I will have the document read if the 
gentleman so desires, 

Mr, MCADOO. I think it will be better to have it read. The case 
would appear to involve a bad precedent. 


The Clerk proceeded to read. : 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The history of it will be 
found on 21 of Executive Document No. 174. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is what the Clerk is now reading. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

37 CHURCH STREET, OSHKOSH, WIs., January 6, 1890. 
Sm: I have the honor to state that by act of Congress approved March 3, 1881, 


against me by Wil 8 soldier. Upon this account was an 
item of $75.50 which I paid A Asst. Surg. S. T. W. United States Army, 
a witness in the case, to cover e nses traveling from Fort Yates, his sta- 
tion, to Yankton, Dak., and his hotel bill at Yankton. Dr. Weirick afterwards 

formed 


of the 


deprived for over three years. The Senate proceedings of Forty-sixth Congress, 
Volume II, part 3, pages 2394 and 2395, cover the case. 
I am, sir, your obedient servant, 


E. C. BOWEN, 
Captain, United States Army (retired). 
The Hon. SECRETARY OF WAR 


(Through Adjutant-General of the Army), 
Washington, D.C. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, SECOND AUDITOR’s OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., December 2, 1889. 
Str: In reply to your communication of the 27th ultimo, requesting that 
there may be allowed you the sum of $54, al to have been erroneously 
credited by you (for payment of mil by United States to Dr. Weirick) in 
‘our account of expenses incurred in defen suit brought against vou by one 
illiam Stuart, a discharged soldier, which expense account was reimbursed 
to you under a special act of Congress, approved March 3, 1881, I haveto inform 
you that inasmuch as the accounting officers have allowed the full amount 
($711.77) authorized by said special law, they are precluded from making any 
further allowance under its authority. It is true that the sum of $4 was de- 
ducted in the account which you presented to Congress, as you claim, but it 
would require the same authority to allow and pay that sum as was required 
toallow and pay the balance of your account, v. an act of Congress ex- 
pressly authorizing its allowance and payment, 


11 
e J. N. PATTERSON, Auditor, 
By F. S. P. 
BOWES, 
Captain, Uniled States Army (retired), 
37 Church street, Wis. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, it appears from the letters justread 
that here was a payment of over $700 to this naval officer for the de- 
fense of this civil suit. I was unaware that there was any general law 
providing for the payment of the expenses of officers under such cir- 
cumstances. The statement read does not disclose what the substan- 
tial grounds of the suit were. It may have been a ane § justifiable 
suit on the part of the soldier, and I am very glad that I made this 
motion, because it enables me to call the attention of the House to 
what I consider a very vicious piece of legislation, providing for pay- 
ments of this kind to defend an officer in a civil snit where he may 
entirely in the wrong. As to this $54, I suppose it is proper enough 
to make the appropriation, although it is over the amount allowed by 
law, and the amount allowed by Jaw seems to be very liberal. I with- 
draw the formal amendment. £ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To relieve Pa compen T.T. Caswell, D 
against his 8 or third aoe foots 3 ——— 
amounting to $168.48, being amount paid to late Naval Cadet J. J. Garth, same 
having been disallowed by the accounting officersof the Treasury. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word, 
and I ask the gentleman in charge of the bill what this item means. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is a matter in which a cadet by 
the name of Garth was dropped from the Naval Academy and after- 
wards restored by an order of the Secretary. Upon that order being 
issued Mr. Caswell went on and paid him as other cadets were paid, 
but when the item reached the accounting officers of the Treasury they 
held that the order of the Secre of the Navy was not such a res- 
8 as in law would justify this allowance, and they threw out 
the item. 

Mr. ROGERS. They had paid this cadet during the time when he 
was dropped from the roll. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No; from the date of the restoration 
under the order of the Secretary of the Navy. The gentleman will see 
that it would be clearly wrong to hold the paymaster liable for paying 
a cadet who was sent back to the Academy by order of the Secretary. 

Mr. ROGERS. Was it claimed by the accounting officers that the 
Secretary of the Navy had no power to make the restoration ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. They held that he had not, under a 
decision made by the Attorney-General, and they threw out the item. 

Mr. ROGERS. After that did the cadet still remain there? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No, he had to go out, but the money 
had already been paid. The gentleman will find a very full explana- 
tion of this item in Executive Document 33. 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman’s explanation is satisfactory. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the and Potomac hone — 
ice, ahartor onding Jane 80,1880, $247.19; in Al. B85 8g. pen 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I am instructed by the committee to 
offer an amendment at this point which will have the effect of trans- 


posing this paragraph and bringing it in at another place in a corrected 
form, 


E. C. 
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The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 31, strike out lines 19 to 23, inclusive. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

To „ R. Hathaway for the New York Trib delivered at the navy- 
pick conve island, for April, May, and June, 1830, $3.12. wa 

Mr. MCADOO. I move to strike out the last word, Will the gen- 
tleman state whether this newspaper is furnished tothe League Island 
navy-yard? I have no objection to giving the Philadelphia Press a 
little free advertising by saying that it is a very excellent Republican 
newspaper which could be furnished to that navy-yard more cheaply, I 
should say, than the New York Tribune appears to be. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have not been able to hear all that 
my friend from New Jersey [Mr. McA Doo] has been saying, and I dis- 
like to lose a single word that falls from his eloquent lips. [ Laughter. ] 
I understand him, however, to be making some reference to the New 
York Tribune. 

Mr. MCADOO. Yes, sir; but thegentlemandisarms me. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That item attracted my attention also, 
more particularly because the rate seemed above the average, and Com- 
modore came all the way from the Department to explain it. It 
seems that the point where this man is stationed is not within three 
miles of any line of conveyance, and they have to pay not only for the 
paper, but also for having it carried. I understand that the Depart- 
ments are permitted by law to take , and that it has been the 
practice under all Administrations. When our people are in power they 
take the New York Tribune or some other Republican paper, and when 
our Democratic friends are in power they take another kind of paper. 

Mr. MCADOO. Well, I say that these people, if they must have a 
Republican paper, ought to take the Philadelphia Press, which is a 
most excellent Republican newspaper. I am not atall surprised, how- 
ever, that a man so tar away from the ordinary channels of intelligence 
should prefer the New York Tribune. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I desire to offer an amendment at this 
point which will serve the double purpose of restoring 3 
struck ont awhile ago on my motion and correcting the p 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
ngent, N. $ reimburse ymaster . Goldsboro „Uni States 
33 8 by him pha maaan VE oa of 8 the 
ic ip Company, for transportation of two officers and twenty en- 
avy from Apin to San Francisco, in April 5, 1889, $3.37. 
burse W. Goldsborough, United States Navy, for amount 
him from general account ofadvances " for charter of the steamer Rock- 
n, for the tion of twenty officers and three hundred enlisted men of 
the Navy from Apia to San Francisco, in May, 1889, 783.97. 
To reimburse Paymaster W. Goldsborough, United Navy, for amount 

id by him from “general account of advances” to John D. Spreckels & 
Brothers, agenta of the Oceanic Steam-Ship Company, on May 28, 1889, for trans- 
portation of nine officers and sixty-three men from Apia, Samoa, to San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., $8,100; in all, $45,258.97. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. We were discussing this morning, probably 
with not so good temper as we ought to have preserved, the operation 
ofthe rules. These three items recall to my mind how the House is 
prevented from doing what I know if it had an opportunity it would 
take pridein doing. These items grow out of the great misfort- 
une that occurred in the harbor of Samoa. 

One of our vessels there was saved by one of the most remarkable 
exploits ever performed at sea. On the Trenton, when its sails had 
been torn to tatters, the officer in charge ordered the masts to be manned 
with the sailors, The men hesitated, but a young cadet stepped for- 
ward, sprang into the rigging, and leading the way asked the sailors 
to follow him, which they did, and that saved the vessel. . 

Now, that stripling had not stood at the Naval Academy quite as 
well as others, and when his examination came he was not within the 
number who could obtain commissions in the Navy; he fell one or two 
or three behind. Hecame to this Congress and asked a special act al- 
lowing him a commission in the Navy just below those of his class- 
mates, who in their academic studies him, but who had 
not had at sea the opportunity to perform such an action as he did. The 
Senate promptly passed the bill; the Naval Committee of this House 

laced it on the Calendar with a report made by the gentleman from 
[ Mr. DOLLEIVER]. 

That case is buried in the Private Calendar, which we have not had 
an opportunity to go to for months. I mention this case, as we pass, 
simply as one of those numerous instances where, while under the 
operation of certain rules great political questions or measures may 
be considered, great injustice may also be done toindividuals for want 
of an opportunity to consider their cases, for I su that the simple 
narration of what this youngster did in that harbor would have made 
every member on this floor glad of an opportunity to give him the com- 
mission that he desired in the Navy. 

Before withdrawing the pro forma amendment Task consent to print 


the report of the committee as an appendix to a Tt gives 
credit to officers whom I have not named, and whom I do not like to 
seem to ignore. 

There being no objection, leave to print was granted. 

78 75 report of the Committee on Naval Affairs (by Mr. DoLLIvER) is 
as tollows: z 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred Senate joint resolu- 
tion No. 51, authorizing the President to appoint Richard H. Jackson to be an 
ensign in the Navy of the United States, have considered the same, and submit 
the following report: 

On the occasion of the wreck of the vessels of the United States Navy in the 
hurricane of March 15 and 16, 1889, at Apia, Samoa, Richard H. Jackson was serv- 
ing his two years of sea se: asa naval cadet on the United States steamer 
Trenton, and amid the perils of that disastrous gale he behaved with oe 
uous aoe pray by leading the men into the mizzen rigging to form a sail, when 
this position e ng was one of great danger, as the mast was liable to 
be carried away and fall overboard when the 8 and did thereby con- 
tribute largely to the success of the maneuver which the captain of the Trenton, 
in his official report to the admiral, says saved the lives of four hundred men 
from certain destruction. 

Captain eg Yong commanding the United States steamer Trenton, called 
the attention of the Navy Department to the gallant conduct of Jackson on the 
occasion referred to, in the following letter: 


Captain Farquhar to the Secretary of the Navy, commending Cadet R. H. Jackson. 
Wasutnctor, D. C., October 26, 1889. 
Sm: It has recently come to my knowledge that when the crew of the United 
States steamer Trenton, during the recent hurricane in Samoa, were ordered 
into the mizzen rigging to act as a sail to bring the ship head to wind, Naval 
Cadet R. H. Jackson jumped into the rigging. leading the way, thus setting a 
eager erage oy ag arly sa I beg to g this gallant conduct on his part to 
e notice of the Navy Department, 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


Hon, B. F, Tracy, 
Secretary of the Navy. 


To which the Secretary of the Navy replied: 
The Secretary of the Navy to R. H. Jackson, late Naval Cadet. 
NAvY DEPARTMENT, Washington, Oclober 28, 1889, 

Sire: I take pleasure in furnishing you with a ney of & communication ad- 
dressed to the Department on the instant b: pt N. H. Farquhar, late 
commanding officer of the United States steamer nm, in which he brings 
to its notice an act of gallantry on your part, on the occasion of the wreck ofthat 
vessel, which recently came to his knowledge. 

He reports that when, during the hurricane at Samon, the crew of the Tren- 
ton were ordered into the g to act asasail to bring the ship's head to 
the wind you led the way, and set a good example to the men. 

The foresight and promptness exhibited by you on the occasion in question 
belong to thatclass of gallant acts and deeds under trying emergencies which 
reflect honor on the naval profession and lead to results, 

The pore ment is pleased to place on its files Captain Farquhar’s tribute to 

ry. 
ery respectfully, 


Mr. R. H. JACKSON, 
Late Cadet, United States rege, ae 

University of Virginia, jotlesville, Va. 

Returning to the United States Naval Academy and having successfully 
all the examinations required for the grade of ensign in the Navy, he aot 
orably discharged from the service by the operation of the law of August, 1882, ` 
which limits the number of appointments to the Navy. 

His restoration to the ice as an has, as is shown by the oe 

commanding 

Wasutrotos, D. C., January 4, 1890. 


letters, the warm approva! of the Navy Department and his late 
Sin: I understand that the friends of Mr. Jackson, 3 the Navy, and 
tend to ask Con- 


vour 
B. F. TRAOY, Secretary of the Navy. 


officer: 
who was on board the Trenton during the disaster at Samon, 
gress to restore him to the Navy as the junior line officer of the 

It would seem that such action would only be a proper recognition of the 
gallant service of Mr. Jackson. 

It must be borne in mind that at the time Mr. Jackson led the sailors of the 
Trenton into the rigging the Trenton was without steam, her fires having been 
put out, and without a rudder, it havi 
that there were about four hundred a 


full Ser wh, ~ egr they were 
means of storm sails and putting men in the rigging, 


to wind and see, and shuns. Keep afloat all day, And Snalls that Mr. Jack: 
w us seen en 


upon the reef, loss of only one life. 
son's good example in men into the rigging bore excellent fruit, 
and I trust the Department will recommend the legislation he seeks. 


Vi respectfully, your obedient servant, 
ž ee Fane 
n es . 
Hon. B. F. Tracy, : * 
Secretary of the Navy. 


UNIVERSITY or VIRGINIA, VIRGINIA, December 17, 1889. 

Sin: Referring to the ent's very complimen letter addressed to 

October 28, 1889, I have the honor to state t it is my intention 
to make application to Congress during the present session for the authority 
necessary for 6 as an ensign in the Navy, to take rank after the 
last one of my who was appointed to that grade. 

The Department has a CI my conduct on the occasion of the wreck of 
the Trenton at Samoa in March last so favorably that I feel encouraged to ask 
its assistance, or at least its approval, in securing the legislation necessary for 
m 


state that I have su: y tbe examinations requ for the grade 

55 t has ly commended me for the part I took 
in making su I the v maneuver which Captain Farquhar, in his of- 
ficial report to Admiral ly, says saved the lives of four hundred men 
from certain ion. 


destruct: 
Besides this, I would urge my love for the naval profession, to which I have 
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rend y devoted six years of my life, and the evidences of my aptitude for it, 
oes is the 9 dals from ae — = a whom I have served. 
yV peotfully, your o! ent servan 
e R. H. JACKSON, 
The SECRETARY or THE NAVY, 
Washington, D. G. 
Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 29, 1890. 


Siz: I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 17th instant, stat- 
ing your intention to apply to 88 for appointment as an ensign in the 
Navy, and to say that such an application not be opposed by the Depart- 
ment, and wili be looked upon favorably. 

Very 


ully, 
z B. F. TRACY, Secretary of the Navy. 
Mr. R. H. JACKSON, ; 
University of Virginia, Virginia, 
from the records of the Navy Department. 
PRET ESS: = * JNO. W. HOGG. 


The committee recommend an amendment to the joint resolution, in order 
to avoid grave questions that have heretofore been raised in like cases. 
amendment is us follows: Strike out the words ‘the said r A. Jackson,” 
in line 5 of the Senate resolution, and insert the word “additional” after the 
first word in the sixth line of said resolution, 

The Senate resolution 51, “providing for the appointment of Richard H. 
Jackson to be an ensign in the Navy,” is accompanied with a favorable report 
from the Senate. Your committee adopt the same as their report, and recom- 
mend the passage of the said resolution. 

[Senate Report No. 452, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred Senate joint resolu- 
tion Xo. 51, authorizing the President to appoint Richard H. Jackson to be an 


ensign in the Navy of the United States, have considered the same and submit 
the follow 


j Richard He 3 a resident of Alabama. necne piset all the require- 
men's provided by law for the grado of ensign in the Navy, was honorably dis- 
barged from the service under the operation of the law of August, 1882, t- 
ing the number of appointments in the Navy. 

fn March, 1839, on the occasion of the wreck of the United States steamer 
Trenton at Samoa, Cadet Jackson behaved with such conspicuous gallantry as 
has caused the Secretary of the Navy to favor the passage of a measure author- 
eee tng eareary ofthe Nang nod dong te 
ian 8 — — report fayorably upon the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does my friend from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKIN- 
EIDGE] mean to intimate in what he has just said that our rules re- 

ting the transaction of private business are in any respect different 
from what they were in the last Congress? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I mean to say that in the ex- 
ecution of the presentrules the time has been entirely taken away from 
this class of business for months. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But in any event only two or three pages of the 
Calendar could have been reached. The difficulty is in having such 
a multitude of private bills that not one out of a hundred can possibly 
be reached by this or any other Congress. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is possible that this case 
might have been reached; at any rate the consideration of the Private 
Calendar would have given opportunity for such a bill to have been 
taken up out of its regular order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, as a matter of fact (for Ihave 
frequently had private bills on the Calendar) I have never in my whole 
experience in Congress had one such bill reached in regular order; and 
I presume that at least three hundred of the three hundred and thirty 
members of this House can say the same thing. The difficulty is not 
in our rules as they now exist, because they can not be made any more 
favorable in that direction; the difficulty is that there is so much more 
business, especially business of a private nature, to be transacted than 
there can possibly be any time for. The remedy lies in providing 
some court to which private claims may go; there is no remedy out- 
side of that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That suggestion does not ap- 
ply in this case; because there is noclaim here that could be presented 
to any court. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. This is just one of those cases 
which could only be reached by such an exercise of power under the 
rules as would give the House an opportunity to pass upon private 
business. 

Mr. DIN GLEx. But if we had considered the Private Calendar 
Friday after Friday, this case would probably never have been reached. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It might or it might not. The 
difference between the gentleman and myself is that I would like to 
see an opportunity given to reach such a case as this, even if we did 
not reach it, while under the exercise of authority as we have it in this 
House such opportunity is not even i 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suppose the difficulty in that direction comes 

‘é from the fact that those of us who have had considerable experience in 
the House have from that experience learned that simply going to the 
Private Calendar gives the opportunity to reach only a very few bills, 
and thus we have become discouraged. In fact, for the last fifteen 
years in this House—certainly such is my experience—private bills 
have generally, if not almost entirely, been passed by unanimous con- 
sent. That seems to be the condition to which we have been 


remitted, 
not because of the character of our rules, but because of the multitude 
of business. 
~ Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr, Chairman, in times of danger, 


when duties are required the performance of which means almost cer- 

tain death, brave men arein demand. Atsuchtimes menof wit, men : 
of talent, men of magnificent form and appearance, men of reputation z 
as scientists, orators, or statesmen, are all dwarfed in the presence of a 
man endowed with courage, firmness, and decision. 

We all remember the fearful cyclone which swept over the Pacific, 
striking our war fleet at Samoa, on the 15th and 16th of March, 1889. 

Bark after bark and ship after ship had been dashed on the shore, and > 
sailors and officers were being swept into eternity. 

The man-of-war Trenton was in the very focus of the terrible storm, 

There was one chance to save her and the precious lives of four hun- 
dred American officers and sailors. Thatone chance was to bring her 
head to wind. A sail could not spread; there was no time for that; 
and even if done the tornado would tear it into threads. What was 
to be done must be instantly accomplished ; a minute’s delay and it 
would be too late. = 

Human beings could spring into the rigging, and their bodies acting 
as sail might make a maneuver possible by which both ship and crew 
could be saved. The officer in charge saw this one chance, and orders 
the men to the rigging. 

It seemed almost like saying men to your death.“ They all saw 
the peril to be encountered. The ship must strike, nothing can avert 
it. The masts and spars will be carried away and fall with a crash, 
and men in the rigging will be crushed to atoms. 

It was the work of seconds, Men usually brave looked at each other, 
but no one moves; a brave heart was needed to lead in this perilous 
undertaking. Acting Ensign Richard H. Jackson saw thatin another 
second all would belost. Withacry of Follow men, follow !’’ hesprang 
into the rigging, and the sailors thus gallantly lead were inspired to per- 
form the dangerous duty. In a moment human beings cover the yards 
and spars, the maneuver is performed, the ship heads to the wind, 
and four hundred human lives are saved. 

England would have knighted this young hero. In this country we 
can not do that, but the Government can do something. It commends 
him, and asks Congress to give his services to the United States. 

It needs such men. They would do honor to any service. After 
this gallant deed young Jackson returns to the Naval Academy, and 
successfully passed all the examinations required for a permanent po- 
sition as a naval officer, but owing to the limited number of vacancies - 
and a strict construction of the law of August, 1882, he lost an oppor- 
tunity to follow the honorable profession of his choice, and the Gov- 
ernment was deprived of the services of a brave and efficient officer. 

I will read some of the correspondence which refers to the circani- 
stances which I have briefly narrated: 

Caplain Farquhar to the Secretary of the Navy, commending Cadet R. H. Jackson. 
Wasntsoron, D. C., October 26, 1889. 


© notice of the Navy Department. 
Very ly, your obedient servant, 
N. H. FARQUHAR, 
Captain, U. & Navy, lately in Command of the U. & S. Trenton. 
Hon. B. F. Tracy, Secretary of tang. * 

Upon the receipt of this communication the Secretary of the Navy, 
Mr. Tracy, addressed the following letter to late Naval Cadet Jackson: 
The Secretary of the Navy to R, H. Jackson, late Naval Cadet, 

Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, October 28,1382. ~ 
Sin: I take pleasure in furnishing you with a copy of a communication ad- 
dressed to the Department on the 2th instant by Capt. N. Farquhar, late com- 
manding officer of the U. S. S. Trenton, in which he bri to its noticean act 
the occasion the wreck of t vessel, which re- 


ou led the way, and set a good example to the men. 
z exhibited 


B. F. TRACY, Secretary of the Navy. 
Mr. R. H. Jacxsox, 


Late Cadet, U. S. Navy, University of Virginia, Charlottesville, Va. 

I beg to call notice to the fact that the Secretary ot the Navy ad- 
dresses him at the University of Virginia, not idle as some young men 
would be under such circumstances, but hard at work in the higher 
courses taught to post graduates at that excellent university The Ox- 
ford of America. How much the Government needs such men! 

Cadet Jackson replies to the Secretary of the Navy, as I will read, and 
I call special attention to his allusion to his love for the naval profes- 
sion: 

USIVERSITY oF VIRGISIA, VIRGINIA, December 17, 1889. 


Sm: to the Department's complimentary letter addressed to 
me, and dated 23, 1509, I have the honor tostato that it ia my intention 
to make application to Congress 3 the present sesston for the authority 
necessary for my appointment as an gu apr tary to take rank after the 


last one of my who was «ppointed ‘ 
The Department has ed my conduct on the occasion of the wreck of 
the Trenton at Samoa in last so favorably that I feel encouraged to a ` 
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its 23 — at least its approval, in securing the legislation necessary for 
my appoi ent. * 

n support ot my claim for the special consideration which I ask, I would state 
that I have successfully passed the examinations ulred for the grade of en- 
sign, and Lode ie gh cu has especially commended me for the part I took in 
making s ul the very maneuver which Captain Farquhar, in his official 
report to Admiral Kimberly, says saved the lives of four hundred men from 
certain destruction, 

Besides this, I would urge my love for the naval profession, to which I have 
already devoted six years of my life, and the evidences of my aptitude for it, 
shown in the testimonials from the officers under whom I have served. 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
7. se R. H. JACKSON. 


The SECRETARY OF THE Navy, 
Washington, D. C. 

Captain Farquhar, the officer who commanded the Trenton at Samoa, 
learning of Mr. Jackson’s desire to secure a commission, writes the fol- 
lowing letter to Secretary Tracy: 

Wasusncton, D. C., January 4, 1890. 

Sır: I understand that the friends of Mr. Jackson, formerly of the Navy, and 
who was on the Trenton during the disaster at Samoa, intend to ask Con- 
gress to restore him to the Navy as the junior line officer of the service. 

It would seem that such action would only be a proper recognition ot the gal- 
lant service of Mr. Jackson. 

It must be borne in mind that at the time Mr. Jackson led the sailors of the 
Trenton into the rigging the Trenton was without steam, her fires having been 
put out, and without a rudder, it having been carried away in the hurricane; 
that there were about four hundred and fifty persons on board of the Trenton, 
about equal in number to those on board of the other two ships of the squadron, 
and that notwithstanding the other vessels had full steam-power they were 
wrecked early in the day, with a considerable loss of life. The nton,by means 
of storm sails and putting men in the rigging, was enabled to keep head to wind 
and sea, and thus keep afloat all day, and finally after night dragged upon 
the reef, with the loss of only one life. It will be thus seen that Mr. Jackson's 
re example in horgas the men into the rigging bore excellent fruit, and 

trust the Department will recommend the legislation he seeks. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

N. H. FARQUHAR, 
> Caplain, United States Navy, 

Hon. B. F, Tracy. 

Secretary of the Navy. 

The Secretary, with this correspondence before him, voluntarily ad- 
dressed the following letter to Cadet Jackson: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 29, 1890. 

Sin. I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 17th instant, 
stating your intention to apply to Congress for appointment as an ensign in 
the Navy, and to say that such an application will not be opposed by the De- 
partment, and will be looked upon favorably. 


F B. F. TRACY 


Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr, R. H. JACKSON 

~ University of Virginia, Virginia. 

True copy from the records of the Navy Department, 

JOHN W. HOGG. 

Two days afterwards, on January 31, I introduced a resolution, of 
which the following is a copy: 

Whereas Richard II. Jackson, a resident of Alabama, having passed all the 
examinations required for the grade of ensign in the Navy, was honorably dis- 
charged from the service by the operation of the law of August, 1882, which 
limits the appointments to the Navy; and 

Whereas the said Richard II. Jackson did, on the oocasion of the wreck of 
the United States steamer Trenton, at Samoa, in March, 1839, behave with con- 
spicuous gallantry by leading the men into the mizzen rigging to form a sail, 
when this position in the rigging was one of great danger, as the mast was lia- 
ble to be carried away and fall overboard when the ship struck ; and did thereby 
contribute ly to the success of the maneuver which,the captain of the Tren- 
ton in his official report to the Admiral says, saved the lives of four hundred 
men from certain destruction: Therefore, 

Resolved, etc., That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to nominate and by and with the advice and consent of the Senate 
to appointthe said Richard H. Jackson an ensign on the active-list of the Navy, 
to take position at the foot of the officers hat grade. 


In February the slow methods of the House induced me to ask Sen- 
ator PoGH to present the same resglution to the Senate, and on April 
12 it was unanimously passed by that body and transmitted to this 
House. 

From that time to this the friends of this measure have sought to 
bring it before this body for consideration, but thus far without suc- 
cess. I am glad to be afforded an opportunity to say a few words in 
addition to what has been so well said by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Here is a case where a young man so distinguished himself in that 
terrible scene of death at Samoa that the officers of the Navy urge in 
the very strongest possible language that the Government should have 
the benefit of the services of so gallant and spirited a young man. The 
Committee on Naval Affairs promptly took up the matter, promptly 
concurred in the recommendation of the Secretary of the Navy, and 
promptly reported the bill to this House. The members of that com- 
mittee have sought an opportunity over and over again to get that bill 
before the House so that it could be passed and the recommendation 
of the Navy Department carried into effect. 

I hope such an opportunity will soon come; but I am glad my 
friend from Kentucky has brought the matter up to illustrate the im- 
possibility of getting bills through in the regular way, even though they 
be of such unquestioned propriety as the measure to which I have ad- 
dressed my remarks. 

It is not for young Jackson alone that this bill should be Itis 


not alone for the 8 securing to the Navy the service of this gal- 
ancestry before him were brave and noble 


lant young officer, w 


soldiers, but above and beyond all this it is to announce to the young 
men of the Army and Navy that heroic deeds are to receive the notice, 
commendation, and reward of the Government. 

{Here the hammer fell. 

The CHAIRMAN, In the absence of objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be regarded as withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay bills due persons for coal, reservations on contracts, and general equip- 
ment stores, being for the service of the year 1889. and to reimburse the 
appropriation “ Expenses of the revenuc-cutter service, 1889,“ $2,090.58, being for 
coal supplied to United States Navy in Alaska, for the ‘service of the fiscal year 
1889, $15.283.59. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I do this for the purpose of calling the attention of the committee to 
this item and the two just preceding it, with reference to the purchase 
of coal supplies for our Navy. Weare building up, asis well known, an 
entirely new class of war vessels, fast steam cruisers, and the coal bills 
of the United States are liable to be increased in a very rapid degree 
to supply them, For my own part I have always advocated as a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Naval Affairs of this House that we should 
not dispense with the use of sail power on these new vessels, 

The tendency of the age—at least the tendency in our Navy—is some- 
what in the direction as these new vessels are turned out of dispensing 
just as far as possible with masts and sails, and I have sought the floor 
at this time for the purpose of calling the attention of the committee and 
of the country to what I consider to be an exceedingly erroneous policy 
and one calculated to greatly increase the expenditure that we make 
for coal for our Navy in time of There is no good reason, as far 
as I can see, why a vessel should not proceed when leaving our harbors, 
and making ordinary cruises, as much as possible under sail and a light 
head of steam. 

The fact is that if our vessels when they leave our ports and voyage 
to foreign ports are to proceed to lower the record by crowding on steam 
they will necessarily consume vast quantities of coal, which will con- 
stitute a formidable item of expense, and there is no limit whatever to 
the possible amount of coal that may be consumed on such trials. 
If that policy is to continue, it will not be at all surprising to find 
many such items of deficiency in bills hereafter such as we now find 
incorporated in the pending bill. 

But this last item which has been read, and to which I have now 
called attention, brings up the question of our service in Behring Sea, 
and while, Mr. Chairman,I have no desire to precipitate a debate on 
that spare as to what our State Department is accomplishing with: 

to the protection and preservation of our rights there and the 
settlement of the open question regarding the same, I do desire to call 
attention to the fact that it iscurrently reported, and as far as Iam aware 
has not been denied by any authority or from any quarter, that orders 
were given to the captains of our revenue-cutters in Behring Sea to 
make no seizures whatever of persons unlawfully, as isclaimed by Mr. 
Blaine, taking seals in those waters; and while in the diplomatic cor- 
respondence forwarded to the House by the State Department there is, 
as is eminently proper, no disclosure upon that point made to a rather 
peremptory demand of a foreign power or as to the orders which were 
given to the captains of our cruisers there by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, the President, or either of them, yet I understand the humiliat- 
ing fact to be that while on the surface of the proceedings we do in- 
sist on the enforcement of our rights to that sea, which compel us in 
order to protect them to make seizures of vessels found poaching in 
those waters, yet as a matter of fact that our captains were simply in- 
structed not to insist on the policy; and that to-day when our cutters 
are there sup to be looking after the poachers, acting contra bonos 
mores, in the language of Mr. Blaine, they are really doing nothing. 

That js all to be true, and as it is now the season when the 
poachers come into those waters to seal in the open sea, our cutters 
are, it is alleged, under secret instructions not to enforee our own de- 
mands, because it may be said, and probably will be said, on the other 
side of the ocean and in Canada, that there is presented a formidable 
array of war vessels on the part of Great Britain which are anchored 
at the Esquimalt, in Vancouver, and which we fear. 

It is due to the people, therefore, if the Government believes, as I 
understand, our case to be a just one, and that we have an absolute 
right of property in these animals, and are bound in good morals to 
protect them, that our case should be frankly and manfully concluded 
in an open and honorable way. I say we should either maintain our 
right as we construe it ourselves, without regard to the presence of any 
armed foreign power, or else let it be known in a frank way, to our 
own people at least, that we are simply making a show of resistance to 
the aggressions of the foreigners, and that we do not insist upon the 
right claimed by Mr. Blaine; and hence that our cutters are there act- 


ively engaged in watching the foreign sealers in a sort of Pickwickian 
way. e are too great a nation to be bluffed or to engage in mere 
b ocii 


0. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 
Mr. McADOO. Certainly. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not quite catch the drift of my friend’s crit- 
icism, as to whether he is urging that this service in Behring Sea af- 
fords any reason for the expenditure of coal for the Navy Department 


X 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 


` 


8129 


or not. I presume my col league is aware of the fact that the vessels in 
Behring Sea do not ſorm any part of our Navy? 

Mr. McADOO. Of course not. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then I do not exactly understand my friend’s 
criticism. My friend started into a coal-mine and came out in Behring 
Sea; and it becomes almost a matter of impossibility to follow him. 

Mr. McADOO. You will always find me in the clear light of day 
where any man cansee and understand what I am after, and not buried 
in a coal or other mine. If the gentleman had listened to my re- 
marks—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand the gentleman from New Jersey to 
say that the revenue-cutters in Behring Sea have instructions from the 
Government not to seize British sealers, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman’s authority for that statement? 

Mr. McADOO. Simply the general statements given in reputable 
newspapers throughout the United States. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ah! : 

Mr. McADOO. Of course I am not in the confidence of the State 
rtment nor of the officials there; if I was, no one would bemore 

delighted to inform the gentleman from Maine than myself. 

r. DINGLEY. But the gentleman is aware that in 1888 the reve- 

nue-cutters sent out to Behring Sea had instructions not to seize ves- 

sels encroaching on those waters, and at the same time the Canadian 

Government was informed of the fact. 

Mr. McADOO. I have no such information, and I doubt very much 
if the gentleman from Maine has. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, undoubtedly; it is a matter of record. 

Mr. MCADOO. I should be very glad to have the evidence of that 
statement. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is a matter of record, and is furnished in the 
testimony taken by the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Mr. McADOO. I understand the gentleman to say that in 1888 our 
revenue-cutters were instructed to make no seizures ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. That was in 1888, but there is no authority for 
any such statement for the present year. 

Mr. MCADOO. I make it on the general report, on the statements 
in the reputable newspapers of the country. 

Mr. PETERS. How do the newspapers know anything more about 
it than we do? 

Mr. McADOO. And I base the statement on the fact that no seiz- 
ures have been made. 

Mr. DINGLEY. How do you know they have not been made? It 
is a long way to the Behring Sea, and there is no telegraph line reach- 
ing within thousands of miles of there. 

r. MCADOO. The first seizure that would be made on the Behring 
Sea to-day would be telegraphed through ample facilities in and about 
that region all over the United States in twenty-four hours, and while 
I think that the seizures that were formerly made were mere informal 
seizures, and that they did not seize a vessel absolutely, but went 
through the form of putting one poor jack tar on board of a lize British 
ler and letting her sail away to Victoria, or wherever she wished, 
where she landed our poor Yankee sailor-man in good condition and hon- 
est Jack could find the way across the line the best he could; while it 
was simply a sort of burlesque or opéra bouffe war, and while I agree 
with the gentleman that there has never been actual physical seizure 
of these sealers, yet even the informal merry war seizures have 
ceased 


While it is a matter that is well known to everybody in the United 
States that a whole fleet of sealers have gone out from Victoria and 
Vancouver's Island, and from the whole Pacific coast, sailing under the 
British flag, to catch these animals and shoot them and get their pelts, 
not even a comedy informal seizure has been made, and the charge I 
have referred to is backed up by the fact of this failure. An open 
truce, pending an honorable settlement, or strict enforcement of such 
rights as can he generally acknowledged and insisted upon by all our 
people, seems to me to be the open ways in keeping with our self-re- 

t. 


lr. DINGLEY. Now, will the gentleman give the name of any 
newspaper which is authority for his statement that revenue-cutters 
have Teen sent out with instructions not to seize sealers found violating 
the laws? 

Mr. McADOO. I am not here for the purpose of advertising any 
newspaper. I have no office where my advertising rates are given. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think the gentleman has stated something that 
has not appeared in any newspaper. 

Mr. MCADOO. It wasin one of theleading papers published in the 
city of New Vork. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Name the paper. 5 

Mr. MCADOO. As I have a good many friends among the newspa- 
per men, I do not want to advertise one over another. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. There is no danger of a statement of 
that kind about this matter increasing the circulation of the paper any. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay bills due persons for coal, reservations on contracts, and general equip- 
ment stores, being for the service of the fiscal year 1889, and to reimburse the 
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for coal supplied to United sidten Navy in Alaska, for the service of thò La 
year 1889, $15 ,283,59. 

Mr. McADOO. It is in all the newspapers, and a gentleman so well 
acquainted with maritime mattersas the gentleman from Maine, and who 
is so thoroughly cognizant of all the facts, knows that if we wanted to 
catch a sealer, with the whole fleet of schooners and the steamer that 
has gone ap there to take the pelts—if we wanted to catch a sealer 
amongst all that fleet up there, we would have no difficulty in finding 
the poachers; and although it is now in the season when the full fleet 
are poaching upon what Secretary Blaine insists are our preserves, the 
fact that not one has been caught backs up the charge that they are 
simply for a show and not intended to catch any ssalers, 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I move to strike out the last word. I have had 
no desire, Mr. Chairman, to interrupt the very excellent progress that 
has been made in soiree of this bill. Yet it seems to me that the 
continuity of the record of the proceedings of to-day, which were in- 
terrupted in the early part of the afternoon by some very melancholy 
remarks from the other side of the Chamber, will be best completed 
by calling attention to the fact that the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 
the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress, under date of March 
3, 1887, e 2688, devotes nearly four pages of its space to a corre- 
spondence in which is set forth the vehement protest of leading mem- 
bers of the Democratic party against the arbitrary, tyrannical, and, to 
borrow the phrase of the tleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE], ‘‘usurpatory’’ and ‘revolutionary ” action of the Speaker of 
the House [Mr. CARLISLE] in refusing to recognize a member in be- 
half of a measure which it was alleged bad the support not simply of 
the majority, not simply of a political section of the House, but, as 
was alleged by those gentlemen, the support of two-thirds or more of 
the House of Representatives. 

On February 8, 1887, the Hon. Jonx S. HENDERSON, George D. 
Wise, and Samuel J. Randall addressed to the Hon. JOHN G. CAR- 
LISLE, as Speaker of the House, a letter beginning as follows: 


WASHINGTON, February 8, 1887. 

DEAR Sir: We regret exceedingly that you could not see your way clear to 
give recognition on yesterday to some Democrat to enable him “to move to 
suspend the rules for the purpose of giving the House an opportunity of con- 
sidering the question of the total repeal of the internal-revenue tax on tobacco,” 
Your refusal to give this recognition, together with your letter of the 7th in- 
stant, deserves more than passing notice. If two-thirds or more of the House 
are in favor of such repeal it was a grave responsibility for you to oppose such 
alarge majority of the Representatives of the ple. Assuming, however, for 
the sake of the argument, that the friends of the proposition constitute a less 
number than two-thirds, their strength is certainly such that they ought to have 
been permitted to test thesense of the House 7 7 the question, especially since 
the country is watching with intense interest the action of the House in respect 
thereto, and the constituents of a large number of the members of the House 
have been urging them to obtain, if possible, a consideration of this subject. 

We do not wish to be misunderstood. We earnestly desire from a party 
standpoint that ition should have been given 8 to make the 
motion, but we would vote cheerfully for the proposition whether made bys 
Democrat or by a Republican. 

Following that up, another committee of eminent Democrats, con- 
sisting of Hons. Samuel J. Randall, of Pennsylvania; A. J. Warner, 
of Ohio; Barclay Henley, of California; WILLIAM MCADOO, of New 
Jersey; JOHN S. HENDERSON, of North Carolina; George D. Wise, of 
Virginia, and Edward J. Gay, of Louisiana, emphasized the 
and added to it-their denunciation of the attempt of the Democratic 
steering committee for the exercise of this tory power by 
which it was seeking to control the legislation of the House, 

The question is not a =o y question, for Re- 
ublicans differ on it as do Democrats; the differences 


not o! 
them their right and duty to act in accordance with their own convictions, but 
compel them to act contrary to their obligations as faithful representatives of 
the people who have sent them here. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I have no desire, and I am happy to say I do 
not feel it necessary to attempt the defense of my distinguished col- 
league, the Speaker of the House, from the kind of remarks which have 
been directed towards him from certain sources to-day. It is enough 
to say of him, Mr. Chairman, that as a man, as a gentleman, as a par- 
liamentarian, as a statesman, in every relation and in every position - 
in the course of private or public life, nothing but courtesy and for- 
bearance would restrain me from challenging a comparison with any of 
his predecessorsin that eminent position. Forbearing from making the 
challenge, I only say that the com n is most cheerfully welcomed. 

The gentleman from Kentucky, in the course of his remarks and su 
plementing his assault upon the Speaker, and through the Speaker the 
majority of the Republicans of the House and country, seemed to in- 
dicate that the great focus of grievance centered around the passage of 
the national election law. I listened to the gentleman with that atten- 
tion which I always givé to his sibilant remarks, and as with a tearful 
flow of his oratory he made a plaintive appeal to somebody to rise up 
and save the people of his section from some great calamity, from some 
great invasion, or outrage, or disaster that was to come upon them, I 
was led to reread to see if my eyes had deceived me in regard to some 
extracts from the official report of a committee of this House in a case 
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— the seat of one of its members. The Committee on Elections 


The State and nation were horrified. = 

Referring to events that occurred in the region where this Arcadian 
simplicity and harmony prevail. ~ 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman allow meto interrupt him? 
I am a member of that committee, and say no such report has been 
made. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, in order that there may be no 
misunderstanding, I will state that I am reading what p rts to be 
a part of the report of the majority of the Committee on Elections in 
the Clayton-Breckinridge case. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No such report has been made as yet. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It has been agreed to by the majority, and I am 
informed that copies have been furnished to the gentleman from Ohio 
and his associates on the committee. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No such copies have been furnished. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will read on. 

The State and nation wero horrified. Rewards were offered and the com- 
munity of Morrillton, near which the murder occurred, passed appropriate 
resolutions, but no earnest altempt to aid in bringing the murderers to justice 
has been made by the local authorities, The efforts of the governor have been 
in vain. Much of the work done has been upon a mistaken idea, and due 
weight has not been given to the suspicion that should naturally attach to the 
ballot-box thieves, 5 X 3 5 5 


No reasonable explanation of the murder appears, except that some of the 
ballot-box thieves, 88 taking of the testimony progressing, killed Colo- 
nel Clayton to suppress the investigation. No other motive is possible. 

The necessity for the enactment of some laws which will prevent ballot-box 
stealing and murder from conferring a prima facie title to a seat in Congress is 
evident from the result in this contest. Had such laws been in force as would 
have prevented the contestee from taking his seat with such a title no one 
would have attempted to confer such title by stealing the ballot-box. Evidently 
ballot-box stealing was looked upon asa joke in that community, until the 
„ that have resulted have appalled the good people of the 
ooun . 

Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I desire to say that from the represent- 
atives of that system—— 

Mr. MAISH. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. From the exponents of that kind of politics de- 
traction and aspersion hurled upon the Speaker of the Kepublican 
House of Representatives which turns at last to the plain duty of en- 
acting legislation which shall enable every citizen of the United States 
to enjoy the privileges of citizenship—l say that detraction from that 
source and aspersion coming thence upon the Speaker of this House 
will be accepted and regarded by the country as constituting a high 
form of public eulogy. [Loud applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BRECKINR E, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Maine 
unconsciously, no doubt, did me a great injustice which I am not will- 
ing for a moment to lie under. I made no appeal to the gentleman 


~. from Maine for either justice or help or propriety, and when he thought 


I did he was in error concerning me. Iam entirely indifferent about 
what he may desire to do and does. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 
I appealed from such Representatives as he to what I believe to be the 
good people in such districts, and it is because I do believe that there 
are good people in all the districts of America that I have hope for the 
future of our country; for if that future were in such hands I would 
despair of its honor and its glory. [Applause on the Democraticside. ] 

Mr. Chairman, he has not read from a report made by a committee 
of this House, In defiance of the rules of decorum, in the teeth of 
every dictate of propriety, in the very face of every rule of parliament- 
ary decency, a paper has been given to the public press as if it were 
a report adopted by a committee of this House and submitted to the 
House, and it is but a fitting accompaniment of the gentleman’s speech 
that he, who is to be a judge in the case, should accept this paper, 
given to the press in that way, as proof of the matter therein stated. 

That is exactly the charge which the Democratic party brings against 
the gentleman and those of his colleagues who are like him, that they 
need no testimony, that they require no record, that they do not de- 
mand any proof, but that any mendacious slander against a Southern 
man receives their ready and willing credence. It is precisely that 
of which we complain. I will not argue that report now. I will not 
now undertake to show what is in it that ought not to be in it. I will 
leave that until it comes properly before the House. I have not seen 
= 3 not what is contained in it, except what the gentleman 

r 

Ishall wait until the testimony accompanies it, and when the testi- 
mony in the case comes in and the action of that committee comes be- 
fore this House for criticism I shall attempt to give it the fair examination 
and consideration which it deserves. My relative who is spoken of in 
the paper is not on the floor, or I would not have said anything on that 
subject. In his absence I wish to say a word. Criticism has been 
made upon him because he did not resign his seat in Congress. I 
share with him that responsibility. 

When he came to me and asked myadvice—hbearing my name, with 
common blood, having known him since he was an infant, having 
loved him as if he were a younger brother, bound tohim by many ties, 
both directly and through the family into which he married—I at- 
tempted to give him such advice as I would give to a younger brother, 


- - 
I said, sais cany for you ͤ tat seak, go back: to pour people, ` 


be re-elected, and come back here with an unchallenged co: on, 
That is the dictate of ease. That is the dictate of cowardice, But If 
your people are worthy of you, and you are worthy of them, stand in 


your place and allow anexamination. Stand the ‘racket’ of the chal- 
lenge that has been submitted and see what the truth is. Do not seek 
an easy escape by a cowardly resignation, to be followed by an easy and 
unchallenged re-election.” Mr. Chairman, the seat in Congress, hon- 
orable as it is, does not compare in value with a good conscience and 
a fairand a spotless reputation, He knew that he had done nothing to 
be ashamed of. He knew that the truth when it was fairly tested and 
fairly found would notaffecthim. Butevenif he had not known that, 
it was his duty as a brave and upright gentleman to stand in his place, 
allow the investigation to go on, and, whatever judgment was fairly to 
be passed upon him and upon his people, submit to that judgment. 

I do not hesitate to say that, looking back upon it, the advice which 
I gave him was the advice which a kinsman ought to have given to a 
younger kinsman. He ought not to have resigned and gone back and 
received a new election, and, coming back here with that new election, 
defied an investigation. I do not believe there is a gentleman on 
either side of the House, I do not believe there is a brave and upright 
man on either side who will examine into the question, who will not 
say that he did what ought to have been done by him under the cir- 
cumstances. He could have had an unchallenged seat in this House 
for the last seven months. He could have evaded an investigation. 
All that was required was that he should have resigned his seat, and 
his people would have sent him back withoutany serious contest. But 
he did not do it, and he did right in not doing it. 

One word more. I do not intend to draw comparisons between the 
Speaker of the House and the Speaker who preceded him. The coun- 
try may do that. I have nothing to say about it. The country does 
draw comparisons. No man occupies a position so distinguished as the 
Speakership that the country does not compare him with all his prede- 
cessors. But let that go. I have no care about that. I know what 
the country thinks of the distinguished Kentuckian who has gone to 
the other branch of Congress. Neither the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. BOUTELLE] nor I can change that; and the forbearance of the 
gentleman from Maine is a mere dress-parade forbearance covering 
something that he would fain insinuate. 

But I care nothing abont it, Nothing that the gentleman from 
Maine can say can affect the standing which that Senator, the former 
Speaker of this House, has before the country. But, Mr. 

I do protest against the statement of a majority, or part of a commit- 
tee of this House, before the trial of the cause, in the teeth of the rules 
of parliamentary decorum which require that reports shall come into 
the House before they are made use of elsewhere, being accepted as 
true statements and as proof of the character of the Southern people. 
But, Mr, Chairman, even those statements do not affect my region of 


country. No contest has ever occurred here from my district within - 


my memory. Ihave never known the time when there was a contested 
election in the district which I represent. We have our contests; we 
have our charges backward and forward; but never in all my memory 
has there been a contest on this floor from that district; if there ever 
was one it has passed entirely out of my mind. 

The gentlemen from the northern districts, from one end to the other, 
are putting their money into every part of the South. The mountains 
of Kentucky have already had millions of northern capital buried in 
their bosoms, out of which are being taken millions of dollars’ worth 
of iron and coal. Alabama furnaces are emitting their smoke, which 
is incense to industry, by means of northern capital. Our Southern 
men are coming to New York, and, like Inman and others, controlling 
great industrial enterprises. 

Our people have but one future. Our country must be one. We 
have no divided future; and all I said to-day in the unex 
I made (for I had no anticipation of saying a word in the debate) was 
an honest plea, which I am ready to repeat in any part of America, 
not to gentlemen like the gentleman from Maine, but to patriots who 
love their country, statesmen who want to devise what is for its best 
interests, gentlemen who know what is honest and brave, to give to us 
of the South the same judgment they give to each other, and unite 
with us, not in keeping off an impending calamity, but in der 
on a glorious and rich prosperity. [Applause on the Democratic si aT 

Mr. BOUTELLE/ Mr. Chairman, I hardiy supposed I would be re- 
sponsible for unloosing another torrent of such eloquence as has just 
pret itself over the House. In my experience the impudence of 

mocratic Bourbonism has become the colossal phenomenon of the 
nineteenth century. [Laughter and applause.] I believe I have 
never said anything on the floor of this House, which happened to dis- 
please any gentleman on the other side, that he did not immediately 
take an appeal from me to my constituents. How far the gentlemen 
over there have been flattered and gratified by the success of that 
operation I leave them to determine. So far as Iam at present ad- 
vised, it has never given me any great inconvenience. 

Another form of this peculiar self-satisfaction which the Democratic 
Bourbonism of the South affects isin impeaching the patriotism of peo- 
ple on this side of the Chamber. I do notthink I need make any con- 
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siderable argument on that 
tinguished gentleman from 


int. Ofcourse I am sorry that the dis- 
entucky is so fearful thatthe honor of my 
country may not be safe in my hands; but I assure him I am not at all 
troubled about it, and my constituentsare not at all troubled aboutit, 

so far as I know, 
I am disposed to think that if the gentleman will take this subject 


to himself after he home and has divested himself of the effects of 
this arena, in which his eloquence almost always takes one form and 
assumes a familiar tone, he will be inclined to suspect that a fair ex- 
amination of the record would show that up to this time the honor of 
the country has been quite as safe in my hands as it has been in his. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 
At any rate, I may tell the gentleman that when he talks about ap- 
ing from me to my constituents he only repeats in another form a 
remark made by the gentleman from Georgia a few years ago—perhaps 
only a year ago—that if he knew of a Democrat who lived in my dis- 
trict who would not get up in the morning and travel all day to yote 
against me, he should think he was a pretty poor Democrat. 

Sa should J. And that is about what the Democrats do in my dis- 
trict. They are that kind of Democrats, And the difference between 
my district and some other sections is that after they have gotten up in 
the morning and ridden all day to get to the polls to casta vote against 
me, we permit them to cast it; and then we meet them and beat them 
at the polls. [Applause on the Republican side.] And we count the 
votes as they are cast; we return them honestly; we give full effect to 
the verdict of the people. 

The only attempt that was ever made upon the soil of Maine to 
vitiate the will of the people as expressed at the polls was by a Demo- 
cratic governor and council, who attempted to imitate the bad example 
set them by you gentlemen of the South. [Applause.] I am very 
largely indebted for a seat in this House, so far asa man may consider 
himself indebted for a seat in Congress under present circumstances 
with such a minority to deal with as we have here [laughter], to the 
humble part I took in unearthing, exposing, and defeating that mon- 
strous and monumental Democratic villainy in the State of Maine. 
And in defeating it the supreme judiciary of my State, in three mag- 
nificent opinions and deliverances which stand to-day at the very bed- 
rock of the principles on which this representative Government is 
founded, laid down the bases upon which the national election law of 
this Congress has been built. [Applause.] 

Further than that, I tell the gentleman, we will not only give you 
an appeal to my constituents, we will not only give you a free ballot 
and a fair count, but if any Democrat in the Fourth Congressional dis- 
trict of Maine can defeat me or come within hail of defeating me at 
the polls and shall feel justified in instituting a contest under the laws 
of the United States, I, with my friends, will furnish him every facility 
to make good his claim before the House; we will not murder him in 
the dark like a dog. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The gentleman talks about the “‘impropriety’’ of referring to these 
matters. I admire—I admire, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman’s nerve 
in making that criticism after the style of remarks he indulged in to- 
day on the floor of the House. I have read what purports to be, not 
the snap judgment of members of Congress who have not examined the 
record, but what purport to be the deliberate findings of a majority of 
the grand inquisition of this House [derisive laughter on the Dem- 
ocratic side, and cries of Inquisition? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ‘‘ Inquisition” is good. 

Mr. BOUTELLE (continuing). Sitting to determine upon the right 
of a member toa seat upon this floor. [Derisive laughter on the Demo- 
cratic side.] Yes, I say the great inquisition of this House, and if the 
habits and traditions of the gentlemen of the South have been such as 

to lead them to give only one definition and signification to that word, 
I want to assure them that under the operation of the national election 
law we will liberalize their education in that regard. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] We will try to teach them that there can bean 
inguisition for truth and right, as we have it in this country, where 
nee government is something more than a mockery. 

e gentleman from Kentucky appeals ſor peace and fraternal 
ſeeling between the sections. ere, let me ask, is the disturbing 
element? Who is disturbing the peace between the sections? [Cries 
of You!” on the Democratic side.] He talks of the great industries 
that are being promoted and fostered in the South. Whence come the 
hands that are fostering them? There has not been a month in the 
past calendar year in which the columns of my paper have not borne 
advertisements of men visiting my sechion of the country collecting 
money to take South and make its waSte places to blossom like the 
rose. 

To-day some of the leading enterprises of the very State of Alabama, 
to which the gentleman refers, are being carried on by gentlemen trom 
the State which I have the honor in part to represent. We do not want 
to check them. Weare perfectly willing that our people shall go forth, 
not only with the olive ch of brotherhood, but with that encour- 
agement, with all of that substantial aid, which is enabling you to 
work out a better destiny than stuffing ballot-boxes or assassinating con- 
testants for seats in Congress, = 

We do not object that some of our people go to you, notwithstanding 


the fact that you are taunting us that we do not grow in population 
as some sections of the country do. We know that wherever aman 
from Maine shall build his home there will be the residence of a 
citizen, a loyal home beneath the flag of the American Re 

And we are glad to send them to you if they wish to go. 

A MEMBER. They need them. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Les, you need them, my friend here says. Your 
prosperity can never excite envy or jealousy in our hearts. But we 
draw the line when it comes to the sacrificing of every right of Ameri- 
can citizenship. [Applause on Republican side. ] 

Tremember, Mr. Chairman, reading from a debate in the other Cham- 
ber years ago, in the old slavery days, whena Senator from the South— 
and I think, with all due deference, that my friend from Kentucky 
must have sat at his feet, for he, too, was one of those lachrymose ora- 
tors of the South, one of those gentlemen who would speak in an obitu- 
ary tone to a point of order [laughter], one of those gifted persons who 
would scatter flowers of rhetoric overa motion to adjourn—was lament- 
ing the attempt to abolish slavery because it would break up all the 
delightful and beautiful relations of the family, and he said among 
other things: 

There is my old mammy who nursed me at her breast, that old colored nurse 
who is as much a part of my home and family as myself or my children, and 
joy. thie Inve Saas yon TADOR Oo enransin aeaerd 65 Kanunac i 2 uld decide to 
move there, I would have to leave my dear old mammy behi : 

It was a gentleman from Maine, one of those plain-spoken, matter- 
of-fact men from Maine, Hon. William Pitt Fessenden, who inter- 
polated the pertinent remark that no one in the world had the slight- 
est objection to the gentleman taking hisold mammy into the State of 
Kansas if he wanted to; that what was objected to was his attemp: 
tosell her after he got her there. [Laughteron the Republican side. 
So, Mr. Chairman, I say to the gentleman, in closing, that we are - 
ing to hold out the right hand of fellowship to you, in every regard, to 
encourage and aid in everything that goes to build up your prosperity. 

Why, great heavens! we are absolutely fi upon you—if I were 
to indulge in current Democratic phraseology might say that we 
are ‘‘ramming down your throats ’’—tariff legislation which is more 
calculated to benefit the South than any other section of the country, for 
under it the Southern States have shown a greater degree of prosperity 
and advanced more rapidly in wealth than any other section during 
the past twenty-five years. And yet you are almost the only people 
who are fighting it. 

We are willing to do all of this and more; we are willing to foster 
your industries; we are willing to send you a generous share of our 
working capital; we are willing to send our people to live among you, 
to worship at the same temple; but we want them to vote at the same 
ballot-box. [Applause.] We are unwilling to send them there to be 
murdered because of their political convictions or ostracized because 
they claim the political rights of American citizenship, [Applause on 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. 
o'clock. One gentleman has made an openin on this subject 
and another has answered it, and I think this would be a very good 
time to have an adjournment, I move that the committee do now 


rise. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I only desire to say, Mr. 
Chairman, that if the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] is satis- 
fied, and if gentlemen upon his side of the House are ed with 
what the gentleman from Maine hassaid, I will Sy also to be satisfied. 

Several Republican MEMBERS. We are satisfied. 

The motion of Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Payson reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration a bill 
(H. R, 11459) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


GOODRICH VS. BULLOCK, 


Mr. ROWELL. Ipresenta privileged report in the contested-election 
case of Goodrich rs, Bullock, and I ask the Clerk to read the accom- 
panying resolutions. 

The Clerk read as foliows: : 

Resolved, That Robert Bullock was not elected a Representative in the Fifty- 
first Congress from the Second Congressional district of Florida, and is noten- 
titled to retain a seat therein. 

Resolved, That Fred L. Goodrich was elected a Representative in the Fifty- 
5 from the Second Congressional district of Florida, and is efititled 

e 

Mr. ROWELL. I ask that the minority of the committee have leave 
to file a report. 

The SPEAKER. The minority of the committee have leave to file 
a report unless objection is made. [After a pause.] The Chair bears 
no objection. The will be ted and lie over. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 


LAND OFFICE AT LEWISTOWN, MONT. , 
Mr. CARTER, Mr. Speaker, pending the motion to adjourn, I de- 


ENDERSON, of Iowa, Mr. Chairman, it is now half past 5 
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sire to offer ajoint resolution correcting the spelling of a name in alaw 
passed in April last. y 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 209) to amend the ‘‘Act to establish two additional 
land offices in the State of Montana,“ approved April 1, 1890. 

Whereas in an act of Congress entitled “An act to establish two additional 
Jand offices in the State of Montana,” approved April 1, 1890, the name of the 
town wherein the office of the Judith land district is located was erroncously 

Lewiston instead of Lewistown: Therefore, for the purpose of correct- 
ing said error, 
it resolved, etc., That the letter “n” be stricken out of the last word in seo- 
tion 2 of said act and that the letters “ wn" be inserted in lieu thereof, so that 
said word as corrected shall be spelled Lewistown. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution? 

pi BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, has the bill creating this office become 
a law? ‘ 

Mr. CARTER. It has. 

Mr. BYNUM. And you propose to amend it by this resolution? 

Mr. CARTER. I pro to correct this error in the name. 

Mr. BYNUM, That is undoubtedly a good thing to do, and I make 
no objection. 

The joint resolution was read a first and second time and ordered to 
be and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
_ cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

y LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, indefinitely, on account of illness. 

To Mr. SHIVELY, for one week, on account of illness in his family. 

To Mr. FINLEY, indefinitely, on account of illness in his family. 

The motion of Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, was then agreed to; and ac- 
cordingly (at 5 o’clock and 33 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


DISBURSING CLERK OF THE DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 


A communication from the Secretary of the Interior, recommending 
that provision be made for the disbursing clerk of that Department 
similar to the provision made in the sundry civil bill, pagė 120, section 
4, now before Congresss, whereby he may be allowed to render his ac- 
counts quarterly, as has always been the custom—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered to 
the Clerk and d of as follows: 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 

rted favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 8463) giving the Court of 
Claims jurisdiction of the claims on account of the property of the Ches- 
apeake Female College, possessed and used by the United States mili- 
tary authorities, accompanied by a report (No. 2895)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. A 

t. GEST, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 6796) for the relief Eliphalet Hickman, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2896)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House, 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11376) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Henry W. Freedley, Jate major in the United States 
Army, accompanied by a report (No. 2897)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10253) 

viding for the purchase of lot 10, in square 683, in the city of Wash- 

on, District of Columbia, reported, as a substitute therefor, a bill (H. 

R. 11652) providing for the purchase of lot 10, in square 683, in the 

city of Washington, District of Columbia; which was read twice, and, 

accompanied by a report (No. 2898), referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

Mr. BELDEN: A bill (H. R. 11639) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Hewett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAIG: A bill (H. R. 11640) granting a pension to Mary 
B. Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11641) granting a pension to Anna 8. Shuman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 11642) for the relief of Elijah Ander- 
son, of McMinnville, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Cl 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11643) to correct the muster of Jonathan H, Hall, 


late captain Company H, Tenth Tennessee Cavalry—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11644) for the relief of Hillery Hopkins, of Chat- 
tanooga, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11645) for the relief of James Nipper, of Cleveland, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11646) granting a pension to George R. Pearce, late 
a private in Company A, Tenth Regiment Tennessee Cavalry Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FORMAN: A bill (H. R. 11647) directing the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office to issue certificate of relocation for 640 acres 
of land by the legal representatives of Jacob Meyers, deceased—to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, a 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 11648) granting a pension to Seborn 
Segroves, of Clinton, Tenn.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELAN: A bill (H. R. 11649) for the relief of Ann E. Con- 
nell, executrix of the estate of Hiram D. Connell, deceased, of Mem- 
phis, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 11650) granting a pension to Emily 
Fry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 11651) to increase the pension of 
Joseph E. Lordley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers were 
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Resolution of the county council of the Farm- 
ers’ Mutual Benefit Association of Linn County, Kansas, asking speed 
relief from Congress from the original-package saloon—to the Commit. 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois: Petition of the Western Iron Ore 
Association, for the immediate passage of Senate bill 1631, making ap- 
8 ſor the improvement of St. Mary's River and Hay Lake 

nnel—to the Committee on Rivers and bors. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Texas: Memorial of merchants of Palestine, 
Tex., protesting against legislation by Congress com railroads 
to transport petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, petition of citizens of Nacogdoches County, Texas, for passage 
of House bill 7162 or Senate bill 2806—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 

Also, petition of citizens of Henderson County, Texas, for improve- 
ment of Trinity River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Memorial of 20 citizens of Charlotte, N. C., 
protesting against legislation by Congress compelling railroads to 
transport petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Petition of 76 citizens of Three Rivers, Mich., for 
cheaper postage—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, August 5, 1890. 


‘The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


e PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
“tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolu- ` 
tion of July 26, 1890, a report from the Chief of Engineers, accompa- 
nied by letters of Col, William P. Craighill, Corps of Engineers, rela- 
tive to utilizing the Fishing Battery light-station on the Susquehanna 
River as a station for fishing and propagating fish; which, on motion of 
Mr. PLUMB, was, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of August 4, 1890, a 
report of the Chief of Engineers concerning the accident to the lock at 
the Sault Ste. Marie; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. CULLOM presented a wemorial of business men of Chicago, III., 
remonstrating against an increase of the duty on letter copying books, 
copying papers, and stereotyping tissues; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 8 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Magnolia, III., praying for 
the passage of an act harmonizing the law of the State of Illinois and 
the laws of the United States in relation to mail matter, with a view 
to prevent the transmission through the mail of obscene literature; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HALE presented the memorial and statement of the National 
Electric Light Association, favoring the authorization of a special 
census investigation and report on the electrical industry, and praying 
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for an appropriation of $50,000 to provide therefor; which was re- 
e the Committee on the Eleventh Census, and ordered to be 
printed. N 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. EVARTS. I am instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9014) to define and regulate the 
jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, to report it with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

I desire to state that the minority will present a different system 
from that coming from the committee, by its permission that the 
minority shall so report. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom the subject 
was referred, reported a bill (S. 4308) to create a subport of entry and 
delivery at Neche, in the State of North Dakota; which was read twice 
by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3930) to establish a port of entry at a point on the north boundary 
line of the State of North Dakota, reported adversely thereon; and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 4305) to ratify and confirm cer- 
tain agreements with the Citizen Band of Pottawatomie Indians and 
the Absentee Shawnee Indians, and to make appropriations for carry- 
ing the same into effect; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4306) to ratify and confirm an agree- 
ment with the Sac and Fox Nation of Indiansin Oklahoma, and to make 
appropriations for carrying out the same; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4307) to ratify and confirm an agree- 
ment with the Iowa tribe of Indians in the Territory of Oklahoma, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and reterred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 4309) grauting the right of way to 
the Sherman and Northwestern Railway Company through the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (S. 4310) to authorize the Wash- 
ington and Camberland Railroad Company to extend its road into the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 4311) granting a pension to Henry 
A. Barnum; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe 
Committee on Pensions. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 209) to amend the act to establish two additional land offices in 
the State of Montana,” approved April 1, 1890; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 


EXTRA COPIES OF A BILL, 


Mr. EVARTS submitted the following order; which was referred to 
the Committee on Printing: 


Ordered, That 750 additional copies of the bill (H. R. 9014) to define and regu- 
late the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, as reported, be printed 
for the use of the Senate. 


THE REVENUE BILL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there farther morning busin 
If there be none, that order is closed, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of House bill 9416. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar, under Rúle VIII, be- 
ingin order, the Senator from Rhode Island moves that the Senate pro- 
iceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue 
and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
MCPHERSON] submitted an amendment yesterday, intended to be pro- 
posed to the pending paragraph. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
desire to have the amendment acted upon now? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Add to paragraph 108, on page 19, the follow- 
ing proviso: 

Provided, That unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window-glass, im- 
ported in boxes containing 50 square feet as nearly as sizes will permit, now 
known and commercially designated as 50 feet of glass, single thick and weigh- 
ing not to exceed 55 pounds of glass per box, shall be entered and computed as 
50 pounds of glass only; and that said kinds of glass imported in boxes con- 
taining, as — 7 9 as size will permit. 50 feet of glass, now known and commer- 
cially designated as 50 feet of glass, double thick and not exceeding 90 pounds 
in weight, shall be entered and computed as 80 pounds of glass only; but in 
a ipa cases the duty shall be computed according to the actual weight of 
g 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I do not rise for the purpose of dis- 
cussing the particular amendment which has been offered by the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey at this time, but to occupy the floor for a while 
upon the general principles involved in this bill. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] y „in discuss- 
ing this schedule of earthenware and crockery, stated that that item il- 
lustrated as much as, or more, perhaps, than any other under the tariff 
schedules the beneficence of the theory of protection, and pre asa rea- 
son for sostating that by reason of this tariff, by reason of the protective 
idea, the manufactories of these articles had been built, had been 
erected, and had been brought to that state of proficiency by which the 
manniacturers were enabled to compete with any other establishments 
in any other part of the world. 

He seemed togive the entire credit to the tariff for all the enterprise, 
for all the genius, and for all the skill of the American people in de- 
veloping these industries; to assume that it was attributable alone to 
the money they had received by reason of the protective theory. It 
seems never to have occurred to the Senator from Massachusetts to 
award any credit to that large class of the consumers who had contrib- 
uted the money in order to build up these enormous establishments. 
It seems never to have occurred to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
the money necessary to bring these establishments to that state of pro- 
ficiency which he says now exists, and which he says the laws enabled 
them to do, was wrung by those laws from thonsands of the American 
people, from their hard earnings, in order that it might go into these 
establishments. > 

But it seems to me that if the debate on this schedule has illustrated 
and made certain anything it is the utter impossibility that the Con- 
gress of the United States should undertake to appreciate or depreciate 
the prices of the products and the commodities of this country and at 
the same time to do justice to all the citizens of the United States. If 
it was the intention of those who organized this Governmenꝭ and framed 
the Constitution to confer the power upon Congress not only to raise 
revenue, but also to determine as to the prices of the various articles and 
the various commodities produced in the United States and which are 
shipped from foreign countries, this debate has shown that they con- 
ferred it upon a body that was utterly incompetent to perform that task. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] a few days ago asserted that 
there were not exceeding half a dozen Senators on this floor who were 
familiar with this bill or with the tariff schedules, or who could tell 
anything about the effect of an increase or decrease of duty upon a busi- 
ness in which many of the citizens of this Republic are engaged. If 
after a hundred years of discussion, if after this question has been dis- 
cussed in every newspaper in the United States, upon every street cor- 
ner on the highways and byways, in Congress and out of Congress—if 
out of eighty-four men whose special duty itis to understand every law 
that passes this body, there are not exceeding six who know anything _ 
about the effect that this schedule will have upon the business interests 
of the country, then, Mr. President, itseems to me that we are incom- 
petent and it never was intended that we should undertake by a tax- 
law to regulate such things. 

Mr. President, no such power was conferred by the Constitution. 

authorized to lay and collect taxes, to raise money to be 
rtain purposes and those purposes only. It is to be used to 
e public debt, to provide for the common defense and promote 
eneral welfare of the country. That clause does not confer any 
er to regulate the business of the country, That clause does not 
nfer any power to increase or decrease the price of any article except 
here that may incidentally follow from levying a tax for revenue pur- 


poses, 

But, notwithstanding that, the protective theory carries with it the 
idea that itis the duty of the Congress of the United States to sit here 
from year to year and to debate each item and to determine just how 
much you will take from one class of citizens and give to another to 
prevent that other class from going out of the business, or, as you put 
it, from destroying the industries of this country. 

But, Mr, President, the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] in 
a speech recently made seemed to think that the question was no 
longer debatable; that it had been finally and forever settled by the 
election in 1888; that it had been submitted to the people and a ma- 
jority had decided in favor of protection and in favor of the protection 
contained in this bill; and the Senator from New York seemed to some- 
what resent the idea that any one should question the correctness of 
that decision or presume to debate or criticise any of the items of the 
bill. And both he and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], 
upon every occasion where an item has been under discussion, have 
treated any objection with some impatience and assumed superior 
knowledge upon this subject, and have answered, in many cases by a 
De any Senator who presumed to question the correctness of their . 

ecision. } 

In the first place, Mr. President, a majority of those who voted in 
1888 did not vote in favor of protection, but voted for the candidate of. 
the Democratic party, which advocates a different theory and which 
believes in a tariff for revenue and not for protection. And even if that 
were not true, the elections which have taken place since 1888, the 
evidences that we see everywhere of public sentiment, show conclu- 
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sively that the question is not settled, but on the contrary that a larger 
number of stand ready to-day to condemn and repudiateit than 
at any time in the past, And I believe the Senator will find that noth- 
ing that is based upon and injustice can permanently stand, but 
sooner or later the right will prevail, and then, and not before, it can 
be said that it is settled. 

The feeling that this is a bad bill, that those who framed it have not 
only gone beyond anything in the past, but have gone beyond that 
point which the people will tolerate, is not confined to the Democratic 
party. The evidences are numerous that discontent, dissatisfaction, 
and alarm exist in the Republican ranks. This is shown by the inde- 
pendent movements of the farmers in Minnesota, Nebraska, Kansas, 
and Iowa, by the different tone of many Republican newspapers, and 
by the speeches of two of the most prominent Republicans, one a mem- 
ber of the House, Mr. BUTTERWORTH, of Ohio, and the other a mem- 
ber of this body, the distinguished Senator from Kansas. 

It is, I think, also shown by the nervousness and impatience of the 
Senators in charge of this bill in their attempt to force it through with- 
out debate and without consideration. I hope and believe, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that the avarice and greed of those whoare to be the beneficiaries 
under this bill has somewhat overleaped itself in pushing the members 
of the Finance Committee to the extent they have gone, and that it is 
only the beginning of the end, and that it will thoroughly arouse the 
American people to a full sense of the evils that will fall upon the 
country when a wrong principle is pushed toa legitimate and logical 
conclusion. A 

Mr. President, looking upon this bill from my standpoint and with 
my ideas of right and wrong, justice and injustice, if it were a private 
transaction, a matter pending in the courts of the country, where the 
judge upon the bench has the right to judge of the motives that in- 
finence any course of action, and the question at issue was the purpose 
of this bill, I should say vnhesitatingly that the object was not the 
common good of all the people of the country, not to contribute to the 
prosperity and happiness of the American people, but under the forms 
of law to force from a large portion of the people the money and 
property which is honestly theirs ami which they have a right to 
use for their own comfort, and transfer it to another class in 
other pursuits, and who continually assert that without the aid of such 
laws they can not support themselves; and the question whether or 
not the larger of this money thus unjustly transferred goes into 
the pockets of those who own the capital, who own the manufacturing 
establishments, or the pockets of those who labor in the mills, is not 
very material, for the wrong to those from whom it is taken is the same 
in either case. 

While our sympathies would make us prefer that the laborers should 
receive the larger share, yet under all codes of law recognized by civ- 
ilized man no disposition of money wrongfully obtained, however 
worthy the object upon which it is bestowed, can justify or excuse the 

. wrongful taking; and it seems to me that a critical and thorough ex- 
amination of the different items under the woolen and metal schedules 
of this bill will cause any disinterested man to say that the Finance 
Committee has given color to the charge so often made that Republican 
leaders were simply making good the promise given in 1888 to reim- 
burse manufacturers for advancements made in the last Presidential 
canvass for campaign purposes. 

I do not question the motives of the committee, I do not pretend 
to say that such a contract ever existed, but I do say that if that 
question was being tried by a jury, that many of the itemsof these two 
schedules could be used as strong circumstantial evidence to sustain 
the charge. And while I do not intend to-day to discussat any length 
the terms of this bill, I will say thatthe large increase upon cheaper 
woolen goods used by so many of the poorer people of the country, 
and about which so much just complaint has been made under the high 

rates of the present law, find no honest reason to justify it in the 

minds of men who wish to be just. 

I take another item to illustrate the purposes of those who have 
framed this bill, se, 2 the metal schedule, and it is simply one item 
of many which are proposed equally flagrant and equally wrong. I 
refer to the article of cotton-ties. We find that these ties are used by 
every planter in the South; that not only every planter, but every 
farmer and every laborer, is materially interested in procuring these ties 
at the least possible cost; that they ought to be free trom all tax, all 
duty; that they are now paying a tax of 35 per cent. ad valorem, and 
when this committee, without any excuse wantonly increases that tax 
from 35 per cent. to 103 per cent. it creates asuspicion that some other 
reason actuated them rather than a desire to legislate for the benefit 
of the farmers and laborers of the country. 1 

But I will not go into details. These will be discussed by those who 
are morefamiliar with them than I am as we progress with the bill. It is 
the principle against which I contend. Itis the system which leaves 
every business interest of the country, every vital interest upon which the 
happiness of so many people depend, at the will, the caprice, or the 
judgment, interested or disinterested, of a majority of the members of 
Congress, against which I protest; and, as I said in the beginning, so 
long as Congress undertakes to deal with this subject in this way the 
question is not settled and can never be settled. 


And when the Senator from New York says that the people who 
voted the Republican ticket in the last Presidential canvass understood 
and believed that Republican success meant a further increase of taxes 
upon the necessaries of life, I deny the fact. No such proposition was 
ever made or advocated in the Southern or Western States, but every 
Republican candidate and orator promised a revision, and promised 
also, and the people understand, that such revision meant a reduction 
and not an increase upon articles of necessity, articles used by the 
poorer classes. ; 

T can well understand why the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME] 
should become restless and indignant when he finds a party that he 
has supported so loyally given over to the control of the manufacturers, 
and run by a half a dozen Senators in that interest and attempting to 
pass a bill that imposes additional burdens upon the agricultural classes 
of the State which the Senator from Kansas so ably represents and 
with no corresponding benefit to them. 

While I am not the special friend of the people of Kansas, and while 
there has not existed between the people of my own State and the 
people of that great State the best of feeling, yet I can not but sympa- 
thize with the Senator from Kansas and the people he represents in 
this present contest. I believe that I said that the best of feeling has not 
existed because I believe there is more and has been more prejudice in 
that State growing out of the passions of the war than in any other 
State in this Union, but I trust that when they see how utterly dis- 
regardful the Eastern States have been of their rights and of justice 
to them, it will teach them to have a kinder feeling for their brethren 
in the South who, like them, are sufferers under this bill and receive 
no benefit from it whatever, but will be compelled to pay additional 
tribute to the people whom the Senator from New York saysare already 
so wealthy, so refined, and so intelligent. 

We do not object either to the wealth, the refinement, or the intelli- 
gence of the people of the East, of which the Senator from New York 
boasts, if it is earned by their own labor and their own energy; but 
we do object to adding to that wealth by forced contributions from 
ogee who possess far less, and who should have equal rights under 

e law. 

The bill is a false pretense; it sails under false colors; it is neither 
honest on its face nor in its purposes; it is full of double-dealing and 
insincerity; it professes to reduce taxes, it increases taxes; it professes 
to equalize duties on imports, it makes them grossly unequal; it pro- 
fesses to be in the interest of labor, it is at war with every interest 
that labor can possibly have. If in 1888 the farmers of the Western 
States had been plainly and distinctly told that a Republican victory 
meant that their taxes should be increased on metals $6,775,000; flax, 
hemp, and jute, $2,518,000; wool and woolen goods, $14,500,000, no 
one will contend that President Harrison could have received the 
vote that was given him; and the demand fora reduction of taxes upon 
the necessaries of life, which was not confined to the Democratic party, 
has twice been shamefully met by a heavy increase upon the very ar- 
ticles where the strongest nevessity existed for a reduction, and more 
than $40,000,000 have been added to be paid by the consumers of these 
articles which so many of our people are compelled to buy. 

Mr. President, the Senate directed the Committee on Finance, in all 
‘eases where the tax or duty was increased over the present law, to give 
the reason. In the all- important item of woolen goods, which had been 
so largely increased, and in which so many persons had an interest in 
knowing why it was increased, the committee give as a reason that 
they had also increased the duty on wool, and this made it necessary 
on woolen goods. And why did you increase it on wool? And they 
give as a reason that the wool-growers demanded it. How luminous 
and satisfactory an answer, when the bill is passed and the farmer finds 
that by reason of its passage he is compelled to pay $25 for a suit of 
clothes that he could have otherwise purchased for $15 or $20. 

What an amount of comfort and satisfaction it must be to him to 
tell him that the wool-growers demanded it and the Congress of the 
United States, a body that he has been taught to believe represents all 
the people, yielded to the demand of the wool-growers that this sum 
should be taken from him to be divided between them and the woolen 
manufacturers, and therefore he must be content, although neither he 
nor his interest was consulted when such demand was complied with. 

Mr. President, I was struck the other day by a remark of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa. When the Senator from Ohio complained that the 
committee had not sufficiently increased the duty on certain earthen- 
ware in which the manufacturers of Ohio were largely interested, the 
Senator from Iowa defended himself and the committee, who agreed 
with him, by saying that he understood the manufacturers were satis- 
fied with it, and more than once during this debate it has been said 
that the manufacturers were either satisfied or not satisfied with a par- 
ticular item; but it seems that no member of the majority of the com- 
mittee, that no Republican member of the Senate, save and exceptthe 
Senators from Kansas and the Senators from Nebraska, have ever 
thonght it necessary to stop and inquire whether or not the great body 
of the people who consume these articles and who are forced to pay a 

price are satisfied or not. 

It is sufficient for those who press this bill to say the manufacturers 
are satisfied, and it matters but little to them as to the feelings of 
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others. Has it come to this, that the Republicans on that side of the 
Chamber stand ready to vote any increase of taxes upon the great 
body of the people and are only anxious to satisfy the demands of the 
manufacturers of the United States? What a commentary it is upon 
the justice and equity of this bill to say that one side is satisfied and 
the other has never been consulted. But that is simply in keeping 
with the conduct of the Republican party in the past. 

Why, Mr. President, should the demand of the wool-growers out- 
weigh the protests of those who are compelled to pay? Why should 
this additional $14,000,000 be taken from this class of American citi- 
zens and placed in the Treasury of the United States, when it is not 
needed for public purposes, and why should five times $14,000,000, 
$70,000,000, be taken trom the consumers of woolen goods and given 
either to the wool-growers, woolen manufacturers, or the laborers in 
woolen manufactures? Even if it was admitted that every dollar of it 

to the laborers it is gross injustice to take it from one class of la- 
4 and give it to another class. All should be equal under the law 
and equal under equal laws, and any system that takes from one for 
another is an unfair and an unjust system. 

But it is sometimes urged and stated by Republicans that the tariff 
does not add to the cost of an article; but it is due to the Senator from 
New York and to the Senator from Rhode Island to say that both of 
them admitted upon this floor that in many instances it did add to 
the oe, and that the price to the consumer was increased. This was 
so clearly and accurately stated a few days ago by the Senator from 
Kentucky that no man can fail to understand it. 

Wherever and whenever the foreign article is imported to such an 
extent as to compete with American goods, theimporter, being com- 
pelled to pay the duty, of course adds the duty to the price, and if he 
was not compelled to pay the duty he could sell the article for that 
much less, and the American manufacturer would of course be com- 
pelled to sell for that much less or not sell at all. Where the article 
can not be produced abroad and sold here in competition with our prod- 
ucts, like wheat, cotton, and corn, without any duty, of course the 
imposition of a duty on those articles can not change the price here, 
because none, or comparatively none, will be imported either with or 
without duty; but in allsuch goods as metals, manufactured woolens, 
and manufactured cotton goods, where they can be and are imported in 
sufficient quantities to compete, the duty is added not only to the price 
of the imported article, but to the domesticarticle with which it comes 
in competition. 

If this were not trae why impose it? You say it is not for revenue, 
but for protection. Unless it increases the price how does it protect? If 
the manufacturer does not get more for his goods by reason of it how 
can he pay his hands more for labor, as you say hedoes. To say on the 
one hand that it does not increase the price and on the other that with- 
out it he would be compelled so sell so cheap as to ruin his business is 
absurdity. It either increases the price or it does not protect. To say 
that it does the one without the other is false, and no amount of rea- 
soning can make it otherwise. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says that it increases the price for 
a while, but after manufactories are established it reduces the price; 
but still the duty remains, and still importers import goods each year 
and pay $220,000,000 tax upon them, add that sum to the amount for 
which they sell them, and sell them as cheap with that tax added as 
American goods of the same quality are sold. The framers of this bill 
claim credit for removing the tax on sugar, and say that by removing 
it they save to the people who consume sugar $55,000,000 annually, 
and yet they say the tax is not added to the price. 

If the removal of the tax on sugar makes it $55,000,000 cheaper to 
the people, why would not the removal of the tax on woolen goods 
and on metals also make themcheaper? We all know that it would. 
And any party that goes before the American people and contends to 
the contrary, and thus seeks to juggle with a great question and to 
mystify and mislead the people by false and inconsistent statements, 
deserves defeat whether it comes or not. Take, forinstance, the article 
of tin-plate. This is an article used by every family and every house- 
hold. There is no poor man or poor family that is not compelled to 
purchase articles manufactured from tin-plateevery year. The present 
tax is 1 cent per pound. This bill increases it to 2.2 cents per pound. 

The Republicans say that Americans can not make and sell it as 
chenp as foreigners, although the importers pay 1 cent per pound and 
add that tothe price, and hence the price must be increased in the 
hope that some American may establish a manufactory and reap the 
profits that must come from an increased price which the consumer 
must pay. If it does not increase the duty on tin-plate why do you 
put it on? How does it enable the manufacturers to compete unless 
they thereby sell it for more money, unless for the fact that it does add 
to the cost? 

Mr. President, those who framed this bill, knowing full well that 
those who are engaged in agricultural pursuits are the consumers and 
not the producers of almost every article which is imported to any con- 
siderable extent, and knowing also that they are becoming restless 
under a system where they bear all of the burdens and receive none of 
the benefits, have sought by false and fraudulent pretenses to 
them and make them believe that it is in their interest; 


they have, therefore, imposed a tax on wheat, corn, meat, and other 
agricultural products and say to the farmer we are protecting your in- 
terest, yet they know, as every man of intelligence knows, t either 
with or without a duty neither wheat, corn, or meat can be imported 
here and sold in competition with our products; that for that reason 
none will be imported; that the duty can not change the price in any 
way whatever, and that it is a sham and a false pretense. í 

The idea that without any tax corn could be brought from any part 
of Europe and sold in competition, after paying freight charges, with 
the corn of Kansasand Nebraskais so clearly absurd that no farmer is so 
ignorant as to be thus imposed upon, Less than 2,000 bushels of corn 
were imported in 1883 under the present law, and that for seed pur- 
poses and not for sale. 

Mr. President, the tariff laws instead of protecting our farmers have 
almost destroyed their market and reduced them to poverty and want. 
Notwithstanding the often told tale of the tariff laws creating a home 
market, we all know that we have no home market for a large propor- 
tion of agricultural products. Two-thirds of our cotton finds a market 
abroad; a proportion of the wheat, the corn, and the meats produced 
in the United States finds a market abroad, or finds none at all. And 
although for years we have been living under a protective system, farm 
products have steadily decreased in price and the countries abroad, 


: finding that the law here in many cases shuts out their products so that 


there can be no exchange, have sought other countries to purchase ag- 
ricultural products and our exportations of farm products have 2 
ily decreased. In 1880 we exported breadstuffs of the value $288,- 
000,000; in 1889 they amounted to only 8123, 000, 000. In 1880 we 
sent abroad 144, 000, 000 bushels of wheat; in 1888 we sent but 49,000,- 
000. And thus it will be seen that the effect of a high protective tariff 
is not only to increase the price of necessaries purchased by farmers, 
but also to decrease the price of farm products. The protective system 
is simply absolate ruin to farmers, and the abandoned farms of New 
England in the midst of the protected industries, and the mortgages 
held by New England and New York upon the fertile fields of the West 
and South prove this proposition and are an argument against this un- 
just system and this unjust bill that can not be answered. ; 

But wherever and whenever this system is assailed a cry is raised 
that we are seeking to destroy industries and reduce wages. Mr. Pres- 
ident, industries that can not stand upon their own merits, that can 
not exist without robbing other industries, ought to be destroyed, T 
believe that it is a crime to undertake by law toincrease the profits of 
any man's business at the expense and to the prejudice of any Amer- 
ican citizen. I believe that taxes should be levied and duties imposed 
for the sole purpose of revenue upon articles of luxury and not upon 
articles of necessity, and if, in so levying-them, the price is incidentally 
or accidentally increased, I for one regard it as a misfortune, a thing 
not to be desired, but under our system of collecting revenue it can 
not be avoided. 

But it is urged that the laborers in the factories of the North get the 
benetit of this increased price, and not the mill-owners. ience 
and observation have taught me that whenever you find men earnestly 
and persistently seeking a particular object, whenever you find them 
continually at work for a purpose, they at least believe that it is to 
their interest and for their ad vantage to accomplish that pu fe 

Who are those, then, Mr. President, who have during the present 
session of Congress filled the halls, the corridors, and the committee- 
rooms of this Capitol clamoring for higher duties and for the passage 
of this bill? Who are those who crowd our mails with letters, circu- 
lars, magazine articles, and newspaper clippings, begging and beseech- 
ing us to increase the tax in order that their profits may be increased ? 
Is it the farmer, the wage-worker, and the laborer? Weall know that 
it is not. It is the manufacturer, the agents of the corporations, and 
the capitalist of the country, men already rich, clamoring for more, and 
yet we are asked to believe that those who make these extraordinary 
exertions are in no way concerned for themselves, but only anxious 
to promote the interest of the farmers and the laborers. What utter 
folly to so charge or so believe. 

Mr. President, no man can tell what the future will bring; no man 
can tell the result of any political contest in the future; it is idle to 
predict or threaten. I can only hope that this bill will arouse the peo- 
ple of the conntry to a just sense of the abuses of this system. The sys- 
tem of protection is antagonistic to the idea of an independent govern- 
ment. A citizen who is dependent upon the government is not a free 
citizen. A government based upon the idea that it is part of the duty 
of the government to so frame its tax laws as to increase the business 
and add to the profits of an individual or class of individuals by de- 
creasing the business or the profits of another citizen or class of citizens, 
is not an equal government for all. The attempt to do this has already 
destroyed, to a large extent, the prosperity of the agricultural States 
and is producing injustice, discontent, and dissatisfaction. 

It has transferred and is transferring the wealth of the country to 
one section and caused the accumulations of large fortunes in the 
hands of a few individuals. It grows with what it feeds upon and be- 
comes bolder and more t in its demands as the years go on, and, 
if not ka will sap and destroy the foundations of free government 
and individual liberty. : 
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To this cause, as I believe, may be traced the destruction of our 
ships and carrying trade and foreign commerce; and those who have 
advocated this system and seeing the evil effects seek a remedy, not 
by a repeal of unjust laws, but by imposing additional taxes and pay- 
ing bounties, instead of giving us free raw materials which would 
enable us to compete with manufacturers of other countries in the 
sale of our products abroad, resort to the device of a bounty to ship- 
owners, and hope by giving money collected from the people to these 
ship-owners to induce the people of South and Central America to pay 
us more for our goods than they can purchase them for from other 
nations. 

The ships will not produce the trade, but the trade established will 

uce the ships. When we can furnish the people of Central and 

uth America a better quality of goods for the same or less money 

than England can, then they will buy from us, and not before, and this 

can not be done under our present tariff laws. If we can not compete 

with England here upon our own soil with our present duties, how 

can we hope to do so in a foreign country? But this is not the only 
bounty proposed. 

This bill gives a bounty to the producer of sugar. This is some- 
thing of a new departure. While the effect of the tariff laws has al- 
ways been to pay a bounty to certain pursuits, yet this has been denied 
and sought to be concealed; but it is now proposed to pay a bounty 
directly from money in the Treasury to those engaged in a particular 
pursuit. And why should those engaged in producing sugar be thus 
favored above their fellow-citizens? Ifa bounty to them, why not 
a bounty to the grower of cotton, of wheat, of corn? All are citizens 
of the Republic, all owe allegiance to the Government, all are com- 

ed to pay its taxes and fight its battles. The labor of one is not 

arder or more exacting than the other, and why should the money 

belonging to all be taken from the Treasury and paid to one and not 
to the other? 

It is unjust and it is not fair, and we will find that other interests 
will soon be clamoring for recognition. Such favoritism and discrim- 
ination will produco widespread discontent and dissatisfaction, and 
will not increase either the energy, the loyalty, or the patriotism of 
those who are not so fayored and protected; but it will, sooner or later, 
become a never-ending contest between the various industries as to 
who can bring most influence to bear upon members of Congress to se- 
cure the largest appropriation from the Government. 

Mr. President, the wrong and injustice that are done by taking from 
one class and giving to another is not the only evil that flows from the 
protective system. It has engendered a disposition to look to the Gov- 
ernment for aid, a feeling that threatens to destroy the independence 
of the individual citizen, which has been in the past the 1 and 
main support of our institutions. It has yielded such an imniense rey- 
enue to the Government that it has caused great extravagance in ap- 
propriations and has brought forward claims and demands for relief 
from all classes, and many of them so reckless and unwarrantable that 
if complied with inevitable rain will follow. 

I have not attempted to discuss this bill in detail. As the Senator 
from Kansas said, no one who is not an expert can pretend to under- 
stand the full effect that its provisions will have, either in the collec- 
tion of revenue or upon the business of the country; but I am thor- 
oughly persuaded that it is a worse bill than the present law, and that 
its passage will only increase that distress and dissatisfaction that now 
exist in agricultural communities. 

It has not only done this, but it has placed in the Treasury under a 
former Administration a surplus of money which threatens great evils 
to the country. It has bred extravagance in every Department and in 
the appropriation bills for which there is no excuse; and yet, instead of 
arresting this process, this bill comes forward and seeks to inerease in 
a way never before attempted, and we are told the time hascome when 
probably some increase should be made in order to meet the necessities 
of the Government. Under the wise and patriotic and honest admin- 
istration of Grover Cleveland the great question before the American 
people was as to what disposition should be made of the surplus money 
that had accumulated under that Administration. 

We hate had but one session of Congress since then and it has been 
under Republican rule, and the question is no longer as to the dis- 
position of the surplus, but how to provide so that there shall be no 
deficiency, The appropriations for pensions and for every conceivable 
object have grown in this present Congress, so that to-day we stand 
confronted with the possibility of a deficiency in the Treasury of the 
United States; and yet, instead of meeting that proposed deficiency in 
a way which would be somewhat just, instead of imposing, as I believe 
we should impose, an income tax upon the wealthier classes of the 
United States, it is proposed to add additional burdens and additional 
increase of taxes upon those articles which are purchased by the poorer 
classes in the United States. : 

Why should we not have-an income tax? How can any Senator 
justify himself in imposing these taxes upon the poorer classes of our 
citizens when there are thousands of citizens having an income of ten, 
twenty, fifty, or five hundred thousand dollars per annum, and some 
of them, by reason of the tact that their wealth consists of bonds of 
the United States, pay no taxes Whatever. It is not just to the other 


citizens of the United States that this class should not bear any of the 
burdens. If we must pay $200,000,000 annually to those who saved 
the Union during the war, why is it that this wealth of this class who 
made their money through the war, and it was the war that made it 
possible for them to amass their wealth, shall not contribute a part to 
the payment of these $200,000,000? 

But, as I said in the beginning, those who framed this bill preferred 
by insincerity and misleading to impose these burdens upon another 
class, Their course in this regard is simply in accord with the course 
of the Republican party in the past. I assert to-day that that party has 
never won a victory on an open and directissue. It has always sought 
to accomplish its purposes by crooked paths and indirect methods. 
When the war closed, when the people of the South were only anxious 
to resume their fraternal relations with the Government, the Repub- 
lican party of the North, in order to increase its standing, to increase 
its vote, under the pretext that it was necessary to protect the slave 
in his newly acquired freedom, disfranchised a large portion of the 
white people of the South and committed a crime for which there is 
no excuse and for which there is no analogy in history by giving the 
suffrage to those who had no right to exercise it and by turning loose 
upon us a horde of adventurers who plundered our people, and from 
the blighting effects of whose rule we have not yet recoveréd; and all 
this was done, they said, for the pu of protecting the colored man! 

In 1869 the Republican party, under the pretense of saving the credit 
of the Government, changed the contract of the United States on bonds 
that were payable in greenbacks and which had been purchased in a 
depreciated currency at depreciated prices and gave the bondholders 
gold interest-bearing bonds. Later on, under the pretext of strength- 
ening our credit abroad, they forced resumption upon the American 
people, and thereby caused distress throughout the land amongst the 
poorer In 1873, while claiming to be bimetallists, they secretly 
and in an underhand way demonetized silver and left us with a gold 
standard only. For years and years they have contended that their 
only object was to raise revenue and give such incidental protection as 
the raising of revenue afforded. Now the disguise is thrown off and 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] says that revenue has no 
part and parcel in his ideas of framing a tariff bill; that the sole object 
should be protection to American industry. 

Such, I say, has been the history of the Republican party upon all 
the great questions presented to the people of the United States, but 
never before have they gone so far as they have done in the present 
bill, and bad as other tariff bills have been, none so bad as this. But 
the time has come, as I hope, in attempting to press this beyond all 
that is just or reasonable, the American people will teach them a les- 
son which will be a lesson not only to them but to all other parties in 
the future, that they can only permanently succeed by being just to 
eyery citizen of the United States, however poor his condition may be. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, I have listened to the re- 
marks of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] with definite atten- 
tion, and I am free to say with some degree of distress. It is always 
an uncomfortable thing to me to find a Senator endeavoring to discuss a 
question in respect of which he has so small an amount of definite infor- 
mation as seems to have been by the Senator from Arkansas, 
He started out with the general statement that all of the beneficial re- 
sults arising from a tariff system were absorbed by the manufacturers, 
He took the precaution to state in substance, if not in terms, that he 
was not definitely informed as to all the details covered by the field 
of the subject which he was discussing, and I desire now to give him 
some of that definite information which may relieve the distress of mind 
under which he has-labored. 

I have in my hand an article which appeared in the Fort Dodge 
(Towa) Messenger of April 10, 1890, and which I propose to give to the 
Senator from Arkansas during the few remarks I shall make, in order 
that he may take it with him to the privacy of his room and home 
and get out of it that consolation which he has not been able to derive 
from his studies of this question. 

I know very well the author of this article, He is a man of honor 
and good standing in his community, and I have no doubt has written 
the truth. The article is as follows: 

Weare very far from affirming or believing that our social order is perfect, 
There is much inequality and injustice in the distribution of burdens and re- 
wards, But the important question is whether matters are growing better or 
worse. Are the rich growing richer and the r poorer? Are the trusts and 
monopolies of which we read so much 8 life harder for the man who 
works by the day or the month, and for the farmer who must sell his produce 
in competition with the world? Are the inequalities of life becoming greater? 
Are the poor more in the power of the rich than formerly? Is it true that none 
of the increased production of civilization goes to labor? These are the living 

uestions, Factsare better than opinions, and we have gathered a few facts 
at are very convincing. 
PRICES IN 1880 COMPARED WITH 1890. 


What better method of determining these questions is there than to compare 
the present with the past in cold figures? the wages of the workin n 
buy more or better food, clothes, comforts, and luxuries now than formerly or 
do they not? If not, then it is true that he is not getting any benefits from the 
development of the age, But if we find a general reduction in the cost of what 
po has to buy it is evident that he is being benefited by the increased produc- 

on. 

We have accordingly applied to one merchant in each line of trade in Fort 

for a com ive statement of his retail prices now and in 1889. We 


S 
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have chosen the year 1880 for comparison instead of one more distant because 
we Wrah a show the comparatively recent reductions. If 1870 or 1860 had been 


n on all man have 


may arise unless itis borne in mind that the 1880 and 1890 prices given are for 
one and the same e. In some cases, where there are many makes and 
and prices, it is more intelligent to give the percentage of reduction on 
He then gives farm implements. He says: 
Let us take up the case of the farmer— 


And the Senator from Arkansas is greatly distressed in respect of the 
condition of the farmer— 

Let us take up the case of the farmer first, as he is the largest factor in the 
Iowa agitation of this problem. There have been fortunes made in the 
manufacture of farm implements, and much talk of combines and exorbitant 

rofits, Let us see whether the millionaires have been able to absorb all the 
Benefits of inventive skill and large production of these implements. 


Now follow the comparative prices of 1880 and 1890: 


Price | Price 
Articles. in 1880, | in 1890 
Self- binder. . 15.00 | $1 
Corn-planter and check-rower... 80. 00 
14-inch steel-beam walking plow . 23.00 
Riding cultivator. . . . oe 45.00 
Walking cultivator. 35. 00 
Mowing- ine. . 85. 00 
Strowbridge seeder .. 35.00 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, will it interfere with the Sen- 
ator if I should ask him a question in this connection? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I am now reading an article, and I do not 
wish to have that interrupted. - ; 


f Price | Price 

Articles. in 1880, | in 1890. 
Wood pumps . $6. 00 
Farm wagon 85. 00 50. 00 
Two-seated spring wagon... 160. 00 75.00 
Harrows. aina ee — 5 — 


1 All reduced about one-balf. 


* Generally reduced one-half. 
F Reduced one-half. 


The above are the principal implements in common use. The reduction in 
their cost to the farmer since 1830 runs from 33 to 60 percent. And the machin- 
“y is made better than before, 

t should not be strange if, with these great reductions in the cost of farm im- 
plements and with npe J land free to settlers, there was an enormous in- 
crease in the production of farm staples from 1830 to 1890 and a shrin in 
prices. Furthermore, has not the workingman who labors in the factory where 
these implements are made a legitimate right to look for some benefits to him- 
self from these great labor savers which he sees go out to the fields of produc- 
tion? Does not the very principle for which our restive friends are contendin 
demand that the benefits of cheaper farm implements shall not be all absor 
by the farmer, but that they sball reach all of the consumers of farm produce? 


He then goes to the subject of hardware. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, will the Senator advise us 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I shall not yield until I get through with 
this article. 

Mr. REAGAN, Isimply wanted to ask a question. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. When I get through I shall endeavor to 
answer it, but I do not wish to have this article interrupted. 

The article proceeds : 


The stock of a hardware store can almost be classified as farm implements, 
and we will examine hardware next, At thetop of the list we place barb wire, 
as its consumption is wholly by the farmers. Our farmer friends will hardly 
be able to ize that ten years ago they were paying 10 cents a pound for 
barb wire. But we know they were, for we have examined the charges upon 
the books of one of the best firms in Fort ee e All of the prices here were 
procured by examining the books of this firm for 1880. 


This is not, therefore, mere guesswork upon the part of the compiler 
of this article. 


Price | Price 


a Articles. in 1880. | in 1890, 


Barb wire, per pound. 
Fence staples, per pound. 
Tron nails, per keg.......... 
Steel nails, per keg... 

Plain wire, per pound. 


Articles, 


Swedes 


Cast washers, r pound. 
Slop-pail... = 


Reduced one-half. 
We are told— 


+ Reduced 25 per cent. 


He continues 


that we might have gone on through the whole stock of a hardware store with 
similar results, but the above were selected at random from a day-book in use 
in the spring of 1880 and are no doubt a fair illustration of how prices in hard- 
ware compare now with prices ten years sgo: There has been a deal of 
talk of trusts and high prices and monopolies created by the tariff in hardware 
goods, but they do not appear to prevent a good share at least of the benefits 
resulting from improyed methods and increased production from reaching the 
consumer, 


Mr. BERRY. Is the Senator through the reading, now, so as to an- 
swer a question ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. No, sir; I am not through yet. 

Mr. BERRY. Very well. 

Mr. BUTLER. Had the Senator not better have the article printed 
in the Recorp without further reading? The Senator from Rhode 
Island requested that of me yesterday. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I understood from the other side, yester- 
day, I believe the Senator from South Carolina su; it, that noth- 
ing could be printed in the RECORD without leave of the Senator from 
Rhode Island. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I do not care about asking that leave. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator is entirely mistaken. I said one could 
not read anything without permission of the Senator from Rhode 
Island. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Then I am proving that the Senator is 
mistaken, for I am reading. 

Mr. BUTLER. I see you are reading on that side, but it is not al- 
lowed on this side. That was what I complained of. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The objection I made was to reading parts of the 
RECORD already in print. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is practically the same thing. 

Mr. VEST. What is being read now is in print. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is from a newspaper; it is in print. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The article continues: 

Everybody is interested, directly, in the price of groceries. And the two bess 
known and most successful trusts in this country are upon articles which come 
under this bead, sugar and kerosene. This is the place, then, where we are to 

ne absorbed 


find the benefits of increased production and modern methods all 
rich and eruel monopolies, 


Articles. 


5 


Kerosene oil, = test, per gallon 


— Ä —— 


Steges 
SBA 
Sbregesg 
8888882 2 


PE 


s = ~ 
7 


- CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


8138 AUGUST 5, 
The tariff does not interfere there. 8 5 HARNESS, ' 
costs but little less than ten years ago. This is because most harness 
is mad hand 
es bani K In all machine-made 


135 per cent. reduction. 


*2% percent. reduction. 730 per cent. reduction. 


Here is a surprise. The products of the two great “trusts,” sugar and oil, 
show quite as great a reduction as anything. Is it possible, after all, that the 
assertion is true that to achieve any permanentsuccess a trust must sell its prod- 
ucts for less than private manufacturers, and make its money out of economies 
possible in jones: production under one management? One thing is certain, 
namely, that consumers of oil and sugar are getting them for much less 

than ten years ago. 5 
DRY GOODs. 


In dry goods we find the same downward range of prices, showing that the 
benefits of labor-saving machines and large 
Here are a few figures: 


production go to all consumers. 


Articles. 


3 * 


Sg S8 


velvets . 


— — —— — 
General reduction on stock of dry-goods sto 


SESS 
S oegges 


25 to 33} per cent. reduction. 


* 33} per cent. reduction. 2 5 
o 33 per cen 


+ 25 to 33} per cent, reduction, 


CLOTHING. 

On clothing comparative figures can not well be given because qualities i 
There has been, however, since 1850 a general reduction on read e cloth. 
ing ranging from 30 to 50 per cent., and there has been a decided improvement 
in the stability of read -made cl A pair of overalls sell for Sl, are war- 
ranted not to rip, and in every-day hard labor for months, Good service- 
able suits can be had for $7 to $10. It is the universal opinion of all familiar 
with the trade that the tariff cuts no figure whatever in the cost of such goods 
as laboring men and farmers wear for common. Such are as cheap here 
asin England. The tariff gets in its work on the dress suits and all fine goods, 
just as the protectionists intend it shall. 


BOOTS AND SHOES. 


Inventive genins has accomplished wonders in the boot and shoe business 
since the shoemaker took orders for the foot-wear of the neighborhood. 
Great progress had been made in the manufacture of foot-wear by machinery 
pa to 1880, but we are not dealing with that time now. The average reduc- 

on in the retail price of foot-wear since 1880 is 33} per cent. Soall of the ben- 
efits of improved methods in the production of shoes have not by any means 
been absorbed by the manufacturer, 

WATCHES, CLOCKS, AND CUTLERY. 

The old-time watchmaker has gone to join the old-time shoemaker, Who 
the benefit of inventive genius there? The silver watch which retailed in 
at $20 now retails at $12. The set of knives and forks sold in 1880 at $6 now 

retailsat $3. Everything in the štore has su a reduction of from 33} to 50 
percent. No gobbling up of all the benefits of improved methods there. 
Mr, SPOONER. And the Liverpool watch has gone, too. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Yes. 
FURNITURE. 

The retail prices of furniture have suffered a reduction since 1890, 5 
25 to 50 cent. A half dozen wooden chairs, such as sell now for$3, sold then 
for $1.50 to $5. sold now at $1.75 and $2.50, sold at 84 and 88. 
The cut is heavy on all articles, but most on the machine-made articles. The 
big manafacturers of furniture have not been able to absorb all the benefits of 
improved methods, It should be borne in mind in this connection that the raw 
material of which furniture is made has not decreased in price, nor haye the 
wages of laborers in the factories been reduced. 

LUMBER, 

At first thought one would note much reduction in lumber since 1830. 
Standing pine costs more now than then, but inventive ius has been mak- 
ing the saw-mills more productive, and the mill-owners have failed to hold all 
Prices compare as 


the benefits for themselves. Freight rates are also lower. 
follows: = 


DEUG-STORE STOCK AND BOOKS. 

The general line of drugs are from 2 to 30 per cent. cheaper than in 1880. 
Paints are 20 bees cent. lower; lamps, one-half lower; stationery, one-half 
Bath fe perl singer ok ng Bi gantry vl gels EN T E a 

authors are away down; cos ut one- w 
formeriy did, School-books are 5 lower. s7 


INTEREST. 
A I suppose this has reference to the money sharks of whom we have 


How has the capitalist who lives on the interest of his money fared during 
this time? Is his income as as ever? Up to 1879 the county of Webster 
paid 10 per cert. on its ind ness. In 1879 it made a loan at 7 per cent. to 
clean up its old debts. In 1886 it made another loan, for the purpose of reduc- 
ing the interest rate, and sold its 5 per cent. bondsat a mium of $1,010, so the 
rate is now actually less than 5 per cent, The bonds of the independent school 
district of Fort Dodge draw 5 per cent., having been reduced from 8 to 6 and 
from 6 to the present rate. 

Ordinary loans do not show the same reductions in the interest rate, because 
Eastern capital does not come west as freely to private borrowers as on county 
or school district bonds. The loan agent gets between the principals on private 
loans and makes an expense. In 1880 home money generally commanded 10 
per cent, and Exstern capital 7 and 8 per cent. with a commission. Now, home 
oap commands 8 per cent. and outside capital 6 per cent., with a co: on 
which makes not quite 1 per cent. more. 


RAILROAD CHARGES. 


This article is getting pretty generally over the ground of theindus- 
tries of this country. 

How have the railroads fared during these ten years? They are the cormo- 
rants,we are told, who devour the substance of the country. In 1880 the freight 
rate on wheat from Fort Dodge to Chicago was 33 cents and on other grain 27 
cents per hundred; now the rate on wheat is 22 and other grain 20. In 1880 the 


rate on all stock from this point to Chicago was $69 car 28 feet long; now 
the rate is $55 for cattle and $45 for per car of 35feet. In 1880 the freight on 
a barrel of salt from Chicago to Fort ge was 6% cents; now it is 33cents. In 


1880 the rate on lumber from Dubuque to Fort was lá cents; now it is 

8.3 cents. In 1880 the rate on first-class freight from Chicago to Fort Dodge was 

92 cents; now it is 70 cents. We should explain that 70 cents was the rate in 

force until a few weeks ago. At present, however, this rate is cut, but it will 
y be restored to somewhere near the old figure before long, so we make 

no account of this cut. í 

CONCLUSION. 

This closes the comparison of prices on what the farmer, mechanic, and la- 
borer has to buy. It is beyond dispute that the development of the has ac- 
complished a large reduction in manufactured articles, Now, unless there 
has been a corresponding reduction in the products of the farm and inthe wages 
of the mechanic and the laborer, we have established our claim that never in 
me a al ace pracy ee 8 oe sence buy so fr goed oe, as to- 

7 0 rom the Messenger the following report prices of agri- 
cultural products in 1880 and 1890: 
Wheat: Price in April, 1880, 70 to 90 cents. 


The price is not given for 1890, this being in the month of April. 

Mr. BERRY. Does the Senator say that wheat was only from 70 to 
90 cents a bushel in 1880? Was thatthe statement? What was the 
price of wheat as read from that statement in 1880? I did not hear it 
distinctly. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. He gives the price in April, 1880, at from 
70 to 90 cents. Ido not know what it was in Arkansas at that time. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me to read from the Ameri- 
can Almanac? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. When I get through. The table given pro- 
ceeds: 


Price in 1880, | Price in 1890. 


21 | $0.18 to $0.19 
-20 


There was no market for wheat in 1890, as the farmers in this locality have 
abandoned growing it entirely, and now grow corn, oats, hogs, and cattle in- 


We submit to the candid farmer whether, with his bountiful yield of last year, 
and his implements, barb wire, and su plies of all kinds reduced as above, he 
is not in better relations with the world now than in April, 1880, with prices on 
produce as above and his supplies at the old figure, 
And now what about the mechanic and laboring man? Is it not a fact, un- 
disputed, that labor of every kind is as well paid now asin 1880? As a rule in 
the cities labor is constantly fighting for a betterment of its condition and con- 
stantly gaining either an increase in wages or shorter hours. American work- 
ingmen were never more alert to their interests than they are to-day, and their 
movement for fewer hours of labor and better pay never has commanded the in- 
terest and the sympathy that it commands t y. They were never so intelli- 
t as tbey are to-day, and that means both that they more and that 
y know how to get more. The workingman is winning on both sides of the 
question, more hours to himself and r wages on one side and cheaper liv- 
ing on the other side. It is doubly false, then, to assert that the development 
ofthe age is not benefiting the workingman. 


Now, Mr. President, there is one fact in connection with this matter 
of workingmen that we might give some attention to, and that is the 
fact that with the knowledge which the peoples of all the countries of 
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the earth have of the conditions existing in the United States, the 
have through all of our past years discovered that the wor! 8 
condition, to say nothing of other classes, was better in the United 
States than in any other country on the globe 

Mr. BERRY. Now, will the Senator yield to a question? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. So that in 1880 the census tells us that 
there were of foreign birth 6,679,093 of the population inhabiting the 
United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN, And from all the civilized countries of the world. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. From all the civilized countries in the 
world. It is estimated, and I have no doubt that the result will prove 
it correct, that the census of 1890 will show at least 10,000,000 people 
from all the civilized countries of the world of foreign birth inhabit- 
ing the United States. 

` That fact should not be passed by carelessly, because it involves a 
great deal. Men do not sunder the ties of the fatherland or abandon 
the associations of their lives lightly. It is no light thing for a man 
to make up his mind that he will remove with his family, his wife 
and his children, to a country of which he knows nothing except what 
he has heard and read. But they have come here by these many mill- 
ions. It is a curious fact in the same connectior that the people of 
the United States, intelligent as they are and with their general in- 
formation concerning the conditions of the world, do not go out to other 
countries. It is the people of other countries who come here. 

Mr. SPOONER: And stay. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Yes, they come here to stay. That is the 
reason why our population of foreign birth, to say nothing about de- 
scendants, goes on increasing at this great rate from 1880 to 1890. 

Mr. President, when we come to get at the material facts which are 
involved in the field covered by this protective policy, we find every- 
thing to encourage and nothing to discourage. Now and then we find 
alarming statements made concerning the condition of farmers and 
their depressed situation just as we found in regard to farm mortgages 
in Iowa. It was stated that the farm mortgages in Iowa amounted to 
nearly $600,000,000. I have the exact figures here. It was stated that 
in Iowa the farm mortgages amounted to 8567, 000, 000. When I saw 
that I had a profound conviction that it was not true, and I set about to 
discover if possible where the inventor of this falsehood obtained his 
data. Turning to the compendium of the census of 1880 I found there 
that the aggregate valuation of farms in Iowa in 1880 was $567,000,- 
000. 


Mr. PADDOCK. The assessed valuation ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Yes; so this man who was seeking for truth 
that he might give it to the people that the people could understand 
how their condition was, took the assessed value of the farms 
and told the farmers that the mortgages on the farms amounted to that 
in the State of Iowa. Our governor set about a line of investigation 
to find out how much of a lie this was, and he found that the outside 
limit of the farm mortgages in Iowa would not go beyond $71,000,000. 
There is not very much difference, of course, between $567,000,000 and 
$71,000,000 ! 

Mr. PADDOCK. The actual valuation of the property of course is 
more than the assessed valuation. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, Oh, that would be very many times more. 
It was put out in order that the farmers might be induced into a con- 
dition of unrest. Just such misrepresentation as those figures and 
those made in regard to other States as to the general condition of ag- 
riculture in the country is what has put a depression upon that indus- 
try. If the truth had been told about agriculture, I know, so far as 
the State of Iowa is concerned, that the farms in Iowa would to-day 
have averaged from five to ten dollars more per acre, and the depression 
is not from actual facts, but from the lies that have been told. So you 
may say in regard to other States. Give to the people of this country 
accurate statements concerning their condition and you will find this 
state of unrest disappearing all over the land. 

Do you tell me, Mr. President, that under a system such as the pro- 
tective system of this country has been described by Senators on the 
other side you could upbuild such magnificent Commonwealths in the 
West as as we have there? Could you with this persistent system of 
robbery going on be upbnilding such a State as Iowa, for instance? I 
can speak for that, and other Senators can speak as well and as favor- 
ably for theirown States. There is a State, Mr. President, whose popu- 
lation this census will doubtless show to number 2,000,000, if not more. 
It has no debt. It has, I presume, the lowest rate of State tax, or at 
least among the lowest, of any State in the Union. It is equipped in 
all respects with public institutions and public buildings as well as 
any State in the Union. Its conditions have been advancing towards 
the better every day during its existence. No man can ride over the 
pau of Iowa without being struck by the beauty and by what must 

the happiness that is centered in the homes of that State. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And the State is young. 

Mr. WILSQN, of Iowa. Oh, yes, the State was only admitted in 
1846, The farmers of Iowa are not the depressed people that they have 
been described to be. 

See SPOONER, And her illiteracy is less than that of any other 
e. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Yes; I am reminded too that there is 
another feature in Iowa’s case that sits as a diamond of the first water 
in her crown, and that is that she stands at the head of the column 
in respect to the low percentage of the illiteracy of her people. Now, 
could all these things be and the State go on in unbroken line of tri- 
umph from its admission into the Union if there were such depressions 
upon her leading industry and such robberies of her people as have 
been represented? 

Mr. President, I do not care to take more time of the Senate, and I 
should not have taken what I have but for the anxiety which my 
friend from Arkansas seemed to have concerning those people who w 
and do not get any share of benefits out of our protective system. 

Mr. BERRY, Mr. President, I did not clearly understand who pre- 
pared the newspaper article, if newspaper article it was, from which 
the Senator read. The Senator complains about some person having 
given figures heretoforein regard to the mortgage indebtedness of Iowa. 
If he complains of that he ought to be tolerably particular from whom 
he reads and puts figures upon this record, especially if they are all 
as incorrect as the figures that he has given in regard to the price of 
wheatin1880, He has put down as the price of wheat in 1880, 70 cents 
a bushel. Mr. Spofford, who prepares the American Almanac, paa 
down theaverage price of wheat in 1880 at $1.26, No, 2 red in 1881, $1.31. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, Where was that? 

Mr, SHERMAN. In New York, 

Mr. BEKRY. I presume New York furnishes the market price. I 
do not know. I presnme that the Senator from Iowa intended that 
his statement should carry the price of wheat where the market was 
fixed in this country, at New York. : 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mir. President, on the contrary, I read the 
statement in that article that it was the price at Fort Dodge, Iowa, at 
that time, and that they could not give the comparative figures for 
1890 for the reason that the farmers there had quit growing wheat. 

Mr. BERRY. For the reason that the industry has gone down and 
the farm products have been so ch ed that even 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President 

Mr. BERRY. I decline to yield. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. All right. 

Mr. BERRY. I decline to yield, as the Senator didto me. Isay for 
the reason, as the Senator said, that in this magnificent State, in this 
fine agricultural country, wheat had so gone down from 1880 to 1890 
that the farmers had abandoned their fields and quit raising it, and there- 
fore he could give no price in that locality. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The Senator from Iowa made no such state- 
ment. i 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I decline to yield to the Senator from 
Towa. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Well, I made no such statement. 

Mr. BERRY. Now, Mr. President, that is the character of figures 
which the Senator brings forth and gives as an excuse why this man 
who prepared those figures did not show the great decrease that had 
gone on in the price of farm products, that the people there who raised 
wheat had abandoned the industry. I say, Mr. President, that no 
stronger argument than that could be made in favor of the proposi- 
tions which I have asserted. - 

But the Senator says:that the statement of an immense amount of 
farm mortgages had injured somewhat the State and had caused great 
dissatisfaction throughout the country. Iam astonished to hear him 
say so, because I remember distinctly that the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SPOONER], and probably other Senators, contended in this Cham- 
ber less than two years ago that these farm mo were an evi- 
dence of prosperity, and it would follow of course that the greater the 
number of m the greater the prosperity. s 

Mr. SPOONER, Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him for a 
moment? 

Mr. BERRY. I yield to the Senator from Wisconsin. : 

Mr. SPOONER. That statement, imputed to me by the newspapers, 
gained considerable circulation, It was, of course, utterly inaccurate, 
but it does not surprise me much to find it in partisan newspapers. Sa 
must confess, however, my surprise that any Senator, especially one 
who was present during the ‘discussion to which the Senator alludes, 
should deliberately put such a statement in my mouth. I never gave 
utterance to such a thought. I stated what I repeat, that the mort- 
gage was not always a signal of distress; that sometimes, of course, it 
was, but that oftentimes it indicated prosperity rather than distress, 
being given to secure the purchase price of added farms and added 


property. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Or improvements. 

Mr. SPOONER. Or improvements. So when the Senator says I 
stated broadly that the farm mortgage was an evidence of wealth he is 
falling into the same error, I think inexcusable in him, which was 
fallen into by some of the newspapers of his party. 

Mr. BERRY. The statement now made by the Senator from Wis- 
consin and the one which I stated he had made differ so very slightly 
that I think he will find that he has practically admitted it. I stated 
that the Senator from Wisconsin had said that farm mortgages were an 
evidence of prosperity rather than otherwise. 
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Mr. SPOONER. I made no such statement, 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator says now he did state that it was some- 
times the case, but he did not state that it was always the case. Or 
course I give him the benefit of that, and we will let it go to the 
country. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator can see no distinction between the 
two propositions, I do not think he will mislead any one on the tariff. 

Mr. BERRY. I am not seeking to mislead any one, I give the 
Senator the full benefit of his corrected statement, that the farm mort- 
gages are sometimes evidences of prosperity. If that be true, I do not 
know whether this would have been the particular case in Iowa or not. 
Then the more mortgages the greater the prosperity will necessarily 
follow at those particular times to which the Senator from Wisconsin 
alludes. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I decline to yield to the Senator from 
Iowa until I get through. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I thought the Senator had yielded the floor, 
or I should not have risen. 


Mr. BERRY. I asked him to yield to me upon two or three differ- 
ent occasions and he declined, and I simply decline now, I will yield 
the floor directly. 


In regard to the figures stated as the price of commodities in Fort 
Dodge i do not know whether they are correct or not. Ido know, 
however, that wheat was worth upon an average $1.26 a bushel in 
1880; and in 1887 it was worth 885 cents in the market of New York. 
I presume that there was a corresponding decrease at Fort Dodge and 
at every other point in the United States. 

Mr. President, that the price of articles of commerce has decreased in 
value from 1880 to 1890 every one admits, and no one denies; but that 
it is attributable to the protective tariff is something that I do most 
ewphatically deny. I ask the Senator from Iowa when he comes to re- 
ply, if he intends to attribute this decrease in prices to the protective 
tariff, how he can account for the fact that while they have decreased 
in the United States to a large extent (whether to the extent that he 
asserts or not I do not know) they have also decreased in England, 
which is a free-trade country, to a still greater extent, or at least they 
have decreased so much that the import goods from England upon 
which they paid $220,000,000 here annually and sell them as cheap as 
they are sold here. If it is attributable to the high protective tariff, 
what brought the prices down in free-trade England ? 

Mr. President, we all know—it has been stated again and again and 
everybody knows it—that itis attributable to the increased machinery, 
the increased facilities, to the fact that the labor done now by one 
man formerly took fifty and perhaps in some instances one hundred 
men to perform. We know that these are the causes of this decrease. 

When the Senator says that the Western country is prosperous and 
has under this tariff system, I ask him to account for the 
fact why it is that the New England States, having not one-tenth of 
the advantages that the State of Iowa and the State of Kansas or other 
Western States have; I ask him why it is that those States were en- 
abled to take money and loan it to the farmers of Iowa and Kansas at 
7 and 8 or 10 per cent. interest? 

If this tariff has operated to the benefit of the Western farmers and 
not of the Eastern States, why is it that the less productive States in 
the East to-day own the money upon which the farmers of the West 
are operating their farms? If the tariff had been such a benefit to the 
farmer, why did not the Senator give the price of corn? Itisa large 
product of his own State. Why did he not show that corn was selling 
at 12 and 15 cents a bushel, and, as has often been stated, that many 
of the farmers out there were burning it last winter for fuel. I ask 
why is it that the Senator evades that and reads an article from some 
man, I do not know who, who seems to have been employed by the 
sugar trust or the coal-oil trust to show that they were great blessings, 
and that these articles, by reason of these trusts, had gone down and 
depreciated n value? 

r. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, I am sure the Senator from 
Arkansas does not know the kind of a man it was who prepared the 
article which I read, and I give this information to the Senator in re- 
spect to that individual: That he has as good standing in the commu- 
nity where he for years has lived as the Senator from Arkansas has in 
the community where he has lived. You can not avoid the force of the 
datt in that article by endeavoring to cast suspicion upon somebody 
you know nothing about, 

There is another curious thing, and it shows how little the Senator 
from Arkansas knows about this general subject. It would be a great 
surprise if he should happen to be dropped down into some agricultural 
region in Iowa to make a speech and he should get up and tell the 
farmers, ‘* Why, you know how you have been depressed; that here you 
are selling your corn for12 cents a bushel, and you have been burning 
it all winter for fuel.” Mr. President, in my section of Iowa, where 
the crop was magnificent last year, there has not been a bushel of corn 
sold for less than 25 cents in the market at the county seat where I live. 

Mr. BUTLER. How was it in Kansas and Nebraska? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. But the Senator from Arkansas spoke of Iowa. 

Mr. BERRY. No; I said in those Western corn States. I did not 
specily the particular States. : 


— 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Is not Iowa a corn State? 


Mr. BERRY. As the Senator from Wisconsin says in regard to 
ae 28 I may not have specified all of them. I stated that that 
in the West in the corn States. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Then the Senator eliminates Iowa from the 
case. Very well; she has to beeliminated. The facts alone, whether 
the Senator would to it or not, would eliminate Iowa. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me to 
make a statement right here as to Nebraska? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Whether it is caused by the debate on this 
E tariff bill or not, the price of corn is now 32 cents instead of 

Mr. BUTLER. What was it last winter? That is the point. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Depending upon locality, it ranged from 12 to 
20 cents. 

Mr. BERRY. In some places it was as cheap as 12 cents? 

Mr. MANDERSON, I think, however, the difficulty was that we 
were choked out during this last season with our great abundance, 
It was impossible to move the enormous crop. That was one of the 
main reasons for the low price of corn. 

Mr. BUTLER. I merely wanted to get at the fact. The fact was 
repeatedly stated that they were burning it for fuel. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If my colleague would allow me, I should like 
to state that since the Ist day of February, or thereabouts, corn in the 
State of Nebraska, at the capital, has not been worth less than 20 to 
22 cents. In the fall, aſter an immense crop of corn was in the a- 
ries to be disposed of and when farmers were pressed with debts in- 
curred in raising their crops and frightened by the demagogues who 
were prophesying all manner of evil, and with even a lower price for 
corn in the future, many farmers were induced tosell, while if they had 
held their corn, as they ought to have done and would have done it they 
had been let alone, they would have sold every bushel of it at not less 
than 20 cents. There has been no corn sold in the State of Nebraska 
since the last crop was raised for less than 20 cents that would not 
have brought that price or more if held three months longer; and the 
prophets of evil who alarmed both creditors and debtors alike by their 
wild statements of coming calamities were mainly responsible for these 
premature sales, 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator has referred to the influence of dema- 
gogues upon the farmers of Nebraska and said that de es in- 
duced them to sell their corn at 12 cents a bushel. Will the Senator 
be kind enough to inform the Senate whether the demagogues induced 
them to burn it instead of fuel? 

Mr. PADDOCK. When the price of corn is so low, and on the ex- 
treme frontier, away from the railroads—of courseit is always much 
lower than near a railroad—and when at the minimum price a farmer 
has an idea he will not get a larger price for his corn, he considers it 
of little value and burns it. But very little of that has been done. 
The exaggeration as to that has been very wild and beyond all man- 
ner of excuse on the of this very class of people who have been 
undertaking to dissatisfy the agricultural element in our country with 
the hope to change their political party relationships. Ido not know 
as they are of the South Carolina type of demagogues, but they are of 
the class who to gain a personal political advantage will beſoul their 
own nests,” 

Mr. BUTLER. They must have the most powerful demagogues in 
that country I have ever heard of. 

Mr. WILSON, cf Iowa. I shall be glad if the Senator from Arkan- 
sas will again state the price of wheat in New York in 1880. 

Mr. BERRY. I stated, as shown by Spofford’s Almanac, that the 
average price of wheat then, was $1.26. This is the statement that 
was brought from Mr. Spofford by my colleague a few moments ago, 
a ee he put the average price at $1.26 a bushel in 1880, No. 2 red 
wheat. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I understood the Senator to state a lower 
figure than that in his statement when he was replying to me. 

Mr. BERRY. No, sir; that was the statement. That was the äver- 


age price. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. That statement is about correct, and it 
does not interfere at all with the statement I made concerning the 
price of wheat at Fort Dodge. There is another thing; the Senator 
wants to know why it is that Iowa has not got the great money fort- 
unes that are possessed in New England, Mr. President, I might 
ask the Senator in response why a boy of five years of age has not the 
strength and endurance of a man in his vigor. Iowa is one of the 
young States. The New England States for long periods of years have 
been going on amassing fortunes which give them a surplus to loan 
out to those who desire to borrow. But the Senator from Arkansas 
need not shed tears over the condition of loans in lowa even, for I have 
here an extract from an Iowa newspaper, the Delmar Journal, in regard 
to mortgages in Clinton County, which says: F 

The abstract of the mortgages on farms in Clinton, makes a showing in which 
the people of the county may take pardonable pride. Mr. E. A. Miller, the 
census abstractor, informs us that not more than one-fifth of the farms of the 
county are and many CCC 


cent. interest. very few draw 10 per cent.; those that do small ones. 
Another fact is that a very large majority of the mortgages are owned 
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by residents of the county and but very little foreign or Eastern money is loaned 
on our farms, 

So I might give illustrations from all parts ofthe State. It is a great 
mistake to suppose that even the comparatively small amount of mort- 
gages that exist in Iowa represent foreign capital alone. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator from Arkansas said that I com- 
plained that these statements about farm mo: had a tendency to 
depress the agricultural industry. My com t was not that the 
trath, if told, would have that effect, but of the enormous falsehood 
that was sent out all over the country, and all over the world, that is 
what had the bad effect. Everybody could not know just what the 
exact conditions were. I say with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPooNER], in regard to the mortgages in his State, that the mortgages 
which really existed in a great part were helpful to the State, and its 
condition is better because of the results which have come from that 
borrowed capital to the farmers of the State. No, Mr. President, let 
the facts be told, and the agricultural States can stand the loans and 
take care of themselves. 

Another curious fact you will find in the towns in Iowa, and that 
is you can scarcely go into one of the towns, and especially the county 
seats and the villages of any considerable size, where you do not find 
numbers of farmers and farmers’ families who have retired from the 
farm and are living on the result of their industry. You will find 
another fact which may seem curious, and that is that in proportion 
to the number of retired living upon their incomes the per- 
centage of farmers and farmers’ families is greater than that of men 
from other departments of business. 

I had not intended, Mr. President, to take up so much of the time 
of the Senate, and have only to beg the pardon of the body for doing 


80. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I should like to have the attention 
of the Senate for a moment only, to correct a mistake which appears in 
the RECORD, and which puts me in rather a ridiculous position. I sup- 
pose it was purely an accident. 

In the amendment which I submitted yesterday to the crockery 
schedule, the first item, ſor china, porcelain ware, etc.,’’ is put 
down at 45 per cent. when it ought to have been 55 per cent. I did 
not disturb the rate proposed by the committee in that class. The 
second item is 45 per cent., and the third 40 per cent. I do not know 
that it makes a great deal of difference, and I do not know that many 
people will read it, but still I want to have it corrected, as it makes 
me appear to have put the two classes at the same rate, whereas the 
first class was put by me at 55 percent., the second at 45 per cent., and 
the third at 40 per cent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will have the Journal 
examined and see how the amendment ofthe Senator appears recorded 
there. F 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the question presented by the paper 
which bas been read by the Senator from Iowa and in respect to the 
general condition of the people of this country relates to the root of the 
subject of a tariff for protection. The fault in the proposition of the 
Senator from Iowa, in my judgment, is that prices, whether high or 
low, are no evidence of the general and individual p rity of the 
people. Logically, the proposition has no connection with the pros- 
perity of any individual man or with the prosperity of particular classes 
of the people. To make ita proposition having any pertinence as a 
matter of reason or economic consideration you must add the element 
of wages or compensation in all pursuits, and you must add the cost of 
transportation, taxes, and rent, the cost of education, the increased de- 
mand for new articles of comfort which have become a necessity in 
the condition in which the people are placed, and the number of work- 
ers, men and women, employed and unemployed, the amount of debt 
and interest. 

The problem is twofold. First, are the mass of the people growing 
poorer and the rich richer? With that the question of prices has noth- 
ing whatever to do except as one single element in the argument. 
Second, have the people, the producers, their just nd proper portion of 
the products of the country? 

Mr. President, I have here a paper which was sent to me in connec- 


tion with a resolution from one of the associations of the Farmers’ Na- |- 


tional Alliance which I introduced to the Senate in deference to them, 
and I will read it as presenting the other side of the question from the 
rose-colored picture which the Senator from Iowa has presented here, 
It is published in Des Moines, Iowa, and of date July 18, 1890, called 
The Homestead. I read as follows: 


As we wrile, the commercial reports are full of glowing accounts of abundant 
harvests and predicting a continuance, on that account, of the marvelous pros- 
perity that now attends the manufacturing, commercial, and t ng en- 
terprises, but it must ever be remembered that the farmer who furnishes the 
raw material out of which this prosperity comes is simply working for wages, 
and poor wages at that, Worse than all, he is throwing in the fertility of his 
soil, and thus wasting his capital to make for himself decent wages. Paying the 
freight rates that he does, and with his markets demoralized by the Chicago 
gamblers, andat least competing with the cheapest labor on earth, it is impos- 
sible for some to do more make ordinary wages. 

Jn the light of the facts given in the above reports is it any wonder that Kan- 
sas is in the throes of a political revolution? Is itany wonder that the farmers 
are asking the Government to aid them by inflating the currency, and thus help 
them out of debt? While we have not the slightest faith in the success of 


kruptey. 
in we ask: What oe about this serious and desperate condition 
tricts? Apart from the hopelessness of suc- 


tiger grane: have been bearing far more than their share of the 
y have been paying interest on dividends on watered rail- 


can pay and per. They have been paying far more than their share 
Rhee have been paying tribute to truste and combinations 

that would enipe any business. 
If any manufacturing industry were in such sore straits as the general farm- 


bave no faith in the remedy proposed, we insist that the condition of affairs in 
n 


Mr, President, that is a somewhat different picture from that pre- 
sented by the Senator from Iowa, and it is from a newspaper published 
in his State, and one which is evidently a paper edited with intelligence 
and with careful thought. In this same article a reference is made to 
the condition of mortgage indebtedness. Now, whether a condition 
of large indebtedness is advantageous to a people or not is an economic 
question to which perhaps there might be two sides. Certainly a cer- 
tain amount of debt is consistent with the highest degree of enterprise 
and is a process of development, but another extent of debt is incon- 
sistent with either development or enterprise and is a crushing burden 
upon the existing condition of business, 

The earth is productive and is the source of all wealth and of all 
prosperity, and, like the wrestler Antæus, be who lives upon and by 
its productive power will ever derive strength to rise again. But for 
the time being its energies and the labor that is placed upon it may be 
entirely crushed under the burden of debt. Such is the condition of 
things which the great association of the Farmers’ Alliances through- 
out the United States have represented and do represent to be true. 
It is a condition in which they have been living in advance of their 
means, upon borrowed money, and in which they have been compelled 
to mortgage for the comforts of life, for the education of their children, 
as well as the improvement of their places, the productive lands which 
they have subdued and brought into fertility by their own labor. I 
will read an extract from this paper in reference to Iowa: 


It has been difficult and indeed almost impossible to ascertain the exact 
amount of farm mo Governor 
careful estimate of the farm- mo 


ted to make a payment it is 
and therefore we, as it were, watch the — eden decreasing. 
That is a large amount of indebtedness for a fertile country, perhaps 
the most fertile on the average, to the extent of its cultivated area, in 
the United States. That is a very crushing indebtedness; but it only 
evidences the great recuperative power of the farmers upon whose fer- 
tile lands it lies in the fact that they are paying off this indebtedness, 
and the fact that there are men of wealth, men who have accumulated 
fortunes in the villages of a great and fertile agricultural country, is 
something that occurs in the order of nature and which no misgovern- 
ment, which no unwise legislation can prevent. The earth is peren- 
nial in its productiveness, and out of the vast mass of its productions, 
whether at high or at low prices, whether the mass of the laborers, 
and of the farmers, and the wage-earners, with very poor wages, accumu- 
late anything or not, there is obliged to be in the order of nature an 
accumulation in the hands of the few. But this paper goes on to say: 


of 
iance 


large number of these reports have been made, and accepti: 
Judge Peffer, author of The Way Out,“ thatthe number of 


80. 
were sent out asking for information as tothe number of farms mo: 
unmortgaged, and rented, the amount of the debt, and the rate of interest. We 
give some samples of the returns as follows: 

Six renters, six unmortgaged and nine mortgaged farms; debt, $3,900, Onall 
but three of these places the owners are not able toand can not pay interest. 
Most of the renters have owned places and have lost them by the mortgage. 

Thirty-three renters, no unmortgaged and twenty-six mortgaged farms; debt, 
$24,702. A great many have had to borrow interest from the banks and others 


have not paid interest for two years. 

Thirteen renters, three unmort, and seventeen mortgaged farms; debt. 3 
$6,360, Most of the farmers claim t the farm does not make them a living 
and pay interest on the mortgage, and they are going down hill all the time. 

Three renters, no unmortgaged and seven mortgaged farms; debt, $3,500. 
There is but one man who is able to keep up his interest, and if times do not 
change Sere will be five or six foreclosures or farmers will bave to deed to the 
companies, — 


Fourteen mortgaged farms; debt, $5,300, Mo are being foreclosed every 
term of court and there is no present pro ty of owners being able to pay 
taxes or interest, 


j~ 


each. 


i’ 


` 


8142 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


t 


AUGUST 5, 


Nineteen homesteads; only two proved up, and these are mortgaged at $400 
Neither party will be able to meet payment. 

Thirty-four renters, three unmortgaged and thirty-three mortgaged farms; 
debt, $36,000. Foreclosures are expected 8 

Fourteen renters, five unmortgaged and een mo ed farms; debt, 

000. There has only been one foreclosure. Five have sold their farms for 
w. they could get. They could not pay interest any longer. You know 
the con oe aa foreclosure. It always takes the farm,besides a judgment 
of probably as much as the loan. 

Three un and twenty-seven mortgaged farms; debt, $19,020. Four 
think they can pay the interest. Seven mortgages foreclosed and the balance 
likely to be, as it is doubtful about interest being paid, 

Eleven renters, five not mo and eleven mortgaged farms, Amongst 
the renters are several that have deeded their farms to mortgagees, and now 
rerent the same farms. This is from one of the oldest counties in the State, 

Eleven renters, six unmortgaged and twenty-six mortgaged farms; debt, $35,- 
750, Several of our members live on farms owned by money-loanersand three- 
fourths of the otherscan not redeem their farms unless prices go up 75 per cent. 
at once, and continue for five years. Several foreclosures are now pending. 

Twenty-thtpe renters, three unmor d and forty-one mortgaged farms; 


debt. $32,425. ‘Thistownship is heavily in debt; considerable on chattel security, 


They are foreclosing from one to three mortgages a week, and there are several 
that just pay their interest and live, to say nothing of the 8 
Seventeen renters, seventeen unmortgaged and thirty-nine mort; farms; 
debt, $28,200. Someare hopeful, thinking they will be able tolift the mortgage, 
but I feur they will lose their farms when pay-day comes, 
Twenty-five renters, seven unmo and ten mortgaged farms; debt, 
$13,600. All of these are bound to go unless something turns up to change the 
pect, There are five more farms in this neighborhood mortgaged for $5,200. 
Thee do not belong to the Alliance. They even have to sell their chickens to 
interest. Mine is $3,200 and I had to sell twenty hogs to pay the interest. 
irty-two renters, two unmortgaged and thirty mortgaged farms. It is safe 
to say that not one-half of the thirty farms will be redeemed, but will become 
the property of the companies before long. 
‘Three renters, three not mor! and seventeen mortgaged farms; debt, 
89,750. Many of these are behind from twelve to eighteen months with inter- 
est. Foreclosure proceedings have already commenced on some of these mort- 


live renters, one not mortgaged and nine mortgaged farms; debt $13,950, 
3 are behind on their interest and are liable to be foreclosed before 

ong. 

Twelve renters, nounmortgaged and thirteen mortgaged farms; debt, $15,910. 
Some of these are unable to pay anything. A few nre able to clear their land 
with their property, which would leavo them without anything but 
the land. ides the mortgages on the land there are but few who have not 
every head of cattle and horses mortgaged and are consequently in a bad con- 


dition, 
and thirteen morigaged farms; debt, $12,510, 


Ten renters, four unmo 
I think that all of our members are, by the most rigid economy, able to pay the 


interest on their mortgages. 
Ten rent five unmo and twenty mortgaged farms; debt, $39,950. 
It is hard to give any facts in rd to who will pay out. About one in ten 


I 
should think, will catch them. If times remain as at present, one-fourth will 
be foreclosed within eighteen months, if crops should fail, Some are behind 
with interest, and others are hard pressed to pay it. I know of several other 
farmers, not members of the Alliance, that arein just as bad shape as this batch 
Isend. I think they will join us soon, This fight will not down unless the 
farmers get discouraged. 

Weclip the above at random from the reports as furnished to the Advocate. 
They tell a story to which it is neither safe nor wise to turn a deaf ear. It is 
quite evident that a large per cent. of farmers are on the verge of bank- 
rupley. What has brought them there? Itis evident from the above reports 
that some of them came from the frontier where agriculture is an experiment 
as yet, and where one or two cropfailuresare fatal. Itis possible that the mem- 
bership of the Alliance does not fully represent the farmers of the State, as the 
men who are hard pressed with debt would naturally tarn to organizations for 
relief more readily than farmers who are out of debt. It is quite probable that 
many of these bankruptcies are the result of the effort to make a living by grow- 
ing grain for shipment to a foreign market. If so, then an investigation with 
the same condition of affairs will be found in Nebraska and the Dakotas. In 
fact, we have not the slightest doubt of it. 


Thatis an alarming condition of things. In consideration of these 
facts I presented a resolution which was laid upon the table and still 
lies there, a resolution which asked for an investigation of an alleged 
abuse, as to the truth of which I have no opinion to express, nothing 
more than to comply with the request made of me, and to say that 
these people have a right to an investigation by this Congress, They 
have a right that the Senate should remain here and that the Inter- 
state Commerce Committee and the Finance Committee should give a 
respectful hearing to their requests, and that some method should be 
devised to extend to them relief from this great crushing mass of 
indebtedness. The special form in which this complaint was made to 
me by members of a Southern Alliance is as follows. It is a clipping 
from the Savannah News, and headed: 

TILLERS IN THE TOILS—THE WHEAT RING IN THE NORTHWEST WILL SQUEEZE 


THEM—ALARMING TO FARMERS—ELEVATOES NOT TO STORE THIS YEAR'S CROP, 
AND FARMERS MUST SELL, 
Curcaco, July 21. 


A special dispatch from Jamestown, N. Dak., says: “It will beastartling piece 
of news tothe wheat-growers of North Dakota to find out on theeve of harvest 
that no elevator in the State will store grain this year. This radical change in 
the handling of the crop has been keptassecretas possible, It was determined 
upon, it is said. con after the law was passed this year which makes all public 
elevators and w uses pay an annual license of $2.50 per 1,000 bushels ca- 
peony Nine-tenths of the crop of the State has been beretofore bought by 

elevator companies u erg Duluth and Minneapolis quotations, A er 


company chooses to 
the winter. 


to this sweeping change, which will bring misery on most of 
ers of this State—a of men having netstat cy tee od rea info e 
resents all they have ia the world, and which now promises the actual return 


will have, as in the past, absoluie control of the enormous crop now heading 


bab This crop will be so large that the railroad commissioners have stated that 
all the railroads combined can not furnish cars to move it one-tenth as fast as 
se Catone If the elevators decline to share it the confusion and dismay that 
will result will be something unparalleled. Of course the demand for cars will 
be immensely increased. Farmers having had no notice of the elevator's ac- 
tion, will not have time to build bins or warehouses. T) bave, as a rule, no 
granaries oom and can not get money to buy lumber for new ones to store their 
own nin. 

“ Many of them bought seed-wheat of the elevator syndicate organized by 
Governor Miller this spring. This wheat was charged for at $1 a bushel and 4 
lien taken on the crop, which prevents the farmer from doing anything with 
it except to turn it over to the company as soon as The plan of the 
combine will result in an agricultural panic for this section of the State.“ 

Whether this be true to the extent of these allegations or not, it evi- 
dences a condition of things relating to the agricultural interests of this 
country, not only in the Northwest, but in the entire country, which 
demands some consideration on the part of this body. It evidences an 
apprehension on the part of the farmers of a power of combination for 
their oppression. ‘They are here alleging these things; they are under 
the belief that this great industry, which is the living source of every 
other- industry and without the prosperity of which there can be no 
other permanent prosperity, is being trampled under foot, is being op- 
pressed, is the subject of combinations which deprive them of the prof- 
its of their labor and a fair return from their crops, and there is enough 
of plausibility and probability in the allegations which are here made 
to require careful consideration and examination by this body. 

Mr. President, the question has been significantly asked, why it is 
that in a region of country which has produced in the last twenty-five 
years more than six thousand millions of dollars of gold values ex- 
ported abroad, and brought to this country in return productions which 
are the representatives of gold—why it is that that region which has 
produced this vast amount of wealth, greater than all the manufactur- 
ing industries, of surplus wealth, of exported wealth and imported re- 
turns—why is it that that region of country should have accumulated 
a debt almost as great as these exported values, or half as t as they 
have been? That is the problem which it seems to me will attract the 
reasonable attention of the economist who wishes to ascertain the truth 
upon thissubject, 

Iowa having produced her proportion, and a large proportion of this 
vast surplus wealth coe alge abroad and brought back in gold, why 
is it that Iowa is compelled to borrow from $50,000,000 to $80,000,000 
of money and mortgage the homesteads of the people for it? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I can give the Senator an answer to that 
question, and that is this: As I have already explained in the remarks 
heretofore made to-day, a large proportion of the money represented 
by mortgages in Iowa belongs to the people of Iowa and represents a 
part of the savings which have been going on through the years of 
that State. 

Mr. CALL. That is an entirely satisfactory answer if it is true. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I suppose I know as much about it as the 
Senator from Florida does, and perhaps more. 

Mr. CALL. A great deal more than I do, for I know nothing about 
it except what I derive from the statistics and the papers published. 
But still the question would remain, how is it that the men who have 
produced this great amount of profits, the individual farmers, shall be 
compelled to borrow even from the Iowa capitalist, and how did the 
Iowa capitalist accumulate this vast proportion of the labor of the 
83 farmer of the country? That question will remain to be an- 
swered. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I can give the Senator at least a partial 
answer to that question. 

Mr. CALL. Ishall be glad to have it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. And that is, that a great many of the men 
in Iowa who are loaning money to others are men who have retired 
from the farm and are now living in the towns. 

Mr. CALL. The man who retires from the farm does not neces- 
sarily by the act of retiring accumulate wealth. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. But he does not retire until he accumulates 
wealth and has got something to loan to others who need the accom- 
modation to carry on the business of the farm. 

Mr. CALL. The explanation of the Senator from Iowa is in the 
nature of an ordinary process of accumulation; thatis, the greater accu- 
mulation by one man than another in a community, by superior ad- 
dress and business economy. That is a question which refers merely 
to the laws or the policies which should regulate the interior distribu- 
tion of wealth, whether there be any cause which fosters its undue 
accumulation in individualsor not. As to that we have no statistics 
here, and that is the question. But certainly Iowa is an exception it 
that be the case, and this great amount of eighty millions of debt is, 
money that has accumulated in the hands of individuals, citizens of 
Iowa, from farming and as the profits of that business. 

Now, let us see a little about what these statistics show, if they are 
correctly stated here, I read from an article in The Forum, ‘* West- 
ern mortgages,” of March, 1890, which is evidently written by a friend 
of capital, and a person who is desirous to harmonize the theory of 
the use of capital or of money in mortgage loans on farms promotes 
the general prosperity of the farmer and is an evidence of general 
thrift and comfort. e have here, first, a different explanation from 
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that of the Senator from Iowa. We have here a table relating to the 


State of Kansas. The statement is that in the 1880 there were 
22,386,435 acres of land in Kansas, valued at $87,510,028, and the value 
-of the town lots was $20,922,021, and the value of railroad property 
was $20,547,802. In 1889 there were 43,171,473 acres of land sub- 
ject totaxation, and the value was estimated to be $173,801,010 and the 
value of town lots $76,330,671, and the value of railroad property was 
put at $57,494,849. 

You will perceive that in this statement an artificial factor had 
grown up which had amassed nearly one-third of the values, that is to 
say, which had appropriated to itself the one-third part of the productive 
returns of that State, that is, of its agricultural industry. 

There now is an artificial factor—neither labor nor land, neither 
manufacture nor the growth of the products of the soil, but simply the 
results of a power of taxation imposed upon transportation, the value 
of which taxation constitutes the value of the property, and which 
amounts out of an aggregate of something over two hundred millions 
of dollars to over $57,000,000. That may explain the reason, perhaps, 
why this great amount of debt rests on the farmers of the West. It 
may be that the aggregate amount of transportation takes from the 
total value of the products a greater sum than it can bear. I do not 
state this to be the fact. I do assert it to be asubject which demands, 
in view of the condition of the farmer, our investigation. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to say to the Senator from Florida 
that the railroads to which he refers are not peculiarly local to the 
State of Kansas. They are all of them great trunk lines, which pass 
through the State of Kansas to points beyond, to Denver and the Pa- 
cific coast, 

Mr. CALL. I do not see that that alters the problem. They, of 
course, have a large amount of local traffic. 

Mr. PADDOCK. But they are built by foreign capital almost en- 
tirely, and are the source of so much additional wealth to the State, 
and help largely in making up the assessed valuations and the tax re- 
ceipts of the State. 

Mr. CALL. That isa question. No doubt they are an addition to 
the wealth of the State just as labor is an addition of wealth to a 
State, just as machinery is. They are, of course, a means of transit 
of the productions and of that communication which is necessary. 
They are, therefore, in that sense an increase of wealth, as every agency 
upon the earth is an increase of wealth when it ministers to the com- 
fort or to the abundance of human life and human subsistence. 

The question of foreign or domestic capital has no place here. 
Neither is a factor in the good condition of a people, except and only 
in so far as it is used to increase the products of a country and to 
aid in and leasen the cost of distributing them to the people, by ex- 
change or sale. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator will allow me one more word about 
the mortgage indebtedness of the Western States, upon which he has 
dwelt at considerable length, I desire to say, so far as my State is con- 
cerned at least, that the smallest possible percentage of indebtedness 
represents losses in agriculture or anything I call the Senator’s at- 
tention to the fact that the rule of land purchases in the newer States of 
the West is upon deferred payments secured by purchase-money mort- 

and avery large percentage—I will not state how much, but a very 
Sane cae indeed represents this sort of security for these de- 
ferred payments. If a farmer purchases aquarter-section, or 40 acres, or 
whatever amount of land, adjoining his farm, he purchases that upon the 
plan of deferred payments, relying upon the profits from his agricult- 
ural pursuit afterwards to pay that additional indebtedness, and so 
on and so forth throughout, and the whole business of purchasing is 
by giving purchase-money mortgages for a good part of the payment. 

Mr. CALL. My friend from Nebraska does not entertain the same 
opinion as some writers upon that subject> It may 8 be perti- 
nent to say, however, that wherever land bears a high value it repre- 
sents rent, and that rent is in all cases an imposition, a burden upon 
the laborer who cultivates the soil. But be that as it may, the Farm- 
ers’ Alliances of that country protest in their own individual persons, 
as this paper I have read here from Kansas says, and in their own 
families they feel the oppression of debt contracted in the support of 
their families and the education of their children. They place them- 
selves before the country as an organized body, making these statements 
of their condition, as to which they should have certain and accurate 
knowledge. I accept these statements as true. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me, there 
are some of these gentlemen to whom he refers who are oppressed more 
because they have been spewed out by the old political parties and 
have no political standing or prospects for political advancement un- 
less they can build up some sort of new party; and are spending their 
‘time mostly in trying to dissatisfy the farmers and people engaged in 
all other avocations with the present order of things, in order that 
they themselves may come to the front and get sonie prominence in 
affairs through some new political movement. The misfortune is that 

many good, sensible, reasonable men are misled by the false statements 
and misrepresentations of these political farmers. 

Mr. CALL. The farmer must be a very simple and foolish creature 
who does not know whether he is in comfort or discomfort, whether 


* 


he is in debt or out of debt, whether his family are well clothed, well 


educated, and whether or not he has his nose to the grindstone; and 
I beg leave to differ from my friend from Nebraska. You can not 
deceive the farmers as to the fact of theircondition. There is one thing 
a man must know, and that is, whether he is poor and suffering or not. 
There is no more reliable, intelligent, economical, and thrifty people 
on the face of the earth than the American farmers, who cultivate the 
soil and live by agricultural pursuits. Everywhere he is a man of 
judgment, he is a man of intelligence in the matters which concern 
him; and this great movement which has extended throughout this 
country is not without substantial reason for it. As this Iowa paper 
says—and I commend it to my honorable friend— 

The statesman who fails to see that the Western farmer is in sore straits, 
while the Eastern manufacturer is prosperous, and who fails to shape his course 
so as to help his constituents in their troubles, has a rocky road ahead of him, 

In regard to this mortgage business, it is my judgment that such a 
condition of mortgage indebtedness upon any agricultural people is an 
evidence of extreme depression, of great want, of economic distress, of a 
necessity for some change in the public policy of the country. Of all 
people in the world the farmer is the most independent. He makes 
nearly all the necessaries of life as the resultofhislabor. Itis only those 
things which are not absolutely indispensable to mere existence that 
he is required to purchase—the comforts and evem luxuries which his 
family properly have a right to and which every laboring man in this 
country and his family ought to have and can have under s proper 
system of law and proper policies on the part of governments, State 
and Federal, cheap transportation, transportation based upon actual 
cost and not upon fictitious and pretended and false valuation. That 


is one of the great evils of which the farmers are complaining. But 


let us see as to this matter of debt. 
It is impossible tosay— 


Says this article in The Feram—and these articles, although in news- 
papers and in magazines, are the result of the best thought of the 
country. Whether they are true, as oftentimes they are not, in their 
speculations and in their conclusions, they are generally correct in 
their figures, and as the representative of the most in t class of 
men in the world they deserve careful examination and consideration 
by every legislative body. So this paper says: 

It is impossible to say how much has been invested in the West on real estate 
securities, but the amountis enormous. Five mortgage companies at Topeka, 
Kans., report that the loans made by them and still outstanding amount to 
$22,000,000. Of this sum 90 per cent. has been invested in Kansas; five com- 
panies at Kansas City report $68,000,000 outstanding. This amount has been 
placed in a dozen Western States. 

The Senator from Iowa will bear in mind that this is not Iowa capi- 
tal nor Western capital; it is the capital of the East. I speak that in 
no disrespect to the people of the East, whose thrift and enterprise I 
appreciate properly. They are right in accumulating all the means 
they properly and legitimately can. This writer goes on to say: 

What has been done with this vast borrowed capital? Labor has been em- 
ployed. Thousands of villages, towns, and cities have been built, Thousands 
of miles of railroad have been constructed. Millions of acres of land have been 
subjected to private dominion, have become a part of the estimated wealth of 
the country, and have been set to producing what the world wants. Farm build- 
ings of all sortg have been constracted and farm machinery purchased. The 
cattle industry has been enormously developed. Mines have 


been opened. 
Churches and school-houses have been erected. States have been founded. 1 The 


growth which occupied a hundred years in the older States bas been 
crowded into ten. The mortgage did this. kel eA were an industrious, 
hard-working, ambitious people. The money has been loaned them has 
not been squandered, If the loans made to the West have been large, the in- 
crease in the wealth of the West has been astounding. The money advanced 
to the West is all there, 


Then the writer goes on to say: 


The Western mo business was begun by individual brokers, who in- 
vested on their own judgment, based on personal knowledge of borrowers and 
securities. Their profit lay in the snargin. between the low interest capitalists 
would accept and the high interest borrowers would pay. 


Now there comes your trouble. As these farmerssay, they have bor- 
rowed money at a rate of interest which they are unable to pay, the 
country is covered with mortgages, and by the returns as shown in this 
Homestead paper the interest is unpaid and the property is being sold. 
Now the writer says: - 

The business developed rapidly. As increased capital has become m 


ecessary, 
individual brokers have given way to Nef 9 —— There are probably two 
hundred such corporations now operating in Nebraska and Kansas alone. 


T call the attention of thé Senator who has just spoken to this state- 
ment: 


While the individual broker confined his operations to his own and adjoinin, 
counties, the corporation took States for its field, established local agents, an: 
adopted a plan of taking all mortgages in the company's name. Then the 1 
ess of securing a loan would be about this: The borrower applies to the local 
agent, who requires him to fill out and sign and swear to the truthfulness of an 
“application,” in which he sets forth the exact description of the property 
offered as security; how much of the land is under cultivation; when he bought 
the land and how much he paid for it; what improvements are upon it—fences, 
houses, barns, cribs, eto.; the cash value of the improvements; the present cash 
value of the Jand; the crops of the previous year and current year; tho rental 
value; the location of the land with reference to railroads, towns, sch 
churches; the assessed valuation ; the tax thereon; the cattle on the premises; 
the purpose for which the money is borrowed; the total valuation of the bor- 
rower's property, real and personal; the state of the title. 

Ina eres he is made to give all the information which can be of any conceiy- 
able use in determining the value of the real and personal security offered, Then 
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the local agent and two or more disinterested residents indorse on the applica- 
tion a sworn 8 of the land. This application is seut to the company, 
and an agent from the home office is sent out to ny ene report. If his report 
is favorable a bargain is struck as to the rate of interest, which is usually the 
lowest rate that will float the security in the East at par; and as to the amount 
of the commission, which is the company's profit. 

As to the ment of the commission, various pias are in use. The most 
profitable method is this: Out of the proceeds of the note and moi ‘the ne- 

r receives all the expense of making the loan and his comm n. For 

many years this commission was enormous. The companies located at St. Paul, 
a, Des Moines, Kansas City, St. Joseph, Topeka, Denver, or Dallas some- 
times received as high as a 15 per cent. commission on a five-year loan, and for 
many years the home company never received less than 10 percent. The local 
ut exacted all that he could above this amount. Another custom as to commis- 

n is to secure it by notes and asecond mortgage. This commission is usualiy 
made payable in ten semi-annual! installments. 

Mr, President, you have here in these papers and in these statistics 
an account of the condition in respect to the debt of these States and 
the sources from which this money comes and the interest which is 
paid upon it, You have in this statement an evidence of the truth of 
the statements of the associations of farmers in Iowa, in Kansas, and in 
Nebraska, and in Texas, and in all the Southern States—where, how- 
ever, the evil is not so great because the security of land from various 
causes has not been considered good on account of its inconvertibility 
upon sale—that their land is subject to this vast amount of debt with 
an enormous rate of interest upon the farmers of the country. 

The question is as to the capacity of the country to pay this great 
interest charge and this great debt without oppression and want to the 
farmer. 


It is to be noted, further, that while the obligations of the West have in- 
idly, its interest-paying capacity has also increased very 
Dakota's wheat crop was 2,830,289 bushels; in 1885 it had 

$8,166,413 bushels; in 1887, 62,553,449 bushels. The following figures 
show the Kansas corn productin bushels, in five-year periods, commencing with 
1864 and ending last year. 

For the period from 1884 to 1888 the Kansas corn product was 752,- 
336,062 bushels. This is an enormous production, and yetit pays only 
the interest on the indebtedness in this great agricultural country after, 
of course, paying the transportation charges and the actual amount con- 
sumed in subsistence, and does not even pay the interest in many cases. 
According to the statement of the associations of the farmers and of 
this newspaper, published in Iowa, with this vast and wonderful in- 
crease of productive values in this country there remains nothing but 
very poor wages to those who have produced it. 

What connection has that with our present system? This is a very 
important question. It is one which this body may well debate. If 
it be true that the system of taxation imposed under our tariff laws is 
an efficient factor in producing that condition of things, then the very 
life of the Republic demands that that fact should be well understood 
and fixed in our minds, and that it should be so modified and so ar- 
ranged that this hurtful result shall not exist, because you can not 
have a republican government, ifall the sages of the country are right 
ifthe fathers were right, if Mr. Adams was right and if Mr. Jefferson 
was right—you can not havea republican country composed of million- 
aires with the vast mass of the people living in poverty and want. 

You can not have a Republic without a fair distribution of wealth, 
and it does not matter if the figures read by the Senator from Iowa to- 
day may show that in the progress of industrial development trusts 
have cheapened prices. That may be true, and yet it may also be true 
that that progress of industrial improvement has concentrated an un- 
due proportion and nearly the entire of the surplus production of the 
country in the hands of a small number of men who are not producers 
and who direct the movements of the great industrial and financial 
organizations. I find that the facts are these, as stated in a manual 
of apparent authority and accuracy: 

We have exported more corn in the last four years, more wheatand flourin the 
Jast six years, and more unground wheat in the last year than we did from the 
adoption of the Constitution in 1789 up to the adoption of our present system of 
taxation in 1861 and 1862. 

That is to say, under our existing system the farm production of this 
country has been dependent, and is every year being more and more de- 
pendent, upon the foreign market. I find by these res quoted here, 
from 1789 to 1860, seventy-one years, the corn exported in bushels 
amounted to 149,905,645; wheat, 80,771,520 bushels; from 1860 to 1870, 
ten years, it was, corn, 100,611,081 bushels, and wheat, 220,115,995; 
from 1870 to 1880, ten years, 536,434,697 bashels of corn, and of wheat, 
667,435,801 bushels, and in 1887, one year, 40,307,252 bushels of corn 
and 101,971,949 bushels of wheat. 

We have exported— 

Says this article— 
more pounds of bacon and hams in the last feen months than our fathers did 
vag ok a e settlement at Jamestown in 1607 to the bombardment of Fort Sumter 


That is a startling increase in our dependence on foreign markets for 
these farm products instead of upon the home market. 

From 1850 to 1860 there was an average decline of export prices as 
returned in the public documents of the Government. From 1850 to 
1860, an average of ten years, corn was at 72.8 cents, wheat $1.36; 
from 1860 to 1870 corn was 81.6 cents, wheat $1.34; from 1870 to 1880 
corn was 59.9 cents, and wheat $1.24; in 1887, one year, corn was 47.9 
cents and wheat 89 cents, 


A decline of one-third in the price of both wheat and corn from the a 
of the ten years before the tariff to the average of last year. How will 
farmers like this when they find it out? 

The market quotations on corn and wheat for February 14, 1888, 
were—in Chicago, corn 46% cents and wheat 755 cents, and in ed 
at that date, on the 14th of February, 1888, corn 65 cents and wheat 
97} cents. 

Liv lis 25 per cent. higher on wheat and 40 on corn. And this aſter our 
people have paid an average of at least 88500, 000, 000 a year for twenty years for 
ahome market, whose sole purpose could only be to make corn and wheat 
worth as much in Chicago as in Liverpool. 

The above are Chicago poa The prices the farmers actually get are much 
Jess, say from 40 or 50 to 75 or 80 per cent. of Live 1 auctatio according 
to the location and the bulkiness of the Lee ‘ake it all erie see ons 
where the 5 surplus is raised, including cotton and all, itis quite within 
the bounds of reason to say that Liv l is at least 50 per cent, higher than 
the original American market where the farmer sells, 


Mr, President, that is an alarming condition of things. These fig- 
ures not only confute the statementsof the able Senator from Iowa and 
the newspaper article which he has read, but they exhibit the fact, if 
it be true, that the farmer receives only 50 per cent. of the Liverpool 
quotations, If it be true that these transportation rates have in 
the values of the property which transports the productions of the coun- 
try and made it nearly one-third or even one-fourth of all the other 
productive values of the country; if it be true that this artificial cost 
of capital never used, of labor never expended, imposed in the shape 
of a burden of interest, a tual interest charge upon the people of 
this country, upon the agriculture of the West and of the South; if it 
be true that there has been an accumulation of wealth in one particu- 
lar section of the country, it matters not whetherit is in the South, in 
the East, in the West, or in the Northwest, by which the proceeds of 
the national production of agriculture or manufactures or anything else 
is concentrated in one region of country, even if it be by the natural 
ingenuity of the people resident there and the economies and policies 
which they may use; if from any cause it be true that a large portion 
of the national industry and wealth is actually concentrated in some 
particular locality and then finds its way out in the representatives of 
value in the shape of money to be loaned upon commissions of 15 and 20 
per cent, for making a loan and an interest of from 8 to 10 or 12 per 
cent., and that the result of this special condition of things is that the 
people in these great producing countries are covered with mortgages 
the interest of which they can not pay and which is accumulating and 
puts their cultivated and improved lands in the hands of a few persons, 
it is certainly a question of the gravest national concern, and explains 
the reason for the discontent of the great farming interest and for the 
relief which they are demandingin some form of legislation. Wemay 
well pause before we adopt the policies of the bill now before the Senate 
and consider whether the increased duties which it will impose will not 
further and very greatly diminish the farmer’s share of the proceeds of 
the productsof his own skill and labor; whether it will not still further 
and very largely diminish his means of paying this great mortgage 
debt and the interest upon it. 

We may well consider, Mr, President, whether the farmers have not 
a right to such legislation as will relieve them from their present con- 
dition of distress. I believe they have. I think there can be devised 
a system of relief consistent with a sound financial economy and with- 
out detriment to the public interest of the country or to its fiscal agen- 
cies, a system by which they may be relieved from this exorbitant 
and tremendous drain and by which the cost of transportation of the 
country may be reduced to its proper proportions of actual cost and 
reasonable profit, a system equally advantageous to the farmer and 
to the railroad companies. 

And certainly, if it is not done, these people will go further, because 
there is no limit to the ingenuity, good sense, sound judgment of the 
American farmer. Heis aroused now to a consideration of the causes 
of this great depression of his interests, of the poverty of his family, ot 
his failure to obtain remunerative prices for his products. If the Sen- 
ator from Iowa is right, then all others are wrong—the farmers of his 
State are wrong, the statistics here are wrong. But unless he is right, 
and these people are obtaining a reasonable and proper remuneration 
for their labor and their crops, there will be a condition of things in 
which extreme action will be taken, unless they can get relief in legis- 
lation here and now. 

i I find, Mr. President, an articlein The Arena, which reads as fol- 
ows—— 

Mr, PADDOCK rose, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SPOONER inthe chair). Does the 
Senator from Florida yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. CALL, Yes, sir. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I did not hear the statement of the Senator re- 
specting the prices of corn in 1878. 

Mr. CALL. I will read it again. 

Mr. PADDOCK. And please state where the prices were quoted, 

Mr. CALL. Chicago and Liverpool. 

Mr. PADDOCK. What was the price in Chicago? 

Mr. CALL. Iwill find it in a moment or two. It was the price on 
the 14th of February, 1888. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Eighteen hundred and seventy-eight I thought 
the Senator had said. 
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Mr. CALL. It was February 14,1888, I will read it in a moment. 
In Chicago on that date the price of corn was 465 cents, and the price 
of wheat was 75. In Liverpool the price of corn was 65 cents, and the 
price of wheat 97. In Liverpool the price was 25 per cent. higher on 
wheat and 40 per cent. on corn. 

This book goes on to say that our people have paid an average of at 
least $500,000,000 a year for twenty years for a home market whose 
sole purpose could only be to make corn and wheat worth as much in 
Chicago as in Liverpool. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida yield? 

Mr: CALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Wheat yesterday in Chicago was worth 95 to 98 
cents and corn was quoted at 53 to 54 cents. 

Mr. CALL. Well, Mr. President, the price of wheat or corn at a 
particular date, except for the purpose shown in this paper, as a pro- 
gressive decline or increase for a series of years, would be, of course, 
of but little consequence. 

Mr. PADDOCK, I say that the prices of yesterday are as good for 
the purpose of quoting as the prices the Senator quoted. 

Mr. CALL. They were the average prices from 1850 to 1860, a pe- 
riod of ten years, when the price of corn was 72.8 cents; again, from 
1870 to 1880, a period of ten years, the price of corn was 49.9 cents and 
wheat was $1.24, showing a regular and progressive decline. 

Now, that might happen, of course, from other causes. But the 
main purpose of that argument was tostate the fact that this agricult- 
ural people were paying 8500, 000,000 a year, or thereabouts, for the 
purpose of obtaining a home market. The question now occurs if 
there is this great industrial distress in the agricultural regions, as 
they state, and I am thinking their evidence is better than any other, 
I take it that this great movement of the Farmers’ Alliance through- 
out the length and breadth of this country rests, as this paper pub- 
lished in Des Moines, Iowa, states, upon some knowledge upon the 

part of the people themselves of their condition. It goes throughout 
the entire country. It comprises Democrats and Republicans. 

If that be true, Mr. President, in the consideration of this matter, 
this measure here to-day—if it be true that $500,000,000, or any sum 
approximating that, has been paid for years in the hope and expecta- 
tion that a home market would be produced as good as that abroad for 
these people, and it has failed to produce that effect, then, Mr. Presi- 
dent, it seems to me that the plainest dictates of reason and sound 
judgment will demand that we shall make some change, that we shall 
abandon the idea that by exacting this enormous contribution, chiefly 
from the agriculturists of the country, we can produce such a home 
market, 

Mr. PADDOCK rose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida yield 
to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. CALL. Ido. 

Mr. PADDOCK. In regard to the doctrine of averages,and in answer 
to the statement of the Senator from Florida upon that subject, I will 
state that I have before me a statistical report from the Treasury De- 
partment, Statistical Abstract of the Bureau of Statistics for 1889, giv- 
ing the prices of corn from 1877 to 1889, both years inclusive. In that 
report I find that the average price of corn during that period of about 
twelve years was more than 58, nearly 59, cents. Ido not think the 
Senator’s statement agrees with that. The lowest price given is 43 
cents; the highest price is 80 cents, in 1882; and there was the very 
reasonable price of 59 cents in 1877, and so on. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President, as I understand, the Senator’s figures 
do not conflict with this statement. I have not examined them, but 
this statement is made by a very careful writer, and I apprehend will 
be found to be true. This is a statement of the average prices of these 
several agricultural staples, showing a progressive decline during pe- 

_ riods of ten years from 1850 to 1860, from 1860 to 1870, and from 1870 
to 1880: 


1856 to 1860, ten years. 


$0. 728 $1.36 

1860 to 1870, ten years... 816 1.34 
1870 to 1880, ten years.. 599 1.24 
80 
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This is the last of the quotations except the quotation for February 
14, 1888, when the price of corn in Chicago was 46$; wheat, 758, and 
in Liverpool 65 for corn and 974 for wheat. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida yield 
to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It will serve no useful purpose, Mr. President, to 
give averages for the period from 1860 to 1870, because that was the 
war period, when the prices of everything were affected by the pre- 
mium on gold. 

Mr. CALL. The point of this argument is that the $500,000,000 
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paid for home market has failed; that progressively in these periods of 
time for several periods of ten years each the prices of these great 
agricultural staples have declined, on the average. The question is as 
to the value of the home market and the method of obtaining it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The trouble about the Senator’s statement is that 
tlie record does not bear him out. 

Mr.CALL, The Senator has not shown that. It is a fair question 
of argument whether it does or does not. But the question is, Will 
this continuation of a protective system furnish the home market and 
the highest prices available to afford relief in the great centers to 
which this market is accessible? Will it furnish that and thus re- 
store prosperity to this depressed interest? 

It is no answer to that tosay that the price at this or that particular time 
was this or the other amount. That does not touch the question at all. 

Now, Mr. President, upon this question as to whether or not it is 
possible to preserve a republican government with a system of high 
tariff taxation, with the control of the great productive interests of 
the country in the hands of a small number of persons, making an 
aristocracy, in fact—not a tyranny, because the American farmer can 
not be tyrannized; the American citizen is too far advanced in intelli- 
gence to be the subject of actual force—but can you have a system of 
industrial slavery practically by the concentration of the control of 
the great productive interests, whether through railway corporations, 
through trusts, through any money system, or in any way whatever, as 
now three millions of American farmers, whether right or wrong, in 
some shape or form connected with the production have asserted and 
affirmed to be their belief and their judgment as to our system of public 
policy, by our legislation on the tariff such that it is accamulating the 
positive control of these great productive interests in particular hands 
and with a very limited number of people ? 

Now, in regard to this line of speculation I desire to read an article 
from The Arena, a progressive journal of living thought, of careful 
speculation and consideration of the causes which affect public policies 
and control the conduct of government. 


That we are ina period immediately preceding great social changes that will 
ite aer A ſadustriallg 1 think is bey. - 


affect the constitution of society politically and ond 
question. In this country, in my opinion, we have nearly reached the limit of 
continuance for our present form of government and arrangement of society. 
Partisan methods, involving bribery on a tremendous scale, so dominate our 
elections and appointments to office that the people are rapidly losin: 

for the authority of governmentand the decisions of courts. Our public “ serv- 
ants” are more and more becoming our rulers, 


I may say in passing that I do not sympathize with these ideas of 
this writer which I have just read, but they show the tendency of 
thought, the unrest amongst the people. 


Because wage-earners, as a class, enjoy to-day more of the good things of lite 
than ever before, by some it is argued that, in their condition, there is nothing 


of which they may N complain. But the question concerning the 
Wage-earving class that is up for discussion, as fair-minded ns will per- 
ceive, is not whether they enjoy more of the wealth they produce than hereto- 


fore, but whether they enjoy all they are entitled to. ta wealth producer 
should possess all he produces we are beginning to understand, and to a some- 
what clear general perception that society is so organized that insome manner 
the wage-earner is al ways being juggled out of part of his products, the increas- 
ing discontent among workingmen and others in their behalf is to be attrib- 
uted, How to insure the worker the fruits of his labor is the social problem 
of to-day. That this question is wing in importance and interest no one 
who observes the great number of ks and magazine articles pertaining to it 
can doubt. One can hardly listen toa or sermon or direct his eyes to a 
page of Kurrent literature without having the social question thrust Upon him, 


What the outcome will be no man ean prophesy. Economie education may ; 


be so rapid that needful modifications will be made, ren a SS indifferences may 
lull the mass of the ple into a carelessness that will punished by com- 
plete industrial servitude—a mighty plutocracy living in unparalleled splendor, 
with millions of human drudges providing them with whatever their vitiated 
tastes may demand; or an increase of the power and impudence of the capital- 
ists may lash an awakened and outraged ‘people into fury that will express it- 
self in bloody and dreadful war. 

For the first of these contingencies every right-minded person must wish and 
labor. The second is not very probable, but quite possible. The third islikely 
to happen. x A s) 7 A 

Already the farmers of this country,as a class,are mere tenants at will of 
capitalists who hold mortgages on their farms. They are becoming thoroughly 
aroused and ed about their future. To be tamely whipped into se: m 
they will not submit. they are beginning clearly to understand that 
they are the victims of unjust land and money laws, and to comprehend the 
character and operation of the legislation that is so fatalto them, Those laws 
they will have changed or fight for their homes and the products of their labor 
against the persons who persist in maintaining and enforcing them. That they 
will submit to be enslaved much more than they now are is not probable. 


Now, Mr. President, I am not one of those either to encourage or 
sympathize with any ideas looking to revolution in the social order ot 
the state orin its economical policies other than by the calm and peace- 
ful and quiet deliberation of 1 men, But unquestionably I think we 
fail to appreciate the fact that there are interests in this country, not 
in that section to which I belong, but at large, everywhere, a profound 
conviction on the part of the farming class and agricultural people 
and those connected with them in the exchange of their products and 


the supplying of their wants; that in that great body of opinion, South , 


and North, there is a profound conviction that they are suffering from 
causes which it is in the power of wise legislation to change, to better, 
to modify, to improve, to do away with. 

I believe that they are largely 2 15 in their judgment in these mat- 
ters, and therefore in the passage of this bill here, in the consideration 
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of this vast increase of taxation imposed upon them, conceding to the 
theory all that may be claimed for it, for mere ts sake, still 
the temporary burdens im by this great tax upon them before 
competition will inure to their benefit will be adding another burden 
to them instead of taking from them some of the burdens which now 


rest upon them. 
Mr. President, I will not detain you any further with these desul- 


tory remarks. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, the Senator from Florida 
has presented an agricultural picture painted by an artist who never 
uses but one color, and that is black. The article which he has read 
from The Homestead does not do justice to the farmers of Iowa, and I 
am willing to let the farmers of Iowa pass their judgment on its rep- 
resentatson and general character. 

But that is not the only paper in the State that indulges in efforts to 
mislead and to prejudice and excite the farmer. There is a paper pub- 
lished at Grisnell, Iowa, in which appeared this paragraph: 


How very much that sounds like the speech of the Senator from 
Florida. The Senator from Florida talked about the agricultural in- 
terests of Iowa. I donot think he knowsmuch more about them than 
the man in the moon, and I am sure he does not if the extent of his 
mower came out through the lines of the speech that he has just 


e. 

The paragraph which I have just read came to the attention of a 
farmer living in Poweshiek County, the county in which this paper is 
published, and he gave it this notice, which appeared in one of the 
county papers: 

The imputation in the above— 
That is, the article that I have read 


The imputation in the above that the farmer does not know enough to vote 
intelligently is an insult to every honest tiller of the soil. By reading such rot 
one would be led to believe that the ers are actually in want they not 
know better by observation and experience. 


Now, here is a little bit of personal experience of a farmer: 


Twelve years — this spring I landed in Brooklyn from Ireland, a coun 
that is cursed with the same free trade that it is proposed to fasten upon 
country if such fools as the writer of the above could have their way. Free 
trade ruined us. The poor tenants of the richest island in the world, as regards 
soil contribate their 5 to help sustain the English lords who in turn 
supply the people wi ish at exorbitant prices. They would like 
— well to make this country strictly an agricultural one and they would 
manufacture all the goods we need over here, Gladstone practically said as 
much in his controversy with Blaine. 

When I landed in Brooklyn I just had 50 cents in money. 


This Brooklyn he refers to is a little town by that name in the county 
of Poweshiek, in which he now resides. 


I had no trouble in getting work among the farmers at good wages. I 
made more clean money the t year I was here than I ever had before. 


That is, this agriculturist from Ireland came over to this country, 
where agriculture is depressed and the farmers have everything stolen 
from them, and settled down in that good county of Poweshiek, Iowa, 
and then tells us: 

I made more clean money the first year I was here than I ever had before. 
After working four years for different farmers, I went into the business myself. 
Irented a small farm and worked it for all it was worth. y I own 160 
acres of as fine land as there is in Scott Township, and it is all paid for too, and 
Tam perfectly willing to show up any day with that Grinnell editor who has so 
much sympathy for the farmer with his nose to the ndstone.“ My own 
experience is also that of scores of others here on the Ridge.“ No other coun- 
try in the world would give us such a chance as this one. I know corn is low 
in price, but it fattens hogs like blazes and they are selling for a good price. I 
sold mine two weeks ago for $3.85, and considering the price of everything else 
that is good. I sold a horse the other day for $140 and invested the money in 
yearling calyes for which I had — 20 from $14 to $17 per head. 

I do hope that Grinnell editor will not lose any sleep over the condition of us 
poor farmers, and I want to assure him that I don't wantany free trade in mine, 
not even a tariff for revenue. If I had my way about it I would increase the 
tariff on everything that can be produced in this country and admit free the 
articles that we can not raise or manufacture here. 


That is the utterance of one of these ignorant farmers out there in 
this down-trodden Iowa! It did not take him long to get 160 acres of 
farming land and pay for it. He seems well satisfied. And yet what 
a picture he presents in contrast with the one which has been pre- 
sented to us by the Senator from Florida and his Iowa assistant who 
paints all of his pictures in black! 

No, Mr. President, I wish the Senator from Florida, as well as other 
Senators on that side of the Chamber, would pay a visit to the State of 

“Iowa, and they would come back here and either be silent or take back 
what they have said concerning the depression of agriculture and the 
condition of the farmers in Iowa. 

Mr. CALL. I have not said anything about Iowa. I only read 
what this paper said. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. That was the utterance of a farmer which 
I have just read, and not of the Farmers’ Alliance. 
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Mr. CALL. I would like the Senator to state whether he is right 
about it or whether the Farmers’ Alliance are right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The guestion is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I have modified my amend- 
ment, and will send the modification to the desk, and I would like to 
have it reported. The modification is intended to meet the views of 
the committee. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported as 
modified by the Senator from New Jersey. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 6 of the amendment, in place of 
“ filty-five’’ insert ‘‘ fifty-two; ’’ in the tenth line, in place of “ninety,” 
toneri “eighty-three;’’ so that the whole amendment will read as fol- 

ows: 

Provided, That ee cylinder, crown, and common window-glass, im- 

rted in boxes containing 50 square feet, as nearly as sizes will permit, and 

nown and commercially nated as 50 feet of fies. single thick and weigh- 
ing not to exceed 52 pounds of glass per box, shall be entered and computed as 
5v pounds of glass only; and that said kinds of glass imported in boxes contain- 
ing, as nearly as sizes will permit, 50 feet of glass, and now known and com- 
8 designated as 50 feet of glass, double thick and not exceeding 83 
panes n weight, shall be entered and computed as 80 pounds of glass only; 
ote inal other cases the duty shall be computed according to the actual weight 

Mr. McPHERSON. Now, Mr. President, this isa proviso which is 
in the existing law, with some change, however, as to the weight of 
the glass. The intention is to avoid the weighing of anywhere from 
100,000 to 150,000 packages of glass every year. 

I desire to bring to the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island 
the fact that we have in this amendment proposed that 52 pounds shall 
be computed as 50 pounds of glass only. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no objection to the amendment as now 
modified by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Now, Mr. President, let me go further. In- 
stead of 90 pounds, as in the existing law, we have in this bill made 
it 83 pounds. In the first paragraph it is single thick, and in this par- 
agraph it is double thick. Therefore, to make our amendment consist- 
ent, we have put it 52 in one place and 83 in the other. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think 83 pounds is sufficient. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. All right. 

- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey. : 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next paragraph will be read. 

The next paragraph of the bill was read, as follows: 

107. Cylinder and crown 8 ng 16 by H inches k 
4 il Diara square foot; fiean bree Saris canals 721 b 30 inches 8 
6 cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 60 inches square, 20 
cents per square foot; above that, 40 cents per square foot. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The invidious distinction, Mr. President, that 
will be clearly observable in paragraph 107, when compared with par- 
agraph 106, is very great indeed. The matter in paragraph 106 is con- 
trolled by a most powerful and wealthy trust, and receives protection 
at the rate of from 67.61 per cent. to 132.29 per cent., while the work- 
men who polish glass are only protected from 10,59 to 48,71 per cent. 
In short, in one case, where skilled labor must necessarily be employed, 
as it is made in small packages, and there is no great trust or combina- 
tion, in order to protect it in the manner that these great combinations 
of industries are protected it is now allowed to go through with a 
lower rate of duty; and yet, notwithstanding all that, it seems to me 
as though even with the invidious distinction involved between these 
two kinds of glass it is hardly worth while for me to move an amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

108. Fluted, rolled, or rough plate-glass, not including crown, cylinder, or 
common window- „ not exceeding 10 by 15 inches square, three-fourths of 
1 cent per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 16 by 24 inches square, 1 
cent per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches square, 1} 
cents per square foot; all above that, 2 cents per square foot; and all fluted, 
rolled, or ay a ore pe weighing over 100 pounds per 100 square feet, sball 
pay an additio duty on the excess at the same rates herein im Tee a. 


vided, That all of the above plate-glass when ground or obscured 
ject to the same rate of duty as cast polished plate-glass unsilvered. 


The Committee on Finance proposed to amend the clause by striking 
out the same rate of duty as cast polished plate-glass unsilvered 
and inserting ‘‘a duty of 10 per cent. ad valorem in addition to the rates 
otherwise chargeable therein.“ 

Mr. ALDRICH. For the committee I desire to modify the amend- 
ment, The committee now suggests to agree to the House provision, 
amended by inserting after the word “ground,” in line 17, the word 
t“ smouthed,” and after the word ‘‘or’’ the word otherwise. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Let that be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island was 
not heard at the desk. He will please repeat his modification. 

Mr. ALDRICH, The recommendation of the committee is to agree 
to the House provision, with an amendment inserting the word 
“smoothed after the word ground,“ in line 17, and the word ‘' oth- 
erwise ’’ after the word or, in the same line. 


1890. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
committee’s amendment. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I would like to have that amendment reported 
from the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported, 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 17, after the word ground,“ insert a 
comma and the word ‘‘smoothed;’’ and after the word or,“ in the 
same line, insert the word ‘‘otherwise;’’ so that the clause will read: 

Provided, That all of the above plate-glass, when ground, smoothed, or other- 


wise obscured, shall be subject to the same rate of duty as cast polished plate- 
glass unsilvered. 


Mr. HARRIS. That is an amendment to the House provision? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Now, Mr. President, I see that the rate of duty 
under the existing law as given in the schedule is 16 per cent. The 
rate of duty imposed by the Senate bill is 16 per cent., speaking, as I 
do, of the first line of figures, This seems to have been carried through- 
out the whole of that paragraph. Now, I should like to ask some 
member of the committee if it is their intention to make any sort of 
compensation for the administrative bill, which would certainly add, 
at the least calculation, 10 per cent, to the dutiable value of the mer- 
chandise, if not 10 per cent. to the duty. It requires a very expensive 
packing. If it be the purpose of the committee, however, to impose a 
tariff greater than the existing law, without taking into consideration 
in any sense the advantages which the customs administrative bill af- 
fords, it is an increase of duty, in my opinion, of over 16 per cent. in 
the first line and corresponding lines. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg to remind the Senator again that the increase 
in the administrative bill does not apply to articles paying a specific 
rate of duty. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, Then, Mr. President, I move you to strike out 
‘t three-fourths” and insert one-half.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Carer CLERK. In line 6, strike out ‘* three-fourths” and in- 
sert ‘‘one-half;’’ so as to read: 

Fluted, rolled, or rough plate- glass. not including crown, cylinder, or common 


window-glass, not exceeding 10 by 15 inches square, one-half of 1 cent per 
square foot. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the equivalent ad valorem is only 16 
per cent. to the rate which the Senator proposes to reduce. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, the suggestion of the Senator 
from Rhode Island is one that I entirely disagree to, as well as the 
statement he has made here in regard to the unit of value. The duty 
is much higher for these goods, because only $7 worth were imported, 
and when you come to take into consideration the unit of value thein- 
crease of duty is far above what is here, and not asingle cent of allow- 
ance has been made for the increase of duty which the customs admin- 
istrative bill must necessarily give by reason of preventing uuderval- 
uations, stopping damage allowances, etc., for there is nothing pro- 
vided for packages here. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I would like to ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island, or some other Senator willing to answer the question, 
why the common window-glass in ph 106 is taxed by the pound, 
and why polished glass, provided for in paragraph 107, is taxed by the 
square foot. f 

Mr. ALDRICH. You mean why is it so in the bill? 

Mr. VANCE. Why is it so in this bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That has been the custom from time immemorial 
almost. The committee did not see any reason to change it. 

Mr. VANCE, The difficulty arising trom that is that it is not possi- 
` ble to compare the one glass with the other with reference to its cost. 
Of course if you had the glass before you you could weigh a pound 
and you could measure a square foot, and then weigh the square foot, 
and see how puch weight it had, and thereby get some idea of the 
relative cost. - But here one kind of glass is taxed by the pound and 
another kind is taxed by the square foot. The unpolished glass of the 

ple is taxed 115 per cent., the cheapest quality; that costing least 
in the market is taxed 115 per cent., while the polished glass of the 
same dimensions is taxed 10 per cent. and 18 per cent. 

Probably the Senator from Rhode Island can say why that is done, 
why the polished article of the same dimensions, 16 by 24, is taxed 18 
per cent. and the unpolished article, 16 by 24, is taxed 115 per cent. 

as it been the case from time immemorial? Is that the only reason 
that is to be given to the American people for that discrimination against 
the poor man’s window and in favor of the rich man’s window ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Now, Mr. President, in line 8, I move to strike 
out 1 cent” and insert ‘* three-fourths of 1 cent.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Corey CLERK. In line 8, after the word square, strike out 


1 cent’? and insert “three-fourths of 1 cent;’’ so as to read: three- 
fourths of 1 cent per square foot,” ; 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. 
~ The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. McPHERSON, In line 10, I move to strike out ‘'1} cents” 
and insert 1 cent.” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be rted. 
The Cuter CLERK. Strike out, in line 10, the words ‘'1}-cents”’ 
and insert I cent;’’ so as to read: I cent per square ſoot.“ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. i 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. In line 11, I move to strike out ‘*2 cents” and 
insert Ig cents"? per square foot. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 
The CHIEF CLERK. In line 11, strike out 2 and insert ‘'1};” 
so as to read: 14 cents per square foot. x 
The amendment was rejected. 
The next paragraph of the bill was read, as follows: 


109. Cast polished plate-glass, unsilvered, not exceedi 16 24 inches 
square; 5 pilan per 3 above that, and not 8 24 30 inches 
square, 8 cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 60 inches 
square, 2) cents per square foot; all above that, 50 cents per square 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President z 

Mr. ALDRICH. For the committee I have an amendment to pro- 


pose. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from New Jersey has the 


oor. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I will yield to the Senator from Rhode Island 
to make an amendment, 

Mr. ALDRICH. For the committee I move an amendment, in line 
22, to insert, after the words plate-glass, the words finished or un- 
finished, and.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be 

The Cuter CLERK. After the word glass,“ in line 22, insert the 
words finished or unfinished, and;’’ so that the clause will read: 

Cast, polished, cut, plate-glass, finished or unfinished, and unsilyered,” ete. 

Mr. VANCE. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
another question, though I have not much encouragement to ask him 
questions. Will not this be a lessening of the duty, inasmuch as the 
finished article can come in at the same price as the unfinished, which 
I presume is not now the case—will not this be a lessening of the duty 
on this article of glass? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not understand the Senator's question. 

Mr. VANCE. The question was, Will not this amendment, moved 
by the Senator, be a decrease‘of the duty? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not at all; it does not affect the duty. It is only 
a question of whether plate-glass unfinished shall be allowed to be 
bronght here at a nominal rate of duty and thereby evade the law in 
regard to the collection of duty on this article. 

Mr. VANCE, What is the duty on the finished plate-glass now? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is the duty imposed by the paragraph now 
under consideration. 

Mr. VANCE. And what is the duty on the unfinished plate-glass? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is being brought in at New York at 45 per cent. 
ad valorem. 

Mr. VANCE. Would this increase the duty on unfinished ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Notat all 

Mr. VANCE. Then, as it neither changes the duty on the unfinished 
or finished, why put in any amendment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. For the purpose of honest administration of the 


law. z 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Would that administration impose the same 
duty? 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Does the Senator from North Carolina 
yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. VANCE. It would be an honest administration of the law to- 
ward the mannfacturer, but it would hardly be honest or dishonest with 
reference to the consumer; and I suppose the manufacturers’ inter- 
est is the one that is principally consulted in this bill. 

Before I take my seat, sir, I wish to call the attention of the country, 
of the American people, to the fact that I inquired why the cheapest 
article of window-glass was taxed 115 per cent. and the same quantity 
of polished window-glass was taxed only 18 per cent., and that I 
no answer. I wish that to go to every man in the United States who 
feels any interest in the subject of taxation, that I got no answer to 
that important question. , 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will give the Senator an answer now—that there 
is no such thing as polished window-glass used by anybody. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishould like to make another answer, and that is 
that the duty on the lowest grade of window-glass is not 115 per cent. 

Mr. VANCE. What is it? 

Mr. ALLISON. And I answer, further, that the rate on polished 
window-glass is not 18 per cent. 

Mr. VANCE. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I have the figures be- 
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fore me, The cheapest grade of window-glass is No. 2, which costs 
1.6 cents, and the smallest size, 10 by 16, costs 2 cents a pound; so that 
the cheapest grade of e is taxed 115 per cent., and the Sen- 
ator must see that if he will look at the figures which are before us. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact that the Senator from Rhode Island in his amendment has even 
made ‘‘confusion here worse confounded.” It ap that under the 
existing tariff there are two grades of glass coming undcr this schedule, 
one bearing the rate of duty of 3 cents per square foot, and the other 
the rate of 5 cents per square foot; one representing, I presume, the 
lower grade, and the other representing the higher grade. Now the 
Senator from Rhode Island 2 to add to that glass in an unfin- 
ished condition, at a stage of manufacture, perhaps, far from complete. 
That only tends to increase the duty still more. S 

As to all grades now coming in under the existing law at 3 cents, 
the proposition of the committee is to increase it to 5. Then comes 

lished window and polished plate glass. The lower grade has heen 
increased abont 50 per cent. It is used largely in the manufacture of 
furniture. The National Furniture Manufacturers’ Association as- 
sembled at Chicago, June 11, 12, and 13, 1890, and protested most 
emphatically nst this increase of 50 per cent. This association 
consists of one thousand and twelve furniture manufacturers, employ- 
ing more than one hundred thousand skilled mechanics. These plate- 
glasses enter largely into the cheapest furniture, such as is used by the 
majority of our people. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator be kind enough to read the pro- 
test of that Furniture Manufacturers’ Association? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have it not here, but I will bring it to-mor- 


row. 
Mr. ALDRICH. What do you understand they have protested 
against? 
Mr. McPHERSON. The increase of duty on cast polished plate- 


lass. 
z Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is entirely mistaken about that. They 
do not use a cast polished plate- glass in making furniture. What they 
protested against was the duty upon looking-glass plate. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Oh, no! 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator will find that in the action taken by 
the Furniture Association when he finds-his papers. 

Mr. McPHERSON. This particular difficulty, Mr. President, is in 
all these schedules, 108, 109, and 110, referring 12 to an article 
that is very much alike in its preparation, and therefore what would 
apply to one would apply to all. 

Now I move an amendment in line 23, to strike out the word “five” 
and insert four.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee in paragraph 109, line 22, which 
will be again reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the words plate-glass,“ in line 22, in- 
sert finished or unfinished, and.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Now, Mr. President, I offer my amendment, 
at the end of line 23, to strike out ‘‘ five” and insert four, so that the 
clause may read: 

Not exceeding 16 by 24 inches, 4 cents per square foot. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McPHERSON.. Now, I move, in line 3, on the next page, to 
strike out ‘‘ twenty-five ’’ and insert ‘‘ fifteen.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the beginning of line 3, page 21, strike out 
“ twenty-five ’’ and insert “‘ fifteen;’’ so as to read: 

Above that, and not exceeding 24 by 60 square inches, 15 cents per square foot, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 4 

Mr. McPHERSON. I move to amend in line 1, on page 21, by 
striking out ‘‘eight’’ and inserting six. 

The Cuter CLERK. At the beginning of line 1, on page 21, strike 
out the word ‘‘eight”’ and insert six; so as to read: 6 cents per 
square foot.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I now move, in line 4, to strike out the word 
‘fifty’? and insert thirty.“ 

The Cuter CLERK, In line 4, after the word that, strike out 
fifty“ and insert thirty;“ so as to read: 

All above that, 30 cents per square foot. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
suggested by the Senator from New Jersey. 

e amendment was rejected. 
ane PRESIDING OFFICER, The reading of the bill will be con- 


The next paragraph was read, as follows: _ 


110, Cast ed plate- glass, silvered, and looking-glass plates, not exceedin 
16 by 24 inches square, 6 cents per square foot; that, and not exceeding 
by 30 inches square, 10 cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 24 
by 2 inches square, 35 cents per square foot; all above that, 60 cents per square 

00! 


Mr. VEST. I move to strike out the word six,“ in line 7 of that 
clause, and insert four.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be repo! 3 

The CHIEF CLERK, In line 7, strike out the word six and in- 
sert the word ‘‘four;’’ so as to read: 

Four cents per square foot. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I want to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to some facts that were submitted to the Committee of Ways and 
Means of the House of Representatives upon this subject, and I also 
desire to call the attention of the Senators from Michigan to the sub- 
ject, because they ought to know more about this matter than I pos- 
sibly can. 

I find here, on page 458 of the testimony taken before the Honse 
Committee on Ways and Means during the present session of Congress, 
two petitions from the Grand Rapids Furniture Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of Grand Rapids, Mich., and from the National Furniture Manu- 
facturers’ Association of Grand Rapids; and I want to call attention 
particularly to this statement, and I would like to know whether it is 
true or false. The National Furniture Manufacturers’ Association 
says: 

We neither need nor ask for protection, but we do ask that articles we are 


compelled to import, that are necessary in the manufacture of our goods, shall 


not be made to pay higher rates of duties than are now assessed against them. 


Thin mirrors, known in the trade as German looking-glass plates, are not and 
never have been made in this country; the tax now levied on them is not neces- 
sary as a matter of protection, and the additional 10 per cent. ad valorem pro- 
vided for beveled plates in the Senate bill of last year is wholly inexcusable and 
unwarranted, 

The Grand Rapids Furniture Manufacturers’ Association in their pro- 
test go on to say: 

Resolved by the Grand Rapids Furniture Manufacturers’ Association in meeting 

hat a memo be immediately forwarded to the Committee on 
Ways and Means of the House of Representatives, at Washington, setting forth 
that the members of this association use at least $300,000 worth of German look- 
ing-glass plates per annum, and most respectfully petition Congress to consider 
the present tariff on this article; and being informed that a pressure is about to 
be made to increase the present burdensome tariff now im on beveled 
German looking-glass plate, we most earnestly protest against any in 
and hereby petition yous honorable body to withdraw entirely the present tari 
on all German looking-glass plates, there being no industry in this country pro- 
tected by its enforcement, 

If these statements are true, that none of this article is manufact- 
ured in this country, and we know it goes into the manufacture of all the 
common articles of furniture we are exporting now from the United 
States, I believe, about $3,000,000 worth of furniture annually and the 
export is increasing; we not only supply our own demand, but we are 
competing with European countries, and successfully competing—if 
there is no necessity for this duty in order to protect any American in- 
dustry, I respectfully submit that it is not only to the interest of the 
consumers of this country, but also to the interest of the manufactur- 
ers of furniture in the United States, that all the materials which go 
into their productions shall be made as cheap to them as possible. 

It remains to be seen whether our friends on the other side, who 
have absolute control of this matter, are willing to assert a different 
proposition by voting against this amendment. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It will be noticed that the two articles men- 
tioned in the first two lines of this schedule are now coming in under 
the existing tariff at 4 cents a square foot, and it is proposed to make 
those two grades come in at 6 cents per square foot, which would be 


an increase of duty of 50 per cent. on the lower grade and only main- 


taining the existing rate of duty upon the higher grade. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. I wantto add one single word before the question is put 
to a vote, and in order that there may be no mistake. 

We hear a great deal about protecting American labor, to say noth- 
ing about the interests of the consumers. Here is a statement of the 
Furniture Manufacturers’ Association, and the Senators from Michigan 
know whether that is a respectable firm or not. The petition is from 
the National Furniture Manufacturers’ Association, under date of De- 
cember 28, 1889: 

The furniture manufacturers of the United States represent one of the most 
im nt industries in this country. - = 

Sey 60 SDT OS fully 100,000 men and producing $125,000,000 worth of 

Wecan 3 furniture cheaper than it can be produced in any other 


country. 

Our exports last year amounted to nearly $3,000,000, standing sixth in the list 
of manufactured articles, and under more favorable conditions this amount 
could have been increased tenfold. 


They state that not a pound of this article is mannfactured in the 
Uni States. Now, why put this duty on and why increase it? 
What is the object of this? The Senator from Iowa [Mr. WIISOx] 
has consumed an hour and a half or two hours this morning in order 


to show us that the farmers have no right to complain of existing con- 
ditions, that they are happy and contented, and if they are not happy 
and contented it is their own fault, Now, suppose that a farmer comes 
to town and wants to buy a bureau with a cheap mirror on it, costing 
from seven to eight dollars or ten to twelve dollars, as the case may be, 
and he pays for it with corn worth from twenty to twenty-five cents a 
bushel, even putting it at the high rate claimed here, saying nothing 
about the low price of twelve or fifteen. So much of his corn goes to 
buy the bureau, and when we come to the looking-glass that his daugh- 
ter or wife wants to use, here is this duty put upon it, an increase, not 
in the interest of any competing product inthe United States, or else 
these manufacturers are deliberately stating a falsehood, but it is sim- 
ply done from force of habit. 

Our friends on the other side have ceased to give reasons, but they say 
they must carry this plan of protection to such an extremity as to shut 
oe all foreign countries, whether they competeornot. That is the whole 
of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. VEST. I want the yeas and nays, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The yeas and nays are demanded, 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the yeas and nays are taken I desire to sub- 
mit a few remarks in answer to the statement of the Senator from Mis- 
souri. 

I am actually sapea that the Senator from Missouri should have 
just had his attention directed to this matter when we had already 

the point in the paragraph where his amendment would have 
n germane, It must have escaped the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri at the proper time, I suppose. Here is a proposition for a 
duty of only 16 or 17 per cent., and the increase which the Senator 
from New Jersey talks about is simply the merging of two paragraphs 
“for the simplification of the duty; and even with the increase the re- 
sulting ad valorem rate will not exceed 17 per cent., and yet the Sena- 
tors on the other side seek to strike down this duty which is the same 
duty which was imposed by the Mills bill. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Was there no offer of amendment on that side 
of the Chamber to the 145 per cent. duty? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Amendments have been offered by the Senator 
from New Jersey to every paragraph and almost to every line and page. 

Mr. VEST. What did the Mills bill do with German looking-glasses ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It put them on the free-list, as I understand. 

Mr. VEST. Exactly; and I would put them on the free-list now if 
I had the power, But I can not secure that, and therefore I move a 
reduction, and simply want this as a test question. I know very well 
I shall be voted down, but I want to put Senators upon the record. I 
want the manufacturers of the country to see whether the Senate is 
willing to put up the duty upon an article that competes with no 
American product and to see in whose interest it is done. 

Mr. DAWES, ‘‘ Tariff for revenue.” 

Mr. VEST. ‘Tariff forrevenue!’’ ‘‘Tarifffor revenue hasbeen 
heard of only in the way of claim in this country for years. The Re- 
publican party has given up all idea of revenue, and it is proclaimed 
now in their platform and is found here that they want to shut out 
everything that competes with anything that is produced in the United 
States. Here is an article that does not compete. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator has any well established foundation 
or principle upon which he runs the tariff, it is that a tariff for rev- 
enue is only a tariff where the duty is paid upon that which is not pro- 
duced in this country. Any tariff upon an article that is produced in 
this country must result, in the nature of things, in protection pro 
tanta, but a tariff for revenue is a tariff put upon such a thing as the Sen- 
ator has before him now, German plate-glass, which is not produced, 
he says, in this country, and all you put upon it is a tariff for revenue, 
and a tariff for revenue only. 

Mr. FRYE, Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri—of 
course there is no German plate-glass made in this country; we can not 
make German plate-glass in this country but is there not a glass made 
in this country which competes with it? 

Mr. VEST. I understand not, 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to know of the Senator in charge of the 
bill, because Iam opposed to putting duties on anything where it is 
not produced in this country. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Certainly, there is glass made in this country that 
competes with it, and competes with it constantly. 

Mr. VEST. ‘The testimony before the committee, to which I can 
turn in a few moments, but I will state it substantially, shows there is 
no glass made in this country so thin as to really compete with the 
German glass. There is the thick American glass. You may say that 
that competes to some extent, but there is none of it used by furni- 
ture men, and the best proof of it is their own statement. I again ap- 
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peal to the Senator from Michigan to say whether this is a reputable 
concern or not, and whether they have stated a falsehood or the truth 
here. We ought to know the truth about this whole matter. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. I want to know what sort of concerns these two estab- 
lishments are at Grand Rapids, the Grand Rapids Furniture Manu- 


facturing Association and the National Furniture Manufacturers’ As- 
sociation. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Grand Rapids manufactures more furniture 
probably than any other town in the country. These are reputable 
concerns; there is no doubt about that, but they never asked me, rep- 
resenting the State, to haye the duty reduced any lower than is pro- 
posed by the committee. 

Mr. VEST. Whether they ask for it or not, they make this state- 
ment, that there is no article competing with the German mirror-glass 
or looking-glass made in thiscountry. It is theiremphatic statement 
that there is no competing article, and if that be the fact, no matter 
what they want in Sg to it, this duty ought to be diminished. I 
should like to put the article on the free-list, asit was in the Mills bill. 
I should like to increase the export of furniture from this country. 
They say that they now export $3,000,000 worth besides supplying the 
home demand, and that if they could get their materials cheaper they 
could increase that a 

Mr. McMILLAN. ill the Senator allow me to say that these 
furniture establishments in Grand Rapids supply furniture all over 
the world, practically? 

Mr. VEST. I understand that. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have seen the furniture in Africa, I have seen 
itin Scotland, I have seen itin England. Everywhere you go you 
find this furniture, and they make it cheaper they say than it is made 
in any other place on earth. 

Mr. VEST, I have understood that such was the case; that this 
Grand Rapids furniture went all over this country and that it went 
abroad. Now, if we are doing this for revenue, as the Senator from 
Massachusetts states, let us know it. < 

But we know, Mr. President, that the object of this bill is to decrease 
revenue. It was so stated by the author himself in the other House; it 
is so argued again and again on this floor. It is claimed that it de- 
creases the revenue fifty-odd million dollars; and I take it for granted 
that that is a mere ad captandum argument used here in debate, with- 
out any meaning to it. Weare not for revenue. I appeal to the Sen- 
ate in behalf of the consumers of the United States against an increase 
ofduty that can have no possible effect except to increase the revenue, 
and that is exactly what we do not want. 

Mr. ALDRICH, It is true that there is a quality of looking-glass 
plate imported from Germany which is made there lower than any look- 
ing-glass plate can now be made in the United States, and that is the 
reason why there is no competition in this particular grade. Theglass- 
makers in the United States believe that with the maintenance of the 
present rate of duty they will in the near future be able to compete 
with the Germans in making this cheap looking-glass plate. There is 
no more reason why German looking-glass plate should be admitted 
to the United States free of -duty than any other kind of looking-glass 
plate that Iam aware of. Simply because at the present moment, ow- 
ing to the great cheapness of German labor and to their facility for 
making glass, they are able to command the market for that particular 
grade is no reason that I can understand why the duty should be re- 
duced or taken off entirely. 

The state of prosperity which the Senator from Michigan has al- 
luded to on the part of furniture manufacturers has taken place and 
this industry has developed under the existing rate of duty, which the 
committee propose to maintain upon looking-glass plates. They cer- 
tainly have not suffered nor have the people of the country suffered 
by the high prices of furniture owing to the imposition of this duty, 

Mr. VEST. Then, this is another case of creating an industry which 
does not exist. We have heard here a great deal about the increase, 
and the figures show it, of the glass manufacture in the United States, 
that it is in a prosperous condition; that they have adopted all the im- 
proved processes; that they have all the materials which are necessary; 
that there are one hundred and forty of these establishments in fifteen 
States and Territories; and yet, after all these years, they have not 
manufactured this German looking-glass, as itis termed, this very thin 
article. Why has it not been done? Are we now to be told that we 
can tax the consumers of the United States in order that these gentle- 
men may hereafter create this article? Is that the argument? After 
all these years they have not done it, and are we to continue taxin 
the people of this country? - 

But it is such a small tax, says the Senator from Rhode Island; that 
is the inference; it is like the argument we hear continually about salt 
and lumber, and all the different articles of absolute necessity; it isso 
little that every man can afford to be robbed to the extent of a few dol- 
lars a year; he does not feel it; he ought to make contribution of that 
much in the interest of the Star-Spangled Banner and the American 
Eagle, and her industry, and all that sort of thing. Ido not under- 
stand that we are here for any such purpose as that. It is our duty to 
decrease the cost of living in this country, z } 
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Ishould like to see the Alliancesin the West, after reading the mag- 
niloquent address of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON ] this morn- 
ing, in which he took the old Tariff League etin, which is so old as 
to have whiskers on it. It is published at Fort Dodge by some country 
editor, and then sent by hundreds of thousands all over this country 
by the manufacturers, paid for with their money. He read that here 
this morning, when time is so valuable that the Senator from Rhode 
Island calls it on us with a stop-watch like the time-keeper on a race- 
track, Debate must stop; I appeal to Senators to stop it,” and yet 
the Senator from Iowa stood here and read that old Tariff Leagne bul- 
letin for an hour and a half, showing that the’ farmers were the hap- 
piest ple in this country and did not know it. God help them, 
they do not know the real beatitude of which they are possessed. He 


told them how cheap they got everything, but not one word about how 


cheap it was in England or Germany. 

I read here in the last debate on the tariff a list of prices in England 
and in Germany, showing that all these goods have gone down, the 
world over. Let any gentleman take up this statistician’s report and 
show a gradual fall in the value of importations from year to year, how 
they have gone down, showing that the foreign article has gone down 
more than the American article. But you never hear that; you hear 
just such rot as you heard here this morning. I heard it on the stump 
out in my country, when the farmers are not making 14 or 2 per cent. 
on their whole investment, and are going to the bad from year to year. 
Some . and eloquent Republican statesman will get up 
and say, Uncle Billy,“ to some old farmer; “stand up here, Uncle 
Billy. What did you pay for that coat? Well, I paid $7 or $8.” 
" What would that coat have cost you in the year 1844, when Clay ran 
for the Presidency and was beaten? Well. I reckon it would have 
cost me then about $15. There is the tariff for you; there is the 
tariff; it has saved = that much money. ‘The tariff has made you 
that much richer. It would have taken you then so many bushels of 

tatoes, now it does not take but so many.“ Why does he not tell 
Tincle Billy that if he will just step across the line into Canada, or 
if the tariff duty is taken off, he can get the same coat 50 or 100 per 
cent. cheaper? But you never hear that, The American farmer is 
told how much cheaper it is in this country, but he is never told 
about how much cheaper it is in free-trade England. 

Mr. President, I want the yeas and nays on the amendment, to see 
how we stand on this 3 on a non- competing product, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri, on which he de- 


~ mands the yeas and nays. 


Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Inline 7, paragraph 110, page 21, strike out, after 
the work square, the word “‘six’’ and insert four; so as to read: 

t polished vi and looki, lass plates, not exceedin; 

is by 2 lsa 8 3 foot. anata s a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment, 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BATE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was 52775 Iam paired with the 

. If he were present, I 

should vote yea.“ My colleague [Mr. WALTHALL] is ed with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. If my colleague were 
present, he would vote yea.“ 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
e from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. I make the announcement for 

e day. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. If he were present, I should 
I make the announcement for the day and will not re- 


f peat it. 


Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. In his absence, I withhold my 


vote. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called), I haveageneral pair with 
the juniorSenator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], which I trans- 
fer to the Senator from Montana [Mr. Power], and I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. McMILLAN (when Mr. SrockBRIDGE’s name was called), My 
colleague [Mr. StocKBRIDGE] is necessarily absent from the city and 
is paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLqurrr]. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. If he were present, I should vote 
“yea” with a great deal of pleasure. 

Mr, WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]. The Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. BATE] is paired with the Senator from Massachusetts 
Mr. Hoar]. Both the Senator from Maryland and the Senator from 

usetts being absent, we transfer our pairs, and I will vote. I 


vote “nay.” 


The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. BATE. I vote “yea.” 


`| pay a less rate of duty 


Mr, EVARTS (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Alabama [ 


. MorGan]. As he isnot in his seat, I 
withdraw my vote. 


z Mr. PADDOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
USTIS ]. 

Mr. CALE. Iam paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
PETTIGREW]. If he were here, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. GIBSON (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. I therefore with- 
draw my vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana with- 
draws his vote, 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 

Barbour, Cockrell, McPherson, Turpie, 
Bate, Coke, Payne, Vest. 

Berry, Daniel, Plumb, 

Blackburn, Gray, Pugh, 

Carlisle, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 

NAYS—23. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Higgins, Quay, 
Allen, Dixon, halen ore, 
Allison, Dolph, McMillan, Sawyer, 
Blair, Edmunds, Manderso: Sherman, 
Casey, Frye, Mitchell, Squire, 
Cullom, Hale, Pierce, iler, 
Davis, Hawley, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
ABSENT—39. 
Blodgett, Faulicner, Kenna, Stanford, 
Brown, George, Moody, Stewart, 
Butler, Gibson, Morgan, Stockbridge, 
all, Gorman, Morrill ance, 
Cameron, Hampton, dock, 00! 
Suir — vane 
qu earst, ‘ettigrew, rn, 

Eustis, Hoar, Power, ‘Wilson of Md. 
Evarts. Ingalls, Ransom, Wolcott, 
Farwell, Jonesof Nevada, Spooner, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. In line 9, after the word square, I move to 
strike out ten and insert eight;“ so as to read: 

Eight cents per square foot, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I move, in line 11, after the word square, 
to strike out ‘‘thirty-five’’ and insert twenty;“ so as to read: 

Twenty cents per square foot. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator trom New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. In line 12, I move to strike out sixty“ and 
insert forty; so as to read: 40 cents per square foot.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, as follows: 

111. But no loo lass Met or plate-glass silvered, when framed, shall 

an t imposed upon similar glassof like deseription 
not framed, but shall pay in addition thereto upon such frames the rate of duty 
applicable thereto when imported separates 

112. Cast polished plate-glass, silvered or unsilvered, and cylinder, crown, or 
common window-glass, when ground, obscured, frosted, sanded, enameled, 
beveled, etched, em „engraved, stained, colored, or otherwise ornamented 
or decorated, shall be subject to a duty of 10 per cent. ad valorem in addition to 
the rates otherwise chargeable thereon. 

The Committee on Finance proposed an amendment, in line 6, para- 
graph 113, alter the word E to strike out 50 cents 
per dozen and 35 per cent.“ and insert 60 per cent.; so as to make 
the clause read: 

113. Spectacles and eyeglasses, or spectacles and cyeglass-frames, 60 per cent. 
ad yalorem. 

Mr.McPHERSON. Iobject to inserting 60 percent. I thought the 
question was first to be taken on striking out, without the additional 
motion to insert. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
committee is to strike out 50 cents per dozen and 35 per cent.” and 
insert 60 per cent.” 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I object to this increase. Ac- 
cording to the statement of the Bureau of Census in 1880 labor received 
out of it about 35 per cent. The existing rate of duty is 45 per cent., 
and this is an increase to 60 per cent. What reason can be assigned 
for it I do not know. There do not seem to be any quantities of im- 
portations given here, and we are leſt entirely in the dark as to the 
object 2 5 poma of this increase, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator does not suggest an amend- 
ment? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do suggest an amendment, to insert ‘‘forty’’ 
in place of sixty.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey pro- 
poses an amendment to the committee amendment, which will be re- 


ported. 5 

The SECRETARY. In line 7, page 22, strike out sixty“ and insert 
forty; so as to read: 

Forty per cent. ad valorem. 
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Mr. MCPHERSON. Upon that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VEST. I suggest that the vote be taken onamending this and 
the two succeeding paragraphs. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I notice that on all of the paragraphs, 113, 
114, and 115, applying to spectacles and eyeglasses and lenses for spec- 
tacles and eyeglasses, there is an increase of duty from 45 per cent. 
under the present law to 60 per cent. proposed by the committee of 
the Senate, the committee of the Senate lowering rate, as I under- 
stand it, proposed by the House bill. This is a very substantial in- 
crease of rate, and as one of the unfortunates compelled to consume 
this article to some degree, and one, therefore, who may be a sufferer 
by reason of this increase, I should like to know the reason forit. If 
there is a substantial reason for it I certainly do not object, in the in- 
terest ofthe protective principle, to following the committee; but where 
there is an increased rate over the existing duty it surely seems to me 
to be due to the Senate and the country that there should be some ex- 
planation given for that increase. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I will state that the American manufacturers find 
themselves entirely unable to compete with the Germans in themanu- 
facture of low-priced spectacles, eyeglasses, and lenses. The Germans 
haye adopted in this as they have in many other cases American ma- 
chinery and American styles and American methods, and they manu- 
facture a very cheap class of goods which they send here and drive the 
American manufacturers out of the market, owing to the fact that the 
Germans have a class of labor to which they pay about one-third the 
wages that are paid by the American manufacturers, 

The present rate of duty upon glasses and upon the material of steel 
is more than the existing rate upon the finished article. So the Amer- 
ican manufacturers are at a disadvantage. ‘The importers of these 
articles exhibited before the committee a line of goods which they 
claimed were imported from Germany and could be made in the neigh- 
borhood of a cent for a pair of spectacles. They are made from window- 
glass, or glass which is similar to window-glass, and of the very cheap- 
est kind of bows. The committee believe that even an increase of 
duty which would work to the exclusion of these articles would be a 
benefit rather than an injury to the American people. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Under the existing rate of 45 per cent. has 
there been any importation of this class of goods? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are all imported, 

Mr. MANDERSON. The report of the committee does not show 
that there have been any importations. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They come in now as manufactures of metal not 
otherwise provided for, and are not separated in the tables of the Bu- 
reau of Statistics from other articles of metals not otherwise provided 
for. So there is no importation shown, but there is a large impor- 
tation. In fact, the Germans have the entire market, as 1 said be- 
fore, on the lower grades, and itis impossible for Americans to compete 
with them. We have a number of very large spectacle-makers in this 
country, and they are ready to commence the manufacture of thesearti- 
cles as soon as an additional protection can be afforded them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New Jersey to the amendment of the 
Committee on Finance. = 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I am unable, sir, having no data whatever of 
importations, to say anything regarding the difference between the 
Tates proposed by the other House and the rates proposed by the Sen- 
ate Finance Committee. I have made no computation, but I should 
like to read a short statement made by the importers who ap 
before the Senate committee with respect to the House bill then under 
consideration: 

Section 13]—spectacles and eyeglasses—raising the duties from 45 per cent. 
to $6 per gross and 35 per cent. ad valorem. A 

This will make the duty on articles costing 10 francs per gross, 335 per cent. ; 
15 franes, 235 per cent.; 20 francs, 185 per cent.; 30 francs, 135 per cent.; 45 francs, 
110 per cent.; 6) francs, 85 per cent., instead of 45 per cent— 

The present rate of duty. How much it is proposed to reduce the rate 
in the Senate bill I do not know, but I see no necessity for an increase, 
and I think I can see a necessity for a decrease. Therefore I move to 
make the rate 40 per cent.’’ in lieu of 60 cent.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from New Jersey to the amendment of the committee the 
yeas and nays have been ordered, and the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I am with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. Ishould vote yea if 
he were present, e 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iagain announce the trans- 
fer of my general pair with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULK- 
NER] to the Senator from Montana [Mr. Power], and I vote nay.” 

Mr, VANCE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. If he were present, I should vote 

en. 


_ Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). In pursuance 
of the arrangement for the transfer of pairs heretofore announced by me, 
I vote ‘‘nay.’’ ; 


Mr GEORGE. My leg [ ] is paired with the 
% y eague [Mr. WALTHALL i 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. PASCO (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] and voted inadver- 
tently. I withdraw my vote. 

a TURPIE. Has the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis] 
vo 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not. 

Mr. TURPIE. I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with that Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. SQUIRE (after having voted in the negative). I willinquire if 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] has voted ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Then I withdraw my vote. I am paired with him. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 29; as follows: Bs 


YEAS—17. 
Barbour, Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 
Bate, Coke, McPherson, Vest. 
sein & Colquitt, Morgan, 
Blackburn, George, _ Payne, 
Carlisle, Gray, Pugh, 
NAYS—2, 

Aldrich, Dixon, McMillan, Sanders, 
Allen, Edmunds, Manderson, Bawyer, 
Allison, Evarts, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Blair, Frye, Moody, Teller, 
Cameron, e, Pierce, Wilson of Iowa. 
Casey, Hawley, Platt, 
Cullom, Higgins, Plumb, 
Dawes, H Quay, 

ABSENT—38. 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Brown, ibson, Paddock, Turpie, 
Butler, Gorman, Vance, 
Call, Hampton, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Chandler, H s Power, Walthall, 
Daniel, Hearst, Ransom, ash 
Davis, Hoar, Spooner, Wilson of Md. 
Dolph, Ingalls, Squire, olcott. 
Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Stanford, 
Farwell, Kenna, Stewart, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee to paragraph 113. 

The amendment was to, 

The Secretary read paragraph 114 of the bill. The Committee on 
Finance proposed to amend the ph by striking out, in line 9, 
after the word less, the words one dollar per gross pairs“ and in- 
serting 60 per cent. ad valorem;“ so as to make the paragraph read: 

114. On lenses costing $1.50 per gross pairs or less, 60 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. ` This is an advance of 333 per cent. above ex- 
isting rates, like the last paragraph, npon which we have just voted. 
The Senator from Rhode Island stated to the Senate upon the other 
paragraph that the reason for the increase of duty was because the 
Germans were manufacturing these products with American machinery 
and by American methods. Certainly, then, nothing in the world is 
left but the difference in the cost of labor between Germany and the 
United States. 

The Superintendent of the Census in 1880 says that labor in this 
country receives 38 per cent, The present rate of duty is 45 per cent., 
or 7 per cent. more than the entire labor-cost of the product. The com- 
mittee say that notwithstanding the Germans have employed American 
methods and American machinery it is necessary to raise the duty to 
60 per cent. in order to meet the difference in labor-cost, when the 
difference in labor-cost can not exceed 17 per cent., less than one-halt 
of 38 percent, Certainly if 38 per cent. represents the entire labor-cost 
and labor here receives double what it receives over there, 17} 
cent. or 18 or 19 per cent. would represent the difference in labor i 
tween here and Germany. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do notquite understand the Senator’s statement, 
I understand him to say that the entire labor-cost is 38 per cent. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. That pays for all the labor in the industry. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iunderstand, and hesays, that they are using Ameri- 
can methods, that is, American machinery, and the duty now is 45 per 


cent. 

Mr. McPHERSON, Yes, 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not see how they can import them under the 
existing duty. If the whole labor-cost is only 38 per cent. that would 
leave then 7 percent. margin. Idonotsee how it is possible for them 
to import them at ull. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The committee do not 
here in the table accompanying the schedule. 

Mr. ALLISON. But I understand the Senator from Rhode Island 
to say that there are large importations. If the statement of the Senator 
from New Jersey about labor is true there can not be any importation, 
since the Germans pay 7 per cent> for it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I give the labor report from the Superintendent 
of the Census for 1880, and that census geport cost the Treasury of the 
United States many million dollars. Certainly the German has no ad- 
vantage over the American manufacturer, because it is said that he 


give any importation 


= 


8152 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


AUGUST 5, 


uses the same machinery and the same methods, but with half less days’ 
labor they could not perform the same amountof work that the Amer- 
ican labor conld perform with machinery. Therefore I can see no ne- 
cessity for an increase of the duty 33} per cent. above the 45 per cent. 
rate. I move to strike out 60 per cent.“ and insert 40 per cent,” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from New Jersey in order 
to save time to make his amendment apply to both paragraphs 114 and 
115. The same rule I suppose applies to both cases, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have no objection to that, because I want to 
cover the whole thing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next paragraph will be read. 

The Secretary read paragraph 115. 

The Committee on Finance propose toamend the paragraph by strik- 
ing out, in line 12, after the word ‘‘frames,’’ the words ‘‘seventy-five 
cents per gross pairs, and in addition thereto forty-five,” and inserting 
**60;”’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

115. Spectacle and eyeglass lenses with their edges ground or beveled to fit 
frames, 60 percent. ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments of the Senator from 
New Jersey to these two paragraphs will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 10, paragraph 114, strike out sixty,“ 
before ‘‘ per cent.,“ and insert ſorty; and in line 14, paragraph 115, 
strike out ‘‘sixty,’’ before per cent., and insert *‘ forty.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The two amendments, if there be no 


objection, will be treated as one. 


Mr. GEORGE. If the statement made by the Senator from New 
Jersey as to the labor-cost in this country is correct, the amendment 
ought to be adopted, unless we abandon the ground upon which I un- 
derstand the gentlemen are proceeding on, that we propose to levy 
these duties in order to give the amount of the increased duties to the 
laborer. If this statement is incorrect, it onght to be shown to be so 
by the Senators who dispute that proposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendments of the Senator from New Jersey to the amendments of 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to have the yeas and nays called 
once more. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GEORGE. Before the vote is taken I should like to make an 
inquiry. I understand now from the silence of the Senators upon the 
other side, that it is admitted that in this case the difference in the 
labor cost in Europe and in America in thisarticle is 17 or 19 per cent., 
ns stated by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If labor here receives double what labor receives 
abroad, as is claimed. 


Mr, GEORGE. Upon that I wish simply to remark that this is but | B 


another instance in the many hundreds which occur in this bill, in 
which, under the plea of advancing the interest of the American laborer, 
the consumers of this country are taxed enormously for the benefit of 
the American manufacturer and capitalist. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I may have misunderstood the state- 
ment that the Senator from New Jersey made, but I understood him 
to state that the entire labor-cost of this article was 38 per cent. and 
that abroad they use American methods and American machinery, and 
that the duty now is 45 per cent., so that a German importing these 
goods into the United States loses all the labor, and pays 7 per cent. 
in addition for the privilege of importing them, and that isalarge 
amount of importation of this article. That I understood to be the 
statement of the Senator from New Jersey, and of course the Senator 

_from Mississippi understands it very well and knows that all those 
statements mist be true. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Iam very much amazed indeed at the confused 


~ condition in which the Senator from Iowa certainly must find himself 


{his morning. I stated this to be the fact, that the Superintendent of 
the Census in 1880 gave the entire labor-cost of the manufacture of the 
articles we now have under consideration at 38 per cent. of the value 
of the It is claimed that labor in the United States receives 
double what labor does abroad. Conceding it for the sake of the argu- 


ment—yet as a proposition I deny it; but for the sake of the argument PA 


we will concede it—therefore, labor abroad, if it receives one-half of 
what labor does in the United States, would receive but one-half the 
labor-cost here. Very well. Therefore, 19 per cent. would represent 
the difference of labor-cost, while the duty is 45 per cent. under the 
existing tariff. You propose to increase it 334 per cent. above that 
rate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I understand the Senator from New Jersey to 
say that the German pays 25 per cent. for the privilege of importing in 
addition to all that the labor cost. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to make an answer to an observation made 
by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] a few moments ago. That 
observation, I believe, was about this: that the fact that importations 
were made into this country from Germany of this article was evi- 
dence that the statement made by the Senator from New Jersey as to 
the relative rate of wages paid ia the two countries and the labor-cost 
of production was incorrect. « 

Mr. President, that would be true if it were a fact, which I deny, 


which the people of this country I think are disposed to deny, that the 
American manufacturer puts on the market at the lowest 
possible cost at which he can make them. That is a thing he does not 
do. On the contrary, under the cover of the protection turnished him 
by this high tariff he squeezes out of the American people all he can 
get, without reference to the cost of the goods to him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll on 
the question of agreeing to the amendments of the Senator from New 
Jersey to the amendments of the Committee on Finance. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 


Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 
Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). My general pair with the 


Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] has been transferred to 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. Power], and I vote nay. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I will announce my pair 
with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Joxes]. If he were present, I 
should vote yea. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FAR- 
WELL]. I have transferred that pair to the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. VoorHess], and I vote yea. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I announce my pair with the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Witson]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. BATE. My colleague [Mr. HARRIS] is unavoidably absent 
and is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to state that the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. KENNA] is detained at home by illness and is paired 
with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr]. 

Mr. CALL. I again announce my pair with the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. If he were present, I should vote yea.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—19, 
Barbour, Cockrell, Gibson, Payne, 
Bate, Coke, Gray, 5 
Try, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Daniel, McPherson, Vest. 
Carlisle, George, Pasco, 
NAYS—2s, 
Aldrich, Dawes, Hiscock, Piatt, 
Allen, Dixon, oar Quay, 
Allison, Edmunds, MeMillan Sanders, 
Blair, Evarts, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Cameron, Frye, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Casey, Hawley, Moody, Squire, 
Cullom, œ Higgins, Pierce, ‘eller. 
ABSENT—37. 

Blodgett, Gorman, Paddock, Vance 

rown, ale, Pettigrew, Voorh 
Butler, 1 Plumb, Walthall, 
Call, Harris, Power, Washburn, 
Chandler, Hearst, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis. Ingalls, Ransom, Wilson of Md, 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, Wolcott. 
Eustis, Kenna, Stanford, 
Farwell, Morgan, Stewart, 
Faulkner, Morrill, Stockbridge, 


So the amendments to the amendments were rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Shall the amendments of the com- 
mittee to the two paragraphs be treated as one? The Chair hears no 
objection, and will put the question in that way. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 116. The Committee on Finance 
proposed in line 22, after the word composed,“ to strike out lenses of 
glass or pebbles, wholly or partly manufactured, and fusible enamel;’’ 
so as to make the paragraph read : 


116. All manufactures of glass or of which glass shall be the com 
terial of chief value, notspecially provided for in this act, and stain 
window-glass, and stained or painted glass windows, and hand, 
mirrors not exceeding in size 144 square inches, with or without 
of whatever material composed, 45 per cent. ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VEST. I oferan amendment to come in at the end of that 


ment ma- 
or painted 
ket,or table 
es or cases, 


ragraph. 
Mr. McPHERSON. Ishall offer an amendment to that paragraph. 
I shall move to make the rate 40 per cent. instead of 45. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. Add to the paragraph: 


Except chemical glassware of the cay ity of five gallons or more, used for 
manufacturing purposes, upon which there shall be collected a duty of 25 per 
cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. I stated the other day, being under the impression then 
that all chemical glassware was included under another class, that I 
had received a communication from the Mallinckrodt Chemical Works 
of St. Louis, which I know to be an entirely reputable establishment, 
in which Mr. Mallinckrodt makes to me this statement: 


Chemical glassware is produced almost exclusively in Bohemia, which sup- 
plies the world. No other glassware will withstand the severe changes of tem- 
perature and the action of acids, Bohemia has supplied this ware for more than 
one hundred years. The superiority is due to the quality of sand found there, 
and no amount of duty can develop the manufacture in this country. While 
the duty of 45 per cent. may not be important on apparatus for laboratory uses, 
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it is a very heavy tax on manufacturers. The expense of Bohemian retorts, for 
instance, is the principe item in the manufacture of chemically pure acids, 
which articles are on the “ free-list” or pay only the trifling rate fixed for crude 
acids, The duty of 45 per cent. is, therefore, an unjust discrimination, and I 
submit that chemical glassware of the capacity of 5 gallons or more, used for 
manufacturing purposes, should be made free, or duty be reduced to 23 per 
cent. or less. 

I know this gentleman to be an entirely reputable person and one 
of the principal manufacturers of chemical products in the West, and 
his is an old and established house. He is a German himself and he 
knows whereof he speaks. If this article does not compete with any 
American product, I submit that in the interest of the manufacturers 
of the United States the duty ought to be reduced to 25 percent. I 
have not moved to put it on the free-list, as he suggests, but simply to 
reduce the present duty 20 per cent. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, this paragraph closes the glass sched- 
ule, but I wish to call attention to the fact, which will be apparent to 
every one who is acquainted with the paragraphs of this schedule, that 
with one solitary exception every item in the schedule is taxed less 
than the common window-glass of the people. The cathedral glass, all 
sizes of plate-glass, all sizes of polished glass, lenses, spectacles, eye- 
glasses, ground glass, and every kind of glass embraced in the residuary 
clause, all other manufactures of glass, or of which glass is the com- 
ponent material of chief value, not otherwise provided for in this bill, 
are about one-half of the charge for the common window-glass. 
The only item in the schedule that exceeds it is the highest quality of 
plate-glass; that is, the largest sizes, exceeding 30 by 60 inches. That 
rate is a duty of 140 per cent, All the others range from 45 up to 90 
or 92 per cent., which I believe is the duty upon the next highest quality 
of plate-glass; but the cheapest form of common window-glass, 16 by 24 
and upwards, is 115 per cent. 

Now, why should that be so? Task again. All stained and painted 
window-glass not used at all in private houses, but used for the pur- 
pose of ornamentation of cathedrals, public buildings, and churches, 
and what not, is made to pay a duty of only 45 per cent., while the cheap- 
est form of window-glass pays 115 per cent. Such is this schedule 
which we are called upon to vote on and such is the tariff duty upon 
these articles of commun necessity, table-ware and window-glass, that 
we are preparing to make the American people pay for. If it can reach 
the consciences of Senators on that side, I haye no more to say. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

The amendment was rejected. z 

The next paragraph of the bill was read, as follows: 


Marble and stone, and manufactures of: . 
117. Marble of all kinds in block, rough or squared, 65 cents per cubic foot. 


Mr. McPHERSON. This seems to be, as the computation is made 
here, a rate of duty of 50 per cent. ad valorem. I should like to know 
why it is necessary to have a rate of duty of 50 per cent. ad valorem 
to protect the American market against the manufactures of marble, 
for I should suppose that the kind of marble that comes into this coun- 
try is chiefly Venetian marble, and would come in no matter what the 
rate of duty was, and that it would not enter into competition with 
any American marble for the uses to which it is applied. 

I am not aware that there are any very extensive marble factories 
in Canada. I suppose this is an industry which is mainly carried on in 
the State of Vermont, so far as this country is concerned; and as I do 
not know of any great competition from Canada, perhaps the Senator 
from Vermont can give me some information upon that point. Ishould 
certainly like to know, as I see there have been considerable importa- 
tions, whether it is the European marble, the Venetian marble, which 
is purchased and brought here for the purposes for which it is used, even 
if the rate of duty was ten times greater, I presume, But as you do 
not need the revenue, what is the necessity for this high protection ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is almost exclusively, as I am advised, Ital- 
ian marble and parian marble used for sculpture, etc., an article of 
luxury, and a large amount is imported, although the rate of duty is 
high. The rate of duty is not increased by the bill now proposed over 
that which has existed for some eight or ten years. It yields a hand- 
some revenue, and I do not think that on this article there ought to be 
a desire to reduce. It is certainly not an article of necessity, but an 
article of luxury and art. The duty ought to be preserved. It is 
about 50 per cent. i 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Upon that statement, I shall move no amend- 
ment. 

Paragraph 118 was read, as follows: 


118. Veined marble, sawed, dressed, or otherwise, including marble slabs 
and marble paving-tiles, $1.10 por cubic foot (but in measurement no slab shall 
be computed at less than I inch in thickness). 


Mr. MCPHERSON. The committee will please take notice that 
while on marble in blocks, in the crude state, unprepared and unfin- 
ished, a rate of duty is imposed of 50 per cent., upon this “‘ veined 
marble, sawed, dressed, or otherwise, including marble slabs and mar- 
ble paving-tiles, upon which a great deal of labor, of course, has been 
applied, the duty is 57.84 per cent. It seems to meas though that 
was a discrimination, not in favor of labor, but against it, for you pro- 
pose a duty here of a little less than 58 per cent. upon the finished 
article, while upon the raw product you impose a duty of 50 per cent. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The case is exactly the reverse from what the 
Senator states. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It seems to be reversed. There isa great deal 
of labor certainly on marble ‘‘ sawed, dressed, or otherwise, incl 
marble slabs and marble paving- tiles, as they are all prepared, as 
su ready for use. In one case the marble itself is brought in in 
the block, and that is to pay a rate of duty of 50 per cent., while in 
this more advanced stage of manufacture the duty is 57.84 per cent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is for the protection of American labor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This article, if I may be allowed to say a ger 
has already been adyanced in value nearly 100 per cent. by labor, 
the duty is $1.10 per cubic foot, while the rate is about the same, about 
7 per cent. more, but because all these articles have been the subject 
of labor and have been advanced in value by the labor on the articles 
in paragraph 118. In those named in paragraph 119 the general ad 
valorem is preserved. 

Mr. VANCE, The rate of duty proposed on the marble named in 
paragraph 119 is just the same as the duty on marble brought in in 
blocks named in paragraph 117. I do not see that there is any advance 
there for the workingman. f 

Mr. SHERMAN. The50 percent. ad valorem, as a matter of co 
would be based upon a much Jarger price and cost. Instead of $1.1 
per cubic foot it may be worth $5 or $20 a cubic foot. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Depending upon the amount of ornamentation, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatistrue. It is practically an ad valoremduty 
of 50 per cent, 

The next paragraphs were read, as follows: 

119. Manufactures of marble not specially provided for in this act, 50 per cent. 
ad 5 — 

120. Burr-stones manufactured or bound up into mill-stones, 15 per cent, ad 
valorem. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 121, on page 23, line 14, after the word ‘‘sandstone,’’ to insert 
*‘limestone;’’ so as to make the clause read: ? 

121. Freestone, granite, sandstone, limestone, and other building or monu- 
mental stone, except marble, unmanufactured or undressed, not specially pro- 
vided for in this act, 11 cents per cubic foot. 

Mr. VANCE. I wish to inquire why that change per foot takes 
place there in paragraph 121, “‘ freestone, etc.” The present duty is 
$1 per ton and the proposed duty is 11 cents per cubic foot; what the 
difference would be the committee do not tell us, 

Mr. VEST. ‘That is a large increase. 

Mr. VANCE. The committee give us no data. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that is a change of classification, and not 
achange of duty. This character of stone is measured by the cubic 
foot, or by the perch, or by some other solid form, and a ton probably 
could not be weighed without considerable cost. I think there is no 
change of duty, but rather a change in the form; so much a cubic foot 
instead of so much a ton. I understand that is the difficulty in the 
present importation, that the stone has to be weighed by the ton; but 
it is much easier, as a matter of course, to measure it by the eubic foot 
than it is to weigh it by the ton. I think that it is the only differ- 
ence, 

Mr. VEST. Is it not an increase over the present duty? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can not say that. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Certainly it is. 

Mr, SHERMAN, I can not say. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have a statement here made by a gentleman 
who is engaged in this business, and I should like to send to the Sec- 
retary’s desk and have read a copy of a circular signed by Mr. G. P. 
Sherwood, of New York, protesting against an increase of duty on im- 
ported freestone, which gives some of the facts, which I shall follow by 
additional facts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper will be read, if thereis no 
objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

PROTEST AGAINST AN INCREASE OF DUTY ON IMPORTED FREESTONE. 


Tapora freestone comes here in rough blocks only. It is purely a raw ma- 
terial. Every dollar's worth of imported freestone requires three or four dol- 
lars’ worth of American labor to be expended upon it tofit it for building pur- 


poses. 

Under the circumstances, it could with justice be admitted free, and certainly 
should not have a prohibitory duty upon it. ē 

The whole importation of freestone in the United States is very small indeed, 
The Bureau of Statistics report for 1889 shows there was only 15,645 tons of free- 
stone brought from all sources into the United 
1889, which is a gradual decrease under the presenttariff Ifincreased to double 
the present rate, as proposed, duty will be absolutely prohibitory, benefiting 
no one in the United States, and, on the contrary, throwing out of employment 
a large amount of Amerivan labor and capital. 

There are only six importers of freestone in the United States, and their entire 
sales do not amount to as much as any one of a dozen American q) es. So 
small a business can notseriously damage any native aaay: 

The bulk of imported freestones come from Scotland and all the balance from 
Canada, and they all differ entirely from the American, either in color or text- 
ure, and do not interfere with the sale of the latter. Asa large share of the 
domestic stone sold in this market sells from 5 to 30 cents per cubic foot less than 
the foreign, it can not therefore be claimed that American quarries are injured 
by the competition of foreign stones. 

‘The Canadian duty on stone is $1 per ton,the same asthe American,and Ameri- 
can quarries bave for years past sold into Canada several times as much stone 
as comes from here, and if duties are raised here the Canadian duty will 
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in 18 and 15,183 tons in 


roe 
’ 


be immediately correspondingly increased and affect seriously Ameriean quar- 
ries selling there. A 
None ofthe imported stones come here freight free, or as ballast” (as has 
been stated), but, on the contrary, the stones m Scotland cost nearly 50 per 
cent. of their selling value for freight, and those from Canada cost 40 per cent. 
of their selling value, and those from Canada are brought here in American 
vessels, thus benefiting American industry. 
in this business, and it is therefore in 


American capital only is employed 
effect an American ind 
per ton) will be prohibitory and we 
or — off entirely. 


Any higher duty than e present ($1 
claim the duty should be materially d 
P. SHERWOOD, 


On behalf of importers o; ‘foreign building stones. 
New YORK, April, 1890. 5 


Mr. McPHERSON. I have also a letter written by the same gen- 
tleman in which he makes a translation, so to , of the different 
kinds of stone from the ton to the cubic foot, and he gives the number 
of cubic feet in a ton, so thatit is very easy to arrive at the ad valorem 
rate, 

Freestone, granite, etc.: The duty has been raised from $1 per ton 
to 11 cents per cubic foot. A ton of granite upon an average would 
contain 15 cubic feet; hence the duty of $1.65 per ton is an advance on 
present rates of 65 per cent. 

Now he takes up the other qualities of stone, and while Iam on my 
feet I will refer to paragraph 122. He says: 

Freestone, granite, sandstone, and limestone: The duty of $1 per 
ton has been changed to 11 cents per cubic foot. 

In the first place, freestone and ‘‘sandstone’’ are synonymous 
terms, meaning and being the same. The average weight of sand- 
stone is, as near as can be determined by actual weighing, 145 pounds to 

the cubic foot, so that 15 feet and 65 pounds make a ton of 2,240 pounds 
upon which the duty is now $1 per ton, or, in other words, the pres- 
ent duty is 6.47 cents per cubic foot. The Senate and House propose 
to raise this duty to 11 cents per cubic foot, and 15 feet and 65 pounds 
to the ton at 11 cents per cubic foot is just $1.7005 per ton, or an ad- 
vance of 70 per cent, on existing rates. 

Granite, being heavierthan sandstone, weighs from 162 to 170 pounds 
per cubic foot; taking the average of 166 pounds to the cubic foot, and 
13} cubic feet are the equivalent of a ton of granite, at 11 cents per 
cubie foot the duty proposed is to be $1.48} cents, being an increase of 
48) per cent. on existing rates. 

Limestone: The weight of 1 cubic foot of limestone is 164 pounds; at 
this rate 13.6 cubic feet are equal to one ton of limestone; hence the 
proposed duty of $1.496 per ton is an increase on existing rates of 
49.6 per cent. 

Now let us see what labor gets out of all this, for I presume that is 
a subject that Senators upon the other side would like to know about. 

According to the preliminary report of the Commissioner of Labor 
(page 61, H. R. Miscellaneous Document No. 222), seven limestone 
quarries have been visited, and full reports as to wages, supplies, repairs, 
taxes, and salaries of officials and clerks have been obtained. From 
these returns it will be seen that although limestone pays now $1 per 
ton, labor received as the highest 48.2 cents per ton, and as the lowest 
22.4 cents per ton. The average rate of wages paid to labor in these 
six quarries located in the United States is 30.7 cents pef ton. 

ell, the rate of duty now is $1 per ton, and this is perhaps an in- 
crease from 49 to 70 per cent. There is some competition, I suppose, 
in this matter. Let us now see what labor is paid for mining this stone 
elsewhere. 

At the lowest rate labor receives 22.4 cents per ton; proposed duty 
is $1.496 per ton; hence the quarry-owner receives a bonus of $1.272 
per ton. On the highest rate paid to labor of 48.2 cents per ton the 

uarry-owner has a bonus of 51.014 ton, and at the average rate of 


30.7 cents per ton the bonus is still 81. 189 per ton. 
A comparative statement of the results of the six quarries of lime- 
stone shows the following (in the United States): 


Cost of production of a ton of limestone. 


General average of six quarries, 36,94 cents per ton; proposed duty, 
$1.496, is a protection of 405.25 per cent. on the cost of production. 

The following returns, showing the waves paid to labor in these six 
quarries, are also very instructive (United States quarries): 


Wages paid per ton. 


d pet ton, 30.7 cents. 


Average wages pai 
From the above it will be seen that for every dollar labor receives 
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there is protective bounty of $4.87 extended by the proposed tariff to 


the cpr tana 3 
As the compilerof the comparative statement omitted the percentage 
owing is instructive: 


in the Senate column, the 


Freestone or sandston 
te... 


The Commissioner of Labor gives also the results of his investiga- 
tion in Great Britain, and there labor receives in the limestone quar- 
ries 38.8 cents per ton, which, compared with the average wages paid 
in this country, is somewhat startling: United States, 30.7 cents for 
labor per ton; Great Britain, 38.8 cents for labor per ton. 

Senator PLUMB asked the other day why the duty on freestone, 
granite, and limestone was increased. He was answered that it was to 
prevent the importation of large amounts of granite,” etc. 

Foot-note on page 23 states that the increase has been made in 
order to check increasing importations of foreign granite. Consider- 
ing that only 15,183 tons of granite, freestone or sandstone, and lime- 
stone together were imported, and which would hardly suffice to build 
a four-story residence, this extra precaution seems uncalled for. 

In short, labor gets 8 cents per ton more elsewhere than in the United 
States, and it is proposed to almost double the existing rate of duty. 

Mr. PLATT. May I inquire of the Senator from New Jersey what 
stone he is now talking about? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iam talking about the labor report gi the 
general average of the quarries, which appears in the report of the 
Commissioner of Labor. 

Mr. PLATT. 1 think the report of the Commissioner of Labor re- 
fers to limestone, which is used, as I understand it, not only for build- 
ing purposes, but for the purpose of making iron, which would be an 
entirely different thing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is what it is. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I do not understand that there is anything in 
this bill that would indicate whether the limestone would be for build- 
ing purposes or for burning lime. ö 

Mr. PLATT. It is limestone for building purposes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. For building or monumental purposes; it must be 
one or the other. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. This stone may be used for building purposes 
or any purposes. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I will inform the Senator upon this subject that 
it was because of the representations of the people along the northern 
border that the word ‘‘limestone’’ was inserted. My own impression 
is that in legal meaning ‘‘ limestone ’’ would be included in the words 
and other building stone.” The question arose in the custom-house 
as to whether limestone used for building purposes would be included 
in the language of the law. I think without the use of the word 
‘limestone’? it would be included in any event, but the word lime- 
stone was inserted in order to remove a doubt. But here is the 

int: Iam told by the Senator from Connecticut, who knows about 
it, that 14 cubic feet of this stone are equivalent toa ton. If so, the 
present rate of duty being $1 ton, 14 into 100 cents would make it 
about 7 cents a cubic foot, and the committee propose to raise it from 
7 cents a cubic foot to 11 cents. The present duty is au ad valorem of 
20 per cent., and the proposed increase would make it 30 per cent., 
which is not a high rate of duty on an article of this kind. It seems 
to me that answers the question the Senator from New Jersey put to 
me a moment ago. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. My computation was made upon a statement 
by a dealer in this stone and his letter states that by the actual exper- 
iment of weighing stone the average weight is so and so, 

Mr. SHERMAN. How much is it? What does he say? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The writer says: 

Yours of the 26th instant received and we take pleasure in giving you the in- 
formation asked for. In the first place, freestones and sandstones are synony- 
mous terms, meaning and being the same thing. The s weight of sand- 
stones is, as near as can be determined by actual weighing, 145 pounds to the 
cubic foot. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That corresponds with what I stated. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. So that 15 feet and 65 pounds make a ton of 
2,240 pounds, upon which the duty is now $1.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is exactly the same thing. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The writer takes up then the limestone, and 
he says: 

Limestone is generally heavier than sandstone, the American article ranging 
from 164 to 168 pounds to the cubic foot. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The computation is right, precisely, according to 
the statement made by the Senator from Connecticut, that it takes 14 
cubic feet to make a ton, and consequently the present duty, being 
levied at $1 per ton, is equivalent to 7 cents a cubic foot, and the com- 
mittee propose to raise it to 11 cents per cubic foot, That would make 


1890. 
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the duty 30 per cent. and a small fraction. It seems to me under all 
the circumstances it is a very moderate duty on an article of that kind. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I move to strike out the words ‘‘eleven cents 
per cubic foot,” in line 17, and insert in lieu thereof 51 per ton:“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 121, on page 117, after the word 
“act,” it is proposed to strike out 11 cenis per cubic foot’? and in- 
sert 51 per ton.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May J inquire whether the committee’samend- 
ment, inserting the word “limestone ” in line 1, has been agreed to? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not yet been acted upon. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I hope that amendment will not be agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. The statistics which represent 15,000 tons imported 
at $1 per ton are certainly mysterious. I am informed that there are 
recent buildings in New York which have been erected within the 

year, or within the past year or two, that contained as much of this 
reign sandstone, or freestone, as is reported to have been imported 
during the whole year, hut exactly where the discrepancy is it is 
very difficult to tell orto findout. Certainly these figures are undoubt- 
edly very much under the importation, It is believed that a good por- 
tion of this comes in ballast, and has in some way escaped the custom- 
house entry and valuation. However that may be, the parties en- 
gaged in the business find the foreign stone entering into competition 
with them everywhere. Š 2 

I know one instance here in Washington where Connecticut parties 
desired to sell some brownstone for the erection of a building, but a 
foreign stone, a stone which looks like the Connecticut freestone, was 
used, having been transported here from New York, and there is man- 
ifestly a much greater use of it than has been stated by the letter 
which has been read by the Senator from New Jersey. 

The opinion which was given by the Senate Committee on Finance 
in 1888 was that the persons dealing in foreign stone of this character 
in New York had increased within ayear or two from two concerns to 
fourteen corfeerns. 

Now, with reference to labor. The places that come into competi- 
tion with it are Germany, Scotland, New Brunswick, and Nova Scotia. 
A quarryman from Connecticut testified: 

This Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Scotland, and Germany stone is gradually 
and continually eating into freestone, which was formerly used from American 
quarries, 

* an avi of about $2.25 a day, I su; There is a t 

8 3 Wages, but, taking Mho, iha of om help ail the way through 6 
runs nearly or quite $2.25 a day. We come in direct competition with the for- 

* eign stone, which is produced in Germany on a schedule of about 50 cents a day 
for labor and in Scotland at about $l a day and in New Brunswick and Nova 
Seotia from $1 to $1.50 a day; ony bcbg? waar about $1.25 on the average. 
They are able to lay down their stone in New York, and they do, asa matter 
of fact, undersell us from 5 to 15-or25centsa foot. Their stone is not recognized 
as being equal to ours, but on account of the differencein price it has been con- 
siderably used. 

I wish to say right here, Mr. President, that I want to vote to put 
down a duty where the duty as it now exists is not necessary to main- 
tain an American industry. If the duty asit now exists is insufficient 
to maintain the American industry, I want to put up the duty. I want 
all these industries to be prosecuted and pursued in this country rather 
than in a foreign country when the business can be reasonably carried 
on here. 

Mr. DAWES. In addition to what the Senator from Connecticut 
says, I hold in my hand a letter addressed to me to-day from a worker 
in these stones, who says that notwithstanding the duty which is al- 
ready imposed he receives the stone at his shop dressed and worked 
and is able to sell it 25 per cent. cheaper than he can our own stone, 
growing out of the fact of the difference in labor. The labor expended 
in this country on the stone and the labor expended on the same stone 
abroad makes a difference of 25 per cent. in the cost. 

Mr. VANCE. Sir, where the committee gives us, on changing from 
anad walorem toa specific duty or from a specific of one kind to a 
specific of another kind, and gives us another ad valorem equivalent 
and no data by which we can make our own equivalents, I have gen- 
erally noticed that we may look out; that is to say, there is always a 
considerable increase in a case like that. I should say that some fellow 
had a quarry that was not doing quite as well as he wanted it to do, 
and he is trying in this indirect way for an increase, and thus there is 
a job put up on the American tax-payer. 

You will recollect, Mr. President, the beautiful lines of the poet 
Timrod, who says, ‘‘Somewhere waiting for its birth is a shaft in the 
stone,” and so here I may say that somewhere waiting for its birth is 
a steal in the stone. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PLATT. I donot suppose that the Senator’s constituents in 
North Carolina, for whose interests he was so fierce in relation to 
window-glass, use a great deal of this brownstone to build the common 
buildings of the people in that State. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question will first be taken on 
the amendment of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VEST. I only want to call attention to the fact that under the 
wag duty this interest seems to be doing remarkably well. I find 

the report of the statistician that we imported in 1884 $353,720 
worth of stone and manufactures of stone, includingslate, and in 1889 
we imported $431,839, being an increase of about 880, 000 in imports in 


five years. Now, if we turn toexports we find that in 1884 we exported . 
of these same articles $335,551 worth and in 1889 we exported $400,- 
158 worth, being an increase of exports of $65,000, 

Now, if there is a case in which reciprocity, which is the new fad of 
the Republican party, ought to prevail, it is right here. Here is an 
increase in imports of RE $80,000, an increase of exports of $65,000 
worth of the same article during the same time, and it would seem to me 
that that is doing reasonably well. We export very nearly as much 
as we import under the present tariff duty and there can be no neces- 


sity for an increase. 

Mr. CAMERON. . i€jave in my hand a letter from the Hummels- 
town Brownstone Company, of Waltonyille, Dahphin County, Penn- 
sylvania—the county in which I live—dated June 4, 1890, and signed 
by the secretary, Allen K. Walton, and I know him very well, in 
which he says: 

You have undoubtedly heard of the brownstone industry here at Hummels- 


town, and we y are as much interested in the tariffas any other manu- 
facturers, 


. We are employing here over five hundred men in this industry, and we do 
need protection from foreign stones which are imported into this country from 
Engiand, Scotland, and the Canadian provinces. 

You will find in the docks in Washington to-day two large vessel loads of stone 
which came from Canada and which is being sold for less money than we can 
afford te quarry and sell stone in Washington. 

These quarries are situated about 140 miles from here, near Hum- 
melstown and near the city of Harrisburg. This is an industry which 
bas grown up within the last ten or twelve years, and a great deal of 
the building-stone now being used in this city is from these quarries. 


We are advised that the McKinley tariff bill placed a — 9 of 14 cents per 
cubic foot on freestone and sandstone, but that the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee at the last moment offered an amendment qhenging the duty to 11 cents, 
We would ask you, if possible, to have the duty p at 14 cents, which is 


not sufficient duty for protection, but is at least better than the 11 cents called 


for by the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I could not hear the Senator from Pennsylvania very 
distinctly, but from what I gathered the purport of it is that this inter- 
est is doing very well, 

Mr. CAMERON. I say it has increased largely. j 

Mr. VEST. That is under the present duty. I think we had better 
let it alone. 

Mr. CAMERON. Perhaps we shall do better if we get an increased 
duty, and that is what I am after all the time, 

Mr. PLATT. What was called the Senate bill of 1888 fixed the 
duty, after a full hearing, at 14 cents a cubic foot. That is what that 
letter referred to. The other Honse did not follow the Senate bill ot 
1888. but reduced the duty to 11 cents per cubic foot. The Senate 
Finance Committee, I am sorry to say, followed the House instead of 
following their first impression, which was right, and it ought to have 
been 14 cents per cubic foot. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I shall move to strike out in para- 
graph 121, on page 23, line 17, the word ‘‘eleven,’’ before the word 
“cents,” and insert ‘‘fourteen;’’ so as to make the duty on freestone, 
granite, sandstone, limestone, ete., 14 cents a cubic foot. — 

Mr. SHERMAN. In reply to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST 
I wish to say that under the present rate of duty the importations are 
largely increasing of stone of this character. I have here the last table 
of the present year up to the Ist offJuly compared with the preced- 
ing year, and I find in the year 1889 the amountof this stone imported 
was $393,253 worth, while this year, ending the 30th of June, 1890, the 
amount had increased to $494,859, or more than $100,000 increase ina 
single year. That shows that under the present law there is not pro- 
tection for the article, which is all labor except the mere cost of the 
stone in the quarry. 

Mr. VEST. I read from the report of the statistician—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatisa year ago and this is the latest report. 

Mr. VEST. I read from the report for the year 1889, the last year. 

Mr.SHERMAN. This was for only eleven months. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator from Missouri is quite right. 
Speaking of the importations the Senator from Ohio is also quite right. 
As we increase in population, as people continue to be born and con- 
tinue to die, the result is that we have a larger importation of a cer- 
tain kind of stone for monumental purposes. I presume it is pretty 
well known to every Senator here that there is scarcely a marble 
quarry in the United States where you can obtain stone that will take 
a very fine polish. 

Therefore, this increase of duty practically is intended to follow a 
man to his grave and tax his monument. As a matter of course, in 
this region they have two most beautiful varieties of sandstone which 
are used largely in Washington, and this limestone, in my judgment, is 
one of the finest building stones in the world. It looks exactly 1 
granite. You can not tell the difference. 
ae GORMAN. What rate of duty does it pay under the present 

w? 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Scotch granite and other granites which 
are imported very largely into this country in this line of importations 
are used for monumental purposes, and they always will continue to be 
used, and even if you tax them, as the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
CAMERON] pro to do, by a very great increase of duty, they will 
continue to be imported, because there is nothing to take their place, 
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because we have no native product that answers the purpose, Wehave 
some varieties of marblein this country which can be polished to a cer- 
tain degree, but any Senator going through any of the cemeteries of 
our country will see in a moment the difference between the native and 
the foreign granite and the difference between the native and the for- 
eign marble. These marbles and these importations will not be lim- 
ited by any duty that you impose upon stone of this character, and can 


not be. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question will first be taken 
upon the amendment by the Commi on Finance. 

Mr. McPHERSON, is, inserting thegrord “limestone,” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendinent will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In paragraph 121, on page 23, line 14, after the 
word “‘ sandstone,” the Committee on Finance report to insert lime- 
stone; so as to make the paragraph read: 

121. Freestone, ite, sandstone, limestone, and other building or monu- 
mental stone, except marble, unmanufactured or undressed, not specially pro- 
vided for in this act, 11 cents per cubic foot. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amendment. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The 8 and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KRELL. And let the amendment be again reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again stated. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Rhode 
Island whether limestone is specially named in the present law? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not specially named, but it is undoubtedly 
included in the description of other building or monumental stone.“ 
Mr. GORMAN. Is that the ruling of the Treasury Department? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I believe that is the ruling of the Department. 
There has been some question at some of the custom-houses as to 
whether limestone was included in that description or not. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is the point of the inquiry. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The limestone indicated here is what is called the 
gray limestone, or Niagara limestone. It is only adapted for building 

and can not be used in the manufacture of lime. 

Mr. FRYE. You can not import limestone for the manufacture of 
lime. It is worth only 5 cents at the quarry. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It exists all along our Canadian frontier. Some 
deposits run along all the northern frontier of the United States, and 
it is a stone that, when it is worked down and polished, experts have 
difficulty in determining whether it is limestone or granite. In many 
specimens of it it is impossible almost to tell the difference. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is absolutely incapable of being burned into 
lime. 7 

Mr. HISCOCK. Absolutely incapable of being burned into lime. 
It can be used only for one purpose.. There is another kind of lime- 
stone that is used somewhat for building purposes, and that is blue 
limestone, and that can not possibly be used for the manufacture of 
lime. Neither of these stones can be used for that purpose, and es- 

ly with reference to limestone it is proper that it should be named 
ere to secure the proper administration of the law. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to ask my friend from New York 
whether it is not the fact that under the present law the very class of 
limestone which the Senator from Vermont in a side remark said could 
not be burned, limestone containing a large amount of magnesia, has 
been held by the Treasury Department to be on the free-list. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Did the Senator ask me the question? 

Mr. GORMAN. I did. 

Mr. HISCOCK. As I understand, there is no limestone for the pur- 
pose of burning into lime imported into this country whatever. There 
is no importation of it. There is none now and never has been any. 

Mr. GORMAN. I would ask the Senator from New York how it is 
classified now under the general provision in the present law. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ido not understand that it is on the tree-list, but 
I understand that it can not be imported and will not be as a matter 
of course, and it would be so much cheaper and easier to manufacture 
it into lime and bring it here, but it has never been thought of under 
any rate of duty which has been imposed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Would not the cost of transportation have some- 
thing to do with it? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I think it fair to say that transportation would be 
a sufficient protection against it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have not heard the Senator assign any reason for 
putting this rate of duty on this classof articles, I do not understand 
theSenator from New York tosay that there is any considerable amount 

_ of this stone imported for building purposes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. But quantities of it are or may be imported for 
building purposes. There is not any doubt about that. . You can not 
distinguish it from granite. 

Mr. GORMAN, What is the rate of duty under the present law? 
That is the point I am inquiring about. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It was held to bea stone for building purposes, and 

` it would come in under the present law at the rate of $1 a ton. 
Mr. GORMAN. Then 1 ask the Senator what difficulty there is in 
permitting it to remain precisely as it is under the present law. 


Mr. HISCOCK. For the simple reason that so far I have been in 
favor, and am in favor now, of giving this increased protection. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand the Senator’s position perfectly, but 
I should like to know the reason for it. Has the importation been to 
such an extent 

Mr. HISCOCK. There has been an importation of this as there has 
been of all other building stones. 

Mr. GORMAN, To what extent? 

Mr. HISCOCK. There has been a large importation upon the north- 
ern frontier. 

Mr. GORMAN. I confess Ido not understand that the Senator 
from New York has given any reason for this change in the law. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The same reason exists in this case as exists in 
reference to the other stones indicated in this paragraph. There should 
be no distinction. 

Mr. GORMAN. I submit to the Senator from New York that when 
the committee suggest a change in the present law we ought to have 
a reason for it. At all events I should like to have an answer to my 
question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There has just been handed me a statement that 
this stone comes in now under the exi tariff as other building 
stone,” and that is a rule which has been made in the Department 
with respect to it, and this word is putin here for the purpose of 
making it absolutely clear and certain, and to prevent a reversal of 
that ruling, I may say. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest that, if the ruling of the Department is 
such as the Senator has just indicated, there can not be any necessity 
for changing the present law. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Perhups there may not be, but where the question 
has been vague enough under the statute to call for a contest before the 
Secretary of the Treasury there is no reason why, with achange of the 
Death of that question, the matter should not be made absolutely 
clear. 

Mr. GORMAN. Does the Department recommend thiscYange? Does 
the recommendation come from the Department or does it come from 
rival interests? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not think it comes upon the recommendation 
of any one. I do not recall the fact now that it is recommended either 
by the Department or by any manufacturer of stone even or by the 
owner of any quarry. I do not recall that fact and do not think there 
was any such recommendation. I think it was put in simply because 
there had been a question about it so as to call for the action of the. 
Department upon it, and therefore it was thought wise to fix its classi- 
fication in order that, as I said before, it sould have some protection 
with the other stones mentioned in the paragraph. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ihave failed, I confess, to get from the Senator from 
New York any information which would lead me to vote for this pro- 
vision. I will state to him frankly what I have heard; I do not know 
anything about the truth of it, but still there are ple who haye 
made the statement that the States bordering on the faksa, and nota- 
bly the State represented by my distinguished friend from New York 
so well here and on this committee, are specially interested. There are 
in every part of this country great varieties of limestone, and some 
charged to a large extent with magnesia; and that for agricultural pur- 
poses is very valuable; and, as the percentage of magnesia runs up to 
a certain quantity, it is three or four times more valuable. 

Then there are deposits on the Canadian side of this particular stone, 
which is brought over into the State of New York for the purpose of 
enriching the land of Western New York and States bordering upon 
the lakes, and that in the past three or four years, since the passage ot 
the act of 1883, the agriculturists have sought to obtain that stone with 
the cheap transportation that comes from the construction of the Can- 
adian Grand Trunk road and other roads by English capital, and it has 
been brought over onour side at a cheaper rate than farmers can ob- 
tain it elsewhere, and that under the present act the ruling of the De- 
partment has been to admit it free. Hence this change comes to pre- 
vent the use for agricultural purposes of this deposit, which is found 
only on the other side of the lakes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to state to the Senator that his informa- 
tion is wholly incorrect. I happen to live in the limestone region 
where this gray limestone which I have indicated exists in t abun- 
dance, and it is used for building purposes. It is what is called the 
Niagara deposit, and I never heard of its being used in such a way as 
the Senator states, and I may add in this connection, for the informa- 
tion of the Senator, that I am a farmer, too, an agriculturist. 

Mr. GORMAN. I did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I say I never heard yet of gray limestone being 
used for building purposes, or blue limestone being used in agriculture 
in any way in the world, and I do not believe they ever were. Sul- 
phate of lime is on the free-list. 

5 Does what the Senator says refer to blue limestone 
alone 

Mr. HISCOCK. I never heard of gray limestone or blue limestone 
being used for any agricultural purpose, and I do not believe they ever 
have been. I will say to the Senator that it would be utterly impossi- 
ble to put them in form for use in that way. They are not to be burned, 
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' That would be too expensive, and when it comes down to grinding 
there is hardly any machine on earth that would have power to crush 
it. Of course, stones which are used for fertilizing purposes are ground 
or burned. This stone is a stone as hard asgranite, tough, and worked 
with great difficulty, and takes on a particularly fine polish which it 
holds for years. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from New York object to putting 
it ‘‘limestone for building purposes, so as to exclude the idea that 
agricultural limestone is included ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. The language as it stands is perfectly clear in that 
respect: 

121. Freestone, granite, sandstone, limestone, and other building or monu- 
mental stone, ete, 

Mr. GORMAN. I find that it is impossible to get the Senate to 

to anything, and so it is not worth while to offer an amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have here a Jetter from the vice-president and 
general manager of the Kelley Island Lime and Transport Company, 
located at Cleveland, Ohio, which explains the matter very clearly. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is impossible to hear the Senator, Mr, President. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This isa letter from a prominent firm engaged 
in the business of quarrying limestone for building purposes: 

CLEVELAND, OHIO, May 26, 1890. 
Dear Sin; Herewith I hand you letter from Mr. Townsend 


A former member of the other House. 


The McKinley tariff bill is very ambiguous as regards limestone, and I have 
urged our Mr. BURTON in vain to have the wording of paragraphs 130, 131, 132, 
and 133 so changed as to include the word limestone,” which has apparently 
been overlooked by framers of bill. > Rey. 

Millions of dollars are invested in Ohio alone in this industry, and it seems 
to me that it would be wise to have the word limestone * added to above-re- 
ferred-to paragraphs. 2 A 

I respectfully ask you to give this matter your consideration. 

The danger to our Ohio industries is from Canadian quarries along Detroit 
River and north shore of Lake Erie, where cheap labor would result in ruin to 
our American quarries. 

It seems to me on reading biil that limestone may be covered under general 
term “other building or monumental stone,” but to avoid all question it would 
be simpler to interpolate the word “limestone “ in paragraphs. 

Thanking ae advance for your courtesies in this matter, I am, 

ully, ete. 


Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. BUTLER. Whom is that letter from, if I may inquire? 

Mr. SHERMAN. From Caleb E. Gowen, vice-president of the Kel- 
ley Island Lime and Transport Company. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio whether 
there is a single case of the importation of limestone under the act of 
1883 for building purposes where the Department has not by its ruling 
collected the duty upon it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know myself of my own personal knowledge 
that that very limestone from the quarries on Kelley’s Island is brought 
to where I live and that they are carrying it to Sandusky, they are 
carrying it to Chicago, they are carrying it to Cleveland, they are using 
it in Toledo, and I think it is one of the finest building-stones in the 
world. The Government building at Sandusky and the Government 
building at Toledo were made of this stone. 

The firm wha have written me assume that it pays the regular duty 
like any other stone. The letter I have read says there is a doubt 
about it. This firm, I think, has from one to two hundred thousand 
dollars constantly employed in quarrying out this rock and shipping it 
to different ports along Lake Erie and Lake Michigan. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Finance, on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, I should 
vote nay. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL], who is absent from the 
Chamber. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. If he were present, I should vote 
“nay. 

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr, WASHBURN’S name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. WASHBURN] is necessarily absent from the city. He is 
paired, F has been announced, with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
GIBSON]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Iam paired with the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. WILsox], and therefore withhold my vote. If I were not 
paired, I should vote yea. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I had supposed I was paired with the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE], but I understand the Senator from 


Georgia [Mr. Cotquitt] is paired with the Senator from Michigan, 
and I therefore vote. I vote nay.” 

Mr. QUAY. My general pair with the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. FAULKNER] having been transferred to the Senator from Mon- 
tana [Mr. POWER], I vote yea. 2 

Mr. COLQUI I announce my pair with the Senator from Mich- 
igan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE], 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—33, 
Aldrich, Dixon, Hoar. Quay, 
Allen, Dolph, Ingalls, Sanders, 
Allison, Edmunds, McMillan, Sawyer, 
Blair, Evarts, Manderson, Sherman, 
Cameron, Frye, Mitchell, Squire, 
Casey, Hal Moody, Teller, 
Cullom, Hawley, Pierce, . 
Davis, Higgins, Pla! 
Dawes, Hiscock, Piumb, 

NAYS—19. 
Barbour, Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 
Bate, Coke, McPherson, Turpie, 
REE Daniel, Morgan, Vest, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Payne, Voorhees, 
Butler, Gray, Pugh, 

ABSENT—32. 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Morrill Stewa 
Brown, Geo Paddock, Stockbridge, 
x Gibson, = Vance, 

Carlisle, Hampton, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Chandler, Harris, Power, Washbi 
Colquitt, Hearst, Ransom, Wilson of lowa, 
Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, Wilson of Md. 
Farwell, Kenna, Stanford, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of the bill 
what is the difference between theduty now imposed, $1 per ton, upon 
the articles named in paragraph 121, and II cents per cubic foot,” 
as proposed by this bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is supposed that on the average 14 cubie feet of 
this stone would equal a ton, and the rate proposed by this bill is $1.54 
a ton on the average. 

Mr. PLUMB. An increase of about 60 per cent. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I stated, upon the testimony of a dealer in this 
article and from actual weight of each of the products, what the increase 
of duty was. It was from 49 to 70 percent. I will now state, as I 
have it carried out, that the existing rate of duty on freestone or sand- 
stone is 20,22 per cent., and itis increased, according to the statement 
of Mr. Sherwood, to 34.22; on granite it is increased from 20.22 to 
31.02, and on limestone from 20.22 to 30.51. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps I ought to say to the Senator from Kan- 
sas, in addition to the statement I made, that, even at the increased 
rate, the ad valorem percentage would not exceed 30 per cent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], which will be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 121, page 23, line 17, after the 
word act,“ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ 11 cents per cubic foot ” and 
insert 81 per ton.” 

Mr. McPHERSON. Upon that amendment I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. CAMERON] gave notice of his intention to move an amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON. I wish tostrike out the word eleven,“ in line 17, 
and insert fourteen;“ so as to make the rate of duty 14 cents per cu- 
bic foot. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that, under the 
rule, the part proposed to be stricken out would be subject to amend- 
ment, and the question should first be taken on that. So the question 
will be taken on the amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania to 
strike out eleven and insert“ fourteen.” 

The amendment was rejected. 3 

Tbe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Jersey, on which the yeas and nays are 
demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 


Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 


Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Evsris]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). My pair with the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNEE] having been transferred to the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. PowEr], I vote nay.“ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, {announce my pair with the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. WILSON]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam paired with the Senator from IIlinois [Mr. FAR- 
WELL]. If he were present, I should vote yen.“ 

Mr. MANDERSON. Is the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN] recorded as voting? 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky is re- 
corded in the affirmative. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Then I desire to vote in the negative. 
The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 

Barbour, Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 
Bate, Coke, McPherson, 

Berry, Daniel, Morgan, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Payne, Vest, 

Butler, Gray, gh, Voorhees, 

NAYS—22. 

Aldrich, Dawes, Higgins, Pla 

Allen, Dixon, Hi: Plumb, 
Allison, Dolph, Hoar, uay, 

Blair, Edmunds, Ingall ers. 
Cameron, Eva: McMillan, Sawyer, 
Casey, Frye, Manderson, Sherman, 
Cullom, Hale. Moody, Squi 

Davis, Hawley, $ Teller. 

ABSENT—32, 

Blod, Faulkner, Mitchell, WA 
hoon rge, Morrill. Stockbridge, 
Call, Gibson, Paddock, ance, 
Carlisle, Hampton, $ Walthall, 
Chandler, x Pettigrew, Washburn, 
-Colquitt, Hearst, Power, Wilson of Iowa, 
Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, Wilson of Md. 
Farwell, Kenna, Stanford, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will be re- 
sumed, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 122, page 23, line 19, after 
the word ‘‘ sandstone,” to insert limestone;“ so as to make the clause 
read: 

122. Freestone, granite, sandstone, limestone, and other building or monu- 


mental stone, except marble, not specially provided for in this act, hewn, 
dressed, or polished, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, this is an increase from 20 per cent. to 
40 per cent. I call attention to the testimony of Jones Brothers, of 
Boston, on page 499 of the testimony taken before the Ways and Means 
Committee. These gentlemen state that: 


As manufacturers and producers of American granite and importers of Scotch 
ite, we beg to submit for the consideration of your committee the follow- 
facts and reasons why there should be no change in the present tariff on 
nite, 
2 the only granite imported to this country is Scotch, hence we confine 
ourselves in comparison on that basis, Owing to superior facilities—railroad 
communications and natural conditions—for quarrying in America we are en- 
abled to produce onr stone and putit on the market at a very much lower price 
than the quarries of Scotland, so that imported stone for building material—for 
which purpose fully 90 per cent. of the granite uced is consumed—is com- 
pletely excluded, For monumental purposes the same conditions hold good on 


rough material, and as we own qu: and manufacture ite in Barre, Vt., 
we will use the price of that material as a basis for com n on monumental 
work. 

Barre 


nite is quarried and sold inthe rough ata pee at 80 cents per cubic 
foot in blocks containing 40 cubic feet and under, while Scotch granite in pieces 
of this size costs on cars in Aberdeen, Scotland, 9s. 9d. per cubic foot, or $2.36. 
Add to this the present duty of 20 per cent., which would make it $2.83 inst 
80 cents. 5 wages paid skilled nite-cutters in America is $2.75 per 


day, and in 5s. 6d., or $1.37. Add to this the present duty of 20 per 
cent., making $1.65 against $1.75. 
Barre granite: A stone containing 40 cubic feet, say 2 by 4} by 4}, 
would cost in the rough in Barre granite, at 80 cents a foot . $32. 00 
It would require twelve days to cut same intoa plain block, at $2.75 per 
6m... TÄ? 33.00 
Total cost in Barre granite. .. . .es e 65.00 
Scotch granite: 40 cubic feet of Scotch granite, at $2.83 per foot.. — 113,50 
Twulve days’ labor, at$t.65 per day. . ee eee 19. 80 
Add to this freight from Aberdeen to Boston, 3} tons, at 25s, per ton, £4 3s. 20. 80 
Total cost of Scotch granite on cars here. . ... ... . .. ... . . — 153,80 


I read this to show that the only reason for bringing Scotch granite 
into this country is because the persons desiring to use it are determined 
to have it without regard to the differenceincost. Itis just exactly as 
ifa man desired to put up a monument over a deceased friend or for a 
public purpose and is determined to havethe Venetian marble, Itis his 
fancy, his taste, and he is determined to have it and will pay the price. 
It is not like a competition between one bushel of wheat raised here 
and another bushel of wheat raised in India, although I might say 
there is hardly any competition in quality between the Indian wheat 
and the wheat raised in the United States. But here it isa question 
of whether the person is able to pay and whether he simply desires that 
quality of granite. 

I have here the testimony of Hon. E. A. Morse, who demands this 
increase of protection in the name of his constituents. He says: 

In the name of the manufacturers and workmen of Quincy, I demand that 


the present duty shall be so increased as to my constituents, the manu- 
rkmen of Quincy, from competition of the poorly paid 


I have shown from this computation made here that there is really 
no competition. The computation shows it beyond any doubt. If we 


put it upon the queson of dollars and cents, the American granite . 
costs 80 cents, while the other costs $2.37; and we know that a man 
who is influenced by the cost of it would never buy the Scotch granite 
under the cireumstances. Mr. Morse draws the following unanswer- 
able argument from an incident in Philadelphia. He says: 

At this very hour, while I am speaking— 


While he was giving his testimony before the committee— 


At this very hour, while I am speaking, there is ly in front of the new 
Drexel building im Philadelphia eight Scotch-granite R rs. When they are 
erected they will stand asa monument to the fact that resent duty on gran- 
ite is insufficient to protect the American workmen from the competition of the 
poorly paid laborers of Scotland. This granite has been quarried, wrought, 
and has crossed the Atlantic, and bas been laid down in Philadelphia cheaper 
than American granite, If the duty on granite is to be reduced, there would 
be but one alternative for the granite manufacturers of Quincy and New Eng- 
land, to close the granite quarries at Quincy and other d in New Eng- 
land and turn these honest workmen out of employment. 


There is no attempt to increase the wages, and unless the gentleman 
who makes that statement in regard to the difference between the cost 
of American and Scotch granite is a lunatic or the most intense falsi- 
fier that ever came even betore a committee of Congress, there is noth- 
ing in the statementof Mr. MORSE that these Scotch granite pillars in 
Philadelphia attest the fact that the Scotch granite can be brought here 
cheaper than the American granite. 

Iam not trying to protect the importers. I am trying simply to 

rotect the consumers of the United States who use the common grau- 
ite, that is all; because I believe that this tax is unnecessary. 

The PKESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the committee on line 19, on page 23, 
in paragraph 122. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR su uently asked and obtained unanimous consent to 
insert the following letter in the RECORD: 

WasurneTon, D. C., August 5, 1890, 
Sir: I carry on an extensive business in the manufacture of marble, granite, 
monumental, and other work on Pennsylvania avenue, pear the Capitol, In 


justice to American manufacturers and American workmen, I think the present 
duty of 20 per cent. upon finished and wrought granite should be largely in- 


c ~ 

I have in my yard foreign manufactured and finished monuments, made of 
foreign granite, which I can sell, after paying the present duty of 20 per cent., at 
from 20 to 25 per cent, less tban I can sell the same monument made in this 
country of American granite, 

The reason is that the foreign finished granite is brought here at nominal 
freight as ballast, and the present duty of 20 per cent. is nothing like the differ- 
ence of the cost of labor between this country and Europe. 

Thus the American manufacturer and the American workmen are brought 
into direct competition with the underpaid labor of Europe. 

The duty of 40 per cent., as reported in the pending Senate bill, is hardly suf- 
ficient for the protection of this great American industry. 

Very respectfully, 

Hon. Henry W. Buare, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


The next paragraphs of the bill were read, as follows: 
123. aS oreo finished or unfinished, $1.75 per ton. 
* 


Slate: 

124. Slates, slate-pencils, slate chim ney-pieces, mantels, slabs for tables, and 
all other manufactures of slate, not s ly provided for in this act, 30 per 
cent, valorem. 

125.4 Roofing slates, 25 per cent, ad valorem. 

SCHEDULE C.—METALS AND MANUFACTURES OF, 
IRON AND STEEL. 
126. Chromate of iron, or chromic ore, 15 per cent, ad valorem, 


Mr. VEST. I beg pardon; my attention was diverted for a mo- 
ment. I wish to go back to paragraph 124, ‘‘slates, slate-pencils,“ 
etc. Does the committee propose to retain the duty of 30 percent. ad 
valorem on slate-pencils ? 

Mr. ALDRICH, I think the committee may have an amendment 
to propose to that paragraph later on. 

Mr. VEST. I hope that will be stricken out and that we shall let 
the school boys alone, anyhow. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam willing to have that stricken out. 

Mr. VEST. I will make the motion to strike it out. 

Mr. ALDRICH, To strike out the words ‘‘slate-pencils?”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 124, on page 24, line 2, it is pro- 

to strike out ‘‘slate-pencils.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be considered 
as to, if there be no objection. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Vermont will withdraw 
his objection. We will provide for it in another way. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to express my opposition to it now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Isee in paragraph 125 the rate upon roofing 
slates is 25 per cent, ad valorem. Certainly there are no slates 
imported into the country, at least there are none imported that amount 
to an Only $120.25 of duties were collected during the past 
year on this item. This has the effect simply of increasing the cost of 


D. McMENAMIN, 
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slate roofing to the people of this country and enabling the manufact- 
urers to charge 25 fper cent. additional upon it. I should think the 
rate of duty ought to be decreased to 15 per cent. If I am in order, as 
we have gone back to paragraph 124, I will ask leave to strike out 
25,“ in line 6, on page 24, paragraph 125. and insert 15.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 125, on page 24, line 5, after the 
word “‘slates,’’ it is proposed to strike out 25 and insert 15; so 
as to read: 

Roofing slates, 15 per cent. ad valorem. 


The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at paragraph 127, on page 24, 
line 12, and continued to line 18. The Committee on Finance proposed, 
on page 24, line 18, after the word one,“ to strike out and one- 
fourth cents and insert half of one cent;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

127. Tron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, also the dross or residuum 
from burnt pyrites, 75 cents per ton. Sulphur ore, as pyrites, or sulphuret of 
iron in its natural state, containing not more than 3} per cent. per, 75 cents 


per ton: Provided, That ore containing more than 2 per cent, of copper shall 
pay in addition thereto one-half cent per pound for the copper contained therein. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of paragraph 127 was resumed in line 19, as follows: 

Provided, also, That sulphur ore, as pyrites or sulphuret of iron in its natural 
state, containing in excess of 25 per cent. of sulphur, shall be free of duty, ex- 
cept on the copper contained therein, asabove provided: And provided further, 
That in levying and collecting the duty on iron ore no deduction shall be made 
from the weight of the ore on account of moisture which may be chemically or 
physically combined therewith. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I see in line 13 that iron ore, including man- 
ganiferous iron ore, also the dross or residuum from burnt pyrites,“ is 
placed at 75 cents per ton in the bill. If I remember the history of 
the legislation of 1883, the Tariff Commission had computed the duty, 
which should be specific, and taking the imports in the year 1881 they 
ascertained from the cost of the iron ore that a duty of 52 cents a ton 
would be equivalent to the then existing ad valorem, which I think 
was 52 cent, 

Mr. ALLISON. Twenty per cent. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Twenty per cent. As J understand, the House 
of Representatives agreed upon p duty upon the recommendation of the 
Tariff Commission of 50 cents per ton and the bill came to the Senate 
with a duty of 50 cents a ton. If I remember aright, the Senate also 
accepted the paragraph in the House bill and fixed theduty at 50 cents 
per ton. 

I remember there was a long discussion here in the Senate upon the 
question of raising the duty. The bill went to the conference com- 
mittee with 50 cents per ton in it. When the committee of conference 
returned with their conference report they reconciled the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses—for that, I believe, is the province of a con- 
ference committee—by making the duty 75 cents per ton. In short, 
what had been agreed to in both Houses and had become a part of the 
bill the conference committee made an increase in and placed the duty 
at 75 cents per ton. They did the same thing with respect to steel 
rails. One of the Houses, I think, had made the duty $13.68 a ton 
and the other House had made the duty $15 per ton. They reconciled 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses in that regard—for the two 
Houses certainly did not agree—by making the rate $17 a ton. 

Mr. President, I understand now we are beginning at the very foun- 
dation stone of the cost of everything included in the metal schedule, 
and I want to begin at the beginning, and, in order that there may be 
no mistake as to what labor is to receive out of all these duties which 
are imposed upon products in the metal schedule, I will state that the 
Commissionerof Labor in his preliminary report on the costof production 
of pig-iron, steel ingots, and rails, etc., just published, Miscellaneous 
Document No. 222, on 59 and 60, gives the following figures as 
to how much labor receives in the United States and in Europe for 
mining a ton of iron-ore. He gives no names or locations of mines or 
in which State, nor does he give the name of place or the name of 
the mines in Europe. He designates the mines simply by numbers, 
and States only in the United States and Europe at large. He gives 
the returns of eighteen mines in Europe and sixty-three mines in the 
United States. The lowest amount paid for labor in Europe is 23.9 
cents per ton. 

Mr. PLATT. How much? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. ‘Twenty-fiveand nine-tenths cents per ton, and 
in the United States 40.1 cents per ton, while Mr, V. K. Moore, of De- 
troit, Mich., before the House Committee on Ways and Means testified 
that he pays as low as 35 cents per ton for mining a ton of iron ore. 

I understand that in the great Lake Superior mining region they pay 
from 35 to 40 and 50 cents per ton. I speak now of the Gogebic and 
Menomonee districts. The average wages paid to miners there do not 
exceed 50 cents per ton, in the great majority of the ore that is mined. 
Ol course there are some mines that pay a great deal more. 

The highest price paid for mining a ton of iron ore in Europe is stated 
by the Commissioner of Labor as $1.938 per ton, and in the United 
States as $2.173 per ton. z 


Taking the seventeen minesin Europe and seventeen mines in the 
United States, from the lowest to the highest, and the result shows: 


Cost for labor in mining 1 ton of iron ore. 


z United 
Number. States. Europe, 
1 $0. 401 $0. 259 
. 450 200 
3 -510 846 
4 560 376 
5 . 684 445 
6 784 487 
7 87 -549 
Ta -976 BTL 
9 1,188 «800 
10 1,283 5 
11 1.397 „71 
12 1.445 1.210 
13 1.575 1.274 
Ce 1.699 1,230 
15 1. 897 1, 439 
16 2.054 1.614 
Ilot 2.173 1. 988 


Europe, highest, 81.938; lowest, 25.9 cents per ton. 

United States, highest, $2.173; lowest, 40.1 cents per ton. 

It will be seen that the highest price paid isin mine 17 in the United 
States, $2.173; in Europe, $1.938, and the lowest is 25.9 cents in 
Europe and 40 cents in the United States. So, therefore, it will be 
seen that the difference in the wage-cost of producing a ton of ore, 
eliminating from it everything else except the labor-cost, is not much 
greater in the United States than in Europe. 

Mr. DAWES. Let me understand the Senator’s statement. What 
does he mean by mine 13, for instance? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I understand from that mine No. 13 in the 
United States corresponds with mine No. 13in Europe. Mr. Wright 
in his report gives so many mines in the United States and so many in 
Europe, and he begins from No. 1 and goes to No. 17. Now, he has 
taken the mines examined in Europe as 17 and he has taken the same 
number of mines in the United States, 5 

Mr. DAWES. To what page does the Senator refer? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. This is a private draught made for me by an ex- 

rt. 
ate DAWES. But without the reference to the page? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. He refers to pages 59 and 60 of the re- 
port of Mr. Carroll D. Wright. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I do not know that I wish to move any amend- 
ment to the bill at this point, because, certainly, I should not like to 
make an amendment as to the rate of duty of 75 cents per ton upon 
iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, etc., if there is to be no 
disposition on the other side of the Chamber to reduce the other du- 
ties in the metal schedule, and particularly upon iron and upon steel 
rails and upon manulacturesofiron. For this is the very lowest rate of 
duty that can be found anywhere inthe schedule, and I have shown 
that the wage-cost differs very little from the European rate as found 
in the mining of the iron-ore. : 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from New Jersey is comparing the cost 
of mining in the United States and in Great Britian, but I suppose it 
to be true that most of our ore which is imported would be imported, 
not from Great Britian, but from Spain and Cuba, where it may be 
presumed that the labor-cost is a good deal less than it is in Great 
Britain. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I donot think there is a Senator on this floor 
who will for a moment believe that ore can, be transported from Spain 
to the United States, delivered here, transported again, as it must needs 
be, from the seaboard cities to the furnaces, and worked up into iron, 
in competition with our own product. 

Mr. PLATT. I have always understood that the people who ask 
for free iron ore are the people who are making pig-iron on the At- 
lantic coast, or practically on the coast, or near it, where the transpor- 
tation inland did not amount to anything, and that they supposed that 
if they could have the ore free, or at a less duty than 75 cents per ton, 
they could get their ores from Spain and Cuba and turn them into pig- 
iron metal on the coast with an advantage to themselves. 

Mr. BUTLER. From Canada also. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ishould like to read to the Senate a statement 
made by one of the largest manufacturers in this country, a Pennsyl- 
vanian and a man of greater information probably than any other busi- 
ness man on the coast. I shall read what he says about the ores that 
are imported. It is short. Maj. L. S. Bent says: 

The steel- making ores produced in this country forthe ot 1890 will closely 
approximate the following estimates: Practically all the ores imported into 
this country are used for steel purposes, and therefore there is absolute absence 
of competition between foreign ores and the non-steel ores of this country, 
The whole quantity of ore suitable for Bessemer pig-iron which it will be 
sible to produce in this country during the year 1590 will not exceed 5, 


tons. This ineludes every ton of ore of suitable quality that can be 
raised by hook or crook. Three and one-half million tons of pig-iron, it is 
estimated, will be 


uired to supply, the wants of the steel man urers in 
this country during year . To manufacture this amount of pig- iron 
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6,500,000 tons of iron ore of suitable quality will be required. One and one-half 
million of tons of Bessemer steel ore must therefore beimported in this coun- 
try by our steel manufacturers or their works will —.— idle 25 per cent. of 
the year. One-half million tons of iron ore will come from the island of Cuba. 
— 8 mines are owned by an American company, having invested nearly 


Mr. ALLISON. Where does he say the remainder comes from? 

Mr. GORMAN. The remainder of it comes from the Mediterranean, 
8 here in vessels that go out loaded with coal-oil and grain and 
what not. 

Mr. ALLISON. And none of it comes from Great Britain? 

Mr. GORMAN. I think none. 

Mr. MORGAN. Great Britain has not got any. 

Mr. ALLISON, I understood the Senator from New Jersey to give 
us some statistics about iron ore in Great Britain. 

Mr. BUTLER, European ore, he said, as I understood him. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The statement made by the Senator from 
New Jersey taken from the report of Mr. Wright does not relate to 
iron ore from Great Britain, buton pages 54 and 55 it will be seen that 
the sixty-three iron mines which he mentions are in the United States, 
and the eighteen mines that he referred to are on the continent of 
Europe, not in Great Britain. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I did not say they were. 
Europe. 
` Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I know; but Senators on the other side 
seenied to assume that they were located in Great Britain, when the 
25 is that the report shows that they were located in Continental 

urope. 

Mr. ALLISON. But that does not affect the statement just now 
made by the Senator from Maryland that all our ores cor from the 
Mediterranean and from Cuba, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I thought I understood the Senator from New 
Jersey to say that we could not import any ores from Spain, I find 
by an examination of the statistics that we imported 190,000 tons from 
Spain last year. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me I will offer an amend- 
ment to this paragraph by inserting, after the word one, in line 12: 

Containing more than ten-one-hundredths of 1 per cent. of phosphorus or 
phosphoric acid, and ; 

So that the clause shall read: 


Tron ore containing more than ten-one-hundredths of 1 per cent. of phos- 
phorus or phosphoric acid, and including manganiferous iron ore, etc. 


Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Gorman] is entitled to the floor. 

' Mr. GORMAN. I yield to the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the iron ores, as I understand it, 
which contain more than ten-one-hundredths of 1 per cent. of phos- 
phorus or phosphoric acid are not suited to the production of steel by 
the Bessemer process or any other process, unless it may be to the basic 

which is an expensive one and one that we have not adopted 
in the United States to any very great extent. 

The purpose of my amendment is to admit steel ores, Bessemer ores, 
free of duty and to let the tariff tax rest upon those ores that are not 
Bessemer ores. We have now in the United States a few places, and 
only a few, where Bessemer ores are found, They are found more largely 
in California than in any other part of the United States, Then the 
Lake Superior ores come in, and some from Lake Champlain. There 
are some also in Western North Carolina at Cranberry. There are also 
some places of magnetic ores, as they are termed, in several other 
places in the United States, but not in large workable quantities, 

What we want to do for the encouragement of our steel manufact- 
urers in the United States is to get in steel-ores free or to get them in 
under a very moderate tariff. Some Senator has mentioned the fact 
here that an American company had obtained in the Island of Cuba 
large possessions or large estates there which yield Bessemer ores. 
That is the point at which the people of the United States ought to 
concentrate their energies with a view of drawing into this country 
free of duty the material out of which we can make steel. The Island 
of Cuba contains a t amount of ores, very fine in the quality of 
metal that they yield and very low in phosphorus and sulphur; there 
is said to be merely a trace. j 

Those properties lie right along the southern seaboard, I under- 
stand, of Cuba, and they are really so close to the shore that I have 
been informed by gentlemen of intelligence who have visited those 
mines, and some who have an interest there, that vessels can be loaded 
from the shore with these iron ores, so that the transportation of them 
across to diferent partsof the United States will be very cheap. They 
can be brought over in sailing vessels, in hulks, indeed, for it makes 
very little difference about the time that is occupied in the transmis- 
sion of a cargo of these ores into the United States, and they can be 
obtained by our iron-makers and our steel-makers very much more 
cheaply from Cuba than they can from Lake Superior. 

So Cuba would be in fact in competition for the present time only 
with the Lake Superior ores in the matter of supplying the steel-makers 
with their material. But the country is growing very fast. Beds ot 
coal and fuel of different descriptions are found in various places in 


I said they were in 


the United States, and it is a matter of very great concern to us that 
we should supply our people with steel as cheap as we can do it. 

With a tax of 75 cents a tou on steel ores, making it from $1.50 to 
$2 a ton on the metal after itis melted out (for it takes a little over 
2 tons of ore to make a ton of the metal), we find that the steel in- 
duty in the United States is terribly handicapped, and it ought nob 
to 


There are some other processes, notably the basic process, and more 
recently the Henderson process, which are comingin competition with 
the Bessemer process, but they have not yet succeeded in producing a 
steel as cheaply as can be done out of the Bessemer ore. They may 
develop after awhile into an enterprise and trade that will bring down 
even the price of Bessemer ore, but that is to bea matter of experience 
and time; they can not do it immediately; it is a slow process, com- 
paratively 2 

Now, in the State of Alabama the new process, the Henderson proc- 
ess, has been started up, which uses for its flux or for the material by 
which the phosphorus is extracted from the metal, decomposed feld- 

r, which is said to be a very fine success indeed, In Alabama and 
elsewhere, in South Carolina and various other States, within my per- 
sonal knowledge immense goannas of this feldspar can be Ok aah 
merely for the raising of it from the ground. The land is very cheap 
where it is obtained, and it is in great abundance. 

There are various products looking to the reduction of the price of 
steel in the United States. I do not know of anything that would 
really more benefit this country than to have steel produced in it ata 
price somewhat equivalent, we may say, to the price of iron, The 
lower we can reduce the price of steel in the United States the greater 
progress we are to make evidently in all of the manufactures in which 
it is so largely used and in which the use of it is daily in 

I can see no reason why we should shut off our people, by a tax of 
$1.50 or $2 a ton on metal, from going to Cuba and bringing in this 
Bessemer ore to the United States. I recollect when Mr. Roach was 
building his three great cruisers that we are proud of now, I visited 
his works and I found that he had a very large reduction furnace, a 
large,smelting work, and that he brought his ores from the Mediter- 
rangan. I do not know whether he got them in free of duty or not be- 
cause he was making metal for the use of the Government, but there 
on the banks of the Delaware River he had immense piles of ore that 
were brought in from the Mediterranean. He had his coal and his 
coke brought down from Pennsylvania. He run it out into pig metal 
there, took it right across the street, had it converted in Bessemer 
converters, made into steel, and then he carried it into his rolling-mill 
and had it made into the skin of the ship and into all the structural parts 
of the vessels he was building there. So those three great ships, so 
far as steel is used upon them, werealmost exclusively built with Medi- 
terranean ores imported into the United States. 

Irecollect on one occasion, that I have at some time referred to here, 
Mr. Roach was examined as a witness before a committee of the other 
House, and he said on that occasion that if they would allow them to 
have iron ore brought in free of duty there would be no difficulty at 
all about building ships in the United States ; that they could build 
them as cheaply here as they could build them anywhere. 

Now, it is due to the Atlantic cities and seaport towns, and to those 
on the Gulf also, where they have not any iron ore except such as they 
get by going back into the mountains and hauling it to the seaboard, 
that we should furnish them the opportunity of making steel with 
charcoal or with coke, as they please, by permitting these Cuban ores 
to come in free of duty. 

The iron industries of the United States ought not to be confined to 
the mountain regions. When I speak of the iron industries I speak 
of the iron-productive industries as well as those that relate to work- 
ing up the iron into articles of commerce and into structural metal. 
We ought not to be compelled to depend entirely upon the mountain 
regions for the production of iron. I can cite a case. In the southern 
part of Alabama and in the northern part of Florida there is an enor- 
mous mass of timber that could be converted into charcoal without 
any expense almost, furnishing a fuel of the finest quality and in 3 
almost incalculable abundance, right down upon the great rivers ani 
upon the seashore. 

Now, suppose that the Bessemer ores from Cuba, coming across in 
the cheap manner I have alluded to, could meet this great fuel product 
on the Atlantic coast or the Gulf coast, do we not see that the com- 
munities strung along the Atlantic Ocean and the Gulf of Mexico 
would find a very profitable business in the making of steel? Or sup- 
pose that you want to carry it to the interior. One ton of the Cuban 
ores mixed with 4 tons of what we call the Birmingham ores, the red 
and brown hematites around Birmingham, will convert the whole mass 
into 5 tons of Bessemer ore, because that reduces the average of the 
phosphorus and the sulphur to that degree that they become less than 
one-tenth of 1 per cent. and become Bessemer ores. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is that the line drawn for the purpose of distinguish- 
ing between Bessemer ores and those not capable of being converted 
into Bessemer steel ? 

Mr. MORGAN. One-tenth of 1 per cent. 

Mr. PLUMB. I thought it was nearly six-tenths of 1 per cent. 
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Mr. MORGAN. My information is that it is about one-tenth, but 
if Iam wrong about that I can modify my amendment to express the fact. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think Bessemer steel is made from pig-iron con- 
taining as high as six-tenths of 1 per cent. in phosphorus, 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Kansas may be better informed 
on the subject. I inquired of the Senator from Rhode Island and he 
concurred with me, but at the same time we are both likely to be mis- 
taken. It is easy enough to ascertain precisely what it is, but I did 
not hare time, not knowing this schedule would be reached, to look 
for the precise fact. I am willing, of course, to change my amend- 
ment at any time to make it correct in that particular. Butthe point 
I wanted to make was that we ought notto levy any duty at all upon 
Bessemer ore brought into the United States. That is the whole ar- 
gument, and I have said as much about it as I think necessary for me 
to state in order toshow what my amendment means. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, returned to the Senate the bill (H. R. 10086) granting leaves 
of absence to clerks and employés in first and second class post-offices, 
recalled from the Senate June 27, 1890. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 209) to amend the act to establish 
two additional land offices in the State of Montana,” approved April 
1, 1890, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced thatthe Speaker of the House had signed the en- 
rolled bill (H. R. 3711) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 

of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes; and it was thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I have felt it to be my duty to lay 
before the Senate the statement of Major Bent, one of thelargest man- 
ufacturers of this country, a man of wide experience and great knowl- 
edge, a Republican and a strong protectionist in everything that relates 
to the protection and encouragement of American industries, 

Mr. PAYNE. He is interested in Cuban mines? 

Mr. GORMAN. He and his company own Cuban mines. Itisa 
very large company, and they have a very large and valuable property 
in Cuba, He states, and I have no question that itis a fact, that 
the Cuban ore or the ore from the Mediterranean becomes absolutely 
necessary for the production of steel by the Bessemer process; that, not- 
withstanding the deposits of fine ore on the Lakes, itcan not be brought 
to the foundries and shops on the seaboard a thousand miles by rail, so 
that, if the industry on the Atlantic coast is to be successful, he, as a 
protectionist, insists that the duty ought to be decreased in a great de- 
gree, and he goes so far as to say that on that class of ores it would be 
to the advantage of the manufacturing interests of the country that the 
ore should be admitted free of duty. 

As will be seen from his statement, which I shall proceed to read in 
a moment, he claims that if that were done it would not be necessary 
for Congress to make any provision whatever out of the public 
ury to enable the steel manufacturers to build the finest ships float 
upon the ocean; that without subsidy and without a bonus we could 
compete with the builders upon the Clyde; that we could ship pig-iron 
from the United States to London at a profit; and as for steel rails they 
are practically at the same price to-day here and abroad. 

Mr. President, I would not trouble the Senate with this gentleman’s 
statement if he had had an opportunity to present his views before the 
committee of this body or elsewhere; but in the consideration of this 
bill (as has been stated over and over again, and it can not be stated 
too often, so that the American people may understand it), as public 
report shows prior to its reaching this body, the sunlight and the day- 
light and the eye of a reading-clerk had never passed over more than 
fourteen or fifteen pages of it. I think the Presiding Officer will agree 
that I am strictly within parliamentary law when I make that state- 
ment. 

Mr. DAWES. Where do you locate it? 

Mr. GORMAN. I locate it at any place in the United States of 
America where such a bill ought to be considered under the Constitu- 
tion. 

I say again, Mr. President, there was no opportunity for this distin- 
guished and venerable man, one of the most remarkable characters that 
the great State of Pennsylvania ever produced 

Mr. BARBOUR. He is not a Pennsylvanian. 

Mr. GORMAN. No, not a native of Pennsylvania; he came from 
Massachusetts. His success was in Pennsylvania in a business point 
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of view, and it only shows how much good can come from the State of 
Pennsylvania when a Massachusetts man can be transplanted to Penn- 
Sylvania and become so great a success as this gentleman has been, and I 
say this without reflecting upon Massachusetts. I want tostatein the 
beginning that this gentleman, probably more than any other man, 
made the great steel works at Steelton, Pa., a great success. He took 
charge of them when they were drooping and supposed to be impossible 
to be made a paying work, and that has become one of the most proper- 
ous establishments in the United States. A branch of it is located in 
the harbor of Baltimore. The stock of the company is practically 
omg by Northern people—I mean residents of States north of Mary- 

Ten years ago Major Bent and those associated with him for the pur- 
pose of making money had the same view precisely with Mr. John 
Roach, which was referred to by my friend from Alabama [Mr. Mor- 
GAN], that with the changed conditions of trade, with the improve- 
ment in the manufacture of steel, it was not possible to make money 
unless the great factories were located at such points on the coast that 
the raw material might be assembled at the least cost, or in the in- 
terior in localities where the coal and the iron ore and the limestone 
were within a stone’s throw of the furnace. Those conditions do not 
obtain east of the Alleghanies, and hence to make it a success th 
selected a point near the Baltimore Harbor, where they claim, wi 
the American ores and coal and with the ores from the Mediterranean 
and from Cuba, all these crude articles meet at the least possible cost. 

They bave begun a work in which they claim, within ten years from 
the day that the corner-stone was laid, will be the largest in the world; 
that there will be nothing that is fashioned from steel, from a nail to 
the largest ship that floats upon the Atlantic Ocean, which they will 
not le to construct at a cost not to exceed the production of such 
material upon the Clyde, provided the Congress of the United States 
does not legislate against their interests and against the interests of all 
other manufacturers upon the coast. The only thing they ask is, as 
they can not get from the bowels of the earth here the ore that is ab- 
solutely necessary to make this steel by the Bessemer process, that we 
shall admit free of duty, or at a cost below that which is now charged 
under the tariff act of 1883 of 75 cents per ton, a sufficient amount of 
ore to mix with the American ores to produce this great result which 
they believe is now near at hand. 

Mr. PLUMB. What is the specific quality of this Mediterranean 
ore which makes it better for this purpose or makes it essential for the 
purpose of manufacturing Bessemer steel? 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam sorry to say that I can not give the Senator 
all the details, but it is very low in phosphorus, and there are other 
qualities about it which make it absolutely necessary in the manufact- 


ure. 

Mr. PLUMB, Pure iron is pure iron, I take it, wherever it is ob- 
tained. Consequently there must be some refractory substance con- 
tained in the American ores which is absent from the Mediterranean 
ores, and it was with a view of ascertaining what those refractory sub- 
stances were that I asked the question. Of course phosphorus is one 
of them. That is the bane of steel-making in any considerable quan- 
tity; but I understand that there are processes now coming into use in 
this country which, very largely if not wholly, eliminate the phos- 
phorus from the ore that it is found in, Then, of course, there are 
many ores, like the Cranberry ore and many of the specular and hem- 
atite ores, and so on, which are low in phosphorus anyhow, 

Mr. GORMAN, I am very sorry that I can not at the moment give 
the Senator the information he asks. I thought I had a paper here 
which gave all the details, but unfortunately I do not have it. How- 
ever, the point is,as I understand this gentleman, who is an expert 
(whose statements have been published in the public press and I do 
not think they have ever been questioned), that it is absolutely neces- 
sary with the establishments bordering upon the seacoast that they 
shall have a million or two of tons of this foreign ore to mix with the 
processes now known. They claim that the experiment by some other 
process in the interior and in Pennsylvania has not been a success. At 
all events they are united in the opinion that the use of this ore has 
become absolutely necessary. 

As an illustration of it, the great establishments of Mr. Carnegie at 
Pittsburgh use the Cuban and Mediterranean ores. There is scarcely 
a day that does not find vessels coming into the port of Baltimore and 
into Philadelphia, that go out laden with our products, returning with 
the ores from the Mediterranean, at as low a rate, I am told, as $2.50 
a ton for the carriage of the ores from the Mediterranean to Baltimore 
and Philadelphia, and they are shipped then by rail to Mr. Carnegie’s 
establishment at Pittsburgh. 

I understand that Mr. Carnegie himself, as well as Major Bent, at 
Steelton, claims that the steel could not be made but for the use of these 
ores, and that therefore there is absolutely no competition between the 
American product and the foreign ores; that if the latter were duty 
free to-day they would not use a greater per cent. of the foreign ores 
than they do when paying this tax of 75 cents a ton. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will permit me for a moment, I think 
perhaps that is rather a strong statement to make, if these gentlemen 
have made it, that no steel can be made in this country except by. the 
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introduction of these foreign ores. There is an enormous establish- 
ment for the manufacture of steel at Chicago, I know, the IIlinois Steel 
Works. I understand they are now erecting one at Chattanooga. I 
take it for granted that those establishments get their ores from Lake 
Superior or from Cranberry, in Western North Caroline So itis rather 
a strong statement, I think, that these gentlemen make. 

Mr. GORMAN. I stated to the Senate—the Senator probably did 
not hear it—that so far as the foundries and the factories west of the 
Alleghanies are concerned they could use the Lake Superior ores, but 
that as to all the great establishments on the Atlantic coast, owing to 
the distance the Lake Superior ores would have to be transported by 
rail, it was a practical prohibition; that the cost was too great, and 
therefore the foundries on this side were compelled to use the ores from 
the Mediterranean and from Cuba. Major Bent's statement is that 
**1,000,000 tons may be imported from the Mediterranean and Cuba, 
and three hundred and fifty steamers which will be required to bring 
that quantity of ore to this country will leave our shores laden with 
wheat, corn, cotton.“ He says: 


There is to-day— 


That is, May of the present year— 


no question of competition between the imported and the native ores, because 
the native ore is already sold. The foreign ore is required to fill an absolute 
shortage of raw material, 


That is to say; all the American ores that are being produced to-day 
are being used. He continues: 


All the continental nations who are large manufacturers of steel import the 

Mediterranean ores, which they use in the manufacture of pig-iron for steel per 

The quantity of the imported ore that these countries consume is so 

that the * ty shipped to America is relatively small, and the Ameri- 

oan shipments have practically nothing to do with fixing the price of ore free 
on board atits place of rt. 

The price is fixed by the Barcpean demand. The rate thatis paid by America 
for the oying of this ore to this country depends, first, upon our ests 
and, secondly, upon the harvests of Southern Russia. At the present moment, to 
my own personal knowledge, there are seventy-five steamers chartered to bring 
iron-ore to this country, and all of these steamers are rtered to carry corn 
back from Baltimoreand other ports. Practically, the whole of the imported 
ore is used in the furnaces located at or near tide-water. Seventy-five cents per 
= duty on this ore represents the cost of hauling a ton of ore only 100 miles by 

and. 


Mr. PAYNE. If the Senator from Maryland will bear with me, I 
will state that the mines-at Bilboa, Spain, are controlled by English 
manufacturers, and the ore, which is adapted for the making of Bes- 
semer steel, is required in England. In England there is very little 
Bessemer ore. The famous Cleveland mines furnish an abundance of 
ore, but it is not adapted to the manufacture of Bessemer steel; All 
the mines at Bilboa, in Spain, are very large and very productive. A 
small percentage of the product may have been diverted to this coun- 
try, but the great mass of it, I happen to know, goes to England, 

As tothe mines in Cuba, there are two very large deposits that have 
been purchased by American parties, one of them by the company with 
which the gentleman to whom the Senator from Maryland referred is 
connected. That is perhaps further advanced in development than 
the other deposit, which is owned and controlled by parties in my own 
22 They have opened up a railroad from the coast about 18 miles 
in length. Each company is now constructing the railroad. Those 
are very rich mines, perhaps several per cent. richer than the mines of 
Lake Superior. The mines of Lake Superior are producing this year 
about 12,000,000 tons, Two-thirds of that is Bessemer ore, and prob- 
ably the best Bessemer ore in the world. 

Last year over 400,000 tons of that Lake Superior ore were brought 
east of the Alleghany Mountains. It was delivered at Buffalo and 
shipped over the Lehigh Valley road and used by the furnaces this 
side of the Alleghany Mountains. The terms of transportation have 
been so reduced on the lakes and on the railroads that it is furnished 
to these furnaces at a very low cost. 

When the communication to which I have referred is completed the 
mines in Cuba will produce ore that will be delivered here on the Dela- 
ware at probably one-third, certainly at one-half, of the cost of the 
mining and transportation ot the ores of Lake Superior. 

Mr. DAWES. Are those Cuban mines inexhaustible? 

Mr. PAYNE. They are supposed to be inexhaustible and the labor 
is very cheap. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Are they not taken up by speculators already? 

Mr. PAYNE. I have not heard of any except these two large de- 

ts, one controlled by the party to whom the Senator from Mary- 

d has referred and the other by the Cleveland parties, with whom 

Iam well acquainted, though I have no interest in the matter. I do 
rot know of any other parties interested. 

Mr. DAWES, They baveno connection with each other? 

Mr. PAYNE. They have no connection with each other. The labor, 
as I say, is very cheap there, I think less than one-third the cost of the 
labor in the Lake Superior region, and, the rtation being very 
easy from Cuba to the Delaware and to Pittsburgh, the cost of it would 
be perhaps not one-fourth of what the transportation would cost from 


Lake Superior. 


T have merely taken this occasion to mention these facts which hap- 
pen to be within my knowledge. 

Mr. GORMAN. I am very much indebted to the Senator from Ohio, 
as I have no doubt the Senate is, for his instructive statement. Atthe 
same time, I do not understand that the statement of the Senator from 
Ohio has any other effect except to en the statement made by 
Major Bent, and that is, admitting, first, that we can not on the Atlantic 
coast make steel unless the ore is brought either from Lake Superior, 
Cuba, or the Mediterranean, and that the cost of tion from 
the Lake Superior region to tide-water at Baltimore or Philadelphia is 
simply a prohibition, therefore we must go abroad for that portion of 
the ore n in the manufacture of steel. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the Senator will excuse me for one observation fur- 
ther, it is undoubtedly true that the mills on the coast can not manu- 
facture rails or any other steel product as cheaply as the Pittsburgh and 
other mills west of the Alleghany Mountains depending upon Lake 
Superior ores. It is also true, in addition, that with this duty reduced 
or taken off from Cuban ores, they can be brought here to the Dela- 
ware River and steel rails can be manufactured at a much less price 
than they are now manufactured for by the Western men. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand that Chicago to-day is the great cen- 

— 

Mr. DAWES. Then I understand the Senator from Ohio to say that 
steel can be manufactured at less cost on this coast with this facility 
than it can be manufactured west of the Alleghanies. 

Mr. PAYNE. Undoubtedly. What the ore would cost is probably 
not over 50 pe cent. of what it now costs delivered at Pittsburgh. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not know that we have a great deal of interest 
in hearing this debate, but we have some interest that it may get into 
the RECORD so that we may read it to-morrow. Most of usdo not 
pretend to hear what is going on, but I do insist that it shall get into 
the pr for to-morrow’s RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. If therules of the Senate were ob- 
served, there would be no difficulty about having the debates incor- 
porated in the RECORD and heard by the Senators present. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I must plead not guilty of turning 
my back on the Chair with any intention of violating the rules of the 
Senate. Iam not aware of the fact that I did so except to address my 
distinguished and venerable friend from Ohio for a moment, 

Mr. BUTLER. It would be a good idea to have all Senators take 


their seats, Mr. President. 
The proceedings will be suspended 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
until Senators are seated. 

Mr. GORMAN. The fact is it isso very warm that I donot wonder 
that Senators are not inclined to listen. 

Now, Mr. President, as it is to-day, with present conditions of trans- 
portation (for after all it is the cost of transportation of crude material 
that is controlling the localities in which steel and iron can be made), 
I am informed and believe, after some study, that Chicago is the 
point west of the Alleghanies where all the material is assembled at 
the least cost. I now of course exclude Alabama and that Southern 
region which is just being developed. After that is the great interest 
of course at Johnstown and Pittsburgh, and east of there. 

Mr. PAYNE. The Senator is correct when he says that Chicago is 
the great point of concentration. One of the largest mills in existence 
is the one now owned and operated in Chicago, but it has not the great 
advantage over other points which the Senator i They get 
their ore from Lake Superior somewhat cheaper than they get it at Pitts- 
burgh, but in return they have to transport their coke, which is a very 
necessary and indispensable article, and a very expensive one, from the 
neighborhood of Pittsburgh. So there is not on the whole, the way 
our iron men estimate it, the difference between the cost of supplying 
the material at Chicago and at Pittsburgh that the Senator supposes. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam aware that Pennsylvania and West Virginia 
must necessarily, for the time being, until some new discoveries are 
made, furnish the coke for the manufacture of this product for all 
points west of the Ohio River. 

Mr. BARBOUR. In Southwestern Virginia we are coke 
largely. The Senator has referred to Alabama and other places. We 
are iron as cheaply in Virginia as they are making it anywhere. 

Mr. GORMAN. L had not in mind the southern development, which 
is very great, and which I referred to, including Virginia and the States 
immediately southofus. I had in mind more particularly the inter- 
est on the upper coast and west of us. Iam perfectly well aware that 
in the State of Virginia there are great interests both of iron and ot coke, 
and they have the limestone and all the other ingredients that are 
necessary. The development there is wonderful, as it is in Alabama 
and the more southern States. But trea this case as it is, starting 
out with the p tion I haye laid down, I think no man will doubt, 
who has looked into the business enterprise, that it is a question of the 
cost of assembling the raw material which will control and determine 
the point at which steel and iron can be made. 

I saw it stated a few days ago in the papers, and I have no doubt it 
is true, that the great South Boston Iron Works, which ought to have 
been encouraged and maintained because of the patriotism, the intel- 


* 
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ligence, and the integrity of the men who control them and furnish 
work for the Government, have, for business reasons and for business 
pu been compelled to remove their plant to a more southern point. 

Mr. DAWES. To Kentucky. 

Mr. GORMAN. To Kentucky, as the Senator from Massachusetts 
informs me. 

Mr, SPOONER. It is a good thing for Kentucky. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is no question that it is a better thing for 
the Massachusetts men who have gone there to get into Kentucky. 
But they went there asa business matter. So, from the interior of 
Pennsylyania they must come to the Atlantic coast, near tide-water, as 
these gentlemen at Steelton have done. You will find in the harbor of 
Baltimore to-day five or six great establishments. The principal one 
is at Steelton. That is now being equipped and made ready to build 
everything. Ship-yard after ship-yard is being built, and the same old 

de that our pehple had prior to 1812 for the construction of vessels 
being revived. 

Mr. CULLYM Will the Senator allow me to make a remark? 

Mr. GORMAN. In one moment. The clipper ships that were the 
pride of all Americans were constructed in Baltimore. ‘The successors 
of the same builders are now entering upon this new line, the construc- 
tion of steel vessels. It is not this yard alone, but there we pride our- 
selves in having built, by the successor of one of these old firms, dat- 
ing back from the Revolution, the finest dispatch boat that was built 
for the Navy under the recent appropriations, so admitted by the De- 
partment. On each side of that great harbor establishments have been 
springing up, and the iron interest is being developed. Rails are being 
made there to-day as cheaply as they can be sold forin London. Major 
Bent in this statement says, what I have no doubt is true, that if you 
will remove this one restriction on iron ore which does not come in 
competition withany ore produced in this country— 

2 me free ore and I will sell pig-iron in Liverpool and steel rails in Lon- 


And he can do it, as I shall show as I read the statement later on. 

Mr. DAVIS. Whose statement is that ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. Bent's. 

Mr. BUTLER. He is superintendent of the Steelton works. 

Mr. GORMAN. He is chief of the Steelton works at Baltimore, a 
Pennsylvania man or a Massachusetts man originally I believe, a Re- 
publican, and a protectionist. 

Mr. CAMERON. He is a Democrat. 

Mr. ALLISON. A Democrat and a protectionist, 

Mr. GORMAN. Then I beg his pardon. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will pardon me for a moment, the 
only trouble I see with the argument of Major Bent is that he wants this 
free raw material, and it comes in direct conflict with the protection- 
ist theory that the tariff tax reduces the price of the article imported, 
Whilst he seems quite willing to have this raw material brought in 
free in competition with the Illinois Steel Works and various others 
in this country, he is very unwilling to consent to a reduction of one 
cent in the article produced. There is the trouble about the whole 
argument, as it strikes me, as was suggested yesterday by my friend 
from Massachusetts in his controversy with Mr. Tobey. 

Mr, CULLOM. With the leave of the Senator from Maryland I 
simply desired to add a word to what the Senator was uttering when I 
came into the Chamber a moment ago, in reference to the two points, 
the East and the West. I find he is referring to the gentleman, Mr. 
Bent, to whom I intended to refer myself, who stated to me, and I be- 
lieve stated publicly at a dinner which was given, that he had no fear of 
any competition anywhere in this country except upon the Lakes, in 
Illinois; that he expected to be able to make steel rails and sell them 
cheaper than they could be made and sold anywhere else in the United 
States. That is all I desired to say. 

Mr. SPOONER. With raw material free? 

Mr. CULLOM. He did not say anything about the raw material. 

Mr. GORMAN, The Senator from Wisconsin does not fully under- 
stand me. I do not care for raw material entirely free. Major Bent 
says that if you give it to him free, his own and the other great estab- 
lishments on the Atlantic coast will be able to send their steel rails to 
London and sell them, and to send pig-iron to Liverpool, and that he 
wili be enabled to go on and construct great vessels. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I want to suit the convenience of 
the Senator from Maryland as to going on to-morrow morning, unless 
he preters to conclude his remarks this evening. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ishall be very glad to yield to a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before I make the motion to adjourn I want to 
correct a statement which I made to the Senator from Alabama in re- 

to the percentage of phosphorus contained in Bessemer ores, I 

by an examination of the tables.of Mr. Lowthian Bell, who is 
perhaps the best known English authority, that Bessemer steel con- 
tains five-one-hundredths of 1 per cent. of phosphorus, instead of ten- 
one-hundredths, as I suggested to the Senator from Alabama. 

I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 40 minutes p. m.) 
T pees adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, August 6, 1890, at 

o' . 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, August 5, 1890. 
The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. Curupert, 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE TO POST-OFFICE EMPLOYÉS, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged motion. On 
June 26 the gentleman from New York [Mr. KETCHAM], by unanimous 
consent, asked for the consideration of House bill 10086, granting leaves 
of absence to clerks and employés in first and second class post-offices. 

The bill reads as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That from and after July 1, 1890, the clerks and employés at- 


tached to first and second class post-oftices be allowed leaves of absence, with 
full pay, for not exceeding fifteen days in any one fiscal year: Pri 8 no 
clerk nor employé be granted a leave until he has performed service for one 
year, 

That bill passed the House. On the following day the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] rose to a parliamentary inquiry and 
said: 

I find upon examination, and according to the best estimate that could be 
made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAxNnon] and myself—a hurried estl- 
mate—that the bill really involves an annual expenditure of probably $316,000, 


said: 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] asks unanimons consent that, 
notwi nding a motion to reconsider was made yesterday and laid on the 
table, that motion may now beentered and considered pending. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered, 

And there was no objection. Immediately 3 85 coming into the 
House and reading the record of the proceedings I addressed a commu- 
nication to the Postmaster-General, which it is unnecessary for me to 
read, to which, however, he made this response: 


OFFICE OF THE PosTMASTER-GEN: 
Washington, D. G., June 27,1890, 


Stn: In reply to your letter of even date, relative to House bill 10086, I beg to 
call your attention to my letter of May 5, 1890, addressed to Hon, J. H. 
chairman of the subcommittee of your committee, in which I state that 
would not involve an additional appropriation for clerk-hire” to carry out the 
provision of the said bill for notex ing fifteen days’ leave for clerks and em- 
ployés attached to first and second class post-offices, 


Very res uly, 
si a JNO, WANAMAKER, 
»  Postmaster-General, 


Hon. H. H. BINGHAM, 
Chairman Committee on the Pos and Post-Roads, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O, 

I desire to state in that connection that it is the purpose of this legis- 
lation that the same rule shall apply with reference to the clerks in the 
first and second class post-offices as now applies to the clerks in all the 
Departments of the Government, as well as to the clerks in the Distriet 
of Colambia administration. 


There is only one body of the subordinate force of the Government ` 


where an additional appropriation is required to carry out the law, and 
that is with reference to the letter-carriers, where fifteen days’ leave 
of absence is granted; but the law is mandatory that during their ab- 
sence the substitute who performed the labor shall be compensated at 
the rate of $600 per year. 

It is the purpose in the administration of this law to so administer 
it that during the season of the year when clerks can be spared leaves 
of absence will be granted to them the same as to-day there are 
thirty days’ leave of absence in the Army, thirty days in the Navy to 
the officers, and thirty days in all the Departments of the Government, 
and thirty days in the offices of the government of the District of Co- 
lumbia, I again state to the House that upon the most careful exami- 
nation by the Department, after the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads had eliminated from the original bill the mandatory enact- 
ment that declared a substitute shall receive a compensation at the 
rate of $600 a year, the bill as presented by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. KETCHAM] to the House carries no additional appropria- 
tion, as was certified by the Department. 

Mr, CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me a single question? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. Under the practice heretofore have leaves of ab- 
sence been granted toa certain extent? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Leaves of absence are granted to-day in the first 
and second class post-oflices for ten days by the arbitrary or discretion- 
ary action of the postmaster ; but there is no statute for it, or author- 
ity for it, and that same arbitrary and discretionary action could ex- 
tend to any degree, and such a condition is not deemed good, when leg- 
islation wisely taken will correct it. Now I move to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I have not changed the views I en- 
tertained originally in respect to this bill. When this matter was first 
called to my attention, it seemed to me that the conclusion must be 
inevitable that either the force of clerks in the first and second class 
post-oflices were in excess of the real demands of the publie service or 
else the passage of this bill would result, sooner or later—and I think 
sooner—in a demand for an appropriation. Of course, the measure is 


T 


It resulted in a general debate upon the subject, and the Speaker 
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unobjectionable if it in fact does not contemplate an appropriation. 
Now, Mr. S er, in this connection, I want to have read by the Clerk 
a copy of a letter of the Postmaster-General of March 4, 1890, not re- 
lating to the bill now under consideration, but to the bill as it was 
originally presented by the clerks of the first and second class post- 
offices and referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is where the section is mandatory. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, and I would like to have the copy of that 
letter read so that hereafter, when these clerks shall present a demand 
for an appropriation, the RECORD will show the entire history of the 
transaction. i 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., March 4, 1890, 

Sin: In reply to your letter of the 21st ultimo, which was acknowledged on 

the Mth ultimo, I have the honor to return herewith House bill 6448, being a bill 
_to “grant leaves of absence to clerks and employés in first, second, and third 
class post-offices,”’ with the following information and suggestions: 

Section 1 provides for not exceeding fifteen days’ leave of absence during the 
fiscal year, with full pay, for all clerks and employés attached to first, second, 
and third class post-o' after service of one year. 

I favor this provision as it is in the interest of the service to give the postal 
clerks and employés attached to the offices named an opportunity to rest and 

oy their home life for a brief period each year without loss of pay. 

t present 102 offices are assigned to the first class, 517 to the second class, 
and allowances for clerical assistance in mer ng fhe erp have been made at 
1,208 third-class offices. The clerks and employés included under this section 
at present number 9,116, classified as follows: 


First class . 6, 031 
Second class . 1,877 
Third class .. . 1,208 


9,116 


On the basis of present compensation, the additional amounts required to pay 
for fifteen days’ leave of absence for each class is estimated as follows: 


— 


Number 


of clerks, | Amount. 


It an additional sum of 10 
be, on account of the growt 


would be 000, 

It sho be observed, in this connection, however, that under existing law 
(July 12, 1876, section 11. 19 Stats., 82; section 46), P. L. and R., edition of 1887 
the only allowance authorized for clerical assistance for an office of the thir 
class, which class includes 1,208 clerks stated above, is for clerical labor in sep- 
narating mails for other post-offices. These offices are, therefore, under present 
law, on a different basis from the first and second class offices. (See page 193 of 
cag Bors eco) for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1889.) 

ction 2: This section of the bill proa for the ee of substitute 
clerks 4 necessary during the time the regular clerks are on leaves of ab- 
sence, to be com 


r cent, were included in this estimate, asit should 
and expansion of the service, the total amount 


nsated for their services at the rate of not less than $600 per 
annum. On the basis of the number of clerks, as hereinbefore stated, for each 
of the first, second, and third classes, at the rate of $600 a year each, the addi- 
tional cost, for the period of fifteen days for each class, is estimated as follows: 


This amount added to the estimate as heretofore stated, including the 10 per 
cent., the sum is $519,157. 

Instead of providing for substitute clerks at $600 a year each, I would suggest 
three grades of substitute clerks, the lower grade to be rated at $200 a year each, 


the next grade at #00 each, and the third e at $600 each. The grade rated 
at $200 each should be such persons as might be selected and listed, ready to re- 
spond to any call at any time which should be made by the postmaster. The 
$100 grade should include such persons as had served a probationary service. 
or at least six months, and who should be somewhat familiar with the duties of 
an ordinary postal clerk. The grade of $600 should include all experienced sub- 
stitute clerks, who could perform the duties of any low-grade clerk whose sal- 
5 the classification act was fixed at the minimum of $600 a year, 
on 8 of the bill provides that any sum that may be necessary for the 

enforcement of this act be, and is, ee out of any moneys in the United 
States Treasury not otherwise appropriated,” 

I do not oporo of this section, as provision should be made for the payment 
of the salaries of all clerks and employés, including substitute clerks, if they 
be provided, from the annual appropriation for clerks in post-offloes. 


Very respectfully, 
JNO, WANAMAKER, 
Postmaster-General, 
Hon, H, II. BINGHAM, 
Chairman Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, asI understand this bill, it strikes ont 
all the provision in regard to $600 clerks, and works in this way (Ispeak 
from actual knowledge, having been six years in a post-office), justasa 
merchant works his clerks, and gives them all two weeks’ vacation, if 
he be the right kind of a business man, a merchant, a banker, or a busi- 
ness man. He gets the benefit of more valuable service by reason of it. 
What you want is a good service in the post- offices; and you will get it 
by this bill; and even if there were an appropriation attached to it, I 
would be for it; but the Postmaster-General says it carries no appropria- 


tion. 
Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Speaker, I wish to say, in response to the gen- 


tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM], that the discrimination 
made by the Postmaster-General against employés in the third-class 
post-oflices does not seem to me to be at all satisfactory. In all third- 
elass post-offices that are distributing offices there is a regular allow- 
ance made for clerk-hire, and the salaries paid, I think, are from $400 
to $600, I may state the salaries too high. 

Mr. BINGHAM. They are very small. The compensation of the 
clerks in the third-class t-offices, as officially stated by the Post- 
master-General, averages $350 annually, 

These are the men who work in distributin 
comein. They do not perform continuous eig t hours’ labor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. S , there is, I think, a misapprehension 
about that. All of us have more or less practical acquaintance with 
post-offices, and especially third-class post-offices. There are a num- 
ber of them in each of our districts; and the men employed in these 
offices perform as much if not a larger amount of labor than is gen- 
erally performed in the Departments here. I do not know so much 
about the clerks in first and second class offices, but I know some- 
thing of the operations of the third-class offices; and while it may be 
correct, and I presume it is, that the average amount paid clerks in 
these offices is about $250, I am quite certain that in the section of 
country in which I reside, and with the post-offices of which I am 
familiar, the average will exceed that sum. 

Now, in my own county, where there are twosuch officers, the com- 
pensation is ter than the sum named in each office. I do not see 
any reason why, where the salary is so comparatively small, such a 
discrimination should be made against the clerks, : Whoever drew up 
the original bill—and I presume it was the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] or the tleman from New York [Mr. 
KETCHAM]—originally embraced the clerks of the third-class o Š 
I do not think as a question of legislation it is exactly fair in granting 
these leaves of absence the small-salaried clerks should be discrimi- 
nated against. We should be more comprehensive in our legislation, 
I sinks and include the employé who receives a comparatively small 
salary. 

There is no reason why a discrimination should be made against him. 
I do notsee why a discrimination should be made against him in favor 
of another class. Now, as to the length of time apg The clerks 
in the third-class offices in the section of country in w I reside are 
employed from the morning until 5 or 6 o’clock in the evening, per- 
forming perhaps trom eight to ten hours’ labor per day. That would 
be an ordinary distributing office, a third-class distributing post-office. 
Now, I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] will 
allow an amendment to be made restoring this bill to what it origi- 
nally was, embracing the clerks employed in the first, second, and 
third class offices, placing all on the same footing. 

Mr. FARQUE. I wish to ask the gentleman from Indiana a 
question. Does he mean to say that in third-class offices clerks are 
engaged eight or ten hours a day in the postal service ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I might possibly modify my statement as to the 
length of time, but I mean that they are en; during the day. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. They are employed during the day, of course, 
but as a general thing third-class offices are held in stores and black- 
smiths’ shops and such places, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; only fourth-class offices. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Fourth-class offices are, and many third-class 
offices also, and there is comparatively nothing to do in those offices, 
because they generally have only one or two mails a day. 

Mr. HOLMAN. They are not generally in such places under our 
present legislation. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Yes; under all legislation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. You seldom find them now except in buildings set 
apart for the purpose. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. But the labors in such offices bear no compari- 
son to those in the offices to which the bill now applies. 

Mr. HOLMAN, My friend’s remarks apply more to fourth-class 
offices. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. There are no clerks in those offices at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that no discrimination will be made against 
the lesser offices and the smaller salaries, and I hope the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania will allow a motion to be made to embrace the third- 
class offices. 

Mr. MCADOO. Mr. Speaker, I think there is a misapprehension 
about the amount of work in third-class offices. In my own district, 
for instance, opposite the city of New York, in Hoboken and West Ho- 
boken there are quite large communities, and the clerks in those ofii- 
ces work as large a number of hours as those in first and second class 
offices. 

Mr BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that the clerks em- 
ployed in third-class post-offices number 1,208, and the average com- 

nsation is $250 per annum. Clerks are conceded to third - class offices 
3 those are separating offices. For that reason they require the 
additional services of a clerk when the incoming and outgoing mails 
are in the office. 

That is the service for which the clerk is intended, and not for gen- 
eral clerical work in the office; the compensation allowed to the post- 


the mails when they 
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master in such cases being sufficient for him to attend to the duties of 
the office. These clerks, I say, are conceded to such offices because of 
the additional work that is entailed by their being separating offices. 
Now I am perfectly willing myself, and I know that I represent my 
committee in stating that there will be no objection to the addition of 
third-class offices. As this bill carries no additional compensation and 
as it takes no money from the Treasury other than what is already ap- 
propriated, I am perfectly willing that the bill shall be amended by 
unanimous consent so as to embrace first, second, and third class post- 
offices, and I ask unanimous consent for that. 

Mr. HOLMAN, That is in order, I believe, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER, It is in order only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BINGHAM] if it is not a fact that in those third-class offices which have 
clerks there is generally but one clerk in each office. 
ake BINGHAM. Third-class offices are allowed only separating 

er 

Mr. McMILLIN. And there is only one clerk in each office? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is all. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Now, if that clerk is needed at all, how can you 
let him go off for half a month without having some one in his stead ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The postmaster of the office will take care of that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. He will take care of it until the bill passes, and 
then you and your constituents and my constituents will take care of it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] has asked unani- 
mous consent to make this amendment. I believe that the bill is now 
before the House and that that motion is in order. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not now before the House except in 
this sense: There is a motion to reconsider pending, and until that 
motion is disposed of no amendment can be made except by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have asked unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen must be in order. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] has the floor, and has yielded to 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania for unanimous consent will be submitted to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be glad to submit it if there was 
an opportunity. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that the greater number of the post-oflices employing clerks would not 
be reached at all by the bill as it stands. My own district, I believe, 
would not be touched. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons consent that the bill 
be so amended as to include fi first, second, and third class post-offices. 

Mr. CANNON. This bill is not in an amendable condition. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Very well, then, Mr. Speaker, I move that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. CANNON. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentlemon from In- 
diana rise? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to inquire whether there is any objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. 

The SPEAKER. There is objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Who makes objection ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAR NON]. 
sa CANNON. “The gentleman from IIlinois demands the regu- 

order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that the motion of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will be voted down, 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. BINGHAM; and the 
Speaker declared that the ‘‘noes’’ seemed to have it. 

The question being again taken, there were, on a division (called for 
by Mr. BINGHAM)—ayes 115, noes 50. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for the yeas and nays on this proposition. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was determined in the affirmative— 
yeas 138, nays 60, not voting 129; as follows: 


YEAS—138. 
Adams, Brosius, Covert, Geissenhainer, 
Allen, Mich Browne, Va. ig, Gest, 
Anderson, Kans. runner, Crain, Gibson, 
Arnold, Buchanan, N. J. Culbertson, Pa, Gree: 5 
Atkinson, Pa. Burton, Cummings, Grimes, 
Baker, Campbell, Cutcheon, Grosvenor, 
Banks, Candler, Mass, Dalzell, Harmer, 
Bartine, Cannon, Dingley, Hatch, 
Barwig, Carter, Dorsey, Haugen, 
Dayne Caswell, Dunnell Hayes, 
en, Chea! Ew: Haynes, 
Belknap, Clunie, s a * a m, 
rgen, Cogswell, 1erston, enderson, Iowa 
Bingham, Co 3 Flick, Hill, : 
hman, Conger, Flower, Hi 
Boutelle, nell, Funston, H 
wer, Cooper, Ohio à Kelley, 
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Kennedy, Moore, N. H. Ray, 
Kinsey, —.— Reed, Towa mpson, 
Knapp, Morrill, Rockw Townsend, Colo, 
tae, Morrow, Rowell, wnsend, Pa. 
Laidlaw, Mo = Y, 
Lawler, Mutchler, Seull, Turner, Kans, ; 
Laws, N iedringhaus, Simonds. ‘Turner, N. Y. 
Lehlbach, O'Donnell, Smith, III Vandever, 
Lodge, "Neil, Mass, Smith, W. Va. Van ick, 
Mason, O'Neill, Pa. ser, Waddin, 
McAdoo, - Snider, Wallace, 
McCarthy, 8 Spooner, ‘allace, N. V. 
McCord, Owens, Oh Stivers, will Ohio 
McCormick, son, Stockbridge, Wilson, we 
McDuffie, Peters, Stump, Wilson, Wash. 
McKenna, Post, Sweney, Wright. 
Miles, Raines, Taylor, E. B. 
Moffitt, Randall, Taylor, III. 
NAYS—60, = 
Abbott, Dockery, Lewis, Richardson, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Edmunds, Mansur, Rogers, ` 
Brickner, Elliott, Martin, Ind. Rowland, 
Brookshire, Fithian, Martin, Tex, Sayers, 
Brown, J. B. Forman, McClammy, Skinner. 
Buchanan, Va. Forney, MeMillin, Ste Tex. 
Bunn, Gifford, McRae, aaa Be A 
Bynum, Henderson,N.C. Montgomery, „ 
Caruth, ‘erbert, Morgan, Tillman, 
Catchings, Holman, Oates, Tucker, 
Cheadle. Kerr, lowa O Ferrall, rner, 
88 Ind. 5 — Resp ate Rr alg 
P, nham, mington, orne, 
Culberson, Tex. Lee, Pickler, Wike, 
Davidson, Lester, Va. Reilly, Williams, III. 
NOT VOTING—129. 
Alderson, Cowles, Lind, Seney, 
Allen, Miss. Dargan, er, herman, 
Anderson, Miss. Darlington, Maish, Shively, 
Amara. WW, Ds Haven, eee See paper a 
tkinson, W. Va. Lano, mas, pringer, 
Bankhead, Dibble, ` McCreary, Stahinecker, 
Barn Dickerson, McKinley, Stephenson, 
Beckwith, Dolliver, Milliken, Stewart, 
Biggs, Danphy, Mills, Stewart, Vt. 
Blanchard, Ellis. oore, 
Bland, Enloe, Mudd, Stone, Mo. 
Bliss, Norton, ney, 
Blount, Finley, Nute, Taylor, J. D. 
Boatner, t O'Neall, Ind. Taylor, Tenn, 
Bowden, Flood, Owen, Ind. aux, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Fowler, Parrett, Venable, 
Brower, Frank, Payne, Wade, 
Browne, T. M. Goodnight, Paynter, Walker, 
Buckalew, Grout, Perkins, Washington, 
Bullock, Hall, Perry, atson, 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Phelan, Wheeler, Mich, 
Butterworth, * Pierce, iting, 
Caldwell, Heard Price, 
Candier, Ga. Hemphill, Pugsley, iley, 
Carlton, ermann, Quackenbush, Wilkinson, 
Chipman, Hooker, Quinn, lleox, 
ney Houk, Reyburn, Wilson, Mo. 
Clark, Wis. Kerr, Pa. Rife, Wilson, W. Va. 
e, Ala, Ketcham, Robertson, Yardley, 
Clements, Kilgore, Rusk, Yoder. 
bb, La Follette, Russell, - 
Coleman, Lansing, Sanford, 
Cothran, Lester, Ga. Scranton, 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. j 
The following-named members were announced as paired until furs 


ther notice: 


Mr. MUDD with Mr. RUSK. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr, DINGLEY. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUCS with Mr. HATCH. x 
Mr. HARMER with Mr. LEE. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. Coss. 

Mr. WICKHAM with Mr. SHIVELY. 

Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. MILLS. 

Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. MOORE, of Texas. 

Mr. McComas with Mr. ENLOE. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. LIND with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr, SPRINGER. 

Mr. Note with Mr. BARNES. . 

Mr. PAYNE with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr, ALDERSON, 
Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. McCREARY. 

Mr. RIFE with Mr. Wiison, of Missouri. 

Mr, CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. PERRY. 

Mr. DE LANO with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr. GROUT with Mr. FITCH. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. BLANCHARD, 
Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. HOOKER. 

1 with wn SPINOLA. : 

r. T. M. BROWNE with Mr. LESTER, of Georgia. 
Mr. PERKINS with Mr. KILGORE, 7 
Mr. Hovuk with Mr. PARRETT. 

Mr. SMYSER with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. WILLcox with Mr. RUSSELL. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. COWLES. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER, ` 


. 
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Mr. FRANK with Mr. TARSNEY. 

Mr. REYBUEN with Mr. Vaux. 

Mr. WALKER with Mr. BLOUNT. 

Mr. QUACKENBUSH with Mr. WASHINGTON. 

Mr. BROWER with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, 

Mr. FINLEY, with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. HALL with Mr. SrocKDALE. 

Mr, WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 

Mr. DE HAVEN with Mr. BIGGS. 

Mr. Josern D. TAYLOR with Mr. YODER, until 15th instant. 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. CHIPMAN, until Wednesday next. 

Mr. HARE with Mr. HANSBROUGH, until 6th instant. 

Mr. Burrows with Mr. WILsox, of West Virginia, for ten days. 

Mr. WALLACE, of New York, with Mr. WILKINSON, for two weeks, 
from July 21. 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania, until 12th instant. 

On this vote: ; 

Mr. SANFORD with Mr. PAYNTER. 

Mr. FLoop with Mr. Norton. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr, ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 

Mr. Watson with Mr. CLEMENTS. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia 

For this day: 

Mr. COLEMAN with Mr. DIBBLE. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia. Having voted in order to make 
a quorum, I desire to withdraw my vote. Iam paired with my col- 
league [Mr. ALDERSON]. If he were present, I would vote in the af- 

tive. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Although paired with the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BLAND] I have voted, understanding this not to be a polit- 
ical question. 

Mr, WALLACE, of New York. The Clerk announced meas paired 


with the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. WILKINSON]. That pair 
expired yesterday. 
Mr. FRANK (having voted in the affirmative). Iam with 


my colleague [Mr. TARSNEY], reserving my right to vote in order to 
- make a quorum, A quorum having voted on this question, I desire 
to withdraw my vote. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 
Mr, SNIDER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal privi- 


1 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. SNIDER. I desire to have read at the Clerk’s desk an extract 
from the Detroit Free Press of Monday, August 4. 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 
DETROIT Free Press BUREAU, 


515 Fourteenth Street, Washington, D. C., August 2. 
“To hl with your inland seas.” This was the characteristic and insulting 
remark that Tuomas B. REED made to the Minnesota delegation this morning, 
when they called on the Speaker in his private room back of the members’ 
lobby, and urged him to grant a day for the consideration of the Sault improve- 
ment bill introduced by Senator Davis. REED has all along been known to be 
antagonistic to the improvement and has steadily resisted all the efforts to get 
it considered, but he never been as insolently abrupt and hostile as he 
showed himself to-day. 
The Minnesota men are highly indignant at their treatment, and their feel- 
ings are shared by the members from the lake districts. The delegation had 
led because of the receipt of a number of telegrams to-day by the Senators 
and Representatives from the States vitally interested in lake commerce. These 
telegrams called attention to the breaking of the waste valve of the lock at Sault 
Ste, Marie yesterday, and urged them, in view of the constant danger of sucha 
mishap, entailing complete suspension of commerce and a loss estimated in one 
telegram at halfa million a day, to put forth renewed efforts to secure the pas- 
sage of the bill. They exerted themselves with the result stated. 


Mr. SNIDER. Mr. Speaker, I do notdesire to have any committee 
appointed to make an investigation as to the statements embodied in 
that article, but simply rise to say to the House that this whole matter 
is a falsehood from beginning to end. It is out of the whole cloth. 
No such interview ever took place. No such expression was made use 
of by the Speaker of the House; and the Minnesota delegation has not 
called on the Speaker in regard to the matter in question for some time. 

I simply wanted to present the facts to the House and place the au- 
thor of the statement in the position in which he deserves to be placed. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

INCREASE OF EMPLOYES AT KITTERY NAVY-YARD. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privileged re- 
port from the Committee on Rules, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the accompanying resolution 
of Au t 1, 1890, have had the same under consideration and ve to re- 
port the following as a substitute, and to recommend that the same do 3 

reese That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to inform the 5 of 
the necessity of N the force emplo atthe Kittery navy-yard, near 
Portsmouth, N. H., at this time, as orde by the 8 whether the 
best interests of the public service require that the ding destroyed by fire 
in January last should be reconstructed; whether the gun -ship Lancaster 
should be completed; whether repairs and alterations should be made on the 
training-ship Monongahela; whether there is any necessity for at 
this time the water supply and completing the hydrant system at said navy- 


Audus 5, 
and for constructing a ferry-boat thereat; whether the contem em- 
— toned of such force at said nn at this time is or is not in- 
nded to affect the approaching election in the State of Maine, 


rather than to subserve the public interests; and to inform the House of said 


order, and of any precedents therefor. 

Mr. McKINLEY. On that, Mr. Speaker, I ask the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. McMILLIN, Will my friend from Ohio permit me a moment 
before he makes the demand for the previous question? The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Cummincs] who introduced the resolution 
desired to have an opportunity for discussion, and it may be that he 
will want more than the twenty minutes allowed under the rule, while 
he may not want as much asan hour. But I would like to have the 
consent of the gentleman from Ohio that the introducer of the resolu- 
tion have such reasonable time as he may desire. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I understood that the gentleman from New York 
wanted to indulge in some conversation upon the subject. I told him 
on yesterday, however, that I would be constrained to ask the previous 
question as soon as the resolution was introduced, which would of 
course give him twenty minutes for discussion under the rule. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. He said that 
whatever time I needed would be granted to me, provided the same 
amount of time was also extended to the other side. 

Mr. McKINLEY, The gentleman from New York clearly misun- 
derstood me. I stated to the gentleman from New York that I did not 
know that this side of the House desired to occupy any time at all, it 
depending, of course, entirely on the character of the remarks which 
might be indulged in by himself or by gentlemen on his side. The 
gentleman, therefore, must have misunderstood me, for I did not say, 
or mean to say, that all the time the gentleman wanted would be given 
him provided an equal time was given to this side of the House. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Iso understood the gentleman. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will say to the gentleman from Ohio that there 
is no disposition on this side of the House for a yea-and-nay vote on 
any part of the resolution; but we would like that the gentleman from 
New York should have as much time as he wants, not exceeding, say, 
forty minutes, and I hope that will be accorded to him. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I have no desire but to accommodate the gentle- 
man, and if thirty minutes will suffice I will ask unanimous consent 
that thirty minutes on a side be granted. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Well, that will be better than twenty minutes, 

Mr. McKINLEY. I make that request, Mr. Speaker, the previous 
question to be considered ordered after debate for thirty minutes on a 


side. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Payson). Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio? 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Mc- 
KINLEY] will be for the control of the time on this side of 
the House, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. CuMMINGS] on 
the other. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If the gentleman from Ohio does not desire to 
proceed now I will take the floor. 

Mr, McKINLEY. I yield the floor to the gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in defense of public morality 
and public law. A statute has been enacted aiming to preserve both. 
It is menaced by the act of a high executive officer. The menace isas 
public as the statute. They stand in juxtaposition, and it measurably 
depends upon the action of this House which shall prevail. If this dis- 
cussion should assume a partisan character it will be because of a de- 
sign to use executive machinery for a partisan purpose. It now looks 
as if this was the design. The discussion will develop whether this is 
true. 

I premise by saying that what is is, what might be may be, and what 
is not should be. 

There are men yet living who have not forgotten the Robeson inves- 
tigation in the Forty-first Congress. James G. Blaine was Speaker of 
the House. The investigation ran for months. As Secretary Robeson 
was a prominent member of a Republican Cabinet, and as the House 
was Republican, he was whitewashed in the face of the evidence. 
Governor Blair, of Michigan, was chairman of the investigating com- 
mittee. Among his Republican associates was Aaron A. Sargent, of 
California. Sargent was afterward burned in effigy in California for 
his share in the whitewashing. 

The Democrats did not secure control of the House till the Forty- 
fourth Congress, Then they carried it witharush. Michael C. Kerr 
waselected Speaker, succeeding Mr. Blaine who had served three terms, 
The Democrats had a large working majority. The revulsion in PE 
ular sentiment was in a measure due to the exposure of the frauds in 
the Navy Department. 

One of the first things done by the Democratic House was to order 
the Committee on Naval Affairs to make an investigation of thealleged 
frauds. WASHINGTON C. WHITTHORNE, of Tennessee, was chairman 
of that committee. Another member was ROGER Q. MILLS. These 
two gentlemen are members of the Fifty-first Congress. They are the 
only ones left here of the ten members of the committee. 3 


1890. 


The committee was instructed to make a thorough investigation, and 
especially to inquire and report whether any money appropriated to 


the use of the Navy Department had been paid to incompetent persons, 
ing no mechanical skill, employed in the navy-yards upon the 
condition, expressed or implied, that they would vote for the nominees 


of any political party. 

The committee found that the average yearly appropriations for the 
Navy Department for the six years between June 30, 1869, and June 30, 
1875, were over $22,862,497, Compare that sum with the ap ria- 
tions where a new navy is springing from our private ship- ot- 
withstanding these appropriations the Navy then had hardly a vessel 
fit for service. It had become a laughing-stock for the nations of the 
world. It was a national humiliation. The committee visited the 
navy-yards and examined hundreds of witnesses. They that 
in these six years the Secretary had expended in money about $170,- 
000,000. They also alleged that he had used or disposed of the ma- 
terials ef morethan seventy ships of war, minus any proceeds paid into the 
Treasury, besides other material. They also learned that he had con- 
tracted “abilities amounting to several millions of dollars, and had to 
show as a result a navy that would have been discreditable to the 
most diminutive nation in existence. They declared that at least a 
million dollars per annum had been taken from the Treasury during 
the election years and expended in the navy-yards for the purpose of 
corrupting the voters of the country. 

The law provides, among other things, that no workman should be 
removed or discharged on account of his political opinions, and that 
laborers should be employed in the navy-yards by the proper officers 
in charge with reference to skill and efficiency and without regard to 
other considerations. These provisions of law were intended to cor- 
rect vices existing in the management of the navy-yards before 1867. 
Both parties in former times were censured for the introduction of poli- 
tics into the navy-yards. The committee alleged that since the enact- 
ments referred to the management of the yards had been still more 
corrupt and criminal. The law was openly and defiantly disregarded. 
In converting the navy-yards into political machines before the passage 
of the law, the Whig and Democratic parties had violated no express 
statute. That high offense remained for Secretary Robeson’s admin- 
istration of the Navy Department. Here are two telegrams elicited in 
the investigation: 


Private.) Boston, Mass., October 23, 1874. 
My DEAR COMMODORE: I wish you would approve on og ye for men to 
be employed as they may be made until the Ist of November. 
Some fifty additional men has allowed from the Chelsea district, and I sup- 
pose some more will be required from Gooch's district. 
The Administration desire the success of Gooch and Frost. 
Yours respectfully, 


I, HANSCOM. 
Commodore E. T, Nicxoxs, U. S. N., 
Comman 


{Telegram, } 


Wasurxerton, D. C., February 21, 1873, 
Commodore J. C. HOWELL, * A. 
Commandant Navy-Yard : 


As the Monongahela is wanted, you may employ forty men on her in addi- 
tion to present force, Give N. Ha large re. 
I, HANSCOM, 


Chief of the Bureau of Construction and Repair. 


H. A. 
First Clerk to nt, 

At the date of the first telegram elections were pending in Maine and 
Massachusetts at which Congressmen were to be chosen. and 
Frost were Republican candidates in the Boston districts. At the date 
of the second dispatch there was an election ponding in New Hamp- 
shire. The orders for labor and the assignment of the amount of 
money to be expended at the different yards were made either by the 
Secretary of the Navy or by the heads of the bureaus. No comman- 
dant of a yard nor any other officer could of his own free will originate 
any work or determine the amountof money to be expended. This was 
done entirely by the Department at Washington. ‘‘An examination 
of the evidence taken,“ said the committee, shows that old vessels 
are apparently kept on hand atthe different yards to be worked upon 
at such times and to be used as good-enough Morgans until after the 
elections.” i 

The committee paid special attention to the Kittery yard. It lies op- 
posite Portsmouth, N. H., inthe First Congressional district of Maine, 
now represented by the Hon. THOMAS BRACKETT REED. In 1872 Hor- 
ace Greeley and Ulysses 8, Grant were candidates for President. The 
Maine State and Congressional election was held in ber. In 
that month there were 1,318 employés in the Kittery yard. The Pres- 
idential election followed in November. In October there were 1,424 
employés: In December, less than a month after the election, there 
were only 619 employés. In the following year, 1873, when an im- 
portant S election was held in Maine, in September there were 1,213 
employés in the Kittery yard. In November, after the election, there 
were only 823. In September, 1874, pending a Congressional election, 
there were 914 employés at the Kittery yard. In December following 
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there were only 260, To show how the Kittery yard was used for po- 
litical purposes the following extracts from the testimony were quoted: 

Constructor Webb examined. 

Q. Do you know ofa meeting in the office of the commandant of the Kittery 
yard in which politicians of New Hampshire and Maine were present? 

A. I was so informed by Commodore Pennock. 

Q. Did you see a list that was furnished at that meeting? 

A. I was furnished with a list by the commodore which was addressed to him 
by the committee. 

Q. That was a list of men to be taken on for work? 

A. A list of men to be employed. 

Q. Did it come to you in the first instance? 

A. It did. 

Q. What did you do? 

A. I sent it back with word that it must be addressed to the commanding 
ofticer of the yard. 

Q 33 = subsequently come to you through the commandant? 
Bien Did =e exercise any diseretion at all, or just take the men on in obedience 

the order 

A. I considered that I was not allowed any discretion in the matter, but 
simply took the men and operated them to the shag beg pae 

Q. While you were at Kittery did you note the fact that while elections were 
pending in Maine laborers and mechanics were employed from that State in 
excess of those from New Hampshire, and when an election in New Ham 
was pending you took on men from that State in excess of those from 

A. Such was the case, 


The witness said that a man of the name of Weeks, who was dis- 
charged for stealing, was afterwards ordered to be employed. The com- 
mandant told him that he got the order from the ent. The 
man was put on at the request of Comptroller Broadhead. The witness 
was ordered to take him on. He showed the order, and it read thus: 


Com. Pennock will employ this man at request of Comptroller. 


G. M. R. 
George M. Robeson was Secretary of the Navy. He is the G. M. 


R. who ordered the commodore to employ this thief. [Democratic 
applause.] Commodore Fairfax said that when he was at the Kittery 
navy-yard for two years the Department was constantly interfering in 
discharging and employing men, and he was often compelled to take 
on worthless men instead of good ones. Here is an extract from Com- 
modore Howell's testimony as to Kittery: 


2 F tend to diminish or to increase the number of laborers in 
ya 

A. In my experience I have found it rather to increase them, 

Q. Is that a at the Portsmouth navy-yard? 

A. It was, upon on. 

Q. What occasion was that? 

A. upon my word, I don’t know. It was some election there in 1873 and *74, 
probably. I recollect that a number of men were taken on just before the elec- 
tion; I have forgotten exactly how many. I also recollect that forty of them 
voted the Democratic ticket the next day. There was a mistake apparently. 

Q. Do you remember in what proportion they were taken on at that time? 

A. I think one hundred men were taken on. 

Q. How long before the election? 

A. Three or four days. 

Q. Under what kind of order were they taken on; the recommendation of 
any committee or any outside parties; and, if so, w ? 

A. I forget. There was an order of some sort, of course, or they would nob 
have been taken on; whether it came from the Chief of the Bureau of Con- 
struction or not I do not know. Those orders generally did come from him. 

Q. Was it to take on a specific number of men? 

A. I think the order was worded somewhat in this way: “One hundred 
men will be required to work on“ some ship or other, and you arp auth 


ine? 


to take them on.“ The men were taken on, and, as Í said, gt them yoted 
the other way. They worked 9 and faithfully while they were there. 
Q. How many days were they kept in the yard? 


A. I should say about ten or twelve or fourteen days. 


Here is an extract from the testimony of Commodore Fairfax, of the 
Kittery yard: 


Q. What are those abuses? 

A, The unnecessary number of men employed prior to elections, 

Is that a matter within your own personal observation? 

A. Yes, sir; at the Kittery navy-yard. I was there two years, and have wit- 
nessed the constant interference on the part of Mr. Hanscom, in discharging 
andemploying men. He often took on worthless men instead of good men, 


Commodore Bryson, of the Kittery yard, was examined, thus: 
Q. Have you any written communications from the Secretary of the Navy or 
chief of the bureau on the subject of the employment of hands, or any 
to employ certain men? 
A. Yes, sir; I have. 
Q. I suppose such orders are liable to come along at any time? 
A. Atany time, 
Q. Ce men are named? 
A. Certain men are named, and we take them on. As military men we obey 
without question. 
Q. These men are laboring men in the yard—blacksmiths, shipwrights, and 
all that sort of thing? 
A. Yes, sir; in the various departments. 
Q. That is, men are taken on without any requisition from your departments 
57 5 ooo peremptory orders from Washington ? 
. Yes, sir. 
a Do taoa orders comprehend more than one name or frequently a number 
names 
A. Frequently a number of names, 


2 Young, of the Kittery yard, was another witness. Listen to 


Q. Has it been customary for the Department, for political reasons, to re- 
move skillful mechanics and others, and put in unskillful ones, that they may 
serve political ends by it? 

A. That has been done, but I can not say that it is purely for political ends, 

WWF and unskil ones put in their 


A. O, yes, sir, 
Q. And you have to submit to It? 
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A. Yes, sir; we have to submit. 


AUGUST 5, 
was estimated for and submitted to work upon the Boston navy- 
Q. You do not feel that you could safely say to the Department at Washing- | that would amount to $76,000; upon the Portsmouth navy-yard, $21,000. ese 
ton. This is detrimental to the publie service?“ items were disallo that the yards would 


A. An officer would incur the risk of getting into bad odor if he did, and 

might be detached from Iba Step 
I say you do not feel safe in doing it? 

A. No, sir; we do not feel safe. 

Worse than shotgun policy, Mr. Speaker. 
and tyrannical! [Democratic applause. } ws 

The testimony disclosed an even worse state of facts at the Boston and 
other yards. 

Mr. WHITTHOBNE’S committee called attention to the fact that the 
money thus corruptly expended was expended to the great detriment 
and prejudice of honest and industrious mechanics. Forseveral months 
in the year they were deprived in this way of the means of support so 
that the party in power might secure the votes of vagabonds and loafers. 
Trained and worthy mechanics were for three or four months in the 
year informed that they could not be employed because the appropria- 
tions had been expended. 

The direct loss to the Government did not stop with the expendi- 
ture of the money paid to these worthless laborers. There was great 
additional loss and damage from the waste and destruction of material, 
resulting from the employment of unskilled labor. 

Such is only a very small part of the evidence elicted by the Whit- 
thorne committee. 

Thus we see the truth of the axiom which I enunciated at the be- 
ginning of my remarks. Under the administration of Secretary Robe- 
son it was demonstrated that what was was, that what might have been 
must have been, and that what was not should have been. [Applause.] 

The report of the committee had its effect upon Congress and upon 
the nation. In the naval appropriation bill passed the same year pro- 
vision was made against the colonization of voters at election time by 
furnishing employment for them in the navy-yards. Here is the law 
ingrafted upon the appropriation bill: 

And no increase of the force at any navy-yard shall be made at any time 
within sixty days next before any election to take place for President of the 
United States or members of Congress, except when the Secretary of the Navy 
shall certify that the needs of the pe service make such increase necessary 
atthat time, which certificate shall be immediately published when made, 

From that day to the present the law has apparently been obeyed, 
No complaint was made during the Administrations of Presidents 
Arthur and Cleveland. 

The Portsmouth Daily Chronicle recently contained the following 
notice: 


Mean, venal, cowardly, 


[Certificate.] 
JULY 23, 1890, 
Tn compliance with the act of Congress 9 June 30, 1876, I hereby cer- 
tify that the needs of the public service make it n to increase at this 
time the force employed at the navy-yard, Portsmouth, N. H., for the purpose of 


reconstructing buildings num 4 and 46, destroyed by fire in January last; 
of comple’ the gunnery-ship Lancaster; of making necessary repairs and 
alterations of the training-ship Monongahela; increasing the water supply; 
completing the hydrant system, and constructing a ferry-boat, the appropria- 
tion for which o! becomes available at the beginning of the current month, 
B. F. TRACY, Secretary of the Navy. 

The Partsmouth yard is the Kittery yard. The yard lies and the 
work is done across the river, in Maine. A State and Congressional 
election occurs in Maine next month. The sixty-day limit is passed, 
and the certificate is necessary. In January last two machine-shops 
in the Kittery yard were destroyed by fire. The gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. BOUTELLE], chairman of the Naval Committee of the House, put 
into the naval appropriation bill $50,000 for the rebuilding of the 
shops, and $50,000 for a pumping-machine and resetting the end of the 
granite dry-dock in the Boston navy-yard. Senator EUGENE HALE, of 
Maine, is second on the Naval Committee in the Senate. Despite his 
efforts the Senate committee recommended that both items be knocked 
out. In thediscussion that ensued in the Senate over the recommenda- 
tion on May 22, Senator ALLISON wanted the amendments considered 

ly. He favored the appropriation for Boston, but was opposed 
to the slice for Kittery. He said: 

I, however, differ with the Senator having charge of the bill as respects the 
Erst amendment. That, as it seems to me, is of a rather different class. That 
is a provision for the restoration of certain buildings at the Kittery navy-yard 
which were burned down last year, and those buildings are worthless. Itseems 
to me that we ought not to rebuild these workshops until we know where the 
navy-yards are to be on the Atlantic coast and how many of them we shall have. 
Therefore, I should prefer to have a separate yote upon these two items, 

Later on the following interesting colloquy ensued: = 


Mr. ALLisox. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hampshire what use 
it is proposed to make of the two shops that are to be rebuilt at the Portsmouth 


navy- 

Mr. Brain. Why, the same use that always has been made of them—use in the 
repair of ships. There are many wooden vessels connected with the Navy,and 
they are being sent there from time to time for repairs. There is one there 
now, and when that is gone I have reason to think that others will be sent 

ere, 


In a further discussion, on May 23, Senator Hiscock, of New York, 
said (I read from the RECORD): 


Mr. Hiscock. Mr. President, the recommendation of the Chief of the Construc- 
tion Bureau carries very little weight with me. I understand that these various 
chiefs are often found urging appropriations of this kind or recommendin 
them. What should and what does carry credit here is the recommendation 
the Secretary of the Navy, the responsible head of the Department. 

I have before me the Book of Estimates for 1882, in which I find that there 


been no expenditure of mapesa fa ea 22 TEON 3 


re to enter my protest it, and I desire to say, and emphasize 1 
that in my judgment the Republican party, now in power in both branches oi 
Congress and in the executive de: ment, can not afford to enter upon this 
policy. It is not in the interest of good government; it is not in the in of 
economy; and it is not in the interest of the Navy. 

The people of this country are in favor of a navy-yard, but when by the main- 
tenance of these as would be the 9 by the past, it is exhibited 
that it is not being builded economically, that the y. are maintained for po- 
litical purposes as a source of patronage to a party for its effect upon local elec- 
tions, when that scandal is brought to view the people of this country willlook 
with distrust upon every effort and every attempt made for the building of a 
navy. 

The legislation to which I have alluded was adopted in 1882, looking to the 
closing of these yards, and itis to the credit of the Dem c party that no 
suggestion emanated from the late Administration or from its Secretary of the 
Nav A Ms rete this policy for political effect, or for political influence, or for 
a 1 

r. Brite: ay I ask the Senator what he means by this allusion? 

Mr. Hiscock. I mean precisely what I have said. 

Despite these words of two such prominent Republican Senators as 
Hiscock and ALLISON, the Secretary ofthe Navy a certified that the 
needs of the public make it necessary to increase the force employed at 
the Kittery navy-yard for the pu of reconstructing the worth- 
less’? buildings destroyed by in January. He also adds that the 
needs of the public service require the immediate completion of the 
gunnery-ship Lancaster and necessary repairs and alterations of the 
training-ship Monongahela, The Lancaster is an old wooden sailing 
ship built in 1858. The Monongahela is also a wooden sailing vessel 
built in 1862. 

The Whitthorne committee asserted that old vessels are apparent], 
kept on hand to be worked upon at such times and to be used as g 
enough Morgans until after the election.“ They instanced cases in 
which this was done. How is it now? Let us see. The report ofthe 
Secretary of the Navy for 1875 (fifteen years ago) has these words in 
reference to the Lancaster: 

Rotten at Portsmouth. Probable cost of repairs, $750,000. Not worth it. 


[Democratic applause. ] 
nae characterizes the Monongahela—fifteen years ago, remember— 

us: 

Inservice. Tolerable condition. Speed 10} knots, 

These are the vessels which the Secretary of the Navy now certifies 
that the needs of the public service make it necessary to repair, not- 
withstanding the oy Re inhibition. Senator BLAIR, in replying to 
Senator ALLISON, said: 

There are many wooden vessels sent there from time to time for repairs, 
There is one there now, the Lancaster, and when that is gone I have reason 
to believe that others will be sent there. 

Well, there are reasons, reasons as thick as blackberries. The vessels 
are sent. The wooden and lumbering Monongahela has arrived. 
She came from California, all the way around the Horn, and arrived on 
time. Berar based and applause. ] 

In his certificate the Secretary says that the needs of the public serv- 
ice make it necessary to increase the force in the Kittery yard. He 
specifies the rotten Lancaster, the punky hulk of the decayed Mo- 
nongahela, and the restoration of the ‘‘ worthless” workshops, but he 
omits the controlling specification. That comes under another head, 
and is outside of his legitimate sphere. It is Republican and not pub- 
lie service that demands these extraordinary proceedings. [Applause.] 
The re-election to Congress of the Speaker of this House and of a Re- 
publican in the First New Hampshire district [Mr. NUTE’S] is desired. 
This is the way the public will read the Secretary’s certificate, and it 
will read it aright. Both represent close districts. Speaker REED 
had 1,616 majority two years ago, but only 206 majority four years ago. 
The New Hampshire member had 339 less than a majority and only 359 
plurality over Rev. Luther F, McKinney two years ago. Two years 
before that the Democratic clergyman was chosen by 105 plurality. 
These figures show what are the real needs of the Republican service. 
But for these needs these rotten hulks would have been left on the 
other side of the dead-line, where they belong. 

Senator Hiscock was right in his apprehensions. The scandals of 
1872 and 1874 are to be repeated. [Democratic applause. 
= ae Speaker, I call for the reading of the resolution o ly intro- 

uced, 

The Clerk read it, as follows: : e 
8 sipe the renege etmesine Toot hea na to inquire into 

e * 
Porlameuth, N. 2 at this Umo; whether the best interests ofthe publi serv- 

destro; recon- 
— whether n should bas — ; whether 
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and alterations should be made on the . Monongahela; 


w er there is any necessity for increasing at this time d 
completing the hydrant system at said navy- , and for constructing a 2 
boat thereat; whether the contemplated employment of a large force at said 
‘pavy-yard at this time is not intended to affect the approaching Congressional 
election in the State of Maine, rather than to subserve the public interests. 
said committee shall have the power to send for persons and pai and 

s authorized to send a subcommittee ofsaid committee to said navy-yard. That 
Si expenses ofsaid investigation shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 

ouse. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. This resolution, sir, went to the Committee on 
Rules. The chances for a favorable report were promising. The im- 
partial Speaker of the House, who represents the Kittery district, is 
chairman of that committee, That committee has reported the sub- 
stitute now under consideration for the resolution. If there is offense, 
this substitute refers the whole matter to the offender himself. His 
answer will be sent to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and its chairman 
has already kindly assured us that whatever itis it will be satisfactory. 

I read what that chairman says, reported in the New York Heraid 
of August 4. He first characterizes the resolution as the most per- 
fect rot imaginable,” and the Herald reports further: 


When asked what would be the fate of the resolution, Mr, BOUTELLE said: 
“It will be referred to the Naval Committee, We will call upon the Secretary 
of the Navy for information upon the subject, and his report thereon will be the 


end of the matter.“ 

Observe it well! The chairman of the Naval Committee, to whom 
the Secretary’s answer is to be referred, says that this attempt to up- 
hold and make effective a public statute is mere rot. To what depths 
of decay and moral obliquity has he fallen who will thus brazenly de- 
clare his deliberate purpose to thwart this most necessary inquiry. 

Again are the pungent words of Senator Hiscock aptly illustrated. 
This is official packing of the navy-yards for political purposes in open 
defiance of law. It saves partisan subscriptions, and is most effieacious. 
It is, however, only the beginning. The development will come when 
the Brooklyn navy-yard is packed with thousands of honest and earnest 
voters, employed to defeat the election of the legitimate successor of 
Governor Hill in the fall of 1891, and packed with double thousands in 
1892 to secure the election of a Republican candidate for President. 

Truly a consummation worthy of the means. [Laughter and ap- 
8 But let these contrivers take heed. Official jugglery, if not 
exact and efficient, is liable to miscarry. [Great applause. ] 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks, Mr, CUMMINGS’s time 
having expired, Mr. MCMILLIN asked unanimous consent that his time 
be extended ten minutes. 

Unanimous consent was given. 

Mr. McKINLEY, I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE]. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I really feel almost like making an 
apology for answering the very remarkable demonstration that has been 
made here to-day. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cumamnas], 
in his search for a sensation, has worked himself up into a high state 
of excitement, or perhaps I might say he has apparently worked him- 
selt up into a high state of excitement, over the fact that the Secretary 
of the Navy has really had the hardihood to obey the mandatory in- 
structions of the Congress of the United States. 

He has introduced a resolution requiring a committee to go down to 
Portsmouth navy-yard, and to send for persons and papers, to investi- 
gate the announced purpose of the Secretary of the Navy to employ 
certain men to perform certain work which he has been required to 
perform by the votes of both branches of Congress, with the approval 
of the President of the United States. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BOUTELLE, I have only a little time. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I want to know if the Secretary of the Navy is 
required to repair the Lancaster and Monongahela. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I yield to the gentleman, and will let him ask his 
question. I will say that I do not expect a minute of courtesy from 
your people in response to it, and I do not want it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] can 
have an extension of time, of course. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Is the Secretary of the Navy required to repair 
the Lancaster and Monongahela? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If the gentleman from New York will keep his 
peace and allow me to proceed, I think I will throw all needed light 
upon his question. 

The gentleman’s auestion shows not only what I suspected, but what 
Iknew before, that he was entirely ignorant of the matter with which 
he was attempting to deal. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. So much the worse for the commitee if they or- 
dered the repairs of rotten vessels, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ifthe 1 can keep his peace for at least 
five or eight minutes I think I will throw more light on the subject than 
he has done in the forty minutes he has had. 

ve will take these things seriatim, Mr. Speaker. In the first place, 
they want to know if it is proper toemploy men to complete the water 


e water supply an 
e 


supply at the Kittery navy-yard, whether that is not a profligate waste 


of the public money and an rp ahs purpose for which to employ men. 
Mr. N I said nothing about the water supply in my 
remar. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. The report of the Chief of the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks, published last winter and submitted with the estimates of 


the Navy Department at the beginning of the present Congress, said: 

I respectfully renew the recommendations made by my predecessor last year 
and strongly urged with cogent reasons by the present commandant, that the 
above estimates for increased water rey ana completing the hydrant system 
beallowed. When these improvements have been made all the buildings of 
the yara an bave an abundant supply of water and much better protection 

re. 


The only commentary that seems to be necessary upon that, as to 
the necessity of this increase in the water supply for protection against 
fire, was furnished last January by the conflagation which destroyed 
two of the important buildings of the yard, for the reconstruction of 
which an appropriation was asked and made by the present Congr ess. 

The gentleman has made a complaint about the appropriation for 
these buildings, and has done me the honor to ascribe to me some 
especial zeal or instrumentality in putting the $50,000 appropriation 
into the bill for the replacing of those buildings. The gentleman does 
me too much honor. The Committee on Naval Affairs, by unanimous 
vote, acted upon Executive Document No. 276, which escaped the vig- 
ilant eye of the journalistic member from New York [Mr. CUMMINGS], 
which contained a letter addressed to the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives from Hon. George S. Batcheller, Acting Secretary of the 
Treasury, submitting a communication from Hon. B. F. Tracy, Secre- 
tary of the Navy, and from A. E.. Merritt, acting chief of the bureau, 
in which it was set forth that the buildings named had been destroyed 
by fire; that their reconstruction was necessary, and the estimates which 
were furnished to the committee contained an additional note, saying: 


It is respectfully requested that the appropriation be made immediately avail- 
ble, no year. 


The document referred to is the following: 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, March 13, 1890. 


Sin: I have the honor to transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy of the llth instant, 
submitting an estimate of $70,000 for the reconstruction atthe navy-yard, Ports- 
mouth, N. H., of buildings Nos. 45 and 46, and machinery, destroyed by fire 
January 27, 1890, 

Respectfully yours, 


GEO. S. BATCHELLER, 
Acting Secreta: 
The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 11, 1890, ` 


Sin: I have the honor to inclose, for transmission to a copy ofa 
letter dated the 4th instant, from the acting chief of the Bureau of Y; and 
Docks, together with an estimate of $70,000 for the reconstruction at the navy- 
yard, Portsmouth, N. H., of buildings Nos. 45 and 46, and machinery, which 
were destroyed by fire January 27, 1890. 

The buildings and machinery referred to were occupied and used by the de- 
partment of Construction and Repair, and the reconstruction of the buildings, 
estimated cost $50,000, is strongly u by the Chief Constructor of the Navy. 
Sok FA pg the machinery an esti , based on report of survey, $20,000, is 
m 5 

The Department approves of the recommendation of the Chief of the Bureau 
of Yards and Docks that appropriations be made to reconstruct the buildings 
and replace the inery destroyed, 

ery respectfully, 


ry. 


Hod F. . 
cretary avy. 
Hon. Wm. Wrxpom, oe 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
BUREAU oF YARDS AND Docks, Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., March 4, 1890, 

Sin: The bureau has the honor to submit the inclosed estimate of $50,000 for 
the reconstruction of buildings Nos. 45 and 46, which were destroyed by fire 
January 27, 1890, at Portsmouth, N. EL, 5 

The buildings referred to were occupied by the department of Construction 
and Repair and their reconstruction is strongly urged by the Chief Naval Con- 
stractor who states that— 

“A building suitable for wood-working machinery and a ship-fitters’ shop 
should be erected on the site of the one t! was burnt, with as little delay as 
possible, in the best interests of the Government; and to end the bureau 
recommends that the Department be requested to ask that an amount sufficient 
for the purpose be inserted in the naval appropriation bill.” 

The bureau therefore begs that the Department may be pleased to transmit 
the inclosed estimate, with its approval, to the honorable Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, with request that the same may be forwarded to the chairman of the House , 
Committee on Appropriations, in order that the estimate may receive the at- 
tention its importance demands. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
A. E. MERRITT, 
Acting Chief of Bureau, 

The SECRETARY OF THE Navy. 2 

That, Mr. Speaker, was not sent here immediately l an elec- 
tion of any kind, but was a document dated on the 13th of March, 
1890, and received and acted upon by the Committee on Naval Affairs 
within a short time thereafter. The appropriation of $50,000 was 
made by both branches of Congress, and it became the duty of the 
Secretary of the Navy to proceed at once to the execution of a duty 
which had been imposed upon him, If the Committee on Appropria- 
tions had made the money immediately available, and the bill had be- 
come a law six months ago, the work would have begun then. 

The gentleman asks me in regard to the Lancaster. He wants to 


know if the appropriation bill authorized the Secretary of the Navy 
to do anything in regard tothe Lancaster. There again my friend has 
allowed his zeal to outrun his care, in overlooking the plain and spe- 
cific appropriation on page 48 of the naval appropriation bill. Under , 
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the head of Bureau of Ordnance” a certain sum of money, amount- 
ing to $2,500,000, was appropriated for various purposes, including 
„the armament, with modern batteries, of a gunnery training-ship.”’ 
That ship, I only need to say, was the Lancaster, and had been as- 
signed to that duty long before the appropriation bill was passed, as 
stated in the report of the Secretary of the Navy for the last fiscal 
, which I tto find my distinguished associate from New York 
IMr CumsNGs] has not studied with that care which I think should 
have preceded the assault that he has made this morning. 
Pay page 45 of his report the Secretary of the Navy said last Decem- 


Of the other wooden vessels the Lancaster has recently been surveyed and 
ordered to be repaired for use as a gunnery ship. 


Now, all the gentleman’s talk about the former condition of the Lan- 
easter goes for nothing. This vessel is not being repaired and equipped 
as a modern man-of-war, It has been and is being repaired and 
e ic as a gunnery training-ship. If I had time I would give the 
gentleman some suggestions in regard to the necessity for that. 

I will only say, however, that if he will turn to page 288 of the re- 

of the Chief of the Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting, under 
head of An additional course of instruction for seamen,” he will 
find some very cogent, and what to the Committee on Naval Affairs 
conclusive, reasons in favor of establishing a gunnery training- 

ship for the purpose of having the men instructed in the use of the im- 
ments employed on modern ships, the importance of which,” said 

e Chief of the Bureau, ‘‘can hardly be overestimated.“ The Lancas- 
ter is being repaired and fitted, as I have said, as a gunnery training- 
ship at the Portsmouth navy-yard, under the express and compulsory 
ere of public law, a law for which the gentleman from New 

ork himself voted. 

The Monongahela also seems to be troubling the gentleman. The 
Secretary of the Navy a 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I assure the gentleman ‘‘ Monongahela’’ does 
not trouble me, 

Mr. CANNON. We all know that. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. She troubled some of your friends a great deal 
at a former period of her history. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
The Secretary of the Navy in his report, in his remarks on the navy- 
yards, runs over the duties assigned to the different yards, and refers 

fically to the Portsmouth navy-yard as one which was assigned to 

e duty of repairing wooden vessels. On page 27 he says: 

The only naval stations now in use as construction yards are Brooklyn, Nor- 
folk, Mare Island, and Portsmouth, the last for wooden vessels only. 

That work has been carried on there fora long time, The devotion 
of that yard to that purpose of repairs was peculiarly emphasized dur- 
ing the discussion of the appropriation bill. An item for $50,000, to 
be expended for tools in improving the plant ſor building and repair- 
ing vessels” at the Portsmouth navy-yard was amended in the Senate 
by striking out the words building aud,“ making a distinction be- 
tween that appropriation and those for tools for the New York, Nor- 
folk, and Mare Island yards, in respect to which provision was made 
for both building and repairing. 

The appropriation for the Kittery yard was for repairing only. The 
Monongahela is now there being repaired for a training-ship. There 
are reasons for sending her there aside from the fact that this yard has 
been devoted especially to the repairing of wooden vessels. The 
Monongahela, some years ago, in a great tidal wave caused by an 
earthquake on the coast of South America, was thrown bodily ashore 
and nearly ruined. She was suhsequently gotten off, taken to the 
Portsmouth navy-yard, and there thoroughly repaired. At that yard 
are all the molds and patterns used in her reconstruction; so that aside 
from the general assignment of this yard to that purpose there is a 

uliar fitness in sending the Monongahela to the yard where she was 
erly repaired and where they have all the facilities and all the ad- 
measurements and patterns. 

In addition to that, the desire is to use in equipping her, as far as 
possible, the fittings of the Juniata, which are also at that yard. So 

. that there does not seem to be anything unnatural about repairing the 
Monongahela at the Portsmouth yard. That it is proper to repair her 
for a training-ship I think is abundantly shown by the reports of the 
Officials of the Navy Department, to whom the Committee on Naval 
Affairs have felt it their duty to pay some deference, however little 

the gentleman from New York may be willing to concede. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is the head and front of this offense of the 
Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. MCADOO, Will my friend and colleague on the committee per- 
mit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Certainly. 

Mr. McADOO. Under the provisions of the appropriation bill, as I 
understand it, the Lancaster is to be fitted up for a gunnery shi 
Now, do I understand the gentleman to say that the Monongahela 
also mentioned in that bill? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, no; Idid not say that. 

Mr. McADOO. My colleague will no doubt state that the Monon- 
gahela is being repaired under the general head of construction and 


power, and I have no doubt you have some of the same 


Mr. BOUTELLE, As my friend has stated it, that will do just as 
well as if I were to state it. 

Mr. MCADOO. That ship was not mentioned in the bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Nor is any other ship named for repairs, 

Mr. MCADOO. My colleague has put special stress on the Lancaster 
as being mentioned in the bill of the current year, and I took it that 
the House did not understand but that the Monongahela had been 
coupled with the Lancaster. ‘ 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have drawn upon the supposed intelligence of 
my auditors as to what is contained in the appropriation bill. 

Mr. MCADOO. Which is a pretty violent assumption, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If there is any misunderstanding on the other 
side I am glad that my friend has corrected it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. There was none on this. J 

Mr, BOUTELLE. This is the head and front of the Secretary’s of- 
fending so far as I know. The law requires that where men are to be 
put at work shortly preceding a general election the Secretary of the 
Navy shall make a certificate to that effect, and give the reasons there- 
for. Iam free to say that I did not know that the certificate had been 
issued. I was unaware of these icular details of the Secretary’s 
work in the performance of his public duty. 

Iam strongly inclined to think that the laun of this resolution 
was predicated upon a chronological error in regard to the politics of 
certain sections of this country by some gentleman on the other side. 

There is a strong indication in the remarks that have been made here 
and in the newspaper comments which we have seen, that somebody 
had an idea that in Maine there was a purpose to practice the coloniza- 
tion methods of New York, with which I have no doubt my friend 
from New York [Mr. Cummryas] has been familiar in the past, and 
which may have excited his suspicions in this case, but I suggest to 
him that, although the Congressional elections generally throughout the 
country are held in the month of November, the Congressional election 
in Maine is held this year on the 8th day of September, so that iften 
thousand men in buckram or otherwise were transported bodily to the 
Kittery navy-yard after the issuance of this certificate on the 23d of 
July, not one of them would be able to vote for either THOMAS B. 
REKED or ‘THOMAS BRACKETT REED” for member of Congress. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Senator Hiscock did not charge colonization, 
hut the corruption of voters. 

Mr, SPRINGER rose. > 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I shall be glad to listen for a moment to the au- 
thor of the resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How about the ‘‘kickers’’ in your own district? 

Mr. BOUTELLE, If the gentleman has any familiarity with the 
operations of ‘‘kickers’? I recommend him to tell the House about 
them at some other time. i 

Mr. SPRINGER. We had some when the Democratic 5 

nd. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Ihave no ſear that we shall have as much of such 
trouble as that which excited the gentleman to make the inquiry. 

Mr. DIN GLE. It my colleague will pardon me, I do not know 
that he has brought out clearly the provision of our State constitution 
to which he has referred. 4 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I was going to say that my friend from New 
York [Mr. Cuamanas] is not the first Democrat who has knocked his 
head against the constitution of the State of Maine in attempting to 
makea political maneuver. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CUMMINGS rose. K 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I can not yield now. I will hear the gentleman 
later. We had a whole Democratic executive government in Maine 
butt up against the State constitution once, but they made a bad piece 
of work of it for themselves and their party. The constitution of the 
State of Maine—not simply the statute law, but the constitution—re- 
quires that every voter shall have had a legal residence for three months 
before election at the place where he is to vote. Now, under that con- 
stitution, with this certificate issued on the 23d day of July, the bug- 
aboo of colonization dwindles to a very small figure. 

Mr. FLOWER. Do they come in from Canada? What are your 
naturalization laws? Do you require foreigners to live there three 
months before they can vote? In Minnesota I understand the time 
is six months, and in Michigan four months, I think. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, rose. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. ‘‘Insatiatearcher, will not one suffice?” [Laugh- 
ter.] I desire to answer the gentleman from New York [Mr. FLOWER]. 
The gentleman has very fairly and very properly elucidated the basis 
on which this resolution was undoubtedly conceived. There is no 
doubt about that. It was intended to call attention to asuspected de- 
sign for a colonization of voters into Maine and New Hampshire, and 


was in 


now the gentleman wants to know what our laws are in regard to the 


tation of voters from Canada. 
he CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. McKINLEY. I yield the remainder of the time to the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE]. 
Mr. BOUTEL I will say to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FLOWER] what I said before, that there is a provision of the constitu- 


im 
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tion of the State of Maine that no man can vote anywhere in that State 
unless he has been a bona fide resident of the place where he is to 
vote for ninety days before the election; and the gentleman from New 
Hampshire tells me that the requirement in that State is six months. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The gentleman entirely ignores the fact that it 
is the employment of men who willsell their votes that is complained of. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well,the gentleman may speak asan expert about 
that, but I have never had any dealings of that kind, so I do not know 
anything about it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It is not necessary in your case. 
necessity for *‘ blocks of five’? in your district. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cumminas] 
very likely has had some experience that would prove a very liberal 
education in acertain kind of politics for almost any of us, but we 
have not time to gointo that subject on this occasion. 

Mr. FLOWER. The gentleman has not answered my question. I 
said that in Minnesota a foreign-born citizen could vote if he had been 
in the State six months, and I think the time is shorter in Michigan, 
though I do not know what the law is there; and I asked the gentle- 
man what the law was in his State in regard to Canadians or other 
foreign-born citizens coming in there and voting. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have stated that the provision of our constitu- 
tion is imperative that no man, native or naturalized, can vote in Maine 
unless he has had a legal residence in the place where he votes for three 
months prior to the election. 

Mr FLOWER. But can a Canadian come over there and vote in 
three months? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ofcourse not. The gentleman from New York 
evidently overlooks the fact—I do not know for what reason, whether 
it is the result of his environment or otherwise—bnt he evidently over- 
looks the fact that in most of the States of this Union it is necessary 
for a man to be a citizen of the United States in order to be entitled to 
vote. 

Mr. FLOWER. And then three months’ residence entitles him to 
vote? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Yes, in Maine; if he is a citizen. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. In the first place, he has to have a year’s resi- 
dence in the State. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope I shall be permitted 
to close briefly what I have to say on this subject. 

Mr. MvcADOO. I beg leave to ask the gentleman one question. I 
take it he wants to be fair, and I will ask him a fair question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If the gentleman will permit me to conclude my 
remarks, I will then yield to him for a question. 

Mr. MCADOO. I accept the gentleman’s promise. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. My friend can see that it is utterly destructive 
of any continuity of statement to yield constantly for interruptions. 

Mr. McADOO. I simply want to ask a question which will bring 
this matter down to the issue which I conceive the resolution makes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, trom the vehemence of my friend 
from New York in denouncing this terrible outrage upon propriety 
and Jaw I should have been led to suppose this was the first time in 
the history of the country that any such thing had ever occurred. I 
do not know just how many times it has occurred; I presume we 
shall know more about that by and by; but I hold in my hand a docu- 
ment dated Navy Department, Washington, D. C., September 15, 
1886: 


Srg: I herewith inclose a certificate as to the necessity of increasing the force 
at the navy-yard under your command, An order has been given for the pub- 
lication of the certificate in the Times, of Portsmouth, N. H. 

That was within sixty days of the Congressional election in New 
Hampshire. 
A MEMBER. Who signed it? 
Mr. BOUTELLE. D. B. Harmony, Acting ENEE of the Navy. 
The ie as published was as follows: 


[Certificate.] 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., September 15, 1886. 
eee of the act of June 30, 1878. I hereby certify that the needs of the 
sath service make it necessary to increase the force in the navy-yard at Ports- 
mouth, N. H., as follows: 126 men in the department of Construction and Repair 
and 20 men in the department of Steam-Engineering. 

This was signed by D. B, Harmony, Acting Secretary of the Navy, 
unde: the Cleveland Administration. 

I hold in my hand also a very interesting document which it would 
be worth while to quote somewhat in ertenso if time allowed. It is 
a report of the Navy Department in 1886 in reply to a resolution of 
inquiry introduced by myself in regard to the wholesale removals of 
Union soldiers and sailors from the navy-yard at Norfolk, Va., to make 
room for the appointment of Democrats and ex- -Confederates. The 

es which I hold in my hand contain constant repetitions of such 
etters as this: 


There is no 


Navy DEPARTMENT, WASHINGTON, April 2, 1885. 
Sin: You will please discharge Nelson Proctor, foreman laborer, and O. P. 
Reuttier, rodman in the Pente of Yardsand Docks, and J. H. Downing and 


My Wigg, writers in the commandant’s office, at the yard under your com- 
man 


Thie Commies te mads soseiety hy Taon of the limited amount of money 


VV d. 
Very y, 


W. C. 


Secretary of the Ne 

o; 

Commodore W. K. Mayo, U.S. es 
Commandant Navy-Yard, Nen Va. 


Mr. FLOWER. What is the date of that? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. April 2, 1885. about a month after that Admin- 
istration came into office. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. There was no election pending in Maine or New 
Hampshire at that time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I read further from the same correspondence: 

CoMMANDANT’S OFFICE, UNITED STATES Navy-YArp, 
Norfolk, Fa., April 13, 1885, 

Sin: [have the honor to acknow the receipt to-day of the Department's 
letter of the llth instant, asking whether there are any persons in any of the 
departments of this yard whose services can be dispensed with, etc, Also letter 


ofthe same date inclosing for my consideration certain applications for appoint- 
ment and employment at this yard. 


Very res; v, your obedient servant, W. T. TR N 
Hon. W. C. WHITNEY, 
Secretary of the Navy, Navy Department, Washington, D. C. 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, April 22, 1888. 
rtment ap ha of the su; ions in nrg letter, No. 78, of 
eis sik ie DaT and autho ew fu to carry them out, to wit 
Department of equipment and recruiting: Discharge E. G. Bridges, special 
man. 

Department of construction and repair: Discharge or suspend, when the U. 
8. S. Pensacola is completed, Joseph Knapp, master spar-maker; J. Milan, 
master calker; G, W. Fauth, master plumber; J. J. Curran, master painter; 
Peter egg. master laborer. 

ery respectfully, 
bac ole of the Ne 
avy. 
Commodore WILLIAM T. 


Truxtun, U. S. N., 
Commandant Wavy-Yard, Norfolk, Va. 


ComMMANDANT’s OFFICE, UNITED STATES NAVY-YARD, 
9 Fa., April 22, 1888. 
Sm: I fully recommend the discharge of Mr. W. H. Stewart, writer, 
department of construction and swage at this yard, and the appointment of 
Mr. William B. na S the ae 
n 


Also the disc . Leons foreman of machinists, 


steam-engineerin vas th the id the appointment of Mr. Byron Corwin ‘to the position 
made Pe by ed Wee A 
our 55 ser van 
i oe y W. T. TRUXTUN, 
Commodore, Commandant, 


Hon. W. C. Warrney, 
Secretary of the Navy, Navy Department, Washington, D. C. 

All through this correspondence the Department was ordering re- 
movals and appointments in place of those removed, until we come 
down to May 25, 1885, when the turning out of Union soldiers (com- 
rades of the gentleman from New York and myself) and Union sailors 
had become so rapid and the substitution of ex-Confederates had become 
so urgent under Department orders, as is explained by the terms of this 
letter from the commandant: 

CoMMANDANT’S OFFICE, NAVY-YARD, Norfolk, Va., May 25, 1885. 
— oar zI 3 tho Mey ap msgs fr letter of Ae 33 3 to-day, 
discharged A „and George 
epee et ͤ PS 
0 an s * 
ware! forwarded. to the 5 April 16 ultimo. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 
vi a i 
ery respectfully, your obedient servant, W 1. 1 . 
Commodore, Commandant, 
Hon, Wm. C. W. 


HITNEY, 
Secretary of the Navy, Navy Department, Washington, D. C. 

And in regard to the paternal interest in the navy-yard at Norfolk 
exercised at that time by the Democratic Administration I want to say 
I have in my on the pathetic story that came to me from John 
T. Lawrence, who set forth his grievance in substantially these te: 

appealing to me as a comrade in the Navy during the war: That hehad 
been in the Marine Corps before the war; that heserved in the Navy dur- 
ing the war; that he was on board the Congress and wounded when 
she went down under the assault of the Merrimac; that under the 
Cleveland Administration he had been turned out of the petty employ- 
ment he had held at the Norfolk navy-yard and the captain of the 
Merrimae’s gun in that encounter had been put in his place. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

Tam told that 2,600 men, presumably able-bodied Democrats, were 
employed in the navy-yard at Brooklyn in the year of the Presiden- 
tial election of 1888, and it apparently escaped the eagle-eyed observa- 
tion of my friend from that city. 

Mr. McADOO. Can the gentleman state how many Union soldiers 
have been discharged from the Brooklyn navy-yard since Mr. Tracy be- 
came Secretary of the Navy? I can give written evidence in regard to 
at least one man who served in the Union Army three years and a half, 
who was a splendid mechanic, a man against whom no charge was made, 
but who was use he was a Democrat. 

The Secretary 


. BOUTELLE. I have only a word more to say. 
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of the Navy will undoubtedly farnish all the answer that is required 

to this resolution. I wish to say parenthetically to my friend from 

New York, that he does me too much honor in another in as- 

cribing to me verbatim the report made by a very bright correspondent 

ve New York Herald of some remarks that I made to him in a gen- 
way. 

I think my friend understands the nature of ‘interviewing;’’ and 
while he very adroitly twisted the words ascribed to me into a sugges- 
tion that we would ask for a report from the Secretary of the Navy and 
that would be the end of the matter, seeking to give the impression 
that there was some purpose of whitewashing or suppression, the gen- 
tleman with whom I had the conversation and who is one of the most 
reliable correspondents at the national Capital—a gentleman with 
whom I have always talked freely because I know he neverintentionally 
misrepresents—will bear me out in stating that the whole tenor of my 
conversation with him was that this resolution was so utterly silly that 
the answer of the Secretary of the Navy would be conclusive to every 
sensible mind, 

I went further and said what perhaps he was kind in putting into 
more polished language, I think it likely he thoughtit would be more 
befitting the dignity of a member of Congress, but being on confession 
now I admit that I did say to him when I read the resolution that I 
could hardly believe that so bright a man as Amos J. CUMMINGS had 
perpetrated so stupid a fake [laughter]; that the moment I read that 
resolution I said to myself and to others that it bore all of the ear-mark 
and indications of one of Mr. SPRINGER’S characteristic flukes. [Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Republican side.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time for debate has expired. 

Mr. BOUTELL A word in conclusion. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
permitted to proceed for ten minutes. r 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I want only two. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, the gen- 
tleman will proceed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. In justice to my colleague [the Speaker of the 
House] and to the yoters in his district, I only desire to say, in conclu- 
sion, and it ought, it seems to me, to be conclusive, that after all the 
figures which the gentleman has piled up, and all the excitement he 
has engendered in his own bosom over the alleged packing of the 
navy-yard at Portsmouth in the interest of Mr. REED—going back as 
he did to show how small a margin Mr. REED had at one time and 
how surprisingly it grew at another time—I simply want to remind 
him, to remind the Democrats on the other side of the House and the 
country, that the greatest majority ever cast for THOMAS B. REED 
was when he defeated his Democratic opponent by 2,433 votes and 
had 1,628 round majority over all in the year 1°88, when the Kittery 
navy-yard was packed by a Democratic Administration. [Loud 
and prolonged applause on the Republican side. ] 

3 SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is exhausted by order of the 
ouse. 

Mr. MCADOO. The gentleman, I believe, has some time, and he 
promised to answer a question before he sat down. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine has taken 
his seat, having Pa 80 the time. 
Mr. McADOO. My colleague will certainly be manly enough to 


answer a question after he has promised todoso. I would like to 
have his attention for a moment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the time for debate has expired. 

Mr. McADOO. Very well; if the gentleman can refuse to answer a 

uestion which relates directly to this subject, in view of his assurance 
t he would answer, I can bear his silence better than he can. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question is operating, 
and the question is on the adoption of the substitute. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. Cum- 
MINGS) there were—ayes 125, noes 66. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I withdraw the demand. 

Mr. HEARD. I renew it, Mr. Speaker. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 121, nays 78, not vot- 
ing 128; as follows: 


YEAS—121. 
A Brosius, Culbertson, Pa. Harmer, 
Allen, Mich. Brower, Cutcheon, pay ia 
Anderson, Browne, Va. Dalzell, Henderson, Iowa 
Arnold. Buchanan, N. J. Dingley, Henderson, III. 
Atkinson, Pa. urton, Dolliver, Hermann, 
Baker, Caldwell, Dorsey, 
See Cannon, unnell, on 
Bartine, Carter, Evans, ns, 
Bayne, Caswell, Ewart, ey, 
Beckwith, Cheadle, Farquhar, Kennedy, 
Belden, Flood, Kerr, Iowa 
Belknap, Cogswell, Fanston, insey, 
B Conge’ Gest, Tear 
6 r, 

Boothman, Conneli, Gifford, La Follette, 
Boutelle, 88 Ohio Green „ W, 

er. K*. Grosvenor, Laws, 


Lehlbach, Niedringhaus, N Pn. 
Lodge, O'Donnell, Smith, II Turner, Kaus. 
Mason, O'Neill, Pa. Smith, W. Va. Vundever, 
McCord, Osborne, Snider, ‘an 
McCormick, Owen, Ind. Spooner, Waddill, 
McDouftie, Payson, Stivers, Wallace, - 
MeKen Pickler, Stockbridge, Watson, 
Miles, Post, Struble, Williams, Ohio 
Moffitt, 1 Sweney, Wilson, Ky. 
Moore, N. H. nes, Taylor, Wilson, Wash, 
Morey, Ray Taylor, III. Wright, 
Morrill, Reyburn, Thomas, 
Morrow, well, Thompson, 
Morse, Sawyer, Townsend, Colo, 
NAYS—78. 

Abbott, Dockery, Lawler, Reilly, 
ede Edmunds. Lee, Richardson, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ellis, Lester, Va. Rogers, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fithian, Lewis, Rowland, 
Brickner, Flower, Maish, Saye 
Brookshire, Forman, Mansur, Skinner, 
Brown, J.B. Forney, Martin, Ind Stewart, Tox. 
Brunner, Fowler, Martin, Tex. Stone, Ky. 
Buchanan, Va. Geissenhainer, McAdoo, Stump, 
Bunn, Gibson, McCarthy, Tillman, 
Bynum, Goodnight, McClellan, Tracey, 
Carlton, Grimes, McRae, Tucker, 

th, Hatch, Montgomery, Turner, Ga, 
Catehin; Haynes, Morgan, Turner, N. Y. 
Cooper, Ind Heard, Mutchler, Vaux, 
Covert, Henderson, N.C. O’Ferrall, Whitthorne, 
Crain, Herbert, Outhwaite, Wike, 
Crisp, Holman, Peel, Williams, III. 
Cummings, Lane, Penington, 
Davidson, Lanham, Price, 

NOT VOTING—128, 

Alderson, Culberson, Tex. è; Seney, 
Allen, Miss € Kinley, Sherman 
Anderson, Miss. Darlington, MeMillin, Shively, 
Andrew, De Haven, Milliken, Simon 
Atkinson, W. Va. De Lano, Mills, Smyser, 
Bankh ý Dibble, Moore, Tex Spinola, 
Barnes, Dickerson, Mudd, Springer, 
Biggs, Dunphy, Norton, Stahlnecker, 
Blanchard, Elliott, Nute, Stephenson, 
Bland, Enloe, Oates, Stewart, Ga. 
Bliss, Featherston, O' Neall, Ind. Stewart, Vt 
Blount Finley, O'Neil, Mass, Stockdale, 
Boatner, Fitch, Owens, Ohio Stone, Mo. 
Bowden, Flick, Parrett, Tarsney 
Browne, T. M. Frank, Payne, Taylor, J.D. 
Buckalew, Grout, Paynter, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bullock, Hall, Perkins, Venable, 
Burrows, Hansbrough, rry, ‘ade, 
Butterworth, are, Peters, Walker, 

pbell, Hayes, Phelan, Wallace, Mass. 
Candler, Ga. Hemphill, erce, ashington, 
Candler, Mass. Hooker, Quackenbush, Wheeler, Ala, 
Chipman, ouk Quinn, Wheeler, Mich. 
Clancy, Kerr, Pa Randall, Whiting, 
Clark, Wis. Ketcham, Reed, Iowa Wickham 
Clarke, Ala. Kilgore, Rife, Wiley, 
Clements, Lansing, Robertson, Wilkinson, 
Clunie Lester, Ga Rowell Willcox, 
Cobb, Lind, Rusk, Wilson, Mo. 
Coleman, Magner, Russell, Wilson, W. Va. 

ran, McClammy, Sanford, Yardley, 
Cowles, Scranton, Yoder. 

So the substitute was adopted. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Smronps with Mr. Conn, until further notice. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. CAMPBELL, until further notice. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. ANDREW, until further 
notice. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa, with Mr. CuLBERSON, of Texas, for this day. 

Mr. FLICK with Mr. MCMILLIN, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachu- 
setts, on this vote. 

Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. CLUNIE, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 

Mr. McKINLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the substi- 
tute was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—CLAYTON VS. BRECKINRIDGE. 


Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Elections, submitted the re- 
pors of the committee on the contested-election case of Clayton vs. 

reckinridge from the Second district of the State of Arkansas; which 
was ordered to be printed and lie over for the present. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the minority I ask leave to 
file their views. I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the minority will have 
consent to file their views to accompany the report of the Committee 
on Elections, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of general appropriation bills, 

The motion was agreed to. 
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The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. Payson in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
tor the further consideration of the general deficiency bill, and the 
Clerk will read the next paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For clothing bounty issued to apprentices from March 2 to Decamber 31, 1889, 
$8,317.65; in all, $23,575.60, being for the fiscal year 1889. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. There is a slight correction, Mr. 
Chairman, to be made to this paragraph. Aiter the word sixty,“ 
in line 7, insert two;“ so that it will read 62 cents. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to compensate Commander Royal B. 
Bradford, United States Navy. for the preparation of specifications and plans 
for, and superintending the installation of, an electric-light plant in the Interior 
Department building, authorized by the act of March 3, 1887, $500. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Iowa will explain this 
paragraph appropriating $500 as additional compensation to a naval 
officer. It is an unusual item, I think. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, Commander Bradford 
is an officer of the Navy, and was detailed outside of his regular official 
duties to putin this electric-light plant in the Interior Department. 
In addition to that the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
Mr. Randall, in the exercise of his never-failing vigilance in the inter- 
ests of the Government, used him repeatedly in connection with mat- 
ters here about the Capitol, for which he never received any compen- 
sation. Senator Frye urged the matter on Mr. Randall in behalf of 
Commander Bradford, and it was promised that the provision would 
be put into the then pending appropriation bill while Mr. Randall was 
still chairman of that committee, Butin some way it was overlooked. 

Senator FRYE gave me these figures, which are in part confirmed by 
the secretary of the Committee on Appropriations, Mr. Courts. Brad- 
ford is now sick, broken down in health, lying in Providence Hospital, 
and after considering all the facts the committee thought it proper and 
right to putin this provision. He has certainly earned the money, and 
far beyond what the amount specified. This is the whole of it, and is 

all of the explanation that the committee have, which I trust will be 
satisfactory to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, the commander was certainly not perform- 
ing any duty in the Navy at the time he rendered these services. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will say to my friend that the sub- 
committee made special inquiry in regard to that matter, and the in- 
formation was that in discharging these duties he did not conflict with 
or take from any time that was due from him as an officer to the Gov- 
ernment, The service was entirely extra. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In what capacity in the Navy was he then on duty? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I suppose he was detailed on land 
duty in the Department. He did the most of this work at night after 
all his services to the Government were over. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does my friend know what duties he was really 
performing in the Navy at the time this was done? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No, I do not know as to that. 
was on detailed duty, on shore service. 

Mr. HOLMAN. He is in the active service, not a retired officer, not 
on the retired-list ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I understand he is in active service, 
though he is not very active now, poor fellow. I understand he is in 
a very bad condition in the hospital. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Was he not receiving an ample salary? 

Mr. PETERS. I will state, in addition, that it was disclosed that 
it was by reason of this extra service he performed in the Interior De- 
partment that he broke down in health. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What duties were performed here? 

Mr. PETERS. Under Mr. Randall, in connection with the Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When did that occur; in what Congress? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It was in the last Congress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iknowthe Committee on Appropriations had no oc- 
casion to have any such service performed prior to the Fiftieth Congress, 
and I never heard of any such services being performed during the 
Fiftieth Congress. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The clerk of the committee says it 
was during the last session. The item was intended to be placed on 
the bill during that session, but it was overlooked in some way. I 
will say that the committee were unanimous against paying any al- 
lowances to men drawing salaries. We all felt the same way about it, 
but we felt that the circumstances_of this case were peculiar and that 
it was in a sense sanctified by the wish of the late chairman of the 
committee [Mr. Randall], and so we all yielded to it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘There is a general law against it, and Congress, it 
seems to me, does not do well to pass a general law and then, without 
any special reason, violate the provisions of it right along. In the case 
of retired officers, as was the case of General Meade, this additional 
compensation has been allowed, but Ido notrecall any instance at this 


He 


moment, of late years, when additional compensation has been given 
to a public officer of high grade for any incidental service he might have 
rendered to the country. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SURVEYING THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account of survey- 
ing the public Jands for the fiscal year 1889, as follows: 

To pay H. B. Martin, special agent, General Land Office, $70.50. 

a pay R. B. Symington, special examiner of surveys, General Land Office, 


3 Henry Chase, special examiner of surveys, General Land Office, 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. 
ment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 25, on page 44, insert the following: 

3 Henry A. Clarke for services within the Yakima Indian reservation, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will ask if this has been certified. 
We have no certification of this claim. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s amendment is pending 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Subject to any point of order. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. I would like to make a brief state- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
make his statement. 

Mr, WILSON, of Washington, These services were rendered by 
Harry A. Clarke in the year 1884, The account was withheld by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, pending an examination of 
the survey, The General Land Office did not have sufficient money to 
send an inspector, and the matter remained open for about allt ho 
and a half. When the examination was made some of the mo had 
been knocked down by the Indians and he was compelled to survey 
them again; and the account was again held out. When I came on 
here in December I went to the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office and had the accounts examined. They went to the division on 
accounts and were approved. 

I was advised that the draft had been sent to Mr. Clarke for $1,700.18, 
After waiting for some time I learned from Mr. Clarke that he had re- 
ceived no draft, and upon examination at the General Land Office I 
learned that the account had been sent over to the Indian Bureau, and 
that the information given me by the chief of that division was en- 
tirely erroneous. I then went tothe Indian Bureau and was informed 
that the account had been sent to the First Comptroller, I went to 
the First Comptroller and I was informed that it had been sent to the 
Second Auditor, and I received from the Second Auditor this letter: 

Treasury DEPARTMENT, SECOND AUDITOR'S OFFI 
Washington, D. C., August 4, 

Stn: In reply to your inquiry by telephone I have the honor to say that the 
claim of Harry A. Clarke for surveying within the Yakama Indian Reserva- 
tion in Washington, under act of July 4, 18%, and his contractof December 29, 
1834, was adjusted by certificate of the Second Auditor and the Second Comp- 


troller No. 8595, February 10, 1890, and a balance of $1,700.18 found due him un- 
der eee “Survey of Indian Reservation (fiscal year 1885). 


pectfully, yours, 
z J. N. PATTERSON, Auditor. 
Hon. Jonx L. WILSON. 
House of Representatices. 


Now, that appropriation is lapsed, and he has to wait all these years 
for his money, paying interest on the amount; and under the rule we 
would have to wait until the next Congress to have this certified down. 
I think it ought to be paid. I think I have chased over the city enough 
for information. Had it not been for a mistake in the accounti 
division of the General Land Office I could have gone down and 
it sent up, but their statement was that the draft had been sent to 
him, and it was only at a late date that I learned it had not been sent 
to him, and for that reason I thought it ought to be put on this bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Chairman, this claim is in the 
same condition that many others are. It seems to me from the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Washington, which I credit to the fullest 
extent, it is an audited claim that has not yet been certified to Con- 
gress. The regular certification to Congress was made in January. 
This claim was allowed, according to the statement of the gentleman 
from Washington, in February. Allowances are being made every 
day, but will not be certified to Congress unless special action has been 
taken to secure their immediate certification, The Committee on Ap- 

ropriations did not make a late call, for the reason that the Senate 
fie always been in the habit of making a call at the last moment, and 
if the Committee on Appropriations had made such a call it would be 
cut into two pieces. 

When the bill goesover to the Senate they will make their usual call, 
and that case will come in the same as others. If I were to consent to 
this, which I would be very glad to do to oblige the gentleman from 
Washington, I would only open the door to others who are in the same 
condition; and, while I would be very glad to oblige all, it might make 
a great deal of confusion, and therefore I make the point of order 
against this case, 


I desire to offer the following amend- 


= 


Subject to the point of order, the gentleman can 
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Mr. HOPKINS. Do I understand the gentleman to say that this 
claim and others of a like character will be added to bill by 
the Senate? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. If it has been audited, as the gentle- 
ae states, and if it be certified, it will be put in the bill by the 

nate. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If there is no objeetion 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. I desire to say, so far as I am per- 
sonally concerned, that I do not desire the Senate to tack on an amend- 
ment for this claim. I desire that the House shall protect its own 
members in these matters. I have at various times been compelled to 
go over to the Senate to endeavor to secure legislation, and I do not 
want todo soany more. If I can not get it on this bill, I will be 
obliged to let it wait until next session. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. But the gentleman’s vigilance will 
bring it in when the bill is reached in the Senate. By the exercise of 
his own influence in seeing that it has been certified it will go there, 
By the vigilance of the gentleman from Washington in following it up 
and getting it audited it will reach the Senate. But I feel that it is 
my duty, as I am in charge of the bill, to interpose the point of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The point ot order will have to be sustained. 

Mr. ROGERS, I move to strike out the last word of the last para- 
graph. 

Mr. Chairman, it will be remembered in former Congresses that I 
have occasionally had something to say about this method of the House 
shirking its responsibilities and turning them over to the Senate, I 
have never known of any House that did not indulge in it; but I have 
always thought that it was more honored in the breach than in the 
observance. What is the necessity of letting the House originate ap- 
propriation bills at all if these matters have to go over to the Senate? 

Why do our friends persist in a system that minimizes our repre- 
sentative duties here and magnifies the duties of the Senate? I can 
not tell myself how many times in the course of the last seven years of 
public service I have been driven backwards and forwards from here 
to the Senate Chamber to try to get put on appropriation bills mat- 
ters that were manifestly right in the House. 

Mr. PETERS, I would like to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Arkansas to the distinction in this case, because the last certifi- 
cation from the Department was in January, and that is the last offi- 
cial communication we have had; but it has been the custom of the 
Senate always to make a call upon the Departments for certification of 
items that have passed since the last certification was made, which, as 
I have said, was in January. So that we are not varying from the 
usual custom. 

Mr. ROGERS, I understood that from the gentleman from Iowa; 
but what is the reason we can not make a call? Are we not of as much 
importance in a legislative sense as the Senate; have we not as much 
power as the Senate; have we not as clear a duty to discharge to the 
publicas the Senate, and ought we not to have thesame right to legislate 
for the districts we represent, if it should be done at all, as has the 
Senate? We originate the appropriation bills, and not the Senate. 

So that the proposition is to minimize our powers and duties and 
grant a power of attorney to the Senate to discharge our duties. It is 
not only the case in reference to this class of claims, but also in refer- 
ence to various other classes of claims. A little later in the consider- 
ation of this bill I desire to have something more to say about another 
class of claims, because I think it is proper to have something to say 
about them; and I wish to say, once forall, [hope weshall abandon this 
idea of surrendering our legislative functions to the Senate. One day 
we are told—I will not say in so many words—that the Senate has 
not got anything to do with legislation. Thatis practically it. Next 
day we are told that the House has not got anything to do with legis- 
lation, but the Senate has. 

It thus depends exactly how it strikes the gentleman who happens 
to have charge of the measure. That is about the way of it. I have 
always thought, and I think now, that wherever a man has an hon- 
est claim against the Government and the case has been audited in a 
proper way, it should be acted upon by the House of Representatives, 
either Democratic or Republican, and that it shall not have to depend 
upon the Senate as to whether it shall be pat on the appropriation bill. 
The Senate has no right to say what we shall legislate upon, nor have 
we any right to make any claim as to what the Senate shall legislate 
upon. 

PT hank God, you will not get any advantage of that kindin this con- 
troversy, because both bodies are of the same political party. Lou can 
load this down either way, in the House or in the Senate, and in either 
case you will be responsible; but I do not see why you want to com- 
pel members on your own side and members on this side of the House 
to make the corridor from here to the other end of the Capitol as slick 
as an otter-slide from running to and fro trying to t put on 
in the Senate that you do not put on in the House, our only excuse 
in this case is that yon did not make a call because the Senate would 
make a call. 

Now, I want you to make the call, and to put these things on in 
the House if you think they should be put on, and then if the Senate 
do not agree with you let them amend the bill, and if you can not come 


I 


to an agreement otherwise send the bill to a conference. Then you 
will have aana your constitutional duty and they will have dis- 
charged theirs. But the present system is to shirk everything we can 
here and drive members to the other end of this building, to the feet 
of Senators, to ask them to put on what we can not have put on here, 
and the rule is to get what you can in that way and let the balance go 
to the old Harry. Thatpractice ought to be stopped, and I think this 
is a good place to stop it. n 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I bow gracefully to 
the scolding of my friend from Arkansas, and will accept without 
feeling hurt the charge of inconsistency and the charge that we take 
this thing if it suits us and reject that thing if it suits us. I do not 
intend this hot afternoon to be disturbed by any such reflections, be- 
cause they are reflections that apply to all of us, But the gentleman 
asks us to observe the law. If he will turn to section 2 of the act of 
July 7, 1884, Statutes at Large, volume 23, page 256, he will find this 
provision: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury shall, at the commencement of each ses- 
sion of Congress, report the amount due each claimant whose claim has been 
atlowed, in whole or in part, to the Spenker of the House of Representatives and 
the Presiding Oficer of the Senate, whoshall lay the same before their respective 
Houses for consideration. 

That is the only provision requiring the certification of allowed claims. 
There is nothing in the law that calls upon any committee, or upon 
any member of a committee, or upon any member of to make 
a subsequent call. All that is irregular or outside of the law. There- 
fore, as we now stand, with our bill before the House, we are clothed 
gracefully with the law as it stands upon thestatute-book. Of course, 
if any gentleman wants to anticipate the course of events he can in- 
troduce a resolution, as has been sometimes done, and so hasten mat- 
ters. But those who are familiar with the operations of the Depart- 
ment know that every day there are claims ping in and being 
stated. If we had made a call at the beginning of our work we would 
also have had to make another call at the end, in order to keep these 
matters up; but the bill goes over to the Senate and they make a call. 
It seems to be their custom there to go beyond the requirement of the 
law and to make such calls. That, of course, is their privilege, and we 
on ~~ interfere with it; but, so far as we are concerned, we have obeyed 

e law. 

Mr. ROGERS, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last twe 
words, Once or twice lately something has been said about my being 
a ‘‘scold.’’ Well, sir, no House ought to be without one scold, and as 
you elected yours to the Speaker’s chair somebody had to take his 
place on the floor. [Laughter. ] 
` I bold in my hand an extract from an article published in the North 
American Review some time since, which I think is relevant at this 
point: z 

Itis easier to find fault than to find a remedy; and yet finding fault is the 
essential prerequisite to any remedy whatever. If, therefore, thisarticle seems 
to more vigorously com of existing abuses than to clearly show how these 


abuses can be speedily remediod, it must be charged to the nature of the case, 
and not to any doubt that the abuses need remedy, 


J commend those words of the present § 
oo te attention of my friend from Iowa [ 
ter. 

I have also another article, which did not come from the North Ameri- 
can Review, that I think will serve to illustrate the propositions we 
have been discussing here with reference to the proper discharge of the 
public business, It reads as follows: 

WHAT I$ TO “TIDDLY-WINK?” 
[From the Pall Mall Gazette.] 

What ia to tiddly-wink?“ We do not know; but whatever itis, at any rate 
the supreme court of Victoria has decided that it is not libelous. A colonial 
newspaper c a shire councilor with having “ tiddly-winked the shire 
funds.” Litigation ensued, and the matter was carried on appeal to the highest 
tribunalin the colony, with the aforesaid results. Some filty English diction- 
aries were brought into court to enable the judges to ascertain what was the real 
meaning of the word, but Bic rw ee ge A was not discoverable in any of 
thom, So they accepted the definition ofa witness, that the phrase con to 
his mind the idea of using little dodges to obtain one’s own ends.“ An impu- 
tation of that sort, the court decided, was not necessarily libelous. 

Mr. Chairman, I think I am inside of parliamentary law when I say 
that the manner of proceeding which I have been criticising here is 
what may very well be called parliamentary tiddly-winking.’’? Now, 
I am tired of this parliamentary tiddly-winking. [Laughter.] That 
is all I have to say. 

Mr. PETERS. I think it is but just to the committee to call atten- 
tion to one other fact. On every one of these items the committee are 
bound to call witnesses and examine them in relation to the claim, 
and then pass upon it. Now, if these certifications are coming in from 
the Departments day after day, it becomes necessary to summon the 
witnesses from the iy agree day after day, the result of which 
would be that it would be impossible for the committee to close up the 
general deficiency bill and report it to the House. That fact, I think, 
ought to be taken into consideration in connection with what has been 


ker of the House to the 
. HENDERSON]. [Laugh- 


said here on this point. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Jam glad that the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON ] and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] 


have invited attention to the law which has just been 


requiring the 


. 
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„consideration of audited claims by Congress beſore payment. I 
think that a proper construction of that law, perhaps, forbids the pay- 
ment at this time of the claim presented by the gentleman from the State 
of Washington, but in this connection I can not but remember that the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON ] and the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PETERS] and other members of the majority of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations at this session have taken altogether a different 
view in relation to certain other claims audited under this statute, 

The same law that properly bars the payment of the claim urged 
by the gentleman from Washington until it shall be certified for con- 
sideration” would also bar the payment of claims for arrears of pay 
for bounty and for commutation of rations; but, for some reasons not 
yet satisfactorily explained, the gentleman from Iowa and the major- 
ity of the Committee on Appropriations do not insistupon ‘* consider- 
ation“ before appropriating for these claims, although they stand on 
exactly the same footing with the claim presented by the gentleman 
from Washington. 

Mr. HENDERSON, ot Iowa. 
of indefinite appropriation. 

Mr. DOCKERY, I know it does not; but the law requires the 
“consideration '’ by Congress of this claim before appropriation is made, 
and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] a moment ago very 
properly invoked its provisions when he submitted a point of order to 

the claim presented by the gentleman from Washington. And yet, 
Mr. Chairman, only a few days since a majority of the Committee on 
Appropriations, including the gentleman from Iowa and the gentleman 
from Kansas, took action to override the requirement of this law by 
voting to make indefinite appropriations for arrears of pay, for bounty, 
and for commutation of rations. I simply rose at this time to invite 
attention to this seeming inconsistency on the part ot my friends of the 
majority of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows, under the heading ‘‘ Post-Office Depart- 
ment: 

For twenty temporary clerks for fiye months“ services, at $60 per month each, 
to enable the Postmaster-General to tabulate the returns from all post-offices of 
a general count of the several classes of mail matter for one week, $6,000, 

Mr. SNIDER, I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 47, after line 15, insert: 
“That the proper officers of the Post-Office Department are hereby authorized 
rected to credit 


and di in the account of O. M. Laraway, late postmaster at Min- 


n lis, Minn., the sum of $11,115.38, being the value of certain postal funds 
which were stolen from the safe in said post-office on the 8th day of July, 1586, 
without the fault of said postmaster,” 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. In regard to this amendment I wish 
to say—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be reserved, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. In the Forty-ninth Congress I be- 
lieve the Senate inserted this amendment in the deficiency bill which 
failed. At least so I have understood from the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. SNIDER]. If he has the RECORD there to show the fact, 
we would like to have it read for information. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question of order is inte: - The Chair 
2 the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. SNIDER] on the question 
of order. 

Mr. SNIDER. I send up to be read an extract from the proceed- 
ings of the Senate as published in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, March 
3, 1887, page 2639. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The next amendment was, after Une 1032. to insert; 


* 

That the proper officers of the Post-Office Department are hereby authorized 
and directed to credit in the account of O., M. Lara way, late postmaster of Minne- 
apolis, Minn., the sum of $15,330, being the value of certain 38 
which were stolen from the safe in said post-office on the 8th day of July, 1886, 
without the fault or negligence of said postmaster.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SNIDER. If I may be allowed to makea statement, I wish to 
say that while the amendment adopted by the Senate in 1887 provided 
for a credit to O. M. Laraway to the amount of $15,330, the amend- 
ment I have submitted provides for a creditof only $11,115. The dif- 
ference in these two amounts represents the value of stamps which 
were afterward recovered when the thief was captured. This robbery 
oceurred in 1886. It was investigated very thoroughly under the di- 
rection of Postmaster-General Vilas, and I have here the report of the 
Senate committee, including a letter of Edwin E. Bryant, who was at 
that time Assistant Attorney-General for the Post-Office Department, 
giving his opinion on the entire case, which I will ask the Clerk to 
read if it is desired. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Did Postmaster-General Vilas recommend this ap- 
propriation ? 

Mr. SNIDER, He did. The matter was investigated by the Post- 
Office Department, and the postmaster was entirely exonerated from 
any blame. The item appropriating $15,330 to reimburse him was in- 
serted in the deficiency bill which went to the President in March, 
1887, but which failed from lack of time to obtain his signature, 


This case does not raise the question 


I want to reserve a point of order on the amend- 


Mr. DOCKERY. The amendment at that time was put on in the 


Mr.SNIDER, It was; and the amount then provided for represented 
the total amount of the loss, $15,330; but about $4,000 worth of stamps 
were afterwards recovered, and hence the sum named in this amend- 
ment is only $11,115. 

Mr, DOCKERY. Mr, Chairman, I assume that it will not require 
any argument to convince the Chair that this amendmentis subject to 
a point of order as an expenditure not authorized by existing law. I 
dislike very much to raise the question of order, but I feel constrained 
to do so for the reason that there is a constituent of mine in exactly 
the same situation as this postmaster at Minneapolis, except that in 
the case of my constituent the loss amounts to only $229.15, if I recol- 
lect aright. 

Mr. SNIDER. But under the existing law the postmaster in that 
case can obtain relief by application to the Department. A law now 
on the statute-book authorizes the postmaster, when stamps have been 
stolen from him, to make his proofs to the Department and thereupon 
the Postmaster-Generalis entitled to credit him with the amount with- 
out further proceeding, provided the loss does not exceed $2,000, In 
the case which I have now brought to the attention of the House the 
loss is in excess of that amount. If the tleman has a postmaster 
in his district who has suffered a loss of this kind I should suppose, 
when an application of this kind is presented, he would experience a 
** fellow feeling’ which ought to make him ‘‘ wondrous kind,” 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Was the law to which the gentleman refers, 
allowing postmaster: to submit to the Department claims of this nat- 
ure not exceeding $2,000, passed at the last session? 

Mr. SNIDER. No, sir; it was passed in 1886. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In the Forty-seventh Congress; I remember it 
very well. 

Mr. SNIDER. I have the law here if the gentleman would like to 


see it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I believe it has beenchanged somewhat since 
that time. Á 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think that our friend from Minnesota can per- 
haps obtain relief in this case from the same quarter as he did in the 
Forty-ninth Congress. I shall have to insist on the point of order. 

Mr. SNIDER. Before the gentleman insists on the point of order 
will he allow me to have read the opinion.of Mr. Bryant,who was As- 
sistant Attorney-General for the Post-Office Department? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. This opinion, as the Chair understands, goes 
only to the merits of the claim, about which there appears to be no 
dispute, 

Mr. SNIDER. If appreciation of the merits of the claim will influ- 
ence the gentleman from Missouri in his action, I ask that this letter 
of Mr. Bryant be read. 

Mr. PETERS. The opinion is long, and I suggest that it be printed 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. SNIDER. Printing in the RECORD will not reach the case, I 
ask that the opinion be read in order that it may influence the action 
of the gentleman from Missouri. : 

The CHAIRMAN, The opinion appears to cover four printed 3 pages 
and might occupy half an honr in reading. If the point of order be 
insisted upon, the Chair will perform his duty under the rules as he 
understands it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Has the Chair reached a conclusion? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the point of order. 

Mr. SNIDER. I do not ask that the entire report of the Commit- 
tee be read—simply the opinion of Mr. Bryant, who was assistant at- 
torney-general for the Post-Office Department. The opinion sets forth 


the merits of the case. 
There seems to be no dispute that the claim is 


The CHAIRMAN, 
meritorious, 

Mr. PETERS. But, Mr. Chairman, I do not ſeel as if the time of the 
House should be taken up in reading that opinion, and it can accom- 
plish nothing unless the point of order is withdrawn. 

Che CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri insist on the 
point of order? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Why, Mr. Chairman, I do not see how in justice 
I can withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist? 

Mr, DOCKERY., I will have to insist. 


The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained, and the Clerk 
will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Py ia transportation: For inland mail transportation by railroad routes, $541,- 


For inland mail transportation by steam-boat routes, §12,639,79. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN, I offer the amendment I send to the desk, to 
come in after line 14. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
er paymant of the claitne of the Mississippt Centeal Raliroad Cons 
or pay oil ms Do pi r. Y, 


being the amount of P. t drafts in favor of W. man, 
prasktonis of ORE road, In paymeas mail transportation from April 1, 1861, to 
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May 31,1861, which were returned unpaid and canceled in Apriland May, 1866, 
the sum of $4,636.01, the said sum being a deficiency.” 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will have to reserve the question of 
order upon that, 

Mr, BOOTHMAN. Ifthe point of order is to be made I would like 
to have it discussed now, and then we will understand the situation of 
the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Cha. 
of order. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. 

passed upon by the Committee on Claims and been recommended by 
the Sixth Auditor of the Treasury Department; it has also been rec- 
ommended by various officers of the Treasury Department heretofore— 
it is a claim arising in this way: The transportation of the mails under 
a regular contract was performed by this railroad between the dates 
named, namely, April 1/1361, to May 31 of the year 1861. The ac- 
counts were settled by the Post-Office Department, and the amounts 
due to the railroad company found out, in payment of which were issued 
‘Treasury drafts of the United States to the amount of some eight hun- 
dred and odd dollars, and the balance, $4,636,01, was handed them in 
the way of orders for amounts to be collected of the various local post- 
masters along the route of the road. 

When these amounts were collected they would be charged as a part 
of the appropriation, and were er*ared as being paid out to the com- 
pany. But they were not in factcollected. The drafts upon the post- 
masters issued in favor of the company were returned by the company 
uncollected in 1866, and afterwards, as I am informed, although that 
information is not official, but I deem it reliable—afterwards some of 
these postmasters on whom orders had been issued paid into the Treas- 
ury of the United States the amounts that were due from them severally, 
and so the Government has received from them all that was due, and 
the railroad company has received nothing for the balance due on ac- 
count of 5 under its contract, which at that time was fixed 
upon and ed by the Department as being the actual balance due 
under the contract. 

Now, the point of order, as I understand it, is that this claim could 
not properly come in as an item ina deficiency bill. I turn to the first 
page of the bill and find its title to be: 

bill making a ions to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the fecal year Satine: A? prs 30, 1890, poet For prior years, and jor othe purposes, 

It is certain that this was a deficiency arising in prior years. The 
body of the bill also states— 

‘That the following sums be, and the same are hereby, appropriated out of 
avy money in the ‘Treas not otherwise appropriated, to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the fiscal year 1890, and for prior years, and for other 
objects inafter si namely. 

The CHAIRMAN. But has the gentleman any information in ref- 
erence to the status of this claim in the Department as an audited 
claim? It is only in that sense that the Chair can consider the argu- 
ment on the question of order. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I have, and I will now read an extract from a 
letter written by Auditor Coulter and addressed to Hon. William Win- 
dom, Secretary of the Treasury, on the question of this claim: 

After a careful examination of these claims I can only recommend payment 
of No. 137— +; 

That is the present claim 
of 1861 in favor of the Mississippi Central Railroad Company. A statement set- 
ting forth in detail the manner in which this claim accrued is contained in a let- 
ter from my immediate r and is printed in Executive Document No. 
210, 34, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. I agree with him that this claim 
is dierent from what are classed as ante-bellum claims, and I see no reason 
why it should not be paid. + 

Now, I turn to the executive document referred to there and read 
regarding this claim 

Mr. DOCKERY. Before that will the gentleman allow mea mo- 
ment? Is that an official letter from the Sixth Auditor? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Yes; it is a copy of an official letter from the 
Sixth Auditor addressed to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

os reas KERY. Is it his duty under the law to audit such claims 
as this 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I think it is. I now read from a letter written 

-by Hon. B. McConville, Sixth Auditor, written on the 19th day of 
Jan 1886, in which he refers to this claim. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Will the gentleman permit an in- 
quiry right there? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. As soon as I read this. 
continuity. He says: 

Claim 137 is of a different nature. 

5 5 had been referring to other claims which were ante-bellum claims. 

e says: 

The records of this office show that a settlement was made with the Missis- 
sippi Central Railroad Company in August, 1861, the balances found due bein 

din part by a post-office warrant on the Treasury of the United States, 1785 
part by collection drafts on postmasters on or near the 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to hear such facts as the gen- 
tleman has bearing on the question of order. Whether the claim is a 
valid one or not is another proposition. But what is its position as a 
claim audited by the Department ? 

Mr, BOOTHMAN. The position that I take with reference to this 


ill hear the gentleman on the point 
As I understand the claim—and it has been 


I wish to preserve the 
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is that when thatclaim was audited by the Treasury Department and 
allowed it then became a valid debt against the appropriation for that 
gas to be paid as other debts of the United States of that nature and 

ind were to be paid; that by the company receiving these collection 
drafts on the postmasters along this route, they did not thereby ac- 
cept them in payment at all, but simply as an accommodation to the 
Government in its then distressed condition of finances, and sought to 
make collection, but failed; but the amount due, $4,636.01, was a 
valid claim against the appropriation for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1861, and it should not be thrown out of its right by the favor 
granted on the part of this company to take the collection drafts and 
attempt to make collections on them, so that it became a lawiul claim 
upon the appropriation for that year. 

Nothaving been paid, and the appropriations having been exhausted in 
other payments, it thereby became a deficiency on that appropriation 
for the year 1861. Now, this bill, being a deficiency appropriation bill 
to meet the deficienciesof this fiscal year and all prior years, certainly in- 
cludes this claim. Thatis the position that I argue. Iwill now yield 
to the gentleman from Washington to ask his question. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. I think the gentleman has answered 
my inguiry in his nse to the Chair. What I wish to understand 
is this; I produced a letter here certifying that a claim had been al- 
lowed, but I went out on a point of order, and it seems to me that you 
are going the same way. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. It may be that Iam going the same way, but I 
have not gone there yet. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. It seems to me that if the point of 
order was applicable to me it is applicable to you. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BOOTH The difference may be in the claim the gentle- 
man presents. 


Mr. WILSON, of Washington. It isa distinction without a differ- 
ence, 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Possibly that may be true, but I do not see how 
it benefits the gentleman’s claim to insist now that there isa dis- 
tinction without a difference. F 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Well, Iam out. [Laughter.] Like 
McGinty, I am at the bottom of the sea, but I wanted to see how 
it was done. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This claim is similar to a claim presented by 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] in the last Con- 
gress. The question was then carefully discussed and the point of 
order sustained. I can not cite the page or the time, but I am stating 
what occurred in the presence of the House and in my recollection. 

Now, the very evidence which the gentleman has cited, the very doc- 
ument which he has produced here to attempt to sustain the claim, 
shows very clearly that it is not a deficiency appropriation. It shows 
that this company accepted certain drafts by certain post- offices or post- 
masters upon the Treasury in payment of the claim. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. If the gentleman will allow me, they were not 
upon the Treasury, they were upon postmasters along the road, who 
owed balances to the Government, and they were not accepted as pay- 
ment. They were accepted simply for the purpose of collecting and 
applying on the account, as a matter of accommodation to the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The evidence is not here that they were not 
accepted as payment. If they had received the money upon it, it 
would have been payment in full, at least so far as the amounts col- 
lected went toward extinguishing the debt. Now, this is simply a 
claim against the Government, like a great many other ancient claims 
that have been brought up, and it should be submitted first for the 
careful inspection of the Committee on Claims, or the Committee on 
War Claims, or to whatever committee it may properly go, which I 
rather think is the Committee on Claims. It should be investigated. 
It should not be brought in in this manner upon a deficiency appro- 
priation hill, because it is not in any sense of the word a deficiency. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow 
me to interrupt him, as I am somewhat familiar with this claim, for 
I offered it myself as an amendment in the Fiftieth Congress, as the 
gentleman from Ohio now offers it. My friend from Mississippi [Mr. 
MORGAN ], whom I see, vigilantly attacked the claim as well as myself, 
and I withdrew it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not think I attacked my friend from Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. This ought not to go out on 
a point of order. 

Mr. MORGAN. It did not then go out on a point of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The point of order was made 
and was decided in favor of the claim; but after discussion and after 
the statement made by the gentleman from Mississippi I withdrew the 
matter, saying that I did not care to press it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is this the same matter that the gentleman from 
Missouri, Mr. Burnes, was interested in, and to which he offered ob- 
jection? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentacky. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair remembers a part of the status of the 
claim which does not seem to be here referred to so fur. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It went to the Committee on 
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Claims, and has been reported by that committee with the recom- 

-mendation that the Committee on Appropriations appropriate the 
money. Thereisareport made in this Congress by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. MANSUR], but I have not that report at hand. He ex- 
amined the case with a great deal of care, and reported the claim favor- 
ably, recommending that the Committee on Appropriations should ap- 
propriate the money for it in this deficiency bill. Now, the facts are, 
as to the point of order, the claim 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. I recollect that the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. MorGan] was very conversant with the facts in this case, and I 
yield any further discussion to him. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. My friend from Mississippi 
and I do not disagree as to certain facts. He claimed, if I recollect 
correctly, that payment had been made by certain drafts, I denied 
it by the statement that no such drafts had been paid. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That was the statement made by the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Boorman]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I say that no such drafts had 
been found. But that would not bear upon the question that is be- 
fore the Chairman, and that is the point to which I want to address 
myself, and not to the merits of the claim. The claim is that the 
General Government entered into a contract with a certain railroad to 
transport the mails, The railroad company performed its duties under 
that contract by transporting the mails. The General Government is- 
sued to the railroad company certain drafts on postmasters. Subse- 
quent to the war a railroad company, claiming to be the assignee of this 
old company, made this claim. There was proof that the drafts were 
returned. There was further proof taken that the Sixth Auditor of 
the Treasury had audited the claim and passed it. Thus it was in the 
Forty-ninth Congress when Mr, McConville was the Sixth Anditor. 
The claim was sent to Congress with a certificate in the ordinary way, 
in an executive document, I think 239 or 139—the regular channel of 
communication. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You mean to this Congress? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No; in the Forty-ninth Con- 


gress, 

Mr. SAYERS. It was in the Fiftieth Congress. I had charge of the 
deficiency bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No; I beg the gentleman’s 
pardon; and he and I will not disagree. It was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and that committee did not put it in the 
deficiency bill. In the Fiftieth Congress it came back again in the 
regular mode of transmission from the Department; went to the com- 
mittee, and was again reported by the committee; and in this Con- 
gress it has not been brought before our committee, except in the form 
of a report from the Committee on Claims. This Congress has not acted 
on the report of the Committee on Claims—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman from Kentucky permit an 
interruption there? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. With pleasure. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the present occupant of the chair remem- 
bers—and tbe Chair has a pretty distinct recollection of the fact—there 
was a vigorous opposition to this claim, as well as to other claims of a 
like character, made by the late member from Missouri, Mr. Burnes, 
and, as the Chair also recollects, this claim and some others of like 
character were by some action of the Treasury Department witbdrawa 
from the House and went back to the Department, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, sir, this claim simply 
stands upon the same footing, so far as its status under a point of order 
is concerned, with other audited claims. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course. Then, since that time is there not 
another report of an examination by Treasury officials in reference to 
these and other claims, which has been referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and subsequently referred, on the recommendation of that com- 
mittee, to the Committee on Appropriations, and not yet acted upon by 
the latter committee? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that to be their status. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And the Chair is right about it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. This claim came before the 
House, and it was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Precisely; and that is what the Chair has stated; 
and, as the Chair is advised, that committee acted upon it and it was 
sent to the Committee on Appropriations by reference on the recom- 
mendation of the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. If that is so, this is a proper claim to be con- 
sidered as an amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly, it seems to me 
that it is; and it also seems to me that the point of order ought not to 
be sustained, as it stands on the same footing as any other audited 
claim, which is a deficiency. 

The CHAIRMAN. Understanding that to be the state of facts ap- 
piod to the amendment pro by the gentleman from Ohio, the 

will be compelled to hold that the amendment is in order. Of 


course that does not affect the merits of the claim or whether an ap- 


priation shall be made for the payment of the claim. Thatis a matter 
for the committee to consider when it shall come to discuss the merits 
of the amendment. As at present advised, the Chair would overrule 
the point of order. 

TERTI BOOTHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on the claim 
The CHAIRMAN. There is a regular order in reference to this 
matter. The gentleman from Objapwill first be heard for five minutes. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I des de heard later. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chas.-will recognize in order all gentlemen 
who desire to be heard. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr, Chairman, I think that perhaps some con- 
fusion has arisen regarding the matters referred to here as to the drafts 
that were placed in the hands of the president of this company for 
collection. That they were received as payment appears to be the 
idea of some gentlemen who have discussed this question. I wish to 
call the attention ot the committee distinctly to the real character of 
the transaction as set forth in the official communication. 

The Sixth Auditor says: 

The records of this office show that a settlement was made with the Missis- 
sippi Railroad Company in August, 1851, the balance found due being paid in 
part by a post-office warrant on the Treasurer of the United States 

How else ?— . i 
and in b „ H Yo tt ae 3 ” 

Faa neag 7 auditor's" or collection“ drafts drawn on postmasters on or 

Now, I wish to call attention to what these drafts were, There were 
certain balances due from on or near the line of this road, 
certain balances due to the United States Government for moneys in 
the hands of those postmasters at the time when communication be- 
tween the North and the South was interrupted by the war of the re- 
bellion. Those amounts had not been paid. Here was a settlement 
with this railroad company for an amount that was due to it, lawfully 
due under its contract, admitted to be due by every officer of the Gov- 
ernment that ever had anything to do with the matter; and, instead 
of paying the cash to that company as they were entitled to demand 
and to receive, the company as a matter of accommodation to the Post- 
Office Department took these bills for collection—for that is all the 
amounted to—against the postmasters on or near the line of the E 

The railroad company attempted to collect those balances, failed to 
do so, and then returned the drafts to the Post-Office De ent, where 
they are now to be seen. Now, my information is, and I deem it reli- 
able, that after the post-office drafts were returned by the company 
the postmasters who owed these amounts to the General Government 
were, by the lawful officers of the Government, compelled to pay the 
balances and did pay them into the Treasury; so that the Government ` 
stands with these amounts collected and the company stands as against 
the United States Government with a lawful claim, lawfully audited, 
of which for thirty years it has been unable to obtain payment, although 
during all that time the Government has been able to pay, 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. Who is the assignee of the claim now? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, It still belongs tb the company. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is the gentleman sure that the amount was never 
paid by the Confederate government? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, My information is that not one cent was ever 
paid by that government. 

The Sixth Auditor says further: 

Had the whole amount been paid by warrant, as the statutes contemplated 
and the company had a right to demand, the mail service not being under con- 
tract and the company not obl to make collections, payment of the war- 
rant would have closed the account, 

We can readily see how, in the unsettled condition of affairs at 
that time, this company could not collect from these postmasters the 
amounts due, for when they became defaulters to the Government 
the company had no right to sue them. If any suit was to be brought 
it must be brought upon the bonds of the postmasters and by the ofti- 
cers of the Government of the United States. So that this attempt at 
payment, this matter of accommodation to the Government on the 
part of the railroad company, resulted in a failure to collect the 
amounts that were due, and the company failed to receive the amount 
which it would otherwise have received if it had been paid by warrant. 
Now, it does seem to me that aclaim standing upon this basis, an 
amount justly due for services properly and faithfully rendered, ought 
not any longer to be refused payment by the Congress of the United 
States. l 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, this railroad runs through the dis- 
trict which I have the honor to represent upon this floor. ‘Two years 
ago the claimants, through, I presume, the same attorney, placed this 
claim in my hands after the general deficiency bill had been brought 
into the House. I took the matter as coming from my constituents 
and gave it an examination which resulted in the claim being unsatis- 
factory tome. I found that the Mississippi Central Railroad had been 
leased, that the lessees of that road laid claim to this identical claim, 
and that the original company, as I understand, had presented it here 
for collection. „in the first instance, I discovered that there were 
two claimants to this money who had been discussing the matter be- 
tween themselves and had come to no conclusion about it. 

Again, I discovered that it was one of those claims originating prior 
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to the war and extending down to the 3ist of May after hostilities had 
actually broken out. Perhaps a portion of it, including the attorney’s 
fee—because it took an attorney to get this claim through the Depart- 
ment—had been paid by warrant, and then, in order to secure the col- 
lections, it was ascertained that there were balances due from certain 
postmasters, some of them in my district, and warrants were divided 
up so as to cover those balances, and the company was given those war- 
rants and drafts upon those postmasters. Upon further inquiry the 
fact was disclosed that some of the postmasters had paid the amounts 
due from them, and the question presented itself whether those war- 
rants generally had not been paid, partially or in full, by the post- 
masters who were then in the service of the Confederate government. 

I was of opinion, sir, that the claim belonged to that class of cases 
which closed with the beginning of the war and which had been passed 
upon repeatedly by this House. Therefore I returned the papers to 
- the gentleman who had handed them to me and suggested to him 
that he take them over to the Senate and let the Senate committee in- 
vestigate the matter fully and thoroughly and attach it as an amend- 
ment to the pending bill when it was considered in the Senate, if after 
examination it should be found all right. Hedeclined to dothat, but 

laced it in the hands of my honorable friend from Kentucky [Mr. 
ECKINRIDGE], who subsequently offered it as an amendment as it 
is offered now. > 

The statement which I at that time made—in substance the same as 
the statement I now make—is fully of record, together with the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Kentucky and all the original papers. The 

ntleman withdrew the claim at that time, and this is the first time 

have heard of it since. 

In my opinion this is a claim which ought to be fully investigated. 
Portions of it have, in my opinion, been paid by the Confederate gov- 
ernment. It ought to be submitted to the scrutiny of a committee 
and thoroughly examined. Why it is continually brought in here as 
an amendment upon the eve of the passage of the appropriation bill 
I can not understand. 

Mr. HEARD. Is the Confederate government putting in any claim 
for the amount now? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, the Confederate government is not putting in 

any claim now except that gentlemen of the South be treated civilly 
and respectfully. (Laughter. ] 
I think it will be disclosed that some of these drafts were paid by 
Confederate whose accounts perhaps have been settled in 
the office of the postmaster-general of the Confederate States; some 
may not have been paid at all; others may have been paid partially. 
Payments may have been received on this claim and not accounted 
for. The matter is one which needs investigati n by the Committee 
on Appropriations. That is the point I makenow as I did before. The 
proposition to pay ought not to be brought in here as an amendment 
to an appropri tion bill when the parties themselves have refused to 
go before committees and have the matter investigated properly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, my friend from 
Mississippi [Mr. MORGAN] has not kept up with the history of this 
case 


Mr. MORGAN. Well, Mr. Chairman, it is two years since I have 

ven the matter any thought, until the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 

YERS] called my attention to it in the last ten minutes. I speak of 

the matter now from recollection only, not having given it my atten- 
tion for perhaps two years. The RECORD will show what the gentle- 
man from Kentucky and myself said about it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, my knowl- 
edge of this case began—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield to the 

tleman from Kentucky ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do, to make a statement. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will return the floor to the 
gentleman ina few moments. Mr. Chairman, my knowledge of this 

. case began, I think, toward the end of the Forty-ninth Congress. I 
knew comparatively little about it. The only interest I had in it was 
that a friend, a gentleman who had lived in my part of the country 
and who had some interest in it, asked me to look into itand present 
the official papers which ted this state of facts: The service had 
been done tor the General Government; the auditing officers of the 
Government had audited the accounts and said the money was due; 
the matter kad undergone this investigation by officers who were Re- 

ublicaus and who decided that the claim was a just one. The matter 
come up, had been disputed, and the Auditor of the Post-Office De- 
partment (there having meanwhile been a change in thatoffice, a Dem- 
ocrat having succeeded the previous incumbent) had re-examined the 
matter and decided that the claim was just. 

The claim was then a good many years old; it had passed 5 
at least two separate and independent examinations and had been de- 
cided by the proper Department on two occasions to be a just claim. 
In the Fiftieth Congress I offered this proposition as an amendment. 
I was mistaken in stating to the Chaira few moments ago that the 

int of order was then decided in favor of the amendments. My 

iend from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] has found the proceedings in the 
RECORD, which show that I withdrew the point of order, I knew 


that debate had gone on and I supposed that the point of order had 
been decided adversely ; but I find that it was withdrawn. 

At that time my friend from Mississippi made in substance the state- 
ment he now makes, which cast suspicion upon the claim as possibly 
belonging to that class known as post-office claims of the Confederacy— 
claims which had been made by postmasters or mail contractors and 
which turned out to have been settled by the Confederate government. 
After a pretty full discussion, participated in by my friend from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. MORGAN], the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], my- 
self, and others, I thought that under all the circumstances it was due 
to the committee that the matter should undergo some further inves- 
tigation; and I withdrew the claim; that, is I did not press it toa vote. 

Mr. MORGAN. You withdrew it absolutely. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I withdrew the claim, put- 
ting in the RECORD the papers. 

Now, since that time the claim has been investigated by a commit- 
tee of this House. My friend from Mississippi is mistaken in saying 
that this amendment is pressed upon the Committee of the Whole just 
as this bill is going through. Theclaim was introduced in this House, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, examined by that committee, and 
reported by it as a proper liability of the Government. 

The very thing which my friend says ought to be done, the very thin 
for the accomplishment of which I withdrew the claim in the Fiftie 
Congress, though I disagreed at that time with other gentlemen here, 
thinking that after so many years and after the claim had 
through so many examinations the claimants ought not to be further 
put off—the thing which it is urged ought to be done has been done. 
The Committee on Claims has examined this claim and reported in 
favor of it, has said it ought to be paid, and has recommended that 
the Committee on Appropriations report this appropriation. 

Mr, PETERS. The House has not to their report. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. My friend from Kansas [Mr. 
PETERS] says the House has not agreed to their report. Of course it 
has not. I do not want to go again into a discussion of the rules. 
Everybody knows that no claim on the Private Calendar has been 
reached; there was no way for the House to do it. The House has 
now the opportunity to pass upon this claim, There was no reason 
why the claim should have gone to the Committee on Claims. It was 
a deficiency audited and reaudited by the proper officers of the Gov- 
ernment, reported to this House according to law, and referred to a 
proper committee according tolaw. ‘The reference of the matter to the 
Committee on Claims was simply for the purpose of satisfying what 
seemed to be an unusual demand on the part of my friend from Missis- 
sippi and others, and to relieve the claim from the suspicion attaching 
to it in cousequence of the suggestion of the gentleman representing 
the district in which a part of the railroad ran that it was a claim 
having doubtful qualities. 

Now, that investigation was not for the purpose of a bill presented 
and passing, for the recommendation of the Committee on Claims does 
not enact law. But itis as adeficiency the committee recommend that 
the Committee on Appropriations report the claim favorably and re- 
port an appropriation to meet it. 

I ask the committee now frankly, what more can a claimant do? 
What is left for him to doother than what has been done here? What 
is there that any gentleman would ask of a claimant in his own pri- 
vate business that has not been done? Who is there who will pose as 
a guardian of the Treasury who would ask this claimant to do more 
than he has? He has submitted his claim to the auditing officers, who 
have passed upon and approved it. He has submitted it to the audit- 
ing officers of different political Administrations, whoapprovedit. He 
has submitted it to the Committee on Claims of the House, and that 
committee unanimously, both parties uniting, recommend its payment. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Has it been considered by the Committee on 
Appropriations? — 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In answer to that question 
I can only say that I was not present when it was consid 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky has concluded, I will resume the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, rose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I feel under 
obligation, if the gentleman from Iowa will allow me, to take the floor 
now in my own right and yield it to the gentleman from Mississippi 
(Mr. Morean]. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, it has been, as I said, two years 
since my attention was called to the mutter covered by this amend- 
ment, but the history of the transavtion will be found ot record, as 
stated by the gentleman from Kentuch and myself. x 

Now, this Mississippi Central Railroad Company has not had an ex- 
istence for a great numberof years. It was mortgaged heavily. That 
mortgage has been foreclosed, but before the mortgage was foreclosed 
there were lessees of the road; so that when I examined the case there 
was a controversy between the mor of the road, the lessees of 
the road, and the persons who claimed to be the original stockholders, 
as to which of the three parties, if any of them, were entitled to the 
amount of money covered by this claim. 
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These facts I think I stated here before. Now comes application 
for an appropriation to pay the alleged debt, when it is uncertain to 
whom payment should be made, if at all to any one. 

On further investigation I found that when these checks were drawn, 
providing payment for carrying out the contract of this company, they 
were drawn ata time when the president of this company could not 
have set his foot in this city and have kept outof prison. It had been 
done by an attorney, and the checks were sent down there drawn on 
post masters who were indebted to the National Government. Some of 
them have been paid and the drafts taken up; others were marked 
partially paid“ and credits given for the amounts. 

As to numbers of them the record is silent whether the Govern- 
ment actually paid the money or whether these postmasters in the 
then seceding States had paid the money or not. For that reason I 
think that the whole matter should undergo an investigation by the 
Committee on Appropriations. If Congress proposes to pay claims of 
this class, the position that I have always taken, and the position that 
I hold now, is that all of them should be put upon the same footing 
and all of them treated alike. I have gentlemen in my own district, 
who were contractors before the war, to whom the Government is justly 
indebted on account of work done before the breaking out of hostilities. 

Has the committee had before it these facts? Has the Committee 
on Claims taken into consideration the circumstances which I have 
narrated, or was it artfully carried on by an attorney with official rec- 
ords alone before it? Did that committee bring betore them the post- 
masters in Mississippi on whom these drafts were drawn, and ask 
them if they had paid the drafts, or if they had paid them to the 
Confederate government or toanybody else? I will undertake tosay 
that they did. Did they examine the archives of the Confederate 
government to see whether these postmasters who became postmas- 
ters of the Confederacy had ever settled with the postmaster-gen- 
eral of the Confederate States for this indebtedness? Are these post- 
masters still indebted to the United States Government and liable on 
their bonds for this money? Have they gone into the matter at all 
with a view of determining how it stands? 

Why, Mr. Chairman, it is entirely possible that the president of the 
railroad company might have received every dollar of the money, and 
have indemnified the postmasters against the conflicting claims of the 
United States and the Confederate States and still have held the drafts 
for his own protection. 

When the matter was presented to me and I was asked to offer the 
amendment, having these facts in mind I declined, but I suggested to 
the gentleman that he had better take it to the Senate committee, let 
them investigate the matter, and then, if the amendment was proper, 
it could be put on in the Senate, but he refused. What I said then in 
reference to the matter was when my mind was fresh in regard to it. 
I know from the circumstances that influenced me then, having just 
examined the matter, that it ought not to be paid. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman said substantially two years ago just 
what he states now. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have not thought of it since, but it is on record. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But since then the Committee 
on Claims has made an examination of it. 

Mr, MORGAN, If the Committee on Claims have brought before 
them the lessees, the mortgagees, and the stockholders of the company 
to determine which of the three classes is entitled to the claim; if they 
have called the postmasters on whom the drafts were drawn to see 
whether they paid them in part or in whole to any one; if they have 
examined the archives of the Confederate government to see whether 
settlement has been made by these postmasters with the postmaster- 
general of the Confederate States in regard to them, and shall have 
explored all sources of information within reach, then they will have 
satisfied the conditions which I think are necessary before you can al- 
low such a claim. But I want this done, gentlemen, before you allow 
it, because I want all of these claims to stand on an equality with all 
other similar Confederate claims. I am an old Confederate soldier, 
and I want all of them paid or none. There are poor men living in 
my district who have perfectly just claims for similar service actually 
rendered, whom I am unwilling to see passed by and then stand here 
and witness an appropriation to pay a defunct corporation for such 
service, 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I move to strike out the last word. In refer- 
ence to the remarks of the gentleman from Mississippi I want to ex- 
amine, in the light of the evidence, and see whether they are substan- 
tial objections which have been urged against this matter. Has the 
gentleman advanced a single fact that wouid weigh in a case before a 
court on an investigation of a claim, or for the purpose of preventing 
a payment of any kind to the claimants in whose favor the award was 

e? 


It is suggested now that there is a conflict between the lessees and 
the original owners of this road as to the amount that should be paid. 
Why, this claim has been pending for thirty years before the Depart- 
ments of this Government and before the American Congress. Where 
is there a single scintilla of evdence outside of the mere suggestion by 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MorGAn] that there is any such 
controversy pending? Here isa prima facie case at least that in the origi- 


nal instance this amount was due to the Mississippi Central Railroad 
Company; that the Mississippi Central Railroad Company, by its agents 
and attorneys, if the gentleman pleases—because a corporation must 
act by its agents orattorneys—presented the claim against the Govern- 
ment, the auditing officers of the Treasury audited it in favor of the 
Mississippi Central Railroad Company, and for thirty years it has stood 
in favor of that company, and not one single word of evidence is here 
except the suggestion of the gentleman trom Miasissippi [Mr. Mor- 
eae that anybody else owned or claimed to own one particle of this 
cato as against the Mississippi Central Railroad Company. So much 
or that. 

Itseems tó me that a just claim, that has been admitted to be just, 
one that has been passed upon by the sworn officers of the Government 
in their official capacity and certified to be just, oughtnot to be thrown 
out upon a mere suggestion on the part of some gentleman that possi- 
bly somebody else has an interest in it. I submit that it is not the 
just way to deal with people who rgly upon the honor of a govern- 
ment to protect them in their rights. 

Now, as to the suggestion that possibly portions of it may have been 
paid by these postmasters along the route upon the postmasters’ warrants 
or bills for collection. That claim is most effectually met and silenced 
by the fact that these collection bills or drafts upon these postmasters 
5 filed in the Department here in the city of Washington as un- 
collected. 

Now, if I was a r on or near the route of that road and 
owed an amount to the United States Government and it was presented 
to me for payment in the form of a collection draft inthe hands of the 
Mississippi Central Railroad Company, if I paid it, would I leave that 
bill iu the hands of that company? No, Mr. Chairman, business men 
would not conduct their business in that way, and the very fact that 
these collection bills are returned and filed in the Treasury Department 
unpaid is certainly evidence that the claim has not been paid, at least 
sufficient evidence to overcome any mere suggestion, not based upon 
evidence, that any of these bills that were put into the hands of this 

icular company were ever 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. What do you mean by saying that these drafts 
are filed in the Treasury Department? Do you mean these drafts that 
were issued to the company? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. These collection bills that were put into the 
hands of the company for collection against these local postmasters 
were returned by the company uncollected, and were filed in the Post- 
Office Department, and are there to-day. 

Now, as to the refusal of parties to go before the committee, I would 
like to have the evidence produced that any party connected with this 
claim ever refused to give any information upon it when called upon 
by any committee of this House. Committees have examined the 
claim, and sworn officers ofthe Government having the matter in charge, 
and to whom we have the right to look for evidence, have said offi- 
cially that the claim wasa just one and that it ought to be paid, and 
whenever Congress has called upon any of the Departments to furnish 
evidence upon this claim the Departments, whether Democratic or 
Republican, have come at once to the front, certifying the claim to be 
a just one. 

Now, I submit, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the American Con- 
gress, that a claim which has stood the test of all these examinations 
ought not, upon a mere suggestion of a suspicion from some tleman 
who does not know any other fact to controvert it with, to be thrown 
ont and adjudged to be worthless, These people have gone for a long 
time without their pay. They have submitted all the official evidence 
that ought to be asked as to any claim that is justand right, and have 
failed to receive their pay, and now the Government of the United 
States is called upon to say whether or not this long delay shall con- 
tinue and these claims go unpaid. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the gentleman allow me just one minute? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I yield one minute. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr, Chairman, there are checks that the gentle- 
man has mentioned that I have a distinct recollection about, upon 
which there are indorsements of partial payments by the holder of the 
checks. How many payments may there be that he had received which 
he had neglected to indorse, especially as they were haps paid in 
Confederate money? This claim has the advantage oi bane audited. 
How many claims are there lying back in the records of the office 
that would have been audited in the same manner had they been pre- 
sented as persistently by attorneys as this was? Thatis the only dif- 
ference. If you take this one why not take them all? My position is 
to let them all come in together at the proper time; and let this go out 
at this time, and take its place in line with its fellows. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I want to say this 
much in Committee of the Whole in respect to thisclaim. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH], at the request of some attor- 
neys or claimants in his district, introduced a resolution asking that 
these old claims be certified to the House. That resolution was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. The committee finding 
that they contained a lot of old ante bellum claims that had been rattling 
around Congress for years, being knocked out now and never getting 
their toes in to stick, haying no time to investigate eighty-three claims, 
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aggregating $274,804.73, felt that, the House having a Commitfee on 
Claims to whom they should be referred, they should there. The 
Committee on Appropriations unanimously instruc its chairman 
[ Mr. Cannon] to report the resolution back to the House with the 
recommendation that it be referred to the Committee on Claims. 
That action wastaken by the House. The Committee on Claims after 
awhile madea report in which they recommended that these claims be 
sent to the Committee on Appropriations and that that committee ap- 
propriate the money for their payment. In their report they say: 

In the absence of any evidence submitted by Secretary Windom in Executive 
Document No. 314 or any other, whether written or verbal, submitted to your 
cominittee that would contravene the views herein presented, your committee 
ber to recommend that the Committee on Appropriations be instructed to pro- 
— a Sp means for paying all the claims cert in said Executive Document 

Being this class of old claims that I speak of. Now, that report was 
not adopted by the House, but was simply referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. The report was made by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Mansur]. The Committee on Appropriations, finding that 
no examination had been made of these matters as was contemplated 
by its reference, that the House had not adopted this report, sim- 
ply referred it to us again. We referred the whole matter to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to have these things carefully investigated by 
the proper officers. Some went to one auditing officer and some to 
another. The claim embraced in the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. BooTHMAN], with three others, being postage 
claims, was referred to the Sixth Auditor. One of them was for 
$15,000, this one was for $4,600, another was for $2,000, another for 
$3,300, in all aggregating $25,000. ba 

Let it be remembered that all four of these claims were referred to 
us with the recommendation to makean appropriation forthem. This 
morning I got a response from the Sixth Auditor, after the bill had 
been closed, and long after it had been reported to the House, and when 
one day had been spent in the consideration of the bill. The report 
says that two of these four claims, which had the approval of the gen- 
tleman’s committee, were declared to be ante bellum claims, and had 
probably been paid by the Confederate government, and they are de- 
noun in the letter of the Sixth Auditor. The fourth one is some 
Saulsbury claim. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I cannot permit further interruption. 
I have exercised a good deal of patience in the discussion of these claims. 
Another one he could not give hisapproval. He gives a mild approval 
of the claim of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. It has his approval. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Isay he has approved it. It belongs to 
a class of claims dating as far back as 1861. Now, if the Committee 
of the Whole wants to take hold of aclaim of this kind, which has never 
been thoroughly investigated and that comes to us with a report after 
we have entered into the consideration of the bill—an old railroad 
claim, so old that its teeth rattle in its head—if the Committee of the 
Whole is prepared to take hold of it and put it in the bill it must do 
it with its eyes open. I say that it has never been fully investigated 
by asingle committee, aad for one I must vote against it and recom- 
mend the Committee of the Whole to do so. Now, having been court- 
eous and given time for ample discussion of this amendment, I ask that 
debate be closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. ROGERS. Ido not understand that all debate is to be closed 
on the amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Iowa moves that all debate 
be closed. The Chair did not put the question that debate be closed 
on the amendment, as no gentleman rose, but the regular motion is 
that all debate be closed upon this amendment. Under the rule that 
motion is allowed. 

The question was taken on the motion to close debate on the pending 
amendment; and the Chair announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ROGERS. Division. Ido not want to waste any time, but I 
think we should have some debate upon this amendment. 

Pending the division, 

Mr. DOCKERY said: I ask the gentleman from Iowa in charge of 
the bill to allow the gentleman from Arkansas five minutes for debate. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman did not signify any 
desire to partake in the debate before I asked that it be closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. On this question the ayes are 76, the noes 5. 
Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point that no quorum is 


present, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Arkansas be allowed five minutes on this question. 
The CHAIRMAN (after counting). One hundred and twenty-nine 
members are present within the bar; soa quorum is present. The ayes 
being 76 and the noes 5, the motion is agreed to, and debate is closed 
upon this amendment. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I now ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas be recognized for five minutes, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I hope that will be granted, as I did 
not wish to cut off the gentleman from debate, 


Mr. ROGERS, ILobject. I said that I did not desire to delay the 
matter, and only desired a few moments when I addressed the gentle- 
man from Iowa. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas objects. 2 
ter.] The question recurs on the adoption of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BOOTHMAN ]. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 4, noes 59; so the 
amendment was rejected. À 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Bee on railroads operated, 1 Pacific, 
nion Pacific, Sioux City and Pacific, and Central Branch of the Union Pacific 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I want to reserve the point of order 
against the proviso, and I will ask the gentleman in charge of the bill 
whether it is not new legislation. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The reply to that is that it is a mere 
segregation of the claims; that is all. It is no new legislation. 

Mr. ROGERS. I do not know what the gentleman means by sa: 
that it is a mere segregation of the claims. It seems to me to bea 
ikea that the prior appropriation shall not apply to that class of 
claims. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It simply means that we do not a) 
propriate for that class of claims. There is a certain class that we do 
appropriate for, and we put in this proviso to show that these others 
are not appropriated for by this bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But if this proviso was not putin, any railroad 
engaged in the inland transportation of the mails would be entitled, 
under the existing law, to be paid. Now, you put in a proviso which 
changes the existing law by making the provisions of the bill apply 
only to certain railroads so engaged, and excluding certain other roads 
from their operation. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. In these executive documents, as I 
explained at the opening of the consideration of this bill, there were 
some $3,000,000 of claims belonging to the Pacific railroads presented 
to us for consideration. The policy of Congress heretofore has been not 
to appropriate for the claims of these Pacific railroads or their leased 
lines, as I explained pretty fully in my opening remarks, because those 
claims are in litigation, and non-constat but that the Supreme Court 
may yet hold that not one dollar of these claims is a legal against 
the Government. Now, we appropriate here for all but those claims, 
and we putin a proviso saying that a certain class of claims set forth in 
certain executive documents are not to be included. A 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman from Iowa is using 
up my five minutes, I should like to get the benefit of some of it my- 
self, so I will ask him to state who are the parties to the suits to which 
he has referred. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have endeavored to answer the gen- 
tleman’s question, and I submit that it is hardly courteous of him to 
accuse me of using up his time. 

Mr, ROGERS, As the gentleman was consuming my time for the 
benefit of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] and as I could 
not hear what was going on, I thought I had a right to complain. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Well, it is my misfortune if my lungs 
do not enable me to make myself heard by the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas. 

Mr. ROGERS. That is not a fault that I am in the habit of finding 
with the gentleman from Iowa. [Laughter.] But I would like to 
have some information as to what the decision of the Supreme Court 
was to which he referred awhile ago, t the case was, and who were 
the parties to it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not see, Mr. Chairman, what 
that has to do with the point of order, and if I was here to give the 
gentleman a history of the matters at issue in the Pacific railroad suits 
I would require to be loaded up with a good stock of information and 
a large number of documents. 

I do not see, however, that it is germane to the point of order. It 
is easier for me to tell the gentleman what things were not in issue. 

Mr. ROGERS, If I may use an expression of the gentlemau from 
Illinois, the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. CAN- 
non], the germanity’’ of it would doubtless appear if I could get 
at facts, but I have not been able to get at the facts, [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Ifthe gentleman would follow me more frequently 
he would get along better. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman from Arkansas under- 
stands this matter very well. I explained it fully to the House in my 
opening remarks. 

N ROGERS. I have asked for the information in the utmost 

aith. . 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Well, I can not now give the gentle- 
man the information which he seeks. Even if I had itall at hand 
it would take hours to explain it. As I stated in my opening re- 
marks, five or six years ago a suit for $22,000 was brought by the Cen- 
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tral Pacific Railroad Company against the Government for carrying 
troops and mails on their leased lines. The court unanimously de- 
cided that suit in favor of the railroad company. 

Mr. CLUNIE. Why did you not pay them that, then? 

Mr. ROGERS, Is that one of the companies that are exempted by 
this proviso? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. ROGERS, Why do you except them ? 

Mr. PETERS. Because that suit is not yet settled. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Subsequently another suit was brought, 
in 1887, for a million dollars, and by some means—so the com- 
pary’sattorneys told us the $22,000 upon which suit had been brought, 
and which had been already decided by the court, was included in the 
second suit; so that it all stands now in litigation and is pending for 
hearing at the November term of the Supreme Court. Then, last No- 
vember or December a third suit was brought by the company embrac- 
ing all claims allowed by the auditing officers from the time the second 
suit was brought up to the time of the bringing of the last suit, and 
that suit is now pending in the Courtof Claims, So that with the ex- 
ception of claims that haze been allowed since the last suit was brought, 
everything is at issue and pending either in the Supreme Court or in 
the Court of Claims, and we did not feel warranted as a committee in 
recommending an appropriation for matters that are still in litigation 
between the parties. 

Mr. SAYERS. One of the reasons, Mr. Chairman, why the proviso 
was placed in this bill was because these bonded railroads are con- 
ſessedly in a bankrupt condition and will not be able to respond to the 
demands of the Government when the bonds which they have executed, 
and forthe payment of which the Government is responsible, shall ma- 
ture. One road alone, when its bonds mature, will be indebted to the 
Government to the extent of nearly $100,000,000; and through its 
agents and attorneys it has not only represented to the executive 
branch of the Government, but also to Congress, time and again, that 
it will not be able to meet these bonds at maturity. 

Now, the question is whether it is just to the people that Congress 
should make an appropriation to pay these claims which arise from 
year to year in favor of these roads against the General Government 
when this vast indebtedness due by these companies to the Govern- 
ment is outstanding and will not be paid. Ought not Congress to hold 
back the moneys which are duethese railroads for rtation so asto 
offset pro tanto this large claim which is due from them to the Govern- 
ment? 

Again, it is believed and charged by the friends of the Government 
that the moneys which these bonded railroads have received from the 
Government for the construction of their main lines have been used 
for the purpose of leasing or buying other roads, in order that when the 
time for settlement shall come they may turn over to the Government 
the roads which were originally built and retain these other roads 
purchased with the earnings of the companies, 

In the Fiftieth Congress, when I had charge of the deficiency bill, an 
effort was made to force the Government to pay these claims; and we 
refused to do it for these reasons, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
think that the argument he is submitting bears upon the question of 
order? 

Mr. SAYERS. I trust the Chair will bear with me for a moment. 
I was stating these facts to the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. ROGERS] 
in the hope that if a point of order really lies against this proposition 
he would withdraw it. 

Mr. ROGERS, Mr. Chairman, I am satisfied with the explanation 
given by my friend from Texas [Mr. Sayers], and I withdraw the 


point of order. 3 

The Clerk read as follows, under the heading Post-Office Depart- 
ment:” 

For ar ai of stamped envelopes, newspaper-wrappers, and letter- 


Mr. SNIDER. I desire to reoffer an amendment which I submitted 
awhile In connection with the amendment I wish to have read 
for the information of the Chair the act of March 17, 1882, for a refer- 
ence to which I am indebted to my courteous friend from Alabama 
(Mr. HERBERT]. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman’s amendment will first be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 49, after line 2, insert the following: 

„That the proper officers of the Post-Office Depprtcentars hereby authorized 
and directed to credit in the account of O, M. Laraway, late postmaster at Min- 
2 Minn., the sum of $11,115.38, being the value of certain postal funds 
which were stolen from the safe in said post-office on the 8th day of July, 1836, 
without the fault of said postmaster.” 

Mr. McMILLIN. That amendment is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. PETERS. I reserve a point of order on the amendment. Iun- 
derstand that the same proposition has already been ruled out on a 
point of order. 

Mr. SNIDER. I have resubmitted the amendment simply for the 
pupae of having read a law which bears upon the point of order, and 
rs: calling my attention to which I am indebted to my friend from 

jabama, 


- — : 4 N aed | 


Mr. DOCKERY. I understand the gentleman conceives the amend- 
ment to be in order under some law which he is about to have read. 

Mr. SNIDER. Yes, sir. 

The Clerk read as follows: - 


An act authorizing the Postmaster-General to adjust certain claims of post- 
masters for loss by burglary, fire, or other unavoidable casualty. 


Beit enacted, ele., That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to investigate all claims of postmasters for the loss of money-o funds, 
F stam envelo newspaper wrappers,and postal cards be- 
onging to the United States in the hands of such 3 ting from 
burglary, — or otan eee 5 e Pav determine rong ae 
oss result rom no fault or neg nce on the of such postmasters, to pay 
to such tmasters or credit them with the amount so ascertained to have been 
lost or destroyed, and also to credit postmasters with the amount of any remit- 
tance of money-order funds made by them, in compliance with the instructions 
of the Postmaster-General, which shall have been lostor stolen while in transit 
by mail from the office of the remitting r to the office designated as 
his depository: Provided, That no claim exceeding the sum of $2,000 shall be 
paid or credited until after the facts shall have been ascertained by the Post- 
master-General and reported to Congress, together with his recommendation 


than fifteen years prior toits ; and all such claims must be presented to 
the Postmaster-General within x months after the taking effect of this act; and 
no claim for losses which may hereafter accrue shall be allowed unless pre- 
sented within three months from the time the loss accrued. 

Sud. 2, That it is hereby made the duty of the Postmaster-General to report 
his action herein to Congress annually, with his reasons therefor in each par- 
ticular case. : 

Approved March 17, 1882, 


Mr. SNIDER. Mr. Chairman, the Postmaster-General has complied 
with the e of the law just read, and has made his recom- 
mendation in this case to Congress. I believe, therefore, that this 
proposition is in order upon the pending appropriation bill. 

Mr. PETERS. As I understand, the law which has just been read 
does not obviate the point of order. I insist upon the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from Minnesota the official 
letter from the Department? 

Mr, SNIDER. I have a copy of it. 

The CHAIRMAN, As the Pe relating to this matter are some- 
what voluminous, the Chair, if there is no objection, will hold the 
matter under advisement, so that the question may be brought up 
later, all rights of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. SNIDER] being 
reserved. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


Investigating history and habits of insects: To pay the amount found due by 
the accounting officers of the ury, being for the service of the fiscal 
ended June 30, 1889, as follows: To pay the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
pany $47.30. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by 
striking out the last word. 

I do not know, sir, that there could be a more appropriate place for 
me to submit some observations that I desire to make in reply to 
certain attacks upon my city of New York than on this appropriation 
which pro to pay some petty sum for investigating the habits of 
insects. [ Laughter, 

On yesterday the distinguished gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] 
said that there had been scenes enacted on the Democratic side of this 
House during the present session of Congress that would disgrace ‘fa 
ward meeting in the city of New York.” Heused that langnage, > 
Chairman, as though forsooth it was the ultimate height and standard 
of all possible disgrace. I have satin my seat here day after as 
one gentleman after another has arisen on the other side and made 
certain ch of the same character, vague and indefinite, as v: 
and as indefinite as those hurled by the gentleman from Kansas against 
the political purity of the great city of New York. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] was pleased to allude 
in a somewhat slighting manner to-day to the city of New York and to 
its politics; and if the parliamentary practice of this body would allow 
me to do so I should certainly avail myself of some opportunity to re- 
ply at great length to strictures passed upon that city in another body 
by a party who misrepresents the decency of that great city. [Laugh- 
ter.] But when my friend from Kansas talks about a ward mee 
in the city of New York as a synonym for disorder, he only thereby 
betrays the fact that he speaks by reputation of what transpires in that 
city, and not from personal knowledge. ‘ 

I happen to live in New York, and I know the facts; and I tell the gen- 
tleman that there has not been a ward meeting in that city for ten years 
to my certain knowledge. [Laughter.] Our system is the assembly 
district system, and not the ward 8 at all. If the gentleman from 
Kansas ever gets a chance to rest from his labors sufficiently long to go 
far enough away from the wilds of Kansas and the delectable society 
of that State, and visit the central civilization, as embodied in that 
great city, possibly he would get some conception of the condition of 
affairs there that would surprise him, in view of the statements he has 
made on the floor of the House, 

I desire to say generally now that so far as all such charges are con- 
cerned I have never seen a disorderly political meeting in New York 
in my life. Never have I witnessed, in any open-air meeting in that 
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city, such a scene of disorder and confusion as disgraced this Hall to- 
day when my friend from New Jersey [Mr. MCADOO] attempted to 
ask a courteous question of the gentleman from Maine, then weal Ape 
the floor, and was met with jeers and ribaldry upon the other side of 
the House. Those scenes are not witnessed, even in the worst parts of 
New York, at political meetings. They are left for the intelligent 
tleman from Kansas and his associates on that side of the House. 
e courtesy and civilization of New York City are incapable of that, 
It might possibly civilize some of those gentlemen on the other side if 
they could manage to get to New York and learn something of the con- 
dition of affairs there and take lessons in courtesy from our people. 

I have never seen or known or heard of such scenes as I have wit- 
nessed on the floor of this House day after day in any part of 8 
of New York save in certain districts lying along Bleecker street, whi 
give enormous Republican majorities under their attempted coloniza- 
tion in late years. [Laughter and applause on the Democratie side. ] 

I have said now all I believe it is necessary to say in regard to that 
question. But there is one part of New York which has recently be- 
come a great Republican stronghold, where it is openly said, and prob- 
ably trathfully, that votes are traded, swapped, bought, bartered, and 
sold. I do not know the truth of it. I have never witnessed it my- 
self. I have not lived in that part of the city. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. With great pleasure. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Does the gentleman from New York mean to say 
that his party is composed of people that can be bought or sold? We 
never sell, 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Oh, no; Ido not mean that at all. 
The gentleman knows very well whatI mean. I mean that while you 
are willing enough to corrupt where you can, you have been so fortn- 
nate as to have money enough to save your on from corruption. Ido 
mean to say that you have naturalized many foreigners that you have 
brought in there, and made them citizens in order to secure their votes, 
and if common report is to be relied upon you have paid thema regular 
stipend year alter year to continue them as good Republicans.- [Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Democratic side.] I want to say that that dis- 
trict is where the sewing-machines run all day on Sunday under your 
delectable protective-tarift system and where men live more in poverty 
and suffering than anywhere else upon the western continent. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. My friend says we had money enough to save our 
own men from corruption. Were you trying to corrupt them? 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Oh, no; I say you have had money 
enough to do your own corrupting, and even came over into our camp 
and corrupted a few of ours, That is all. Somebody suggests that 
that was some of the ‘‘fried-out fat.” I do not know about that. 
But I had a little experience when running in New York in some of 
our districts last fall, and it has been alleged that in a notable instance 
it is possible to buy more than half of the voters. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. How many did you buy? [Laughter.] 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I did not buy any. It was not nec- 
essary. Besides, I did not have the money. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. How did you happen to find out that they could 

be bought? 
Mr. TURNER, of New York. Because it was never denied nor con- 
cealed. But this was along the Republican districts, that lie on either 
side of Bleecker street for a short distance. 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 
The Clerk read as follows: 
North Dakota experiment station: For payment to the State of North Dakota 


on account of an cultural station established May 1, 1890, under the act of 
Congress of March 2, 1887, $2,500. 


Mr. ROGERS, I move to strike out the last word. I would like 
to know what the explanation is for an appropriation of this kind for 
an agricultural station in North Dakota. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, there is a general act 
of I have not the date of it—which provides that a certain 
amount shall be given to each State that establishes an organized ag- 
ricultural and mental station. This provides the pro- 
portionate amount for the share which it would be entitled to for the 
two or three months that it has been in existence, 

Mr. ROGERS. When was the station organized? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Here is a statement from the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, which gives the facts: 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF ASSISTANT SECRETARY, 
Washington, June 20, 1800. 

Sm: I have the honor to eall your attontion to a deficiency in the appropria- 
tions for agricultural experiment stations for the present fiseal year. 

North Dakota, by an act approved March 8, 1890, established an ultural 
college, under the United States act of July 2. 1852, which provides tor the en- 
dowment of colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts; aud 
established also, as a department of the college, an A experiment 
station, under the United States act approved h 2, , which provides for 
the establishment and maintenance of agricultural experiment stations in the 
several States and Territories, The collegeand station were formally organized 
at a meeting of the board of directors May 1, 1890. The North Dakota * 
ment station is therefore entitled to an appropriation for the current 1 


year, 
Under the act of March 2, 1837, the annual appropriation for each station is 
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* 
$15,000. This station has been in existence two months. If the appropriation 
be made in proportion to this time it should be §2,500, A direct appropriation 
sree, peaa the honor to be, respectful), 
1 EDWIN WILLITS 
‘Acting Secretary. 

The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

It is for the proportionate share of the year’s allowance. 

Mr. OATES. That appropriation, I believe, by the terms ofthe act 
a w be made ont of a particular fand, the proceeds of the sale of pub- 

ic lands. 

— 8 Iowa. Out of see 3 of course. 

r. OATES. But the original act provided that the appropriation 
should be made out of the proceeds of Ne sale of public land. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. There is an appropriation made each 
year in the agricultural bill, I think. The gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. Haro] will know. It is made for these agricultural experiment 
stations. 

Mr. OATES. Perhaps this is the only importance of the question: 
whether it is in such shape as to be charged to the fund out of which 
the original act required it to be paid. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Of course the appropriation from that 
fund was made for exactly the number of experimental stations that 
were in existence at the time. 

Mr. OATES. I understand about this station, that it has been es- 
tablished since, but what I wish to know is whether if this appropria- 
tion is made in this form it can be charged against the proper fund. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It would be a deficiency in that fund 
that we are providing for. That is what it amounts to. 

Mr. HATCH. My friend from Alabama [Mr. OATES] is correct in 
regard to the original act as it passed the House. Since that time ap- 
propriations have been made in the general appropriation bill, simply 
— a lump sum, to carry out the provisions of the act, giving the date 
of it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Approved in 1887. 

Mr. HATCH. That is the way it reads, to carry out the provis- 
— of the act approved,” at such a date in 1887, so many thousand 
dollars. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And it is included in the agricultural 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. HATCH. In the agricultural appropriation bill; but this is an 
appropriation for an experimental station established since the last 
appropriation bill was reported. Let it go in in the shape in which it 
is reported here. 

Mr. OATES. The question I asked is directed to this point, whether 
this is in pursuance of the original act; because, while the appropria- 
tions are made annually to carry out the provisions of the act, the act 
itself was 2 devotion of a particular fund pro tanto to this particular 
purpose, and therefore, as a method of book-keeping, it ought to be 
chargeable to that. I voted for that bill, and I would not have voted 
for any appropriation to be taken directly from the Treasury for any 


such purpose. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman is correct, and I think that since that 
time they have found it necessary to make a lump sum, appropriating 
so much money to carry out the provisions of that act. I did not hear 
the clause read, but if it is in that language there is no question that 
it will be paid by the Treasury Department just as the other is, 
eee moy DERSON, of Iowa. I think there is no question about 

at at all, 

Mr. OATES. The gentleman, I presume, is very much more familiar 
with it than I. Is that charged by the accounting officers of the 
3 to the fund that the original bill requires this sum to be paid 
onto 

Mr. HATCH. That is my understanding about it. I do not think 
there is any doubt about it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not think there is any doubt 
aboutit. Mr. Chairman, as that finishes the Department of Agricult- 
ure and as it is now nearly 5 o’clock, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. PAYson reported that the Committee of the Whole 
Honse on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R, 11459) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. SPINOLA, indefinitely, on account of sickness, 

To Mr. COVERT, for the balance of the week, on account of illness. 

To Mr. BOWDEN, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. DICKERSON, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. KILGORE, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. Rue, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire to ask leave of ab- 
sence for my colleague [Mr. MOCREARY], on account of sickness. He 
hopes to he here on Thursday. : 


S 


G 
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There was no objection, and it was so ordered. £ 

Mr. CLUNIE. I desire to ask leave of absence for my colleague [Mr. 
Breas], on account of sickness and also of death in his family. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H. R. 3711) 
making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government 
of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, 
and for other purposes; when the Speaker signed the same. 


THOMAS H. SHOWALTER. 


Mr. MORRILL, I present the conference report which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1741) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James H. Showalter, having met, after a full and free conference have 
weenie recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

atthe Sennte recede from its disagreement to the House amendment to 
said bill and agree tothe same, 
E.N. MORRILL, 
S. S. YODE 
JOHN G. SAWYER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
A.S. PADDOCK, 
G, C. MOODY, 
CHARLES J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

The SPEAKER, The Chair understands that the Senate have re- 

ceded from their disagreement to the amendment of the House, 
Mr. MORRILL. They have receded from their disagreement. 
The SPEAKER, Then noaction is needed on the part of the House. 


ESTATE OF CHARLES F, BOWERS, 


Mr. LEHLBACH. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 11491) for the relief of the estate of Charles 
F. Bowers. ‘The bill is to correct an error made in a bill that passed 
the House and the Senate about two months ago, leaving out the ap- 

priation clause. This is a small appropriation, being about $230. 
he bill was recalled by the Senate. This is simply to correct that 
error. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas on or about the 9th day of August, in the year of our Lord 1882, 
Charles F. Bowers, then first lieutenant and regimental quartermaster of the 
Eighth Regiment of New Jersey Volunteers, did receive from George H, 
Weeks, then captain and assistant quartermaster of United States Volunteers, 
the sum of $230, being funds of the United States belonging to the Quartermas- 
ter Department of the Army, and was unable technically to “account” for the 
same, as required by the rules of the Treasury Department, because of the loss 
and destruction of his official books and papers during the campaign of 1862 un- 
der General John Pope; and = 

Whereas it appears by the evidence on file in the Third Auditor's Office of 
the Frossay Department that the said money was neyertheless actually and 
lawfully disbursed by the said Charles F. Bowers in the execution of the duties 
of his said office, though unable to furnish formal vouchers therefor because of 
said loss and destruction of his said books and papers; Therefore, 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the ury pay, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to the legal personal representa- 
p or representatives of the late Charles F, Bowers, of Newark, N. J., the sum 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Is that for Mr. Bowers of the Navy ? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. No; it is Mr. Bowers of the Army. I have stated 
that the bill was passed two months ago with the appropriation clause 
left out. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and being 
en „it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LEHLBACH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
tabl : 


e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
CABLE RAILWAY IN FRONT OF NEW YORK POST-OFFICE. 


Mr. FLOWER. Iask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table Senate joint resolution 111, to permit the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to*sign for a cable railway in front of the New York post-office and 
army building, to substitute it for the House resolution of the same 
nature, and put it upon its passage. 

The Clerk read as follows: S 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to sign and execute, if, in his judgment, it shall not be detrimental to the 
interests of the United States, for the United States, a consent on behalf of its 

roperty on Broadway and on Whitehall street, in the city of New York, to 

e operation by cable power of the street railway now operated in front of 
said premises by the Broadway and Seventh Avenue Railroad Company. 

The SPEAKER. Is thereobjection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
bears none. 

Mr. ADAMS. Are all the other property-owners agreed about it? 
Mr. FLOWER, nib fare agreed. : 
Mr. ADAMS. By a decided majority ? 

Mr. FLOWER. Yes, 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, : 


Mr. FLOWER. I move that the House resolution on the same sub- 
ject be laid on the table. ~ 

The motion was to. 

Mr. FLOWER moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has been recognized to 
call up a bill for-present consideration. 

Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee on the 
Whole be disc from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
11272) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to sell certain lands, 
and to grant the proceeds of such sale to the town of Pelican, Oneida 
County, Wisconsin, for school purposes, and that the bill be put on its 


passage. 
The bill was read at length for information. 
1 5 Is there objection to the present consideration of 
is bi 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I object. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. : 
255 CRAIN. I hope the gentlemen will withdraw that for a mo- 
men 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will withdraw it for a moment, 
Mr. CRAIN. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of the 
bill (H. R, 8631) to create a port of entry at Eagle Pass, Tex., in lieu 
of Indianola, Tex. 
The bill was read at length for information. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? ‘3 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I object. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I demand the 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move 


order. 
t the House do now ad- 


ourn. 
: Mr. SPRINGER. As one recognition was allowed on this side, I 
think we ought to allow another on the other side before we adjourn, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is entirely willing to allow recognitions 
as long as the House is willing to go on without objection, but objec- 
tions have been made on both sides, 

The motion of Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa, was then agreed to; and 
accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 10 PEE N au House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


IMPROVEMENTS IN GALVESTON HARBOR, TEXAS, 


A letter from the Assistant Secretary of War, transmitting copies of 
the reports of the engineers in charge of the improvements in Galveston 
Harbor, Texas, in response to a House resolution dated August 1, 1890— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 


RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: ~ 
By Mr. CALDWELL: 
Resolved, That . after the reading of the Journal, be set aside for the con- 


sideration of H. R. bill No. 11569, to amend certain sections of the Revised Stat- 
utes relating to lotteries, and for other purposes; 


to the Committee on Rules, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. TURNER, of New York, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11169) granting 
a pension to Isadora Ritter, formerly Isadora De Wolf Dimmick, ac- 
panes by areport (No. 2900)—to the Committee of the Whole 


ouse. 

He also, from the same committee, reported with amendment the bill 
of the Senate (S. 3549) increasing the pension of Mrs, Caroline Hanne- 
man, accompanied by a report (No. 2901)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported favorably the following bills; which were severally referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R, 8640) granting a pension to Elizabeth Abell, (Re- 
port No, 2902.) 

A bill (S. 4254) granting a pension to Eliza Wallace, (Report No. 


8184 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


AUGUST 5, 


Mr. MARTIN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 3988) granting a on 
to Joseph B. Sellers, accompanied by a report (No. 2904)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the following bills; which were severally referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House: 

A ey (H. R. 8928) granting pension to D. M. Miller. (Report No. 
2905. 

A bill (S. 3257) granting a pension to Mary Crook, widow of George 
Crook, late a major-general in the United States Army. (Report No. 


) 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the following bills; which were severally referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 11417) to increase the pension of Cecilia I. Woods. (Re- 
port No. 2007.) 

A bill (H. R. 11520) granting a pension to Thomas J. Wilkins. 
(Report No. 2908.) 

A bill (S. 2749) ranting an increase of pension to Augustus J. Wer- 
nitsch. (Report No. 2909.) : 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 2610) granting a pension to N. L. 
Young, accompanied by a report (No. 2910)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with amend- 
ment the bill of the House (H. R. 11392) to autho the Continental 
Bridge Company to construct a bridge across the Rio Grande River at 
or near Brownsville, Tex., accompanied by a report (No. 2913)—to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr, LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11406) to confirm certain sales of 
the Kansas trust and diminished reserve lands in the State of Kansas, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2914)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MORROW, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which 
were referred the following bills of the House: 

A bill (H. R. 4548) to prohibit the coming of Chinese to the United 
States; and 

A bill (H. R. 5357) to absolutely prohibit the coming of Chinese 
persons into the United States, whether subjects of the Chinese Em- 
pire or otherwise; 
reported, as a substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 11656) to absolutely pro- 
hibit the coming of Chinese persons into the United States, Whether 
subjects of the Chinese Empire or otherwise; which was read twice, 
and, accompanied by a report (No. 2915), referred to the House Cal- 

dar. 


endar. 

Mr, BROWER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 9075) for the relief of Stephen M. 
Honeycutt, accompanied by a report (No. 2916)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the Senate (S. 3202) extending the criminal jurisdic- 
tion of the circuit and district courts to the Great Lakes and their con- 
necting waters, accompanied by a report (No. 2917)—to the House 
Calendar 


Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 2842) to construct, maintain, repair, 
and operate military telegraph lines between Alpena, Mich., Thunder 
Bay Island, and Middle Islands, Lake Huron, and for other p 
accompanied by a report (No. 2918)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


+ 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were intro- 
duced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Ilinois: A bill (H. R. 11653) for the establish- 
ment of a first-class mail and steam-ship service between Tampa, Fla., 
and Aspinwall, C. A., fora term of five years to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FLOWER: A bill (H. R. 11654) to provide an American rêg- 
ister for the steamer Neptuno—to the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. PRICE (by request): A bill (H. R. 11655) to provide Ameri- 
‘ean registers for the steamers Stroma and Marco Aurelia—to the Com- 
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 11657) donating condemned arms and 
eannon to the Soldiers and Sailors’ Monument Park Association of 
Schuylkill County, Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, , 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following change of reference 
was made: 

A bill (H. R, 11457) to increase the pension of Mary S. Dewees— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 

"Spy Mr, ELLIS: A bill (EL R. 11638) granting a pensi 
y Mr. : 1658) ting a ion to Jeptha 
Williams—to the Committee on Pensions. j 

By Mr. EVANS (by request): A bill (H. R. 11659) for the relief of 
Joseph Ruohs, of Chattanooga, Tenn.—to the Committee on O 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 11660) for the relief of William W. 
Ford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11661) for the relief of Aaron J. Oliver—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLOWER: A bill (H. R. 11662) granting a pension to Henry 
A. Barnum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 11663) to relieve Orville B. Mer- 
rill, late captain Company I, Thirty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, 
rene charge of dishonorable discharge—to the Committee on Military 

Ts. 

By Mr. MOREY: A bill (H. R. 11664) relating to placing L. D. Jones 
2 the Army rolls as a volunteer to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania (by request): A bill (H. R. 
. for the relief of Robert Casey to the Committee on Military 

fairs, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: . 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Resolution of Spring Lake (Ohio) Farmers’ 
Alliance, No. 130, in favor of the Butterworth option bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: Memorial of Chamber of Commerce of Norfolk, 
Va., against passage of House bill 283—to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure. 

By Mr. CARLTON: Petition of citizens of Green County, Georgia, 
in opposition to the compound-lard bill—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. CARTER: Petition of the Noble Order Knights of Labor“ 
of Butte City, Mont., signed by P. J. Sullivan, master workman, and 
Otto Gersecke, recording secretary, favoring passage of House bill 10481, 
increasing pay of letter-carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COVERT: Petition of subordinate Union No. 21, of Staten 
Island, N. Y., of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union, 
relative to the employment of non-citizen labor—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of Women’s Relief Corps and loyal 
women of the State of Kansas, asking for equalization of bounties, re- 
peal of limitation arrears-of-pension act, allowing Union prisoners of 
war $2 per dayand service pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GROUT: Papers and evidence in claim of Erastus D. Butler, 
late of Company E, Thirteenth Vermont Volunteers, for increase of 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois: Petition of W. M. Egan and 
others, citizensof Chicago, Ill., for removalof individuals or corpora- 
tions occupying the Government pier at Buffalo—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Chicago Board of Trade, protesting against 
certain legislation in Congress, and proposing to give to private parties 
certain water frontage at the entrance of harbors on the Great Lakes— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MOREY: Papers relating to the claim of L. D. Jones as to 
placing his name on the army-rollsas a volunteer soldier to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of James Lewis and 33 others, of Mis- 
sissippi, against the Conger bill—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of Mat Kiner and 9 others, of Mississippi, against, 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 4 

Also, petition of Willie Wilson and 46 others, of Mississippi, against 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Joe Realey and 47 others, of Mississippi, against 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Alfred Howard and 20 others, of Mississippi, against 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitionof J. E. Bradford and 138 others, of Mississippi, against 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Alexander Casper and 40 others, of Mississippi, 
against same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of William Mason and 39 others, of Mississippi, against 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of W. A. Cole and 50 others, of Mississippi, against 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of Rev. A. T. Williams and 50 others, of Mississippi, 
against same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


~ 
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Also, petition of R. D. Wallace and 60 others, of Mississippi, against 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. : 

Also, petition of Thomas Block and 45 others, of Mississippi, against 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS: Protest of 257 employés of Samuel Cuf- 
fles Wooden- Ware Company, of St. Louis, Mo., against taxing compound 
lard as contemplated in the Conger bill—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, protest of 47 employés of Haydock Carriage Manufacturing 
Company, of St. Louis, Mo., against same measure—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, protest of 31 employés of Deidrick Furniture Company, of St. 
Louis, Mo., against same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, protest of 74 employés of James Hafner Manufacturing Com- 
pany, of St. Louis, Mo., against same measure—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. > 

Also, protest of 60 employés of Faltman & Miller's planing mill, 
against same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of E. L. Browne and 48 others, residents 
of Socorro, N. Mex., asking for the passage of the Perkins bill provid- 
ing for a free-school system in New Mexico—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois: Memorials, petitions, indorsements, 
and reports from the Chamber of Commerce of Chicago and other lead- 
ing Western and Southern cities, for the establishment of a first-class 
steam-ship mail service from Tampa., Fla., to Aspinwall, Central 
America—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Georgia: Petition of F. E. Young, president, 
and 43 others, citizens of Brooks County, Georgia, for the passage of 
House bill 8645 or some similar measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, petition of R. T. Kendrick, president, and 10 others, mem- 
bers of Allapaha Alliance, of Berrien County, Georgia, for same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, August 6, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of the Young Men’s Demo- 
cratic Club of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of 
the Lodge election bill; which was referred to the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections, 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of the Mountain Lake Park Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union Interstate Conference, of Jolly, Ohio, pray- 
ing that the world’s fair be closed on Sunday; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select). 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of the Bankers’ Association, of Spo- 
kane Falls, Wash., praying for the enactment of laws by Congress cal- 
culated to strengthen and perpetuate the national-banking system; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the memorial of Henry S. Chase, of St. 
Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of what is known as the 
lottery bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, repcrted them each without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2431) granting a pension to Mary H. Curtis; and 

A bill (S. 4209) granting a pension to Henry W. Haley. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 1906) granting a pension to Levi H. Naron, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3941) granting leaves of absence to 
clerks and employés in first and second class post-oflices, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

LAND OFFICES IN MONTANA, 


Mr. PLUMB. In a bill which has become a law, establishing aland 
district in Montana, the name of the place at which one of the offices 
was established was misspelled, and in the construction put upon the 
law by the Secretary of the Interior, the office can not be opened for 
the transaction of public business until after the matter is corrected. 
The House of Representatives passed a joint resolution for that purpose 
which yesterday was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. I 
rise now to ask unanimous consent that that committee be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that the joint resolution he now 


b TR PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be reported 
y title. 

The SECRETARY., A joint resolution (H. Res. 209) to amend the 
‘‘ act to establish two additional land offices in the State of Montana, 
approved April 1, 1890. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent that the Committee on Public Lands may be disch 
from the further consideration of this resolution. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the joint resolution ? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which proposes to change 
the spelling of a name in the act of April 1, 1890, from ‘‘ Lewiston’? 
to“ Lewistown.““ 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
and ordered to a third reading, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have the Senator in charge of 
the joint resolution explain exactly what the condition is. 

Mr. PLUMB, The original bill was a House bill, and the error oc- 
curred in the House. The Senate had no knowledge that the name 
was not spelt correctly, and could not have, in the ordinary course. 
85 COCKRELL. The Senate passed the bill as it came from the 

ouse? 

Mr. PLUMB. Precisely. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That shows the deliberation there! 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (S. 1741) granting increase of 
pension to James H. Showalter. 

The message also announced that the House had the joint 
resolution (S. R. 111) to permit the Secretary of the to sign 
consent fora cable railway in front of the New York post-office and 
army building. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. 11491) for the relief of the estate of Charles F. Bowers; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. ; 

Mr, GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 4312) to provide American 
ters for the steamers Stroma and Marco Aurelia; which was read 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 4313) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Stephen D, Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 4314) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Maurer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4315) granting a pension to Ellen M. 
Harris; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. BATE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PIERCE and Mr. FRYE submitted amendments intended to be 
proposed by them, respectively, to the deficiency appropriation bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PENSIONS OF RETIRED OFFICERS, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the present consideration of the reso- 
lution which I send to the desk, requesting some information which I 
think of importance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, BERRY in the chair), The reso- 
lution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interlor is hereby directed to furnish to 
the Senate, atearliest date possible, a statement showing the namesof all of- 
ficers of the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps who are on the retired-list and 
are now drawing pensions, with the dates of allowance, the rate per month, 
and the law under which granted, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The resolution simply calls for a list of the names 
of officers of the Army and Navy and Marine Corps who are, in addi- 
tion to their retired pay, drawing pensions. Ihave just got information 
by a circular of a claim agent sent out that there is a large numberof 
such persons, and I should like to know the facts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


THE REVENUE BILL, 


Tho PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there further morning busi 
ness 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Honse bill 9416. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning bus- 
iness that order is closed. The Calendar under Rule VIII being in 
order, the Senator from Rhode Island moves that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and 
equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. y 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment, moved 
by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Moraan], will be stated as modi- 
fied. 

The CHIEF CLERK., On page 24, paragraph 127, line 12, after the 
word ore,“ insert containing more than five one-hundredths of 1 
per cent. of phosphorus or phosphoric acid, and;’’ so as to read: 

427. Iron ore, containing more than five-one-hundredths of 1 per cent. of 
hosphorus or phosphoric acid, and including manganiferous iron ore, also the 
or residuum from burnt pyrites, 75 cents per ton. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the consideration of this item of 
iron ore is practically the key to the whole metal schedule. The rate 
of duty that is to be levied upon this article controls to a very large 
extent the cost of the production of all iron and steel. Therefore, it is 
proper that it should have very full consideration. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him for 
a moment, I desire to call his attention to the fact that we can not 
hear him. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ishall endeavor to speak louder. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not impute it entirely to the Senator by any 
means, but somewhat to the confusion in the Chamber. For one, I 
should be glad to hear what the Senator says on this subject. 

Mr.GORMAN. Iwas saying that this is probably the most important 
schedule in the bill, and this one item that we are now considering, 
of iron ore, is the key to the entire schedule. So far as a large por- 
tion of the country is concerned, I mean that portion east of the Alle- 

nies, the price of all metals will be largely determined by the rate 

of duty that is imposed upon iron ore. Therefore it ought to have the 

most thorouzh and complete consideration of the Senate, and I do trust 

(although I fear it will not be so) that in the determination of the rate 

of duty to be placed upon this article it may be considered and deter- 
mined by the facts in the case, and not because of party lines. 

Mr. President, I was proceeding yesterday when the Senate adjourned 
to give the testimony of a gentleman who is thoroughly familiar with 
the trade, whose statements have been made public. Ample opportu- 
nity has been given to refute his statements, but it is impossible for any 
one to deny their accuracy or break the force of what he has said. The 
testimony that I refer to is from Maj. L. S. Bent, who is now president 
and for many years has been the manager and controlling spirit of the 
Pennsylvania Steel Company at Steelton, Pa. 

The product of that great establishment at Steelton in Pennsylvania 
in 1868 was 1,005 gross tons of steel. In 1878 it produced the first rails, 
aggregating 2,221 tons. That company, over which Major Bent pre- 
sides, was organized in 1865 with a capital of only $200,000, It has 
increased now to $3,000,000, and its present plant is worth $4,500,000. 
Its product now reaches 250,000 tons per annum. 

I give these figures to show that Major Bent has had large experi- 
ence and is one of the most successful manufacturers in the United 
States. As I said yesterday, heisa protectionist. He desires fair and 
moderate protection, and he presides over works of the magnitude which 
Ihave just described. In addition to that, they are doubling the plant, 
as I yesterday stated, in the harbor of Baltimore. Major Bent goes on 
to say in this statement: 

“ Yes, sir,” he continued, “I mean exactly what I say.” 

Referring to the statement he had previously made which I read yes- 


12 me free ore and I will sell pig- iron in Liverpool and send steel rails to 
Lt i THE IRON TRADE NEEDS FREE ORE. 


“ Yes, sir,” continued Major Bent. I mean exactly what I say. In our busi- 
ness, for which it is supposed a protective tariff is most y devised, the 
demand for free raw material must be met, and we are quite prepared for all 
the reduction in tariff duties on manufactured products that an accession to this 
demand logically carries with it. For the first time within the experience of 
those now engaged in the iron and steel business this country is thrown entirely 
upon its own resources of production to supply the for these articles, 

is new and entirely unexpected condition of affairs has been suddenly thrust 
—_ the country after a long depression of these industries. One of the prin- 
pal causes which has brought about this condition of affairs is the state of 
the business in Europe. Not oniy have prices of iron and steel there advanced 
to a point where exportation to this country is prohibited, but they have come 
opa aud ių some specialties have advanced beyond those ruling on this 
ofthe water. To show that these prices are not 
market report from London: 

Steel rails—No further change in prices, but demand active and market 
strong. Heavy sections quoted at £6 10s., equal to $35 free on board, shippin; 
points, Bessemer pig—large business done. Prices still furtheradvanced an 
strong at 77s., equal to $10.25 free on board, These are American prices.’ This 
isan anomalous condition of affairs, and though it presumably can not long 
continue, that it has ly occu is one of the striking events of the time. 
The causes which havo contributed to these rapid advances, if we may except 
a limited factor of speculation, in my opinion, are there to stay. They are, first, 
the scarcity of material, such as fuel ore; these are a 


ve, here is a 
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ondly, manufacturers abroad have to meet the labor problem. Wages there 
are at no distant day destined to equal wages here.” 

“What would be the result of equalizing the wages?" 

I believe that we would have an advantage, because of the greater productive 
power of American labor. There can be no doubt that this exists, There isa 
radical difference between the character of the American and of the foreign 
workingman. A 10 per cent. advance in in our industrial establishments 
means, as a rule, 10 per cent. of saving, which is made in itself productive by 
the employé, and an increased effort on his part to get in more hours and pro- 
duce more tons, thereby increasing the net saving to himself as well as to his 
employer. On the other side the rule is quite different. Neither the condition, 
the habits, nor the prospects ot the workingman make the saving of money aun 

jective point to the English laborer. Ten per cent, advance in w: means 
to him 10 per cent. more leisure, or a corresponding reduction of wo 
PRESENT PRICES ARE NOT SPECULATIVE. 

Is not the present upward movement the result of s lation?“ 

On the contrary, there is an entire absence of speculation in iron and steel, 
for the simple reason that there is nothing insighttospecuiateon. Everything 
indicates, to my mind, that the present stiff prices abroad will continue to give 
American manufacturers their present advantages, and in thut way they might 
now be in a position to compete for the markets of the world if they were freed 
from the disadvantages laid upon them by the tariff on raw materials,” 

“ Why do you think the present high prices are likely to continue?“ 

“Ifyou ask a manufacturer for his product for future delivery, while he will 
name s price quite within the limit, be will likely add that he has none to sell, 
The person who is now in most demand is the one who has something to sell, 
and this is at the very beginning of the upward movement. The surplus re- 
sources which were hanging heavily on our hands three months ago are already 
nearly consumed. The unlimited supply of raw materials, of which we never 
tire boasting, is in the hills and mountains. 

“The furnaces that are to put itinto merchantable shape are unbuilt. The 
transportation lines of the country are completely overwhelmed with business, 
There is scarcely suflicient motive power and transportation facilities to take 
care of the present business. There are thousands of tons of fuel for manufact- 
urers lying at the mines and ovens for the want of cara to take them to idle 
furnaces. True it is that some small and badly located establishments have 

‘one out; but they have gone out forever because of changed conditions and 

cause of the irreversible tendency toward the consolidation of manufacturing 
industries in large establishments, The advance of to-day has not been so 
marked or rapid and the prices have not gone so high as in 1879; but in that 
year the rise of prices began in the United States and was followed somewhat 
later by an advance abroad, based entirely on the American markets, 

“Our market held prices up, and when it broke the whole came down with a 
crash; but now the conditions are reversed. This country can not be flooded 
with foreign manufactures, Importations have been growing rapidly less; Eu- 
rope has deserted the markets of South America and the tropics, as well as tle 
provinces, so that not only are we freed from the rivalry of importations, but 
nar markets have been opened which are looking, and will continue to look, 
to this country for their supplies. With this prospect for a large business open- 
ing to our furnaces and mines, with advancing prices reaching far into the fute 
ure, it is the manifest duty of Congress to really ‘protect’ American industries 
by relieving its raw material of the burdens now laid upon it.“ 

IT IS A CONDITION, NOT A THEORY. 

“How would you apply this to your own business?“ 

“T do not want to be understood as king froma purely selfish standpoint, 
Whether or not a protective tariff has built up such industries as ours is not so 
much of a 2 uestion as what is the proper policy to be pursued in tho 
8 and for the future, It is literally ‘a condition, not a theory, that con- 

nts us.“ When the great works at Sparrow Point shall be in full operation 
the Pennsylvania Steel Company must import 1,000,000 tons of Bessemer ore 
per annum. To restrict us to the home supply is utterly impracticable; there 
are no ores to be had at home such as are 3 for our pi We would 
have to go thousands of miles into the interior for them. To raise the duties 
on this ore tosuch a point as to * protect’ the American mines and miners from 
Cuba and Mediterranean mer ores . be to close all our works, 
put out our furnaces, throw tens of thousands of workingmen ont of em- 
ai sete and render unproductive tens of millions of capital. 

Even at the present rate of duty we have to pay $750,000 per year tariff tax. 
This must either come off the of American workingmen or off the profits 
of American manufacturers. This means $1.50 impost on every ton of our prod- 
uct, and a handicap of that amount upon us in our competition with foreign 
manufacturers for whatever distance that $1.50 would carry our products into 
the world’s markets farther than they now go. Two-thirds of our product is 
shi to seaboard points to be distributed either to foreign countries or al 
the coast from Boston to New Orleans. All the leading roads have 
terminals. With a view to that consideration we planted our new works on the 
water, and we believe the best way to restore American commerce is to build 
up such establishments by the seaboard. The whole tendency in the past is to 
drive the business of iron and steel manufacture from the seaboard toward the 
West, making the charges of transportation, even when exportation becomes 
practicable, so heavy as to pas the American manufacturer st a great disad- 
vantage. Even the ships t we build have to be brought to the seaboard— 
that is, the materials for them—from far inland. My theory is that if the Gov- 
ernment should remove the present duty on ore it would be vastly conducive 
to the build: of industrial establishments on the . The iron man- 
ufacturers of the West can find their market in the West. They will have, as 
they ought to havo, the advantage of home ores at their own door; and these 
will always have the advantage of railroad transportation over foreign ores ad- 
mitted free of duty.” 


Mr. President, that is a very remarkable and strong statement, as I 
said, from one of the most active and ingenious men in this country. 

Mr. PLATT. Ifit does not interrupt the Senator, I should like to 
ask a question in order to get information. I could not hear exactly 
all that he read. DoI understand that Mr. Bent says that they can 
pay the tariff duty on the imported ore and make the pig-iron so that 
they can sell it for the same price that it is sold for in England? 

Mr. GORMAN, I say they can get the Bessemer ores from the 
Mediterranean and from Cuba, and that will enable the people engaged 
in this great work in Baltimore to sell railsin London. Iwill give Mr, 
Bent’s exact language: 

Give me free ore and I will sell pig-iron in Liverpool and steel rails in London, 

Mr. PLATT. And hesays that now, paying the duty on the ore, he 
can sell the iron in this country at English prices, as I understand. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, sir; that is to say, the value of steel rails free 
on board in England is precisely the same as our manufacturers sell 
steel rails for to the railroads of this see There is not to-day a 
manufacturer of steel rails in the country who would not agree to de- 
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liver them to any railroad e a thesame price that they can buy 
the English rails free on board at Liverpool. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Is the Senator now speaking in regard to present 
9 


ces? 
Mr. GORMAN. Iam speaking of the prices within a very short 


€ 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator will be obliged to revise his 
figures and quotations on English rails to-day. 
Mr. GORMAN. I donot know what the prices are to-day, but they 
have been as I have stated within a short time to my certain knowl- 


ed 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will get the present quotations. There has been, 
I think, a decline of about $11 a ton. : 

Mr. GORMAN, It is possible—that is to say, I have not looked atit 
since last November—— ‘i 

Mr. ALDRICH. There has been a very great change in the prices 
since then. I think the English price is now about $1 a ton. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is very possible, in view of the legislation now 
pending, that there has been an advance all along the line. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There has been noadvance here, but there has been 
a decline upon the other side of about $12 per ton. Iam merely stat- 
ing from memory. 

Fur. PLUMB. Since when has that decline oceurred? 

Mr, ALDRICH. Since last November or December. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think the last quotations I saw on English rails 
were certainly not over $27. I will take the opportunity to observe 
that a decline of $12 on rails would be one of the most remarkable 
things known in the history of any country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam not speaking of prices here. 

Mr. PLUMB. They have been selling in England within the last 
year, certainly up to within the last two or three months, if I have not 
misobserved the quotations, at about the American price, and the 
American price has fluctuated from $28 to $30 a ton and the English 

ice has been about $27 or $28 a ton, as I understand, all along there. 

rtainly the difference has not been enough to pay the freight across 
the Atlantic. 

Mr. GORMAN. My friend from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has kindly 
called my attention to a statement which will be found on page 1148 
of the hearings before the Committee on Ways and Means of the pres- 
ent Congress, in which the prices are given from 1867 down to Febru- 
ary, 1890, and from that it appears that the average price in currency 
in the United States of steel rails was 825. 

Mr. PLUMB. During what period? 

Mr. GORMAN. February, 1890. In February, 1890, the price in 
gold—and it is practically the same, for our currency is equal to gold 
free on board at British ports, was $35 a ton. 

Mr. CULLOM. As I understandit, along there fiom November, 
during the winter, the price of rails went up in England and in this 
country also; they were practically at the same price for a number of 
months. 

Mr. PLUMB. They have varied. They have been along within 
two or three dollars of each other within ayear, and sometimes no 
doubt come in 1 It is a notorious fact that the cost of iron- 
making in England has increased, and that as far as anything in the 
future can be foretold that increase is bound to continue as the mines 
of coal and iron become deeper and consequently more expensive to 


work. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have the American and English quotations here 
now. 

Mr. GORMAN. What are they? 

Mr. ALDRICH. .On the 23d of July, which is the last date I have, 
1 price was £5, and the price of American rails was $31.50 
to $32. 


Mr. GORMAN, What is the English price? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Five pounds. 
er GORMAN. I understand the Senator to say that this was in 

? 
Mr. ALDRICH. July 23d. I think the prices have declined some- 
what since this quotation. 

Mr.GORMAN. Duringthe absence of theSenator from Rhode Island 
I read from page 1148 of the hearings before the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, where it was stated that in February, 1890, the price in this 
country was $35 a ton, and free on board at British ports $35 a ton, so 
that they were exactly the same, Now they vary a little, but a few 
dollars makes buta slight difference. If we had five, six, seven, eight, 
or ten dollars a ton tax upon the foreign product, it would cover the 
discrepancy at any time. Now I give the figures. 

In 1883 the production in gross tons in the United States was 1,148,- 
709. The average price in currency during that year was $37.75 per ton. 
During the same year the price free on board in gold at British ports 
was $22.72. In 1885 the production in gross tons in this country of 
steel rails was only 959,471 tons, and the price had decreased to $24.50 
aton. The British price free on shipboard during the same year was 
$23.11 a ton. In 1886 the British price had run down to $18.70 a 
ton and the American price had run up to $34.50 a ton. In 1888 the 
American price was $29.83 and the British price 524. 57 a ton. So it 


varies from year to year; but never since 1883 has there been an hour 
mec $10 a ton would not have been ample protection to the American 
in A 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In this connection, if the Senator from 
Maryland will permit me, I wish to call attention to the report made 
the Commissioner of Labor and to the actual cost of steel rails in Bri 
mills, in mills in continental Europe, and in the United States. There 
are only two mills in the United States reported, in continental 3 
there are six, and in Great Britain there are two. The total cost 
the American mills, including everything paid by the manufacturers 
of steel rails for their material and the labor the total cost to them, 
not taking into consideration the market price and what they ask ſor 
their production, was $24.79 in one American mill and $27.68 in the 
other. It was $19.57 in the first European mill, $22.18 in the next, 
$25.65 in the next, $23.12 in the next, $23.19 in the next, $23.74 in 
the next, and $27.02 in the next, while in Great Britain the cost was 
$21.90 in the first mill and $18.58 in the other. 

Now, here is the actual cost given by the steel-rail producers in con- 
tinental Europe, Great Britain, and the United States, and what it 
costs these people to turn these rails out, and this includes everything, 
po confirms strongly the position taken by the Senator from Mary- 

nd. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no doubt the statement can not be success- 
fully contradicted. As I understand, the average there shows a differ- 
ence of only about $5 in the actual cost. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It is not $5 in any case. 

Mr. GORMAN. Not $5? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Not $5 in any case. Twenty-four dol- 
lars and seventy-nine cents is the lowest in any American mill, and 
the very lowest in any European mill is 819. 57, while in Great Britain 
the lowest is $18.58. On the continent of Europe the cost is about 
$23.75, a difference of about $2.50 a ton. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam indebted to the Senator from Arkansas for the 
statement he has made. 

Major Bent made another statement practically in the same line and 
4 the same point, but expressed a little differently, and I shall read 
that. 

Mr. GIBSON. I should like the Senator from Maryland to yield to 
me that I may quote further from the preliminary report on the ‘‘cost 
of production” as to the cost of material and labor of producing steel 
rails between the manufacturers in this country and the manufacturers 
in Europe. The cost of material for the mannfacture in the United 
States was $21.10 and $25.11; on the continent of Europe, $17.67, 
$18.06, $18.06, $18.23, $18.10, $18.66, $23.42; and in Great Britain, 
$18.05 and $16.39. The cost of labor in the United States is given at 
$1.54 and $1.38; on the continent of Europe, $1.04, $2.51, $4.64, $2.58, 
$2.68, $2.97, $2.01; and in Great Britain, $2.54 and 81.38. 

Mr. FRYE, It would be valuable to know which one of those sta- 
tisticians is right. They vary from three to five dollars a ton. 

Mr. GIBSON. We were quoting from the same statistician, Mr. 
Carroll D. Wright’s preliminary report in respect of the cost of these 
posers on the Continent, in Great Britain, and in the United 

tates. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator from Louisiana was giving 
the cost of material and labor and I was giving the cost of the rails. 

Mr. GIBSON. I have given the cost of material and the cost of 
labor, and those added together give the total cost. 

Mr. FRYE. Here is a very singular thing if these statistics be cor- 
aect. They make the cost in continental Europe considerably greater 
than the cost in England, and yet continental Europe to-day is seizing 
the English market. Belgium and Germany are both seizing the En- 
glish market, and yet by these statistics the cost of steel rails in conti- 
neptal Europe is considerably larger than in England. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. On what does the Senator make that 
statement? There is nothing certainly in the table to justify it, 

Mr. FRYE. To justify what? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, That statement that the cost of material 
is greater in continental Europe than in the United States. ? 

Mr. FRYE. I did not say anything about the United States. Isay 
the statistics given by the two Senators show that the cost of 
steel rails on the continent of Europe is higher than the cost in Eng- 
land, and yet the fact is that continental Europe is to-day seizing the 
English market on steel rails. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr, Wright makes no statement about 
the seizing of that market. I know nothing about that, 

Mr. GIBSON. The Senator from Maine has furnished no statistics 
himself to show that the continent of Europe is furnishing steel rails 
in the markets of Great Britain. i 

Mr. FRYE. Ican not furnish the statistics, because I was not ex- 
pecting anything of the kind to come up; but I know as a matter-of 
fact that the English complain that the English iron market is being 
seized by manufacturers on the continent. 

Mr. GIBSON. Thatis the complaint in regard to everything not 

uced in England. 


Mr. FRYE. The statement is made that the continent of Europe is 
supplying the English market with steel rails 
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Mr. GIBSON. These figures are taken from the Preliminary Re- 
port on the Cost of Production, which was sent to the Senate the 
other day by Carroll D. Wright, the national Commissioner of Labor, 
showing the cost of material and labor and the total cost of steel rails 
in Great Britain, in the continent of Europe, and in the United States. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, aside from this controversy as to the 
condition of affairs of the other side, I am treating this case and hope 
to have it considered purely upon the facts in view of the interests of 
my own country. ere can not be any question that until within 
the last few days, owing to the consideration of this bill probably, the 
markets all over the world have been disturbed because of the extraor- 
dinary features of this bill we are now considering, which are more 
radical than were ever known by civilized man. And I have no doubt 
it has disturbed values and business everywhere. I have no doubt the 
statement read by the Senator from Rhode Island is true; that there 
has been a decrease in elsewhere from that cause, and possibly 
from other causes, for I desire to be entirely fair; and the condition of 
labor enters into all these things and causes a fluctuation in the price. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Maryland is as well 
aware as any member of the Senate that the price of steel rails in Great 
Britain which he quoted a few moments ago was an abnormal and ex- 
ceptional price, that the great boom which took place in the iron busi- 
ness in Great Britain last year was entirely speculative and prices were 
forced up far beyond their natural level; but they are very fast reced- 
ing to that point. 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not admit and I do not think that the statis- 
tics will confirm the Senator in that statement. There have been fluc- 
tuations there as in the iron trade all over the world; that is but the 
history of the trade; but taking the average from 1883 until now there 
can not be any question that the increase of cost in England of the 
production of steel rails and of iron and all of its manufactures is con- 
stantly going on. There are sound reasons why that should be so. 
They are diving into the earth hundreds and thousands of feet below 
where they were compelled to go heretofore in order to raise the coal, 
and the cost of obtaining coal in England has immensely increased. 
The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] says to me, which is 
true, that they are getting their ores from Spain and Cuba and that 
they are getting free ore without duty charge. They find it absolutely 

to do that to continue the manufacture of steel in competi- 
tion with this country. 

Now I will read an authority which I know my friends on the other 
side will not question, the foremost manufacturer in the country and 
a member of Republican party. I refer to Mr. Carnegie, He is 
good authority. In December last, at Boston, he spoke to those good 
people over there who are interested in manufacturing industries. In 
that speech he said: : 

In 1887 America manufactured 3,339,000 tons of steel, as against Great Britain’s 
3,170,000 tons. In iron, Great Britain manufactured only 1,711,000 tons, while in 
the Republic the product was 2,308,000 tons. But the most extraordinary devel- 
0 N been in steel rails. We make about 2 tons for every ton made in 

“ihe, progress of steel-rail manufacture seems to have been wonderfully 


othing like itin the world. Eighteen hundred and seventy-two was the 
first year in whi America made 100,000 tons of steel; fifteen years later, in 


authority on the other subject concerning which the Senator from Mary- 
land has quoted him. 

_ Lobserved the other day, in the same line, something which rather 
indicates that some of the people whom Mr. Conkling used to describe 
as being in the ‘‘upper air and solar walk of things’’—one of these 
gentlemen preached a lay sermon afew Sundays ago in Philadelphia, 
in which he exhorted the brethren to remember that it was ordained 
from the beginning of things that some people (of whom he was one) 
should live in fine houses and that some others should live in plain 
houses; that was the divine order of things, which he commended to 
the people whom he addressed, and who, I presume, were living in 
houses not so fine. 

Mr. CAMERON. Who was that? 

Mr. BUTLER. A gentleman who preaches lay sermons. I think 
that covers the point. 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President, I quoted Mr. Carnegie to show that 
I was not mistaken in the statement I made as regards the price of 
steel rails here and abroad. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me at this point to put in 
the REcorD a statement showing the relative prices in the United 
States and in Great Britain for a period of years of steel rails, or would 
he prefer that I should put it in later? 

Mr. GORMAN. _I prefer that the Senator should put it in later, but 
I should be very glad to have it por in the RECORD. I will ask that 
permission myself. However, in discussing this matter, which is a mat- 
ter of vital importauce, I will say, on reflection, that I have not the 
slightest objection to the insertion being made here, because this is a 
matter we want to discuss in a business point of view, and I shall be 
glad to have the Senator insert it here. I want to dispose of this ques- 
tion in the best interests of the country; that is all I desire. Let me 
ask the Senator by whom the statement was prepared ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thesecretary of the American Iron and Steel Asso- 
ciation, and he gives his authority in each case. The prices of British 
steel rails at British ports from 1867 to 1878, inclusive, are taken from 
a statement presented by Mr. H. V. Poor, of Poor's Railway Manual, 
to the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representatives 
in February, 1880; for 1879 the price is an average from Fossick's 
Chart, an English statistical publication of high standing; and from 
1880 to 1890, inclusive, the prices have been averaged from weekly 
English quotations in the New York Iron Age. As I have stated, the 
authorities are given in each case and I have never seen any statement 
anywhere to impeach the correctness of the figure 5 given. 

The table referred to is as follows: 


1887, she made more than thirty times that amount. This is not an isolated il- | ——>——— | —-| — mj] 


lustration of our progress. In 1867 only 2,550 tons of steel rails were made in 
America; in 1887—twenty years later—we made 2,354,000 tons. 
“Are our steel rails cheaper than the English product?" 

The price of steel rails to-day is Soy sa great in London asin New York. 
Not a cent of duty on steel rails is paid by the American consumer, 

He was bound to add that. But the fact was that the prices here 
and abroad were identical as late as February. Now, if the market has 
been disturbed it comes from the various causes which enter into the 
manufacture of iron from the very beginning. These waves sweep 


over every market. 

Mr. PLUMB. Diamonds, in order to show to advan ought to be 
strung together. I will ask the Senator if he has any objection tomy 
reading another statement of Mr. Carnegie which relates to this general 
subject, published over his own signature in the North American Re- 
view for June, 1889? 

Mr. GORMAN. I yield to the Senator with pleasure. 

Mr. PLUMB, The article is entitled Wealth’’—too long to read 
in full, but this paragraph occurs in it: 

If we consider what results flow from the Cooper Institute, for instance, to 
the best portion of the race in New York not of means, and compare 
these with those which would have arisen for the good of the masses from an 
equal sum distributed by Mr. Cooper in his lifetime in the form of w which 
is the highest form of distribution, — for work done and not for charity, we 
can form some estimate of the possibilities for the improvement of the race 
which lie imbedded in the present law of the accumulation of wealth. Much 
of this sum, if distributed In small quantities among the people, would have 


in the indulgence of appetite; some of itin 5 and it may be 


doubted whether even the part put best use, that of adding to the com- 


forts of the home, would have yielded results for the race, as a race, at all com- 
peene to those which are flowing and are to flow from the Cooper Institute 

m generation to generation. 

The view that Mr. Carnegie takes of his function as an employer of 
labor and the propriety of giving to the laborer the full amount which 
he earns is not, I am sorry to say, one which is held by him alone. He 
thinks that he and not hisemployés is the proper custodian of the money 
due them for service rendered. This may impeach Mr. Carnegie as 


United States, Great Britain. 
~ - . 
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Mr. GORMAN. Ishall be glad to have it go in the RECORD, be- 
cause, as I say—and I doubt not the Senator from Rhode Island, before 
we get through with this matter, will agree with me—we ought tolay 
aside all partisan feeling and act with no determination to pass the bill 
through on party lines; we should consider it in a business point of 


view, upon this great point at least. 
Mr. BLAIR. I coincide with the Senator. I should like to see 


these two pre fight it out. 

Mr. GO . I hope the Senator from New Hampshire, before 
we get, through, will agree to join us in doing justice to a large sec- 
tion of country, and not remain here as a high protectionist and a pro- 
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* hibitionist on all articles that are made in New England and a free- 
trader in all he wants to get from the other side, 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator will allow me, he is himself stating 
one of the most remarkable illustrations of the value ofa high protect- 
ive tariff. We have under a high protective tariff, which some of his 
side would call a robber tariff, arrived at this extraordinary result, of 
rails almost as cheap as those in England. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I do not intend to be led off into 
that wide sea. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it the proposition to put these Bessemer ores 
upon the free-list? 

Mr, GORMAN. So far as I am concerned, I say no. 

Mr. SPOONER, Is not that the pending amendment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, no; that is another question. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is entirely another question. 

I have read that Major Bent, a manufacturer and a protectionist, 
says, that with the present condition of affairs itcan be accomplished 
if you give him free ore; but he discusses various schedules. In the 
matter as in all others others in the tariff, whether the rule has been 
right or wrong in this by which you have levied these duties, I do not 
intend to be led into that question. I would not in disposing of this 
bill do anything that was radical. I would not vote for a proposition 
that I believed would destroy these industries or impair their usefulness. 
That is not the position, as I understand it, of the party to which I be- 
long, or of anybody so far as I know. I believe that the time hasarrived 
and that this is a pointed illustration of it when, in the business inter- 
ests of the country, without affecting injuriously the manufacturing 
establishments, we can reduce the daty upon articles and increase our 
manufacturing industries within the United States and increase our 
foreign trade with other nations. 

Now, I do not propose in any vote that I give knowingly to go one 
step beyond that, nor does the party to which I belong. We may be 
mistaken about details. There may be mistakes upon single items. It 
would be wonderful if there were not mistakes made by gentlemen who 
have not had the opportunity to consider the details of such a bill, for 
it requires experts, and the ablest experts, to go through with it. So 
some amendments may be offered in which that rule is not absolutely 
applied, but so far as I am concerned and so far as my vote goes, that 
is all I propose to do. 

I come now to the majority party of the Senate, and I address yon, 
gentlemen of New England, my friend from New Hampshire and my 
friend from Maine. I do not speak of you in a sectional sense, but 
there are divisions in these great industries between New England, 
and the Middle States, and the Western States, and the Southern 
States, and I only speak of it as the line is drawn commercially. I 
say that from Maine to South Carolina on the Atlanticcoast the opera- 
tions of the tariff of 75 cents a ton upon the ore for Bessemer steel im- 
pairs the efficiency of the industry, and makes it impossible to have 
the great development which ought to be upon the coast. Now, our 
proposition is that you admit these Bessemer ores at a reduced rate 
without affecting the American interest in any particular. 

Mr. BUTLER. Just in that connection, will the Senator from Mary- 
land allow me to read some facts given by a gentleman last fall in re- 
gard to the iron industries of New England, which my friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. DAwes] said the other day were in such flourish- 
ing condition? 

Mr, GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. He says in his statement 

Mr. DAWES. What does the Senator read from ? 

Mr. BUTLER. I read from part first of the printed testimony, page 
615. 

Mr. FRYE. Whose testimony ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Of the testimony taken by the Select Committee on 
our Relations with Canada. 

Mr. DAWES. Who is the man who testified ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Tobey—Horace B. Tobey. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh! 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Maine exclaims Oh!“ as if it 
takes his breath. 

Mr, FRYE. I recognized him at once. 

Mr. BUTLER. It took the breath of the Senator from Vermont and 
the Senator from Massachusetts the other day, and I think it will take 
the breath of some other Senators before we get through with Mr. 
Tobey's testimony and some other testimony. He says: 

Since 1879 there have died out, of the folling-mills in Maine, 50 per cent.; of 
those in Vermont, 100 per cent.; of those in Massachusetts, 36 per cent.; of those 
in Connecticut, 20 per cent.; of those in Rhode Island, 50per cent. Or,toshow 
the same facts in another form, in 1880 the New England mills produced 170,- 
877 tons of rolled fron and steel; in 1837 they produced 102,711 tons. In these 
eee therefore, the nunual production of rolled iron and steel in New Eng- 

and has dwindled 40 per cent. 

This is right in the line of the statement being made by the Senator 
from Maryland, that the cause of it is that they have to pay such a toll 
for iron ores and pig-iron that they getin New England to convert into 
manufactured iron. 

Mr. DAWES. I suppose the Senator from Maryland will allow me 
to go along with my honorable friend from South Carolina. 


Mr. BUTLER, As far as I am concerned I am always 
eee I want to call the attention of the Senator from South 

To. — 

Mr. BUTLER. My friend from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] suggests 
that there is room enough for Tobey and the fly both, not meaning to 
say that the Senator from Massachusetts is fly by any means. 7 

Mr. FRYE. They would rather have the fly than Tobey. 

Mr. BUTLER, Possibly. 

Mr. DAWES. There is this about it: If I undertake to read testi- 
mony in print I do not leave out all that goes against me, as my friend 
from South Carolina did the other day. I ask him to let me read in 
this connection what his own witness stated about the effect of the 
tariff upon this matter. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Massachusetts will have to apply 
to the Senator from Rhode Island for permission to read anything. 
am always delighted to hear him read, however. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam trying to arrest the attention of my friend from 
South Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
the Senator. 

Mr. DAWES. He brought out the testimony of a Mr. March, trom 
Massachusetts, to show that this tariff business had upset the gas 
manufacture, just as Mr. Tobey thought it had upset the iron business 
in Massachusetts, and he read a little to that effect, but he left out 
this—— 

Mr. BUTLER. What does the Senator read from now ? 

Mr. DAWES, Iam reading from that same interesting book. 

Mr. BUTLER. What page? . 

Mr. DAWES. On page 712. 

Mr. BUTLER. What testimony ? 

Mr. DAWES. The testimony of Mr. Frank H. March, and I begin 
exactly where the Senator from South Carolina left off. 

Mr, BUTLER. Allright. I shall be delighted to hear the Senator, 

Mr, DAWES. It shows why those particular industries have de- 
clined in Massachusetts. 

Mr. BUTLER. We are talking about iron now, though. . 

Mr, DAWES. But it is the same thing, and I am only asking my 
friend not to fall into the error again. When he brings forward and 
champions the interest of my constituents so ably, as he did the other 
day, 1 hope he will deal fairly with them. 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall try to do so. 

Mr. DAWES. Ihave no doubt he intends to do so. The chair- 
man, after the Senator from South Carolina left off with this man, put 
questions to him which I shall read with his answers: t 

Q. Your point, then, I understand, is in substance that you want theaddition 
of the Canadian market without duty for your glass? 

A. Yes; not for glass, for general merchandise. I think the manufacture of 
glass has gone from here, That is what I say. 

Q. Do you think that the removal of the duty on Canadian coal would enable 
the Massachusetts glass manufacturers to continue their business in competi- 
tion with Pennsylvania or Ohio with their natural gas? 

A. No, sir; nomore than it will enable Mr. Tobey to continue his business. 
5 not attribute the decaying of Massachusetts glass manufacture to 

A. Not a bit. I attribute it to natural causes. 

By Senator DOLPH: 

Q. The manufacture of glass hasto go where the fuel is? 

A. Yes, sir; we hada manufactory established in the most us times 
at Cambridge, costing thousands of dollars. What do they do in Ohio or Penn 
sylvania? They erect a chimney out there, and shovel coal outof a hillside inte 
the furnace, and next morning the goods come out of the ovens all ready for 
R What can we do? We can not do anything against such competition as 

bat, 

: Q. Could you furnish to the committee, now or at any time, the statistics of 
the saving and advantage given in glass manufacture by reason of the reduc- 
tion in the price of fuel? 

A. No, sir; I could not. Thad it stated to me last year by a manufacturer 
from Pennsylvania, when I expressed great surprise at the fact that goods that 
used to sell for $75 a ton are now selling for 818. I asked him how in the world 
he could accomplish that result, and he said that in 1886 his fuel bill for a big 
factory employing 350 operatives was $5,000, and by natural cas the year before 
his fuel bill was only $500. 

This gentleman, who was brought out here as a witness against the 
operations of the tariff, and charging the decline in these industries in 
Massachusetts to the tariff, had stated right before the Senator from 
South Carolina the real reason for it, and stated himself that the tariff 
had not anything to do with it. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator does me great injustice. 

Mr. DAWES. I know the Senator did not do it d edly, 

Mr. BUTLER. I not only did not do it designedly, but I did not 
do it at all. There is the point that I make. 

Mr. DAWES. What I complain of is, that the Senator did not state 
it. 

Mr. BUTLER. What I stated was that the glass manufacture had 
disappeared from Massachusetts. That was the point I made. I did 
not attempt to assign any reason for it. The Benator from Massa- 
chusetts denied it, and said that it was not true. 

Mr. DAWES. No. 

Mr. BUTLER. Why, practically the Senator did, and he denied 
that the iron industries were being impaired or crippled from any cause. 
I did not reap to assign any reason for it; but this gentleman says 
the operation of the law did not drive the glass manufacture out 


Mr, President, my attention is concentrated upon 
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of New England, and yet almost, in the same breath he is urging reci- 
procity with Canada for the purpose of getting in coal and other ma- 
terial for glass manufacture free. He contradicts himself. He says 
natural causes have driven the glass industry out of New England, 
but he very promptly and readily suggests a remedy by which the 
glass manufacture might be restored, and that was by a reciprocity 
treaty with Canada in order to enable them to get their fuel free. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The Senator from South Carolina is jast as unfortu- 
nate to-day as he was the other day in stating the testimony of that 
man. That man stated distinctly, right there, that it would not do 
them any good, that they could not do it, to have the coal free. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not so understand the man. My point really 
in introducing his testimony when I read it the other day was to sus- 
tain the statement I had made to the effect that the glass industry had 
been driven ont of New England. ‘ 

Mr. DAWES. Now let me read what he said. The Senator says 
he was for free coal in order to revive the industry, This question 
was put to him by the chairman of the committee: 

Q. Doyou think that the removal of the duty on Canadian coal would enable 
the Massachusetts glass 5 . business in competi- 
Hn Tae 3 it will enable Mr. Tobey to continue his business. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now, hold on; let us see. I will read here what I 

read from this gentleman the other day. I shall fatigue the Senate a 


b ting it: 
little more by repeating INES Pa TEn 


Frank H. March, sworn and examined. 

The Wrrxrss. I, sir, for years, since 1869, up to within a few years, have been 
a manufacturer of glass and glassware. Our first com y was established here 
in the neighborhood of Boston more than one hund years ago. Weimported 
the first glass-workers from England. That has run continuously under 
one company, with very profitable dividends, up to within six years. Since that 
it has been run in a small way by a private corporation. We have had invested 
millions of dollars in usetts inthe manufacture of glassware; have em- 


loyed hundreds of workmen, turning out a large product, and supplying this 
— 8 and largely Canada. ‘To-day what 1 the result? We have had 
to accept exactly the same as the iron manufacturers, the invitation of the hon- 
orable gentleman from Alabama [Senator Puc]; we have had to go to the foun- 
tain-head of manufacture. To-day we have in husetts two little con- 
cerns, one of which has not pae a dividend, I believe, for years—not being an 
original stockholder, and being long ago counted out, 30 do not know a 
Tately—and one concern in the neighborhood of Boston that manufactures a 
little for local trade, 

See what this gentleman says: 

Now, sir, I look upon that as the result of the tariff. 

That is what I said he stated. 


I look upon that as the result of natural causes. 


Mr. DAWES. Is the tariff a natural cause? 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator must settle that for himself with the 
witness. I do not undertake to construe the meaning of the man, I 
simply give what be states. He says he looks upon that as the result 
of the tariff, and he was probably an intelligent man, and I take it for 
granted he thought it was the tariff and natural causes combined. 
That would be the sensible conclusion for anybody to draw. 

Mr. FRYE. He probably intended to say not the result of the 
tariff, but the result of natural causes.” 

Mr, BUTLER. He said: 

Now, sir, I look upon that as the result of the tariff. 


That is what he said. i 

Mr. PLATT. What else did he say next? 

Mr. BUTLER. He then said: 

I look upon that as the result of natural causes. 

Mr. PLATT. The two statements are inconsistent, 

Mr. BUTLER. He continued: 

They have had to go to the ſountain-head. 

Senators can construe that for themselves. That is what I read and 
all I read. The Senator said that I did not intend to be fair. I did 
not pretend to read all the man said, but I have not the slightest ob- 
jection to its going into the RECORD., 

Mr. DAWES. I know the Senator meant to be fair. He was fair 
as far as he went, but as soon as he came to where the man explained 
it, then the Senator lost all interest in it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Fot at all. His examination was continued by the 
chairman, who asked: 

What fountain-head? 

The witness replied: 


TT 1? 
uel? 
A. Fuel, 

I did not care about reading the whole of this. 

Mr. DAWES. Just as soon as he spoke about fuel in Pennsylvania 
the Senator lost all interest. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘The point I made was that the glass manufacture 
had been driven out of New England. I did not attempt to account for 
it. The Senator denied it. He denied that the iron industries were 
being driven out of New England, I simply produced this testimony 
to prove that my statement was correct if this man was to be believed. 
J have my theory aboutit and the Senator has his. I think the tariff 
has a great deal to do with driving ont the manufacture, and the very 


` 


argument being made here to-day by the Senator from Maryland proves 
t. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not complain that the Senator has his theory 
about it. He has a right toit, and he accords very generously to me 


amy right; but when he brings out a Massachusetts man to show that 


the ang did it, when that Massachusetts man said it did not do it, I 
complain. 

Mr. BUTLER, ‘The Massachusetts man said nothing of the kind. 
The Massachusetts man said the tariff did it, 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FRYE. Has the Senator from Maryland yielded the floor? 

Mr, GORMAN. Not permanently. 

Mr. FRYE. This might be a good opportunity for me to make a 

h, if he has done so. 

Mr. BUTLER, I shall be delighted to hear the Senator, 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. GORMAN, Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to say just a word as to what this witness did 
mean. If the Senator from South Carolina will turn over to page 712 
he will find the question was asked of the witness directly, and he 
answered: 

8 do not attribute the decaying of Massachusetts glass manufacture to 
ne 7 
A. Nota bit. Lattribute it to natural causes. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is exactly what the Senator from Massachu- 
setts read, and I think perhaps the Senator had better do as the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts did the other day when—if he will pardon me 
for using the expression—I cornered him with the testimony of Mr. 
Tobey as to the degradation of American labor. 

Mr. FRYE. Cornered the Senator from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. BUTLER. I did, and he admitted it like a man. 

Mr. FRYE. He has never been cornered yet. 

Mr. DAWES, Iam waiting with great anxiety for that evidence 
about Governor Ames. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ifthe Senator from Maryland will pardon me I will 
furnish it to the Senator from Massachusetts, 

Mr. GORMAN. I yield tor that purpose. 

Mr. DAWES. Governor Ames is anxious to get it, too. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator challenged me to produce any state- 
ment from Governor Ames to the effect that the iron industries in New 
England had been maintained by the degradation of American labor. 
I will furnish the proof to the Senator with a great deal of pleasure if 
he will just give me a little time. 

_Mr. BLAIR, The Senator from Maryland is the man to give the 


time. 

Mr. BUTLER. I find in the testimony of Mr. Tobey, and it is a 
very rich document, and I commend it to my friend from Maine; it 
will do him good : 

Mr. GIBSON. What page? 

Mr. BUTLER. The point I want to read from is part second, page 
623; and then if the Senator from Louisiana will turn to page 624 he 
will find some additional testimony. In the summary of that state- 
ment made by Mr. Tobey, he says: 

e obstacles have caused a degradation of American labor in New Eng- 

nd, 

Mr. DAWES. Who says that? 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Tobey. - 

Mr. DAWES. That you read. 

Mr. BUTLER. I read that. Then he says: 


Now, gentlemen, I should be sorry to leave this subject without having you 
understand that this argument which [ have is not a partisan document 
originating in the minds of any fanatics or extremists, ftis a deliberate state- 
ment of the wants and desires of the iron manufacturers of this district; and in 
proof of that I wish to call your attention to the annexed petition. 


Then he gives a petition, to which the Senator refers. I find among 
the signatures to the petition accompanying that statement, the name 


ol Arthur Ames, governor of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, one 


of the owners of the Ames Shovel Factory. 

Mr. DAWES. If it is Arthur Ames you have got the wrong man. 

Mr. BUTLER. Idonotknowanythingaboutit. It is Arthur Ames, 
governor of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. I gave the Senator the benefit of the fact that I un- 
derstand Governor Ames signed that petition, but his name is Oliver 
Ames. I understand he signed that petition. 

Mr. BUTLER. He signed that petition and signed that state- 
ment—— 

Mr. DAWES. Where is there anything in that about tho degrada- 
tion of labor ? 

Mr. BUTLER. There itis in No. 6: 

Pia pace obstacles have caused a degradation of American labor in New Eng- 


Mr. DAWES. That is not in the petition as it is quoted hero on 


that page. 
Mr. FRYE. That is the testimony of the other witness. 
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Mr. DAWES. That is the testimony of the other man. That is not 
what he signed. 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir; but the gentleman goes on to state: 

Now, gentlemen, I should be sorry to leave this subject without having you 
understand that this argument which I have read is not a partisan document 
originating in the minds ofany fanatics or extremists, It is a deliberate state- 
ment of the wauts and desires of the iron manufacturers of this district; and in 
proof of that I wish to call your attention to the annexed petition. 

It is annexed to that statement and a part of it. 

Mr. DAWES. No. 

Mr. BUTLER. Why? 

Mr. DAWES. Annexed to this statement of his. 

Mr. BUTLER. I only give the testimony of the witness, and among 
others he gives the name of Governor Ames. He says: 

Every name is the name of a Republican prominent in New En 
Mr, John Sylvester, of the Sylvester Works: Thomas Cunni 
Cunningham Iron Works; Mr. Dart, treasurer of the Rhode Island Tool Com- 
pany; Peleg McFarland, a Republican senator in the State Legislature. 

Mr. DAWES. Why do you want to make out that Oliver Ames 
signed something else than what he did sign? 

Mr. BUTLER. He signed this petition which was annexed to that 
statement. 

Mr. DAWES. No; he did not annex it to that statement. There 
is not anything here that 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore rapped with his gavel. 

Mr. DAWES. I beg pardon of the Chair for unintentionally trans- 
gressing the rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will remark that these 
colloquial proceedings frequently degenerate into disorder, and he begs 
Senators to observe the rule. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I wish to say that the Senator from 
South Carolina has fallen into an error of statement when he says that 
Mr. Ames either signed that summary, which is divided into thirteen 
parts, in one of which he finds the term“ degradation of labor,” or 
that he annexed to it a petition which is furnished here on pages 623 
and 624, which he did sign. The petition which he did sign contains 
no such statement. Ido not mean to say or intimate that the Senator 
from South Carolina designs to state a thing differently from what he 
supposes it is. 

Mr. BUTLER, Why, Mr. President 

Mr. DAWES. And in my zeal I did not mean to go beyond that, 
The Senator knows that I would not indulge in any statement which 
would reflect upon his intent to tell the trath; but I was a little pro- 
voked at that statement when the matter is so plain on the face of it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have read the statement of the witness, Mr. Pres- 
ident, and the Senate can determine for itself. He says distinctly, 
the annexed petition.“ I will not state it with absolute positive- 
ness, but my recollection is, that at the time when this gentleman ap- 
peared before that select committee, he had that statement, the state- 
ment that he made in pamphlet form to which this petition was 
annexed, with the signatures of these very gentlemen in the original 
before that committee; and I am very much mistaken if I can not pro- 
duce the statement made by Governor Ames to that effect. 

Iam not doing this for the purpose of casting any reflection upon 
New England or upon Governor Ames or anybody else, but I am sim- 

ly making the statement of a fact to sustain the proposition which I 
had submitted, and which, in my judgment, sustains the position 
taken by the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I do not think there can be any 
question about the fact that unless some relief is given the manufact- 
urers of steel on the Atlantic coast north of Cape Hatteras and Cape 
Charles, it will be impossible for them to go on and develop their great 
enterprises. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Maryland very kindly yields to 
me for a few moments that I may bring to the attention of the Senate 
a letter from Mr. McFarland, which I find in the reported testimony 
taken by the Select Committee on our Relations with Canada, which 
I think reflects very considerable light upon this subject. His name 
has just been mentioned by the Senator from South Carolina as one of 
the signers of the petition to which he referred. Mr. McFarland was 
invited by the chairman of the committee, the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Moar], to submit his views upon these questions to that 
committee, and they were there making their investigation. The 
chairman in making his report says: 

IT have here a communication from Mr. Peleg McFarland, a very well known 
and intelligent iron manufacturer at South Carver, Mass., which I will put in 
evidence without reading. 

I find in the evidence which was put thus in the possession of the 
committee the following part of Mr. McFarland’s letter, which con- 
sists of many different papers, and consists also of a controversy through 
the Boston Journal between him and Mr. David Hall Rice. On page 
1193, part 2, Mr. McFarland says: 


I now turn, with sincere pleasure, to 


nd circles, 
, of the 


that Seeker for Information ” from 
Plymouth, who, in The Journal of the 4th instant, addressed certain cogent and 
courteous questions to me, which deserve careful consideration. I esteem it a 
vilege to exchange views with a veteran whose opinions are illumined by 
lamp of experience, and I hail it asa ee that these inquiries 
into the condition of our New England iron ind have become so general. 


Nor am I insensible to the tribute which my friend pays to the ironmasters of 
the old school. They laid the deep foundations of an industry which we are 
seeking to perpetuate, and they are entitled to the highest encomiums and to 
every token of veneration and respect for their splendid achievements, even 
though, as my friend suggests, some of them may have been tooclosely absorbed 
in the practical affairs of life to acquire those graces of scholarship which are 
more common to-day, but which, to my view, are notan indispensable prereq- 
uisite to an intelligent Loft recta r of the tariff question, 

But had our fathers found themselves ofaa with a duty of 70 per cent, 
on their raw material, and with a duty on their pig-iron of 60 per cent., I fancy 
that, with all their sagacity and horse sense,” y must have been bas emp 
to offer the same protest against the injustice which their sons are voicing to- 
day. The iron manufacturers of New England are asking that the duty on pig- 
fron be reduced to 24 per cent., and I must remind my friend that the duty on 

ig-iron was exactly 24 per cent. “in the palmiest days of the New Eng! 

ron business,” to which he alludes, Give us the same tariff rates which were 
in vogue when our fathers were on the stage of action, and we will see what 
we can do in the way of rving these industries which they committed to 
our keeping. When my Plymouthian friend tells me how hard he has been 
“hit” by the decline of the iron industry my heart warms to him, for I believe 
we shall continue to get hit“ so long as we are compelled to pay a tribute to 
Pennsylvania of about $5 on every ton of iron which crosses our national bound- 
aries, 

May itnot be that my friend has fallen somewhat into a common error in 
failing to discriminate between an excessive and unjust tariff and a reasonable 
and equitable one? He says he “believes in the principle of protection." So 
do IJ. But, when I consider that this country can to-day produce iron about as 
cheaply as any foreign country without rbing r. and that we are, 
ee LA pray paying nearly $7 perton duty on pig-iron, I am forced to conclude 
thata radical reduction is in order. No other great and leading industry in 
this country is compelled to carry an impost burden on its crude materials in 
any, sense com le to that now laid upon iron. Why, then, is it not exactly 
in line with the true protective principle to ask for an equitable adjustment of 
this excessive duty ? 

Something more than ten years ago Mr. Garfield was harassed by a running 
fire of criticism, because, in discussing the tariff, he maintained chat stable 
equilibrium" for which I am contending to-day. I will quote his words: “I 
believe we ought to seek that point of stable 19 8 librium somewhere between a 
haar ted j tariff on the one hand and a tariff that gives no protection on the 
other hand, What is that point of stable equilibrium? In my judgment it is 
this: A rate so high that foreign producers can not flood our marketand break 
down our home manufactures, but not so high as to keep them out al er, 
enabling our manufacturers to combine and raise the price, nor so hi as to 
stimulate an unnatural and unhealthy growth of manufactures.” 

Again, Mr. Garfield says: I stood on the . essa ana there insisted that the 
true doctrine was the point of stable equilibrium where we could hold a tariff 
that would not be knocked down every time the ers got into power 
and boosted up every time the protectionists got into power. I have 
equitable ground throughout and held it inst the assaults now from one side 
and now from the other, and I estimate it one of the greatest of my achieve- 
ments in public life to have held that equipoise.” Let me now reply according 
to such light as I possess, to my friend’s questions, in regular order. 

First. Isn't there coal and iron enough in this country to supply the present 
and future wants of the nation?“ 

There are undoubtedly iron and coal 8 in this country sufficient to 
meet all demands, present and prospe:-tive, if they were uniformly distributed. 
But the cost of transportation is so great to certain sections that it would be 
manifestly unjust to compel all to depend on native products. New England, 
for instance, in view of her geographical position, might find it more profitable 
to import ſron and coal. Were all our iron and coal deposits located in the dis- 
5 erritory of Alaska, would you still insist that there should be no importa- 

on 

Second. Are not the mines furnished with the best machinery, in fact with 
every appliance known in this country or Europe, to handle the product? ” 


to the injury of the markets of our interior States at the present price of labor 
in this country, even if the duty were entirely removed from iron. 

“Fifth, If coal and iron can be mined as cheap in this country as in Europe 
by reducing our labor to their level, will our mine-owners be undersold in our 
markets?’ 

The owners of coal mines and iron mines in this country are no longer in 
serious danger from foreign competition, even at the eee price of labor, ex- 
cepting as regards the modicum of patronage which they now 5 trom New 
England. On this New England trade they have no just olaim. Our location 
ecographically entitles us to purchase in other markets. The same course of 
reasoning which would compe! us to purchase iron and coal of Pennsylvania 
would logically compel us to purchase of Alaska, if there were no nearer iron 
and coal supplies in this country. 

“Sixth. we take the duty off coaland iron and let those articles into New 
England cheaper than we now do, would not the mine-owners of this country 
reduce their labor to the level of the Old World and oo those articles as 
cheap or cheaper than the imported product and still have the same advantage 
over New England which they now haye—all the natural ely pp ber besides 
cheap coal, cheap iron, and cheap labor? With all these points in their favor, 

iron and send itto our market, underselling us 
every time?” 


Here again you overlook transportation. While the ns west and south, 
of New England have little to fear from foreign competition, we, owing to our 
location on this easterly coast, must depend somewhat upon foreign countries 
for our crude materials. It can not be counted strange that in a country with 
such a vast area there should be found a region lying on its seaboard bon 
where certain foreign products are nearer, in terms of cost, than our native p: 
ucts which lie in the distant interior. Such are the conditions to-day with 
some of our Atlantic States. These are immutable conditions, which can not 
be ignored; for no Co: can repeal or successfully amend the fixed laws of 
God. And, should the West or the South ever become so given over to 
or so Jacking in common patrio! as to seek to hold this New England mar- 
ket through the degradation of labor, there is a healthy public sentiment in 
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this country which would thwart such an unhallowed enterprise in its very in- 
cipiency! j 

Mr. BUTLER. On what page is that? 

Mr. MORGAN, Itis on pages 1193 and 1194 of this testimony. I 
will not, of course, detain the Senator from Maryland by any comments 
at this point, but I should like to say just a word, and that is that I 
took the ground yesterday, and I have held it all the time, that we 
must consult geography and transportation in arranging our tariffs, upon 
iron particularly; I might mention other things, pottery, timber, laum- 
ber, and the like. We are bound to consult geography if we do justice 
to the people of the whole country; and I can easily see how the sea- 
board States, commencing with Texas and running around up to Massa- 
chusettsand to Maine, aresubjected to very high and unnecessary imposts 
of duty upon material that everybody is obliged to use, merely from 
the fact of their geographical situation. That is one of the reasons, 
and it is the strongest reason that operates upon my mind, for desiring 
to give the Atlantic seaboard access to the mines of Bessemer ore in 
Cuba, so that they can bring it here and help to manufacture a part of 

what this country needs. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I beg now to go on with what I 

have to say about this matter. I will repeat the statement I made a 
few moments since, that it can be shown that a reduction in the tariff 
on iron ore will unquestionably aid in building up the great. enter- 
prises east of the Alleghany Mountains and enable those establish- 
ments not only to increase their output but to decrease the cost of all 
the manufactured articles, and that decrease of cost will enable us to 
extend our commerce with the countries south of us and practically 
control that trade so far as the manufactures into which iron and steel 
enter as a part are concerned. If that can be done without reducing 
the profits of the owners of iron-ore mines in this country, there ought 
to be no hesitation on the part of the Senate in granting the request. 
As to the first proposition, I do not believe that the Senator from 
Rhode Island or any other Senator on this floor will question the ac- 
curacy of the statement that if you give them a reduction in the duty 
on ore, our great establishments will be able to produce the finished 
material at a less cost. The statement of Major Bent as to the exact 
result, which I have read, has not been questioned by any manufact- 
urer in the country. That it would increase our commerce with for- 
cign countries there can be no doubt. 

Right ht that point, as an illustration of what has been done by one 
single establishment at Baltimore in five years, paying a duty as they 
have done of 75 cents a ton, motoka to $750,000, as Major Bent 
states, they have brought from the Island of Cuba during the five years 
prior to July 26, 1890, iron ores of the money value of $1,800,000. That 
is the money value on board the vessels at Cuba, the cost being about 
$1.80 per ton. That trade has enabled them during those five years 
to ship from the ports of Baltimore and Philadelphia articles manu- 
factured in this country to the money value on shipboard at Philadel- 
phia and Baltimore of $1,002,000. So the purchase of the ore which 
we must have hasincreased our exportations to the extent I have stated; 
and, as he says further on in his letter, probably but for the importation 
of the ores not a dollar’s worth of the manufactured articles—railroad 
materials, engines, rails, cars, etc.—I have not a full statement of the 
manufact aie articles shipped from the United States—would have 
heen shipped abroad. If the tax was reduced upon the ores, that trade, 
increased to the extent of the capacity of these works, would extend 
our commerce on the theory, in a modified form, of the suggestion 
which has been made by a distinguished Republican of opening up that 
trade by reciprocity. 

The otber proposition, which is the serious one for us to consider, is 
whether the iron-ore industry of the United States could be affected 
by the reduction of the duty on ore, or by placing ore upon the free- 
list, which I do not ask at this time, for the reason that I think in all 
these schedules it is proper to go along moderately and to feel our way, 
and not to do anything that is extreme either up or down so as to dis- 
turb these business interests. Would it affect any other iron-ore pro- 
ducers in the United States? The only iron ore of this country that 
can be used in sd quantities, so far as known to-day, in the making 
of Bessemer steel is the iron ore upon Lake Superior. 

There may be a small detachment here and there, but it amounts to 
nothing practically commercially; it would not affect the ores of the 
State of my friend from Virginia, or of Maryland or New Jersey. 
Those ores can only be used in large quantities for the manufacture ot 
steel. They can not be so used unless they have the opportunity to 
mix with them the Bessemer ores from the Mediterranean orfrom Cuba. 
So if we reduce the duty upon these ores that are absolutely necessary 
in the making of steel, the result will be to increase the consumption 

ol the ores found here upon the Atlantic coast. 

If that be so, will it interfere with the ores from Lake Superior? 
There you have a great production of six or eight million tons. The 
cheapness of those ores at Chicago, as I said yesterday, makes that the 
point at which the raw material can be assembled west of the Alle- 
ghanies cheaper than at any other place. Chicago practically has no 
competitor for this class of work, for the product of these t furnaces. 
and forges, anywhere in the United States, except in vicinity of 
Pittsburgh, and that would not be the case were it not for the fact that 


Pennsylvania with its great iron industry, when its forests of wood 
disappeared and it was no longer possible to make charcoal iron, de- 
veloped the use of coal, and then of coke, and when the interest west 
of it at Chi began to develop they tapped the bowels of the earthand 
found na But for that discovery Chicago would have abso- 
Intely monopolized all the steel and iron trade west of the Alleghanies. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to ask the Senator, for information, 
what is the market price of Bessemer cre delivered at Baltimore or 
Philadelphia from Cuba. 

Mr. GORMAN. The market price delivered at Baltimore varies, as 
does the market price of the ores from the Mediterranean vary. ‘The 
cost of this Cuban ore, free on board, in Cuba, is about $1.70 or $1.80 
aton. The freight and insurance have to be added. The English 
tramp steamers which bring that ore here both from the Mediterranean 
and from Cuba come in and are chartered at Baltimore or Philadelphia 
and loaded with grain or what not to be taken hence; and they will 
bring in these ores practically for whatever they can get. I have 
known a case from the Mediterranean where a cargo of ore was deliv- 
ered for 75 cents a ton freight from the Mediterranean to Baltimore 
and carried thence to Mr. Carnegie’s works in Pennsylvania. 

Mr, SHERMAN. What I want to get at is whether to-day, even 
with a duty of 75 cents, the manufacturers at Baltimore and at Phil- 
adelphia can get Bessemer ore cheaper from Cuba than the mannfact- 
urers at Cleveland can get the same article from Lake Superior. 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not hear the Senator’s statement. Will he 
please repeat it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The price of Bessemer ore per ton, 2,240 pounds, 
at Cleveland, is about $6 delivered from Lake Superior, and the price 
of the Cuban ore at Baltimore is considerably less with the duty added. 
I do not see what complaint Baltimore can have in the contest with 
Cleveland except, perhaps, because we have cheaper fuel. That isa 
natural advantage which our position gives us. far as the duty is 
concerned, the foreign ore can be delivered at Baltimore or Philadelphia 
cheaper to-day, I understand; and that is the reason why I ask the 
Senator what is the price of this ore delivered at those ports. Thenet 
= ve the ore delivered at Cleveland has ranged from $5.50 to $6.50 
in 1890. 

Mr, GORMAN. At what point? 

Mr. SHERMAN. At Cleveland, from the Lake Superior mines, 

Mr. BLAIR. Can the Senator give the fuel advantage at Cleveland, 
80 as to compare the two places? 

Mr. SHERMAN. My impression is, that Cleveland has a decided 
advantage in fuel. They have no natural gas at Cleveland, but they 
have coke. 

Mr. BLAIR. Combining the duty npon the ore of 75 cents with the 
advantage to Cleveland in fuel, as between the two places, which has 
the advantage on the whole in the manufacture of iron? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is precisely what I wish to ascertain from 
the Senator from Maryland. I wish to know what it costs in Balti- 
more. 

Mr, BLAIR. Leaving the duty as it now is at 75 cents a ton? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. GORMAN. Both the Senator from Ohio and myself want to be 
entirely frank about this matter. Nobody better understands than he 
does that all the conditions which enter into the assembling of this ma- 
terial and its manufacture must be taken into account in determining 
this question. At Cleveland you have the advantage of fuel; you have 
the advantage of water transportation within our own lines; you have 
a very short haul; indeed no haul from the lakes to your furnaces. 
You have all those great advantages, and you ought to have them, and 
I am glad that you have them. 

Witb ores from Lake Superior delivered to you, as they will be, at a 
fair paying price to their owners for all the material, for rails and build- 
ing purposes, and every article that goes into general consumption, you 
in that region and for the population west of you will have no com- 
1 in the world. Nobody can compete with you. You ought to 

ave that trade; your location and your facilities entitle you to it. 
But since 1883 you have so arranged this tariff as to put a burden upon 
the manufacturers east of the Alleghanies which, according to the 
changed condition of transportation and the changed condition in the 
use of fuel and the improvement of methods in the manutacture of 
steel, is an injustice to that section of the country. It is not required 
to promote your own interest. 

Calne that you have all those advan that that section of 
the country which Senators represent west of the Alleghanies has, and 
all of that trade, does not the Senator think that it is a great crime 
commercially and in political economy to continue a tariff which drives 
the Government of the United States and private builders to go to 
Chicago for the beams and koels of the vessels that are tobe built upon 
the Delaware and at the harbor of Baltimore aud in the harbor of 
New York? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will answer the Senator that in my judg- 
ment, taking this whole iron schedule, which is very important, and 
I like to see it discussed in a business way, weran it all over very care- 
fully, and from the best information I can get, and I think perhaps my 
colleague will concur in it, as he is more familiar with the details of. 
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the iron industry than I am, to-day Baltimore is better situated for 
the purpose of manufacturing rails than Cleveland. The reason is the 
cost of transportation on the lakes from the Lake Superior mines, in- 
cluding a very important item, the importation of spiegel, which has 
to be made through New York to Cleveland, and that is an indispen- 
sable requisite for the manufacture of Bessemer steel, and is delivered 
much cheaper at Baltimore. I will give the Senator this sum to com- 
pute, and I should like to have him in his careful way go over the de- 
tails of it, and I think he will find that to-day, with the duty of 75 
cents a ton added, Bessemer steel ore ready for the furnace can be de- 
livered at Baltimore cheaper than it can be delivered at Cleveland. 

Mr. GORMAN. No. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Here are the figures. Ivan give them to the 
Senator now. Here we have the official statement in what is called 
“The Statistics of the American and Foreign Iron Trades,“ etc. 

Mr. GORMAN. What date is that? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is of very late date. It is up to May 1, 1890, 
and this gives it for a period of years. It shows the exact cost of the 
different grades of Bessemer steel at Cleveland and also at Chicago and 
other places. Here is a table of Lake Superior iron ore delivered at 
Cleveland. The prices given are per gross ton: 


Districts. 188 1885. | 1886, 1887. 1888. 8 
| j | 
} | 
Republic and Champion No. 1 ., 88. 00 8. 75 66. 25 |$7.00 85.75 50 86. 50 
Barnum, Cleveland, and Lake Su- | 
Po in specular No, 1... . .. ... . 5.75 6.00 
pin and Menominee No. 1 ...... 5. . 50 
Vermilion district No. 1, Besseme: x 6.50 
Gogebic district, first quality Bease- | 
———  sesinsscseneces| sso csosss 6.00 
Hematites No. 1, non-Bessemer......... 4.50 


I admit that when you come to take the iron ore and convert it into 
other forms of iron, probably Cleveland would have the advantage in 
fuel, but I think even with this advantage, which is a natural one, 
given by the Almighty, and therefore not to be taken from us, there is 
no discrimination made now between Cleveland and Baltimore. Pitts- 
burgh has some advantages still greater, but it has some disadvantages. 
There is this difference that Senators must always remember, that Pitts- 
burgh must get its Lake Superior ore to make iron rails, and therefore 
the cost of transportation from some point on the lake to Pittsburgh 
must be added. But at Pittsburgh they have the benefit of natural 


So all these things nature seems to have distributed in such a way 
that there is no reason why, in the production of iron, all parts of the 
United States of America are notin equal and fair competition to-day. 
This duty has stood now since 1883 at 75 cents a ton. It is a very 
moderate rate of duty. It is less than 33 per cent. ad valorem, and is 
a moderate rate which has been held in all the propositions to change 
that have been made. ; 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator from Maryland permit me to 
ask the Senator from Ohio a question ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Ohio if 
they use natural gas in Cleveland in the manufacture of iron. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They do not. 

Mr. McPHERSON. They do not? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir; natural gas can not be transported. It 
being a very light substance it goes upwards, and it can not be trans- 
ported any great distance withont great cost. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Where do you get your coke from? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The coke is brought from Pennsylvania; it is 
Connellsville coke. Asa matter of course they use some of the Ohio 
coal, but when coke is required they must bring it from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I was trying to get at the comparative differ- 
ence, if any, between the two places. Certainly Baltimore would be 
as near the coke-producing region. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think it costs no more to transport coke from 
Connellsville to Baltimore than from Connellsville to Cleveland. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to ask one other question, if the Sen- 
ator pleases. I have been making a little computation here upon the 
statements made by the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Mary- 
land. I understand the Senator from Ohio to say that the ruling 
price of the Bessemer ore, the Michigan and Wisconsin ore, in Cleve- 
land during the past year has been $6.50 per ton, and covering a period 
of years but little short of that. Am I right? > 

Mr. SHERMAN. It varies but little from $8.50 to $5.50. One 
shipment of Chapin and Menominee was only $5.50, but it ranges to 
$6.50, and it does not appear to have been much below that in the 
last five years. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Take, then, the statement the Senator from 
Maryland made respecting the cost of ore from Cuba; if I understood 
him correctly, it would amount to $1.80 per ton, free on board at Cuba. 
The freight would be scarcely more than $1, which would be $2.80 per 
ton. Adding to that the duty of 75 cents per ton it would make $3.55, 
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Add, if you please, $2 per ton for transportation to Cleveland, and the 
Cuban ore, with these very liberal estimates, can be delivered in 
Cleveland at a cheaper rate than the Bessemer ore from Michigan is 
now delivered. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The best evidence upon that point is the fact that 
as shrewd business men as exist in the United States at Cleveland have 
purchased a mjne and own it nowin Cuba and really design to develop 
that industry in Cuba; and they expect to pay the present rate of duty 
and transport the ore to Cleveland. They own the mine at this mo- 
ment. : 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to suggest to the Senator from Maryland 
that the disadvantage by reason of the imposition of duty upon Bes- 
semer ore would be relieved by removing theduty on coal. Itis about 
the same amount. That is a pressure that we have felt in New Eng- 
land. There we catch the operation of this burden in both directions. 
We suffer from the duty upon the ore, and wealso suffer from the duty 
upon the coal, as we produce neither, while the Senator from Maryland 
is not so much burdened by the duty upon coal he suffers from that upon 
the ore. Now, I suggest that we remove the duty upon coal and let in 
the Nova Scotia coal, the transportation of which will cost scarcely 
8 from Nova Scotia—it is brought all the way by water 
to New England—and he can obviate this burden which is imposed 
by the duty upon ore, and be placed upon an equality with his com- 
petitors in the West. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now, the Senator from New Ham has made 
a liberal proposition to me! He has a seat here on the Democratic side 
of the Chamber, and that necessarily leads him to make a more liberal 
suggestion in the interest of the business of the country! His contact 
here, even for a short time during the session, has rather broadened 
out the Senator. 

Mr. BLAIR. It does improve me, I think. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GORMAN. I will make this suggestion to the Senator, that if 
he will accept it so that we shall be certain that he will join us, I will 
agree to vote to take off 20 per cent. of the duty on iron ore and on 
and on all the manufactures that are produced in Maryland, if he 
vote to take 10 per cent. off the manufactures of New England. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will take that proposition into consideration, and 
later on I will give the Senator my answer. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator will give me the answer which is 
usually understood comes from his section of the country, and which 
they are noted for making by asking another question. That is the 
only answer I shall ever get from him. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say to the Senator that I was not the one who 
was trying to get out of the difficulty, and he is. Iwas not complain- 
ing of the tariff, and the Senator is. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the Senator is not only complaining 
of the tariff, but he stands here to make a prohibitory tariff. He not 
only complains of the tarift of 1883, made by his own party, but he 
votes to increase it every day that such a vote is called in the Senate. 
There is not a proposition too extreme for him; he votes for them all 
and he will vote to prevent our trade from being increased. He will 
vote for every proposition that imposes the highest rate of duty upon 
the American people, and yet, répresenting fairly, as he does, his con- 
stituents, he represents them and their interests by being the strongest 
advocate for the free use, in competition with American interests, of 
British capital, British cars, British engines, British rails, which come 
in competition with the rails made in Maryland and in the West. He 
is a high protectionist on marang that belongs in his section; he is 
for the freest trade, the freest use of British money, if it will only add 
to the coffers of his section. 

Now I ask him to come down as an American Senator and treat the 
Maryland interests and the other interests in the country with consid- 
eration and fairness. I ask nothing more. I do not desire to embar- 
rass a single manufacturing establishment in the United States, I 
would not vote with anybody who did, and there is nobody who de- 
sires to do that. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. GORMAN. Of course. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator has given me a character as a high pro- 
tectionist of American and of British interests both; that is hardly con- 
sistent with itself. I do not know what the Senator means, but this 
I will say, that I am a high protectionisc to the extent of giving abso- 
lute protection to American labor for the development of any industry 
whatever that can be carried on successfully upon American soil. The 
section of country in which I live feels the hardship of a tariff as well 
as its benefits. This high protective tariff to-day is a public measure 
in which the West and the South and the Atlantic sea south of 
New England have a greater interest than has New England. New 
England is able to sell her manufactures abroad to-day, many of them, 
not by degrading her labor or reducing its wages, but by increasing 
its skill—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the Senator 

Mr. BLAIR. And the machinery wherewith—— 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President—— 
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Mr. BLAIR. The Senator made a somewhat belligerent attack upon 
me, and I hope he will allow me to proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the Sen- 
_ ator from Maryland desires to resume the floor. 

Mr. GORMAN. I, of course, desire to treat the Senator with great 
consideration and courtesy, but I beg him not to make a speech now. 
Ihave been yielding for about an hour and a half, and I think Ihave 
only talked half an hour myself. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not propose to speak very long, but the Senator 
traveled away out of the record in what came very near being a per- 
sonal assault, and I wish to say to the Senator that 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maryland 

eld? 
ue GORMAN. Yes, sir, on a personal matter, of course, 

Mr. BLAIR. This industry of iron-making, or the manufacture of 
implements of iron for human use, was once flourishing in New Eng- 
land, and it has been very largely injured and almost practically de- 
stroyed. I think the Senator is right in his contention that this result 
is very largely due to the operations of the tariff. It is not so much 
the result of the operation of natural causes, as has been suggested, 
but it is largely the effect of the tariff which has developed other por- 
tions of our conntry so that New England has suffered, 

Other parts of the country have been able by reason of that tariff to 
take advantage of their natural resources, and when the completed 
article has been brought in competition with the same article made 
previously in New England, ours has gone to the wall and our indus- 
try has suffered. I believe that it might be temporarily revived, I do 
not know but ntly revived by the removal of the tariff upon 
coal and upon iron, and if I were to vote to-day for the interests of the 
people of New England under this schedule, I should vote to make 
ore free, simply and solely with reference to that one industry; I should 
vote to make coal free also. ; 

I do not know but that in view of the assaults made upon this pro- 
tective system from the West it is my duty to vote to make coal and 
iron free, and I do not know but that it is my duty to vote more largely 
still in the direction of free trade. But if I cast my ballot in the end 
to keep the tariff as it is upon these articles, I will do so in the interest 
of the development of the communities at the West who can create this 
Bessemer ore, which, being built up largely by that industry, will be 
fed by the farmers of the West, and thus Spain will be on Lake Supe- 
rior, thus Cuba will lie in the West, instead of in the Atlantic, and 
under foreign political jurisdiction. I say, Mr. President, it is in that 
view, and that alone, for the general development of the whole country, 
that a New Englander can vote for the existing tariff eyen upon coal 
and iron. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I shall be very glad to pay some 
attention to the remarks of the Senator from New Hampshire before I 
get through, but I prefer to go on for a moment in the line I was pur- 


As to the matter suggested by the Senator from Ohio relating to the 
eost of ores at points both east and west of the Alleghanies, whether in 
view of the nt commercial conditions, the cost of transportation, 
and everything that enters into the manufacture, it would affect in the 
slightest degree the ore industry on the Lakes, I am free to say that if 
it could be shown that a fair reduction in this tariff would destroy or 
impair that great American interest I should not be in favor of doing 
it. That we should have within our own borders the development of 
mines and of factories and the skilled men to fashion from the ore 
everything that can be made in the shape of steel is the first interest 
of the country. No patriotic man doubts that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him, not 
for a speech, but only to ask a question? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. As I understand it, the Cuban mines are owned by 
American companies—those to which the Senator refers? 

Mr. GORMAN, They are. 

Mr. SPOONER. They therefore pay no royalty per ton for taking 
oat the ore. Does the Senator know anything of the price paid for 
those mines? 

Mr. GORMAN. No; I can not answer the Senator from Wisconsin 
as to the cost of the mines. It is likely, however, that there as on the 
Lakes the first cost is insignificant; but the great cost is the develop- 
ment of the mines, the construction of roads, railroads, and what not. 

Mr. SPOONER. They are very near the coast? 

Mr. GORMAN. Some 18 miles distant; but the development alone 
costs two or three million dollars. So the royalty, as I understand it, 
to the original owners and the first purchasers of it, the promoters of 
the enterprise, so to speak, is, I suppose, like the royalty in the Lake re- 
gion, about 50 cents a ton. 

Mr, SPOONER. Can the Senator give me any idea of the cost in 


the way of ton in mining there? : 
Mr, GORMAN. It is cheaper than in this country; there is no ques- 
tion of that. £ 


Mr. SPOONER. How much cheaper ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Ido not know the rate per ton, but the cost of the 
ore free on shipboard is $1.80 a ton, and to the manufacturer here it is 
40 or 50 cents, probably, less than it ison board a vessel on the Lakes, 


Mr. SPOONER. A railroad, I understand, has been constructed 


It is part of the property of the mining company. 
during the last year, the 


abroad within the past two years. The increased demand for the arti- 
cle has been such that the price of ores at Cleveland and Chicago, and 
all through the western country, has increased. The mine-owners of 
the Lake region have simply derived their fair share of the increased 
profit that comes from the increased price of the manufactured article. 

Mr. SPOONER, If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him 

again, I wish to say that in a considerable number of instances there 
been within the last two years a large reduction by the owners of 
the fee to the mining companies in the way of royalty. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam aware of this great development, as I said a 
moment ago, in all its stages from the ground to the finished product. 
There are constant changes in the iron business; it is up and down. 
The conditions change so much that in the locality the tor refers 
to it depends altogether upon the conditions in moving the ore to 
market. There may be a difference in the value of the ore itself, the 
percentage of iron in it, which would make it necessary to get it into 
general use that it should have a decreased cost. Before taking the 
average condition of the trade, all that can be produced in the lake re- 
gion has been used probably west of the Alleghanies for the manufact- 
ure of steel. 

My friend, the Senator from Ohio, on my right [Mr. PAYNE], stated 
to us that only about four thousand tons of that ore came east ot the 
Alleghanies to be used in the manufacture of steel. There is a small 
portion of it that can be brought down the lakes and down the Erie 
Canal, and thus reach points in the East. There are afew isolated fac- 
toriesor foundries in Pennsylvania that, when they could not get the ſor- 
eign ore, brought this ore in at a higher price, It is only a very small 
quantity of the output of the lake ores that can ever come east of the 
Alleghanies to be used for the manufacture of steel, as I understand 
the conditions of on now. 

Mr. SPOONER. y is that so? 

Mr. GORMAN. The cost of transportation of ore, of coal, and of all 
the heavy commodities has now reached a point which is phenomenal 
and which probably can not be reduced—about 4 mills per ton a mile, 


If the statement had been made twenty-five years ago that such a thing 


could possibly be done, the man who made the statement would have 
been considered a fit subject for a mad-house. 

Mr. PAYNE. The mills in Scranton, Pa., were supplied with ore. 
from Lake Superior, and the works near Harrisburg were also supplied 
with ore from Lake Superior. Did the Senator say east or west? I 
did not understand. 

Mr. GORMAN, . West. 

Mr. PAYNE. What I wish to mention especially to the Senator is 
that large quantities of what is known as Bessemer pig are largely 
transported over the Alleghany Mountains. Most of these are produced 
in the Mahoning and Sharon Valleys. 

Mr. GOR Ol course the product of these great foundries in 
the West is brought East, to a certain extent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have here now the testimony in regard to the 
Cuban matter that I did not have before. It is the testimony of George 
H. Ely, of Cleveland, Ohio, president of the Western Iron-Ore Asso- 
ciation. 

Mr. GORMAN. What page docs the Senator read from ? 

Mr. SHERMAN, He was the first witness examined before the com- 
mittee which framed this bill. His name is George H. Ely, a very 
prominent citizen of the State of Ohio, and he is interested not only 
very largely in the Lake Superior ores, but he is interested also in 
Cuba and interested in manufactures at Cleveland. He says: 


In foreign ores we do not know what we can ever do six months ahead. We 
can not buy ahead because we do not know what the ocean freights will be. 
isa deposit of ore on the Island of Cuba. It isa good and rich ore, 
a Bessemer ore, and it will be a nd resource; but they can produce ore, pu 
iton board at Cuban ports, pay the duty, and then run all around the producers 
of ore on Lake Su or or anywhere else in the United States, 

If there is any concern on the Atlantic slope that thinks it is wise to reduce 
the duty or have no duty at all—I have seen such a statement in a paper—if 
there is any such concern as that I want to say this: That they could certainly 
make a handsomer ‘kg than Lake Superior iron men can on their ore, and 
pay the duty on Cu ores, Ido not think anybody should grumble at pay- 
ing that duty. I have got some little interest in a Cuban mine as well as in 
Lake Superior, and I believe in the protection of American interests. 


Then he goes on in great detail to show the very point I mentioned 
awhile ago, with fuller information, that this ore can be delivered at 
Baltimore or any along the seacoast at less cost than the ore in 
Cleveland, and besides that he says at Baltimore they are at the ter- 
minus of two great lines of railroad which furnish not only anthracite 
coal, but bituminous coal probably as cheap as in Cleveland. I sup- 
posed Cleveland had the advantage, but I see that Cleveland has not. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, as to the witness whom the Senator 
from Ohio deR oe Ido not know his relation to this entire 
question, and I do not know whether his judgment is warped or not, 
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but all of us probably are more or less influenced when our interests 
are in one direction. Butthis I do know, that since 1883 we have had 
a tariff of 75 cents a ton on iron ore and with the Mediterranean ores 
and the Cuban ores ready to be delivered and the British tramp steam- 
ers on the ocean anxious to have return freights, we take iron ore from 
a vessel, I have been informed, at a dollar a ton and from the Mediterra- 
nean ports to the city of Baltimore at 75 cents in one case and bring it 
in only as ballast and glad to get it at that rate, and with the 75 cents 
duty and the ore 3 in the cheapest markets, as it is said, in 
the world, the rai transportation from the seaboard to the inland 
factory has never permitted, except for experimental purposes, even a 
small fraction to go beyond Johnstown to the West. 

In the face of that condition of affairs, which is most extraordinary, 
and with the further fact that I again put to the Senator from Ohio, 
that if the statement of the gentleman he has referred to be accurate or 
if the impressions of the Senator himself are well founded, I ask him 
to explain to me why it is with these great forges on the Atlantic coast 
that the Governmentitself has been compelled to go to Chicagoand other 
‘Western points for the keels of the great steel vessels we are building 
for the Navy. 

Mr. SHERMAN. So far as the Western consumption of iron ore is 
concerned, the day will never come when these sources can supply the 
West with iron, because all along the Alleghany range, from one end 
to the other, it would be a very grave error to transport iron from Cuba 
and Africa to the Western country. I hope that day will never come. 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not desire that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And I will say that the advantage the East al- 
ready possesses in cheap transportation by ‘‘ tramps ’’ and by other ves- 
sels seeking this transportatation, with the small duty that is levied 
upon the ore, makes it a very small item of theexpense. Seventy-five 
cents a ton upon iron ore is less than 3 mills a pound, which is a very 
small rate indeed, and with that advantage and the advantage of cheap 
transportation from Cuba and from Africa it seems to me that Balti- 
more, Philadelphia, Boston, indeed every point in the East, is now placed 
on an equal footing, and, indeed, on a more favorable tooting than any 
city of the West. 

It strikes me, therefore, when we are trying to disseminate and dis- 
tribute the benefits of the tariff as we think they should be in order 
to develop the industries of the country, that it does not come with 
very good grace from gentlemen of the East to complain that this little 
duty of 75 cents a ton on iron ore operates greatly to their disadvan- 
tage. The truth is that on account of their location on the seacoast 
they are in a very favorable position for this great trade. I do not 
think it would be a misfortune if all the iron used in our country 
should be produced in the United States; but as they have this ad- 
vantage of being on the seacoast they have the iron ore within very 
cheap reach of them, and they ought to be willing to give a duty of 
75 cents or even a dollar a ton for the protection of American in- 
dustry. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I do not criticise the Senator from 
Ohio, but I must insist that he has not been as frank as usual in re- 

lying to the question which I put to him and which I do not think he 
tes answered at all. He has simply set up a man of straw to knock 
him down again. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will repeat his question, I shall 
try to answer it. 

Mr. GORMAN, I will with great pleasure, for I am really seeking 
information on this matter, and it is a matter, as I said in the begin- 
ning, which ought not to be controlled by any sectional feeling or by 
any reason in the world except the facts which surround it. I donot 
want to consider it in any other way. 

Mr. SHERMAN., What is the question? 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Ohio combats the suggestion that 
we should make iron and steel in the East and ship it West, and he 
makes the statement that that would be a condition to be regretted; 
that you have facilities and conditions in the West to make your own 
iron and your own steel. I said ten or fifteen minutes ago that I did 
not want to interfere with the Western production. I have not the 
slightest disposition to retard the progress of the West in any respect. 
I want to see it developed. 

I believe on the whole continent there is nothing in a commercial 
sense to compete with it, but I ask the Senator from Ohio this ques- 
tion: With the cenditions which the law has imposed on us, with all 
the advantages which he has described in the West as to the bringing 
of these foreign ores here, as to the cost, etc., the fact is that in the 
construction of great steel ships for the American Navy and vessels 
which are built for private enterprise, a large portion of the material 
has to be brought from west of the Alleghanies, from Chicago. Now I 
ask the Senator whether he does not believe that there is something 
radically wrong in the conditions imposed by the law to make us bring 
the pieces ofa vesel from Chicago to Baltimore or to the Delaware, and 
pat them together so that it may float, in competition with foreign ships? 

not that a condition which ought to be remedied ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. My answer to that question is, that if that thing 
has occurred it must have occurred only in a few instances; and if it 
has occurred it is because of the failure of the Eastern iron manufact- 
urers to do theirduty by developing their industry and furnishing these 


particular pieces of the vessel which were necessary to its construction. - 
The truth is they can, with their advantages, make every form of struct- 
ural iron, and they doit. They can and ought to make it, and if they 
do not do it it is because our people in the West are a little more enter- 
prising on the whole. We are a race of Yankees there, improved a little 
beyond the old race, and we can beat the people of Baltimore on equal 
or. CULLOM rdinary energy 
r. CUL It is another evidence of the extrao 
and skill of the people of Chicago. S 

Mr. SHERMAN. And as my friend from Illinois says, itis another 
evidence of the extraordinary skill and energy—and I may say of the 
grabitiveness—of the people of Chicago. They want to do everything, 
and they do do a great many things. 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not want to be unfair in any statement I make 
about this matter, but I feel bound to say that there is in the trade 
among Republicans and Democrats alike no party about this matter. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There are no party interests in it. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is no party—I mean abont the gentleman 
who makes the statement which I am about to repeat, that the reason 
and the only reason why they can not compete is because of the unjust 
operation of the law. > 

Mr. SHERMAN. With 75 per cent. duty? 

Mr. GORMAN. Now let me say to my friend from Ohio that in 
thesection of country where these great industries are, other men be- 
gan the enterprise, who for skill are equal to any in the world, and 
their courage to invest their money in these enterprises is equal to that 
of any. They began this industry. They have taught your sons. 
Not one of them wishes to-day to take from you a single natural ad- 
vantage. They rejoice at the development in your section, and it is 
necessary for the whole country that it should go on. 

I want to see, and I believe I shall see in my time, that you will so 
develop the enterprise that you can throw the doors of the custom- 
houses wide open on every article that is fashioned by man, and tak- 
ing alone into account the cost of transportation by steamer from 
abroad and the railroad transportation here, 175 miles from the coast 
on either side, you will be able to furnish ev ing duty free. That 


does not apply to the coast, but that is a possible thing for you. Tou 


are moving along to do it with a rapidity which is gratifying to e 
lover of his country. But what I ask is that these older States which 
gave you your territory, which led in this enterprise, which have in- 
vested their all, shall not be discriminated against by your unjust laws. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will allow me to say that he ought 
not to forget that for a great many years before these mines were di 
covered and opened, and before our people in the West in this 
industry, we came East for everything of that kind we needed. The 
Senator ought not to complain if occasionally Eastern people have to 
go West, including the Government, for some iron products. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, Mr. President, that is true, and the East has 
treated you handsomely. They started you on your way, encouraged 
you in the enterprise, and now that you have grown strong, and great, 
and powerful, and controlling, we ask of you, of the liberal and pri 
ive West, not to combine with the eastern end of the country and dis- 
criminate, as we think you have in this case, against the section south 
of New York. That is all. 

Mr. President, look at our condition. Take the Atlantic coast. 
Twenty-five years ago there was great prosperity in the agricultural 
interests. In Delaware, in Maryland, in Virginia, in North Carolina, 
in South Carolina, in New Jersey, the farmers were 88 Penn- 
sylvania was one of the great agricultural States of the Union. 

By the development of the country which you gentlemen represen’ 
through the facilities given you by the Government, through free 1 
for your settlers, railroad transportation over roads subsidized and aided 
by the Government, distance has been annihilated and time is no more 
a consideration in transportation, and the cost is away below that ever 
dreamed of in the past. 

What is the result? Ithiak the present census will show that as 
you have opened the fertile fields of the West and brought your farm- 
ers in Nebraska and Wisconsin within a hundred miles in cost to the 
ports of Baltimore and Philadelphia, you have absolutely destroyed 
the agricultural interests of the great States of the East. No wonder 
that in Massachusetts the statistics show that farms are being aban- 
doned. That fact does not apply alone to cold and sterile New Eng- 
land, but it is true of Maryland. 

This census will show that the purely agricultural portion of the 
country, at least that south of this Capital, has lost in population if 
we can rely upon the fi And the products have decreased and the 
value gone down until that interest has been practically destroyed. 
It is so in Delaware, it is so in Pennsylvania, it is so in Virginia. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator a question in order that 
I may see whether I understand him. Does the Senator mean to say 
that in any portion of the Southern country the farm products are less 
now than they were heretofore? I speak now of the amounts of pro- 
duction, not of their value. 

Mr. GORMAN, The output is greater, but the value has been de- 
creased. The prices have decreased until, with the cost of labor, not- 
withstanding the facilities of machinery, the result to the farmer 
and the laborer is less than it was twenty-five years ago. 
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Then I should like to ask the Senator 
if that is not true of agricultural industry all over the world. 


Mr. TELLER. Very likely. 


Mr. GORMAN. To some extent it is true, and especially is it true 
of the section of which I speak, because you have practically annihi- 
lated distance, and it costs no more on one of these great railroads to 
bring a barrel of flour from Minneapolis to the city of Baltimore than 
it does from the upper portion of my State, with a haul of 150 miles 
by road, to the same city, so that our farm lands which have been used 
two hundred years have to compete with the rich lands of the 

est. 

I only refer to this matter for the purpose of asking you to do us jus- 
tice on the subject which is now under consideration. The farmers in 
the section of which I speak can not be helped in anything you can do 
by putting a tariff upon their products. Therefore we have had to turn 
our attention necessarily to otherindustries. We have been compelled 
to ge to manufacturing. There is no help for our people and no pros- 
perity for them except by changing their condition. The lower part 
of Virginia and Maryland and Delaware and New Jersey must become 
market gardens and resort to manufacturing. 

We have begun to develop the great industry of fruits, the canning of 
berries and oysters and everything which is necessary in the way of 
vegetables to sustain human life; but you have, by means of the tariff 
in this bill, put a tax upon the only material, tin, which is necessary 
for that business and its development, which absolutely destroys all 
of these little industries that are being built up in these four or five 
great States. 

Then you come to the manufacturing establishments which began 
with the Government, those foundries which were constructed to 
make cannon with which to fight the battles of the Revoluiionary war, 
which were the germ of this great industry; and we tell you that with 
all these changed conditions we can not live, we can not compete, and 
we ask you to make a moderate change which can not affect those which 
lie ngo the lakes. Is this unreasonable, Mr. President? Can not 
p justice be done in the discussions of this matter ? 

ou ask me whether under the present conditions we have been at 
all prosperous, Yes, we have been prosperous to some extent. These 
great establishments which are going on in Baltimore and one of the 
greatest, it is believed, in the world, have prospered with Northern 
capital. But how have tbey prospered in competition with the West- 
ern States under this unjust tax? They have only prospered in Mary- 
land because our self-sacrificing and far-seeing, and euterprising men 
have, by local legislation, given them bounties to put up their works 
and exempted their plants from taxation, so that they might live and 
that our people who are being driven from agriculture by thischanged 
condition of affairs might engage in other industries and find employ- 
ment. 

Now, we come to you and say to you simply do us justice; we ask 
you to do nothing that interferes with any other interest in the coun- 
try, but simply to reduce this rate of duty from 75 to 50 cents a ton, 
and we will compete with the world outside of you. We will not be 
in competition on the finished article with your factories in the West, 
but we can develop a trade upon the Atlantic. We can take possession 
of the trade with the countries south of us. Says the great head of this 
firm, If you give us free ores we will give you free ships;’’ that is to 
say, ‘‘we will build ships equal to any that are built on the Clyde at 
a cost not to exceed the cost there.“ 

Now, there is an opportunity todo that which you have proclaimed 
is the policy of your party, to take 8 of the transportation in- 
terest upon the ocean. We have freely submitted to great taxation 
to give you free railroads in the West. All we ask is to put us on an 
equality and strike off these shackles. It will not be safe for us to 
take so radical a step in any item of the tariff, but we ought to reduce 
it 2 then we can live and prosper. 

Mr. ident, everything that this section of the country gets in the 
way of articles for consumption is subjected toa tariff tax. On the 
other hand, you gentlemen still insist upon imposing on us this burden 
which is destroying us for the advantage of your locality. You have 
the advantages which come from the materials all being near together. 
You have these great inland seas on which you can move your heavy 
articles at the least cost, as cheaply as we can move them upon the 
Atlantic Ocean. Fee those lakes will be untold millions ot 
people, and I think there will be the center of trade and population on 
this continent. Your future is assured. You are prosperous to-day, 
You have in addition to all this an advan by the use of hundreds 
of ano of dollars of Canadian and British money in your transpor- 
ta 


In our transportation upon the Atlantic the navigation laws confine 
us to American vessels. I wish to say frankly that I would not have 
in that trade anything but an American vessel, On the lakes isa 
great fleet of the finest steamers that float upon any waters, and they 
are ours. A little higher rate of freight we have to pay, it is true, 
but they are still American. You on the other side insist also on im- 
posing those conditions on us when it comes to the development of your 
trade, when it comes to getting your product out at a lower rate of 
cost, when my friend from Massachusetts wants cheap corn and oer 
fiour and cheap iron on the one side, and tells us he wants an Ameri- 


can vessel to carry them fn; and when it strikes a Northwestern in- 
terest and your New England interest you receive with open arms all 
the vessels that the English and Canadians furnish you, and you permit 
them to come into that coastwise trade and take the flour from Min- 
nesota, the iron from Wisconsin, the products of Ohio, the products of 
the great mills at Chicago, and carry them through our territory into 
Canada and back to Massachusetts and all the New England States. 

_ My friend from New Hampshire said that he believed it was in the 
interest of his people to be for free trading vessels that belong to the 
British and the Canadians, When it comes to us you confine us to 
vessels which are owned iu Maine or along the coast. I do not com- 
plain of it, but I want an equal rule. I want Delaware, and Mary- 
land, and Pennsylvania, and Virginia, and New Jersey, and Northand 
South Carolina, and all this country only to have the same advantage 
which you insist upon haying for yourselves. 

Mr. President, I know all this is but a matter of adjustment, and it 
ought to be adjusted fairly, and party lines upon a question of this sort 
should never be referred to; and my friends from Massachusetts and 
Colorado and Wisconsin ought to be prepared and ready to take up such 
a question and determine it without regard to their party caucus and 
their party demands. You can do it within your lines. Let us treat 
it as a fair business proposition. This one item is of more account than 
all the rest of this schedule. With it goes the rest. Let us fashion it 
and determine it as the interests of this whole country require. 

Only afew words more andI shall have finished what I desire to say 
on this matter. I have referred to the fact that my friends from New 
England insisted on imposing these conditions which I have attempted 
to enumerate, and yet they claim and do enjoy perfect freedom of trade 
over the lines of transportation built by the British Government for 
military and political purposes in competition with American railroads 
and with American industries, 

Now, that that great section of the country should want cheap trans- 
portation and cheap commodities is natural and not to be complained 
of, and that their people ought to have them at the least possible cost 
I do not object to, provided you give to the American interests which 
come in competition with them a fair amount of protection or place 
them upon an equality. Your necessities require it. I would not take 
froni you any one thing, so far as I know, which would retard your de- 
velopment. 

I have before me a statement made by Mr. Alden Speare, president 
of the chamber of commerce and of various other associations of Bos- 
ton, who appeared before the committee of which my distinguished 
friend from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] is chairman, the Committee on In- 
terstale Commerce, when that committee last summer was trying to 
ascertain how far this English or foreign interest had come in to inter- 
fere. with our transportation interests, and how, if at all, they were 
jeopardizing American interests; to what extent our friends in New 
England and the West were utilizing foreign vessels—because a car is 
buta vessel on wheels—freely, without tax, without prohibition, and 
in competition with the American vessel which is moved by land. To 
my utter amazement I found more free-trade sentiments in Boston 
among the New England people than I ever supposed existed in our 
common land. I do not overstate it when I say that this gentleman, 
an intelligent, capable, upright man of affairs, Mr. Alden Speare 

Mr. DAWES. A very fine gentleman. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. Speare deemed it to be his duty to facilitate the 
movements of the committee of which my honorable friend from Illi- 
nois is the chairman, by bringing before us and requesting to meet us 
all the principal business men who were in the city and State at the 
time. To him we are under great obligations, and I am glad publicly 
to say so. But I found a concurrence of sentiment among those busi- 
ness men of Boston and of New England which to me was a revelation, 
that no matter how they differed in politics or in any other affairs in 
this world when they came to look after the moneyed interests of their 
section they were found in solid column and having but one opinion. 

The reason that Mr. Speare assigned for wanting a different rule on 
the ocean than on the land, why he wanted only American ships upon 
the Atlantic side of Boston, and was ready to admit the Canadian cars 
and English cars of transportation in every factory of New England, 
was because they could get all which was necessary fer the sustenance 
of New England cheaper through the English channel than they could 
through the American channel. It is a bad rule that does not work 
both ways. They say to us, Lou must be confined exclusively to 
your American interests and American vessels south of us, but we in 
this section must have Canadian and British enterprise and money and 
rates that we may bring from the West our products.“ I read from 

e 367 of Report No. 847 of the present session of Congress, made 
y the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Cuttom]. Mr. Speare said: 


New England has 8 per cent. of the population of the United States, and grows 
one-fourth of 1 per cent. of the wheat crop and one-half of 1 per cent. of the corn 
crop to feed 8 per cent. of the inhabitants of the United States 


Not a very prosperous farming community— 


not enough to supply the inhabitants of Rhode Island alone, and we have to 
buy annually of and bring from other sections 550,000 tons of grain, 525,000 tons 
of flour, and $50,000,000 worth of meat for our consumption. We w but 4 
per cent. of the woo! N of the country, but consume 50 per cent. of the entire 
clip and 55 per cent, of all consumed in the country, We grow nota pound of 
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cotton, but consume annually 23 per cent. of the whole crop and 75 per cent. of 
all consumed in this 14 

While New England has 31 per cent. of the water- power employed in indus- 
trial work, we also have 15 per cent. of steam-power, and consume 5,250,000 tons 
of anthracite and 4,000,000 tons of bituminous coal, and we do not produce a 
pound of either, and, of course, buy of and transport from other sections, 

ianh estimated value of American goods consumed in New England in 1888 
was $310,000, 


Mr. HAWLEY. Why does not the author of that report say manu- 
factured’’ instead of *‘ consumed ?”’ 

Mr. GORMAN. I am reading from the testimony of Mr. Speare. I 
think the Senator from Connecticut will admit that the grain, flour, 
etc., are not all consumed in New England. 

Mr. HAWLEY. A great deal of that amount of $310,000,000 is 
manufactured, 

Mr. GORMAN., The inquiry here was whether it was fair to Ameri- 
can interests to permit the Canadian roads, built by the Canadian or 
British Government as a political or war enterprise, to be used in times 
of peace in the mean time for commercial purposes. 

Mr. DAWES. While the Senator was in New England and was so 
amazed at what seemed to be the change of sentiment there, did he 
ascertain about what date that change took its rise? 

Mr. GORMAN. About what? 

Mr. DAWES. About what date this change of sentiment in New 
England, which the Senator has so graphically described—as to their 
desire to obtain their freights by Canadian transportation—when that 
took its rise? 

Mr. GORMAN. As nearly as I can ascertain, it took its rise from 
the very moment when the astute and long-headed Americans who re- 
side in New England discovered that the English Government, for po- 
litical and war purposes, were about to construct those roads. They saw 
the opportunity to take advantage of them and make money before the 
roads were fairly completed. 

Mr. DAWES. That does not quite define the date. 
aid the Senator. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should be glad to have the Senator do so. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘Two things were coincident. The cause arose when 
the Congress of the United States enacted a law which would not permit 
New England to make such terms for transportation of her iron ore by 
the established lines in our own country as it could make upon estab- 
lished lines outside of our country. In other words, when all the lines 
from the West were willing to make equal terms with New England, 
New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore—the seacoast all along—in their 
tran tion, about that time the United States stepped in and said, 

That shall not be done.“ Then New England found that she could 
make better terms outside of the United States than inside. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr, President, the Senator from Massachusetts 
knows my great respect and fondness for him. I do not intend that 
anything I shall say shall reflect upon any section of the country. I 
am stating factsas I get them, whether they affect New England or 
the West, or my own particular section. This is not an allusion to 
sections. -The Senator from Massachusetts must not understand me in 
this discussion in that sense. 

Mr. DAWES. Oh, certainly not. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator is entirely mistaken. I have had the 
honor to serve upon the Committee on Interstate Commerce, from its 
creation until now, with my distinguished friend from Illinois [Mr. 
CULLOM], even prior to the adoption of the law. 

Although I have no personal interest in any railroad and no trans- 
portation interest, yet my life, for ten or fifteen years before occupying 
a seat in this body, was spent in representing a public interest in my 
own State, and that led me into close connection and co-operation with 
the transportation interests, looking only to the welfare of my State. I 
therefore came to that investigation perfectly free and unbiased, and the 
first thing that impressed itself upon every member of the committee was 
the fact that when, in 1855, the Grand Trunk road was first built and the 
bridge constructed across Niagara River, from that moment began the 
aggressive strife between neighboring transportation lines. 

Goods were permitted to be shipped across into Canada and then 
into New England without law. No authority for it can be found, so 
far as I know, upon the sta‘ate-books. But when they once got a foot- 
hold then the temptation was offered to the people at both ends of the 
line, in New England and in the West, and then began to grow this 
sentiment at both ends of the line, to add to their force, increase their 
facilities. 

When the committee was appointed of which my friend from IIli- 
nois is chairman—and in former days my friend from Texas [ Mr. REA- 
GAN], I have no doubt, took up the question in another place—that 
condition of things was found to be existing, with the most active com- 
petition by the Canadian roads with the American roads, prior to the 
passage of any interstate-commerce law and prior to the amendment 
which put on the long and short haul prohibition. 

The subject of inquiry for my friend from Ilinois and his committee 
was whether in view of the active competition between the American 
interests on the one hand and the British interests on the other, with 
their lines of steamers from Halifax to England, at the rate of $250,- 
000 per annum, and a line from Puget Sound to China and Japan also 


Perhaps I can 


subsidized, coming in, as it does, with a branch or spur at any point 
where they can reach our country; whether it was not a proper thin; 
to say that while permi them to enjoy that trade, yet we should 
put them on an exact equality with the American roads, making the 
same conditions apply to the roads which we have imposed, 
in the interest of both West and East, on our roads, for the purpose of 
preventing discrimination against localities and individuals. 

I asked Mr. Speare in this very connection, on page 372 of the report, 
this question ` 

Mr. DAWES. What was the date of the examination? 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Illinois will probably remem- 
ber the date. It was nearly two years ago, as I remember. 
es CULLOM. A little over a year ago; about the Ist of July ot 

t year. e 

Mr. DAWES. My colleague and myself pointed out very clearly 
when the bill was before the Senate and predicted that it would draw 
New England into the patronage of foreign transportation, but we were 
forced to submit to arule of law which vated the tendency that 
it is true did then exist, and which brought to our minds more clearly 
than could have been done otherwise the injustice of that long and 
short haul clause. We have had the benefit of the long and short haul 
clause long enough to demonstrate that. 

Now, I say—if I do not interrupt the Senator from Maryland too 
much—that nobody recognizes more than I do the change of sentiment 
in New England in the direction to which the Senator has alluded, 
No one who believes, as I do, that the protective principle is capable 
of a just adaptation to all the interests of the country, feels more sen- 
sibly than I do the inequalities and the injustice of features of this, as 
of any other tariff bill, and the difficulty in so adjusting it to all inter- 
ests that it shall not come out a compact of antagonisms. 

I state here distinctly that I will vote for the Senator’s proposition 
to reduce the duty on iron ore to 50 cents provided he will show to me 
that that reduction will not work an injurious competition of foreign 
ores with the ores of our own country. If from location, if from trans- 
portation, or from any other cause, the seaboard wants ores at 50 cents, 
or free, and can have that benefit without working a serious injury to 
the greatinterests of our own country, I am with him. 

But, however much it may be for the interests of my own constit- 
uents to have iron ore free, if it is to work an injury not compensated 
by an advantage to my section, I should be false to the principles of 
protection, which I have advocated all my life, as capable of adjust- 
ment to all industries of this country, if I voted ſor it. Theonl thing 
I am listening to on the part of the Senator from Maryland—if he 
allow me to say so—is to ask him to demonstrate that this can be done 
without any such damage to the product of the mines of this country 
east of the mountains as will not more than compensate for the advan- ` 


tage. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like, Mr. President, to ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts if he would not be willing to put the proposition the ` 
other way, and say that he would not vote for a duty of 75 cents a ton 
on iron ore unless it could be demonstrated that that duty placed upon 
the ore from the mines in the Lake Superior region would not work an 
injury to the old iron industries on the seacoast, which could not and 
would not be compensated for. š 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, it matters very little which way you 
putit. The thing must be taken as a whole. 

Mr. GRAY. The burden of proof is in that direction. 

Mr. DAWES. We must adjust it as a whole, and come to such a 
conclusion as the best lights we have shall lead us to. 

The iron-ore interests west of the mountains have no right to ask such 
an adjustment of duties as shall promote their interests regardless of 
those east of the mountains, nor are those east of the mountains entitled 
to any such exemption as shall work an injury to the iron-ore interests 
west of the mountains, The difficulty is in determining where to 
draw the line, and I can listen to no man with more interest and with 
more instruction than to the Senator from Maryland on that very sub- 
ject. I know that I should be glad to vote ſree ore and free coal, and 
I shall stand ready to vote for free ore and free coal as soon as I see that 
that can be done and not work an injury to the greater interests of this 
country which can not be compensated by the advantage that will be 
enjoyed by my own section. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, 1 was going on to speak of the in- 
terest in that section and the few reasons which they have given—good 
ones, no doubt—about the freest sort of trade by these Canadian lines. 
Admit their ears, engines, and all their paraphernalia free of duty, per- 
mit them to come and go, and still they are the absolute subjects of 
combinations such as can not be applied to vessels on the water. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me a suggestion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. GORMAN, Yes, sir. The respect I have for the Senator as a 
representative of his section causes me to yield the floor to him with 
pleasure, and that is also the reason I have referred to him so often. 

Mr. BLAIR. I appreciate the motive, and can assure the Senator 
that it it well founded. [Laughter.] 

The Senator seems to think that there is some flaw in the logic of New 
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England in advocating the use of American ships in the coast-line 

trade, at the same time that she avails herself of the use of the Cana- 

dian railroads in the matter of transportation—that there is some in- 

23 or fault in the operation of the New England mind in 
ing that, 

I do not know that the Senator recalls the evidence that was taken 
before us at Boston and other points, but it he does he will remember 
that New England as a community has found herself cut off from the 
general advantages of this country by the monopolies which concen- 

„ trate their eastern terminus in New York City, Philadelphia, and Bal- 
timore, and that in the effort to get communication with the West and 
Southwest the New England people have found themselves subjected 
to an increased transportation rate of 25 per cent, in some instances by 
the exactions of the monopolistic combinations of American transporta- 
tion lines, finding, as I said before, their eastern terminus in New 
York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore; and as New England has furnished 
a great amount of money that has developed the West and Southwest, 
and as she has done something in the way of furnishing the intel- 
lectual acumen, which is after all the creator of wealth, they felt that 
it was right that they should be allowed to avail themselves of these 
established lines—the Grand Trunk and the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way—to place themselves in communication upon equal terms with 
other parts of their own country. 

When an effort is made to isolate New England and place her sub- 
stantially ont of the country, to expel her from the United States, by 
imposing this tremendous burden upon her transportation, she has nat- 
urally, with her own capital and by those relations which are common 
to all parts of the country, availed herself of this great natural advan- 
tage, as it might well be called, which has come by the construction of 
these other lines of communication and which are found to be just as 
important to the other extremity of the country with which she com- 
municates as to herself. 

There isa great difference between an operation which breaks up a 
gteat monopoly in transportation and an operation which concentrates 
the ownership of coast-line shipping under our own flag; and I should 
think the Senator would see that there is a very substantial difference. 
No two ships can form a monopolistic combination. They do not. 
The great general distinction between land and water transportation 
is that land transportation is capable of combination, but that by water 
is not; and although there may be some fault in the entire application 
of the system, nevertheless that is the general distinction and it is the 
distinction which applies to this case. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I know that was the theory, but 
the fact is just the reverse of it. There is not a canal, not even except- 
ing the Erie, that is free. There is nota line of steamers running from 

Boston, New York, or Baltimore to Charleston and Galveston, all along 

the coast, that does not make combinations stronger than those of the 

trunk lines Eastand West; and, whatis more, we prohibit by law any 

pooling or combinations or division of freights; whereas in the coast- 

wise trade the lines are absolutely open and free to do precisely as they 
lease. 

N However, I want to say to my friend from New Hampshire and he 

knows it pretty well without my saying it, as probably appears from 
what he has said—that I do not bring up the matter here for the pur- 

of saying anything in derogation of his great section. It is won- 
derlully eg le No man can go among those New England people 
without being impressed with that fact. But I do say that you have 
no right, in justice and fairness, to use the British money and capital 
that have constructed these lines of transportion, in order to compete 
with American transportation lines, and yet hold that iron, rigid rule 
on us in everything. 

Mr. BLAIR. What does the Senator refer to by that iron, rigid 
rule? 

Mr. GORMAN. I refer to this very article I am now discussing. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iron ore? 

Mr. GORMAN. Iron ore. 

Mr. BLAIR. I made the proposition substantially to the Senator 
to relieve the iron ore and also to relieve coal of duty, but the Senator 
did not seem to be willing to accept it. 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, yes; and I went away beyond it and even of- 
fered to take off 2 per cent. while you take off 1 from every manufact- 
uring interest in New England. I went away beyond you and would 
have been delighted to see the offer accepted. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam afraid the votes of the Senator and his words 
do not correspond. His acts and his words ought to md. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from New Hampshire and I will never 
agree on this matter in the world; I have no hope of our reaching an 
agreement, 

But, Mr. President, I disclaim any intention whatever to reflect upon 
any one of these sections. That is not my object. I repeat, that what 
I say is solely for the purpose of getting at the fact and to ap for 
justice to some of the other great sections of this country; and in ar- 
ranging the details of this tariff bill within the principles announced 
on the other side, as Republicans they can afford to do it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maryland yield 
to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
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Mr, GORMAN. Certainly, 

Mr. SPOONER. The object of the Senator seems to be to obtain for 
the section which he represents free Bessemer ores, or ores substantially 
free, without much regard to the effect it may have on the Bessemer 
mines in Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota. 

Mr. GORMAN, I have not in fact been talking a very great while 
to-day, although I have had possession of the floor a considerable time. 
But Lam very glad to have the information I have obtained of the 
Senators who have interrupted me, because I think this is a matter 
where interruptions are necessary. I have, however, been most unfort- 
unate in having failed to convey my ideas to my distinguished friend 
from Wisconsin. Ihave looked at him and tried to impress them upon 
him as far as I could, I should like him to understand that I am just 
as far removed from any attempt to injure the development of that in- 
dustry on the lakes as it is possible for any mortal man to be. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, let me say—— 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator will allow me to finish this remark, 
I desire to say that I would not ask for a reduction of a penny on ore 
if I believed that the effect would be to retard your great development 
or to destroy any of the great American industries which we regard as 
the most important in the whole confines of the Union. But I have 
furnished the testimony of practical men; I have given to you the fig- 
ures as best I can, from the great transportation interests, and the rea- 
sons why you can not ship your ores east of the Alleghanies at a profit; 
that if you remove the whole duty of 75 cents a ton it would only en- 
able you to send your ores 150 miles farther east than you can now; 
that the point is the backbone of the Alleghanies, where, under the 
natural conditions, with the present known means of transportation, 
you stop and the other interest begins. ‘ 

If that be true, why do you embarrass us; why do you retard us; 
why do you prevent us from using what nature has provided to enable 
us to build, as this Government says it can, in Baltimore vessels equal 
to those that are built on the Clyde, at the same cost, manned by 
Americans, built by Americans, run by Americans, to take your grain 
from Baltimore to Liverpool and compete with the products of India; 
to enable us to put on these American ships and take the products that 
you make in your factories from your own ore and carry them to the 
great market which awaits us in South America? 

Our proposition is not only to develop our section, but to develop 
your interests, and I ask the Senator from Wisconsin why it is that he 
will not grant so fair a proposition; I ask him now why he makes the 
3 that a reduction would interfere with his interests? I pause 

or a reply. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I will say that I have not been ablo 
to learn from the Senator from Maryland that he is possessed of in- 
formation sufficiently accurate as to the difference in cost, difference of 
conditions, between Bessemer ore free at Baltimore and the condition 
on Lake Superior, to enable him or any other man to say what he 
says—thatsuch a proposition would not bedetrimental to the interests 
(and they are tremendous) of the Bessemer mines on Lake Superior. 
The Senator’s talk upon that subject is very general. 

Lhave asked him, sup posing he would be able to give me accurate 
information upon the su bject, the comparative rate of wages in the iron 
mines of Cuba and in the Lake Superior region. 

Mr. GORMAN. I gave you the cost free on board. 

Mr, SPOONER, The Senator could not give it. I might have asked 
him the rate of wages in Spain. Perhaps he could have given that. I 
will attempt to give it, Mr. President, before this debate is concluded, 
and also the rate of wages paid to miners in the Bessemer mines of the 
Lake Superior region. 

And while the Senator from Maryland may be, and doubtless is, sin- 
cere in his proposition that to admit Bessemer ores from Cuba free 
would not interfere unduly or unjustly with these great industries or 
interests on Lake Superior, it is only an opinion upon his and an 
opinion in which he is wrong, and I, for one, would not be willing to 
endanger that great interest, one which has just begun in its develop- 
ment, on the assumption that this generalization by the Senator from 
Maryland will turn out to be true. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. ALDRIOGH. Has the Senator from Maryland yielded the floor? 

Mr. GORMAN. I yielded to the Senator from Wisconsin for a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wanted to find out what was the condition of af- 


fairs. . 
Mr. GORMAN. I would certainly like to ascertain the object of the 


Senator's inquiry. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desired to find out, that is all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognized the Senator 
from Maryland as soon as the Senator from Wisconsin had concluded 
his remarks, assuming that the Senator from Maryland had only tem- 
3 the floor to the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. RMAN. I have been surrendering the floor from time to 
time all day, and I will surrender it with great pleasure to my friend 
from Wisconsin; and I would like to inquire whether any member of 
the body can object to it. I was not aware that that was out of the 
usual order. Does the Senator from Rhode Island object to my yield- 
ing the floor to a Senator who desires to ask a question ? 


Mr. ALDRICH. Not in the slightest degree, but the Senator from 
Maryland has held the floor four hours, during which time he has, of 
course, given us some very interesting information. I was only de- 
sirous to assume the floor for a moment after hè had concluded, and I 
desired to ascertain from him whether he still held the floor. 

Mr. GORMAN. I shall be glad to give the Senator any information 
I can, because we are going on with the consideration of this bill in 
this place, and as I have often said it is the only place on earth where 
it can be considered. We are trying to let some daylight upon this bill, 
and not only some daylight, but electric light, in order to see what they 
are doing in the coal mines and factories. i 

And now, in reply to the Senator from Wisconsin, I desire to say that 
he insists that thereare no data by which you can ascertain whether the 
reduction of this duty will affect or will not affect the West and South- 
west. Of course, I hardly hope to induce that Senator to accept the 
conclusion I have arrived at; but I do present the fact again, that 
under the present condition, with the cheap ore which I frankly 
stated to him, as I understand it, is $1.80 per ton on board in Cuba, with 
the English tramp steamers to bring it at the lowest possible rates, 
and with all the conditions as favorable as they can be to deliver it at 
Baltimore at the minimum cost, with the 75 cents a ton tax, yet that 
ore has not come into competition with any ore from your section. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maryland yield 
to the Senator from Wisconsin ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly, 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘The Senator's mental horizon on this subject seems 
to be bounded by Maryland, or at least by the 2 Mountains. 
The Senator will not forget, I trust, that it is alleged, and is 2 
true, that across the Northern lakes within the boundaries of Canada 
ure great deposits of Bessemer ore similar in character to those which 
within the last few years have been discovered in Northern Michigan, 
Northern Wisconsin, and Minnesota. 

The discoveries in those States are recent enough. Is the Senator 
in fayor of the free introduction of Canadian Bessemer ore, after such 
a proposition as that shall have been adopted for the benefit of the 
owners of the capital for the development of the Canadian mines and 
for exploration and all that, to compete at Gleveland, Chicago, and 
everywhere in the West with American Bessemer ores? 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I said at the opening of my state- 
ment that I am not in favor of any radical change in the main sched- 
ules of this tariff, and I would not ask for a radical upon this 
article, because there are certain conditions, certain possibilities in the 
country north of us, both in coal and iron, that if they wereplaced on 
the free-list they might jeopardize your interests; therefore I con- 
tend that prudence, fair business prudence, would require that we 
should make no radical change. 

But I will say to the Senator from Wisconsin that if it should prove 
to be true that that same deposit of ore extends over on the Canadian 
side, 50 cents a ton would be ample protection for you, would more 
than make up the difference in the cost of labor. You have no right 
to ask more. 

Still, I come back to the Senator with my other proposition, that 
with all your great deposits there you can not deliver the ore, under 
any known system of transportation, east of the Alleghanies so that we 
can use it at all. Hence your position is, if my statement be correct, 
that you absolutely want to drive us out of the business; and as we are 
on tide-water and want to construct steel ships, we can only do it by 
getting the ore that nature has provided. 

Does the Senator from Wisconsin desire to carry his protection to his 
own section of the country—I do not speak of his section in any other 
sense than I have explained—to the extent that he wants to forbid us 
on the eastern coast from building ships of war and vessels of commeree 
ata fair rate? Why, Mr. President, not a single fact has been presented 
by the other side to show that this would interfere in the slightest de- 
gree with the interest in this country to which we have referred. 

The Senator objects to free trade with Canada, and yet, as I was 
proceeding to show when he asked me the question, your people, the 
owners of these very mines, do not hesitate to use the Canadian lines 
of transportation. Like New England, you take advan of thecheap- 
est method of transportation that it is possible for you to have, and then 
complain of us simply because we want to get cheaper ores from Spain 
and from Cuba, 

Mr. Speare, in his statement before the committee to which I have 
referred, was asked a question in regard to the use of Canadian lines 
for transporting without haying them under the interstate-commerce 
law (see page 372 of Report 847, present session): 

Do I understand you to assert the principle that you would disregard Ameri- 
can transportation interests if you could get your transportation by a foreign en- 
terprise for less money? 

T asked that question of him; and what was the answer? 


Mr. SPEARE. I am not p; to say, sir, that if there were an existing line 
through Canada that would carry be tae — 2. — than the American roads 
that Í would permit myself to be tax to sead goods overan American 


s He would send his goods over the foreign line. 
N Gonuax. Would you apply that principle to water carriage as well as 


Mr. SPEARE, Yes, sir; if the conditions were equal. 

Senator Gonuax. Would you apply the same rule to our coastwise trade? 

Mr. SPEARE, No, sir. 

Senator Gorman. Where is the distinction between the water carriers along 
the Atlantic coast and the railroad carriers across the continent? 

Mr. SPEARE. It is too long and too broad a question for me to go into at this 
u, but I am clear that the coastwise trade is very important to the American 
people, and that we should not give that trade to any fore country or cor- 


ration; but the reasons are of such a broad character that I do not care to go 


to the question at present. 


Of course not. It was too long and too broad a subject to discuss, so 
long as they have the exclusive right on the ocean and they are enjoy- 
ing the use of foreign transportation on land. 

Now, I say that, while there are strong reasons, probably as strong 
as stated by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]; against 
monopolies in transportation lines on land, there was a discrimination, 
because the distance is greater to Boston from Chicago, which is the 
beginning point for the Eastern and Western trade. 

Mr. BLAIR. The distance is scarcely any greater from Chicago to 
Boston than from Chicago to New York. 

Mr. GORMAN. By the Canadian lines; but by the American lines 
it is greater; and they put on an additional tariff rate for the two or 
three hundred extra miles. 

You handle cheaper products and have the ad vantage of British cap- 


ital and British enterprise, and you have asked the American roads to - 


give youa lower rate. That isa matter that all men would be en- 
gaged in and would do where they had the opportunity. I do not 
complain of it. But I turn to you now and say that while you are 
using British capital, British money, and British vessels and cars, you 
should give us an opportunity to make rails by handling the ore under 
a reduced taxation, so as to compete with the free rails, the British 
rails you use, on the British roads between New England and Western 
points, The discrimination now is too great against us. We appeal 
to you to remove it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator really mean that a reduction of 26 
cents per ton on ore would make any difference to Baltimore? Would 
she feel the difference of 25 cents a ton, or even 75 cents? Would it 
be perceptible probably in the great competition as between different 
sections of the country? And, ifso, why not give us free coal ? 

Mr. GORMAN, With reference to one company in Baltimore, that 
75 cents a ton on iron ore, which they must pay and which does not 
come in competition with any American ore, is 35 per cent. on their 
capital. It takes off one-third. We can make your spindles for your 
factories in New England cheaper, and we make them nearly all now. 

Mr. BLAIR. And with some of the ore, which would reach New 
England as cheaply as it does Baltimore, we can make our own spindles. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, free trade in all these articles is out 
of the question. 

Mr. BLAIR. But I submit that that is no reply. The Senator must 
stand by the one thing or the other. If he makes the point, he must 
stand upon his ground. 

Mr. GORMAN. I stand, Mr. President, where I have always stood, 
on the ground that adjusting the tariff is purely a business matter; 
that it ought to be done with a view to revenue for a government 
economically and honestly administered; that in adjusting it it shall 
be arranged on fair business principles, with no disposition to strike at 
any one section or another, but to give enough protection to every in- 
terest in the land. That is all I desire. à 

When the Senator from New Hampshire comes to me and tells me 
“I do not want tke privilege of using English roads laid with English 


rails made by pauper labor in England, and cars constructed by the 


Canadians at less cost than would be paid in America, for the purpose 
of getting transportation cheaper by that means, by using this foreign 
material and foreign labor,” and then when you come to adjust the 
rest of the tariff with that advantage to the only section bordering on 
the Jakes that has that benefit, do not twit us with being free-traders 
and in favor of the pauper labor of Spain and Cuba, but come to us 
and give usa fair opportunity to live. We know that you have a coun- 
try that is good, and that you must be engaged in manufactures in 
order to prosper and build you up, We will give you all the advan- 
tages you need. 

Mr. BLAIR. Free coal? 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘‘Free coal,” says the Senator. Yes, we will give 
you anything you wish that is right and in reason. But the Senator 
from New Hampshire knows that he can not stand upon that logic. 
Your people must have the raw material. The sentiment in favor of 
it is growing day by day. You can not live unless you have cheaper 
transportation than you have now. You can not keep your manufac- 
tories up unless you have cheaper raw material. Everything tends in 
that direction. In getting that we only ask you to be fair. We will 
give you 150 per cent. on some of your wares, but do not tax us 40 or 
50 per cent. on the coarser articles. Let us have them at a moderate 
rate. Do justice. That is all we ask. 

It will not do for our friends in that section of our common country 
to be constantly throwing up to this side of the Chamber, Lou are for 
free trade. It is not so, Mr. President. We are for fair trade and 
a fair adjustment of these enterprises. We want the tariff adjusted as 
a business man would adjust it. You may enjoy it ior the time be- 
ing, and jeopardize the interests of all American trunk-line roads in 
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doing it, by this freedom of trade on the English roads. Unless relief 
is given, unless we permit our American roads to adjust their affairs by 
some other method than that now provided by law, I am afraid that 
the Canadian lines will so demoralize our interests that you will have 
a greater panic than you will from the increase in the tariff according 
to these various schedules. 

There is scarcely a factory owner in the State represented by my 
friend from Rhode Island, who talks constantly and only in considera- 
tion of the protection of American interests, who has not encouraged 
and does not have to encourage these Canadian roads built by the Brit- 
ish Government and with British money, to run a switch into his 
factory to have the products of the mills taken through Canada to 
Puget Sound and thence upon subsidized English steamers to China 
and Japan. All your business is transacted through the English who 
are in those countries, All that trade from New England passes over 
these lines free from taxes. The road is free; their engines and cars 
are made, as you are constantly telling us, by pauper labor. 

How are we to compete with them? We have several main lines of 
railroad running to the commercial metropolis of my State through 
manufacturing centers. The first road to be conceived in the country 
was made practically by taxing the people of Maryland, for without 
the aid of that State it never could have been built. Its corner-stone 
was laid by Charles Carroll of Carrollton, one of the signers of the 
Declaration of Independence. It has struggled and grown, until to- 
day it is the artery for the productsof ten or twelve of the great States 
of the West to be transported to Maryland. It is the one channel by 
which the people of those ten or twelve States have had cheap trans- 
portation to the seaboard, and thence to all the places of the world. 

By the improvement of our harbor and by our own thrift and enter- 


prise in Baltimore, together with the enterprise of this road ran for 


thirty years upon purely business principles, more has been done to de- 
crease the cost of transportation and to enhance the value of your 
Western property than by any other means, save probably the Pennsyl- 
vania and the great New York Central railroads. How has it bettered 
your condition? Because it has decreased the cost of your transporta- 
tion. It has been a benefit to all the western section of the country, 
and indeed to the commerce of the whole country. 

The agriculture of the State of Maryland has been destroyed. All of 
our business that produced a tair return has been wiped out. Wehave 
had toc our whole relations. Now comes this bill, filled with 
poison t certain death to our enterprise, taxes us out of existence 
almost. We are losing by the million in the factories that have sprung 
up throughout the borders of this section of the country—I mean in 
Delaware, New Jersey, Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, and South 
Carolina. All their conditions have changed. Poverty for our people 
is greater in certain sections of my State to-day than it was at the close 
of the war in 1865, because these unequal laws have deprived them of 
the opportunity of making a living, 

With these factories there, their smoke-stacks appearing, their out- 
put would be the greatest in the world if you would only give us the 
advantages of perfect certainty, for we can build ships with my friend 
from Maine within 10 or 12 per cent. of the cost of ship-building on 
the Clyde. Give us this article at a lower rate of duty, that does not 
interfere with any deposit in the country, and we will furnish you the 
finest ships that float over the Atlantic as cheaply as any English firm 
can build them. 

You in the West can afford to give us thissmall consideration. The 
cheaper the ships the better we shall be able to take your products 
hence. Give us this opportunity, aud the desire of the great Secretary 
of State of your party, urging intercourse with South America some- 
what in the same line, can be made certain by the introduction of these 
ships that we shall build upon the Atlantic. Open the door. 

We have told you, and told you truthfully, that within the con- 
fines of your bill there is not a single item, there is not a line, there 
is not a proposition which will open the trade of this country for the 
agriculturist, There is nothing there that enables us to take our prod- 
uets to other people and bring back better returns to the farmers ot 
the West and to the manufacturers of the East. Why not give it to us? 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the Secretary of State 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. The Secretary of State has been quoted several times 
in the Senate as asserting that the McKinley bill did not in any of its 
features open up markets. ‘The Secretary of State was dealing in that 
letter which has been referred to entirely with foreign and nothome 
markets. It must be clear to any Senator who has read the letter that 
he intended to assert, and expected to have been understood, that in 
the McKinley bill there was nothing to open up foreign markets. 

I do not understand that in a protective tariff there is a special pur- 
pose to open up foreign markets, It is the purpose of a protective tariff 
to create a home market, which is worth infinitely more than any for- 
eign market. This undoubtedly was the understanding of the Secre- 
tary of State—not any purpose to reflect upon the McKinley bill at 
all except so far as this, that there was nothing in it intended to open 
up foreign markets, and he desired that something should be put in it 


in the way of reciprocity by which foreign markets might be opened 
up. 
Mr. BUTLER. Then, do I understand that the Secretary of State is 
in favor of . up foreign markets to the American manufacturer? 
Mr. FR Seas 


e tary of State is undoubtedly in favor of some 
reciprocal relations with therepublics to the south of us by which the 
markets of the United States may be extended into those countries. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, inshort, he is in favor of opening up a foreign 
market to the American manufacturers ? 

Mr. FRYE. He is in favor of resorting to some method by which 
the high duties of the South American Republics on products of the 
United States may be reduced or removed, and thus enable ns to send 
our goods into those markets. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then he is in favor of opening a foreigu market to 
the American mannfacturer, as I understand ? 

Mr. FRYE. He is in favor of opening foreign markets to the American 
producer, principally of provisions and breadstuffs, as his letter reads. 

Mr. BUTLER. Not of manufactures? 

Mr. FRYE. He says nothing about manufactures, It is well un- 
derstood that the South American Republics can not afford to open their 
markets to all of our manufactured goods, because they depend, differ- 
ently from some other countries, entirely upon their import and export 
daties for the money with which to run their governments. 

. Will the Senator from Maine yield to me for a mo- 
men 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine yield? 

Mr. FRYE. Ves, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. Allow me tosay that it seems to me, with all due respect 
to the Senator from Maine, a remarkable meaning that he has put upon 
the letter of the Secretary of State, and I want to call his attention to 
what the Secretary of State actually did say, the lan that he 
actually used, and then to ask him whether it was not the view of the 
Secretary of State that a tariff bill might be so framed as to give the 
advantages of a foreign market to our agricultural products, or at least 
be so framed as not to preclude and shut out from foreign markets the 
prodacts of agriculture. That somewhat celebrated letter to which the 
Senator from Maine has referred is dated July 11, 1890, from Bar Har- 
bor. Inithesays: ` 

The charge against the protective policy which has injured it most is that ite 
benefits go wholly to the manufacturer and the capitalist and not at all to the 
farmer. You and I well know that this is not true, but still it isthe most plausi- 
ble, and therefore the most hartful, argument made by the free-trader. Here is 
an opportunity where the farmer may be benefited—primarily, undeniably, 
Hohly benefited, Here is an opportunity for a Republican Congress to open the 
markets of forty millions of le to the products of American farms, Shall 
we seize the opporentey, or shall we throw itaway? 

I do not doubt that in many respects the tariff bill pending in the Senate is a 
just measure, and that most of its provisions are in accordance with the wise 


policy of protection. But there is not a section or a line in the entire bill that 
will open the market for another bushel of wheat or another barrel of pork. 


Mr. FRYE. n up what market? 

Mr. GRAY. e foreign market. 

Now, in view of this terse, epigrammatic, and remarkable statement 
I have just read, taken with the context, I ask the Senator from Maine, 
or any one who has attentively considered the subject of which he is 
treating in the letter, whether the distinguished Secretary of State is 
not putting himselfin an attitude of criticism of this so-called McKin- 
ley bill, on the ground that it does not open, as he contends it should 
open, a foreign market to the agricultural products of our country? 

He does not surely mean only to indulge in a verbal trick, to be in- 
terpreted this way to-day and that way to-morrow. He does not mean 
merely to utter what the Senator from Maine considers a truism (in 
which I agree with him), that a protective tariff bill was never in- 
tended to open up foreign markets to American products. But evi- 
dently, palpably, upon the face of the letter which he wrote, he in- 
tended to criticise the bill because it did not contain that which he, as 
an avowed protectionist, contended it should contain. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the bill for the first time has an item 
making sugar free. Some of the South American Republics produce 
sugar and send it to this country. Some of the Spanish-American 
States produce sugar and send it to this country. The distinguished 
Secretary of State, in my judgment, simply intended to say, ‘If you 
pro to put sugar on the free-list, why do you not avail yourselves 
of this opportunity to make it free and at the same time have a pro- 
vision that shall open up the markets of those South American coun- 
tries to our farm products?’’ No further criticism was intended by 
Him of the bill, and that is a criticism which I would have made my- 
selfat any time—a criticism which I did make when coffee was put 
upon the free-list; and my recollection is that I voted against putting 
it on the free-list, on the ground that it was opportunity afforded us to 
geta mrpr quo, in addition to making it free to our own people. I 
see no criticism of the McKinley bill beyond that, and in that criticism 
I confess I sympathize strongly myself. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, Mr. President, with the indulgence of the Sena- 
tor from Maryland, it seems to me that the Senator from Maine only 
admits what I have stated, that in the letter the distinguished Secretary 
of State makes a most destructive. criticism upon the McKinley bill, 
upon this concrete measure of tariff taxation which we have before us. 


1890. 
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He was not discussing the general poliey of protection, the general 
theory of free trade, or commercial restriction. He was dealing with 
that concrete example of tariff taxation that was before us and is be- 
fore us to-day to be commented upon; and it is with reference to this 
bill that he says that there is not a line or syllable in it that opens a 
market for a single barrel of flour or a single bushel of grain raised by 
the American farmer. 

It is a criticism of this scheme of taxation, raising the duties upon 
the necessaries of life of the mass of Americans, and notably of the ag- 
riculturist himself. There is a provision to make free the largest rev- 
enue-producing commodity that comes into the country, thereby making 
it necessary to maintain high rates of taxation on the necessaries of life. 
It is in criticism of that general scheme which the distinguished Sec- 
retary of State made the assertion, unless the English language fails 
of expression. Let me read further: 

Our foreign market for breadstuffs grows narrower. Great Britain is exert- 
ing every nerve-to secure ker bread supplies from India, and the rapid expan- 
sion of the wheat area in Russia gives us a powerful competitor in the markets 
of Europe. It becomes us, therefore, to use every opportunity for the exten- 
sion of our market on both of the American continents. With nearly $100,000,- 
000 worth of sugar seeking our market every year we shall prove ourselves 
most unskilled legislators f we do not secure a large field for the sale and con- 
sumption of our breadstuffs and provisions. 

That thing he says the McKinley bill does not do, but, on the con- 
trary, excludes those products of the American farmer from the foreign 
markets. 

Mr. FRYE, I beg the Senator's pardon. He does not say that and 
that is not a legitimate conclusion from what he does say. 

Mr. GRAY. I supposed that any one could see that I was making a 
comment upon the text of the distinguished Secretary ofState. That 
was my own comment. I did not profess to be reading from the letter. 
Ifthe ator from Maine had been looking toward me he would have 
seen that my eyes were not directed toward the paper I had in my 
hand. Now I read from it: 

The late conference of American republics proved the existence of a common 
desire for closer relations. Our Congress should take up the work where the 
International Conference left it. Our field of commercial development and 
progress lies south of us. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Maine has said that it is not part 
and parcel of the policy of protection to open up foreign markets, and 
in that statement and in the truth of it I agree. It never has been 
the policy of the protective system to broaden the field for the sale of 
the products of American industry, and especially of our American 
farms. The cry of the protectionists has been: This is our market, 
and we want no other. We will corral the great mass of consumers 
here so that they can not buy the necessaries of life outside the lines 
that we choose to prescribe. It is our market.” There is the possess- 
ive pronoun our, so dear to the comparatively small class of people 
engaged in the protected manufactures. 

The other side of tĦat market, the buying side of that market, which 
these protected manufacturers say is ours, is without protection. 
Those composing it are used for tribute-bearers to the specially favored 
classes. Our market,“ says the protectionist with an arrogance and 
effrontery that would be amusing if it were not so serious in the fact 
that it is sometimes produced as an argument to the American people, 
as if, to use a homely illustration, the market gardeners of this city 
who sell their produce here should say to the householders of Wash- 
ington, ‘This population ot 230,000 people in the District is our mar- 
ket, and nobody south of the Potomac shall share in it;“ or, to use 
another favorite phrase, We will not surrender our market to the com- 
petition of the Virginia or Maryland or Delaware truck- grower; we will 
confine it to ourselves.“ 

That is the one-sided illustration which aptly portrays what is meant 
by this phrase our market.“ These one or two million, to use the 
largest figures that can be justly used, including capitalists and work- 
men and all, turn around to sixty-five million people andsay, ‘‘ Youare 
ours, and to us you shall pay tribute, and the markets of the world 
where allother civilized people trade to their advantage must be closed 
to you because it is for our profit to shut you out.“ 

Now, it is in a single direction that the distinguished Secretary of 
State has seen the fallacy or the injustice, the oppression and the 
tyranny of all this, and he says we must burst these bonds, and we 
must give an outlet to the products of the American farmer; but this 
McKinley bill—I am not quoting his words, but in substance—this 
McKinley bill will go before the people branded as a measure 
in the interest of only a few, disregarding those mighty and universal 
interests which extend all over this conntry and relate to the products 
of the American farm and the industry of the American farmer. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish to say just one word. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
the Senator trom Maryland yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE, But the criticism of the bill extends only to an item, 
oe is placing sugar on the free-list. It has nothing to do with pro- 

on. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 


Does 


Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. a 
Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] says that 
the criticism of the Secretary of State, in the letter spoken of, to the 


McKinley bill had reference only to sugar. It had reference to South 
American products, and impliedly it had reference as well to any pol- 
icy that would tend to deprive us of new markets within our reach, 
and a fair inference as well from his letter was an ent against a 
policy that would deprive us of markets elsewhere for agricultural 
products which we now enjoy. If we purchase $28,000,000 worth of 
tin-plate from England we pay for it in wheat. If you make it here 
1,000,000 bushels of wheat only will be the newmarket to su 
labor employed in making it. So therefore you have a new mar 
for 1,000,000 and a lost market for 28,000,000. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President 


TRANSSHIPMENT OF GOODS THROUGH CANADA, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before the Senator from Maryland 
proceeds the Chair desires to lay before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury in response to a resolution regard- 
ing Canadian transportation in bond. 

Mr.CULLOM, I hope that the communication will be read to the 
Senate, so that we may know what is in it, before it is printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The communication will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the communication and was inter- 


rupted by 

Mr. ALDRICH, As this is a long communication I suggest that it 
be printed in the RECORD without being read. s 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave no objection to that if it goes into the RECORD 
so that we may see it in the morning. I think itis not very long, how- 
ever. 

Mr, ALDRICH. I object to the reading of it simply because it takes 
up time. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I do not know but that the rule would require 
the reading, If we demand the Secretary of the Treasury to make a 
report to us, when the report is made it is certainly courtesy to him at 
least to have it read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not in order at this time. Whatever may be 
the question in regard to the rule, it is notin order to lay the commu- 
nication before the Senate now. 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg to suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island 
that when a communication from the President or the head of an Exe- 
cutive Department is sent to the Senate, it is in order at every moment 
that the Senate is in session to lay it before the Senate, except when 
the Senate is dividing or pending a motion to adjourn; and the uni- 
form practice of the bedy has been from the organization of the Gov- 
ernment down to-day, with one single exception, three or four days 
ago, that such communications haye tenn read. 

Mr, CULLOM. It will not take three minutes to read it. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is not only respectful to the Department that 
sends it to read it, but in order that the Senate may know to what com- 
mittee it should be referred it must be informed as to the contents of 
the communication, and I beg that the Senator from Rhode Island will 
withdraw his objection and let the uniform habit and custom of the 
Senate prevail. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I withdraw the objection simply to save the time 


of the Senate. 
Mr. CULLOM. It will take but two or three minutes to read the 
communication. It can be easily read. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objection being withdrawn, the 
Secretary will proceed with the reading. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the communi- 
cation; which is as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THR SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., August ö, 1890. 
Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of Senate resolution, dated 
the 16th ultimo, wherein I am directed to inform the Senate whether merchan- 
dise in bond, appraised or unappraised, and 


goose of domestic origin, are per- 
-mitted to be forwarded between Atlantic and Pacific ports of the Gatto States 


over the Canadian Pacific Railway, and whether sai 
at Vancouver, British Columbia, is there transshipped 
case may be,and whether or not such transportation and transshipment on 
foreign territory is consistent with the safety of the revenue and the laws goy- 
erning the roas Seton of the United States. 

Also, to report whether merchandise other than the products of contiguous 
countries is permitted to enter the United States under consular seal ema peo 
ceed to destination without entry or examination at the port of first arrival. 

Also, whether I have official knowledge that the Grand Trunk Railway has 
willfully or otherwise violated any of the revenue or coasting laws of the United 
States in carrying merchandise in bond between places in the United States. 

Also, whether the entering into the United States under consular seal, and for- 
warding to destination without entry or examination at the port of first arrival, 
of merchandise other than the eons of contiguous countries is being done; 
and if so, whether it is permissible under our revenue laws. 

Also, whether I have official knowledge of any complaints by any American 
producer, shipper, or consumer against the transportation in bond of any mer- 
chandise as hereinbefore set forth, and if so, that [ report the same to the Sen- 
ate. 

I have also received copy of a resolution of the Senate of the same date, 
in which I am instructed to report to the Senate whether, in my judgment, 
loading, bonding, sealing, and manifesting cars or vehicles in Canadian terri- 
tory for transis thcough Canadian territory in bond to American ports can be 


merchandise on arrival 
to vessels or cars, as the 


done with safety to the revenue and with a proper regard to American interests, 
, and labor, and with the proper enforcement of the interstate-commerce 
e, whether partly in transit through foreign 


capital 
law, upon all transportations al 
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territory or wholly within the United States, and where and to what extent 
such loading, bonding, sealing, and manifesting cars or vehicles in Oanada is 
done and what law, or statute, or treaty. : 

In reply I bave to say that merchandise in bond, appraised and unappraised, 
and ads of domestic origin are forwarded between the Atlantic and Pacific 


Imported merchaudise in bond or duty paid, and products or manufactures 
of the United 8 may, with the consent the proper authorities of the 
British provinces or Republic of Mexico; be py vans eater from one port inthe 
United States to another port therein, over the territory of such provinces or Re- 

blic, by such routes and under such rales, regulations, and conditions asthe 

retary of the Treasury may prescribe; and the merchandise so transported 
shall, upon arrival in the United States from such provinces or Republic, be 
treated, in regard to the liability to or exemption from duty or tax, as if the 
ation had taken place entirely within the limits of the United States." 

As under the regulations of this Department only American vessels are al- 
lowed to employed in transportation of the character referred to, Iam of 
opinion thst the laws governing the coasting trade of the United States are not 
violated thereby, and the chief danger to the interests of the revenue to be a; 
prehended by reason of such . is the opportunity afforded for su 
stitution of packages on foreign soil at some point on the long route traversed. 

Section 3102, Revised Statutes, which is included in the pter relating to 
commerce with contiguous countries, is as follows: 

“To avoid the inspection at the first port of arrival the owner, agent, master, 
or conductor ofany such vessel, car, or other vehicle, or owner, agent, or other 
person having charge of any such merchandise, , effects, or other arti- 
cles may apply to any officer of the United States duly authorized to act in the 
eee to seal or close the same, under and according to the regulations here- 

authorized, previous to their importation into the United States; which 
officer shal! seal or close the same accordingly; whereupon the same may pro- 
ceed to their port of destination without further inspection. Every such vessel, 
ear, or other vehicle shall proceed, without unn delay, to the port of its 
destination, as named in the manifest of its cargo, freig ht, or contents, and be 
there inspected. Nothing contained in this section shall be construed to exem 
such vessel, car, or vehicle or its contents from such examination as may 
vier sa and proper to prevent frauds upon ihe revenue and violations of this 

e. 

This section is in substance section 2 of the act of June 27, 1864, and has been 
held to conter authority on consular officers of the United States, stationed in 
contiguous countries, to seal cars containing merchandise of such contiguous 
countries to be imported into the United States, and to allow such cars, if on 
arrival at the frontier ports ofentry the consularseals were found to be intact, to 

to destination without entry and examination of their contents, 

Jam informed that since the completion of the Canadian Pacific Railway, 
goods arriving at Vancouver, British Columbia, from Asiatic ports destined to 
the United States, have been placed in the cars of that company, which were 
then sealed by the United States consul at that port and forwarded to their 
destination in the United States. 

I find that this practice has been acquiesced in by this Department in so far 

the customs officials at the frontier ports of arrival have the con- 
sular seals and allowed the cars to go forward without entry and examination 
of their contents if the seals were found intact. 

iam ofthe opinion that it was the intent of the law to confine the privilege 
of the consular seal to cars containing merchandise of the contiguous country 
and that such privilege does not extend to cars containing im merchan- 
dise landed in the contiguous country for transit through it to the United 


States. A 
In this view of the law it is in contemplation to restrict the privilege to cars 
containing merchandise of the contiguous country. 

I have no official knowledge that the Grand Trunk Railway Company has 
willfully or otherwise violated the revenue or coasting laws of the United States 
in rting merchandise between places in the United States, nor of com- 

- plaints made by any American producer, shipper, or consumer against the trans- 
portation in bond of such merchandise. I have, however, recently received a 
communication from gentlemen employed as counsel, concerning a practice 
which appears to have obtained in the customs collection district of Huron, in 
the State of Michigan,in the matter of allowing cars to be loaded, sealed, and 
manifested at Port Sarnia, Onturio. Iam advised that by reason of the fact that 
suitable facilities were not available at Port Huron, Mich., for transacting the 
transportation ness of the Grand Trunk Railway Company, which a 
terminusat Port Sarnia, Ontario, authority was given some years ago for loading, 
sealing, and manifesting the cars at Port Sarnia, customs officials of the United 
aay eve betrog rr to the supervion of the business. 

Authority for the practice appears to be given by the regulations of March 30, 
1875, governing the transportation of merchandise to and from and thro’ 
the ‘British Possessions in North America under the laws and treaty of Wash- 
ington as existing at that time. Whether the abrogation of certain articles of 
the treaty requires a change in the regulations is a subject which is now receiv- 
ing the attention of the Department. I am not prepared to state that the prac- 

operates to prevent the proper enforcement of the interstate- 
commerce law, or that the sufety of the revenue is jeopardized thereby. 


ully yours, 
WILLIAM WINDOM, Secretary. 
Hon. Levi P. MORTON, 
President United States Senate. 
Mr. CULLOM. I move that the communication be printed as a docu- 
ment and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 3555) to in- 
crease the compensation of the assistants to the attorney of the United 
States for the District of Columbia, and to amend section 907 of the Re- 
vised Statutes relating to said District. 

The message also announced that, in compliance with the request of 
the Senate, the House had returned the bill (S. 2390) to increase the 
pension of Evelyn W. Miles. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
ass committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 

on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 398) to limit the 


effect of the regulations of commerce between the several States and 
with foreign countries in certain cases. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, itis necessary for me to be absent from 
the Senate for an indefinite time, and I ask leave. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi asks 
leave of absence for an indefinite period. If there is no objection, the 
leave will be considered as granted. 


IMPORTED LIQUORS—STATE LAWS. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire that the message from the House 
in respect of Senate bill 398 be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives concurring in the report of the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ment of the House to the bill (S. 398) to limit the effect of the regula- 
tions of commerce between the several States and with foreign coun- 
tries in certain cases. 

Mr. CULLOM. That passes the bill. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire simply to present the report of the 
conferees of the Senate that if may be placed upon the files of the Sen- 
ate. It requires no action. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
House of Representatives recedes from its amendment. 

Mr. WILSON, of Jowa. The House recedes from its amendment, 

The PRESIDEND pro tempore. The report will be filed and entered 
of record, and no er action is necessary. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, Win Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on 
imports, and for other purposes, 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I suppose I ought to apologize to 
to my friends from Maine for referring to the correspondence of the dis- 
tinguished Secretary of State, but as the only means he had of communi- 
eating his views to Congress was through his Senators, they were pub- 
lished for the purpose of having a bearing upon this very question that 
is now under consideration; and I thought it proper to refer to them, 
and I am very glad we have had some discussion upon his statements. 
I take it for granted that there will be a great deal more heard of 
them as we progress with this bill and reach the special item of sugar, 
to which he refers, I concur, however, with my friends from Del- 
aware and New Jersey that his communication is an attack upon the 
entire theory upon which this bill has been constructed. But that we 
shall take up hereafter. 

I come back to the amendment which I shall propose, but which is 
not now in order, -i 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator from Maryldnd permit me to make 
a suggestion in reply to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. GORMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. GIBSON. The Senator from Maine said that Mr. Blaine’s letter, 
which was communicated to the Senate by the President of the United 
States, referred only to sugar. By reference to that letter it will be 
observed that it referred to the products of South American states, 
Mr. Blaine says: 

To escape the delay and uncertainty of treaties it has been thata 
practicable and mpt mode of testing the question was to submit an amend- 
ment to the pending tariff bill, authorizin. e President to declare the ports 
of the United States free to all the products of any nation of the American 
hemisphere upon which no export duties are imposed, whenever and so lon: 


as such nation shall admit to its ports free of ail national, provincial (state), 
municipal, and other taxes, our flour, corn, meal, and other breadstuffs, ete. 


He, at the outset of this letter, gives the history of the International 
American Conference. ' 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Louisiana whether that 
general description does not include Canada? 

Mr. GIBSON. No, I think not. It says American.“ 

Mr. BUTLER. It says the American hemisphere,” 

Mr. GIBSON. It speaks ‘‘of any nation of the American hemi- 
sphere.“ I take it that in the proper sense of international law the 
Deminion of Canada is not a nation. 

Mr. BUTLER. The word nation“ escaped me, 

Mr. GIBSON. I take it that Cuba and Porto Rico are not nations 
in the proper sense, but that these seveuteen republics lying around 
the Caribbean Sea, and constituting the states of South America, are 
distinct and independent nations, and that this letter of Mr. Blaine 
applies to the product of those states as independent states, which was 
proposed in the original resolution extending an invitation to those 
states, approved May 24, 1888, which Mr. Blaine refers -to us, naming 
as one of the topics to be considered. Measures toward the formation 
of an American customs union, under which the trade of the American 
nations shall so far as possible and profitable be promoted.” 

The committee of the conference to which this topic was referred interpreted 
the term “customs union” to mean an association or agreement among the 
several American nations for a free in of domestic products, a com- 


monand uniform system of tariff laws, and an equitable division of the cus- 
toms dues collected under them. 


— 
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Such a proposition 

Says the Secretary in his letter on this subjeet which was sent to us 
by the President 
was at once pronounced impracticable. Its adoption would require a com- 
plete revision of the tariff laws of all the eighteen nations, and most if not all 
our sister republics are largely, if not entirely, dependent upon the collection 
of customs dues for the revenue to sustain their Governments, But the confer- 
ence declared that partial reciprocity between the American Republics was not 
only practicable, but must necessarily increase the trade and the development 
of the material resources of the countriesadopting that system, and it would in 
all probability bring about as favorable results as those obtained by free trade 
among the different States ofthis Union. 

The conference recommended, therefore, that the several Governments repre- 
sented negotiate reciprocity treaties upon such a basis as would be acceptable 
in each case, taking into consideration the special situations, conditions, and 
interests of each country, and with a view to promote their common welfare.“ 

The delegates from Chili and the Argentine Republic did not concur in these 
recommendations, for the reason that the attitude of our Congress at that time 
was not such as to encourage them to expect favorable responses from the United 
States in return for concessions which their Government might offer. They had 
come here with anexpectation that our Government and people desired to make 
whatever concessions were necessary and possible to increase the trade between 
the United States and the two countries named. The President of the Argen- 
tine Republic, in communicating to his congress the appointment of delegates 
to the International Conference, said: 

“The Argentine Republic feels the liveliest interest in the subject, and hopes 
that its commercial relations with the United States may find some practical 
solution of the question of the interchange of products between the two coun- 
tries, considering that this is the mostefficacious way of strengthening the ties 
which bey this country with that grand Republic whose institutions serve us 

am L * 
mit 8 unfortunate that the Argentine delegates, shortly after their 
arrival in Washington, in search of reciprocal trade, should have read in the 
daily press that propositions were pending in our Con to impose a heavy 
duty upon Argentine hides, which for wany years had been upon the free-list, 
and to increase the duty on Argentine wool. Since the adoption of the recom- 
mendations of the conference, which I herewith inclose, hides have been re- 

to the free-list, but the duty upon carpet-wool remains, and; as the Ar- 
. delegates declared, represents the only concession we have to offer 
in exchange for the removal of duties upon our peculiar products. 

So it appears, from a statement under the hand of the Secretary of 
State himself, that this proposition for a reciprocity treaty with the 
nations south of us did notinclude Cuba or Porto Rico, but that it re- 
lated particularly to hides and raw wool. It must necessarily have in- 
cluded the ores of Chili and the sugar of Brazil. 

So it will not do for gentlemen who are representing this bill to say 
that the Secretary of State intended to limit this reciprocity system to 
the bare article of sugar, and that we should revive the Mexican treaty 
and the Spanish treaty, which offered no markets whatever for any com- 
modities that are produced in America, and secured for themselves a 
market for their sugar, the effect of which would be to give them a 
bounty equivalent to the entire tax placed upon American sugar from 
other sources, and which in return would open no markets Whatever 
for our commodities. 

The Secretary of State has committed himself, and I have no doubt 
if he were here to-day as a member of the Senate he would not retract 
one iota from a single line that can befound in this letter, and I donot 
believe he will authorize anybody to retract it for him. He stands 
committed to the broad policy of reciprocity with the American states 
south of us. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, coming back to the proposition 
which I have been trying to submit to the Senate as to the reduction 
of duty 

Mr. GIBSON. I forgot to add a concluding sentence. I do not pro- 
pose at this moment, but in a day or two I shall discuss these reci- 
procity propositions, butif we did open the markets of the United States 
to free sugar from the Spanish islands, Cuba and Porto Rico, we all 
know that it would not reduce the price of sugar one farthing in the 
American market any more than did the reciprocity treaty with the 
Hawaiian Islands operate to reduce the price of sugar in the American 
market anywhere in any portion of the country. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Does not the Senator think there is a very wide 
difference between opening simply one port to freo sugar, as we did 
with the Hawaiian Islands, and opening all ports? i 

Mr. GIBSON. Of course it would make a difference if we did open 
Ni ce of the world and allow cotton or any American products, in- 
eluding sugar, to come in; it would cheapen sugar in the markets or 
the United States, but if you open them to those nations which pro- 
duce two-thirds only of the consumption of the American market it 
would not have the effect to cheapen the price of sugar to the Ameri- 
can consumer, 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator from Maryland will permit me I should 
like to proffer my help to identify his speech in the RECORD to-morrow. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam under obligations to the Senator from Kansas. 
Iam doing so much better to-day than I did on a former occasion that 
I have been congratulating myself. I yielded the floor some days ago 
and never got it back during the entire consideration of the subject 
then pending. But, Mr. President, these interruptions are all proper 
and right in the discussion of a great question of this sort. It is the 
only way in which we can get light upon such questions, and Iam not 
objecting to it. Iam not attempting to make any special speech; my 
only object has heen to try to present in a perfectly simple, plain way 
the facts bearing upon this great industry. 


I t, and that is all I desire to say upon the subject, that to re- 
duce the duty on iron ore from 75 to 50 cents a ton is a proper reduc- 
tion to be made in the interest of the commerce and manufacture of 
the country; that from the best information I have been able to get, 
and it has not been controverted by a single fact, this reduction can be 
made without impairing in the slightest degree any other interest in 
the United States, and that if it is so reduced we shall be enabled to 
produce all the articles that are fashioned from steel at a largely re- 
Auced cost. 
I have quoted the testimony and statements of Major Bent and or 
Mr. ie, and I now come to the other side, and call the special 
attention of Senators on that side to a recommendation which 
ought not to disregard. In 1883, when this matter was under consid- 
eration, by authority of Congress the President of the United States 
appointed a commissson. It was a high protective commission. Mr. 
Oliver, of Pittsburgh, as I remember, was a member of the commis- 
sion; Mr. Porter, who is now the Superintendent of the Census, was 
another member. All of them were experts and interested in the 
highest possible rates of duty. In that year they said in their report, 
which will be found on page 17 of volume 1, Reports of 1882: 


The commission recommends a specific rate of 50 cents per ton, instead of 
the present rate of 20 per cent. ad valorem. The reasons that have led to this 
conclusion are that there has been great difficulty in ascertaining the exact 
value of ores, particularily those exported from Spain and the Mediterranean. 

The importation of iron ores in large a commenced in the last half 


of the year 1879. The ad valorem rate of 20per cent. oie 3 
has on the ave ualed a specific rate of 54 centsper ton. The diffi yot 
ascertaining 8 value of such a low-priced article; the difference in 
valuation for the same kind of ore, at the same period, in the main 1 of im- 
portation, allowing an importer to make a profit in Philadelphia, while the ap- 
praisement in New York would result inan loss; the fact that there are 
a great many cases now in litigation between the Government and importers 
in rd tothe appraisement of iron ores, make it, in the judgment of thecom- 
JJC TTT 
would be brought to this country, while ad valoreni rates tend io induce the 
importation of the lower priced ores. 

So they recommended that 50 cents a ton was the proper measure of 
the tax. That is Republican authority. By the action of the confer- 
ence committee, made up in the excitement of the moment, in the two 
branches of Congress, with not a single representative on itexcept Re- 
pe from this branch, and from the other House, as my friend 

m Kentucky reminds me, that rate was increased to 75 cents a ton. 
It has been increased with the effect which I have attempted to point 
ont. 

It has been shown, I think, clearly that by this reduction no inter- 
ests will be affected adversely; that the great results which are prom- 
ised for these people will probably follow the reduction; that we shall 
be enabled to construct the great vessels of war the Government re- 
quires at from 8 to 10 per cent. reduction, and we shall be enabled to 
build merchant ships, which the whole country now demands, by 
Americans, to be manned by American sailors and run in the American 
interest. I do not think that we ask too much of our friends on the 
other side to loosen this iron rule which you have made and give us 
some freedom in this article which goes into general consumption. 

My friend from Maine [Mr. FRYE], who has talked eloquently and 
who I think has aided in the past to remove more shacklesfrom Amer- 
ican commerce, by the repeal of the various old laws that were enacted 
during the war and prior to it, than probably any single member of this 
body, who to-day is interested in seeing us have a great fleet of Amer- 
ican steamers, whose only theory has been, up to this time, to remove 
these exactions and charges and give them a bounty in the shape of a 
tonnage bounty, and the proper amount for mail service—he can ren- 
der service to that great interest without the cost of a single penny to 
the Treasury of his country, without affecting adversely a single inter- 
est in the land, a greater service and one which will do more to bring 
about the result he desires, by making this reduction in iron ores, than 
all else he has done together. A 

The vessels can not be constructed in Maine, itis true, or in New 
Hampshire, or in Massachusetts, because the crude material for the 
construction of them can not be assembled there cheaply. They will 
be built in the harbor of New York, at the outlet of the Erie Canal, 
or on the Delaware, or the Patapsco, or at Norfolk, or -possibly at 
Charleston and points south of it, but certainly at the points I have 
named. Now, in the interest of the commerce for which he has ap- 
pealed to us so often, I beg of him to break his party shackles, and to 
follow the suggestions made by the great man from Maine, as we have 
in the last year been in the habit of calling him, the great pioneer and 
the great captain of his party. I beg the Senator from Maine to take 
the suggestions made by the Secretary of State, break through his 
party shackles, and do not only justice to this section of the country I 
have been describing but enhance and aid in building these great ves- 
sels which he so much desires shall carry the American flag upon the 


ocean. ; 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, after the exhaustive discussion of 
this item which has just closed, Lask for a vote upon the pending prop- 
osition. : 
Mr. GRAY. What is the pending question? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The pend- 
ing amendment will be reported. 
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The SECRETARY. In line 12, page 24, paragraph 127, after the word 
ore,“ insert the words “containing more than five one-hundredths of 
1 per cent. of phosphorus or phosphoric acid, and; so as to read: 

127. Iron ore, containing more than five one-hundredths of 1 per cent. of 
phosphorus or phosphoric acid, and including manganiferous iron ore, also the 
dross or residuum from burnt pyrites, 75 cents per ton. 

Mr. MORGAN. Finding that the Senator from Maryland has a dif- 
ferent view from what I have of this particular item, I ask leave to 
withdraw my amendment, so as to permit him to offer his amendment 
before I make any further motion in reference to my own. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be withdrawn. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now I move to strike out “seventy-five” and in- 
sert ‘‘fifty’’ where it occurs in line 13. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will be reported. 

The SECRETARY., In line 13 it is proposed to strike out seventy- 
five” and insert fifty; so as to make the paragraph read: 

127. Iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, also the dross or residuum 
from burnt pyrites, 50 cents per ton, eto. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
pro by the Senator from Maryland. 
. GORMAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I do not know that it is worth the 
while of any one to undertake to make any impression upon the vote 
on this question, but I think there are some suggestions in regard toit 
which have not as yet been considered, which it would be worth while 
for us to look into before the vote is taken. At all events, the coun- 
try ought to be informed of the situation of this tariff and the injury 
aoe it is working upon the great body of the people of the United 

tates, 

Tron ore is classed in the present system of taxation without any 
discrimination at all in respect of its qualities or of the purposes for 
which it is used. There is as much difference between the uses of non- 
Bessemer and Bessemer ores since the invention of the Bessemer proc- 
ess as there is between whetstones and mill rocks. The people of the 
Northern States, notably about Johnstown, in Pennsylvania, are devot- 
ing their attention very largely to the production of steel. In order to 
do that they must have good Johnstown coke, they must have Bessemer 
ores, and they must have spiegel, ferro-manganese. At Johnstown, 
Pa,, there is a bed of ferro-manganese or spiegel which is being worked 
there with very considerable success, and I suppose it must supply 
more than half of the consumption of the steel furnaces in Pennsyl- 
vania perhaps, 

Another very valuable bed or mine from which this material is taken 
is found in 3 It is there being manufactured in increasing 
quantities, and very soon will become an article of great traffic be- 
tween Arkansas and the Eastern States. There are also various other 
localities in the United States where more or less of it is produced, par- 
ticularly in my own State. There is quite a development thereof these 
manganese beds and other descriptions of iron which are useful for the 
production of Bessemer and open-hearth steel, chiefly Bessemer steel. 

The traffic in hematite iron, so called—by those I mean, of course, 
ores that are not Bessemer ores, that have too much phosphorus and 
sulphur to be employed in the Bessemer process—the traffic in that 
description of ores must necessarily pass away to the fields of the cheap- 
est production, as every other production in the United States of this 
elementary character must, where the raw material is difficult of trans- 
portation on account of its weight and bulk. 

It is based upon that calculation that we contend in the South that 
the fields of iron which have been opened in East Tennessee, North Ala- 
bama, North Georgia, and Western North Carolina, being in proximity 
to the fuel, almost entirely surrounding these iron beds, of great quan- 
tity and of very high quality, will necessarily absorb after awhile the 
cheaper iron production of the United States. Capital must seek those 
fields for investment just as capital will hereafter seek the Southern 
cotton-fields for investment in reference to the spinning of ihe coarser 
fabries of cotton goods. 

My own experience has taught me how valuable itis to havea good 
and cheap field of production for any industry. In the years between 
1850 and 1860, in that decade the State of Texas and the States of 
Louisiana and Arkansas were being opened to cotton production, and 
were opened very rapidly. What was the result? Men from Vir- 
ginia, from North and South Carolina, and Georgia, really many of 
them, abandoned their lands and went off to this new field of produc- 
tion, taking with them their slaves and their capital, their mules and 
wagons, etc., and ing their families out into wildernesses where 
they established themselves under circumstances of great inconven- 
ience for the growing of cotton. It was the cheap field of production 
that drew this capital and these men into the vast Southwest, and 
caused the production of cotton to go on with unexampled rapidity and 
prosperity, 

That has been the history of every great industry dependent upon 
the productions of nature since our Government was organized, and 
long before. It has been a part of the fixed history of the United States 
that the movements of population and the movements of capital have 


had reference to these facts continually, and they will always have ref- 
erence to these facts. 

Take the lumber trade, It isto some extent giving out in the north- 
ern parts of the United States. It is being now very rapidly trans- 
ferred to the yellow-pine belt of the South, and very many millions of 
money have gone there invested in lands and in machinery for cuti 
lumber for the home consumption and also for the foreign market; 
the lumber industry of the South is now springing up into one of very 
great importance. 

So it will be with the iron production. It has been too often stated to 
make it necessary at all to be repeated, that the advantages which the 
Southern States have are those simply of physical geography. They 
are not advantages of enterprise or of climate or of anything except 
the proximity of the fuel aud the ores and the fluxesin order to make 
cheap iron. These advantages are just as conspicuous in reference to 
England and Germany and Austria as they are in reference to these 
States, and they will draw in the United States and are to-day drawing 
away the capital and enterprise of the more northern of the former iron- 
producing States and transferring it down into these Southern localities. 

That process will be going on, and great results will come from it, 
that separates the production of the ordinary hematite ores from the 
Bessemer steel and the open-hearth steel. The South is not a steel- 
producing country, and new methods will haye to be found before the 
South can ever be rated as.a country forthe production of steel. 

So when you put a tax upon iron ore simply, without discriminating 
between Bessemer and non-Bessemer, between those ores that contain 
a certain percentage of phosphorus and those that do not, your tax 
has no bearing or operation at all, except merely to exclude the Bes- 
semer ores from the United States. 

There is nota pound of non-Bessemer ores that is imported into the 
United States, or ever will be. You might as well talk about import- 
ing the chalk cliffs of England into the United States as to speak of 
importing ores from that country or from any other country where 
they come in competition with the vast illimitable masses of iron ore 
that are found in every section of the United States, except right alon, 
the Sonthern Atlantic coast, So the proposition to reduce the tari 
from 75 to 50 cents upon iron ore simply means a reduction upon Bes- 
semer ores and upon nothing else. 

Now, I desire very much indeed that that reduction shall take place, 
and I desire it for the reason that it operates upon Bessemer ores; that 
it lowers the cost of the raw material and permits these ores to come 
into the United States upon such terms as that our countrymen, it 
makes no difference where they may be, who have the advantages of 
fuel within reach can proceed to make Bessemer steel and all the prod- , 
ucts that are made out of Bessemer steel. 

There is one thing to be noticed, Mr. President, in all these metal- 
. the world over, and that is that the ores always go to the 
fuel. It is the fuel, after all, that is the great factor in metallurgy, in 
the conversion of ores into metal, and also in the working of metals after 
they are converted into pig. The fuel is the one indispensable factor 
in this movement, and where that is found in excellence end in abun- 
dance, and where it is accessible by either steam over railways or by 
ships or boats the metals will lift themselves up ont of the bosom of the 
earth and travel to this focus of power. 

Notice what an immense amount of work Wales does in the smelt- 
ing of silver and gold and other metals, and particularly of the refac- 
tory sort, where it is necessary to have a great deal of fuel, great heat- 
ing power at lowcost. You find that from all the quarters of the earth 
the metals are assembled and carried to Wales forsmelting. It is that 
which brings the ores from the Mediterranean to Great Britain. It is 
that which carries the ores from Austria over intoGermany. It is the 
fact that you have the power to create heat, which is the great factor 
in the reduction and purification of metal. 

What is it that brings these Bessemer ores from Lake Superior to 
Cleveland, Ohio, and to Johnstown, in Pennsylvania, for manufacture ? 
Nothing at all except that Pennsylvania has a very large and valuable 
supply of the very best of fuel. That is what causes the Michigan 
people to give up the profit that they would make out of the smelting 
their ores upon their own soil and dig them up and carry them on rail- 
ways to the margin of the lake, lift them upon their ships and to carry 
them to Cleveland to be unloaded and there transported oftener than 
otherwise as far into the interior as Johnstown, and sometimes as far as 
Harrisburg and Steelton. It is nothing but the presence of the fuel 
and the excellence of the fuel that Pennsylvania is able to furnish which 
draws these metals to that center for manufacture or for production. 

Mr. President; when we come to consider the real resources of the 
United States, particularly in the Northwest, it is almost to be classed 
as a criminal neglect on the part of those people in the vicinity of Du- 
luth and other places upon ake Superior that they yield up the pro- 
duction of iron from their ores to Cleveland, Pittsburgh, Johnstown, 
Harrisburg, Baltimore, and other places, What have they got around 
Duluth, at the northeastern extremity of Lake Superior? Almost 
illimitable forests for the making of charcoal. Just in the vicinity, 
across the Canadian line, as I was informed in this Chamber a few days 
ago by a member of the Canadian Parliament who is practically ac- 
quainted with the whole subject, not many miles distant from Duluth 
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see: the border in Canada, they have anthracite coal.in great abun- 


ce. . 

I was astonished that he should be able to make such a statement; 
but they have it, and we admit it free into the United States. We 
admit charcoal free. We do not admit wood free; I donot know why. 
I do not know why it is that we put 20 per cent. ad valorem duty upon 
wood imported into the United States and admit charcoal free. I 
should think if I were living in the vicinity of Duluth or representing 
that portion of the United States I should want to see iron establish- 
ments go up at Duluth or Superior City or some other place in that 
vicinity. 

Mr. SPOONER. They are being built there now. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no doubt they are being built there, and 
will be built there, and that it will be but a very short time until the 
people of Michigan, who have their ores near Lake Superior, will be 

uling them to Duluth for manufacture instead of bringing them to 
Cleveland and from there to Pittsburgh and as far east as Baltimore. 

Mr. President, I should like to be instrumental in compelling those 
people in the Northwest to manufacture their own iron out of their own 
ores and fuel, for while they have not got coke or anthracite coal, per- 
haps, in their immediate vicinity, they have charcoal, as I have ob- 
served, in illimitable quantities, and Canada is easily able to furnish 
them the anthracite coal with which to reduce their metal. We could 
not do a better service to the people of the Northwest than to encour- 
age them in the production of iron from these Michigan and Lake Su- 
perior ores upon their own soil. This little tax, as it is called, of 75 
cents a ton upon ore, being a tax of $1.50 or $2 upon the ton of metal 
produced, is a matter of no consideration to them when it is compared 
with the advantages that they would have of embarking in the great 
enterprise of making the iron out of their own ores and upon their own 
soil. 

The fact that there is no competition between the ores produced in 

„Alabama and the Bessemer ores that I propose shall be imported from 
Cuba and from other parts of the earth ought to exclude me from hav- 
ing any either personal or political interest in this question. Ido not 


look upon it as a question that ought to be connected with party poli- 


tics at all if it could possibly be separated from it. I look upon it asa 
question that rises far above the magnitude of any party organization, 
and one that lies at the foundation of the prosperity of the people of the 
United States. 

The Senator from Ohio to-day referred to the fact of their having 
large steel industries at Cleveland, and of their capacity to haul the 
coal from the mountains of Pennsylvania to Cleveland, Ohio, and to 
bring the ores from Lake Superior, the northern neck of Michigan, 
around through a sinuous way, and having them to meet at Cleveland 
where they unite in forming the steel product that Cleveland has be- 
come famous for. 

Now, that is a forced condition of affairs. Any one can see that that 
sort of a trafficis not going to maintain itself whenever the Lake Mich- 
igan ores find that they can have access to coal at cheaper rates than 
ayin by coming to Cleveland. Cheapness of manufacture will con- 
trol any industry that you can name, and whenever it is developed, as 
it is now being developed at Duluth, that those ores can reach fuel in 
sufficient quantity and quality to justify their manufacture into steel, 
you will find that the course of trade will take the other direction and 
go towards Duluth instead of towards Cleveland, That is a forced and 
an unnatural state of affairs. It is entirely artificial and will not last. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Perhaps the Senator from Alabama does not know 
the geographical fact that there is no coal in Canada from Caldero, at 
the base of the Rocky Mountains, fully 1,300 miles to Duluth, or east- 
ward to Nova Scotia. 

Mr. MORGAN. How far is it by water that you carry the ores 
before you get to Cleveland? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should think about a thousand miles by water, 
put the transportation is exceedingly low, because it is coal one way 
and iron the other that is carried. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘The transportation would be just as low on these 
Western means of conveyance or railways as it is over that route, and 
the difference is not 200 miles, it will not be 100 miles. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state also this fact—probably the Senator 
is not aware of it—that on account of the peculiar geological formation 
of that upper peninsula there is no coal in that region at all. The first 
place they can strike coal is either in Illinois at Chicago, or in Indiana 
or Ohio. The great body of coal now that goes to Port Arthur is from 
Ohio, Port Arthur being the extreme farther end of Lake Superior. I 
have no doubt that as a result we export more coal to Canada a 
deal than we import, and we doit in that way, sending it clear up on 
the Canadian coast, to the extreme end of Lake Superior. 

Mr. MORGAN. There are, as I am informed, great masses of an- 
thracite coal, larger masses than are found in Pennsylvania, within 
1,300 miles or a shorter distance than that from Duluth. 

Mr. SHERMAN. At Caldero there are mines of immense value, I 
have been in them and therefore I know. 

Mr. MORGAN. We let in that coal free. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is anthracite coal. 

Mr. MORGAN. It will not be long before the Canadian Pacific 


Railway will be bringing that coal down to meet the iron at Duluth or 
5 City or some other place at the western extremity of Lake 
a T. : 

More than that, there is a country out there that is filling up with 
tremendous rapidity with population, and the local demand for railway 
iron and steel, for structural steel of every kind for bridges, for houses, 
and every sort of domestic consumption, will produce a vast market in 
that region of the world which must be supplied by the ores that are 
dug out of the northern neck or peninsula of Michigan, and some of them 
from the northern side of Lake Superior and brought down by the 
Mineral road to Duluth. - 

Butit is true beyond all controversy that these great metals will seek 
the nearest place of reduction and they will go to that place where the 
reduction of them into metallic steel and iron is the cheapest and most 
convenient; and particularly will they do it when the point at which 
the reduction takes place furnishes itself a good market and is also in 
communication 3 and by rail with all the outside world, as is 
the case at Duluth. 

Now, the same thing is going to be repeated down South unless we 
take the precaution to bring the trade to the United States instead of 
floating out in the other direction. There, within less than 200 miles 
as the bird flies from Mobile, is all of this vast island of bituminous coal 
that makes coke just as good as that at Johnstown, and makes it very 
muchcheaper, I think, than you can make it at Johnstown, for a num- 
ber of reasons that I could state. That fuel and the Bessemer ores of 
Cuba will come together, and if we fence off the Cuban ores from com- 
ing to the United States, by a protective tariff, inasmuchas we can not 
lay an export duty upon coke or coal, our coke and coal will stream out 
of the country and go down and meet that material on the shores of the 
Island of Cuba. 

The Island of Cuba, Mr. President, has become in respect of its be- 
ing a producing field for Bessemer ores a most important adjunct to 
American enterprise and to American manufactures, and unless we oc- 
cupy it with our capital, as I am very glad to find Americans are do- 
ing, and unless our Government encourages close relations with that great 
industry in the Island of Cuba, we shall very soon find ourselves los- 
ing our trade and losing our productive power by its being transferred 
from the United States to that island, because steel will be made for 
this American hemisphere at or near that place where it can be pro- 
duced the cheapest. 

There is the Island of Cuba right down in the waist of the American 
hemisphere, looking north and south at an almost equal distance from 
the two great continents, and of this wonderful deposit of 
Bessemer ore, wanting nothing but fuel, of which she has none except 
that which grows upon the surface of theearth. Alabama is her near- 
est point to get it. Alabama can furnish it in indefinite amount; it 
seems to be an inexhaustible field of supply. What are we to do in 
the mean time? Are we to hang on to a pitiful profit or income from 
taxing Bessemer ores when it is doing no good to anybody and ought 
not to do any good to anybody, when it is merely diverting the ores 
from Duluth and the Northwest down to Cleveland and to Pittsburgh 
and to Johnstown for being smelted? Onght we to hang on to a prin- 
ciple or policy of tariff taxation of that kind when by repealing it we 
can draw these ores up to the Atlantic coast, and places like Steelton, 
on the Chesapeake Bay, and other places strung all along the Atlantic 
coast will be fostered and industries will be built up there of the most 
valuable possible kind ? 

Now, I repeat, and I will close my argument with the remark, that 
I think this is a question which rises very far above considera- 
tion or politics. The Senate will bear me witness that it is not a mat- 
ter of immediate concern to my own State, except perhaps at the port 
of Mobile, where I think it is likely enough that these steel industries 
would be established, to be operated by charcoal and also by coke, to 
be carried down the Warrior and the Bigbee and Alabama Rivers at a 
cheap rate of transportation, That might occur, but there is no ground 
broken, no enterprise organized, nothing started at Mobile for the pur- 
pose of manufacturing these ores. So I am free and impartial about it. 

These Bessemer ores are not in competition with the ores of Alabama 
in any respect. It is true we have a few red hematites and brown 
hematites in Alabama, out of which Bessemer steel has been made and 
open-hearth steel has been made. Some shipments have been made to 
Pittsburgh and there tested. Large ony sare have been made and 
they produce good steel, the pig metal having been produced under 
the manipulation of very skilled iron-masters who came from England 
and established in Talladega County, the county ot my former resi- 
3 a couple of large furnaces, where they have turned out Bessemer 
steel. 

The ores of Alabama are so low in phosphorus that a very slight 
addition, an addition of 1 ton to 4, will make 5 tons of Bessemer ore 
as a rule; so that we could very greatly benefit ourselves by introduc- 
ing these Cuban ores and carrying them as far inland as to Birming- 
ham. Birmingham, however, is not in competition with Bessemer ores, 
and there is no real competition in Alabama with Bessemer ores. It 
would be an advantage to the State, an advantage to all the industries 
there, to have these ores brought in, if is very true, but the amount 
that we would need would be small, 
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The great body of our production in Alabama would necessarily be 
out of the o brown and red hematite. We have a field to occupy 
there that is broad enough to gratify the ambition or the avarice of 
any set ol people on earth, for after all iron has its uses, and will have 
as long as time lasts, entirely distinguishable from steel. Steel, while 
it is a most valuable product, can not take the place of iron. Youcan 
not make it cheap enough, and there is another remark that is true 
about it, and one that ought to be borne in mind by whoever has the 
consideration of measures that bear in any degree upon any of these 
iron industries, which is that there is not perhaps a bed of iron in the 
United States that has not its own peculiar value, 

You may take any bed of iron that you may find inthe United States 
and for some purpose or other it is better than any other bed of iron. 
You find infinite combinations of the different descriptions of iron that 
3 the different articles of merchandise, the different articles for 

uman use in all the great and illimitable variety of uses to which iron 
may be applied. So there is not, and ought not to be, any real com- 
8 between iron beds in one part of the United States and iron 
in another part of the United States. Every one of them con- 
tributes to the general prosperity ot the entire industry of manufact- 
uring iron, and each one has its particular function or office to fill. 

You may take a railroad train here at the Baltimore and Ohio depot 
arranged for the purpose of starting out over a steel track to run to the 
city of Baltimore. You may go to that train and commence with the 
cow-catcher on the engine and go to the rear of the Jast Pullman car 
upon it, and you will find that of the metals used in that train, in- 
cluding the steel rails that lie beneath the track and which it covers, 
Hid og cent, of it is iron and not more than 30 per cent. of it steel. It 
is the rarest thing in any great manufacturing establishment to find 
more than 30 per cent. of the material used made of steel. It is made 
of iron, and iron fora great many purposes is entirely preferable to 
steel. It stands by itself. It is an industry that does not thrive upon 
the breaking down of the steel industry; it thrives through the assist- 
ance of the steel industry; and it is the interest of every iron producer 
in the world to have steel as as he can get it, and have it as cheap 
as he can get it, because it is his assistant, his adjunct in the produc- 
tion and manufacture of iron, which, after all, constitutes the great 
body of the industry, and it will for ages to come, I suppose forever, 
constitute the great body of that industry—hematite iron, not Besse- 
mer steel, open-hearth steel, tool steel, or any other kind of steel. 

So those two metals are identical in their material. Their differ- 
ence is entirely in the amount of carbon that is contained in the steel. 
The differences are mechanical and scientific, they are not natural 
differences. These two metals have a common field of operation, the 
one being entirely indispensable to the other, and when we give an 
oe to one of these industries we must necessarily benefit the 
other. To that extent the people of Alabama are interested in having 
an abundance of steel at as low a cost as it can be fairly and profitably 
made by the persons who invest their money and conduct the labors 
of such establishments, 

I hope, Mr. President, that the Senate will vote to reduce this duty 
at least to 50 cents on the ton. That is a very high tariff. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The pending amendment will be re- 
ported. 

The SECRETARY. In line 13, paragraph 127, page 24, strike out 
*‘seventy-five’’ and insert fifty; so as to read: 

Fifty cents per ton, 

Mr. GRAY. In view of the argument of the Senator from Mary- 
land upon this item of the schedule and the reasons that he has given, 
which seem to be very forcible, why this duty should be reduced at 
least as much as proposed in this amendment, it seems to me it might 
have gone much further. And in view of the recommendation of the 
Tariff Commission of 1883, read by that Senator, which was that the 
commission recommend a ific rate of 50 cents per ton upon iron 
ore such as is described in this paragraph, and because I want to vote 
as ali other Senators here want to vote, intelligently upon a subject 
that affects the industries of the country, that affect opposite interests, 
I should like to hear from the Senator who has charge of this bill, or 
some other Senator upon the Finance Committee, what there is in the 
history of the industry of this country that makes this an unreasonable 
or an improper amendment to the bill. 

If the industry will not be seriously injured, it seems to me that the 
presumption ought to be in favor of the tax-payer. Some presumption 
certainly ought to be in favor of the great body of the consumers of this 
country, and not all obtaining merely in the interest of the manufact- 
urers. 

I agree with what the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] so forcibly 
said the other day, that before a tax is imposed upon any commodity 
or upon any class we should have it clearly demonstrated that that tax 
isn to the existence or maintenance of that particular industry, 
and thatit will not affect disastrously the general interests of the coun- 
try. Therefore, in order that I and other Senators may not, if they are 
in like condition with myself, vote without sufficient light, vote blindly 
upon this proposition, I should like to hear why it is that this is nota 
reasonable tion to reduce this tax from 75 cents to 50 cents, the 
amount recommended by the Tariff Commission of 1883, 


Mr. PLUMB. Iwant to move to amend the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Maryland by making the rate of duty 60 cents per ton, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment to the amendment, 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out of the amendment 
t‘ fifty” and insert sixty; so as to read: 

Sixty cents per ton. 


Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say very briefly that this is one of those 
questions which have got to be resolved upon the basis of some doubt 
as to what the precise result will be of any proposition. There is no 
doubt there has been very considerable advantage derived in the cotn- 
try by the development of various and widely scattered ore deposits 
in the mountain regions of the United States. They have resulted in 
the discovery and in putting into market of varieties of ore the com- 
bination of which has enabled our manufacturers to produce the best 
ponte manufactured article; and that is a result which is very desira- 

e. 

On the other hand, there is this very strong and very natural and in 
a large measure just demand on the part of the persons living on the 
seacoast remote from the deposits of ore in this country that they may 
have this raw material, as it may be called, furnished to them atsuch 
reasonable price as will enable them to manufacture not only for their 
immediate localities, but for export. 

I believe also that it is a good time to commence a reduction of du- 
ties, not indiscriminately, it is true, but to make a pressure whichshall 
tend to the reduction of the price of manufactured articles to the con- 
sumerin the United States and elsewhere. I believe, as I said the 
other day, that this can be so managed as to be advantageous to the 
manufacturer. No one does his best except under pressure. The 
manufacturers of the United States, subject to proper competition, will, 
in my judgment, surpass all the manufacturers of the world in every 
domain which they enter, just as American intelligence and American 
genius and aptitude are superior to those qualities found among other 
peoples. I believe, therefore, that this reduction to 60 cents would 
fairly meet these various conditions. 

In 1883 theduty was increased from 20 per cent. ad valorem, imposed 
by the then existing law, to 75 cents per ton, which is something over 
30 per cent. I remember very well the debate in this body which re- 
sulted in that increase. It seems to me that that increase has served 
its purpose, and that it is time now either to reduce in whole or in 
part the step then taken. 

Jam willing, so far as I am concerned, to accept of a slighter reduc- 
tion than that proposed by the Senator from Maryland, eving that 
a short step in the right direction is better than no step at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that in my absence from the Cham- 
ber the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] asked for some reason for 
the retention of this duty. 

Mr. GRAY. Ves, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will ask the Secretary to read the portion of the 
RECORD which I have marked, from an authority which, I think, the 
8 from Delaware will recognize as competent to judge of this 
question. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator give the date of the RECORD? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is the RECORD of February 15, 1883, page 2682, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Mr. McPuersoy, I have an amendment to offer, in line 541, to strike out “50 
cents a ton” and insert“ £1 per ton,” 

If it be the purpose of the protection ists of this body to protect the industries of 
this country, then certainly we should havea higher rate of duty upon iron ore 
than 50 cents a ton; or if it be the purpose to afford some protection within the 
limit of revenue, then the same reason exists why iron should be placed at 
more than 50 cents a ton for revenue 8 . John F. Quarles, late 
United States consul at Malaga, Spain, s that 

The importation of foreign ores has increased from a little more than 24,000 


tons in 1872-'73 to nearly 800,000 tons in 1880-81.“ 
Showing that the increase has been very great. It is further stated by this 


consul 

The districts of Bilbao, Marbella, Almeria, Carthagena, in Spain; Benizaf, 
Ain Sedma, and Mohkta. in North Africa, and the Island of. Elba in aly, arecapa- 
ble of producing from five to six million tons annually, or nearly two-thirds of 
our entire consumption, A large part of this production seeks purchasers in our 
markets, and when freights are low will displace domestic ores. The cost of 

roduction and transportation to the seaboard on the Mediterranean is less 

an one-half of what it is in the United States. A careful investigation into 
this subject showed that in the Bilbao mines the wages of the miner ranged 
from 35 to 50 cents per day,” 

The census report of 1880 shows this fact, that the cost of the labor to put 
each ton of ore on board cars in New Jersey is over $2.50 per ton. It is also 
stated that when grain freights from America are good freights from the Medi- 
terranean may be had at nominal prices and the freights on ores correspond- 
ingly low, and in 1880 and 1881 the freights on ores touched us low as yates 
ton. The ores represent a cost of $1 per ton in Bilbao, S und with the addi- 
tion of $L.46 per ton for freight the ores can be delive here at $2.51 per ton. 

If it be the policy to close up the iron mines of this country and get our product 
of ore from abroad, from the cheap labor ot Spain, aided as it is by cheap return 
freights of ores in vessela bound from the Mediterranean carrying there, 
let us understand it in that sense, To-day the mines of New Sener and the 
mines of Pennsylvania and New York are s ing to keep their miners em- 
ployed, Strikes are r the miners are ill paid and ill ſed. Trains of 
ore are every day going from the seaboard through those States to the furnaces 
in the interior, transporting the ores of Spain right the hills contain- 
ing an inexhaustible supply of ore, which the owners of can not af- 
ford to employ the labor to uce in competition with foreign ores. I sub- 


mit that there is an inj in this, 
We protect the of iron and stecl, and the manufacturers of iron 
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d and ask the Co: of the United States to give them 
and steel turn around and ask the Congress n gi Pe 


practically free ores from w to manufacture uct, resulting 
Saing up of the maining isnduntrien of T pem agat eaumsctn Hao iog Loeb 
ustries of other countries. 


n . 
As I said before, the miner stands alongside the railroad track and sees these 
immense trains of ore carried to the furnaces in the interior, and he has the 
consolation of knowing that he can not be employed, although the furnace 

E within sight of the mine, 

Itscems to meas though here is a very great inconsistency. I do not under- 
stand how the Senate can afford to place ores at 50cents a ton to encourage that 
industry,and still keep up the duty as we have it on manufactured iron. 

I move that the rate be made $1 per ton instead of 50 cents, 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President 
' Mr. GRAY. Iask the Senator to yield to me. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Very well. 

Mr. GRAY. I called for that information, and I want to say a word 
in regard to the question which I asked in good faith of the Senator 
who has charge of this bill. I asked for some reason that would an- 
swer the very forcible statement made by the Senator from Maryland, 
and the argument made in the letter or statement of Mr. Bent which 
was read by the Senator from Maryland—I asked if the Senator from 
Rhode Island would say why it was unreasonable to reduce this tariff 
tax on iron ore to the extent proposed in the amendment. 

In reply he has sent up a portion of the RECORD, to be used, I sup- 

asa sort of argumentum ad hominem, which contained a speech of 
the Senator from New Jersey, made some years ago. If the Senator 
from Rhode Island means to adopt the reasoning of the Senator from 
New Jersey in 1883, as it is stated in the RECORD, and has no other 
answer to make to my question, so be it. But if there is any answer 
to the argument made by the Senator from Maryland and to the argu- 
ment contained in the statement of Mr. Bent that these Bessemer ores 
brought from the Mediterranean and from Cuba into our ports consti- 
tute a most important constituent of the steel industry and do not at 
all compete with domestic ores, but perform something of the same 
office that foreign wools is said to perform when imported, being useful 
* for mixing with domestic wools and thereby increasing the product and 
the consumption necessarily, then it seems something more must be 
said than was contained in the remarks made in 1883 by the Senator 
from New Jersey. 

I should like to know whether the statements made by Mr. Bent, 
and the statements made by the Senator from Maryland in his argu- 
ment to-day, may be controverted and are to be controverted or no, and 
not whether the statements made on the information obtained by the 
Senator from New Jersey in 1883 are the answer to the Senator from 

land, d 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Before the Senator from Rhode Island proceeds 
may I make a single inquiry? What has been read purports to be 
some observations of mine. I should like to know, in that connection, 
whether it was in 1796 or 1883, or when it was. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. On the 15th of February, 1883. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then I should like to know further of the dis- 
tinguished Senator if he accepts those observations of mine as being a 
better s than he can make upon the subject now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the remark I was about to make. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then you take what was read from the desk 
as your speech ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Now, one single observation about that. I 
have lived several years since that time, and if there ever was a time 
upon this subject when I am in the full maturity of my judgment it is 
just now, and I do not think I would accept that statement to-day as 
being exactly the proper thing for this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My purpose in having the statement of the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey read was to show to the Senate in a better man- 
ner and in more forcible terms than I could hope to employ the situ- 
ation as between these imported ores and the domestic ores. 

So far as I understand the subject, the ores which are imported from 
Spain, Africa, and Cuba do compete with ores that are produced in the 
United States; and as to the rates of wages which are paid in those coun- 
tries, the American miner can not compete with the foreign producer of 
ores, notwithstanding the duty of 75 cents a ton which was imposed in 
1883 and which the committee who had charge of this matter then 
thought was proper; notwithstanding the fact that that rate has been im- 
posed from that time to this, the importations of foreign ores have been 
very largely increasing year by year, and the importation for the eleven 
months ending May 31, 1890, amounted to $2,252,317 in value, while 
the average importations for the preceding five years were only $1,- 
396,000, showing that at this rate of duty there is a large and increas- 
ing competition with the domestic producers of ores. 

This rate was fixed not alone on account of, or not largely onaccount 
of, the producers in Michigan and Wisconsin, but on account of those 
in Virginia, Pennsylvania, Maryland, West Virginia, and New York. 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope the Senator will permit me to read a short 


Miners working for 80 cents a day. 


Mr. MORGAN. Where is that? 
Mr. CAMERON. In Pennsylvania. You will see where it is as I 


read on. 
MINEES WORKING FOR EIGHTY CENTS A DAY. 

The laborers working in the iron-ore mines of the Little Lehigh district, be- 
tween Reading and Allentown, are receiving but 80 cents a day. Mining oper- 
ations were suspended during hay- ng aud because the miners were 
able to earn $1.25 per day among the farmers. Now that mining has been re- 
sumed, the minimum wages are being paid. There is a brisk inquiry for iron 
ore and some mines are being 8 al had been idle for several years. A 
demand is about to be made by the miners for 90 cents a day, and it is believed 
that they will be successful, as some of the larger operators acknowledge that 
the present rate of wages is entirely too small. 

This iron ore is in competition with the ore which the Senator from 
Maryland asks to have admitted at 50 cents a ton. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, a wordas to the practical operations 
of this amendment taken in connection with the statement made by 
Major Bent. The Senator from Maryland stated and repeated several 
times that, if this reduction of 25 cents a ton was made upon ores, the 
Pennsylvania Steel Company at their establishment at Baltimore would 
be able to build steel steamers in competition with the manufacturers 
upon the Clyde and would be enabled to sell steel rails in London and 
pig-iron in Liverpool. 

Mr, GORMAN. With free ore. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The reduction which is proposed to be made 
amounts, as I say, to 25 centsa ton. It takes 2 tons of ore to make 1 ton 
of pig- iron. It takes a ton and a quarter of pig · iron to make a ton of steel 
sheets, which are used in the making of steel vessels. A ton of steel 
sheets is worth to-day in the neighborhood of 850. The Senator from 
Maryland proposes to save to the producers ôf steel sheets 62 cents on 
a ton, valued at $50, and he said—and that is the force of his argu- 
ment—that a saving of 62 cents a ton on $50 worth of steel sheets 
would enable the ship-builder on the Delaware to compete with the 
ship-builder on the Clyde. In other words a reduction in duty Ta vad 
cent. in the cost of material is to enable the ship-builder upon the 
ware to overcome a difference of cost of production which he has stated 
himself to be 10 or 12 per cent. upon the finished product. So much for 
the practical part of the argument made by theSenator from Maryland. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him a mo- 
ment? . 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. My statement was based on what I quoted from 
what Mr. Gramp, the great ship-builder on the Delaware, said before 
the Committee on Commerce, when the shipping bill was under con- 
sideration, and what was said by Major Bent, who is the manufacturer 
whom I have described as being well known to the Senate. I stated 
the present condition with a duty of 75 cents a ton on the iron ore 
which is absolutely necessary to be used in the making of steel for the 
construction of these ships, that the present duty makes a difference 
of 10 or 12 per cent. between the cost of the vessel on the Delaware and 
on the Clyde. I believe the statements of these gentlemen. I believe 
that the actual cost exceeds 10 or 12 per cent., for the reason as they 
give it, and I have no doubt it is true, that an American-built ship is 
a much better built ship. Americans insist upon having finer trim- 
ming, better lines, and better workmanship put upon their vessels than 
are put upon the same class of vessels by the English, and there is be- 
tween 10 and 12 per cent. difference to-day. 

Major Bent and every one of these manufacturers of iron and steel 
and constructors of vessels east of the Alleghany Mountains say that 
if you will let up on this iron rule and give them the material free of 
duty they will absolutely compete with England in the manufacture 
of everything and sell their product to England. I do not ask that. I 
insist that there shall be a moderate reduction only, a reduction which 
we can make safely enough with the conditions which now prevail. 

It is said that there exists, but that it has not been developed, on the 
line of the Canadian Pacific and other roads, a deposit of iron ore which 
is equal to the ores of the Lake Superior region, and I do not want to 
see that region destroyed or interfered with, and hence my proposition 
was only to reduce this tax from 75 to 50 cents a ton, the exact re- 
duction that the Tariff Commission, composed of Republicans, said in 
1883 was right. Ido not ask for anything more. I will not even go 
that far, as there seems to be a doubt about the proposition, and so I 
shall ask the eee of the Senate to withdraw my amendment and 
to accept for the time being the amendment of the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PLUMB], which places the rate of duty at 60 cents a ton, being 
a reduction of 15 cents per ton. This is a tender from a gentleman on 
the other side of the Chamber which is responsible for legislation. 

Mr. CAMERON. May I ask the Senator how much he benefits the 
industry in Baltimore? i 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwill tell the Senator. As the industry stands 
to-day at Baltimore they pay, in the matter of duty upon the ores 
which they must use and can only getfrom the Mediterranean and from 
Cuba, 25 per cent. on their capital, and the duty is 75 cents a ton. 

Mr. CAMERON. Has not all that capital been made out of the 
profits which they derived from the duty on steel rails? P 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; I have no doubt they are good Pennsylvania 
people, and have been engaged in the manufacture of iron at the home 


of my friend from Pennsylvania. They are enterprising; they have 
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made an immense amount of money out of it, and I read the statement 

I have not the figures before me now—that they started in with 
acomparatively small capital of two or three hundred thousand dollars 
_ they have got now by their enterprise to three or four million dol- 


Mr. CAMERON. All made by means of the protective tariff. 

Mr. GORMAN, They have made it unquestionably under the pro- 
tective system. 

. Mr. CAMERON. Then why not continve it? 

Mr. GORMAN. As long as the expenditures of this Government 
are to be $500,000,000 per annum you can not have anything else but 
a protective system, and no sane man thinks of anything else, and it 
is only a question of the fair adjustment of the rates of duty charged 
and the distribution of the duties. 

I beg pardon of the Senator from Rhode Island. I did not intend to 
take so much time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the figures given by the Senator from Maryland 
of $1.80 a ton in Cuba for the ores and $1 freight are correct, I say to 
that Senator that Bessemer ores can be laid down in Baltimore with the 
present duty added cheaper than Bessemer ores can be taken from the 
mines on Lake Champlain and delivered in Albany, where the nearest 
steel works arefound. That is, the difference in the rate of labor is so 
— that Bessemer ore can not be produced anywhere near the At- 

tic coast, and Bessemer- ore deposits are not confined, as the Senator 
seems to think, entirely to Wisconsin and that The great de- 
posits are there, but they have a large deposit of mer ore in the 
northern counties of New York andin Pennsylvania, Virginia, and other 
Southern States, 

Are you willing to destroy these industries for the sake of helping 
a single mammoth steel concern in the city of Baltimore? The Senate 
is called to enact a special provision to enable the producers of Balti- 
more to make steel rails or steel ships cheaper than the manufacturers 
at Albany, or at Bethlehem, or at Johnstown, or at Pittsburgh, or at 
Ch This is what the Senate is asked to do. 

I repeat that Bessemer ores can now be imported either from Spain or 
Cuba and landed in Baltimore much cheaper than they can be trans- 
ported from any of the American mines produced by American labor 
to that same city of Baltimore. The duty is 75 cents à ton. Baltimore 
has advantages enough in this direction, and the Congress of the United 
States ought not to be called upon, in the language of the Senator from 
New Jersey, to strike down the American mining industry, which is an 
important industry, simply to enable a large steel company in the city 
of Baltimore to increase its profits. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island has in- 
dulged in language and phraseology which sound very strange to my 
ears when talking of a protective tariffand defending the subsidies that 
tariff is intended to give to special interests, when he speaks of a propo- 
sition to reduce the tax burden of the whole people somewhat from 
what it is now for the benefit of special classes, and when he calls it 
special legislation in favor of a certain industry, IfI understand the 
contention on this side, we have been trying to resist, as we believed 
and do believe, in the interest of the great mass of the people, this at- 
tempt to further increase the tax burden of our tariff laws, and to re- 
sist in their interest this attempt to revive the tariff, not in the inter- 
est of the great body of consumers, but solely in the interest of those 
who heretofore and all along since the protective tariffs first were in- 
vented have been their beneficiaries. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 
75 does he mean by this attempt to further increase the tax bur- 

? 3 

Mr. GRAY. I pardon. I do not hear the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. What does the Senator mean in this connection by 
asserting that the bill under consideration is an attempt to further in- 
crease the burdens of the people? 

Mr. GRAY. I was referring, if the Senator from Wisconsin will ex- 
cuse me, not so much to this particular item, but I was referring to 
what was the attitude of our side in this debate in regard to the tariff 
schedules as a whole. We have been resisting in this respect, so far 
as the amendment shall be supported on this side, an attempt to in- 
crease that burden which we think bas been unjustifiably borne by the 
people for many years, and to reduce the taxation to a point that is 
recommended as a suflicient protective rate by men who are eminent 
and stand high in the protective councils. That is all. 

Mr. SPOONER. I thought irom the language of the Senator that 
m was under the impression that this was a proposition to increase the 

uty. 

Mr. GRAY. I had no such impression as that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Itis no increase of duty. 

Mr. GRAY, I confess I had not that exact and minute information 
about all the complicated matters in this bill that the members of the 
Committee on Finance have, and which I think no other members of 
this body have, but still I know enough to know that an amendment 
reducing from 75 to 60 cents is not a proposition to increase a tax. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator misunderstood me. He used the ex- 
presion thatit was an attempt to increase the burdens of the gone: 

thought from that that I a right to assume that the tor 
thought the action of the committee was to increase the rate of duty. 


ion. 


Mr. GRAY, Ialluded to the phraseology used by the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] in the remarks where he spoke of this 
proposition to reduce taxation forthe benefit of the great mass of con- 
sumers in this country as being special legislation, and so on. 

Now, Mr. President, I should like to ask—because I have not yet 
heard whether there is any answer to be made or any issue to be taken 
with the categorical and exceedingly distinct assertion made by Mr. 
Bent, who we may presume to have competent information and to be 
well informed as to the subject-matter of his statement, when he said 
in his letter under date of December 26, 1889: 


Practically all the ore imported into this country is used for steel purposes, 
and therefore there is 2 5 absence of competition — fo: ga and 
the non-steel ores of this country, The whole quantity of ore suitable for Bes- 
semer pig-iron which it will be possible to produce in this country during the 
year 1590 will not exceed 5,000,000 tons. This estimate includes every ton of 
ore of suitable quality that can be raised by hook or by crook. Three and one- 
half million tons of pig-iron, it is estimated, will be required tosupply the wants 
of the steel manufacturers in this country during the year 1890, Te manufact- 
ure this amount of pig-iron 6,500,000 tons of iron ore of suitable quality will be 
required, One and one-half million tons of er steel ore must therefore 
be imported into this country by our steel manufacturers, or their works will 
remain idle 25 per cent. of the year. 

There is a statement made by a competent witness, an expert wit- 
ness, that I have not heard directly controverted. If he is mistaken, 
then he comes before us as a man whose life has been devoted to the 
industries with which he is connected and who ought presumably to 
have information which is second to that of no one, always conceding 
bp tee man himself is honorable and honest and endeavors to tell the 


truth. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What Major Bent meant by that statement, what 
he must have intended was that in order to make a profit he could only 
buy foreign ores for his use at Baltimore. No Senator upon this floor 
neither Major Bent nor any other Lee eee in the production 
of steel—wonld presume to say that the ores produced in Wisconsin 
and Michigan are not equal in quality for the production of Bessemer 
steel with any ores in the world, and that the ores in Northern New 
York are not equal in quality and would not make as good steel as any 
ores upon the face of the earth. What he means to say is that it is 
cheaper for him in order to carry on his business profitably to use these 
foreign ores on account of his location. 

Mr. GRAY. This is a very important matter, and those of us who 
are so unfortunate as not to be on the Finance Committee are not con- 
suming time improperly when we try to getat the bottomofit. Here 
isa great manufacturing industry that heretofore received the 
bounty of this Government in the shape of a tax that was paid by the 
great mass of consumers in this country, the great mass of the popu- 
lation. That is one side of this negotiation—if I may use the wont. 
that is going on in this Chamber, that we may fix by statute law what 
is the measure of the tax burden that is to weigh down the backs of 
the American laborers. Let us consider, then, whether the demand on 
that side is just and whether the contention on the other is not one 
worthy of consideration. 

Mr. Bent says that— 

There is absolute absence of competition between foreign ores and the non- 
steel ores of this country, 


He goes on to say, in a later part of his letter, this: 


po: rall beyond its present 
eastern limit of use, to meet its foreign competitor. The effect of the removal 
of the duty on iron ore would be to slightly increase the importation, but not 
materially, as I have before stated. Another effect of the removal of the duty 
on iron ore would probably be that the ocean freight rate on iron ore would be 
increased, and if so, the outward freight on grain and cotton would be dimin- 
ished accordingly. 

It seems to me that this gentleman engaged in this industry, intel- 
ligent, competent, and his intelligence and competence vouched for by 
the fact that he has been put at the head of this great concern where 
millions of capital have been invested, tells us that there is absolutely 
no competition between these imported Bessemer ores and the Bessemer 
ores from Lake Superior, and he gives us a very good reason when he 
states that the industries upon the Atlantic coast which use these im- 
ported ores are compelled to use them even at 75 cents a ton duty be- 
cause they can not get the Lake Superior Bessemer ore brought to them 
except at a rate of freight for transportation which would exceed that 
sum. 

This seems like a business proposition, and if we are to go into the 
business of the country; if we are to understand all about it for the 
purpose of enacting tariff legislation; if we must make ourselves the 
commercial aids, not of one industy, but of all, then we can not be too 
minute, we can not be too exacting in getting all the light, all the in- 
formation thatis possible to be obtained upon the subjects about which 
we are called upon to legislate. 

I do not believe that this body or any other body of men such as this 
are competent to deal under any circumstances with the great business 
interests of this country in such fashion that they will be better pro- 
vided for and better managed than if left to the enterprise and intelli- 
gence and good sense of the people themselves, I do not believe that 
seventy or eighty gentlemen sitting in this Chamber know more about 
the business of 65,000,000 people than the people do themselves; nor 


. 
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that the members of the Finance Committee, nor that the acute and 
learned and intelligent Senator from Rhode Island, who has given so 
much time and study to these rates and knows all, I have no doubt, that 


any man can know by study and by attention, is competent to deal 
wisely with the industries of a great people extending from ocean to 
ocean and from the Lakes to the Gulf, with 65,000,000 of population. 


Butsuch is the policy we are committed to. Weare bound, itseems, 
by the traditions of the protective policy, in raising the revenue to sup- 
port our Government, not only to consider where the revenue can be 
most easily raised, but how the burdens of taxation may most lightly 
rest upon the bowed shoulders of American labor, bat must also go 
into all these minute calculations and discussions as to how business 
interests are to be affected and how capital invested here and there is 
to be treated and considered. 

Therefore we must, as best we can, scrutinize, interrogate, and con- 
sider what are the conditions surrounding this industry, call witnesses, 
procure statements from those demanding protection, and listen some- 
times even to those who pay for protection. Andso, when we summon 
Mr. Bent, who represents the largest investment in this great protected 
interest, and he tells us that this Bessemer ore imported from the Medi- 
terranean and imported from Cuba is absolutely necessary to the pro- 
duction, that they find at their own mills it is absolutely necessary 
to be mixed with the domestic ores, he is entitled to consideration, and 
he ought to receive consideration; and it seems to me such testimony 
as that should give us pause before we undertake in the face of his 
testimony and in the face of the facts which he adduces to lay this 
burden of taxation which confessedly is for the benefit largely and 
mainly of the ore-producing region near Lake Superior. . 

Now, then, it is certainly worthy of consideration on the prineiples 
of protective tariffs and of the protective system to inquire if this in- 
terest must be protected, and if a tax must be collected out of the 
pocket of every laboring man in this country in order to support that 
great industry, just what the amount of that tax is which is necessary 
to give them an equal chance with their competitors all over the world, 
to give them an equal chance, not only with foreign competitors, but 
the amazing confession is made here to-day that it is to equalize their 
condition with that of their own countrymen on the seaboard. 

Those industries so eloquently described by the Senator from Mary- 


land [Mr. GorMAN], which have grown up through two hundred years, 


east ofthe Alleghany Mountains, havetaken from them by thishigh duty 
the natural advantages which time and circumstancesand physical geog- 
raphy have given them, in order to lift up an industry which can not 
compete on naturalterms otherwise with them, If for this a high duty 
is necessary, so be it, but let us recollect when we give them that as- 
sistance and when we give them that peer that weare taking from 
other American interests, we are taking from the pockets of other pro- 
ducing interests in this country as well as from the mass of the labor- 
ing men, in order to doit. It is, therefore, a pertinent inquiry and enti- 
tled to a better answer, I say it with all respect to the Senator from 
Rhode Island, than he has given us, why this tax should be kept up 
and this protection and subsidy should be maintained at the rate which 
now exists upon our statute-book. 

Mr. President, I rose in all sincerity to try as one Senator, as an 
humble member of this body, in the performanceof the duty which my 

ition calls upon me to perform, to inquire of those whose business 
it has been to propound this tariff tax, what are the reasons which ob- 
tain—if any there are—for the maintenance of this high rate of taxa- 
tion, and I submit to the Senator that the answer has not yet been 
given in view of this statement of Mr, Bent, this expert testimony, and 
of the argument that has been made upon this floor by the Senator 
from Maryland. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the element of the cost of labor in 
raising ores and preparing them for shipment to market and to the fur- 
naces has not been considered very extensively in this debate. The 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON ] introduced an extract from 
a newspape 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Alabama let me say just a 
word in answer to the statement made by the Senator from Delaware 


[Mr. GRAY]? 
Certainly. 


— z 


Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thad not quite finished the statement I desired to 
make in regard to the question propounded by the Senator from Dela- 
ware. 

I certainly hope the Senator from Delaware did not understand me 
to object to giving all the information that is in my possession in re- 
gard to the duties upon this article. The Senator says that this duty 
must be maintained, because it is part of the policy of the Republican 
party who believe in the protective theory. Now, I will say to the 
Senator from Delaware that the Democratic party, of which he isa 
member, have had control of the House of Representatives for a good 
portion of the time S 

Mr. GRAY. I did not say anything about the Republican party. 
I did not use the word Republican.“ I said it was part of the pro- 
tective system. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The protective system“ and the Republican 
party are very much the same, 
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Mr. GRAY. That is the Senator's version of it. I do not object to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Democratic party, I repeat, have had the con- 
trol of the House of Representatives a great portion of the time since 
the tariff act of 1883 was . They have prepared through their 
committees and presented to the House of Representatives several bills 
bearing upon the question of the revision of the tariff at various times, 
They one bill, known as the Mills bill, through that body. 
They have carefully considered this question of the duty on iron ore, 
and what did they do with it? t 

Did they suggest any reduction of this duty which the two Senators 
are now claiming to be excessive? Did they suggest removing this 
burden which the Benator from Maryland, speaking for the Pennsyl- 
vania Steel Company, suggests is placed upon the people of the United 
States? Not by any manner of means. One gentleman, who was 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, did introduce a bill 
putting iron ore upon the free-list, but when the bill was reported back 
irom the Committee on Ways and Means it imposed a duty of 75 cents 
a ton. There never has been a time when the Democratic party dared— 
and I have in my view the Senator from Virginia, and he knows it as 
well as I do—when the Democratic party dared to propose a reduction 
of the duty upon iron ore, 

The Senator from Delaware says that Major Bent’s testimony ig en- 
titled to great respect here. It is, and he is an intelligent man and a 
Democrat and a free-trader. I want to read the testimony of another 
Democrat, better known, perhaps, to the Senator from Delaware than 
even Major Bent. 

Mr. GRAY. Allow me to interrupt the Senator from Rhode Island 
long enough to say that I understand Major Bent is a Democrat with 
reference to all this matter of tariff taxation; he has become so; but 
he was a Republican up to a very recent period. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He is a Democrat tor revenue. 

Mr. GRAY. He is a Democrat for principle, I suppose. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will read the testimony to which I allude: 


PLATTSBURGH, N. Y., December 25,1889, 
Hon. WX. MCKINLEY, 
Chairman Commiltec on Ways and Means, Washington, D. C.: 
Learn I am on committee to appear before your committee to-morrow and am 
unable toattend at such short notice; but wish to most respectfully but ear- 
nestly Eo with other producers of iron ore in the East any reduction 


of the duty on iron ore, 
SMITH M. WEED. 


I have no doubt this gentleman is known to the Senator from Mary- 
land, as I think he was connected with him in the management of the 
first Cleveland campaign; certainly he is known to Senators upon the 
other side of this Chamber, and I think his testimony is as much en- 
titled to weight here as that of Major Bent, who is directly interested 
in the matter. . 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not wish to prolong the discussion, but I desire 
to remark that the Senator from Rhode Island pays a very high com- 
pliment to the Democratic party when he thinks, as he seems to do, that 
the expression of a single Democrat interested in the production of iron 
ore in favor of an increase of the duty is a sufficient argument to an- 
swer those made by Democrats who are contending for a reduetion. 

I admit that there are Democrats as well as Republicans in this coun- 
try who, when the pocket nerve is affected, will find their judgments 
swayed likewise. But we are discussing nowa matter of principle be- 
tween parties to the discussion who are in no wise interested, for I take 
it that neither the Senator from Rhode Island nor myself have a parti- 
cle of interest in this subject outside of what we believe to be the com- 
mon interests of the country, and therefore I think the mere expression 
of Mr. Smith M. Weed, who is largely interested in the production of 
iron ore, in favor of an increase of that duty, while it may be a very 
good example of what self-interest will do, is a very poor argument to 
adduce against the reduction of the tax now resting upon the people. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Buti beg theSenator from Delaware to remember 
that the burden of his remarks from the beginning to the end was that 
Major Bent, a Democrat, interested in the reduction of this duty, and, so 
far as I can see, about the only person who is immediately interested 
in the reduction of this duty, had made certain statements which we < 
on this side were bound to refute; and I have placed against this the 
statement of another Democrat. 

Mr. GRAY. I read not the mere request of an interested man that 
the duty should be kept on for his benefit, but I read the argument of 
an intelligent man who presumably is versed in all the facts and cir- 
cumstances of the industry he represents, and I submitted the argu- 
ment for what it was worth and the facts to the consideration of the 
Senate. If they can be controverted, if the facts are not true, let us 
have the proof of it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And I submitted the statement of a gentleman 
equally well versed with the facts on the other side. 

Mr. GRAY. The statement on the other side was a mere request 
that a tax which would put money in his pocket should be retained. 
There was no fact adduced, no argument attempted to show why it 
was either honest or just that that tax should be kept. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, Will the Senator from Alabama yield to 
me a moment on this subject? . 
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Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. , 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I sought to get the floor when the Sena- 
tor from Alabama rose a few minutes ago, to call attention simply to 
some statistics which it seems to me ought to be considered by the 


Senate. 

The preliminary report on the cost of production by the Commissioner 
of Labor, I have looked over with an eye to the cost of this item of iron 
ore; and when I remembered that the Tariff Commission, appointed 
some years ago to investigate this question, in the bill they reported 
recommen 50 cents a ton as the tax on iron ore, and that we are 
now asked to keep up a higher rate of tax, I wanted to see what the 
facts were about the cost of its production. I have looked over the 
report of the Commissioner of Labor, beginning on page 54, where there 
are reported on that and the succeeding eighty-one iron mines, 
sixty-three of which are located in the United States and the remainder 
on the continent of Europe, and the total cost of this production is 
given by establishments one after another, which are numbered. The 
amount paid to labor, the amount paid to officials, and the amount paid 
for supplies and taxes, are all included in this statement, and the total 
cost given for the production of a single ton of iron ore in these eighty- 
one different mines are all set out specifically one after another, 

One rises to an expense of $2.31 a ton, another to $2.51 a ton, and 
there are others located in the United States put down at 64 cents and 
some at 49 cents. In a hasty sort of way I have endeavored to get the 
8 cost of these ores in the mines of the United States and in Eu- 

rope, but coming here at 10 o’clock in the morning and sitting here 
until 6 o’clock in the afternoon, of course we have very little time to 
make careful investigation or to make any analysis of anything we have 
in hand, I think this militates very much against a ussion. 
It is not only absolutely necessary that a man should have time enough 
to discuss the matter in hand, but he ought to have the right to do it 
within reasonable hours. These long hours make it impossible for me 
to be absolutely certain of the figures I have made, but I believe they 
are correct, 

According to this official showing of Mr, Carroll D. Wright, Com- 
missioner of Labor, in the discharge of the duty imposed upon him 
by Congresss, the total average cost of iron ore in the United States is 
$1.46 a ton, and the total cost of iron ore in continental Europe is $1.38 
a ton. The total labor-cost in the American mills, as shown specifically 
item by item in this report, is $1.127 a ton in the United States, and 
82.4 cents a ton in Europe. The difference in the average labor-cost 
in the American iron-ore production is 30.3 cents per ton more than it 
is in the E mines. 

We have been assured and again by gentlemen on the other 
side of the Chamber that the purpose of a protective tariff was to com- 

te American producers for the increased price they have to pay 

Fa labok Here we have in the official report a statement which shows 

that the average increased cost of the production of a ton of iron ore 

in the United States over the cost in continental Europe is 30.3 cents, 

and we have a tax of 75 cents a ton to compensate for this increased 
eost of 30.3 cents per ton. 

It seems to me, when the Senator from Kansas proposes to reduce 
this tax and pay double the amount of the difference in labor, that no 
reasonable man can refuse to vote for that amendment, and I can not 
understand how gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber are will- 
ing to stand out for this tax of 75 cents a ton, which is more than twice 
as great as the total cost of labor upon the production of iron ore over 
in Europe and in the United States, if there is any dependence to be 
put upon the report of Mr. Wright. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Arkansas if in 
the table he has or in the inquiry he has made he has information as 
to what the price per day of laborers is in the mines on the continent 
of Europe or in England. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. There is nothing whatever about that. 
This statement begins with a statement of the period over which this 
production is made, giving the establishments by number—not calling 
their names and not giving their exact location. He says they are lo- 
cated in the United States and on the continent of Euro He gives 
the of time in which they have been worked, the number or 
days which they work, the character ofthe ore, the amount uced, 
the period covered in every respect, but he does not und to give 
the amount paid per day for labor, but does give the amount of labor- 
cost in the production of a ton of ore in each of these mines in Europe 
and in the United States. For instance, mine No. 1 in the United 
States pays 55.8 cents for labor for a ton of ore. 

Mr. ALLISON. What page does the Senator read from? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Page 59. To officials and clerks, two- 
tenths cent; for supplies and re five-tenths cent, and the amount 
for taxes is enumerated, and then the total cost is given upon all these 
items, and the difference, as I have said, is shown to be 30.3 cents be- 
tween the average labor cost in the production of ore in the United 
States and in Europe. 

It was this fact alone which I desired to call to the attention of the 
Senate, and as the Senator from Alabama was just proceeding I took 
the liberty of interrupting him to make the statement. 

Mr. GRAY. What is the percentage between the labor cost in the 
United States and Europe as worked out in this table? 


Mr, JONES, of Arkansas. It does not give that. 

Mr. GRAY. What does the Senator from Arkansas make the dif- 
ference between the labor cost in the United States and in Great Brit- 
ain or other foreign countries ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, There are sixty-three mines located in 
the United States.and the cost per ton for producing iron ores in each 
one of these is given on pages 59 and 60. I added them up and then 
divided them by sixty-three, which gave the average cost in the Ameri- 
can mines for the production of iron ore. I ought to say that the 
eighteen mines located in Europe are given in the same way. In this 
way the average cost of a ton of ore in the United States I find to be 
$1.46, and the average cost in Europe to be $1.38. 

The item of cost seems to be larger in proportionin the United States 
than it isin Europe; and tor that $1.46 a ton, which the American 
poe on an average for the production of a ton of iron ore, there is 

1,127 paid per ton of ore in Great Britain, and $1.38 per ton paid on 
3 of Europe. So it seems that but 82.4 cents is paid 

ere. 

There is some question about that, but L have not a doubt that I 
have figured the American labor too high. I have taken the highest 
figures that the statement for the United States will allow, and I have 
figured the lowest that continental Europe will allow, and yet, giving 
the benefit of the doubt to the protectionists, it shows that there is but 
30 cents difference between the cost of producing a ton of iron ore, so 
far as the labor is concerned, in the United States, while we are paying 
75 cents a ton duty to compensate for the difference in labor-cost. 

Mr. MORGAN. In this debate some attention ought to be given to 
the cost of Bessemer ores to be obtained from the mines in the United 
States, and also from those in foreign countries. I have in my hand 
an authority on this subject, being a treatise on Bessemer Steel,“ the 
ores and the methods of handling them, by Thomas W. Fitch, who 
seems to be a man of very accurate and extensive information upon the 
subject of ores of all kinds and iron and steel. 

He gives in this volume a statement of various leading mines in the 
United States and in some of the foreign countries, particularly in 
Spain, at which these ores are obtained. He says, speaking of the 
Lake Superior ores: 

The ore formerly cost from $2.50 to $4 per ton at the mines, and contained 
from 60to 65 per cent. of metal; it now costs from & to $5 at the mines for 
hematite and Re for best specular. 

I suppose somebody would feel an interest in knowing why itis that 
these ores have gone up to such figures as are here stated. I can not 
account for it upon the proposition that more money is added to the 
cost of American labor or greater pay is given to the laborer. I jndge 
that it must depend upon the fact that in the Lake 8 ior country 
there is practically a monopoly of the Bessemer ores, ey have the 
control of the market. They have been enabled to raise their ores from 
$2.50 a ton to $5 a ton for hematite, and for the best specular ores to 
$6 a ton. That is an enormous cost and tax upon the people of the 
United States in the very basis or bottom work of the steel industry. 

Now, there are some other statements made here, which illustrate 
the proposition I am trying to present to the attention of the Senate. 
We now come to the Lake Champlain ores: 

At Port Henry the ore is obtained partly by open and partly by close mining, 


the former about 250 feet square by in depth, and the latter a continuation 
of the mineral deposit to t dip. x 


The selling price varies from $5 to $7; the yield is from 60. to 62 per cent, 
He means the metallic iron, of course. 


But it contains too much phosphorus to be useful for Bessemer steel by acid 
process, 


If used at all for making steel it must be by the basic process. 


About 85 miles in a westerly diréction from Philadelphia is the deposit of 
ore known as the Cornwall banks. Its percentage of metal is much below that 
ofthe two districts already referred to, being aniy 50 or 55 per cent. It is per- 
haps the most cheaply worked mass of ore in the world. It lies in the form of 
a dge nearly three-quarters of a mile long, having a width of 500 feetand a 
height in some places of 350 feet above the surrounding plain, and a depth below 
it of 50 to 180 feet. 

The ore is so soft in texture that a man for a day's work can blast and load 
10 tons into the wagons, which asoend the hill by a spiral locomotive railway 
out in the ore all the way. The produce of Cornwall banks is contaminated 
with sulphur—possibly the most sulphureous ore of its kind in the world. 


Mr. GRAY. Where is that? 

Mr. MORGAN. Thatisat Cornwall, a place some 85 miles in a west- 
erly direction from Philadelphia, As I have stated, the writer says: 

The ore is so soft in texture that a man fora day's work can blast and load 
10 tons into the wagons, which ascend the hill by a spiral locomotive railway 
cut in the ore all the way. 

Then we come to the Missouri system: 


Ata distance of about $0 miles in a south by west direction from the city of 
St. Louis lies the Iron Mountain, and in its vicinity are the deposits of Pilot 


Knob and Shepherd Mountain. 
Part of these ores are Bessemer and part are not. 


Tue first mentioned, and by far the most important of the three deposits,is an 
te vachoug thts 


irregularly shaped deposit in many placesof clean solid ore of 
nesses up to 70 or 80 feet. ‘The ore selis at St. Louis at about $9 per ton and it 
yields about 67 per cent, of iron, J 


That is a pretty large yield. 
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Now, it is beyond all question, I think, Mr. President, that these 
gentlemen who are operating on the Atlantic coast, on the Chesapeake 
Bay and elsewhere in the vicinity of the coast, can not afford to pay 
transportation for this metal from Lake Superior or Lake Champlain, 
or from St. Louis, at the price which it costs there, and the ores being 
in that market they can not afford to pay it and manufacture steel from 
these ores on the Atlantic coast, and they must necessarily resort to 
foreign countries for their ore. They can not patronize the American 
beds at these prices, and the American ore-beds are sustained by a 
local demand more largely than by any foreign demand, of course, in 
the very enormous prices which they ask for their ores. 

The mineral at Pilot Knob occurs as a bed or seam about 30 feet in thick- 
ness. It is very hard, and in consequence more expensive to work than that 
obtained at the Iron Mountain. It is also rich in metal, being oniy 56 or 57 per 
cent., and sells at St. Louis at about $7 per ton. The second quality of this ore 
brings only about one-half the price of the first, and these second ores are suit- 
able for the basic process, although unfit for the acid process, 

This author goes on to speak of other mines located in the State of 
Missouri which seem to abound in valuable ores. Then he says: 

The ores of New Jersey belong chiefly to that class known as 9 but 
the deposits are thinner than those of Michigan, Pennsylvania, Missouri, 
and are more costly to get. 

There the difficulty is in mining, and the price is raised in conse- 
quence of the difficulty of mining and the fact that a day’s work will 
not produce as many pounds or tons of ore as in these other deposits, 

The ore lies in veins varying in width from a foot or two to 40 feet, but in 
the larger masses — matters are interspersed. The as under circum- 
stances differing so widely, varies much. From $3.75 to $4.75, including 5 
cent. for rent, is said to represent the eost price of ore at the pit's mouth. The 
percentage of iron is about 55— 

That is rather a low percentage— è 3 
but the content of phosphorus unfits the New Jersey ore generally for the Bes- 
semer acid process. 

They can be dealt with only in the basic process. Now we come to 
the hematites of Virginia, and there we see the difference in price, and 
we see also the difference in the cost of mining. 

In Virginia brown ore, yielding 50 per cent. of iron, is mined for 50 cents per 
ton, and delivered at the blast furnaces for about $1.50 per ton. 

That is the reason why Virginia can make iron so cheap, on account 
of the proximity of the flux and the fuel. 

Large bo oy ee of this kind of ore are also found in the States of Alabama and 

y 


Georgia, ng from 45 to 50 per cent. of iron, and sosny anon $1.25 ee ton 
rto 


di 
delivered at the iron works, which, of course, åre near to mines. 


the presence of phosphorus has prevented this ore from being employed for 
Bessemer-steel making, but the complete elimination of phosphorus being now 
an accomplished fact, this stone can be adopted for such s purpose. 

The Red Mountain of Alabama is a fossil ore deposit extending over 70 
miles. The vein has a working width of about 10 feet, and the ore is of good 
quality to probably 100 or 150 feet, when it becomes too calcareous as a rule. 
Many millions of tons are already proved in this ridge which is in the midst 
of coal fields, and being rapidly developed by the furnaces at Birmi Its 
average richness in iron is about 52 per cent. Its cost at mines is ut $1.25; 
cost Lo furnaces owning mines (f. e., mining expenses), S cents. 

Large deposits of red fossiliferous ore are found in the A ian chain, some- 
times exceeding 30 feet in thickness. This ore yields in the furnace about 40 per 
cent. of iron, and it is extracted for about 50 cents per ton. In the north of Ten- 
nessee the same description of ore is found in considerable quantities, but the 
cost of working it isso much greater that it costs about $2.50 per ton at the works. 
North wards this bed of fossiliferous ore gradually diminishes in thickness, etc. 


Now comes the statement which the Senator from Pennsylvania read 
from a newspaper. We see here, Mr. President, that the different iron 
mines pay wages at different rates, some paying by the day’s work and 
some by the ton. Here is this mine within 85 miles of Philadelphia, 
where a man ¢an raise a load on the cars, 10 tons of iron a day, and in 
Alabama theaverage work would be 2} tons a day, for which he would 
get, as this writer states it, about 85 cents a ton. 

Let us contrast that to see whether the wages of iron-making in Ala- 
bama, for instance, as compared with Pennsylvania, depend upon the 
wages of labor or upon something else. The article which the 8 
from Pennsylvania read says: 

MINERS WORKING FOR 80 CENTS A DAY. 


The Jaborers Sadia, Se the iron-ore mines of the Little Lehigh district, be- 
tween Reading and Allentown, are receiving but 80 cents a day. 


Our negroes who mine ores and our white men, too, in Alabama get 
from 80 to 85 cents a ton, and they make 2} tons a day on an average 
day’s work. : 

Mining operations were suspended during hay-making and harvest, because 
the miners were able to earn $1.25 per day among the farmers. Now that min- 
ing has been resumed, the minimum wages are being paid. There isa brisk 
inquiry for iron ore, and some mines are being wor that had been idle for 
several years. A demand is about to be made by the miners for 90 cents a day, 
and it is believed that they will be successful, as some of the larger operators 
aeknowledge that the present rate of wages is entirely too small. 


When we come to consider the enormous prices of these Bessemer 
ores as they are sold at the mouth of the mine, ranging from $3.50 to 
$7 a ton, withoutany transportation at all, or even without their being 
free on board cars or ship, or boat, or whatever it is, we find that the 
laborers get a very small proportion of pay, and it does seem as if these 
men were making out of the bestowments of Providence and out of their 
good luck in getting hold of these mines very enormous ts, and 
they ought to be willing to contribute someting to the similar industry 


located in other parts of the United States, where they are cut off from 
access to the mines by the cost of transportation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ishould like to ask the Senator to give me any 
information he has. Did hesay that the miners of these Lake Supe- 
rior ores get from five to six dollarsa day? _ 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not say the miners get that. I quoted from 
the author from whom I have reading the prices at which the 
ores sell per ton. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The price delivered in Cleveland, as I showed a 
while ago, was $5.50 and $6 aton, the ore having been first nes, pe 
by rail and then by steamboat. I understood the Senator himself was 
giving the cost of the ore. I can give the Senator the cost. 

Mr. GRAY, I should like while the Senator is giving that informa- 
tion if he would be so kind as to state whether he knows about what 
the miners make a day in his country. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, I donot. The cost of ore is put in this book 
at $2.25 a ton. À 
Mr. MORGAN. That includes the labor of raising and the royalty, 
I suppose. ; 
Mr. SHERMAN. That is given as the cost. 

Mr. MORGAN. With the royalty to the mine-owner and also the 
raising, I presume it does cost that much. I suppose, Mr, President, 
that there are scarcely two mines in the United States where the cost 
for raising a ton ol ore will be exactly the same. Some of the ores are 
harder than others, some have to be blasted, and others are dug out 
merely with the pick and the shovel, and some even need washing be- 
fore they can go into the furnace; and where ores are easy to raise, of 
course the cost of their production by mere manual labor is lower than 
it is in cases where they are more difficult to raise, i 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ican give the Senator now the information about 
the rates of wages as stated by Mr. Ely, whose testimony was given 
betore the committee: 

The hours of labor per week were: At Bilbao, 72; in Cleveland district, Eng- 
land, 46; on Lake Superior, 55 to 60. Wages per day for drillers and miners at 
Bilbao, 60 to 72cents; Cleveland, drillers and miners, $1.21; Lake Superior, drill- 
ers and miners, $2.25 to $2.75. ages per day for common laborers at oy) 
36 to 60 cents; Cleveland, common laborers, 72 to $4 cents; Lake Superior, $1, 
to $2, Wages per day for boys or women, Bilboa, 24 to 36 cents; Cleveland, 
boys and women, 24 to 60 cents; Lake Superior, $t to $1.25, Wages of miners, 
then, on Lake Superior are more than three and three-quarter times what 
are at Bilbao, and more than double those paid in the Cleveland district. 

This is the testimony of a gentleman whom I know very well, and 
it will be taken everywhere where he is known. : 

Mr. MORGAN. Therate of wages at the Lake Superior mines seems 
to be from $1 to $1.25 per day. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The wages paid for common laborers at the Lake 
Superior mines are $1.60 to $2 per day; to drillers and miners, $2.25 to 
$2.75 aday. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is little distinction between a common la- 
berer in an iron mine and a driller or a man who sets off cartridges. 
Almost any ordinary hand employed, who is careful enough to do such 
matters, can do mining in that way with the drill and cartridge. But 
taking the wages at $2.25 in the Lake Superior mines, is it not an 
enormous profit that a man should get from $6 to 87 a ton for his ores? 
This author says so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. He can not get 86 a ton, because it is only $6 in 
Cleveland. 

Mr. MORGAN. This is what this author states, a man who is 
learned and accurate, and he has given a history of every Bessemer es- 
tablishment in the United States and of a good many in Europe. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not know anything about that author, but 
Ihave given you the official statement in the book I had before me 
from the Treasury Department as to the cost at Cleveland being $6 a 
ton. 

Mr. MORGAN. Cleveland, Ohio? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; Cleveland, Ohio, 1,300 miles from the mines. 

Mr.MORGAN. They probably havea large contract and take all the 
mine produces, and, asa matter of course, they would get special rates 
upon that as they would upon ships bringing it in. But when you 
come to ascertain the price of ore at the mines ready to be put on board 
the cars or any vehicle of transportation, I expect that author is about 
as reliable as any we can get hold of. 

Mr. SPOONER. What does he say? = 

Mr. MORGAN. He says this iron was formerly $2.50 to $4 per ton 
at the mines, and now it costs from $3 to $5 at the mines for hematite 
and $6 for the hest specular. 

Mr. SPOONER. Whatdoyou understand that to mean, $6 on board 
ship? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, at the mine. 

Mr. SPOONER. Six dollars at the mine? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘That is obviously a mistake. 


Mr. MORGAN. Then this author gives another computation of the , ` 


price at St. Louis. Then he goes on to give the price of iron that comes 
from Spain. He sa s: 

In view of the 1 amount of iron ore contained in the United States, it ap- 
pears surprising that we should have imported — 800,000 tons last „but 
that was ca! by the scarcity of ores mined, suitable for the man ure of 


© 


x 


8212 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


AUGUST 6, 


Bessemer pig for the acid process, for which there wasa large demand, and 
consequently high prices were ch for the domestic ores. 

It would seem, however, by the following figures, that the foreign ores cost 
nearly as much st the furnace as the high-priced ores of the Northern States, 
and that the real remedy lies in a more extensive use of the cheap ores of the 
Southern States for the production of steel at less cost. 

Tam afraid he is mistaken about the remedy lying in the direction 
of the more extensive use of what he calls the cheap ores of the Southern 
States. That can possibly apply to the Cranberry mine, but if there 
is any other place in the Suuth to which it can be applied to any large 
extent, Iam not aware of it. 


The minimum prices free on board ship are about: Common ore, 48 and 51 
per cwt.; at Parman, say $1.50; common ore, 48 and 51 per cwt. ; at Carthagena, 
say $1.75; rich pure ore, 55 and 58 per ewt.; at Bilboa, say $2; rich pure ore, 65 
per owt.; at Marbella, say $3; rich pure ore, 65 per et.; at Elban, say $3; rich 
pure ore, 52 per ewt.; at Oran, say $2.20. 

these prices must be added freight, insurance, and landing charges. 
Steamer freights for the year 1831, on ore per ton, averaged about $3; the duty 
is 20 per cent. ad valorem, so that Bilboa ore would cost on dock in this country 
about $5.40; and the Marbella and Elban ore, which is quite as good as Lake 
8u or ore, would cost $5.60 at dock, Adding the landing charges andinland 
freight would make the cost of these imported ores about $8.40 at Pittsburgh for 
Bilboa, and $9.60 for Marbella. 


That statement was made by a man who understood exactly what 
he was talking about, a scientific man, who has given a very clear 
account of the Gifferent prices of manufacturing steel and the product 
of all the different furnaces in the United States and Europe, and he 
shows that if you carry this iron ore as far west as Pittsburgh from 
Bilbao it will cost $8.40 and it will cost $9.60 for Marbella ore. 

These prices are too high for us to be permitted to charge these es- 
tablishments on the Atlantic coast for the coming in of these ores. 
They are cut of, as the Senator from Maryland has demonstrated, by 
the prices of freights across the mountains from the opportunity of 
using these ores with any profit at all, and they are compelled to go to 
foreign places and get them. So by putting a tariff on foreign ores 
coming from Spain or Cuba or the Mediterranean or anywhere, we 
practically deny to these people the right to make iron on the coast. 

Mr. DAWES. Has the Senator such information that he can answer 
this question: If the works on the Atlantic coast could get this foreign 
ore, could they manufacture steel in competition with Chicago and 
Pittsburgh? 

Mr. MORGAN, Not by any means. They can not even manufact- 
ure the hematite iron, as the Senator ascertained from various reports 
made from his own State by iron-· masters that the industry is shrinking. 

Mr. DAWES. In New England we have difficulties in addition to 
those which they have in Philadelphia and Baltimore, but what I 
wish to know is whether it is possible to maintain any of these iron 
and steel industries on the coast, depending solely upon our ores. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not if we had to depend upon our own ores. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We can not hear anything on this side of the 
Chamber, and it must be difficult for the Reporter to hear. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Massachusetts asked me if it was 
possible to sustain an industry for the production of steel from pig 
metal or fron our ores on the Atlantic coast, depending entirely upon 
our own domestic supplies, and I say no, it is not possible to do so. 
These gentlemen on the Atlantic coast who wish to sustain the steel 
industry, making steel from the ore, or, if you please, making it from 
the pig, are obliged to import their ores from foreign countries, and 
where they happen to be convenient lo supplies of fuel and supplies of 
limestone and other fluxes that they use they can make steel on the 
Atlantic coast, and they can make it toadvantage by importing foreign 
ores, if we do not charge them too much duty, too much tariff, thas 
making the ores cost too much. 2 

But when, as under the present law, you make every ton of steel 
cost them a dollar, or 75 cents at least, and perhaps more than that, by 
way of duty on the ore, you place a burden upon them that they ought 
not to bear. 

Mr. DAWES. My question involves the point whether the ore im- 
ported by them takes the place of any ore produced in the United 


States. 


Mr. MORGAN, Well, it could take the place of any ore in the 
United States if these works were dependent upon United States ore 
for their success, but they are not. As I remarked before to-day, it 
may not be necessary to import the whole massof ore. You can make 
steel here if you have got a pretty good hematite iron that is pretty 
low in phosphorus, but not down tothe Bessemerstandard. You bring 
the non-phosphoric ores into this country and mingle them, and you 
will get 5 tons of the best Bessemer ore by the use of 1 ton of the Bil- 
boa or the Cuban ore, and in that way we work in a great deal of our 
home domestic supply. 

Mr. DAWES. That one ton does not, in the Seuator's statement, 
take the place of a ton that would be brought over the mountains from 
Lake Superior. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, It does, 

Mr. MORGAN. No, it does not take the place of a full ton. At 
Johnstown and Pittsburgh they resort to the same process exactly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It does take the place of the American ton if there 
were an American ton. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Alabama will allow me to elabo- 


rate that point. If these manufactories on the coast can, by the use of 
low phosphoric ores, make steel with such ores as they can get from 
Lake Superior and carry on a business that pays, that is one thing; but 
if they can not maintain their works with such ores as they can get 
from Virginia and other places, which are of a lower quality in the in- 
gredient of phosphorus, unless they can get ore from abroad, because 
going so far into the Lake Superior region after that which is necessary 
to make the steel deprives them of the ability to make it profitable, 
why, that is a condition which demands consideration. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think it does, and I have said all the time that 
this whole question was one really of physical geography, one to which 
the law ought to accommodate itself, not, perhaps, upon any principle 
of tariff exaction, for probably there is no particular principle involved 
init. But when we find that the Lake Superior ores can be hauled 
only a certain distance profitably, and can not be hauled any further 
to make any money out of them, that is no reason why people who 
want to use Bessemer ores for the purpose of making Bessemer steel 
should be prohibited from bringing their ores from some other source 
of supply, although it may be a foreign source of supply. 

Ido not believe in the doctrine of cutting off the industries of our 
people because they happen to be so situated that they can not get 
hold of the proper material. As the writer from whom I read to-day, 
Mr. McFarland, put the proposition, suppose we had no ore in the 
United States except in Alaska, and we had to bring all our ores from 
Alaska to the seaboard or elsewhere for the purpose of making iron, 
who would say in & case of that kind, if we found ores in a foreign coun- 
try, within three or four or five hundred miles, we should not go there 
and get them; and what sort of policy would that be that would confine 
us to ores taken from Alaska, when, by letting this material in free, 
we could save the transportation of that immense distance, for it is 
more than anything else a question of transportation? 

I do not believe in subjecting all che people on the Atlantic coast 
and the Gulf coast to a mere tribute for the sake of paying a high profit 
to gentlemen who own mines in Michigan. I do not think it is fair 
to do it, and especially it is not fair when Michigan is really under- 
rating and belittling her most important industry, and that ont of 
which she can make the greatest amount of money. 

If, instead of shipping her ores, she will use the fuel that is within 
reach for the purpose of putting that ore into metal right at home—for 
it takes at least two tons of ore to make a ton of metal, and you have 
got to transport that by rail from Lake Superior to the place where 
you smelt it, whether Pittsburgh or Cleveland or Johnstown, and if 
you transport the metal after it isrun out, being only half the weight, 
you could save more than half the freight, because the cargo is worth 
double or treble what it would be in the form of ores, it is so much 
more precious, 

It is a mistake for us to take the ground that this country is going 
to remain in the shape it is to-day in regard to the production of iron 
and steel. These industries are going to transfer themselves to the 
cheapest place of production. They are going to meet iron ore and 
coal and limestone, and they are going to meet at those places where 
it will cost the least to combine them into iron or steel, and these revo- 
lutions will work themselves out in spite of all onr legislation. We 
can not “Nie it, neither can we facilitate it very much, and, probably, 
not at all. 

But, inasmuch as these people are impoverished in respect of hav- 
ing iron ores that will produce steel, and inasmuch as we can get them 
from foreign countries on shipboard at a very low rate of transporta- 
tion, there is no wisdom nor is there any necessity for us to put a tax 
upon that description of ores, so as to shut them off irom the benefits 
of this industry. It is as much as if you should say to them, You 
shall not exercise your enterprise, you shail not employ your money, 
you shall not make this metal here; we will give the whole monopoly 
of it to Pennsylvania, or Ohio, or some other country where it is pro- 
duced; we will give the whole monopoly of it to that country, and you 
shall not produce it at all; you shall buy from them, because we will 
tax the ores which are coming in at such a rate that you can not afford 
to make your Bessemer pig out of these foreign ores. 

I called attention the other day to a fact that I think ought to im- 
press the Senate, and that was that these great cruisers which are run- 
ning now, built by John Roach, were built out of Mediterranean ores 
that were smelted right on the bank of the Delaware River. These 
ores were converted into pig metal there. 

There was some intermixture with ores from Pennsylvania or Mary- 
land or somewhere in the interior of the country; they were intermixed 
with these ores, and then they were there smelted into pig, and then, 
as I said the other day, they were taken right across the street and 
they were put in the Bessemer converters, the Siemens and Martin 
converters, and turned into Bessemer steel. They were taken and put 
in the open hearth and refined again, and then they were carried to 
the rolling-mill on the same ground, almost literally under the same 
roof, and there they were rolled into sheets and plates and various 
different forms of steel used in these great cruisers. 

Then they were taken upon that very ground and wrought into the 
ship without any additi cost of transportation. It waite Roach’s 
experience, from what he saw and did in the building of those ships, 
that caused him to testify before a committee of the other House tha 
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if we would give him free ore on the banks of the Delaware River, 
where his works were, he would build ships as cheap as they could be 
built on the Clyde, and yet he said he would give to the American 
laborer his full quota of wages. 

I have shown, in the variety of circumstances which attend the lift- 
ing of ores out of the various different mines in the United States, that 
you can not frame a tariff law so as to give the benefit of any part of 
the duty any fixed proportion to labor. You can not do it. It must 
depend upon the characteristics of the mine in every case. It is a pecui- 
iar sort of situation. 

Well, Mr. President, I do not know why I should be here making 
an argument in favor of this proposition, except for just this one thing: I 
believeif we do not secure this great deposit of Bessemer ores that Cuba 
furnishes and stands ready to furnish to us, and that our people have 
already taken hold of, if we do not furnish it at the lowest possible 
cost to .Awnerican industry and enterprise, you will find the capitalists 
of the world flocking in there and taking possession of it and taking 
it away from you. 

I think the time is ripe at this very moment, and that is the cause 
of my earnestness in pressing these reductions. Here is a strong estab- 
lishment on the Chesapeake Bay at Steelton, an enterprise that is not, 
I suppose, yet three years old—I think it is not—whose owners are 
stating now, and boasting, and seem to be entirely confident of their 
success, that they will have the largest steel establishment in the 
world, and yet they are importing their ores from abroad, 

We ought to have some security for this, We ought to establish a 
current of trade between the iron mines in Cuba that will bring these 
ores right in and enable our people to build themselves up, so that for- 
eign countries can not rival them. I think this is an opportunity we 
ought not to miss, and we ought to lay aside, if we can, for the moment, 
all partisan feeling about this and do it for the sake of our country and 
our people. 

Mr. PLUMB. I merely wish to call attention to some things that 
occurred in 1883 on this subject. I should like to have the attention 
of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who, I think, if 
not in charge of the tariff bill of that year, at least was a very impor- 
tant factor inits discussion and passage, and also a member of the con- 
ference committee which finally put the bill into shape. 

I find that on January 16, 1883, Hon. Mr. Kelley, of Pennsylvania, 
introduced into the House of Representatives a bill (H. R. 7313) en- 
titled ‘‘A bill to impose duties upon foreign imports, and for other 
1 On page 26 of that bill, under the head of Schedule C 
etals, occurs this: 

Tron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, also the dross or residuum from 
burnt pyrites, 50 cents per ton. 

That bill was introduced on the 16th day of January, 1883. On the 
14th day of February the same gentleman reported the bill with some 
amendments from the Committee on Ways and Means of the House of 
Representatives, in which the duty on iron ore was left as in the bill 
when introduced, at 50 cents per ton. 

Coming to the Senate, I find that the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHER- 
MAN], on the 8th day of December, 1882, proposed an amendment to 
House bill 5538, being A bill to reduce internal-revenne taxation, 
which dealt with the entire subject of duties on imports, and on page 
20 a that bill, under the head of Schedule C—Metals,’’ I find these 
words: 


Tron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, also the dross or residuum from 
burnt pyrites, 50 cents per ton. 


In the precise language of the bill introduced in the House by Mr. 
Kelley, and reported by him from the Ways and Means Committee. 

The bill was finally passed by the Senate on the 20th day of Febru- 
ary, 1883, and a few days later went into conference. That was 50 cents 
per ton as passed. Now, as the report of the conference committee 
shows, in that conference committee 75 cents a ton was inserted, being 
a rate of duty upon iron ore which had not been proposed in either 
House of Congress and which had not been adopted by either House. 
It seems to have been entirely the creation of the conference committee 
3 and independent of the action of either one of the legislative 

es. 

That, Mr. President, is the legislative history of this rate of duty 
under the existing law so far as it appears of record. 

Mr. MCPHERSON Ifthe Senator will look at the paragraph re- 
lating to stecl rails, he will find that the same statement applies. 

Mr. PLUMB. We shall come to that later. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isupposed thatthe history of the bill of 1883 and 
of the conference report of 1883 was familiar to all members of the 
Senate. The facts were these: It is true that the bill introduced by 
the Senator from Ohio in this body and the member from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Kelley] in the other House, which was identical with the 
Tariff Commission report, contained a provision fixing a rate of duty of 
50 cents a ton upon iron ore. It is also true that the bill as it passed 
the Senate fixed the rate of duty upon iron ore at 50 cents a ton. But 
the bill passed the Senate as an amendment to an internal-revenue 
bill which had passed the other House at a preceding session of the 
same Congress, It was one amendment in the nature of a substitute. 
In the other House the bill itself was never acted upon. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am not quite certain about it, but I think the other 


House got further than the metal schedule. Iknow they got toa point 
where they could neither go forward nor backward and they practi- 
cally abandoned the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They considerd the bill in Committee of the Whole 
in the other House and voted upon this very amendment, or passed it 
over, one or the other; but that bill was never acted upon. So the 
question that went to the committee of conference was whether the 
House of Representatives would agree to the one single amendment in 
the nature of a substitute that was sent to them by the Senate. In 
that parliamentary condition of affairs, and the Senator knows it as 
well as I do, every line and every item in that bill was open as between 
the two Houses, 

Mr. PLUMB. Oh, yes. The Senator mistakes my point. Idid not 
speak of it for the purpose of complaining of the action of the conference 
committee as being outside the rule or based upon or suggesting any 
impropriety. The only point I make is that after the report of the 
Tariff Commission, after the introduction of the bills and the debatein 
both bodies, atter all had been said that could be said, after all the 
hearings and everything of that kind, when the common consensus of 
opinion appeared to be, and as formulated in daylight was, 50 cents 
per ton, the rate was changed in conference. \ 

I do not question that the conference committee had the parliament- 
ary right to do what it did. I only want to say that after all the de- 
bate and after the use of all the facts that were employed and could 
be employed we fixed the rate at 50 cents, yet in the conference com- 
mittee it turned up at 75 cents, without, I suppose, any succeeding facts 
being brought to bear on the subject. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think I may say, without any violation of the 
secrets of the committee, because in a certain sense it is an open secret, 
that the rate was increased on account of the urgent solicitation and 
great array of facts which were presented to members of the conference 
by one of its members, the then Senator from Virginia, Mr. Mahone, 
who for the interest of his own people, as he believed, insisted upon it 
that the mineral resources of the South, that the people of the South, 
the laboring people of the South, deserved better treatment than they 
had in the bill as it then stood; and upon his suggestion the rate was 
increased to 75 cents a ton. 

Mr. PLUMB and others. Question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to the amendment 
of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. 

Mr. MORGAN. The yeasand nays were ordered, I understand, ~ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They were ordered on a previous 
amendment, but not on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN, I desire to withdraw the amendment that I offered 
to strike out ‘‘seventy-five’’ and insert fifty.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 
dered, that can be done only by unanimous consent. Is there objec- 
tion ? 

Mr. VANCE. LI object. 
to 50 cents. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What was the request of the Senator from Mary- 
land? I did not understand it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland asked 
unanimous consent to withdraw his amendment. The yeas and nays 
having been ordered it requires unanimous consent, and the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] objects. 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator from Maryland assures me that he will 
offer it again upon another occasion, and so I withdraw my objection. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears 
none. The question then recurs upon the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas toamend the paragraph by inserting ‘'60 cents“ in place 
of ‘‘75 cents.“ Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. GORMAN and Mr. PLUMB called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. If he were here, I should 
vote en. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I wish to say that I am 
paired with the Senator from Washington [ Mr. SQUIRE]. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). My pair with the Sena- 
tor from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] has been transferred for this vote to 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Casey]. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. If he were present, I 
should vote“ yea.“ š 

Mr, GIBSON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

Tam paired with the 


I want to have a vote on reducing the rate 


Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart]. I should vote yea“ were he 


present. 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones], and I ask the attention of the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grnson]. I understand that the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana [Mr. Grimson] is paired with the Senator from Min- 


nesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. * I am paired with the Senator from Arkan- 
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sas [Mr. Jones]. I propose that we transfer those pairs, pairing the] Mr. VANCE. I wish to offer an amendment to the paragraph, but 
Arkansas 


Senator from 
both vote. 

Mr. GIBSON. ‘That is agreeable to me. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. GIBSON. I vote yea. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana will be 
recorded in the affirmative. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called.) The Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] is paired on this vote with the tor from 
Illinois [Mr. FARWELL], by a transfers of the pairs between myself 
and the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). My pair with the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] having been transferred according to the 
announcement just made, I vote “yea,” f 

Mr, SHERMAN (when Mr. PayNer’s name was called). I am gen- 
erally paired with my colleague [Mr. PAYNE], but he told me he would 
vote on this question the same way I should do. He said he was paired 
with some one on the other side upon this vote. 

Mr, PLATT. He is paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
BARBOUR]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I vote hay.“ 

Mr. PLATT. I will state that the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Ban- 
BOUR], with whom I usually have a pair, is paired upon this question 
with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE]. Ishall therefore vote when 
my name is called. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when Mr, StocKBRIDGE’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. StocK BRIDGE] is necessarily absent, and is paired with 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquirr]. 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). Iam paired temporarily 
on this vote with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. CASEY], who 
is not present. I should vote yen if I were not paired. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSsoN I. If he were present 1 
should vote nay.“ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLAIR. Has the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] 
voted ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. BLAIR. I withhold my vote. If I were at liberty to vote I 
should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
Mr. BLACKBURN], who is absent. If he were present, I should vote 


paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUA hay is absent, 
Mr. GEORGE], 
red, so that the 


with whom I am paired, the pairs may be 
I vote nay.“ 


Senator from West Virginia and myself can vote. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 
Mr. BATE. My colleague [Mr. HARRIS] is paired with the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 
The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—2t, 
Bate, Faulkner, Morgan, Vance, 
Berry, Gibson, Paddock, Vest, 
Butler, Gorman, Walthall, 

Gray, Plumb, 
Coke, ao s Pugh, 
Dawes, McPherson, Reagan, 
P NAYS—29, 5 
Aldri Dolph, Hoar, Sawyer, 
22 Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, P 
Allison, E Moi Spooner, 
Blair, Frye, Mitchell, Squire, 
Cameron Hale, v. Teller. 
Cullom, Hawley, Platt. 
Davis, Higgins, Power, 
Dixon, 0 San 
ABSENT—#4, 
Barbour, Daniel Manderson Stockbridge, 
Blackburn, i Morrill, Turpie, 
Blodgett, Farw Payne, Voorhees, 
Brown, Geo Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Call, Hampton, Pierce, Wilson of Lowa, 
Hearst, oes Wolfe 
Case; olco 
Chandler, Jones of Arkansas, Stanford, 
Colquitt, Kenna, Stewart, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will proceed with the 
reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read paragraph 128. 

The Committee on Finance proposed to amend the paragraph on 
25, in line 7, by striking out after the word ‘‘ remanufactured ’’ the 
words ‘‘by resmelting or rerolling; so as to make the paragraph read: 

128. Iron in pigs, iron in kentledge, spiegeleisen, ferro-man: 5 
con, wrought and cast scrap-iron, and scray „ three-ten’ of 1 cent per 


od 
pound; but nothing shall be deemed scrap-iron or scrap-steel except waste or 
FTT 


with the Senator from Michigan, and we can | I suppose the committee amendment will be in order to be acted upon 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to speak to 
the amendment of the committee? 

Mr. VANCE. No, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. In line 5 of that paragraph I move to strike out 
“ three-tenths of 1 cent per pound,“ the equivalent of which is $6.72 
per ton, and to insert $5 per ton. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the pro- 
posed amendment, 

The Secretary. In line 5, strike out ‘‘three-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound,” and insert $5 per ton.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, the accepted basis for protective du- 
ties of all kinds, the only one which can bear even a semblance of rea- 
son or justice, is the difference in labor between this country and the 
old country. This duty is especially put upon the ground of protecting 
the American laborer, that his wages must be kept up and not reduced 
to a level with the pauper of Europe, in the old phraseology; and in 
order to pay him living wages this duty must be imposed. 7 

It so happens that in the course of civilization and the spread of 
learning and intelligence we are getting able to puncture some of these 
bubbles. We have a report here which has often been referred to, 
made not by a Democrat, but by a distinguished Republican, a sharp, 
shrewd, able, guessing Yankee, and made in pursuance of the duties 
which have been imposed upon him by law, Mr. Carroll D. Wright. 
His investigations and labors have resulted in a report which enables 
us to tell how much money has been expended for labor in the pro- 
duction of a ton of pig-iron. That much I am willing to impose. 
More than that [ am not willing to impose. 

I find that on pages 29 and 30 he gives us 

Mr. GRAY. hen was the report made? 

Mr, VANCE. This is a preliminary report made July 1, 1890. He 
gives us the result of an investigation into 115 establishments for the 
manufacture of pig-iron. = 

Mr. BUTLE In this country ? 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, sit. I find that in only 23 out of the 115 is the 
total cost of producing a ton of pig-iron over $15; that in 92 of the es- 
tablishments the total cest ‘of producing a ton of pig-iron was under 
$15; that in 17 of them the total cost of producing a ton of pig-iron 
was under $10; and I find from this report, or rather he finds, that in 
105 of the establishments the labor-cost was under $2, and in 17 of 
them the labor-cost was under $1; and that the average cost of the 
whole 115 establishments for making a ton of pig-iron was $14.80, un- 
less my figures are mistaken; and that the average cost of labor in the 
whole 115 establishments for the making of this pig-iron was $1.54 per 
ton. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from North Carolina, before he 
concludes his explanation of these tables, will explain to the Senate 
what the remainder of the cost was. Hesays the labor-cost was $1.50 
for a ton of pig-iron. Now, what were the other elements of cost? 

Mr. VANC It will afford me very great pleasure to read the other 
elements of cost, as I presume the Senator has not been furnished with 
a copy for himself. I have not made the average calculations for the 
other elements of cost. I have stated that the whole cost of making a 
ton of pig-iron in 23 of the establishments exceeded $15, and none ex- 
ceeded $25; that in 92 establishments the cost was under $15, and in 
17 the cost was under $10. The est total cost that I find upon 
the list in any one establishment is $25.24. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator must have misapprehended 
my question. He stated that the average labor-cost was $1.54 a ton, 
and that the total average cost was either $10 or$15aton. What are 
the other elements of cost aside from the labor-cost ? 

Mr.VANCE. The other elements of cost are ore, cinders, scrap, lime- 
stone, coke, or coal, officials and clerks, supplies and repairs, and taxes, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Were they obtained without labor? Was there 
no labor-cost about those elements? 

Mr. VANCE. I suppose there was, but when the cost of the ore is 
given then I supposed that there would be no more labor-cost to be 
added to that which was once paid for, the labor being included in the 
cost of the ore. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him for one 
moment more? 

Mr. VANCE, Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have him or any Senator upon 
that side point out one single element of cost in a ton of pig-iron that 
does not represent labor in some form. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; the salaries of officers, of sons-in-law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The salaries of officers represent the services of 
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men who are as much entitled to compensation as the Senator from 
Alabama is. 

Mr. MORGAN, Yes; but there is not much labor in that, 

Mr. VANCE. Isupposed that when the ore was discovered in the 
earth, ready to be extracted, it had some intrinsic value, and if there 
was any labor expended on that it was expended by the Creator of the 
world, who does not need any of your laws to protect his labor. Cer- 
tainly I have known of ore banks selling for millions of. dollars, and 
that was some element of cost, on which not a dollar of labor had been 

nded. 

r. ALDRICH. If the Senator will permit me further, we will ad- 
mit that there is a royalty on the ore in the earth of 50 cents a ton, or 
make it any other sum the Senator may please, what other element of 
cost is there that does not represent labor? 

Mr. VANCE. The labor is already included. The price of the ore 
out of which the pig-iron was manufactured is given at $10.32 in the 
first establishment which he investigated. As a matter of course that 
includes the labor. He bought the ore and it was delivered to him 
for $16.32. As a matter of course, speaking in the language of this 
world, speaking in the language common among the children of hu- 
manity, speaking in the language which is e to the common- 
sense and the every-day transactions of this sublunary life, when we 
have paid for anything in one stage, the elements of cost, be it laboror 
anything else, are not to be carried and repaid for in another stage. I 
eonsider that the claim for the labor which was expended in extract- 
ing the ton of ore was extinguished when the ore was paid for; and 
when you come to calculate the cost of the article in the next process 
then only you have any reason to estimate the value of the labor 
which was expended in that process, and so on to the end. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I now understand the Senator to say that the labor 
which enters into the cost of producing the ore and delivering it at the 
furnace to be made into pig-iron does not enter properly into the com- 
putation to ascertain the labor-cost of pig-iron. 

Mr. VANCE. It does not enter into the computation of the article 
which is made by this process for the purpose of imposing another pro- 
tective duty. That is what I mean. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But let me suppose, ifthe Senator will permit me, 
that the cost of the ore to the American producer, as stated by him to 
be $10.32, was, owing to the additional cost of labor in this country, 
$4 per ton higher than it was in Great Britain; does not the man who 
produces pig-iron require some protection as against that difference of 
$4 a ton. 

Mr, VANCE. Certainly he does; but the laborer who extracted the 
ore from the soil got this protection of about 33 per cent. which we have 
just been discussing. He was protected against foreign ore to that ex- 
tent. Then when the laborer makes a ton of pig-iron and his employer 
pays him $1.54 he is there protected by a duty of $6.72 against the 
manufacturer of foreign ores in Europe. 

My argument was to show that, instead of receiving, or being con- 
tent to receive, according to their own doctrine and professions, $1.54 
a ton for the purpose of equalizing—no, not equalizing, for the 8 
pose of paying the whole of the labor - cost in that ton they exact from 
the consumer of pig-iron $6.72, and that they put the difference be- 
tween the 86.72 and the $1.54 into their own pockets and then call it 
protection to the laborer. 8 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I understand the Senator claims that the 
only duty which a pig-iron producer in this country would be entitled 
to, as shown by the figures which he has now submitted, would be the 
difference in the cost of the labor at that stage, say $1.54 here as against 
$1.10 or $1 in England; in other words, that the only protection re- 
quired to equalize conditions between this country and Great Britain 
would be 50 cents a ton. Or, to carry the illustration a little further, 
if a man was engaged in the cutlery business, or engaged in assembling 
the parts for making a jack-knife, of putting the rivets through the 
handles, of which the labor-cost might be 5 per cent. of the total cost 
of the knife, the only protection that man would need would be 2} or 
5 per cent., as the case might be, as against the lower cost of labor on 
the other side. 

Mr. VANCE. No, Mr. President, I do not put it exactly that way; 
but I say that when you come to make jack-knives for the purpose of 
engaging in the New England industry of whittling pine shingles, it is 
to be supposed that you take the total cost of the material which the 
foreigner uses and the total cost of the material which the American 
manufacturer uses, and then to protect the American justly from any 
difference in labor the labor-cost expended in the manufacture of the 
foreign jack-knife should be com with the labor-cost expended 
2 the American jack-kniſe, and the difference should be his protec- 

n. 

I would not go back from step to step and accumulate the labor that 
had occurred in the various processes, every one of them, back to the 
original native raw material as it was taken from the bowels of the 
earth, unless I took at the same time the protection which had been 
extended at every stage and added that to the total amount of the pro- 


tection. 
Mr, ALDRICH. Does not the Senator from North Carolina see that 
the American manufacturer, if he labors under any disadvantages what- 


ever, on account of higher rates of labor here, labors under this disad- 
vantage at every stage, as he uses American materials which have 
been added to by a greatly increased price of labor, or he buys foreign 
materials upon which he must pay the duty, and therefore have an 
added and increased price on account of the duty. As that disadvan- 
tageis cumulative, so the duty must be also cum ve to be equalizing, 
Mr. VANCE. The Senator seems to leave out the fact that the 
i or the German who makes his knife, strange as it may ap- 

to him, has to pay for every one of these processes also. 


pear 
Mr. ALDRICH. But he has to pay for them at a greatly reduced 


cost of labor. 

Mr. VANCE. He pays a somewhat reduced cost of labor; but even 
that is doubtful, because on account of the superiority of our workmen 
and our machinery the cost of labor by the piece is reduced 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is now putting in a plea of avoidance. 
We are not discussing that question at all. 

Mr. VANCE. No, sir; I am not putting in a plea of avoidance, I 
do not wish to ayoid anything except that the Lord will enable me to 
avoid the burdens of protection. Every one of these expenses, from 
the original ore in the earth up, has to be paid for by his competitor 
across the water. Advocates of protection here seem to think that all 
those things should be ignored. 

Now, sir, I was proceeding to attempt to show whatis the true state 
of the ease in reference to the duty on pig-iron. By the papers of to- 
day I find that the price of the lowest quality of pig-iron in New York 
averages about $15.50 a ton. I find by a quotation of two weeks 
in The London Economist that the same quality, or what I judge to 
a corresponding quality of pig-iron, Scotch pig, is quoted in England 
at 46 shillings a ton, which I make to be $11.50. 

Then, the freight on that ton of iron that is brought here to compete 
with a ton made in this country is, at the outside, $1.50, and the duty 
is $6.72, which, added together, makes 819.72 that the English ton of 
pig-iron has to be sold for in order to clear expenses and taxes when it 
arrives in this country. That leaves $4.22 in favor of the American 
manufacturer against his foreign competitor, of which sum we will say 
he pays $1.54 for labor, leaving $2.68 to go into his own pocket. 

According to every obligation of honor and humanity and good faith 
in the world he should pay the whole of that over to his laborer, for 
it was obtained in his name. But he does not; and if we reduce this 
duty to $5 a ton we will still leave something like $3 to go into his own 
pocket and to defraud the laborer of, and for the purposes to which it 
is applied I think that ample and sufficient protection. To continue 
this duty in the face of such figures as these seems to me to be avow- 
edly legislating in the direct interests of a class, and not for the public. 

Mr. President, I do not know but that the average labor-cost as I 
have given it is too high. Iam not sure that my figures are correct, 
I rather think they should be still lowerthan that. In regard toiron 
ore, on which there is a duty of 33 per cent.,75 cents per ton—sometimes 
it is more than that; sometimes it is 100 per cent., according ta the 
cost of taking out the ore—I find that in 81 cases there are only 3 
where the cost of taking out a ton of ore is $2; that there are 42 where 
it is over $1; that there are 39 under $1, 16 under 60 cents, and 9 un- 
der 50 cents. The more you go over these figures, the more perfectly 
you become satisfied that there is an enormous duty levied here upon 
the American people in the name of those who do the work, but which 
is in reality pocketed by those who employ them to do the work. 

I am not willing to continue this any longer. This is the basis of 
the great iron ind „and if we wish that to flourish, as all men do, 
because it is the sure foundation of all the other industries, we should 
give it every possible advantage; we should make every reasonable 
effort for the purpose of furnishing it cheap material, that it might 
compete with all the world; and we should impose no taxation what- 
ever except such as may be necessary to enable the manufacturers to 
continue to pay the high price of American labor over and above the 
reduced prices which, unfortunately for humanity, are paid upon the 
other side of the sea. 

Every industry, sir, that we have that is flourishing in the most 
beneficial manner to the community, is the industry that has the most 
free raw material. In a very considerable portion of our foreign im- 
ports the manufactures are of cotton goods, and cotton is free by force 


of circumstances. The next most flourishing industry that we have, 


in the shapeof manufactures is leather, and that has free raw material. 


Quite a number of articles intended for the use of manufacturers have 


been put upon the free-list by this very bill, all intended to aid manu- 


facturers to compete successfully. Why not, therefore, give this same 


encouragement of cheap material to the greatest of all our manufactur- 
ing industries, to the iron and steel products which our country is so 
capable of producing, and which we can produce now as cheaply as any 
people in the world? 3 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, it does not seem to me that there 


is any intelligent man in the United States who believes the statement 


that the total labor-costof a ton of pig-iron was only $1.54. For the 


8 of putting in evidence a statement made by a distinguished 


manufacturer I ask the Secretary to read the testimony of 
Mr. Abram S. Hewitt, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as requested. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 


The percentage of labor involved in the production of any given article de- 
pends upon where you begin to estimate the percentage. as begin with a 
steel-rail mill, which uses pig-iron, the labor will be from to 30 per cent. 
‘The actual wages paid by a wire mill will amount to about 29 per cent. of the cost. 
If you include labor in the blast-furnace that would make it 60 per cent. 
you go on back to the ore bed, and put in everything which was paid out from 
the ore bed, the percentage of labor would have been about 90 per cent, Isay 
this because the gentleman (Mr. Thomas G. Shearman, of Brooklyn, N. Y.) pro- 
poses to overthrow facts within my knowledge, and for which I pay. 

Isay the amount which I pay out for labor, when I include every particle of 
raw material nningat the ground—and I am a miner both of ore and coal— 
I have never, with all my anxiety to get it down, got it below 90 per cent. on 
the value of the finished product. 

Mr. MIL. LS. What is the finished product? 

Mr. Hewirt. Any finished product. I make bar-iron. 

Mr. Mints. Is pig-iron a finished product? 

Mr. Hewrrr. The labor in pig-iron will be 90 per cent. of the cost. It actually 
takes 90 per cent. of the cost of the article for labor when you include everything 
from the beginning to the end. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Take the statement from which the Senator from 
North Carolina has read and analyzeit. On page 60 Mr. Wright states 
the elements of cost of a ton of iron ore. Now, what are those ele- 
ments? First, labor; second, officials and clerks. What is that but 
labor? Third, supplies and repairs. What does that represent but 
labor? It is entirely labor in one form or another. Then taxes, a very 
small amount, which in a certain sense—but I will not stop to enter 
into it now—represents labor, making a total of so much. t is car- 
ried over to the cost of making a ton of pig- iron, and the elements of 
cost are restated there. 

Of course these materials are all assembled by transportation. What 
does transportation in all its forms represent but labor? Then we go 
on again with the elements of cost in a ton of pig-iron, and we find it 
stated on page 28, labor so much, officials and clerks so much, labor 
again, supplies and repairs, labor again, taxes so much. There is no 
element in the whole process in the manufactare of pig-iron that does 
not represent labor or services, except the crudest form of materials 
in the ground before they are touched by the hand of man. 

Mr. VANCE. Thenabstractly and philosophically considered, I sup- 
pose there is nothing that we exist upon but the air and the sunlight 
that is not labor, and it is right smart labor to breathe sometimes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. When you pay the man who digs the ore from the 
ground, and the man who transports it, and the man who makes these 
repairs and furnishes these supplies, and the man who builds the plant, 
and the man who takes part in these processes, directly or collaterally, 

' from the beginning to the end, a larger sum in wages than is done in 
uny other country that is competing with us, so long you must have a 
protective tariff to equalize conditions. 

Mr. VANCE. Then, Mr. President, we will not stop there. We 
will ascertain and levy a tax upon this article to pay the labor of the 
man who discovered the mine, the labor of the man who dug the roads 
that reach the mine, and the labor of the man who built the houses 
upon the road that he staidall nightat and subsisted at upon his travels; 
and the labor of Christopher Columbus when he sailed across the ocean 

in 1492 and discovered this American country of ours; and the labor of 
the people of Spain who went back into the mountains of Catalonia or 
Castile and ent down the timber that built the ships that Columbus 
used in crossing the ocean; and the labor of the man in the shops of 
Toledo who mannfactured the tools that cut down the treesin the mount- 
ains of Catalonia that built the ships in which Columbus sailed across 
the ocean in 1492, and so on, and soon. [Laughter.] 

The Senator knows just as well as I know, Mr. President, as one of 
these little pages knows, that when he rises here and demands the pas- 
sage of a la w to protect the American laborer who makes pig-iron, he sim- 
ply has reference to the man who manipulates the ore, who melts it and 
casts it into pig-iron, because the laborer in every preceding process has 
already been protected. He knows that, everybody knows that; and 
to undertake to avoid the force of an argument and to justify a great 
iniquity like this he goes back rambling into the ages of the past and 
invoking all the doctrine of predestination and the metaphysical con- 
pats pe of the dependence of one thing upon another. He might as 
well go back to the Garden of Eden and say if Adam had been prop- 
erly protected he would not have eaten the apple and would be there 
now, lying flat on his back in the garden looking up and waiting for 
pippins to drop. [Laughter.] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. VANCE. I do not think I was quite done, Mr. President. 
[Laughter.] But perhaps this a good place to stop. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair begs the Senator’s par- 
don; he thought he had taken his seat. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I think it is about time to adjourn, I suggest to 
the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I was anxious to get a vote on the pending prop- 
osition before adjournment. 

ee McPHERSON, I do not think you can get a vote upon it to- 
night. 

Mr, ALDRICH. ‘Then I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 54 minutes p. m.) 
T e adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, August 7, 1890, at 

o'clock a. m. 


But it D 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
WEDNESDAY, August 6, 1890. 
50 House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rey. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
RETURN OF A BILL TO THE SENATE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a resolution of the Senate re- 
questing the House of Representatives to return to that body the bill 
(S. 2390) to increase the pension of Evelyn W. Miles. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the 
desk, being a bill (H. R. 8) in regard to a monumental column to com- 
memorate the battle of Trenton. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 
Mr. ENLOE (during the reading). Let us have the regular order, 
Mr. Speaker. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. I 
insist that it is the duty of the Speaker at this point of time to lay be- 
fore the House of Representatives the bills and other matters of public 
interest that have accumulated upon the Speaker’s table. I have my- 
self had a bill lying there for twenty-one days which would require 
but a moment to dispose of. 

Mr. LACEY. R order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This is the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. REED] has pre- 
sented a conference report, which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] will perceive has priority. 


ORIGINAL-PACKAGE BILL. 


The conference report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill of the Senate (S. 398) 
to limit the effect of the regulating of commerce between the several States 
and with foreign countries in certain cases, having met, after full and free con- 
8 have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment. 

JOSEPH R, REED, > 
A, C. THOMPSON, 

Conferees on the part of the House. 
JAS. F. WILSON, 
GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, 
J. Z. GEORGE, 

Conferees on the part of the Senate. 


The House conferees submitted the following statement: 


The Senate bill provides that whenever any distilled, fermented, or other 
intoxicating liquors or liquids are imported into any State, and there held for 
use, consumption, Degree or sale, from any other State or Territory, or from a 
foreign nation, they 1, upon arrival in such State, be subject to all laws en- 
acted by it in the exercise of its police powers. 

Asamended by the House the bill provides that whenever any article of com- 
merce is imported into a State from any other State or Territory or foreign na- 
tion, and there held or offered for sale, it shall then be subject to the laws of 
such State: Provided, That no discrimination shall be made by any State in 
favor of its citizens against those of other States or Territories in tothe 
sale of any article of commerce, nor in favor of itsown products inst those 
of like r produced in other States or Territories, nor the trans- 
portation of commerce through any State be obstructed, except in the neces- 
sary enforcement of the health laws of such State. 

The effect of g from the House amendment will be to accept and adopt 
the Senate bill. 


J. R. REED, 
A. C. THOMPSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The effect of adopting the report of the conferees will be to pass the Senate 
bill without change, to which I am opposed. 
WM. C. OATES, 


Mr. REED, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the adoption of the report, 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER, For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. OATES. rise to appeal to my colleague on the committee of 
conference [Mr. REED, of Iowa] not to move the previous question 
without giving me an opportunity to be heard. 

A MEMBER, order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the previous ques- 
tion. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. OATES. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 76, noes 51. 

Mr. OATES. I demand tellers. 

Mr. BREWER. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


= 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 103, nays 96, not vot- 
ing 128; as follows: 


So the peee question was ordered. 


The fo 
notice: 


Mr. Smronps with Mr. Conn. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. WIKE. 
Mr. BooTHMAN with Mr. COWLES. 
Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 


Mr. Biss with Mr. WHITING. 
Mr. LANSING with Mr. COVERT. 


YEAS—103. 
Allen, Mich. Culbertson, Pa. Knapp, Ray, 
Anderson, Kans, Cutcheon, acey, Reed, Iowa 
Arnold, U. La Follette, Rowell, 
Atkinson, Pa. Darlington, Laidlaw, Sawyer, 
Baker, Dingley, Laws, 8cul 
Banks, Dolliver, ge. Smith, III. 
Bartine, Dorsey, McDuffie, Smith, W, Va. 
Bayne, Evans, Miles, Snider, 
Beiden, Farquhar, Milliken, Spooner, 
Belknap, Featherston, Moffitt, Stephenson, 
Rergen, Flick, Moore, N. H. Stivers, 
Bingham, Funston, Morrill, Struble, 
Boutelle, 4 Morrow, Sweney 
Brewer, Gest, Morse, Taylor, E. B. 
Brosius, Gifford, les. Thomas, 
Browne, Va. Greenhalge, O'Donnell, Thompson, 
Buchanan, N. J. Grosvenor, O'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Colo. 
Burrows, Harmer, Osborne, Townsend, Pa, 
Candler, Mass. Henderson, Ill. Owen, Ind. Vandever, 
Cannon, Henderson, lowa Payne, Waddill, 
Carter, Hill, yson, Wallace, N. Y. 
Cogswell, Hitt, Perkins, Williams, Ohio 
Cor S Hopkins, Peters, Wiison, Ky. 
Conger, Kelley, Pickler, Wilson, Wash. 
Cooper, Ohio Kennedy, y, Wright. 
aig, Kerr, Iowa nes, 
NAYS—96, 
Abbott, Davidson, Penington, 
Adams, Dunnell, Lehlbach. lly, 
Barwig, Edmunds, Lester, Va. Richardson. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Elliott, Maish, Rogers, ` 
Brickner, Fithian, Mansur, Rowland, 
Brookshire, Flower, Martin, Sayers, 
Brown, J. B. Forman, Martin, Tex. Skinner, 
Brunner, Forney, Mason, Springer, 
Buchanan, Va. Fowler, my, Stewart, “4 
Bunn, Geissenhainer, McClellan, Stockbridge, 
Burton, Gibson, MeCornii: Stove, Ky 
Bynum, Goodnight, MeMillin, Stump, 
Campbell, Grimes, McRae, Taylor, IL 
(ruth. oh. Montgomery, Tillman, 
api Haugen, Morey, er 
tehings, yes, organ, ucker, 
Cheadle, Haynes, Mutebler, Turner, Ga. 
Chipman, eard, O’ Ferrall, Van Schaick, 
Clunie, Henderson, N.C. O'Neil, Mass, aux, 
— 5 Ind. erbe Outhwai Wheeler, Ala. 
Crain, Holman Owens, Ohio Whitthorne, 
Crisp, Kinsey, Parrett, Williams, IIl. 
Culberson, Tex. Lane, Paynter, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cummings, Lawler, Peel, Yoder. 
NOT VOTING—128, 
Alderson, Connell, Lewis, Scranton, 
Allen, Miss. Cothran, Lind, Seney, 
Anderson, Miss. Covert, Magner, Sherman, 
Andrew, wiles, McAdoo, Shively, 
Atkinson, W. Va. iy MeCarthy, Simonds, 
Bankhead, De Haven, McComas, Smyser, 
Daraan Lan Cord, Spinola, 
Beck with, Dibble, McCreary, Stahlnecker, 
Biggs, a Dickerson, McKenna, Stewart, Ga. 
Blan 5 Dockery, McKinley, Stewart, Vt. 
Bland, Dunphy, ills, Stockdale, 
prea t —— N Tex. Stone, Mo. 
Bloun nloe, ney, 
Boatner, wart, Niedringhaus, Taylor, I D. 
Boothman, Finley, orton, ylor, Tenn. 
Bowden, Fitch ute, Turner, 8. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Flood, O’Neall, Ind. Turner, N. Y. 
Brower, Frank, Perry, Venab 
Browne, T. M. Grout, Pi ~ Wade, 
Buckalew, Hall, Pierce, Waiker, 
Bullock, Hansbrough, Post, Wallace, Mass. 
Butterworth, Hare, Price, Washington, 
Caldwell, Hemphill, Quackenbush, atson, 
Candler, Ga. Hermann, Quinn, Wheeler, Mich. 
Carlton, Hooker, Randall, Whiting, 
Cheatham, Houk Reyburn, ick 5 
oy Kerr, Pu. Rife, Wike, 
Clark, Wis. Ketcham, Robertson, Wiley, 
Clarke, Ala. Kilgore, Rock 5 Wilkinson, 
Clements, Rusk, Willcox 
Cobb, Lansing. Russell, Wilson, Mo. 
Coleman, Lester, Ga, Sanf Yardley. 


lowing members were aunounced as paired until further 


Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. ANDREW. 
Mr. Mupp with Mr. Rusk. 
Mr, WICKHAM with Mr. SHIVELY. 

Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. MILLS. 

Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. MOORE, of Texas. 
Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. WADE. 


Mr. McComas with Mr. ENLOE. 


Mr. LIND with Mr. PIERCE. 
Mr. Note with Mr. BARNES. 


Mr. RIFE with Mr. WILsoxN, of Missouri. 

Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. Perry. 

Mr. De LANO with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr, Grout with Mr. FITCH. 

Mr, STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. BLANCHARD. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. SPINOLA. 

Mr. T. M. BROWNE with Mr. LESTER, of Georgia. 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. SMYSER with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. WILLcox with Mr. RUSSELL. 

Mr. Hovk with Mr. WASHINGTON. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. TARSNEY. 

Mr, WALKER with Mr. BLOUNT. i 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. 

Mr, FINLEY with Mr, CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. HALL with Mr, STOCKDALE. 2 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR with Mr. WILKINSON, 

Mr. BROWER with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 

Mr. DE HAVEN and Mr. BiaGs were announced as paired on all 
questions except bankruptcy and national-bank legislation. 

Mr. Hare and Mr. HANSBROUGH were announced as paired on all 

litical questions; alst bn Conger lard bill and Butterworth option 

ill, from July 3 to August 6, 1890. 

Mr. YARDLEY and Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania, were announced as 
paired until August 12. 

Mr. LAIDLAW and Mr. ROBERTSON were announced as paired for 
ten days. S 

The following were announced as paired on this vote: 

Mr. Post with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama. 

Mr. EWART with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 

Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. DockEknv. 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. HOOKER. 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. CLEMENTS. 

Mr. KercHamM with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. FARQUHAR with Mr, CLANCY. 

Mr. CALDWELL and Mr. McCARTHY were announced as paired for 
this day. 

The vote having been recapitulated, 

Mr. OATES (who had voted in the negative). I desire to change my 
vote. 

The name of Mr. OATES was again called, and he voted “ay.” 

Mr. MCMILLIN. My colleague [Mr. PIERCE] is det ined from the 
House on account of a fall from arailroad train. He desires indefinite 
leave of absence, the request for which I will put in later. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. OATES. I move to reconsider the vote just taken. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER (having put the question). ‘The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. OATES. I call for a division. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. I ask for the yeas and nays. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 107, nays 95, not voting 125; as follows: 


YEAS—107. 
Allen, Mich. Cooper, Ohio Knapp, Reed, Iowa 
Anderson, Kans. ig, Lacey, Rockwell, 
Arnold, Culbertson, Pa. La Follette, Rowell, 
Atkinson, Pa. Cutcheon, Laidlaw, — ta 
er, Dalzell. Laws, Soull, 

Banks, Darlington, Lodge. Smith, III. 
Bartine, Dingley, McKenna, Smith, W. Va, 
Era Aiea Dolliver, Miles, Snider, 
Pelka En Momie” —.— 

ap, vans, offitt, phenson, 
Bergen, Featherston, Moore, N. H. Sti 
Bingham, Flick, Morrill, Struble, 
Boothman, Funston, Morrow, Sweney, 
Boutelle, Gear, orse, Taylor, E. B. 
Brewer, ‘Donnell, MAS, 
Brosius, Gifford, O'Neill, Pa. Thompson, 
Brower, Greenhalge, rne, Townsend, Colo, 
Browne, Va. Grosvenor, Owen Ind. Townsend, Pa. 
Buchanan, N.J. Haugen, Pa; Turner, 
Burrows, Henderson, III. Payson, Vandever, 
Candler, Mass. Henderson, Iowa Perkins, Waddill, 
Cannon, Hill, Wall ee 
Carter, Hitt, Pickler, Williams, Ohio 
Cheatham, 2 gsley, Wilson, Ky. 
Cogswell, Kelley, Quackenbush, Wilson, Wash. 
Comstock, Kennedy, Raines, right, 
Conger, Kerr, Iowa Ray, 

NAYS—S5. 
Abbott, Bynum, Crain, Fithian, 
Adams, Campbell, 8 Flower, 
Barwig, Caruth, Culberson, Tex, Forman, 
Breckinridge, Ky, Caswell, Cummings, Forney, 
Brickner, Catchings, Davidson, Fowler, 
Brookshire, Cheadle, Dannel 8 
rown, J. pman, muni Goodn 

Brunner, Clanie, Elliott, Grimes, 
Buchanan, Va. Cooper, Ind. i Hatch, 


~ 


Hayes, O'Neil, Stone, Ky. 
Martin, Ind. Outhwai 
gaud; * Owens, O Ta: III. 
nderson, Parrett, 
Hol Ne Peningto: Tucker, 
man, 2 en n, er, 
Kinsey, McClellan, Reilly, Turner, Ga. 
Lane, McCormick, Ri — 
Lan m. ‘cMillin, rs, a 
Lawler, Montgomery, Rowland, Wheeler, Ala. 
Lee, Morey, yers, 1 
32 Morgan, Skinner, Williams, 
Va. Mutchler, Springer, Wilson. W. Va. 
Lewis, Oates, Stewart, Tex. . 3 
Maish, O'Ferrall, Stockbridge, 
NOT VOTING—15. 
Alderson, Cothran, Lind, Sherman, 
Allen, Covert, M: A Shively, 
And Miss. Cowles, M = Simonds, 
Andre n, M Smyser, 
Atkinson, W.Va. De Haven, McCord, Spinola, 
Bankhead, De Lano, M x 
Barn Dibble, MeDuftie, Stewart, Ga. 
Biggs a 8 Nee Stockdale” 
ery, Q 
Bland, ` Bald, Sy M T ste 
nd, oore, Tex. ey, 
Bliss, E udd, Taylor, J.D. 
Blount, Farquhar, Niedringhaus, ‘Taylor, Tenn, 
Boatner, Finley, Norton, er, s 
Bowden, Fitch, Nute, Venable, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Flood, O'Neall, Ind. Wade, 
Browne, T. k, Paynter, Walker, 
Buckalew, Gibson, Perry, ee, 
Bullock, Grout, Phelan, Washington, 
Bunn, Hall, Pierce, Watson, 
Burton, Hansbrough, Post, Wheeler, Mich. 
Butterworth, Hare, Whiting, 
Caldwell, Harmer, Quinn, Wickham, 
Candler, Ga. Hemphill, Randall, Wike, 
Carlton, Hermann, Reyburn, Wiley, 
Clancy, Hooker, e, Wilkinson, 
Clark, Wis. Houk, Robertson, Wilco. 
Clarke, Ala. Kerr, Pa. Rusk, Wilson, Mo. 
Clements, Ketcham, Russell ardley. 
Cobb, Kilgore, Sanford, 
Coleman, ng. Scranton, 
Connell, Lester, Ga. Seney, 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. COLEMAN with Mr. PAYNTER, until further notice. 
Mr. FARQUHAR with Mr. CLANCY, on this bill. 

On this vote: ` 

Mr. Post with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, 

Mr. SANFORD with Mr. COWLES, 

Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. DOCKERY, 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. Hook RR. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 
The SPEAKER. The question recurs on agreeing to the report of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


` AVGUST 6, 


when rted into a State from another State or Territory or foreign 
nation, and there held for sale, should be subject to the laws of that 
State, and that, in short, is the distinction between the two measures. 

Now, so far as the traffic in intoxicating liquors is concerned, the 
Senate bill is possibly quite as comprehensive as the bill as amended by 
the House. It is believed by theadvocatesof this measure that it reaches 
the A epboagriesd evil in question, the particular inconvenience under 
which the country is suffering at the present time from the decision re- 
ferred to, and will afford a remedy. I do not myself, as I have already 
had occasion to say on this floor on a previous day, like this temporiz- 
ing, this dealing with a particular question or a particular article of 
commerce to meet a particular exigency in reference to it, or whenever 
such exigency shall arise; but would greatly prefer to lay down gen- 
92 principles which would be applicable to all commerce among the 

tates. 

But, as I have said, I became satisfied early in the conference that 
no such result could be obtained, that it was impossible to achieve 
what we desired in that direction, and that we could pass no bill 
through Congress at this session that had the effect of placing any re- 
striction on commerce generally or on any other article of commerce 
except intoxicating liquors, So that, in so far as it goes, the measure 
of the Senate affords a remedy for the particular existing evil with 
which we have to deal at this time. 

Iapprehend, Mr. Speaker, that objections will be urged to the phrase- 
ology of the bill. The objections of my friend, the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. OATES], as I understand him, are based solely on the 
phraseology of the bill. Itwill be observed that the bill provides that 
this article ot commerce, when imported into a State and there held 
for use and consumption, shall be subject to the police laws of the 
State, and the objection of my friend grows out of, or is based on, that 
particular phraseology, as I understand it. 

So far as I am 5 concerned, if I could have accomplished 
that result I should have been willing to strike those words out of the 
bill. But he knows as well as I do that that is impossible; that we 
could not reach that result, and I think he will agree with me that 
perhaps in that respect the bill is not altogether vicious, is not alto- 
gether bad. If a single case can be stated in which it would be proper 
and right for the State to exercise the very power it may exercise under 
that language, I believe my friend will agree with me that the power 
ought to be preserved to the States. 

I will undertake, however, to state more than one case in which I 
think it would be important for the State to have and exercise that 
power. Now, the gentleman from Alabama informs me that on the 
statute-books of his State there is a statute making public drunkenness 
punishableasacrime. I think the wisdom of astatute of that kind will 
not be questioned here. But what power does the State assume to ex- 
ercise by such an enactment? What object is it desirous of accom- 
plishing? Is not the object in view to secure to the people of the 


the committee of conference. The question is open for debate, twenty | State freedom from the annoyance and inconvenience caused by drunk- 


minutes being allowed on each side. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
REED] and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Oates] will be recog- 
nized to control the time. 

Mr. OATES. Before the gentleman from Iowa begins, I wish to sub- 
mit a request. In view of the brevity of the time allowed for discus- 
sion and the number of gentlemen who desire to speak, I ask unani- 
mous consent that all who wish to do so may print remarks on this 
subject in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 


enness in public? It is not merely to punish the poor wretch who 
violates that provision of the law, but to secure to the people of the 
State freedom and immunity from annoyance by public drunkenness 
and its demoralizing effect upon the community. 

The man who exhibits himself in public in a condition of drunken- 
ness is a publie nuisance. His example is bad. It is to avoid that 
evil and that influence that the State of Alabama has enacted the law 
to which I have referred. But suppose the State is unable to accom- 
plish that object by the process of punishing the violator of the law. 


Mr. REED, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I think it is not necessary at If the State has a right to attempt to enforce the law by punishing the 


this time to indulge to any extent in debate on this measure. It 
has already been debated for two days in this House, and the whole 
question, it seems to me, has been very thoroughly gone over. I deem 
it a matter of justice to myself to say at the outset that I haye not 


violator, it has a right to go a step further and enact any legislation 
necessary for the accomplishment of its purpose. But suppose, I say, 
it is not able toaccomplish it by punishing the individual who violates” 
the provision. It has the right to go a step further. It has the right 


changed the views expressed in the report which, by the direction of | to close against every man in the community addicted to the habit 


the Judiciary*Committee, I submitted to the House. My own view is 
3 of every description carried into a State for the purpose 
of g there sold ought to be subject to the laws of the State where 
the business is pennata to be transacted. But it became very appar- 
ent to me very early in the conference that it was impossible to secure 
the adoption of that view at this time. 

I think I can salely say that no measure can be passed h this 
Congress at present which has in view the restriction of traffic in any 
article of commerce except intoxicating liquors; and as, Mr. Speaker, 
that is the great evil arising under the commercial clause of the Con- 
stitution as interpreted by the Supreme Court of the United States, 
the present pressing want, I deemed it wiser and better to yield my 
own views and opinions in reference to commerce in other articles and 
endeavor to secure a remedy for that one evil by this legislation. 
Now, thedistinction between the Senate bill and the bill as weamended 
it in the House is understood, I apprehend, by every gentleman on this 
floor. The Senate measure proposed to deal exclusively with the article 
of intoxicating liquors; and it provides when that article is imported 
into a State trom another State or Territory or from a foreign nation, 
and there beld for use, consumption, orsale, it shall be subject 
to the laws enacted by the State in the exercise of its police powers. 
As we amended the bill it would provide that all articles of commerce 


every place where intoxicating liquors are sold. My friend will admit 
that. But if it has that right it can go still further. 

Ifit can not prevent the evil to society for which the law of Alabama 
was enacted by punishing the offender or by closing the places where 
intoxicating liquors are sold against him, it may enter his domicile and 
seize the liquors he there keeps and on which he becomes intoxicated; 
for the power and duty to protect society from his beastly exhibitions 
and the evil-influence of his example necessarily includes that power if 
its exercise be necessary for the accomplishment of that result. 4 

If the State may arrest a man and puish him for his offense against 
decency for the purpose of preventing the repetitionof his drunkenness 
in public; if it may close every public drinking-place in the State 
against him, I do not know of any principle that prohibits it from go- 
ing into his dwelling-place and seizing the liquors that he has imported 
from abroad if that becomes necessary for the purpose of accomplish- 
ing that result. Now, that is one case. I will state another. 

The State has the undoubted right to require of all its citizens the 
performance of certain public duties; and growing out of that right, as 
I contend, is the further right to restrict the individual in the matter 
of his habits, if that be necessary, for the purpose of securing to it the 
best services of the individual in time of public danger. 

In times of invasion or publie disturbance nobody will doubt the 
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right of the State to demand the services of every able-bodied man 

within its jurisdiction for the purposes of repelling the invasion or of 
maintaining the public peace. It has the right to demand military 
service from every citizen who is able to render such service. Now, if 
in such an emergency a man who owes this duty to the State, and is 
able to perform it, enters upon a course of conduct that is calculated 
and intended to destroy his power to render that duty, I think no man 
will doubt the power of the State to put its hand upon him and to 
restrain him. t is a power that has often been exercised in this 
country. Why, within the recollection of my friend and myself, in 
the exercise of that very power, a half million of men during the late war 
were driven to what was to him and to me and many of our associates 
on this floor the field of honor and of duty. It was simply the exer- 
cise of that power by the State or by the nation, the power to compel 
the citizén who is able to render military service, to render that sèrv- 
ice in timp of emergency. 

I will state another case in which I claim the State has this power, 
and it is essential to its very existence that it should have it and on 
occasion exercise it, Every man owes the duty—first it is a natural 
duty and second it is a duty to society—to maintain and educate his 
family. No man will doubt or deny that proposition. But suppose a 
man by his habits, by his course of conduct, destroys his ability to per- 
form that duty has entered upon a course of conduct the inevitable 
result of which is to destroy his ability to support his family; will 
it be doubted by anybody that the State may lay its hand upon him 
and restrain him in the matter of his habits? This power is essential, 
I say, to the preservation of the State. 

The State has the further right, as I conceive, as I know, and as no- 
body will deny, to demand the performance of certain political duties 
by every citizen. It may call upon yon, sir, or any other gentleman, 
to aid in the administration and execution of the law. It therefore has 
an interest that every man who is liable to be called upon to perform 
this duty shall preserve his ability to perform that duty, to perform it 
to its best interest. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am not contending for the 
exercise by the State of any paternal power over the individual citizen, 
My contention simply is that the power to do these things is essential 
to the very existence of the State itself. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me toask him a ques- 
tion? Do I understand you to say that if this Senate bill passes, un- 
der the Jaws of Iowa the authorities of that State will have the right 
to go into the private cellar ofany gentleman and take from him liquors 
that he bas stored for his own use, and confiscate them, under the law 
of that State, if those liquors have been received from a foreign State 
and are in the original packages? 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, my proposition is this: That if 
by the use of intoxicating liquors that I have acquired in any way, 
which I have in my house, I am destroying my ability to perform the 
duties that l owe to the State and the nation and to my family, duties 
that the State has the right to require of me, it has the right to enter 
my house just as it has the right to punish me, just as it has the right 
to close every drinking place in the community in which I live. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But who is to decide that you are not capable of 
taking care of yourself and ought not to be allowed to control your- 
self? 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. - The State is quite as competent to decide that 
question as is this Congress. 

I want to make this one suggestion further, and then I am through. 
In these matters the only pradent course, in my judgment, is to act 
upon the presumption that the State will exercise its power in a wise 

_ and prudent manner. Congress is not the embodiment of all wisdom. 
I have the profoundest respect for the Fifty-first Congress, in the first 
place because I have become acquainted with a great many very pleas- 
ant and able gentlemen who are members of it and in the second place 
because I myself am a member of it. [Laughter.] And yet I have 
no hesitation in saying that when we came from our homes to enter 
upon our duties here we did not impoverish either the wisdom, intelli- 
gence, or patriotism of the communities which we left; they are quite 
as capable now of dealing with these questions as they were before we 
leit them. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. HATCH. I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa upon 
what theory he supports thisSenate bill in preference to the House bill, 
Avhich not only protected the interests he is now contending for, but 
also protected the great dairy interest of lowa and the Northwest? 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. I stated in my opening remarks that person- 
ally I have not changed my views. I prefer the House bill. 

Mr. CASWELL. I wish the gentleman could explain why we can 
not have the House bill. 

Mr. HATCH. If we vote this down, then we can protect the dairy 
interest and at the same time bave prohibition. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. What time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has two minutes left, 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. I reserve them. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a parliamentary in- 
quiry, so that the House may be fully inform 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. OATES. The question will be on the adoption of the conference 
report. If that be voted down, will it not be in order to insist on the 
House amendment or any substitute which the House may instruct 
the committee of conference to propose? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not hear the gentleman’s inquiry. 

Mr. OATES. Is it not in order, if the conference rt is voted 
down, for the conferees to be instructed to insist on the House propo- 
sition or on any amendment or substitute that the House may see 


proper 

The SPEAKER, The effect of voting down the proposition will be 
to throw the whole subject open to the action of both Houses as if no 
action had taken place on the part of the conference committee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And would not one effect be to put it in the power 
of the conferees to insist upon the substitute adopted by the House of 
Representatives ? 4 

Mr. CANNON. Another effect would be that there will be no leg - 
islation on the subject at this session; and that is what some gqntle- 
men want, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is exactly what it will be. 

Mr. OATES, Mr. Speaker, in the brief time that I have it will be 
impossible for me to more than state the question which I conceive 
to be involved in this matter. Iam opposed to the Senate bill, as 
stated by the gentleman from Iowa, my colleague on the conference 
committee, on account of its phraseology and on account of its narrow- 
ness, I believe we ought to have broader legislation upon this ques- 
tion than the Senate bill proposes, I will first invite the attention of 
the House to the distinctions between the interstate-commerce power 
of the Constitution and the police power of the States, and ask gentle- 
men to bear in mind what they are. 

The police power of the State relates to everything within it which 
is supposed to affect injuriously either the health or the morals of the 
people, as shown by the adjudication of the Supreme Court in the Kan- 
sas case, where they held that distilleries can be destroyed under State 
law and the distillation of spirits absolutely prohibited; and in the 
Pennsylvania case, in the manufacture of oleomargarine within the 
State, although done under State law and authority, they held that ` 
the Legislature had the right to prohibit its manufacture and sale, even 
by punishment and fine. Justice Field,dissenting, held that the manu- 
facturer had a property right which was protected under the fourteenth 
article of the amendments to the Constitution; but the majority held 
that, the Legislature having ascertained that it was injuriousto health, 
that was conclusive with the Supreme Court. 

Therefore, interstate commerce—that is, every article of commerce 
which is imported from any other State or foreign country going into 
a State—if primarily subject to police law,is subject to that police law 
the moment it entersthe State. Why, then, ifthat be true, the power 
of the State would be sufficient to overturn the constitutional clause 
which vests in Congress the power to regulate commerce among the 
States, and that power is just as broad as that to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations and among the Indian tribes. It presents a ques- 
tion of Federal rights, and, in the exercise of the police power, the 
States’ rights. What I hold has been decided in several cases by the 
Supreme Court, which I have not the time to read. 

This bill of the Senate proposes to subject liquors and liquids to the 
laws of the State enacted in pursuance of its police powers: - 

That all fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating liquors or liquids trans- 
ported into any State or Territory or remaining therein for use, consumption 
sale, or storage therein, shall upon arrival in such State or Territory be subject 
to the operation and effect of the laws of such State or Territory enacted in the 
exercise of its police powers, to the same extent and in the same manner as 
though such liquids or liquors had been produced in such State or Terri 7 
and shall not be EAA therefrom by reason of being introduced therein 
original packages or otherwise. 

Now, here is an article which the Supreme Court held in the recent 
case to be an article of commerce. Liquors are held to be articles of 
commerce, The laws of Congress recognize that by making the manu- 
facturers pay a tax upon them, and in the case of foreign importation 
you tax them, which is a license; and the States have always dealt 
with liquors as an article of commerce. 

Therefore, they are not subject to the police power of the State until 
alter they bave arrived there and have been sold in the original pack- 
age, because, in the absence of a law of Congress, it requires a sale to 
commingle those liquors with the property of the State and render them 
subject to the State police power. Until the liquors are imported and 
intermingled with the property of the State they are not subject to the 
police power of the State. Now, this bill of the Senate proposes to ren- 
der these liquors, although they are an article of commerce, subject to 
the police powers of the State before they are sold in the original pack- 
age, and even as soon as they enter the State. 

Now, sir, while Iam in favor of the exercise of State rights, I am at 
the same time in favor of the observance of Federal rights. The Con- 
stitution secures to the people of the State of Illinois, for instance, the 
right to ship their goods which fall within the category of interstate 
commerce into any other State in the Union for sale, and until there 
is an act of intermixing, so that those goods become a part of or become 
mingled with the property of the State, they are not subject to the 
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police power of the State. How far to go in order to protect the Fed- 
eral right which the Constitution of the United States gives to the peo- 
ple of, say, Illinois or any other State, and at what point to stop so as 


to protect the people within the several States in the enjoyment of 
their rights under the police power of the State, is the precise question 
here presented. 


This Senate bill applies only to liquors. The word “liquid ” is also 
used, but liquor“ is broad enough to cover everything of that char- 
acter, I maintain that the Senate bill is not sufficient, I maintain 
that it is simply trifling with this question. Every lawyer knows the 
force of analogy and precedent. Hereisa protest which I have received 
from the board of health of the State of Iowa, showing that several ar- 
ticles may be introduced into that State under the decision of the Su- 

reme Court and sold in original packages, and that the Senate bill 
oes nottouch them. I have also here the laws und regulations of Iowa 
on this subject, but I have not time to read them. 

Another objection that I have to this bill, and an insuperable one, is 
found in the provision that any liquors transported into or remaining 
in a State for use, consumption, sale, or storage therein’? shall be sub- 
ject to the State laws. 

Now, while the Senate bill allows a State to exercise whatever power 
it pleases over liquors when they come into the State, yet where the 
State goes to the extent of 8 a man from importing a case of 
liquors for his own use, as Iowa, for instance, does, and you vote for 
this Senate bill, you indorse that and vote fora sumptuary law. Now, 
Tsay that a State has the power to do such a a Sg that, but I deny 
that a State has any right to do it. A State has the power to prescribe 
what sort of a hat a man shall wear; it has the power to dictate that 
or anything else, unless where it has parted with that power to the Fed- 
eral Government. A State can do anything, but I deny that it has a 
right to do any such thing as that. 

I do not believe in sumptuary laws. They are violative of personal 
rights, and any one who votes for this conference report indorses the 
doctrine of a violation of personal rights, indorses the doctrine that a 
State can rightfully deny to a citizen the right to import liquors for his 


own use, 

Mr. THOMPSON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him aques- 
tion? 

Mr. OATES. I can not be interrnpted, because my time is so limited. 
If I had more time I would yield cheerfully. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think I have stated these distinctions pretty 
clearly, but if you will notice there is a little more fog in this bill. 
It subjects these liquors to the police power of the State the moment 
they cross the State line, without regard to whether they are in the 
original packages or not, and they are subjected to the State police power 
to the same extent that the State may go in reference to its own prod- 
ucts. s 

In Kansas and in Iowa both under the State laws and under this bill, 
if you import a keg of beer for the use of your own family, the State 
authorities can send their inspector to knock the head out of the keg 
and let the beer run to waste. Now, do gentlemen think that legisla- 
tion ought to go so far as that, to permit the State thus to rob people 
of their personal rights? I never can sanction, I never have sanctioned, 
I never will sanction such a principle. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

I saa five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 


[Mr. SPRINGER withholds his remarks for revision. See Appen- 
dix.] 


Mr. OATES. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYES].- 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this proposition, both 
because it is clearly and palay an attempt to commit Congress to the 
dogma of prohibition and sumptuary regulation of the habits of the 
people and because it is contrary to all justideas of State rights, outside 
of its mere prohibitory character; and the attempt to sustain it on any 
such doctrine or idea is specious and fallacious. 

of NOT FOUNDED ON STATE RIGHTS. 

This is shown by the fact that it singles out intoxicating liquor 
alone as a subject to be committed to the tender mercies of State laws, 
and includes its private use and consumption as well as its mercantile 
character, and because it, by Congressional action, gives life, if this 
law is constitutional when passed, to State laws that are now inopera- 
tive, if not void. 

This, on general principles, is bad enough, but it becomes absolutely 
vicious when there is doubt abont those dead State laws now represent- 
ing the existing sentiment of the respective States. If they do not rep- 
resent present sentiment in any State, the eftect of this action by Con- 
grees, if constitutional and binding, is to fasten upon the people of a 

tate a law respecting a matter of merely local concern and sumptuary 
regulation by Congressional action. In other words, it is the fastening 
upon the people of a State of a condition of things not wanted by the 
3 that State and relating to a matter of merely local concern and 

y Congressional action in a matter over which Congress has no just 
3 instead of this being done by the action of the people them- 
ves. 

Every man that respeeis the just rights of the’ States and seeks to 


draw the proper dividing line between State and National jurisdiction 

and concern, should repel any such attempted interference with the 

rights, jurisdiction, privileges, and responsibilities of the several States. 

UNDER THIS DOCTRINE AND IN JUSTICE THE STATES SHOULD ACT“AFTER THE 
POWER is DELEGATED, 

If the proposed action was, as suggested by an amendment offered 
by myself when this question was before considered here, to commit 
this matter to the States to be hereafter acted upon it would put an 
entirely different phase upon it and eliminate at least one objection 
to the proposed law. I will repeat what I then said: 

The effect of this amendment simply is to provide that in subjecting liquor or 
other articles of commerce to State laws when imported into any State, such 
laws so governing such subject shall be passed hereafter, that is, after this au- 
thority is so given by Congress, 

The reason of this is that this proposed delegation of power to the States is 
conceded by all to be a new departure, and consequently there is not a law ex- 
isting on the statute-book of any State in the Union passed with any idea of, or 
reference to, any such delegation of power, and it seems an absurdity to attempt 
to validate an incongruous mass of laws about which we know nothing, and 
which were d to meet entirely different conditions and 8 
Then, again, if it is 3 to recognize the alleged rights of States over these 
matters, and if it is policy soto do, it seems to me that these laws should 
be passed intelligently and with a knowledge of the authority and power un- 
der which they are passed, and, above all, that they should represent present 
sentiment in the several States. 

Then, again, this course avoids all possible objection that laws in the States 
that are now unconstitutional, void, and of no effect, by reason of the supreme 
power of Congress over commerce, can not be validat by wholesale or other- 
wise by Congressional action, I donot wish to be understood as asserting that 
even with this amendment this legislation would be satisfactory to me, but if 
any law is to be passed, whether liked by an individual member or not, it 
should be made as near right as possible, and it seems to me that this or some 
similar amendment would very much add to the real value of the law, do away 
with at least one very serious objection to it, and make it much more palatable 
9 55 moore public, without impairing in the least the principle upon which 

s founded. 

It this principle is right, letit be acted upon intelligently and with full knowl- 
edge of what is being done. We can not afford to fasten even upon a single 
State any law thatthe Stateshould pass, The State itself should do it and with 
its eyes, so to speak, open, and this can only be done by passing the laws with 
full knowledge of the authority and recognition of the reason why they are 

. This would be very much more a recognition of the doctrine of States 
rights and the desirability of allowing the several localities to govern them- 
selves in theirown affairsthan isthe forcing upon them by Congressional action 
of laws which now have no force upon them and which will receive their only 
binding force as to them, if at all, by an authority entirely outside of themselves 
and in nowise responsible to them. 

To cover the objection that I have heard made, that this course would 
leave a lapse where there would be no law, it might perhaps be pro- 
vided that present laws should stand for a fixed time and long enough 
to allow an expression by the people. 

EXISTING SENTIMENT SHOULD ALONE GOVERN. 


Now, it may be said that we have no right to assume that a Jaw act- 
ually now upon the statute-books of a State does not represent exist- 
ing sentiment in that jurisdiction; but I not only deny this, but say 
we have no right to make any assumption concerning it, And so in del- 
egating a power to the States as to any particular class of legislation 
Congress should limit it to action to be taken under the delegation of 
power, and by reason of it, and with full knowledge of and responsibil- 
ity to the authority by which the action is taken. 

IN IOWA THE CONTRARY RESULT WOULD BE ATTAINED. 

But outside of any theoretical reasoning upon the question the State 
of Iowa furnishes a good example to show the effect of this class of 
legislation by Congress upon a State and how it may have the effect 
to fasten upon the people a law or principle not desired at the present 
time. 

This State now has a prohibitory liquor law upon its statute-books 
that for inherent devilishness, pure cussedness,’’ and utter disregard . 
of personal liberty and human rights has no parallel in the annals of 
modern or civilized legislation. 

This law has been upon the statute-books for about a third of a cent- 
ury, but has been intensified and brutalized from time to time by the 
Republican party in that State, at the behest of its prohibition ele- 
ment, which, by the way, long since swallowed the dear old party, head 
and tail, and has since dictated its whole policy; and this being the 
case, the sober second thought of the people has begun to be heard, 
and common decency and a regard for the rights of the people have be- 
gun to assert themselves, and the last general election there broke the 
yoke and clearly demonstrated that the people of Iowa desire to repu- 
diate the monstrosity, and still it is here attempted by this proposed 
. to fasten it upon an unwilling people by Cacaremintat ac- 

on. : 

In the name of the majority of the people of Iowa I protest and 
demand that no such system be fastened upon us without onr own 
action, taken with full knowledge of the power and authority by which 
it is done and of the effects of our action. 

IOWA SENTIMENT AS SHOWN BY ELECTION RESULTS. 

That I am right about present sentiment upon this question in Iowa 
can be clearly shown and is by the cold logic of facts demonstrated in 
the election returns, 

As is well known, this State had been solidly and reliably Repub- 
lican for years and so until 1889. To be sure in 1888 the Democracy 
for the first time in the present generation elected a State officer, a 
railroad commissioner, but it was in no wise upon political grounds, 


* 
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but was simply the revolt of the better element of the Republican 
party against a candidate not entitled to reputable support. But the 
election of 1889 was a fair test on principle and was an election where 
prohibition as on the stattite hocks of Iowa was made a prominent 
factor in the campaign, and where the Republican declared in 
its platform that it was the settled policy of the State, from which there 
should be no backward step, and where the Democracy denounced the 
law and declared for local option and high license, and where the 
respective candidates for governor as well as other speakers made this 
the most prominent feature of the campaign. 

The speech of the Democratic candidate, Hon. Horace Boies, upon 
opening the campaign, wasa masterly one on all the issues before the 
pore and so peculiarly so on prohibition that, although quite long, 

will insert this portion of it in my remarks, and especially as it gives 
the history and effect of this craze upon Iowa and its material inter- 
ests, and shows how fully the issue was presented to the people and 
me consequent significance of the vote to which I will call your atten- 

on: 
GOVERNOR BOIES ON PROHIBITION. 

The Republican party in its platform of principles again affirms its adherence 
to probin tion, declaring in the same paragraph that it has become the settled 
policy of the State, and that it (the party) stands for the complete enforcement 
ofthe law. It is now five years since that law, substantially in its present form, 
became a part of the penal statutes of the State. No law enacted by man was 
ever surrounded by more stringent provisions for its enforcement or, consider- 
ing 3 of the acts it forbids, armed with more terror-inspiring penalties 


Is it not time to stop and inquire why it is that at the end of five full years 
from the adoption of this law, it becomes necessary for the dominant party in 


_the State to make public in its political platform that it stands for the complete 


enforcement of this law? The reason is ap 
the notorious fact that in large sections of the 
is not now respec 


rent enough. It is because of 
the law never has been and 


WHY NOT ENFORCED, 


Of no other criminal statute can it be said that public sentiment in any part 
of the State will not enforce it. There is no material difference in the intelli- 
gence, morality, or respect for ordinary laws of our people. There is, and al- 
ways will be, a wide difference in their social habits, depending largely upon 
the customs of their fathers, the influence of education, and the surroundings 
in which they live. 

It is because of this difference that public sentiment will enforce prohibition 
in some parts of the State, while in others it will not. The demand for com- 

lete enforcement means simply that public sentiment in some of the 

tate shall be made through the agencies of the law to submit to the dictation 
of public sentiment in other parts. The proposition is full of interest. The 

nears pe upon which it is presents a question of the gravest importance, 

t reaches down to the foundations of our political structure, and involves the 
natural right of self-government, 

The statement of the question is to my mind a conclusive argument in itself. 
No one could maintain that the city of Dubuque ought to have the right to 
determine against the will of the citizens of Waterloo that she should control 
the traffic in intoxicating liquors within her limits by a license law instead of a 
prohibitory law, and the converse of the proposition is equally true. In the 
fact that the law is odious in many parts of the State is found the necessity for 
the Republican statement refe to, 

It is absolutely clear that before any law should be forced upon American 
freemen inst their will itshould be so just that no fair-minded man could as- 
sail it, and so clearly adequate to accomplish the purpose for which it was made 
that reasonable doubt in that respect could not exist. 

How isit with this law? I’do not hesitate to declare that its enactment was 
the gravest injustice toa number of our citizens, and that it is already 
demonstrated that itis absolutely inefficient to accomplish the purpose for which 
it was made. Nor do I hesitate to say that in the world’s history no more cruel 
abandonment of principles by a political party was ever witnessed than is 
found in the history of Republican legislation in this State on the subject under 


consideration. 
CONFISCATION OF BREWERIES. 


When that party came into power in Iowa it found the State practically un- 
developed, with little capital invested in manufacturing enterprises of any 
kind, and substantially none in distilleries and breweries; and it founda stat- 
ute in force which absolutely pepper the manufacture of every species of 
intoxicating liquor, wine and r included, except such as was to be used for 
mechanical or medicinal purposes, 

The population of the State was then comparatively small. Almost unlim- 
ited areas of its generous soil had never been touched by the hand ot man. 
Then citizens were needed to develop a wilderness of natural wealth into a 
great and thriving State. with cities and towns on every hand. 

Put here upon her statute-books was this law that declared that no man should 
manufacture or sell within her borders any intoxicating liquor of any kind, 
beer and wine and cider included, except for mechanical and medicinal pur- 
poses. Then, as now, a large fraction of the people of this, as well as other 
countries, were opposed to such a law and sagacious legislators understood that 
if Iowa was to be speedily developed it must be done by opening wide her arms 
and inviting all 3 to come and make their homes within her 
borders, and so among the first publicacts of the Republican party, after it came 
into power, was an act amending this statute, declaring that nothing within the 
prohibitory laws of the State “should be construed to forbid the manufacture 
and sale of beer, cider from apples, or wine from grapes, currants, or other fruits 
grown in this State.” ‘ 


BREWERIES LEGALIZED BY LAW IN 1858. 


This law took effect on the 10th of April, 1858, and wasin force until March 17, . 


1882, a period of twenty-four years. 

In all these $ yeas the Republican party of Towa was in full possession of the 
legislative and executive branches of the State government, Ontwo ns, 
in 1860 and again in 1873, the laws of the State were revised, and in both of these 
revisions the clause legalizing the manufacture and sale of beer, wine, and cider 
was retained. In the twenty-four years that the law, so amended, was in force 
under Republican rule Iowa grew from a sparsely settled wilderness into a 
most populous and thriving State, with farms dotting its prairies in every di- 
rection and towns or cities scattered through all its counties. 

During all that time no man who invested his money or devoted histime to 
a manufacturing business could point to so clear a legal right therefor as the 
breweries, the wine and cider makers of the State, for in addition to the right 
which they derived from the common law to engage in this business, so long 
as it was not prohibited by statute, they had also a statutory right by clear im- 
plication from the provision aforesaid. $ 

During these years breweries were built and put in operation in nearly all the 


cities and many of the towns ot the State, More or less vineyards were planted « 
and wineries established. Men devoted their lives to the business, educated 
their children to follow therein, and invested Leribe ped BEREGAN enor- 


PROPERTY DESTROYED BY LAW IN 1884. 


In time aclass of people, many of whom came to the State with those who had 
invested their menus in such business, but who had devoted their lives to other 
pursuits, came to look upon the brewer and the wine-maker as enemies of so- 
ciety, and upon his business as injurious to the public good, and thereupon de- 
termined that the law which for a quarter of a century had made that business 
lawful should now make itunlawful. They knew that to do this was to destroy 
every dollar in value ot the property inv n business, amounting to 
millions upon millions. They knew that the effect of such legislation would be 
to bankrupt men whose lives had been spent in this business. They knew that 
hundreds if not thousands of men who were then rich would be made poor; 
that vast industries would be crushed and thousands of men thrown out of em- 
ployment; but in all the throng that clamored for this law not one that I ever 

eard of proposed that the least provision should be made for indemnifying 
those who were to be financially crushed by this legislation. The Republican 
party leaders became frightened by this clamor, yielded to the cruel demand, 
tried to hide the iniquity of the act behind what is called a non-partisan elec- 
tion, and in 1884 the law which the Republican party is now demanding 
shall be completely enforced, 


EVERY MAN'S PROPERTY IN DANGER, 


lainest principes of common honesty and fair dealing were ruthlessly 
egislation that first made a business lawful and then, when mill- 


roperty at the mercy of a malori ? Can we 
expect capital to come into our State and take the chances of a dominant public 
sentiment that destroys it without merey or remuneration whenever in the 
judgment of the majority the public good demands it? I know that most of 
the men who clamored for this legislation, and who now clamor for its com- 
plete enforcement, claim to be honest men who love justice and abhor wrong. 
And when I think of this I am filled with amazement that it has not occurred 
to them that if the public good demanded the practical destruction of such large 
business interests, and of the property employed therein, every dollar in value 
of which had been acquired under the sanction of law, simple honesty pease 
that the public should pay for that good with dollars and cents, instead of steal- 
ing it through the aid of the ballot. 


TYRANNY OF MAJORITIES. 


It has been well said there is no tyranny like the tyranny of majorities. An 
angry mob will strangle a human being without a compunction of conscience 
in any of its members, when not one of all the throng would meet his victim 
alone and with his single hand send him into the presence of his Maker. 

A great party by the deposit of a little ballot in the hands of each of its mem- 
bers will destroy without compensation millions upon millions in value of 
property as | ly acquired as any in the State, and yet not one of these would 
apply the torch to the very least of all this accumulated wealth. 

here is not living to-day a ruler of any nation of the earth who, if he had 
the power, would single-handed and alone to issue an edict practically 
confiscating the property of his subjects to the extent that is done the law 
in question, if he did, an army of impoverished men, crazed by the loss of fort- 
une and smarting under what to them would seem an incomparable wrong, 
would seek and take his life. 

That the law was harsh and cruelly unjust in some of its features was known 
to the men who made it. That its enforcement would meet with the most de- 
termined opposition was equally apparent, and so the Legislature undertook 
to provide for what every one knew must come. There is not in all the 
We of Iowa another statute armed with such extraordinary means for its en- 

forcement, 

Judges are admonished that they must call the attention of grand jurors to 
its provisions at every term of court. All peace officers are strictly commanded 
to see thatits provisions are faithfully executed, and any neglect in this re- 
spect is made a penal offense. istrates must issue warrants for the arrest 
of citizens on the mere belief of informers, without the statement of a 
fact in support of that belief. Courts and jurors are enjoined to construe the 
law so as to prevent evasion and so as to cover the act of giving as well as sell- 
ing. Any person upon a mere affirmation of his belief may procure a 
warrant and send the officers of the law into any of our places of 9 
even into the dwelling-houses of citizens, which the laws of every civi na- 
tion defend as the castles of their owners. An army of spies and informersare 
turned loose upon society, and no place is so sacred that it can not be invaded 
in the mad rush for the enforcement of this law, 

The whole power of the civil tribunals of the land is placed at the disposal 
of those who feel it their duty or undertake as matter of personal gain to see 
that the law is executed. Cruel and excessive punishment is inflicted upon all 
who violate its provisions. Fines that impoverish and dungeons that j retr 
are penalties for acts innocent in the eyes of nine-tenths of the civilized world. 


PHARMACISTS PROSCRIBED, 


A man trusted in all the business walks of life, engaged in the most honorable 
and responsible of callings, standing between the physician and his patient, can 
not filla iption for a dying man, woman, or child until he has published 
a notice for three consecutive weeks that he intends to apply for such a right, 
procured a certificate of good moral character from one-third of the freeho! 
voters of the town or ward in which he lives, taken an oath that he has not 
within two years violated this law, and given bond with sufficient securities 
that he will in this respect remain a law-abiding citizen. When ali this has 
been done, if no objection is made, the licensed pharmacist may obtain an order 
for a permit to sell alcoholic stimulants for mechanical and medicinal poroa 

But he is not yet entitled to his permit to sell for these pu: ore he 
can have it he must take another oath that he will well and — A observe 
this prohibitory law; that he will not sell or furnish any intoxicating liquors to 
any person who is not known to him personally or duly identified; that he will 
make true, full, and accurate returns of all certificates and requests made toor 
received Dy him for the sale of liquor during each month, showing the person 
to whom it was sold and the true signature of the signer of each request 
granted. When all this is done the licensed pharmacist who has obtained a per- 
mit may sell aleohol for medicinal and mechanical p 

But the law is not through with this pharmacist yet. 


urposes. 

It has made him take 
an oath that he would be sufficiently respectable to obey at least one of the 
pan statutes of his State, but it is not sure that this one oath is suficien: 

nding, and so every month he must take another oath that he did not comm: 

perjury when he took the first. And with this oath he must present to the 
county auditor of the county in which he does business the original request for 
intox ng liquors, containing the 82 signature of the party that made 
it, and describing the kind and quantity 


of liquor sold, 
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The law is now done with the seller. Let us glance at the case of the pur- 


In tens of thousands of homes in Iowa, among the best people we have, are 
those whose vital energies are on the wane; old age has overtaken parents or 
grandparents; sickness has befalien wife or child. Nature has ceased to fur- 
nish ber life-giving stimulant; something else must take its place. 

There is no hesitation in judgment as to what is needed. A little wine or a 
littic beer taken in reasonable quantities and at lar periods will add to the 
wasting energies of the old or renew the enfeebled strength of the sick. And 
so with eager care friends hasten to the pharmacist to buy what they know as 
well as any physician ever knew, that which their loved ones need, 

But here they are told that they can have it upon one condition alone. They 
must sign a written or printed reqnest, stating their age and residence, for whom 
and for whose use the liquor 3 the amount and kind required, and 
when this is done they can p the needed stimulant required. But 
their written request does not stop with the pharmacist, who from the nature 
of his business would consider it a professional secret were it not for the law. 
But it goes from the drug-store to the public office of the auditor of the county, 
there to remain a public reeord, to be examined by any one and every one who 
desires to read it. 

DECLARATION OF FAILURE. 

Thave given you, my hearers, the briefest possible sketch ofthe extraordinary 
legal ms that have been made to aid in the enforcement of this law, and 
—— with all this power, with the whole machinery of the State government in 

o hands of the party that e it, at the end of five years’ experiment, it 

necessary for that party to declare that it stands for the complete en- 

forcement of the law.: However much it may be deplored, is it a matter of sur- 

ise that, notwithstanding this law, with ever-increasing machinery for its en- 

oreement, has been upon our statute-books so long, there are still localities 

embracing the most populous districts of our States in vhich it is openly defied? 

But whether matter of surprise or not, the fact exists, as is plainly conceded by 
declaration in the Republican platform to which I have referred. 

ISSUE OF THE CAMPAIGN. 

Itis with this fact, unpleasant as it may be, thatthe people of Iowa must deal 
in the present campaign, No one will deny that defiance of established 
Jaw by the majority of the people of any section is a public misfortune thut 
calls loudly for a remedy of some kind, 

Until the present time it is probably true that a majority of Democrats in Iowa 
have based their opposition to prohibition on the broad ground that in and of 
itself it is wrong; that it is in conflict with the natural right of every citizen to 
Pyrat or habits in 83 80 rong fered inflict ao direct 

ury upon je at large; that ts inception it was a cruel disregard 
of . — — that it made rieh men © with no fault on their part, 
un it was u fault to follow s business w. the laws of their State made 


ut, strong as this position was in the minds of such men, they have come to 

realize the fact that public sentiment in Iowa is not in harmony, and that true 

patriotism demands of them ons which will as far as possible rid our 

ple of this subject of fierce contention. To their great credit be it said that 

y ure the first as an organized party, speaking rones its representatives in 

convention assembled, to recognize the existing situation and plant their feet 
on ground impregnable to the assaults of their enemies at least, 

THE DEMOCRATIC STAND, 
By its platform adopted at Sioux City, the Demooratic party says to every lo- 
R lm dere Aha Keep it; 


nblie sentiment does not uphold the law, the right to reject it and to substitute 
fa its place a system that ized 


q 
bleto close the open saloons in our cities, it is abso- 


If it ever becomes 
—.— certain that it will be followed by what is infinitely worse, the secret 
oon. ? 
The first can be put under the ision of the law. Minors and drunk- 
ards can be exel therefrom. The latter in the hands of the worst elements 


of society is open to any one who seeks it. 

So long as it is an open question as to which of the two methods, prohibition 
or high license, is the better calculated to protect ee the evils of 
intemperance, it would seem impossible for any one to maintain that the people 
of one locality in the State should be permitted to force upon those of another 
their own peculiar views, 

Because a city or 2 in one section may desire and can enforce prohibi- 
tion it is no reason why it should help fasten it upon a city or locality in an- 
other section that does not desire and can not enforce it. 

The very claim of such a right is, to my mind, so barren of all equity and 
fair dealing between the sections that it ought to be combated by every lover 
ofthe system of government under which we live. Itis nothing less than a de- 
nial of the right of self-government, the assumption that one set of men were 
made wiser and better than others and put here to do the thinking for them- 
selves and their neighborsalso, 

So far I have dealt with principles about which there should be no conflict of 
opinion. I have simply tried to prove that upon questions where men hon- 
estly differ the majority should rule, and that this principle should be so ap- 

as to effectuate to its fullest extent the inalienable t of self-govern- 


PERSONAL RIGHTS, 


I want now to appeal to the people of Iowa without N to political affilia- 
tion, in the ti of her own experience, to calmly consider N for 
themselves whether prohibition is in fact a better system than high license for 
the control of the liquor traffic in many of the State. 

In what I have to say I hope no one will understand me as justifying in the 
least degree the ng viee of intemperance. In all its eee, 
tude towa: 


ment, 


against society, a e in its victims, and the basest of ingrati 
family and friends. But, bad as it is, it has existed to a or less extent 
in every nation of the earth from the beginning of hi ages until the pres- 


ent time. 

TT its ra less marked or its evils 
Jess serious than in our own. If we could accurately determine the per cent. of 
our entire population that can truthfully be styled — — persons, the in- 

ifleance of the fraction would be a surprise to many, H not all. Not one in 
a hundred, not one in five hundred, nor one in a thousand of all the men in the 
United States are, in my judgment, so addicted to the use of intoxi liquors 
that they can properly be styled intemperate men, And yet I do not we I 


overestimate the number who occasionally, and many of them regularly, 
take of alcoholic stimulants of some kind when I fix it at more than one-half of 
the entire adult male population of the whole country, lowa included, In many 
roportion is greater than this who use wine or beer, 

estimate to be true, it follows that the social habits of more 
than half the men in the State are to a greater or less extent interfered with by 
the prohibitory laws when no necessity exists therefor; while one in a thou- 
sand by reason of his loss of self-control is a proper subject of governmental 
care in this respect. [am notsaying the use of stimulants to the extent indi- 
cated or to any extent, except in cases o! sickness or old a is wise. Iam 
simply dealing with facts as I believe them to here is and always has 
been in the retail traffic in these liquors enormous profit. Under prohibitory 
laws, where no license is required and no tax collected,a very limited business 
a wary lucrative one to those who carry it on if they can escape the penalties 
of the law. 

All experience teaches that, in all the larger and many of the smaller cities 
of the country, where open saloonsare driven out, other methods of conduct- 
ing the business immediately follow. The traffic is not suppressed, it is sim- 

ly changed, and that, as I believe, for the worse. If it is made less, it is re-en- 

orced by other evils that more than counterbalance this good. Every man 
en in the business knows that he must look to other sources than the law 
for the protection of the business he follows. He at once becomes oblivious to 
every moral obl The violation of one law makes easy the violation of 
others. To hide the statutory crime he is daily committing, he is ready to com- 
mit others infinitely worse, Falsehood is to him no longera vice; perjury has 
ceased to be a crime; his whole life isa fraud, and he is.a subject which society 
has far more reason to dread than the drunkard himself, 

LEADS TO DISRESPECT OF LAW. 

If this business stop with its influence on those en in peewee Sa fod 
it would not be so but every man who buys knows he must not betray the 
men of whom he purchases this outlawed commodity. And so it 2 as L 
believe it will be conceded by those engaged in the administration o crimi- 
nal laws, that more 1 hari is committed in prosecutions under this statute 
alone than in all others. come before the courts of the State. 

EFFECTS ON BUSINESS, 
from the evil effecta of this illicit and outlawed trafic u 
business interests oi 


n those en- 
the State at 


Turnin 


hibitory laws finally become 
general, the illusion has been dispelled by the vote of State after State in differ- 

ent sections of the country within the last few years. 
Itis notan exaggeration to say that such laws are far less 8 
time than they were five years ago, when Iowa adopted hers. ithin that 
time no less than five orsix States of the Union have by popular vote, and usu- 
ally by overwhelm ing majorities, defeated such laws; and one at least, after try- 
ce Pe ERE or years, repudiated the system as impracticable and re- 

er law. 
a e eer e rao ghana as 
e ority he e e Un v more so 
with the groas nin other pasture ra = 
PREVENTS IMMIGRATION, 


She has not to-day within her borders one-fourth the population she is capa- 
ble of — Much of her magnificent soil has never been disturbed by 
man. er cities and villages are not half wn. To all the people of the 
world her arms should be outstretched, bidding them come to share her bless- 
ings and add to her 8 

ut this is not her attitude, She has adopted for herself a code of morals on 
this subject at variance with public 8entiment in the great centersof population 
5 civilized world, and to every one she proclaims that if he comes 
to abide with her he must, if necessary, leave behind him the lessons of his 
life, the customs of his fathers, and the social habits of his people. It did not 
require the tongue of prophecy to foretell the effect of such a law upon the 
great stream of emigration, taking its rise in the densely populated coun- 
ries of the Old Worl urs over the sterile lands and crowded cities and vil- 
lages of our Eastern es, increasing as it comes, and empties itself upon the 
virgin soil of the great West. my 

o more than halt of all this living tide Iowa's prohibitory law stands asan 
impregnable barrier, beating it back and turning it aside to be poured into the 
arms of other States and. Territories more liberal in their laws, so far as they 
affect the social habits of their people, 

DRIVES PEOPLE AWAY. 

No one with unbiased mind has failed to observe an almost alarming decrease 
of immigration into our State during the last five years, But even this is not 
the worst feature of the situation. hile during the period aforesaid few have 
come to our State to remain, many have gone out of itto abideforever. If any 
of my hearers will count the number of lies within their knowledge that 
have come from other States or countries to reside in Iowa since this law was 
enacted and then the number of families that during the same time have re- 
moved therefrom, they will almost certainly be startied by the comparison, 

1 do not claim that all who have moved away went because of their opposition 
to this law, but I do claim that they left because of the general stagnation of 
our business interests and that this condition has been very largely produced 
by the legislation in question. 

In my own l e the principal reason for the decline in market value of 
our agricultural ds and for the tardy growth of our cities and villa: dur- 
ing the last five years is found in the naked fact of the existence of this 

t is but reasonable to expect that | enactments in conflict with the 
habits of more than half the world will of necessity affect the tide of immigra- 
tion to and emigration from the State in which they exist. And our own ex- 
perience in that respect bul confirms what was apparent from the first. 


INJURES THE FARMER, 


mene 4 ee of the State then having in operation what was boastfully 
e 
numbers of men, purchased son rae for immense quantities of corn and 


bar. 
world, and received and disbursed the value thereof among 2 own people. 


u 

rotected indus ries of our 8 tariff system, was no inconsiderahle factor 
n the 3 of the State. Its suppression affected not poly 
ndiv: 


parties whose 
who 


earth. 


past six months, with not an open saloon therein, I have heard it said by re- 
— — N that five car-loads of beer were unloaded at the paitway 


e pots of this city ins single month, 


SENDS MONEY OUT OF TEE STATE, 


Ihave recently seen it stated in the publie: press that the city of Cedar Rap- 
ids, in a like period of time, sent to. other States in payment for these products 
no less than $75,000. These amounts may be exaggerated, but certain itis that 
from every city and almost every town in the State there is a constant flow of 
money taken from the business channels of our own people and emptied into 
those of other States in ment for the ucts of breweries and distilleries, 
not a dollar of which is returned to us. The loss to the State in this respect has 
been greatly enhanced and the effi of prohibitory laws considerably impaired 
5 25 recent decision of the Supreme Court of the United States holding the pro- 
vision of our law unconstitutional which undertakes to prohibit common car- 
riers from transporting alcoholic stimulants from other States into this, except 
under specified restrictions. 

Tho result of this decision is that any resident of the State of Iowa may make 
an order on any dealer residing in another State for such kind and quantity of 
liquor as he desires, and common carriers, including railway and express com- 
panies, can without molestation bring it to his door and deliver it to him to be 
used as a beve if the purchaser so „and there isno law that been 
or ou be made will deprive a single individual of that right. It follows 
that, surrounded as we are by States in which the manufacture and sale ofthese 
products are legal, alcoholic stimulants of every conceivable kind are within 
easy reach of all who want them. 

THE REMEDY SUGGESTED. 


In view of all these facts it becomes an imperative duty on part of both of the 
great political parties of the State to recognize the existing situation and sug- 
gest a remedy for the evils that all admit exist. 

It was the privilege of the Republican to speak first. She knew the 
fearful coat, in treasure and in blood, of attempts to enforce this law in 
many localities. She knew the frightfol sacrifice of personal rights it had 
produced in the very capital of our State. She had heard it charged that in 
u single year in the eounty in which the capital is located four thousand search 
warrants were issued, of which thirty-eight hundred commanded the search of 
private residences. She knew that this ruthless disregard of the most sacred 
rights of our people—the right to remain unmolested in theirhomes—had aroused 
the righteous indignation of a whole city and buried her former splendid ma- 
jorities under an avalanche of opposing votes. 


THE REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES’ POSITION, 


But the frenzy that ori this law has not yet died out in a majority of 
T No step must be n: 
she stands for the complete enforcement of the law. 

Following the declarations of her platform, we are told by her nominee for 
governor, in his speech at Villisca, that the prohibi law needs no amend- 
preven a that “independent statutes will be made which will command re- 
spect for law.!“ - 

On a question of such yast importance as this it is unfortunate that the 
speaker's language was not more definite, Lfit is susceptible of more than one 
meaning, he can not complain. because each one putshis own construction upon 
it. The independent statutes which he tells us are to be made are not to be 
amendments to the 9 law. He says it needs none. They are to be 
statutes which will “command respect for the law. This is what he says. 

To my mind this language is susceptible of but one construction. The inge- 

dent statutes referred to are to 7 5 the force necessary to compel obedi- 
ence to this law in localities where publie sentiment condemns it. Such force 
can oain be ae an in the form of a State constabulary or some other police 
on whichis powerful enough tosubdue publicsentiment. however much 

it par be opposed to the law. 

peta be display of force can only be made through the aid of men employed to 
ap) 

ntlemen, Fam not an alarmist. I have great faith in the institutions of my 
country and a sacred for the principles on which they are founded; but 
I tell you to-night, that if the day ever comes in Iowa w men patrol the 
streets of her cities, armed with power to overawe public sentiment therein 
and compel by force obedience to laws which that sentiment condemns, the 
evening of her prosperity will be reached, 
THE DEMOCRATIC PROPOSITION. 

Now, what is it that the Democratic party proposes in pince of all this hate- 
ful contention that is arraying section against section in the deadly attitude of 
foes and strangling the business interests of our great Commonwealth? 28 

t to 
pro- 


ply that the people of every township, city, and town shall have ther 
decide for themselves by a vote of their electors whether they will rei 
hibition as it is to-day, or adopt in its place a 8 605 high-license law. 

It does not seek to deprive a single locality of the full benefit of our present 
prohibitory system, if public sentiment demands it; nor does it seek by force 
or to fasten this law upon other localities that do not want it, 


RESULT OF CAMPAIGN ON THIS ISSUE. 


Now, what was the result upon such a campaign with such issues? 
The Democracy elected their governor, they elected just one-half of 
the lower or popular branch of the General Assembly, and this in the 
face of an outrageous gerrymander placed on the statute-book in open, 
direct, and glaring violation of the constitution of the State and for the 
express purpose of perpetuating the power of this party, whose corner- 
stone was prohibition and whose shibboleth is the denial of personal 
liberty and individual manhood to the people, so that in this very elec- 
tion the one-half of this body elected by the Republicans received only 
a little over 40 per cent. of the vote cast, while the half elected by the 
Democracy received nearly 60 per cent. of the votes cast and represented 
fully that proportion of the population of the State. 

Of the senators elected that year the Democrats elected thirteen and 
the Republicans nine, there being twenty Republican and eight Demo- 
cratic hold-over senators, and the districts of four of these hold-over Re- 
publican senators went Democratic, so that, if the election had been 
general or complete in 1889, notwithstanding the gerrymander, each 
branch of the General Assembly would have been a tie; but if a fair 
vote could have been had, according to population, with no Jarceny 
attachments, the Democracy would have had a working majority in 
both branches and the governor, when prohibition, with all that it im- 
plies, would have been wiped from the statute-books and an era of 
personai liberty, respect for the rights of the people, honest manhood, 
American independence, and consequent prosperity would have been 
inaugurated and the will of the actual majority of the people carried 


out, And still it is the purpose, aim; and object of this proposed law to 
fasten upon this people a system they despise and repudiate, and which 
is kept-on the statute-books only by reason of a gerrymander that per- 
mits a mimority to stifle the desires of a majority, and a system that 
would not now be ingrafted upon the laws of the State by any legisla- 
tive body that could be elected. 

There is not only no just State rights in this, no idea of allowing 
the people of the State or locality to govern their own local concerns, 
but just the contrary; and would be the fastening upon them by Con- 
gressional action a one of just such laws as their sentiment clearly re- 
pudiates. Governor Boies, in his inaugural address, thus speaks of the 
verdict in Iowa: 

But beyond all theories thero is to my mind a more weighty reason still for a 
radical ge in our prohibitory laws. The electors of the State, under cir- 
cumstances that leave no room for doubt as to their meaning, have expressed 
their wishes in this respect. 

It is impossible to read the platforms of the respective parties, the letters of 
acceptance of their candidates for governor, andremember the discussions that 
followed, with ut reaching the conclusion that no political issue was ever more 
clearly defined, more thoroughly discussed, or better understood by the masses 
— Sua relating to this question in the campaign which preceded our last 

To shut our eyes to this glaring truth is nothing less than adenial of ordinary 
intelligence on the part of those who cast their ballots on that occasion, 

Iam the keeper of no man’s conscience except my own. Others may believe 
they have a higher duty to perform in this matter than any they owe the ma- 
jority whose clearly expressed will they are willing to ignore. 

They should not, however, mislead themselves into the belief that the pete 
of Iowa have not, through the only medium known to our institutions for set- 
tling political issues, passed judgment on this. 

THE PROPOSITION SHOULD BE MODIFIED, 

Personally, I would make no objection to this law if it provided that 
the people of the States should have an opportunity to accept it, and 
in and by so doing determine for themselves what laws, now invalid 
or inoperative, should be warmed into life by reason of the delegation 
of power it contains. 


MISREPRESENTATION OF SCOPE OF ORIGINAL-PACKAGE DECISION AND ITS EFFECT. 


If there is any principle at stake in the matter except prohibition, 
which there is not, it should coverall matters of local concern, and not 
single out alone intoxicating liquors. 

The reason given for so doing is fallacious and untrue, It is said 
that the original- decision has made a new departure and created 
anew necessity, Ideny both propositions, There has never been a 
decision, not even that of Dred Scott, so misinterpreted and miscon- 
strued as this one. It simply applied a well known, long recognized, 
and often asserted principle to a given state of facts, and in no wise 
curtailed, abridged, or denied the police powers of the States, that have 
also been often recognized, sustained, and applied. 

This misrepresentation has been largely designedly made for the ex- 
press purpose of making this issue National, as has been the fond hope 
of the prohibitory element of the Republican party for years; and it is 
not strange that with all this noise, gong-pounding, and assertion that 
a class who desire to sell intoxicating liquors without any restraint 
should seek to take advantage of even if not actually believe it, and 
start so-called original-package saloons; but this, like almost everything 
else from this source, is grossly exaggerated, and I fully believe the rec- 
ords of the Internal Revenue Office would show that the starting of 
such places since this decision has been infinitesimal; and with this 
idea in view, and with some non-official information bearing out m 
conclusion, I offered several days. ago the following resolution in 
clause: + 


Whereas every dealer in intoxicating liquor is required by law to pay a tax 
to the Government and to keep the receipt therefor posted in a conspicuous 


ing 
misrepresentation as to the increase of such business and the effect thereon of 
the late so-called. original-package decision of the Supreme Court of the United 


Beit resoleed, That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue be requested to re- 
port to this House the number of such liquor-tax receipts which have been issued, 
since said decision, in each of the several States, with comparisons as to the 
number issued in like periods in other years, and also to furnish an estimate, 
based thereon and otherwise, as to what extent the national revenues will be 
increased from this source during the current fiscal year. N 

I do not wish to be understood as supposing that the majority of this 
House, whose is fast tending towards prohibition and in whose 
councils the prohibitionists are all-powerful, will desire this informa- 
tion, and this resolution will sleep in the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 

I am not only advised that I am correct in regard to the number 
of such places actually started, but reason so demonstrates. Every 
one has known since the decision of the Supreme Court in Brown vs. 
Maryland (12 Wheaton, 419) and Peirce vs. New Hampshire (5 How- 
ard, 504), way back in the forties, that States could not prohibit the 
sales of imported liquors in original packages, whether the importa- 
tion was from foreign countries or as between States, and ex stat- 
utory law in Iowa so recognized until 1888, and still this class of busi- 
ness assumed no dangerous proportions, and has not now, except in 
imagination. 

I have never yet seen one of these so-called original-package saloons, 
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although I have lived most of my liſe under prohibition, and for years 
where there was by express statute recognition ot the right to so sell, 
and where our supreme court construed an original to be any 
one of the bottles or packages in a case, an absurd, foolish holding, but 
made to adorn a prohibition argument. 

THE DECISIUN AS IT IS. 

The late original-package decision goes no further than these earlier 
„cases and enunciates no doctrine that gives any more right, as against 
‘police regulations and powers, than has been for years understood and 
recognized, and does not, in my judgment, in the slightest degree af- 
fect the license regulations of any State in the Union. 

I again assert that no new, novel, or strange doctrine has been an- 
nounced, and that the claim in this rd is a mere ex tion, and 
about on a par with the claims of the dire results that have followed 
and are following it. Both are false and made for the purpose of in- 
= sence legislation and committing Congress to the heresy of prohi- 

tion. - 
* CONGRESS SHOULD ACT WITH DELIBERATION. 

. Another thought in this connection. If this decision has created 
— such a furor, sad havoc, and widespread disaster, why not let it have a 

little time and see what its real or ultimate effect will be, especially as 
there appears to be no new, even if real, reason for it, and how the 
Supremé Court will construe these disputed points. It has been an- 
nounced only about ninety days, and we have no fair or other test of it. 
I have no doubt that during this time the sun will rise on time and in 
its usual place, and it may be found there is no occasion from any stand- 
point to tread upon dangerous ground in legislation. There is no press- 
ing occasion for haste, and deliberation is more becoming in a legisla- 
tive body. 
IT IS IMPOLITIC AND DANGEROUS TO PUT THE REGULATION OF COMMERCE IN 
THE STATES, 
? I said I would have no cular objection to this proposed law if 
- it provided that the State laws to be made valid by it should be here- 
after I want to say in this connection that I meant that I had 
no such objection to it as an experiment. I think even in this way 
‘ no invidious distinctions should be made, and that all articles of com- 
y merce should be included as well as intoxicating liquor, and I have 
very little doubt that the experiment would be unsatisfactory and that 
it would lead to the clashing between States that was wisely sought 
in the Constitution to be avoided by giving the controbover commerce 
to the General Government, and without which the Constitution would 
not have been adopted. 

A temporary tide of fanaticism should not be allowed to undermine 
the foundations of the Constitution or breed contention and discord 

among the States. The price is too large for the commodity. 

There is great force in the suggestions of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] as to where this will lead to in controversies between 
States as to their various products, and their probable attempted inter- 
ference with travelers coming into their boundaries by searching them 
for contraband goods. It is a thought full of meat, and should be 
carefully considered before any such legislation gets on the statute- 
books. 


The St. Louis Republic of Jast week well says upon this phase of 
the question: 
THE WILSON BILL AGAIN. 
The agreement of the Senate and House conference to pass the Wilson bill is 
the worst possible outcome for the wretched “original package” complication. 
The Wilson bill is the Senate measure, and it is far worse than the bill F pasa 
by the House, Under it a citizen of Kansas and the United States living in 
Kansas may be denied his constitutional right toimport wine, beer,or any other 
stimulant from another State for his own use. Such imported property may be 
— bietet him and destroyed, and the right of importation may thus be 
who enied. 
Radical! as it is in lis departure from established constitutional precedent, the 
EF House bill went to no such extremes. It preserved the right of free importation 
and did nothing more than waive Federal interference with State regulation of 
trade in imported articles. The Senate bill, on the other hand, attempts to de- 
— stroy by Con ional waiver the constitutional right of the individual citizen. 
nee It asserts for gress the right to prevent the citizen of one State from import- 
b ing intoxicants from another, and then attem to delegate to the State this 
alleged power of Nees 7 While dealing for the present only with intoxicants, 
it has its foundation in the assumption that Congress has the power of wholly 
prohibiting trade between the States, and that it can either exercise such power 
or Eeg te it to the States. 


pears absurd when 

es it the more a menace as a p ent. 

ween the States is the grenier blessing remaining under our 

Federal system. If it is to be sacrificed by demago; to please a few fanatics 
in Kansas; if Congress is to assume power to prohibit or to restrict it between 
the States as it does between the Statesand foreign countries, there will not be 
enough left of the original system of constitutional federation to be worth dis- 
cussion, except as a historical reminiscence. 

TREND OF THE PROPOSED LAW. 

That this proposed law is simply a step towards prohibition can not 
be disputed. Its source shows it, the vote in its favor will demonstrate 
it, the fact that it singles out liquor alone from the mass of articles of 
commerce is conclusive upon it, as is the fact that it attempts to con- 
trol its use and consumption. 

B It is and is intended to be by its real and knowing friends the enter- 
ing wedge to a realization of the prohibitionist’s fondest dream, that of 
making this issue National, and doing through the medium and power 
of the General Government what has been a miserable failure by State 


— 
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action, that of making sumptuary legislation and the striking down of 
personal liberty effective. 8 x 
OBJECTIONS TO IT—OUR DUTY IN THE PREMISES, 

Now, for this very reason I have two fundamental objections to i 
one an objection to prohibitory legislation as a matter of principle 
because of its failure to bring about practical and satisfactory results 
from a temperance standpoint and the other because I believe that if 
we are to enter into prohibitory legislation that we should do it in a 
manly, straightforward way as our daty as legislators demands, and 
pass such laws on the subject as we may approve and believe to be 
just, right, and expedient, and not sneak and hide behind State Legis- 
latures and authorize them to do what we would not dare do directly. 
However, I believe that a reckoning will be had with those that do at- 
tempt to dodge responsibility, but who in reality cast their Jot with 
prohibition and against liberty. 

They will deceive nobody but themselves. If there is any power in 
Congress over this subject, by reason of its control over commerce or 
otherwise, it should exercise it according to its own ideas of justice, 
right, and expediency, and has no more just right to delegate it and 
shirk responsibility than it has to so do with any of its other powers. 

CONSTITUTIONALITY OF THIS PROPOSED LAW, E 

I have so far spoken of this question entirely outside of its constitu- 
tional aspect. I believe that we have no such power of delegation, and 
that this proposed law will be unconstitutional if passed, but shall now 
only give expression to this belief, and not elaborate or argue it, and 
epecaty. as this ground has been, and will be, fully presented by 
others. 

PROHIBITION—ITS PRINCIPLES AND PRACTICE, 


Prohibition is wrong in principle and, as would be expected there- 
from, vicious in practice. So far as the principle of sumptuary legis- 
lation and its general tendencies are concerned, it can be argued from 
a standpoint equally open and known to all. In speaking of the ex- 
emplification of these tendencies, its practical workings, I shall confine 
myself mainly to the State of Iowa, where I have personally observed, 
considered, and studied it for about twenty-five years, and where, su 
far as my coniprehension permits, I know whereof I speak, 

The very idea of legislative or outside control or interference with 
the appetites of full-grown men and their personal conduct, outside of 
its direct effect upon others, is not only belittling and dwarfing in its 
tendencies and one that should be resented by true manhood, but is 
a direct blow at the personal liberty of the citizen, an inherent and 
heaven-born right that can-not be denied by human law. It is, like 

right of self-preservation, above ordinances. 

That master mind, Samuel J. Tilden, said in relation to this class of 
legislation, as long as thirty-five years ago, when it was in its infancy: 

Such legislation springs from a misconception of the proper sphere of govern- 
ment. It is no part of the duty of the State to coerce the individual man ex- 
cept so far as his conduct may affect others, not remotely and consequentially, 
but by violating rights which legislation can and unde: e to pro- 
tect. The opposite principle leaves no room for individual reason and con- 
science, trusts nothing to self-culture, and substitutes the wisdom of the senate 
and assembly for the plan of moral government ordained by Providence. 

The whole progress of society consists in learning how to attain, by the inde- 
pendent action or voluntary association of individuals, those objects which are 
at first attempted only through the agency of government, and in lessening the 
sphere of legislation and enlarging that of the individual reason and conscience. 
Our Ameri2an institutions have recognized this idea more completely than it 
has yet been recognized by the institutions of my other people, and the Dem- 

* 


ocraticparty has generally been the faithful guardian of its progressive develop - 


ment. x 
e 


* * * < 

To-day, while it is in favor of sobrièty and good morals, it disowns n system 
of coercive legislation which can not produce them, but must create many seri- 
ous evils, which violates constitutional ranties and sound principles of leg- 
islation, invades the rightful domain of the individual judgment and conscience, 
and takes a step backward toward that barbarian age where the wages of labor, 
the prices of 5 man's food and clothing, were dictated to him by 
a government calling i paternal. 

John Quincy Adams, for years the representative statesman of New 
England, said in addressing a temperance society some forty years ago, 
when there were less fanaticism, more regard for constitutional safe- 
guards, and a keener appreciation of the liberties secured through the 
Revolutionary war: 

Forget not, I pray you, the rights of personal freedom. * è Self-govern- 
ment is the foundation of all our political and social institutions, and it is by 
self-government alone that the law of tem ce can be enforced, * * + 
Seek not to enforce upon your brother by Jative enactment that virtue 
— — 7 he nen poo only by the dictate of his own conscience and the energy 
0 own will. 


The late Governor Andrew, of Massachusetts, in an extensive and 
masterly argument before a legislative committee in that State upon 
the policy of prohibitory legislation, said in speaking of the argument 
that it was justified by reason of the effect upon society and the exam- 
ple it afforded: a 

I answer, that if the government restrains the one man of his own just, ra- 
tional liberty to regulate his private conduct and affairs in matters nt in 
themselves, wherein he offends not inst peace, public decorum, good order, 
nor the personal rights of any, then the government both usurps unde! 
ere eon assumes to punish one man in advance for the possible fault of 
he argument that because one man may offend another must be restrained 
is the lowest foundation of tyranny, the corner-stone of d — fod 
never denied to the people anywhere on the ground that liberty is denied to 
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be good or right in itself. The universal pretext of every despotism is that 
liberty is dangerous to society ; that is, that the people are unfit to enjoy it. 

And in MH eluding a number of quotations from the highest authori- 
ties he said: 

Literature is full of testimonies against such legislation. You find them in 
essays, in speeches, in history. 

John Stuart Mill, of whom, to quote the language of Governor An- 
drew— 

If there is a man born to speak the English tongue who combines high in- 
1 great attainments, prem wisdom, and theoretical statesmanship with 
th 7 and devotion to government and the elevation of the humble, 


soy a of the truest friends of America in the Old World—is John Stu- 
art — 


in his great work on Liberty, denounces this class of legislation from 


every standpoint and as being inimical to liberty, dangerous to gov- 
ernment, and monstrous as a principle. 
TENDENCY OF FANATICISM AND INTOLERANCE, 

History simply repeats itself in these matters. The same class of 
fanatics that are now seeking to overthrow the personal liberties of the 
people through prohibition have in all ages sought to set up their 
own standards and force the people to them, and make government pa- 
ternal, with their particular isms at the foundation, instead of having 
it based upon the independent manhood, reliance, and strength of the 
body of the people. It is entirely ont of keeping with the ideas or 
practices of fanatics to stop at one achievement, and once settled in 
victory upon this question they will advance to new fields, personal, 
social, and religious, and seek to control the habits, dress, intercourse, 
religion, worship, and observance of days of the people. These ideas 
received the strongest kind of an indorsement here to-day Nb my 
colleague [Mr. REED], in presenting the conference report, boldly as- 
serted, as I understood, the right and duty of the Government to go 
even into a citizen’s castle, his home, and take therefrom and destroy 
liquor if the citizen was using it to his own disadvantage, of which ot 
course the powers that be would judge. 

It should be stopped at its very inception. It is a dangerous and 
insidious monster, and founded upon an idea utterly subversive at once 
of true and reliant manhood, liberty, and self-government. This isa 
domain that legislation should invade only with extreme caution and 
with a full recognition of the truism that the least express law con- 
sistent with good government the better, and that this little law should 
be directed alone to proper matters of general governmental concern. 

This is not only good doctrine inherently and especially as applied 


to sumptuary legislation, but like all such doctrines is in the tenets of 


the Democratic party and has found express affirmation in its national 
platforms. 
PRACTICAL WORKING OF PROHIBITION. 


In the last campaign in Iowa, in speaking of the effects of the p 
hibitory law there, I laid down the following propositions, true then 
and now: 


Upon the liquor groea the Republican party is true to its instincts, founded 
as they are upon yoy and reaffirms the past utterances of the party, 
doubtless including t invitation to the wine and hop growers to immigrate 
here and prosecute their business in peace under the sanction and protection of 
the law, but at the same time is opposed to any backward 25 and is in favor 
ot the full enforcement of the 8 law, which confiscates the very propert 
of the men so invited here and who invested their money and staked their all 
upon the assurances so held out to them, But outside of any question of ordi- 
nary business honesty or even of the great and fundamental principle of per- 
sonal liberty involyed, how any sane man can from the standpoint of public 
interest or temperance support any such system as prohibition in Iowa is in- 
comprehensible to me, Ido not propose to enter into any extended discussion 
of this subject upon this occasion, but will affirm as the experience of Iowa with 
this law and which you all know to be true: 

1. That it has not d the number of sellers of liquors, as isconclusively 
shown by the government licenses and permits, 

2. It has in many places, and very generally where rigid enforcement has 
Yeo attempted, driven its sale into the hands of irresponsible persons, which 

manifestly against public policy and interest. 

3. It has entirely done away with the paruen by way of taxor license ofany- 
thing to the local governments, and so has materially increased the burden of 
the tax-payers. 

4. Being outlawed, the business has not had the usual, ordinary, or necessary 
restraints thrown around it by public officers, and by what follows open con- 
duct of business. 

5. It has raised up a set of conscienceless spes and informers that for mere 
private gain bave plied a nefarious business, blackmailing men, abusing women 
even, and who have not hesita at perjury or stopped at murder. 

6. It has not to the slightest extent given one benefit in lieu of all this. The 
talk about lessening crime and criminal expenses is too silly fustian for serious 
consideration, You would only need to compare Polk and Scott Counties to 
demonstrate this. 

To which may be added the fact that this element in Iowa in its mad 
intolerance has completely terrorized our courts, so, as I had occasion to 
remark here the other day when this question was under consideration— 

That they have ceased to be a barrier and protection to the people, even so 
construing laws that the sacred right of trial by jury is denied in Iowa, and 
claimed offenders prosecuted and punished by proceedings in equity,and gen- 
erally so conducted on this question, as is generally believed with an idea of 
pleasing the Woman's Christian Temperance Union rather than the enuncia- 
tion of constitutional and legal doctrines, that I prefer a little practical personal 
liberty rather than a great deal of sentimental State rights, 

I also took occasion to say in the Iowa campaign, in speaking of the 
there Prohibition Republican party, the following truths: 

1 to be a ty of liberty, it strikes down the heaven-given and 

perso! 


plood-earn liberties of the people, and in this State, by ation 
ts infamous and degrading as ever 8 by judicial interpretation and con- 
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struction that wipes out all barriers against intolerant and oppressive } 

tion, that strikes down time-honored and well established principles in in- 

istering criminal and penal statutes, and that the experience of ages since the 

Sinartion ot cia pecoee, Pik uv AILOGA NEES inte sigh Of teint bo. ey, increasing 
D; 0 ury, in 

the limit of juri ietion of 6 over constitutional ny 

that tramples in the dust all constitutional restraints, barriers, and safi P 

and by the use of means in attempted enforcement of these laws and de- 

crees that for cruelty, injustice, intolerance, and refined robbery would bringa 

blush of shame to the cheek ofa savage. 

If these indictment are true or substantially or materially so, no just 
man will deny that prohibition is not only a failure, but that it is an 
unmitigated evil in Iowa, and, as like causes produce like effects, that 
such will be the tendency everywhere with like legislation and at- 
tempted enforcement. No better community in which to test this 
class of legislation could be had than in Iowa. In other wo: its 
people are easily the equals in general worth, intelligence, thrift, law- 
abiding proclivities, and all the essentials of good citizenship of any 
equal number of people on the face of the globe, and still each fact 
stated in these several propositions is absolutely true and can be easily 
demonstrated to any fair-minded man that will investigate the sub- 
ject. I will take them up seriatim. 


DETAILS AS TO THESE PROPOSITIONS—NO DIMINUTION OF XUMBER OF SELLERS, 

That there has been no actual diminution of the number of liquor- 
sellers in Iowa by reason of prohibitory legislation is manifest to any 
intelligent observer and can be proved in various ways. I do not 
mean by this simply that there are more now than when prohibition 
was first enacted, but will date it from any of those times when an extra 
twist was put on the law, or when constitutional prohibition was sup- 
posed to have been adopted, being times to which the short-haired 
women and long-haired men most delight to refer, and I say there has 
been just such steady increase as would naturally be expected in any 
business from increase of population and growth of cities. To-day 
there are nearly three thousand liquor-dealers in the State, as shown 
by tax paid to the Internal Revenue Department. 

It is doubtless true that in some very small places saloons have been 
driven out, but there was hardly a demand for them, from a business 
standpoint, in any event, and they would not have survived such a 
license e Democratic party stood pledged toin their platform; but 
i een more than made good by the increased number that have 
, in the cities and large towns. A few years ago the right to 
se to sell beer and wine was taken away from the municipalities, by 
n of which action they lost all control, and saloons increased very 
argely in those places, since which time there has been no control ex- 
cept by “ whipping the devil around the stump ” and licensing the sale 
of non-prohibited drinks as a sort of compromise and cover to sell any- 
thing. But the scheme has had a very precarious and decidedly un- 
satisfactory existence. I noticed within a few days an article taken 
from the Council Bluffs Nonpareil, the leading Republican paper of 
Western Iowa, which will give an idea of the situation. It is as fol- 
lows: 

For five years, thanks to the prohibitory law, Council Bluffs has been infested 
with between one and two hundred dirty little g ries and the toughest 
gang of roughs in the State. They have not made“ Council Bluffs and no one 
has ever bragged of their existence. Thanks to prohibition, Council Bluffs has 
seen five years of free whisky and unrestrained lawlessness. Now it has a 


high-license government and is the most peaceful it has been for years. For 
another thing, the population has not fallen off. 


When in addition to the open places where liquor is sold the boot- 
leggers are taken into account it isa safe proposition to make that 
Iowa never had as many liquor-sellers as now. 

The Des Moines Register, the paper of Assistant Postmaster-General 
Clarkson, the leading Republican paper of Iowa, and the one that, in 
season and out of season, has been the supporter of ultra-prohibition, 
and done more than all the press of the State combined to fasten this 
octopus upon us, charged, in an editorial last month, which I will read 
later upon another branch, that in the first six months of 1890 no less 


„ an. 


than $30,000 had been drawn from the treasury of Polk County through. 


justice-court proceedings in liquor searches, and that even this had not 
affected the sale of liquor. 

What a blooming success prohibition is in Iowa! It is a farce and 
a fraud and the tax-payers are robbed of enough money every year 


through it to pay for the honest administration of the whole body of ~ 


the other criminal laws of the State. 

The efforts that have been made in the larger places to enforce pro- 
hibition have been absolutely spasmodic. They were not in accord- 
ance with the sentiments of the people, seldom had the sympathy 
of the public officials, and generally then from merely mercenary mo- 
tives, and, as a consequence, have died out with the exhaustion of the 
private zeal upon which they were founded. Their greatest and full- 
est success has been to close the open saloons for a few days, weeks, or 
perhaps occasionally months. They have never stopped or materially 
lessened the sale of liquor at any time in any such place. 

Governor Boies, of Iowa, in his inaugural address this year, said upon 
this question: 

If practical experiment was necessary to demonstrate the workings of this 
law, we have had it. Nostatute was ever supplied with better facilities for its 
enforcement or armed with more excessive penalties for its violation, consider- 


ing the nature of the acts prohibited; and yet with all its terrors, with eve 
branch of the State government in the hands of its friends, it has lain limp an 
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ent fact, known to every one who has taken the pains to in- 
form himself, that in 8 of our cities, containing as they do a large fraction 
of our population, the only effect of the law has been to relieve the traffic in 
these liquors from legal restraint of every kind, 

It is equally notorious that in the large cities of the State where the open sa- 
loon has been closed, a secret traffic sufficient to supply all the wants of the trade 
has immediately followed. 

It must be ap nt to unbiased minds that in these localities at least the use 
of intoxicating 5 * as n beverage has not been diminished by our prohibitory 
law, but instead thereof that it has been greatly increased, if want of legal re- 
straint of any kind will produce that effect. 


EFFECT AS TO CHARACTER OF SELLERS AND ON REVENUE. 


The statements made in two, three, and four of the propositions as 
to the character of the sellers under such legislation and the loss of 
revenue needs no elaboration. These results follow as a corollary, 
need no argument, and are understood by every one. 

THE SYSTEM BREEDS SPIES AND INFORMERS. 


One of the worst features of this class of legislation, or any like class 
that has to be enforced in any considerable portion of the State where 
it is against public sentiment, is that it has to offer inducements to 
spies and informers, and thus raises up a set of the most graceless scoun- 
drels and heartless wretches that can infest any community. 

It must have been with prophetic vision of Iowa prohibition that 
Lord Wrottesley, in Rationale of Government and Legislation, laid 
down the following as axioms in good government: 

First. Laws should never be passed which either can not be executed or of 
which the execution is so difficult that the tem on to neglect their observ- 
ance is likely to surmount the fear of the punishment, 

"Second. Laws should never be passed areata, ass which, in the opinion 
e beer nee proportion ofthe educated members of community, are in them- 
selves innocent. 7 

Third. I should not rally be passed wh: though good in th 
ssives, either oo much anticipate public proc eee hostile to the deliber- 
ately formed sentiments of a large majority of the population of any country. 

Fourth. No attempt should be made to reform the moral conduct of society 
by the enactment of positive law—that is, to make men good and by 
act of Parliament. 2 

That it may be understood how in Iowu this has worked I will say 
that our law provides for searches and destruction of liquor through 
the agency of justice courts, constables, ete., with fees to these and their 
assistants and to witnesses and jurors. -It provides for prosecutions for 
certain illegal sales of liquors, with fines, one-half of which goes to the 
*‘informer.’’ It provides for suit in equity to enjoin liquor-sellers and 
allows public officers or private individuals to so prosecute in the name 
of the State or any citizen, irresponsible dead-beat though hemay be 
and nsually is, and allows attorney fees in either event, and allows at- 
torney fees upon indictments for nuisance in liquor-selling, but with 
gracious irony refuses any such fees to all ordinary suitors, even in the 
most aggravated cases. It also allows attorney fees in prosecutions be- 
fore justice courts. 

The result of this is that grievous abuses exist under all of these 
forms of legalized robbery. As showing how it works as to the searchers 
I will quote from the article trom the Republican Des Moines Reg- 
ister before referred to, only adding that this paper would not over- 
draw anything to the injury of its pet scheme of prohibition. When 
it asserts anything against it or any of its machinery it is safe to say 
with Shakspeare, the ‘‘ offense is rank; it smells to heaven. It says: 

We print in another column this week some figures that will startle the people 
of this city and the whole State. A 

* * * A Register reporter has very carefully examined the official records 
and he finds that during the first six months of 1890 there has been taken from 
the treasury for the criminal costs of justices’ courts in this city alone the sum 
of over $30,000, Of this amount over $11,000 was paid to five justices; the re- 

, mainder went to their constables, witn: ,jurors.etc, This enormous expend- 

| iture was nearly all for the searching business, or such criminal business as 
incidentally grew out of it. The city has a police court where ordinary crim- 
inal cases are disposed of that do not come before the district court, so that the 
most of the costs of these justices’ courts was for alleged enforcement of the 
probibitory law. 

But if this great expense had resulted in soning ths places where liquor is 
sold, and in suppressing the illegal sale of liquor in this city, there are many 
people who would not feel that the cost was too great. Unfortunately that re- 
sult has not happened. The $30,000 expended on the justices’ courts has gone 
into the ets of the justices, co! and their favored gang of assist- 
hans without any honest attempt being made to stop permanently the sale of 

uor. 

> * * > * 


* 
Never before in the history of prohibition has this plunderin 
been so bold, so wanton, and so shameless as during the last six months. 
Think of £30,000 actually drawn from the treasury since January 1 by five justices’ 
courtsin this city! Why, the whole county expenses of Polk County forthe same 
time, including the sappan of three district courts in session at the same time, 
with all their civil and criminal expenses, was only twicethatsum. The crim- 
inal business, and that is practically the same as the searching business of these 
fustices’ courts in the city of Des Moines, costs one-third as much as the entire 
expenses of Polk County. At the present rate these justices and consta- 
bles will have drawn from the treasury at the close of the year $60,000, and still 
be unable to show a single place where they have stopped the illegal sale of 
or, 


Ve ask our prohibition friends if it is any wonder {hat men are becoming 
anti-prohibitionists when such outrages as are being daily committedi n 
the name of prohibition? Is it any help to prohibition or to tem nce to 
have « gang of constables to a liquor Joint and carry off one of beer, 
and ten minutes the dealer resume his business with what was un- 


effect. 


* 


ofthe treasury 


disturbed? Is the amount of liquor sold in violation of law decreasedin any 


amount by seizures of single bottles at a time, which are sold tothe 
h the justice’s court at seven and a quarter each? 

very much the temper of the citizens of Des Moines if 
disgraceful condition of things much to continue, 


appreciable 
State of Iowa thro 


te „* 


they will permit this 


As intimated, we have under this law different sets or classes of 
**blood-suckers,’’ the searching fiend with his satellites, the informer 
who gets half the fine, the public prosecutor whose conscience is quick- 
ened by the expectation of fees, and the private attorney who prose- 
cutes injunction cases for pure principle with the attorney fees as a 
mere incident, of course. 

The words common nuisance“ are entirely too mild to apply to 
any of these, not excepting the public prosecutor, who, as some do, 
make a business of this branch of prosecutions from mere mercenary 
motives, ; 

This article from the Des Moines Register gives a good idea of how 
one branch of this miserable business works, and, as it is to the point, 
from a friend to the system, and based on actual facts as distinct from 
mere theory, it can well be left where it is. It is not at all excep- 
tional, and hours could be taken in reciting the outrages that these 
3 have perpetrated upon the people, and they include even mur- 

er. 

All of these different classes have plied their business at the expense 
of the people and the tax-payer, even down to the small fry who have 
confined their operations to the justice courts, and brought in and been 
allowed by the counties their fees for prosecutions there. But I will 
speak in detail only of the private attorneys in the injunction cases. 
With perhaps a few honorable exceptions here and there, this business 
has been in the hands of the pettifogging and disreputable branch of the 
profession, and by them used asa blackmailing scheme. These suits 
are commenced generally in the name of some irresponsible dead-beat, 
execution-proof in case of accident, occasionally in that of some mis- 
guided individual who imagines he is doing the Lord’s service, but it 
is observable that he is always as short on finances as he is long on 
piety—a curious coincidence. 0 

Then the attorney begins to maneuver for fees, arrange for continu- 
ances for pay, and generally to delay, always for fees, and above all 
things not to kill the goose that lays the golden egg. No fable has to 
be written at his expense. The result of this is bleed, bleed, bleed, 
with no practical resultsto temperance or the enforcement of the law. A 
law that encourages such doings, offers such premiums to villainy, and 
actually in the eventide of the nineteenth century has to call in and 
use that most detestable of human creatures, the informer, for its at- 
tempted enforcement, is below condemnation, and every honest man 
ought to execrate, condemn, and disown it. 

It was founded in dishonesty and robbery, as shown in its treatment 
of the brewers and wine-growers as fully described in Governor Boies’s 
speech, and, like the fountain, can not rise higher than its source, and 
is to-day beneath the contempt of an honest, honorable, or decent man. 

PROHIBITION DOES NOT LESSEN CRIME, 

There is no one branch of this whole subject so misrepresented and so 
misunderstood as the relation of the use of intoxicating liquor to the 
commission of crime. The idea that most crime has its foundation in 
liquor has been for years so generally proclaimed from the house-tops, 
disseminated trom the pulpit, thundered from the press, enunciated 
from the rostrum, taught in the schools, and all accompanied with a 
hue and cry, that it has got to be very largely an accepted doctrine, and 
with very little investigation, thought, or ee ha EAA as to its truth, 
and with little denial, growing out of the fact that to do so was to bring 
one into disfavor. 

The facts are that outside of those crimes that have violence as a 
necessary ingredient liquor has an almost inappreciable effect, and the 
statistics that are made to show the contrary, which are the simple 
statements of convicted criminals in penal institutions, are entirely un- 
trustworthy and unreliable, and in no other matter in the world would 
be taken, accepted, or thought of, but here are swallowed without a 
grimace, These men are utterly unreliable on general principles. 
This story covers up their utter lack of moral quality, and lays to an 
outside cause what is due to their own inherent and internal deprav- 
ity, obliquity, and rascality, and offers a sort of solace to their pride, 
of which even the most depraved have some, even if it reaches expres- 
sion only in swagger. 

It gains them sympathy, assists in the earlier stages in lessening pun- 
ishment and later in escaping it, and so, upon the whole, is all gain 
with no possible loss to the criminal, and is a well known and gen- 
erally practiced expedient by the habitual criminal at least. It was 
my province to preside for nearly twelve years in the court having gen- 
eral criminal jurisdiction in a district containing four of the larger 
counties in population of Iowa, several of its larger cities, and each 
county lying on the Mississippi River, and this problem was an inter- 
esting one to me, and my observation led me to an entire change of 
view from the general one which I before held in common with the ma- 
jority. 

: 16 wis common for sympathetic people, especially women, to inter- 
cede for criminals, and almost invariably on the ground that they were 
natural saints and only esca; honorable tions in the world by 
reason of unfortunate drink habits that led them into the com- 
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mission of the crime, and that upon their reformation, which was now 
assured, they would lead honest lives. I soon discovered that this 
device was most generally practiced by the most hardened and habit- 
ual criminal, and it very natarally raised doubts and caused inquiry, 
and so far as my ability permitted I madea constant study of the prob- 
lem, and can say that outside of the class of crimes having violence as 
a necessary ingredient, even up to murder, I found it to be entirely for- 
eign to this sentiment and idea. 

I never saw one other case that I can now recall that had the use of in- 
toxicantsasacause. In other words, no one of the other crimesin which 
society is interested, and which it demands and requires protection 
against, such as larceny, burglary, robbery, forgery, embezzlement, 
perjury, seduction, adultery, rape, incest, counterfeiting, false pre- 
tenses, libel, etc., had any more connection with the use of intoxicants 
by the criminal than they did with his use of tea. 

The quite common idea to the contrary is not true, reasonable, or 
founded upon any reliable basis. 

That drankenness is a misfortune and a curse is true, and that the 
general sale of intoxicants is an evilis equally true, and it follows that 
the one should be prevented as far as possible and the other regulated, 
but it is no part of the question now under consideration for me to 
enter into any discussion of the details of these necessities or make 
suggestions as to the better remedy. 

The criminal statistics of the different sections of Iowa ‘‘a tale un- 
fold” upon this question, and I make the statement, without any fear 
of successful contradiction, that those portions of the State where 
prohibition is ignored are in a marked degree more thrifty and pros- 
perous and perceptibly less addicted to crime, outside of selling liquor, 
than the prohibitory portions of the State at all similarly situated. 

The county of Scott is perhaps the most marked for utter abhorrence 
to this law and absolute disregard for it in every way. It is one of the 
very largest counties, and contains one of the very largest cities, lies 
upon the Mississippi River, and has opposite to it on the river two of 
the prosperous cities of Illinois, and still for thrift, general prosperity, 
sobriety, and freedom from crime it stands out as a n- light in the 
sky. Its Banks have between seven and eight millions of dollars of 
deposits, made up of comparatively small amounts from the general 
body of its citizens, and crime of aserious nature isalmostan unknown 
quantity when compared with places generally of like density of popu- 
lation. Still liquor is, and always has been, sold openly and without 
restraint. 

Comparisons are odions, but Eastern Iowa, where a like condition of 
things exists to a greater or less degree, courts it, especially with those 
sections where prohibition is said to be enforced. 

I went to the Congressional Library to get the criminal reports for 
Iowa for the last few years to make a few comparisons between Scott 
and Polk Counties, they being representative of the different theories, 
both being large and having each a large city, probably averaging 
about equal in the last eight years, the county of Polk having, how- 
ever, the advantage of being inland. 

Scott County has entirely ignored the prohibitory law, and in Polk 
County it has been enforced so the prohibitionists say; and doubtless 
it has been as nearly so as is ve in so populous a place. Reports 
for 1884 and 1885 could not be found, but those for 1882, 1883, 1886, 
and 1887 were found, being the last received, and in these four years 
I find the following statistics as to the number of convicts sent to the 
penitentiary, excluding all others, in fairness to Polk County, as there 
are no liquor prosecutions in Scott County, and the other basis being fair 
and equal: 


* No report. 
+ With one year omitted from lack of report. 


t With all years reported. 


Further comment is not necessary. ; 

It is frequently claimed, and was here-when this matter was before 
under consideration, that because there has been a decrease of crime 
the entire credit of it was due to prohibition, It would be fully as 
sensible to lay it to the Johnstown Bood or the usual summer drought 
in Kansas or cyclone in Dakota. These people never investigate to see 
what the actual cause is. If it is prohibition it could be determined 
— accurately and satisfactorily by comparing different periods of 

me, different States with each other, and different portions of the 
same State together. i 

But this would be judgment and reason, articles that the Simon-Pure 
prohibitionist does not deal in and that the political prohibitionist 
submerges, There has been a marked decrease of crime through the 
country as well as a marked decrease in prohibition sentiment, as evi- 
denced in the elections of Tennessee, Texas, Iowa, New Hampshire, 


Massachusetts, Pennsyl etc., and were I to reason from prohibi- 
tion standpoints I would claim that one result followed the other as a 
cause, 

THE COURTS HAVE QUAILED BEFORE ITS INTOLERANCE. 

Intolerance and fanaticism are unfortunate in any community, but 
it is vastly more to be deplored to have the courts—that should be the 
protectors of the rights and liberties of the people, and that should 
stand asa wall and barrier against the assaults of the frenzy, flerceness, 
and delirium of those that seek to ingulf them in times of excitement— 
cowed and become subservient tools of the mob. But we have had just 
this spectacle in Iowa, to its shame be it said. 

A few years ago the supreme court of Iowa declared invalid and 
not adopted a prohibitory amendment to the constitution that had re- 
ceived a majority of a very light vote cast, and this element went crazy 
and threats were made in its press, pulpit, gatherings, and on 
street corner, that the members of thecourt ing the decisions should 
be defeated, and the decision thus changed. the first one to come 
before the people thereafter was Judge Day, an eminent jurist, a man 
of the highest character, erudition, and probity, that had added luster 
to the bench and credit to the State, but he was ignominiously defeated 
for renomination in the convention of the party of moral ideas 
and relegated to private life, where he stands in public estimation tow- 
ering like a majestic oak over underbrush as compared with those that 
hounded him to his official death. 

From that day the court recognized the handwriting on the wall 
and was seized with nervous prostration, went into collapse, and has 
never offended this element since or made a decision eee ace the 
enforcement of the prohibitory law that had even a ring of independent 
manhood or regard for the liberties or the constitutional or legal rights 
of the people. The only relief has been where a Federal question be- 
came involved when they have been promptly reversed by the Supreme 
Court of the United States, 

These decisions have taken all forms, from the dangerous denial of 
fandamental and constitutional rights down to absurdities about 
worthy of moot courts in country colleges. It was found that juries 
had some sense and occasionally the courage of their convictions, and 
would once in awhile refuse to convict without evidence, and so they 
had to be gotten rid ot; and with commendable ingenuity a law was 
passed to enjoin men in criminal cases by equitable proceedings, issu- 
ing temporary injunctions without notice, and even making them 
petual when upon notice of the temporary p the defendant 
abandoned the business, so that fees therefor could be given to at- 
torneys, officers, etc.; and then, in ordinary cases, in effect, would try 
him for the statutory crime before the court alone by contempt 
ceedings for violation of the injunction, and punish him both by 
imprisonment, and practical confiscation of his property. 

These proceedings have been held valid by this court, notwithstand- 
ing Iowa has in its constitution the provision that ‘‘ the right of trial 
by jury shall remain inviolate,” and in the same section that ‘‘no 
person shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property without due proc- 
ess Of law.“ The constitution of the State, having in view the generally 
recognized fear of giving much jurisdiction to inferior courts, provides 
that justices of the peace shall only have jurisdiction in civil cases to the 
extent of $100, or by consent of parties $300, and in criminal cases to of- 
fenses where the punishment does not exceed a fine of $100 or im 
onment for thirty days, clearly, plainly, and unmistakably inten: | 
that in no case should they have jurisdiction above these amounts. 
still this court has held that there is no limit to their jurisdiction in 
seizure and destruction cases under this law, and they have 5 
by these proceedings seized and destroyed thousands of dollars’ wo 
of liquors that were claimed to be held for legal pu: and it has 
been a common 9 N to try to destroy the liquors before the inter- 
ested parties could get ap bonds; and to e this provision more 
intolerable it is provided that replevin shall not lie, but that it must 
be tried out before this inferior court that has no just jurisdiction. 

The code of Iowa provides that the distinction between accessories 
and principals is abrogated, and that all persons concerned in the com- 
mission of an offense, whether they directly commit the act or aid and 
abet its commission, are equally guilty, and this court, rising to the 
emergency and to facilitate conviction of sellers of liquors, and, as in 
most cases, without any regard to law, legal principles, or the statutes 
of the State, held that a man who induced another to sell him liquor, 
paid him for it, and did, of his own volition, that without which 
could be no offense, was as spotless as the driven snow, and in no wise 
connected with the very crime which he aided, abetted, counseled; 
paid for, and made possible. 

It has also held that manufacture for export ont of the State is 


illegal. 

It has held that the courts can fix the attorney fee without any evi- 
dence and according to their own sweet wills. 

Tt has held that the smallest amount of alcohol in a beverage, no 
matter what its effect would be on ordinary men, makes it amenable 
to the law, notwithstanding the language of the statute is“ intoxi- 


cating” liquor. 


was equal to the occasion. 
If some traveler on a Mississippi steamboat should empty the dregs 
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This was another case of emergency where the court 


8228 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


AUGUST 6, 


of his flask in the river the water-works of the cities below would be 
in danger of confiscation in the jurisdiction of this court, 

It has held property-owners liable for sales on their premises with 
knowledge but without consent. So that ifa man should look out his 
back window some morning and see some one selling liquor in his yard 
and thus know it, he is a candidate for the county jail, and I suppose 
ought to go there. 

Pharmacists can sell for medicinal purposes under permits issued for 
that purpose, and still this wise court holds that if any one is seen 
taking a dose of liquor in the drug store of a man holding a permit, 
and the man is prosecuted, that the presumption of the law is against 
him, and that he has got affirmatively to show his innocence; that the 
patient had the belly-ache, I presume. 

Tt has also held that where such a permit had just expired and the 
holder had forgotten the fact, and thus administered to the wants of 
some sick man, that he was amenable to the pains and penalties of this 
infamous law, and that the honesty of his belief and the utter absence 
of any thought or desire cf violating the law in no wise excused him; 
it probably aggravated the offense. - 

This court hassustained the allowance of attorney fees in these cases 
where the suits were commenced before the law allowing attorney fees 


was 3 

It held that the burden is on the defendant to show that liquor 
is not intoxicating. 

It has held that where a man was seen drinking on the premises of 
another man, and that other man was prosecuted therefor, that the pre- 
sumption was that he was guilty. 

It has held that contracts made in another State for the sale of liquor, 
valid where made, could not be enforced in Iowa if the seller knew 
that the liquors were to be brought into Iowa for illegal use there. 

There has, perhaps, been no more corruption or abuse under any of 
the provisions of this law than that which allows the ‘‘cousins, the 
sisters, and the aunts of a purchaser to sue the seller for civil damages. 
This court has held under this that the showing that the purchaser had 
been an habitual drunkard for twenty years did not even mitigate dam- 
ages and could not be shown. 

This law allows prosecutions for selling liquor and prosecutions for 
nuisance in keeping the place for the sale, and this court has held that 
an acquittal for selling is no bur to a prosecution for nuisance in keeping 
the place where the very sales were said to have been made. 

It has been held by this court that in a criminal prosecution for 
nuisance, upon conviction a decree in equity can be entered providing 
for the destruction of the property, closing up the building, making 
the attorney fee a lien, and such provisions of an equitable character. 

These are just a few of the gems taken at random from the last few 
volumes of the reports of that court. They would make any of the 

t jurists of the past turn in their graves and those of the present 
3 as to the degeneracy of the times. 

All ideas of the correct administration of criminal law have been 
ruthlessly set aside and all the safeguards found necessary in the expe- 
rience of the ages for the protection of those charged with offenses have 

been abrograted that fanaticism might triumph. 

The very fact that these things are necessary to the enforcement of 
this law is sufficient condemnation of it. 
CONCLUSIONS, 

I have gone quite fully into these matters in Iowa, and for the rea- 
sons stated, and as showing the ground of my protest against the fast- 
ening of any such law accompanied by such workings on the people of 
that State without their first having an opportunity to express their de- 
sires in the premises, and especially as they have clearly indicated that 
they do not now want either the law or its effects. 

I again say that I recognize the evils of intemperance and ama full 
believerin the necessity of a proper regulation of the traffic in liquors, 
but these matters not now being under consideration, it is not necessary, 
or even proper, to discuss the questions here, 

THE SUMPTUARY CHARACTER OF e LEGISLATION is FULLY CON- 
zi D. 

As showing beyond any doubt that my conclusions before stated, that 
the intent, purpose, and object of this law is towards paternalism and 
the most offensive form of sumptuary legislation, and that the idea 
advanced that success in this particular line or class of legislation 
would not satisfy its friends, but that they would seek fresh conquests, 
I will quote a few sentences and phs from the speech of my col- 
league, Judge REED, who represented the Republican majority and 
presented this conference report, and in which presentation he took a 
more advanced and dangerous stand for paternalism in government and 
in favor of sumptuary legislation than I have heard or heard of by any 
legislator in modern times, and all of which met the approval of his 
2 e Te that r in nite 15 nerd report. a 

8 ing of a law pun g public drunkenn an e right 
of the Bears thereon, he paid: z SA 


If it can not preyent the evil to society for which the law of Alabama was 
enacted by punishing the offender or by closing the places where intoxicating 
liquors are sold him, it may enter his domicile and seize the liquors he 
there keeps and on which he becomes intoxicated. 


* * * 
If the State may arrest a man and punish him for offense against decency for 


the purpose of preventing the repetition of his drunkenness 
may close every public ki in the State him, I do not know 
of any principle that prohibits it from going into dwelling-place and seiz- 
ing the liquors that he has imported from abroad if that becomes necessary for 
the 8 of accomplishing that result. Now, that is one case, I will state 
another, 

The State has the undoubted right to require of all its citizens the perform- 
ance of certain public duties; and growing out of that right, as I contend, isthe 
further right to restrict the individual in the matter of his habits, if that be nec- 
essary, for the purpose of securing to it the best services of the individual in 
time of public danger. 

In times of invasion or Ponlo disturbance nobody will doubt the right of the 
State to demand the services of every able-bodied man within its jurisdiction 
for the purposes of repelling the invasion or of maintaining the public peace. 
It has the right to demand military service from every citizen who is able to ren- 
der such service. Now, if in such an emergency a man who owes this duty to 
the State, and is able to perform it, enters upon a course of conduct that is cal- 
culated and intended to destroy his power to render that duty, I think no man 
will doubt the power of the State to put its hand upon him and to restrain him, 


I will state another case in which I claim the State has this power, and it is es- 
sential to its very existence that it should have it, and on occasion exercise it. 
Every manjowes the duty—first, it is a natural duty, and second, it is a duty to 
society—to maintain and educate his family. No man will doubt or deny that 
propa tion. Butsuppose aman by his habits, by hiscourse of conduct, destroys 

is ability to perform that duty, has entered upon a course of conduct the iney- 
itable result of which is to destroy his ability to su his family; will it be 
doubted by anybody that the State may lay its hand upon him and restrain him 
in the matter of his habits? This power is essential, I say, to the preservation 
ofthe State. 


in pablo; if it 
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Mr. SPRIXGER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? DoI 
understand you to say that if this Senate bil! passes, under the laws of Iowa 
the authorities of that State will have the right to go into the private cellar of 
any gentleman and take from him liquors that he stored for his own use, 
and confiscate them, under the law of that State, if those liquors have been re- 
ceived from a foreign State and are in the original backapesr 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, my proposition is this: That if by the use 
of intoxicating liquors that I have acquired in any way, which I have in my 
house, Iam destroying my ability to perform the duties that I owe to the State 
and the nation and to my family, duties that the State has the right to require 
of me, it has the right to enter my house just as it has the right to punish me, 
ire as it has the right to close every drinking place in thecommunity in which 

ve. 

Mr, SprixGer. But who is to decide that you are not rer. of taking care 
of yourself and ought not to be allowed to control yourself? 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. The State is quite as competent to decide that question as 
is this Congress. 


When such doctrines as these, inimical to all ideas of freedom and 
free government, can be advanced in the Congress of the United States 
by a member having in charge yf important measure tending in that 
direction, and they there rece/fe the approval of the Republican party 
having a majority in that bogly, it looks as if we were drifting towards 
dangerous shores where fre¢ government will strand, and it behooves 
all patriots and friends of our form of government torecognize the dan- 
ger to our institutions, aud to throttle and strangle such encroach- 
ments upon our libies while we have freedom and power and before 
it is too late. 


THE REPUBLICAN PARTY IS A MENACE TO THE COUNTRY. 


The rapid strides of the Republican party towards dangerous doc- 
trines like protection, which robs the poor for the benefit of the rich; 
like the force bill, intended to perpetuate its power through the bay- 
onet; like the original-package legislation, which is the entering wedge 
of prohibitory and sumptuary control of the people, and like the de- 
nial to the representatives of the people of the right to consider, de- 
liberate upon, and discuss important measures pending in Congress, 
and thus give information to the people about them, makes it an ab- 
solute menace to the perpetuity of our institutions and form of gov- 
ernment and makes the demand on all good citizens imperative to rise 
in their might and drive it from power. 

Mr.OATES. Iyield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE]. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, a temporary majority of the peo- 
ple of Iowa have gone so far in legislation to restrain the liquor traffic 
as not only to oppress the citizens of that State and destroy valuable 
property rights therein, but also to take away the constitutional rights 
of citizens ot the rest of this Union. It was, perhaps, not their in- 
tention to violate the Constitution. They took this step unwittingly. 
Their legislation came in contact with the Federal courts, and fell. 
Hence this bill here now. This is not a question of policy or morals 
or religion. It is a question of legal rights—a question of constitu- 
tional rights. 

Mr. Speaker, some of the friends of this measure have with vivid 
and picturesque language depicted the great evils that have arisen from 
the decision of the Suprenre Court in the case of Leisy vs. Hardin. 
The evils claimed to have resulted from that decision are in the main 
imaginary. ‘They are not the legitimate results of the application of 
the long-recognized law of the land. Many excellent citizens deeply 
interested in the promotion of the canse of temperance are somewhat 
exercised over the present situation in some of the States, apparently 
arising from the decision of the Supreme Court. 

A careful survey of the situation does not justify the censure that 
has been sought to be cast upon the court. There is no need for the 
alarm that has been stirred up, chiefly for political effect. The decis- 
ion does not go to the extent of licensing the abuses of the liquor traffic, 
of which there is most complaint. It does not sanction or legalize the 
keeping of disorderly houses. It gives no warrant for sales of liquor 
to minors or to habitual drunkards. It does not authorize the sale of 
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intoxicating liquors upon Sunday nor within certain limits, where such 
things are against State laws or municipal ordinances. 

It does not invest the evasions of wholesome regulations of the 
liquor traffic as prevail in many of the States with any such legality 
as is claimed by the zealous champions of prohibition. They may be- 
lieve that such results will follow, but their unwillingness to permit 
discussion of this bill at this time, and of all these questions pertinent 
to it, might indicate that they had little confidence in the correctness 
of their views. 

But, Mr. Speaker, we are informed that in some States subterfuges 
have been resorted to under the cover of this decision which virtually 
annul the State laws upon the liquor traffic. Without seeking to cor- 
rect such abuses as have thus sprang up, either by testing their valid- 
ity in the Federal courts or by State legislation, the representatives of 
such States have formulated the plan of passing this measure through 
Congress. I do not believe there is any necessity for it, while ear- 
nestly favoring all reasonable regulations by State enactment to sup- 
press the evils of the traffic. 

It is only by reasonable restrictions that good can be accomplished 
in this matter, Theamendment of the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
ApDAMs] is in the proper direction in which Congress might interfere 
under the interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution. This bill, 
stripped of verbiage, may be thus expressed in terms: ‘‘ Intoxicat- 
ing liquors transported into any State shall, upon arrival therein, 
be subject to the laws of such State. It is proposed under clause 
3 of section 8 of Article I of the Constitution, which gives among 
the enumerated powers of Congress, To regulate commerce with for- 
eign nations and among the several States, and with the Indian tribes.” 

The bill, if constitutional, will authorize any State to prohibit in- 
terstate commerce in all fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating 
liquors in or through its borders. The moment any consignment of 
these articles of commerce shall arrive within the State, whether in- 
tended ‘‘for use, consumption, sale, or storage therein,’’ or simply for 
transportation through its territory from one State to another, it could 
be seized and destroyed if the State has ‘‘so enacted in the exercise of 
its police powers. The property of a citizen of Ohio or Illinois on 
its way along the arteries of trade and destined to Nebraska or further 
west could thus be confiscated and destroyed in the State of Iowa. 

Was any such power lodged in Congress by the States when they 
yielded up to the Federal Government the power to regulate such 
commerce, not to prohibit, not to destroy? Such a concession was 
never dreamed of by the fathers when they adopted the Constitution, 
As was well said by the gentleman from Illinois in his excellent mi- 
nority report: 

The national poney of the United States in regard to commerce among the 
States is, first, t no unnecessary restriction shali be laid upon it; and, sec- 
ondly, that when any restriction is found to be necessary it shall be imposed, 
not by a State Legislature, but by Congress, and shall express, not the local 
policy of a State, but the general policy of the people of the United States. 

The power to regulate commerce with foreign nations and among 
the several States, intrusted by the Constitution to the Congress of the 

United States for the purpose of securing a uniform system of com- 
mercial regulation, is one of the corner-stones of the Union. 

Neither theStates nor the people ever contemplated placing such power 
of destruction in the hands of the Federal Government. But suppose 
that it did reside in the Congress by any implication or far-fetched 
construction, where is the authority or right to yield it back toa State? 
Could the Congress yield back to the States the power ‘‘to estab- 
lish post-offices and post-roads ?° Could the Congress permit any 
State to compel vessels bound toor from another to enter or clear atits 
ports? 

Under section 10, clause 2, Article I, certain powers are mentioned, 
powers relating to commerce, which may be exercised by the States 
with the consent of Congress. The clause reads: 

No State shall, without-the consent of the Congress, lay any imposts or duties 
on imports or exports, except what may be absolutely necessary for executing 
its inspection laws, eto. 

Here the consenting of the Congress to the action of States within 
the purview of the clause isevident. No one would question it. But 
does not the fact of its clear expression in this instance preclude abso- 
lutely the idea that exists in the other? 

No, Mr. Speaker, the Constitution does not provide for such conces- 

sions to the States as this bill makes. If our friends upon the other 
side wish to establish the national authority for such prohibition, as 
they indirectly seem to seek, let them first proceed to amend the Con- 
stitution in the way laid down therein. Do it directly. Let it not be 
done in a manner certainly of questionable constitutionality; let it not 
be done in such a way as to make chaos come again in the commercial 
relations between the people of the different States of this Union. 
_ Mr. OATES. I wish to state that in the event this conference re- 
port should be voted down, I have several alternative propositions to 
suggest, one of which is on the narrow basis of applying this pro- 
posed law only to liquors, and isas follows: 


That whenever any fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating liquors or 
liquids are imported or brought into any State or Territory from any other 
State, Territory, the District of Columbia, or a foreign nation, and there held 
or offered for sale to any: person within such State or Territory, the same shall 
be subject to the laws of such State or Territory. 


A MEMBER. How does that differ from the conference report? 

Mr. OATES. There is a good deal of difference; there is nothing 
sumptuary at all about this. 

Another proposition on which I would be glad to try the sense of 
the House is that— 

It shall not be lawful to import, ship, or take any intoxicating liquors into 
any State or Territory for sale therein contrary to the laws thereof, 

And giving the United States circuit and district courts authority 
to enforce this legislation. 

Now, of course, if the conference report is voted down a farther con- 
ference will be ordered, and that conference will be subject to instruc- 
tions by the House. They can offer a substitute, under the rules, for 
both the Senate and House propositions. The only desire I have, Mr. 
Speaker, in the matter is that we may get proper legislation, such as 
will meet the demands of the country. 

Now, in respect to the article of illuminating oils, as an illustration. 
It will be seen in the reports sent here from the board of healtlf of the 
State of Iowa that inferior classes of illuminating oils can go in there 
and be used in that State when they are sold in original packages, 
that being the only restriction. 

Under the provisions of the Senate bill they can not be excluded. So 
also in regard to foreign goods which enter our ports where they pay 
duty. If they are taken in the original packages, they may be sent 
throughout the State, to any part of the State, where stores may be 


erected for their sale and these goods sold in the original packages 


in defiance of the State laws as to taxation, the only requirement being 
that the package shall not be broken. 

i say to you, gentlemen, if you pass this bill you will not escape the 
demands of the country even until the meeting of the next session of 
pe dae Delors you will have appeals and demands for an enlargement 
of the law. 

Why not doit now? Why is not this House and the other capable 
of framing a law capable of using such language as will meet any 
and all demands of the country, not only in regard to the single article 
of intoxicating liquors, but in regard to everything else where the same 
principle prevails? Why not do this, so that we may have a sound, 
broad, and just basis for our legislation? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. I now yield the remainder of the time belong- 
ing to me to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. THOMPSON]. s 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized for two minutes. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, the proposition of the Senate bill 
is to restore to the States a right taken from them by the recent decis- 
ion of the Supreme Court; a right which they had and exercised before 
and since the adoption of the Constitution. It does nothing more. It 
simply restores to them the right to deal with this question of intox- 
icating liquors, a right which they have heretofore enforced unre- 
strictedly. 

Both Houses agree—both the Senate and the House—that the con- 


dition in which this traffic is left by the decision of the Supreme Court 


calls for a remedy, and we have agreed upon the remedy. We agree 
that this bill will restore to the States all of the rights of which they 
haye been robbed by the decision of the Supreme Court; and the only 
complaint made here to-day is that we do not go far enough; that we 
do not go on and deal with everything else which may come wi 
the principle of that decision. 8 

Now, Mr. 8 I say to you, deal with the other questions as 
they arise. hen public sentiment has been aroused with reference 
to some other article of commerce and there is a reasonable demand 
for restriction, such as we have placed around the traffic in intoxicat- 
ing liquors by this bill, Congress will deal with it, and it will then be 
time enough to consider it. It will not, in my judgment, be wise to 
enter into what is necessarily an unknown field of legislation at this 
time. The question is before the House and before the people of the 
country. It is understood by Congress and by the people, and this 
legislation is in response to an aroused public sentiment on the subject. 

If we undertake to go beyond it and deal, as the House amendment 
proposes to deal, with everything that might come within the principle 
of the decision of the Supreme Court, it simply means the enactment of 
no legislation during this session of Congress; and I submit to the House 
that it is but reasonable to ask that this bill shall prevail, because it 
has the support of both this body and the other, and, as I have said, the 
only complaint heard to day is that we do not go far enough. 

Under the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, in- 
toxicating liquors as an article of commerce would have the protection of 
the commercial clause of the Constitution until carried into the State 
of its destination and there disposed of by sale. The provision of this 
bill is that upon its arrival in the State it shall become subject to the 
laws of the State, thus restoring the former status of the State power 
to deal with it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] : 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr.Speaker, the majority of the House conferees 
have brought in a report which adopts the Senate bill without any al- 
teration. Itis surprising that after the expression of the sentiments 
of the House in favor of its own proposition the conference committee 
appointed have so readily yielded to the Senate in this matter. It 
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certainly seems that an honest attempt to carry out the wishes of the 
House was not made by the conferees appointed. This suspicion is 
fully justified by the fact that when the matter was before the House 
for its consideration some members of the Judiciary Committee were 
using their influence to defeat the measure which they themselves had 
reported. 

1 that this legislation is of the most dangerous character, 
resulting in no benefit to the communities it is sought to relieve and 
infringing on the personal liberty ot the individual. It is a declara- 
tion by Congress thatit will help to enforce all laws, no matter how sump- 
tuary in their nature, which the different State Legislatures may pass. 
Although every member is lett free to vote according to his own judg- 
ment and this measure can not be considered a party question, I fear 
that if it becomes a law it will be claimed that the Republican party 
must take the responsibility for its enactment. 

I have stated, when speaking on this subject before, that I was in 
favor of giving to each State the full police regulation concerning the 
sale of intoxicating liquors. Under this proposed law, however, the 
individual citizen of any State might be deprived of the use of wine, 
or beer, or other liquors, and his property in the course of transmission 
from another State confiscated. I am, and have always been, a pro- 
nounced opponent of all prohibition legislation. You can not cure the 
evils of intemperance or make men better by legislative enactment. 
The best thought of the country has always spoken out against this 


kind of legislation. 
I desire to read an extract from an argument made before the joint 
special committee of the general court of Massachusetts, on the rs 


of Prohibition by the late Governor John A. Andrew, a man of ac- 
knowledged purity of thought and action, who during the late war 
achieved a fame as the war governor of Massachusetts throughout the 
entire land, and whose name will always live in the memory of patriotic 
citizens: 


T aver that a statute of prohibition, aiming to banish from the table of an 
American citizen by pains and penalties an article of diet, which a large body 
of the people believe to be legitimate, which the law does not even pretend to 
exclhde from the category of commercial articles, which in every nation and 
in some form in all history has held its place among the necessities or the lux- 
uries of society, is absurdly weak, or else it is fatal to any liberty. Whenever 
it will cease to be absurdly weak, society, by the operation of moral causes, 
will have reached a point where it will have me useless, or else it will be 
fatal to any liberty, since, if not useless, but operated and fulfilled by legal 
force, its execution will be perpetrated upon a body of subjects in whose abject 
characters there will be combined the essential qualities which are needful to 
cowardice and servility. a 

Do you tell me that no 3 into which alcohol enters, used in cooking 
or placed upon the table, fitly belongs to the catalogue of foods? 

I answer: That is a question of science which neither governor nor legisla- 
ture has any lawful capacity to solve for the people. 

Do you tell me, then, that whether the catalogue be expurgated or not, all 
such food is unwholesome and unfit to be safely taken? 

I answer: That is a question of dietetics, and it is for the profession of medi- 
cine There is, in principle, no odds between proscribing an article of diet 
and prescribing a dose of physic by authority of law, The next step will be to 
provide for the taking of calomel, antimony, and epsom salts by act of the 

eral court. 


Do you tell me, however, that all such beverages in their most innocent use 
involve a certain danger; that bly any one may, bly many, and cer- 
tainly some, will abuse it, and thus abuse themselves; and by consequence that 
22 sa * of prudence, and therefore of duty, ought to abstain from 
and reject 

I answer: That is a question of morals, for the answer to which we must re- 
Sort to the Bible, or to the church, or to the teachings of moral philosophy. 
The right to answer it at all, or to pretend to any opinion upon it binding the 
citizen, has never been committed by the people in any free government on 
earth, to the decision of the secular power. If the state can pass between the 
citizen and his church, his Bible, his conscience, and God, upon questions of his 
own mal habits, and decide what he shall do, on merely moral grounds, 
then it has authority to invade the domain of thought as well as of private life, 
and prescribe bounds to freedom of conscience. There is no barrier in princi- 
ple where the government must stop, short of the establishment of a state 
church, prescri by law and maintained by persecution. 

Do you tell me that the using of wine or beer as a beverage, however 88 
ately, is of dangerous tendency by reason of its example? Do vou insist that 
pipan morg use of it by one man may be pleaded by another as the occasion 
and apology fori ts abuse? 

I answer’ That if the Government restrains the one man of his own just, 
national liberty to regulate his private conduct and affairs, in matters innocent 
in themselves, wherein he offends not against peace, public decorum, good 
order, nor the personal rights of any, then the Government both usurps un- 
delegated powers, and assumes to poyer one man in advance for the possible 
fanit of another. The argument that, because one man may offend, another 
must be restrained is the lowest foundation of tyranny, the corner-stone of des- 
ee. a, is never denied to the people anywhere, on the ground that 

iberty is denied to be good or right in itself. The universal pretext of every 
vane (9g Pre — liberty is dangerous to society—that is, that the people are 
unfit to enjoy it. 

Do you tell me that these arguments have a tendency indirectly to encourage 
and defend useless and harmful drinking, and that silence would have been 
better, for the sake of a great and holy cause? 

Tanswer: That He who governsthe universe and created the nature of man, 
who made freedom a neceasity of his development and the capacity to choose 
between good and evil the crowning dignity of his reason, knew better than to 
trust it to theexpedients of political society. Thegreatand holy cause of eman- 
cipation from vice and moral bon is moral and not political. 

t used to be thought right to burn a man’s body for the salvation of his soul. 
It used to be thought that to suppress heresy and false teachers deceiving the 
people, was mercy to the heretic and the false teachers themselves, while it 
protected the people against perversion and spiritual ruin. The motive was 
not bad, but the philosophy was fatal. The better the motive, the sincerer the 
man, the more ms was the policy. So, now, if dishonest and despotic 
men alone, from love of power and not of human welfare, should appeal to 
this machinery to work men's wills their moral renovation, the plan 
would lose more than half its danger. But the bad precedents good men estab- 


; 


doctrine, and defiant at heart. 

In the same argument, giving the views ot John Quincy Adams, he 
Says: 

In the words of John Quincy Adams, whose austere virtue and 
made him for years the representative statesman of New England, 9 
ee ng the temperance society of Norfolk County, five and twenty years 

“ Forget not, I pray you, the rights of personal freedom. * è e Self. 
ernment is the Sandationor all our political and social institutions, and it is 
by self-government alone that the law of temperance can be enforced. * * * 
Seek not to enforce upon your brother by legislative enactment that virtue 
eg he can s only by the dictate of his own conscience and the energy 

own will.” 


Before I close I would like to read from this argument, which was 
considered one of the ablest Governor Andrew delivered, and which 
probably resulted in the abolition of the prohibition laws of Massa- 
chusetts, the views of Lord Wrottesly, and also those of Rey. Dr. 
Leonard Withington: 

One of the latest and best expositions of the rationale of government and leg- 
islation is found in à recent volume bearing the title, by Lord Wrottesly, 
which, without pretension to novelty of reasoning (which would perha) k 
demerit), he has presented the results arrived at by the best modern 
the philosophy of government. 

The following T leanann so clearly express the conclusions of reasons and 
— bara that lam prepared to adopt and to proclaim them as the voice of 

“First, Laws should never be passed which either can not be executed or of 
which the execution is so difficult that the temptation to neglect their observance 
is likely to surmount the fear of the punishment. 

“Second. Laws should never be passed 8 acta Which, in the opinion 
of a large proportion of the educated members of the community, are in them 
Third. Law: hould not U be passed which, though good in th 

„ Laws should not generally which, tho em- 
selves, either too much antici publie opinion or are hostile to the deliber- 
wey formed sentiments of a majority of the population of any country. 

Fourth. No attempt should be made to reform the moral conduct of society 
by the enactments of positive law; that is, to make men good and virtuous by 
net of Parliament," 

The venerable and reverend Dr. Leonard Withington, in the dawn of this at- 
tempt at enforced conformity, sounded the note of remonstrance with prophetic 


om: 
I desire to bear my solemn testimony and to say that though I have seen 
frequent attempts, I never knew any good to come from such h n. I 
have seen men exasperated by it, but never reformed, So it has ever been, and 


so it ever will be, until nature itself is changed. I was in Connecticut when st- 


tempts were made to enforce the observance of the Sabbath 
h power, passion, haughtiness, indignation, force, 

mands, threats, cursing; but I saw no promotion of meekness among christians 
or repentance among sinners. The contest was long and the fruits were bitter.“ 

Mr. Speaker, I am satisfied that the adoption of this conference re- 
port will be looked upon by-many good citizens residing in States where 
prohibition exists, but who are opposed to it, as an infringement on 
their personal liberty. Questions of similar nature have been repeatedly 
before the people of my State, and their verdict has always been against 
the enactment of sumptuary laws. If any legislation is necessary let 
the conferees be instructed by this House again to meet and to submit 
a measure for consideration, which, while it gives to the States the full 
police control over the sale of intoxicants, does not infringe on the per- 
sonal liberty of the individual, nor uphold nor assist in entorcing sump- 
tuary laws. Let our action be one of deliberation and not that influ- 
enced by this temporary and fanatical craze which has sprung up in a 
few sections of the country. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, this measure is urgently needed to stop 
the new and growing evil of original-package saloons, and I will only 
delay the House a moment to utter my joy that after such long delays 
and discussion we are so close tothe end. The vote now to be taken 
will restore to the people self-government, and the power by their own 
State laws and home rule to protect their homes from the liquor traffic 
and all the misery it entails. 

There has been a frightful activity for evil since the recent decision of 
the Supreme Court that liquor coming from another State was com- 
merce between the States, and, so long as it was in the original pack- 
ages, could be sold in defiance of local laws. Therum-sellers, coming 
in from other States, have alighted from the trains as locusts and grass- 
hoppers descend upon the doomed farmers’ fields, to blight and waste. 
Quiet villages, where boys had grown up without seeing a saloon, are 
noisy with the brawls of dranken men, made drunk by thesale of pint 

which the people are powerless to prevent, an that the people 
could do was to appeal to Co: ;and we have had petitions and 
memorials from all parts of the country, imploring, demanding, urg- 
ing us to pass a bill declaring that this traffic, now in unbridled activity, 
shall be put back under local laws, prohibition, license, or whatever 
else the people of the State may enact. 

The Supreme Court itself, in pronouncing the decision that this 
traffic was interstate commerce, and as such completely under the au- 
thority of Congress, invited and suggested legislation by Congress 
which would give to the police powers of the State authority to con- 
trol it, and, wherever the people so desired, to uproot it utterly. This 
short bill of eight lines will do it; and I hope to see it through 
both Houses and signed by the President before this week is out. 

It was because of the urgency—because time was so important that 


a 
on 


law. I saw 
com- 


> 
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I voted two weeks ago for this Senate bill in preference to the House 
substitute, for if passed then by the House it would at once have be- 
come a law. The House substitute bill, which covered many other ar- 
ticles than liquor, such as adulterated 5 was a meritorious 


measure, and when it had been substituted by the House for the Sen- 
ate bill I voted for its passage. But it was easy to foresee the delay 
between the two Houses that would ensue and the probability that 
the Senate would not agree to it, as so many Senators had expressed 
objections to it and their doubts as to the constitutionality of the 
broader measure. So it has turned out. After a week of conference 
with the Senate our conferees haye come back to us with the Senate 
bill. It does not do all things, but it does one great thing, far the 
greatest among all proposed, and does it thoroughly, I would have 
been glad to have more, to have had a broader measure, but now 
heartily vote for this bill, sure that it will check a dreadful evil, that 
it will do no harm and will do incalculable 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I can not vote for 
this conference report, because it proposes to carry legislation further 
than I believe legislation ought ever to go. 

When this matter was first acted on in this body I voted for the 
House substitute, as establishing a correct and proper boundary be- 
tween the general commerce powers granted to Congress and the police 

wers reserved to the States. That substitute recognized in each 

tate full power and authority within its own limits to regulate the 
traffic in any articles of commerce—including, of course, intoxicating 
liquors—whenever such articles become mingled with the general 
property within the State. 

This, in my judgment, exhausts the police powers of the State, and 
goes as far as the State has, under our theory of government, the right 
to go. Whenever the State assumes to proceed beyond regulation 
of traffic, and attempts to control the use and consumption of an ar- 
ticle, it invades the home and that reserved domain of individual free- 
dom which it is a leading object of government to protect from all in- 
trusion not demanded by the safety of society itself. I would not 
recognize the existence of such unlimited power, much less intrust it 
to any government, whether State or national. 

I am confirmed in these views as to this conference report by the line 
of argument pursued by the able jurist, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Rexp], for, despite his disclaimer of belief in paternalism, the reason- 
ing and the illustrations which he has used in sustaining this report 
seem to me to be paternalism and high government in a very extreme 
and dangerous measure. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Speaker, I regret that the conference upon 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses has resulted in the abandon- 
ment of the House substitute, and in a recommendation that the Sen- 
ate bill be The House measure was fully protective against 
the illicit sale of intoxicating liquors and did not discriminate against 
any article of commerce. It was as broad and far-reaching as the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court which made the legislation necessary. 
The Senate bill, however, selects intoxicating liquors as the only arti- 


cle of commerce calling for legislative action, whereas in the course of | And 


the debate when the bill was before the House it was very clearl 
demonstrated that there were other articles of commerce over whi 
the States should have control as well as intoxicating liquors. 

But unwise and temporizing as I deem the Senate bill to be, I could 
pee it my support if it were not for the provision that requires me, 

y voting for the bill, to approve the doctrine that a State has the right 
by legislation to enter the homes of its citizens and confiscate or destroy 
the property of which, in the exercise of their personal rights, they have 
become . Whilst it is absolutely essential to the order 
of society that the traffic in intoxicants should be controlled, or if 
deemed necessary entirely forbidden, Iam not bey A my vote to 
give the sanction of an act of Congress to a principle that violates the 
sanctity of the private house and overturns and tramples upon the per- 
sonal ae Be the citizen. Yet this is precisely what the Senate bill 
proposes. e language of the bill is, that— 

All fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating liquors or Nquids transported 
into any State or Territory, or remaining therein for consumption, sale, or 
storage therein, shall, upon arrival in such State or Territory, be subject to the 
operation and effect of the laws of such State or Territory, etc, * 

The House substitute, on the other hand, provides that 


Whenever any article of commerce is imported into any State, from any other 
State, Territory, or foreign nation, and there held or offered for sale, the same 
shall then be subject to the laws of such State. 

Then follows a proviso against discrimination by a State in favor of 
its own citizens or products. The House substitute seems to me so 
much the wiser measure that I'am constrained to vote to disagree to 
the conference report, with the hope that by so doing we may still get 
the House bill after further conference, or failing in that, that we 
may have eliminated from the Senate bill the very objectionable feat- 
ure to which I have referred. 

The SPEAKER. The time having expired for debate, the question 
is on the adoption of the conference report. 

‘The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the hays 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. PETERS and others demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


_ The question was taken; and there were—yeas 119, nays 93, not vot- 
ing 115; as follows: 


YEAS—119. . 
Allen, Mich, Culbertson, Pa. La Folle Reed, Iowa 
Anderson, Kans. Dalzell, tose Reyburn 
Arnold, Darlington, Ws, 
Atkinson, Pa, ngley, Lewis, Rowell, 
Baker, Dolliver, 1 Sawyer, 
Banks, rsey, Mason, Scull, 
Bartine, Dunnell, as, She: 
Belden, Evans, McDuffie, Smith, I 
Belknap, McKenna, W. Va. 
Bergen, Featherston, files, er, 
Bingham, Fithian, Milliken, er, 
Boothman, Flick, Moffitt, Stephenson, 
Boutelle, Flood, Moore, N. H. ivers, 
Brewer, Funston, Morey, Struble, 
Brosius, ear, Morrill, weney, 
Browne, Va. est, Morrow, Taylor, E. B. 
uchanan, N.J, Gifford, Morse, Thomas, 
Burrows, Greenhalge, O'Donnel Thompson, 
Candler, Mass, Grosvenor, O'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Colo, 
Cannon, Haugen, Osborne, Townsen 
Carter, Henderson, Iowa Owen, Ind. Turner, 
Cheadle, Her Payne, Vandever, 
Hil, Payson, n, 
ell, Hitt, Perkins, Wallace, N. Y. 
Comstock, Ho; kins, Peters, atson, 
Conger, Kelley, ckler, Wil Ohio 
Connell, Kennedy, Post, Wilson, Ky. 
— Ohio Kerr, Iowa Pugsley, Wilson, Wash, 
4 PP, Raines, Wright. 
Crisp, Ray, 
NAYS—93, 
Abbott, Mansur, 
dams, Elliott, Martin, Ind, Rowland, 
Ellis, Martin, Tex. Sayers, 
Bayne, Flower, McAdoo, Skinner, 
Beckwith, Forman, McClammy, nger, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Forney, McClellan, ‘Tex, 
Breckinridge, Ky, Fowler, McCord, Stoc 
Brickner, Frank, McCorm Stone, Ky.  ; 
Brookshire, Geissenhainer, McMillin, Stump, 
Brown, J. B. Gibson, foRae, Tillman, 
runner, od nig! Montgomery, ‘Tracey, 
Bunn, Grimes, organ, Tucker, 
Burton, Hatch, Mutchler, er, 
Bynum, Hayes. es, Turner, N. Y, 
Campbell, Haynes, O’'Ferrall, an 
Caruth, Heard, O'Neil, Mass, Vaux, 
Caswell, Holman, Outhwaite, Wheeler, Ala, 
Catchings, Kinsey, Owens, Ohio Whittho: 
Chipman, Lane, Parrett, bh eng 
Clunie, Lan Paynter, ilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Ind Lawler, eel, 8 
Crain, Leh! Pen 
Culberson, Tex. Lester, Va. Reilly, 
Cummings, Maish, Richardson, 
NOT VOTING—115. 
Alderson, Cothran, Kilgore, Seney, $ 
Allen, Miss. Covert, 4 Shively, 
Anderson, Miss. Cow Lee, Simonds, 
rew, Cutcheon, Lester, Smyser, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Š Lind, apno 
Bankhead, De Haven, Magner, ahl; X 
Barnes, De Lano, McCarthy, Stewart, 
Bi Dibble, Mo A Stewart, Vt. 
. Dickerson, McKinley, Stockdale, 
Bland, Mills, Stone, 
Bliss, Dunphy. Moore, Tex. 
Blount, Edmun Mudd Taylor, ill. 
Boatner, Enloe, Niedringhaus, Taylor, J. D. 
Bowden, rq’ x Norton, ‘Taylor, Tenn, 
Brower, Finley, Nute, Venable, 
Browne, T, M. tch, O'Neall, Ind. Wade, 
Buchanan, Va. Grout, Perry, Walker, 
Te nae ee Re om 
ock, ug ree, 
Butterworth, Hare, Price, Wheeler, Mich, 
Caldwell, Harmer, Quackenbush, Whiting, 
Candler, Ga. Hemphill, Quinn, 
Carlton. Henderson, III. Randall, Wike, 
cy, Henderson, N. C. Rife, A 
Clark, Wis. Hermann, Robertson, Wil 
E cs =~ A 
ements, ou in, 
bb, Kerr, Pa. Sanford, y. 
Coleman, Ketcham, Scranton, 
So the conference report yas agropa to. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs until farther 


notice: 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. CLARKE; of Alabama, 

Mr. COLEMAN with Mr. WILEY. " 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. Leg, for the rest of this day. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. DOCKERY, on this vote. 

Mr. CurcHron with Mr. McCreary, on this vote. — 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLARKE]. If he were present, Ishould 
vote ‘‘ay. 

The — of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa, moved to reconsider the vote by which the con- 
ference report was agreed to ; and also moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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PAY OF ASSISTANT DISTRICT ATTORNEYS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, was recognized. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I have a bill here in which I myself 
have no interest, but itis is a matter that ought to be passed, and i ask 
unanimous consent that it be considered and passed at once. It relates 
to the compensation and employment of attorneys for the prosecution 
of cases here in the wora of this District. 

The SPEAKER e (Mr. BURROWS in the chair). The gen- 
tleman from Iowa Me NDERSON ] was ized. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will allow the gentleman to submit 
his request for unanimous consent. ‘The bill may be read subject to 
objection. 

Unanimous consent was granted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 3555) to increase the pence of the assistants to the attorney of 
the United States for the District of Columbia, and to amend section 907 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United relating to said District. 

Be it enacted, ete., That section 907 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
reluting to the District of Columbia, be amended to read as follows: 

“Seo, 907. He shall pay to his deputies or assistants not exceeding in all $10,- 


000 per annum ; also his clerk-hire, notexceeding $2,400 perannum ; office rent, 
——.— , Stationery, printing, and other incidental expenses out of the fees of his 


Mr. HOLMAN. What is the proposition that is now before the 
House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Oates] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
which just been read. 

Mr. CANNON. I will reserve the right to object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will reserve the right to object until a statement 
is made as to the effect of it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 


mopio x] eld? 
N, of Iowa. For what purpose? 

The ‘SPEAKER pro tempore. For a statement. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. “Yes, if it is a matter that will not 
consume time. If any agreement can be made as to the length of time 
that shall be occupied I am willing to consent, if it may be understood 
that the previous question may be ordered at the end of ten minutes. 

Mr. OATES. Ido not want that. If itis going to run in debate or 
consume time I will withdraw it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Very well; with that understanding 
I make no objection. 

Mr. OA’ » Mr. Speaker, this bill is unanimously reported by the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and the facts which necessitate its passage 
are briefly these: More than twenty years ago the present statute, pro- 
viding for the force of the district attorney’s office to attend and ies 
cute in the various courts in the District of Columbia, was passed. 
business has grown until the present force are simply incapable of 5 5 


the work. The proof is abundant of that fact. This bill makes pro- 


vision for allowing an additional assistant to the district attorney. 

A ,s it is now, the grand jury most of the time are deprived of the as- 
sistance and advice of an attorney, which is absolutely essential to the 
progress of their business. Now this does not call for any appropria- 
tion out of the . The expenditure is simply to be made out 
of the income of the office, which far exceeds the expenditure proposed 
in this bill, as shown in the report by the Judiciary Committee, from 
the statement tabulated and sent in by the Attorney-General, showing 
the income of the office for four years. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Will the gentleman state what is the limit of the 
expenditure under the present law? 

Mr. OATES. I think it is about $5,000. I am not able to state pre- 
cisely what it is. The evidence before the committée was that some 
of these assistants have not received more than $700; and with the 
force they have and this limited amount which can be paid, they are 
simply unable to do the business. That is clear, and we have had it 
from most reliable gentlemen, who are fully acquainted with this busi- 
ness, This will enable the district attorney to employ one additio 
assistant, and the compensation for all of them will come out of th 
fees earned by the office, which considerably exceed that amount. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say to the gentleman from Alabama that 
I understand the present limitis $4,000. Now, the effect of this prop- 
osition is to make it $10,000, and that is certainly a very large increase, 
more than double. 

Mr. OATES. No, the present limit for the whole board is more than 
$4,000. Idonot remember the precise figures. Perhaps the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] knows. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. It is $5,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As I understand it the amount is proposed to be 
oe and yet the present limit was fixed only about twenty years 


ats, OATES. Yes; and the business is far more than double whatit 
was then, 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Far more than double? 

Mr. OATES. The tables show it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
OATES] asks unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole House 


on the state of the Union be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill which the Clerk has just read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ishall not object to its coming before the House. 

Mr. CANNON, I will object unless the unanimous consent can go 
X 1 of considering it as passed and reconsidered and laid upon 
the table 

Mr. McMILLIN. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that 
rigorous action. It seems that it is not necessary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not object to its coming before the House. 

Mr. CASWELL. I hope the gentleman will not object. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam willing to consent that it be 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. CANNON. I have no objection to five minutes’ further discus- 
sion if you want it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. CANNON. Unless the gentleman will mot pod his proposition 
so that it may by unanimous consent be considered grate 

Mr. OATES. You do not give me a chance to modify it. 

Mr. CANNON, I do not want my friends on the other side of the 
House to waste an hour or two in roll-calls. 

Mr. OATES. You do not make any objection, do you? 

Mr. CANNON. I have said that I am willing it should be consid- 


ered as passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. All that I ask on my part is simply to have a vote 
on the proposition. ; 

Mr. CANNON. 
nays? 

Mr. HOLMAN, No, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; with the understanding that the time 
shall not be wasted in calling the yeas and nays, I do not object. 

Mr. OATES. I understand there is no objection. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from Illinois to suggest that thereshall be some limit to the time, and 
the Chair will put the request in this way. The gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. OATES] asks unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole House be from the further consideration of the 
bill, and that the House now consider it, and that at the end of ten 
minutes the previous question be considered as ordered. 

Mr. OATES. I do not ask for that much time. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I hope the gentleman will nôt insist on that. It 
will go through in less than five minutes, if it goes through at all. Ido 
not like to see adopted a method of procedure so extrao: 

Mr. CANNON. I will take my friend’s word for it, and withdraw 
the objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 5 there objection to the granting of 
the request? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. OATES. I ask for a vote on the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the third reading 
of the Senate 2 — 3 i 

The bill was ordered to a time; and it was 
read the third time, and 1 

Mr. OATES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
peel and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I now move that the House resolve 

itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 


for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 
was agreed to. 


Is there objection to the present con- 


Does the gentleman propose to call for the yeasand 


next e 
Clerk read as ſollows: 


payment of special deputy marshals at Congressional elections, being a 
ney for the fiscal year 1888, $34,745. : 


Mr. MCADOO. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

I deem this a proper place to call the attention of the House to the 
fact that this law bas at times been maladministered, and I will now 
givean extract from the speech of Senator CARLISLE, formerly amember 
of this House, made in the Forty-sixth Congress, in which he calls at- 
tention to the outrageous processes by which this law was adminis- 
tered in the State of New York. 3 


Itis not possible for me to devote any considerable time to a recital of Emas 
many abuses that have been committed under this law, b. yt I eresie to sa; 
is known to the whole country, that at the Con; ection in 3 tho 
city of New York those who controlled and directed this 2 and Vandag 


pressive political mehna brought the whole force to bear with the chiet 

effect a single class of citizens of foreign birth. In May, 

supervisor of elections in that city caused one of his clerks or 

swear toasingle complaint against geve -three ay acy of y elm hers 

A who held certificates of na m issued fro supreme courts 
d superior courts in 1868, and on which they had — registered and 


. at every election since that tim 
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On this complaint the same supervisor of elections, as the clerk of the United 
States court, issued five thousand and four warrants, returnable before himsel f 
as commissioner of the United States court. Afterward it seems to have been dis- 


covered by the officer that these warrants were illegal 7 of the fact 
that the — ery contained more than one name, and thereupon they were 
withdrawn; but immediately afterward he caused twenty-eight hund more 
complaints to be made aud issued warrants upon them in the same way. Many 
persons were arrested under this process, and about thirty-four e nat- 
uralized citizens, in order to escape from this partisan persecution, actually sur- 
rendered their papers. Justa few days before the election in November he 
caused the same clerk or assistant to swear to thirty-two hundred more com- 
plaints. They were sworn toin pac’ 


“t Original packages,“ I suppose— 
many of them on the Sunday prodig the election, and during the night pre- 
ceding the election warrants were made out against the persons named in the 
compiaints and placed in the hands of the supervisors of election atthe various 
voting places, to be delivered to the deputy marshals the next morning, in order 
that they might be executed when the persons named in them appeared, 
Among instructions giyen by the chief supervisor— 


John I. Davenport 
to his subordinates was the following 


Mr. ROGERS, Is that the same John I. Davenport that the S er 
eulogizes in the June number of the North American Review as having 
secured purity of elections in New York? 2 

Mr. McADOO, That is the same John J. Davenport. 


“ In the case of persons who present themselves to vote, where a warrant has 
been previously issued, you will see that such persons are arrested upon the 
warrant upon so presenting themselves, and before voting.“ 

This instruction was faithfully obeyed, and on the day of election hundreds 
of naturalized citizens who possessed all the qualifications required by the con- 
stitution and laws ot the State of New York were arrested at the polls, dragged 
away by these deputy marshals, and deprived of the right of suffrage. The 
pretense upon which these outrages were committed was that the records of 
naturalization kept by the superior court of New York in the year 1868 were 
defective, and that therefore the certificates were void. 

The truth was that precisely the same kind of record, and no other, had been 
kept in that court for a period of fifteen years, under the administration of 
nineteen different judges of both political parties, Hon. Edwards Pierrepont, 
late minister to the court of St. James, being one of them; that between fifty 
and sixty thousand persons had during that time been naturalized in precisely 
the same manner as these persecuted men, and many of them had been voting 
and exercising all the other rights of citizenship without question for twenty 
years; and that before these arrests were made a State judge, in an able and 
elaborate opinion, had expressly decided that the record was sufficient and the 
naturalization valid. Notwithstanding these facts, about which there can be 
no dispute, these nine or ten thousand persons, who had in good faith procured 
their papers in 1568, were selected to be the victims of as vile a political con- 
spiracy and persecution as was ever set on foot in the history of any country. 


Mr. VAUX. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 
Mr. McADOO. Iwould be very glad to do so, but I have only five 
m naie, and therefore can not. But if I have time I will be glad to 
0 80. s 


Certainly no such crusade against the political rights of any class of citizens 
was ever before inaugurated in this country, and none ever had less excuse or 
justification. In some instances the papers of the citizen were seized by these 
officers when he came to 8 and were retained until the election 

was over. 

The total absence of sufficient legal cause for these extraordinary proceedings 
is demonstrated by the admitted fact that although thousands of warrants were 
issued and hundreds of arrests were made, not a single conviction was ever 
obtained, and, indeed, not a single case was ever prosecuted to a final hearing. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman be allowed to finish reading. It is somewhat of a back 
number, but I would like to hear it read. 

Mr. McADOO. I thank the gentleman for his courtesy; but even 
back numbers can be made forwardnumberssometimes. Continuing, 
he said: 

I have said that these were legally qualified voters, and a brief reference to 
the judgment of the United States circuit court in one of the cases will estab- 
lish the truth of the statement. One of the men arrested, Peter Coleman by 
name, appears to have been so poe and friendless as to be unable either to pro- 
cure bail or otherwise secure his release, and consequently he was thrown into 
jail, and in the excitement and confusion of the occasion was overlooked until 
some time after the election. A writ of habeas corpus was sued out and he was 
brought before Judge Blatchford, who, after an elaborate investigation of the 
whole question discharged him from imprisonment. To show tha case was 
the same as the cases of the others, and that they were also legal voters, I read 
some brief extracts from the opinion. In the course of his opinion h judge 


says: 

It is not claimed thut between the end of 1858 and the beginning of 1§74 any 
other form of order admitting to citizenship was made by the superior cqurt i 
any case different from what now appears to have been made in the aes 
Coleman, while it does appear that during all the time from 1858 to 187 
form of the order of admission was the same as in the case of Coleman (eXtept 
that nothing appears as to any initial of a judge), and that such form covers 
the cases of between fifty thousand and sixty thousand persons, who appear by 
the books of that court before mentioned to have been admitted by that court 
during that period to be citizens if Coleman was so admitted.” 


And further on he says: 


that the court had ordered the admission of the party. 9 
must have regarded what was found on the files, or in records or books ofthe 
court in each case as an order of admission, or as a record of showing thatsuch 


an order had been made by the court. The stipulation of facts states that in the 
case of each person whose name is entered in the book as naturalized there are 
on file papers resembling in all respects those in the case of Coleman. 


And finally, after an able discussion of the law and the facts involved 
in the case, he says: a 

It therefore appears that Coleman was duly and 1 y admitted to citizen- 
ship, and that the legality of his admission was not invalidated by any act or 
omission which occurred either prior or subsequently to his admission. As he 
was legally admitted it was proper for the court to give him the certificate of 
citizenship which was given to him, and that certificate was not unlawfully 
issued or made, On this ground he is entitled to his discharge from 

Now, sir, if Coleman was a qualified voter so were all the others, unless it 
can be shown that in some material res their cases were different from his. 
That there was no such difference, I think, may be fairly assumed from the 
facts that the complaints and warrants were all alike, all being printed forma, 
alleging the same offense in the same language, and that there was not a soli- 
a? 4 conviction secured on any of them. 

he evidence taken by a committee of this House during the last Congress 
and reported in Miscellaneous Document No. 23,shows that about ninety-five 
hundred persons who were naturalized in the superior court in 1868 registered 
and vo in the city of New York at the election of 1876, but the result of the 
stem of intimidation inaugurated and esrried on by the chief supervisor of 
ions and his subordinates was that only twelve hundred and forty such 
persons voted at the Congressional election in 1878. 

It is therefore almost self-evident that about 8,000 voters, nearly all of whom 
were Democrats, were illegally deprived of the right of suffrage in a single city 
at that election. When these eight thousand men voted the pea the Exec- 
utive had but one Representative on this floor from that city; but after 
have been driven or dragged away from the ballot-boxit has t 
further comment. 

But, Mr. Chairman, when a law itself is vicious or unconstitutional, as I be- 
lieve these laws are, the mere manner of their administration is a matter of sec- 
ondary importance. No method of administration can sanctify a bad law or 
poser ein its victims to its continued enforcement. There is no remedy but re- 
peal. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in the language of Scripture, if this can take 
piac in the green bush, what will take place in the dry? If this can 

done under the present mild law, with a non-partisan jury, what in 
the name of heaven and justice will be done under a bill w provides 
for bayonets to back up the chief marshal with a jury selected 
by 3 to find indictments at will? [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, it seems singular that on suc- 
ceeding days members on the Democratic side should deal in back 
numbers. I am well aware of the tact that it takes a Representative 
outside the State of New York to make any criticism on the paper 
which has just been read. I think there is no Representative of the 
State of New York who would have asked to have that paper spread 
upon the record. I certainly as one would not, and I think that I feel 
as peaceably towards my neighbors and hold the honor of my State as 
high as any man could. I never would want to see in t on the rec- 
ords of this Congress anything that carried us back to the first 
when there was a purification of elections in the city of New York 
through registration and through supervisors. 

I hardly think that any man wants to go back to the back numbers 
that brought disgrace to our State. I have no comments to make, but 
I say there is not a square Democrat in the State who would want to go 
behind the days and the legislation that brought a clean ballot to our 
State. I stand as a Representative on this floor, proud of the fact 
that New York has now on her statute-books the best law of election 
that ever was . Itis to her honor and credit, and it is to the 
honor and it of good Democrats who stood by Mr. Davenport and 
others when they cleaned out New York in the four years in which it 
first operated. 5 ` 

That is an answer to all that the gentleman from New e e 
said; and when any one on this floor wants to take up the cndgels for 
the impurity of the ballot-box then they take it up on a question of 
the cost of court officers. It has been so thoroughly ventilated that 
no Democrat that I know of in the State of New York holds up his 
herd a the practices of those days. [Applause on the Repub- 

ican side. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I want to go back to 


I make no 


page 51 for a committee amendment which escaped my attention at 


e time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The request of the gentleman from Iowa will 
be withheld for a moment until the gentleman from New York. [Mr. 
TURNER] can be ized on the pending amendment. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I am glad that at last 
my distinguished colleague from New York rises in his place to defend 
the honor of that great State. Iam glad that at last his State pride is 
aroused. Iam somewhat astonished when I recall that I have sat 
here day after day when men have maligned and traduced that great 
State and he has been silent. I recall with wonder and amazement, 
Mr. Chairman, that through the days of the debate on the general elec- 
tion bill, when frequently, very frequently indeed, reference was made 
to alleged frauds in the State of New York, and the assertion was made 
that there was to be reformation in New York City, and that New York 
City was the place where this election bill was needed as much as if 
was needed in any part of the South, he had nothing to say. 

These assertions were made by gentlemen on the other side, and yet 
this new defender of the honor of the State of New York sat silent in 
his seat and cried ‘‘ay’’ when the roll was called, thus indorsing, so 
far as he could by his vote, those statements as true—false and libelous 
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as he now declares them to be. He now stands here in his place and 
talks about the good election laws of the State of New York. I know 
them to be good laws. The gentleman wants silence over that period 
of the history of the State of New York to which the gentleman from 
New Jersey has referred. In view of the revelation made by the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey here to-day I do not wonder that the gentle- 
man wants silence. 

In view of that revelation and in view of his own action in voting 
for a bill draughted by the infamous scoundrel who was the chief actor 
in the transactions which the gentleman from New Jersey has described, 
I do not wonder that the gentleman from New York wants silence. I 
should think that his one request of history would be silence. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Sir, [have sat in my place in silence the last hour I ever shall listening 
to these attacks, nameless and vague, launched against my city because 
of the fact that she is a great Democratic city, and because her Demo- 
cratic majorities mount higher and higher as the intelligence of her 

ple progresses. These charges come from the other side of this 
amber, from a party dominant only by chance, a party that sees al- 
ready the handwriting on the wall, a party that is disintegrating, a 
party which knows that its doom is written, a party desperate and led 
by desperate men. 

The Representatives of that party, remembering the great crime of 
New York that she gave 57,000 Democratic majority in 1888, raise 
anew this cry of fraud and propose to launch another inundation of 
deputy marshals upon her citizens. That is the animus of this attack. 
That is the real purpose. I say again that I have sat here and listened 
for the last time I ever purpose to do to these charges without raising 
my voice in defense of that great State and that great city whose elec- 
tions are as pure, whose citizens are as honest, as intelligent, and as 
conscientious as the people represented by any gentleman upon the 
other side of this Chamber. [Prolonged applause on the Democratic 
sid 


e. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Oneword, Mr, Chairman, in answer to the tirade 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. TURNER]. Notwithstanding 
the allegation that the liberties of 9,000 voters were trampled upon by 
the election officers in the State of New York, not one single suit in 
court was ever brought to vindicate that allegation or to attack the 
position of those officers in the execution of the law; not one. No ques- 
tion of damages was ever raised by any of these men, who even surren- 
dered voluntarily what they claimed were their naturalization certifi- 
cates, and I was very glad to see that the very communication which 
the gentleman from New Jersey has read set forth that fact, that not a 
dollar of remuneration had been asked for these outrages, but the parties 
quietly acquiesced. Mr. Chairman, I. can, if necessary, give the names 
of the best Democrats of New York who backed up that very action on 
the part of Mr. Davenport and others. i 

Mr. OOTHWAITE. Name one of them. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I donot want to have 
the election law rediscussed on this bill, so I ask unanimous consent 
now to recur to page 51, where I desire to offer an amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: ‘ 

Page 51, strike out line 24, and on page 52, strike out lines 1 and 2, and insert 
in lieu thereof for 1888, except the claims ot the Central Pacific and Southern 
Railroad Companies, $229.89; in all, $337.39.” 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. This simply carries out the exception 
which has been observed throughout the bill as against the Pacific 
railroads, 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment will be 
considered as agreed to. 

Mr. MCADOO. I move to strike out the last word. The gentleman 
from New York has seen fit to accuse me of interfering in the inter- 
nal affairs of that State, but the events which took place in New York 
at the period to which I have referred were matters of national impor- 
tance; and every gentleman here knows that those facts are pertinent 
to measures that are now being discussed in Congress and by the coun- 
try. They become contemporaneous and immediate in their pertinency 
since the Davenport bill is now before Congress. Those facts, so far 
as I know, stand uncontroverted; and in answer to the position taken 
by the gentleman, namely, that if these citizens were outraged by 
false arrests and other arbitrary measures it is strange that none of 
them brought suits for damages or appealed to the grand jury for an 
indictment of the offender, I desire to say that I point the gentleman 
to the ease of Coleman himself. 

Mr. Peter Coleman wasadjudicated by a United States judge in po- 
litical affiliation with the party to which Mr. Davenport belongs as 
being a legal voter and per contra as having been illegally arrested, so 
that he had the judgment ofa court to back up his suit for damages it 
he had seen fit to bring it. But, Mr. Chairman, the hundreds and 
thousands of men who were dragged intoa pen in the Federal building 
in the city of New York were the poor and the friendless, naturalized 
citizens, men who had no money and no means to bring suit. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. What did Tammany Hall do for them? 

Mr. McADOO. There is no reason to believe that Tammany Hall 
had anything to do with those voters, They appear on the record as 
having been illegally arrested. That factremains uncontradicted. In 


the Congress in which the speech from which I have quoted was made 
no substantial facts were offered to show that these men had not been 
illegally arrested or that these outrages had not been committed. 
Therefore, I say, in view of the fact that a measure is now before the 
Senate of the United States for the purpose of increasing the number 
and making almost omnipotent these chief supervisors and United 
States marshals, which measure is credited throughout this country 
with having for its father this same Mr. John I, Davenport, this dis- 
cussion is timely and germane. I do not desire to see local self-govern- 
ment, the liberties of the citizens, outraged by the passage of such laws. 

I know that in my own community, and I believe that in the city 
of New York and elsewhere, the honest judges and the honest jurors 
of the vicinage will protect the sanctity and the purity of the ballot- 
box without the aid of Federal force bills. I earnestly and heartily 
condemn dishonest elections as an assault on popular government, but 
I am sure that this infamous measure in question will rather beget 
fraud and corruption than secure fair and impartial elections. 

I have heard it stated on this floor of late tomy astonishment, and I 
think to the astonishment of citizens of New York, and of many others 
living in that vicinage, that Mr. John I. Davenport is a political saint. 
Why, to hear gentleman eulogize him, or to hear him defend himself 
before this House and the country in his communications and letters, 
one would imagine that he was surrounded by a halo of glory and that 
the odors of sancity freight the atmosphere wherever he moves. It is 
the first time I have ever heard Mr. Davenport held up as a saint and 
made a candidate for canonization, He is a smart, keen, restless, 
daring, astute man, a man who evades publicity like a Vidoeq and is 
impervious to the stings of popular criticism or the protests of indig- 
nant opposition, a man whose profession it is to carry out the election 
laws in behalf of a party—a man who has given talents of no mean 
order, a shrewdness and astuteness and industry almost phenomenal, 
to the repression of the great Democratic vote in New York and vicinity. 

This is the man who is eulogized here asa political saint and martyr, 
as a great and good and holy man who has helped to reform the bad 
election methods of that wicked institution Tammany Hall. Did any 
one hear from Mr. Davenport as a citizen of the State of New York any 
advocacy of what is called the reform or Australian system of voting? 
Did any one ever hear of any reform inaugurated in the city New York 
receiving the support of Mr. John I. Davenport? Yet forsooth he is 
now a reformer! 

Sir, Mr. Davenport is a narrow partisan, an astute detective, a cool 
and clever manipulator of Federal election laws for partisan pu y 
and in the employ of a great political corporation called the Republican 
party, to which he loans his talents, and from New Year’s day in one 
year till New Year's day in the omens year he uses his cunning 
brain in devising schemes to repress the voice of the hundreds of thou- 
sands of freemen in New York City who want to vote the Democratic 
ticket. That is the kind of saint and martyr Mr. John I. Davenport 
is. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. FARQUHAR, Mr. Chairman, as a sufficient answer to all that 
has beensaid on the other side, Iask the Clerk to read from the testimony 
of Hon. William C. Whitney before the Cox investigating committee 
in 1877. In this evidence you will find two gentleman named who are 
the vouchers that I have used on this floor for any remarks I have made. 
I refer especially to Mr. John Kelly. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Q. Do you believe that there was any fraudulent or illegal registration ? 

A. Ido not imagine that there was any worth speaking of. There is, of course, 
an u n element in this registration, but Mr. Davenport takes that, an: 
goes throughout the city and ascertains whether it is legal or ill He has 
a large force employed in that duty, and he has the material with which to 
do it effectually, because he has done it for a number of years previously, and 
he has the city all indexed, and when he starts out he knows who used to live 
in every house, He has got all those facts on his books; in fact, the whole 
city is spread out before him as if it were on a map, and he is able to eliminate 
the cases where a man registered for the first time from a given house 
within the last year or two years, which are cases where fraud, if be any, 
is most pro! After he has gone through the list he finds, perhaps, two or 
three thousand people who possibly may bave fraudulently registered. The 
uncertain element in regard to that two or thea thousand isthis: Perhaps out 
of that two thousand there are not more than two hundred and fifty persons 
who come to the polls and whose cases are investigated. The other seventeen 
hundred and fifty cas -s may or may not be fraudulent, Aside from the ele- 
ment that aoe away from the polls, I think that the election is as honest as 
we can get 

Q. The list is corrected and revised and purzed before the election? 

A. Yes, sir, Mr. Davenport Will explain to you how carefully he goes over 
the registry. Iam entirely familiar with the system that he has put in opera- 
tion, and I think it is very thorough, and if a man in ge’ through 
that system and voting when he has no title to vote he is pretty S 


Q. You think thatthe supervision of the election under the system of Mr. 
Serene has had the tendency to prevent illegal voting and to give a fair 
e on? 

A. I think it has—yes, sir. © * * Iknow that I have heard Mr. John Kelly 
since [the election] express to the organization with which he is connected, and 


in one place and another, the same opinion I have expressed he Mr. 
Davenport has been a very important accessory in preventing fraudulent vot- 
ing in New York City. 


Mr. F UHAR. Mr. Chairman, here I rest the case. Here is the 
testimony of Hon. William C. Whitney, late of the Navy, 
and also of John Kelly, who was for years the head of Tammany Hall, 
Iwould accept Mr. Kelly’s word anywhere, Democrat as he was. 


F 
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Mr. MCADOO. Why do younotadopt the Russian methods? You 
would then know everything about a man, including what he eats for 
breakfast; and of course you would know whether he casts an illegal 


vote. 
Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, in the Forty-first Con- 
ess, on February 24, 1871, Hon. George Vickers, aSenator from Mary- 
d, delivered an able speech upon the bill to amend the act of May 
$1, 1870, and entitled An act to enforce the rights of citizens of the 
United States to vote in the several States of the Union, and for other 
” 


It seems to me that the discussion which has taken place this after- 
noon would be incomplete without. supplementing what has heen so 
ably said by my friend from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo] with refer- 
ence to the practical operation of election Jaws when enforced by Fed- 
eral officers who do not and in the very nature of things can not have 
any sufficient knowledge of the character of the persons who are ap- 
pointed supervisors and deputy marshals. 

Of course a United States judge would not knowingly appoint thieves 
and murderers, swindlers and dram-shop keepers, and persons of even 
less reputable professions; and it is evident that when such things are 
done it is because the judge has been imposed upon by some schem- 
ing, characterless local politician; and when such things do occur where 
Federal control is attempted, they prove the wisdom of placing and 
keeping election machinery wholly with the States and under thecon- 
trol of State officials, men who know the personsappointed. Such of- 
ficials are responsible to the voters of the locality where they live, and 
under such a system we have always had fair elections. 

I will read a paragraph from Senator Vickers’s speech from vol- 
ume 83, Congressional Globe, page 1636. The Senator says: 

In cities having upward of 20,000 inhabitants the most rigorous and tyran- 
nical usurpations of power in this bill are to be used with signal severity, And 
by whom are these assumed powers to be exercised? Is it by the wise, the pru- 
dent, the discreet; the man of order, of proj v. and of peace’? No, sir. k 
at the elections held in New York City in November last under Federal super- 
vision and bayonet influence. Who were the depsties and special deputies 5 

inted to superintend the election in that city, to arrest and regulate? I hold 


n my hand a list, of considerable length, of the special celebrities, as published 
in the New York World in November last. Some are robbers, convicted felons, 


penitenti: convicts, and others who had been guilty of crimes. They were 
appointed by Judge Woodruff, a judge of a United States court, I afew 
names: 


“ Theodore, alias Mike, Anthony, alias Snuffey, of 24 Cherry street, a laborer, 
thirty-five years of age, married, and can not read or write. Anthony was ar- 
rested by Detective James Finn of the fourth eke ee on July 24, 1870, for lar- 
ceny from the person, and was held in $2,000 bail for trial by Justice Hogan. 
He was indicted by the grand jury on the charge on the 23d of August last. 

„Joseph Frazier, of 279 Water street, is a thief and confederate of thieves. 

„James Miller is the keeper of a den of prostitution in the basement of 339 
Water street. 


rostitution at 337} Water street. The po- 
ts in Winkle’s place, and it bears a hard 


North Pearl street, and the ‘supervisor’ of the eighth district, Fit 
teenth ward, New York, is down in the directory as a citizen of Albany. 

“William Lewis fs a el seh sm in the Nineteenth ward. He was arrested 
November 22, 1864, for stealing from Mr. Frederick Landmann, corner of Third 
avenue and Seventy-second street, the following property: One gold watch and 
chain, one locket, ba Enea. w bracelet, and breast-pin, all valued at $195. The 
stolen property was foun In his possession, and the prisoner was commi 
1 riene by Justice Connolly. He was afterwards released to go and enlist in 

e Army. ` 

“Joseph Hurtnett, supervisor Eighteenth ward. Arrested June 3, 1869, as 
accessory to the murder of Richard Gerdes, a grocer, corner of First avenue 
and EPOPEA street, 

“Henry Rail, aoe op A Eighth ward. One of the pee in the Chatham 
street saloon murder; went off West to escape punishment, and has only been 
back a few weeks, 

“James Moran, supervisor third district, Eighth ward. Arrested on Sunday 
last for felonious assault. 2 

“William (alias Pomp) Harton (colored), marshal Twenty-second ward. Ar- 

a fow days since for vagrancy. 

“Theodore Allen, marshal Eighth ward. Now in prison for perjury and 
ret =} a house the resort of panel-thieves and pickpockets, on Mercer street. 

“Richard O'Connor, superyisor seventh district, First ward. He hasbeen for 
years receiver of smuggled cigars from Hav na steamer, 

“L, H. Cargill, supervisor ninth district, Ninth ward, Tried in United States 
court for robbing the mail, 

“John Van Buren, supervisor twelfth district, Eighth ward. Was atone time 
in the sheriff's office and discharged for carrying a load of seized goods from the 
establishment of Richard Walters, in East Broadway. 

“Mart Allen marshal Eighth ward, Served aterm of five years in the Con- 
necticut State prison; sentenced to Sing Sing for five years by Judge Bedford. 
His case was appealed, and while waiting for decision he man: to get out 


on bail. His case has been decided against him, and he has fled to parts un- 
known to ply his vocation and help the Radicals elsewhere. x 
“John McChesney, supervisor fourth district, Ninth ward. Associates with 


thieves; bears a 


“ William Cassidy, supervisor twelfth district, Ninth ward. Is a street bum- 
mer elses any visible means of su 


omas McIntire, marshal Eighth ward. Has been Sop A arrested for 
beating his mother; sent several times to Blackwell's a 
ynoch, marshal sixth district, First ward. A Washington Market 


John Connor, supervisor first district, First ward. Keeps a disorder 
mill, resort of lowens characters. sie TER 


“Francis Jordan, supervisor sixth district, First ward. Lives in New Jer 
sey; was turned out of the fice Postmaster Jones for bad conduct. 

Bernard Dugan, supe r eighth district, First ward. Habitual drunkard; 
his "iN left him on account of his drunkenness, and procured a divorce on that. 


u 
“Jobn Tobin, supervisor ninth district, First ward. Arrested about six 
months ago for grand larceny. . 

“Patrick Murphy, supervisor fourth district, Sixth ward. Two years ago 
distributed fraudulent naturalization papers and would furnish them to any- 
body that would promise to vote for Grant. 

“Edward Slevin, jr., supervisor second district, Fourth ward. Has an in- 
dictment now iding against him in court of general sessions for cutting a 
boy. named Kilkenny. 

“Michael Foley, sapere fourth district, Fourth ward. Well-known re- 
peater, voting for any! y that will pay. i 

James F. Day, supervisor seventh district, Fourth ward. Shot at a man in 
a fight between the Walsh Association and a gang from Water street. 

John Connors, alias Jockey,“ 6 Fourth ward. A well- 
known desperate character. 

5 Dennis Hogan, supervisor ninth district, First ward. A bounty-bird during 

e War. 

“Richard Enright, supervisor in First ward, eighth district, Arrested for 
robbery in 1868. 

“John Grimes, supervisor twelfth district, Fifth ward. Arrested in April, 
10 for stealing a gold watch. 

“Michael Costello, marshal Sixth ward. genes — during the war. 

“Harry Rice, supervisor thirteenth district, Sixth ward. Was connected with 
i Chathanm-street concert-saloon murder, and fled to Nebraska to escape pun- 

hment. 

“Thomas Lane, supervisor seventeenth district, Sixth ward. Formerly keeper 
of a notorious den at Five Points, headquarters of thieves and robbers. 

John Lane, supervisor twenty-second district, same ward. Was indicted for 
receiving stolen goods. Has served a term in Sing Sing. 

Edward Foley, supervisor sixth district, Ninth ward. Arrested last year 
for stealing a watch. 

“Humphrey Ayers, supervisor eighteenth district, Ninth ward. Arrested six 
yearsago for robbing the United States mail. 

“John Dowling, supervisor nineteenth district, Ninth ward. Arrested Au- 
gust 20, 1869, for till-tapping. 

“James Fitzsimmons, supervisor twentieth district, Ninth ward. Arrested 
August 1. 1868, for robbery. 

“John Martin, supervisor fifth district, Twelfth ward. Arrested a few years 
ago under an indictment for arson, 

“Samuel Rich, supervisor fourth district, Thirteenth ward. Servedaferm of 
two Arneis at Sing Sing for felonious assault. 

John (alias * Buckey’) McCabe, supervisor eighth district, Fifteenth ward. 
Charged with shooting a man with intent to kill about a year ago. 

“ William P. Burke, supervisor twentieth district, Eighth ward. Served his 
term in the State prison of Massachusetts for burglary; also two years in the 
New York State prison. 

James McCabe, supervisor fourth district, Eighth ward. Now confined in 
the Tombs under indictment for highway robbery. 

* William Irving, supervisor 3 22 ward. Has served a 
term in Sing Sing prison for burglary commi! in Eighth ward, and has 
never been pardoned. 


Patrick Henry Kily, alias Fred. Williams, supervisor twenty-second dis- 
trict, Eighth ward. Keeper of house of ill-fame; resort of the lowest and vilest 


characters. 
“Patrick Hefferman, supervisor of the tenth district, Sixth ward. Arrested 
some time since for attempted murder. 


“Frederick Sterringer, supervisor hth ward, Has been arrested several 
mos for keeping disorderly house. mg 


: F. Baderhop, supervisor Tenth ward, Arrested for murder a few years 
since. 


“Ed. Weaver, marshal in Eighth ward. Has been but a short time out 
of State prison, where he has been serving out his sentence. 

Walter Prince (colored), marshal Eighth ward, Now in prison awaiting 
trial for highway rob 

“Andrew Andrews, alias Hans Nicols, marshal. Panel-thief; been sen- 
one Sa — 3 times to State prison, and has just returned Black- 
woell's 


The above is one of three lists of supervisors and marshals which 
were published in the New York World. The other lists contained 
the names of men quite as disreputable as those I have read, 

Now, it is conceded, I believe, that these supervisors and deputy 
marshals were selected by Mr. John I. Davenport, who is the author 
of the Lodge bill, and who has been referred to on the Republican side 
of the House as a perfect paragon of integrity, sanctity, and virtue. I 
beg to ask if a man regarded by Republicans as a person of such per- 
fect character selects such men to control the elective franchise of free 
Americans, what kind of men might we expect would be selected 
chief supervisors who are not blessed with the numerous virtues wh 
our Republican friends insist make up the character of Mr. Davenport? 

The truth is, human nature is too weak to be intrusted with so much 
power, and that principle was the controlling element which actuated 
our fathers when they framed our present form of government, and the 
experience of all time has fully confirmed their wisdom. Quite recent 
events have illustrated that even very good men intrusted with uncon- 
trolled power to select either managers to control elections, or persons 
in Federal courts to try men of the opposite party for supposed irregu- 
larities in the conduct of elections, are too apt to select only 
of their own political faith,even though the law imperatively provides 
that the persons selected shall as far as possible be taken equally from 
the two opposing parties, I read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
Forty-seventh Congress, an affidavit from a United States official re- 
garding the efforts of the marshal to empanel jurors of his own selec- 
tion to try election cases: 

The affiant says: 

The marshal said: “They have excused several of the jurors and I have noti~ 


fied men to be here so that Í could summon them; none ot them are here, and it 
is going to play hell with these election cases,” 4 
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Whereupon the person addressed said: 

Listen, the boss is stocking the jury on the boys. 

Even more recently, we have asimilar e ence in the Florida Fed- 
eral courts, I read from the New York World of recent date: 


PARTISANSHIP IN FLORIDA. 


Judge Swayne, of the northern district of Florida, makes a com ion por- 
trait to Judge Woods, of Indiana. He is a Harrison ju appo! ted to the 
vacancy on the bench occasioned by the death of Thomas J. Settle. The World 
has shown in its Washington and Florida correspondence during the present 
year how this man has turned his court into a partisan ine organized to 
convict, Senators CALL and Pasco, of Florida, and Representatives DAVIDSON 
and BULLOCK have vainly protested to the President against the ou us 
conductof this judge, and the representations made by them to the Senate show- 
ing his flagrant violation of law have been buried in the Judiciary Committee 
room of that body—the committee which will in a few days be called upon to 
pass — the new election bill that will invest judges like Swayne with almost 
unlimited powers over Federal elections, 

A SPECIMEN SOUTHERN MARSHAL, 


The readers of the World are familiar with the history of John R. Mizell, 
who was the of Swayne’scourt. Aspecial correspondent of the World, 
sent to Florida for the purpose some weeks , has shown that Mizell and his 
associates are guilty ote more than one political murder, But he is sustained by 
the Administration at Washington and rewarded with one of the best offices in 
the State. 

While marshal he wrote this 3 letter last July, a fac-simile of which 
was printed in the World January 27 of the present year: 

OFFICE J. R. MIZELL, UNITED States MARSHAL 
FOR NORTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA, 
Jacksonville, Fla., July 5, 1889. 

Sin: You will at once confer with McBulbyand make out a list of fifty or sixty 
names of true and tried Republicans from your county registration list for jurors 
United States court and forward the same to Hon. P. Walter, clerk United 
States court, and it is necessary to have them at once, as you can see, Please 
acknowledge this. 

Iam, yours truly, 
JOHN R. MIZELL, 
United States Marshal. 

C. C. Kink, Esq., De Land, Fla. 

Please get the names of the parties as near steam-boat and railroad stations as 
possible. 

If the election bill now before Congress shall become a law elections in the 
South will be in the control of judges like Swayne and marshals like Mizell 
and their henchmen. In the North and West, judges like Woods, of Indiana, 
will be the practical arbiters of appeals to the ballot-box. In our elections, 
fraud, so far as the ublican party is concerned, will have taken the place of 
money; purity in po tics will, in the words of Senator INGALLS, become an 
“iridescent dream,” and tho Republican party, to quote Speaker REED, At Pitts- 
burgh, “will do its own registration, its own counting, and its own certifica- 
tion.” * 


It will not be inappropriate at this time to place beſore Congress, 
even at some length, the views of the distinguished predecessors of the 
t 8 er of the House npon the importance of continuing the 
system of State control of elections, a system which has worked well 
for more than a hundred years. I do this in order to contrast them 
with the position taken by the Speaker upon this subject. 

A few weeks ago I read the eloquent speech of Mr. Nason, who rep- 
resented what is now the county of York, Maine, in the Massachusetts 
constitutional convention which convened in Boston on January 9, 
1788, and which ratified the Constitution of the United States, 

This county was one of the two which comprise the district of Mr. 
Speaker REED. I will now call attention to the speech of the great 
orator, Sergeant S. Prentiss, who, fifty years afterwards, in 1838, was a 
Representative in Congress from Mississippi, but who was born and 
reared in the city of Portland, in the county of Cumberland, the other 
county of the ct of the Speaker, Mr. REED. 

In this speech Mr. Prentiss said (I read from page 291 of Memoir 
of S. S. Prentiss, edited by his brother): 


d be placed in the hands of the Legislatures of the States 


Cre ua ong of so important a trust. 
Accordingly they provid the fourth section of the first article, that the 


happen in representation the term is filled. The regula 
which must occur in the office biennially and at stated periods could of course 
be foreseen and provided for by legislative action. The power to provide for 
the filling of these periodical vacancies in the office of Representative was 
clearly placed with the State Legislatures. 


Mr. Prentiss again recurs to this branch of the subject on pages 293 
and 294: 


Whatever may be the correctness of my views upon this point, no one will 
deny that the lan; spirit, and intent of the Constitution combine to place, 
as far as practicable, the matter of elections for Representatives and Senators 
under the control of the State Legislatures. * * Indeed, so vitally im- 
portant was it considered to the independence of the States that the legislation 
should be entirely untrammeled in prescribing the time, and manner of 
elections that it was with great culty thatthe States were persuaded to ac- 

uiesce in the controlling power given to Congress to make oralter by law the 

tate regulations, 
iE soe will look, sir, into the debates in the different conventions upon the 
adoption of the Federal Constitution you will find that no provision was more 
debated or received with greater jealousy. All the States took the ground that 


the most important of their political powers consisted in the control, through 
their Legislatures, over the time, places, and manner of election; and the alti 
mate supervisory power was reluctantly placed with Co upon the express 
ground that it was necessary for the preservation of the Government; that 
without this provision the States might neglect to make siy regulations on 
the subject, or might fix the times of election at such peri as to prevent a 
representation, and thereby cause a dissolution of the Government, 

twas admitted in all the debates that this power of providing fora deficiency 
or failure of action on the of the State 82828 did not and could not 
with propriety reside anywhere else than in Congress. Still the States were so 
jealous on this subject that most of them accompanied their ratifications of the 
Constitution with a solemn protest — the exercise by Con of this 
power, except in cases of failure or neglect on the part of the Legislatures H 
and also with standing instructions to their delegates, in all future time, to ob- 
ta in, as early as practicable, au amendment of the Constitution limiting the ac- 
tion of Congress on this matter to such cases of neglect and failure on 8 The 
ratification of South Carolina, North Carolina, Virginia, Pennsylvania, New 
Korie anode Island, and Massachusetts, if not others, contain such protests and 
1 rue ns. 

Toshow the intensity of the convictions of this great Whig orator upon 
this subject I will read a resolution which he presented to Congress on 
June 11, 1838, which I read from volume 6 of the Congressional Globe, 
Twenty-fifth Congress, page 445: 

Resolved, That no election or action of this House can deprive the ple of 
any State of their constitutional rights of electing Representatives to Congres 
at the time designated for that p by the Legislature of such State; that 
the claim of such right on the part of this House would be a dangerous encroach- 
ment upon the rights of the States, and its exercise a direct and palpable viola- 
tion of the Constitution. 

During the reading of the foregoing extract, Mr. WHEELER’s time 
expired. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
as withdrawn. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I ask permission to print in the 
RECORD the portion of the extracts which, owing to the expiration of 
my time, I have not been able to read. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to print 
the remainder of the article in the RECORD. Is there objection ? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
Can my friend from Alabama print this speech until he prints first the 
one which he made on last Friday night, about the Farmers’ Alliance? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, That will be printed soon. I have 
been compelled to delay it awaiting important information from the 
Census Bureau, which bears upon the subject. 

Istated in my speech that I would give exact figures and I sent them 
to the Census Office for verification. I am glad that the gentleman is 
so anxious to read remarks which I make to this body. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection ? 

Mr., BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. We can not tell whether there 
is or not. We have not heard what the gentleman was reading. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. The gentleman should have kept 
quiet and paid attention. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? ‘The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Is that literature of 1770? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, If the gentleman will look at it -he 
will see that it refers to current events and bears strongly on this ques- 
tion. I read from a speech in the Forty-first Congress, 1871, by Sen- 
ator Vickers, and one in the Twenty-seventh Congress, 1838, by Ser- 

t S. Prentiss. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I renew the amendment. 

A good many years ago a gentleman who afterwards became a very 
distinguished Democrat charged that the State of New York had been 
carried against Henry Clay by fraud on the ballot-box. It was never 


The Chair will regard the pro forma amendment 


denied, although the charge was made specifically and in t detail 
at the time. Many years afterwards the same gentleman, who was then 
hanging on the edge of Democracy, wrote an open letter to 


Governor Tilden, of New York, then chairman of the Democratic State 
central committee of the State, charging that he, Governor Tilden, by 
fraud upon the ballot-boxes of the State, after the closing of the polls 
on the nightof the election, had changed the result of the vote in the 
State, and had elected by this systematic frand Governor Hoffman to 
be the executive of that State in place of the man duly elected by the 
people. That charge was never denied by Mr. Tilden so far as I now 
remember or in so far as I have read. But, be that as it may, it was 
approved and indorsed afterwards by the Democratic party itself, in- 
dorsed as a truthful utterance, by the nomination of the author of the 
statement to be their candidate for President of the United States and 
by the cordial support of the Democracy of New York given to the 
brave and courageous man who saw fit to thus denounce the frauds 
committed by the Democratic party in that State. 

It was the outgrowth of astate of affairs like that which brought to the 
surface in this country John I. Davenport and made him the important 
person he is. No great system of reform and no great leader of reform 
movements among men ever begin and become prominent and a part 
of the current events of the day unless there is a necessity existing for 
such men and such reform. Leadership and prominence in the support 
of reform always come because of the existence of a necessity, and 
wherever you see a man springing up into the importance that John I. 
Davenport has reached in this country, as shown by the testimony of 
William C. Whitney and John Kelly and the opinions of thousands of 
others, it is because there is a necessity for that sort of leadership and 
that sort of promulgation, John I. Davenport grew up to be the mas- 
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ter of the reformation, which was afterwards aided by a great many 
leading Democrats of the city of New York, brought into it because 
being convinced that the day had come for reformation in the city and 
State of New York, or at least that that period had come which was to 
approximate in the elections in that city a free ballot and an honest 
count, or that the continuance of the then existing state of things 
would produce anarchy, bloodshed, and municipal bankruptcy. Demo- 
erats and Republicans united to bring about a change in the situation 
in New York, and out of the horrors of that period of ballot-box frand 
and outrage John I, Davenport came to the front. And he stands to- 
day in the front rank of the men who have made decent elections in 
New York barely possible. 

John I. Davenport has been all the time within the scope, within 
the range, within the jurisdiction of the grand juries of the State of 
New York, and the grand juries have been put in motion and conducted 
in their operations by some very distinguished gentlemen, membersof 
the bar, district attorneys and assistant district attorneys, and there 
have been upon the bench of the city of New York some very promi- 
inent and distinguished lawyers and judges who have pursued crime in 
all of its ramifications in that city, and yet I have not heard that they 
have employed the machinery of the criminal law of New York against 
thecrimesalleged against John I. Davenport. If he is the guilty wretch 
that justly provokes the ire of my friend from New Jersey [ Mr. Mc- 
Apoo], why is it that to-day he stands unimpaired, unscathed by the 
criminal jurisdiction of the State in which these crimes are alleged to 
have been committed. 

Within the past five years many distinguished gentlemen have left 
New York for their own good and for the good of the State of New York; 
some have come hack recently under a sort of political necessity in the 
form of an amnesty in the courts, but a great many are yet wandering 
exiles over theearth. John I. Davenport resides in the city of New 
York and it is the public judgment of Americans that to-day he is un- 
justly censured on the floor of the House for frauds or wrongs on the 
ballot-box. I do not believe he has been guilty. I do not doubt his 
entire honesty, and I know of his great value and efficiency. To him, 
more than to any other man, in my opinion, is due what of reform we 
have had in New York since the halcyon days of which Horace Greeley 
wrote, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McADOO. Mr, Chairman, it is proper that I should say a 
single word in justice to the memory of a great statesman now dead, 
Samuel J. Tilden, and that in justice to the memory of this gentle- 
man I should not permit the statement of the gentleman from Ohio, 
as I understand it, to go uncontradicted. IfI understand the gentle- 
man aright he stated that the charge had been made that Governor 
Tilden, then Samuel J. Tilden, a plain citizen 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The charge was made by Horace Greeley. 

Mr. MCADOO. The charge was made, as I understand the gentle- 
man, that Governor Tilden conspired to so manipulate the ballot-box at 
the close of the polls as to secure the election of Governor Hoffman, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is it. 

Mr. McADOO. And I understood the gentleman to say further that 
the charge had never been denied. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I said it had never been denied by the gentle- 
man against whom it was made, and the truth was that afterwards it 
was indorsed by the Democrats of the country by nominating the man 
who made it for President. 

Mr. McADOO. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that what was equiv- 
alent to an emphatic denial by Mr. Tilden himself was made upon the 
floor of this House by Mr. Hewitt, a Representative from New York, 
then representing one of the districts of the city of New York, and in 
the closest communion with Hon. Samuel J. Tilden. He stood on the 
floor of this House and discussed and absolutely, emphatically, and 
indignantly denied in his name this charge. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. He did notdeny at the same time the Morey let- 
ter, did he? 

Mr, McADOO, And it is an act of injustice to a dead statesman, to 
an eminent statesman, toa patriotic man, who made the greatest of sacri- 
fices to the peace of his country, that this charge should be made that 
Governor Tilden ever so manipulated the ballot-box as to secure the 
election of any manin any election. His friends have denied it specific- 
ally, emphatically, and circumstantially on every occasion whenever 
it has been made or suggested. 

Now, the gentleman says with reference to Mr. Davenport, if he is 
such a bad man and such a bad officer, why is he not indicted? Why 
does not somebody have him arrested? Why is he not prosecuted? 
My friend knows that Mr. Davenport is a life officer of the Federal 
courts; that he acts as a Federal officer; that the whole machinery and 
partisan sympathy of those institutions go out to this officer of their 
own selection, and who in election times is the right hand of Federal 
power; and the citizens of the State of New York can not get him into 
the State courts, because you have made him a power beyond local con- 
trol so far as you can and so far as the decision of your courts can go. 
You have made him a power not amenable to the State courts of New 
York so long as he acts under the color of Federal law. That may 
answer the question why Mr. Davenport has not been sued or indicted. 


Now the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] wonders why Mr, 
Davenport should be so aspersed, as he says, or why gentlemen on this 
side of the House should make such strong charges against him. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, The gentleman from New Jersey does not mean 
tostate, does he, that the Federal judiciary of New York will wink at 
crime if that crime is committed by Federal office-holders ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Under color of authority. 

Mr, McADOO. I can not yield now. I am answering the gentle- 
man from Ohio[Mr. GROSVENOR]. The gentleman knows, as one who 
has had part in the administration of the law, knows as well as any 
living man knows, how under the color of the statute, how under the 
shadow of authority, backed by a powerful Government, in sympathy 
with a great and powerful political party controlling that Government, 
with the Federal Treasury and enormous campaign funds behind 
how a man can, without actually violating the letter of the law, by 
narrow and illiberal construction or abuse of his discretion, violate its 
spirit, persecute the citizens, and degrade the execution of justice, and 
yet not be amenable to an indictment or to answer in a State court or 
any court for his actions. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Will the gentleman yield to me 
for a question? 

Mr. McADOO. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. How did that state of affairs 
tect Mr. Davenport during the four years of Democratic administration ? 

Mr. MCADOO. Because Mr. Davenport is a 3 
laughter on the Republican side —Mr. 8 is a Ta at 
and when Mr. Davenport found that he did not have a great polii 
party and a friendly Administration the Talleyrandic Mr. Davenport 
cooed as softly as a dove. He was a gentle officer of the law, 
upon its letter, careful not to violate its spirit, as he considered 
in political exile and his talents suppressed, and the arena of his great 
achievements curtailed, until Benjamin Harrison was elected, when he 
blossomed out, not alone under the present law, but as the proud father 
of the measure which now excites the honestindignation of the co’ 2 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I bow to the rhetoric ot 
gentleman, if not to his logic. À 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] ig 


recognized. 

Mr. HERBERT. I desire to state in answer to the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] that Mr. Davenport 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
was recognized. If he does not care to occupy the floor the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] will be recognized. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I supposed the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. McApoo] had not finished his remarks. Paps 

Mr. HERBERT. I simply desire to make a statement in answer to 
the question of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN]. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I would like to have a better 
answer than the one I got. 

Mr. HERBERT. The answer is this, that Mr. Davenport has been 
a supervisor and holds his office under the circuit judge of the United 
States. That circuit judge is, I believe, a 1 Mr. Daven- 
port is not subject to impeachment or removal by anybody except the 
circuit court of the United States. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. And the circuit judge is Judge 
Lacombe, who was appointed by President Cleveland. r 

Mr. CRISP. He is only an additional judge. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Has the gentleman any further 
explanation ? 

Mr. CRISP. That judge is an additional judge. He had no 
to do with this appointment at all. The gentleman knows that, if he 
knows anything about it. The gentleman must know that the Demo- 
cratic judge he mentioned is simply an additional judge who has nothing 
todo with the appointment. He knew that, if he knewanything about 
it all. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. That is the trouble. He did not. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I trust my friend from New Jer- 
sey will see to it that his remarks shall not by any possible fair con- 
struction place the inference upon me that I indorsed in any wise a 
charge against a dead man, Mr. Tilden. I was poin out that it was 
out of a set of facts, a condition, thatsuch men as Mr. Davenport come 
to the front. Iwas showing that it was because of the public opinion 
independent of the facts that brought Mr. Davenport up tothe position - 
he now holds. And I cited the fact that so distinguished a man from 
New York as Horace Greeley had made such a terrible charge as that 
oo a leading citizen of the city, who afterward became so prominent. 
Thave no knowledge upon the subject, not half ag much knowledge as 
I have that within the past two years in more than one place in the 
State of New York by the concurrent statements of Democrats and Re- 
publicans alike the voice of the majority has been set aside and the 
will of the minority has been substituted. i 

The letter of Mr. Greeley was published in 1869, and again in 1872. 
It was dated October 20, 1869, and is in the following words: 
To SAMUEL J. TILDEN, chairman Democratic Stale committee : 


Stn: You and I are growing old. We came here young men from the coun- 
try, and have lived and struggled side by side for nearly forty years. We have 
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Avaust 6, 


itical struggles, always on different sides. 
of Van 5 Silas Wright; I, a disciple 
and follower of Henry y. this I will say for you, that I am confident 
you have never sought to enrich yourself by politics or at the expense of the 

ublic, that whatever of wealth you may have acquired or sree was earned 
— your profession as a lawyer, and that your instincts and your influences, 
partisanship apart, have generally been feit on the side of economy in publie 
expenditure and uprightness in the conduct of public affairs. Of my course in 
these respects you are welcome to say whatever you think true, 

On one very important point, however, your bitterness as a partisan has im- 
pelled you to ignore and come short of your duty as a citizen and a professed 
upholder of government by the people; and for this dereliction I here arraign 
you. Lallude to the preservation of the purity of the ballot-box. 

You and 1 wup in the country and are familiar with elections as there 
conducted. We poth know that, except in a few districts where the voters are 
all on one side, it is morally impossible that any considerable proportion of 
fraudulent votes should there be polled; for those who attend a poll are nearly 
all well known to each other, and hardly ever is one entitled to vote who is not 
known to be so to men of each party. If one should offer a vote who is not so 
known, he is challenged and questioned, of course, and his answer will convict 
him if a bogus voter. I do not believe that the illegal vote in the rural districts 
was ever 1 cent, of the whole number polled, even when there was no reg- 
istration of legal voters, 

How different is the case in cities, and especially in this Babel, you very well 
know. Long as you have lived in Gramercy Park and eminent in social posi- 
tion and fortune as are the inhabitants of that favored locality, you could not 

within twenty which of the residents in sight of your front door are and 
which are not entitled to vote; you could not make a list of the legal voters 
residing on that square which would even approach accuracy, How it must 
be, then, with the nomadic denizens of our“ back slums ” and of our great ten- 
ement houses; how 1 impossible is it that any one should know which 
among them are and which are not legal voters, and whether the man who ap- 
to vote at II a. m. at one poll has not already voted several times at dif- 

ferent polls, and whether he is or is not on his way to vote still oftener at other 
you can not help knowing if you would. I can imagine how a man may 

shut his eyes to many things which he deems it convenient not to know, but I 
speak: of what you must know, however you may wish or seek to be ignorant 


88 ardently in man 
ou were the il and 


The matter to which I call your attention is vital to the very existence of free, 
ular ment. Whenever it shall be generally understood that the re- 
ts of elections are not determined by the ballots of legal voters, but 
by frauds in voting or by frauds in counting, then the advent of avowed, une- 
quivocal d must be near at hand. Between the rule of an emperor 
and the rule of a clique of ballot-box-stuffers, every intelligent man must prefer 
the former as less rapacious and more sible, When honest citizens shall 
avoid the polls, asking,“ What is the use of voting? The result is already fixed,” 
the days of the Republic will be numbered. Between aruler who prohibits vot- 
ing altogether and the gang who make it a sham by filling the ballot-boxes with 
illegal votes Xe miscounting those actually cast, the sway of the former is every 
way preferable, 

r. Tilden, I have been voting here for thirty-seven years and an active poli- 
tician for more than thirty of them, and Lappeal to God tor my sincerity and to 
my public record for a witness that in all those Toa I have earnestly sought 
and red to have our elections decided by legal votes and none other. 
ing how great are the tem ions and the facilities, under a right of suffrage 
so general as ours, to poll illegal votes, I have openly and actively favored 
every effort to shut them out and keep the suffrage pure and legal. That every 
1 voter should have a full and fair opportunity to vote once at eleo- 
tion; that no one should be enabled to vote more than once, and thatnone but 
legal voters should be allowed or empowered to vote at all—such has been my 
constantaim. Ihave notconfined myself to barren professions, buthaveshown 
my taithin my works. How is it with you? You hold a most responsible and 
influential position inthe councils of a 1 party. Von could make that party 
content itself with Polling legal votes if you only would. In our late constitu- 
tional convention I tried to erect some h barriers against election frauds, 
Did you? The very little that I was enabled to effect in this direction I shall 

to have ratified by the people at our ensuing election, Will gorr 

2 Tilden, you can not escape responsibility by saying with the guilty Mac- 


Thou canst not say I did it; never shake 
Thy gory locks at me! 


for you were at least a passive accomplice in the giant frauds of last November, 
Your name was used, without public protest on your part, in circulars sowed 
broadcast over the State, whereof the manifest intent was to make assurance 
double sure” that the frauds here hee trated should not be overborne by the 
honest vote of the rural districts. And you not merely by silence, but by poar 
tive assumption, have covered those frauds by the mantle of your respectability, 
On the principle that “the receiver is as bad as the thief” you are as deeply im- 
— in them to-day as though your name were Tweed, O’Brien, or Oakey 
all. 

Mr, Tilden, you and I were ardent participants in the struggle of 1840, wherein 
Martin Van Buren was onsted from the Presidency by General Harrison. You 
know how thoroughly our city was absorbed in that contest, wherein every 
man, woman, and child took adeep and lively interest. Ourelections were then 
held throughout three days; there was a registration freshly enacted which 
2 had not yet learned to circumvent; the right of suffrage was as widely 
diff as it now is, and no one ever complained that a single legal voter was 
unable then to poll his vote. And, though our city has since largely increased 
its population, the lower wards were mp geo populous then as they are to-day— 
several ofthem more so. They were full of boarding-housescrowded with clerks 
and mechanics. Many of these covered sites since given up to great warehouses 
and manufactories; their denizens have moved up town, over to Brooklyn, or out 
on some of the railroads that lead into the opencountry. Practically, the lower 
wards are being given up to commerce and no longer shelter by night the mul- 
titude who throng their streets by day. 

Now look at the vote of four of these wards in 1840 and 1868, respectively. 


President, 1849. Governor, 1868, 


doubt that you mean it—and we shall have a tolerably fair 
Probably a good part of the 50,000 supplied last fall with bogus naturalization 
certificates will appear to register and to vote, some of them pretending not 
to know that they are no more citizens of the United States than the of 
Dahomey is, but very few will vote repeatedly unless paid for it; and we shall 
not be cheated more than 10,000, if you simply tell the workman that there 
must be no more illegal voting instigated and paid for, 
Will you do it? Your reputation isatstake, The cowardly craft which 
Would not play false 
And yet would wrongly win— 


will not avail. If we Republicans are swindled again as we were swindled last 
fall you and such as you will be nsible to God and man for the outrage, 
Prosecutors, magistrates, munici authorities, are allin the pool; we have 
nothing to hope for from the ministérs of justice, and the villains have no fear 
of the terror ofthe law. Iappeal to you and anxiously await the result. 


Yours, 
HORACE GREELEY. 

New York, October 20, 1809. 

Nothing more graphic, nothing more startling than this was ever 
written by mortal. Do you, Mr. Chairman, do you my Democratic 
brethren believe this letter was false and libelous, and that neverthe- 
less your party in New York gave to the writer in 1872, the year of 
the last publication of the indictment, its solid vote for President of 
the United States? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr, FLOWER. Mr. Chairman, I was informed this morning that 
the gentleman from Ohio had his guns loaded for the Speaker of the 
Honse instead of for New York State or Johnnie Davenport. I under- 
stood that he was going to make this House howl because he had not 
been ized on some little bill and because the great imperial 
State of New York had been recognized in order to get permission to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to sanction the laying ofa 
cable-road past the post-office. 

I had hoped that there would be fairness enough possibly in the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, New York having lost the world’s fair and almost 
everything, that he would let her have a little cable-road without mak- 
ing all this ado and fight on the Speaker. But he has turned his guns 
from the Speaker, probably thinking that it had been made pretty hot 
for him on this side of the House, and has turned them on the great 
city of New York. 

What my learned friend from Alabama has said in regard to Judge 
Lacombe is true. He is the judge of the customs cases for the State 
of New York, and for that only, and his jurisdiction ends there, or 
rather he confines his cases to the customs department. 

Now, as to nobody having indicted Mr. Davenport. As the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. MCADOO] has said, he, Davenport, has 
been as tame as a kitten“ for the last four years, Ever since Mr. 
Cleveland came into power he did not do a single thing that would 
be indictable, Under the present Federal election law we have one 
Democratic supervisor and one Republican at every poll, but may the 
Lord have mercy on the State of New York in any district where there 
is not more than three to five hundred majority or as much as 1,400 
Democratic majority with the proposed election law in vogue, giving 
him and the courts the right to appoint two Republicans to one Dem- 
ocrat at every election district for supervisors, 

With such a number of Federal supervisorsas that bill will deal you 
out (300 in each Congressional district) it will put you in such a shape 
that you can control the district. Make a relay of them, make it 600, 
as under the bill you havea right to do, and will anybody on the 
other side tell me where the Schoharie, Otsego, and Herkimer district, 
with its 200 Democratic majority, will be? Where will the Chemung 
district be, where my friend [Mr. FLoop] comes from, with its 341 ma- 
jority? Where will any district with a less majority than 300 or 1,000 
be? as those majorities can be overcome by the appointment of these 
men under this law for five weeks at from $3 to $10 a day as Federal 
supervisors; for Johnny Davenport or some other chief supervisor will 
be sure to have Democrats appointed and have them where they can 
rie vote, working at different polling places, and that will carry the 

istrict. f 

Will anybody tell me why one thousand United States deputy mar- 
shals from the State of Rhode Island can not be appointed and put into 
Connecticut, and one thousand men from Connecticut appointed and 
put into the State of Massachusetts or New Hampshire. If they can 
do it, you take the right of an honest ballot and an honest count from 
the State of Rhode Island and the State of Connecticut, and pay for 
the whole of it out of the Federal Treasury by this bill. I can name 
thirty such districts in the United States where a change of 300 votes 
will change the result, and this Federal election bill, under such po- 
litical as will be brought to bear, will give you a majority of 
thirty Republicans, and make the Federal Treasury foot the bill forall 
your election expenses. 

Here the hammer fell. 
Mr. BELDEN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired and de- 
bate upon this amendment is exha 

Mr. PAYNE. It occurs to me, Mr. Chairman, that the Democratic 

y must be very hard up for an issue when they take up so much 
of the time of the House in going back to these old matters that oc- 
curred some eighteen ortwenty years agoin the city of New York, and 
that, too, in a discussion upon a general appropriation bill when the 
motion is to strike out the last word of a clause that bears no relation 
whatever to that subject. 

Mr. Chairman, it is well known to the country, it is well known to 
gentlemen upon that side of the Chamber, that when this first super- 
visor of election law was passed there was a mill in 
grinding out naturalization papers in the city of New York, a mill that 
did not deserve the dignity ot being called a court, because those 
papers were handed out to immigrants upon the streets and were given 
out generally without any sanction of judicial authority. They were 
a scandal upon the electivefranchise. They were a scandal upon the 
privilege which our laws had given to aliens to come here and after 
five years’ residence become citizens of the United States. Those natu- 
ralization papers being turned out in that way by wholesale, Mr. Daven- 
port, as he had a right to do under the law, seized them, and in doing 
so he made himself amenable to the process of the court if those papers 
were legal. 

But it is said that the men from whom they were taken were poor men. 
It is the glory of our judicial system that the poor man has an equal 
chance with the rich man to procure an indictment before a 
jury, and in this instance the grand jury was selected from the Dem- 
ocratic city of New Vork. Why did not they appear before that grand 
jury? Did it require money to procure witnesses? Then why not 
spend for that purpose a few of the fifteen or twenty thousand dollars 
that you assessed upon each of your candidates for office? If these 
seven or eight thousand naturalized citizens were legally naturalized 
and had a right to vote, and a few dollars were needed to pay the ex- 
peo of procuring witnesses, why did you not spend those few dollars 

that purpose? But, no. You waited; you did not act at the time, 
and now, after twenty years, you bring in your bill of complaint. You 
at one time brought this matter before the House of Representatives. 

The distinguished gentleman from the city of New York [Mr. Cox] 
was, I believe, chairman of the investigating committee. He exam- 
ined the matter at the time. He took the testimony of witnesses from 
the city of New York, some of them Democrats whose names have 
since become national, Mr. Whitney, for instance. The committee ex- 
amined into the facts of this matter, and what was the result? Why, 
the result was that Mr. Davenport was exonerated by the evidence of 
men like William C. Whitney before a Democratic House of Repre- 
sentatives. Yet now, at this late day, we hear gentlemen from other 
States, the gentleman from New Jersey—New Jersey, a State onecity 
of which has become famous of late because of its scandals against the 
election laws—coming in here and hurling anathemas against John T, 
Davenport, 

You come here now, gentlemen, and make these general ch 
You did not have the courage to go before the grand jury pital Sas, TTA 
that Democratic city twenty years ago; then why bring the matter up 
here now? Can not you present any other issue to the people of this 
country? Are you without issues? Are you without a ? Can 
you not bring in anything except the name of John I, Davenport, 
coupling it at this late day with the false charge that the several tated 
sand naturalization papers which he seized were valid, and that the 
men who held them were legal voters, when it has been acknowledged 
here broadly, not to-day, but within a few weeks, that those same men 
have not been able to vote from that day to this because their natu- 
ralization papers were taken from them? 

If those naturalization papers were correct and valid, why did not 
you proceed in the courts? Why did you leave those six or seven 
thousand voters out of the count when New York was so close year 
after year and when your only hope of the Presidency depended upon 
securing the vote of that State? Are you so cowardly, are you so with- 
out resources, do you understand so little of the laws and processes of 
the courts of the country that you could not avail yourselves of those 
thousands of votes which you claimed were legal through all those 
years when you were struggling in the State of New York to get her 


of Wisconsin, as chairman of a committee consisting of himself, the 
gentleman from Alabama, Mr. FORNEY, and the gentleman from 
Mr. FRYE, who, as we all know, is now a member of the Senate. 

If Mr. FRYE really dissented, as he may have done, he did not, so 
far as I can find, — A any minority report; but, whether he dissented 
or not, the statements contained in the report stand uncontradicted. 
They are the findings of the committee, the conclusions they drew from 
the evidence before them. Let me read the conclusions as set forth in 
the report. It was submitted March 3, 1879: > 


The course of John I, Davenport, in regard to these naturalized ee se 
mits ofnojustification. Mostly poor and ignorant, ys mente > upon their 
labor for their mt d bread, honest themselves and disposed to believe others 

est, they were induced to surrender their papers when told that all papers 
issued by these courts in 1868 were invalid. 

All these cases had arisen out of the fact that during the year 1868 
many naturalization papers had been issued which were informal, the 
recipients of which in most cases, as the report says, were DATORE 
honest and sincere. These were the men that Davenport practi 
upon, and the report goes on to say: 

They signed a deposition prepared beforehand, mostly in print, to escape the 
arrest referred to in the notice of the district attorney and sent to them by Dav- 
en 

thers, believing their papers to be valid, and whose papers were in fact val 
knowing that Davenport had persistently and continuously for years 
and seized the false and fraudulent papers, knowing that year when there 
was a Congressional election they had been challen: and questioned by the 
psy ye under Mr. Davenport's direction as to all the facts —— to the 

idity of their papers, and having answered the questions satisfactorily, and 
sworn in their votes, did not believe these threats of arrest were intended for 
them, and when dragged from the polls and denied the right to vote, they first 
realized the power of the chief supervisor of elections, 


Then the report goes on to state that in the case of Coleman, which 
was a test case, Judge Blatchford discharged Coleman upon the ground 
that he had been guilty of no offense whatever. Here is the statement 
as to that: 


Judge Blatchford, at the conclusion of his opinion in the Coleman case, says: 
But there is another ground on which Coleman is entitled to be d 
Even if there were such a defect in the record of the su court as to make 
the certificate given to him one that was unlawfully or made, he was 
not guilty of an offense under section 5426 unless, when he used the certificate, 
he knew that it was unlawfully issued or made.” 


Thus the court in a test case pronounced innocent the men who had 
been imprisoned by hundreds. This was Mr. Davenport’s work. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 
r. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I hope weshall now proceed with the 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. A single moment before the read- 
ing of the bill is resumed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I believe only formal amendments 
are pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The formal amendments will be considered as 
withdrawn. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I renew the pro forma amend- 
ment to strike out the last word. I find in volume 23 of the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, being the last volume of the second session of 
the Forty-fourth Congress, these words: 


Whatever may be said about the United States law as to elections or thelr 
supervision by United States authority; whatever may be said as to the right 
of a State to regulate in all ways such elections, this must be said, that the ad- 
ministration of the law by Commissioners Davenport, Muirhead, and Allen, the 
United States functionaries and their subordinates, was eminently just and wise 
and conducive to a fair public expression in a Presidential year of unusual ex- 
citement and great temptation. The testimony of Mr. Daven the United 
States Commissioner for the Southern district of New Vork. isa remarkable 
statement, which the committee would adopt as the basis of their report as to 
the three cities. 

* * * * * * * 


The committee would commend to other portions of the country and to other 
cities this remarkable system developed through the agency of both localand 
Federal authorities acting in harmony for an bonest purpose. Inno portion of 
the world and in no era of time, where there has been an expression of the popu- 
lar will through the forms of law, has there ever been a more complete and 
thorough illustration of republican institutions. Whatever may have been the 
previous habit or conduct of elections in those cities or howsoever they may 
conduct themselves in the future, this election of 1876 will stand asa monument 
of what good faith, honest endeavor, legal forms, and just authority may do for 
the protection of the electoral franchise. 

From the moment the supervisors are appointed, from the moment that the 
lists are purged, from the moment that the applications are examined to the 
very last return of the popular expression, this election shows the calm mas- 


b tey of prudence. For this due credit should be given to men of both es, 

electoral vote as your only means of capturing the Presidency ? y to the corporation counsel, Mr. Whitney, and U. States 
V F i su rs. P 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The suavity of Davenport de Mr. Commissioner Davenport had maps of every house and building in the 

terred them. city. These maps were corrected y every thirty days. You can not 


. Mr. PAYNE. Did John I. Davenport prevent you from doing this? 
Was he such a giant that he could defy the whole national Democratic 
party and prevent you from taking means to secure those votes and 
that power which you sought so eagerly? [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr, Chairman, the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. PAYNE] seems to be a little out in his facts. I understand him 
to say that Mr. Davenport was fully vindicated by a report made bya 
committee of which Mr. Cox was chairman, a committee appointed by 
s Democratic House. The only report that I know anything about in 
relation to what are called the Davenport frauds in city of New 
York I now hold in my hand. That report was made by Mr. Lynde, 


build a der dae PORADA aro mee dee or add to its stories or rooms 
or change the character or quality of the dwelling without its being registered 
by thesupervisor. All the doubtful or suspected or bad houses are registered 
and known. When these changes nre made that fact is brought to the atten- 
tion of the functionaries in charge of the trust, and all trouble appeased and all 
wrong rectified, 

That is the language of the report of the committee appointed to in- 
vestigate alleged frauds in the cities of New York, Jersey City, Brook- 
lyn, and Philadelphia; and it is signed by S. S. Cox (chairman), A. V. 
Rice, and A. M. Waddell. 

Mr. HERBERT. What is the date in that report? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Eighteen hundred and eighty- 
seven, 
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Mr. HERBERT. The report to which I have referred was made in 
1879. When additional facts had come to light and additional wrongs 
had been done, this report from which I have read was made, and it 
stands uncontradicted. There is no minority report. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. But the report just quoted by the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] says that Mr. Davenport was 
ht. 


Mr. HERBERT. That is no answer to what I have read, because 
he had not been found out at that time. What the gentleman from 
New Jersey read does not tend in the least to show that the report I 
have read is not true. 

Mr. McADOO. I hold in my hand the report made in 1879 by a 
committee composed of Mr. Lynde, Mr. FORNEY, and Mr. FRYE (now 
one of the Senators from the State of Maine), the committee having 
been directed to investigate the charges against Commissioner John 
I. Davenport in his capacity as chief supervisor of elections.” Mr. 
FRYE made no minority report, so that this stands as the report of the 
whole committee. It concludes as follows: 


These are the evils which demand aremedy. Mr. Davenport holds his office 
by appointment from the 40 of the circuit court of the United States for the 
second circuit. He is not subject to impeachment or removal by Congress. 
The only way he can be reached, if the circuit court should see fit to continue 
him in that office, is by a repeal of the law creating the office. Your committee 
believe that the power conferred upon the supervisors of election, as it has been 
exercised in the city of New York, is destructive of the rights of the citizen and, 
instead of promoting purity of elections, has been made use of by partisans for 
purely san pw ; and they therefore recommend the repeal of all laws 
authorizing the appointment of supervisors or chief supervisors of elections; 
also, all laws authorizing special marshals of elections. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I wish to ask the gentleman whether Mr, FRYE 


signed that report. 
. McA . Ido not know whether he signed it or not. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Why then do you assume that Mr. FRYE con- 
curred in the report, if his name is not signed to it? 
Mr. McADOO. For this reason: The report begins in this way: 
That a subcommittee, consisting of Mr. Lynde, Mr. Forney, and Mr. Frre, 


roceeded to the city of New York and took such testimony as was offered on 


half of the memorialists; also the testimony of Mr. Davenport, and such 


witnesses as he desired; all of which las been printed by order of the House, 

The report then proceeds without any reservation on the part of Mr. 
FRYE, and so far as I know without there being anything on record to 
show that he dissented. If he did, I would be glad to state it. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If the gentleman will allow me, so far as he 
knows”? is a distance that I do not know anything about. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. It beyond you. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. ButIdo not k the gentleman is warranted 
in stating that Mr. FRYE can be included asindorsing the report when 
it is not signed by him. I know Mr. FRYE very well and have known 
him for a good many years, and I know that he is accustomed to put- 
ting his signature to what he believes, and if he indorsed or agreed to 
the report he would have signed it. 

Mr. McADOO. There are no names signed tothe report at all. It was 
just like the reports of committees that come to this House. What I 
say is that there is no minority report. 

ae. MILLIKEN. But you have no knowledge that Mr. FRYE ap- 

roved it? 
1 Mr. DINGLEY. It is more than likely that Mr, Frye did not. 
Very probably he did not see it or he would have dissented. 

Mr. McADOO. I was myself surprised, I will state candidly to the 
gentleman, to find that Mr. FRYE, a strong partisan, did not dissent, 
and is not on record as dissenting to the report. Because I agree that 
the probabilities are that he would have dissented from the report, 
But there is no evidence, I say, that he dissented, and there is no mi- 
nority report. 

Mr. HOPKINS. ‘There is no evidence that he ever saw the report 
or that he took any pari in the investigations of the committee. 

Mr. McADOO. Nothing more than it is stated in the report that 
Mr. FORNEY, Mr. Lynde, and Mr. FRYE were a committee. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Iam very sure that Mr. FRYE never agreed to 


that ey 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I think now we have 
ee ares enough and scolding enough, and I hope we will go on with 

e bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. It may not perhaps be improper for the Chair 
to suggest that the bill under consideration relates to deficiencies in 
appropriations rather than in political parties. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But the committee is talking of a deficiency in 
common honesty in elections. 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to state in justice to Mr. 
FRYE, who was on the committee that investigated the Davenport 
matter, that while he intended to write a minority report it was too 
late. We were just about to adjourn and he did not doit. We did 
not get through with our report until just before Congress adjourned, 
and though it was his intention to submit a minority report he had no 
opportunity to do so. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But he dissented from the views of the majority, 
as I understand ? 
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Mr. FORNEY.. I do not think he ever read the report. 
n MILLIKEN. Now, I hope my friend from New Jersey is sat- 


Mr. HERBERT. But this report, this last report, is a complete an- 
swer to the other report referred to by the gentleman from New Jersey. 
which was made before additional facts came to light. z 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, that is the Senin of the gentleman, and 
the House can take it for what it is worth. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the next paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For 
— the 2 of 8 Ta we at Congressional elections, being 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment to 
the text of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Ada, after line 8, page 53, to pay the widow of Temp Elliott, late deputy 
United States marshal in Oklahoma, the sum of $300, in full for his services as 
Sd marshal during the opening of Oklahoma, Indian Territory, in the year 


Mr. McMILLIN, I reserve the point of order, Mr. Chairman, as 
the chairman of the committee does not seem disposed to do it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This amendment—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. If the gentleman will allow me I will 
state that the information the gentleman from Illinois has furnished 
to mein regard to the matter is sufficient, in my judgment, if it had 
been before the committee at the time the bill was prepared, to have 
induced them to incorporate this item in the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Secretary of the Treasury, in Executive Doc- 
ument No. 224, transmitted this claim to the Speaker of the House of 
Re tatives among other expenses of the Department of Justice, 

recommended its payment, as the gentleman will see by reference 
to the executive document named. 

The CHAIRMAN, What date? 

Mr. SPRINGER. February, 1890. 

Tze claim is transmitted amongst others under the following head- 
ing: 

I have the honor to transmit herewith for the information of Congress a com- 
munication of the Attorney-General of the 17th instant, submitting estimates of 
sood in certain appropriations for the Department of Justice, as fol- 

0 . 

Then follow “ miscellaneous expenses, ‘‘contingent expenses, 
and so on, and for the payment of the special deputy marshal whose 
name is incorporated in the amendment. I will state that I had some 
knowledge of this case from the fact that the gentleman mentioned 
here, and now deceased, was formerly the sheriff of the county in 
which I live; and a more honorable, faithful public servant never was 
employed in the Government service. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Before that I wish to inquire of the gentleman 
from Illinois whether this is the regular sum or salary that is paid in 
such cases, the per diem amount under the general law, 

ENNES It is the amount recommended by the Attorney- 
General. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is not what I want to get at; but what the 
general law is. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If he had been employed in attendance on the 
court this would be the amount, but he was in attendance at the land 
office. It is the regular fee for attendance at court. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. How was he detailed? 

Mr. SPRINGER. By the United States marshal for the district. 
When the Territory was opened there was no peace officer in the Ter- 
ritory except the United States marshal, and this officer was detailed 
to the land office at Oklahoma, where he remained faithfully night and 
day until he contracted the disease from which he died shortly after. 
This amount goes to the widow, for services her husband rendered for 
several months, at a time when it was dangerous even to life to occupy 
the position he did. I know the circumstances well, and know that 
no man over deserved compensation more, nor can there be a more just 
and proper claim against the Government than that presented here in 
behalf of his widow. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. It is the amount that the law would have allowed 
to be paid if there had been no deficiency in the Treasury. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is the point of order insisted upon? i 

Mr, McMILLIN, I withdraw the point of order, It seems to 
have been in pursuance of law. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. C , I move to strike out the last words, 
for the purpose of making an inquiry, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Iowa in charge of the bill [Mr. HENDERSON] whether 
the amount a 8 in this 55 8 1 the claims oe have 
been a vi y the proper authorities for the ent of depu 

7 5 piigi prope paymi puty 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes, sir; that was covered in the par- 
agraph that was just passed, The total asked for is $34,000, ànd it 
covers all the items. 


7 


Mi 


"p 


1890. 
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Mr. TRACEY. There are a large numberof these marshals who are 
not paid. In fact, I believe none of them who were employed in the 
district which I have the honor to represent and in the districts sur- 
rounding received any pay at all. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The whole amount is included here, 
and it all goes to the deputy marshals for attendance upon election day. 
We have put in every dollar of it. Daz 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like to oceupy a few moments to reply to 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Oh, do not discuss the election law 
any more. 

Mr. TRACEY. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] made 
a passing allusion to elections in the city of Albany. I would regret 
very much to do anything that would further encroach upon the time 
of the committee, but it appears to me it would be improper and un- 
just to my own city not to reply in a few words. I was unable to 
catch the words of the gentleman and I did not understand what his 
allusion was, but I will say this, Mr. Chairman, that as far as I know 
there has been no serious charge made of any extensive frauds in the 
city of Albany at any time by persons having responsibility. At the 
time that I was first a candidate for the House of Representatives a 
gentleman ran upon the same ticket for the State senate in the corre- 
sponding district. In one election district in the county, outside of the 
city, it was that a vote had been changed, that about 100 votes 
had been taken from this young man—Mr. Chase—who was the Demo- 
eratic candidate for the senate, and given to Mr. Russell, the Repub- 
lican candidate, and the outcome of that was that Mr. Russell obtained 
the seat of the senator by a majority of 8 votes, > 

Two years afterward Mr. Chase was renominated and was elected 
senator by a majority of over 3,000, In the last election, the spring 
election, Mr. Manning, son of the former Secretary of the Treasury, 


gos nominated for mayor of the city of Albany, and he carried the city 


wy a majority of 7,200. It is the opinion of a great many people in 


= my locality that some foolish charges which have been made, in the 


same manner as the gentleman from Ohio has attempted to slur the 
city of Albany, have had the effect of making the people generally in- 
dignant, and that a very large number of Republicans, who do not 
particularly desire to vote for Democrats, have taken to voting the 
ticket for the purpose of reproving certain papers in the city which 


have attempted to cast reflections upon the motives of our citizens. If | la 


the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] had made any specific 
charges I would have been glad to attempt to disprove them, but I 
think what I have said will be sufficient to indicate that I do not deem 
that there is any occasion for such charges being made. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Where was that fraud? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In a recent case, only a year ago, in the city of 
Albany, where by the common admission of everybody there was a fraud 
as gross as any one that has ever been charged against the Democrats 
in Columbus or Cincinnati. Tbat is what I was saying. Now, in re- 
gard to the reason why Mr. Davenport has not been indicted, was there 
ever so pitiful an answer from so distinguished a man—that a United 
States judge, appointed for life, that a distinguished Democratic United 
States district attorney I do not remember who he was, but Mr. Cleve- 
land did not appoint a one-horse lawyer to be district attorney for the 
city of New York—with all that retinue of assistant district attorneys, 
with the machinery of the juriesso thoroughly in the hands of the Dem- 
ocratic party that you fought against a change of it, and are proclaim- 
ing throughout the United States to-day that you are being despoiled 
of your rights to have an honest jury by a change in our election 
law— 

Mr. McADOO. Will the gentleman yield to me for a state- 
ment? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McADOO. When the Democratie Administration came into 
power and appointed the district attorney for New York, whom the 

‘gentleman states was a Democrat, the offenses charged against Mr. 

Davenport were outlawed. It was beyond the powerof that Demo- 
cratic judge, who was appointed, as my friend states, to assist the 
judge of the city of New York, to go back beyond the statute of limi- 
tations. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then Mr. Davenport had been an honest man 
for the preceding six years. That is more than we can say of some. 

Mr. McADOO. He isa diplomatic man, and I presume that di- 
plomacy may sometimes be a kind of honesty. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But the gentleman from New Jersey ought not to 
take such a position as that, with such men as Fellows and Dorsheimer 


in the office of the district court, with the United States marshal in 


their own hands, with the whole machinery of the municipal govern- 
ment of New York in their hands, and a Democrat sitting upon the 
bench of the circuit court. 

The gentleman from Georgia I am bound to ize as having 


made a correct statement. I do not understand what the relative 
jurisdiction between these twojudges is. But I wish to say that it is 
impossible to believe that the charges against Davenport are true. I 
do not mean to say that the gentleman from New Jersey does not be- 
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lieve this outcry from the State of New York, but it is impossible to 
believe that he was guilty or he would have been prosecuted. He is 
a United States officer, but a United States officer may violate the laws 
of the State in which he is operating, and I know of noshield of pro- 
tection, because he is a United States officer, thrown over him, if in 
the discharge of his duty he has done things that operate as a fraud on 
the elective franchise or on the ballot-box, with which heis operating 
the State election, and the charges against him can not have been true or 
it would have resulted in his being prosecuted. 

I ask the gentleman from New Jersey to say whether there was ever 
an attempt made before a United States jury to indict John I. Dayen- 
port for frauds at elections? I want to ask if any charges have been 
made involving this man? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, replying to the peremptory demand of the gen- 
tleman from New York that I explain my reference to more recent 
charges of frauds in elections in New York, I desire to say: What- 
ever I did say—it was only an allusion—was made upon a statement 
made to mea moment before by a Representative on this floor from the 
Stateof New York. I made no specific charge, referring only to the 
current rumor in regard to fraud in a certain election in the city of Al- 
bany. I know nothing about it myself. I did not make any charge 
of my own knowledge or upon my own responsibility. a 

Before the revision and extension in the RECORD of these remarks, 
the following appeared in the New Tork Tribune of August 8 and is 
adopted as a part ot my remarks: - 


THE LODGE BILL IN ALBANY—WHAT A FEDERAL ELECTION LAW WOULD DO 
AMID SCENES OF FRAUD—GROSS DISHONESTY IN ELECTIONS AT THE CAPITAL 
CITY OF NEW YORK WOULD NOT BE SO FEEQUENTLY SUCCESSFUL AS NOW—A 
RECORD OF VIOLENCE AND THEFT. 


[From a special correspondent of the Tribune.] 


E ALBANY, August 6, 
The Federal election bill is r with unanimity by the Republicans of 
this, the capital of the State. Accustomed as ete have been to seeing their 
candidates for Congressmen and their State candidates defeated by frauds at 
the polls, they would welcome gladly Federal supervision of elections. And no 
voters are more surprised than they are that Mugwump voters, after loudly de- 
manding the e of the Saxton ballot-reform bill by the Republican Legis- 
lature, should now, the Legislature having passed that bill, oppose she panaga 
of an act by the Republican Congress which is a necessary supplement to the 
Saxton act, In their eyes this inconsistent attitude taken by the Mugwumps 
can be explained only on the supposition that they fear, if a Federal election 

w is passed, that a large proportion of the Democratic Con en from the 

peter —— be succeeded by Republicans and free trade with England postponed 
ndefinitely. 8 

A resident of Albany, who is especially qualified to speak upon the question 
whether or not the Federal election bill should be passed, expressed his opinion 
of it to-day. This gentleman was Andrew S. Draper, State superintendent of 
public instruction. Mr. Draper for several years was an assemblyman from 
this county and then he was elected chairman of the executive committee of the 
Republican State committee. He held that important office during the Presi- 
dential election of 1884. 

“The Federal election law,“ said Mr. Draper, is notasectional measure, It 
is nota Southern bill. It is as much needed in the North as in the South. We 
have our Ku-Klux and White ues, although cleverly disguised, at the 
North as well as the South. Here in the North, in Albany, your Democratic 
bull-dozer doesn't carry a shotgun, it is true, but he has the invaluable aid of 
the police. Last fall a squad of police from this city, headed by a sergeant of 
police, was sent outside the city limits two miles to the town of Watervliet, 
where it drove the Republican inspectors of election from the polls in the elev- 
enth precinct, and also every Republican voter. When the returns from that 
progines were counted that night is it any wonder that somehow or other the 

epublican candidates were declared to have receiyed a remarkably small 
number of votes? The Republican candidate for supervisor in that ward was 
reported on the official returns to have received only 87 votes, but su uently 
217 Republican voters came before the grand jury and swore that they had voted 
for him. And that is an example of the frauds by which the Democratic party 
for many years has elected its Congressmen.” 


PEMOCRATIC FRAUDS IN 1888. 


The Democratic frauds were 
tion. Thus in 1884 the vote of 


Cleveland. 
Blaine 


Gen « ̃UͥI m tacess 


0 In 1888 the Democrats, by their frauds, made the following record in Albany 
ounty: 


re en siesta T AE na as ou N iirin 21,037 
e e . yeows hen conspovedeqeaerganen — 19, 362 


Cleveland's majority... 1. .c..sozssnes sever seesecerseosss cesses seso — ͤ —„—„-— 1. 675 


Here was an increase of over 1,000 majority. The population of Albany had 
remained almost stationary the last ten ears, as is proved by the election re- 
turns. There was no good reason for such an increase in the Democratic ma- 
jority of the county. 

“That majority against Harrison,” said James W. Bentley, former collector 
of internal revenue, *‘was brought about by the repeating of the Democrats, 
by their voting upen the names of dead men and absentees, and by false count- 
ing. In sucha city as this, with the police supporto the Democratic inspect- 
ors in their wrong-doing, the support of the United States authorities is — 
to secure the Republican minority their rights and protection from fraud. 
knew of a case in this city where the Rev. Mr. Alderman, a well known man 
and a man of aye y was personated by a boy of eighteen or nineteen 
i of age, who v. the Democratic ticket. The Democratic inspectors 
p 


ly prominent in the last Presidential elec- 
bany County was as given below: 


ew Alderman as well as I did, but they let the boy vote for him against our 


rotests. 

The Democrats have been as successful in stealing the seats in from 
this district as they have been in pushing up the Democratic vote for ident, 
This district was carried by the Repub! can candidate for Congress, Dr. Swin- 
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* burne, in 1884; bub twice since by their frauds the Democrats haye won it. 
Here is the record of the last three Congressional elections: 


Republican vote. . . 
Democratic vote 


STEALING ELECTIONS FOR TWENTY YEARS. 
“The Democracy of Albany has been stealing elections in this city and county 


George N. Southwick, editor the Albany 
needs a Federal clection law 1 as 


or Conway County, Arkansas, Ido not 
South for my arguments in favor of the pro election law; I find them in 
abundance here in Albany.” 

Mr. Southwick recalled various Democratic thefts in this city and count, 
including two mayorships, one seat in Congress, three seats in the assembly, 
and a score of minor offices. He pointed out that in 1872 Edmund L. Judson 
was elected mayorof Albany and countedout. Daniel Manning at that time was 
boss of the local Democracy. The contest was close, owing toa third candi- 
date in the field, Thomas McCarty, an Independent Democrat. When the other 
districts had returned their votes and George H. Thacher, the Demo- 
cratic candidate, was known to be defeated, the order was given to do busi- 
ness in the southern district of the Fourth ward. The polling place was in 
the South Ferry slip,on the river front. The lights were extinguished and a 
“fixed” ballot-box was substituted for the one that had been in use through the 
day. At that time all three inspectors of election in the district were o- 
crats, the inspectors being elected, and the job was easily done, Mr. Thacher 
being declared elected by a pluralitv of 201. Mr. Judson con the elec- 
tion and after a long struggle was awarded the seat. Although the crime 
was legally proven by a poll of the voters of the district, the inspectors were 
not prosecuted. 

In 1576, Terence 9. — a leadin 
gress ftom 3 unty by glaring frauds in the Eighth ward of this city. 

On election night, when word was sent to this notorious ward thata pode fa 
majority was necessary, the boxes were stuffed, and Hamilton Harris, the Re- 
pa ican candid was counted out. Mr. Harris contested the election by 

ringing the offending inspectors of the Eighth ward before tho United States 
circuit court. The crime was proven to have been sufficient to elect Mr. Har- 
ris, but the offending inspectors could not be held guilty, The Forty-fifth Con- 
.— was Democratic, and, although Mr. Harris had proven his case in the 

nited States court, he conid not secure justice at the ania of a Democratic 
majority of the House. Not only were the offending inspectors not punished, 
but the ringleaders were liberally rewarded. 


AT THE MERCY OF JURY-FIXERS. 


Two years later occurred the case of Kirtland, Republican, against Dillon, 
Democrat, in the Ninth ward of this city. Dillon was declared elected alder- 
man, but Kirtland made a contest in the courts and was awarded the seat on the 
decision of a jury of twelve men com of both Democrats and Republicans. 
No prosecution followed. Judge Theodore M. Westbrook, of Kingston, a 
Democrat, judge of the supreme court, called the crime to the attention of every 
grand jury during his term rote but, although the crime had been proven, 
— conviction was ever made; the juries were at the mercy of the jury-fixers 

on as now, 

In 1878 Michael N, Nolan, the ner of Terence Quinn in the brewing busi- 
ness, was counted in as mayor of the city. The successful candidate y was 
Nelson H. Chase, who ran as a Workingman's! candidate against Nolan and 
William A. Young, Republican. The frauds at this election were the most glar- 
ing ever perpetrated. In most of the election districts along the river front a 
large portion of the votes cast for Chase were credited to Nolan, At this time 
Nolan had succeeded to the sole ownership of the beer business formerly con- 
ducted by Terence Quinn, and the excise commissioners, the police, and the 
entire municipal machinery were used to advance the beer business of the 
mayor. Those who refused to sell his red-hooped beer were subjected to perse- 
cution for the neglect. Naturally, Nolan was a candidate for re-election. This 
time, however, he was opposed by Dr. John Swinburne, *‘the fighting doctor,” 
a veteran of the rebellion and a man of fearless temperament. Swinburne's 
thousand and one kindnesses of a professional nature had made him invincible 
among the poor classes; and at the mayoralty election of 1882, when Swin- 
burne was a candidate against Nolan, the same district of the Fourth ward, the 
southern, that had red in the mayoralty contest of 1872, was used by Boss 
Manning to count out Swinburne and countin Nolan. “The fighting doctor,” 
however, invoked the aid of the courts; and a legal canvass of the voters of the 
southern district of the Fourth ward proved Swinburne to have been elected, 
Before the decision of the courts was announced Nolan surrendered his office 
to Dr. Swinburne, who thereby secured the office to which he was elected. 

In 1855 Daniel Manning went to Washington as Secretary of the Treasury, and 
was succeeded as Democratic leader here by D. Cady Herrick, a leading lawyer. 
Mr. Herrick's talent for rolling up Democratic votes was first displayed start- 
lingly in 1887, when Henry Russell, Republican, was pitted nst Norton 

Democrat, Mr, Russell was a leading business man, of wide popularity. 
On the night of election Mr. Herrick and his followers believed Chase elected, 
Until now the secret of the delusion has never been revealed. It was due, how- 
ever, to the failure of the Democratic calculators to include the town of Guilder- 
land in their estimates. The boss and his lieutenants went to bed on that 
November night in 1887 believing Chase elected, while the omitted town of 
Guilderland had given Mr. Russell over 300 plurality. They awoke in the morn- 
ing filled with dismay. But, true to insti the Democratic leaders sent trusty 
nts northward into the town of Watervliet on discovering their error. The 
publican ins; r was met, and an attempt was made to him. It was 
unsuccessful. n an attempt was made to produce a second set of returns 
from the eleventh district, Watervliet. In Judge John C. Nott, of Albany, 
however, the Republicans found an honest Democrat; and this county judge 
compelled the Democratic board of supervisors to count the original returns 
from the eleventh district, Watervliet, and declare Mr. Russell elected by the 
narrow plurality of 8 in a poll of 37,000 votes. 


FRAUD COMMITTED BY THE POLICE, 


In April, 1839, there was the crowning outrage of the present Democratic rule 
ofthe county. Democratic control of the board of oe abena was threatened 
by Democratic dissension in the northern portion of the county, caused by a 

uarrel between Mr. Herrick and Edward Murphy, ie of Troy, chairman of the 

ocratic State committee. On election day, while peace and quiet 1 
at the ig, as of the eleventh district of Watervliet, a posse of Al y 
city A ighted from an Albany-West Troy „and, rushing up to 
the 88 surrounded it and proceeded to eject the Republican in- 
2 poll elerk, and watcher, leaving the Democratic election officers to count 

e votes, On the pretext that violence and disorder were threatened, the 
Democratic under-sheriff of the county had sworn in the city police as a posse, 
and the police had gone 2 miles north of the city limits to commit this piece 


for the last twenty years,” said 
Journal, to-day; “and this 28 
much as Yazoo County, Mississippi, 


Democratic brewer, was elected!“ to Con- 


‘| by unanimous consent, pertaining to conferri 


of fraud. On the returns from this district the Republican candidate for super- 
vax was 8 8 eee ane 7 voan a 1 5 8 . 

appeared before the grand jury and swore they vo for him. 
The Democratic inspectors were ixt oes and 9 the farce of a trial, 
but . the jury disagreed. 

In November, 1889, the usual tacties were employed to ‘elect’? Norton Chase 
State senator. Fraud ran riot all day long. of repeaters from New York 
and Troy worked the entire river front, ng from one polling-place to 
another, and voting the names given them by the Dem o ward lieuten- 
ants. In the eastern district of the Sixth ward 40 votes were cast on names 
that were not registered, and fully 150 on the registered names of dead men, 
mythical men, and non-residents. In the two districts of the Fourth ward 150 
fraudulent votes were jed; in the southern district of the Seventh ward 
fully 100, The cheap lodging houses and the “dives” swarmed with the agents 
of fraud, the scum of humanity that had been gathered in from the highways 
and byways for election-day purposes, Decent men on coming to the polling- 

laces found that their names had been voted on by repeaters. Double ballots 

ned together were used generally by the Democratic workers. Every vile 
practice known to the Democratic suflrage-stealers was used to swell the fraud- 
ulent vote that was rolled up for Norton Chase, In the northern part of the 
county, through the notorious orchard district of Cohoes and the village of 
West „the Democratic methods were identical with those employed in this 
city. George H. Treadwell, the Republican candidate for senator, a substantial 
business man, a veteran of the re llion, and ex-department commander of 
the Grand Army of the Republic of New York, was Yoa pe “nang Republican 
against whom t frauds were directed. To-day Mr. Treadwell stands 
as a contestantawaiting the award of his long-delayed rights at the hands of the 
State senate. How grossly he was cheated and the Republican party cheated 


is made evident by ¥ comparison of the vote for senator in 1887 and 1889: 


Republican... 
Democratic ... 


Such a disparity of 

At this same election, in the fourth assembly ct of the county, William 
B. Le Roy, of Cohoes, Republican candidate for the assembly,was counted out by 
the frauds directed against Mr. Treadwell and himself, chael C. Gillice was 
awarded the seat; but after a thorough inv tion of the case Gillice was ex- 
pelled from the assembly and Le Roy seated. Fully 500 fraudulent Democratic 
votes were cast at that end of the county. 


REPUBLICANS UNABLE TO PREVENT FRAUD, 


At the municipal election of last spring the Republicans made onl 
nal contest, realizing how useless it was to waste time and effort. 
no restraint whatever on the vile creatures of the Democratic machine. 


orities is the result of Democratic frauds, 


a nomi- 
here was 
Re- 


year's 
tricts, 


districts, on the last 45714 night before election, hundreds of fraudulent names 
would be added. This allowed only Saturday and Monday before ai e in 
urge the 


onest istra- 


of marshals, prepared to use force if n 
honest elections hereabouts, Not Mans A Republicans, but thousands of decent 
Democrats in this ent. are anxious fo: 

or a similar measure in t 

Now, will the gentleman allow me to say one word in conclusion, 
which I ought to say for the benefit of the distinguished gentleman 
from New York who came here yesterday and whose presence was very 
pleasant to me? When I recalled his handsome face and connected it 
after long study with the name of a member of this House whom I 
had known in other days, I thought to myself that he had probably 
come here to perform some great act of statesmanship, his last act 
having been, as I recollect, to oppose the election law, and he had gone 
in despair of his liberties. I presumed he had come bere to meet the 
wave of destruction of human liberty trom the Senate, when it should 
roll over here with an amended election bill; but after awhile I list- 
ened, and by mere accident I heard a bill read which he was promoting, 
some special rights 
upon a street-railroad corporation of the city of New York, and I list- 
ened further, and behold ! the gentleman from New York [Mr. FLOWER] 
was advocating that bill, and secured its passage, and my mind was re- 
lieved. 

Then I understood why he was back here, and why aſter so longa time 
he had visited the glimpses of the Hall in which he had won honorable 
and deserved distinction, and none the less was glad to see him. I 
was especially relieved from the fear that his presence foreboded some 
great act of real statesmanship. 


~ 
` 


1890. 


So far as my supposed premeditated attack upon the Speaker is con- 
cerned, I want to say to the gentleman that had I loaded my guns for 
the Speaker I should have loaded them with a charge resembling an 
ordinary bear charge. I should have loaded for big game, and had I 
found no necessity for their use Kshould hardly have discharged them 
into the ranks in which the gentleman from New York stood at the 
time referred to by him. I always try to arrange my ammunition in 
regard to the importance of the game for which it is intended. 

A MEMBER. - Foraker! [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Exactly. In such a case a bear charge would 
have been a proper one for him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FLOWER. How are you fixed for your Congressional nomina- 
tion ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The trouble is that the gentleman can not look 
beyond a personal matter. I suppose my renomination probably stands 
about where the aspirations of the gentleman from New York for the 
governorship of New York stand. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FLOWER. I hope you will get there. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Or about the size of his development in Chicago 
was some years ago in the race for President. 

Mr. FLOWER. It will be somewhat lonesome if you do not get here, 
and I hope you will. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Thank you; but I think we have had enough 
about this. Now, one word further. I have never indicated a pur- 
pose of attacking the Speaker. That is mere idle rumor, arising from 
a misunderstanding as to a ruling of the Speaker, or rather a ruling I 
had understood he would make. I had suggested that I proposed to 
make a point of order and to discuss that question of order with the 
Speaker, as an honest man with views of his rights always may properly 
do in a body like this. I learned upon inquiry that I was totally mis- 
informed as to the probable ruling of the Speaker and that we exactly 
agreed upon the matter so far as the rules go. It had arisen upon a 
construction of one of the rules of the House, or rather it was likely to 
so arise, and so there was no need of discussion. I am sorry on ac- 
count of the disappointment it seems to have been to my friend from 
New York, but I am clear that the Speaker has a just and unanswer- 
able view of the rules, and I have no controversy with and only admi- 
ration for the Speaker. 

Mr. Chairman, the demand for honest elections is one which will 
never cease until frauds upon the elective franchise cease. The shame- 
less ery that we have passed a force bill” will not answer the de- 
mands of the hour. The law-abiding, honest people of the country, 
North and South, will not longer, without protest and action, consent 
that their voice at the ballot-box shall be stifled by fraud. Attacks upon 
citizens, official or private, will not stifle the demand for honest elec- 
tions. The Republican party promised to set these wrongs right, 
They carried the country on this issue in 1888. It is the shibboleth 
of American honor and American liberty. It is the watch-word of 
the conservative men of all parties. But it is the key-note of the Re- 
publican party, and By this sign we shall conquer.“ 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The pro forma amendment will be considered as 
withdrawn. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, before we pass to the next sec- 
tion I would like to ask my friend from Iowa in charge of the bill how 
a deficiency in the fees and expenses for these marshals arose? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. ‘The answeris simply this, that there 
was not a sufficient appropriation made by the last Congress. 

Mr. PETERS. If the gentleman will allow me, I will state, in ad- 
dition to that, that it is almost impossible to make a correct estimate 
as to what will be necessary to pay these marshals, because that largely 
depends upon the number of witnesses to be summoned, mileage, and 
attendance, etc, So that it has heen the custom under all administra- 
tions for the Department of Justice to make a rough estimate, as the 
estimates can not be accurately made. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Then there were no unusual number of mar- 
sbals appointed and employed? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will state that these estimates were 
putin by yourownadministration. They were for $140,000 or $150, 000. 
One hundred and twenty-four thousand dollars is all that was given, 
and the deficiency comes simply because enough was not appropriated. 
If you want to strike this out you will strike at the estimates made 

your own party. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. My reason for asking 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, we have passed two 
paragraphs beyond that, and I hope that the gentleman will not take 
up more time. ° 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Then I move to strike out the last word. 

My reason for asking the question was this, because at the election 
specified by my friend from New York [Mr. PAYNE] some time ago 
there were an unusual number of United States marshals employed by 
Davenport, commissioner in New York City. It is true that in 1868 
some clerk in an obscure court in the city of New York issued fraudu- 
lent naturalization certificates. It was upon the discovery of the 
issue of these fradulent certificates that the pretense for the employment 
of an extra force of marshals was based, and I wish to tell the House 
how they were employed. The supervisor of elections assumed that 
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every Democrat who appeared at the polls with a certificate dated in 
1868 carried a fraudulent certificate. The man was arrested and im- 
prisoned by these marshals, his certificate was taken from him, and 
in most cases never returned to him. But if he was a Republican vot- 
ing upon a certificate issuéd in 1868 he was permitted to vote without 
interruption, All certificates issued in 1868 were regarded as fraudu- 
lent if held by men who voted the Democratic ticket. - 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CUMMINGS, I will. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Did not the courts retain certified copies of 
the certificates ? 

Mr, CUMMINGS. Theydid; but whether there was a certified copy 
in the court or not the man was arrested. 

Mr. MoMILLIN, If he was a Democrat. = 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Yes. And in one case, if I remember aright, 
the records were destroyed by fire; in another case they had disap- 


peared. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, my friend from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo 
in speaking of Mr. Davenport called him a Talleyrand and assum 
that the Republican party ran him. That is a mistake. Mr. Daven- 
port is not a Talleyrand. He is a better if not a brighter man than 
Talleyrand was. He rans the Republican The proof that he 
does it is the Federal election bill which this House. Every 
section of that bill was drawn up by Mr. Davenport, except the jury 
section. This section at first allowed the clerk ot the court to select 
the juries. My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUCKALEW] secured 
the passage of an amendment which knocked out this section, and Mr. 
Davenport was again taken into conference by the gentlemen who were 
manipulating the bill. He drew the jury clause as it stands to-day, 
providing for three commissioners. 

If any further proof is needed that Mr. Davenport is running the 
Republican party, and not the Republican party running Mr. Dayen- 
port, it has heen furnished by the fact, which has not been denied, and 
which has been published to the world repeatedly, that Mr. Daven- 
port for days was closeted with the distinguished Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] in an effort to perfect his imperfect bill. Talley- 
rand never did as sharp work as Mr. Davenport. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The Clerk read as follows: A 


For payment of special deputy marshals at Congressional elections, being a 
deticiency for the fiseal year 1885, $34,745. es 


Mr. ROGERS. I move to strike out the last word. I ask theatten- 
tion of the gentleman from Iowa. I understood him to state a moment 
ago that the last Congress did not give the full amount of the estimates 
for witness fees. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. For the fees of deputy marshals at 
elections, That was the question raised by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cummines]. The appropriation was $124,000, and, accord- 
ing to my recollection, the amount asked for was $145,000 or $150,000. 

Mr. ROGERS. What I wanted to know was whether it was not 
stated, and whether in point of fact it is not true, that the last Co 
gave the full amount of the estimates of the Department of Justice for 
all these purposes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. For United States court expenses and 
everything of that kind it did, but not for these special deputies, 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state for the information of the gentleman 
from Arkansas that, if I remember correctly, the Committee on Appro- 
priations of the last Congress recommended and the House passed all 


appropriations that were estimated for by the Department of Justice in 


regard to the administration of the courts. This particular item for 
the payment of deputy United States marshals for services at the elec- 
tion was passed, I believe, and we declined to recommend the appro- 
priation of the full amount asked for because we had no accurate infor- 


mation as to what amount was needed to pay the actual expenditures, ` 


For that reason we just gave them $124,000 asa lump sum, not under- 
taking to appropriate the full or the exact amount. I believe that an 
officer of the Department of Justice who was before the committee 
stated that he had no positive information to give us as to the exact 
amount that would be required to pay the expenses of the deputy 
United States marshals at the elections. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Does that explain why it is that 
the marshals appointed in 1883 in the New Jersey district have not 
got their pay yet? 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir; it does not, and I have never been asked 
to explain that. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It comes in this deficiency bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I know; but it should have come 
in last year’s deficiency bill. i 

Mr. SAYERS, I think I can state as a positive fact that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations in the last Congress recommended to the House 
to appropriate to the very last cent every item that was recommended 
by the Department of Justice for the payment of expenses incurred in 
the administration of the court. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I do know that the figures from 
New Jersey were ed more than a year ago, and that the ap- 
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* * 
ropriation was not made last year. Why it was not made I do not 
io but these men have not got their money yet. 

Mr. SAYERS. We can not help that. 

Mr. VAUX. What services did these men render? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Some good; some very little. 
They were appointed by Democratic officials. 

Mr. VAUX. But what services did they render? It makes no dif- 
ference who appointed them; the question is what services they ren- 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Some good; some very little. 

Mr. VAUX. Then why should they be paid? We hear a great deal 
about the deficiencies, but very little about the services rendered. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. They are constituents of mine; 
they were appointed regularly; they gave their time and they ought 
to have their pay. ‘ 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. I will say that there are a number 
of instances where the appropriations were not as large as the amount 
asked for. In regard to these witness fees and deputy marshals’ fees, 
I think the whole amount asked for was appropriated, but weall know 
that the estimates were notoriously too low, and I think the gentle- 
man from Arkansas knows that fact. 

Mr. ROGERS. I was going to ask the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
HENDERSON] what was the difference between the recommendations 
and the appropriation for special deputy marshals in the last Congress, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. I have not at hand a statement of 
the appropriations of the last Congress in detail, but on this special 
item the amount given in the deficiency bill was $124,000. I under- 
stand that is the total amount that was given for that purpose. 


Mr. ROGEKS. And what is the deficit for which you are now ap- 


propriating ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Thirty-four thousand dollars. 

Mr. ROGERS. So you spent $124,000, and there isa deficit of $34,- 
000? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Les. That deficit is distributed in 
this way: Massachusetts, $6,530; Michigan, $180; New Jersey, $14,- 
105; New York, $13,460; Tennessee, $305; West Virginia, $165; mak- 
ing a total of $34,740. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Every dollar of that amount for 
New Jersey belonged to 1888 and not 1889, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, It is all for 1888. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Fees of witnesses: For fees of witnesses, United States courts, being for de- 
fictenciés on account of fiscal years, as follows: 

For 1890, $100,000, 

For 1888, $1,356.87; in all, $101,356.87, 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word. I take this opportunity to advert somewhat briefly to 
the would-be funny speech of the very grave and reverend gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. He has attempted to create a little 
merriment at the expense of my colleague [Mr. FLOWER], and has 
complained of his two weeks or more of absence from the House. 
Now, I am sure that, much as the House appreciates the services of the 
distinguished gentleman from Ohio, we of New York would gladly 
give him two weeks’ leave of absence to visit our great State and our 
various great cities so that he might know even a little bit about the 
subject before he should rise here again and venture to talk glibly 
about alleged frauds there; for instance, a frand which he says was 
committed in the city of Albany, but a fraud which I believe never 
existed except in the imagination of the distinguished gentleman from 
Ohio. 

But, sir, I was more amused at his attempt to create a saint and a 
great mau out of John I. Davenport. Great, indeed, he may be, since 
he seems to have bestridden the Republican party and rides that sorry 
or scarcely a kick. [Cries of Oh!? Oh!“ on the Republican 
side. 

Great, indeed, I say, since he wrote the bill that is now known as 
the Lodge bill.” It is unfortunate that the great littérateur from the 
great State of Massachusetts could not have gotten through his copy- 
right bill, and then poor Davenport would not have been cheated out 
of the credit which it seems rightly belongs to him. Great, indeed, he 
is when he succeeds in whipping into line the representatives of the 
great Republican party, first coaching the House of Representatives 
and now coaching the Senate. 

My friend and colleague from that portion of the State of New York 
known to the inhabitants of New York City as the hay- *? por- 
tion—that part of the State which sends its senators and representa- 
tives to Albany year after year to shackle and fetter our great city, 
and for the same reason that it is attacked on this floor, because it is a 
Democratic city—my colleague [Mr. PAYNE] comes in here, and, lift- 
ing up his hands in holy horror, expresses his amazement that the 
great Democratic party has no other issue than John I. Davenport. 
Well, we might be excused for making him an issue, since, as I say, 
he rides this sorry nag, the Republican party, all spavined and ring- 
boned as it is, without kick or protest. 

My colleague wonders that we go back to a period eighteen years 
ago, and says that we might as well go back to the time of Henry 
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Clay. I can not go back as far as that; but we are justified in going 
back seventeen or eighteen years to show the character of this gentle- 
men whom we are now asked to receive as a saint. Why, sir, we are 
only fourteen years from the time of those scoundrels in Louisiana who 
counted ont Samuel J. Tilden; and we may expect the gentlemen on 
the other side in two or three years more to come in here with apolo- 
gies for their returning-boards, and, lifting up their hands, thank God 
that they saved the country, just as they now tell us that John I. 
Davenport has preserved the purity of elections. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Will not the gentleman tell us some- 
thing about the ‘cipher dispatches?” 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. In his own time the gentleman can 
tell the House what he knows about ‘‘ ciphers’’—a subject with which 
I think he may possibly be familiar, since he represents nothing at all. 
[Laughter. ] 

But, Mr. Chairman, at the time this Congressional report was made, 
scorching this man Davenport as he deserved to be scorched, holding 
him Be to the execration and contempt of every honest American citi- 
zen, why did not some of his friends rise then and defend this apostle 
of purity, this maligned and traduced reformer, this citizen without 
an address, this man who has ™® home, this political vagrant and 
tram 

A MEMBER on the Republican side. Can not you think of some- 
thing else? 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Yes, I can think of the position of 
you gentlemen who sit there and smile, treating this thing as if it 
were funny , 

Mr. MILLIKEN, It is fanny. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. It would be remarkable as well as 
funny if any gentleman on your side had any other excuse to urge for 
the disgraceful conduct proved upon Mr. Davenport years ago than the 
suggestion that he was not prosecuted and convicted as a criminal in 
the courts, My friend from Ohio over there could tell the House 
something about the attempt to convict Republican scoundrels under 
a Republican Administration. It seems to be thought remarkable that 
these poor citizens of foreign birth did not subject themselves to the 
trouble and expense of a prosecution against Mr. Davenport. 

Why, sir, I recall the fact that there was a great Republican states- 
man—another of your men with a halo of purity and glory about his 
head—who was accused of having stolen while treasurer of a great 
State. The charge was made in the public journals of my city day 
after day, yet no one has heard of any suit for the recovery of damages, 
Is that the test you apply? You have not been able with all the 
power of the Federal machinery to convict your own offenders, and you 
have not attempted it. Vet now you come in here and, although these 
humble citizens of New York were discharged in the courts as guilt- 
less, you undertake to brand them over and over again as felons, be- 
cause they did not institute a legal proceeding for redress. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, a single word. I never saw John 
I. Davenport, but I am satisfied that he is big enough man, when 
charged with the execution of the law, to execute it so far as itisin his 
power. I am satisfied that he is big enough to stand as a target forthe 
various gentlemen from New York to rail at and try to make some rep- 
utation amongst their people at home in the absence of anything else 
to find ground for complaint or make capital out of. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. If the gentleman from Illinois will 
let us consider these labor bills I will try to make some reputation at 
home at his expense. 2 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with a good deal or 
interest to this discussion. I have listened to this debate on both sides 
of the House, and I feel proud that I livein New York. The more the 
debate goes on the prouder I feel. I live in that part of the State 
which is sometimes called the ‘‘hayseed’’ part, especially by some of 
the Democrats. I recollect when Judge Davis, then in the city of New 
York, was retained as counsel to assist in the trial of some such men 
as William M. Tweed and others of the ‘‘ring,’’ that prominent Demo- 
crats then called him a hayseed judge. But I did not rise to 
speak ôf that. 

I say that Iam proud that I live in a State like the State of New 
York. Iam proud of the city of New York. I am proud of her Rep- 
resentatives in Congress. [Laughter and applause. ] 

A MEMBER. Especially yourself. 

Mr. SAWYER. And I wish to ask this committee when, since the 
days of Clay and Webster, have we had such an exhibition; when have 
we heard such’ thrilling language, or have we been permitted to wit- 
nesssuch moving, heart- rending displays of vociferous eloquence as have 
just been exhibited by the gentleman from New York? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. You mean the one now on the floor? 

Mr. SAWYER. I could not help recalling in this connection the 
language of a man in our town, when speaking of a similar display, 
how he said. The gentleman soared into the allogaskine regions.’ 
[Great laughter and applause. ] ‘ 

Isay, then, Iam proud of New York, sir. Iam proud that the Dem- 
ocratic party of that State can send such brilliant representatives here 
to soar in that way. And although the Democrats of New York have 
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done things for which they should be censured, when they send such 
orators and statesmen here they more than atone for the sins they have. 
committed. That is all I wanted to say. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next paragraph of the 


bill. 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 
Fees of clerks: For fees of clerks of United States courts, being for deficiencies 
on account of fiscal years, as follows: 
For 1890, $45,000; 
For 1889, $38,219.79; 
For 1888, $7,073.26; in all, 890, 208.05. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
I send to the desk, to come in on page 55, after line 18. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


I $ 

“Fees of United States commissioners: For fees of United States commis- 
sioners and justices of the peace acting as such commissioners, being for defi- 
ciencies on account of fiscal years,as follows; 

For 1890, $45,000; 1889, $23,975.96; 1888, $1,975.17; in all, $70,951.13.” 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. This, Mr. Chairman, is in regard to 
the fees of United States commissioners, I will say that for some rea- 
son the amount did not come down in the regular Book of Estimates, 
and was sent in a supplemental estimate atter-the bill was made up 
and reported. Hence the committee acted upon it afterwards, and 
now report it favorably as an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. HERBERT. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN, There is an amendment pending. 

Mr. HERBERT. Then I rise to oppose the amendment. 

There has been a great deal said here this afternoon and heretofore 
about John I. Davenport. He has become in some sense a national 
issue; and in view of the fact that it seems to be admitted that he is 
the author of the famous election bill which recently passed the House 
it is very important that the country should have before it all the in- 
formation possible in relation to this gentleman. 

I do not desire to do him any injustice, I wish to give him the full 
benefit of what Mr. Whitney and Mr. Cox said about him; but all that 
was in 1877. Still, it was Democratic testimony, and the friends of 
Mr. Davenport have made the most of it. 

Now I read, in the remarks I submitted some moments ago, from a 
report which was made since these statements of Messrs. Whitney and 
Cox, which were made in 1877. The Lynde report I read trom was 
made in 1879. 

Mr. Lynde, of Wisconsin, was a gentleman of great ability and one 
of the most conscientions lawyers that ever sat on this floor, The 
statements of the report were fully concurred in by my colleague [Mr. 
Forney], and every gentleman here knows his high character. It 
was based on evidence taken long after the statements of Messrs. Cox 
and Whitney were made, and now, in order that the public may have 
before it an opportunity of judging all about this gentleman, who is 
before the country as the author of the election bill, I ask consent to 
append to my remarks and as a part of them the report in full by Mr. 
Lynde, and I hope there will be no objection to the request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unanimous 
consent to print as part of his remarks the report to which he has re- 
ferred. Is there objection? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I would like to know about the 
length of it. 

Mr. HERBERT. It is only five or six pages long. It was a report 
made after all these other things occurred. i 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I object. 

Mr. HERBERT. I hope the gentleman will not object, because it 
is the last official report relating to the conduct of Mr. Davenport. 
The character of Mr. Davenport has been brought in issue here fre- 
quently. The public ought to know the facts about him, and if the 
gentleman wants the truth to go before the country 1 hope he will not 


object. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The gentleman has stated that the report of 
Mr. FRYE, who would have made a minority report if he could, was 
ruled out. 

Mr. HERBERT. I admit that no minority report was made. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Now, if that could be allowed to come in I 
would be willing that the whole should go together. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. FRYE can make his report at the other end 
of the Capitol. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. In the first place, if my friend will allow me, it 
was stated, not exactly that Mr. FRYE signed the majority report, but 
that the report was made by the committee, including Mr. FRYE. 

Mr. HERBERT. Well, that has been corrected. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. And that was continued to be reasserted by the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo] until the gentleman on 
the other side of the House [Mr. Forney], who knew the fact, had 
the courtesy to get up and state that he knew that Mr. FRYE intended 
to submit a minority report. 

Mr. HERBERT. All those facts are before the House. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Now, if we can be assured that what you are 
going to print is on a little better authority than these assertions turn 


out to have been, which are now known to be mistakes, I should be 
very glad to have it. + 

Mr. HERBERT. What I wish to print is the reportof the majority. 
I will print it as a Democratic report. You gentlemen have time and , 
again quoted the statements of Mr. Cox and Mr. Whitney, Democrats. 
What these Democrats said was in 1887. Now, I propose to offset all 
that by putting in the RECORD this report that was made in 1879, 
upon a full, free, fair investigation, where, as Iam informed, testimony 
was taken that filled hundreds of pages; testimony that made an en- 
tirely different case from that on which Cox and Whitney spoke; tes- 
timony which must have altered their opinions if they had ever seen it, 
My colleague [Mr. FORNEY) told me only a tew moments ago, not only 
that he concurred in the statement of the report, but that the conduct 
of Mr. Davenport, as the testimony showed, was really outrageous. I 
want the report in full to go to the country. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I move tostrike out the last word. There seems 
to have been a great mistake in regard to this report, made by the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. MCADOO], but afterward corrected by 
a Democrat on your own side of the House [Mr. Forney], and I give 
him the credit for having done it. Now, in view of that, I am not 
willing to consent to have this report come in unless the minority re- 
port can come in too, 

Mr. HERBERT. There is no minority report. If the gentleman 
can find one he can put it in. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, I want to know what the other side have 
to say about it. Now, the gentleman says we have taken Democratic 
authority. We do sometimes take it, not very often, to be sure, but 
in quoting Democratic authority in this House we certainly have quoted 
as respectable Democrats as the country has produced when we quoted 
William C. Whitney and the gentleman whom we all delighted to 
ey 35 this House, and the absence of whom we lament to-day, Hon. 

. S. Cox. 

But has it ever occurred to the gentleman that in attacking John I. 
Davenport, both to-day and heretofore, he stands in the position of 
resisting the enforcement of law? He seems to be afraid of the law, 
Wedo not care anything about John I. Davenportin my State of Maine, 
You may appoint a Democratic official if you want to, and give him 
all the authority John I. Davenport has, and we in Maine are not afraid 
of him, because we know that we have honest elections there. I do 
believe that north of Mason and Dixon’sline—and I do not want to say 
that in any unkind way, either—there are not many instances where 
an honest voter fails to get his vote into the box if he tries to put it 
there, and to have it honestly counted. : 

The men who are afraid of John 1. Davenport in the city of New 
York are the men who have profited heretofore and who want to profit 
now by frauds upon the ballot-box. Why, as has been said heretofore, 
in 1868 it was charged by Horace Greeley, in his newspaper, and I 
never heard it disputed, that Hoffman was counted inin the city of 
New York by a change of 30,000 votes there. I know my friend from 
Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] does not want to return to those things; but 
by Democratic testimony and the universal knowledge of the people 
almost all over this country it is known that since the Federal election 
law, the supervisors’ law, was passed, and since the appointment of 
John I. Davenport, you have had what is very nearly a fair election in 
the city of New York, and I am a little mite surprised to find some of 
my friends who are fearful that there will besome suppression of votes 
in the city of New York and in the other cities of the North. 

I believe that a suppression of votes by law is something that should 
be deplored by every honest man and every patriot, and no less should 
be deplored the suppression of votes by violence, which does not seem 
to frighten our friends on the other side who are talking so much here 
to-day about John I. Davenport. Letthegentlemen firstcast the beam 
out of their own eyes and then search for the mote in our eyes, if we 
have any in there. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

TheCHAIRMAN, A motion is pending. The committee will please 
be in order. 

Mr. ROGERS. I have just received a message from my honored 
friend on the other side, Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, invoking my assist- 
ance for the dispatch of the public business. I have listened with great 
patience to the discussion of affairs in New York, but on reading the 
bill I do not discover that there is anything in it about New York. 

Now, I really think we ought to go to the public business. I have 
spent June, July, and August in an earnest desire to help the Speaker 
of the House to get a majority of the majority on the other side here 
to enable you to go on with the public business. After a protracted 
effort I think we have succeeded in getting enough, when counted with 
the Democrats, to make a quorum, and now that we have got gentle- 
men here I desire that the business should be dispatched, for you will 
not be able to keep them after Friday. Then they will want to go to 
the seaside, to their homes, to attend to their little domestic and = 
vate affairs, and their fences and things of that kind, and I insist t 
New Lork let us go on with this bill. 

Mr. PETERS. New Lor and Maine. 

Mr. ROGERS. New York and Maine. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Maine will take care of herself. 
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The Clerk gen to read. 

Mr. ROGE The Chair will pardon me. I had not yielded 
Sa Sore Ses allow but one man to take me off the floor of the 
; use. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair desires to co-operate with the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] in dispatching publie business, 

Mr. ROGERS. Iwas not through, and the Chair will on me. 
I wish to ask unanimous consent for five minutes in addition to what 
I have to get down to the bill. [Laughter.] Will the Chair please 
put that motion that I be allowed five minutes additional? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Lobject. [Cries of Oh. no!“ 

Mr. ROGERS. Iwill try to expedite business as well as I can. 
Now, I want to ask my friend from Iowa, coming down to business, 
what disposition the Committee on Appropriations proposes to make 
of the claims of this poor unfortunate class of attorneys who are scat- 
tered over the States known as special United States attorneys, who 
had been appointed at various periods to perform services for the Gov- 
ernment, have rendered those services, and have not received their pay. 
I wish to ask why the committee have not proposed an appropriation. 
I do not see any wrong in an appropriation, and I really think they 
deserve some consideration at the hands of this House. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. We have passed that part of the bill, 
but I will answer the question of the gentleman from Arkansas, as itis 
one that the House is doubtless to a considerable extent interested in. 
For compensation to United States district attorneys, or special district 
attorneys, or special assistants, as they are called, estimates were sent 
down from the Department of Justice amounting in the aggregate to 
about 894, 800. 

Mr. ROGERS. Running over how many years? 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. Running back to 1872, The docu- 
ments that embraced these were numerous, covering hundreds of pages, 
with the statements of accounts of these ial attorneys. Some ot 
them were quite lengthy, and others were very little; but upon inves- 
tigation I soon saw that it was going to be a long, tedious job for us to 
enter into the details of all these claims and reach legislation that 
would be satisfactory to the committee and possibly to the House; and 
therefore the Committee on Appropriations concluded that the proper 
course to pursue, as the money had all been covered into the Treasury, 
was to recommend that these accounts be investigated by the auditing 
officers of the Government. They are paid for that business, and have 
the time and clerical force to aid them. They could determine whether 
these expenses were legal or not. Of course in most cases it is discre- 
tionary with the Attorney-General to say whether the work was legally 
done. These were matters for them to determine. Therefore, on th 
18th of July this letter was addressed to Mr. Miller, the Attorney- 
General: 

JuLy 18, 1890, 


Sin: Referring to your letter of the 15th instant to Hon, J. G. Cannon, chair- 
man, cte. and also to House Executive Documents numbered 121, 332, 414, 439, and 
441, all of which relate to additional appropriations desired by your Depart- 
ment on account of special compensation to United States atturneys and com- 
pees to assistants oe Taa 3 ee Saen on cain ter of 

a r years, w were referred to the Committee on Appro! ons 
for 9 1 beg to say that the subcommittee in charge of defloiencies, 
after an examination of the documents in question, ascertain that they cover 
many cases of the employment of attorneys extending over a period of several 
— and that no one of the accounts seemed to have ever had the examina- 

or u wal of the accounting o! of Treasury, notwithstanding 
some of CCC 

Examination of and action upon any one of these estimates would natural] 
and properly require the consideration of the whole of them, a labor whic 
would involve the committee in the exercise of functions primarily belonging 
to the ng officers, and requiring an amount of time not now at the 
committee's d 

Under the circumstances the subcommittee have authorized me to suggest 

that you cause all of the accounts covered by the estimates submitted in the 
executive ts named, as well as in your letter to Mr. Cannon, to be re- 
ferred to the accounting officers of the Treasury, and have them determine and 
pe teed what amounts are due and payable under such estimates and on account 
ee which are exhausted or the balances of which have been cov- 
nto the surplus 2 en 
onor ver yY: 
D. B. HENDERSON, 


Chairman Subcommittee in Charge of Deficiencies. 
eneral. 


I have the 


Hon, W. H. H. MILLER, 

Subsequently, while we were making up the bill, we asked by tele- 

graph to know what action he was taking, and received this telegram 
the Department: 

The su 
upon. T 
possible. 

So that they are now being considered by the auditing officers of the 
Treasury De ent, and none of them have as yet reached us, 

Mr. ROGERS. Why did the gentleman from Iowa postpone send- 
ing these claims to the Department until the 18th of July? 

. HENDERSON, of Iowa. We were considering our bill and mak- 
ing it up. You must remember that this bill was only reported on the 
_ 19th of July, and we were working on the bill all the time. I took 
some of these reports as to special attorneys home and undertook to 
give them a personal investigation with the view of explaining them 
to the subcommittee. 

I spent one whole night on two of these claims, so as to find the 
merits out and be able to report the matter to the subcommittee. I 


ons of your letter of July 18 aresatisfactory and now being acted 
accounts will be sent forward through the Treasury aa promptly as 


saw bp ilas. if they were to go into the bill it would take a very long 
time for us to consider them, and for these reasons the committee re- 
solved to send them down to the Attorney-General to make an exam- 
ination running back to 1872, and let them be sent to the committee, 
and then the committee to put them in the bill. 

I recommended that course, and we had either to do that or post- 

ne the consideration of the bill until we could make ourselves au- 

iting officers and go through these claims, or recommend them to be 
sent where they are—to the accounting officers, who should determine 
as to their merits. 

Mr, OATES. Will the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] 
permit me to supplement his explanation ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. nly, 

Mr. OATES. I have been looking after some of these claims of spe- 
cial attorneys, one of them, at-least, and this morning I made a second 
visit to the Treasury Department to ascertain, if I could, the condi- 
tion of those claims, I find that the Attorney-General has approved 
and sent them in, they have all passed through the First Auditor’s 
office, they are now in the office of the Comptroller, and most of them 
have been adjusted so far as that office is concerned. But the Comp- 
troller did not seem to understand that it was his duty to transmit 
those claims, when passed upon, either to this House or the other 
House of Congress. = 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. He certainly will understand that it 
is his duty to transmit them at the first session of Congress. That is 
his duty under the law, 

Mr. OATES. The Comptroller did not so understand. He under- 
stood the general law which required him to transmit all the claims 
that go properly into the deficiency bill at the beginning of a session 
of Congress, but he did not understand that he was required to trans- 
mit them at this time. I then called upon the Secretary himself and 
he sent for Mr. Matthew, the Comptroller, but they did not seem to 
understand what the precedent was in such cases. The Secretary 
said, very properly, that he did not conceive it to be his business to go 
around and look after these claims and volunteer to send them to Con- 
gress, but that there ought to be some call upon him for them; and 
there has been no call from the Committee on Appropriations for the 
transmission of those claims. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No; we have made no call for the 
transmission of any of these claims. 


he has taken up mine—I will state that I went to the Depart- 
‘of Justice this morning and found that as to a portion of these 
claims a letter had been sent by the committee to the Treasury on the 
Ist of August. I then came hereand made inquiries, and followed the 
matter up to the clerk of the House who has charge of executive doe- 
uments, but I could find no trace of it. So these claims, many of 
which are, doubtless, meritorious, and some of which I know to be 
meritorious, by the action of the executive department of the Gov- 
ernment and the action of the Appropriations Committee seem to have 
fallen between the box and the wall, and, unless some steps are taken 
torevive or resuscitate them, I suppose, jadging from the information 
just given us by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES], that they 
will stay there for all time. Now, I will ask my friend from Iowa the 
plain question: Is it his purpose, when he gets a statement of these 
claims, to take them up and pass upon them ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iam almost afraid to undertake to 
answer the gentleman’s question, because he always accuses me of con- 
suming his time when I do answer him, but I will endeavor to 1 5 
to his question in good faith, I have no doubt in my own mind 
both of these claims are just and ought to be paid. I know something 
about the delay which usually attends the payment of the bills on the 
special calendar for the United States. I have had some experiencein 
that line, and have had to wait a good while myself, and I have alively 
sympathy with these gentlemen, When the policy was adopted by the 
Committee on Appropriations of having these matters referred to the 
auditing officers of the Treasury, of course they went out of our hands 
entirely until they should come back to us again in the regular way. 

Vow, there are only two ways at this stage by which they can come 
before Congress for consideration. Every one of them that the auditors 
have approved will be transmitted to us by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury at the commencement of the next session of Congress. They will 
not come in before that time, unless on a call that may be made from 
the Senate; but, as was said on yesterday in our discussion here, with- 
out reference to whether it is right or wrong, it is the uniform prac- 
tice of the Senate, when we get the bill over there, to make a call or 
a request upon the Department to send in any additional allowances 
from the auditing offices of the Treasury; and every one of these claims 
that is allowed when that call is made will be sent in. 

I understand that some of these claims have been audited since we 
made our recommendation to the Attorney-General, which he acted 
upon. And here I desire to say, for the information of gentlemen of 
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the House, that I talked the matter over very fully with the Attorney- 
General after writing him that letter, and he thought the course recom- 
mended was aneminently proper one to take, because much of this busi- 
ness had occurred under preceding Attorneys-General, and he had no 
knowledge of it except as it was reported to him, and therefore it was 
more a ble to him to have the auditing officers take the accounts 
and audit them and pass upon them. In many instances the Depart- 
ment merely transmit the accounts without knowing anything about 
them except what appears on their face. But, under the system now 
adopted, I think that many of them will be reached at this session of 
Congress, and all of them that are deserving of payment will probably 
be reached at the next session. 

Mr. VAUX. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. The amount 
appropriated in this bill for this item is a total amount, and yet, as I 
understand, the different items which make up this total have not yet 
been audited and 3 to be correct by the accounting officer. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The total amount depends upon the 
amount of the items, and we are now discussing some of the items. 

Mr. VAUX. But there can not bea total until the items are audited 
and approved. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The total is forced by the items as 
they are audited and approved. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a few observations 
in this connection which I think the House ought to hear. I am not 
going to say anything unkind about the Committee on Appropriations. 
Prior to the Administration of President Cleveland the regular course 
was to have these accounts audited by the Treasury officials and sent 
to the Speaker of the House and the Presiding Officer of the Senate. 
Under the Administration of Mr. Cleveland the then Comptroller of the 
Treasury held that when the fund which had been set apart for the 
employment of special counsel under the Attorney-General was ex- 
hausted the law had no longer any effect and he had no power to em- 
ploy counsel under such circumstances. It was an erroneous ruling, 

think, with all deference to the Comptroller, but the present At- 
torney-Gencral, coming into office, has followed along in the footsteps 
of his predecessor. 

Now it seems we are going back to the original practice, which I 
conceive to be the correct practice, of sending these claims to the Treas- 
ury to be there audited and sent to Congress through the regular chan- 
nels, But it is easy to see, when we listen to the kindly and gentle 
remarks of my friend from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], that when the 
next session of Congress arrives his committee not having made any 
eall, and the Treasury Department not thinking that they havea right 
to send these claims to Congress until they are called for, that there 
will be no action in these cases. They will not be reached at all in- 
this Co and then when the next Congress comes it will be easy 
to have a repetition of the same performance, and these gentlemen who 
were regularly employed to perform this service under authority of 
public law, and who for the most part have performed their services 
faithfully, and earned the money which has been justly awarded to 
them, may continue to wait from year to year. The result of all this will 
be, not a direct and honorable repudiation—if there can be sachs tring 
as an honorable repudiation of a just obligation—but an indirect an 
dishonorable repudiation of these claims. 

I do think there ought to be some method by which the Government 
of the United States in dealing with its citizens could be held up toa 
standard of morality rising a little above that of the highwayman. 

The Attorney-General had full authority of law to employ these 
counsel, and heemployed them for the good of the Government. With- 
out reflecting on this committee—for if previous committees had dis- 

their duty there would be no claims of this kind beginning 
with 1872—I will say that we have cases constantly occurring where a 
man is employed by the Attorney-General to discharge a high public 
duty, either in a civil suit for the recovery of property or in the prose- 
cution of criminals or in any other business devolving upon counsel; 
and if the appropriation is exhausted before the service is finished he 
is turned over to the tender mercies of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. These claims run over a period from 1872 to 1890, having re- 
ceived no attention from Congress whatever; and doubtless the parties 
will be told that they ought to go to the Committee on Claims. I do 
wonder whether any man on earth would send a dog that he loved to 
the Committee on Claims. [Laughter.] 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move pro forma to strike 
out the last word. I regret that the committee did not see its way clear 
to put these claims on this bill and report in favor of their payment. 
I thought and still think that it would have been better for the com- 
mittee to have recognized that as the law gives the Attorney-General 
the power to employ these special attorneys and to settle their fees, he 
stands in the same relation to these claims as the auditing officers do 
in relation to other claims, and that where claims of this sort are sub- 
mitted to us by the Attorney-General the committee should put them 
in the deficiency bill precisely as we do various other claims. My only 
reason for saying this is because I do not desire to seem by my silence 
to approve this particular action of the committee. I reserved ex- 
pressly the right to say that I did not concur in this action. 


It has come to be the fact that in many parts of the country the 
best lawyers will not accept employment from the United States, 
They will not undertake the management of grave legal questions 
upon an engagement which renders their pay uncertain and gives great 
opportunity for a dispute with the Attorney-General’s Department or 
with the Congress of the United States. It has seemed to me best for 
the interests of the country that where the Attorney-General, no mat- 
ter what his politics, sees fit under the law to employ a reputable at- 
torney to detend the interests of the Government, the fee of the attor- 
ney thusemployed ought to be promptly settled. Such a policy would 
operate as the best economy by enabling the Government to obtain 
the very best skill at fair and remunerative prices. There is t 
economy in being able to secure the very best service at a fair and rea- 
sonable remuneration. I thing, therefore, the action of the com- 
mittee in this matter was a mistake. I am aware there are certain 
reasons which made it appear best to the committee to take the course 
they did. While I take my share of responsibility for the bill I do 
not approve of this particular feature of it, and I desired to put that 
fact on record. 

Mr. MCMILLIN, I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of this bill 
whethe: when the committee forwarded these claims to the auditing 
and controlling officers it was done with the request that the claims be 
investigated and returned to the committee. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No; that was not a part of the letter. 
Ido not think we said anything about returning them to the committee. 
We sent them to be audited. We understood that none of these claims 
had been audited. They were old matters running back to 1872. The 
Attorney-General has telegraphed to us that the claims have been sub- 
mitted to the auditing officers and will be promptly examined; those 
officers are at work upon them, I think that some of the claims have 
been already andited, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman from Alabama [ Mr, OATES] says 
the auditing officers seemed not to be impressed with the idea that 
they were to return these claims. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. The returning is done under the law 
with which the gentleman from Tennessee is familiar. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is only done where the law itself requires 
the auditing. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Well, there is nothing requiring the 
Committee on Appropriations to make any call; we have made no calls 
for any of these matters. Nearly all the calls that have been made 
since my connection with the Appropriations Committee have been in 
pursuance of some special resolution. But no doubt, if the Depart- 
mentiscalled upon by the committee, they will send these matters down. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that if these 
things were pending before the Appropriations Committee—and I am 
not criticising the action of that committee at all, or desiring to do so— 
but when they were pending before that committee, it should, in the 
same communication that required their investigation by the auditing 
officers, have requested their return. : i 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That, I will state to the gentleman, 

I never thought of doing or any other member of the committee. We 
did not deem it necessary, because, in the first place, we took it for 
granted that whatever investigation was made would be reported in 
proper time ; and we did not do it also because it was but a day or two 
betore the bill was reported. However, we supposed that the claims 
would come back in due order, after being audited. 

ers MOLLE, Would the gentleman from Iowa object to doing 

t now 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It is too late now. If any of these 
matters come back in time to be acted upon in connection with the 
conference matters I should be very glad to take what steps can be 
taken to secure their consideration. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from 
Tennessee allow me to interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Certainly. 2 ‘ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Allow me to say that there 
was no eall on the gentleman from Iowa athll to write the letter he did 
in regard to these matters. It was done out of a desire to have the claims 
in such condition as to justify him in putting them into the bill ac- 
cording to the view had of the matter. I make this statement in jus- 
tice to the gentleman himself, because I think it is due to him. : 

Mr. McMILLIN. But it seems to me that when the claims were 
sent it would have been a very easy and proper thing to request their 
return. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Allow me to say one ee oe 
this connection: That not one of these claims up to this hour could be 
put into an appropriation bill without being subject to the point of or- 
der under the rules of the House, for the reason that they had not been 
audited, I did not want to place them in that condition. They have 
not been properly before the Appropriations Committee to enable them 
to be included in the appropriation bill, and when we sent them to the 
Attorney-General with our suggestions, which he approved of at once, 
we ussumed that they would come back to us in the regular way. . 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But my friend will agree with me that the Com- 
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‘mittee on 8 can not require that to be audited and thereby 
make it legal which the law itself does not require to beaudited. A re- 


quest from the Committee on hi ah Soar tions that the auditing officers 
ras e and report on certain claims does not give them any power 
other than that they had before. Unless the law requires the thing to 
be done the mere request would not be a sufficient warrant. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No; but the law requires, where the 
money has been covered into the Treasury out of which matters should 
have been paid, that they must be first audited. They have not been 
audited, and the moment we called the attention of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral to the fact he acquiesced at once with the views of the Committee 
on Appropriations and took prompt steps in the matter. 

But up to this hour not a single one of these claims has been where 
the Appropriations Committee could have included itin a bill and sub- 
mitted it to the House without being subject tothe point of order under 
the rules of the House, 
` Mn MCMILLIN. Now, it seems to me that inasmuch as the claims 
came to the Appropriation Committee, presumably last year, certainly 
the early part of this session, and were held until the 18th dayof July, 
after the bill was made up 5 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I want to say to the gentleman just 
at that point, if he will allowme to interrupt him, that they cameina 
number of documents, some of them coming as late as July. Let the 
gentleman be fair, as I think he intends to be. He knows that the gen- 
eral deficiency bill gathers up the residuum, so to speak, of the work 
of the several Departments. It is the last appropriation bill to be re- 
ported. We took the different documents as they came in and incor- 
porated those which should be incorporated. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no desire, certainly no intention, of criti- 
cising the Committee on Appropriations—— 

Mr. ROGERS. Allow me just one moment. The gentleman from 
Iowa, Lam sure, wants to be fair also. This report was sent by the 
Serretary on the 17th day of January, and the House sent it to your 
committee, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Butthatis only one; No. 121, I sup- 

is the document you refer to. 

Mr. ROGERS. That is the number. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Well, there are a large number of 
them. There are certainly nine separate printed documents. I have 
been over them so much that I think I almost know their numbers and 
contents by heart. They embrace a great many items, and came at 
various times, some as late as July. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let me say tothe gentleman from Iowa what I 
was proceeding tosay, that I have no intention, and certainly no de- 
sire, to criticise the Committee on Appropriations or to be harsh in any 
stricture I may make in regard to what the committee has or has not 
done. It is acommittee, I know, that has an immense deal of work to 
do. Its labors are very considerable. But the gentleman from Iowa 
will see and agree with me that great hardship comes to these com- 
plainants having these claims if they are not sent to the auditing officer 
until the day r the bill is reported to Congress, and within a few 
days of its passage through the House, when it is manifest it will de- 
lay their passage. They are necessarily postponed until the next ses- 
sion. That will certainly be the effect of the proceeding, whether it 
was intended or not. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I think the majority of them will yet 
come into this bill before it passes the two Houses. I think they will 
be added in the Senate. 

Mr. CANNON, I understand the gentleman from Iowa to say, and 
such is the fact, that the Committee on Appropriations had no juris- 
diction over these claims in the shape that they came to us. They re- 
ferred them back for the action of the oming officers, and I un- 
derstand the gentleman from Iowa to say that he understands the 
practice is on the Senate side that when this bill goes to them they do 
what the law does not; that is, they pass a resolution and ask that 
these claims may be sent up, all of them that have been audited, and 
they add them by way of amendment, and then they will have a status 
which up to this time they have not had. 

Mr. VAUX. I would Iſke to ask the gentleman, when they could 
not go before the Appropriations Committee because of the want of 
legality, 8 they come into the deficiency bill when they are 
not legally before the committee to which they belong, and how can 
any cognizance be taken of them in this deficiency bill when they could 
not be accepted by the Appropriations Committee on the ground of a 
want of legality. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. We have not taken cognizance of 
them, and they are not before the House at all, These are simply in- 
quiries in regard to them by gentlemen who are interested in them to 
see what is being done with them. 

-~ Mr. ROGERS. Just one word. I wish to address it to the good 
sense and honest judgment of the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. HENDER- 
son], whether he does not think, in view of what has been stated by 
the gentleman from Alabama, that the Treasury Department did not 
think they had any business to send these here—if he does not think it 
is incumbent upon him, having contributed to place these accounts 


pae they are, to ask the Treasury officers tọ send them forward to 
the House. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No, I think that would be eminently 


improper. In the first place, until the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
OATES] told me about one case to which he has been paying some at- 
tention, I did not know that one of these claims had been allowed. I 


resume that one or two others may be the only ones that areallowed. 

Now, why should we make an exception in the case of one or two that 
have been allowed when the law fixesa channel through which to 
bring these tous? And if we do it in regard to these, there may be 
others in the same situation to-morrow. 

Every one of these claims has been presented since the committee 
began the consideration of the bill. They have sent these documents 
here so fast that we have had the greatest difficulty in keeping track 
of them. They waited until the bill was ready to report to the House, 
until we commenced the consideration of these very amendments that 
have been offered. The effort of the committee has been an honest en- 
deavor to bring all these matters up to date, but with these claims in 
the situation in which they are we could not attempt anything of this 
sort, especially when we know that anything that is left out in the 
House can be brought in in the Senate into this very bill. I hope I 
ere answered the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] satisfac- 
torily. 

Mr. ROGERS. No, you have not; but that is all Ican expect to get 
from you, and I want to say that, while I have been disappointed in 
my efforts to get my friend from Iowa to deal with these claims in the 
way I think they ought to be dealt with, I have at least some compen- 
sation in having got the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to ad- 
mit that the Senate has something to do with the legislative functions 
of the Government, (Laughter. f À 

Mr. OATES. I want to ask the gentleman from Iowa in charge ot 
the bill for an explanation of an item with reference to the payment of 
United States commissioners. 

Mr. PETERS. That is pending now. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. We have passed thatitem. 

Mr. OATES. No, it was read, and I was going to ask you about it 
when the gentleman from Arkansas got the floor. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Every one of the items relative to the 
payment of United States commissioners has been ascertained and ap- 
proved by the accounting officer. 

Mr. OATES. You are anticipating me. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I thought that was your question. 

Mr. OATES. No; what I wish to know is, it the gentleman can in- 
form me, what part ofthatitem, if any, is made of judgments recovered 
by United States commissioners for their services, f 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I can not answer as to that. 

Mr. OATES, And whether any judgments are included in these 
items. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not think there is a judgment in 
one of these items. I think these are the regular accounts sent in and 
audited by the accounting officers and transmitted to us for the services 
of United States commssioners. I donot thinkthere is a judgment in 
one of the items. 

Mr. OATES. Are you aware of the fact that there are a good many 
judgments pending and unsatisfied ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. We have had nothing of that kind 
before us unless they have come from the United States courts under 
the provisions of the Tucker act. We have had a large number of 
those, and they are included in the bill in another place. 

Mr. OATES. They are the judgments to which I refer. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. They are included in the bill—every- 
thing that has been certified is included. 

Mr. OATES. Are they included in this particular item? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. This item does not include them. These 
are the regular items of expense of United States commissioners, au- 
dited by the officers and sent to us through that channel. z 

Mr. PETERS. For fees, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. If there arè any claims for fees of 
United States commissioners in judgment they are included in the 
bill under the provisions of the Tucker act, provided for later in the 
bill under head of “Judgments from United States courts.“ Now, if 
the gentleman from Alabama will allow me one word further, the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. Rod Rs] is not satisfied with all that I 
have said, or endeavored to say, and will not be satisfied. 

I appeal to the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. OATES], having ex- 
plained that it was impossible for us to put these into the bill as they 
were not within the rules, to say if the very claim that he is interested 
in—and I do not mean directly, but simply in his representative capa- 
city—if its status to-day, not being allowed, is not the result of the 
recommendations of the Appropriations Committee in an honest en- 
deavor to get these bills audited. I appeal to the gentleman for an 
answer, s 

Mr. OATES. I, of course, do not know what action the committee 
has taken except what I have learned from the gentleman himself, and 
I do not know all the reasons, They may not have fully appreciated 
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the extent of these matters so as to have sent them earlier to the audit- 
ing officers, but they are now rapidly being made up. My information 
was that they would be ready to be transmitted by to-day or to-mor- 
row, but I presume they came too late to be put into this bill; that is 
to say, if there was any call for them, and I see no prospect of them 
getting into this bill in this House. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Some of these claims did not reach 
us until a few days ago. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know what 
amendment is pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. No amendment is pending. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. There isno amendment pending, and 
the matter we have been discussing has been passed in the bill. I 
thought it was proper, however, to have it fairly discussed. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would like to inquire whether a motion that 
the committee do now rise would be in order. If so, I make it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I hope that motion will not be made. 
Let us go on a little while, until we at least finish the Department of 
Justice, which will only occupy a few minutes. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will withdraw mwmotion for three minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Who is running the bill, the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. OUTHWAITE] or the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iam not attempting to ran anything, sir; but 
Iam trying to stop this running that does not amount to anything, 
and has not for the last thirty minutes. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Expenses of Territorial courts of Utah Territory; For 33 the contingent 
expenses of the courts, including fees of the United States d ot attorney and 
his assistants, and fees and per diems of the United States commissioners and 
elerks of the court, and the fees, per diems, and traveling expenses of the United 
States marshal for the Territory of Utah, with the expenses of summoning 
jurors, 3 witnesses, of arresting, guarding, and transporting pris- 
oners, of hiring and feeding guards, and of supplying and caring for the peni- 
tentiary, to be paid under the direction and approval of the Attorney-General, 
upon accounts duly verified and certified, being for deficiencies on account of 
fiscal years, as follows: 

For 1890, $8,000, 

For 1889, $3,885.80; in all, $11,885.80. 


Mr. ROGERS. I move to strike out the last word. 

I do not want to pass this point without responding to the last obser; 
vation of the gentleman from Iowa. I do not want him to understand 
for a moment when I said I was not satisfied that I intended to reflect 
upon him or his committee. I simply meant to say that I dissented 
from some views expressed by him. For instance, when he said he had 
no jurisdiction of this question I think he was mistaken. These docu- 
ments came here in the regular form from the Treasury Department 
through the regular channels. They are sent to the House, laid before 
the House by the Speaker, and sent by him to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and printed; and that is the way executive documents get 
before the committee, giving them jurisdiction; and that they have it 
there can be no question, I think, Whether they had conformed to the 
law prior to that isa thing I can not state, but they came from the 
Treasury Department to Congress. 

So that if the Committee on Appropriations had seen fit to do so, I 
think there is no doubt they would have had the right to deal with 
this question. For years they have dealt with it exactly in that way, 
Throughout the Administration of Mr. Cleveland Mr. Durham held 
that these claims, as I stated before, which were not paid prior to the 
time the appropriation was exhausted for the fiscal year were not sub- 
ject to be paid out until they went through this channel. The commit- 
tee, therefore—and the Treasury Department and the De ment of 
Justice having acted—had the jurisdiction, and the committee might 
have dealt with the claims. Again, I would be insincere—wholly in- 
sincere—and I can not afford to be that, if I did not believe that there 
was some suspicion that this course has been taken in order to keep 
these accounts from swelling this deficiency bill. That is my judg- 
ment about it. 

Mr. HALL. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. ROGERS. Certainly, 

Mr. HALL. Are not these claims contained in a part of the bill 
that has already been passed ? 

Mr. ROGERS. Has my friend got a bill? 

Mr. HALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then you can read for yourself. I assume you can 
read, and therefore you can inform yourself. 

Mr. HALL, But you wanted to stick to the bill. You were so 
anxious to go on with the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. I do not want the gentleman to interrupt me. Ashis 
question was not very pertinent or polite Iam disposed to treat it in 
the same way. I assume the gentleman can read, and, if he can, he 
can ascertain it as well as I can tell him. I will say to him that I am 
looking after my own matters. 

Mr. HALL. And everybody else’s.. 

Mr. ROGERS. And I want to say another thing: I think that pos- 
sibly there was another reason, and thatis a prejudice against this class 
of claims together with this unfortunate state of affairs that grew out 


ofthe last Administration as applied to them. I do not know how it 
was prior to that, It has been operated in exactly the same way and 
operated as an injustice to those who had already discharged their du- 
ties to the Government under existing law. In saying that I hope my 
friend will not regard it as a reflection upon the committee, but that 
is my honest beliefand I can not help that. I have been sincere, I 
think, in telling it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I simply want to say in reply that it 
is a matter of perfect indifference to me what the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas thinks of me or our committee. 

Mr. CANNON. I think it is fair to say that the committee did not 
reject these claims for the reason spoken of, and not because it would 
swell the bill. They had no place in the bill. They had not been as- 
certained under the law. The law provides that they shall be ascer- 
tained and certified, and under the rules of the House they can not go 
in until that is done. So the only way for us to do was either to do 
this or to have them rejected; and, while the gentleman is entitled to 
his opinion, Ido not think that it is material to anybody else what his 
opinion is, 

Mr. ROGERS, That settles it. I move to strike out the last word. 

Whenever the gentleman from Illinois gets up and denouncesa thing 
ex cathedra, that settles it, and that is the end of it; and when he gets 
up and puts on an air of wisdom and commences to tear his hair and 
beat the air and look wise, giving the galleries a chance to look down 
and admire his good looks, and so forth, and so forth, that settles it, 
and nobody can say anything else. That exhausts it. 

Mr. CANNON. And I hope you are exhausted, too. [Laughter,] 

The Clerk proceeded to read. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I renew my motion that the committee do now 
rise, 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the committee will not rise. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I hope the commitee will not do that, 
as we have been interrupted so much. 

The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. ROGERS. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were —ayes 30, noes 52. 

Mr. ROGERS. I do not think there is a quoram present. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ona motion that the committee rise it is not 
necessary that a quorum should be present. It is tantamount to a 
motion to adjourn, and a quoram is not necessary on such a motion. 

Mr. BYNUM. But it does take a quorum to do business, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair understands the ruling has e 
been that on a motion that the committee rise, or on a motion to ad- 
journ, the presence of a quorum is not necessary. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay John B, Clark, Clerk of the House of Representatives of the Fiftieth 
Congress, for services in compiling and arranging-for the printer and indexing 
testimony used in contested-election cases as authorized by an act entitled “An 
act relating to the contested elections,” approved March 2, 1587, the sum of 
$1,000,and an additional sum of $1,500 to such N as were actually en- 


y 
gaged in the work, to be designated by the said John B. Clark, and in such 
e as he may deem just, for assistance rendered in the work; in all, 


Mr. BYNUM. I move to strike out the last word. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. Bynum; and the 
Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BYNUM. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were —ayes 1, noes 34. 

Mr. BYNUM. I make the point that there is no quorum present, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ascertain by count. [After count- 
ing.] There are one hundred and eight members within the bar of 
the House, more than a quorum; and, a majority voting against the 
motion of the gentleman from Indiana, it is lost. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay to the widow of the late R. W. Townshend the amount of salary and 
mileage for the unexpired term of his service as a member of the Fifty-first 


Congress, $10,691.46. 
To pay to the widow of the late E. J. Gay the amount of sal and mileage 
Congress, 


for the unexpired term of his service as a member of the Fifty: 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, it strikes me that this is pro- 
ceeding further in the way of allowance for salary than has ever been 
done before. 

The CHAIRMAN. What motion does the gentleman submit? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Imovethat the amount be reduced toa year’s 
salary. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, this is in exact line of precedent, 
giving the full salary for the full term where the member dies after 
the term of Congress begins. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
the custom of the House, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I suppose that with the whole Committee on 
Appropriations and the majority of the Committee of the Whole against 
me it would be useless to insist upon my motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to concur in opinion with 
the gentleman from Iowa, [Laughter.] 


Everything here is in accordance with 


~ 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
lames D. Gage, administrator of the estate of Ji B. deceased, 

. the Second district in the aie of danaa E a Fiftieth 
Congress, in full for the mileage of said Laird for the second session of said 
Congress, $504. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I wish to make an amendment there, 
striking out the letter B; so that the name shall read, James 
Laird.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay tothe widow of James N. Burnes, a member-elect to the Fifty-first 
Congress, but who died before the time of its organization, 88,000. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have an amendment to offer at that 
point which is made necessary by the death of Mr. Walker, of Missouri. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
Page 38, after line 10, insert: 
o 


pay to the widow of James P, Walker the amount of salary and mile- 
age for the unexpired term of his service as a member of the Fifty-first Con- 


gress, $3,593.96. 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I suppose my motion is too late, as it ought to have been made 
when the beginning of this list was reached, and I refer now to some 
of the preceding items. It does not seem to me that it is proper to 
allow any man to take from tha Treasury of the United States the sum 
of $10,000 for services that he never performed, and there ought to be 
a reformation in this respect. ‘The rule is that men should be paid for 
service, and there should be no privileged class, whether belonging to 
Congress or anywhere else, who are permitted to take money out of the 
Treasury for work that they have never performed, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. How can the gentleman call these men a priv- 
ileged class when they are dead? [Laughter. ] 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. But this kind of appropriation takes money 
from the Treasury and p it into the hands of people who never 
earned it, and, in my judgment, it is a violation of sound policy. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay George A. Matthews in full for the unexpired term of the Fifty-first 
Congr for which he was elected as a Del from the Territory of Dakota, 
namely, from November 2, 1889, to March 4, 1891, $6,679.70. 


Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I see the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR ] present, and I deem 
it but justice to the illustrious dead that I should read at this time a 
denial made by Samuel J. Tilden of the charge which that gentleman 
has incidentally referred to here against his memory to day. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise, 

Mr. McADOO. This will take but a minute. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman from New Jersey told 
me it wonld take only a minute before, and it brought upon usa whole 
afternoon’s debate. 

Mr. McADOO. Well, I did not take up the time, 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McADoo] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Now, Lask the gentleman from New Jersey 
to yield tothe gentleman from Iowa to move that the committee rise, 

Mr. McADOO. I prefer to read this now. The gentleman from 
Ohio [ Mr. GROSVENOR] is present, and I think it only a matter of 
justice that Mr, Tilden’s denial should go into the RECORD atthis time 
in reply to the matter to which the gentleman from Ohio has referred. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from Ohio has made no issue 
upon the dead, and the gentleman from New Jersey is making astraw 
man for the sake of exhibiting himself as a defender of somebody that 
has not been assailed. 

Mr. McADOO. The Recorp will show whether the gentleman from 
Ohio made any assault or not. I read’: 

We now come down to the next charge, that Governor Tilden was the asso- 
ciate of William M, Tweed on a Democratic committee, that he levied a con- 
tribution on William M. Tweed of $5,000, and that he issued a ciroular in com- 


yoe dione se William M. Tweed intended to promote the fraudulent election 
of a go rof the State of New York. 
* * * * 


* * * 

Then as to the issue of that circular, the lie has been nailed here by my col - 

IMr. Cox). If any man doubts whether that declaration of . 

en which had been read was published in The her ga) Post of the 4th of 

November, 1868, the files are accessible to them. I saw it with my own eyes; 

I know it was then published. I know that not more than twenty-four hours 

1 the time the re made in The Evening Post, and it was 

made in that paper, until the denial was made in the same paper. That 
denial I here insert: 

“CARD FROM MR. TILDEN. 


“To the Editor of the Evening Post: 

“Sie: My attention has been called to an article in your journal of last even- 
ing containing a circular to which my name is append I hasten to assure 
you that you will not lose your reputation as crities by assuming, on internal 
evidence, as you have correctly done, that no such paper was ever written, 
signed, issued, or authorized by me or with any participation or knowledge 
part, [have read it for the first time in your columns; but I have no 
reason to believe that it had any such evil pasnoes de you suspect. Fo: 
self, I refused in 1844 to sign the fa: 


marked ‘secret,’ confidential, or private;’ norshall I 


or adopt 
that device for the purpose of getting some valuable trut in such a 


form, secured a wide publicity in The Evening Post and all the Republican news- 


“Very truly yours, 
“New YORK, November 4, 1863.” 


Mr.GROSVENOR. To-morrow Ishall have published in the RECORD 
the letter of Mr. Greeley, and it will be scen that this is no reply to 
that letter at all, and has nothing to do with it. Š 

Mr. CANNON. What is the use of going into ancient history now? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In order that there may be 
no misunderstanding, I call attention to the fact that we are consider- 
ing the ee the payment of Mr. Matthews, Delegate. 

Mr. HENDE ON, of Iowa. I think we have passed that. 

The CHAIRMAN. No. The motion of the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. McApoo] was to strike out the last word, and it will be 
pending when the committee resunres its session. 

The motion of Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Payson reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the gen- 
eral deficiency bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 209) to amend the act to establish two aaditional land dis- 
tricts in the State of Montana, approved April 1, 1890. 

ELECTION CONTEST—GOODRICH vs. BULLOCK, 


Mr. MAISH submitted the views of the minority of the Committee 
on Elections upon the contested-election case of Goodrich vs. Bullock, 
from the Second Congressional district of Florida; which were ordered 
to be printed. 

SARATOGA MONUMENT ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. SANFORD. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 7119) to authorize the Secretary of War to loan 
certain cannon to the Saratoga Monument Association. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. BYNUM. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his objec- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 40 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


` Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
BILLS FOR THE SPECIFIC ACTION OF CONGRESS, 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a commu- 
nication from the Attorney-General, recommending the payment of 
certain bills amounting to $8,965.15, on file in the Department of Jus- 
tice, which do not fall within any appropriation under its control—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 


“S, J. TILDEN. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BINGHAM: 


Resolved, That after the rea ding of the Journal, be set aside for the con 
sideration of sach business as may be presented by the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads ; 


to the Committee on Rules. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. SNIDER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported fa- 
vorably the following bills of the Senate; which were severally referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (S. 2553) to remove the charge of desertion and of having en- 
listed in the Confederate service from the records of the War Depart- 
ment standing against John McFarland, and to grant him an honorable 
ayers gr (Report No. 2919.) 

A bill (S. 2750) to remove the charge of desertion against Almon R. 
Tobey. (Report No. 2920.) 

A bill (S. 1456) correcting the military history of David A. Park- 


hurst. (Report No. 2921.) 

A bill (S. 1696) for the relief of Asher W. Foster. (Report No. 2922.) 
A bill (S. 2597) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 

record of William S. Bennett. (Report No. 2923.) 
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Mr. SNIDER also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 2086) to correct the mili 
tary record of John Hinsman, late of Company G, Eleventh Regiment 


Kentucky Cavalry, accompanied by a report (No. 2924)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 4730) to 3 certain 
import duties, accompanied by a report (No. 2925)—to the Committee 
of Phe Whole Honse. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3034) to provide 
for the purchase of asite and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Muskegon, in the State of Michigan, accompanied by a report (No. 
2926)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11625) for the relief of 
Gertrude A. Leftwich, widow of John W. Leftwich, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2927)—to "the Committee of the Whole House. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were intro- 
duced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. LEE (by request): A bill (H. R. 11666) to create additional 
associate justices of the supreme court of the District of Columbia and 
to increase the salaries of the justices of said court to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 11667) authorizing 
the construction of a bridge over the Tennessee River at or near 
posit, Marshall County, Alabama, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 11668) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Manford Mott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 11669) for the relief of Andrew N. 
Hope, late of Company A, Second Tennessee Infantry Volunteers—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11670) for the relief of Lydia A. Newby, of Daisy, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R, 11671) granting a pension to Mary Hol- 
lis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11672) to amend the military record of Samuel 
Racey—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 11673) tor the relief of Milton Shoot- 
man—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 11674) granting a pension to Ellen Miles 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINES: A bill (H. R. 11675) to.increase the aes a 
vester C. Hill—to the Committee on Invalfd Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 11676) 1 pension 
William Boss—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11677) for the relief of Beverly Jones - to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11678) for the relief of Sarah Page to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 11679) for the re- 
lief of Samuel Lemons—to the Committee on War Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s table, and referred as Dliows: 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany House bill 10029, for there- 
lief OF Francis Speckert—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill 1323, for relief of George S. 
Coyle—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers. to accompany, House bill 1295, granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Margaret J. Lovel—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 11300, granting an increase of 
pension to August Stein—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill 11623, to increase the pension of 
Henry G. Marshall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Papers and petition on claim of John L. Taylor, of 
Madison County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of citizens of Paola, Kans., for legisla- 
tion that will regulate the sale of intoxicants—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GEAR: Affidavit of Elizabeth C. McCarty, in case of Cathe- 
rine Willis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Resolutions of the Butchers’ Protective Associa- 
tion No. 4, of Toledo, Ohio, in favor: of the Conger lard bill—to. the 
Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, resolutions of the same association in favor of the Butterworth 
option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Proof in behalf of L. S. Coburn, of 
Clarksville, W. Va.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of O. P. Cobb and others, praying com- 
pensation for corn and oats furnished the United States on oral and 
written contracts—to the Committee on War Claims: 

By Mr. PERKINS: Resolution of citizens of Las Vegas, N. Mi 
favoring the passage of the Perkins bill providing for a aad 
system in New Mexico—to the Committee on the Territories, 

Also, petition of Jose Montoya and 100 others, residents of New 
Mexico, for same purpose—to the Committee gn the Territories. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition on claim of R. W. Griggsby for 
the estate of William Griggsby, late of Giles County, Tennessee—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of R. A. Guthrie, of Tennessee, on claim for property 
taken by the United States Army during the late war—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Jesse Taylor, of Tennessee, on claim for property 
taken by the United States Army during the late war—to the Commit. 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of W. H. Baker and 23 others, of Hickman County, 
Tennessee, asking passage of House bill 7162—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, August 7, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I suggest that it is very evident 
there is not a quorum present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary. called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Bate, Edmunds, Hoar, Sanders, 
Berry, Evarts, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Cameron, Faulkner, McPherson, Sherman, 
Casey, Gorman, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Cullom, Hale, Morgan, Squire, 
Davis, Hampton, Paddock, et a 
Dixon, Ha Piumb, Vest, 
Dolph, Hiscock, Power, Walthall, 


Mr. CULLOM. My colleague [Mr. FARWELL] is detained from the 
Senate by illness. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The roll-call shows that thirty-two 
Senators are present. 

Mr. PADDOCK. My colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] is | detained on 
official business in the Executive Departments. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. A quorum has not appeared, I believe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum has not ap 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
request the attendance of absent Senators, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of ab- 
sent Senators. 

The motion was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will furnish the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms witha list of absent Senators, who is hereby directed to 
request their attendance. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. REAGAN, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. WILSON of Iowa 
entered the Chamber and answered to their names. 

Mr. FAULKNER. [desire tostate that my colleague [Mr. Kenna] 
is detained from the Senate by reason of sickness. 

After a little delay, Mr. BARBOUR, Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. COKE, Mr. 
Dawes, Mr. Frye, Mr. MCMILLAN, and Mr. VANCE entered the 
Chamber and answered to their names. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 10 o’clock and 19 minutes a. m. 
Forty-three Senators having responded, a quorum is present. 
farther proceedings under the call be dispensed with ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that the business can proceed, as this is 
only a request to absent Senators to come in. We shall need them 
presently. I think it is perfectly right to go on with the reading of the 
Journal, and let gentlemen be invited to come in. è 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. If there be no objection, a quana i 
being present, the Journal ofthe proceedings of yesterday will be read 
by the Secretary. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. ` 


The bill (H. R. 11491) for the relief of Charles F. Bowers was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


EVELYN W. MILES. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The following bill of the Senate 
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having been returned by the House of Representatives, in compliance 
with the request of the Senate, will be indefinitely postponed, the votes 
by which it passed and was ordered to a third reading being recon- 
sidered, if there be no objection; a bill of the House of Representatives 
on the same subject having passed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Whatis the title of the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 2290) to increase the pension of Eve- 
lyn W. Miles. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
it is so ordered. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I presenta petition froma large number of 
ple who are engaged in doing the 2 work upon the rivers and 
23 in dredging, and also such other work as is necessary for the 
improvement of the rivers and harbors. The petition is not lengthy, 
aa as it is stated in language about as brief and condensed as I could 
state it if I undertook to do so, I should like to read a part of it at 


least. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that the rules 
require that petitions shall be indorsed with a brief statement of their 
contents and presented and referred without debate. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Very well. Then, Mr. President, I will sim- 
ply state the petition. These gentlemen aver that they have spent 
several hundreds of thousands of dollars in the preparation of a plant 
for the improvement of these great public works; that the settled policy 
of the Government of the United States has seemed to be that the officers 
and engineers of the United States Army have during the past two 
years purchased and built dredging plants and paid for the same out of 
moneys appropriated by Congress to improve the rivers and harbors, 
which they believe to be unwarranted by law and which is in the op- 
posite direction from economy and judicious management; and more- 
over that these dredging plants have been used very largely by the Gov- 
ernment in doing private work at merely nominal prices in competition 
with private contractors. The petitioners ask for some amendment to 
the z oon and harbor bill which will protect the private contractor 
against the policy of the Government in employing their own machines 
in doing private work. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having been reported, the 
petition will lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Toledo Butchers’ Pro- 
tective Association, praying for the passage of the Butterworth option 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. y 

He also presented a petition of the Butchers’ Protective Association 
of Toledo, Ohio, praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Richard P. Hallowell and 165 
other citizens of Massachusetts, praying for the prompt passage of the 
national election bill; which was referred to the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections, 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of St. 
Paul, Minn., praying for immediate legislation for the completion of 
the lock and other improvements at the Sault Ste. Marie; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. SPOONER. I present the petition of the Western Iron Ore 
Association, whose constituents in the States of Michigan, Wisconsin, 
and Minnesota annually send out on the waters of the Great Lakes 
one-half the iron ore for the pig-iron production of the United States. 
As the petition states, I believe accurately, the iron-ore trade during 
seven months of the year depends absolutely upon the uninterrupted 
use, day and night, of the single lock at Sault Ste. Marie, and the 
petitioners set forth the importance of the projected improvements 
there and call attention to the fact that the Senate some time since 
passed a bill, in response to the urgent demand of the interests of com- 
merce in that region—in fact, throughout the whole country—appro- 
priating $3,738,865 for a lock and canal, and $1,684,115 for supple- 
mental work at Hay Lake Channel; and that those bills, after havin; 
passed the Senate, being of paramount importance far beyond | 
scope and interest, were favorably reported in the House of npe 
sentatives, and have there remained for some months upon the Calen- 
dar, They pray for immediate action. 

Mr. CAMERON. We can not help that in the Senate, 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know but that we can; and that is what 
I was abont to suggest. When those bills, which ought not to be de- 
layed a day, will be considered in another place—that is the indefinite 
expression which has become fashionable in the Senate—no*man can 
tell, but I think the Senate ought to put those appropriations upon 
the river and harbor bill, in order to secure by that means early atten- 
tion to the great commercial interests involved. 

I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of Patrons of Husbandry 
of Algona, Iowa, praying for the ot Senate bill 398, in relation 
to imported liquors; which was ord to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 6798) to increase the pension of George H. Brown, Com- 
pany I, Sixth Vermont Volunteers, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

PRINTING OF ELECTION BILL. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I report from the Committee on Printing the 


resolution submitted by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] 


for printing extra copies of the election bill and ask that it may be 
indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
CocKRELL July 28, 1890: 

Resolved, That there be printed, for the use of the Senate, 1,000 copies of the 
bill (H. R.11045) to amend and supplement the election laws of the United 
States, and to provide for the more efficient enforcement of such Jaws, and for 
other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the commit- 
tee will be discharged from the further consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has there been any order for printing that bill, 
or will there be any order made? 

Mr. MANDERSON, Lask that the resolution be indefinitely post- 
poned, for the reason that I am about to report a similar one from the 
Committee on Printing: 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be indefinitely 
postponed, if there be no objection, The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I now report favorably, from the Committee 
on Printing, the following order, and ask that it may be considered at 
9 105 I have an amendment which I will suggest after the order 
is š 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That 1,000 additional copies of House bill 11045, to amend and su 
plement the election laws of the United States and to provide for the more effi- 
cient enforcement of such laws, and for other purposes, be printed for the use 
of the Senate. 

By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to consider the resolution. 

r. MANDERSON. I move to amend by adding the words and 
be placed in the document-room of the Senate.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to, 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 4316) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge over the Rio Grande River between the cities of Browns- 
ville, Tex., and Matamoras, in the State of Tamaulipas, in the Republic 
of Mexico; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PLATT. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL and Mr. EDMUNDS, The Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that the proper 
reference would be to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘There have been several bills introduced in the Sen- 
ate and House on the same subject, authorizing different persons to 
build bridges there. I do not know whether I may speak of it, but 
this is a copy of a bill that has been introduced in another branch; 
and all such bills have been referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
I therefore desire that this bill should go where the rest are, I will 
state that they have built a bridge half way across the river. It meets 
there a bridge which is autho by the Mexican Government to 
be built half way across, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill 
will be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. EVARTS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill, under the head of ‘‘ Navy De- 
ment,“ to pay the assignees of John Roach, deceased; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. SAWYER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was ordered to 
be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 9416. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII be- 
ing in order, the Senator from Rhode Island moves that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the reve- 
nue and equalize duties on imports, and for other 2 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 
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` The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment, moved by 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr, VANCE], will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 25, paragraph 128, line 5, after the word 
steel,“ strike out the os “three-tenths of 1 pemk per pound“ 
and insert 85 per ton; ” so as to make the paragraph 

128. Iron in pigs, fron kentledge, spiegeleisen. n . 
wrought and cast scrap-iron, an , $5 per ton pees nothing shall be 


deemed scrap iron or scrap steel except waste or refuse iron or steel fit only to 
be remanufactured. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, two or three days ago there was a 
discussion between the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. JONES] and some 
other Senators on the subject of the amount of labor that went into a 
ton of steel rails, and my friend from Arkansas, who is not now in his 
seat, and I were not able to compute, from the printed tables there 
were, the matter with the same results. I immediately addressed a 
letter to the Com missioner of Labor, whose tables were under discus- 
sion, asking him for information in respect of how much direct labor, 
as distinguished from the incidental labof of clerks, ete.—the direct 
manual work of people employed as laborers—went into a ton of steel 
rails from the beginning. I this morning received the reply, which, 
with the permission of the Senate, asit is very short and interesting 
to all, and contains no argument, I shall ask leave to read. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like very much to hear it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The letter is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, Washington, D. C., August 6, 1890. 


Sır: Your letter of the date of August 2, in which you ask for the amount 
paid for direct labor in the several processes of converting the natural elements, 
ore, limestone, coal,and coke, into pig-iron, into steel ingots, and eventually into 
one ton of steel rails, has been received. 

In response, I have the honor to inclose a statement exhibiting the expendi- 
ture for direct labor through the successive stages 2 manufacture, meaning by 
this term the amount paid at each stage for wages loyés engaged in pro- 
duction, This amount you will see is $11.59 eaters: 1 cost of $25.77 for a ton 

agree exactly with the total cost of a ton of 


of steel rails. The result does not 
rails for any one of the establishments shown in the recent preliminary report 
by this Department oes cost of production. To have such absolute spoenen 
it would be necessary, of course, starting with the rail mill, to find where they 
bought their ingots, ‘and at the ingot works to find where they bought their 
nee thus following back to the original sources the particular materials 
used and obtaining the cost at each step. 

Not being able to do this, the table has been worked out by usin erages 
based on six establishments inthe northern district of the United ales, Reo 
ducing material suitable for rails, as exhibited in the preliminary report. The 
result would not differ materially if any other six were used. One fact which 
slightly interferes with the best results is that the cost of ore, limestone, coal, 
and coke, as they have been obtained at the establishments producing them, 
differ somewhat from the costs for them as reported by the blast furnaces using 
them. This difference, of course, is wholly consonant with the correctness of 
each, as it is probably due to the profit which the producer adds when he sells 
to the furnace, or to exceptional low or high cost of transportation from the 
place of production to that of use. 

Deducting from the cost of the ton, $95.77, the amount paid for direct labor, 
$11.59, there remains $14.18, which is distribated through various items of cost, 
such as officials and clerks, supplies and repairs, taxes, eto. By the final para- 
graph of your leiter I judge you would like to know the cost of labor that enters 

to each of these. At the present time this office does not have the necessary 
data for ree and tracing to a last analysis the elements which combine to 
form these costs. 

It is hoped b; ‘Commissioner Wright that in the full report on cost of produc- 
tion, which will be transmitted to Congress at the beginning of the next KOISA, 
some interesting details connected with this subject may be beast Theo- 


Materials and successive stages of conversion. 


For production of 4,137 pounds of iron ore. 
For production of 1, 407 pounds of limestone. 
For production of 4.808 pounds of bituminous coal ž 
For convarsion of above coal into 3,082 pounds of coke........ 
For conversion of above ore, limestone, and coke into 2,469 
pounds of pig-iron .. a 
For Cece yig on of above | pig-iron into’, — pounds “of steel 


For fuel (1.17 tons bi coal) for conversio 
steel ingots into 1 +a (3200 pounds) ofi steel rails 


retically, of 1 7 they should all resolve into labor and interest on capital, or 
Jabor really, but the ee working out of the problem is not easy. 
Very respectful 


OREN W. WEAVER, 
Acting Commissioner, 


Hon, GEORGE F. 2 
Un ited States Senale. 


I assume that Colonel Wright happened to be ont of town. Here is 
the table, and this, of course, isa tabulation which would hardly in- 
terest anybody to read at length on account of its great mass of figures. 
I will read the results, and then, with the leave of the Senate, have 
this printed in some way that is agreeable: 

Total cost of ore, limestone, coke (coal included), and we for 2,469 


pounds of pig-iron «s... $15, 3157 
Cost of direct labor in production of ore, limest in- 

eluded), and cinder for ae 4 of pig-iron ret — $4. 9185 
Per cent, of costof direct labo: PA pater pe of ore, ate 

(coal included), and cinder ae 2,469 pounds 32 


= cork cost of converting the above materials into 
Cost of div irect laborin converting the above materials into 2,469 pounds 
of pi . . SS OE EST 


Per cent, of cost of direct labor in converting the above materials into 
Se avsasecestotnesaneegvanesarterpeppeae” se 61 
of converting the above pig-iron into 2,488 ne EE of steel 


Total cost 


rin 
of steel ingots................ 
Per cent, of cost of direct 
2,488 pounds of steel in; 
Total cost of converting: the 
e e vce asereegsenccseepveutnets concent as 
Cost of direct labor in converting the above steel ingots into 1 ton (2,240 
ponds) of Steed ralla)... csiee csssyndassavedcasened sqeans-cinsesvenencnvapp anaia 
Per cent, of cost of direct labor in converting the above steel ingots into 
1 ton (2,240 pounds) of steel rails . . .. . . . . esse eee, 
Total cost of the above ore, limestone, coke (coal included), ‘and See 
and of converting them into 1 ton (2,240 pounds) of steel rails... 755 $25. 7771 
Cost of direct labor in the production of ore, limestone, coke (coal 
e , and cinder, and of 5 them =~ 1 ton (2,240 Semp 
0 rails... . 2 
Percent. of cost 
(coal inated) and eats and of converting “them peng Lion ea 
pounds) of steelrails... — IA 45 


r aas beginning to end of direct Tabor, besides all the incidental 
a 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think it would be well to have that printed not 
only in the RECORD, but as a separate document. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iwill ask leave (although I am opposed to that 
sort of thing), as this is very short and interesting and is not an - 
ment, to have it printed in the RECORD, as Senators suggest, if every- 
body is perfectly willing. 

Mr. VANCE. No objection. 

15 COCKRELL. It may be printed as a separate document as 
well. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let it be printed as a separate document as well as 
in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the paper will be printed i in the RECORD and as a miscellaneons docu- 
ment. 

The paper (omitting the portion read by Mr. EDMUNDS) is as follows: 


Analysis of costs in one ton of steel rails made-in the United States. 


as charged 
by blast fur- 
bly profit to 
producers. 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, Washington, D. C., August 7, 189. 
Sm: I 2 this morning a clerical error in the statement which I sent you 
alyzing the costs in a ton of steel rails. 
The nich. Ane ot the first column, which read in the statement Isent you “ For 
conversion of the above ore, limestone, and coke into 2,469 pounds of 
read “ For conversion of the above ore, limestone and coke in! 2,649 
pounds of pig-iron.” 


» 


The same change Ahoa DE senle la onan oF fO Bree mx N FONN be 


8 of ng tha s 8 statement on the lower half of the 
. ae such an error should have escaped my attention, I have the 
nor 


Very — OREN W. WEAVER, 
Acting Commissioner 
Hon, GEORGE F, EDMUNDS, United Sales Senate, 
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Mr. BERRY. My colleague is not present this morning, and of 
course the Senator from Vermont, if I can have his attention for a mo- 
ment a 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Arkansas desires 
the attention of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. BERRY. I wasstating that my colleague is not present in the 
Chamber, While the Senator from Vermont has a perfect right, of 
course, to read any document he sees proper as part of his remarks, still 
I think it would have been better to have waited until my colleague 
was present. I do not remember the precise matter in controversy be- 
tween my colleagne and the Senator from Vermont. I am of opinion, 
however, that the figures given confirm that which my colleague stated, 
as to the amount of iabor-cosi in a ton of iron or steel. My colleague 
has just come in, however, and as he is present he can speak for him- 
self. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should have omitted to have this paper read 
now in the absence of the Senator if I had intended to produce any 
argument or make any suggestion about it. But as the debate, as I 
see from the RECORD and heard with my ears yesterday afternoon, 
was turning upon this very question of the production of steel and 
steel rails, etc., it appeared to me it might be interesting to have this 
document before the Senate this morning. 

Mr. REAGAN. All I desire is to call attention to the fact that the 
estimate which now comes from the Labor Department as to the per- 


-centage of labor which goes into this product is 45 per cent., while the 


estimate which has been so often read from Mr. Wright on the same 
subject shows 90 per cent, in labor in the finished uct, ‘Therefore 
we have here the Labor Burean giving just one- of the amount 
for labor that is claimed for the finished product in the testimony of 
Mr. Hewitt, which has been so often read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He speaks of direct labor alone. 

Mr. VANCE. Isimply wish to ask the Senator from Vermont con- 
cerning the statement he has read, if, in determining the sufficiency 
or insufficiency of a certain amount of duties for protection, he includes 
in the labor-cost of any given product the labor ex ed in every process 


which preceded that finished product, if he ought not also to include 


the duty which has been imposed for protective purposes upon every 
one of these preceding processes, and subtract the total of each from 
the other, and see whether the duty is sufficient or not. I simply ask 
him if this is not a fair method of proceeding ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not intend, and do not propose, to go into 
any argument at this time npon this subject, and must be excused from 
going into any now, but I must answer my friend's civil question by 
saying no. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, Will the Senator have the kindness to re- 
peat the statement he made a few moments ago in regard to the figures 
of Mr. Wright? I was detained from the Senate by public business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I madeno observations, but I read the document 
because I thought it was important that it should be read now, and 
stated that my friend from Arkansas was absent, but I submitted no 
observations or conclusions about it at all, but had the official docu- 
ment read, and it is at the service of my friend on the desk, though it 
is about to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I understood that the Senator from Ver- 
mont had made some remarks about it. I did not know it was an of- 
ficial document. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will probably be printed and returned in a few 
hours. 

Mr. McPHERSON. With respect to the document which has been 
read by the Senator from Vermont this morning, I have only to say, 
that if it differs materially from the one which has been printed and 
circulated as a truthfal and correct statement of the Jabor-cost in the 
different industries connected with the manufacture of iron, starting 
from the ore in the ground and running to the very highest form of 
manufacture, then it is a matter which requires some little investiga- 
tion. I shall not speak of it in the way of criticism until it is printed, 
3 I shall have an opportunity of seeing in what respect it 
differs. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think, ir the Senator will pardon me, that he 
need give himself no solicitude upon that subject, for I am pretty sure 
this gentleman states that it does not differ in any essential respect, 
perap a hundredth of a cent, or something of that kind; but it 

gs together, starting with mother earth and ending with the steel 
rail, all the direct labor that produces that result, so that the man 
who runs, unless he is running away, can read it, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. Wright gives in his report, on pages 59 and 
60, the cost of manufacturing a ton of iron, Now, as a matter of 
course, we know that that is made up of a certain amount of iron ore, 
and, as the statement made in this report upon the labor cost in a ton 
of iron ore is fixed at a given sum, it is very difficult, until you know 
the percentage of iron in the ore, how much ore it would take to make 
a ton of iron, to arrive ata result. As we know it requires more than 
a ton of ore to make a ton of iron, and as we know it requires more 
than a ton of limestone to make a ton of iron and more than a ton 
of coke to accomplish the same result, it would be very difficult, 
taking the table given here, by a single ton to arrive at an accurate 


estimate of the labor-cost in making a ton of iron. I hope the state- 
ment which the Senator from Vermont has read—although I could not 
very well hear in what manner it did read—has dissected this whole 
question and given us a statement of the cost of a ton of iron manu- 
factured in its lowest stage—pig-iron. From that we shall be able to 
go on and determine what amount of bounty is proposed in this bill 
to be given at the different stages of manufacture beyond the lowest 
and erudest form of iron to the highest. 

The Senator from Rhode Island, I believe, last evening, in some ob- 
servations he made upon the floor, insisted upon protection even to the 
royalty which the owner of the mine charges upon the miner. Hecer- 
tainly spoke of the protection which ought to be accorded to transpor- 
tation, as he said that was a part of the Jabor-cost. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The last part of the Senator's statement I accept, 
but not the first. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Very well, then I will withdraw the first one 
and let the second stand., Now, I wish to know from the Senator 
whether if the protection should be accorded to transportation, how 
much of that bounty accorded to transportation the employés of the 
railroad would receive as their part or share of that bounty. 

I should like to know why protection given to a manufacturing es- 
tablishment, which will cover the transportation of its product, ought 
to be accorded to the transportation company any more than for the 
transportation of wheat, and cattle, and corn, and cotton. ‘The fact 
of the businessis, that this bounty finally and in the end goes into the 
hands of the manufacturer and into the pocket of the manufacturer, 
He pays the transportation company no more than he is obliged to pay 
for transportation; he pays to labor no more than he is obliged to pay 
and he pays no more to any of them than he would pay if there was 
no bounty at all and no protection upon the product. That is the 
fact. 

I believe we are now on paragraph 128; and I wish to give, as near 
as I can, a very short statement copied from the report from which the 
Senator from Vermont has read this morning. I speak of the report 
of Carroll D. Wright: 

Iron in pigs, spiegeleisen, etc.: The duty of House and Senate as 
well as the now ruling rate is three-tenths cent per pound, equal to 
$6.72 per ton gross of 2,240 pounds, 5 a 

The cost of production of pig- iron in this country, according to the 
preliminary report of the Commissioner of Labor, Miscellaneous Docu- 
ment No, 222, on pages 29 and 39, is given as follows: 

(In this cost of production of pig-iron is included cost of iron ore, 
cinder-scraps, etc., limestone, coke, coal, and charcoal.) 

Highest, $22.218 per ton, on which laborgot$1.601 per ton. Lowest, 
$7.757 per ton, on which labor got $1.461 per ton. 

The pig-iron which costs Paa per ton was prođuced in the north- 
ern district of ihe United States, and labor received on that high-priced 
pig-iron 7.26 percent. 

The pig-iron which costs $7.757 per ton was produced in the southern 
district of the United States, and labor received on that low-priced 
pig-iron 19 per cent. 

The northern pig-iron was cold-blast charcoal iron and required 
charcoal to the amount of $11.631 per ton, besides limestone to the 
amount of 62] cents per ton. The southern pig-iron was hot-blast 
charcoal iron; required 85.541 worth of charcoal and 234 cents’ worth 
of limestone. The lowest cost of producing a ton of hot-blast charcoal 
pig-iron per ton in the United States, northern district, according to 
this same official report, is $10.19 per ton gross, and the highest cost 
$22.18 per ton gross. 

This report gives the returns of eight establishments, seven in the 
northern district and one in the southern district of the United States. 
The average cost of production of charcoal pig-iron made in these eight 
establishments is $14.804 per gross ton; the average price per ton labor 
received in these eight establishments was $2.13 per gross ton. 

The proposed duty of Senate and House is $6.72 per gross ton; hence 
the plea that the present high rates of duty are to protect high-priced 
American labor is not founded on actual facts, for, upon the average, 
labor receives $2.13 per gross ton and the duty is $6.72 per gross ton, 
or three times as much as labor receives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 25, paragraph 128, line 5, it is proposed 
to strike out three-tenths of 1 cent per pound ” and insert 55 per 
ton;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


128. Iron in pigs, iron kentledge, spiegeleisen, ferro-manganese, ferro-silicon, 
wrought and cast scrap-iron, and scrap-stec!, $5 per ton. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BUTLER. Let us have the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. : 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. Grorce’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. GEORGE] is paired with the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BLAIR]. 


1890. 
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Mr. FAULKNER (when Mr. KENNA’s name wasealled). My col- 
league [ "ir. KENNA] is detained from the Senate by sickness, He is 
paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name wag called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. SANDERS. On this vote I am paired with the senior Senator 
from Indiana [ Mr. VOORHEES]. 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). Is the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. DANIEL] recorded as voting? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. SQUIRE, Then I withhold my vote, as I am paired with him. 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when Mr. Stock BRIDGE’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. SrocKBRIDGE] is necessairly absent from the Chamber. 
He is paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT]. 

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. WASHBURN’S name was called). I desire to 
announce for theday that my colleague [ Mr. WASHBURN] is necessarily 
absent. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILsOoN J. If he were present I 
should vote nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. RANSOM. I am paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE]. If he were present I should vote ‘yea’? and he would vote 
i nay. 

Mr. CASEY. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. PIERCE] 
is detained from the Senate and is paired with the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. : 

Mr. BATE (after having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw my 
vote. Iam paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL] who is necessarily absent. I suggest to the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. WILSON], however, that I being paired with the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] and he with the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. WILSON], if it suits him, we transfer our pairs and vote, 

Mr. WILSON, ot Iowa. That is satisfactory to me. 

Mr. HARRIS. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. SANDERS. I notice that the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
BATE] is paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. ALLEN]. It 
it is agreenble to the Senator from Tennessee I suggest that the pair 
with the Senator from Washington may be transferred, so he and I 
shall be at liberty to vote. I notice, however, that the Senator from 


` Washington has come in since I rose to address the Chair. 


Mr. BATE. As the Senator from Washington [Mr. ALLEN] is now 
present, I am at liberty to vote. I vote yea. 

Mr. ALLEN. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I inquire if the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
PuGu] has voted ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Then I withhold my vote, unless it appears that 
a quorum fails to vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. Has he voted upon this amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Then I abstain from voting. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 
Barbour, Coke, Morgan, Vest, 
Bate, Gray, Payne, Walthall, 
Berry, Harris, Reagan, 
Butler, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
Cockrel McPherson, Vance, 
NAYS—27. 

Aldrich, Dixon, Hoar, Power, 
Allen, Dolph, . Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Allison, Evarts, McM 8 
Cameron, Frye, Mitchell Spooner, 
Casey, Hawley, Moody, ller, 
Cullom, Higgins, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis, lumb, 

ABSENT—4, 
Blackburn, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Elalr. Eustis, na, Sanders, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Manderson, Squire, 
Brown, Faulkner, Morrill, Stanford, 
Call, George, Paddock, Stewa 
8 inea; £ : Stock 
Chandler, rman, ‘ettigrew, Voor! 

uitt, Hale, Pierce, ` Washburn 

Daniel, Hampton, Pugh, Wilson of 
Dawes, Hearst, Quay, Wolcott, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 
Paragraph 129 of the bill was read, as follows: 
- 129. Bar-iron, rolled or hammered, com ng flats not less than 1 inch wide 
nor less than of l inch thick,eight-tenths of I cent per pound; round 
iron not less than three-fourths of Linch jn eter, and square iron 
than three-fourths of 1 inch square, nin: of l cent per pound; flats less 


than 1 inch wide, or less than three-eighths of Linch thick; round iron less than 
three-fourths of 1 inch and not less than seven-sixteenths of 1 inch in diameter; 
and square leas than ourths of 1 inch square, I cent per pound. 

Mr. McPHERSON. This is a manufacture of iron which can prop- 
erly be called the next step above iron in the pig. It describes certain 
forms and shapes of iron upon which the average duty, taking the en- 
tire ph, would be nine-tenths of 1 cent per pound. On the 
one in line II it is eighth-tenths of a cent a pound; in line 13, it is 
nine-tenths; and in line 18, it is 1 cent a pound, providing for the 
different shapes, forms, and sizes; and in all, ifthesame quantities should 
be imported, it would amount to $20,16 per ton duty upon iron in bars. 
On iron in pigs the rate of duty is fixed at $6.72 per ton. We have un- 
dertaken to show that of that $6,72 per ton labor did not get one-half. 
Then the very next step, the first advance beyond pig-iron, which is 
the one found in this paragraph 129, a duty here is levied of $20.16 per 
ton; a slight change, it is called. 

Bar-iron, rolled or hammered: A slight change is made on iron; 
round, not less than three-fourths of an inch in diameter, and square 
iron, not less than three-fourths of 1 inch square, nine-tenths of 1 cent 
per pound. This reduces the ad valorem from 82.16 per cent. to 73.95 
percent. But as laber, according to the Massachusetts labor report for 
1890, receives only from 17.65 to 28} per cent., a furtherreduction ought 
to be made. From the Senate comparative table on page 25 it will 
be seen that bar-iron worth 1.4 cents a pound pays eighth-tenths cents 
per pound duty, equal to 58.33 per cent. ad valorem. This bar-iron 
is not less than 1 inch wide and not less than three-eighths of 1 inch 
thick. Again, bar-iron which is less than three-fourths of 1 inch and 
not less than seven-sixteenths of 1 inch in diameter, and valued like- 
wise at 1.4 cents per pound, is subjected to 1 cent per pound duty, or 
70.75 percent. ad valorem.’ To avoid these inconsistencies a duty of 
50 per cent. on all these irons ought to be im This bar-iron is 
made from pig which cost to make only $14.80 per ton (as above), ata 
labor-cost for the advanced stage of manufacture of from 17 to 28 per 
cent., according to the Massachusetts reports of 1889, and is protected 
by a duty of nine-tenths of a cent per pound, or $20.16 per ton, and is 
iron of the lowest quality, and not charcoal iron. 

Therefore I move to strike out ‘‘eight-tenths of 1 cent. per pound,” 
in line 11; ‘‘ nine-tenths of 1 cent. per pound,“ in lines 13 and 14, and 
1 cent per pound,“ in line 18, and insert at the end of the paragraph 
50 per cent. ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to ask the Senator what is the reduction 
now proposed in the bill, as stated by him, from the existing law. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, It isa different rate of duty; that is, in the ex- 
isting law and in the Senate amendment it is a specific rate of duty, 
and I propose an ad valorem rate of duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that; but I understood the Senator 
to state that the provision as reported by the Senate committee is a re- 
duction on the existing law, I think, of about 10 per cent. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It is a reduction on two of the grades, one 
from 1 cent per pound to nine-tenths of a cent per pound, and the 
other from 1.1 cents per pound to 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON, And the Senator thinks the rate ought to be still 
further reduced ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do; because we pay a duty whichis equal 
to a protection of $20 a ton upon this iron, and there is no necessity 
for it on this cheap grade of iron, and, in my opinion, it is altogether 
too high a rate of duty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will he stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 129, on page 25, in line 11, after 
the word“ thick,“ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘eight-tenths of 1 cent 
per pound; in line 13, after the word “‘square,”’ to strike ong ‘* nine- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound; and in line 18, after the word square,” 
to strike out I cent per pound and insert 50 per cent. ad valo- 
rem;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 


129. Bar- Iron. rolled or hammered, comprising flats not less than 1 inch wide nor 
less than three-eighths of I inch thick; round iron not less than three-fourths of 1 
inch in diameter, and — iron not less than three-fourths of 1 inch square; 
flats less than 1 inch wide or less than three-eighths of 1 inch thick ; round iron 
less than three-fourths of 1 inch and not less than seven-sixteenths of 1 inch in 
1 and square iron less than three-fourths of Linch square, 50 per cent. 

valorem. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, in connection with the 
suggestion just being made by the Senator from New Jersey, I wish to 
say that while I know nothing whatever of the cost of making iron of 
the character under consideration from pig-iron, there is one fact enter- 
ing vay largely into the production of this article which ought not to 
be overlooked. I know nothing, of course, of the details of the iron 
business, and must depend upon official information for whatever I find 
out about it, 

I find in the official report of the Commissioner of Labor that the cost 
of labor involved in the production of pig-iron per ton in the Southern 
States is $6.12; in continental Europe the average cost in the establish- 
ments reported in this official report is $5.43; in other words, there is’ 
a difference in the labor-cost of a ton of pig-iron inf the Southern States 
and the labor cost in a ton of pig-iron in Europe of 69 cents, and yet 
we impose a tax of $6.72 to compensate for that difference, which 
amounts to 69 cents only. 
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Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to inquire, does he mean by 
that the labor in the last previous process or the labor involved in pig- 
iron all the way from the ore in the mine? 

Mr. JO. of Arkansas. I made this computation from the offi- 
cial report of the Commissioner of Labor, and I took into consideration 
the labor involved in the production of ore, coke, coal, and limestone, 
and the aggregate amount of labor involved in the production of pig- 
iron as I compute it is $6.12, and in Europe $5.43 a ton. It includes 
every phaseof labor from the mining of the original material down to 
the production of pig-iron. 

Mr. McPHERSON. In order that the Senate may understand the 
cost and value of this particular kind and quality of iron in Liverpool, 
I will read from the Iron World of August 1, on page 11, second col- 
umn, Manchester district bars are the first, you will notice. That 
is perhaps the highest form and highest cost of iron, the best quality 
of iron which is made into bar-iron. The cost is given in Liverpool in 
bars as £5 7s. 6d. per ton, equal to $31.01 per ton; daty $17.92 per ton 
if the bars are not less than 1 inch wide nor less than three-eighths 
of an inch thick; hence equal to 57.78 per cent. ad valorem. If these 
Manchester district bars are round and not less than three-fourths of 
1 inch in diameter, or if square not less than three-fourths of 1 inch 
square, the duty is increased to nine-tenths of a cent, or $20.16 per ton, 
and at this rate the duty is equal to 65 per cent. ad valorem. If these 
Manchester district bars are flats less than 1 inch wide, or less than 
three-eighths of 1 inch thick; if round and less than three-fourths of 1 
inch and not less than seven-sixteenths of 1 inch in diameter, or if 
square less than three-fourths of 1 inch square, 1 cent per pound, or 
$22.40 per ton, and at this rate the duty is equal to 72. 23 per cent. ad 
valorem. That is the highest grade of iron, made into these bars. Now 
let me quote to you the lower grade of iron, from which is made, I pre- 
sume, 75 percent. of all the bars that come into this country. They are 
called common bars. This is from The Ironmonger of July 12, page 77, 
first column: 

Common bars, £5 15s, per ton, equal to $27.94 per ton for flats not less than 1 
inch wide, and the duty $17.92 per ton, equal to 64.15 per cent ad valorem; if 
round and not less than three-fourths of an inch, the duty is 920. 16 per ton, 


equal to 72.15 per cent. if less than three-fourths of an inch the duty bi $22.40, 
equal to 80.17 per cent. 


So therefore, Mr. President, when you come to take into considera- 
tion the low price of iron abroad and the quotations of iron abroad, 
the very manufacture of iron described in this whole paragraph, you 
find that the statement made by the Senate committee is not correct, 
because their unit of value is higher than the cost abroad, and I pre- 
sume the unit of value relates to some importation of iron ot a higher 
grade, and all the lower grades of iron will be subjected to an extor- 
tionate rate, as is here found from this table. I therefore move that 
the rate be put down to 56 per cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, unless the Senator from New Jer- 
sey wants to go through this bill item by item and waste time, let me 

- say to him that upon the face of the paper we have before us the Sen- 
ator is mistaken when he asserts that there is but a slight increase of 
cost in converting pig-iron into bar-iron. He is greatly mistaken. 
Bar-iron, even of the cheapest kind in the foreign market and in the 
domestic market, is more than twice the value of pig-iron. In the first 
place, pig-iron wastes a great deal, and 1 ton of pig-iron does not make 
1 ton of bar-iron. Let me give the Senator the exact figures. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have read the cost abroad published on the 
lst day of August of bar-iron. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The best way is the actual valuation put upon 
the articles imported, because we get the valuation of this article at 
the plíce of shipment, and here it is of bar-iron. The cheapest bar- 
iron brought over here under the rate of eight-tenths of 1 cent per 

und costs in Liverpool 831.36. The Senator can see the unit of value 

s 1.4 cents a pound, which is equivalent to $31.36 a ton. 
Mr. McPHERSON, The Senator could not have heard what I read, 
for I made that statement exactly, and I have got that report at $31.01. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, let me finish. The cost of pig-iron abroad 
by the same valuation is 813.39. Therefore the rates proposed are about 
the same rates ad valorem on bar - iron as on pig-iron, and they ought to 
run through in the same way. On pig: iron the valuation is $13.39, and 
on bar $31.36, a difference of $18 between the value of the one and of 
the other. 

Mr. VEST. What paper does the Senator read from? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is the document you have before you, the unit 
of value on page 25. 

Mr. VEST. That can not be correct, because I haye before me now 
the official report of commerce and navigation for 1889, giving the value 
abroad of pig-iron and bar-iron from 1878 to 1889, and pig-iron in 1878 
was worth abroad—it states this as the foreign price—$22.72 a ton, 
and in 1889 it had fallen to $16.18. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is a little higher than I put it. 

Mr. VEST. Bar, railway, steel, and hammered or rolled iron, per 

pound, was worth abroad 2 cents in 1878 and now it is worth 1 cent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is higher than I put it. At2cents a pound 
it would be worth $44 a ton. 
Mr. BUTLER. That was in 1878. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Here are the actual importations. There bave 
been large quantities of this iron imported, and by the actual imports 
sent here during the year it was estimated at $31.36 a ton. 

Mr. VEST. -iron, according to this report, was worth only 1 
cent a pound in 1889, and it is worth 2 cents in 1878. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatisinroundnumbers. Itwas1 cent and one- 
fourth of acent. These figures sometimes may be misprints or some- 
thing of that kind. I have noticed one or two errors, as I have thought, 
myself. But we must rely on these figures, and I do not know any 
better source of information. They are made by the Treasury Depart- 
ment experts. SoI think Senators will find, if they will only look at 
the matter, that these rates are advancing somewhat as an ad valorem 
as the article decreases in value, but as a rule they are about the same. 
For instance, the duty on pig-iron is reported here at 50 per cent., the 
duty on bar-iron is 58 per cent., an advance in the rate per cent., but 
in the mean while the article itself is worth twice and a half the price 
of pig-iron. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator from Ohio will not fail to take no- 
tice how exceedingly unfair that statement is. I am sure he does not 
mean to make an unfair statement about it, but he has given here a 
quotation which is exactly like the one I gave representing the higher 
grade of iron, what it would costin Liverpool and what the duty upon it 
was, how much per ton and how much percentage. I have read another 
statement which represents the lower grades of iron, the cheaper grades, 
from which I have also drawn the result that the lower grades of 
iron cost £5 15s. per ton and this represents a cost of $27.94. And yet 
the Senator from Ohio has not seen fit to even mention the lower cost 
iron bars, as this would increase the ad valorem very much above his 
statement, 

But the cost quotation the Senator from Missouri has stated brings 
this quality of iron down to 1 cent per ton manufactured into bars in 
1889. I have such a statement myself, but I did not see fit to use it 
now, though I hope to use it later. I have brought down this—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow me to finish the sen- 
tence. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Please wait one moment. Now, you will see 
when you come to take the common grades of iron from which these bars 
aremade, and these bars as described in this paragraph 129 are not made 
of anything but the cheaper and the poorer grades of iron, that the 
percentage of daty is increased. The Senator will find there is a duty 
in the first part of the paragraph of eight-tenths of a cent per pound, 
or about $18 per ton, in the second §20 per ton, and in the third fo. 40. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Where do you get those figures? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I got them from the Iron Age of August 1, 
giving the cost of iron at Liverpool, described here as the Manchester 
district. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lask the Senator as a business man whether the 
actual invoices of the things imported under these various scales, based 
on the price at Liverpool, are not better than any quotation by the 
year? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. This is the quotation price, not for the vear, 
but on the Ist day of August. It does not give the average price dur- 
ing the year, but the price on the Ist day of Angust. I will also give 
the Senator some invoices which will support my statement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Here, as I have stated, is the quotation of the 
actual importations for the entire year, and that is much better than 
the importations on any particular day in the year. They vary $1, $2, 
and $3 per ton, as steel rails varied in England at one time $10 or $12 
a ton within two or three months, but you take the average for the 
year, and that is the only proper basis and that is the invoice 


rice. 

p Mr. McPHERSON. We are just nowon thethreshold, we may say, 
of this entire iron schedule. You have refused to reduce the duty 
on iron ores; you have refused to reduce the duty on pig-iron. Now 
we come to the next and the very lowest grade, bar-iron, made from 
the lowest grade of pig, and here is a duty averaging all the way from 
$17.92 to $22.40 per ton upon this single advanced stage beyond the 
pig-iron. If there is to be any change made in the metal schedule at 
all, now is the time to make it, for I want to say that in proportion to 
what labor gets out of thisadvanced manufacture of pig-iron, the duty 
to the factory here and the protection of the factory is more than double 
what it was in the pig-iron itself. 

Mr. VANCE. Irise, sir, to second the motion of the Senator from 
New Jersey to reduce this duty. It it is a very important matter that 
this bar-iron, which is not only of course extensively used in all the 
manufactories of the country, but is the raw material of all the coun- 
try blacksmith-shops, of the farming interests, of the cross-roads estab- 
lishments throughout the whole length and breadth of the land, should 
be cheapened in cost as much as possible. It is a very important mat- 
ter to cheapen that production as much as possible. I find that by 
comparing the New York quotations of bar-iron with the London quo- 
tations there is a difference of about $10 1 ton, the British quotations 
being about £6 ton, and the New York quotations being a little 
over $40. That is too high in a matter of this kind, which is of such 
imperative necessity and interest to the great bulk of the country from 
one end of the land to the other, and I think that the amendment ought 
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to prevail. Fifty per cent, is a very slight reduction, for I belive the 
duty is only an ad valorem equivalent of about 58 per cent. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I believe that I shall move to substitute for 
the specific rate of duty an ad valorem rate, by reason of the fact that 
by these specific rates of duty found all through this metal schedule 
the ad valorem duty is increased very greatly above the apparent es- 
timates given by the committee. Therefore, I think we ought to 
begin with ad valorem rates of duty at the very threshold of this 
metal schedule. It is the only fair way in which a tariff bill can be 


made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing to 
the amendment. 

Mr. McPHERSON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

Tke SECRETARY, In paragraph 129, page 25, in line 11, after the 
word thick,“ strike ont ‘‘eight-tenths of 1 cent per pound; in line 
13, after the word square, strike ont ‘‘nine-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound; after the word ‘‘square,’’ in line 18, strike ont the words 
*fone cent per pound“ and insert 50 per cent. ad valorem.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll will be called on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called), 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. I should vote yea“ if 
he were present. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. If he were presént, I should 
vote ven. 3 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). I am paired temporarily 
with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER]. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

The roll-call was concluded, 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. BLAIR (after having voted in the negative). In the absence 
of the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], I withdraw my 


vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
withdraws his vote, 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Iam paired, as before, with the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Puen], whom I do not see; but I s t a quorum has 
not voted. My friend from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom] is paired 
with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], and we can transfer our pairs 
for the time being, and both of us vote. I vote “nay.” 


Mr. RANSOM. I vote yea.“ 
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 28; as follows: 


I am paired with 


YEAS—18. 
Barbour, Coke, Ransom, Voorhees, 
Bate, Daniel, Reagan, Walthall, 
A Gray, Turpie, Wilson of Md. 
Butler, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
rell, McPherson, Vest, 
NAYS—28, 
Aldrich, Dawes, Hiscock, Sanders, 7 
Allen, Dixon, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Allison, Dolph, Ingalls, Sherman, 
Cameron, Edmunds, MeMillan, Spooner, 
Casey, ©, itchell, uire, 
Cullom, Hawley, Moody, Teller, 
Da Higgins, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
ABSENT—38. 
Blackburn, Farwell, Kenna, Power, 
Blair, ‘aulkner, Manderson, Pugh, 
Blodgett, George, Morgan, Quay, 
Brown, Gibson, Morrill, Stanford, 

1, Gorman, dock, 3 
Carlisle. Hale, Pasco, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Hampton, Payne, Washburn, 
Coiquitt, Harris, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 

ustis, Hearst, Pierce, 
Evarts, Jonesof Nevada, Plumb, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Now, I move to amend the spats duty and 
see if I shall have any better luck withthat. In the eleventh line, be- 
fore ‘“‘ tenths,” I move to strike ont “eight” and insert six;“ so as 
to read: ‘‘six-tenths of 1 cent per pound.“ 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator, if he has any farther amend- 
ments to offer tothis paragraph, to offer them now, so that the vote can 
be taken on all together and the time of the Senate to a small extent 
be saved in that way. : 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will oblige the Senator all I can. I move to 
strike ont nine,“ in line 13, and insert ‘‘seven;’’ so as to read: ‘‘seven- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound; and in line 18, to strike out 1 cent and 
insert 5 of 1 cent;” so as to read: eight-tenths of 1 cent 
per pound. ` 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will simply say that the rates now proposed by 
the Senator from New Jersey are from two to three tenths of a cent per 
pound less than the rates proposed in the Mills bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the differ- 
ent amendments to this paragraph will be treated as one question. 

Mr. PADDOCK. How do the rates in the paragraph, as it came 
from the committee, compare with the Mills bill? 

w ALDRICH. They are lower in one respect and the same in two 
others. 

Mr. PADDOCK. In no respect higher? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendments of the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendments were rejected. 

The Secretary read paragraph 130. 

The Committee on Finance proposed toamend line 7, on page 25, be- 
oaz eii word ‘‘ton,’’ by inserting ‘* per;’’ so as to make the paragraph 


130. Round iron, in coils or rods, less than seven-sixteenths of 1 inch in diam- 
eter, and bars or shapes of rolled iron, not Spanar provizeg for in this act, 
und; Provided, That all iron in sial 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to have the committee give mea 
little information as to what they mean by the additional proviso in 
line 4, which reads as follows: 

Provided further, That all iron bars, blooms, billets, or sizes or shapes of any 


f 
kind, in the manufacture of which charcoal is used as fuel, shall be subject to a 
duty of not less than $22 per ton, 


That would mean, from this aeran, even pig-iron made with 
charcoal, all kinds of shapes, all kindsofsizes, whether it is bars, blooms, 
billets, or whatever it may be. 2 

Now, let us turn to the report of the Commissioner of Labor 
on the twenty-ninth page, where he gives us the different establish- 
ments and the cost of production of iron. Thisischarcoal iron that he 
describes. This is charcoal iron also which is described in the para- 


graph. 

Mr. ALDRICH. To relieve the apprehensions of the Senator and 
perhaps save the time of the Senate, I will state that this does not ap- 
ply to pig-iron. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, Very well; it applies to blooms, billets, 
or sizes or shapes of any kind in the manufacture of which charcoal 
may be used. It may well apply to charcoal pig-iron. It must be a 
very expensive stage of manufacture that would double a bar up and 
put it into another form. It must require a great deal of labor; it 
must require a very great amount of manipulation to justify an increase 
from $6.72 to $22 per ton. fas 

Now, let me turn to the reportof the Commissioner of Labor, on page 
29, in which he gives the cost in eight different establishments, seven 
in the northern district of New York and one in the southern district 
of New York. We find there one single establishment, I believe, at 
which the cost has been $22 perton. They run down to $15, $14, and 
even in the southern district of New York as low as $10.27 per ton. 
Take the eight first mentioned, beginning with number one, 1, 2, 3, 4, 
5, 6, 7, and 8. Now, here is a duty proposed of $22 per ton upon iron 
that cost from $10.27 per ton up to $25 per ton to manufacture. 

Mr. PLATT. That is not charcoal iron? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Les; it is charcoal iron. Now, we go back to 
the first part of the paragraph: : 

Round iron, in coils or rods, less than seven-sixteenths of 1 inch in diameter, 


and bars orshapes of rolled iron, not specially provided for in this act, 1.1 cents 
per pound, i 


As I understand, that is made of a cheaper grade of iron, and the 
same criticism that I made to ph 129 rests against this; but the 
duty is increased from the highest rate of 1 cent per pound, in para- 
graph 129, to 1.1 cents per pound in paragraph 130. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I will offer here to have putin the Recorp, 
taken from page 11 of the report of the Commissioner of Labor, and 


also from page 29 of the same report, the tables giving the statement I 
have made upon the floor. 
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Establishment No. 


$10. 321 |. $0. 106 
4. 007 -178 
6.931 .152 
5, 308 |. -165 
5, 228 |. -283 
8.538 - 330 
9.962 625 
1. 981 —2³⁵ 


In order to be able to show from offleial returns from the Commis- 
sioner of Labor just published the cost of the production of charcoal iron 
in this country I want to present the following table of returns: 


$3.59 20.25 
1,19 9.03 
1.24 10.00 
8.10 30. 36 
1.93 13.31 
2.93 14, 33 
1.60 7.26 
1,46 19,00 


Of all the reported mines by the Commissioner of Labor, page 29, 
there is but one mine which comes within the limit of $22 per ton cost 
as duty on charcoal iron, and yet the proviso in the tariff bill provides 
that not less than $22 per ton is to be levied, but is silent as to 
how much may be added to it. 5 f 

I move to strike out, in line 21, “1.1 cents“ and to insert nine- 
tenths of 1 cent.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 

The SECRETARY. In line 21, strike out “1,1 cents” and insert 
nine tenths of 1 cent;’’ so as to read: 

Nine-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. On page 26, line 1, I move to strike out the 
word ‘‘eight’’ and insert six;“ so as to read: six-tenths of 1 cent 
per pound,” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 1, page 26, strike out eight and insert 
“* six;’? so as to read: 

And be subject toa duty of six-tenths of 1 cent per pound, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected, 

Mr. McPHERSON. In line 4, on the same page, I move to strike 
out ‘‘five’’ after thirty,“ so as to read: 

Shall pay u leas rate of duty than 30 per cent. ad valorem. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McPHERSON, In the second proviso, line 7 of this page, I 
move to strike out 522 per ton” and insert 518 per ton.” 


[From page 11 of Report of Commissioner of Labor.] 


Pig-iron produced. 


150 | Hot-blast charcoal ...... 2,890 19 
344 | Hot-blast charcoal ...... 24, 945 73 
196 | Hot-blast charcoal 11,779 60 
305 | Hot-blast charcoal 13,514 44 
241 | Hot-blast charcoal 8, 000 241 
248 | Cold-blast charcoal 2,500 10 
317 | Cold-blast- charcoal. 1.582 5 
353 | Hot-blast charcoal 14,398 4l 


$7. 307 $17. 728 $3. 589 $23. 165 
9. 043 13. 223 1.194 15, 202 
5. 267 12. 330 1,237 14. 456 
4.722 10.190 3.004 14.700 
9.000 14.511 1.932 18.776 
11.889 20, 457 2, 932 25. 249 
11. 631 22. 218 1.601 24. 673 
5,541 7. 757 1.401 10. 279 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. f 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will be re- 
sumed. 

The Secretary read paragraph 131, as follows: 

131. Beams, girders, joists, x channels, car-truck channels, T T, columns 
aaa been OAOA IUR LII ODAL BOAT AECA of iron GUEA EAE 
plain or punched, or fitted for use, nine-tenths of 1 paser per pound, 

Mr. VANCE. In line 12 of the paragraph I move to strike out the 
word nine and insert “‘six;’’ so as to read: 

Six-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
pro by the Senator from North Carolina. 

. VANCE. Under the present law the duty is 114 per cent., and 
the proposed slight reductions by the committee’s bill will leave the 
rate of duty at 82 per cent., which is a great deal larger than the bulk 
of the duties on the smaller descriptions of iron, on which presumably 
the most labor has been expanded, and I see no earthly use of such a 
great duty. Theamendment which I propose will make the rate, I 
suppose, about 50 per cent., which is amply sufficient. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I should like to ask the committee what is the 
necessity of this high rate of duty upon struetural iron. Certainly it 
is not a very costly iron to manufacture, x 

Mr. ALDRICH. The committee has considered this reduction of 
thirty-five one-hundredths of a cent per pound below the present rate 
as a liberal one; and as to the necessity of protection, the constituent 
of the Senator from New Jersey, Mr. Slade, the superintendent of the 
works at Trenton controlled by Messrs. Cooper and Hewitt, of New 
York, can inform him, if he is not already informed. a 

Mr. GRAY. The Senate would like to be informed. We do not 
like this confidential information between Senators, A great many of 
us over here have not the benefit of that information which the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island coe of, and we should like to know some- 
thing about it in order that we may perform our duty with intelligence 
and conscience. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have not been informed of any industry in 
the State of New Jersey thatis dissatisfied with the present rate of 
duty. They seemingly have felt perfectly satisfied with what the 
Senate committee have done for them and they have not addressed me 
any communications on the subject. If the Senator has any he has the 
advantage of me. 

Mr. President, I pene rh wish to say the duty proposed here ofnine- 
tenths of a cent a pound is equal to $20.16 per ton. According to the 
comparative statement on page 26 the average value of beams, etc., 
imported in 1889 was 1.1 cents per pound, equal to $24.64 per ton. 
The proposed duty is 82.62 per cent. Labor, according to the state- 
ment of Hon. William L. Scott, an ex-member of receives 
only 19 per cent. Mr. Scott was supposed to be an authority upon 
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these subjects, and the computation is made in this way. Mr. Scott 
makes the following statement: 

8 difference in cost of making a ton of beams or ural steel 
anda 


struct: 
sni n of steel rails is about 39 per cent. additional in the cost of labor for 
mis, 


Sn. -ʃ;1œͥ DA 
Thirty per cent. on $4.09, labor-cost in making a ton of steel rails, equals 1.23 
Total for structural iron, per ton . . ee · 4.28. O2 
The cost of labor paid for the manufacture of a ton of steel based upon 


the cost of production per ton, namely, labor $5.32 ($4.09 to make a ton of rails 
and $1.23 for ggg ones same into structural steel equals $5.32) cost of a ton 
structural steel, $25.02, ce labor gets 19 per cent. 

And the duty proposed is 82 per cent. If I remember aright, the 
Mills bill made the duty on structural iron six-tenths of 1 centa pound. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What did the Senator say the Mills bill made it? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I think it made it exactly what the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] now pro It isa greater re- 
duction than in any other paragraph in the bill, and I may add that 
the committee have made greater reductions than in any article in 
the metal schedule. The reduction by the committee is two-tenths of 
a cent per pound. 

Mr. GRAY. I really should like to know what this information is 
in to the necessity for this high tax proposed by the Senate 
Committee on Finance upon these very important articles that enter 
into so many structures and are of such universal use. It is true that 
there is a reduction upon the duty contained in the House bill from 
114 per cent., an amazing, a monstrous tax, as it seems to me, to 82 per 
cent., but it still remains high. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, that the Senator may address him- 
self to the question, he will find by looking at the table that we have 
madeà large reduction in the duty and in the face of importations of 
11,500,000 pounds. That is the reason why we concluded not to go 
lower. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam obliged for any information that I can receive, I 
say in all good faith; it is interesting; but I should like the Senator 
from New York or some other member of the Finance Committee not 
only to tell me what the actual importation in pounds is, but what the 
importation relatively to domestic production is; for unless we have 
the importation relatively todomestic production those figures are very 
unmeaning. If the importation is a small proportion of the domestic 

roduction, then that is no reason why this duty should remain so high. 
Te it is a very large proportion there is something else to be said about 
it. But unless this importation of 11,500,000 pounds bears avery large 
proportion to the domestic production, then I submit that there is no 
reason apparent upon the face of things, unless there is some confidential 
communication from somebody that we know nothing about, why this 
tax should be kept at this enormous rate of 82.62 per cent. Does the 
Senator from Rhode Island rise to explain it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will wait until the Senator gets through with 
his remarks. 

Mr.GRAY. These articles enumerated in paragraph 131, beams, 
girders, joists, angles, channels, car-truck T T, columns, 
and posts or parts or sections of columns and deck and bulb 
beams, and building forms, together with all other structural shapes 
of iron or steel,” comprise pretty nearly everything that goes into the 
construction of a building or ashipin this country, and they are becom- 
ing of almost universal use all over the country. They are confined to 
no particular industry, to no particular calling in life, but more and 
more, as civilization advances, the use of structural shapes in iron and 
steel is increasing. In the ship-building alone of the country, which 
in the last twenty-five or thirty years has become exclusively of iron 
and steel instead of wood, these structural shapes in lange quantity and 
at great cost have become necessary. 5 

And it may be noted here that we have been discussing at this very 
session of Congress ways and means by which the depressed ship-build- 
ing industry in this country and the foreign carrying trade may be re- 
vived, and no better plan has been thought of than the bill that passed 
the Senate, giving a direct subsidy out of the Treasury of the United 
States and out of the pockets of the whole people to those who are en- 
gaged in foreign commerce in American-built ships. 

Now, here is a mode by which we can legitimately and properly, 
without adding to the burdens of the people, assist American ship- 
building. Let us reduce the tax found on these,structural shapes, 
these deck-beams and bulb-beams that go into the construction of 
every iron or steel ship that is made along the Atlantic coast or any- 
where within our borders, and thereby measurably lessen the burden 
that rests so heavily upon this great industry. 3 

Mr, President, in harmony with the protective policy itself, with a 
due regard to whatever philosophy that there may be in this system 
that has been wittily called a system of mutual brigandage—but what- 
ever of philosophy there may be in it demands that we should not, in 
orderto subsidize one industry, prostrate many; and therefore I demand, 
in the name of a tax-burdened people, to know why it is that it is un- 
reasonable to reduce this tax, entering as it does into daily life and 
into the homes and business structures of the ein away that is 
increasing every year, and why it should not be brought down to the 


* 


lowest possible limit consistent with justice to vested interests. That 
is all we want to know, and that we have the right to demand. 
should not we provide in the protection of this great industry - 
of iron and steel ship-building that we are all so anxious to promote 
and aid, that the duty on all structural shapes that go into the build- 


79 | ing of a ship for foreign trade, one that is to be ocean-borne in the for- 


eign commerce of the country, should be remitted when that vessel was 
launched and it was demonstrated that she was to engage in the foreign 
and not the coastwise commerce? Would it be an unreasonable con- 
cession on the part of those who are willing to pay millions out of the 
Treasury to subsidize the American carrying trade and promote Ameri- 
can ship-building that we should take off at least this burden from 
them, that does not involve the payment of a dollar by the 7 
of the country, but only relieves from this unn tax the indus- 
try and enterprise of American citizens who, if left free and untram- 
meled and unshackled, could engage in this business of ship-building 
for a N commerce from which to-day they are absolutely ex- 
cluded ? 

Ah, but some one will say that thereby you are working an injustice 
to the manufacturers of these articles, the manufacturers of structural 
beams and channel plates and other iron and steel parts of a ship. 
Not at all, because it is a patent and notorious fact, a sad but true state- 
ment, that to-day there is not in any American ship-yard a vessel that 
is being built for the foreign carrying trade. 

Therefore, if we were to reduce or take off altogether the tax upon 
these structural shapes that go into the building of a ship to be engaged 
in foreign commerce exclusively, we are not injuring any domestic 
manufacture, because none of these things are now made by any domes- 
tie or other manufacturer for ships of that kind; no such ships are in the 
Soraa of construction or likely to be constructed by an American ship- 
ya 

So this will be a pure addition to the business and to the wealth of 
the country by promoting these great enterprises, taking no dollar from 
the pocket of American labor, interfering not even with any vested busi- 
ness interest, but merely adding another industry, merely enlarging 
these great enterprises in a direction that heretofore they have been un- 
able to pursue, interfering with no one, merely building on, as a super- 
structure, the foundation that is already laid. No one can complain, 
no one is affected; no protected interest can raise a cry of distress or of 
protest against a proposition of this kind. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I shall offer as an amendment to this para- 
graph to add the following: 

Provided, That the duty on structural amy Be of iron and steel imported and 
used in the construction of any ship for the fo trades shall be refunded to 
the importer or ship-builder upon evidence nt and satisfactory to the 
Treasury Department that such ship has been actually built and entered into 
the foreign commerce of the world, 

Mr. ALDRICH, Has the attention of the Senator from Delaware 
been attracted to section 7 on page 128 of the bill? 

Mr. GRAY. It has not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. His amendment would be more in order there. 
I think that section, as reported by the committee, covers the desire 
of the Senator from Delaware. $ 

Mr. GRAY. I agree withthe Senator that that is the proper place to 
consider this matter. I ask him whether the substance of my amend- 


ment is provided for there? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; I think it is provided for to the satisfac- 
tion of the Senator. II it is not, his ment or any other amend- 
ment will be in order when that section is reached, 

Mr. GRAY. Does that differ from the old law? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Yes, sir; it is enlarged by the addition of a num- 
ber of descriptions. 

Mr. GRAY. I will ask the Senator from Rhode Island, so that we 
may not consume time unnecessarily, if he recollects the proposition 
made in the last Congress in regard to which the Senater from Maine 
[Mr. FRYE] and myself engaged in some discussion upon this very 

uestion relating to amendments then proposed, and whether it embraces 
the scope of those amendments. N 

Mr. ALDRICH. My impression is that it does not. I am not sure, 
but I think that there were one or two items in the su ed amend- 
ments then moved by the Senator from Delaware which are not in- 
eluded in this ision. That matter can be considered later on. 

Mr. GRAY. Ithank the Senator from Rhode Island for calling my 
attention to the matter. It is probable that I shall want to offer one 
or two amendments to that section when I look it over. Therefore, I 
agree with him that that being the case and that provision being in 
this bill, the amendment I now propose would be out of place here. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator then does not desire to 
have his amendment considered in connection with the pending para- 
graph ? 

Mr. GRAY. No, sir. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, this is a class of iron manufactures 
of universal use in the country. It is of the utmost importance to every 
section of the United States that this iron should be furnished to con- 
sumers at the lowest possible price consistent with the proper protec- 
tion of the home manufacturers in the interest of labor. And although 
the importations are considerable, and although the committee have 
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made a reduction of the rate under existing law, a very considerable 
reduction, I believe it is possible to still further reduce this duty. 
I do not like to antagonize the committee. I always do so with the 
2 reluctance. I am as thoroughly interested in and as strongly 
ndorse the protective principle, as I understand, and as the great mass 
of the Republican party understand it, as the Senator from Rhode Island 
or any other Senator on this side of the Chamber. But looking at these 
duties from au agricultural standpoint, the standpoint of an agricult- 
ural community which mannfactures nothing but consumes everything 
that it uses which is manufactured here or abroad in proportion as its 
demand requires, I feel it to be my duty to get the rates as lowas pos- 
sible, and I appeal now to the Senator from Rhode Island and ask him 
if it is not possible for the committee to accept a proposition to make 
a reduction of one-tenth of 1 cent further upon the duty upon this 


article 

Mr. ALDRICH. In answer to the inquiry of the Senator from Ne- 
braska I will say that the members of the committee upon this side of 
the Chamber who are present have considered that question and have 
concluded that, in view of the reductions which we have made upon 
steel billets and steel rails, perhaps this item ought to be reduced an- 
other tenth of a cent. I presume there will be no objection to this by 
members of the committee upon the other side of the Chamber. After 
the amendment of the Senator from North Carolina is disposed of I shall 
suggest an amendment to make the duty eight-tenths“ instead of 
“*nine-tenths,’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] to reduce the duty 
to six-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire simply to call the attention of the Senate 
to the fact that the amendment proposed by the Senator from North 
Carolina to insert six-tenths of 1 cent instead of nine-tenths, would 
leave a duty of 58.8 per cent. on these articles. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from North Carolina. 


The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] moves on behalf of the Committee on Finance to amend 
the paragraph as will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 12, before “tenths,” strike out nine 
und insert eight; soas to read, eight-tenths of 1 cent per pound.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read paragraph 132 of the bill, The Committee on 
Finance to amend the paragraph, in the first line, after the 
word boiler,” by striking out or other plate; so as to make the 


paragraph read: 


132. Boiler iron or steel, except saw-plates hereinafter provided for, not thinner 
than No. 10 wire gauge, sheared or unsheared, and skelp iron or steel sheared 
or rolled in grooves, valued at 2 cents per pound or less, I cent per pound; 
valued above 2 cents and not above 3 cents per pound, 1.2 cents per pound; 
valued above 3 cents and not above 4 cents per pound, 1.6 cents per pound; 
valued above 4 cents and not above 7 cents per pound, 2 cents per pound; 
valued above 7 cents and not above 10 cents per pound, 2.8 cents per pound; 
valued above 10 cents and not above 13 cents per pound, 3} cents per pound; 


valued above 18 cents per pound, 45 per cent, ad valorem: Provided, That all 


vat boi or steel thinner than No. 10 wire gauge shall pay duty asiron orsteel 
shee 

Mr, SHERMAN. ‘‘Other plate“ is provided for in another place? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have no objection to this amendment of the 
committee, ate > I do not understand where they have put the 
~ other plate-iron. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Rhode 
Island where the words pro; to be stricken out by the committee 
have been otherwise inserted? Do you make any special provision for 
plate-iron elsewhere to take its place? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no special provision made. 
by the general provisions of the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I call the attention of the Senate to the 
explanation of the increase of duty under this paragraph in the notes 
furnished by the committee. It is an illustration of the principle or 
practice, whateyer the committee choose to denominate it, of putting 
up the duty on one article and then increasing it on another so as to 
make the increase symmetrical upon everything connected with that 
article. The committee say, to explain this change from existing law: 

This is a change in classification to conform to manufactures of steel. (Para- 
graph 141.) 

That looks upon its face to be a very innocent explanation, and as 
if there were no increase; but when we turn to paragraph 141, upon 
wire rods, we find that No. 6 rods, the material out of which wire is 
made—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator must be laboring under a misappre- 
hension about the paragraph now under consideration, We are now 
considering paragraph 132. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I thought the Senator was discussing the duty on 
wire rods. 

Mr. VEST. Iam talking about paragraph 141, 

Mr. McPHERSON. That is evidently a misprint in the note, for it 
has no relation to the pending paragraph, evidently, 


Itis covered 


Mr. VEST. It does have relation to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not understand the remark of the Senator 
from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will look at the note to paragraph 132 
he will find this language: 


This isa change in classification to conform to manufactures of steel. (Par- 
agraph 141.) 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is a mistake in the number. 

Mr. SHERMAN, That was the old number, I presume. 

Mr. VEST. It was not the old number, The old number was 151. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It should be paragraph 140 instead of 141. It is 


a misprint. : 

Mr. VEST. Is the Senator from Rhode Island certain about it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; perfectly certain. 

Mr. VEST. Then the facts as shown by the change are that there 
is an increase of duty. It is stated here to be simply a change of classi- 
fication, There is an increase of duty in line 21 of this paragraph from 
1} cents per pound to 1.6 cents per pound, and in line 22 from 1} cents 
to 2 cents per pound; in line 24 from 1} cents to 2.8 cents per pound, 
and in line 25 from 1} cents to 3} cents per pound. It is more than a 
change of classification. 

I do not want to consume any time unnecessarily, and I may have 
said it yesterday, but I want to call attention to what it is necessary, 
in considering this whole iron and steel schedule, to know—the condi- 
tion of values in this country and abroad. The report of the statisti- 
cian contained in the Foreign Commerce and Navigation volume, Exec- 
utive Document No. 6, shows, on iron and steel and the manufactures 
of, the foreign valuation from 1878 to 1889, I cite this in reply to the 
statements of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] and the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], both of whom, in tables which they 
published in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, have claimed that the tariff 
has reduced the price of iron and steel manufactures in this country. 
I have answered that invariably with the statement, which is abso- 
lutely true, that the tariff has done no such thing, because there has 
been a fall in the same articles in free-trade countries. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; but may I call the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri to the fact that it is the consequence of the increase of 
production both here and abroad? Suppose we had produced no iron 
or steel in this country, would the price of steel have gone down in 
Europe as it has gone down? 

Mr. VEST. That is a matter simply of conjecture. I am answer- 
ing the specific claim that the tariff has reduced the price on these ab- 
solutely necessary articles. I say if the allegation of the Senator from 
Iowa be correct, then if we had had no tariff at all and this thing had 
been governed by supply and demand over the whole world, there 
would noe been still a fall in this country; and therefore the tariff did 
not doit. 

Mr. ALLISON. But suppose by reason of the fact that we could not 
produce these articles here the iron industry and the steel industry had 
not been developed at all in the United States and Europe had held 
our whole market, does the Senator believe that the price of iron and 
steel manufactures would be what they are to-day, with the limitation 
there is on production everywhere, the natural limitation of ores, ete. ? 

Mr. VEST. Ishall not go into the field of conjecture. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the field the Senator was in. 

Mr. VEST. I believe that even if we had absolute free trade there 
would be iron dug out of the ground and steel manufactured in this 
country. I do not believe any such monstrous doctrine as that the gen- 
ins and enterprise of 65,000,000 people would be absolutely stifled be- 
cause we did not have a tariff law. I do not believe any such stuff as 
that, with all respect to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Then of course if there were no tariff 
the wages of our labor and all our situations must be placed on a par 
with European countries. Could we have such a situation as respects 
iron and steel and not have it as respects everything else? 

Mr. VEST. That is simply a matter of conjecture, There is the 
transportation; there is the distance from this country abroad. Here 
are our natural facilities upon our side, together with the thrift and 
energy of our people, and a whole continent in on. 

But I do not propose to be drawn away from the statements which 
have been made here that the price of everything has fallen in this 
country to the consumer by reason of the tariff. We hear it every- 
where, on the hustings, and in all this subsidized tariff literature that 
is poured over the country like rain, and a good deal thicker than rain 
in some localities. I want to show that it is not true, and I shall show 
it by the reports of Republican officials, The Senator from Iowa and 
the Senator from Vermont have published and sent out to the people 
the statement that iron and steel have fallen in this country, but they 
take care to say nothing about the fall abroad. Here is the report of 
the officers of this Government, employed by the Republican party, 
with whose appointment we had nothing to do. 

Pig-iron was worth abroad per ton in 1878, 522.72. 

Mr. MORGAN. What do you read from? 

Mr. VEST. I read from the Commerce and pen, apie report, Ex- 
ecutive Document No, 6, page 22, Pig-iron was worth abroad, in 1878, 
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$22.72 a ton. It was worth in 1889 abroad $16.18, which is a fall of 
over $6 a ton in free-trade countries. ¢ 

Bar-iron was worth abroad, in 1878, 2 cents a pound; in 1889 it was 
worth abroad 1 cent a pound, a fall of 50 per cent, 

Railway bars of steel or in part of steel were worth abroad,in 1878, 
$48.18 a ton. In 1889 they were worth abroad $23.95 a ton, a fall of 
from 49 to 50 per cent. 

Hoop, band, and scroll iron was worth abroad, in 1878, 2cents a pound; 
in 1889 it was worth abroad 1 cent a pound, a fall in the mean time of 
50 per cent. 

Sheet, plate, and taggers’ iron was worth abroad, in 1878, 5 cents a 
pound; in 1889 it was worth 2 cents a pound, a fall of 3 cents upon 
each pound. 

Tin-plates, terne-plates, or taggers’ tin was worth abroad, in 1878, 4 
cents a pound, and in 1889 it was worth 1 cent a pound. 

I want the Senators who are telling the farmers and the consumers 
in this country that the tariff has brought down all these articles of 
necessity to take that table, which they do not see and will not see; 
but they speak these Tariff League bulletins, taken from a Republican 
newspaper at Fort Dodge, Iowa, compiled by a country editor, and 
put that upon the country as evidence of the fall inprices. Here is the 
official statement. The Senator from Vermont, the father of the tariff, 
the Nestor of protection in this country, puts in the same statement, 
that all these iron products, agricultural implements in which iron is 
the largest component part, have fallen in price; and they say, Look 
at the beauties of the tariff.“ Oh, you granger, take the hayseed in 
ecstasy out of your hair and come up and see what we have done for 
vou.“ Now, here is this list, with which the Democratic party had 
nothing to do, and I want to read it to the Senate, 

Here is camphor, a very necessary domestic article, which was worth 
abroad, in 1878, 14 cents per pound, and there has been a small in- 
crease in the intermediate years. 

Here is nitrate of soda, which was worth 2 cents per pound abroad 
in 1878, and now it is worth 1 cent, a decrease of 50 cent. 

Here is sulphur, or brimstone, crude, which was worth abroad, in 
1878, $24.48 a ton, and in 1889 it was worth $15.55 a ton. 

Here is coffee. This is one of the articles which were cited by the 
Senator from Iowa. Coffee was h abroad, in 1878, 16 cents a pound, 
It was worth, in 1889, 12 centg a pound. 

Here is silk, raw or as reeled from the cocoon. It was worth abroad, 
in 1878, $4.31 a pound, and id 1889 it was worth $3.47 a pound. 

Tea was worth abroad, in 1878, 23 cents a pound. In 1889 it was 
worth 15 cents a pound. í : 

Potash, nitrate of, or e crude, was worth abroad in 1878, 4 
cents a pound, and in 1889, 2 cents a pound. 

Biearbonate of soda, a/very necessary article, was worth abroad in 
1878, 2 cents a pound, and, in 1889, 1 cent a pound. 

Soda-ash, of which we have heard a good deal in the debate, was 
worth abroad in 1878, 1 cent a pound, and, in 1890, nine-tenths of a cent 
a pound. 

Caustic was worth 3 cents abroad in 1878; 1 cent in 1889. 

Copper, pigs, bars, ingots, old, and other, unmanufactured, was worth 
abroad, in 1878, 13 cents a pound; in 1889, 6 cents a pound, a fall of 
more than 46 per cent. 

Unmanufactured flax, hemp, and jute: Flax was worth abroad 
$291.03 a ton in 1878, and $262.24 a ton in 1889. Hemp was worth 
$108.33 in 1878 and the price increased to $168 in 1889. Jute was 
worth $59.47 in 1878, and it decreased to $32.18 in 1889. 

Here is common window-glass—which is found in the list of both 
Senators, and upon which they laid great stress—cylinder, crown, and 
common window-glass, unpolished, was worth 3 cents a pound in 1878, 
and 1 cent a pound in 1889, a fall of 2 cents on every pound. 

Here is plate-glass, unsilvered, worth abroad, a square foot, 77 cents 
in 1878 and 32 cents in 1889, 

Here is rice, worth 2 cents a pound abroad in 1878 and 1 cent a 
pound in 1889. 

Sugar, tank bottoms, sirups, melada, etc., not above No. 20, was 
worth abroad 4 cents a pound in 1878 and 3 cents a pound in 1889. 

Wools: Clothing wools dropped from 24 cents in 1878 to 20 cents a 
pound, combing wools from 32 cents to 23 cents, carpet wools from 13 
cents to 11 cents. : 

Manufactures of carpets and carpeting of all kinds by the square 
yard dropped from 1878 to 1889 from $1.43 a yard to $1.21 a yard. 

The same table shows that in 1878 corn, the principal product of 
the constituents of the Senator from Iowa and myself, was worth 56 
cents a bushel abroad, and in 1889, 47 cents a bushel. 

Wheat was worth, in 1878, $1.33 a bushel abroad, and, in 1889, 89 
cents a bushel. 

Now, I hope we shall not hear anything more abont the tariff reduc- 
ing prices, or, if we do hear it, I want Senators in all fairness and hon- 
esty to supplément it with a statement of how much the same articles 
have fallen abroad. Then, if they can make the farmers of this coun- 
try believe that the production of the United States has reacted upon the 
foreign market and reduced prices, let them do so; but do not let them 
stop with the simple statement that there has been a fall in prices and 
leave the impression unfairly upon the consumers of this country that 


+ 


it has been because we have this high protective tariff. The fall has 
been all over the world. 2 q 

Mr, President, in regatd the specific article under consideration, I 
should like the Senate to turn to the statement of the New Haven 
Wire Company, which is found on e 107, but I will defer 
that until we reach the other part of the schedule to which the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island has referred. i 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the Senator proceeds with the discussion of 
this paragraph, I have some suggested modifications to make, 

Mr. VEST. Very good. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move an amendment in line 8, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pappock in the chair). The 
Chair suggests to the Senator from Rhode Island that the amendment 
of the committee in line 14 be first acted upon. . 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood that that had been agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not understand that 
it has been agreed to. The question will first be put on ing to 
the es of the committee in line 14, the first line of the para- 
graph. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In line 18 I move to strike out I cent per pound 
and insert ‘‘eight-tenths of 1 cent per pound.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment moved by the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island will be stated. 6 

The Secretary. In line 18, at the beginning of the line, strike 
ont 1“ and insert ‘‘eight-tenths of;’’ so as to read ‘‘eight-tenths of 1 
cent per pound.” 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have two other amendments to suggest to the 
paragraph, and the question may be taken on them together, perhaps. 
In line 19 I move to strike out two-tenths“ and insert one-tenth;“ 
so as to read, 1. 1 cents per pound,” and, in line 21, to strike out 
six“ and insert five“ before the word tenths; so as to read, 
“1.5 cents per pound.“ 

: Mr. VEST. That is an increase of a quarter of a cent over existing 
aw. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itis a reduction of two-tenths in one case and one- 
tenth in each of the other cases. if 

Mr. VEST. In line 21 it would be an inerease. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I moved to strike out ‘‘six-tenths’’ and in- 
sert ‘*five-tenths.’’ 

Mr. VEST. Iam speaking about the existing law. The duty under 
the existing law is 1} cents. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The existing law upon all boiler-iron is 1} cents. 

Mr. VEST. ‘This would be an increase, then, of 1} cents on that 
particular article; that is, on all valued above 3 cents and not above 
4 cents it would be an increase of 1} cents. I intended to move to 
strike out 1.6,“ in line 21 and insert 14.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment moved by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST, I will put all my amendments together, because that 
will save time. In line 22, I move to strike out ‘‘2’’ and insert II;“ 
in line 24 to strike out 2.8“ and insert 14; and in line 25 tostrike 
out 3)“ and insert 14; so as to bring the rate back to the existing 
law. The first clauses or subdivisions as reported by the committee 
make a decrease also, and therefore I do not apply the amendment to 
them. Itis only where the increase is made from line 21 down to the 
end of the graph that I move to amend. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri de- 
sire to have the amendments treated as one amendment? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir, as one amendment, so as tosavetime. Let 
the vote be taken on all the amendments together. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, before the question is put to the 
Senate I desire right here upon this paragraph to show the character 
of this legislation, and I think I can doit to the understanding of 
both sides of the Chamber. I want to show how the specific rates of 
duty under the classification in paragraph 132 operate. If Senators 
will take their copy of the bill and look at this paragraph they will 
see that it reads as follows: - 


132. Boiler iron or steel, excapt saw-plates hereinafter provided for, not thin- 


ner than No, 10 wire gauge, sheared or unsh , and skelp iron or steel 


eee or rolled in grooves, valued at 2 cents per pound or less, 1 cent per 
pound, 


Now, suppose you take the value at $25 per ton, it gives a rate of 
89.6 percent. You take the value of $30 per ton, and it is 74.63 per 
cent., while the committee state here that the entire average rate of 
duty in all this paragraph, as you will find on page 26, is 33.60 per 


cent. 

Take boiler-iron that costs $35 per ton, at $22.40 duty itis 64 per cent. 

Now take boiler-iron at $40 per ton. At 1 eent per pound, or 522. 40, 
it is 56 per cent. 

Next you come to the 2 cents a pound on iron costing $44.80 per ton. 
That is the limit, as you will see in line 17, valued at 2 cents a pound 
or less. Ihave been reading those that cost less than 2 cents per pound. 
When you get to the iron that costs 2 cents a pound, $44.80 per ton, 
you impose a duty of $22.40 per ton, or 1 cent a poun which RRE 
to 50 per cent, 
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Now let us go on and follow along a little further. We have now 
reached 2 cents a pound, in which the duty is 50 per cent. on iron 
valued at $44.80 per ton. You raise it above that even the fraction of 
a penny and what is the result? Suppose you raise it in value from 
$44.80 a ton, where it would be dutiable at 2 cents a pound, to $45 

ton. Then you jump from $22.40 to $26.88 per ton, or 59.73 per 
cent You will see that a difference of 20 cents in cost upon 2,240 
ds of iron raises the tax from $22.40 per ton to $26.83 per ton, a 
erence of $4.48 more on only 20 cents more value of a ton of boiler- 
iron or steel-plate, 

We will go on farther. Valued at 850 per ton the duty is $26.88 
per ton, or 53.76 per cent. At $55 per ton it is $26.88, or 48.87 per cent. 
At $26.88 per ton it is 44.8 per cent. : 

Now we get to the 3 cents cost, which is the kind most in use. At 
$67.20 per ton $26.88 duty is equal to 40 per cent. 

Now let us raise the cost a little above 3 cents, because we have now 
got to the point where we go between 3 and 4 cents. Valued at $68 


peon the duty increases to $35.40 per ton and the ad valorem is 


70 percent. Hence if the value exceeds by 80 cents on 2,240 pounds 
the importer is forced to pay $35.40 per ton instead of $26.88. Is this 
not offering a premium to commit perjury, and who is the appraiser 
who can distinguish the difference in value of 80 cents in 2,240 pounds 
of iron? 

Now we will goon. Valued at $68 per ton—that is the 80 cents 
above—the duty is then raised to $35.40 per ton, or 52.70 per cent. 

We reach the point where it strikes the 4 cents per pound, or $89.50. 
The duty there is $35.40, or 39,55 per cent. ad valorem. 

Thus it will be seen that on boiler-iron, valued at $90 per ton, the 
duty at 2 cents per pound would be $44.80, or equal to 49.8 per cent. 
ad valorem. 

Now we go to the value of $100 per ton. I have followed this par- 
agraph through to the very end to show what the result is with these 
specific rates of duty with a jump, if you please, in cost from 1 cent 
a pound to 2 cents a pound, from 2 cents a pound to 3 cents, from 3 
cents to 4 cents, from 4 cents up to 7 cents, from 7 cents to 10 cents, 
and from 10 cents to 13 cents, and in every case the very lowest rate 
of duty you can name is more than equal to 33.60 per cent. 

I should be very willing to make an ad valorem rate of duty on this 
entire paragraph of 33.60 per cent. instead of the specific rate of duty 
which the committee propose. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island if he is willing to make the rate of duty exactly what 
they stated it to be here, 33.60 per cent. 

Mr. BLAIR. Isuggest to the Senator that in the same authority he 
will find that the whole amount imported last year was less than two 
tons. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Certainly, but they make the rate out at 33.60 
per cent. There isno paragraph in this bill which shows so clearly 
the character of the whole contrivance from terry Bae end. If in- 

ious men were paid at public cost to devise a plan by which a tariff 
Bill could more completely rob the people of this country than is found in 
this schedule they would fail utterly. You could not make it any worse. 
It is impossible to make it worse. As you read that paragraph over 
you will see it seems fair, but the moment you begin to dissect it then 
the character of the whole contrivance is revealed to the sunlight. 

I hope the Senator from Missouri will withdraw his amendment and 
move to strike out everything relating to specific duties in this para- 
graph and insert an ad valorem rate of duty. 

Mr. President, to go a little further—well, I do not know that it is 

lor me to carry this figuring further, but I will ask permis- 
sion to put it in the RECORD as I have carried it out even up to 13 cents 


a pound. 
Blr. ALDRICH. There is no objection. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will not insert it; the facts are too black. 

Mr. VEST. What ad valorem rate of duty does the Senator suggest? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wonld make an ad valorem rate of duty of 
40 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. Make it fifty. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Weil, fifty. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island, in line 18, to strike out 
one“ and insert eight-tenths of one; so as to read: “‘eight-tenths 
of 1 cent per pound.” 

Mr. McPHERSON. I hope that amendment will not be agreed to, 
because I think the rate ought to be lower. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island. x 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment moved by the 
Benator from Rhode Island will be stated. 8 

The SECRETARY. In line 19, strike out two-tenths ”” and insert 


_ “one-tenth;’’ so as to read: 1.1 cents per pound.’ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I am going to call for the yeas and nays on 
this question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from New Jersey that as 


G 


this is a reduction he certainly will not demand the yeas and nays on 
ing to it. 

Mr, MCPHERSON. It is a reduction in this extraordinary bill, and 
the reduction proposed leaves it still most extraordinary. 

Mr. ALDRICH, But the Senator has an amendment pending that 
will propose to still further reduce it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well, I withdraw my request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The demand for the yeas and na: 
is withdrawn. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of 
Senator from Rhode Island. Y x 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment moved by the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 21, strikeout ‘‘six’’ and insert five 
before *‘tenths;’’ so as to read, I. ö cents per pound.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest] moves toamend the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and [Mr. ALDRICH] by striking out one and flve-tenths,“ and in- 
serting one and one-fourth; so as to read: 

One and one-fourth cents per pound. 

Mr. VEST. I think the Senate will agree to take a vote upon all of 
my amendments, that is to say, upon inserting ‘‘ one and one-tourth’’ 
in place of each of these rates from line 21 down, and upon that ques- - 
tion z call for the yeas and nays, Let the vote be taken on all of them 
together. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the yeas and nays are ordered Ishonld like 
to suggest to the Senator from Missouri that he can hardly, I think, 
appreciate the effect of his amendments. The present law applies 
only to boiler-iron. This paragraph applies to boiler iron and steel. 
There may be some articles of plate-steel that would be valued at 10. 
12, 13, or 15 cents a pound upon which a rate of 1} cents a pound 
would be entirely inadequate, even from the standpoint of the Senator 
from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. If the Senator and the Senate will permit 
me, I will change my amendments, then, to a motion tostrike out the 
specific rates where they appear in each of these lines and insert 50 
per cent. ad valorem; and upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. I 
want to get at the question of an increase. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not hear the motion 
of the Senator from Missouri, 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out all thespecificrates, I can specify 
them if the clerks desire it. I move to strike out, in line 18, 1 cent 
per pound ” and to insert 50 per cent. ad valorem’?—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator to allow the committee 
amendment to be voted on first. 

Mr. VEST. I thought that had been adopted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not the last one, I understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment last submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island, to strike 
out six“ and insert ‘‘five’’ in line 21; so as to read: 

One and five-tenths cents per pound. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Referring to the communication from the Acting 
Commissioner of Labor I read this morning, I have a note from him 
saying that by a type-writing clerical error the number of pounds of 
pig-iron to be converted into a ton of steel, reading as it did in his 
communication 2,469 pounds, should have read, as he intended it should 
be, 2,600 pounds, I ask unanimous consent that, in brackets or in 
some proper way, the communication may be corrected in respect of 
that t; hic error. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, consent will 
be given as indicated by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 
ite Verf. recurs on the amendment of the Senator from Missouri 

Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. No, the question recurs on the amendment of the 
Senator from Rhode Island, which is to be voted upon first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the pending 
question to be on the amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator from Missouri consented that the vote 
should be taken first on the amendment of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, and then his amendment would apply to the whole 

Mr. VEST. I move, then, in order to simplify the matter, to strike 
out all the paragraph after the word grooves,” in line 17, down to the 
word “forty-five,” in line 2, on the next page, and to strike out ** forty- 
five” and insert fifty; so as to make the clause read: 


132. Boiler iron or steel, except saw plates hereinafter vided for, not thin- 
ner than No. 10 wire gauge, sh orunsheared, and p iron or steel, sheared 
or rolled in grooves, 50 per cent. ad valorem., 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator withdraw his former 
amendments? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment now moved by the 
Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all of paragraph 132 after the word 
‘t grooves,” in line 17, down to and including the word“ forty-five,” 
in line 2, on page 27, and insert fifty; so as to read: “fifty per 
cent, ad valorem,” i 


. 
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Mr. VEST. On that I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This is offered as a substitute forthe 
former amendments of the Senator, the Chair understands. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It covers that whole class. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On agreeing to this amendment the 
Senator from Missouri demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ord 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair suggests that in order to 

fect the text the amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode 
Tsland should be first considered. It is the amendment in line 21. 

Mr. VEST. I thought that was adopted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; I interrupted its adoption. 

Mr. VEST. Let it be considered adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the last 
amendment meved by the Senator from Rhode Island will be consid- 
ered as agreed to. The amendment is agreed to, and the question re- 
curs on the amendmenf of the Senator from Missouri, on which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. The Secretary will call the roll, 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr, EDMUNDS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pod], as before stated, with the right to 
vote to make a quorum. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam paired with the Senator’s colleague [Mr. MOR- 
RILL]. If it suits him he may vote and I will also vote, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well, although my friend from Alabama 
and myself are each entitled to yote whether there is a pair or not, if 
it is necessary to make a quorum; but probably the transfer answers the 

urpose, and therefore I vote ‘nay ’’ now. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. In a communication 
just received from him he states that he is detained from the Chamber 
to-day by illness. 

The roll-call was concluded. . 

Mr. EVARTS. I am paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAN], and as he is not present I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GIBSON. Lam paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
WASHBURN]. I make this announcement for the day. 

Mr. BLAIR (after having voted in the negative). Has the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—2, 
Barbour, Daniel, McPherson, Vance, 

% Gorman, Payne, Vest, 
Berry, Gray, Ransom, Voorhees, 
Butler, Harris, Reagan, Walthall, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, Wilson of Md, 

NAYS—26. 
Aldrich, Dolph Hoar, Sherman, 
Allen, Edmunds, McMillan Spooner, 
Alliso: Frye, Mitchell, Squire, 
Cameron, Hale, ‘oody, ler, 
Cullom, Hawley, Power, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, Higgins, Sanders, 
Dixon, ok, Sawyer, 
ABSENT —338, 

Davis, Jones of Nevada, Plum 
Blair, Eust Kenna, ian 
Blodgett, Evarts, Manderson, Quay, 

Farwell, organ, Stanford, 
Slade, Geiger Paddock, Stock 

TEE, 
Casey, Gibson, ~ Washburn, 
Chandler, Hampton, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Cockre Hearst, 4 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Platt, 
So the amendment was rejected, 


The next paragraph of the bill was read, as follows: 


133. Forgings of iron or steel, or forged iron and steel combined, of whatever 
rang hid ea edan ied a of S . — . provided =~ in this 
act, 2.3 cents per pound: wided, no forgings o n or steel, or forgings 
of iron and steel combined, by whate — of 


duty than 45 per cent, ad ver process made, shall pay a less rate 
Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President 
5 Will the Senator from New Jersey yield to me for a mo- 
ment 
Mr. McPHERSON. Certainly. 


PROTECTION OF AMERICAN CITIZENS. 
Mr. CALL. I offer a resolution which I ask may be printed and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Relations, together with a petition 
from the people of Key West respecting the trial of certain of 


5 United States for offenses alleged to have been committed by 
em. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations is hereby instructed to 
inquire and 1 0 to the Senate by bill or otherwise such measures as may be 
necessary for the protection of citizens of the United States who were formerly 
residents of Caba and subjects of Spain inst prosecutions instituted by the 
Spanish authorities for offenses alleged to have been committed by 

Mr. CALL. I ask that the petition which accompanies the resolu- 
tion be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think it ought to be printed in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. CALL. Then I ask that it be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The resolution has been read. It will be printed 
in the Recorp. 

Mr. CALL. I will say to the Senator from Vermont that there is 
accompanying the resolution a petition, or protest in the nature of a peti- 


tion, from citizens of the United States resident in Key West respect-> 


ing the trial of certain citizens of the United States for alleged 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think any petitions ought to be printed 


in the RECORD. 
Mr. CALL. Then I ask that it be read, ° 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave no objection to its being printed as a docu- 


ment, if the Senator would like that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont objects 
to its being printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. CALL, ` It is hardly worth while to have it printed as a docu- 
ment, except to show that their request has been complied with. It 
is all embraced in three paragraphs. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know, but the RECORD is getting to be so very 
voluminous that everything of that nature ought to be kept ont of it. 
I do not object at all to printing the petition as a document, : 

Mr. CALL. I will just read it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The rules do not allow petitions to be read. It 
says they shall have indorsed thereon a brief statement of the contents 
and shall be referred without debate. 

Mr. CALL, I will state the contents of this petition very briefly 
then, if the Secretary will just send it to me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, but the rule does not permit that. 

Mr. CALL. The rule does not permit me—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I object to this interference with the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Objection being made, the resolution 
and the accompanying paper will lie over. 

Mr. CALL. Lsubmit the point of order that when leave has been 
ren 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. , The Chair understands that objection 
is made to the consideration of the resolution, and it will lie over with 
the accompanying paper. 

Mr, CALL. The resolution has been already read, and I obtained 
the leave of the Senator from New Jersey p 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution was read for informa- 
tion. 

Mr. VEST. I hope the Senator from Florida will be permitted to 
state the contents of the petition. It is a very unusual thing to raise 
such a point against a Senator. There must be time given to present 
such matters, 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator from New Jersey has no right to 
consent to have a matter injected here which is not in order. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Florida asked leave to submit the 
resolution and no objection was made. 

Mr. CALL. There was no objection made. 

Mr. VEST. It could have been disposed of long before this time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This petition or resolution should have been pre- 
sented in the morning hour. 

Mr. VEST. I know, but we all do such things. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator from New Jersey knew nothing of 


the purpose of the Senator from Florida when he gave him the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair understands that the Sen- 
ator from Florida asked the Senator from New Jersey to yield to him. 
The resolution was read at the desk as a matter of information, as the 
Chair understands. Therefore, if there be no objection, the question 
will be on the motion to refer the resolution. 

Mr. CALL. I submit to the Chair that that is not the order of pro- 
ceeding. Leave was given and the resolution was read at the request 
of some Senator here, and then, before anything was said, I simply 
asked that this statement from a large number of citizens in a meet- 
ing at Key West, simply stating certain facts in vindication, as they 
think, of their loyalty to the United States and their proper conduct, 
should be read, and that is all there is of it. It is a brief petition. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I call for the regular order, Mr. President. 

a PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order will be proceeded 
W. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the P; 


ent had on 


upon paragra 
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the 6th instant approved and signed the act (S. 2197) to increase the 
pension of Ziba Yarnell. 3 
THE REVENUE BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the reyenue and equalize duties 
on im and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary read paragraph 134. The Committee on Finance pro- 
posed, in line 17, after the word number,“ tostrike out seventeen“ 
and insert twenty,“ and in line 18, after the word number,“ to 
strike ont seventeen and insert twenty;“ so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

134, Hoop, or band, or scroll, or other iron or steel, valued at 3 cents per pound 
or less, S inches or less in width and less than three-eighths of 1 inch thick, and 
not thinner than No. 10 wire gauge, l cent. per pound; thinner than No. 10 wire 
gauge and not thinner than No.20 wire gauge, 1.1 cents per pound; thinner 
than No. 20 wire gauge, 1.3 cents per 3 Provided, That hoop or band iron, 
or hoop or band „out to length, or wholly or partially manufactured into 
hoops or ties for baling pur barrel-hoops of iron or steel, and hoop or band 
iron or hoop or band steel splayed, or punched, with or without buckles 
or fastenings, shall pay two-tenths of 1 cent per pound more duty than that im- 
posed on the hoop or band iron or steel from which they are made. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I have a few remarks to submit 
ph 133 before paragraph 134 is acted on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey has the 
floor. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I desire to submit some facts 
from the best information I can get as to the percentages and values 
of these articles. 

Forgings of iron and steel: The present high rates of duty imposed 
upon forgings ot iron and steel, 24 cents per pound, or $56 per ton, are 
so excessive that they have proved themselves prohibitory; not a sin- 
gle pound of this class of iron or steel has been imported in 1889 or the 
year previous. The Hotise and Senate have therefore reduced the 
duty from 24 cents to 2.3 cents per pound. 

Considering that forgings of iron and steel range from $35 to $75 per 
ton, a duty of $56 per ton, which on the lowest grade is equal to 160 
per cent., and on the highest 74.66 per cent., is so virtually prohibit- 
ory that the reduction to 2.3 cents per pound will hardly raise a reve- 
nue either. 

As there were no imports of this kind of goods, owing tothe prohibit- 
ory nature of the exorbitant tax and now in force, the com- 
piler of the comparative statement leit the percentage column of House 
and Senate, on page 27, inblank. Should any forgings of iron or steel 
be imported under the Senate tion of 2.3 cents per pound, or 
$51.52 per ton, the following table will clearly show the exact percent- 
age: 

S Forgings of iron and steel. 


Duty. 
Value per ton, 


Per ton. 


Fer cent. 


128. 
103. 

85, 
68. 
51. 


Considering that for forgings of iron and steel, according to census 
of 1880, labor received not quite 21 per cent., it would be only just to 
ut all these goods covered by paragraph 133 to 45 per cent. ad va- 
bani for the now ruling rate from 74.66 per cent. to 160 per cent. ad 
valorem has proved itself prohibitory, and that most effectually. 
Therefore, Mr. President, I move to strike out the words *‘two and 
three-tenths cents per pound, in lines 7 and 8, and insert in lieu thereof 
45 per cent. ad valorem;’’ and upon that question I shall ask the yeas 


and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will report the 
amendment, 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lines 7 and 8, paragraph 133, after the word 
„net, strike out the words 2.3 cents per pound“ and insert 45 
per cent. ad valorem; so as to read: 

Forgings of iron or steel, or forged iron and steel combined, of whatever 
shape my 5 whatever stage of manufacture, not especially provided for in this 
act, 45 per cent. ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this question the Senator from 
New Jersey demands the yeas and nays. Is there a second ? 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called), I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. If he were present, I should 
vote yea.“ z 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr, WALTHALL (after having voted in the affirmative), I ask 


whether the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] is recorded as 
having voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ne is not so recorded. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Then I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GIBSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
WASHBURN]. I now make that announcement for the day. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understood the Senator from Nebraska, the pres- 
ent occupant of the chair, to announce a pair with the Senator trom 
Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. I suggest to the Senator that we transfer 
our pairs. I am paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mon- 
RILL]. I will transfer my pair to the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
2 so that the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK] and I can 

vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is agreeable to the present oc- 
cupant of the chair. 

he result was announced—yeas 15, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—15. 
Barbour, Coke, McPherson, Vest, 
Bate, Gorman, Payne, 8 
Berry, Harris, Ransom, Wilson of Md, 
Butler, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 
NAYS—2s, 

Aldrich, Dixon, Hiscock, Power, 
Allen, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Sanders, 
Allison Edmunds, McMillan, Sawyer, 
Cameron, Frye, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Casey, e Moody, Squire, 
Cullom, Hawley. Paddock, Teller, 

wes, i i Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 

ABSENT—4I. 
Blackburn, Eustis, Kenna, Stanford, 
Blair, Evarts, Manderson, Stewart, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Morgan, Stockbridge, 
Brown, Faulkner, Morrill, Turpie, 
Call, eorge, Pasco, Vance, 
Carlisle, Gibson, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Chandler, Gray, Pierce, Washburn, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Plumb, Wolcott. 
88 5 
el, Hoar, Quay, 
vis, Ingalls, Spooner, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Now, Mr. President, I move to strike out the 
word “forty-five,” in line 10, and insert in lieu thereof the word 
t thirty-five.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will report the amend- 
ment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 10, of the same paragragh, strike out 
‘forty-five ” and insert ‘‘ thirty-five;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That no forgings of iron or steel, or forgings of iron and steel com- 
bined, by whatever process made, shall pay a less rate of duty than 35 per cent, 
ad valorem. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next paragraph was read. The amendment of the Committee 
on Finance to line 17 of paragraph 134 was agreed to. 

er PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment will be re- 


P The CHIEF CLERK. In line 18, strike out the word seventeen“ 
and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as to read: 

Thinner than No. 20 wire-guage, 1.3 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COKE. Imove, Mr, President, in line 24, after the word pay, 
to strike out all the remainder of the paragraph and insert in lieu there- 
of “35 per cent. ad valorem.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 24 strike out the remainder of the par- 
agraph, in the following words: 

Two-tenths of I cent per pound more duty than that imposed on the hoop or 
band iron or steel from which they are made. 

And in lieu thereof insert the words 35 per cent. ad valorem;’’ so 
as to read: 

Provided, That hoop or band iron or hoop or band steel, cut to length or 
wholly or partially manufactured into hoops or ties for baling purposes, bar- 
rel hoops of iron or steel, and hoop or band iron or hoop or band steel, flared, 
splayed, or punched, with or without buckles or fastenings, shall pay W per 
cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I would like to say a word with refer- 
ence to this pro amendment. 

Under the existing law 35 per cent. ad valorem is the duty on cot- 
ton-ties. It is proposed to make it 103.71 per cent., an increase of 
about 200 per cent. A note at the bottom of this paragraph says: 

h is unchan except that cotton-ties are included in the — 
erat sg gn ae band, and scroll 8 n 

Now, Mr. President, I can not imagine any reason of publie policy 
which makes it necessary to put this onerous tax upon the cotton pro- 
ducers of the South, and if there be any I have never heard it. It is 
very well known that the cotton industry of the South is one that en- 
gages the energiesand the labors of the entire population, men, women, 
and children, not for two, or three, or four, or five months in the year, 
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but, as is well known, it takes twelve months, and sometimes more, to 
make and save a crop of cotton. 

I venture the assertion, Mr. President, that the poorest paid labor 
in the United States is that engaged in the cultivation of cotton, and 
Ido not believe that there is a tax in this entire bill that bears so 
heavily upon the poorer classes of the people as does this on the poor 
people of the South. It reaches everybody, because everybody is in- 
terested in the cultivation and saving of the cotton crop. The cotton 
crop, Mr. President, seems to me to be a crop that ought to be en- 
couraged rather than warred on by the legislation of the country. It 
is the greatest export crop now made by any country in the world. 

I have here, Mr. President, taken from well verified statistics a state- 
ment of the money value of each cotton crop raised in the South since 
1865, and the aggregate ofall of them up to 1889 amounts to $7,867,113,- 
_ 555. Of this amount $5,161,989,736 worth was exported and brought 
that amount of gold into this country to maintain specie payments 
and preserve trade balances in our favor, 

Our exports of wheat have decreased from 150,000,000 or 200,000,000 
bushels to some 40,000,000 or 50,000,000 bushels. Our cotton exports 
have constantly increased. The cotton raised in the South can not be 
equaled anywhere in the world in length and toughness of fiber, and 
the world is bound to have it. The cotton of no other country can com- 
pete with it. 

When we consider the vast commercial importance of this great 
agricultural product and know the unlimited extent to which it may 
be produced in the South, and also know that the people who are en- 
gaged in raising it make a smaller profit and get lower wages than any 
other working people in the United States, it does seem most extra- 
ordinary that they should be burdened with a 200 per cent. tax on the 
ties which must be used to prepare it for market. 

And, Mr. President, this 200 per cent. tax falls solely upon the pro- 
ducer. When the farmer or laborer pays this tax on the ties which bind 
his cotton, it is simply gone and not represented by anything that 
returns to him in the price of the cotton. Itisaclearloss, Why should 
this war be made upon a people who are contributing, as the people of 
the South are, by their labor, to the commercial importance of this 
country? Out of about 11,000,000 bales of cotton raised in the world, 
between 7,000,000 and 8,000,000 bales are raised in the South. 

We have in that crop a mine of gold; no country can take it away 
from us nor compete with us or impair its value. The cotton which 
clothes the world is a purely American product, and those who pro- 
duce it are entitled to the kindly consideration and fostering care ot 
the American Congress, rather than the oppressive taxation laid upon 
them in this bill. 

Without the gold brought into this country, between five and six 
thousand millions of dollars, hy exported cotton since 1865, what would 
have been our financial condition? The problem ofresuming and main- 
taining specie payments would most probably have been unsolved to 
this day. The cotton crop has preserved the balance of trade in our 
favor and will continue to do it, because the world is compelled to 
have American cotton. 

Now, Mr. President, why should our people be burdened with an 
additional 200 per cent. tax on cotton-ties? That is a question I would 
like to hear answered by members of the Finance Committee. I would 
like to know why it is that 35 per cent. is not sufficient. Under the 
existing law 35 per cent. ad valorem is the tax. 

All the labor expended in the manufacture of these ties amounts to 
about 20 per cent.—all of it; not the difference between American labor 
and English labor, but that is the whole of it—about 20 per cent. ad 
valorem, leaving 15 per cent. clear profit to the manufacturers, as the 
law now stands. 

I hope, Mr. President, that Senators on the other side of the Chamber 
will see that it is not just, not fair, not wise to impose this additional 
tax, and will adopt my amendment, . 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the State of Missouri can not be said to 
be a cotton-planting State, although there are five or six counties in 
the southeast portion of the State that produce a very fine article of 
eot ton. 

One remark of the Senator from Texas was eminently true, that this 
tax upon cotton-ties or anything connected with the work of raising 
cotton falls with great hardship upon the poorer classes of the plant- 
ers. Every mau acquainted with the culture of cotton knows that the 
system in the South which obtains is this: The planters who own the 
large plantations farm out their lands to tenants upon what are called 
shares. The negroes are now taking the land, supplies are furnished 
to them, and they divide the crop with the owner of the land. Under 
this arrangement the negroes or smaller tenants are compelled to pay 
for the cotton-ties and the transportation to market. The cotton is de- 
livered to the planter at the county town or at the plantation in some 
instances, frequently at a landing upon the river, and this tax comes 
out of the negroes of the South, for whom the Republican party have 
so great a Sympathy! 

We are continually hearing that they are particular friends of the 
negroes in this country, and when an election comes off they are the 
especial friends of the colored race, But it is a remarkable fact that 


in this bill the negro suffers whenever any of the products with which 
he is specially connected come up for 1 ation. 

The attention of the negroes and of the dominant party in this 
Chamber is called to the fact that the great reduction in this bill is 
upon the article of sugar, which is produced by negro labor, also upon 
the article of rice, although the importation of rice is increasin 
steadily year by year; and, while there is no importation of corn 
wheat to this country, this bill puts up duties upon corn and wheat, 
in which there is no competition, in order to get the Alliance vote in 
the West. 

But when it comes to rice, which is produced exclusively by negro 


labor—for no white man can live in the rice-fields of South Carolina 
and Louisiana—the duty on rice is decreased. Sugar has the test 
decrease of any productin the whole country. That is prod by the 


negroes. Rice, which is produced exclusively by negroes, has also the 
duty decreased. 

It only remains to consider cotton, with which the negro must al- 
ways be inseparably and by maar! connected. As I have stated, under 
the present system in the South this tax upon cotton- ties will fall par- 
ticularly upon the negrors, who take the planter’s land upon shares 
and who are compelled to pay for preparing the raw cotton for market, 

And so we have upon sugar, rice, and cotton, the three great products 
of the negroes in this country, who are the especial wards of the Re- 
publican party, the heaviest decrease in this whole bill. It is very 
easily accounted for, Mr. President. The negroes contribute nothing 
to the Republican party but their votes, and those votes are given under 
the superstition thatthe Republican party wasted their blood and treas- 
ure to free them, though we all know that they did not; that they were 
freed as a military necessity and because they could not help them- 
selves, But those votes can be controlled by the t-baggers under 
an appeal to race prejudice and to the traditions of the past, 

When, however, it comes to the white manufacturers of the North, 
they have something else to give besides votes; and so it is that when 
we reach the manufacturers of the Northern States, who can pay con- 
tributions to the funds of the Republican party, there are increases 
made all along the line on cotton goods, woolen hardware, tin- 
plate, iron, and so it goes on down to the cotton-planters and sngar 
and rice plantations, where the negroes have not a dollar to give. Then 
they decrease the tax, but still they vote the Republican ticket anyhow. 

Now, Mr. President, it is an outrage. This is an inconsiderable in- 
terest in my State, compared with the great agricultural products of 
corn, wheat, and cattle; butitis an outrage. The Senator from Texas 
[Mr. COKE] spoke of the value of the cotton ot this country. Look at 
these reports. We exported in 1889 from this country $237,775,270 
worth of raw cotton, which constituted 32.56 = cent, of our entire ex- 
ports. Besides that we exported $10,212,614 worth of cotton goods, 
making altogether $247,967,914, Now, if you strike out cotton from 
the exports of this country to-day, you take out one-third of our en- 
tire exports. And yet the Republican party, through their great 
leader, Mr. Blaine, are to-day clamoring for reciprocity. How do you ex- 
pect to get reciprocity if you load down this great export which brings 
us more gold than everything else in this country taken together, be- 
cause this is the only absolutely necessary article that the manufact- 
urers of the Old World must have from us? 

Sir, there is no necessity for this and it never was demanded by the 
manufacturers, I have looked through all this testimony to find the 
cause of this increase, and I have only been able to find the testimony 
of one firm, and that is in the evidence taken on the subject of the 
tariff in 1888 by the Senate Committee on Finance. That is the testi- 
mony of J. Painter & Sons Company, of Pittsburgh, Pa, They say: 


The Mills tariff bill which passed the House places cotton-ties on the free-list, 
and also all other hoop and band iron thinner than No. 11 and not thinner than 
No. 20 wire gauge. 

Ifany danger of this bill passing the Senate should appear, we hope you will 
—s to have it so amended there that at least the present duties may be 
retained, 

These present duties are as follows: 

1. Hoop and band iron, not lighter than No, 10, 1 cent per pound. 

2. Hoop and band iron, thinner than No, 10 and not thinner than No, 20, 1.2 
cents per pound, 

3. Thinner than No. 20, 1.4 cents per pound, 

Cotton-ties, 35 per cent. ad valorem. * 

(Cotton-ties are only No. 18 or No. 19 hoop iron, cut to length as required for 
a cotton-bale or any other kind of bale. 

The original Mills bill provided duties on above classifications as follows: 
First, 1 cent per pound; second, 1.1 caret yt pound; third, 1.3 cents per pound; 
cotton-ties, free; but this was Amended in the House, placing the second class 
on the free-list also, which is manifestly unfair, and much worse than the orig- 
inal bill, or any other part of that very inequitable document, 


Here is a statement, and the only statement, that comes from the 
Pittsburgh manufacturers, and they do not want any increase. They 
only ask that the duties may remain as they are. But in spite of that 
statement, and in the face of it, this enormous increase is made which 
the Senator from Texas says is from 103 to 200 per cent. and which I 
say is from 75 to 115 per cent., and it increases the duties on the valua- 
tion in 1889 in this class from $296,454.40 to $1,013,595.93. And this 
under a bill that is brought in here to decrease the revenue ! 

I will say nothing about that increase of taxation, for itis a mockery 
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to talk about it in this Chamber. I will simply put it on the revenue 
busis. It is an increase from $296,454.40, on the valuation of 1889, to 
over a million dollars, Whether it is 103 per cent. or 115 per cent. 

Where is the neċessity for it? Mr. President, it is one of the most 
sectional and iniquitous items in this whole measure. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, as I understand the statement just 
read by the Senator from Missouri, from the testimony of Painter & 
Sons, of Pittsburgh, they do not obiect to cotton-ties being free. They 
complain that by an amendment to the Mills bill another class of hoop- 
iron which does not include cotton-ties was also made free. 

It was stated two years ago by the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock] that no cotton-ties were manufactured in the United States. 
I do not know whether any are manufactured now or not, but I think 
it was stated at that time, as I remember, that there were none of them 
manufactured here; that they were allimported. Therefore this pro- 
sre increase was suggested at that time, as they said, in order to 

duce American manufacturers to engage in the business. 

By reason of the tariff laws and by reason of the tax on jute bagging, 
two years ago a trust company in the United States was enabled to 
wring from the planters of the South in that year $3,000,000, or 50 
cents on every bale of cotton, upon jute bagging alone. They were 
enabled to do this because such a tax had been levied upon jute bag- 
ging as amounted to a prohibition, and there were no jute bags manu- 

tured except in the United States. There being no factories abroad, 
these firms in the United States forced the duty up until they added 50 
cents to the cost of each bag that went on each bale of cotton, and com- 
pelled the cotton-planters of the South to pay it. 

Now, it is proposed by this bill to increase the tax from 35 per cent. 
ad valorem to 103 per cent. ad valorem. By that legislation you are 
going to levy a tax of over half a million dollars each year upon the 
cotton-planters and the laborers of the South in order to induce some 
man to erect a of cotton-ties in the United States. The state- 
ment there is that the import duties paid last year amounted to $288,- 
000, I think. 

Mr. BUTLER. Two hundred and ninety-six thousand four hundred 
and fifty-four dollars and forty cents. 

Mr. BERRY. Over $296,000. Now, this bill proposes to increase it 
to over $800,000, making a difference of halfa million dollars annually 
that will be paid into the Treasury on cotton-ties alone, 

This is a direct levy, and it is not claimed that it is to protect any 

manufacture. As I stated before, none are manufactured 
here unless factories have been erected since that time. Why should 
these people contribute that half million dollars a year to induce men 
to erect a manufactory in the United States? Ifthe Government is 
going to make contributions or appropriations in order to induce men 
to enter into various enterprises, it would be far more just to make an 
appropriation directly from the Treasury and let the burden fall 
equally upon all the people of the United States, 

Here is a propo-ition that can not be denied, that can not be con- 
troverted, that you are going to levy half a million dollars of taxation 

-on this one item of cotton-ties alone, the burden of which will fall 
upon those who raise cotton and work in the fields; and this is to he 
done in the hope that it will induce some man, by thus increasing the 

ce, to erect a manufactory in Pittsburgh or in some other part of the 
nited States. Is that jnst legislation? Is that fair legislation? Is 
it reasonable that you should put upon these people in the Southern 
States such a burden? If you have no sympathy with the land-owners; 
if you think you are doing God's service when you oppress the owners 
of land down there, the white people, in that way, at least you ought 
to have some sympathy for the colored men who work upon the farms 
and upon whom this burden falls. 

Isay, Mr. President, it is unjust, it is as sectional as it is possible 
anything put into the bill could be. If the cotton industry pertained 
to the interest of any State in the North and the Ways and Means 
Committee of the House had brought in a bill to levy a contribution 
upon those engaged in that industry, thus directly selecting them out, 
the Senators from that section of the country would never fora moment 
have reported the bill. But because it falls upon the people of the 
South, who have borne so much, they propose that this additional sum 
shall be wrung from their labor, without justice, without right, and 

' contrary to every principle of equity. 

Mr. President, I presume that this will be voted by the Senators on 
the other side of the Chamber, as they have done witheverything else; 
but, if they do so, they do it with a full knowledge of the fact that it 
is not to protect American industries, but it is done simply to levy a 
contribution upon those who labor from twelve to fifteen hours a day 
in the cotton-field, to take so much from them in the hope that some 
man may erect a factory by means of which he can wring these addi- 
tional profits from the laborers of the South. 

Mr. REAGAN, Mr. President, the State which I have the honorin 
pes to represent is the largest cotton-producing State in the Union. 

e production last year, I believe, was in the neighborhood of a million 
and a half of bales. This being so, of course I feel an interest in this 
item of this bill. 

The people I represent are very largely engaged in the industry of 
raising cotton. They are entirely willing to contribute their due share 


‘ 


to the support of the Government, but, like any other they dis- 
like to have unjust burdens pec 2 than. 8 Š 

The object of all good government should be and would be by its 
legislation to command the respect of the people for whom that 1 
tion is enacted, to command the confidence of the ple that such 
legislation is fair and just. Good government eee try to 
avoid such action as would make the people believe that they are un- 
justly imposed upon and oppressed by the legislation of the country. 

Now, Mr. President, last year the amount of duties collected on 
cotton-ties, at the rate of duty at 35 per cent., was $296,454.40. The 
same rate of importation under this bill, with the rate of duty at 103 
per cent., as provided for in this bill, would make the sum of about 
$887,000 to be imposed upon that particular industry in that line, out- 
side of what that people have to bear by the exorbitant tax paid upon 
cotton, woolen, iron, and steel goods imposed in other parts of the bill. 

I invite attention to three items in this bill, and I do it for the pur- 

pose of asking Senators if those three items indicate a purpose of fair- 
ness and justice, if they are of a character calculated to command the 
respect and contidence of the people and make them believe they are 
enjoying just and good government. 
_ The production of cotton is limited to the Southern States, and, be- 
ing the great industry of that portion of the Union, and creating, as 
stated by my colleague, the largest export from this country, or from 
any country in the world, is carried on by an agricultural and, in the 
main, by a poor population. 

Now, if the object of a protective tariff is to protect the laborer, is 
to benefit labor, is to benefit the people, is this proposition intended 
for that purpose? Is it necessary, in the first place, as a proposition 
for the collection of revenue? Is it necessary to impose a revenue of 
103 per cent. upon an article of indispensable necessity, an article that 
the people can not get along without? 

Then, in addition to this item of agricultural product, sugar is another 
product of that same section of the country. It is proposed to take off all 
the duty on sugar. We have never asked any duty on cotton. We do 
not need it. We do not import cotton, that is, to any noticeable ex- 
tent. But we do import sugar, and that is a productof that same sec- 
tion, and it is proposed to take the duty off of that, which I concede 
has been pretty high, perhaps higher than was necessary. But instead 
of adjusting it to a lower figure, it is proposed to take that off entirely. 

Then, Mr. President, the proposition is also to reduce materially the 
duty on rice, another product of the Southern States. The duty on 
rice may be too high, and I am not purposing to complain specially as 
to the rate of duty imposed in this bill upon rice. It may be fair. But 
I call attention to it for the purpose of showing that it is a reduction 
on a product of the same section of the country where cotton and sugar 
are raised. And then I ask the question, Does any Senator believe, 
does any citizen believe, if these products had been in a Northern State, 
that such legislation would have been proposed by the Senate commit- 
tee? I take it that no one believes it. It looks like repressive legis- 
lation, like legislation to inflict a penalty, a punishment upon the peo- 
ple, instead of being legislation to promote the welfare of the country, 
to benefit labor and the agriculture of the country. 

Now, Mr. President, it seems to me that such a course Is as unwise 
as it is unjust. Many millions of people are engaged in the produc- 
iion of cotton. It is their staple product. It is not only a pea prod- 
uct, but it brings to this country the great balances of gold in our 
exchanges in foreign commerce. Instead of being legislated against 
by hostile and unnecessary legislation, I should say that a great and 
staple product like that ought to be encouraged, both on account of its 
value as a national product and because of the large number of people 
engaged in labor in connection with it, as well as because of the fact 
that those engaged in that occupation haye to work as many hours, 
possibly on the average more hours, than almost any other laborers, 
and because they are more poorly paid than any other class of people. 

I speak not only in behalf of those who perform the manual labor 
in the field, but as well in behalf of the capital that is invested inland 
and the necessary outfits for the production of cotton. 

If I could address the American people; if I could address the people 
who did not wish by sectional action to make popularity; if Í could 
address those who were guided by a ser +e of justice instead of a pur- 
pose to secure political advantage, I wou d appeal to them against the 
injustice of the legislation upon this sub‘ ect ofthe cotton and the sugar 
tax. 

In reference to that sugar tax it is said, why, it will give the people 
free sugar, and they are all interested in having free sugar. I believe 
the estimate is that the people of the United States consume about 40 
pounds of sugar annually to the person throughout thecountry. That 
40 pounds of sugar would, perhaps, be worth $1.50. That $1.50 is 
saved to the people by abolishing the tax on sugar, 

But if the people are to be benefited by free sugar, let us see the 
amount of woolen clothes that they wear. I take it that the average 
would not be below $25 to the person annually for woolen goods con- 
sumed in this country. Instead of making those woolen goods free we 
are required to pay 880 on every $100 more than their commercial price 
in order to obtain them. That is, they must each pay $20 tax on their 
woolens. Why? Because these goods belong to the manufacturing 
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class, the class that is specially legislated for by Congress in opposition 
to the agricultural and labor interests of this country, 

Why, sir, the tax on hats or the tax on shoes, if taken off, would 
save to the people more than the tax on sn; Yet the Finance Com- 
mittee, at least the majority of that committee, do not seem to trouble 
themselves about relieving this tax on hats or on shoes, more indis- 

msable than sugar, because the consumption is unavoidable and is 

arger. Sugar is a necessity in a sense, but it isa luxury in a sense. 
The people are all better off for being able to have it, but they can get 
along without it. Clothing, shoes, and hats they must have. They 
can not avoid it. 

If it is a relief to them to have the tax taken off of sugar to the ex- 
tent of $1.50 to the individual in the United States annually, why must 
enormous taxes be imposed on agricultural implements, cutlery, horti- 
cultural implements, those things used on the farm, inthe orchard, and 

rden? To make them free would save a great deal more than can 

saved by taking the duty offofsugar. But taking the duty off of 
sugar oppresses the people of the South. Adding duties to these other 
things benefits the people of New England where this manufacturing 
interest chiefly lies. 

How long, Mr. President, is the country to go on in this way, with 
- legislation purely sectional, enriching one part of the country and im- 
poverishing, I am inclined to say, to almost the last degree, another 
section of the country? How long is itto goon? How long will Sen- 
ators continue this system on the pretense that they are benefiting 
labor by the enactment of Jaws which shock the sense of justice and 
right of all fair-minded people, simply because they have the power to 
do it? 

Mr. President, some of the wisest writers upon government have 
descanted upon the dangers of popular majorities. A sovereign ruler, 
a king or emperor, is interested in the welfare of his whole people. 
He is not specially interested in the welfare of one class above another, 
that is, of the masses of the people. He may be interested in the classes 
of the nobility that sustain him on his throne, but Iam speaking of 
the material interests of the country, He is not interested in oppress- 
ing one class of the laboring population of the country for the benefit 
of another class of the laboring population of the country. But the 
difficulty with the popular majority is that it always appeals to the 
selfish interest of the majority section. It will legislate for their benefit 
because they approve legislation that gives them profit at the expense 
of other people. 

Now, then, the object of our written Constitution in placing its checks 
and balances npon the action of the Government was to guard as far 
as practicable against the domination of popular majorities, the op- 

ression of minority sections by majority sections. It may be true, 
Mr. President, that the Constitution now commands as little respect 
as the moral sense of right and justice. Under our form of govern- 
ment there is no relief against this but a patriotic effort to do right, a 
patriotic purpose to avoid wrong, a purpose not to benefit one class of 
people at the expense of another. 

Ent it has been urged that we have got into a still worse condition 
than that to which I have referred, the securing of money from pro- 
tected classes to control the elections of the country. It is not for me 
to say exactly the extent to which it has gone, but it has settled itself 
down into the American mind almost everywhere that such is the con- 
dition of this country now, that the majority party is pursuing a policy 
of concentrating the wealth and money interests of the country in the 
hands of the few, and through the agency of that wealth controlling the 
press, controlling popular opinion, and, where it is necessary, buying 
votes in ‘‘blocks of five” and otherwise. 

If this be true, Mr. President—and I fear there is too much reason 
to believe it to be true—how much confidence can we American peo- 
ple have and give a Government that is put up, as was Rome in her 
corrupter days, for sale to the highest bidder? How long before we 
shall be in that very condition? Are we not now in that condition 
where the owners of money control the Government and its policy? 

Mr. President, why should a tax of 103 per cent. be put upon that 
particular article? Why should the people who use cotton-ties—and 
they are used very extensively; in the aggregate it is a large item—why 
should they be required to pay $1.03 more than the commercial value 
of every dollar’s worth of cotton-ties? Can a reason be given for it? 
Is there a reason that would meet the approval of an honest conscience ? 
Duties, according to the theory of our Government, are to be levied to 
support the Government and meet its indet:tedness, because the Con- 
stitution itselfnames thespecific purposes for which they shall be levied. 
That is not protection. It is not to take from one man in order to give 
to another. 

We were told a few days ago by a Senator on this floor that there 
was a danger of levying duties too low, that we might injure indus- 
tries or break them up, that we might levy duties at 50 or 100 per cent., 
the object being protection, and when they got the protection, no dif- 
ference how much higher you go, it could do no harm, because when 
you got protection that was all that was necessary. Sir, is such to be 
the action of this Government? Are we to build up by our legislation 
a Chinese wall around the United States to arrest commercial inter- 


course with other nations, turn back the dial of time upon our civili- 
zation, and isolate ourselves from the world? Is this the policy? 
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We all know that if the theory of the Republican party is carried 
into full practice of excluding imports of such things as are manu- 


factured in the United States we destroy our foreign commerce; wo 
make it necessary to look to some other means of collecting revenue to 
support the Government and pay its debts, and that could only be by 
internal-revenue taxes or a tax upon incomes or direct taxes. And by 
this policy we would destroy our foreign market for our annual surplus 
of $500,000,000 worth of agricultural products, 

The Senators who are advocating this policy seem never to look to 
the end of the logic of their position. If they can destroy our foreign 
trade, if they prevent imports, then they will reach a point where an- 
other system of collecting revenues is to be established. When they 
reach that point, I apprehend in the course of their policy they will 
find a place at which they will bearrested by the American people. It 
is e ar. that nothing short of that can arrest the career of protec- 
tion and robbery that is going on now. - 

I will not at this time refer to the various provisions in the Consti- 
tution which prohibit the taking of private property for public uses. 
Under the Constitution of the United States, as well as by the consti- 
tutions of the several States, private property can only be taken for pub- 
lic uses upon just compensation. Many provisions of the Constitution 
go to show that the rights of property are to be sacredly guarded, and 
one of the highest missions of government is the protection of persons 
and the protection of property t unlawful or unjust seizure and 
use. But all the barriers of the Constitution in that respect are broken 
down by this protective legislation. This legislation which by law, 
without price and without consideration, transfers the property of this 
country by the hundred millions of dollars annually from the consum- 
ers of manufactured products to the manufacturers of them; that is 
making the manufacturers a body of millionaires; that is weighing 
down the laboring aud the agricultural interests of this country with 
burdens of debt and poverty that are well-nigh reaching a point which 


can not be endured. 

But I suppose this must on. The madness, the wickedness of 
avarice and oppression have ly ever been corrected by reason. I 
do not know whether it is possible to correct it now by reason here. 
The greed for gain, the love of power are in this way invoked as the 
basis of the financial policy of the United States. Instead of a spirit 
of justice and fairness as between citizen and citizen, instead ot pursu- 
ing a course which would command the confidence, the respset, and 
the patriotic love of all the people because of the justice of our Gov- 
ernment, we are pursuing a course to make the majority of the Amer- 
ican people, and a large majority of them, feel that they are to be 
hewers of wood and drawers of water to a class who are the objects of 
the special protection of the Government. 

Why, sir, we just passed upon an article a little while ago, and it is 
on this very page, in relation to beams, girders, joists,angles, channels, 
car-truck channels, T T-columns, posts,” ete., on which we have levieda 
duty, according to the statement of the committee, of 114.76 per cent. 
One of the beneficiaries of that duty was recently, as we were told by 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES) the other day, enabled by 
the bounty of this Government to make a present of a diamond, such 
as crowned heads could not have made, as a wedding gift in England. 
He makes his millions here and has his royal palace in Scotland, drives 
his four-in-hand, and enjoys his summers in the balmy breezes of the 
hills of Scotland. A patriotic impulse has made our — rea 
a recommendation that the duty on these heavy pieces of iron be 
reduced from 114.76 per cent. to 82.62 per cent., and we are treated 
with this noteworthy comment by the committee on that: 

This is a reduction of thirty-five-one-hundredths of 1 per cent. per pound, but 
does not, in the belief of the committee, imperil domestic manufactures. 

It is gracious and kind to tell us that a duty of 83 percent. will not 
imperil domestic manufactures. These beams that ought not to be 
weighed by the pound, these large bolts of iron that ought to be 
weighed by the ton, are set down here by the pound. They are man- 
ufactured in such large quantities that when estimated by the pound 
they could get along certainly with a very small duty. ‘They go into 
the building of houses, of vessels, of bridges, of various structures all 
over this land. The amount of them is almost beyond computation in 
value, and yet on every dollars’ worth that is bought under the law asit 
is now the citizen has to pay the duty of 114.76 per cent., besides the 
dealer has to pay $2.1476 for every dollar’s worth he buys. That is 
these gentlemen, for every commercial dollar’s worth of this material 
which they farnish to the market, get 114.76 cents of other people’s 
money. 

I wish gentlemen would divide this with the poor men who make 
cotton and sugar and rice in the South. I wish they would have ref- 
erence to the millions who toil in the hot suns of the South for lower 
wages and do harder work than almost any other class of people in 
this country, and not devote all their attention and love and benefi- 
cence upon a few millionaires. Well, then, if we adopt what is proposed 
by the committee on this, every dollar’s worth of these heavy articles 
of metal that the citizen buys, whether to go in his house, public or 
private, or into the bridges, or into the vessels of the country, unless 
there is some other provision which modifies some of it as to vessels— 
he has got for every dollar’s worth he buys to pay nearly 83 cents above 
its commercial value for it. 
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Now, Mr. President, I 3 we are to accept this as a means for 
excluding the import of such articles because they are manufactured 
in the United eaten bes the quantity of these beams that were in- 
troduced during the year was 11,649,440 pounds, but that is but 
a small part of the quantity that went into use in this country. 

Whenever we get above some 30 or 35 per cent. of duty, we then 
enter upon the domain of robbery; we then enter upon the field of tak- 
ing people’s property unnecessarily from them and transferring it with- 
out price to somebody else, and when we do that we violate the whole 

t of our system of government; we violate the moral law; we vio- 
late sound political principles; we take a course to secure disrespect 
and want of confidence in the Government, because whenever we com- 
mence using the property of one part of the people without consider- 
ation, or without price, and give it to another, a favored part of the 
people, we create a class that by their wealth are enabled or inclined 
to assume such a position as was referred to as the opinion of Mr. Car- 
negie the other day in a magazine article when he deprecated the 
danger of giving the people too much wages for fear it would not make 
their position as good as a race and as a whole as they are with lower 
wages. He wanted to preserve their virtue, to preserve their habits of 
industry and sobriety by depriving them of the fruit of their labor, for 
what purpose? That it might be given to such gentlemen as Mr. 
Carnegie, who have by the laws of this country been made million- 
aires. He may be an enterprising, intelligent, active man, and I have 
no objection to his having all the fruits and profits of his industry, 
activity, and energy, but I do not wish to see him or any other man 
enabled by law to take the property of other people without considera- 
tion and withont price. 

Mr. President, I do not believe the American people are going to 
stand this much longer. I believe we are approaching a time when a 
protest will come up against this robber policy, which will make men 
ashamed that they fave advocated it and forced it upon the country; 
and when we look at the political movements now at work throughout 
the country, especially in the West and South, and the expressions of 
opinion which come from there, we can see that the party lash is not 
much longer going to hold farmers to the doctrine that they are made 
rich by being taxed. They are beginning to comprehend that this pro- 
tective tariff is meant not for their benefit, but is meant to take their 
property from them and give it to others, to reduce the value of their 
farms, to reduce the value of their labor, to reduce the value of their 
8 to impoverish and to degrade them, in order to benefit a priv- 

leged class. 


I donot believe that the people of these United States, with their in- 
telligence, with their enterprise, with their good senseand their cour- 
age, are going to stand this robbery always. I do not believe they are 
going to stand it much longer. I trust they are not. I do not believe 
such a people can be enslaved, and whenever we get the consent of a 
whole people that its property, its labor, is to be converted to the use 
of a few, then we shall make the many the slaves of the few; I do not 
care what name you call them. We may not have bills of sale of them 
but we have their labor, the profit of their labor, and turn it over to 

e not entitled to it. That makes the many theslaves of the few. 
do not believe the American people are in a condition to be made the 
slaves of any class. I shall look for a revolt against this legislation or 
a protest and for the sending of men to the Congress of the United 
States who will reverse this policy and call some one to the Executive 
chair who will stand by the rights of the people, who will recommend 
their welfare, and who will not sanction this robber theory of trans- 
ferring the wealth of the masses of the people to the few under the 
name of protecting labor. 

Senators, especially on this side of the Chamber, have exposed the 
false pretense of these high duties being for the protection of labor, 
and I need not go over it now. I think we all understand it; I think 
the country now begins to understand that it is a false pretense. Al- 
most every great public crime that has ever been committed has been 
committed in the name of some virtue, and here we have robbery com- 
mitted in the name of benefiting the laborers! 

I should be glad if I felt that any appeal would protect the people 
against the tax proposed to be imposed on this article, the unnecessary 
and unjust tax of 103 per cent. upon cotton-ties. The amount of 
revenue it would bring in would be less than a million of dollars, The 
amount of revenne on the rate of duty last year was but $296,000, and 
I repeat again what has been said by others, and what I believe I have 
maintained, that this unnecessary tax is imposed upon the hardest 
worked class of people in this country and upon a section of country 
made poor by circumstances that have gone by and that they could 
not control. This class of people, I repeat again, is producing the 
largest single commodity for exportation from this country, a commod- 
ity which always commands gold, whichis always good for gold, and 
which has enabled this country to maintain its balances in the com- 
mercial exchanges of nations during a good many years past. 

If our legislation is meant to benefit labor, we do not ask protection 
on cotton, we do not ask to take other people’s property and give it to 
the men who raise cotton, but we do ask Senators not to take away 
the scanty earnings of a hard-worked population under the pretense 
that it is for the benefit of labor. It isa mockery, Mr. President, to 


say that the imposition ofsuch a burden under such circumstances is 
for the benefit ot labor. It is a plundering of labor. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me to amy 
a substitute for the amendment of the Senator from Texas? I wi 
then yield the floor. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER, Mr. President, as a substitute for the amendment 
of my friend from Texas, I offer the following, to come in at the end 
of paragraph 134: 

And provided further, That hoop or band iron or hoop and band steel used for 
baling cotton shall be exempt from the operations of this act and shall be taxed 
at the rate of 35 per cent. ad valorem, the rate imposed by existing law. 

Mr. COKE. My amendment was rather hastily drawn, and I be- 
lieve that the amendment proposed by the Senator from South Carolina 
is a better one. I withdraw mine and accept his amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TURPIE in the chair). It will be 
so noted. The question is on the adoption of the amendment of the 
Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, I have no hope of making 
any impression on any member of the majority by what I am going to 
say. There are, as a rule, not half a dozen of those gentlemen in the 
Senate Chamber during the discussion, and those who are present pay 
no attention to arguments which are presented against what we con- 
ceive to be wrongs embodied in this pending bill. I knowit to be ut- 
terly useless for me to call their attention to the fact that just about 
two years ago I presented a resolution to this body asking that the 
Finance Committee be directed to inquire into the cause of the recent 
very great advance in the price of cotton-bagging, and stating that I 
had been advised that there had been a combination among the cotton- 
bagging producers to increase the price of that article enormously. 

The testimony taken by that committee at that time showed that 
those who were engaged in manufacturing cotton-bagging had in- 
creased the price suddenly in the middle of the summer from about 7 
cents to11} cents at the time the resolution was presented and ulti- 
mately to 12 or 13 cents, but the facts were that mills in Calcutta and 
Dundee would easily have supplied the demand for cotton-bagging in 
the United States and would have supplied it at a cost of about 4 cents 
a yard. There was a tax which, amounting to about 3 cents a yard I 
believe, together with the ocean freights, made it impossible to get for- 
eign bagging here at less than about 7 cents, and 7 cents had been the 
ruling price of bagging for a long while. One of the owners of one of 
these mills stated that he had sold his entire product at a fraction, I 
think, below 7 cents, and at a satisfactory profit. He had refused to 
go into the combination. The owners of the mills frankly stated that 
they had made a combination; they hesitated to call it a trast or com- 
bination, and called it, I believe, a sympathetic movement, but this 
sympathetic movement resulted in absolutely robbing the cotton- 
growers of the United States of about $3,000,000 in money on a single 


crop. 

I called the attention of the dominant party in this body at that time 
to the fact that the high duty which they were levying upon cotton-bag- 
ging rendered it possible for those men to perpetrate and carry out that 
robbery, and I appealed to them to protect the cotton-growers of this 
country from that sort of outrage. But nothing was done. I offered, 
when the tariff bill of 1888 was pending here, amendments to lessen 
the tariff upon this article so as to render it possible that those who pro- 
duced the cotton-bagging abroad might manufacture this article and 
bring it to this country. When the nefarious schemes of our own manu- 
facturers showed that they were attempting to plunder our own people, 
nothing was done. All measures of relief were voted down then as 
they are voted down now, blindly and without consideration, and as 
they will continue to be yoted down, no doubt, until the end of the 
session. 

Now, what has this bill done? Recollecting that experience which 
occurred only two years ago under their own eyes, what have they 
done? They have lowered the tax on cotton-bagging; they have given 
the raw product to the cotton- ing manufacturers free. They put 
at that time a tax of $5 a ton on jute butts and a tax of 30 per cent. 
on jute; but instead of relieving the people from this pressure this bill 
proposes to make jute butts and jute free, to give this same combina- 
tion of infamous robbers their raw material without any tariff, while 
they a do not reduce the tariff upon the manufactured prod- 
uct at all. 

It would seem as if the Committee on Finance had concluded that 
the robbery of two years ago was not so great as it ought to be, and 
they intended to make it greater and to make this still worse; and, to 
show this wrong in its own proper colors, it is only necessary to refer 
to the fact that, in addition to this, we have now a proposition to in- 
crease the tax on cotton-ties. I have shown that the people are liable 
to be robbed by a combination of these bagging manufacturers of 
$3,000,000 a year in the last crop, the crop they have just gotten 
through with, and now you propose to tax the cotton-producers on the 
part of the Government, and to increase the tax on cotton-ties. 

Our friends, the enemy provided a t commission a few years 
ago to investigate this question of taxation, and one of the gentlemen 


they had before them used this language, and it occurred to me this 
morning thatit fitted soadmirably tosome of the suggestions which were 
made and some of the arguments which have been presented by gen- 


tlemen here that I will read a paragraph or so. Mr. Ranlett, repre- 
senting the New Orleans Cotton Exchange, said: 

In behalf of the New Orleans Cotton Exchange and the producers of cotton 
in the South, I ask that the duties on jute butts and iron cotton-ties be abolished. 
The revenue from iron ties is less thau $500,000 per annum. These are not ex- 
act figures; the statistical information I reserve the right to sip, bessune 
$50,000 or $60,000, in a matter of this kind, ht make considerable ference. 
The revenue derived from jute used in making ng is less than $125,000; 
and on all the low-grade jutes imported it is leas n $1,000,000. As articles 
producing revenue, they are, therefore, ificant; while, as a matter of pro- 
tection, it surely must be evident that a uction in the cost of producing an 
American crop, of which a proportion is exported, is the very acme of 
tariff reform. The interests opposed to this change I contend are individual. 


This is the particular paragraph I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate to from the testimony of Mr. Ranlett before the Tariff Commis- 
sion in 1882. He said: 

The interests opposed to this change— 

That is to making cotton-ties free and jute butts free— 

The interests opposed to this change I contend are individual and not even 
sectional; for, asa matter of fact, one firm in Pittsburgh can supply. the iron 
ties for the entire Southern crop; and I believe the true principle of the tariff 
does not contemplate that individual enterprise should be preferred to the gen- 
eral good. No article of American growth has yet been found suitable for the 
purpose of baling cotton. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri in the course of his re- 
marks submitted a statement, a single comment by one single firm, 
showing that, if this tax should be adopted, in all human probability 
this product would be turned out by one concern and one alone. So we 
are asked to tax all the cotton-growers of this great country 300 per 
cent. above what we have been taxing them heretofore, simply for the 
purpose of allowing a single firm of producers of cotton-ties to make 
enormous fortunes. We are asked to decrease the revenues of the 
United States by the amount of $296,000, so as to compel the people of 
this country to pay $874,000 to a firm who are going to manufacture 
the article of cotton-ties hereafter, and it is proposed to reduce the rev- 
enues a quarter of a million dollars and increase taxation more than 
three-quarters of a million. 

Mr. President, there is a growing unrest in all this country of out- 
rages of the kind to which I have just desired to call the attention of 
the Senate. This proposition of robbing the farmers by every sort of 
device that can enter into the minds of shrewd men for the purpose of 
building up great fortunes, is bearing its legitimate fruit. The Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] only a day or two ago read a ph from 
a Western newspaper which seemed to give great comfort to certain 
members of the Senate, and I will ask to offset that now by reading a 
selection from another paper of which I know but little except that it 
is published in the West and I find an extract in this morning’s Post 
which is taken from it, being the Atchison Champion, published in 
Kansas. Among other things it says: 

For over thirty years the Champion has ad vocated and defended the protect- 
ive-tariff theory. It hasargued this question with all the logicatits command. 
It has furnished columns of facts and figures in support of protection versus free 
trade. Sincere in its belief that the only true economic policy for this country 
was ‘‘protection to American industries,” it has neglected no opportunity to 
set forth its 8 und to combat what it has invariably designated the 

rade heresy. ing a Republican journal it has specially emphasized this 
Republican doctrine. 

ntly, however, the Champion has discovered certain reasons for vi 

materiall changing its mind on this subject, and at this writing it has no hesi- 
tancy in declaring that, all sentiment and partisan bias aside, while a protective 
tariff is a decided and almost indispen: e benefit to the East, the great man- 
ufacturing and financial stronghold of our country, for the West, the great agri- 
cultural area of our land. it is a positive injury, a barrier to its progress, an Mm- 
surmountable hinderance to its development, and an effectual estoppel to its 
true material prosperity. 

What has led the Champion to this conclusion, this radical change in its 
economic ears Briefly this: It has found that under the dominance of the 
protective i the East has steadily grown to wealth at the e and to 
the detriment of the West. In other words, that Eastern manufacturers and 
capitalists have increased their accumulations enormously, while the farmers 
of the West have, during the same period, made no proportionate gain, but on 
„ have been reduced to s condition of vassalage, of tribute- paying 


ge: 

To put it in still another form: The capitalists and manufacturers of the 
East, aided and abetted by a protective tariff, have made money in fabulous 
sums, while the farmers of the West have been scarcely able to maintain them- 
selves respectably. Not only so, but Eastern manufacturers and capitalists 
have, by reason of this protective tariff, been placed in a position where their 
financial power gives 88 control of our Government in all its depart- 
ments, despite the votes and wishes of the people of the Western States, who, 
by reason of being large creditors, of necessity borrowers of and dependents 
upon the East, are virtually politically disfranchised, These facts have in- 
duced the Champion at this time to make public its conviction that a protective 
. is one of the many things the West does not want and can not afford to 
sustain. 


Mr. President, when the dominant party here gives object lessons 
to the thinking, reflecting people of this country to contribute money 
to build up the fortunes of those who are growing rich at the 
of others, such as I have just pointed out in the iniquitous tax im- 
posed upon the cotton-growers by reason of your tariff on cotton-bag- 
ging—and now you propose an enormous increase upon cotton-ties—the 
tribe of the writer of this article will rapidly grow greater. 

We are constantly told that the purpose of levying these taxes is to 
enable Americans to pay better wages to theirlaborers; that the object 


of the tax is to compensate for the difference in labor between Great 
Britain and the United States. Less than three minutes since Mis- 
cellaneous Document No. 198 was laid upon my table. We are in- 
debted to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] for this ve 
interesting and instructive paper, and in it we haves great deal of val- 
uable information. The single point in it to which I desire to call 
your attention, Mr. President, and that of the members of the Senate, 
is that the total amount of labor in producing a ton of steel rails which 
is to cost $25.77 a ton is $11.59, and yet I believe the tariff that we 
now haye upon a ton of steel rails, which is intended to compensate the 
American manufacturer for the difference he has to pay in labor over 
his European competitor, is $17.62. I state that from memory, and it 
may not be exactly correct, but it is somewhere in the neighborhood 
of $17.62. 

aoe DAWES. What force does the Senator give to the word direct“ 

ere ? — 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Where is the word direct? 

Mr. DAWES. The report says: 

Deducting from the cost of the ton, $25,77, the amount paid for direct labor, 
$11.59, there remains $14.18. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, The paragraph reads: 

In response, I have the honor to inclose a statement exhibiting the e e 
ture for direct labor through the successive stages of manufacture, mean! by 
e the amount paid at each stage for wages of employés engaged in pro- 

There are the figures following it immediately after, in the next 
line. It seems to mean that the entire amount of cost in a ton of steel 
rails from the time the ore is mined, from the time the limestone is 
taken from the ground, from the time the coal is dug out of the bow- 
els of the earth, until they are turned out in the shape of a ton of steel 
rails, all together aggregated in the mining operations and in every 
intermediate process from the mining down to the production of a ton 
of steel rails, is $25.77 a ton, and of that the total labor-cost, mark 

‘ou—— 

y Mr. DAWES. Mr. President 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Let me finish the sentence. The total 
amount of labor-cost in that ton is $11.59, and I presume that the Eu- 
ropean producers pay something for the production of a ton of steel 
rails in the same condition, and if they produce anything at all that 
must be deducted from the $11.59 to find the difference paid by Amer- 
ican producers to their laborers over the amount paid by European pro- 
ducers to their laborers, and to compensate for that difference we have 
a tax of $17.62 a ton, and this bill, in the provisions pending before ug 
now, proposes to impose a tax of $11.20, which only lacks 39 cents of 
being the total labor - cost. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator is precise and exact. He says the total 
amount of this labor—that is another way of saying direct labor—the 
Senator will find another definition at the bottom of the page; that is 
the one I read: 

There remains— ’ 

Says the communication from the Department of Labor received to- 
day— ~ 
$14.18, which is distributed through various items of cost, such as officials and 
clerks, supplies and repairs, taxes, etc. 

All of these contain labor, or, if not all of them, very many of them. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I did not suppose that there were very 
many members of even the majority here who were going to under- 
take to defend a high protective tariff on the ground that they were 
paying high salaries to a lot of ornamental pets and kinsfolks of the 
stockholders around these manufacturing establishments, What you 
pay for clerks or what you pay for the ornamental gentlemen wha 
wear diamond breastpins and kid gloves and plug hats and drive around 
in fancy carriages occasionally to look down upon what the operatives 
are doing, can not be put down to labor. I confess I am not specially 
anxions to provide for them, and I do not believe it will icularly 
strengthen the party to which my distinguished friend belongs, that ~ 
that is one of its great purposes in life. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator and I do not differ about that. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am glad the Senator agrees with me. 

Mr. DAWES. Still I think it likely that supplies, repairs, etc., 
have labor in them, notwithstanding what the Senator very justly de- 
scribes in elegant rhetoric as the diamond-pin aristocracy of a manu- 
facturing establishment. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Here is an official selected from the Sen- 
ator’s own neighborhood in this great country. He comes directly from 
the heart of Massachusetts. He has been trained in that great Com- 
monwealth where great men have been accustomed to be trained for a 
century past. He has learned to be a statistician and a political econ- 
omist in that section of this great country. He has been put in charge 
of a new bureau here. He is the Commissioner of Labor and is organ- 
izing this investigation, and I suppose that after his surroundi 
after his antecedents in life, with the advantages of his associations an 
education, and all those great things, when we remember that he under 
the solemnities of his oath is charged to find out how much of this is 
labor, and in the discharge of that official duty reports that this amount 
of labor is in these things, we may reasonably believe it to be true. I 
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should 7 E hag ou RA 
of a man who perhaps has given less time and less attention to the in- 
vestigation of this suhjeet 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President 


The PRESIDENT pro Does the Senator from Arkansas 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. With pleasure. 

Mr. DAWES. It is well to try to turn this off. 

Mr. ing . of Arkansas, I assure the Senator I am not turning 
an 

Mr. DAWES. I still insist upon it that I would like to know the 
Senator’s distinction between direct labor and other labor which enters 
into this product. I find in the table which is given here that the 
Commissioner has got $489 of transportation. I suppose that is trans- 
porting men with diamond ear-rings and such like and in vehicles. I 
suppose that is for carriages. I suppose it is; that is, taking the view 
of my friend from Arkansas, who is just as precise as an indictment 
in the use of his language. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I have no doubt that some of these man- 
ufacturers sometimes do a deal of labor in selling a product that 
has costthem $10 for $12 or $14 or $15. When they can make a com- 
bination, when they can have a ‘‘ sympathetic movement” such as I 
heard spoken of awhile ago, they may by a great deal of labor sell this 
product for two or three or four times what it cost. By organizing a 
trust, a combination, they succeed in selling their product for more than 
twice as much as it is worth. I am not quite willing to admit that 
that is a kind of labor which we are to protect, and that the rank and 
file of the American producers are willing to have themselves taxed 
day and night to support that sort of labor. They will let that take 
care of itself, if taken care of at all. 

Mr. DAWES. Is that what the Senator understands by this table 
of * transportation of 1,947 tons of limestone?” 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I suppose it was to transport it on a flat- 
boat on a river that God Almighty had made to run down. 

Mr. DAWES. I costs so much to run it down hill, It is not worth 
while for the Senator or myself to play upon words here. Everybody 
knows that transportation is labor, all of it. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, All of it? 

Mr. DAWES. ‘Transportation is labor, is it not? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. All of it? 

Mr. DAWES. I should think it was pretty much all labor. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, Then the Senator and I differ very ma- 
terially. A ton of freight that is carried from St. Louis to Washing- 
ton City over the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad necessarily involves 
some labor. ‘There has to be a man at the engine to drive it; there 
has to be some labor to put it on and off the train; but I would not 
charge all the cost of transportation to labor, and I do not believe a 
steam-engine is entitled to the same consideration that a man with 
brain and muscle is entitled to. 

But I am obliged to the Senator for the suggestion, and that is one 
of the evils, as I said, of the system of protection. It has been the 
practice toa very great extent to consider that the power developed by 
an iron machine is entitled to the same consideration as the power de- 
veloped by the muscle and brawn and the sinew and brain of a living, 
educated man, who has a wife and children to support. 

Mr, ALLISON. Win the Senator from Arkansas yield to me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. With pleasure. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to have considered at this time, if the 
Senator will yield to me, a conference report. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Does the Senator propose to take it up 
for consideration at once? 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to doso, but I do not ask the Senator 
to yield the floor unless it is convenient to him. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. There was a suggestion or two I wanted 
to make, and I will yield to the Senator in ten or fifteen minutes if that 
will be satisfactory to him. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 


and open-hearth industry yields the same amount of money gross that 
they pay per head to their operatives in this production. -It would 
seem from that that these gentlemen consider the steam-engine as a 
legitimate part of the labor that is to betaken care of and protected in 
this industry. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator supposes that all the difference between 
those items put down there and the gross product is profit. He leaves 
ont a great many items which that census table contains, and when he 
turns back to the key to it, which is there, he will find they are left out, 
That book says thoy | left ont of consideration insurance, taxes, interest 
on capital, repairs, depreciation, and a good many other things. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, And I leave out of my calculation the 
amount of bread and meat paid for by the laborer to keep himself and 
his wife and his children, which is a good deal to him, and that cer- 
tainly covers repairs, insurance, and a good many other things, and the 
two things being equal will not change the relative value of the items. 

Mr. President I called the attention of the Senate this morning to 
the fact that in the Southern States, according to this table, there was 
$6.12 paid to labor in a ton of pig-iron, and in Europe there was $5.43 
paid for labor, and that there was a differe erence of 69 cents in the total 
labor-cost in the production of a ton of pig-iron in the Southern States 
and in Europe; and yet we levy a tax of $6.72 a ton upon the people 
of this country to compensate the producers of pig-iron for a difference 
in labor of 69 cents. This is enough to show the unfairness of all these 
propositions. 

But I agreed to yield to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], and 
I will not occupy the attention of the Senate further at this time. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A messagi 


e from the House of Beproeven by Mr. MOPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 210) to print theeulogies on Hon. Edward J. Gay; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. Task at this time to submit the conference report 
on the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa, on behalf of 
the managers of the conference on the part of the Senate, submits a re- 
port on a bill the title of which will be read. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 10884) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1891, and for other purposes, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the conference re it will be read. 

Mr. REAGAN. Would it not be better to let that report be printed 
so that we can see what it is? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is usual that conference reports are read. I 
should like to hear it read, and then we can have it printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the reading is commenced I would say to 
the Senator from Texas that I suppose the matter in which he is most 
deeply interested, the matter relating to the irrigation survey, has not 
been touched in this report. The conferees were unable to agree upon 
that subject for reasons which I need not state. The House conferees 
were not prepared to make a final arrangement ing it. 

This report embraces everything except the amendments which are 
involved directly or indirectly in what is called the irrigation survey. 

Mr. REAGAN. That is the subject in which I was interested. 

Mr. ALLISON. That subject, I would say to the Senator, is not 
touched in this report. 

Of course I should be glad for the convenience of myself and also 
of other Senators who are interested in this report to have it considered 
this afternoon, I think I may be able—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wonld be very glad to accommodate the Sena- 
tor, but I hardly think we can dispose of it this evening—not until we 


can see the re in print. 
The PR ENT pro tempore. Does the Senator ask that the report 
may be read ? 


Mr. COCKRELL. There are some clauses I want to examine very 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Upon this question, though, the Senator | closely. 


from Massachusetts considers that the expense of transportation was 
all labor, implying thereby that the labor of the steam-engine was en- 
titled to the same consideration as the labor of a man with a wife and 
`- with children to support. I wish to call attention to a few facts which 
I baye collected from the census report. 

I find that the capital involved, according to the census report, in 
the production of Bessemer and open-hearth steel was $20,975,999 in 


the year 1880; that the hands employed were 10,895 in number; that 


the total wages paid was $4,930,349; that the value of the material used 
was $26,496,928; that the products were $55,805,210; that the average 
wages paid in this industry to the hands was $452 a year. 

Now, if you will deduct the gross amount of wages paid and the 
gross ebst of the materials from the product you get the net profit of 
the manufacturers, and if you divide that you will find that for the 
amount of money each one of these mills has invested pas ee oreacon 
each one of the stockholders $452.23 profit for every sum ot $675.66 
invested in the industry. That $075.66 invested in the Bessemer steel 


Mr, T ALLISON. If the Senator from Missouri, careful as he is al- 
ways respecting these matters, desires to run his eye over this report 
and examine it with care, I suggest thatthe report be printed in the 
RECORD and that it be considered to-morrow morning, unless the Sen- 
ator feels that he will be able to consider it this afternoon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let me understand. Has the conference agreed 
upon all the points except the tion matters? 

Mr. ALLISON. Except irrigation and the public-land surveys. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I meant to include the land-survey matters. 

Mr. ALLISON. It covers all points except the irrigation survey 
and cognate matters. > 
Mr. COCKRELL. Does it have to be acted on in the Senate first? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. It must first be acted on in the Senate. 
rene green W in the 
irrigation and the . a mAh 

Mr. PLATT. ers are de dit upon ? 

Mr. ALLISON, Alo others are agreed upon. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. In acting upon this report, I ask this question of 
order: Can the Senate affirm or agree to the of the re on 
which there is an agreement and disagree as to the other 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report of the com- 
mittee must be either toor rej as a whole, but acting upon 
the report of the committee of conference in that way will leave the 
amendments which have not been agreed upon by the managers on the 

t of the two Houses open for further conference. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How would it be then in the Senate upon those 
amendments that haye been agreed to now, supposing this report 
should be agreed to? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the bill will stand concurred 
in so far as those amendments are concerned. 

Mr. COCKRELL. So far as the amendments which the conferees 
have agreed upon are concerned ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so supposes, 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is what I supposed, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The others will be left open and 
the Senate can either recede or still further insist, and another confer- 
ence can be had by agreement between the two Houses. 

Mr. ALLISON. If there is objection—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suppose one time is of just as much value as 
any other. I would rather hear the report read. Is ita lengthy re- 
port? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a report of some length, but I shall be able to 
givea pretty full explanation of it. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Then let as hear the Senator’s explanation of the 


report. 

Mr. ALLISON. Shall the report be first read, or shall I make the 
explanation? y 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be read, and we shall hear the explanation 
of the Senator. 

Mr. PLATT. I suggest before the report is read that the Senator 
from Iowa should make his explanation and we shall know better then 
whether it is necessary to have the report read or not. 

Mr, COCKRELL. All right. 

Mr. ALLISON, I will state that this bill as it passed the House of 
Representatives originally carried appropriations amounting to $28,- 
060,620.22, and was increased by the Senate by amendments appropri- 
ating in all $5,568,172. The amount of the bill as passed by the Senate 
was $33,628,792.22. The net reduction made in conference amounts 
to $3,776,710 below the Senate amendments, so that the bill if passed 
as it now stands will carry $29,852,082.22. 


Mr. COCKRELL. That is independent of any appropriation for land 
matters? 
Mr. ALLISON, ‘That leaves the land matters as the Senate left 


them, as they now stand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That includes the land matter as it now stands? 

Mr. ALLISON. It includes the land matter, and not the reduction 
from the irrigation survey. 

The changes made in conference are, first, those relating to public 
buildings. Thea propriation for the Alexandria, La., public build- 
ing (amendment No. 1) was reduced by the conferees $5,000; the 
Beaver Falls, Pa., public building (amendment No. 3), $5,000; the pub- 
lic building at New Haven, Conn. (amendment No. 4), $35,000. The 
House conferees were not willing, I will say to the Senator from Con- 
necticut, to enter upon the construction of the addition to that build- 
ing, but were willing that the land should be purchased, and therefore, 
instead of the amount inserted by the Senate, the conferees agreed to 
insert an amount sufficient to purchase the land needed. 

The Senate inserted a provision for repairs of the Chicago custom- 
house (amendment No. 5), adding $55,000 to the House provision, 
which the Senate receded from, leaving the appropriation $45,000 for 
the repain of the Chicago custom-honse. 

Two public buildings, one at New London, Conn, (amendment No. 
8), and one at Salina, Kans, (amendment No. 10), were reduced $5,000 
each. The appropriation by the Senate was $30,000 in each case. The 
Supervising Architect saying that $25,000 in each case was sufficient, 
the House insisted upon a reduction. The House insisted upon the 
Senate striking out the provision for the Treasury building vaults 
(amendment No. 16). In April, I think, or, perhaps, in March, the 
House of tatives passed a detailed bill carrying an appropria- 
tion of $333,500 for the reconstruction of the vaults in the Treasury 
Department. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not catch that point. 

Mr. ALLISON. The House passed a separate bill, as the Senator 
well knows, for reconstructing and rearranging the Treasury vaults and 
appropriated $333,500 for that purpose. The Senate Committee on 
Appropriations were not satisfied with the detailed provisions of that 
bill, and in lieu of those provisions inserted in the sundry civil billa 
provision which Senators are familiar with, appropriating, as they sup- 
posed, a sufficient amount of money to make the repairs, but leaving 
the matter open to an expert commission to decide how they should be 
made. The House conferees insisted that since the of that bill 
they had received new light upon the subject and that in their judg- 


ment it was not necessary to reconstruct the vaults in the Treasury, 
and therefore, although a separate and independent bill had been passed 
for the purpose, they insisted that this item should go out entirely. , 

I willsay, informally, that they stated they were ing that asmall 
amount should be appropriated in another bill, soon coming to us, the 
deficiency bill, providing for a commission of experts to examine into 
the condition of those vaults, 

Mr. COCKRELL. They did not want us to pass their bill. : 

Mr. ALLISON. They did not want to pass the bill which they 
passed early in April, I think. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is another evidence of want of deliberation 
and consideration. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not care to be interrupted by the Senator in 
these remarks. [Laughter.] 

So the Senate yielded the point of the $333,500. These items make 
a total reduction of $443,500 in the appropriations for public buildings 
outside of the city of Washington, including this Treasury provision. 

Now, as respects light-honses and light-stations, the Senate, as will 
be borne in mind, inserted a large number of provisions for light-houses 
and -light-stations, all of which they were compelled to surrender, 
namely: Old Orchard Shoal, New York, $60,000 (amendment No. 17); 
Chincoteague Buoy depot, Virginia, $1,000 (amendment No. 23); Ports- 
mouth light-house depot, Virginia, $10,000 (amendment No. 24); 
Hatteras light station, North Carolina, $5,000 (amendment No. 25); 
Point Hueneme, California, $1,000 (amendment No. 31); New York 
Slough, California, $10,000 (amendment No. 32); Northwest Seal R 
$81,000 (amendment No, 33); supplies of light-houses $10,000 (amend- 
ment No. 41); repairs of licht-houses 510,000 (amendment No. 42); 
e of buoyage, $25,000 (amendment No. 42); expenses of fog-sig- 

$5,000 (amendment No. 44); lighting of rivers, $20,000 (amend- 
ment No. 45); making an aggregate of $238,000 of reductions that we 
were required to make in the details of the light-house provisions. 

I will say, as respects the appropriation of $81,000 for Northwest 
Seal Rock, that the House conferees insisted that inasmuch as they had 
put this appropriation upon the deficiency bill, and inasmuch as most 
of the appropriations hitherto for the Northwest Seal Rock were put 
upon deficiency bills, this item should go on it, although the Senate 
had inserted it in the sundry civil bill, and although it is an expendi- 
ture to be made during the present fiscal year. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator what became of the light- 
house on the coast of South Carolina? Did the Senate conferees give 
that up? 

Mr. ALLISON. What light was that? 

Mr. BUTLER. Martin’s Industry light-vessel, South Carolina, 
$70,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senate committee did not give it up. I will 
say as respects the light-houses and fog-stations that the conferees sum- 
moned before them the secretary of Light-House Board, and I be- 
lieve in every instance where he stated that the light-house or im- 
provements were indi ble the conferees agreed to make them. 
So the light-house alluded to by the Senator from South Carolina is in 
the bill. All are in the bill except those I have excluded by name. 
I will say to my friend from Delaware that the Fenwick’s Island light 
was also retained. 

There are a number of miscellaneous appropriations, which I shall 
be glad to recite, that were given up by the Senate. One is the item 
of $10,000 for revenue-cutter service, which is amendment No. 40, which 
we had added to the House appropriation. For repairs to the Smith- 
sonian Institution, amendment No. 54, we had inserted an item of 
$45,000. Upon further examination the Senate conferees became satis- 
fied that the necessary repairs could be made for $25,000, and we sur- 
rendered $20,000. 

The House of Representatives were not willing to enter upon the con- 
struction of a new National Museum building, which was inserted as 
amendment No, 55, as will be remembered, on the motion of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds and reported from that Com- 
mittee by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. We were 
compelled to surrender that to the House. We added for National 
Museum furniture, etc. (amendments Nos. 56 and 57), some three or 
four appropriations which we were obliged to give up. On food-fishes 
and vessels (amendments Nos. 58 and 59), S eia to the Fish Com- 
mission, we surrendered $11,100. We also surrendered Battery Island 
station, on the Susquehanna River, $17,000(amendment No. 65). Also 
an item (amendment No, 66) of $14,000 for the Interstate Commerce 
Commission; we surrendered à 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I believe this report has not yet been read? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not been read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to my friend from Iowa, considering the 
importance and the great variety of subjects embraced in this report, 
that the matter go over until to-morrow, and that the report be printed 
in connection with the bill, which is already in print, with the numbers 
of the amendments, so that everybody can understand it to-morrow 
morning. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let the Senator from Iowa get his explanation in 
the RECORD. 

Mr. COCKRELL, It was the intention to have called for the read- 
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ing of the report, but it was thought best that the Senator from Towa 
should make his explanation preceding the reading of the report, so 
that we could understand the report better. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not objecting at all; only I appeal to the 
Senator in charge of the report, as this is a very important bill and 
embraces a great many different interests, to allow it to be printed so 
that the Senate may understand it as the conferees have reported it. 

Mr. ALLISON. We also surrendered $15,000 of 1. , ae made 
for the tra rtation of silver coin (amendment No. 69). We also 
surrendered „000 which we had added to the appropriation for as- 
sistant custodians and janitors of public buildings under the control of 
the Treasury Department (amendment No. 71). 

Mr. CULLOM. May I ask the Senator whether the committee had 
such evidence before it as would justify, in the judgment of the com- 
mittee, giving up those additional janitors and custodians for public 
buildings? I have understood that the Government was having very 
great difficulty in getting along with the force it had. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senate conferees received no additional light 
on that subject except that light which comes from the conferees of 
the House of Representatives refusing to give us what we believed was 
necessary for the public buildings, and stating that if the amount ot 
the appropriation was insufficient we should be in session during De- 
cember, January, and 3 next, and could make an additional 
appropriation in the way of a deficiency. 

e same is true of amendment No. 72 for furniture and repairs, 
where we surrendered our amendment of $50,000, and also amendment 
No. 73, fuel, lights, and water, $15,000; amendment No. 76 for vaults 
and safes and locks, $10,000; amendment No. 81, pee provision 
relating to the Latin-American Memorial Library building. TheSen- 
ate surrendered that provision of $25,000, it being stated by the House 
conferees that inasmuch as the new Library building can not be com- 
pleted for four or five years it will be time enough to make provision 
3 session, and the Senate conferees reluctantly surrendered to 
that view. 

The Senate also surrendered amendment No. 82, for the Pension 
building, roofand doors, $10,000. The Senate also surrefidered amend- 
ment No. 86, the additional appropriation made for registers and re- 
ceivers of public lands, $75,000, ‘The Senate also surrendered the pro- 
vision relating to contingent expenses of land offices, $25,000, which is 
amendment No. 87. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator if that 
item covers the provision made necessary for new land offices under the 

laws creating new districts. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was intended to make provision for the new land 
offices, but it was insisted upon the part of the House conferees that 
the appropriation being a general one, applying to the new as well as 
to the old land offi f it should turn out that there wasa deficiency 
we could provide for it next year, 

The Senate surrendered amendment No. 108, the provision relating 
to general re for the Government Hospital for the Insane, $3,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why was that? Are they not necessary? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senate believed them to be necessary, but the 
House conferees insisted that they had made sufficient provision for 
the institution and that the repairs which were regarded by the Sen- 
ate as necessary could be postponed until another session. 

We also surrendered $5,200 on amendments 111 to 114, put in by the 
Senate for the benefit of the Howard University, detailed items which 
we added to the bill for that University amounting to about $12,500, 
and we were obl to surrender, as I have said, $5,200 of it. On the 
amendment No. 115, for the Freedman’s Hospital, the Senate surren- 
dered $400. 

The Senate inserted a provision, which is amendment No. 129, for 
putting the cables in this city under ground, which we were obliged to 
surrender. 


nder. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator please explain that a little more? 
I do not remember about that. 

Mr. ALLISON. We inserted a provision on an estimate in a letter 
received from the Secretary of War, suggesting that the Government 
of the United States owned certain cables in this city for its own con- 
venience, and, inasmuch as it had declared that all private companies 
and others here should put their electric cables under ground, the Gov- 
ernment itself should follow that custom. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is quite right. 

Mr. ALLISON. Butthe House seemed to think that was a matter 
which had gone on so long that action on it could be postponed, at 
least until they could secure further information respecting it. 

The Senate added $150,000 to the appropriation for mili 
which is amendment No. 130, and there we surrendered $110,000. 
‘The Senate surrendered the provision relating to Crown Hill 8 
near Indianapolis, Ind., which is amendment 135, which it will be 
remembered was inserted on the motion of the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. TURPIE], appropriating $15,000 for the purchase of additional” 


land. 

Mr. COCKRELL. -What is the number of that amendment? 
Mr. ALLISON. The numberof that amendment is 135. That was 
surrendered. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Surrendered by which party? 


Mr. ALLISON, BytheSenate. The House disagreed to our amend- 
ments relating to national homes covering amendments numbered 149, 
153, 154, and 156. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator what has become of the 
amendments numbered 136, and so on, for repairs to roadways to na- 
tional cemeteries and the burial of indigent soldiers? Perhaps the 
House agreed to them. 

Mr. ALLISON. The House agreed to those particular amendments, 
as will appear when the report is read. 

Mr. KRELL, Do I understand the Senator to say that amend- 
ment135, being— 


„For the purpose of additional land for interments of deceased soldiers of the 
8 1 5 Army in the late war in Crown Hill Cemetery, near Indianapolis, Ind., 


was surrendered by the Senate conferees? 

Mr. ALLISON. That was given up by the Senate conferees, 

Mr, HAWLEY. I should like to understand what the provisions 
were concerning the national homes which were surrendered. 

Mr. ALLISON, I will give them in a moment. We surrendered 
amendment No. 149, which is an amendment for remodeling heating 
apparatus in the main barracks at the home in Milwaukee, Wis. The 
House conferees said they would not consent to that appropriation, and 
of course we surrendered it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What amendment is that? 

Mr, ALLISON, Amendment No, 149, on page 98 of the bill. 

We also surrendered amendment numbered 153, for an additional 
wharf for the home at Hampton, Va., in addition to a sum already 
appropriated for the Hampton home. Amendment numbered 156, for 
the home at Santa Monica, Cal., we succeeded in getting with a modi- 
fication reducing the amount to $100,000. The House had put it at 
$90,000 and the Senate increased the amount to $117,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That stands now as $100,000 on the aged 

Mr. ALLISON. That stands at $100,000 on the report. t makes 
a total surrender of $39,700 on the part of the Senate conferees as to 
soldiers’ homes. 

On amendments numbered 165 to 172 the Senate in form surren- 
dered $724,000 for back pay and bounty to volunteers, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Before we get to that, what was done with amend- 
ment numbered 137, on page 85? 

For expenses of burying in the Arlington National Cemetery, or in the ceme- 


teries of the District of Columbia, indigent ex-Union soldiers, sailors, and ma- 
rines who die in the District of Cag s 


Mr. ALLISON. The House agreed to our provision there, making 
a slight modification in the phraseology. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What was done with the amendment numbered 
139, in relation to commutation for artificial limbs? 

4 Mr. ALLISON. The House agreed in that. That was not in con- 
erence. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How about amendments numbered 142 and 143, 
3 for the publication of the Official Records of the War of the 

ion ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The House agreed in amendments numbered 142 
and 143, and we receded from amendments numbered 144 and 145, so 
that the main provisions adopted by the Senate stand. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the provision for hastening the publica- 
tion of the war records ? 

Mr. ALLISON. It contemplates the complete publication. within 
four years from this time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish they would put it through. 

Mr. ALLISON. Those in charge of it say it can fe most econom- 
ically and carefully done by taking four years to do it. 

Amendments No. 165 to 172 relate to back pay and bounty to volun- 
teers, 

Mr. COCKRELL, Before we get to that, let me ask what was done 
with amendment No, 162 in relation to the of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, on page 104, 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senate conferees surrendered to the House con- 
ferees by striking out the whole provision. Al the provisions relating 
to the ma: of the National Home are struck out of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That 2 commenced at the beginning of the 
provision inserted in the bill by the House, on line 21, page 103? 

Mr. ALLISON, We commenced at line 21, on page 103, and struck 
out what was in the original House bill and our amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Down to the end of the Senate amendment in 
line 8, on the next page? 

Mr, ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So that, as I understand it, this whole provision 
abont who are to be the governors of this establishment is out en- 


tirely. 

Me ALLISON. It is out absolutely. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam very of that, for it ought to be. 
Bek ALLISON. It is relegated to a joint resolution as the law pro- 

es. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, That is right. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is a board of managers, is there not, of the 
Soldiers’ Home? 
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Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; but this was a provision for filling up 
vacancies which exist in that board. 


Mr. EDMUNDS, It had no business in this bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. The House having put in what the Senator from 
Vermont calls a contrivance, the Senate added to it by inserting other 
names, and the conferees agreed to strike out the whole provision. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What was done with the amendments Nos. 163 
and 164, on page 104, relating to State or Territorial homes ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senate receded from those amendments. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So that if the bill were now to be passed the 
regulation about these State homes would be the same as it is under 
existing law? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. The Senate inserted a provision provid- 
ing that one-half the cost of the maintenance ot each soldier or sailor 
in these homes should be paid by the General Government, There is 
a law providing that the N ational Government shall pay $100 per an- 
num for each soldier or sailor maintained in the State homes and the 
House insisted that the law should prevail, and so we surrendered, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So that you provide for paying on the basis of 
the existing law ? 

Mr. ALLISON. On the basis of $100 for each soldier or sailor 
maintained, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And the appropriation is made accordingly to 
earry it out? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, to carry it out. 

Now I come to back pay and bounty to volunteers, These are 
amendments Nos. 165 to 172. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All covering one subject, I suppose? 

Mr. ALLISON, All covering one subject. Senators will remember 
that we had a contest in the Senate as to whether a specific amount 
sufficient to cover these claims should be inserted, or whether it should 
be left open for the payment of all claims adjudicated during the fiscal 
year. The Senate rted on the estimate of the Secretary of the 
Treasury the amount supposed to be necessary to pay these claims; the 
House insisted that whatever sum was necessary should be appropriated; 
and all the amounts named were struck out and the appropriations may 
exceed the amounts inserted by the Senate, or they may be slightly un- 
der those amounts, 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Let me understand the Senator. Does he mean 
to say that this bill when if passed in this form will provide an appro- 
priation of an indefinite amount to cover everything of that kind ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Indefinite in amount, and it will cover all the 
claims adjudicated during this fiscal year, whether they be the amount 
inserted or in excess or in diminution of the amount inserted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But it will not apply to adjudications made in 
the next fiseal year? 

Mr. ALLISON. It applies to adjudications made during this fiscal 
year. The contention was on our side that we ought to insert the 
amount, and on the other that we ought to pay whatever the adjudi- 
cations might amount to. So it appears we surrendered on this item 
$724,000, whereas, in fact, the expenditure will probably exceed that 
sum. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will be in excess, will it? 

Mr. ALLISON, I think it will. These miscellaneous appropria- 
tions, amounting to $1,796,565, were surrendered by the Senate. 

Mr, EDMUNDS, Where is that footing? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a footing on my memoranda covering all 
the miscellaneous items. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Down to and including 171? 

Mr. ALLISON. Down toand including amendment No, 173, which 
is a small appropriation of $2,500 for repairs to the court-house in this 


city. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was speaking of the soldier question. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amount for back pay and bounty to volun- 
teers is $724,000. 


Mr. President, the next class of amendments which the Senate con- 
ferees surrendered are amendments relating to expenses of United 
States courts, being amendments Nos, 175 to 186, inclusive. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What was done with amendments Nos. 173 and 
174, the first relating to repairs to the court-house here and the latter 
to the Utah penitentiary ? 

Mr. ALLISON, The Senate conferees recede from amendment No. 
173 and the House recede from their disagreement to amendment No. 
174. 

Amendment No. 175 was an additional appropriation of $5,000 for 
defending suits against the United States, and No. 177 for United States 
district attorneys, where we added $40,000; No, 178 was for regular 
assistants to district attorneys, where we added $10,000; No. 181, fees 
of clerks of United States courts, where we added $25,000; No. 182, 
fees of jurors, where we added $25,000; No. 183, fees of witnesses, etc., 
where we added $200,000; No. 184, support of prisoners, $50,000; No, 
185, bailiffs, criers, ete., $34,400, and No. 186, miscellaneous of 


courts, ete., $20,000, making iu all $428,145 added to the House bill 
by the Senate, and the Senate conferees surrendered each and all of 
these amendments. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I ask what the Government is to do in the 
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matter of transporting prisoners to the penitentiary? Is it going to 
run on credit fora year? 

Mr. ALLISON, The House made an appropriation for the sapon 
of prisoners very much less than the estimate. The Senate added 
$50,000 to that appropriation, still less than the estimates, but the 
House insisted that, inasmuch as for many years we had had la 
deficiencies in the expenses of United States courts, we could provide 
whatever additional expenses might be required in the deficiency bill 
next year, and it was admitted on the part of the conferees of the 
House that the sums we had added were not sufficient to carry on the 
courts for the fiscal year ending on the 30th day of June, 1891. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On what ground did they defend themselves for 
that sort of legislation? 

Mr. ALLISON. They defend themselves on the ground that we 
shall be in session from December to March next, and then perhaps 
can better ascertain the actual amount needed for the courts, and in a 
deficiency bill appropriate what further sum may be necessary to carry 
on the courts. The Senate conferees regarded that argument as quite 
substantial, and were compelled to yield. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘‘Substantial,’’ did I understand ? 

Mr, ALLISON. The Senator may judge. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It was sarcastic. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ought to say that the House conferees insisted 
that the expenses of the United States courts were of such an irregular 
and indefinable character that it was impossible to appropriate for them 
except by making two appropriations each fiscal year, one a deficiency 
and the other an annual appropriation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But yet, Mr. President, the Senator says, if he will 
allow me, that the House conferees admit that their own appropriation 
is not adequate to the known wants of that particular branch of the 


service. 

Mr. ALLISON. They do. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And in the face of that they persuaded our agents 
to give it up and trust to a future deficiency bill, to leave somebody 
unpaid till a deficiency bill can pass, in order to carry on the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is just to the House to say that the appropria- 
tions that are made by the House will be sufficient to carry on the 
courts probably until the Ist of March. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Yes, but not for the fiscal year. F 

Mr. ALLISON. Not for the fiscal year, because the amounts in- 
serted as amendments by the Senate are less in the aggregate than the 
known expenditures of the last fiscal year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, That is a very strange statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make the statement explicit in order that it may 
be known why the Senate conferees felt obliged to surrender what this 
body believed to be needed additions to appropriations made by the 
House and confessed by the conferees to be necessary, 

The Senate conferees were compelled to surrender item 187, being 
an appropriation for the widow of the late Chief-Justice. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On what ground was that opposed ? z 

Mr. ALLISON. On the ground that there was no precedent for it 
and that it was opening up a wide field for future appropriations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, There is a precedent for it both in the judiciary 
and in the legislative departments, 

Mr. ALLISON. We called the attention of the House conferees 
especially to the fact that for many years, I think running back to 1846, 
the family or legal representatives of every Senator and every Member 
dying within the period of the two years’ service or term of a Con: 
have received the member’s compensation up to the end of the Con- 


gress. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not understand the last statement from 
what time up? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think from about 1846. — 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not catch the statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that that precedent has prevailed 
since 1846, or perhaps 1850, to pay the salaries of Senators and Members 
up to the end of the Congress during which they die. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has that continued up to this time? 

Mr. ALLISON. Up to this time, and I have no doubt that that will 
appear in the deficiency bill when it comes to us. 

The Senate committee was also obliged to surrender 

Mr. COCKRELL. As I understand the Senator, amendment No, 
187 was surrendered. : 

Mr. ALLISON. Amendment No. 187 was surrendered. 

Amendment No. 200 being a provision for the Supreme Court build- 
ing east of the Capitol, the Senate conferees were obliged to surrender, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What became of amendment No. 188? You have 
just spoken of No, 187. 

Mr. ALLISON. The House receded from their disagreement to 
amendment No. 188. They allow us to buy those portraits, 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Yes; but we can not pay widows. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Amendment No. 189, ‘‘new edition of tariff com- 
pilation;?“ what was done with that? 

Mr. ALLISON. On that the House receded from their disagree- 
ment. 
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Amendments Nos. 190, 191, and 19?, ‘‘ Botanic Garden, the Senate 
receded from all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What was the objection to the amendment 

And to open to carriages, during reasonable hours, the driveway through said 
garden from First to Third streets west? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Honse insisted that it would be quite incon- 
venient, but more especially that it would cost money, and we had 
added a sufficient sum to open the carriage-way which they objected to 
paying at this time. They thought that could also wait until a more 
convenient season. 

Amendment No. 201, Supreme Court building, $800,000; the Senate 
surrendered that provision. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Which is that? 

Mr. ALLISON. The provision for the purchase of squares east of 
Ahe pania for the Supreme Court. 

. COCKRELL. What was done with amendments numbered 197, 
198, and 199? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will call attention to them later. 

The Senate also surrendered the provision for the Post-Office De- 
partment bailding site, etc., $300,000, which is amendment No, 202. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Have you stated what became of amendment No. 
189, providing for a new edition of the tariff compilation?“ 

Mr. ALLISON. Les, sir; the House agree to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am very glad, because we are likely to get it 
very soon at the rate we are going on. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLISON. It will be ready, I suppose, as soon as needed. 

Amendment No. 201, concerning the Supreme Court building, the 
Senate surrendered, and also amendment No. 202, concerning a build- 
ing for the Post-Office Department. Amendment No. 203, being a pro- 
vision for the purchase of the Globe printing office, we surrendered, so 
that we surrendered these three buildings. 

The Senator froin Missouri asked me respectingamendment No. 197, 
concerning accommodations for the Government Printing Office. The 
House agreed to that amendment with a modification striking out the 
limitation upon the power of the commission to select a site. They 
insisted upon striking out a portion of lines 11 and 12, being the 
words 


Mr. EDMUNDS. On page 118? 

Mr. ALLISON. Page 118, in lines 11 and 12, striking out the words 
“adjoining or in the vicinity of the present site of the Government 
Printing Offce.” They want to leave the question of the site for the 
location ot this practically open to the commission, and the Senate 
conferees thought no harm would result from that provision. I will 
say that I believe the commission will in no event select any other site 
than one of the two under debate in the Senate; and one of these sites 
must be selected. 8 

I want to say another word about public buildings. The Senate in- 
sorted a provision authorizing an additional wing to the Bureau of En- 

ving and Printing, and the House agreed to yield that to the Senate. 
There is a provision in this bill known as amendment No. 200, being 
section 5, which provides for the acquisition of certain lands for a city 
post-office. ~ 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is section 5. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On page 121. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 121. The act alluded to there was passed 
at this session providing for the acquisition of a square of land on 
Pennsylvania avenue on the southside between Eleventh and Twelfth 
streets, comprising an area in round numbers of 60,000 square feet. 
It provided for the purchase or condemnation of that ground, and for 
the payment of whatever sums should be found necessary to make com- 

tion to the owners. It is estimated that that ground will cost 


„000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How much is that a square foot? 

Mr. ALLISON, Over $10. That bill also provided that there should 
be erected upon that site a city post-office and a building for other public 

ata cost not exceeding $80u,000 besides the site, making a total 
cost under that act of $1,425,000 for that building. The conferees 
called upon the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, in connection 
with the other amendment to which I have alluded for a site for the 
Post-Office Department, and the Supervising Architect stated to the 
conferees thata three-story building made of brick, fire-proof, with 
suitable foundations, could be constructed for 8800, 000. He stated also 
to the conferees that for $200,000 additional per story he could add 
five stories to that building for Government purposes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not catch that. For which building? 

Mr. ALLISON, At $200,000 per story for each floor he could add 
five stories to that building without materially increasing the cost of 
the foundation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He must increase the foundation some in order to 

en it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course they strengthen it; but that could not 
possibly increase it $100,000. 

We had here a proposition looking to the acquisition of new and in- 
= seg ground for a post-office, and the conferees of both Houses 

ieved that it was wiser and better to utilize this for which 
we had already agreed to pay $1,400,000, by adding to it a sufficient 


sum to erect there a building that could be used for a post-office, or if 
not suitable or needed for that purpose, that we could by putting ad- 
ditional stories accommodate a large number of the people who are now 
employed in rented buildings at a cost to the Government of more 
than 15 per cent. of the value of those buildings, and at an aggregate 
cost of about $140,000 per annum. So the conferees have reported, as 
will be seen when the report is reached, a provision enlarging the limits 
of the law to $1,900,000, instead of $1,800,000, and providing for five 
additional stories. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will make the total height of the build- 
Mr. ALLISON. Eight stories high. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. About 112 feet, I suppose? 

Mr. ALLISON, About 112 feet. 

Mr. McPHERSON. May I inquire of the Senator on what land it 
is proposed to erect it? 

Mr. ALLISON. On the land provided for in the separate bill which 
passed the House and the Senate and becamea law nearly two months 
ago, being a square of ground between Eleventh and Twelfth streets, 
on the south side of Pennsylvania avenue. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I ask, is it to be symmetrical? If I recollect 
the ground aright, it is not at right-angles; it is a rectangular piece of 
ground fronting on D street, I think; and unless some other arrange- 
ment i3 made about it, the building will notstand parallel with Penn- 
sylvania avenue; that is to say, there will be alittle offset. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The north front will be diagonal if you follow the 
lines of the streets and the avenue. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not think we ought to quite abandon some 
regard to taste and good proportion in our public buildings in the race 
for economy. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say tothe Senate that the committees 
had before them the Supervising Architect, and he believes that within 
the sum which I have indicated he can build there a suitable public 
building for the city of Washington. 

Mr. MORGAN. Howabout keeping the water out of the basement? 

Mr. ALLISON. I inquired carefully and specially respecting that, 
because I confess that the Senator from Alabama made a t impres- 
sion upon me when he argued against this site as an original location. 
But the Supervising Architect stated to us that he could make a per- 
fectly dry basement story, and that modern mechanical appliances 
were such that the water could be kept out of that story by building 
an exterior wall. 3 

Mr. MORGAN. It is necessary to make a dam around the house 
in order to keep the water out on that location? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; he is going to make a dam around it, or 
words to that effect. 

Mr. MORGAN. They could put a coffer-dam around it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I beg the Senator from Alabama to remember that 
the Committee on Appropriations is in no sense responsible for that lo- 
cation. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not at all; I know that. 

Mr. ALLISON. We found a situation requiring under existing law 
an expenditure of $1,400,000 in that location, because the law requires 
that expenditure. Now, having that, and having alsoan expenditure 
of $140,000 per annum for the subordinate officers of our Government, 
we said. If this expenditure is to be made, why not utilize it by ad- 
ding several stories? and I have no doubt that it will turn out to be 
a useful expenditure, so far as we have suggested here. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no doubt that if one story should disappear 

reason of a wreck you would have seven left. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, if one should drop down, of course the next 
story would appear on the surface. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Did the Architect explain how they could have 
a dry basement there without any outlet? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The water could be pumped out, I suppose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. An outlet for the escape of water, or anything of 
the kind, at the same time that water was coming through the sewers, 
so that it would not back up and rise in that place? 

Mr. ALLISON. I made special inquiry myself, as did other mem- 
bers of the conference, of the Supervising Architect respecting that 
matter, and I was rather amazed at my own ignorance = 505 the an- 
swer was male that there was no difficulty with modern mechanical 
appliances to provide in every way for water. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I desire to make a comment upon this. The com- 
mittee by this amendment, I understand, has added three or four 
stories. 

Mr. ALLISON. Five. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It has added five stories to the proposed building. 
Let me call attention to the fact that there has been a great deal of 
criticism of the Pension building by reason of its height, and enormity, 
and lack of decoration; and you are now about to putin one of the most 
prominent places on the Avenue a huge brick building. I hope they 
will break the exterior lines and give it a trifle of decoration. If you 
are going to put up there an eight-story building with some 12 or 15 
feet to each story, counting floorage, that is going to be a deformity, 
in view of the Avenue, and it will dwarf in the general prospect the 
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other public buildings, whether it be the Smithsonian Institution, the 
Agricultural Department, and the Museum on one side, or the Treas- 
ury or the White House beyond, with the State Department. There 
is going to be one huge enormity rising up in the middle of the city 
above every other public building, unless there be competition with 
the Pension Office. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have faith that the Su ising Architect will 
not in this Capital erect a building which can fairly be called what the 
Senator from Connecticut characterized as a deformity. I think we 
can trust him to provide a suitable building, so far as ornamentation 
is concerned. He is not obliged to build an eight-story building; we 
do not require him to do so, but he stated that an eight-story building 
could be erected there. 

I leave my prophecy on record that we shall be 
sorry for that eight-story building in that position. 

Mr. ALLISON. I leave my prophecy on record that the first story 
is to be granite and the remaining stories are to be of brick with terra- 
cotta ornaments. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then if the granite sinks it will not decompose, 

Mr. HAWLEY. And the last five stories without ornament at all 
will look like a great barn. 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh, no; $200,000 a story will erect a suitable build- 
ing so far as ornament is concerned. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator from Iowa 
that we have tried this economical plan of constructing buildings—that 
is, without any ornament. The ation Office, which is perhaps the 
most suitable building for doing public work of any building in the 
city, is not creditable from an architectural point of view. Had there 
been $50,000 added to the million that was put into that building it 
might have been made a creditable, handsome building. The Senator 
from Iowa tells me that it did not costa million. It cost just about 
a million, as I recollect. It was said that it could be built for $400,000 
in the first place. 

Mr. ALLISON. Six hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr, TELLER. Four bundred thousand dollars. It was increased 
from that time until the direct appropriations were 8800, 000, and there 
have been appropriations made from time totimesince, Now, toattempt 
to restrict the Architect to the erection of a plain, simple building on 
the Avenue will result just as stated by the Senator from Connecticut, 
and if he follows out the suggestions of the committee and of Con- 
gress we shall have just such a building architecturally as we have 
in Judiciary Square down here. . 

Mr. HAWLEY. Worse, Mr. President. 

Mr, TELLER. Or perhaps worse, because it will be in a place 
where it will be more observable and where the size of the building 
will render its height still more conspicuous and its eccentricities still 
more observable. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to say to the Senator that we have not lim- 
ited or restricted the Supervising Architect in respect to this building 
in any way exceptone. We have provided that it shall not exceed 
eight stories high and that the cost shall not exceed $1,900,000, 

Mr. TELLER. That is, ground and all? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; $1,900,000 for the building, so that when 
it is completed there will be two million anda half of dollars here. I 
do not think that Senators can fairly say that this is to be an unsightly 
or an unornamental building until at least the plans are made. 

Mr. CULLOM. I was going to inquire whether the committee 
propose to limit the Architect to the kind of plans that shall be 
adopted or the style of building that he shall put up. 

Mr. ALLISON, In no sense. 

Mr. CULLOM: I should hope not. 

Mr. ALLISON. He is not limited in any sense either as to mate- 
rial. We made an outside limit as to cost and an outside limit as to 
the height. 

Mr. TELLER, I would inquire who is to accept the plans? 

Mr, ALLISON, The Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. TELLER. And the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; this building is to be erected under the 
original statute, which provides that it shall be done by the Supervis- 
ing Architect of the Treasury under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, one word more. I am not at all 
satisfied; I protest against any eight-story Government building in this 
District 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So do J. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Because there is room enough, and I do not know 
the eight or twelve story building, the monstrosities in the country of 
that height, that will look well in this city. It is out of proportion 
entirely, and I tell you it dwaris all the private buildings, some of 
them fine, that will be along the Avenue. You will have some great 
buildings along both sides of that avenue in good time, but you dwarf 
the whole, rising away up above them all, 120 feet high, in a mon- 
strous mass of brick. I do not care what exterior decoration or terra- 
cotta he puts upon it, it dwarfs the town. 

Mr. N. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Iowa as to page 


80 = item of $600,000 for the survey of the public landsof the United 
ates, ` 

Mr. ALLISON. That is reserved with the amendments relating to 
the irrigation survey. 

Mr. ALLEN, The question I wanted to propound is whether the 
prospect of surrendering is as flattering in that case as in the other. 

Mr. REAGAN. -I would ask the Senator from Iowa if he can give 
us to understand what the items of the bill are which are not agreed 
to by the conference committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We can not hear the Senator from Texas at all. 

Mr, REAGAN, I was inquiring if the Senator from Iowa could tell 
us what the questions of difference were about the items upon which 
the conference committee have not been able to agree. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Before the Senator from Iowa replies to that, I 
should like to ask what was done with the Indian schools. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator refer to the schools in Alaska? 

Mr. COCKRELL, Yes, the Alaska schools. 

Mr, ALLISON. There is nothing done in that respect. We made no 
change, I believe. 

Mr. GORMAN. No change was made in that item by the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. We made no change, my recollection is, in the bill 
as it passed the House in that respect. 

Mr. ALLEN. Is there a prospect of an agreement as to the amount 
for the public-land surveys? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Washington that 
when we touched the question of the public-land surveys we were told 
that that matter depended upon what was finally done respecting the 
irrigation survey, and the House conferees desired that matter post- 
poned. So I am not able to say what the House conierees will propose 
in that direction, nor am I able to say what they will finally propose 
upon the irrigation question, although they insist that the reservoir 
sites shall be reserved, not only those already selected, but those to be 
selected hereafter, and that there shall be a reservation of canals or 
ditches through any lands hereafter patented; that is, reservations by 
the Government of canals and ditches. 

They also desire that some provision shall be made restricting the 
number of acres that can hereafter be taken under the homestead and 
desert-land laws. They are willing to validate all bona fide claims 
that have been made up to this time under existing laws, notwith- 
standing thé act of October 2, 1888. . 

Mr. PADDOCK, Mr. President, Ishould like to inquire of che Sen- 
ator if the demands made by the House conferees embrace that whole 
region—cover in their scope the whole vast section of country—nearly 
two-fifths of the total area of this whole country, ee (pr upon the 
maps of the Director of the Geological Survey, marked with arbitrary 
lines as to its eastern and western boundaries, taking all lands, whether 
they be irrigable or non-irrigable, all that is arable and non-arable, 
much of which is now in occupation, largely as farms and under cul- 
tivation as such. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say that we are dealing with the land em- 
braced in the statute of 1888, and we did not reach the part of mark- 
ing metes and bounds, but we were endeavoring to reach a conclasion 
as respects the reservoirs, canals, and lands reserved by the act of Octo- 
ber 150 1888. So, I take it, it would apply to all lands known as irrigable 
lands. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All that question is open, then? 

Mr. ALLISON. All of that is open. 

Mr. REAGAN. In case the point the Senator from Iowa refers to 
should be settled, that would supersede any necessity for determining 
what country it goes to, because that would embrace all that was in 
the act of 1888. It seems to me,from the statement made by the Sen- 
ator, that if the necessary reservation is made of the water and of the 
places for dams and for ditches, that secures those necessary things to 
that country for the use of all the people interested, and will 
them out of the hands of corporations and out of the hands of s — 
lators, If that should be done, and instead of opening all those 2 
to entry as arid lands, where they can go te New York or any other 
city aud hire all the names they want, and go and take up as much 
land as they please, we limit it to homestead and actual settlers and 
leave the speculator out, it seems to me that a wise provision will be 
made with reference to the settlement of that country, and giving the 
people the benefit of that land for settlement. Just how far it is best 
to go about the recognition of claims already made, I am hardly pre- 
pared to express an-opinion; but that the locations made before the 
passage of that act, whether matured into titles or not should be re- 
spected, I have no doubt, under whatever law the locations were made. 
As to entries made since the passage of the act of 1888 and before notice 
to the land offices, if they were made for settlement I would respect 
them, but if made by corporations I would be disinclined to respect 
them, because it seems to me that country ought to he saved as a her- 
itage for the people who need homes. 

5 Mr. EDMUNDS. Will my friend from Texas allos we to interrupt 
im? 
Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. IfI understood him to say what I did, I undor- 
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stood him to mean that any locations that have been made heretofore 
should be res 

Mr. REAGAN, Some doubts had come up in the discussion here 
abont whether the incipient claims that were made prior to the paa 
sage of the act of 1888 were not disregarded by that act, because they 
were mére inchoate titles, and that those locations were brought under 
the influence ofthe act. It seems to me that that would not be just; that 
if the locations were made, though the title might not be perfected, 
they ought to be allowed to go on and perfect the titles. 

Then as to locations made after the passage of thatact; there was a 
period from the passage of that act until I believe it was either in June 
or August, some time the next sammer, before the officers of the various 
land offices there were notified that they must not receive entriesin that 
great arid region and that they must cancel the entries already made 
after the passage of that act. Now, as to the entries made between the 
time of the passage of the act and the time that the land officers were 
notified not to receive entries, it seems to me that especially where they 
were made for actual settlement they ought to be respected; but if made 
for speculation, if made by corporations in that time, I would not be 
inclined to respect them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only wish to say (I am glad to have heard the 
explanation of the Senator from Texas) that inasmuch as I understand 
the law to be—and everybody is bound to know, and everybody does 
know it, who makes a location always—that until a location has be- 
come complete and the man has become positively entitled to his patent, 
it is all within the just government of the legislative power, I would 
not, by any bill, confirm any location that has been made in any of these 
times that was not the honest location of a real settler who meant to 
live there, and I would keep everybody else off. 

Mr. REAGAN. I agree with the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Texas or any other Senator 
supposes that there is any intention or purpose of validating any claims 
to lands that have not been the subject of honest entry, I will say that 
that is the farthest, so far as I know, from the intention of the con- 
ferees on the part of the House or on the part of the Senate. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. We did not doubt that at all; certainly not. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no trouble about this whole matter, I will 
say to the Senator from Texas. There is no evidence that I know of 
especially respecting fraudulent entries of these lands since October, 
1888. I have heard nothing from the Senator even indicating thut 
there have been fraudulent entries of these lands; but I assure the 
Senator that in any arrangement or adjustment which may be made 
for validating these claims the provision will only apply to those en- 
tries which have been made in good faith, 

Mr. REAGAN, Mr. President, the solicitude I felt about what 
might be done by the conference committee arose out of the fact that 
the Senate’s amendment repealing the law of 1888 absolutely let in 
then everything that has been done, and made no reservation, and 
made no provisions for reserving the waters that may be used for irri- 
gation there from private entry. It made no provision for reserving 
sites for dams or for reserving the location for ditches and canals, but 
left them all to be occupied so far as not already occupied by private 
parties, whether they be actual settlers or corporations. 

But I say to the Senator that if he supposes there have been no 
3 made since October, 1888, to take up that land by what 
are called desert-land entries to large amounts by corporations, I think 
he is misled, and if the action of the conference committee should let 
in all the cases by which steps have been taken to secure lands under 
the desert-land law a very great wrong will be done both to the Gov- 
ernment and the people of the United States who want homes. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, if the Senator from Iowa will in- 
dulge me for just a moment, I will state that the way to get rid of the 
desert-land law is to repeal that act, not to allow it to operate upon the 
public domain at all. The desert-land law contemplates the taking of 
a certain amount of land by a person upon the payment of a quarter of 
a dollar an acre, I believe, not to exceed one section, and after he has 
irrigated it, which irrigation under the rules of the Interior Department 
requires that the whole section shall be substantially supplied with 
water, then he pays $1 an acre and obtains a patent to his land. 

That law may have been violated, it may have been made the in- 
strumentality of frauds, I do not believe it has, and nobody has ever 
yet brought an instance to my attention or to the attention of the Sen- 
ate when I have been here to prove that it has been. I think that all 
this matter is conjectural, and that the apprehensions of the Senator 
from ‘Texas on that ground are not well founded, 

But what I desired to do was to call the attention of the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations to the fact that in neither of these 
measures, the one that we are now considering nor the one that was 

in 1888, was there any provision for the repeal of the act of 

uly 26, 1886, which fixes an absolute right in respect of the taking of 
water out of streams in the Western country. That act has not been 
touched in the Senate or in the other House in response to any motion 
to repeal it or any provision that would by implication even repeal it. 

I wish to say to the Senator from Iowa that the question will be 
made here whether a conference committee can by implication repeal 
a law of Congress standing upon the statute-book, under which a great 


many rights have already sprung up and under which we have had a 
very excellent administration of the water supply in the West. I shall 
object, Mr. President, to a conference committee taking into its juris- 
diction 3 that is entirely new, that bas not been considered 
in either House, that is not a part of any bill that we have as yet 
passed or one that we are now trying to pass. 

That act gives to the peopleof the United States, who are mere squat- 
ters, without any title at all or any claim of title, the right to go upon 
the public lands and as first proprietors to possess themselves of the 
water in absolute right. It does not depend on homestead entry or 
private entry at a dollar and a quarter an acre, or desert-land entry, or 
timber-cultare entry, or any other entry. It does not apply to any 
entry at all. It is a right that has been detached by tho ex of the 
United States from the land. So one man may own the land by an actual 
entry and another may have had the prior right of proprietorship in 
the water, fixed by an act of Congress, and that done in conformity 
with the customs of the West, which are hereby expressly affirmed, 
and also in conformity in cases of the kind to the local legislation of 
the Territory or State in which the water may be found. 

But the point I desire to call the attention of the Senator to is this, 
that our legislation upon the subject of water rights in the West is 
totally distinct from any right or title or interest in the land upon 
which the water is found, and depends entirely upon first proprietor- 
ship and upon nothing else. So, now, in the event that we find these 
laws in conflict, we may have the statute of 1866 repealed by implica- 
tion, and that ought not to be done by a conference committee when 
no motion of that kind has been made in either House of Congress. 

Mr. ALLISON. I assure the Senator that it is no part of the pur- 
pose of the conferees, at least so far as I can speak for them, to enter 
into any new matter as respects this amendment. We shall only deal 
with the act of October 2, 1888, and matters immediately connected 
with it, and will not undertake, as far as I know the sentiment-of the 
Senate conferees, to deal with any new questions in this matter. 

Mr. REAGAN, Mr. President, I had supposed the Senator from 
Iowa would make just such an answer as that. I do not see how the 
question raised by the Senator from Alabama can come up atall before 
the committee. If people have vested rights, if they have water rights, 
an act of Congress can not confiscate them; but the fact that a law 
has been passed by which they were enabled to control water could 
hardly be made by any construction to attach to the rights of peo- 
ple who have not yet settled on the land or attempted to aequire a right 
to the water, and certainly would not be taken ont of the domain of 
legislation if it were necessary to legislate upon it; because I think the 
principle has been recognized by the courtsal ways that under the right of 
eminent domain the Government can control its public domain, includ- 
ing land and water, until the titles to the lands were perfected. 

But in this case the question that I understand arises is as to the 
water that is unappropriated. There are a great many instances 
throughout that Territory in which individuals and neighborhoods 
and corporations have acquired rights to the use of the water. I take 
it that no attempt would be made by any law to divest people of rights 
which they have already acquired. 

There is one subject that the Senator from Iowa referred to in regard 
to which I should like to make one suggestion. His suggestion was 
that there was a question raised about the amount of land that set- 
tlers might be authorized to acquire. The amount of irrigable lands 
that persons can properly use is not large like it is of ordinary arable 
lands. Our observation through that country last year was that 20, 
30, or 40 acres made a large holding fora family. It is but a small 
quantity of land that any ordinury family can apply water to. After 
the ditches are made it requires a good deal of skill and a good deal 
of industry to apply the water to any large amount of land; and while 
of course the committee will judge from the light before it, I would 
suggest that if the land is to be reserved for actual settlers with a view 
to the settlement of that country and its utilization for settlers I would 
not have the lands for homesteads to exceed 80 acres; and that is a 

t abundance. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will see, especially in the light of 
what the Senator from Alabama has said, how impossible it will be for 
us now in the conference committee to enter upon all these details. It 
seems to me that the two or three committees haying the proper juris- 
diction of this subject should formulate something and present it to us 
either at this session or the next, so that we shall not be troubled with 
those details. 

Mr. REAGAN. I understand one of the great objects of all inter- 
ested is to get relieved against the provisions of the act of 1888, which 
reserves this land from settlement. The committee must, if they 
allow it to be settled at all, indicate some way in which it is to be set- 
tled, unless they just repeal the law and turn all the lands loose, desert- 
land entries, homestead entries, and timber-culture entries, and so 


on. 

I had hoped—I did not know what the view of the committee was— 
that in opening this land to settlement and in trying to do justice to 
all parties and to make that country available for settlement, provision 
would be made that persons might make homestead entries there, sub- 
ject to the provisions of law in such a limited amount as would utilize 
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the land for settlement, and take away as far as practicable the idea of 
mere speculation. 
Mr. FRYE. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa what be- 
came of the provisions for the election of Managers of the National 
_ Soldiers’ Home, A 
Mr. MORGAN. Before we get ona new subject I should like to 
make a remark in reply to the Senator from Texas. : 


Mr. HALE. It will only take a moment to answer my colleague's 
question, My colleague inquires what became of the provision for the 
appointment of Managers of the National Home. Thecondition in that 
regard is just this: It has been said elsewhere that the Senate had wrong- 
fully put a rider upon this bill in providing in its amendments for 
Managers of the Soldiers’ Homes, a subject that ought to be left to the 
Military Committees. Now, the fact is, that when the bill came to the 
Senate it contained, as one of its provisions, the following: 

That the following-named persons be, and are hereby, appointed Managers 
of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, to wit: Epuuxb N, 
MORRILL, of Kansas, for the unexpired term of office of John A. Martin, de- 


ceased; Alfred L, Pearson, of Pennsylvania, for the unexpired term of office of 
John F, Hartranft, deceased, 


When the Appropriations Committee found thatthe other House had 
put this provision on, partly providing for the Managers of the Sol- 
diers’ Homes, that committee conferred with the chairman of the Mil- 
itary Committee, which had had this subject before it, and the chair- 
man of the Military Committee came to the room of the Committee on 
Appropriations of the Senate, and there on consultation with him the 
ce names were added for the terms that were expiring, thereby com- 

leting the board, and completing the provision thatthe other House 
had put in the bill at first. 

The Committee on Appropriations, I may say, would probably not 
have thought of dealing with this subject if it had not found that the 
other House had put a provision in the bill partially covering the sub- 
ject, and then took the suggestion of the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs and added the names which that committee had re- 

rted to the Senate, William B. Franklin, of Connecticut, Thomas W. 

yde, of Maine, and John C. Black, of Ilinois, all members of the 
present board, whose terms were just expiring, all old soldiers. When 
the bill came up in the Senate the Senate added in place of Mr. Harris, 
deceased, Lewis B. Gunckel, of Ohio, and as the additional member 
which was provided for by law SAMUEL S. YODER, of Ohio. 

The conferees found then that together with what the House had done 
and what the Senate had done in amending what the House had done 
the Board of Managers was complete, in accord with what had been 
proposed by the House, the Military Committee of the Senate, and the 
action of the Senate itself. 

But there being some controversy with reference to two or three of 
the members, it was found impossible for the conferees to agree upon 
any board, and therefore it was agreed that the whole provision should 
be struck out—what the House putin, what the Committee on Ap- 
propriations put in, and what the Senate put in—thereby relegating 
the whole subject to the Military Committees of the two Houses, which 
have the matter now in conference. 

T am glad that my colleague has asked this question, because it has 
enabled me to set right an impression which has been extensively con- 
veyed in different quarters that the Senate by some devious way had 

"interpolated managers of these homes, a rider on the bill, when it only 
acted, as members of the committee will remember, upon the provision 
that the other House had already put in. 

I may say here, in justification for what the Housedid and for what 
the Senate did, that for many years in the past these appointments have 
been made upon the sundry civil bill, in conference and by the action 
of the two Houses upon that bill. But it is all struck out now and re- 
turned to the Military Committees. 

Mr, MORGAN. Mr. President, I wish to return to the subject we 
had under diseussion awhile ago, and just foramoment. My purpose 
in saying anything about this matter this afternoon is to correct some 
impressions about the state of the law under which the Senator from 
— [Mr. REAGAN] seems to be laboring, and I think a good many 
others. 

Notwithstanding the act of 1888, which was enacted upon an appro- 
prise bill, the sundry civil bill, I believe, any citizen of the United 

tates has had the absolute right under the act of 1866 duriùg all the 
period of time since 1888 to go upon the publie domain and appropri- 
ate the waters of any streañ to his own personal use, and being the first 
appropriator, to get an absolute right to it, whether he got a title to 
the marginal land or not. The only thing he had to do was to apply 
it somewhere to some uses named in the act, either to mining or to 
agriculture, 

That right had been continuing to exist all this time, and exists to- 
day, notwithstanding the effort to exclude from settlement the whole 
of that vast domain in order that Mr. Powell might go there and make 
surveys for reservoirs for irrigation purposes. 

Now, that being so, it is perfectly obvious, I think, that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, or the two committees in joint conference 
with each other, can not get rid of that feature of the law without re- 
pealing that act; and that act [should think is not the proper subject 


of repeal upon the report of a conference committee when the confer- 
ence has not been instructed by either of the Houses. — 

Sol contend now, upon that statement of fact in reference to the con- 
dition of the law upon this subject, that any person in the United States 
not only has the right, but is invited by the law, to go to any of this part 
of the country and to claim water by first appropriation and take it 
out in his ditches and carry it upon hisland and apply it. Thatright 
tands there to-day. 

Now, you can repeal all of the homestead laws, timber-culture and 
desert law, and every otherlaw that you please ſor the entry oflandsand 
acquiring title to them; you can repeal the whole of them, and yet here 
stands the act of 1866 to permit the citizen of the United States to go 
and take the water and appropriate it to himself. That is the situa- 
tion now. ; 

I do not concur with the Senator from Texas that there is any ad- 
vantage in giving to an American citizen what he calls a hereditary 
right of some kind or the privilege of an American citizen to go out 
upon an arid plain or upon the side of an arid mountain and locate 
his homestead, or any other location he may choose to make there, 
whether 160 acres, or 40 acres, or 20 acres, unless the man can get some 
water. The very inducement to settlement in a country of that kind 
is the opportunity to get water. You can not rely upon the rain for 
i tion. 

Hence the wisdom of the act of Congress of 1866 under which so much 
good has been accomplished to the country of permitting nagrody who 
is a citizen of the United States to go there and dig his ditch to any 
flowing stream anywhere, and take the water off, and whoever may 
come later than he and take up the land by a fee-simple title and 
patent it where the ditch emerges from the river or enters into or con- 
nects with it, gets no right to water under which he can deprive the 
proprietor of his first absolute right guarantied in the statute. 

That is what I wished to call the attention of the Senator to. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not wish to prolong the discussion. I only 
want to say that, assuming the whole breadth that the Senator from 
Alabama gives to the construction of the act of 1866, the act of 1888 
was a repeal of that act. It is repealed by the act of 1888. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, there we differ, 

Mr. REAGAN. It does not repeal it by name. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, nor in any other way. 

Mr. REAGAN, But it provides that the land shall no longer be sub- 
iect to entry. 

Mr. MORGAN. Until.“ ; 

Mr. REAGAN. The land and water, until there is further legisla- 
tion or a proclamation by the President. 

Mr. MORGAN. But the Senator forgets that the title to the land 
has not anything to do with the right to the water. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not understand 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the fact. That is the way the law stands, 

Mr. REAGAN. The control of the water is as much a part of the 
Government control of the right of eminent domain as the control of 


the land. 
It was so until Congress passed that act. 


Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. REAGAN. The title to the water stands on no higher plane 
than the title to the land. 

Mr. MORGAN. It does, because the act of Congress says it does. 

Mr. REAGAN. I know the Senator says it does. : 

Mr. MORGAN. The act of Congress says so. : 

Mr. REAGAN. I know the Senator asserted here in an argument 
on the subject that it was a vested right; that the Government could 
not take away from a citizen the right to that water. Mr. President, 

I reply to that by stating that the citizen may have a title to his home, 
a fee-simple title from the Government, a vested title, and that can be 
taken from him for public uses, and for no other use. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will excuse me just one moment, if 
I said anything of that kind I said it merely in the way of illustration 
and said it arguendo; but neither the act of 1888 nor the present bill is 
a measure to exercise the right of eminent domain. There is nothing 
connected with the exercise of the right of eminent domain in this bill, 
or to condemn land or water to public uses. : 

Mr. REAGAN. Well, Mr. President, I do not understand the sub- 
tlety of the Senator’s intellect. When the law of 1888 was that 
reserved a vast region of country from location. If that is not affect- 
ing the right of emjnent domain I can not comprehend what does af- 
fect the right of eminent domain. itis the Government assuming to 
control its own property, to do with it as it pleases, and as it has a 
right under the law to do. So far as any person has acquired title to 
water, I would be as far as any other man from interfering with his 
right, but Ido not want any mere technical view, any narrow con- 
struction to be assumed, by which the Government has to be deprived 
of the power of dealing with its own property as may best subserve the 
public interest. 


UNITED STATES ELECTION LAWS. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent to make a report. 7 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 


Mr, HOAR. Iam instructed by the Committee on Privileges and 
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' Elections to report back the bill (H. R. 11045) to amend and supple- 
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ment the election laws of the United Statesand to provide for the more 
efficient enforcement of such laws, and for other purposes, reporting 
the bill favorably with an amendment in the nature of a substitute. 
I am directed to say that the minority of the committee dissent from 
the favorable recommendation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. FRYE. I gave notice about a week ago that to-morrow morn- 
ing, immediately after the conclusion of the morning business, I should 
ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the river and harbor 
bill. I now give notice that I shall not do so, but shall immediately 
after the morning busiaess on Friday, a week from to-morrow. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I promised the Senator from Vermont that I would 

allow the conference report on the sundry civil appropriation bill to be 

ted in the RECORD and go over until to-morrow. I hope that will 
done, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have the report printed as a doc- 
ument. It is much more to be read in that form. 

Mr, ALLISON. Very well; and not in the RECORD ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And not in the RECORD. There is no need to 
print it in the RECORD. Let it be printed as a document. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I wish to say merely a few words 
in regard to the pending conference report. 

I am very glad the Senator from Iowa has agreed to permit the re- 

rt to be printed and go over until to-morrow for consideration. Be- 
las one of the conferees on the part of the Senate, a minority member, 
I simply desire to say, in view of the discussion which has taken place, 
that I signed the report, because there were an immense number of 
disagreements between the Senate and the House, and in the main I 
agreed with the recommendations of the conferees; but there are one 
or two provisions and one or two surrenders on the part of the Senate 
conferees that I dissent from. 

What I desire particularly to call attention to now is on pages 104 
and 105 of the bill, where as it came to the Senate provision was made 
for the payment of back pay and bounty; for payment of amounts for 
bounty to volunteers, their widows, etc.; for payment of amounts for 
bounty under the act of July 28, 1866, and for payment of amounts 
for commutation of rations to prisoners of war in rebel States, and so 
on, amounting to a very large sum, some million or more of dollars. 
As the bill came to the Senate it provided that so much money as 
might be necessary in each one of these items should be appropriated out 
of the public Treasury. In the consideration of the bill, I think upon 
the motion of my friend from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], a decided 
majority of the Senate fixed the amount in each one of these provisions— 
$350,000 in the first, $300,000 in the second, $30,000 in the third, and 
$44,000 in the fourth, being amendments numbered 165, 167, 169, and 
171. 

The conferees on the part of the other House declined absolutely to 

to the Senate amendments. So as the bill comes back from the 
conierence this indefiniteamount, that nobody to-day can tell how much 
it may be, has been appropriated to pay these claims, the only purpose 
being, so far as I know to-day, to prevent the actual amount which 
this bill carries from a ing on its face. I 8 5 that class of leg- 
islation as bad and vicious. It will brn er pe ly, in my judgment, 
lead to corruption on the part of the disbursing officers and the audit- 
ing officers, and I think it is most unfortunate. 

As the matter is to go over I desired to say that only to-day. When 
the conference report comes up for consideration I shall follow it up 
with what I may then desire to say. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The report of the conference com- 
mittee will be printed separately, in connection with the bill, and go 
over until to-morrow, and will be printed in the RECORD when read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like tosuggest that the statement which 
the Senator from Iowa in charge of the bill submitted to accompany 
this conference report be printed also as a document. 

Mr. ALLISON IfI e be allowed to make a suggestion, I would 
suggest that the report the matter of detail be printed in the REC- 
ORD now and that the reading be waived. Why should we read it in 
detail to-morrow morning when every Senator cay have it in the REC- 
ORD on his table? 

Mr. GORMAN, I have no objection to that course. 

Mr. ALLISON. And then the statement which I made wilFappear 
in connection with it in the RECORD, 

Mr. COCKRELL, We want it printed in document form. 

Mr. ALLISON, That is very well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will be more accessible in that form. 

Mr. GORMAN, Waiving the reading. 

Mr. ALLISON. But if it is expected that it shall be read to-mor- 
row, I suggest that the reading be waived and that it be printed in the 
RECORD containing to-day’s proceedings. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think there will be any objection to 
that. Ido not think any one will call for the reading when the report 


comes up; but that will be a question to be determined when it comes 


up. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be noobjection, the former 
action will be reconsidered, and the report of the conference committee 
will be printed in the RECORD as of this afternoon. 

Mr. GORMAN. As well as in document form? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The conference report will also be 
printed separately as a document, and the reading of the conference 
report when called up to-morrow will be waived. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, that will be determined to-morrow morning. 
I have no doubt that it will be waived, however. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not ask that the report be printed in the REC- 
ORD it it is to be read also to-morrow morning. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, Mr. President, it isa great deal more conven- 
ient for us to have it in the larger type of a public document, and itis 
a great expense to put anything of that kind in the RECORD, 

Mr. ALLISON. What I ask is, that the reading to-morrow morn- 
ing be waived. It is a large document, and can be printed in the REC- 
ORD as though it were read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no doubt if we have it printed in document 
form the Senate will be willing to waive the reading. 

Mr. ALLISON. A conference report usually goes into the Revorp, 
anyway. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It would not go in the RECORD unless it was read, 
without an order to that effect, 

Mr. ALLISON, With this difference of opinion, I am perfectly will- 
ing to have half an hour, or an hour, perhaps, spent to-morrow morn- 
ing in reading that document. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me, I will suggest to him 
that even if the reading of the report is waived, of course it would be 
in the power of any Senator to call for the reading of any portion he 
wished to discuss, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was not going to insist on its being read, but I 
simply said ‘‘Sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof, and I donot 
like to prejudge things until they come up. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would not like to call for its printing in the 
RECORD containing to-day’s proceedings if it was also to be read and 
printed the next morning. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wanted it printed as a document because we 
can use it in that way conveniently; and I do not care whether it is 
printed in the RECORD or not. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to know from the Senator from Iowa 
if the conferees on the part of the House madea demand upon the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate that the act of 1888 should remain un- 
repealed or anything tantamount to that, 

Mr. ALLISON. No, Mr. President; they are quite willing that it 
shall be repealed, provided we will agree to certain limitations that 
they propose. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not care to take the time of the Senate in dis- 
cussing the merits of the proposition. I merely wanted to have that 
information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would observe that con- 
ference reports are always printed ultimately in the RECORD and in the 
Journal, being part of the legislation connected with the bill; and he 
awaits now the pleasure of the Senate about the order to be made con- 
cerning the printing of the conference report. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was just going to suggest that my observation had 
led me to the conclusion that those reports are always printed in the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They are always printed in the 
RECORD and in the Journal. 

Mr. BUTLER. They are printed in the RECORD not only for thein- 
formation of this body, but of the other branch of Congress also. So 
if the report is to be printed, why not have it printed in the RECORD 
to-morrow morning, in order that the House of Representatives may 
be informed of what is being done, as well as the Senate? 

Mr. HARRIS. The explanation of the Senator from Iowa of the 
action of the conference committee will go into the RECORD as a part 
of the proceedings of to-day. It seems to me obviously proper that 
the report of the committee should 3 the Rxconb immediately 
after or before the statement of the Senator from Iowa, and when we 
have the report of the committee and the explanations of the chairman 
of the Senate conferees of the action of that committee printed in the 
RECORD, and the various comments and suggestions sat e by Senators 
in respect to the various phases of the report, I can not for myself see 
the necessity of printing it as a separate document. We shall have 
the report of the committee; we have the House bill here with all the 
Senate amendments; weshall have theexplanation of the Senator from 
Iowa as chairman of the Senate conferees; and what use we have fora 
separate docament containing the report of the conference committee 
I can not quite see. But certainly the report of the committee onght 
to appear in the RECORD of to-morrow morning with the explanation 
of Senator from Iowa. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the pleasure of the Senate 
about the printing of the report of the committee of conference? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I move that the report be printed in the RECORD, 
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‘the amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and 
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as has been suggested, and also that the report and accompanying state- 
ment made by the Senator from Iowa be printed as a se docu- 
ment, We may need this for ten days hence. This bill is not dis- 


posed of, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, then, the 
report of the committee of conference will be printed in the Recorpin 
the proceedings of this day. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As having been read; I will say that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As having been read; and also in 
connection with the explanation of the Senator from Iowa, the chair- 
man of the managers on the part of the Senate, as a separate document. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Chair will allow me a moment, I suggest to 
the Senator from Missouri that my explanation was made from a mem- 
orandum which if printed asa separate document must be procured 
from the Reporter. 

Mr. COCKRERL. As a matter of course. 

Mr. ALLISON, Well. / 

The PRESIDENT pra tempore. It is so ordered. 

The conference report is as follows: 

Mr. ALLISON, from the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to House bill No. 10884, sub- 
mitted the following conference report and statement: 

CONFERENCE REPORT, 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10884) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 80, 1891, and for other pur having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5, 14, 17, 23, 24, 25, 32, 33, 
40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 65, 66, 67, 68, 72, 74, 76, 81, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 94, 108, 115, 118, 
126, 129, 135, 147, 148, 149, 150, 153, 155, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 169,170, 171, 172, 173, 
175, 177, 178, 18L, 182, 183, 181, 185, 186, 187, 191, 192, 200, 201, and 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 


ate numbered 2, 6,7, 9, 11, 12, 15, 16, 21, 22, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 89, 46, 48, 50, 
51, 53. ôL, 62, 63, 64, 70, 78, 79,80, 83, 84, 85, 100, 107, 109, LÌ 1 igs, 134, 136, 141, 
144, 151, 152, 158, 159, 169, 174, 176, 179, 180, 188, 189, 190, 1 195, and 196, and agree 


the same. j 

Amendment numbered 1: That the Senate recede from its ment to 
the amendment of the House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and 
agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 3: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an 
amendment aş follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment in- 
sort 820,000; and the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 4: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Strike out all after the word “land” in said amendment and 
insert in lieu of the matter stricken out the following: “For same, $25,000; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 8: That the House recede from its di ent to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered §, and agree tothe same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu ofthe sum proposed in said amendment insert $25,- 
000: and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
825,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment nutabered 13: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 13, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: Insert after the word “erection” the words “and comple- 
tion,” and insert after the word “ventilation” the words “at a cost not exceed- 
ing $80,000; ” and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 31: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 31, and agree to the same with an 
amendment. as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
“$250; "' and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 45: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 45, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $280,000;” and 
the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 47: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 47, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert $13,000;" and the 
Senate ee to the same. 

Amendment numbered 49: That the House recede from its disagreem 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 49, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed “ $156,800; ”™ and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 54: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 54, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

** Repairs, Smithsonian Build ng: For fire-proofing the so-called chapel of the 
west wing of the Smithsonian Building, and for repair the roof of the main 
building and the ceiling and eee or to main hall of the building, $25,000; 
said work to be done under the supervision of the Architect of the Capitol, with 
the approval of the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, and no portion ot 
the appropriation to be used for sky-lights in the roof nor for well-hole in the 
floor of the main building.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 69: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 69, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert “$40,000;" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 71: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 71, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $550,000;" and the 
Senate a to the same. 

Amendment numbered 73: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 73, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$685,000; ” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 75: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 75,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In liou of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 


ent to 


“ But of this amount not exceeding $10,000 ma: be expended for persons] sere 
ices of mechanics em —.— time to time for casual repairs only.” 
same, 


i 


And the Senate 
y aiena gapen iivit a That the House recede from its disagreement to _ 


amendment, insert the following: } 

For freight elevator in Pension Building, $3,000." 

And the Senate agree to the same, 2 K 

Amendment numbered 92: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 92, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: Add at the end of the matter proposa to be inserted by ssid 
amendment the following: “ And the acts appro July 3 and July oy hy 22 
and strike out the word the! in line 20, page 37, of the Bill, and insert in lieu 
thereof the word other; and the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 93: Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 93, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: Restore the words stricken out by said amendment and in- 
sert after the word lines,“ in line 8, 38, of the bill, the following: 

“ Provided further, That the Commissioner of the General Land Office may al- 
low for the survey of lands heavily timbered, mountainous, or covered with 
dense undergrowth, in the States of Oregon and Washi n, rates not exceed- 
ing $18 per linear mile for standard and meander lines, $15 for township, and $12 
for section lines,” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 96; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 96, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add at the end of the matter proposed to be inserted 
by said amendment the raion ire, 

“ Provided, That any person who actually settled, prior to January 1, 1890, 
upon bef deans lot 50 by 140 feet, and any additional lot upon which sub- 
stantial improvements have been made, shall be entitled to prove up and pur- 
chase same atthe appraised value per lot at any time before the day of sale by 
the Government.” 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 111; That the House recede from ils disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 111, and to the same witb an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sam 3 “ $1,000; “ and the 
Senate to the same, 

Amendment numbered 112; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 112, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum 2 said amendment insert 
81.000; “ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 118: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 113, and gr to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
“$500;" and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbe 114: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 114, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
81.000; and the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 116: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 116, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows; In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment in- 
sert $2,500;"’ and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 117: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
theamendment of the Senate numbered 117, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed gin 81,0 25;“ and the 
Senate agree to the same, - 

Amendment numbered 130: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 130, and ‘ee to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed “ $690,000;”’ and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 13t: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 131, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows; In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

“Provided, That the Secretary of Waris authorized and directed to constrnct 
a hospital at Columbus Barracks, Columbus, Ohio, at a cost not to exceed $25,- 
000, out-of the appropriation for on and repairs of hospitals hereto- 
fore m in the act approved June 13, 1800.“ 

And the Senate to the same, 

Amendment num 132: That the House recede from its disagreement to 

amendment of the Senate numbered 132, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter to be inserted by said 


U 


s 
oficer of the Army under the direction 

And the Senate tothe same, 

Amendment numbered 137: That the Honse recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 137, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the word marines,” n line 3 of the matter pro- 
posed to be inserted by said amendment, insert the words “ of the late civil 
war;“ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 146: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 146, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add at the end of the matter proposed to be inserted 
by said amendment the 9 z 

“Prov „That Secretary of War in the expenditure of this aum may pur- 
chase stores of the value of those loaned or destroyed, without reference to old 
and obsolete patterns.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 156: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 156, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 5100, 000; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 157: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 157, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed Insert $242,500;" andthe 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 161: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 161, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $2,656,765.45 ;" 
and the Senate agree to the same. i 

Amendment numbered 162: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendmentof the Senate numbered 162, and sgree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: Strike out the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment and also the amended paragraph; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 197: That House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 197, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out after the word “aforesaid,” in line 6 of said 
amendment, the following words: "adjoining, or in the vicinity of the present 
site of the Government Printing Office; " and the Senate agree to the same. 


a * é — 


8280 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


. AUGUST 7, 


Amendment numbered 198: That the House recede from its disagreement to 

- the amendment of the Senate numbered 198, and agree to the same with an 

amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be irserted by said 
amendment insert the followin; 

^ Sec, 4. That hereafter all disburéing officers of the United States shall render 
their accounts quarterly; and the Secretary of the Senate shall render his ac- 
counts as heretofore; but the Secretary of the Treasury may direct any or all 
such accounts to be rendered more frequently when in his judgment the public 
interests way require.” 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 199; That 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 199, and ee to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the matter pro: to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

“That the building authorized by the said act . June 25, 1890, shall be 
constructed in a fire-proof manner, with not less than eight stories, and at atotal 
cost, including approaches and heating apparatus, not exceeding $1, 900,000: 
Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury may authorize a contract or con- 
tracts to be entered into for the construction of any portion or the whole of said 
building, subject to appropriations to be made therefor by Congress. 

“Toward the construction of said building, $250,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 91, 95, 98, 99, 102, 104, 105, and 108: On amendments 
numbered 91, 95, 94, 99, 102, 104, 105, and 106 the committee of conference have 
been unable to agree. 


the House recede from its disagreement to 


W.B. ALLISON, 

EUGENE HALE, 

A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

J.G. CANNON, 

W. COGSWELL, 

JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. e 

Mr. DAWES. Isubmit the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 8391) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procure- 
ment of heavy ordnance for trial and service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1891, and for other purposes. M 

The report was read, as follows: 

Mr. Dawes, from the committee of conference on the disagreeing voles of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to bill H. R. 8391, submitted 
the following conference report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
theamendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.8391) making appropriations 
for fortifleationsand other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 

rocurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service for the fiscal year ending 
Vene 30, 1891, and for 1 Y having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 23. 

That the House recede from its ment to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 11, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, and 22; and 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 6: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with anamend- 
ment as follows: Strike out line 2, bagas of the bill, and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: Sums appropriated thereſor; and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

“That contracts shall be invited by the Secretary of War, by proper notice 
and publication, for the manufacture (finishing and assembling) of 8-inch, 10- 
inch, and 12-inch steel seacoast 1 from forgings procured under fortification 
act of September 22, 1588, and if private parties offer to finish, assemble, 
and deliver any of such guns in per condition for use as completed at 
a price fair to the Government, necessary contracts shall be entered into by 
the Secretary for that purpose; and to carry into effect this provision the sum 
of $200,000 is hereby appropriated: Provided, That the finishing and 3 
of not over 50 cent. of each caliber of such forgings shall be thus contracte 
for: Provided further, That all contracts made hereunder shall be so made as to 
fully protect the Government against all loss or damage which may result from 
imperfect work, the fault of the contractor, and the work done hereunder shall 
be subject to inspection at every stage.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 13: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 13, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum propnestt int said amendment insert 
* $320,000; ™ and the Senate agree to the same. ~ 2 

Amendment numbered 24; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 24, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter propesed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

To enable the necessary experiments to be made to test the value thereof, 
including the purchase of material and construction where necessary of pneu- 
matic gun-carriages, segmental ques, and high exploran $50,000,or so much 
4 — 57 us ma be u And the Secretary of War, through the medium of 
the Board of Ordnance and Fortification, under the appropriation made by sec- 
tion 6 of the fortification act approved September 22, 1588, shall have authority, 
if he deems it expedient, to test and purc. a recoil-operated infantry smail- 
arm of .30 caliber, with proper character and amount of ammunition, such am- 
munition to consist of the compound accelerating cartridge; and also to test 
and purchase one light rapid-fire, rapid-twist 6-pounder breech-loading field 
gun mounted upon a disappearing shielded field-gun carriage, with proper 
amount of ammunition therefor, consisting of said accelerating cartridge, and 
also to test one retiring seacoast-defense carriage. And the last paragraph of 
An act making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1590, and for other purposes,’ approved March 2, 1889, is here- 
by so amended as to authorize the use, if the Secretary of War deems it expe- 
dient, of a 6-inch breech-loading rifled cannon of new pattern inthe test of the 
coun ise battery therein provided for, and the appropriation is hereby con- 
tinned for the purposes of such test for the fiscal year 1851. 

And the Senate to the same, 

Amendment numbered 25: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 25, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: Strike out in line 37 of said amendment the words ‘the 
type,” pa strike out lines 41 to 52, both inclusive, of said amendment and in- 

rt in lien thereof the following: 


“ That under the provisions of this section there shall not be expended or con- 
tractorcontracts entered into involving theGovernmentinan expend- 
iture exceeding $3,775,000, nor an expenditure on the part of the Governmentin 
any one fiscal year in excess of $1,000,000. And all guns and materials purchased 
urder the authority of this section shall be of American manufacture and fur- 
nished by citizeus of the United States: Provided further, That contracts may 
be made for not exceeding one-fourth of the guns herein provided for, to be con- 
structed on the Pacific const, in the discretion of the Secretary of War: Provided 
further, That all expenditures made under this section shall be paid from the 
amount made available and provided for in section 6 of the ‘ Act making appro- 
12 for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, 

for the procurement of heavy orduance for trial and service, and for other pur- 
„approved September 22,1888. And the Secretary of War shall embrace 
n his est: es of appropriations [or fortificationsfrom time to time the amounts 
necessary to carry out all contracts made hereunder: Provided further, Thatfull 
and accurate accounts shall be kept, showing the cost of all type and experi- 
mental manufacture of guns and other articles, and the average coat of the sey- 
eral classes of guns and the other articles manufactured by the Government, a 
statement of which account shall be laid before Congress annually in the same 
manner as is now required from national armories under section 1665 of the Re- 
vised Statutes.” 
And the Senate agree to the same, 


M. S. BREWER. 
WM, COGSWELL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. GORMAN. Before the Senator from Massachusetts proceeds 
with the statement which I know he desires to make in explanation 
of the report, I ask his indulgence for a moment. 

Some ten days since, in adjusting the order of business of the Senate, 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] gave notice that to-morrow, im- 
mediately after the morning business, he would move to proceed to 
the consideration of the river and harbor bill. My recollection is that 
unanimous consent was uot given, but it was a notice and was con- 
curred in by everybody at the moment that we should proceed to the 
consideration of the river and harbor bill to-morrow. It was under- 
stood on this side of the Chamber that that was the order determined 
upon, and it was very agreeable, of course, to everybody here. 

Quite a number of Senators believing that that notice was to be car- 
ried out have made their personal arrangements to leave for the time 
being, by pairs, etc. Other matters have come along for consideration 
and it has been postponed; and as a matter of course the notice by the 
Senator, for I have no doubt very good reasons, coming suddenly as it 
did, isa matter of very great inconvenience. In one or two cases, one 
I know, a member of the body has been brought here by telegram be- 
cause of his great anxiety to be present to-morrow when the river and 
harbor bill came up. Several of us have made arrangements that can 
not be changed to leave the city for the present. 

Of course these nal reasons are not good reasons for a change of 
the notice which the Senator has now given. We shall all have to make 
a sacrifice for the purpose of promoting the public business if it be- 
comes ni ; but I think it is only fair all around that it should 
be stated that the notice as given that the bill will be considered on 
next Friday, a week from to-morrow, will be carried out. 

I say that because of the personal feature of it, but in addition to 
that, I think the postponement tends only to delay to some extent 
the consideration of the great measure which we have had before the 
body for several days. We meet at 10 o'clock every morning and re- 
main practically until 6. It is impossible during those hours to pre- 
pare such data as are necessary for the intelligent discussion of that 
measure, and hence a great many Senators (I know it is so with my- 
self) grope along during the day, whereas if we had the opportunity 
for an hour or more each morning we would come prepared, and we 
would dispose of the bill much more rapidly. However, that is my 
personal opinion. 

I now appeal to the Senator from Maine in every interest of personal 
convenience to say whether we can understand that the river and 
harbor bill will be taken up a week from to-morrow. I think that is 
due to the minority at least. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, consulting my own wishes alone, the 
bill would not be taken up until after the tariff bill had been disposed 
of. Consulting, however, as I am obliged to do, others, I will say to 
the Senator from Maryland that the bill will be taken up next Friday 
morning a week if the Senate so determine. I feel myself instructed 
now positively to make the motion at that time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland has 
taken occasion to express his regret that the river and harbor bill should 
be postponed for a week, and I will take this occasion to express my 
very great gratification that the Senator from Maine has decided to 
postpone the consideration of the river and harbor bill for another 
week. I know the intense anxiety throughout the country that the 
consideration of the tariff bill should be proceeded with as rapidly as 

ible, and in view of the considerable time which has already been 
taken in the general discussion of the measure, I am in hopes that we 
may make substantial progress within the next few days, and practi- 
cally finish the consideration of the bill within the next week. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on proceeding to 


the consideration of the report of the committee of conference sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes]. 


— 


1890. 


Mr. GORMAN. I think the Senator from Massachusetts desires to 
make a statement. He certainly ought to at least. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no desire to make a statement unless Senators 
wish to have one made. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear one. ~: 
Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me a moment before this 
matter passes ? s l 


I join with my friend from Maryland in expressing very deep regret 
that the understanding that was had some days ago that the river and 
harbor bill should be taken up to-morrow is not to be carried out. I 
presume, of course, as stated by the chairman of the committee, there 
are reasons operating upon the minds of Senators looking to the trans- 
action of the public business generally that have led them to the con- 
clusion that it is better, under the circumstances, to have this post- 

nement for another week. As far as I am concerned, I do not think 
it will result in advancing the public business by any manner of 
means. Inasmuch, however, as it has been determined by the man- 
agers of the two bills—I mean the tariff bill and the river and harbor 
bill—to continue the discussion of the tariff bill one more week and 
then take up the river and harbor bill, as stated by the chairman of 
tho committee, if the Senate shall then determine, on Friday next, a 
week from to-morrow, I desire to suggest whether the chairman of the 
committee [Mr. Frye] would not be willing at this time to ask the 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the river and harbor bill shall 
be taken up one week from to-morrow morning. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator if it would 
not be just as convenient to consider that point after we have adopted 
this conference report. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It would be as convenient, perhaps, but I do not 
think it would be as orderly, inasmuch as this particular matter to 
which I am speaking now was up before the conference report was pre- 
sented, as I understand. I may be in error about that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was. 

Mr, MITCHELL. Therefore the orderly transaction of business 
would indicate that we should go on and settle this matter. 

Mr. DAWES. Evidently the Senatorfrom Maine can not get unan- 
imous consent in two minutes. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, he can, in about a minute. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator from Maine is to obtain unanimous 
consent it will be after a good many of us are tired out in talking. 

M BLAIR. Mr. President, Imove the previous question. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President 

Mr. MITCHELL. I yield to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was simply going to say that I join the Sena- 
tor from Oregon in the expression of opinion that this arrangement— 
disarrangement—would not facilitate the transaction of business; that 
it would not result in expediting business; that when a plan of arrange- 


. ment, a system of business had been agreed upon and was understood 


in advance, when most Senators had made their arrangements accord- 
ingly, and now they are all frustrated, in the confusion the result will 
be probably a consumption of time which would not otherwise have 
been consumed, 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. Preside1%t—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. I yield to the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. CULLOM. I rather regret to hear the remark of the Senator 
from Missouri. Does he mean by it that because of a disposition to 
postpone the river and harbor bill one week the Senate’s time shall be 
consumed in talking without reference to progress in business? I hope 
he does not mean to indicate that that shall be the course pursued. 

Mr, COCKRELL. The Senator knows perfectly well that there was 
not a shading in anything I said that indicated that. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not know—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. But the Senator knows that disarranging of plans 


Jof the Senate always produces more or less confusion and useless con- 
' sumption of time. It has always done it and always will. 


Mr. CULLOM. IfI was mistaken in construing the Senator’s re- 
mark, Iam very glad of it. I desire to say in perfect good faith that 
my inclination was to carry out the sort of common understanding to 
take up the riverand harbor bill to-morrow, but theSenators in charge 
of the tariff bill expressed great desire that they should have one more 
week’s time before laying it aside for the consideration of the river and 
harbor bill, and while I was inclined to favor taking up the river and 
harbor bill, as it was generally understood it should be taken up, and 
without any disposition to incommode anybody, I yielded so far as I 
was concerned to the pressure to go on with the tariff bill, with the 
distinct understanding that on Friday morning of next week the river 
and harbor bill would be taken up, and considered and disposed of. 
I hope, if the Senate consents to this arrangement, that we shall go on 
as rapidly as we can with the consideration of the tariff bill with a 
view of concluding the business of the session at the earliest possible 
moment. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Oregon will allow me 

75 — A EREDI T pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon is entitled 
to the floor. 
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Mr. MITCHELL, I yield to the Senator from Tennessee for a mo- 
ment, 

Mr. HARRIS. Isimply desire-to say that the notice given by the 
Senator from Maine means no more nor less than this: If between now 
and next Friday the tariff bill shall be di of, he will move to 
take up for consideration and make the unfinished business of the 
Senate the river and harbor bill. He gave the notice a week ago that 
on to-morrow the river and harbor bill would be taken up for consid- 
eration. He now gives the notice that that motion will not be made 
or no request made to take it up to-morrow, but he will moveit on to- 
morrow a week, I take it for granted, he means, and he says if a ma- 
jority of the Senate shall sodecide. Of course a majority of theSenate 
will control as to what it will consider and what it will not. Very 
generally, indeed always, it can. 

So I think this whole matter depends on whether the tariff bill shall 
be disposed of between now and next Friday as to whether the river 
and harbor bill is taken upat that time or not. I have consumed none 
of the time of the Senate in the discussion of the tariff bill, and shall 
probably not do so, but I take it for granted that the various items in 
that bill will be discussed so far as Senators think it material to discuss 
them. It may be disposed of in five, or six, or seven days; it may take 
a month. I do not know. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, so far as I am concerned, I only 
desire to express my regret that an arrangement has been made to post- 
pone the consideration of the riverand harbor bill forone week. Ihave 
seen nothing in reference to this matter that hasindicated in the slightest 
degree that this arrangement has been made with any intention of defeat- 
ing the river and harbor bill or of indefinitely postponing that bill. I 
have seen nothing in the action of the chairman of the committee, the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], orot any other Senator that indicates a 
disposition to postpone indefinitely this bill, I do not think that is the 
intention. I think that it is a mistake, however, to postpone its con- 
sideration. I think by such postponement now, so far from advancing 
the business betore the Senate generally, it will have a tendency to re- 
tard it. I do not mean by that that it will lead to any disposition to 
talk against time or anything of that kind upon either side of the Senate. 
I simply mean it is not good policy to attempt to go back on a previous 
understanding. 


Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from Oregon permit me to inter- 


rupt him? 
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir. 
Mr. GORMAN. When [called attention to the statement it was not 


at all for the purpose of complaining, except as far as I meant to say that 
public notice was given, and that as we supposed the general under- 


standing was that the consideration of the river and harbor bill would 


go on to-morrow morning, and in view of that arrangements had been 
made which were personal. Now, I haveno complaint to make of the 
Senator, but I thick it was unfortunate (not intended, I know, by the 
Senator from Maine) that we should have had notice of the change 
Which ig to take place only about 5 o’clock the evening before; that 
was all. 

That was the point of my inquiry, that we may have an under- 
standing and know positively that the motion will be made at the 
time indicated. The chairman of the Committee on Commerce has 
stated to the Senate very frankly the reasons for the postponement and 
that on Friday of next week he will make that motion. He can not 
have the unanimous consent of the Senate, in all probability. What 
the Senator from Massachusetts says as to that is entirely satisfactory 
to everybody, so far as I know. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Maryland and the Senator from 
Oregon have alluded to a remark of mine which, I suppose, everybody 
would know alluded to the habit of the Senate and nothing else. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question before the Senate, if 
there be no objection, is on agreeing to the report of the committee of 
conference presented by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What committee of conference is that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will state it. ; 

The Cuter CLERK. The report of the committee of conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 8391) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement 
of heavy ordnance for trial and service, for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1891, and for other pu 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that subject I have this to say regarding the 
river and harbor bill, which is very pertinent to this particular topic. 
[Laughter.] Iam in favor of a river and harbor bill, and have been 
always since I have been in public life, but I have not been in favor of 
making appropriations from the Treasury of the people for objects that 
were not of general national concern. At this present moment of time 
we have, as I am informed and believe, five million unexpended dol- 
lars in round numbers applicable to all these public works of rivers and 
harbors. The tariff is the burning question of the hour, to use anold 
phrase, appealing to people who believe in free trade, who believe in 
low tariff, who believe in high tariff, and who believe in protective pro- 
hibition all around. ; 

Every man, from the man who begins to dig ore ox to raise a bushel 
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of wheat or to do anything else in this country to the man who is im- 
porting, the agent of a foreigner, commodities into the United States, 
is interested to have the matter settled, in whatever way we doit. I 
am for this moment a free-trader, and I want to reduce e ng, but 
I need to have it done in order that my free-trade, and British trade, 
and German trade, and French trade, and Spanish trade people may 
know what their situation is to be, be it high orlow. Therefore, I be- 
lieve that it is the duty of this body to go steadfastly on with the tariff 
bill until it is determined, 

The work on the rivers and harbors can not cease for want of proper 
appropriations, except as to some new items that may be in, but in 

eral, for a great many months to come; and it is due to everybody 

the United States, whatever we may think about high or low duties, 
or whatever, that the law should be settled which affects the business 
interests of the United States before we do anything else. 

I therefore shall not, for one, consent to any arrangement that shall 
displace this tariff bill until it is ended for good or for bad. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, if I lived in Vermont and repre- 
sented Vermont I should probably think and talk just as the Senator 
from Vermont thinks and talks, but living in Oregon as I do, and 
knowing that important public works are now stopped for want of 
money to carry them on, the result of which will be, if appropriations 
are not soon made to continue the work, an immense loss not only by 
the deterioration of those works, but in a great many other respects a 
loss to the Government of hundreds of thousands of dollars, I for one 
would give precedence to the river and harbor bill, however much I 
may be in favor of the tariff bill. So there are two sides to this ques- 
tion. It depends a little, I think sometimes, upon where a man hap- 
pens to reside. 

I may be prejudiced because I happen to live in Oregon, which has 
a great many miles of seacoast and a number of very important coast 
harbors, and one of the largest rivers in the country, a great work go- 
ing on at its mouth, fifty or sixty vessels in sight there now coming in, 
and a great fleet to get our wheat and convey it to market, and this 
great improvement of bar and channel stopped for want of appropria- 
tions, and we spend our time here in discussing a measure, a very im- 
portant one, it is true, one that we all want to pass, so far as this side 
of the Chamber is concerned, I suppose, at least, and one that we shall 
pass undoubtedly before many weeks more roll round, and itis not going 
to make a very great amount of difference to the country, I suppose, 
whether it is passed to-day or in three or four weeks hence, so far as 
that is concerned. It does make a difference, however, in regard to 
appropriations for rivers and harbors. If we are to have an appropria- 
tion bill for the improvement of the rivers and harbors of this country 
atall, then it is economy, it is wise statesmanship, it is good common 
sense to make that appropriation within a reasonable time when the 
money ean be aon before the fall rain and the storms and all that 
kind of thing come on to prevent work on these important public 
works, 

Ido not wish to take up more time, and will conclude by simply ex- 
pressing the hope that whatever may be our opinions individually in 
regard to these several bills, and as to which should have precedence, 
that on one week from to-morrow morning the majority of the Senate, 
acting upon the notice of the chairman of the committee, will agree 
to take up the river and harbor bill and consider and pass it, and then 
resume the consideration of the tariff bill, provided it is not concluded 
before that time, as, in my opinion, it most certainly will not be. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I wish to contribute a few words 
to this discussion, in the interest of peace and good-will, I hope. It 
i as the Senator from Oregon correctly remarks, a question of balances 

of considerations. I admit the importance of the river and harbor bill. 
Iam willing to give it consideration at as early a day as possible; but 
I submit that no man can tell us to-day how much the interests of 
the whole country, on the seaboard, in the interior, and everywhere else, 
are involved in the pending tariff bill. 

I speak not for protectionists alone, but for the protectionist and the 
free-trader, the Democrat and the Republican, the manufacturer and 
the employé, in saying that the business of the country, in which are 
invested hundreds of millions of dollars of capital, is trembling and 
pausing and waiting and hoping to see some conclusion. Whether the 
tariff shall be one cent up or one cent down to help this interest more 
than it helps another, or partially, is not the primary question. 
The enormous industrial power of this country wants peace more 
hare a tariff of a cent more or a cent less on this or that particular 
article. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I wish to submit a few remarks on 
this question as germane to the matter which has been under consid- 
eration here, The Republican party of the United States for twenty- 
five years has certainly had charge of all tariff legislation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no. 

Mr. MORGAN. Les, for twenty-five years. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, The Democrats have had the House of Repre- 
sentatives for more than half the time. 

Mr. MORGAN. Except the repeal of the tax on quinine, there is 
not one Dembcratic syllable in any tariff law, and there has not been 
for twenty-five years. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That is because the Democratic House of Repre- 
sentatives did not want to do it. 

Mr. MORGAN, That may be so, but it makes no difference. The 
Republican party haye enacted the law and made it just as it is, 
and they have made the terms of every tax law for twenty-five years, 
except the repeal of the tax on quinine. II it is a burning question, it 
is a question that burns because the Republican party have farnished 
the fuel to make it burn. It may be true that the country is under a 
great necessity for getting rid of the evils and harms they have done 
us through this long period of legislation, and it may be true that in 
that respect this is a burning question. It seems to trouble the other 
side of the Chamber, but on this side we escape the responsibility from 
the heat and fire which seems to be burning the other side. 

Now the Senator from Vermont informs us that there is $5,000,000 
in the Treasury to-day, estimating all of the proposed expenditures of 
twenty-eight or thirty millions in the river and harbor bill and what- 
ever other expenditures are found necessary to be madein order to carry 
out the wishes of the people of the United States in the expenditure of 
their own money. I supposed that the tariff bill was one that was in- 
troduced here for the purpose of reducing the surplus in the Treasury, 
either by increasing the duties to a prohibitory point, or by reducing 
them below the point that they would yield anything into the Treasury 
of the United States; that is to say, by putting a large amount of prop- 
erty upon the free-list. 

Now we have the proposition that we have only got $5,000,000, after 
the excessive appropriations of the present Congress, with which to 
meet $28,000,000 or $30,000,000 of river and harbor appropriations and 
all the balance of the appropriations that are in contemplation, includ- 
ing fifteen or twenty million dollars for the carrying on of elections in 
the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, That is not in the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘That is a different affair; but I am looking to see 
how we are going to cover this great mass of prospective indebtedness 
by the $5,000,000 which the Senator from Vermont says we have now 
got in the Treasury to meet all these expenses. That is what I want 
to find out. 

I should suppose that a tariff which would yield a surplus revenue 
in the Treasury would be now a greater necessity on the part of the 
Government of the United States than almost any other measure we 
can devise, because it is evident from the statement of the Senator 
from Vermont that we shall need a great deal more money than we 
have got; and to have a tariff that will reduce by $50,000,000 the pres- 
ent revenues would of course leave a deficit to that amount, and per- 
ae for $20,000,000 or $30,000,000 beyond that, at the end of the next 

cal year. 

I do not know whether the Senator from Vermont included fifty-five 
or sixty millions of dollars taken out of the Treasury of the United 
States, out of a trust created there in favor of the bills and indebted- 
ness of the banks in liquidation, by the silver bill that we passed here. 
That was added to the current funds of the Treasury by being covered 
into the Treasury, and therefore made available for any purpose we 
may desire to use that money for; and we have added without taxa- 
tion at the present moment, at least taxation to be hereafter provided 
for, fifty-five or sixty millions of dollars out of this trust fund to the 
current amount in the Treasury. I do not know whether the Senator 
from Vermont included that in his estimate when he said there was 
only $5,000,000 in the Treasury available for the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator entirely misunderstood me. I said 
that the specific appropriation made, I think, about two years ago for 
the improvement o! the rivers and harbors and all public works of that 
character had yet left to its credit to be expended, in round numbers, 
just about $5,000,000—I have the exact figures and can give them if 
the Senator desires, I was not speaking of any other general balance 
in the Treasury at all. 

Mr. MORGAN. He meant that the money heretofore appropriated 
for the river and harbor improvements not yet expended is still availa- 
ble? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I misunderstood him. But now, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the people of the United States need one thing very much; they 
need cheap transportation. The Western countries have suffered more 
on that account during the past summer and spring than from any 
other reason—the want of cheap transportation. Corn would not have 
been set on fire for the purpose of heating houses in Kansas and Ne- 
braska and in the West if corn conld have been gotten to the seaports. 
If it could have been gotten ont to mirket it would not haye been 
burned. I find recently the price of corn has gone up very much. I 
suppose that is because a large portion of it has been burned up and 
because the country sees that the railroads have a grasp on the subject 
of transportation and Congress does not intend to relax it at all, 

The railroads are a fearfal power in this country, and we have done 
all we could to try to handle them, but I believe they are handling us 
and the Intestate Commerce Commission and everybody else, so far as 
I can see anything about it, and they are still in possession of all the 
powers and faculties that they have ever to im heavy 
rates upon the farmers and people of the United States distant from 
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steam-boat navi 
ucts of the country, and that is one reason why corn has been required 
to be burned for fuel, instead of coal, because they could not get coal 
from the railroads and were obliged to burn something, and they had 
no wood. 

Mr. CULLOM. As to the statement of the Senator that the people 
are burning corn, I have heard no evidence on that subject. As to the 
other statement, that the railroads are charging more than they have 
heretofore, I do not know where the Senator got that information. I 
think he is mistaken in that. I have never seen the time when the 
rates were as low as now. 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not say they were charging any more, but I 
say they are charging too much—very much too much—and that is 
the reason why corn has been burned- I do not understand the Sen- 
ator from Illinois to deny that corn has been burned, and in large 
quantities, in the West. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have not heard of anything of that sort during 
the present year. 

Mr. MORGAN. The papers of the country have been full of it and 
this Senate Chamber has reverberated with that statement for months 
past, and nobody has ever denied it that I have heard of. The people 
of the United States, when they pay their money into the Treasury 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwill come to the fortifications in a moment. Iam 
just mounting my guns now. [Laughter,] The people of the United 
States have a right to say something about the expenditure of the 
money that is taxed out o! them, whether it is under a low tariff ora 
high tariff or a tariff for prohibition, They have a right to use a por- 
tion of their money, and in using it for the clearing out of the rivers 
‘and harbors they are the great contributors to the fortifications and 
the defense of the country. 

It is a very much easier matter to defend the country when you can 
get your soldiery, your raw material, and your munitions of war trans- 
ported to the seaboard without too much expense and in convenient 
season. More than that, we want deep harbors along our entire coast 
for the purpose of defending them. We want harbors that will float 
the ships we are preparing to build for coast defense, which are a splen- 
did system of coast defense. These things all work together, 

But I desire to say to the Senator from Massachusetts that the people 
can not be defended except with theirown money. We have to take 
the money out of their pockets to defend them with; and the more we 
contribute to the ability of the people to pay taxes by giving free com- 
merce amongst themselves in the United States, the more easily we can 
defend them; and that isan important item in respect to coast defense. 

Jam in favor of coast defenses, but I dislike very much to put a 
check upon the people when they are in a state of impoverishment, 
When they are able to sell, buy, produce, exchange, ship, and import, 
then I consider they are in a condition to be entirely worthy of defense 
and to be able to pay for it; and I desire to see our people get into 
that condition. I desire to liberalize commerce with foreign countries; 
but, above everything else, I want to liberalize and free it in the 
United States and amongst the States of this Union; and I can not 
think of anything that is more important in that connection than the 
opening of the rivers to competition with the railroads of this country. 
That is one of the best coast defenses we can possibly establish; and if 
the Senator has not got an idea of that kind in his bill I hope he will 

ut it in. ; 

Mr. DAWES. Resuming the floor under the impression that the 
Senator from Maryland had exhausted the distribution of my time to 
other Senators, I desire simply to remark that Horace Greeley once 
said that the way to resume was to resume,“ and in order that we 
may resume the consideration of the tariff bill, I hope we may now 
have a vote on this conference report. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection to its present 
consideration, the question recurs upon agreeing to the report of the 
committee of conference. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I had asked the Senator to make, as is usual in 
all these cases of conference reports, a short statement, giving the Sen- 
ate some idea of what the conferees on the part of the Senate have 
agreed to, what they have retained that was inserted in the bill by the 
vote of the Senate, and what they have yielded. 

. The Senator declining to make that statement will necessitate my 
asking him in regard to each one of the amendments. 

Mr. DAWES. I have not declined; I have sought most diligently 
an opportunity to make that statement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould be very glad to hear it. 

Mr. DAWES. This bill as it came from the other House appropri- 
ated $4,521,678. The Senate increased that amount by $3,074,257, 
making a total as it passed the Senate of 87, 595, 935. The large apparent 
increase by the Senate was an appropriation of three millions of dol- 
lars in one amendment, which provided that no more than one million 
of it should be expended during any one year. The bill as it comes 
from the committee of conference has been reduced to $3,363,000 upon 
its face. The committee of conference has changed in no respect the 
features of the bill as it passed the Senate. All of the provisions of the 
bill as it passed the Senate are retained, excepting two or three minor 


vigation, and thus affect the price of agricultural prod- 


provisions, one an appropriation of $40,000 for the construction of a 


cast-iron mortar. From that the Senate conferees receded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the number of that amendment ? 

Mr. DAWES. That is No. 23. Section 2 of the bill, which carried 
the large appropriation of $3,074,257, extending over three years, has 
been changed only in charging that sum 2h oer ogee ee e 
tiop under the statute of the 22d of September, 1888, which provided 
for a method of contract with private parties for the production of steel 
and the assembling of guns under the provisionsof thatstatute, which 
appropriated six millions of dollars and no more, and with a certain 
limitation which, I think, was a million dollars, to be expended each 
year. The Senate conferees were of: opinion that that proposition needed 
modification. They have modified the terms of that proposition to pri- 
vate parties and have now charged whatever shall come of that propo- 
sition upon the appropriation of the particular year, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the nature of the modification? 

Mr. DAWES. II is the same proposition with this exception, that 
it offers to purchase of private parties—as many as will undertake to 
make a certain gun prescribed there which will bear the test of the 
Ordnance Department—those guns on such terms as are provided in 
the old statute. 

The statute of 1888 only provided that of all the parties who should 
produce guns, whether they the test or not, the gun and the 
contract alone, should be made with the best and the only one of those 
who undertook to compete with the Government in the manufacture 
of guns, so that half a dozen parties might invest their capital and un- 
dertake to make guns and all produce guns that would stand the test 
of the Department; and yet if one of them, as was sure to be the case, 
was better than all the rest, that one alone would be entitled to a con- 
tract. 

Under the provision now offered all those who are willing to invest 
their capital in the production of steel and steel forgings, and in the 
assembling and the finishing of guns that will stand the test prescribed 
by the Ordnance Board, will stand alike in the opportunity to contract 
with the Government within the limit of the appropriations, 
ee EDMUNDS. Why should not the man producing the best gun 

ve it? 

Mr. DAWES. The best man should have it, and so should any 
party whose guns will stand the test of the Fortification Board. If the 
object of the undertaking is to induce private parties to invest their 
capital in this enterprise, some gieater inducement than the possibility 
of standing first and alone of all those who can make the guns that 
will bear the test, it was the opinion of the Senate, should be offered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You give the prize, then, to one who is second or 
third if the gun has stood the test? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
for a little more definite and a fuller explanation of the connection be- 
tween the clause in section 2 as agreed to and the law of 1888. DoI 
understand that you have stricken out this item of $3,375,000 on page 
13, lines 8 and 9? 

Mr. DAWES. That is stricken out of the amendment of the Sen- 
ate, and then it is placed > 

Mr. COCKRELL. You have stricken out that, and yet you author- 
ize the constraction, purchase, etc., of the same number of guns herein 
provided for. 

Mr. DAWES. There is a limitation upon the whole matter, in that 
which is put in the place of the appropriation of $3,375,000, which will 
be explained if the Senator will hear that portion of the report read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear that portion of it read. I 


should like to hear section 2, as it has been agreed upon, read. 
Mr. PLUMB, That is just exactly as it the Senate, except 
as to the last paragraph. I do not suppose the Senator wants to have 


it all read. 

Mr. DAWES, The Senate has retained everything it sought to re- 
tain with slight modifications, as I have pointed ont, except the mak- 
ing of a single cast-iron mortar for $40,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I understand from the Senator from Kansas that 
section 2 in the conference report is precisely as it is in the bill as 
printed, and as it passed the Senate down to line 5, on page 13. 

Mr. DAWES. Witha single verbal amendment it is. A verbal 
amendment was made in section 2. The words the type, in line2, 
on page 13, were stricken out. That does not amount to saytin 

Mr. COCKRELL, Then I should like to have read the part of the 
conference report which was substituted for the latter clause of sec- 
tion 2. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The portion of the report reſerred to 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 41 to 52, both inclusive, of said amendment, and insert in lieu 


thereof the following: 
That under the provisions of this section there shall not be expended or con- 


tract or contracts entered into involving the Government in an te ex- 
penditure exceeding $3,/75,000. nor an expenditure on the part of the vern- 
ment in any one fiscal year in excess of $1,000,000; and all guns and materials 


purchased under the authority of this section shall be of American manufacture 
and furnished by citizens of the United states: Provided further, That contracts 
may be made for not exceeding ove-fourth of the guns herein provided for, to 

coast, in the discretion of the Secretary of War: 


be constructed on the Pacific 
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Provided further, That all expenditures made under this section shall be paid 
from the amount madeavailable, and provided for in section 6 ofthe “act mak- 


ing appropriatians for fortifications and other works of for the arma- 
ment thereof, forthe procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and 
for other purposes,“ approved September 22, 1888. And the Secretary of War 
shall embrace in his estimates of appropriations for fortifications from time to 
time the amounts necessary to carry out all contracts made hereunder: Pro- 
vided further, That full and accurate accounts shall be kept, showing the cost of 
all type and experimental manufacture of guns and other articles, and the aver- 
age cost of the several classes of guns and the other articles manufactured by 
the Government, a statement of which account shal! be laid before Congress 
annually in the same manner as isnow required from national armories under 
section 165 of the Revised Statutes." 


Mr. DOLPH. I think this bill is of much importance and I think 
it changes the provision as to how contracts with private parties shall 
be made, I think the report ought to be printed and lie over until 
to-morfdw, and I ask that that be done. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me suggest to the Senator from Oregon that it is 
practically exactly what the Senate passed after debate, and there is 
nothing in the report which is in the nature of asurprise, nothing that 
affects what the Senate has done. It simply changes the form of doing it 
in this, that in place of making an appropriation of $3,375,000, as the 
Senate did, we simply provide for a contract limiting the. Secretary of 
War in the obligation on the of the Government to a million dol- 
lars in one year, and the total obligation to the $3,375,000, without 
making any current appropriation at all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But, Mr. President, if I understood the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawrs]—perhaps I am wrong—that is not 
the point which attracted my attention, because that is perfectly right, 
as far as I can see, but the former law, as I understood the Senator 
from Massachusetts to say, provided that in each of these tests and 
applications the best man or the best performance would be entitled 
to come in and dothe work. Now, the law is to be changed, it is said, 
so that the Secretary of War has a discretion to go down the line of 
bidders or propositions, and so forth and so on, and take out people 
below that he may choose to favor, whose tests or whose propositions 
are not up to the top of the mark. That I should have very great 
doubt as to the propriety of. 

Mr. PLUMB. TheSenatoris mistaken about that. The law of 1888 
did provide for a competitive test. It provided for the acceptance of 
the guns which should prove to be the very best. That provision 
proved to be entirely ineffective, because for one reason, if for no other, 
no one was willing to submit a gun to a test of that kind, and, further, 
because of the fact that there might be two guns of practically equal 
merit, and yet there was no ability to take but the one, and conse- 
quently no one would make a gun to be subjected to conditions of that 
kind. 

But this provides for making specifications for guns by the Govern- 
ment just as for ships. It says whoever makes a gun that comes up 
to the specifications shall find a purchaser in the Government. That 
is all in this contract which he makes. And yet, while one man may 
make a gun according to the specifications, another man may, and 
probably will, make a gun better than the specifications, and yet be- 
cause some one, in resolving doubts, thinks that one gun is better than 
another, although both are up to the specifications, the gun of one is 
to be taken to the exclusion of that of the other. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, The effect of it, if I may interrupt the Senator 
from Kansas, is to give the Secretary of War a discretion amony various 
competitors to take which one he will. 

Mr. PLUMB. Not at all. He simply asks forcontracts to make guns 
according to the specifications just as the Secretary of the Navy does 
to make ships on certain specifications, 

Mr. DAWES. Every one has as much right as any other. 

Mr. PLUMB. Every one has as much right as another. Alla bid- 
der is required to dois to comply with the specifications, and it does 
not say, it two men have complied, if one has something a little better 
than the specifications, the man who has complied with the specifica- 
tion shall be cut out. 

But what I rose to say to the Senator from Oregon was that this is 
precisely the proposition which passed the Senate when the bill 
was under consideration, and consequently the committee of confer- 
ence have not brought anything new into it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Nobody has contended for that. But the thing 
that troubles me now is, according to the law as it stands, as stated by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, the man who offered a test that was 
best, that test was to be the one on which the acceptance was to be 
made and the money expended. Now, that is proposed to be changed 
in such a way that, in fact and effect, the Secretary of War is allowed 
a discretion to go below the first and the best test and take something 
that somebody may think is a good thing to do. 

Mr. PLUMB. But there is this difference: that law is not repealed; 
that law still remains, so that if any one wants to build a gun under 
that be can do so and call upon the Government to purchase it. The 
old law is not repealed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is different. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is true. This provides for a different way of 
getting guns; that the Government shall make specifications, saying, 
“We want a particular kind of gun. Now, who will furnish and at 
what price this kind of a gun? The Government is supposed to know 


what kind of a gun it needs, and the Senator can see that a gun is an 
expensive thing to make. Noone can afford to make a single gun at 
almost aay i There must be some resolving of doubt to deter- 
mine which is the best. It comes to the question of human judgment 
finally. 

The man who makes the gun says, “I think my gun is the best, but 
the Ordnance Department may decide differently, and consequently 
I will not run that risk; but the Government makes the specifica- 
tions, and says, Make a gun which shall be laminated so much, which 
shall be of a certain density of material. which shall have certain struct- 
ural strength aud certain resisting power, and all that sort of thing, 
and if you do that and submit it to the test of firing two hundred 
shots, more or less, as the case may be, and it shall come out unscathed, 
then we will buy more guns from you of the same kind.” 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is that amendment No. 25? 

Mr. PLUMB. Amendment No. 25. It is section 2 which contem- 
plates the expenditure of $3,375,000. 

That, I want to say, is just precisely the way we got every gun we 
have ever had in the Navy or in the Army. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That may be. I have no doubt of the entire cor- 
rectness of the Senator’s statement, as he is always very correct as to 
facts, but what is the objection to this thing being putin print, so that 
we may see it? 

Mr. PLUMB. None whatever. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And understand it perfectly. I dare say the ex- 
planation of the Senator from Kansas will, when he can see the report 
in print, be entirely satisfactory. There seems to be in my own mind 
Iam not very clear about anything—a certain ‘difficulty about this 
change which has been made that I do not quite understand. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall be very glad to see the report in print. 

Mr. PLUMB. I only rose to meet the suggestion of the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. DoLpH] that we had introduced something which 


was new. I did not design making any objection to the printing of 
the report. 
Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Kansas misunderstood me if he 


thought I said there was something in this report which was not in 
the Senate bill. I said I did not understand the report from the mere 
reading at the desk and as I thought it an important matter it should 
be printed. I did not entirely agree with all the provisions contained 
in the bill as it passed the Senate, soliciting bids for furnishing guns 
to the Government by private parties. I simply wished to vote ad- 
rey myself about it, and therefore I suggested that the report be 
printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (to Mr. DoLPH). Make a motion to that effect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be printed in the 
1 it having been read. Does the Senator desire it separately 
printed? 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I think that would be preferable because we can 
see it much better as a document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the report 
will be separately printed as a document and lie over till to-morrow. 
The Chair will lay before the Senate a joint resolution from the House 
of Representatives 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to say a word on this matter. 
over? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to-morrow morning. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam afraid I shall not, and thatis the difference. 
[Laughter.] Iam obliged to go out of town. 

Anybody who thinks he can get several people to compete for the 
manufacture of costly steel guns by asking them to build one and send it 
up foratest makesa great mistake. Men cannot putupthe plant tomake 
a 12-inch steel gun for much less than $2,000,000, and the idea that 
capitalists in this country are going to put up a $2,000,000 plant upon 
spec,“ as to whether they shall sell one gun, or ten, or twenty, or 
even fifty guns, incompetition, isa great mistake. Three million three 
hundred and seventy-five thousand dollars is the total sum provided for 
here, and the whole of it, or twice that, would not pay any man for putting 
up a $2,000,000 plant. I will tell you what will result from this—and 
Iam glad of it that some concern will getabout the whole of it. There 
is not a concern in the country that can build a 12-inch gun now. I 
believe an 8 or a 10 inch gun has been built. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. An -inch gun has been made. 

Mr. HAWLEY. You will find the history of some of them, with a 
big pipe in the middle, on which the bands are shrunk that were made 
abroad in some cases. We have built at Midvale a gun or two, and 
the great Bethlehem works only forge the heavy parts, the rough 
turnings and the rough forgings, and the navy-yard here is the only 
finishing establishment we have in full operation. In the establish- 
ment here guns are finished for the Navy, and the Navy is very far 
ahead of the Army in that work. It makes the rongh parts and as- 
sembles and turns them up, and they are finely fitted to within two- 
thousandths of an inch, and they are put together like a telescope. 

The bids for building these large guns will come from one or two 
concerns. So that the work is done I do not care what concern gets 


Has it gone 


It has gone over and will come up 
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the contract or who does the work; but yon are going to be very much 
mistaken if you expect to find more than one, or certainly more than 
two, concerns who will offer to bid; for this contemplates a completed 
gun, rough forging and assembling, and fine turning besides. 

Mr. DAWES. It will do no harm to leave it open to all, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not say it will do any harm, but I say you are 
laying out labor and machinery fora competition which does not amount 
to a last year’s bird-nest ; but we shall get the guns, and for that let 
us be duly thankful. It is time that we began this work. I am glad 
that the Senator from Kansas and the Senator from Maryland are finally 
agreeing cordially in a scheme that is likely to give us a gun. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 210) to print the enlogies on Hon. Ed- 
ward J. Gay was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. ALDRICH, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. SAWYER. I should be glad to have the Senator yield that I 
may ask for a short executive session. We have not had one for over 
a week. 

Mr. DOLPH. Do I understand the Senator from Rhode Island to 
yield for an executive session ? 

Mr. ALDRICH, I withdraw my motion to adjourn. 

Mr. SAWYER. Imove that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business, After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, August 8, 1890, at 10 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate the 7th day of August, 1890. 
CONSUL-GENERAL, 

Felix A. Mathews, of California, now consul at Tangier, to be con- 
sul-general of the United States at that place, pursuant to the act of 
Congress approved July 14, 1890, 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Adjutant-General’s Department. 

Lieut. Col, Thomas M. Vincent, assistant adjutant-general, to be as- 
sistant adjutant-general with the rank of colonel, August 2, 1890, vice 
Whipple, retired from active service. 

Maj. Merritt Barber, assistant adjutant-general, to be assistant adju- 
tant-gencral with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, August 2, 1890, rice 
Vincent, promoted. 

Fourth Regiment of Infantry. 

Second Lieut. Edward H. Browne, to be first lientenant, July 17, 1890, 

vice O'Brien, appointed regimental quartermaster. 
Eleventh Regiment of Infantry. 

Second Lieut. Lorenzo P. Davidson, to be first lieutenant, July 28, 

1890, vice Travis, appointed regimental adjutant. 
Third Regiment of Artillery. 

Additional Second Lieut, George Le R, Erwin, of the Fifth Artillery, 
to be second lieutenant, July 28, 1890, vice Dann, appointed first lien- 
tenant in the Ordnance Department. 

POSTMASTERS, 


Samuel A. Thomas, to be postmaster at Del Norte, in the county of 
Rio Grande and State of Colorado; the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after July 1, 1890. 

Samuel M. Griffin, to be postmaster at Quitman, in the county of 
Brooks and State of Georgia, in the place ot Hiram Hubert, removed. 

Thomas H. Triplett, to be postmaster at Dalton, in the county of 
— and State of Georgia, in the place of Columbus Browning, re- 
moved. 

Albert F. Huggins, to be postmaster at Shelbina, in the county of 
Shelby and State of Missouri, in the place of John F. Preston, removed. 

John M. Glasgow, to be postmaster at South Omaha, in the county 
of Dongias and State of Nebraska, in the place of Peter Cockrell, re- 
moved. 

John H. Crandall, to be postmaster at Bolivar, in the county of Alle- 
gany and State of New York, in the place of B. O. Newton, removed. 

Simon C. Wagenseller, to be postmaster at Shamokin, in the county 
of Northumberland and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William 
A. Sterling, removed. 

Ralph N. Warner, jr., to be postmaster at Haverford College, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania; the appointment of 
a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1890. 

William E. ey Bd be | ees at Piedmont, in the county of 
3 and State of West Virginia, in the place of John Gardner, re- 
sign 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 7, 1890. 
REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Samuel Gordon, of Miles City, Mont., to.be register of the land 
office at Miles City, Mont. 

Edmund W. Roberts, of Grass Valley, Cal., to be register of the land 
office at Sacramento, Cal. 

JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 


Mathias V. Buckey, of District of Columbia, to be a justice of the 
peace in and for the District of Columbia (to be assigned to the city of 
Georgetown). 

POSTMASTERS. 


Henry Clay Bulis, to be postmaster at Decorah, in the county of Win- 
neshiek and State of Iowa. 

Albert D. Lawrence, to be postmaster at Tecumseh, in the county of 
Lenawee and State of Michigan. 

Charles H. Schoregge, to be postmaster at Sleepy Eye, in the county 
of Brown and State of Minnesota. i 

George L. Bartlett, to be postmaster at Natick, in the county of Mid- 
dlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

John Berger, to be postmaster at Hicksville, in the county of Defiance 
and State of Ohio. 

William P. Bentley, to be postmaster at Bluffton, in the county of ` 
Allen and State of Ohio. 

Chester Johnson, to be postmaster at Thompsonville, in the county of 
Hartford and State of Connecticut. 

John P. Teagarden, to be postmaster at Waynesburgh, in the county 
of Greene and State of Pennsylvania. 

Charles E. Anderson, to be postmaster at Weston, in the county of 
Lewis and State of West Virginia. 

Thomas H. Smith, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the county of 
Chesterfield and State of Virginia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, August 7, 1890. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. D 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXPLANATION OF A PAIR, 


Mr. McCOMAS. Having been paired with the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. ENLOE], I understood yesterday that the pair had been 
transferred, and therefore I yoted on the original-package bill, I now 
find by the RECORD that the gentleman from Tennessee was not pro- 
tected bya pair. I presume I can not withdraw the vote which 1 cast 
yesterday, although I should be glad to do so. Under the circum- 
stances it is proper I should make this explanation in justice to the 
gentleman from Tennessee, with whom I was paired. 

; ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole to resume the consideration of the gen- 
eral deficiency bill. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a mo- 
ment for a privileged report from the Committee on Printing. If it 
gives rise to any debate I will withdraw it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Is it the resolution for the printing of 
the eulogies on the late Mr. Gay? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, That is one matter, and there is another 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have declined to yield to several 
other gentlemen; but I will yield to the gentleman trom Tennessee to 
report the resolution for printing the eulogies on Mr. Gay. 


EULOGIES ON HON. EDWARD J. GAY. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Printing, submitted the 
following report: 


The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the accompanying con- 
current resolution to print the eulogies delivered in Con upon the late 
Edward J. Gay, have considered the same and report it back to the House 
with the recommendation that the accompanying joint resolution be adopted 
as a substitute therefor, and that the concurrent resolution do lie on the table. 

The estimated cost of printing 25,000 copies is $10,375. 


Joint resolution to print the culogies on Hon, Edward J. Gay. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, ete., That there be printed 
of the eulogies delivered in Congress on the late Edward J. Gay, a Represent- 
ative in the Fifty-first Congress from the State of Louisiana, 25,000 copies, of 
which number 6,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 19,000 copies 
for the use of the House of Representatives; and the Secretary of the 3 
be, and he is hereby, directed to nave prinsed a portrait of the said Edward J. 
Gay to accompany said eulogies, and for the pee of engraving and print- 
ing said portrait the sum of $1,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. That of the quota to the House of 8 the Public Printer 
shall set apart 50 copies, which he shall have bound in full morocco with gilt 


edges, the same to be delivered when completed to the family of the d 
The SPEAKER. In lieu of a concurrent resolution which was re- 
ferred to the committee they have reported a joint resolution. 
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The joint resolution (H. Res. 210) was read a first and second time, 
and ordered to be engrossed ſor a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and . ny 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. r 

The latter motion was agreed to. r 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask that the concurrent resolution which 
was referred to the committee be laid on the table. 

TheSPEAKER. In theabsence of objection, that order will be made. 

EULOGIES ON HON. DAVID WILBER. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I yield for a moment to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. STIVERS], who desires to report from the 
Committee on Printing a joint resolution to print eulogies on our late 
fellow-member, Mr. Wilber. oat 

Mr. STIVERS, from the Committee on Printing, reported back a 
joint resolution which was read, as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 170) to print ealogies on Hon. David Wilber. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of 
America in Congress assembled, That there 
in Congress upon the late David Wilber, a Representative in the F- rst Con- 

from the State of New York, 10,000 of which 2,500 copies shall be 
the use of the Senate and 7,500for the use of the use of Represent- 
atives; and the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, ted 
to have printed a portrait of the said David Wilber, to accompany said eulogies, 
and for the purpose of engraving and printing said portrait the sum of $1,000, 
orso much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. That of the quota to the 
House of Representatives the Public Printer shall set apart 50 copies, which he 
shall have bound in full morocco with gilt edges, the same to be delivered 
when completed to the widow of the deceased. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 

time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
CONTRACT FOR INTERNATIONAL MAIL TRANSPORTATION. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to make a privileged report. Iam in- 
structed to report back from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, with a favorable recommendation, a resolution of inquiry in- 
troduced by my colleague [Mr. VAUX] on the 30th of July last. 

The report of the committee was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the 
resolution “That the Postmaster-General be requested to report to the House 
of Representatives copies of the agreements or contracts made for carrying 
the mails of the United States to foreign countries, the conditions on which the 
awards are made, and the rate of payments for such services,” report the same 
back to the House of Representatives favorably and recommend its passage, for 
the reason that while section 828 of the Laws and lations (Revised 
Statutes, 4009) would seem to cover the information asked for, yet, as certain 
conditions of the foreign mail service may require specific contracts therefor, 
the committee recommend that the resolution do pass. 


The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be requested to report to the House of 


printed of the eulogies delivered 


Representatives ies of the agreements or contracts made for ing the 
mails of the Uni States to foreign countries, the conditions 8 the 
awards are made, and the rate of payments for such services. 


The resolution was adopted. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. SIMONDS, for not to exceed 10 days, on account of illness. 
To Mr. SHIVELY, indefinitely, on account of illness. 
To Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, indefinitely, on account of ill- 


ness. 

To Mr. PENINGTON, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. MARTIN, of Texas, indefinitely, on account of sickness in 
his family. 

To Mr, Owens, of Ohio, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. STEPHENSON, indefinitely, on account of sickness and be- 
cause of important business. 

GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I now renew the motion that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to further consider 
the general deficiency appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. Payson in the chair). 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay G A. Mathews in full for the unexpired term of the Fifty-first 
Congress, for which he was elected as a Delegate from the Territory of Dakota, 
namely, 0 2, 1889, to March 4. 1891, $6,679.70. 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out that paragraph. 
I do this for the purpose, first, of asking the gentleman from Iowa, in 
charge of the bill, as to the state of facts on which this ph is 
prened, e second, whether there is any precedent for the pro- 


n. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I think there is, Mr. Chairman, I will 
say in answer to the gentleman from Arkansas; but I will yield the 
floor to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS], my colleague on 
the subcommittee, who is familiar with the facts and also with the 


precedents. ; 
Mr. PETERS, Wr. Chairman, the facts of the case in point briefly 


a, eee poh of the United States of 


are, that Mr. Mathews, at the general election held in 1885, was elected 
a Delegate to the Fifty-first Congress from the Territory of Dakota, his 
term beginning on the 4th day ot March, 1889. He continued in the ca- 
pacity of a Delegate to the Fifty-first Congress until the proclamation of 
the President on the 2d day of November, 1889, which admitted the 
States of North and South Dakota. He received pay from the 4th day 
of March, 1889, up to the time of the admission of these States, The 
amount of pay received was $3,320.30. The paragraph in the bill now 
under consideration provides for the payment of the remainder of his 
salary during the term for which he was elected. ‘These are, briefly, 
the facts in the case. 

In regard to the precedent, I will state to the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas that there is but one precedent, so far as I have been able to find, 
or as far as the Committee on Appropriations is aware, upon which 
precedent the committee have based its action in this case in allowing 
pay for the remainder of theCongressional term. The precedent is fur- 
nished in the case of Paul Fearing, a Delegate from the Northwestern 
Territory in the Seventh After his election the State of Ohio 
was admitted into the Union, and it was said then that that vacated 
his seat as a Delegate, and that he was not entitled to continue to keep 
the seat during the remainder of the term. 

The case will be found cited in Contested Election Cases from 1789 
to 1834, on page 127, the case being No. 19. The record of the case is 
not very complete, but being short I will read it: 

Mr. Davis said that while on the subject of seats improperly held he haped 


another member would, by resigning, relieve the House from the necessity of 


deciding on his case. He questioned whether a Territorial Delegate could rep- 


resent a State. He alluded to the State of Ohio. It appeared to him that a 
State must be represented in a full manner by Representatives entitled as well 
to vote asto debate, The gentleman, therefore, who held hisseat as the Rep- 
resentative of the Territory could not remain in that character after the Terri- 
tory had become a State; neither could he be considered as the tative 
of the State; inasmuch as he had been appointed under the Territorial govern- 
ment. Mr. Davis concluded by giving notice that unless the gentieman re- 
signed he should offer a motion to vacate his seat. 

The resolution referred to by Mr. Davis, and submitted by him, is 
in the following words: 5 

Resolved, That inasmuch as the late territory of the United States northwest 
of the river Ohio have, by virtue of an net of Congress passed on the Ist day of 
May, 1802, formed a constitution and State government, and have thereby, and 
by virtue of the act of Congress aforesaid, become a separate and independent 
State by the name of Ohio,” that Paul Fearing, a member of this House, who 
was elected by the late Territorial government of the territory northwest of the 
river Ohio, is no longer entitled to a seat in this House. 

Ordered, That the said motion be referred to the Committee on Elections; that 
they do examine the matter thereof and report the same, with their opinion 
thereupon, to the House. 

On the 31st day of January, 1803, the Committee on Elections, to 
which this matter was referred, made the following report: 

That the committee have, according to order, examined the matter thereof 
and report the following resolution as their opinion thereon: 

“ Resolved, That Paul Fearing, the Delegate from the territory northwest of 
the river Ohio, is still entitled to a seat in this House.” 

Ordered, That the said report do lie on the table. 

Then comes a note appended, which says: . 

Mr. Fearing had taken his seat at the commencement of the session, and the 
above report was never further acted on. 

Mr. ROGERS. Allow me to disturb my friend from Kansas a mo- 
ment by asking him to restate the last statement made; my attention 
was temporarily called away. 

Mr. PETERS. It was the action of the Committee on Elections on 
the resolution to the effect that Mr. Fearing was entitled to his seat; 
but the report, as I have said, was never acted upon in the House. 

Mr. ROGERS. Entitled to his seat as a Member or a Delegate? 

Mr. PETERS. As a Delegate 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not as a Delegate to represent a State? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In that case let me ask the 
gentleman, were the Representatives of the State admitted? I am not 
familiar with the facts. The gentleman knows that Idaho and Wy- 
oming have no representatives on the floor except Delegates.. In the 
case I cited were Representatives admitted to the floor of the Honse 
while this gentleman claimed to hold a seat as Delegate? 

Mr. PETERS. I will answer the gentleman by reading again the 
resolution which was adopted: 

Resolved, That Paul Fearing, the Delegate from the territory northwest of 
the river Ohio, is still entitled to a seat in this House. 

That is the entire resolution, so far as the findings of the committee 
are concerned, as shown by the record; and, asI said, the record is very 
meager. That is all of it. 

Mr. ROGERS. Action was never had. 

Mr. PETERS. No action was ever taken by the House upon the 
resolution offered by the committee, but he remained in his seat. Mr. 
Fearing had taken his seat at the commencement of the session and the 
report was never further acted upon. That is the statement in the 
note that was made by the editor of this book. 

Mr. HERBERT. Is there any record that shows that he continued 
to sit? 


Mr. PETERS. Another record shows that he did continue to sit and 


drew his pay during the term. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The question I wanted toask 
was, did Mr. F take his seat as a Representative from the State? 


Mr. PETERS. 0; as a Delegate from the Territory. 


1890. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. At what time did the Repre- 
sentative from the State take his seat? I am not familiar with the prec- 
edent, and that is the reason I ask the question. I apprehend that 
the difference between that case and the case of the Dakotas is this: 
That in that case the State of Ohio, which had been a part of the North- 
west Territory, was admitted as a State, but that the Delegate was al- 
lowed to remain to represent not only the territory that had become 
the State of Ohio but also the remainder of that Northwest Territory, 

- which included a large area besides the new State of Ohio. 

Mr. PETERS. If the gentleman from Kentucky will allow me, the 
act of Congress admitting the State of Ohio was passed on the Ist day 
of May, 1802. Prior to that time Mr. Fearing had been elected as a 
Delegate from the Northwest Territory. Now, the Congress to which 
he was elected did not begin until the 4th of March, 1803, the follow- 
ing 4th of March 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now right there, if my friend 
is familiar with the facts—tor I am not- is it not true that the North- 
west Territory included a large territory outside of the limits of the 
State of Ohio, and that therefore Mr. Fearing still represented that ter- 
ritory which was outside of the limits of Ohio? 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, thatisthecase. There was a territory outside 
of the State of Ohio, which was carved out of the Northwest Territory, 
that still remained. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, is not the reverse true 
in this case? The Territory of Dakota was cut into two States and no 
part was left in the Territorial condition, so that the question is en- 
tirely different from the one submitted to that Congress. 

Mr. PETERS. Well, Isubmit, Mr. Chairman, thatit is not entirely 
different. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Somewhat different. 

Mr. PETERS. There was a territory, an area of land remaining 
outside of the State of Ohio, which was formerly a part of the North- 
west Territory, but if I remember right Congress at the same time that 
it created the State of Ohio also organized that remaining territory 
into various Territories, 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Did not the House decide that Mr. 
Fearing still represented the territory that was left? 

Mr. PETERS. Les, the House decided that he still represented the 
territory that was lett. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What is the analogy between that case and 
this? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Fearing was still a Del- 
egate representing so much of the territory outside of the limits of 
Ohio as remained a part of the Northwest Territory. Therefore the 
case is not analogous to this one. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ilinois. That is what I understand. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In this case there is no ter- 
ritory left in a Territorial condition to be represented by the Territo- 
rial Delegate. 

Mr. ROGERS. If the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] will 
allow me, I think this thing ought not to get off of the ground upon 
which the resolution is placed. The resolution does not say that the 
Delegate has still the right to represent that Territory, though in point 
of tact that is what it means; but the resolution says that he is still 
entitled tohisseat. And whyentitled tohisseat? Because the North- 
west Territory still existed, minus that part of it which was incorpo- 
rated into the State of Ohio by the admission of the State. 

Now, if my friend will allow me just a moment further—because I 
invite his attention to the discussion—when a promissory note is put 
in suit and a judgment recovered, the note is merged into the judg- 
ment and the validity of the note at once ceases ; so, when a Territory 
of this Union is organized into a State or incorporated into a State, ad- 
mitted into the Union as a State, the Territory is merged into the Stute 
and the Territory no longer has any existence. If that were not true, 
the gentleman will at once see that, if this precedent which he repre- 
sents here be good, we would have a State represented by Members of 
Congress and at the same time represented by a Delegate, which no- 
body would contend for, because that would put it upon a different 
basis from any other State in the Union. 

So that if my friend will observe for a moment, the precedent which 
he cites is not a precedent for this case. It would be a precedent for 
Wyoming and Idaho, because there the Delegates, who had been se- 
lected from those Territories, were admitted here and had taken their 
seats at the time that Idaho and Wyoming became States, and perhaps 
they might be allowed to hold their seats, although I doubt that very 
much, until the Representatives from those States reached here, qual- 
ified, and entered upon the discharge of their duties. But certainly 
they could not remain after those States had elected Representatives 
to represent them upon this floor, under the terms and provisions of 
the Constitution; otherwise they would stand upon a different basis 
from other States in the American Union, which could not be recog- 
nized or tolerated at all. But I will say that it does not necessarily 
follow, because these things are true, that these gentlemen are not en- 

| titled to their salaries, and it is that precedent, if there is any, rather 
than by one which the gentleman from Kansas has cited, which I am 
asking 
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Mr, PETERS. Still, as I have already stated, the record discloses that 
Mr. Fearing did represent his Territory for the remainder of his term. 

Mr. ROGERS. Because he represented the Territory. 

Mr. PETERS. That is true, but at the same time that Ohio was 
admitted as a State the Territory of Wisconsin and several other Ter- 
ritories were created out of this Northwest Territory. 

Mr, GIFFORD. And provision was made for the representation of 
those other Territories by Delegates. ‘ 

Mr, ROGERS. Baut there were other portions of that Northwest 
Territory that were not made into Territories; and they had the right 
to elect a Representative as long as a square foot of it was left. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Not atter Ohio was admitted. 

Mr. ROGERS, That is a question of fact. The gentleman from 
Kansas says there was. 

Mr. PETERS. There was an amount of territory outside of the 
State of Ohio. f 

Mr. GIFFORD. This is what he says: At the same time that Ohio 
was admitted there were organized the Territories of Wisconsin and 
others, and they elected their Delegates; so that the precedents show 
Mr. Fearing was elected a Delegate for the Northwestern Territory. 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman makes that statement, but does not 
give us any authority, historical or otherwise. 

Mr. PETERS. There is no authority for it, butit isa historical fact. 

Mr. ROGERS. I question the fact. ; 

Mr. PETERS. I think the historical fact can be shown. 

Mr. ROGERS. I question the fact whether it is possible to show 
that any man has ever occupied a seat upon this floor as a Delegate at 
any period of our history after the Territory for which he had been 
elected a Delegate had been merged into a great State under the Con- 
stitution and become a State of the Union, when there was no Terri- 
tory for which he was elected a Delegate outside, or in some other Ter- 
ritory of the Government, and not represented by other parties selected 
for that purpose. But all I ask on that point is proof. 

Mr, PETERS. I have not the historical evidence at hand, but can 
get it. But there is this position upon which I think the committee 
based its opinion, and that is the general principle of law that where 
a man is elected to a position and obtains vested rights, those vested 
rights can not be legislated away from him; and Paul Fearing having 
been elected a Delegate from the Northwestern Territory, and having ob- 
tained vested rights by reason of acontract made between that Territory 
and himself and the United States Government, no action by Congress 
afterwards could destroy or take away from him that vested right, and 
I think upon that ground, as well as upon the other, the committee 
came to their conclusion, although the record is silent as to whether 
that entered into the consideration of the question at all. s 

Now, I want to call attention to the status of the Dakota case. Mr. 


Matthews was elected a Delegate in November, 1888, but entered upon 
his duties as a Delegate for Dakota on the 4th of March, 1889. He 
obtained vested rights by reason of the contract with the Territory and 


the people of the United States. Having obtained those vested rights, 
he entered upon their enjoyment. He continued to act as Delegate 
from the 4th of March, 1889, until the proclamation of the President, 
which was in November, 1889. 

Now, then, I think it is well settled that no legislative act could 
take away from Mr. Mathews the vested rights he acquired by reason 
of the contract entered into between himself and the people. 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. I wish toask the gentleman a question there. 

Ir. PETERS. Very well. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Could he have a vested right to pay for serv- 
ices that he néver could perform? 

Mr. PETERS. He had the vested right for the Congressional term 
to which he was elected; and that was two years under our law and 
the Constitution. 

Mr. FORNEY. Unless the Territory was admitted as a State; then 
his vested rights ceased. 

Mr. PETERS. No, sir; because, if the gentleman from Alabama will 
give me his attention for a moment, if you admit that the Terri 
coming into the Union could take away his vested right, then yo - 
mit that legislation can take away a vested right. 

Mr. FORNEY. He had no vested right after the admission of the 
Territory into the Union as a State. The only right he had was to re- 
main here as a Delegate so long as it remained a Territofy, when his 
rights ceased; and certainly he is not entitled to any pay beyond that 
time. 

Mr. PETERS. He was not elected as Delegate until the State was 
admitted. He was elected Delegate to the Fifty-first Congress for the 
constitutional term. : 

Mr. FORNEY. He was elected for two years; but if in the mean 
time the Territory should become a State his term expired. 

Mr. PETERS. But that was nota part of the contract between him 
and the people. If it be true asa principle of Jaw that no legislation 
could take away a vested right, then as the legislation that admitted 
the State of Ohio conld not affect the vested rights of Mr. Fearing, so 
the legislation and the constitution that admitted the Dakotas under 
the proclamation of the President can not take away the vested rights 
of Mr. Mathews, + 
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The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HERBERT. There is nosuch thing, Mr. Chairman, as a vested 
right in an office created by legislative authority. That question has 
frequently been decided. If a Legislature creates an office—and the 
office of Delegate from a Territory is created solely by Congress—then 
the same power which creates that office can put an end to it at any 
time, That question, I repeat, has been frequently decided and is no 
longer open to discussion. I have sent for an authority on the subject, 
Lawrence ts. The State, reported in the twentieth volume of Alabama 
Reports, where the question was decided in relation to a sheriff. In 
my own State it has been frequently decided also that a judgeship 
ereated by an act of the Legislature can be abolished —— 

Mr. PETERS, There is no question about that. There is no ques- 
tion that the courts have decided that the office may be abolished and 
that the salary may be decreased or diminished, but the party is en- 
titled to whatever salary is allowed to remain by law for the term 
for which he was elected. 

Mr. HERBERT. No; the decisions are directly the reverse of that, 
namely, that when the Legislature abolishes the office the salary goes 
with it. ` 

Mr. PETERS. That may be so in some States, but not in all, 

Mr. HERBERT. It is the case under the common law and all over 
the Union. There can not, I think, be found anywhere a case which 
holds the contrary doctrine. Now, in this instance this case cited tails 
entirely as a precedent. It is not analogous to this case. Fearing was 
allowed to sit as a Delegate for the Territory from which he was elected 
until the end of the term for which he was elected. Being allowed to 
do the work, equitably and rightfully he got the pay. But the ques- 
tion in this case is whether, after Congress has destroyed the office of 
Delegate from the Territory of Dakota and hascreated another office inits 
place, or rather, after that other office has arisen by virtue of the joint 
action of this body and of the Constitution, the man shall be paid the 
salary of an office which no longer exists. 

The office of Representative in Congress from the State of Dakota be- 
ing created, the office of the Delegate ceased, his work ceased, he no 
longer performed the duty, and therefore he is no longer entitled to the 
pay. The question was asked the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] 
whether Fearing continued to represent any Territory at all. If the 
gentleman will look into the facts—and it is just as easy for him to as- 
certain the whole of the facts in that case as the part of them he has 
stated—he will find, I think, that there wassome Territory which Fear- 
ing could still rightfully represent, But here there is no Territory which 
this gentleman could represent, or which he pretends to represent. 
The gentleman is no doubt at work elsewhere doing something else; 
and shall this Congress now vote to pay him for the work that he is not 
doing? 

Mr OUTHWAITE. And which somebody else is doing. 

Mr. HERBERT, Shall it pay him, and also pay the Representative 
who is doing the work? There isno analogy between this case and the 
cases cited, and no precedent can be found for a payment of this kind. 
I will now yield the floor fora moment to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BAKER] while I look up the authority to which I have re- 
ferred. 


The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe gentleman from Alabama yields the floor 
the Chair will recognize the gerrtleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL]. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I feel as though there were proper 
arguments to be made in favor of the item under consideration. Mr. 
Mathews was elected to this House for the Fifty-first Congress in No- 
vember, 1888. He came on here to represent territory which has now 
three Representatives, two from South Dakota and one from North Da- 
kota. Mr. Mathews was subjected to all the expenses incident to an 
election. He come on here and, tomy knowledge, he was loaded down 
with an amount of work grrater than that which rests upon any one 
Member or Delegate in this House. 

There are some things, Mr. Chairman, that render me exceedingly 
interested in this case. Mr. Mathews came on here leaving at his 
home an invalid wife. He was compelled to go back to his home to 
bring that invalid wife to the city of Chicago, where she remained 
under treatment during all the winter. In the early spring she be- 
sought him to come to Chicago and take her to Washington. He did 
so. She remained here two or three weeks and then began to fail very 
rapidly. He then took her as fur as Chicago on her way home, where 
she died. He was subjected to larger expenses than the amount of 
his salary during the ten or eleven months when he was a Delegate to 
this House. He had three clerks in his employ during the time he 
was here in the winter and spring, and he remained here until July to 
do the work of that Jarge Territory. 

Now, if there is any place for humanity to play a part in these mat- 
ters, it ought to play that part in behalf of Mr. Mathews. He was 
a pe man; he was subjected to all these great expenses, and, in the 
whirl and change of affairs in the Territory, he lost his seat, and there 
is a stronger argument in favor of allowing him the two years’ salary 
than there is for paying the widows of members because of the deaths 
of their husbands. Many of these widows are wealthy; yet we pay 
them the salary for a time when their husbands did no more service 
than this man who was voted out of his seat by the action of Congress, 

_and I certainly hope that this item will not be stricken from the bill. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. This gentleman was never 
sworn in and never took his place on this floor, I understand. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I know; but he was justas mucha member after 
the 4th of March as you or L 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. We provide in this bill for a payment 
of aan $11,000 to the widow of a deceased member who was never 
sworn 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I simply wanted to ascertain 
the fact, which seemed to be left in some uncertainty by the previous 
statement of the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, the argument of the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] in favor of this proposition is 
one of law from his standpoint, and of equity from another standpoint. 
The argument of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] ap- 
peals to the sympathy of the House. In the statement of the gentle- 
man from Kansas he said that in the case cited as a precedent the Del- 
egate represented a Territory which was admitted, and that he con- 
tinued thereafter to hold his seat as a Delegate and draw the pay. Now, 
what are the facts? Under the ordinance of 1787 the Territory of Ohio 
was created. 

On April 30, 1802, Ohio was carved out of this Northwest Territory, 
then called the Territory of Ohio, and was admitted as a State, leaving 
a large portion of the Northwest Territory out of which were subse- 
quently carved the State of Indiana (which was created s Territory in 
1800 and aState in 1816) and the State of Wisconsin (which was made 
a Territory in 1836 and a State in 1847). 

So that it will be seen that in the case cited the Delegate, after the 
admission of the State of Ohio, continued to represent a vast outlying 
territory as a Delegate. He performed the duties of a Delegate of the 
Territory, a portion of which had been erected into a State. Other States 
were subsequently created out of this vast area. In the case cited the 
gentleman referred to continued, of course, upon the floor of Congress 
asa Cpa long as any portion of that Territory continued to exist 
as such, 

Now, as to the question of vested right in the case before us, Mr. 
Mathews came here as the Delegate from Dakota to serve as long as the 
Territory should exist. He was himself a strong and able advocate of 
statehood for Dakota, joining with other members of the Fiftieth Con- 
gress who were urging the admission of that Territory as two States, 
When the Territory was divided and came into the Union as two States, 
North and South Dakota, he ceased to be a Delegate. His vested right 
could not continue longer than the Territory continued to exist as such. 
He was elected as a Delegate from that Territory, and his chief duty 
here was to seek to terminate his representative function as a Delegate. 
He had no duty to perform as a Delegate one moment beyond the time 
when the Territory was divided and the two States created. He then 
ceased to be a Delegate and ceased to have any claim upon the Treasury 
of the United States for pay as such, 

Now the question arises whether this is a case in which Congress is 
called upon to vote Mr. Mathews this compensation asa mere matter 
ofequity. If this money be given to him under this bill it is a pure 
gratuity and can be nothing else. Ishould be glad to see Mr. Matthews 
benefited, for he was an able and industrious Delegate. But I do not 
think we have any right, Mr. Chairman, to vote money from the 
Treasury to pay salary to him as a Delegate after his office had ceased 
and the Territory formerly represented by him had come into the 
Union as the States of North and South Dakota. There is no real 
claim in this case to our equitable consideration except that springing 
from the sympathy which we all feel under such vircumstances for a 
gentleman who has served with us here. 

T again remind the Committee of the Whole that in the case which 
has been cited there was a Northwest Territory which continued to be 
represented by the Delegate. He properly continued to occupy the 
seat and draw the pay of a Delegate. But in this case, from the mo- 
ment of the admission of North and South Dakota as States, there was 
no Delegate. Take the cases of Idaho and Wyoming, lately Territor- 
ies, now admitted as States. The gentlemen who represented those two 
communities as Delegates, recognizing that their service had come to 
an end by operation of law, have retired to their homes, and they do 
not, as I understand, even pretend that there is any claim on their 
part, upon the ground of law or equity or mere sympathy, fer pay as 
Delegates since the admissson of their Territories as States. I think 
that the position of my friend from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] and the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] is entirely untenable. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call attention to the 
facts in regard to the organization of thé State of Ohio out of the North- 
west Territory, as bearing upon the precedent cited by the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. PETERS]. By the act of May 7, 1800, which I have 
before me, the Northwest Territory was divided into two parts. The 
first section of that act reads as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That from and after the 4th day of July next, all that part 
of the Territory of the United States northwest of the Ohio River, which lies to 
the westward of a line beginning at the Ohio opposite to the mouth of Kentucky 
River, and running thence to Fort Recovery, and thence north until it shall in- 
tersect the line between the United States and Canada, shall, for the 

u of temporary government, constitute a separate Territory, and be called 


jana 8 
SEN. 2. And be t further en That there shall be established within the 
said Territory a government in respects similar to that provided by the or- 
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dinance of Congress, passed on the 13th day of J ate for the government 
of the territory of the United States northwest of river Ohio; and the in- 
habitants thereof shall be entitled to, and enjoy all and singular the rights, 
privileges, and advantages granted and secured to the people by the said ordi- 
nance, 


It thus appears that by this act of May 7, 1800, the Northwest Ter 
ritory was divided into an eastern and a western division, the eastern 
division continuing to be known as the Northwest Territory, while the 
western division was known as the Indiana Territory. 

Now, Congress passed, April 30, 1802, an enabling act for the State 
of Ohio. ‘The first section of that is as follows: 


Be it enacted, cic., That the inhabitants of the eastern division of the territory 
northwest of the river Ohio be, and they are hereby, authorized to form for 
themselves a constitution and State government, and to assume such name as 
they shall deem proper, and the said State, when formed, shall be amitted into 
the Union upon the same footing with the original States in all respects what- 
ever. 

A part of section 3 reads as follows: 


That all that part of the territory of the United States, northwest of the river 
Ohio, heretoforé included in the eastern division of the Territory, and not in- 
cluded within the boundary herein prescribed for the said State, is hereby at- 
tached to, and made part of, the Indiana Territory, from and after the formation 
of the said State, subject nevertheless to be hereafter disposed of by Congress, 
according to the right reserved in the fifth article of the ordinance aforesaid. 

Mr. PICKLER. In what year was that act passed? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. In 1802. Thus it appears that as early as the 
7th of May, 1800, the Northwest Territory was divided into two parts; 
the first part, the eastern division (which afterward became the State of 
Ohio), being known asthe Northwest Territory, and all the rest, in- 
cluding what afterward became the States of Indiana, Illinois, Michi- 
gan and Wisconsin, was thereafter to be known as the Territory of In- 
diana; and not until the 30th day of April, 1802, was the State of Ohio 
enabled by the act of Congress to organize a State government for ad- 
mission as a State. Therefore, [submit that my friend from New York 
[Mr. BAKER] is entirely mistaken when he says that the cases are not 
analogous. ` 

As a matter of fact, the new Territory of Indiana was organized two 
years before Ohio was enabled to form a State constitution; and in 1803 
after Ohio was enabled, it was decided that Paul Fearing, a Delegate 
from the Northwestern Territory, was entitled to his seat and of course 
to his pay up to the end of his term, It does not appear, therefore, that 
the case is not analogous on the reasoning submitted by the gentleman 
from New York, but, on the contrary, that it presents a similar case. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let me ask the gentleman a question as to this 
third section to which he refers. By thatact a part of Ohio was trans- 
ferred to the Territory of Indiana. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired, but if 
there be no objection the Chair will recognize the gentleman to answer 
the question which has been submitted by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Section 3, as I have said, affects that portion of 
the Territory lying west of the present State of Ohio. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let me ask the gentleman, then, whether that 


does not indicate conclusively that there wasa portionof the Territory, | 


which had been in the western division, and which was, before the 
enabling act admitting-Ohio was passed, cut off, and madea portion of 
the Territory of Indiana. 

Mr.CUTCHEON. There was a portion of the Northwestern Territory 
lying along the west portion of the State of Ohio, between the Miami 
and the mouth of the Kentucky River, which was, in accordance with the 
terms of the division act, transferred to and made a portion of Indiana. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Now the gentleman from Michigan has said 
that this pending case is analogous to the one to which reference was 
made by the gentleman from Kansas. I wish to ask him if there was 
any Representative in Congress from Ohio during the time that Mr. 
Fearing sat here as Delegate, and receiving pay month after month for 
services as a member of Congress? If so, then of course it would be 
an analogous case. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iam not able to answer positively, but I infer 
that there was, necessarily, from the language of the report read by the 
gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I can answer the gentleman and say positively that 
there was. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I can only infer that there was. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Show the authority that there was a mem- 
ber from Ohio during that time, and we will concede the similitude of 
the cases. 

Mr. PICKLER. How could you have kept the Representative out? 
There must have been one when the State was organized. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No Representatives were elected. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, in order to make this case a 
precedent, a good many things must be shown which have not been 
shown up to this time in the discussion. I think, however, that no 
8 ought to be entitled to respect or followed in this House un- 

less it is founded in common sense ‘and common reason. 

Now, there is no doubt—nobody will question—that if Mr. Mathews 
had been elected a Delegate and a Representative from Dakota in this 
Congress at the same time, no member of this floor would have advo- 

cated that he should draw double pay. I do not think anybody would 
have taken that absurd position; and yet he would have been just as 
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much entitled to his compensation for services as a Representative from 
the State, if he had been elected a Representative, as the gentleman 
from South Dakota who has been elected a Representative; and under 
the same rule that has been cited here he would have been entitled to 
double pay. The only safe rule in matters of this kind is to fix the 
compensation by the servicerendered. This man did not perform any 
service after the 2d day of last November when he was succeeded by 
the Delegate from South Dakota [Mr. PIcKLER], who from that time 
has drawn pay as a Representative of the State of South Dakota. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Yes, sir. - 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Has not this House in the case of Mr. 
Gay, late a Representative from Louisiana, and Mr. Randall, of Penn- 
sylvania—— - 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And Mr. Kelley, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ALLEN, ot Michigan (continuing). Voted for paying them or 
their families in full the unpaid portons of their salaries, while at the 
same time their successors are drawing pay from the Treasury, thus 
virtually paying double for the service? 4 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I admit thatis the fact, and if the gentleman 
had been in his seat yesterday he would have heard my objections to 
that kind of proceeding. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I was in my seat yesterday, but proba- 
bly, owing to the confusion, I did not hear what the gentleman said. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I objected that we had no right to do it; and 
no man urged anything as a reason for it except that it is follow- 
ing a precedent which has been established in years gone by by Con- 
gress. Nothing else. 

Now, then, shall we in this case establish a precedent for something 
which bears no parallelism to that case? This man is still in existence. 
He is somewhere earning his living, He has the power to do it by the 
sweat of his brow, or some other way, and is engaged in that work, no 
doubt. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Butif he had died would you object to 
paying his family ? 6 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa, The gentleman asks if I would be willing to 
pay his family if he was not living. I do not believe the House would 

have been willing to do so. I would not be. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. And yet the House agrees to pay the 
families of Mr. Randall, Mr. Gay, Mr. Townshend, and others. 7 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. There is no parallelism, I repeat, between 
those cases and this case. The body he was elected to represent for a 
specific time ceased to exist at a certain time, and the man is no longer 

a representative of the Territory of South Dakota, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let me suggest to the gentleman that since 
that time he has been able to go and earn as much or more than he 
would as a member of Congress. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I have already made that statement. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What has he been doing? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Asa lawyer. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. And that is the reason why he should not be 
paid: I say the only safe rule in matters of this kind is to allow pay 
for services rendered; and when the Government adopts any other rule, 
it violates an established and philosophical and reasonable principle 
that is not violated by any man or institution in the transaction of pri- 
vate affairs, because the rule is that a man shall not be entitled to pay 
except for services performed. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I movetto strike out the last word 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, if I understand the 
question now before the House, it is this: Whether or not we shall pay 
something over $6,000 to the Delegate from Dakota Territory, being 
the sum that he would have been entitled to if the said Territory had 
not been divided and admitted into the Union as States betore the term 
of Congress to which he was elected had expired. He was elected at 
the November election, 1888. His term of office commenced March 4, 
1889. 

The act admitting the Territory of Dakota into the Union as two 
States, known as North Dakota and South Dakota, took effect in No- 
vember, 1889. Upon the admission of said Territory into the Union 
as the States of North and South Dakota there was no longer any such 
Territory as Dakota and the office or position of Delegate no longer ex- 
isted. After the admission of said States into the Union My. Matth- 
ews, the Delegate, ceased to be Delegate to Congress because there was 
no such office. After that he could not render services as such Dele- 
gate for there were no Territorial duties to perform. He received pay 
from the 4th of March, 1889, until November, 1889, when he ceased 
to be Delegate, 

This bill proposes to allow him pay from November, 1889, until 
March 3, 1891, although during that period he was not in office and 
could not and did not perform any services as Delegate. 

I do not think he is entitled to such compensation either in law or in 


uity. 

He had no legal right to it, for during that period there was no such 
ofice. But it is said he was legislated out of office, and that he had a 
vested right to the emoluments of the office during the whole term for 
which he was elected. 
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Grant that he was legislated out of office and that his office was leg- 
islated out of existence. He accepted the office with full knowledge 
that had the power to do this, and that the very people who 
elected him Delegate wished it done. All public officers accept their 
offices subject to the right of the body which created the offices to 
abolish them if it sees proper to do so. If the offices are created by 

the Constitution they can be abolished or changed in the manner pro- 
vided by the Constitution. If they are offices created by Congress they 
can be abolished by Congress, The creator has power over its creature, 
There is therefore no vested right in a public office or its emoluments, 

Is he entitled to said sum in equity? Clearly not. He rendered no 
services during said period as Delegate, for there were none to render. 

Suppose the same man had been elected a Member of Congress from 
one of the Dakotas, what would be the result? He would be entitled 
to receive, according to the view taken by gentlemen who advocate the 
payment of this claim, the sum of $10,000 in full as a Delegate, and 
-would also be entitled to receive pay as a Member of Congress from the 
time he was elected, and possibly from the beginning of the term; 
thus the same man as a Delegate part of the time and as a Member of 
Congress the residue of the time, would receive $20,000 as compensa- 
tion for the very same service for which other members only receive 
$10,000. Is there any law or any equity in that? 

Mr. PICKLER. Did you ever hear of such a case as that? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia. I have heard of this case and I am 
only arguing the impropriety of allowing such a claim, showing to what 
absurd and unjust results it would lead. I know that during this ses- 
sion of the Senate that body has appropriated money to pay Senators 
for nearly a year prior to the time that they became Senators simply 
because the term for which they were elected commenced March 4 prior 
to their election. If you pay an officer before he is elected and after 
his office has expired, what ig the result? You pay in the one case 
when there was no officer and no service, and in the other when there 
was no service and no officer. 

That such a claim can not be sustained on any sound principle would 
seem to be clear. The courts have time and again passed ape practi- 
cally the same question. Mr. Justice Daniel in 10 Howard, Supreme 
Court of the United States, says: 


The selection of officers who are nothing more than public. agents for the ef- 
fectuation of public pur is a matter of public convenience or necessity, and 
60, too, are the periods for the appointment of such agents; but neither the one 
nor the other of these arrangements can constitute any obligation to continue 
sach agents, orto reappoint them, after the measures which brought them into 
being shall have been found useless, shall have been fulfilled; or shall have 
been ted as useless or even detrimental to the well-being of the public. 
The gee compensation for services actually performed and „dur- 
ing continuance of the particular agency, may undoubtedly be claimed, 
both upon principles of compact and of equity, 

No question about that. He rendered the services, and he ought 
to receive compensation for the services he rendered. 

But he can not insist beyond this upon the perpetuation of a public policy 
either useless or detrimental. 

And in this case it would be both, for if the man sat here when the 
same people had a representative here in the person of a Congressman, 
his services would be useless; it would be worse than useless, it would 
be detrimental, because he would take up the time and room of this 
House when he had no right to do so. 

But to insist beyond this, says Mr. Justice Daniel, for the pay- 
ment of services never rendered and after the office had been abolished 
is contrary to common justice and common sense. It seems to me that 
upon no principle of law or equity of right or justice should this claim 
be allowed, and I trust it will not be. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr; Chairman, I just want to refer 
to two cases which I have here, inyolving exactly the same principle 
as underlies the case under discussion. I refer to the case of John 
Young Brown, of Kentucky, who was ousted from his seat in the 
Fortieth Congress; and eight years afterwards, in the Forty-fourth 
Congress, on the legislative appropriation bill, Congress appropriated 
for the balance of his term after he had been ousted from his seat and 
had rendered no service whatever. On page 297 of volume 19 of the 
Statutes at Large I find this item of appropriation 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman from Iowa state on what con- 
ditions he lost his seat? = 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not know. 

Mr. HOPKINS, Does the gentleman know whether or not there 
were any equities in the matter? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I know nothing about the case, ex- 
cept that he was ousted; but he could not have had stronger equities 
than Mr. Mathews. 

That there be and is— 


Mr. HOPKINS. Can the gentleman state whether there was any 
reason given ? 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not remember the circumstances. 
Lhope.my friends on this side will not interrupt me. I do not want 
any more time to be consumed on our side than can be avoided. 


That there be and is hereby api tiated out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated to Hon, John Y. Brown the sum neeessary to pay 


him the compensation and mileages of a member of the Fortieth Congress. 


That was in the Forty-fourth Congress. 

Again, I call the attention of the committee to the case of John D. 
Young, of Kentucky, another one who was ousted from his seat in the 
same the Fortieth—andin the Forty-sixth Congress, twelve 

ears later, money was appropriated to himamounting to $6,865. That 

in the same volume, on 457. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, Does the gentleman think thatis a good 
precedent to follow? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iam giving a good Democratic prec- 
edent to this House. That is what that Congress did. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, Would you follow such a precedent? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. My views are shown in the fact that 
I voted to put this in for Mr. Mathews. I know him personally, and 
I know the sad illness and death of his lovely wife, whom I knew from 
a child. I know that in performing the business of his Territory 
here he employed three clerks at great expense. I saw him repeatedly 
daring thesummer here in the interest of the business of his constitu- 
ency. He was at all the expense indicated by the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL]. He spent his energies and his time, and 
this legislation cut him out of the seat to which he was entitled. In 
the cases I have cited Congress found that they were not legally en- 
titled to their seats, and yet years afterwards it came in and paid them 
for the balance of their term. I say if that is a defensible matter, this 
is overwhelmingly so. That is all I want to say on the subject, and I 
give notice that I will move to close debate on this very soon, 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. Will the gentleman answer me this question: 
Would you say thata man could be legally entitled to a seat when that 
seat no longer existed ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Why, my dear friend and colleague, 
I have gone over this so fully that that does not need an answer. We 
are constantly making appropriations, as the cases just cited show, 
based upon an equitable ground, and that stands on substantial prece- 
dents to guide us in our course, d 

Now, I want to call attention to another thing. If yon talk about 
ene being dangerous, there can not, in the number of remaining 

erritories, be very many cases that can follow this. Now, I have no 
interest in this matter at all except what I have expressed in trying to 
see justice done to a man who was put to the ex of getting his 
seat; and we undertake to report here liberal frovin that are made 
in the cases of those members of Congress whose terms had barely begun 
and who had not been sworn in or rendered any service, In one case 
it amounts to $11,000—that of Mr. Townshend, of Illinois; and that 
was for the whole of the unexpired term. 
1 eee CHEADLE, Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 

on 

Mr. McMILLIN. The last suggestion made by the gentleman from 
Towa, or at least a portion of it, should have no weight with the House, 
with all due deference to him. He says from the few Territories re- 
maining this can not be a precedent in many instances. Now, I think 
the House will agree with me that he is in error. Whilst there are not 
many Territories remaining, this would be a precedent for full pay, or 
for longer pay, for every officer whose office is abolished before the ex- 
ee of his term. ill not these same charitable pleas be made in 

half of every one whose services are no longer needed in the capacity 
in which he is acting? 

Now, the gentleman has cited two cases, that of John Young Brown 
1 John D. Young, of Kentucky. They are not at all analogous to 


They had been elected to Congress. There is not a man in the United 
States to-day of any political faith who doubts that proposition. They 
were eligible to Congress, because both of them served in Congress years 

But, without rhyme or reason, in violation of their rights 
and of the rights of their constituents to have their chosen representa- 
tives serve them here, they were denied admission, and years after- 
yare Congress determined to right the wrong it had done to those gen- 

emen. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Will the gentleman state on what ground they were 
denied admission ? : 

Mr. MCMILLIN. On the ground that they were of the wrong polit- 
ical party. x 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Was it not a little more than that? 

Mr, MCMILLIN. The real ground was that they were of the wrong 
political faith. I regret to say that the real reason was that they were 
Democrats; but the ostensible reason was that they had been disloyal. 
That statement, however, was proven not to be correct, for both gen- 
tlemen served in Congress afterwards, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Yet the minutes of Congress contain the fact 
that ay were disloyal, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I believe that was the allegation. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield to me to 
give me an opportunity to show why they were denied on? 

Mr. MCMILLIN The gentleman can do that in his on time. My 
time is too limited. Now, Mr. Chairman, to recur to the facts of this 
case, they are these: Dakota elected a Delegate to this House. At 
the time of his election his people were seeking statehood, and he him- 
self was joining in the effort to have the Territory admitted as a State. 
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He favored the admission. His job as a Delegate would necessarily 
end when the Territory was admitted as a State, and he ht the 
service with a full knowledge of that fact. He sought and obtained 
an election with that fact staring him in the face, and I venture the 
opinion that if he had said to the people of Dakota that he intended, 
alter the Territory was admitted asa State and he was thereby ousted, 
to seek pay for services as Delegate for the whole term they would 
have chosen some less avaricious or less SAAR Gees I think 
that hardly probable. Now, the question is, Shall we pay this gentle- 
man his salary for a period when the office did not exist and, therefore, 
his services did not exist? It seems to me it would be unwise, im- 
proper, and unprofitable to do so. 

Mr.STRUBLE. Has it not been alleged that this gentleman con- 
tinued to serve his people even after the office of Delegate was abol- 
ished ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. If that was so, his services were gratuitous, and 
he can no more demand compensation for them than a private citizen 
of Iowa who came here to look after the appointment of a postmaster 
could demand compensation for such services. > 

Mr. HERBERT. Bat there is no allegation that he did continue to 


rve. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, even if that were alleged and if it were 
true, still he would have no claim for compensation for such service. 
Now, it may be that this gentleman served faithfully. I suppose he 
did. It may be that he employed extra clerks, as has been stated by 
one gentleman in advocacy of this claim. That was a matter for his 
own judgment, This Congress does not reimburse me for my clerk- 
hire; it does not reimburse my friend from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] 
for his clerk-hire, and hence that argument amounts to nothing. 

A MEMBER. It ought to, though. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Therefore, this is sought merely as agratuity, and 
as a gratuity it ought not to be granted. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, the inquiry which I addressed to 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON J], who has the bill in charge, 

was intended to elicit some facts with respect to the cases that he cited 
so that we might be able to determine whether they are parallel and 
proper to be used as precedents for this case. From what the gentle- 
man stated while he was addressing the committee we have no facts 
upon which we can predicate an opinion as to the merits or the de- 
merits of either of those cases. It seems that in one Congress the gen- 
tlemen referred to were voted to be unfit to serve in this House, and 
that some subsequent Congress, whether of the same political complex- 
ion or not I do not know, reimbursed them for the full term to which 
they were elected, but there is nothing to show that it was either equi- 
table or legal for that subsequent Congress to grant such reimbursement, 

Again, the gentleman advocating this case appeals to his memory 
and to his personal relations with the claimant and the domestic misfort- 
nnes that befell him. Mr. Chairman, is that the principle upon which 
the gentleman has prepared this bill for us to vote upon? Will he per- 
mit a sentimental feeling, or his knowledge of the domestic circum- 
stances of this gentleman, to control hisaction and induce him to vote 
to take money from the public Treasury to reimburse him for his ex- 
penditures or losses. 

If this is to be justified, where are we to stop? The Territory of Da- 
kota, at the time of the service of this Delegate, had various Territorial 
officers, a governor, a secretary of state, a district attorney, and a dis- 
trict judge. Now, if we are to pay this Territorial Delegate $6,000 for 
services never rendered, what shall we do with the governor of that 
Territory? What shall we do with the district attorney? 

If I were to adopt the gentleman’s line of argument, I might say 
that the district attorney of that Territory is a personal friend of mine, 
a gentleman whom I have known from childhood, a man who went 
there and served, by day and by night with his great ability and legal 
learning, the people of that Territory; but he has not, so far, come to 
Congress and asked to be compensated for the balance of the period 
covered by the commission given him by the President of the United 
States. It seems to me that if gentlemen desire to pay this Delegate 
they should go to some other source than the public Treasury. It will 
not do for us, acting in a public capacity, simply because of our per- 
sonal relations, to vote to compensate a man for services he has never 
regdered. Again, the gentleman from Iowa referred to the fact that 
this gentleman had employed a number of clerks, and that he had per- 
formed great and valuable services for the people of Dakota. 

If that beso, Mr. Chairman—and I am not dis to question the 
statement of the gentleman in charge of this bill—why is it that the 

people of that Territory did not return him to Congress in recog- 
nition of his services? If he had proved himself so valuable a repre- 
sentative why did not they respond and re-elect him here as a member 
of Congress from the State of Dakota, to continue the services that he 
had begun as a Delegate? That is a fair argument, because if this 
e RES as ee as is represented and if his services were so 
‘valuable, the people ota are the pro to recognize those 
facts, instead of the Congress of the Bake en asked to reach 
into the public Treasury and take out money to pay him for something 
that he has never done. ° 
As already remarked, there is neither a legal nor an equitable basis 


3 which this money can be paid; and I trust that members of this 
ouse will halt in theirexpenditures upon matters of this kind. Why, 
Mr. Chairman, there are great public interests demanding to-day the 
expenditure of thousands and thousands of dollars; yet we are told by 
these gentlemen who control the appropriation bills that it will not do 
to expend such vast sums of money at this time. I am surprised, I 
confess, in view of the principles of economy which we have under- 
stood control this committee, that they should permit themselves to 
approve a proposition as a mere matter of gratuity (for it can be char- 
acterized as nothing else) to pay out over $6,000 to this man. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would inquire how the gentleman draws the 
line between this case and the case, for instance, of Mr, Townshend, 
of Illinois? There is no parallel, as I will show the gentleman. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I consented 
to the insertion of this item in the pending bill and expect to vote for 
it. I do not believe there is any vested right at all about this matter. 
The power which can create an office can destroy it. He who accepts 
office accepts it with that understanding. Congress in 1801 ed 
a law which had been passed for the reorganization of the judiciary, 
thereby legislating out of office certain judges; and it was done upon 
the distinct ground that offices created by Congress were within the 
power of Congress, The position of Delegate of a Territory is depend- 
ent upon the will of the people of the Territory. I therefore utter!, 
disavow any approval of the doctrine advanced by my distinguished 
friend from Kansas [Mr. PETERS]. 

But the precedents are numerous wheré gentlemen who had been 
elected to Congress, had undergone the expense of the election, had ar- 
ranged their business to serve here, had dissolved business connections, 
had been subjected to uncertainty and instability in regard to their 
future business arrangements, and afterward, by one act or another, 
had been deprived of their seats in Congress, have received their pay 
for a certain time beyond their actual service. 

Now, this gentleman was chosen a Delegate before the enabling act 
for the formation of the States of North and South Dakota was passed 
by Congress; he had gone through the canvass and obtained the elec- 
tion, undergoing whatever sacrifice was necessary. Presumably he 
had made his arrangements to be here for the full term of two years. 

In other cases somewhat similar to this, but not exactly like it, Con- 
gress, ever since the foundation of the Government, has made payment 
of this kind in one form or another—payments to the widows of mem- 
bers dying during their terms, payments to gentlemen who had been 


turned out of Congress, payments to contestees and contestants, pay- 
ments, among others, to two friends of mine who were deprived, as I 
think, unjustly and upon false grounds of their seats—Jadge Young, 


my old classmate and friend, and Mr, John Young Brown. Co 
voted these two gentlemen compensation because they ought to es 
been admitted to their seats and ought to haye received the pay. 

Upon grounds such as I have thus s , I said to the commit- 
tee that while if this were an original question I might not favor the 
payment of this compensation—while T would not be willing possibly 
to pay the widows of dead Representatives compensation for any longer 
than a decent time after the death of their husbands, so as to give them 
the opportunity to make new arrangements—I did not know why we 
should draw the ‘‘ dead-line’’ against this particular gentleman. <I ~ 
do not know him; I have no personal interest in him; he does not be- 
long to my political faith; but I am trying to deal with this matter in 
accordance with justice and with a due regard to the precedents which 
have been established by Congress for a great many years. 

Therefore, while the ground on which my friend from Kansas has put 
this question seems to me untenable, while I think it exceedingly dan- 
gerous ground, capable of being used as an exceedingly dangerous 
precedent in bad cases, I think we may properly restthis case upon the 
simple ground that when a man has undergone the expense of an elec- 
tion to Congress and has been elected, has made his arrangements to 
come here, presumably given up for that purpose his business connec- 
tions, possibly abandoning a law practice which was lucrative—when 
under these cireumstances a man loses his seat by causes over which 
he has no control he may properly, in view of the long line of prece- 
denis, be voted compensation for time during which he expected to serve 
though he did not actually serve. 

Several classes of cases are covered by the precedents: the cases of 
widows of Representatives dying during their terms of service; the cases ` 
of gentlemen unjustly excluded from their seats; the cases of men who 
though serving fora time as members have been turned out by the 
judgment of the House as not entitled to seats, and other cases of 
similar character. These precedents cover agreat number of different 
cases, but they all run back to this fundamental proposition, that a 
man elected by the people as a Representative is presumed to have 


made his arrangements for giving his services for the full Congressional 


term, and if by death or by anything which can not be considered his 

own fault he is deprived of the opportunity of rendering the service, 

the salary which he would have received is to be allowed to him or 
his widow. 

3 the hammer fell. 

. HENDERSON, of 


Hundi Mr. Chairman, I have listened to 
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this discussion with some little interest; I have heard all that has been 
said about vested rights in office and all that kind of thing; but I con- 
fess that I am at a loss to understand how any member can the 
ding proposition and yote for several other provisions whieh I see 
n this bill, appropriating large sums of money to the widows of mem- 
bers who have died during their official terms, and who, of course, have 
performed no seryice since the date of their death, Mr. Mathews, 
whom I happen to know very well, was elected as a Delegate to repre- 
sent the Territory of Dakota in the Fifty-first Congress, and he entered 
upon his duties as such, and from the very nature of things was called 
pee to represent his people even after North and South ota were 
admitted into the Union. He was elected for the term of two years, 
just as members of the House are elected, and he was here attend- 
ing to duties connected with the ofice which had been conferred upon 
him by the paople of the Territory even after it had ceased to be a 
Territory. 

Now, members of this Congress who have died have certainly per- 
formed no services since the date of their death, and yet we propose by 
this bill to pay their widows their salaries for the b: ce of the terms 
for which they were elected. And yet we pay their successors a salary 
from the date of their death. So that we actually pay two salaries for 
the same office for the entire time where a member of Congress dies be- 
fore the expiration of his term from the date of death. 

Now, I would like to know on what legal or equitable principleany 
member of the House who opposes this provision in the bill can vote 
to pay the widow of a member who dies his salary after his death? I 
have not opposed provisions of this character, because I thought Teould 
see a certain equity in allowing it to the widow of a deceased member of 
Congress who died while serving the people, who had made his arrange- 
ments to serve them for the term fixed by law, who died before the ex- 
piration of his term of service. There has been a kind of equity that 
a led to me in such cases. 

Bat if gentlemen are so scrupulous now about paying Mr. Ma- 
thews the sum provided in this bill, it does seem to me that they ought 
to be equally scrupulous about voting for those other provisions to 
which I haye referred; and yet we vote for such provisions without 
any scruple, while we hesitate about paying to a member elected as a 
Delegate from Dakota to serve that people for two years, and who was 
here even after the States had been admitted into the Union, still 
rendering service to his people at great expense to himself. I think 
the one case is just as meritorious as the other. It is certainly as legal, 
and I ean vote for the one as easily as I can vote for the other. I con- 
fess that I used to have some scruples about paying these double sala- 
ries; but it has been done and has become a settled practice in such 


cases. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman inform me the extent of the pay 
in this case? Is it for the time he served? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; for the time he did not serve. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. He was elected in November, be- 
fore the Territory was admitted as two States. I forget the date of 
admission. f 

Mr. PICKLER. November 2. 

Mr. OATES. Then the proposition is to pay the entire salary ? 

Mr, PETERS. Yes, sir; for the entire time. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. OUTHWAITE was recognized. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. What 


has become of my motiou, which has been pending for some twenty 
minutes, to strike out the last word? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was not aware that the gentleman 
had made any such motion. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. It was made, and with a good deal of 
vigor. Since then several gentlemen have addressed the Chair; and I 
simply wanted to say, having asked a question of the gentleman from 
Towa, that I would like to have an opportunity of setting myself right 
before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, it seems that this payment is 
claimed on some supposed analogy that exists between the case under 
consideration and certain cases from the State of Kentucky. I wish 
to point out an essential difference between this case and the Kentucky 
cases. Apart from the idea that this gentleman accepted the position 
with the full knowledge that it was to be terminated ina short period 
of time, there is also this striking difference: In the Kentucky cases 
the eee continued. Here the office is abrogated by legislative au- 
thority. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I will have to interpose 
a question of order here. My friend from Ohio declined to let me 
have a minute. Now, as I understand it he has addressed the com- 


mittee once on this paragraph, and without unanimous consent he can 
not address the committee a second time. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have already proceeded to address the com- 
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Very well; go ahead. 
was discussing was as to the 


Mr, OUTHWAITE. The proposition 


legal difference between the cases. The office in each of the Kentucky 
cases continued to exist, and was unfilled during the rest of the term, 
No pay was given to any one during that time. No pay was drawn 
from the of the United States by any one during the rest of 
the term. Now, if the principle just advanced here for the first time 
to-day is to be recognized, that gentlemen who have made preparations 
to fill an office should be paid for the whole term when by legislative 
action the office is abrogated, how are you to avoid the proposition that 
all of the other Territorial officers whose offices were abrogated by the 
admission of the Territory as a State should be paid during the rest of 
the term on exactly the same principle? 

Mr. PICKLER. Let me state to the gentleman—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I can not yield tothe gentleman. I have but 
a moment. I say how are you going to avoid that conclusion, that all 
of the Territorial officers, the governor, the secretary, the judges, and 
all the Territorial officers that pertain to the Territories as Territories 
are legislated out of office by the admission of a Territory as a State, 
shall not be paid the full time and the full term? 

As to this 3 itself we have this condition of affairs: 
Within ninety days after the election of this gentleman as a Delegate 
his State was admitted into the Union; he had notice that it was to be; 
that the law was pending in Congress under such circumstances as pre- 
sented the certainty that his Territory would be admitted into the 
Union within a short time as two States. 

He came down here not for any legislative duties; he did not come 
down here to perform any of the duties which pertain to the law-making 
branch of the Government. He may have been down here on a polit- 
ical mission, but he was not here upon any of those duties which are 
recognized as the legitimate and proper duties of members of Congress. 

n Mr. Chairman, will my colleague allow me to 
ask him—— 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. Now, the difference betweeen this case and the 
cases of widows mentioned in this bill 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is what I wanted to ask my colleague. 
Let me ask him what difference exists between that case and the cases 
of members who have died, one of whom died on the 8th or 9th or 
March, and who is now to be paid mileage ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The member may have died by reason of the 
severity of the duties that rested upon him as a member of Con 
I believe that Mr. Burnes's and Mr. Townshend’s deaths were the le- 
gitimate results of their services to their constituencies upon this floor. 

Then, there is another difference. The husbands of these widows 
have passed away. This gentleman [Mr. Mathews] still exists, and 
if he is worthy of this amount of pay from the Government he certainly 
should be able to earn that amount elsewhere. He ceased to be a serv- 
ant of the people; his time was his own. He could make, and may 
be sup to have made, the same amount of money in other direc- 
tions. Why should the Government pay him for time that he is re- 
ceiving pay for by his other earnings? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I now renew my motion 
to strike out that long lost last word. I would not say a word had I 
not interrupted the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] with a question 
which he answered in his customary gentlemanly manner, but it left 
me in the soup,“ so to speak, because the inference might be drawn 
from my question that I am in favor of this class of legislation. I 
simply rise to say that I am entirely opposed to it and that there is no 
reason that has been or can be given to justify the payment of money 
to anybody until he shall hayeearned it. I have nothing to say about 
the precedent established by Congress in paying the families of deceased 
members their unearned salaries, for at the mouth of the tomb my 
mouth will be closed upon that question, but when it comes to paying 
a living man, then we have a right to be heard; and this money, which 
is not yours or mine, but the money of the people of the United States, 
which we hold in trust, we have no right to pay to any man except 
after he shall have earned it. That is all I want to say. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will consume but a moment of time. It seems 
to me that the case of this Mr. Mathews rests entirely upon the same 
principle involved in the other appropriations made, If Mr. Mathews 
had died before the State of South Dakota was admitted into the Union, 
then nobody would be objecting to the payment of this money to his 
widow, but the only fault that this man seems to be guilty of is that 
he is living. Heought to have died before the State was admitted into 
the Union. [Laughter.] Nobody would have objected then. For 
one Lam glad that Mr. Mathews lives. He is not apolitical nor a personal 
friend of mine. had buta brief acquaintance with him; met him two 
or three times and found him avery amiable gentleman. I had no per- 
sonal relations with him, but as a matter of justice I think he is en- 
titled to this money. He was a candidate for Delegate in this body in 
1888 from the whole Territory of Dakota, an area four times larger than 
the State of Pennsylvania. He was compelled to canvass that entire 
area at great expense, fora seat in this body. He was successful, and 
after his election he came to this House at the end of the session and 
urged the admission of Dakota into the Union, knowing that that 
would terminate his term of office. 

I think he is justly entitled to the salary for the remainder of the 
term. When the Government employed him for two years, as it did 
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under his election, and agreed to pay him $5,000 a year for that time, 
it was no fault of his that his office was abolished, and the Govern- 
ment ought not to take advantage of the fact that, for the Govern- 
ment’s benefit and for its own p his term of office was shortened 
and his office was abolished and he was left without a salary for the 
remainder of the term, Equitably, therefore, and legally it seems to 
ye he w 1 to pay for the whole of his term. [Cries of Vote! 
ote 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, in connection with the claim that a 
man elected as a Delegate has a vested right to compensation for two 
years, I think it ought to be remembered that for a long series of years 
Congressmen were not paid by the year, but were paid for the daysthat 
they were in actual attendance at this House. It is a matter of legis- 
lative discretion how they shall be paid. The Congress may provide 
that a man shall get $10,000 for his two years’ term, or 85.000 a year, 
or $10 a day or $5 a day, and for a large number of years that was the 
form in which the compensation was determined. Therefore I doubt 
whether the argument in favor of the vested right of a man to hiscom- 
pensation has any force. 


SAULT STE. MARIE SHIP-CANAL. 


The committee informally rose. E 1 
Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to insert in 
the RECORD a short memorial received this morning on the subject of 
the Sault Ste. Marie Ship-Canal. I could read it, but I desire to save 
the time of the House, and I ask to have, it printed in the RECORD, 
without the names appended. 

Unanimous consent was given. 

The memorial is as follows: 

CHICAGO; ILL., August 2, 1890. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

The Western Iron Ore Association, whose constituency in the States of Michi- 
n, Wisconsin, and Minnesota annually send out on the waters of the Great 
kes one-half the iron ore for the pig-iron production of the United States, re- 

spectfully appeals to your honorable bodies for immediaté relief, under circum- 
stances of great peril and disaster to these vast interests. 

This iron-ore movement, limited to seven months of the year, depends abso- 
lutely upon the uninterrupted use, day and night, of the single lock at Sault 
Ste. Marie. A sudden breakage of machinery has disabled that lock; all pas- 
sage is suspended; several hundred vessels have already blockaded the chan- 
nels above and below. What this means ot loss and damage to vesselsand their 
cargoes which come from mines, the factories, and the farms of the country can 
not be computed. For the two weeks ending July 26 the passages were an 
average of fifty-four per day. The tonnage moving during the same fourteen 
days was a daily average of 65,300 tons. r 

n the presence of so greata disaster, widespread and almost national in its 
industrial and financial relations, we appeal for immediate legislative interpo- 
sition against its recurrence, Legislation now can not obviate the effects of 
this calamity, but it can defend these great interests from the continuing ex- 
posure to like or greater injuries. 

Real safety for this immense tonnage movement will not be secured until the 
new lock, but just begun, is completed. Congress this work in 1886, 
Its foundations are yet incomplete. The non-passage of the river and harbor 
bill of 1888 until August, by which a year’s time was lost, and no succeeding 
appropriations, explain the present condition of the works. 

‘hese facts and circumstances have been repeatedly urged before the Senate 
Commerce Committee, and the River and Harbor Committee of the House, and 
the necessity of immediate action by Congress admitted. Responding fully to 
the urgency of the case, the Senate passed a bill, in January last, appropriating 
$3,738,365 for the lock and canal, and $1,684.115 for its supplementary work 
the Hay Lake Channel. This bill was also favorably repo: by the River an 
Harbor Committee; but final action has been delayed month after month. Un- 
der the circumstances of a present disaster of such alarming proportions, and 
which may be repeated to-morrow, we most urgently pose for all the aid in 
the prons that legislation can give. The engineers in of these great 
works are able and competent, but appropriations for completion should be 
given them at once through the special bill referred to. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I want to make ə few 
observations and then I am going to move to close debate on this para- 


graph. 
Mr. MORGAN. Give us just a little time longer. I want to say a 


word. 

Mr. OATES. Wait a few minutes; I have been trying to get the 
floor for some time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I want to say in the first place, inre- 
ply to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkrys], that this being in 
the deficiency bill does not spring out of my affection for Mr. Mathews, 
but comes through a resolution introduced by the gentleman from 
South Dakota [Mr. GIFFORD] and referred to our committee. I merely 
mentioned that, as it furnishes the means of my knowing something of 
the history of the case, It has been urged upon our committee by a 
large number of the members of this House. 

I only want to say one thing more. I think it is hardly fair for any 


gentleman to refer to the failure of Mr. Mathews to be renominated, . 


when he knows that the conditions were so materially changed by 
that one great Territory being divided into two States; and with so 
many good men as there were, I say such a reflection should not be 
cast upon an able and honorable man. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Mathews was not a candidate. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is another and conclusive an- 


swer. 
Mr, HOPKINS. Right there, will the gentleman allow me? 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Not now. I want to make my state- 
ment. Ihave been asked by several gentlemen to state the conditions 
under which Mr, Young and Mr. Brown were removed from the Forti- 
eth Congress, Ihave here House Miscellaneous, Contested Elections, 
1865 to 1871, second session Forty-first Congress. The ground for the 
removal of John Young Brown is given over his own ture. It 
was charged that in answer to interrogatories put to him by Governor 
Helm, he had said: 8 - 

I would not send one solitary man to aid that Government, and those who 
volunteer should be shot down in their tracks, 

Here is his letter: 

[From the Louisville Courier, May 15, 1361.] 
ELIZABETHTOWN, April 18, 1881. 
Editors Louisville Courier: 

My attention has been called to the following paragraph, which appeared in 
your paper of this date: 

“JOHN YOUNG BROWN'S POSITION. 


“This gentleman, in reply to some searching interrogatories put to him by 
Governor Helm, said, in reference to the call of the President for four regiments 
of volunteers to march against the South: 

tI would not send one solitary man to aid that Government, and those who 
volunteer should be shot down in their tracks.“ 

This ambiguous report of my remarks has, I find, been misunderstood by 
some who have read it, who construe my language to apply to the Government 
of the Confederate Sta What I did say was this: 


tes. : 
Not one man or one dollar will Kentucky furnish Lincoln to aid him in his 


unholy war against the South. If this Northern Army shall attempt to cross 
our borders we will resist it unto the death; and if one man shall be found in 
our Commonwealth to volunteer to join them he ought, and I believe will, be 
shot down before he leaves the State.” 

This was not said in reply toany question propounded by ex-Governor Helm, 
as you have stated, and is no more than I frequently uttered publicly and pri- 
9 a debate with him. 

* JOHN YOUNG BROWN. 

That was the ground for his removal; not because they were not of 
his political party, as was suggested by the gentleman from Tennessee. 
The resolution removing him was as follows: 

Resolved, That John Young Brown, having voluntarily given aid, counte- 
nance, counsel, and encouragement to persons en in armed hostility to 
the United States, is not entitled to take the oath of office as a Represen 
in this House from the Second Congressional district of Kentucky, or to holda 
seat therein as such Representative. 


Now, as to the other case, that of Mr. Young, the resolutions were: 


Resolved, That John PD. Young, having voluntarily given aid, countenance, 
counsel, and encouragement to persons en n armed hostility to the 
United States, is not entitled to take the oath of office asa Representative in 
this House from the Ninth Con nal district of Kentucky, or to hold a 
seat therein as such Representative. 

Resolved, That J. D. Young was not legally elected a member of the House of 
8 of the Fortieth Congress from the Ninth Congressional district 
of Ken y. 


Thatanswers the question as to why these men were removed. Eight 
or twelve years afterwards they were given their salaries for the bal- 
ance of théir terms; and I will say here that Senator HALE, a Republican 
member of this House from Maine, was the one who offered the resolu- 
8 for paying one of these gentlemen. I forget whether it was Young 
or Brown. 

Now, Mr. Chairman. I have been more than indulgent in permitting 
this diocomion, and I will move that all debate on this paragraph be 
closed, 

Mr. ROGERS. I hope the gentleman from Iowa will not 7 that 
motion, as I do not think it will expedite the consideration of the bill. 
We can move to strike out the last word indefinitely. I want a little 
time, and we can get through in a few moments. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will have to insist upon my motion 
to close debate. 

Mr. ROGERS. I hope the gentleman will indulge me for a few mo- 
ments. I will state to the gentleman from Iowa that I have been sit- 
ting here for some time waiting to present an authority. This motion 
was mine, and I think I ought to have a chance to debate it before ac- 
tion is taken. ‘ 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, Mr. Chairman, my experience in the 
management of this bill shows that I have very little to expect from 
the gentleman from Arkansas, either in the way of courtesy or a dis- 
position to expedite the passage of the bill; but I am willing to ask 
unanimous consent that after five minutes, to be consumed by the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas, debate on this section shall close, 

Mr. OATES. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that, but 
trust he will extend his courtesy to me also. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. There are several gentlemen on this 
side of the House who wanted to speak, and by this I am taking the 
time away from Republican members and from the member who in- 
troduced the resolution. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I introduced the resolution, and think I ought to 
have some time in its discussion. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. If there is anything I do like it is 
fair play in debate, though I have not had it; but I shall ask that 
there be ten minutes’ debate, to be divided equally between the two 
gentlemen, who have appealed for it, and I will ask that, even shut- 
ting out the Republican member from Dakota. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Iowa asks that all debate 
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on the pending paragraph be limited to ten minutes, the time to be 
divided equally between the gentleman from Alabama and the gentle- 
man from Arkansas, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iwould suggest to the gentleman from Iowa that 
he make it fifteen, in order that the author of the resolution may haye 
an opportunity to debate it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iwill yield no more than ten minutes. 
I will sav to my colleagues on this side that I am in favor of the mem- 
bers sitting here until we pass the bill. + 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Iowa to limit debate to ten minutes. > 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ROGERS addressed the Chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Ala- 


bama [Mr. OATES). 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to say much upon this 
point. As I understand it, this gentleman was elected a Delegate and 
the office to which he was elected ceased to exist before the time for 
him to qualify. If he were a Delegate until the 4th of March after his 
election, why, then, he was entitled to pay and could draw his pay 
under the provisions of the general statute until the office ceased to 
exist; andto my mind the assertion of the gentleman from Illinois 
LMr. SPRINGER ] that he had a legal right to it presents a most absurd 
proposition. Why, a man elected to forty offices, and having never 
qualified, his salary would never begin. I assert that as a sound legal 
proposition. 

Now, therefore, as I understand this question, I think the proposed 

propriation is an improperone. It can not be said with any showing 
ee see that because this gentleman canvassed a large Territory to 
obtain the office that he is entitled to pay from the Government. He 
took the chances on that as every gentleman does. And in this con- 
nection I wish to say that I care not how meritorious the service of any 
member of this House be, I do not believe the Government ought to 
pay him a salary or pay a salary to his administrator or personal repre- 
sentativeor widowafter he dies. For it is nothing buta gratuity. It 
is not a debt which the Government owes. 

I want the Government of the United States to pay every dollar that 
it owes to every one, but I do not wish it to give a dollar to any one. 
It is not an eleemosynary institution. It never was organized for the 
dispensation of charity, and I believe that if I were to vote for such 
an appropriation as this I would be a misrepresentative. I would not 
be performing my duty if I voted money out of the public Treasury 
which belongs to the people simply for charity or as a mere donation. 
I never have voted for any such appropriation, and I never intend to 
vote for one. I do not regard it as consistent with the duty of a Rep- 
resentative here. Gentlemen have a right to put their hands in their 
own pockets and take out theirown money and dispense it in charity 
to any extent they see proper, but they have no right to put their 
hands into the Treasury and take out the people’s money and vote it 
away to any one for services never rendered. That is all I wish to say. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, the last remarks of the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] were altogether gratuitous. He says 
he has not been treated with courtesy by me, but the RECORD will 
show that the first intimation of discourtesy came to me from him yes- 
terday. Now, I say to him that I can be just as courteous as he can 
be, or I can be just as discourteous as he can be, and it is a matter of 
indifference to me on which plane he chooses to move. I will say to 
him further, that for the balance of my term here I propose to let him 
understand, and to let every other man understand, that I am the ac- 
credited Representative of a Congressional district in this country, and 
that I have all the rights here that he has got or that anybody else 
got, and intend to exercise those rights. The gentleman can choose the 

latform on which he will move. Iam quite indifferent aboutit. I 

ve the utmost regard for his good opinion, and I know he has for 
mine, although he says he has not. He is mistaken about that. He 
is out of humor. I have not been out of humor. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have a word to address to the subject before 
us. The two illustrations cited by the gentleman from Iowa, the cases 
of the two Kentuckians, have not a particle of application to the ques- 
tion presented here. In those cases the gentlemen were removed from 
their offices, but the offices continued. They were simply left vacant, 
Those gentlemen were ready and willing to discharge the duties which 
those offices imposed, but they were not permitted to do so. In the 
present case the office in question becume extinct by the merging of 
the Territory into a State, so that, there being no office of Delegate, 
this gentleman could no longer legally draw his salary for performing 
the duties of that office. That is the distinction between the cases 
cited and the case at bar. 2 

The gentleman from Kentucky alluded briefly to a point that I de- 
sire to present in response to the gentleman from Kansas. The gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] claimed that this gentleman acquired, 
by virtue of his election, a vested right in this office. I deny the pròp- 
osition. It would hardly be necessary, in view of the authority cited 
by the gentleman from Virginia, to say anything upon this subject, 
but there is an illustrious precedent which it may be well to cite. I 
desire to call the attention of the House to that precedent for one mo- 


ment, and then I am through. In the latter part of the Adams Ad- 
ministration, as I now recollect—I speak from memory, not very dis- 
tinct on this point—there was passed a judiciary act. Under that act 
President Adams appointed certain Federal judges, known at that time 
and historically as the midnight judges.” Upon the accession of Mr. 
Jefferson, Congress proceeded to repeal that judiciary act, and I now 
read some paragraphs on this subject from Richard Hildreth’s History 
of the United States. He says: 

Anoth all 1 de b; f 
dexeagh, indeed, the great ADART tibetan En EEN i 

* * * * * . * 

The judiciary act, and especially the appointments made under it, had been 
held up to popular odium from the moment its as an unworthy ma- 
neuver, having no other object except to plunder the 3 for the benefit 
of the Federal leaders, ousted by the public voice from the control of the other 
departments of the ernment. Several of the State Legislatures had in- 
structed their Senators and Representatives in Congress to urge the immediate 
repeal of the act. 

* 


s * * * . * 
It was also urged, and with t positiveness, that, whether the act was d 
or bad, as the new judges 8 appointed for life, that —— 


amounted in substance to a contract on the part of the public which, consist- 
ently with the spirit of the Constitution, could not be set aside. To none of 
these arguments would the Republicans listen; and the bill for repealing the 
late act finally passed the Senate, 16 to 15, one of the Administration members 
being absent, and another (Ogden, of New 83 voting in the negative. 

In the House the debate was renewed with earnestness, Giles, 
in the course of it, made a furious onslaught upon the whole judiciary system, 
and, indeed, upon the entire policy of the late Administrations, Atlength, by 
means of a midnight session, now first resorted to for such a purpose, the Com- 
mittee of the Whole was forced to report the bill, which presently the 
House, 59 to 32. Eustis, the Boston Representative, was the only Administration 
member who voted against it. 

Jefferson appears to have been very doubtful, at least previous to the meet- 
ing of Congress, whether the judges had not a freehold in their offices of which 
they could not constitutionally be deprived. But he did not hesitate to sign 
the act. Nor, indeed, whatever might be thought of the expediency of the re- 
peal, could there be any solid doubt of the power of Congress in the matter, 
the repeal being, as it was, a bona fide one, and not a mere trick to deprive the 
8 offices, with intent to establish those offices anew and to give 

em ers. 


Then Congress immediately proceeded to pasa another judiciary act 
in which they provided for what was known as circuit courts. It must 
be remembered in connection with this question which I am now dis- 
cussing that this power to organize the Territories of the United States 
does not come at all from the judicial power, or from the general leg- 
islative power, but it comes from a specific provision of the Constitu- 
tion, which says: 

That the Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules 
and regulations respecting the Territory or other property belonging to the 
United States. 

Now, from the Florida case, which arose in the early history of the 
Government, down to the present hour, it has been held, and it is the 
existing law and has been during the whole period of our judicial his- 
tory, that wherever a power is found in the Constitution, the mode of 
exercising that power, unless prescribed or limited by the Constitution 
itself, is a matter of sound discretion for Congress. So in the organi- 
zation of the Territory of Florida, which was the first case which came 
before the court, they proceeded in their own way to organize that Ter- 
ritory. 

athe was made upon that and this broad doctrine was laid down. 
So that this Delegate to Congress from the Territory of Dakota accepted 
the office with his eyes wide open; he knew that Congress had reserved 
the power and the right not only to admit Dakota as a State at any 
time but to abolish the whole Territorial government and do what it 
pleased with the Territory in the exercise of its sound discretion. The 
case is entirely different with regard to members of Congress, because 
their term of office is prescribed in the Constitution. 

The Senators and 1 shall receive a compensation for their serv- 
ices, to be ascertained by law and paid out of the Treasury of the United States. 

That is one provision. Another is that they shall be elected every 
two years, The office is created and the term of the office is fixed by 
the Constitution, 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

The CHAIRMAN proceeded to put the question on the amendment 
of Mr, ROGERS to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent that this proposi- 
tion be reserved to be acted on in the House upon a yea-and-nay vote. 

Several members objected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pending a division, the request for unanimous 
consent can not be obtained. z 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 49, noes 51. 

Mr. ROGERS, I call for tellers. 

Tellers wereordered; and Mr. ROGERSand Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, 
were appointed. , 

m 7 committee again divided; and the tellers reported —ayes 63, 
noes 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Forallowance to the following contestants and contestees, audited and reo 
ommended by the Committee on Elections, for expenses incurred by them in 
contested-election cases, namely : 

James = Chalmers, $2,000; 


James B. Morgan, £ 4 


1890. 


John M. Lan: m 7 
Edward C. Venable, Bob; 
Edmund Waddill, jr., $2,000; 
George D. Wise g 
Henry Bowen, $2,000; 
John A. Buchanan, $2,000; 
Thomas E. Miller, $2,000; 
William Elliott, $2,000; 
George W. Atkinson, $2,000; 
John O. Pend eton, $2.600; 
J. V. MeDuftie, $2,000; 

I. W. Turpin, $2,000; 
Henry Kernaghan, $2,000; 
Charles E. Hooker, $2,000; 
Fred. 8. Goodrich, $2,000; 
Robert Bullock, $2,000; 
Francis B. Posey, $2,000; 
William F. Parrett, £1,000; 
Frank H. Threet, $2,000; 
Richard H. Clarke, $2,000; 
James H. McGinnis, $2, 000; 
J. D, Alderson, $2,000 ; 
Sydney E. Madd, $2,000; 
Barnes Compton, $2,000; 

L. B. Eato 5 


S. M. Robertson, $304.25; 

O. L. Anderson, $595.10; 

Justin R. Whiting, 8888.50; 

T. R. Stoekdale, $ 

T. J. Clunie, $2,000; in all $71,061.85. 


Mr. ROWELL. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word! dollars,“ in line 14, page 60, insert the following: 

“To Allen D. Candler, $1,659.30; $ 

“To W. 8S Forman, $1,359.75; 

“To William Hartsulf, $1,000; 

“To Clifton R. Breckinridge, $2,000; 

“To the administrator of the estate of John M. Cla: , $500; 

“To John McClure, attorney for John M. Clayton, SI, 500.“ 

In lines 13 and 14, strike out“ $71,06L85"’ and insert $79,080.90," 


Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to pnt a question to the tleman in 
charge of this bill; but before entering upon any discussion I make a 
point of order against one of the items of the amendment. I observe 
there is a provision for the payment of $1,500 toanattorney. I know 
of no law for an allowance of that kind. 

Mr. ROWELL. Well, I have put it in that way instead of provid- 
ing that the money be paid to the administrator of the estate. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It appears to me, besides, that the charge is exces- 
sive, : 

Mr. ROWELL. Well, I think not, in view of the amount of sery- 
ice rendered. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I make the point oforder. I know of no author- 
ity for this. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. ROWELL] on the point of order. 


Mr. ROWELL. I will modify the amendment by striking out the 
provision for the payment of $1,500, and by inserting $2,000 instead 


of 8500 as the amount to be paid to the administrator of the estate of 


John M. Clayton. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. CLUNIE. I offer the amendment which I send to the d 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 60, after line 14, insert the reele F 

“To enable the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Rep 
sentatives to poy to the officers and employés of the Senate and House, borne 
on the annnal and session rolls on the Ist day of A it, 1890, including the 
Capitol Police, for extra services during the en Congress, a sum equal to 
one month's pay at the compensation then paid them by law, same to be 
immediately available.” - 


Mr. OATES. I make a point of order against this amendment. 


3 — CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the point 
of order. 
Mr. CLUNIE. In reference to the point of order I wish to say that 


it has been made on a number of previous oceasions—ever since the 
custom was inaugurated of giving to the employés of the two Houses 
an extra month’s pay. Upon an examination of the record I find that 
this custom began away back in 1826, and this extra month’s 

has continued to be voted at almost every long session of Congress from 
that time to the present. As to the point of order which has always 
been made, the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, as well as 
the Speaker of the House, has always permitted the question to be de- 
cided by the Committee of the Whole. In the last Congress Speaker 
CARLISLE, in deciding the question, felt that he was bound by the 
precedents of prior Congresses. ‘The same may be said of the various 
Chairmen of Committees of the Whole who in recent years have ruled 
on this question. 

Permit me to state my reasons for offering this amendment. I read 
in the newspapers only a short time ago that we were likely to be here 
until the snow should fly; that this wonld be an unreasonably long 
session of Congress. Now, when the salaries of the varions clerks and 
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otheremployés were fixed they were fixed upon the understanding that 
Congress would in all probability not sit later than July of the long ses- 
sion. The last long session, it will be remembered, lasted until the 
20th of October. The present it seems is to be one continuous session. 

These clerks are not allowed to go off when they please. Members 
absent themselves whenever they see fit—so much so that a quorum is 
often missing in this House. When members go off they continue to 
draw theirsalary. These clerks are here on duty nightandday. They 
are unable to get an hour's vacation. 

T have been told that the introduction of this proposition would in- 
jure me in the estimation of my constituents; that, as I come from a 
close district, in fact from a Republican district, it would not do for me 
to propose or sanction the spending of the money of the people in this 
way. But, sir, speaking for my own district and for the people I repre- 
sent, I cansay, without fear of contradiction, that they will indorse any 
honest expenditure of public money in the interest of the working 
people connected with the House of Representatives. When the fact 
is staring us in the face that every clerk connected with Congress will 
be here from three to four months longer than the ordinary length of 
the session, it is a mistaken idea to assume that economy requires us 
to refuse this small pittance. 

In regard to the point of order I can say again, Mr. Chairman, and 
I believe you will be bound by it, that the precedents are all 
the view taken by the gentleman from Alabama. But whether it be 
right or wrong, whether it be, technically speaking, that the point of 
order should be invoked, I say in view of the fact that it is in a good 
cause, and in view of the fact that previous sessions, from 1826 down 
to the present time, have voted the money and overruled the point of 
order, that the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole ought to do 
the same in to this matter. 

Mr. OATES, Mr. Chairman, the usual resolution that is passed for 
the purpose contemplated by this amendment is a resolution passed 
upon its own merits, of rather demerits, and is not placed in & general 
appropriation bill. There is no law authorizing anything of the kind. 
It is not a deficiency in any sense of the word, nor is it warranted or 
authorized by any provision of the law. It is simply a gratuity, when- 
ever it is given, pure and simple. 

Now, sir, if the employés of the House are not paid sufficient sala- 
ries let us take hold of the list and revise it and increase the salaries 
and pay what the services are worth, and stop this cowardly way of 
slippingin at the back door and getting an extra month’s compensation 
to make up for what is alleged to bea deficiency in the salaries. I do 
not believe in any such proceedings, and have never voted to give away 
the public money for any such purpose. If the employés are not re- 
ceiving enough, let us revise the list. 

I do not suppose that the Chairman wishes to hear anything else on 
the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question presented by the amendment of 
the gentleman from California has been presented during every long 
session of Congress since the present occupant of the chair has been in 
public life in this body. Whatever the opinion of the Chair might be, 
if this were now presented as an original proposition, and while the 
Chair would be inclined to sustain the point of order, still the Chair 
is advised by the Journal Clerk of the House, who has had large ex- 


ve terms this amendment has been considered under a point of 
0 on an appropriation bill, either the sundry civil bill or the defi- 
cjéncy bill, and the precedent having been so uniformly established, 
e Chair would hesitate to overrule it and prevent a vote upon the 
amendment. The Chair will, therefore, submit the question to the de- 
termination of the committee, and for that purpose overrules the point 
of order. 
Mr. OATES, Have the Capitol police been embraced heretofore in 
such propositions ? z 7 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is advised that this amendment is 
copied almost verbatim from the law of last year, and except as to the 
date is exactly the item as passed by the House in the last Congress, 
Mr. Hopkins addressed the Chair. 


ment? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I do. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent to limit de- 
bate on this proposition to ten minutes. è 

The CHAIRMAN. Theamendmentis before the committee for con- 
sideration and debate, and the gentleman from Iowa asks consent that 
general debate be limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. CHEADLE. TI object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Make it thirty minutes on a side. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move that the debate be limited on 
this amendment to twenty minutes. That is plenty of time. It has 
been discussed over and over again in every Congress. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I move to amend by making it forty 
minutes, twenty on a side. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. TURNER, of New 
York, the committee divided; and there were—ayes 40, noes 72. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. “I ask for tellers. 


perience in regard to the proceedings of the House, that for eleven 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman rise to oppose the amend- 
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Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York, and Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, were ap- 
pointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 38, noes 
77 — 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ROGERS. I move toamend by makingit thirty minutes, fifteen 
minates on each side, 

The amendment was rejected; there being, on a division—ayes 25, 
noes 73. 

The motion of Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, was then agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
California [Mr. CLUNIE] in support of the amendment, and the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Horkixs] in opposition to it. 

Mr, CLUNIE. I reserve the time. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose this amendment. 
I do it in the first place because there is no law that warrants the in- 
crease of this appropriation bill by any such amendment as that pro- 
posed by the gentleman from California. 

What right. Mr. Chairman, have the members of this House, the rep- 
resentatives of the people, to thus, without warrant of law, vote extra 
compensation to the employés of the House and Senate? They num- 
ber, I am credibly informed, something like two hundred and fifty 
persons, Their salaries range from $5,000 down to something less than 
a thousand or perhaps a few hundred dollars each. The aggregate 
amount that will be carried by this amendment if adopted will be 
almost $90,000, I have the figures before me in a previous Congress 
when it aggregated $81,600.80. During this Congress we have in- 
creased the number of employés in the House that will be covered by 
this amendmnt, and the Senate have added a number on their side, so 
I make a moderate estimate when I say that $90,000, if the amend- 
ment is adopted, will be taken from the public Treasury and paid to 
these employés. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I can well understand that these employés have 
been around to the different members who have secured their appoint- 
ments, and have begged them to support a proposition of this kind in 
their behalf. I understand that it would be a graceful thing to grant 
this amount of money, but as a matter of justice, as a matter of public 
duty, I appeal to the Republicans on this side of the House to vote 
down the amendment. I speak in the language of moderation when 
I say that these men, who are the beneficiaries of the amendment, are 
receiving to-day, some of them from 25 to 50 per cent. more salary than 
they can earn in any other department of the public service or any 
other kind of business. There are men on the rolls of the House re- 
ceiving $2,000 per annum who never received $1,000 a year before in 
their lives. 

The pages of this House are receiving the sum of $75 a month, many 
of them little boys hardly out of their swaddling clothes. They are 
receiving more money per month than they will receive when they 
are bearded men. I say, Mr. i that the principle is all wrong. 
As was stated by my colleague, in the last Congress, this entire busi- 
ness ought to be revised, and these salaries reduced instead of in- 
creased, Look again. The great bulk of these men will leave when 
this Congress closes, and for the remaining months they will have 
no services to render, aud yet they will be drawing their salaries, 
some of them at $100 a month, others at $150, and others as high as 
$400 a month. Now, Mr. Chairman, their employment extends over 
a period of two years, and Congress, if this session extends into the 
second session, will still leave a period of nearly nine months when 
nothing will be done here, and yet they will draw their salaries for 
the full two years. 

Now, it seems to me that when we are attempting to practice econ- 
omy upon public measures, when we are looking to see that the ex- 
penditures of the Government shall be kept within moderate bounds, 
that we are false to our duty and false to the principle that should 
control us to thus reach into the Treasury and pay out $90,000 to these 
employés who to-day are receiving a handsome compensation for the 
services rendered. How can any member of this body who favors the 
amendment justify his course with his constituents? It is a small 
percentage of the men in any one of these Congressional districts who 
are receiving the amount of salary that is paid to many of these men. 
Now it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that we ought not to adopt this 
measure that comes from the Democratic side. These Democratic 
members are not responsible for these expenditures. If this amend- 
ment should be adopted it is one of the questions that we have to meet 
with our constituents, and I appeal to Republicans to vote this down. 
I will reserve the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has occupied five minutes of the 


ten. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, I only want to oceupy one or two 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hor- 
KINS] yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES]? 


Mr. HOPKINS. How do you stand with reference to this amend- 
9 


t 
Mr. OATES. Iam against it. 


ee HOPKINS. Yes; I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 

Mr. OATES. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] says this 
measure came from the Democratic side of the House. That is true, 
that it came from a Democratic member, but, for one, I repudiate it as 
a Democratic measure. I only rise for the purpose of stating two facts 
for the information of the House that have escaped the attention of 
some gentlemen. One of these is, that a resolution was attempted to 
be passed at this session of Congress for a month's extra pay to the em- 
ployés of the last Congress. I made opposition to that, and they will 
remember that this House voted it down, or refused to pass it to en- 
grossment and third reading, as I recollect it. It certainly was de- 
feated, The other fact is that this resolution includes the Official Re- 
porters, when provision is made in this very bill for $1,000 extra com- 
pensation each to those gentlemen, and notwithstanding that increase 
of compensation, which will be found on page 60 of the bill, they are 
included in this resolution to be given one month’s extra pay also. 
The whole thing is wrong. I do not care whether such a proposition 
comes from a Democratic member or a Republican, it is wrong and 
ought never to be adopted. 

As I said when I was up before, if the compensation of the employés 
is not great enough let members have the manhood to take hold of it 
and increase it and provide by law for it. Abandon this practice of 
slipping in at the back door, in this indirect way, to increase their com- 
pensation. It is wrong and I never can sanction it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr.CLUNIE. I yield two minutes of my time to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. SAWYER]. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Chairman, I do not know myself how the law 
does stand. I donot understand that there is any law which provides 
for the payment of $10,000 to the widow of a former member of Con- 
gress from Illinois. I do not know that there is any law which pro- 
vides for the payment of a salary to the widow of any member of 
Congress who dies; but they do it. 

The members of Congress from Illinois have not been heard object- 
ing. Fer more than eleven years past at the termination of every long 
session we have been doing just exactly what we are now doing, whether 
the House was Republican or Democratic. 

Now, reference has been made to some of these little boys that are 
said to be still at their mothers’ breasts, or in swaddling clothes, or 
somewhere thereabouts, getting the exorbitant salary of $75 a month. 
Why does not the gentleman from Illinois get up and have them re- 
duced, if that is the regard he has for these infants said to be almost 
in their mothers’ arms? Let him show his manliness by introducing 
a resolution to reduce their salaries, This idea of sticking up to. mat- 
ter of law where we have had precedent from year to year is the cheap- 
est way that a man ever attempted to make himself popular at home; 
and he always fails. 

Mr. CLUNIE. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Vote! 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has three minutes 
remaining, and the gentleman from California eight. 

Mr. CLUNIE. I wish to occupy a few minutes of my time. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CLUNIE. Iwish to use a few minutes of my time in answering 
the gentleman from Illinois. He criticises the clerks, and starts in with 
one or two who get fairsalaries. The remainder—and there are a hun- 
dred and odd—get merely nominal salaries. It is to that class of at- 
tachés that this resolution particularly refers. But you can not very 
well, in the face of the fact that all previous resolutions included ali 
the attachés, leave any particular one ont. Now, I want to say, Mr. 
Chairman, that I am just as anxious for an honest and economical ad- 
ministration of this Government as is the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Hoprrs]; but I do not want to commence on the clerks of this House, 
who are compelled to stay here three or four months longer this session 
than on almost any previous occasion. 

Why, sir, all the way from California are young men connected with 
this House, who get no mileage, but who are compelled to pay their 
fare from California or from any other State whence they may come, 
and also pay their fare on returning. I have had the andacity in be- 
half of that class of employés to ask, in view of the fact that it is con- 
ceded on all hands and all sides that we are remaining here during 
the entire summer and well along in the fall, one month’s extra pay, 
in accordance with long established precedent. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. CLUNIE. Certainly. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Does not the gentleman know that 
many of these employés are paid by the month and receive no pay 
after Congress adjourns ? 

Mr. CLUNIE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Then do they not get more pay the 
longer the session continues? 

Mr. CLUNIE. Many of them. Several of them are employed by 
the month. I have also included them, because their little paltry sal- 
aries amount to nothing compared with the arduous duties exacted 
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from them, and I apprehend that my good friend from New York will 
go back to the people he represents and ask them, if he should vote 
against a resolution paying a hundred and odd employés an extra 
month’s salary during the long session, whether or not they would 
justify him. They would not do so. t 

I represent constituents, Mr. Chairman, that are as careful of their 
money as any constituency in this country; but I am proud to say 
when it cémes to the payment of the attachés, not only of the Legisla- 
ture of my State, but also of Congress, they are proud to give that class 
of people an extra month’s salary. The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. 
Hopkins] when he goes home to his constituents to repair his fences, 
I see—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. They are all in good order now. 

Mr. CLUNIE. I see no evidence that he deducts his salary. He 
draws it, as I understand, regularly every month. He draws his mile- 
age, and regrets, I suppose, that he can not draw more [laughter]; but 
when it comes to the young men and to the old soldiers, many of whom 
have lost their limbs in defense of this country that we might be here 
to-day to legislate, he says, It will never do,” and appeals to the 
great Republican party to stand by him. 

Now, my friend from Alabama repudiates this as a Democratic meas- 
ure. So far as I am concerned, speaking for myself as a Democrat, Iam 
proud to have had the honor of introducing it, and I want it understood 
that I am as good a Democrat as sits in this House of Representatives. 
But I represent that class of liberal, progressive people who are willing 
to deal justly and fairly by their employés, and when economy is in- 
voked they want economy on the great, big, gigantic steals that have 
been going on in this country for twenty-five years past, They donot 
want to draw the line upon the employésof Congress. I appeal to the 
Republican party to deal fairly, to stand up for manhood, to do what 
is right by these attachés. 

If my friends of the Democratic party see fit to vote against it, I can 
not help it. I have the honor to represent a district where I needed 
all of the Democratic votes and quite a large number of Republican 
votes to get here, and the kind of Democrats that I represent are al- 
ways willing and proud to pay the workingmau whatever is justly 
due him. The country knows that this is an extraordinarily long ses- 
sion. The country knows that these young men and these old men 
are kept here three or four months longer than it was expected they 
would be kept when their contract was made. Previous to the last 
Congress the adjournment of a long session usually came even before 
this date, but as to this session I can not see the end of it. If they 
undertake in the Senate to pass the iniquitous force bill I am satisfied 
that they will have to stay here until the snow falls and for a long 
time thereafter. 

Mr. OATES. I wish it understood that I do not object to the pay- 
ment of the salaries of these employés. I want every dollar paid that 
is due them, but I do object to $70,000 of a tip.“ 

Mr, CLUNIE. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, I want to say that when these salaries were fixed they were 
fixed upon the assumption that these employés would be paid for work- 
ing up to about the last of June or early in July. That was the basis, 
judging from the length of previous sessions; but, as I have already said, 
we are going to be here this time three or four months longer, and in 
the name of these men, whom I, being a Democrat, have had no voice 
in selecting, I ask the Republicans to deal as fairly now with their 
employés as the Democrats in the long session of the last Congress 
dealt with the Democratic employés. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr, HOPKINS, of Illinois. I yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE]. 

The CHAJRMAN. The gentleman has three minutes, two of which 
he yields to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, replying to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. CLUNIE], permit me to say that during the long ses- 
sions of the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses the Democratic party, 
then in a majority in the House, did not vote an additional month's 
pay to their employés. Iam in favor of paying to the laborer every 
cent that is due him, but Ideny that the employés of this House are 
working on the same basis that prevails in the country generally. 
They are not paid laborers’ wages. This House pays its pages more 
than the average mechanic with a family earns in any part of this coun- 


Again, much has been said here about friendship for the farmers and 
the need of legislation in their behalf. 

While other gentlemen have been talking I have made a little cal- 
culation. This appropriation, if it passes, will require $90,000in money; 
it required 881, 600 in the last Congress. It will take the entire product 
of 6,000 acres of wheat, averaging 20 bushels to the acre and sold at 75 
cents a bushel, to give these gentlemen this additional month’s salary. 
It will require the entire product of 4,000 acres of corn, averaging 50 
bushelsto theacre and sold for 30 cents a bushel, to give to these employés 
this gratuity or bounty of one month’s salary. And to produce this 
corn, assuming an average of one farm-hand for 40 acres (which even 
with our improved agriculture is as much as one hand can till), it will 
require one hundred and tifty men working one year to earn the money 


with which to pay this additional gratuity. In the interest of justice 
and economy I ask that the amendment be voted down. 2 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from California [Mr. 
CLUNIE] in arguing this questien to the House referred to me and 9 
the salary that Iam drawing as a member of Co When Ien 
on my duties as a Representative I knew the salary I was to receive 
and all the emoluments connected with the office; and, sir, if there 
were a proposition here to increase my salary either for one month or 
for two months, or for any pat of a month, I would vote against it, 
as I propose to vote against this increase of compensation to the officers 
of the House and Senate. When these gentlemen received their ap- 
pointments they knew the amount of salary they would receive; and 
every one who is holding an appointment under the House or the Sen- 
ate was only too glad to accept that salary. 

Now, after they are safe in their positions, when they are receiving 
salaries which in many instances are greater than they have ever re- 
ceived before, they are attempting by this amendment to take $90,000 
out of the Treasury of the United States for the payment of what, as 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OaTEs] has said, is a tip.“ I 
say, Mr. Chairman, this proposition rests on a vicious principle, and 
now is the time for members of this House to put a quietus on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. CLUNIE]. ~ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask that it be again read. 

The Clerk again read the amendment of Mr. CLUNIE. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there 
were—ayes 70, noes 43. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I call for tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yeas and nays in the House would be better. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. HOPKINS. With the understanding from the gentleman in 
charge of the bill that we can have a yea-and-nay vote in the House on 
this amendment, I will withdraw the call for tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Weare entitled to that, of course. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You have a right to demand it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. HorRINs] that if the amendment is agreed to it will be re- 
ported to the House for concurrence, and will be subject in the House 
toa yea-and-nay vote without any action of the committee, ifa sufficient 
number of members should demand it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I withdraw the call for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. On this question the ayes are 70, the noes 43. 
So the amendment is to. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I offer the amendment which Isend to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the amendment last adopted insert the following: 
“That allemployés of the House, including the Capito. 


lice, who were em- 
ered on the 2d day of December, 
an 


, 1889, whose salary did not exceed $2,000, 
who prior to April 1, 1890, ceased to be so employed, shall be paid a sum 
equal to one month's pay at the rate they were severally receiving on the 2d 
day e vere — 1889; and 5 C this pores gireg — 
ropt: out of any money in the sury not otherwise appro any 
the same shall be immediately available.” it 


Mr. CANNON. I make a point of order on this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. MILLIKEN ] on the point of order. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, this is entirely in line with the 
amendment just adopted. It is simply to give one month’s pay to the 
Democratic employés who were present at the of this Con- 
gress. I donot know that I am able to discuss the pointof order with 
thegentleman from Illinois. I will leave that matter to the determina- 
tion of the Chairman. But I offer this amendment because I do not be- 
lieve and never have believed that this country is going to be saved or 
the Treasury replenished by our being stingy with the employés of the 
House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be glad to hear the gentleman 
on the question of order. Discussion upon the merits of the amend- 
ment may be addressed to the committee when the question of order 
has been determined. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. One word further. I believe that if this House 
is going to begin to economize it should not be like the school-master 
who whipped all the little boys and let the big ones go. 

The CHAIRMAN. This proposition is not new; it has been ruled 
outof order repeatedly. The Chair is advised that it has never been 
held to be in order on an appropriation bill, although on one occasion 
a joint resolution covering an appropriation of this kind was passed. 
The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I know that a proposition of this kind became a 
law in the Forty-eighth Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. But that was in a separate joint resolution, not 
as an amendment to an appropriation bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


gion miscellaneous items and expenses of special and select committees, 


+ 
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Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I offer the amendment which I send Mr. ROGERS. Whose compensation; the colored man or the Door- 


to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 60, after line 16, insert the following: 

2 — r expenses ‘ofspecial and select committees, being 
a deficiency for the fiscal year 1889, $623.13." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

T. imbu: the oficial reporters of the proceedings and debates of the 
8 —— t neng for the moneys by them so far during the pres- 
ent session for clerical hire and extra clerical services, $1,000 , except that 
to the widow of John J. McElhone there shal! be paid $600, and to Fred Irland 
$400; in all, 95,000. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

0 61. Ji: i rt the following words : 

de tZiabures the Oficial Ro — 10 — of the House of Popre: 
sentatives for moneys paid by — so far during the present session for cler- 
ical hire and extra clerical services, $750 each; in all, $1,500,” 

The amendment was adopted. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay to the conductors of the elevators in the House wing of the Capitol 
the difference between their respective salaries and $1,200 per annum each, as 
follows: To k. W.Gondelock, from february 14, 1888, to 2 — My bos to $233.77; 
to Rudolph Gibba, from March 15 to July 1, 1890, $53.89; to John Graham, from 
July 15, 1889, to March 16, 1890, $133.59; to L. B. Cook and George Winters for 
fiseal years 1539 and 1890, $200 each ; in all, $826.25. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I offer the amendment I send 
to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 18, after the word “cents,” insert: 
55 he the N. e Danicl Ratcliffe, from February 14, 1888, to July 15, 1839, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I would like to have some explanation of this 
amendment. 5 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. This amendment is offered 
with the consent of the chairman of the subcommittee, General HEN- 
DERSON. This young man, Daniel Rateliffe, is entitled to the com- 

sation fixed here, and his name was simply omitted in framing the 
pill, He performed the same services. ; 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It was not brought to our attention 
when the bill was made up. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What is the character of the service for which 
extra compensation is given here? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. This is in accordance, I will say to 
the gentleman, with the uniform custom of the House. Itis simply 
to make the salary of the elevator men equal to the salary paid on the 
Senate side for similar service. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. HEND N, of Iowa. I have anamendment I desire to offer 
on behalf of the committee on this paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On Gl, line 15, strike out the name Gondelock “ and insert“ Goude- 
lock} ia. line 20, strike out 888.80 and insert in lieu thereof 229. 40; S. D. 
Stearns, to July 1, 1890, $20.92." 

f page 62, in lines 1 and 2, strike out 28.25 and insert in lieu thereof 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. In that connection the total will be 
$960.48, as the Clerk will observe, instead of that named in the para- 

ph, this being caused by the amendment of the gentleman from 
entucky. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will make the necessary correction of 
the footings. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To reimburse Thomas Beli for expenses incurred from March 1, 1888, to April 
1, 1890, for assistance as laborer in caring for building rented for use of the fold- 

room, $275. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill what is the object 
of the paragraph just read. ) 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. This item, to reimburse Thomas Bell, 
is recommended by the Committee on Accounts, and has reference toa 
colored man in the folding-room who had to hire help and pay $10 a 
month for the assistance. It is recommended by the Committee on 
Accounts, as I have said, and is incorporated in the bill on that rec- 
ommendation. I understand it has been done before. 

Mr. ROGERS. Does the gentleman think that is a wise method? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. What does the gentleman mean? 

Mr. ROGERS. To allow a colored man in the folding-room to em- 
ploy assistance? 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Or to authorize a white man to employ help. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It has been the custom, I will state 
to the gentleman, for two Congresses past. 

Mr, ROGERS. - Who employs him? 


Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. He is under the Doorkeeper. 
Mr. ROGERS. Why does not the Doorkeeper employ the help? 
Mr. HEND. is compensation is fixed. 


ERSON, of Iowa. Because his 


? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The colored man. * 

Mr. ROGERS. But I understand the Doorkeeper employs the col- 
ored man and the colored man employs the help. Now, what author- 
ity is there for employing the help? - 

Mr. HENDE N, of Iowa. In regard to the necessity for the serv- 
ice, I will yield to the chairman of the Committee on Accounts, at 
whose instance this item was inserted in the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. This colored man, Mr. Chairman, is employed as 
a laborer in the folding-room of the House at a salary of $400 a year, 
Since taking of it there has been added an outside room, and he 
has also had charge of that. In addition to his small compensation, 
amounting only to $33.33} a month it has been thought proper and just 
that he should be compensated for some additional service which he had 
to employ to assist him in taking care of this outside room. It is rec- 
ommended by the Committee on Accounts to compensate him for ad- 
ditional labor employed. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Is the additional laborer colored? 

Mr. SPOONER. I can not say, but I presume so. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iam not complaining that the gentleman is colored. 
I have known a great number of very excellent colored men, and some 
very bad white men. His color has nothing whatever to do with the 
principle. But there is a principle here involved and that is that 


‘somebody, some responsible party, whether it be a black man ora 


white man, ought to be alone empowered to employ the necessary help. 
And that is the point that Iam after. It is an extraordinary proceed- 
ing, it seems to me, that the House of Representatives shall appoint a 
Doorkeeper and give him the power to employ an employé to help to 
do certain kinds of work, and then let this helper of his, without au- 
thority of law, go forward to employ additional help. And then I 
suppose upon that principle this additional help of his may employ ad- 
ditional help, and that additional help may employ additional help, 
and so on ad infinitum, and the Committee on Accounts are going to 
indorse it, and the Committee on Appropriations are going to indorse 
it because they have a precedent for it. 

Thomas Jefferson once said, when speaking of the American Navy, 
that the Federal Government ought to resist the first encroachment of 
our rights upon the seas, because, said he, a wrong. once sanctioned 
becomes the prolific t of other wrongs, 

Just so here now, use four years ago a helper on this floor em- 
ployed John Smith to do certain work without authority of law, and 
afterward the Committee on Accounts saw fit to allow the amount, and 
then that was repeated a second time, it is now justified, and we have 
the precedent to allow the doorkeepers if they choose, or the help of the 
doorkeepers if they choose, to go forward to do this, that, and the other 
thing and then get itin the appropriation bill. I have no doubt this 
is a meritorious case, assuming that the Committee on Accounts have 
investigated it, but I think it is a bad precedent. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is a slight additional compensation thathas been 
allowed to the same laborer in the two preceding Congresses. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. It seems to me that the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. ROGERS] misapprehends the manner in which this help 
has been obtained. There is no authority of law for this colored man 
to employ additional help. There was a salary fixed for the position 
at the time when he was appointed of $400 a year. Subsequent to the 
time of fixing that salary the labors of the position were so increased 
that one man could not accomplish the work, and he, in order to hold 
the position and thus do the work that was thrown upon him, hired 
another man to do the work with him. Then he came to the Commit- 
tee on Accounts and presented a bill and asked to have it allowed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If he could not do the work, why did he not re- 
sign? He ought to have quit if he could not do the work. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, That being the situation, ou the petition of this 
laborer the Committee on Accounts examined the matter and found 
and referred it to the Committee on Appropriations to do with it as they 
saw fit. That is all there is of it. To say that it sets any precedent 
for the employment of any other labor by some other laborer is a mis- 
take. It sets no precedent; it is simply acting upon the petition of a 
laborer who has had the duties of his position increased since his sal- 
ary was fixed. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, it was said yesterday that accounts 
which had come from the Department of Justice and gone to the Treas- 
ury and which had then been sent to the House through the regular 
channel and referred by the Speaker to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions did not give the Committee on Appropriations any jurisdiction; 
but it seems that, notwithstanding this account has gone through no 
channel of that kind, notwithstanding there has been no estimate, not- 
withstanding it is not a deficiency at all and is not in the nature of a 
deficiency, but is an implied claim, yet the Committee on Appropria- 
tions have jurisdiction. Now, I supposed all points of order were 
reserved. colored man is the last man on earth that I want to 
make the point of order on, and therefore I am not going to make or 
insist upon it and Iam going to assume that the account is a just and 
honest one and ought to be paid; but I am to insist in addition 
to that that it is a bad principle and that we ought not to sanction it. 
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It ought to be the last time that an ordinary employé, a common la- 
borer in the House of Representatives or in any other part of the coun- 
try, sl.ould be recognized as having authority, unless there is a very great 
exigency or emergency, to employ help under these circumstances, 
and to make the Government responsible for it. He could easily have 
reported this matter to the Vipera his employer, who is presumed 
to be a man responsible and reliable. I sa he is in every way 
intelligent and capable and honest, and I will not assume the contrary 
about this man, but the Doorkeeper is an officer responsible to the House 
for what he docs. He may be discharged and removed at once for any 
malleasance or misfeasance, and I say there ought to be some power to 
which every man is responsible. This man who employed this extra 
service issimply a common laborer, and yet he goes on without author- 
ity and employs assistance. He determines whether it is necessary 
for him to have the help or not, and then he comes to Congress with 
this account. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Win the gentleman yield fora question? What 
authority has the Doorkeeper of the House to employ any help that 
is not authorized by the House itself? 

Mr. ROGERS. Just exactly the same authority that this common 
laborer has, and no more. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Why should the matter be referred, then, to the 
Doorkeeper of the House? : 

Mr. ROGERS. Because the Doorkeeper was the principal of this 
man, and through him the question could be determined whether it 
was necessary to have the work done. 

Why should he be able to bring it into the House and put it through 
here? Would you say it was right, if you were to employ a man to do 
a certain job, and he employed others, that one of the ds under 
him could go and employ additional help and then come and bring an 
additional account against you? You would repudiate that. You would 
say, Lou go to the man who employed you and settle with him.” I 
presume that you would do that, as I take you to be a better business 
man than you would be if you did not repudiate such a transaction. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I think I have a much better position than that. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iam going to assme that you are a good business 
man, and you would not allow your employé or your agent to go out 
and employ an indefinite amount of labor and then recognize it as a 
proper, legitimate thing to do. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amendment will 
be considered withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay Beaufort C. Lee and Charles Carter for services in caring for the sub- 
cominittee rooms of the Committees on Ways and Means and Appropriations, 
$60 each; in all, $120, 

Mr. BYNUM. I would like to inquire of the chairman of the com- 
mittee respecting taking care of these rooms, and whether these are reg- 
ular employés. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Lee and Carter! Lee has charge of 
the rooms of the Committee on Ways and Means. Carter has charge 
of the additional room of the Committee on Appropriations, Carter 
has been appropriated for regularly for years. As Lee has charge of 
the additional room of the Committee on Ways and Means, on a me- 
morial ananimonsly signed by that committee, we added his name tothe 
list. 

Mr. BYNUM. And this compensation is for taking care of the room 
formed by closing of the ball? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. For taking care of that additional 


Troon. 

Mr. BYNUM. I did not understand that that was to be made a 
room atall, but only to be closed temporarily for a short time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means [Mr. MCKINLEY] is here, and can explain the mat- 
te 


T 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, if this employé is drawing a salary. 
and is able to take care of two rooms and perform his services, I think 
it is not an enormous service to impose on him the labor of taking care 
of the additional room. While the gentleman has cited an analogons 
case, so far as the Committee on Appropriations is concerned, it seems 
to me that this is a very bad practice. Certainly the man who attends 
to a room has actual labor to perform, but the additional room does not 
impose any great amount of labor. I believe it was only to be used a 
short time—that the ball was only to be closed, and as soon as the 
work of the committee was completed it was to be opened again. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. BYNUM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I believe the gentleman is a member 
of the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. BYNUM. No, sir; I am not. 7 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Well, as to Carter, he is employed in 
the closet, and gets $60 a month as one of those in charge of it. He 

ets $5 a month extra for cleaning the spittoons and the rooms of the 

mmittee on Appropriations, It has n done time out of mind. 
He has had it for years, and it has been given him by Democratic as 
well as Republican Houses, and I believe it is a fair amount. Now, I 
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do not know what the position of Leeis; but the gentleman from Ohio, 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means [Mr. MCKINLEY], is 
here, and he can explain why that committee asks us to make the same 
provision as to Lee we did as to Carter. 

Mr. BYNUM. Has the Committee on Appropriations no janitor for 
its rooms? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No, sir; not one. 

Mr. BYNUM. Has it not a messenger ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Oh, there is a messenger, but not a 
janitor to clean the rooms. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Chairman, this young colored boy referred 
to in this bill is not an employé of the Government at all. He has been 
about the Capitol for many years, and during that time has been about 
the Committee on Ways and Means. I think he was always employed 
by the messenger heretofore to clean up the room when we had but a- 
single room. When we had an additional room it was not an easy 
matter, with the many. people that were constantly coming before that 
committee in the earlier months of this session (and gentlemen on that 
committee know that they came by the hundreds), so that we found 
it necessary to have this additional help. It did not seem right that 
the messenger should pay this additional $5 out of his own salary, and 
as the Committee on Appropriations, similarly situated, allowed $5 for 
some one to take care of their extra room, we requested the chairman: 
of this subcommittee to allow this young colored nian 85 à month, and 
it is in the appropriation bill at my request, If any gentleman objects 
to it, why I have no sort of concern about it and it could go out of the 
bill. It seemed to me only right and proper that it should be allowed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amendment 
will be considered as withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay Alexander Vangender as extra compensation for services rendered as 
assistant clerk to the Committee on Invalid Pensions during the second session 
ofthe Fiftieth and the first session of the Fifty-first Congresses, $500. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
amendment to that. Instead of the letter n“ in the name, substi- 
tute the letter ‘‘u;’’ so as to make it read Vangender.”’ 

Mr. ROGERS. I want to make a point of order against the last 


ph read. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. What is the gentleman’s point of or- 
der? 

Mr. ROGERS. This is not a deficiency, as I understand it, nor is it 
provided for by law. I make the point of order as much to elicit an 
explanation of the factsas for any other reason. I want to know who 
this man is, whether he is not an employé of the Government, whether 
he is not getting a regular stated salary, and whether this is not extra 
compensation. - 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. This Mr. Vangeuder is a regular sala- 
ried clerk in the Pension Office who is detailed to assist the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and this appropriation is to place his compen- 
sation at the same rate as that of examiners in the Pension Office. 
With regard to the point of order I have only to say that this extra 
compensation has been uniformly allowed on previous appropria- 
tion bills, just as it is in this bill, and to this same identical man. It 
was allowed by the last three Democratic Congresses. Therefore, it 
is in the law of past Congresses, and I suppose that would take it out 
of the range of the point of order. It is a matter in which I have no 
earthly personal interest. The Committee on Invalid Pensions passed 
a resolution, which was sent to us, asking that this appropriation should 
be made, and finding that it had been made by preceding Co 
our committee were unanimous in incorporating it in the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. I withdraw the point of order. If gentlemen on the 
other side want to make increases of salaries they ought to be allowed 
to do it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I wish to make a formal amendment 
in this paragraph by striking out the name ‘‘ Vangender’’ and substi- 
tuting the proper name, Vangeuder.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay 20 per cent. in addition to the amount paid for day labor to the em- 
loyés of the Government Printing Office, such as compositors, pressmen, book- 

inders, stereotypers, laborers, messengers, including the RECORD messenger, 
press-feeders, RECORD folders, counters, gatherers, collators, operators on 
stitchers, pasters, and mailers, engineers, machinists, firemen; and proof-read- 
ers, revisers, copy-holders, make-up, and imposers of the bill force, who were 
and are exclusively employed on the night forces of the Government Printin: 
Office during the first session of the Fifty-first Congress, $30,000, or so mu: 
thereof as may be necessary: Provided, That in estimating the said 20 per cent, 
credit shall be given to the Government for whatever has been paid or is now 
being paid the said employés above the rates for day work. 

Mr. ROGERS. Upon that paragraph I desire to reserve the point of 


order. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I desire to offer an amendment. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Page 63, line 18, after the word laborers,“ insert “including one laborer on 
the RD force;"’ and in line 21, after the word “firemen,” insert hoisters.“ 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the amendment will be con- 
sidered as to subject to, the point of order, 
Mr. pwr het hag I desire to reserve the point of order 


Mr. ROGERS. 
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Vas foran allowance of 20 per cent. 
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against that also. Ihave ee the point simply to find out what 
this means. I do not understand it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON rose. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The object of this amendment is to 
pay 20 per cent. in addition to the present rate of compensation to the 
night employés in the Government Printing Office, including both men 
and women, who work at night and who are getting the same compen- 
sation as men and women doing the same kind of work in the day- 
time. That is to say, if a man works in the daytime and gets $1 a 
day for his labor, a man doing the same kind of work, but who works 
at night, is to get 20 per cent. additional. 

The object is to give 20 per cent. additional compensation to the 
night force. The rule adopted by the committee, and it is the rule 
which the Government employés themselves proposed and which has 
been followed in preceding Congresses, is, that if any one is already 
getting extra compensation by reason of his working at night he shail 
not come within the provisions of this paragraph; hence the proviso 
at the end of the paragraph. The same kind of provision has been 
maoo. in past Congresses, but the rates of compensation allowed have 
varied, 

The percentage has been at one time 15, at another time 20, and at 
another time there has been a lump sum allowed, while in still another 
case the rate was 36 per cent. The petition that came to us this time 
e called the Government Printer 
before us and we also gave hearings to the committees sent by the em- 
ployés, and we found that, with this 20 per cent. additional compensa- 
tion, they would be receiving no more than is paid now to the night 
force employed in the offices of the great journals of this country. In 
the great newspaper offices of Chicago, New York, and other cities, in 
all great printing honses where the employés are compelled to work at 
night, the mee are from 20 to 25 per cent, higher than day wages for 
like work. e have introduced here only one innovation. We have 
included the women, feeling that women who work at night should 
have the same advantage and the same consideration given to them as 
men who work at night. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I did not rise to discuss the 
merits of this paragraph, but to ask the gentleman trom Iowa a ques- 
tion, which he has already answered. This provision for additional 
compensation for employés who work at night has been found in sub- 
stance, as I understand, in the deficiency appropriation bills for many 
years past.. They have been receiving under previous appropriation 
bills this allowance or some other allowance in addition to their regular 
pay, but the Pablic Printers have construed the law in such a way as 
not to allow the increased compensation to females. Take for example 
the RECORD force; they go to the office about midnight and work until 
8 or 9 or 10 o’clock the next morning, and it is only right and proper 
that this increased compensation should be allowed; but it always oc- 
curred to me thatthe women who went there to work upon the RECORD 
the same hour as the men should have the same advantage of increased 
compensation, Therefore Iam glad that the committee take that view, 
and I have risen now simply to ask the gentleman in charge of the 
bill whether the committee consider that this amendment does secure 
the same advantage to the female employés that it gives to the male 
employés? _ 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Unquestionably it does. It was drawn 
for that purpose. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to add a word on this subject. In 1877 
the rates of compensation of employés of the Government Printing 
Office were fixed by law, and at that rating they were cut down 20 per 
from the rates which had previously existed, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And was not that done in an appropriation 
bill? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That was done in an appropriation 
bill. Since that time the ezia allowances at different times have 
been 15 per cent., 20 per cent., 25 per cent., and, as I stated awhile 
ago, at one time there was an allowance of a lump sum of $90. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I think this provision ought to be adopted. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr, Chairman, I do not insist upon the point of or- 
der. I do not understand that it is insisted that this matter falls 
within existing law, but I agree with theobservation of the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], concurred in by the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON that there is no sound reason why the 
female employés should not be put upon an equal footing with the 
male employés and be treated with equal consideration, I withdraw 
the point of order, being induced to do so in this case in the hope that 
hereafter when some matters come up which do not fall strictly within 
the rules of the House I may have the co-operation of my friend from 
Towa in relation to them. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, before the Clerk com- 
mences the reading of the next paragraph, which refers to a num- 
ber of the judgments of the Court of Claims, I want to state that in 
every one of these cases either the right to appeal has been abandoned 
or the judgment has been affirmed on appeal to the Supreme Court; so 
that in none of these eases can the Government take an appeal, these 


being all final judgments in the strict sense of the term. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, before the next paragraph isread 
I ask unanimous consent to return to 53 to offer a formal amend- | 


ment toa ph which has been agreed to. The amendment is to | 
insert, te the re ial the name Mary C. Elliott.“ 

The amendment was agreed 

Mr. ROGERS. In rd to "ine judgments of the Court of Claims 
for the payment of which this bill makes provision, I wish to ask the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] whether they are mere finds 
ings of fact, or are they final judgments rendered against the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. They are all final judgments—either 
cases where appeal has been waived and it is too late to take it, or 
where an appeal bas been taken and final judgment rendered in the 
Supreme Court of the United States. All of these judgments are in 
such condition that it is impossible now for an appeal to be taken. 

Mr. ROGERS. How old are these judgments? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Idonot know. They are judgments 
rendered since the adjournment of the last Congress. 

Mr. Chairman, while on the floor I will ask unanimous consent that 
the formal reading of these various items for the payment of judgments 
of the Court of Claims be dispensed with. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. As the reading of the bill as a whole was dis 
with, 1 think the various paragraphs ought to be read now 
make final disposition of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: $ 

| 
| 


JUDGMENTS COURT OF CLAIMS, 


5 of judgments of the Court of Claims as follows: 
enry Phillips, jr., 

To John T, Patterson, $319.75; 

To Lewis Whaley, administrator of Washington P. Parker, deceased, $126,705 
‘To the Pacific Coast 5 Company, $14,800.92; 

To Charles C. Waters, $79 

To Thomas R, Purnell, s136; 

To Henry S. Skaats , $525; 

To William H. Schuetze, 8302. 48; 

To Arthur Corse, $38; 

To Joseph Walton and Isaac N. Bunton, $31,610; 

To William A. Wilson and Jobn S. Goss, $879.47; 

To Jesse A. Galland, $20; 

To Henry A. Sanborn, $25; 

To Robert M. Chambers, $947.28 

To Noble C. Butler, $731.47; 

To James A. Torian, executor of Jacob Torian, deceased, $775.46; 
To Charles C. Morrow, 

To Malbone F. Watson, S126, 22; 

To H. B. Lindsay, $263; 

To J. Russ & Co., $551.89; 

To Sophia B, Duly, $15,270; 

To The State National Bank of Boston, $100,000; 

To Nelson W. Evans, $28.00; 

To Adam Theis, $59; 

To Frank D. Mead, $85; 

To Madiso W. Stewart, $6,552.10; 

To J. Willard Morgan, $309; 

To Edward Q, Keasbey, $280; 

To John W E. Cassady: $336; 


n $35 555.12; 
15; 


nsed 
ore we 


To Joseph Ricketts, 

To Paul Ravesies, $353.60; 

To W. A. Rose, 821; 

To Lewis F. Churchill, $749.10 ; 

To Benjamin Gardner, $83; 

11 1 R. Duval, receiver of the Florida Railway and Navigation Company, 
9 

To Ezra T. Sprague, $20; 

To Robert H. Buck, $269; 

To John A. Gray, administratorof William Bowen, $3,729.80, one half of which 
sum shall be paid out of the revenues of the District ‘of Columbia, and the other 
half out of the Treasury of tho United States: 

To Charles O. Waters, =. ee interest at 5 per cent, from January 28, 1886; 

To John A. Walsh, $3,107.11 

To John C. 8 

To Charles J. eee as assignee of Gouverneur Paulding, Gouverneur 
1 gans N. Paulding, and Peter Kemble, composing the firm of Pauld- 
ing, Kemble & Co., $4,998. 

fo John 8. Mosby $ul, 783. 50; 

To W. Elwell Goldsborough $324.84; 

To Frederick T. Dubois, $3,515.68 

To Catherine ©, Crygier, 9 of John U. Crygier, $598.60; 

To Paul Ravesies, 524. 20; 

To John R. Musick, $15; 

To Charles G. Hornor, $30; 

To John H. Kimmons, $65.35; 

To Delafield Dubois, $168; 

To Green H. Haigler, $178; 

To A. Q. Keasbey, $75; 

To William L. Bryan, $201. 220; 

To Samuel Henry, $604.45 

To Charles O. Waters, $90: 

To Walter J. Warder, $3,450; 

To Scarborough A. Norris, $27; 

To Joseph M. Stafford, $355.10; 

To William J. Gaudin, $165; 

To Thomas Deaton, $80; 

To Harvey Cabaniss, $101, 50; 

To J. M. Stafford. $726.60; ri | 
To Jobn H. Wallace, $220. 20; 

To William D. Ramey, $210; 

To James M. Brown, $160; . 
To Charles M. Dennison, $0,993.68; 


To Alfred T, Dillard, 22805 


To Sof — phe pater ge 
eTo Winam: E. Henry and A. F. Kistler, under firm name of William E. Henry 
To William H. Bliss, $1,320; ë 


$582.30; 

To Edwin K. Cunningham, $1,033.10; 
= Elijah F, Hall, $179.9 

To W. H. Faucett, $904.15; 
To G. G. Eaves, $342.60 
To Frank Ives, $55, with 8 at d per cent. from 
To Richard M. Jones, $76, with interest at 5 per cent. 
To George Truesdell, $3,000; 
To Finella M. Alexander and Sophia L. Little, $1,500; 
To Joseph Ricketts, $599.30 
To John H. aeg $35; 
To Lovell H. W 
To Grafton G. Kaunedy, $38.20; 
To Patrick Maloney and Andrew Gleason, $47,996,78 
To M. S. and J. M. Smith, executors of W. B. Smith, deceased, $1,282; 
To William J. Gaudin, $70; 
To Harvey J. Thompson, $189; 
To Lee Jarvis, $35; 
To Stimson J. Brown, $1, s 


“trom March 6, 1890 


To George 

To John W. Burton, 8448.20; 

To Henry C. Goodell, $170.75; 

To Robert Barber, $253; 

To James C. Anderson, $310; 

To Bushrod W. Bell, $1,076. 35; 

To William G. Bogle, $307. $807.25; 

To Wyatt M. Elliott, $711.94; 

3 E. Reed, $1, 230.05: in all, $337,226.19: Provided, That none of the 
e herein prov ided for shall te paid until the rightof appeal shall have 
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Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, rose, 

Mr. ROGERS. I desire to make a point of order against the proviso 
last read, because I want some information in reference to that, and 
also in regard to the following paragraph. If it be agreeable to the 
gentleman in charge of the bill, Iam willing to allow the next para- 
graph to be read, with the understanding that the point of order may 
then be made upon all. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Very well. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 72, Papas line 13, insert To the legal representatives of H. Cothes, 
deceased, $1,1 

Mr. 5 of Iowa. I reservea point of order on that amend- 
ment. I would like to hear some explanation of it. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. This is not strictly a judgment of the 
Court of Claims, but I did hope that the chairman of the subcommit- 
tee would not makea point of order upon it. I will explain how the 
claim originated. In the Fiftieth Congress a bill was instruct- 
ing the Quartermaster-General to investigate this claim. He made an 
investigation and reported this amount of property as having been used 
by the United States Army in the county of Ballard, in the State of 
Kentucky. 

The letter of the Department was sent here; and if it had been in 
time the claim would have been put upon the bill providing for the 

- "Ath of July claims,“ though I do not know that it really belongs 
there any more than itdoes on this bill. It is aclaim which the Quar- 
termaster-General has found to be due, and it ought to be paid. That 
is the strongest argument that can be used in support of it. I can not 
see that it would hurt this bill in any way, because the bill is full of 
claims far less meritorious. I think that in justice to the parties in- 
terested, who have waited so long for this money, being infants at the 
time the property was used, the claim should now be paid without op- 
position on any technical ground. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I would be very glad 
if I could waive the point of order. But there are numerous proposi- 
tions of the same kind and gentlemen are watching their opportunity 
to present them. I find myself compelled to interpose the point of or- 


der. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made, the Chair will 
have to sustain it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill 
concerning the proviso in lines 11. 12, and 13, on page 72. He has 
stated that the list of claims preceding this proviso embraces none ex- 
cept those as to which the right of appeal has expired or (an appeal 
having been taken) the judgment has been affirmed in the Supreme 
Court. Now, what is the object of the proviso? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, The gentleman did not catch accu- 
rately my statement. I said these were cases where the right of ap- 
peal had expired or had been waived. Still we thought it best to put 
in this proviso as a matter of safety. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I concur in the propriety of the action which has 
been taken. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That hereafter it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury at the 
commencement of vach session to certify to Congress for appropriation only 


1255 HENDERSON, of Iowa. I hope that the point of order will 5 
reserved by the gentleman from Arkansas until I can submit an amend- 
ment on behalf of the committee. 

Mr. ROGERS. It is understood that we reserve the right to make 
the point of order against the whole proposition, or separately against 
any part of it, as we may see fit. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment submitted 
by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 72, alter the word interest, in line 21, insert at the rate of 4 per 


cent, per annum.“ 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I desire to make a point of order against the 
first part ofthe paragraph last read. The language upon which I make 
the point of order is the following : 

That hereafter it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, at the com- 
AARE — session, to certify to Congress for —.—— riation bat pod 
judgments of the Court of Claims as are not to be a or such appealed 
cases as shall have been decided by the Supreme Con so Do duS RDA DAYADI 


The point of order I make against that section is that itis obnoxious 
© clause 2 of Rule XXI, the latter part of the clause, which reads as fol- 

ows: 

Nor shall any provision changing existing lay be in order on any general 
appropriation bill or as an amendment thereto. 

This changes existing law. If it AORE it has no place on this 
bill. It is unn It changes existing law, because it has been 
the custom of the clerk of the Court of Claims, as I understand it, un- 
der Title X LI of the Revised Statutes, to certify these claims to Congress. 
Itis objectionable because it provides that these claims shall be certi- _ 
fied only at the commencement of each session of Congress. It has 
been customary, as I understand it, and it has been the usage as well as 
the construction of the present law, that they should be certified any 
time during the session of Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there an express provision of existing law in 


meet to that? 
OUTHWAITE. There is no express provision as to the time 
when they shall be certified. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman the provision of the statute 
providing for their certification ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Ohio if his objection would be removed by striking out the words 
at the commencement of each session; so that it will read: z 

That hereafter it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to certify 
to Congress, ete. 

Strike out the words at the commencement of each session. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would suggest that you strike out the words 
“ the commencement of,” so that it will be the duty of the ee 
of the Treasury at each session to certify to Congress, leaving the wo 
each session in, because the claim might be delayed for over twelve 
months if it could only be certified at the beginning of a session of Con- 


gress. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Very well, then, strike out the words 
“the commencement of.“ 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. So far as that is concerned, I have no objection 
to the amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Then I move to amend in line 52 by 
striking ont the words the commencement of.” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, “the commencement of” should be 
stricken out. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I think it would be better, though, to 
strike out also the words each session.” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Very well; I have no objection to that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman from Iowa indicate what 
will be the change of existing law made by this provision ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I was waiting until the gentleman 
from Ohio took his seat, so that I might suggest the change. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the ETEEN first pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


era 15, on page 72, strike out the words at the commencement of each 
sessio 


Mr. ROGERS. Ido not understand that. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will explain the purpose ofit. In 
the first place, this provision was pag in at the request of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 

Mr. ROGERS. What I meantwas, “that I did not understand where 
the amendment comes in. 

x. HENDERSON, of Iowa. On line 15, page 72, after the word 

„to strike out the words indicated. Ifthe gentleman will 
— draw his pencil around those words he will see the context as we 
propose it now, 
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I will explain briefly the purpose of the legislation which has been 
urged by the Secretary of the Treasury. In the first place this decla- 
ration is incorporated here as a recognition of the present practice in 
the Treasury Department. It is therefore the existing law as construed 
by the Department; and I do not think that the point of order would 
prevail against it as it is, The present difficulty is this: Suppose a 

udgment is rendered in the Court of Claims. Ifa person wants to get 
——— on that judgment he must take it eo instanti to the Treasury 
Department and file the transcript. Interest under the system runs 
on that judgment from the date of the filing of the transcript in the 
Treasury Department until the final decree is rendered, followed by 
the mandate in the Supreme Court of the United States. The moment 
that mandate issues interest stops upon the judgment. Now, there has 
been a difference of opinion and a great deal of contention among attor- 
neys in regard to this matteras to their different understanding of the 
statute. : 

Mr, CULBERSON, of Texas. Thegentleman says that is regulated 
by statute ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Regulated by statute, and so construed 
by the Treasury Department. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. When was that statute enacted ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. ‘The gentleman will find it embodied 
in sections 1089 and 1090 of the Revised Statutes. 

Now, I was about to say some of the attorneys claim that trey 
should have interest after the mandate of the Supreme Court issues, 
while some contend that they should have interest upon their judg- 
ment whether they file the transcript at the Treasury Department or 
not, and there has been a confusion and contention in regard to it. 
The Treasury Department follows strictly the rule laid down in this 

position, but the Secretary asks that we incorporate it in the bill 
fn deder thas the rule of the Department may be made public, and 
serve notice on all parties interested so that they will understand it. 

The present rate of interest is 6 per cent. . We did not incorporate 
the amendment to make it 4 per cent. in the provisions of the bill, but 
if that is adopted, then I want the amendment which I was asked by 
the committee to present, reducing it from 6 per cent. to 4 per cent. 
If that had been incorporated in the proposition originally it would 
have been subject to the point of order, but if the amendment is adopted, 
then it would not be open to the point of order as it was in the power 
of the House to make the amendment; but as to policy as to whether 
it should be reduced to 4 per cent., or less than 6 per cent., that is en- 
tirely a matter within the judgment of the House;, only, inasmuch as 
the rates of interest in the United States courts elsewhere are at that 
rate, it was the judgment of the committee the same rate of in- 
terest should be paid upon these judgments ered in the Court 
Claims. Now, I have stated fully the purpose of this. It is entirel, 
within the judgment of the committee whether they want it or not. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman state what have been the de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court as to the length of time that the claimant 
was entitled to interest? There should be some law upon the ques- 
tion, or some decision. Does the gentleman know what the decisions 
have been? Su that the claimant prosecutes his suit and obtains 
judgment, and that is appealed from by the Government, then at what 
time does the Supreme Court hold that interest begins to run on that 
claim ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. There has been no decision of the Su- 
preme Court on it that I know of. It is a matter fixed and regulated 
by the Comptroller. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. By usage it runs until the affirmance of the 


- judgment, runs in fact until the payment of the judgment. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Justa word of explanation. It seemed 
singular to me, when the committee came to investigate this, that the 
transcript had to be filed in the Treasury Department in order tocom- 
mence the running of interest, and that when the judgment was af- 
firmed in the Supreme Court interest should stop; but I think that 
the custom or the law grew out of the fact that in years past indefinite 
appropriations were made, and the money was available in the Treas- 
ury, so that when judgments in the Court of Claims were rendered, 
there was money there to pay them, and if there were laches on the 
part of the judgment creditor, and he did not file his transcript, it was 
eminently proper that he should get no interest, the presumption be- 
ing that if he would take the transcript to the Treasury Department 
he would receive his cash. But now we do not make our appropria- 
tions in advance for these matters. Still there is the custom, and par- 
ties contend one way and the other, and the Secretary of the Treasury 
is urging upon us to put the custom or construction of the law into the 
statutes, so that all may understand it, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. How long has this been the custom of the Depart- 
ment? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I can not tell. Fora long time, I 


think. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman state whether it has not 
been the custom to pay interest upon these judgments affirmed by the 
Supreme Court up to the time of the payment of the judgments in 
— deficiency bills ? Have not appropriations been made upon that 

is? 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I understand not, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I understand that is so. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. PEEL. I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. One moment, In regard to my an- 
swer to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OurHWAITE] I will say that I 
do not know but what it has been done in some cases, as he suggests. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is my information. À 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have the letter of the Secretary of 
the Treasury here laying down what the rule is, and recommending 
that this be incorporated. I did not read the letter, simply to save 
time. I yield to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL]. 

Mr. PEEL. I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that I hope there will 
be some definite rule fixed in this statute, so there can be no mistakes in 
5 5 future. It is an important matter, and I hope the committee will 
adopt it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It is a reform that is needed. I know 
of one judgment creditor who came before us, Who, not knowing that 
he had to file his transcript, neglected to do so and lost his interest from 
the time the judgment was rendered. — 

Mr. PEEL. There was a case which came before the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, of which I was a member during the last Congress, 
when we made an appropriation to pay whatis known as the Choctaw 
judgment. There the finding had been in favor of the complainant in 
the Court of Claims. Both parties appealed to the Supreme Court, as 
they had the right to do, under the act referring the matter to the 
Court of Claims. On the affirmance of the judgment of the Court of 
Claims by the Supreme Court, a mandate issued, and that was presented 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, and he allowed interest from that date; 
but there has been some question about it since whether it was really 
corrector not. And inasmuch as there isa question about it, we ought 
to fix it definitely so that there can be no misunderstanding in the future, 
so parties litigant and committees making appropriations will know ex- 
actly what the law is. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
RoGERS] had some question he desired to ask. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman from 
Towa if he knows what the practice of the Supreme Court is with ref- 
erence to theissuance of mandates upon its judgments. In other words, 
how long r the rendition of a judgment before the mandate may 
be issued 

Mr. NDERSON, of Iowa. I do not remember just what the 
time i I think it may be issued at any time during the term, but I 
am nf positive about that. I have had several of them in my hands, 
butfrould not be positive. 

r. ROGERS. I have not the rules of the court before me, and I 

the question with reference to this second paragraph contained in 
this section, The gentleman will see in lines 21 and 22 that it reads: 
And on judgments in favor of claimants which have been appealed by the 
United States and affirmed by the Supreme Court, interest ahall be allowed and 
paid from the date of filing the transcript of judgment in the Treasury Depart- 
8 to include the date of issuing the mandate of affirmance by the Supreme 


What does that mean? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is to fix it at the date of the is- 
suance, and not the date of the rendition. 

Mr. ROGERS. The language, if the gentleman will observe, is not 
clear, : 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, That is what we wanted it to mean. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let me explain. I understand the law on the sub- 
ject to be—and I do not profess to be accurate, but think I am right 
when a jadgment of a lower court has been affirmed by the Supreme 
Court the judgment remains in statu quo for motions for a rehearing 
or modification, or whatever counsel-may desire to do for a period of 
fifteen days, I am not positive about the time, but that after that 
time has expired, whatever it be, the mandate may at once iasue. 

5 8 HENDERSON, of Iowa. I think the time is three months on 
t. 

Mr. ROGERS. Ithink the gentleman is mistaken about that. I 
think fifteen days is the limit. I know that is the limit of the su- 
preme courts of some of the States. 

i Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I am speaking of the Court of Claims. 

Mr. ROGERS. But I am talking about the Supreme Court. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Oh, I see. A 

Mr. ROGERS. Now, if the gentleman will kindly take up the bill 
and read it as to the issuance of the mandate. It would be a useless 
and nugatory act to file a judgment of the Supreme Court of the United 
States with the Treasury Department at any time before the issuance 
of the mandate, because until that time has expired within which the 
mandate may be issued the judgment may be modified, vacated, 

, or altered; but after the time has expired in which the man- 
date may issue, then it seems to me that the judgment of the court ac- 
companied by the mandate would make it more definite, including 
the mandate and the filing of the transcript of the judgment of the 
court. That is the period from which you desire the interest to ran, 
If that is a mere a of policy, then it seems to me that it should 
be made clear and definite. 
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Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I presume that is what is intended. 
The proviso was drawn carefully by the Treasury t to meet 
every requirement and every custom and interpretation of the law. 

Mr. ROGERS, Another phase about that. I know nothing about 
the Secretary of the Treasury, but I have known a great many very 
great lawyers and very good and strong men who were not practition- 
ers at all; and I dare say the present Secretary of the Treasury is not 
actually a practitioner, and not conversant with the practice of the 
Supreme Court; I do not profess to be myself; but let me call the 
gentleman’s attention to this language, and let us see if we can not 
mgke it more plain and specific, because that is what we all want. 
Suppose, then, this language were to read as follows: 

And on judgments in favor of claimants which have been appealed 
by the United States and affirmed by the Supreme Court, interest shall 
be allowed and paid from the date of filing the transcript of judgment 
in the Treasury Department, including the mandate of affirmance of 
the Supreme Court.“ 

Mow, it seems to me that that would make it clear. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I think the gentleman is right about 
that. 

Mr. ROGERS. Because, if the man should take his judgment and 
carry it there under this form, that would be the date from which he 
would want the interest to run; this interest would begin to run from 
filing of the judgment. But if a man should take the transcript of the 
Supreme Court before the mandate was issued it would not be right, 
because it might be modified or changed; and until this mandate is 
issued, why, the Secretary of the Treasury would not know whether 
the interest should ran from the mandate or the judgment; so I sug- 
gest that change in that regard. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You might make it that the litigant 
would take his transcript and judgment and file them with the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and that might be within the fifteen days before 
the mandate would issue. 

Mr. ROGERS. That is true. : 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And he would be entitled to his in- 
terest from the filing of the judgment. Now, supposing before the 
rendition should be made some new order or modification of the judg- 
ment should be made, then I take it that the mandate would govern 
the date; that the interest should commence from the filing of the 
transcript of the judgment and affirmance, I agree that language 
could be included that would make it clear. 

Mr. ROGERS. And it avoids any question of construction. If the 
gentleman will allow me further, I will call his attention to the latter 
proviso. This proviso involves a question of construction which gave 
the gentleman from Texas, the former chairman of the Committee on 
the Judiciary [Mr. CuLBERSON], and myself a great deal of trouble. 
What is meant by the word beyond,“ which is found in the first line 
of this proviso? 

Provided, That in no case shall interest be allowed beyond the date of closing 
the term of court during which such judgments were affirmed. 7 

Now, I take it that by that word beyond yon mean that it shall 
not run back beyond the end of the term at which the judgment was 
rendered. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, no; the proposition is to prevent claim- 
ants who have obtained judgments in the Court of Claims which have 
been appealed to the Supreme Court and there affirmed from collecting 
any interest whatever after the aflirmance. That is the proposition 
that I object to as obnoxious to the present law. 

Mr. PETERS. It has been the custom of the parties obtaining judg- 
ments and having them affirmed by the Supreme Court of the United 
States not to accept the money, preferring to leave it there and get the 
interest at per cent. rather than to draw the money and run the chance 
of lendingit outside, perhaps, atalessrate of interest. Now, the object 
of this provision is to compel such a party when a judgment in his favor 
is affirmed to accept the money, thus stopping the payment of interest. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But how can he accept the money when it is 
not in the Treasury for him until it is appropriated by an act of Con- 
gress, just as appropriation is being made to-day in this bill in a num- 
ber of cases? — 

Mr. PETERS. That was the object for which this provision was 
pet in. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then it does not accomplish that object. 

Mr. ROGERS. This only illustrates the very point that I have been 
trying to bring to the attention of the gentleman from Iowa. I had 
supposed upon reading the proviso that the object was to prevent per- 
sons who had obtained judgments against the Government ot the United 
States in the Supreme Court from drawing interest upon the money 
back of the last day of the term of the court in which the judgment 
was rendered; and that, I believe, was also the interpretation of my 
friend from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON}. But nowa member of the com- 
mittee tells us that the object was to prevent a party who had obtained 
a judgment from letting the judgment lie in the Supreme Court and 
drawing 6 per cent. interest on the money rather than take it out and 
take the chances of lending it elsewhere. 

On the other hand, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] asks 
very pertinently, ‘‘How do you suppose the man is to get his money 


until Congress makes an appropriation to pay him? So yon havea 
hiatus interposed between the rendering of the judgment and the mak- 
ing of the appropriation, during which time the man can not get in- 
terest on his judgment at all. Now, certainly, that was not what was 
intended by this proviso, and whatever the committee did intend 
should be made definite so that the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
have no difficulty in understanding it. : 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Suppose the Supreme Court did not 
issue its mandate at all during the term of the conrt—— 

Mr. ROGERS. The Supreme Court does not issue the mandate. 
Anybody is entitled to a mandate upon application to the clerk after 
the affirmance of a judgment in his favor. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. But suppose the mandate does not 
issue and the term of the court adjourns. 

Mr. ROGERS, A mandamus would compel the clerk to issue the 
mandate. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. But suppose the man himself does not 
apply for the issuing of the mandate and lets the term adjourn; in such 
a 2 oer not get the benefit of interest beyond the term. 

1 . But suppose no appropriation has been made to 
the judgment, what does the man want with a mandate ? 2 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It is not a question of appropriation. 
Of course, if the judgment and the law entitle him to interest he will 
get it, 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I would like to call the attention of 
the gentleman from Iowa to the statute of 1887. Thatstatute pro- 
vides for suits before the Court of Claims, before the circuit courts, 
and before the district courts of the United States, and it provides that 
interest shall be allowed on all such judgments as may be affirmed by 
the Supreme Court of the United States at the rate of 4 per cent. from 
the rendition of a final decree. That act was passed in the Forty- 
ninth Congress. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is what is known as the Tucker 
act. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Yes. The first section provides that 
the Court of Claims shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine cer- 
tain matters. After reciting what the jurisdiction of the Court of 
Claims shall be, it provides what the jurisdiction of the circuit courts 
shall be, and also the jurisdiction of the district courts as to claims; 
and, finally, it provides that upon all judgments rendered against the 
Government of the United States 4 per cent. interest shall be allowed 
from the date of rendition of a final decree, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is the rule of the State courts, 
Pasi is not the custom that they have been following in the Court of 

aims. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I am stating the provisions of this law 
and calling attention to the conflict between them and this paragraph. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let us pass over this ph for 
the present until we can agree upon an amendment which will be sat- 
isfactory. I shall be entirely content to take any amendment that will 
meet the requirements of the case. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The amendment I would suggest would be to 
accept the gentleman’s amendment making the rate of interest to be 
paid upon any judgment as low as 4 per cent., then to strike out every- 
thing after the word“ ent, in line 23. I would strike ont 
the words “to include the date of issuing the mandate of affirmance 
by the Supreme Court,” because that isa change of existinglaw. Then 
strike out the proviso that in no case shall interest be allowed beyond 
the date of closing the term of court during which such judgments were 
affirmed.” If that amendment is accepted I have no more to say, but 
if it is not I wish to discuss now the point of order as to the words I 
have indicated. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let us pass it for the present and re- 
tum to it later. 

Mr. ROGERS, Ifthe gentleman from Iowa is not willing to accept 
that amendment, I understand him to be willing to aecept the amend- 
ment that I spoke of, changing the provision so as to read as follows: 

Provided, That in no case shall interest be allowed after the term at which 
such judgment was rendered unless said judgment and mandate is filed with 
the Secretary of the Treasury and payment thereof demanded, 

Let me explain the purpose of this, The party recovers judgment 
atany time during the term of the Supreme Court; the time expires 
within which a mandate may be refused; he is then entitled to judg- 
ment and his mandate. He may take it at any time and carry it to the 
Secretary of the Treasury if he chooses, and under this provision he is 
required to do that; but if he allows that term to expire, then upon 
the expiration of the term interest on the judgment ceases unless he 
files the judgment and the mandate with the Secretary of the Treasury 
and demands payment. If he does that and the claim is not paid, then 
interest continues to run as it did before the expiration of the term. 

Mr. OUTHW. I think the amendment as stated by the gen- 
tleman from Ar [Mr. RoGExs] will answer the purpose. 


Mr. PETERS. So do I, provided interest is fixed at 4 per cent. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Is the amendment as suggested by 
the gentleman from Arkansas satisfactory to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. OurnwarrE]? 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. Les, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I understand the amendment to be in 
harmony with the purpose of the Treasury Department and I will ac- 
cede to it. 

Mr. ROGERS, I will prepare the amendments and send them up 
in a few moments. 8 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this portion of the bill 
will be passed without prejudice until the amendments can be pre- 

The Chair hears no objection. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To reimburse the State of Texas, in full, for expenses incurred in repelling 
invasion and suppressing Indian hostilities, ascertained to be due under act of 
June 27, 1882, and certified to Congress at its | rere session in House Execu- 
tive Document No. 413, $148,615.97: Provided, That out of this sum the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall pay to F. R. Diffenderffer & Co., of Lancaster, Pa., $3,- 
578.79, and the balance thereof to the State of 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 8, on 76, insert the following: 
“To reimburse the State of Missouri the amount found due under the act ap- 
ved April 17, — hors certified to Congress at its present session in House 

— Document No. 448, for moneys expended by it since 1882 for military 
services rendered by officers and enlisted men of the Missouri militia in the 
suppression of the war of the rebellion, $996.36.” 

The amendment was agreed to. - 3 

The Clerk ed to read the bill, under the heading Claims 
allowed by First Comptroller.” f 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. As the rest of the bill is purely formal, 
embracing merely a recital of claims which have been allowed by the 
Pp officers of the Treasury Department, I ask unanimous consent 
to denen with the reading of the residue of the bill. 

Mr. BYNUM. I have an amendment I desire to ofter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks that the reading 
of the remainder of the bill be dispensed with, reserving the right of 
members to offer amendments, Is there objection? The Chair hears 


none. 

Mr. McMILLIN, I presume it is understood that if the bill should 
be reported to the House this evening no yea-and-nay vote will be 
taken before the adjournment. Quite a number of gentlemen have 
gone away with the impression that no vote would be reached this even- 


i 
r. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The only amendment upon which any 
gentleman has desired a yea- and -nay vote is the one in regard to the 
month’s extra compensation. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the committee, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. ` 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 84. in line 14, strike out “St. Paul and Duluth Railroad Company "’ 
and insert Central Pacific and Southern Pacific Railroad Company.“ 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. This is simply to correct au error in 
the name of the company. 

The amendment was agreed to. 4 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I submit a further amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ke out all after the word in line 23, down to and in- 
gading Baleg ra rer T and e 42g thie claims A 18081, bil 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ROGERS. Ihave now p the amendments indicated by 
me a few moments ago, and submit them in accordance with the un- 
derstanding then had. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 23, page 72, strike out “to include the date of issuing" and insert the 
word including; soastoread: Interest shall be allowed and paid from the 
date of filing the transcript of judgment in the Treasury Department, including 
the mandate of affirmance by the Supreme Court,” 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is right. I assent to it on be- 
half of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ROGERS, I submit a further amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out after the word “allowed,” in line 1, page 73, and insert the follow- 

ing: “ After the term at which such ju ent was rendered, unless and until said 

ju pee eet filed with the Secretary of the Treasury and payment 
eman i 


So as to read: 

Provided, That in no case shall interest be allowed after the term at which 
such ju ent was rendered, unless and until said judgment and mandate is 
filed with the Secretary of the Treasury and payment thereof demanded. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is right; we accept it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ROGERS. The point of order is now withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations which was offered some time azo but not 
voted upon, Clerk will read it again. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 72, after the word interest,“ in line 21, insert at the rate of 4 per 
cent. per annum.“ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BYNUM. I offer the amendment which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 23, on 79, insert the following : 

For payment to the heirs of Noah Noble, deceased, late receiver of public 
moneys at Indianapolis, Ind., the sum of $583.70, balance due to said Noble as 
such receiver upon the settlement of his accounts,” 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I make the point of order against the 
amendment. I do not know anything about it. I do not know what 
ur reves is to authorize it, whether it has been audited, or anything 
about it. , 

Mr, BYNUM. On the point of order, Mr. Chairman: Governor No- 
ble was receiver of the land office at Indianapolis prior to his election 
as governor in 1831. Upon a settlement of his accounts in the Land 
Office this balance was found due him, and still stands to his credit on 
the books of the Department. I can not see how it has been so long 
withheld. He died in 1844. But I have a copy of a letter here writ- 
ten by the late Commissioner Sparks to one of the heirs on the i3th 
day of October, 1887, certified from the records by Commissioner Groff, 
which is in the following language: 

Wasninaron, D, O., October 13, 1887. 


Str: In accordance with my letter of August 12, 1887, replying to yours of 
July 12, 1887, you are informed that the records of this office show a balance of 
$583.70 due the late Noah Noble, who was receiver of public moneys at Indian- 
apolis in 1832. To secure the payment of this sum to his heirs it will be nec- 
essary to secure an Ls eect of that amount for that purpose by Congress. 


Very respectfully, 
WM, A. J, SPARKS, Commissioner, 


P. A. Dayinson, Esq., 
Highland Avenue, Indianapolis, Ind, 


This claim has been covered by a private bill. I should have pre- 
sented it to the committee in justice to them if it had reached me 
earlier, but having failed to do so, and having introduced a private bill 
for the relief of the party, I do not think it precludes the claim from 
being in order on the appropriation bill as reported. It is a claim due, 
of course, for the salary of the officer and is not subject to the rules of 
the House. I apprehend that every salary, or every balance due upon 
asalary, could be voted for on this bill. True, it has not been cer- 
tified here, and probably because it has not been recently urged. The 
claim, as will be seen, is fifty-seven years old. I do not think the Gov- 
ernment ought to contest it very seriously for a longer time. 

Mr. PETERS, Thestatute of limitation ought to run by this time. 

Mr. CANNON, Have you anything in the last century to bring up? 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I suggest to the gentleman that if it 
is a legitimate claim there is ro trouble in having it certified here by 
the proper officers. 

The CHAIRMAN, It seems clear to the Chair that this is amena- 
ble to the point oforder. 

Mr. BYNUM. There is certainly a liability to pay salaries on the 
part of the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. But not until audited in a case of this kind. 

Mr. BYNUM. Does the law go to that extent, or simply provide 
that the officers shall certify the amount shown on the books to be due? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it must be a certification in 
the form provided by the practice. The Chair willstate that a similar 
case was presented by the gentleman from Washington and was ruled 
out on the point of order. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I want to call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to that fact, and because of the point of order being sustained in 
the other case I could not make an exception here. 

Mr. BYNUM. Ofcourse I will have to goin the same boat with the 
gentleman from Washington, but I do not agree to the ruling. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair desires to state with reference to the 
amendment submitted by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr.SNIDER], 
poring an appropriation in behalf of the postmaster at Minneapolis, ` 
Minn., forfundslostorstolen from that office, and which amendment was 
held under advisement on the point of order, that upon reference to the 
statute it will be seen that this amendment covers a claim provided for 
in the act of March 17, 1882, which provides that no losses of this char- 
acter exceeding the sum of $2,000 shall be paid or credited until after 
all of the facts in relation to the same have been ascertained, onan inves- 
tigation by the Postmaster-General, and submitted to Congress with his 
recommendations and the appropriation is made therefor. 

Under the general law each postmaster is an insurer of all Govern- 
ment funds and property that comes into his hands by virtue of his 
office; and the Government is not liable, except by virtue of the stat- 
ute referred to, for any loss that may occpr. If the claim does not ex- 
ceed the sum of $2,000, provision is made that the Postmaster-General, 
after the facts shall haye been ascertained, may in his discretion allow 
for and credit to the postmaster such sum in his ordinary settlement. 
Where the amount therefore exceeds the sum of $2,000, it seems to the 
Chair that it is in the same position as any other claim which necessi- 
tates an appropriation by Congress and where the facts in relation to 
the same have been ascertained and reported to Congress and acted 
upon by a committee, as provided by law. 

The language of the statute would seem to imply, and necessarily, 
that such a claim must be proceeded with in the order provided for 
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such legislation in the treatment of any other claim? that is to say, that 
it must be certified to Congress and a bill introduced, referred to the 
Committee on Claims of the House and Senate, and reported with favor- 
able recommendation and adopted by each body. 
This, in the judgment of the Chair, is not a claim of that character 
which would entitle it to consideration on an appropriation bill, either 
on a deficiency bill or any other general appropriation bill; and hence 
the Chair must sustain the point of order and rule the amendment ont. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move that the committee do now rise 
and that the bill, with the various amendments thereto, be reported 
back to the House with the recommendation that as amended it do pass. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. PERKINS reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 11459) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropri- 
ations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for prior years, and 
for other purposes, had directed him to report the same back to the 
Honse with sundry amendments, and with the recommendation that 
the bill as amended do pass. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, there is one amendment 
that has been recommended by the Committee of the Whole House, in 
rd to the extra month’s pay to employés, upon which a vote is 
desired in the House. Lask unanimous consent that the previous ques- 
tion be considered as ordered on the bill, and that a separate vote be 
taken on that amendment; that the other amendments be considered 
as agreed to, and that the matter go over until to-morrow. 
Mr. ROGERS. I do not think the gentleman from Iowa has stated 
the matter fully. My understanding is that the other amendments 
may be considered as concurred in, and that a vote by yeas and nays 
is to be taken upon the one amendment referred to in the morning. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes; that the other amendments be 
considered as concurred in by unanimous consent, with that exception, 
and that a yea-and-nay vote be taken upon that amendment in the 
morning, immediately after the reading of the Journal. It is under- 
stood that the other amendments are concurred in. 
The SPEAKER. There being no objection, the Chair understands 
that under the arrangement, as stated by the gentleman from Arkansas, 
all the otheramendments are agreed to, except the one relating to the ex- 
tra month’s pay, and that on that a yea-and-nay vote s be taken 
to-morrow morning, and that the previous question be considered as 
ordered, 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is right. 


ELEVENTH CENSUS. 


Mr. DUNNELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill which I send to the Clerk's desk. After the bill has 
been read I will make a statement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 11690) amendatory of the act entitled “ An act to provide for taking 
the eleventh and subsequent censuses.” 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 5 ete., That section 17 of 
said act be so amended that the Superintendent of the Censns shall require and 
obtain from the owners, proprietors, or managers of every unincorporated ex- 
press company the same class of facts which by said section he is now obliged 
to require and obtain from the owners, proprietors, or managers of every in- 
arn ap express company; and, further, 

T section 15 of the act entitled An act to provide for the taking of the 
eleventh and subsequent censuses” shall be so amended that the penalties pro- 
vided for in said section shall apply in case the president, treasurer, secre’ $ 
agent, or director of an unincorporated express company shall willfully neg- 
lect or refuse to give true and complete answers to any inquiriesauthorized by 
the said act, if thereto requested by the Superintendent of the Census. 


Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I would say that there was a little 
ambiguity or doubt in regard to some clauses in the census bill. I 
have shown this bill to the gentlemen of the committee who are on 
the floor, and I have their consent to present it. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 
Mr. ROGERS. I reserve the point of order fora moment, Has this 


bill ever been reported from any committee? 

Mr. DUNNELL. It has not. The bill was brought to me to-day 
from the Census Office with the statement that it was very important 
that it should be passed now, so that the work of this special agent 
who is charged with getting information as to express companies shall 
not be hindered in this way. He vll be, under the present law. 

Mr. ROGERS, Does it rel“ ouly to express companies? 

Mr, DUNNELL. That 

Mr. ROGERS. Whs: is ib tho 

Mr. DUNNELL, 1 
corporated express cem panics 


panies. 
Mr. OUTHWAITS. Is! 
Mr. DUNNELL. That i 
members of the com 


you wish to have done? 
may be made to apply to unin- 
Joes to incorporated express com- 


is that t 


there is to it? 
e is to it, and I have shown it to 
“e present. 


The SPEAKER. Ia U- tion to the present consideration of 
the bill? [After aa The Chair hears none, 
The bill was read ood second times, ordered to be engrossed 
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and read the third time; and being engrossed, it was according] read 
the third time, and passe j X 
Mr. DUNNELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pasted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
e 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


FORT LYON AND PAGOSA SPRINGS MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a 
privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


IN THE Houss OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 

Mr. Townsenp, from the Committee on the Public Lands, submitted the fol- 
lowing report (to accompany bills S, 2805 and S. 4136): 

The Committee on the Public Lands has had under consideration Senate bills 
2305 and 4136, entitled Acts to provide for the d lof the Old Fort Lyo 
the Fort Lyon, and the Pagosa Springs military reservations, in the State 
Colorado, to actual settlers, under the provisions of the homestead laws," and 
submits the following report: 

The said military reservations have been abandoned for mili tert aaa 
and have been turned over by the War Department to the Interior Departmen 
as a part of the public domain, 

aT are located near the Arkansas and San Juan Rivers, and irrigating ditches 
are bein t the lands embraced in these reservations can be 


be designated as section 2,and that with this amendment and insertion of the 
words “and Pagosa Springs after the words Fort Lyon” in the title, 
Senate bill 2805 be passed. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
An act to provide for the disposal of the Old Fort Lyon and Fort Lyon and 
Pagosa Springs military reservations, in the State of Colorado, to actual set- 


tiers, under the provisions of the homestead laws. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and Bere of ee of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the ds embraced in the former military 
reservation known as Fort Lyon and the former military reservation known 
as Old Fort Lyon, in the State of Colorado, shall, from and after the 

of this act, be subject to disposal, to actual settlers thereon, as lands held at 
minimum price, according to the provisions of the homestead laws only: Pro- 
vided, That section numbered 4. in township numbered 23, range numbered 51. 
an ook be subject tothe provisions * this act, and it is hereby exempted from 

Sec. 2. That the lands embraced in the former militaryreservation known as 
Pagosa Springs military reservation, lying partly in townships 35 and 36, ranges 
land 2 west of the New Mexico m , containing 22,471.77 acres in the State 
of Colorado, shall, from and after the passage of this act, be subject to disposal 
to actual settlers thereon, according to the, provisions of the homestead laws 
only, with the exception of the land reserved by Executive order of May 22, 
90 1 mile square, for town-site purposes, which shall not be affected by this 

Mr. ROGERS. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr, Speaker. Is this a 
privileged report? 

ave SPEAKER. That is a question about which the Chair was in 
doubt. A 

Mr. ROGERS. I make the point of order that it is nota privileged 
report. 

The SPEAKER. On what ground does the gentleman from Colo- 
rado claim that this is a privileged report? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. That it is for the reservation of 
public lands for the benefit of actual settlers, and is a privileged report 
under Rule XI. 

The SPEAKER. It is from the Committee on Public Lands? 

Mr. PAYSON. It is. Clause 51 of Rule XI enumerates the com- 
mittees which shall have leave to report at any time, and this is the 
language of the clause affecting this bill: 

The Committee on the Public Lands, bills for the forfeiture of land grants 
to railroad and other corporations, bills preventing speculation in the public 
lands, and bills for the reservation of the public lands for the benefit of actual 
and bona fide settlers. 

These are abandoned military reservations turned over by the War 
Department to the Interior Department for disposition under a general 
statute of the United States which provides for the sale of such lands 
to the highest bidder; but the Committee on Public Lands have re- 
sorted bills in pursuance of its lineof policy that such lands, instead of 
being sold at public auction to the highest bidder, should be reserved 
for homes for actual settlers; and therefore this bill, covering that 
class of land, comes within the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The language of the act did not disclose that fact, 
On that statement the Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let the report be read. 

The SPEAKER. The report has already been read, 

Mr. ROGERS. Should not this bill receive its first consideration in 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair that it would goto the Com- 
mittee ofthe Whole House if the point of order were e. 

Mr. ROGERS. I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of this bill. . 

Mr. ROGERS. Pending that motion, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 
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The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. ROGERS. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 18, noes 94. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon the motion that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of the bill (S. 2805) to provide for the 
disposal of the Pagosa Springs military reservation, in the State of Col- 
orado, to actual settlers under the provisions of the homestead laws. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. ROGERS. Division. 

The House divided; and there were —ayes 94, noes 6. 

Mr. ROGERS. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas makes the 
that no quorum is present. [After counting the House.] One 
dred and sixty-three gentlemen are present—not a quorum. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Let us have a call of the House. 

Mr. ROGERS. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. KERR] that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was to. 

Accordingly (at 40 clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


paini 
un- 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. PERKINS: 


Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole House on the state ofthe Union 
be discharged from the consideration of the Senate amendments to the annual 
bill and the same be considered in the House under the 


as to the remaining amendments, and to request a committee of conference 
PP a vote shall be taken on such motion; 


to the Committee on Rules. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 908) to pur- 
chase asiteand erecta public building in the town of Fredericksburgh, 
Va., reported, as a substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 11684) to purchase a 
site and erect a public building in the town of Fredericksburgh, Va.; 
which was read twice, and, with the accompanying report (No. 2928), 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10520) to reimburse H. W. 
Keyes for money wrongfully paid the United States for commutation, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2929)—to the Committee of the Whole 


House. 
Mr. BROWER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported with 
_ amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 4032) for the relief of John 
D. Thorne, accompanied by a report (No. 2930)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. POST, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 

favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 9955) ere of 

ots 14 and 15, in square 812, as a public alley, accompanied by a re- 

port (No. 2931)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
‘the Union. 

Mr. POST also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
re with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 9704) to incor- 
porate the Washington and Bennings Street Railway Company, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2932)—to the House Calendar. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. VANDEVER: A bill (H. R. 11680) to provide for the irriga- 
tion of arid lands, the nse of reservoir sites, and the protection of forests 
on the publie lands of the United States, and for other purposes—to the 
Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in the United States. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 11681) to ratify and confirm certain 
agreements with the Citizen Band of Pottawatomie Indians and the 
Absentee Shawnee Indians, and to make it ah eg for carrying the 
same into effect—to the Committee on In Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11682) to ratify and confirm an agreement with 

- the Sac and Fox Nation of Indians in Oklahoma, and to make 
priat ions for carrying out the same to the Committee on Indian 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11683) to ratify and confirm an agreement with 
the Iowa tribe of Indians, in the 7 and ſor other 
purposes to the Committee on Indian : 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 11685) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Jas, P. McIntire—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R. 11686) for the relief of A. H. Ray- 
nolds—to the Committee on Claims. = 

By Mr. LANHAM: A bill (H. R. 11687) increasing the pension of 
Mrs. Clementine Fink—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, MORGAN: A bill (H. R, 11688) for the relief of Mary E. 
Martin, of Tate County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11689) for the relief of 
Hugh Davis, of Fayette County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War 

ms, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of the Western Ore Association, of Mich- 
igan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota, for the Sault Ste. Marie Canal—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of county commissioners of Dickey County, North Da- 
kota, in favor of irrigation and test artesian wells in that State—to the 
Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in the United States. 

By Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas: Petition of citizens of Scot- 
land, Van Buren County, Arkansas, in favor of Congress preventing 
the sale of whisky in original packages in the States—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia: Petition of the wardens of St. George’s 
Episcopal Church, of Fredericksburgh, Va., for reference of claim to 
the Court of Claims under the provisions of the Bowman and Tucker 
acts ’’—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HANSBROUGH: Resolutions of New York Clothiers’ Asso- 
ciation, favoring passage of House bill 10173, amending the interstate- 
commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of New York merchants, favoring same measure—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, pruon of county commissioners of Dickey County, North 
Dakota, in favor of irrigation and test artesian wells in that State—to 
the Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in the United States. 

Also, petition of county commissioners of Pembina County, North 
Dakota, in favor of the same measure—to the Select Committee on Irri- 
gation of Arid Lands in the United States. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina: Petition of John W. Dol- 
inson and 11 others, citizens of Catawba County, North Carolina, in 
favor of House bill 283—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, August 8, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PASCO. Ipresentthe memorial of A. G. Woodruff, J. E. Broome, 
and 24 others, doing business in the city of New York, remonstrating 
against the passage of the bill for regulating Federal elections, known 
as the force bill,” on the ground that such bill is for partisan and 
not for public benefit, and tha? it does not embody the spirit of the 
great leaders of the Republican party, Lincoln, Grant, and Garfield, 
As the bill to which the memorial refers has, I understand, been re- 
ported, I move that it lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I present the petition of the Cleveland Vessel-Own- 
ers’ Association, praying for the speedy completion of the improvement 
at and connected with St. Mary’s Falls Ship-Canal, and as this paper 
contains a very brief statement of the importance of this object, the 
great number of persons interested and the vast commerce involved, I 
move that it be printed as a document and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the T. B. Reed Association, pray- 
ing for the prompt passage of the bill known as the Lodge election bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PAYNE presented a petition of citizens of Las Vegas, N. Mex., 
praying for the passage of a bill now pending in the House for the es- 


— 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


8307 


tablishment and maintenance of common-school education; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented a memorial of F. B. Thurber and 106 other 
business men of New York, remonstrating against the passage of the 
Federal election bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 4287) to authorize the Chicago, Henderson, Bowling Green 
and Chattanooga Railway Company to construct a bridge over Green 
and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 4283) to provide for granting leaves 
of absence to employés of the Post-Office Department employed in the 
mail-bag repair-shops conneeted with said Department, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on the J 9 7550 submitted 
the views of the minority of the committee on the bill (H. R. 9014) to 
define and regulate the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States; 
which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 6391) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret A. Jacoby, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


AMENDMENT TO THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. SPOONER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize 
duties on imports, and for other purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 


. BILL INTRODUCED. 7 


Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 4317) for the relief of the trustees 
of Judson Female College; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


PROTECTION OF AMERICAN CITIZENS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be read, 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
CALL, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations is hereby instructed to 
inquire and report to the Senate by bill or otherwise such measures as may be 
necessary for the protection of citizens of the United States who were formerly 
residents of Cuba and subjects of Spain ay mn prosecutions instituted by the 
Spanish apthorities or offenses alleged to have been committed by them. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the mo- 
tion to refer the resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
The Senator from Florida who offered the resolution not being present, 
shall it lie over? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the Senator from Florida who introduced 
it made that motion himself, did he not? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He did. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In that case there is no objection to its reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is so ordered. 


REMAINS OF GENERAL GRANT, 


Mr, PLUMB. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the resolu- 
tion submitted by me last Friday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair Jays before the Senate a 
concurrent resolution offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME] 
on Friday last. It was ordered to lie on the table subject to call in 
the morning hour. The Secretary will read the resolution. 

The Chiet Clerk read the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
PLUMB on the 2d instant, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Con- 
gress desires the removal of the remains of the illustrious soldier and states- 
man, Ulysses S. Grant, to, and their interment in. Arlington National Cemetery, 
and that the President be requested to convey to the widow of this eminent 
man such desire, tendering to her on behalf of the nation all necessary facili- 
ties for such removal and interment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 
If there be none, that order is closed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9416, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII be- 
ing in order, the Senator trom Rhode Island moves that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue 
and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Sevate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the 


amendment proposed by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUT- : 


LER] to paragraph 134. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator permit us to finish up the confer- 
ence report on the fortification bill? 

Mr. McPHERSON, I intend to take just a moment. I want to 
enter a protest against a document presented here yesterday by the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. In other words, I want to pre- 
sent a further explanation of it. 4 : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield? 

Mr, McPHERSON. It is Miscellaneous Document 198, I do not 
wish to be understood that I am protesting against the document, but 
my protest is this: The Senator from Vermont evidently has under- 
taken to make it appear that inasmuch as the labor-cost in manufact- 
uring a ton of steel rails in the United States, all of which is taken 
from the report 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the Senator from New Jersey that we 
had better have that in connection with the rest of the on 
the tariff bill—not have it precede the conference report, but keep it 
separate from it, I should think it better to have it a part ot the regu- 
lar proceedings on the tariff bill. 

ak McPHERSON. The tariff bill is before the Senate, I under- 
stan 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But this is a 8 report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The conference report is privileged, - 
am the Senator from Massachusetts can move its consideration at any 

me. 

Mr. McPHERSON, I supposed the Senator from Rhode Island had 
called up the tariff bill and therefore I wanted, in order that it might 
appear in the RECORD — 

Mr. DAWES, The Senator from Rhode Island has got up the tarift 
bill and given way to me. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If he has given way to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, I do not wish to make any statement now. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DAWES. Lask that the conference report be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the conference 
report on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8391) making appropriations for forti- 
fications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial aud service, for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, 

The motion was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report is before the Senate, and 
the question is on concurring in the same. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I to the conference mpor, 
with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawrs] in charge of the 
bill, and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. whole contest 
for the past six or eight years in this matter of the proper amount to 
be appropriated for fortifications has turned upon the one point of the 
construction of the guns. The Senate lor the past six years has in- 
sisted that while ample provision should be made for a Government 
foundry and machine shop at which guns should be assembled, at the 
same time ample opportunity and provision should be made to encour- 
age private manuſacturers to construct and assemble guns By the 
act of 1888 a large appropriation was made for ning the construc- 
tion of two wings of the Watervliet arsenal, by section 6 of the 
act ample provision was made, as was supposed at the time, to induce 
private establishments to compete with the Government shops. 

By the provisions of the act of 1888 the War Department, with the 
Board of Ordnance and Fortifications, was authorized to contract to 
the extent of $6,000,000 with private parties for the assembling and 
manufacturing of heavy guns. The conditions imposed by that act 
were such that no private establishment in the country made an offer. 
One of the reasons assigned, and I have no doubt it was correct, was 
that while the act authorized contracts to be made, not more than 
$1,000,000 per annum could be expended. No appropriation whatever 
was made tocarry out the provisions of the act, oat contractors, private 
individuals, and firms regarded it as too unc xtain. Even after con- 
tracts were entered into they still remain unfulfilled, the uncertainty 
that Congress would make the appropriations in regard to the arma- 
ment has been so great. F 

Then came the other provision of the act of 1888, referred to by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, which practically confined operations to 
one firm. That provision the Senate sought to amend enlarge 80 
that the War Department would have the privilege and the right to 


take one, two, or three different types of guns, if they came up tothe 


een prescribed by the Ordnance Department or the Board on Forti- 
cations. 

The Senate attempted to cure the other defect by making an appro- 
priation in the bill of 83, 700, 000, so that there should be ample guar- - 
anty, as we understood, for any firm that desired to construct these 
guns, i e 


t 
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Those who oppose. the proposition do it u the ground that the 
Government alone should assemble and pot. wees these guns, As the 
bill went to the conference, and as it was insisted upon by the conferees 
on the of the House, the sole point of controversy was whether 
we should embark this entire enterprise at the Watervliet foyndry, 
New York, under Government control, to the exclusion of private skill 
and ingenuity; and hence the proposition to enlarge that factory, to add 
an additional wing to it, notwithstanding the fact that the Department 
itself in its official communications to — had said that it was 
unwise to spend another million dollars at that point on what is prac- 
tically an experiment until theyshould have obtained all the machin- 
ery that was heretofore contracted for and put it in actual operation 
and tested it. 

In 1888 for that purpose we gave them all they estimated would be 
required to put two of the wings of that great establishment in thor- 
ough and complete order, fitted with machinery. They only estimated 
the cost. We have had to increase very largely the expenditures on 
the plans that were then made, and the money that we appropriated 
for the machinery they admit can not be expended and the machinery 
deliver: d until 1893. 

But so persistent are the officers of the Ordnance Department and 
those connected with the War Department to concentrate the whole 
work in one Government shop, to the exclusion of all other points and 
of private enterprises, that the representatives of the Senate in this mat- 
ter have had to struggle for w and months to open the door to pri- 
vate enterprise and to establish in this matter the same rule that we 
have in the Navy Department, which has operated well, both to the 
interest of the Government and the public generally and to the con- 
tractors, of having active competition between those who are engaged 
in private en and the officers and workmen employed by the 
Government of the United States. 

But, Mr. President, we kave met with the same firm opposition that 
we did in the beginning, four years ago, when we supposed that the 
practice had been established, and again the conferees of the Senate 
have been compelled to give way so far as making the specific appro- 
priation of $3,700,000 is concerned, and let that matter remain by sim- 

ly authorizing the War Department to contract. Now, I fear and I 
1 that this will retard private enterprise. My fear is that the 
provision we have been competed to agree to in order to have a bill at 
all in effect excludes private enterprise from competition with the Gov- 
ernment officers. That I regard as most unfortunate. At the same 
time I think we have gained a great deal in the direction which we 
desire to go by the different conditions imposed by the present meas- 
ure from those contained in the act of 1888. 

There is one provision, however, in this bill which I regard as very 
important, in the line in which the Senate has heretofore been contend- 
ing for, and that is that which authorizes the Secretary of War and the 
Board of Ordnance to contract with private parties for the finishing and 
assembling of the steel for guns. That has heretofore been purchased 
by the Government. Up to this time the War Department has at- 
tempted to finish and assemble all the guns from steel that we have 
purchased from private manufacturers. The rule of the Navy Depart- 
ment, which has had t success, is far ahead of the Ordnance De- 

ent and the War Department, it being not only to assemble and 
nish the guns from steel purchased from private manufacturers, at the 
Washington navy-yard, but they offered to the public the opportunity 
to do the same , and the result was that the South Boston Works 
at Boston and the foundry at West Point on the Hudson both made 
offers to the Navy Department for the assembling of the guns for the 
t cruisers at such prices as were entirely satisfactory to the Navy 
epartment. 
he result has been that for three years and a half we have had the 
active competition of the skilled mechanics of Boston and West Point 
in competition with the work under the officers employed by the Gov- 
ernment at the Washington navy-yard. Ithas been well for both, and 
it has been au immense benefit to the T: of the United States. 

We sought to apply the same rule to the Army in this bill, and after 
the most persistent resistance on the part of others, we have finally suc- 
ceeded by the amendment known as numbered 10, on page 5 of the bill, 
in ingrafting that provision on the bill, so that at least for the future, 
if the War Department carries out in the same spirit this act as the 
Navy Department has done, we shall have in the ere | and assem- 
bling of the guns from the steel that has been contracted for, from the 
Bethlehem and other works, active competition between private enter- 
prise and the Government establishments. 

But, Mr. President, in the bill, and I confess we could not avoid 
agreeing to it unless we were willing to go without any bill, was the 
still further provision which was intended by its promoters and by the 
officers of the Ordnance Department to still further increase the ex- 
penditure for the machinery and frames, and what not, at the Govern- 
ment foundry at Watervliet. The Senate inserted amendment No. 13, 
on page 8 of the original bill, in these words: 


For boring and turning lathes, rifling machine, and 80-ton traveling crane, 
= — 7 for the manufacture of 12-inch saan at Watervliet New 
or „000— 


as a substitute for two provisions in the bill as it came from the 


> 


House, for the construction of the south wing and for machinery and 
tools. The Senate conferees determined that they would not, in view 
of the vote of the Senate and the past history of this matter, agree at 
any time to make provision for the construction of a new building, but 
as the Senate had voted $285,000 for the machinery, which will take 
three or four years to construct, and which machinery may be applied 
or used at anyother point in the United States as well as at Water- 
vliet, we agreed to the suggestion on the part of the managers of the 
House to increase the sum trom $285,000 to $320,000. 

It appears that the War Department madea mistake in the estimate. 
They have made mistakes in the estimates for the construction of this 
building from the beginning until now, and have constantly under- 
estimated, We have been compelled to appropriate nearly double the 
amount of the original estimate of the War Department, and I say to 
the Senate now that in my judgment, notwithstanding this large a 
propriation here made, it will not begin tocover more than two-thi 
of the cost of the construction of this building. I regret that we could 
not have secured the appropriation of $3,700,000 necessary to cover the 
amount that we proposed to authorize contracts with private parties 
for. As I said before, it will probably render that section of the bill 
a nullity, but the disposition is so strong for various reasons to keep 
down the amount of appropriations in this bill that we could not re- 
sist it. I think upon the whole, however, that the bill in the shape in 
which it comes from the conference committee is an improvement, a 
very great improvement, over the bill as it originally reached this body, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have the Senator in charge of the 
bill explain to me what was done with amendment No. 6. I do not 
understand the conference report on that, I confess. It is found on 


page’. 

Mr. DAWES. No. 6 is simply a concurrence in striking out the 
words in lines 8 and 9, through which there is a mark drawn, and 
adding at the end, changing the phraseology simply. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator will observe that the conference re- 
port says: 

Amendment numbered 6: That the House recede from its d ment to 
theamendment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows; Strike out line 2, page 3 of the bill, and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: ** Sums appropriated therefor;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Mr. PLUMB. That was designed simply to make a continuing pro- 
vision, so that instead ot limiting the authority to the nse of such money 
as might be appropriated by this bill it provides that any sum 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Ja which I am quoting is in the con- 
ference 1 2 5 and has nothing to do with any appropriation. 

Mr. PLUMB. It makes it a permanent provision ot law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. . Not at all. If the Senator will take the bill and 
what the conference report inserts, he can not make it thatway. The 
Senate amendment No. 6 was: 

Strike out in the expenditure of this sum or any part thereof” and insert 
“hereafter.’’ 

Now, the conference report says: 

That the House recede from its d ment tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
line 2, page 3 of the bill, and insert in lieu thereof the following: “Sums ap- 
propriated thereſor; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator has a copy of the bill and will turn to 
page 2 and see the words which it is proposed to strike out on page 2—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. The conference report does not say anything about 
page 2. 

Mr. DAWES. Turn to page 3. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam at line 2 on page 3. 

Mr. DAWES. What are the words stricken out there? 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is not anything stricken ont. 

Mr. DAWES. It says: 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Striko 
out line 2, page 3 of the bill, and insert in lieu thereof the following— 


That is all of that line— 
“Sums appropriated therefor.” 


Mr. COCKRELL. Now I will read the line proposed tobe stricken 
22 ** $726,000; San Francisco, two.“ That is tine 2 on page 3 of the 
ill. 

Really the way it reads in the bill you divide the word ‘ hundred“ 
in the middle and it is only ‘‘dred’’ in the beginning of line 2, and 
then it goes and twenty-six thousand dollars; San Francisco, two,” 
which will be struck out, and in lieu thereof you insert sums appro- 
priated therefor.” There is no sense in it. 

Mr. GORMAN. The line referred to is line 2, on page 3 of the 
original bill. 

Mr. DAWES. The purpose of the amendment is to strike out the 
spena pin appropriated and leave the words sums appropriated 

for er. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I can understand that from the language of the 
conference report, but I do not know where it comes in, and it does 
not come in as No. 6. That is all there is about it, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, E3 


8309 


Mr. SHERMAN. The printed form is not used. You can only look 
5 nj original paper and look at the number of the line on the original 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam asking the Senator in charge to explain it, 
and no explanation can be given from this. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Maryland has looked at it and says 
it is all right. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Let it be read at the desk. There is no sense in 
this; no meaning in it at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Missouri in- 
dicate what he desires to have read? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish amendment No. 6 read in the bill, to see 
what has been agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The part referred to will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Amendment No. 6 was, on page 2, line 9 of the 
original bill, to strike out the words in the expenditure of this sum 
or any part thereof’’ and insert ‘‘hereafter.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is what we proposed. That was the Senate 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is amendment No. 6. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will say to the Senator from Missouri that the 
mistake arises in the report. It says line 2 and line 3, when it ought 
to be lines 8 and 9. It is simply a misprint, a mistake. 

Mr. COCKRELL, If you insert the words sums appropriated 
therefor’’ there is still no meaning in it. 

Mr. GORMAN, The Senator will find that then it will read as fol- 
lows: 

For the procurement of land, or right pertaining thereto, needed for the site, 
location, construction, or prosecution of works for fortifications and coast de- 
fe $500,000, or so much thereofas may be necessary, and hereafter the Secre- 
— . — War may cause proceedings to be instituted in the name of the United 


It will read in that way. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But the conference report says you insert “sums 
appropriated therefor.” Why do you put in the words “sums appro- 
priated therefor? ™ ; 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will listen to the item as read from 
the desk in the bill, I think he will understand how it is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand the Senate amendment struck out 
the words in the expenditurè of this sum or any part thereof’? and 
inserted ‘‘hereafter.’’? But I want to know how the words in lieu of 
that get in, sums appropriated therefor. ’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. They do not get in in lieu; they get in as an addi- 
tion. The Senator has confused the printed bill with the original en- 

bill 


Mr. COCKRELL, Will the Senator from Kansas state how the 
amendment has been agreed to? ' 

Mr. PLUMB. - Precisely in the first part of the clause as the Senate 
had it. Then at the close of the item, in place of limiting this entire 
appropriation to the expenditure of $500,000, it is extended to such 
sums as may be appropriated therefor hereafter. That is to say, this 
is a continuing provision applicable to all sums which Con may 
appropriate for the acquisition of sites for fortifications. Ishould like 
to have the Secretary read the original clause. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read first the 
part proposad to be stricken out, and then the part proposed to be in- 
sert 


The SECRETARY., On page 2, in line 9, in the original bill, the Sen- 
ate struck out the words in the expenditure of this sum or any part 
thereof and inserted the word ‘‘ hereafter.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now what do the conferees agree to? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read. 

The SECRETARY: 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out line 2, page 3, of the bill and insert in lieu thereof the following. 


Mr. COCKRELL, Read line 2 now. 

The SECRETARY. In line 2, page 3, strike out the words sum of 
$500,000 herein appropriated.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Where is that? 

Mr. PLUMB. On page 4, line 4, of the print. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let that be stated again. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3, line 2, of the original bill, strike ont 
line 2, as follows: sum of $500,000 herein appropriated ° and insert 
“sums appropriated therefor.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL, That will do. But the conference report does 
not designate where it is, unless indirectly. 

Mr. DAWES. The trouble is that the Senator is trying to make 
the conference committee responsible for the printer. [ Question !” 
Question!“ 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to ask who is it that calls for question.“ 
There seems to be a good deal of impatience about this matter, and 
every time a Senator stops talking for à moment there is a call for the 
question. I think we are disposing of this business very rapidly, con- 
sidering its importance, and I do not think there is any occasion for 
the interjection of these things. I have heard it repeatedly. 

I wish to_know from the Senator in charge of this bill the change 


that is made in regard to the last clause, the appropriation of $3,375,- 


000. Is that for the purpose of enabling a smaller amount to appear 
in the expenditures of this fiscal year than otherwise would appear? 
What is the effect of that by going back to an appropriation which 
was made in the fiscal year 1888 or 1889? 

Mr. DAWES. Section 6, of the statute of 1888, made a proposition 
to private enterprises to the extent of $6,000,000, but made no appro- - 
priation therefor at the time, and provided that appropriations should 
be made from time to time. In other words, it authorized contracts 
to be made in anticipation of appropriations, a thing otherwise un- 
lawful. The Senate suggested in this bill a new proposition, and 
proposed to appropriate now $3,700,000, with the limitation that only 
a million shall be expended in any one year. The House conſerees said 
they were willing to take that proposition on the same terms as to ap- 
propriations that the proposition of 1888 had, to wit, not appropriating 
in advance $3,700,000, but authorizing contracts to be made with s 
propriations hereafter to meet the obligations of the contracts. In 
other words, it puts this new proposition with its new conditions on 
procisoly the same foundation as to appropriations with the statute of 
The statute of 1888 did not contain a present appropriation for this 
purpose. This new proposition, like the statute of 1888, does not con- 
tain a present appropriation. It did as it the Senate; but as 
the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. GORMAN] has stated, it was impos- 
sible for the conferees to come together and carry that present appro- 
priation, but they could carry the offer with a stipulation that appro- 
priations should he made from time to time hereafter to fulfill such 
obligations as should be made under it. I agree with the Senator from 
Maryland that this very much cripples the value of the offer; but the 
Senator's experience in conference committees need not be referred to 
to find an explanation in the fact that we have come here with our 
propositions—which have been the propositions of the Senate for the 
last six or eight years—as nearly carried out as it was possible and 
have a bill at all. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Then, in the calculation for the expenditures of 
the fiscal year 1889, in which the appropriation of 1898 was involved, 
and the fiscal year 1891, in which this is, there will be no carrying of 
one to the other? 

Mr. DAWES. None at all. In ascertaining the aggregate appro- 
priations for 1889-’90 and for 1890-’91, so far as this is concerned, mat- 
ters will be precisely alike. g 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator, then, does not think this is as favor- 
able to the development of the objects of the Senate as was the Senate 
amendment? 

Mr. DAWES. No; the Senator can see that private parties obliged 
to invest large sums in a plant, if they see the appropriation already 
made will be more readily induced to undertake the enterprise than 
they will although they see it authorized but do not see the money 
ready for it. ' 

Mr. DOLPH, 1 wish to inquire of the Senator having charge of the 
conference report what became of Senate amendment No. 23. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senate receded from amendment No, 23. 

Mr. DOLPH, Is it stated in the report? 

Mr. DAWES. I suppose it must be stated in the report. 

Mr, PLATT. It is stated that the Senate recede from its amend- 
ment No. 23,” 

Mr. DAWES. The Senate receded from that under the influence of 
the argument of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
report of the committee of conference. ~ 

e report was concurred in. 


ENROLLED BILIS SIGNED, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the 
following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore; 

A bill (S. 398) to limit the effect of the regulations of commerce be- 
tween the several States and with foreign countries in certain cases; 

sur (S. 1741) granting an increase of pension to James H. Sho- 
walter; 

A bill (S. 2285) granting a pension to Hannah Leo; 

A bill (S. 3555) to increase the compensation of the assistants to the 
attorney of the United States for the District of Columbia, and to 
amend section 907 of the Kevised Statutes of the United States relating 
to said District; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 111) to permit the Secretary of the Treasury 
to sign for a cable railway in front of New York post-office and army 
building; and P) 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 209) to amend the act to establish two 


additional land offices-in the State of Montana, approved April 1, - 


1890. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I now call up the conference report on the sundry 
civil appropriation bill. 
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There being no objection, the Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two re on certain sapane mia DF Hans Rare 1a 25a MN OE ay 
10884) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses v- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other pur- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report has been read. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The report, I think, has not been read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It was ordered to be printed in the 


~Recorp with the understanding that it was to be regarded as having 


been read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That I did not know. 

I wish to call attention briefly to one matter in this report. On 

66 of the last print of the bill, is amendment No. 118, which 

relates to the Rock Island bridge and viaduct over a street in the city 
of Rock Island and on the other side of the slough that separates Rock 
Island from the mainland of the State of Illinois where the railway 
tracks of two or three railroads go through that street. That subject 
was somewhat discussed in the Senate when the bill was under con- 
sideration and the Senate to an amendment leaving the law 
just as had provided for it on the 2d of March, 1889. 

On the 2d of March, 1889, Congress in dealing with this subject in 
the very last appropriation bill provided for this viaduct over the city 
street and the railways there, an appropriation of $35,000 being made 
for building it, with a proviso that the city of Rock Island should con- 
vey to the United States title, authority, and control over the prem- 
ises to be used jor the construction and maintenance of said viaduct,” 
and that the thing should not bedone until all the holders of property 
abutting on that street, I suppose where the viaduct should be, shall 
have executed a release of all damages that might accrue to them 
“by the construction and maintenance thereof in such form as the 

of War may prescribe;’’ and it provided further that the work 
should not be commenced until the city of Rock Island should deposit 
in the Treasury of the United States one-half of the $35,000 that the 
thing was estimated to cost, towards reimbursing the United States 
for this expenditure. 

That was, as I say, a year ago last March. Now the House of Rep- 
resentatives sent this bill here wiping that all out so far as regards the 
release by the abutting proprietors and so far as regards the payment 
of any part of the expense by the cityof Rock Island; so that the United 
States should bear the whole expense of building this viaduct in the 
city of Rock Island, going from the bridge which was built at the ex- 

of the United States and over into a further street, and provided 
in lieu of it that the United States might take a bond from anybody 
that was willing to give it, apparently to indemnify the United States 
against damages to the abutting proprietors, and providing, as I said 
before, a release to Rock Island of any duty to pay half the expense. 

The Senate struck that ont and left it as the law did a year anda 
half ago when the last act was passed. Now the Senate conferees rec- 
ommend that the Senate recede from these amendments made in the 
Senate and agree that the United States shall pay the whole expense of 
the viaduct, and of course assume the obligation of keeping it up for- 
ever, and that it shall go and do it now, and in lieu of having a release 
from the abutting proprietors for damages to their property shall take 
a bond to reimburse the United States for any and expenses 
it may be compelled to pay. I think that is wiong, and therefore I 
can not vote for this report, 

It appears that in the year 1885—and I have the book before me— 
Congress passed an act authorizing a street railway to lay a double 
track across this bridge and across the south or west end of Rock Island, 
whichever it is—the lower end of the island between the two cities of 
Davenport in Iowa and Rock Island in Illinois, crossing the tip of the 
lower end of the island, there being a highway between the two cities, 
and which also accommodates the Government works, which are half 
or three-quarters of a mile up the island above where this road goes across 
the lower end, that street railway company beinga corporation author- 
ized by the two States to run a street railway between these two large 
and growing cities across the end of the island. 

The city council of Rock Island passed a resolution that they were 
willing and desired that the United States should build this viaduct 
over their streets, and it was made especially necessary by the factthat 
the newly organized street railway company was going to run its cars 
across this bridge of the United States and across this railway crossing 
in the city of Rock Island, and that the danger therefore would be 
greater by this accumulation of cars than it was before. Thereupon 
the United States was called upon to foot the bill forthe whole concern 
and build for this corporation, in fact, the street railway corporation, 
the proper rise of the viaduct to get over that street and the railway 
tracks and to get on the United States bridge, and so go over to Daven- 
port. I think that is grossly unjust, and both Houses thought a year 
and a half ago that it was unjust, and provided exactly the reverse — 
no, not exactly the reverse, because it did not provide that the United 
States should pay half the expense, bat the United States should be 
saved by the action of the city authorities or the abutting proprietors 
or somebody from claims for caused by that 2 being 
built up in front of buildings and windows on either side of the street. 


I think the committee has done wrong. It isa small matter, to be 


sure, for this present moment, only $35,000, but it is perpetual, once 
done, That p tion is yielded when we might have insisted that 
the House should stand upon the law that was passed less than two 


years ago and in the last appropriation, which madeit somewhat secure 
and somewhat fair towards the United States, when the real ohjectand 
purpose of this viaduct and its greatest use is to provide a better means 
for a horse railway between these two great cities to run its tracks on 
to this bridge and to cross the railroad in that city. 

That is all I wish to say about it. 

Mr, ALLISON. I only desire to say respecting this i amend- 
ment that two years ago when this sundry civil came from the 
House of Representatives it came substantially as it is provided in the 
bill as it came from the House to us this year. The Senate Committee 
on Appropriations then inserted a provision requiring the city of Rock 
Island to pay one-half the cost of this bridge. I believed then that 
the city of Kock Island ought to do it; I believe so now; but the situ- 
ation is that the Government of the United States owns this island 
and owns all the bridges, and it is the policy of the War Department 
or the officers in charge of this Rock Island arsenal that the Govern- 
ment shall have exclusive ownership and control. 

It is true that under the act of Congress the Secretary of War was 
authorized to allow a street railway to cross this bridge, but under that 
act the Secretary of War can, at any moment, require the owners of 
the street railway to take up their tracks and cease using the bridge 
for that poe. The engineer in charge at Rock Island this year, 
after we had inserted this provision, in his report to the Secretary of 
War, of date of July 5, 1889, states that— 

In submitting the estimate of this viaduct on January 15, 1889, I recommended 
that the whole cost of the construction be borne by the United States, As the 
Government owns the bridge and the present approach, it would seem to be 
properand necessary for it to build and maintain this viaduct; otherwise, should 
the city build a part and the Government a part, adivided responsibility would 
——— the care and maintenance of this important communication with the 


A glance at the drawing which accompanied my estimate above referred to 
will show that this proposed viaduct isnothing more nor less than a continua- 


tion of the bridge. 

That is the theory upon which the officers insist u this bridge 
being wholly built and owned by the Government. Of course, at this 
time when there is very little work going on at this arsenal it is a 
decent thing, a proper thing for more liberality to be exercised in the 
use of this Government bridge; but when the time comes that the 
Government may find it necessary to exercise its authority it can keep 
off anybody and everybody from the use of this bridge. It it has a 
partnership as respects the approach to this bridge, when that time 
shall come there will be a difficulty in this partnership. 

It seems to me that those who claim that the Government should 
own this whole bridge, and every part of it and every approach to it, have 
that view with a great show of reason, although at the present moment it 
would seem natural and right that the city of Rock Island should 
bear a portion of this burden, if it be a burden; but when the time 
comes for the use of this arsenal, then the Government can not afford 
to have any partnership respecting the approaches or the roads that 
are passing through the arsenal grounds from one side to another. 

That is the theory upon which these officers act, and it is a question 
whether for the purpose of saving $17,000 we shall go into partnership 
with the city of Rock Island upon this question of the bridge, because 
if we give them one-half the approach they will insist, of course, that 
they shall have one-half the use of that bridge; that is to say, that the 
Government shall never exercise its authority to drive the people of 
Rock Island away from this bridge. If we build this approach and 
own this bridge we can at any time close it up to the people of Rock 
Island or of the city of Davenport who may wish to use it for their 
private aa toe 

That is all there is in this matter, The House insisted upon this 
provision in that way and apparently did it upon the ground stated by 
the officers in charge of this great arsenal. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will there ever be a time when the Government 
will want the exclusive and absolute control of it ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope not, but no one can tell. Here is a great 
arsenal capable of employing four, five, six, or eight thousand men in 
time of war, if thatshould ever come unfortunately; and hereis a great 
property, two or three thousand acres of land surrounded wholly by 
water and belonging wholly to the Government, on which we have ex- 
pended a great deal of money. 

Now, it does seem to me that is a question whether or not, in this 
little matter of an approach to a property that we own and have the ex- 
clusive control of, we shall go into a partnership with the city of Rock 
Island. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The act of 1889 does not provide that we shall go 
into a partnership with the city of Rock Island, but it provides that, 
owing to the fact that the city of Rock Island on one side of the river 
and the city of Davenport on the other, and this street railway corpora- 
tion between the two have the free use of this bridge, if they want a 
viaduct built into their own streets that the United States have nomore 
jurisdiction over than they have of the streets of Burlington, Vt., or 
of any other city, they shall contribute $17,500 as a contribution to 
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the United States in building that viaduct. The act does not provide 

that thecity of Rock Island shall have any control over the viaduct, It 

provides, on the contrary, that they shall by formal action give the 

core irrevocably, so far as any words are concerned, and thereby in 

irrevocably, to make use of these streets of that city for the 

urpose of building this viaduct and contribute $17,500 towards build- 
it. 


Now, whatis the counter consideration? It is, as I said before, that 
this viaduct, being solely in a city of the State of Illinois and crossing 
solely over some of its streets, over railroads that the United States has 
no connection with in that city, shall contribute this $17,500, and it 
is to gain by it the security of its citizens, fifteen or twenty thousand, as 
against the five thonsand, supposing they were 2 miles away in the 
city of Rock Island, with other approaches from Davenport on theother 
side, and at Moline on the Illinois side already existing, and that these 
two cities and that horse-railroad, authorized, I suppose, by the city 
and taxed by the city, running its double track between these two 
cities across that bridge and that viaduct, are to have the use of the 
whole thing, and the United States is to keep it up. 

They say that is not enough and you must pay the whole of this in- 
stead of taking any possible security in respect of the claims of the 
abutting proprietors owning the soil on either side of the street in the 
State of Illinois, and the United States not having the slightest right 
or title to it you will take a bond from somebody to the Secretary of 
War to reimburse the United States for the damages that it may have 
to pay, and the city of Rock Island and the street railway and the city 
of Davenport shall go free of all expense whatever. The motive of 
this appears in one of these reports. It seems that this double-track 
street railroad hetween these two cities, which was authorized in 1885 
to cross this bridge and cross the other bridge over to Davenport, has 
been built, and I see that on the 16th of October, 1889, Major McGin- 
ness, the man who says that nothing ought to be paid by the city and 
so on, addresses the Chief of Ordnance and says—I will make it just as 
short as possible : 

I invite attention to the column therein, headed A Narrow Escape,” givin; 
a description of a collision between an engine of the Chicago, Burlington an 
Quincy Railroad Company and a street-car, This collision occurred at the rail- 
way crossing over which it was proposed to erect the viaduct for which Con- 
gress made an appropriation, and it shows that a viaduct at that crossing isa 
real necessity. 

That street-car corporation is the street-car corporation that Con- 
gress in 1885 authorized the Secretary of War to allow to lay its double 
track between these two cities, and the railroad company wishes the 
United States to build a viaduct over the streets of this city, not at 
its expense, but at the expense of all the tax-payers, in order that it 
may more safely and conveniently run its cars between the city of 
Rock Island, III., and the city of Davenport on the other side of the 
river in Iowa, the United States furnishing free transportation over 
both branches of the river and over the island and keeping up two of 
the bridges. 

That is not enough. The House of Representatives—as I think I 
have a right to refer to it on a conference report—thoughtit an unjust 
tax upon the peopleof the United States to pay the pittance of the resi- 
due of a year's salary to the widow of its dead Chief-Justice, but finds 
it a gross and exorbitant thing; nevertheless it will build free for the 
city of Rock Island and the city of Davenport and a horse-railway 
company a viaduct over one of the streets of the city of Rock Island. 
That is one picture, and the other is the other. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not wish to take up any time unnecessarily in 
referring to this matter. The Senator from Iowa, who makes the con- 
ference report, has stated the whole case, as I think, perfectly, and it 
seems to me that it ought to be satisfactory to the Senate of the United 
States. 

It is true that the people of Rock Island and the people of Daven- 
port, the one on the one side of the river and the other on the other, 
one in Iowa and one in Illinois, probably enjoy some of the privileges 
of passing over that bridge and riding in the street-cars that run be- 
tween the two cities. But the primary fact is that here is a great Gov- 
ernment establishment, sometimes employing but a few men perhaps, 
and at other times, as the Senator from Iowa has indicated, there may 
be a very large number employed there, and they necessarily, unless 
the Government authorizes the construction of dwellings upon the 
arsenal grounds for their habitation, must cross the river in order to 
find a place to live. 

The other primary fact. is that since great railroad lines have been 
built and in operation, and passing near, the approach to the bridge 
that is owned by the Government bas got to bea very dangerous thing 
to the employés of the Government and to the people passing over the 
Government bridge, who are subjected to the liability referred to in 
the newspaper article which the Senator from Vermont refers to, speak- 
ing of a collision between the street cars and the railroads, ete. How 
many people employed by the Government of the United States hap- 
pened to be in that street-car, I do not know, nor do I know whether 
there were any; but the fact is that they do pass back and forth. 

Now, the question, it seems to me, is whether the Government of the 
United States is going to place men there to work in the Government 
employment and leave such approaches to that great establishment as 


that the Government’s own employés are in danger of life and limb in 
passing back and forth to and from it. The Government has built the 

ridge, and as Major McGinness, who is in command there, says, the 
viaduct is an approach to it and tically a part of it; and while the 
Stateof Illinois or the people of Rock Island may have some advantage 
from that, it is a question whether we are going into partnership with 
the city of Rock Island or anybody else in building that little approach 
which only cost $35,000. Itis whether, as the Senator from Vaca 
says, We are going into a partnership with the people there on the 
question of whether we shall spend $17,000 more or less. It seems to 
me we ought not to higgle about it and should not take up the time 
of the Senate with it. X 

Mr. COCKRELL, I should like to have the Senator explain to me 
Aces 8 i connection between the city of Davenport, Iowa, and Rock 

an . 

Mr. CULLOM. As I understand it, the people of both cities pass 
over this bridge. i 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is that the only method of connection? 

Mr. ALLISON. There is a very fine terry there. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I mean outside of the ferry. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the only bridge connection? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, that is the only bridge connection. - 

b M; COCKRELL. By whom was the railway across the bridge 
uilt? l 

Mr. CULLOM. By a private corporation. As a matter of 1 
will state to the Senate that when the act was passed authorizing 
street-cars to pass over that bridge there was a pretty strong party here 
from the city of Rock Island opposing the act for the reason that they 
had some sort of a ferry there. That is a matter of some consequence 
to the parties who own it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do the railroad cars run over this bridge? 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Not on the Rock Island side, but on the Daven- 
port side they do. It is both a railway and a wagon bridge. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And the street-cars run there also? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, and street-cars also. 

Mr. COCKRELL, That is between the arsenal and Davenport ?. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The bridge in question is hetween the city and 
the island, and the next bridge, which is also a railroad bridge, is on 
the Davenport side and connects the lower end of the island with Daven- 
port, and then you go across from the lower end of the island and take 
this wagon bridge into the city of Rock Island where they say this via- 
duct is wanted. 

Mc. COCKRELL. That is a railroad bridge? 

Mr. EDMUNDS, That last is not, exceptiorstreet-cars. The other 
is a railway bridge as well. 8 ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. The principal travel between Davenport and 
Rock Island I presume is necessarily over this street railway, 

Mr. CULLOM. The street railway and the railroad also. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And by wagons? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Wagons go over the same road. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is a wagon road all the way. 

Mr. CULLOM. But the whole establishment is under the control 
of the Secretary of War and it is subject to annulment at any time 
when the Government sees proper to do it, so that if the Government 
gets tired of allowing the street railways or any one but the Govern- 
ment’s own employés to go over that bridge, it can put an end to it at 
any time. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I ask the Senator upon what conditions 
the street railway or the steam railway is permitted to occupy this 
Government bridge? 

Mr. CULLOM. Under the act of Congress which I have here. I 
believe the Senator refers to the street railway ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I understand from the discussion that both 
railways cross the bridge. 

Mr. CULLOM. The act under which this is done is entitled An 
act to empower the Secretary of War to permit the establishment, un- 
der certain conditions, of a horse-railway upon and over the island of 
Rock Island, and the bridges erected by the United States connecting 
the cities of Davenport and Rock Island therewith.” It provides: 


That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and empowered 
to permit the location, building, and keeping in repair upon the island of Rock 
Island, in the State of Illinois, and u the arsenal bridges connecting said 
island with the cities of Davenport, Iowa, and Rock Island, III., in such man- 
ner as he, the Secretary of War, may deem fit, and so as to interfere as little as 
may be with the use of said island by the United States for a national 
and arsenal, a continuous line of double-track railway, at the expense of the 
Davenport and Rock Is aud Street Railway Company, which company shall 
have the privilege of running their cars on and over the said railway, at their 
own expense, under such regulations and restrictions as to times and manner 
of running the cars and rates of fare as the Secretary of War shall from time to 
time prescribe. 


And then, at the end of the act: 


Provided, That this clause and penalty shall not apply to or restrict or affect 
in any way the officers or employés of the United States Government on said 
island in any act of theirs for the maintenance of good order on and for en- 
22 the rules and regulations 3 to said bridges and island, and for 
g ng the regulations of the retary of War for the government of said 

way thereon. 


Mr. McPHERSON. As I understand, the Government owns the 
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bridge from Davenport to Rock Island. As to what advantages may 
have been given to the steam-railroad companies or the horse-railroad 
companies, that is quite a different thing. I believe it is all subject to 
the regulations of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. CULLOM. Itis under the control of the Government, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. And now the extension of the approaches to 
the bridge is found to be n , and the question is whether the 
Government shall build and own the entire bridge, or whether it shall 
take into partnership the city of Rock Island. 

Mr, CULLOM. ‘The viaduct is now the thing under consideration. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I understand the question is whether the Gov- 
ernment shall now go into partnership with Rock Island or Davenport, 
which is it? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Rock Island. 

Mr. CULLOM. The question is whether the Government shall ex- 
pend $35,000 for building this viaduct. That is ali there is of it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, my understanding is that the bridge 
on the Illinois side to Rock Island was built by the United States, and 
that the bridge from Rock Island to the Iowa side of the river was 
built by the United States. 

Mr. BLAIR. Tam unable to hear the Senator. 

Mr: REAGAN. Isaid that as I understand the matter the bridge on 
the Illinois side of the river to Rock Island was built by the United 
States and the bridge from Rock Island to the Iowa side of the river 
was also built by the United States, and that the United States gave a 
private company the right to build astreet railway across Rock Island. 

Now, then, just what connection the street railway has with the rail- 
road bridges to which I have referred I do not know, but shall be glad 
if one of the Senators will advise us. 

Mr, ALLISON. The railway bridge is across the main river and 
then runs over the pointof the island, and then crosses the Rock Island 
side of the stream. On the Davenport side—that is, the main bridge 
over the main stream, the Mississippi River—there is a wagon bridge 
and a railway track. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Who built the bridge? 

Mr. ALLISON. The United States built the bridge and owns it, 
but the Chicago and Rock Island Railroad Company paid one-half of 
the cost. 

Mr. REAGAN. On the same piers? 

Mr. ALLISON. On the same piers. When you cross the island of 
Rock Island the railway has built a separate bridge of its own to the 
city of Rock Island and the Government has built a bridge of its own 
across that channel to Rock Island. 

Mr. REAGAN. Now, what is the connection of the street railway 
with any of these bridges? 

Mr. ALLISON. The city of Rock Island and the city of Davenport 
built street railways some years ago and the people of the two cities 
wanted to connect these two systems of railway and wanted the privi- 
lege of crossing the bridge. So the United States through its statute 
authorized the Secretary of War under such conditions as he might 
see proper to allow those interested to build a street railway track actoss 
the wagon bridge and across—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS, And across Rock Island. 

Mr. REAGAN. And along the bridge? 

Mr. ALLISON. Along the line of the bridge. I ought to say to the 
Senator and to the Senate that, as I understand it, the Secretary of 
War has never allowed what is known as general traffic across this 
bridge. For instance, a loaded wagon, a wagon loaded with corn or 
with wheat, has not been allowed to cross this bridge, I think, and cer- 
tainly not a wagon loaded with hay or any inflammable material. But 
they have gradually relaxed these conditions until now the bridge is 
panny open to all traffic, but always under the control of the 

tary of War 

Mr. BUTLER. May I inquire whether this railroad company pays 
any toll or royalty to the Government for the use of this bridge? 
1 ALLISON. The company paid one-half of the cost of the 

ge. 
Mr. BUTLER. They originally paid that. Then the company is a 
half owner of the bridge? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, the law provides that the Government shall 
be the exclusive owner of the bridge, but the company paid one-half 
the original cost and they pay one-half the cost of repairs and main- 

nance. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ihave had occasion heretofore to be present at the 
consideration of this same question. A Representative from Iowa made 
very earnest efforts to secure such action by Congress as would correct 
what he believed to be a great evil in this, that the Government fur- 
nished half the money to build a railroad bridge and furnishes half 
the expense of keeping itin order, That is the theory. 

Mr. ALLISON. The company pay half the expenses of mainte- 
nance and repairs. 

Mr. REAGAN. It was urged that the railroad corporation charged 
for every empty car that passed over that bridge $3 and for every loaded 
ear $5, the Government paying for half the bridge and half its repairs 
and getting no return, and a private corporation on the immense traffic 


over that road charging for the passage of cars over the bridge, which it 
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was stated, and no doubt truly stated, wasa very large source of rev- 
enue, 

Not content with having a railroad bridge largely built at the ex- 
pense of the Government for the benefit of a private corporation, it 
seems now that the Government is to be taxed to build a viaduct at 
the end of the street railway to one of these cities for the benefit of an- 
other private corporation. The Senator from Iowa assumes that inas- 
much as the Government is the owner of the island, to maintain its 
jurisdiction it must be the owner of these bridges, and yet it is plain 
to all that they are for the benefit of the traffic and travel between the 
city of Davenport and the city of Rock Island. The idea of the Gov- 
ernment being compelled to furnish the means of transportation be- 
tween those two cities because it is the owner of the island and happens 
to have an arsenal there seems to me to be going a long way to get 
money out of the Treasury for the benefit of private parties or local 
corporations. I agree with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] 
that it is a thing which ought not to be done. 

Mr. GORMAN, I do not care to enter specially into this controversy 
about the Rock Island py ach but I do desire tosay that in the con- 
sideration of this great bill, which is so absolutely necessary to be passed 
for the ordinary conduct of the Government, the Senate conferees en- 
deayored to carry out the will of this body as expressed by its votes 
when the measure was pending here, but it was impossible to do any- 
thing else than to recede as we have, unless this bill is to be delayed be- 
yond the time to which the appropriations of last year have been ex- 
tended, the fourteenth day of this month. 

There are quite a number of items contained in this report which 
certainly did not meet with my approval, asI stated yesterday. It 
seemed to me there was no way by which we could come to a conclu- 
sion except by each House surrendering its opinions, unless it happened 
to be where a question of vital importance or principle was involved. 

There is one feature of this report, asstated yesterday, which it seems 
to me the Senate ought not to agree to, and thatis asto the provisions 
found on pages 104 and 105 of the bill, amendments numbered 165, 
166, 167, 168, 169, 170, 171, and 172. Here is a provision— 

For payment of amounts for arrears of pay of two and three year volunteers 
that may be certified to be due by the accounting officers of the Treasury dur- 
ing the l] year 1891— 

I read from the bill now as it came from the House of Representa- 
tives originally 
or so much thereof as may be necessary is hereby appropriated, 


That is the form in which the bill came from the House to the Sen- 
ate. On a suggestion, I think, of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] and the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Epunps], certainly 
both concurring and taking the very proper ground that the amount 
of the estimate ought to be inserted in the bill, upon motion after the 
discussion the Senate decided by a vote which was practically unani- 
mous that the amount of the estimate, $350,000, should be inserted, 
and it was so inserted. 

By the conference report before us we have receded from that amend- 
ment with other amounts in the following amendments on page 105, 
reaching in the aggregate $724,000. The Senate by this report recedes 
from the appropriation of $724,000, the House insisting on making in- 
definite appropriations for whatever amount may be found due by the 
auditing officers, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Is any specific amount named? 

Mr. GORMAN, No, sir; but whatever amount they may find due 
is to be paid. 

Now, take the very first item, Back pay and bounty,“ where the 
estimate shows that the amount necessary is $350,000. The Senator 
from Vermont called special attention to this provision, and I am in- 
formed unofficially, but still I believe the statement to be correct, that 
the amount contained in the estimates of $350,000 is $100,000 short of 
the actual adjustments now. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Maryland a question in 
regard to that? 

Mr. GORMAN. I yield to the Senator with great pleasure. 

Mr. GRAY, Then the report which says the Senate recedes from 
an amendment that calls for $724,000 does not mean that there is to 
be a reduction of appropriation, but only a striking ont of a specific 
amount, leaving the appropriation indefinite. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. GRAY. And there is no reduction? 

Mr. GORMAN. On the contrary, there is a very large increase, and 
no mortal man can tell how much the increase is. I stated only a mo- 
ment sinee that on this provision for back pay and bounty, from line 
17, on page 104, to the end of the paragraph, in line 22, the Senate in- 
serted $350,000 to cover the amount of the estimates, and the actual 
amount as it stands ascertained now is $550,000, $200,000 greater than 
the appropriation as made by the Senate. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If I understand the Senator from Maryland 
correctly, when the bill came to us from the House there was no specific 
appropriation, and the Senate inserted $350,000. Now the conference 
er have struck that out and have inserted no other sum in its 
place. 
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Mr. GORMAN, The conference committee have left it to read that 
o much thereof as may be necessary is hereby appropriated.’ 

Mr. MCPHERSON. ‘Then it leaves it an unlimited appropriation ? 

Mr. GORMAN. An unlimited appropriation. I have just stated 
that the estimate showed when we acted upon this provision in the 
Senate that 8350, 000 would cover the amount of claims already ad- 
justed. My information is that that amount now runs up to $550,000 
on that one item; so that when the conference report is adopted the 
Senate must adoptit with a perfect understanding that instead of cov- 
ering $724,000 it may be $3,000,000. No man can tell what the amount 
will be. 

Mr. McPHERSON. 
lation. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is very reckless. It was the old habit; and when 
the Senator from Ohio was Secretary of the Treasury, if I am not mis- 
taken, when the custom had been in all these matters to make an in- 
definite appropriation, he called special attention to it, and about 1878 
the whole policy of making indefinite appropriations was stopped and 
specific appropriations have been made ever since. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Except as to the interest on the public debt and 
things of that kind. 

Mr.GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish tostate one thing that I think has sprung 
up within the last three or four years, and which I hope will be cor- 
rected by the Committee on Appropriations, and that is, to allow defi- 
ciencies to be made on public building bills. Whenever an estimate is 
made by a public officer for the cost of a building I would not, in any 
case, allow that amount to be increased. While I was Secretary of the 
Treasury I made that the invariable rule, and when they brought back 
to me an estimate for an additional 8 on account of a change 
of plan, I said, ‘‘No change of plan could be made; an architect who 
could not draw the form of a building ought not to be the Architect of 
the United States; and if he could not estimate the cost and give the 
figures he ought never to ask for a deficiency;’’ and I believe in the 
four years I was there I never did ask for a deficiency for a public build- 
ing. However, I have noticed that latterly, every oncein awhile, the 
amount appropriated for a public building is increased. I think that 
ought not to be done in any case. 

Mr. ALLISON, It is very rarely done now, I will say to the Senator. 
In the last year or two it has been very rare. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam glad to hear the Senator from Iowa say that, 
because it ought not to be done in any case. 

Mr. GORMAN, Iam very glad to hear the Senator from Ohio make 
that statement. I want to call his attention to it because the case un- 
der consideration now goes way beyond that. I do not intend to re- 
flect on any of the officers, but I think, without regard to party, this 
matter should be settled on principle. The Senator himself, when at 
the head ot this great Department, and everybody recognized the fact 
that where you haye authorized the accounting officers to take up 
cases such as bounties in an indefinite and unascertained amount and 
adjust the claims, and then make the broad provision that the Treas- 
nry is open to pay them upon their warrants, Congress is absolutely 
abdicating its power and putting it all in the hands of officials. Such 
a temptation is too great for mortal man, You will have at first a de- 
sire on the part ot the officers to gratify their friends and submit to 
the pressure that is being brought on them from all sides to increase 
the allowances, to be liberal in the adjustment of the claims; and then 
you will have the swarm of claim agents and attorneys and lawyers 
who are presenting these claims and urging them to the Departments, 
making all sorts of demands, and finally it will run into corruption, 
as it did prior to 1878. I say that the only apparent object to-day on 
the part of those who represent another branch of this great Govern- 
ment is that, on the faith of these bills, the appropriations may be kept 
down within a reasonable limit. 

Mr. President, the Senate has surrendered on the bills that have pre- 
ceded a million or two of dollars that have been appropriated in the 
same way, but they were cases where probably no very great trouble 
will occur so far as the expenditures are concerned. But in these two 
or three items it does seem to me that the Senate ought to hesitate, and 
I think we ought to reject this report and send it back to the confer- 
ence rather than to permit this item to stand as it is. It is not a mat- 
ter of party; it is a matter of the sound and orderly conduct of the af- 
fairs of the Government. It is opening the doors too wide. 

The Senator from Ohio says that in the matter of the interest on the 
public debt we have made no such provision; that there isa general 
and continuing appropriation for it. That is true, but in those cases 
the amounts were well known. In all the permanent appropriations, 
which amount to $100,000,000 per annum, there was so much for in- 
terest on the public debt, ascertained and known by all men, There 
was no inducement, no door open for fraud or corruption or collusion. 
So in the amount that was due to the sinking fund for the redemption of 
the publicdebt, the fixed amounts that were covered by that $101,000, 000 
were perfectly well known and ascertained in advance, and estimated 
for by the Secretary of the Treasury. So there could be no difficulty or 
trouble in that case. But here you come to the adjustment of claims. 

I think that matter is loose enough as it is. These officers under 


Tt seems to me that that is very reckless legis- 


the various acts are authorized to adjust these claims, and after adjust- 


ing them they are communicated to this body and to the other through 
the Treasury Department with a list of each claim and the amount in- 
yolved in each, and then Congress appropriates the amount so ascer- 
tained. It is unfortunate, but nevertheless it is true, that we can not 
scrutinize those claims to the extent that they ought to be, and yet 
they do go to the proper committees of these bodies, and the very fact 
that they are to be looked into by somebody, not as carefully as a busi- 
ness man would look into his accounts or the accounts of his firm (that 
is impossible), produces eaution; the scrutiny that they have had here- 
tofore is a restraint upon the accounting officers; it keeps them within 
bounds, and in case of any great abuses their exposure would be swift 
and certain. But now, by the provision as it comes here, insisted upon 
by a body that never had an opportunity to discuss it and look at it 
until after the Senate had placed these amendments on the bill, we 
are to be forced again to open this door to fraud and corruption, only 
because the party in power, it seems, wants to cover up the amount of 
the appropriations being made at this session. 

Now, let us take the statement that comes from the committee by 
the Senator from Iowa and see how much the conference report has re- 
duced this bill, There you have deducted the $724,000 which the Sen- 
ate added on these three or four items, so that the bill would be less 
with a net reduction in conference of $3,776,710. On the face of it that 
is an accurate statement, aud yet it is misleading. Isay instead of the 
reduction being $3,776,710, by this one item you have opened the door 
and not only added the $724,000 but it may be a million and a half, 
nobody can tell. Therefore the whole statement is misleading. From 
the supplemental estimates, so far as they have gone, these three items, 
in regard to which the Senate's information was, when they were in- 
sorted in this bill, that $724,000 would be sufficient, already reach over 
$1,000,000. 

That is an extraordinary condition of affairs, and I snbmit to the 
majority that there is no good reason for doing this, The attempt to 
mislead or to have the face of the bill show a less amount of money < 
than is actually appropriated will deceive nobody. In the interest of 
good government, in the honest administration of the affairs of the De- 
partments, it would be very much better if this conference report were 
sent back with instructions upon these very items. 

Now, when we come to the other matters in which I do not alto- 
gether agree, as I said a moment ago, I know how the Senator from 
Towa and the Senator from Maine, the majority members of this con- 
ference committee, have labored. I know what a great work it has 
been from the day this bill reached this body, coming herein the form 
it did, with the great number of amendments that have been added to 
it—202 amendments. Since the Senate had acted and placed these 
amendments on the bill it hashad more consideration than ever before, 
I know our conferees have labored to make it as perſeet a bill as 
sible, and have been forced to give away item after item that ought to 
be retained, and to make changes in the bill which onght not in the 
judgment of the Senate to have been made; but nothing else was pos- 
sible under the pressure of circumstances. 

Take the one item here in regard to the Attorney-General’s Office, 
There the Senate increased, so as to give the Attorney-General enough 
to pay the court clerks’ fees, aud what not, three or four hundred thon- 
sand dollars. Here isa Department that always has a deficiency. The 
appropriations ought to be made now. They are estimated for, and it 
is known that the Department of Justice can not ran without them; 
but it is insisted, with a view to keep the face of this bill down, that 
no proper appropriations shall be made. There will be a deficiency ot 
a million dollars, if the bill passes in this shape, for that Department 
alone. It is known now that there will be a deficiency, as there always 
has been a deficiency; and yet the conferees on the part of the House, 
with no motive in the world as was understood and stated except to 
keep the face of this bill down, refused to agree to the moderate appro- 
priation that the Senate added toit. By the act of 1885 there was $2,- 
760,000 appropriated for judicial expenses. There were deficiencies — 
that year of $419,619, The amount appropriated in 1886 was $2,900,- 
000. There were deficiencies then of $484,914. The amount by law 
appropriated in 1887 was $2,904,400, and again we had a 3 
$323,500. By the act of 1888 $2,848,400 was appropriated, and then 
there were deficiencies in the Department of Justice again of $995,893. 
By the actof 1889 we appropriated $3,505,600. The deficiency for that 
year was $391,391. By the act for 1890 we appropriated $3,575,600, 
and the deficiencies were $615,000. Now, by this bill we have ap- 
propriated $3,606,600, including the amounts in the pending general ` 
deficiency bill, and there will be a million dollars deficit in that De- 
partment as theappropriations stand to-day. The Senateattempted to 
correct that and to provide for a part of that amount, but the con- 
ferees representing the House of Representatives declined to permit the 
appropriation to be made, in the hope only of keeping down the aggre- 
gate amount on the face of the bill, as I have said knowing perfectly 
well that when we meet in December next, if that Department is to be 
properly conducted, we shall have to make an appropriation for a defi- 
ciency of a million dollars, 

I think, Mr. President, on these two items alone, it would be the 
height of wisdom for the Senate to determine now whether we shall 
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permitit to go on in that way or whether we shall do as the good business 
rule would require, make specific appropriations in each case. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I understand that in the conference it 
has been agreed to strike out from one of the bills the provision making 
an appropriation of the salary for two years of the remainder of the 
term of deceased Senators and Members of the House, for their wives 
and children. This allowance has been made as 1 understand since 
about the year 1845 or 1846. Wherever a member of Congress bas died 
during his term Congress has appropriated a part of the remainder of 
the salary for the benefit of his wife and children. I think this is a 
matter of sufficient importance in the public interest to disagree tosuch 
conference report and for it to be sent back. 

A great many members of Congress who are sent here by the people 
are men of very limited means. When they die, in the necessary ex- 

of living here with a family, they leave their families unprovided 
for. What shall be done? Shall they be turned upon the street as 
the objects of common charity, or shall some provision be made for the 
family of the man who has given his life in the people's service? 

This rule of poor compensation, of mean compensation, leaving the 
families of public servants entirely unprovided for, limits the public 
service to two classes of men, the one very rich men, who need nocom- 
pensation whatever, and the other men who are unable to obtain an 
equal compensation for their services in other departments of life. It 
is therefore practically in the direction of depriving a large number of 
capable servants of the opportunity of serving the people and of de- 

riving them of the privilege of selecting their representatives from 
large class of persons. It is confining the service of the Govern- 
ment to the rich people of the country. It is a tendency in the direc- 
tion of making it plutocratic; and in every government where wealth 
accumulates the power of money invades the representative powers of 
the government, takes possession of all its controlling powers, invades 
its courts, and becomes the most prominent factor in the control of pub- 
lic affairs 

This is a great evil, and will in time if not checked and 
destroy our free Republic, as it has in the past destroyed 
publics, all other governments of the people. 

I wish now, with reference to that report, to express my opinion in 
the hope that it may elicit some opposition from other Senators. 

It is not the policy of this Government, it is not the policy of the 
people of the United States to limit the office-holding of the Govern- 
ment, and particularly of the legislative department of the Govern- 
ment, to a small number of men possessed of large fortunes and able 
to do without a just compensation for their services. 

Now, I can conceive of no well-founded objection to an appropriation 
of two years of the remainder of the salary to the family of the deceased 
member, with the single exception that it is necessarily general and 
may embrace in its provisions some persons of wealth sufficient to leave 
their families in independence; but in this case, as I understand it, 
the appropriations have been for a class of people who are in need of 
them, and there are very few among them, if I am correctly informed, 
of persons who had means sufficient to leave their families in comfort. 

I can conceive of no ground upon which the conferees of the Senate, 
except in the last necessity, should agree to do away with a precedent 
which has grown up here and which is founded, not only in justice, 
not only in the interests of the public in obtaining the services of the 
class of men who otherwise would not render them, but alsoin common 


charity. 

Mr. President, I wish to say for myself, that I should never agree to 
turning out upon the highways of the country, a d spectacle, 
the family of a member of Congress who has died here withont any 
means left from his salary to provide for them. I think it would be an 
unbecoming s e, and I submit to the Senate that, if for no other 
reason, for that alone, such a report ought to he disagreed to and a fur- 
ther conference insisted upon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. ident, I have read over this report. The 
chief fault I find with it is in the omissions of appropriations which 
the Senate made, which I think ought to have been adopted. Iam 
very sorry indeed to see that the House di to the appropriation 
made for Mrs. Waite, the widow of the late Chief-Justice. I would 
myself vote for a law general in its character giving to every officer of 
the Government who dies in harness the balance of his pay during the 
current calendar year. I think that is a good rule to be adopted. We 
adopt it so far as the Senate employés are concerned. Iam very sorry 
to see this amendment stricken out. And so with other provisions. 

So far as the bridge at Rock Island is concerned, about which my 
friend trom Vermont seems to be troubled, I think, on the whole, the 
conlerees were right. I think the Government of the United States 
ought never to be in partnership or share any interest with private 
parties or private corporations in a property right, but that the right 
should be supreme in the Government, I do not see, therefore, that it 
is a matter sufficient to insist upon. 

As to these indefinite appropriations, I agree entirely in what has 
been said about them. I do not think it is fair to the Le at large 
or fair to the opposing party that any party in power should seek to 
cover the amount required to carry on governmental operations under 
an indefinite appropriation. The amounts involved in these three 


revented 
other re- 


items are not very large. If it was a very large sum I would stand 
upon that point and vote against the report of the committee of con- 
ference, but these appropriations of an indefinite character only relate 
to matters found in the ordinary course of the Treasury Department 
in settling the claims of soldiers for arrears of pay and bounty to volun- 
teers and their widows and 1 heirs, and also for the allowance of 
bounty under a certain act defined here, items which the Senate com- 
mittee estimated to amount to about $730,000, and they are items 
which are not likely to be swollen unnecessarily, because the account- 
ing officers are always very careful in passing these accounts. 

There is no ground in the world for them to increase them. It is not 
a discretionary appropriation at all, but it is only an adjudicated sum 
to be settled by officers who act as judges. Therefore I sball not object 
to it, although I think the Senate was right in fixing the limit of the 
appropriation, and I do not think it is exactly the thing for any party 
to seek to cover up the amount appropriated by an appropriation bill 
by making it indefinite in its character, unless it is indefinite from the 
very nature of the case, as the interest on the public debt and the like, 
However, I do not think it would be wise for us to defeat this confer- 
ence report merely because the House refuse to agree to the amend- 
ments of the Senate. Therefore, although I am very to see sev- 
eral items stricken ont here that I think ought to be inserted, I shall 
vote for the conference report. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I want to say in reference to one item 
to which the Senator from Ohio has called attention, that of the allow- 
ance to Mrs. Waite, one reason why I was against that in the Senate 
was because it established a principle which we ought logically tocarry 
out as applicable to all Government employ¢s. It would not do to 
say that we would give simply for the calendar year, because that might 
give to the representative of some one deceased employé only a day’s 
wages, and we therefore would have to give, if anything, either half 
a year or a whole year, irres ive of the date of death. But we 
should be embarrassed in a thousand ways about it. We have em- 
ployés whom we hire by the month, some whom we hire by the day, 
and if they die in Government employment their families are just as 
much entitled to pay for some definite period on account of that death 
as the families of persons whom we employ by the year. 

It is impossible to enter upon that domain without establishing a 
precedent which will finally induce us to go a great deal further and 
seriously embarrass the public Treasury, and make the condition of 
the Government that of a wholesale almsgiver, unless we could enact 
some general law which would meet these cases, and that I do not 
think should be done, because if we limit it to annual employés we 
should be pressed by small and special cases and in given cases to en- 
large it by special acts and in appropriation bills, and so on. 

Therefore, I am very glad for my part, believing it to be an exceed- 
ingly dangerous principle, that the House conferees insisted sufficiently 
strenuously against the allowance of this matter to take it out. I do 
not think it ever ought to have been in the bill, and I hope this will 
be regarded as settling the whole matter; at any rate, until it shall 
come up through some law. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I was absent necessarily from the Senate 
Chamber last evening when some criticism was made upon the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds as to the location of the post- 
office building in this city. I had very much hoped that that question 
had been definitely settled and that there would be no necessity for 
saying anything more in regard to it. But in the absence of the lar 
chairman of the committee [Mr. STANFORD] and of the solig ate 
man, the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORETLL], as I am next 
in service upon the committee and equally responsible for this location 
me auy other member of it, I feel called upon to say a few words 
about it. 

As I have said heretofore to the Senate on more than one occasion, 
there has been no duty imposed upon me as a member of this body 
which has been more unpleasant or irksome than the tocation of this 
city post-office. The entire service upon the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds is not a desirable one, but in regard to the 
location of any building in the city of Washington it is peculiarly un- 
pleasant. The entire population of this city are dependent upon the 
ee of the Government, directly or indirectly, and so soon as a 

rge amount of money is to be di ol within the limits of this 
city a nest of hornets stirred up by a pole is nothing compared to the 
competition and the rivalry and the jobbery that immediately en- 
sue, 

When Senators complain of this location, Ionly wish that they could 
have participated in the labor which brought it about. The Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, which is a joint committee of 
the two Houses, appointed a subcommittee, with the chairmen of the 
two committees of the respective Houses upon it and two other mem- 
bers differing in politics, and we made u personal inspection of every 
site in this city, and did it without conference with any real-estate 
man whatever. Speaking for myself, and I believe it is absolutely 
true of the whole committee, I permitted no man to approach me on 
that subject, and when it was attempted I informed any one who came 
near me that it was a matter closed to the general public, and one upon 
which I proposed to act without even suggestion, because my ex- 
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pe here had taught me that just so soon as an intimation could be 
from a member of the committee as to a location the Government 
would be taxed hundreds of thousands of dollars in the increase of real 
estate in that locality. 

Mr. President, it has come to my knowledge, as of course I knew 
would be the case to some extent, that since we passed the bill for the 
Ipcation of this building parties who offered us ground at a certain price 
before have gone back u their agreements and refuse now to com- 
ply with them. Around this identical site the 1 has gone up 
fabulously. Property that before was offered, and greedily offered, for 
$8 and $10 a foot has gone up to $20, all because the Government of 
the United States is to put up the city post-office in that portion of the 
city of Washington. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator if property will rise in 
proportion to the height of the building that the conferees recom- 
mend? 

Mr. VEST. Iam coming to that, Mr. President, There is a good 
deal to be said about this building, above and below, and I am dis- 
cussing now the lower part of it. Considerable criticism has been in- 
dulged in with regard to this locality on account of water and the dif- 
ficulty to secure a foundation. We examined that as thoroughly as 
could be done by men of our capacity. I went myselfin person to the 
largest and most recently constructed building upon that side of the Ave- 
nue, the Trust building, which was constructed very caretully and with 
all the modern appliances; I investigated in person the cellar of that 
building and talked with the officers, and found there had not been a 
drop of water in it since it was constructed. It is true it will be nec- 
essary to construct something in the nature of a dam to keep off the 
water that may come from the Potomac River in extraordinary cases 
when the sewers are filled up with backed water and run over that por- 
tion of the city; but we are assured that that can be guarded against 
without any difficulty at a very small increase of expenditure. 

I submit now to the people of the United States, as I have done be- 
fore, whether the committee under all the circumstances could have 
done anything else. We reported in favor of the Le Droit block three 
times. I made two reports myself. I refer to the block immediately 
in front of the Interior Departmentand separated from the Post-Office 
Department by Eighth street. There was no comparison between that 
location and any other in the city of Washington. We could have se- 
cured the whole of the Le Droit block for $450,000 when we first made 
areport. We could then have closed Eighth street and erected a build- 
ing there which would have accommodated the General Post-Office and 
the city post-office, and it would have been an ornament to the city 
of Washington besides. 

The House of Representatives persistently and consistently refused to 
accede to the bill that was sent them from the Senate, and that property 
can not be obtained for a million dollars—not for a million dollars to- 
day, under condemnation. We could have utilized Eighth street and 
made that much clear; but the co-ordinate branch of the ture 
refused to accede. We not only consulted with them, but implored 
them to doit. We were compelled then either to put this building 
down in the neighborhood of Judiciary Square, to condemn one of the 
blocks between the present Post-Office Department and Pennsylvania 
avenue at an indefinite expense, nobody could tell how much, for they 
are covered with business houses, or we were compelled to go across the 
Avenue. The House made one location across the Avenue, and we made 
the present one. 

Mr. President, I knew it was the best that could be done under the 
circumstances, and I knew that every year’s delay was costing this 
Government hundreds of thousands of dollars in the increase of real 
estate. There is no difficulty about the foundation. It is possible 
that it may cost us more for the real estate than we thought it would, 
but that is inevitable. It is impossible to guard against such a result. 
Just so soon as the Government indicates its intention to take property 
in this city all the property in that vicinity immediately goes up, in 
the hands of speculators and jobbers. 

Now, I must express my regret, and I do it in the kindest and most 
respectful way, that the committee of conference agreed to put this 
procrustean rule of eight stories high upon this building. I find in the 
record of the debate upon last evening some remarks by the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. Haw iry], with which I very mucheoncur. I 
thought, the Committee on Public Buildings thought, that the matter 
of the height of the building and its architectural construction should 
be left to the Supervising Architect and theSecretary of the Treasury; 
but this conference committee have put the height of the building at 
eightstories. Isee, by the way, that the chairman of thecommittee, my 
friend from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], is reported as saying that there was 
discretion as to the height of the building. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will bear in mind that as to the height 
the Architect is limited by the limitation as to the cost. He can only 
build three stories with the money that is given him. So to every in- 


tent and purpose he is held down to the present conditions as much as 
if the law declared that he should build only a three-story building. 
The conference committee telt that all the space abutting there might 
as well be utilized by adding stories, which would not interfere of 


course with the post-office business, but would give room for other 
branches of the Government that are out now paying rent. It had to 
put in this ETS if the Architect built more than three stories. 

Mr. VEST. The provision in the conference report is for not less 
than eight stories. He is bound now, if this conference report is agreed 
to, to put up a building of eight stories, As to the appropriation of 
$800,000 for the building which is in the bill that was by the- 
Senate and the House, it does not necessarily limit it to three 
pecenie it depends entirely upon, how the rooms are constructed 

nis 

Mr. HALE. The Architect said that under that limitation he had 
gone into a pag of making plans and calculations, and that he 
could only build a three-story building with that limitation. 

Mr. ALLISON. Building it fire-proof? 

Mr. HALE, Building it fire-probf, which everybody desired. So 
that would have been the result, you would have had a large low build- 
ing with’ three fleors. 

Mr. VEST. I understood the Supervising Architect to state when 
he was before our committee in regard to this matter that with $800,- 
000 he could construct a building from three to five stories high. 

Mr. HALE. He said, after going more fully into the plan, that he 
could only build a three-story building. 

Mr. VEST. Ofcourse he made subsequent examination of it. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, and very plain at that. 

Mr. VEST. But speaking in regard to a building eight stories high, 
I must be permitted, without being an expert in the matter, to express 
my doubt as to the propriety of the requirement that the building shall 
be not less than eight stories high. It must be remembered that we 
have purchased there, or propose to condemn, 70,000 feet of ground in 
round numbers. If we cover that with a building made ont of brick, 
the first story of granite and the other stories of brick, covering that 
entire ground, eight stories high, it will be the most enormous mass of 
brick seen in this country from one ocean to the other. The Pension 
Building will be a settler’s cabin compared to it. 0 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] spoke, as I see from 
the RECORD of yesterday’s proceedings, about its overshadowing the 
other buildings on Pennsylvania avenue. It will overshadow them, 
Mr. President, and dwarf them until they will be mere pigmies, even 
the hotels and the highest business houses, compared with this enor- 
mous structure. I apprehend no difficulty as to the foundation, but 
it will require the largest amount of mechanical and architectural 
skill to poren difficulty if that enormous mass is put over any foun- 
dation, I do not care how it is constructed. I am not prepared to give 
details as to the weight of such a building, nor is it necessary to do so, 
because every practical man can realize the importance and truth of 
what I say, without calculation. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator knows, of course, thatin other cities they 
have buildings almost twice as high. I do not myself have a great 
deal of pride or satisfaction in contemplating the appearance in the 
future of a building of this kind, but so lar as safety as affected by the 
foundation goes, buildings have been put up over the country not only 
of eight stories, but of ten, of twelve, and in Chicago, I think, one or 
two of fourteen stories. f 

Mr. VEST. Ihave no doubt of that. 

Mr. BLAIR. Andin New York. 

Mr. HALE. Some in New York ; some herein Washington, a 
building on the corner H and Fifteenth street. Itstands by itself; 
is eight stories, and if the Senator will look at it as he goes by to-day 
he will see it is not so great a blot aud does not look so grotesque 
out of proportion as it perhaps seems to him in his mind now. I know 
that was the effect upon me as I looked at it last. 

Mr. VEST. I can understand very well how a building of com- 
paratively narrow front, eight and ten stories high, would not be a de- 
formity or a blot upon a street in a city, but I must confess that 70,- 
000 feet of ground covered by a building eight stories high represents 
in my mind the most enormons pile of bricks imaginable. 

There is another difficulty about this building which we could not 
possibly avoid, and that is in the structure of the lot upon D street, 
fronting Pennsylvania avenue. It is not a square front; it can not be 
made a square front. Some suggestion was made in the debate here 
yesterday, I believe by the Senator from Maryland, that that matter 
could be rectified. It can not be. We examined it very carefully. 
If we were to undertake to run the front of that out and take the 
ground in front and a small park which belongs to the Government, it 
would destroy the lower end of D street. You bave to tear down the 
buildings in order to preserve the symmetry of the street and extend 
it down further, which is simply in the nature of things impossible. 

Mr. HALE. What was the idea in erecting this building; that the 
front should be on D street? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; just as the street runs now. 

Mr. HALE. And not adapted to the outer line of Pennsylvania 
avenue? r 

Mr. VEST. No; it can not be. toe 

Mr. HALE. Thus giving a building that would be a complete par- 
allelogram ? 
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Mr. VEST. Yes. That is unavoidable, unless you take the front 
of it and square it out * 

Mr. HALE. I think the Senator is right about that, 

Mr. VEST. Condemning the street in front of you; and when you 
do that, as a matter of course it goes without saying, you must make 
the balance of the street, running further on towards Arlington, for 
instance, to conform to this end of it. In other words, you have got to 
change the whole of the street from that point on. i 

Mr. MORGAN. Does it present a three-quarters view? 

Mr. VEST. A little over a three-quarters view, 

Mr. MORGAN. To the Avenue? 

Mr. VEST. To the Avenue, just as the street stands now. 

The contest before us, or rather the question before us, because we 
did not allow persons to come to us in the nature of contestants, was 
between three blocks on the south side of Pennsylvania avenue, We 
investigated all the other localities very carefully, and we came to the 
conclusion that, conducting this matter for the Government exactly as 
we would conduct it for ourselves as ordinarily prudent and reasonable 
business men would conduct it, the best we could do for the city of 
Washington and the people of the United States was to take this square 
out of three on the south side of the Avenue that were presented to ns. 
It was by far the cheapest; it was by far the most central; it was the 
most eligible in every way. The only difficulty presented to me in the 
first instance was as to the foundation, and after I had personally ex- 
amined that matter and found the difficulties in my mind remoyed, I 
had no doubt as to the rest of it. 

Tue center of this city is at the corner of Fifteenth street and Penn- 
Sylvania avenue. That is the center of population in the city of 
ashington, and you will notice that we took the block which was 
nearest to that on the south side of the avenue, very nearly the center 
of the business location, if you run a line across squares from the square 
we have selected to the corner of Fifteenth street and Pennsylvania 
nyenue. 

Ishould be glad (and I do not want to embarrass the conferees) if 
this provision in the bill could be so changed as to remove this demand 
or requisite for a building eight stories high. It seems to me that mat- 
ter ought to be left to the discretion of the Architect and to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HALE, Tben you must give him more money. 

Mr. VEST. No, it would take less money, because if he concluded 
to make the stories six, which, I think, ought to be the height, or five, 
as a matier of course it would take off $200,000 for every story de- 
creased. ; 


Mr, HALE. I mean you must give him more money than is given 
in the $800,000 provision. 

Mr. VEST. I have no doubt about that. 

Mr. HALE. That is the only way you can increase it. 

Mr. VEST. Idid not undertake to say that the $800,000 should 
be adopted as a limit of the expenditure. 

I see in this amendment another objectionable feature, but I can 
reconcile myself to that if the height of the building, if the eight 
stories fixed for the building are to be done away with and discretion 
given to the public Architect. I refer to that portion of this amend- 
ment which permits the building to be done by parcels; that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury may contract for any portion of the work. 

Mr. ALLISON. The object of inserting that provision I think the 
Senator will approve. Itis to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to 
make contracts in advance of appropriations. TheSupervising Archi- 
tect said that with that provision the building could be constructed for 
certainly 10 and possibly 15 per cent. less than if the contracts were 
not made until after the appropriations were provided. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Let me ask the Senator from Iowa if it does 
not mean a little more than that. Does it not also imply that the 
Supervising Architect shall provide a suitable and sufficient foundation 
as well for this increase in length? That is an important matter to be 
taken into consideration. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Compare a foundation sufficient for the three 
stories, which I understand was the proposed building, with the eight 
stories, and it will be seen that it requires a much more secure founda- 
tion and a much more expensive one. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. We have the provision in the Li- 
brary building appropriation that the engineerin charge can contract 
in advance of the appropriation, so as to enable him to make contracts 
for large amounts of stone and iron, or what not. I think that is a 
very good provision. 

Mr. VEST. I may be mistaken; I do not want to embarrass the 
conferees; I simply want to appeal to the Senate, if we can do no bet- 
ter, to approve this portion of the report, and get rid of the question 
of a city post-office building in Washington City. 

Mr. PLATT. . This amendment it seems to me is imperative that 
the buildingshall be built eight stories high. : 

Mr. VEST. So it is. 


Mr. PLATT.’ Now, suppose the Senate to it, I presume it 


will be in the power of Congress hereafter to change its mind about 


that, and if it thinks best to limit it to six stories it can do so by sub- 
sequent tion, can it not? 

Mr. A ON and Mr. VEST. Oh, yes, 

Mr. PLATT. I do not like the eight-story idea myself, but I want 
to make sure of the building. 

Mr. VEST. There is great force in what the Senator says, and I 
heartily indorse it. The great thing is to settle this question. I have 
been upon the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds for twelve 
years, and when I came here this was a burning issue,” to use the 
common newspaper phrase, in the city of Washington, and it has re- 
mained so ever since. We have no accommodations for a city post- 
office to-day. It is a disgrace tothe Government. Weare paying rent 
for an old hole down here which is not fit for a decent business house, 
much less for a great Government like this to transact the business of 
the most important office we have in the whole country, where there 
is more mail matter, more responsibility, and where there ought to be 
greater facilities than anywhere else. 

I merely wish to say as to the location, if I had my way to-day I 
would condemn four blocks south of the Avenue for public buildings, and 
I would put them together, instead of scattering the buildings of this 
Government over the hills here and remote from each other a mile and 
a half; I would take the south side of that avenue when property is low, 
compared to what it will be. It has advanced some because of this 
legislation, hut it is very low compared to what it will be in five or 
ten years. I would take the four blocks there this side of the one we 
have taken for this building and make that Government property. We 
own to-day one square back of the location of the building now pro- 
vided for a large area amounting to 60,000 square feet, which is utterly 
useless to the Government. In the course of improvements and specu- 
lation here there has been a fall upon that side of the Avenue; property 
has been comparatively worth nothing. 

If we had bought the Le Droit block the Government would havo 
made $500,000 in the advance of real estate, because property on F 
street has gone up we know in an unprecedented ratio. But it can not 
be done. That is gone in the past. Now we are confronted with the 
same state of things as to the property south of the Avenue. Weknow 
how the business of the country isincreasing. We know we must have 
more public buildings. The country is in its infancy, and so are the 
public buildings in their infancy, The Senator from Ohio spoke of 
this thing of increasing the limitin the appropriations for public build- 
ings. It is a reprehensible practice, but it is done under the solicita- 
tion of members of Congress, both of the Senate and House. 

Every biil that is passed throngh the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds, almost without exception, has a limit of so many 
thousand dollars, limiting the cost of the building, and yetat the next 
session of Congress, if a political exigency demands it, the member of 
Congress from that district rushes before the committee (and some- 
times grave and dignified Senators) and they tell us that liberty 
lies bleeding in the streets if you do not extend the limit; we can not 
build,” they say, ‘‘a house that is worthy of my district, of the prin- 
cipal town in it, for any such amount of money.“ We know how the 
thing is done, no matter what the committee does; by personal solic- 
itation and influence the limit is taken off, and if that sort of influ- 
ence is brought to bear as to a remote district in this country, what 
must it be as to the location of a post-office in the city of Washington? 

Sir, public life and private life is unendurable if the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds are to be subjected to this continual 
and incessant conflict aboutthis matter. I do hope thatin any shape, 
because, as the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] says, we may 
afterwards change the legislation, this matter will be disposed of defi- 
nitely and finally at this session of Congress. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, there are two sides of the question of 
locating the post-office on the south side of the Avenue and the expendi- 
ture of two or three million dollars there. Itis very doubtful whether 
this provision had not better fail altogether and the time be extended 
still longer than to spend $3,000,000 in a swamp. For many years 
the south side of Pennsylvania avenue, except where the Government 
has put its improvements there, the Smithsonian Institution and the 
Agricultural Department, has been practically abandoned for the chief 
business purposes of the city. It can not be supposed that the experi- 
ence of the business men of this city for thirty or forty years is not 
founded upon some substantial fact. 

T have seen the lower part of Pennsylvania avenue with water 4 or 
5 feet pet and persons obliged to pass in boats from one point to an- 
other. hether the improvements that are being made in the Flats 
will permanently remove that difficulty is a question to be very care- 
fully considered. 

It is no objection to disagreeing to this conference report that it will 
delay the location of the site. If two or three million dollarsare to be 
expended at that point south of the Avenue the matter should be 
thoroughly investigated, and instead of an absolute appropriation for 
the purchase of it being made it should be left dependent upon some 
further ascertainent of the stability of the sitein respect to the lowness 
of it or the dryness of it, and its being subject to overflow. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I can readily see, if the com- 
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mittee have decided upon a location for the post-office, the propriety 
of making this appropriation. I can also see the propriety of increas- 
ing the appropriation as the conference committee have done in order 
to make a higher building and a more useful one. The only criticism 
that I would make as to the location would be that a building costing 
as much money as this building must necessarily cost, including the 
site, to be located in that part of the city which is liable to be flooded, 
would render the basement of the building practically valueless. = 

I think the Senator from Iowa stated last evening that the Supervis- 
ing Architect was of the opinion that a retaining wall can be built out- 
side of the walls of the building which would enable them to make the 
basement of the building somewhat free from water; but I do not see 
how itcould be made free from dampness, because the surrounding coun- 
try all about it contains the soakage of the water from the city in that 
direction that does not find its way into the sewers, and necessarily the 
basement of your building must be valueless for any purpose in the world, 
even asa storage room. Taking into consideration the elevation of 
water that we find sometimes here on Pennsylvania avenue, 2 or 3 feet 
above its present surface, you would necessarily have to raise the ap- 
proaches all around the building 2 or 3 feet high, which would make it 
more difficult of access to and from the building in conveying heavy 
loads of mail backward and forward. 

I have noticed along the line of West street in the city of New York 
that practically the same conditions exist there that exist here by rea- 
son of the rise and fall of the tide. They find it impossible, except by 
calking the basement of the buildings, to keep out the water when the 
tide rises, especially to extreme heights, and of course the tide ebbs 
and flows, and therefore there is really no more dampness there than 
is to be found in this location all the time. There they pat in con- 
crete. First they drive piles very deep and erect their buildings apon 
the piles, as necessarily would have to be done here. They then con- 
crete it below to a depth of several feet. Ontop of that they lay heavy 
plank and calk it. I suppose the same thing would have to be done 
here to make the basement of this building of any value whatever. 
You would practically build your basement here the same that you 
would build a wooden ship in order to keep out the water. 

Therefore, my criticism B more directed to the location of the build- 
ing than upon any other feature connected with it. It would seem to 
me that with the large plot of ground we have in Judiciary Square, 
elevated as it is and surrounded as it is in close proximity at least by 
public buildings, the Post-Office Department building, the Department 
of the Interior, the city court, and the Pension Building, certainly 
sufficient ground can be found there for locating this post-office in a 
central location, and it would cost the Government nothing, as it now 
owns the land. Let the building be located there instead of going 
down into the swamp, as the Senator from Florida has correctly stated, 
and undertaking to put up a building of this most important character. 
It is to be a building for all time. The building will be built sub- 
stantially, of course; it will cost a great deal of money, and the lower 
part of the building will forever be a nuisance. I do not believe that 
there will be any such thing as the enjoyment of health by any occu- 
pant of that building in any part of it, I care not even if it is on the 
upper story. 

On account of all those disadvantages Iam sorry that the committee 
have decided to locate the building at this point; but if the location is 
to be here, then certainly as to another question, as to making the foun- 
dation secure, of course piles would have tobedriven. The foundation 
can be made sufficiently secure with piles to erect upon it any kind of a 
building and to any height you may see fit to go. I have sufficiently 
demonstrated that in works of my own. It makes the very strongest 
structure that can possibly be made. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from New Jersey permit me to 
interrupt him foramoment? The fact is, and everybody understands 
it thoroughly, that, with the present system of drainage, the outlet, 
practically, from that section will not be a fall of over 2} feet between 
the foundation of the building and the river, and every year the water 
will back up in the sewers, se that there will be absolutely no outlet 
from this building, as there is none from all that section of the city. 
In addition to that, the improvement of the Potomac River by filling 
up the Flats, with the Long Bridge in its present condition, which 
amounts to a dam, and tends to raise the river, the difficulty has been 
increased, and will be the case so long as it remains in that condition. 

But one year ago the Committee on Appropriations, the Senator 
from Iowa willremember particularly, having that fact and that knowl- 
edge in view, and knowing that some provision must be made by which 
not only that point, but this whole section of the city, must be pro- 
tected, inserted a provision in the sundry civil bill providing for the 
appointment of a commission of distinguished hydraulic engineers to 
look over the sewerage system. Their report has been made. I have 
not yet seen itin print, but in substance itis that the whole system of 
sewerage must be changed, and instead of having an outlet farther 
back from the President’s House, flowing out to the Potomac, it is to 
be removed to the hill beyond the Eastern Branch, and the entire drain- 
age will be carried over there. It will involve a very heavy expense, 
but that must be done in the near future; it must be done for the 


health of this city, and before it is possible for this building to be con- 
structed. When itis finished and so arranged there can be noquestion 
about the drainage from the building, it will be as perfect as it will 
be anywhere on the face of the earth, 

Hence there is nothing in the location, except the foundation. The 
engineers all say that there can be no trouble in the world about the 
foundation, but with the present conditions, unless this great sewerage - 
flow can be carried out, as has been recommended, I with the 
Senator from New Jersey that, in my opinion, it would be an outrage 
to assemble fifteen hundred men in a building where the se 
would be so imperfect, and where by no arrangement that could be 
made by mechanical skill would the be kept out. But in view 
of what is to come, as provided for by this report of the commission, and 
the expenditure that must be made, we think we can afford to risk it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It certainly would take several years to make 
the permanent improvement in respect to sewerage of which the Sen- 
ator from Maryland speaks, and that is somewhat an experiment yet. 
Therefore, I think that if the parties who own this proposed site were 
to give it to the Government free of cost, under the circumstances which 
now exist, it would be a thousand times better for the Government to 
go elsewhere on higher ground and pay three times the price fora post- 
office site than is proposed to be paid here. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator from New Jersey will allow I 
wish to say a word in connection with the matter referred to by 
Senator from Maryland. 

We have been for some years past making improvements, it is called. 
in front of Washington, redeeming the Flats and narrowing the channel 
of the river. From the beginning I resisted that project, as being cal- 
culated to endanger the greater flooding of the city of Washington. The 
city had been flooded partly by ice-gorges at the bridge, but at the last 
great flood, and the greatest of all, there was no ice-gorge, but simply, 
in my opinion, it was the result of the plan of improvements of the 
water front of Washington. We understand that the water comes rap- 
idly down until it strikes tide water here at Georgetown. In floods, if 
the channel is kept narrow, the water must bank up immediately at 
the foot of the rapids and at the head of tide water. There should be 
provision made to guard against this by broadening the river and by 
broadening the valley here so that the water might flow freely. 

When the matter was up first, and before that system was inangu- 
rated, when the attempt was being made to inaugurate it, Iresisted it 
on the ground of the danger of narrowing the channel and violating 
the Jaw of nature in that respect and increasing the floods in this city. 
I was answered inthat respect by saying that the channel of the river 
would be deepened and would thereby carry off the floods. The chan- 
nel has been slightly deepened, but it seems to me that the present ex- 
perience shows that the very evils which were then urged are devel 
ing themselves, A large area of the Flats over which the water might 
spread in case of floods now been filled up to such an extent as to 
seriously narrow the channel and seriously contract the space over 
which the floods might pour out without banking up the water. 

I apprehend that after we get done spending the eight or ten million 
dollars, and possibly more, for the improvements in front of Washing- 
ton, it may be found that it will take eight or ten million dollars to 
get shut of the effect of those improvements and to protect the lower 
part of the city against the floods of the river it willencounter. Ihave 
never had a doubt of it, and I think experience will show to every- 
body, and will continue to show, that the contraction of the channel be- 
fore the rapids at the head of tide water will increase the overflow at 
the lower part of the city. ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I regret exceedingly that I am 
compelled to vote against this conference report, not because I disap- 
prove of all that the conferees have done, but because of certain 
things in the report; and as we can not separate the different items 
and vote upon them in that way, I shall be compelled to vote against 
it as a whole. 

The first reason that I have for voting against this conference report 
is because it reverses the policy of this Government for the last thirty 
years or more. For years and years we have had upon our statute- 
book the provision that ‘‘no department of the Government shall ex- 
pend in any one fiscal year any sum in excess of the appropriations 
made by Congress for that fiscal year, or involve the Government in 
any contract for the future payment of money in excess of such appro- 
priation.“ It has been the policy of the Government for years and 
years, as the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions will testify, to restrict the discretionary power of all the execu- 
tive officers of the Government, and to allow them no latitude in im- 
posing liabilities upon the tax-payers of the United States in excess of 
the amount which Congress has appropriated, as the representatives of 
the tax-payers, for such expenditure. 

Now, what do we witness here? Here comes to the Senate the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill. Every one knows who reads that bill that 
the sums therein named are not sufficient to defray the legitimate and 
n expenditures of the Government for the fiscal year 1891, 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Under that head ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Under the respective heads. It is as plain as 
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the noonday sun. There is no controversy about it. No member 


either of the Senate or House will dispute it. 

Now, that is the condition the Senate finds this bill in, and what do 
we do? We put in the bill, in pursuance of the requirements of the 
statute, the amounts necessary to detray the economical and honest ex- 
penditures for the fiscal year, and whatis the result? The conferees of 
the Senate are met with a statement that ‘* notwithstanding the sums 
you have inserted in the appropriation bill are necessary for the ex- 
penditures of the Government for the fiscal year 1891, yet we will not 
agree to their appropriation at this session of Congress; Congress will 
be in session at the short term beginning in December next, and then 
‘we can splice out these appropriations for the rer fiscal year. In 
the mean time, what are these Departments todo? They can not make 
any contract legally to cover the wholeyear. They can not make con- 
tracts for the necessary supplies to cover the entire fiscal year if Con- 
gress has not a rip eee a sufficient sum of money, Here is practi- 
cally a ee of the wholesome and just policy of the Government for 
the last thirty years, and we are told that we shall not appropriate the 
re which everybody knows will be necessary to detray the expenses 

it. : 

Is this placing Congress correctly before the people of the United 
States? this honest; is it manly; is it proper? Shall the conferees 
of the Senate be driven from their position ot appropriating the amount 
of money necessary to defray the expenses of the Government? Why 
shall we be driven from it? Why shall we yield it? Is anybody to 
be deceived throughout the country? Is this miserable subterfuge to 
deceive going to be success ul? Will the people think that this is a 
manly and houest and upright course? 

Mr. EDMUNDS, May I ask the Senator a question?. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have not been able to attend to all the debate, 
and I should be glad to inquire whether it has been stated upon what 
ground our conferees have consented to leaving that thing in the im- 
perfect condition to which my friend refers, and also, if he may answer 
at the same time, upon what ground it is they have struck out the pro- 
visions that the Senate so carefully put in about stating the sums ap- 
propriated and not leaving it indefinite. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The information that I have is what was given 
by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], and I have no doubt it is 
correct. I read from the RECORD of yesterday’s proceedings. The 
Senator from Iowa said: 

The House made an s riation for the support of prisoners very much 
less than the estimate. The Senate adde $50,000 to that appropriation, still 
less than the 3 the House insisted that, inasmuch as for many years 
we had had large deficiencies in the expenses of United States courts, we could 
provide whatever additional expenses might be required in the deficiency bill 
next year, and it was admitted on the of the conferees of the House that 
the sums we had added wero not sufficient to carry on the courts for the fiscal 
year ending on the 30th day of June, 1391. 

Mr. 3 On what ground did they defend themselves for that sort of 

C ALLISON: ‘They defend themselves on the ground that we shall be in see: 
sion from December to March next, and then perhaps can better ascertain the 
actual amount needed for the courts, and in a deficiency bill appropriate what 
further sum may be ä carry on the courts, The Senate conferees 
regarded that argument as quite substantial— x 

With a smile upon the face of the distinguished Senator when he 
said as quite substantial — 
and were compelled to yield, 

Mr, President, no one is deceived by this. I say itis not right. I 
say it is an attempt to deceive and mislead. It is not worthy of Con- 


That is one of the reasons, and that applies to a AER A 
appropriations which are absolutely necessary, and we have to 
appropriate them on an enormous deficiency bill at the next session of 
ngress, and the amounts will probably be increased over what they 
would be. If we had said to the Departments, Thus far you shall 
and no farther,” and if we had given them a reasonable and a suf- 
cient amount to meet their expenditures for the year, they would 
confine themselves within it; but we tell them, ‘Phat is not neces- 
sary; here we give you this year a part of your annual meal; this isa 
part of what we are going to feed you on during the fiscal year 1891, 
res ab the coming session of Congress we are going to supply the de- 
ency. 

In other words, we tell the executive branches of the Government, 
Go on and spend, until Congress meets, just what you choose of these 
appropriations that we have made, This is only a part and parcel of 
what we intend to give; we know it is not enough to meet the expendi- 
tures of the Government, and whatever deficiency may exist when we 
meet in December next we will make up by a deficiency bill.“ I pre- 
dict now that the la deficiency bill that has been brought before 
the Congress of the United States in the last thirty years will be be- 
fore us at the coming session of Congress in December next, and no- 
body is being deceived by this. : 7 

But now I come to another tand that is as to these indefinite 
appropriations. When the little deficiency bill that came up early in 
the session, which had indefinite appropriations for the fiscal year, 
came into the Senate, we added the amounts which the accounting 
officers of the Treasury said would be necessary to pay the aceounts 


audited during the past fiscal year 1890, and when we came into con- 
ference we were told that that would not be agreed to, 

We resisted as long as we could, but finally had to yield. The dis- 
tinguished Senators from Iowa and Maine had to yield to the pressure, 
I disclose nothing when I say that I gave my opinion in that confer- 
ence of such contemptible ures, and I repeated it upon the floor 
of the Senate, and I desire to reiterate it now. For men in Congress, 
representing the sovereign people of this country, who know that a 
certain amount has to be expended for certain purposes, to refuse to 
put that amount in the appropriation bill on the ground that they can 
go before the tax-paying people and deceive them às to the amount 
they have appropriated, is contemptible. Nobody in this country will 
be deceived by any such resort as that. 

We inserted in the sundry civil bill $724,350 for back pay and 
bounty, $300,000 for payment of amounts for bounty to volunteers, 
their widows, and heirs, etc., and $30,000 for bounty under the act of 
July 28, 1866, and $44,000 under the act for commutation of rations 
for soldiers confined in rebel prisons, making $724,000. We supposed 
that amount was necessary. Now, Mr. President, I find that that mat- 
ter has been brought to the attention of the executive officers of the 
Government, and I find that the Secretary of the Treasury transmitted 
to Hon. JOSEPH G. CANNON, of the House of Representatives, the fol- 
lowing letter and accompanying documents: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, July 23, 1800. 


Sim: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration of the House 
Committee on Appropriations, copy of a communication from the Second Au- 


ditor, submitting amended estimates NS e and bount . 
now pei gin Congress, as follows: 


for incorporation in the sundry civil bil 


Pay of two and three year volunteers 
Bounty to volunteers, their widows, eto.. 
Bounty under act of July 28, 1808. . 


Respectfully yours, 


Hon. Joszru G. CANNON, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, House of Representatives. 


The letter of the Second Auditor is as follows: 


W. WINDOM, Secretary. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, SECOND Auprron's 
Washington, D. C., len 
by the House of Representatives wane 
an 
o Sen- 


Sin: The sundry civil bill as 
indefinite appropriations for payment of claims for arrears of 
bounty to be certified during the current fiscal year; but as passed by 
ate definite amounts are 8 the figures being taken from an 
prepared in this office last mber, as follows: 


Pay of two and three year volunteers . . . 
Bounty to volunteers and their wido dl hel 
Bounty, act July 28, 1866 


an allowance being made for a probable increase in the volume — 
claims. The increase, however, has been greater than was anticipated and tho 
estimate is therefore insufficient. 

During the twelve months er 30, 8 amounting to - 


This estimate was based upon amounts certified during the 


a were certified, payable from above-mentioned appropriations, as fol- 
ows: 


Pay of two and three year VOlUntocrs..........c-ccecseseccspsensenerenesenaees senese 
Bounty to volunteers, eto. . 
Bounty, act July 28. 1866 ...... 


Dota NPAO 794, 097. 44 


Every ible effort is —— made to dispose of the accumulated claims for 
pay and bounty, and I now estimate that the amount which will be needed to 
meet such claims as shall be certified during the current fiscal year will be at 
least $1,000,000 under the following heads of appropriation: 

Pay of two and three year volunteers . . . .. 
Bounty to volunteers and their widows 

Bounty, act July 28, 1866... .. . . . . ..., 


—— 2 cere: ee 


1, 000. 000 


For reasons fully stated in my letter of December 16, 1889 (House Executive 


Document No. 116, Fifty-first Congress, first session), it is desirable that sufficient 
funds be provided for the prompt ent of claims for arrears ot pay and 
bounty, and as the amounts inserted in the sundry civil bill will not be sufti- 
cient, I have the honor to suggest that this letter be referred to the chairman 
of House Committee on Appropriations, so that he may be fully informed 
on the subject when the matter comes up in the House or in committee of con- 


nee. 
Respectfully yours, 
Hon. SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Now, Mr. President, we find that the amount we inserted, $724,000, 
is inadequate; that, according to the estimates of the Second Auditor, 
it will take $1,000,000, and to that must be added the $44,000 for the 
horse claims. That would be $1,044,000 which should be inserted in 
the face of this bill; and yet the whole amount is to be stricken out, 
and the country is to be told that here is a million dollars saved, a mill- 
ion dollars to be paidont. One million and forty-four thousand dollars 
have been withheld from the ordinary knowledge of the people at large! 

Here is economy. Oh, yes! The business branchof Congress, which- 
ever that may be, that branch which started out to facilitate the trans- 
action of the legitimate business of the country, will claim credit for 
introducing a wonderful system of economy. How? By refusing to 
put an amount into an appropriation bill, and then swearing before the 
people upon the stump that no sum Whatever has been appropriated. 


J. N. PATTERSON, Auditor, 


` 
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Is notthat contemptible? Think of it, ye of that great branch of the 
Congress of the United States which transacts business, in a business 
way facilitates the transaction of business! Some Senators smile. I 
may be ing of the Senate, of which I am an humble member 

Mr. CULLOM, I beg the Senator’s pardon, I was not smiling on 
account of anything he said, 

Mr. COCKRELL. It may be that I am speaking of the Senate. I 
have not transgressed the rules of parliamentary discussion. 

Tam compelled for these reasons to oppose this report and toinsist that 
we shall put in the bill these amounts and not leave them indefinite. 
There is a danger when we leave the beaten, well-known landmarks 
which have guided the accounting officers of the Treasury Department 
for so many years. We have two instances of where frand has sprung 
up under such appropriations, One oi them was under the Administra- 
tion prior to 1885 to 1889, and one of them was during that Adminis- 
tration. It is therefore not political, but one of the things liable to 
spring up under this or any other Administration. We a swindle 
of about ten or twelve thousand dollars in the allowance of claims for 
horses in the office of the Third Auditor, and we had what was be- 
lieved to be equally fraudulent some $94,000 in losses by alleged in- 
surances, etc., which was reported to Congress, reinvestigated, and the 
facts disclosed, and Congress has ever since refused to appropriate the 
money. We are safe when we stand by these landmarks, these rules 
and regulations which have prevailed as the law, and we are not safe 
when we go beyond them. 

I am, therefore, compelled to dissent from the conference report, and 
upon the question of agreeing to the report I must ask for the yeas and 


If the report is disagreed to, then the Senate can give its expressions 
instructions to the next conference. I ap te the delicate posi- 
in which the conferees have been placed. I know with what persist- 
ency these things are insisted upon, as if they amounted to something, 
as if they were very great and vital questions, that an appropriation 
Dill should concea! from the country a million dollars that was appro- 
priated by the Senate, and it is held to with a death-like grip and per- 
tinacity, as if somebody’s life depended upon it. 

I know all these things, but that does not make it right, and we 
should not yield to pressure; the pressure should be met with a firmer 

resistance. We should maintain the policy which has prevailed for 
the last twenty-five or thirty years, and we should not permit ourselves 
to be driven into doubtful and uncertain positions which will lead to 
scandal and wrong. Weshould not permit the executive branch of 
the Government tobe told in this appropriation bill, Go on and spend 
what you choose; we have only appropriated a part of what we intend 
you shall spend during the fiscal year 1891, and when we meet in De- 
cember next we will supply the deficiency and then it can not be 
counted in the contest for the election of Congressmen in November 
next. That is what we tell the Executive Departments of the Gov- 
ernment. We give them carte blanche, ‘‘Go and spend what you 
choose; if does not make any difference. We are now looking to 
November. We are looking to what the tax-payers will say by their 
votes then. When that is over the flood-gates are open and we will 
r out of the Treasury whatever you have estimated, whatever you 
— agreed to pay, Whatever you have agreed to expend during this 
fiscal ear. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Missouri if 
he has stated the gross amount as he understands it that is covered by 
this general provision, not only in the sundry civil bill, but in the leg- 
islative and executive bill—the amount which is covered by this general 
appropriation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Right here in these three items there is $1,044,- 
000, and we appear at a disadvantage before the country as having 

lded that amount. We appear as having added that amount of 
4,000 and then having yielded when we have not yielded a dollar, 
and when it will be increased up to $1,044,000. 

Mr. GRAY. Can I ask the Senator from Missouri a question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I wish to get some information which seems to be very 
necessary upon this point. Lobserve in the last page of this conference 
report that items are aggregated which constitute the total of reduction 
from the amount appropriated by this bill. The net reduction is $3,- 
776,710, so stated by the conference report, and in giving that which 
makes up that aggregate of reductions I notice on page 10 of the report, 
“f Back pay and bounty to volunteers, 8724. 000. 60.“ So, unless I misun- 

the make-up of this report, it would appear that it is claimed 

by the committee that there is a reduction of appropriations in this 

made by this report amounting to that exact sum of $724,000.60 

which goes into the aggregate that makes up this net redaction of $3,- 
776,710. Is that correct? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is correct. 

Mr. GRAY. That seems to be, if the Senator from Missouri will 
pardon me fora moment, a very remarkable way of keeping the ac- 
counts of the expenditures and eee ot the people to whom 
we are called upon to account, y should we not be, as the Senator 
from Missouri has said, perfectly fair and open about this and carry on 
these monetary transactions and these ap i which come from 
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the pocketsof the people, in thelight of open day, so that we may, if itis 
necessary to spend large sums, say so; and, if itis not, then why should 
it be concealed? That seems to me very remarkable, I have no doubt 
the Senator who has charge of this conference report can satisfactorily 
explain this very remarkable showing. 

Mr. COCKRELL. . Mr. President, I am astonished at my distin- 
guished friend from Delaware not seeing the beauty of this. Some- 
body somewhere will proclaim, ‘‘ Look at the extravagant Senate; look 
at the House of Lords, that body that is so regardless 

Mr. VEST. The Millionaire Club.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Les, as my colleague says, the Millionaire Club““ 
of the conntry; that body that has no sympathy with the poor, down- 


trodden tax-payers. Look at them! We have made them back down ` 


from $724,000 of their extravagant appropriations.” And at the same 
time, under cover of false representations they expend $1,044,000 with 
the sanction of the law! 

We are told that the Senate has no regard for the poor downtrodden 
tax-payers; that it is an extravagant bode; and we are met, when we 
appropriate the amount hecessary to pay the honest and just claims 
due from the country to the soldiers, their widows, and their orphans, 
by the saying. Ah, that will not do; you must strike it ont; we are 
not going to put any amount in there; the people of the country will 

that up against this Congress as part of the appropriations made 
by it, and it will swell our aggregate; and we can not go before the 
country with the same chance of success that we could if no amount 
was put in.“ So no amount will be named, and they will claim credit 
for economy, when over $300,000 more than the Senate has provided is 
actually carried by the indefinite language used. And that is econ- 
omy! That is the way the business branch of Congress does its busi- 
ness and expedites it, whichever branch that may be. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, what is the exact question ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
report of the conference committee upon what is commonly known as 
the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. SANDERS. I would like to inquire, Mr. President, of the chair- 
man of the committee if it is proposed that the land officers of the 
United States, the registers and receivers, can be maintained at their 
present state of efficiency without adhering to the amendment of the 
Senate, which is printed on pages 51 and 52, and which I believe they 
have recommended that we recede from. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. It was the claim of the House conferees that the 
amount appropriated by the House would be sufficient or nearly suffi- 
cient to meet the expenditures for receivers and registers, together 
with the contingent expenses of their offices. The Senate committee 
partially agreed to the request of the Secretary of the Interior and in- 

the appropriation as far as the establishment of several new 
offices in the Territories was concerned. But it was replied to us that 
if a deficiency occurred it would be easy to appropriate for it at the 
next session; and to that view we of course yielded. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I would like for the chairman of the committee to 
go one step further, and state whether the House took into account the 
fact that a large number of land offices had been created, before they 
had fixed the amount of the appropriation, or is the amount of the 
BA bt Sage exactly what it would have been if the number of Jand 
offices had remained the same as previously provided by law? Be- 
cause if the amount is such an amount as they would have appropri- 
ated for the offices in existence before the addition of a large number of 
new offices, it would be wholly inadequate tor these new offices. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amountinserted for land offices, I believe, is 
the amount originally estimated for in the Book of Estimates, and is 
the amount appropriated for last year. Therefore, the amount included 
in the House provision could not have had in view any of the new land 
offices, The Secretary of the Interior sent to us a document asking us 


to incorporate in the bill a sum to include the registers and receivers 


provided for during this Congress. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Many of these land offices have been opened and 
are now in operation, and I know that the appropriation of last year 
was insufficient. It seems to me, Mr, President, to be a very improper 
method of legislation to open up and put in operation new land offices 
where required for the convenience of settlers in making their settle- 
ments on public land, and then withhold sufficient appropriations to 
maintain such offices. 

Mr. ALLISON. These are definite and fixed appropriations. The 
registers and receivers have their compensation fixed by law, and all 
these fees are paid into the Treasury; and if there is not money enough 
to pay the salaries of the registers and receivers, as a matter of course 
a sufficient sum must be provided for in a deficiency bill, and I have 
no doubt that there will be a deficiency. 

But it seems to me that we can not stand here in this place and else- 
where in the conference committees and contest these small items day 
by 2 45 hour by hour, and night by night. I think if Senators had 
had the experience that some of the rest of us have had on these points 
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they would yield a little and let them be provided for by a deficiency 
bill, as they certainly will and must be. 

Mr. SANDERS. Is the Senator from Iowa sure that these salaries 
arefixed bylaw? Is there not a maximum amount of fees which they 
are enabled to accept as a salary, beyond which they must turn the 
balance into the Treasury of the United States; and if the fees do not 
amount to $3,000 are they not required to content themselyes with the 
fees? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is thelaw. If the fees of the register and 
receiver do not amount to $3,000, their compensation is fixed by the 
amount of the fees; but if the fees are more than $3,000 then they put 
the balance in the Treasury. 

Mr. SANDERS. It may be said that the amount involved in this 
item is small, but it is a very large amount—lI will not say to the ofi- 
cers themselves, although that consideration ought not to be wholly 
overlooked—but for the citizens who desire to have their controversies 
settled touching entries on the public domain. Within the last one 
hundred days we have created twelve new land offices to be provided 
for out of this approprialion. I think probably the House bill was an 
increase over the appropriation of last year by a small sum. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think not. 

Mr. SANDERS. Iam not certain. 

Mr. ALLISON. My recollection is that it was just the amount of 
the 1 1 of last year. 

Mr. SANDERS. I was thinking that our appropriation last year 
was $155,000 for the same items. 

Mr. PADDOCK. And for a smaller number of offices. 

Mr. SANDERS. And fora smaller number of offices, as is suggested 
by the Senator from Nebraska. I wish now, however, to call the at- 
tention of the committee and of the Senate to the condition of these 


offices. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me, I have now before 

me the Book of Estimates, so that I can state it accurately, The ap- 
ropriation in the House bill for this year is the exact appropriation of 
ast year, and the estimate. 

Mr. DOLPH. What page? 

Mr. ALLISON. Page 229. 

Mr. SANDERS. These offices are very important. They rise to the 
dignity of courts in the countries where the public domain is open to 
settlement, and much of their time is expended in the trial of contro- 
versies according to some rules of law supposed to obtain in the Land 
Department. 

the principal land office in the State in which I live an inheri- 
tance of the new appointee was two hundred cases which had been 
tried in the last four years. When the testimony was reduced to 
writing the duties of the ofice were so urgent that the old officers, as 
they progressed, could not read the testimony and determine those 
controversies, and they were left as an inheritance to their successors, 
the parties to those controversies meanwhile being required to wait 
for the perfection of their titles at great expense. That is equivalent 
to one case a week, involving frequently a trial lasting the entire 
week and longer than that, where the entrymen are required to wait 
for the period of time that I have named—at least for two years—and 
still there is no determination of their controversies. This arises 
largely from the fact that the clerical force is insufficient for the of- 
fice, and the register and receiver are themselves required to discharge 
those clerical duties. 

There is another matter which I think onght to be mentioned in 
this connection. In a large proportion of these offices can not state 
exactly what proportion, but more than half—registers and receivers 
out of their own pockets are required to rent rooms in which these hear- 
ing are had and in which the records of their offices are to be kept. 
I do not know of another instance where the Government of the United 
States leaves its valuable records of this character in the keeping of in- 
dividuals, who are compelled, by the poverty of the compensation that 
is made them, to hunt inconvenient quarters which do not accommo- 
date them for the business with which they are charged, and for which 
they are required to pay the rent out of their own pockets. If a land 
office of the United States is worth maintaining by the Government of 
the United States, a place for the records ought to be secured where 
they will be kept from destruction; such a place, where the agents of 
the United States can conveniently conduct the public business, is 
worth obtaining. : 

Besides that, the clerks themselves are inadequately paid; and it is 
true, as to these land offices which I have mentioned, that, in addition 
to paying the rent, the register and receiver, every month, from their 
own pockets have made up to the chief clerk, an important officer to 
them, a compensation that should be to some extent an adequate re- 


Now, for one, I am in favor of abolishing these offices and all other 
offices situated in like shape unless the Government of the United States 
shall take enough interest in this matter to equip the offices with asuf- 
ase clerical force to discharge the duties that are expected to be per- 

ormed. s 

I notice that this increase which the Senate insisted was right and 

proper has been abandoned by the conferees. They have also aban- 


doned the next item, an item which I undertake to say will in the 
State of Montana be productive of a great deal of mischief to our peo- 
ple and will not do the remotest good to the United States. That is 
an instance where we reduced the appropriation $20,000 or $25,000 
from the House bill. So that it is not in the in of economy that 
all these changes have been made. I affirm with reference to that 
item, that has been increased by this recession from the Senate amend- 
ment, that it has done more tostirup troubleand mischief in the State 
of Montana during more than one Administration than any other item 
that is placed in this bill. 

It is perfectly idle to talk of prosecuting those people there for the 
cutting of such timber as is necessary for domestic uses and for build- 
ing and mining purposes. There is nota law of the United States 
whereby a citizen of Montana can get an acre of timber-ground within 
the limits of that State, and if it were not for the ownership of lan 
by railway-land companies in that State I donot know where the citi- 
zens of that State would have been. Mr. President, as to the laws 
touching the cutting of timber off the public domain, if they shoul 
be attempted to be rigidly carried out in that State, and this railroa 
land grant was not there, it is not a particle of exaggeration to say om 
this floor that it would depopulate that State as soon as those people 
could get ont of it, for you cannot expect that in that high latitude 
people will remain without fire and without timber for the construc- 
tion of homes, r 

The Land Office has ruled that timber land is not agricultural land 
and can not be entered under the pre-emption law or homestead laws 
of the United States; hor does the timber - culture law or the desert-land 
law allow them to be entered; and it seems to me that it would have 
been wise to insist upon the reduction which we made to the pay of 
agents of the Interior Department that are crowding around there to 
see if somebody has not cut a few cords of wood to keep warm with 
during the winter. It seems to me it would have been wise to abolish 
the entire appropriation and the office itself, rather than to give up a 
angie se of these appropriations which ina petty way we have in- 
creased. 

This matter is, of course, closely connected with the appropriation 
for the office of the surveyor-general, which has been inadequate so far 
as the clerical force is concerned. Appropriations made five or six or 
eight or ten years ago have been turned back into the Treasury, and 
the deputy surveyors who surveyed the public domain have not got 
their pay for their services yet. 

Irise, Mr. President, simply to protest against this treatment of these 
officers as pariahs, as something to be got along with without reference 
to their efficiency, as something that can not be represented upon this 
floor, as something that is not worth to the people of the United States 
their maintenance in an efficient condition. I regret exceedingly that 
the committee of conference for an instant have listened to the voice of 
the charmer. Those officers are somewhat remote from this center of 
legislation. They are incapable of making their condition heard on 
the floor of either House of Congress, and it is sate to offer them up as 
a sacrifice, 

I am advised I do not know whether it is in the form ot a letter from 
the Secretary of the Interior or otherwise—but I am advised that the 
Land Department insisted that $250, 000 was necessary to insert in these 
items of this appropriation; and it is within the knowledge of a great 
many of the Senators on this floor that come from that portion of the 
country that such a sum as that would be no more than good business 
principles would require for the conduct of these offices. 

What is the result of this impecunious method of dealing with the 
matter? In the first place, the registers and receivers, charged with 
the duty of paying rent every month for these offices, charged with the 
duty of giving a portion of their fees to their clerks in order to keep 
them, do not have the time to pass judicially or otherwise upon the 
various contentions that are brought before them; and, asa result, the 
people are kept there, not during a period of five years that they are 
required to stay there it order to entitle them to a patent for a home- 
stead, or the length of time they are required to stay there under the 
pre-emption laws of the United States, but they are required to stay 
there indefinitely, aud inthe mean while everything is at a standstill. 
They are kept out of their titles, and in a country where they would 
be able to borrow money and invest it in cattle or other profitable en- 
terprises, the very fact that they can not get this work done and have 
to wait thereat least indefinitely reduces their opportunities very much 
to make money. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, the remarks of the Senator from Mon- 
tana are timely and appropriate. Supplementing what he has said, I 
desire to call the attention of the Committee on Appropriations and of 
the Senate to the question of allowances for clerk-hire and incidental 
expenses of the various local land offices. 

‘These offices are very important ones. The registers and receivers 
have, in the first instance, original jurisdiction to determine all ques- 
tions relating to the acquisition of the public domain under the d 
laws of the United States. They are quasi-judicial officers. They 
are not only required to perform the clerical labor in connection with 
the disposal of the public lands, but to pass upon questions of factand 
of law arising in the administration of the land laws. 
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The system which has grown up in recent years of instituting in- 
dependent proceedings in the local land offices to cancel entries after 
the cases have been disposed of by the register and receiver and final 
certificatesissued, isentirely without authority of law, unless sanctioned 
by just such provisions as the one contained in this bill making appro- 
priations for the same. 

The fees of the register and receiver are limited, in the first place, to 
$3,000 a year, but they do not necessarily receive that sum. They are 
limited to the fees received for services performed. If they earn more 
than $3,000 a year it is turned into the Treasury of the United States. 

In a case recently presented by me to the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, an application for clerk-hire or an allowance tor ad- 
ditional clerk-hire in the land office at Oregon City, I showed by the 
reports of business transacted in that office that the amount of fees 
earned by the register and receiver within a single year was $28,000 in 
excess of the entire expenses of the office, and, notwithstanding that, 
the register and receiver had been compelled to pay out of their sal- 
aries for clerk-hire in transacting the necessary business of the office. 

A similar condition of things exists all over the United States. 
Wherever there is an allowance made for clerk-hire, no matter how 
small the compensation, no allowance is made for office rent, and while 
the register and receiver have a nominal salary, not to exceed $3,000, 
in very many cases they are compelled to hire an office for the trans- 
action of business, and to pay the rent out of their salaries, to pay for 
stationery, lights, and fuel, and in many cases clerk-hire, and all on 
account of the parsimony of Congress that will not make the necessary 
appropriations to provide offices and for necessary clerical assistance for 

e transaction of public business. 

Now, Mr. President, is itany wonder that in view of this imposition 
upon the registers and receivers of land offices, requiring them to per- 
form clerical duties where they should be permitted to spend their 
time in examining and determining questions of law and fact arising 
under the adminjstration of the land laws—I say, is it any wonder 
that there should sometimes be mistakes and that in some cases parties 
obtain fraudulent possession and title to the public lands? 

Notwithstanding the estimate for compensation of registers and re- 
ceivers was based upon the condition of things at the time the estimate 
was made, and did not take into consideration the additional land 
offices, no provision has been made for the additional expense. This 
is the note accompanying the estimate: 

The estimate submitted is based upon the actual earnings of registers and re- 
ceivers of fees and commissions collected and turned into the Treasury by them 
during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889. 

During the year ending June 30, 1839, the fees and commissions earned by 
registers and receivers amounted to $353,481.32, while the entire appropriation 
for their salaries and commissions was $564,009. 

Of the sum of $855,431.32, above referred to, there was collected from the 
entrymen $598,116.23, which was turned into the Treasury; and if the entire 
appropriation. of $561,000 is expended there remains as a net revenue to the 

vernment the sum of $134,116.23, to which Isto be added the amount received 
5 and timber- culture fees, $553,854, making an aggregate of $657,- 

. . 

That is an aggregate of nearly $700,000 in fees earned by registers 
and receivers in excess of their salaries and allowances for incidental 
expenses and turned into the Treasury of the United States, and still 
Congress hesitates to make the necessary appropriation to pay the sal- 
aries of registers and receivers for the current year. 

But, worse still, the estimate for clerk-hire, rent, and other inci- 
dental expenses of the several land offices, which include rent, fuel, 
light, ete., for the current year, is $200,000, and the amount of the 
appropriation last year was $155,000. This estimate did not take into 
account the amount required for additional land offices which have 
been created since this estimate was made, which will necessitate fur- 
ther clerical assistance, rent, fuel, lights, and other incidental ex 

Here is what the Secretary of the Interior says in submitting this 
estimate: 

The appropriation for the current fiscal year, amounting to $155,000, is so in- 
adequate to the needs of the service that this office is compelled almost daily 


to refuse applications for allowances of clerk-hire, office rent, and other neces- 
sary expenses at many of the local offices, 


Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that we passed a def- 
ciency appropriation last year of $23,800. 

Mr. DOLPH. That does not reach the trouble in this case, as I will 
show to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwas merely trying to aid the Senator, showing 
that the expenses were much greater than the appropriation, 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam obliged to the Senator from Iowa. 

This office is unable— 


I beg Senators to listen to what I shall read— 


This office is unable to authorize clerk-hireand office rentin very many cases 
where the public business absolutely requires such allowance, and in noinstance 
have fel or lights been paid for by the United States. During the fiscal year 
1888 the register and receiver of each land office were called upon fora state- 
ment of the amount necessary to meet the incidental expenses of their offices 
for the fiscal year 1889, a copy of which will be found in Appendix Kk.“ 


Mr. President, I observe that while the Senate increased the amount 
for contingent expenses of land offices to the estimate of $200,000, 
which, as I said before, did not include an estimate for the additional 
land offices, the committee has receded from that amendment, leaving 
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the appropriation only $175,000. This isa great injustice. The dif- 
ference of $25,000 may be a small sum, but it affects u great many peo- 
ple. What would you think if it should be claimed here that the 
Post-Office Departmentshould be conducted in this manner; that when- 
ever a postmaster was appointed he should be expected to rent an office 
and to appoint clerks and to furnish his own lights and fuel, and pay 
for those things out of his salary? That would be quite as justifiable 
as to require the registers and receivers of the local fand offices to rent 
offices at their own expense for the transaction of Government business, ` 
and to employ clerks and pay them out of their salaries, and_ furnish 
their own lights and fuel. 

It was never the intention of Congress that the business of the local 
land offices should be conducted in this manner. The practice grows 
out of the parsimonious spirit which governs Congress in making ap- 
propriation for these purposes. 5 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I would like to ask the Senator from 
Oregon a question. i l 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Oregon yield? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. ; 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In the statement made by the Senator 
from Oregon regarding the amount necessary for these land offices, to 
pay clerk-hire, ete., did he take into consideration the yearly expenses 
necessary, or which have been considered necessary, or have been al- 
leged to be necessary, for paying special agents to look after timber 
depredations on the public domain and other charges of that character? 

Mr. DOLPH. I will talk about that ina moment. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator from Oregon is familiar with 
those things, and I wanted his opinion. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam not speaking with reference to the revenues de- 
rived from the sales of lands. The Senator from Arkansas knows that 
they amount to many millions. Iam talking about money derived 
from the fees of registers and receivers of local land offices, and I said 
that they amounted to nearly $700,000, during the fiscal year, more 
than the amount paid for the salaries of these officers, for clerical assist- 
ance, and for office rent and for other incidental expenses about their 
offices. I used that fact as an argument to show that Congress ought 
at least to have liberality enough to provide for the payment of these 
incidental expenses out of the fees. 

Now, coming to the remark made by the Senator from Arkansas, I 
pa that e is asko by the y e of the General Land 
Office or the Secretary of the Interior for the payment of special agents 
to investigate timber cape ee ee of the pub- 
lic lands, and the unauthorized hearings ordered by the General Land 
Office has been allowed, and the amount asked has in one case been 
exceeded and increased from $100,000 to $120,000. Iam not going into 
a discussion as to the necessity for these appropriations, 

I say you should make liberal appropriations for clerk-hire for the 
local land offices, so that the register and receiver can devote their 
time to what the law intended it should be devoted to, to the taking 
of testimony, to the examination and decision of questions of law aud 
fact. If you do that there will be less fraud in connection with the 
public land and better administration of the public-land laws than 
there will be if those officers are required to devote their time to the 
performance of purely clerical duties. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not care to prolong the discussion on this. 
subject. I desired to call the attention of the conference committee 
and the Senate to this matter, and to express a hope that at least on 
some other occasion Congress will be liberal enough to provide a rea- 
sonable sum for clerk-hire, for office-rent, for fuel and light, in the local 
land offices. e 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say to the Senator from Oregon and to 
the Senate that here are two items of expenditure that will necessa- 
rily have to be provided for in a deficiency bill next winter. 

Mr. DOLPH. That does not reach this question, as the Senator from 
Iowa will see. 

Mr. ALLISON. Do you mean as to contingent expenses? 

Mr. DOLPH. No; it will not meet this emergency, because if you 
go to the Secretary of the Interior or to the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office and ask for an allowance for clerk-hire in a land office 
or an allowance for oflice-rent, he will tell you he can not make such 
an allowance, because Congress has not made a sufficient appropria- 
tion and he can not exceed the amount of the appropriation, 

Mr. ALLISON. You will not get it for the whole year, but if the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office believes that æ receiver or reg 
ister is entitled to, say, $100a month forclerk-hire, he will give it to him, 
and when this appropriation expires or is exhausted, unless there is a 
deficiency, that land office will go withont clerk-hire for two, or three, 
or four months, as thecase may be. Now, I want to say to the Sena- 
tor 

Mr. PLUMB. I think the Senator is mistaken about that. I think 
the Commissioner will do what he claims to do; he will make an allow- 
ance for the entire year on the basis of the whole amount which Con- 
gress has appropriated for that purpose. So I do not think there will 
be any deficiency nevessary except as to things that may occur, as you 
may say, accidentally, such as the consequences of a miscalculation or 
something of that kind. 
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Mr. ALLISON. Of course the Senator from Kansas knows a great 
deal more about this than I do, and the Commissioner may rule as the 
Senator states, but there is no law for it that I am aware of. 

Mr. DOLPH. You do not think that the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office could go on and make an allowance for clerk-hire to 
an amount aggregating $200,000, anticipating that Congress would 
make it good by a deficiency appropriation bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not; but he can goon and allow for clerk hire 
until the appropriation is exhausted, and then he can come to } 
and it they do not give him any more money, of course there will be 
no more clerk-hire, That is all. 

Mr. DOLPH. They will not do that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The law expressly makes it a penal offense to 
make contracts unless the money has been appropriated with which to 
carry them out. g 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). 
will address the Chair. The Senator from Iowa has the floor. 
the Senator yield ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield. 

Mr. PADDOCK. ‘The whole amountappropriated, whatever it may 
be, whether large or small, will have to be so distributed as to cover 
the entire year. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is not the law with respect to this appropria- 
tion. Ido not know what the custom is. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I wanted to ask the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. Dol rn] a question or two in the line of the interrogatory I put 
to him awhile ago. 

I fully sympathize with him in his ideas about this appropriation, 
and with the Senator from Montana. I am fully persuaded that there 
ought to be some correction of this matter. As the matternow stands 
there ought to be some change. But as the Senator from Oregon has 
left the Chamber it is impossible for me to get his opinion on some 
points in that connection. 

Mr. President, there is another matter, however, in connection with 
this appropriation bill that I wish to allude to briefly. As the Sena- 
tor from Oregon has returned to the Senate Chamber, with his permis- 

sion I would like to ask him a question. I asked the Senator, in the 
course of some remarks a few minutes ago, about the expenses involved 
in the employment of special agents to protect the public domain in 
the West. J asked that question, not in any spirit of criticism, but in 
good faith, because I wanted to get that Senator’s opinion about the 
course of the Government in that re; 

I had just stated to the Senate, in the absence of the Senator, that I 
fully agree with him in his criticism of the course of the Government 
in regard to these land offices and their clerks. I think it is an un- 
mitigated outrage that those people are not paid a reasonable compen- 
sation for their services, and I think the course of the Government in 
that regard has been any thing but creditable. 

But, in connection with this matter, I ask the Senator from Oregon, 
in good faith, in order to ascertain the fact, whether or not the course 
of the Government in emplo special agents to look after these 
depredations and fraudulent entries and these other frauds on the pub- 
lic domain was reasonably and properly managed, whether that sys- 
tem ought to be abolished or whether it could be extended. 

I would be glad to have the Senator’s opinion, if he is willing to 
give it, for I am desirous of knowing what the truth is. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will state to the Senator that I did not intend to 
take any part in the discussion upon this report at all. I was led to 

‘say what I did, with regard to the administration of the pablic-land 
laws by the registers and receivers of local land offices, by the remarks 
of the Senator from Montana. It was only my intention to supplement 
the suggestion he made as to the necessity for the appropriation of the 
amount required for the proper conduct of the Government business. 
If the Senator from Arkansas desires my opinion as to the propriety of 
employing agents to lookafter timber depredations and fraudulent en- 
tries of the public lands, it is that it is the duty of the General Govern- 
ment to see that depredations upon the timber lands of the United 
States are not permitted and that the fraudulent entry of the public 
lands is prevented; and a limited number of agents, properly selected 
for that purpose, I think are desirable. The information they obtain 
enables the Government to prosecute for timber depredations and to in- 
stitute proceedings to cancel fraudulent entries. But there have been 
great abuses, and especially under the last Administration, in connec- 
tion with these agents and their work. 

As to the practice which has grown up in the administration of the 
land laws in the General Land Office of ordering hearings before the regis- 
ter and receiver after final certificate has issued for the purpose of can- 
celing the entry, I do not believe the Commissioner of the Land Office 
or the Secretary of the Interior has jurisdiction to order such a hearing. 
There is certainly no statutory authority for it uniess it is held to be 

` sanctioned by appropriations such as are contained in this bill, 

Our for disposing of the public lands does not contemplate 
the exercise of such a jurisdiction by the Commissioner. His powers 
are 3 0 The testimony on an application to enter pub- 
lic land is taken before the register and receiver. The questions 
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of law and fact, in the first instance, are considered and decided b 
them; and then the application, with the testimony to support it, 
transmitted to the Commissioner of the General Land Office for his 
action. The law contemplates that he should act only upon the papers 
presented. 

But this does not prevent an inquiry into the good faith ofan appli- 
cation for the purchase of public land. It does not prevent an inquiry 
by a proper tribunal as to whether fraud has been committed or not. 
But upon such an inquiry the parties ought to be heard, to be con- 
fronted by witnesses, before a tribunal where process can be had to 
subpona witnesses, with power to compel their attendance. The reg- 
isters and receivers have no power to issne subpœnas for witnesses. 
They have no power to compel attendance of witnesses, There is no 
provision for compensation of witnesses who appear before them. 

It is my opinion that whenever the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, under any rule or regulation of that office, under existing 
statutes, orders an independent hearing after the register and receiver 
of the local land office have passed upon the case and issued a final cer- 
tificate which upon its face shows that the proper proofs have been 
made and that the party is entitled to the land, he acts without juris- 
diction. I do not say that the Commissioner ought not to be intrusted 
with a certain jurisdiction and power in the premises. The truth is 
that there should be an entire revision of the laws relating to the dis- 
position of public lands. The register and receiver should have author- 
ity to subpæna witnesses and compel their attendance. 

The power to be exercised, if any, by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office or the Secretary of the Interior to cancel an entry aiter final 
certificate has been issued should be defined by law; sucha proceeding 
should be within the letter and the spirit of some existing statute. This 
bill contains the following item: For expenses of hearings held by 
order of the General Land Office to determine whether alleged frandu- 
lent entries are of that character or have been made in compliance with 
law, 830,000.“ If my vote could control the action of the Senate on that, 
I would not vote for it, because I do not think such hearings are au- 
thorized. Parties should have a right to have such questions deter- 
mined in a court of law or before some*tribunal where they would ab 
least have power to secure the attendance of witnesses. 

Ido not know that I would decrease the amount appropriated for 
the protection of timber lands or the amount for the protection of 
public lands from frandulent entry and appropriation. I have no ob- 
jection, so far as I am concerned, to the Department sending ont these 
agents to make inquiries. What I object to isa proceeding which I 
conceive to be without authority of law and by which no sufficient op- 
portunity is given to the parties interested to be heard or take the tes- 
timony of witnesses. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. These hearings which are provided for 
are not by special agents of the Department, I take it. 

Mr. DOLPH. No; theyare hearings ordered in cases pending in the 
General Land Office after they have once been disposed of by the regis- 
ter and receiver, upon complaint of some one who wants the land prob- 
ably, made upon suggestion of fraud on the part of the entryman. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. By the receiver? 

Mr. DOLPH. By the register and receiver. 

Now, I am not going to be drawn into a further discussion of this 
matter. I agree with the Senator that the Government should protect 
its land and see that it goes to the rightful settler. It should protect 
its timber lands. Iam not objecting to that, What I was discussing 
and all I cared to discuss at this time was the necessity for sufficient 
appropriations to pay the salaries of registers and receivers, office-rent, 
and clerical services, so that the business of the local land offices might 
be properly conducted, and what I said before I now reassert, that, if 
that were done and the register and receiver were given proper clerical 
assistance and allowed to devote their time to the consideration of tho 
important questions arising in the performance of their judicial fung- 
tions, those duties would be better performed and there would be less 
necessity for these special agents, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, Mr. President, my purpose in asking tho 
Senator from Oregon the question was to get his opinion as to the ne- 
cessity for these investigations. I knew, of course, that the Senator 
entertained the belief that it was proper that a reasonable investigation 
should be made and that a proper number of officers should be detailed 
to look after the interests of the Government in the public domain. 
But the point I had in my mind was this: It has been charged in the 
past thatan unnecessary number of special agents have been appointed, 
and they have been called spies by people talking about them. They 
say that these special agents swarm over the entire country and they 
are paid large amounts of money to make investigations without jus- 
tice and without right. On the other hand, the charges are just as 
common, just as fully and freely made, that there have been unnum- 
bered and unlimited frauds and depredations upon the public domain, 
that there are s without number on the timber lands, and that 
there is not a cient number of special agents to protect the Goy- 
ernment domain in that r t. It was to obtain the Senator’s opinion 
upon these two conflicting statements that I asked him the question 
that I did awhile ago. 

Now, Mr. President, there is another matter connected with this ap- 
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tion bill to which I wish to allude very briefly. Iam informed 
reliable authority that it has been in the West recently, in 
the States specially affected by the irrigation survey, that some of us 
who opposed a repeal of the suspension clause of the act of 1888 avowed 
that our purpose in doing that was to prevent the settling up of the 
West. As far as I am concerned, I assume that every member of this 
body is governed by honorable and patriotic motives in the 
of his public duties. I have endeavored to do my duty fairly and fear- 
lessly, and without any ulterior purpose, so far as I and my section of 
the country are concerned, and without intending to do any injustice 
to any part of the United States. When the Senate assigned to me 
the duty of acting asa member of the Committee on Irrigation I gave 
the best attention I possibly could to the great subject committed to 
that committee, and I joined in a report to the Senate giving my hon- 
est convictions about what was n to be done. 

The Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] afew minutes ago called 
the attention of the Senate to some of the hardships of the laws as they 
stand at present, in consequence of which the citizens of Montana are 
unable to get what they need and ought to have. There is no provision 
of law by which they can have it. This is anomalous and ought not 
to be the case. In the great Territory of Alaska, where we have a 
number of mines and a number of progressive villages, it is utterly 
impossible for those people to procure one solitary stick of timber with- 
out violating the law. That ought not to be so. There ought to be 
some change in the laws so as to adapt them to the conditions in the 
West. The present system of laws grew up in the main adapted to 
this section of the country and its conditions, rather than the condi- 
tions of the West, which differ so much from those obtaining here that 
the laws are practically inoperative and can not, it seems to me, do 

ustice. 
j When I knew that those difficulties existed, I favored a change in 
the laws for that section of the Union. I did it for what I believed to 
be the best interests of thatsection. I confess that I never was so as- 
tonished in my life as I was to see the wonderful effect produced by 
tting water upon what was formerly desertland. The most beauti- 
Ra homes, the most productive orchards, the finest fruits, and the 
most magnificent agricultural growth I ever saw anywhere I have seen 
upon tracts of country which had previously been absolutely a desert, 
but which by the application of water were made more productive than 
eyen the Mississippi River bottoms. 

I think it is tbe duty of every member of this Congress to promote 
the development of that great country, and the time will come, and 
come in the near future, when it will be looked upon and ded as 
the absolute garden of the United States. The like of it will not be 
found anywhere else on the continent, and I believe it behooves us to 
look calmly and wisely into the situation, and not make any mistakes 
1 5 We do. Iwas moved by that consideration in doing what I 

ji 

The charge was made that those of us who opposed the repeal of the 
suspension act of 1888 were moved by dishonorable motives. That 
charge is unfair, it is unjust, and the man who makes the charge, if 
he is a man of ordinary intelligence, knows that it is not true when 
he makes it. When I found that the temper of the Senate was such 
that it was impossible to preserve the irrigation survey, that it was 
impossible to carry out that great plan that I believed was without any 
material expense to the Governmentof the United States to develop this 
great desert country to the very best possible advantage and bring the 
prennet poanie good out of it, when I found that the Senate had de- 
termined to abandon its old course, then I offered an amendment to 
the Senate which ought, it seems to me, to give the falsehood to the 
insinuations to which I have just now alluded. After it became clear 
that the Senate would refuse to agree to the House appropriation for 
continuing the irrigation survey, I offered this amendment: 


To insert after the word “law,” at the end of line 4, on page 55, the follow- 


Fina that the Government lands in the arid region may hereafter be acquired 
by individuals only under the provisions of the United States statutes for the 
acquirement of homestead, the acquirement of mining lands, the require- 
ment of coal Jands, and the acquirement of town sites; but this shall not be con- 
atrued to defeat inchoate titles initiated prior to October 2, 1888.” 

Could there have been a more positive declaration on the part of those 
who yoted for this amendment that their intention was to devote that 
‘Western country to homestead settlements only ? It was my purpose, 
Mr. President, in offering this amendment and in advocating it when 
this question was under consideration, to have all that desert land 
which could be made fertile and productive turned into homesteads, 
and to put a homestead settler upon every 80 acres of land. I pre- 
ferred to have (he sizeof the homestead reduced to 80 acres, i of 
any larger quantity, and I wanted that land devoted to that 80. 


Now, I beg Senators to remember that when the first proposition 
was made here two years ago that an appropriation of $100,000 should 
be made to inaugurate this irrigation survey, it was freely charged that 
the purpose of that would be simply to enhance the schemes of capi- 
talists, men who were acquiring large quantities ot p lands, and 
that it would be an appropriation of public money for the purpose of 
advancing those schemes ofa lot of w e homesteaders, 
the men who proposed to make homes in the West, would get no benefit. 


To avoid that difficulty and make sure that those lands be devoted 
only to the benefit of homestead settlers and not benefit that class of 
tors, the suspension provided under the appropriation act of 
1888 was put into the bill. I will not now ask the Senate to listen to 
me to make an explanation as to why I believe that was wise; I in- 
tended to do that when the bill was under consideration. I simply 
call attention to the fact to show that this matter is construed differ- 
ently from what gentlemen believed it would be at that time. I do 
not charge any improper intention on the part of any man who favored 
that course, but we are now doing exactly what was predicted would 
be done before that first appropriation was made. 

We made an appropriation of $100,000; the surveys were begun; 
$250,000 was subsequently added; sites were located for ditches an 
reservoirs; a large amount of valuable information was obtained. 
The law was declared to be that nobody could take possession of this 
land until those surveys were completed and until the most favorable 
locations for ditches on the arid lands were ascertained, until the 
lands were segregated, were first examined and then declared by the 
President to be open for settlement for homesteads, - 

But before any of this is quite done—and a large amount of work has 
been done—after the reservoirs have been selected, after canal sites have 
been selected, there is made a tremendous effort in all the West to 
have all this legislation set aside, to have it repealed, reserving, of 
course, the canal sites and reservoir sites, : 

Of course, if there had been a purpose on the part of any capitalists 
or corporations to get possession of the land to be irrigated, it would 
have been as much to their interest that the reservoir sites should be 
reserved as it would have been to the interest of anybody else. It 
would be more to their interest that canal sites should be reserved. 
But what is not to their interest is that the land and these waters shall 
be opened to homestead settlements; they want to avoid that; and it 
by the use of dammies—fraudulent entrymen—they can succeed in put- 
ting a man here and another there, so as to cover up all the land that 
may be irrigated by the water, then they get the full benefit of all that 
is done by the Government, and the very thing that was here 
before we began this thing will have been realized, and these 
will have gotten not only the benefit of the Government approp: 
but they will absolutely have appropriated the public domain to their 
individual uses. 

Mr. President, my belief that this will be the result of this repeal is 
the reason I voted against it, and it was the reason why I urged the 
Senate to appropriate to open up all this country. If the suspension 


act of 1888 was repealed, I wanted them to see that the suspension 
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operated to make it possible that the lands should be taken up by home- 


steaders and for town sites only, making it impossible fort 
lators and schemers, for those people who are undertaking, 


2 


to grasp large quantities ofthe public domain, to carry out their schemes. 


If nothing of that sort will occur as the result of this law, the adop- 
tion of the amendment that I proposed will do no harm; it could have 
operated to the damage of nobody; and I sincerely hope that the con- 
ference committee will remember these facts, and will not bring a 
proposition to this Senate to be ratified which will it the frauds 
that it has been urged have been perpetrated in the West by thou- 
sands to be carried on until the balance of the public domain is in the 
hands of a few holders. 

The duty of this Government is to make as many homesteads as 

ible. We want as many independent families, as many independ- 
ent heads of families with wives and children, on separate home- 
steads owned in fee-simple, as it is possible to have. 

Mr. President, so far as I am concerned, I would be glad to see 
adopted by the States and by the Government some means of break- 
ing up this system of owning lands in large quantities, somewhat on 
the principle of levying taxes upon incomes; I would be glad to see 
some such system adopted, a system of taxation that would increase 
the burden of taxation according to the size of the holdings of land 
and real estate, until a man would be compelled to turn loose the ex- 
cessive land, so that those who were less fortunate would have a better 
opportunity to secure a fooling; for some old philosopher somewhere 
said “Land is life.” In this country I believe, if we are to preserve 
its form of government, it is to rest upon the virtue of our people who 
live upon the homesteads of the country, and that we ought here and 
in our State Legislatures to pass such laws as might be productive in 
making as many homes as possible and having as few haldari of large 
quantities of land as is possible to bring about. 

I do not intend, Mr. President 

Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. With pleasure, 

Mr. PADDOCK. I understand the Senator from Arkansas to say 
that the largest amount of this work has been aga ae the reservoir 
sites have been surveyed, marked, designated. Ishould be glad if he 
woe give us a little in detail the amount of work that is yet to be 

one, 

At the hearing before the Committee on Appropriations, when I was 

t, Director Powell, of the Geological Survey, was interrogated on 
th those points. Headmitted that, so far as Montana was concerned 
and sev other sections in the Northwest, it had been on his part 


* 
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merely a reconnaissance; that there had been no effective survey. He 
did say that in the State of Nevada some little money had been ex- 
pended in practical work, but he was not able to state the fact that 
there had been any actual reservations or sites designated absolutely 
ou the ground. And his map, which he made out under the actof 1888, 
as required, and which was to designate, for the information of the In- 
terior Department, the arid country (which starts at the one hundredth 
meridian in my State, this being its eastern boundary, and rans to the 
Cascade Mountains, taking two-fifths of this entire country, withhold- 
ing from settlement all the land west of that meridian in my State, 
which settlers are anxious to get, and which for the most part are arable 
lands needing no irrigation)—I say upon that map he did not, as I re- 
member, designate a single place or location for a reservoir or ditch, 
that map which was to be the guide and direction for the Interior De- 
partment in its administration of the law. So I may state that little 
ornothing has been done in comparison with what has to be done if 
this scheme is carried out. The factof the large amount proposed to 
be appropriated for this fiscal year proves that, Why should he ask 
for more than $700,000 for this particular class of work for the present 
year if nearly all of it has been done? It seems to me, with all due 
deference to the Senator, that the statement that the work has already 
been largely done is not warranted. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, I did not intend to go 

into a discussion of that branch of this question. But the statement 

of the Senator from Nebraska strikes me as being somewhat singular. 
My recollection of the reservation made in the act of 1888 is that the 
arid lands were reserved and that lands that are not arid and not sus- 
ceptible of irrigation are not reserved. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, the Senator is possibly correct as 
to the original intention of the act, the words of the act. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am talking about the words of the act. 

Mr, PADDOCK. But the act does not admit of any such construc- 
tion. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The act does not admit of it? 

Mr. PADDOCK. The act does not admit of the construction which 
the Senator now speaks of. The act has been passed upon by the At- 
torney-General. The Attorney-General decided that all the lands re- 
served, by whatever designation, those surveyed by the Director-Gen- 
eral of the Geological Survey, were absolutely withheld under the act 
from any manner of settlement under any existing law in regard to 
settlement. 

And so they have been withheld. Vast tracts of as fertile land as 
the sun shines upon anywhere on God’s green earth have been reserved 

and withheld from settlement in the great new States of Montana and 
Washington, and in my own State as well. Of course, we have not a 
considerable quantity of land subject to this law as they have in the 
other States, becanse we have a smaller area within the designated 
arid region, but we bave an area which in some parts might perhaps be 
benefited by irrigation. Nevertheless, the land offices in my State, 
under an order, as I am informed, which has been or is about to be issued 
to all the local land offices in all that region, has been or is about to be 
instructed to receive no more filings. The Land Office, it seems, has 
been receiving filings from homestead and other settlers under notice 
from the land officers at the office where such filings are made, indicat- 
ing to the Jocator that under this law his location might afterwards be 
canceled. But now they are to be prohibited, if they have not already 
been, by a new order inhibiting the reception of any filings of any kind 
whatever, whether there be notice or not, of possible cancellation on 
account of the act of 1888. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, I have not the act before 
me, but if it contains the words which I think it does and which the 
Senator from Nebraska admitted it did, that it reserved the arid lands 
from settlement, there must of necessity be an opinion, somebody must 
find ont what were arid and what were not arid lands. I have seen 
one part of the United States where at one time, ten or fifteen years 
ago, flaming hand-bills were sent broadcast all over the United States 
and settlers were invited to come. There had been recent rains, the 
grass was fine, the country was attractive, and it was settled up toa 
very great extent. Good prices were paid for land, homes were opened 
and built. In a fow years droughts followed, and hardship and suffer- 
ing came immediately after, until these people were compelled to leave 
the country. That tract of country has been, as I am advised, settled 
up three separate and distinct times >y three separate and distinct lots 
of people who have gone there to make homes, who have gone there 
believing that the country was fertile, that it had plenty of rainfall to 
bring good crops. 

Now, it would be to some extent a question of opinion as to what 
was arid and what was not arid land. There is no cast-iron rule by 
which you can say that any particular locality is arid. Some parts of 
the West nobody could deny are arid; other parts of the West would 
be slong the border-line, which might be arid and might not be. One 
man might consider it was and another might not. It may be that 
the executive officers of the Government have made some mistake in 
undertaking to determine which are arid and which are not arid lands, 
but the correctness of that act, the wisdom of retaining from settle- 
ment land until there can be some intelligent change of the land laws, 


it seems to me can not be questioned. Whether or not Major Powell 
has succeeded, in the expenditure of the $350,000 that has been ap- 
, pce in doing a large amount of work, is a question of fact that I 
will, perhaps, not now attempt to go into. 

There are said to be susceptible of irrigation in this great Western 
country about 100,000,000 acres of land. Three hundred and fifty thou- 
sand dollars have been appropriated to make this irrigation survey, and 
there have been segregated, as lands susceptible of irrigation and lands 
upon which water ought to go, 30,000,0C0 acres, about one-third of the 
whole amount. That is in the Land Office now, I understand, for the 
purpose of ascertaining which of these lands are public and which of 
theni are private, because the President of the United States of course 
can not open to settlement private lands. When it is known how much 
of these 30,000,090 acres of land are public lands the order would beat 
once issued and these lands would be opened to homestead settlement 
under the operation of the act of 1833. 

The Senator from Nebraska thinks that nothing whatever has been 
done because he has seen no sign of ditches and canals built in his 
State, where he says land is fertile and needs no irrigation. I takeit 
that an intelligent survey would not locate ditches and reservoirs in a 
country that needed no survey; that it would only locate ditches where 
they were needed and select land which could be economically irri- 
gated under the system proposed to be devised by the Government. 

The remarks made by the Senator from Montanaawhileagoclearly in- 
dicated that there are defects in the land laws that ought to be remedied. 
I think there are material defects in a number of respects. This is a 
great business question that narrowly affects the whole country, but 
more particularly affects the great West, and the great West, that tract 
of country which is now considered a desert, has more interest in the 
proper and correct solution of this question than any other part of this 
country, because it goes more directly to the people who are to grow up 
with it and to prosper and flourish as the country prospers. It is more 
to the interest of gentlemen who come from the West than it is to those 
of us who live in the Mississippi Valley that there shall be no mis- 
take made in this question. I have no other interest in it except a 
patriotic one, and I desire that no mistake shall be made and that 
the right thing shall be done in conserving for the interest of future 
generations all this great, magnificent domain in the West. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator makes a statement of facts, assam- 
ing which to be correct he thinks this measure is of great importance 
to those States. Now, why is he not willing to take the judgment of 
twenty Senators upon this floor who represent the States particularly 
to be affected by this legislation and who unanimously condemn it as 
one of the wildest and most injudicious, and, in some respects, one of 
the . pieces of legislation that have ever been enacted by Con- 
gress 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, if the twenty Senators 
alluded to by the Senator from Nebraska owned all this country I 
should be perfectly willing to let them settle it for themselves; but, 
when I, in the discharge of a public duty, am charged to investigate 
a question and when I go upon the ground and look upon the facts 
that surround it, when there is not a shadow of a doubt in my mind 
about the correct course to be pursued, I can not give my judgment 
away, although ninety and nine Senators might on the other hand be- 
lieve that I was wrong and that the other position was the correct one. 

I have no disposition toimpugn the motives of gentlemen who differ 
with me, At the same time I am honest in the discharge of what I 
believe to be an important and imperative duty here; and I believe 
that the twenty Senators the Senator speaks of here now are making a 
grave mistake. They have not given the personal attention to the 
many parts of that great domain that some of the rest of us have. Some 
of them have seen it and some have not. The Senator himself, who 
thinks that I should yield to his judgment in connection with the nine- 
teen others and not dare to set up my opinion against his because the 
West is more interested than our section, says his own State has no 
part of this arid land, 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not say that. 

Mr, JONES, of Arkansas, I understood the Senator to state so. 

Mr. PADDOCK, I said there was some of it that might be improved 
by irrigation. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I thought the Senator stated that none 
of that country was arid. However, I accept his present statement. 
But this is a matter of judgment and of opinion. If I were on a jury, 
Mr. President, and eleven members of the jury were to undertake to 
find a verdict that I did not think was right, I could not yield my hon- 
est convictions; I would have to do what I believed to be right. There 
are other gentlemen who are as familiar with the West as any member 
of the twenty, who are more familiar with the West than any member 
of the twenty, who fully and cordially agree with me in my opinion. 
They are sovereign American citizens. They are men of judgment, 
men of experience, men of acquirements, men of travel, and they be- 
lieve the course proposed to be pursued in this bill will result in the 
absolute destruction of the best interests of that section of the coun- 
try. Because there may happen to be twenty members of this body 
who differ with us is no reason why the opinion of other men, who are 
just as capable of forming an opinion and in many respects better, 
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should not be weighed and considered with the same courtesy and the 
same respect that I would weigh and consider the opinion of the twenty 
gentlemen who are members of this body. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Would not the Senator claim that the people of 
his State would have a better judgment respecting what legislation 
would be useful to them than the Senators from Nebraska? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In all social questions, yes. 

Mr, PADDOCK. In all questions affecting their material interests? 

Mr. JONEs, of Arkansas, In a question as to determining what 
was the best thing to be done in the Mississippi Valley. 

Mr. PADDOCK. With respect to areas, agriculture, and otherwise? 
I want to say to the Senator that it is not alone the Senators upon this 
floor to whom I refer, but it is the judgment of the masses of the 
ple behind them in their own States, in which States you could not 
get ten votes for your proposition in all of them put together. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The statement of the Senator justifies 
me in making another. I was before a committee investigating this 
question and I heard a Senator who comes from the West state that 
there was not a man in his State who was in favor of this proposition. 
I said, Did I not go with you to your State?“ He said, Lou did.“ 
Isaid, Did I not go to every meeting you attended?“ He said, Cer- 
tainly.” Did I not hear everything that was said upon this ques- 
tion in your State?“ He said, Certainly.“ I said, And I heard 
not one solitary word of criticism of the present course, not one word 
said against it;“ and he said that I stated what was the truth. 

Mr. SANDERS. I should like to ask the Senator a question. I 
wish to know whether at that time the significance and meaning and 
the effect of this law were known to the people of that State? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I suppose there can be no doubt about 
it. Limagine that the plain significance and meaning of this law has 
been understood. There are but few wordsin it. There is no difi- 
culty about its construction. The Senator from Montana, who is an 
able and clear-headed lawyer, knows perfectly well that there can be 
no difficulty about construing this language: 

For the purpose of investigating the extent to which the arid on of the 
United States can be redeemed by irrigation and the segregation of the irriga- 
ble lands in such arid region, and for the selection of sites for reservoirs and 
other hydraulic works necessary for the storage and utilization of water for 
irrigation and the prevention of floods and overflows, and to make the neces- 
sary maps, including the pay of employés in field and in office, the cost of all 
instruments, e aod materials, and all other necessary expenses con- 
nected therewith, the work to be performed by the 8 Survey, under 


the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, the sum of 000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary. 


There can be no mistake about that; there can be no doubt about it. 

There is one point upon which I believe there was perhaps some dif- 
ference of opinion. Numbers of times I heard men discussing schemes 
for getting up irrigation companies to build ditches and to secure lands 
along the ditches, and they were constantly talking about getting land 
under the desert-land law. My impression was that under the opera- 
tion of the act of 1888 that could not be done. I remembered to have 
stated at Boisé, in the State of Idaho, that I did not believe the desert- 
land laws were operative and that lands could not be taken up under 
those laws. There were certain persons present who said they conld 
be; that there was no difficulty about it; that anybody could get as 
much land as he wanted, etc. 

Now; I think there were some of those people who believed at that 
time they could get this land; that they could get any amount of it; 
that by using dummies for the purpose of securing the land they could 
acquire as much as they pleased. I do not believe there is any objection 
to the irrigation system; I do nat believe that it was because they did 
not helieve it would succeed under the management of Major Powell, 
but I do believe that when those people found that they would not be 
permitted to appropriate large quantities of land in this way then 
they turned against this survey and they have attempted to manufact- 
ure public sentiment against it. They have attempted to cast it into 
ridicule, They have had all sorts of pictures in the periodical papers 
about collecting clouds and turning them into funnels to run down the 
water, and all that sort of thing, characterizing it as scientific stuff, as 
wild and visionary, that could not work and would not work. 

I have given the best care and attention I could to this matter. Ibe- 
lieve the plan is feasible, that it is practical, and that it is economical; 
and I believe it embraced the wisest politics when it is pro to 
reserve for homestead uses and in small quantities all this vast domain 
to people who would go upon it and use it for homes. I believe the 
Senate is making a great mistake whenever it goes in the other direc- 
tion, and I hope that the conference committee will take into consid- 
eration the gravity of the situation and will do right, and that they 
will make no mistake. I believe that country ought to be devoted to 
homestead uses. 

But I began in the beginning simply to call attention to the fact that 
the charge had been made that those of us who opposed the repeal of 
the act of 1888 avowed that our purpose in doing it was to prevent the 
building up of the West. I would despise myself, Mr. President, if I 
were capable of entertaining for one moment any such sentiment. I 
am as much interested in the building up of that magnificent country 
as anybody else living outside of it. I have got no pecuniary interest 


in it and never expect to have, but the time will never come while m 
heart beats that I shall not be proud to see the prosperity and hapak 
ness and success of the people of the West, my own nation, my own 
people, blood of my blood, who are making homes in a country that 
has been heretofore a desert, who are making gardens where there has 
been heretofore nothing on the face of the earth to sustain man or beast. 

I believe as earnestly as I ever believed anything that we are making 
a serious mistake when we turn aside from this plan that was deliber- 
ately entered upon two years ago. We are just beginning now, wè 
are just on the eve now of having 30,000,000 acres of this land declared 
open, ready for settlement, with the right of the water that is above i 
with the location for the reservoirs pointed out, with the ditches mar! 
ont, with everything plain in order that people who want to get home- 
steads in that country can go and settle upon any part of it. There is 
no doubt in my mind that in the development of four or five years to 
come it will of necessity be located and the investigation will of neces- 
sity be more extensive than that which has been made up to date; but 
I believe the people of the West are doing themselves a grave wrong 
and are making a great mistake, not only for themselves, but for the 
whole country, when they undertake to break down this intelligent 
effort to develop and render fertile that tract of country. 

Mr. SANDERS. Ishonld like to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. SANDERS. As to these 30,000,000 acres, did it not appear 
the committee that that comprehended a region of country in which 
there were very considerable settlements and that a large portion of it 
had already been taken up and patented ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator from Montana does me very 
much honor in imagining that I could have any sort of idea about 
what appeared to the committee. I have no hope of ever having the 
distinguished honor of arriving at the position in the Senate of being a 
member of the Committee on Appropriations. I can not tell what ap- 
peared to them; but it certainly did appear to me that this investiga- 
tion had been made in the most eligible localities first, and where they 
were most easily made. The statement was made that large quanti- 
ties of this land were in private hands, and the reason why the Presi- 
dent could not now issue his proclamation opening these 30,000,000 
acres ofland to settlement was the fact that you must first find out in 
the General Land Office what part of it was public Jand and what part 
of it belonged to private individuals, 

Mr. SANDERS. I should like to ask the Senator another question. 
These lands having been settled and private rights having been created 
in the water at the point whereit runs, how can the United States, or, 
in fact, the State itself, without making compensation to these people, 
take that water away and conduct it elsewhere or in any way or man- 
ner interfere with its flow as it rans now? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, I regret exceedingly that 
the Senator from Montana has not done the minority of the Committee 
on Irrigation the honor of reading its report on this question. The 
manner of dealing with those questions is so plainly set forth in about 
one hundred pages of the report in that document that it seems to me 
our ideas can not be mistaken for a moment. 

There are difficulties of course in the situation. Nobody will pre- 
tend to say that there would not necessarily be troubles, but they are 
not one-hundredth part of what they will be if we turn our backs upon 
the course heretofore pursued and start upon the plan now proposed by 
the Committee on Appropriations, The difficulties you deal with will 
be as a hundred to une compared to what you have got to deal with 
now; and the time must come when it must be ascertained where this 
water can be most economically and properly used and the rights of the 
parties taken care of. 

In the bill that was submitted by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REA- . 
GAN], which was carefully gone over item by item and paragraph by par- 
agraph, I believe that the difficulties su: ted by the Senator from 
Montana would be wisely and cautiously and prudently and economic- 
ally disposed of if that bill should be enacted into law. It the Sen- 
ator will take the time at his leisure to examine that bill carefully and 
to read the report that is submitted he will find very much more 
clearly and concisely than I can state it in the course of a speech upon 
the floor my opinions about this question. 

But I have gone over it deliberately and weighed it carefully, and I 
was never more firmly convinced of the correctness of a position in my 
life than I am of the correctness of the position advanced in that bill. 
I believe the difficulty to-day with the Senate is because they have not 
weighed and considered these difficulties. They have not gone into 
them fully and have not given the whole question the careful consid- 
eration and study that the members of the Select Committee on Irriga- 
tion have done. Otherwise I believe there would be no division. 

Mr. President, I rose more for repudiating the charge which has been 
made that those of us who oppose the repeal of the act of 1838 are 
moved by any improper motive than for anything else. I have read 
an amendment we offered, in which we show that we tried to save this 
public domain for homestead uses. The Senate chose to turn its back 
upon that proposition and to vote it down. My skirts are clear. I 
have nothing to regret in connection with this matter. The nsi- 
bility is taken by the majority of the Senate, and if the other House 


, ` 


8326 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


. | AVGUST 8, 


chooses to give way and allow the majority to pursue the course it has 
marked out, then the responsibility will rest where it belongs; none of 
it will be upon me. I will have discharged my whole duty, in my 
opinion, in endeavoring to present these facts to the Senate in a clear, 
straightforward, and honest manner. > 

I should be glad, if I were sufficiently familiar with the report of 
Major Powell to refer to the number of sites, canals, ete., that have 
been examined by him. I have gone over them and I have looked at 
them. There is a large number. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Why did he not indicate them on the map? 

Mr, JONES, of Arkansas. They are all indicated. The reports 
are full. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Fot a reservation is indicated on the map I saw, 
Iam quite sure. 

| Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Iam sorry the Senator has not made an 
investigation of this matter. The Senator certainly does not mean to 
say that these reservoirs should be located on a map of the United 
States that was only 3 or 4 feet wide. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I say this, that upon the official map which was 
made by the Director of the Geological Survey under the requirements 
of the act of 1888, the map which was made to show the arid country 
needing irrigation and to show all there was that would enablethe In- 
terior Department to act intelligently with respect to the matter of the 
withdrawal of the land and of everything connected with it, there was 
no such designation; there was no other map exhibited at the hearing 
before the committee, at which I was present a part of the time, while 
I was there. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. They are every one on those maps, with 
an exact definition of the precise location, with their size, the anrount 
of water they will hold, with the heights of the dams that they will 
require to hold the water. I will agree to show them if the Senator 
will go with me to the Geological Survey, where the mapsare filed. I 
will show him each one of the maps, one by one, one after another. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ispeak of the map which I saw, which was prè- 
. sented to the Committee on Appropriations to enable the committee to 

make up its judgmentin respect to this matter, the same map exhib- 
ited to the Senate I understand when this subject was considered be- 
fore. I was not here myself. If reservoirs have been designated since 
then itis all right; they were notupon that map as I remember it. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It would have been impossible, upon a 
small map of the United States, to designate these reservoirs. You 
might have made a pin-point, a mark, to show the location of one, but 
it would be a physical impossibility without a microscope to locate one 
of the reservoirs on one of these little maps, which show the great State 
of the Senator from Montana as but little larger than yonr hand. 
What size would a reservoir be that contained only a few acres of land 
on a scale of that sort? It was a physical impossibility to show it. 
But upon the maps that are provided for in the appropriation act of 
1888 every one of the numerous locations, hun of them, is indi- 
cated. 

Mr. SANDERS. I should like to ask the Senator from Arkansas 
another question. Do I understand him to claim that the designation 
of a reservoir site immovably fixes that site for all the future ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, WilltheSenator pardon me? I did not 
quite catch his question. 

Mr. SANDERS. Does the, designation of a reservoir site by the 
Geological Survey under the law as it now exists fix that reservoir site 
beyond the power hereafter to move it? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The purpose of that law, as I understand 
it, was this: Imagine a drainage basin surrounded by a rim of hills 10 
miles wide from hill-top to hill-top on one side and 100 miles long. 
There, of course, will be hillsides. There will be forests on top of the 
mountains; there will lands be located high up these mountains that are 
too high foragricultural uses. There timber grows. Fartherdown the 
mountain-side you will come to where it is sterile and barren. 

When yon get down into the first beginning of the valley you will 
probably find land so high up as not to be very valuable for agricultural 
purposes. If you follow down to the mouth of the stream, 100 or 200 
or 300 miles away, perhaps, you will find that the water which fell in 
largo quantities in the upper part of the basin has absolutely been ab- 
sorbed by the sun or evaporated before it reaches the lower part of the 
valley. Now, my idea on the subject is this: The intention was to 
` find first the amount of watershed in a given valley, the amount of 

rainfall in that given valley, the quantity of water that might rea- 
sonably be calculated to come down from that watershed toa given 
int, a reservoir being found and located at the point where, consider- 
ng the evaporation, considering the rainfall, considering the declivities 
of the country, was found to be the mosteligible place for a reservoir. 
Now, as to what lands this water should be devoted to would depend 
upon a number of circumstances to be again investigated. 

We will suppose that in this given valley I speak of there are 100,- 
000 acres of land all lying level along the banks of the river, and upon 
any foot of which water might be carried from the reservoir, but the 
investigations demonstrate that there can be water enough for but 10,- 

000 acres. Now, it is clear that if that is all the water provided in 
that valley, there can be but 10,000 acres put under irrigation and the 


90,000 acres must go without water. One of the purposes of this sur- 
vey is not to locate your 10,000 acres so high up the mountain-side as 
not to be available for agricultural purposes, and not to locate your 
10,000 acres so far down the valley as to exhaust or waste the water 
supply before it reaches the lower end of the valley, because you can 
easily understand that, starting from the reservoir which has water 
enough to irrigate 10,000 acres of land, carried through a hot, dry cli- 
mate, one- of it will be lost in evaporation, by seepage, and by waste 
before you can take outa certain amount that might be uired; 
whereas by putting it upon lands up the valley, but still in such a lo- 
cation as to be valuable for agricultural purposes, the whole 10,000 
acres might be available and 10,000 acres of land irrigated. 

Now, ascertain, first, about this watershed, about where this water 
can be collected, and about what particular part of the valley it may 
be most economically used to make the given amount of water serve 
the largest amount ot land was the purpose of this survey; and my idea 
is that, when the location is once made and this 10,000 acres of land 
opened to homestead settlement, when A, B, and C went there and 
located their 8U-acre homes, they took that land with a right indefeasi- 
ble to have water there to supply in proportion to the land they had, 
and that the man who located outside of the 10,000 acres of selected 
land took it with full knowledge that he was not to have the benefit of 
the water supply, which was located higher up the valley and devoted 
to the land which was selected for that purpose. 

Mr. SANDERS. Ishould like to ask the Senator another question. 


By virtue of what law, emanating from what authority, would this 


y be secure in the right to this water? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. If the bill introduced by the Senator from 
Texas had been adopted by Congress and the irrigation surveys had 
been organized by interests as they have been in California then all of 
this matter would be easy and plain sailing. You can not complete 
any great enterprise by one effort. It has got to be followed up; step 
after step must be taken until the system is perfected. The bill that 
we presented and which we asked the Senator to consider in a report 
which we submitted here plainly shows by what means all this is to be 
accomplished, and the intention of the bill in addition was to devote 
the timber supply in that tract of country to the irrigation district in 
which itis located, another wise purpose, a purpose which would meet 
exactly the difficulty that the Senator from Montana just now presented 
about people having the use of timber lands in the country. Of course 
there must be something done to allow the people to have the benefit 
of this timber land. 

The proposition we offer opens the way to an easy solution, by which 
the people of the country may have the benefit of the timber. It 
ought to be devoted to fhem, and they ought to have the benefit of it. 
We provided aside from that, in addition to that, that they might have 
the common of pasture land; that the irrigation district should have 
the benefit and control of that; that, in each irrigation district, each 
natural watershed, the kind of district that the Almighty Himself had 
made, the people going in there to settle and having a right to make 
homes should have the right to handle and control as a body corporate 
these great advantages, the control of the timber and the control of 
the pasture land, for the purpose of building up their reservoirs and 
locating and developing their canals. It seems to me it would place 
within easy reach of a homesteader the means of providing water for 
himself. It seems to me that it would have been the most easy, reason- 
able, and rational way of solving the difficulties that are to be met 
with in all the West. 

Now, it makes no difference as to how you may go about this, there 
is no question of the fact that these surveys, whether they be made ac- 
curately or not, have got to be made. The people who go into these 
valleys and locate homesteads have got, either by theireyes, or by mathe- 
matical instruments, or by the aid of surveyors or engineers, to ascer- 
tain these facts with a more or less degree of accuracy. We have all 
seen thousands and hundreds of thousands of dollars of money wasted 
in efforts to locate ditches that were afterwards found not available 
and would not do. We have all seen ditches located out from lakes 
where it was found that if they had been located higher up much larger 
quantities of land would have been madeirrigable; but the people did 
not understand; there had been no scientific investigation; there had 
been no accurate ascertainment of the level; there had been no ascer- 
tainment of the amount of water supply; and these cases have resulted 
in vast losses to very many communities. 

There is not a Senator in this Chamber who is at all familiar with the 
West who does not know that these things are true. If, then, this in- 
vestigation had been begun by competent men in the first place, in a 
comprehensive way, to get all the facts, to understand them and master 
them all, we would have proceeded in a more substantial way in this de- 
velopment, and there would have been very much less money wasted 
than will be in the plan that must be adopted if the theory of the com- 
mittee is pursued. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator allow me just one word? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. PADDOCK. In reference to my statement as to the official des- 
apatan or non-designation of reservoir sites upon the map, I will sa 

tthe map which was before the Committee on Appropriations, which 
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Major Powell himself, the Director of the Geological Survey, stated 
‘was the map prepared to show the exact area of the arid region for the 
very purpose for which it was then being used, had no such designa- 
tion. I will ask the honorable chairman of that committee if he re- 
members whether the reservoirs were designated u that map, the 
only map I have ever seen, and the only map which been exhibited 
here, and which was in the Interior Department belore. 

Mr. ALLISON. My Ms ae ace is that there was no designation 
upon the little map which was hanging here for several days. Every 
Senator remembers quite as well as I can respectingit. Major Powell, 
the Director of the Geological Survey, stated, I think, that he had made 
about one hundred or more than a hundred 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. My recollection is one hundred and thirty- 


one. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not remember the exactodd number, butthat 
number of reservations for reservoirs, and he named some of them. I 
remember very well that he reserved Lake Tahoe, in Nevada, and one 
or two other lakes that he indicated, and also some valleys, the names 
of which I have forgotten. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That statement as to the number of reservations 
was not made when I was present. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think there is no doubt that some distinctive points 
which have been indicated as places where water can be reserved will 
remain. 

Mr. REAGAN. The maps in the office of the Geological Survey and 
the maps which were brought to the Committee on Appropriations 
when this matter was under consideration prove that there were some 
maps showing the timber that was useful for commercial purposes and 
that which was of less value in the entire arid region; there were maps 
showing the irrigable land of the entire arid region, and a map, or a 
series of maps—because, as suggested by the Senator from Arkansas, 
no small map could serve the purpose—showing the precise location of 
more than one hundred places for reservoirs. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not wish to curtail debate in 
any way. I know the importance of this irrigation question; but as it 
is not involved in this report I venture the hope that Senators will, so 
far eos can, waive discussion on that particular point until we 
reach it. . 

Mr. PADDOCK. I realized that fact at the ontset, and it was not 
my intention to take up a moment of the time of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. So far as I am concerned I did not ex- 

t to occupy the attention of theSenate ten minutes when I began. 
What I have said has been called out by questions, and it was neces- 
sary to state what I believe to be the truth in this connection. Iam 
about through; but I want to say a word tocorrect one mistake, as I 
understand it. 

The Senator from Iowa stated just now that Major Powell claimed 
that he had located about a hundred odd of these reservoirs, Ithonght 
he was going to say that he had located a hundred reservoirs that had 
been examined and located and surveyed. As I remember, there were 
more than a thousand reservations made. He referred to Lake Tahoe 
‘awhile ago, and I remember to have heard some remarks made about 
the reservations of that sort; that anybody could make that, and that 
they amounted to nothing. Gentlemen either have no information as 
to the purpose of the bill or else they are not quite fair in this class of 
criticism. 

One of the difficulties that were suggested here two yearsago about 
this matter, and one that was to be remedied, was this: Suppose there 
isa lake around the margin of which there is a lot of level land which 
iseasily fit for cultivation. Persons go and locate homesteads along this 
lake. Afterwards it is proposed to raise the level, say, 10 feet. You flood 
quite alot of land around the margin of the lake, and it would be neces- 
sary, if those people had vested rights, that they be bought out before 
the level of the lake should be raised. 7 

Now, Major Powell in reserving water in diferent lakes and through 
the country has simply selected those thatare so situated and has made 
the reservation so as to prevent any rights becoming vested which would 
involve the payment of money to buy them out in raising the water 
level. That is the purpose of selecting many lakes that perhaps will 
never be made reservoirs hereafter. It was to protect the Government 
against possible speculation that this was done. My recollection is 
that there were one hundred and thirty-one reservoirs in different lo- 
calities that were selected and marked out, with the ditch lines located. 
These were completed, the lands were selected and segregated in con- 
nection with them, while hundreds of others were in process of exam- 
ination. Some were completed and some were not, and one hundred 
and thirty-odd, my recollection is, were completed; the rest of them 
were in process of examination, and it might take three, six, or twelve 
months; it might take a longer time; and this work had to go on pari 

in different parts of the country. 

Mr. SANDERS. Before leaving this subject I think one thing ought 
to be said. I have heard it stated, and possibly have said it myself, 
that the effect of this legislation, if it should remain in its existing 
condition, would be to withdraw from occupancy and entry by the 
large tide of migration that is always going westward, the public lands 
of the United States, and would necessarly divert them to other lands, 


in the State of Texas or elsewhere. I have not heard it stated that 
these gentlemen, who have this most plausible and beautiful theory of 
placing the immigration that is going West upon favorable locations, 
were actuated by any desire to depopulate the West or to prevent mi- 
gration thither, and any accusation of that kind would be grievously 
unjust. This discussion has assumed a somewhat personal character 
in one or two particulars, and I think it does injustice to the Director 
of the Geological Survey as well. He is identified with this theory 
(I can not say that he is the inventor of it), and in the discussion there 
ane been accusations against him which I do not think are entirely 
fair. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Certainly the Senator does not understand me as 
entertaining any such idea. I did not pretend ut all to doso. I made 
no accusation against Major Powell. I have great respect for him as 
a scientific man, but I do not believe in this scheme at all. 

Upon the question of the designation of these reservoir sites, I would 
like to read two or three pages upon that subject which came out in 
the hearing before the Committee on Appropriations, questions and 
answers of the Director of the Geological Survey, in connection with 
this subject, but I forbear, as I do not care to further consume the time 
of the Senate. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, [appreciate the anxiety of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations to secure early action of the 
Senate on this conference report, and I shall only delay the Senate very 
briefly. If anything is to be said asindicating the purpose of Senators 
other than those upon the conference committee before action on the 
conference report is to be had, on the subject under consideration, it 
should be said now, because when the report of the committee comes 
in the guestion will be upon the adoption or rejection of the report, 
and at this late period of the session there will be mach disposition at 
all times to adopt whatever report comes in if itis at all tolerable. 

I do not propose to go back and discuss the question from which we 
have passed in the consideration of the question of irrigation. The 
Senate has decided against the provision of the House bill which ap- 
propriated seven hundred and odd thousand dollars to carry out the 
original purpose of segregating the waters and theirrigable lands from 
the other Jands and providing for their settlement. I say the Senate 
has determined against it. Of course I do not know what has oc- 
curred in the conference committee, and I only judge from what I 
have seen as to action elsewhere that the sustaining of the original 
House proposition will be abandoned in the conference. That being 
so, the committee, of necessity, if they agree at all, will probably agree 
upon some intermediate measure. 

The great purpose which I have had from the beginning, that which 
I have now, is to indicate, after having made as thorough a study of 
this subject as I could, both in the arid regions and since visiting 
there by a thorough examination of the subject here, that if any measure 
is to be adopted it ought to be a measure which will secure for actual 
settlers the land which is liable to irrigation in that country. It is not 
a question now about what the opinion of a majority may be that I 
propose to discuss, but the facts. One of two things will be done in 
the end, either that land will be reserved for settlement or it will 
be open to corporations and speculators. 

One or the other of these positions will be taken. If the one reserv- 
ing it for actual settlers is taken, it will furnish homes for thousands 
of people in the irrigable lands of the West, where a small lot of land, 
20 or 40.acres, will make a splendid home. It will enable the settle- 
ment in the valleys of that country of a dense population on a soil as 
productive as any the sun has ever shone upon, where water is applied 
to it. It will furnish homes for millions of people on such terms as 


the Government may propose, and if it allows them to take that land 


as homesteads it will be furnished to them cheaply. It will be an in- 
vitation to the homeless people in this country to go there and occupy 
ge land, where prosperity and wealth await the people who are to 
settle it. 

If, on the other hand, Mr. President and I do not care what majori- 
ties cr minorities say; Ido not care what men from one part of the 
Union or from another part of the Union say—if that policy is rejected 


and that country is open to settlement under all the existing laws, as 


propose by the Senate’s amendment to the House bill, the land will 
swept from under the people by corporations and bys lators, 
and if actual settlers obtain homes there they will have to obtain them 
by purchasing them from those who acquired them from the Govern- 
ment and upon such terms as the fortunate possessors may see proper 
to fix. ; 

Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PADDOCK. A part of the State of Texas is reserved and des- 
ignated as a portion of the arid region of the country by the Director 
of the Geological Survey. 

Mr. REAGAN. The western part of the State is designated in these 
mere as the subarid region, a country that may be benefited by irri- 

tion. 

Mr. PADDOCK. No, sir; the one hundred and second meridian 
runs through and divides your State into lands that do not need 
tion and other lands that do. The section of the State west of that 
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is designated as arid, which is an arbitrary line and runs through our 
State, runs through the State of Kansas, and also runs through your 
State. What I wanted to ask the Senator was, what would be the 
method in his State, in that section of the country in which nearly all 
the Jand, I undertand, or at least a Jarge portion of it, is owned by 
corporations and individuals, of locating reservoirs and ditches, etc.? 
Is it contemplated that that part of his State is to receive the benefit 
of this irrigation Jaw from appropriations made by Congress? 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not understand what the question is. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I want to know what the method will be in that 
part of your State which is designated as arid and to which I under- 
stand this law applies. 

Mr. REAGAN. What the method will be? 

Mr. PADDOCK. What the method will be as to locating reservoirs, 
etc. and in respect to the use by individuals and by corporations, by whom 
a very large proportion of land there is held, as I understand. You have 
no Government lands at all, as I understand it. Your lands there be- 
long to corporations or individuals or the State. 

Mr. REAGAN. No; we have no United States lands. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Now, what is to be the method there? 

Mr. REAGAN. We have public lands there, and those public lends 
are reserved by the Legislature exclusively for actual settlers. 

Mr. PADDOCK. So they are everywhere. 

Mr. REAGAN. Of course, in the past a good dealofland was given 
up to encourage the construction of railroads. That policy has now 
been suspended, and the remainder of the public land, amounting to 
some millions of acres, is dedicated exclusively to the use of homestead 
settlers. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Can you adopt a system of general irrigation for 
the State lands in that arid region in your country without also mak- 
ing it applicable to those lands owned by corporations and individ- 
nals ? 


Mr. REAGAN. I can not hear the Senator very well, but I will say 
to him that the people of the State are themselves engaged in furnish- 
ing irrigation as far as they can, and a good deal of it is being done in 
that State. 

Mr. PADDOCK. But do you propose to call upon the National 
Government under this law to provide irrigation facilities for that sec- 
tion of country which is denominated as arid in your State? A part 
of that land belongs to private individuals, some of it to corporations. 
I want to knowif in providing a system of irrigation there which shall 
be applicable to your State lands you must not confer equal benefits 
upon those individuals and corporations who very largely own these 
lands? 

Mr. REAGAN. It is not proposed by anybody that I have been 
connected with; it isnot proposed by the bill which I introduced; it is 
not proposed by the report which I united with others in making, that 
the Government should furnish irrigation to any State or any Territory. 

Mr. PADDOCK. But I am speaking of this law that we are now 
considering, the law which it is sought to repeal, because it would 
cause hardship upon the newer States of the Northwest whose public 
lands are Government lands, and which under the operations of this 
act are withdrawn from the homestead settlers seeking them. 

- Mr. REAGAN, Ifthe Senator means to inquire whether a general 
plan for irrigation of the West can be carried into that State, I do not 
see that it could. 

Mr. PADDOCK. How can it be otherwise? The law applies to 
and is necessarily operative in that State as it does to all the rest. 
There can not be a law applying to my State or the State of Montana 
and not to the State of Texas in respect to this general system of irri- 
gation for the arid region designated in this way. 

Mr. REAGAN. If it should, Ishould say it would be very fortunate; 
that is all I can say; but I do not care about that. These questions 
are unimportant now. We have come to the point where any sugges- 
tion that is made should look to the expression of opinion here that 
might have its influence in the conference, and all the opinion I have 

to express upon that subject is that I trust that whatever may be 
done that land will not be reopened to desert-land entries and to other 
entries than to homestead entries; that it will be limited to the use of 
homestead settlers. I do not care to make any further suggestions. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Texas thinks that 
overy person who has an opinion on this subject ought to express it 
now, because after the conference report shail come in deciding this 
question amongst the conferees there will be no opportunity for amend- 
ing that report. I think that is one of the misfortunes of our legisla- 
tiye and parliamentary system, that a conference committee can take 
up asubject and treat it de novo entirely, bring in a project that has 
not been uponin either House, as the Senator suggests, a sort of 
intermediate proposition, and become the originators of a bill entirely 
different in character from that which the House considered, or the 
Senate considered, and have it brought here and read one time upon a 
conference report, associated with a hundred or two hundred other 

uestions involved in disagreements upon that conference report, and 
then the vote is to be taken upon the entire mass, and not upon one 


measure. 
Now, sir, as a member of the Committee on Public Lands I feel 


somewhat aggrieved, and I feel that the committee to which I belong 
has been mistreated in this legislation. From 1888 down to the pres- 
ent time this grave subject bas been under consideration by that com- 
mittee, and they have made progress. In the report produced here 
about it, and in some way or other, I do not know how, a conference 
committee or the Committee on Appropriations got hold of the matter; 
and we investigated the subject. As the appropriation act of 1888 is 
construed, we find it developing more and more strength and width 
and breadth and depth and thickness, until yesterday the Senator from 
Texas stated that it had repealed the whole of the irrigation laws of the 
United States enacted in 1466; repealed by implication, I suppose; re- 
pealed because this latter statute is somewhat in conflict, yes, neces- 
sarily in conflict, with the former statute upon the subject of water. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I made the state- 
ment, but I wish to correct it by saying that it suspends the law, as I 
originally stated when the Senator stated that it repealed the law. 

Mr. MORGAN. I understood the Senator to say it had repealed it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I did say so. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam very sorry it did not repeal it entirely if it 
undertook to deal with it at all. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It suspended all land settlements. 

Mr. MORGAN. Les; because if there is any one system of govern- 
ment worse than another it is toenacta set of laws for the government 
of great interests in the United States and then by another act of Con- 
gress suspend the operation of those laws until some person, some one 
individual can get his mind made up that a new condition has arisen 
which authorizes or requires the laws again to go into effect. I think 
that is the worst form of legislation that a republican can possibly 
resort to, and by arepublican I mean a man who is a devotee of free 
government by majorities in a constitutional country. 

I do not believe that Congress has power to delegate to any man, 
President or who else he may be, the power to determine the condi- 
tions upon which a law shall go into effect after it has been once sus- 
pended or repealed. The conditions must be mentioned in the repeal- 
ing act or in the suspending act, and must be just as definite as the 
original act itself, There must come a time when not merely the 
President, who is to make his proclamation of the reinstatement of the 
law, butevery officer of the United States can determine upon existing 
known public facts that the condition has arisen upon which thé law 
is to take effect. 

Soit makesit no better, but only worse, when the Senator from Texas 
takes the ground that the appropriation act of 1888 suspended all of 
the laws of the United States in reference to the ownership and appro- 
priation of water. If it has done so, it has suspended a number of 
acts, for this right of prior appropriation which was established by the 
Congress of the United States in the act of 1866 relates still further 
back, according to the terms of that act, and finds a custom of the peo- 
ple, upon which it is founded, and a legislative procedure also in the 
Territories, upon which it is founded. It is a recognition of the exist- 
ing state of law in that country, which we might call the common law 
of the West, the common law of the arid region, first resorted to by 
miners aud then adopted by the agriculturists, and become the universal 
law of the whole of what we call the arid West. 

Congress, coming in for the purpose of giving shape and definiteness 
to this law, and also for the purpuse of punishing men who should 
undertake to interfere with its operation, enacted a statute, a punitive 
statute, in which the first provision was the conservation of the rights 
then existing, the granting of the right to appropriate water by a squat- 
ter. by anybody who might be upon the land, and then going on and 
punishing people who might violate the right of the squatter and under- 
take to take the water away from him. Then we went on; when we ` 
came to the desert-land law we again distinctly recognized that. 

Now, the Senator from Texas seems to have a great deal of appre- 
hension that corporations are going to get this land out in the West. 
He has debated this question here frequently, and I do not remember 
that any fact has been brought forward to show that any corporation 
ever has got a square section of it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Why, Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me, 
I called attention to the evidence that there had been 33 corporations 
formed in New Mexico since the passage of that act, and that a num- 
ber of them had organized, and that two of them were going on with 
immense works there and had already expended $700, 000. 

Mr. MORGAN. In canals? 

Mr. REAGAN. Les, sir; in canals. 

Mr. MORGAN. But that is a different thing. 

Mr. REAGAN. I also presented the memorial of the constitutional 
convention of Idaho, showing that the representatives of the speculators 
were following the Government surveys and taking notes as to where 
the water was and where the land was, so as to be ready to take hold 
of them. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Texas has got 
things mixed in his mind about this a little, I am afraid, and he does 
not seem to be able to get it entirely clear. Now, the right of appro- 
pranon of water is as distinct a thing from the right to take land and 

old land by any form of entry as it is possible for two things to be 
that relate to subjects that are so intimately connected. The rightof 
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appropriation of water is to go to a stream or fountain of any kind, 
take it out in your ditch, and carry it across the country for the pur- 
pose of being utilized for agricultural or for mining or for mechanical 
purposes. That is a right of appropriation that relates to the water. 

The Government in order to facilitate this right gives the right of 
way across the public lands, and that right of way and the right of the 
prior appropriator to his water which he takes out of this stream are rec- 
ognized in every patent, and the law makes itn that it should 
be recognized in every patent for land that is issued in the Western 
country. The man — 5 takes his title to the homestead, or what not, 
takes it subject to these express conditions imposed upon that land by 
the law. Of course corporations can go and organize and take water 
out of a stream and appropriate it. That is one thing, but that does 
not attach to the desert-land law. That isa different statute, That 
is the act of 1866, which gives the corporations or any individuals the 
right to the appropriation of water without their becoming the owners 
of any piece of land at all. It is not necessary that they should. 

But when we come to the act in regard to desert lands we find that 
a corporation can not take a foot of them unless somebody swears 
falsely or unless some fraud is perpetrated. But I can not protect the 
Senator's house at night by any law that we can pass against a burglar. 
I can not protect his pocket-book against the perpetrator of fraud. I 
can not protect him against the deceptions of his fellow-men, nor can 
law protect him, All we can do is to throw uround it sufficient guards, 
which, if properly administered by the officers of the law, will protect 
a man and save him and his property rights. ` 

This law is well guarded. This act of March 3, 1877, says— 

That it shall be lawful for any citizen of the United States, or any person of 
requisite age "who may be entitled to become a citizen, and who has filed his 
declaration to become such,” and upon payment of 25 cents per acre, to file a 
declaration under oath with the register and the receiver of the land district 
in which any desert jand is situated, that he intends to reclaim a tract of desert 
land not exceeding one section, by conducting water upon the same, within 
the period of three years thereafter. 

That is not a right to dig a ditch or anything of the sort. The man 
must define his section of land. The next section of the law provides 
that it shall be in a square form or in a solid body and it must be act- 
ually irrigated within three years from the date of filing his declara- 
tion, and after it is so irrigated, by the payment of $1 per acre in addi- 
tion to the 25 cents, he can get his patent, and not before. And then 
the regulation and decision of all questions arising under this statute 
are confided by the statute to the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office. That is a well guarded act. 

I do not know that we can put another guard in that act which will 
protect the country any better. It gives to a free American citizen, or 
one who has filed his declaration to become such, a right to locate 
upon a particular section of land in square form in the arid regions, 
for the countries are named here in which the law is to take effect; to 
pay a quarter of a dollar in advance before he gets his entry; to make 
an affidavit that it is his purpose to irrigate the land, and then he is 
limited to three years in which he must irrigate it, and then he pays 
a dollar an acre and then he gets a patent. 

I do not know any system that is better protected than that. The 
homestead system is not any better protected than that, particularly 
when you come to introduce the commutation feature under which a 
man within six months may pay $1.25 an acre and take the land in 
actual right without waiting for the five years to expire. 

So, I think under the particular statute that the Senator has made 
so much argument against here he has found noabuse. The abuse, if 
any he has found, results under a different statute, the act of 1866, 
enacted eleven years before this statute. This was in 1877, eleven years 
after. Under the act of 1866 corporations and individuals have gone 
on and dug irrigating ditches and appropriated the water out of those 
streams and carried it far across the country, some of them more than 100 
miles long. 

I have seen some of those ditches myself where the ditches and 
laterals were more than 500 miles, and the waters were turned out of 
the zivers into large fountains under that act of 1866. I have not heard 
anybody complain of it, The people have spent millions and millions 
of mouey in these irrigations. Some of them have made large incomes 
from hem and others have lost money and become bankrupt, but the 
country has been made to literally bloom like the rose. Take Fresno 
County, in California, between King’s River and the San Joaquin. 
There is a country about 40 miles across between those two rivers, and it 
ruus to the west about 50 or 60 miles. 

The water was taken out of King’s River, as it was also out of the 
San Joaquin River, aud carried through irrigating ditches, so that it 
was carried nearly across the entire area between the two rivers; then 
it was conducted by lateral ditches. I was through there about eight 
years ago, and I stopped one night at a place where the city of Fresno 
is now. It was a little sheep ranch. There wasa little hut there, and 


it was surrounded by four or five thousand sheep. When I went back 
there again last fall I found acity with a population of eighteen or 
twenty thousand people, a beautiful city, beautiful buildings, and such 
a region of country as surrounds the city of Fresno, from this irriga- 
tion, I never saw and do not believe it has its equal on the continent 
of America, all brought about by irrigation, all brought about by cor- 


2 and under the system of the act of 1866, against which the 5 = 


tor has so much to say. 

But what I wanted to know was whether, not having repealed tha 
law by implication or intendment, or in any other way, if our law 
1888 relates to land, and not to water, the desert-land law is amenable 
to the accusation which has been so frequently made here that it has 
been used by corporations for fraudulent p I have to say that 
if any corporation has ever made a desert-land entry I do not know i 
nor do I believe that any has ever been made. Under the desert- 
law, in the absence of perjury, it seems to me it would be absolutely 
impossible for a corporation to make an entry under that law. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator will allow me, T should like to re- 
mind him that a great part of the wonderful success in Salt Lake Val- 
ley in the way of irrigation has been accomplished through the same 
instrumentality. 

Mr. MORGAN. The desert-land act? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Yes. 

Mr. MORGAN. So I think we are arguing this great question here 
in rather a loose way, and it is likely to be so when we have to dis- 
seed a great measure of public policy like this upon an appropriation 

ill. 

According to the Senator’s idea, as expressed in regard to the repeal 
of the existing law by this act of 1888, who is there in the Senate of 
the United States who would not be utterly astounded to be told that 
the appropriation act of 1888 repealed any law at all or that it sus- 
poe any law except the general law giving the right of entry of 

ds in that country? o would suppose thatthe act of 1866, 
which relates not to land, but to water, had been included in thé sup- 
p repeal by implication contained in the body of that act of 1888. 

think nobody would. It shows, Mr. President, the unwisdom, the 
great folly, and the also, to which I desire to call the attention 
of the committee of conference on this bill, of going intolegisiation of 
a general character upon a subject so important as that which is con- 
tained within the construction of the act of 1888 that my friend gives it. 

Now, I would not be saying anything abont this matter if it were 
not that I want the committee of conference to disclaim jurisdiction 
over this kind of a question and leave it to one of the standing com- 
mittees of the Senate and the House to pass upon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire the Senator from Alabama to tell me what 
answer the Senate conferees will make to the claim of the House that 
we have already taken jurisdiction and repealed certain of the laws. 

Mr. MORGAN, Well, I would say, then, that when a sin has been 
committed the sooner it is repented of the better, and that when we 
are invited to carry the fruits of it into execution we will just come to 
a halt and say. No, we will not do that; we have gone far enough 
in a direction which has produced enough of calamity in this country 
already.“ An interpretation which seems to be necessary, according 
to the language of the act of 1888, has compelled the President of the 
United States and the Secretary of the Interior to exclude from those 
vast regions of the West all homesteaders and claimants of every kind 
to a foot of land, some of which is said to be as fertile as any in the 
world and some of it even capable of bearing crops without irrigation; 
and the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES] and the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] say that that exclusion must continue until 
Major Powell has gone over that country and segregated the water 
fountains and the canals by his leveling plans and systems and put 
his lines of demarkation around these different pools and places and 
reported them to the Department, and then people can be allowed to 
goin in such numbers and such places as the President of the United 
States may select. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator will allow me I should like tostate 
in this connection that the desert-land law, as he is aware undoubtedly, 
does not apply to the State of Nebraska nor to North or South pako 
and therefore all the withdrawals there are withdrawals of hom 
lands subject to entry under the homestead law. 


Mr. MORGAN. The desert-land act applies only to the States of 


California, Oregon, and Nevada, and the Territories of Washington, 
Idaho, Montana, Utah, Wyoming, Arizona, New Mexico, and Dakota. 

Mr. MOODY. If the Senator will permit me, the construction put 
upon that law by the Land Department excludes Dakota for this rea- 
son, that an inspection some years ago was made by the officers of the 
Land Department, and it was declared, in accordance with the report 
of the inspectors, that there were no desert lands in South Dakota. 

Mr. PADDOCK, That was the practice. - 

Mr. MORGAN. That is a right convenient way of repealing section 
3 of that act, and I must admit it is a clear repeal according to my 
view of it. - 

Mr. MOODY. First there had to be desert lands in any of those 
States or Territories before that law could operate. It only operated 
upon desert lands. 

Mr. MORGAN, Iam very glad they construed it that way. 

Mr. MOODY. There had to be desert lands, and the Department 
determined there were no desert lands within the meaning of that act 
in South Dakota. 

Mr. MORGAN, Who can conceive of any act of Congress more rad- 
ical in its nature, further reaching, more desperate in its results than 
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an act like that of 1888, which can be interpreted to give to the Sec- 


+ 


re of the Interior or the President of the United States not only 
the right, but impose upon them as a duty to exclude the whole of 
the American people from any opportunity of getting any Jands under 
any form of entry west of the one hundred and first meridian? I 
maintain that act is the most awful exercise of unnecessary, wanton, 
arbitrary, and tyrannous power that Congress ever attempted over the 
ple of the United States. That is all that can be said about it, and 
have not any toleration for it in the world, and particularly I can 
not look forward with any happiness whatever to the Utopian scheme 
of my friend from Texas which is contained in that one hundred ortwo 
hundred pages of report which has been referred to by the Senator 
from Arkansas hero, where the whole system of land ownership in the 
United States is to be upturned and little communes are to be created 
around the water-holes, oases in the desert, a little commune to regu- 
late the timber that grows on the mountain and the pasturage be- 
tween, a little patch of land; 25 acres is as much as tho Senator wants 
anybody to have under that. He says that is plenty. 

Mr. REAGAN. No, 80 acres. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, are we going to give away all the experience 
of this people, reverse all of their instincts, to put them upon a new 
line of action entirely untried, experimental, a mere fancy that ex- 
ists in the minds of the Senators and of Major Powell, and supplant 
the whole of the land system of the United States with that device? 
Why, Mr. President, it is very reckless legislation, It is entirely un- 
cere fe The sooner we get these lands in the reach of the local 
authorities in that country the sooner we shall get rid of the trouble 
about them and the better that country will become and the more 
rapidly it will grow and advance, 

I believe in local self-government. I believe it is the true theory 
of the American Constitution and of all our system. I am for sus- 
taining it whenever I get a chance to. I would to-day—I repeat the 
remark I made before use I desire to emphasize it—I would to-day 
with the uttermost cheerfulness vote to turn over to every one of the 
States of this country which have any public lands within their borders 
the absolute ownership of every foot of them, mineral or what not, 
and let these people dispose of them according to what they think it 
is best to do with them. 

I do not want to legislate here to dispose of the lands in the State of 
Washington or Idaho or Wyoming or the Dakotas. I live in a country 
distant trom them. I do not understand their institutions; I do not 
know the wants of their people as their own representatives do; and 
when I find a body of Senators around me who are sent from those 
States to confer with me about public affairs, I takeit forgranted that 
the people who sent them here to the Senate are quite as competent to 
take charge of these affairs at home as they are to send agents here to 
control public affairs, and they are going to do it just as honestly. All 
the sired 8 and all the honesty and all the patriotism in this country 
do not reside in the House of Representativesand in the Senate. There 
are fountain sources from which these come that are higher than we 
are all of us put ther. I believe in allowing these people to live 
upon that land and in that country and who I am glad have got State 
control over it now. I believe that those people are the ones to whom 
we ought to confide the matter of the disposition of these lands, and it 
makes no difference how strong my convietions of policy might be to 
the contrary I would yield my judgment every time to that of their 

resentatives, 

r. REAGAN. Mr. President, the closing suggestion of the Sena- 
- tor from Alabama that he thinks the people of those States ought to 
control the lands is one that was specifically provided for in the bill 
which he so condemns. It was one of the main pu of it, and its 
provisions are ample to place the lands under the absolute control of 
the several States. That was one of its p and beyond that to 
the local communities in the control under State legislation of 
. their local rights and local interests there, so as to make the strongest 
case that could possibly pd gs of local self-government. So that 

criticism I suppose will fall. 

The bill which the Senator was criticising declares (I do not care to 
go into a discussion of it, because we have passed it) that, after Con- 
gress has provided such legislation as is appropriate in passing these 
lands over to the States, the legislation of the States is to control after 
that absolutely. But I pass from that. 

An examination of the report of the minority of the Committee on 
Irrigation and of the bill it presents is a sufficient answer to that criti- 

to any one who will take the trouble to examine it. 

The Senator returns to his discussion of the appropriation of the 
waters of this country by the act of 1866. Ifpersons under the act of 


1866 acquired title to water, nobody is objecting to their use of it, nobody 


-is proposing to take it away from them. Why, then, discuss it unless 
the Senator means to be understood that the passage of that act estops 
the Government from ever passing any other act with reference to the 
waters that have not been appropriated ? I would infer from his dis- 
cussion of the subject that he wishes to be understood that by the pas- 
sage of the act of 1866 the Government had estopped itself from pass- 
ing any other law in relation to the waters of that country that are not 
already appropriated under the act of 1866 or some other act. 


Itis not worth while to argue such a question as that before law- 


yers. Itis not worth while to argue such a question as that before, 

ms who recognize the right of eminent domain in the Government 
over its lands and its waters. Up to the time the land and the water 
are otherwise appropriated they are the property of the Government, 
and with the power to make whatever disposition it pleases of that 
land and that water. - 

Mr. SANDERS. I should like to ask the Senator from Texas a ques- 
tion if he will yield to me. 

Mr. REAGAN, Certainly. 

Mr. SANDERS. I should like to understand if the Senator claims 
that within the limits of the States the right of eminent domain is re- 
ani in the United States for any purpose except to secure sites for 
orts, custom-houses, post-offices, and such publie buildings as apper- 
tain to the United States ; and whether the Geological Survey can place 
its theodolite within the limits of the State of Texas except upon a fort, 
a post-office, or a custom-house, or on land belonging to the United 
States, and not be a trespasser if the State of Texas so wills, 

Mr. REAGAN. These are two very different questions which the 
Senator presents. In the first place, the Government of the United 
States, in the organization of new States, determines what lands shall 
come absolutely under the jurisdiction of the State, and what shall 
remain under the jurisdiction of the General Government until it dis- 
poses of them, and the jurisdiction of which is retained to the Federal 
Government, and is subject to disposal upon the terms and conditions 
that the Government sees fit to impose. That is the answer, I think, 
to that question. 

As to the other, of course the Senator knows that the State of Texas, 
in the agreement about annexation, reserved its public lands; and a 
very different question arises there, but I do not feel that it is neces- 
sary to discuss it now. 

Mr. MORGAN, She is not on terms of equality with the other 
States, then. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator says not on terms of equality with 
other States. Itis on terms that the Government of the United States 
and the government of the republic of Texas agreed to, and I am not 
disposed to go behind that to find whether it was right or wrong or 
done by proper or improper motives. That is what they agreed to. 

All I have to say—and I repeat it again about the appropriation of 
water by the act of 1866, is that if anybody has appropriated water 
under that act it is beyond the reach of legislation to take it trom him, 
It could, if necessary, only be condemned for public uses and upon 
compensation. So faras the act of 1866 is concerned, it is just like 
any other act passed by the Government with reference to its domain, 
It may substitute at any time other legislation affecting the same prop- 
erty before that property goes into private hands, 

There is one other point which the Senator presented which I feel it 
is necessary for me to reſer to. He assumes that I am entirely mistaken 
in supposing that there is any danger of fraad in acquiring land under 
the desert-land act, and that I have offered no evidence of that kind. 
The Senator is a member of the Committee on Public Lands, as I un- 
derstood him to say. I suppose that being a member of that commit- 
tee he has looked over the reports of 1887 of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior and of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and the re- 
ports of other years, which show the multiplied frauds under that act 
and others, which showed long lists of perjury and forgery in obtaining 
titles to these lands, which showed the hiring of men for the use of their 
names at $50 a head in order to obtain land; and yet the Senator inno- 
cently supposes that there is no danger of fraud when the temptation 
is put there and when every man familiar with that country knows that 
the men—I do not care whether they are corporations or individuals— 
who desire to do it may employ persons cheaper than $50 a head and 
make their 640 entries under the desert-land law, affidavit and all, and 
pko as mon of that land as will be covered by a given drainage system 

or irrigation. 

Mr. MORGAN. They may do that under the homestead law, 

Mr. REAGAN. They may do it under the homestead law, butin 
that case the qu=ntity of land is limited in amount and is not so large 
in amount. There were frauds under the homestead law just as under 
the desert-land law. 

Tt seems to me that the right way to proceed is not to offer tempta- 
tions and inducements to theabsorption of the publicdomain by every 
possible means, but to limit it with laws strictly guarding the rights 
of the Government and limiting the privilege of appropriation to actual 
settlers, and to require them to live upon the land before they obtain 
title. When the Interior Department was engaged in sending its agents 
out to correct these frauds the Secretary of the Interior advised us that 
the interests of speculators were so great that they were able to control 
public opinion and peras indictments and prevent proper investiga- 
tion into these frau 

Mr. President, we have gono a long way in disposing of the public 
domain of the United States. The Government has been liberal to 
actual settlers. It has been liberal in its donations to railroad com- 

ies to secure the construction of great lines of tion. It 
largely exhausted the public domain, and the remaining portions of 
t are those lands which are irrigable, amounting to about 100,000,000 
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acres, and we are advised that perhaps 45,000,000 are in private owner- 
ship, leaving, if that be true, only about 55,000,000- acres of irrigable 
land liable to private entry. Isay to all Senators that to repeal the 
law as pro by the Senate amendment takes that land out of the 
possibility of being occupied by actual settlers and turns it over to cor- 
porations and speculators. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May Task the Senator from Texas a question? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL, Is the Senator from Texas informed as to the 
number of entries and filings that have been made in the different land 
offices of the States and Territories of the West affected by the act of 
October 2, 1888? Since the date of that act, and before, they were ad- 
vised that they had no right under the laws to make these entries. 
Does the Senator know how many such entries have been made? 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not. I know that there have been entries 
made, and I received in answer toa communication sent to me by a 
citizen of the West a few days ago from the Land Office 

Mr. MITCHELL. I assume that the Senator does not want to do an 
injustice to any class of men who have gone in innocently and taken 
up tracts of land under the different Jaws of the United States without 
any knowledge that they had no right to go there. Now, I want to say 
to the Senator that the records of the General Land Office show that 
since October 2, 1888, to June of this year there have been one hun- 
dred and thirty-four thousand entries and filings of settlers; that is to 
say, of men and women claiming to be actual settlers in good faith. 
That is their claim, and those claims cover 9,168,716 acres of land. I 
can tell the Senator where those entries are. In the State of Califor- 
nia there are eighteen thousand of them. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ishall be obliged to the Senator if he will present 
his statement after I get through. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like the Senator to have this informa- 
tion in connection with his speech, if he will allow me. 

Mr. REAGAN. Very well. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I have a statement here which will show exactly 
the namber of entries which have been made on these lands and the 
number of acres covered by them, which is as follows: 


State or Territory. Entries. | Acres. 


18,000 | 1,300,000 
15,000 | 1, 000, 000 
10,000 700, 000 
1, 000 | 1,700,000 
10,000 700.000 
5,000 | 300,000 
3.000 300,000 
5,000 | 3, 000; 000 
10,000 | "700,000 
5,000 | 300, 000 
5,000 300. 000 
5,000 | 300,000 
5,000 | 300,000 
9,000 | 700,000 


Total entries and filings, 134,000, Total number of acres, 9,165,716. 


In my own State—the State I represent in part here—we have four 
land offices located in this region that has been withdrawn under this 
act of October 2, 1888. They are the La Grande, The Dailes, Lake- 
view, and Harney districts. In the La Grande district there have been 
3,559 entries, withdrawing 222,556 acres; in The Dalles district, 2,280 
entries, withdrawing 146,227 acres; in the Lakeview district, 2,510 en- 
tries, withdrawing 253,162 acres; in the Harney district, 595 entries, 
withdrawing 46,771 acres, in Oregon in this arid district. Then inthe 
Cascade Range of mountains there were 8,944 entries, covering 668,716 
acres. I take these figures concerning Oregon froma statement of my 
colleague in the House, and I presume they are correct, 

Now, all these have been entered upon by filings and entries by per- 
sons claiming under the different land Jaws of the United States in good 
faith; that is, they must be presumed to be in good faith, and if they 
are not in faith there is a way to get at them. 

The effect of the act of October 2, 1888, as construed by the Attorney- 
General, is to declare every one of these entries I have named void. 
Now, should not these settlers be protected in some way or other ? 

Mr. PADDOCK, Will the Senator allow me just one word? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly, 

Mr. PADDOCK. Since the opinion of the Attorney-General was 
rendered which gave direction to the administration of the Land Office 
by the Interior Department, it has been the practice in all cases at the 
local land offices, underinstructions from the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, to notify the locator of the fact of the existence of this 
law that a location made by him might be held subject to cancellation 
thereafter. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the instructions which went out 
from the General Land Office on the 3d of June, 1889, directed that 
there should be no more filings on the arid lands or on these waters and 
places for irrigation ditches and reservoirs. 

Mr. ALLISON, May I ask the Senator if it was on the 3d of June? 
My recollection was that it was on the 5th of August, 1889, 


Mr. REAGAN. Perhaps the Senator is correct. I have not the data 
before me and may be mistaken in the date. 


Mr. ALLISON. It was nearly.a year after the passage of the act. 

Mr. REAGAN. I was proceeding to say that the instructions were 
that the filings made since the passage of the act would be canceled 
and that no more filings should be made. I did not know how far 
that had been adhered to until I received a communication from a gen- 
tleman in the West stating that filings were being made in the land of- 
fices and money received upon them. I sent the letter to the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office asking him if that statement was true. 
As I remember his answer—I do not have it, because I forwarded it to 
the gentleman who wrote me—it was that filings had been permitted 
with notification, as suggested by the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. PAD- 
DOCK], thatthe party made the filing at his own risk. I think it was 
a notification of the existence of the law, but I will not be certain. I 
think the implication of the letter was that these filings had been 
mainly limited to other than the irrigable lands. I judge from the 
information that the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] gives that 
it was very general in character. 

I suppose the Senator from Oregon read that information supposing 
that I was in opposition to the views which he wishes carried out. If 
he had listened to me yesterday he would have heard me state that if 
I could influence the action of the conference committee, I would re- 
spect all locations which had been made before the passage of the act 
and all locations made after the passage of the act and up to the time 
that the parties were notified of the existence of the law—I mean loca- 
tions for homesteads, I doubted whether it would be good policy as to 
such entries to allow speculative entries to be made. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Under the pre-emption law? 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not doubt that it would be equitable and right 
to respect such entries; and I so stated that in the general debate before 
the bill passed away from the Senate, and I had an amendment pre- 
pared to that effect, and if the bill had got into a shape to have author- 
ized it I intended to propose that amendment, If the Senate by its 
action had not repealed the provision in the House bill I should have 
offered an amendment recognizing the rights of the persons who had 
made filings before the receipt of information as to the passage of the 
act of 1888. So I suppose the Senator from Oregon and myself are in 
accord upon that subject. ; 

Mr. MITCHELL. Under the ruling of the Attorney-General, of 
course all the persons to whom I have referred, whatever their entries 
may be, are actual trespassers on the public lands of the United States 
to-day. 

Mr. REAGAN. We have gone on, one Senator after another, dis- 
cussing the provisions of the act of 1888. I stated yesterday and re- 
peat again to-day that by the action of the Senate re ng the pro- 
visions of the House bill appropriating seven hund and odd thou- 
sand dollars to carry on the irrigation survey, and the debate in the 
House showing that they did not mean to insist upon that, we have 
passed away from that and it seems to me useless to be discussing that 
question now. 

The question at present is, what measure shall be agreed upon? 
Either the Senate must recede and allow the House bill to stand, or 
the House must recede and allow the Senate amendment to stand, or 
the two mnst agree to some provision which will be equitable between 
the two, and that, I take it for granted, will be the result. All that 
I have to say is that if I could influence the action of the conference 
committee it would be in making up that result, so as to protect the 
rights of all who haye in good faith made entries and filings as to this 
land and limit the new entries to the use of actual settlers. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, before we leave this discussion, I 
think it proper that I make a single observation. The honorable Sen- 
ator from Arkansas [Mr. Jonrs] complains that it has been stated by 
those opposed to the retention on the statute book of so much of the 
act of October 2, 1888, as withdraws the irrigable public lands of the 
United States from entry, occupation, or sale, that the authors and 
defenders of that statute were actuated by a desire to prevent the flow 
of emigration to the west and northwest and to curtail the prosperity 
of that region. Having said myself that the inevitable result of the 
withdrawal of those lands from the operation of the land-laws would 
be to curtail the prosperity of the northwest, Iam pleased to say that 
no imputation of such a design can be justly attributed to the Sena- 
tors who, having pictured to themselves ideal valleysand ideal streams, 
are wedded to the theory that these two can be so connected by the 
Geological Survey as to produce ideal communities and who, for 
these reasons, desire a continuance of the contemplated topographical 
surveys. So much I think should be said of those gentlemen who, in 
examining this matter, think they see greater prosperity to greater 
numbers of people in the scheme shadowed forth by the Director of the 
Geological Survey. 

A single other observation and I close. The personal aspects of 
this whole discussion may have done Major Powell an injustice. 
Rightly or otherwise, the existing law is attributed to him and he 
has chosen to become the champion of the scheme of which the lawis 
an essential part. But I know no reason for imputing to him any un- 
worthy motive, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The yeas and 
ordered on the question of concurring in the report 
committee, the Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the question? s 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On agreeing to the report of the 
committee of conference. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 8 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart]. I make the announcement for 
the day. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). By transfer of pairs 
between the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] and myself, he being 
paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] and I being 
paired with the Sevator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], he and I can 
vote. I vote ‘‘yca.”’ 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I havea general pair with 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. If he is not re- 
corded, F will withhold my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ile is not recorded. 

Mr. QUAY. I withhold my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. Spooner]. £ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILsoNJ. Therefore I with- 


having been 
the conference 


hold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. U inquire if the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] 
has voted. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. CULLOM (alter having voted in the affirmative). 
eral pair with him, and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. McPHERSON (after having voted in the negative). I withdraw 
my vote, as I find the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hrgerxs] is not 


present. 
Mr. BLAIR (after having voted in the affirmative). In the absence 
of the Senator frora Mississippi [Mr. Gronar], I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CASEY. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. PIERCE] 
is necessarily absent and is paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. CARLISLE]. 

Mr. HEARST. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. STANFORD]. 
Not knowing how he would vote on this question, I withhold my vote. 

Mr, COCKRELL. On this question Iam paired with the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] and I withhold my vote. If I were 
allowed to vote, I would vote“ nay’’ and he would vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think he would, for he opposed that eight- 
story post-office building yesterday. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not know how he would vote—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Lam not authorized to speak for him. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not know how he would vote, but I know 
how I would vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Isuggest to the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
WALTHALL], whois paired, Lunderstand, with the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SPOONER], that we can both vote on this question hy pair- 
ing the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] with the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL, I vote nay.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 18; as follows: 


I have a gen- 


YEAS—29, 
Aldrich, Dolph, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Allen, A Mitchell, Sherman, 
Allison, Frye, Moody, Squire, 
Cameron, Fale, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Casey, Hiscock, Platt, Teller, 
Davis, Ingalls, Plumb, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Power, 
Dixon, MeMillan, Sanders, 
NAYS—18. 
Bate, Edmunds, Payne, Vest, 
ETY, Hoar, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Butler, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, Walthall, 
ke, Morgan, Turpie, 
iel, Pasco, Vance, 
ABSENT—37. 
Barbour, Cullom, Hawley, Spooner, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Hearst, Stanford, 
Blair, Farwell, Higgins, Stewart, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Kenna, Washburn, 
Brown, George, MePherson, Wilson of Iowa, 
Call, Gibson, Morrill, Wilson of Md. 
Carlisle, Gorman, Pettigrew, Wolcott, 
Chandler, Gray, Pierce, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Quay, 
Colquitt, rris, Ransom, 
So the report was concurred in. 


Mr. ALLISON. Before this passes away, I move that the Senate 
still further insist upon its amendments disagreed to by the House not 
disposed of by the conference report, and ask of the House of Repre- 
sentatives a further conference respecting them. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senate still further insist upon its amendments to this bill dis- 
agreed to by the House and ask for a further conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conference on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLISON, 
Mr, HALE, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 


The Senator from Iowa moves that 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this 
day approved and signed the following acts and joint resolutions: 

An act (S. 4000) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Marmion; 8 

An act (S. 3555) to increase the compensation of the assistants to the 
attorney of the United States tor the District of Columbia, and to 
amend section 907 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating 
to said District; 

An act (S. 398) to limit the effect of the regulations of commerce 
besteco the several States and with foreign countries iu certain cases; 
an 

Joint resolution (S. R. 111) to permit the Secretary of the Treasury 
to sign consent for cable railway in front of the New York post-office 
and army building. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr, MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 11690) 
amendatory of the act entitled “An act to provide for taking the 
Eleventh and subsequent censuses;’? in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Sen: 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, Niny Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R.3116) to reduce the revenues and equalize duties on 
imports, and for other pu 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the pend- 
ing amendment, 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to paragraph 134, on page 
28, after line 2, the following proviso: 

Provided further, That hoop or band iron or hoop or band steel used for 
baling cotton shall be exempt from the operations of this act, and shall be 
taxed at the rate of 35 per cent. ad valorem, the rate imposed by existing law, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This amendment is proposed by the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire, before the further consideration of 
this amendment, to call attention to what is known as Miscellaneous 
Document No, 198, presented yesterday by the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. Epsuunps] to the Senate and ordered to be printed, the title of 
which is; Letter of the Acting Commissioner of Labor, transmitting 
an analysis of cost of one ton of steel rails made in the United States, 
ete.” ‘The purpose of this communication of the Commissioner of La- 
bor to the honorable Senator from Vermont evidently was to arrive at 
the labor-cost in the production of a ton of steel rails in the United 
States. You will find in this document language to which I shall al- 
iude. The writer also presents a table to which I will refer later. 
In the table which he presents he says: 

This table has been worked out by using averages based on six establish- 
ments in the northern district of the United States, producing material suitable 
for rails, as exhibited in the preliminary report. Th» result would not differ 
materially ifany other six were used. 

We must assume, therefore, that the six establishments that he has 
selected are representative establishments. Now, sir, turn to page 3, 
and you will find a comparative statement in which he gives the labor- 
cost of production and other costs for the production of 4,137 pounds 
of iron ore, which I assume is the amount o! iron ore in this particular 
test that makes a ton of steel rails. He follows that with a certain num- 
ber of pounds of limestone and goes through all of the grades of manu- 
facture from a ton of ore toa ton of steel rails, Heassumes the cost of 
a ton of steel rails to be $25.7771. From this statement it appears that 
the expenditures for direct labor were $11.5983. 

I assume that the Senator from Vermont desired this statement in 
order that he might be able to show some excuse for imposing a duty 
of $11.20 protection upon a ton of steel rails. Now, I do not know 
that there has been any contention upon this side of the Chamber in 
opposition to such a statement as this. The contention has been that 
labor in the United States in the production of a ton of steel rails was 
not greatly in excess of the labor-cost in Europe for the production of 
steel rails there; and, as the Republican party claim that the tariff is 
for the purpose of protecting American labor, I want to show how fal- 
lacious it is, and therelore I have examined the subject, and I wish to 
say that the statement I have prepared is taken from the statements 
you will find in the preliminary report of the Commissioner of Labor, 
and if yon will look in that report you will find a verification of every 
oneof my 
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I will take up first, Mr. President, the cost of the manufacture of 
steel raile on the continent of Europe, and Great Britain as well, and 
as I follow the report I include Great Britain. 

According to the Acting Commissioner of Labor, as per Senate Mis- 
cellaneous Document No. 198, page 3, the total cost of producing 1 ton 
of steel rails in the United States—labor, supplies, repairs, transporta- 
tion, taxes, salaries of officials as well as clerks, in fact, everything in- 
cluded—amounts to $25.777 per ton of 2,240 pounds. In the prelim- 
inary report of the Commissioner of Labor on the cost of production of 
steel rails in various establishments on the continent of Europe and 
Great Britain, House Miscellaneous Document No. 222, pages 34 and 
35, the total cost of producing 1 ton of steel rails is given, namely: 


Total cost, including everything same as in the United States, 


Per ton of 


Per ton of | A . 
poun 


Miu, 2,240 pounds. 
| 


Mill. 


These, I presume, are representative mills orestablishments in Europe, 
because that is what the report states them to be. 

From the above it will be seen that the cost of production of steel 
rails in Europe varies all the way from $18.588 to $27.025 per ton. 
Now we will come down to the comparative statement 

Compiled from the preliminary report of the Commissioner of Labor, Honse 


Miscellaneous Document No. 222, and oom cared with the report, Senate Mis- 
cellancous Document No. 198. Materials and successive stages of con version — 


Mr. MORGAN. Before the Senator reads that I should like to call 
his attention to one part of this statement or report, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Let me put this in first. 

Mr. MORGAN. I want to make a statement about it. The Sen- 
ator says he presumes those were representative mills in Europe. I 
wish to say that if I understand this report these are not representative 
mills in the United States. They are mills in the northern part of the 
Union, what is called the northern district of the United States, and 
the cost charge here of 85.9499 

Mr. McPHERSON. If the Senator will bear with me a moment, if 
he will present that after I get my statement connected, I shall take 
notice of what the Senator says about it, 

Mr. MORGAN. Very well. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Now, I take up the materials and successive 
stages of conversion,’’ the same as is done in Miscellaneous Document 
No. 198, the same amount of material exactly. 

For production of 4,137 pounds of iron ore the United States report 
is given by the Commissioner as 52. 1423. 

If any Senator has that report before him he can compare the other 
statement now taken from the document of the Commissioner of Labor 
as to the cost in Europe at representative mines, not confined to six 
mines but to every mine, and the average of all the European mines 
both on the continent of Europe and in Great Britain. 

The cost in Europe is $2.1884—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In what page of the preliminary report does the 
Senator find that? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If the Senator will turn to page 35 he will 
find in the last table on that page a statement of eleven mines. The 
first two are mines in the northern district of the United States. From 
No. 3 down to No. 11 are mines on thecontinent of Europe and in Great 
Britain, and a reference to the table at the top of page 34 will show it. 

For production of acertain number of pounds of limestone, the Com- 
missioner’s report puts the cost in the United States at 20.51 cents; in 
Europe, at 29.04 cents. For production of a certain number of pounds 
of bituminous coal, $1.9728 for the same in Europe; $1.8583 in the 
United States, and so on. 

Now, what is the total? The total as made up by the Commissioner 
of Labor, in Miscellaneous Document No. 198, gives $11.5983 as the 
labor-cost in making a ton of steel rails in the United States. From 
the same authority and from the same statement, the direct labor-cost 
in Europe of making a ton of steel rails is 511.3212. Expenditure 
for direct labor in the production of 1 ton steel rails—United States, 
$11.5983; in Europe, 811.3212. 

Excess in expenditures for direct labor in United States, 27.71 cents 
in making a ton of steel rails, taking every particle, every single stage 
of mannfacture, from the same anthority. Therefore, instead of say- 
ing that labor in the United States receives 100 per cent. more than 


labor receives in Great Britain or on the continent of Europe for like- 


service in the manufacture of a like product, the Commissioner of La- 
bor simply denies it in toto in his report. 

Mr. President, I desire to put this table in the RECORD, and then 
I desire to hear the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGaN], if he will 
be so kind now as to make his statement. 


4 


The table is as follows: 


Compiled from the preliminary report of the Commissioner of Labor, H. R. 
Miscellaneous Document No. 222, and compared with the report, Senate 
Miscellaneous Document No. 198. 


MATERIALS AND SUCCESSIVE STAGES OF CONVERSION, 


Mise. Doc. | 
8. 188. Mise, Doe. 
Expenditures for direct labor. -| Unitea II. R. 222, 
| Stat IPPC: 
For production of 4,137 pounds of iron ore..... -| $2. 1884 
For production of 1,497 pounds of limestone.. és 2 . 2904 
For production of 4,808 pounds of bituminous con -| 1.973 1. 8583 
For conversion of above coal into 3,082 pounds of coke.. A 5116 
For conversion of above ore, limestone, and coke into 
2,469 pounds of pig-Iron * . . . . se ene ns 1.5763 9876 
For conversion of above pig-iron into 2,488 pounds of 
rr she EES N E A TESE 1. 6894 1.240 
For fuel (1.11 tons bitaminous coal) for conversion of 
above pig-iron into 2,488 pounds of steel ingots........... 9124 8504 
For conversion of above steel ingots into 1 ton (2,240 z 
pounds) of S R AE TR as A e aie 1.5400 2. 4860 
For fuel (I. 17 tons bituminous coal) for conversion of 
above steel ingots into I ton (2,240 pounds) of steel rails 9017 9045 


A clerical error of transposition of the figures *'2,499"' should read“ — * 
which are in the report of the Acting Commissioner of Labor, duly taken no 
ol in the above comparative statement. 


RECAPITULATION, 
Expenditure for direct labor in the production of 1 ton steel rails: 


United States .... ib * 811.5983 
Europe. . ee . 11.8212 
Difference -2771 


Excess in expenditures for direct labor in United States 27.71 cents. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to call attention to the fact that in these esti- 
mates in the supplemental report of the Commissioner of Labor, based 
entirely upon works in what he calls the northern district of the United 
States producing material suitable for rails, he puts down the cost of 
assembling the material together at $5.9199. I presume that is at the 
furnace. It says transportation to point where used;’’ I presume he 
means, of course, the ores, the limestone, and the coke used in the pro- 
duction of a ton of steel rails. That is entirely above the average of 
the cost of assembling any material in the furnace in the South, but 
they are not steel furnaces. Steel is not made there except in limited 
quantities, Still at Steelton, just across here on the Chesapeake Bay, 
material can be assembled very much lower, getting the ores from Cuba 
and bringing them by boat, and then you can assemble them cheaper 
than you can by bringing the ores from either Lake Champlain or Lake 
Superior across the Alleghany Mountains, and coke also. So | think 
$5. 9499 for transportation of the material to be used in making a ton of 
steel in the furnace, supposing the rolling-mill to be at the same place, 
is entirely excessive. : 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I would say in reply to the Senator from Ala- 
bama that the Commissioner of Labor in making up that statement 
had selected six mines which would represent the av: and as he 
says in his own statement that it would make but little difference if 
any other six were taken, I take it for granted that he believes he has 
given us the cost from six representative mines. ` 

I have given the cost not from theselection of six mines, but from all 
the mines that he has quoted as being representative mines upon the 
continent of Europeand in Great Britain, Toshow whatthe labor-cost 
was there I have taken into computation the same number ot pounds 
precisely of iron ore, of limestone, of bituminous coal, coke, and so on, 
and I have made the computation from his own statement which he 
gives as to the relative costin a ton ofore. This having been increased 
beyond aton, of course the computation was made to fit the exact quan- 
tity which the Commissioner of Labor used, and unless there has been 
some mistake made in the computation—and I do not think there has 
been—it represents the exact difference paid to labor in the manufact- 
ure of a ton of steel rails between the United States and the continent 
of Europe, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, as I have been appealed to some- 
what aggressively, if I may take a minute without offense to anybody 
I will simply say that my distinguished friend from New Jersey for 
once in his life is trying to run argument against arithmetic. If he 
will take the same tables that his man has made up out of this original 
and printed report and put them together himself he will find that the 
outcome is that the difference between the cost of ec a ton of 
steel rails in the United States and in any foreign country where they 
make them is from $5 to $6 per ton; a little over five I think it is; but 
I am not now speaking by the exact book and so state it under re- 
serve. 

Then, if he will take the items of direct labor and the matters of 
taxes and incidentals that go into the total that he is speaking of, and 
everything else, and not the matter of the direct waye labor that the 


14 : ` 


report of yesterday alluded to, he will find that the thing is exactly as it 
was stated yesterday in this report, and that you have the broad 
margin of 25 per cent. or 30 per cent. of difference and still more in the 
wages that the regular wage-earner, in the direct sense, gets in the two 
countries, Whether that makes the tariff good or bad or free trade 
or bad is another question. Iam not standing up to argue any- 

thing, hat only to say to my distinguished friend that when you bring 
argumentation against arithmetic, I think, although the argument for 
the time will probably be the best, in the end the arithmetic will win. 
Mr. McPHERSON. I desire to say, in answer to the Senator from 
Vermont, that if he thinks it is the function of the Congress of the 
United States to impose duties for the protection of officials and clerks, 
supplies and repairs, taxes and transportation, etc,, I dare say the 
statement made by the Senator would be approximately correct; but 
when, as you seem to have done, you ask the Commissioner of Labor 
to give you u statement of the labor-cost in the manufacture of a ton 
of steel rails, and he has given it to you, and given it to you correctly, 

I take his own statement of the cost of producing a ton of iron ore, a 
ton of limestone, a ton of coke, and then the conversion of the ores and 
limestone and coke into pig-iron, and trom pig-iron into steel ingots, 
and from ingots into stecl rails—I take the figures he gives as to all of 
the English mines and all of the mines upon the continent of Europe. 
I do not select out six, as he does, but I take them all which he declares 
to be representative mines, and I say that the difference in labor-cost, 
the direct labor-cost, which is the only thing you have to consider ina 


case of this kind, is only about 27 cents on a ton of iron. 


Mr, BUTLER Mr. President, I believe the pending amendment is 
the one I had the honor to introduce, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to geta little information from the 
Senator from Rhode Island if he can give it to me. I find in paragraph 
134, describing the various kinds of hoop, or band, or scroll iron, etc., 
the following: 7 

134. Hoop, or band, or scroll, or other iron or steel, valued at g cents per pound 
or less, 8 inches or less in width. and less than three-eighths of 1 inch thick and 
not thinner than No. 10 wire gauge, I cent per pound; thinner than No. 10 wire 

uge and not thinner than No.20 wire gauge, I. L cents per pound; thinner 

No. 20 wire gauge, 1.3 cents per pound. 

I should be glad if the Senator from Rhode Island would inform me 
to which class ot this hoop or band iron the cotton-ties belong. 

Mr.ALDRICH. They are from No. 17 to No, 20 wire gauge. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘Therefore the tie is taxed in the first instance 1.3 
cents per pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. One and one-tenth. 

Mr. BUTLER, One and one-tenth cents per pound. Then I will 

“read the proviso to the paragraph: 

Provided, That hoop or band iron, or hoop or band steel, cut to length, or 

wholly or partially manufactared into hoops or ties for baling purposes, barrel 
of iron or steel, and hoop or band iron or hoop or band steel flared, 
splayed, or punched, with or without buckles or fastenings, shall pay two-tenths 


of Leent. per pound more duty than that imposed on the hoop or band iron or 
steel from which they are made. 


So that cotton-ties, as I understand, pay in the first instance on the 
hoop iron 1.1 cenis, with an addition of two-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. When fully manufactured. 

Mr. BUTLER. When fully manufactured, which would be three- 
tenths cent per pound. > 

I understand furthermore from this table that the duty under the 
existing law is 35 per cent., and that is increased both by the House 
bill aut by the report of the Senate Committee on Finance to 103.71 
cent, 


1 JONES, of Arkansas, Will the Senator from South Carolina al- 
low me to interrupt him a moment? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In the table accompanying the commit- 
teo's report, on page 27, in the estimates made by the tariff experts 
giving the rates of duty under the Senate bill, I find the following: 

Two-tenths of a cent per pound additional on hoop, ete., from which they are 
made, equals 1.3 cents per pound, 

That appears under the head of Cotton-ties. It would seem that 
the experts of the Treasury Department regard cotton-ties as coming 
under the clause which says, “ thinner than No. 21 wire gauge, 1.3 
cents per pound,’’ and that these ties are taxed in the first instance 1.3 
cents per pound, and subsequently two-tenths of a cent a pound addi- 
tional, which would be an aggregate tax of 1.5 cents, or a cent and a 
half a pound. Ishould like to have the Senator from Rhode Island 
state whether or not that is correct. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator’s pardon, but my attention was 
attracted in another direction for a moment and I did not hear his 


question. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I said that the calculation made by the 
experts on page 27, under the head of Senate“ and under 
the major head of Rates of duty and under the subhead of Cotton 
ties,” is the following: 
‘Two-tenths of 1 cent and additional , ete., from which 
miade equals 15 cents ber pound: pa eee sori 
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It would seem the aggregate duty is 1} cents per pound, instead of 
1.3 cents as the Senator from Rhode Island just now stated to the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina. 

Mr, ALDRICH. The Senatcr will see that there is an equal = sign 
there. It reads: 

Two tenths cent per pound additional on hoop, cte., from which they are 


-made = 1.8 cents per pound, 


One and three-tenths cents is the amount. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is evidently confined to that. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I thought it was an addition to the 1.3 
cents per pound. I believe the Senator is correct. 

Mr. BUTLER. The unit of value is .013 per pound, making, as I 
stated, the proposed tax under this bill 103.71 per cent. 

If I have the right to make the inguiry—and I rather think I have 
I shall be glad if the Senator from Rhode Island or the Senator from 
New York will inform me if there has been any demand from any 
source in the United States for this increase of tax on cotton-ties, and 
if so, from whom. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that ever since the original decision of 
the Treasury Department, fixing the rate of duty at 35 per cent., and 
improperly fixing the rate of duty at 35 per cent., there has been a 
protest from all the people who are engaged in the production of cot- 
ton-ties or who have been engaged in their production againstthe great 
injustice done by that decision. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I understand that this addition to the tax on 
cotton-ties has been put in by the Committee on Finance at the in- 
stance of the few persons engaged in the manufacture of cotton-ties in 
this country because of a construction put upon the tariff laws by the 
Treasury Department which they thought was unjust to thom, fixing 
the tariff at 35 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would say in answer to the Senator that this 
rate was suggested by the Committee on Finance because they believed 
it to be a proper rate upon cotton-tics. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I do not think it has been asked for by 


anybody. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And because it equalized the rate upon ties used 
for one purpose with the rate for hoops or ties used for another pur- 
pose, and I will say the result of the decison to which I have referred 
was, so far as duties affect the price, that the cotton-planters of the 
South have been able to buy their ties or hoops for one purpose a cent 
a pound cheaper than anybody else in the United States was able to 
buy hoops or ties for other pu and this state of facts in the 
opinion of the committee should not be allowed to continue any longer. 

Mr. BUTLER, Then I understand the Senator to say that this high 
tax has been put upon the cotton-ties of the people of the South by 
the committee of their own motion—that I understand to be the con- 
dition of affairs—without a suggestion from a human being, withouta 
petition from asingle man or woman in the United States, but simply 
becanse in the opinion of the committee it was desirable, as the Sen- 
ator expresses it, to equalize the people who use cotton-ties with those 
who buy hoop-iron for other purposes. That I understand to be the 

tion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Committee on Finance were charged by the 
Senate with the duty of preparing a tariff bill which, in their opinion, 
fixed adequate and proper rates upon the various items included in 
the bill. In the discharge of that duty they have fixed this rate which 
they believed then and now believe to be entirely proper and just upon 
cotton-ties. ; 

Mr. BUTLER. That is substantially what I have said, that the Com- 
mittee on Finance of the Senate, without suggestion of anybody, have 
made this rate upon cotton-ties, simply because they thought it was a 

thing to do, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is entirely mistaken in his facts. I 

esume he is making this statement for another purpose; so I do not 
nw! hiza tat he kaentioely matkan in hip feats, TA 
bill came here from the House of Representatives which had certain 
rates fixed in it for cotton-ties. The bill was referred by the Senate 
to the Committee on Finance for their examination and report. We 
have reported a reduction of two-tenths of a cent per pound from the 
rate fixed by the House of Representatives, because we believe that rate 
is nearer just and proper than the rate fixed elsewhere, and we believe, 
as I said before, that it is a proper rate. 

Mr. BUTLER: Then it comes back at last to the proposition which 
I submitted, that the Committee on Finance, so far as that committee 
is concerned, without a suggestion from a human being in the United 
States, have fixed this rate at 103.71 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Of course, if the Senator desires to have it that 
way, that is all right. 

Mr. BUTLER. All right, precisely, because I simply want the 
troth, and want the Senator to give us the exact facts about it. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Let mes t to the Senator from 
Nhodle Island that the Senate committee eno reduction whatever 
from the House bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was coming to that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It proposed a reduction of two-tenths of a cent. 

Mr, BUTLER, Ido not know where the proposed reduction is, and 


1890. 

I am dealing with the bill as it is before us, and what I wanted to 
emphasize was that here is a rate of duty increased from 35 per cent. 
ad valorem to 103.71 per cent. without a suggestion, as far as I have 
been able to learn, in either branch of Congress from any human being 
in the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May Lask the Senator a question? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Cotton-ties being put on the bales and the bales 
being sold to go to a mill in the United States or in Liverpool or 
elsewhere abroad, I desire to inquire whether those ties are not weighed 
in the 8, or 10, or 11 cents a pound paid for the cotton. 

Mr. BUTLER, ‘Why, the innocence of the Senator from Vermont 
is really amazing 3 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Well, just answer the question. K 

Mr. BUTLER. I will answer the question, and say to him, no. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Isay my information from the dealers is the other 


way. 

Mr. BUTLER. I say the cotton-planter who puts the cotton-ties 
and the bagging upon his bale of cotton does not get credit for one cent, 
but, on the contrary, it is deducted when his cotton is sold. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My information is directly the other way. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator’s informant is wrong. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That may be. 

Mr. BUTLER. The deduction from every bale of cotton made in 
the South is a rate of about 28 pounds in the form of tare on each bale, 
which the purchaser deducts from the price of the bale when he buysit. 

Mr. HISCOCK. When did it come up to 28 pounds ? 

Mr. BUTLER. It has practically been that all the time, but it 
varies of course. The weight of the ties on a bale of cotton amounts to 
10 or 11 or perhaps 12 pounds. 

Mr. HISCOCK. A few years ago it was 24 pounds. 

Mr. BUTLER, Well, 24 or 28 pounds. 

Mr. VANCE. A few years ago the bales were not so large as they 
are made now. The bale now is 500 pounds. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now the bales of cotton are 500 or 550 pounds, and 
I say to the Senator from New York and the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and that the man who makes the cotton has that sum deducted when 
he sells it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say to the Senator from South Carolina that 
every manufacturerin my State or in New England who buys the cotton 
pays 10 or 11 cents a pound for every pound of iron which the planter 
of the South puts on the bale. 

Mr. BUTLER, That issomething new. Then the manufacturers 
of Rhode Island are more honest than I believed they were. 

Mr. HISCOCK. This deduction of tare is only in Liverpool. 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg the Senator's pardon. The price, by the way, 
is fixed in Liverpool, but I venture to say there is not a man, white or 
black, rich or poor, in the South who sells a bale of cotton who does 
not have that amount deducted by the man who buys it. That is not 
a question susceptible of controversy. I have sold too many bales of 
cotton and I know too much about it to be instructed in that direc- 
tion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I put my absolute denial against the statemen 
made by the Senator from South Carolina. i 

Mr. BUTLER. Ofcourse the Senator will put his absolute denial, 
because he wants this high tariff to be justified in some way. I think 
before I get through I shall convince him that it is nothing more nor 
less than a deliberate, wanton piece of robbery on the part of the Con- 
gress of the United States by taking money out of the pockets of one 
set of people and puiting it in the pockets of another, and I think I 
shall show before I get through that not one dollar of this high tax 
upon these cotton-ties will go into the Treasury of the United States, 

Mr. HISCOCK. May Lask the Senator this question: Does he make 
any distinction between this duty which we propose upon cotton-ties 
and the op duties which are placed upon anything else ? 

Mr. BUTLER. There are very many other articles 

Mr. HISCOCK. But do you make any distinction when you talk 
about robbery and all that? I want to know if that is a special term 
that you apply to the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER, Yes, I do make some distinction. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Or whether you undertake to distinguish between 
rah tax imposed upon cotton-ties and you apply this term to any other 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido make some distinction, for I think this is the 
most flagrant item in the bill. Ido make a distinction, and I think 
before we get through with the bill the Senator from New York will 
be satisfied upon that subject, and he will perhaps hear that term ap- 
plied to a great many other schedules. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, yes. 

Mr. BUTLER. But upon this particular schedule I do not hesitate 
to say that in my judgment it is wholly without justification or excuse 
upon any principle of fairness or or equity. 

Mr. HISCOCK. WhatIwanteda direct answer to wasthis: Whether 
the Senator knew of any distinction in reason why the same rate of 
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duty should not be imposed upon cotton-ties as upon hoop-iron used 
for man ing barrels and piace of that kind—if he made any dis- 
tinction between the two. That is the point to which I desired to at- 
tract his attention, whether this is not the same as iron used for the 
baling of hay, the baling ofhops, or articles of that kind. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will cross that bridge when I come to it. Iam 
now dealing with cotton-ties, and I say to the Senator that if there has 
been that relative increase upon hoop-iron for baling hops or baling 
hay that there is on cotton-ties, it is equally robbery and equally un- 
justifiable. I hope there is no mistakingmy meaning upon that subject. 

It has been said, I believe, that thereare no cotton-ties manufactured 
in this country. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that true? 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not think it is. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And there never will be to any extent as long as the 
present rate of duty is maintained. å 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator states that there never will be in this 
country any cotton-ties manufactured, If that be so I should be ve 
glad ifthe Senator would explain to me one little discrepancy whi 
occurs in the table which he has given of the amount and value of the 
imports of cotton-ties for the last fiscal year, ending June 30. 

Mr. DAWES. Before the Senator proceeds to that, will he answer 
me a question? 

Mr. BUTLER. With the greatest possible pleasure, if I can. 

Mr. DAWES. Is the Senator acquainted with the origin of the pat- 
ent, whether it originated in this country or abroad? 

Mr. MORGAN. What patent? 

Mr. DAWES. The patent on cotton-ties. 

Mr. BUTLER. There are a great many patents. 

Mr. DAWES. The prevalent one. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not know that there is any prevalentone. The 
Arrow cotton-tie is one very largely used, but I think, perhaps, as the 


not know how many. ’ 
Mr. DAWES. I thought there was one much better than all the 
rest. 
Mr. BUTLER. ‘The Arrow tie, I think, is very largely used. 
Mr, DAWES. Two years ago it was discussed on the ground that 
a patent originating in this country was taken abroad because the labor 
and the material were so much cheaper there than in this country that 
it was for the profit of the patentee to manufacture the ties there and 
bring them in here. 
Mr. BUTLER. I do not know about that. 
Mr. MORGAN. The Senator is mistaken on that subject. 
Mr. BUTLER. I think that is largely imaginary. . But if there are 
no cotton-ties manufactured in this country, 1 should be glad if the 
Senator from New York or the Senator from Rhode Island would ex- 
plain a diserepancy between the quantity of cotton-ties imported in 
the year 1890 as compared with the previous year. For the year end- 
ing June 30, 1890, we imported of cotton-ties 44,621,533 pounds, 27, 
000,000 pounds less than the preceding fiscal year, valued at $613,170, 
$284,592 less than the previous year. 
According to my calculation it will require about 70, 000, 000 pounds 
of cotton-ties to bale 7,000,000 balesof cotton. Onan average of 7,000,- 
000, and about 10 pounds of cotton-ties to the bale, it will be about 
70,000, 000 pounds. The difference between 44,000,000 and 70,000,- 
000 can not be accounted for, unless cotton-ties are manufactured in 
this country, and by way of sustaining that proposition I wish to read 
a letter that I received from a very responsible and reliable firm of 
cotton factors in the city of Charleston, to whom I addressed a 
some days ago asking for information as to the current price of cotton- 
ties: 

J. B. E. Sloan & Son, cotton factors, Brown's Wharf] 

CRARLESTON, S. C., august 1, 1890. 

Dear Sm: In y to your telegram received yesterday, cotton - ties cost de- 
livered here from England $1. 25} per bundle, with present rate of ex: 
There are 30 ties in a bundle, and it weighs about 50 pounds 
Mr. HISCOCK. One dollar and how much? 
Mr. BUTLER. One dollar and twenty-six and a half cents 
bundle, with the present rate of exchange. 
Six ties is the usual number for each bale of cotton. 


Here is what I want to call ta the attention of the Senator from 
Rhode Isiand: 


We think American manufacturers are offering ties at about $1.25 in large 
‘Yours truly, 
General M. C. BUTLER, Washington, D. C. 


Underselling at the nt rate of duty the foreign manufacturers. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That is right, and we ought to do it. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Vermont says that is right, and 
they ought to doit. I say so, too. But what I can not understand is, 
with the condition of thi in this country, that the American man- 
ufacturer being able to now at a cent and a half less than the for- 
eign manufacturer, he should come in here and ask Congress to in- 
crease that tariff from 35 per cent. to 103.71 per cent. 


J. B. E. SLOAN & SON. 


ver 


io 
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Senator from Alabama tells me, there are thirty or forty patents. I do 
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Mr. ALDRICH. There are certain people in the United States en- 
gaged in straightening eotton · ties that have been used, and that business 
has been going on constantly in this country to a considerable extent. 

Mr. BUTLER. Of course, and that is going on all over the South, 
but that is not what this gentleman refers to. He says ‘‘American 
manufacturers.” The men who take ties which have been used on a 
bale of cotton and straighten them out and offer them for sale again, are 
not manufacturers. This gentleman says that the American manu- 
facturers are offering them in large lots, at $1.25 a bundle, and yet, 
with that condition of things, we areasked to increase the tax from 35 
per cent. to 103.71 per cent. Is it surprising, then, on that state of 
facts—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How many ties, may I ask, does it require for a 
bale? 

Mr. BUTLER. Five tosix; six, generally. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That would be about two and a quarter cents 


apiece. 
Par. BUTLER. The Senator can cipheritout. Inever could cipher 
much myself, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Two and a quarter cents apiece; 15 or 16 cents for 
four or five hundred pounds of cotton. 

Mr. BUTLER. About from 10 to 12 cents on each bale of cotton. 

Mr. BERRY. The cotton-ties cost from 22 to 25 cents on each bale 
of cotton. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think the Senator from Arkansas is right, because 
this is the wholesale price we are speaking of. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Bat the man who ties the cotton is the great 
pressman who puts these ties on? 

Mr. BUT Oh, no. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The farmer puts on the ties? 

Mr. BUTLER. Of course he does. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What does the pressman do? 

Mr. BUTLER. He takes the same bale of cotton and presses it to 
about one-third of its former size. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What does he do with it then? 

Mr. BUTLER. You must ask me some easier question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ah, that is where the check comes in. 

Mr. BERRY. When they compress the bales, the same ties are 
used that the farmer uses when he bales the cotton. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Therefore the ties serve a double purpose, and 
they cost about 2 cents and a quarter a pound. 

Mr. BERRY. When the cotton is baled at the gin, the bale con- 
taining from 450 to 500 pounds, there the ties are put upon it, and 
when if is taken to the compress, the ties are cut and the bale is com- 
pressed to the smallest possible space, and the same ties are used to 
rebale the compressed bale. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was not aware of that process, but I know that 
when the cotton is originally baled the ties are put around, sometimes 
five and sometimes six, and I believe some go as high us seven, but I 
think the Senator from Arkansas is right. The prices that I have 
quoted are the wholesale prices, but, of course, the farmer has to pay 
the retail price, and I should say that would be about 2} cents per 

und, which would run the price on a bale of cotton up to something 

ike 22 or 24 cents, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from South Carolina has read a state- 
ment of the importations for the year 1890 to prove the fact that cotton- 
ties are made in the United States, because there has been a decrease 
of importations between 1889 and 1890 of about 20,000,000 pounds. I 
would say that the importations in 1887 were only 28,000,000 pounds. 
It is a fact well known to everybody that there have been no cotton-ties 
of any consequence made in the United States since the present rate 
was imposed. 

Mr. BUTLER. So J have always been informed, and I was acting 
upon that theory until I got the letter which I have read and saw the 
discrepancy in the importations. Then I at once concluded that some- 
body was manufacturing cotton-ties in the United States. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will examine the figures he will see 
that there were imported in 1887 over 28,000,000 pounds. 

Mr. BUTLER. There was a difference of 27,000,000 pounds between 
1889 and 1890. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will give the Senator the experience of a gentle- 


man. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will hear the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What I was going to state was this: There have 
been doubtless cases of this kind occasionally in the United States, or 
in eur market, ia which some manufacturing establishment, at the 
ruling pri ot estton-ties, has undertaken to supply the market, or 
to manufacture co" dispose of cotton-ties. I know of one instance of 
that kind, and the instant it was understood that he had done it and 
he was able to do it at the English price, that he had made a contract, 
or had taken an order and could fill it, the English price declined and 
he was unable to get another order. 

Mr. BUTLER. In other words, there was a combination formed, a 
trust, I suppose? 

Mr. HISCOCK: The English price is controlled among themselves 


I do not know but that there is a trust there—they maintaining the 
market, or, at least, at certain times they have maintained the market 
at a rate at which the American manufacturer could himself produce, 
and the very moment he undertook to do that they dropped the price 
and he was unable to get another order. 

Mr. BUTLER. In other words, the American undertook to form a 
trust, 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator surprises me. I do not know that the 
American undertook to form a trust. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the Senator to say that the American 
had attempted to furnish the market with cotton-ties. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Isaid that an American solicited orders for cotton- 
ties from Southern cotton-planters at the then price in the market, and 
received orders and contracted to deliver them at the same price that 
the ties would have cost then, produced in Liverpool. Immediately 
when the fact was known in Liverpool the cotton-ties dropped, in one 
particular case to which my attention was called, from £8 10s. a ton to 
£7 5s., a rate at which it was impossble for the American to man- 
ufacture them, and he was driven from the market. 

I simply allude to this here and now. I may take occasion to 
say something further in respect to it. I allude to it because I pro- 
pose to argue before this debate is done that this industry, planted 
here firmly in the United States, will have the effect to pull down your 
price and give you ties cheaper than you have them to-day. 

Mr. BUTLER, It is quite unnecessary for the Senator to make that 
argument. The same argument was made in regard to jute. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is true. 

Mr. BUTLER. And yet, Mr. President, a trust was formed which 
cost the cotton-planters of the South $3,000,000in cne year. It is quite 
unnecessary for the Senator from New York to make that argument. 
It has been made over and over and over again. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And it has been true over and over and over again. 

Mr. BUTLER. Why, Mr. President, was it true when the jute trust 
was formed, which cost the cotton-planters of the South, as I have said, 
$3,000,000 in one year? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It appears in evidence, which has never been dis- 
puted, that this combination—it was not a trust—was formed imme- 
diately upon the reporting of the so-called Mills bill in the House ot 
Representatives, and he gentlemen who entered it said it was on that 
account, because they expected their industry to be destroyed and they 
wanted to make as much money as they could out of it in the mean 
time. 

Mr. BUTLER. That was the excuse given? 

Mr. ALDRICH. A very reasonable excuse, and it has never been 
denied, to my knowledge. 

Mr. BUTLER. And it will be the excuse given if this bill passes 
with this tax of 103.71 per cent., and I think I shall be able to dem- 
onstrate—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the present price of cotton-bagging? 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not remember what the present price of cotton- 
bagging is, but the Alliance people of the Sonth—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwill say that combination was broken up at once 
and the price of cotton-bagging has been reduced from 12} to about 6} 
cents. 

Mr. BUTLER. The combination was broken by the farmers of the 


South because they got together and combined against the jute trust. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, no. l 
Mr. BUTLER, I beg the Senator’s on. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The thinks Senators ought not 


5 in the midst of a sentence when they are speaking on 
oor. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam quite willing to stand any fair interruption, 
but I can not stand two at a time. If the Sefiator from Rhode Island 
or the Senator from New York desires to make a statement, I will hear 
him with a great deal of pleasure, but it will not do for either one of 
those Senators to say that that jute trust was formed because of the 
probability of the Mills bill passing. It was formed before that time, 
and I say it cost the farmers of the South $3,000,000 in one year, and 
that trust or combination was broken by the Farmers’ Alliance in the 
South in a large measure, and the price of cotton jute bagging has been 
reduced simply because the manufacturers found that the farmers had 
determined not to use if; and I say to the Senator from Rhode Island 
and to the Senator from New York that, if you pass this bill, putting 
that tax at a prohibitory point, thereby enabling American manufact- 
urers to form combinations and trusts, and make a corner on cotton- 
ties, as this American the Senator from New York referred to evidently 
tried to do, you will find the farmers of the South returning to the use 
of rope to bale their cotton. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ishould like to understand what the Senator said 
just now about the man that was referred to by me, that that man in- 
tended to do what? 

Mr. BUTLER. I said that I had a right to assume that the man to 
whom the Senator from New cores referred was endeavoring to make 
a corner on cotton-ties, and the Englishmen beat him by simply low- 
ering the price. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Instead of making a corner on cotton · ties, he found 
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the price was high enough so that he could afford to make and sell them, 
and he undertook to make and sell them, and instantly the price was 


put down upon the other side and he was driven from the market. Is 
that your idea of a trust? 

Mr. BUTLER. Now, Mr. President, let me get the Senator from 
New York back, He says that this American undertook to get orders 
to supply the entire market. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I said nothing of the kind. 

Mr. BUTLER, What did the Senator say? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I said he solicited orders for cotton-ties and took 
orders for cotton-ties, and as soon as that fact was advertised upon the 
other side the price fell to a point at which he could not supply the 
ties, and he was driven from the market. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the Senator to say he undertook to 
furnish the cotton-ties for the entire market. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I did not say anything about the entire market.“ 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I will take the Senator’s statement as he now 
makes it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. You may take it as I then made it. 

Mr, BUTLER. Iwill take the Senator’s statement as he now makes 
it. 

Mr. HISCOCK, I make it as I made it before. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well, then; as the Senator made it before. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is right. 

Mr. BUTLER. Which was that this American undertook to get or- 
ders for cotton-ties to furnish the cotton planter and as soon as it was 
ascertained that he was getting these orders the price fell in England, 
and he was obliged to abandon the effort. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is right, 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator tell me where this man was going 
to get the goods to deliver? 

Mr. HISCOCK. He was going to make them. 

Mr. BUTLER. Make them in America? 

Mr. HISCOCK, I suppose so. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator says he supposes so. 

Mr. HISCOCK. He was going to make them out of American iron 
by American labor and in American shops. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator state that asa fact within his own 
knowledge? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I can state this, that the gentleman is an Ameri- 
can manufacturer and his establishment is here in America, and I 
doubt not that such was his intention, although I have not corre- 
sponded with him upon that point, and therefore can only make the 
general statement I have given. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then the Senator is reduced to this dilemma: He 
does not undertake to say of his own knowledge that this American 
was going to undertake to manufacture the cotton-ties which he was 
going to deliver, but the Senator supposes so, aud supposes that in the 
face of the statement by the Senator from Rhode Island that no cotton- 
ties were manufactured in this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is probably as familiar as I am with 
the fact that during the year 1889 a great boom took place in the iron 
market of Great Britain, and prices of all kinds of iron and steel were 
higher temporarily in England than they were in the United States. 

Manufactures ofiron and steel of every description, for a short time 
in 1889, and I thinkin the early part of this year, were higher in Great 
Britain than here. Under that abnormal condition of affairs any 
American manufacturer would have been glad to take a contract to 
furnish cotton-ties at the prices which were then ruling. 

Mr. BUTLER. Why does the Senator say that was an abnormal 
condition? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Because the prices were far above the usual level 
and have since declined. 

Mr. BUTLER. That comes to about the point I left the Senator from 
New York at, that this American attempted evidently—he does not say 
so; I do not charge that; but still I think I have a right to draw my 
own conclusions from a statement of fact—this American attempted to 
make a corner on cotton-ties by furnishing the entire market, but the 
Englishman was a little too smart for him. That is about the plain 
English of the proposition which the Senator from New York sub- 
mitted. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to say here and now—and then I will not 
try to set the Senator right again, because it has been my experience 
in this debate that certain Senators after they have been corrected still 
return to their statements again—I simply say to him precisely what 
I said upon the floor a moment ago, that this gentleman found a price 
at which he could make and deliver cotton-ties, and he solicited and 
obtained a few orders; and as soon as the fact that he was selling them 
was known upon the other side, the price went down from £8 10s. a 
ton to £7 5s. a ton, and he was driven from the market. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand the Senator from New York, and I 
have not misrepresented him. Iwas taking his statement as he makes 
it and as he has made it three times, and I say upon that statement 
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I have a right to argue and conclude that this American attempted to 
make a corner on cotton-ties, but that the Englishman was too smart 
for him; because, if the Senator trom New York is correct, and this 
gentleman attempted to get orders to deliver cotton-ties to the cotton- 
planters, why could he not have gone to England and availed himself 
of the fall in prices and complied with his contract? Will the Sena- 
tor be good enough to inform me on that subject? 

Mr. HISCOCK. He is a mannfacturer, and his only purpose inget- 
ting these orders was to make the goods. 

Mr. BUTLER. Patriotism! 

Mr. HISCOCK. He was not a commission merchant, and was not 
buying ties to sell them, and when he found he could not sell them at 
a price at which he could afford to make them, he quit; and that is all 
there is of it. Whatever orders he had he filled, but he was rot en- 
gaged in the commission business, and as soon as he ascertained that 
the price was ut a point which he could not compete, he simply quit the 
business, Men have done that before and will continue to do so for all 
time. 

Mr. BUTLER. He is a patriotic gentleman. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly he is. He is indeed a very patriotic 
gentleman. 

Mr. BUTLER. He would not consent to buy goods which he had 
agreed to deliver? r 

Mr. HISCOCK. He did not want to go into that business. 

Mr. BUTLER. He would not consent to go to England and buy the 
cotton: ties to deliver them according to his contract, but he was driven 
out by the Englishmen, and yet we have a statement from a responsi- 
ble importer of cotton-ties that the American manufacturer is to-day, 
or was on the Ist of August, offering cotton-ties a cent a pound cheaper 
than the foreign manufacturers. 

I expect, Mr. President, that he is the gentleman acting entirely 
from patriotic motives and impulses who has demanded that this duty 
be put up from 35 per cent. to 103.71 per cent.; he must be the gen- 
tleman. I should be very glad ifthe Senator from New York would 
tell the Senate if that is the gentleman who has asked for the increase 
of the tax on cotton-ties. 

Mr. HISCOCK. No; he is not. 8 

Mr. BUTLER. Ile is not the gentleman. What influence, then, has 
brought about this inerease? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I say to the Senator from South Carolina in re- 
spect to that, that so far as I was concerned I was infiuenced by what 
I believed to be patriotism, broad statesmanship, and the general wel- 
fare of the country. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is this gentleman? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam speaking for myself. In my actionia 
to the framing of this bill, I believe I was animated by patriotism, 
broad statesmanship, and the general welfare of the country. 

Mr. BUTLER. Unquestionably, Mr. President, unqestionably. 
No Senator would doubt for an instant that the Senator was actuated 
by broad statesmanship, philosophy, and wisdom, and all the other 
high qualities which distinguish a man in this country or any other; 
nobody will question that. But I did not refer to the Senator from 
New York. 1 was referring to this patriotic gentleman who wanted to 
deliver the cotton-ties to the Southern planter, but when he found out 
that the Englishman had dropped a point or two, he abandoned it all 
from patriotism, broad statesmanship, and philosophy, and wisdom, un- 
questionably ! 

So, Mr. President, it seems from the statements of the Senators from 
New York and Rhode Island that this tax has been put up without so- 
licitation from any human being, a tax in which fifteen millions of peo- 
ple in this country are interested, and not one word orsylable has been 
heard from any of them, while here hour after hour and day atter day 
and week after week have been devoted to hearings, before one commit- 
tee or the other, of the interested manufacturers of thiscountry, and not 
one single moment has been devoted to those people more interested in 
this matter than everybody else put together. 

Now, sir, the tariff tax collected on cotton-ties during the twelve 
months ending June 30, 1890, was $813,170. According to the state- 
ment furnished by the committee, the duties collected on the importa- 
tions of the previous year were $296,454.40. The values for the year 
ending June 30, 1890, were $613,170. According to this table, the du- 
ties under the rate proposed by the Committee on Finance will be in- 
creased to $877,449.80, and, according toa statement which I have made 
with the assistance of my friend from Arkansas [Mr. Jones], the in- 
creased tax will amount to $1,050,000 per annum. That will be the 
increase on this item alone. 

The theory upon which this bill has been framed, as I understand 
it—and if I have not understood it correctly I trust the Senator from 
New York or the Senator from Rhode Island will correct me—is to re- 
duce taxation. Am I not correct about that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator must have the Mills bill in 
his mind. . 

Mr. BUTLER. Not at all. I have this bill in my mind. I ask 
the Senator if one of the objects and if the theory upon which this bill 
was framed was not that it would reduce taxation? 
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Mr. ALDRICH, That it would reduce the revenue and equalize 
taxation. j s 

Mr. BUTLER. Reduce revenues, then—I will take the Senator’s 
words—reduce revenues; and yet, according to my statement, you in- 
crease the revenues on the theory of that statement over $1,000, 000. 
The Senator says he wants to reduce the revenues, not taxation. I 
supposed that all parties in this country were committed to the propo- 
sition that the surplus in the Treasury should be reduced, and there is 
but one way of reducing it, and that is by stopping the inflow of taxa- 
tion. Is not that true? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think I shall answer any more questions 
of the Senator from South Carolina. He is either in a misunderstand- 
ing frame of mind this afternoon or I am very obtuse in my compre- 
hension of his questions, 

Mr. BUTLER. I think it very likely the Senator is right so far as 
he is concerned. I think that is entirely correct, for I think, without 
meaning to be disrespectful to the Senator from Rhode Island, that he 
will verysoon reach the character of the Artful Dodger. Thatisabout 
the attitude he is assuming, for I put the direct question to the Sen- 
ator 

Mr. ALDRICH. And I have made a direct answer, and in the very 
next sentence the Senator puts words in my mouth which have an en- 
tirely different meaning. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam very sorry if I did that. I asked the Senator 
if the theory upon which this bill was framed was not to reduce taxa- 
tion, and he said no. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isaid the theory was to reduce the revenue and 
equalize taxation. The Senator from South Carolina proceeded to. as- 
- sert that I said the bill was to reduce revenue and not to reduce tax- 

ation, which I did not say at all. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator would answer my direct question 
there would be no trouble. I ask him now the direct question if the 
object of this bill is not to reduce taxation, leaving the revenue out? 
That is simple, and the commonest man can understand that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BUTLER. I prefer that the Senator from Iowa should not come 
to the rescue of the Senator trom Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am getting confused myself. [Laughter.] I 
wanted to ask the Senator, if he will allow me—I do not want to dis- 
turb the live of his argument 

Mr. BUTLER, I should like to have a reply from the Senator from 
Rhode Island first, if the object of this bill is not to reduce taxation. 
That is a simple question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. One object of this bill is to reduce taxation upon 
the article of sugar for the benefit of the constituents of the Senator 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER, Well, Mr. President, that is a very easy question to 
answer if the Senator will go right at it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator means to ask me whether the pur- 
pose of this bill is to reduce protective duties for the purpose, as he 
might claim, of reducing taxation, I would say no. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, the Senator says it is not for the purpose of 
reducing taxation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not by any means, 

Mr.BUTLER. Very, well. Now we understand each other. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have stated to the Senator—bnt the Senator evi- 
dently does not understand me at all—I have stated as clearly as I 
could that the purpose of this bill is to reduce the revenues, and in 
reducing the revenues to relieve the people of the country as far as 
possible from anything in the tariff or internal-revenue laws that 
creates a burden upon them. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, I will read the Senator’s own language, and 
I suppose we can both understand that, as I find it in his report ac- 
companying House bill 9051: 

The demand fora careful and thorough revision of our revenue laws isim- 
perative. This revision is necessary: / 

1, To reduce the national revenues,which are now excessive. 

Then I will change the form of my question and ask if the object of 
this bill is tô reduce the revenue. Will the Senator answer that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have already stated that. 

Mr. BUTLER. That the object of the bill is to reduce the revenue? 
Isay this bill, if his theory is correct, not only does not reduce the 
revenues on this article, but increases them; and I think I shall be 
able to show that the committee is wrong in that, and that the com- 
mittee is in error in saying that the bill will increase the revenues. 
The fact of the business is that if this bill becomes a law this tax will 
be prohibitory, and not one dollar of money that is contemplated by 
this will go into the Treasury, but it will go into the pockets of the 
manufacturer who attempted to make the corner on cotton-ties. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator has answered his own question. He 
says that the effect of this bill will be to largely increase the revenue, 
and then he says that the duties will be prohibitory and not a cent of 
revenue will be received. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was taking the statement that the committee used, 
that this tax will increase the revenue and that other taxes will increase 
the revenue. I say, Mr. President, they will not. 


Mr, ALDRICH, Tue committee said nothing of the sort. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is the statement accompanying this bill of 
what the bill does, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The bill says nothing of the sort and the commit- 
tee says nothing of the sort. It says that if the importations in the 
year 1890 should be the same as in 1889 a certain amount of revenue 
would be received. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. But they further say that these figures are based 
upon the ape that the importations will remain unchanged. 

Mr. BUTLER. Exactly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now the Senator from South Carolina says there 
will be no importations, and I am inclined to agree with him. I think 
these cotton-ties will be made in Alabama and Tennessee and Georgia. 

Mr. BUTLER. But the difficulty was that the committee were in 
error. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In error in what? 

Mr. BUTLER, In saying that the bill would increase the revenues 
if the eee continued the same as the year before. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the importations continued the same the Sena- 
tor must see, asa mathematical proposition, that the revenue would 


be increased. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely; that is what I said. I say the Senator is 
mistaken and the committee is mistaken. I believe this tax will be 
absolately prohibitory, that is, the tariff will be prohibitory, and the 
consumer will have to pay this tax. It does not lind its way into the 
Treasury ofthe United States, but will find its way into the pockets of 
half a dozen manufacturers, and I do not care whether those manu- 
facturers are located in Alabama or South Carolina or Georgia or Penn- 
Sylvania. I would protest against it as solemnly if they were in my own 
State as if in any other State, not that I desire to destroy or discour- 
age these manufacturers, but, according to statements that Ihave read 
here to-day, the manufacturer can make a fair profit and enable the 
consumer himself to live. 

What I complain of is that this tax is prohibitory, and not a pound 
of cotton-ties can be brought in from abroad under it, and the Amer- 
ican manufacturers can do as they did with the jute, and the very 
moment the cotton-ties are excluded, that very moment the manufact- 
urers will form a combination, and instead of 2 and 3 cents a pound, 
which the farmer now has to pay, there is no reason why the manu- 
facturers should not run it up to 10 cents a pound. That is what I say 
is the iniquity and the enormity and the outrage of this bill. 

Mr. President, I interrupted the Senator from Iowa. Ishall be very 
glad to hear him now, 

Mr. ALLISON. The matter I intended to inquire about has 
away nearly. I understood the Senator from South Carolina to say 
that by this provision more than a million dollars would be added to 
the revenue. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is the calculation I have made. 

Mr. ALLISON. I see by the calculation here, which I assume is 
correct, even assuming the same amount of cotton-ties will be imported, 
the same number of pounds and the additional duties collected, the re- 
sult would only amount to about $600,000. 4 ` 

Mr. BUTLER. The caleulatiqn I made, or rather that my friend 
from Arkansas [Mr. Jones] made for me, was upon the assumption 
that the entire quantity of 70,000,000 pounds of cotton-ties would be 
imported, and at 1? cents a pound it would amount to $1,050,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I see the importations last year were 67,573,062 
pounds, and the duty collected was $296,454.40. 

Mr. BUTLER. For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, it was only 
ag Petes million and some odd thousand, a falling off of twenty-seven 
million. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then on that importation the difference would still 
be very much less? 

Mr. BUTLER. But still there would be an increase of the duty. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, If the Senator will permit me, I will state 
that the Senator from South Carolina and myself in making the calcu- 
lation this morning were estimating the increase in the price of cotton- 
ties by what I then understood to be the increase by the bill of 1} cents 
per pound. I am satisfied now that I was in error in that, and it is an 
increase of 1.3 cents instead of 1.5 cents per pound. 

We were calculating that on all cotton-ties used for baling 7,000,000 
bales of cotton would be increased in price by the amount of the tar- 
iff, I presume that that is likely to be the case, but I suppose that in 
some instances it may not. However, in a great many others it will 
be the case, and on that hypothesis we made this estimate. Instead 
of $1,040,000, the increase in cost would be $920,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me to ask 
how many bales of cotton were exported ? 

Mr. BUTLER. I have that here. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. That would cut no figure whatever. If 
the price of cotton-ties is increased by this tariff, the amount to be es- 
timated to be paid by the cotton-planters will be the total amount used 
for tying all the cotton crop whether the cotton is exported or not, 

Mr. BUTLER. Seven miHion bales. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What proportion is exported? 
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Mr. BUTLER. Exported for the year ending June 30, 1890, 4,996,- 
543 bales of short staple cotton and 24,370 bales of sea- island cotton. 

Mr. ALDRICH, About 5,000, 000 bales in the aggregate. 

Mr. BUTLER. Of short staple. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to call the attention of Senators on the 
other side of the Chamber to a fact which may have escaped their at- 
tention, that by a provision of the bill which is now betore the Senate 
99 per cent. of the duty paid upon cotton-ties which are used for baling 
the cotton that is exported is repaid, and the additional duty only ap- 
plies to that portion of the cotton crop which is sold in thiscountry and 
for which the planter or whoever sells the cotton receives the same 

rice per pound for the cotton-ties as for the cotton, 

Mr, BUTLER. Will the Senator cite me to that section of the bill? 
It is section 24, I think. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 149. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is section 24, on page 149. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will read that. I have read it, but I will read it 
again: 

Sro, 24. That where imported materials on which duties have been paid are 
used in the manufactare of articles manufactured or produced in the United 
States, there shall be allowed on the exportation of such urticles a drawback 
equal in amount to the duties paid on the materials used, less 1 per cent, of 
such duties : Provided, That when the articles exported are made in part from 
domestic materials,the imported materials, or the parts of the articles made 
from such materials, shall so appear in the completed articles that the quantit: 
or measure thereof may be ascertained: And provided further, That thedrawback 
on any article allowed under existing law shall be continued at the rate herein 
provided. That the imported materials used in the manufacture or production of 
articles entitled to drawback of customs duties when exported shall in all cases 
where drawback of duties paid on such materials is claimed, be identified, the 
quantity of such materials nsed and the amount of duties paid thereon shall be 
ascertained, the facts of the manufacture or production of such articles in the 
United States and their exportation therefrom shall be determined, and the 
drawback due thereon shall be paid to the manufacturer, producer, or exporter, 
to the agent of either or to the person to whom such manufacturer, producer, 
5 or agent shall in writing order such drawback paid, under such regu- 

ions as the Seoretary of the Treasury shall prescribe. 

Now, I appeal to Senators on the other side, as a practical common- 
sense proposition, of what earthly benefit will that provision of law be 
to the man who sells his cotton, the man who makes the cotton? How 
is he to ascertain, under the regulations made by the Secretary of the 
Treasury? How is he to get his drawback, to begin with? There is 
a poor colored man somewhere in my State or in Texas who makes three 
Þales of cotton, He wraps it in jute bagging; he puts the cotton-ties 
around it that came from England; he sells it to the speculator, to the 
cotton buyer, and how is he to get the drawback on the cotton-ties used 
on those three bales? Why, Mr. President, it is of no more service to 
the man who makes the cotton than to give him a drawback on sunshine 
that is gone, 

Mr. VANCE. I should like to interrupt the Senator from South 
Carolina long enongh to ask the Senator from Rhode Island if he holds 
that under this section which hasbeen read by the Senator from South 
Carolina the wrapping or enveloping of an article manufactured and 
used in this country would be entitled to a drawback if the wrapping 
or enveloping happens to be an imported article. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should think from the language of the section 
that that would be true as to hoop-iron used in the manniacture of 
eotton-ties. 

Mr. VANCE, You think, then, it would? Has there ever been a 
case of that sort decided? Has there ever been an application for a 
drawback under this law? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not certain about the construction which 
would be put upon it by the courts, of course. ‘The language is plain, 
If an article entered into the material so that it could be identitied it 
certainly would; it probably would not apply to wrappings thereon. 

Mr. VANCE, If it went into the material of the article manufact- 
ured or the article produced in any way in the sense in which it ap- 
pears tome the drawback would be due, there would be an end of this 
question; but it can not enter into the material, as it seems tome. It 
can not enter into the composition of the article in any sense, neither 
the ties nor the jute bagging which envelops the ties. So the Southern 
planter will derive no benefit, in my opinion, from that. 

Mr. BUTLER. None whatever, Mr. President. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ifthe Senator will allow me a moment, I am not 
now upon the question of whether cotton-ties are covered by this pro- 
vision, but assuming that they are covered, that is, that the coverings 
are included in the production of this article of cotton, I do not see 
very well how the cotton is produced in condition toship either to our 
own markets or abroad until put into a bale; but if this wrapping or 
cotton-tie is a part of the necessary production of the bale of cotton, it 
seems to me that there will be found people who will get that draw- 
back at the great centers of exportation, and as they get it undoubtedly 
it will in a greater or less degree—it may not absolutely or wholly, but 
the great portion of it will enter into the original price of cotton, it 
seems to me. For instance, you say that this Spr cent., or this addi- 
tional duty proposed, enters into the cost of producing cotton. If this 
35 per cent. enters into the cost of the production, if the planter or 
the exporter can get a drawback of the 35 per cent., or whatever the 
duty may be, it seems to me that that isso much saved in uction. 

Mr. MORGAN, Ihave read that section heretofore, and this view 


of it comes up to me in the nature of a surprise. As I understand the 
reading of section 24, it relates only to a drawback upon articles that 
are imported into the United States, and not upon articles that are 
manufactured in the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON, Undoubtedly, articles imported, as these cotton- 
ties are imported. 

Mr. MORGAN. So it would be the interest of the cotton-planter, 
ofcourse, to go abroad and buy his wrappings and his band-iron, and 
bring them in here, because he gets them all back except 1 per cent. 
when he ships his cotton. Is that the way to understand that pro- 
vision ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then this bill is for the encouragement of the for- 
eign manufacturers against those of the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not on that point now. I am only upon the 
point made by the Senator from South Carolina, which is that this draw- 
back will do no good. If it does harm to levy a duty and the duty is paid 
back, I do not see howit is that the man who receivesit is not insome 
way benefited. 

Mr. BUTLER. In the first place, if the Senator will pardon me, I 
do not believe, as I said awhile ago, that that drawback will amount, 
if I may use the expression, to a row of pins to the man who sells the 
cotton. I do not believe he will get the slightest benefit from it as far 
as that goes. Therefore, I think it might just as well have been a 
blank pieee of paper so far as the value of that provision of law is to 
the man who makes the cotton. But I goa step beyond that, Mr. 
President, and I say that the mere fact of the Committee on Finance 
putting that drawback in this bill was a contession, was an admission 
on their part that the tax ought never to have been put on it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator a fact. 
Can the Senator tell the cost of the ties to a single bale? 

Mr. BUTLER. About 23 or 24 cents. 

Mr. BLAIR. What is the value of a bale of cotton, on the average ? 

Mr. BUTLER. It depends on the price; say, 10 cents a pound. 

Mr. VANCE. Fifty dollars a bale. i 

Mr. BUTLER, Forty or fifty dollars a bale. It depends on the 
weight and the price. Perhaps an average of $40 a bale would be a 
good price all around. 

Returning to this claim of the Senator from Rhode Island, that the 
committee has done a wonderful thing for the cotton-planter when it 
provides in section 24 of this bill that he shall have a drawback of 99 
cents on every dollar’s worth of cotton-ties that he buys, if I am cor- 
rect, and I think I am, in my theory of the effect of this bill there 


would not be 1 pound of cotton-ties imported into this country if this 


bill is put in operation. The law will be prohibitory, and this pro- 
vision might just as well, as I said awhile ago, have been a blank 
piece of paper, so far as the cotton-farmer is concerned. 

I think, however, that I can acconnt for this provision of the pro- 
posed law. I think I can account for it outside of the poor cotton- 
farmer. The Standard Oil Company gets a drawback of 99 cents on 
every dollar’s worth of tin material in which they export their oil. 
They do now. This provision does not apply to them? 

Mr. ALDRICH, They would under the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. They get 90 per cent. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is what I was saying. -There is no trouble 
about the Standard Oil Company identifying the cans or vessels in 
which their oil is exported; and this provision will be very valuable 
to the Standard Oil Company; but to the millions of farmers who plant 
cotton in the South and sell it for exportation it would not be worth 
the snap of my finger. 

Mr. President, I stated awhile ago that of unmanufactured cotton 


we exported in the year ending June 30, 1890, 4,996,543 bales of short ` 


staple, or 2,462,579,034 pounds. Weexported 24,370 bales of sea-island 
cotton, or 9,221,819 pounds, the total value being $251,000,000. Sir, 
I shall not go into the great value of that staple in our commercial re- 
lations with foreign Governments. 5 

I shall not repeat what wus said by the Senator from Texas as to the 
effect of those large exportations of this staple to foreign Governments 
in its influence upon the balance of trade or upon our international 
commercial relations with foreign nations. The Senator from Texas 
has stated that. But I do insist, Mr. President, that a blow has been 
struck at this agricultural product, confined, it istrue, to one section 
of the country. I should be loath to believe or think that the Commit- 
tee on Finance in this great body or the other would be governed and 
influenced in the preparation of this bill by sectional feelings or sec- 
tional animosities. 

I should be very sorry to have a suspicion of that kind even; and 
yet it is almost irresistible that this item of universal use in the South 
by the cotton-planters of that region, by the laboring classes of that 
region, was selected as an object upon which the committee would turn 
its animosity with a view of punishing them by this high enormous 
taxation. I find in the report made in the House of Representatives 
in support of this bill the following: 


AGEICULTURAL PRODUCTS. 


The committee havegiven months of investi ion to the existing conditions 
of agriculture and matters connected there . This great industry is fore- 
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most in magnitude and importance in our country. Its success and 12338 
are vitalto the nation. No pees is possible to other industries mlt- 
ure languish. In so far asthe fostering care of Government can be pful, it 
must be faithfully and forcefully exerted to build up and strengthen agriculture. 

That there is widespread depression in this ind ry to-day can not be doubted. 
Every remedy within the scope of practical legislation known to your commit- 
tee has been recommended in the proposed measure to meet the urgent require- 
ments of the situation. 

Here is a deliberate statement by the chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means of the House that agriculture is ina depressed 
condition in this country, although I believe the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. Wrisox] and other Senators from the West stated that there 
had been a great deal of demagogism in that direction. Here is a de- 
liberate statement by the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means that there is a depressed condition in agricultural circles, and 
that every remedy within the scope of practical legislation known to 
your committee has been recommended in the proposed measure to 
meet the urgent requirements of the situation.” Here is a specimen 
of the practical legislation“ intended to meet the exigencies of the 
situation by imposing this burden upon an industry already de 
by the confession of the chairman himself, and he undertakes to aid 
it by taxing it 103.71 per cent. 

So, Mr. President, the practical operation of this measure will be 
this: A man who makes ten balesof cotton—and there are a great many 
of the colored people of the South who are making that and larger 
quantities—sends it to Liverpool, sells it in the Liverpool market, de- 
sires to purchase his ties for the next crop in Liverpool, or such other 
supplies as he sees fit, and bring them back to his own country, and 
when he lands at a custom-house the custom-house officer meets him 
with a demand for $103.71 for every hundred dollars’ worth of cotton- 
ties that he brings back. 

Mr. REAGAN. ‘Two hundred and three dollars. 

Mr. BUTLER. My friend says $203. I believe it is $203 for every 
hundred dollars’ worth of cotton-ties that will be demanded. Yet it 
is stated solemnly and deliberately that the object of the bill is to re- 
lieve the situation among the agriculturists already depressed, But 
whether he sells his cotton in the Liverpool market or not, the price 
he gets for it is determined by the price in Liverpool as regularly, as 
certainly, as accurately as the rising and the setting of the sun. If he 
sells it at a cross-roads in Texas, or if he sells it in the great metropo- 
lis of New York, or Baltimore, or Philadelphia, or Chicago, he gets the 
price fixed in the city of Liverpool; and then, if he desires to purchase 
the necessary supplies for his family, he takes the money controlled 
by the free-trade market, and he pays according to the tariff laid down 
in this bill in a high protective-tariff market. 

If the object, as has been claimed, is to protect the American laborer, 
why not protect him by removing the burdens of taxation as far as the 
exigencies of the public Treasury will permit? Why, as I said, tax ten 
million of people, because there are that many interested in cotton- 
planting, 200 per cent. on an article of absolute necessity in order to 

ut into the pockets of perhaps two thousand men certainly not under 
$300,000 annually? If this bill becomes a Jaw, I repeat, in my judg- 
ment not a dollar of that increase of taxation will go into the Treasury 
“of the United States, but every cent of it will go into the pockets of 
the few manufacturers who are demanding this legislation in utter dis- 
of the interests of fifteen million people in this country who 

have never been consulted as to its propriety or otherwise. 

Yet the Senator from Rhode Island tells us that the committee of 
this body, governed by their desire to frame an equitable bill, selects 
the poor, the already oppressed agriculturist and relieves him by pil- 
ing up taxes upon something that he is bound to use; and then, as did 
the Senator from New York, calls it broad statesmanship. 

I will repeat, sir, what was so well said by the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GORMAN] the other day. Nothing is further from my pur- 
pose or desire or wish than to impair in the slighest degree any man- 
ufacturing establishment in the United States. On the contrary, I 
would do all that I have constitutional power and right todo to build 
them up in every part of this land, East, West, North, and South alike; 
but I can never give my consent, and it is not broad statesmanship— 
I was about to say, Mr. President, it is not honest statesmanship—to 
select one class and bleed them to death in order to enrich another, I 
eare not what the consequences may be to that other, 

Mr. President, I am violating no confidence when I state what oc- 
curred between the Senator from Rhode Island and the Senator from 
Vermont and myself in 1833 when the proposition was made to increase 
the tax on cotton-ties 50 per cent. only, making it 85 per cent. I went 
to those two Senators and appealed to them, to their sense of justness 
and fairness and equity, not to impose that additional 50 per cent, upon 
the producers of cotton, the agriculturists of the South; that 35 per 
cent. was a legitimate tax, making that article contribute its proper 
share to the support of the Government; and upon the same occasion 
I voted againstan amendment to the bill to put cotton-ties on the free- 
list. The Senator from Vermont and the Senator from Rhode Island 
then the propriety and force of the appeal and consented 
that it should be taken of. 

Sir, I will undertake to say in this connection that Senators are lend- 
ing their support to this bill, perpetrating this iniquity and monstros- 


ity upon the people of this country who would revolt and treat with 
scorn and contumely.a similar proposition in their private transactions, 
So powerful, so forceful, so irresistible is the influence of party exigency 
that Senators do in their collective capacity acts of injustice, of iniquity, 
as I understand it, which they would scorn to do in their private rela- 
tions, and private transactions, and I think this paragraph of the bill 
is a triking illustration of it. 

It seems to me to be, as I have said before, wholly without excuse 
or justification upon any principle of fair, honest legislation. The 
money is not desired in the Treasury of the United States. The manu- 
facturers can make money with the present tariff, if the statement that 
I have made has any bearing and force. It imposes an enormous bur- 
den upon people already overburdened and overtaxed. It is inequita- 
ble, unfair, unjust, and can not be sustained, in my judgment. npon 
any principle whatever known to honest, fair legislation. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 11690) amendatory of the act entitled ‘‘An act to 
provide for taking the Eleventh and subsequent censuses, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Census. 


OKLAHOMA SUFFERERS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropri- 


ations, and ordered to be printed. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I have received, under date of July 29, ultimo, a communication from Hon. 
George W. Steele, governor of the Territory of Oklahoma, in which, among 
other things, he says: $ 

A delegation from township 16, range 1, in this county, has just left me, who 
come to represent that there are at this time twenty-eight families in that 
township who are in actual need of the necessaries of life, and they give it as 
their opinion that their township is not an fay omar and that in the very near 
ve a large proportion of the settlers of this Territory will have to have as- 
sistance, 

This I haye looked for, but have hoped to bridge over until after the Legis- 
lature meets, when I thonghtsome arrangement might be made for taking care 
of these needy people; but with little taxable property in the Territory, and very 
many necessary demands to be made and met, I doubt if the Legislature will be 
able to make such provision until a crop is raised next year as will be adequate 
tothe demands. * 

Now, I know whereof I speak, and I say there are 5 people in this 
Territory who have not the necessary means of providing meals for a day to 
come and are being helped by their very poor neighbors. No one regrets more 
than I do the necessity of making the foregoing statement, and [ have hoped to 
bridge the matter over, as I have said before, until the lature would meet, 
and see if some provision could be made, 

“I now see the utter hopelessness of such a course, and I beg of you to call 
the attention of Congress to the condition of our people, with the earnest Bope 
that provision may be made whereby great suffering may be relieved; and I 
assure you that, so far as l am able to prevent it, not one ounce of provision or 
n cent of money contributed to the above need be improperly used 

Information received by me from other sources leads me to believe that Goy- 
ernor Steele is altogether right in his impression that there will be, unless re- 
lief is afforded either by public appropriation or by organized individual effort, 
widespread suffering among the settlers in Oklahoma, Many of these ple 
expended in travel and in providing shelter for their families all of their acou- 
mulated means. The crop prospects for this year are, by reason of drough 
quite unfavorable, and the ability of the Terr-tory itself to provide relief m 
be inadequate 8 year. 

Tam advised that there is an unexpended balance of about $45,000 of the fund 
appropriated for the relief of the sufferers by flood upon the Mississippi River 
and its tributaries, and I recommend that authority be given to use this fund to 
meet the most urgent necessities of the poorer people in Oklahoma. Ste; 
have been taken to ascertain more particularly the condition of the people 
throughout the Territory, and if a larger relief should seem to be necessary the 
facts will be submitted to Congress. If the fund to which I have referred 
should be made available for relief in Oklahoma, care will be taken that so 
muca of it as is necessary to be expended shall be judiciously applied to the 
most worthy and necessitous cases, 

BENJ. HARRISON, 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 8, 1890. 

RAILROAD OCCUPATION OF STREETS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the president of the board of commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, transmitting, in response to a resolution of August 1, 1890, 
certain information relative to the occupation by the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad Company of certain streets in the Trinidad subdivision 
of the District; which, on motion of Mr. DAWES, was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


STATUE OF GENERAT, ULYSSES S. GRANT. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask leave to make a report at this time from the 
Committee on the Library. I report back with amendments the joint 
resolution (S. R. 75) to accept from the national encampment of the 
Gfaud Army of the Republic a statue and pedestal of the late General 
Ulysses S. Grant. I ask that the joint resolution, which is in three 
or four lines only, be read for information, and that it be = 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read at length, if there 
be no objection. . 

The Secretary read the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that the joint resolution may be now consid- 


ered. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Is there any amendment reported to it? 
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The PRESIDENT protempore, There are amendments. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I reserve the right to hear the amendments be- 
fore I give consent to its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments wili be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendments. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection"to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution ? 

Mr. HOAR. I will state that the grand encampment meets at Bos- 
ton, as is well known, and it is desirable to have this acceptance of 
their present passed before they meet. It is a giftofa statue of Gen- 
eral Grant. The only amendment is because the joint resolution as 
1 drawn provided that the statue should be placed in the Memo- 
rial Hall, which has been set aside for the statues of representatives of 
States. As amended it leaves it open to be placed in any suitable place 
in the Capitol. In my own opinion, speaking now only for one, it 
would not be desirable to add to the eighty-eight statues from the ex- 
isting States, if they all send their statues here, in Memorial Hall. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As they will in time. 

Mr. HOAR. They will in time, and there are several other excel- 
lent places for this statue about the Capitol which will be more digni- 
fied. One such place is the place lately vacated by the little stall or 
stand for the sale of trinkets and so on as you approach the Memorial 
Hall. There is a beautiful dome over the top, a beautiful window, 
and everybody who passes through there will see the statue. But the 
amendment simply provides that the statue shall be placed in some 
suitable place in the Capitol. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not object to it if the statue isnot to be placed 
in the Memorial Hall. I do not think that any other statues ought to 
be placed there than the two contemplated from each State. 

Mr. HOAR. That is my opinion. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The Committee on the Library proposed, in line 6, after the word 
“erected,” to strike out the words in the old Hall of the House of 
Representatives; so as to make the joint resolution read: 

Resolved, eic., That a statue in marble, with a proper pedestal, of the late Gen- 
eral Ulysses S. Grant, tendered by the national encampment of the Grand Army 
of the Republic, shall be received and erected in the Capitol of the United States, 
and shall thereupon become the property of the United States: Provided, That 
the design of such statue and pedestal shall first be submitted to and receive 
the approval of the Joint Committee on the Library. 

The amendment was to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee report an amend- 
ment to the preamble, which will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In the second paragraph of the preamble, after 
the word “placed,” strike out among others of the nation’s distin- 
guished dead in the old Hall of the House of Representatives” and in- 
sert in the Capitol at Washington; so as to read: 

Whereas it is their wish and purpose to present such statue to the Congress 
of the United States, to be placed in the Capitol at Washington: Therefore. 

The amendment to the preamble was agreed to. 

The preamble as amended was agreed to. 


CROW INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr, POWER. Lask unanimous consent to have consideration by the 
Senate of the bill (H. R. 526) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to procure and submit to Congress a proposal for the sale to the United 
States ot the western part of the Crow Indian reservation in Moutana. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Montana asks 
unanimous consent that the pending business may be informally laid 
aside to enable him to move the consideration of the bill indicated by 
him. The bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, if 
there be no objection, and will be read at length, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed to appoint a 
commission consisting of three discreet persons, not residents of the State of 
Montana, whose duty it shall be to negotiate with the Crow Indians for a sur- 
render to the United States of all that portion, or so much thereof as they will 
consent to surrender, which is situated south of the Yellowstone River and 
west of the divide between Pryor Creek and Glark's Fork River in said State, 
and to report to Congress the result of any such negotiation. But no agree- 
ment for any such surrender shall be valid until ratified by Congress, 

Sec, 2. That the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as is necessary, is hereb: 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise approp 5 
for the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this act. 

Mr. DAWES. There are two amendments to be proposed to that 
amendment, which are indicated in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are they proposed by the committee? 

Mr. DAWES, They are proposed bythe committee. They are for- 
mal. I move, from the committee, to strike out, in line 5, of section 1, 
the words ‘‘ not residents of the State of Montana.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. Then, in line 7, of section 1, after the word ** por- 
tion, I move to insert of their reservation in the State of Montana. 


Mr. GORMAN, I dislike to interfere with legislation, but it is 
utterly impossible for anybody to understand this bill at this hour of 
the evening. I notice one provision is that so much money as may 
be necessary is hereby appropriated,” I really suggest to my friend, 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, with eight or ten 
Senators present, at this hour—— ¿ 

Mr. DAWES. I did not call it up. 

Mr. POWERS. The bill carries an appropriation of only $5,000, or 
so much thereof as is necessary. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Maryland to object to the further consideration of the bill? 
Mr. GORMAN. Ido, I shall have no objection early in the morn- 
ing to take it up when we can have an opportunity to look at it. 


THE REVENUE BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair understands that the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANcE] wishes to take the floor on 
the pending bill. 

Mr. VANCE. For to-morrow morning. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It it so near the usual hour of adjournment that I 
presume the Senator does not care to go on to-night. I therefore move 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; aud (at 6 o’clock and 2 minutes p. m.) 
355 our adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, August 9, 1890, at 

o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, August 8, 1890. 
5 House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint resolu- 
tions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 39s) to limit the effect of the regulations of commerce be- 
tween the several States and with foreign countries in certain cases; 

A bill (S. 1741) granting an increase of pension to James H. Showal- 


ter; > 

A bill (S. 2285) granting a pension to Hannah Leo; 

A bill (S. 3555) to increase the compensation of the assistants to the 
attorney of the United States for the District of Columbia, and toamend 
section 907 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to said 
Disirict; 

A bill (H. R. 209) to amend the act to establish two additional land 
offices in the State of Montana, approved April 1, 1890; and 

A joint resolution (8. R. 111) to permit the Secretary of the Treasury 
to sign for a cable railway in front of New York post-office and army 
building. 

COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. MUTOH- 
LER, asks to beexcused from further service on the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. If there be no objection, the gentleman 
will be excused, and the Chair will appoint in his stead the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, Mr. VAUX. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana, Mr. PARRETT, asks 
to be excused from service on the Committee to Investigate the 
Against the Commissioner of Pensions, If there be no objection, the 
request will be granted, and the Chair will appoint, instead the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, Mr. YODER. 

There was no objection. 


ST. LOUIS EXPOSITION. 


Mr. FRANK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution which I send to the desk, being a joint 
resolution authorizing the several Executive Departments of the Gov- 
ernment to loan to the St. Louis Music Hall and Exposition Associa- 
tion certain articles for exhibit. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of Amer- 
ica in Congress That it is desirable, in any way consistent with ex- 
isting laws, and without risk to Government property or expense to the na- 
tional Treasury, to encon the effort being made for the opening and hold- 
ing of an industrial and educational exposition of the West and South at the 
city of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, and that it be, and is hereby, approved 
that the heads of the several Executive Departments shin ll, in whatever respects 
they may in their judgment see convenient and proper, loan any articles or 
materials suitable to 5 : Provided, That such loan be made entirely 
on the responsibility of said St. Louis Exposition and Music Hall Association, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


8342 AVGUST 8, 
and shall not be of material needod for use in either Department, and shall not | Moore, Tex. Post, Smyser, Venable, 
in any way interrupt the daily routine or duty in any branch of the Govern- rill, Price, Snider, Wade, 
ment, and shall be returned to the p: in good order, Norton, Randall, Spinola, Walker, 
one — after the Sone of ee a ayi —— 3 1 been Ray, Stahinecker, Wallace, Mass. 
any loan shall mad ent shall uire es, Stephenson, o 
rane sufficient bond, “nd or in behalf ofsuch poe “ony for the safe return | O'Donnell, Rife, Stewart, Ga. Wheeler, Mich. 
as aforesaid, and to indemnify and save harmless the Government of | O’Ferrall, Robertson, 88 
the United States, or any Department thereof, from any liability or expense on | O’Neall, Ind. Rusk, Stockdale, tthorne, 
account thereof or on account of this resolution. P ast 8 Russell, Sweney, W aera 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of | Owens Ohio 8 Prior iS Wile, 
the joint resolution? as Payson, Sonar Taylor, Pilki 
rkins, vely, m: x. 
„ BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Has it been reported from Sem —— ay 8 i a 
9 : Phelan, Smith, II. Townsend, 
SPEAKER. The Chair does not know. Pierce, Smith, W. Va. Turner, N. X. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. - Then, Mr. Speaker, I must 
call for the lar order. 
Mr. CANNON, Mr, Speaker, I also call for the regular order. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 


` The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The regular or- 

der is the vote on the amendment to the general deficiency bill on 

which the yeas and nays have been ordered. The Clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 60, after line 14, insert the following: 

“To the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to to the officers and employés of the Senate and Ho borne 
on the ann and session rolls on the Ist day of A) , 1890, including the 
Capitol police, for extra services during the shat ee ngress, a sum equal to 
one month's pay at the compensation then paid them by law, the same to be 
immediately available.” 

The SPEAKER, On this question the yeas and nays are ordered, 
and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 72, nays 105, not 
voting 150; as follows: 


YEAS—72. 
Atkinson, W.Va. Culbertson, Pa, Me Raines, 
f McKenna, Reilly, 
Farq K iles, Reyburn, 
Gear, Milliken, Sawyer, 
Relden, Geissenhainer, Moffitt, Seu 
rough, orey, Skinner, 
Bingham, Hayes, Morrow, Struble, 
pr Ky. Haynes, add, Stump, 
Breckinridge, Kennedy, Mutehler, ~ 
err, Niedri Turner, Kans, 
Browne, Va. O'Neill, Vandever, 
Carlton, Laidlaw, Osborne, Van 5 
Carter, z Outhwaite, Vaux, 
Sie ell, Lawler, Pen 5 Waddim, 
pman, WS, ‘eters, atson, 
Clunie, Mason, Pugsley, Williams, Ohio 
ger, y: Quackenbush, Wilson, Wash. 
Cooper, Ohio McCord, “Quinn, oder. 
NAYS—165. 
er Darlington, Knapp, Rowell, 
Allen, Mich. Dolliver, N Rowland, 
Allen, Miss. jell, La Follette, Sayers, 
Anderson, Kans, Edmunds, Lane, Sherman, 
Andrew, Elliott, Lanham, Spooner, 
ne, Enloe, Lehlbach Springer, 
knap, Featherston, Lester, Va. £ Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fithian, Lewis, Stivers, 
wer, en Lodge, bridge, 
Brookshire, t, Stone, Ky. 
us, Forman, Martin, Ind. e, Mo, 
~ Brown, J. B. Forney, ellan, Taylor, B. B. 
Buchanan, N.J. ylor, III. 
Va, Gifford, M Tillman, 
Burton, 3 inl — Rae, 8 Colo. 
reeni ontgomery, cker, 
on Hatch, oore, N. Turner, Ga, 
Caruth, Ha organ, Wallace, N. Y. 
Catchings, Henderson, Iowa Morse, Wheeler, Ala. 
8 He = tt, oh ara m. 
mnell, Hill, ayne, son, Mo. 
In Hitt, Paynter, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cothran, Holman, — Wright, 
Orisp. Hooker, Pickler, Yardley. 
Tex. Hopkins, Reed, Iowa 
Cutcheon, Kerr, lowa Rockwell, 
i Rogers, 
NOT VOTING—150. 
Adams, Bunn, Davidson, 
Alderson, Burrows, De Haven, Harmer, 
Anderson, Miss. Butterworth, De Lano, H x 
Arnold, dwell Dibble, r 
Atkinson, Pa. 8 Dickerson, Henderson, III. 
Baker, Candler, Ga. Dingley, Henderson, N.C. 
Bankhead, Candler, Mass. Dockery, Hermann, 
Barnes, Ch 2 778 e 
Barwig, Clancy, unphy, ey, 
B Clark, Wis. Ellis, Kilgore, 
B Clarke, Ala. ans, ~“ 
Bland, Clements, Finley, Lester, Ga. 
—— Cobb, —— Lind, 
u ower, er, 
Boatner, —— Fowler, 
Boutelle, Comstock, rank, Martin, Tex. 
Bowden, Covert, Funston, MeAdoo, 
Brower, Cowles, Gibson, McCarth 
Browne, T. M. b rimes, MoCo 
Brunner, —— oie 1 
Buckalew, mmings, ro! cKinley, 
Bullock, Hall, 


The following-named members were announced as paired on this vote: 

Mr, BURROWS with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. CRAIG with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 

Mr. THOMAS with Mr. BARWIG. 

Mr, BAKER with Mr. BRUNNER. 

Mr. DorsEy with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 

Mr, McCormick and Mr. Owens, of Ohio, were announced as paired 
until Tuesday next. 

The following were announced as paired until further notice: 

Mr. DE HAVEN with Mr. Brads. 

Mr. JosEPH D. TAYLOR with Mr. WILKINSON. 

Mr. HALL with Mr. STOCKDALE. 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia, ‘ 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, 

Mr. WALKER with Mr, BLOUNT. 

Mr. SMYSER with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. THOMAS M. Browne with Mr. LESTER, of Georgia, 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. BLANCHARD, 

Mr. De LANo with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr. Nove with Mr. BARNES. 

Mr. LIND with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr, WADE. 

Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. MILLS. 

Mr. WICKHAM with Mr. SHIVELY. 

Mr. Mopp with Mr. RUSK. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. WIKE. 

Mr. RAY with Mr. BUNN. 

Mr. Grout with Mr. CLEMENTS. 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. CoLEMAN with Mr, WILEY. 

Mr. Horkiys with Mr. PRICE. 

Mr. RIFE with Mr, ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 

Mr, WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. McCreary. 

Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. OATES. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. Stewart, of Georgia, 

Mr. CoGSwELL with Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. BowDEN with Mr. MOORE, of Texas. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. TARSNEY. 

Mr, RANDALL with Mr. SPINOLA. 

Mr. WILLcox with Mr. RUSSELL. 

Mr, MORRILL with Mr. Dockrry, 

Mr, CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. COWLES. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. WASHINGTON. 

Mr, O'DONNELL with Mr. Conn. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. LES. 

Mr. Srwonps with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. BLISS with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. HEARD, 

Mr. ADAMS with Mr. McCarty. 

Mr. SANFORD with Mr. Covert. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. MAGNER. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. ELLIS. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. CALDWELL and Mr, LESTER, of Virginia, were announced as 
paired on all political questions until August 11, 1890. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam paired with the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
MORRILL]. If he had been present, I should have voted “no” on this 
proposition. j 

Mr. OATES (who had voted in the negative). Isee that I am paired 
with the geutleman from Ohio [Mr. Trrompson], and I withdraw my 
vote. 

Mr. HOPKINS. My pair with the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
PRICE], byan arrangement between him and me, was not to affect this 
appropriation bill and votes connected with it, 

The SPEAKER. Before announcing the vote, the Chair, with the 
consent of the House, will submit the following personal requests of 
members—— p 

Mr. ROGERS. Iask that the vote be recapitulated. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the gentleman. 


1890. 


Mr. ROGERS. I think the vote ought to be recapitulated before 
the announcement is made. There have been a many changes 
and I understand the vote is close. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair submits, prior to that, some personal 
requests of members, if there be no objection. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. CUstamxds, for six days, on account. of sickness, 

7 Mr. CHEATHAM, for several days, on account of the illness of his 
e. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Iask unanimous consent for indefinite leave of | Mi 


absence for my colleague [Mr. PIEROER], on account of sickness. Heis 
not likely to be here for some weeks. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, that request will be granted. 
The attention of the Chair has been called to what is either a case 


of smoking in the gallery orof smoking on the floor so that it seems to be | Andrew. 


in the gallery. The Chair hopes that the rule of the House will beob- 
served alike by members and individuals in the galleries, The door- 
keepers will see that order is preserved in the galleries. The Clerk 
will now recapitulate the vote. 

The vote having been ies aes) the result was announced asabove 
stated. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third read- 
ing of the bill as amended. 

Mr. VAux addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. VAUX. I move to recommit the bill 

The SPEAKER. That can be done after the engrossment. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
LMr. Vaux] is now in order. 

Mr. VAUX. I move to recommit this bill to the Committee on Ap- 
popao with instructionsto strike out, under the title ‘‘ Expenses 

nited States courts,” from line 21 on page 52 to line 8 on page 53. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania. moves to re- 
commit the bill with instructions to strike out 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask that the part which the gentleman moves to 
strike out may be reported, so that we may know what it is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is attending to the business in that re- 

rd. 
ee The Clerk read the motion of Mr. VAUX, as follows: 

Recommitthe bill with instructions to report the same back with the follow- 
ing stricken out, commencing on line 21, page 52: 

For 1890, $90,000; 

„For 1889, $160,694.54 ; 

“For 1888, $5,834.49; in all, $196,499.03; 

For payment of special deputy De at Congressional elections, being a 
deficiency for the fiscal year 1838, 344,745. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a ee ee inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not know what the ruling of the Chair has 
been on this point, but I wish to inquire whether it is in order to 
move to amend the instructions. If so, I move 

TheSPEAKER. It is in order unless the previous question is moved. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is the motion I make. Iad- 
dressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] de- 
mands the previous question upon the motion of the gentleman 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Vaux]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Can the gentleman from Iowa do that after another 
gentleman has been recognized and has made a proper motion? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman was notrecognized except to make 
a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That inquiry had been made and answered. Cer- 
tainly the Chair would not recognize—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman in charge of the bill is by the enus- 
tom of the House always entitled to try the sense of the House upon a 
motion of thiskind. The question is upon ordering the previous ques- 
tion. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 109, 


noes 65. 
Mr. VAUX. I demand tellers. 
Tellers were ordered. 
Mr. BURROWS.. We may as well have the yeas and nays at once. 
The yeas and nays: were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 105, nays 83, not vot- 
ing 139; as follows: 


YEAS—16, 
Allen, Mich. Brosius, Connell, Flood, 
Anderson, Kans. Brower, Cutcheon, Gear, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Browne, Va. Culbertson, Pa, Gest, 
Baker, Buchanan, N. J. Dalzell, Gifford, 
Banks, Burrows, Darlington, Gree 
Bayne, Dolliver, Grosvenor, 
Beok with, Caldwell, Dorsey, ro 
Belknap, Cannon, Dunsell, H. 
Bergen, Caswell, Evans, He „Iowa 
Boothman, Chi Ewart, Hill. 
Boutelle, N Hitt, 
Brewer, Conger, Flick, s 


Kerr, Iowa Morey, Reyburn Thomas, \ 
Ketcham, W. Townsend. Pa. 
Kinsey, Morse, Row: ‘Townsend, Colo, 
Knapp, Niedringhaus, Turner, Kans. 
Lacey, O'Donnell, Sawyer, Vandever, 
w, O'Neill, Pa. Se Van Schaick, 
Laws, rne, Waddill, 
P: Smith, III. Wallace, N. Y. 
Lodge, Peters, Spooner, Watson, 
Meco r. Stivers, W. Ohio 
McDuffie, Pugsley, Stockbridge, Wilson, Wash. 
McKenna, Raines, 8 e, Yardley. 
les. Randall, Sweney, 
Moffitt, g y. Taylor. III. 
Moore, N. H. Reed. Iowa Taylor, E. B. 
NAYS—S3. 
Abbott, Culberson, Tex. Lawler, Sayers, 
Allen, Miss. Edmunds, Lester, Va. Skinner, 
Elliott, Maish, Springer, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Enloe, Mansur, wart, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fithian, Martin, Ind, Stone, Ky. 
Brickner, Forman, McAdoo, Stone, Mo, 
kshire, Forney, McClammy, Stump, 
Brown, J.B. Fowler, McClellan, Tillman, 
Buchanan, Va. Geissenhainer, MeMillin, Tracey, 
Bynum, Gibson, Rae, Tucker, 
Candler, Ga, Goodnight, Montgomery, Turner, Ga. 
Carlton, Grimes, Morgan, Turner, N. Y. 
Caruth, Hatch, Mutchler, Vi 
Catchings, Bages Wheeler, Ala. 
Chipman, Hayn Paynter, Wh 
Clements, Henderson, N.C. eei, Willcox, 
Clunie, Herbert, Penington, Williams, III. 
Cooper, Ind. Holman, Quinn, Wilson, Mo. 
òthran, Kerr, Pa. Reilly, Wilson, W. Va. 
Crain, Lane, Rogers, Yoder, 
Crisp, Lanham, Rowland, 
NOT VOTING—139, 
Adams, Covert, Lee, Rife, 
Alderson, Cowles, Lester, Ga. Robertson, 
Anderson, Miss. Craig, Lewis, Rusk, 
Arnold, Cammings, Lind, Russell, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dargan, Magner, Scranton, 
Bankh: Davidson, Martin, Tex. Seney, 
Barnes, De Haven, Mason, Shively, 
Bartine, De Lano, McCarthy, Simonds, 
Barwi Dibble, McCord, Smith, W. Va. 
Belden, Dickerson, McCormick, Smyser, 
Sere) Baten ERGA es 
ngham, ery, Kinley, no 
Blanchard, Dunphy, Mill x Stahinecker, 
Bland, Blis, Mills, Stephenson, 
Bliss, Featherston, Moore, Tex. Stewart, Ga, 
Blount, Finley, orrill, Stewart, Vt. 
Boatner, itch, Mudd, Stockdale, 
Bowden, Flower, Norton, Tarsney. 
Browne, T. M. nk, Nute, Taylor, J. D: 
Brunner, Funston, Oates, Taylor, Tenn. 
Buckalew, Grout, *. Thom 
Bullock, Hall, O’ Neall, Ind. Venable, 
Bunn, Hare, O'Neil, Mass, Wade, 
Butterworth, Harmer, Outhwaite, Walker, 
Campbell, eard, Owen, Ind. Wallace, Masa, 
Candler, Mass. Hemphill, Owens, Ohio Washington, 
Carter, Henderson, DL yson, Wheeler, Mich. 
Hermann, Perkins, Whiting, ; 
ancy, Hooker, Perry, Wie 
Clark, Wis. Hopkins, Phelan, Wi 
Clarke, Ala. Honk, Pierce, Wiley, 
Cobb, Kelley, Post, W: 
ell, Kilgore, Price, Wilson, Ky, 
Coleman, La Follette, Quackenbush, Wright. 
Cooper, Ohio Lansing, son, 


So'the previous question was ordered. 

The following additional pairs were announced until further notice: 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama. 

Mr. Grout with Mr. Frrem. 

Mr. RUSSELL with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio, with Mr. MAIsH. 

Mr. ADAMS with Mr. Conn. 

Mr. McCorp with Mr. BARWIG, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. SPINOLA, for this day. 

Mr. Smrru, of West Virginia, with Mr. RicHARDSON, on this vote. 
Mr. Houk with Mr. BRUNNER, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate; by Mr. McCoox, its Secretary, 
nounced that the Senate agreed to the report of the committee ea Teas Send con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the House to the bill (S. 398) to limit the effect of the regulation 
of commerce between the several States and with foreign countries in 
certain cases. 

Also, that the Senate had passed the following resolution; in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House concurring), That 9 desires the re- 
moval of the remains ofthe illustrious soldier and statesman, Ulysses S. Grant, 
to, and their interment in, Arlington National Cemetery; and that t the Presi- 
dent be requested to eres to the widow of this eminent man such 


tendering to her on behalf of the nation all necessary facilities ſor such 
and interment. 


Mr. McKINLEY. I ask unanimous consent to concur in this resolu- ` 
tion of the Senate. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will present the request of the gentle- 

man when the pending matter is disposed of. 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania tar. Vaux] to recommit the bill with in- 
structions. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 33, nays 149, not vot- 
ing 145; as follows: 


YEAS—33. 

Allen, Miss. Grimes, McRae, Tucker, 
Catchin, Hatch, Montgomery, Turner, Ga. 
Clemen Haynes, Mutchier, Turner, N. . 
Cothran, Holman, Peel, Vaux, 
Crisp, Hooker, Penington, Wheeler, Ala. 
Culberson, Tex. Kerr, Pa. YS, Whitthorne. 
Elliott, Lan Rowland, 
Fithian, Lewis, Stewart, Tex, 
Goodnight, Maish, ° 

K NAYS—149. 
Abbo Dolliver, La Follette, Rockwell, 
Allen, a Dorsey, Lawler, Rowell, 
Anderson, Kans, Dunnell, Laws, Sanford, 
Andrew. Edmunds, Lehlbach. Sawyer, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Enloe, Lester, Va. Sayers, 

er, Evans, Scull, 
Bartine, Ewart, Mansur, Sherman, 
Bayne, Farq 7 Martin, Ind. Skinner, 

Featherston, McAdoo, Smith, III. 
Belknap, Flick McClammy, Smith, W. Va. 
Bergen, Flood, McClellan, Snider, 
Bingham, Forman, McComas, Spooner, 
Boothman, Forney, McDuffie, Springer, 
Boutelle, Fowler, McKenna, Stivers, 
Bi inridge, Ark. " Miles, Stockbridge, 
Brewer, A Moffitt, Stone, Ky. 
Brickner, Moore, N. H. Stump, 
Gibson, Morey, Sweney, 
Brosius, Gifford, Morgan, ‘Taylor, E. B. 
Brower, < Morse, Taylor, III. 
Brown, J.B, Grosvenor, O'Donnell. mas, 
Browne, Va. Hansbrough, O'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Colo, 
Buchanan, N. J. Haugen, Osborne, Townsend, Pa, 
Burrows, Ha; Outhwaite, cey, 
Burton, Henderson, Iowa Owen, In Turner, Kans. 
Bynu Henderson, N. C. Vandever, 
— . —.— Wanda 
Canno! ermann, ynter, 5 
Caru ‘Sy Hill. Payson, Wallace, N. Y, 
H Williams, Ill. 
Cheadle, Hopkins, Pickler, Williams, Ohio 
Clunie, Kelley, ley, Wilson, Mo. 
Co 2 5 — pl uackenbush, vie W. Va. 
Connel ows 5 ey, 
Crain, Ketcham, Raines, Yoder. 
Culbertson; Pa, Kinsey, dal 
Cutcheon, Knapp, Reed, Iowa 
Lacey, Reilly, 
NOT VOTING—I4. 
Adams, Coleman, Lester, Ga. Russell, 
Alderson, T, Lind, Scranton, 
Anderson, Ind. Magner, Sency, 
A Cooper, Ohio Martin, Tex, Shively, 
At Pa. Mason Simonds, 
Ban Cowles, McCarthy, Smyser, 
Craig, poe rd, oe 
n * 
Barwig, — — McCreary, Stephenson, 
Belden, Darlington, McKinley, Stewart, 
Bara, e, ee eee 
Blan ven, en, 
Bland, De Lano, Mills, Stone, Mo. 
Bliss, Dibble, Moore, Tex. Struble, 
Ulount, Dickerson, Morrill, ‘Tarsney. 
Boateer, ey, Morrow, Taylor, J.D. 
en. ery, Mudd. Taylor, Tenn, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Dunphy, Niedringhaus, yer 
Browne, T, lis, Norton, * 
— Be o o 5 
‘alker, 
3 Pose 8 Wal 
ullock, 2 3 
Bonn, ` „ 8 Nell, Mass Watson, 
Butterworth, Grout, Owens, Ohio Wheeler, Mich. 
Eins, Whiting, 
Candler, Ga. Perry, Wi s 
Candler, Harmer, Phelan, Wike, 
Car Pierce, Wiley, 
A Hemphill, Post, Wilkinson, 
Chi 1 Ray.’ Wilson, E 
an, ouk, . n, 

—— Reyburn, Wilson, Wash, 
Clark, Wis. Laidlaw, Wright. 
Clarke, Ala. Lane, Rife, 

Cobb, Lansing, n. 
Cogswell, Lee, Rusk. 


So the House refased to recommit the bill. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Houx with Mr. RICHARDSON, until further notice. 

Mr. Watson with Mr. McCartuy, on this vote. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GEISSENHAINER, on this vote. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask that the vote be recapitulated. 

The Clerk read the names of those voting. 

The result 6f the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


` 2 — ac — 


AUGUST 8, 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 139, nays 36, not 
voting 152; as follows: 


YEAS—139. 
Abboit Dolliver, Laidlaw. Rockwell, 
Allen, Mich. Dorse: Lanham, Rowell, 
Anderson, Kans. Dunnell, Lawler, Sayers, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Elliott, Laws, Sherman, 
Baker, Evans, Lehlbach, Smith, III. 
Bartine, Farquhar, Mansur, Smith, W. Va. 
Elie MeAdoo, Snider, 
Beckwith, Flood, McComas, Spooner, 
Belknap, Forney, McDuffie, Springer, 
Bergen, 4 McKenna, Stewart, Tex 
Boothman, Funston, Miles, Stivers, 
Boutelle, ear, Milliken, Stockbridge, 
Brewer, Geissenhainer, Moffitt, Struble, 
Brosius, est, Moore, N. H. Stump, 
Browne, Va. Gibson, Morey, Sweney, 
Bu an, N. J. Gifford, Morgan, Taylor, E. B. 
Burrows, Greenhalge, Morrow, Taylor, III. 
Burton, Grosvenor, Morse, Thomas, 
Caldwell, Hansbrough, Mutchler, Tillman, 
Cannon, Haugen, O'Donnell, Townsend, Colo, 
Carlton, Hayes, O'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Pa. 
Carter, Haynes, Owen, Ind. A 
Caswell, Henderson, Iowa Payne, Turner, Kans, 
Cheadle, Hermann, Payson, Vandever, 
Chipman, Hil, Penington, Van Schaick, 
Clements, Hitt, Peters, Wallace, N. Y. 
'omstock, Hooker, Pickler, heeler, Ala. 
Conger, Kelley. Pugsley, Wil III. 
Connell Kennedy. ä Williams, Ohio 
Crain, Kerr, lowa uinn, Wilson, Mo. 
Culberson, Tex. Ketcham, Raines, Wilson, W. Va. 
Culbertson, Pa. Kinsey, Randall, Wright, 
Cutcheon, Knapp, Reed, Iowa Yardley, 
Dalzell, Lacey, Reilly, Yoder. 
Darlington, La Follette, Reyburn, 
NAYS—36. - 
Allen, Miss. Enloe, Kerr, Pa. Montgomery, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fithian, Lane, Rowland. 
Brickner, Fowler, Lester, Va. Skinner, 
Brookshire, Goodnight, wis, Stone, Ky. 
Brown, J.B. Grimes, Martin, Ind. Tucker, 
Bynum, Hatch, McClammy,_ Turner, Ga. 
Caruth, Henderson, N.C. McClellan, Vaux, 
Cooper, Ind. Herbert, McMillin, Whitthorne, 
Edmunds, Holman, MeRae, Willcox. 
NOT VOTING—152. 
Adams, Cogswell, Lind, Rogers, 
Alderson, Coleman, Lodge, 
Anderson, Miss. Cooper, Ohio Magner, Russell, 
Andrew, thran, Maish, Sanford, 
Arnold, Covert, Martin, Tex. Sawyer, 
Atkinson, Pa. Cowles, Mason, Scranton, 
Bankhead, Craig, McCarthy, Seul), 
Banks, Crisp, McCord, Seney, 
Barnes, Cummings, MeCormick, Shively, 
Barwig, Dar, ~- McCreary, Simonds, 
Belden, Davidson, McKinley, Smyser, 
Biggs, De Haven, Mills, Spinola, 
Bingham, De Lano, Moore, Tex. Stahlnecker, 
Blanchard, Dibble, Morrill, Stephenson, 
Bland, Dickerson, Mudd, Stewart, Ga. 
Bliss, Dingley, Niedringhaus, Stewart, Vt. 
Blount, ery, Norton, Stockdale, 
Boatner, Dunphy, Nute, Stone, Mo. 
Bowden, Ellis. Oates, Tarsney, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Ewart, — Taylor, J D, 
Brower, Featherston, O'Neall, Ind. Taylor, Tenn. 
Browne, T.M. Finley, O'Neil, Mass. Thompso 
Brunner, Fitch, Osborne, Turner, NY 
Buchanan, Va. Flower, Outhwaite, Ve 
Buckalew, Forman, Owens, Ohio Waddill, 
Bullock Grout, Parrett, 
Bunn, Hall, Paynter, Walker, 
Butterworth, Hare, Peel, Wallace, Mass. 
8 Harmer, Perkins, Washington, 
Candler, Ga. Perry, Wi n, 
Candler, Mass, Hem hin, Phelan, Wheeler, Mich. 
Catchings, Henderson, III. Pierce, Whiting, 
tham, 0 Post, Wie s 
Clancy, Houk, Price, Wike, 
Clark, Wis. Kilgore, — 5 Wiley, 
Clarke, Ala. Lansing, Richardson, Wilkinson, 
Clunie, „ Rife, Wilson, Ky. 
Cobb, Lester, Ga. Robertson, Wilson, Wash, 
So the bill was 


passed. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pair: 
Mr. Watson with Mr. OUTHWAITE, on this vote. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. CANNON. LI rise to make a privileged report. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Illinois to 
give way fora moment, to allow me to make a privileged motion. 

Mr. GANNON. Ican not yield just now. I want to take this vote, 
and then the gentleman’s question of privilege will come up at any 
time. This is privileged also. - 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the 3 resolution 
of 2 7, 1890, have had the same under consideration and eave to ro- 
port e following asa substitute, and recommend that it do pass: 
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ornare! That upon the FN of this resolution it shall bein order, after 
two hours’ debate, to move that the House non-concur in all the Senate amend- 
ments to House bill No. 10726, known as the Indian appropriation bill, and ask 
a committee of conference on the disagreeing votes, and the House shall, without 
further delay, proceed to vote upon the motion, ‘ 

Mr. CANNON.. On that I move the previous question? 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of consideration, in 
behalf of the Private Calendar, 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a question? 
The question I wish to ask may cast some light upon this matter and 
may remove the question of consideration. I would like to ask the 
gentleman in charge of this resolution [Mr. CAN NON], this being Fri- 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ido not wish any claim made that this shall cut 
off the debate which comes after the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. McCOMAS. No; I only rise for an inquiry. 

Mr. McMILLIN. With that understanding I am willing to allow 
the gentleman to ask his question. 

Mr. McCOMAS. This being Friday, I woutd like to know whether 
the Committee on Rules, when they considered this matter, had in 
mind the early eonsideration of war claims reported under the Bow- 
man act. . 

Mr. CANNON. I will say in reply to the gentleman that it is con- 
sidered important on this side, and I think probably generally in the 
House it is considered important, that this Indian appropriation bill 
should be quickly gotten into conference, 

The Indian service is suffering now. The matter has been canvassed 
outside and also inside of the committee-room, and it is the purpose 
of the Committee on Rules, under resolutions that have been referred 
to it, as soon as this bill can be gotten out of the way, to do as sug- 

ted, and either to ask, by way of unanimous consent or for an or- 
er, that to-morrow be given to the consideration of private bills; and, 
for that matter, as soon as these matters of public importance can be 
gotten ont of the way, it is the desire upon this side of the House to 
move to consider private business, and business from the Committee on 
Agriculture, and from the Committee on Labor, and many other mat- 
ters of importance that would have been considered long ago if we 
could have followed the usual course of business touching the money bills. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. McCOMAS. In view of that, I appeal to the gentleman from 
Tennessee not to raise the question of consideration, 

Mr. ENLOE. The explanation of the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
CANNON] is gratifying in this particular, that it shows that the Com- 
mitte on Rules have at last come to the conclusion that they will pay 
some regard to the regular order of procedure under the rules of the 
House or at least to allow some opportunity for the consideration of 
private claims; but, iif view of the experience which I have had in this 
matter, I think I would prefer to accept something more substantial 
than a promise. > 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I think it has been the intention all along to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of these private bills as soon as the public 
bills are out of the way. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iinsist on the question of consideration, 

Mr. CANNON. Ah, the gentleman himself is delaying private bills; 
because this public bill must be passed for the benefit of the Indian 
service, which is now suffering; and everything which the gentleman 
from Tennessee does to delay the passage of this bill will delay the 
consideration of these other matters that much longer. If this bill can 
be passed to-day to-morrow can be given to private bills. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I demand the regular order. 
The question is not debatable. 

Mr. CANNON. Allow me one word further—— 

The SPEAKER. Theyentleman from Kentucky demands the regu- 
lar order, 

Mr. CANNON, Let us agree by unanimous consent to non-concur 
in the Senate amendment, and let the bill go to conference, and proceed 
now to the consideration of private bills. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER (rapping with gavel). 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINEIDGE] demands the regular order. 
will be in order. 

Mr. ENLOE, I would like to have the same opportunity to talk 
against the gavel that was given the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
8 without doing it against the verbal interruptions of the 


The gentleman from Ken- 
The House 


er. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is not interrupting the gentleman from 
Tennessee, but the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] 
is by demanding the regular order. 

Mr. ENLOE. I think I am as much in order as was the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON). 

The SPEAKER. The question of consideration is raised by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE]. As many as are in favor of the 
present consideration of the motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] will say ‘‘ay;’’ those opposed, ‘‘no.’’ 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 


Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Division. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 87, hoes 64. 

Mr. ROGERS, Tellers. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask unanimous consent to make a suggestion. 

Mr. ROGERS, Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to hear the suggestion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] de- 
mands tellers. As many as are in favor of tellers will rise in their 
places and be counted. g 

Pending the vote, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, saitl: By the time they pass through 
the tellers they will ask for the yeas and nays. Let us save time by 
asking for them now. 

Mr, CANNON. We might just as well have the yeas and nays now. 
They will be called for any way. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] 
demands the yeas and nays. j 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 109, nays 66, not vot- - 
ing 152; as follows: 


YEAS—109. 
Allen, Mich. Dorsey, Lodge, 
Anderson, Kans, Dunnell, McComas, Rowel 
Atkinson, W. Va. 3 McDuffie, Sanfo: 
ker, Farq i McKenna, Scull, 
Bartine, Flick, Miles, She 
Beckwith —— Ales e . 
5 n offitt, mi Va. 
Belknap, Funston, Moore, N. H. Snider, 
Bergen, Gear, Morrow, Spooner, 
Boothman, Morse, Sti 
Boutelle. Gifford, Niedringhaus, Stockbridge, 
Brewer, Greenhalge, O'Donnell, Struble, 
Brosius, rosyenor, O'Neill, Pa, Sweney, 
Buchanan, N. J. Hansbrough, Osborne, ylor, E. N 
Burrows, n, Owen, Ind. Taylor, III. 
Burton, Henderson, Iowa Payne, homas, 
Cannon, Hermann, yson, Townsend, Colo, 
Carter, Hill, ` Townsend, 
Caswell, Kelley, Peters, Vandever, 
Cheadle, Kennedy, Pickler, Van Schaick, 
Comstock, Kerr, Iowa Waddill, 
Conger, etcham, Pugsley, Wallace, N. Y. 
Culbertson, Pa, Kinsey, Quackenbush, Will Ohio 
Cutcheon, Knapp, ines, Wilson, Wash, 
Dalzell, Y, Randall, ardley. 
Darlington, La Follette, Recd, Iowa 
Dingley, dlaw. Reyburn, 
Dolliver, Laws, Rock well, 
NAYS—66. 
Abbott, Enloe, Mansur, Springer, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fithian, Martin, Ind, ——— ox. 
Brickner, Forman, ‘cAdoo, Stone, Ky. 
Brookshi: Forney, eClammy, Stone, Mo, 
Brown, J. Geissenhainer, McClellan, Stump, 
Bynum, Gibson, MeMillin, ‘Tillman, 
Candler, Ga. Goodnight, cRae, * 
‘aruth, 5 Montgomery, Tucker, 
Chipman, yes, organ, er, 
Clements, Henderson, N.C. Mutchler, Turner, N. V. 
Connell, erbert, tt, Whitthorne, 
Cooper, In Holman, Paynter, Willcox, 
Cothran, Hooker, Penington, Willia: III. 
Crain, Lane, Quinn, Wilson, W. Va. 
Crisp, Lanham, Reilly, right, 
Culberson, Tex. Lester, Va. Rowland, 
Elliott, Lewis, Sayers, 
NOT VOTING—152, 
Adams, Clarke, Ala. Kerr, Pa. Robertson, 
Alderson, Clunie, Kilgore, Rusk, 
Allen, Miss. Cobb, Lansing, Russell, 
Anderson, Miss. 8 Lawler, Sawyer, 
Andrew, Coleman, Lee, ton, 
Arnold, Cooper, Ohio Lehlbach, Seney, 
Atkinson, Pa. Covert, r, Ga. Shively, 
Bankhead, Cowles, ind, Simonds, 
Banks, g. Magner, Skinner, 
Barnes, Cummings, Maish, myser, 
Barwig, n, artin, Tex, Spinola, 
Belden, Davidson, ason, StahInecker, 
Biggs, De Haven, McCarthy, Stephenson, 
Bingham, De Lano, rd, wart, Ga, 
Blanc $ Dibble, McCormick, Stewart, Vt. 
Bland, Dickerson, McCreary, dale, 
Bliss, Dockery, McKinley, Tarsney, 
Blount, Dunphy, Milis, Taylor, J.D 
Boatner, Edmun Moore, Tex, Taylor, Tenn, 


wden, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ewa: 
Brower, 
Browne, T. M. 
Browne, Va. 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, Va. 
Buckalew, 


So the House determined to consider the resolution. 
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Mr. BAKER. I desire to eska question for information. Is it in De Lano, Hopkins, O'Neil, Nass. Stewart, Vt. 
order to move to reconsider this vote ? —— — 5 88 Stockdale, 
The SPEAKER pro enge (Mr. Morse). Not at this stage. ey, Laidlaw, Paynter, A 
The following addi pairs. were announced : DOY; Petog; kins, Ea Anal io 
ee with Mr. FOWLER, for the rest of the day, except on] Eldtt“ Lenbach. Phelan, Thompson, 
the Ellis, Lester, Ga. Pierce, Turner, N. V. 
Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. CATCHINGS, for the rest of the day. l Lind, Price, Van 
Mr. WATSON with Mr. OUTHWAITE, on this vote. Tin Mals. i Ere Venable, 
Mr. ENLOE, Mr. Speaker, let us have the vote recapitulated. Fithian, — Tex; Rife, Wade, 
BAKER unanimous consen: i d ason, obertson, er, 
a ee gE OAA E AA A E o ges AR VAA 
a J n 
e SPEAKER pro tèmpore. The gentleman from New York asks Frank, MoCormicis, Se Wateon, R 
i J A 5 er, Ala, 
8 oneni to dispense with the recapitulation of the vote. Is Gibson,” Mokinies, Shively, Wheeler 
u mo: ng, 
Mr. TURNER, of New York. Lohject. fall.” Moore, Tex, Smith, III. Whitthorne, 
Mr. ROGERS. I desire to my vote. —— Morrill, Per 4 — 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the name of the | Hayes” Norton, — 8 Wiley, 
gentleman from Arkansas, Haynes, Nute, StahInecker, Wilkinson, 
The name of Mr. ROGERS was called and he voted ay.“ oren W one — 3 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. b Dil. O'Neal, rah Pa Stewart, Tex- Yoder.’ 


Mr. ROGERS. I move to reconsider the vote by which the House 
decided to consider the resolution. 

Mr. CANNON. I make the point of order that that is a dilatory 
motion, and not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chairsustains the point of order. 
~ Mr. ROGERS. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain the appeal. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order: 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 42, noes 83. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I call for tellers. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, to save time, I ask for the yeas and 


nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 59, nays 108, not 
voting 160; as follows: 


YEAS—59. 
Abbott, —— Lester, Va. Reilly, 
Allen, Miss. orman, Lewis, TS, 
Breckinridge, Ky.. Forney, Mansur, Rowland, 
Briokner, Geissenhainer; Martin, Ind. Sayers, 
ire,. Goodnigh McAdoo, Stone, Ky. 

3 By faten. : McC} ——— Tillman 

„Va. e "a 
Candler, Ga. Henderson, N. O. McMillin, > 
Caruth, erbert, MoRae, Tucker, 
Clements, Holman, Montgomery, Turner, Ga. 
Cooper, Ind, Hooker, Morgan, Willcox, 
Cothran, Kerr, Pa, Mutchlor, Win III. 
Crisp, Lane, rrett, Wilson, Mo. 
Culberson, Tex. Penington, Wilson, W. Va. 
Edmunds, Lawler, Quinn, 
: NAYS—108. 
Allen, Mich, Dolliver, Rey! 
Anderson, i Modernas, Rock we 
‘Andrew, Dunnell, McDuffie, Rowell, 
Atkinson, W. Va. McKenna, Sanford, 
Baker, 2 Miles, Sa 7 
Bartine, n, Milliken, Scull, 
Bayne, Flick, Moffitt, Sherman, 
Bergen, 7 Moore, N. H. Skinner, 
Booth: Morey, Smith, W. Va. 
Boutelle, Gifford, Morrow, Snider, 
Brewer, Greenhalge, Morse, Spooner, 

us, Grosvenor, od Stivers, : 
Buchanan, N. J. Hansbrough, O'Donnell, Stockbridge, 
Burrows, — oe O'Neill, Pa. Struble, 
Burton, Honderson, Iowa Osborne, Sweney, 
Cannon, Hermann, Owen, Ind. Taylor, E. B. 
aate, * —.— ylor, 

we. son, omas, 
Cheadl Kelley, Peel, Townsend, Colo, 
Comsat: Kennedy, Peters, Townsend, Pa. 
Conger, Kerr, Iowa Pi > rner, Kans. 
Connell, Ketcham, Post, Vandever, 

5 Kinsey, Pugsley, Waddill, 
Culbertson, Pn. Knapp, uackenbush, Wallace, N. Y. 
Outcheon, y. nes, Williams, Ohio 
Dalzell, La Follette, Randall, Wilson, Wash. 
Darlington, Reed, Iowa ‘ht. 

NOT VOTING—10, 
Adams, Bing! Bullock, Clarke, Ala. 
Alderson. 0 Bunn, Clunie, 
Anderson, Miss. Bland, Butterworth, Cobb, 
Arnold, Bliss, ynum 8 
Atkinson, Pa. Blount. Caldwell Coleman 
Bankhead, er, Cam bell, Cooper, Ohio 
Banks, Bowden, Candler, Mass. Covert, 
Barnes, Breckinridge, Ark. Carlton, Cowles, 
Barwig, Brower, Catchings, Crain, ’ 
- Beck Browne, T. M. Cheatham, Cummings, 
Belden, Browne, Va. Chipman, 
Belknap, Brunner, Davidson, 
Biggs, B w. Clark, Wis, Haven, 


So the motion to lay the resolution on the table was rejected. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I desire to change my 
vote from nay to yea.“ : 
The name of Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, was called, and he voted 
oe ea” 

Mr. McADOO, I desire to change my vote from ‘* to yea.” 

The name of Mr. McADoo was called, and he voted “yea.” 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. SITH, of Illinois, with Mr. FITHIAN, until Tuesday next, 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. OUTHWAITE, on this vote. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, I ask that the vote be re- 
capitulated. 

‘The vote was recapitulated. 

Mr. DIN GLE. I understand there is a quorum without my vote, 
and I therefore withdraw it, being paired. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam paired with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
KILGORE]. I voted for the purpose of making a quorum. I am ad- 
vised that there is a quorum, and therefore desire to withdraw my 


te. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Iam paired with the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. FITHIAN]. Had it not been for that I should have. voted 
na RA 

The resultof the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE: 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate had agreed tothe reportof the committee of conference 
‘on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 8391) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procure- 
ment of heavy ordnance for trial and service, for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1891, and for other purposes. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The question recurs on ordering the previous ques- 


on. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent to non- 
concur in the Senate amendments to this bill, and I ask the House to 
indulge me for a moment until I can make a short statement giving 
my reasons for doing so? 

Mr. Speaker, this is Friday—private-bill day—and some interest is 
manifested on both sides of the House to reach consideration of bills on 
the Private Calendar, This bill is for the Indian service, which isab- 
solutely suffering for the want of consideration and passage of this bill. 
Gentlemen do not comprehend the real suffering the service is under- 
going for the want of the appropriations contained in the bill. It is ſor 
the helpless wards of the country, who are dependent upon the mi 
of the Government for protection and support. The Senate amend- 
ments to the bill are but the usual ones; all in keeping and in harmon 
with the Indian service; none of them ont of the usual order; 
therefore I ask unanimous consent that the House non-concur and ask 
for a conference, so that this bill may become a law and the service 
may not suffer further injury. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] asks 
unanimous consent that the amendments of the Senate to the Indian 
appropriation bill be non-concurred in and that the House ask for a 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. Is there ob- 

ection? 
j Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. CAN NON; and the 
Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 98, noes 47. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 
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Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, it is evident that the gentlemen on 
the other side want to waste time [cries of Regular order!“ on the 
Democratic side], and therefore I call for the yeas and nays. [Re- 
newed cries of Regular order !’’] 

Mr. CANNON. That is the regular order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky.. If the gentleman can afford 
the time, we can. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 111, nays 63, not vot- 
ing 153; as follows: 


YEAS—Iil11. 
Allen, Mich. Dorsey, ge. Reyburn, 
‘Atkinson, W. V. mene MeDuiie” Rowell 
nson, u. vans, o Du we! 
Baker, Farquhar, McKenna, ord, 
Bartine, Featherston, Miles, Sawyer, 
Bayne, Flick, Milliken Seull, 
P, Flood, Moffitt, Sh 
Funston, Moore, N. H. Skinner, 
Boothman, Gear, Morey, Smith, W. Va. 
Boutelle, Gest, Morrow, Snider, 
Brewer, pei A eae ee —— a 
Brosius, reenhalge, iedringhaus, vers, 
Browne, Va. Grosvenor, O'Donnell, Stockbridge, 
Buchanan, N. J. Hansbrough, O'Neill, Pa. Struble, 
Burrows, Hau, Osborne, Sweney, 
Burton, Henderson, Iowa Owen, Ind. Taylor, E. B. 
Caldwell, Hermann, layne, lor, 
Cannon, Hill, Payson, Thomas, 
Carter, Hitt, Peel, Tillman, 
Cheadle, Kelley, Perkins, Townsend, Colo. 
Comstoe! Kerr, lowa Peters, ‘Townsend, 
Conger, Ketcham. Pickler, Vandever, 
Oraig, Kinsey, Post, Van Schaick, 
Culbertson, Pa. Knapp, Pugsley, Wallace, N. Y. 
Cutcheon, Cey, Quackenbush, Williams, Ohio 
Dalzell, La Follette, Raines, Wright, 
Dartington, Laidlaw, Randall, Vardlez 
Dolliver, Laws, Reed, Iowa 
— NAYS—63. 
Abbott, Culberson, Tex. Lanham, rs, 
Andrew, Ky. cin peel Va. eee 
g oe, yers, 
Brickner, Forman, Martin, Ind. Stewart, Tex. 
Brooksh Forney, McAdoo, Stone, Ky. 
Brown, J. B. Geissenhainer, McCarthy, Stump, 
um, Gibson, McClammy, Tracey, 
Candler, Ga. Goodnight, MeMiilin, Tucker, 
th, Hatch, McRae, Turner, Ga. 
Clements, Haynes, Montgomery, Turner, N, Y. 
Clunie, Henderson, N. C. Morgan, Wheeler, 
Connell, Herbert, Mutehler, Whitthorne, 
Cooper, I Holman, Parrett, Williams, III. 
Cothran, Hooker, Paynter, Wilson, Mo. 
Crain, Kerr, Pa. Quinn, Wilson, W. Va. 
Crisp, e, Reilly, 
NOT VOTING—153. 
A Cobb, Lawler, Seney, 
Alderson, Cogswell, Ý Shively, 
Allen, Miss. Coleman. Lehlbach, on 
Anderson, Miss. Cooper, Ohio Lester, Ga. Smith, III. 
Arnold, Covert, Lind, Smyser, 
Atkinson, Pa. Cowles, Magner, Spinola, 
Bankhead, Cummings, Maish, Springer, 
Banks, n, Mansur, In ~ 
Davidson, Martin, Tex. Stephenson, 
Barwi; De Haven, asom, Stewart, Ga, 
Beckwith, Lano, McClellan, Stewart, Vt, 
Belden, Dibble, McCord, | dale, 
Biggs, Dickerson, McCormick, Stone, Mo. 
Bingham, Dingiey, McCreary, ey, 
Bian kery, McKinley, Taylor, J. D. 
Bland, Dunphy, ilis, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bliss, Elliott, Moore, Tex. Ompson, 
Blount, Ellis, Morrill, Turner, Kans. 
Boatner, Ewart, Mudd, Vaux, 
Bowden, Finley, Norton, Venable, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Fitch, Nute, Waddill, 
Brower, Fithian, J Wade, 
Browne, T. M. Flower, * Ferrall, Walker, 
Brunner, Fowler, O'Neall, Ind. Wallace, 
Buehanan, Va. Fran O'Neil, Mass. Washington, 
Buckalew, Outhwaite, Watson, 
Bullock, Grout, Owens, Obio e 
Bunn, Hall, Penington, Whiting, 
Butterworth, Hare, TTY, Wi 
Cam 5 Harmer, Phelan, Wike, 
Candler, Mass. Hayes, Pierce, Wiley, 
Carlton, Heard, Price, Wilkinson, 
Caswell, 8 Ray, Willcox, 
Catchings, Henderson, III. Richardson, Wilson, Ky. 
Cheat Hopkins, Rife, Wilson, Wash. 
Chipman, Houk, Eobertson; Yoder. 
Clancy, Kennedy, Rusk, 
Clark, Wis. Kilgore, Russell, 
Clarke, Ala. Lansing, Seranton, 


So the previous question was ordered. 
The following additional pair was announced: 
Mr. WILSON, of Washington, with Mr. OUTHWATTE, for the rest of 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. T ask that the vote be re- 
capitulated. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will recapitulate the names. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of members yoting. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, as there is a quorum without my 
vote, I desire to withdraw it, being paired. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr, Speaker, I believe that upon this side we are 
raw desiro Yo Does the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MaMrr- 


desire to be heard? 
MoMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, the language of the resolution is that 
upon the passage of this resolution it shall be in order, after two hours’ 
debate, to move that the House non-concur in all the Senate amend- 
ments to House bill No. 10726, known as the Indian appropriation bill, 
and ask a committee of conference on the disagreeing votes, and the 
House shall, without further delay, proceed to vote upon the motion.“ 
My opposition to this method of dealing with appropriation billsis too 
well known to make it necessary for me now to reiterate it, but I think 
there are some particular reasons why this bill should not be disposed 
of in this way. 

In the first place, as to the time in which it is to be done, there has 
been passed already a resolution which extends the appropriations of 
the last year into this or makes the appropriations of this year for 
the month that we arenow in thesame as they were made by last year’s 
bill, and hence no great hardship can come to the Departments from 
the present condition of affairs so far as Iam able to see. That being 
so, it is not amiss for us to see the condition of other business and to 
consider whether we are doing justice to the other business of the 
House by this proceeding, I believe it has beenseventeen weekssince 
there was one minute devoted to the Private Calendar, and now we 
have this Friday taken up as past Fridays have been—Friday being 
the only day in the week set apart for the consideration of the Private 
Calendar—with other business, 

Now, Iam not prepared tosay that under no circumstances is it proper 
to antagonize the private business with the public business. I canread- 
ily see that if the session were expiring, if appropriations were about to 
fail and an extra session were to be made necessary thereby, it would be 
proper to sweep everything else aside and go tothe consideration of pub- 
lic business rather than private. But I insist that there is nosuch ex- 
igency in this Congress, and there has been none that justifies this body 
in utterly ignoring the thousands of claims that have been presented. 
and the more than a thousand that have been favorably reported and 
are now upon the Calendar. 

I hold in my hand the Calendar of this House. It is a document of 
one hundred and sixteen pages. So voluminous is it that to enable a 
member to find what is on the Calendar there is an index which alone 
makes twenty-four pages. There are on this Calendar, if I have made 
no mistake in the computation, 1,055 bills with favorable reports 
awaiting consideration; yet this House again to-day refuses to enter 
upon the consideration of the Private Calendar and again proposes to 
occupy Friday with public business when it is not the hope of any man 
here that this Congress will be able to adjourn within three weeks. 

Now, I ask members whether this course is just to the private claim- 
ants of this Goyernment. This is no new position with me. Those 
who have served with me in past Congresses will remember that when 
I was chairman of the Committee on Claims I fought strenuously and 
sedulously for the consideration of the Private Calendar. 

Many claims go upon this Calendar which I can not vote for; many 
go upon it which should not pass; but in a number of cases the claim- 
ants are in poor-houses; and all of these claims when they have re- 
ceived a report from a committee are deserving either of defeat or of 
passage. I ask gentlemen whether in the course we have been pur- 
suing we are doing justice to these claimants and whether this con- 
tinuous and persistent thrusting in of special orders to the destruction 
of private-bill day and to the detriment of private claimants is right. 

When the responsibility of this matter was upon me, when, as I 
have stated, I was chairman of the Committee on Claims, I tried to 
have it understood that if private claims were not considered on Fri- 
day nothing would be done here, the object being to deter the House 
from the effort to raid private-bill day. Aud by the assistance of 
gentlemen on both sides of the House we had the order of business 
so established that for weeks and months private claimants had some 
kind of hearing. They have none in this Congress, absolutely none. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as to the bill which this special order proposes 
we shall consider in thissummary way; it is a bill of sixty-eightpages. 
One hundred and two amendments have been made to it by the Sen- 
ate. Those amendments should bethe subject of deliberate considera- 
tion in this House; and the question pennae by this proposed order 
is whether we shal] enter upon this business in a deliberate way and 
consider each case upon its. merits or whether we will put it beyond 
the power of any man to get a separate vote upon a single one of these 
amendments. If you adopt this rule, your power to get such a sep- 
arate vote-is gone, absolutely gone; for by the adoption of the order 
you agree that at the end of two hours of discussion, irrespective of the 
condition in which the business may then be, irrespective of the num- 
ber of amendments that you have considered, you will consent toa con- 
ference; and itis a fact known toall of us that a conference report comes 
here as a unit and has to be voted on as a unit, so that separate and 
special consideration of any matter embraced in such a report is an 
utter impossibility. 
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Now, is there any exigency that demands this hasty method of pro- 
cedure? Has not this House sufficient time fora deliberate considera- 
tion of this bill? From the condition of business both in the House and 
the Senate it appears to me thatwe have. The tariff bill and the river 
and harbor bill now pending in the Senate will of themselves necessa- 
rily oceupy that body for two or three weeks longer. Then why should 
we proceed to do this business in a slipshod way? Why adopt a rule 
not heretofore common for the consideration of measures of this charac- 
ter? Are we going to do away with the Committee of the Whole? 
Are we going to break down that barrier which has existed against reck- 
less and improper appropriations ?. If so, this isa good way to do it. 
i I will not descantat this time upon the very large number of these 

special orders that we are making. The rules which we adopted atthe 
beginning of the session have been tried. Some of us prophesied that 
it would be utterly impossible to expedite business more under them 
than had been done under the previous system of rules. The sequel 
has proved that this was true. The trouble is inherent in the situa- 
tion; and no codeof rules that can be devised by human ingenuity can 

t rid of all the business that is crowding here, because there is more 

usiness than there is time for its consideration; and hence a part of 
the business must go unconsidered. 

That House will do most business which keeps in the best hu- 
mor, in which there are most unanimous consents, and in which mem- 
bers have an opportunity to get through without friction those things 
which are conceded by all to be meritorious. But whenitis attempted 
to put measures through by any system of rules and to rely upon that 
system alone the effort must be a failure; and the dozens of special 
reports that have been made by the Committee on Rules, the scores of 
applications made to that committee for the assignment of time for 
particular business, are ample proofs of this fact, 

Now, the amendments adopted by the Senate to this bill increase 
the amount of the appropriations by more than a million dollars. 
Some of the amendments provide for the erection of buildings, includ- 
ing saw-mills, grist-mills, ete. There is in this bill almost everything 
that you can conceive of. Yet we are asked to cross our hands and 
submit ourselves to be tied so as to prevent the possibility of deliberate 
5 of this important bill. I think such a thing should not 


Mr. S er, I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, in my opinion this order is entirely 
unjustifiable. In the first place, it prevents the honest citizens of the 
United States who have claims against the Government from getting 
a day for the hearing of such claims, as set apart by the rules. In the 
second place, it compels this House to vote—I speak from a hasty com- 
putation of the amount embraced in these amendments—to vote, on a 
few hours’ discussion, upon the expenditure of $1,141,561 embraced in 
entirely new legislation put upon the bill by the Senate. On the one 
hand you say to the honest citizen that he shall not get his claim be- 
fore Congress on the day set apart for the consideration of such busi- 
ness and on the other hand you say that we shall vote away more 
than $1,000,000—I am told the total amount is $1,300,000—of the peo- 
ple's money upon a two hours’ discussion. 

A third wrong which orders of this character inflict is this: You ab- 
rogate by them your whole system of rules, such as they are. During 
this session you have systematically by these special orders made the 
rules of no effect. The whole aim of these special orders which have 
come from the Committee on Rules has been to destroy the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and in my opinion you never will have an honest 
investigation and a proper digestingof a great budget bill like this and 
kindred measures unless you consider them in the Committee of the 
Whole, whereevery member can have a fair opportunity for examina- 
tion, discussion, and amendment. 

I remember that the other day the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. 
Rod ns] called attention to the very able and very just article of the 
distinguished Speaker of this House, published some years ago in The 
Chantauquan, and which he ought to now live up to. 

That was the right ground—the ground which prevails in other coun- 
tries having similar methods of legislation to ours—that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, all of the Representatives, shall sit upon the great 
omnibus bills, instead of your sixty little imperial congresses located in 
the cellars of this House, stowed away in the committee-rooms around 
the Capitol, guarded by officers, making laws of which the House knows 
1 whatever and which it can not investigate or properly legis- 

te upon. 

The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] has told us, in pathetic 
tones, that the Indians will suffer if we do not agree to this conference 
yeva with theSenate on the amendments to this bill, Mr. Speaker, 

am as humane as the gentleman from Arkansas or any other gentle- 
man; but the members on this side of the House are not responsible for 
the situation in which we find ourselves; and I say to the Committee 
on Rules and to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] who makes 
this report that, if the exigency is as great as the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas presents it to us, then before we vote away nearly a million and 
a half of the people’s money, without time for consideration, without 
an opportunity for amendment, we had better pass another exigency 


resolution, if necessary, to carry on the business of the country in this: 
regard, rather than abdicate our powers as representatives or ahe peo- 
ple and guardians of their money, committed to our trust, and which 
is taken from them by taxation. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr, McADOO. I can not yield. I-have but a few moments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. McADOO. Now, Mr. Speaker, there are other questions in 
connection with this bill. The Senate debated it for three full days. 
There was an ample discussion and full consideration of it in that body. 
There are matters involved in the bill now which form subjects of en- 
tirely new legislation put on the bill by the Senate, and which ought 
to be discussed in this House. I have received, myself, from distin- 
guished citizens of my own district and in other parts of the United 
States, requests about matters involved in the bill, matters relating to 
the education of the Indians, tothe allotment of lands to them in sever- 
alty, and all of the various questions of our dealings with this people, 
which are brought up by the new legislation put into the bill by the 
Senateamendments, When it was originally before the House I think 
it passed in a very short time—that is to say, there was but little dis- 
cussion. I do not recollect exactly, but how many days, may I ask the 
gentleman from Arkansas, was the bill under discussion in the House? 

Mr. PEEL. I do not remember exactly. 

Mr.McADOO. How long do you think? 

Mr. PEEL, I think a day and a half, or probably two days. 

Mr. McADOO. A day and a half or two days, the gentleman says, 
Well, the Senate bas put new legislation on the bill which brings up 
all the questions in which those people for whom we are legislating are 
interested. The guardianship of this unfortunate race by the sovereign 
people of this country—their education, their future, their civilization 
and well-being, and the question of the publice domain on which they 
live, all are involved in the new propositions submitted by the Senate. 
No opportunity is afforded for discussion in the two hours suggested by 
the Committee on Rules on these various measures; no opportunity for 
amendment; no opportunity for bringing forward the various amend- 
ments of the Senate seriatim, by which we can properly discuss them in 
their consecutive order and amend them if necessary; so that so far as 
the House is concerned we have, by the adoption of this report of the 
committee, absolutely abdicated our whole opportunity for considera- 
tion of the measure; and, as we have done in other cases, we pass a lot 
of free raw material of legislation over to the Senate of the United 
States, the only place, unfortuaately, which now remains in which the 
legislation of the country can be considered. That is the present con- 
dition, and the abuse will still continue until we have a full investi- 
gation by the Committee of the Whole of all measures of any moment. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. May Task how much time there is remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Four minutes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the gentleman from Illinois desire to pro- 
ceed? Ifso, I reserve the time—— > 

Mr. CANNON. No. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then, I yield tothe gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this resolution for 
the reason that it is a departure from precedents established and the 
custom and practice of the House in considering general appropriation 
bills. If the motion submitted were to go into Committee of the Whole 
to consider Senate amendments to the bill, I should favor it, because 
it would enable the members of the House to have separate votes and 
separate consideration of each proposition which the Senate has brought 
before us by these amendments. But under this new rule, or rather 
under this order of the Committee on Rules, we are obliged to take 
this bill as a whole, and vote on the one motion to concur or non-con- 
cur with all of the amendments of the Senate, the effect of which is to 
send the whole subject to a committee of conference, consisting of 
three members of the House and three of the Senate. 

We were told at the beginning of this session, or rather during the 
second month of the session, that we had established a code of rules to 
facilitate the transaction of the business of the House, or, in the words 
of its advocates, ‘‘ to enable the House to transact business. We have 
been operating under these rules from the day of their adoption, in Feb- 
ruary last, until the present time; and the practice has been to ignore 
the rules entirely and run the House under special orders of the com- 
mittee all the time. Under the rules of this House we could have this 
bill before the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
and ample consideration of these important propositions. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion right 
there? When this bill was reported, and considered by the Committee 
of the Whole, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN NON], who now re- 
ports the rule, knocked out on points of order from the bill about $250,- 
000 of appropriations, 

Mr. SPRINGER. We will have no opportunity under this rule to 
make any point of order or to make any amendment to the Senate 
amendments. 

a CANNON. The Senate amendments are not subject to the point 
of order. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. It is possible that we may desire to concur in 
some of these amendments. Under the rules of the House, which ought 
to prevail, we could have an opportunity to deliberate upon this sub- 
ject; but under this special order deliberation is destroyed, The 
Speaker promised us that we should have opportunity to transact busi- 
ness or that the majority of the House should have the opportunity 
to transact business under the new rules. The new rules have proved 
utterly ineffectual to transact business or to enable the House to trans- 
act business and we have departed from them entirely. 

Mr. ROGERS. Abandoned them. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We have not been operating under the rules one- 
half or one-fourth of the time since Congress met, and you can not do 
business under them; and hence you must call upon the Committee 
on Rules, and my amiable friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is in- 
voked from day to day to come into the House with a cut-throat order 
to cut off debate on bills and propositions, without any reasonable time 
for consideration. Mr. Speaker, I protest against such legislation, and 
I insist that the representatives of the people should have at least the 
opportunity to transact business under the rules of this House, bad as 
they are. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, after a minute or two I shall ask fora 
vote. I want to say to the honorable gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
ENLOE] and others upon that side that this morning it was proposed 
by myself and by others upon this side, and later on by the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] upon that side, that we should non-concur 
in these amendments and let this important bill go to a committee of 
conference, and then that the remainder of this day, which would have 
been practically all of it, and all of to-morrow, should be given to the 
Private Calendar; but the gentleman from Tennessee, who leads that 
side of the House—except when the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
ROGERS] and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] 
lead it—who has heen posturing before the country for weeks and 
months in the interest of private claims, would not take the offer. In 
other words, the offer and the refusal showed that in fact, while the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee has been professing, it is mere profession; for 
when he and that side have a chance to dispose of private bills they 
refuse it. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to interrupt the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. CANNON. I can not yield. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to know which one of the gentlemen 
from Tennessee the gentleman refers to. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘The gentleman who now stands on his feet. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iappreciate your compliment. I just wanted to get 
the full benefit of it. 

Mr. CANNON. Isuppose you wanted your constituents to know 
that 172 were the leader on that side. [Laughter on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. ENLOE. That is right. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, there has not been and is not 
now any disposition upon this side of the House to oppose the consid- 
eration of private bills in order, but in the commencement we realized 
the tact that there was important public legislation that must be done, 
in which sixty-five million people were and are interested. We have 
passed that legislation to the best of our ability, and have done so much 
of it thatis good that whenever you get an opportunity to delay, or 
criticise, or filibuster, you proceed to exercise your rights as you con- 
ceive them, at the time. 

Now, one further word. Gentlemen criticise these rules, The rules 
speak for themselves. [Derisive laughter on the Democratic side. ] 
The gentleman criticised the special orders that we have made. Yes, 
we have made special orders, because we have found that there was no 
other way to do the public business that you did not want done. [Re- 
newed laughter on the Democratic side.] Yes, we sat here for nine 
days on the Senate amendments to the sundry civil bill in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, all the time with obstruction and filibustering 
upon that side, and finally every amendment except one was concurred 
or non-concurred in as recommended by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and that one a comparatively unimportant one. The Senate 
amendments to that bill ordinarily have been disposed of in five min- 
utes in former Congresses by unanimous consent. In this Congress 
nine days’ time was taken, a mere destruction of time without profit 
to anybody. Take the deficiency bill; five days’ time was consumed 
in its consideration, and with no substantial ‘amendments made in 
Committee of the Whole, and only one yea-and-nay vote in the House 
upon it by way of amendment; but we had speeches on side issues 
from the Democratic side, mere posturing before the country on false 


Now, with the Indian appropriation bill. There are Senate amend- 
ments covering a million of dollars, as is stated. I believe that many 
of these amendments ought not to be concurred in. After the appeal of 
the Indian Committee and of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] 
I have felt it my duty to say that we should non-concur in all these 
amendments in order to expedite the public business and get the bill 
into conference between the two Houses; yet the gentleman from New 


Jersey [Mr. McApoo]and the gentleman from Tennessee proceeded to 
condemn the Senate amendments and then to condemn us for not agree- 
ing to them. In the name of all the gods at once, what do you want? 
Mr. MoMILLIN, Will my friend allow me a question right there? 
Mr. CANNON. I can not yield just now. I want a vote in a min- 
ute. I want to say in conclusion that these much-abused rules of ours 
have produced results that the country indorses; and because the 
country indorses them you kick, ` Well, kick away; it satisfies you 
and does not hurt us. [Applause on the Republican side and laugh- 
teron the Democraticside.] Now, one word about special orders. We 
pee made special orders, but not so many as you made in the Fiftieth 
ngress, ` 
I will place in the RECORD a statement of the special orders that 
were made in the Fiftieth Congress and that have been made in this. 
Why, at one time, through a resolution reported by the Committee on 
Rules, you made special orders covering sixteen days. Here they are: 


SPECIAL ORDERS, ETC., 8 FROM THE COMMITTEE ON 


FORTY-EIGHTH CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION. 


Mr. Randall, March 1, 1884: Resolution setting apart the second and fourth 

Mondays for Committee on District of Columbia, 
0 8 

Mr. dall, April 7, 1884: Setting span April 8 and May 13 for consideration 
of bills reported from Committee on Territories, not to include bilis for admis- 
sion of new States. : 

Adopted, 

Norr.—Committee on Rules indicates business not to be considered.) 

r. Randall, February 2, 1885: Special rule for consideration of business not 
objected to by five members. 

Adopted, 

FORTY-NINTH CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION. 

Mr. Morrison, April 14. 1886: Resolution granting privilege to Committee on 
e zans to call up business reported from said committee. 

Adopted. 

Mr. Morrison, July 10, 1886: Resolution setting apart day for Committee on 
5 55 and Means and making business pending at adjournment a continuing 
order. 

Adopted, (See debate, pees 6759, RECORD.) 

Mr. Morrison, July 19: lution giving evening sessions to Committee on 
Commerce and Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 


Adopted. (See debate, Recorn, pages 7156 to 7158.) 
Mr. Morrison, Joly 20: Resolution making H. R.6664, to increase the naval 
establishment, special (continuing) order. See RECORD, page 7240.) 


Adopted July 21. (See RECORD, pages 7274. 7278.) 

Mr. Morrison, July 23: Resolution making special oa “Epp yl Committee 
on Public Buildings aud Grounds. (See Recorp, page . 

Above resolution recommitted to Committee on Rules with instructions to 
report a resolution fixing a day for consideration of bills forfeiting land grants, 
(Recorp, page ; see also 3 2 f 

Mr. Morrison, May 3, 1886: ports resolution making in order amendment 
id a pension egislation, providing taxation for amount carried by such 


Mr. Morrison, January 10, 1887: Resolution setting apart January 12 and 13 
for Committee on Judiciary, 

Adopted. (RECORD, page — s 

Mr. Morrison, January 29,1887: Resolution setting apart February 3 for Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Adopted. (RECORD, page 1156.) 

Mr. Morrison, January 29, 1887: Resolution setting apart evening session on 
February | for Committee on Military Affairs. 

Adopted, (RECORD, 1156.) 

Mr. Morrison, January 14, 1887: Resolution providing for two days’ consid 
eration of Senate bills on Private Calendar, except pension bills, 

Adopted. (RECORD, page 668.) 

— 5 tandall, February 4, 1887: Resolution making S. 199, trade dollar, a special 
order. $ 

Adopted, (Rxconb, page 1362.) 

FIFTIETH CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION, 
5 — Randall, April 2, 1838, made the following report from the Committee on 
ules: 

“The Committee on Rules has had under consideration various resolutions 
making special orders for the consideration of bills, and in lieu of all the 
ositions submitted to it leave to report the accompanying resolution, wil 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

“The committee found that the assignment of more than thirty days was 
asked for, and as it was manifestly impossible to interrupt the regular business 
for so great a length of time the committee has made as just an apportionment 
among the several committees as it was possible to agree upon, and now sub- 
mits its action for the consideration of the House. 

“ Resolved, That Tuesday and Wednesday, April 3 and 4, immediately after 
the reading of the Journal, be set apart for the consideration of Senate bill 139, 
to provide for refunding the direct tax levied in 1861, and after the considera- 
tion of said bill is completed the remainder of said time is set apart for the con- 
sideration of any other bill or bills designated by the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

“That Thursday and Saturday, April 5 and 7, immediately after the reading 
of the Journal, be set apart for the consideration of bills reported from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, in such order as said committee may designate, 

“That on Tuesday, April 3,and Thursday, April 5,the House shall take a 
recess at 5 o’clock p. m. until $ o'clock p. m., the evening session to be devoted 
exclusively to the consideration of bills reported from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, in such order as may be designated by said committee. 

That Tuesday, April 10, immediately after the reading of the Journal, beset 
apart for the consideration of bills reported from the Committee on Pacitic Rail- 
roads, in such order as said committe may designate. 

“That on Monday, April 9, the House shall take a recess at 5 p. m. until 8 
m., the evening session to be devoted exclusively to debate upon Honse 
No. 8184, to amend the Thurman act. i 

“That Wednesday, April Il, immediately after the reading of the Jo be 
set 2 for the consideration of bills reported from the Committee on Territo- 
ries, in such order as said committee may designate, 

That Thursday, April 12, ae, after the reading of the Journal, be 
set apart for the consideration of House bill No. 6897, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Publie Lands; and ifthe consideration of said bill shall be W one 
the remainder of said day be set apart for the consideration of auy other bill or 
bills reported from said committee, in such order as it may designate. 

“That on Tuesday, the 10th of April, and Thursday, the 12th of April, the 
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House shall take a recess at 5 o'clock p. m. until 8 o'clock p. m., the evening 
session to be devoted exglusively to the consideration of bills reported from the 
Committee un Territoriés, in such order as said committee may designate. 

That on Wednesday, April II, the House shall take s recess at 5 o'clock p. 
m, until 4 eek e the evening session to be devoted exclusively to the 
consideration of bills reported from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, in such 
order as said committee may designate. 

“That Thursday, May 10, Tnsmediately after the reading of the Journal, beset 
apart for the consideration of bills reported from the Committee on Agriculture, 
in such orderas may be designated by said committee, 

“That Tuesday, May 15, and June 19 and 26, immediately after the reading 


ol the sour be set apart for the consideration of bills reported from the Com- 
yo on Public Buildings and Grounds, in such orderas said committee may 


i te. 

hat none of the foregoing assignments of days shall interfere with the con- 
sideration of revenue or general appropriation bills, but the order assigning a 
day to the Committee on Agriculture be a continuing one until two days 
have been oceupied in the consideration of bills reported by it, and on any of 
the days hereinbefore designated, immediately after the reading of the Jour- 
nal, a motion shall be in order that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of revenue or gen- 
eral appropriation bills.“ 

(See Recor, page and for debate thereon pages 2625 to 2633.) 

The resolution was adopted under suspension of the rules it being Monday) 
in order to prevent dilatory motions. 

Mr. Mita, February 14, 1885; Resolution assigning additional day in each 
month to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


ons (Rxecorp, page 1187.) 
Mr. dall, March 2, 1888: Resolution assigning ee e for pen- 
sion bills on Private Calendar, and also bills removing pol disabilities. 


22 RECORD, e 1686. 
Mr. wee Stee l4, bss: dee closing general debate in Committee of 
the Whole on H. R. 9051, tariff bill, on May 19. 


Ado (Recorp, page 4088.) 

Mr. . May 21, 1888: Resolution assigning the following day for business 
reported from the Committee on Labor, 

Adopted. (RECORD, page 4469.) 

FIFTIETH CONGRESS, SECOND SESSION. 

Mr. 2 January 3, 1889: Resolution proposjng that call of States and Ter- 
ritories on first and third Mondays during re: er of session be omitted. 

No quorum voted, and House adjourned. 

January 4; Resolution called up by Mr, Rexp (see Recoxp, page 538) and de- 
bated (pages 538 to 545). ` 

No quorum voted, and House adjourned. 

January 5: Resolution called up by Mr. REED; yeas and nays ordered on 
previous day. Vote taken, and no quorum voted. (RECORD, pages 564, 565.) 

Call of the House. 

House adjourned at 2 o'clock and 18 minutes p. m. 

January 7: Resolution iene by Mr. Rep; roll called and no quorum 
voted. Gall of the House ordered. Roll-calls on motions to adjourn and ad- 
aed over until 5 o'clock p. m., when House adjourned under 
ed, (Rxconn, 568 to 570.) 

Not su uently called up.) 

r. Keep. February 22,1889; Resolution making Senate bill granting a 
pension to General Sheridan's widow,a special order immediately after the 
adoption of said resolution. 

Pg ary and bill amended and passed. (RECORD, pages 2210, 2211, 

and 2 
Mr. Randall, February 22, 1889: Resolution making Senate bill 4560, placing 
ral Rosecrans on the retired-list as brigadier-general, a special order 
mediately after adoption of order. 
Adopted and bill passed. (RECORD, 2213 to 2219.) a 
Mr. Randall, February 22, 1889, reported the following resolution; which was 
laid over temporarily, namely: 
* Resolved, That Rule XXIII, clause 4, be amended by adding thereto the fol- 

lowing proviso: A 

** Provided, That on Monday, Popre fe 1889, immediately after the reading 
of the Journal, the House shall proceed in the Committee of the Whole House 

on the state of the Union to the consideration of the bill of the House (H. R. 

12131) to amend the internal-revenue laws; and at 4 o'clock p.m. on said day 

the said bill shall be reported to the House with such amen ts as may have 

been agreed to in said committee, and the previous question shall be considered 

as ordered upon such amendments and upon the engrossment, third 5 

and passage of said bill, and the votes thereon shall be forthwith taken; and in 

case the said bil! shall not be taken up on said day, then this shall be a continu- 
ing order thereafter in all respects until one tive day shall be occupied as 
herein specified, and provided that a yea-and-nay vote shall be taken on an 
amendment proposed by Mr. Forney on behalf of the minority of the commit- 
tee reporting said bill: ded further, That after consideration of the said bill 
has been entered upon no dilatory motion shall be entertained by the Chair.“ 
Tue foregoing resolution was not taken up thereafter, owing to dilatory mo- 
tions and proceedings, and no yote was ed on said bill. 
FIFTY-FIRST CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION. 
Mr. MCKINLEY, January 16, 1890: Resolution creating Select Committee on 
A be bstitute. (RECORD. 574) 
0) y su u N 

Mr. MoKix try, February 27, 1880; Resolution setting 
Wednesday, March 4 and 5, for consideration of public-b 

Adopted. lrini feos ne 

Mr. Casson, March : Resolution making S. 885, Oklahoma bill, a special 
order untild of. 

Adopted. (RECORD, page 2222.) 

Mr. et March 24, 1890: Resolution making H. R. 8393, world’s fair bill, a 

order. 
ee Eyed 
Mr. Cason, March 26, : Resolution making bill for admission of Wyom- 


order, 
(RECORD, 2746.) 


previously 


Tuesday and 
bills, 


dopted. (RECORD, 2996.) 
Mr. CANNON, April 15, 1890: Resolution making H. R.9014, to define and reg- 
ulate jurisdiction of courts of the United States, a special order. 
Ado „ (RECORD. page 3524.) 
Mr, McKrxxey, April 30, 1890; Resolution making S. 389 and substitute a 


ed. (RECORD, page 4189.) 
Mr. McKistey, May l. 1890: Resolution making 8.1, relating to trusts; H. 
Ed fen i bill, and H. K. 3316, bankruptey bill, special orders for ihat 
and fo $ 

Eroa RECORD, page 4251, 

Mr. CCC 

“ Resolved, That after the passage of 

at II o'clock a. m. on each vo day. That 
„ of the Journal and the n of conference reports and House bills 
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Senate amendments the House shall resolve itself into Committeeof the Whole 
House on the state of the Union to consider House bill 9416, to reduce the rev- 
enue and equalize duties on im and for other purposes. That said bill 
shall be read through, commencing with paragraph III, and shall then from day 
to day be open to amendment upon any part thereof following h 110. 
That on Wednesday, May 21,at 12 o'clock m., said bill, with all amendments 
recommended h; ns Sri poss ittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
e House.” 


4930.) 

Mr. CANNON, May 28, 18: Resolution setting apart following day for consid- 
eration of public-buiiding bills, : 

Ado . (KECORD, page 5711.) 

Mr. McKix.ey, June5, 1890: Resolution making H. R. 5381, silver bill, a special 
order for three days, and previous question ordered at 3 p. m., June 7. 

Adopted. (RECORD, page 6015.) 

Mr. Blount, June 11, 1890, reported following resolution: 

** Resolved, That Thursday evening of this week and Monday evening of next 
week, from 8 0’clock to Li o'clock, be devoted to the consideration in the House 
of bills previously reported with favorable recommendation by the Committee 
on Commerce, to the consideration whereof no objection shall be made, and 
that at 5 p.m. on each of said days the House will take a recess until 8 p. m, for 
the purpose aforesaid.” 

A 1 12 (RECORD, page 6382. 

Mr. MekiIxLxx, June 24, 1890: Resolution making H. R. 5381, silver bill, and 
Senate amendments a special order for that day and previous question ordered 
at 2 o'clock p.m, on following day. 

Adopted. (RECORD, page 6976.) 

Mr. Canyon, June 25, 180, reported following resolution: 

“ Resolved, That immediately after the of this resolution the House 
proceed to consider House bill No. II until July 2. at 2 o’clock, when the 
previous question shall be considered as ordered on the bill and any pending 
amendments and npon a substitute for the whole bill, which the member in 
charge of the bill shall havea right to offer; that during the last two days 
amendments may be offered to any part of the bill in the House, with debate 
3 a fi ute rule; that this shall notinterfere with general appropria- 

on bills. 

Adopted. (Recorp, page 7040.) 

Mr, Canxon, July 8, 1590, reported the following resolution: 

“Resolved, That immedia' after the adoption of this resolution it shall be 
in order for the Committee on the Judiciary to call up for consideration the bill 
8.398, with amendments as reported from said committee, and the 
bankraptey bill (H. R.3316); this order to continue from day to day for four days 
suocessively, or so much of tour days as may be n for their considera- 
tion, beginning with to-day, the same not to interfere with revenue and gen- 
eral 8 bills and conference reports, and next Saturday shall be set 
apart for the consideration of private bills under the rules.“ 

House refused to consider, (RECORD, page 7599.) 

Mr. CANNON, July 18. 189, reported the following resolution: 

* Resolved, That immediately after the adoption of this resolution the House 
shall proceed to consider Senate bill 398 (the original-package bill), now on the 
House Calendar, and shall consider the same until immediately after the read- 
ing of the Journal on Monday morning, July 2!, when the previous question 
shall be considered as ordered upon all pending amendments and the bill toits 
final passage; this order not to interfere with the general op ei aoe bilis. 
And that immediately after the finai vote upon Senate bill the House pro- 
ceed to the consideration of House bill 3316, the bankruptcy bill, until immedi- 
ately after the reading of the Journal on eee July 23, when the previous 
question shall be considered as ordered upon the bill and all pending amend- 
ments to the final passage of the same; this order not to interfere with general 
appropriation bills.” 

dopted. (RECORD, pages 8 

[Norn —During the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses numerous“ 
cial orders“ were reported from other committees, such as Agriculture, Naval, 
Foreign, Military, and Indian Affairs, Labor, Public Lands, Claims, ete. On the 
15th ot February, 1887 (second session Furty-ninth Congress), Speaker CARLISLE 
ruled that all propositions making special orders must go to the Committee on 
Rules. (See Journal, pp. 610-614) On the láith of February the House adopted 
the present code of rules, and in clause 45, Rule XI, inserted the words and 
order of business,” so that the Committee on Rules now has, for the first time 
by rule, exclusive jurisdiction of “all proposed action touching the rules, joint 
rules, and order of business.“ 


Mr. McMILLIN. I know the gentleman does not desire to make an 
improper impression on the country. Does he not know in that same 
Congress by the time taken up in those special orders we swept the 
deck in those sixteen days, including the direct-tax bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Order after order was made, and the gentleman 
voted for them. I find that he filibustered against one special order. 
TheCommitteeon Rules, of which Mr. CARLISLE was chairman, through 
Mr. Randall, reported a special order to consider the internal-revenue 
bill, which I will place in along with the balance, and in which it was 
provided that dilatory motions should not be allowed. ‘That is about 
the first provision I know of about dilatory motions reported from the 
Democratic Committee on Rules of that Congress. But why talk about 
special orders? You made as many, ay more than we have made; 
bnt we will make special orders just as long and just as strong as the 
necessities of good legislation and the interests of 65,000,000 people 
require; and the combined Democracy of this House and of this country, 
and this side of Hades, in Hades, or on the other side, will not stop it. 
1 the House and in the galleries and cries of Vote!“ 
Vote!“ 

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask to print in the RECORD the number of 
Fridays consumed by special orders at the first session of the Fiftieth 
Congress or taken away. from the consideration of private bills, 

Mr. ROGERS. I object to any printing in the Recorn, either by 
the gentleman from Ohio or the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON, ‘Too late, my friend. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask that it be read in the time of the gentile- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Friday's business considered in first session Fiftieth Congress, afler Febru- 
ary 14, the date of adoption of rules of present Congress. 
17 (Jo : ni Privato 
AE EEE aa coe a e 
ourn: : e . on the 
E. K. 2802, Aih of July claims, considered, but no action taken, 


2 2 . p 2 


7 


y 
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March 2 (Journal, page 1016): Fourth of July bill (2952), considered and re- 
port d with amendments. No action. 

March 9 (Journal, page 1104-1106): As unfinished business, House passed 4th of 
July claims (2952). Committee of Whole oe they had had under consid- 
eration sundry bills coming under 2952, and ordered to lie on the table. 

March 16 (Journal, pages 1199-1200): Two bills. 

March 23; Death of Chief-Justice Waite. 


30: Special order of the 9th amended on the 23d instant; consideration 
of bills nting pensions to Mary S. Logan and Mrs, A. A. Blair, 
April 6: Part of legislative day of April 4. 


April 13 (Journal, page 1617): Considered H. R, 4348; no resolution. 

April 20 (Journal, page 1700-1701); Union Calendar: Appropriation hina . — 
sions, District of Columbia. Pensions reported with amendments 
trict of Columbia passed over and river and harbor bill considered. 

April 27: Motion to go to Committee of Whole on Private Calendar disagreed 
to. „ER. 9051, to reduce revenue, consid ; no resolution. 

May 4 (Union Calendar): H. R. 961, tariff bill, considered; no resolution. 

May 11 (Union Calendar]: I. R. 9061, tariff bill, considered; no resolution. 

May 18 (Union Calendar): H. R.9051, tariff bill, considered; no resolution. 

May 25 (Union Calendar): H. R.9377, legislative appropriation bill; no resolu- 


tion. 

Jans! (Union Calendar): H. R. 9877, legislative Spproneiation bill, considered 
in House. H. R. 9501, tariff bill, considered; no resolution. 

June s (Union Calendar): H. R. 9051, tariff bill, considered; no resolution. 

June 15 (Journal, page 2141): Two bills passed, 

June „ with amendments appropriation bill H. R. 10556, for the naval 

June 19 Union Calendar): H. R. 9051, tariff bill, considered; no resolution. 

July 6 (Union Calendar): H. R. 9051, tariff bill, considered; no conclusion. 

July 13: Amendments of Senate to post-office bill, making appropriation for 
erpin of ere Department, considered. Claims to be considered on 

a a „m. 

Suly 20: Gonfarcnice report on river and harbor bill adopted; for relief of Gen- 

eral Averill, and appointing A. J. Smith colonel of United States cavalry, 
Two bills Considered H. R. 53, for relief of Samuel Noble, 
dan erg ater the ere 70205 5 ai 
ournal, pages A : Ten private bills passed. 

Augus S (Union Calendar): General 8 bill to supply deficiencies 
considered; no resolution. 

August 10 (Journal, pages 2567, 2563): Two private bills passed. 

August 17: No guorum. 

‘ge 5 (Union Calendar): Appropriation bills and conference reports on pub- 

‘Angst 3l: Conference re on sundry civil bill. 

September 7: Regular order, H. R. 11309, public bill. 

September 14 (Journal, puges 2781, 2782): Fitteen private bills passed. 

September 21 (Journal, pages 2816, 1817): Twenty-seven pawe bills passed, 

September 28 (Journal, page 2854): Fourteen private bills passed. 3 

October 5 (Journal, pages 2889, 2890): Thirteen private bills passed. 

October 12; Committee of the Whole considered S. 1305, to incorporate Mari- 
time Canal Company of Nicaragua; no resolution, 

October 17: Vetoes of private bills read and considered. 

» Fourteen days in all. and 103 bills passed. 

Mr. CANNON, Lask for a vote. : 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I want to offer a resolution. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to ask my colleague from Ohio [Mr. 
McKINLEY] a question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr.Speaker, I desire to offer a resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be recognized. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish to ask my colleague if the paper which 
he has had read is a part of the record of the same Con: in which 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN ] says that after a great 
deal of trouble private bills were reached. 

Mr. MCKINLEY, In that Congress the gentleman from Tennessee 
was not chairman of the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It was in the previous Congress that I was chair- 
man of that committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY,. I desire to offer a privileged resolution. 

The SPEAKER. What is the nature of the resolution? 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
Nox] to give me the remainder of his time, so that I may answer his 
speech. 

Mr, DOCKERY, It is a resolution to recommit, which is in order, 
I believe, under the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the adoption of the resolu- 
tion, and the gentleman from Missouri moves to recommit. 

The question was taken on the motion to recommit; and the Speaker 
announced that the noes seemed to have it. [Cries of Division.? 

Mr. CANNON. On that we may just as well have the yeasand nays; 
they are determined to filibuster. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 59, nays 95, not vot- 
ing 173; as follows: 


YEAS—59. 
Abbott, Forney, MeAdoo, TS, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gibson, McCarthy, Rowland, 
Brickner, Goodnight, McClammy, Sayers, 
Brookshire, Grimes, McClellan, Stewart, 
Buchanan, Va. Hatch, McMillin, Stone, Ky. 
Bynum, Haynes, McRae, Stump, 
Candler, Ga. Henderson, N. C. Montgomery, v. 
Clements, Herbert, Morgan, Turner, Ga. 
Clunie, Kerr, Pa, Mutehler, Wheeler, 
Connell, 15 Owen. Ind. Whitthorne, 
Cooper, Ind. Lanham, Parrett, Willcox, 
Oul Lester, Va. Paynter, Will III. 
Edmunds, Lewis, Penington, Wilson, 

Mansur, Quinn, Wilson, W. Va. 

Forman, Martin, Ind. Reilly, 

NAYS—5. 
Allen, Mich. Banks, Bergen, Burro 
Anderson, Kans. Bartine, Brewer, oig 
Atkinson, W. Va. ne, Brosius, Caldwell, 
Baker, P, Buchanan, N.J. 


Cheadle, Henderson, Iowa O'Donnell, Smith, W. Va. 
ock, Hill, O'Neill, Pa. Snider, 
Keres Pa Mince: 

ž rr, Ion yne, vers, 
Culbertson, Pa, Ketcham, n, kbridge, 
p eae e 

ngley, napp, ters, ylor, 
Dolliver, y, Pickler, lor, III. 

rsey, La Follette, Thomas, 
Dunnell, Laidlaw, Pugsley, ‘ownsend, Colo. 
ran OD ws, C aboae Townsend, Pa. 
Farq A McComas, ines, Turner, Kans, 
Flick, McDufiie, Reed, Iowa. Vandever, i 

f, Miles, Reyburn, Van Sehaick, 

4 Moffitt, Rock w Weaddill, : 
Gifford, Moore, N. H. Rowell, Wallace, N. Y. 
Greenhalge, Morey, Sanford, Williams, Ohio 
Grosvenor, Morrow, Sawyer, ht, 
Hansbrough, Morse, i ey. 
Haugen, Niedringhaus, Sherman, 

NOT VOTING—173. 

Adams, Cobb, Hooker, Rusk, 
Alderson, 7 II. Hopkins, Russell, 
Allen, Miss. eman, Houk, Scranton, 
Anderson, Miss, Cooper, Ohio Kennedy, Seney, 
Andrew, Cothran, Kilgore, Shively, 
Alvin’ Pa. Corres 2 Skinnar’ 

tkinson. w wler, ner, 
Bankhead, Grain,” Lee Smith, In. 
Barnes, P, ilbach, yser, 
Barwig, Cummings, „Ga. Spinola, $ 
Beckwith, s Lind, Springer, 
Belden, Lodge, Stahlnecker, 
Bi Darlington, À Stephenson, 
Bingham, Davidson, Ma Stewart, Ga, 
Blanchard, De Haven, Martin, Tex. Stewart, Vt. 
Bland, De La n, Stockda 
Bliss, Dibble, McCord, Stone, Mo. 
Blount, Dickerson, MoCormick, Sweney, 
Boatner, ery, M 0 ey, 

Dunphy, McKenna, Taylor, iD. 

Bontelie, Elliott, MeKinley, Taylor, 
Bowden, Ellis, Milliken, ompson, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ewart, Mills, 

rower, Featherston, M: Tex. er, 
Brown, J. B. Finley, Morrill, Turner, N.Y. 
Browne, T. M, Fitch, Mudd, Vaux, 
Browne, Va. Fithian, Norton, 
Brunner, ood, Nute, Wade, 
Buckalew, Flower, tes, Walker, 
Bullock, Fowler, O'Ferrall Wal Mass. 
Bunn, Frank, O’Neall, Ind. Washington, 
Butterworth, Funston, O'Neil, Maas, Watson, 
Campbell, Gelssenhainer, Outhwaite, Wheeler, Mich, 
Candler, Mass, Grout, Owens, Ohio Whiting, 
Cariton, Hall, Perkins, Wickham, 
Carter, Hare, 9 Wike, 
Caruth, Harmer, Phelan, Wiley, 
Caswell, Hayes, Wilkinson, 
Catchings, Price, Wilson, SA 
Cheatham, Hemphill, Randall, Wilson, Wash. 
Chipman, Henderson, III. Ray, Yoder. 
Clancy. Hermann, Richardson, 
Clark, Wis. Hitt, Rife, 
Clarke, Ala, Holman, Robertson, 


Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I want to change my vote. * 

The name of Mr. HILL was called, and he voted hay.“ 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with Mr. FITA- 
IAN; otherwise I would vote “nay.” $ 

The follówing additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. LODGE with Mr. ANDREW, until further notice. 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. TILLMAN, for the rest of the day. 
A Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. CARUTH, for the rest of the 

ay. . 

Mr. Hrrr with Mr. COTHRAN, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. BLAND, on this bill, 

Mr. BYNUM. I ask for the recapitulation of the vote. 

The vote was recapitulated. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to change my vote. 

The name of Mr. DUNNELL was called, and he voted ‘‘nay,”’ 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report the names of members noted 
by the Clerk as present and not voting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi, Mr. ARNOLD, Mr. Briss, Mr. Boormmay, Mr. BROWNE 

Dockery, Mr. 


of Virginia, Mr. 7 Fnaxk, Mr. Hrrr, Mr. HOOKER, Mr. Lawsix 
Mr, Lopez, Mr. Mupp, Mr. Pernxrxs, and Mr, Surra of Ilinois. 5 


The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 59 and the nays are 
95, and the House declines to recommit the resolution, The question 
now is upon the main question. ; 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of conference 
on the di g votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 10884) making appropriations for sundry civil 
Sir ms Nek the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, 
and for other 


Also, that tbo Bonato further insisted on its amendments numbered 
91, 95, 98, 99, 102, 104, 105, and 106, asked a further conference, and 
had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. 
HALE, and Mr. GORMAN. 


ALLISON, Mr, 


$ 
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MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
delivered to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who 
also announced the approval of the following acts and joint resolu- 
- tions: 

An act (H. R. 529) granting certain lands to Miles City, Mont., for use 
as a public park; 

An act (H. R. 8296) to allow the erection of a bridge across the Iowa 
River between the mouth of said river and the town of Wapello in 
Louisa County, Iowa; 

An act (H. R. 3711) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 9521) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Savannah River; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 203) to continue the provisions of the joint 
resolution approved June 30, 1890, entitled ‘‘Joint resolution to pro- 
vide temporarily for the expenditures of the Government;’’ and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 209) to amend the act to establish two ad- 
ditional land offices in the State of Montana, approved April 1, 1890. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. A parliamentary inquiry, 
Mr. Speaker. Has the resolution which was referred to the Committee 
on Rules been reported with the substitute from the Clerk’s desk? 

The SPEAKE The question is on the substitute, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is it not proper to have the 
original resolution read, so that members may know what it was? 

The SPEAKER. No; the vote is on the substitute. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the substitate be voted 
down, then would not the vote recur on the original resolution? 

The SPEAKER. It would not, because that is not before the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Not before the House at all? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

The questic- was taken on the passage of the resolution; and the 
Speaker announced that the ‘‘ ayes’? seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 80, noes 53. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask for tellers. 

The question was taken; and tellers were ordered. 

Mr: CANNON, Mr. Speaker, I think we may as well have the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 94, nays 44, not voting 
189; as follows: 


YEAS—94, 
Allen, Mich. Dingley, McDuffie, Reed, Iowa 
Anderson, Kans. Dolliver, M ey, Reyburn 
Atkinson, W.Va. Dorsey, Miles, Rockwell, 
Raker, Dunnell, Milliken, Rowell. 
Ranks, Moffitt, Sanford, af 
Bartine, Flick, oore, N. H. Sawyer, 
Rayne, Frank, Morey, Scull, 
iielknap, Gear, Morrow, Sherman. 
Bergen, Gest, Morse, Smith, W. Va. 
Ringham, Gifford, Niedringhaus, Snider, 
Brewer, Greenhalge, O'Donnell, Spooner, 
Prosins, Grosvenor, O'Neill, Pa. Stivers, 
Huchanan, N. J. Hansbrough, Osborne, Stockbridge, 
Burrows, Haugen, Owen, Ind. Struble, 
Barton, Henderson, Iowa Payson, Sweney. 
Caldwell, ill, Peel, Taylor, E. B. 
Cannon, Hitt, Per Taylor, III. 
Cheadle, Kelley, Peters, Townsend, Colo, 
Comstock, Kinsey, Pickler, Townsend, Pa. 
Conger, Knapp, Post, Vandever, 
Craig, Lacey, Pugsley, Waddill, 
Oulbertson, Pa. La Follette, Quackenbush, Williams, Ohio, 
Cutcheon, Laidlaw, Raines, 
Dalzell, Laws, Randall, 
NAYS—4. 
Abbott, Goodnight, MeClellan, Sayers, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Herbert, MeMillin, Stone, Ky. 
ickner, Holman, MoRae, tump, 
Brookshire, Hooker, Montgomery, Ys 
Clements, Kerr, Pa. Mu er, Turner, Ga. 
Connell, Lane, Wheeler, Ala. 
Culberson, Tex. Paynter, Whitthorne, 
Edmunds, Penington, leox, 
Enloe, Martin, Ind uinn, Williams, III 
Forney, McAdoo, illy, Wilson, Mo. 
Gibson, M hy, rs, Wilson, W. Va. 
NOT VOTING—I89, 
Adams, Bliss, Bunn, Clarke, Ala, 
Alderson, Blount, Butterworth, Clunie, 
Allen, Miss. Boatner, ynum, Cobb, 
nderson, Miss. Boo! x Campbell, well, 
Andrew, Boutelle, ler, Coleman 
Aes pe KK 
nson, reckin Tk. n, T, 0 
Bankhead, Brower, > Carter, 2 Cothran, 
Barnes, Brown, J. B. Caruth Covert, 
Barwig, Browne, T. M. Caswe Cowles, 
Beck with, Browne, Va. Catchings, Crain, 
Belden, Brunner, 1 — — Crisp, 
Va. pman, Cummings, 
Bianc! Buckalew, 
Bland, Bullock, Clark, Wis. 


Davidson, Hermann, es, Stone, Mo. 
De Haven, ‘op O Ferrall reney, 
De Lano, Houk, O'Neall, Ind. Taylor, J. D. 
Dibble, Kennedy, O'Neil, Mass. Taylor, Tenn. 
Dickerson, Kerr, Iowa Outhwait Thomas, 
Ketcham, Owens, Ohio ‘Thompson, 
Dunphy, Kil, Payne, Tillman, 
Elliott, Lanham, Perry, Tacker, 
Ellis, Lansing, Phelan, Turner, Kans. 
Ewart, Lawler, Pierce, Turner, N. Y. 
Farquhar, . Price, Van Schaick, 
Featherston, Lehlbach, Rax. Vaux, 
Finley, Lester, Ga. Richardson Venable, 
Fitch. Lester, Va. Rife, ade, 
Fithian, Lind, Robertson, Walker, 
Flood, Lodge, Rowland, Wallace, Mass, 
Flower, Magner, usk, Wallace, N. X. 
Forman, Maish, Russell Washington, 
Fowler, Martin, Tex. Scranton, Watson, 
Funston, ason, Seney, Wheeler, Mich. 
Geissenhainer, McClammy, Shively, Whiting, 
Grimes, McComas, Simonds, Wie! i 
Grout, McCord, Skinner, Wike, 
Hall, McCormick, Smith, Ill. Wiley, 
Hare, McCreary, Smyser, Wilkinson, 
Harmer, MeKenna, Spinola, Wilson, =. 
Hatch, ills, Springer, Wilson, Wash. 
Hayes, Moore, Tex. Stahlnecker. vee 
Haynes, Morgan, Stephenson, Yardley, 
Teard Morrill, Stewart, Ga, Yoder. 
Hemphill, Mudd, Stewart, Tex. 
Henderson, III. Norton, Stewart, Vt, 
Henderson, N. C. Nute, Stockdale, e 


Mr. PERKINS (at three minutes before 5 o'clock). Mr. Speaker, I 
have been informed, and so have others, by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. ENLOE] that unless there is a quorum present we shall be 
unable to do any business this evening at the session for the consid- 
eration of pension bills, and for that reason I ask unanimous consent 
now, before the hour of 5 o’clock arrives, that the evening session be 
dispensed with. 

Mr. ROGERS, Mr. Speaker, I ol ect, 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The Clerk will proceed. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the first roll-call. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the names of members who 
failed to answer on the first call. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the hour 
of 5 o’clock has arrived. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order and the 
Clerk will proceed. = = 

The Clerk resumed and completed the call. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. DARGAN, for the rest of this day. 

The following until further notice: 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr. Wri@nt with Mr. GEIssENHAINER, z 

The SPEAKER. Upon this question the yeas are 95 and the nays 
are 44—no quorum. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I voted to make a quorum, and 
I now ask to withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman's vote will 
be withdrawn. The hour of 5 o'clock having arrived, under the rule 
the House is in recess until 8 o’clock this evening. The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] will please preside at the evening ses- 
sion, 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. 
and was called to order by Mr, GROSVENOR as Speaker pro tempore. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is in session this evening 
under the rule for the consideration of | ese pension bills, bills for 
the removal of political disabilities, and bills removing charges of de- 


sertion. 
LEWIS SOLOMON. 


Mr. STRUBLE. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
the bill which I send to the desk. 

Mr. ENLOE. I make the point of no quorum. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to make a brief statement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the bill which the 
gentleman sends up. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill eee 8890) granting an increase of pension to Lewis Solomon, a private 


n Company A, First Indiana Infantry, Mexican war service. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay Lewis Solomon, a private of Com 
A, First Indiana Infantry, Mexican war service, n pension of $72 per month. in 
leu of that he is now receiving, subject to the provisions and tations of the 
pension laws. F 


The amendment reported by the Committee on Pensions was read, 
as follows: 


In line 6, strike out V2“ and insert 840.“ 
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Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to say a word before anything is said 
on the other side. This is the case ofa very old gentleman who is almost 
totally blind. He is now receiving a pension of $8 a month as a soldier 
of the Mexican war. He is dependent for his support upon that pen- 
sion and the charity of persons in his neighborhood. The Committee 
on Pensions has recommended that he be allowed $40a month, I hope 
there will be no objection to the present consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. ENLOE. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee objects. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ENLOE, I make the point of order that there is no quorum 
present for the transaction of business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is nothing now before the House 
on which that point can be made. 

Mr. ENLOE. I thought the Chair was authorized under the rales 
to count the House when the point of no quorum present was made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In order to require the Chair to count 
the House, the point must be made upon some question pending, 

Mr. STRUBLE. Well, I move the engrossment and third reading 
of the bill which has just been read. 

The SPEAKEK pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] is not in order. The bill is not before the 
House; it is in Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I desire to say that the bill has been considered 
in Committee of the Whole; it is now on the Calendar of unfinished 
business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That the gentleman did not state. 

Mr. STRUBLE, I think I did not, but it is the fact. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill can not come up except by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Iwould be glad in some way to bring the bill be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Upon the Calendar, under the head of ‘‘unfin- 
ished business,” I find a list of bills covering several pages, A large 
number of these bills come under the order of business for this even- 
ing, being bills from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, which have 
passed the Committee of the Whole, which have had their engross- 
ment and third reading, and are now in readiness for passage. My 

parliamentary inquiry is this: whether it is not the regular order to 
complete that unfinished business in the House at this time. These 
bills are of the class coming under the order of business for this even- 
ing. The bills to which I refer commence with Order No, 43 of ‘‘un- 
finished business“ and extend to Order No. 90 (all of these being from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions), and also from No. 93 to No. 100. 
The Calendar which I hold in my hand is not the latest; but I sup- 

the numbers are the same. Itseems to me these bills should now 

in order; and, if so, I ask for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that, the House 
being now in session for the consideration, among other things, of pri- 
vate pension bills, theorder with referenee to the disposition of un- 
finished business has the same operation as at any other meeting of the 
House, and that these bills, standing as unfinished business, are in or- 
der as they stand upon the Calendar. The Clerk will teport the first 
bill. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
CuTCHEON ], who rose a few moments ago to a parliamentary inquiry, 
referred to the status of certain pension bills, which he stated were 
upon the Private Calendar and ready for passage through this House. 
I desire to direct my inquiry to sundry bills on the same Calendar 
which have been there for months, These bills provide for the pay- 
ment of certain claims to loyal citizens of the Southern States. The 
Court of Claims has decreed that the claims are just; that the Govern- 
ment received supplies from these persons more than twenty-five years 

ago; that the prices charged were reasonable, and that the claimants 
were loyal. I desire to ask if there is no method by which these claims 
ean be considered. The bills are ready to be passed and the claimants 
are ready to receive the money. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not giving promiscuons 
opinions, [Laughter.] 


VIRGINIA L. M. EWING, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will report the first bill 
coming over as unfinished business. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 973) granting an increase of pension to Virginia L. M, Ewing. 


uae SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage of the 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 33, 
no 
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Mr. ENLOE. I make the point that no quorum has voted. There 
is no quoram. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman raises the question that 
no quorum is present, the Chair supposes. 

Mr. ENLOE. I raise the question that no quorum is present and 
as a matter of fact that no quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The fact that no quorum has voted is 
an unimportant fact. i 

Mr. ENLOE. It is a quite evident fact, nevertheless. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Are we in Committee of the Whole ? 

1 ALLEN, of Michigan. No; we are in the soup.“ [Laugh- 
ter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore having counted the House, announced the 
presence of 49 members only, no quorum being present. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to submit a question. 


to the gentleman from Tennessee as to whether there are any of these 
bills on this Calendarof unfinished business, whether it be one ora 
number of them, in regard to which he would waive his question of a 
quorum to-night and let them be considered. 

Mr. ENLOE. I believe there is nothing in order now, the absence 
of a quorum having been disclosed, except a call of the House or a mo- 
tion to adjourn. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Lunderstand the gentleman to intimate, then, that 
he will not consent that any bill shall be taken up. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The fact that no 3 is disclosed 


makes it impossible for the House to proceed, even 
sent. J 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, Well, Mr. Speaker, having received our 
instructions from the gentleman from Tennessee, I move that the House 
do now adjourn. It is all that we can do. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 8 o’clock and 10 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


* Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 7 
By Mr. KETCHAM: 4 
Resolved, That on Thursday, 1 5 155 21, after the reading of the Journal, the 
House proceed to consider the bill (H. R. 11236) to limit the hours of work of 
clerks and papare in first and second class post-offices; and that after two 
hours’ debate thereon the previous question shall be considered as ordered on 
the bill and all pending amendments ; 


to the Committee on Rules. 
By Mr. MORGAN: 

Whereas it is charged in the columns of the New York Sun and other respon- 
sible journals that gross frauds have been practiced on the Post-Office Depart- 
ment by one Alex. J. Wedderburn, in connection with the transmission through 
the mails of a large number of circulars, in the form of anewspaper entitled The 


y unanimous con- 


National Farm and Fireside, at one-eighth of the rates established by law; 


and 

Whereas itisstated that said circulars, priuted in Alexandria, Va., were mailed 
at a post-office near that city, at a place called Grange Camp, where a post-office 
wasestablished at the request of the said Wedderburn, one of his employés be- 
ing appointed postmaster; and 

Whereas itis stated that an investigation of these facts was made by the proper 
officers of the Post-Office Department with the result of discontinuing said 
post-office after the Government had been defrauded out of a large sum of 
money by the said Wedderburn in the manner stated; and 

Whereas it is asse that criminal proceedings were not instituted against 
the said Wedderburn as required by law, the Department of Agticulture hav- 
ing interposed in behalf of said Wedderburn: Therefore, 

i esolved, That the Postmaster-General be and he is required to transmit to 
the House at the earliest practicable moment all the facts in 8 of the 
Post-Oflice Department in the matter, including the reports of special: 
or inspectors of said Department therein, together with any correspondence 
had with the Department of Agriculture in respect to said matter; 


to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. ENLOE: 


Whereas a special committee consisting of five members of the House of Rop- ~ 


resentatives has been appointed by the Speaker undera resolution of the House 
to 3 certain specific charges against the Commissioner of Pensions; 
ane 

Whereas the scope of said investigation is so limited as to prevent the said 
committee from making such thorough and complete investigation of the ad- 
ministration of the Pension Office as the facts and circumstances demand; and 

Whereas the following advertisement appears in the Newton Press of July 
23, 1890, a newspaper published in the town of Newton, III., and in various other 
newspapers in the Western States, to wit; 


“R, J. Wilkinson, Mount Carmel, III. John Raum, Washington, D. O. 


“ PENSIONS, 
“Wilkinson & Raum 
“Have opened an office in Mount Carmel, III., for the prosecution of pension 
and bounty claims. Under the new law all soldiers disabled are entitled toa 


nsion. Widows of all soldiers who are dependent are entitled to a pension. 
housands now on the roll are entitled to an increase. Write us with two 
stamps for reply. Mr. Wilkinson is mayor of Mount Carmel; Mr. Raum is ason 
of Pension Commissioner Raum. We will give all claims proper attention. 
8 T. Wilkivton, Mount Carmel, II.:“ 
Therefore, 


Resolved, That the special committee charged with the 1 of a 2 
ustructed to 


charges against the Commissioner of Pensions be, and ishereby, 

extend the scope of the investigation so as to embrace the entire administra- 
tion of the Pension Office, and said committee is 3 directed to inquire 
into the business relationship existing between John Raum, the pension attor- 
ney, and the son of the Commissioner of Pensions, and Green B. Raum, the 


* ° = 


8354 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. AUGUST 9, 


Commissioner of Pensions, and father of the sion attorney, John, and report 
to the House by resolution or otherwise. committee shall have the same 
powers for the purposes of this further investigation, to „5 
pers and administer oaths in taking testimony as was o! y conferred 

y the resolation under which said committee was created; 


to the Committee on Rules. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 10801) for the relief of Sarah A. Clapp, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2933)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11582) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Elizabeth M. Hollingsworth, accompanied bya report (No. 2934)— 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

He also, from the same committee, reported with amendment the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11309) granting a pension to Maria Hassen- 
deubel and Apolloina Hassendeubel, accompanied by a report (No. 
2935)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11577) granting a ion to 
Martha Leach, accompanied by a report (No. 2936)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr, YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 4858) granting a pension to Abi- 
gail Be accompanied by a report (No, 2937)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
pate with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 3332) granting an 

crease of pension to Margaret E. Pierce, accompanied by a report (No. 
2938)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 1552) granting a 

nsion to Louise Selden, accompanied by a report (No. 2939)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. LAWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 11578) granting u pension to 
Rebecca A. Barker, accompanied by a report (No. 2940)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11538) 
to continue in existence the National Metropolitan Fire Insurance Com- 
pany of the District of Columbia, accompanied by a report (No. 2941)— 
to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, reported with amendment the bill 
of the House (H. R. 11407) to improve car service on Fourteenth street, 
extended, accompanied by a report (No. 2942)—to the House Calendar, 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Library, 

favorably the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 144) to 
accept from the National Encampment of the Grand Army of the Re- 
- public a statue and pedestal of the late General U. S. Grant, accom- 
panied — — (No. 2943) —to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
‘favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 9823) for the relief of Martha F. 
Stebbins, afcompanied by a report (No. 2944)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 


— 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 11691) to compel the attendance of 
witnesses on trials of members of the police foree, fire department, or 
any other department of the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 

to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 11692) to authorize the building of 
a bridge at Dardanelle, Ark., across the Arkansas River—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 11693) to extend the time for filing 
claims for additional bounty under theact of July 28, 1866, until July 
1, 1892—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 11694) for the erection of a pedestal 
and statue of an Indian chief within the Capitol—to the Committee 
on the Library. 


~~ 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. COOPER, of Indiana: A bill (H, R. 11695) to pension Cyn- 
A iso, a tall (HL . 11696) to increase, the, pension of Joseph 
a bi 696) to increase of J B. Sal- 
lers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


By Mr. EWART: A bill (H. R. 11697) to place the name of Uriah 
Bennett, Company F, Third North Carolina Mounted Infantry, on thé 
muster-rolls.of the United States—to the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11698) to on Harriett Bri, of Yancey 
County, North Carolina—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11699) for the relief of S. T. Featherstone— to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11700) for the relief of Joseph W. Green—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11701) allowing the pay of a second lieutenant 
to Leonard W. Henderson, Company A, Second North Carolina Mounted 
Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 11702) to remove the charge of desertion against 
John A. Palmer, Third North Carolina Mounted Infantry—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11703) for the relief of Anson B. Sams—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11704) for the relief of Elizabeth Waters—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 3 

By Mr. MoCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 11705) granting a pension to 
Nancy Archer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS: A bill (H. R. 11706) granting a pension 
to Joseph Gerthof—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: A bill (II. R. 11707) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Nancy Lively, widow of Turner Lively, a private in Capt. 
Absalom Cox’s Company of mounted militia of the Territory of Illi- 
nois, in the war of 1812—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 11708) granting a pen- 
sion to Drewry Porter—to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Petition of citizens of Kaufman County, Texas, 
for the free admission of Mexican lead ores—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BURTON: Protest of the Lake Carriers’ Association of Buf- 
falo, N. Y., against granting the use of Government piers to private 
firms or corporations—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of Andrew N. Hope, for reliet—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. — 

Also, petition favoring House bill 10770, for relief of Mrs. Mira 
Thompson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition favoring House bill 10404, for relief of William H. 
Bean—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HANSBROUGH: Petition of officers-of Pierce County, 
North Dakota, favoring an appropriation for irrigation in North Da- 
3 the Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in the United 

tes. 

Also, petition of county commissioners of Sargent County, North 
Dakota, for same purpose to the Select Committee on Irrigation of 
Arid Lands in the United States. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Resolutions of Lieutenant Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Allison, Iowa, favoring the per diem 
pension bill—tp the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of the Mountain Lake Park Women’s 
Christian Temperance Union Interstate Conference, asking legislation 
prohibiting the World’s Fair being kept open on Sunday—to the Select 
Committee on the World’s Fair. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of mayor and city council of Canton, Illi- 
nois, against the tariff on lead ore—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of the Typothetæ, of Philadelphia, fa- 
voring a copyright law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SNIDER: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of St. 
Paul, Minn., favoring immediate completion of new lock at St. Mary’s 
Canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Petition of merchant tailors of New York 
City and vicinity, on the $500 clause of the McKinley bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, August 9, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

Mr. FAULKNER. _I suggest that there is not a quorum here. 

Mr. FAULKNER, "The xe not pete and I t 

2 ere is not a quorum n su a 

call of the Senate. 1 n i ed 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll of the Senate will be called 
by the Secretary. 


The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Alliso 8 wen a rik 

n. wes, ‘ 
Barbour, Dixon, M lan, Vance, 

Bate, Edmunds, Manderson, Vest, 

Berry, Faulkner, *. 

Blair, Frye, Power, Walthall, 
Butler, Gorman, i Wilson of Iowa, 
Casey Hiscock, Sawyer, 


Mr. FAULKNER. I desire tostate that my colleague [Mr. KENNA] 
is detained from the Senate by reason of sickness. 

Mr. CASEY. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. PIERCE] 
is necessarily absent, and is paired to-day with the Senator from Ken- 
tacky [Mr. CARLISLE}. 

Mr. HISCOCK. My colleague [Mr. EVARTS], who is not well, has 
gone to New York for a few days on account of his health. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. FARWELL] 
ag still 3 at his room by illness, but hopes to be out in a very 

w da 

The PRESIDE NT pro tempore. The roll-call shows that thirty-one 
Senators are present, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
reqnest the attendance of absent Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to regnes the attendance of ab- 
sent Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will furnish a list of 


absent Senators to the Sergeant-at-Arms, who will execute the order of | Rules. 


the Senate. 

Mr, PASCO entered the Chamber and answered to his name. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 
is, I understand, detained from the Chamber by illness. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say that that is true of my colleague [Mr. 
CHANDLER]. 

Mr. SANDERS entered the Chamber and answered to his name. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] and the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. GEORGE] are absent with the leave of the Senate. 

After a little delay, Mr. CAMERON, Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. COKE, Mr. 
COLQUITT, Mr. MCPHERSON, Mr. MORGAN, Mr. PLATT, Mr. PLUMB, 
Mr. RANSOx, and Mr. QUAY entered the Chamber and answered to 
their names, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 10 o'clock and 20 minutes a. m.). 
Forty-three Senators have appeared and responded to their names. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Let the Journal be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum being present, if there be 
no objection the Journal of the proceedings of yesterday will be read 
by the Secretary. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was renal and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 11459) 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for prior years, and for other 
purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR BECK. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President; after conference with the chair- 
men of the Committee on Finance and the Committee on A pria- 
tions and also with the gentlemen immediately in charge of the tariff 
bill, I desire to give notice to the Senate, they concurring, that on Sat- 
urday, the 23d of this month, I shall ask leave, immediately after the 
reading and approval of the Journal, to submit the customary resolu- 
tions relative to the death of my late colleague, Mr. Beck, and shall 
desire the Senate at that time to consider them. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 11459) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


PETITIONS AND. MEMORIALS, 


Mr. FRYE presented two memorials of vessel-owners, remonstrating 
against certain provisions in sections 7 and 8, pages 138 and 139, of the 
pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented resolutions of the Union Alliance, 
No. 1737, of Algona, Iowa, in favor of the passage of a law regulating 
the interstate liquor traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. QUAY. I present a petition of importers of the city of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying that in formulating the tariff bill a provision 
shall be inserted requiring that silk and rubber webbing ane cotton 
and rubber webbing, and cotton braids and trimmings shall be dis- 
tinetly marked with the length of each piece, to prevent fraud. I move 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Finance. 


The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. HISCOCK presented. the memorial of F. S. Knight and other 
citizens of the cities of New York and Brooklyn, remonstrating against 
the passage of what is known as the Federal election bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of seven firms in the city of New 2 
praying that the duty on tin-plate be not in and pro 
bounty on home manufacture; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HIGGINS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4318) to im 
car service on Fourteenth street extended; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 


AMENDMENT TO A“ BILL. 


Mr. SAWYER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING OF ELECTION BILL, 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing: 


Ordered, That 2,000 copies of the bill (H. R. 11045) to amend and su 
election Jaws of the United States and to provide for the more enforce- 
ment of such laws, and for other purposes, with the amendment proposed by 
the Senate Committee on Privileges and Elections, and with a 8 index, 
os printed in document form and be placed in the document-room for the use 

Senate. 


ement tho. 


LIMITATION OF DEBATE. 
I offer a resolution for reference to the Committee on 


The resolution will be read. 


Mr. HOAR. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

he Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the rules of the Senate be amended by adding the following: 

“When any bill or resolution shall have been under consideration for a rea- 
sonable time, it shal! be in order for any Senator to demand that debate 
be closed. If such demand be seconded by a majority of the Senators present, 
the question shall forthwith be taken thereon without farther debate, ma the 

pending measure shall take precedence of all other business w Ifthe 
Sonata shali decide to close debate, the question shall be 198 3. — the 5 
amendments, upon amendments of which notice shall then be given, and 
the measure in its successive stages according to the rules 755 the Senate, 
without further debate, except that every Senator who may desire shall be 
mitted to speak upon the measure not more than once and not exceeding thirty 
minutes. 

“After such demand shall have been made by any Senator no other motion 
shali be in order until the same shall have been voted upon by the Senate, 
unless the same shall fail to be seconded. 

“After the Senate shall have decided to close debate no motion shall be in 
order but a motion to adjourn, or to take a recess, when such motionsshall be 
seconded by a majority of the Senate. When either of said motions shall have 
been lost, or shall have failed of a second, it shall not be in order to renew the 
same until one Senator shall have spoken n the pending measure, or one 
vote upon the same shall have intervened. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ¢ resolution will be referred to 


the Committee on Rules and printed. 
EASTERN BRANCH BRIDGE. 


Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimons consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to com- 
municate to the Senate as soon as may be "all information in his 
cerning the bridge over the Eastern Branch of the P 
Pennsylvania avenue, and especially in respect of the relations of the 
and Potomae iroad Company with that bridge and its and th 
crossing of the public highway connected with the Ars ee the tracks of tho 
said company, and tbat he state whether the said com 
the duties imposed upon them in respect of the prem: 

respects, 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no farther morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9416. 

Mr. VEST. I desire to ask the Senator from Rhode Island to per- 
mit House bill 9523 to be called up, which was partly considered the 
other day and went over on account of a slight amendment about which 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN ] and myself have made an 
agreement satisfactory to him and to the Committee on Commerce. It 
relates to a bridge which is now being constracted. The material is 
there and the company are anxious to construct it. It is a matter in 
which I have no personal interest. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that this 
afternoon, before adjournment, the tariff bill may be laid aside tem- 
porarily, as it is desired to pass two or three bills of that kind. 

Mr. MORGAN. It will take no more time than the mere reading of 
the bill. Lask that the bill may be considered now. 

Mr. VEST. It has been read. 

Mr. MORGAN. It has been already read, ard has been under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. VEST. There will be nothing to do but to accept the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to simply taking a vote on it. 

Mr. VEST. ‘That is all. 

Mr. HOAR. Has the question been put on taking up the tariff bill? 


y has complied with 
gy if not, in What 


— 


Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the tariff bill be first taken up. 
Mr. MORGAN. There is no objection to that. 
Mr. VEST. It will only take a minute to dispose of this bridge 
bill, Ihave no interest in it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII be- 
ing in order, the Senator from Rhode Island moves that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) ta reduce the rey- 
enue, and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. 
The motion was a: to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] to par- 


- agraph 134. 
TENNESSEE RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. MORGAN. Now I ask that House bill 9523 may be considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid 
aside to enable him to ask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9523) 
authorizing the construction of a bridge over the Tennessee River at or 
near Guntersville, Ala., and for other purposes. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move to amend the bill by inserting what is in 
the copy I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Iu section 1, line 7, alter the word Gunters- 
ville,” insert ‘‘or at or near Deposit; so as to read: 

At or near Guntersville or at or near Deposit, Ala. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. This is in relation to the change required in the loca- 
tion of a railroad in Alabama? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; but the objectionable part is all eliminated. 

Mr. FRYE. It is all eliminated ? 

Mr. VEST. There is no objection to it. 

Mr. FRYE. So this is satisfactory to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. VEST. Entirely so. 

Mr. FRYE. It is all right, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Alabama to a memorandum of a proviso that was to be in- 


Mr. MORGAN. No, I do not offer that. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further amendment 
to the bill as in Committee of the Whole, it will be reported to the Sen- 


ate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
amendments reported by the Committee on Commerce have not been 
agreed to. They will be read. 

The CHIEF CEERK. In section 2, line 9, after the word enjoy,“ 
strike out th' and insert the word the.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was to add to 
section 2 the following: 

d all telegraph and telephone com ies shall have equal rights and priv- 
—— fag — TE and — — Their} lines — aii 2 p 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I think it will be found on examination that all those 
amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, they werenot. The Journal does not show it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment of the com- 
mittee will be stated, d 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 3, line 32, before the word juris- 
diction,” strike ont the word territorial; so as to read: In whose 
jurisdiction.” 

The amendment was agreed to. { 

The next amendment was, at the end of section 6, to strike out the 
ret thereof“ and insert of the approval of this act; so as to 

That this act shail be null and void if actual construction of the bridge herein 
. authorized be not commenced within two years and completed within three 
years from the date of the approval of this act. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

Theamendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Tennessee River at or near Guntersville 
or Deposit, Ala., and for other purposes.“ 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the joint resolution 
(S. R. 75) to accept from the national encampment of the Grand Army 
5 the Republic a statue (and pedestal) of the late General Ulysses 8. 

rant. : 
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THE REVENUE BILL. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 


tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 


on imports, and for other purposes. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pone question is on the 
South Carolina [Mr. BUT- 


amendment submitted by the Senator from 
LER], which will be stated. i 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to add to paragraph 134, on page 
28, after line 2, the following proviso: 

Provided further, That hoop or band iron or hoop or band steel used for bal- 
ing cotton shall be exempt from the operations of this act, and shall be taxed at 
the rate of 35 per cent. ad valorem, the rate imposed by existing law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
(Mr, VANcE] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, for twenty-five years or more the ef- 
fect of the legislation which has been enacted here has been adverse to 
the agricultural classes of our country. As apropos to this amend- 
ment and to the item under consideration, I propose briefly to show 
the real effect of that legislation which is called protective and which 
we have been told has for its object the encouragement of infant or 
struggling manufactures against the competition of the better estab- 
lished and more wealthy manufactures of the Old World, the terms used 
being to protect American manufacturers,” to encourage American 
industries,” ete. 

Now, we will suppose that there are ten men in a given community 
engaged in ten different occupations; and after awhile one of them—we 
will say he is a shoemaker—calls his nine other associates and neigh- 
bors around him and says to them: There is a man across the river 
who is bringing over shoes and underselling me, and if something is 
not done for me I shall be ruined and driven out of the business. Now, 
I propose that you all submit to a tax of 25 cents a pair on every pair 
of shoes sold here in order to prevent that man across the river from 
bringing in his shoes and underselling me.“ 

Well. it is agreed to. Then the weaver says, Well, that same man’s 
neighbors across the river are bringing in cloth here and underselling 
me, and as we have given the shoemaker the benefit of 25 cents a pair 
upon his shoes, it is nothing but just that you should give me 10 cents 
a yard upon my cloth for the same purpose.” And that is agreed to. 
And so protection in the shape of levying duties against the goods of 
the men across the river is continued until the whole ten are em- 
braced. 

Each one has a tax levied for his benefit upon the goods of his com- 
petitor across the river, which enables him to keep up the price of his 
own. Now, it is perfectly obvious that if that tax is equally levied, if 
that protection goes all around, it is not worth anything to any of 
them; for the reason that if A has a tax levied for him which puts $1 
into his pocket, and in turn has a tax levied upon him which takes a 
dollar out of his pocket and gives it to B, and so on around, it is per- 
fectly evident that every one will have received a dollar in taxation 
and paid out a dollar in taxation, and that they will come out at the 
same hole by which they went in. Each man will have received a 
dollar in taxes and each man will have paid out a dollar in taxes. 
There is no money in that. 

But, Mr. President, you may know perhaps from observation or 
from reading that if two men play cards and one wins, the other is 
bound to lose. There is no escape from that; and in order that this 
scheme of taxation may make anybody wealthy who is concerned in it 
there must be somebody to lose as well as somebody to win. There 
must be some one of the ten upon whom the tax is levied who can not 
recoup by taxation upon anybody else; because, as I have said, when 
the tax is levied upon a member of the community, if he is able to re- 
coup by taxes upon the rest of the community then he is made whole. 
And so in the State there must be a class, there must be one or more 
classes of the people upon whom the taxes to protect the others fall, 
who will not themselves be able to levy the tax iu turn upon some- 
body else. 

Now, sir, here are the three great classes of producers of our country— 
the agriculturists, the miners, and the manufacturers—and they have 
made this compact, or at least it has been made for them, that the taxes 
are to be levied upon the articles made by the manufacturers for their 
tt encouragement” and protection“ against competition; and taxes 
have been levied upon articles that compete with the miners who dig 
ores of iron and coal and everything of that kind from the soil. To 
give it the appearance of equality and justice taxes are also levied 
upon the wheat and the corn and the oats and the cotton, ete., grown 
by the farmer. That on paper looks fair, but it so happens that it is 
a reality for the manufacturer and the miner, and it is a delusion and 
a snare for the farmer. 

The manufacturer’s articles and productions are protected because 
he has competition that comes from across the water, from foreign 
countries; consequently he has grown rich, and the manufacturers are 
now the wealthiest portion of the American people. The miners have 
flourished in the same proportion as an adjunct of the manufacturers, 
The miners and manufacturers together have grown rich and aceu- 
mulated enormous wealth by this protective ent. But how 
has it been with the farmer? He has found that there is nothing to 
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compete with him. A duty of 25 cents a bushel is laid npomhis wheat, 
of 10 cents upon his corn, of 5 cents a pound or 2 cents a pound—I do 
not remember what it is and it is immaterial, and I am very glad I do 
not remember it—upon his bacon, his pork, and his beef, and all such 
things; but it turns out in fact and in truth that there is no competi- 
tion with him coming {rom abroad: There is nothing to protect him 
against. 

There is a little barley shipped over from the Canadian border, and 
even that would not come but for the fact that the peculiar kind of barley 
grown in Canada is necessary to the production of beer in this country. 
There is also a little seed- wheat imported across the border; astray steer 
now and then comes across the Mexican border into Texas and the west- 
era country, and now and then there is an animal imported for breed- 
ing purposes, and again there are a few bushels of potatoes from Nova 
Scotia that come in; but the great bulk of the farmer's productions are 
without competition from abroad. 

I say, therefore, that when this beautiful theory of protection came 
into practice, while it was a reality, and a substantial reality for the 
manufacturer and the miner, the agricultural man found it to be a de- 
lusion anda cheat. It was simply the bargain which the chicken-cock 
made with the horses in the stable. ‘‘ Let us be very careful, gentle- 
men,“ says the chicken-cock, ‘‘not to tread on each other’s toes. 
[Laughter.] The farmer of America, owing to the goodness of God 
Iventure to make that expression notwithstanding the fact that we 
are told it is the goodness of the tariff—owing to the goodness of God, 
I will persist iu saying, in giving us the most fertile and magnificent 
farming land in this world, and owing to the industry and the genius 
of the farmer who manipulates that soil, we are ahead of all countries 
in the production of food. 

The corn and the wheat and the oats and the rye and the barley 
and the live-stock, meat and provisions of all kindsi p America, take 
the first rank in quantity and quality of all similar supplies produced 
upon earth. And therefore for the manufacturer who wants 50 per 
cent. on his iron goods, 75 per cent. upon his woolen goods, and for the 
manufacturer of crockery ware, who wants 60 per cent. for his products, 
to come in and say to the farmer, ‘* Now, sir, if you will give me this 
duty upon my production I will positively give you 25 cents a bushel 
of duty on your wheat, is about as much of a bargain and as well sus- 
tained by a‘lequate consideration as the bargain which one boy pro- 
posed to make with another; said he, Jim, if you will give me your 
big red apple I will show you my sore toe.“ [Laughter.] 

The manufacturer of woolen goods who wants 75 per cent. upon his 
woolens has absolutely made that bargain with the farmer: If you 
give me 75 per cent. protection upon my woolen goods, against the 
English and German and French manufacturers, I will give you 25 
cents a bushel on your wheat and 10 cents a bushel on your corn to 

Protect you against England, that does not grow a bushel of corn, and 
against England, who does not grow more than one-fifth of the wheat 
that her people ent, and has to import nearly all her supplies, iu your 
behalf, who export more wheat and corn and provisious than any other 
two nations in the world put together.” 

That is the character of the bargain. Well, the farmer makes it, or 
at least he has submitted to it, and when reminded of the inequalities 
ofthis kind of a contract, of the workings of this kind of a system, the 
manufacturers of woolen and iron goods and of crockeryware, etc., 
always quiet the farmer by telling him, Hold still; we will by this 
operation keep our money at home and we will keep the productions 
of foreigners out; we will make our own people rich; we will increase 
the value of your land; we will buy all of your products at home, and 
in the long run you will see that indirectly you will reapas much benefit 
as we do directly.“ And they are always telling him what he is going 
to get under this protective systen in the long run;’’ and meanwhile, 
in the short run, the manufacturer is getting rich, is eating the red 
apple and laughing in his sleeve. One gets cash and the other gets 
promises and gazes at the sore toe; the cash is the short run, and the 
promises are the long run; and these promises are somewhat like Gov- 
ernment bonds, payable at the option of the promissor. They are to 
be porlormed whenever the manufacturer gets tired of reaping the bene- 
fits of the bargain on his part and will agree to let the farmer have his 
innings. 

Mr MORGAN, He never gets tired. 

Mr. VANCE. Alas, no; so far he has proved remarkably long- 
winded and has not shown the slightest evidence of being tired. This 
bill rather indicates that he is panting for a greater speed in the race 
instead of being tired. 

The farmer has these disadvantages under this system: The prices 
of all his products are fixed by the markets abroad, and why? Be- 
cause he makes more than will supply the home market and the sur- 
plus which goes abroad fixes the price of that which is sold in the home 
market, and the very fact that there is a surplus to sell abroad is evi- 
dence that the home market is abundantly supplied, and that abun- 
dant supply, according to the well-known principles of political econ- 
omy, operates to keep prices down. 

He can not increase those prices by an artificial searcity on account 
of the impossibility of forming a combination like those to which the 

‘manufacturers resort. His interest is so widespread, the persons en- 


gaged in agriculture are so broadly diffused over the whole land that 
itis impossible for them to act in concert and to create an artificial 
scarcity. They are obliged, therefore, to send their articles abroad, 
and there they are sold in competition with the cheapest labor of this 
world. Our farmers’ wheat is sold in competition with Indian wheat 
which is grown with labor at 6 cents a day, and the Southern planters’ 
cotton is sold in competition with the cotton of India, which is made 
with the same labor, in competition with the ryots of India and with 
the tellahs of the Nile, whose pay is still less than that of the ryot of 
India, and in competition with the half-breed Jabor of South America 
and the islands of the sea, and everywhere that cotton is produced. 
So, then, the men, women, and children who work in the cotton-fields 
and in the gin-houses of the South are compelled to labor in competi- 
tion with the cheapest and most degraded labor of our race anywhere 
to be found. R 

The farmer is therefore compelled by this plan to go abroad to sell 
his surplus; having just sold his home product at prices fixed by com- 
petition with the lowest labor in the world, he goes abroad and sells 
in the same free-trade market. If he were permitted to buy in the 
same market at prices cheapened in like manner he would be compen- 
sated to some extent for these disadvantages, but he is not permitted 
to buy there. When he gets to Liverpool and sells his wheat or his 
cotton at these reduced prices, ifhe could buy the hardware that he 
requires for the use of his farm at English prices, or if he could buy 
woolen goods which he requires for the use of his family at English or 
German prices, or crockeryware for the use of his family at the prices 
there in a market cheapened by the free-trade labor of the world in the 
same way, he would to a great degree be compensated for these disad- 
vantages, but he can not do it. 

If he buys in Liverpool with the proceeds of his cargo of wheat a 
supply of iron goods and woolen sand crockeryware for his own 
use or the use of his neighbors, when he arrives at the port of New 
York the Government of his country takes from him one-half of all 
the iron goods he got, it takes over one-half of all the crockeryware 
he got, and it takes three-quarters of every piece of woolen goods he 
has got, under this bill, as a tax, as a punishment for daring to go 
abroad and sell his surplus products. It was his. duty to have per- 
mitted them to rot rather than buy cheap goods from foreigners. 

He is treated as a criminal by the laws of his country and subjected 
to fines and penalties in the way of duties, If he comes back with a 
dollar’s worth of crockery ware for the use of his family, for which he 
had sold a bushel of wheat, the Government takes over 50 cents of it; 
if he comes back with a dollar’s worth of iron supplies for the use of 
his farm the Government takes one-half; if he comes back with 4 yards 
of cloth the Government takes 3 yards of it and leaves him 1. 

Mr. President, is it any wonder that that thing has produced its 
natural result? Whilst the farmer is paying the tax to his neighbor 
to sustain him in business, from whom is he to recoup his losses? 
Where is there a man below and subject to him upon whom he may 
cast the burden of this taxation? He is nowhere, There is nobody. 
He pays that out of his earnings, a dead loss forever. 

Is it any wonder, I ask; if in this unequal struggle which has been 
going on in this way ever since the war, for more than twenty-five 
years, that the agricultural classes have been falling behind? They 
have been heaping up mortgages and indebtedness; they have been in 
many places forced to burn their corn for fuel for the want of a market 
for it. They live harder, they make less advancement in the arts of 
luxury and comfort, they endure more privations, they work harder, 
they give less education to their children, they have less opportunity 
for acquiring information and cultivation for themselves than any other 
class of the community; whilst we see the other classes, the mining 
and fhe manufacturing classes, according to the statistics of the census 
tables, heaping together all the wealth and concentrating in themselves 
all of the prosperity of the country. 

‘Those are facts which can not be denied. Mr. President, this item 
of cotton-ties which we are considering well illustrates the iniquity 
of the workings of this whole system of tariff taxation, of which the 
manufacturers and miners are the beneficiaries and of which the agri- 
culturists are the victims. 

Cotton is eultivated in America from the Roanoke to the Rio Grande, 
all along the shores of the Atlantic and the Gulf of Mexico to the bor- 
ders of Mexico. At least 800,000 square miles of the fairest and most 
fertile portion of American soil is devoted chiefly to the production of 
cotton. It is the chief business of ten million people. Itisinterwoven 
with our whole social and domestic life in a manner that Ican not de- 
scribe to you. The language of poesy could only depict it. From the 
time that the first seed is put into the ground until it springs up, and 
all during the tender period of the plant, it is watched with that 
anxions solicitude by our whole people with which the chamber and 
the news from the chamber of a sick person in a family is watched. 

If it can escape the perils which beset it in its tender state, then the 
heavens are watched with anxiety to see if they will be propitious; 
and as it grows the whole force of the plantation is turned ont to cul- 
tivate it, and when it begins to bloom and has that far escaped the 
casualties ofits delicate existence, every man, woman, and child in the 
land begins to smile; and that smile breaks into open rejoicing when 


* 


: 


8358 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. ` 


. 


AUGUST 9, 


beyond all danger the white fleecy staple begins to make the fields 
glow with the promise of comfort, peace, abundance, and happiness. 
It is a continuous labor. It is not like the labor on most other agri- 
cultural ucts. By the time the last white fleecy ball is picked 
from the , decaying stalk in the field the plow is coming in again 
for the next crop; and so it goes. The result of all that labor is that 
seven-elevenths of all the cotton in this world that enters into com- 
merce is produced in those Southern States, more than 7,000,000 bales 
ont of 11,000,000 for the world. = 

That cotton furnishes more than one-third of all the exports which 
this country sends to foreign countries. Out of the $730,000,000 worth 
of exports for the fiscal year ending on the 30th day of June last, $250,- 
000,000 were cotton from these Southern fields, and almost half of 
everything that agriculture furnishes for exportation consists in this 
cotton; almost as much as all the wheat and corn and oats and meat, 
beef, pork, live-stock, cheese, butter, and all dairy products put to- 
gether—almost, notquitesomuch, And it is not necessary to say that 
foreign commerce supports our exchanges and makes the balance of 
trade in our favor and prevents the outflow of the precious metals from 
our circulation, and that of all the foreign products of commerte this 
item of cotton is the leading article. It is the support, the employ- 
ment, the hope, the peace, the abundance, the happiness, of ten mill- 
ions of people, and it receives not one dollar's worth uf benefit in any 
conceivable way from your tariff taxation. On the contrary, every 
` tool, every piece of harness, every plow, every wagon, barrow, or im- 
` plement used in its production, and every article of household supplies 
used by the operatives in the field is subjected to the heaviest kind of 
tax for the benefit of the manufacturer and the miner. 

Now, Mr. President, after these people, these men, women, and chil- 
dren, black and white, rich and poor, high and low, have made this 
great crop that clothes the world and sustains your foreign commerce 
and your exchanges, instead of encouraging it by taxation for its ben- 
efit you come down upon this one indispensable article which secures 
the bale of cotton in shape and envelopes it for the market, and instead 
of saying “I will reduce that duty or remove it altogether for you, to 
encourage this great and useful calling,“ you double and almost treble 
the duty on it. From 35 per cent. you advance it to 103.71 per cent. 

Mr. President, look at it now from a protectionist standpoint; look at 
it in the lightofyour own profession, Senators, and see if this duty is just. 
Yousay you want to encourage Americanindustry. Is not the production 
of 7,000, 000 bales of cotton, the daily occupation and life of ten millions 
of people, an industry? Is it not an American industry? Are not its 
laborers your countrymen? Is it not meritorious and deserving in every 
sense of the word? Why can you not protect it? Von can not indeed 
benefit it by imposing direct taxes upon the foreign competitors of the 
article, forit has none in this market. Then, in the name of heaven, 
if you can not protect so meritorious an industry, as you do all of your 
own, by the imposition of taxes, can you not protect this great indus- 
try of these people by the withholding of taxation? If the Constitu- 
tion gives you power to promote Gps interests by taxing, can you 
not do the same by refraining? If so, is it not equally your duty? 
All that we ask you to do is to withhold this tax. 

If you refuse to withhold the tax, knowing that the tax which you 
have levied upon foreign raw cotton is a sham, a delusion, and a snare; 
if you insist on oppressing this American industry in this way by 
trebling the tax already existing upon it, and thus crippling the 
strength of the man who labors in the field for the support of American 
commerce and for the clothing of the world; if you do that, I ask, when 
some of you are standing upon the hustings and talking about the pro- 
tection of American labor, might not some man in your audience with 
great propriety say That is a lie, and you know it; you know that 
you are not for protecting all American labor;“ for the 7,000,000 bales 
of cotton are oppressed when prepared for the foreign market by a tax 
three times higher than that which is imposed upon many other arti- 
cles that you are manufacturing. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Treasury does not need the money. 

Mr. MORGAN. It did not use to need it; it needs it now. 

Mr. VANCE. In that view ot it, considering that I am standing and 
talking to a protectionist, I can see every reason in the world why, 
when you can not encourage an American industry by direct taxation, 
` you should encourage it by withholding taxation as the only means 

ie to you. If you will not, you show plainly that your professions 
are false and that love for American industries is only an-excuse for 
plundering the American people. The Treasury does not need the 
money. Iam free to sayat the rate we are going, I thinkit soon will; 
bnt when we assembled here to legislate for the peoplé we were all 
agreed that the revenue ought to be reduced, that there ought not to 
be a surplus dollar taken from the pockets of the people and paid into 
the Treasury that the Government does not need. And when we met 
here there were $57,000,000 in the Treasury of the Government that 
could not be used at all, properly and legally. Therefore the Govern- 
ment does not need the revenue. 

If it did and if it was necessary to increase duties in order to make 
more revenue, then according to the bill that you have introduced, which 
is declared to bean act to reduce the revenue, equalize duties on imports, 
and for other purposes, then according to that profession contained in 


that title you should equalize this taxation and you should not make 
it higher on this than onanythingelse. According to my recollection, 
sir, there is only one item in the bill in the iron schedule that is now 
as high as this tax on cotton-ties will be. Structural iron, I believe, 
was 105 per cent., and you have reduced it to 82. Cotton-ties were 35 
per cent., and you raised them up to 103. Is that equalizing taxa- 
tion? And if itis not equalizing it, is then the title of your bill not 
false and deceptive? 

Again, Mr. President, these ties are not manufactured in this country, 
so that the tax imposed for the encouragement and protection of Ameri- 
can manufactures in the name of protection in this instance is false and 
fraudulent, for there is no manufacture here to protect. But the in- 
timation is thrown out that perhaps there will be. Let us hope that 
there will not be. a 

Mr. President, such has been the abuse of the taxing power in this 
matter that I give you my word, as much as I love my country andas 
greatly as I rejoice in its prosperity, that it gives me sincere sorrow to 
see a new protected manuſactory started in this country, ora new mine 
of any valuable mineral discovered, because I know it simply means 
ae tra ge to be charged upon the parish. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the tor if he would be glad to have all 
the existing ones closed on the same theory? 

Mr. VANCE. No, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not see any distinction. 

Mr. VANCE. There are men who can see a distinction, happily. 

Mr. HOAR. Very true. 

Mr. VANCE. I do not want to see one of them closed, but I want 
to see their profits derived from the taxation of my people closed. 
That is the sight that I long to see. 

Prophets and kings desired it long, 
Bat died without the sight, 
says the old hymn. 

I hope to be able to see that yet before I die. I hope to be able to 
see manufactures in America flourish just as the agriculturists in my 
country flourish, without taxation. I hope to see them flourish by 
the sweat of their brows and their own honest industry, instead of by 
the sweat of my brow and the honest industry of my people. 

Whenever a new pauper is born he is immediately saddled upon the 
Treasury. I used to see squibs in the London papers about a is- 
fortunes of the tax-payers of Great Britain arising from the fecundity 
of their sovereign. 

The royal family, I believe, got to be twelve or thirteen, and after 
the succession to the crown had been assured by a half-dozen the British 
public got exceedingly tired of the continued increase, because every 
sprig of royalty that came had to be fastened with a large income by tax- 
ation upon the civil list ofthe British people, Well, now, the Scripture 
says: 

As arrows are in the hand of a mighty man, so are children of the youth, 
Happy is the man that hath his quiver full of them, 

Mr, President, that happiness that comes to the poor man from con- 
sidering a house full of tow-headed children, growing up strong and 
healthy, arises from the consideration that, though they have to be fed 
and clothed and cared for now, yet, some day, please God, they will 
be stalwart men and women and they will take care of themselves; 
and not only that, but they will support him in his old age and care 
for him and follow him to his grave with lamentations. But, sir, these 

upers never get grown, and every time a new mine is diseovered, 
immediately it is fastened as a pensioner upon the public Treasury, and 
every time a new factory is started it is immediately fastened upon the 
po Treasury. If our quiver is not full of them now, may the Lord 

elp us when itis! They never die, they never become grown; they 
are never even weaned or let go the public teat! 

And lest there might come hereafter a king who knows not 
Joseph ’’—or, in other words, a Democratic majority that do know 
the people—it is thought necessary to provide by the last will and testa- 
ment ot this Republican Congress, the Fifty-first, for sach paupers as 
hereafter may be born in lawful wedlock, or otherwise, into this com- 
munity; and here is a prospect, at least there is an opening, for some 
manufactory of these cotton-ties to be established. It therefore at 
once becomes our duty, not to provide for the infant when it comes, 
but to provide for it before it comes. Who is to be the recipient of the 
taxation before that infant is born,and baptized ? 

Why, Mr, President, there is no way in which the subject may be 
looked at and defended—not a single solitary one; and the most de- 
serving, because the most useful in a commercial point of view, of all 
our agricultural products is taxed to death in all the processes of its 
growth and production, and then taxed a farewell shot as the bale 
leaves the gin-honse with 103 per cent. on cotton-ties for the. benefit, 
not of the Treasury, because the Treasury does not want it, and not of 
the manufacturer, for there is no American manufacture of this product, 
but out of pure eussedness and because you have got so used to taxing 
things that you can not stop it. [Laughter.] Why, Mr. President, 
it is incomprehensible to me. It is unjustifiable. 

The venerable Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], in his last 

rather I should say in the last delivery of his first 
which was made to us a few days ago, told us some remarkable things. 
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aeons other things, in apologizing for making so large a free-list, he 


No other Government that relies npon revenue from imports for iis su: rt 
makes so large a share ly one-half—free to all the world. If the rate uty 
covered the entire importations it would bean average duty of 27 per cent. Mak- 
ing so large an amount exempt from duty, it becomes Ai Bid te to impose 
higher rates upon foreign cles of luxury and fore’ fashions requiring 
skilled labor and consumed by those able to support the burden, 

Are cotton-ties an article of foreign luxury and fashion? Are they 
used only by the rich who are the best people to pay for them? Let 
us see how that is in reality. That is the declamation of a protection- 
ist orator. Let us see what the stern, cold reality is. Whathas been 

t on the free-list that is not an article of luxury or foreign fashion ? 

claim that the reverse of what the Senator said is the truth. 

“ Braids, plaits, laces, ete., for making ladies’ hats, imported to the 
extent of 83, 194,966.54, are put on the free-list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. VANCE. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. T hope the Senator from North Carolina does not 
want that statement to go to the people of North Carolina in the way 
he has made it. 

Mr. VANCE. What statement? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The statement he has just read. 

Mr. VANCE. From Mr. MORRILL, the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, the statement which the Senator himself last 
read from his memorandum. 

BB 655 VANCE. ‘Braids, plaits, laces, ete., to be put on the free- 


Mr. ALDRICH. What kind of braids and laces? 

Mr. VANCE. For the manufacture of hats. 

Mr, ALDRICH. No, sir. 

Mr. VANCE. That is what the committee say; I know it is not 
very high authority. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘‘ Composed of straw.” 

Mr. VANCE. For what? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now the inference, as the Senator knows as well 
as I do, that would be drawn by his constituents or anybody else who 
read his speech, would be that laces composed of cotton or linen or 
silk were to be put upon the free-list. 

Mr. VANCE. No, sir; I did not say so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not wish any such inference to be drawn 
from the Senator's statement, and I do not see how it could have any 
other purpose than to mislead the American people. 

Mr. VANCE. I want the inference to be drawn that the commit- 
tee authorizes me to draw, and nothing else. 


Braids, plaits, laces, ete., for making hats, etc. 


Mr. ALDRICH, That is not the language of the bill. That is not 
what is put upon the free-list, and the statement made a few minutes 
ago and which the Senator now makes would mislead the American 
people ifthey believed it. 

Mr. VANCE. ‘That is precisely the language the committee used 
in its report. T read from the committee’s printed report. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The committee have made no report upon this 
subject. 

Mr. VANCE, Then the printer—that man who makes so many 
mistakes [laughter]—is altogether at fault. 

Mr. ALDRICH, T will read from the bill for the benefit of the 
Senator. 

Mr. VANCE. Suppose the Senator reads from the report? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will read from the bill. ʻ 

Mr. VANCE. On page 111, the recapitulation made by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Page 111 of the bill? 

Mr. VANCE. Page 111 of the report containing the bill, the printed 
tariff bill, H. R. 9416, as reported to the Senate from the Committee 
on Finance, June 18, 1890, with tables showing duties collected under 
existing tariff.“ 

Mr. ALD RICH. There is no table given on page 111 of the bill that 
Ihave, The Senator reads from the list of articles transferred to the 
free-list.’’ Now, the Senator knows as well as I do—and he does not 
need any explanation from me—that the language as quoted here was 
used for the purpose of avoiding the necessity of repeating all the 
words in the paragraph. It was prepared by the expert who made this 
statement and the Senator understands as well as I do that there are no 
braids or laces put upon the free-list except those composed of straw or 
other similar materials. 

Mr. VANCE. I do not understand 

Mr. ALDRICH. And this table is no part of the bill. It is no part 
of the committee’s report except that it is a table prepared by Mr.Evans, 
the expert of the Treasury Department, who has prepared, as I have 
stated three or four times here, similar tables that have been presented 
with every bill for the last twenty years. 

Mr. VANCE. What I read was the summing up of the committee 
itself, and not the committee expert. 


Mr. BUTLER. On what page? 

Mr. VANCE, It would be page 111 if marked, but it is not marked. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 115 the paragraph to which the Senator 
refers reads as follows: 


402. Braids, plaits, laces, and similar manufactures com 
palm-leaf, willow, osier,or rattan, suitable for m: 
. bonnets, and h 


Mr. VANCE, Les. 

Mr. ALDRICH For the purpose of avoiding the necessity of re- 
peating all those words, in the table referred to, the expert has put 
in “ete. 

Mr. VANCE. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And the Senator reads it here deliberately for the 
purpose of trying to create the impression before the American peo- 


of straw, chip- 
g or ornamenting 


ple that we put laces of all kin.'s upon the free- list 


Mr. VANCE. I deny it. 

Mr, ALDRICH. When we have really increased the duty 20 per 
cent. 

Mr. VANCE. I deny it. I did not desire to make any impression 
that was not true, and the mistake that I made was in relying upon the 
statement of the committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. You relied upon no statement of the committee. 3 

Mr. VANCE. Then this book here is unauthorized by that commit- y 
tee, is it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have already stated 4 

Mr. VANCE. This book, containing the explanations of the commit- 
tee, from one end to the other is entirely a forgery and unauthorized? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have already stated two or three times what the 
committee said in their report and what is in this bill; that this table 
isa table made up at the Treasury Department by an expert of the 
Treasury Department to show the effect of the law. The words used 
in that table have nothing whatever to do with the text of the bill, 
and if they should be erroneously quoted by the expert it would not 
affect the bill, and it would not affect in any sense the result which 
will be accomplished by the law when enacted. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, it is rathera singular dodge, it seems 
to me, if I may be permitted to say so; it is rather a contemptible 
evasion of a great question, to make a technical objection toa book 
which the committee certainly authorized to be placed upon the table 
of every Senator, and which would not have been here but for their 
authority, and it comes under their name and imprimatur, and which 
contains their explanations of the changes they have made. It is cer- 
tainly, sir, evidence of the committee being reduced to the last degree ` 
of desperation when they attempt to make a technical objection that 
the language used in the book which they have authorized to be placed 
upon our desks is not their language, but that of an expert. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina yield? i 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator himself was making a statement—he 
may call it a technical statement or any other kind of a statement that 
he pleases—which, taken by itself, would have been misleading, and 
would have created the impression upon people who had heard it or 
people who might read his speech that the bill now before the Senate 
proposed to put laces of all kinds upon the free-list. 

Mr. VANCE, I did not say that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator did not say that, he read a state- 
ment from a memorandum before him which would have created that 
impression, and I desired then to enter a protest which I now desire to 
emphasize against that kind of pleading, against that kind of misplead- 
ing, if you please, upon a bill of this nature. s 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I nsed the exact language which was 
used in the book which he authorized to be placed before me, and I had 
not finished my statement. I did not state what kinds of braids and 
laces they were; I simply stated the language which wus before me, 
and that I will continue to state: 

Braids, plaits, laces, ete., for making hats, ete. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will ask the Senator from North Carolina to yield 
to me, then, a moment, 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 5 

Mr. MORGAN. In 1883 when the former tariff bill was under dis- 
cussion, and perhaps at a later time, I called attention in the Senate to 
the fact that in the Southern States along on the Gulf extending from 
Lousiana into Florida, at least in Southern Georgia and Southern Ala- 
kama, a very useful and beautiful industry was being conducted there 
by ladies, women and little girls, and by some men also, in manufact- 
uring ornaments from palm-leaf and from pacer Go through that 
country now and you can spend very considerable sums of money in 
buying up these very beautiful articles of decoration made out of the 
native palm- leaf that grows wild all through the woods of that country, 
andit is very difficult to find any works of artof that description which 
are more beautiful, more ornamental, or more durable. 

I complained then, and I complain now, that the committee has 
— no attention whatever to that industry when it proſesses to be 
evoted to the protection of domestic industry. It is a home fireside 
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industry out of which these people are able to make very considerable 
sums of money, and, without bringing them into competition with the 
negroes in San Domingo and in the Caribbean Islands, and in other 
southern countries where the palmetto grows, we could very well af- 
ford to give them the benefit of such protection as is given in this bill 
to other industries of a like kind; and there is no reason except one: 
that is, either ignorance or a feeling of invidiousness which could 
have caused that committee to leave these home industries off this list 
of dutiable articles. 

Mr. VANCE, Mr. President, when interrupted I was proceeding to 
show that whilst the tax was trebled on this indispensable article of 
necessity for the cotton-planter, the tax on articles of luxury, on foreign 
fashions, was absolutely removed and they were placed on the free-list, 
and I was proceeding to show that by this item of braids, plaits, 
laces, ete., for making hats, which came in last year to the extent of 
$633,993.31 worth 

Mr. REAGAN. It is over $3,000,000 worth. The Senator has given 
theduty. 

Mr. VANCE. Isee. The amount of duty laid was $638,993.31 and 
the value of these articles imported was $3, 194,966.54, 

I was interrupted by theSenator from Rhode Island, whostated that 
I was leaving the impression that the laces and braids to which I had 
referred were made out of some other kind of material than straw. I 
suppose the object of his protest and explanation was to show that, 
being made from straw, they were not necessarily articles of luxury or 
foreign fashion. I know very little about the kinds of laces mentioned, 
but I am told that they are the most expensive of the foreign articles; 
that the laces, braids, and plaits made of straw are exceedingly expen- 
sive and ornamental. They are pureluxuries used for the adorning of 
the bonnets and hats, etc., of ladies. 

I submit to a candid world that the party which admits the adorn- 
ments on a lady’s hat free of duty to the extent of $3,600,000 and up- 
wards and insists upon putting a duty of 103 per cent. on the cotton- 
ties which envelop for market the principal article that supports our 
foreign commerce is not a friend to American industry; and I submit 
that the men who make those professions do so falsely and hollowly. 

Now let us look at something else. Bristles are admitted free to the 
amount of $3,310,000. These bristles are used by the mauulacturers 
for making brushes, etc. This is to aid them, in addition to the duty. 
Here the protection to the brush-makers is both by imposing and with- 
holding taxes. 

_ Grass and fibers—jute, jute butts, manila, sisal-grass, sunn—are ad- 
mitted free of duty to the extent of over $14,000,000, and the duties on 
which would amount to about $1,900,000. That is all for the benefit 
of the manufacturers, and yet they can not encourage this domestic 
industry of cotton-growing by allowing even the present high duty of 35 
per cent. to remain upon the ties which envelop the cotton, but must 
treble it almost. Impose a duty on the manufactured article! With- 
hold it from the material for the rope, twine, and matting makers, but 
keep it on the cotton-ties ! 

Olive-oil for manufacturing is admitted free to the extent of $352,- 
926,95. Opium to be manufactured is admitted to the extent of $1,068,- 
374. Shotgun barrels,” for the benefit of men who have the duty of 
115 per cent. on finished shotguns, are permitted to come in free for the 
purpose of encouraging that domestic industry in Connecticut, and yet, 
while you take off the duty on the shotgun barrels half finished for the 
manutacturer in the North, you put a duty threefold increased upon 
cotton-ties of the poor agricultnrist of the South. 

Have you any excuse for that? Have you any explanation to offer 
Can you, as protectionists, who say that you desire to pro- 
tect all American industries, give any excuse ror trebling the duties 
upon the cotton-ties of the poor white and black men in the South who 
make cotton to support your foreign commerce, whilst you give free 
shotgun barrels to the manufacturers of shotguns who are pro 
at 115 per cent.? Where is the justification of that to be found? 

Here is another item of foreign luxury and fashion that, according 
to the Senator from Vermont, who is the chairman of this Finance 
Committee, has to bear the duty that has been removed by transferring 
articles to the free-list. Floor-matting, called Chinese floor-matting, 
that is an item of foreign make, and I supposeit is an item of luxury. 
It is transferred to the free-list to the extent of $665,160; and yet you 
can not let less than 8800, 000 worth of cotton-ties stay on the tree-list, 
that helps the poor man, white and black, to get his cotton to market, 
re helps to increase and reward the industry of ten millions of peo- 
ple. 

You can nat let that go to the free-list; you can not let that stay at 
35 per cent. duty; but you must make it 103 percent. However, the 
Chinese matting, an article of foreign luxury and foreign fashion for 
the floors of the people of this country, goes onto the free-list for the 
encouragement of what industry God in heaven only knows. It is not 
made in this country. ‘‘Gird up now thyself like a man and answer 
thou me, for I will demand of thee,” why is this thing put upon the 
free-list, and sig on cotton-ties have the duties doubl If I paused 
for a reply, Mr. President, I should abandon my speech. 

Zante currants, $935,529 worth imported, with a revenue from duty 
of $288,260; transferred to the free-list, for the benefit of what Amer- 


jean industry? Have we got a Zante-currant factory over here? These 
are the items of foreign fashion and luxury pureand simple which 
instead of having the increased duties imposed upon them are trans- 
ferred to the free-list for the encouragement of the making of plum- 
pudding, for the cheapening of the luxuries upon the rich man’s table. 

Dates, $287,989 worth imported, are transferred to the free-list. 

Oils to the extent of $174,137 are transferred to the free-list for the 
cheapening of the salads that go upon the rich man’s table. 

Paintings and statuary to the extent of $1,193,971 are transferred to 
the free-list. A statue of Napoleon or of the Venus de Medici, worth 
$100,000, can come in free by this party that wants to protect every 
American industry and encourage the American workingman lest he 
might sink to the level of the European pauper, whilst the cotton-tie 
that envelops the poor negro’s bale of cotton which he and his chil- 
dren haye made amid the sweat and dust and heat of the Southern fields 
has the duty increased to 103 per cent. 

Articles of luxury and foreign fashion, said the chairman of the com- 
mittee, must bear the increased taxation. Consequently, those pictures 
of the great old masters and the Renaissance, and the battle-pieces of 
the Old World, that hang in the galleries of the rich are permitted by this 
party that is the friend of the American workingman to come in free 
of tax; but with the hungry desperation of the tiger they pounce upon 
the poor man’s cotton-tie and treble the tax upon that, and then turn 
to the public as unconcerned as if nothing whatsoever had taken place 
and thank God that they are not as other men, and I thank God that 
other men are not like them. 

Oh, they tell us that art is educating. So it is; but cotton is food, 
cotton is clothing, cotton is shelter, cotton satisfies the hunger of cry- 
ing children, cotton covers the nakedness of impoverished humanity. 
And art is educating. Much education the people of the cotton-fields 
will get from a picture in the gallery of the wealthy. man on Filth ave- 
nue! They would have no earthly chance to see it. 

No, Mr. President, the whole thing is a delusion and a snare. Now, 
sir, at the proper time I shall move to put this upon the free-list and 
I shall propose to exchange with you on that side, and I will give you 
for the Treasury the duty on shotgun barrels or on Zante currants 
or on braids and laces and plaits made of straw—do not let me forget 
to put that in—I will give you all that if you will permit this great 
American industry of cotton-growing to be encouraged so much as to 
permit the material with which it is prepared for market to come in 
free. 

Mr. President, the wayfaring man, though a Republican, can see from 
the way in which this item is disposed of whether this system of protect- 
ive taxation is beneficial to the agricultural classes of our people or not, 
They have at last waked up, and great has been that awakening; 
and greater still will be that awakening when they come to see the 
systematic iniquity that in the name of law has robbed them and de- 
spoiled them of the results of their industry for twenty-five years. 
When they come to find that instead of getting better it is getting 
worse; that instead of their doing anything to encourage them by the 
removal of taxes where the taxes could be spared they are studiously 
secking every means of increasing the taxes upon them and the means 
of their industry—when they come to see that fully, Mr. President, 
then my mission will have been ended, I need exert myself no more. 
No other man who believes as I do need give himself any further 
trouble. Something will be heard to drop. 

I can see the coming of the storm now, sir. The cloud is bigger than 
a man's hand. I can hear the roar now, which though indistinct is 
still an indication not that it is a slight breeze, but that it is the real 
thunder of Niagara itself. Take warning and get under the shelter 
when you can. Take oft the duty on these cotton-ties, reduce the duty 
on this whole iron schedule, reduce the duty on the woolen schedule, 
give the farmer such a chance that when he ships anything abroad he 
can obtain a reasonable price for it and can bring home a return cargo 
without being treated as a criminal. Give him a chance to reap some 
of the benefits which accrue to all people who occupy this great and 
glorious and happily situated land. 

Do not make them any longer the hewers of wood and the drawers 
of water for you. They have acted as the scapegoat for your protective 
system long enough. They have been the ultimate payees and the 
common vouchees of this system which bas enabled you to make profit. 

You had better, if you understand your own interest, revise this 
tariff yourself, and revise it justly, for if you do not it may be like the 
waters which accumulate above the dam, instead of falling over in 
quantities sufficient to carry off the excess without damage it may 
gather strength and head until it will sweep away the whole dam and 
everything that stands within its reach below. 

It is time something was done to equalize the burdens of our people, 
to shift the taxation so that all shall bear a part and all shall be ex- 
empted alike. That is your lookout though, Senators, not mine. My 
party is notin power. I haveno responsibility here whatsoever after I 
have protested and pointed out the evils and done what I could to have 
them redressed. e responsibility then rests with you. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, subsidy, bounty, and monopoly are 
only different methods of doing the same thing; that is, to take the 
money of the people and by force of law give it away to a few individ- 
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uals or classes who are favored by this sort of legislation. These meth- 
ods are all very well known in the annals of the English-speaking 
world. All three were at one time very much practiced. Betore the 
rights of the people in governmental affairs had been much considered 
they stood upon a par as to usage; no special odium attached to either. 

Subsidy and bounty do still survive in some rare instances, but the 
right to grant letters patent of monopoly, except for new inventions, has 
been long ago abolished, even forbidden in the country where it origi- 
nated. Subsidy and bounty are what may be called instances of meas- 
urable injustice, because it may be known, in respect to these, both 
what sums are imposed in the way of taxes to pay them and also to 
whom these moneys are paid, but in the case of monopolies very little 
is known of these particulars. This is doubtless one reason why the 
power to form or create monopolies has been so absolutely ſosbidden 
where it was once tolerated, 

The historian Hume intorms us that the granting of monopolies was 
somewhat practiced under the Plantagenets, but became excessive under 
the Tudors, especially in the reign of Elizabeth, of whom he relates— 

She granted her servants and courtiers patents for monopolies, and these pat- 
ents they sold to others, who were thereby enabied to raise commodities to 
what prices they pleased and who putinvincible restraints upon all commerce. 
industry, and emulation in the arts. It is astonishing to consider the number 
ot importance of those commodities which were thus assigued over to pat- 
ree salt, iron, powder, cords, calfskins, pelts, oils, cloth, potash, vine- 
gar, steel, lead, tin, pots, bottles, glasses, paper, starch, sulphur; trans- 
portation of beer, iron, leather, and horn; importation of Spanish wool, of Irish 
yarn. These are but a part of the commodities which had been appropriated 
to monopolies. When this list was read a member of the house eed: Is not 
bread in the number? Brend!“ said every one in astonishment. “ Yes, I 
assure vou,“ replied he, if affairs go on at this rate we shall have bread re- 
duced to a monopoly before the next Parliament." Hume, volume 4, page 174. 

Upon remonstrance by the Commons the queen recalled some of 
these, denied others, restricted all, but yet claimed the right to make 
the grants which as of grace she had abrogated. Under her sucecssor, 
James I, the abuses under grants of letters of monopoly became so gross 
that Parliament annulled those made and prohibited the further exer- 
cise of this prerogative. Under Charles I they were again revived, 
and it was one of the accusations made against the administration of 
that monarch and his advisers that they had allowed and provided for 
the restoration and revival of the wicked and unjust practice of monop- 
olies. 

These letters patent of monopoly were frequently granted without 
consideration to political or personal favorites of the Crown or of its 
principal officers that they might crow rich out of the proceeds. Some- 
times, though not so commonly, they were sold, but the income from 
this source was out of all proportion to the gains made by the pur- 
chaser. 

This same historian says, quoting Clarendon: 

That so little benefit was reaped from these projects tuat of £200,000 thereby 
levied upon the people, scarcely fifteen hundred came into the king’s coffers. 

This description of money is sterling, but the sense and lesson of the 
thing are sterling also. This was said in 1631; much the same is both 
said and done to-day. 

Also, it was urged by the holders of patents of monopoly in that time 
that their letters patent ought by no means to be annulled, but ought 
to be enlarged and extended, because the owners of these monopoly 
patents did give much employment to the king’s lieges ànd did pay 
much wages to his majesty’s subjects for their labor in the patented 
operations, 

It just occurs to me that I have heard the same thing ssid here now, 
but in the seventeenth century these pleas did not avail the monopo- 
lists; they all perished. à 

These monopolies once created by royal grant were supported by 
law and legislation in aid thereof. Ifthe monopoly was created upon 
an article like wines not produced in England all importation was for- 
bidden except by the person named in the letters patent of monopoly 
or his agents or assigns. If it was formed upon soap, starch, leather, 
vinegar, or some such article made in England, all domestic produc- 
tion was limited to the persons so named. If it was created upon an 
article which might be either brought from foreign countries or made 
at home, both importation and domestic manufacture were forbidden, 
except to the nobleman or lady of gentle blood to whom the patent of 
monopoly issued or to the merchant or commoner, company or cor- 
poration, who had purchased the same. . 

Prices were in this manner fixed by one seller, the patentee of the let- 
ters of monopoly, and enormous profits accrued. It had become a part 
of the regular, legalized, avowed policy of the Government to enrich 
its favorites by farming out to them the power of taxing the people for 
their private advantage. No wonder such an iniquity ceased. The 
last of the Stuarts was the last royal monopolist. 

It would be difficult to draw any distinction between these ancient 
methods of creating monopolies and those pursued by the framers and 
supporters of the bill now pending. Indeed, there is only one difter- 
ence at all plainly perceptible, and that isin the style of the grant, 
not in the effect or substance of it. The persons for whose benefit 
these monopolies are now created are not named in the act. I wish 
very much they could be. - 

The basis of this bill is the very same as that of the old English 


patents of monopoly, It is the subletting of the taxing power of the 
Government to private corporations to be used for their own behoof 
and profit. To make this lease of the power of taxation remunerative 
to the lessees, it must embrace the highest rates upon the greatest 
number of tax-payers, 

Hence the scheme of the leading sections of the bill is to impose the 
greatest amount of taxation upon articles of common goal and gen- 
eral use, upon tin-plate, upon manufactured iron in every form, upon 
woolen fabrics, upon common window-glass, upon wash-blue, upon 
drugs and chemicals needed every day. . 

This is to lay taxes upon light, air, and the means of cleanliness and 
health. Of course Senators who support this measure have not made 
this costly discrimination in favor of darkness, dirt, and disease with- 
out being moved thereto by the most urgent reasons, reasons which have 
even induced them to place an export duty on cotton in the shape of enor- 
mous taxes upon cotton-ties, a mark of pure, unmixed hostility to all 
the inhabitants of the cotton belt, or, that being disclaimed, of the 
grossest disregard of the true laws of political economy in imposinga 
check upon production of one of our chief crops. 

There is in certain quarters just now a generous flood and flow of 
sentiment looking toward the most liberal commercial, untaxed reci- 
procity with Brazil, Colombia, Chili, and Peru, but none with the Car- 
olinas, Georgia, or Alabama. r 

There can beno doubt thatexcessive rates have been laid upon these 
articles at the instance and request and in the interest of certain per- 
sons of quality who are engaged in their manufacture, and if the act 
contained the names of the corporations, of their share-holders and 
directors, with their residences, we should much better be able tojudge 
how they were indeed entitled, whether by birth, blood, purchase, or 
descent, to levy tribute upon their fellow-citizens and peers, 

But some friend or protector of protection will say, “You have for- 
gotten one very marked difference between this bill and the old En- 
glish monopolies, The privilegesand premiums of this law are offered 
to all. We do not restrict domestic productionin any way. Any man 
who wishes to engage in the manufacture of woolen or worsted goods, 
of structural iron, of glass, or in any other of the protected industries, 
socalled, can do so. But this is very much like saying any person may 
have the benefit of the national-banking law. So he may, provided he 
is rich enough to buy the bonds to make the deposit. But it will be 
seen that this brief proviso is a very important one, and that it acts as 
a limitation upon most of our people as fully as if it had been inserted 
in the act. 

So with the monopoly privileges created by the pending bill. Who 
can manufacture, mill, roll, or cast, except those engaged already 
therein, or those having the capital to compete with established and 
long-standing houses, or those having that greater wealth necessary to 
start a new enterprise in any of these protected lines? 

This bill, with its great privileges and favors, is not made for any or 
for all men; it is strictly and closely limited to the very few who are 
now or may become interested in the productian of the protected com- 
modities. The great mass of our fellow-citizens are as positively ex- 
cluded from any of its benefits as if they had been expressly excepted. 
And the classes of aristocracy which are thus pensioned upon the 
people, though not named, are as plainly designated as if they had 
been described in the act. 

The Constitution of the United States is a name given to the written 
instrument containing the terms of the Jaw upon which the States 
united stand together. Considering its purpose, it is very brief in its 
whole compass, Iv its particular clauses only the powers granted there- 
in may be exercised; suchareallmentioned, Whatis written is written; 
what is not written is not, has no existence. The eighth section recites 
the powers of Congress without ornament, amplification, or repetition. 
This section corresponds in this respect with the style of the whole text. 
It is that of command, of rule; never is the reason given for the rule; 
rarely is there any allusion to the objector purpose of it. It is said the 
Congress shall have power to lay and collect duties. 3 

Now, it must be admitted that from the power to lay and collect 
duties it can not be interred that these were to be made as they are in 
this bill, so high as to prevent imports. This pretended power of ‘es 
hibition is founded upon the latter clause—‘*‘ to pay the debts and to 
provide for the common defense and general weliare of the United 
States.“ But this latter clause is not a grant of power at all. It is 
one of the rare instances in which the text alludes to the object of the 
powers granted, the purpose to which the revenue raised by taxes, 
duties, imposts, and excises should be applied: to pay the debts and 
to provide for the common defense and welfare of the United States. 

It will be noticed that this language occurs in the ver} beginning of 
section 8, one of the longest in the instrument. If the defense and 
weltare clause is to be accepted as a grant of powers, as a magazine or 
store-house of powers granted, there need not have been a word of this 
eighth section after the term welfare.” The text would read then: 


The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 
cans to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general wel- 
flare. 


There it would close. ; ` > 
If after the enumeration of the taxing power all other powers aro 
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granted in the very first sentence of thesection, what would have been 
the use of specifying any afterwards? Could there be any others? If 
all powers pertaining to the general welfare and defense were given, 
how could any further power remain to be granted? Yet the samesec- 
tion proceeds to enumerate the power to declare war, to raise and sup- 
port armies, to provide and maintain a navy, to provide for calling 
forth the militia; these are evidently powers granted for the public 
defense, but if they were granted by the mere mention of public de- 
fense-in the former clause, their subsequent grant is a mere repeti- 
tion. 

The power to borrow money, to coin the same, to establish post-offices 
and post-roads, to pass naturalization and bankruptcy laws, recited 
in the same section, pertains to the general welfare, butif, as is claimed, 
all the powers needed for the general welfare had been already pro- 
vided in the clause where that phrase before occurs, how could it be 
necessary that these or any others be granted overagain? This would 
bea pleonasm unworthy of an instrument of such high character. 

The word grant occurs only once in the textof section 8. It has 
now and had at the time of the adoption of the Constitution a well 
known legal signification. It meant the giving of a thing asa gratuity, 
without consideration. A grant of lands was by a deed of gift. This 
word was always used in the creation of letters patent, of bounties, 
subsidies, and monopolies. 

This word is used once in the eighth section, used in most precise 
relation and as a most delicate limitation of power concerning a cer- 
tain subject. Among the powers enumerated is that to declare war.““ 
Now, one would have thought, to raise and support armies and navies, 
that this, especially with the lastclause of the section, that of making 
all laws necessary and proper for the execution of the granted powers, 
would be a snfficient warrant to wage war, when declared, by all the 
means and methods known tobelligerentsatthattime. Buttheframers 
of the Constitution neither presumed nor assumed that Congress should 
exercise or imply any power not given. Therefore the power to de- 
clare war is immediately followed by this, to grant letters of marque 
and reprisal.” 

This is the only place in the section where the execution of the power 
by Congress is called a grant. Congress is authorized to grant in but 
this one instance. Letters of marque and reprisal were well known 
at that time, but known as exceptional and extraordinary. Bounties, 
subsidies, and monopolies, the old English methods, were equally fa- 
miliar to the founder; both of these existed ‘only under grants; the 
grant of one is authorized, the other grant is withheld, 

The nt bill, falsely called a tariff bill, is, in its operative pro- 
vision, Tehly prohibitory, making goods in the protected lines non- 
dutiable because non-importable. It isa revivalin form, substance, 
and essence of the old British letters patent of monopoly under the 
Tudors and the Stewarts in the darkest ages of monarchic absolutism— 
duties, forsooth, applied to rates neither levied nor collectable. These 
are capitation taxes, taxes upon the head, not mentioned or alluded 
to in our organic law, taxes levied upon all who work, upon the 

ung unable to work, upon the old too feeble, upon the sick, the af- 
flicted, for whom others work; upon the dead, whose work is done. 

It is a universal tax levied upon persons—a burdencast upon all flesh 
for the benefit of the incorporated owners of ;machinery—for the bene- 
fit of labor? What labor or what laborer? The labor of the piston - rod 
and the driving-wheel, the sweat of the tubular boiler and the steam- 
gauge. One would think that the profits made from the work of these 
mighty metallie slaves of the factory and the mill should suffice and 
satisfy their owners; but no, they must be added to by exactions wrung 
from the daily pillage of the poor. 

No one objects to the use of the forces of modern mechanism, so 
fraught with almost miracles, but the abuse of these powers, under 
laws which unjustly favor machinery at the expense of man, this is 
one of those things intolerable, grievous to be borne. 

This is called an act toequalize duties. These taxes are equal to the 
extent that all are taxed; none escape. 

This is the only feature of equalization in the bill. The bounties 
of this bill, the subsidies in another bill granted to the incorporated 
owners of shipping are not at all placed upon an equality. The payee 
of bounties and subsidies must wait for his moneys. He must file affi- 
davits and make proofs; but the grantee of the monopolies created 
herein need make no wait, no proof. He collects his subsidies every 
day, every hour, from the consumer, and no man save himself knows 
the amount thereof. This survey of the respective privileges’ of these 
parties shows their relative positions. 

Monopolists, alarmed at the revolt against their usurpations, would 
offer to certain other’classes a boon or bribe to join them. But this 
offer costs them nothing. ‘They do not propose for a momentto divide 
or apportion their own gains; they take care that these new recruits 

receive specific wages directly from the funds of the Treasury. 

It is called an act to reduce the revenue. Let us be frank. It will 
reduce the revenue, the revenue of the farmer, by lessening the price 
of his produce and by further destroying his market. It will reduce 
the revenue of the laborer, the mechanic, the artisan of whatever call- 
ing, increasing the necessary expenses of himself and his household. 
It will reduce the revenue of all classes save a few capitalists who 


hold shares in corporations engaged in the production of the line of com- 
moditiesprotected by the monopoly set forth in the sections of this en- 
actment. 

This favored class will have their revenues much enhanced. They 
will enlarge their borders. ~The shadows of their tents will grow longer, 
wider, They will buy witha trifle of their machine-earnings, for coun- 
try seats, for summer resorts, the deserted fields and furrows of New 
England, which their policy of protection has made desolate. 

Of all the insensate falsehoods which Mammon has put into the 
mouth of Monopoly, that which declares the so-called policy of protec- 
tion promotive of the interest of the farmer, of the welfare or well-be- 
ing of the farm, is least worthy of credit. This falsity is no better 
shown than by bringing into close juxtaposition the actual results of 
the protective policy upon agriculture in the parts of our country where 
these hhve existed and been in operation together. t 

No farmin New England is beyond a short haul—a very short one— 
to some site or seat of manufactures. Freights are less because dis- 
tance is less, even to the seaboard and central markets, than in any 
other locality. Yet no fact is better established than the recent very 
great decline in the value of agricultural lands thus situate at the very 
doors and gates of the home market. 

I was touched, more than interested, by hearing read in this Chamber 
the other day by the Senator Irom Georgia [ Mr. Cl aurrr] the accounts 
of their own writers and officers, and even an epistle trom the great poet, 
Whittier, upon the subject of this decadence. To be sure, the poet 
wrote in prose, but it was a very graceful, noble prose, tinged with a 
savor of melancholy which he cared not to hide in thinking of the dis- 
appearance and desolation of the ancient farm-houses and homesteads 
of New Hampshire and Massachusetts. I will have read as a part of 
my remarks the marked portion of the speech of the Senator from 
Georgia delivered the other day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CULLOM in the chair), The Chief 
Clerk will read as indicated. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: s 

VACANT FARMS IN NEW HAMPSHIRE, 

Quite recently during this year the commissioner of agriculture and immi- 
gration of New Hampshire issued a book in which it was stated that there had 
been reported to his oMice 1,442 vacant farms with tenantable buildi in vari- 
ous parts of the State, I will referto what this officer says in on to the 
condition of things there. He says: 

“Many of these farms can be purchased for less than it would cost to replace 
the buildings and for one-fifth of the cost of the permanent improvements 
upon them. We claim that there is no section of the country where a small in- 
vestment in a farm will secure more for the purchaser than in one of the vacated 
farms of New Hampshire, They are adapted to dairying, poultry-raising, fruit- 
culture, sheep-husbandry, market-gardening, or can be Raten up to swell 
already large number of summer boarding establishments, These farms have 
more or less wood and timber land, as will be seen by the descriptions given, 
and the work of placing the forest products upon the market will afford remuner- 
ative winter employment for a number years, There are many valuablo 
maple-sugar orchards, the products of which find a ready sale at good prices. 

Hundreds of these farins are located upon the hills and mountains and on 
the borders of lakes and streams, and would make delightful summer homes, 
Many of them embrace a broad acreage, good, roomy buildings, and can be put 
in shape for summer use at little cost; and they can be bought for a price leas 
than many a man pays for having his family crowded into a hotel for a single 
season. Even a man of moderate means may possess himself of one of these 
upon terms which will enable him to 3 it and entertain his friends in it 
from May until October cheaper than he can live at home iu the city or patronize 
a decent summer boarding-house. When once he has it he can turn his family 
loose upon it, cultivate it as little or as much as he pleases, roam through the 
woods and er the ledges and by the brooks upon it, and enjoy all the com- 
torts of farm life, The millionaire, who can afford to do more, to build fine 
houses, breed blooded horses and cattle, lay face walls, set out shade trees, and 
farm for fun generally, may also find on these farms the opportunity he wants 
to scatter his income, promote hia health and happiness, and prolong his life. 
Many of the best farms in the State are now owned by such rich men, and it 
would be hard to find one who thinks he is not getting his money’s worth.““ 

I notice that the purely agricultural county of Coos bas only two hundred 
abandoned farms, while the county of Hillsborough, of which the manufact- 
uring city of Manchester is the county-seat, has two hundred and twenty-eight 
of them. 

Judge Nott, of the Court of Claims, has issued a pamphlet on The reason 
for the decline of farm values in New England,” in w appears this pathetic 
description of a deserted New England village. The poetry of a Goldsmith 
could add nothing to the effect of the plain statement: 

“Midway between Williamstown and Brattleborough— 

Fays Judge Nott— 

“Isaw on the summit of a hill against the evening sky what seemed a large 
cathedral. Driving thither I found a huge, old-time, two-story church, a large 
academy (which had blended in the distance with the church), a village with a 
broad street, perhaps 150 feet in width. I drove on and found that the church 
was abandoned, the academy dismantled, the village deserted. The farmer 
who owned the farm on the north of the villa se lived at one side of the broad 
street and he who owned the farm on the sont lived on the other, and they were 
the only inhabitants, All of the others had gone tothe manufacturing vill k 
to the great- cities, to the West. Here had been industry, education, 5 ding 
comfort, and contentment, but there remained only a dreary solitude of forsaken 
homes.” 

Writing of this pamphlet to its author the venerable poet Whittier says: 


“Danvers, MAss., December 1, 1889. 


“My Dear FRIEND: J thank thee for thy noble ‘testimony in regard to the 
sad decline of New England agriculture. Every year when I go to the New 
Hampshire hill country [ find more and more abandoned farms, and the sight 
takes awuy much of the pleasure of a sojourn in view of mountains. 

“I hope thy article, with which I fully agree, will be widely read. It should 
be published in pamphlet form and scattered broadcast. 

“Tam, very faithfully, thy friend, 
“JOHN G, WHITTIER,” 


Mr. TURPIE. Is it, then, that the farmer and the manufacturer are 
natural enemies? Not at all. But an unjust and unnecessary dis- 
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crimination by law against the farm may have and doubtless has the 
tendency to ereate à mutual hostility. i 

The incorporated owners of manufacturing machinery feel this, 
When the debate upon the tariff rates takes place here, as often as it 
recurs, long columns of statistics are shown in depreciation and dispar- 
agement of the dividends of these corporations. They deny with great 
gravity and earnestness official reports of their own officers showing 
profits of 12, 15, or 20 per cent. 

It is claimed that these are overestimates; but I heard it conceded 
the other day that the Amoskeag, an average concern of the sort, had 
for a number ot years paid 10 per cent. upon the value of its plant or 
investment. No plant ot thefarmer pays that income. Very few farms 
west of the Ohio for the last decade have paid more than 3 per cent. 
from the tillage, and many of the farms in the West, well tilled and 
managed, at the end of the year need not even asingle unit to denote 
their net income; it is expressed by a cipner. Notwithstanding all 
that has been said about the very moderate gains of the manufacturing 
and milling companies of the East, the public remains incredulous. 

I have seen no instance yet, though such a one may have escaped 
my observation, where any manufacturer last winter burnt any part of 
his fabrics or product for fuel. Now the corn of the farmer is as near 
and dear to him as the product of the manufacturer; it costs him the 
same time, trouble, and labor; it is as much entitled to a sale, a price, 
a market, but under the present policy it finds none. The Govern- 
ment as now administered offers no relief, except to raise taxes yet 
higher to every consumer, and by a further embargo upon exports to 
deprive the farmer of a market for his nextcrop, And when hecomes 
at the close of the year to settle his accounts he findstoo late thatsome 
evil beast, the ferro-silicon; an evil beast, the iron pig; an evil beast, 
the spinning mule, have devoured him. 

If subsidies are to be paid from the publie Treasury to the corpora- 
tions owning ships and bounties are to be paid to the persons or corpo- 

* rations producing sugar, why not applythe same system to the incorpo- 
rated manufacturers and jobbers for whose benefit the so-called tariff 
act is now being considered? Why not ascertain at once what precise 
sum would satisfy their demands and pay the same as bounties and 
subsidies are paid, out of the publie ſunds? This course would be much 
more statesmaulike, direct, and honorable than that proposed. The 
only difficulty would be to determine what trades, vocations, or branches 
of the same should be aided or rather those which should not be sub- 
sidized. 

There would be one misfortune by such a change of system. Debate 
and discussion here would not be so diversified. The honorable Sen- 
ator in charge of a modern tariff act entertains us with essays, descrip- 
tions, and treatises upon borax, boracic acid, acid acetic and citric, the 
chromates and bichromates. the special details of the manufacture of 
calicoes, linens, muslins, and mohairs, metal, glass, wood, and pottery 
‘ware—a mass of useful knowledge, profound erudition, and statistic lore 
heretofore confined, much to the disadvantage of mankind, to the drug 
clerk, the dry-goods salesman, or the agent or merchandise broker of 
some large establishment in trade. 

For some days at the commencement of this debate the atmosphere 
of the Capitol, from the goddess on the Dome to the crypt in the base- 
ment, seemed to be laden, pervaded, perfumed with the air of the dis- 

nsary or laboratory, We may envy the honorable and very learned 
Benator from Rhode Island the ease with which he has moved in all 
this environment—the classic terms, tlie patient courtesy, the char- 
itable tolerance for the shortcomings of others; the perfect temper and 
profound knowledge with which he has treated every subject. Noth- 
ing has been overlooked, nothing forgotten; even chloride of sodium 
finds z place on his tax duplicate. 

These are not the labors of the pretender or the charlatan. Some 
curious impertinent might say with the poet, I do remember me of 
an apothecary ’’ who would have made some question of such marvel- 
ous attainments. None is made here. We can only admire thatstates- 
mansbip so thoroughly conversant with the fiscal methods of applied 
science, so sincerely devoted to the interests of collodion and other 
compounds of pyroxyline. 

During the early period of the discussions upon this bill it was found 
best to stay very closely within these walls. Evena momentary stroll 
in the adjoining lobbies was not without the hazard that some highly 
interested bystander might assail one with an impinging query about 
the cost, qualities, uses, or chemical composition of some obscure neu- 
tral salt or some belligerent bichromate which had escaped our re- 
searches in the study of these all-absorbing topics. 

It has become painful in the state ofour present very superior advance- 
ment to read the Thirty Years of Benton, the Abridgment of the De- 
bates in Congress, the ancient Register, the more recent Globe, only to 
discover that the very eminent statesmen and financiers of our country 
in times past—those who will always be accounted members of this 
body, whose historic terms can never expire, whose association with us 
here can never cease—did not devote their attention to these subjects. 
Yet it seems that their countrymen and their contemporaries and 
even their descendant posterity winked at the times of this ignorance. 

. Some of these our illustrious in 


these halls not only- 


approved but advocated the views of a well known author regarding 
the character of the customs-list. This author contends neither for 
protection nor free trade; speaks of both with perfect impartiality. 
He states that only rude and unenlightened nations tax everything 
that come to their shores; that an intricate duty-list complicates the 


administration of the fisc, embarrasses exchanges; that, whether a tariff 


law be based upon the scheme of revenue or protection, in either case 
it ought to embrace a limited number of articles carefully selected and 


collated in respect to their use, value, and qualities—marketable quali- 


ties; and that long lists of dutiable commodities are evidence of an im- 
mature and ill considered policy; that the ability of a great finance 
minister, his skill and capacity, may usually be tested by the compara- 
tively few articles upon the international budget, and that the real 
utility of such a measure may ordinarily be rated in inverse proportion 
to the multitude of wares named therein. 

Turgot, Mill, Colbert, Huskisson, Gallatin, and Forsythe, names 
much noted in the financial history of the world, favored these views, 
I cite them without comment. 

A Senator in this Chamber the other day spoke of the United States 
as the granary of the world. This country is territorially very exten- 
sive, but much of the world lies outside of it. And if the world’s in- 
habitants are to resort hither as to a store-house of supply, these sup- 
plies must be in some way made accessible. 

To feed and clothe only our own people is not, although it may be 
much, to be the granary of the world. Even for this last we have every- 
thing adequate, the largest arable area of land ever within the juris- 
diction of a single nation, not excepting Rome in the palmiest days 
of the Empire; a diversity of soil and climate such as insures to the 
husbandman the most bounteous return for his labor. 

But all this avails nothing inthe way of world-granaries unless we 
have entry to the market of the world. Agriculture is our leading, pri- 
mary interest. Commerce and manufactures are attendants and sat- 
ellites upon this parent of all other industries. The chief interest of 
the country is neglected and depressed; the other two, wholly sub- 
sidiary, are to be made the special recipients of legislative favor. 

Until I read the provisions of this bill I entertained the notion, and 
still am of the opinion, that sugar is not kept or stored in the granary. 
Not long ago attended for a brief season what was called a tri-State 


fair. In the principal space allotted for agricultural implements were 


ranged in long rows, in sweeping semicircles, in ares of circles, and 
in hollowsqnares, reapers, mowers, thrashers, rakes, rollers, sowers, cul- 
tivators, evidently in imitation of battle lines. This was the ordnance 
of the field and farm. Large jars of choice grain of the best varie- 
ties were on exhibition labeled as the principal products of such and 
such a State. 

I thought these people were indeed preparing to fill and stock the 
world’sgranary; but now it is very plain they had mistaken destiny. The 
millions of treasure employed in raising, gathering, garnering the 


great cereals, invested in the numerous implements used to that end, 


are doomed to mere waste, to utter loss, unless these batteries of the 
plow ean by some magic of mechanism be suddenly transmuted into 
vats, pans, pipes, retorts, receivers, and polariscopes needed in the con- 
version of certain juices into something that will not tall too far below 
the proper degree of strength for the Dutch standard of sugar. i 
At last the farmer is to have friendly legislation; agriculture is to 
feel the fostering care of Government; substantial reliefis to visit the 
despondenthusbandman. But this Administration has determined that 


roots, not grain, that saps and sirups, not cereals, are to be the erop of 


the country, and that the United States is not to be the granary, but 
the confectionery of the planet. f 

The Constitution empowers Congress to raise revenue by four meth- 
ods: taxes, duties, impostis, and excises. There were many other 
methods known and practiced at the time by the older nations, such 
as seigniorage, pre-emptions, poundage, ship-money, monopolies, ddna- 
tives, and benevolences. As to these last there is no expression. The 
revenue so raised by these methods is to be expended under warrant of 
law; in no other way. The first law governing expenditures as well 
as the raising of revenue is the Constitution itself, wherein limitations 
of expenditure are as strict and definite as those of producing revenue. 
These methods, both of expenditure and production, are all named, re- 
cited. Neither subsidy, bounty, nor monoply is mentioned as one of 
them. There is no expression concerning either of these three. 

The silences of the Constitution are as suggestive, as instructive, and 
as full of warning admonition as its utterances, whether they relate 
to the absence of powers not granted or to the reasons for those given. 
These silences of the Constitution are like those vast fissures in the gla- 
ciers of the upper Alps: They are known of all men, Whey may be 


passed and repassed. They may be seen every day. They may be 


looked into with inspection, wary and guarded, but with a single step 
taken therein the intruder is lost forever in the de 

It issaid: ‘‘ NoStateshall make any lawimpairing the obligation of 
contracts.” No reason is given for this inhibition, but we know that 
it rests upon a principle lying at the very foundation of social order; 
that its effect is, as between the citizens of the different States and of 
the whole Union, to establish mutual credit and confidence by giving 
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the strongest sanction to agreements among men, thus conferring upon 
the various transactions of human conduct permanent stability, secur- 
ity, and repose. 

Again, it is said, Congress shall make no law respecting an estab- 
lishment of religion or prohibiting the freeexercise thereof.“ No reason 
is given for this regulation, but the silence which follows it is replete 
with wisdom. A great truth ot religions toleration is here suggested, 
freedom of conscience and of worship, and that no man shall be ques- 
tioned therein. The limitation of the methods of taxation is accom- 
panied by noargumentenforcing it. The limitations upon the method 
of public expenditures, the withholding among these of any right to 
grant subsidies, bounties, or monopolies, are followed by no reasons. 
The reasons therefor rest in silence, but this silence has within it 
eternal verities, social, moral, and political. 

The fathers and founders of the American Union intended to frame 
asystem of government resting upon opinion, free opinion. This was 
to be expressed by the votes of the people. Each vote of every citi- 
zen was designed and ought to be an expression of judgment upon 
public affairs. The vote onght to be voluntary, uninfluenced by any- 
thing but reason and argument, a voice from each citizen which his 
judgment commends and his conscience approves. Nothing could be 
further, more remote, less connected with or related to the scheme of 
such a government than the policy of granting bounties, subsidies, or 
monopolies by act of Congress, The direct tendency of this policy is 
to destroy and corrupt the freedom of the ballot by presenting to the 
voter the temptation of private personal advantage to be gained by the 
exercise of his fanctions as a citizen. 

, _I heard the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], the other day, 
say that in establishing protection rates he took no account of what 
ht be the opinions or action of the persons interested upon political 
nestions, But if this system is to be prolonged and to be extended 
or another quarter of a century, what political questions will survive 2, 
One group of classes after another will insist upon a partition of these 
money-prizes to be drawn from the lottery of legislation; all political 
rights and interests will be absorbed, wholly absorbed,in the monetary 
ts of the revenue bills. All elections will depend upon these. 

e government of parties and of opinions will cease. The government 
of purchase, if not already imminent, will exclusively obtain: The 
people will no longer tolerate parties, only factions, The whole coun- 
try will be dominated solely by factions, who will with their sections 
and subsections of foliowers, filled with fraud and avarice, subsisting 
only upon lowestand most vulgar pecuniary motives, rend each other 
like tigers fighting over their prey, in the fierce struggle for the spoils 
of the Treasury. It was with this great purpose to preserve the integ- 
rity of the franchise and the purity of the ballot undefiled that the 
paramount law of the Republic decreed the fixed limits of public ex- 
penditure, plainly teaching us an everlasting maxim of our polity, that 
a tax levied upon all should inore to the benefit of all, and in no case to 
that of a less number. This leaves the mass of voters impartial, un- 
prejudiced, untouched, untempted by any personal, pecuniary consid- 
eration in the exercise of their duties as freemen. This policy looks 
upon and treats a citizen of the United States as the r and de- 
positary of a power hallowed in its character by the highest sentiments 
of honor, faith, and probity. 

The Constitution is in a peculiar sense the law of the people. The 
first words of this decalogue of liberty declare its origin, We, the peo- 
ple, ordain’? these commandments. The law of the people is nearly 
related to the life of the people. It signifies the rule and reign of the 
people; of the millions; of the many, not rich; of the many, not in- 
corporated; of the many, not combining for selfish ends; of the many, 

neither fearing nor devising evil. When this law is violated those 
who ordained it suffer most and first from such violation. I care not 
what pretense or excuse may be offered; what advantages, real or pre- 
tended, may flow from its infraction; disobedience of the precepts of 
this law of the people is the grossest injustice. No injustice in the 
end can be compensatory, This pending measure is a complete and 
delinitive departure from the law of our fathers, It proposes universal 
taxation openly avowed to be for no constitutional purpose and notori- 
ously designed tosubserve the ends of private profit and emolument, 

The beautifully embellished volume which bas been laid upon our 
desks, this édition de luxe of the proposed statute, resplendent with car- 
mine and gold, is acenotaph; it marks the place of a sepulchre, a tomb 
wherein lie buried for the present all the respect, traditional regard, and 
reverence which in the first century of the Republic had been paid to 
the law of the people. Yet I believe a day is coming when this grave 
shall be opened and will also give up its dead. When the old love and 
trust and loyalty to our constitutional ordinances shall be again re- 
vived, and when under this law once more the people, the rightful 
sovereigns of this land, as was said of the banished king, will have their 
own again. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the proposition to increase the duty 
on cotion-ties is simply one feature in the relentless, inexorable war 
which the Republican party is making upon the agricultural industries 
of the United States. The bill is entitled A bill to reduce the rev- 
enue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. One 
would anticipate from its title, in its terms to Reena LAEN, that 


it would reduce them upon those articles of prime necessity which 
immediately subserve some useful, industrial purpose; but the con- 
cluding phrase of the title, and for other p as interpreted 
by the text which follows, means a contradiction of the promise which 
is held forth in the forefront of its nomenclature. 

On what principle of protection, on what economic theory of any kind 
can a proposition in the present state of our finances be sustained to 
increase the revenue upon this article of prime necessity to that agri- 
cultaral industry which pours more foreign wealth into the coffers or 
the nation than any other source? It can not be introduced into this 
bill under the false flag which so often flies over the devices of mo- 
nopoly; it can not be introduced into this bill under the pleasing and 
oiten deceitful phrase of protecting an American artisan who is en- 
gaged in the manufacture of the article upon which the tax is levied; 
for though we have heard rumors that perhaps there are a few cotton- 
ties manufactured in Rome, Ga., or in St. Louis, or in Pittsburgh, 
our inquiries were finally met with the information that there are no 
cotton-ties manufactured in the United States, and consequently the 
American laborer in this case is simply one of Falstaff’s men of straw, 
who is paraded in the political platform, subserves a useful purposein 
the stump-speech, but totally disappears from this field of action. 

It can not be pretended, Mr. President, in the second place, that 
this has any relation to the protection of the American farmer. Heis 
the purchaser and the consumer of the cotton-ties and has no part in 
their production. Neither can it be pretended that it is for the pro- 
tection of the farm laborer, for he, the bottom rail of the fence, seldom 
shares in protection even when it exists, He clearly can not share in 
it when it does not exist. 

It cap not be pretended furthermore that this tax is necessary for rev- 
enue, The bill informs us to begin with, in its first word, that the 
revenue is not needed. It can not be excused upon the proposition so 
often employed to defend monopolistic taxes, that it distributes it- 
self amongst the consumers of cotton, for we all know that it is bought 
by the cotton producer, and that it is lost to him when the cotton is 
shipped to Liverpool by passing away to the junk-shops or into the 
waste of trade. It can not be defended upon the proposition that it is 
paying some attention to those articles which are produced by the col- 
ore man, who has been claimed to be the peculiar ward of the Re- 
publican party, and who has no end of delightful promises made to 
him pending every election in which his vote is needed. 

THE COLORED PEOPLE DEEPLY INTERESTED IN COTTON, 

The prodaction of cotton is that particular production in which the 
colored people of this sey are more interested than in any other, 
because they themselves in their physical energies supply the primary 
labor which produces it. If these colored men and others who are en- 
gaged in the production of the raw cotton are not at least protected by 
equitable laws they can not, like those who are broken up in one em- 
ployment, speedily and easily find another. They are not like the 
skilled artisans who may go from city to city, and if trade be dull in 
one place accommodate themselves to circumstances by finding other 
employment. Their homes are located where they labor, their fam- 
ilies are with them, and if the industry which grows up around their 
homes be injured or destroyed by your laws they are turned into pov- 
erty or leſt in vain to seek for other and for better homes. 

All in vain, Mr. President, will they inquire for employment amongst 
those who here contend that they are their best friends. In acol- 
loquial argument a few days ago it was pointed out that the more in- 
telligent colored laborers of the South are now finding occupation at 
the furnaces and at the rolling-mills and in the new industrial enter- 
prises which are springing up here and there in all the Southern coun- 
try. But if any of these industries, either agricultural or mechanical, 
shall decline, we all know and they know that it will be vaih for them 
to seek for other employment amongst those Northern friends who here 
declare that they are their best friends, but who turn to them the cold 
shoulder when they seek to become rivals of their white Northern 
neighbors in industrial occupations, It was but this morning that I 
read in the press an item about the employment of colored men in a 
State which is upon the northern boundary of that which I have the 
honor here in part to represent. 

On the 4th of this month the employés of the Carbon Iron Company, near 
Pittsburgh, Pa., had a strike. 

What was the strike about? Was it because their wages were low? 
Was it because there had arrived in Pennsylvania another installment 
of Italians or Hungarians, who are so frequently introduced there on 
account of their cheap labor? Not at all. It was because 


The puddlers had struck a month ago for $5 a ton for praan The firm re- 
fused to grant the demand and the men quit work. The company then put 
forty-eight negroes to work and all the other employés, numbering 500, quit, 
causing a suspension of work in the entire mill. hreats of bodily Boia were 
made against the negroes. 

Ah, Mr. President, ifthis thing had only occurred at any point south 
of Mason and Dixon’s line, if any portion of the white laborers of Vir- 
ginia, or of South Carolina, or of Georgia, or of Alabama had turned 
away the colored men from the honest pursuit of their labor, the echo 
of it would have been heard in sensational ts addressed to the 
Senate, and another appeal would have been made for the application 
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of a gag-law and for a bill miscalled an election bill, but a force bill, to 
reconstruct in part the country which did not give that attention to 
the colored Fook which those who are friends only in words proclaim 
to be their due. 

Mr. President, if there be any article which ought to have a clear 
right to go upon the free-list, according to the doctrines which have 
been enunciated upon this floor times without number, according to 
theories and propositions and speeches and promises and platforms, 
that article is clearly the cotton-tie, Not a dollar of American capital 
is invested in its manufacture; not an American laborer is making upon 
it the expenditure of his toil; not a single American intellect is en- 
gaged in any work by which it isproduced. Thetax upon it isa bur- 
den upon the ple, and is a clear, unadulterated burden. If there 
were any principle of equity actuating those who give their imprimatur 
to this bill it would seem to me that it would appeal to their con- 
sciences and judgments in favor of free cotton- ties. 

Cotton is not king, though once it aspired to be. It is not the only 
thing, whether human or material, which has had ambitious aspira- 
tions which were not gratified. It was a candidate for kingship and 
it was not elected, and it took its place in the body of the people as a 
plain, hard-working industry. So far from being king it has now be- 
come a subject, not upon an equality with the other industries of the 
United States, whether they be the industries of the workshop or the 
field, but on a lower plane, so far as the laws of this country are con- 
cerned, than any other industry which the people have created. 

Protection, according to your financial theories, does not touch it 
anywhere, but it has the solace to know that it makes this up by its 
own merit, asking no favors, or at least receiving favors from none, 
though granting favors beyond the dreams of avarice to many. 

In the first place, Mr. President, this cotton should have some con- 
sideration and attention from a body equitably inclined, as a business 
source from which has come to America more foreign wealth than any 
other product of our workshops or our soil. In the last quarter of a 
century it has brought to your shores no less than $5,000,000, 000 of gold. 
It poured last year into the Treasury no less than $237,000,000 of 
foreign gold. Ifit was stricken from the list of your commercial ex- 
changes that balance of trade with foreign nations which we watch so 
closely as the thermometer of our financial condition would immedi- 
ately turn against you, and instead of preserving the equilibrium of 
your gold and yoursilver metals, and being able to make your greenbacks 
payable at your pleasure with either, the gold would instantly flow out 
of the country. The balance of trade would be lost. It would be 
‘t chaos come again? with your fiscal matters. 

Mr. President, when I look over the agricultural schedule here I am 
moved to inquire, and to press the inquiry if I thought I could get 
some intelligible answer, why it is that the great industry of the United 
States, to which you are so much indebted, is kicked at and scoffed in 

our laws and is not anywhere given the slighest consideration. New 
England has grown rich from her cotton factories furnished with raw 
material from the South. Do not those who have fed and who have 
fattened apon it feel any inclination to share with them that protection 
out of which they have acquired so much? Or is it true, Mr. Presi- 
dent, as think I can see plainly, that the Republican party have de- 
clared war, and war to the knife, against everything that agriculture 
produces, and does not intend in any case to give to agriculture any- 
thing except a little sop here and there to placate the ignorant and to 
disguise its false intent? 

Why, sir, take the great agricultural products of the United States, 
and the Republican party is scalping them and putting the knife to 
the heart of them. 

Take sugar. Sugar is an American product, and is one of those 
American products which, according to the broad proposition of the 
Chicago platform, would be entitled to come in under its sheltering 
wing, for the Chicago platform, upon which the present President was 
nominated, declares for high protective duties on those articles which 
we do not produce, and it declares for checking imports on those which 
we do produce. Now, sugar is one ot those articles which we do pro- 
duce. It comes within the letter and it comes within the spirit of the 
broad general proposition which you enunciated. But the election is 
over, and the knife goes to the sugar-planter’s heart; and sugar, which 
turns into your Treasury $55,000,000 of pure revenue duty, is put upon 
the free-list ! 

I turn next to tobacco. It is the single object of agriculture which 
is the subject of a direct act in your internal-revenue system. Two 
years ago in this Hall a bill passed, and in the House it was the same, 
upon which both parties were united in the proposition that the to- 
bacco tax should be repealed. 

In the State which I have the honor in part here to represent we 
had, pending the election, a coterie of distinguished Republican orators 
who addressed our people, I was present on some occasions when they 
made their speeches and when they said, Why, the Democratic party 
is trifling with you about the tobacco tax. Did not Mr. Cleveland in 
his message show his disinclination to repeal it? Just let the Repub- 
licans be elected and elect their State candidates, and the tobacco tax 
will be gone.“ 

However, Mr. President, here is the Republican House, here is the 


Republican Senate, and here is the tobacco tax reduced, it is true, but 
still preserved, when you do not need the revenue, and when you 
proclaim you have brought in a bill to reduce it. 

Take, Mr. President, the subject of rice. What has rice done to ex- 
cite the hostility and provoke the wrath of the Republican party ? 
What is there in the nature of rice so vicious and so hurtful that it 
must turn its batteries against it? Why, Mr. President, there is one 
thing about it which the Republican party can never forgive. It has 
committed the unpardonable sin. It was born in sin and brought 
forth in iniquity, Xceording to the creed of the Republican schedule, 
because it came up as an agricultural product from Mother Earth and 
was ushered into being by the horny hands of agricultural laborers. 

Here the duty on rice is decreased right in a family group of articles 
upon which the duty is increased. The revenue on rice, which is an 
American agricultural product, will be reduced by $481,237, 28. 

Sugar, cotton, rice, tobacco! Do you wonder, Mr. President, that 
agriculture is declining in the United States when protection is put 
upon those articles which it can not protect and is taken off the only 
articles that it can protect, and where all the necessities of agricultural 
consumption are taxed? 

I turn now to the agricultural schedule, paragraph 244, and follow 
it down to paragraph 250, - 

Mr. MITCHELL. Before the Senator proceeds, will he permit me 
to ask a question? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator be kind enough to state the 
comparative amount of rice and sugar produced in this country and 
the amount of consumption? 

Mr. DANIEL. It is considerably more than of cotton-ties. 

Mr. MITCHELL, That was not the question, 

Mr. DANIEL. Nor was that the answer which the Senator desired. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It was not an answer to my question. 

Mr. DANIEL. If the honorable Senator will calculate the percent- 
age of cotton-ties produced in this country, which he wishes to protect, 
I will then figure out and tell him the percentage of rice ‘cok sugar, 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have said nothing about cotton-ties, and do not 
know how I shall vote on cotton-ties. We have not yet come to that 
paragraph, and in the mean time, perhaps, the Senator will convince me 
that be is right and that this side of the Chamber iswrong. I simply 
ask for information, if the Senator knows, 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not recollect the precise figures, but I know we 
produce much less than we consume. 

a MITCHELL. There is less than 10 per cent. of sugar, is there 
not 

Mr. DANIEL. I will answer the question, and will do so entirely 
to the Senator’s satisfaction, by saying that of course we all know that 
the percentage which we produce is small compared with our con- 
sumption, about 10 per cent. of the sugar, I believe. 

But I am arguing the question whether or not you will levy a higher 
duty on cotton-ties. I have shown that there is no doctrine or princi- 
ple enunciated by the Republican party or any party upon which that 
duty can be sustained; and when I illustrate my proposition by show- 
ing that you are taking the duty off of every agricultural product 
where it does protect to a degree, and putting it on where it does not 
protect, the Senator asks me the question, what proportion of these 
two agricultural products (namely, sugar and rice) do we produce? 
And he means by that, Mr. President, simply this: That where we do 
not in this country produce enough of an article for our own consump- 
tion, then and in that case the protective principle ought not to apply. 
Is that the Senator’s position? I ask him the question if he will per- 
mit me. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I would not apply it to the same extent ina case 
of that kind, where we produce a very small amount and a very small 
percentage of the whole amount consumed. If the article is one that 
we can not produce at all in this country, then I would put it on the 
free-list. But if it comes in competition with what we can produce 
here and what we do produce in this country, especially if it comes up 
to any aia near the amount of consumption, then I would protect the 
article. 

Mr. DANIEL. Now, Mr. President, the Senator bas simply illus- 
trated the main proposition that I make in favor of cotton-ties. We 
do not produce any, although we have an ad valorem duty of 35 per 
cent. Neither do we produce tin ortin-plate. Why, then, Lask, shall 
gentlemen enunciate a proposition and apply it against agriculture, 
and then in the next breath reverse it as to those articles that the 
farmer bas to buy ? 

I was referring to the family group of taxed articles in which rice ap- 
pears, paragraph 244. I find oats, on which it is proposed to put a 
tariff protective duty of 15centsa bushel. The tax on oats now is 10 
cents per bushel. We import into the United States but 22,324 bush- 
els, at a valuation of $10,000, paying a duty of $2,232.44. 

Why have you increased the duty on oats? It is because, and only 
because, it is imagined by the authors of this bill that they can feed a 
few tariff oats to ignorant voters, and make American oats producers 
believe that they are protecting them when we do not import enough 
to amount to a drop in the bucket. 
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The next item is oatmeal, which is now taxed 1 cent per pound. The 
Honse proposed to increase the tax on oatmeal to 14 cents per pound, 
and the Senate has reduced it in its proposition tolcenta pound. In 
that I think the Senate is right, but I do not see why in an attempt to 
egualize it should increase it on oats and leave it on oatmeal as it is. 

Paragraph 247 is rye. Rye is now taxed 10 cents per bushel. It is 
claimed to be a protective tax for the benefit of rye-producers. The 
quantity of rye which we imported in 1889 was 16 bushels, at a valu- 
ation of $24. The tax was $1.60. 

Mr. President, does the Republican patty imagiae that it can woo 
the coy maiden of agriculture ‘‘Comin’ through the rye” with the 
ee protection of $1.60 on the whole rye crop of the United 

tates? 

The next proposition, Mr. President, is rye flour. Itis now taxed 
a half a cent a pound, and this magnificent protective duty of one-halt 
a cent is car y preserved! Our importations of rye flour amount 
to the enormous sum of 500 pounds, and the tax amounts to $20. 

The next proposition is wheat. It is taxed now 20 per cent. It is 
proposed, in order to give the specious disguise of protection and float 
that flag over the farmer’s head marked See how we are protecting 

to increase the tax on imported wheat to 25 cents a bushel. We 

ported last year, Mr. President, 1,900 bushels of wheat. Its value 

was $3,000 and some odd, and we derived the magnificent duty of 
$389.35. Meantime we were exporting 40,000,000 bushels. 

Now, Mr. President, this fact appears clear in this little glimpse at 
Sill, Agge yn schedule. We are exporting wheat by the million 
b This so-called protective tax does not protect wheat to the 
value of 1 mill to all the farmers in any one county of the United States. 
But a great outcry is made, from the mere structure of the bill, under 
the delusive promise to protect wheat, when in the same class of prod- 
ucts you are taking off protection of those articles of agrieultural 
produce that are e ee In other words, Mr. President, for 
the American farmer in this bill there is protection wherever it will not 

and there is no protection where it will. 

I go a little farther, Mr. President, to where hides are put upon the 
free-list. ‘Why are hides put upon the free-list in this so-called pro- 
tection bill? The price of beef has declined in the market. The stat- 
istician of the Agricultural Department informed the country that there 
has been an overproduction of our meat products, No longer flourish- 
ing in the raising of cattle and needing protection when it will do him 
any good, why is it that you have selected from the great industry of 
enttle- raising the article which is to be shot at with your fatal shaft of 
free trade? 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] said a few days ago that 


for the time he was a free-trader. If anybody on this side of the Cham- 


ber had called him a free-trader it would have brought on his head the 
maledictions of the Senator from Vermont and all of his companions. 
But in this bill, Mr. President, the Republican party is for free trade 
in nearly everything that will injure the farmer of the United States, 

Weare importing hides from South America, and that is the field 
which is pointed out to us as the great field for future reciprocity with 
the United States. Why is it, Mr. President, that when we have a 
proposition of reciprocity with South America we should, in advance 
of it, preserve upon the free-list and for free trade that article in which 
South America is our rival? There is a reason forit. The hide is a 

uct of agriculture. It is wanted free by certain manufacturers. 

es, Mr. President, there are some manufacturers in this country who 

see that neither they nor the farmers are protected by the devious 

devices of Republican legislation, and as they have asked for free trade 

the Republican party is down upon its knees before them with an arm- 

ful of free trade to help them with, at the expense of the agriculture 
of the United States. 

It would be for free wool just as it is for free hides, except for the 
fact that it has to preserve, as a curiosity, some simulated and pre- 
tended form of protection with which to make a picture for the Ameri- 
can farmer. Why, Mr. President, this tax on wool for the so-called 
benefit of the American farmer has done him no good. It has prevented 
the free entry into our country of those wools which, mixed with our 
own, would have made woolen manufacture a profitable industry in 
the United States and increased the number of sheep and the value of 


Bat the wool tax in this bill will be very much like the woolly horse 
seen in the shows of Barnum some forty years ago, which he adver- 
tised to be exhibited at 25 cents per head. The wool tax on this bill 
is the woolly horse of the Republican party, and it derives as large a 
revenue in the shape of votes from the humbugged sheep and wool pro- 
ducers of the United States as ever did its prototype, Barnum, derive 
from the show of his woolly horse. 

Mr. President, for my part I shall not only vote against the propo- 
sition to increase the duty on cotton-ties, but I shall vote to put cot- 
ton-ties on the free-list, where they properly belong. They are a part 
of the tools of trade of the humble workers in the cotton-fields of the 
South, both white and black. They are but extensions of the hand 
of labor, and whoever puts a burden upon that hand is taxing the 
sweat of the brow, the muscle, the nerve and sinew in useful 
toil. You can only tax eotton-ties upon one principle, the principle 


of him who muzzles the ox that treadeth out the corn,” the princi- 
ple of tyrants-who cut down the tree in order to get at the fruit. 

One other inquiry, Mr. President, hefore I cease my humble plea in 
behalf of the American agricultural workingmen. They come in com- 
petition with the pauper labor of other lands, but they are never dig- 
nified here, either by being classed amongst our workingmen or by 
attention being paid to the fact that they are coming in competition 
with the pauper labor of other countries. If the ery which Repub- 
licanism makesso often, that it is ready, willing, and glad tointerpose the 
arm of a protective tax between the pauper labor of other lands and 
the free labor of America were not sound and fury, signifying noth- 
ing, why, let me ask you preachers of the creed, why will you not 
put a protective tax on cotton to place it between the toiling millions 
of your Southern countrymen and the ryots of India, who are their 
chief competitors in cotton production? ` 

I will tell you why, Mr. President, and the farmers of this country, 
North, South, East, and West, can tell you why. Itis because they 
are simply agricultural laborers in your eyes, hewers of wood and 
drawers of water, and such you wish them to remain. 

There are no importations to this country(except such trivial amounts 
to which might apply the legal maxim, De minimus non curat lex) ot 
either wheat, oats, rye, or corn, and yet you hasten to put in a deceit- 
ful protective tax. 

Now there are importations into our country of raw cotton, and if 
you will but look at the statistics of our cotton trade, you will find 
that that importation is increasing. I read, Mr. President, from page 
89 of the Statistical Abstract of the United States for 1889, the twelfth 
number, Here we have a statement of the importations of unmanu- 
factured cotton. 

In 1880 there was a valuation of $591,120; in 1881, $757,308; 1882, 
$789,844; 1883, $800,532; 1884, $1,379,850; 1885, $954,760; 1886, 

508; 1887, $533,928; 1888, $744,800; 1889, $1,194,505. 

If itis much larger than your importation of these articles which 
you are pretending to protect, why, let me ask the distinguished 
chairman who has framed this bill—why, let me ask any one whoclaims 
to be the friend of the American farmer—why is it that when you were 
framing this schedule you increased the tax on wheat, you increased the 
tax on otber articles, and T cotton on the free-list, when you see that 
its importations into the United States are increasing? 

Iwill tell you why, Mr. President. You have recently passed through 
the Senate here a bill to subsidize and enrich shipping lines by giving 
them a bonus on transportation of produce to foreign shores, Almost 
simultaneously with the passage of that bill I see it announced in the 
newspapers that there are arrangements made to bring the cheap cot- 
ton of India on shipping lines into New England to supply her mann- 
facturers with the raw cotton for her fictories. Cotton i» an agricult- 
ural product, and although the same country, India, which has now 
become the rival of the United States in the product of wheat and has 
taken from us a large share of that trade which was a source of so much 
revenue to our farmers, is now casting her eye on the American market 
for her raw cotton, which protection might possibly protect, therefore, 
none of it, say the authors of this bill, for the humble toilers in the 
cotton-fields of the Southern land. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I would like to present a very short statement 
with respect to a portion of this paragraph which has not been at all 
discussed. 

The question pending before the Senate, I believe, isthe amendment 
offered by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] with re- 
spect to the cotton-tie industry. I want to callattention to the begin- 
ning of the paragraph: 

Hoop, or band, or scroll, or other iron or steel, valued at 3 cents per pound or 
less, * * 1 cent per pound, 

I call attention to the unit of value which appears in the tables as 
presented by the committee. We find that the value of the importa- 
tion that took place under that part of the paragraph was only 1 cent 
per pound, and the rate of duty here pro is 105 per cent. 

Mr. President, I think it has been distinetly shown that the differ- 
ence in labor-cost in making a ton of rails is scarcely perceptible be- 
tween the United States and Europe. The same rule will apply to 
this hoop and band iron. It is iron of the lowest and cheapest quality, 
of the lowest and cheapest cost, as witness the unit of value which ap- 
pears in these tables. It seems to me as though these rates of duty 
were exorbitantly high. There were no importations, ‘The rate of 
duty has shown itself absolutely prohibitory, and only $13.72 in value 
was imported into the United States, upon which a duty of $14.45 was 
collected and paid. On some grades of hoop iron and steel there is now 
collected 1.4 cents per pound, as witness the fourth line of the para- 
graph on page 27 of the committee's tables. 

This duty has proved itself so effectually prohibitory that not one 
single pound was imported either in 1889 or 1888. House and Senate 
have reduced this duty of 1.4 cents per d to 1.3 cents per pound, 
but as the hoop-iron which is now taxed at 1. 2 cents per pound is sc 
excessive that only $671.28 worth of the same were imported in 1889 
into this country, a duty far less than that here proposed would pro- 
tect American industry. 

Ishall move, Mr. President, when the pending motion is disposed 
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of, to amend the ph in the fifteenth, seventeenth, eighteenth, 
and nineteenth lines, and if the motion of the Senator from South 
Carolina is not agreed to I shall make a further motion in regard to 
cotton-ties. 

I wish to say this, however, with respect to the cotton-tie question: 
It was argued yesterday upon the floor of the Senate, that really the 
cotton-planter received all the benefit by way of cost, whatever the cost 
might be, of the cotton-ties in which he enrolls his cotton bales in the 
sales of cotton in the European market. Now, Mr. President, I want 
to put in a denial of that, made by a competent authority before the 
Tariff Commission of 188182, and upon which statement the Tariff 
Commission at that time made the duty 35 per cent. ad valorem, as it 
is in the existing law. 

The manufacturers of cotton-ties in this country maintain that the 
planters charge for the cotton-ties the same as they do for the cotton 
itself. This is not so, as the testimony of Maj. B. E. Crane, of Savan- 
nah, Ga., president of the Chamber of Commerce, testified before the 
Tariff Commission, September 22, 1882 (see volume 2, Tariff Commis- 
sion, page 1288), conclusively shows: 

i have heard it enid that it made no difference what the planter paid for his 
es— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Do I understand the Senator from New Jersey to 
say that cotton isnot sold in this country at gross weight, and that 
the manufkcturers and purchasers do not buy the iron hoops and 
bands and eotton-bagging at so much per pound as well as the cotton? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If the Senator will wait until I read what this 
gentleman says I shall then tell him what I think about it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood that the Senator from New Jersey 
was making a statement on his own account. I did not understand 
that he was merely giving the statement of some one else. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I make the statement upon the authority of a 
gentleman who was the president of the Chamber of Commerce ot 
Savannah, one of the principal cotton portsof the South. Then I will 
make my own statement, and my own statement will be exactly like 
the statement here: 

That he bought his ties for about Ii cents a pound, and sold his cotton for 10 
cents s pound, and the cotton and ties were all weighed together. 

This is the charge of which he is speaking. 

That would appear— 
Says this distinguished gentleman— 
~ That would appear at first sight to be true, but really itis not the fact, For 
commercial convenience we weigh a bale of cotton here and pay for the 
weight. When that cotton is landed in Liverpool and sold, 6 per cent. f do- 
ducted for the tare, just as 10 per cent. is deducted for tare on New Orleans 
sugar, We regulatethat matter here, not by taking this 6 per cent. off, as they 
do on the other side, but in the price of cotton. 

In other words, cotton is sold fora lower price, and sufficiently lower 
to compensate for that 6 per cent. loss in tare. 

Weregulate that matter here 

Said he— 


not by taking this 6 per cent. off, as they do on the other side, but in the price 
of cotton. Therefore, the cotton-planter does not get any allowance for the 
weight of the cotton-tie and the bagging, as has been st s 


Commissioner Underwood, of the Tarif Commission, asked him this 
question: 

The 6 per cent. that is deducted in Liverpool is the tare on the ties and bag- 
i Caanxr. Tes, sir. 

Commissioner UNDERWOOD, So that in factthe cotton is soldin Liverpool net, 
by its actual weight in cotton? 

Major CRANM. Yes, sir; the same ss sugar or anything else. 

Now, Mr. President, the duty collected in 1889 on cotton-ties amounted 
to $296,454.40, The estimated duty then proposed in the Senate bill, 
should the same amount of importation as reported take place, would be 
$878,449.80. But as the rate of duty has been rasied to 103.71 per 
eent. it becomes in fact absolutely prohibitory. No cotton-ties can 
be imported into this country. I only wished to read this statement, 
Mr. President, to put in evidence this fact, that a gentleman who was 
president of the chamber of commerce of one of the principal cotton 
ports of the South knew all about the customs, knew all t their 
reguiations governing and controlling that matter, and he gave his 
testimony before the Tariff Commission of 1881-782, and upon the 
strength of that testimony and other testimony of like character the 
rate of duty was fixed at 35 per cent. ad valorem. * 

Mr. ALDRICH. By whom? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Fixed by the Tariff Commission, and so re- 
ported by them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is entirely mistaken on that. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It was my understanding that they made that 

rt, 
Ar. ALDRICH. The Senator from New Jersey is mistaken. 
Mr. McPHERSON. What did they make it? 
Mr. ALDRICH. A cent and a lnlt apani and twenty-five-one- 
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hundredths or thirty-five-one-hundredths, I forget which it was, for the 
manufactured article in addition to that, 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then it was afterwards changed in the Sena 
and the House? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir, : 

Mr. McPHERSON. As I understood, it was fixed by the Tariff 
Commission; and that has been my belief up to the present time. But 
if the Senator knows the exact fact, of course I will not dispute him, 
for I do not know, But Iassumed that it was fixed by the Tariff Com- 


mission. 

Mr. President, Lam willing that a vote shall be taken on the amend- 
ment. ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. And on that question I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when Mr. BLACKBURN’s name was called). Mr. Pres- 
ident, I was requested by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN] to announce, whenever the roll should be called, that he has 
been compelled by indisposition to retire from the Chamber. He is 
paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON ]}. S 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GEORGE'S name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. GEORGE] is paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. Barr]. 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. I regret very much that I 
have not the opportunity to record my vote in the affirmative on this 


question. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. Ifhe were present, I should vote 
ae en. 

Mr. CAMERON (when the name of Mr. QUA% was called). My col- 
league [Mr. Quay] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. FAULKNER]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I have a general pair with 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME]. I do not know how he would 
vote, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr, GORMAN (when Mr. VoorRHxES’s name was called). Iunder- 
stand that the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] is paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS]. The Senator from Indiana 
would vote yea if he were present. ; 

Mr. SANDERS (after having voted in the negative). If it isthe un- 
derstanding that I am paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
VOORHEES), which was true yesterday or the day before, I shall with- 
draw my vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Moopy in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Montana withdraws his vote. 1 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). L am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. If he were here I should 
vote yen. s 

Mr. WASHBURN (when his name was calied). 


Iam paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON]. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wrtsoy]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLEN (after having voted in the negative). Ihave just re- 


called to mind the fact that I with the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. BATE] this morning. He has gone out on the confidence of that 
pair, and I inadvertently voted. I wish to withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Washington with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. BERRY. My colleague [Mr. JONES, of Arkansas] is paired 
with the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. My colleague, if 
present, would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. PASCO. Iwish to state that my colleague [Mr. CALL] is paired 
with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW ]. my col- 
league were present, he would vote yea.“ 

Mr. CAMERON, Iam paired with the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. HALE. Iam paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
RANSOM], but by arrangement with the Senator from Mississippi Mr. 
WALTHALLE] I transfer the pair to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER], who will stand paired with the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Ransom]. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. WALT I vote “yea.” 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the negative). 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] has voted ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. is not recorded. 

Mr. CULLOM, I have a general pair with him, but with the un- 
derstanding that either of us may vote when present in the absence of 
the other in order to make a quorum, If there is a quorum I with- 
draw my vote, 


I inquire if the 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum has voted. s 
Mr, CULLOM, I will let my vote stand unless a quorum can be 
obtained without it. x 
Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
r. BLACKBURN]. My colleague [Mr. PADDOCK] is paired with the 
tor from Louisiana [Mr. Evstis]. 
Mr, SANDERS. Ishonld like to have the attention of the Senator 


‘from Florida [Mr. Pasco] for a moment. I understand that he is 


with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. With his con- 
gent there could be such a transfer of pairs as that he and I could vote. 
I am paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. 

Mr. PASCO. That will be entirely satisfactory tome. I will then 
transfer my pair to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES) and 
vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. SANDERS. I vote nay.“ 


Mr. DAVIS. I am paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
Tonrrx]. 

Mr. HISCOCK Is the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] re- 
cord 


ed? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES], and the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] is paired with 
my colleague [Mr. EVARTS]. If agreeable to the Senator from Ala- 
bama the pairs may be transferred so that we can both vote, pairing 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts] with the Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. Jones]. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. MORGAN. I vote ea.“ 

Mr. MITCHELL. My colleague [Mr. DOLPH] is necessarily de- 
tained from the Senate to-day, and is paired with the senior Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. CASEY. My colleague [Mr. Prerce] is paired with the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. My colleague is necessarily de- 
tained from the Senate. 

Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire to 
withdraw my vote. I am paired with the Senator from Washington 
(Mr. peo e 

Mr. PLATT (after having voted in the negative). I should like the 
attention of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. I am paired 
with his colleague [Mr. BARBOUR] and voted inadvertently. If agree- 
able to the Senator from Virginia the pairs may be transferred so that 
he can vote. I have voted. 

Mr. DANIEL, All right. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. JONES] to the fact that his colleague announced that 
he was paired, as he was, and I took the liberty, in his absence, to trans- 
fer my pair to my colleague [Mr. EVARTS] so that both the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN | and myself could vote. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Then I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] 
is paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. An 
arrangement might be made by which the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. BUTLER] would he paired with the Senator from New York 
[Mr. EVARTS], and then the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAm- 
RON] and the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones] can both vote. 

- Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. That will be satisfactory to me. 
Nr. CAMERON, I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I vote yea.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS] stands 

with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. Hawiey]. I should like very well to vote. 

Mr. ALLEN. Perhaps I can suggest a pair to the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. My colleague Mr. SQUIRE] is paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
DANIEL] has transferred his pair, so that he has voted. If the Senator 
from Missouri will transfer his pair to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
BATE] we can both vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Allright then. If the Senator will vote, I shall 
vote. 

Mr. ALLEN. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. That leaves the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] and the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE] paired, I 
vote Jen.“ 

Mr. RANSOM. Iam paired upon this vote with the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], and the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
WASHBURN ]is paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON]. 
We will pair the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gihsox] with the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], and the Senator from Minnesota 
and myself can vote. I vote yea,” 

Mr. WASHBURN. Ivote “ nay.’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. My colleague [Mr. CHANDLER] is paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLopGETT]. If present my colleague 
would vote nay.“ 

Mr. CULLOM. If my vote is not needed to make a quorum, I de- 
sire to withdraw it. 


Mr. ALDRICH. It is needed. 
The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—16, 

Berry, Daniel, Morgan Ransom, 
8 J f Ark . ] ean, 

e, ‘ones o ansas, Payne, ce, 
Colquitt, * “MoPherson, Pugh, Walthall. 

NAYS—26. 

Aldrich Dixon, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Allen. Edmunds, ‘MeMillan, Sherman. 
Allison, Frye, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Cameron, e, Moody, ‘eller, 
Casey, Higgins, Piatt, Washburn, 
Callom, H 7 Power, 
Dawes, Hoar, Sanders, 
Barbour, Dolph, nire, 

te, Eustis, Ingalls. Stanford, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Kenna, Stewart, 
Blair, Farwell, Manderson, Turpie, 
Bi Faulkner, Morrill, Vest, 
Brown, rge, Paddock, 5 sare 
Butler, Gibson, Pettigrew, Wilson of Iowa, 
Call, Gray, Pierce, ilson of 
Carlisle, Hampton, Plumb, olcott. 
Chandler, Harris, uay, 
Davis, Hawley, Spooner, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum haying voted, the Secre- 
tary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Edmunds, MvPherson, Sanders, 
Allen, ye, Manderson, Sawyer, 

7 rman, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Blair, Hale, oody, Stock 3 
ron, Hampton, Morgan, Teller, 

Y, H ns, Pasco, Turpie, 
Coke, H k, Payne, Vance, 
Colquitt, Hoar, Platt, est, 

ullom, Ingalls, Power, Walthall, 
Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, Washburn 
vis, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, , Wilson of Towa, 


Dixon, MeMillan, Reagan, 


Mr. MANDERSON. My colleague [Mr. PADDOCK] has been called 
from the Chamber upon the performance of some duties in the execu- 
tive department. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Forty-seven Senators have answered 
to theirnames. A quorum being present, the roll will be again called 
on agreeing to the amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLEN (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. If he were present, 
I should vote nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I withhold my vote 
for the present. 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator trom Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when Mr. Pappock’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. PADDOCK] is paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
LMr. Eustis]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). My pair with the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] having been transferred to the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], I vote yea.“ ‘ 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. His colleague [Mr. DANIEL] 
is paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. By an ar- 
rangement for the transfer of pairs, the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
BARBOUB] will stand paired with the Senator from Washington [ Mr, 
SQUIRE] and the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] and myself will 
vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). The Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] is pa with the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. GEORGE], I understand. 

a 58 BLAIR. Les, I am paired with him. The pair can be trans- 
ferred, 

Mr. VEST. Iam paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], 
and we may transfer our pairs and both vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. 

Mr. VEST. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Iam pai 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON ], but in the event that 
my vote is necessary in order to make a quorum I am at liberty to vote. 
If it shall not change the result, I shall feel authorized to vote. 


The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. BLAIR, I vote “‘nay.’’ Iam paired with the absent Senator 
from pi [Mr. . but a transfer has been made, as stated 


Mississip 
by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 


1890. 
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Mr. DANIEL. I announced my pair with the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. SQUIRE], but by agreement between the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT] and myself, that pair has been transferred to 
my colleague [Mr. BARBOUR], and I vote yea.“ 

Mr. WALTHALL (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
paired with the Senator from Wisconsin ẸMr. Spooner], and voted 
under a misapprehension, supposing the pair had been transferred. I 


desire to withdraw my vote. 3 
The Senator from Mississippi with- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
draws his vote. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Grsson]. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] is paired 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. With his per- 
mission, I will change the pairs so that the Senator from Louisiana 
pe GInsox] will be paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 

POONER]. I vote nay.““ 

Mr. WALTHALL. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. CULLOM. There seems not yet to be a quorum voting. The 
understanding between the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] and 
myself was that if it was necessary to make a quorum either of us could 
vote. So I cast my vote. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. HISCOCK. My colleague [Mr. Evarts] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. GORMAN, I think it ought to be entered upon the record that 
if the Senator from Delaware[Mr. GRAY] were present he would vote 
‘yea’? upon this amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to state that my absent colleague [Mr. CHAND- 
LER], absent because of sickness, is paired on all these questions with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLopGeEtr]. I make the announce- 
ment in this general way in order that it may not be necessary to re- 
peat it on the various roll-calls, 

Mr. CAMERON. I believe it has been arranged to transfer my pair 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr, BUTLER] to the Senator 
from New York [Mr. EvArts], so that I can vote and the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] can vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. MORGAN. I vote “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—16, 

Berry, Gorman, Pasco, = 

ke, Jones of Arkansas, Payne, Vance, 
Colquitt, McPherson, Pugh, Vest, 

niel, Morgan, Ransom, Walthall. 

NAYS—27. 
Aldrich Dawes, Hoar, Sanders, 
Allison, Dixon, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Blair, Edmunds, McMillan, Sherman, 
Cameron, Frye, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Casey. Hale, Moody, Teller, 
Cullom, Higgins Piatt, Washburn. 
Davis, Hiscock Power, 
ABSENT—4L. 

Allen, Dolph Hearst, Squire, 
Barbour, Eustis. Ingalls, Stanford, 
Bate, Evarts, Kenna, Stewart, 
Blackburn, Farwell, Manderson, Turpie, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Brown, George, Paddock, Wilson of Iowa, 
Butler, Gibson, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md. 

1. Gray. Pierce, Wolcott. 
Carlisle, Hampton, Plumb, 
Chandler, Harris, Quay, 

rell, Hawley, Spooner, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire now to make a change in the form of 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
BUTLER] by striking out all after the word pay,” in line 24, at the 
bottom of page 27, to wit: 


Two-tenths of 1 cent per pound more duty than that imposed on the hoop or 
band-iron or steel from which they are made, 


And inserting: 

A duty of 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Jersey will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 27, paragraph 134, line 24, after the 
word pay ’’ strike out all the remainder of the paragraph and insert 
in lieu thereof a duty of 35 per cent. ad valorem;’’ so as to read: 

Shall pay a duty of 35 per cent. ad valorem, 


Mr. McPHERSON. The difference between the proposition of the 
Senator from South Carolina and the one I make is this, that mine lets 
all this iron come in, either for hooping barrels, baling hay, or other- 
wise, at the same rate of duty he proposed to have on cotton-ties. It 
makes a general rate of duty, while the proposition of the Senator from 
South Carolina was made to apply exclusively to cotton-ties. Upon 
my amendment I shall ask for the yeas and nays, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lask the Senator if he will not be willing to take 
a viva voce vote upon that question? It is practically the same thing 
that we have voted on already. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Oh, no, it is an entirely different proposition. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Very well. 


XXI— 524 


Mr. McPHERSON. It is entirely different. The Senator will 
ceive thatthe formeramendment applied strictly to cotton-ties. 
amendment Appas to ties for all balin g purposes, for baling hay, for 
baling wool, for inclosing barrels. 

The PRESIDENT pro Upon this question the Senator from 
aen Jersey asks that the yeasand nays may be entered upon the Jour- 


D: P > 

The 19 and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BERRY. I do not quite understand where the amendment be- 
gins. If Iam not mistaken in the effect of it, it will be to add in addi- 
tion to the rate now proposed, a tax of 1.1 cents per pound, a rate of 
35 per cent. ad valorem. It seems to me the amendment ought to be 
amended so as to strike out the preceding 1.1 cents per pound and to 
leave simply the 35 per cent. ad valorem, if that is the intention of the 
Senator from New Jersey, upon this band or hoop iron. If adopted as 
offered by him, it would leave 1.1 cents per pound and then 35 per 
cent. ad valorem in addition. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Oh,no, The Senator is entirely mistaken as 
to that. The part of the paragraph to which he refers in lines 16and 
17 provides for hoop, or band, or scroll iron ‘‘ thinner than No. 10 wire 
gauge and not thinner than No. 20 wire gauge, 1.1 cents per pound.” 
Then the proviso follows as I propose to amend it: 


„splayed or punched, 
. uckles or fastenings, shall pay a duty of 35 per cent. ad va- 
orem, À å 


2 BERRY. I presume the Senator from New Jersey is correct 
about it. 3 

The Secretary proceeded to cail the roll. 

Mr. ALLEN (when his name was called), Irise to announce my 
pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE}, but by a transier I have ar- 
ranged with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], he and I will 
vote, I vote nay.“ 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called), I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. If he were present, I 


should vote ‘‘ nay.” 
Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE]. 
Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 
Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired withthe 
Having transferred my 


Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). 

ir with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] to the Senator 

rom Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], I vote yea. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Under the arrange- 
ment for the transfer of pairs as announced on the last roll-call by 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN ], I am at liberty to vote. 
I vote “yea.” 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. WiL- 
SON] has left the Chamber because of indisposition. If he were here, 
he would vote yea.“ 

Mr. PASCO (after having voted in the afirmative). The Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] having come in and voted, I announce 
my pair with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL], and withdraw 
my vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suggest to the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] 
that we can arrangea transfer so that we can both vote, by pairing the 
Senator from Delaware [ Mr. GRAY ] with my colleague [Mr. FARWELL]. 

Mr. PASCO. Then I will let my vote stand, with that understand- 


ing. 

Mr. CULLOM. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. HISCOCK. A pair having been arranged between the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] and the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Evarts], the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN ] and myself 
can vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. MORGAN. Asitisn to make these bargains and swa 
in order to keep the majority here to pass their bill, I consent to it, 
and vote yea. 

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
BARBOUR]. His colleague [Mr. DANIEL], with whom a transfer was 


Tam paired 


made on the last vote, is, I understand, paired with the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. I should vote “yea” if I were allowed 
to vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 24; as follows: 

- YEAS—14. 
Berry, McPherson, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Co! s . 4 

: e 5 Walthall 

Jones of Arkansas, Payne, Vest, 
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NATS—21. 
A Dixon, Hoar, Sanders, 
Blair, Edmunds, Jonesof Nevada, Sawyer, 

n, Frye, Mau 
Casey, Hal Stock! 
Culiom, Higkina, Moody, Teller, 
Dawes, Hiscock, Power, W. 
ABSENT—46. 

Allen, Colquitt, H Quay, 
Allison, iel, Hawley, 
Barbour, vis, Spooner, 
Bate, Dolph, Ingalls, Squire, 
Biackburn, Eustis, enna, Stanford, 
Blodgett, Evarts, Mande! Stewart, 
Brown, Farweil, Morrill, ie, 
Butler, Faulkner, d Wilson of Iowa, 
Call, George, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md. 
Carlisle, Gibson, Pierce, ‘Wolcott. 
Chandler, Gray, Platt, 


The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 

to their names: 

Aldrich, Edmunds, Manderson, 

Allison, Frye, Mitchell, š Sawyer, 

Berry, Gorman, Moody, Sherman. 

Blair, Hale, Morgan, Stockbridge, 
Ham * jock, 8 

Casey, Higgins, Pasco, 

Coke, Hiscock, Payne, Vance, 

Colquitt, Hoar, Platt, Vest, 

Cullom, Ingalls, Plumb, Voorhees, 

Davis, Jones of Arkansas, Power, Walthall, 

Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, Washburn, 

Dixon, MoeMillan, Reagan, Wilson of Iowa. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-eight Senators have responded 
to their names. A quorum is present. The Secretary will again call 
the roll on the question of to the amendment of the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). Under the arrangement 
for the transfer of pairs announced on the previous roll-call, I am at 
liberty to vote, and I vote nay.” 

Mr, CAMERON (when Mr. BUTLER’s name was called). The Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [ Mr. BUTLER] is now paired with the Sena- 
tor from New York [Mr. Evarts]. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I leave to say that 
I was paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire], but 
that pair has been transferred to my coll [Mr. BARBOUR], so that 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] and myself are at liberty 
to vote. I vote yea. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). My pair with the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] having been transferred, as 
already stated, I vote yea.“ f 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called), Iam 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON], but I am at liberty 

to vote if my vote becomes necessary to make a quoram, 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLAIR (after haying voted in the negative). The Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] having entered the Chamber since I voted, I 
withdraw my vote, and announce that I am now paired with the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—15. 
Berry, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, Vest, 
Coke,” MePherson, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Pasco, Turpie, Walthall. 
Gorman, Payne, Vance, 
NATS—28. 
Ald Dixon, Ingalls, Power, 
Allison, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, 
Cameron, Frye, . MeMillan, 22 
Onsey, Hale, * 
Oullom, Higgins, Moody, Stockbridge, 
Davis, i Piatt, Teller, 
Dawes, Hoar, Plumb, Washburn. 
ABSENT—iL 

Al Cockrel Ransom, 
2 ur. San Hawley, Spooner, 
Bate. Dolph, „ Squire, 

s, Kenna, Stanford, 
Blair. Eva: Manderson, 

Morgan, Wilson of Iowa, 
Bro Faulkner, Morrill, iison of 
Butler, Paddock, Wolcott. 
Call, Gibson, Pettigrew, 
Carlisle, Gray, Pierce, 
dler, Quay, 
So the amendment was 


ected. 
Mr. PLUMB. I move, his 78 page 27, to strike out ‘‘two-tenths”? 
and insert ‘‘one-tenth;’’ so as to read: One- tenth of 1 cent per pound,” 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 


The CHIEF CLERK. On page 27, line 24, after the word pay,“ it 
is pi to strike out two-tenths“ and insert *‘ one-tenth;’’ so as 
to the proviso read: 

Provided; That hoop or band iron, or hoop or band steel, cut to length, or 
wholly or partially manufactured into hoops or ties for baling purposes, barrel 
hoops of iron or steel. and hoop or band iron or hoop or band steel flared, splayed, 
orp „with or without buokles or fastenings, shall pay one-tenth of I cent 
per pound more duty than that imposed on the hoop or band iron or steel 
which they are made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
ane * and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

ero; 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the senior 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEoxcE]. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. MANDEKRSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called), I wish to state that 
my colleague [Mr. Dol p] is necessarily detained from the Senate. 
He is paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Evants]. If he were present, Ishould 


I am paired with 


vote yea,” 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]; but understan that if he 
were present he would vote ven.“ I vote yea.” 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Iam paired 


with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WrLsox]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr, TELLER (when Mr. Wolcorr's name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. WoLcorr] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia 
(Mr. Kenna J. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suggest to the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. MOR- 
GAN] that the pair between him and my colleague [Mr. EVARTS] be 
transferred to the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON], and that will 
enable the Senator from Alabama and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
Wrison ] to vote. 

Mr. CAMERON. A transfer of the pair with the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Evarts] has already been arranged and announced. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I did not know that. I made the suggestion when 
I heard the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] announcing a pair 
with my colleague [ Mr. EVARTS]. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was not aware that the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. CAMERON] had returned to the Chamber. He was absent a 
moment ago, and I did not see him enter. 

Mr. CAMERON. I have voted, and now the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Evarts] stands paired with the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I vote yea.“ 

Mr. BLAIR, Iam at liberty to vote if my vote will make a quorum, 
but I am not at liberty to vote otherwise, 

Mr. PLATT. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ The Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
[BARBOUR], with whom I have a general pair, now stands paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. 

Mr. SANDERS (after having voted in the negative). Iam 
with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Vooruees], but I am at liberty 
to vote to make a quorum. If there is aquorum, I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 

Mr. SANDERS. Then I will let my vote remain. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘Thirty-nine Senators are recorded 
on the roll-call at this time. 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—15. 
Berry, McPherson, Pa Van 
Coke, abit ae Pi ae Wau 
Dan: Paddock. Pugh, Walthall. 
Gorman, Pasco, Reagan, 
NAYS—2. 

Dixon, Hoar, Sanders, 
Allison, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Cameron, e, McMillan, Sherman. 

. Hale, Mitchell, Stock 
Cullom, Higgins, Platt, Teller, 
Dawes, Power, Washburn, 
ABSENT—45 
Allen Colquitt, Hawley, Spooner, 
Barbour, — 3 —— 
Law Dolph, Ingalls, Stanford, 
Jones of Arkansas, Ste 

Blair, Evarts, Kenna, Turpie, 
Blodgett, Mand 8 

Faulkner, Moody, Wilson of Iowa, 
Butler, Morri Wilson of Md, 
—— — = A olcott. 

e, Tay, ree, 
Chandler, Ham Quay, 
Ransom, 


There is nota quorum voting as yet. - 


> * 
- 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The state of the vote disclosing the 


absence of a quorum, the roll will be called by the Secretary. answer to their names: 


The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered to Cammings, Lester, Va. Shively, 

their names: Alderson, Cutcheon, Lind, Simonds, 
Allen, Miss. Dalzell, Lodge, Sm 
Aldrich, Dixon, Mitchell, Sawyer, Anderson, Miss. Maxner, Snider, 
Allen, Edmunds, Moody, Andrew, Darlington, Martin, Tex, Spino! 
Allison, Frye, Moi A Stock Arnold, Davidson, MeComas, Spooner, 
Berry, Gorman, Paddock, Teller, Ban De Haven, MeCormick, Stahlnecker, 
Blair, Hale, Pasco, Fance, Barnes, 3 MeKenna, Stephenson, 
Cameron, Hampton, Payne, Vest, B Dibble, Milliken, Ste 
Casey, Higgins, Platt, Walthall, Blanchard, Dickerson, Mills, Stewart, Vt. 
Coke, Hoar, Piumb, Washbu reey, More Stockdale, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Power, Wilson of Iowa. Boatner, Dunphy, Morrill, Stamp, 
Daniel, MeMillan, Pugh, Bowden, llis, orse, Taylor, J.D, 
Davis, McPherson, Reagan, Breckinridge, Ark. E y Norton, Thompson, 
Dawes, Manderson, Sanders, a mae. Finley, ee 8 + 
whe, T. urner, N. Y. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-five Senators have answered Bradna, Flood, O’ Ferrall, Vaux, 
to their names. A quorum being present, the Secretary will again call core cepa N.J. A a 8 Ind. ns ` 
the roll on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Bullock, Geissenhainer, 8 Wade, * 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. Bann, ay: Gibson, Owens, Ohio Walker, 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. eee ro erry, ce, Mass, 
Mr. ALLEN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- | Gandier, Mass Hare — — pene 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. Cariton, Harmer, Pieree, Wheeler, Mich. 
Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with theSen- | Cheatham, —.— Shin, Sas Whiting, 

ator irom Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. ` Clark, Wis. Randall, Wickham, 
Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with Hill, Ray, Wik 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. Copa ws, peak og — wien 
Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). I am paired with the | Cooper, Ind. Kert Pa. TAEA FE Wilson E Ey. 
Senator from Indiana [ Mr. VOORHEES]. Cooper, Ohio Kilgore, Rusk, Yardley, 
Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with | Cothran, Lansing, Rus-ell, Yoder. 
l Pi f 8 Covert, Lee, Sanford, 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. Cowles, Lehibach. Scranton, 
Mr, WILSON, of Iowa (when bis name was called). Iam paired | Crain, Lester, Ga. Seney, 


with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BAR- 
BOUR]; otherwise I should vote nay.” 

The result was announeed—yeas 12, nays 22; as follows: 


Before the second call the following proceedings took place: 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr, Speaker, I rise to a point of 
order. The roll has been called once, but not a second time, as is re- 
quired by the rules of the House. 


YEAS—12 due time. 
Berry, Morgan, Payne, Reagan, Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Rule XV of the House provides 
Coke, Paddock, Piumb, Vance, that— 45 
McPherson, Pasco, Pugh, Vest, Upon every roll-call the names of members shall be called alphabetically by 
NAYS—22, surname, except when two or more have the same surname, in which case the 
name of the State shall be added; and if there be two such members from the 
Aldrich, Dixon, Hoar, 2 Sawyer, same State the whole name shall be called; and after the roll has been once 
Allison, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Preece | called the Clerk shall call in their alphabetical order the names of those not 
Cameron, eee res eg Sam ge, voting. = 
Casey, ale itche! 'eller, È A 
Cullom, Higgins, Moody, z ‘Upon every roll-call ” is the language used. 
Dawes, Hiscock, Power, Now, thisisaroll-call, and should theretore be conducted as required 
by this rule, which says: 
e E And after the roll has been once ealled the Clerk shall call in their alphabet- 
Alen; Daak, 1 x — ical order the names of those not voting. 
Bate, Dolph, Ingalls —— The second paragraph of this rule provides: 
Blackburn, Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Stewart, 2. In the absence of a quorum, fifteen members, including the Speaker, if 
Blair, Evarts, Kenna, there is one, shall be authorized to compel the attendance of absent members, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Mand Voorh and in all calls of the House the doors shall be closed, the names of the mem- 
rown, 9 Morrill, Eanna bers shall be called by the Clerk. + 
ated Gitan? ee 9 It has been admitted by the Speaker of this House that where any 
Carlisle, Gorman, Piatt, Wilson of Md. question arises as to the construction to be put on our rules we mast 
8 Grey; r Quay. Wolcott. call Jefferson’s Manual to our aid. and where rules are not explicit on 
Colquitt, moe Randers any point the rules laid down by Mr. Jefferson must be followed. It 


seems to me that the rules in this case are perfectly clear, but I will 
nevertheless read from Jefferson’s Manual, Digest of Fifty-first Con- 


gress, page 118: 
Sec. VIL—CauLt or THE HOUSE. 
On a call of the House, each person rises up as he is called and answereth; 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The state of the vote disclosing the 
absence ot a quorum, the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As it is apparent that we shall be unable to pro- 
ceed with the further consideration of this bill to-day, I move that the 
Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 4 minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned until Monday, Angust 11, 1890, at 10 o’cloek a. m. 


sent excuses are to be heard.—Ord, House of Commons. 92, $ 
I claim therefore that every roll-call, whether it be on yeas and nays 


ph of Rule XV, supplemented by the parliamentary law as 
laid down by Jefferson's Manual. On Friday of last week a call of 
the House was had; I did not answer to the first roll-call. The Speaker 
did not comply with Rule XV, which requires a second call of the roll, 
but directed that my name be entered as a member who was present, 
but who failed to answer; and this, too, although 1 had been in the 
House during the almost continuous voting which lasted the entire 
day. I had voted and answered on every yea-and-nay vote upon ten 
different roll-ealls, I believe. Isee by the RECORD of the proceedings 
of Friday, August 1, that there were ten yea-and-nay votes, upon all 
of which I voted. 

But by this failure to call the roll a second time my name was pa- 
raded throughout the United States in the papers as an absent member 
of the House, and I notice that some of the papers in alluding to the 
matter said that the members of the House were indignant at the delay 
in the transaction of public business cansed by the absence of so many 
members. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Was my friend present? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I was here giving attention to the 
public business. As I said before, the RECORD shows I was present 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
SATURDAY, August 9, 1890. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. D. 


THE JOURNAL. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will cause the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings to be read. 

Mr. ROGERS, Mr. Speaker, I make the point there is no quorum 
present this morning. 

The SPEAKER (having counted the House). One hundred and 
fourteen members only are present—not a quorum. 
Mr. McKINLEY. I move a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 
‘The Clerk proceeded to call the roll (the roll being called a second 


time by unanimous consent), when the following members failed to 


The SPEAKER. The rules of the House will be complied with in 


the absentees are then only noted, but no excuse to be made till the House be i 
fully called ever. Then the absentees are called a second time, and if still ab- 


or a call of the House, must conform to the requirements of the first 


‘ 


r 
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and notanswering. Italso shows, as I said before, that I voted that 
day on ten yea-and-nay votes, and that I made a speech in the night 
session, and I will say here that I have never absented myself from the 


. city of Washington during a session of the House. Even during the 


eleven months’ session last Congress I was not absent from city or 
House a single day during all that period. 

Of course I do not mean that I am constantly in my seat, as the 
performance of my duty makes that impossible; but I am at my post 
when my duty as a member of Congress requires it. 

To-day I observe that several members have come to the Capitol 
since the call began, but can not get into this Hall. There are nine en- 
trances to this Chamber, and eight of them were closed as soon as the 
call commenced, the only door left open being the most inaccessible 
of all, it being the one in the extreme southwest corner of the Hall 
of the House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. Without 
objection, the names of the absentees will be again called. 

There was no objection. 

The names of those not answering on the first roll-call were again 
called, as above. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk reports the presence of one hundred 
and eighty-one members, being more than a quorum, 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move to dispense with further proceedings un- 
der the call. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 115, 
noes 56, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 115, nays 60, not 
voting 152; as follows: 


I ask for the yeas and nays. 


YEAS—115. 
Allen, Mich. ley, Mason, Rowell, 
Anderson, Kans. Dolliver, McCord, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dunnell, McDuffie, Scull 
Baker, Evans, McKenna, Sherman, 
Bartine, Farquhar, McKinley, Skinner, 
Bayne, Featherston, McRae, Smith, III 
Beckwith, Flick, Miles, Smith, W. Va. 
Belknap, Frank Moffitt, Stivers, 
Fanston, Moore, N. H. Stockbridge, 
Bingham, ear, Morey, Struble, 
Soothman, Gest, Morrow, Sweney, 
Bowden, Gifford, Mudd, Tarsney. 
Brewer, Greenhalge, Niedringhaus, Taylor, E. B. 
Brookshire, Grosvénor, O'Donnell, Taylor, III. 
Brosius, i Hansbrough, O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, Tenn, 
Browne, Va. Hatch, Osborne Thomas, 
Burrows, Haugen, Owen, Ind. Tillman, 
Burton, Henderson, Iowa rrett, Townsend, Colo. 
Cannon, Hitt, Payne, Townsend, Pa, 
Carter, Kennedy, Payson, Turner, Kans, 
Caswell, Kerr, lowa Peel, Vandever, 
Cheadle, Ketcham, Pickler, Van Schaick, 
Clunie, Kinsey, Pugsley, Waddill, 
Comstock, Knapp, Marinara Wallace N. Y., 
Conger, Lacey, ines, atson, 
Connell, La Follette, Reed, Iowa Whitthorne, 
Craig, Laidlaw, Reilly, Williams, Ohio 
Culbertson, Pa, Laws, Reyburn, Wilson, Wash. 
Cutcheon, Martin, Ind. Rockwell, 
NAYS—60. 
Abbo Culberson, Tex. Hooker, Quinn, 
Allen Edmunds, e, rs, 
Barwig, Elliott, Lanham, Rowland, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Ellis, Lewis, Sayers, 
ner, Enloe, Maish, Springer, 
Brown, J. B. Fithian, McAdoo, ex. 
Buchanan, Va. orman, McClamm Stone, A 
Bynum, Forney, McClellan, Stone, Mo. 
Candler, Ga. Fowler, McCreary, Y, 
Caruth, Goodnight, MeMillin, Turner, Ga. 
Catchings, Grimes, Montgomery, Wheeler, Ala. 
Chi Hayes, Moore, Tex. Willcox, 
Clarke, Ala. Henderson, N. ©. Mutchler, Williams, III. 
ments, Herbert, Paynter, Wilson, Mo. 
Holman, Penington, ilson, W. Va. 
NOT VOTING—152. 
Adams, Bullock, Davidson, Hermann, 
Alderson, Bunn, De Haven, Hill, 
Anderson, Miss, Butterworth, Lano, Hopkins, 
Andrew, Caidwell, Dibble, ouk, 
Arnold, Campbell, Dickerson, Kelley, 
Atkinson, Pa. Candler, Mass, Dockery, Kerr, Pa. 
Hankhend, Cariton, orsey, Ki 
Banks, Cheatham, Dunphy, Lansing, 
Barnes, Clancy, Ewart, Lawler, 
Belden, Clark, Wis. Finley, Lee, 
Biggs, Cobb, itch, Lehlbach, 
Blanchard, 8 Flood, Lester, 
land. Coleman, Flower, Lester, Va, 
Bliss, Cooper, Ind. Geissenhainer, Lind, 
Blount, Cooper, Ohio Gibson, Lodge, 
Boatner, Cothran, Grout, Magner, 
8 2 oe en Mansur, 
Breck ge, Ari Wes, are, Martin, Tex. 
wer, Crain, Harmer, McCarthy, 
Browne, T. M. Cummings, Haynes, McComas, 
ner, Dalzell, Heard, McCormick, 
Buchanan, N. J. Darwen, Hemphill, Milliken, 
Buckalew, Darlington, Henderson, III. Mills, 


Morgan, Pierce, Smyser, Venable, 
Morrill, Post, Snider, Wade, 
Morse, Price, Spinola, Walker, 
Norton, Randalt, Spooner, Wallace, Mass, 
Nute, Ray, Stahlnecker, Washington, 
Oates, Richardson, Stephenson, Wheeler, Mich. 
"Ferrall e. Stewart. Ga. Whiting, 
O’Neall, Ind. Robertson, Stewart, Vt. Wickham, 
Neil, usk, Stockdale, Wike, 
Outhwai Russell, tump, Wiley, 
Owens, O! Sanford, Taylor, J. D. Wilkinson. 
Perkins, Scranton, Thompson, Wilson, Ky. 
Perry, Seney, Tucker, Wright, 
Peters, Shively, Turner, N. Y. Yardley, 
Phelan, Simonds, Vaux, Yoder. 


So the motion to dispense with further proceedings under the call was 
to. 


agreed 

The following were announced as paired until further notice: 

Mr. Post with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WALKER with Mr. NORTON. 

Mr. LopGE with Mr. ANDREW. 

Mr. HILL with Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. ADAMS with Mr. MCCARTHY. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. SPOONER with Mr. Covert. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. Houx with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama. 

Mr. GROUT with Mr, Frron. 

Mr. RUSSELL with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 

Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr, MAISH, 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. COBB, 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. LESTER, of Virginia. 

Mr. JosrpH D. TAYLOR with Mr. WILKINSON. 

Mr. HALL with Mr. StocKDALE. 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, 

. SMYSER with Mr. SENEY. 

. PERKINS with Mr. KILGORE. 

. THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. LESTER, of Georgia 
. STEWART, of Virginia, with Mr. BLANCHARD. 
D LANO with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr. NuTe with Mr. BARNES. 

. LIND with Mr. PIERCE. 

. BUTTERWORTH with Mr, WIKE. 

. BANKHEAD with Mr. WADE, 

Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. MILLS, 

. WICKHAM with Mr. SHIVELY. 

. Mupp with Mr. RUSK. 

. STEPHENSON with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

. COLEMAN with Mr. WILEY. 

. HOPKINS with Mr. PRICE. 

. RIFE with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 

. THOMPSON with Mr. OATES. 

. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr, STEWART, of Georgia. 
. COGSWELL with Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts. 
RANDALL with Mr. SPINOLA. 

. MORRILL with Mr. DOCKERY. 

. WRIGHT with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 

. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. COWLES. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. WALLACE with Mr. WASHINGTON. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. LEE. 

Mr, SIMONDS with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. Briss with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. HEARD. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. MAGNER. 

Mr. DE HAVEN with Mr. Bidds. 

On this vote: 

Mr. WILsoN, of Kentucky, with Mr. YODER. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. BLAND. 

For this day: 

Mr. MoRsE with Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. 

For various periods: 

Mr. McCormick with Mr. Owens, of Ohio, on all political ques- 
tions, until Tuesday next. 

Mr. Ray with Mr. Buxx, on all political questions from August 7 
until August 12, 

Mr, TUCKER with Mr. GREENHALGE, on all questions until and in- 
cluding Thursday, 14th. 

The result of the roll-call was then announced as above recorded. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I understood the Journal to recite 
that I made the Ae of order at one time that there was no quorum. 
I did not make point. I desire the correction to be made. 

The SPEAKER. It should have been Mr. ENLOE. The correction 
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Will be made. Without objection, the Journal will be considered as 
approved. 
There was no objection. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed a joint resolution (S. R. 75) to accept from 
the national encampment of the Grand Army of the Republica statue 
(and pedestal) of the late General Ulysses 8. Grant, in which the con- 
currence of the House was desired. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments the bill (H. R. 9523) authorizing the construction of a bride over 
the Tennessee River at or near Guntersville or Deposit, Ala., and for 
other purposes; in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested. 

STATUE OF GENERAL ULYSSES 8 GRANT. 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. McKINLEY, Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a question to the 
House, Itis that we take up the Senate joint resolution just presented 
by the Secretary of the Senate, providing for the acceptance of a statue 
of the late General Grant, to be presented by the Grand Army of the 
Republic. It involves no expense, and is simply a vote of acceptance. 
The Grand Army of the Republic have raised about $22,000 for that 


urpose, 
7 The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] asks 
unanimous consent for the passage of the Senate resolution which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (S. R.75) to accept from the national encampment of the Grand 
Army of the Republic a statue (and pedestal) of the late General Ulysses S. 


Grant, 
Whereas the members of the posts of the Grand A of the Republic, desir- 
for their late comrade, 


ous of testifying their affectionate and patriotic rega. 
General Ulysses S. Grant, have contributed a sum of money sufficient for the 
on of astatue to his memory; and 

Whereas it is their wish and purpose to present such statue to the Congress of 
the United States to be placedin the Capitol at Washington; Therefo: 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Con- 
gress . That a statue in marble, with a proper pedestal, of the late Gen- 
eral Ul S. Grant, tendered by the national encampment of the Grand Army 
of the Republic, shall be received and erected in the Capito! of the United States, 
and shall thereupon become the property of the United States: Provided, That 
the design of such statue and pedestal shall first be submitted to and receive the 
approval of the Joint Committee on the Library. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the passage of the resolution? 


[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ENLOE addressed the Chair. 

TheSPEAKER. At the adjournment, no quorum being present, a 
yea-and-nay vote was being taken, and the Clerk will again call the 
roll. 


Mr. ENLOE. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not interrupt a roll-call. 
Mr. ROGERS. Imake the point of order that the roll-call had not 


begun. 

The SPEAKER. The roll-call was begun. 

Mr. ROGERS. No name has been called this morning since the ad- 
journment of the House. 

The SPEAKER, But the roll-call was begun yesterday, and wasin- 
terrupted simply by the lack of a quorum. 

Mr. ROGERS. We have transacted other business, and the roll-call 
has not been begun this morning. 

TheSPEAKER. No other business has been transacted. 

Mr. ROGERS. I respectfully appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. CANNON. That appeal is not in order. It is a mere dilatory 
proceeding. 
ME ROGERS. It is not a dilatory proceeding. I make it in good 

aith. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain the appeal. The 
Clerk will 

Mr. ROGERS. Very well, we will go to the country. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 103, nays 71, not 
voting 153; as follows: 


YEAS—103, 

Allen, Mich. Burton, Flick, y. 
Anderson, Cannon, Flood, La Follette, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Carter, Frank, dlaw, 
Baker, Caswell, R Laws, 
Banks, Cheadle, a Mason 
Bartine, Comstock, Gifford, McCord, 
Bayne, Conger, Grosvenor, McDuftie, 
Beckwith, Connell, Hansbrough, McKenna, 
Belknap, Craig, agen, McKinley, 

rgen, Culbertson, Pa, Henderson, III. Miles, 
Boothman, Cutcheon, Henderson, Iowa Moffitt, 
Boutelle, Dingley, Hitt, oore, N. H. 

den, Dolliver, Kennedy, orey, 
Brewer, Dunnell, Kerr, lowa Morrow, 
Bowea Vi wrenches oes ONeill Pa. 

wne, Va. uhar, Y, 4 
urrows, Poathersion, Knapp, 


Owen, Ind. Rockwell, Stivers, Turner, Kans, 
Payne, Rowell, Stockbridge, Vandever, 
Payson, Sanford, Struble, Van Schaick, 
Peel, Sawyer, Sweney, Waddill, 
. — k ——— Spe Wakes, N. T. 
uackenbush, erman, ylor, Vatson, 
Raines, Skinner, omas, Williams, Ohio 
Reed, Iowa Smith, III. Townsend, Colo, Wilson, Wash. 
Reyburn, Smith, W. Va. ‘Townsend, Pa, 
NAYS—7l. 
Abbott, Eliott, Lawler, 
DEVE Ellis, Lewis, Rowland, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Enloe, Maish, Sayers, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fithian, Martin, Ind, Springer, 
ickner. Forman, McAdoo, Stewart, Tex. 
Brookshire, Forney, McClammy, Stone, Ky. 
Brown, J.B Fowler, McClellan, — Tillman, 
Buchanan, Va. jibson, McCreary, Tracey, 
Bynum, Goodnight, McMillin, Turner, Ga, 
Catchings, rimes, McRae, Turner, N. Y. 
Chipman, Hatch, Montgomery, Wheeler, Ala, 
Clarke, A Haynes, Moore, Tex. Whitthorne, 
Clements, Henderson, N. C. Mutchler, Willcox, 
Clunie, Herbert, Parrett, Williams, III 
Crain, Holman, Paynter, Wilson, Mo. 
Crisp, Hooker, Penington, Wilson, W. Va. 
Culberson, Tex. e, Quinn, oder, 
Edmunds, Lanham, Reilly, = 
NOT VOTING—153. 
Adams, Cothran Lester, Ga. Russell, 
Alderson. Covert, Lester, Va. Scranton, 
Allen, Miss. Cowles, Lind, Seney, 
Anderson, Miss. Cummings, Lodge, Shively, 
Andrew, Dalzell, Magner, Simonds, 
Arnold, Dargan, Mansur, Smyser, 
Atkinson, Pa. Darlington, Martin, Tex. Snider, 
Bankhead, Davidson, McCarthy, Spinola, 
Barnes, De Haven, McComas, Spooner, 
Belden, De Lano, McCormick. Stahinecker, = 
Bi Dibble, Milliken, Stephenson, 
Bingham, Dickerson, Mills, Stewart, Ga. 
lanchard, Dockery, Morgan, Ste Vt. 
Biand, 3 Morrill, Stockdale, 
liss, Dunphy, Morse, Stone, Mo: 
Blount, Ewart, udd, Stump, 
Boatner, Finley, Niedringhaus, Tarsney, 
Brower, Fitch, Norton, Taylor, J. D. 
Browne, T. M. Flower, Jute, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brunner, Funston, tes, Thompson, 
Buchanan, N. J. Geissenhainer, O Ferrall, Tucker, 
ckalew, Greenhalge, O'Neall, Ind. Vaux, 
Bullock, Grout, O'Neil, Mass. Venable, 
Bunn, Hall, Outhwaite, Wade, 
Butterworth, Hare, Owens, Ohio Walker, 
Caldwell, Harmer, Perkins, Wallace, Mass. 
Campbell. Hayes, A Washington, 
Candler, Ga. Heard, Pe Wheeler, Mich, 
Candler, Mass, Hemphill, Phelan, Whiting, 
Carlton, Hermann, Pickler, Wick! r- 
Caruth, Hill, Pierce, Wike, 
Cheatham, Hopkins, Post, Wiley, 
Clancy, Houk, Price, Wilkinson, 
Clark, Wis. Kelley. Randall, Wilson, Ky. 
Cobb, Kerr, y, Wright, 
well, Kilgore, Richardson, Yardley. 
Coleman Lansing, Rife, 
Cooper, Ind. Lee, Robertson, 
Cooper, Ohio Lehlbach, Rusk, 
So the resolution was passed 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. CARUTH, for the rest of the 
day. 
Mr, BUCHANAN, of Virginia, with Mr. BLAND, for this vote. 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw m 
vote. Iam paired with the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. O’NEALL]. 
Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my vote. I am 
paired with the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Rusk]. I voted to 
make a quorum. 
Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I hope the vote will be recapitulated. 
The vote was recapitulated. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. CANNON, Irise to debate the proposition 

Mr. ENLOE. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. CANNON, This order operates to suspend the rule as to mak- 
ing a question of privilege, and nothing is in order at this time except 
to proceed for two hours with the consideration of the Senate Roe 
ments to the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the point of order? 

Mr. ENLOE. Lask, Mr. Speaker, if the right of a member to rise 
toa guenon of personal privilege is not superior to the operation of a 

order. 
privil SPEAKER. The gentleman will state the question of personal 
vilege. 

Mr. ENLOE. I ask to have the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk read as the basis of my question of personal privilege. 
1 SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his question of personal 

vi 
Mr. ENLOE. If the Clerk will return the resolution, I will state 
my question of personal privilege. 


` 


oe 
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Mr. CANNON. I must insist on the point that this isa special rule, 
and that the House is now operating under it, and nothing can inter- 

against its operation. 

Mr. ENLOE. I believe I have been recognized. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois makes a point of or- 
der against the gentleman’s question of personal privilege. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman can not present any question of per- 
sonal privilege under the rules of the House. This rule supersedes 
and changes for two hours, and, until a vote is taken upon this bill, all 
other rules and orders. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I shall not undertake to debate the ques- 
tion of order with the gentleman, but will state my question of per- 
sonal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his question of personal 

rivilege. 

Mr. EXL Ok. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that during the proceed- 
ings under the call of the House I was here in my seat. I started out 
of the Hall, withont my hat, to attend to some business in the Cap- 
itol, out of the Hall of the House. In passing ont at the west door 
a doorkeeper confronted me with the statement that I could not pass 
out. He said, I have orders from the Speaker not to allow any man 
to pass this door.“ I said, I will pass; and he caught me by the 
arm and attempted to arrest me [laughter on the Republican side], 
and I told him—langh if you like, but I will simply state the ques- 
tion of fact, and you can have your opportunity atter awhile—I told 
him I would pass, and no man should prevent it. I further told him 
to tell the Speaker that I had passed in defiance of his illegal order. 

Acting in a representative capacity, exercising my constitutional 
right to go and come anywhere within this Capitol that I pleased, when 
Iam not here under arrest as an absentee, when I was not. in the at- 
titude of an absentee brought into the House, when I was performing 
my duties as a Representative, a subordinate of this House laid his 
hands upon me and attempted to prevent me trom passing from one 
portion of the Capitol to another to attend to my business. I offer 
this resolution to bring the doorkeeper to the bar of the House for 
contempt of the House and breach of the privileges of a member guar- 
antied by the Constitution ot the United States, and will read the 
constitutional provision if permitted by the Speaker to do so; but I 
would like to have the resolution itself read, if the Speaker will allow 
that to be done. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman can read it as a part of his state- 
ment. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will. 

Resolved, That George E. Minot, assistant doorkeeper of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, be arrested and brought to the bar of the House to answer fora 
breach of the 23 of a member of the House in laying hands upon and 
attempting to arrest Hon. B. A. Exton, a member of this House, and a Repre- 
sentative from the Eighth district of Tennessee, without authority of law and 
in violation of the Constitution of the United States. 

Now, Mr, Speaker, in support of my question of privilege I propose 
to read with tha’ partatesion of the Chair a section of the Constitution 
which bears upon this point. By reference to Article I, section 6, of 
the Constitution, it will be found that the Constitution reads as follows: 

Src. 6. „They shall in all cases, except treason, felony, aud breach of 
the peace, be privil from arrest during their atten ce at the session of 


their respective Houses, and in going to and returning from the same; and for 
5 speech or debate in either House, they shall not be questioned in any other 
ce. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, a rule has been made by this House to secure the 
attendance of a quorum, and I find in it a little peculiar language to 
which I would like to call attention, if the Chair will allow that por- 
tion of the rule to be read, or will allow me fo read it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will read. 

Mr. ENLOE. Section 2 of Rule XV reads as follows: 

In the absence of a quorum, fifteen members, including the Speaker, if there 
is one— 

And there is no doubt about that— £ 
shall be authorized to compel the attendance of absent members, and in all 
calis of the House the doors shall be closed, the names of the members shall be 
talled by the Clerk, aud the absentees noted; and those for whom no sufficient 
excuse is made may, by order of a majority of those present, be sent for and ar- 
rested, wherever they may be found, by officers to be appointed by the Sergeant- 
- at-Arms for that purpose, and their attendance secured and retained; and the 
House shall determine upon what condition they shall be discharged. 

In the brief time that I have had since this incident occurred I have 
looked back to see if I could find anything bearing upon the question, 
and I find that this rule has been a rule of the House for several ses- 
sions of Congress with the exception of the word *‘retained,’’ and I 
understand that that word ‘retained ’’ is probably the basis ſor the 
order issued by the Speaker, if the order was issued, that no member 
should be permitted to pass out of this House during the proceedings 
under this call. 

Mr. CRISP, The Speaker has no authority to issue any such order. 

Mr. ENLOE. The Speaker, I understand, has no authority, of course, 
to issue any orders except such orders as may be in obedience to the 
rules of this House. If there is any order issued by the Speaker it 
must be issued, if it is legally issued, by the authority and direction 
of the House, and, as I understand, no such authority has been given 
by the House to the Speaker, and therefore he has no more authority 
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than I have, orthan that subordinate who attempted to arrest me, to 
issue an order to interfere with the exercise of the personal rights and 
privileges which belong to members upon this floor. 

But I want to call attention to another point, and that is, that even 
if a rule of the House were cited as justification for this act of a sub- 
ordinate, it would nòt avail. The House itself has no authority and 
no power under which it can adopt any rules except that authority 
which is given to it by the Constitution of the United States, and it 
will not be pretended by anybody that there is any clause, line, or let- 
ter in the Constitution which would authorize the enactment of a rule 
which interferes with the coming and going of Representatives to and 
from their seats upon this floor, But the Constitution contains a pro- 
vision by which less than a quorum may secure the attendance of ab- 
sent members, and means are provided under the rules by which mem- 
bers may be punished, at least to the extent_of the deduction of their 
pay, for failure to attend upon the sessions of the Honse. They may 
be also punished for disobedience to the rules by being fined and placed. 
in charge of an officer of the House; but I was not acting in violation 
of any rule of this House, I was simply exercising my constitutional 
and nal rights as a Representative upon this floor, when violent 
hands were laid upon me by a subordinate of the House, acting, as 
he alleges, under the order of the Speaker. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is hardly necessary that I should state what 
my business was on that occasion, but, in fact, I was going out to see 
the gentleman who looks after matters connected with the Recorn, 
the printing clerk out in the corridor, and I was back inside of five 
minutes. But, as I havesaid, that is not material to the point at issue. 
This doorkeeper, if he had exercised common intelligence, might have 
known that I was not going out bareheaded to leave the Capitol; and if 
I were, he could only note my departure. Mr. Speaker, I do not want 
to punish this subordinate, and that is not my object in offering this 
resolution. He was simply acting, as he believed, under the highest 
authority here, and it certainly is the highest authority in this House, 
for it has become greater than the House itself in a great many in- 
stances, and I will say that my object in bringing up this matter now 
is to call the attention ef the country to the methods by which this 
House is being governed under the present code of rules, and to the ar- 
bitrary action by which the rights and privileges, not only of the mi- 
nority, but of Representatives in their individual capacity, are inter- 
fered with by the Speaker of the House. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentlemanshould confine himself to the ques- 
tion of privilege which he states, 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam trying to do so, Mr. Speaker, and if I did not 
think that the Speaker would probably hold that I had no question of 
privilege and no privileges here, I would proceed to discuss that with- 
out bringing in other matters. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman ought not to bring in other mat- 
ters. He understands that that is not proper 

Mr. ENLOE. I understand that it is proper that I should confine 
myself to the question of privilege, but 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes that the gentleman will act up 


to his understanding. 
But I had asked the Chair to let me 


Mr. ENLOE (continuing). 
know 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has been listening to the gentleman’s 
statement of his question of privilege, and whenever the gentleman is 
through the Chair will rale npon it. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, then, Mr. Speaker, without commenting upon 
the conduct of the Speaker, or upon my motives in calling attention 
to this matter, I desire now to direct the attention of the House to an- 
other provision of the Constitution, which gives to the House the right 
to compel the attendance of absent members. I read from section 5, 
of Article I of the Constitution, which provides that— 


Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications 
of its owa members, and a ority of each shall constitute a quorum to do 
business; buta s naller number may adjourn from day to day,and may be au- 
thorized to compel the attendance of absent members in such manner and un- 
der such pena! as House may provide, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if there is anything in the rules by which you 
ean go beyond compelling me, if Iam an absentee, to come into this 


House, if there is anything in the Constitution by which you can fasten ` 


me up, and imprison me in this House, and say that I shall not leave 
it for any purpose whatever, I want to know in what provision of the 
Constitution or of the rules you find authority for issuing any such ar- 
bitrary, unprecedented, dictatorial, and usurpatory orderasthat. And 
I should like to know, at this point, whether the Speaker did issue 
such an order. I would like the Chair to answer that question. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman finished his presentation of the 
question of privilege? 

Mr. ENLOE. I have not completed it. 

The SPEAKER. If be has, the Chair is ready to rule upon it, 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to know as to the question of fact. I 
do not want to punish the subordinate. 

TheSPEAKER. Whenever the gentleman is through, the Chair is 
ready to rule on the question of privilege. 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman is not through. [Laughter.] Icon- 
clude, then, Mr. Speaker, that the subordinate must be excusable, 


> — 
~ = 


I say that the issuance of such an order as that is no more warranted 
than it would be if the Speaker should issue his order that the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] should be “ electrocuted’? by the 
Kemmler process recently adopted in the State of New York. [Laugh- 
ter, 


Ra then, Mr. Speaker, there is another reason why I would like 
to have this matter settled. I would like to have it settled, not only 
ſor my own benefit, but for the protection of the rights and privileges 
of members under the Constitution, not only in this Congress, but in 
all future Congresses, so that we may know to what extent the power 
of the Speakerof the House may he exercised. I willsay, Mr. Speaker, 
that if such arbitrary methods as this are pursued in dealing with the 
Representatives of the people, the day will come when it will be nec- 
essary to understand whether or not the Speaker may have a member 
whom he dislikes executed on the floor of the House. Such arbitrary 
and illegal acts are the parents of revolution, 

I do not understan t this order was directed at me particularly, 
but that it was a general order. I refused to obey it becanseit was in 
violation of my rights as a Kepresentative under the Constitution, and 
in violation of the rights and the dignity of this House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think that this question ought to be settled 
here. I believe that it was settled in a preceding Congress. In 
order that the ruling which may now be made on the point may be 
correct I wish to refer tosomething that was said in connection with 
ap occurrencein a preceding Congress—the Forty-eighth Congress— 
when there was a Speaker presiding over this House who was known 
thronghout the world wherever parliamentary law is known as one of 
its ablest expounders and one of the fairest men thatever presided over 
a deliberative body. The question then arose upon the right of a Rep- 
resentative from Massachusetts, Mr. Long, who, when be attempted to 
enter the House, was under the same provision that I have recited de- 
nied admission to the floor of the House by a doorkeeper. Mr. Long 
came into the House and presented the question of privilege; and in 
discugsing it he used language which, if the Speaker will permit, I will 
have the Clerk read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It should be remembered that this is a personal right; that the constitutional 
provision and all rules and laws relating to personal rights should be construed 
very strictly; and that no member, either in his representative or his personal 
capacity, should be excluded nuless the right to exclude him is very clear. Now, 
itis doubtful whether the constitutional provision applies any further than to the 
ordinary proceedings of the House, the transaction of business, and whether 
it applies at all to the regulation of the movement of members; and farther 
than that, I take it that the constitutional right of each House to reg late its 
» own proceedings does not apply to the personal attendance of members, be- 
cause there is another provision in the Constitution which regulates that mat- 


ter. 

The provision is that the House may compel the attendance of absent mem- 
bers. That provision also must be construed strictly, because it affects a per- 
sonal right. It gives the House no power over the persons of members present, 
no authority with regard to keeping members in the Hall; it simply gives the 
House power to compel the attendance of absent members, and a member must 
be absent before the House has, in this way, any constitutional right over him, 


Mr. ENLOE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have stated the facts. I repeat 
that I was not an absentee. I had not been absent from the House, 
I was not brought in here under an order of the House. I was here 
answering to my name upon the roll-call, not leaving the House ex- 
cept to go within the Capitol to attend to my business, and coming 
back here inside of five minutes from the time this incident occurred, 
I bring up this question not so much because I felt the personal indig- 
nity, for | understood that this doorkeeper was exercising what he be- 
lieved to be legal authority, but because it involves the highest con- 
stitutional and personal rights of members of the House. I disputed 
that authority, and would have disputed it to any extent, regardless of 
who might have been executing or attempting to exercise it. I went 
outand performed my business and returned here. 

The Speaker of the House, in my opinion, if he has issued such an 
order as that (and I have not yet ascertained whether he did or not), 
did so in violation of law, in violation of the rules of the House, in 
violation of the Constitution, and in violation of the personal rights 
and privileges of members of the House. And I hope when we get a 
ruling on the point of order we shall know whether or not there has 
been such an attempt at the exercise of arbitrary power by the Speaker 
of this House. 

Mr. CANNON. Will my friend allow me a question at this point? 
Do I understand that the gentleman, notwithstanding the obstruction 
by the doorkeeper, did pass out? 

Mr. ENLOE. Certainly, but after violent hands had been laid on 
me by the doorkeeper in attempting to prevent me. 

Mr. CANNON. Force was not exercised by the officer to such an 
extent that the gentleman was prevented from going? Was the gen- 
tleman injured? 

Mr. ENLOE. Oh, perhaps it was a case of manus molliter imposuit. 
The gentleman will understand 

Mr. CANNON. Iam asking the question in good faith. 

Mr. ENLOE. Oh, be did not do me any personal violence, If he 
had I would have dealt with him as | would with the man who issued 
the order it he had attempted it. [Criesof ‘‘Oh!’’ Oh!“ and derisive 
laughter on the Republican side.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to rule upon the question. 
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Mr. CANNON. . Will my friend from Tennessee tell us where he 


keeps his grave-yard? [Laughter. 

Mr. ENLOE. I keep it where the gentleman from Illinois keeps 
his—buried under my tongue. [Laughter, ] ; 

Now, Mr. Speaker, thereis another remark to which I wish to call 
attention, which wasused by the Representative from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Loxe] in discussing this question. He said: » 5 


The rules of the House are not valid unless they are authorized by the Con- 


stitution. My point is in regard to the first rule, which has been read, which 
says that every member shall be present and shall not absent himself without 
leave of the House; that no power is given by the Constitution to the House to 
so far abridge the personal liberty ofa member that he can not go and come as 
he A pingan but if he goes and is absent then the power is given by the Consti- 
tution to the House to compel his attendance. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I offer this resolution as a question of the high- 
est privilege. 

The Speaker held the resolation in order as a privileged matter; 
and, on motion of Mr. WHITTHORNE, it was referred to the Judiciary 
Committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to pass upon the question, and 
would like the attention of the House for a moment. 

The rights and privileges of all the members of the House, in the 
discharge of their functions, are sacred, and the House can undertake 
no higher duty than the gonservation of all those rights and privileges 
intact. And even if the case arises under dubious circumstances it is 
proper for the House to pause and give suitable heed to any question 
which any member raises with regard to his rights and privileges as a 
member. It is for the Honse alone to determine what they are. 

In this case the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] has em- 
bodied his complaint, and the remedy therefor in the shape of a res- 
olution for the House to pass upon, if it be a question of privilege, 
The Chair thinks that the question onght to be passed upon by the 
Honse, The rules of the House make provision for obtaining, and 
for the retention of, a quorum of its members in cases provided for un- 
der the rules. In order to accomplish that, the rules of the House 
require, whenever a call of the House is ordered, that the doors shall 
beclosed. Such closing of the doors, in the opinion of the Chair, is to 
prevent any member from going out. It isdone for the purpose of 
keeping such members as are already here, and retaining those who 
may be brought here alter having been sent for by the order of the House, 
But that is the opinion which the Chair entertains as an individual 
member of the House. 


The Speaker of the House has issued no order with regard to the 


matter; but in response to a question of the Doorkeeper, or one of his 
assistants, as to the meaning ot the rule, the Chair stated that to be 
his opinion, and the Doorkeeper has acted upon it apparently, vie ha 
always and of course to the decision of the House upon an examina- 
tion. As this resolution raises the question of privilege directly, which 


may be disposed of by the House, the Chair rules that it is admissible, . 


and is before the House for consideration. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Will my friend yield to me fora moment? 

Mr. CANNON. For a moment. How long does the gentleman 
want? 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, TIonly desire to make this suggestion, in view 
of the allegations made by my colleague, having not consulted with any 
person whatever. I believe, if this presents a breach ot his privileges, 
as a member of this House, it presents also and equally a breach of the 
privileges of every member of the House, without regard to sides. I 
believe it involves a very grave question; and I therefore move to re- 
fer the resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary of the House to 
make an inquiry and report upon it, 

Mr. CANNON. I think that is entirely proper, and I hope that 
unanimous consent will be given that that disposition be made of the 
matter. sa 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I trust that my friend from Tennessee will 
yield to that suggestion. 

Mr. BREWER. I think the committee ought to have power to in- 
vestigate as to the facts. There is no such power given in the resolu- 
tion. a 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee that the resolution be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary ? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. With leave to report at any time. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
Mr, PERKINS was recognized. 
Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday while the gentleman from 
Illinois, chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, was occupying 
the floor, he made this statement: 


I will place in the Rxconna statement of the special orders that were made in 
the Fiftieth Congress, and that have been made in this. 


Mr. CANNON, I reserve the point of order that this is not the 
proper time 
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Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman need not reserve the point of order. 


If I am out of order the Chair will overrule me. 


- gentleman from Kansas has been 


Mr. CANNON. I have no objection to the gentleman making his 
statement in proper time, but at present we are working under a spe- 
cial order, which I hold excludes him. 

Mr. ROGERS. If allowed, Mr. Speaker, I will proceed. I repeat, 
the gentleman from Illinois said he would place on record a statement 
showing the special orders made in the Fiftieth Congress by the House 
of Representatives. He then went on to say: 

Why, at one time, through a resolution reported by the Committee on Rules, 
you made special orders covering sixteen days. Here they are. 

And then follows in the RECORD, without having read a line or a 
word of it, nearly or quite three columns of matter touching that sub- 
ject, in very fine print—I am not printer enough to know what style 
ot type it is—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Nonpareil. 

Mr. ROGERS. Nonpareil, my friend from Illinois says. 

After which the gentleman proceeds to make some remarks, which I 
will not read, and was in the act of sitting down when the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] rose and said: 

Lask to print in the Recorp the number of Fridays consumed by special 
orders at the first session of the Fiftieth Congress or taken away from the con- 
sideration of private bills. 

Then follows: 5 


Mr. Rocers. I object to anx printing in the Recorp either by the gentleman 
from Ohio or the gentleman from Illinois. 


. After which I find the following: 

Mr. CAxxox. Too late, my friend. 

That I did not hear, and I do not know whether it took place or not. 
Whereupon Mr. MCKINLEY said: 

I ask that it be read in the time of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Caxxos). 

Then, as will be seen by an examination of the RECORD, there fol- 
lows a half column of the matter to which the gentleman from Ohio re- 
ferred. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman has stated enough so that it seems 
to the Chair that this is not the proper time to bring it up, after the 
recognized, At the proper time that 
question can be brought up. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, can I not move to correct the RECORD? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think the gentleman can do it 
after the gentleman from Kansas has been recognized under the order 
of the House, but at the proper time the Chair will entertain the mo- 
tion. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard a very brief time 
on that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks under the order the House has 
just adopted, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] having been 
recognized, that the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] is not 
entitled to make the motion at this time. 

Mr. PERKINS. The statement of the Chair indicates that oppor- 
tunity will be given to the gentleman from Arkansas later to bring the 
question up. 

Mr. CANNON. There is no disposition to evade a hearing of it at 
the proper time. 

Mr. ROGERS. I insist that by the practice of the House on this very 
day I have the right to raise this question at this time. This morning 
after the Journal had been read—well, let us go back for a moment. 
On yesterday we took a vote upon the of the resolution for this 
special order. It was developed on the last vote that there was no quo- 
rum, and this morning when we met there was no quorum. We had 
a roll-call and procured a quorum, We then approved the Journal. 
We then had a unanimous consent recognized by the Speaker, asked by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY], and the bill presented by 
him was passed, and then the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] 
rose to a question of the highest privilege. Notwithstanding the Speaker 
had entertained the unanimous consent of the gentleman from Ohio, the 
gentleman from Tennessee was cut oft. The special order was then 
adopted. The gentleman from Tennessee was then recognized. And 
now, Mr. Speaker, the practice, the uniform practice, after the reading 
of the Journal every morning, is the correction of the RECORD. This 
morning I am cut off from the right to correct the RECORD. And 
yet we can have a unanimous consent asked, as the Speaker says, for 
the passage of a bill, and the passage of that bill. Now, if that is to be 
the way in which the business of the House is to be done, I simply de- 
sire that it shall go to the country, in this connection, that while the 
gentleman from Ohio can get recognition for a unanimous consent I 
am not allowed, practically at the same stage of proceeding, to rise for 
the purpose of even correcting the RECORD. 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas will proceed. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PERKINS, Mr. Speaker—— ~ 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
How long will this debate now continue on the Indian bill? 

The SPEAKER. This debate will continue two hours, 

Mr. SPRINGER. From this time? 
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The SPEAKER. From this time. 
Mr. PERKINS. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to arrange with those who 
are opposed to this bill as to a fair division of the time. Under the 
rule recently adopted there are two hours for general debate, and if 
there is any one upon the other side who desires recognition to control 
= hoot of that time I am quite willing that he shall be recognized for 
at hour. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friends that I myself desire very 
briefly—I think inside of ten minutes—to say something about some 
of the Senate amendments by way of suggestion, inquiry, and possibly 
of criticism. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I will yield fifteen minutes to the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL], my colleague upon the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
tieman from Arkansas proceeds, I rise to a depict th inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas has the floor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. He has yielded fifteen minutes 
to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL]. It is upon the rule, 
I desire to ask the Speaker’s construction of the rule that was adopted, 
as to whether any one in the House will have the right to ask for the 
reading of any of the amendments upon which a vote is to be taken, 
either before or after the debate. : 

The SPEAKER. Any member would have had the right before the 
debate began. The debate has begun. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That may have been a right, 
but it was wholly an illusory one, for there was no opportunity to pro- 
ceed under it. 

The SPEAKER. There wasopportunity if gentlemen had not been 
engaged in other pursuits, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, I was not engaged in any 
other pursnits. 

The SPEAKER. No, the gentleman from Kentucky was not; but 
ths Chair makes the general observation that in the confusion of affairs 
the matter to debate, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I accept the Speaker’s defi- 
nition ‘‘in the confusion of affairs; but there was really no oppor- 
tunity for anybody to have any of the amendments read. 

The SPEAKER. In the consideration of questions of order and 
privilege, and so forth—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The result at all events is 
that the House does not have the opportunity to have the amendments 


read. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments are already printed, so that the 
House suffers no deprivation. 

Mr, PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have a little better order 
before I proceed. ; 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. The House 
must bein order. Will gentlemen please resume their seats and cease 
conversation? Will the House please bein order? Will gentlemen 
in the aisles please take their seats? : 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, it will be remembered that upon yester- 
day, after the resolution of the Committee on Rules, under which we 
are now proceeding, had been submitted, I asked unanimous consent 
to non-concur in the Senate amendments to the Indian appropriation 
bill and ask for a conference. At that time I gave some few reasons 
why I pursued that course. I want to say now I desire it distinctly 
understood that by doing that I did not in any way intend to approve 
the method or the theory upon which the rule proceeds. I believe 
that the bill should have been taken up in the ordi way. I be- 
lieve the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs should have been 
recognized to make a motion to go into Committee of the Whole and 
take up these amendments one by one. Had it not been for the pe- 
culiar condition of the Indian service I should have been willing to 
oppose the adoption of the resolution. 

I understand the objection made on this side of the House was alto- 
gether against the principle of the rule, and not particularly the rule 
itself. Gentlemen objected to having to be forced to non-concur in all 
these amendments in gross without an opportunity to vote to concur 
or non-concur upon each one. I recognize that to be the correct princi- 
ple—to require the House to vote upon each question as itis presented. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the Indian appropriation bill occupies a different 
relation to the public service from any other bill of this character we 
are called upon to pass, and the reasons given then, and the reasons 
contained in a letter which I holdin my hand, and which I shall ask to 
have read, given by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, are the real reasons why I pursued that course, 
and have supported the resolution in order to get the bill passed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, August 8, 1890, 
Sr: On the 2d of June last I had the honor to address you a communication, 
copy herewith, in which attention was called to the that the failure of 
Congress to pass Indian appropriation bill would seriously embarrass this 
olllee in supplying the Indians for the next fiscal year. Since that time more 
than two months have passed and the bill has not yet become a law. The fact 
that Congress extended the appropriations of last year, first for thirty and then 


Mr. Speaker, before the gen- 
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for fourteen days, has relieved this office any. in avery slight degree. May 
23 bids for supplying the Indian service with subsistence, clothing, eult- 
vral implements, etc,, were i pentes = me in New York and a were 
made to the lowest and best bidders. Under the law each bidder has to de! t 
with his bid a certified check for 5 per cent. of the value of the articles bid for. 
Those whose bids have been rejected havo had their checks returned, but the 
checks of those receiving awards have been held by me since May 23, and must 
be held until contracts and bonds have been executed, but none can be executed 
until the 9 bills have passed Congress and mē s law. The 
amount of certified checks held by me since May 23. and still in my possession, 
is over $300,000, 

But while this may be considered a hardship to those persons who have re- 
ceived awards, it is nothing when compared with the difficulties this office has 
been laboring under since the lst of July in order to relieve the immediate 
wants of the Indians for food and the more serious causes which will result 
during the winter on account of nen-delivery of clothing, blankets, and other 
articles for which contracts must be made, and which must be manufactured, 
inspected, and shipped to the distant agencies in Montana, Idaho, Washington, 
eto., before the cold weather sets in. The treaty with the Sioux requires that 
their clothing be delivered to them at the agency house on the reservation 
herein named on or before the Ist day of August of each year, for thirty years,” 
a provision which it is impossible to comply with. 

Since the Ist of July, in order to keep the Indians from actual want, beef and 
flour amounting to over $115,000 have had to be purchased in open market at the 
lowest obtainable rates, but these rates were, in many instances, considerably 
higher than contract rates, and as the amounts to be appropriated have already 
been fixed, these high r prices will necessitate a uction in the quantities 
to be purchased, and may result in short rations for the Indians. 

Asan example of the loss this delay of the passage of the Indian appropria- 
tion bill entails to the Government, I would state that one of the bids for beef 
received and accepted by me was for 1,000,000 pounds at $2 62, “delivery to be 
made in August,” but the delay in the of the Indian bill will prevent 
the delivery of the beef. The next lowest bidder is at $2.74, and the contract 
— 283 be made with this bidder at s loss to the Indians, on this one transaction, 
of $1,200, 

I respectfully ask that a copy of this communication be transmitted to the 
President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives,with 
the request that early action, looking towards the final passage of the Indian 
appropriation bill, be taken, — 

Very respectfully, 


The Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, being myself a member of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, having also been a member of the subcommittee 
who made up this bill, and knowing the situation of the Indian serv- 
ice, knowing it was much embarrassed, and that much loss would result 
in consequence of the delay, I was induced, as I stated, to take the 
course I did and the course that I have continued to pursue. 

Now, I desire, Mr. Speaker, to call the attention of the House to a 
few of the amendments and the main amendment that the Senate has 
placed upon this bill. Many of the amendments to the bill are simply 
formal and amount to really nothing, but the important items I will 
briefly allude to. 

The largest item—$400,000—is appropriated under the treaty of 1866 
made with the Creek Nation of Indians. That same question has been 
reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs to the Housein a separate 
bill, with the recommendation that it do pass, and that the money be 
appropriated. This money is due to the Indians, as I have said, under 
the treaty of 1866, and is bearing interest at the rate of 5 per cent. 
per annum, and $20,000 a year has been paid to the Indians eversince 
the treaty of 1886 was concluded. 

Mr. CANNON. What amendment is that—amendment 16? 

Mr. PEEL. I donot know the number. It is to pay the Creek 
Nation of Indians $400,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Does my friend favor that amendment? 

Mr. PEEL. Ido; and I will give my reasons for it. 

We move to non-concur in thatamendment because we want to see 
what reasons the Senate have for putting itin; but still I favorit. It 
ison page 13, amendment No. 15. The reason I would, as an individ- 
ual member of this House, favor the payment of the amount is this: 
The money is unquestionably theirs; itis not ours. In other words, 
I say that by the stipulation of the treaty of 1866 itis part of the money 
that is due for the Oklahoma country. It is now lying in the Treasury 
of the United States, bearing 5 per cent. interest, to be paid by the 
Government annually, and it has been paid for over twenty years with- 
out appropriation. They ask for this money, and I would grant it to 
them, use it would stop the interest on the part of the Government, 
and thereby save $20,000 a year. 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend will allow me right there. First, is 
there an estimate or recommendation from the President, the Secre- 
tary, or the Commissioner of Indian Affairs? 

Mr. PEEL. I will say in reply to the gentleman from Illinois that 
we have no estimate from the Secretary of the Treasury in reference to 
this item, but there is a recommendation from the Interior Department 
to our committee, recommending that this amount be appropriated and 
paid, they do not say whether in an appropriation bill or in a separate 
bill. A bill was prepared and I introduced the bill myself. The bill 
was before our committee, they reported it back as a separate measure, 
and it is now upon the Calendar. 

Mr, CANNON, Has that met the approval of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr, PEEL. Itdid. They recommended its payment, because itis 
a plain provision of the treaty of 1866. 

Mr. CANNON. Is the letter contained in an executive document? 

Mr. PEEL, I think it is in print. I sent that bill up there myself 
for the consideration of the Commissioner. 


T. J. MORGAN, Commissioner. 
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Mr. CANNON. I want to ask another question in good faith, be- 
cause I would be glad to see what reasons there are for assigning a 
recommendation for this apprepriation. Believing as I do that it is 
most vicious and 8 ort, I would like to see the proof so that I 
could form my opinion of it. i 

Mr. PEEL. Ido not know how the gentleman can consider this to 
be vicious and extravagant when no officer on the jee of the Govern- 
ment has ever denied the existence of this debt. nder the treaty of 
1866 we have recognized it and have paid interest on it at 5 per cent. 
for twenty years, and that interest has been paid without an appro- 
priation; but the Treasury Department held, when the counsel for the 
Creek Nation called upon them for the payment of the principal, that 
it would require an act of Congress to appropriate the money to pay it 
under the treaty. 

The reason given in the communication from the Secretary of the 
Interior, if I recollect right, was that there was no dispute that this 
was a just claim, that it was plainly provided for by the treaty, and 
that there was no reason why they should not have their money. We 
were paying interest upon it annually, and they seem to be in a con- 
dition to receive it, and therefore it was recommended that it be paid. 

The next item of magnitude is the one for the fulfillment of the 
treaty made with the Chippewa Indians of Minnesota. That item, I 
believe, amounts in the amendment to $350,000. I have not bad time 
to examine the question, but only $220,000 of that sum is covered by 
the treaty, and I think there is $100,000 included in the item that is 
for something else, which I have not had time to investigate. 

I will say, however, that it I should be a member of the committee 
of conference I shall insist upon the Senate receding as far as that item 
is concerned, if what I understand to be the fact about itistrue. But 
the $250,000 to carry out the treaty under which we acquired over 
4,000, 000acres of land, in pursuance ofan act passed by the Fittieth Con- 
gress, it seems to me ought to be paid as a matter of course, and there 
is no good reason that I can see why it should not be paid. 

There is another item that I want to allude to. It is the item to dis- 
burse among the Miamis of the Indian Territory some $27,000, a trust 
fund that is held for them in the Treasury. Weare paying interest 
upon that money every year, and they now ask that it be distributed 
among them. As in the case of the Creeks, we reported this measure 
in a separate bill, and therefore, in making up the Indian appropria- 
tion bill, we did not think proper to put it in. 

Mr. CANNON. Upon that point I desire to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. This is a trust fand upon which annual interest is paid to these 
Indians, is it? 

Mr. PEEL. It is. 

Mr. CANNON. And the interest is used for their education and sub- 
sistence. 

Mr. PEEL. Not for theirsubsistence, because they are self-support- 
ing. It is used for the expenses of their tribal affairs and for their edu- 
cation. 


Mr. CANNON. And nowit is proposed to take the principal of this 
trustfund and pay it to the Miamis per capita, as in the case of the Creeks, 


Mr. PEEL. Yes, 

Mr. CANNON. In view of the fact that this bill is full of appropria- 
tions for the support of Indians, with and without treaty stipulations, 
and in view of the chance of these Indians becoming, at some time, a 
charge upon the Government, does my friend from Arkansas think it is 
wise to take the principal of this trust fund and pay it over into the 
hands of these individual Indians? 

Mr. PEEL. In this particular case I do not think that that is ex- 
actly what we ought to do. These are not blanket Indians. They are 
civilized; they cultivate their farms; they raise their crops as well as 
the citizens of Illinois or of Kansas, They have already taken their 
lands under allotment in severalty, and under the Oklahoma bill they 
can become citizens of that Territory and of the United States. The 
last Congress appropriated about the same amount, $25,000, to be dis- 
tributed among them per capita. They are self-supporting and have 
been as long as I have had knowledge of them. The Government has 
never given them a dollar of gratuity since I have been in Congress, 

Mr. CANNON. And yet I find no estimate for this. 

Mr. PEEL. No. 

Mr. CANNON. It is recommended by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs? 

Mr. PEEL. It is. 

Mr. CANNON. Has it been recommended by the Secretary of the 
Interior? 

Mr. PEEL. It is recommended; but I do not care whether it is 
recommended or not. The chairman of the Committee on Indian Af 
fairs and myself are perfectly familiar with the matter. We know 
these Indians, and we know they are as capable of taking care of their 
share of this money as the gentleman from Illinois or myself, and they 
are entitled to it. It has been lying in the Treasury for years, and now 
they want it distributed and they have a right to receive it. 

Mr. CANNON. Does not my friend think it is due to the House, to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and to the country that recommen- 
dations made touching such matters as the distribution of this trast 
fund should appear in black and white, so that they can be referred to? 
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Mr, PEEL: Mr. Speaker, my recollection is—I am not sure about | an appropriation last year of the extraordinary item of nearly $3,000,- 
it because I did not expect to be asked that question—that upon this | 000 to pay the Choctaw judgments, the bill for the present year ought 


particnlar item, like the Creek item, we had a report from the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs and the Secre of the Interior recom- 
mending this legislation, because we repo a bill which is now on 
the Calendar, providing for finishing the allotment of their lands and 
the disbursement of this trust fund, and looking to a complete wind- 
ing up of their tribal affairs. 

[Here the hammer tell. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, there will be time on this side, I 
suppose, and L suggest that the gentleman from Arkansas be allowed 
to proceed in that time. s 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to inquire whether any ar- 
rangement has been made with reference fo division of time? 

Mr. DOCKERY. There has been none. 

Mr, PERKINS. As the gentleman from Illinois desired to present 
some objections, I suggested to him that at the conclusion of the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] he should have 
fifteen minutes, and should be recognized to control the other hour. 

Mr. CANNON, Ihave no desire to control the hour, but I would 
like to have fifteen minutes, 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. DocKERY] desire? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
will be reeonnized now for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The hour in opposition to be controlled on this 
side of the House? 

. The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize gentlemen on that side. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, in my time I would be glad to ask the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] another question. As to the ap- 
propriation of 8400, 000 to pay over to the Creeks and the Miamis these 
trust funds, is my friend informed whether any portion of this money, 
and, if so, what portion, is to be paid to attorneys or agents for present- 
ing this matter to Congress? 

Mr. PEEL. I will answer the gentleman. As to the Creek matter, 
Tam certain there is not a cent to go, directly or indirectly, to anybody 
but the Indians themselves; at least, if there is, I have never heard of 
it. -The Miamis have attorneys employed; but whether the agreement 
with them applies to this money, whether it applies to the allotment 
of lands, I am not advised. 

I wish to say, however, that we have nothing to do with that mat- 
ter. If the contracts are approved by the Department, that is a mat- 
ter for them, and not for us. The Senate put on this provision for dis- 
bursing the money per capita; that is all there is in it. We can con- 
eur or non-concur, as we see proper. I say, let this money be turned 
over. Whenever an Indian tribe issufficiently advanced in civilization 
to receive its land in individual allotments and to control its own 
affairs, I say give the Indians the control of their own affairs, and let 
that much of the Indian service be taken from the shoulders of the 
Government, 

Mr. CANNON, I will refer to that matter again in a moment; but 
in the first place I wish to call attention to another matter, This In- 
dian bill as passed by the Senate appropriates $7, 283. 292. 76, being an 
increase of $1,260,654.01 over the bill as by the House. The 
average total—and I ask attention to this—the average total of appro- 
priations in the Indian bills for the eight fiscal years 1881 to 1888, in- 
elusive, is $5,278,000, or $2,000,000 less than the amount of this bill 
as passed by the Senate. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does not the sum total of the bill of last year include 
the Choctaw claim, amounting to between two and a half and three 
million dollars? 

Mr. CANNON, Iam coming to that ina moment. But I first call 
attention to the average of these bills from 1881 to 1888, Five anda 

rter million of dollars in round numbers was the average amount 

t they carried for eight years. Now, for 1889 the Indian appropria- 

tion bill was unduly swollen by an 4 ee of $2,858,000 to pay 
the Choctaw judgment. If that item had been omitted the act would 
have appropriated only, in round numbers, $5,404,000, or $1,878,000 
less than the pending bill as it comes from the Senate. Now, for the 
year 1890, the Indian appropriation act was again undaly swollen by 
two unusual items: First, a payment to the Pottawatomie Indians of 
an old award, with interest tor twenty years, amounting to $361,000, 
and a payment of $1,912,000 to the Seminole Indians for certain lands. 
Ik these two items had been omitted, the act of last year would have 
appropriated only $5,802,000, or $1,463,000 less than the pending bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to ask the gentleman whether there are 
any items in the bill under consideration which might be considered 
extraordinary; that is, items which could be put upon a par with the 
Choctaw claim as swelling this bill unduly. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill say to my friend that there is an item to 
which I will refer in a moment, an item of $400,000 to be paid to the 
Creeks, a part oſ their trust tund, which swells the bill that much. But 
I want to say that it is no answer to the House or the country to say 
that the Indian appropriation bill as proposed by this House is less 
than it was last year or the year before last; because there having been 


to have fallen that amount, unless there were other extraordinary 
items. It seems to me that we are liable to forget what is a proper 
line of a n if we listen to the specious claim that this bill is 
less than the bill of one or two years ago, 

Having said that much, I want to speak about this appropriation for 
the Creeks. ‘There are over one hundred amendments coming to us 
from the Senate, many of them formal, some of them material. I do 
not believe that the House ought to agree to this proposition to pay 
$400,000 to the Creek Indians per capita from their trust fund. I do 
not believe such a payment is for the intcrest of the Creek Indians on 
the one hand or the Government on the other. If gentlemen will turn 
to page 13 of the bill they will observe that the House appropriates 5 
per cent, interest on this amount of $400,000, and $275,000 additional. 
Now, the Senate lets that stand and puts on an amendment proposing 
to pay from this trust fund 

Mr. PEEL. If the gentleman will allow mea moment, perhaps I 
can give him some light on this matter of the $275,000 interest. It 
must be remembered that the Crecks have $2,000,000 in the United 
States Treasury, which went there as the proceeds of the purchase of 
the Oklahoma country; and this is the interest upon that. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; let me read from the bill: 


For interest on $675,168, at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum, to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, under provisions of third 
article of treaty of June I4, 1866, $33, 758,40; in all, 269,968.40, 

This is not interest on account of money due for the purchase of lands, 
but it arises under the third article of the treaty of June 14, 1866. The 
Senate lets that stand and then tarns round and appropriates by way 
of amendment $400,000 to the Creeeks out of their trust fund, under 
the same third article, 

Mr, GIFFORD. Is not this interest due? 

Mr. CANNON. No; I think it is not due. 

Mr. PEEL. The gentleman will allow me to correct him. The in- 
terest is due this year and had to be appropriated for, as a matter of 
course. The House made that appropriation. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not understand the facts as the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] does, I mérely call attention to the mat- 
ter that at any rate it may be inquired about and care be taken that 
we do not make a double payment. . 

Now, one further word. hold in my hand the treaty of 1866, Let 
me read a portion of the third article: 

Four hundred thousand dollars shall be paid per capita in money tosaid Creek 
Nation, unless otherwise directed by the President of the United States, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the luterior, as the same may accrue from the 
sale of lands to other ians. * * * The United States agree to pay to said 
Indians, in such manner and for such purposes as the Secretary of the Interior 
may direct, interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum from the date of the 
ratification of this treaty on the amount hereinbefore agreed upon, eto. 

So you see in the language of the third article of the treaty that the 
sale of the lands by the Creeks to other Indians must be made, and 
the $400,000 must come in and be paid per capita to them unless the 
President thinks otherwise. That is just what the President has di- 
rected, and this $400,000 goes into a trust fund and 5 per cent. is paid 
upon it for the education, perhaps the support, of the Creek Indians. 
Here is the proposition, though, withont any written recommendation 
from the President, who has the power to make this reservation and 
did make it. It is proposed to appropriate and pay this sum per capita 
to the Creeks. J do not understand that it is necessary to do it for 
the preservation of the Indians from starvation or want. 

It is said that they are civilized. Well, they live down there and 
they are rich in lands, some of them; a few may be rich in cattle and 
horses, but a great many, I know from having been down there, are 
not rich in either. They have, however, I presume, enongh to live 
upon. There is no danger of starvation this year. They have started 
some schools and the Government has started some, and the Govern- 
ment has an agent and agency there under the treaty stipulations. 
We are still expending money for their support; und with the Creeks 
and Miamis, in my opinion, it is a mistake, akin to the most reckless 
extravagance, to appropriate this money, the principal of the trust fund, 
and pay it out per capita to them. If they should not havea sufficient 
fund for educational purposes or to support them in the event of famine 
or of great suffering from crop failure, then we will be called upon to 
appropriate again as a gift. : 

The Indian question is not yet settled either as to the Creeks, the 
Miamis, or any other Indians, There isa public sentiment—I will not 
stop to discuss it now—which justifies gentlemen in Congress in voting 
liberal appropriations for the education and support of the Indians, 
Bot it is a wise policy to keep for the Indians their trust funds intact aud 
let the interest be paid to them annually. Now, the Senate put on 
this amendment, and I want to ask the House conferees and the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs to go slow in this matter, and not only to non- 
concur formally in the amendments, but to insist on the non-voncur- 
rence. For I have an impression that if you will go to the bottom of 
this matter you will find that many people, I do not say improperly, 
are interested, people all along the borders of the Indian Territory, 
people in the Indian Territory other than the Indians themselves; pos- 
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sibly delegates or representatives of the Territory may be interested 
in these and that it is not in the interest of the Indians 
themselves, and I have an impression that it ought not to be upon this 
bill , 


Mr. PEEL. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr, CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. PEEL. Do you think it good economy tó keep the trust funds 
of the Indians, when, as a matter of fact, they are as intelligent as 
anybody, when they are able to dispose of them for themselves, per- 
fectly competent to take charge of their own affairs, and yet that the 
Government. shall withhold this fund from them and pay interest 

mit? 
lr CANNON, I believe it is good economy to hold these trust 
ſunds intact ſor the Creeks and all other Indians who are interested 
in them for their education, and, if necessary, for their support? and 
that it would be good economy, in the nature of things, to hold the 
fund intact and use the interest forthe education, perhaps the civiliza- 
tion, of the Indians. 

Mr. PEEL, Then, another question. When would you pay the 
principal? 

Mr. CANNON. I would not pay it until in the fullness of time the 
Creeks and other Indians had taken on the burdens of citizenship; 
until we had discharged our Indian agents; until they had become 
adapted in fact, as it is hoped they may be in theory, to the body pol- 
itic. But there are trust funds which from time to time have been 
dissipated, like the trust fund of the Cherokees—or rather, by way of 
example, the Cherokees of North Carolina. 

Perhaps these are the most intelligent Indians on the face of the 
continent. Now, the principal of their trust fand for education has 
been largely spent. Gradually the principal, year after year, has been 
trenched upon for the payment of attorneys’ fee and contracts made 
with them, until it is now almost exhausted, and on this very bill is 
an increasing appropriation from year to year for the education ot the 
children of the Eastern Cherokees in North Carolina without any treaty 
stipulation whatever. And the Eastern Cherokees of North Carolina 
are citizens of that State and have been for many years, are voters 
and are as far ahead of the Creek Indians as day is ahead of night. 
Yet I say again, with their trast fund dissipated, the Government of 
the United States on this very bill, year by year, makes gifts and ap- 
propriations for the education of their children. It is nat, in my opin- 
ion, good policy, and if I can help it by my vote this provision which 
takes the trust fands in these cases and distributes them per capita 
will not pass. 

Mr. PERKINS. ‘I suggest that the remaining hour be controlled by 
the gentleman on the other side of the House [Mr. Dockery]. 

Mr. SAYEXS. We ought to have an hour for ourselves. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yielded fifteen minutes of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL], and the gentleman from Illinois 

Mr. CANNON] has taken fifteen minutes from the other hour, so that 
t gives us the same time remaining on each side. 

The SPEAKER pro (Mr. Brewer in the chair). The Chair 
does not understand from which side the time occupied by the gentle- 
man from IIlinois [Mr. CANNON] is to be taken. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would suggest that I was recognized and yielded 
fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] out of the 
first hour, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] got recog- 
nized for fifteen minutes in the second hour. My suggestion is that 
each side has the same amount of time remaining. 

Mr, DOCKERY. Very well; Iam willing to keep company with 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CawNon] on this vecasion. 

Mr. PEEL. There are forty-five minutes remaining on each side 


now. 
I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Texas 


Mr. DOCKERY. 
[Mr. Sayers]. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the attention 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] with reference to one 
‘item. I desire to call his attention to the seventy-third amendment, 
on page 56. The amendment is as follows: 

112 To enable the Attorney-General to employ a special attorney for the 
jon Indians of Southern California, upon the recommendation of the Seere- 
tary of the Interior, $2,500. 

If I am not very much mistaken, an estimate covering this very same 
appropriation has been sent repeatedly to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. Iam not certain about it, but it is my recollection that such is 
the case, and I would like to be informed by the gentleman from 
Illinois if he has any information on the subject. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend that I think it is entirely 
probable that he is quite right. I think amendments 73 and 74 belong 
in the sundry civil bill under the Department of Justice, if they ought 
to be made at all, but they were of so slight importance in comparison 
with the other matters I referred to, that I did not call attention to 
them in my fiiteen minutes, but I am glad that my friend has done so. 

Mr.SAYERS. My friend must remember thatit is through justsuch 
appropriations as are contained in the seventy-third and seventy-fourth 
amendments that the jurisdiction of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
has trenched upon that of the Committee on Appropriations, as in the 


case of the payment of the Choctaw claim in the last Congress. It 
should have been allowed to remain with the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and reported on one of their bills. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend [Mr. SAYERS] that I think 
he is quite right about that matter, but I did not intend in my fifteen 
minutes to bring up any question of this kind and have it mixed up 
in the matter, because it seemed to me that $400,000 to the Creeks is so 
objectionable that I desired particularly to call attention of the House 
to that. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will invite the attention of 
the committee, and especially that of my friend trom Arkansas [ Mr. 
PEEL}, to some amendments contained on page 50 of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will say that the gentleman 
from Texas has two minutes remaining. j <` 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] will 
give me two minutes more, I think. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. I notice that the Senate increases the number of pri- 
yates for the Indian service from 700 to 750 and the number of officers 
from 70 to 75, and proposes to pay these officers at the rate of $15 per 
month each. Will the gentleman from Arkansas inform me how much 
these officers are now getting? 

Mr. PEEL. Twelve dollars a month. 

Mr. SAYERS. And this increases the pay of seventy-five officers 
$3 a month. i 

- Mr. PEEL. That is correct, I think. 

Mr. SAYERS. On page 57 I notice another amendment by which 
it is proposed to erect a school building at the Blackfeet agency. to cost 
not exceeding $25,000. It occurs to me, Mr. Speaker, that when Con- 


gress—- 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAY- 
ERs], if he will permit me, that there are two items of the same char- 
acter and we shall ask the House to non-concur in both. 

Mr. SAYERS, But what will the conferees on the part of the House 
do? 

Mr. PERKINS. I can not say as to that now. 

Mr. DOCKERY. They will concur. ; 

Mr. SAYERS, Will the conferees on the part of the House yield to 
the Senate conferees? =~ 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam very much disposed to say that I shall not. 
I do not know as to the others. 

Mr, SAYERS. I would ask my friend from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS 
or any member of the committee bow much has been already expend 
upon the new gymnasium. I notice anappropriation for the payment 
of the debt on the new gymnasium. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would say, Mr. Chairman, for the information of 
my friend from Texas [Mr. Sayers], that that was built from fands 
contributed by private individuals. The Government did notcontrib- ` 
utea dollar towards the erection of that gymnasium. 

Mr. PEEL. That is at Carlisle. s 

Mr. PERKINS. Burt in its construction and equipment there has 
been a burden of debt of $5,000 contracted, and as the Government 
has contributed nothing toward it, the Indian Office has recommended 
that we assume this indebtedness and pay it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I find all through this bill not only increases of offi- 
cials; but also increases of pay, by which a large number of officials 
will be fastened upon the Government with increased pay. It occurs 
to me that the conferees on the part of the House should insist that 
all such amendments be stricken out. The building of aschool-house 
to cost $25,000 at the Blackteet agency is extravagant and unnecessary. 
Ninety-nine school-houses in every hundred, I might say nine hundred 
and ninety-nine in every thousand, in the United States do not cost 
one-tenth of that. 

Mr. ROGERS. They did not cost $1,500 each. 

Mr. SAYERS. Not $1,500. 

Mr. PERKINS. If itwillnotinterrupt thegentleman, I would sug- 
gest that this appropriation contemplates notonly the school building, 
but the supporting house, the dormitories, and all that pertains to that 
industrial school. 

Mr. SAYERS. It does not state anything of the kind, I beg the gen- 
tleman’s pardon. It says: 

luding construction of f 
£ E ba —— 5 building at Blackfeetageney in Montana, at 

That is the proposition involved in the Senate amendment. The 
dotting of all our extrene Western conntry with these Indian school 
buildings at a eost of $25, 00, at least $24,000 greater than the average 
cost of school-houses in the United States for the white children of the 
country, is an extravagance that will not meet the approval of the 


people. 

Mr. DOCKERY. A most extravagant proposition submitted here, 
inasmuch as it shocks the economic nerves of the gentleman from 
California [Mr. CLUNIE]. s 

Mr. SAYERS. I now yield the balance of my time to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Dockery]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas has occu- 
pied nine minutes. 
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Mr. DOCKERY, I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. CONNELL]. 
Mr. CONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise for the purpose of op- 
this bill, because I recognize the necessity of making appro- 
priations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian De- 
rtment, As clearly shown by the letter of the Commissioner on 
dian Affairs, which has been read by the Clerk, the necessity for 
passing such a bill is urgent. Ido not think, however, that the neces- 
sity for its immediate is so great as to require that members of 
_ this House should delegate their entire authority to a committee of 
conference. While not opposed to the passage of the bill, I did resist 
the resolution reported by the Committee on Rules, and I intend in 
the future to oppose all like resolutions which take away from mem- 
bers their individual right to pass upon important legislation before 
them for consideration. 

Among the amendments which have been proposed by the Sen- 
ate there is one in which I am personally interested, as it affects cer- 
tain parties in the section of country in which I reside. It relates to 
thesmall tribe of Indians known as the Sac and Fox tribe of Missouri 
Indians, in the southeast portion of the State of Nebraska and within 
the Congressional district which I have the honor to represent. There 
are a number of claimants who have rights as members of that tribe. 
Their claims have been passed upon by the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs. He has decided that the parties to whom I reter ars properly 
members of that tribe and are entitled as such to their share of the 
annuities, and also to their proportion of the lands belonging to said 
tribe when the final allotment shall be made. 

Now, some parties who are interested adversely have secureda pro- 
viso to the House bill as originally reported. It is as follows: 

Provided, That in making payments under this appropriation no one shall be 


recognized as amember of the tribe whose name was not upon the roll Jan- 
uary 1, 1590. 


This proviso, while it is general in its terms, is aimed directly and 
solely at the claimants to whom [have referred. The fact is they were 
enrolled under the order of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, but 
not until aſter January 1, 1890. Now, when this bill came before the 
Senate an amendment was proposed and adopted by that body, which 
is as follows: 


Unless the same may be added thereto by the usages of the tribe and under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 


I submit, Mr. Speaker, to all within the hearing of my voice, that 
if an opportunity to vote on this Senate amendment was given it would 
be almost unanimously concurred in. It, is an amendment which 
merely says that this House proviso to which reference has been made 
shall be so limited as not to apply to such members of the tribe as may 
be recognized and enrolled as such, under the usages of the tribe and 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. Mr. Speaker, I 
I might talk here for three hours in place of fifteen minutes. I might 
read at length the voluminous testimony which is before me, and which 
relates to the rights of these claimants, but what avail would it be 
when we are prevented from taking any action with reference to this 
Senate amendment? This resolution which I have opposed has the 
effect of a gag rule. It shuts off discussion and prevents us from 
taking the action we desire. 

Now, I fail to see, in consideration of matters of this kind which are 
not political in their character, my such a resolution should be sup- 
ported by the members on this side of the House merely because it 
comes from the Committee on Rules, a majority of which are Repub- 
licans, 

As showing to some extent the interest and the feeling in the portion 
of the State of Nebraska to which I have referred, I would call atten- 
tion of members to certain resolutions adopted by the Richardson 
County Farmers’ Alliance, and recently published in the Nebraska 
State Journal, at Lincoln, Nebr. The resolutions referred to are selt- 
explanatory and are as follows: ; 

Whereas the members of the Richardson County Farmers’ Alliance have 
learned and are convinced of the fact that manifest injustice is about to be 
done to the Murphy family,of the Sac and Fox tribes of Missouri Indians, lo- 
cated in Kansas and Nebraska, in defrauding them of their just and natural- 
born rights as members of said tribe; and, 

" Whereas the honorable Secretary of the Interior, J. W. Noble, has recognized 
these . by placing them on the roll of said tribe in his letter to Commis- 
sioner Morgan, of Indian Affairs, dated March 28, 1890, wherein it is “ordered 
that said a plicants, Frank Murphy, Louis Murphy, Peter Murphy, Philip 
Murphy, Thomas Murphy, and Maggie Le Fevre and they hereby are, en- 
rolled as members of the Sac and Fox tribe of Missouri Indians, with full rights 
in every respect as other members thereof," etc. ; and 

Whereas it is also a fact that the other members of said tribe, recognizing the 
tribal relations existing between these applicants and themselves, have con- 
sented to and asked for admission of said applicants to enrollment and to the 
same rights of said tribe as themselves; and 

Whereas certain parties, bound by ties of greed, and especially one Mar- 

ves, a white man, wn rich by the fraud of years on said reservation, whose 

nte rest it is to keep off any intelligent membersof said tribe, are now plottingin 

and out of Congress to revoke the order of the honorable Secretary of the in- 

terior and stifle the desire and wish of the other members of said tribe,so as 
thereby to cheat said applicants of their rights; and 

Whereas power by fraud obtained must be by fraud sustained, this ves 
has used the historic wealrness of the Indian to misrepresent facts and influence 
the Government official, Indian Agent Blair, of Hoyt, Kans.,to make false re- 
ports to Commissioner M : First, by stating thatthe Mu ae eee “have 
taken possession of lands justly occupied or claimed by in iual Indians;“ 


second, “that they do not intend surrendering these lands ;” third, “ that they 
have threatened violence on said Indians,” three of which statements are 
downright falsehoods : 

Resolved, Then, for the honor of the American Government and in justice to 
the much mistreated Indian, that we protest against the entire corrupt treat- 
ment of the Sac and Fox tribe of Missouri Indians, but above all do we indig- 
nantly protest against the injustice of cutting off from enrollment and rights 
to reservation that part of the tribe known as the Murphy applicants, and we 
demand to know by what law and by whose scheming these applicants are to 
be cheated out of their rights on said reservation. 8 rs e 


Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to Hon. Senators MANDER- 
sox and Pappock, and Hon. Representatives CONNELL, DORSEY, and Laws 
and to Hon, Secretary of the Interior Noble, and to Commissioner Morgan, and 
that a copy of said resolutions be printed in the Falls City papers, the Omaha 
Bee, Lincoln Journal, and the Kansas City Times, M RRA VER 


President Richardson County Alliance. 
W. H. D. 


Secretary Richardson County Alliance. 

Mr. Speaker, I submit to this House that it would be unfair and 
unjust in the extreme to cut out these claimants without giving them 
a hearing; without giving them a day in court.“ They have made 
what must at least be considered a prima facie case. Favorable action 
has already been taken in their behalf by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, Over eighty pages of testimony have been taken with refer- 
ence to their rights. It was upon this testimony that the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs acted. Subsequently,.when some objection 
was made, a second order was entered, suspending the one previously 
made in favor of these claimants, and at the request of some parties 
interested a special Indian agent has been sent to Nebraska to take ad- 
ditional testimony. Now, it is proposed, while this additional testi- 
mony is being taken and alter action has already been had in favor of 
these claimants, to shut them out completely by this arbitrary and un- 
just proviso. 

If we could but concur in the Senate amendment the bill would be 
put in such a shape as to protect the rights of these claimants, as ought 
to be done, until all the facts can be fully and fairly considered. 

As showing the present status of the case, I refer to a copy of a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Interior to the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, which is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE IntTERIOR, Washington, May 10, 1890. 

Sin: I acknowledge the receipt of your communication of the 3d instant, rec- 
ommending,for reasons stated, a thorough reinvestigation of the claim of 
Frank, Louis, Peter, Thomas, and Philip Murphy and Maggie Le Fevre to en- 
rollmentas members of the Sacs and Foxes of the Missouri tribe of Indians, and 
thatthe authority fortheir enrollment granted by Department letter of March 28 
last be suspended pending such investigation. 

Your recommendation is approved, and you will instruct a special agent of 
your office to thoroughly investigate this matter. 

The papers are herewith returned. 
Very respectfully, 


The COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Asshowing the rights of these claimants, I make brief reference to the 
decision of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in their favor of date of 
February 18, 1890. I have not time to read the decision at length. I 
will read merely that portion which I regard as the summing up of the 
ease. It is as follows: 


There is much testimony bearing upon the question as to whether Mah-nom 
a-ne-quah, the grandmother of the applicants, and through whom they claim 
to be of the blood of said tribe, was a Sac and Fox woman by blood or was of 
Menomonee Indian blood. There is neccesary 1 dimeulty in obtaining 
explicit information of this kind on account of the great age of Mah-nom-a- 
ne-quah. It appears that she was one hundred years old when she died, in 1879. 

Ido not deem it essential under the circumstances to require absolute testi- 
mony showing that said Mah-nom-a-ne-quah was of the blood of the Sacs and 
Foxes of the Missouri tribe. She was borne on the rolls of the tribe at the time 
of her death. and herdaughter, Margaret Murphy, the mother of the applicants, 
was, with the consent of the tribe, enrolled therewith and draws annuities as a 
member thereof. I therefore respectfully recommend that the Department re- 
scind its action in the matter of July 27, 1889, and authorize the enrollment of 
said a ey tps as members of the Sac and Fox Missouri tribe of Indians, with 
full mot ts in every respect as members thereof under existing treaties, eto. 
and to share in all annuities and all tribal benefits distributed after the date of 
their enrollment hereunder. 


JOHN W. NOBLE, Secretary. 


Mr, Speaker, this amendment in the nature of a proviso to the House_ 


bill, unless concurrence is had in the Senate amendment, not only cuts 
out these claimants, so far as their annuity for the present year is con- 
cerned, but it will also have the effect, at least to the extent of estab- 
lishing a precedent, of cutting them out of their interest in these lands 
under the allotment which will subsequently take place. A bill for 
that purpose has been already reported by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and a similar proviso has been attached to that bill. I be- 
lieve that this is the opportune time for me to make the objection, 
which I do make, to the action of the Committee on Rules in reporting, 
as they have done, a resolution which in effect cuts off fair consider- 
ation of important rights, prevents members from voting according to 
their judgment, and makes hodge-podge of a large number of 
amendments, thereby preventing concurrence with some that ought to 
be concurred in. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time ofthe gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, as we have used forty minutes of 
the hour on this side, I suggest that the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
PERKINS] now use some of his time. 

Mr. PERKINS, I yield ten minutes to my colleague on the com- 
mittee, the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. GIFFORD]. 


1890. 


Lr. GIFFORD withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. PERKINS, I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. PEEL]. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I only desire to say, in addition to what 
I said awhile ago, that the policy of our friend from Illinois [Mr.Can- 
NON] strikes me as very unwise in this respect: He says it would 
be better for the Government, in dealing with the Creeks and other In- 
dians similarly situated, to hold on to the trust funds in the Treasury 
for all time to come and to continue to appropriate year by year the 
interest as it may accrue. Mr. Speaker, it strikes me that a good busi- 
ness man would not keep his money locked up in a safe unused while 
paying interest on a debt that he owed. Therefore, I think it is not 
only right, but economical on the part of the Government to pay ont 
any money it may hold for the Indians or anybody else, when the 
parties are in a condition to receive it, and thus avoid the continued 
payment of interest. lcan say from my personal experience that I 
think I would have been much better off in this world, financially, if 
I had not paid quite so much interest as I have paid. 

Upon this Creek matter we pay $20,000 annually; we have been pay- 
ing it over twenty years. We have already paid out more than the 
principal. We paid on the one transaction already referred to over 
5400, 000 interest, when if we had paid the principal at that time (and 
the Creek Nation was then in a pretty good condition to receive it) we 
would havesaved this large sum to the tax-payers of the country. Now, 
when these people come and ask for this money and in their applica- 
tion represent that their condition is such that they really need it, and 
when the Indian Office recommends this payment, the gentleman from 
Illinois still insists that we ought to keep the money in the Treasury 
and pay interest. : 

In support of what I have said in regard to the opinion of the Indian 
Office and the Secretary of the Interior upon this question I desire to 
incorporate in my remarks a report submitted by myself on behalf of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs upon a separate bill which was intro- 
duced to appropriate this $400,000. In giving their opinion upon that 
bill, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the In- 
terior recommend the appropriation and the payment of the money 
per capita under the treaty: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred II. R. 3801. having 
had the same under consideration, beg leave to submit the following report; 

This bill seeks to appropriate the $100,000 due the Creek Nation under the 
third article of the treaty of 1866, which provides that the sum of $400,000 shall 
be paid in money and ‘divided per capita to said Creek Nation, unless otherwise 


directed by the President of the United States, under the direction o! the Sec- 
12 of the Interior, as the same may acerae from the sale of lands to oiher 
ndians. 


This provision of the treaty of 1866 has never been carried out, The lands al- 
luded to in said treaty have all been sold, and, inasmuch as this sum is bearing 
por cent. interest and of no advantage to the Government and inasmuch as 
the Indians through their national council request its payment, your commit- 
tee are of the opinion that said sum should be paidas stipulated in third article 
of said treaty of 1866. Said nation now has a trust fund in the Treasury of the 
United States amounting to the sum of $3,399,368, all of which is bearing inter- 
est, yielding an annual income of $169,968.40. Should the amount provided in 
this bill be paid over to them, there will still be an annual income arising from 
the remainder of their trust rund of $149,968.40, Which will be ample to support 
their national goverument schools, etc., and will be a saving the United 
States of $20,000 annually. 

The Interior Department, including the Indian Office, recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill with an amendment. in which your committee concur, The re- 
port of the Indian Office and Secretary of the Interior is hereto attached as a 
part hereof; and as amended your committee recommend that the bill do pass, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, March 19, 1890. 


Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication of 
With February last, inclosing copy of House bill 3504, to appropriate $400,000 
to the Creek Kation of Indians, as per third article of treaty of 1566. 

In response thereto I transmit herewith copies of communications of 4th and 
05 instant, from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, to whom the matter was 
referred. 

The correspondence shows that the provision of article 3 that $400,090 shall 
be paid in money and divided per capita to said Creek Nation, unless otherwise 
directed by the President of the United States, under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, as the same may accrue from the sale of land to other In- 
dians,” has not been carried out, but that the Indians have received the inter- 
est thereon at 5 per cent. per annum. 

The Commissioner recommends that the bill be amended by the following 


proviso: 

“That the Creek Indians shall receipt to the United States for the above sum 
in full for the $400,000 named in the third article of the treaty between the United 
States and the Creek Nation, proclaimed August II, 1866.” 


Very respectfully 
> JNO. W. NOBLE, Secretary. 
CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
House of Representatives, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C., March 4, 1890, 

Sie: I have the honor to be in receipt, by your reference of the 25th ultimo 
for report, of a communication from Hon. B. W, PERKINS, chairman House Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, dated the 25th ultimo, inclosing House bill 3804, en- 
titled “A bill to appropriate $00.000 to the Creek Nation of Indians, as per 
third article of treaty of 1866," with the request for any suggestion or recom- 
mendation therewith that the Department can make. 

The bill enacts that the sum of $100,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any moneys in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise 
appro ted, to pay. the Creek Nation of Indians in the Indian Territory, as 

rovi in third article of treaty proclaimed August 11, 1866, between said 

Nation and the United States, said sum to be paid to said Indians per 
past — the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, as provided in said 
y. 
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on to this o 
a called session of the national council of the Creek Nation, June 23, 
1889, by which act the Creek Nation appropriated the sum o ,000 to make 

@ per capita payment to the Creek people out of moneys secured to the nation 
by their treaty of 1866, for the purpose of relieving their pressing necessities and 
to afford means for the improvement of their houses and farms. 

In the above letter of the delegation a request was made, to be informed 
whether, under the third article of their treaty of 1866 (14 Statis., 787), a part of 
the consideration to be paid for the cession of their lands is at present avail- 
able, and, if so, whether the consent of the Department could be obtained for 
the payment per capita to the Creek people of the sum named, 

On the 19th day of July the papers referred to were submitted to the Depart- 
ment, with an opinion that,“ inasmach as the $400,000 have never been directly 
appropriated by ere ee and are not carried on the books of the Treasury and 
this Department, and, further, that the United States have never received any 
revenue from the sales of Creek lands to other Indians, the said amount can 
not be paid without an appropriation by Congress.“ 

On the 24th day of July the Department replied to this report, concurring in 
the above opinion and directed that the matter should be presented to Con- 
gress at its next session. Under the third article of the treaty above referred 
to, the United States agreed that the sum of $400,000 should be paid in money 
and divided per capita to the Creek Nation, unless otherwise directed by the 
President of the United States, under the direction of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, as the same may accrue from the sale of lands to other Indians. This 
provision of the treaty has never been carried out. 

Under this article the Creeks are receiving by annual ap r pee Sper cent. 
interest on the sum of $675,168. The Creeksdesire that $400, of this sum shall 
be appropriated. 

The Creek Nation now has a principal amounting to $3,399,968, yielding an 
annual income of $169,96-.40. If this appropriation shall be made by 3 
which is recommended by this office, the income of the nation will be red - 
to $149,968.40—a reduction of S, Which sum will be ample for the support 
of ils government, schools, and other institutions, and will be a saving to the 
United States in the sum of $20,000 annually. 

I return herewith the letter of the chairman and inclosure, 


Very res fully, 
wt T. J. MORGAN, Commissioner, 


V. 


The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, á 
Washington, March 10, 1890. 


Sin: Referring to office report dated the dth instant, on House bill 3804, en- 
tiled “A bill to appropriate $400,000 to the Creek Nation of Indians, as 
third article of treaty of 1866,” I have the honor to supplement said report wi 
the recommendation that said bill be amended by the addition of the following 
proviso, namely : 

~= Provided, That the Creek Indians shall receipt to the United States for the 
above sum in full for the $400,000 named in the third article of the treaty be- 
tween the United States and the Creek Nation, proclaimed August 11, 1866," 


Very respectfully, 
T. J. MORGAN, Commissioner, 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 

Mr. PERKINS. I reserve the balance of my time. x 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, in relation to the subject to which 
my colleague [Mr. PEEL) has just addressed himself, I wish to add 
that I have read in a morning paper now before me—The New York 
Sun—what I know to be substantially true, that in a large portion of 
Kansas, in Oklahoma, in a modified form among the five civilized tribes, 
and in a portion of Western Arkansas, there is to-day a condition of 
almost unparalleled drought, and the same paper contains a communi- 
cation from the governor ot Oklahoma—Governor Steele, a former mem- 
ber of this House—to the President, and a message from the President 
to Congress calling attention to the condition of things in Oklahoma 
and appealing to Congress for the right to use some $45,000 of money 
heretofore appropriated for the Mississippi flood sufferers to relieve 
those who are actually in a condition of starvation in Oklahoma Terri- 
tory. 

Governor Steele indicates that there area number of families who are 
in absolute destitution in Oklahoma on tbis account. The Creek coun- 
try lies just east of the new Territory of Oklahoma, and from what I 
gather, from information and from the public press, I know that the 
same dronght which afflicts a very large portion of Western Kansas 
and the Oklahoma country existsin asomewhat modified form amongst 
the five civilized tribes, and also, as I have said, to a very serions ex- 
tent in the western portion of my own State. 

Mr, CANNON. Let me ask the gentleman from Arkansas this ques- 
tion: If he thinks there is any likeness between the condition in Okla- 
homa and amongst the Creek Indians? They (the Creeks) have a trust 
fund amounting to $3,927,000, on which they receive interest annually 
amounting to nearly $170,000; and having this amount, not $45,000, 
but $170,000, with all their land and stock, if he thinks there is a 
necessity to impair the trust fund to the extent of $400,000 for their 
immediate support. 

Mr. ROGERS. I do not speak from accurate information myself. I 
assume that even in Oklahoma people have their lands, but would not 
be very much benefited by them if their crops are destroyed, and I do 
not know just how land would be of service to anybody who had noth- 
ing to live on. It is most likely that there are a portion of the Creeks 
who are better provided, so far as stock is concerned, than the people 
living in Oklahoma. But even cattle on foot in the summer time, 
when there is no grass and no food for them, are a rather poor thing to 
depend upon fora living. The hot winds which have prevailed through- 
out that region for some time have destroyed the grass and Ido 
not know means 


condition of the Creek people; we have but li 
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of getting information as to them; but from conversations with one of 
their delegates, and as I know from conversations with people in my 
State who have had occasion to go to that country, there is a certainty 
that a great deal of want and suffering will be felt amongst them. 
More than one m mentioned it to me on my visit home recently, 
and I feel sure that these people are standing in great need of assistance. 

Personally, as L have said, I have no information on the matter. I 
have not been in the Creek conntry, and, so far as Oklahoma is con- 
cerned, I have never been in that country at all. But I speak from 
information which I believe to be entirely reliable, that so far as a large 

of Kansas is concerned, the Oklahoma country and amongst the 

ve civilized tribes, as well asin a modified form in Western Arkansas, 
and certainly so far as Kansas is concerned, there is an unparalleled 
drought which has absolutely destroyed almost all vestiges of vegeta- 
tion. Why, you can not buy now potatoes as large as your finger in 
the town in which I live at any price. Fruit has entirely gone out of 
the market; vegetables have gone out; the market is practically bare 
of everything in the way of vegetables where ordinarily it is flooded at 
this time of the year, isin facta large shipping point, doing quite an ex- 
tensive business in that line, shipping fruits and vegetables of various 
kinds as far north as Kansas City, St. Louis, Springfield, and other 

ints, . 

P This matter will be considered, I hope, by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs when they come to pass upon this provision of the appropria- 
tion bill. 

[Here the hammer gaa F 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will be glad to have the Chair notify me when 
I shall have occupied ten minutes of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, I unite most heartily in the criticism which has just 
fullen trom the lips of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. CONNELL] 
with respect to the extraordinary rule which has been invoked to 
wrench this appropriation bill from the Committee of the Whole, and, 
within the short space of two hours, authorize a motion to non-coneur 
upon all of the 102 amendmentsof the Senate. I confess, however, Mr. 
Speaker, to some degree of surprise that the resolution should have 
been reported by the gentleman from Illinois, chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, in view of the stubborn contest he made against 
many of its provisions when the bill was being originally considered 
in Committee of the Whole, „If my memory serves me aright, points 
of order made by him against various paragraphs of the bill were sus- 
tained which strack down propositions carrying appropriations amount- 
ing to perhaps $250,000, If there was a necessity for the pruning-knile 
then, certainly it should suggest the propriety of a thorough examina- 
tion now. . 

I have no harsh criticism to make upon the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, but, in view of the fact that the original bill did carry legisla- 
tion in violation of the rules, the rule reported by the gentleman from 
Illinois seems untimely and exceedingly unwise. This bill should 
not be put into conference without giving the House an opportunity 
to have a separate vote upon each Senate amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire in the short space of time at my disposal to 
invite the attention of the House to what seems to be negligence on 
the part of the Committee on Indian Affairs, resulting in serious losses 
to the Government. 

I find upon examination that at the first session of the Fiftieth Con- 
gress the Indian appropriation bill became a law before the expiration 
of the fiscal year. I find also that this bill was only reported from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs on the 4th day of last June, and in this 
connection I desire to emphasize the letter of the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs, which, I think, clearly fixes the responsibility for the 
delay in the passage of the appropriation, and the resultant loss to 
the Government, upon the Committee on Indian Affairs. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, here is what the Commissioner says, in a letter addressed to 
the Secretary of the Interior: 

On the 2d of June last I had the honor to address you a communication, 

copy herewith, in which attention was called to the fact that the failure of Con- 

to pass the Indian t tion bill would seriously embarrass this office 

n supplying the Indians for the next fiscal year. Since that time more than 

two months have and the bill has not yet become a law. ‘The fact that 

gress thea riation of last year first for thirty and then for 
fourteen days has relieved this office only in a very slight degree. 

The Commissioner then refers to the fact that bids forsupplying the 
Indian service with subsistence, clothing, agricultural implements, etc., 
were opened in New York, and awards made to the lowest and best 
bidders, and states that under the law each bidder is required to de- 
posit a certified check equal in amount to 5 per cent, of the aggregate 
value of the contract. Bidders that were unsuccessful had their checks 
returned but the checks of those to whom the awards were made are 
still retained awaiting the execution of contracts as required by law. 

The Commissioner has held since the 23d day of May certified checks 
of successful bidders amounting to more than $3,000,000, because this 
bill was not passed and the contracts could not be completed under the 
law until the was provided. 


appropriation 
But listen to the specific complaints he enumerates: 


But while this may be considered a hardship to those persons who have re- 
ee ved awards a 


That is, the holding of the certified checks— 


itis nothing when compared with the difficulties this office has béen laboring 
under since the Ist of July, in order to relieve the immediate wants of the In- 
dians for food and the more serious causes which will result during the winter 
on account of nun-delivery of clothing, blankets, and other articles, for which 
contracts may be made, and which must be manufactared, in „and 
shipped to the distant agencies in Montana, Idaho. Washington, ete., before the 
cold weather sets in. The treaty with the Sioux requires their clothing be 
delivered to them "at the agency house on the reservation herein named on or 
before the Ist day of August of each year, for thirty years,” a provision which 
it is impossible to comply with. 
Again, Mr. Speaker, the Commissioner further declares that— 


Since the Ist of July, in order to keep the Indians from actual want, beef and 
flour amounting to over $115,000 had to be purchased in open market at the 
lowest obtainable rates, but these rates were in many instances considerably 
higher than contract rates, and as the amounts to be appropriated have already 
been fixed these higher prices will necessitate a reduction in the quantities to 
be purchased, and may result in short rations for the Indians, 

The Commissioner cites the following illustration of the loss to the 
Government and the Indians by reason of the unwarranted delay: 


As an example of the loss this delay of the passage of the Indian appropria- 
tion bill entails to the Government, I would state that.one of the bids for beef 
received and accepted by me was for 1,000 pounds at $2.62, delivery to be made 
in August; but the delay in the passage of the Indian bill will prevent the 
delivery of the beef. The next lowest bidder is at $2.74, and the contract must 
e with this bidder, ata loss to the Indians on this one transaction of 


Mr. HOOKER, What is the date of that letter? 

Mr. DOCKERY. August 8. Now, Mr. Speaker, for each and every 
member of the Committee on Indian Affairs, personally, I entertain 
the most kindly feelings. It may bethat the majority of the committee 
can give some satisiactory explanation to the House for this most ex- 
traordimary delay, but the fact remains that this bill was not reported 
to the House until the 4th of June. I do not now recall the date of 
its passage through the House. 

Mr. PERKINS. I have forgotten the date, but will get it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. At any rate, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me there can 
be no possible excuse that will be considered satisfuctory to the country 
for the failure to pass the bill before the close of the last fiscal year. 
The Indian appropriation bill passed in the first session of the Fiſtieth 
Congress on the 29th of June. This bill ought to have become a law 
betore the close of the last fiscal year, and if this committee had been 
diligent, as I think they ought to have been—and I make this criticism 
with great respect to the committee—the losses referred to by the Com- 
missioner, because of the failure to close contracts, would have been 
avoided, and the people of the United States would have been spared 
the additional taxation rendered necessary by reason ol these losses. 

How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman has occupied nine min- 
utes and has four minutes remaining. 

Mr, DOCKERY. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. WHEELER 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I rose to a point of 
order this morning and called the attention of the Chair to his failure 
to comply with the rules of the House, rules made by the Speaker 
himself. I contended that Rule XV and the rules laid down in 
Jefferson’s Manual made it imperative that after the call of the roll 
the names of those not voting should be called a second time. The 
Chair cut me off in my remarks and overruled my point of order, but 
nevertheless he complied with my demand and admitted the force of 
my remarks by directing the roll to be called again, just as I had con- 
tended it was his duty to do. 

But, Mr. Speaker, my purpose in rising at this time is of much more 
importance to the country than a mere question of this character. I 
hold in my hand the leading newspaper of Florence, Lauderdale County, 
Alabama. I am a regular subscriber and received this paper in due 
course of mail. My purposein presenting the matter to this honorable 
body is to confirm the verity of the views and opinions and statements 
of Southern Republicans on the floor who have spoken and voted 
against the infamous Lodge- Davenport election bill. 

I desire to read an extract from this paper. Itcontainsa full report 
of the proceedings of a regular Republican convention of Lauderdale 
County, Alabama, in the Eighth district, presided over by Major 
Negley, a brother ot Major-General Negley, who was a very distin- 
guished division or corps commander during the entire war, and who 
used to be with us in this House, a stanch Pennsylvania Republican. 

Major Negley, who presided over this convention, was also a gallant 
officer during the war, serving with Pennsylvania troops, and since the 
war has been a determined, outspoken Republican. 

Every man in that convention was a Republican, and no doubt they 
all were trying to do that which they thought was best for the Repub- 
lican party in Alabama; and I will say that I believe the people ol the 
South desire to see purifying influences brought to bear upon the Re- 
publiean party of the South. f 

I will read from the proceedings: 


The committee on resolutions reported the following resolution, which, after 
speeches by Y. A. Wallace, A. G. Negley, Nathan Parkins, and ‘Robert Pool, 
was unanimously adopted. 


The resolutions, which were unanimously adopted, were as I will 
read: 


Be it resolved, That we, the Republicans of Lauderdale County, Alabama, in 
convention assem bled, reaffirming, as we do, our allegiance to the great Repub- 


A 
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d its cardinal principles—of tective tariff, improvement of 
eh amt’ fear ion by the O narai Goverment. the upbuilding of our national 
commerce, national money, and national banks, and, above all, a free ballotand 
a fair coun! —that yet we, as Republicans, do most solemnly condemn the Lodge 
election bill, recently passed by Congress. That we Peery but firmly 

rotest against its passage by the Republican Senate, and t we urge Repub- 
Haan Senators to oppose it by every legitimate means. That we believe i 
effects would be futile; that iis practical operations would be fatal to dom 
se, fatal to Southern industrial development, and fatal to all hopes of 
ivan success and supremacy in the South. t we do ear: ly fav: 
ballot and a fair count, 

[Applanse on the Democratic side. ] 3 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Where do the Indi 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Iam talking upon a subject which 
is of more interest and of more importance to the American people 
than Indians, Iam talking about tbe preservation of the principles 
of tres government, As I before stated, the convention was presided 
over by Major Negley, a distinguished soldier and formerly a citizen of 
your State, and I will read a clause trom his speech before that body: 

a Republicans we can not afford to have this bill passed. It will work our 
ruin. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do not you want their rain worked? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. No, sir; the people of the South de- 
sire no one’s ruin. They particularly wish to see those who come there 
to make homes among us prosper to the highest degree possible, and I 
am glad to say, as a general thing, they are prospering in a manner 
most satisfactory to themselves. 

This paper, the Florence Herald, after giving the proceedings of the 
convention, says editorially: 

Maj. A. G. Negley, who presided at the meeting of the Lauderdale County Re- 
publican convention on Saturday is not only a man of note in our community, 
connected with some of Florence's largest undertakings and representing large 
interests, but he is a veteran of the civil war, who wore the blue and backed his 
opinions with his blood, a distinguished member of the Grand Army of the Re- 
patie. and a dyved-in-the-wool Republican. In his s h seconding the reso- 

utions condemning the Lodge election bill he used the following expressions : 

“I care not what the Republican party of Tennessee or of New York may have 
done, but we, as Republicans, can not afford to have this bill passed; it will 
work our ruin. It is unnecessary, uncalled for, and unwise, and its passage 
will toll the death-knell of the Republican party. Who is there that says we 
have not a fair count in the Eighth district of Alabama? No one doubts my 
Republicanism, but I have some of my stanchest and warmest friends among 
Southern Democrats, and this bill is intended to break off all friendly inter- 
oo between Democrats and Republicans. I unqualifiedly favor the resolu- 

on.” 

The paper then continues its editorial and says: 

Such expressions as these from a man of Major Negley's standing, and sup- 
pore’ by the action of a convention in which the colored vote predominated 

ree to one, sbould be convincing as to the feeling of the members of Roe- 
publican party in Lauderdale County. Theiraction displays wisdom, coolness, 
and judgment, and sets an example of patriotism that it would be well for other 
counties to follow. 

It seems from thisthat the convention was composed of threecolored 
men to one white man, and yet the resolutions were as earnestly in- 
dorsed by the colored men as they were by the white delegates, 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? Do you believe that article to be true? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I know it to be true. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] Do you suppose it would be possible for the 
leading paperof a city to publish the proceedings of a convention which 
never occurred or to publish them incorrectly? It states that the con- 
vention met at 12 m. August 2. It gives the names of the officers and 
secretaries. It says: 

The chairman stated the object of the meeting to be the perfecting of the 
county organization and the selection of delegates to the district convention, 

This was done, and the delegates appointed went to the Congressional 
convention and nominated a Republican candidate for. the distriet I 
now represent, It gives the names of the members of the convention 
who were appointed on the various committees, and some of them I 
recognize as capitalists who are leading men in that community. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then why, as a Democrat, do you not favor it, and 
80 wipe out for all time the Republican party in the South ? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Because I want to see the attain- 
ment of the great prosperity of our-country, which under good govern- 
ment can be achieved. Iwant it to be arepublic; Ido not want mon- 
archy and ezarism, such as the Republican party want to make it. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. | 

I do say and always have said my country before party, my people be- 
fore party, and such sentiments have been the controlling canons of the 
Democratic party, and which have given it the power and strength with 
the people which it wields to-day, They have learned that we of the 
South maintain the party for the benefit of the people, and I say here 
that any course of administration by the Federal Government which 
would establish it in the confidence of the people of the South would 
be hailed by those people with the greatest delight; and I believe I am 
correct when I say that there are a great many people of the South who 
would hail with pleasure and delight the advent of a new Republican 
party in our section, based upon principles which would command the 
respect of the good, honest, enterprising men who are now coming 
among us in the South and doing so much to develop its limitless and 
incalculable wealth. They have the greatest respect for the Repub- 
licans of that character who have come among them. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then you do agree, do you, that the prosperity of 


\ 


the country depends on the continued supremacy of the Republican ~ 


party ? ; 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. 
the contrary, that the Republican 
liberty. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is the line of your argument. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. No, sir; I do contend that the pros- 
perity of the North as well as the South depends upon the restoration 
of the Democratic party to power, and that the prosperity of the North 
as well as the South also largely depends upon the stoppage of this 
apace measure which youare trying to push through the House and 

nate. 

Mr. CLUNIE. Is not that the sentiment all over the South of Re- 
publicans and Democrats alike ? A 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, Yes, I think there can be no ques- 
tion upon that point. I have seen resolutions of meetings composed 
of Republicans in various parts of the South, expressing sentiments 
quite similar to those contained in the resolutions I have read. Bear 
in mind that the president of this Republican convention says in his 
speech: Who says we have not a fair count in the Eighth district of 
Alabama?“ That is the question asked by the Republican convention 
of that district. And bear in mind that this was said by the presid- 
ing officer of the county convention which appointed delegates to the 
Republican convention which last Wednesday nominated S Republican 
candidate for Congress. If I am nominated by my party—and I pre- 
sume I will have that honor—I shall go into that canvass and lay be- 
fore the people the principles of the Democratie party, its devotion to 
liberty, its adherence to the Constitution, its integrity of purpose, its 
economy in all things, and its untiring zeal for the welfare, prosperity, 
and happiness of the great mass of the people. I shall 5 — by its 
grand record of a hundred years that it has always upheld principles 
of honor, chivalry, and christian virtue; and upon such a record I shall 
ask for it the support and confidence of the noble, intelligent, and 
ane constituency which I have the honor to represent on this 

oor. 

I shall ask all men who believe in these principles to give me their 
votes and I shall ask all who approve the revolutionary, extravagant, 
monarchical, and imperial record of the Republican party to vote for 
my opponent, I believe that two great, nearly evenly divided parties 
are best for any country. When the election is closely contested, the 
winning side must feel more forcibly the responsibility that rests upon 
them, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will my friend allow meaquestion? Do you be- 
lieve there is a free ballot and an honest count throughout Alabama? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. As far as I have any personal knowl- 
edge, I can say positively that there is. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Now, if that be the case, how is this election bill 
going to harm you? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. This election bill is intended, as these 
Republicans say, to create the worst evils in the South that can be in- 
flicted upon the country. It is intended to destroy the great principles 
of republicanism which our fathers established a hundred years ago. 
[Applause on the Democratic 5 

It will harm us because the world will be made to understand that 
our country is put ina state of siege; that it is no longer to be con- 
trolled by law, but in future the bayonet is to govern; that in future 
the intelligence and wealth of that country are to be controlled by the 
ignorant and unscrupulous. 

There isa great difference between the kind of government we wish 
and the kind you wish to force upon us. We want a government of 
peace and prosperity; you want to inflict upon us turmoil and disas- 
ter. We want to be governed by intelligence and virtue; you want 
toinflict upon us ignorance and vice, We want law and order; you 
want for us armed troops and disorder. We want schools and churches; 
875 want for us arsenals and magazines. We want implements of hus- 

ndry, factories, and furnaces; you want to send us bayonets and sol- 
diers and armies of election other officials to eat out and destroy 
our substance. [Applause.] 

Mr. O’NEILL,of Pennsylvania. What has this got to do with the 
Indian bill ? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, I answered that question some time 


ago. 

The SPEAKER pro The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
PERKINS) has control of -two minutes. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, the rule under which this bill is be- 
ing considered was not asked for nor reported by the committee because 
there was any desire on the part of this side of the House or óf those 
interested in its passage to prevent the full and fair and intelligent 
consideration of the Senate amendments, but it was asked for and re- 
poa that we might have such a consideration of them. It was be- 
ieved by the committee that two hours were sufficient for general 
debate upon these amendments, and the judgment of the committee 
has been verified in the exhibition that we have witnessed upon the 
floor of this House. + 

The time allotted for general debate upon this bill has not been con- 
sumed in discussing the amendments and provisions of the bill, but 


No, sir; by no means. I insist, on 
party is sapping the foundations of 
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some of it, as was anticipated, has been consumed in discussing issues 
that are not before the House for consideration, and it was because 
those who are interested in the passage of this bill believed that such 
tactics would be indulged in and resorted to that such a rule as this 
was reported and adopted. 

We before us the conduct of the opposite side of the House in 
the consideration of the Senate amendments to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, as a warning and -admonition when we requested the 
resolution under which we are acting. We remembered how for ten 
days dilatory motions were made and dilatory tactics indulged in for 
the almost criminal consumption of time, and expected that such might 
be the practice and policy of the opposition in the consideration of the 
Senate amendments to this Indian appropriation bill, Sowerequested 
the resolution under which the bill t be considered and disposed 
of in a reasonable and proper manner. 

Mr. Speaker, we not only remember the policy observed on the other 
side of the House in the consideration of the sundry civil appropriation 

Mr. PEEL. Does my friend mean to say that the Democratic mem- 
bers of the committee asked forarule? I knew nothing about the 
resolution until it came from the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not intend to suggest that the Democratic 
members of the committee or the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] 
joined in the request for this rule; but, as I was suggesting, we not 
only had the example we witnessed during the ten days we were con- 
sidering the Senate amendments to the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
but we remembered that five or six days were consumed in the consid- 
eration of the general deficiency bill, a bill that should have been dis- 

of and should have received the sanction of this House in three 
ours’ time; when we remembered that that time was consumed in 
brilliant motions to adjourn, eloquent demands for a division and for 
a yea-and-nay vote; when we remembered how from day to day gen- 
tlemen aspiring to the leadership of the Democratic side of the House 
stood in their places and — dilatory votes and indulged in dil- 
atory motions for the mere purpose of consuming time, we felt justified 
in asking for any rule that would secure a consideration of the amend- 
ments to this bill after the record made by the opposition, and upon 
which they appeal to the country as evidence of statesmanship. 

Is it any wonder that we who want business considered and dis- 
posed of should have requested such a resolution as this? Is it any 
wonder that the leader of the Democratic side of the House has been, 
during the whole month of July, called to the State of Missouri, even 
to save the Democracy there if possible from the consequence that will 
follow an intelligent and dispassionate consideration of the practices 
indulged in by the Democratic side of this House during this session 
of Congress ? 

Mr. FRANK. He can not do it. 

Mr. PERKINS. I know there are many worthy, deserving gentle- 
men on that side of the House, men with whom I sympathize and 
men for whom I have the highest respect, and I know how their cheeks 
must have mantled with shame when they saw their would-be leaders 
standing in their places and demanding, for the mere purpose of con- 
suming time, a division. a roll-call, a vote by tellers, or a yea-and-nay 
vote. If they believe they were sent here by their constituencies for 
the consumption of time and to prevent legislation and the transac- 
tion of public business, let them go to their constituencies upon that 
issue; but we who bave the responsibility believe that we were sent 
here for a different purpose. We believe we were sent here to secure 
legislation and to give attention to the business the people of the conn- 
try sent to us for our consideration and action, and we propose to re- 
port rules, if necessary, to prevent dilatory practices and motions, so 
that the public business may be considered and disposed of. 

What reason they have had for the practices they have indulged 
in I must confess I do not comprehend nor understand. These ap- 
propriation bills were not political in their character, but concerned 
every section of the country alike, and almost all the legislation that 
remains upon the Calendar and undisposed of is non-political and non- 
partisan. It pertains to all localities, and is personal and local in its 
character. It concerns gentlemen on the other side as it concerns us 
upon this side. But little political legislation, if any, remains; and 
I will say to the gentlemen on the other side of the House now that 
when we get ready to consider that we will consider it; and, if neces- 
sary, under a rule adopted by this side of the House, so that dilatory 
tactics will not prevent its consideration; and hence that the time should 
have been consumed in the manner by me when these ap- 
porian bills were before the House is something I can not compre- 

end. f 

The reason for it, as I am told by some, is that certain gentlemen 
feel that as members they did not get such recognition at the hands of 
the Speaker as they thought they should have secured; and yet my 
judgment is, and it is the judgment of the dispassionate thought of 
the country, that many of them have received more courteous and re- 
spectful treatment from the Speaker of this House than their insult- 
ing conduct demanded or deserved. I believe the presiding officer of 
this House has been impartial. I know he has been manly and court- 
` eous; I know he has been fearless and able, and I desire to say that 
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no man who has occupied that chair by permission of a Democratic 
Congress has sat there with more ability, more integrity, more fidelity 
to the publie weal and to the public good than the man we have hon- 
ored with onr votes and who has his duties so fearlessly 
and so well. [Applause on the Republican side and jeers on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] 

For integrity, for manhood, and for all the elements that deserve re- 
spect and command admiration from those who believe in the right, 
we are willing to put him in com with those whom they have 
honored in by-gone years by their votes and with their favors. We 
have no apologies to make here or elsewhere for the vote we cast when 
we honored THOMAS B. REED with our votes; and it seems strange to 
me, Mr. Speaker, as I have suggested, that gentlemen who have some 
concern or who profess to have some regard for the public good and for 
the public welfare should consume the time that has been consumed in 
dilatory tactics and in dilatory motions to prevent needed legislation 


for the country. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us hear about the bill. [Cries of ‘‘Srrv- 
DLR! *‘SrRuBLE! "th 

Mr. PERKINS. e leaders who aspire to dominate and control 


that side have to recommend them the fact that in their several capac- 
ities as Representatives they have been able to demand a division, a 
vote by tellers, and a yea-and-nay vote; and how their constituents 
must grow in pride as they read in the RECORD from day to day their 
manly and brilliant achievements. [Applause on the Republican side 
and cries of Good! on the Democratic side.] And then, again, how 
the intelligent and patriotic people of this country must grow in pride 
and pleasure when they see them stand in their places and insultingly 
and in defiance of decency and right insult the man who has been 
called upon by the votes of this House to officiate as its presiding officer. 

Mr, Speaker, this, in brief, is some reply to the criticisms that 
have been made here, and is our excuse and justification for the rule 
that has been reported. I was surprised to hear my friend from Ne- 
braska [Mr. CoNNELL] criticise that rule, knowing, as he has known, 
how for ten long days we sat here almost in idleness, but in fatigue, 
listening to the appeals and witnessing the practices indulged in upon 
the other side of the House simply for the consumption of time. 

Now as to the amendment suggested or spoken of by my friend from 
Nebraska, for I desire to talk a little about this bill. [Cries of No!“ 
“No!” on the Democratic side.] 

I knew that my friends would say no, because they. do not con- 
sider that these two hoars assigned for the consideration of this bill 
ought to be given to any such purpose. They are laboring under the 
impression, and have been all this session, that, when a billis brought 
up and time is assigned for its consideration and discussion, the time 
should be devoted to every other subject in the world except the pro- 
visions of that particular measure. [Derisive laughter on the Demo- 
cratic side.] Hence, when I suggest that we shall devote ourselves to 
the consideration of the provisions of this bill the gentlemen seem as- 
tonished, and I am not surprised at it. All through this session of 
Congress they have been indulging in reminiscences and fortifying and 
comforting themselves with the dead ashes of aformer greatness. They 
did, however, find a live issue the other day, and I want to congratu- 
late them upon it. They found John I. Davenport, of New York, and 
for two days they discussed his work, and I am willing to admit that 
they did find in him a live issue. [Laughter and applause on the Re- 
publican side.] 

In this connection I desire to read—and I would not read it now but 
for the suggestions that have been made upon the other side—an ex- 
tract from the Democratic newspaper of Washington, a paper managed 
and controlled by our Democratic friend, Hon. Beriah Wilkins, formerly 
a member of this House. [Cries of No!” No!“ and Hatton!“ 
**Hatton!’’ on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. ROGERS. Frank Hatton as a Democrat is a good joke. 

Mr. PERKINS. Again our friends show their ignorance of current 
history as well as their ignorance of the past. This Democratic journal 
says this about John I. Davenport: 


The Democratic ns can not make any headway by assailing the 
character of John I. Davenport, and they might as well give it up. 
enport is a conscientious, honorable, upright man— 


[Laughter and derisive cheers on the Democratic side]— 


inall the relations of life, and he numbers among his 8 friends many of 
the very best citizens of both political parties in New York. The Post has op- 
posed and will continue to oppose the passage of the election bill— 


[Loud applause on the Democratic side]— 
of which he 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘‘Is the author.” 

Mr. PERKINS (reading)— 
of which he, and not the bespangied Loner, is the author. 

[Laughter.] 

Mr. Speaker, Iam glad to see that the gentlemen seem to be fa- 
miliar with their organ, and this is only another proof of the fact that 
this paper is the organ of the Democracy here in the city of Washing- 
ton oak te the District of Columbia. In conclusion this article says 
of Mr. Davenport: 5 

But it will not see him assailed without bearing testimony to his many good 


rsonal 
r. Dav- 


[Great laughter. ] 
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and manly traits of character. John I. 8 is a quiet, modest fellow, 
but he can not be downed by unjust and untrut partisan abuse, 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? , 

Mr. ENLOE. We are glad to hear all this about the Indians. Give 
us some more. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. PERKINS. Again the Democratic leader comes to the front! 
And how glad the people of this country must be to witness these ex- 
hibitions of statesmanship! [Laughter.] We have had such exhibi- 
tions before on Friday nights, the nights that are set apart under the 
rules of this Honse for private pension bills, the nights assigned by the 
House for the consideration of the applications and the petitions of our 
poor and unfortunate comrades throughout the country who are suf- 
fering because of scars received in hotly contested Southern fields or 
because of sickness or disability contracted there. At those Friday 
night sessions we haye scen these Democratic leaders rising in their 
places and objecting to the consideration of pension bills, raising the 
point of no quorum,” and indulging in all sorts of filibustering tac- 
tics to prevent the passage of worthy and meritorious measures, 

Mr. ENLOE. And your party would not attend here to make a quo- 
rom to those measures. 

Mr. PERKINS. If those gentlemen are proud of the record they are 
making, if they are proud of their achievments here, we are very glad, 
indeed, to go to the country with them upon the issue and upon the 
record made in this House. We do not find it necessary, even in the 
hot months of July and August, to take our leaders from this side of 
the House and send them off to our homes to make stump-speeches to 
save, if possible, our political organization from going to pieces. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. And he did not save Kansas City, either. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. PERKINS. Now, Mr. Speaker, returning to the amendments 
discussed by the gentleman from Nebraska [derisive laughter on the 
Democratic side], he criticises a provision put upon the Indian appro- 
priation bill which precludes those who have been adopted into the 
Sac and Fox Nation of Indians in Kansas and Nebraska from sharing 
in the distribution of the annuities provided they were admitted since 
the ist day of January last, and he contends for a Senate amendment 
which to some extent destroys the force of that provision. I shall not 
consume time in discussing the facts, but 

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman yield for a question about the In- 
dians? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. PERKINS. With pleasure. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to know if you belong to the tribe known 
as the Last of the Mohicans? ”? 

Mr. PERKINS. Another exhibition of Democratic statesmanship. 
Neri dere : 

A Republican MEMBER. And of Democratic wit. 

Mr. CANNON. The best yet from that source. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PERKINS. Another exhibition such as we are accustomed to, 
and, as suggested by the gentleman from Illinois, the best inquiry that 
has been made by the gentleman from Tennessee during this session. 
[Laughter.] How these achievements must commend him to the in- 
telligent constituency that he represents! [Laughter on the Repub- 
lican side. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as I was suggesting, those people for whom my 
friend from Nebraska [Mr. CONNELL] speaks were admitted by the or- 
der of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs into the tribe of Sac and 
Fox Indians, in my judgment, in violation of the tribal rights and with- 
out anthority of law. 

That is simply my judgment as a lawyer and as a member of this 
House. I know the Commissioner of Indian Affairs took a different 
view of the question, and I do not doubt the sincerity or honesty ot 
the order made by him. But those Murphys were not of the Sac and 
Foxtribes. No Sacand Fox blood runs in their veins. They were never 
members of that tribe. Yet there are five of them who, by order of 
the Commiysioner of Indian Affairs, were adopted into that tribe, and, 
as I am told, they have in the aggregate sixteen children, making 
twenty-one members in all that would become beneficiaries under that 
order, 

There are only seventy-one of those Sac and Fox Indians, and they 
have 6,000 acres of land in Kansasand Nebraska, This order virtually 
confiscates, in the interest of these Murphys, more than a fourth of all 
these Indians have, more than a fourth of their annuities and more 
than a fourth of their land. Looking at the question as I did, believ- 
ing that there is no authority for this order in favor of these Murphys, 
I am frank to confess I favored the provision in the bill depriving them 
of the right to these annuities; and, in my judgment, the Secretary of 
the Interior, when he comes to fully review the matter, will declare 
that they have no right whatever to these lands. 

But Iam not here to spend time in discussing that matter. There 
are, 1 been suggested, 102 Senate amendments to this appropria- 
tion — 

Mr. CONNELL. Will the gentleman allow me a question with 
reference to the matter he has been discussing? 

Mr. PERKINS. With pleasure, 


XXI—525 


` 


Mr. CONNELL. Is it not true that the effect of the amendment 
which you advocate will be to cut out these claimants without any 
consideration of their rights, whatever they may be? 

Mr. PERKINS. I admit, Mr. Speaker, that it does £o. 

Mr. CONNELL. Do you think that is fair or right? or do you be- 
lieve in the old practice that existed in Kansas when it was a Terri- 
tory, the practice, when a party was charged with crime, of hanging > 
hir first and him afterward? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. PERKINS. My judgment, Mr. Speaker, was and is that these 
people have no rights whatever to the Sac and Fox lands or to their 
annuities. An agent of the Indian Office was sent out to investigate 
the facts. He is said to be a reputable and capable gentleman; and it 
is said he made a thorough, exhaustive, and impartial investigation. I 
know that he made an elaborate report, which I examined with care; 
and he reports as earnestly against the rights of these Murphys, for ` 
whom my friend speaks, as it is possible for a man to do, It is on this 
ground that I contend that one-fourth of all that these Sac and Fox 
Indians have ought not to be confiscated to be given to this family for 
whom the gentleman speaks. . 

The gentleman has read some resolutions adopted by a Farmers’ Al- * 
liance in that county. Why, sir, I have no doubt that these Murphys, 
who are citizens of that county, could get the Farmers’ Alliance there 
to pass resolutions favoring the confiscation of every acre that these 
Indians have; but would that prove that the claim of these Murphys 
is just or right? i | 

But I did not intend to say so much on this subject. We ask that — 
the House non-concur in this amendment as in the others, that it max Și 
go to a committee of conference, to be considered in the light of all the $ 
information that can be brought to bear upon the question. 

There are a few amendments to the bill that are of considerable im- 
portance, One is that discussed particularly by my friend from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON], pertaining to the Creek Indians. These Indians 
have $400,000 in the United States Treasury belonging to them abso- > 
lutely, upon which the Government is paying them 5 per cent. inter- : 
est, That money acerued under the treaty of 1866. Those Indians z 
ask that this money shall be paid to them—distributed among them 
per capita. After this is done they will still have more than $2,000,- 

000 in the Treasury belonging tothem as a trust fund, upon which they 
will receive interest annually from the Government. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Besides the $400,000? 

Mr. PERKINS. Besides the $400,000. So that there is no danger 
of these Indians becoming paupers or charges upon the Government 
of the United States. Why, sir, they have one of the richest domains 
in the country. They have their own schools and their own legisla- 
tive body. They legislate and care for themselves.. The Government 
of the United States is not educating at its expense a single child be- 
longing to the Creek Indians. It does not build or maintain a single 
school-house for them anywhere. They maintain their own schools, 
publish their own papers, live in their own homes, cultivate their 
own fields, and they ask that this money which is theirs be distributed ~ 
among them per capita. Whether this should be done or not I am not 
just now prepared to say; hence I ask that the House non-concur in 
the amendment, that it may go to the committee of conference. Pos- 
sibly the confereés will be disposed to with my friend from Illi- 
nois; they may think that at any rate this entire sum should not be 
paid out to those Indians at this time. Yet, if it be paid over, it will, 
as I have already said, leave these Indians more than $2,000,000 in the 
Treasury belonging to them and upon which they will receive interest. 

The other general provisions embraced in the amendments pertain 
to the Miamis, to the Mexican Pottawatomies, to the Sioux. There 
is a provision for the erection of thirty school-buildings; and there is . 
an additional appropriation for the subsistence and support of the ni 
Cheyenne Indians in Montana. There is also provision for two com- - 
missions, one to visit the Puyallup reservation in Washington and an- 
other to visit the Colville reservation. Then there are two appropria- 
tions for the ae a Indians, one to carry out and fulfill a treaty 2 
made with them last year. It is provided that in the end the most of 
the money shall be returned to the Government of the Umited States 
by the Indians; so that the money now paid is simply a loan to them 
until the amount shall be realized from the sale of the lands which 
they have ceded to the Government of the United States, and which, 
upon proper legislation, will be opened to settlement. 

Then they provided for two school-buildings for Dakota, one in 
North and one in Sonth Dakota—industrial schools. These amend- 
ments we ask shall be non-concurredin. What reason the Senate con- 
ferees may have to suggest in support of the amendments I can not 
say. Some of them were considered by the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs in the House, some were rejected by us, and some have been re- 
ported as independent measures, receiving the indorsement of the com- 
mittee, but not as a part of the Indian appropriation bill. 4 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as I have about exhausted the time allotted to 
me in this discussion, I aska vote on the motion to non-concur in the 
Senate amendments. 

Mr. ENLOE. I demand the reading of the amendments, 

Mr. CANNON. It seems to me, if I recollect aright, that the vote 
was to be taken at the end of two hours’ debate. 
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. icht 1 s end- | Kerr, Pa, Nate, Russell, Tucker, 

3 We have a right to ask the reading of the am Ketch 5 Scranton, Vans 

Mr. PERKINS. They were to be voted upon in gross, but of course | Lee” 8 Shively, Wade. 
itis for the Chair to determine whether they shall be read or not. Lehlbach, O'Neil, Mass. Simo ha eo re 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to make a parliamentary inquiry of | ester, Ga, far tg Washington, 
the Chair. I shall be glad to know if it would be in order to make a | Lind, Perry, Snider, atson, 
motion to coneur in several of these amendments. i Peters, Spinola, Wheeler, Mich. 

The SPEAKER. It would not. — Thelen, apaan en 

Mr. SPRINGER. I see an amendment here, No. 3, for instance, | Martin, Tex. Post, Step A i s 
which is to strike out 81,000“ and insert ‘*$500.’’ I think I would A Price, Stewart, Ga. Wike, 
like to move to concur in that. Several other places where there are ——— ok. . Stockdale.” Wilkinson. 
ređuctions I should like to accept. McKinley, Reilly, Stump, Will In. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendments. — “= —— 5 2 > Seige 3 
Ec SPRINGER. Does the Chair hold that I can not move to con- 5 — DN Tho mas, i ey. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Illinois | Norton, Rusk, Tillman, 


would have no doubt about that himself. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Under parliamentary law of course the motion to 
concur takes precedence over the motion to non-concur, for it brings 
the two bodies together. Where a special order is framed it does not 
supersede the rules by construction or inference, but only sets them 
aside where it is specifically so provided. ‘There is no statement that 
it would not be in order to move to concur; hence I assume that the 
rules would not interfere with the motion, except to the extent that 
the special order interferes. > 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman himself does not express any opin- 
ion; and the Clerk will 

The amendments of the Senate were read at length. 

The question was taken on the motion to non-concur in the Senate 
amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I demand a division, 

The House divided; and there 
Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. I call 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 160, nays 2, not vot- 
ing 165; as follows: ‘ 


96, noes 21. 
the yeas and nays. 


YEAS—100. 
A! E Mansur, Reyburn, 
Allen, Mich. 8 Martin, Ind. Rockwell, 
Allen, Mason, Rowell, 
Anderson, Kans. Flick, McAdoo, Rowland, 
Baker, Forman, McClammy, ford, 
Bartine, 3 McClellan, Sawyer, 
—— Fowler, ——— ers, 
ne, Frank, o Creary. 
Belknap, Gear, ‘eDufiie, Sherman, 
Bergen, 8 MeKenna, aoa * 
Bingham, bson, MeMillin, Smith, W. Va. 
Bliss, Gifford, McRae, Sp: 
Blount, t. Miles, Stewart, 
Boothman, Grosvenor, Milliken, 
Boutelle, Hansbrough, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Haugen, nan gE fe Stone, Ky. 
Brewer, Hayes, Moore, N, 
Brickner, Haynes, Moore, Struble, 
Brookshire, Morey, A 
Brosias, . Henderson, Iowa Morrow. Taylor, E. B. 
Buchanan, Va. Henderson, N. C. Mudd, Taylor, III. 
Burrows, Herbert, Mutchler, ylor, Tenn. 
Burton, Hermann, owusend. 
» Candler, Ga. Hitt, O'Donnell. Townsend, Pa. 
Cannon, H O'Neill, Pa. * 
Hooker, Turner, Ga. 
Caswell, Owen, Ind. y 
Ys Parrett, Turner, N. Y. 
Clements, Kerr, lowa Payne, Vandever, 
Ciunie, Kinsey, Paynter, Van Schaick, 
Knapp, Payson, Waddill, 
Conger, Lacey, Peel, Wallace, N. Y. 
K. La Follette, Penington, Wheeler, 
Culbertson, Pa. Laidlaw, Perkins, illcox, 
Lane, Pickler, Williams, Obio 
Dingley, Pugsley, Wilson, Mo, 
Dunnell Lansing, ush, Wilson, Wash. 
unds, Lawler, uinn, Wilson, W. Va. 
Laws, Wright, 
Enloe, Lewis, Reed, Iowa Yoder. 
: NAYS—2. 
Connell, 
NOT VOTING—165. 
Browne, Va. Coleman, Elliott. 
Alderson, Brunner, Cooper, Ind. Ewart, 
Anderson, Miss. Buchanan, N. J. Cooper, Ohio Finley, 
Andrew, Buckalew, Cothran, Fitch, 
Arnold, Bullock, Covert, Fithian, 
Atkinson, Pa. Bunn, Cowles, Flood, 
À W.Va. Butterworth, Crain, Flower, 
Ban 2 8 Culberson, Tex. Funston, 
—— Guire tee ea Geissenhainer, 
nes, Cam + zell, Greenhalge, 
Beckwith, er, Mass. Grimes, 
Belden, Carl Dariington, Grout, 
Biggs, Caruth, vidson, am 
Blanchard, Cheadle, De Haven, 
Bland, Cheatham, De Lano, Harmer, 
Boainer, Chipman, Dibbie, Hatch, 
Bowden, Clancy. Dickerson, Homohitt, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Clark, Wis. Dockery, 
ida = Clarke, Ala. Dolliver, Hill, 
Brown, J. Cobb, Dorse * Houk. 
Browne, T. M. Cogswell, Dunphy; Kennedy, 


2 Clerk announced the following additional pairs until further 
ce: 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. REILLY, until Friday next. 

Mr. Smrru, of Illinois, with Mr. FITHIAN, until Friday next. 

Mr. Funston with Mr. HATCH, for the rest of this day. 

Mr. BANKS with Mr. TILLMAN, for the rest of this day. 

ae EPONE, of Virginia, with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, for the rest 
of this day. 

Mr. SWENEY with Mr. Stump, for the rest of this day. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, with Mr. HARE, on this vote. 

Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. ROBERTSON, on this vote. 

Mr. FLoob with Mr. BLAND, on this vote. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, Iam paa with Mr. PRICE, but I 
voted to make a quorum. I understand that under pairs we can do 
that. 

Mr. BLISS. Iam paired with Mr. WHITING, but I voted to make 
a quorum. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Iam paired with Mr. TUCKER. If he were 
present, I would vote ay. 

Mr. BELDEN. Iam paired with Mr. FLOWER. If he were present, 
I would vote ay.“ 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the names of members pres- 
ent and not voting. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. ATKINSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. BELDEN, Mr. Dockery, Mr. Frxsrox, 
Mr. GREENHALGE, Mr. Oates, Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I refrained from voting because 
I am paired with the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD}. 

Mr. OATES. Mr, Speaker, I abstained from voting only because I 
am paired with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. THOMPSON ]. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 160 the nays 
are 2, and, there being a constitutional quorum present, the amend- 
ments of the Senate are non-concurred in. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise tomake a privileged motion. 


SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. I desire to present a privileged report. It is a con- 
ference report on the sundry civil bill, and I desire to ask for unani- 
mons consent that the conference report may be considered as read, 
printed in the RECORD with the statement of the conferees on the part 
of the House, and also an accompanying statement. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Cannon]? 


Mr. HOLMAN. If I understand the request, it is for the printing 
of the conference and the statement, 

The SPEAKER. For the printing of the report and statement with- 
out reading. 

Mr. CANNON. And also a statement to accompany the statement 


of the managers on the part ot the House. 

Unanimous consent was given. 

‘The following is the conference report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10884) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1891, and for other having met, after full and free conference 
are to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 

lollows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5, 14, 17, 23, 24, 28. 32,23, 
40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 65, 66, 67, 08, 72, 74, 76, 81, 86, 87, 88, 80, 90, 94, 108, 115, 118, 
Scie mata a a att oka 

75,177, 5 „20 l. an: 

That the House fewr rae —— its nt tothe amendments of the Sen- 

ate numbered re eia rri ier tie kak hn ta tak the la 46, 48, 50, 


53, 61, 62, 63, 64, 70, 78, 79, 84, 86, 100, 107, 109. 11 123, 124, 128° 134, 136, 141. 
i 51.182 158,150, 160; 174, 176, 179, 180, 188, 169,190, 196, 194, 198, ad ape petin 
same. 


Amendment numbered 1: That the Senate Pape meena Se SeA 
the amendment of the House to the amendment of the Senate n 1 and 


Amendment numbered 3: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
to the same with an 


F 
Í 
3 
i 


in said amendment in- 
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Amendment numbered 4: That the House recede from its tto 
the amendment of the Senate numbered agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out all after word “land” in said amend- 


ment and insert in lieu of the matter stricken out the following: For same, 
$25,000; *' and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 8: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered R, and — to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: C amendment insert $25,000;" 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 10: That the House 2 from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, aud to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed said — ent insert 

23,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 13: That the House recede from its t to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 13, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: Insert after the word “ erection” the words “and comple- 
tion,” and insert after the word ventilation” the words at a cost not exceed- 
ing 880,000; and the Senate to the same. 

nendment numbered 31: hate the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 31, and agree to same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
“$250;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 45: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 45, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $280,000 ; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 47: That the House recede — 1 its na to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 47, and the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed 48. SLS 000; and the 


Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 49: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 49, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed 8168, 800; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 54: That the House recede from its nt to 


the amendment of the 


Senate numbered 54, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matier proposed to 


to be inserted by said 


amendment insert the following: 

“Repairs, Smithsonian building: For fire-proofing the so-called of the 
west wing 155 the Smithsonian punaise and for 9 the roof of main 
ey ete eer He PAR | arene the main hall $25,000, 
said work to be done under parakan rl of the Architect of tue tol, with 


the approval of the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, and no portion of 
the appropriation to be used for sky-lights in the roof nor for well-hole in the 
floor.of the main building.“ 

And the Senate agree to the 

Amendment numbered 69: ‘That the House recede from its Sng ates a to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 69, and 8 same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed * $40,000; ” and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 71: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 71, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum p 
Senate to the same, 

Amendment numbered 73: That the House recede from its eee to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 73, and to, the same with an 

entas follows: In lieu of the sum pro “$685,000 ; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 75: That the House ooo from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 75, and agree to the same with au 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 


But of this amount not exceeding $10,000 may be expended for personal serv- 
ices of mechanics employed from time to time sg . casual repairs only.” 
And the Senate to the same, 


Amendment num 82: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 82, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

For freight elevator in Pension 8 $3,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the sam 

Amendment numbered 92: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 92, and agree to the same with 883 
ments as follows: Add at the end of the matter proposed to be inserted by sai 
amendment the folowing, And the acts approved ee Sal and July 10, ‘san 
and strike out the word the“ in line 20, page 37 of the and insert in 

the word “ other;” and the aroha he Sande 

Amendment numbered 93: That House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendmentof the Senate numbered 93, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: Restore the words stricken out by said amendment and in- 
sert, after the word lines,“ in line 8, page 38 of the bill, the geo yom ril 

“Provided further, That the Commissioner ofthe General Land may al- 
low for the survey of lands heavil y timbered, mountainous, or covered with 
dense undergrowth, in the States of Oregon and W. n. rates not exceed- 
ing $18 per linear mile for standard and meander lines, for township, and $12 
for section lines.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 96: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Seuate numbered 96, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add at the end of the matter proposed to be inserted 27 
said 5 the following: 

. 


any person who actually settled, prior to J: 1890, 
upon any regulation lot 50 by 140 fe and any additional lot upon w sub- 
stantial improvements have been shall be entitled to prove up and pur- 


ohase same at the appraised value per lot at any time before the day of sale by 
the Government.” 

And the Senate agree to the sa 

Amendment numbered 111: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered Ili, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert $4,000;" and the 
Senate pate heres to the same. 

ent numbered 112: That the House zane from its disagreement to 

gene amendment of the Senate numbered 112, and pope to the same with an 
amendment as pavs In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment — 
81, 000; and th ee heey age pa 

. That the House Set ge from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 113, and 
amendment as follows: In iet the sum 
**$500;” and the Senate 


agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 114: That the Fe recede from ita disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered IIA. and 
amendment as follows: In lieu of 
“*$1,000;"' and the Senate agree te to the same. 

Amendment numbered IId: That the 8 Bae pins from its 8 to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 116, and agree to the 


to the same with an 
sum p said amendment insert 


same with an 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 


“* $2,500; ™ and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 117 P That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 117, and agree tothe same with an 
amendment as 9 In lieu of the sum proposed insert 384. 028; and the 


to 

7 That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 130, and by ei to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt $690,000; "’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 131: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 131, and agron u * the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following 

“ Provided, That the Secretary of War is authorized and directed to construct 
a hospital at Columbus Barracks, Columbus, Ohio, ata cost not to exceed $25,- 
000, out of the appropriation for construction and repairs of hospitals hereto- 
fore made in the act act approved June 13, 1890.” 

And the Senate to the same. f 

Amendment numbered 132: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 132, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

Fot less than $50,000 of this appropriation shall be expended for work to be 
let in sections, after advertisement, to the lowest eer bidder or bidders 
therefor, to be executed under the supervision and i on of an engineer 
officer of the Army under the direction of the Secretary of War.” 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment num 137: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 137, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the word * marines,” in line 3 of the matter pro- 
to ore inserted by said amendment, insert the words of the late civil 

and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment — 146: That the House recede from its 9 to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 146, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add at the end of the matter proposed to bo inserted 
by said amendment the following: 

Prov. That the Secretary of War in the expenditure of this sum may pur- 
chase stores of the value of those loaned or destroyed, without reference to old 
and obsolete patterns.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 156: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 156, and seon to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert **§100,000;” and the 
Senate a to the same. 

Amendment numbered 157: That the House recede are its m apa eea to. 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 157, and 1 same with an 

rt 2208078 and the 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed 
Senate to the same. 

Am t . — 161: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 161, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 22.880 765.478 
and the Senate agree to the same. r 

Amendment numbered 162: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 162, and agree to the same with amend- 


war;“ 


ments as follows: Strike out the wow es pro d to be inserted by said amend- 
ment and also theamended the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 197: That 2. Houk recede — its 8 to 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 197,and 
amendment as follows: Strike out after the word 
amendment, the following words: 
site of the Government Printing Office; ” and the Senate agree 

Amendment numbered 198: That the House recede from its A deoda — 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 198, and agree to the same with a 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be — by said 
amendment insert the following : 

“Sec, 4. That hereafter all Sproei ia 3 the United States shall render 
their accounts quarterly, and the Secretary of the Senate shall render his ac- 


the same with an 
resid.” in line — of — 
“adjoining or in the —— Stha 


counts as heretofore; but the 3 may direct any or all 
such accounts to be rendered more frequently when in his jongment the public 
interests may require.” 

And the Senate agree to the same, 


Amendnient numbered 199: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 199, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the followi 

That the building pathorined by the said act approved June 25, 1890, shall be 
constructed in a fire-proof manner, with not less than eight stories, and ata total 
ered 8 2 and heating apparatus, not exceeding $1,900,000: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury may authorize a contract or con- 
—.— to be — 3 into for the construction of any portion or the whole of said 
building, my a to appropriations to be made therefor by Congress. 

Toward construction of said building, $250,000.” 

And the Senate agree 

Amendments numbered 9i, 95, 98, 99, 102, 104, 105, and 106: On amendments 
. 91, 95, 98, 3 102, 104, 105, and 106 the committee of conference have 

n u 


to the same. 


Managers on the part of the House, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE, 


A. P. „ 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 

The ma rson the part of the House of the conference on the d Ing 
votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the (H. E 
10884) ba eria dEr yer aat for sundry civil expenses ofthe Government for the 
fiscal year 1591, submjt the following written at in explanation of the 
action agreed upon on said amendments, name 

On amendment numbered 1: Appro riates a 000, instead of Fees as pro- 
posed by the Senate, for s new bu uilding at Alexandria, La. 

On amendment numbered 2: pprop priates $20,090, as proposed by the Senate, 
for the completion of the publie building and a proaches at p Md. 

On amen t numbered 3: Appropriates $20,000, instead of $25,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate, for the new public ee | = * Falls, : Falls, Pa. 

On amendment numbe: 4: Appropriates 823. of additional 
land for public building at New Haven, Conn. —.— of rat 880.500 as 000 as proposed by 
the Senate, for the oe of additional land and the erection of an addition 


to the present buil i 

. — ‘of $100,000, a roposed cite Taobenate, 3 5 8 
as e, for necessary re p 

building at Chicago, M. 


* 
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On amendment numbered 6: Appropriates $60,000, as proposed by the Senate, 

2 oer a $40,000, as proposed by the House, for the new public Suitding at Fort 
, Tex. 

On amendment numbered 7: Increases the limit of cost of the public building 
at Milwaukee, Wis., $190,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment numbered 8: Appropriates $25,000, instead of $30,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate, for the new public building at New London, Conn. 

On amendment numbered 9: Appropriates $30,000, as proposed by the Senate, 
for the now public building at Paris, Tex. 

On amendment numbered 10; Appropriates $25,000, instead of $30,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate, for the new public 3 »t Salina, Kans. 

On amendment numbered 11: Appropriates $3,000, as proposed by the Senate, 
for completion of public building at Wichita, Kans. 

On amendment numbered 12: Appropriates $35,000 for completion of the pub- 
lie building at Jackson, Mich. k 

Onamendment numbered 13: Appropriates $80,000, as proposen by the Senate, 
for the erection of an additional wing to the building for the Bureau of En- 
graving and Printing. 

On amendment numbered 14: Strikes out proposed appropriation of $333,500 
= purpose of improving, extending, and repairing vaults in the Treasury 

uilding. 

S numbered 15, 16, 21, 22, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31 ,and 34: Appropriates 
as proposed by the Senate for light-houses, as follows: Lubeck Narrows, Me., 
$15,500 ; nd Point, Md., $50,000; Eleven-Foot Shoal, Mich, , $60,000; Sher- 
wood Point, Wis., $100; Chicago Breakwater, III., $15,000; Point Tiueneme, Cal., 

; and for the following light-vessels, namely : At Cornfield Point, Conn., 
$70,000; Fenwick’s Island Shoal, Md., $70,000; Frying-Pan_ Shoals, N. C., $70,- 
000; Martin's Industry, S. C., $70,000; and Columbia River, Oregon, $10,000, 

On amendments numbered 17, 23,21, 25, 32, and 33: Strikes out appropriations 
proposed by the Senate for light-houses and light-ships, as follows: Old Or- 
chard Shoal light-house, N.Y., $60,000; for purchase of additional land tor Chin- 
coteague buoy depot, VA., increase of 3 roposed by the Senate, 
from Fr 00 to $2,000; for additional land for Portsmouth light-house depot, Va., 
$10,000; for keeper's dwelling and oil-house at Cape Hatteras light-station 
$5,000; New York Slough light-house, Cal., $10,000; and for Northwest Sea 
Rock light-house, Cal., $8',060. 

On amendments numbered 55, 36, and 37: Appropriate ani er by the Sen- 
ate, as follows: For steam-tender for first light-house district, 995,000; for steam- 
tender for thirteenth light-house district, $95,000; and $75,000 for steam-tender 
for the ninth and eleventh light-house districts, 

On amendments numbered as and 39; Increases the salary of the superintend- 
ent for the life-saving stations on the coasts of South Carolina, Georgia, and Flor- 

from $1,200 to $1,500, as proposed by the Senate, 

On amendment numbered 40: Strikes out increase of $10,000 in the approprin- 
tion for the revenue-cutter service proposed by the Senate, 

On amendment numbered 41: Strikes out increase proposed by the Senate of 
$10,000 for supplies of light-houses. 

On amendment numbered 42: Strikes out increase proposed by the Senate of 
$10,000 for repairs of light-houses. 

On amendmeut numbered 43: Strikes out increase proposed by the Senate of 
$25,000 for expenses of buoyage. 

On amendment numbered 44: Strikes out increase proposed by the Senate of 

000 for expenses of fog-signals. 

n amendment num be 45: APENS riantes $289,900 for lighting of rivers, in- 
— of $260,000, as proposed by the House, and ,000, as proposed by the 
nate, 

Onamendments numbered 46, 47, 43, 49, 50, 51, and 53, relating to the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey, namely: Increases the amount for resurveys from $7,000 to 
$10,000 as proposed by the Senate; increases the amount for continuing the 

mary ngulation of California from $10,000, as proposed by the House, to 

000; provides for continuing tide observations at points other than on the 
Pacific coast as proposed by the Senate; provides fora clerk to assistant in 
— 5 of the office at $1,000; and prohibits allowances to civilian or other offi- 
cers for subsistence while on duty in Washington. 

On amendment numbered 54: BN eh leas $25,000, instead of $15,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate, for repairs of the Smithsonian building. 

On amendment numbered 55: Strikes out appropriation of $500,000 proposed 
by the Senate for an additional fire-proof building for the National Museum. 

On amendments numbered 55 and 57; Strikes out increases proposed by the 
Senate in the appropriations for current expenses of the National Museum. 

On amendments numbered 58, 59, 61, 62, 63, 64, and 65, relating to appropria- 
tions for the Fish Commission: Strikes out increase proposed by the Senate in 
the on for distribution of food-fishes, for maintenance of vessels, 
and ngayon of $17,000 for the purchase of Battery Island, situated at 
the mouth of the Susquehanna River; and appropriates as pro; by the 
Senate as follows: For collection and distribution of indigenous fishes of the 
Mississippi Valley, $15,000; for fish hatchery in Colorado, $20,000; for fish hatch- 
— ig’s Brook, Me., $14,000, and for fist: hatchery at Northville, Mich., 


On amendments numbered 66 and 67: Strikes out proposed increase of $14,000, 
roposed by the Senate, In the appropriation for the necessary expenses of the 
teratate Commerce Commission, 

On amendment numbered 68: Strikes out appropriation proposed by the Sen- 
ate of $500 for expenses incident to the prevention of manufacture and sale of 
adulterated food or drugs in the District of Columbia, 

On amendment numbered 69: Appropriates 340,000, instead of $25,000 as pro- 
possa by A House and $55,000 as proposed by the Senate, for transportation of 

ver co! 

On amendment numbered 70: Appropriates $50,000 as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $10,000 as proposed by the House, for distinctive paper for the United 
States securities, ! 

On amendment numbered 71: Appropriates $550,000 instead of $525,000, as 
proposed by the House and $600,000 as proposed by the Senate, for pay of assist- 
ant custodians and janitors of public buildings. 

On amendment numbered 72: Strikes out increase proposed by the Senate of 
ee in the appropriation for furniture and repairs of furniture for public 

n 


s. 

On amendment numbered 73: Appropriates $555,000, instead of $575,000 as pro- 
posed by the House and $700,000 as proposed by the Senate, for fuel, lights, and 
water for public buildings, 8 

On amendments numbered 74 and 75: Authorizes the use of not exceeding 
$10,000 of the appropriation for heating apparatus for public buildings, for per- 
sonal services of mechanics employed from time to time for casual re x 

On amendment numbered 76: Strikes out increase proposed by the Senate in 
the appropriation for vaults, safes, and locks for publie buildings. 

On amendments numbered 78,79, and 80: Appropriaées $5,000 for binding cer- 
tain manuscript papers in the Department of State and $ ,500 for the purchase 
. of Henry Clay and John Quincy Adams. 

mamendment numbered 81: Strikes biog g yenne on of $25,000, proposed by 
the Senate for the Latin-Amcrioan Memor! ibrary Building. 
~ amendment numbered 82: Appropriates $3,000, as proposed by the Senate 
for a freight elevator in the Pension Building, and strikesout proposed appro- 
pean of $10,000 fcr completion of roof of the Pension Building and for doors 
rooms in said building. 

On amendment numbered 83: Appropriates $15,000as proposed by the Senate 

for new boilers for the Senate wing of the Capitol. 


f 


On amendment numbered 81: Appropriates $3,500 as proposed the Senato 
for ee en the west elevator in the Senate wing of the Capitol. 

On amendment numbered 45: Increases the appropriation for the Capitol 
terraces from $22,000 to $27,000, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendments numbered 86, 87, 88, and 89: Strikes out all of the increases 
proposed by the Senate in the fo phar ce for expenses of collecting the 
revenue from the sales of public lands, 4 

On amendments 90, 92, 93, 94, and 96: Makes the appropriation for 1 
the public lands applicable to resurveys, also to the resurvey of lands nt 
to the new States of North and South Dakota, Montana, Wash’ n, Idaho, and 
Wyoming; authorizes the Commissioner of the General Land Office to allow 
for survey of lands heavily timbered in the States of Oregon and Washin; 
rates not exceeding $18 per linear mile for standard and meander lines, $15 for 
township, and $12 for section lines; and provides that persons whoactua)ly set- 
tled pior to January 1, 1:90, on the lands reserved for town-sile purposes at 
Port Angeles, Wash., may prove up and purchase the same at the appraised value 
per lot at any time before the day of sale by the Government, 

On amendment numbered 100: Increases the appropriation for N e 
veys Arh 8 5 eee of the United States from 8100, 000 to dis, as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

On amendment numbered 107; Appropriates $912 for the purchase of reports 
of the Supreme Court of the United States pursuant to act of February 12, 1889, 

Onamendments numbered 108 and 109: Strikes out pro; inerease from 
$12,000 to $15,000 in the appropriation for general repairs and improvements for 
the Government Hospital for the Insane, and appropriates $5,000 for extension 
of kitchen as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendments numbered 110, 111, 112, 113, and 114, relating to appropriations 
for Howard University: Increases the amount for es of officers and teachers 
from $18,500 to $20,300; appropriates $4,000 for tools and other ni ex- 
penses of the industrial department, $1,000 for books for the library, 880 for 
ehemical apparatus, and $1,000 for improvement of grounds, 

On amendments numbered 115, 116, and 117: Strikes out proposed increase of 
$400 in appropriation for salaries of employés in the Presdmen's Hospital and 
Asylum, and appropriates $2,500 for the erection of a frame building for the use 
of 55 suffering from contagious diseases. 

n amendment numbered 118: Restores the provision inserted by the House, 
but proposed to be stricken out by the Senate, relating to the appropriation for 
the construction of a viaduct from the south end of the wagon-bri between 
Rock Island and the city of Rock Island for the railroad tracks which adjoin 
the approach to said bridge. 

On amendment numbered 120; Appropriates $100,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
23 ee Boe the erection of a fire-proof building at the National Armory at 

pringfleld, Mass. 

On amendments numbered 123 and 124: Reduce the appropriation for macad- 
amized roads at the Watervliet arsenal, as proposed by the Senate, to $10,000, 

On amendment numbered 126; Strikes out the appropriation of $500 p 
by the Senate for repair and improvement of the Congressional Cemetery. 

On amendment numbered 128; Appropriates $7,700 for introducing electric 
lights into the Executive Mansion, 

On amendment numbered 129: Strikes out appropriation of $18,465 proposed 
by the Senate for underground cable for telegraph wires connecting the Capitol 
with the Departments and Government Printing Office. 

On amendments numbered 130 and 131: Appropriates $690,000, instead of $050,- 
000 as proposed by the House and $800,000 as proposed by the Senate, for the 
construction of buildings at military , and authorizes the construction of 
a hospital at Columbus Barracks, Ohio, at a cost not exceeding $25,000, to be 
paid for from the appropriation contained in the Army a riation act of 1891. 

Onamendment numbered 132: Provides that not less than $50,000 of the appro- 
priation for the Yellowstone Park shall be expended for work, to be let in sec- 
tions to the lowest responsible bidder or bidders therefor. 

On amendment numbered 134; Increases the appropriation for telegraphing 
reports for the Signal Service $6,000, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment numbered 135: Strikes out the tet . of $15,000 pro- 
posed by the Senate for the purchase of additional Jand for the interment of 
deceased soldiers in Crown Hill Cemetery, near Indianapolis, Ind. 

Onamendmertnumbered 136: Makes the appropriation sar by the House 
of $15,000 for repairing roadways to national cemeteries applicable only to road- 
ways constructed by special authority of Congress. 

On amendment numbered 137: Appropriates $1,000 and 2 riates unex- 
pended balances of previous appropriations for expenses of ay ng in ceme- 
teries of the District of Columbia indigent ex-Union soldiers, sailors, and ma- 
rines of the late civil war who die in the District of Columbia, 

On amendment numbered 141: Increases the appropriations for Garfield Me- 
morial Hospital from $12,500 to $15,000, as proposed by the Senate, 

On amendment numbered 144: A ore $1,800, as pro by the Senate, 
for rent of building for use of the ce of Records of the Rebellion, 

On amendment numbered 146: Appropuates $18,900 to issue ordnance stores to 
555 arer Washington and Maine, as authorized by the acts of May 14 and 

une 10, K 

On amendments numbered 147 and 148: Strikes out increase proposed by the 
Senate of $200 inthe appropriation for purchase of tobacco for prisoners in the 
Leavenworth military prison. 

On amendments numbered 149 and 150: Strikes out appropriation proposed 
by the Senate of $8,000 for remodeling heating apparatus atthe Northwestern 
Branch of the Soldiers’ Home. 

On amendments numbered 151 and 152: Appropriates $25,000 as proposed by 
ee Senate foran addition to the hospital at the Eastern Branch of the Soldiers’ 

ome, 

Onamendments numbered 153, 154, and 155: Strikes out appro riations pro- 
posed by the Senate of $3,700 for the wharf and $11,000 for the dining-room at 
the Southern Branch of the Soldiers’ Home. 

On amendments numbered 156 and 157: Appropriates 8100, 000, instead of $90, 000 
as proposed by the House and $117,000 as proposed by the Senate, for mainte- 
nance of members at the Pacific Branch of the Soldiers“ Home. 

On amendments numbered 158, 159, 160, and 161: Appropriates $100,000 for main- 
tenance of eight hundred members as proposed by the Senate at the Marion 
Ind.) branch of the Soldiers’ Home, 

On amendment numbered 162; Strikes from the bill the names proposed by the 
House as well as by the Senate for Managers of the National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers. 

On amendments numbered 163 and 164 Appropriates, as proposed by the House, 
$400, 000 for continuing aid to State or Territorial homes for the support of dis- 
abled yolunteer soldiers, in conformity with the act of August 27, 1883. 

On amendments numbered 165, 166, 167, 168, 169, 170, 171, and 172: Strikes out 
specific appropriations as proposed by the Senate, instead of indefinite appro- 
priations proposed by the House, for the payment of claims of soldiers for back 
pay und bounty and commutation of rations to prisoners of war. 

n amendment numbered 173: Strikes out appropriation of $2,500 proposed 
by the Senate for repairing and painting the court-house, Washington, D. O. 

On amendment numbered 174: 8 $1,000 as proposed by the Senate 
for repairs to penitentiary building, Utah. 

On amendment num 175: Strikes ont increase of $5,000 proposed by the 
Senate in the appropriation for defending suits in claims against the United 


On amendment numbered 176: Appropriates $4,000 for the Industrial Home 
in Utah Territory. 


2 8 numbered n 1 
proprajo for 3 of the United States courts, as lows: 
— ‘ont all the increases proposed ria- 


00 „, as proposed by the Senate, and an indefinite ite sum is appro- 
shot g judges, 


ted, as Pro 
5 and marshals for the States of Idaho and Wyomin aR 

On amendment numbered 187: Strikes out appro Scart $8,745 sy orga 
the Senate for the payment to the widow of the late Chief-Justice 

On amendment numbered 188: Appropriates $1,000, as by the Sen- 
ate, for fe ees portrait of Chief-Justice 

On amendment numbered 139: Appropriates $2,000 fora new edition of the 
tariff compilation, 

On amendments numbered 190, 191, and 192: Strikes outincrease of $3,000 pro- 
posed by the 5 in — appropriation for the Botanic Garden and the pro- 
vision to open a carriage- through said garden. 

On amendments numbers 193, 194, 195, and 196, relating to eee ſor 
E rinting: Changes the apportionment of said appropriation as proposed 
nate, as follows: 

For printing for Congress, increased 5 5 900; 

For the War Department, reduced $10, 

For the Agricultural Department, . 810,000; 

For the Court of Claims, reduced $2,000. 

On amendment numbered 197: Appropriates $250,000 to provide additional ac- 
commodations for the Government) rinting Office. 

On amendment numbered 198: Insertsa provision requiring that hereafter all 
disbursing officers of the United States shall render their accounts quarterly, 
and that the Secretary of the Senate shall render his accounts as heretofore, 
and authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to direct any or all such accounts 
Moos rar rendered more frequently when in his judgment the publie interest may 


. amendment numbered 199: Amends, as proposed by the Senate, the act of 
June 25, 1890, to procure a site for the new city post-office building in Washington, 
D. O., 80 as to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury, when he is satisfied that the 
price demanded for any of the lots or portions of lots described or referred toin 
he act is excessive or above their market value, to cause the same to be con- 
demned; and also provides that the building authorized by the said act ot Jane 
25, 1890, shall be constructed in a fire-proof manner, with not less than eight 
stories, and ata total cost, including approaches and heating apparatus, not 
exceeding $1,900,000; and authorizes the Secretary of the to make a 
contract or contracts for the construction ofany portion of the whole of said build- 
ing, sub to the appropriations to be made therefor by Congress; and appro- 
priates 000 toward the construction of said building. 
On once ea numbered 200: Strikes out the Sppe riation of $800,000 pro- 
3 by the Senate for the purchase of a site for a building for the Supreme 
u 

On amendment numbered 201: Strikes out appropriation of $300, 000 roposed 
by the Senate to procure a suitable building for the use of the Post-Office De- 


rtment. 
* amendment numbered 202: Strikes out ap riation of $135,000 p Lely erg 
hes vernment Printing 


by the Senate for the purchase, for the use of t 
of the old Globe printing office, 

On amendments numbered 91 and 95, which increase the appropriation for 
the survey of public lands from $200,000 t. o $600,000, and on amendments num- 
bered — 2 102, 104, 105, and 106, increasing the amount for topographical sur- 
veys ,000 to 000, repealing the act of October 9, 1888, ng irriga- 
ble a ag from entry and striking out all appropriations for 1 ie surveys, 
the conference committee have been unable to agree. 

P bill as it Sena the House of 1 e ez 28. 000,620.22; 
as it 


623,792.22. 


$300,000, and 
ons proposed by the ‘House on account 


J. G. CANNON, 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Statement by Mr. CANNON to accompany the above conference re- 


eol 


cone civil bill, 1891. 


Amount as passed House 
Increase by Senate HERS 


Amount as passed Sen 
Net reduction in 3 


CHANGES IN AMOUNTS IN CONFERENCE, 


Reductions. 
Public buildings 
8 building. 


. Alexand: La.. 
3 Bootes Pulls, Pa. Pa., public building 
4. New — Conn., pu pato building.. 
5. III., publie building... 
8. New London, Conn., 8 building . 
10. Salina, Kans., public building... 
. Treasury buil 6 8 


Total public buildings . . bes useeeesesieseeeesesee; a 


Booka 
2835385 
8888888 


$ 
8 
2 


| 


Light-stations, 
— 75 Orchard shoal. Mow Tork. 
bg buoy depot, V irginia, 
25 Portsmouth i 


. depot, Virginia... 
. Ca Haweren light station, ‘jeu Carolina 
31. Point Hueneme, California. 
32. New York Slough, California... 
33. Northwest Seal Rock 


= 


2 
8888888888888 
8 888888888888 


S888 


41. Supplies of light-houses 10, 
42. Repairs of light-houses. 8 10. 
43. Expenses of buoyage. as 5, 
= Expenses of fog-sign diab obs 5, 
45. Lighting of rivers... — 20. 
r sacsetpecas ponscteosseoeme vested 238, 


fe 


eo! 
40. Revenue-cutter se: $10, 000, 00 
64, Repairs, Smithsonian... eters 20, 000.00 
55. National Museum — — 500. 000. 00 
56, 57. National Museum, furniture, eto. ZU 30, 000. 00 
58, 59. Food-fishes and vessels.. 5 — 11, 100. 00 
—5 Battery Island station. .... 17, 000, 00 
66. Interstate Commerce Comm 14, 000. 00 
os. 3 ſood District of Gotu 500. 00 

tion of silver coin... 15, 000. 00 
25 Assistant custodians and Jani 650. 000. 00 
72. Furniture and repairs. 50, 000. 00 
73. Fuel, lights. and water. 15, 000. 00 
76. Vaults, safes, and locks. 10,000, 00 
81, Latin-American Memori 25, 000. 00 
= Pension building, roof and doors 10, 000, 00 
86. Registers and receivers public lands 75, 000, 00 
87. Contingent expones land offices ........ 25, 000. 00 
108. Government Hospital for Insane, repaira. 3, 000. 00 
111,114. Howard University 5. 200. 00 
115. Freedman’s Hospital 400,00 
126. Congressional Cemetery. . 500,00 
129, Underground dobaci Wi sahip: 18, 465, 00 
130, Military posts. 110, 000, 00 
135. Crown Hill Cemetery, Indianapolis. ..... 15, 000,00 
147. United States military prison, Fort Leavenworth ... 200, 00 
149, 153, 154, 156. National Homes for Volunteer spe since 39, 700. 00 
165-172, Back-pay and bounty to volunteers... 724, 000. 00 
173. Court-house, Washington, repairs. 2. 500. 09 
Total miseellaneous. .... .. . . . ese 3 1. 796, 565. 00 


United States courts: 


175. Defending suits against United States 5, 000, 00 
177. United States district attorneys. 40, 000. 00 
178. United States district attorney: 10, 000, 00 
1. Fees of clerks. 25, 000. 00 
182. Fees of jurors. 35, 000. 00 
183. Fees of witnesses.. 200, 000, 00 
184. Support of prisoners... 50, 000, 00 
185. Bailiffs, criers, etc... 34, 400.00 
186. Miscellaneous expenses, courts, e 20, 000. 
187. Payment to late Chief-Justice aiies widow... ‘Aces 8, 745. 00 
Total United States courts. ... . . . . en — 428, 145. 00 
190. Botanic Garden 1 3. 000. 00 
200, Supreme Court building site .. — 800, 000. 00 
21. Post-Office Departmenti building ‘site... —— 300, 000, 00 
202. Globe printing-office building................... OPELA 135, 000. 00 
Total Washington buildings. . . .. .. . . . . e I. 235, 000. 00 
Penne scan cease chess poaret anh EnS Ar S b · ·%½-XökT 4, 144,210.00 


Increase in conference. 


Total inerease. . . . . . 5 — ses eenees 


Net reduction in conference . . . . . . . — — 


Disagreements, 


Increase surveying public lands from $200,000 to $600,000 
Increase for topographic surveys from $200,000 to $300,000... 


Reduction on account of irrigation surveys. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to present a privileged motion. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas moves that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I addressed the Chair before he made the mo- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair the motion to adjourn 
takes precedence. [Cries of Regular order!’’] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think if the Chair will allow my motion to be 
read there will be no objection to its consideration. 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman state that it is in order against 
the motion to adjourn? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think so, and I ask the Chair to hear me upon 
that very question. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That when the House adjourns on Monday next it stand adjourned 
until Friday, August 15, 


Mr. DINGLEY. Is not the motion to adjourn pending? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn is pending. ‘The gentle- 
man from Illinois desired to have the resolution read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The rule was changed at the e of this 
Congress. The old rule read as follows: 

Whena ae: is under debate no motion shall be received, etc, 


Now, there no question under debate this question is in order, 
and it would tore be made out of order under the rules when the question 


` 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


` 


AUGUST 9, 


was under debate, when it came up as a dilatory motion. This is not 
nted as a dilatory motion, butas a business motion for the action 
of the House, and I hope the House will be permitted to act upon it. 
I think it is in accordance with the usages of bodies of this kind to fix 
the time, before they adjourn, when they will assemble again. 8 

Mr. PERKINS. I assured many gentlemen upon both sides of the 
Honse that when the Indian appropriation bill was disposed of I would 
move to adj 

Mr. MCMILLIN. You have done it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know many gentlemen on both sides of the 
House are in favor of this. I believe it will facilitate the public busi- 

ness. [Cries of. Regularorder !’?] 

Mr. McMILLIN. It would seem to me, Mr. Speaker, that it is in 
order, even pending a motion to adjourn, to fix the time to which the 
House will adjourn. If it could not be done then, it could not be done 
at all. 

The SPEAKER. It might be in order if this were Monday, but this 
is Saturday, and is not the day to which this proposition refers. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. 1 understand this resolution is in 
the interest of the soldiers, and anything in the interest of the soldiers 
of our country is always in order. [Laughter and applause. } 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be glad to hear the gentleman from 
Alabama whenever he is in order, but it is not in order to interject a 
statement in that way. The gentleman has plenty of opportunity in 
the regular way. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I think it is beyond all question 
that it would be in order at the time the Chair indicates, and I know 
of no ruling that draws the distinction or that holds that it is not in 
order now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think it would be in order 
now. The Chair will hear gentlemen upon the question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If I remembercorrectly, an analogous step to this 
was taken before the 4th of July. 

The SPEAKER. But that was by unanimous consent. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It was? Oh, very well. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to state that I did not make this as 
a dilatory motion; but quite a number of gentlemen on both sides 
of the House desired to have this resolution passed in order that they 
might have opportunity to attend the Grand Army encampment at 
Boston, and others that they might attend their conventions, and also 
to their private business. I am satisfied the public business would 
be advanced by adopting this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is only anxious to have the matter pre- 
sented in the right light. The question as presented nowis not in the 
same light as it was formerly. It has not been presented in this way 
before; and in this matter the Chair will have to rule, with the light 
it now has, that it would not be in order in preference to a motion to 
adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If we vote down the motion to adjourn will it 
then be in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not undertake to rule so far ahead 
as that. The question is on the motion to adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the “ayes” 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. _ Division. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 92, noes 49. 

Pending the announcement of the result the Chair announced the 
following conferees on the bill (H. R. 10726) making appropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year 
ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes: Mr. PERKINS, Mr. GIF- 
FORD, and Mr. PERL. 

And then (at 5 o’clock and 7 minutes p, m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIV. E AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


ESTIMATES FOR THE ENROLLMENT OF THE CHEROKEE FREEDMEN: 
DELAWARES, AND SHAWNEES, 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the esti- 
mates of the Secretary of the Interior for an additional sum of $10,000 
to carry into effect the provisions of the act of March 2, 1889, for the 
enrollment of the Cherokee freedmen, Delawares, and Shawnees—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 


PENSION TO NANCY SMITH, 


A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a communi- 
cation from the Commissioner of Pensions, recommending that a special 
act of Congress be passed authorizing the War Department to change 
its records so as to givea discharge pro forma to George W. Smith, late 
husband of Nancy Smith, whereby the said Nancy Smith may receive 
a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. POST, from the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 7973) to increase the 
appropriation for the erection of a public building in Dayton, Ohio, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2945)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 8779) grantinga pension to Mary 
A. Irvin, widow, accompanied by a report (No, 2946)—to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11691) to compel the at- 
tendance of witnesses on trials ot members of the police foree, fire de- 
partment, or any other department of the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes, accompanied by a report (No. 2947)—to the House 


Calendar. 

Mr. STONE, of Spee from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which were referred the following bills of the House: 

A bill (H. R.9636) for the relief of J. S. O. G. Greer; 

A bill (H. R. 9639) for the relief of the estate of Michie Blackman; 

A bill (H. R. 10627) for relief of Nora Walsh; 

A bill (H. R. 10367) for relief of William McGee; 

A bill (H. R. 11038) for the relief of Adeline N. Larche; . 

A bill (H. R. 11220) forrelief of estate of Suzanne Belezaire Meullion; 

A bill (H. R. 11219) for relief of estate of Antoine Donate Meullion; 

A bill (H. R. 11229) for relief of estate of George F. Hunt; 

A bill 25 R. 8066) for the relief of John Clearly; and 

A bill (H. k. 10917) for relief of estate of Joseph Grodenigo; 
reported, in lien thereof, the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the following bills (H. R. 9636, 9639, 10627, 10367, 11220, 
11219, 11229, 8066, and 10917), forthe relief of J. S. O. G. Greer, estate of 
Blackman, Norah Walsh, William M Adeline N. Larch, Susanne B. Meull- 
fon, Antoine D. Meullion, Anna Hunt, administratrix estate George F. Hunt, 
deceased; John Cleary and Joseph Grodenigo, together with all accompany- 
ing papers, be, and the same are hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, un- 
der the provisions of the act of — 9 5 commonly known as the Bow- 
man act” and “An act to provide for the beings of suits against the Govern- 
ment of the United States,” approved March 30, 1887; 


which, accompanied by a report (No. 2948), was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 376) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to purchase a lot in the city of St. Augustine, 
Fla., for military purposes, accompanied by a report (No. 2949)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, reported favorably the bill of the 
Senate (S. 20) granting right of way across United States lands in St. 
RO Fia., accompanied by a report (No. 2950)—to the House 

endar. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 1521) granting a pension to David 
Drumheller, accompanied by a report (No. 2951)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were intro- 
duced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. FUNSTON; A bill (H. R. 11709) to erect a monument at or 
near the city of Baldwin, Douglas County, Kansas—to the Committee 
on the Library. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: A bill (H. R. 11716) to amend an act to provide 
for taking the Eleventh and subsequent censuses approved March 1, 
1889—to the Select Committee on the Eleventh Census. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr, CANNON: A bill (H. R. 11710) to correct the military record 
of Isaac H. Fitzmorris—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 11711) to increase the pension of 
F. H. Darnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARRETT: A bill (H. R. 11712) for the relief of Elisha 
Madden—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: A bill (H. R. 11713) granting a pension to 
Asenath U. Blanchard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11714) for tho relief of 
L. G. Faxon—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11715) for the relief of Richard Porter—to the 
Committee on War Claims, ý 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clanse 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BURTON: Memorialof the Cleveland Board of Trade, urging 
an appropriation for the improvement of St. Mary’s River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of Isaac H. Fitzmorris, Company H, 
Twenty-first Illinois Volunteers, for an honorable discharge—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Philadel- 
phia, asking an appropriation to complete the Sault Ste. Marie Canal 
and lock as early as may be—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial from the Board of Trade of Dulath, Minn., asking 
for reliet—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Protest of the Chamber of Commerce of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., against the cession of water frontage, etc., on the Great 
Lakes to private persous or corporations—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Resolution of George G. Meade 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, rec- 
ommending the passage of Senate resolution asking for the consent of 
the family of General U. 8. Grant for the removal of his remains to 
the national cemetery at Arlington—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of merchant tailors of New York, on 
the $500 clause in the McKinley bill—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of same persons, on sections 392 and 396 of the Mc- 
Kinley bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Memorial of citizens of San Diego, Cal., pro- 
testing against legislation by Congress compelling railroads to trans- 
port petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Waysand Means, 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, August 11, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m, 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D.D. 

Mr. GORMAN, I suggest that there is no quorum present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll of 
the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Allison, Gorman, McPherson, Sherman, 
Berry, Hale, 3 Vance, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Voorhees, 
Cullom, Hoar, uay, Walthall, 
Dixon, Ingalis, ‘ashburn, 
Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Sa Wilson of Towa. 
Frye, MeMillan, Sawyer, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Twenty-seven Senators have an- 
swered to their names. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
respectfully request the attendance of the absent Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to respectfully request the at- 
tendance of absent Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will furnish the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms with a list of absent Senators, and he will execute the 
order of the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. _Is it too late for me to be recorded ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Chief 
Clerk will call the name of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. PLATT. I hope the same mercy may be shown to me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The name of the Senator from Con- 
necticut will be called. f 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. BLAIR, Mr. CAMERON, Mr. Hiscock, Mr. PET- 
TIGREW, and Mr. WILsoN, of Maryland, entered the Chamber and 
answered to their names. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. FARWELL] 
is still detained at his room by illness. 

After a little delay, Mr. ALLEN and Mr. TELLER entered the Chamber 
and answered to their names. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. MANDER- 
sox] is detained at one of the Executive Departments this morning. 

After a little further delay Mr. Davis, Mr. Moopy, Mr. MORGAN, 
Mr. SQUIRE, Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, and Mr. Vest entered the Chamber 
and answered to their names. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 10 o'clock and 21 minutes a. m). 
Forty-three Senators having answered to their names, a quorum is 
present. If there be no objection the Secretary will read the Journal 
of the proceedings of Saturday last, 

Sie TONER) OF Tho: raopent nas at FA BYASY 1af was read and ap- 
proved, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 


tion from the Attorney-General of the United States, transmitting, in 


response to a resolution of the Ist instant, a statement relative to cer- 
tain awards and judgments rendered by the commissioners or courts, 
on file in his office, against the United States for claims arising under 
the act for the improvementof the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of eitizens of Mount 
Pleasant, District of Columbia, praying for a reduction in fare by the 
Washington and Georgetown Railroad Company; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Mr. CAMERON presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of 
Commerce of Pittsburgh, Pa., favoring an appropriation recommended 
by the Secretary of the Treasury of $110,000 to provide heating ap- 
paratus, approaches, elevator, ete., for the new public building at that 
place; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the All-River rtation 
Companies centering at Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the immediate 
passage of the river and harbor bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PAYNE presented a petition of the Cincinnati, Portsmouth, Big 
Sandy and Pomeroy Packet Company; the Pittsburgh, Wheeling, and 
Cincinnati Packet Company; the Kanawha River Packet Company; the 
Tacoma Packet Company; the Cincinnati and Louisville United States 
Mail Line; the Cincinnati and Dayton Packet Company; the Memphis 
and Cincinuati Packet Company; and the Cincinnati and New Orleans 
Packet Company, praying for the immediate passage of the river and 
harbor bill and urging the additionof an amendment to the bill trans- 
ferring the snag and dredge-boat services of the Ohio River and its 
tributaries from the Treasury Department to the War Department; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. SA from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 2385) granting a pension to Barney McArdle, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, reported 
an amendment to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MOODY, from the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of 
Arid Lands, reported an amendment to the deficiency appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. > ? 

Mr. BL from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 5144) granting a pension to Jonas H. Keen, reported it 
withont amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 5145) granting a pension to W. H. O’Brien, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 4319) granting a pension to John 
A. Dean; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing pa referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (8. 4320) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Mary E. Dickey; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MOODY introduced a bill (S. 4321) for the relief of Horace 
Perry; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARLISLE introduced a bill (S. 4322) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Kentucky River and its tributaries by 
the Louisville, Covington and Cincinnati Railway Company, the Car- 
rollton and Louisville Railroad Company, and the Westport, Carroll- 
ton and Covi Railway Company, and their assigns; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. ts 

Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment intended to be pro by him 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. REAGAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WASHBURN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LABOR COST IN STEEL RAILS. 
oar McPHERSON submitted the following resolution; which was 


That the Commissioner of Labor be directed to furnish to the Senate, 
eee a statem<nt of the direct labor - cost as item- 


8391 
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Aveust 11, 


ized in Senate Miscellaneous Dooument 198 as to labor-cost in 1 ton of steel rails 
in establishments in the United States, said ed from 
aneous 


the continent of Europe and two in Great Britain, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I ask for the immediate consideration of the 
resolution in order that we may have the information. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that the resolution contains a statement 
or two that wants looking at a little. I think it had better be printed 
and go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the resolu- 
tion will lie over. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to look at the last page referred to 
in order to see that we shall get at the real fact about it, 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION REPORT. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resotvet by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That of the sixth 
annual report of the United States Civil Service Commission, for the Parga end- 
ing June 30, 1889, there be printed 50,000 extra copies; of which 10,000 copies 
shall be for the use of the Senate, 20,000 for the House of Representatives, and 
20,000 for the Civil Service Commission. 


INDIAN BLANKET CONTRACT. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Seoretary of the Interior be directed to transmit to the 
Senate the correspondence between his office and that of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs concerning the award of contract for the supply of blankets for 
the Indian service for the fiscal year 1889. 

CLAIMS ALLOWED, 
Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secre! of the Treasury be directed to transmit to the 
Senate a list of all claims allowed by the several aounig officers of the 
Treasury Department under appropriations the balances of which haye been 
exhausted or carried to the surplus fund under the provisions of section 5 of the 
act of June 20, 1874, since the allowance of those al y transmitted to Con- 


daring the present session; and also a list of judgments of the Court oi 
Giaims requiring an appropriation at the present session not already trans- 


THE REVENUE BILL, 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate resume the consideration 
of the tariff bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. CAMERON rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Pennsylvania 
rise to morning business ? 

Mr. CAMERON, I do not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the tariff bill be taken up first, and 
then I shall not object to proceeding to the consideration of the bill the 
Senator from Pennsylvania wishes to call op 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness that order is closed. The Calendar under Rule VIII being in 
order, the Senator from Rhode Island moves that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and 
equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. The question recurs on the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be read. 

GEORGE FETTERMAN. 

Mr. CAMERON. The Senator from Rhode Island has consented to 
let me ask permission of the Senate to call up the bill (S, 3840) to re- 
move the charge of desertion against George Fetterman. Lask unan- 
imous consent for the present consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally 
laid aside to enable him to ask for the consideration of the bill (S. 3840) 
to remove the charge of desertion against George Fetterman. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to remove the charge of desertion against 
George Fetterman, late of Company D, Twelfth Pennsylvania Reserves, 
and to issue to him an honorable discharge from the Army of the United 
States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. CAM- 
ERON May 22, 1890: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S.3840) to 
remove the charge of desertion against George Fetterman, having had the same 
under consideration, beg leave to submit the following report: 

Geo Fetterman, late of Company D, Twelfth Pennsylvania Reserves, is 
8 lind and is now peddling news; rs on the streets of Washington tor 

velihood, He also has a wife and children 5 upon him ſor mpak 
His claim for a panon was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that 
the records of the War Department show him to have deserted June 1, 1863. 
bis desertion, however, he had been a good soldier and was injured in 

battle, The hospital records, as stated in the report from the War Department 
in this ease, show the following: ’ 

“Sent to Annapolis, Md., September 14, 1862, where admitted to hospital the 


Is there further morning business? 


same day with ‘contusio;’ returned to duty September 23, 1862, Admitted to 
pose Harrisburg, Pa., December 16, 1862, ‘injured, fall of horse; returned 
to duty January 19, 1863.” 

Fetterman claims that while still suffering from his injuries he was so cruelly 
treated by officers of his regiment that, although he had some seven or eight 
months’ pay due him, he could not stand the maltreatment which he received 
and he deserted. 

It seems that a shell burst so near him that it injured his head and he went 
to the hospital for treatment, as above shown by the hospital records. After 
his return to his regiment his horse fel] with him, and he was severely tram- 
pled upon and again injured about the head. He in went to the hospital, an: 
after treatment he returned to duty January 19, „and deserted the followin; 
June. His injuries in course of time caused total blind but on account o 
the charge of desertion standing against him heis debarred from getting a pen- 
sion, That he is entitled to a pension is clearly shown by the h tal records, 
and his unfortunate condition appeals to the charity of Congress for relief. 

Under these circumstances your committee report the bill to the Senate with 
a recommendation that it pass, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10726) making appropriations for the 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year 
ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, asked a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. PERKINS, Mr. GIFFORD, and Mr. PEEL managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. . 

ADDITIONAL CLERICAL FORCE. 

Mr. ALLISON. I report from the Committee on Appropriations the 
bill (H. R. 11380) making appropriations for additional clerical force 
and other expenses to carry into effect the act entitled An act grant- 
ing pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the per- 
formance of manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor 
children, and dependent parents,“ from July 20, 1890, for the balance 
of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, with amendments, and ask 
that it be printed as amended. 

I shall ask the Senate to consider this bill to-morrow. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 10726) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 
30, 1891, and for other purposes, and requesting a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
and accede to the request of the other House for a conference. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, May I inquire whether the bill as it passed the 
Senate, with its amendments numbered, has been printed, so that when 
the conference report shall come in we may understand it? 

Mr. DAWES. If it has not been so printed it will be. I presume 
itis printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Chair if the Chair may inform me 
whether the bill as it passed the Senate with the Senate amendments 
has been printed with the amendments numbered ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it has not been. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It was printed in the other House, I presume. 

Mr. DAWES. It must have been printed for the use of the other 
branch. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But not for the Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The appropriation bills are always printed in that 
way by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no doubt of the fact. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All I want is to have the matter in hand, so that 
we can understand it. 

8 PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
at. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move, unless the bill has been printed with the 
coun amendments numbered, that it be so printed for the use of the 

nate. 

Mr. DAWES. That is hardly necessary. The conference committee 
can not consider it unless they have it in print. This is rather an un- 
usual motion. I think it might be left to the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the bill with the Senate amend- 
ments properly numbered has not been printed, it will be so printed, 
in compliance with the suggestion of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. DAWES. Such has been the order on all the appropriation bills 
since I have been a member of the Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There has been no order about this bill here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate insist upon its amendments disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives, and agree to the conference asked for thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. DAwes, Mr. 
PLUMB, and Mr. CALL were appointed. 


The Chair can not respond as to 


` 


1890. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the pending amendment be reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment will be 


stated. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The yeas and nays were ordered on Saturday on 
that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] has been called for by a Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg pardon. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 27, line 24, after the word pay, it 
is proposed to strike out ‘‘two-tenths’’ and insert “‘ one-tenth;”’ so as 
io make the proviso read: 


Provided, That hoop or band iron or hoop or band steel, out to Log, bata’ 
wholly or partially manufactured into hoops or ties for baling 8 1 
hoops of iron or steel, and hoop or band iron or hoop ox band steel flared, splayed, 
or punched, with or without buckles or fastenings, shall pay one-tenth of 1 cent 
per pound more duty than that imposed on the hoop or band iron or steel from 
which they are made. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
just read, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. If he were present, I should vote 
é ” 


Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. H1Gatns], and therefore withhold my 
vote. If he were present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I would vote yea“ 
but for my pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. QUAY (after having voted in the negative). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. I did 
not notice that he was not in his seat when I voted. In his absence I 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr, PASCO. Iam paired with the Senator from Illinois 1 FAR- 
WELL]. I have arranged with his colleague [Mr. CuLLom] to trans- 
fer that pet to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], so that the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CurLom] and myself are at liberty to vote. 
I vote yea.” 

I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. CALL] is paired with the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
PuGH], but with the right to vote to make a quorum. Iam very much 
afraid my vote is necessary for that purpose, and I vote ‘'nay ” forthe 

resent. 
p Mr. PLATT. I being paired with the Senator from Virginia [ Mr. 
BAREOUR] and the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] be- 
ing paired with the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. HIGGINS], a transier 
may be arranged so that we can each of us vote, if that is agreeable 
to the Senator from New Jersey, and I vote nay.“ 

Mr. McPHERSON. Under that arrangement I vote yea.” 

Mr. HAMPTON. Iam paired with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 


I am paired with 


STEWART]. I make the announcement for the day. 
Mr. MORGAN. Iam paired with the Senator from New York [ Mr. 


Evarts]. 

Mr. HALE. Is the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM] re- 
corded as voting? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. HALE. Iam paired with that Senator, but I transfer the pair 
so that the Senator from North Carolina will stand paired with the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] is 
paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

Mr. HALE. I was about to say that the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. FEA will stand paired with the Senator from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. HAWLEY J], and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] 
and I can both vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL. My colleague [Mr. DoLPH] is detained from the 
Senate necessarily this morning. He is paired with the senior Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. My colleague would vote ‘‘nay”’ if here. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] who is absent. There may be a transfer of pairs made, if 
agreeable to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. The 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] and the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. STEWART] may stand paired, and the Senator from South Caro- 
lina and myself can vote. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Iam perfectly willing. 

The votes of Mr. BLAIR and Mr. HAMPTON were recorded. 

Mr. QUAY. I understand the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES] 
is absent unpaired. With consent, I will transfer my pair with the 


Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] to the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. Jones] and vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’? 

Mr. CULLOM. I havea general pair with the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. Gray], but by arrangement with the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. Pasco] he and I are at liberty to vote, and the Senator from 
went [Mr. Gray] will stand paired with my colleague [Mr. FAR- 
WELL]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Upon agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] the ayes are 18 


and the nays are 25, as the result is reported to the Chair, 
The list of yeas and nays is as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
ee Gorman, Paddock, Vest, 
Blac! burn, Hampton, Pasco, Voorhi 
Butler, Ingalls, Plumb, Wilson of Md, 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Keagan, 
Coke, McPherson, Vance, 
NAYS—24. 
Aldrich, Dixon, MeMillan, Sanders, 
Allison, Edmunds. Manderson, Sawyer, 
Blair, e, Mitchell, Sherman 
Cameron, T Moody, Stockbridge, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Platt, Teller, 
wes, Hoar, Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
ABSENT—42. 
Allen, Davis, Hearst, Ransom, 
Barbour, Dolph, Higgins, Spooner, 
te, x Jones of Nevada, Squire, 
Blodgett, i Kenna, Stanford, 
Brown, Farwell, Morgan, Stewa: 
Call. Faulkner, Morrill, Turpie 
Carlisle, eorge, Payne, Walthall, 
Casey, Gibson, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Chandler, Gray, Pierce, Wolcott, 
Colquitt, rris, Power, 
Daniel, Hawley, Pugh, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is rejected. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Now that we have made very strenuous efforts 
to reduce the tax upon cotton-ties and have failed, I desire to offersome 
amendments to paragraph 134, preceding the proviso. The determina- 
tion of the Senate seems to be that there shall bea tax based upon the 
importations of 1889 of $500,000 a year upon the cotton industry of the 
South, and that money, if protection protects, handed over to manu- 
facturing establishments in the North. Therefore I shall make an 
earnest effort to reduce now the tax upon the hoop or band iron from 
which these cotton-ties are made. I will offer first an amendment for 
an ad valorem instead of a specific rate of duty. I move to strike out 
all of that paragraph beginning on line 13 with the word ‘*valued”’ 
and ending with the word pound, in line 19, and to insert ‘*50 per 
cent. ad valorem,” so as to read: 

Hoop or band or scroll or other iron or steel, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The Cuter CLERK. In paragraph 134, after the word steel,“ in 
line 5, it is proposed to strike out lines 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, and down 
to and including the word pound,“ in line 19, as follows: 
valued at 3cents per pound or less, 8 inches or less in width, and less than 
three-eighths of 1 inch thick and not thinner than No. 10 wire Ara I cent per 


3 ; thinner than No. 10 wire gauge and not thinner than No. 20 wire gauge, 
„l cents per pound; thinner than No. 20 wire gauge, 1.3 cents per pound, 


And insert: 

Fifty per cent. ad valorem ; 

So as to read: 

Hoop or band or scroll or other steel, 50 per cent. ad Valorem. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to call attention to the fact that this 
common grade of iron which is made into hoop and band iron for the 
coarsest and crudest pu is now subject in the bill prepared by 
the committee to a duty of 105,32 per cent. and another portion to 62.68 
percent. The unit of value in the first instance is only 1 cent pe 
pound. Iron that costs $22.40 per ton is subjected to a duty of 105 
per cent. and iron that costs 1.8 cents per pound is subject to a duty 
of 62,68 per cent. 

These are the qualities of iron from which cotton-ties are made. I 
therefore desire to change the rate of duty in this whole paragraph from 
a specific rate of duty as it is now found in the paragraph toan ad va- 
lorem rate of duty of 50 percent. Certainly 50 per cent. isenough duty 
to be imposed upon iron that costs only $22.40 a ton. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from New Jersey pro to offer 
other amendments to the rates in this paragraph, I hope he will offer 
them all at once. It will save the time of the Senate in voting upon 
them. 

Mr. MGPHERSON, I desire to have the vote first taken on the change 
from a specific to an ad valorem rate. If that fails, then there are other 
amendments which I desire to offer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have already voted upon three different amend- 
ments to this paragraph, and I suggest, ifthe Senator proposes to offer 
an amendment to each one, first to make an ad valorem rate and then 
to reduce the specific rate, we shall consume days on one ph. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I was not aware that any amendment had been 
voted upon to this paragraph of the bill. 


but they were superseded by the consideration of cotton-ties. 


I thought they were offered, 


+ 
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Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator himself moved to make this rate 35 
per cent, upon all the articles in this paragraph, and we had a yea-and- 
nay vote on that, I think. à 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Ido not understand that any vote was taken 
on that, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The vote was taken by yeasand nays on Saturday 
on that question. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then, Mr. President, my motion is now in or- 
der, to move tostrike out all of the paragraph which I have stated and 
insert 50 per cent. ad valorem, and upon that question I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I suppose this is an amendment offered in 
the interest of agriculture. We heard a great deal about that from the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] on Saturday, and in the re- 
marks which he then submitted I find the following: 


Now, sir, here are the three great classes of producers of our country—the ag- 
ricuiturists, the miners, and the manufacturera—and they have made this com- 
or at least it has been made for them, that the taxes are to be levied upon 
© articles made by the manufacturer for their ‘‘encouragement" and pro- 
tection ” against competition; and taxes have been levied upon articles that 
com, with the miners who dig ores of iron and coal and everything of that 
kind from the soil. To give it the ce of equality and justice taxes are 
also levied upon the wheat and the corn and the oats and the cotton, ete., grown 
by the farmer. That on paper looks fair, but itso happens that it is a reality for 
the manufacturer and the miner and it is a delusion and a snare for the farmer. 
The manufacturer's articles and productions are 8 because he has 
competition that comes from across the water, from foreign countries; conse- 
gioar he has grown rich, and the manufacturers are now the wealthiest por- 
tion of the American people. The miners have flourished in the same propor- 
tion as an adjunct of the manufacturers. The minersand manufacturers together 
have grown rich and accumulated enormous wealth by this protective arrange- 
ment. But how has it been with the farmer? He has found that there is noth- 
ing to compete with him. A duty of cents a bushel is laid upon his wheat, of 
10 cents upon his corn, of 5 centsa pound or 2 cents spam do not remem- 
ber what it is, and it is immaterial, and I am very glad I do not remember it— 
upon his bacon, his pork, and bis beef, and all such things; but it turns out in 
fact and in truth that there is no competition with him coming from abroad, 
There is nothing to protect him against. 


If the Senator from North Carolina, before he made those remarks, |° 


had examined the document with reference to the imports and exports 

for the year ending June 30, 1890, he would have found that the farm- 

ers who have nothing to compete with coming from abroad had the 

following items brought from abroad in competition with them: 

Value of agricultural products imported into the United States for twelve 
months ending June 30, 1890. 
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I have omitted from that statement the sugar and molasses, etc., of 
which we imported during that year $89,737, 284, and tobacco, $17,605,- 
663, which being added to the statement I have already made would 
make an importation of $196, 439, 296. 

So, then, it appears that there is a little competition coming from 
abroad with the agriculturists of the United States. It seems to me 
that we may as well take some care of the agriculturists as we go along 
while we are taking care of the manufacturers. I believe in the pro- 
tective system. I shall vote against the amendment offered by the 
Senator from New Jersey. I believe in such legislation in regard to 
our customs laws as will protect all of the interests of the country, 
‘agriculture as well as the others. 

We have some examples of how well the protective feature works for 
the benefit of the agriculturist, even where the duty is not sufficiently 
protective to him; as, for instance, on another occasion I presented a 
table showing the effect of our protective system on the lands of the 
country. In that table I included Ohio, Indiana, Michigan, Illinois, 
Wisconsin, lowa, Minnesota, Nebraska, Kansas, and Missouri. I find 
that in those States in the counties where manufacturing plants have 
been established the average price of land per acre was $13. 45 more than 
it was in the same States in counties in which no manufacturing plants 
had been established; and that of itself, it seems to me, is an object- 
lesson from which we may fairly draw the deduction that as we diffuse 
manufacturing establishments and encourage our manufacturing indus- 
tries we are also encouraging the agriculturist by advancing the value 
of his property and by giving him better prices. If the agriculturists 
of the United States had not had this competition pany Sard twelve 
months ending on the 30th of June last, they would have a better 
market than they had. Therefore, Mr. President, as the consideration 
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of this bill goes on I shall favor those substantial duties on cult- 
ural products which will assure to the agriculturists of the United 


States a command of the home market. 

Mr. BUTLER. How does the Senator account for the depreciation 
of, farm lands in the State of Ohio if the table he has just read is an 
object-lesson? I see by a paper that the appraisement of land values 
in Ohio is as follows: 


The appraisement of land values in Ohio under the present census, for the 
first time in the history of the State, shows a marked falling off in the value of 
farm lands, in some counties approaching as high as from 20 to 30 per cent, In 
the county of Wayne, which is said to be one of the agricultural districts, 
there is a decrease in the appraised farm values of 14} per cent., or $7 per acre, 
since the last appraisement, and the decrease in real or market value is esti- 
mated to be at least $20 per acre. 

That is the State of Ohio. Ishould he very glad if the Senator would 
explain that as an object-lesson for the high protective duties on farm 
implements. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, The Senator did not speak lond enough for 
me to hear him, 

Mr. BUTLER. I read an extract from a newspaper, which says the 
depreciation of farm lands in Ohio— 

In some counties approaches as bigh as from 20 to 30 per 
There isa in the appraised farm values of 14} per cent., or $7 per 
since the lastappraisement, and the decrease in real or market value is estima 
to be at least $20 per acre. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I presume, if the Senator from Sonth Caro- 
lina will ran that down to its source, he will find that in the degree 
that it may be correct it will apply to the counties in which manu- 
facturing establishments have not been created and are not in opera- 
tion. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is taken from the census report. That is the 
source from which the newspaper appears to derive it, 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will remember that in 1883 the tariff on 
wool was largely reduced. 5 

Mr. BUTLER. Does tbat reduce the value of land? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly, of sheep lands. 

Mr. BUTLER. That kind of wool will not do to pull over the eyes 
of the American people. It may do for New Hampshire, but it will 
not do where I live, or in Ohio, or in Kansas. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If I do not interrupt the Senator ſrom Iowa 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Not at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think I can relieve the trouble of my friend 
from South Carolina on that subject. I know every county in the 
State of Ohio, I have not the official returns of the census, but my 
impression is that, taking the whole State through, there will be some- 
what of a diminution in the value of farm lands in Ohio, as there is in 
New York, as there is in New England, and as there is almost every- 
where East because of the competition from the Western country. I 
have no doubt it will be so to some extent in Indiana. Whether it 
will extend to Illinois, I do not know. 

But the reason of that is obvious, Within the last ten or twenty 
years the enormous development of the Western country, probably un- 
exampled in the history of any nation in the world, has been so great 
that it has become utterly idle for ſarmers in the Middle States to at- 
tempt to compete with the farmers of the Western States in any of the 

t cereals heretofore the chief production of our farmers. 

Mr. BUTLER. Or even in raising wool. ‘ 

Mr. SHERMAN. In raising wool we are increasing, I am thankful 
to say, although under very adverse circumstances. Let me explain to 
the Senator the reason; and if he had traveled over this country as much 
as I have he would see it. I was in Canada about two years ago, and 
I will give my observation of wheat-growing there as the best illustra- 
tion I can give. As I went along the Canadian Pacific Railroad, Isaw 
about 3,000 acres, as near as I could judge, in wheat and barley and 
oats, 500 miles west of Winnipeg. I wondered where the people lived 
who raised that wheat, corn, and barley. I saw no cabins, no houses, 
no buffaloes. There the grain grew and was growing luxuriantly. 
Some time in August, when I returned over that same road, all that 
wheat, etc., had been cut and harvested, and much of it was on its way 
to Montreal for market. 

I inquired who did all this, I was told that the people who culti- 
vated that land lived some 50 or 60 miles away in villages, that they 
went out there with their machines, plowed and sowed the land in the 
spring, went off and left it, and came back there in August and Zot the 
wheat and other grain, thrashed it, and shipped it to market. That 
state of conditions exists south of the line also. I have seen some of 
these great farms in Western Minnesota and the Eastern Dakotas, luxu- 
riant, magnificent regions, where grain was sown with great facility and 
ease and raised, reaped, and thrashed all through that vast region of 
country. Now for the farmers of Ohio to attempt to compete with the 
farmers of those regions in raising wheat is idle, and so in regard to 
corn. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN, Let me finish this statement in reply to the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina and I will then give way. in regard to 
the corn, The production of corn in our country enormously in- 
creased and has now got to be over 2,000,000,000 bushels. Where is 
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it grown? To some extent itis still grown in Ohio in a few favored 
-valleys where the annual rise of the water fertilizes the soil and they 
may continué to grow it year in and year out. For some eighty years 
some of the valleys of Ohio have been cultivated in corn without 
change, but itis because the soil is annually supplied with a coat of 
manure by natural causes, by the overflow of the water, but that does 
not exist except in the valleys. The result is that, although Ohio can 
continue to grow corn, it can not compete with the West. Iowa thirty 
years ago was almost an uncultivated region, with scarcely any corn 
grown in it, and it was believed at that time to be incapable of raising 
corn, but Iowa produces now 1 do not know how many millions of 
bushels of corn, and it is found to be a very profitable crop; they can 
raise it for less, for one-half or one-third of what the farmers of Ohio 
can in ordinary times. 

The result has been in these Middle States to reduce the value of 
purely farm lands. In one county, of Wayne, where the town of Wooster 
is situated—I know it very well, as it is only 30 miles from where I 
live—it is said by the Senator from South Carolina [ Mr. BUTLER] that 
lands have decreased in value. This may be so.as there are few manu- 
facturing establishments in that county, while in the adjoining county 
of Stark on theeast and the county of Richland where I live on the west, 
the value of real estate I have no doubt has increased, because in Mans- 
field and Canton, two flourishing cities on either side of Wayne County, 
very large manufacturing establishments have grown up. The city of 
Canton has now grown to be a town of 25,000 inhabitants, and Mansfeld 
atownof 15,000 inhabitants, but the farmers are producing not so much 
wheat, not farm products of that kind, but are producing articles neces- 
sary for food for the persons employed in the workshops. That ex- 
Eevee) of the change of the relative value of farm land is very easily 
made. 

But take the aggregate value of the real estate in the State of Ohio 
this year and compare it with what it was ten years ago, and you will 
find that the property in the city of Cleveland has more than trebled 
in value, and that of the city of Cincinnati has largely grown and per- 
haps doubled and its population largely increased. You will find the 
aggregate value of the property of all the cities largely increased, and 
wherever the land is situated near a manufacturing industry that land 
is always increased in value, but its productions are not the same as 
ten years ago. This explanation, I may. say, applies to many other 
places besides those familiar to me in the State of Ohio. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think there is no doubt about the entire accuracy 
of what the Senator states about the increased value of real estate in 
the State of Ohio. I think that is true almost all over the country, 
but the point I was directing attention to was that the theory upon 
which the Senator from Ohio had just been proceeding, and the theory 
of all the high protectionists, I believe, is that the protective tariff has 
a tendency to enhance the value of farm lands, because the farmer gets 
a home market for his products, and therefore his land goes up. 

Now, the contrary appears to have been true in Ohio; it certainly 
has been throughout New England. Whilst I have no doubt in the 
aggregate the value of real estate is greater by reason of the increased 
population of the cities, the value of the farm lands has gone exactly 
the other way. It seems to be true in Ohio, it is true in New Eng- 
land, it is true everywhere, that where manufactures have flourished 
to a very large extent the cities have been bnilt up at the expense of 
the country; that the real estate in cities has been enhanced while the 
rural districts have depreciated in value. I think that is true allover 
the United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator does not yet see the point. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is the point I was making. 

Mr, SHERMAN, As a matter of course the Jands around the man- 
ufacturing centers have not declined, but the reason why the lands in 
the Middle States generally have declined in places where they are not 
favored with manufacturing industries is because of the competition 
from the West, from our own countrymen. We can not compete with 
those fresh, fertile regions of the West; and that condition will con- 
tinue to exist; we can not avoid it, and no tariff law affects it at all. 
It is a natural competition with other parts of our country. 

Mr. BUTLER. It seems to me, if the Senator will pardon me, he has 
not seen the point. The point I make is that if the high ive 
tariff in excluding foreign manufactures furnishesa home market for the 
farmer, his land should be enhanced and increased in value instead of 
diminished. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is on account of the outside production fur- 
nished from the far West. Though we formerly sent wheat from Ohio, 
now we bring wheat from Minnesota and consume it. It is not the 
tariff that affects the value of land in Ohio. Ina less direct way it 
does affect it and affects it favorably; but it is competition from fresh 
soil in the West that brings about a reduction in the price of agricult- 
ural land in Ohio. I promised to yield to the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. Jones]. : 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I simply wanted to state to the Senator, 
in connection with his explanation that it is the development of the 
West which has rendered lands in Ohio and other Eastern States less 
valuable, that while he was making the statement I picked up the re- 
port of the Secretary of Agriculture, from which I see that the total 


crop of wheat in 1880 was 498,000,000 bushels, leaving off odd thou- 

sands, and thatin 1889 the product was 490,000,000 bushels, 8,000,000 

fewer bushels of wheat in the total production in the United States, 

3 had been an increase in population of 33 per cent., or about 
5,000,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now the Senator does not do himself justice un- 
less he states with that fact that the crop reported by the census of 1880 
was the largest crop ever grown in the State of Ohio, and this great 
crop in Ohio and the West did more than anything else to start that 
rapid advance in the prosperity of our country which occurred in 1879 
and 1880, and along there, after the resumption of specie payments, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Thecrop of 1883 was 504,000,000 bushels, 
larger than the crop of 1880, and it was 512,000,000 bushels in 1884. 
So it will be seen that these figures would be directly in the face of the 
argument made by the Senator from Ohio, that it was the increased 
product of wheat in the West that had rendered it impossible to grow 
wheat in the Eastern States. While there has been an increase in 
population of about 33 per cent., there has been an absolute decrease in 
the total production of wheat. 5 

Mr. SHERMAN. There has been variation. Take the crop of cot- 
ton; it has varied from seven to four million bales in different years, 
up and down. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, The crop has not been as low as four 
million bales in twenty-five years. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Sometimes the absence of rain for two or three 
weeks not only affects the corn crop, but the cotton crop, and causes of 
that kind make fluctuations of quantities, but not of value, because 
usually the short crop, the smaller crop, is worth as much as a large crop. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The value of land in Ohio immediately 
succeeding this small crop, if the Senator’s theory is correct, should be 
larger this year than for a number of years, while the truth is, lam 
certain, that itis very much smaller. A great deal of this, I believe, 
results from the fact that the price of wheat in 1880 was 95 cents, ac- 
cording to this statement, while it is now 69 cents. There has been 
this decrease in the price of wheat, from 95 to 69 cents, under the op- 
eration of this beneficent protective tariff, which the Senator from 
Ohio wants to extend ! 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is another fact which the Senator fails to 
take into consideration. By the enormous increase of railroads in 
Russia, and in India especially, where this industry has been enor- 
mously developed, the wheat from India, the wheat from Russia, and from 
Austria-Hungary and other portions of Europe has supplied the de- 
mand in Europe and has greatly lessened the demand for American 
products. But this year our exports are i i If the Senator 
will look at the tables—I have not them before me, but I saw them 
he will see that the exports this year will amount to sixty or seventy 
million dollars more than they were the year before. That and other 
causes combined have produced the prosperity we are now beginning 
to feel. You can not judge without taking all these cireumstances into 
consideration. 

But I say to the Senator the reason why we are in favorof a protective 
system in Ohio is because the protective system, by establishing in the 
State of Ohio enormous interests that did not exist there before, has _ 
added to the employment of our people, to the wealth of our people. 
There are fewer farmers but more mechanics and persons in the 
workshop, and the aggregate wealth of the State, the productions of 
the State, are increasing in value year by year with great rapidity; 
and so with all these States. They may decline in farming, but they 
increase in manufacturing. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Before the Senator from Ohio leaves the floor I 
should like to call his attention to a fact. I have a strong attachment 
for the State of Ohio, and have reason to have, and I am sorry to see 
any evidence of her degeneracy and decay in wealth. 

Mr. SHERMAN. You need not mourn over that. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have here an authority, however, which I 
should be glad to know whether the Senator agrees with or not. Some 
four years ago or less the governor of that State, Governor Foraker, 
in an official address to the Legislature, comparing the condition of 
Ohio at the time he was speaking with what it was in 1880, only seven 
or eight years prior to the time of which he was speaking, used this 


There has been a heavy decline. Farm property is from 25 to 50 percent, 
cheaper than it then was. 

If that is an evidence of the progress and prosperity of that great 
Commonwealth in physical wealth and cultivation under a high pro- 
tective tariff, then I have to be taught to read figures, letters, and 
words backwards. 

The point presented by the other side of the Chamber is that this 
monstrous system, as it appears to us, is a friend, a supporter, and a 
help to the farmers and farming interests. On the contrary, under 
and by virtue of its malign influence, farming property has withered 
away atleast one-third. It is so in Indiana, it is so in Ohio, and I 
give here the evidence of that aggressive, strong governor of the State, 
Mr. Foraker, who, whatever people may say of him, is the kind of 
man I somehow like, for he fights his battlesand he accepts defeat with 
courage. 
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Now, the constant strain in this Chamber, that which the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. WILSsox] gives forth occasionally, would be mocked 
at and derided and scoffed by a meeting of farmers if he were to stand up 
and tell them that they are prospering. Go and tell them in Ohio, orin 
Indiana, or any place else that their farms are growing more valuable, 
that they are growing richer every day; repeat the closing sentences 
here uttered by the Senator from Ohio that they are growing in wealth 
and abounding in prosperity! It is not so. The farm lands in the 
best part of Ohio eae in the best part of Indiana are 25 per cent. below 
what they were ten years ago, and well you gentlemen know it, 

I did not expect to interrupt this discussion, but this strong and 
striking statement of the governor of Ohio, made Jess than four years 
ago, ought to go as a contribution to the general stock of knoweldge 
on this question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Senator quotes Governor For- 
aker, and that statement, no doubt, at the time he made it was substan- 
tially true; but does Governor Foraker say that that is caused by the 
protective system or by the tarifflaws? On the contrary, but for the 
protective syst;ym Ohio might be on the retrograde, because we can not 
compete in agricultural productions, especially in the great cereals, 
with the West. But, sir, it is the protective system that enables us to 
repair that loss, to build up industries. Every progressive community 
must from time to time change its course of industry. 

Ohio was once purely an agricultural State, with scarcely any manu- 
factures, and now itis the third manufacturing State in the Union. 
We can not prevent the natural competition that comes from other por- 
tions of our country in the production of wheat and food products, but 
whenever the circumstances change against us and we see that these 
fresh virgin soils can produce these articles cheaper than we can, we do 
what all successful men do, we change to some extent the nature of our 

roductions. We then invest our money in these manufacturing estab- 

ishments; and, as I said before,we have so changed our industry that 
now Ohio is the third manufacturing State in the Union. We have our 
coal fieldsand we look to othersourcesof wealth. We have our commerce 
to the upper lakes; we have our property and regions of supply in 
Canada and along Lake Superior. Onr industries are somewhat 
changed, and the Senator can not quote Governor Foraker or any per- 


„son who is familiar with this subject as proving in the slightest degree 


that the cause of the decline in our farm lands in Ohio is the protective 
system. 

Sup we break itdown, Mr. President. Suppose we had no manu- 
facturing there now? Would not our farmers be subject still to the 
same competition in agriculture from the West, and then not only would 
our farm lands go down, but our cities would go down, our towns 
would dwindle, and all the active hives of industry that now cover that 
beautiful State would be embarrassed. 

Mr. HOAR. The workmen in the manufactories would have to go 
to farming. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The workmen would have to go to farming, and 
instead of being confined to localities here and there where it is not 
convenient or profitable to build up manufacturing industries, then the 
decline in farming lands all over the State would go on, not in a par- 
ticular locality, 

Mr. VOORHEES. If it will not interrupt the Senator, T wish to 
ask him a question right here. I do not much believe in this colloquial 
style of debate and I regret always to put in inquiries of this kind; 
but the Senator draws a graphic picture in that strong and nervous 
style of his of the development of Ohio into the third State as a manu- 
facturing State. That is all true. Why does he do that? Is that to 
account for the fact that your lands are worth 30 per cent. less to-day 
than they were before manufactures were developed? I ask the Sena- 
tor why this description, why this picture he draws of the manufact- 
uring interests? It is true; I admit it is true; but then does he give 
it to the Senate to account for the fact that the lands have cheapened 
all over the State, or why? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No. 
because of Western competition. 
our farms. 

I have a better illustration and a better answer than that. Free trade 
exists in England, absolute free trade with all the world. All the 
glories of free trade there exist. What has depressed the land of Eng- 
land? ‘The land of England to-day shows not a depreciation of 20 per 
cent., but it is not worth one-third of what it was before. In no part 
of the habitable globe bas the price of land fallen so rapidly and surely 
asin England. Why? Because they there have the natural results 
of free trade. The farming land of England, once so beautiful—they 
raised almost everything there—is now all pasture-land. Youscarcely 
see tillable land anywhere in England, except in favored regions. 

Mr. BUTLER, Is not that very largely due to the fact thatlands in 
England are in the hands of comparatively few? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is an enormous evil, but that is not the only 
reason. The fact is that where they offer to rent their lands for arable 
purposes they do not produce the crops that will pay the expense, 
either to the renter or the proprietor. Why? Because d in- 
vites their free trade, and the food of England is brought from Amer- 
ica, brought from other parts of the world, and therefore the farming 


On the contrary, our lands are depreciated 
We have provided a substitute for 


industry is utterly destroyed in almost all parts of England. I rode 
over it last year, having been over it two or three times before, and 
you could scarcely see a field of growing grain. They have no corn, 
asa matter of to on account of their climate, but the old fields of 
barley and wheat and rye and the various crops that were grown there 
thirty or forty years ago were not there. It is a broad pasture and 
beautitul as possible, but grass land, and that is about all. 

Mr. President, the effect of free trade in Ohio we feel, because we 
have free trade with Minnesota, with Iowa, with Nebraska, and all 
that region of country. They can raise farm products cheaper than we 
can, and therefore we are driven out of that business, and if we did not 
go to something else we would probably be as pooras they are in some 
regions where they have not thesame energy and facility and industry; 
we should be poor indeed. It is because we adapt ourselves to the 
changed condition of affairs and look to fresh industry and new indus- 
tries to supply the place of the old that we are able to hold our head 
up and boast of our progress in comfort and increase in wealth, 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator yield to me to make a remark or 
rather to make a quotation? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. It shows the effect of free trade over the country in 
Colonel Benton’s time, following the tariff of 1816. He says: 


No price for property; no sales except those of the sheriff and the marshal; 
no purchasers at execution sales except the creditor or some hoarder of money: 
no employment for industry ; no demand for labor; no sale for the products of 
the farm; nosound of the hammer except that of the auctioneer knocking down 
property. Distress was the universal cry of the people; relief the universal de- 


mand. 

Mr. BUTLER. What is the date of that? 

Mr. CULLOM. It is the language of Colonel Benton in the Senate 
of the United States after the free-trade tariff of 1816. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is rather ancient history, Mr. President, 

Mr. CULLOM. It is still the truth. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, I want to change my tone and leave the 
tariff question to refer to another matter. 

Ihave not participated much in the debate on this bill. I have 
yoted steadily for the amendments proposed by the committee and the 
bill as reported. We have spent nearly three weeks in the considera- 
tion of this bill, and we are not one-fifth of the way through it. Now, 
unless the Senate of the United States has made up its mind tosit here 
consecutively along until December—and I do not know but that I 
could as well do it as any one—and take it easily, come at a reason- 
able hour and adjourn at a reasonable hour, and continue in perpetual 
session, it seems to me that Senators ought to be satisfied with one 
vote upon a proposition and let us get along. 

I certainly from the beginning of this controversy to this time have 
not taken e much time as I have now in ly to the Senator 
from South Carolina, I submit it to the Senate. I do not want to see 
any change in the rules of the Senate if we can avoid it, but the duty 
of the majority here is manifest. Everybody can see that we are re- 
sponsible, although we do not ereate this delay. Senators must perceive 
as sensible men that the majority under the circumstances must some 
timeor other take the responsibility of limiting debate, and with these 
repeated votes by the yeas and nays and the delay when the absence of 
a quorum is disclosed we must try in some way to get along. 

I have been in hopes that it would come from the other side of the 
Chamber; that some time would be fixed when a vote may be had upon 
this bill and they would forego the repeated calls for the yeas and nays 
and the repeated votes on various questions, and that in this way we 
might see the daylight through this session and get a chance at Tea 
to go home for awhile among our respective ee T appeal to 
Senators on the other side. I am sorry we are not in fuller numbers 
here all around us, but it is the case,and has been in all times ever 
since I have been a member of the Senate, that it is very rarely you 
can hold more than two-thirds of the Senate present except in the win- 
ter time. 

Mr. VOORHEES. May Lask the Senator a question? I know there 
has been no disposition on this side of the Chamber, so far as I am in- 
formed, to delay or obstruct proceedings, certainly none on mine. I 
have been out of the Senate for the last two weeks perhaps more than 
any other Senator, on account of sore affliction. But do I understand 
the Senator to say or intimate that a quorum has been lacking from 
absenteeism upon this side of the Chamber oftener than on his own? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not say anything of the kind. I simply — 

Mr. VOORHEES. Then it ought not to be a matter of reproach to us. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I simply referred to all the motions for amend- 
ment, Here isa bill that has been gone over, passed the House of 
Representatives, gone over by a committee of this body. It contains 
the general outlines and the scheme for, you may say, a protective tariff; 
you may say it is a high protective tariff; you demonstrate it and we 
do not deny it. It is a tariff which will protect every industry and I 
believe build up nearly all the industries that can be profitably em- 
ployed in this country. It isa pretty high protective tariff on some 
points. I would be willing to yield a point here and there, although 
the scale of all these rates, especially in this iron schedule, has been 
gone over and over again. It is substantially the same that we voted 
upon two years ago. It has been reduced in several important partic- 
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ulars. So it is not a new thing; the whole proposition has been de- 
bated here since 1883 on the report of the Tariff Commission. It has 

the Senate substantially. This metal schedule does not vary 
in any material matter except in, perhaps, one or two cases. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And those are reductions. $ 

Mr. SHERMAN. And those are reductions. In three or four 
great items of iron we have reduced the duty one-tenth of a cent a 
pound, or about one-fourth or one-fifth or whatever it may be. It 
seems to me we ought to make more progress if we wish to get along. 
As I said before, I never have seen the Senate keep more than two-thirds 
of its number here during the summer time. Senators are unwell, 
they are called away by sickness, or they have business at home; they 
must be absent, and I do not complain of that when there is any neces- 
sity forit. But I can appeal, as the other side only offer amendments, 
as this side seems to be entirely satisfied with the bill except here and 
there on a particular point where efforts are made to change it—they 
rarely come from this side—I think I may appeal to the Senate, which 
is interested alike in an adjournment within a reasonable time, that 
Senators on the other side may make their amendments not quite so 
frequent, and not be so anxious to call the yeas and nays upon all ot 
them, and not to vary them in slight shades, but whenever important 
questions come up let us have one square vote upon them and then 
end it. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I simply wish to say in reply to the last 
remarks of the Senator from Ohio that it would be well for that Sena- 
tor to apply some discipline to his own side of the Chamber in regard 
to the consumption of time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not make any distinction; I say that be- 
tween this side or the other. As to the attendance, I feel bound to say, 
if the Senator appeals to me on that score, that as a rule the Demo- 
cratic Senators have had their proportion fully up to our proportion on 
this side of the Chamber. I feel bound to say that they have it atthis 
moment. 

Mr. VEST. Then that very fact ought to su t an answer to 
what the Senator has said in that regard. If he finds that the domi- 
nant party in this Chamber, with the pressure of the manufacturing 
intereits of the country brought upon them daily and hourly for the 
passage of this bill, are not able to restrain their own members in the 
discussion of this question, he ought certainly not to criticise the ac- 
tion of Democratic Senators. 

The Senator says that this bill is acceptable to his side of the Cham- 
ber. The record does not show that fact. On the other hand, the 
most aggressive attacks have been made upon it from his own side and 
from one of the States of the Union that gave the largest majority for 
the Republican party in the late election. 

The record will show further, Mr. President, that when the roll-calls 
have been had here a larger number of Democratic Senators have been 
present in proportion to numbers than of Senators upon the other side 
of the Chamber. We come here at 10 o’clock in the morning, imme- 
diately after breakfast, work until 6 o’clock (and in giving my own 
experience I know I give that of a large majority of the Senate), and 
then go to our respective homes and answer our mail, look over neces- 
sary papers, and receive visitors on current business, and if we get to 
bed by midnight it is a fortunate circumstance, Then in the morning 
immediately after breakfast we are here again. How it is possible for 
human nature with this sort of work todo more surpasses my com- 
prehension. i > 

Besides that, the record of other tariff bills bears out the statement 
that there has been no extraordinary delay in regard to this measure. 
After the last Presidential election—and I speak not only from the 
record, but my own personal knowledge—we came back here and con- 
sumed six weeks in the discussion of the Senate substitue for the Mills 
bill, which was passed in the Senate and failed in the other House; 
and with the time consumed tefore the election we were nearly three 
months, within a fraction of three months, in the discussion of that 
measure. It is impossible to restrain Senators, with a country as 
large as ours, with its diversified interests, with the antagonisms 
that exist, from not only discussing, but calling for the yeas and nays 
upon specific items in such a bill. No authority can restrain a Sena- 
tor in a case like that. 

But the salient point in this whole discussion, if there be a point, 
is whether there is a systematic attempt to delay this bill on this side 
of the Chamber, and I assert that no possible evidence can be brought 
here to show it. Iam willing to take what I have said and compare 
it with anything said upon the other side in regard to the fact as to 
whether it has been pertinent to the issues before the Senate or not, 
The fact that the yeas and nays are called upon different items in the 
bill results from the fact that every Senator in his own individual judg- 
ment must pass upon the question whether he wants the record as to 
a vote or not; and that isthe whole of it. I assert here, if my personal 
assurance is worth anything, that, so far from a desire to delay this 
measure unnecessarily, we havein our discussions determined that no 
such charge should be brought against us unless in an unfair and par- 
tisan spirit; that it was bad policy to pursue such a course; and we 
have also determined, andit is well that we should be understood, that 
every item in this bill shall be discussed if necessary and its contents 


made known to the people of the United States, and it is all that is 
left to the minority in this Chamber. , 

The Senator has alluded to the fact that this bill has been carefully 
prepared by a committee. Yes, Mr. President, and that furnishes me 
occasion to make another remark. This bill was pre by a portion 
of the Finance Committee of the Senate with the assistance of ex 
one of whom has been in this Chamber during the whole debate. We 
are expected after that work has been finished and is put before the 
Senate and the country, to take up this bill 

Mr, SHERMAN. The expert is the clerk of the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely. 

Mr. VEST. He is an expert. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly he is, and we are all experts in this 
3 We have our business to do here, and it is his right to be 

ere, 

Mr. VEST. I do not object to his presence, but I am speaking of 
the fact. I say that with all the official sources eagerand anxious to 
assist them, with an expert at their elbow, this bill has been prepared 
and put here with a change of classification, with a change of duty 
from ad valorem to specific, and with mixed duties, and we are ex- 
pected under this rush of business to take up this bill and be ready ont 
ot hand to meet the experts on the other side, of whom the Senator 
from Rhode Island is one, and, because we insist upon asking questions 
and trying as industriously as we can to find out what has been done, 
we are taunted, by imputation at least, with an attempt to delay the 
public business! 

It makes no difference what is the result, unless it is done by force 
applied in some sort of fashion here, we intend to go through this bill 
just exactly as if no legislation was behind it or before it. It must be 
analyzed, and it will be before this debate is concluded. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. Witson] has given us a conspicuous 
example of bringing in matters that are not pertinent to the pending 
question. Here in the discussion of an item in the steel and iron sched- 
ule he introduced the depression of agriculture. Nota syllable had 
been said about it on this side of the Chamber; and it was only the 
other day that the same Senator read here a tariff-league bulletin on 
the decline of prices in the United States, which he ascribed to the 
tariff, an old copy of a tariff-league bulletin, published by the manu- 
facturers of the United States and distributed all over this country, 
scattered all over my State within my personal knowledge for the last 
five years, I think, for the last two certainly, the substance of which 
has been before us for five years. This thing from the Iowa newspa 
has been distributed all over the country as a bulletin from the — 
league association. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I will say to the Senator that if it was 
published for the last four or five years and circulated in the State of 
Missouri, it was published and circulated before its preparation. 

Mr. VEST. L said the substance of it, Mr. President. The Senator 
need not stick at words and syllables. I said the substance of it, and 
that this particular document had been distributed in the West for 
months, and I will bring it down to that time—thousands upon thou- 
sands of copies within my personal knowledge. Yet the Senator read 
the whole of that statement here and there was no complaint as to de- - 
lay. On the other hand, I looked at the Senator from Rhode Island 
when the Senator from Iowa was reading about the increase of the duty 
on wheat and corn and rye and beef cattle, brought in as imports to 
compete with domestic products—I looked at the Senator from Rhode 
Island and a beatific smile irradiated his countenance as he moved up 
to the Senator from Iowa so as not to miss a single drop of the celestial 
balm that came down upon his manufacturing heart. 

Now we are asked to believe, as the Senator from Iowa told us the 
other day and as the Senator from Ohio tells us to-day, that there is 
no such great depression in agricultural interests as has been stated. 
We are told by the Senator from Ohio that in the vicinity of manu- 
facturing establishments farming lands have gone up in value. I hap- 
pen to find before me—and I do not propose to quote from newspapers, 
but from official documents—the testimony taken before the eee and 
Means Committee of the House in to farm products, and if Sen- 
ators will turn to page 910 they will find, headed“ Manufactures and 
Agriculture Compared, the testimony of Mr. Weddeburn, who ap- 
peared in behalf of the National Grange of the United States and of 
the State Grange of Virginia, of which he is president, He had been 
before the committee on a former occasion and was cross-examined 
closely by the Republican members of the committee to disprove the 
fact that there was agricultural depression in the United States. 

In reply to that portion of the argument of the Senator from Ohio 
which is involved in the statement that the tariff by building up man- 
ufactures has furnished a market for agricultural products in the vicin- 
ity of those manufacturing establishments, I proceed to quote the state- 
ment of Mr. Weddeburn, who appeared, as I said, for the National 
Grange and for the State Grange of Virginia before the Ways and Means 
Committee. This was his second appearance. He said: 

In response to a request ofone of the gentlemen of your committee to furnish 


figures and 3 in substantiation of my statement in relation to the de- 
pressed condition of agriculture in the manufacturing States of New England, 
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P 1 and New J , Lherewith submit figures and 
Aa Herter, although In so doing 1 will further state that I desired to bs just and 
uitable in my first statement, and that in thissupplement thereto, that instead 
of going to Stale reports and speeches to Gab out threadbare facts, I have gone 
~ to tain-head of information — this oon oreo hn herewith submit 
ied me by Hon. J. R. Dodge, statist of the Department 
date of January 25, 1890. 
I must be permitted to say that Mr. J. R. Dodge will not be sus- 
-pected of any affinity for the Democratic party or what is denominated 
free-trade doctrine. He has persistently issued bulletins from his bu- 
reau in regard to agriculture which ought in fairness to have come from 
the headquarters of the national committee of the Republican party. 
They have been sent out as official statements, but they were really 
isan arguments in favor of the position which the Senator from 
hio and the Senator from Iowa have taken here. Mr. Dodge furnishes 
these figures, found on page 910 and 911 of the testimony before the 
Ways and Means Committee, as to the condition of agriculture from 
1870 to 1880, not in the agricultural States of the West, but in the 
manufacturing States of New England, New Jersey, New York, etc., 
and I give the general result: 
SUMMARY. 
From these figures the following result is obtainable: 
of farm 


That the acreage lands in the manufacturing States increased between 
1870 and 18s0, 5,241,256 acres, while the total value forthe same period decreased 
as follows: 

— ͤ ANAS ͤ EI ⁵⅛—vy ͤ— ³»¹ tp Ly OO, SOE 
. I OE EA T — MOR 


— —— 390,586,795 


Decrease in the decade ... 

Decrease per acre, 1870, 880,38; 1888, $41.24; equal to 88.91 during the nineteen 
years, 3 the period of 1870 to 188%, inclusive. 

‘The decrease in farm products, ete. 


— $359, 793, 467 
wss. 693, 917, 363 
Total deorsass r ——ꝗ—————ͤ—.— 175, 78. 104 
Add loss in land ——. t 7 


And we have a total o. sevonresreessneee eee 531, 462, 899 

I commend to Senators that article, brought before this committee 
by the representative of the National Grange and the State Grange of 
Virginia, in answer to the statements they have made here. If other 
Pin saat be necessary I ask Senators to turn to the evidence produced 
by Mr. Gerard C. Brown, a State senator of Pennsylvania, from York 
County, given before the same committee. 

Mr. TELLER. On what page is that? 

Mr. VEST. That ison page 862. Ishould like to read all of it, be- 
cause it deals with different Itural products and conditions in 
different parts of the country, but I shall read what he says in regard 
to the people among whom he lives; and we all know what York 
County, Pennsylvania, is. It is the garden spotof the East, the finest 

icultural country in the East, not only in Pennsylvania, but any- 
where else. He says: 


is apparent in the older 2 
erel on is more tin more y settled, 
— ing and Senegal sony ocala 

sold underthe mer in York County last year 
than ever before, In Berks County more sheriff's sales of farms than in an 
three 3 This was not on account of any failure of crops, whi 

t average. 
x property is not similarly affected. We find towns and villages as a rule 
‘4 the i marvelous, 


Country stores of ten 3 


buil place of the snabby little grocery, 
. A prosperity is indicated w: does not characterize the farms in the ne 
borh vestment. 


ood, which represent a much larger in 
And a regen e poga, answering the specific points that have 
in 


been on the other this debate, Mr. Brown says: 
If agriculture was as flourishing as manufactures o to be with 47 per cent, 
tariff, then doubtless they would be told that this waa the cause of their prosper- 


Ho then can we resist the inference that it is a factor of our depression? 
ow, NAE pay, Ore agriculture must have the same p: as man- 
Grantit; how can we get it through a tariff? 
What will you favor with hi; rates of duty? How can you thus help the 
price of any of our great stapi when we produce them largely in excess of 
Hur needs ard always have a surplus to sell abroad? 


If we nce 450,000,000 bushels of wheat and can consume but 325,000,000, the 
remai: 125,000,000 must find another market or eventually rot here, and the 
price wheat sells for in that market delimits the market price of the much la 


F The present tariff of 20 cents a bushel does not affect 
price, and were it twice 20 centa, or were it $20, it still would notincrease it 
one centa bushel. This illustration holds for the great staple products of our 


The Senator from Ohio said, Look at England.“ That is the staple 
cry of the protectionists, Look at England.“ If what he said in his 
be true, that the creation of man establishments in 

is country makes an increase in the price of agricultural products 
surrounding those establishments, how is it that En d, even with 
the competition from abroad, the whole of that isl: almost a single 


factory—that the farmers, the few farmers in Great Britain, are suffering 
from the depression of which he speaks? Why is it that those manu- 
facturing establishmentsdo not furnish a home market, in spite of all 
importations, that would bring about prosperity among the farmers? 


But the complete answer to the Senator from Ohio is that there is 
no analogy and can be none between Great Britain and the United 
States. Their density of population compared with ours, their peculiar 
laws in regard to land tenure and the landlord system, which is to- 
day the cause of bloodshed and the revolt of the Irish people against 
the monstrous injustice that is put upon them—these things exist 
there, with the hereditary tendencies of ages to put land in the hands 
of a few in order to put in comparativeslavery the many. But we have 
a virgin continent, washed upon each side by oceans; with 10,000 
miles of seaboard; with a diversity of production that extends from the 
tropics into the cold regions of the north; with a population in whose ` 
blood flow aggression and conquest and with a brain in which there is 
no limit to invention; and we are told that agriculture is depressed in 
this country from natural causes, and not by artificial methods, and we 
are told that England furnishes us an analogous ease. 

Mr. CAMERON, Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him just 
one moment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

2 Mr. * The Senator has quoted ſrom the testimony of Mr. 
rown 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir; Gerard C. Brown. 

Mr. CAMERON. A State senator of Pennsylvania? 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. CAMERON. He has quoted him in reference to the price of 
agricultural lands in his neighborhood in York County and in the sur- 
rounding counties. What Mr, Brown says is entirely correct as to the 
depreciation in the value of lands, but in my opinion it has not been 
the tariff that has caused the decline in lands. It was the demonetiza- 
tion of silver in 1873. Eversince that demonetization the price of land 
has decreased in value as the price of cereals has d , and if has 
decreased as the price of silver has decreased. With the passage of the 
recent silver bill I know certainly that the price of cereals has risen 
some 20 per cent., and I think before a year goes around the lands in 
Pennsylvania will recover their old value. 

Mr. VEST. I shall certainly hope so. Iam very sorry that the Sen- 
ator from Ohio and the Senator from Iowa did not join us in the full 
remonetization of silver, because then we could have tested the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Pennsylvania to a very rapid conclusion one 
way or the other. We are told now that we have what is equivalent 
to the remonetization of silver, and we shall know in the course of 
twelve or twenty-four months whether the statement of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania is correct or not. 

But, Mr. President, you may remonetize silver, but this alone never 
will increase the price of agricultural producta in a healthy and per- 
manent way in thiscountry, You must give more markets to the Amer- 
ican farmer. You will never do it until you decrease the of liv- 
ing to the American farmer. The three great elements of wealth in 
our country are agriculture, manufactures, and commerce. We have 
killed two in order to abnormally and unnaturally increase the other. 
It is true, and I take pleasure in making the statement, when the Sen- 


f | ator from Ohio says that manufactures increase the prosperity of a 


country. I accept that as absolutely correct; but the Senator from 
Ohio and myself part company at the point of protecting by law the 
manufactures by the unnatural and abnormal increase which we are 
giving to manufactures at the expense of commerce and of agriculture, 

~We have had this enormous tariff increased from year to year by the 
Congress of the United States, and what has been the result? Weare 
a practical people. We are representatives of a practical le; we 
claim to be practical men. Now, let us look at the result. t has 
become of the carrying trade of the United States? What has become 
of the agricultural interests of the United States? The carrying trade 
has disappeared from the ocean, and we are now engaged in the wicked 
experiment, as I conceive it, of a bounty out of the Treasury of the 

e in order to rebuild it, if possible. 

Here are the agriculturists in stern and indignant tones demanding 
the cause of present conditions, and we respond by increasing the duty 
upon wheat 5 cents a bushel, when we exported last year 44,000,000 
bushels and imported 1,900. We increase the duty upon corn, when 
last year we exported more than 60,000,000 bushels and imported some 
2,000 bushels or a little more. 

The Senator from Iowa has reſerred to cattle. I happen to know some- 
thing about that. Of all the frauds in this bill, the greatest is the pre- 
tense that we are to protect the cattle-raiser of the United States by in- 
creased duties. What do the figures show? They show that we im- 
ported in 1889 57,551 cattle, valued at $550,887, and exported 329,271 
cattle, valued at $25,673,366. If you take the canned beef and the 
dressed beef exported abroad, the amount of exports is double; and yet 
we are told that by fnereasing the duty on 57,551 cattle we keep out 
foreign competition when none exists. 

Mr. Dodge, of the Agricultural Department, issued a bulletin in 
January, 1889, showing that the cattle in this country had not kept 
up with the increase in population, and in March he published another 
bulletin, or a statement rather, in the American Economist, the organ 
of the protectionists of the United States, to the effect that there 
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had been an abnormal increase, out of proportion to population entirely, 
in the cattle product of this country. 

Mr. MCKINLEY; in his vai gS ty the bill which we are considering, 
copied the absurd statement of the Commissioner of Agriculture, Mr. 
Rusk, that the imports of agricultural articles which competed with 
the American farmer amounted to $338,000,000 a year. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator, who has given 
some attention to this matter, what his own judgment is on that 
subject. 

Mr. VEST. As to what? 

Mr. TELLER. As to whether the increase of cattle has been larger 
than the increase of population. 

Mr. VEST. The statistics show, and we know—every Western man, 
it seems to me, ought to know it—that there has been no increase of 
cattle out of a just proportion to the increase of population in the 
United States, 

Mr. TELLER. Has it kept pace with the population ? 

Mr. VEST. It Ras hardly kept pace with it. According to the ratio 
as shown in the bulletin on the cattle product of the United States for 
January, 1889, the production of cattle has fallen behind. We know 
that thousands of men (the Senator from Colorado and myself know it 
as well as anybody) have gone out of the cattle business. We know 
there bas been great depression as to raising cattle, produced by the 
low prices, and that is leaving out of calculation the hard winters which 
which we had a few years ago in Montana, under which it was said 
500,000 cattle perished.. We know more than that, that the cattle prod- 
uct is decreasing, because there has been a panic among the cattle- 
raisers, and the market reports in Chicago show that the number of 
calves and cows that are marketed has increased in the ratio of two to 
one in asingle twelvemonth, showing that cattle-raisers were deter- 
mined to get out of the business and were selling off their immature 
and female cattle in order to quit the business. 

But I want to dispose of this trash about agricultural imports, which 
is unworthy of legislation, Be quoding from a statement of the Treas- 
ury Department, which may be found in Table A, page 110, of the an- 
nual report of the Treasury Departmenton Commerce and Navigation 
for 1889, and I want any Senator, before he speaks again on this sub- 
ject, to read that table and then see what have been the agricultural 
imports which come in competition with the American farmer. Here 
is the statement, which gives the total value of articles of food and an- 
imals imported during the year as $230,140,245, being 32.10 per cent. 
of our entire imports. They are put down as agricultural imports. 

Of this amount, sugar, molasses, sugar candy, and confectionery 
amounted to $93,334,511. I hardly think that any protectionist will 
say that comes in competition with the American farmer, although 
since they want to protect maple sugar I should not be surprised if 
they would say that the American farmer produces candy when his 
children boil a little molasses for a candy-pulling in the neighborhood. 

The next is coffee, $74,724,882. I do not think that any American 
farmer raises that. 

Tropical fruits, including nuts, $18,746,417. That can hardly be 
said to compete with American products unless the walnuts and the 
hickory nuts and pecans that we raise in the West and Sonth are de- 

in value by these importations. 

Tea, $12,650,640. That is hardly an American agricultural product. 

Fish, $4,809,357. We do not raise any fish on our farms in this 
country. We did undertake to raise a fewearp, but I am rather under 
the impression that the farmers even have come to the.conelusion that 
they had better have no fish at all than German carp, and there are 
certainly none raised for market. 

Spices, $3,157,866. We do not raise any spices. 

Cocoa, $2,142,061. We do not raise any cocoa. 

Olive oils, $696,065. We do not make any olive oil. 

Now, if you take the whole amount of the articles that I have 
enumerated from the entire sum of the imports of agricultural products 
as put down in that table, it leaves the products that absolutely com- 
pete with the crops of the American farmer at $28,824,336. 

Something has been said here about hides, Hides are on the free- 
list, put there by the Republican party in 1873 and kept there after a 
des te struggle between the leather- manufacturers of New England 
and the cattle-raisers of the West in the House of Representatives, 
and retained there by the Senate committee: 

Something has been said about the cattle and horses that are brought 
here for breeding pu: Do Senators think that the farmers of this 
country will them for taking off the free-list superior animals to 
improve their stock? 

The Senator trom Iowa alluded to rice. There is not a feature of 
this bill which shows its sectional and unjust character so much asthe 

posed legislation on rice. I alluded to it the other day and I ask 
3 to look at ib again. Tou increase the duty upon wheat and 
corn and there is none imported. The importation of rice is increased 
from year to year as the tables show, and yet you decrease the duty. 
Why do vou do it? If your argument is good as to wheat and corn and 
you put up the duty to protect the American farmer when there is ab- 
solutely no importation, why do you not increase it on rite when there 
is an increase of imports? Why do you not help the poor negra by 


whose labor alone the rice is produced? for no white man can work in 
the rice fields of Louisiana and South Carolina, 

The whole pretense of protecting by increased duties the farm prod- 
ucts of the United States is a monstrous fraud. There can be no pro- 
tection when there is no competition, and where there is competition 
you refuse to give protection. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, there are two points in the argu- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] which ought 
not to be passed unnoticed. To show how farm products are pro- 
tected by the tariff, the Senator called attention to the fact that 
there was something over a million dollars’ worth of cotton imported 
into the United States during the last year. Yet there is no duty im- 
posed upon cotton, and if there were it would be of no use. Our ex- 
ports of cotton during the last year amounted to $237,775,270 worth. 
That does not take into account the large amount of cotton that is con- 
sumed in our mills at home, The whole crop perhaps amounted to 
about $350,000,000, and yet the importation of something over a mill- 
ion dollars’ worth of cotton free of duty is offered as an argument to 
show how farm products are protected by the tariff! 

Another point which the Senator made was that in a number of coun- 
ties in specified States, the counties where manufacturing establish- ` 
ments existed, the lands were worth $13 an acre more than the lands 
in counties where manufacturing establishments did not exist. The 
bare statement, if we were to exercise no judgmentand have reference 
to no fact, might have someinfinence; but when we remember that the 
States specified embrace the great cities of Cincinnati, of Columbus, of 
Indianapolis, of Chicago, of St. Louis, of Des Moines, where the princi- 
pal part of the manufactures of those States that he referred to exist, 
we understand the value of the land in the counties where there are 
manufactures should be greater than the value of land in the sparsely 
settled counties, in which there are no great cities aud no centers of 
population. 

do not propose to take any time of the Senate in dwelling upon 
such statements as these. Isimply call attention to them to show the 
straits to which gentlemen of education and ability are driven in try- 
ing to sustain this abominable effort at plundering the masses of the 
people for the benefit of a limited number of manufacturers. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it does not appear to me, after hav- _ 
ing given some attention to this subject, that the complaint of the 
American farmer is that the cost of livingistoohigh. I do not believe 
there is any very general complaint of that character. I think the 
general complaint made by the American farmer is that the price of 
the products of the farm is too low. From 1865 to 1878, or thereabouts, 
the prices of the farm supplies that he purchased were greater than they 
are to-day. There was no general complaint at that time among the 
farmers, simply for the reason that the prices of farm products were 
reasonably high. It makes more difference to the farmer whether he 
gets a fair price for the products of his farm than it does arg Hag 
somewhat extravagant price for the necessaries of life which he buys. 

Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
CAMERON | that it is not the tariff that has made the disturbance with 
the American farmer. Í 

The farmer, of all men, is at the mercy of the general markets more 
than anybody else. The tendency of the prices of farm ucts for 
the last sixteen or seventeen years, or perhaps a trifle less, in every 
part of the world been downward; and while I realize that the 
tendency of prices everywhere and of all classes of products has been 
downward, it is undeniable that the decrease in prices of farm 
products is greater than of anything else, and the decrease in the price 
of farm products has been disproportionate to the decrease in the price 
of other property. 

The Senator from Ohio says that the trouble with Ohio is that they 
come in competition with the extreme West, and therefore the depre- 
ciation in farm property in Ohio and in New E nd and in the Mid- 
dle States isdue to the fact that in the extreme West they produce farm 
products so cheaply that they have brought down the price, and thus 
destroyed the value of farm property. I do not know what the Sena- 
tor calls the extreme West or what section of country he imagines the 
products come from. Kansas, Nebraska, Iowa, and Illinois are the 
great corn-producing regions of the United States. 

It is undeniable that unless you ag nies rice of farms in those 
several States with the price of cheap ‘ore human labor had 
made them valuable, the farms in all that region I have mentioned 
have depreciated more rapidly than they have depreciated in New Eng- 
land. They have not depreciated in New England because there they 
have had a better market. The farms of Illinois are worth to-day at 
least 40 per cent. less than they were worth fifteen years ago. It is not 
from any competition with the extreme West. It is not from any over- 
production either of cattle or corn or wheat. In my judgment, as Ihave 
had occasion to say before on this floor, it grows. out of the monetary 
condition of this and other countries of the world. I¢ is right and 
proper, if the friends of tariff reform insis 8 in 
culture in this country is due to the tariff, that we their attention 
to the fact that there is an equal or greater depression in every free- 
trade country in the world than here, 

I took occasion when discussing the silver question to present some 
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facts, undisputed and unquestioned, showing that the depression in 
agricultural circles in Great Britain had heen infinitely greater than in 
the United States. It is equally true in every other country where 
they have free trade or approximating to free trade. We have main- 
tained prices in this country to some extent in spite of the influences 
of the vicious monetary legislation of this country and the world, be- 
cause we have had a home market for our American products. 

The Senator from Missouri says we have exported this year 41,000, - 
000 bushels of wheat. How much is it of the whole product of 490,- 
000,000 bushels, leaving 450,000,000 bushels practically to be con- 
sumed in this country? By the system of tariff, by the encouragement 
of mannfactures, by using our own grain in our own commoditiesand our 
own manufacturing centers and manufacturing towns, out of 490,000,- 
000 bushels of wheat we consumed 450,000,000 bushels. We consume 
of all the products of American soil, save cotton, about 99 per cent.; 
and while it is true that we may be suffering for a market for wheat, 
which, as I have taken occasionon a former period to show, we had 
lost to some extent by the silver legislation, yet nevertheless, of the 
corn that is raised in this country, and the oats, and the barley, and 
the products of the dairy, we consume from 90 to 98 per cent. on Amer- 
ican soil; and if it had not been for that fact there would have been 
depression in agricultural circles infinitely greater than there has been. 

Mr. President, I want to say one word about the haste with which 
this bill should proceed. I have myself refrained from replying to 
many things said on the other side of the Chamber that I thought 
could properly have been replied to. Many fallacious statements made 
from that side might have been refuted if we had felt that we had the 
time. But, Mr. President, for one I am not disposed to deny to the 
opponents of this measure a fair and free discussion. Nay, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I want that in the interest of this bill. I do not want any haste 
in this matter, Iam staying here at as much inconvenience as any- 
body, and I have been here practically every day of this session since 
at least its first week. I come here and hear the prayer in the morn- 
ing and I hear the motion for adjournment almost every day, and Iam 

to stay here and discuss this tariff question or allow it to be 
discussed, because I believe the American people want to know whether 
this is a proper revision of the tariff or not. 

Both political partie went into the last campaign with the declara- 
tion that the tariff should be revised. The Democratic party asserted 
that it should be revised in the way of great reductions. We, on thè 
other hand, asserted that it should be revised simply by correcting the 

alarities in it, and that only. 

Now, Mr. President, when we come to this tariff bill, which ought 
to stand for a series of years, neither the friends of the measure nor the 
enemies of the measure ought to be anxious to proceed in such a way 
that the people of the United States will not feel and know that there 
has been in this body at least a fair and proper consideration and a 
proper determination of all the items of the bill; and if it takes us 
until December we should not complain. We can only complain when 
there is undue consideration of items, when there is improper length 
of debate, and I do not understand that the Senator from Ohio charges 
that. 

So far as I am concerned, I repeat what I said a few days since, that 
I am in favor of this bill in its general principles, and yet there are 
items in the bill that unexplained, and understood as I should under- 
stand them from the reading of the bill, I could not vote for. Take the 
item of cotton-ties. When I saw that the duties on cotton-ties had been 
raised from 35 per cent. to 103 per cent. and a fraction, my impulse was 
to vote against it, but when I found that the men who had been inter- 
ested in the use of iron hoops for barrels for pork, for tubs, and for pails 
had been paying that same duty year in and year out; when I learned 
that the men who made shingles and packed them and used the same 
kind of hoop had been paying 103 per cent., then I learned that it was 
only bringing this article of cotton-ties on an equality with what the 
farmers of the West and the lumbermen of the Northwest had been pay- 

and then I was ready to put them on an equality. 

anybody had shown that the present tariff on hoops, barrel-hoops, 
bale-hoops, and shingle-hoops was more than it ought to be, as no one 
did show, then I would have voted for a reduction on cotton-ties. But 
nobody addressed himself to that in such a way as to convince me that 
it was necessary to keep the tariffon cotton · ties at that rate, and I could 
see no reason why one class of agriculturists or one class of citizens 
of the United States should have an article imported at 35 per cent. 
and the others practically have the same article imported for them at 
103 per cent. ; 

Mr. President, it is the duty of the committee, item by item as th 
bill is read, when these things are challenged, to explain to us so that 
we shall understand it, and not simply for us, but for the American 
people, so that the American people shall know when this bill is put 
upon the statute- book that it is put there, not in haste, not from preju- 
dice, but put there after due deliberation and consideration and after 
the best judgment of the American Senate has been had upon it, after 
discussion and after deliberation; and if it takes until December, I re- 
peat again, it is our duty to stay here until December. 

We agreed to have a revision. We agreed to revise the tariff in ac- 
cordance with the principles of the protective policy. The American 


people said by their votes that was the way they wanted it revised. 
But we did not say we would revise it in two hours; we did not say we 
would revise it in two weeks, northat we would revise it at the demand 
of American manufacturers, and that when it suited them it would suit 
us. Wesaid we would revise it agreeably to the best judgment of all 
the representatives of all sections of the country in Congress assembled, 

We do not surrender in this body to the other because they may have 
sent a bill here which meets their judgment. I suppose, if the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] were here, he would say, perhaps, 
that it had had no consideration there; but, whether it did have or 
whether it did not, it is incumbent upon us to determine the questions 
whether these items are properly put in the bill, and, when we have 
determined after due deliberation, the American people will be satis- 
fied, and they will be satisfied with nothing else. The whole interests 
of the country require, when we have once made this revision, that we 
should adhere toit. ‘The business interests of the country require that 
it should not be revised at the next session or the next following. It 
ought not to be revised more than once in ten years under any circum- 
Stances, except in isolated cases on isolated or individual articles, 

For that reason I am willing, and I think the Senate ought to be 
willing, to proceed with due deliberation, so that when we put this 
bill in the statutes we may feel and the American people may feel that 
it is to stand for a considerable length of time and not to be dealt with 
at every session of Congress. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I sought the floor a few minutes since 
to reply to some remarks made by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WIL- 
son]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator from North Carolina allow me 
to put in one or two figures, which will not oceupy more than two min- 
utes? 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I made one remark in regard to the great decrease 
in Ohio in the production of cereals, I wish to give the figures now, 
as I have them before me and I did not have them then. 

In 1880 Ohio produced 119,940,000 bushels of corn. It was the 
largest crop that up to that time had ever been produced in the State. 
From that time it gradually declined, owing to the competition of the 
West, until in 1889, last year, the amount ofour production was 88,- 
PAO bushels, That shows the decline in Ohio of that important 
cereal. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Is that the wheat production? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; it is corn. 

Mr. McPHEKSON. Has the Senator the figures showing the pro- 
duction of wheat? . 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave not just at this moment. I can find them 
in this same book. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I ask the Senator, as he goes on, to show 
whether Ohio is now producing as much wheat as she consumes? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam quite sure she does not, but I will furnish 
the Senator the evidence exactly. 

As to Nebraska, to show where the corn comes from—Nebraska was 
admitted twenty-three years ago as a State. I know it was a very 
sparsely populated country then, and the beautiful city that is now its 
commercial capital had but a few thousand inhabitants. In 1880, ten 
years ago, Nebraska furnished 59,507,600 bushels of corn. In 1889 
she furnished the enormous amount of 149,543,000 bushels of corn. 
So a new State twenty-two or twenty-three years of age furnished 
more corn than the highest crop ever produced in Ohio. 

I will not detain the Senator from North Carolina if he will allow 
a statement to be read as to the condition of England and its agricult- 
ural industry—the statement made by Sir James Caird before the 
Royal Commission of Trade and Industry, which I find embodied in a 
speech of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], and I thank him 
forthe use of a single paragraph, which I will ask to have read, as to the 
general results of the agricultural industry in the past ten years, I 
ask the Secretary to read the marked paragraph. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

7073. Have you made any generalization of tke results? 

Yes; I have. The present as compared with ten years ago, as deduced +y 
me from these figures which I have already given, would show on au avers e 
that the landlords have lost 30 per cent., the tenants 60 per cent., and the lat ~ 
ers 10 per cent., and putting that into figures it brings out that on £65,000. -0 
of rental for the United Kingdom the landlords’ loss of 30 per cent. woul. be 
equal to about £20,000,000, and the tenants’ 60 per cent., inasmuch as their in 
come may be taken at half the rental, would be just the same, that is to say, “0 
per cent, on half the rental is also £20,000,000, With regard to the laborers, 
there was a difficulty in estimating the amount of reduction; but I will place 
before your lordship the way in which [endeavored toarriveatit, I havent 
of the lands shown in the agricultural returns, the whole of the lands in ora 
crops, and in green crops, in clover, and in sainfoin, at £1 an acre for labor ex- 
penditure—taking the broad view of it, it can not of course be regarded as ac- 
curate, but I think it approximates to it—that would be £1 an acre on’22,000,000 
acres of land; and I have taken 5s. an acre on cultivated grass laud, 24,000,000 
acres for the United Kingdom. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have now the figures for which the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] asked. I see that the wheat crop has 
diminished in about the same way. In 1880 the wheat crop of Ohio 
3 475 bushels, and the amount last year was 36,865,000 
bushe! 
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I have not got before me the report as to Nebraska, but the quan- 
tity in Nebraska has increased during the same period. 

Mr. PADDOCK, About 5,000,000 bushels. : 

Mr. SHERMAN, About 5,000,000 bushels. 

Mr. VANCE. I was remarking that I had sought the floor for the 

urpose of replying to the remarks of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 

ILSON], but others obtained the floor before me. His observations, 
however, have been sufficiently answered by the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. VEST]. 

I wish to express my gratification at the fact that the attention which 
I called on Saturday to the unequal manner in which our legislation 
disposed of the interests of the farmer had instigated this debate. I 
have always heard it said, though I believe I never tried the experi- 
ment, that you could make even a sullen terrapin poke his head oat 
by putting coals of fire upon his back. Now, if we continue to call 
the attention of the country to the condition and wants of the agri- 
cultural classes, we shall have it discussed, as we have this morning, 
and we shall gradually come to a knowledge of their actual condition. 

Already much light has been shed upon the subject. The Senator 
from Missouri has shown us by the reading of official tables the re- 
markable decline in the price of lands and of agricultural products in 
the Eastern States and alsoin Ohio. The Senator from Ohio accounts 
for the diminution of land values in his State by the competition of 
the extreme West. Whereupon the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TEL- 
LER] shows that the diminution of land values in the extreme West, 
the source of that competition, is greater even than it is in the East- 
ern States. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator will allow me a word, the Senator 
from Colorado is certainly in error so far as his statement relates to the 
deprecistion of farm values in my State. That is incorrect. The rule 
is the other way. The trend is upwards, not downwards. 

Mr. VANCE. I am prepared to accept that statement. Iam pre- 
pared to believe that there is a great deal of incorrect statement made 
on that side in regard to the condition of farms; but at all events, 
while the Senator from Ohio attributes the condition of agriculture in 
his own State to competition in the extreme West and whilst the Sen- 
ator from Colorado denies that, he attributes their condition to the 
financial situation, the demonetization of silver, I suppose, and so on 
and soon. ‘They are all inclined to attribute the depression which, it 
must be admitted, is upon agriculture to everything else than to the 
influences of the present bill; whereas I have no doubt, if the facts 
could be ascertained, that there are many causes which combine to de- 
press the agricultural interests of the country. . 

The unequal taxation of theimport duties has a very large share un- 
deniably in producing that depression for the reasons which have often 
been set forth here; the demonetization of silver and to that extent the 
contraction of the currency had also a large share in it, all of which 
measures owe their paternity to that side of the Chamber, and when 
the time arrives that they will admit that they have been the authors 
of the evils, let us hope they will be willing to co-operate with the rest 
of us in redressing some of them and doing something for the ameliora- 
tion of the condition of the farmer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays were taken on 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMBE] at 
the demand of the Senator from Maryland [Mr..GormMAN]. The Chair 
did not keep the tally but accepted, as usual, the statement handed to 
him by the Chief Clerk. In this case the Chair announced that the 
yeas were 18 and the nays 25, which would show the presence of a quo- 
ram. It appears from the verification of the list that the true state- 
ment would have been yeas 18, nays 24, being an aggregate of 42, or one 
Jess than a quorum. ‘This error arose from the frequency of the an- 
nouncement of the change of pairs by various Senators and from the 
confusion that prevailed in the Chamber and about the desk to such an 
extent that inaccuracy followed for which the Chief Clerk, the Chair 
thinks, is not in any way responsible. 

It becomes necessary, however, in view of the fact that the last roll- 
call disclosed the want of a quorum, to announce that fact, and as no 
vote has since been taken the Chair will state that the number voting 
being less than a quorum the roll of the Senate will be called by the 
Chief Clerk for the purpose of ascertaining whether a quorum is pres- 
ext. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Dixon, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Allison, Edmunds, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Berry, Frye, Moody, uire, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Morgan, Stockbridge, 
Blair, Hampton, Paddock, eller, 
Butler, Hearst, Paseo, Vance, 
Cameron, Hiscock, Payne, Vi 

Carlisle Hoar, Piatt, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Ingalls, Plumb, Walthali, 
Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, Washburn, 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Quay, Wilson of lowa, 
Davis, McMillan, n, Wilson of Md. 
Dawes, McPherson, Sanders, Wolcott. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty-two Senators have answered 
to theirnames. A quorum being present, the roll will be called upon 
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the question of agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], which will be again reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 27, line 24, after the word pay, it 
is proposed to strike out two-tenthsꝰ and insert one-tenth; so as 
to make the proviso read : : 

Hires 8 or pad airon ve hoop on tend — cut to length or 
who! or barrel 
8 ROIR OE band 8 ox band steel 3 
or punched, with or without buckles or fastenings, shall pay one-tenth of | cent 
per pound more duty than that imposed on the hoop or band iron or steel from 
which they are made. 

Mr. DAWES. Is the motion debatable at this stage? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis. 

Mr. DAWES. I have taken the floor to correct an error into which 
the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Iowa haye fallen as to agri- 
culture in New England. It has already been stated somewhat at large 
by my colleague [Mr. Hoar] that whileagriculture has changed its char- 
acter in New England it has been constantly upon the increase in the 
value of the product, and no part of the United States so illustrates 


and supports the position taken by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WIL- 


SoN] that wherever manufactures have sprung up the value of real 
estate has been greatly enhanced, and just in proportion as the real 
estate becomes distant from manufactures it has fallen, as in New Eng- 
land. 

All through the State of Massachusetts and all the States of New 
England in proximity to the manufacturing towns the population has 
increased, the value of real estate has increased, and the products of 
agriculture have increased in quantity and in value, while mountain 
towns away from the manufacturing centers and out of their influence 
have suffered from this competition with the farming regions of the 
West andthe South. Had it not been for the manufacturing interests, 
the development and increase of those interests in New England, all 


of her real estate would have suffered alike in the depression and her - 


products would have suffered and her ability to maintain her popula- 
tion would have so suffered that she would have been depopulated 
and her energetic and enterprising young men would have gone to 
other fields of enterprise. 

It is due to the fact that the policy of the United States for the Jast 
twenty-five years has been to build up production in our own country 
and to make markets in our own country and at our own door that 
they haye been enabled, not only to survive, but to prosper and grow 
strongand influential in this Union. It is a better illustration of the 
wisdom of the system than any other that can be produced. Its in- 
fluence upon localities and the effect of its absence upon localities 
throughout New England,.as well as throughout New York and Ohio, 
as was stated by the Senator from the latter State, is the strongest ar- 
gament possible in support of this policy. ` 

But it is not a fact that, as a whole, the real estate of New England 


has become depressed in value. Itis greater, so far as Massachusetts - 


and Rhode Island and Connecticut are concerned -I do not speak with 
so much familiarity about Vermont or New Hampshire or Maine—but 
so far as those States are concerned the statistics will show that in the 
aggregate the real estate of those States is greater now in value than it 
has been heretofore, and the farm products of the soil were greater, even 
corn, in Massachusetts, by the statistics of the State census of 1885, 
than they were in ten years before. 

Mr. President, one word more, suggested by what the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] said was the reason why he was about to vote 
for this duty upon cotton- ties 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me to call his attention to one 
statement? I do not want to make any remarks. 

Mr. DAWES. When I get through with this. 

I gave my reasons two years ago why I should vote for a duty upon 
cotton-ties. It is not a reason which has influenced the Senator from 
Colorado. It was not the fact that our industries in this country were 
using hoop iron and ties of different kinds and were obliged to pay a 
duty upon them, and that this industry had escaped. I said then, and 
I repeat now—and it is the reason, and the only reason, why I vote for 
an increase of duty upon cotton-ties—that I believe sincerely it is for 
the highest good of the cotton industry itself. 

Mr. HOAR. Before my colleague passes from the point which he has 
made so completely in regard to the effect of manufacturing industries 
upon agricultural lands in Massachusetts, I should like to make one sug- 
gestion to him, if he will pardon me, in which I think hisexperienceand 
mine will agree, and that is that, even in those cases where in thinly 
settled hill towns, where the farming land is poor and unprofitable, 
there are instances of abandoned farm-houses and possibly a deprecia- 
tion in the value of the land, the persons, the house-keepers, the family, 
the farmer and his sons and daughters, have with almost entire uni- 
formity largely increased and improved in their position. 


Go into one of the hill towns of Berkshire County or of Franklin or 


Worcester County, and you see a farm-house with its doors closed, and 
inquire what has become of tie farmer or his family, and you will find 
that the daughter is a school-teacher in the village with a large salary, 
the son a manager of a manufacturing ‘corporation or a railroad run- 
ning through the valley; and it is almost never that you can find an 
instance, in the absence of intemperance or some special illness or some 
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special cause, that the farmer’s family in Massachusetts has, in the 
last thirty years, gone down the scale of prosperity, but, on the con- 
trary, it has gone up. 

Mr. DAWES. I have heard a good deal about vacant farms, and 
New England has had to submit to the suggestion that there are vacant 
farms all over New England. There are no vacant farms in Massa- 
chusetts. There are vacant houses. There are houses that twenty- 
five years ago were occupied by a farmer and a farmer adjacent to him, 
but the work upon the farm in Massachusetts, almost as much as in 
the broad West, has come to be done through machinery, and one man 
can take care of three or four of the farms around about him with less 
manual labor better than he could have taken care of a single one of 
them twenty-five years ago. Therefore, one man gathers in three or 
four of these farms and takes care of them and cultivates them and 
keeps them up to the standard of cultivation and production as before, 
while the occupants of the other farms, perhaps more enterprising in 
other fields. are allured by the higher inducements of other sections of 
the country, or in the towns have sold out to this one farmer, and he 
has put his machinery on the farm while they have gone into other 


~ employments, as my colleague has stated, the young ladies of the house- 


hold as school-teachers or into the factories, where honorable employ- 
ment is given to the most respectable of young ladies of our State, or 
they have gone to the State of Washington, or they have gone to other 
States where great opportunities have tempted them. 

I went into the State of Washington last summer, and I could not 
travel a day that I did not encounter somebody who had been a neigh- 
bor of mine and whom I had hardly missed from home, but who had 
gone there, not because he could not obtain as good a living in Massa- 
chusetts to-day asat any other period in our history, but because greater 
opportunities in the new States were open. There is no occasion for 
complaint at home, There is no complaint heard so longas we can feel 
that the policy of the Government shall furnish to our people the op- 

~ portunity to produce at home whatever is to be consumed on our own 
soil. Our e, with courage, and hope, and strength, and will, will 
go abreast of them all, sir. . 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit me to ask 
him a question ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). Does 
the Senator frora Massachusetts yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. DAWES, Les, sir. 

Mr. VEST, I understood the Senator from Massachusetts to say that 
there bas been no decrease in agricultural productions in the manu- 
facturing States; that they raise as much corn as ever, and as much 
wheat, I do not want to misstate what the Senator said. 

Mr. DAWES. What does the Senator say ? 

Mr. VEST. I understood you to state that there had been no de- 
crease in agricultural productions in the manufacturing States, but on 
the contrary that there has been an increase. a 

Mr. DAWES. I spoke for my own State of Massachusetts, and I 
spoke for Connecticut and Rhode Island as far as I was informed. 

Mr. VEST. Well, Mr. President, that takes in the larger manu- 
facturing States as to population. 

Mr. DAWES. And I said that, while they had changed character, 
in the aggregate they had not diminished in value. 

Mr. VEST. Exactly. Now, tke reports of the Department of Ag- 
riculture, furnished by Mr. Dodge, who is one of the most extreme 
protectionists in this country, furnish the following figures in reply to 
that sort of declamation: 

In 1870 the farm products in the nine manufacturing States of Maine, 
New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, 
New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania amounted to $869,793, 467. 
In 1888, in the same States, the ugricultural products amounted to 
$693,917,363, which was a decrease of $175.876,104. Now, there has 
been a vast decrease either in the quantity or in the price of the prod- 
ucts. I am satisfied with either. 

Mr. PLATT, It is greater than it was in 1877, though. 

Mr. VEST. Iam talking about 1870 and 1888. 

Mr. PLATT. It is in excess of 1877 and 1878. 

Mr. VEST. The figures are given here by States for each year; and 
I find that in Massachusetts the value of farm products in 1885 was 
$33,048,348. In 188s, three years afterwards, it was $31,984,000. In 
1880 it was $45,106,731. Those are the values of farm products in 
Massachusetts. In 1884, four years afterwards, the value was $31,207,- 


774. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. Allow me to state to the Senator from Missouri 


that those figures do not give a correct statement of the farm products 


of Massachusetts, because there is the value of a large quantity of dairy 
products included in those figures. Those dairies are supported by 
grain and cereals brought from the Western States to that State. The 
figures giving the agricaltural products of Massachusetts include those 
dairy prodacts, when the caws were fed upon corn raised in the State 
of Missouri. 

Mr. DAWES, Mr. President, in addition to the census taken every 
ten years, corresponding with the national census, the State of Massa- 
chusetts has an intervening census, so that she has her census taken 
every five years. 


T have before me an article written for the New Englander by Pro- 
fessor William H. Brewer, of Yale College, a man of greet attainment, 
knowledge, and accuracy, and from that statement I will read a few 
words and leave the question there: 

The State census of Massachusetts shows that the greatest decline is in mut- 
ton, wool, beef, and cheese. Hay has more than doubled, eggs increased sixty- 
8 and milk has gone up from less than $305,000 to about ten and a half 

1 have elsewhere published tables constructed from the census of 1880, con- 
trasting the two States of Massachusetts and Connecticut with the three great 

cultural States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, The figures show thatatthat 
time these New England States produced more (in value) per man employed, a 
greater average of production per acre of improved land, and employed more 
capital per man than the Western Stutes, The percen of returns from the 
capital was not, however, so great,owing probably to the high price at which la- 
bor in New England is held. 

The figures of the State census of Massachuseits for 1885 show that during 
the preceding ten years (the years of greatest agricultural depression) there was 
an actual gain of 24 per cent. in the total agricultural production, the total 
area of land in farms increased, the average of cultivated land increased, and 
the number of persons employed in agriculture in: 

Mr. President, the reason I voted two years ago as I did, and 
why I shall vote again, to impose a duty upon cotton-ties, is, as I 
stated a moment ago, because I sincerely believe that it is for the best 
possible interest of the cotton industry. If I did not believe so, I would 
not be guilty of voting one penny ot tariff upon that industry. If I be- 
lieved it was to be a tax upon that industry or if I thonght myself 
capable of attempting to impose upon that industry (a production of 
the Southern country) what I would not impose under like conditions 
upon any industry of the Northern country, I should hold myself, as 
everybody would, in contempt. I may be mistaken in my conclusion. 
I tried two years ago to give reasons why I thought it was for the best 
interest of that industry to impose this duty. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from Massachuestts please 
call my attention to those particular reasons? 

Mr, DAWES. The largest product of cotton in the world, Mr. 
President, is in this country; there is more here than anywhere else; 
and she ues of something like cotton-ties is absolutely indispensable to 
market it. 

It is the strangest thing to me in the world that the producers of 
cotton in this country, having such a large and so much greater a pro- 

rtion than anywhere else, are willing to go abroad and depend upon 
oreign countries for their supply of this indispensable material. I 
should suppose that they would put their wits to work to bring the 
sate of cotton-ties just as near to the production of cotton as possi- 

le. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massachusettts 
yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLUMB. What would the Senator think of the relative value 
of the testimony of men engaged in the production of cotton as com- 
pared with the testimony of those interested in the manufacture of cot- 
ton-ties for use in settling this question? 

Mr. DAWES. Why, Mr. President, I have given my reasons for my 
vote. 

Mr. PLUMB. Does the Senator from Massachusetts think the tes- 
timony of men engaged in the production of cotton is of any value? 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I do not suppose that any interest of 
any particular production of this country is determined absolutely by 
a vote of the majority. There must be some reason, some principle, 
some law of production and consumption for it to rest upon. I sup- 
posed it did, and I have supposed that sometimes people mistook. I 
have myself sometimes mistaken what was for my own interest. 

Mr. HISCOCK, Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me to 
oceupy a moment of time? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. On the question of tin-plate, though I do not want 
to go in advance of the discussion of that part of the bill, the strongest 
advocates of a protective duty on tin are the manufacturers of tin and 
the consumers of tin. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I decline discussing tin-plates now. 
I do not want to enter into the question of whether this thing ought 
to be determined by a count or not. If there is no principle of law 
governing production and consumption except a count, then all we 
have got to do is to get census enumerators and have a count, 

Mr, PLUMB, Pardon me a moment. I was responding to thestate- 
ment of the Senator that he believed this increase in the duty on eot- 
ton-ties was for the benefit of the producers of cotton as well. If he 
had said that that was so on general account in regard to the general 
industries of the country, I should not have said a word aboutit. But 
when he comes to say, as he did say, that he believes this was to the 
interest of the cotton- producer, I want to know what credit he is will- 
ing to give to the testimony of the cotton-producers themselves in de- 
termining whether it is to their interest or not, or whether he believes 
the testimony of the manufacturers to be of controlling influence, or 
how he would equate the testimony of these two classes, the cotton- 

ucers and the cotton-manufacturers. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I do not know anybody that wants 
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to produce cotton-ties. I never saw such a wan and never heard of 
snch a man. I am told that heskedaddled this country, and has gone 
abroad and opened his shop there, because he can get labor cheaper 
there and because he can get the raw material cheaper there, and he 
can introduce it bere if he can get the Mills bill to allow it to be intro- 
duced without duty here. He can carry his shop, workmen, capital, 
wages, and all over there and carry on a much more profitable busi- 
ness to him than he could if he set up shop in this country. 

That is his idea, and he does not look to the future at all; he looks 
to the present gain; and that is what astonishes me, that the producer 
of cotton does not desire to have his forge right by his side and to tell 
its proprietor, ** You come here and manutacture your ties, and you 
shall have our market here; and if you will produce ties here you 
shal! be patronized, and all the men you bring here shall consume our 
pow as well; it will be necessary for them to expend the money 

ere that you have paid them there. The money you paid them there, 
and which they expend for their clothes, their shoes, their food, will 
be expended here, and you and I andall of us together will prosper by 
this mutual production and consumption here rather than abroad. 
Thatis why I teel surprised and why I express surprise that the cotton- 
producer does not see that in the long run it is for his interest to bring 
the producer as near to his door as he can and build him up, 

It is just like the man who wants to get his horses shod; so he in- 
duces a blacksmith to come and put up his shop in his own village 
rather than in a village ten or fifteen miles away; then he will only 
have to go to his own village to get his horses shod. He induces the 
blacksmith to come to his home. He offers him the patronage that he 
can bestow, thereby having the blacksmith near him, because he knows 
that the blacksmith brings around him other employés who consume 
the food that is produced bere, who wear the raiment that is produced 
here, who build up the school-houses, who build up their own dwell- 
ings to live in, and who furnish employment for the carpenter, the 
nail-maker, and the plasterer. They all go hand in hand together in 
their prosperity in this way. = 

And yet the cotton-producer, because to-day he can get his cotton- 
ties for a farthing less abroad, is content to go there for all time rather 
than to get a mau by his own side to manufacture cotton-ties, bringing 
around him all that pertains to that industry and all the other indus- 
tries that go with it. He shouid see all those industries springing 
up on the other side of the water, so that he will have to go over there 
and bring back these ties rather than look an inch into the future, 
and have not only the tie-maker here, but have all the men he employs 
here, and all the capital necessary to build up his establishment here, 
and all the other cognate industries that are inseparable from it, in the 
long run bringing his ties to his own door cheaper than it is possible 
for him to get them elsewhere. That is why I voted for the duty as I 
did two years ago, and until some Senator shall show me the fallacy of 
that position I shall vote for it to-day. 

Mr. VANCE. I wish to ask the Senator from Massachusetts, before 
he takes his seat, who buys that cotton from the cotton-producer ? 

Mr. DAWES. Who buys the cotton? 

Mr. VANCE, Yes; is it the same man who manufactures the ties? 

Mr. DAWES. I do not know who buys the cotton. I do not ex- 
actly see the logic of that question. 

Mr. VANCE. If the Senator will answer the question as to who buys 
the cotton I shall be obliged to him. 

Mr. DAWES. I answered as well as I knew how. 

Mr. VANCE. Then the Senator does not know who buys the bulk 
of the cotton that is made in this country. I wish to tell him that it 
is bought abroad, and that, if the man abroad shall beactuated by the 
same principles of political economy that the Senator proposes that the 
eotton-producer shall be actuated by, he will obtain his cotton sonee- 
oe else, and then we shall have no use for either the cotton or the 

es. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to ask the Senator from North Caro- 
lina if he has any idea that the man abroad buys the cotton for any 
other reason than that it is to his interest to do so, 

Mr. VANCE, That is precisely the reason why we have moved to 
put this duty on cotton-ties at 35 per cent. rather than 103 per cent. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not doubt that. I do not doubt the honesty of 
the Senator. 

Mr. VANCE. TheSenator declines to yield to me? 

Mr. DAWES. Oh, no; I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. VANCE, Will the Senator wait a moment and possess his soul 
in as much patience as possible? 

Mr. DAWES, Will the Senator from North Carolina wait one 
moment? 

Mr. VANCE. No; I will not wait. 

Mr. DAWES. Ihave the floor, Mr. President. 

Mr. VANCE, To illustrate the case 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I have the floor. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood that the Sena- 
tor irom Massachusetts had closed his 

i Soa Yes, and the Senator was sitting down before I said 
anything. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from North Carolina said he would like, 


before I took my seat, to put a question tome, If I had not taken my 
seat, I have thefloor. [Laughter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 1 
tor from North Carolina. Does the Senator from North Carolina yield? 

Mr. VANCE. I will allow the Senator from Massachusetts to take 
all day if he wants to, 

ot PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Carolina 
yields. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, all I want is for the Senator from 
North Carolina to understand that nobody has any higher respect for 
him personally than I have. He and J are old war-borses [laughter] 
and have been here a great many years. He knows I would not do or 


say an unkind or unpleasant thing to him, and I now regain the flour 


from himon purpose to say that and nothing more. [Laughter.] Now 
1 yield to the Senator. + 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I am a little bit astonished by the in- 
formation the Senator has given me. If he is an old war-horse, I 
never heard of him during the war.. He may have been all around 
spreading death, slaughter, and havoc, but, if so, I did not hear of him. 
If he means that we are old civilian war-horses, then I very cordially 
agree with him, sir. 

The Senator from Massachusetts illustrated the subject of cotton-ties 
by the case of the man taking his horse to a distance to have him shod, and 
how much better it was to have the blacksmith come and put up his shop 
right next to the horse. That is convenient, but I will say that there 
is not a constituent of his in all the State of Massachusetts who would 
preier to have the blacksmith come and set up nis shop next door to 
him, and charge him 103 cents for shoeing a horse, when, by going to 
the neighboring town, he could get him shod for 35 cents. Weare not 
anxious, sir, to have manufactories set up at our doors when we should 
have to pay them three times for the benetit what we have to pay by 
going a distance. We are not so anxious to smell cinders and ashes 
and see the smoke of that industry if the product has to be paid for at 
three times its value. . 

Three-fifths of the cotton produced in the Southern States is sold to ` 
strangers; three-fifths of it crosses the water and goes abroad to supply 
the world; and if we shut up our ports and resolutely say that we will 
buy nothing from the foreigner, then the foreigner will undertake by 
every possible means within his power to get his supply of cotton some- 
where else, and we can keep our cotton, and make our own cotton-ties 
if we want any; but we should very soon want none in such a case as 
that. 

It is well known to the Senator that already our exclusive policy is 
inducing Europe to seek for its wheat supply in other portions of the 
world, and to a very large extent it is finding that supply. It is well 
known to the Senator that many portions of the earth are adapted to 
the production of cotton, as well as the Southern States of this Union, 
and that, with a sufficient stimulus, with sufficient inducements, event- 
ually Europe’s supplies of cotton can be procured somewhere else. 
Then what would me of us? It would be no matter if the inter- 
ests of ten million people were destroyed, provided some one man should 
make his fortune in manufacturing cotton-ties! That is the difference 
between the statesmanship on that side of the Chamber and on this. 

On this side, sir, we endeavor, so far as we can, to promote that kind - 
of legislation which will best subserve the public interest, the greatest 
good of the greatest number. The genius, capacity, and ability of that 
side of the House—and it is very great, sir; my friend, the old war- 
horse from Massachusetts, has served a long apprenticeship to it—con- 
sist in serving the private interests of the men who are endeavoring to 

romote their own private fortunes and the fortunes of some man who 
is not yet in existence, but peradventure may come into existence and 
engage in the manufacture of cotton-ties. That is the motive for these 
wonderful increases of duties, and not theinterest of ten million of his 
countrymen who produce cotton. ‘That is the difference. 

Whenever the Senator can show me that the interests of a greater 
number of American citizens would be promoted by an enormous duty 
upon the article itself than would be promoted by the reduction of 
duty on the article, then he will have some excuse for his vote. Other- 
wise, sir, he can have none that will a critical examination, 


Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, the Senator puts rather a hopeless 
case to me. L 

Mr. VANCE. I do not know that I—— 

Mr. DAWES. He said if I could convince him 


Mr. VANCE. I have not yielded the floor. 

Mr. DAWES. I beg the Senator’s pardon. e 8 

Mr. VANCE. Pardon is granted; and now I yield to the Senator 
from Massachusetts. [Laughter.] ; 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator has put a stumper (if I may use a vul- 
garism) tome. He says I have got to convince him before I shall 
vote in the way I suggested. That is a hopeless case, Mr. President. 
If I convince myself that I am in the right, that will be a justifica- 
tion for my vote. If I make an effort to try to convince some one else, 
I do not want to have the limitation imposed upon me that I shall 


not vote until I convince my friend from North Carolina, if he will ` 
allow me to call him my friend. I have known my friend from North 
Carolina thirty years, and although I am very happy to say, and do 


e Chair has recognized the Sena- , 


— 


` 4 
g 


8404 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


* 


* 


Aveust 11, 


say now, that our friendship has been of the warmest kind, I was never 
able to convince him ot anything yet. [Laughter.] When we came 
here into public life together we were just as far apart as we are now, 
and have never come together in anything but the most kindly per- 
sonal relations, which I hope will always exist. 

Mr. President, the Senator says that the people over in other coun- 
tries are threatening us that they will raise their own wheat and that 
they will do a good deal else of their own. I should think we had 
better learn a little wisdom from these threats of theirs. If they are 
going to consume their own wheat products, I should think we had 
better build up markets here to consume ours. Why would nota mar- 
ket at our own doors to consume all our own wheat be better than to 
depend upon a foreign market? Until we supply our own market and 
make our own market to the extent of its possibilities, every dollar 
expended in carrying our products to a foreign market is a dead loss. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I ask the Senator a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenator from Massachusetts 
yield? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I would like to have the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts tell me what the benefit of the Boston market for wheat is to 
the Western producer. In other words, does not the Western producer 
ship his wheat to the Boston market and sell it in Boston for foreign 
prices less the freight to Europe? How much more does the Western 
producer receive in Boston than he receives abroad? 3 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, when the people of the United States 
shall be wise enough and able enough to produce all they consume for 
themselves there will be no question in the United States about the 
prices of wheat in the foreign market, for the time will have come when 
all that we can produce here of wheat and every other agricultural prod- 
net, even of cotton itself, if a wise policy shall be pursued and ad- 
hered to in this country, will be consumed here, and all the people of 
this country will be as independent of foreign countries for what they 
consume or what they need as they are now for their political and re- 
ligious principles, Independence in production, in consumption, in 
everything that pertains to life and happiness and attainments of man 
should be and is the true test of American patriotism. This matter of 
making us dependent on foreign producers, foreign influences, and for- 
eign control is belying the great end of this Government, which is in- 
dependence of all the rest of the world in everything pertaining to our 
happiness, our greatness, and our glory, as well as in our political prin- 
ciples. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, as this ph has been under 
discussion for a very long time, I appeal to Senators to allow a vote to 
be taken upon the pending amendment. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I wish to say that I have occu- 
pied but very little time in the discussion of this paragraph and I 
want to occupy but very little time now. 

I wish to put in a protest against the observations of both of the 
Senators from Massachusetts respecting the farming industry. This 
protest is made by a very distinguished gentleman of that State who 
was for seven long years, from 1880 to 1887, the secretary of the board 
of agriculture of State. It is only necessary to mention his name 
here, and every Senator present would know him—Mr. John E. Rus- 
sell, of Massachusetts, a large manufacturer in that State and formerly 
a member of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope my friend from New Jersey will give us some- 
thing worth listening to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Here it is: 


For seven years (1880-1887) Mr. Russell was secretary of the State board of ag- 
rieulture, and during that time became as familiar with the conditions of Mas- 
sachusetts ture as any man could well be, and had s personal acquaint- 
ance witha majority of the farmers of the Commonwealth. 


Mr. DAWES. What are you reading from? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I am reading from the Boston Herald of July 
30, 1890, giving a report, by a reporter of that paper, of a conversation 
with Mr. Russell. 

Mr. DAWES. A report by the reporter. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well; he tells if very well. Speaking of 
the farmers, he says: 

I know something about the census of 1865, to which Mr. Hoar refers. He 
makes a very 3 blunder in his statement that the agricultural interests of 
Massachusetts have kept more than equal pace with the manufacturing inter- 


ests, The fa interests of Massachusetts have declined relatively. The 
farms have ind declined in value; in man of the Commonwealth 
farmsteads that were the support of large families in relative affluence can to- 


day be purchased for less than the cost of the buildings. 


Now he goes on: 

It is, moreover, not true that agriculture has kept pace with 9 
While farm products increased in value from $32,000,000 in 1865 to $47,000,000 in 
1885. or about 49 cent., manufactured products increased from $273,800,000 to 
528,860,000 in I br about 93 per cent., and to $674,600,000 in 1885, or nearly 150 
per cent, in the twenty years, 


One of the constant complaints of farmers during the past ten years has been 
that their occupation and property give them no credit with the moneyed in- 
stitutions for cash with which to make ordinary improvements. There ave no 
institutions which seek Massachusetts farm lands as a basis for mo e loans, 
This may or may not be a disadvan’ ; at least it has prevented the farms of 
Massachusetts from being incumbe as are those of the West, by loans. 


Here is the point to which I wish to call special attention: 


The farmers complain that the censuses of 1865 and 1875 were misleading, be- 
cause the gardens, greenhouses, and small orchards, such as are usually attached 
to country places, were not included in the census returns. In providing for 
the census of 1885 this was corrected, and the products of every patch of garden 
and every orchard in the State were included in the census, so it was meant 
that every pound of agricultural products raised in Massachusetts should be in- 
cluded in the census of 1885; hence the great disparity of the previous censuses 
with the last one may be largely accounted for. 


Now, we learn that the dairy product of Massachusetts enters very 
largely as an element to make up the value of the total agricultural 
products of the State of Massachusetts under the census of 1885. 

Further than that— 

Says this authority— 

Further than that, the farmers of Massachusetts, driven by Western compe- 
tition from raising cereals, and even from fattening cattle and hogs, have been 
compelled to turn their attention to raising pe le products, The great 
item of farming at present is the —— ot milk for large towns, and espe- 
cially for the city of Boston. This business is carried on largely by the impor- 
tation of corn, cornmeal, shorts,“ and cotton-seed meal from y 
is also largely imported into Massachusetts, not only from Canada, but from 
the Middle States. Grain and hay thus imported, and teed to the extent of mill- 
ions of dollars, figure in the census under the head of dairy products, Millions of 
tons of the product of Western farms are thus, by the transmuting alchemy of 
acow, turned into the dollars that swell the statistics of 6 agri- 
culture. We have, then, the absurd statement through the census that our 
largest manufacturing cities are agricultural centers. 


He goes on further to say: 


The prodigious growth of agriculture within 10 miles about the city of Bos- 
ton is one of the wonders in the history of farming. 

Do you know whether the milk farmers find the business so profitable?” 
asked the reporter. 

There is no business in Massachusetts more directly under the control of 
capital than the marketing of milk; the milk supply in Boston is under the con- 
trol of capitalists, who dictate terms to the farmer and who do not intend that 
the latter shall get more than money enough to absolutely keep him going. It 
is well known to all observers of agriculture in Massachusetts t milk farms 
at a distance from cities have the greatest ditticulty in maintaining the fertil- 
ity of the soil, and it is a common saying among the ers that a man who is 
unable to pay forcity manure sends his farm into Boston in his milk cans, and 
must finally find himself with the buildings in decay, mowing lands run out, 
and pastures grown up to brush.” 


Now, sir, this statement represents the conditions fairly, and, as I 
know, truthfully, because I know something of them. I know that 
Massachusetts is a large purchaser of the prodacts that are fed to dairy 
cows, and when the products of the dairy come into Boston or into the 
Massachusetts towns and are sold they enter into the elements of the 
census as a part of the products of the State of Massachusetts, There- 
fore, to credit that product which is made with Western corn and West- 
tern oats and barley as one of the products of the State of Massachusetts 
in the census is misleading. 

Mr. President, come to the State of New Hampshire. Here I have 
a statement in which the commissioner of agriculture and immigra- 
tion, a State officer, has advertised all over the country a pamphlet 
with this statement upon the frontispiece of the book: 


Secure a Home 
in 


New Hampshire, 


Where comfort, health, and prosperity 
abound, 
Many of these lands are sold for taxes due to the State, and here is 
a list of the abandoned farms reported by the selectmen of the various 
towns, divided among the counties of the State as follows: 


a great 
manufacturing State, and yet here is an exhibit of the condition of agri- 
culture in that State; and the condition of agriculture in the State of 
Massachusetts, except for her orchards and her milk and gardens, 
seems to be, from the statement of Mr. Russell, very much the same. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has said that owing to the 
competition of the State of Minnesota the State of Ohio has been obliged 
to change its mode of agriculture; that they can no longer compete 
with the State of Minnesota. Now, whatis the value of farm products 
in the State of Minnesota, where a large surplus is raised over and 
above the needs of home consumption, and not only in the State of 
Minnesota, but elsewhere in this country? Why, the price of the 
products is governed by the foreign demand, and the only difference 
between the prices that the producer of the State of Minnesota would 
get and those in the State of Iowa or the State of Massachusetts is the 
cost of the transportation to Liverpool. 

To say that the great manufacturing industries in this country, that 
are not able to consume prodacts largely in excess, as they are, of home 
demand, determine the value of the products which the farmer raises 
and sends to market is a fallacy that can not be defended at all. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, the Senator from New Jersey has 


r 


1890. : CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


8405 


brought forward the testimony of Mr. John E. Russell, or an interview 
with Mr. John E. Russell, just on his return from foreign travel. I 
know Mr, Russell. I have enjoyed his friendship and acquaintance 
ever since he was a boy. The amount of practical knowledge of farm- 
ing that Mr. John E. Russell has would astonish our people in Massa- 
chusetts if they should be told that he had been teaching other people 
about our products. 

Mr. McPHERSON. He has facilities for obtaining information. 

Mr, DAWES. Mr. John E. Russell is a highly respectable gentle- 
man, a gentleman farmer, and, as far as his experience in farming is 
concerned, would be entitled to as much respect for any statement that 
he might make as would anybody else. But that he ever had any 
knowledge of practical farming would surprise the people of Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I ask the Senator from Massachusetts a 
question? - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
yield? 

Mr. DAWES. Oh, yes. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I thought Mr. Russell, having served seven 
long years as secretary of the board of agriculture of that State, must 
have been in a position for obtaining information and facts touching 
these matters. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam speaking of Mr. Russell’s practical knowledge 
of farming. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. That has nothing to do with this case. 

Mr, DAWES. Mr. Russell is a highly respectable gentleman, and 
what hestates as a fact I shonld not fora moment question. But Mr. 
Russell has been abroad enjoying other scenes and other opportunities 
for instruction ever since he retired from public life here, where he spent 
one term in Congress. I have the highest respect for him personally, 
as have the good people of Massachusetts. But the people of Massa- 
chusetts would never listen very much to any lecture of his on farming. 
He was not brought up a farmer, to begin with; he was not educated 
a farmer, He had, before he went abroad, what I believe would be 
called a fancy farm in Massachusetts, where he kept blooded horses. 
He is, as I have said, a highly respected gentleman, but if he thinks 
that the census of Massachusetts, which declares that the hay product 
of Massachusetts has increased, includes what is brought there for con- 
sumption from the West, it shows that he has been too engrossed with 
the attractions of foreign travel. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, there is no doubt that Massachusetts 
products have changed their character. That has been stated a great 
many times, But Mr. Russell is in no condition to dispute the re- 
sult of her census and to assert that the aggrogate of the products of 
her soil is diminishing. They have actually increased, so the census 
says. The only way he can get around it is by saying that he thinks 
they have counted in the hay that has been imported there, All the 
products of the soil of Massachusetts, all that is raised on her soil, 
would not keep her people fifteen days of the three hundred and sixty- 
five. She consumes all she produces, and then is dependent on the 
West for a larger amount of consumption, vastly told, than she can 
raise on her own soil. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I will add to what the Senator 
from Massachusetts has said that she did not pay one single dollar 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I know how interesting this ques- 
tion is, how important to the country is the status of Mr. Russell, 
whether he is an agriculturist or not; but I think the consideration of 
this bill is of very much more consequence, and I hope that Senators 
will allow a vote to be taken. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would like to ask the Senator a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 

ield ? 
: Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would like to know of the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and if he really thinks that a vote ought to be taken on this amend- 
ment before it is well understood that many of these abandoned farms 
in New Hampshire, in the high, picturesque locations, which are being 
sought for by the millionaires of New York and other portions of the 
country, are getting to be the summer residences of those men who go 
there and make locations, invest their capital, and are greatly increas- 
ing the attractions of the State, greatly increasing the amount of in- 
vested capital in the State, and gradually building up villages around 
themselves, so that ultimately this advertising which we are now get- 
ting will prove to be a source of great and permanent income to the 
State—I would like to know of the Senator from Rhode Island if he 
thinks a vote ought to be taken before that matter is stated and fully 
discussed by the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senators from New Hampshire and 
Massachusetts are specially anxious for the consideration of this bill 
to be proceeded with. 

Mr. BLAIR. So I think, but I want it distinctly understood that 
every one of these mountain homes in New pshire, every one of 


these abandoned farms is the proper place to make a location; that 
capital is being rapidly introduced for those investments I have men- 


tioned, and that the population and wealth of the State and of the 
country are on the increase. The census shows it. Everybody is in- 
vited to go up there and see for himself now at the most beautiful 
season of the year in which to make a journey. Everybody from all 
parts of the country is seeking the mountain scenery of New Hamp- 
shire and leaving a deposit there of wealth. `; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], upon which question the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 


Mr. HEARST (when his name was called). I am paired with my 


colleague [Mr. STANFORD]. I withhold my vote. 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. JONES], but under the understanding with 
him I vote with the expectation of withdrawing my vote if there shall 
be a quorum without it. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called), During the absence of 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hiaarns], who is paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], by an arrangement be- 
tween us he will stand paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
BARBOUR], with whom I am paired, and the Senator from New Jersey 
and I will vote. 7 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired on these ques- 


tions generally with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER ee 


Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired wi 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I was paired with the Senator from Connecticut 
Er HAWLEY]; but by arrangement with the Senator from Maine 

Mr. HALE] his pair has been transferred to the Senator trom North 
Carolina [Mr. RANSOM], so that we two can vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. WASHBURN. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. GIBSON]. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], with 
whom I am generally paired, is now paired with my colleague [Mr. 
FARWELL]. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] has 
been paired with my colleague [Mr. WoLcorr], who has just voted, 
5 pair having been transferred to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 

POONER}. 
Mr. PADDOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
Mr. Eusrrs], but, as he would vote as I do on this question, I vote 
yea. 

Mr. ALLEN. On Saturday last I was paired with the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. BATE] for the day. I see he has not returned to the 
Senate this morning, and I presume he expects the ‘pair to continue 
until he returns. Under the circumstances I withhold my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Under the arrangement for transfer of pairs just 
announced by the Senator from Colorado, I vote yea.” 

Mr. PUGH. I desire to announce the pair of my colleague [ Mr. 
MoRGAN] with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understand that a quorum has voted, and there- 
fore I withdraw my vote. = 

Mr. SANDERS. Iam at liberty to vote in order to make aquorum. 
Iam paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], and, as 
there will be a quorum without me, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PASCO. I am requested to announce that the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] is absent in consequence of sickness. I 
918 that he was paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 

OLCOTT]. s 

Mr. TELLER. That pair has been transferred to the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. SANDERS. As the withdrawal of my vote would reduce the 
number voting below a quorum, I shall let my vote stand. 

Mr. HISCOCK. As my vote will be necessary to make a quorum 
voting, I vote “ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—18, 
Berry, Colquitt, Pasco, Vesi 
Blackburn, Gorman, Payne, Wal 1, 
Butler, Hampton, Pugh, Wilson of Md, 
Cockrell, McPherson, Reagan, 
Coke, Paddock, Vance, 
NAYS—25. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Manderson, Stockbridge, 
Allison Frye, Mitchell, Teller, 
Blair, Hale, Moody, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cameron, Hiscock, Platt, Wolcott, 
Cullom, Hoar, Sanders, 
Dawes, Jonesof Nevada, Sawyer, 
Dixon, MeMNillan, Sherman, 
ABSENT—i. 
Allen, Call, Davis, Faulkner, 
Barbour, ~ Carlisle, Dolph, George, 
e, Casey, Eustis, Gibson, 
Blodgett, Chandler, Evarts, Gray, 
Brown, Daniel, Farwell, Harris, 
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wi Morgan, A Turpie, 
— Morrill, — Voorhees, 
Higgins, A Spooner, Washburn. 
Ingalls, Pierce, Squire, 
Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, Stanford, 
Power, Stewart, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey has heretofore offered an amendment which is 
pending and upon which he has demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK.. Paragraph 134, page 27, strike out lines 13 to 
18, inclusive, including the word pound“ in line 19, and insert in 
lien thereof 50 per cent. ad valorem;“ so as to read: 

Hoop, or band, or scroll, or other iron or steel, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I had called for the yeas and 
nays upon that question, but I withdraw that demand and let the vote 
be taken without them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to withdrawing the 
call for the yeas and nays? The Chair hears none. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. A 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The next paragraph was read, as follows: 

135. Railway-bars, made of iron or steel, and railway-bars made in part of 
steel, T-rails, and punched iron or steel flat rails, six-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

The Committee on Finance proposed to amend the paragraph by 
striking out six-tenths“ and inserting ‘* five-tenths.’”’ 

Mr. McPHERSON. I want to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
to allow that paragraph to go over for future consideration. I left at 
home this morning, having forgotten to bring with me, a quantity of 
statistics that I wish to use in the discussion of this paragraph; and, 
further than that, I am asking some information from the Departments 
which I have not yet received. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to its going over, provided its 
consideration is resumed within a reasonable time and while we are 
on this schedule. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to get some information from the Com- 
missioner of Labor to verify some statements I have made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the consider- 
ation of paragraph 135 will be postponed until the end of the metal 
schedule is reached. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Or until taken up by general consent later. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, it will be so 
understood. The next paragraph will be reported. 

The next paragraph was read, as folows: 

136, Sheets of iron or steel, common or black, including all iron or steel com- 
mercially known as common or. black taggers iron or steel, and skelp iron or 
steel, —.— at 3 cents per pound or less: Thinner than No. 10 and not thin- 
ner than No, 20 wire gauge, | cent per pound; thinner than No. 20 wire gau: 
and not thinner than No, 25 wire gauge, J. I cents per pound; thinner than No. 
25 wire gauge, 1.4 cents per pound; corrugated or crimped, 1.4cents per pound: 
Provided, That all common or black sheet-iron or sheet-steel not thinner than 
No. 10 wire gauge shall pay duty as plate iron or plate steel. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I move to strike out I cent and insert nine- 
tenths of 1 cent.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be re- 
P The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 136, line 10, after the word 
„gauge,“ insert the words nine-tenthsof;’’ so as to read: 

Thinner than No.10 and not thinner than No. 20 wire-gauge, nine-tenths of 1 
cent per 5 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from New Jersey has similar 
amendments to other provisions of that paragraph. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘Therefore I suggest that those amendments be pro- 

now. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Iwish to move in line 12 to strike out the 
words one and one-tenth cents” and insert one cent;“ so as to 
rend one cent per pound. 

Also, in line 14, to strike oub four“ and insert two;““ so as to 
read one and two-tenths cents per pound.“ p 

In line 15, the same amendment: to strike out the word four’? and 
insert *‘two;’’ so as to read one and two-tenths cents per pound,” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments proposed by the 
Senator from New Jersey will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 12, paragraph 136, strike out the words 
one and one-tenth cents ’’ and insert one cent; so as to read one 
cent pound.“ . 

In line 14 of thesame paragraph, strike out ‘‘four’’ and insert “‘two;’’ 
so as to read: 

Thinner than No.2 wire gauge, 1.2 cents per pound. 

as line 15, strike out the word ‘‘four’’ and insert ‘‘two;’’ so as to 
read: 

Corrugated or crimped, 1.2 cents per pound. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no call for a division of 


the vote upon the several amendments, the vote will be taken upon 
them as one amendment, 

The amendments were rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at paragraph 137 and the Chief 
Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. McPHERSON. IfI understand correctly the former part of the 
paragraph this one-halfof 1 cent a pound is to apply to the galvanizing 
or coating process. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator’s pardon, I did not hear him. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The one-halfof1 cent a pound additional duty 
found in line 23 of the paragraph is to apply to plate galvanized or 
coated with zinc or spelter or other metals ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Finance, which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 137, on page 28, line 20, the 
Committee on Finance propose to strike out here“ before ‘‘after’’ 
and insert herein,“ and after the word pay,“ at the end of line 22, 
to strike out ‘* three-fourths ’’ and insert one-half; ’? so as to read: 

137. All iron or steel sheets or plates, and all hoop, band, or scroll fron or 


steel, excepting what are known commercially as tin-plates, d piega; and , 


tagzers tin, and hereinafter provided for, when galvanized or co! with zine 
or spelter, or other metals, or any alloy of those metals, shall pay one-half of 
lcent per pound more duty than the rates imposed by the preceding paragraph 
upon the corresponding gauges, or forms, of common or black sheet or taggers 
iron or steel. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to call the attention of the Senate to 
this paragraph. This is what is called the tin-plate industry. 

Mr, ALDRICH, Not the amendment before the Senate. I would 
suggest to the Senator from New Jersey to allow the committee amend- 
ment to be adopted. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Isupposed the committee amendment had been 
adopted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not yet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendments in line 20 and in line 23, which have been stated. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in the same 
paragraph, after the word metals,“ on page 29, line 4, to insert or 
either of them;’’ so as to read: 

And on and after July I, 1891, all iron or steel sheets, or plates, or iron 
saeta e tin oean x a ap ass up s of woen these ER of 

em is a componen he ng or an er process, and commer- 
3 known s opiates: . — 3 tin, thail pay 2.2 pre per 
pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 29, 
line 7, in paragraph 137, after the word pound,“ to strike out the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That on and after July 1, 1891, manufactures of which tin-plates, 
terne-plates.and taggers tin are component materials of chief value, and all 
articles, vessels, or wares manufact stamped, or drawn from sheet-iron or 
sheet-steel,=ncl: material being component of chief value, and coated wholly 
or in part with tin. or lead, ora mixture of which these metals or either of them 
is a component part, shall pay in addition to the rate of duty upon tin-plates, 
terne-plates, and taggers tin an ad valorem duty of 35 per cent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The committee amendments have 
now all been disposed of to paragraph 137. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The question before the Senate, then, is on the 
adoption of paragraph 137. There is an increase here in the rate of 
duty of 125 per cent. on what is known as tin-plates, terne-plates, and 
taggers tin up to 2.2 cents per pound. That is to be after July 1, 1891; 
up to that time, as I understand, the present law continues in force. 

Mr. President, I haveon my table testimony from a very large number 
of industries, notonly in my own State, butin other States, protesting 
againstthisincrease of duty and giving reasons which are, to my mind, 
positively unanswerable. I hold in my hand one of the petitions which 
it is my duty to read to the Senate; it is addressed to the New Jersey 
delegation in Congress: k 

GENTLEMEN: The committee appointed by the Canned Goods Association of 
New Jersey Lhe ai eca, ee aa Syed nerease of the tariff upon tin-plates. 

At the present time the canned-goods industry of New Jersey, as well as of 
our sister States, is very much demoralized. Some of our largest and oldest fac- 
tories are idle, and bid fair to remain so unless they can dispose of last year's 
pack at the present low 

The duty as it now exists (I. I cents per pound on tin-plates) must be taxed to 
the consumer or taken from the farmer, 

The latter class are already overburdened. Failures in crops and low prices 
have discouraged the tenant farmer, and at this time a number of farms are un- 
occupied that should be tilled to profit. It is estimated that one-third of the 
im portation of tin-plates, 200,000,000 pounds, are manufactured into cans for the 
preserving food-products of the United States. 

There are at present no tin-plates manufactured in this country, and a higher 
tariff would be to benefit those who wish to experiment in the manufacture of 
tin-plates, which experiment has been tried and proved a failure, 

Ahi tariff would work to the disadvantage of the canned-goods interest, 
which is now employing upwards of two millions of people. It would increase 
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the cost of production causing a higher cost of living to the laboring classes, 
CTC a 


Committee, 
FRANK g. PROBASOO, President, 
W. FRANCIS HORT, Secretary. 


I think that perhaps the best argument I can make in behalf of a 
lower rate of duty on tin-plate is simply to pick out some particular 
statements which are made by the petitioners in this case who have 
stated their own case to the committee and to Congress. In another 
communication rom New Jersey, it is stated: 


Whereas the canning industry of the United States is one of the most impor- 
tant of the infant industries of the nation; and 

Whereas it is one of the most popular of American industries, because it in- 
cludes among its beneficiaries the farmer, who is furnished a home market for 
his fruits and vegetables; the skilled and unskilled laborers, who are given 
healthful employment at remunerative wages; and the great consuming pub- 
lic, who are furnished a cheap, wholesome, and nutritious article of diet; and 

Whereas it is onc of the most promising of American industries, considering 
its possibilities in making productive the waste acres of American soil and in 
reducing the cost of living to the people: and 

Whereas at present the industry is most seriously depressed, owing to a sur- 
feit of canned products on the market; and 

Whereas any economy which will tend in its application to increase the cost 
of our products, thus lessening consumption, wil vate rather than allevi- 
ate the present unfortunate conditions: Therefore it 

Be it resolved, That we, the National Canned Goods Packers’ Association, in- 
cluding in our membershbipthe Western Canned Goods Packers’ Association, the 
Baltimore Canned Goods Exchange, the New York Canned Goods Packers“ 
Association, the New Jersey Fruit and Vegetable Association, andthe Virginia 
Packers’ Association, which cover in their jurixdictions the packing interests of 
twenty different States, do most respectfully and emphatically protest inst 
the proposed increase of duty on tin-plates aa embodied in the recently intro- 
duced tariff! measure. The increased duty proposed by that measure will add 
$3,400,000 to the cost of our yearly output. Based upon current sales during 
periods of both a high and low range of current sales, such increased cost will re- 
sult in a diminution of consumption of fully 30 per cent. We submit that to re- 
strict the markets by decreasing consumption when the emergency calls for in- 

consumption and extended markets is not the sort of encouragement 
that a young industry whose possibilities are great, but whose resources are 
, bas a right to expect at your hand. 
Respectfully submitted, 
L. G. SEAGER, President, 
E. S. JUDGE, Secretary. 
BALTIMORE, May 9, 1890. 


This is by another association. Here is another protest given in a 
little different form: 

Some years ago— 

Say these protesting parties— 

Some years ago, canned goods were more or less delicacies. Now they are 
the poor man's food, being cheaper in the cans than the green article can gen- 
era ly be obtained for. Favored as we are above all other countries in our 
prodr the oniy question to be solved was how to preserve perishable ones, 
which otherwise would be lost to the consumer and be unmarketable to the 
farmer, and this has been solved by cheap tin-plate. Another wonderful 
growth, consequent upon the cheapness of this article, bas been in the line of 


cans and kages of all kinds, for other than for fruits and vegetables, and, if 
the dut increased, many articles stand prepared to entirely take the place 
of tin-plates and to render their use a thing of the past. 


Glass jars will take the place of tin cans. Wood, pasteboard, sheet- 
iron, ä ete, will Papoose for packages, apt anal het cost to con- 
sumer, 

This also would have a great effect upon the health of the people. 
They go on to say that there is no article other than glass or tin-plate 
in which these goods can be packed with safety tothe consumer of the 

uct. - 

There has been a great deal said with regard to the monopoly of tin- 
plate in Wales. These gentlemen give a statement here ot the prices 
of tin for the years 1884 to 1889, which shows that there has scarcely 
been a deviation in the prices and that the tin-plate industry in Wales 
bas not been prosperous, and many manufacturers of tin-plate there, 
we understand, have gone out of the market by reason of the fact that 
the industry was nota paying one. They go on to show thatit would 
not give a larger employment to American labor, because of the fact 
that American labor would not engage in the manufacture of these tin- 
plates; that Welshmen would be imported to do the work which Welsh- 
men now do abroad in this same industry. They say that— 

Various attempts have been made to make tin-plates in America, but they 
have not failed through ample protection in the tariff. They have failed be- 
cause the Welsh tin-plate trade is a most peculiar one. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishould like to ask the Senator from what he is 
realing? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iam reading from petitions and protests sent 
here by different organizations of manufacturers of cans used for can- 
ning vegetables, meats, fish, and, in short, all kinds of products. I 
have here quite a large bundle of petitions representing each one of 
these industries. You know that of the meat product of the United 
States to-day a large proportion is being put up in cans. 

Mr. ALDRICH. By whom is the petition the Senator is reading 
from signed? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. By Jacob Nutze, who is president of one of 
these associations in New Jersey, who resides in Camden, in which he 
says: 

They have failed because the Wel nate trade is 
subject — een: 834 . —— 928 und . 


excessive power of production that has kept down the price to a uniform low 
level during the last ten years, with scarcely an exception, and in favor of Ameri- 
can consumers. Tin-plates are made only in Wales. The Welsh have such pe- 
culiar aptitade and skill for making tin-plates that all attempts to establish their 
man re in other parts of Great Britain, or in any continental countries, 
have never succeeded. The production has alwavs exceeded the demand, 
Within a period of fifteen or twenty years, almost three-fourths of the makers 
have failed, and half this number have failed more than once. We desire to call 
attention to the following sentence in the circular of this same American 
nned-Plate Association, over the signature of its secretary, Mr. W. O. Crone- 
meyer, and under date of September 26, 1889, This sentence is on the third page, 
officially stated by an officer of this association. 

I will read from that particular circular which was sent out by this 
association so that there may be ne doubt about the truthfulness of this 
abstract. He says: 

And it is a fact,and we can prove it by figures, that they 

Meaning tin-plates— 
can be made here (in Pittsburgh), and sold with profit at present selling prices 

With the present protection. 

This is a most remarkable statement— 


Says this petitioner, referring to the statement of Mr. Cronemeyer, 
which I have just quoted— 
as, at that time, tin-plates were selling in Philadelphia, New York, and Balti- 
more st lower prices than they were ever sold before in the history of the trade. 

I do not wish to take up the time of the Senate by reading over all 
that these gentlemensay. Iam only taking out certain portions which 
apply more directly to the subject, and they close by saying this, speak- 
ing of the number of people who are engaged in this country in the 
manufacture of tin goods from tin-plates: 

About five years ago an endeavor was made to ascertain how maoy men were 
employed in actual labor on tin and terne plates in the United States, This was 
an exceedingly difficult thing to accomplish, but letters were sent to all parties 
interested, from names registered in all of the commercial books, inclosing a 
postal card and asking bow many hands they employed. On the receipt of 
these postal cards it was found that three hundred and eighty thousand men 
were employed in the United States. Of course the answers were not full and 
the list was incomplete, and it was estimated that there were at least one hun- 
dred and fifty thousand more, working in small shops. It is, therefore, safe to 
estimate that there are now over six hundred thousand men in the United States 
who are employed directly or indirectly in the manipulation of tin-plate iu its 
varied forms. These men have all learned this trade,and are earning good 
wages, 

Many of them, if this duty were increased, would be obliged to seek 
other employment. : 

Mr. President, with the expectation and for the express purpose—for 
it can have no other object or purpose than to simply createa tin-plate 
industry in this country, which is pot yet born and which is still an 
experiment and nobody knows whether it can be accomplished or not, 
and if it can be accomplished it will take several years to do it—it is 
proposed to give one year trom the Istday of July to increase the duty 
on tin-plates to the extent of 125 per cent. additional duty. What use 
is made of this tin-plate? Our buildings are roofed with it, The poor 
laboring man who carries a dinner-pail is obliged to pay the excess of 
cost upon that dinner-pail. The milkmaid and the farmer’s wife on all 
her kitchen utensils, her milk-pans and milk-pails, is obliged to pay the 
extra cost. Our canving industry, which has become one of the great- 
est industries in this country, covering as it does a great variety of ob- 
jects, will be oppressed by this imposition. For instance, a very large 
portion of the fruit crop of the country goes into cans, the vegetable crop 
of the country, the meat, thousands and hundreds of thousands of cans 
of beef are put up in the city of Chicago every year, which are trans- 
ported to foreign markets. icago parties ay are supplying the 
German army, the French army, and the English army with canned 
meats, A considerable portion of our peach crop is canned, and, in 
short, almost everything we raise. 

Look at the possibilities of that great fruit country, California, able 
to supply almost the entire United States of America with fruits if they 
could only be put into cans and preserved; and here itis proposed to levy 
a tax of 125 per cent. upon this industry, which is simply the industry 
ol the farmer. It is exactly like imposing a duty of 103 per cent. upon 
the hoops which bale up the cotton bales that find a market abroad. 
Very much of what is produced here finds a foreign market, and espe- 
cially so with respect to our meat product; and yet for the purpose of 
trying to create an industry which can not possibly supply labor to more 
than 30,000 people in this country, it is proposed to levy this tax 
amounting to seven or eight or ten million dollarsa year upon the indus- 
tries of the couutry which are now very much depressed. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I wish that I could reach every citizen 
of the United States from this Chamber and express as earnestly as I 
feel it the outrage that is proposed in this increased taxation. All the 
other items in this bill are in my judgment insignificant compared to 
the outrage which is proposed here. It is a bald, naked attempt of 
these manufacturers in Pittsburgh to create another monopoly in their 
own interest against the consumers of the United States. They have 
been industriously at work; they have left nothing undone in order to 
urge this thing upon us. I have here a circular received from them, 
and I suppose every other Senator has it, with a specimen of the tin 
they can now make in the city of Pittsburgh, marked here upon the face 
ot it, Sample tin-plate manutactured at Pittsburgh Exposition, Octo- 
ber, 1889. Now listen to the argument they make: 


Up to this time the difference in the wages between England and the United 
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States has been keted by the ſorei manufacturers, their agents and im- 
porters, and we feel, certain that the price of tinned plates will not be materially 
advanced over the present prices by the additional duty. R 
They feel certain that putting this duty of 2.2 cents per pound upon 
€ every tin cup and tin platter and tin bucket and tin toy in this coun- 
try will not increase the price at all ! 

Tinned-plates can be manufactured in this country at the present selling 
prices, but the fact that the tinned-plate industry is not pro gives the im- 
porters and foreign manufacturers the power and the ability to relinquish their 
profits for a short time and thereby annihilate any manufacturing concern that 
may attempt to producetinned plates here; therefore the additional duty asked 
for will take the verv large profits of the middlemen and put them into the 

~ United States Treasury, at the same time protecting the home manufacturers, 
thus enabling them to build up the industry. 

Now, mark that wholestatement and analyze it. They say that this 
increased duty will not increase the price. Oh, no; the price will re- 
main the same, when it is in the direct teeth of the experience of the 
American people as to every other industry in the country. If you 
put on this duty, as a matter of course you increase the price to the 
consumer, It is admitted in this debate, and will not be denied by 
the leaders of the protection party, by the Senator from Ohio or by the 
Senator from Rhode Island, that this is the first effect of an increased 
duty upon any imported article. A 

But, say these Senators, the next stage in the proceeding is that the 
domestic manufacturers then commence competing with each other, 
and they bring down the price, although we know and our experience 
tenches us beyond any sort of question that this second stage of the 

rocess is accompanied by a combination between the domestie manu- 

neturers by which they hold the price ata profitable rate to them- 
. : selves, and there is no limit to that profit. 

If these gentlemen can make this tin-plate at present prices, and they 
say they can, are we to step in with a duty of 2.2 cents per pound in 
order to meet their conjectures as to the market hereafter? 

But it is too plain for any sort of argument that their only purpose 
is to force the people of the United States to buy their thin sheet-iron 

manufactured in Pittsburgh. These tin-plates are made out of Sieman- 
Martin steel or Bessemer steel, thin steel, which is afterwards coated 
with this tin, making what is called tin-plate. But the whole object is 
to shut out the tiu- plate trom abroad, so as to force the consumer to use 
Pittsburgh galvanized sheet-iron. 

The reason why we can not to-day compete with the tin-plate which 
is brought from abroad is that with the help of the tariff and under its 
operation the manufacturers in Pittsburgh now charge for this unwashed 
iron or steel plate 4 cents a pound, and tin-plate can be put on ship- 
board at the English ports for 3 cents. 3 

We were told, when this question wasup before us for cousideration 
in 1889, by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], that if we would in- 
crease the duty then these manufacturers were ready to go right into 
business and that there would be no sort of trouble in manufacturing 
tin-plate in the United States. Mr. ALLISON said in that debate: 

There are quite a number of establishments— 

This was on Wednesday, January 16, 1889— 


There are quite a number of establishments which could immediately enter 

< upon the production of these tin-plates, or at least within a very brief period, 
probably within thirty days, and that we have assurances, and believe from 
examination and investigation that within the time fixed for the taking effect of 

this new bill there will in this country a sufficient plant to manufacture all 

the tin-plate that we use, 


In the mean time a considerable amount of tin-plate will be produced in this 
country in view of the increased protection to American manufacturers. 

The Senator from Iowa alSo stated the next day in reply to a ques- 
tion by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]: 

I want to say to the Senator that more than forty manufacturers, or those who 
: are prepared for the manufacture ot those tin-plates, have stated that they will 
N enter upon the necessary preparation immediately. 

Ready to go right into the business, and that was the assurance we 
had in 1889. 

5 The other day the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] gave 
notice of an amendment to this bill. I want to ask the attention of the 
Senate to it. In answer to the objection which is made, that this was 
not the protection of an existing industry, but one in futuro, that we 
were going now into the business of creating industries, and not encour- 
aging or protecting those already in existence, the Senator from Wis- 
consin gave notice of this amendment in order to meet that argument: 

That on and after October 1, 1894, tin-plates thinner than No. 28 wire gauge 
shall be admitted free of duty, unless the quantity of tin-plates of said gauges 
produced in the United States during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, shall 
equal the amount of such tin-plates imported during said year. 

What was the result of his offering that amendment? The Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] had told us that these manufacturers were 
ready to go to work at once, I have exhibited here this specimen 
which they sent to me showing that they can now manufacture tin- 
cer equal to the foreign article. Just as soon as the Senator from 

Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER ] offered that amendment the manufacturers’ 
organ, published by the manufacturers’ money in the United States, 
the Iron and Steel Bulletin, of Philadelphia, August 6 and 13, 1890, 
eame out with this article, which it commends highly: 

To the Editor of the Bulletin: 


. Dran Sin: On July 26 Senator SPOONER gave notice in the Senate that at 
the proper time he would offer an amendment to the tariff bill providing that 


on and after October 1, 1894, tin-plates thinner than No. 28 wire gauge shall be 
admitted free of duty, unless the quantity of tin-plates of said gauges produced 
in the United States 2 the year ending June 30, 1 shall equal the 
amount of such tin-plates imported during said year. 

I believe the honorable Senator might as well offer at once a resolution pro- 
hibiting tin-plate manufacture in this country, The tin-plate consumption in 
this country is an immense one, and about $20,000,000 of capital will have to be 
invested to furnish sufficient capacity to produce the full supply. In my mind 
there is not the least doubt that if the tin-plate industry receives the protection 
provided in the McKinley bill, without any riders, and is not otherwise ham- 
pered by legislation, it will develop and grow so rapidly that a great deal more 
than one-half of the supply will be made at home after the duty has been in 
force for three years. 


Three years! 


But of course we can not foresee all the contingencies that may arise. It is 
robable that the time between the passage of the bill and the Ist of July, 1891, 
rom which date the increased duty is to be levied, will see ali the English works 
and the importers hustling to bring over all the tin-plates they can produce with 
the total capacity of the English and Welsh works before the time the law takes 
effect, In this way the country will be flooded with foreign-made plates sufi- 
cient to supply the country for another year, This will be an obstacle in the 
beginning, and the beginning of home production will only commence 
after the surplus of foreign stocks is used up. 

Now, I know several firms and persons who intend to embark in the tin- 
plate manufacturing business, some with $100,000, some with 8200, 000, and 
some with more capital, but I have my doubts that they will do so if the possi- 
bility is staring them in the face that after three years the home industry shall 
be killed by admitting the foreign products tree, and thereby declare the es- 
tablished plants valueless, 

The proviso as proposed by Senator Srooxxn would have the very effect the 
foreign manufacturers and their allies desire, namely, it would discou home 

roduction, On further consideration the honorable and clear-headed Senator 

rom Wisconsin must see the hidden danger in proposed resolution, and he 
will undoubtedly withdraw the same. If an attempt to make our own tin-plate 
should prove a failure there is time enough to offer a resolution for the repeal 
of that part of the law after such a result been demonstrated. .d d 


DEMNLER, Pa., August 2, 1890. 


So that they are making it now to show that they can make it, and 
the Senator from Jowa tells us that forty manufacturers are ready to 
go to work at once; but when the Senator from Wisconsin proposes that 
if they do not make one-half the supply in 1894 it shall come in duty 
free, immediately this manufacturers’ organ protests that it is equiva- 
lent to putting it on the free-listnow. The whole object is to force the 
American people to buy this unwashed steel or iron plate made in the 
city of Pittsburgh. Is there any doubt about that? 

I wish to read an extract from The American Economist of the issue 
before the last, in which I find a communication from Mr. E, P. Will- 
iams, in which he says: 

American sheet-iron mills will at last have “ fair play,“ which has been de- 
nied them for twenty-five years, by admitting these so-called tin-plates and terne- 
platesat non-protective rates of duty, thus enabling importers to furnish British 
tinned and leaded sheets where American black and galvanized sheets would 
be used naturally, 


There is the whole of it. The idea is to keep out the tin-plate in 
order to force the people of the United States to use the black galvan- 
ized sheet-iron which is made in the city of Pittsburgh. 

Mr. President, I will make no excuse lor placing before the Senate a 
statement from men engaged in the manufacture of tin, that is, of the 
implements and domestic articles which are made out of tin: 


The undersigned, workingmen and manufacturers of tinware, cans, and con- 
sumers of roofing-tin, employing large numbers of hands and having invested 
a large capital in the business, respectfully protest against any increase of the 
present duty on tin-plates, and urge some reduction in that duty, tocomply with 
Hm universal demand that all raw material should be taxed as lightly as possi- 


That is sent me by a large tin establishmentin the city of St. Louis, 
Mo., andis a full statement of this whole question. If the Senate does 
not care to hear it—it will not change a vote here, as I very well know— 
I should like to put it in the RECORD. 


Your attention is briefly called to the following facts: The increase in the 
consumption of tin-plate in the United States has been ca solely by its ab- 
solate cheapness bringing it into universal use. It is in no sense w ver 
an article of luxury. Its lightness and wonderful durability have made it the 
one material fora roof, It furnishes our kitchens. Two-thirds of the importa- 
tions are made up into cans for our products, and these indispensable 
to our daily life have been placed within the reach of the humblest pu: 2 
A e employment to hundreds of thousands of busy hands in all the varied 
— ustries of our country. It is essentially a raw materia], which is worked up 


ere, 

A reduction of the duty would cheapen it to the consumer. An increase of 
the duty would check its page gry rendering necessary a variety of sub- 
stitutes, revolutionizing the whole trade, and bringing untold disaster upon 
thousands of industries that have been established. 

It is important to bear in mind that the multitudinous uses to which this 
article has been put have been in almostevery instance started and developed 
by our own country, The farmer has probably been the principal one bene- 
fited, as the extension of canning factories all over the country has enabled him 
to finda market for his fruits and garden products, which would otherwise 
either rot or never be ra . The canning business is absolutely dependent on 
the low price of tin-plate, and it is this low price. which has existed for the last 
ten years, that has caused the enormous increase in the canned-goods trade. 

Our imports and increase of tin-plates is shown in the following figures: 

| 
Boxes. l 


Year. Year. Boxes. 
477,714 || 1887... i 4,619, 368 
546,593 || 1888. 5, 085,313 
1,531,895 || 1839... 5,659, 734 
3,603,764 


1890. 


Some years ago canned goods were more or less delicacies. Now they are 
the r man's food, beng cheaper in the cans than the en article can gen- 
erally be obtained for. Favored as we are above all er countries in our 


products, the only question to be solved was how to preserve perishable ones 
which otherwise would be lost to the consumer and be unmarketable to the 
farmer; and this has been solved by cheap tin-plate. Another wondertul 
growth, consequent upon the cheapness of this article, has been the line of cans 
and packages of all kinds for other than for fruits and vegetables, and if the 
duty is increased many articles stand prepared to entirely take the place of tin- 
plates and to render their use a thing of no ney 

Glass jars will take the place of tin cans. Wood, paper, pasteboard, sheet-iron, 
shect-zine, etc., will be used for kages, increasing their cost to the consumer, 
The present light and durable article of roofing-tin wil! besupplanted 1 Sagat 4 
sheets of irun or steel, coated with some metal like zino, tin, or lead, hig! 
cost of whicn will enable other articles to be used for a roof, deteriorating its 
usefulness and greatly increasing the risk of fire. Tin-plates Will cease to be 
used for kitchen utensils, and that business, now in the hands of probably tens 
of thousands of small shops throughout the country, will be destroyed, and all 
kitchen utensils will be stamped from iron or steel by large manufacturing con- 
cerns and tinned afterwards. 

Tin-plate is in fact a part of every household in some shape or form, solely on 
account of its cheapness, and more so by the poorer and working class than by 
those who are more well-to-do, and a further tax on it, therefore, a 
direct tax on every individual, as he will either be obliged to use it in some 
shape or form or will pay the higher cost of ita substitute. Toincrease the duty, 
therefore, means that every household shall be taxed, that industries national 
to our country, representing millions of dollars and employing hundreds of 
thousands of bands, shal) be crippled, embarrassed, and perhaps ruined, simply 
in order that a few iron or steel manufacturers may be put in a position to ex- 
3 in the manufacture of this commodity. It is only an experiment, as 

t isa further attempt to do what they have signally failed to accomplish at 
various times, under more favorable circumstances and under the protection of 
a higher duty than is even proposed by the advance. We need not dwell upon 
the fact that an American tin-plate trust of some kind will inevitably follow in 
addition to the burdens we already suffer of that character. = 

Mr. W. C. Cronemeyer, secretary of the American Tinned-Plate Association, 
appeared before the subcommittee of ways and means on December 27, 1889, 
arguing on behalf of the American Tinned-Plate Association, of Pittsburgh. and 
for an increase on the duty on tin-plates, and stated thatif the tin-plate industry 
could be built up in this country it would supporta numberof ple nearly equal 
to the population of New York City. When we state as a fact that 26,000men, 
women, and children,or possibly as many as 30,000, represent the whole number 
of work-people engaged in making tin-plates from the finished bars in Wales, 
where all tin-plates are manufactured, it will be seen how absurd is Mr. Crone- 
meyer's statement, and. as the trade would be entirely changed and revolu- 
tionized by the imposition of the proposed duty, a very small number of work- 
men would be required to make what tin-plates might be necessary in America. 
But the American laborer would not be benefited in the least. Welshmen would 
be imported, who understand this foreign industry, justasfor n workmen are 
imported to-day in other industries, and just as Cornish miners were imported 
to work our Lake Superior copper mines, 

Various attempts have been made to make tin-plates in America, but they 
have not failed through ample protection in the tariff. They have failed be- 
cause the Welsh tin-plate trade is a most uliar one, subject to keen and 
widespread competition, and always laboring under the excessive power of 
production that has kept down the price to a uniform low level during the last 
ten years, with scarcely an exception, and in favor of American consumers. 
Tin-plates are made only in Wales. The Welsh have such peculiar aptitude 
and skill for making tin-plates that all attempts to establish their manufacture 
in other parts of Great Britain, or in any continental countries, have never suc- 
ceeded, The production has always exceeded the demand. Within a period 
of fifteen or twenty years almost three-fourths of the makers have failed, and 
half this number have failed morethan once. We desire to call your attention 
to the following sentence in the circularof this same American Tinned-Plate As- 

on, over the signature of its secre’ Mr. W. C. Cronemeyer, and under 
date of September 26, 1889. This sentence is on the third page, officially stated 
by an officer of this association: 

“ And itis a fact, and we can prove it by figures, that they 1 can be 
made here [in ci boston cate and sold with profit at present selling prices.” 

This is a most remar le statement, as, at that time, tin-plates were selling 
in Philadelphia, New York, and Baltimore at lower prices than they were ever 
sold before in the history of the trade. 

The demand for tin-plates has been unprecedentedly i pds and healthy, 
occurring co! icuously over Led ela other languishing and expiring en- 
terprises were frequent in all directions, and we ask that the large investments 
a = use of this article shall not be jeopardized by, at least, any increase in 

e duty, 

Tin-plate now parsa bigner rate of duty than wasimposed upon it underany 

revious tariff, while in the various changes in the tariff the duty on other articles 

been reduced, It is the raw material entering into the manufacture of the 
commonest necessities of life, The duty is now so high as to prevent all export 
trade in stamped goods and manufactured ware, the law respecting rebates be- 
ing so complicated as not to apply to these, in the interest of American 
manufacturer. The Governmentallows a rebate of 90 percent. of the duty on tin- 
late used in making cans in which products are actually exported. Asa prao- 
ical matter, the rebate does not affect the packing industry toany great extent, 
though the industry isincreasing every year; but if the duty is furtheradvanced 
the Government, by allowing this rebate, discriminates largely against its own 
citizens, in favor of cheap ee for foreigners. 

We give below a table showing the average price at which IC 14 by 20 bright 
tin for canning purposes could be purchased in the Eastern importing cities 
during the following years: 


Months. | 1884. 1887. 1888, | 1889, 
84. 75 $4.24 | $4.75 84.21 
4.66 4.235 4.79 4.20} 
4.66 4.24 4.74 4.22 
4.77% 4.30 4.695 | 4.28 
4.78% 4.28 4.53 4.27 
r= aasin ` 4.761 4.29 4.46 4.25 
W — 4.86 4.87 4.51 4.25 
Aufust . . ee — 4,85 4.50} | 4.58 | 4.25) 
September. 4.80 4.46 4. 4.32 
October... 4.69 4. 2 4.47 | 4.51} 
November. 4.00 4. 4.29} | 4.73 
mber. nosas 4.50 4.79 4,24 4.60 


It has been alleged by these gentlemen from Pittsburgh and their 
attorneys that tin-plate has been going up in price by reason of the 
monopoly in the hands of foreign manufacturers, when there are ninety- 
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five of these establishments in Great Britain alone. Here is an official 
statement of the prices from January, 1884, to December, 1889, In 
January, 1884, tin-plate was worth $4.75 on a box 14 by 20 in size, and 
in January, 1889, it was worth $4.21}. These gentlemen go on to state 
the prices for every month in every year from 1884 to 1889, showing 
that the price ranged from $4.75 to $4.214, $4.20}, $4.22, $4.28, $4.27}, 
$4.25, and so on. and that no advantage has been taken by the foreign 
importers or manufacturers, but the market has been a steady one at 
these prices, z 


It will be noticed how uniform the price has been, notwithstanding the official 
statement of the American Tinned-Plate Association in this same circular of 
September 26, where they use the following language: 

“But if any one would attempt to manutacture now (September 26, 1899) he 
would share the same fate as those who, tempted by the enormous prices which 
have at times been charged to the consumers by the importers’ monopoly, built 
works and at first made money, but soon found that they could not ap iaa 
the pressure of the monopolists, who had, temporarily, but long enough, re- 
duced the price so low that competition meant ruin.” 


That is a quotation from the address of this Tinned-Plate Association. 


In further refutation of this absurd statement, it may be mentioned as a fact. - 
that the price of tin-plates has scarcely varied to any appreciable extent over 
a period of eight or nine years. We believe that Mr. Cronemeyer, represen! 
the American Tinned-Plate Association of Pittsburgh, is the only person 
appeared before the subcommittee of ways and means in the interest of any 
increase in the duty, and we have yet to learn of any workman, dealer, or con- 
sumer of the article who wants it ine . We deem it our duty to call your 
atiention to the fact that an attempt to increase the duty on tin-plates would 
be most inconsistent, and we also deem it necessary that you should have all 
the facts and information that we can briefly give you, so that you will be en- 
abled to vote intelligently and understandingly upon this important matter. 

In every former tariff bill which has been enacted tin-plate has occupied a 
specific and independent place, and has never been taken in conjunction with 
any other article, as it is in fact a raw material, furnishing, as already pointed 
out, a basis for avery large and widespread industry which has wn to 
enormous proportions and upon which depends the entire population of the 
United States. To curtail this industry would strike asevere blow tothe manu- 
facturing and agricultural industries of our country, and any advance in the 
duty would open the door and simply encourage the importation of ware and 
various articles manufactured by foreign mechanics to the injury of our own 
established industries. 

The sentiment of the entire country is in favor of suchan adjustment of the 
tariff to our established industries that they will be protected, but the universal 
sentiment is against the imposition of hibitive duties in favor of monopolies 
or trusts. We have now the buik of the canned-goods trade. increase of 
the daty would cripple that trade, which would go to more favored countries, 
which are at present anxiously waiting to take advantage of such an oppor- 
tunity, and, once lost, that e we should never be able to regain. 

There is a popular impression that a great difference in wages exists between 
the rates ruling in Wales and the goa Oa amounts paid the workers in 
iron and steel in our own country, but Mr. D. itehouse, of South 8 
an address delivered November 30, 1886, stated the wages paid by him at 
tin-plate works, from which it will be seen that they are good wages, particu- 
larly when the reduced cost of living in that district is taken into account, and 
it must be bornein mind that these wages have been advanced since, with e 
prospect of further advances being established from time to time, as the co! 
tion of the working-people is improved. 


Per 
Per week. working 


our, 
EIGHT-HOUR 
Rollermen. .... . . 811.84 80. 30 
Doublers ....... 5 9. 60 24 
Furnacemen . 8.69 -22 
Behinders (boys). . 4.59 12 
TWELVE-HOUR SHIFTS. 
Shearers.... > 15. 88 
Tinmen 14. 10 2 
Washmen . . 14. 10 2 
Drawers (boys) — 4.79 00 
About five years an endeavor was made to ascertain how many men 


were 
employed in actual labor on tin and terne plates in the United States. This 
was an exceedingly difficult thing to accomplish, but letters were sent to all 
parties in „from names registered in all of the commercial books, in- 
closing a postal card and askinghow many hands they employed. On the receipt 
of these postal cards it was found that 380,000 men were 1 in the United 
States. Of course the answers were not full and the list was incomplete, and 
it was estimated that there were at least 150,000 more working in small 
It is, therefore, safe to estimate that there are now over 600,000 men in 
United States who are employed directly or indirectly in the manipulation of 
tin-plate in its varied forms. 

men have all learned this trade and Sen corning gons 5 N It would 
oa most of them to seek some other employment, for which they would 
be almost ĩ tated, if the duty were adva: 

Hundreds of thousands of Ame workmen would be thrown out of em- 
ployment for the sake of a few thousand Welshmen, who would be brought 
over to make what tin-plate would be required. 

The purity and safety of tin-plate should be considered in the interest of every 
consumer. No metal is as pure and as safe from every injurious quality as tin. 
It is serious to contemplate the substitution of other articles which an increased 
duty would encourage. 

We feel obliged again to refutea further statement in this same circular of 
the American Tinned-Plate Association, under date of September 26,1889, It is 
therein stated that the valuation of the tin- plates consumed in the United States 
is $35,000,000, but the official statistics show that for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1889, $21,002,209.15 of tin and terne plates were imported, on which a duty of 
$7.279,459.72 was paid, making the value of tin-plate imported into the United 
. — less the duty, 513,722,749. 43, and not $35,000,000, as stated in the Pittsburgh 
circular, 

An adequate conception is hardly ble of the extent to which cheap tin- 
ee packages and cans, but some idea ean be had m the that 

e official statistics give the exports of beef, salmon, matches, gunpowder and 

cy goods, cosmetics, patent 9 peira fish, 


other explosives, spices, lard, 
oysters, and petroleum, paints and painters’ colora prepared coffee and cocoa, 
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y les, milk, and fruits, the value of $72,609,589 for the fiscal year ending | word ‘‘ pay,” it is to strike out two and two-tenths cents” 
rr e eee e hich. f yon and insert one cent; so as to read: 
allowed obtain later statisti course, would be 
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vors the reduction in the burdens of taxation u the le, and as an ad- 
vance in the duty would be a serious blow to millions of invested in in- 
dustries depending on cheap tin-plate, we respectfully request that no advance 
shall be made in the present rate of duty. 

Very respectfully submitted. 

Mr. President, this is an attempt to increase the duty upon all the 
articles that are made ont of tin in this country, from the toy horse 
of the baby up to the tin bucket of the farmer. It enters into every 
family in the land. It affects all the canning industries in this country, 
all the dairy products, and it is done for no other p no man, 
excepta partisan, can fail to seeit—than to give to these Pittsburgh man- 
ufacturers the control of this entire market and to force the people of 
the United States to buy their wares. We bave had forty years with 
free tin in which to compete with the foreign manufacturers. But 
these Pittsburgh manufacturers will not to-day sell the plates them- 
selves, the sheet-iron, within 1 cent a pound of what the tin-plate 
costs put on shipboard. 

We were teld in order to secure the votes of the West that there are 
enormous deposits of tin in South Dakota and Montana. It is found 
in Virginia, Texas, and California, and all over this country, you may 
say, speaking within reasonable limits. Are the consumers of this 
country, belore these mines are developed, to be taxed three, three and 
a half, four, or five years—we do not know how long—and in the mean 
time this enormous duty put upon the people of the United States? 
Every man who wants to roof his house must buy this Pittsburgh 
manufacture and every man who wantsa bucket must pay an increased 
duty if the importers bring tinned plate from abroad, or else pay what 
these Pittsburgh gentlemen choose to ask the public for their goods. 
That is protection run mad! ; 

This is not an industry in existence. We hear much sympathy for 
the farmer. I have a bill here for tinware for an ordinary family 
amounting to $3.68, of which 98 cents represents the duty imposed by 
this bill, and that is so little, [ suppose we shall be told, it ought to 
be imposed in order to meet the prospective creation of a manufacture in 
Pittsburgh and the opening of mines prospectively somewhere in the 
West. 

That is all I care to say. 

Mr. PLATT. I did not quite catch what the Senator from Missouri 
said in his last remark. I understand him to say that he thought the 
increase of duty would amount to $3.58 per family in the United States. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, no. 

Mr. PLATT. I thought he could not have said that. 

Mr. VEST. I spoke about a bill of tinware, which I did not care 
about reading from, as I was tired or the Senate was, upon seven or 
eight articles of tinware necessary for use in every family, upon which 
this increased duty would amount to 98 cents over the present price. I 
did that to illustrate the effect of it. Nota family in this d can 

rehase an article of tinware upon which there will not bean increase 
Fr this proposed legislation goes into effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No amendment is pending to para- 

ph 137. All the amendments of the committee have been adopted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lask that the readingof the bill be proceeded with. 

Mr. VEST. I want the yeas and nays upon the adoption of the in- 
crease from 1 cent pound to 2.2 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator will have to make a motion. 

Mr. VEST. I will makea motion to put tin- plate upon the free-list; 
and upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Missouri to offer an amendment to this paragraph. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the com- 
mittee’s amend ments to this paragraph have been adopted by the Senate, 
and that there is no amendment to the paragraph now pending, 

Mr. VEST. Then I will move to strike out that part of the para- 
graph which increases the duty from 1 cent to 2.2 cents per pound. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That can not be done unless by unanimous con- 
sent until the bill is reported to the Senate, but Isuppose there will be 
no objection to the Senator offering the amendment now. 

Mr. VEST. That can be done now after it has been amended, and 
then put on the free-list when we come to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not catch the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that hisob- 
ject will be accomplished by moving to strike out two and two-tenths 
cents on page 29, line 6, and inserting one cent.“ 

Mr. VEST. Yes; I will move to strike out two and two-tenths 
cents“ in line 6, on page 29, and insert one cent. I will try it 
first on 1 cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 137, on page 29, line 6, alter the 


cially known as tin- 
pound, 


Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays on that. 

Mr. Dawes and Mr. WILSon, of Maryland, addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes]. Does the Senator from Massachusetts yield to the Senator 
from Maryland? 

— 5 DAWBSS. If the Senator will indulge me a few minutes, I will 
yi 

I do not think that the present duty upon tin-plates can be justified 
upon any ground of fair and proper legislation. Tin-plates should be 
either free in this country or there should be such legislation as will 
induce their production here, one or the other. The present duty of 


1 cent per pound is a tax upon the consumer put into the pocket of a 
foreign producer, and it should either be done away with and tin-plates 
made free—— 


Mr. McPHERSON. I thought it went into the Treasury. 

Mr. DAWES. Tin-plates should be made free or there should be 
such protection on them that they could be produced in this country. 
It presents a fair issue between those who desire to see everything 
produced in this country for our consumption which, in the nature of 
things, can be profitably produced here, and those who would depend 
upon the foreign production for that which we could otherwise produce 

re, 

I am for free tin-plates or for such protection upon the industry of 
manufacturing tin-plates as will tend to produce them in this country. 
There is no middle ground. The question with me, and I think it 
ought to be with every legislator, is whether tin-plate is of such a pe- 
culiar character, either in its production orin the material of which it 
is produced, that it is capable of production at home at such reasonable 
and fair prices as will justify the production at home. I can not stop 
now to reason with the man who can see no difference to the industry 
or the prosperity of this country between the prodaction of its con- 
sumption here or abroad. With me the question only is whether it is 
capable of production at a reasonable price at home. If it is, I am 
for such production. 

Production gathers around it so much of that which enters into the 
welfare and well-being and growth and development of man, that what- 
ever shall be contributive to production he can not afford to lose if he 
cares more for his own country and for those who make up its strength 
and wealth and power than he does for other countries. 

Therefore, Mr. President, the question is whether tin-plate can be 
made in this country fora reasonable compensation ata reasonable cost, 
at such a cost that all that goes along with its production shall yield 
more of good than of evil to the people of this country. 

We are legislating for all the people of this nation and for that 
which will contribute most to its individual and its collective strength 
and power, and we are not called upon at our expense to consider what 
others can do or may do or will do. It is what it is within our own 
right arm and our will and our own enterprise and our own power to 
do for ourselves, and not what others can dé. Isay again if tin-plate 
can be produced in this country for any reasonable and fair cost, as 
compared with its production elsewhere, an article of such universal 
consumption, in which the poor and the rich and all alike have an in- 
terest, it belongs to that which constitutes the element of strength and 
growth and wealth in this country that we produce it ourselves. If 
it can not be produced here within those conditions we should make 
it as free as possible to our people, and contribute what in us lies to 
making the pathway to the manufacture and production of it abroad 
as easy and as cheap as possible. There is no middle ground. 

The tax or tariff duty that now exists upon it can be justified by no 
rule whatever. It is so much money in other people's pockets at our 
expense, I am for free tin or else I am for the manufacture and pro- 
duction of tin-plates and all the manufactures of tin-plates in our own 
country. I am occupying and will occupy no middle ground of bounty 
to the foreign producer in the shape of the present duty upon tin-plates, 
It can be justified by no principle in the world. We must depart from 
it, retrace our steps and open the door, surrender in all coming time to 
the producer of tin in the Indies and to the manufacturers of tin-plate 
in Wales, and surrender our own independence to them in the use of 
this production, and contess to the world that we ourselves are depend- 
ent upon them, and turn our thoughts to the best way of getting it of 
them, the cheapest for so common a production, and so needful and 
universal a production, that we can or we should address ourselves to 
the idea of so making it in this country that it shall be produced to the 
universal consumer, from the humblest and the lowest all the way 
through the various phases of human life in this country, the cheapest 
way possible. 

Now, which shall we do? We have never made the attempt to pro- 
duce it in this country. We have enjoyed thus far the luxury of de- 
pendence upon foreign producers for an article of more universal con- 
sumption than any other. Are we content to continue this way? Are 


— 
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we content, Mr. President, we who boast of our eapacity toaccomplish 
anything that human industry, human enterprise, human ingenuity 


ean produce, with acountry abounding in all the natural products of | of this 


the world—are we to confess in the threshold that with all the ma- 
terial here at our doors, with the tin in our mountains in abundance, 
and with the capacity and genius of the American people to produce 
any paeta can be produced abroad—are we content, sir, to fold 
our and to say that as to this article of universal consump- 
tion we shall never attempt to produce it ourselves ? 

I for one, Mr. President, am ready to try the experiment. I know 
no reason, either in the capacity of the mechanic, in the abund- 
ance of the supply, in the market for the product in comparison with 
other countries, which should cause us to hesitate one moment. I 
know nothing in either of these why this country should surrender its 
independence in the consumption, universal as it is, of this article, to 
the domination of others. If there is any product more universal, any 
product that reaches the poor and the humble as well as the rich, 
which is found in every-day use more than this, I do not know what 
it is, and therefore, if there is any other product that would be more a 
gain to every man, woman, and child in every grade of society in 
the United States, to be emancipated from foreign influence and foreign 
control, I do not know what it is. * 

I have no sympathy with that class of people who just as lief buy 
what they need and what they use abroad as to buy it here. I have 
no sympathy with that class of our people who take no more pride in 
a home production than a foreign. I haveno sympathy, sir, with that 
class ot people who have no pride in the mechanic at their own homes, 
in the shop at their own homes, in the anvil at their own homes, or in 
the music oi all the tools that are employed in the construction and 
the manulacture of the necessaries of life at home, but look and long 
for the products of foreign lands. Sir, I am homespun. I prefer a 
home product, and if a home product is attainable I am for it every 
time. y 

Now, it comes about that the tin deposits in this country are abund- 
ant. Has it come about that the black sheets upon which the tin is to 
be placed are abundant inthiseountry? If it has not come about that 
they are abundant in this country, can they be produced in this coun- 
try? The iron or the steel of which they are made abounds in our 
mountains and in our ore beds. The laborers of our country are abund- 
ant and are seeking for the employment. 

Then, what is in the way of the making of black plates and taking 
the tin from our mountains and producing in abundance the tin-plate 
here? Two things are in the way. One is that we shall be obliged 
to pay more for the daily labor of those who make the black plates 
and who mine the tin and those who coat the plates than they pay 
abroad. Another is that those abroad have so long enjoyed the mo- 
nopoly of the supply of this country, constituting about one-half of 
the product of the world, that they are able to crush outany industry 
in this country that pays higher wages than they do. 

Mr. President, we pay $21,000,000 for tin-plates to foreign countries 
every year, and in addition to that we pay $7,000,000 of duty which 
they are able to charge upon their plates, because we have nothing 
here to compete with them. In the face of what has now been devel- 
oped to be an inexhaustible supply of tin in this country and in the 
face of the ability in this country to make the black plates of as good 
a product as can be made in the world, they have succeeded in pre- 
venting the making of tin-plates in this country. How have they done 
it? The momenta tin-plate establishment has been started in this 
country they have put down the price until the tin-plate factory has 
stopped, and then they have put it up. 

When the Mills bill, putting tin-plate upon the free-list, was passed 
tin-plates went up in the British market at once more than the equiv- 
alent of the duty. It went up on the idea that a revenue measure in- 
augurated by the party in power would certainly become a law, and 
they put the price of tin-plates up more than the duty. I have a quo- 
tation that I should like to read from the Pall Mall Gazette of July 
25, 1888: 

É A RISE IN THE PRICE OF TIS, 

The l oraraa Spacer United States House of tatives of the Mills tariff 
bill, which tin-plates on the free-list, has led toa sharp rise of tin, Yes- 
terday Straits to £39 7s..6d. cash and £89 15s. three months, This is an 
advance from £14 to £15 on the figures quoted recently. If the Senate passes 
the bill in its present form tin will command higher prices than have ruled of 


late and a great impetus will be given to an important branch of manufacture 
in this country. 


Mr. President, if the Mills bill could have become a law and tin- 
been put upon the free-list the consumer of tin-plates would not 
ve gotten the benefit of it. The consumer of tin-plates in this coun- 
try would have paid all that difference, and more, too, into the pockets 
of the producers in England. That is the struggle by the foreign pro- 
ducer. He can afford to put three or four years, not only of his ex- 
cess of production upon our markets below price, but much more, 
until he extinguishes every producer of tin-plate in this country. 
It is a question of emancipation, sir. It isa question whether we 
shall pay tribute all the days of our lives to the foreign producer, with 
as rich tin mines in our own country as the world produces, and with 


as much ability in raw material and in mechanical ability to produce 


the iron or ee Ge upon which it is made as the world knows; and 
yet it is pro that we lie down at the feet of the foreign producer 
article of universal consumption and say that hereafter our 
wealth of tin shall sleep forever in the mountains of Dakota and our 
makers of tin-plate in this country shall go hence and find other em- 
ployment, and we shall bow down, tribute-payers, to foreign produ- 


cers. 

Sir, for one I am willing for a brief period to contribute to the inde- 
pendence of this country, independence in the manufacture, independ- 
ence in the consumption of an article so universal, in which the poor 
quite as much as the rich are dependent upon a fair and reasonable 
cost for that which is of daily consumption. We imported last year 
336,692 tons of tin- plates. We imported of tin pig 10,000 pounds. All 
this cost us $23,000,000. That $23,000,000 was paid to the foreign pro- 
ducer, whoemployed uponit, directly upon the plate, twenty-five thou- 
sand men, and, counting what were emp!oyed for a mere song among the 
Malaysof East India, where the tin is produced, altogether more than a 
hundred thousand men were employed upon that tin-plate and tin 
that was imported into thiscountry. While that was being impo 
into this country there slept in the mountuins of Dakota pure tinenough 
to cover the world, and there were in this country 8 enough, 
out of employment, seeking labor, seeking employment, to manufacture 
the whole of it in the lifetime of my distinguished triend from North 
Carolina [Mr. VANCE], to put the longest possible period. 

Mr. President, what in the world is the justification of a policy that 
will turn our backs upon the wealth which God has placed in our own 
mountains for some good purpose, and upon the mechanics of the 
country waiting for labor and employment, and the capital of the 
country idle and seeking investment, and going abroad among the Ma- 
lays, the heathen, who work for 6 pence or 8 pence a day to get the tin 


taken to Wales and there manufactured into tin-plate and brought - 


here? What is there in the nature of such a policy as that which com- 
mends itself to my patriotic friend from North Carolina or any other 
man who is for free tin-plate? What is there so attractive in a gov- 
ernmental policy that ignores all the weaith of home, and all the bone 
and sinew unemployed at home, and all the capital unemployed at 
home, and seeks to build up Abroad manufactures and to create wealth 
abroad that ought to shower its blessings upon our own country? 

I sus it is because of the belief that for the present tin-plate 
would be a little cheaper to the consumer, There is a mistake about 
that. I have shown that the moment the attempt was made to make 
it free here it went upin England. Let the apprehension that the tin 
mines of this country are to be developed and tin manufactured here 
be put to rest; let it be made certain that we shall give up the policy 
of home production and we shall no longer get tin-plates abroad at any 
such rate as we get them now. 

They came down from the rise which the free-trade Mills bill put them 
when the bill of the Senate was reported. They camedown in the face 
of the idea that we were to make a serious attempt to produce tin- plates 
ourselves. Shall we make that attempt? Is it worth the effort? The 
consumption is universal; the consumption reaches the humblest 
and the poorest more generally than that of any other article that 
comes out of our mines, and it reaches all the way through to the rich. 
Is it worth while for us to make the effort to produce this article of 
universal consumption ourselves and set our own price on it and regu- 
late the production and the price by the home competition or not? Is. 
it worth the effort? Ifitis not worth the effort, then it is not worth 
the effort to make that attempt in reference to any other product of the 
hand or the brain of man. There is no one I know of that is of so 
universal consumption and reaches so broadly and so widely. There is 
no one in which success in the attempt would bring more blessings to ~ 
the people of this land than this. Is it worth while to make the a 
tempt? - 

The tin has proved to be inexhaustible within our own mountains. 
If anybody can make the black plates they can be made in this coun- 
try. Thank God, we pay more for our labor than they do, and for 
that very reason the honest attempt to manufacture this article here is 
an honest attempt to give labor employment, and givinglabor employ- 
ment gives labor the ability to consume. 

Sir, there is no more patriotic element in the tariff from the beginning 
to the end than an honest, earnest, reasonable effort to emancipate the 
people of this country from thralldom to British manufacturers of tin 
from the East Indies while there slumbers in our own mountains an 
inexhaustible source of tin and there are workmen abroad in all our 
cities and in all our towns waiting for employment here at home, build- 
ing up indirectly thereby all other industries by their reflex influence 
upon them and their ability to strengthen each one another as they lean 
one upon another. - 

To my mind there opens no broader feld for human enterprise and 
for general promotion of industry in this land. There opens up no such 
field as an honest and an earnest effort to appropriate to the mechanic 
and the laborerand the miner and the capital of this country the wealth 
of its tin and the wealth of its tin-plates and the production of that 
universal article of consumption entering into all households, 

Sir, these are the reasons why I turn from free-trade in tin and from 
surrender to the poor wretches who beg for a living half the time in 
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India, and from ihe monopolists in Wales who manufacture the tin 
from theif hands. I turn irom that kind of free-trade to such a duty 
upon tin-plates in this country as shall stimulate the manufacture of 
this must universal article of consumption that I know of in all the 
yariety of products in this land. i 

Sir, I am trying the experiment honestly. I prefer the effort to de- 
velop the manufacture of tin-plate in this country, to bring out of our 
mountains the wealth of tin. I prefer to see the man who coats the tin 
going from his workshop to his home here in this country, and I pre- 
fer to see the farmer carrying to that home the product of his soil to 
feed him and his family, and I prefer tosee the tailor at work to clothe 
him and his family. I prefer to seea common brotherhood here bound 
together by a common interest in home products. 

For that reason it is that, while I can not justify the present duty in 
any respect whatever, I can much less turn to free-trade and surrender 
to foreign producers that which it belongs to the policy of this Govern- 
ment to secure to the miner and the tin-maker and the capitalist of 
this country. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, obtained the floor. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator from Maryland yield to me one 
moment? 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr, President, I feel that I ought to take some little 
responsibility for the time taken up in the consideration of this ques- 
tion to-day. Two or three days ago the Senator from Massachusetts, 
moved by a disposition to help the people of his State, voted with me 
to reduce the duty on iron ore 15 centsa ton. The next day he got 
a pretty thorough castigation in a New York paper for having joined 
the free-traders, and since that time he has felt it ineumbent upon him 
to get back into line. 

is he has done at considerable length in his usual very handsome 
way and to the great edification of the Senate and the country. He 
has demonstrated that he is for high protection, and I want to say to 
him that I think his repentance and the fruits that he has brought forth 
meet for repentance are entirely satisfactory and that he will not need 
to detain the business of the Senate and get further into the category 
of obstructionists in order to make it perfectly certain that he is in line 
for high protection. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I am sorry that the Senator from Kan- 
sas bas gotten sick of his company so soon. I have uttered no senti- 
ments to-day which I have not uttered many atime. I have uttered 
them on this floor, I have uttered them in the other House, and the 
only trouble about the thing is that my friend from Kansus is not so 
well acquainted with me as I thought he was. 

Now, sir, I am for the very same reason in favor of this duty upon 
tin-plate that I was for the reduction of the duty on the raw material 
of iron. I hope to be able to travel with the Senator and with all those 
who agree in the idea of so adjusting this tariff bill as that it will give 
the greatest employment to the greatest number of laborers in this 
country and the most remunerative reward to all Jabor and all enter- 
prise that it is possible tostimulate in this country. There are various 
ways of doing it, and a little discrimination will lead some of us to dis- 
cern how that will be best accomplished, rather than to make general- 
izations in the manner in which the Senator from Kansas has done. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. Mr. President, I think it may be truly 
said that it was never before proposed, in this or any other country, to 
impose a virtually prohibitory duty upon any article of commerce 
toward which the entire body of the people bore such a relation as that 
sustained by American citizens towards tin-plate. I desire not to utter 
a single word in the course of this debate that may seem unnecessarily 
harsh, but I must be permitted to say that nothing in my view could 
more fally illustrate what has been pithily termed “protection run 
mad.“ 

A simple and fair statement of the facts of the situation, it seems to 
me, will prove the strongest argument against the imposition of this 
more than doubled duty, to become anew and heavy burden upon the 
whole mass of the people, already crushed to the earth by needless and 
Sherefore unjust tariff taxation. 1 desire to present a fuller and more 
connected argument on this subject than I have yet seen in the many 
running discussions it has received in either House. In doing so I 
shall have to repeat, as necessary to its complete discussion, many facts 
that are familiar to most Senators and some arguments that may have 


- become to them somewhat trite and worn. The deep interest which 


the people of my own State feel in this great question must be my ex- 
cuse for craving so much of your attention. Nothing is farther from 
my purpose than to worry your patience or to waste your time. 

In the first place, sir, we start out with the notorious concession 
made by the advocates of this heavy increase of duties upon tin-plate 
that not a single pound of this article of commerce is now manufact- 
ured in this country, and that it can not be made here with a secure 
pront to those who may embark in the business until the already high 

uty of 34} per cent. is increased to a rate of 76 per cent. ad valorem, 
whereby it is virtually conceded that the first effect will be to make 
every consumer of tinware in this country pay, freight, insurance, and 
commissions included, not far from 80 per cent. more than the article 
would cost in Europe. 


The records of the 8 Department show that, during the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1889, tin- plates to the value of $21,222,653 were 
imported into this country, yielding a revenue, at the present tariff rate 
of Lcent per pound or its equivalent rate of 344 per cent. ad valorem, of 
$7,357,800, every dollar of which, no tin-plate being produced in this 
country, went into the people's Treasury to defray the expenses of the 
people’s Government. The bill now before us proposes to continue this 
rate of 34} per cent. till the first day of July, 1891, after which date tin- 
plate shall become subject to a duty of 76 per cent. ad valorem. 

Now, if this duty had been 76 per cent. for the year ending June 30, 
1889, and the consumption of tin-plate had been what it really was, as 
before stated, and the expectations of the friends of this increase had 
been met, not only would the $7,357,800 of duties then collected for 
the Treasury have gone into the pockets of the manufacturers of this 
article of commerce, but the excess of 1.2 cents per pound, or its equiv- 
alent duty of 41} per cent. ad valorem, yielding the further sum of 
$8,829,360, would have surely followed the same destination, thus mak- 
ing the large sum of $16,187,160 which such a law as this would have 
hestowed during that one year upon those few men who are so patriot- 
ically and unselfishly bargaining with the committees of Congress to cre- 
ate an industry which now has no spark of life in it. And unless the 
passage of this law should disarrange and cripple the immense business 
enterprises of this country now dependent upon tin-plate as a raw ma- 
terial, and by largely increasing its cost should greatly diminish the 
demand, this large sum of $16,187,160, or still larger sums, will con- 
tinue, year by year, to be forced from our people to enrich a few men. 

But, sir, the advocates of this largely increased duty on tin-plate con- 
tend that the people of the United States would be justified in assum- 
ing this new annual burden of more than $16,000,000, which would 
have been enough a few years ago for the yearly maintenance of your 
whole naval establishment, because in that event all the sheet-iron or 
steel used in making the imported tin-plate would be manufactured 
in this country, thus necessitating the home production of largely in- 
creased quantities of pig-iron, coal, coke, lead, sulphuric acid, and lum- 
ber, It is also estimated by some of the friends of this item in the bill 
before us that it would require 24,000 men, women, and children to 
manufacture all the tin-plate consumed in this country, beginning with 
= ure iron and carrying it through the process of rolling it into 
sheets. 

This is clearly an excessive estimate. It only requires from 28,000 to 
30,000 hands, very many of whom are women and children, to manu- 
facture the whole product of tin-plate in England from the ernde iron 
or steel, Beyond the entire exports of tin-plate from England a con- 
siderable surplus, estimated by the Tin-Plate Record at 70,000 tons, 
remains at home for the uses of her people. If we concede the ex- 
treme limit of 30,000 operatives as the true number engaged in Great 
Britain in the making of tin-plate and deduct the proportionate number 
required for the goods manufactured for their home consumption, there 
would be left about 26,000 who produce all the expo tin-plate. 
Of this we import about three-fourths, and of course the three-fourths 
of 26,000 hands could produce them, and this would give us abont 
20,000 hands, of whom many are women and children. 

The question now arises, sir, as to how many workmen would bere- 
quired to turn out the 500,000 tons of pig iron which it is alleged 
would be consumed in making the 367,000 tons of tin-plates which 
last year sufficed for the demands of our country. This is a point of 
comparatively easy ascertainment. According to the census of:! 80 
there were about 42,000 men and boys employed in all the blast ur- 
naces of the United States, and the labor of these hands produced 
about 3,780,000 tons of pig-iron, besides other products. But let us sup- 
pose that pig-iron was alone produced. A familiar rule of arithmetic 
will disclose how many men are required to produce 500,000 tons of 
pig-iron. The number will be about 5,500. It may be as well to as- 
certain in like manner the number of operatives required to produce 
the crude materials entering into the production of these 500, tons 
of pig-iron, as well as of other items entering into the manufacture of 
the 367,000 tons of tin-plate. 

There have been so many wild and baseless imaginings paraded as 
facts on this point before our Congressional committees that it is proper 
for an ounce or two of common sense to be injected into its considera- 
tion. Mr. William C. Cronemeyer, the secretary of the American Tin- 
Plate Association, who especially represented that body before the 
House Committee of Ways and Means as witness and kesman, gave 
them the assurance thatif this tin-plate industry should be established 
in this country by this more than doubled duty the multitude of peo- 
ple who would, almost at one bound, be gathered around and supported 
by this enterprise would be almost like the promise to Abraham’s seed, 
as numerous as the sands of the seashore, so that no man can number 
them. He told the committee in plain words that “if all these people 
[thus dependent] were brought together, you would have acity nearly 
as bigas New York City,“ with its million and a quarter of inhabitants. 
And I suppose the faith of the committee was greater than that of 
Father Abraham and instantly expanded to the full dimensions of the 

hhecy. 
este ta view of such absurd imaginative freaks, it may be as well to 
apply a few cold ecenomic facts to test how many laborers would be re 
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quired to establish such an industry on a sufficient footing to turn out 
367,000 tons of tin-plate, which was the amount of our consumption 
last year, when it was the largest in our history. 

We have already seen, sir, that 20,000 hands would be required to 
manufacture that amount of tin-plate from the metal bars, and that the 
pig-iron needed could be produced by 5,500 menand boys. The tables 
in the second volume of the census of 1880, relating to non-precious 
metals, coke, and chemical products, will furnish us with data by which 
_ we can absolutely, or by a near approximation, ascertain the number 
ot operatives requisite to produce the 1,000,000 tonsof coal, the 1,000,- 
000 tons of iron ore, the 1,000,000 tons of coke, the 40, 000, 000 pounds 
ofsulpburic acid, and the 6,000,000 pounds of lead alleged to be neces- 
sary to produce the 500,000 tons of pig-iron and to turn the sheet-steel 
into tin-plate. The numbers will be found to be, for the coal, 2,424 
hands; for iron ore, 4,482; for coke, 1,141; for sulphuric acid, 150, and 
for lead, 130. 

The aggregate of all these hands would be 34,180. In this calcula- 
tion nothing has been omitted which I have seen charged as an item 
requiring labor, except limestone, lard, and lumber, If we assign to 
the production of these and any other minor omissions the large num- 
ber of 820 workmen, we reach the number of 35,000. And now let us 
add 5,000 hands to cover any possibility of having omitted any step in 
the conversion of iron into tin-plate, and we reach 40,000 men and boys 
as the outside limit necessary for all the tin-plate required in this coun- 
try for a consumption equal to that of the last fiscal year. And these 
40,000 men, women, and children the heated imagination of the sec- 
retary of the American Tinned-Plate Association, in some inscrutable 
manner, multiplies till he gets them up to 1,250,000. The explanation 
may be that his mental vision, like that of Colonel Sellers, was radi- 
ant with the idea that there were millions in it.“ Even if 25,000 of 
these 40,000 were all married men, with five in each family, the num- 
ber would only rise to 165,000. 

But, Mr. President, we are compelled to call a halt here and revise 
this estimate, for under this proposed tariff bill there is an important 
per contra side, If I mistake not there is a provision in this bill that 
allows a rebate of 99 per cent. on all imported tin-plate which is alter- 
wards exported, as a necessary accompaniment of our exported manu- 
factures or productions. When tin-plate becomes partially or wholly 
established as an American industry, even if it should get to monop- 
olize the American market, no man of any sense can for a moment sup- 
pose that any exporter of American manufactures or products wrapped 
or incased in tin will buy one dollar’s worth of the American-made 
tin-plate when this proposed law holds out to him the lure of getting 
that article from abroad over 2 cents per pound cheaper than at home 
by offering to him a drawback of the whole duty, less 1 per cent. 

Now, how reuch of the duties collected on tin-plate during the last 
fiscal year or during the present fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, was 
refunded to exporters under the present drawback law of 90 per cent., 
I have not been able to find out. It looks very much as if it was not 
desired to let the people know how much of their money is paid back 
after it once gets into the Treasury and to whom it is paid. 

But, sir, during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, they did give usa 
table showing the amount of drawback on tin-plate when the rebate 
was 90 percent. During that year it was $1,082,715. If the rebate 
had been 99 instead of 90 per cent. it would have been, all other con- 
ditions being equal, $1,190,986. During the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1889, there was an increase in the importation of tin-plate of nearly 
$2,000,000, 

A correspondingincrease of the drawback would have made it $1,316,- 
353. But if there is anything in the idea underlying this increase of 
drawback, that it will largely increase exports, doubtless if the draw- 
back in 1889 had been 99 per cent. the amount of money refunded 
under it would have amounted, as many even now suppose it actually 
did, to $1,500,000. But $1,500,000 only represents the amount of 
duties collected or that would have been collected, less 1 per cent., on 
_ the tin-plate imported in 1889 for exportation under a law like this; 
and that duty represents only about one-third of the value of the tin- 
plates imported, upon which duties were to be refunded, which would 
be $4,500, 000. : 

This large sum of $1,500,000 then represents the tin-plate that could 
not and would not have been manufactured in the United States upon 
the basis of the importations of 1889, if such a law as the one proposed 
had been in operation. The proportion, 21,222,653 ; 4,500,000 :: 40,000 ; 
8,432, will show that 8,432 hands are the true number to be deducted 
from the 40,000, leaving 31,568 as the true number of hands that would 
be required to manufacture all the tin-plate that this act, if it becomes 
alaw, would allow to be manufactured in this country upon the basis 
of the last year’s consumption. 

` And now, sir, the important question arises, to whom does this 
heavy remission of duties actually go? It must be remembered that 
it would be much greater in proportion than it was shown to he by the 
quoted statistics fur the year 1888. That calculation was made upon 
the basis of a 1 cent per pound duty. Under this law it would be 2} 
cents per pound, which would raise the drawback from $1,500,000 to 
$3,300,000. Although our statistics are not made to disclose to what 
industries this great amount is distributed, yet the caaners of edible 


products know full well that but little falls to their share. Few of 
them can goods for export as yet; and the amount of their goods as yet 
exported, in comparison with the oil and lard products of the country, 
is very small. 

It was known when this bill was drawn that but little of the benefits 
of this section 24, relating to drawbacks, would inure to their benefit. 
Solicitude for their welfare to a very small degree inspired it. Nor do 
I believe that any very earnest desire moved its authors to provide 
cheap food products for foreign peoples, No, sir; but the master spirit 
that guided the hand that wrote that clause in this bill was that of the 
mighty monopoly of the Standard Oil Company, which receives at least 
four-filths of the duties remitted under it. 

I do not mean to say, nor do I believe, that that great octopus 
stretched out one of its tentacles to Washington to offer corrapting 
bribes to any member of either House of Congress; but I do mean to 
say that some of the dominating Republican leaders are ever ready to 
shape the legislation of Congress so as to suit the purposes and conform 
to the will of some great overshadowing money power, and thereby to 
secure its favor, support, and timely subscriptions to a campaign fund, 
to be placed by some master-hand where they will do the most good 
for the party and the most evil for the virtue, honor, and welfare of 
the people. 

And now, Mr. President, I stop for a moment to inquire whence is 
this labor to come by which this great interest is to be extemporized in 
this country within the next few months? I do not believe there are 
in the United States one hundred men who are skilled in the art and 
mystery of turning sheet-steel into tin-plates, We have heard of it as an 
industry existing in this country years ago, but the quantity of tin- 
plate here and then produced was of an infinitesimal character. Where 
are the men to come from to do the work? Every one knows that, in 
spite of contract-labor laws, probably not against their letter, but abso- 
lutely against their spirit, these workmen will be brought trom Wales. 

With a constant cry that the American system is for the protection 
of American labor, our dominant statesmen set about establishing in 
this country, through large bounties, a great industry which they know 
they can not, under existing circumstances, get domiciled here un- 
less it he by a wholesale importation of foreign laborers, And some of 
the Republican leaders go a step further and invite the English capi- 
talists “to bring their factories right over here.“ They look with 
complacency upon the establishment of English colonies in our midst, 
engineered by English syndicates, and bent upon a shrewd appropria- 
tion of the American protective system to their own enrichment. 

Sucha scheme may well generate a miserable system of crushing ab- 
senteeism, by which foreign capital here invested can reap all the 
choicest advantages of our American Jaws by being allowed to exact 
tribute from the American people to the extent of many millions, to 
be carried abroad to the benefit of other lands and the curse of our own. 
Such a system deserves any other name than that of American. 

And now, Mr. President, having shown that, according to a most 
liberal estimate, no more than 32,000 hands would be required to pro- 
duce all the tin-plate which such a law as this would have allowed to be 
manufactured during the last fiscal year by American mills, let us now 
look at the reverse of this picture. We there see no ghost of a de- 
parted industry, which never had life enough in it even to leavea 
shade behind. We there see no mere outline of an industrial system 


which never had any real existence except in the heated imagination ` 


of an ultra-protection enthusiast. We there see no workingmen in 
buckram, merely supposititious creatures, for whom those who plead 
can not find local habitations or names, and can scarcely form a con~ 
ception unless they project their imaginations beyond the Atlantic 
Ocean into the recesses of the Welsh mountains. But we there see a 
vast mass of human beings, living, moving, and acting in every walk 
of life, to the number of sixty-four millions of men, women, and chil- 
dren, who constitute the great American people, and to whom, one and 
all, this humble article of tin-plate is a prime necessity. You see no 
hovel so poor as not to have articles of this ware in daily or hourly use. 
You see no mansion so lordly that its comfort and convenience are not 
promoted by impressing them into its service, 

To every farmer, particularly to those engaged in dairying, and to 
every miner and lumberman, it furnishes necessary implements of their 
trade. If it could be left to the votes of the people of this country 
to decide, as an isolated proposition, whether they should have free tin 
or whether they should be annually taxed to the tune of 816,187, 160, 
not for the needs and purposes of their Government, but as a tribute 
to an omnibus load of men who infest the. purlieus of this Capitol in 
the seemingly incompatible characters of beggars and masters, eer 
would doubtless make short work with those who are thus trifling wit 
their rights and interests. 

And, Mr. President, we also see in this reverse picture immense or- 
ganized interests, busily plying their vocations in which tin-plate is an 
absolutely necessary raw material. Few who have not given attention 
to the subject have any conception of the magnitude of the various 
branches of industry dependent upon this article of commerce. There 
is scarcely a village in the United States that has not at least one fac- 
tory for the making of tinware. In all the great cities the business has 
assumed huge proportions, 
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1 am desirous, sir, to present to the Senate and to the country, none 
but reliable statistics of the people engaged in actual labor on tin and 
terne plates in the United States and of those who are occupied in in- 
dustries in which utensils made ot that article of commerce are a nec- 
essary ingredient. I concede the difficulty of obtaining perfectly trust- 
worthy data on the subject; but I shall present none that I do not 
believe to be a reasonable approximation to the truth. And I would 
make this remark to any one who may think my estimates excessive, 
that, after making all such deductions as his incredulity may prompt 
him to adopt, he may rest assured that a great multitude of people in 
this country, of whom his 32.000 men of straw, if actually existent, 
would not !orm a twentieth part, would remain, whose business de- 
mands above all things cheap tin-plate and whose interests can not 
safely be trifled with by any party. 

Some years ago, in 1883, a systematic effort was made by some Phil- 
adel phia gentlemen toobtain accuratestatistics upon thissubject, They 
sent out letters of inquiry to all parties engaged in the manipulation of 
tin-plate, whose names were registered in any commercial books. The 
replies, so lar as received, showed that 340,000 hands were so em- 
ployed. But very many persons to whom such circulars were sent 
made no replies, thus having the list very incomplete. No letters 
were sent to the small, unregistered factories. lt was the opinion of 
these gentlemen that a complete list would have shown the number in 
1883 to be 530,000 hands. To be within bounds, let us put it at 450,- 
000. Jn that year the duty on tin-plate was reduced from 1,1 to 1 
cent per poun The natural increase of the demand, aided by this 
lowering ot the duty, has enlarged the importation from 432,177,400 
pounds in 1883 to 735,779,988 pounds in 1889, 

This increase in the importation will furnish a reasonable basis for 
computing the increase in the number of operatives who work up this 
immense quantity o! tin and tin-plates into utensils tor the uses of our 
people. A simple arithmetical computation will show that this increase 
was about 300,000 hands, and that they now number probably about 
750,000; and this was claimed by leading and intelligent men 
in See business, before the House committee, to be about the true 
number. z 

Now, Mr. President, if you will add to this mighty host the great 
army of the organized industries who are engagéd in canning the va- 
rious products of your fields, your orchards, your pastures, your bays, 
lakes, and rivers, and of the very bowels of your land, and if you will 
still further add, in order to complete the great total, the large number 
of men who are engaged in producing the lumber for boxing these vast 
products, aud the men who make such hoxes, and the labels that go on 
these boxes, and on the cans that go in them, there can be little ques- 
tions that the grand army will exceed a million of workmen. We could 
well afford, so tar as the argument is concerned, to let any doubting 
Thomas abate 40 per cent. from this calculation; but we will notagree 
to do so, lor it would not be tair or just to the facts of the case. 

But if it were allowed, what then, sir, would be the result? We 
would have 600,000 laborers leit, as many as the census of 1880 showed 
to be employed in manufacturing our country’s whole output of silks, 
woolens, worsteds, carpets, chemical products, cotton goods, hosiery 
and knit goods, iron and steel products, mixed textiles, paper, and 
glassware, which constitute the great bulk of the protected industries 
of the country, 

And now, Mr. President, let us complete the reverse picture to which 
I have been calling your attention. Let us attempt to number the 
other great, multitude of men, women, and children in this broad land 
who are year by year engaged in supplying the materials for the great 
canning industries of the country. This business is confined to no lati- 
tude or longitude of our domain. The oil men of Pennsylvania, West 
Virginia, and Ohio take the Jead in the consumption of about $4,000,- 
000 worth of tin-plate in the canning of their illuminating and other 
oils, mostly for export. Farmers, fishermen, and fruit-raisers are busy 
in provision materials for this canning industry alike in the Atlantic 
and Pacific States. 

The salmon-catchers of Oregon and Washington, the lobster-catchers 
of Maine, the oystermen of Maryland, the dairymen of New York and 
Iowa, the fruit-raisers in New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, and Cali- 
fornia, the cattle-men on the plains, the butchers at Chicago, the 
truckers everywhere in large numbers and in due season, are striving 
to keep their hives of industry, the canning establishments, at work to 
their full capacity. In many sections, from early spring to autumn, 
our farmers, truckers, and fruit raisers are diligent in raising corn, 
tomatoes, and other vegetables, as well as various kinds of fruit, for can- 
ning purposes. When these products are ready for gathering, you can 
see bands of men, women, and children in the vicinity of every cannery, 
joyous in the prospect of their annual gains and brightening the land 
with the evidences of their industry. 

The canning industries of my own State, Mr. President, have reached 
very large proportions,and have from their beginning, now some twenty 
years ago, been stimulated to increased development by the policy of 
our Government, persistently and undeviatingly followed, of providing 
them with cheap tin-plate. The business is spreading throughout the 
State. There are many large packing-houses in Baltimore, as well for 
fruits and vegetables as for oysters. The business is so important in 


my State that we have in Baltimore a canned-goods exchange. There 
are canneries also to be found in almost every county, and in some the 
business has assumed very large proportions. 

But few, if any, more striking examples can be found in our whole 
country of the potent influences of this industry over agricultural de- 
velopment in the Eastern States, where it seems to be the one thing 
neediul to redeem the farmers from bankruptcy, than that of Harford 
County, Maryland. Some twenty years ago this business was begun 
in that county. After the lapse of abont ten years, when the statistics 
of this trade were taken by its tarmers and canners, there were in that 
county 300 factories, and they had reached a pack of 38,400,000 cans of 
vegetables and fruits, 24,000,000 being of tomatoes and 12,000,000 of 
sugar-corn, 

The raw materials for these 36.000,000 cans of tomatoes and corn, 
leaving out fruits and other vegetables, required the yield of 10, 000 
acres of tomatoes and 5, 000 acres of corn, involving an outlay of $200,000 
for agricultural labor alone, of $135,000 for labor in can-making, and 
of $900,000 for the labor of preparing the vegetables, filling the cans, 
processing, labeling, boxing, and shipping. 

Such 


Said the farmers and canners of Harford County, Maryland, in 1882-— 
is a statement of the canning industry of a little corner of our State, which 
does not touch upon industry in other parts of the State. Yet from these 
figures an idea may be formed of the importance of this and flourishing 
industry, not only in Maryland, but throughout the whole country, the very 
existence of which depends absolutely upon the cheapness of tin-plate. 

Mr. President, I am informed and believe that the State of Mary- 
land, in proportion to her population, is the largest producer of canned 
goods in the world, You may well judge, then, that her people have 
a profound interest in this issue. Her output of canned fruits, vege- 
tables, and oysters amounted in 1888 to 40,000,000 cans, 56,000,000 
being of fruits and vegetables and 24,000,000 of oysters, the latter in- 
volving a catch of nearly 5,000,000 bushels of oysters. The capital in- 
vested in this business amounted to $10,000,000 and employed 75,000 
hands, independent of those engaged in supplying the fruits, vegeta- 
bles, and oysters for the canners’ uses. 2 

The capital of Maryland employed in this industry, to say nothing 
of the value of the lands which supply them with their materials, is one- 
third of the whole capital which the friends of this increased duty de- 
clare to be sufficient to establish the manufacture of tin-plate in this 
country. Theamount embarked in all the canning and incasing proc- 
esses in our whole country must many times exceed the $30,000,000 
needed for the tin- plate manufacture. And I might as well state right 
here that we export to England of our food products and our oils in- 
cased in tin several times more in value than the $21,000,000-worth 
of tin-plate which we import trom that country. This, therefore, ought 
to be no point of special grievance or jealousy on our part towards the 
people of that country. 

Mr. President, in view of the vast quantities of the products of our 
land and waters which are required to fill the immense demand for 
canned goods in our widely extended country, where they are to be 
found in every hamlet, as well as to supply the necessity of our ex- 
port trade, which is considerable for canned meats, fruits, vegetables, 
and fish, and is very large for our illuminating and other oils, I have 
little doubt that the statement made by most respectable and intelli- 
gent gentlemen before committees of Congress is trne, that not less 
than one million of men, women, and children are employed in pre- 
paring such products for the different canning or incasing processes, 

Thus, the manufacturers of tin utensils, and the canning industries, 
with their dependent occupations, give employment to some two mill- 
ions of persons, the majority of whom wholly rely upon such callings 
for a living, and the rest derive either their principal support or are 
materially aided in the battle of life by the wages or protits thence de- 
rived. As against this vast mass of human beings who are virtually 
interested in cheap tinware by virtue of their very calling in life, we 
have whom? Some few dozen of manufacturing capitalists, who are 
seeking for opportunities of multiplying their wealth through Govern- 
mental favor, and 32,000 men, women, and children, whom no man liv- 
ing can point out, but who will have, to a large extent, to be brought 
over from Wales, and many of whom are now doubtless engaged in other 
pursuits, 

But, Mr. President, if these 32,000 hands were here clamoring for em- 
ployment, I would like to be informed upon what principle of law, of 
equity, of morals, or of expediency it can be established that the labor of 
one man is notas much entitled to the careand protection of the Govern- 
ment as that of another, if it be in the power of the Government to 
accord it. And isit not palpable to any man of common sense and fair- 
ness that when one man only asks that kind of protection involved in 
being let alone to pursue his calling under the conditions heretofore 
and continuously permitted and purposely created by the Government, 
and under which it has grown to large dimensions, it would not only 
be a great hardship, butcrnelly unjust for that Government to set u 
alongside of him, at a great cost, another man, whose business wi 
hamper, cripple, and partially destroy that of the first man? 

For fifty-three years Congress exacted no duty upon tin-plate at all. 
Aiter that, up to 1861, the rate was put at the successive figures of 2}, 
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15, and 8 per cent. ad valorem.- It was raised during the war, simply 
for revenue purposes, to 25 percent. After the war was over it was 
reduced to 15 percent, It was in 1875 put at a specific rate of 1.1 
cents per pound, which was reduced in 1883 to 1 cent per pound, where 
it now is. 

Under this policy, pursued from the foundation of the Government, 
of long exemption trom any duty and of the subsequent low revenue 
dnties, from time to time lowered by Congress with the evident pnr- 

of giving the people cheap tin-plate, the business of manufactur- 
ing tin utensils in their myriad forms and the industry of canning 
our varied products of land and sea, as well as of raising those prod- 
ucts, have assumed vast proportions and now employ many hundreds 
ot thousands of laborers. And now our Finance Committee proposes 
to tollow the lead of the House in reversing this policy of a full cen- 
tury’s growta and seems to give no consideration to the vast multi- 
tudes of men who are crying aloud for cheap tin-plate or to the scores 
ot millions o! capital invested in the various interests of which tin-plate 
is the very basis. But they devote their time and their consideration 
alone to caring for capital that is seeking for a richer investment, and 
for laborers that, so far as we know, do not exist on our shores, or, if 
they do, may have to be summoned from some other callings. 

And now, sir, how stands this case belore the Senate? Who have 
petitioned or in any manner clamored for a more than doubled duty on 
tin-plate? So far as I know or have heard, some fifteen or twenty firms 
of capitalists, the names of the most of whom are given in the speech of 
the leader of the House on this branch of the proposed tarif law. On 
the other hand come up pꝛotests from all the workers in tin, the canners 
of the country, the farmers, the fruit-raisers and fishermen who supply 
the canning establis!rments, against this new tariff imposition, as an un- 
just and unfair discrimination against their very large, growing, and es- 
tablished interests, in favor of one that does not exist, which can not live 
except at their expense, and which is deliberately designed to supplant 
their industries by the substitution of other materials not half so well 
suited to the needs of the people and at the same time much more costly. 

I know, Mr. President, that Mr. Cronemeyer, that mighty man of 
figures, and the Tin Plate Record, which is virtually the same person, 
have asserted befure the House Committee on Ways and Means, and to 
the general public, that a majority of the canners of the country are in 
favor of this increased duty on tin-plate; and Mr. Cronemeyer accom- 
panied his assertion before the House committee with the argumenta- 
tive reason that they were for it because they realize that when we 
employ 500,000 people in the iron works of the country, they would 
have a much better trade from 500,000 of such people than they would 
get irom 75,000,000 people in foreign countries.“ 

Mr. Cronemeyer’s imagination seems to have slightly collapsed since 
we last heard irom him, when he paraded betore our astonished gazea 
great multitude that no man could number, supposed to be equal to 
the population of the great city of New York, as being dependent in 
the near future upon this unborn intant of a tin- plate industry. Now, 
he asks these canners to project their minds into the dim and distant 
future and grasp that important juncture when our tin-plate industry 
shall give occupation to 500.000 operatives. The Lord only knows 
when this good time would come, as the demand for tin-plate at this 
time in this country could be supplied, arguing from the analogies of 
the census of 1880, by 32,000 hands. 

But, sir, suppose that time were now here. Does Mr. Cronemeyer 
or any one else suppose that the canners of this country are such 
simpletons as to believe that they could be justified in asking for an 
increase of tax upon their raw material of at least $2,500,000 per an- 
num more than it now is, in order to gain an increase to their market 
of 500,000 consumers, in addition to the 64,000,000 they already have, 
to say nothing ol the foreign demand for their products? Why, sir, 
these canners know full well what an incubus upon their trade is the 
present tariff duty of over $2,000,000, for they are fully penetrated 
with the conviction that in their business cheapness of production is 
its very lite blood. And these men are wise enongh to know that the 
profits on their sales to such of these 500,000 people as might chance 
to be their customers would not begin to compensate for the increased 
risks of having the capital in their business raised to $2,500,000 more 
than is now required. = 

But, sir, aside trom the sophistry of Mr. Cronemeyer’s argumenta- 
tive statement of asserted fact, the fact itself asserted is an absurd fic- 
tion. There are more manufacturers of canned goods in Maryland in 
proportion to population than in any other State in the Union. If 
there are any of them in favor of this proposed tax increase, I have not 
heard of them. But one thing I do know, and that is, that the great 
mass of these canners, without respect to party, are humbly imploring 

u to have mercy upon their lowly estate, and that you will not now, 

the prostrated condition of their trade, burden them with another 
heavy tax, which, it is their conviction, will drive one-half of them 
out of business and bring upon them bankruptcy and rnin. 

And turther, sir, I ask the Finance Committee of the Senate, what 
representative of any portion of the canners of the country preferred to 
them, in person or by proxy, any memorial for the increase of this duty? 
There were before the House committee memorials, signed by the ac- 
credited representatives of the canners’ agsociations of Maryland, Vir- 


Gui and New York, of numerous manufacturers of tinware from 
hio, protesting in the strongest terms against this increase. There 
were also remonstrances from leading dealers in tin or in canned goods, 
of a similar kind, from Chicago, Philadelphia, and other cities. There 
were many representative men of the prominent cities of the country, 
from Maine to Virginia and trom Boston to Chicago, forming a mass 
delegation, who came on here to Washington to protest against this in- 
crease of duty; and many of us saw them in the other end of the Capi- 
tol in search of some members of the majority of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, who seemed about as hard to find asa needle in a 
haystack, 5 

These gentlemen seemed to have no difficulty in listening to the 
imaginative flights of Mr. Cronemeyer, and, it is to be presumed, in 
receiving them as substantial facts, influencing their judgment in more 
than doubling this duty. If they had given as patient a hearing to 
this large mass of remonstrants they might at least have Jearned that 
the canners and tin-workers of the country are practically a unit against 
this clause in the new tariff Jaw. 

Again, Mr. President, Lask, what right have we, as practical legisla- 
tors, fully surveying the interests of the whole country, and not of a 
segregated few, to impose this additional burden upon the masses of 
the people and upon industries which have sprung spontaneously from 
the people without any governmentul aid? What reason and e. 
are there in placing non-existent over existing, active, fal- reaching in- 
dustries, which now employ many scores of millions of capital and 
many hundreds of thousands of men? 

What propriety or lairness is there in opening the doors of our com- 
mittees to a few dozen men to chaffer with them, when asking to be in- 
vested with the mighty power of taxing the peopleof the United States 
more than $16,000,000 in order to bestow upon that people the ines- 
timable blessing of buying their tinware at an increased co-t of almost 
$9,000,000 and virtually shutting their doors to the cry of the millions 
protesting against such an outrage? What ineffable quality is there 
in a vocation which seeks to be called into existence by legislative 
power and pampered into growth by the hot-house process of high boun- 
ties which should place it high over the heads of the great masses of 
the people and of other self-existent industries which it is seeking to 
supplant? 

What mysterious virtue is there that lodges in eomparatively few 
men who work in furnaces, forges, mills, and tactories which should 
give them (even when they only exist in imagination) such a coigne 
ol vantage over their less favored fellow-citizens who swarm in the 
shops of the tin-workers and in the thousands of canneries throughout 
the land, and who, upon sea and land, toil to furnish products for 
those industries? 

Mr. President, there is nothing so good in this world that it may 
not be carried toa ruinous extreme. It might beas well for our tariff 
extremists of these latter days to reflect upon a question which may 


be to them of very vital moment, whether they may not become so - 


drunken upon the high wine of ultraprotection as to carry their greed 
to the extent of killing the fabled goose that has been laying for them 
so many golden eggs. 

The only answer, Mr, President, that can be attempted to the argu- 
ment against this increased protective duty on tin-plate is this, that 
this raising of the duty from 344 to 76 per cent. ad valorem will not 
seriously injure the business either of the workers in tin or of those 
who are engaged in canning the varions food products of the country. 

Why, sir, can anything be more preposterous than the position 
that a new and additional tax of nearly $9,000,000 im upon these 
struggling industries will not harm them? If Congress should now 
seriously propose to fasten an internal-revenue tax of $9,000,000 upon 
the products of iron and steel mills of the country, rich as their owners 
are and so long the beneficiaries of the highest governmental protec- 
tion, as soon as electricity could summon them and lightning expresses 
could bring them to this Capital, an army of manufacturing capitalists 
and agreat lobby would be besieging us, crying out for us to stay our 
hands or their business would be rnined; that they could not aftord to 
carry on their operations, as such a tax would so largely lessen their 
profits, and that the enhancement of prices consequent upon such an 
increased taxation would so greatly circumscribe their sales as to force 
them out of business, 

But, sir, this increased duty on tin-plate would work still more 
disastrous results upon the canners than any such supposed case would 
upon the iron and steel men of the country. It would prove to them 
a fatal incubus upon their business, both lessening or destroying their 
profits and seriously circumscribing their trade. Upon no business 
now condueted in this country would this result be so sure to fall as 
upon our canning industries. In the effort to stem the tide which has 
been bearing them to destruction, the tarmers of the Eastern and 
Middle States, and gradually those of the West, have been starting 
canning establishments tor their fruits and vegetables, wherever there 
seemed an opportunity to diversify their occupations and to gain new 
access to markets for their products. 

+ Possibly they may have overdone the business. At any rate canned 
goods are scarcely paying their prime cost. The margin of profit is 
extremely small and 


many cases does not exist. To foree these men 
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now to pay millions of dollars more for their raw material, of which, 
in the course of its consumption, fully 10 per cent. is necessarily wasted, 
would surely entail wholesale ruin upon them in their present condi- 
tion. And even if their business were reasonably prosperous common 
sense would teach us that to impose an additional burden of millions 
of dollars would seriously cripple them; for of all the vocations in the 
‘world (it can not be too often repeated) this one of canning is depend- 
ent upon cheap production. Whilst ministering to the comfort and 
convenience of the rich, it is especially a national blessing, inasmuch 
as it brings at all times and at all places within reach of the poor 

and wholesome food in a most convenient form. It is especially 
the solace of the man of humble means upon land and sea, in the marts 
of commerce, and upon the distant frontier. It is idle to say that it 
will not lessen the demand for such goods by the poor of the land 
when an additional duty of 41} per cent. is placed upon their mere 
wrapper, upon which the jobber of tin will strive to reap his interest 
and profit; the canner will expect, if he can, to recoup his interest, loss- 
age, and profits, and upon all which aggregated increments of cost the 
retail dealer will strive to add his contingent. 

Tt has been truly said that there is scarcely any limit to the output 
in this country of canned meats, fish, oysters, crabs, lobsters, fruits, 
vegetables, and dairy products, but that of producing them cheaply. 
And gos you deliberately propose to hamper and cripple this great and 
growing interest by a more than doubled duty upon its raw material, 
which is already a heavy item of its cost. Ifyou doit, you will break up 
one-half of the canneries of the country and you will largely circum- 
scribe the demand for guch articles at home, Whilst, by your whole- 
sale refund of duties on articles exported, you are providing cheap food 
for all the other countries of the globe, you will cause many a plow to 
stand in its furrow in your own land, many a sail to be furled upon 
your own waters, and many a tree to be blighted in the orchards of 
your own countrymen. And yon will do all this at the bidding of a 
few capitalists, who come here and tell you that if you will give them 
the sovereign power to tax our people some $9,000,000 a year for their 
own peculiar guerdon, they will be so kind and condescending as to 
manufacture for 64,000,000 of people all the tin-plate they need, And 
Congress, it is to be feared, proposes to do their bidding. Was there 
ever before such an exhibition of impudence and greed on the one hand 
or of truekling subservience on the other? 

Mr, President, as is usual in such cases, the time-worn sophistry is 
thrown at us of taking the microscopic view of the question involved. 
When a heavy duty is placed on any article of prime necessity, such as 
salt, we are regaled with a calculation showing how infinitesimal is 
the tax each farmer pays upon a pound of salt, or, when a high duty is 
jmposed upon a cheap article of cotton or woolen goods as compared 
with the like tax on a similar article of higher and siner grade used by 
the rich and objection is made to this unjust policy which throws the 
heaviest burdens of Government on the poor, the reply promptly comes 
of the trifling amount of tax any one person pays on a yard of such 
goods: And such is the argument here with respect to tin-plate. 

Such a fallacious mode of reasoning would enable any legislative body 
sitting in this Capitol to pile up burdens upon the people which, in 
their aggregate, would crush them to the earth. It is not the small 
amount of tax collected upon a single can of goods that will oppress any 
one, but it is the buying of hundreds of such cans in the course of the 
year which makes a burden severe enough to be felt by him whose 
sole care is to get a living for his family out of his scanty wages and 
to keep out of debt. The condition and circamstances of a such aman 
ure, I fear, not understood or sympathized with by such a reasoner. 

But, sir, when they make these microscopical analyses, their rea- 
soning is utterly unfair. One of their orators, for instance, has been 
recenuy seen to hold up to his audience a 3-pound tomato can and say 
its weight when empty was 6 ounces of tin-plate. The duty on this 
3-pound can, at 1 cent per pound he properly says, is three-eighths of 
a cent. He then says that a doubled duty would only add another 
three-eighths of a cent. But one would suppose that if the increased 
duty was 14 cents he would so make his calculation. If two-fifths ofa 
cent would be an appreciable sum to the manufacturer in counting up 
his gains, it is surely worthy of consideration when viewing it asa tax. 
Take the whole duty imposed by this bill and it would be upon each 
3-pound can thirty-three-fortieths of a cent. 

But this fails to represent the full cost of the tin-plate that enters into 
the case. In making it, 10 per cent. of the metal is clear wastage and 
loss. This would bring the cost up to thirty-six-fortieths, or nine-tenths, 
of a cent; and ifyou make proper allowances for the various increments 
in the price of the tin-plate before it reaches the canner, the cost would 
bea full cent, at which, I believe, the trade generally estimate it. If a 
laboring man, then, buys 250 cans of such goods a year, which would 
cost him about $20, he pays, out of his poverty, $2.50 in the way of taxes 
to the Government, of which $1.36 is chargeable to this additional tax 
of 1.2 cents per pound oa tin-plate, a sam which every one knows is to 
a poor man a very appreciable one. 

But, Mr. President, this is a narrow and contracted view of this great 
subject. The real question is, what effect will this enormous increase 
of duty have upon these great canning industries, so vital to the whole 
people, and still more so to those whose capital is embarked in them? 
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Under the present duty of 1 cent per pound these canners alone are 
paying over $2,000,000 taxes to the Government. This burden so op- 
presses them that they can scarcely find a market for their products 
except at losing prices. In fact, 
profits on their sales for a year or two past. In this condition of things 
you propose to make them pay a tribute of over $4,400,000 to a few iron 
and steel manufacturers who propose to set up in the tin-plate business, 

If you do, I want to tell you what you will make an ordinary canning 
establishment, of which there are many hundreds in the country, pay 
during one season for the privilege of doing business, Such a cannery 
employs from thirty-five to forty-five hands per day, and in the same 
time turns out 10,000 three-pound cans ot products; and will have to pay 
every day a duty, under this proposed law, of $81.40 whilst the factory 
isat work. This would be the enormous sum of $8,465 for the privilege 
of running his factory for the season of four months, a sum greater than 
he could expect to make out of a whole year’s operations in good time. 

I could multiply testimony to an indefinite extent from experts in 
this industry that the canners can not bear this burden and carry on 
their business, The risks involved in advancing this immense tax on 
their business would paralyze their enterprises. The large rise in prices 
wouid place their goods, according to all experiences of the trade, be- 
yond the reach of the poor, and thus greatly circumscribe the business. 
In the effort to make increased fortunes for a few capitalists Senators 
wona uar the wail of financial distress and the cry of bankruptcy in 

eland. 

Mr. President, I have several times affirmed that the large sum of 
nearly $9,000,000, representing the proposed annual increase of duties 
on tin-plate, would be the manufacturers’ share of theirintended deal, 
which this bill proposes for Congress to ratify and for the people to ac- 
cept. Nor do I think there will be any difficulty in proving the asser- 
tion. The gentleman who has been put forward to do most of the work 
and testifying before the committees of Congress is the same Mr. Cro- 
nemeyer to whom I have already several times referred. 

The American Tinned-Plate Association, of which Mr. Cronemeyeris 
secretary, put forth a circular dated the 26th of September last, signed 
by him, in which he stated that ‘‘it is a fact, and we can prove it by 
figures, that tin-platescan be made here and sold with profit at present 
selling prices.” And the only reason he gives for not so making and 
selling them is that ifany one were to attempt it the importers of En- 
glish tin-plate would undersell him and drive him out of the market. 
And Mr, Cronemeyer’s testimony was to the same effect before the 
House committee Jast December, A member asked him the following 
question: 

The price of tin-plates before the recount rise in prices was such that you could 
not manufacture them and make a profit? 

Mr. CROSEMEYER. We could make a small profit. 

Q. Sueh a profit as would justify you in engaging in the business? 

Mr. CRONKMEYER. Yes; but not on the prices before they rose, 

And then he proceeds to say, as he did in the circular in September, 
that he could not make the business pay because the agents of the im- 
porters always followed his agents up and sold for 25 cents less per 
box. Now, sir, tin-plate was selling in New York when the above- 
named circular was published in September last, at $4.32 per box, 
which was one of the lowest prices that article ever brought in this 
country, and at that price Mr. Cronemeyer informs us he could pro- 
duce it and make a profit, unless hounded, as he says he was, by the 
importers, 

But if the duty on tin-plate is increased to 76 per cent. ad valorem 
there will be no fear of the American manufacturer being undersold 
by anybody, for the duty will be absolutely prohibitory. As soon as the 
American mills are ready to cover the home market they will hold it 
free from foreign rivalry. And that day, our Committee on Finance 
assured us when a bill with 2 similar increase of duty was here under 
consideration in the winter of 188889, would come in less than twelve 
months from the passage of the bill by Congress. But is it not perfectly 
clear that if, under the 34} per cent. duty, American manufacturers can 
now make tin-plate for recent prices at a profit, they can, when that 
duty is raised to 76 per cent., pocket that profit, small though it may 
be, and the whole profit besides represented by the increase of 41} per 
cent., which, as we have seen, would equal near $9,000,000. 

The capital required for the manufacture of all the tin-plate needed 
by our people, say leading Republicans who champion this measure, 
and Mr. Cronemeyeramong them, would be $30,000,000; and upon this 
capital this bill, upon the recommendation of our Finance Committee 
and of the Republican House of Representatives, proposes to give the 
capitalists an absolute certainty of a return of about $9,000,000. What 
say you, farmers of the land, who are struggling for very existence; 
what say you, the toiling millions of our country, who work late and 
early and can make a bare living by the sweat of your brows; what 
say you to the Congress of the United States guarantying by solemn 
law, after full debate and in full view of the struggling poverty and 
destitution of the country, 30 per cent. profit, clear of all deductions, 
upon the capital invested in this glorious industry of tin-plate ? 

Surely, Mr. Cronemeyer had a prevision much more unerring than 
that of the immortal Colonel Sellers, that there were millions init.“ 
Sir, is this fue jamos the fairness, and the benign influence of our 
tariff laws? it be, then one would suppose the less our people have 
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of it the better it would be, not only for their material good, but for 
their manhood and self-respect. ; 

But, sir, not only after the 1st day of July, 1891, or after any other 
date that may be fixed, will this gross piece of wholesale extortion be 
in full blast, but before that time this law will furnish a rich harvest 
to our importers and to these very tin-plate manufacturers, who will 
at once turn themselves into importers, 

It is not possible that these manufacturers will be able in less than 
twelve months to start plants in all the range of their processes and with 
sufficient corps of skilled workmen to produce the 367,000 tons of tin- 
plate needed for the uses ot our people. What sort of spectacle will 
you then see? Of course little or none of the new home manufacture 
will be sold so long as the duty is at the present rate of 1 cent. per 
pound, but with a certainty that there will be a scarcity of tin-plate 
after the new law goes into effect all these regular and extemporized 
importers will begin long before that date to largely import tin-plates 
from England to be held for the rise to be superinduced by the largely 
inereased duty. 

The Welshman, too, knowing that his day will soon be over, will hold 
his goods ſor higher prices. Inthis way a heavy rise will be sure to occur 
in the prices of this article long before the middle of next year as well 
as afterward; and a rich harvest will be garnered by these people by 
the working, direct and indirect, of your proposed law, which, from be- 
ginning to end, will be buta device to plunder the many for the bene- 

t of the few, and to make more millionaires to help rule the country, 
through the combined action of concentrated wealth. 

But, Mr. President, the Republican leaders in both Houses bid us 
be of good cheer, for they assure us that under the benign influences 
of prohibitory duties the price of tin-plates will sink down, down till 
it reaches a point below the ability even of the Welshmen to compete 
with our manufacturers. Sir, when a statesman assumes the rôle of a 
prophet he is bound by no rales of political economy or even by the 
dictates of common sense. But possibly there is some excuse for grave 
legislators that they have assumed as facts what the great majority of 
mankind might be disposed to hold as doubtful events of the future, 
for has not Mr. William C. Cronemeyer, secretary of the American 
Tinned-Plate Association, on the witness stand before the House Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, with all the solemnity of a Delphic oracle 
or of a Highland seer, like Sanders Supplejaw, pronounced these fateful 
words? 


After we get fifly mills in the country and exchange our ideas, we can reduce 
the price by the use of improved machinery and methods which they never 
thought of in other countries. 

I can scarcely wonder that these weighty words, spoken by sucha 
man, with such golden visions open to his view, shonld produce a power- 
ful impression upon the minds of the committee to whom they were 
addressed and should be deemed worthy of being embalmed in the 
greatest effort of his life” by a distinguished statesman; but surely 
prudent and careful legislators should be chary how they are led by 
empty promises to give the power to a few men to impose taxes to the 
amount of $16,000,000, under the mere hope that such promises 
95 5 be soon redeemed and such enormous burdens will be thereby 

If, sir, after probibitory duties have been imposed by Congress on any 
article of commerce, like steel rails, there has been in process of time 
a large shrinkage of prices, some ingenuous people are always pointing 
the conclusion that under all circumstances and with respect to all 
commodities similar legislation will produce like results, Upon its 
very face the proposition is neither fairnor logical. The nature, the 
history, the susceptibilities of progressive improvement are just as 
diverse with respect to articles of commerce as with respect to the men 
who produce them. 

A series of scientific discoveries in rapid succession made the man- 
ufacture of steel rails possible at a continually decreasing cost the 
world over. In the absence of legal trammels, and often despite them, 
the cheapness of methods will insure cheap products. So it has been 
in the markets of the world with respect to steel rails, And the effect 
of our tariff laws upon their prices has oftener been to extort rates 
far beyond those of other countries, as happened in a special degree a 
few years ago, when, in the midst of a great impulse in railroad build- 
ing, our manufacturers put such rails up to the extreme limit of our 
high tariff duty, thus charging from 25 to 30 per cent. more than such 
articles could have been purchased for abroad, and more than these 
men had a short time before sold them for at an undoubted profit, with 
the result of transferring millions of dollars from the pockets of the 
pone to their own tills. And such will always, at some time or other, 

the effect of prohibitory duties. 

And what right, sir, have any of our statesmen, even when fortified 
by the high prophetic instinct of Mr. Cronemeyer, to promise that pro- 
hibitory duties will work cut any such results with respect to tin- 
plate? They promise us that as soon as this bill is passed and factories 
are established for making tin-plates some wonderful discoveries will 
be made whereof the process of manufacturing them will be revolu- 
tionized and ee eee 

Sir, I respect and honor American inventive genius, but I protest 
against blindly imposing heavy taxes upon the American people upon 
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the faith that their genius will honor any drafts our statesmen may 
choose to draw upon it. We should remember that inventive genius 
is not our exclusive birthright. Almost every step that has in recent 
years been taken in perfecting the making of steel sprang from the 
brains of five Englishmen, two Frenchmen, and one Norwegian, and 
we may be sure that English intellect has not been idle with respect 
to tin-plate, with which it has had so much to do for many years. 

But, sir, is it not plain to the most superficial inquirer that there is 
no reasonable ground for believing that any discovery will be made 
which will appreciably reduce the cost of tin-plate? As everybody 
knows, the main basis and element of cost in that product is sheet-iron 
or st For many years you have had your rolling-mills and have 
been producing those articles. And still so stationary is your inventive 
gentan to lower prices of this product, as contrasted with those of Eng- 
and, that the Welshman is able to make his sheet-steel, cut it into 
the right sizes, wash it with the acids, anneal it, coat it over and over 
with tin, pack it, and put it on board ship ready for export for 3 cents 
per pound, whilst American genius is still selling sheet-iron in this 
country at 4 cents per pound, being 25 per cent. more for the mere basis 
of tin-plate than the English charge for the completed article on ship- 
board ready for exportation. 

Sir, either Mr. Cronemeyer and his manufacturing coadjutors, who 
are now manufacturing sheet iron and steel and who propose to make 
tin-plate also, are able to sell such sheet iron and steel at greatly less 
than 4 cents per pound or they are not. If they are not, then this 
talk of lowering the price of tin-plate is the baldest moonshine. If 
they are thus able, but are still demanding the 4 cents per pound, when - 
the Englishman must be making it ata profit at about 2 cents per 
pound, then we have the plainest proof in the world that they never 
intend to makeany such reduction ia the price of tin-plate as they are 
promising to the American people. My own opinion is that they can 
sell sheet iron and steel at 3 cents per pound ata profit, and my rea- 
sons amount in my mind to a demonstration. 

In the first place they tell us our machinery is as good as the English- 
man’s. If this begins to be true then it is an absolute and sheer im- 
possibility that the Englishman can make sheet-steel, as he does, af 
somewhere near 2 cents a pound and at a profit, whilst we can only 
make it at a profit for double that price. No imaginable difference in 
the wages cost could amount to double the price of the article. 

In the second place, we have in this case a piece of unconscious tes- 
timony from Mr. Cronemeyer, which clinches the matter beyond any 
doubt, He says (and he has the books before him) that he can make 
tin-plate at a profit at the ruling prices of that article in the markets 
of this country. Then he must be able to make sheet-steel for 3 cents 
at a profit; for the cost of the importation of tin-plate is about 3 cents 
and the cost of all the processes of turning sheet-steel into tin-plate, 
including any profit on it, must be somewhere about 1 cent. Either 
Mr. Cronemeyer has published a gross misstatement and then reiterated 
it before a committee of Congress, or he can make tin-plate at the 
English cost of 3 cents a pound with the 1-cent duty added at a profit. 
He can only do this, however, by being able to sell sheet iron or steel 
at about 3 cents per pound. But it is plain that he never intended to 
make any such fact public, if it had not thus unconsciously leaked 
out. 

Then the programme of the iron and steel men under this increased 
duty is plainly this, to command the American market for tin-plate by a 
sufficient output for that purpose, upon which this increased duty will 
enable them to make a profit of 40 per cent. upon their capital in- 
vested, clear of all cost, and then by holding their sheet-iron at 4 cents 
per pound which can be made at about 3, to force it at this selling 
price, which will be largely below that of tin-plate, upon the Ameri- 
can market for uses for which it is not half so well fitted, but for 
which it will be commended to the public by its comparative cheap- 


ness. 

Thus they will be able to realize another profit of at least 33} per 
cent. upon their sheet-iron. And in this way they will not only drive 
out of the market a large quantity of tin-plate now used, but will also 
drive out of business many workers in tin, whom they have all along 
been professing that this increased duty would not injure. This is 
also evident. not only from memorials that have been presented to Con- 
gress from the iron-roofing associations of the country, but also from a 
recentarticle in The American Economist, which declares that— 

American sheet-iron mills will at last have fair play, which has been denied 
them for 3 years, by admitting tin-plates at non -· protective rates of 
duty, thus enabling importers to furnish British tinned and leaded sheets where 

erican black and galvanized sheets would be used naturally. 

Naturally, Mr. President, because they will be made much cheaper 
than tin-plate by act of Congress, but not because they are half so good 
for the purposes to which they are thus forced to be applied. 

Mr. President, the committees of Congress assure us that in less than 
twelve months some fifteen or more large mills, operated by great cap- 
italists, will be able to fill the demands of the American market for 
tin-plate. If the time be elongated by adding three or four years 
more, possibly their prediction will be fulfilled. When this condition 
of things comes about, what then? What earthly inducement or ie 
will there then be for the starting of any more factories or mills for 
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manufacture of this article? The high duty of 76 per cent, will ex- 
clude all Welsh goods. The mills first in operation, for whom this law 
seems specially intended to be passed, will have control of the market, 
and will be able to freeze out any competitors by the process so well 
known to modern capitalists. i 

Sir, there never were in any country more abundant, more per- 
fect, and surer conditions for the establishment of a large monopoly 
than this bill, under existing conditions, will afford. ever did ex- 
halations from fen or bog more naturally or inevitably spread the 
deadly malaria than this hot-house process will generate and firmly 
install a grinding monopoly, to gather in from the whole American people 
30 per cent. profit upon an article of prime necessity to every man in 
the country, made without risk, and with a Government guaranty for 
their monstrous tribute levied mostly upon the poor people of the land. 

Mr. President, I have a word or two more to say with respect to the 
effort of Mr. Cronemeyer and his associates to pose as martyrs in their 
vain attempt to establish the tin-plate industry in this country, in which 
effort, judging from certain reports and speeches that have been sent 
out from this Capitol, he has been measurably successful. He tells us, 
in his testimony before the House committee, that— 


An attempt was made several times to manufacture tin-plates, but very un- 
successfully. The manufacturers who went into the business at this time (in 
1873) were very much misled by the high prices we had to pay out for English tin- 
plate, and they could figure it out at a very good profit at these prices. 

He goes on to say that— 

At that time we were making some money out of the business, and when we 

had hardly got started the price fell till it got to $4.50 for some classes of goods, 
+ and that, of course, knocked us out of the market altogether, and we had to 


give up. 

He further says: 

‘We gave up business in 1576. We were forced out of it. 

The inference being that it was caused by the wicked importers. 
Then he continues: 

. W. posed į ut, the price of tin wen 
Pr rer A 190 1 — — nay aai m S an scarcely — 
in than the price went right down. 

And again he says they had to stop. 

Now, Mr. President, the necessary inference from this tale of his 
woes is that the Englishman and the importer, by some mischievous 
manipulation of their own, put up the price of tin-plates, whereby 
Mr. Cronemeyer and his associates were decoyed into an attempt to 
manufacture them in 1873; and that no sooner had they begun to suc- 
ceed in their enterprise than the wicked importers again lowered the 
prices so as to drive them out of business. Again, in 1879, when it was 
supposed they were finally dead as rivals to the Welshman, the price 
of tin-plates was again made to rise to a high figure. Mr. Cronemeyer 
and his friends again started, and again these obdurate importers low- 
ered their prices, so as to force them to finally stop the business, 

Sir, Mr, Cronemeyer was, before 1873, and is still, a producer of iron 
and steel. As such he must have been acquainted with the prices cur- 
rent of those articles before 1873 and since. so acquainted, he 

must have known of facts which render his statement utterly discredit- 

able to him, whether regarded asa statement or a suppression of facts. 

He must have known when he was relating his harrowing jeremiad 

before the House committee that in 1872 best refined rolled iron and 

a steel bars rose in the markets of England, France, and Germany to 

very high figures beyond what they had been selling for in the im- 
mediately preceding years. = 

It is useless now to speculate upon the causes of a well known fact, 
but it is commonly supposed that this large increase of price was 
caused by the large demand for these articles of commerce, superinduced 
by the necessity of repairing the wastage of the Franco-Prussian war 
which was just ended. This rise in prices was quickly responded toin 
this country. Mr. Cronemeyer well knew that such iron and steel 
bars suddenly rose in this country in 1872 from $78.54, wholesale 

price, to $97.63; thence declining during 1873 to $86.43; during 1874 
to $67.95; during 1875 to $60.85; during 1876 to $52.08; during 1877 to 
$45.55, and during 1878 to the extremely low price of $44.28. 

These prices are the average for these years, and are taken from a 
table furnished by one of the leading iron-mills of the country, which 
I hold in my hand. This rise and fall in the prices of iron and steel 
bars had its origin beyond the ocean; but the decline was doubtless ac- 
celerated by the financial crisis in this country of 1873, the signal for 
which was the failure of Jay Cooke & Co, 

Mr. President, Mr. Cronemeyer must have known, when he was 
testifying before the committee, that the prices of tin-plate from 1872 
to 1879 were the result of great and widespread economic movements, 
and that the mi of his venture in manufacturing tin-plate sim- 
ply resulted from his failure to calculate the strength and duration of 
the economic wave that was spreading itself over christendom. He 
knew full well, too, that his failure was in the smallest possible de- 
gree assignable to the Englishman and importer, who merely bowed, 
as all men had to do, 3 tho passing hour, 
putting their tin-plate up when the price of steel rose and putting 
their goods down when steel went down. 

The struggle as to who, Mr. Cronemeyer or the importer, should sell 
his goods upon a close market at 25 cents a box less than the other, 


was one that is ever going on in our country between the importer and 
the manufacturer, and which can never be stopped except by the im- 
position of a prohibitory duty on everything produced abroad. 

Mr. Cronemeyer, sir, again harrowed the souls of the committee by 
relating how tin-plate advanced in 1879 and how he and his asso- 
ciates once more resumed its manufacture, again to be brought to grief 
by theevil machinations of the importers. Again this ingenuous gen- 
tleman chooses to forget and conceal facts which would show how lit- 
tle his story is entitled to bring any tears of sympathy from even the 
most biased friend, 

I showed just now that the prices of steel bars sunk in 1878 to the 
before unprecedentedly low price of $44.24. As every one knows, when 
such very low prices are reached there is almost sure to be a rebound. 
So it turned out in 1879 in the markets of the world. 

The prices of these steel bars then went up to $51.35, and in 1880 to 
$60.38. They then began again to decline, and in 1886 reached the 
low point of $43.12, Tin-plate and all other manufactures of iron and 
steel sympathized with this rise in prices in metal bars. But as the 
prices of the iron and steel began in a few months to decline, and con- 
tinued todo so almost to the present time, the prices of tin-plate, 
with all other articles of commerce dependent upon iron and steel, went 
down with them, and continued to fall till the assurance began to 
spread abroad that this Congress would more than double the duty on 
tin-plate, when that article at once began to run up in the scale of 
prices. 

It is worthy of note that tin-plate has almost continually been sink- 
ing in price since 1580 down to this year with no Mr. Cronemeyer as 
a competitor in the market. The prices for these years delivered on 
board ship at Swansea or Liverpool have been, per pound, for the year 
1880, 4.5 cents; for 1881, 3.8; for 1882, 3.7; for 1883, 3.7; for 1884, 3.4; 
for 1885, 3.3; for 1886, 3.1; for 1887, 2.96; for 1888, 3; and for 1889, 2.9. 

Mr. Cronemeyer is therefore shown, sir, to have made a palpable at- 
tempt, in which he appears to have measurably succeeded, to mislead 
the committees of Congress and the public by the suppression of the 
most important facts, well known to him, thereby winning for himself 
and his associates a sympathy as martyrs to the cause of protection to 
which they are not in the least degree entitled. 

But, Mr. President, I fear I have exhausted the patience of the Sen- 
ate, as I certainly have my own strength. I will, therefore, only sa 
in conclusion that if you enlarge this duty on tin-plate, as is proposed, 
you will depart from the policy of this Government, as p fora 
fall century, of providing the people of this country with cheap tin- 
ware, which is one of the prime necessities of life. You will also turn 
your backs against the hitherto settled rule of providing many impor- 
tant and far-reaching industries with cheap raw materials, which has 
encouraged them to a large extent to embark their capital, labor, and 
skill in providing our millions of people with cheap food. 

By passing this clause in your new tariff bill you will commit a glar- 
ing act of inconsistency and unreasonableness; for you will remit to the 
exporter of canned food the whole duty on such exports, except a piti- 
ful 1 per cent., thus declaring to the world by your law that the rebate 
of the duty is of such vital importance that it will give a great impulse 
to our exportation of such goods for the providing of foreigners with 
cheap food, whilst on this floor and in the other Hall of Congress you 
are arguing and contending that the imposition of such duties will not 
increase prices to the poor of our own land or arrest their ability to 
buy; you will also declare to the world that you take more interest in 

roviding the Hottentot, the Kaflir, the Esquimau, and the South Sea 
Tender with cheap food than the poor people of your own land. 

If you pass this item in the pending bill you will with one hand pour 
into the overfilled coffers of the Standard Oil Company and of the Ar- 
mours millions of dollars per annum, whilst with the other you will 
be snatching from the poor that abound among us much of the little 
they already have of the good things of this life; and you will be fill- 
ing the pockets of rich capitalists with many millions of dollars a year, 
whilst you are driving to desperation and ruin many useful industries 
more deserving of your care, but which are only asking to be let alone, 
if you will not éonsent altogether to remove this tax. 

We who represent Maryland on this floor implore you as an act of 
simple justice not to bring bankruptcy and ruin on thousands of the 
best citizens of our State, as well as of other States, and not to throw 
tens of thousands of men out of employment simply in order to en- 
able a few capitalists to form another trust on tin-plate and to add 
more millions to their already overgrown fortunes. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in the quietude of this afternoon and 
while the Senate is in a state of repose, enjoying itselfin the Jobbies and 
in the cloak-rooms and elsewhere, I propose to have something to say, 
about paternalism in government, that being a mild and moderate theme, 
in reference to which we are all agreed, I suppose, in our theories, but 
unfortunately we are not in our practice when it turns out that 
by converting our theories into unworthy practice we can make some- 
thing by it. There never was amore significant proposition presented 
in connection with this line of pm Sede — than the feature of the 
tariff bill which is now under discussion and upon which the Senator 
trom Maryland [Mr. WILSON] bas delivered a very thorough and com- 
plete argument, closing it with an appeal in behalf of a great number 
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of industrial people in the United States connected with horticulture 
and agriculture, which I think ought to be sufficient to move us at 
least to calm and deliberate consideration. 

This is the first instance, I believe, in which the Congress of the 
_ United States has deliberately set to work to plant the seeds of an in- 
dustry that does not now exist and to fertilize it with the money taxed 
out of the people at large, not for the benefit in any sense of the people 
at large, but for the benefit of those capitalists and those corporations 
who will have the power to use the tax thatis being levied and all of its 
incidentals to build themselves up into great wealth and as they say to 
contribute to the shining glory of the United States in respect to one of 
a few industries hereafter to arise for the comfort of coming generations. 

I fancy that I can see some of the wise and venerable Senators who 
are now around me, if they, in the providence and mercy of God and 
through His kindness, live so Jong, taking their own images of glory 
upon these shining tin-plates in the future time and admiring them- 
selves as a fresh, young maiden would admire herself before a mirror, 
when contemplating the beauties of their handiwork. But I take oc- 
casion to admonish them that tin-plates have not always a perfectly 
smooth surface, and they sometimes give back distorted reflections, 
and it may be that they will be alarmed at the pictures that they will 
have to look at in future time, cast from the glittering surface of this 
new industry that they are planting in this country. 

If the fathers of this Republic had been informed that the time would 
come when the tax power of the Government of the United States, 
vested in Congress for certain specified purposes, was to be employed 
for the purpose of building up a new industry in the United States 
which had escaped the enterprise and the genius and the skill of 65,- 
000,000 American people, and that these wise men, who have chained 
the very lightnings of heaven to their belts, who have walked through 
the world with new and miraculous wonders to the astonishment of all 
the nations of the earth, that they should have passed by this magnifi- 
cent industry for a hundred years without being able to plant it upon 
these shores, that they should then come to Congress and demand a 
law, and get it, too, by which the taxing power of the United States 
Government was to enable them to do that which their genius and money 
and skill and industry and enterprise had failed to do, the fathers of this 
Republic would have been astonished beyond measure thatthey had not 
put somewhere else than in the hearts of men and in their consciences a 
check against such outrage and usurpation upon the powers intrusted 
to them. 

The men by whom they were surrounded, Mr. President, were men 
who had loyalty to every good and virtuous sentiment and feeling and 
act which concerned the glory and honor of their country; that con- 
cerned Sanny and justice to their f®@low-citizens; and our fathers 
thought that they could intrust them and theirchildren with the tax- 
ing power, mighty and uncontrollable and discretionary as it must 
necessarily be, because they all felt that their motives in the assistance 
they gave to the first and best labors of ordaining free government were 
not for the promotion of particular corporations or particular individ- 
uals, but that they were for the general good of all and that they were 
for justice to the humblest man in the whole land. They thought 
they could intrust usand all coming Congresses with this discretionary 
power, because the checks that we would find in our own consciences, 
the restrictions that our own bosoms would impose upon our actions 
would be such as that they would keep the enactment of laws within 
the clearly defined, generally understood, perfectly settled definitions 
of constitutional law that our fathers had ordained, 

But, sir, we have to encounter this question, for the first time pre- 
sented in clear outlines and without any sort of indistinctness; the issue 
is now presented to the people of the United States whether they will 
sustain Congress in the effort to obtain money by taxing them to place 
in the hands of certain trusts, corporations, or what not, to ensble them 
to build it up, an industry that at this hour is foreign to our land. 

We have had a good deal of discussion here upon various features of 
this bill. In some of them the section of country which I have the 
honor to represent here conjointly with others has been made a great 
sufferer, has been unnecessarily and unwisely made a sufferer, and 
we have been led to believe and feel that the discriminations which 
have been made against our agricultural industries in the South were 

mpted more by a feeling of retaliation for some past grievance than 
y anything that concerned our future prosperity or the general future 
prosperity of the land. 5 

But we have felt ourselves, and still feel ourselves in that section of 
the world, able to bear the burdens that are put upon us. While we 
listen with attention to the facts that are admitted by the other side 
of the Chamber, that from New England out to the Rocky Mountains 
there is a general decadence of agriculture, a general shrinking in 
value of agricultural lands, a general absence of profit from agricult- 
ural industries, we turn to our own country and we find that lands 
throughout the South in the cotton region are all constantly and steadily 
appreciating in price. So we are able to hear this unjust taxation better 
than any other section of the United States, for there is not one foot 
of cotton land in the United States thatis not worth more money to- 
day than it was 8 ago. 

I suppose that be attributed to tariffs; and yet, Mr. President, 


we have no home market for our great leading production, cotton. 
Our market is beyond the waters. ‘Two-thirds if not four-fifths of all 
the produetions of this wonderful crop pass over the waters into the 
land of poverty, the land of pauperism, the land of pauper labor, to be 
worked up into the fabrics of commerce, and yet our lands grow in 
value and we prosper, although our patrons are the  panpers and the. 
pauper spinners and weavers of Europe and Great Britain. 

e can bear this tax. We do not use any more tin amongst our- 
selves than is used in other parts of the United States, and there is 
but one class of our people who are very dependent upon it for com- 
fort. The negroes of the South are nearly as much compelled to have 
tin for their domestic uses as they are to have clothing to wear u 
their backs. If I were to put upa plea here against the establishment 
of this tin industry at the enormous cost that would be taxed out of 
the people, I suppose I would be excused in the minds of the human- 
itarians for bringing forward the interests of 7,000,000 or whatever the 
number of negroes may be in the South and presenting their plea here 
that we should not tax their labor and industry at the enormous rate 
proposed in this bill for the purpose of enriching a very few men who 
will concentrate their capital in this industry. And of that few men 
the probability is stronger than otherwise that they are to be English- 
men and Germans, : 

It has been but a very few days since the newspapers brought to us 
an account of an English syndicate having gone into the State of Cali- 
fornia and having bought up a large tract of country, amounting to 
three or four or more thousand acres of land, which I was informed 
six years ago in California by the geologist of that State contained 
valuable deposits of tin. Senators on this floor may expect, and they 
will find a realization of their expectations very soon, that when these 
tin-plate industries have started a probe will be run into the subject 
and we will find out how much of these millions are taxed out of the 
American poor for the purpose of making profit upon British money. 

Every item in this great bill is in the nature of a separate tax law, 
depending for its justification upon some peculiar state of facts; so 
every item deserves to be separately and carefully considered. e 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMBE] uttered a great truth, for which 
the country will thank him, when he said that all increase of taxation 
demanded a justification at the hands of Congress. We can not tax 
the people without any necessity, and when it exists it is due to them 
and to Congress that it should be stated and explained. 

This is a duty, Mr. President, that I do not see how we can possibly 
escape. More particularly is it a duty resting upon us when we are 
panang a new industry, and when we are taxing people so enormously 

or its birth, its preservation, its development, and its final success, 

In the discussion of this bill the necessity for increase of taxation 
has been constantly disputed and has led to the greater part of the de- 
bate that has oceurred. 

Enforced silence has been the policy of the advocates of this meas- 
ure, the sort of silence that attended its consideration (if such it may 
be called) before it reached the Senate, It is still their policy. 

The country has expected that in the Senate this bill would be freely 
discussed. Republicans and Democrats seek to improve it by amend- 
ments of a most important character; but such is the indifference of 
the other side of the Chamber to this demand for full consideration 
that its example has set a fashion for the debate that it seems impolite 
and intrusive to disregard and unpatriotic to question. 2 

If this bill, as it is reported to the Senate, is a measure of party pol- 
ities, as it is unquestionably, it is no less than the duty of the mem 
of the party who yield their judgment to its behests toattend and keep 
a quorum here to pass the bill. They have no right to the op- 
position to furnish the votes to make a quorum, while they are absent 
on their personal business or seeking pleasure. We have had many 
roll-calls, resulting in no quorum when the demand for the yeas and 
nays has been made by the friends of the measure. We had several on 
Saturday and more than one this morning; and if the roll were called 
now there is strong doubt whether a quorum is present. 

Under such circumstances the demand made by leading Republican 
Senators for silencing debate has the appearance of arbitrary exaction. 
It leads the country to believe that when the debate has reached a crisis - 
in which the dissensions of Republican leaders will be made manifest 
and their contentions will become severe the cloture will be enforced 
and silence will envelop the subject. 

The right of free speech does not include the privilege of unlimited 
debate, and it is notso claimed; but it must include a reasonable time 
for the investigation of each item of a tax-bill when it is pending for 
consideration. If it does not include the privilege of discussing each 
item, it must be because some power has the privilege of designating 
the articles that shall not be open to adverse criticism. 

Vulgar tyranny could not more indecently display its presumptuous 
arrogance than in the demand for silence while it taxes the people. 
Representation and taxation were associated as twin conditions in the 
demand of the colonies for liberty, so that there could be no taxation 
without representation, Inthe Declaration of Independence and in the 
Constitution the right of re ntation was asserted and preserved as 
the condition upon which the right of taxation could alone be exer- 
cised, 
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That was the strongest bond of the covenant of the Union. Repre- 
sentation is something more than the right to vote. It includes the 
right to represent the people in the expression of their objections to a 
tax, and to amend or reject a pro tax by the enlightened vote of 
a majority. No man can justly say to another that he is abusing his 
privileges in debate by being slow of speech or of thought, or careful 
and painstaking in debate, and limit him to a fixed period of debate, 
beyond which he shall not be heard. 

It would be a shocking injustice to a Senator that he should not be 
heard in extenso because he is slow in speaking and his venerable age 
has reduced his voice to a state of weakness which nearly precludes 
the Senate from hearing anythinghe may say. In the Senate the equal 
suffrage of a State can not be taken away without its consent, Suf- 
frage also means more than voting. It means representation in de- 
bate, especially when it relates to taxation. We can not originate tax 
bills, but we can amend them; and this right of offering and discussing 
amendments is that equal suffrage which is secured to the States above 
the power and right of any one to dispute, except by consent of the 
State. 

What embassador from a State can, without an impeachment of the 
honor of a Senator and without scandalizing the State he represents, 
object that he is occupying too much of the public time in the discus- 
sion of any important question? It is a denial both of the represent- 
ative character of a Senator and the equal suffrage of the State in the 
Senate to put upon him a prohibition that he shall speak only so long 
as the majority shall prescribe. 

This is, in one sense, a new bill. It is the first revenue measure, 
founded on the levy of customs duties, that in its frame work and by 
the open assertion of its supporters in both Houses of Congress, is not 
intended for the raising of revenue to support the Government, but is 
intended for the raising of tax-money for the support of the manufact- 
uring classes of the country. Revenue is made by this bill the inci- 
dent of protection, and revenue is slaughtered whenever it is in the 
least in the way of that purpose. x 

Accusations have often been made againstother tariff bills that they 
were not intended to collect revenue, but to foster preferred classes of 
manufacturers, but the charge has been bitterly denied heretofore. 
This bill affects a contempt for disguises, and it shows in every feature 
what is confessed in the reports and debates of its friends, that it is a 
measure devised for granting subsidies to one class of our people with 
money taxed out of every other class. 

In answer to statements ofthe principle on which the whole scheme 
and nearly every detail of this bill rests, I venture to quote from re- 
marks made by myself in the Senate on the 16th day of January, 1889, 
on the tariff bill then pending. I do this because I can not more suc- 
cinctly state my position than I did on that occasion. 

The whole controversy on the principles of tariff taxation is couched 
in the report of the House Committee on Ways and Means and is elab- 
orated in the speech of Mr. MCKINLEY. The issue is no longer con- 
cealed or even clouded, and its bold statement challenges the settled 
opposition of those who still find some limit in the Constitution upon 
the wer of Congress to tax one class of industries for the sole purpose 

ving advantages to another class, 

We deny the power of Congress to fetter the freedom of labor and the 
exchange of its fruits, which comprise all commerce, by taxing one class 
of laborers for the sole purpose of benefiting another class. 

We deny the power of Congress to discriminate in tariff taxation so 
as to put the burdens of supporting the Government upon one class of 
consumers or manufacturers, for the purpose, not only of exempting 
another class from these contributions, but also to enrich them, through 
taxation. 

We deny the power of Congress to tax the laboring poor to further 
enrich those who are wealthy, and this denial rests upon the Constitu- 
tion, upon the moral law, and upon the sense of justice and benevo- 
lence that we call humanity. 

The Republican party asserts the power and duty of Congress to do 
all those things, and the Democratic party deny the power, and protest 
that its exercise is tyranny and its results are grossly unjust. 

What I had occasion to say in 1889 I will read: 

In every country except the United States, and with every political party ex- 
cept that which framed this bill— 

Tube one then under consideration 


and sustains it in the Senate as a party measure by a solid and unvarying vote 
the of taxation and its only purpose is to raise reyenue for the support of 
government, 

There are very few, if any, of the civilized nations in which a tax levied for 
any other purpose would be tolerated by the people, even though a third of 
them were organized into armies to support the demands of the government. 

However broad or extravagant the demands of their governments may be 
and however they may cruelly burden the people, it is still accorded to them, 
even by the most di tic rulers, that the people shall not be taxed except for 
proper governmental purposes, 

This era of civilization would put a government pretending to be civilized in 
coventry, under the ban of universal censure, whose rulers taxed the people ex- 
cept for the support of the ruling power or that taxed one class of its people 
for the avowed purpose ofenriching another class. Our plan of government, 
above all others, was formed with a view to prevent and prohibit taxation for 
such purposes. The fathers of our system had before them the experience of 
many generations for their guidance, and they took es care to keep the 
taxing power under the immediate control of the peop! he tax-payers—and 
their representatives, chosen directly by them, 


of 


It was for this reason that they ordained that a tax bill should only N 
— the House of Representatives and that no tax bill should originate in the 


nate. 

The N 1 is as follows: 

“All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representa- 
ag i but the Senate may propose or concur with amendment as on other 


The grant of power made to Congress on the subject of taxation is in these 
words: 

= gress shall have power to levy and collect taxes, duties, im and ex- 
cises, to Pey the debts and to provide for the common defense and general wel- 
fare of the United States; but all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform 
throughout the United States.” 

Then follows a distinct power to borrow money on the credit of the United 
States. Taxes are not Lam poten to be uniform throughout the United States; 
but all duties, imposts, aud excises are required to be uniform. 

The uniformity thus required as to duties, imposts, and excises indicates that 
5 shall not be unjust or discriminative as between the people of the United 

tates, 

Sections, localities, Territories, snd States are also included in this rule of 
uniformity, which equally forbids such discriminations in practice, as it does in 
theory. The true meaning of the Constitution in this case, as in all other cases, 
is to sécure tothe people equality in bearing the burdens of taxation, when 
those taxes are upon their business pursuits, the privileges accorded to them 
by law, and the satisfying of their tastes and necessities in the use and con- 
sumption of whatever is suited to those purposes. 

Taxes assessed upon the property of the people are naturally regulated 
the value of the property, but, by express injunction of the Constitution, capi- 
tation and direct taxes must be apportioned according to the census. 

Uniformity of taxation means more than the appearance of uniformity on 
the face of the law. It means uniformity in the sense of distributing and equal- 
izing in a spirit of justice and equity the burdens of taxation, for that is the 
sacred duty of the lawmakers as well as the sacred right of the ple. 

A tax of $1 per ton on the rock phosphates found in South Carolina would 
raise the woes to the farmers whose land require such fertilizers $1 per ton 
and would not increase the profits of the owners of the quarries, because the tax 
would go into the Treasury. A duty of $1 per ton on Imported phosphates for 
fertilizers wouldsincrease the profits of the owners of the South Carolina beds 
by that sum, because it would shut out importation and give them the monopoly 
ol the market, 

The burden on the farmer would be the same whether he paid the tax of $1 
per ton to the Government for revenue or to the South Carolina owner of the 
quarries for profit, In respect of the sum of money it would cost there 
would be uniformity, but it would not be uniformity of taxation. 

It is the duty of the people to submit to taxation for revenue, but they are pro- 
tected by the Constitution against all forms of taxation on imports that prohibit 
revenue and are designed and intended to make money for any class of busi- 
ness pursuits. The protection against taxation for any ee oe than to 
provide revenues for the support of the Government of the United States is 
clear from the language in which the power is given to Congress to lay and 
collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises. Itis 7 ened clear that the power 

ranted to Congress iu the phrase Congress shall have power“ is nota power 

nherent in Congress, arising from its power to enact laws, but it is a delegated 
power, and therefore a limited power, 

But the limitation upon the power of taxation—that it is for the purpose of 
raising revenue, and for no other purpose—is made perfectly clear when the 
distribution of the powers of raising revenue between the House of Representa- 
tives and the Senate is brought into view. 

The exclusive power of originating laws for taxing the people, either by di- 
rect taxation ox taxation in any form, or by dut im posts, or excises, is given 
to the House of Representatives. No such power is given to the Senate. This 
is the sogrogs Hon of one of the powers of Congress from all the others, and its 
bestowal upon one of the Houses of haga e 

The power thus given to the House of Representatives to originate tax bills 
is expressly limited to “ raising revenue.” 

If the object of a bill is to “raise revenue,” itis a tax bill, and can not be 
valid as a law if it originates in the Senate, and the only tax bill that is required 


It is impossible, in view of these provisions in the Constitution, that Congress 
can use the taxing power except “ for the raising of revenue.” N 

be originated except “for the raising of revenue,“ since no bill to tax the peo- 
ple can originate in the Senate, and in the House of Representatives no tax bill 
ean originate except “for the raising of revenue.“ 


Our fathers thought that they effectually prevented the bility that 
a crop of evil w should spring from the power Ean to Congress to tax 
the people when they provided that the only tax bills that could be originated 


should “bills for the raising of revenue,” and that these bills should be 
framed and pruned and perfected under the eyes and through the careful 
watching of the immediate representatives of the people before the Senate 
could have the privilege to propose or concur in amendments to tax bills. 

Ours is a Government of laws, anchored upon the organic law which 
no American may violate without moral delinquency. If the Consti- 
tution can not protect the people against the usurpations of govern- 
ment its mission is ended and its ordination was a shame. 

But we have passed into an era in which the demands of politicians 
for place and power are met by demands of moneyed men and corpora- 
tions for the coercive power of acts of Congress to increase and secure 
their wealth. The tribute that money, accumulated in the hands of 
the few, has always demanded of the laboring masses, is secured by 
law in our country of boasted freedom and equality, and the politi- 
cians coerce the money from the poopie under the guise of taxation to 
pay the debts they owe to their wealthy patrons. 

These debts are demanded now. The creditors are inexorable. 
Their agents swarm in the Capitol and demand their money at the peril 
of the political lives of their trembling debtors, Nothing can save 
them from political bankruptcy and disgrace but the payment of the 
quid pro quo. 

“The tariff is the burning question, cries out the Senator from 
Vermont, in words that only half express the anguish of his demand 
for haste in the passage of this bill. What causes this unnatural, burn- 
ing heat on this question? 

Is it the demand of the people for lower taxation? If that demand 
is so hot that it makes the very question burn, it is a strange-answer 
that is given to it by every vote cast in favor of this bill, about which 
any controversy has arisen, for every such vote has increased taxation. 

Ts it to cut off the revenue while taxation is increased? That is as 
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needless as it would be to empty a bucket at the spout when a larger 
vent has been made in the bottom. 

The surplus is only a dream of better days. It has been already 
ingulfed in the appropriations of a single session of Congress not yet 
ended, which threatens to create new and unheard-of demands on the 
Treasury, and, after absorbing the trust funds in the Treasury, has left 
the country heir to a certain and enormous deficiency. 

I will read the situation as it is defined by a Republican newspaper 
printed in Philadelphia: 

A HOPELESSLY BANKRUPT TREASURY. 

All speculation as to an immense Treasury deficit at the close of the present 
fiscal year is ended by Senator ALLison's official explanation of the appropria- 
tions passed and necessary to be passed this session. It shows that under no 
possible circumstances can the absolute bankruptcy of the Treasury now be 
avoided, and that the deficit is likely to be $94,000,000, and may be as much as 
$144,000,000, The statement given in the Ledger from Major Carson, its Wash- 
ington correspondent, at once silences all doubts as to the utter and hopeless 
bankruptcy of the Treasury. Major Carson is clerk of the House Committee 
on Ways and Means; he isin the very best position to be thoroughly advised 
as to the revenues and appropriations; he is known as one of the most conserv- 
ative and reliable of newspaper correspondents, and his presentation of the 
financial condition of the nation is simply appalling. 

The reliable statement of the revenues and the now necessary L es 
tions—assuming that the new tariff bill will 2 with its more than $50,000,000 
of reduction of sugar taxes—shows that, with only $20,000,000 estimated to be 

id for dependent pensions this year, the deficit must be about $144,000,000, 
Seen the postponement of the nearly $30,000,000 in the riverand harbor bill— 
which would be only charging $30,000,000 of this year’s expenditures to next 
year—would not reduce the deficiency materially, as the steam-ship subsidy ap- 
propriations are not included in the estimate given, nor is the $12,000,000 or 
more needed to execute the force election bill, and the amount for new de- 
pendent pensions is likely to be nearer $40,000,000 than $20,000,000 in the first 


ear. 
A The people of the coun who for cight years past have been forcing all 
parties to declare in favor of reducing the l reasury surplus by reducing taxes 
must now face the fearful truth that the profligacy of the present Congress has 
already destroyed the surplus and bankrupted the Treasury nearly $100,000,000 
independent of the proposed reduction of $50,000,000 of revenue by the new tariff 
bill; and if the bill shall pass the deficit will be inereased fully 000,000 more, 
with increased taxes on very many of the common necessaries of life, Never 
in all the history of partisan folly has such midsummer madness been exhibited 
by any party in power; and if there is any wisdom and patriotism left in Re- 
publican leadership in Washington a sudden and peremptory halt will be called 
upon Republican suicide. Nero's fiddling over burning Rome has never bad 
so bold a counterpart as is presented by party leaders seeking to force an in- 
creased tax tariff bill that reduces the revenues over $50, „ and the force 
election bill to cost $12,000,000 more, when sheer profligacy has already bank- 
rupted the Treasury nearly $100,000,000. 

That is from the Philadelphia Times. This should be enough, it 
seems, to cool the burning question as fo the taxation of the people so 
far as it creates a surplus in the Treasury. : 

The question should go to zero, now that the surplus has gone into 
thin air. ; ; 

The surplus is no longer a question. 
of death. It is no longer a condition. 
and will shortly cease to be a dream. et ; 

The real heat of this burning question is in the pocket ganglion of 
nerves, the thirst for gold. Dives, in his pampered pride and lust for 
dominion, is hot with unholy greed and burns for the thin blood in 
the veinsof Lazarus. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], 
in his benevolent desire to assuage the heat of this burning question, 
appeals to the Senate to be in haste with this cooling draught. 

He says: 

I speak not for protectionists alone, but for the protectionist and the free- 
trader, the Democrat and the Republican, the manufacturer and the employé, 
in saying that the business of the country, in which are invested hundreds of 
millions of dollars of capital, is trembling and pausing and waiting and hoping 
to see some conclusion, Whether thetariffshall be one cent up ox one cent down 
to help this interest more than it helps another, or partially, is not the primary 

nestion. The enormous industrial power of this country wants peace more 
than a tariff of a cent more or a cent less on this or that particular article. 


I think that beyond the mere right of exercising free criticism and 
free speech, the Democratic party of the United States are not respon- 
sible for this agitation in business circles which seems to alarm the 
Senators from Vermont and Connecticut to such a terrible degree. We 
have upon the statute-books a tariff, every line of which was written 
in by Republican hands. No Democratic thought was embodied in 
the tariff of 1883 or any other tariff, except the repeal of the duty on 
quinine, in the last twenty-five years. What has there been in the 
tariff thus enacted to create this upheaval, this agitation, this trem- 
bling fearfulness amongst the commercial and industrial circles of the 
United States? $ 

It is not the discovery that taxes are too low, but it is the discovery 
that, if anything, taxes are too high; that it has become necessary for 
the manufacturers of the United States to lock the doors of their fac- 
tories for at least three and sometimes six months in the year to keep 
down production. The overilow of production from those factories in 
the United States came out amongst a people made so poor by the bur- 
den of taxation that they were not able to buy and consume. They 
had to impoverish themselves in order to live, and they thereby be- 
came very poor customers to the protected manufacturers. 

It was this that caused the pledge of both political parties, that there 
should be both revision and reduction of the tariffi—not revision and 
increase, not that. Here, then, the Committee on Ways and Means, 
after partial consideration, sends us a bill with a list of articles enor- 
mously taxed and a large free-Jist. When it came into the Senate of 
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It lies in the cold obstruction 
It has ceased to be a theory 


the United States tbe Committee on Finance took it up, cogitated upon 
it, examined witnesses upon every feature of the tariff bill, except that 


which concerns the consumer and the agriculturist. They were dis- 
carded and ignored. They were too busy at work to come here or they 
have too little in common interest to permit them to organize and come 
here with their lobbies. - The committee hears the complaints of the 
manufacturers, the party caucus hears the demands of the manu- 
facturers, and reminiscences come up, that date not more than two 
years back, loaded with demands for the quid pro quo, and hence the 
agitation, and hence the trembling of the manufacturers. 

Why do they tremble when they have got the solid basis of the act 
of 1883 tostand upon? They tremble because of their eager anxiety 
to grasp more than had been promised them. It is the tremor of the 
man in pursuit of a promised reward, which he fears he may be re- 
tarded in receiving through the want of diligence and faithfulness and 
loyalty on the part ofhis agents. That is where the trembling comes 
in; that is whence the burning comes. The fuel heaped upon the 
question by politicians in the country causes it to be, in the lan- 
guageof the Senator trom Vermont, the burning question of the hour.“ 
The Democratic paty have not had a chance to make it burn. They 
have had no fuel to pile on it except the caustic of complaint. They 
are outsiders in the operation, standing by and waiting tosee what the 
majority power is going to do, having the ion, as it has, of the 
Government from the White House to the Capitol and all through the 
United States. 

So it appears from these agitating demands of the Senators from Ver- 
mont and Connecticut that the business interests of the country are in 
the vortex of this sirocco. It is their corn that is being burned now for 
fuel instead of the corn of the Western farmers. Dives begins to feel 
the heat of retribution. He snuffs the hot wind from the West. 

In his arrogance and anger he is making it very hot for the authors of 
his discontent. Who are they? They are those who, for a quarter of a 
century have had the exclusive control of tariff taxation, so that not one 
dollar has been collected from the people except under laws enacted by 
them. From time to time they have increased taxes whenever thein- 
crease would put more money in the coffers of the protected capitalists 
and less money in the Treasury. They have increased taxes upon the 
things that the toilers, on land and sea, were forced by necessity to 
consume, and have put upon the free-listthe things that the rich and 
powertul needed to make their advantages greater. 

The high taxes that were needed in time of war are now demanded 
for increased pensions, and the venerable Senator from Vermont, who 
stands tn loco parentis to the tariff, insists that the war is still upon us, 
for all the purposes of taxation. 

He says have mislaid for the moment the quotations I expected 
to present to the Senate from the speech of the Senator from Vermont, 
I will incorporate them in my remarks. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Any other rose would be just as sweet. 

Mr. MORGAN. There are roses enough, Mr. President, to grace the 
funeral pyre of the great Senator from Vermont when the people get 
to bearing his awful remains to the tomb, and very soon they will do 
it, politically. Then I shall have the honor of entwining some roses 
from the South and some magnolias from Alabama and laying them 
upon his peaceful and quiet breast, and happy will he be, as Dives was, 
to know that he had served money better than he had served his coun- 


try. 

Mr. DAWES. Dives was not particularly happy. 

Mr. MORGAN. While he lived he was happy enough. I have the 
quotation to which I have alluded now, and I will read it: 


A statement of mine, made in the House of Representatives on the increase of 
the tariff of 1863, that it was intended as a war measure, a temporary measure, 
and we must give it our support as such.“ has been often paraded as though we 
ought to cut down our revenue to the figures which were sufficient prior to the 
war, or as though the revenue which was enough for 30,000,000 of people was 
enough for the Government of 65,000,000 of people. At that time there was little 
anticipation of the future magnitude of the great cost of the war, of the lives yet 
to be lost, of the increasing debt—then but a little more than one-third of what 
it was afte: r of the pensions to be paid to hundieds of thousands of dis- 
abled soldiers. Our revenue bills can not lose the color and character of war 
measures until the last dollar of the public debt has been paid, nor until there 
is no surviving Union soldier of the war left to receive the gratitude of his fel- 
low-countrymen, i 


If the men who fought the battles of the Union, and their widows, 
children, and dependent relatives should receive as much from the 
country, in the form of pensions, as the protected bounty-jumpers, whom 
we call the protected manufacturers, getfrom this bill, they would re- 
fuse to receive it from their fellow-citizens as a reward for their de- 
votion to the country. 

The amount would seem to them to be so enormous as to create the 
impression of gross injustice, and, when they would look around and 
see other men and women, even their former antagonists on honorable 
fields of battle, and also their own friends and kindred, overburdened, 
and underfed, and scantily clothed and sheltered in winter, to raise 
this great sum for them, they would refuse the money, the cost-price 
of such sufferings, and would say, ‘‘ We fought to save these people, 
and not to destroy them, and in this time, when peace should bring 
joy, we will not enlist on a pension-roll to destroy the happiness that 
we bled to secure on the field of honor. If the war must be still con- 
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tinued by a convenient fiction, invented to cool ‘a burning question,’ 
in order to give peace of conscience and sound slumbers to eee 
we, who have won laurels in fighting brave men, will not fight men 
— women to put money in our pockets.” If the soldiers of Union 
have not lost their valorous manhood, this is the answer they will give 
to the pension feature of the argument of the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL]. Those soldiers will not enlist under Dives to inflict 
new cruelties upon Lazarus. 

That new expedient for keeping up the war in order to keep up tax- 
ation to the war standard dishonors the soldiers whose claims rest on 
the gratitude of the country asa debt of honor. They will not con- 
sent to be billeted upon the indulgence of men who reap harvests of 
gold from high taxation and throw a part of their unholy gains to the 
soldiers as a sop to Cerberus or as a bribe to gain the soldier vote. 

If this burning question is not cooled off by some different means 
from that which has so heated it up, Dives will expire of fervent heat, 
and in his next estate he will be begging Lazarus for a drop of water 
to cool his parched tongue, He will even be willing to drink it from 
an untaxed tin cup or a beer bottle bearing alow rate of duty. I beg 
to admonish the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] that he had 
better try to cool down this burning question rather than increase its 
conflagration. It has always had about it the unpleasant odor of fry- 
ing fat, and its continuing to burn may, after awhile, contaminate the 
entire atmosphere. 

Actions that are without plain and obvious justification must either 
be sustained by bold and defiant force or they must be excused by false 
pretenses. If the protected manufacturers and their servitors, retain- 
ers, and camp-followers would come forth boldly, as they seem about 
to do, and seize upon the powers of Government to force tribute from 
the industrial classes the country could respect their courage while 
deploring the moral weakness of those Americans who submit to such 
injustice. 

The issue-is now joined on this measure and the plan is matured and 
ready for execution that will determine whether we are to be the quiet 
slaves of the power of capital or the inheritors of the blessings of lib- 
erty mentioned in the mble to the Constitution. 

The pretension is always set up in behalf of arbitrary government 
that the ruler can do better for the people than they can do for them- 
selves. = 

This idea of the paternalism of government was discarded by our 
fathers when they ordained for themselves and their posterity that they 
would be a self-reliant, self-supporting, self-governing people. Under 
our theory of government the people are no more dependent on their 
rulers and Jawgivers for their support in their industrial pursuits than 
they are for food and clothing or for their consciences and religious 


creed. 

In the pursuit of happiness“ the people are to be left free to run 
with diligence the race that is set before them, and are neither to be 
retarded by the Government nor are the favorites of power and fortune 
to be furnished with advantages that are to be supplied to them by the 
taxing power. Injustice in taxation is the meanest and most degrad- 
ing form of tyranny because the citizen can not appeal to the courts 
of justice for any redress against this discretionary power. 

No man can justify such legislation, and those who perpetrate it seek 
to excuse themselves by calling attention to the benevolences they be- 
stow upon what are called the laboring classes, in giving them work 
and in paying them increased wages. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Alabama yield 
to the Senator from Rhode Island ? 

Mr. MORGAN. What is the object of the request? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The usual hour of adjournment has arrived. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would rather remain a little while yet. 

Labor is classed by them as a mendicant, seeking employment and 
aims from capital. This is the truth of the situation, but is not the 
natural or just result of our theories or system of government. It is 
an artificial condition created by abuses of our political system and 
destroying the natural and self-adjusting plan of our social system. 

We thought when we had made men equal in political power and 
had founded a government that was intended to secure that equipoise 
that we had overcome all the evils of aristocratic rule based on the 
power of money. We dethroned titles of nobility, destroyed primo- 


\#eniture, disestablished the church, made the States equal in the Sen- 


ate, and made s h, religion, and the right to bear arms free, and 
did many other things to promote liberty and equality; but we Jeft the 
rate of taxation and the subjects of taxation to rest in the discretion of 
Congress, uncontrolled by any restraints except the will and conscience 
of the Houses. 

This one great discretionary power in legislation has proven to be the 
unclosed seañ in the panoply of the armor of constitutional liberty 
into which the power of money has entered and made its attack upon 
the confiding people. 

Now, Mr. President, if the Senator from Rhode Island desires, I will 
yield the floor for to-day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator from Alabama yield to me? 

Mr. MORGAN. I yield. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask leave to offer an order, to be printed and 
go over until to-morrow morning, if there be no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That during the consideration of House bill 9416, entitled An act to 
reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes,” 
no Senator shall speak more than once and not longer than five minutes on or 
in respect of any one item in said bill or any amendment proposed thereto, 
without leave of the Senate, such leave to be granted or denied without debate 
and without anyother motion or proceeding other than such as relates to pro- 
curing a quorum when it shall appear, on a division or on the yeas and nays 
being taken, that a verse goran is not present. And until said bill shall 
have been gone through with tothe point of a third reading, no general motion 
in respect of said bill other than to take it up shall be in order. 

All appeals pending the matter aforesaid shall be determined at once and 
without debate. 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to Rule XL, that the foregoing order will be 
offered for adoption in the Senate. 


Itis proposed to s nd, fo ` 
Rules, namely, V. Il. EX. x, II. VIII. she care XXVII. XVIII. XXV. 
an 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be printed and lie 
over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before the Chair puts the question 
on the motion to adjourn—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish, before anything else is done and while the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] is in the Chamber, to inquire 
if he expects to press the resolution which he has introduced, in the 
morning for consideration. a 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not able to answer. After what I have seen 
in the last few weeks, I think it is my duty to press it on the considera- 
tion of my friend from Missouri and others at the earliest suitable oppor- 
tunity. I can not say whether I mean to doit to-morrow. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like to know very much whether it is 
the intention of the Senator to press it to-morrow or not, and I de- 
sire simply to say that any insinuation or intimation from the 
other side of the Senate that there has been any unnecessary de- 
lay in the consideration and disposition of the tariff bill is without 
one particle of foundation; and if forcible measures are undertaken I 
do not expect that that course will facilitate the disposition of busi- 
ness. I fear it will not. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator’s statement depends altogether upon 
what is considered by each individual Senator unn and unrea- 
sonable delay. Individual Senators may have a different opinion on 
that subject from what the Senator from Missouri has. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Fora bill of this character, having the number 
of provisions init that it has, involving the interests that it does, there 
has been no unnecessary delay in its discussion, and if it is discussed 
until the middle of September there will be no unn delay in it. 

Now, Senators may think that because they have a bill satisfactory 
to them and their constituents that is all that is necessary, but there 
are forty-two States in this Union now and they have representatives 
here, and it is possible that they do not all concede every principle in- 
volved in this bill and every provision made in it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, may I have unanimous consent to 
say a word ? - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. _ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, with reference to what my friend 
from Missouri says—and I have heard it sometimes before—about force, 
etc., I think is altogether misplaced. There will never be any force in 
the Senate, unless it goes back a good many years, that is not the force 
of well ordered law and just consideration. Whatever force—what- 
ever that may mean—is necessary to enable the Senate to do things, I 
think will be applied without any great fear of any threats from my 
friend from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The Senator from Missouri has never made a 
threat upon this floor, and it is beneath the dignity of any gentleman, 
representing a great State, to make threats in theSenate, and no gentle- 
man, I say, does it, and it is an insinuation unworthy of the Senator 
from Vermont when he makes such an intimation as that I have done 


that. Ihave done everything I could to facilitate the transaction of 


business here. I have been in my seat when the distinguished Senator 
from Vermont was not in his seat. I have facilitated the transaction 
of business here time and again when he was not present. 

Mr. President, it is an unjust insinuation, and, as I say, unworthy 
of him. We want to transact business; we want to transact it in an 
orderly way. We want to discuss the measures fully and fairly, and 
when they are so discussed they will be disposed of ina proper manner. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think so, too, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH ] moves that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think I have a right to make an observation to 
the Senate. 

Mr. President, it was the least of my expectation when I yielded 
the floor that I was yielding to anything else than a motion to ad- 
journ. That was the proposition submitted to me. The Senator from 
Vermont, however, has taken occasion, out of order and at a time 
when nobody was expecting it and the Senate was thin, to bring for- 
ward business that properly belongs to the morning hour, the question 
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of the reſormation of the rules; and now he inſorms us, aſter having 
got this technical advantage, that to-morrow morning he will con- 
sider that the rule has been properly complied with and that he will 
probably press—he will not say whether he will press this resolu- 
tion to amend the rules to-morrow or not. I dare say that technically 
he will have the right to do so, but if he does soit will be an advan- 
tage he has obtained over me without giving me the slightest notice in 
the world of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I stood up in my place and asked for unanimous 
consent for leave to offer that order, which was read for information. 
If anybody objected to it, if my friend’s attention was not drawn to it, 
ma 75 thinks I ought to wait until to-morrow morning, I will with- 

w it, 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Vermont is too great a man and 
has too much history connected with him to make a technical quibble 
on a thing like this. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Of course I will not take advantage of any such 
quibble, as my friend calls it; and so I say to my friend if he objects 
to the resolution it can stay until to-morrow and be offered then. I 
have done what is usual and what every Senator on that side and on 
this has done a thousand times, and which has been done often to-day 
under the rule. I asked unanimous consent and I gotit. If theSena- 
tor thinks he has yielded to a misplaced confidence, if I may have leave, 
Mr. President, I withdraw that order until to-morrow, in order to 
gratify the sensibility of my friend from Alabama, and I ask that leave, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (to Mr. MokGAN). Now, I hope you are satisfied. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10884) making appro- 
priations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes; it further insisted on 
its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 91, 95, 98, 
99, 102, 104, 105, and 106, agreed to the further conference asked by 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses and had 
appointed Mr. CANNON, Mr. CoGswELL, and Mr. SAYERS managers 
at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 170) to print eulogies on Hon. David Wilber; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the deficiency ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. Res, 170) to print eulogies on Hon. David 
Wilber was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Printing: , 

t PRINTING OF SENATE RULES. 

Mr. ALDRICH submitted the following orđer; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing: 

Ordered, That 5,000 copies of the Rules of the Senate be printed separately in 
pamphlet form. 

_TIMBER AT LEAVENWORTH SOLDIERS’ HOME, 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to take such steps as shall 
revent further cutting of timber on the grounds of the National Soldiers’ 
ome at Leavenworth, Kans., until the Board of Managers shall have, after 
investigation, determined the propriety of further cutting and fixed the limits 
of the same. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Now I renew my motion that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 12 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, August 12, 1890, at 
10 o'clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, August 11, 1890. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL, 


The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the session of Saturday. 

Mr. ROGERS (during the reading). Mr. Speaker, the Clerk has 
omitted to read upon what ground the Speaker overruled the point of 
order I made, and I desire that the ruling shall be read. r 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The rights and privileges of all the members of the House in the discharge 


of their functions are sacred, and the House can undertake no higher duty 
than the conservation of all those rights and privileges intact. And even ifthe 


case arises under dubious circumstances it is proper for the House to pause and 

give suitable heed to any question which any member raises with regard to his 

rants and privileges as a member. It is for the House alone to determine what 
are. 

5 this case the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Exitos] has embodied his com- 
plaint and the remedy therefor in the 3 of a resolution for the House to 
pass upon, if it be a question of poroa he Chair thinks that the question 
ought to be passed upon by the House. The rules of the House make provision 
for obtaining, and for the retention of, a quorum of its members in cases pro- 
vided for under the rules. In order to accomplish that, the rules of the House 
require, whenever a call of the House is ordered, that the doors shall be closed. 
Sach closing of the doors, in the opinion of the Chair, is to prevent any member 
from going out. It is done for the purpose of keeping such members as are 
already here, and retaining those who may be brought here after having been 
sent for by the order of the House. But that is the opinion which the Chairen- 
tertains as an individual member of the House. 

The Speaker of the House has issued no order with regard to the matter; but 
in response to a question of the Doorkeeper, or one of his assistants, as to the 
meaning of the rule, the Chair stated that to be his opinion, and the Doork: 

acted upon it apparently, subject always and of course tothe decision of 
House upon an examination. As this resolution raises the question of p 
directly, which may be disposed of by the House, the Chair rules that it is ad- 
missible, and is before the House for consideration, 

The reading of the Journal was then resumed and concluded. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to correct the Journal. 

Mr. CANNON. I move the previous question on the approval of 
the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. Withont objection, the Journal will be considered 
as approved. 

Mr. ROGERS. L object. I want to correct the Journal. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I will move the previous question on the ap- 
proval of the Journal. 

Mr. ROGERS, I object to its approval. 7 

The SPEAKER. The House has therighttoapprove it as itstands. 

Mr, ROGERS. I desire to correct the Journal and desire also to call 
attention to it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves that the Jour- 
nal be approved, and on that he asks for the previous question. 

Mr. ROGERS. But I addressed the Chair first, and by the rules of 
the House I am entitled to be recognized. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Ilinois. 

Mr. ROGERS. But, Mr. Speaker, the rule requires that when two 
gentlemen rise the gentleman who first addressed the Chair shall be 

ized 


recognized. 

Mr. CANNON. I think I first addressed the Chair. 

Mr. ROGERS. I had first addressed the Chair, and the rule pro- 
vides that when two gentlemen shail address the Chair the Chair shall 
decide which gentleman first addressed the Chair, and he shall be rec- 
ognized. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois first addressed the 
Chair, and the Chair decides that the gentleman from Illinois has the floor. 

Mr. ROGERS. That he addressed the Chair first? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. The question is upon agree- 
ing to the motion for the previous question. 

The question was put; and the Chair announced that the ‘‘ayes’’ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. ROGERS. Division. I will state tothe gentleman from Illi- 
nois that I do not want to waste any time. Iwant to call attention to 
the Journal as being incorrect; and he will not make progress by de- 
manding the previous question. 

Mr. CANNON. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, I do not wantany 
trouble. If my friend now desires to make a statement I have no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. ROGERS. That is precisely what I desire to do. I do not want 
to delay one minute. The questions I want to call attention to here 
are as to the facts on which the Chair decided this point of order; but, 
if you propose to take me off the floor and not permit me to have an 
opportunity to ask for the correction of the Journal, I will say that I will 
do all I can to prevent your progressing. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I would say to my friend that if that is what 
the gentleman desires I will yield five or ten minutes to him to make 
a statement. 

Mr. ROGERS. I will ask the Clerk to turn to that part of. the 
Journal relative to Mr. ENLOE rising to a question of personal privilege, 
and read that part which followed, so that the House may see the per- 
tinence of my remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Speaker announced as the order of business the vote on agreeing to the 
substitute reported by the Committee on Rules, coming over as unfinished busi- 
ness from y: y's session, and on which the yeas and nays had been or- 
dered, when Mr. Extopclaimed the floor on a question of personal privilege, 
which the Speaker declined to entertain on the ground that a roll-call had been 
ordered and begun on the said substitute. 

Mr. ROGERS appealed from the said decision of the Chair, which appeal the 
Speaker declined to entertain, 

Mr. ROGERS. That is sufficient. Now I desire to call attention to 
the fact that the Journal is incorrect. It does not state the facts at all. 
I want to call attention to the RECORD, which does state the facts and 
states them correctly. I think they are stated verbatim et literatim in 
the Rxconp. The statement is as follows: 
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act, and on that and on the main question the Chair ruled. 


the point of order. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


~~’ 


Aveust 11, 


* Mr. Ex OE. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not interrupt a roll-call. 
Mr. Rocers, I make the point of order that the roll-call had not begun. 


There is nota word in the Journal with reference to the point of 


order made by myself. 


The SPEAKER. The roll-call was n. 

Mr. Rocers, No name has been call this morning, since the adjournment 
of the House. s 

The SPEAKER. But the roll-call was begun yesterday and was interrupted 
simply by the lack of a quorum. 

Mr. Rogers. We have transacted other business and the roll-call has not been 
begun this morning. 

The Speaker. No other business has been transacted, 

Mr. Rogers. I respectfully appeal from the decision of the Chair. 


Let me read that again: 

Mr. Rocers. We have transacted other business and the roll-call has not been 
begun this morning. 
The Sreaker. No other business has been transacted. 

Mr. ROGERS. The Journal shows and the Recorp shows that 
resolution S. R. 75 was, by unanimous consent, upon the request of 
the gentleman from Ohio Mr. MCKINLEY], put upon its passage and 
passed, so that in point of fact that statement of the Speaker is incor- 
rect and the Journal shows that fact. I did not appeal from what the 
Journal says I did when I made my point of order and appealed from 
the statement made by the Speaker, who I understood overruled the 


point of order. Now, the Journal should state that fact. I will be 
glad for the Clerk at this point to read what the Journal says that I 
appealed from. 

TheSPEAKER. It has been read twice, but will be read the third 
time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Speaker announced as the order of business the vote on agreeing to the 
substitute reported by the Committee on Rules coming over as unfinished 
business from 8 session, and on which the yeas and nays had been 
ordered, when Mr. Ex R claimed the floor on a question of personal privilege, 
which the er declined to entertain, on the ground thata roll-call had been 
ordered and begun on the said substitute. 

Mr, Rogers appealed from the said decision of the Chair, which appeal the 
Speaker declined to entertain. 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I did not appeal from any decision of 
the Chair on that question at all. I appealed from the overruling of 
my point of order that the roll-call had not begun. That is what I 
appealed from, and I insist that the Journal should show that fact, 
conforming it to what the RECORD, which speaks the truth, shows did 
take place in the House. -That is all that I desire to say. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires simply to say that the ee 
up of the Journal is in the hands of the Journal Clerk; that the Jou 
Clerk was present at the time and made up the statement as he under- 
stood what took place, and that the Chair thinks it is correctly made 
up. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] states that he made 
the point of order that the roll-call had not begun and that that is the 
point of order from the overruling of which he made an appeal. It 
does not make a thing a point of order for a gentleman to call it so. 
The question whether the roll-call had begun or not is a ee of 
‘The gen- 
tleman’s a) was with regard to the right of the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] to present his proposition to the House at that 
time, and the Chair overruled that point. 

Mr. ROGERS. I did not appeal from that, and the RECORD does 
not show that I did make any such appeal. 

The SPEAKER. Then, if the gentleman did not appeal from that 
and desires a correction to be made on that point, I presume it can be 
made. 

Mr. ROGERS. No, sir; I desire the correction to be made in ac- 
cordance with the fact. The Recorp shows this: Mr. ENLOE said 
“I rise to a question of personal privilege.’’ The SPEAKER said: 
„The gentleman can not interrupt the roll-call.’’ I said: I make 
the point of order that the roll-call had not begun.“ 

TheSPEAKER. That is not a point of order. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then the Chair overruled the point of order and I 
appealed from the decision of the Chair, and that is what the Journal 
ought to show. The Chair did not state at the time that it was not a 
point of order, but the Chair responded to me that the roll-call had 


begun. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair decided the question that was then 
before the House. 
Mr. ROGERS. I think I was in order, Mr. Speaker, when I made 
Now, what disposition did the Chair make of that 
point of order. 


The SPEAKER, The Chair did not it as a point of order? 

Mr. ROGERS. What disposition did the Chair make of it? 

The SPEAKER. The chair made disposition of the only point that 
was before the House, namely, as to the right of the gentleman from 
e, [Mr. ExTLox] to present his question of privilege at that 

me. 

Mr. ROGERS. I did not make that point of order, and I did not 
appeal from the decision of the Chair on that point. Now, the Journal 
ought to show the fact, and the fact is that I did not appeal upon any 
such question as that. 


The SPEAKER. Very well; if the gentleman desires that correc- 
tion to be made 

Mr. ROGERS. Yes, sir; I desire the facts placed upon the Journal. 
I do not want to be put in the attitude of appealing from a thing that 
I did not appeal from. The Recorp shows the point of order that I 
raised, and upon which I appealed from the decision of the Chair. I 
had made my point of order. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
ENLOE] had not said anything, and if the Chair did not think the 
point I made was a point of order he could have said so, 

The SPEAKER. The ultimate point of order was as to the right of 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] to present his question of 
privilege at that time. 

Mr. ROGERS. But I made no such point of order, and nobody else 
made that point of order. 

The SPEAKER. Then there was no point of order made at all. 
[Langhter, ] f 

Mr. ROGERS. Well, the Journal ought to state the truth as to 
what occurred here. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the House understands just ex- 
actly what the situation was. 

Mr. ROGERS. But Mr. ENLOE made no point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order was made for the purpose of 
allowing the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] to present his 
question of privilege at that time, and that was the point the Chair 
ruled upon. 

Mr. ROGERS. No, sir. My point of order was that the roll-call 
had not begun and that business had intervened; which the Speaker 
denied and claimed that the roll-call bad begun. Now—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the Journal shows correctly 
what took place, from a parliamentary point of view. b 

Mr. ROGERS. But it does not show what took place actually. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it shows what took place from 
a parliamentary point of view, and the Journal always recites the pro- 
ceedings of the House from a parliamentary point of view. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I will ask whether or not the Journal 
Clerk consulted the Speaker in making up this Journal. 

TheSPEAKER. The Journal Clerk did not consult the Speaker with 
regard to making up the Journal. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then I think that is an additional reason why it 
ought to be corrected, 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks the matter is perfectly clear to 


the House. 
Mr. ROGERS. Ihave no doubt about that, but I think it is per- 
fectly incorrect also. 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The Chair thinks the mat- 
ter is correctly stated in the Journal from a parliamentary point of 
view. 

Mr. ROGERS. 
named. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentleman will not do that, I do not 
want to move the previous question. I will say to my friend 

Mr, ROGERS. I say to my fiend that I wish simply to take the 
sense of the House. Iam not going to delay you one minute beyond 
what may be necessary to take the sense of the House if I am permit- 
ted to do so. Where there isa controversy as to what did take place on 
the floor of the House, as is shown by the difference between the REC- 
orD and the Journal, I think the House ought at least to be permitted 
to say which is right and which is wrong. 

Mr. CANNON, It is perfectly patent that the object of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas was to enable the gentleman from Tennessee to be 
heard on his question of privilege. The Chair raled that the roll-call 
had commenced; and the RECORD, as well as the Journal, shows that 
to have been the fact. The roll-call had commenced the day before, 
the result being noquorum. Then a matter of business was transacted 
by unanimous consent 

Mr. ROGERS. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. And, unanimous consent ceasing, the roll-call hav- 
ing been ordered and having commenced the day before, it seems to me, 
and I should think it would seem to the gentleman, that the correct 
order was made. É 

Mr. ROGERS. But the gentleman will see that I did not appeal 
from the decision of the Chair upon the question of privilege made by the 
gentleman from Tennessee; yet the Journal states that I did, and inso 
stating states what is not true, 

Mr. CANNON. What else was there to appeal from. 

Mr. ROGERS. I appealed from the decision of the Chair overrul- 
ing the point of order I had made. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Tennessee desired to have his 
question of privilege then heard. The Chair ruled that it could not 
be then heard, the roll-call having commenced; and the gentleman 
from Arkansas appealed 

Mr. ROGERS, I did not appeal from that. 

Mr. CANNON. The material, substantial question was, shall tha 
gentleman from Tennessee be heard or shall the roll-call proceed? Noth- 
ing else could be before the House. . 

Mr. ROGERS. So you propose to make me appear as appealing from 


I move to correct the Journal in the respect I have 
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a thing I did not appeal from. Why not let the Journal recite the 
truth? 

The SPEAKER. It is within the knowledge of all members of the 
House that when questions of order of this sort are raised gentlemen 
very often get up and say, I make the further point of order,“ mean- 
ing I make the further argument or I make the further sugges- 
tion of fact,” which the Chair thought, and still thinks, was parlia- 
mentarily the position of the gentleman from Arkansas, and 

Mr. ROGERS. Ihave only to say that, whatever may be the views 
of the Speaker about the parliamentary status of the matter, I did no 
such thing and intended no such thing. I made my point of order 
that the roll-call had not begun on that morning; that other business 
had intervened since the day before; and the Chair disposed of my 
question in the way the RECORD shows. The Chair overruled my point 
of order; and from that I respectfully appealed. 

Mr. CANNON, I think that in view of what appears by the Jour- 
nal and by the RECORD, and by the gentleman's statement, we might 
now go on and everybody be happy. I would be very glad if the gen- 
tleman would allow the Journal to be approved. 

Mr. ROGERS. I should be very glad to have the matter correctly 
shown in the Journai. 

Mr, CANNON. If this question has got to come, it may just as well 
come on ordering the previous question as by way of a motion to amend 
the Journal. I think everybody understands enough about the mat- 
ter. The gentleman, of course, will pursue his own course; he is of 


ares ROGERS. I have made my motion. If the gentleman chooses 
to cut me off, let it be done. It is the second time this thing has oc- 
curred during the session 

Mr. CANNON. I do not want any friction; and I hope 

Mr. ROGERS. Iask to correct the Journal so as to make it speak 
the truth. You can take what course you please. 

Mr. CANNON. I move the previous question. 
as well come on that. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question being taken on the motion to approve the Journal, there 
were—ayes 88, noes 63. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let us have tellers. 

The SPEAKER. Tellers are demanded. r, 

Mr. CANNON. We may just as well have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 90, nays 75, not vot- 
ing 162; as follows: 


The issue may just 


YEAS—90, 
Allen, Mich. Connell, Kelley, Pickler, 
Anderson, Kans. Craig, Kennedy, Pugsley, 
Atkinson, Pa, Culbertson, Pa. Kerr, Iowa a 
er, ‘uteheon, Kinsey, |, Iowa 
Bartine, Dingley, Knapp, Reyburn, 
Sarao: Dolliver, Lacey, Rowell, 

P, Dunnell, La Follette, Sanford, 
Bergen, Evans, Laidlaw, Scull, 
Bingham, Fa uhar, Laws, Sherman, 

liss, F erston, McCord, Stivers, 
Boothman, Flick, MeDufie, Stockbridge, 
Bowden, Flood, Miles, Struble, 
Brewer, Frank, Milliken, Sweney, 
Brosius, Funston, Mommitt, Taylor, E. B. 
Browne, Va. Gest, Moore, N. H. Taylor, III. 
Buchanan, N.J. Gifford, Morey, Townsend, Colo, 
Burrows, Hall, Morrow, Townsend, Pa. 
Burton, Hansbrough, Mudd, Turner, Kans. 
Cannon ugen, O'Neill, Pa. Vandever, 
Carter, Henderson, III. Osborne, Van Schaick, 
Caswell, Henderson, lowa Owen, Ind, Williams, Ohio. 
Comstock, Hermann, Payne, A 
Conger, Hitt, Payson, 

NAYS—75. 
Abbott, Crain, Hooker, Rogers, 
ig, Crisp, Lane, Rowland, 
Blount, Culberson, Tex. Lanham, Sayers, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dibble, Lawler, Skinner, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Edmunds, Lewis, Stewart, Tex. 
Brickner, Elliott, Mansur, Stone, Ky. 
Brookshire, Enloe, Martin, ind. Stone, Mo. 
Brown, J. B. Forman, McClammy, Tarsney, 
Bynum, Forney, McClellan, Tiliman, 
Candler, Ga. Fowler. McCreary, iv, 
Carlton, Geissenhainer, MeMillin, Turner, Ga. 
Caruth, Grimes, McRae, Turner, N. Y. 
Catchings, Hare, Montgomery, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cheadle, Hatch, Owens, Ohio Whitthorne, 
Chipman, Haynes, Parrett, Willcox, 
Clarke, Ala. Heard, Paynter, Williams, III. 
Clements, Henderson, N. C. Peel, Wilson, Mo. 
Cooper, Ind Herbert, Penington, Yoder. 
Covert, Holman, inn, 
NOT VOTING—I62. 

Adams, Beckwith, Buchanan, Va. Clark, Wis, 
Alderson, Belden, Buckalew, Clunie, 
Allen, Miss. Biggs. Bullock, 
Anderson, Miss, Blanchard, Bunn, well, 
Andrew, Bland, Butterworth, Coleman. 
Arnold, Boatner, Caldwell, Cooper, Ohio 
Atkinson, W. Va. Boutelle, Campbell, Cochran, 
Bankhead, Brower, Candler, Mass, Cowles, 
Banks, Browne, T. M, Ch Cummings, 
Barnes, Brunner, Clancy, 5 


Lee Perkins, Stewart, Ga. 
5 . 
Darlington, Lehlbach, Perry, Ste Vt. 
Davidson, Lester, Ga. Peters, Stockdale, 
De Haven, Lester, Va. Phelan, Stump, 
otras pond on — — J. D. 

ickerson, ‘ost, ‘aylor, 
Dockery, e ag Price, Thomas, 
Dorsey, Maish, Raines, ‘Thompson, 
Dunphy, Martin, Tex. Randall, cker, 
Ellis, Mason, Ray, Vaux, 
Ewart, McAdoo, Reilly, Venable, 
Finley, MeCarthy, Richardson, Waddill, 

teh, McComas, Rife, Wade, 
Fithian, McCormick, bertson alker, 
Flower, McKenna, Rockwell, Wallace, Mass. 
Gear, McKinley, Rusk, Wallace, N. Y, 
Gibson, Mills, Russell, ashington, 
Goodnight, Moore, Tex. Sawyer, atson, 
Greenhalge, Morgan, Scranton, Wheeler, Mich, 
Grosvenor, Morrill, Seney, iting, 
Grout, Morse, Shively, Wickham, 
Harmer, Mutchler, Simonds, Wike, _ 
Hayes, Niedringhaus, Smith, III. iley, 
Hemphill, Norton, Smith, W. Va. Wilkinson, 
Hill, Nute, Smyser, Wilson, — 55 
Hopkins, Oates, Snider, Wilson, Wash, 
Houk. O'Donnell, Spinola, ilson, W. Va. 
Kerr. Pa. O’ Ferrall, Spooner, W: t, 
Ketcham, O'Neall, Ind. Springer, V. ey. 
Kilgore, O'Neil, Mass. Stahinecker, 
Lansing, Outhwaite, Stephenson, 


So the Journal was approved. 

The following pairs were announced until further notice: 
Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. MAGNER. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. LEE, 

Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. WASHINGTON, 
Mr. Post with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr, YARDLEY with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WALKER with Mr. NORTON. 

Mr. LopGE with Mr. ANDREW. 

Mr. HILL with Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr, PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. : 

Mr. Hovk with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. Grout with Mr. FITCH. 

Mr. McComas with Mr. BoATNER. 

Mr. ADAMS with Mr. McCartuy. 

Mr. Russet with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 

Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. MAISH. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. LESTER, of Virginia. 

Mr. Joserm D. TAYLOR with Mr. WILKINSON. 

Mr, FINLEY with Mr, CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. SMYSER with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. LESTER, of Georgia. 
Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr, BLANCHARD. 
Mr. Dx LANO with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr. Nute with Mr. BARNES, 

Mr. Lind with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. WIKE. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr, WADE, of Missouri. 

Mr. WICKHAM with Mr. SHIVELY. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr, STEPHENSON with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. COLEMAN with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. Price. 

Mr. RIFE with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 

Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. OATES. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 
Mr. CoGSWELL with Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts. 
Mr. RANDALL with Mr. SPINOLA. 

Mr. MORRILL with Mr. DocKERY. 

Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. COWLES. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. O'NEALL, of Indiana. 
Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. CLUNLE. 

Mr. BANKs with Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia, 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON, 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. HEARD. 
Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr, O'DONNELL with Mr. COBB, 

Mr. Morse with Mr. ELLIS, 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. SPOONER with Mr DARGAN. 

Mr. Wi1so0n, of Kentucky, with Mr. PERRY. 

Mr. McCormick with Mr. ROBERTSON. 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. HEMPHILL, 

Mr. SIMONDS with Mr. O’FERRALL. 

Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. MILLS. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington, with Mr. VAUX. 


Mr. Surru, of IIlinois, with Mr. FITHIAN, until Friday next. 
Mr, Warsox with Mr, REILLY, until Friday next. 
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Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. GROSVENOR, until August17. | in the House by way of debate and proposed amendment and sugges- 


Mr. Ray with Mr. BUNN, until August 12. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr, GREENHALGE, until August 14. 

Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. Bicas, on all questions except bankruptcy 
and national-bank legislation. 

Mr. MANSUR. Iam paired, as announced, on political questions 
only, but voted to make a quorum. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I am paired with Mr. Sarra, of Ilinois. If he 
were present, I would vote no.“ 

Mr. ELLIS. . I withdraw my vote, Mr. Speaker, having voted in- 
I am paired with the gentleman from Massachusetts 


vertently. Iam paired; otherwise I should vote no“ on this ques- 
tion. 

Mr. SAYERS. My colleague, Mr. Moore, is detained from the 
House by sickness. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I desire to make the same an- 
nouncement in regard to my colleague, Mr. LEHLBACH, 

Mr. CALDWELL. I desire to state that Mr. Smrru, of West Vir- 
ginia, returned home by reason of sickness in his family, and I believe 

Was not able to make a pair before he left. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I refrained from voting because I was paired with 
the gentleman from Kansas, Mr. MORRILL. 

Mr. PERKINS. I did not vote for the same reason. 

Mr. LEE. Iam paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. 


Mr. MORGAN. I am paired as stated. If yoting, I should have 
voted ‘‘no”’ on this question. 

The SPEAKER. These announcements have been already made. 
The Clerk will report the names of gentlemen present and not voting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 5 

Mr. BELDEN, Mr. BUCHANAN of Virginia, Mr. CALDWELL, Mr. Dockery, Mr. 
E.. 18. Mr. Frraras, Mr. GREENHALGE, Mr. Lee, Mr. Mais, Mr. McCarriy, 
Mr. MOKENNA, Mr. MILLS, Mr. PKN, Mr. Ray, Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. SMYSER 
and Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas recorded are 90, the noes 
75, and, with the members present and not voting, there being a con- 
stitutional quorum present to transact business, the Journal is approved. 


PRINTING OF EULOGIES ON THE LATE HON, DAVID WILBER. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to call the attention of the 
House to the fact that the House resolution authorizing the printing 
of the eulogies on the Hon. David Wilber, by an error, was not amended 
as proposed by the committee, which amendment proposed to change 
the amount from one thousand to five hundred dollars. If there be no 
objection on the part of the House, the amendment will be considered 
as adopted, and the resolution as so amended passed. The Chair will 
state that the customary amount is fixed in the amendment. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. e 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILI. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the privileged report, the con- 
ference report on the sundry civilappropriation bill. I willstate that 
this report was printed in the RECORD on yesterday and the reading 
di with. I would be glad to ask the adoption of the report and 
that the House further insist on its disagreement to the remaining 
amendments of the Senate and consent to the conference asked for. I 
will ask the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], one of the con- 
ferees, how soon we can reach a yote on this question. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that in my 

nion one hour will be sufficient for the debate on the amendments 
t have been settled. 

Mr. CANNON. I will be content with an hour on the report. 

The SPEAKER. If the amendments are adopted where there are 

ments, it will still leave the others open for debate. 

Mr. CANNON. I should be glad to have the entire debate closed 

on the conference report in sixty minutes and then take a vote. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand the policy of the gentleman from Il- 
linois in regard to the irrigation matter to be this: that his advice 
would be to the House that it insist on its disagreement to the Senate 
amendment, and that the conferees, after again conferring with the 
Senate, shall report back to the House, giving the amplest opportunity 
to discuss the proposition involved in the irrigation scheme, and also 
either to amend or reject the report. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I will say to my friend that there is no dispo- 
sition to cut off reasonable discussion at any time, and that if the report 
is adopted it disposes of all except the irrigation amendment. When 
the conference report comes in, in the event of an agreement, if it be 
adopted at that time by both House and Senate, that would pass the 
bill. If it should be rejected here, it would go back to conference 
again upon the irrigation amendment only, the object of the confer- 
ees on both sides being to agree and an agreement on every- 
thing except the irrigation matter; and I will say further to my friend, 
as he is aware, that this irrigation amendment was talked about and 
talked about very considerably in conference, and after what had passed 


tion, the House conferees felt that they were willing at the proper time 
to meet the Senate on any reasonable compromise upon that matter. 

I think it fair, however, to state that, after effort being made to con- 
sider the various amendments that were offered in the House, the House 
conferees came to the conclusion that it was not practicable to place 
many sections upon this bill in the shape of an amendment ot the land 
code; but the House conferees hope—and I think I might go further 
and say expect—that if there is a further disagreement to the Sen- 
ate amendment they will be able to meet the Senate conferees and 
meet somewhere substantially along the following lines: 

First. To let the act of 1888 stand except as modified by the agree- 
ment, 

Second. To so modify the act as to validate all entries of land made 
in good faith up to the time of the passage of the law. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will my colleague permit an interruption there? 
ae ovr up to the passage of the law. He means since the passage of 
the law. 

Mr. CANNON. No, I mean up to the time of the passage of this law 
that is now under consideration. 

Third. As to future entries, let them be under the homestead or desert- 
land act, in amounts up to 160 acres, one to exclude the other. 

Whether we would be able upon that point to get an agreement, or 
whether it would be necessary to extend the entries under the desert- 
land act to 320 acres instead of 160, is a matter that I could not speak 
with certainty about, but substantially along the line that I have 
spoken of it seems to me to be entirely probable that an agreement could 
be had. If so it would let the act of 1888 stand as to reservoir, canal, 
and ditch sites, allowing opportunity to validate all good-faith entries 
up to the present time on other than reservoir sites, and in future to 
allow all entries to be made in the amounts that I have spoken of, ex- 
cept upon reservoir sites. 

Mr. KERR, of Towa. Reservoir sites now set apart or that may 
hereafter be set a 

Mr. CANNON. Reservoir sites now set apart and that may hereafter 
be set apart, the act to remain in that respect intact; and it seems tome 
wise that the House, if such is its desire, should further insist upon its 
disagreement to the Senate amendments, after the adoption of the con- 
ference report, and send it again to conference. It seems to me that 
it would be better to do that at this time without any other instrne- 
tions, because if the conference report is adopted all the amendments 
will be out of the way, and will leave only the irrigation matter pend- 
ing; and if the House conferees should make an agreement that did not 
suit the temper of the House and the judgment of the House the con- 
ference report could be voted down and again go back to conference 
upon that point and that point only, it being the desire of the House 
conferees, in which we think we have succeeded, to so place this bill 
that all matters of dispute other than this matter should be eliminated, 
so that the House from time to time hereafter can consider the irriga- 
tion matter free from all others and be at perfect freedom to act without 
affecting the other matters. 

Mr. PICKLER. And not enter into a discussion of the irrigation 
matter at all now? 

Mr. CANNON. No, I think not. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any agreement as to time? 

Mr. SAYERS. There is no difference between the gentleman from 
Illinois and myself asto the irrigation question, my object being simply 
to have a promise from him that when the conferees return again to 
the House the House shall have ample opportunity to consider the 
question and to adopt the report or reject itwith instructions, asit may 
think proper. 

Mr. CANNON. So far as Jam concerned I will vote for reasonable 
debate—full debate in the boundsof reason. And if I do not, why, 
the House would run off with me on this question, when I should 
come to make the motion; but there will be no trouble, I am satisfied, 
between the gentleman from Texas and myself. 

Mr. SAYERS. All that I desire, Mr. Speaker, is an understanding 
with the gentleman in the presence of the House that when the con- 
ferees return again ample opportunity shall be afforded the House to 
discuss the question, if it becomes necessary, and to disagree with the 
conference report and instruct the con{vrees as to their future course 
with the Senate conferees. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly; I think I can make the promise to 
the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that a conference report 
can not be amended. 

Mr. SAYERS. But the House may reject and instruct. 

Mr. CANNON. They will be subject to instruction if the report be 


ected. 

The SPEAKER. What proposition is made as to the time? 

Mr. CANNON. I would be very glad if we could agree on an hour’s 
paren My make that proposition, to which the gentleman from Texas 
assen 

Mr. MCRAE, Before the question is finally settled, I would like to 
make a statement as to the arid-land amendment. I fear that by this 
arrangement we may deprive ourselves of the right to properly consider 


ar 
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5 I am anxious about that matter and want no mistake 
it. 

Mr. CANNON. Not at all. 

Mr. MCRAE. I have prepared the amendment and I expect to move 
it at the proper time as instructions to the conferees, If it is not de- 
sired that the matter should be considered now, I would like to have 
it printed in the RECORD, so that the House may see what it is and 
the better understand it when considered. It is on the line suggested 
by the gentleman from Illinois, and I think is just to all sides. 

Mr. CANNON. I would be very glad to have the gentleman’s sug- 
gestion printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. McRAE. I do not want to discuss it in advance of the consid- 
eration of the amendment to which it relates. 

Mr, CANNON. I hope the gentleman's suggestion will be printed 
in the RECORD; and I would also be pleased to have the fullest sug- 
gestions from him or any other gentleman personally, but my judg- 
ment is that it would not be in the interest of good legislation at this 
time to instruct the conferees, but let it go along to another confer- 
ence, and if the conferees do not make a report that is satisfactory to 
the House it can then instruct its conferees. The bill in the mean 
time being otherwise closed up, the matter can be discussed in the 
House, and it can reject the conference report. No doubt it would 
again be sent to conference, with or without instructions, as the House 
might see proper. 

Mr. McRAE. I willthen ask leave to have the amendment printed 
in the RECORD. 

Mr, CANNON.. I hope that will be granted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The amendment is as follows: 


Strike out the following words in lines 4, 5, and 6, on page 58: 

Provided. That reservoir and canal sites heretofore located or selected shall 
remain segregated and reserved from entry or settlement until otherwise pro- 
vided by law;” 

And insert the following sections: 

“That the reservoir sites shall remain segregated and reserved from entry or 
settlement, in conformity with the act of October 2, 1888; and all such sites may 
be used for the storage of water for the benefit of persons engaged in agricult- 
ure, under such laws as have been or may be enacted by the several States and 
Territories wherein they are situate; but said States and Territories shall only 
have power to grant qualiſled rights for their use by reserving the righttoamend 
or annul charters and to qualify privileges granted for the same under the o; 
erations of general statutes: Provided, That hereafter patents issued for lun 
in the arid region, where artificial irrigation is used for agriculture, shall con- 
tain a clause reserving the right of way or easement for such irrigating canals 
or ditches as are authorized by section 2339 of the Revised Statutes, 

“Src. 2. That section 2209 and chapter 4of Title XXXII, excepting sections 2275, 
2276, 2283, 2286, 2288 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, an act entitled ‘An 
act to provide for sale of desert lands in certain States and Territories.“ ap- 
proved March 3, 1877, and also an act entitled "An act to amend an act entitled 
“An act to encourage the growth of timber on the Western prairies,” ' approved 
June 14, 1878, and all laws supplementary thereto or amendatory thereof, be, 
and the same are hereby,repealed: Provided, That this repeal shall not affect 
any valid rights heretofore accrued or accruing under said laws, but all bona 
fide claims lawfully initiated before the passage of this act may be perfected, 
upon due compliance with law, in the same manner, upon the same terms and 
conditions, and subject to the same limitations, forfeitures, and contests as if 
this act had not been passed: Provided further, That all entries of public lands 
made in good faith and valid but for the provisions of the act of October 2, 1888, 
as to desert or arid lands. and the rulings of the Secretary of the Interior u 
said act may be recognized and perfected under existing laws,except such, if 
any exist, as conflict with designations or selections by the officers of the United 
States for reservoirs, ditches, or canals under said act, 

“Sec. 3. That, except mineral lands, timber, and stone, and reserved lands, all 
lands unfit for cultivation without irrigation and destitute of timber ofcommer- 
cial value shall be classified as desert land, but shall be subject to entry under 
the homestead law or as hereinafter provided. 

“See. 4. That every person whois qualified to make an entry ofland under the 
homestead law shall be entitled to enter 160 acres, or a less quantity, of unap- 
propriated desert public lands, to be located ina body, in 3 to the l. 
subdivisions of the public lands. And every person owning and cultivating 
land may, under the provisions of this section, enter other land lying contigu- 
ous to his or her land, which shall not, with the land so already owned and cul- 
tivated, exceed in the aggregate 160 acres. 

“Sec, 5. That any person applying to enter desert land shall first make and 
subscribe before the proper officer, and file in the proper land office, an affidavit 
that he or she is the head of a family or is over twenty-one years of age, isa 
citizen of the United States, or has filed his or her declaration of intention to be- 
come such, as required by the naturalization laws, and a bona fide resident of the 
State or Territory in which the land applied for is sitaated; that such applica- 
tion is Bonany and in faith made for the pateo of reclaiming the same 
and adapting it to cultivation by irrigation, and not for the benefit of any other 

rson, persons, corporation, or syndicate, and that he or she will faithfully 
and honestly endeavor to comply with all the requirements of law as to irriga- 
tion, reclamation, and cultivation, necessary to acquire title to the land applied 
for; that he or she is not acting as agent of any A yaaa corporation, or syndi- 
cate, in making such entry, nor in collusidh with any person, corporation, or 
= Sapna to give them the bene of the entry or any part thereof; that he or 
she does not apply to enter the same for the purpose of speculation, but in good 
faith to reclaim thesame and adapt it-to cultivation by irrigation for his or her 
own use; and that he or she has not, directly orindirectly, made, and will not 
make, any agreemertor contract, in any way or manner, with any person or per- 
sons, corporation, or syndicate whatsoever, by which the title which he or she 
might acquire from the Government of the United States shouldinurein whole 
or in part to the benefit of any person, corporation, or syndicate except himself, 
or herself, and family: and upon filing such affidavit with the register or receiver 
and on payment of such fees as are allowed for homestead entries, he or she 
shall be permitted to enter under this act. 

“Seo. 6. That at the time of filing the declaration hereinbefore uired, the 
party shall also file a map or diagram of said land, which shall exhibit a plan 
showing the mode of contemplated irrigation, and which plan shall be sufficient 
to thoroughly irrigate and reclaim said land, and prepare it to raise ordinary 
agricultural crops, and shall also show the source of the water to be used for 

tion and reclamation. Persons entering desert lands may associate to- 
in the construction of canals and ditches for irrigating and reclaiming 


the same, — may file a joint map or maps showing their plan of internal im- 
rovemen . 

pre Seo. 7. That the right to the use of water by the person or persons conduct- 
ing the same on or to any tract of desert land so entered shall depend upon bona 
fideappropriation, and such right shall notexceed the amount of water actually 
app! ed and necessarily used for the purpose ofirrigation and reclamation, 
and all surplus water over and above such actual appropriation and use, to- 
gether with the water of all lakes, rivers, and other sources of water supply 
upon the public lands and not navigable, shall remain and be held free for The 
appropriation and use of the public for irrigation, mining, and manufacturing 
purposes, subject to existing rights. 

“Sec. S. That no land shall be patented to any person under this act unless 
within three years after making such entry he, or his heirs, shall have, by the 
necessary irrigation and cultivation thereof, by means of main canals and 
branch ditches, and in permanent improvements upon the land, reclaimed and 

ut in actual cultivation one-eighth of the land; nor shall any patent be issued 
or such land unless within one year after the expiration of the said three years 
the person making such entry, or if he be dead his widow, or in case of her 
death his heirs or devisee, or in case of a widow making such entry her heir 
or devisee in case of her death, proves by twocredible witnesses, who are house- - 
holders, that he, she, or they have actually, by irrigation, raised on at least one- 
eighth of said land agricultural products of commercial value, and makes affi- 
davit that no pari of such land has been alienated, except as provided in this 
act, and that he, she, or they will bear true allegiance to the Government of 
the United States, then in such cases he, she, or they, if at that time citizens of 
the United States, shall be entitled to a patent as in other cases provided by law. 

„Sud. 9. That the provisions of chapter 151 of the Supplement to the Revised 
Statutes of the United States page 325, being the act . 3, 1878, be, and the 
same is hereby, declared to be of general application, and operative in all the 
public-land States and Territories.” 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I wish to object 
to this allotment of an hour for debate. There was a very clear un- 
derstanding, I think, between the gentleman from Illinois and myself 
that this bill would not be kept before the House for more than half 
an hour, This is the day which is fixed by the rules of the House for 
the consideration of business reported from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, a committee that has not had a hearing in this House 
fora month, and I feel disposed to ask unanimous consent that this 
whole measure be laid over until to-morrow. 

Mr. CANNON. T hope not. This bill ought to pass, and I think 
we can get it out of the way in an hour; so that I hope the gentleman 
will not object. 

Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. T object to the allowance of an 
hour. 

Mr. CANNON. Then the gentleman will see that that will consume 
all the afternoon. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Thegentleman from Illinois, 
the chairman ofthe committee, intimated that it would not take more 
than thirty minutes to dispose of this measure. Now, I do not pro- 
pose to antagonize the Committee on Appropriations, but insist that 
they should have some reg for the rights of another committee in 
this House, They are entitled to the floor with a conference rt 
any day in the entire month, whilst we have but two days of the whole 
calendar month, and it seems to me that they should make some con- 
cessions to us. 

Mr. CANNON, I will ask the gentleman now not to object to an 
hour for debate that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] has in- 
dicated. Upon the whole it seems to me but reasonable, and I there- 
fore ask the gentleman to make no objection. I hope the Chair will 
ask for unanimous consent again. a 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. After the explanation made 
by the gentleman from Illinois, I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois that one hour shall be allowed for debate upon this con- 
ference report? [After apause.] The Chair hears none. ; 

Mr. CANNON. I now yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. ` 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, in regard to the conference report, it 
is proper that I should say thatin the main the conferees are in accord; 
but upon one proposition I differ with them, and that isin the item of 
$724,000 for bounty and back pay. In the statement which accom- 
panies the conference report 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, let us have order. It is impossi- 
ble to hear the gentleman., 
The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. If the gentleman 


from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] can not hear the gentleman from Texas 
the House must be in a terrible condition. 

Mr. SAYERS. In the statement, Mr. Speaker, which accompanies 
the conference report, I find in the list of reductions the item of back 
pay and bounty of volunteers, $724,000. This statement is mislead- 
ing because it says to the House and to the country that the conferees 
on the part of the House have forced the Senate to recede from items 
amounting to $724,000, thereby preventing so large an expenditure 
during the next fiscal year under this bill. The truth of it is that the 
Senate, by receding from its amendments, involving the appropriation 
of $724,000, restores these items for bounty and back pay, which are 
indefinite in their character, and which we are informed by the proper 
officials of the Treasury Department will amount to at least $1,000,000 
during the next fiscal year, The action of the Senate in receding from 
these amendments increases rather than diminishes the appropriation, 
to say nothing of its indefiniteness. In this connection I desire to call 
the attention of the House to a communication from the Second Auditor 
of the Treasury Department, and will ask the Clerk to read it. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, July 23, 1890, 
Sm: Ihave the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration of the House 
Committee on Appropriations, copy of a communication from the Second Au- 
ditor submitting amended estimates of 3 for pay und voen claims 
for incorporation in the sundry civil bill now pendingin Congress, as follows: 


Pay of two and three year volunteers. .. . ...es $350, 000 
Bounty to volunteers, their widows, e! 7 


Bounty under act of July 28, 1888... . 
` Respectfully, yours, 


Hon, Josxyn G. Cannon, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, House of Representatives, 


W. WINDOM, Secretary. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, SECOND AUDITOR'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., July 22, 1890. 

Sır: The sundry civil bill as passed by the House of Representatives made 
indefinite appropriations for the payment of claims r arrears of pay and 
bounty Lo be certitied during the current fiscal year; but as passed by the Sen- 
ate definite amounts are appropriated, the figures being taken from an estimate 
prepared in this office last econsher! as follows: 
Pay of two and three year volunteers. 
Bounty to volunteers and their widows and legal hei 
Bounty, act July 28, 1866 


DORA enc SERE A A A A 9000 
This estimate was based upon amounts certified during the preceding year, 
an allowance being made for a probable increase in the volume of certified 
claims, The increase, however, has been greater than was anticipated, and the 
estimate is therefore insufficient. 
During the twelve months ending June 30, 1890, claims amounting to $7%,- 
097.44 were certified, payable from the above-mentioned appropriations, as 


follows: 
Pay of two and three year volunteers. . ...es ses sse. 8107, ILL. 39 
Bounty to volunteers, 9 F ai; = 


ote... 
Bounty, act July 28, 1566, ... 
791. 007. 44 


830,000 
. 300,000 
30, 000 


TOs ne tonsa cet speed ai tread gaa ä 

Eve ible effort is being made to dispose of the accumulated claims for 
pay onal naty, and I now estimate that the amount which will be needed to 
meet such claims as shall be certified du the current fiscal year will be at 
least $1,000,000, under the following heads of appropriation : 
Pay of two and three year volunteers... . . sss $550, 000 
Bounty to volunteers and their widows and legal heirs... 490, 000 
Bounty, act July 23, 1866... sesse ses vow soo sevsnbonr. vores sovess nia ase sn 50,000 


Total. 1. 000. 000 


For reasons fully stated in my letter of December 16, 1889 (House Executive 
Document No. 116, Fifty-first Congress, first session), it is desirable that sufficient 
funds be provided for the prompt payment of claims for arrears of pay and 
Lei and as the amounts inserted in the sundry civil bill will not sufi- 
cient, I have the honor to suggest that this letter be referred to the chairman of 
the House Committee on Appropriations, so that he may be fully informed on 
the subject when the matter comes up in the House or in committee of confer- 


ence, 
Respectfully yours, 

Ion, SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to refer, if I may be 
permitted to do so, to the debate in the Senate npon this report, and 
especially to what was said by a distinguished Senator, which is to be 
found on page 9054 of the RECORD. Senator SHERMAN said in reference 
to this particular appropriation: 


As to these indefinite appropriations, I agree entirely in what has been said 
about them. I do not think it is fair to the public at mph or {airto the oppos- 
ing party that 1 in power should seek to cover amount required to 
carry on governmental operations under an indefinite appropriation. 


So that, while this side of the House is committed against this char- 
acter of appropriations, we are also sustained by the very distinguished 
Senator nnder whose suggestion, while he was acting as Secretary of 
the Treasury, the policy was changed from indefinite to definite ap- 
propriations as to these items. I have signed this report, and, as I have 
said, I agree in the main to all the items in it, with the exception of 
the four items which provide for indefinite appropriations. 

I believe that they ought to have been definite and that the Senate 
amendments ought to have prevailed; and with the information we 
have received from the Treasury Department upon that subject the 
House would have been able to make such an appropriation as would 
have met every demand. The remainder of the conference report I have 
agreed to, believing, however, that the items in reference to the Judici- 
ary Department are about $1,000,000 too small and that a deficiency to 
that amount will certainly occur in the Department of Justice alone. 

I now yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 

ROGERS]. 

Mr. ROGERS, Mr. Speaker, I shall probably not want to use that 
length of time, but I desire to emphasize as fully as I may, after hay- 
ing given some considerable study to the Department of Justice dur- 
ing the last six years, the bad policy of that part of this report which 
curtails the appropriations for the support of that Department. There 
is to-day no Department of this Government so poorly equipped as the 
Department of Justice. During the last ten years we have continu- 
ally gone forward heaping up work upon that Department without 
making any appreciable corresponding increase of the force to perform 
that work. In the Court of Claims the force is entirely inadequate. 
The number of special assistant attorneys allowed to the Department 
is inadequate, and all of us know that for the last ten years there has 
never been an appropriation made sufficient to meet the requirements 
of the Department with reference to the employment of special counsel. 


J. N. PATTERSON, Auditor. 


The other day on the general deficiency bill, then in control of the 
—— from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], in calling attention to these 
eficiencies coming over from a previous year, the fact was disclosed 
that after some four or five years of continual struggle the Appropria- 
tions Committee of the House had finally concluded that they would 
grant to the Department of Justice, in view of the great growth of its 
business, the exact amount which the estimates called for. This was 
done with reference to every item except the item for the payment of 
marshals at the polls, and yet, after the full amounts called for by the 
recommendations of the Department had been appropriated, there were 
large deficiencies coming over. Yet here to-day, in the face of the fact 
that even when the full estimates were appropriated large deficits oc- 
curred, we have here, as I understand from this report, a cutting down 
of the appropriations far below the amounts recommended by the De- 
partment. 

In numerous cases during the last ten years the public service has 
been crippled, the economical administration of the law in the courts 
prevented, and extravagant expenditures brought about by the insuf- 
ficiency of the appropriations made for the Federal courts. Now,with 
the history of the past twenty years of the Department of Jastice be- 
fore them, what excuse can be given by the committee for cutting down 
the appropriations, forcing a deficit. and stopping the courts during the 
present fiscal year? What economy is there in it? What publie ad- 
vantage can be brought about by such a course ? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I wish to ask the gentleman a question for infor- 
mation. What use is there for the Court of Claims, in his judgment, if, 
when that court bas decided a case and it comes to Congress, it is to lie 
here untouched, unable to get consideration, and really does not stand 
any stronger before the House than if no judgment of the court had 
been rendered ? 

Mr. ROGERS. My answer to the gentleman from Maine is that it is 
just about as valuable as the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I did not suppose that my friend held the decis- 
ions of the Court of Claims in so great respect as he seems todo. He 
has put it higher than I thought he would. Iam very glad he has 
such a high idea of that court. [Langhter. ] 

Mr. ROGERS. Iam much pleased to have gratified my friend from 
Maine. I class his committee and the court together in this Congress, 
because each is like a filth wheel ton wagon. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Are not your views upon this question influ- 
enced somewhat by the fact that you have a public-building bill of 
your own? d 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr, Speaker, I have one of the most meritorious 
publie- building bills that can be found upon the Calendar. [Laughter.] 
Iam deeply interested in its passage; and I am greatly encouraged from 
the prospects of other gentlemen who have a hundred or two of such 
bills ahead of mine and who are making such progress that I hope to 
get mine passed sometime between now and judgment day. 

Mr. STRUBLE. My friend is disposed to be a little facetious, 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will say to the gentleman that the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds have reported certain bills to the 
House and those bills have passed the Committee of the Whole, and I 
do not think the gentleman can blame the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds because the House refuses to consider them. 

Mr. ROGERS, I agree fully with the gentleman from Maine. He 
can not get up any controversy with me this morning. 

Mr, MILLIKEN. I do not want to. 

Mr. ROGERS. My humor to-day is as sweet as new milk, and you 
can not get up a controversy with me. But the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds is in about the same situation as the Court of 
Claims. I suppose but little fault is to be found with the judgments of 
the Court of Claims, but I think the work of that court would be more 
economically conducted, would be more efficient, and would command 
more respect if the force allowed to the Department of Justice for serv- 
ice in that court was increased to a degree somewhat commensurate 
with the work that is required to be done there. I find no fault with 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. When the Court of 
Claims has done the best it can, like the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, its judgments are treated with disrespect here; but 
it may be that some day or ether, in the far future, some provision 
will be made for the payment of those judgments, and therefore I think 
it is wise, prudent, and economical that in the trial of cases that come 
before that court the Government of the United States should be rep- 
resented by competent, capable, efficient, and sufficient attorneys to do 
the work. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. One word more, if the gentleman willallow me, 
in relation to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. He 
may think I am a little sensitive ov that subject; but, as the chairman 
of the committee, I have a right to speak for them, and I want to say 
that every bill which they have presented to the Committee of the 
Whole House (which is really the House itself) has bya vote of 
about two to one. Now, it does not seem that those bills can have been 
very wrong, or if they are then the House itself must have been wrong. 

Mr. ROGERS, I agree with my friend, and I will yield him a half 
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a minute if he desires it, that he may fix the responsibility for those 
measures not passing. I have no doubt the House would pass them; 
I have no doubt they are meritorious. I have an exceedingly merito- 
rious bill of that character myself, about which I feel the most pro- 
found concern. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Arkansas 
- will permit me to say that I have just such a bill, but I have never 
been able to get it out of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, although I have called their attention to it very often. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman from Kentucky has never to my 
knowledge appeared before the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, with his persuasive eloquence, to urge his case. Possibly 
that may be the reason why he has never got the bill out. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have, however, frequently 
sent the bill, with the most pathetic and urgent notes, to the gentleman 
himself, to other members of the committee, and to the committee. I 
did not think it was important that I should appear in person before 
the committee or I would have done so. 

Mr. ROGERS. In view of the fate which has befallen the bills 
which have been reported, I apologize for the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds with reference to this bill. They have finally 
reached the conclusion, perhaps, that to report any more bills would 
be a work of supererogation. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me say that the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds do not think they need any apology from any gentle- 


man. 

Mr. ROGERS. I must proceed 

Mr. STRUBLE. I hope the gentleman from Arkansas will yield to 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN], as he seems to be warm- 
ing up with the subject. 

Mr. ROGERS. It is a great pleasure to me to find that now and 
then a defeated candidate is enabled to speak ‘‘ with his mouth open.“ 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
a moment? 

Mr. ROGERS, I would like to discuss this bill a little. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Are you not discussing the ‘arid 
regions in more senses than one? 

Mr. ROGERS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I think I might comment di- 
rectly upon the Committee on Labor, for they have been in labor all 
this session; and if even a ridiculus mus has been brought forth I have 
not heard of it so far. 

Mr. Speaker, I now turn to the bill. I find that the ‘reductions ” 
in appropriations for support of United States courts are represented 
as amounting to $428,145. It is safe to say, in view of the experience 
of the last twenty years, that, instead of my friend, who put these down 
as ‘‘reductions,’’ having reduced the expenditures that much, the next 
deficiency bill will carry tor the deficit in these items, nine in number 
(I exclude the last one, the appropriation for the widow of the late 
Chief- Justice Waite), an appropriation of $1,000,000. I have little or 
no doubt of it. Instead of there being a ‘reduction,’’ if the prophecy 
which I now make shall turn out to be true and the courts (as has 
been the case in some former years) shall be stopped, prisoners kept 
in jail, and at the instance of the Government of the United States 
witnesses, after being summoned, permitted to return to their homes, 
tobe brought back when there is money to carry on the public busi- 
ness, the probability is that we shalt be called on to make an ad- 
ditional appropriation of perhaps $150,000 or $200,000 beyond the 
amount I have named. That will be the effect of this cheese-paring, 
shoe-string policy which is being adopted by the present Committee on 
Appropriations. 

I had hoped there would be some little reformation in this respect. 
I had hoped that the Department of Justice would receive that consid- 
eration demanded by this important branch of the Government which 
enforces public law and punishes criminals; that it would at least have 
from the Committee on Appropriations of this House such support as 
would enable it to carry on the courts. I have made this prophecy; 
and I propose in the next Congress, when the deficiency bill comes up, 
to invite the attention of my amiable friend, the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON], chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
to the remarks I now make. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The prophecy. will be fulfilled. 

Mr. ROGERS. My friend on my left [Mr. Dockery], who has had 
some experience, tells me that the prophecy will be fulfilled. I have 
no doubt of it. 

Here, then, isacutting down of $40,000 for the United States district at- 
torneys; $10,000 for United States district attorneys’ regular assistants; 
$25,000 for fees of clerks; $35,000 for fees of jurors; $200,000 for fees of 
witnessss; $50,000 for support of prisoners; $34,000 for bailiffs, criers, 
etc., and $20,000 for miscellaneous expenses. Mr. Speaker, if I were 
disposed this morning to be facetious, I should say this is what may be 
called legislative tiddly-winking.““ We all know that after the fall 
elections are over these appropriations must be made, and this dodg- 
ing, this “ tiddly-winking,’’ is simply an effort to force down the a 
propriations until the fall elections can be bridged over, and the defi- 


Will the gentleman permit me 


ciency appropriations be brought in here so far from the time of the 
elections that the people shall have forgotten the merits of the mat- 
ter. 
Mr. Speaker, the other suggestion made by my friend from Texas 
involves a principle which has already been. discussed upon the floor 
of the House; and I am very glad that thereis one gentleman, at least, 
from the great State of Ohio who perhaps has abandoned his Presidential 
aspirations, who is ready to talk out in meeting” as to what is fair 
and just and right with reference to party action in this matter. Mr, 
Speaker, no party ever gains confidence or respect by adopting indirect, 
improper, and frandulent methods. Why does the gentleman from 
Illinois, the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, head this 
table here, embracing ‘‘changes in amounts in conference, as ‘‘reduc- 
tions,“ so far as this item of $724,000 for back pay and bounty to 
volunteers“ is concerned? 

The distinguished gentleman from Ohio, who was then Secretary of 
the Treasury, first inaugurated, as an honest measure of legislation, 
that the sum specified here should be limited by the terms of the act. 
But by the terms of this bill they seek to cover up—I will uot say de- 
ceive, perhaps that would not be parliamentary—but they seek to cover 
up, to mislead; for it is to mislead, there can be no question of that— 
to mislead the country and Congress as to the amount to be appro- 
priated by the bill. For this $724,000 which the gentleman from Ohio 
in another quarter tells us in all probability will reach a million of 
dollars, or may be more, is embodied here in this report as & reduction; 
but, instead of being a reduction, by the provisions of the conference 
report it will likely inerease the appropriation $276,000. But it is 
covered up, it is concealed. The committee is misled by it, the coun- 
try is misled. The appropriation bill will not show on its face that it 
is carried by it, and none will know the fact except those who are 
familiar with the preparation of the bill as members of the Committee 
on Appropriations or who have investigated it for themselves. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DINGLEY in the chair), The time 
of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ROGERS. I should like to have a moment longer. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield one minute more of the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has five minutes remaining. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iwill not read what was said elsewhere by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, but I desire to state that other gentlemen familiar with 
the appropriations made here use this language: 

Mr. Gorman. * * * have just stated that the estimate showed when we 
acted upon this provision in the Senate that $350,000 would cover the amount of 
claims already adjusted, My information is that that amount now runs up to 
$550,000 on that one item, so that when the conference Hy aed. is adopted the 


Senate must adopt it with a perfect understanding that instead of covering 


$724,000 it may be $3,600,000. No man can tell what the amount will be. 


Mr. McPuersoy. It seems to me that that is very reckless | lation. 

Mr. Gorman. It is very reckless. It was the old habit; and when the Senator 
from Ohio was Secretary of the Treasury, if Iam not mistaken, when the cus- 
tom had been in all these matters to make an indefinite appropriation, he called 
special attention to it, and about 1878 the whole policy of making indefinite 
appropriations was stopped, and specific appropriations have been made ever 
since. 

So that, Mr. Speaker, we are committed by the Committee on Ape 
propriations to the principle of indefinite and unlimited appropriations, 
The gentleman from Ohio laid down the principle that wherever in the 
very natureof things an appropriation can be made definite it ought te 
be made definite in the law, and states the only instance I know of in 
making appropriationsin this way, to wit, the payment of the interest 
on the public debt, which is, in the very nature of things, an indefinite 
appropriation and can not well be otherwise. But there is no question 
about this; there is no trouble in making this appropriation properly; 
there is no necessity for making it unlimited and indefinite, and 
gentleman from Illinois ought not to undertake to play on the House 
of Representatives this foxy game that the officers of the Treasury 
shall have access to it without any control of the purse-strings by the 
Congress of the United States. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SAYERS. I reserve the remainder of the time and would like 
to hear from the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Speaker, I only want to say a few words touch- 
ing this subject, and then, so far as I am concerned, we are ready for 
a vote on the adoption of the conference report, even before, so far as I 
am individually concerned, the expiration of the thirty minutes. 

This report is printed, with a statement accompanying it, in the 
RecorD—two statements in fact—published on Sunday morning. 
The concluding paragraph of that report states, in round numbers, 
what the action of the House conferees was. It is short and I will place 
it here as a part of my remarks, The House conferees use this lan- 
guage: 

The bill as it passed the House of Representatives appropriated 828,060, 620.22; 
as it passed the Senate it appropriated §33,628,792.22. Ofthe net increase by the 
Senate, $5,568,172, it is ee in conference that the Senate recede in the aggre- 
gate from the net sum of $3,776,710. By the amendments upon which the con- 
ference committee have been unable to agree the Senate increased the appro- 

riationsfor surveying public lands from $200,000 to $600,000, and the amount 
—ꝗ— topographical surveys by the Geological Survey from $200,000 to $300,000, 


make a net reduction in the appropriations proposed by the House on ac- 
count of irrigation surveys of $77,500, = 
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T will state, in my opinion this report economically and fally takes 
care of the public service. I do not mean by that that the appropria- 
tions are mean or insufficient, for that is not economy. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? Does the 
gentleman believe that this bill, as it now stands, carries enough ap- 
propriation to support the Department of Justice during the present 
fiscal year? > 

Mr. CANNON. I will answer the gentleman’s question fully as I 


roceed, 
* Mr. SAYERS. And while the gentleman is answering that I would 
like him to also answer the question as far as the appropriation for the 
support of the Printing Establishment is concerned. 

Mr. CANNON. You mean the public printing? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. I will answer both fully as I proceed. 

I say again I believe that this bill economically and fully takes care 
of the public service. True economy is to give sufficient for the public 
service, stopping short of an amount that is not needed and that might 
lead to læx administration and expenditure. Necessarily from year to 
year, with the growth of the country, the appropriations grow. Later 
on, when I come to of appropriations generally, at the proper 
time, I will discuss the growth of the same. I have no desire to do so 
at this time. Touching the criticism of the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. Rocers] as to the appropriation for the Department of Justice, we 

ve in the bill, as it the House and as it was agreed on in con- 

erence, substantially the original estimates submitted from the De- 

rtment of Justice. Yet I want to be entirely frank and say that I 
aes no donbt that there will be a deficiency, which will have to be 
made good at the next session for the Department of Justice. 

But that haa been the practice ever since the commencement of the 
Forty-fourth Congress, until the practice has become well established 
both in the Department of Justice and the public printing, of making 
appropriations in the sundry civil bill and in the deficiency bill. And 
it $ proper for me to say that while we give the estimates substantially 
as made for the Department of Justice, and give more by this confer- 
ence report than was given in the sundry civil bill of a year ago, 
we have in the deficiency bill for last year in the ent of Jus- 
tice $615,000. And I think it is quite likely that the deficiency will 
amount to that for this year. I hope not. Gentlemen may ask why 
we do not forsake the practice that has obtained since 1875 and make 
an appropriation for the whole service in the Department of Justice. 

Itis for the reason that this practice has become well established, and 
for the further reason that when we come together next winter we can 
gather up and make additional appropriations without: topping the 
courts; and, although sufficient appropriation was not made by the 
Fiftieth Congress for the service of the entof Justice last year, 
yet this Congress, by a deficiency appropriation, made up that shortage, 
and the courts did not stop, and I apprehend that the same thing will 
be done again. I do not r draw parallels, but it is true that in 
the years 1887, 1888, and 1 the appre were not sufficient, 
and that the deficiency appropriation did not come in time to save the 
courts from closing. Following the precedent of appropriating in part 
for the Department of Justice upon this bill and in part upon the de- 
ficiency bill, I think I can assure the House the courts will not be 
closed, as they were from 1885 to 1889, during a partot the year. Now, 
as to the Printing Office, the same thing is true there for the length of 
time spoken of, 

The practice has grown up to appropriate upon the sundry civil bill 
in part and to appropriate in deficiency bills for the balance; and it 
could not well beavoided as to the Publie Printing Office, because that 
expenditure depends purely upon the amount of printing that is ordered 
by Congress. And it seems to me that the practice as to that isa good 
one, to make the appropriation in the sundry civil bill and also in the 
deficiency bill, because I think it places some slight bar or check upon 
Con in ordering printing to so do. Now, I do not desire to go 
into this bill further. The conferees, I believe, aresubstantially agreed 
upon both sides of this House, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAY- 
ERS) as well as the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. COGSWELE] 
and myself. There was a disagreement as to the indefinite appropria- 
tion for bounty, but that has been spoken of before. I understood then, 
and I understand now, that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
did not approve of it. We did upon this side of the House. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Not all of us. 

Mr. CANNON, Notall, says the gentleman from Iowa, but enough 
to put it that way upon various roll-calls, and I do not desire to go into 
itnow. We have materially reduced this bill from what it was when 
it came to us with the Senate amendments, and I think wisely so. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will my friend allow me a question right there? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Inasmuch as my friend [Mr. CANNON] has made 
some strictures upon the Committee on Public Buildin Grounds, 
how much have you put into that bill for public buildings which has 
never been consi by any committee at all? 

Mr. CANNON, I will speak of that, and I have it here. I will say 
in reply to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN ],when this bill 
went to the Senate the Senate proceeded to amend it in various re- 


spects, adding to it in the aggregate in round numbers five million 
anda half of dollars. Most of those amendments, ifI recollect properly, 
were for public buildings in the District. of Columbia. Most of them 
had not been authorized. One was for the purchase of ground fora 
Supreme Court building, $900,000. ‘ 

Mr. MILLIKEN. That was not authorized. 

Mr. CANNON. That was not authorized. There was another of halt 
a million for the extension of the Museum, and another of $250,000 for 
the purchase of ground for an addition to the Post-Office Department 
building, and for various other propositions. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Another one for a Printing Office. 

Mr. CANNON. Another one for the purchase of ground for the Print- 
ing Office. The amount, as I recollect, all together, for the purchase of 
buildings, added by the Senate, amounted to nearly $2,750,000. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me ask my friend, asa matter of informa- 
tion, how much money would those provisions in the bill call for in 
order to finish the public buildings; what would be the amount of ex- 
penditure? 

Mr. CANNON. Inmy opinion from ten to twelve millions of dollars, 
in the event that the ground had been purchased and the work entered 
upon. So that the House conferees insisted that the Senate should give 
up the bulk of those amendments, stripping the bill so as to make it 
as nearly as practicable in accordance with existing law. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman please state what they sur- 
rendered, the Globe building and such as that? 

Mr. CANNON. The Senate insisted upon their amendments, and 
claimed with great force that in the city of Washington there were a 
great many buildings rented that were not secure, and that it was de- 
sirable for the Government, in this Capital city, to commence the con- 
struction of buildings, to push them with rapidity to completion, so that 
the Government of the United States might notto any great extent con- 
tinue to be a tenant, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Weare paying $125,000 a year rent. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, with this state of facts the House conferees, 
feeling that it was desirable, if possible, to place in Government build- 
ings great blocks of people who are performing clerical service for the 
Government, in rented buildings, struck upon the compromise. The 
Senate agreed to recede from the amendment providing for a new build- 
ing for the Post-Office Department, for the purchase of the Congressional 
Globe building, for a Supreme Court building, for the extension of the 
National Museum, and various other buildings; and we agreed to au- 
thorize a commission, in pursuance of the Senate amendment, to pur- 
chase a site for the building of a Government Printing Office and let that 
appropriation stand, so changing the phraseology, however, that the 
commissioner were notrestricted to any particular location or quarter 
of the city. 

For the pyon of having a public building that would accommo- 
date great blocks of people who are performing clerical service for the 
Government and the public offices, we Senad tinh we would take this 
site that wasto be purchased in pursuance of law, for a city post-office, 
covering in round numbers 60,000 square feet—an acreand a quarterand 
over—and for which an appropriation of $650,000 had been made, and 
for the purpose of erecting a building of three stories an appropriation 
of $300,000 had been authorized, and that we would construct or recom- 
mend a provision in the conference report, which we did, that would 
construct upon this ground five additional stories, making eight stories 
inall. That would leave one story and basement, which is to cover 
over 50,000 square feet for the city post-office and the seven additional 
stories for offices for the clerical force of the various Departments of 
the Government. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will my friend allow me to make a suggestion at 
that point? 

Mr. CANNON. Justa moment. 
then I will yield to the gentleman. 

These five additional stories could be constructed at a cost in round 
numbers of $200,000 a story; so that we could get sufficient room to 
accommodate books and clerks in that building to the extent of three 
thousand five hundred clerks. Not feeling quite sure that the $1,800,- 
000 would be sufficient, and to be sure that we wonld make a proper 
foundation and that it should be a building with lightning elevators 
and with all modern appliances, built of brick, iron, terra cotta, 
and stone trimmings, giving it a good architectural effect and be fire- 
proof, we thought that we would have one building at least in this 
city that was built from a business standpoint, economically built, too, 
with all this great room in it, at a cost inside of two million dollars, 

Now I will yield to the gentleman from Ar 

Mr. ROGERS, What I desire to say is entirely applicable to the 
very point you are now making. In passing the Post-Office rt- 
ment I observed it, and with reference to the post-office that is to be 
constructed on the Avenue I wanted to make a suggestion to the gentle- 
man from Illinois, whether or not the architectual beauty of the Post- 
Office De t would not be greatly enhanced and much more room 
obtained by extending that building two or three stories higher? 

Mr. CANNON, I believe that it ought to have two or three stories 
added; and if the foundation is sufficient, even four. I trust that the 
matter will be considered by the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Let me make my statement, and 
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Grounds as to whether or not three or four additional stories may be 
erected upon the Post-Office Department, 

The growth of this country of ours is so rapid that it will be almost 
impossible to erect public buildings or to add to them with speed suf- 
ficient to accommodate the Government in the performance of its busi- 
ness. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Will the gentleman permit me right there? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, What I desire to say is that there isa plan for 
adding, I think four stories, but I am not certain about the number, 
to the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Three stories. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Perhaps that is right. The plan was exhibited 
in the room of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
I think it now in the Post-Office Department. We had before our com- 
mittee Mr. Mullett, who knew all about the buildingof the Post-Office 
Department, He testifies that it is one of the strongest buildings in 
the city, having stronger walls than any in the city, and that he could 
put four stories on it and make a handsome building without destroy- 
ing its architectural beauty, and the foundations are sufficient to sus- 
tain them. Still there was no formal vote upon the question, because 
no bill had been presented to the committee for that p It was 
stated that it should be done, but somebody wanted the Le Droit block 
purchased, I can not say now who, and, though we did not approve 
that, it stood in the way. 

Mr. ROGERS. It was stated in the debate in the Senate that the 
building you now propose to erect upon the Avenue would dwarf every- 
thing in the neighborhood of it. If that suggestion be true, why can 
not one or two stories be left off the building to be erected on the Ave- 
nue, and this matter, which is in conference, be considered, and let 
three stories beadded to the Post-Office Department, and thereby beau- 
tify and enlarge a building the Government already owns? 

Mr. CANNON. In answer to the gentleman, I would state that this 
is a Senate amendment. One of these Senate amendments provided 
for the purchase of an additional site for a new Post-Office Department 
building. We insisted that that amendment should goout, and it did. 
Taking in view the enlargement of that building at the proper time 
when it should come from the appropriate committee, we agreed to the 
erection of this eight-story building upon this fifty or sixty thousand 
square feet of ground, aud we propose that that great building, with 
its great capacity to accommodate records and clerical force, shall afford 
great additional room for the clerical force of the Government in the 
city of Washington. 

As to the architectural effect, I have no doubt that it will be first 
class. The Supervising Architect is quite sure that he can make a sen- 
sible, practical public building there of good architectural effect, and 

ntlemen who are familiar with the Sun Building in this city will un- 

Serstand how it can be done, and those whoare familiar with the great 
public buildings erected in recent years in New York, Philadelphia, 
and Chicago at comparatively small cost and with security to life and 
property, will, I think, be quick to see the wisdom of such a building 
as is proposed. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I interrupted my friend from Mli- 
nois [Mr. CANNoN] awhile ago with the hope of his bringing out the 
fact, which I will now state, that I have received from the Treasury 
Department a statement showing that the Government is paying now 
in the city of Washington about $125,000 a year for rent, and this for 
old buildings thatare utterly anfit for the purposes for which the Gov- 
ernment is compelled to use them. Now I believe, as I bave stated 
before, that when the Government can borrow money for 2} per cent., 
or when it has the money in the Treasury that it is not using and upon 
which it gets no interest, it is positively wasteful to be hiring build- 
ings and paying rent for them (even if they were suitable, as they are 
not) amounting to from 8 to 15 per cent. upon the value of the build- 
in 

The statement has gone out from this Capitol through the Sr oa ro 
I donot know who inspired it—that the Committee on Public Buildings 

and Grounds have been willing to open wide the doors and to squander 

the money of the people. Upon that point I have this to say: When 
gentlemen publish such statements as that, I wish they would examine 
in detail every bill which has been reported to this House from that 
committee; and when they talk about the great amount of money 
which those bills call for I wish that at the same time they would 
Five us the figures of the rental which this Government is paying out 
for buildings that it hires all over the country and let us see whether 
it is not paying out in that way more than 6 per cent. interest upon 
the total amount of money which would be appropriated by the bills 
reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds to this 

House. 

Mr. CANNON. One word more, and then, so far as I am concerned, 

I shall be ready fora vote. This agreement touching the extension of 

the plan of the city post-office building so as to make it an eight-story 

building was arrived at after the fullest consultation with the Super- 
vising Architect, with the Senate: conferees, and with my friend from 

Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN], the chairman of the Committee on Public 

Buildings and Grounds of this House. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman tell us what is the status 
of the Senate amendment appropriating $250,000 to purchase a site for 
the Government Printing Office? ` 

Mr. CANNON. It is 
sideration is asked for it, just as the Senate put it into the bill, with 
one exception. The provision in the conference report does not restrict 
the commissioners to any particular part of the city for the location of 
the building. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It names the same commissioners that were 
named in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. CANNON, It is not changed in that respect. j 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Dockery]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, in my judgment the attention of the 
country can not be too frequently called to the policy which has been 
inaugurated by the majority in this body of making indefinite appro- 
priations for the ordinary current expenditures of the Government, 
This, Mr, Speaker, is a new departure. Prior to this Congress the 
practice of waking indefinite appropriations was confined to items of 
a permanent character, involving merely mathematical calculations, 
such as interest on the public debt, and lodging no discretion in the 
accounting officers of the Treasury. This new policy has been ear- 
nestly antagonized by this side of the House for reasons that have been 
repeatedly stated. Iam glad, however, to say that we are now sup- 
ported in our position by an eminent Republican Senator in another 
body. His utterances were read to the House a few moments since 
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr, SAYERS], but they are so timely 
and so democratic that I desire to read them again. Touching this 
question of indefinite appropriations Mr. SHERMAN says: 

I do not think it is fair to the public at large, or fair to the opposing. party, 
that any party in power should seek to cover the amount required to carry on 
governmental operations under an indefinite appropriation. 

This eminent Republican, in the sentence which I have just read, 
stated in part, at least, the position which the Democratic party oc- 
cupies in respect to indefinite appropriations. Now, Mr. Speaker, as 
an illustration of the unfairness of this policy of indefinite appropria- 
tions to the ‘‘ opposing party,“ let us examine for a moment this very 
conference report presented by the gentleman from Illinois. The re- 
port represents that there is carried in the sundry civil bill appropria- 
tions aggregating $29, 852,082.22, but in fact the total is misleading, for, 
instead of carrying that amount, as the bill purports to do, by means of 
the indefinite clauses to which I have heretofore adverted, the 
civil bill really carries appropriations aggregating $30,896,082.22, or 
$1,044,000 more than appears on the face of the bill. The gentleman 
from Illinois in charge of the conference report will not deny the ac- 
curacy of this statement, and it is a striking illustration of the unfair- 
ness of that policy spoken of by the distinguished Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN] when he said it was ‘unfair to the oppose party ing 
cover the amount for governmental expenditures under indefinite ap- 
propriations.” 

Mr. CANNON. Will you allow me? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. When you talk about fairness do you think it 
was fair for you in the Fiftieth Congress to fail to appropriate enough 
by $37,000,000 to carry onthe service of the Government for the suc- 
ceeding fiscal year, thus forcing this Congress to make that appropria- 
tion, and then to charge the $37,000,000 against us? 

Mr. DOCKERY, Why, Mr. Speaker, Ido not understand that there 
is any such state of fact as the gentleman presents. 

Mr. CANNON. There is just that state of facts. 

Mr. DOCKERY, Of course I understand there are deficiencies, de- 
ficiencies ever year, deficiencies that can not be anticipated, but any 
party that deliberately refuses, whether it is done now or has been 
done heretofore, to appropriate the amount estimated by the Depart- 
ment officers with the sole and only purpose of keeping down the ag- 
gregate of appropriations for partisan purposes, is not dealing fairly or 
justly either with the opposing party or the people. 

Why, sir, the gentleman from Illinois speaks of $37,000,000 of defi- 
ciencies coming over from the last Congress. For one item only the 
Republican majority in this House are carrying over to the next session, 
after the elections, more than $45,000,000 of deficiency. I refer to the 
appropriation for pensions. There can be only one purpose in this, 
Mr. Speaker, and that is to keep down as far as possible, until after 
the November elections, the enormous aggregate of appropriations, 
which will amount to not less than $475,000,000 for the current fiscal 


ear. 
: Mr. MILLIKEN. If the gentleman will allow me, I am going to 
say that the Republican party 

Mr. DOCKERY. And that is the reason the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds have not been able to get a day in this House, 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY], in conjunction with the Speaker, have deter- 
nona to keep down the sum total of appropriations until after the 

ons. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I care not how you figure the appropriations of the 

present session or from what standpoint you 2 them; there will 


to by the conferees and favorable con- 
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be a deficiency in the receipts of the current fiscal year ranging all the 
way from $20,000,000 to $28,000,000, 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I trust I may be allowed just one word. I will 
not contend with the gentleman about the business of the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds; but I want to say that while the 
Republican party is in power it is going to continue to make appro- 
priations for pensions just so long as the men live to whom those pen- 
sions are properly due. [Cries of Regular order !”] 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ourcomplaint is that you defer the appropriations 
for pensions until after the elections. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time allowed for debate has ex- 
pired. The question is now on adopting the report of the committee 
of conference and agreeing to the further conference asked by the Sen- 
ate on the remaining points of disagreement. 

The question being taken there were, on a division (called for by 
Mr. HoLMAN)—ayes 64, noes 24. 

So the question was decided in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER subsequently announced the appointment of Mr. 
Cannon, Mr. COGSWELL, and Mr. SAYERS as managers on the part 
of the House in the further conference. 3 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate insisted upon its amendments non-concurred in by the 
House to the bill (H. R. 10726) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling 


treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June- 


30, 1891, and for other p agreed to the conference asked, and 
had appointed Mr. PLUMB, Mr. DAwss, and Mr. CALL conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a bill (S. 
3840) removing the charge of desertion against George Fetterman, in 
which concurrence was asked. 

BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I now call up busi- 
ness relating to the District of Columbia. When that business was 
last under consideration, the bill before the House was the bill (H. R. 
8243) supplementary toan act entitled An act to authorize the con- 
struction of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad in the District of 
Columbia.” 

A motion was made to recommit the bill to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, with instructions to report back a measure re- 

miring the removal of the passenger station of the Baltimore and Po- 
Emas kailroad Company. That motion to recommit prevailed. A 
motion to reconsider was then made, followed by a motion to lay on the 
table the motion to reconsider; and upon the latter motion the yeas 
and nays were ordered. Upon the vote there was a lack of aquorum. 
I e that the pending question is now on the motion to lay on the 
table the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I do not know whether Iam in order or not; but, 
if not, the Speaker will put me in order, I have nodoubt. [Laughter.] 
I am going to raise the question of consideration 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That is right. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, And on this ground 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I hope the Speaker will allow me one moment. 
I should be glad to see the District of Columbia have a day in this 
House; it has not had one for eight weeks, 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I make the point 
that the gentleman is not in order. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, The gentleman wants to give a day to the Penn- 
Sylvania Railroad, not to the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine is not in order. The 
Chair thinks that the Clerk must call the roll. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the question? 

The SPEAKER. The e is on the motion to lay on the table 
the motion to reconsider the vote by which the House ordered the bill 
to be recommitted with instructions. 

Mr, MILLIKEN. Is it not in order for me to raise the question of 
consideration? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has the impression that it is not, but 
will be very glad to hear the gentleman from Maine on the question. 
The condition of things, the Chair will advise the gentleman from 
Maine, is this: A yea-and-nay vote had been ordered, and we were 
taking it when it was discovered that no quorum had presented itself, 
upon which the House adjourned. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, But this is a new day. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely, but still we are in the midst ofadivision. 
Of course the Chair would be glad to hear the gentleman on the point 
of order if he desires to submit any authorities. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Iam perfectly willing, Mr. Speaker, to take the 
ruling of the Chair on the question. 

The SPEAKER, The impression of the Chair is that in the midst of 
a division it would not be in order, but will hear any authorities that 
may be presented. 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. The point, I think, is quoted 
the Journal of the Forty-ninth Congress, and is referred to in the Man 
and Digest, as follows: 

Where the yeas and nays are ordered and taken on a pending proposition, 
and no quorum appears, the order of the House for the yeas and nays remains 
in force until reconsidered; and should the House adjourn without disposing 
of such pending question it would come up after the reading of the Journal on 
the following day, unless it was being considered on a day igned to a com- 
mittee (as, for instance, the Committee on the District of Columbia), when ie 
would go over as unfinished business and be first in order when such com- 
mittee again had a day. 

Now, we are in this position, that the yeas and nays have been or- 
dered on a proposition before the House, and no other motion is in 
order except and only a continuation of the vote which was interrupted, 
as has already been stated. 

Mr. MI EN. But another day has intervened. 

Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Well, this is the same character 
of business on the next succeeding day. Itis merely a continuation 
of that business, K 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is not this a continuous proceeding? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And hence this would be an interruption of the 
call of the roll if it would be anything. 

The SPEAKER. It seems so to the Chair, and the Clerk will call 


the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll 

Mr. MIL. EN. Then I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. But the roll-call has begun. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the Chair will state the pending question, as 
there seems to be some confusion in regard to it. 

The SPEAKER. A motion was made and carried to recommit, with 
instructions, the bill relating to the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad 
Company to the Committee on the District of Columbia. A motion 
was made to reconsider the vote by which that action was taken, and 
a motion to lay on the table the motion to reconsider. The latter is 
the question now before the House, 

Mr. HEARD. Would it be in order to ask that the instructions to 
the committee, on the motion to recommit, be read ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not at this time. 

The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 55, nays 113, not vot- 
ing 159; as follows: 


YEAS—55. 
Abbott, Fowler, Lanham, Sawyer, 
Anderson, Kans. reen e, Lawler, Sayers, 
Barwig, Hall, McRae, Sherman, 
Bliss, Haugen, Milliken, Springer, 
Brickner, Hitt, Moore, Stockdale, 
Brook Holman, Outhwaite, Sweney, 
Burton, Kennedy, Taylor, E, B. 
Carter, Kerr, Iowa Paynter, Tracey, 
Cheadle, Kinsey, Peel. Whit e, 
Chipman, Knapp, Pickler, iley, 
Connell, Lacey, Quackenbush, Willcox, 
Covert, La Follette, uinn Williams, Ill, 
Dingley, Laidlaw, „Lowa Williams, Ohio. 
Flick, Laue. Rogers, 

NAYS—113, 

Allen, Miss. Craig, Henderson, N. C. Rockwell, 
Atkinson, Pa. Crain, Kelley Rowell, 
Baker, Crisp, err, Pa, Rowland, 
Bankhead, Culbertson, Pa. * Rusk, 

e, Cutcheon, Lester, Ga. Sanford, 
Bayne, Dolliver, wis, Scull, 
Beekwith, Dunnell Mason Skinner, 
Belknap, Edmunds, McAdoo, Smyser, 
Bergen Elliot McClammy, Ste Tex. 
Bingham, McClellan, Stockbridge, 
Blount, E McCreary, Stone, Ky. 
Bowden, ist i McDuffie, ne, Mo, 
Breckinridge, Ky, Featherston, MeMillin, Struble, 
Brewer, Flood, Miles, ‘Tarsney, 
Brosius, Forney, Moffitt, Taylor. in. 
Brown, J. B. 7 Montgomery, ylor, Tenn, 
Browne, Va. Funston, Morrow, Townsend, Colo. 

£ Gear, Mudd, Townsend, 
Burrows, Geissenhainer, Mutchler, Turner, Ga. 
Bynum, Neill, Pa. Turner, N. L. 
Candler, Ga. Gibson, borne, Vandever, 
Cannon, Goodnight, Owen, Ind Van Schaick, 
Carlton, Hansbrough, Owens, Ohio Va! 
Caruth, yne, Wheeler, Ala, 
Caswell, Hatch, yson, Wright, 
Haynes, Penington, Yoder, 
Clarke, Ala. Heard, Pugsley, 
ts, Henderson, III. Ray, 
Conger, Henderson, Iowa Reyburn, 
NOT VOTING—159, 
Adams, Bland, Butterworth, Cooper, Ind 
Alderson, Boatner, Caldwell, Cooper, Ohio 
Allen, Mich. Boothman aphell. Cothran, 
Anderson, Miss. Boutelle, Candler, Mass, Cowles, 
Andrew, nridge, Ark, Cheat è Culberson, Tex, 
Arnold, Brower, ancy, Cummings, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Browne, T, M. Clark, Wis zell, 
—.— Buchanan, V, ge Da ngt 
es, a. T! on, 
Belden, Buckalew, vidson, 
Bullock, Coleman, De Haven, 
* Bunn, mstock, 
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Dibble, Laws, O’Neall, Ind, Stewart, Vt. 
Dickerson, Lehi ` O'Neil, Mass. Stivers, 
Dockery, Lester, Va. Perkins, Stump, 
Dorsey, Lind, Perry, Taylor, J. D. 
Dunphy, Lodge, Peters, Tho 
Ellis, Magner, Phelan, Thom 
Enloe, Ma Pieree, Tillman, 
Finley, Mansur, Post, Tucker, 

teh, Martin, Ind. Price, Turner, Kans. 
Fithian, Martin, Tex. Raines. je, 
Flower, MeCarthy, Randall, Waddill, 
Forman, McComas, Reilly, Wade, 
Gifford, MeCord, i šon, Walker, 
Grimes, * MeCormick, Rife, allace, 
Grosvenor, McKenna, Robertson, Wallace, N. Y. 
Grout, McKinley, Russell, Washington, 
Harwer, Mills, Scranton, n, 
Hay Moore, Tex. Seney, Wheeler, Mich. 
Hemphill, Morey, Shively, Whiting, 
Herbert, Morgan, Simonds, Wickham, 
Hermann, Morrill, Smith, III. Wike, 
Hill, Morse, Smith, W. Va. Wilkinson, 
Hooker, Niedringhaus, Snider, Wilson, Ky. 
Hopkins, Norton, Spinola, Wilson, Mo. 
Houk, Nute, Spooner, Wilson, Wash. 
Ketcham, Oates, StabInecker, Wilson, W. Va. 
Kilgore, O'Donnell, Stephenson, Yardley. 
Lansing, O'Ferrall, Stewart, Ga. 


So the House refused to lay on the table the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. SMITH, of 
Illinois]. If he were present, I would vote ay.“ 

The following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk's 
desk: 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. HERBERT, until further notice. 

Mr. WALLACE, of New York, with Mr. MCCARTHY, until farther 
notice. 

Mr. RAINES with Mr. BRUNNER, until further notice. 

Mr. BooTHMAN with Mr. CowLes, until further notice. 

Mr. Morey with Mr. Cooper, of Indiana, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. ExLok, for this day. 

Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. CLANCY, for this day. 

Mr. Posr with Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. MOORE, of Texas, on this vote. 

Mr. Hayes with Mr. Stump, on this vote. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, on this vote. 

Mr. WADE with Mr. WILson, of Missouri, on this vote. 

Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state that I 
was paired until the 12th instant with my colleague [Mr. YARDLEY], 
of Pennsylvania, with the understanding that if he were here and I 
should not be present he would vote no,“ as I did also on this mo- 
tion. I will state for him now, having voted myself, that if present he 
would vote no.“ 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. Houk]. 
If he were present, I would vote no.“ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bil! was recommitted with instructions. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CONGER. Task to have the resolution read thatis to be recon- 
sidered. 

The SPEAKER. It can only be done by unanimons consent. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask unanimous consent that it may be reported. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. CONGER ] asks for 
the reading of the resolution which was agreed to; and on which the 
motion to reconsider is now pending. Is there objection? [After a 

use.] The Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R.8243) supplementary to an act entitled “An act to authorize the 
3 of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad in the District of Colum- 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. The request of the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. ConGER] was that the pending motion to recommit be 
read, and not the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The instructions will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend House bill 8243 by inserting, immediately after the enacting clause. as 
section 1 of the bill, the following: 

“That the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company shall, on or before the 
ist day of January, 1894, remove its tracks running north and south on Sixth 
street, west, abandon its station and depot now located on the publie reserva- 
tion at Sixth and B streets, northwest, in the city of Washington, and in lieu 
thereof the said company shall, under the supervision of the commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, construct and maintain, at the intersection of Virginia 
and Maryland avenues, upon land described as squares 464, 434, 410, and 336, or 
any part thereof, to be secured by purchase or condemnation, south of said in- 


tersection,a passenger station of such extent, architectural design, and arrange- 
ments as may be found advisable and necessary.“ 


Mr. ABBOTT. Will the Chair state the question ? Ido not under- 
stand the question. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know how he can state the 
e any better than by having it read. It has just been read by 
e Clerk. 
Mr. ABBOTT. What is the motion on that resolution? 
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The SPEAKER. The question is to reconsider the vote by which it ? 


was agreed to. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 110, nays 51, not . 3 


voting 166; as follows: 


Allen, Miss. 


Bowden, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brewer, 
Brosius, 
Brower, 

Brown, J.B. 
Browne, Va. 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Burrows, 
Bynum, 
Candler, Ga. 
Cannon, 
Carlton, 

Caruth, 
Caswell, 
Catchings, 
Clements, 
Conger, 

Craig, 


Abbott, 
Ba: 


Brickner, 
B: oukshire, 
Burton, 
Carter, 
Chipman, 
Connell, 
Covert, 
Dingley, 
Flick, 


Adams, 
Alderson, 
Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, Kans, 
Anderson, Miss. 
Andrew, 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, W. Va. 
Banks, 
Barnes, 
Beckwith, 
pean 

ggs, 
Blanchard, 
Biand, 
Boatner, 
Boothman, 
Boutelle, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Browne, T. 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, Va. 
Buckalew, 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Butterworth, 
Cald well, 
Campbell, 
Candler, Mass. 
Cheadle, 
Cheatham, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Wis. 
Clarke, Ala. 


YEAS—110. 
Crain, Kelley, 
Crisp, Kerr, Pa. 
Culbertson, Pa, Lee, 
Cutebeon, Lester, Ga. 
Dolliver, Lewis, 
Dunnell, Mason, 
McAdoo, 
Elliott, McClammy, 
Evans, McCreary, 
Ewart, eMillin, 
Farquhar, Miles, 
Featherston, Moffitt, 
Flood, Montgomery, 
Forney, Morrow, 
Frank, Mudd, 
Funston, Mutchler, 
Geissenhainer, O'Neill, Pa. 
Gest, Osborne, 
Gibson, Owen, Ind. 
Goodnight, Owens, Ohio 
Hansbrough, Payne, 
are, Payson, 
Hateh, Penington, 
Haynes, Pugsley, 
eard, Y, 
Henderson, III. Reyburn, 
Henderson, Iowa Rockwell, 
Henderson, N. C. Rogers, 
NAYS—5L 
Forman, Lawler, 
Fowler, Awo, 
Greenhalge, McClellan, 
Hall, McRae, 
Haugen, Milliken, 
Hits, Moore, N. H. 
Holman, Outhwaite, 
Kerr, Iowa Parrett, 
napp, Paynter, 
Y, Peel, 
La Follette, Pickler, 
Laidlaw, Quinn, 
Lanham Reed, Iowa 
NOT VOTING—I66. 
Cowles, Lind, 
Culberson, Tex. Lodge, 
Cummings, Magner, 
Dalzell, Maish, 
Da Mansur, 
Darlington, Martin, Ind. 
Davidson, Martin, Tex. 
De Haven, M Ys 
Lano, M as, 
Dibble, MeCord, 
Dickerson, McCormick, 
Dockery, MeDufiie, 
Dorsey, McKenna, 
Dunphy, McKinley, 
Alis, Mills, 
Enloe, Moore, Tex. 
Finley, Morey, 
Fiteh, Morgan, 
Fithian, Morrill, 
Flower, Morse, 
Gear, Niedringhaus, 
Gifford, Norton, 
Grimes, Nute, 
Grosvenor, tes, 
Grout, O'Donnell, 
Harmer, O' Ferrall, 
ayes, O' Neall, Ind. 
liemphill, O'Neil, Mass. 
H rt, Perkins, 
Hermann, Perry, 
Hill, Peters, 
Hooker, Phelan, 
Hopkins, Pierce, 
ouk, Post, 
Kennedy, Price, 
Ketcham, Quackenbush, 
Kilgore, Raines, 
Kinsey, Randall, 
Lane, Reilly, 
Lansing, Richardson, 
Lehlbach, Rife, 
Lester, Va. Robertson, 


Turner, Ga. 


Smith, III. 
Smith, W. Va. z 
Sm 


Stump, P 
Taylor, J. D. 
Th 


The following additional pairs were announced by the Clerk: 
Mr. MCDUFFIE with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, on all political ques- 
tions for the rest of the day. ; 


Mr. THOMAS with Mr. CorHRAN, on this vote. 
Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. GRIMES, on this vote. 


Mr. DALZELL with Mr. Moore, of Texas, on this vote. 
Mr. WADE with Mr. WILsox, of Missouri, on this vote. 


Mr. Hayes with Mr. Srump, on this question. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will recapitulate. 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Lask unanimous consent that 
the recapitulation may be dispensed with. 
TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks it necessary, to be accurate, that 
the recapitulation should take place. 
The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will announce the names of members 


MeMillin, 
M 


Taylor, Tenn. 


present and not voting, Miles,” perme N . 

Tho Clerk read as follows: ` Moffitt, Ray,. Stewart, Tex. Turner, Cid. 

Mr. Artex of Michigan, Mr. Berney, Mr. BUcHANAxN of Virginia, Mr. Carp- | Montgomery, Reed, Iowa bri Turner, Kans. 
WELL, Mr. Disie, Mr. Dockery, Mr. Erum, Mr. Frrarax, Mr. Haves, Mr, | Morrow, Reyburn, Stone, Ky. Vandever, 
Kixskx, Mr. Laxe, Mr. McDurvrs, Mr. McoKesna, Mr. Perkins, Mr. RICH- 1 ve s — fe Yane, 
ARDsON. * + g 

f O'Neill, Pa. Rowlan Sweney, Williams, Ohio 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I refrained from voting because I am rne, Rusk, Parnes Wright, 

with the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE]. 8 N Taylor 1 Yoder. 

The SPEAK On this question the yeas are 110 and the nays H 18 Te ? 

51, and, with those present and not voting, a constitutional quorum | , | 0 Nor 5 PUR ie 
being present, the motion to reconsider is agreed to. 1" es, ge, n, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move that the House do now adjourn, Alea Mikal, O hs meen Berets 

Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, I now move the previous ques- | Anderson, zell, Martin, Ind. Seney, 
tion on the motion to recommit. s 3 8 . lich 3 

Mr, MILLIKEN. L have made a motion to adjourn. ‘Atkinson, W.Va. Davidson, McCarthy, Smith, III. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I make the point of order that | Banks, De Haven, omas. Smith, W. Va. 
it is a dilatory motion Barni, polano Maton Beyer, 

Mr. ROGERS. Regular order. Ba T? DEAT Mama. Spinola, 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I rsey, McKenna, Spooner, 
desire to ask, under this vote by which the House has reconsidered its noe nee pace y, renga ~ ag ar 
vote to recommit the bill to the committee, whether it is not an adverse | Blount, Enloe Moore, N. H. Stephenson, 
vote on the proposition of the Committee of the Whole House, and if | Boatner, Finley, Moore, Tex. Stewart, 
the bill does not stand recommitted to the Committee of the Whole | Boothinan, — a iS ees: += rine a 
House on the state ofthe Union? In other words, the House has re- | Breckinridge, Ark. Flower, Morrill, ump, 
fused to concur in the recommendation of the Committee of the Whole Breckinridge, Ky. Koelen n Morse, x Revlon. J.D. 

ouse. rower, e nhainer, nghaus, omas, 

The SPEAKER. How can that be the status? ida aie ma tence Now — 

Mr. BURROWS. The recommendation ot the Committee of the | Buchanan, Va. Grout, Oates, Turner, N. v. 
Whole House on the state of the Union was that the bill be recom- | Buckalew, Spe 888 n 
mitted to the Committee on the District of Columbia. Bunn, Hayes, O’Neall, Ind. ade, 

The SPEAKER. And the House has reconsidered the vote whereby | Butterworth, Hemphill, O'Neil, Wallace, Mass. 
it ordered the recommital, Now the question is to be put to the | (aldwell, 5 e . — U 
House Candler, Mass. Hermann, Perkins, Watson. 

Mr. BURROWS. That was what I had some question about. That | Cheadle, Hill, Perry, Wheeler, Ala. 
is the question I wanted to submit, whether the reconsideration was | Cheatham, ta paan 1 Mich. 
w Nee 3 to agree to the recommendations of the Com- Clark, Wis, Kennedy, Pierce,’ 1 901 

ee o e Ole. arke, Ala. err, ost. e, 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair the question is in the | Clunie, riser et SRO wae 
same situation as if it was first presented. It ig simply divested of the well, Lansing, ines, ~i ilson, Ky. 
former vote. 8 f 2 aie Wiison, Moi 

Mr. BURROWS. Then the vote is upon the motion to recommit. Led bt pee sg * „ 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Maine makes the motion that S Lad. ig 3 Vaio e: 


the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. ATKINSON, ot Pennsylvania. I make the point of order that 
that is a dilatory motion, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not pronounce the motion at the 

resent stage of affairs, with no other indication than that which has 
n given to the House thus far, to be dilatory. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Will the Chair permit me fora 
moment 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Regular order. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER and Mr. MILLIKEN. Division. 

The SPEAKER. No gentleman has risen to ask for a division. 
- Mr. MILLIKEN (rising in his place), I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 42, noes 76. 

Mr. PICKLER. No quorum. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 32, nays 123, not vot- 
ing 172; as follows: 


YEAS—32. 
Abbott. Haugen, Lawler, Sawyer, 
Allen, Miss. Hitt, Milliken, Stockdale, 
Anderson, Kans, Holman, Outhwaite, Tillman, 
Barwig, Hooker, rrett, Tracey, 
Brickner, Knapp, eel, Van Schaick, 
Broo! 4 La Follette, Pickler, Whitthorne, 
Covert, Lane, uinn, Wiley, 
Edmunds, Lanham, rs, Williams, III. 
NAYS—123. 
Atkinson, Pa, Cannon, Dunnell, Hansbrough, 
er, Carlton, Elliott, Hatch, 
Bankhead, Carter, ns, Haynes, 
e, Caruth, Ewart, H 5 
Caswell, Farquhar, Henderson, Iowa 
nap, Catchings, Featherston, Henderson, N.C. 
Bergen, Chipman, 3 Kelley, 
Bingham, Clements, Fi Kerr, lowa 
a Comstock, sin Sanser 
wi . Conger, orney, * 
Brewer, Connell, — W. 
Brosius, Craig, Funston, Laws, 
. Crisp, Gest, Lewis, 
wne, Va. 
N.J. — D, 0 — 
eon, ifford, cAdoo, 
Bynum, —.— Greenhslge, McCiellan, * 
num, 
Sandler, Ga. ver, Hall, 5 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. CLUNIE], 
and therefore withdraw my vote. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. WASHINGTON, until further 
notice. 

Mr. ADAMS with Mr. PENINGTON, until farther notice. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I move the previous question 
on the motion to recommit. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ‘‘ayes "’ 
seemed to have it, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Division. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania whether some of these amendments—— 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would say to the gentleman from 
Georgia that the House is dividing, and the gentleman can only pro- 
ceed by unanimous consent. ; 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I have called for a division on the 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely; and the Chair is about to put the 
question. 

The House divided; and there were—nyes 64, noes 24. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. No quorum. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 108, nays 51, not vot- 
ing 168; as follows : 


YEAS—108., 

Allen, Miss. Buchanan, N. J. Dibble, Hansbrough, 
Atkinson, Pa. urrows, ingley, TAA, 
Atkinson, W, Va. Bynum, Dolliver, H 
Baker, Candler, Ga, Dunn Heard, 
Bankhead, Cannon, Edmu Henderson, III 
Bartine, Caruth, Elliott, Henderson, Iowa 
Bayne, Caswell, Evans, Henderson, N, O 
Belknap, Catchings, E Kelley, 

5 Chipman, S Kerr, Pa. 
Bingham, Comstock, Featherston, Kinsey, 
Blount, Conger, Flood, Laidlaw, 
Bowden, Graig. Forney, Lee, 
Brewer, Crain, Lester, Ga, 
Brosius, Crisp, Gear, Lewis, 
Brown, J, B, Culbertson, Pa. Gibson, Mason, 
Browne, Va. toheon, Greenhalgo, McClammy, 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


MoMillin, Owens, Ohio Sanford, Taylor, Tenn, 
Miles, yne, Scull, Townsend, Colo, 
Milliken, Payson, Skinner, Townsend, Pa, 
Moffitt, Pugsley, Smyser, „Ga. 
Montgomery, Ray, Seer Tex, ‘Turner, Kans, 
Morrow, Reed, Iowa Stockbridge, Vandever, 
udd, Reybu Stone, Ky. Vaux, 
Mutchler. Rockwell, Stone, Mo. Walker, 
O'Neill. Pa. Rowell ey Williams, Ohio 
Osborne, Rowland, Taylor, E. B. 8 
Owen, Iud. Rusk, Taylor, III. Yoder. 
NAYS—i1. 
Abbott, Forman, ws, Sayers, 
Barwig, Goodnight, McClellan, Sherman, 
Bliss, Hall, ry, Sp 5 
Breckinridge, Ky. Haugen, McRae, Stock: 
Brickner, itt, Moore, N. Sweney, 
Brookshire, Holman, Outhwaite, Tillman, 
Burton; ` Hooker, Parret: A 
Carter, Kerr, lowa Peel, Wheeler, Ala, 
Clements, Lacey, Pickler, Whitthorne, 
Connell, La Follette, Quackenbush, Wiley, 
Cooper, Ind. ne, Quinn, Willcox, 
vert. Lanham, Rogers, Williams, III. 
Flick Lawler, Sawyer, 
NOT VOTING—168, 
Adams, Culberson, Tex. Lind. Rife, 
Alderson, Cummings, Lodge, Robertson, 
Allen, Mich. Dalzell, M Ù Russell, 
Anderson, Kans, Dargan, Maish, Scranton, 
Anderson, Miss. Darlington, Mansur, Seney, 
Andrew, Davidson, Martin, 1 nd. Shively, 
Arnold, De Haven, Martin, Tex. Simon 
Banks, De Lano, McAdoo Smith, III. 
Barnes, Dickerson, McCarthy, Smith, W. Va. 
Beck with, Dockery, McComas, Snider, 
Belden, rsey, Cord, Spinola, 
Bi Dunphy, McCormick, Spooner, 
Blanchard, Ellis, MeDuffie, Stahlnecker, 
Biand, Enloe, McKenna, Stephenson, 
Boatner, Finley, McKinley, Stewart, Ga, 
Boothman, Fitch, Mills, Stewart, Vt. 
Boutelle, Fithian, Moore, Tex. Stivers, 
SPONA; Ark. Flower, Morey, Struble, 
Browe: Fowler, Morgan, Stump, 
ante T. M. Frank, Morrill, Taylor, J. D. 
Brunner, Geissenhainer, Morse, h 
Buchanan, Va, t, Niedringhaus, Thompson, 
alew, Gifford, Norton, ‘Tucker, 
Grimes, Nute, Turner, N. Y. 
Bunn, Grosvenor, Oates, Van Schaick, 
Butterworth, Grout, O'Donnell, Venable, 
Caldwell O'Ferrall, Waddil 
Campbell. Harmer, O'Neall, Ind. Wade, 
8 Mass. Haye: O'Neil, Wallace, Mass, 
Carlton, Hemphill, Paynter, Wallace, N. Y. 
Cheadle, Herbert, Penington, Washington, 
Cheatham, Hermann, Perkins, W. D, 
Olancy. Hill, Perry, Wheeler, Mich, 
k, W Hopkins. Peters, Whiting, 
Clarke, Ala. Houk, Phelan, Wickham, 
Clunie, Kennedy, Pierce, ike, 
Cobb, Ketcham Post, Wilkinson, 
well, Kilgore, 5 ilson, Ky. 
Coleman Knapp, Raines, Wilson, Mo. 
Cooper, Ohio Lansing, Randall, Wilson, Wash. 
ran, Lehlbach, Reilly. Wilson, W. Va. 
Cowles, Lester, Vn. Richardson, Yardley. 
Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I would like to change 
my vote. 


“2 The name of Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, was called, and he voted 

nay.” 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I desire to change my vote. 

The name of Mr. MILLIKEN was called, and he voted yea. 

The following additional pairs were announced : / 

Mr. THomas with Mr. FOWLER, until further notice. 

For the rest of the day: 

Mr, FRANK with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 

Mr. Morey with Mr. ALDERSON. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Payson). The Clerk will report 
the names of members noted as present and not voting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. ALLEN of Michigan, Mr. AxpRnsox of Kansas, Mr. BELDEN, Mr. Boorn” 


MAN, Mr. ELLIS, Mr. Hayes, Mr. Horkixs, Mr. McDurrre, Mr. MCKENNA, Mr- 
Mr IA, Mr. Morey, Mr. MORGAN, Mr. PERKINS, and Mr. TURNER of New York- 


Mr. PICKLER. I ask for a recapitulation of the vote. 

Mr. HOPKINS. My reason tor not voting, when my name was 
called, is because I am paired with the gentleman from Louisiana, 
Mr. PRICE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The RECORD will show that the gen- 
tleman is paired. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I am present, but paired. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, I ask unanimous consent that 
the recapitulation be dispensed with. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire the RECORD to show that I did not vote be- 
cause I am paired. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The RECORD will show that. On this 
— the yeas are 108, the nays 51, which, together with fourteen gen- 

men present failing to vote when theirnames were called, make a con- 
stitutional quorum, and the previous question is ordered. Twenty 


minutes’ debate on either side will be allowed, and the Chair will rec- 

ize the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. MOORE] to control the 
time in favor of the motion to recommit and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr, ATKINSON] to control the time against the motion. 

Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker. I wish to inquire whether the Chair considered clause 1 of 
Rule XVII as to the twenty minutes allowed for debate, This rule 
provides: 

There shall be a motion for the previous question, which being coment. 7 a 
ENSAI of members present, if a quorum, shall have the effect to cut 
bate and bring the House to a d direct vote upon the immediate 8 or 
questions on Ae bich it has been asked and ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania—— 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Maine will al- 
low the Chair to make a statement. [Laughter.] . 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I desire to make a motion whenever the Chair 


gets ready for me to do so. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that he regards 
clause 3 of Rule XVIII as concluding this question. That clause 
provides that When a motion to suspen á the rules has been seconded ~ 
it shall be in order, before the final ee is taken thereon, to debate 
the proposition to be voted upon for forty minutes,“ and then it pro- 
vides that ‘‘the same right of debate shall be allowed whenever the 
3 question has been ordered on any proposition on which there 

been no debate.“ Now this proposition, being a motion to recom- 
mit, and there having been no debate upon that proposition in the 
House, the Chair thinks that debate is in order. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. The point of order I make, Mr. 
Speaker, is that this proposition has been already debated in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes, but not in the House, and the rule 
provides for cases where there has been no debate in the House. The 
Chair is very clear on that point. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move to reconsider the vote by which the pre- 
vious question was ordered, 

Mr. BAYNE. I make the point that that is too late. 

Mr, MILLIKEN. Oh, no; I was up waiting to make the motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to reconsider does not have 
to be made upon the termination of the vote. The gentleman from 
Mainea moves to reconsider the vote by which the previous question was 
orde 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I make the point that that is a 


dilatory motion. 

Mr, MILLIKEN. I would like to discuss that. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The question is not debatable. What- 
ever suspicions the Chair may have upon that point, the business has 
not progressed to a stage at which this motion can be held to be dila- 
tory. 

Mr. BAYNE. Does the Chairentertain the motion to reconsider? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair entertains the motion. 

Mr. BAYNE. 1 move to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. HEARD. Pending that, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And pending that, I move that when the House 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Friday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the opinion of the Chair that mo- 
tion is clearly dilatory, and the question is on the motion made by the 
gentleman from Maine to reconsider the vote by which the previous 
question was ordered. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to lay that on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BAYNE] moves to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I make the point that that is a dila- 
tory motion. [Laughter]. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. BAYNE; and there were— 
ayes 86, noes 33. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
point that there is no quorum present, 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois (pending the count). Mr. Speaker, I wish 
to inquire what member it was who made the point that there was no 
quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
ANDERSON]. ` 

Mr. HEARD. And he has run away. [Laughter.] 

Dogs ANDERSON, of Kansas (entering from the lobby). No, he 
not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are 157 members present. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Let us have the yeas and nays, 
Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, at the risk of being called dilatory, I 
renew my motion that the House do now adjourn; and I give notice 

that it is not a dilatory motion. 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn; and the Speaker 
pro tempore declared that the noes seemed to have it. 


No quorum. 


The gentleman from Kansas makes the ; 
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Aveust 11, 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker 


rise? 


Mr. SPRINGER. 


e motion to adjourn. 


e SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois is not rec- 
ized to make the motion now. ` 
Mr. SPRINGER. No; but I ought to have been recognized. 


[Laughter. 


Mr. MeCL Aunrr There are lotsoftheminthesamefix. [Laugh- 


ter.] 


the yeas and nays. 


r. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, there being no quorum, I call for the 


yeas and nays. [Laughter.] 


The yeas and nays were ordered 
The question was taken; an 


yeas 109, nays 44, not voting 174; as follows: 


YEAS—109. 
Abbott, Evans, w 
Anderson, Kans, Featherston, Maish, 
Atkinson, Pa. Flick, Mansur, 
nkhead, Forman, Mason, 

z Forney, McClammy, 
Bingham, ibson, McClellan, 
Bliss, Goodnight, McCreary, 
Blount, Hall, MeMillin, 
Bowden, Hansbrough, McRae, 
Brewer, are, Milliken, 
Brickner, ch, Moore, N. H. 
Brookshire, Hangon, e 

ns, aynes, n 8 
Brown, J. B. eard, Outh waite, 
Browne, Va. Heuderson, Iowa Owens, Ohio 
Bynum, itt, Parrett, 
Cannon, Holman, Paynter, 
Carter, Hooker, Pickler, 
Caswell, Kerr, lowa Pugsley, 
Chipman, err, uinn, 
Clements, Knapp, d, Iowa 
Conger, Y, Rockwell, 
Connell, La Follette, Rogers, 
Cooper, W. Rowell, 
Cov Lane, Sanford, 
Crisp, Lawler, Sayers 
Dolliver, Laws, Sherman, 
Edmunds, Lester, Ga, Smyser, 

s NAYS—4. 
Atkinson, W. Va. Crain, Henderson, III. 
Baker, Culbertson, Pa. Henderson, N. C. 

e, Dibbl Hermann, 
Belknap, Dunnell, Kinsey, 
n, Elliott, cCord, 
Bu „N. J. Farquhar, Miles, 
— Flood, Moffitt, 
urton, Funston, Montgomery 
Candler, Ga. x udd, 
Carlton, Greenhalge, O'Neill, Pa. 
Ca Hayes, Osborne, 
NOT VOTING—1I74. 
Adams, Cowles, Lehlbach. 
Alderson, Craig, Lester, Va. 
Allen, Mich, Culberson, Tex. Lind, 
Allen, Miss. Cummings, Lodge, 
nderson, Cutcheon, Magner, 
Andrew, Daizell, Martin, Ind. 
Arnold, n, Martin, Tex. 
Banks, Darlington, cAdoo, 
` Barnes, Davidson, McCarthy, 
Bayne, De Haven, McComas, 
Beek with, De Lano, McCormick, 
den, Dickerson, McDufile, 
Biggs, Dingley, McKenna, 
Blanchard, ery, MeKinley, 
Bland, Dorsey, ills, 
Boatner, Dunphy, Moore, Tex. 
Boothman, Mis, Morey, 
Boutel Enloe, Mo ý 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ewart, Morrill, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Finley, Morse, 
Brower, teh, Niedringhaus, 
Browne, T.M. Fithian, Norton, 
Brunner, Flower, Nute, 

„Va. Fowler, Oates, 
Buckalew, rank, O'Donnell, 
Bullock, Geissenhainer, O’Ferrall, 

nn, Gest, O’Neall, Ind. 
Butterworth, Gifford, "Neil, Mass. 
Caldwell Grimes, yne, 
Cam bell, Grosvenor, 1. 
Candler, Mass. rout. Penington, 
Catchings, Harmer, Perkins, 
Cheadle, Hempbill, Perry, 

5 Herl Peters, 
Clancy, Hill, Phelan, 
Clark, Wis. Hopkins, Pierce, 
Clarke, Ala, ouk, P 
Clunie, Kelley, Price, 
Cobb, Kennedy, Quackenbush, 
8 u, Sac dell. 

man, Ran 
—.— . 
Cooper, Ohio sania Richardson, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
I rise for the purpose of making a motion pend- 


The question was taken; and there were—ayes 58, noes 75. 
Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I now renew my demand for 


d it was decided in the affirmative— 


Tillman, 


Stone, Ky. 
Townsend, Colo, 
Townsend, Pa. 
Turner, Ga. 


onds, 
Smith, III. 
Smith, W. Va. 


mas, 
Thompson, 
er, 


So the motion to adjourn was agreed to. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania (during the roll-call). I ask 
unanimous consent that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HAYES. Pending that I ask—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, There can be no pending that“ upon a 
request for unanimous consent, The gentleman trom Pennsylvania 
2 nme consent that the House do now adjourn. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Pending that 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. SKINNER. I object. 

The roll-call was resumed and concluded. 

The following additional pair was announced : 

Mr. LANHAM with Mr. CUTCHEON, for the rest of this day. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated; and accord- 
ingly (at 4 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


SENATE RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate resolution was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House concurring), That Congress desires the re- 
moval of the remains of the illustrious soldier and statesman, Ulysses S. Grant, 
to, and their interment in, Arlington national cemetery, and that the President 
be requested to convey to the widow of this eminent man such desire, tenslering 
to her on behalf of the nation all necessary facilities for such removal and inter- 
ment; 


to the Committee on the Library. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 11543) granting a pension to 
James H. Means, M. D., accompanied by a report (No. 2952)—to the 
Committee of the Whole. ` 5 

Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the Senate (S. 717) toincrease the rate of pensions for 
certain cases of deafness, accompanied by a report (No. 2953)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. GEST, from the Committee on War Claims, reported with amend- 
ment the bill of the House (H. R. 3707) for the relief of the heirs of 
Solomon Blue, accompanied by a report (No. 2954)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House, 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 11717) to prevent counterfeiting or 
manufacture of dies, tools, or other implements used in counterfeiting, 
and providing penalties therefor, and providing for issue of warrants 
in certain cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FRANK: A bill (H. R. 11718) to amend act providing for 
celebrating four hundredth anniversary—to the Select Committee on 
the Quadro-Centennial of the Discovery of America, 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following change of reference was 


made: 

A bill (H. R. 8475) granting a pension to Sarah W. Beckett—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: ` 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11719) to 
grant a pension to B. S. Callis, of Oldham County, Kentucky—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 11720) to grant Anderson Sherman, 
a blacksmith, a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 11721) for the relief of Frances 
N. Burroughs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. EWART: A bill (H. R. 11722) to place the name of Matthew 
Hensley on the pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11723) to place the name of Jimison S. Tweed on 
the ion-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Atos, a bill (H. R. 11724) for the relief of Enoch Voyles—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GREENHALGE: A bill (H. R. 11725) to place upon the 
rolls of the Sixth Massachusetts Infantry Volunteers the names of Coffern 
Nutting and others—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Phas Bets WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 11726) to increase the pension of 


Bisbee, formerly private omens K, Eighty-ninth Regiment 
New York Volunteers—to the Committee 


on Invalid Pensions, 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition and statements of the United States 
Maimed Soldiers’ League for the enactment of House bill 3328—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON: Memorial of the Cleveland Vessel-Owners’ Asso- 
ciation, asking the attention of Congress to the urgent necessity for the 
completion of the improvements at and connected with St. Mary’s 
Falls Ship Canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania: Remonstrance of Erie 
County, Pennsylvania, against extending date of maturity on Pacific 
railroad bonds—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. EWART: Petition of Enoch Boyles, for relief to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GREENHALGE: Petition of Coffern Nutting and others, 
members of the Sixth Massachusetts Regimental Band, to have their 
names placed upon the rolls of said regiment—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Two remonstrances signed by 7,775 citizens of 
the District of Columbia, against the passage of House bill 8243 with- 
out substantial amendment, known as the Atkinson bill, and asking 
that consideration shall be given first to human life, next to trade, and 
1 to the city’s beauty to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

By Mr. MILLS: Memorial of 14 merchants, citizens of Waco, Me- 
Lennan County, Texas, protesting against legislation by Congress com- 
pelling railroads to transport petroleum barrels free—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. PARRETT: Petition of Elisha Madden and others, accom- 
panying other papers and affidavits to accompany House bill 11712—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: Petition for increase of pay of laborers in 
the Departments—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: Petition of W. M. Webb and 
others, for passage of Senate bill 2716—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. ` 

Also, petitionof A. J. Eslinger and others, of Madison County, Ala- 
bama, protesting against passage of Senate bill 2680—to the Committee 
on the Pacific Railroads. 

Also, petition of A. J. Eslinger and others, of Madison County, Ala- 
bama, for passage of Senate bill 1—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of same parties, protesting against passage of House 
bill 8242—to the Select Committee on the Election of President, Vice- 
President, and Representatives in Congress, 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, August 12, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CENSUS STATISTICS OF EXPRESS COMPANIES. 


Mr. HALE. From the Committee on the Census I report without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 11690) amendatory of the act entitled An 
act to provide for taking the eleveath and subsequent censuses,” which 
I ask may be considered now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill may be now considered. It will be read at 
length for information. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read for information and subject to ob- 

ection. 
; The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read for information, su 
ject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., Th» t section 17 ot said act be so amended that the Superin- 
tendent of the Census shall require and obtain from the owners, proprietors, or 
managers of every unincorporated express company the same class of facts 
which by said section he is now obli to uire and obtain from the owners, 
proprietors, or managers of every incorporated express company; and, further, 

That section 15 of the act entitled “An act to provide for taking the eleventh 
and subsequent censuses" shall be so amended thatthe penalties provided for 
in said section shall apply in case the president, treasnrer, secretary, agent, or 
director of an unincorporated express company shall willfully neglect or refuse 
to give true and complete answers to any inquiries authorized by the said act, 
if thereto requested by the Superintendent of the Census. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Ishould like to have from the Senator from Maine 
some explanation of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
sideration ? = 

Mr. GORMAN. I reserve the right to object until I get an expla- 
nation of it. 


Is there objection to its present con- 


Mr. BLAIR. I reserve the right to object. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it proceed subject to objection. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Senator 
from Maine will proceed. 
Mr. HALE. e only thing in the bill is that it extends the census 


inquiries to unincorporated express companies. The original act deals 
only with incorporated express companies. It is found that, with one 
or two exceptions, all the great express companies in the country are 
unincorporated, and as they are not included in the original act they 
decline to give the statistics called for. Of course, as Senators know, 
the express companies transact a very important part of the transporta- 
tion business of the country. ‘The railroad statistics show that the ex- 
press companies pay to the railroad companies of the United States 
something more than $15,000,000 annually, and as the law stands now 
no information can be gained from those companies. This bill simply 
extends the census inquiries to unincorporated express companies. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask the Senator from Maine whether it applies 
as well to the little local express companies in the various cities which 
are purely private enterprises? We have them here; for instance, 
Lloyd's. 

Mr. HALE, It would apply to any company or association doing 
express business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
ing express business. 

Mr. HARRIS. Whether confined to the limits of a city or perme- 
ating the whole country? 

Mr. HALE. Whateverit might be, like the statistics that are taken 
of railways and street railways. No matter how far or how little their 
operations extend, they are compelled by the bill to give to the Cen- ` 
sus Office statistics as to their business, and I think the country will 
be surprised at the degree and extent of this express work. 

Mr. GORMAN. Lean understand perfectly that as to the express 
companies engaged in transportation between cities on railroad lines 
the information may be and is of great importance, and I have no ob- 
jection to it; but when youcome to inquire into the business of an in- 
dividual or association of one or two gentlemen in one of the various 
cities—and yon have them in every city in the Union—to ascertain pre- 
cisely what the volume of their business is, and so on, where there is 
no monopoly and can not be any, because itissimply and purely a pri- 
vate business, it seems to me to be going very far. I do not believe 
that the census ought to inquire into the business of en individual en- 
gaged in that class of work. If the bill is confined to companies that 
have arrangements with railroads that are common carriers it is per- 
fectly right, but for the moment it strikes me that it ought to be modi- 
fied ; : 


Mr. HALE. The bill as it passed the other House does not include 
the enterprise of any individual. It is confined to associations or com- 
panies doing an express business. Of course a co ership of more 
than one individual doing express business would be included under 
its terms, as I think it ought to be. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator to confine it to persons do- 
ing express business, say, over any transportation lines, railroads or 
steam-boats. 

Mr. HALE. The language of the proposed act is: 

Thatsection 17 of said act be so amended that the Superintendent of the Cen- 
sus shall require and obtain from the owners, proprietors, or managers— 

Which shows that it refers to associations— 
of every unincorporated express company. 


Mr. BUTLER. *' Unincorporated ?”’ 

Mr. HALE. ‘‘Every unincorporated express company.“ I donot 
see bow you could frame language that would cover what is intended 
better than that. It is an express company—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Doing business over any railroad ? ” 

Mr. HALE. Doing business anywhere, far or wide, but it must be 
an express company doing express business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is, they shall merely make a report. The 
descriptive word, if I may be allowed, as I happen to have the bill right 
under my eye that changes the law, is ‘‘ unincorporated’’—unineorpo- 
rated express companies. The law now covers incorporated express com- 
panies. This applies only to unincorporated express companies, which 
means an association of two or more persons carrying on an express 
business as a company of some kind, which would cover a partnership 
or an association that is nota legal corporation, like some of these great 
express companies that we know of, and it is not limited to interstate 
or railroad express business, but covers all express business. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to ask my friend from Vermont-if he 
thinks in the matter of city express companies, like those we have here, 
half a dozen of them, where individuals and partners engage simply 
in a local business, the information as to the extent of their business 
is a proper thing to go into the census. I have no objection where it 
applies to an express company that is engaged in general business over 
railroads and soon. That is a public affair; they are practically com- 
mon carriers; but when you come to the local business of a city where 
you have half a dozen of them as here and in every city of the country, 
why should they be required to expose their business under penalty? 


It would cover every individual partnership do- 
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I see no object to be accomplished by it. It is carrying the inquiry too 
far, I submit to my friend. 

Mr, HALE. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to make an ob- 


Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that it is difficult to get any language 
which will in terms exclude the small and local affairs that the Sena- 
tor from Maryland wishes to exclude, but the maxim, noscitur a sociis, 
would apply, and it would be certainly construed by the Census Office 
to refer to the things in the class to which it belongs, that is, what are 
commonly called express companies doing the large express business of 
the country; because, if the Senator will allow me to call his attention 
to one thing that the Senator from Maine I think did not mention, this 
is only a provision, not that those companies shall make returns, but 
in case the president, treasurer, secretary, agent, or director“ shall 
refuse to answer, so that the penalty will only apply to express com- 
panies large enough and important enough to have suchan organization 
as includes president, directors, treasurers, secretaries, or agents. It 
seems to me that onght to satisfy the honorable Senator from Mary- 
land. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have not seen the bill, and only heard it read im- 
rectly. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask that it be read again. 
` Mr. HALE. It reads: 


That section 15 of the act entitled “An act to 
and subsequent censuses" shall be so amende: 
in said section— 


That is, for incorporated companies— 


shall apply in case the president, treasurer, secretary, agent, or director of an 
unincorpo express company shall willfully neglect or refuse to give true 
and compas answers to any inquiries authorized by the ssid act, if thereto 
requ 


rovide for taking the eleventh 
that the penalties provided for 


by the Superintendent of the Census. 


The bill has been drawn very carefully. 
incorporated. ex: companies. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill, it is before the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to have the bill read again at the desk, 
I could not hear the Senator from Maine. 

The PRESIDENT pro N The bill will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Maine if 
that will not require them to go over the whole ground again already 
gone over by the enumerators of the cities. Such information, I un- 
derstand, as it is possible to obtain has been obtained by the agents of 
the Census Bureau already. 

Mr. HALE, No, that is not the case. Nothing has been done under 
this provision, because it was ſound at once when the law came to be 
put in force that there was no authority to deal with these nnincor- 

rated companies, and therefore nothing could be done. It does not 

uplicate any work already done. It does not repeat and does not in 
any way relate to the work of the enumerators. This information will 
be gained largely by correspondence. 

Mr. GORMAN. May I ask the Senator from Maine if he can from 
memory tell us about the character of the questions that are put to the 
incorporated express companies? Of course we do not want to know 
allof them. 

Mr. HALE. They relate mainly to the extent of their business and 
the amount paid to the railroad companies. That, in fact, covers all the 


in rag 
7 Mr. UTLER. It does not require any examination into their private 
business transactions? 

Mr. HALE. Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. BUTLER. It seems to me the bill is rather sweeping, but I 
will interpose no objection to it. 

Mr. HALE. It is precisely like scores of inquiries that are made by 
the Census Bureau into manufacturing establishments in order to gain 
information as to the industries of the country, the accumulation of 
property, and theextentof business. There is not, I conceive, a single 
reason why, as we conduct the census now and extend it into so many 
branches of business, these express companies should be exempted. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ifthe Senator will allow me to make a remark, the 

t purpose of this amendment of the law is, I understand, to ena- 
le the census-taker to get at the facts as to the extent of the business 
operations of private companies doing business in connection with 
railroads as express companies in addition to the organized express com- 
panies of the country that every body knows about. It turns out on in- 
vestigation of these railroad matters that there are express companies 
owned and controlled in a large measure by railroad companies, and 
they are not separate corporations and organizations, suchas the Wells- 
Fargo Express Company, but they are doing business just the same, 
and when the census-taker comes to do the work he can not under the 
law get at that portion of the express companies of the country as he 
does those which are as corporations. I think that is the 
chief purpose of this amendment of the law. 


The law now applies to 
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Mr. GORMAN. ple craig esac sap 1AT CDATA AE ADA MII 
whether he will not amend it so as to confine it to express companies 
that use railroads or steam-boats or other lines of transportation, so as 
to exclude the idea of the small affairs in the cities? 

Mr. HALE. There is no danger of the Census Office extending its 
inquiries to private associations of individuals that have not an organ- 
ization with a president and directors, and all that. The Census Office 
does not desire to amplify, and will not. For instance, Adams Ex- 
press Company is not an incorporated company. 

Mr. GORMAN. I know. 

Mr. HALE, Nobody can deal with that company. 
tain large companies that are doing an immense business con 
which it is destrable in making up the census work that the country 
shall know what the operations are generally. That is the object of 


the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no objection to that inquiry. 

Mr. CAMERON, May I ask the Senator what is the purpose of an 
investigation of these questions? Is it to inquire into the gross re- 
ceipts, the and the net revenue of the companies? 3 

Mr. CULLOM. It is very important that that information should 
be obtained. We have not been able to get at the facts as to the ex- 
tent of these companies yet. 

Mr. HALE. Isupposethat would naturally follow. If there is any 
object in the inquiry, that ought to follow. 

Mr. CAMERON. The object is to know what these express compa- 
nies are making? 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator objects to it, why should we have any 
census statistics 
Mr. CAMERON, I do not object to it, Isimply make the inquiry. 

Mr. HALE. It is precisely like the inquiries that are made in ref- 
erence to railroad corporations and all the other associations. 

Mr. CAMERON. I understand these are not incorporated com- 

nies. 

Mr. HALE. They are not incorporated companies. Still they are 
companies, some of them doing an immense business, without being 
incorporated, and thus far they have declined to answer a question. 
Now, Congress sets afoot the census work to see what is the extent of 
the business operations that affect the whole country, and with the ex- 
ception of a few express companies—Wells, Fargo & Co. are incorpo- 
rated and one or two others —all the rest, being unincorporated, decline 
to give any return of statistics. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Maine will pardon me one other 
observation, these companies are great public carriers engaged in inter- 
state commerce of the class that we spent a great deal of time in dis- 
cussing in endeavoring to regulate this very last winter in the bill re- 
lating to trusts by parties dealing in interstate commerce, and we have 
recently enacted legislation subjecting them to the common-law prin- 
ciple of reasonableness of charge to the public as public carriers who 
may be regulated. Now, it seems to me very important, indeed, in 
enabling courts and juries and individuals dealing with them to know 
what is reasonableness of charge to have these statistical matters fur- 
nished which the bill contemplates. 

Mr. CULLOM. Win the Senator allow me to make an additional 
remark? In the passage of theinterstate-commerce bill it was supposed 
that express companies were taken in—that is to say, that the law ex- 
tended over them so as to regulate them—but it turned out that in the 
judgment of the Interstate Commerce Commission these private or un- 
incorporated associations were not regarded as within the scope of the 
law. Those are the very associations 

Mr. HOAR. We a law this last winter, the trust bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam not referring to that. Those are the very as- 
oe that the proposed bill is to reach, and they ought to be 
reached. 

Mr. HALE. There is hardly any business in the country that comes 
nearer to the people, affecting more their every-day life, than the express 
business. These express companies are increasing rapidly, and their 
business is increasing, and I should say clearly, that no complete cen- 
sus work could be issued without having information in reference to 
them. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I understand that the information 
sought from the unincorporated companies by this bill is the same as 
is required of incorporated companies by the law. Other investiga- 
tions have brought to light the fact that it is a matter of very consid- 
erable importance to know more than we now know about the transac- 
tions of these express companies. In many parts of the country their 
action has been extortionate and outrageous, and public information 
is desired about them. 

It seems to me that there should be no objection to the passage of the 
proposed amendment of the law and that it will give necessary and 
important information in relation to transactions connected with pub- 
lic interests. While these companies may not be incorporated, they are 
engaged as common carriers, whether incorporated or not incorporated, 
and they are engaged in business connected with the public, about 
which the public has a right to have information. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


There are cer- 
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Mr. HALE. L ask to have printed in the RECORD a communication 
from the Census Office relating to the bill just 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears none, 

The communication is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
Wash August 8, 1890, 

Drar Sin: Inclosed please find copy of the amendment to sections 17 and 15 
of the act to provide for taking the eleventh and subsequent censuses, which 
was introduced into the House of Representatives by Mr. DUSSEL. This copy 
is as it was given Mr. DuNNELL by me; it is possible he may ha ve changed some- 
what the 8 

You inquire why it is n that there should be an amendment to the 
law for the purpose of obtaining information from express companies. In reply 
I would say that the law as it now stands is limited to incorporated companies, 
There is but one com ny of any importance to which the law asitnow stands 
applies, namely, Wells, Fargo & Co. Ihave had considerable correspondence 
with the representatives of express companies, and without SAS, PE erg Ae 
fuse information on the ground that they are not incorporated, Toquote from 
a letter under the date of December 3, 1889, from the president of the United 
States Express Company: i 

“This company is not a public corporation, * * We have been held 
over and over again not to be subject to governmental visitation as corpora- 
tions are.” The best statement, however, of the ition assumed by the ex- 
presa companies is that made by Mr. C. A. Seward, manager and attorney for 
the Adams Express Company. I quote below so much of his letter, dated May 
10, 1820, as is necessary to show clearly what this position is: 

“The New York express companies with which I am familiar have, so far 
as I know, always declined to make any return (to questions asked) for the 
reason that the acts of Congress did not require them to make such return. 
The census act of March 3, 1879, which is kept alive by section 17 of the census 
act of March 1, 1889, uses these words: ‘The Superintendent of the Census 
shall require and obtain from the owners, proprietors, or managers of every 
incorporated express company the following facts, to wit.’ 

The act of 1889 uses these words: ‘The report which the Superintendentof 
the Census (if directed by said Secretary) is required to obtain from railroad 
corporations, incorporated express companies, telegraph companies, and in- 
surance companies, eto. The only volumes that shall be i a and 
published in connection with said census shall relateto * * * railroad cor- 
porations, incorporated express, telegraph, and insurance companies,’ eto. 

The second pa ph of section lof the act of 1889 recognizes the same dis- 
tinction. It uses this language: ‘And every president, treasurer, secretary, 
agent, director, or other officer of 8 corporation, from which answers to 
any of the schedules provided for by this act are herein required, who shall, if 
thereto requested by the Superintendent, supervisor, or enumerator, wilfully 
neglect or refuse * * shall beguilty of a misdemeanor,’ ete, 

“Tt is under these circumstances, and under these alone, that Mr. Hoey, as 

resident of the Adams Express Company, has declined to give any informa- 
kon to any officer claiming the same for the purposes of the census act. The 
s coos snot embrace the Adams Express Company, nor any others similarly 
tunted.““ 

It seems clear, from the above quotations, that the Census Office can obtain 
nothing from the express companies of the country under the law as it now 
stands, It seemsequally clear to me that Congress has as much right to investi- 
gate the business done by these great companies as to investigate the busi- 
ness done by railway companies, street-railway companies, or water-transpor- 
tation companies. The number of way-bills issued yearly by express compa- 
nies runs well up into the millions. The amount of money paid by the express 
companies to railways, for the use of their lines during the year ending June 
30, 1889, was over $19,000,000. The express companies may, for all practical pur- 

regarded as a part of the railway system of the United States. When 
he importance of the business done is considered and when the relation of 
these companies to the public interests and to the general question of trans- 
portation is recognized, it seems there should be no question 8 the 
right of Congress to information which is essential to enable it to perform 
wisely the duties assigned to it. 

Respectfully, yours, 
HENRY C. ADAMS, 
Special Agent in Charge of Sixteenth Division, 
Hon, Eveese HALE, 


Chairman of the Senate Census Committee. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Census OFFICE, 
Washington, August 8, 1890. 

DEAR Sik: Mr. Adams has shown me the letter which he has written to you, 
explaining why it is necessary that the census law should be amended in order 
to obtain information from the express companies. I wish to say that Iam in 
entire sympathy with Mr. Adams in this matter. It would seem to me very 
unfortunate that so important a business as that done by the express companies 
of this country should be omitted from an exhibit of statistics of transporta- 
tion. I might perhaps add that the Census Office has referred this matter to 
the Department of Justice, and has on file, over the signature of the Assistant 
Attorney-General, a statement that the Census Office would have no case at 
law against an unincorporated express company, as the law stands, 


ery respectfully yours. 
= EN ROBERT P. PORTER 
Superintendent of the Census, 
Hon. EUGESE HALE, 
Chairman of Senate Census Committee. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Merchant Tailors’ National 
Exchange of Boston, Mass., praying for certain amendments of the 
tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. Fs 

Mr. HISCOCK (for Mr. EVARTS) presented a petition of the Erastus 
T. Tefft Post, No. 355, Grand Army of the Republic, of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
praying for the passage of Senate bill 3146, giving preference to vet- 
erans in employment and retention in Government service; which was 
referred to the Committee to Examine the Several Branches of the 
Civil Service, 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of John Cowdon, praying for the 
passage of a law for the improvement of the low-water navigation of 
the Lower Mississippi River and to stop overflows, and for other pur- 
pos, aieh was ordered to be printed as a document, and to lie on 

e table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. BLAIR, from the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 1) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States extending the right of suffrage 
b women, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2586) granting a pension to Andrew J. Elliott, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 987) granting a pension to Mary L. Miller, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to 
whom the subject was referred, submitted a report, accompanied by a 
bill (S. 4323) to amend certain sections of the Revised Statutes relat- 
ing to lotteries, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported adversely thereon; and they were postponed in- 
definitely: 

A bill (S. 568) to prohibit the mailing of newspapers and other pub- 
lications containing lottery advertisements, and prescribing a penalty 
for the violation of the same; and 

A bill (S. 2768) to amend certain sections of the Revised Statutes 
relating to lotteries, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SAWYER. The bill which I have reported favorably is a sub- 
stitute for the two bills reported adversely. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 4290) making appropriation for 
heating apparatus, elevators, and approaches for the public building at 
Pittsburgh, Pa., reported it without amendment, 


Mr. MCMILLAN. I report favorably from the Committee on Post- 


Offices and Post-Roads the bill (H. R. 10086) granting leaves of absence 
to clerks and employés in first and second class post- offices with amend- 
ments, to take the place of Senate bill 3941. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be noobjection, this bill will 
be substituted for and take the place of the Senate bill on the samesub- 
ject on the Calendar. The Chair hears no objection; and Senate bill 
3941 will be indefinitely postponed. 


Mr. SQUIRE, from the Committee on Immigration, reported an 


amendment to be proposed to the deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


printed, 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred an amendment intended to be proposed to the deficiency appro- 
priation bill, reported it favorably, and moved its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and that it be printed; which was agreed 


to. 

Mr. HIGGINS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1857) for the relief of Charles P. Chouteau, survivor of 
Chouteau, Harrison & Valle, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
968) for the relief of Larrabee & Allen, of Bath, Me., reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


OBSTRUCTIONS OF NAVIGABLE WATERS, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I am instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 

to report an amendment I have here to be proposed to the river 

and harbor bill. It is not an amendment which requires a reference 

by the rule, but is a legislative amendment which is perfectiy germane 

to the bill in respect of making it unlawful to obstruct the navigable 
character of any of the navigable waters of the United States. 

We are informed from the Department of Justice that it has been 
discovered that there is nostatute, except in one or two specially named 
localities, which punishes anybody for obstructing the rivers which we 
are paying money to clear out, and at this present time (which has 
raised the question) a railway following the side of a navigable stream 
in one of the States is blasting its rocks from the bluffs down into and 
stopping up the channel against the passage of steam-boats and other 
boats, and the United States judicial authorities find, as the law now 
stands, that there is apparently no possible means either of punishing 
or preventing it even by an injunction, The committee therefore re- 
port this amendment, which I ask may be printed and lie on the table 
so as to be here when the river and harbor bill shall be under consid- 
eration. q 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not know what that amendment is exactly, 
but I am glad the subject has come up. Very recently I had a com- 
munication, which was the successor of a number of others, about a 
bold, broad river in Texas, the Lower Sabine. Near the head of tide-water 
there are a great number of saw-mills, and shingle-mills, and lath- 
mills, etc., and year after year complaints come that these saw-mills, 
etc., deposit their slabs and sawdust in the river, with the result of 
seriously obstructing navigation. I referred the last communication 
to the Chief of Engineers with the inquiry whether any law existed 
by which this could be prevented, and he replied that, notwithstand- 
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ing the Department had urged upon Congress session after session to 
ps such a law, no such law has yet been passed. I trust it will em 
race all these means of obstruction. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is universal. ö 

Mr. MORGAN. Has the Senator from Texas consulted the statutes 
of Texas to find ont whether or not that State has not the power to pro- 

hibit this? 

Mr. REAGAN. I conferred with the chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce in relation to the same matter and he advised me that in 
the State of Maine they had passed such a law, and I wrote to the 
gentleman who sent me the communication to that effect. I would 
answer the question of the Senator from Alabama by saying that the 
State of Texas has nosuch law; but that it has the power to pass such 
law, Ido not doubt, The obstruction of the navigation of these 
rivers should somehow or other be prevented. I am satisfied that it 

should be done by the States; but, inasmuch as there is a proposed 
amendment to the river and harbor bill to accomplish the purpose, I 
hope it will be done by this proposed amendment. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. EDMUNDS is as follows: 

Sec. —. Every obstruction, not er ger ed authorized by law, to the navi- 
iow en ty of any waters in respect of which the United States has juris- 
lotion, is hereby prohibited. 

Each day's cont 
offense, 

Every person and every corporation which shall be guilty of creating or con- 
linuing any such obstruction in this section mentioned shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine not 
exceeding $!,000, or by imprisonment (in the case of a natural person) not ex- 
ceeding one year, or by both such punishments, in the discretion of the court. 

The creating or continuing of any obstruction in this section mentioned may 
be prevented by the injunction of any circuit court exercising jurisdiction in 
any district in which such obstruction may be threatened or may exist; and 


proper ings in equity to this end may be instituted under the direction 
of the ee eneral of the United States. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will lie ou the table 
and be printed. 


uance of any such obstruction shall be deemed a separate 


PRINTING OF ELECTION BILL. 


Mr. MANDERSON, Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report the order submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
HOAR] on the 9th instant, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That 2,000 copies of the bill (H. R. 11045) to amend and supplement 
the election laws of the United States and to provide for the more efficient en- 
forcement of such laws, and for other purposes, with the amendment proposed 


by the Senate Committee on Privileges and Elections, and with a marginal in- 
dex, be printed in document form and be placed in the document-room for the 


use of the Senate, 
Mr. COCKRELL. Is that a report from the Committee on Printing? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read again. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Itis for the printing of the election bill, with 
the amendment proposed by the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, in document form. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have it read again. 

“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be read. 
The order was again read, 
The order was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HALE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4324) to prohibit the 
sale or supplying of intoxicating beve in military and naval insti- 
tutions and branches of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HISCOCK (for Mr. Evarts) introducted a bill (S. 4325) to pro- 
vide an American register for the steamer Neptuno; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO A BILL. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McPHERSON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HEARST submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was refe 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

* 


DEBATE ON REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. _I offer the order which I send to the desk to be 
printed and lie over until to-morrow. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed order will be read. 

- The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That during the consideration of House bill 9116, entitled An act to 
reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes,” 
no Senator shall speak more than onceand not longer than five minutes on or 
in of any one item in said bill or any amendment proposed thereto, 
without leave of the Senate, such leave to be granted or dented without de- 
bate and without any other motion or proceeding other than such as relates to 
procuring a quorum “ben it shall appear, on a division or on the yeas and nays 


by 
to the 


being taken, thata voting quorum is not present. And until said bill shall 


p 
ve been gone through with te the point of a third reading, no general mo- 
tion in respect of said bill other than to take it up shall be in order. 
All a pending the matter aforesaid l be determined at once and 


without debate, 
“Notice is hereby given, pursuant to Rule XL, that the forgoing order will be 
option in the Senate. : 
the followin; 


offered for the a pager í 10 
to suspend. for the foregoing stat m 
$I 8 XXV I. XXVIII, XXXV. 


It is propose 
Rules, namely: V. VIII, IX, X. XII, XVIII, XIX, XXII, 


and XL. 
Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution be printed as well as lie over. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I asked that it be printed. 
The PRESIDENT po tempore. It will lie over and be printed. 


LIMITATION OF DEBATE. 


Mr. BLAIR, I offer a resolution, which I ask to have printed and 


Yeever. 
Resolved, That the following rule be adopted to fix the limit of debate, namely: 
RuLe—. When a proposition has been under debate two days and not less than 
four hours, which shall be determined by the Presiding Officer without de- 
bate, it shall be in order to move the previous question unless the Senate shall 
otherwise fix the time when debate shall cease and the vote be taken; andin 
any case arising under this rule the Senator in charge of the measureshall have 


one hour in which to close the debate. 

During the last fourteen days preceding the time fixed by law or by concur- 
rent resolution passed by the Senate for the end of a session, a majority of the 
Senate may close the debate at any time subject to the right of the Senator in 
charge uf the measure; and any motion for the previous question or to limit 
debate and to fix the time for the vote to be taken shall cease in one hour and 
be subject to the Anthony rule. 

The PRESIDENT hehre, The resolution will be printed and 


lie over under the rale 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 211) to continue the provisions of existing laws providing 
temporarily for the expenditures of the Government; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


LABOR-COST IN STEEL RAILS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPuHER- 
Sog] coming over from a previous day. 

The resolution yesterday submitted by Mr. MCPHERSON was read, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Labor be directed to furnish to the Senate 
at the earliest practicable moment, a statement of the direct labor-cost as item- 
ized in Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 198 as to labor-costin 1 ton of steel 
rails in establishments in the United States; said statement to be compiled from 
House of Representatives Miscellaneous Document No, 222, as stated in last 
column of totals on page W. which includes seven steel-rail establishments on 
the continent of Europe and two in Great Britain. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I desire to state respecting that resolution that 
I called this morning at the Bureau of Labor and was informed that I 
could have all the information this resolution asks for during the day 
and therefore there is no necessity for pressing it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theresolutionthen may be indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not certain that the information which will 
be obtained will be in such a form as to make the matter clear. I 
thought the last information we got was, but my friend from New 
Jersey does not agree with me about that, and therefore I have an 
amendment to offer to his resolution, which I think will cover the 
whole subject, if and theSenator has no objection to letting the resolu- 
tion and the amendment be printed and go over, we can take it up 
hereafter if necessary. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. That is all right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The announcement of the indefinite 
postponement of the resolution will be reconsidered. 

The Senator from Vermont moves to amend. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely submit the amendment and ask that 
both the amendment and resolution go over, and we will call the mat- 
ter up at another time if necessary. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall it be read? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be printed to save time. It is not neces- 
sary to read it. 


Mr. McPHERSON and Mr. VEST. Let it be read. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 
e Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out all after the word Resolved,’’ and insert: 

That the Commissioner of Labor be, and he hereby is, directed to furnish the 
Senate as soon as practicable a statement of the direct labor-cost mentioned in 
Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 198 of the en session, being Leiter 
from the Department of Labor, dated August 6, 1890, addressed to Senator ED- 


uuNDS,"’ of one ton of steel rails in the establishments carrying on such opera- 
tions in the United States, such statement to cover the whole direct labor-cost, 
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information in his de ment in respect of the cost of taxes, repairs, interest 
on capital, and other incidental expenses applied to the same subject both ia 
the United States and in other countries. 


Mr. MCPHERSON, I now understand that the Senate have ordered 
this amendment to be printed and go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The amendment is to go over with the resolution 
to be called up—both of them—if we find it necessary. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution and the amendment 
will be printed and lie over subject to call, if there be no objection. 
The Chair hears none, 

W. T. PATE & CO. 


Mr. TURPIE. I offer the following resolution, to be read for infor- 
mation and go over. 
The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to include the claim 
of Silas Q. Howe, surviving partner of W. T. Pate & Co.. audited by the Coni- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, under section 3220, Revised Statutes, in the list 
of claims covered by the resolution adopted by the Senate August 11. 1890, di- 
recting him to transmit to the Senate a list of claims allowed by the several ac- 
jeak: ien officers of the Treasury Department, ete. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 211) to continue the provisions of ex- 
isting laws providing temporarily for the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

THE REVENUE BILL, 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9416. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the 
revenue and equalize duties on imports, aud for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The pending amendment offered by 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In paragraph 137, on page 29, line 6, after the 
word pay, it is proposed to strike out two and two-tenths cents“ 
and insert one cent;’’ so as to read: 

And on and after July 1, 1891, all iron or steel sheets, or plates, or taggers iron 
coated with tin or lead or with a mixture of which these metals or either of 
them is a component part, by the dipping or any other process, and commer- 
ores known as tin-plates, terne-plates, and taggers tin, shall pay. 1 cent per 
pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
MORGAN] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator from Maine desire me to yield to 
him? 

Mr. FRYE. I ask the Senator from Alabama if he will yield that 
I may ask the present consideration of a bill on the Calendar? There 
are reasons why it should be sent to the other House now. If it pro- 
vokes any argument at all I shall withdraw the request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator trom Alabama yield 
to the Senator from Maine ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iyield. I suppose the Senator from Maine has con- 
sulted the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], whose time I ap- 
pear to be occupying, as he regulates the entire time of the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. I have not consulted tne Senator from Rhode Island. 
He does not seem to be in his seat now. I ask for the present consid- 
eration of Order of Business 1814, Senate bill 4175. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 4175) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to settle the indebtedness to the Government of the Sioux 
City and Pacific Railroad Company. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is thereobjection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that is an important matter. 

Mr. FRYE. It is of no importance at all. 

Mr.SHERMAN. What is it? 

Mr. FRYE. Itis the little Sioux City Railroad, only 100 miles long, 
and it is practically owned by the Northwestern and Chicago, and a par- 
allel road to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But it authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury 
to settle the account. How much is it? 

Mr. FRYE. Only a million and a half of dollars. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object. 

Mr. FRYE. It is not worth anything. 

Mr. SHERMAN. At any rate, I do not think it would be right to 
act on it in this way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio objects, and 
the bill goes over. The Senator from Alabama is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, when I yielded the floor yesterday 
on the suggestion of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], at 
a very late hour, I had been discussing, not with any feeling of asperity 
and not with any desire to provoke additional heat in this debate, a 
remark that I construed into a very serious matter, made by the Sen- 

‘ator from Vermont who sits nearest me [Mr. EDMUNDS]. That remark 
occurred in a side debate which arose in the Senate upon the question 
of continuing to consider this bill after the Senator from Maine [Mr. 


The Senator from Alabama [Mr 


Fryr] had given notice that he would move the consideration of the 
bill for the improvement of rivers and harbors, and in that side discus- 
sion the Senator from Vermont said that the tariff was the burning 
question of the hour. 

The Senator never utters an expression, Mr. President, upon a topic 
of this kind without its carrying very great weight to my mind and I 
think to the mind of the entire country. He was followed immedi- 
ately by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], another Sena- 
tor of great conservatism of feeling and expression, who also urged in 
a very earnest way that the business and material interests of the coun- 
try were suffering very greatly from the jar occasioned by the discus- 
sion of this bill and that he desired to have peace; whether that peace 
should come from the raising of the tariff a quarter of a cent or the 
lowering of it a quarter of a cent made very little difference to him, so 
that the country was carried into a state of repose. 

I construed then the remarksof these Senators into an expression of 
their opinion, to say the least of it, that this bill would be pressed for 
consideration until it had been fully considered and adopted orrejected by 
the Senate, and that nothing would be allowed to impede its progress, 

Now, sir, so far as I am concerned I coincide in that view of this 
case, not because I think that the bill which we have under consider- 
ation is in the slightest degree an improvement upon the act of 1883, 
but on the contrary is a very much worse measure, Still some meas- 
nre of tariff reform had been promised by the party in power to itsown 
people and to the country, and I assume that they intend to redeem 
that promise and that they will pass this bill. Whether or not there 
should be very significant or even fatal divisions between the gentlemen 
on the other side of this Chamber upon the subject of sugar and other 
disputed items in this measure, the bill will pass in some form or other 
and the other House will take it up. 

The House will not concur in the amendments of the Senate. Iam 
sure they will not, and that the bill will be sent into a conference com- 
mittee, and we shall have again repeated here in 1890 what occurred 
in 1883, a tariff bill enacted by a conference committee. None of us, 
either on this side of the Chamber or on that, can now foresee the form 
in which this bill is even likely to be passed, for thereal legislators of 
the United States have not as yet taken the subject up for considera- 
tion. They have not yet been appointed. When they get together in 
their conference the committee will frame a measure independently of 
the action of both Houses and will force it in upon the Senate and 
upon the House in the nature of a surprise, and we shall then be so 
handicapped by the standing rules of the Senate as that we shall not 
be able to amend it in any particular, and we shall have toswallow it 
whole as it comes from that committee or else reject it entirely. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Alabama is mistaken in 
to the condition of this bill. In 1883 the House of Representatives 
sent to us a simple bill in regard to theinternalrevenue. The Senate 
adopted a substitute—not a good form of legislation usually, I know. 
but it seemed to be necessary then. But this bill is presented in a dit. 
ferent way. The House bill is taken up seriatim and here and there 
certain clauses in it are amended, but the bill is the House bill, and 
the conference committee can not go one step beyond the differences 
made by the amendments of the Senate to the House bill. So this bill 
stands now in an entirely different position to the bill to which the 
Senator has referred, a bill which I think has been more fruitſul of 
mischief and more confusion in the law than any tariff bill that ever 
was passed, and I attribute it largely to the fact that the minority re- 
fused to be represented on the committee of conference. That, how- 
ever, is neither here nor there. At all events it was not a wise way to 
legislate upon a tariff bill, but this bill avoids that, and the Senator 
from Alabama knows very well that the body of the House bill is 

to here and there are not so very many amendments. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwill not now enter into thediscussion of the means 
by which the tariff act of 1883 became a law through the sole, separate, 
and distinct action of a committee of conference, differing entirely from 
the action of the House and the Senate. I am not prepared to admit 
the distinction presented by the Senator from Ohio, in the light of recent 
histefy, because that Senator was himself a member of the conference 
mittee upon the silver bill where measures were introduced by the 
nference committee which had not been adopted, or voted upon, or 
spoken of, in any respect in either House of Congress. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow me, that was because 
the Senate struck out the whole of the House bill and the whole sub- 
ject-matter was thrown open by that action of the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. And here we have struck out of the House bill all 
that relates to internal revenue, 

- Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, that is stricken ont by an amendment of 
the Finance Committee not yet reached. 

Mr. MORGAN. The cases are not different, and they will not be 
different in the outcome. The Senator from Ohio, I expect, whether 
he thinks so or not, will probably be one of the committee of confer- 
ence on this bill, being a member of the Committee on Finance of this 
body, and I am rather pleased that this little prelude has occurred in 
the debate this morning, because it will draw the attention of the coun- 
try sharply to the action of the committee of conference when it shall 
be revealed. I claim no credit for being a prophet, but a very inade- 
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mate historian of recent events, when Isay that we have already estab- 
in the recent history of legislation in this body the proposition 

that that committee will take any liberty with the tariff billit pleases 
to do, and I feel quite sure that there are but few men, perhaps not 
more than three or four men in the United States, and they are in the 
Senate and House, who know what is to be the outcome of this tariff 


1 on. 
ediately after I had taken my seat yesterday in accordance with 
the suggestion of the Senator from Rhode Island that the Senate would 
then adjourn, the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] brought for- 
ward very unexpectedly to me resolutions which have been presented 
and read in the Senate again this morning in regard to the limit of de- 
bate upon this bill. Several propositions had been presented in the 
Senate before that time, apparently relating to this bill. Though we 
all knew very well that the bill would pass, none of us on this side 
have desired to prevent its passage, none of us have demurred in the 
slightest degree that the Republican party should shoulder the entire 
odium of this present tariff bill. AWe are quite willing to see its stal- 
wart legs shake and tremble befieath the burden that this Samson un- 
dertakes to shoulder on this occasion. 
We are not apprehensive that the bill will not pass. Weare not ap- 
\prehensive of its results upon the country after it has passed. So—and 
with perfect sincerity I state it—we have not either for politi ther 
races} erst attempted to delay the passage of this bill. We have 
only attempted to have a full and free diseussion of it, a ussion 
that did not take place in the other House; a discussion that was choked 
to death in that House by the rules of that body and their administra- 
tion. We want free and full discussion, so that the people of the United 
States can see the nature and value of the objections that we have to 
urge on our part against the adoption of all the features of this bill, 
every one being distinct and every one containing in its body an im- 
rtant enactment relating to the welfare of the people of this country, 
‘hat is all we have desired. 
The rules have been changed on the motion of the Senator from Ohio 
so that we now assemble at 10 o’clock, or are presumed to do so, and 
we get away, at the discretion of the majority, somewhere about 6 
o’clock in the evening, taking no recess for any refreshment or relaxa- 
tion at all during these hot and oppressive days. The time that has 
been consumed by the absence of Senators on the other side making it 
necessary that the roll should be called in order to assemble a quorum 
here, has been equivalent to at least one full day of the legislative 
time upon this bill. The absence of Senators from the Senate in the 
morning at 10 o’clock usually carries us down to within a few minutes 
of 11 before we can even get to the routine morning business, and here 
we find ourselves now at 11 o’clock to-day after having transacted a 
very inconsiderable amount of the morning business that is usually 
brortght to the attention of the Senate. 
ere is nothing in the conduct of this side to justify theserigid and 
stringent regulations repealing the law ofa century in regard totheac- 
tion of the Senate, which has been offered-from one Senator and another 
Senator and confided to committees pn that side of the Chamber, in 
order to cut off debate upon this bill 
There is not one Senator on this Hoor, outside of the Committee on 
Finance, who understands to-day the real merits of every question of 
taxation presented inthis bill. Itisalabor of such magnitude, of such 
extent, as that no Senator who gives hisattention to the ordinary busi- 
ness of legislation, and to that which is required of him by his service 
upon other committees, can possibly master the facts in detail upon 
which each one of the items of this very lengthy bill must rest for its 
justification. So we are obliged, in discharging our duty to our con- 
stituents, as the argument and discussion of this bill pass along, to make 
reasonable inquiry of the Committee on Finance as to what the facts are 
upon which we are legislating, the state of facts, for the legislator who 
undertakes to pass any law, great or small, withouta knowledge of the 
facts upon which he is acting or a reasonable effort to acquire a knowl- 
edge of those facts, dishonors himself, abuses his trust, and is not worthy 
of phe confidence of the country. * 

t I had to say about the burning question that the Senator from 
Vermont said was the question of the hour, the tariff question, and 
about the heat that it was engendering, is only fortified and proven to 
be true by the fact that that honorable Senator sat here yesterday with 
a resolution to cut off debate in his side-pocket, already prepared, and 

. after criticism upon his course in this debate and that of his political 
friends had angered him, he rose and pulled it out of his pocket and 
lanched itz upon the Senate at a moment when nobody had a right to 
e 


xpect 

I was“ really toying and playing with the Senator, as a little boy 
would play with a pocket-pistol, but I did not know he was loaded. 
That was my misfortune, but he went off in an instant of time, this 
venerable and wise man, upon whose words this country hangs, as of 
old ancient peoples did upon the oracles of Rome and Greece; he went 
off in a spasm of infuriation because he found that this bill was being 
criticised to the red and the quick, that the country was being per- 
mitted to look into its depths through the gaping wounds that were 
put into its body. Then he parted with me, asking the question 
whether I was satisfied, put in a querulous way. 


No, I am not satisfied, and I will not be satisfied until the coun 
understands the depths of the wrong that is being inflicted upon it 
under this bill proposing to reform and reduce the tariff, when, instead 
of reducing it, it increases it and makes its vations and its bur- 
dens and its outrages more and more unendurable with almost every 
line that is read. 

Iwas discussing a question, Mr. President, that to me has a very 
great and deep interest, and it is one upon which the country will find 
a lodgment ot its probe when it is compelled by the excesses of the de- 
mands of the capitalist corporations of this country and others to search 
into the reason why itisthat all the country is ering and that labor 
and capital stand with daggers drawn ready to plunge them into each 
other’s bosom on the instant. 

Look at that great system of railway in New York, leading from 
New York City to Buffalo, the grandest railway system in the world, 
the most complete, the broadest, the most perfect in its o ization. 
It has had years of peace and quietness and has contributed im- 
mensely to the prosperity of this entire country. There is not an ar- 
tery that leads from the human heart that contains more of vitality to 
the human body than that system between Buffalo and New York 
contains for the people of Chicago and of the West, in that great, won- 
derful, and abundant region. And yet, without premonition, when 
the telegraph had carried just two cabalistic words signifying nothing 
to the ordinary listener—the words Webster’s Dictionary,” the cipher 
of the Knights of Labor—when the telegraph had carried those two 
words along that line, instantly every man concerned as an employé, 
from the lowest man to the highestin all of that grand railroad system, 
marched away from his work and left the railroad prostrate. 

Here was a silent and quiet war between capital and labor. Capital 
is not suffering, because it has treasured up already its enormous re- 
serves of power upon which it can subsist by merely shortening its in- 
come for a few days ora month. Labor suffers, but it has made pro- 
vision for itself by a common treasury to which others have subscribed 
throughout the length and breadth of the whole country, and they can 
manage to stand a warfare of starvation for a few weeks or a few months. 
Thus the industrial interests of the United States are left prostrate and 
helpless, and great sums of money are lost, fortunes broken, and busi- 
ness wrecked by events over which the people of the United States have 
no more control than I would have in Chicago over a Republican con- 
vention. 

Mr. CULLOM. That would not be much. i 
Mr. MORGAN. Not much, thank God—noteven a remote inſluen 
would I have. I could not be felt there. Those animals that thrive 
3 or 4 miles beneath the depths of the sea never breathe a breath of 
free, fresh air, and they never see the sunlight of heaven. I thank God 

that my habitation is not among them, I prefer better things. 

I was speaking, Mr. President, about the form of our Government 
and the purpose for which it had been created, and that amongst those 
provisions and in that form and in all the expressions of the Constitu- 
tion nothing had been said to indicate that there was strife between 
labor and capital or that there were classes of men in the United States 
some of whom were to be subordinated to others, except that all must 
render due obedience to the honored agents of the law. I was speak- 
ing of the fact that some baneful event had occurred, some unhappy 
change of principle had taken place in respect of the relations between 
men in the United States, which had placed one class in subordination 
to another, and it is upon that topic that I now desire to address to the 
Senate a few additional remarks, 

Under the cireumstances which attended the development of the 
United States, about the beginning of the present century, it was then 
the rent or seam was discovered in the panoply of the Constitution 
into which money and monopoly might intrude. It was found under 
cover of the tax laws, and, usurping power not connected with taxation 
and grasping power that had no relationship to revenue and the rais- 
ing of revenue, it was used for the purpose of creating discriminations in 
the business pursuits of different classes of men or between different in- 
dividuals. That was the time when there came into our social system 
and into our political system that baneful condition which we now 
speak of so flippantly as the distinction between classes in the United 
States. 

When money was enabled to lay thegrasp of monopoly on the labor of 
the industrial classes and through tax-lawsand corporations to compo 
labor to become the hireling and pensioner of capital, then it was that 
we began to hear of the benevolence of prote capital in furnishing 
work to the people and in raising their er 

The point of their attack is the forced subordination of labor to cap- 
ital. ‘These laws of favoritism and discrimination operating upon the 
basis of human necessities, such as food, heat, clothing, and shelter, 
compel all consumers to pay tribute to capital. Capital being the pos- 
session of the rich alone, the discriminations made in taxation uni- 
formly favor the rich and crush the poor. It has seized upon genius, 
taste, skill, invention, experience, learning, industry, and necessity, 
and has combined them, pooled them, into the means of lative 
production of manufactured goods, and has absorbed all industry in its 


Thus furnished with monopolistic power by the laws of Congress, 
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it proceeds to purchase cotton, corn, wheat, and provisions at the prices 
fixed on farm products in Liverpool, and to sell manufactures to all 
consumers except foreign consumers at prices greatly increased by the 


As to foreign consumers the evidence has been laid before the Senate 
and it seems now to be undisputed that the American manufacturers 
find themselves able in almost every line of manufacture to sell their 
goods to foreigners away from our shores and in distant lands at a rate 
of discount from 20 to 40 per cent., and even a greater per cent. than 
that, below the prices at which they sell the very same goods in this 
market to our people. It is true beyond all dispute that this result 
has followed the protective tariff and the stimulus that we give to labor 
in this country; and it is true not merely of the surplus productions 
that we have got from our manufactures and which our home market 
will not absorb, but it is true as a leading fact of settled trade that 
they do sell and are able to sell at a profit their goods to people who 
reside beyond the United States at from 20 to 40 per cent. lower than 
they will sell them to the American people, to the very men who pay 
taxes in order to protect and build up their industries. 

When these protected manufacturers need the votes of the people to 
enable them to keep up this form of spoliation they assume that they 
have produced the farm crops and the manufactured goods with the 
use of their money, and tell those they employ that they will close 
their markets for provisions and the doors of their factories against 
their operatives unless they can earn a larger percentage on their 
money, thereby holding a rod overthe farmers of the country and say- 
ing to them, We will lock out these consumers of your corn and pro- 
visions and wheat, and thelike; we will impoverish them so that they 
can not buy except the simplest necessaries of life and in the smallest 
supply unless you will consent to build up a home market here in 
which our operatives can be furnished with money enough to keep you 
going by buying your stuff.” 

If they are still short of voets they will take a class like the growers 
of wool into temporary partnership with them, in the benefits of pro- 
tection, and agree with them to make big profits for all the partners by 
putting higher taxes on woolen goods. They eagerly invite foreign 
capital and foreign labor across the water or from the Dominion of 
Canada to come in and spin and weave American wool. The style of 
this firm should be ‘‘The honorable society, limited, of American and 
foreign capitalists, and of American wool-growers and foreign laborers, 
to protect the American home market for wool.’’ 

We call this plan of taxing the people to build up the favored few 
who control capital “‘ paternalism ” in government. That is a soſt name 
for tyranny! Many are deceived by it who prefer the ease of assured, 
but courteous despotism to the rougher toils and uncertainties of an 
honorableself-reliance. The flesh-pots of servitude are sweeter to them 
than the quails and manna they can only feed upon in the free air of 
the desert and after long and weary marches in quest of liberty. 

This paternalism of capitalized and law-protected monopoly is of a 
hard and soulless sort. It is not American; far from it. 

To make room for a double parentage, a lawful body is created by 
an act of incorporation or by a i limited. Into this cor- 

rate body are united money and credit, part foreign and part Amer- 

can, A centaur—half man and half beast--the man without con- 
science or soul and the beast without mercy—a gorgon whose very look 
turns the beholder to stone is set up by the laws to measure out to us 
the benevolences of paternalism, 

It is this combination that says to American labor, we will give you 
employment and as a father who knows how to give good 
gifts to his children. To the industries of farming they say we will 
give you a home market for your productions, but it must not be higher 
in prices than we could buy them for if we resided in England or Eu- 

- Tope, where our moneyed associates and backers dwell. 

This is paternalism in government, This is the process for the rob- 
bery of the American’s birthright and for turning him into another 
Esau. Old Isaac was a patriarch, a paternal ruler, and was robbed by 
his wife and his son while he was exercising his benevolent paternal- 
ism. Let Uncle Sam profit by this example of paternalism. The man 
who inherits capital and the man who becomes his hireling, under the 
milder name of operative, were born twins from the womb of Ameri- 
can liberty. The one whom capital afterwards destroyed was born 
first and was entitled to the inheritance. When they grew up and the 
fifst-born came in from the field of labor, thirsty, weary, and faint, his 

brother in the shade of his tent had brewed a pottage, at his leisure, 
and, taking advantage of his necessities, his hunger, and his thirst, 
sold him the mess as the price of his birthright. Thus he became 

ssed of the power of paternalism over his brother’s inheritance, 

u went back tolabor and Jacob gave himself up to reflections upon 

the beauties of paternalism and the protection of the home market. 

He had improved Esau’s condition by taxing the necessaries of life 

and providing him with a home market for inheritances and primogeni- 

tures, until he had improved him entirely ont of his property. What 
was Esau’s had become Jacob’s. — 

But Jacob hungered for more. He wanted the blessing of blind old 
Isaac, which would give him dominion and power, as well as goods and 
lands. To get this he must deceive Isaac, his father and Esau’s father. 


By false pretenses he substituted himself in Esau's place. He made a 
venison stew of goat’s meat and placed it before his blind father. He 
covered his neck and hands with skins, and in Esau's name he claimed 
the blessing that was due to his hairy brother, and got it. He got the 
prohibitory protection on wool by pretending, not merely that he was 
Esau's friend, but that he and Esau werg the same person, and Esan 
was turned out to make his living as a hunter and to become the sery- 
ant of his brother. 

When the capitalist had deceived Isaac and made a servant of Esan 
he had no obstruction in growingrich. Old Isaac still recognized the 
voice of Jacob when Esau was being personated and robbed, and in- 
quired uneasily if the manufacturer of the venison mess was really the 
wool-grower or a wolfin sheep’s clothing. 

A word satisfied him until Esau came, and then his grief went with 
him to his grave. Jacob grew rich in the subsequent robbery of Laban, 
and when flying from him, on his retreat to Bethel, he was compelled 
to seek the protection of Esau for his vast wealth in flocks and herds. 
He got it, and left to the world the lesson that an honest laboring man 
can not be changed to a robber by any outrage. 

So I think the time is not far distant in this country when ill-gotten 
wealth will be found appealing to those who have been robbed for 
their protection. It will get it, but in that day the Constitution 
of the country will again be regarded as the preserver and protector of 
property and liberty, even in favor of those who have ean its powers 
to despoil their fellow-countrymen. 

Now I desire to present some reflections that I think will lead us 
to understand the nature of the debt that labor owes to the paternal- 
ism of protected capital. > 

A thousand men and women are employed in a particular trade 
where the work is done by hand, such as setting type, molding glass, 
making shoes, ete. A machine is invented here or in Europe that 
will do more work and possibly better work than nine hundred of these 
people could do, leaving a necessity for only one hundred of them to 
be employed. They become consumers merely until they can learn 
some new trade or float out as day laborers in Jess profitable pursuits 
and have a hard and life-long struggle with poverty and want. - 

The inventor, if his machine is useful and is Iabor-saving, by his 
genius and skill makes life harder for many a laborer, who has all his 
sympathy while he takes away his living. 

Treating the inventor as a public benefactor, our laws give him the 
exclusive use of his invention for seventeen years. In that time he 
must find capital to put his invention into use. This is the opportunity 
for the amateur investor, the capitalist, to put his money to work. Or, 
if it is an improvement in machinery, such as a car- brake or signal that 


is useful in saving human life on railroads, the great corporations will 


wait until the patent of the inventor has expired and get it free of cost. 

Inventors, as a rule, must begin business with the sacrifice of half 
the value of their inventions or discoveries to meet the demands of 
capital, and the country must soon pay back the full amount that cap- 
ital has so invested. This tax, during the life of the patent—seven- 
teen years—is enormous and entirely arbitrary. 

The men and women driven out of employment by the patented in- 
vention are thus made to pay their sacrifices to what we call progress 
in the sufferings of nakedness, starvation, and homelessness, They 
are put beneath the yoke of the law of necessity, which repeals every 
other law as to them, except the laws of caste and servility. 

The capitalist has become the owner for seventeen years of the ma- 
chine which turns nine hundred skilled laborers out of doors and runs 
it with one hundred men at the oldrate of wages. In that time he has 
more than out-spanned the average working life of a generation. While 
enjoying this harvest, that was sown in the weariness of the poor in- 
ventor and is reaped by the sickle of the tax-gatherer, the capitalist 
has been enjoying also the 30 to 300 per cent. given him in the tariff 
laws. It is no wonder that he grows rich, ‘‘that he waxeth fat and 
kicketh.” 

When he has thus driyen out the 900 laborers he comes forth with a 
heart-rending appeal in behalf of the 100 laborers who are doing the 
work of the 900 and claims increased taxation under the false guise of 
protection to the laborer. What labor is it he would protect? Itis 
the labor of the machines run by the 100 men, while the 900 whom his 
machines have turned out of employment are made to contribute to his 
profits still further, under the law of necessity, which the law of the 
land has adopted as the surest way of coercing tribute from them. 

The laborer whom the machine has turned out must wear the fabrics 


it produces, and eat the food it prepares, and have the shelter it pro- 


vides. And all other laborers in all other industries must depend 
upon the machines for a large part of their necessary supplies. 


The prices they must pay for these supplies must be enhanced to the 


extent that the capitalist can enforce, through political agencies, his 
false plea that he is endeavoring to secure higher wages to labor. He 


taxes all labor, in every pursuit, to enrich himself, and claims that he 
is doing this for the benefit of the one hundred out of the one thou- 
sand that are retained in his factory to run his machines. He calls it 
American labor, and yet a large portion of it is brought from other 
countries in order to underbid and drive out American labor. 

All the laws that we can enact can not prevent the manufacturer 
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from importing labor under contract, express or implied, to put it into 
active competition with American labor. But whether the importa- 
tion is under contract or not it goes on and there is no way to pre- 
yent it unless we repeal all our treaties with all foreign powers and 
apply to them the laws we have enacted for the exclusion of Chinese 
laborers. > 

We can not, it seems, even exclude them from our fields of industry 
by the most stringent laws we can enact. 

In this situation it is an idle hope that we can have American manu- 
factures made alone by American people, and a vain and transparent 
pretext that such a purpose in fact exists or that it is the true reason 
for the demand for higher taxation. Even the capital employed in our 
manufactories comes largely from abroad. 

The protectionists, as they flatteringly style themselves, boast that 
foreign capital comes here to build factories in our country. I do not 
feel the triumph of that success, Our people, in what are styled the 
protected home markets, have to foot the bills for every dollar that 
foreign capital gets from our home industries. Those profits are car- 
ried abroad and spent in the homes of foreign capitalists. 3 

Their profits become the rivals of our capital in all the marketsof the 
world. Their treasured wealth, gathered under our tax laws from our peo- 
ple, enrich other lands. They deplete us in times of peace under our invi- 
tation to share with us the bounties we provide for home industries, 
and in war they use their gains to fight us with. We try to shut them 
out from the public domain where their flocks are pastured to produce 
high-taxed wool. We try to close the mines against them and to ex- 
clude them from our forests and fisheries. And yet we invite them, 
with open arms, to share with our capitalists in the rich harvest of 
wealth that we tax out of our people under the name of protection to 
American industry. 

If al] the money invested here by foreigners in factories, railroads, 
timber lands, mines, water crafts, banks, and mortgages was summed 
up and paid, we would have little left to sustain the boast of our 
prosperity and progress, I would not drive out this capital, but I 
would not tax the people in order to enable them to earn dividends 
upon it, 

I would as soon increase railroad freights and fares 40 per cent., or 
80 per cent., or 100 per cent., in order to increase the profit of British 

stockholders and the price of railroad bonds held in Germany, as to in- 
crease the taxes on woolen goods or other fabrics that our people must 
have, to pay a higher profit on foreign capital invested in their manu- 
facture in our country. 

We not only do not shut out British capital, but we can never do it 
while our fields of investment are inviting and those men who cry out 
most lustily against British competition in our home market and 
British gold in the lobbies of Congress are the men who consort with 
it hourly in the stocks and bonds of incorporated and other manuſact- 
uring companies, 

In listening to their ranting declamation against British gold we 
would suppose that they would scorn an industry that was tainted with 
it, yet they not only are glad to employ it, but they divide the pro- 
tected markets with British manufacturers, they taking one article and 
the British another to deal in, so that there shall be room enough for 
all and no competition. 

How do we further e porns for hospitality to foreign capi- 
tal? We doit through that s and immoral practice of granting im- 
munity and shelter to capital and credit through acts of incorporation, 
which have perverted a good and valuable agency of civilization into 
a corrupting and tyrannical power for evil. Foreign capital and credit 
come hereand control our most important industries through the owner- 
ship of stock in various incorporated companies. They gather enormous 
profits in this way, and when losses occur their liability is limited by 
the favoritism of our laws to the stock subscribed, and if that is not 
paid up the creditors are remitted to foreign countries and their courts 
for their remedy. 

To thus crystallize foreign credit and capital as the competitor of 
home labor and property under such exemptions is to create a more 
dangerous enemy in our midst than if we could import the pauper 
labor of all Europe. When such concerns fail there is no adequate 
remedy leit to their creditors, and their employés are liable to suffer 
greatly while the employers may still roll in wealth. 

We can not help this condition of affairs, because the States may in- 
vite foreign capital to invest in the stocks of corporations chartered by 
them, and to come here and manufacture goods under the bounties 
given by Congress that they could not import except at high rates of 
taxation. 

These are someof the beautiful harmonies of the home market, where 
the blue and the gold are blended in such striking effect, the Ameri- 
can blue with the British gold. 

It is true that national pride prompts us to increase’ our national 
power and even if this is done on borrowed capital. I feel that sense 
of national rivalry and pride, I trust, in a sufficient degree, but I 
have a higher pride in the personal independence and honor of the 
American citizen. If I could realize my dearest hope, I would give to 
every wandering tramp in the United States an honorable incentive to 
a decent life. 


I would hand the keys of the lock-out to the laborer, and he should 
say to his employer, The cost of living is low. Idleness with me is 
leisure for rest and the companionship of my family. It is no longer 
starvation. If your money is also idle and iscorroding with desire for 
profit, I will use it for you with my skill and industry for a fair rate 
of wages. Iam not compelled to have your money, but the world is 
compelled to have my skilled labor.” , 

I would stop the sale of American fortunes to foreign adventurers, 
with daughters thrown in, for the titles of a corrupt nobility abroad, 
and would stop paying taxes, under the protection of our home market, 
to foreign investors, ground out of the poor of my own country. I would 
call off the hounds that our shoddy-manufacturing aristocrats set on 
the trail of foreign counts and barons in these paper-hunts for titles 
that are only celebrated in the herd-books of the blooded aristocracy. 

The bill before the Senate in very many instances creates a condition 
of affairs that makes it easy to form those vicious trusts and combines, 
against which the Senate has endeavored to provide by an enactment 
at this session. 

That bill is delayed elsewhere, for reasons that are not known. If 
the encouragement of trusts is not the cause of that delay, some one 
should be able to state, authentically, a better reason. 

In the tariff duty on tin a trust is not only made possible, but it is 
virtually created. 

I will call attention to the language of this bill upon this subject 
briefly, in order that I may establish that proposition. The tax under 
the clause we are now considering is 2.2 cents per pound on sheet-iron 
and sheet-tin, scroll-iron, band-iron, and the like, when used for tin- 
ning purposes; that is, as tin-plate. In paragraph 145 I find this: 

145, Noarticle not iail — 
22 0. 
or steel herein provided for, or of which such tin-plute, terue- plate, sheet, plate, 
hoop, band. or scroll iron or steel shall be the material of chief value, shail pay 
a lower rate of duty than that imposed on the tin-plate, terne-plate, or sheet, 


plate, hoop, band, or scroll iron or steel from which it is made or of which it 
shall be the component thereof of chief value. 


There is a provision which prohibits any of these descriptions of iron 
or steel when wrought into plates, sheets, hoops, bands, etc., from car- 
tying a lower rate of tax than the tin-plate upon it if that is the chief 
article of value. Then it turns out that there is no possibility of get- 
ting any such metal at a lower rate than 2. 2 cents per pound. The rate 
at this instant of time and under the act of 1883, which the Repub- 
licans fixed for themselves, was 1 cent a pound, but now we must have 
it raised to 2.2 cents per pound. 

In addition to this, under another section of this bill relating to tin 
articles or articles manufactured of tin-plate, section 208, there is a sort 
of general summing up of the tariff duties upon matters like this, and 
it says: 

Manufactures, articles, or wares, not specially enumerated or provided for in 
this act, com: wholly or in part of iron, steel, lead, copper, nickel, pewter, 


tin, zine, gold, silver, platinum, aluminium, or any other metal, and whether 
partly or wholly manufactured, 45 per cent. ad valorem. 


You may look through this whole great list of taxed items in tha 
schedules here and you will find no tin-pans, tin-plates, tin coffee-pots, 
or tin-cups taxed at all; they are unenumerated articles; they ar- not 
specified, and they are therefore subjected to a tax of 45 per cent. ad 
valorem as such articles. The tin-plate out of which they are made it 
first subjected to a tax of 2.2 cents per pound, and then it passes, with 
a tax added of course into the hands of the manufacturer of tin ar- 
ticles, and he receives upon his industry 45 per cent. ad valorem, for 
which the consumer has to pay. So the real tax upon a coffee-pot is 
2.2 cents per pound upon the tin included in it, and it is 45 per cent. 
according to its value, that value being ascertained by the cost of the 
tin-plates with the tax added by the cost of the labor in manufactur- 
ing it, and by the cost of the tax put upon the manufactured article in 
order to keep articles of foreign countries out of competition with it. 

That statement of the state of the law upon this article of universal 
consumption is enough to justify the remark made by the honorabla 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] the other day, that when a new 
tax is being levied under this or any other bill the purpose, as announced, 
being the regulation, the equalization of taxation, and the reduction 
of revenue, somebody must make an explanation of the reason, and 
unless it appears that there was a necessity for this thing to be done 
there can not be any legal justification of it and it ought not to be 
done. Those same remarks were followed up by others equally per- 
spienous and equally forcible by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TEL- 
LER] and perhaps by some other Senators on that side of the Chamber. 

So we are not left alone in onr criticismsof this bill. We are notin 
a waste, howling wilderness over here, where the storms blow without 
any man knowing whence the wind cometh and whitheritgoeth. We 
have company here, and we have a great deal more company outside 
of the Senate than we have in it. These gentlemen butannounce the 
yet repressed voice of the great body of the people of the United States 
when they demand for themselves as against capitalized incorporations, 
great accumulations of money, something like equality of right under 
the Constitution of the United States. There is still enough in that 
old instrument to justify some allnsion to it as a matter of history te 
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say the least, if it has no longer any vital effect upon our liberties and 
our conduct. 

The tribute that is to be levied on the laboring masses to create and 
maintain this new industry will all go to men of large capital. 

One hundred of the best trained workmen in this manufacture of tin- 
plate in the United States, uniting all their means and resources, their 
skill and experience, and their industrious labors, could not build and 
operate a mill for making tin-plate that could stand for a single year 
in competition with any great capitalist who may monopolize this busi- 


ness. 

This bill provides for free trade in tin ore, and tin in bars, blocks, 
pigs, or grain or granulated. They are on the free-list. 

Mr. President, I have not been able to conceal my wonder and as- 
tonishment at the assurance and cheek which it has been necessary to 
control for men to fling the epithet of ‘‘ tree-irader’’ at Senators like 
myself when they put an article like tin upon the free-list, when they 
put nearly every article except wool upon the free-list, that the great 
capitalists and manufacturers need in their work. With free trade in 
seven or eight hundred important leading articles that used to be, 
most of them, if not all, subject to taxation, and after the free-traders 
on the Committee of Finance, the Republicans, haye loaded down the 
free-list with articles that shall come in without taxation, when we 
complain that you put the tax too high upon other articles that are 
not admitted free, you turn to us and jibe us with the epithet, ‘' You 
are free-traders,’’ 

But this indulgence is as useless to the tinsmith or to any manu- 
facturer of tins as free paint would be to be used in decorating the 
walls of the cafions of the Colorado, unless he manufactures sheet-iron 
or sheet-steel. Sheet-iron or steel forms the body of all tin-plate, and 
is taxed 2.2 cents per pound after July 1, 1891. 

The tinsmith and the consumer are thus placed at the mercy of the 
manufacturer of sheet-iron and sheet-steel. For one dollar’s worth of 
his productions this bill gives him $2.20 and gives him the tin free of 
duty. Unless a man is rich enough to own and operate a great rolling- 
mill and all the appliances for making tin-plate, he can have no bene- 
fit from this bill. If he desires to make his living out of this do- 
mestie industry’’ he must hire his skill, experience, and toil to some 
great corporation or to some rich investor in the labor of others. With 
cool indifference to the men who are to make tin-plate for wages, the 
committee state in their report that— i 

The duty on tin-plate is increased from 1 cent per pound to 2.2 cents per 
peons after the Ist of July, 1891, in order to establish and protect domestic in- 

If capital and corporate franchises are the beneficiaries of this domes- 
tic industry these words are dreadfully true. If labor, skill, experi- 
ence, and diligence in toil are the alleged beneficiaries of this tax, a 
more misleading perversion of facts could not be stated. If mines 
of tin richer than those of Cornwall or Java should be discovered in 
our country, they would be of little value to the discoverer, for tin is 
admitted free of duty from all foreign countries; so it is clear that in 
this braach of the industry it is foreign and is not domestic. 

The industry of rolling sheet iron and steel is established here and 
has been for years, so that it is not true that the purpose is to estab- 
lish a new domestic industry in rolling iron and steel plates. If the 
new industry consists in polishing the plates and coating them with 
tin, that work will be done by men who will be imported from other 
countries, for our native men have not the skill to do that work. 

For the higher wages that this law pretends to offer American citi- 
zens foreign subjects will not be slow in crossing the Atlantic. They 
will come in swarms and stay as long as they are well paid. If we 
are going to establish in these rolling-mills training schools for Ameri- 
cans, to teach them the art of making tin-plate, we will find that the 
teachers will get the tuition fees and their pupils will get the experi- 
ence. 

The Standard Oil Company has accumulated its untold millions of 
wealth by means of the fact that it finds its market for refined oilsin al- 
mostevery household. Every city, town, village, and country store isa 
depot of supply for its manufactures. Capital combined to seize upon 
the crude oil, refine it, and distribute it to the people. It was a plain 
and easy task, with its monopoly of crude oils, to underbid any other 
oil producer at every point in the United States and drive him from 
the market. When he had been driven out the price of oils was in- 
creased and the people soon repaid the Standard Oil Company more 
than they had lost in the war against competing producers. This was 
all easy enough because the use of oil was universal and the combine 
of capital was irresistible. _ 

In the cotton-tie and cotton-bagging combine the same tactics robbed 
the cotton planters of many millions of dollars, The cotton-seed oil 
trust, for similar reasons, sought and obtained control of the oil pro- 
duction, and fixed the price of cotton-seed, and took this crop under 
the benevolence of their tender mercies. No cotton-tie manufactory 
was permitted to live, because the combine would seize and hold the 
market at low prices until the weaker competitor was driven out or 
starved out. 

The cotton-bagging combine and the sugar trust, aided by the tar- 
iff, went at their victims with the brute force of money. They had 


markets in which none could compete, and they had no need to make 
terms with the people who were compelled to take their goods. Claus 
Spreckels had no aid from the tariff, but he held the market of Cali- 
fornia under his thumb by paying the Pacific railroads to put up the 
rates of transportation on sugar going west and to put them down on 
sugar going east, so as to take off his surplus sugars. 

We have had enough of experience to teach us that any commodity 
of universal use that can be manufactured in one shop or in many and 
controlled by one class of people—the heavy capitalists —will be nat- 
urally and necessarily the subject of extortion, speculation, and rob- 
bery of the consumers. Tin-plate, yielding annually a bonus to the 
manufacturer of twice or thrice the sum of $16,014,811.38, the esti- 
mated revenue on the present basis of computation, can never escape 
the clutches of combined capital. 

No invitation to trusts and combines could be more fascinating; capi- 
tal will seize upon the businees with more eagerness than it would 


gold bonds of the United States at 6 pe cent. interest, payable semi- 


annually, free from all taxation, and having fifty years to run. 

No laborer, no skilled operative, no man of moderate means will 
ever get the taste of tin-plate on his tongue under this bill, unless his 
dentist uses free tin to plug his teeth. 

There is another feature of this ph that it is sad to think of. 
The tax is now 1 cent per pound. It is toremain at that figure 
until July 1, 1891. At that rate the people pay $7,279,459.72 duty on 
tin-plate, at a cost of material of 521,002, 209.15. After July 1, 1891, 
they will pay in taxes $16,014,811.38 and for the tin plate at the present 
cost $21,002,209.15, making a total of $37,017,020.53. Then peo- 
ple must pay a further duty on tinware of 45 per cent. ad valorem. 
What this will amount to I can not say from any statement that has 
been submitted to the Senate. 

If half the tin-plate imported is made into tinware it would be 
about $11,000,000, on which 45 per cent. would be $4,950,000. This 
added to $11,000,000 would make $15,950,000, and that, it is obvious, 
is too low a statement. The cost of tin ore thus added to tin-plate 
would be $52,967,020, or about 90 cents per capita each year for all 
the people of the United States, Indians, negroes, Chinese, and white 
people, big and little, old and young, paupers, tramps, and vagabonds, 
and all the industrial classes and all the rich nabobs that we are sur- 
rounded by, each would have to pay 90 cents per capita for his tinware 
under this tariff law. That tax, Mr. President, is put upon every 
human being, we may say, in the United States, for the richest of men 
must have tin in their kitchens, while the poorest of them must have 
it in reach of their necessities. ; 

This will furnish a rich home market for this “‘ domestic industry,” 
which the paternalism of the Government will bestow upon its oily 
contributors to election funds. z 

But not until after the next November elections will they be seen 
in public, 

The people must not be shocked with this great burden ofan increase 
on tin - plate and an added 45 per cent. on tinware until the Fifty-second 
Congress is counted in and certified by the Davenports. When power 
is thus secured they can appear in the voting places, these fat servitors of 
the paternal party, and, wearing their blazonry of tin scuppers on their 
hats, they will cry out for more votes to secure their protected do- 
mestic industry,’’ as the porters of the village hotels bedecked with glit- 
tering tin badges hustle men and women at the railway depots and pro- 
claim the excellence and cheapness of their hostelries. 

Paternalism gives free pasturage to the sheep-growers on the public 
lands and higher taxes to the rich on the clothing of the people, It 
gives the refiners free sugar of such dirty quality that the people can 
not use it, and pays them for refining it by high duties on such su- 
gars as they can use, taxing the sugar that sweetens the infant’s tea, 
the laboring man’s coffee, and the dying man’s cooling draught. It 
gives the maker of sheetiron and steel free tin and more than doubles 
the price of the products of his domestic industry, which he doles ont 
in pittances to the domesticated Welshmen he employs, while drawing 
from the earnings of Americans, who are as good citizens and better 
soldiers than he could be, taxes on their tinware, levied upon them for 
the purpose of first establishing and then protecting a new domestic 
industry. ; 

Against such taxation, Mr. President, I am glad that I have had the 
opportunity to protest. The time may be short in which my colleagues 
upon this side of the Chamber will be able to inform the country and 
posterity of the grounds upon which we object to this new departure, 
now for the first time honestly announced and avowed, of converting 
the Government of the United States into one where the tax laws can 
be used, not for the purpose of raising revenue to support the Govern- 
ment, but for the purpose of repressing the revenue in order that by 
such repression we may throw advantages in ſavor of capitalized corpo- 
rations and other great and rich men. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the proposition to increase the tax 
on tin-plate by doubling it is another step in the relentless and inexor- 
able war which the Republican party is engaged in against the agricult- 
ural and producing classes of this country. It is so glaring and so mon- 
strousa grab of a monopoly, as yet uncreated, but pleading fora char- 
ter from Congress to plunder the people. that it should be challenged 
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by the voice and vote of every Representative and every Senator who 
feels that he is a representative of popular interest under a republican 
form of government. 

I can not hope, Mr. President, to relate the facts any more clearly 
than they have been repeatedly related to the Senate; I can not hope 
to collate them any more logically; but I represent a constituency 
which has a deep and a peculiar interest in the article which is sought 
thus to be prepared for a monopolistic feast, and the people of the whole 
country share with them more or less in their interest that this tax 
should not be increased. 

. PRESENT TAX ON TIN-PLATE AND THE PROPOSED INCREASE, 

I read a line of the bill that lies upon our table, paragraph 137, page 
28. In that line we are informed that the tax on tin-plate is now 1 
cent per pound; that the House bill proposes to increase it to 2.2 cents 
per pound; that the Senate committee concurs in that increase; that 
our importations of tin-plate for the year 1889 were 727, 945,972 pounds 
at a valuation of $21,002,209.15; and upon this acquisition of property 
the people are taxed over $7,000,000, in exact figures, $7,279, 459. 72; 
of every dollar which they spent to acquire with their own money an 
article of necessity one-third is tax and two-thirds are property. If, 
in this condition of things, the tax should be increased as proposed it 
will be increased from $7,279, 459.72 to $16,014,811.38, and the increase 
in percentage is from 34.66 to 76.24 per cent. 

INCREASED TAX TO BE INDEFINITELY PROLONGED, 

I should like to inquire, if there be any one here who undertakes to 
justify this tax, how long the American people will be called upon to 
pay it and when the supposititious and as yet uncreated industries 
which at some future day it is alleged will produce tin-plate, will be 
ready to accommodate our people by an American production instead 
of the foreign production upon which they are now dependent? I have 
read all the literature that I could find readily accessible upon this 
subject, and, while I find it confidently predicted by those who have 
an immediate niary interest so to predict that tin-plates will be 
made cheaper in the future, I do not find when the time is to arrive 
that that cheapness will occur. So I think we may take it for granted 
that this is a reduplication of tax, when it is not needed for revenue, 
upon an article of prime necessity, and that after it is created the 
American people are invited to pay and pay and pay, standing hat in 
hand and waiting upon thesweet will of monopoly to bring them or not, 
as it may please, the relief which is predicted by the champions of this 
tax. 


EVERY RAID ON THE PEOPLE IS NOW CALLED PROTECTION, 

Mr. President, under the pleasing name of protection, which has 
now become the term to designate every raid upon popular interests, it 
is. no longer deemed necessary to assign the grounds to justify it or to 
expound to the people what they may hope for in creatingit. Funda- 
mental principles have been entirely lost sight of in any discussion. 
The monopolist who comes to-day to the American Congress has only 
to ask and to have. 

NO AMERICAN TIN PRODUCT AND NO AMERICAN TIN-PLATE MANUFACTURERS TO 
PR 


There is nota pound of tin to-day produced in the United States 
from our mines, unless it be mere specimens and curiosities of miner- 
alogy. You have, therefore, no laborer to interpose between your- 
‘  gelves and the Democratic objection that you are allied with monopoly. 

There is not a pound of tin-plate being manufactured in the United 
States and there is no infant industry for whom a wet-nurse is to be 
hired at the expense of all the people. 

THE TAX BASED ON A SPECULATION IN WHICH THE PEOPLE FURNISH THE CAP- 
ITAL IN ADVANCE AND MONOPOLY SITS WAITING FOR A PROFIT. 

So, Mr. President, the grounds upon which protection made head- 
way before the American people are not the grounds that are assigned 
for this tax. It is a merely speculative hope, that may turn out to be 
well founded or not; but it is not pretended by the authors of this tax 
to be anything more than a speculative hope that at some time or other 
the tin will be discovered and the manufacturers will arise. The 
American people are called upon in advance to furnish all the capital 
for the speculation, to take all the hazards and risks of the adventure, 
and somebody yet to come is to receive all the profits. Itis a partner- 
ship in which it is heads, monopoly wins; tails, the people lose. If 

a proposition were submitted from one business man to another 

it would be scornfully and indignantly resented, and yet a political 
y makes the proposition to the producers and consumers of the 
nited States that they shall tax themselves indefinitely $16,000,000 
a year and shall endure it world without end, until, as they hope, 

some monopolist will arise to appropriate the profits. 

AMERICAN MANUFACTURERS OF TIN-PLATE HAVE ABUNDANT PROTECTION NOW 

ON BOTH MANUFACTURED GOODS AND RAW MATERIALS, 4 

Mr. President, tin-plate is composed of from 95 to 98 per cent. of 
steel or iron sheets; but 2 or 3 or 4 per cent. is of tin metal, into which 
these plates are dipped, and when the tin is mixed with an alloy of 
lead it is called a terne plate. If there be a fair field for American man- 
ufacture in this article your statutes have fully protected it without 
taxing the people on tin-plate; for if you will examine this bill it will 
be perceived that tin cans have a tariff duty upon them of 1} cents per 


quart, and if they have a capacity of more than one quart each suc- 
cessive quart is taxed another 14 cents. All articles besides tin cans, 
which are made of tin, such as tin-cups, tin-buckets, tin-pails for work- 
men, no matter what it may be, of culinary or other domestic use, in 
order to come into this country are taxed 45 per cent. 

Further than this the block-tin which we do not produce, tin in 
grains or granulated, tin ore, tin in pigs, tin in every form that can 
be made useful to the manufacture of tin is made free. 

So, without imposing any tax whatever upoa tin-plate, which is itself 
in a certain sense the raw material of the tinner and which becomes 
through his hands the convenient and utensil of the people, 
without taxing the tinner who turns the plate into articles of domes- 
tic use, and without taxing the people upon those articles after they 
are here produced, you have set the manufacturer up with all the props 
of protection. He has his raw material free, so that, in so far as the 
manufacturer is concerned, the Republican party in this bill turns 
up on the Cleveland platform of 1888 for furnishing the raw materi- 
als of manufacture. Upon the 98 per cent. of iron or steel which goes 
into the manufacture of tin-plate the iron manufacturers of the Uni- 
ted States are also fully protected to at least in all cases a duty of 35 

cent. ad valorem. A 19-pound bar of iron, it is said, can be rolled 
into eight sheets which are dipped into the tin. 
` So, then, all of yourexisting industries, all of your existing laborers are 
fully and thoroughly enveloped in iron-clad protection, and without 
the necessity of levying any tax on tin-plate, which has no laborer and 
no capitalist engaged in its production. And yet with the mere hope 
that you will induce a capitalist to go into the production this enor- 
mous tax of $16,000,000 upon the necessaries of life is levied. 

WE PAY GREAT BRITAIN FOR TIN-PLATES IN AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS, 

One argument is here adduced in favor of it. It is said that Great 
Britain is the great tin-plate-producer of the world and that we are con- 
stantly pouring our wealth abroad into her manufacturers’ pockets in 
order to get this tin-plate, of which she is the producer and of which 
America is the chief consumer. I have to reply to that, that, while 
this is so, there never has been and there never can be a case in which 
reciprocity in trade was more complete in its advantages to both parties; 
for we pay for it all in agricultural products, 

RECIPROCITY, AS SECRETARY BLAINE SAYS, “THE HIGHEST FORM OF PROTEC- 
TION,” 


I doubt not, if the champions of this bill should consent before it 
closes to break the silence which on their part hoyers over its birth, 
that we shall have some fine essays on reciprocity and shall be told, per- 
haps, in the language of one great leader of the Republican party who 
realizes that there is a storm brewing in this country, that reciprocity 
is the highest form of protection. 

How does that. reciprocity exist? Why, it exists in the fact that 
Great Britain is to-day the great market for our agricultural produce, 
and if we buy the tin-plate there we do not pay for it in gold and sil- 
ver, but with our wheat, with our tobacco, with our cotton, with our 
meat products. This bill, if this tin-plate tax shall pass, will receive 
a severer criticism than that pronounced upon it by the Secretary of 
State, for not only will it then provide no method for another barrel 
of flour to go out of this country, but it will close and seal up a mar- 
ket for sixteen millions of our agricultural products which now go there 
to pay for tin-plates. 

SOUTH AMERICA A POOR MARKET FOR OUR AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS, 

We have to go to South America, we are told, to find a market for 
the glutted products of the United States. Where, Mr. President, I 
should like to be informed by the distinguished pilots of this reciproc- 
ity ship that is to be hired and paid in advance by the people to go 
there—where in any part of Latin America are you going to find a 
larger market for the corn, for the wheat, for the tobacco, or for the 
cotton, or for the sugar, or for the meat, or for the hides, or for the 
wool, which constitute the great staples of this country? 

Why, sir, our entire South American trade in breadstuffs does not 
amount to over something like $5,000,000, and in this single tax on 
tin-plate you are throwing away in one line in this bill a market to-day 
existing much larger than that which you are going to hire and pay 
ships to search for. If any one will take but a bird's-eye glance at the 
statistics of the commerce and of navigation of the United States, he 
will observe, indeed, that while South America is to become n hopeful 
field for our, manufactures the farmer of the United States who is be- 
guiled by the pleasing cry of reciprocity and who hopes under its sails 
to find some market for his produce had better go to work at once and 
pray for the falling of the skies and the catching of larks, for that will 

appen before South America will be any market for his produce. Do 
we not import hides from there now? Do we not import wool from 
there now? Every ship under the flag of reciprocity that goes there 
will carry the improved machinery of America which, when the next 
sun has gone around, will have its products in the market of Europe, 
still narrowing the present market that now exists by this new rivalry, 

WITTY SUBSIDIZE SHIPS TO CARRY TONNAGE TO CLOSED FOREIGN MARKETS? 

Look at this Book of Statistics, gentlemen, and you will find in every 
line and in every there is a condemnation of your bill, an utter 
exposure of the pretenses under which it is ushered into being. 


4 * 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1890. 


8447 


The ink is scarcely dry which wrote a measure which passed the 
Senate and which now lies in the other House which is to subsidize 
ships to go in search of a foreign market. It isoneof the singular and 
ee facts of this discussion that the distinguished Senator from 
ine [Mr. FRYE], who was the patron of that bill and who calls upon 
the people of the United States to pay out untold millions annually in 
ship subsidies for a foreign market into other people's pockets is him- 
self, when he turns his face inward, the great advocate of a home market 
and one who votes for every tax that will prevent us from getting into 
the foreign market after we have paid the ship to carry our produce 
there. I should like to know from him or from the Senator who cham- 
pions this particular bill to what foreign market by your hired ships are 
you going to carry the glutted wheat and corn and cotton and to 
of the United States. 
THE DEVICE OF TNE MONOPOLISTS IS TO ENLARGE MARKETS FOR THEMSELVES 
AND COOP UP THE FARMER IN A HOME MARKET. 

The device of monopoly is—and it is so plain that he who runs may 
read—to coop up the farmers of the United States inside of their own 
wallsand tell them to sell to each other in a home market. The man- 
ufacturers are to utterly monopolize it against the competition of for- 
eign manufacturers, and then to hire ships at public expense to take 
their manufactures to South America, to the peons of Mexico, and to 
the peasantry of other countries, and set them to work with improved 
agricultural machinery, whose prodace will appear the next summer 
in Englund and in Germany and in France as rivals and as contraction- 
ists of the market that now exists. 

This tin-plate tax, Mr. President, is but one element in the conspir- 
acy and combination of monopoly against the tillers of the soil of our 
common country; and I do not wonder thatthe wings of darkness hov- 
ering over the Senate have gags under them, that this bill may slide 
through as soon as possible with as little said about it as practicable. 
Ido not wonder that the Republican party with its leading statesmen 
and with its experts sit silent with dumb tongues to defend the new 
device with which they propose to oppress the tillers of the soil in 
America, and that they lend unwilling ears even to those who seek to 
expose them. 

THE WEST BEGINNING TO APPRECIATE THE SITUATION, 

Occasionally, Mr. President, we have a little outcropping of the un- 
rest which exists on that side of the Chamber. One swallow, I know, 
does not make a summer, and the summer is not yet; but there isa 
twittering in the bushes on that side, which shows that the winter is 
no longer as dark and as frigid as it has been. 

I do not generally read newspapers in debate, but I find in one which 
is laid upon my table the quotation of certain political platforms, which 
I beg to commend to the attention at least of Western Senators. The 
Chicago platform, on which the present President was nominated, does 
not seem to have been entirely acceptable in that section of the coun- 
try which is contiguous thereto, and ever since that platform was 
ahaptad the people of the great West have been moving further and 
further from it with each succeeding day. In Nebraska they were not 
the Democrats, they were the Republicans, who in convention gave 
their approvals to resolutions— 

That an increase of the average percentage of duties from 43 to 55 per cent. on 
— everything in common use is not in the interest of the producer and la- 

I also read a brief reference to the Republicans of Minnesota at their 
recent State convention, in which, as The New York Evening Post of 
yesterday recounts, they declared their opposition to the McKinley bill; 
and the paper which quotes it says: 

Wherever Western Republicans nave given expression to their views on the 
tariff they have distinctly indicated their hostility to higher duties. 

BURNING CORN PRONOUNCED ENTIRELY “LEGITIMATE.” 

Mr. President, I do not wonder at these expressions of sentiment. 
Reading the other day in the reports of our Agricultural Department, 
I saw a sentence which belongs to the language of the present hour, 
and it is characteristic of the indifference with which Republicans of 
all classes listen to the pleas and clamors of the people. Before I read 
that sentence in this agricultural report, No. 71, I had fancied that the 
talk we heard of burning corn in the West was largely illusory and 
that a very small fire when fanned by political reports had perhaps 
been madeinto a conflagration. But it is relatedin your agricultural 
reports that the farmers of the West are burning corn for fuel, and in 
the Department of Agriculture Report, No. 71, this commentary is made 
upon it: 

This use is entirely legitimate. 


So I hope that the Western Senators and the farmers of the great 
West, who are burning bread for fuel because they can not get fuel to 
themselves, though plenteously stored throughout the Union, and can 
not find a market for their cereal productions, will take heart and cour- 
age, for they are informed by the great father at Washington that there 
52 oy against it and that the burning of corn for fuel is entirely 

mate. 

Legitimate, Mr. President! What is therein law or morals that the 
Republican party will not label as legitimate if by so doing it can ap- 
pease clamor or can find a leverage to power? I wonder how these 


farmers of the West, sitting around their corn fires, feel when they see 

those great American nabobs and princes who are rolling in the wealth 

of countless millions and who are proclaiming to the world that this 

is the happiest and most triumphant Republic that has yet appeared. 
VIRGINIA INTERESTS IN CHEAP TIN-PLATE. 

Mr, President, the State which I have the honor in part here to rep- 
resent is interested in this item of tin-plate from the seashore to the 
mountains, Where the first Atlantic wave strikes our eastern slope, 
in Accomac and Northampton, our people are packing oysters and fish 
for different markets. Within the Capes our truckers, in the Norfolk 
district and thereabout, are packing millions’ worth of small fruits and 
vegetables, which go from their ports throughout the world. In the 
Piedmont, the valley and the southwest, in some counties, there are 
as many as forty and fifty canneries where the apples and the peaches 
find a ready market and where the poor, by plucking the berries that 
grow wild, may make a decent living. 

I ask these and all like them to take notice that, while the Repub- 
lican party promised them to reduce the surplus, hereafter when they 
spend $1,700 for their tin $700 of it is going into the maw of the Treas- 
ury that does not want it and is to lie there awaiting the pleasure of 
some new-born monopolist to make his profit out of it. 

CHEAP ROOPS FOR DWELLINGS NEEDED. = 

I wonder what the farmers of the West who are burning their corn 
for fuel make the roofs of their dwellings of? Do they make them of 
iron? Do they make them of steel? Do they make them of the sil- 
ver of Colorado or the gold of California? Or are they like plain pee: E 
ple all over the world and do they want lumber or tin to cover them 
in the heats of the summer or when the gentle blizzards of the North- 
west step in upon them? I should judge from the fact that in some 
cases they burn corn that there are wide stretches of country in the 
West, broad miles of territory, where the forests are not very plentiful 
and where lumber is very high. 

Now, I can understand how a thoroughbred protectionist can say to 
the farmer of the West when he finds nothing between his head and 
the sky, We can not let you have the lumber to cover yourself with 
and to shelter your wife and little ones as cheap as otherwise we would, 
because lumber is an American product and there are very distin- 
guished Americans who have large tracts of lumber. Now, in order 
to protect these, your brother Americans, we will make you pay a little 
higher for your roof; and the farmer, being a patriot and hoping that 
a day will come when he may have a Jittle protection too, bows to the 
verdict and pays it. 

But how is it about tin? He has to make his roof of something. 
Go back to the West and tell him that, when he puts a roof that costs 
$175 upon his humble habitation, $75 of that yon have exacted from 
him in order to store it in the pockets of some American capitalist 
who has not yet appeared. I have no doubt that, if you will preach 
from the text that corn-burning is legitimate and then state this asa side 
illustration in support of it, the farmers of the West will be entirely 
content to pay a bonus to carry the manufactures to the new wheat- 
fields of South America. 

LETTERS FROM THE PEOPLE, 

I beg leave to read a letter from a valued constituent; itis dated at 
the thriving town of South Boston, Va.: 

DEAR SIR: If you agree with our view of the case we would most earnestly 
appeal that you do not let the matter of duty on tin-plate eseape your notice 
when it comes up. The inclosed list will show you the present and proposed 
duty on same. e 3 wish it could be put upon the free-list, as there are only 
two tin-mines in our whole land and they are small, and there is no one item 
in the list of building material which so increases the chances against fire as a 
tin-roof; and we think the argument the most unanswerable to any mind, un- 
less it be that of a hardshell and not afraid of fire. ~ 

Very truly, yours, 
JORDAN & EASLEY, 

No, the monopolist who favors the increased tax is not afraid of fire, 
even if it be made of burning corn. 

I shall also read, with the permission of the Senate, a letter from 
another source, signed by A. M. Porter, esq., of Ashland, Va.: 

Dear Sır: Itake the liberty to write you asking you to use a influence 

y 


WE WOULD NOT INJURE INDUSTRY, BUT PROTECT THE LABORER AND THE POOR, 
Mr. President, the State which I represent, by the fate of war, of 
which I am not here to complain, was denuded of its forests. Armies 
for four years burned whatever was convenient for fuel. I do not wish 
to devastate the new forests that are rising up. We are not wild or 
extreme upon any question of the tariff. Wedo not make war upon 
any of your industries nor do we desire to see a single one decline. I 
avow with the candor of absolute truth that I would vote for no bill 
which, in 59 judgment, on whatever principle based, would interfere 
with the ful 
have no prejudice against the manufacturer. 


and fair development of all the American industries. I 
I know what great gifts 
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we have received from invention and from manufactures, and I wish 
there were a factory at every county seat, and that inventive genius 
and mechanical skill would display themselves on every wayside. 

But, Mr. President, this tariff question is a question of equity, You 
ean hardly find it touching you at any other point than that of equity; 
and where is there a chancellor and where is there a court of equity 
that has in its breast any sense of justice, not to say of pity and co 

jon for tax-ridden people, who could justify it to wring from them 
$16,000,000 on the necessaries of life when at the same time you would 
be to the same extent cutting off a foreign market already shrunken 
and cheapen the necessaries of life with which they had to provide a 
payment? It is against conscience and against republican institutions, 
and no party, in my judgment, can live long in this free country which 
is so irrational and so cruel and so contracted in its view as thus to 
stand upon the highway and demand extortionate toll from passers-by 
of commerce when they are engaged in a reciprocity which is pouring 
wealth throughout all the borders of our land. 

My mind yields to the argument, for there is equity init, that where 
you have established American industries the laws should move with 
a most delicate and gentle step and not seek to disturb them because 
those industries have sprung up under laws which you passed. If 
they were not judicious it was your fault. We should ‘‘temper the 
wind to the shorn lamb;”’ and there is equity that it be also tempered 
to shelter those establishments which have sprung up under our laws. 
But, Mr. President, I do protest that it is nothing but the spirit of 
monopoly, and greed, and grasping avarice that can inspire a bill to 
levy taxes on the people when you proclaim that you do not need the 
taxes and there is not a laborer, nor a capitalist, nor a factory under 
its sheltering wings. Nay, it indicates that monopoly has ridden so 
far in this country that it no longer feels it necessary to carry counter- 
sign or to show its pass when it upon the people’s close. It 
looks upon the agriculture of the United States as its legitimate spoil, 
and with absolute coldness and indifference it perceives the fact that, 
while your boasted prosperity pours millions into the Treasury, the 
largest class of your lahorers—the farmers—are suffering under debt 
and shrinkage of value, and that you can neither point out nor propose 
to them any relief whatsoever. 

THE AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT HAS NO REMEDY TO OFFER, 

Sir, if you are to read the agricultural report which was spread be- 
fore you in extenso by the Senator from Oregon you will perceive that 
the Agricultural Department of this country is utterly hopeless of any 
relief for the American farmer, and that the only advice it can give him 
is to submit to his fate, for they are unable to force a foreign market. 


WHEN SHALL WE HAVE A HOME MARKET FOR SURPLUS AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS? 

Mr. President, before this debate closes I shall with diffidence, and 
vet with an earnestness which I can not resist, endeavor to speak upon 
the text of this entire bill. In advance of that I wish to put this idea 
before the Senate, and I will ask the Senator from Rhode Island, who 
is the champion of this bill, or any other, to combat this proposition if 
he can. You have been thirty years building up a home market for 
the American farmer. You acknowledge at the end of the thirty years’ 
attempt that you have not doneit. How many more years do you want 
tocomplete the job? Second, you have said in this bill that you in- 
tend to cut off his foreign market that the farmer has now, and in this 
single item you do curtail it to the extent of $8,000,000. What are 
you going to give the American farmer in return for the contracted 
market? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Virginia yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. DANIEL, With pleasure. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As the Senator has seen fit to allude to me, I 
should like to understand the proposition he is now making. I under- 
stand him to say that the operation of this bill would be to stop the 
purchase of tin-plate from Great Britain and we should lose the market 

“of the Welsh consumer upon the other side of the ocean, and that 
would be a loss to the American farmer. 

Mr. DANIEL. That is part of one of my propositions. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The result would be the building up of the in- 
dustry here. Does the Senator think that the American producer would 
furnish a market any less valuable to the American farmer than the 
Welshman furnishes ? 

Mr. DANIEL. Not less valuable as far as it went, but it would be 
like swapping a small corner lot in town for a Western prairie, for you 
can not build up for him here as large a market or as valuable a one 
as you takeaway from him. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator mean by that to say that 26,000 
or 50,000 or 70,000 people, whatever might be necessary to produce tin- 
plate in the United States, would furnish a less valuable market to the 
American farmer than the same number of people in Wales ? 

Mr. DANIEL. No, sir; I say that the American market as far as it 
went; but this I mean to say, that in giving up the British market it 
is giving up a market of over 30,000,000 people and that thirty or forty 
F fifty thousand people are not as many as 30,000,000. That is what 

mean. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator then mean to say thatif we should 

put up the duty on tin-plate we lose all the English market or only 
that part of it which is affected by the production of tin-plate? 
Mr. DANIEL. We lose our ticket of admission to it. Of course 
s no exact mathematical equation and no apothecary’s scale in 
to measure the transactions of great nations, But I put this 
foryh of proposition to the distinguished Senator. 


OUR SURPLUS PRODUCTS INCREASE MORE RAPIDLY THAN POPULATION. 


The more you increase your home markets the more you are going 
to increase the farmer’s surplus. There is not a year, Mr. President, 
in which, if not interfered with, the surplus of farm products in the 
United States would not increase, and as long as America produces a 
surplus—and it now produces the largest agricultural surplus of any 
nation on the face of the globe, and it would be the paradise of the 
farmer but for his oppression—as long as the American farmer produces 
a surplus he has got to suffer or find a foreign market. 

Immigration flows into this country, Mr. President, at about the rate 
of half a million a year, and those half million of people increase the 
home market for American products by half a million mouths; but 
the great body of these immigrants that come into the country go at 
once to the Western fields of agriculture, and every cargo of them that 
lands in the West increases the surplus of agriculture more than their 
presence has increased the home market for its consumption. No ad- 
dition that you make to the home market by increase of mouths makes 
it large enough to use up the much larger production which the new 
workers have created. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the proposition now made by the Sen- 
ator from Virginia is that the more the farmers of this country sell the 
larger will be their surplus. 

Mr. DANIEL. That the more America grows the larger will be her 
surplus of agriculture, unless you are going to relegate the farmer into 
an absolute serf, like the ryot of India or the peon of other nations, 

Mr. President, I beg leave to call the distinguished Senator’s atten- 
tion tothe report of the Agricultural Department, which lies freshly 
on his table, in which the farmers of this country are advised to give 
up producing corn, wheat, cotton, and meat, and to go into some other 
business. 

No man of intellect who has given any fair reflection to this subject 
has escaped one horn of this dilemma, that as America grows her agri- 
cultural surplus will grow, and that either she has got to go away for 
some new market for that surplus or the farmer has got to throw up 
the sponge in despair. I challenge from any source reply to that argu- 
ment, 

Mr. HAWLEY, Will the Senator from Virginia allow me? I dis- 
like very much to interrupt. 

Mr. DANIEL. I yield with great pleasure. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Suppose it so happens that the people who are not 
producers of agricultural products, the classes devoted to manufactur- 
ing, to mercantile and commercial pursuits, should increase to the ex- 
tent of five or six millions in this country— not taking them away, but 
letting the process be peaceful; take away none from the agricultural 
department and add five or six millions to the other—is it not quite 
easy to suppose that the proportion might be such that they would con- 
sume all our agricultural products? I believe in the census of 1880 
there was 45 per cent. of the population of this country, or something 
like that, devoted to agriculture; so that the proportions might be ad- 
justed in such manner that whatever a man might produce should be 
consumed in his own country. Blessed is the nation that is self-con- 
tained. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I hear with pleasure the suggestion 
of the Senator from Connecticut. If he could demonstrate to me the 
truth of the proposition which hesuggests, I would have sweeter dreams 
upon my pillow to-night than I have had these many days. I wishit 
were so; and if it were so I could then see that there was a hope for 
that portion of the people of America who are toiling with their hands 
in the endeavor tq continue to occupy that position in society which is 
necessary to their independence and to the preservation of republican 
institutions. My judgment is that it isimpossible to be so, and I will 
tell the Senator why. 


NATURE MADE THE UNITED STATES A GREAT AGRICULTURAL COUNTRY, 


Nature, Mr. President, has marked out the destinies of nations by 
what she has done for them. When the Creator of the world planted 
this great nation between the two oceans and gave it a fertile soil, a 
mild climate, and a stretch of agricultural land of such extent as never 
before delighted the vision of a new nation, He gave a gift to a people 
to till the soil, to enjoy the fruits thereof, and to pour the contents of 
the horn of plenty throughout the world. 

There is not a State in this Union, Mr. President, that has not an 
agricultural capacity to produce, with its present population, infinitely 
more than it can consume; and, although we are but a little over a 
century old, if you will look at our balance of trade with other nations 
you will see a record stronger than arguments of the tongue, that your 
agricultural surplus, while you are stretching, from decade to decade, 
from 55,000,000 to 65,000,000 of people, has kept ahead of our immense 


etn of population, natural and stimulated from all quarters of the 
glo 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr, President—— 

Mr: DANIEL. One minute, please. ` ; 

The Senator from Connecticut says, suppose you bring here five 
millions more people. Why, Mr. President, between one census and 
another we have increased here twice five millions, that is to say, over 
ten millions of people, and yet you are pouring your surplus away 
from you on every ship that can sail. When you look at your bal- 
ance of trade you will see that it is that surplus which has sustained 
our dignity. as a nation, has enabled us to resume specie payments, 
and enables us to-day to make our greenback dollars the equivalent 
of silver and gold. £ 

What does the Senator from Connecticut mean when he asks me the 
question, Suppose we bring in five millions of people, will not they con- 
sume all we produce? in the presence of the fact that we have in- 
creased over ten millions in one decade and are increasing at the rate 
of at least a million a year, and yet our surplus is keeping so far ahead 
of us that the home market is each year less and less satisfactory to 
those who produce it? 

Mr. HAWLEY, Iam afraid the Senator misunderstood me. I said 
five millions of people devoted to pursuits other than agriculture., Of 
course then they would become consumers of agricultural products. 

Great Britain occupies an exceedingly unfortunate position, because 
I think about 22 per cent. of her people only find profit in agriculture, 
and much the larger portion of many things she eats has to be brought 
from abroad. 

Now, Lean conceive, itis mathematically supposable, that there might 
be a country in which the percentages of people in different pursuits 
was such that they might consume at home everything they produced. 
That is merely an idea. A country can aim toward it; and if Great 
Britain could bring about such a condition, by the exercise of any proc 
ess that can be evolved from the human imagination, that there should 
grow up by her side 100,000 square miles of splendid agricultural 
country, she would drop any theory that she has and adopt any other; 
she would awaken the dead and kill the living to do it. 

Mr, DANIEL, I thank the Senator for interjecting a fragment 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, I do not want to interject any frag- 
ment 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia yield 
to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. HISCOCK, Ishall be very brief; I only want to make a single 
suggestion, 

Mr. DANIEL. One at a time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator yield? 

Mr. DANIEL. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suppose we import into this country between 
$25,000,000 and 830,000. 000 of the manufactures of cotton annually. 
The cotton from which those goods are made we ship to England, and 
it is there manufactured—I say to England—it is largely manufactured 
in England and brought back here in the form of fabrics. Now, does 
the gentleman think that, for the sake of maintaining whatever trade 
we may have in cereals with England, it is wise that cotton should be 
sent there, and manufactured there, and brought back here manufact- 
ured at the cost of transportation both ways, or that it should be man- 
ufactured here, as it could be, thus by the amount which is disbursed 
to labor engaged in mannfacture here increasing the market for our 
agricultural products here? And does the sale of the cotton in Eng- 
land and subsequent manufacture there and purchase of the goods 
enable our people to sell grain in England ? 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the last shall come first, and then, 
if I mistake not, the first shall come last, I have to take a long look 
at a long inquiry in order to pick out the gist of the question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. My suggestion was brief enough, I think. 

Mr. DANIEL. I think brief enough to be answered. 

The Senator wishes to know which I would prefer—cotton manufact- 
ured where it was made or to send it over to England and have it 
manufactured there? I will give him a perfectly candid answer. If 
the South was so developed, if the world was so developed, that you 
could take cotton off of the stalk and send it at once to the mill, it 
might be wise and well todo so. IfI had had the making of the world 
or the reconstruction of it, I think I should, perhaps, have followed the 
suggestion of the Senator from New York, and madeit thatway. But 
God Almighty did not make it that way, and man has not made it that 
way; and if the farmers of the United States shall have to wait until 
this bill makes it that way, what does even such a sanguine speculator 
as the Senator from New York think would become of us? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have not the least doubt in the world that in ten 
years it will be made in that way, with that little part of divine wisdom 
which the Republican party has to bring it about, 

Mr. DANIEL. What is to become of the farmers during the ten 
years that they are waiting upon your promises? 

Mr. HISCOCK. They will goalong gradually and be improving all 
the time in that direction; their markets will be improving in that 
way; they will feel it every day and every year, 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, they are feeling it every day now. They have 


XXI——529 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


8449 


; - 
felt it from sending abroad 190,000,000 bushels of wheat ten years ago 
and having a market for less than 50,000,000 now. They have felt 
it from seeing their wheat fall from $1.25 and $1.30 a bushel to 6Sand 
70 cents a bushel, 

Mr. HISCOCK. May I inquire of the Senator if he really and seri- 
ously thinks that the depreciation in the prices of farm products in this 
country is due to the protective system of this country or is due to an 
increase in these products in other countries and their being added to 
the great amounts which find their way to market? Does he believe 
that there is a nation upon the face of the earth which will not always 
buy where it can buy the cheapest ? 

Mr. DANIEL, Please repeat that last sentence. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the Senator believe that there is a nation upon 
the face of the earth—I will put in, that has intelligence and civi 
tion—which will not always buy where it can buy the cheapest? 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator thinks they ought to? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I asked the Senator if he thinks there is a nation 
upon the face of the earth that has approached civilization, with our 
means of transportation at the present time, which will not always buy 
where it can buy the cheapest, whether it is wheat or flour or meat or 
coffee or tea or whatever? 

Mr. DANIEL. Suppose it is tin-plate? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ido not care what it is. Iam speaking of what a 
nation buys abroad; I am not speaking of what it buys of itself; but 
whatever it goes into the markets ot the world for, will it not buy of 
that nation and of that people which has what it wants from whom 
it can buy at the lowest possible price? 

Mr. DANIEL. Why, certainly it will, and the farmers to-day would 
buy tin-plate—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do not go on yet. Then I ask the Senator this 
question: So far as wheat or any other bread product is concerned, if 
the nations of the earth who do not produce a sufficiency for their own 
people will not find that market, whether it is India, or Russia, or 
South America, or Australia, where they can buy it the cheapest? If 


they have a surplus and we have a surplus ours competes with it, and 


of necessity a price is fixed and they buy wherever they can bay the 
cheapest. Does not the Senator think that is so? 

Mr. DANIEL. If theSenator will be still long enough to allow me 
time to answer one question, I will promise to give him a candid answer 
and the best that my mind admits of. I will start where he left off, 
I admit that all sensible nations and all sensible men wish to buy where 
they can buy cheapest, and the reason I am asking you to help me not 
to put this heavy tax upon tin-plate is in order to enable your agricult- 
ural constituents of New York to buy tin-plate cheaper than monop- 
olies to be created by this legislation will sell it to them hereafter. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now, the Senator must know that he is getting 
from the question lam s ing of and addressing myself to; what 
the people do and the nations do is distinct in respect of national sur- 
plus or of national deficiencies. Iam not speaking asto the trade that 
exists between the towns of one nationality or the States of one nation- 
ality, or anything of the kind. We were simply discussing another 
proposition entirely. We were not even verging upon the proposition 
which the Senator is talking about. There is another policy,so far as 
tin-plate is concerned, that applies there, and that is the policy sug- 
gested by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], of nations pro- 
ducing all that they consume and which they can produce with econ- 
omy and propriety. Two entirely distinct propositions are-involved, 
and I wish the Senator would confine himself to the one I suggested. 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator makes a fifteen-minute speech in order 
to substitute a new question fhstead of the unhappy one which he first 
asked. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, no. 

Mr. DANIEL, Iam very much of opinion that if the Senator could 
borrow some corn just now from the farmers of the West he would burn 
a little himself. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Why, Mr. President—— 

Mr. DANIEL. Let me get along now, if you please. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will not interrupt the Senator if he does not 
choose to be interrupted, but if he will read my question in the REC- 
ORD he will find that I did not go from one subject to another. It was 
a perfectly frank and ingenuous question. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, there is a certain fish we hear of in 
natural history that, when it has met with an impediment in the shape 
of another fish it can not quite get along with, befogs the water and 
in fog retires. My own comprehension—— : 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the Senator apply that incident to himself or 
myself? 

Mr. DANIEL, It may be my own comprehension or it may be that 
the Senator is so deep that I can not understand him; but to my vision 
at this distance, after asking an unfortunate question which gave up 
the case, he has tried to befog the atmosphere a little and get away. 


THE FARMER SELLS CHEAPLY AND BUYS DEARLY. 


Now, I put the Senator’s question back to himself, and I will do it so 
clearly that he will understand it and that everybody who will read 
this RECORD will understand it and the Senate will understand it. He 
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asked me the question, Will not nations seek to buy Where they can 
buy cheapest? I say, undoubtedly every prudent man, every head ot 
a family, especially a man who has no surplus of money in his pocket 
and who is working for his bread, wants to buy where he can buy the 
cheapest, and this plain dictate of economy and common sense is as 
clear as the sun in the unclouded heavens, and I charge it upon the 
monopolists of the United States, of which the distinguished Senator 
is alike a most able and most amiable champion, that they are so cor- 
nering the markets of the United States that they can buy everything 
they want to eat cheap and at the same time denying to the farmers of 
the United States the privilege of buying what they want cheap. 

You say to the farmers of the United States, ‘‘ Do not buy tin-plate 
in England; you shall not buy it there. Why shall we not buy 
tin-plate cheap in England:?“ say the workingman and the farmer; 
this English market is the greatest market of the United States; it 
is sending to youin balance of trade $200,000,000 a year. We are 
growing rich upon the trafic.” No,“ says the monopolist, ‘‘ you 
shall not buy it from the English,’’ which is equivalent to saying that 
you shall not sell to them, because when a ship goes to England with 
a cargo of wheat the outgoing freight is doubled unless the ship can 
bring back a cargo; and while the manufacturer selects for himself the 
markets of the world he coops up the farmer in the home market just 
as much as he can in order that he may buy of him cheap out of a 
glutted market, while the farmer for what he gets in return is denied 
the open market. 


CAUSES OF CHEAPENED AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS, 


Why, Mr. President, gentlemen who sympathize in opinion with the 
distinguished Senators from New York and Connecticut are saying to 
the farmers of the West that it is overproduction which is impoverishing 
them, and the Senator from New York asks me whether I believe that 
it is the tariff that has caused the cheapening of articles of agriculture. 
I shall give the distinguished Senator a d answer and shall cou- 
tribute the mite of my humble judgment to the truth of this case. I 
do not believe that it is the only cause of cheapened prices, for I hope 
Ido not narrow my judgment to the consideration of but a single 
factor in a great equation. 

Many causes have contributed to the cheapening of both agricultural 
and mechanical products, but I should like to ask the Senator a ques- 
tion, if I may, in reply. How is it that the advocates of a monopo- 
listic tariff tell us in one breath that it is a high tariff which has re- 
duced the price of manufactured articles and the moment they get 

away from the manufactured articles deny that it has had a tendency 
to reduce the price of agricultural products? Is it not a little queer 
that you stand before the people as an advocate of the doctrine that a 
8 lowers prices and then when you—— 
. HISCOCK. Do you want an answer to that question? 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator wait until I get through with my 
sentence? I am answering him now. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I was going to reply. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will give the Senator an opportunity in a moment, 
but he will please not cut me off in the midst of a sentence. -How is it 
that you ad ss that the high tariff reduces prices butelevates the prices 
of the products of agriculture? That is queer. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Nothing of that kind is claimed. 

oo DANIEL. The Senator will be courteous enough to let me con- 
ue, 

Mr. HISCOCK. I thought the Senator wanted an answer. 

Mr. DANIEL, The Senator will please let me conclude. 

Mr. HISCOCK, Then I withdraw my remark. The stenographer 

will please not take down my remarks. I beg pardon for interrupting 
the Senator. 

Mr. DANIEL. I would yield to the Senator but I am trying to 
make a connected . on this one point. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I thought he was ad- 
dressing a question to me. I hope the stenographer will not takedown 
my question. 


K COMPETITIVE TARIFF MAY LOWER PRICES OF MANUFACTURES, BUT SUCH A 
MONOPOLISTIC TARIFF AS THIS WILL INCREASE THEM. 


Mr. DANIEL, Iam addressing myself to the spokesman of a doc- 
trine, and I ask how it is that the advocates of that doctrine preach to 
the people that the tariff lowers prices and then deny that it lowers the 
prices of agricultural products. 

Now, I am going to meet that proposition with as much fairness as I 
am capable of, and I admit that in some cases the tariff has had atend- 
ency to lower prices, and those have been the cases in which the tariff 
was a competitive, not a prohibitive, tariff; consequently the great 
tendency of the high tariff is to lower the prices of American agricult- 
ural products more than the prices of any other products. 

When James A. Garfield, of Ohio, was the kesman of the Re- 
publican party and when with his ripe and brilliant intellect he was 
nominated for President of the United States, he d doctrines 
as hostile to the principles which are embodied in this bill as the most 
extreme 9 upon this floor is hostile to the most extreme 
Democra 
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THE TIN-PLATE TAX IS MONOPOLISTIC AND PROHIBITIVE. 


You have preached in the platform and have embodied in this 
bill a prohibitive tariff, and in particular item of tax on tin-plate 
you have made the tariff so high as professedly and confessedly. to cut 
off all competition of manufacturers of tin-plate in Great Britain or 
elsewhere. So, if to-day you strike down an English monopoly, you 
raise in the next moment an American monopoly, and it is monopoly 
all the way down the line that the consumers of the United States have 
to pay tribute to. General Garfield saw the fallacy of any such doc- 
trine. He saw the ruin to the American farmers which lay hidden in 
any such practice, and he announced the doctrine—and you will find 
it, you Republicans who have wandered away from the fold of your 
whilom. party leaders—in his declaration that the American tariff 
should be put at that scale which would keep the American in compe- 
tition with the foreign manufacturer, and then the American consumer 
would have two classes of people always competing to produce for him 
the best and the cheapest wares. 


* GARFIELD'S DOCTRINE AND THE DEMOCRATIC DOCTRINE. 


The doctrine which General Garfield thus announced was but a little 
variation of the doctrine which was subsequently adopted in the Demo- 
cratic platforms of 1880 and 1884, when the Democrats declared that 
they were willing to add to the price of products the difference in the 
cost of labor between American and European labor, which was but 
another form of presenting to the people the utility and sound policy 
of a competitive tariff; and to-day, if there were any tin industries in 
the United States, if there were any laborers who were making these 
tin-plates for American consumption, and if you in a plea for them and 
for the development of our great nation were saying here labor is 
higher than that of the Welshman of Cornwall,” we would say very 
well, in the adjustment of the balances of the perplexing differences of 
sixty millions of people in the great struggle and conflict of ideas, we 
would be willing to concede that to them as the tribute of one American 
to another in the communion of fellowship and in the self-sacrifice of 
nationality. . 


THE ADVOCATES OF THIS TAX THE ENEMIES OF LABOR, 


But you who stand here to speak for this monopolistic tariff can not 
hide yourselves in the laborer’s uniform and can with neither decency 
nor truth float over your heads these false colors of the worker's friend. 
You do not wish to have any competition. You wish to exclude the 
American farmer from the benefit of any kind of competition for his 
grain, you will coop him up upon his farm, you will deny him a for- 
eign market for his wheat, and then you will sharpen the claws and 
will whet the teeth of every greedy monopolist to feed upon him until 
his bones are picked and he is poor, poor, poor indeed. 


NOT A LINE IN THIS BILL WHICH OPENS MARKET FOR A BARREL OF FLOUR, 


That is yonr programme, gentlemen of the Republican party, and 
with your Secretary of State I say there is not a line or a sentence in 
this bill which holds out to the American farmer the prospect of a for- 
eign market for another bushel of wheat or another barrel of flour, 

When Rome had been devastated by civil wars, there was a Virgil 
who tuned his pastoral pipe and sang to the people of fields and groves 
that he might win them back to the pursuit of agriculture amongst 
their flocks and herds and fields and buzzing bees, When you shall 
have passed this bill sealing up the foreign markets of the world to 
your already impoverished farmer, it will take a bugle louder than any 
a Virgil ever sounded to summon a man who can do anything else to 
the devastated fields of American agriculture. Andattheclose of this 
debate, which should be befittingly wound up in your silence, you 
should rather invoke the spirit of the dead Dante to paint again the 
frozen regions of hell, and sitting around Nr its icebergs he should 
paint also the farmers of the West burning their corn in vain for a little 
amelioration of the climate, and you should write over the home mar- 
ket which you propose thus to construct the line of the Roman poet— 

All hope abandon ye who enter here. 


OVERPRODUCTION NOT THE CAUSE OF THE TROUBLE, 

You tell the American farmer that it is overproduction which is ruin- 
ing him! Shame upon the intellect that will thus prostitute itself to 
delude and deceive! Why, Mr. President, in 1890 we are not produc- 
ing as much wheat as we produced in 1880; then we produced 498,- 
000,000 bushels, now 8,000,000 bushels less; and yet, when you are 
raising the prices of all the necessaries that that wheat must buy, you 
tell the American farmer that this overproduction is what has hurt him! 

Furthermore, the Senators on the other side suggest that the opening 
of the great grain-fields of the West and the building of great railroads 
is the thing that has done this. I can not deny and would not deny 
that they have been a factor in the equation, but when you deduce the 
conclusions of overproduction the facts do not warrant it, for, while 
your new States, like those of Dakota and Oregon and Wyoming and 
Colorado, have enlarged their wheat-fields, the wheat-fields of the East 
have been shrunken in proportion, and here in 1890, with an increase 
of ten millions in population, even the increased area of wheat culture 
would be covered by about as large a space as that which covers the 
map of Rhode Island. 
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THE LOSS OF OUR FOREIGN MARKETS THE TROUBLE, 

Itis not the overproduction, gentlemen, and you can not hide behind 
that. Your own Administration, of which you are the champions, tells 
you that it is the loss of your foreign market which has worked this re- 
sult. 

If you will read the reports of the Agricultural Department you will 
indeed find that on one page it says it is the overproduction of wheat; 
on the other it proves the contrary, and in a little later period of the 
very same production it informs the public that it is the loss of your 
foreign market. 

Whether it thinks so or not, whether you concede the case to be so or 
not, here are the tables of your Agricultural Department, which prove 
that such is the fact. Ten years ago you had a market for over 150,000,- 
000 bushels of wheat in England. You have not a market foras much as 
50, 000, 000 now. It is true you have increased in the product of flour, 
which has taken the place of wheat, but when you have piled all that 
increase up you have lost about half of your foreign market, and it is 
as plainly to be attributed to a principle of Republican policy as a 
wound in the body is to the knife point that is plunged in it, 

By the demonetization of silver in the interest of the very monopo- 
lies for whom you stand to-day you increased the power of British 
silver to build up the wheat market of India, and just in proportion as 
your wheat declined their wheat went up. You commenced to build 
up the wheat-fields of the Argentine Republic in South America and 

so the wheat-fields of other eastern nations than India, and now, hav- 
ing robbed the American farmer of his American market, you propose 
to lock and seal the gate and throw him back upon hi in the ab- 
solute helplessness aud despair of his penury which you have premedi- 
tated and thus seek to carry out. 


HOME CUSTOMERS ARE BEST, BUT FOREIGN CUSTOMERS BETTER THAN NO CUS- 
MERS, 


10 

The farmer must go into some other business, suggests the Senator 
from Connecticut, and he asks the question if it would not be a good 
thing to have people in other employments in America, enough to con- 
sume at home all of the farmers’ surplus. It might be well if we had 
them here. A man would like to have a customer at his door or at his 

en gate for everything that he has to sell, but when he has got on 

d already a surplus equal to 70 per cent. of all your fo ex- 
changes, and when the home customer is not on hand, is he to let the 
wheat rotin his barn and the corn to go to mildew upon the ear and the 
value of his land to decline while you are waiting for a new generation to 
grow up which after awhile will make hima home market? Whyshall 
you not wait who have not the wares to sell rather than compel him 
to wait who has already become the producer? 

THE DECLINE OF AGRICULTURE HAS OCCURRED UNDER HIGH TARIFF. 

Mr. President, it is the saying of the greatest philosopher of the Old 
World that however man may reason there is no arguing against a fact. 
Here is one fact which we will leave for the American farmer to digest 
when he shall be sitting around his fireside at night, planning some 
escape from the mo which cover his plantations throughout the 
length and breadth of the land—that is, his decline and high tax come 
together. am told,” says the farmer, that free trade and low tariff 
would be very hard on me. Iam told high tariff is a splendid thing for 
me. Ihave had the high tariff for thirty years and have been growing 
poorer all the time.“ Now, if the Democracy had had a low tariff in 
existence for this last thirty years how eloquent would grow the opposi- 
tion in saying, Now you have ruined the farmer; give hima little pro- 
tection.“ It was not under free trade or low tariff that he got poor. It 
was while you were taxing him, and taxing him, and taxing him, and 
claiming that you were oiling him down from head to foot with the very 
quintessence of double-refined protection, 

THE PATIENT SICK WITH THIRTY YEARS OF DOCTORING. 

At the end of the thirty years’ treatment of this patient you find 
him weak and depleted; you find him appealing to you in such notes 
and tones as he has never appealed to you before; you find him desert- 
ing his New England home and advertising it for sale; you find him 
in Pennsylvania and in New Jersey and in the fairest lands of the ad- 
joining States growing poorer and poorer, while other classes are grow- 
ing richer; you find him in the great Mesopotamian region of the Ohio 
and the Mississippi Valley with this year’s census announcing to him 
g he is 15 or 20 per cent. poorer by reason of your gracious protec- 

on. 

You find him all over the West, though bound by the ties of party, 
which are a part of his life and history, meeting in his conventions 
and instructing those who speak for him that he will wear the yoke 
of party no longer and not consent to be a hewer of wood and a 
drawer of water. And yet, withall these scenes before you, your ears 
are deaf and your lips are silent, and when you come to compound 
your prescription for this tax-ridden and oppressed people who are 
smarting and burning and weary and weak with the yoke of your pro- 
tection, you feel the tremulous pulse, and you say, Les, very sick; 
sick unto death living on protection for thirty years; but here, let us 
give the patient a little more of the same kind of protection; let us 
ram it down his throat with a gag-law in the American Senate.“ 

It would be a fair wind-up of this scene the American Senate, in a 


land which is the hope of the civilized world, in a body which in the 
conception and in the theory of its creation, whatever it may t 
itself to become in fact, belongs to the grandest idealism of the human 
intellect and to the fondest dreams of the human race for liberty and 
equality and fraternity—it would be a fitting wind-up of this sad and 
tragic comedy if in that great body of Senators representing so-called 
sovereign States the American farmer should be bound as Gulliver was 
bound by the Lilliputians, and if those who dared to speak for his re- 
lease from thirty years of oppression are told they must make haste and 
speak of it in five minutes aud go home! Shame upon you, American 
Senators, if you can hear such suggestions with patience or without in- 
dignation ! 
PATRIOTISM WILL COME TO THE RESCUE. 

I do not believe that the ear of the American people is dead and deaf 
to the calls of patriotism. I do not believe that, however monopoly 
has stridden across this continent, in the hearts of any State, or of any 
section, or of any community, there is anything at the bottom but a 
great, noble, free spirit ready to burst the chains, 

I know that we have been divided by sectional questions. I know 
that, like the generations which have preceded us in history, when 
other people sought to found nationalities, we have b and differed 
and fought and quarreled. We were but like other men, and like our 
own ancestors when we did it; but North and South and East and 
West, all over this land, at the bottom is a great, brave, noble, stalwart, 
honest, freedom-loving people, and that party which can best interpret 
that sentiment is entitled to carry their standard and to work out for 
them the redemption which they demand. 

You are going back to the Dark Ages in this form of monopolistic 
protection. You are imitating the Mussulman, and not the christian, 
In the eighth century, when the power of Mohammedanism had over- 
spread the Dark Continent, when his twelfth successor was Caliph, 
there was a Moorish officer by the nameof Tarif that he sent across the 
straits to spy out the new land which, as Irving says in his History of 
Mohammed, ‘‘ seemed to invite the triumphs of Islam,” and at 
which took this conqueror's name, on the southern coast of Spain 
Tarif built his fort and took toll of the passers-by of commerce. 
to-day, here in the far West, across the great ocean, when you sit down 
to contemplate this bill and this paragraph, which turns away from 
you the civilization of your ancestral home and denies to you the right 
to profitable trade with the very blood from which you sprang, you 
are not perpetuating the christian law of commerce and fraterni 
and the extension of Jaw and letters and arts amongst- mankin 
but you are reverting to the barbaric policy which came from China 
upon the one side and from the Mussulman upon the other, and in the 
land of the far West you are seeking to perpetuate for the same pur- 
pose of aggrandizement the law of Mohammed. In the name of the 
oppressed farmers of the United States, who believe that they have got 
as much right to protection as any others; in the name of that equality 
which is the soul of the Republic, whether it be expressed or not; inthe 
name of the magnificent effort with which the genius of the western 
world is seeking to lay broad and deep the foundation of republican 
institutions, I appeal to you Pharaohs to let the people go and give the 
farmer a fair chance for light and life and wealth and in this 
free young nation. Deny it to him and yon will hear Reon him again, 
and we shall see you later: 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. President, a large number of my constituents are 
directly and deeply interested in several paragraphs of the pending bill, 
and having some special knowledge of one of the subjects in which 2 5 
are thus interested, perhaps not shared by all the Senators in $ 
Chamber, I presume to address myself briefly to these provisions, 

I shall not undertake to discuss the general proposition or problem 
of a tariffupon foreign imports, at least to any greater length than may ~ 
be necessary to enable my constituents, or those of them who seek to 
inquire, to know my views thereon. 

I am opposed to a tariff levied exclusively for revenue upon any ar- 
ticles, except such as may properly and strictly be deno: ted lux- 
uries and not within the reach of people of ordinary financial means; 
because, if duties are imposed indiscriminately upon imports for the 
sole purpose of raising revenue for the support of the Government, itis 
indeed a tax, and is, in my judgment, a vicious mode of levying a fax 
upon the people. 

Logically, a tariff for revenue only would be laid mainly upon such 
articles as were not produced in this country, for that policy would 
naturally tend to secure the surest returns of revenue, 

If a tax is n to be levied by the General Government, the 
burden should rest upon those who are best able to endure it, and, 
therefore, it should be in the nature of an income tax and a tax upon 
those articles not the necessaries of life. In other words, property 
should bear the burden of such taxation, and those having prop- 
erty and being best able should pay it. I would not impose one cent 
be tax upon the poor man. His struggles are a sufficient burden to 

im. 

Raising revenues by imposing duties upon articles which enter into 
common use by the rich and the poor alike, puts an unnecessary and 
an unequal burden upon those not sufficiently equi to share it, 


I am in favor of the imposition of a duty upon fo products which 
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enter or may enter into successful competition with the products of my 
own country, for the specific purpose of promoting, protecting, and en- 
couraging such production by our own people, leaving the revenue de- 
rived therefrom merely incidental. 

I would gange the duties to be imposed in proportion to the ratio of 
actual labor involved in the production, even to absolutely excluding 
the foreign product, where it can be suecesslully supplied to the extent 
of the consumption by the labor of our own people. 

The policy of paying and exacting the highest rate of wages possible 
to be extracted from a business employing labor is distinctively an 
American policy as guided by the Republican element of the people. 
It has been advocated and enforced from the earliest history of our 
country by the highest degree of patriotism. To promote this policy 
is the only true theory upon which import duties on foreign and 
articles of commerce intended for common use can be properly pred- 
zcated. The fact that the imposition of duties affording the necessary 
protection to our own producers against foreign competition does mani- 
festly tend to maintain and enhance the price of labor in the United 
States is the only ground upon which I, as a member of the National 
Congress, can support a tariff measure which involves articles of gen- 
eral consumption. 

Upon no other ground would I support this or any like measure. 
The governmental policy which embodies this principle of protection, 
and thereby stimulating American production, has been proven by the 
experience of this country for many years to be beyond all question a 
correct one, No person of ordinary observation seriously questions or 
denies the general prosperity of the country, the gradual enhancement 
of wages, or the accumulation of wealth, not only by the proprietors 
but by the artisans, the result of the upbuilding of industrial mechan- 
ical employments within our own jurisdiction. 

This hes been brought about almost exclusively by the enforcement 
of this principle of protection. It is doubtful whether a mau exists 
occupying a responsible position in the conduct and enforcement of gov- 
ernmental policies who would be so bold as to declare in favor of dis- 
carding it. ‘The advocates of a tariff for revenue constantly contend 
here and elsewhere for their adherence to the principle of incidental 
protection. 

I view this question from the standpoint of a Western man, with all 
the sentiment, feeling, interest, bias, and prejudice the term implies. 
The State which honors me as one of its Representatives is situated 
in the interior, away from the commerce and business of the seaboard, 

tly distant from commercial centers or large aggregations of popu- 
tion, and its development is, as yet, very limited. Whatever it has 
in the way of development is almost entirely agricultural and mineral. 
Its manufacturing enterprises, though steadily increasing, are in their 
infancy. Nevertheless, I am firmly convinced that the true interestof 
the people now there, as well as of those to come after, lies in the en- 
forcement of this great American principle of local self-support and this 
vernmental policy of affording, as far as is possible, protection tothe 
ncreasing industries of the country by, if necessary, the exclusion of 
foreign products, 

Our laborers want the highest rate of wages it 1s possible to obtain; 
our farmers need and desire a market for their produce without being 
compelled to endure the expense of long lines of transportation or to 
come in competition with the producers in foreign countries, where the 
fertility of the soil and the salubrity of the climate and the great 
massing of unenlightened laborers enable them to produce like prod- 
ucts at prices which no American farmer can abide and live by. Our 
farmer needs and wants a home market as near his door as it is possi- 
ble under any policy to obtain. 

The cost of transportation upon the heavy products of the farm for 
any considerable distance saps the life-blood from the business. Every 
farmer’s experience teaches him that when he can sell his crops to home 
consumers in his immediate neighborhood he obtains a fairly remu- 
nerative price, but when he transports them for a considerable distance 
the carrier and the middleman take the kernel and leave him the husk. 

Hence we find among them encouragement given to the demand that 
the Government take possession of all the lines of transportation and 
operate them at actual cost. This very thing may become necessary 
if we are compelled to depend upon distant markets, 

If in every State in this Union and in every district of such State 
manulactories existed employing a sufficient number of persons who 
were consumers and not producers of farm products, the question of 
transportation would be solved, the farmer would find his market at 
home, and his reasonable hopes for a fair remuneration for his labor and 
anxiety would be fulfilled. 

His interest does not lie in exchanging the results of his own labor 
for articles created by the labor of others so far away from him that 
the expense of transportation exhausts all and more than all the profits 
upon his own productions. 

A 3 of industries necessarily promotes the welfare of any com- 
munity. 

We hear not only in this Chamber, but elsewhere of the alleged wrongs 
and ou committed upon the poor farmer by this protective duty, 
which is cterized, echoed, and re-echoed as a robber tariff.“ 

What a magnificent display of true friendship to the farmer would 


it be to turn out, discharge from all the factories and incidental em- 
ployments the hundreds of thousands of operatives in the United States 
whose mouths are to be fed and whose ies are to be clothed with 
raiment, but who produce neither a grain of food nor a fiber of wool 
or flax; who are, so far as the farmers are concerned, wholly consum- 
ers, and not producers, and cause them to seek employment and liveli- 
hood by becoming producers of farm products, 

With a policy which would break down, stifle, or greatly impede 
the business of manufacturing in the United States, where else would 
this great multitude find refuge and subsistence otherwise than by be- 
coming farmers? 

Already in many portions of the country it is found that overproduc- 
tion—that is, producing more than can be consumed within a radius 
admitting transportation—is the main cause of the depression in prices 
of farm products and the natural consequent discontent and distress. 

I may be said, using a Western expression, to be a tenderfoot in pol- 
ities, but I have learned for the first time in this Chamber that the pol- 
icy which has been advocated upon the other side of it was in the inter- 
est of the farmer. 

Mr. DANIEL. If it will not interrupt the Senator, would he allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MOODY. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. Can the Senator explain how it was that 150,000,000 
or more bushels of wheat could be pe at a profit ten years 
ago to England and only a third of it will admit of a profit now? 

Mr. MOODY. Certainly; I think I can to my own satisfaction; I 
do not know that I can to anybody else’s. The great enterprise and 
push and energy displayed by the English people, driven to it and en- 
couraged toit by the fact that they have been permitted to manufacture 
there our products that we have used and thus become rich, have stim- 
ulated their colonies into the raising of additional amounts of wheat, 
and, with a degraded and besotted class of people who are assembled 
in such masses that it takes but a few cents a day or a month to pay 
them, they have raised the products and sent them to England, snd in 
the English market they have superseded our farmer’s products and sold 
for less than we could afford to sell because of the distance and the cost 
of transportation, and that is the reason of it, and the only reason, in 
my judgment. 

If we had the same benefit and advantage which the English had for 
these past ten years and had been manufacturing these articles which 
they manufactured and had accumulated wealth which they have ac- 
cumulated, they would not have pushed their colonies to this vigor, 
this industry, which they did, and we would have had a home market 
where we would have supplied them with the farmer’s product, and 
the price of wheat instead of being depressed would have been raised. 
If you give in any county in my State ten thousand men engaged in 
the manufacturing business, and not in producing farm products, you 
will furnish to the farmers of that county a market for supplying those 
ten thousand people, and if they are able to earn remunerative wa, 
by working in the factories they will be able to pay remunerative 
prices to the farmers for their products. It is true, however, notwith- 
standing the depression in prices every where—and it seems to me that 
this can not be successfully denied farm products are far above in mar- 
ket value what they were before the present era of manufacturing pros- 
perity was inaugurated. 

Let us go back, if you please, to the year 1860, before the breaking 
out of the war, before the stimulation of the market which that event 
caused. Jn the State of Indiana, that great State, that State which has 
placed its history indelibly upon the world’s page of grand events—in 
that State to my own personal knowledge farmers were burning corn 
when they could buy coal or get fuel by going to the timber for it. 
I have heard in those early days farmers remark that they took a wagon 
load of corn to market and could bring home the proceeds in a goose- 
quill, 

Away out on the Western prairies, where it is a long distance to 
transport these heavy products, either corn or coal, to or from the rail- 
road station, it is not a wonderful thing when corn is cheap that oc- 
casionally a farmer shall for ashort time burn corn. That is heralded 
as an evidence of the poverty and distress under which he is laboring 
and of the operation of this robber tariff; but if he was in the con- 
dition of the farmers in other portions of this country he would not 
have the corn to burn. So long as he has got corn to burn he certainly 
is above starvation, and that can not be said of persons in some other 
employments. 

No, Mr. President, the farmer on the Western prairie, though he may 
not have at the time a remunerative market for what he raises, remem- 
bers that prices are elevated and they are depressed. He knows that 
if he can not sell to-day he may be able to sell to-morrow, and to offset 
that fling at those men, and if I can refute the inference which is to 
be drawn from such an assertion, I want to point Senators to the fact 
that in that very country now corn brings 45 cents a bushel, 

Now, Mr. President, the position I take is this: If more people were 
engaged in manufacturing and mining, and thus the consumption was 
enhanced, who could doubt that the business of farming would be 
more Lt gecko , 

The culty is we pay too much to the foreign manufacturer whose 
* 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


* 


operatives we can not reach with our produce. If the millions which 
are expended annually for the products of the fo loom and work- 
shop were expended in our own country to pay them esand laborers 
who would be necessarily engaged in like production here, there would 
be no complaint of depression in the business of farming nor in the 
prices of labor. 

What this country needs above all processes for its prosperity is the 
employment of all our people who are now idle, and an equalization of 
the different kinds of employment, n 

In other words, we who live in the West, now principally devoted 
to the tilling of the soil, need the location of manufacturing establish- 
ments in our midst, that our wheat, our flax, our wool, and the vari- 
ous commodities, products of the farm, may be manufactured where 
they are produced, and the transportation of our products and of the 
manufactured article and of the provisions to feed the operatives may 
be saved. 

It is stated to us that the New England manufacturers have become 
rich by the business in which they are engaged; that they have been 
built up, supported, protected by this American policy which the great 
Republican party has adhered tosostrenuously. If New England has 
become rich by such processes what is to hinder the Great West from 
accumulating like wealth under like circumstances? Is there any 
dearth of coal or other fuel or natural gas? Is there any dearth of iron 
out of which to make all the manufactured articles of iron and steel? 
Isit not there you find the copper? What is there to hinder that Great 
West from becoming one of the richest manufacturing portions of this 
entire globe? Nothing, because besides having the material out of 
which to make these manufactured articles we have there the best op- 
portunity to produce that which will feed the operatives who are do- 
ing the labor. 

My own State produces flax in large quantities. Both the seed and 
the fiber are articles to be manufactured. Because of the absence of 
manufacturing establishments within reasonable proximity to the pro- 
ducer the fiber is a waste. Encow by a market for the seed only, 
our State has raised nearly one-third of all the flax grown in the United 
States. The fiber will not bear transportation and compete with that 
delivered upon the Atlantic seaboard from foreign countries. 

If a market existed at home for the fiber, which would be furnished 
by manufacturing establishments, the whole cost of producing and 
marketing this cereal would be covered by the amount realized for the 
fiber, saving as a net profit to the farmer the value of the seed. 

Our State raises a large amount of wool, but, notwithstanding the 
fecundity of the soil, the nutritive quality of the grasses, our farmers 
can not compete on even terms with the wool-growers of foreign lands 
where the climatic and other conditions enable them to put wool upon 
the market at almost trifling cost. 

Our farmers annually raise a surplus of millions of bushels of wheat. 
They can not compete with those countries where centuries of a policy 
of degrading labor enable the landed proprietor to employ workmen 
in the occupation of tilling the soil for less than the value of the food 
and shelter that is given the American farmer’s dog. 

With the water-power, the fuel and other favorable conditions which 
exist in my state, so great in its possibilities, what the farmer needs is 
not the privilege of shipping his grain, his hogs, his cattle, and other 
products to England and Europe to feed the men who would there 
make his suit of clothing a few cents cheaper than he pays the Ameri- 
can manufacturer and dealer; his true interest lies in bringing the 
laborer to his door, utilizing the powers of nature which surround 
him, so that the consumer and producer may live side by side, mem- 
bers of the same community, in peace and plenty, each contributing 
in his calling to the general welfare. 

Mr. President, betore entering upon another subject which has inti- 
mate relations to the particular specific paragraph which is under con- 
sideration, I want to say I am advised by a majority of the Com- 
mittee on Finance—and I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Rhode Island to this statement—that when the proper time ar- 
rives in the consideration of this metallic schedule, in other words, 
when we have reached the miscellaneous metals, the cemmittee will 
report an amendment providing that after the Ist day of January, 
1892, there shall be imposed and paid upon black oxide of tin, and 
upon bar, block, and pig tin a duty of 4cents a pound, and that a sub- 
sequent amendment will take those articles off the free-list on the Ist 
of January, 1892. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island if I am cor- 
rectly advised. 

Mr. ALDRICH. You are. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. President, there is no provision of the bill now 
under consideration more important, not only to the people of my own 
State, but as well to the people of a large part of the United States, 
than the provision imposing a duty upon the importation of metallic 
tin to take effect at such time in the future as will enable its produc- 
tion to be placed upon a sure and permanent foundation. 

I am as well aware as anybody can be what it means when the time 
for taking effect of the tariff duty of this character is postponed until a 
future day. I understand the same effect will be produced with ref- 
erence to tin-plate that will with reference to metallic tin. In other 
words, that the foreign producer will, with the utmost energy in his 


power, with all the men and means that he can command, manufact- 
ure, produce, and send into the United States in advance of that date 
all of the product that is posssible; and I know that our producer must 
wait until that surplus product is exhausted in the natural course of 
events in our country before his product can go upon the market at 
anything like a remunerative price. 

But we are attempting to build up these industries, so important, 
and if the men whoare engaged in business, who desire to have it pro- 
tected, are not willing to take their chances we can not help it, They 
say to us they are willing to take the chances and will go into the pro- 
duction of both these artisles, the metallic tin and the tin-plates, and 


be prepared when this time expires to produce a very considerable ` 


quantity if not the whole that is consumed in the United States, 

Again, it seems to me that it takes the gist out of the opposition to 
a duty of this character, upon the ground that we do not produce the 
article, when a future time is fixed in both these instances for the tak- 
ing effect of this duty. The American Congress is not to cease its op- 
eration; the American Government is not to be dissolved. No, the time 
has gone by when an effort will be made even to check its progress, 
much less to destroy it. If it can appear to the American Congress when 
these dates arrive, that proper foundations have not been laid for the 
production, there is no one who will join in the proposition to repeal 
the duty more quickly than I wili. It is upon the good faith of Con- 
gress they have rested, and it is upon their good faith that Congress will 
rest in imposing this duty. 

With reference to the subject or article of tin-plate, I have under- 
stood Senators to confound tin-plate with tin. Possibly in their oc- 
cupation, in the hurry of their business, in the occupied time that every 
Senator brings upon himself, they have not been able to study the sub- 
ject. 
Tin-plate, the ordinary, common tin-plate, of course, contains but 3 
per cent. tin, 3 pounds in 100 pounds. Neverthelessit is an important 
part of that plate, of course. 

In that portion of the States of South Dakota and Wyoming known 
as the Black Hills there have been discovered and developed within the 
last six years the most extensive and probably the richest quartz-tin 
mines thus far found upon the globe. 

Heretofore but little of this article of commerce and of general use 
has been produced in the United States, It has always been upon the 
free-list except so far as it was affected by the duty upon tinned plates, 

Tin-bearing ore is there found in three districts. The northernmost 
district extends across the boundary line between South Dakota and 
Wyoming, and is known as the Nigger Hill mining district. There have 
been something like two hundred and fifty tin-mining claims located 
in that district, a number of which have been patented. 

Tue ore is very rich in places in tin, and the gulches contain a large 
amount of stream or placer tin, which has been successfully worked 
for a number of years, and many tons have been put upon the market. 
No extensive operations are yet in progress in that district, though 
companies have been organized, and are, as I am informed, ready to 
commence the necessary improvements as soon as it can be demonstrated 
they are not to be crushed out by foreign competition. 

The middle district is known as the Harney Peak district, and the 
claims there are owned principally by what is known as the Harney 
Peak Tin Mining, Milling, an | Manufacturing Company. This com- 
pany hasa capital of $15,000,000 and isin the ownership and possession 
of upwards of five hundred mining claims, some of which are patented 
and others are in process of being patented. Many tin-mining claims 
still remain in the ownership of the discoverer and prospector. 

I will state for the benefit of those who have not given matters of 
this character attention that under the law of Congress, as supple- 
mented by the local rules and regulations under the authority of Con- 
gress, a mining claim in South Dakota at its maximum area is 1,500 
feet in length and 300 feet in width, containing between 10 and 11 
acres; that to secure a patent evidence is required to be produced to 
the satisfaction of the Land Department that at least $500 in value of 
labor and improvements have been made upon the claim by the lo- 
cator or his assignee, and to maintain and hold possession of a mining 
claim not patented, $100 worth of work, labor, or improvements must 
be expended annually upon the claim in its development. 

This company is expending, therefore, something over $50,000 per 
annum for ordinary representation, or assessment work, as it is called, 
and, besides, it is developing a large number of mines and taking ore 
therefrom. It has a small mill, with a capacity of 100 tons per day, 
which, however, is to be superseded by a plant now projected of 1,000 
tons per day. 

Many of its mines have upon them very extensive development work, 
penetrating the ground to the depth of several hundred feet. On the 
lst of last February the shafts and winzes sunk on these properties 


thus being developed amounted to 1,864 feet, and the tunnels, levels, 


and drifts ran amounted to 5,225 feet. 

Many thousandsof tons of ore are upon the dumps. A railroad, being 
a part of the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy system, is in process of 
construction for a distance of nearly 70 miles from the main line, which 
extends into South Dakota and Wyoming, to Hill City, the headquar- 
ters of this company. I will not detain the Senate by readinga detailed 
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statement of the amount of development work done upon these prop- 
erties, but with the leave of the Senate will append it to my remarks. 

I will read over some of the claims, The Etta claim has two shafts 
of 117 and 85 feet depth each; the tunnel at 164 feet below the surface 


1 382 feet long. 


This is the condition given last February, and upon all these mines 

these development works have been p ing with accelerated rapidity 
upon the belief that Congress would afford them the necessary protec- 
tion for the production of this valuable product. There are the Sarah, 
the Coates, the Cowboy, the Excelsior, the Campaign group, the Ohio, 
the Gertie, the Colossal group, the Telegraph group, the Mohawk, the 
February No. 1, No. 2, No. 3, No. 4, No. 9, No. 11, and No. 16; the 
Addie, the Mewonitoc, the Custer, the Great Eastern, and the Czar group, 
and soon. These mines. amounting to some thirty- odd, are beingactually 
developed, actually worked for the ore that is in them in order to pre- 
pare for the mill which is projected, which is for reducing 1, 000 tons of 
ore day. 
Mr. BULLER. If it would not disturb the Senator, I should like 
to ask for information how these ores are reduced. Are they reduced 
in anything like the same manner as gold orsilver? If it would not 
disturb the Senator’s line of argument, I should be very glad to have 
him give me the information. 

Mr. MOODY. Ifthe Senator desires it, I will give him information 
on the subject. Of course gold ores are of two general classes, one that 
is called ‘‘ free-milling’’ and the other called reſractory. The free- 
milling ores are reduced by mere mechanism and the effectof quick- 
silver by amalgamation. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam speaking of tin ore. 


Mx. MOODY. The tin ores of this district, differing from the tin 


ores of Wales, are free-milling ores, and therefore the process is some- 
what similar to the milling of free gold ores. The metallic tin, cas- 
siterites, of which Senators can see a hundred or more pounds in the 
Finance Committee room which came from this company’s properties, 
after separation, is smelted. The ore is taken from the mine and sent 
to a crusher and ground up by rolls, not stamps, as gold ores are, but 
rolls, because the mica forms a cushion and stamps do not operate. 

After it is ground fine it is sent into what is termed a “‘jigger,’’ and 
the process there is to drive off everything except the metallic tin, the 
enssiterites or granulated tin. Everything else is carried off into the 
tailings, and the granulated tin goes to the place of deposit in the ma- 
chine. Then, after being subjected to two or three processes of that 
character, it is taken to the smelter and smelted. The smelting re- 
quires certain appliances that I am not acquainted with. 

Mr. FRYE. Lam glad the Senator has explained that, because from 
a speech which was made a short time ago on the other side of the 
Chamber I was rather led to conclude that they mined tin-plate. 

Mr. MOODY. The amount of money expended by this company 
already in the purchase of claims from the locators, in the erection of 
buildings, mills, hoisting-works, and improvements of the mines, 
amounts to nearly or quite $2,000,000. In the development of these 
properties it has been ascertained that the ore is quite unusually rich, 
compared with the production elsewhere. Some of the mines carry an 
average of 5 per cent. metallic tin. 

I call the attention of the Senate to the statement made before the 
Committee on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Samuel Untermyer, the president of the company, found on page 1187 
of that committee’s report and extending to page 1196, extracts from 
which I will read. I can not take the time to read it all, but will ask 
that it be printed as a part of my remarks. 

Mr. President, I will hasten along as rapidly as possible. 

Tt is necessary to a proper understanding of this subject to have before usa 
statement of the sources of the tin supply of the world. They are as follows: 


Tin production of the world. 
[Stated in tons.] 


Of this total supply of the world, in each of the years named, about 60 per cent, 
was produced by Chinese and Malay labor, as follows: 


Produced by Chinese and Malay labor, * 


[In tons. ] 
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tender ty ol ght pie a iad English mines has fairly held its own, that of 
The amount of bar-tin annually imported into the United States he 


gives as about 14,000 tons. These statistics from 36 
ment that I have here, as published, show that up to the 30th of June, 


1890, for the previous year, there had been, in round numbers, 17,000 
tons of metallic tin imported into the United States. 

Mr. FRYE. Imported as metallic tin? 

Mr. MOODY. As metallie tin. That is entirely exclusive of the tin 
which is upon the tin-plates. He gives the amountimported that year 
oat of 14,000 to be 11,951 tons received at the portof New York alone. 
This was chiefly Straits tin. The Straits tin is the kind chiefly used 
in plating tin-plate because of its superior quality. 

Mr. President, I want to say here in answer to the broad, the wide, 
and I wish to be thoroughly respectful, but I must designate it as 
wild statement made here that there is no tin-plating done in this 
country. A large amount of tin-plating is already being done because 
our people can do it better than they do in Wales, in Swansea; where 
the very best and heaviest quality of tin-plate is needed, itis made 
here largely. This tinning is done on the plates made by our people. 
If Senators will take the pains to examine the testimony given by 
those men who are using tin-plates they will find that it frequently oc- 
curs that tin-plates which are imported into this country are found to 
be upon actual test absolutely valueless, especially for roofing, and 
there is no possibility of reaching the producer after that product has 
been sent here and distributed to the consumer and found worthless, 
whereas if that article was manufactured in our own country it neces- 
sarily, if it was alleged to be a first-class article, would be stam 
with the name of the company producing it, and then every pound of 
tin-plate, every sheet of tin-plate that was found to be defective could 
be returned to the manufacturer, and the consumer would not be com- 
pelled to lose on account of the cheating. 

Mr. President, I have said that with me this is a question of the em- 
ployment of labor. I do not care how much or how little profit this 
or any other company may make upon a fairly conducted business. 
What I want is that the laborer shall have his wages and that he shall 
be able to purchase the products of my other constituents, the farmers. 

In the Straits Settlement, where we get nearly all our tin, where 
nearly all that there is upon the tin-plates that are imported is pro- 
duced, the tin mines are worked by cooly laborers, whose wages are 
not to exceed from 8 to 15 cents per day. Lookat the picture of them 
Ihave here. They need no clothing; at least the garment which they 
wear is of the simplest possible description. The cost of their suste- 
nance amounts to almost nothing. Those mines are of such a character 
that the most ignorant, the poorest, the most unenlightened laborer 
can be there employed, because largely it is buta question of using the 
shovel and the pick. No science is required and no skilled labor is 
necessary except in those who direct the operations. 

But take it in South Dakota, and what is the fact? In the gold mines 
of that region there is no one asked to serve for less than $3.50a day 
under ground or $3 on the surface. That is the common price of labor, 
That is what these men who are engaged in this enterprise are paying 
daily. They have now some six or seven hundred men at work under 
them. The poorest laborer is paid $2.50 per day. As I say, the sur- 
face miner is paid $3, the underground miner $3.50, and the mechanic 
from $3.50 to $8 per day. 

Mr. President, I do not want to see those men, as intelligent, as 
patriotic, many of them as well educated as any men who operate the 
mills in England—I do not want to see them there turned out of em- 
ployment, refused employment, nor do I want to see their wages 

rought down to that economic limit that will compel them to exist 
in poverty, in distress, and in degradation, They are a happy people. 
They support with great liberality schools and churches. They have 
their families there with them. There is no community anywhere on 
the face of the globe that excels them in everything which constitutes 
good, patriotic citizens of the United States, and it is because of the 
high plane on which they exist, in my judgment, that they are the 
better citizens. 

My theory is, and I believe it to be the correct one, if you pay a 
laborer but 25 or 50 cents a day and outof it he can live he is not half 
the man that he is if you pay him $3 or $3.50 aday and he takes it all 
to live upon, He feels better, he is a pronder man, he is a more liberal 
man, he supports the institutions about him for his welfare with more 
liberality and less begrudgingly. I say that it is because I want to 
maintain the condition of affairs not only there, but elsewhere, that I 
am in favor not of building up a foreign market, not of pandering to a 
foreign policy, not of turning my fellow-citizens over to the British 
policy of wages. No, Iam in favor of the American policy, well il- 
lustrated in this very instance. 

Now, in the Straits Settlements the population in 1889 was 387,234, 
nearly all of whom were engaged in tin mining. This population is 
composed of 3,497 Europeans, 170,163 Malays, 173,279 Chinese, and 
40,295 natives of India. ' 


So that less than 4,000 Europeans direct this army of nearly 400,000 coolies and 
others, the cheapest laborers in the world, whose product enters the United 
States free of duty; so that, while the immigration of Chinese laborers into the 
United States has been prohibited, American labor will, in the absence of the 
duty now asked for, be compelled to compete with a class of labor little better 
pert mae at . agea es Se 
Dakota, which requires large outlays for living as compared cheap and 
prenn way in which the inhabitants of the Straits Settlem ents are enabled 


So far as the tin mines of Wales are concerned, if these people had 
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only to compete with that source of supply, furnishing last year only 
9,300 tons of metallic tin to the world, this industry in South Dakota 
would ask no odds of Congress or otherwise. They have penetrated so 


far beneath the sea, although their wages are trifling compared to the 
wages in this conntry, the grade of their ores is so low and that of the 
Black Hills so high, we could suecessfully compete against that labor 
and against the product of those mines without any protection; but in 
the Straits Settlements the production is unlimited. Itisa mere ques- 
tion of how much they want to produce; and with wages there at 6d. 
a day or less, it is impossible to expect any company or any body of capi- 
talists to engage in that business in this country. 

There is a remarkable fact, and if Senators will take the pains to ex- 
amine the statistics they will discover it, that at no time does the En- 
glish syndicate which controls all the mines, but one in Bolivia, permit 
more than three months’ surplus to be mined and put upon the mar- 
ket at any time. In other words, having the control of it, they are 
able to estimate very closely the demand of the entire world for this 
product, and they so gange their production at each of the mines as 
that they will produce only three months’ supply in advance and have 
it on hand. 

Mr. President, I want to say right here it is claimed that this will 
be a tax upon the poor farmer and the laborer. I must beg with all 
possible diffidence to differ with such a proposition. The very effect 
of this competition is to reduce the price of these articles. The pro- 
moters are anticipating a reduction of the price and building upon it. 
These English gentlemen are not going to give up this great market, 
which, remarkable as it is, takes three-quarters of all the production of 
tin-plate in the world. They will reduce the pricein order to meet this 
competition. They can, as I am informed, produce metallic tin and lay 
it in the pig down in New York City for 4 cents a pound. The present 
price and the ruling price for months, ora long while, has been 22 
cents in the market. These people anticipate a reduction to 10 or 12 
centsa pound. Instead of this being a tax, it will be a means of re- 
ducing to the American people this important metal to 50 per cent. of 
the present price. 

Mr. President, let this Congress go by and this ind not be put 
in condition for protection and we are at the mercy of the English 

roducers. Those people who are seeking to establish a tin-plate 

dustry are also at their mercy. The English producers can tie up 
every pound of tin that is produced and they can put it upon the 
market at any rate they see fit, for there is practically and absolutely 
no competition. It has been, as Senators are aware, over 40 cents a 
pound. When danger approached, some years ago, of the development 
oftin mines inthe West, it was put down until it was 14 centsa pound. 
No reason on earth existed in the market forit. The discrepancy 
between the prices was merely arbitrary, governed by the fiat of the 
producers, 

I desire to read just a paragraph or two from the report of the British 
consul at Chicago upon this subject. He says, writing in 1887: 

The discovery of tin inthe Black Hills must be 8 as of the highest 
Importance, and there is now little doubt that the are of enormous ex- 
tent and value. 

Then he describes the group. He says: 

Tin was first discovered here in 1883, but the miners were only in search of 
the precious metal and little attention was paid to it. 

Some of the mines are now commencing regular operations, sinking shafts 
and erecting machinery, and before long there will probably be a regular sup- 
ply of metal. 

I may say with reference to numbers of these mines they have ex- 
tensive works upon them, costing thousands of dollars, steam hoisting 
works, and they are building tramways to the extent of 30 miles, sid- 
ings to lead to their mills, tending to concentrate the ores of all these 
mines at that point, where the intention is to reduce 2,000 tons per day 
in the two mills. Of course it is a close business; it is a business that 
demands much labor; the profits are necessarily small, 

I am reminded of what I have heard asserted, that the duty should 
not be put upon this material, because it is the raw material, it is 
said, andan attempt is being made to build up the tin-plate manufact- 

industry. 

Mr. President, at the peril of repeating what I have heard much bet- 
ter stated in this Chamber by other Senators, there is no raw material 
except the round earth. Whenever a blow is struck, whenever a pick 
is set into the ore, either containing the precious or the useful metals, 
it ceases in that degree to be raw material, and as applied to this use- 
ful metal, in my judgment (and I think I am not mistaken about it; 
my judgment is based upon information obtained from those engaged 
in both these classes of business), there is more manual labor involved 
in the production of pig-tin ready for the use of the tin-plate manufact- 
urers than there is in the tin-plate after it is manufactured, because of 
the peculiarity of the product. It requires a vast deal of handling by 


In the mines of Cornwall they employ men, women, and children to 
dress their ores, as it is called; that is, to select piece by piece the ores 
as they come from the mines, A portion of the ores are saved and an- 
other portion of them are thrown over the dump; this is what is called 
dressing the ores, Those people in South Dakota hope that nothing 
of that kind will be required here; because of the volume which they 


E think they can use the entire product. I 
not, 

Now, Mr. President, as I perhaps have said before, I have not one 
quarter cent’s interest, directly or indirectly, in this product or this 
business beyond that of a citizen of the State of South Dakota and of 
the United States, and I have no friends, I have nobody that I am 
bound to serye in anything who is interested directly or indirectly ex- 
cept as citizens of the State, save possibly some prospectors or some dis- 
coverers who are my constituents who still hold their claims and have 
not yet sold them. In a mining country, and especially in one of that 
character, many men are employed or employ themselves in ting 
the country for claims, and often they are men of great intelligence, of 
splendid education, college graduates. They exist week in and week 
out, year in and year ont, in the lonely cafions of the mountains, 
ing, expecting, following a lead, working a prospect, hunting a 
covery, until at last their hopes are fulfilled by finding something that, 
in their language, will pay.” e 

But the poor prospector, having spent many years of his hard but 
happy life in an endeavor to find and discover and prospect his claim, 
finds that he is unable to utilize it; it is no more to him in value than 
the rock upon the mountain side; in fact it will not bring him intrin- 
sically a single grub stake; but along comes a company or a capi- 
talist who proposes to engage in the enterprise of reducing the metals 
that are in that mine and they pay him thousands of dollars for this 
discovery. He becomes at once a wealthy man, happily escaped from 
ons poverty to which the majority of our people unfortunately are 

oomed. 

I have here a letter from Mr. Henry C. Wicker, who was formerly 
the general traffic manager for the Chicago and Northwestern Railway 
Company, at Chicago. Many members of the Senate are personally 
acquainted with him and know his thorough business qualifications, 
his high integrity, and his undoubted reliability. He gives in hislet- 
ter a statement of the properties there and their development and 
poa for the protection which this committee proposes to give. The 

etter is as follows: 
Hre Orry, S. DAK., May 23, 1890. 

My Deak Sim; Your favor of May 5 and your telegrams of the 19th duly re- 
ceived and the latter answered by wire. 

As to my offering some statements of the output that is to be made by us, this 
is somewhat difficult to do, owing to the peculiar character of the mineral and 
the methods adopted by us for conducting the work upon the properties, We 
have for the last four years spending very large amounts for opening up 
these properties, for the purpose of determining whether or not our claims 
were true fissure veins, besides spending very large sums of money for tin prop- 
erties upon which only assessment work, at most, had been done by the pros- 


pectors. 

Practical development work, preliminary to deep mining, was only com- 
menced by the company about nine months since and has now p: so 
far that the agents of the Chi Burlington and Quincy Railroad 7 
after a careful examination and investigation, have decided to build a line of 
railroad from their crossing of the Cheyenne River in Dakota to Hill City, the 
center of the tin deposits, instead of occupying a survey made by them through 
the Hills west of this point. 

The details of the progress made on some of the mines where practical min- 
ing is being carried on are as follows: 

The Coats mine is provided with steam hoisting, pumping, and compressed- 
air machinery for working a depth of 500 feet or more, and the main shaft is 
down 150 feet, from which levels have been run, right and left, some 300 feet, 
From the line of this shaft and of these levels some 3,000 tons of ore have been 
5 on the Somy; besides exposing and opening up for stoping upwards of 


4,000 tons of excellent milling tin rock. 

On the Cow Boy mine steam hoisting and pumping works have been placed, 
capable of paleana Sorte feet indepth. Themain shaft bas been sunk toa depth 
of 148 feet, from which nearly 600 feet of drifts and levels have been run, d- 
ing about 2,000 tons of very high-grade rock, also opening up large 
ore ready for stoping. 

The Excelsior mine is also supplied with steam hoisting and pumping works, 
eapable of working 500 feet depth. A shaft has been put down on this mine 
145 feet to the second level, which has furnished a large amount of high-grade 


ore, 

A shaft has been sunk on the Addie mine 120 feet, which has proved it to be 
a mine of extraordinary powerand richness, the ore-body being 10 feetin width 
between well defined slate walls, This mine will yield, without assorting, 55 

nds of black oxide of tin tothe ton of rock. An extensive hoisting, pum: 

ng, and compressing plant has been purchased and is now on the way for 
mine, capable of working it to the depth of 1,000 feet. 

At the Gertie mine an adit has been run on the line of the lode 450 feet, show- 
ing a large body of rich ore between well defined walls the entire distance. A 
full complement of machinery has been ordered for this mine. : 

On what is known as the great Tin Reef group of mines, which shows for the 
distance of over 10,000 feet large masses of tin rock varying in height from 10 
to 40 feet above the surface and from 15 to 25 feet in width, is about to be com- 
menced a large working shaft, sby 12 feet, with steam hoisting 8 
machinery and power drills tosink and work this property to a great depth, say 
from 1,200 to 1,500 feet. 

On what is known as the Darwin groupof mines, tunnels are now under way 
which, when completed, will be respectively 700 and 1,000 feet in len tap- 
ping several veins of ore in their course. The 700-foot tunnel bas now 
run over 500 feet and has cut a well defined fissure veinat a depth of 150 feet. 
below the surface, The 1,200-foot tunnel has been run 400 feet at a still greater 
de of 100 feet below the surface. 

e have ran tunnels on other properties, yarying from 300 to 500 feet. We 
are constantly projecting other works in the shape of tunnels and shafts at dif- 
ferent points on the company’s property, which extends in a semicircle for 30 
miles around Harney Peak, 

It seems most extraordinary and illogical that this commercial under- 
taking should not-have prompt and cordial n from our legislators, 
if from no other feeling than national pride. 

For over one hundred years the United States have been dependent u 
foreign countries for the supply of sheet and bar tin, the consumption of 
has now reached enormons 1 The returns of the British board 
trade show that of the 500, tons of sheet-tin manufactured in Wales the 
United States for 1889 consumed 336,000 tons, Of the entire production of bar- 
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tin from all sour 
sumed about one-third, 
Straits 


about 50,000 tons, the United States for the same year con- 
Of this on 


most exclusively the product of Chinese labor, 

When we look at the protection given to every other metal, such as copper, 
iron, lead, zine, and all other metals produced in the United we are more 
than surprised that there should be any hesitation in affording a fair and just 
protection to the production of bar-tin and the manufacture of sheet-tin in this 
country. Bar-tin has an unusual claim for protection over all other metals from 
the fact that it is the only metal entering the United States which is the produc- 
tion of slave labor, the other metals all being produced by the ordinary labor 
De the 8 nations from which they come, none of them being the result of 

ave labor. * 

In proof of theaceuracy of my statements as to the consumption of tin in the 
United States, I herewith forward you copy of the report of the British board 


of trade for 1889, It will show youa nal and enormous increase, not only 
of tons, but of money, the value of this one item of sheet-tin for 1889 amounting 
to almost $24,000,000, 


Vely truly, yours, 
H. C, WICKER, General Manager. 
Hon, G. C. Mooy, 
United States 


Senate, Washington, D. C. 

I have here also a letter from Mr. O. W. Potter, who is, or was re- 
cently, at the head of a very important iron and steel concern in the 
city of Chicago, I am advised by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CUL- 
LOM] the largest concern in the country. Mr. Potter says that if this 

on is granted they intend to enter into the business of manu- 
facturing tin-plate, and who will doubt their ability to do it? 

In his letter he states that he has investigated this product as it 
exists in the Black Hills, and that it will be the basis and foundation 
for the organization of tin-plate-manufacturing establishments, be- 
cause at home we shall produce the tin and therefore not be at the 
mercy of the British producer. His letter is as follows: 

CHICAGO, March 13, 1890, 


Dear Sin: In regard to the situation as to the supply of tin ores and the 
ability to manufacture metallic tin from these ores, and tin-plate by use of the 
iron ores and metallic tin to be found in this country, I would say that I think 
our people have in themselyes considerably in this question the last 
year, and it is our judgment and belief that there is an almost unlimited sup- 
ply of tin ore in the Black Hills district, and practically the same kind of ores 
are to be found in great quantities in North Carolina, and in our opinion there 
seems to be nothing in the way of reducing these ores and producing enough 
metallic tin to mectall the requirements of this country, as well as all the world, 
if need be. 

So far as the manufacture of tin-plate is concerned, for all purposes, this coun- 
try requires nothing but a protective 2715 atthe hands of Congress until man- 
nd Som bering das get their industry established and in fair working condition, 
after which it is my belief that they will be able to take care of themselves; 
and the people need notsuffer by reason of what they may call taxation through 
tariff, the ful lacy of which, it seems to me, has been amply demonstrated this 
year in the price of Bessemer rails, which have sold at Chicago for about the 
same price they have been held at the different ports of shipment in England, 
the manufacturers in this country neither desiring nor caring to avail them- 
selves of the duties, having that pointin manufacture where the prices 
were sufticiently remunerative without resorting to the protection offered by 
the Government, 

This, however, is no mont Fes. gra roteclive duties, for the reason that 
with an abnormal condition of trade in Europe prices can be reduced to such 
a point as to be impracticable to meet the competition on this side of the water 
without a tariff, and it would seem the wisdom of the position on the part of 
our Government could not be made more plain than it has been in this ques- 
tion of steel rails, for if the people of this country had been compelled to have 
gone abroad for their rails it is a question if they could have been procured at 
all; and, if so, purchasers would have been entirely in the hands of foreign 


maker 
I canal reiterate that it is belief, if the Government will interest itself 
in itin the manufacture of the metallictin from tin ores in the North as 
well ag the South, and the manufacture of tin-plates through the medium oftin 
ores so produced, in connection with the steel and iron industries, that the de- 
velopment of this industry in both the North and South would be such that, 
within a very few years, its wisdom would not only be made plain to the Gov- 
ernment, but to the people who would be employed in worksso established. I 
would use special stress so far as this subje:t is concerned, upon the Southern 
people, who have every facility now in both the tin ores and iron ores tor the 
establishment of tin-plate manufacture, and with every element of success at 
their hands, if the Government will but interest itself until they can become 
thoroughly established, 

Very truly, yours, 

S. UNTERNYER, Esq., 
46 Wall Streel, New York. 

I understood the distinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] 

in his argument upon this subject to admit that this metal, tin, was 
uite common in the United States and was found in several States of 

the Union. I have a letter froma gentleman in North Carolina who 
asserts from his own personal examination and observation, from the 
work he bas done, that this metal exists there in paying quantities if 
this tariff is granted which, is asked for, and that the ores containing 
the metal extend over a district of country in that State many miles in 
extent, 

The letter is as follows: 


O. W. POTTER, Chairman. 


New York, March 13, 1890, 


DEAR Sin: Representing to a large extent that tin-bearing on of North 
Carolina in the counties of Cleveland and Gaston, and most of the work done 
there carried on under my direction or by myself, I fecl justified in calling your 
attention to the following facts: . 

The explorations by A. R. Le Doux, of New York, and myself since February, 
1888, have demonstrated conclusively the oceurence of tin ore in North Carolina 
in such quantities that, under favorable conditions, there can be no doubt of its 
commercial value to the ple ofthe United States. 

These tin ores are found to occur in s formation varying from 1 to 2 miles in 
width and extending 28 or more miles in length. One hundred veins are now 
known, found to course in different directions and groups. These veins 


vary in thickness from a foot up to led more than 50 fect, and some of the 
larger size have been traced for miles in ſength. As a rule the tin-mining o 

tions ot the world show that the average amount of tin obtained from each ton 
of vein material mined and treated is very small, probably not exceeding Ii per 


cent. 

In England they work ores in some of the Cornwall mines (see Chambers’ 
Encyclopædia) yielding not more than 10 pounds of cassiterite (oxide of tin, and 
the only ore of comme importance) per ton, which at present can not be 
su lly attempted anywhere in America, The reason of their success be- 
comes apparent when itis known that the tin-mining companies of Great Brit- 
nin own their own mines, mills, furnaces, the railroads which transport their 
freight, the stores where their miners trade, and then, with low anda 
contract system which this country has not yet reached, they are enabled by a 
vnst and powerful combination to produce remarkable results. 

Therefore, with a capital representing the accumulations of more than a cen- 
suy and in a country where the interest on money is much lower than in the 
United States, an infant industry here is called upon to face a power which in 
view of rivalry has the means to bring about temporarily, to say the least, dis- 
astrous results. 

The result of my observations in North Carolina has led me to conclude that 
the quantity of tin ore there giving an average yield of 1 per cent, metallic tin 
is practically inexhaustible, and better results may be expected. 

Arrangements are now progressing both in this country and Europe for work- 
ing these mines. The formation, besides various shafts ranging from 30 to 70 
feet in depth, has been proven by boring to be continuous at a depth of about 
300 feet below the surface. The tin region of North Carolina and that of the 
Black Hills, South Dakota, 1 know from personal observation to be identical 
in character, and the actual tin-bearing formation very nearly if not fully equal 
in extent, and there is not a mineral expert capable of distinguishing the ores, 

In requesting Congress therefore to establ a judicious duty on cassiterite, 
metallic tin, and tin-plate for a term of ten or fifteen ye I do not think that 
my position is against the interests of the people of the United States, for with 
an established production of tin in this country the supply of the world will be 
increased, and a benefit to the consumer beyond that which he now experiences 
will beeen fl follow. Besides, no duty on or taking the duty off of an article 
of commerce is no guaranty of cheaper goods or lower prices, Temporarily, 
in order to destroy an incipient industry, prices may be lowered, but Europeans 
have many times shown Americans that their power and ability to form com- 
binations for gain has no superior, and to expect commercial generosity from 


them is a visionary dream. 
Very respectfully, JOHN H. FURMAN 
King’s Mountain, N. C. 


In addition to the two districts that I have spoken of, there is still 
another district in South Dakota, known as the Custer City. district. 
There they are operating tin mines. A bundred-ton mill is there 
erected, and they have reduced many tons of ore. They have not the 
facility for smelting the granulated metal, but it is sent to Chicago for 
that purpose and sold. It is entirely out of the question for these im- 
portant interests to be successfully conducted in competition with the 
production of tin in the foreign lands, from which source the consump- 
tion in this country is now derived. 

I wish to state another fact stated by experts, that the tin produced 
in South Dakota is of superior quality even to the Straits tin, both for 
tinning plates and also for tin-foil. 

Mr. President, admitting for a moment that the duty proposed will 
be added to the cost of the tinware and tinned material that is used in 
this country, let us see how oppressively this robber tariff“ will 
operate and how the poor farmer will be oppressed until his lamenta- 
tions will cry to Heaven because of this tax upon metallic tin and he 
be compelled to pay it when he buys his tin-cup. I have taken some 
pains to ascertain from dealers about how much this man would be 
robbed, and I find, as I have said, that there is on the ordinary plates 
3 per cent. of metallic tin, 3 pounds to the hundred pounds, Of course 
some heavy tin goes above that, as high as 5 per cent., and others below 
it, and a great deal of the tin which is in this canning process 
that has been so graphically described is of a character not to contain 
more than 14 per cent. of tin, and it is mixed with other ingredients 
as poisonous as any mineral which a man can take into his stomach. 

But in tbe common tin, such as is used in tin cups and tin buckets 
and tin cans not used for canning goods, there is 3 per cent. of metallic 
tin. As I have said, the market price for tin in the city of New York 
is and bas been from 20 to 22 cents per pound. Take the medium, 21 
cents, and add 4 cents to it. I have denied that it can possibly be 
or will be a tax, but, supposing it is, add the 4 cents and it makes the 
pound of tin cost 25 cents. On 100 pounds of tin-plate there would 
be 75 cents’ worth of tin. One hundred pounds of tin-plates will 
make seven hundred tin cups such as have been described, or seven cups 
to the pound. Those tin cups are usually sold ata retail price of 5 
cents each. One cup will contain tin to the value of three-quarters of 
1 mill. That is the value of the tin thatis upon it at 25 cents a pound. 
The duty thereon would be less than one-sixth of three-quarters of a 
mill, or about one-eighth of a mill. 

If a poor farmer thus terrifically robbed, if a man who is going to 
join in an outbreak against this atrocious robbery should buy in the 
course of a year eight tin cups, if the duty is a tax upon it, he would 
pay in addition to the price which it now bears 1 mill. -There are 
not many of us who buy more than eight tin cups a year of that char- 
acter. I may remark that this is not an amount which should give 
him very grave apprehension of a reduction in his annual income or in 
his nent finances. The robber tarif” on this article, then, is 
not calculated to very greatly oppress him. 

Suppose this farmer or this poor man, so greatly to be wronged by 
the establishment of this new industry, should purchase a tin pail of 
the ordinary pattern, holding 3 gallons, and following out the supposi- 
tion that this tariff is to operate as a tax he would pay in addition to 
the present price on account of the tariff less than 5 mills, If he 
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should buy four tin pails per annum he would pay the enormous sum 
of 2 cents. If he contented himself with two tin buckets per annum, 
as most of us are obliged to do, he would be robbed of the sum of 1 


cent. 

Mr. President, if my constituents can have this business grown up 
in their midst it will employ by this one concern from 7,000 to 9,000 
people directly in the production of thismetal. Ifthose 7,000 or 9,000 

ple represent, as they will, from 35,000 to 45,000 inhabitants of the 
Btate whose welfare they are constantly upholding and to whose sup- 
port they are giving their labor, and if those 35,000 to 45,000 people 
ean be supplied by the farmers of our country, by the butchers, by the 
men who raise cattle, by the men who raise sheep, by the men who 
raise corn and wheat, by the men who raise e of all kinds, by 
the men who produce the milk and the butter, I say that our people 
will be glad to be robbed by this robber tariff“ in order to furnish a 
rtion of their supplies, and I apprehend that the adjoining States of 
North Dakota, Wyoming, and Nebraska, upon whose border this busi- 
ness is situated, will be exceedingly glad to share in a part of this rob- 
bery. 

No, Mr. President, the fallacy is so thoroughly apparent it is not 
necessary to dwell upon it. If our country can produce the whole 
amount, saying the amount is equal to that imported last year, 17,000 
tons of metallic tin, at 22 cents a pound, $440 per ton, the income of 
our people dug out of the ground, all in labor, would be increased 
$7,480,000. In addition to that this encouragement will build up the 
industry elsewhere in this country, in North Carolina if the metal ex- 
ists there in paying quantities, in Colorado or California, wherever it 
may exist. If it exists nowhere else, South Dakota will furnish it, and 
the adjoining State of Wyoming, into whose lines a part of this prop- 
erty extends. 

If we produce that upon the tin-plates, then we have an annual in- 
come, as shown by the importations last year, of an additional sum of 
$4,500,000, which, if it brings 22 cents at the place of reduction, is 
practically all labor, because the labor is included in the production 
of the machinery, in the laying of the tracks and tramways, in the 
building of the roads, in the building of the buildings, in making the 
lumber necessary. Everything that contributes to the production of 
this metal is labor. Why, then, should we neglect the opportunity of 
engaging our people in this grand enterprise? 

1 to say that I have no desire to so conduct my official duties 
as to interfere in any degree with the prosperity of the manufacturing 
establishments of any other portion of our country. In the States of 
South Dakota and Wyoming there is not only the tin, but there is the 
iron out of which to construct the iron and the steel plates. There is 
the coal ont of which coke can be made for the fuel to do the work, 
and, in addition, surrounding that country is a region of fertility where 
the farmer is always blessed with crops, where the rainfall always is 
sufficient, where the climate is modified by nature to correspond with 
his wants. 

In that community, within a radius of a few miles, there can be suc- 
cessfully established the very manufactories that have been discussed 
under this bill. I will say that, so far as I am concerned, whatever I 
can do as a member of the National Congress to create manufactories 
therein or to move, if you please, the manufacturing industries of the 
country to the West, I shall do, because I believe in a distribution of 
them. I believe in a home market, and producing this product man- 
ufactured necessarily constitutes a home market. 

One word more, Mr. President. I said I denied that this was a tax 
upon the consumer. Ifa tariff duty is a tax upon the consumer, why 
is not the consumer here to object to it? Why is it thatamongall the 
influences brought to bear upon Senators and the representatives of the 
Senate (the members of the committee) those influences come from 
the foreign manufacturer and the importer, his agent? It is because 
it ig well understood, as the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] 
has declared, that it is not the consumer who pays the duty, where the 
like product is produced in our own country and very seldom where it 
is not produced, 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator will probably remember that there 
were a large number of protests against the rate provided in this bill 
from the owners of the canning factories of this country, the people 
who use tin. 

Mr. MOODY. Certainly, not from the men who buy the contents 
of the tin cans, The tin-canner is like the tin-plate- maker. The tin- 
canner wants the tin-plate to be regarded as raw material. The tin- 
plate-maker wants the metallic tin to be regarded as raw material. 

Now, Mr. President, I have said that neither is raw material. The 
raw material is as reasonably the pan in which the old lady sets her 
milk to raise her cream. The tin-pan is the raw material in that 
case or probably the milk, or the cow. 

Mr. BUTLER, Yes. 

Mr. MOODY. The ultimate productis the manufactured product in 
the estimation of him who manufactures it. 

Now, with reference to the canning process. Mr. President, as I 
have shown, the tax upon the cans would not amount to more than I 
have stated upon the tin-cup, because, as a rule, I am advised that the 
tin in those cans is of an inferior quality, less of tin thereon than in the 
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ordinary tin cup; and I have shown that all the tax would amount to 
would be one-eighth of a mill, taking the tin thereon to cost three- 
fourths of a mill, which is probably more than the cost. That is as- 
suming that the consumer pays the duty as a tax, which I deny. 

I have said, why is it, if the importer or the foreign manufacturer 
does not himself pay this duty that he is here complaining? If the 
consumer paid the taxes what would he care how much duty was put 
upon any article ? 

Look at this tin-cup business, because that has been paraded before 
us on several occasions, and the most lamentable pictures have been 
painted of the misery of the poor farmer and laborer who have to use ` 
the tin-cup. There are some in this country who need not worry about 
that, because they still use the old-fashioned gourd, and like it better 
than they do the tin-cup. There is no oppression there, then. But 
take the tin-cup. The consumer, I understand, pays about 5 cents the 
United States over for a cup which costs 1 and 1} cents; so that the 
manufacturer could pay the one-eighth of a mill without oppression. 

1 have dwelt somewhat at length upon this subject. It is one of 
great interest to our people, as I have said. I want to see this enter- “ 
prise, of manufacturing this product in this country, added to other 
enterprises in that mineral region. 1 want to see this flax fiber used 
where it is raised. I want to see the wool of our State manutactured 
into clothes and other articles. Itcan be done if the principle of the 
American policy of protection is properly carried out, not with that 
selfishness 8 sometimes governs even great legislators, but look- 
ing with an eye single to the welfare of the whole country, East and 
West, North and South. Manufactories can be built up in the great 
West as well as in the East, and the consumer and the producer can 
be brought face to face, side by side, one at work at his loom or his 
bench, another at work upon his farm, and both prospering. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] read us 
some letters, and very pleasant and earnest ones, from his constituents 
upon this subject, protesting against the duty upon tin-plate. I sup- 
pose there was no apprehension that there would be proposed any duty 
upon metallic tin. Why? I understand that many citizens of the great 
State of Virginia are engaged in a business which requires cans for can- 
ning fish or some other article, and it is necessarily every where a spirit 
of selfishness that governs people. I can not blame any one for it. 

Now I want to read, Mr. President, a communication from some of 
my constituents, received by tel ph on the 10th day of June, 1890, 
dated at Rapid City, 8. Dak. ese people who signed this dispatch 
are representative people of South Dakota. They are not concerned 
in the ownership or manipulation ofany of these tin interests, but they 
are prominent citizens of the county in which a portion of these oper- 
ations are going on. The telegram is directed tome and state: 


Rar Crry, S. DAK., June 10, 1890. 

Weare 3 inſormed that the new tariff bill relative to the import duty 
on bar and ‘ity’ n is now before the proper committee of the Senate. Wehope 
that yos will have no serious difficulty in procuring the necessary provisions 
relating to the product for the protection of American labor as against the prod- 
uct of the Euro n and Chinese slave labor, which are now producing more 
than one-half of the bar-tin of the world, being an amount more than equal to 
the consumption of this article in the United States. Wedeem it important that 
you should spare no effort to bring about the proper result. Failure will have 
avery wy vary, Fog saon the laboring e particularly in this portion 
of your State. The justice of this measure should insure it a full and fps 5 
support and co-operation from all those who favor a just protection to 


can labor. 
HENRY E. BAILEY, 
President pani City Board of Trade. 
RICHARD ©. LAKE, 
7 First National 


Hon. G. C, Moopy, 
United States Senate, Washington. 


You see, Mr. President, that they take a broader view of this ques- 
tion than the canners of fish. They have no selfish interest whatever 
in the subject, but desire that this protection shall be given so that this 
enterprise may be built up for the benefit of the laboring classes, 


STATEMENT OF SAMUEL ‘UNTERMYER, OF NEW YORK, 


Mr. Samuel Untermyer, of New York, appeared before the committee and 
made the following statement: 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I appear here for the pur- 
pose of urging the imposition of a protective duty upon black tin, or cassiterite, 
which is the black oxide of tin, and on metallic or bar tin. Iam here in the 
interest of the great and growing tin industry of South Dakota, though I more 
especially represent one of the various companies that have commenced and are 
now actively prosecuting the development of that industry on a large and broad 
scale. I understand, however, that other companies and individuals owning 
provers. in that region, and still others owning tin properties in North Caro- 

ina, join in the application now presented, and that written arguments will be 
submitted independently on their behalf, 

The application is è solely on the ground that this is an infant indust: 
of great commercial value and importance to our coun which in its devel- 
opment will involve the employment of a vast amount o! labor,and will when 
developed enable our ple to secure an article that enters into the manufact- 
ure of a necessity of life at a price ch r than that for which it will be obtain- 
able in the future if our industry os undeveloped, besides making it 
sible for us to retain ab home the many millions of money annually 8 
foreign countries for the vast quantities of tin consumed here, 


It is necessary to a proper understanding of this subjecb'to have before us a 
MASLA OF the POIO of the tin supply of the They are as follows: 


Tin production of the world. 
[Stated in tons.] 


Bolivia .......... 
Wal 


Of this total supply of the wong in each of the years named, about 69 per 


cent, was prod by Chinese and Malay labor, as follows: 
Produced by Chinese and Malay labor. 
[In tons.] 
. 280 | 1887.. „83, 339 
28, 181 1889 37,339 


own and that 


While the 8 of the English mines y held 
of Anstralia diminished, the production of the Straits tin-fields, worked by 


Chinese and cere, Bae steadily augmented each year, the increase for the 
above five years having been over 60 per cent., while the total increase of the 
world's production was only 7} per cent. 

The amount of bar-tin annually imported into the United States is about 
14,000 tons, of which 11,951 tons were received at the port of New York alone. 
This was chiefly Straits tin. The Straits tin is the kind chiefly used in coating 
8 because of its superior quality. 

The population of the Straits Settlements, where the Straits tin is produced, 
in 1889 was 387,234, nearly all of whom were engaged in tin mining, eto. This 
population is composed of : 


Europeans. 


Chinese... 
Natives of Ind 
Total population.. . . 387, 234 
So that less than 4,000 Europeans direct this army of nearly 400,000 cooliesand 
others, the cheapest laborers in. the world, whose product enters the United 
States free of duty; so that, while the immigration of Chinese laborers into the 
United States has been prohibited, American labor will, in the absence of the 
duty now asked for, be compelled to compete with a class of labor little better 
than slaves, and in the face of disadvantages arising from the severe climate 
of Dakota, which requires large outlays for living as compared with the cheap 
and maye way in which the inhabitants of the Straits Settlements are en- 
abled to live. 
The parliamentary blue-book on mines and minerals, published in 1888 (at 
page 204), gives the number of persons employed in English tin mines, as follows: 


Employed under ground 6,120 
Above ground x 


eee cesses cere: 


Total 3 — 8 11,627 
Griffith's Guide, published in the Iron and Steel Journal, of London, for Jan- 
uary 25, 1890 (at page 135), states the name of the registered tin - plate mills in the 
United Kingdom on January 1, 1890, showing: 
Tae mimba MATS LO Oa os ok a a a soe! an fee pet tea ea cas ereved ok. 
The numberof directly and indirectly employed in the tin-plate 
industry in En Ac ey ee en 
The annual product in tons for the English tin-plate industry is esti- 
. bode ke Sos vac Ass Seal vas ͤB——ͤ—— ³—Ä ess obs 00 ben 0 


ed that the development of the tin industry in this 
country will, if p. ly fostered and protected in its infancy, in time enable 
us to manufacture late out of our own product, so as to supply our country. 

If the 336,692 tons of tin-plate annually imported into the United States were 
made here employment would be given to at least 300,000 hands, who would be 
needed to 5 that amount, and coat it with the 10,000 tons of pig: tin re- 
quired forthe purpose, Moreover, as 97 per cent, of these tin-plates is iron or 
steel, our domestic iron would be used forits manufacture in of foreign iron. 

The number of tons of tin-plate imported into the United States for the past 
three years and the value thereof are stated in the report of Sir Michael Hicks- 
Beach, president of the Board of Trade of London, tothe Hi of Commons, 


e House 
which report is dated December, 1889, and the statement will be found at page 
84, as follows: 


It is confidently 


1887. 1888. 1889. 


———— ———:Xꝛ⁵ↄ —i⁊ Se eee 


Tons. — 268, 355 292. 626 336, 692 
Value (in pounds) ...... 3, 562, 72 4,091,147 | 4,674,455 
valent to an average of about $23,000,000. 

ane ose application for a protective duty on the ground that the industry 
for which we seek protection is in its infancy ard that we have the natural 
resources for ita rapid development if it can be given just encouragement, we 
ask the imposition of a duty only from and after the Ist day of May, 1891, when 
our works will be in operation, and when we shall be able to supply the entire 
country with tin from the Black Hills. 

We contend that the mines in these hills are of such phenomenal richness 
and the conditions for their working so favorable that at the end of ten or fifteen 
paeis weshall be able to supply our country with tin-plate as cheaply as it can 

imported from the present sources of supply, and, proceeding upon that 
theory, we can only ask protection for our product for a fixed period of time— 
ay for a period of ten rs. 

shall endeavor to 


of 
time we shall be able to produce tin in 
y the entire country with it. 
as 
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Third. That with the aid of the inventive genius of the American people in 
im methods of the superior skill and intelli- 
anticipate that by encou. 


of 
that the 


necessity of life, besides adding to the material wealth of the country by keep- 
ing at home the many millions of dollars annually contributed to foreign coun- 
tries to pay for this product, 


NATURE AND EXTENT OF THE TIN MINES IN THE BLACK HILLS, 

We herewith submit a copy of the consular report made for the year 1887 
the British consul at Chicago to his Government, from which the following 
an extract, and will be found on page 11 of the printed report: 

The discovery of tin in the Black Hilis must be regarded as of the highest 
importance, and there is now little doubt that the mines are of enormous ex- 
tent and value. The district known as the Black Hills is an isolated group 
of mountains lying principally in Dakota and partly in Wyomi between 
the two main forks of the Cheyenne River. The group is of nearly an oval 
form, about 90 by 69 5 from an arid plain. It is thickly wooded and 
covered with verdure, and has rich, deep soil in well watered valleys. Of the 
two known tin districts, the southern section, 4 miles wide, lies around the 
north and west sides of and probably runs all around the central mass of gran- 
ite called Harney's Peak; and the other, or northern section, is about 20 miles 


west of Deadwood. 

“Tin was first discovered here in 1883, but the miners were only in search of 
the precious metal and little attention was paid to it. 

“Some of the mines are now commencing regular operations, sinking shafts 
net ereen machinery, and before long there will probably be a regular sup- 
ply metal, 


“The quantity of ore appears to be unlimited, and as it lies near and crops 
out from the surface and on lofty wooded hills the cost of working and trans- 
port will not be great. Little has, however, yet been done, except the penn 
tion of specimen bars and the examination of localities which appear to be most 
likely to yield paying quantities of ore, though there are considerable quanti- 
ties extracted ready for concentration. 

“ Chicago, as well as other cities West, is a large consumer of tin, which has 
hitherto been wholly imported, and great interest is taken in the development 
of the discovery of this metal.” 

We herewith submit alsoa leading editorial from the London Mining Journal, 
of February 15, 1990, headed The tin-plate outlook and restricted uction,” 
and call attention ing peered to the following statement in that article: 

“Within the last thirty years, the English exports of tin-plates have risen 
from rather under 1,000,000 cwt. to nearly 9,000,000cwt, The exact figure of ship- 
ments for 1889 was 8,612,460 cwt., of which total sum 75 per cent. was 
by the United States. Theattempts which have lately come toa h in Amer- 
ica to utilize the tin, iron, and steel resources of that country in the manu- 
facture of its own tiu-plates would receive an enormous impulse, and there 
would be considerable danger of the 20,000 to 30,000 tons bought monthly by the 
market declining to a very small total.” 

Ever since the report of the British consul at Chicago to his Government of 
the extent and richness of the tin mines in the Black Hills, the English tin 
miners have been alive to the danger to their industry that will result from a 
development of these mines, and the subject has received constant and promi- 
nent attention in the English press. Such leading journals as The London Min- 
ing Journal, The Statist, The Money Market Review, The Economist, and The 
Sunday News have devoted pages of their paper to the discussion of these mines, 
and have undertaken to demonstrate to the British public that America will 
shortly be able to supply its own needs in this direction from the tin mines in 
the Black Hills, 

I beg leave to submit on this argument some of the articles that have ap- 
peared in the English press upon this subject. 1 

It would not be demonstration of the comncercial value of these pro; ies to 
gay that we have raised capital for the purpose of working; but that is an im- 
portant cireumstance tending to show that we have demonstrated to the people 
who have put money into the enterprise that we have the ability to produce tin 
in paying quantities. We have recently put into our treasury $1,500,000 for de- 
velopment. Prior to that time we had spent in the erection of mills, hoisting 
and drilling apparatus, dwellings for employés, boarding-houses for men, 
stables, ete., about $200,000, besides which this company has acquired and con- 
trols certainly upwards of five hundred mining claims, upon which it has done 
and is doing the assessment work uired by law, and the following is a brief 
statement of the development work done upon some of the mines: 


SHAFTS, TUNNELS, LEVELS, ETC., IN THE BLACK HILLS MINES. 


Eta. Three large open cuts. Two shafts of 117 and 85 feet deep each. Tun- 
nel at 164 feet below surface now 382 feet long. Winze from center of tunnel, 
40 feet ‘bs Three cross-cuts, 5 51, and 69 feet long. 

Sarah,—Open cut 40 feet wide, 170 feet high. Tunnel at 275 feet below summit 
advanced to 121 feet, 

Cale. Shaft now down to 142 feet. Southeast 60-foot level advanced to 153 
feet. Northwest 60-foot level advanced to 125 fect. Two levels begun southeast 
and northwest at 120 feet, 

Cowboy.—' now down 136 feet. Sevent y-two-toot southeast level advanced 
230 feet. Winze connecting levels from surface, 60 feet deep. Seventy-two-foot 
northwest level advanced to 132 feet. Two new levels begun at 132 feet from 


su i 

Excelsior. Shaft now down 102 feet. Two levels started at 60 feet. Tunnels 
advanced 46 feet. 

Campaign group.—Shaft now down 50 feet. Tunnel or adit on vein 413 feet; 
cross-cut 16 feet, 

Ohio,—Shaft now down 50 feet. Tunnel ad anced to 141 feet, 

Gertie.—Shaft down 97 feet. Two tunnels ad vanced to 137 and 120 feet; winze 
down 93 feet. 

Colossal 55 advanced 560 feet. 

Tele, hee Bane advanced 282 feet. 

Mohawk.— Tunnel advanced 140 feet. Sundry open and cross cuts, 

February No. 1.—Tunnel, 217 feet; drift, 67 feet; shaft down 55 feet. 

Fobruary No. 2.—Tunnel, 249 feet. Large chamber, Shaft started. 

February No. 3.—Shaft down 58 feet. 

February No, 4.—Shaft down 53 feet. 

February Ne. 9.—Shaft down 47} feet. 

No. 11.—Three shafts now down to 39, 44, and 58 feet. 

February No. 16.—Shaft down 48 feet. - 

SENS shafts down each 106, and 72 feet tunnel advanced ; 260-feetlevels 
rted. 

Mewonitoc.—Tunnel advanced 188 feet. 

Custer —Tunnel advanced 145 feet. 

Great Eastern.—Shaft down 18 feet; tunnel, 163 feet. 

Cear group.—Two tunnels advanced seve to 200 feot and 367 feet. 

Diamond growp.—Shafts down 40 feet. Large development work. 

California group.—Shafis down 25 feet. Large development work. 

Samelias group.—Large development work. 
[eee aaie 
Bob group.—Considerable development work. 


1890. 
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New York group.—Considerable development work. 

Foster 3 50 feet. Considerable development work. 

Traum group.—Considerable development work. 

Walker group.—Considerable development work. 

Annie pon sept rene development work. 

Sunday group,—Considerable development work. 

Independence group.—Considerable development work. 

Angus group.—Considerable development work. 

Manitoba group.—Shafts, 40 feet, Considerable development work. 
Portland group.—Considerable development work. 

Last group.—Open cut, 20 feet, Considerable development work. 
Polo group.—Considerable development work, 

Moro group.—Considerable development work. 

Stockdale group.—Considerable development work. 

Tonro group.—Open eut and tunnel, I feet. Considerable development work. 
Pansy p.—Considerable development work. 

Black ECE development work. 
Wileox.—Considerable development work. 


Recapitulation, 
Shafts and winzes sunk on February 1.............. aie 
0 
pen nerection of mill, hoisting an ng apparatus, ngs 
for employés, boarding-houses for miners, stables, ete., about. . $200, 000 


We have spent vast sums of money in purchasing claims. We went to Eng- 
Jand to secure additional money with which to continue the development of 
these mines, and there we met with the o ition of the vast interests of the 
Cornwall mines. We met, also, and are still conteriding against the opposition 
of those who handle the teenies tin in this country, and we were encountered 
by a fierce attack from a London financial paper as to the commercial value ot 
our properties, It required over two years of active labor and demonstration 
to overcome the suspicions thus created, and to conyince the people from whom 
we desired to borrow money to aid us in our enterprise that were the 
greatest tin mines yet discovered on the face of the earth, and we have suc- 
ceeded in that demonstration, The newspaper which made the attack was 
compelled to withdraw it. The history of that transaction is very ea set 
forth in the Money Market Review of December 8, 1888, and we beg leave here- 
with to submit that article. 

The certificates of the men selected to take charge of the mill-crushing ot the 
ore from the Hills, which took place in London, demonstrated effectually the 

t wealth of these mines and their commercial value to this country. Never 
a property been submitted to so crucial a test as that to which these prop- 
erties wore subjected for the purpose of overcoming the attacks upon it. 

Since those criticisms were answered in the conclusive way shown upon the 
results of the mill-crushing of the ore, we have increased our holdings of prop- 
erties, many other locations have been discovered in the Black Hills owned by 
other persons and corporations, and we have now five hundred men at wor 
upon the properties, which is a very small proportion of the number of men 
whom we shall employ when the mines are fairly opened and the work of crush- 
ing the ores is begun. 

ur pay-rolls for the past six months have amounted to $120, 
that time we have done assesament work upon about six hund and ninety 
mining ela ims, besides development work. Although the t bulk of the tin 
used in this country comes, as has heretofore been stated, from the Straits and 
is the product of Chinese and Malay labor, still we do get a of our su ply 
from the Cornwall mines, and the comparative statement of the wages wie e 
we pay our laborers and those paid in the Cornwall mines may be instructive 
as showing the present need for the protection of this mgr B 

We pa: 8 to $3.50 per day for labor, and we pay men for light work above 
ground Abos day, and to firemen $4 per day. 

In Cornwall they pay 20s., or $5 per weck or 83 cents per day as against our $3 
to $3.50 per day. The men in Cornwall who do light work above ground are 
paid from 2s. (50 cents) to 2s. Gd. (62; cents), The girls who do the selecting ot 
the ores are paid from Ls, (25 cents) to Ls, 6d, (37} cents), and the women for dress- 
ing and the lighter work are paid 2s. (50 cents) per day. 


AS TO THE RICHNESS OF THE PRODUCT. 


Messrs. Johnson, tonne a Reg Co. and Mr, Frederick Claudet are the assayers 
to the Bank of England, e mill-crushing for the great quantities of ore taken 
from the mines by the . commissions sent out from England was done 
under their direction. The shipment of this ore was made under the direction 
and control of a special commission sent from England to examine the mines 
and to ascertain the reliability of the statement that had been made with regard 
to the property. We submit herewith the certificates of these renowned assay- 
ers showing that there were in all 14 lots, and that the ore consisted, in many 


1,864 
5,225 


and daring 


instances, of solid blocks weighing from 100 pounds up to 3,000 pounds. The 
mill-crushing resulted in demonstrating that the ore contained 83.7 ds to 
the ton of tin oxide, being 78.67 per cent. of metallic tin. Com! ng the 


two series of tests made, the ore appeared to be worth between 80 pounds and 90 
pounds of black tin to the ton, which is a phenomenal showing of richness, far 
exceeding the averages obtained in the Cornwall mine. 5 

Then, again, the ore is more friable, and therefore more readily treated than 
is the case with tin produced from other sources, and being found quite near to 
the surface its handling is less expensive; all of which facts demonstrate the 
great commercial value of the industry. 


THE EVENTUAL BENEFITS WHICH THE PEOPLE OF THIS COUNTRY WILL SECURE 
BY THE CREATION OF THIS INDUSTRY AS COMPARED WITH THE TEMPORARY 
BURDENS THEY ARE ASKED TO ASSUME. 


The uses of tin are far more numerous than are usually understood. It en- 
ters into the composition of nearly all manufactured metals, and, if we were able 
to produce it, it would stimulate manufactures of metals in many directions, for 
which we are now compelled to rely upon foreign supply. 

The demand for the imposition of this duty is supported by the various inter- 
ests engaged in building up tin-plate-manufacturing in this country, I submit 
herewith a letter received by mea few days ago from Mr. O. W. Potter, the presi- 
dent of the Illinois Steel Company, which is well known as one of the pioneer 
companies in the e up of the tin- plate industry of this country, and i 
quote from that letter the following: 

In regard to the situation as to the supply of tin ores and the ability to 
manufacture metallic tins these ores, and tin-plate by the use of the iron 
ores and metallic tin to be found in this country, I would say that I think our 
people have interested themselves considerably in this question the last year, 
and it is our judgment and belief that there is an almost unlimited supply oftin 
ore inthe B Hills district, and practically the same kind of ores that 
find in great quantities in North Carolina, in our op 


an there seems to be 
nothing in the way of redacing these ores and producing 


enough metallic tin 


eee e requirements of this country, as well as all the world, if need 


“I can only reiterate that it is my belief, if the Government will interest 
itself in permitting the manufacture of the metallic tin or tin ores in the North, 
as wellas in the South, and the manufacture of tin- th 

rod connection with steel and 


I by Mr. John H. Furman, who — pt 
interested in valuable tin-mining properties in his State, concerning thed 
ment = — tin industry there, to which letter [ask the careful attention of 
comm: 

‘The fact that the interests of the tin-plate industry believe that the imposition 
of this duty on bar-tin will, in the end, be a benefit to them, and will event 
cheapen for them the cost of the raw material which they require in the man 
ure of tin-plate, is s strong argument in favor ot the protection now sought. It 
will protect them from the combinations that have in past years made tin so ex- 
ae whenever the few interests that have controlled the industry have seen 

t to combine to corner the market. 

It isa well known fact that of all the minerals tin is the only one in which 
the supply has not, for years, been materially in advance of the demand. The 
opening of these new sources of supply will tend to cheapen the price. The 
dutyasked to be imposed is slight. The United States, as has already been said, 
consumes so large a proportion of the product of the world that the price of tin 
in the foreign markets will be greatly cheapened if we shall be able to suppl: 
our own markets, by reason of the Sars. demand on those markets; — 
it is quite l to that it would be 8 for the many interests 
connected with tin mining to combine to exact from our home markets excess- 
ive 3 on the product, for if such a suicidal course were attempted to be pur- 
su ness of the product abroad, caused by the exclusion from our 
market, would enable toreign producers to pay the small duty and still sell in 
our home market quite as cheaply, if not more cheaply, than we have hereto- 
fore been able to purchase. 

In asking for a protection we have relied largely upon the richness and vast- 
ness of our properties when developed to offset, to some extent, the differences 
in the cost of labor. The duty asked to be imposed half 
e eee the difference in cost of labor, when allowing for the expense 
of tra: on. 


competition from Chinese labor or from the beggarly wages 3 in 

wall mines. No body of capitalists could be found who would go on producing 
tin in the earlier stages of this industry at great loss for years to come, even 
with the prospect of eventually placing the industry upon such a basis that it 
can compete with the product of Chinese and gem 8 labor, 

lating the industry, it can never be brought into existence, 
to live whilst it is reaching its natural growth. > 

It is quite unneessary to repeat the well worn arguments in favor of the pro- 
tection here asked for. No capital will be found so fool-hardy as to attempt to 
build upin this country an industry of this character, which will uire the 
outlay of many millions of dollars before any return can be ex in the 
face of competition such as that which this industry would be compelled to face. 
It would well repay the few foreign tin-mine proprietors to send their products 
into this their greatest market of the world, and the one which takes 75 per 
cent. of their entire product, at cost for years to come, for the purpose of throt- 
tling this industry, they being thereby enabled to continue to hold a market 
upon which their very existence depends. 

Are not the benefits which this country would derive from this new industry 
sufficient to entitle us to protection against a condition so reasonably to be pre- 
dicted? We have had some experience in the early of this particular 
corporation as to the time, money, energy, and ability w 
ready to devote to our destruction. Two zono the life of 


by the money in England, the money market of the world, where we were en- 
deavoring to secure the sid of capital with which to develop our property i and 
the contest which was there is one which will be memorable in the finan- 
cial interests of thatcountry. The clippings from the London press herewith 
submitted will convey some faint idea of the history of the controversy. 


tizens 
of the United States, and over two-thirds of the shares 55 by its present 
board of trustees, all of whom are residents of the city of 

We believe the time willsoon come when we, with our or ae machinery, 
our superior o labor, and our inventive tendencies, will be able not only 
to supply our own country with this product, for which millions are now an- 
nually paid abroad, but will be able to sell our product in foreign markets, not- 
withstanding the great disparagement in the cost of labor. But, in order to do 
that, we must be enabled pad dha strong, which we can not do without protec- 
tion in the infancy of our industry, 

I repeat, that we ask the imposition of this duty to take effect only in May, 
1891, when we shall be able to supply the needs of this country; that the duty 
be made 3 cents pound on terites, or black oxide of tin, and 5 cents 
pound on metallic or bartin; and that we only ask for the continuance of this 
duty for a period of ten years. By that time our superior natural facilities will 
have enabled us to compete with the world for at least the trade of our own 
country. 

The special attention of the committee is called to a series of articles written 
8 Amos J. CVuxtxds upon tin in the Black Hills, which are herewith 
submitted. 

In confirmation of the statement above made as to the total visible supply of 
the world, the foliowing are the statistics on the subject: 


Total visible supply, in tons. 


ree: 


showing that there is only about three 
whilst consumption is — the su 
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American consumption per year, in tons. 
1887 e eee —— —— — 28 
14.100 
13. 900 
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Bar-tin received at port of New York, in tons, 


——.b 


eee 


Fred. Claudet, assayer to the Bank of England.] 


Assay OFFICE, 6 AND 7 COLEMAN STREET, 
> London, E. C., November 27, 1888. 
The Harney Peak Tin Company, Lothbury, E. C. : 

DEAR Stas: In accordance with your instructions we went to $4 and 88 Great 
Eastern street, on November 14 and 15, to witness the removal of over 10 tons 
of mineral from the Harney Peak Tin Mines to Messrs. Johnson, Matthey & 
Co., oe where we afterward attended at the sampling of the 
crus ore. 

There were in all fourteen lots bearing the respective marks of the under- 
mentioned groups of mines, being a portion of the shipment of 40 tons examined 
and reported upon by us last March. 

‘The ore co ed in many instances of solid blocks, weighing from 100 up to 
showing in places amorphous a of black oxide of tin (cass- 

ed these fourteen lots as the same from which we had 


Es Vincent's report. 


5 min ast poup: of mines.” 
— * ARTHUR d. CLAUDET, 
P. pro F. CLAUDET. 


Norr.—Several experiments were made by concentrating the black tin, the 
yield being equal to 2.60 per cent. of metal against 2.94 per cent, as found by 


Jounsoy, MATTHEY, & Co,, 
222 N. Fo. 6l, L30. 17. 
Duplicate. ] 
CERTIFICATE. 


MELTING AND Assay OFFICES, 
$ Halton- garden, London, R. C., November 26, 1 
The Harney Peak Tin Mining and Miling Company (Limited) : 
We have crushed, mixed, and y assayed the parcels of Harney Peak 
tin ore specified hereunder, and find the following to be the result: Weight, 10 
tons 3 ots. 2 quarters 17 pounds, net, part of shipment of 40 tons per Erin. 


Mark of group. we d ka 3 
3 8 

Addie. eee esse seeed eee esse, 
Campaign s.. = e 
3| 1,540 
1 200 
6 870 
3 1,370 
2 800 
8 3,453 
8 1,040 
5 1,480 
9 2, 850 
14 960 
. — 7 630 
Tin Reef. a | 10 2,586 
contents of pure metallic tin, 2,80 per cent., or 62.72 pounds per 

ton of ore. 

Produce of pure metallic tin reduced from the black tin obtained from hand 


washing, 2.51 per cent., equivalent to 71.46 pounds clean black tin (pure per- 
oxide) per ton of 2,240 pounds of ore. 

The above were taken in our presence from the original cases. A con- 
siderable portion of the rock was in blocks, weighing in some cases sev- 
eral hundred pounds each, and in one instance a single piece, marked Ex- 


celsior,” 453 pounds. 
gen cosh JOHNSON, MATTHEY & Co. 
From the London Mining Journal, Railway and Commercial Gazette, Febru- 
ary 15, 1890.] 


THE TIN-PLATE OUTLOOK AND RESTRICTED PRODUCTION, 


There is no metallurgical manufacture more subject to chronicadversity than 
the tin-plate industry. Whatever the fluctuationsof prices upwards or down- 
wards may be, they are always a little below the level which is needful to se- 
cure to these producers a fair return upon the cost of manufacture. Thisis an 
anomalous state of thi in an industry which practically possesses a mo- 
nopoly, The process of tin-plate fabrication, if it is not actually confined to 
South Wales and some neighboring English districts, has yet never been car- 
ried out upon any considerable scale where. Moreover, the world’s con- 
sumption of tin-plates is rapidly developing. Within the last thirty years the 
Tall exports of tiu · plates have risen from rather under 1,000,000 hundred - 

hts to nearly 9,000,000 hundred-weights. 

The exact fizure of the shipments for 1889 was 8,512,460 hundred-weights, of 
which total some 75 per cent. was purchased by the United States. That export 
shows an increase of 800,000 hundred-weights over that of 1888, or nearly 10 per 
cent., by no means an unsa! ry advance even compared with the general 
d ment of our metallurgical exports in 1889. Such an increase in con- 
sum ought to indicate that the industry affected by it is in a condition of 
unmixed prosperity. However, the tin-plate-makers complain of the unre- 
munerative character of and complain with unqu e reason. At 
2 of 1889 the price of ordinary coke plates was about 13s. per box 
wansea, 


At Luar gutter all the important advances in fuel. in labor, and 
in steel which have taken place since then, the quotation for such qualities is 
only about I6s. per box. Sucha price bearsonly faintest re! to thestate 
of metal market in which Bessemer sorts of tin-plate bars cost £7 15s, 
ton. In 188 l. when there was an inflation of the metal trades akin to 

now proceeding, coke ran up to 30s, 9d. So serious is the d y be- 
tween the increased cost o uction and the smallness of the rise in selling 
prices that several mills in South Wales have lately ceased working, and others 
will be stepped when the orders at present on the books have been executed. 

There is, of course, only one explanation why the tin-plate trade is afflicted 
with this evil condition of things. It suffers from overproduction. An annual 
output of some 10,000,000 to 11,000,000 boxes is greater than is needed to meet 
even the enormous requirements of the United States and of other foreign 
markets, and the output increases in greater ratio than even the ex ion of 
those requirements, large as the statistics show that to be, 

While, therefore, it is possible that tin-plate prices will rise somewhat from 
their present level as some of the existing low-priced contracts are completed, 
it is certain that the normal level of quotations must continue to be not even 
barely remunerutive, There are only two ways of remedying the evil, one by 
allowing reckless rene, acer ge at profitiess quotations to do its ordinary work of 
weeding out the firms least fitted to survive; the other by organizing anagree- 
ment among the members of the trade for the periodical stoppage of produc- 
tion. The latter alternative has just been proposed to the proprietors of the 
four hundred and eighty mills producing tin-plates in South Wales. It has been 
suggested that all the works in the Tin-Plate-Makers’ Union should stop work 
during the first fortnight in March, and that if this arrangement should prove 
ran oe gtd similar stoppages should take place subsequently at periodical in- 
tervals. x 

Upon the face of it this proposal would seem to have excellent 1 of 
success, Probably the active control of the ninety tin-plate works in Wales is 
vested in 8 more than fifty individuals, and the whole of the makers 
would have equal interest in 8 some 8 of the existing system 
of ruinous overproduction. The moderate rest on of output contemplated 
could produce wo such effects as have been justifiably particularized as the evils 
of other organized attempts at the reduction of metal supplies. Lf prices were 
forced up toa pou higher than was consistent with the interests of consumers 
demand would probably fall off. 

The attempts which bave lately come to a head in America to utilize the tin 
and iron and steel resources of that country in the manufacture of its own tin- 
plates would receive an enormous impulse, and there would be considerable 
danger of the 20,000 to 30,000 tons bought monthly by that market declining to 
a very small total. Moreover, the realization of exorbitant prices by producers 
would immediately lead to the infusion of fresh capital into the business, and com- 
petition would assume perhaps more than its old keenness, The combination 
therefore could only be powerful in fortifying producers against the acceptance 
of the ruinous prices which have followed upon the reckless increase of manu- 
facturing capacity, 

The only obstacle to the porns of the simple means proposed to this end 
lies unfortunately in the tin-plate-makers themselves. On many previous oc- 
casions they have proved themselves incapable of acting with the discretion 
and self-restraint required for the success of the scheme. If they have closed 
their works for a week they have increased their output in antleſpation of the 
restriction, and thus nullified their own policy. Within the past few years wo 
have recorded many attempts to introduce some such measure as that now at 
posed, and in every case they have failed to achieve their object. The 1 te- 
makers have been the victims of every diminution in demand and of the tin 
syndicate, as they are now the victims of the general in metals, 

In the present expansion of demand for their products they occupy an excel- 
lent position for o ning a more adequate return upon their outlay in the 
future. Both in their own interest and in that of the tin-mining industry it is 
to be hoped that they will avail themselves of some well considered means of 
checking the augmentation of output. It would not be wise for them to count 
upon any early diminution in the cost of uction. Though there is a tem- 
porary fall in the values of the metal ucts mostly affected poe 
there can be no real doubt that there will be continued progress in the me 
markets for a considerable time to come. 


The PRESIDENT, tempore. The question is on the pending 
amendment, which will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 29, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ pay, 
strike out ‘'2.2 cents“ and insert ‘1 cent;’’ so as to read: 

Shall pay 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I have been a diligent student for some 
time past of the doctrine of protection, and I contess, to my bewilder- 
ment, the more I look into it as laid down in the books and as I see it 
exhibited here by its professors, I am extremely desirous to know where 
the line is to be drawn. The theorist says that it is for the purpose of 
protecting American manufacturers and maintaining the wages of the 
American laborers—‘‘American industries” the term is, 

Now, sir, I would like to know where the line is to be drawn, and 
what occupation I could with propriety term an industry, and what 
would not be an“ industry“ but an idle vagabondism. e man who 
tills the soil firmly believes that he is in an industry,“ and 
if he works hard and diligently he is spoken of as industrious. But it 
seems that he is not engaged in an industry which entitles him 
to the taxation of the rest of his fellow-citizens for his protection ! 
The man who holds the plow in the fleld, or handles the hoe or the 
shovel or the pitchfork, believes that he is engaging in an industry, 
and the more he works the more industrious he is counted. 

The man who drives a pair of mules to a wagon or a single-ox cart, 
or who digs the ditches on the plantations, or who clears the forest of 
fallen trees and grubs up the undergrowth, the man who makes the 
fences, the man who herds the cattle, the man who digs the highways 
and keeps them in repair, the blacksmith who shoes the horses and 
repairs the tools of the farmer, the shoemaker who cobbles the un- 
derstandings of the rural population, the wheelwright who repairs 
the cart and makes the barrow, the carpenter who builds the house, 
the mason who puts up the chimney, and the common work- hand who 
digs out the cellar before the structure goes up, all of those men fondly 
believe that they are engaged in an industrious occupation, and the 
all believe that in reality and in truth they are entitled to the consid- 
eration of the legislators of their country asmuch as anybody else. 

But it seems, sir, that none of that class, or a hundred others whom 
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I could enumerate, are engaged in any kind of an industry,“ and 
therefore they are not enti to be considered when any of the bene- 
fits of legislation are proposed. Nay, if they only failed to have the 
benefits of legislation fall upon them they would consider themselves 
happy; but they exist for the 8 55 of paying the taxes levied upon 
the community at large for the benefit of those who are engaged in 
American industry ! 

An American laborer, a man in the field, may bea native-born Amer- 
ican citizen and his forefathers for generations may have been Amer- 
ican citizens, yet when it comes to the question of protecting his labor he 
is not an American, and he is not a laborer either, for that matter, and 
he is not protected from foreign competition, he is not to be protected 
against the paupers on the other side of the water, whose labor and whose 
products are sold in competition with his, 

But, Mr, President, though it would seem difficult to draw the line 
money between industries of any kind for the purpose of legislating 
with regard to them, yet my great difficulty is not there. The protec- 
tionists themselves say that the man outside of the shop is not entitled 
to any protection, and their actions carry out their theories, because he 
gets none. The difficulty in drawing the line consists in the industries 
that are carried on inside of the shop. 

Where shall you make the distinction among those that are engaged 
in the manufacturing of articles of consumption? Are all of them to 
be put on the same plane? Is every man that stands inside of a factory 
male makes articles by the quantity for the supply of the public to be 
protected? And are they all to be protected alike by the free admis- 
sion of the raw materials of their business or by the equal taxation 
of the raw material in their business? Or are some of them to have 
their raw material admitted free and others to have their raw material 
heavily taxed? And still are there others who have a parasitic exist- 
rei to be fastened upon the bodies of others for their support and pro- 
tection ? 

Now, sir, I reckón that I do not exaggerate when I say that the in- 
stitutions engaged in the manufacture of articles in which tin-plate is 
used are morenumerous and more widely diffused over the country than 
any other whatsoever. There is scarcely a village or a hamlet in the 
United States of America where there is not a tinner's shop. I am in- 
formed by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] that there 
are estimated, by those engaged in the business, to be six hundred 
thousand establishments, great and small. The estimate is that the 
number of those who are engaged in business in which tin-plate is 
manipulated is fully one million in the United States. One million 
of people! There are not that many in all the rest of the protected 
manufactories of the various kinds of goods that supply the American 
popie in the country, all put ther. 

in is the raw material for Al of these establishments, and their 
number is increasing every day. It was but quite recently that the 
business of canning food and all vegetables has become common; and, 
while it is increasing on every hand in the cities and in the large es- 
tablishments, I observe by the newspapers that the Farmers’ Alliances 
all over the country are encouraging the putting up of canneries on 
every farm of sufficient size to support them. 

Small and complete outfits are manufactured in Baltimore and other 
cities for farm purposes, and the method of proceeding is all given. 
All through the South encouragement is given to the farmers, where- 
ever the situation, the surroundings, and productions are favorable, to 
establish these small canning factories on the farms for the p of 
converting the surplus farm products into a form that will be readily 
sold and bringin money, and for the purpose of eking out the scanty 
subsistence which frequently follows the failureof crops and the cas- 
ualties to which farmers are subjected. 

Now, to begin with, as I have said, it is the largest industry in the 
United States and is daily increasing among the people; and yet, in- 
stead of receiving any protection, instead of being benefited in any way 
by a reduction of duty on the raw material, the proposition is now 
made to double that, and more; from 1 cent a pound the duty is to be 
made 2.2 cents a pound on the raw material of this great cluster of in- 
dustries in the United States. 

Mr. President, what is the object in doing that? Why, they say 
they have found tin ore out here in the Black Hills; and the proposi- 
tion is immediately made to tax every man, woman, and child in the 
United States of America to establish one concern in the Black Hills 
or to build it up. There is, at the present time, not a pound of tin 
made in the United States, although there has been a trust formed at 
Pittsburgh, composed of three mills, and called the American Tinned- 
Plate Association, which proposes to start into this business if a suffi- 
cient tax can be levied upon the people to enable them to do it. 

Why, Mr. President, we consume about 350,000 tons of tin-plate per 
annum. Weare the largest consumers of tin-plate in the world; and 
intelligent representatives who appeared before the committee and gave 
their testimony with regard to this tin-plate business assured us that 
ifa tax was imposed at 2.2 cents a pound it would be five years before 
we could have mills sufficient to supply even one-half of our own con- 
sumption. 

The amount of duty that we now pay on this tin-plate is a little 
over $7,000,000 per annum; and, as a matter of course, if it took five 


ears to establish the mills necessary to make one-half of our supply, 

y doubling this duty and making it 2.2 cents a pound instead of 1 
cent a pound, we would more than double that sum, and the duty we 
would pay into the Treasury of the United States on the same amount 
of tin-plate which we now use would be about $15,000,000 per annum. 
Multiply that by five, and it would be $75,000,000 that the people of 
the United States would pay for the establishment of this one industry. 

I submit that the baby isnot worth that much. I submit that that 
is too much for the christening of the tin infant; it is too much to pay, 
for the establishment of the little tin god on wheels. [Laughter, ] 
that trust can not be satisfied in any other way, if the tors on that 
side will bring up a bill to reasonably pension them at the expense of 
the public Treasury, I declare I had rather vote for it that way than 
to vote for it in this way. Seventy-five million dollars to be paid over 
in the course of five years for the purpose of establishing tin-plate 
works in America! Whatfor? Why, in order, they say, that wemay 
have tin-plate cheaper. 

Mr. Cronemeyer—lI believe that is his name; it was some kind of a 
crony [laughter Mr. Cronemeyer testified before the committee that 
he could make money in making those tin-plates now, but he said the 
moment he started his enterprise Englishmen would undersell him and 
he would have to retire from the business, and the only way he could 
start the business with any assurance of success was to start in with 
a tax of 2.2 cents per pound, which would eventually and successfully 
keep the Englishmen out. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from North Carolina permit me just 
here to make a contribution to his statement? 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. ‘The official reports show that the price of tin-plate in 
Great Britain in 1874 by the hundred-weight was 26s. 3d. It has 
been stated that the foreign manufacturers bave undertaken to put 
their own price upon this material so as to enhance it tothe American 
consumer, In 1874, as I say, the price in Great Britain was 26s. 3d. 
Here are all the prices for the intermediate years down to 1885, when 
the price was 12s. 14d. In 1886 it was 12s. 6d. 

Tt has fallen over 50 per cent., and without any competition. The 
official tables, prepared by the Treasury Department, show that tin- 
plate in 1878 was worth 4 cents and 1 mill per pound, and in 1889 it 
was worth 2 cents and 8 mills per pound. Here was a decrease of over 
50 per cent., according to the official report. And yet the Senator from 
Rhode Island told us the other day that the reason why these decreases 
had taken place in the prices of commodities abroad was on account of 
the competition of this country, and we have not produced a pound of 
tin-plate in the United States! 

The same condition of things exists as to coffee and tea, both of 
which have fallen from 60 to 80 per cent, in the same time, and yet 
we do not produce a pound of either in the United States. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I thank the Senator from Missouri for 
the figures he has given, but I think there must be some mistake about 
them, because we are told on the other side of the Chamber that noth- 
ing but a high tariff can bring down prices, and that certainly could 
not have done it. But, as that seems to be an official statement of the 
Government, I suppose I shall have to accept it, though it certainly 
needs explanation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from North Carolina yield to me 
a moment? 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the Senator to say a few moments 
ago that there were a million people engaged in manufacturing tin into 
various articles of finished products. 

Mr. VANCE. No; the Senator misunderstood me. I said engaged 
in occupations in which tin was manipulated in some form or other. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And that there were 600,000 tin-shops or estab- 
lishments. i 

Mr. VANCE. That was a mistake in the figures. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I want to find where the rest of the mistakes are. 

Mr. VANCE. I do not know how many tin-shops there are. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator said a million of people were engaged 
in the manufacture of tin, and that that was a larger number than were 
engaged in all the other manufacturing establishments in the United 
States put together. 

Mr. VANCE. I think that latter statement is correct. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘To show how approximately correct the statement 
is, I will say that the census of 1880 shows the number of people en- 
gaged in manufacturing tin to be 26,248, and the total number of per- 
sons engaged in all manufacturing industries in the United States was 
2,718,085. 

Mr. VANCE. I did not say anything about the manufacture of tin. 

Mr. ALD RICH. In addition to that 

Mr. VANCE. My statement was understand me— that there were 
persons engaged in the manufacture of articles, or in occupations in 
which tin was manipulated, to the extent of one million, and that was 
more than any other. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If we add those employed in the canning estab- 
lishments in the United States in 1880, we should have 30,000 more. 
Of course there are a great many more persons engaged in preparing 
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meat, vegetables, and fruit, but you would have only a total cf about 
ite 8 as against the estimate of 1,000,000. 
r. BUTLER. The Senator did not state that at all. 

Mr, ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator meant consumers, 

Mr. BUTLER. No, he did not. 

Mr. VANCE. I meant precisely what I have repeated to the Sena- 
tor, and what I stated, that in the manufacture of tin-plate itself, in 
all the occupations in which tin-plate is manipulated, as an immediate 
article for raw material, there were 1,000,000 engaged, and I do not be- 
lieve that there are as many engaged in protected manufactures in the 
whole United States besides. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What does the Senator mean by in which tin- 
plate is manipulated ?”’ 

Mr.VANCE. It is manipulated in the tobacco business; it ismanipu- 
lated in the canning business; it is manipulated in preparing a great 
number of things—fruit, fish, lobsters, oysters, beef, and vegetables of 
all kinds. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There were only 60,000 of those people according 
to the last census. Does the Senator mean to say that there have 
been about a million e in it since the last census ? 

Mr. VANCE. It is manipulated in the roofing of houses; it is 
manipulated, as I have said, in tobacco. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Those are all included in the 26,248 to which I 
have referred. 

Mr. VANCE. No, sir; I deny the Senator’s statement. I have state 
ments here from respectable dealers and manufacturers, which I will 
read to the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from North Carolina will allow me 
to read an extract from a speech of the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. 
WILSON] yesterday in that line, I should like to upset at least the 
statement made by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. VANCE. Very well. 
Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Maryland stated yesterday, and 
I heard nobody deny or attempt to correct him, as follows: 
The capital employed in this business— 
That is, canning— 
amounted to $10,000,000 and employed 75,000 hands, independent of those en- 
gaged in supplying the fruits, vegetables, and oysters for canners’ uses. 


Mr. ALDRICH. There is some difference between 75,000 and 1,000,- 


000. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from North Carolina stated that the 
number of engaged in all these various phases, not in the actual 
work of canning, but in preparing the vegetables, oysters, and so on, 
was 1,000,000 people. So the Senator from Rhode Island is quibbling 
about a very small matter, it seems to me. While, perhaps, he may 
be technically correct as to the number of people actually engaged in 
canning, the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILsoN] proves that he is 
only about 50,000 laborers out of the way, which is a small matter for 


some le! 

Mr ALDRICH, The figures I gave were from the census for 1880; 
and of course there may be 75,000 people now engaged while in fact 
there were only 26,248 in 1880. Ido not think that is an extravagant 

But if it should be a million or more, it would be a very 
t surprise to me. 

Mr. VANCE. Now, Mr. President, I desire to read from the state- 
ment of Messrs. George Fries & Co., of Philadelphia, gentlemen who 
may be known to some of the Senators on that side. I know nothing 
of them except what appears in their testimony before the Committee 
on Ways and Means of the House during the present session. They 
are testifying in order to controvert the statement made by Mr. Crone- 
meyer. 

They further stated that the tin-plate industry would og a number of 


people nearly equal to the population of New York City. This is simply ludi- 


crous and needs no further comment. In this connection we would state that 
the number of men employed in the manufacture of tin-plate in England and 
Wales is not quite 30,000, and England supplies the whole world; hence, as we 
have above stated,you will note theabsu ty of Mr. Cronemeyer's claim that the 
Sopars industry would support a population nearly as large as New York City. 

neglects, however, to state the number of men now employed in the vari- 
pe 8 in which tin-plate is manipulated in this country, which number 

over a million. 


Mr. ALDRICH. That is not very good authority for me, an importer 

of tin-plate in the city of Philadelphia, who is trying to show that an- 

~ other man’s statement is absurd and furnishes no figures to substan- 
tiate his own statement. 

Mr. VANCE. Well, Mr. President, I do not know that the Senator 
has any right to set the testimony of my witness aside by his own 
word, when he has not offered any witness on his own side and does 
not profess to have any personal knowledge on the subject, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I offered the official census of the United States, 

Mr. VANCE. Yes; but does the census of the United States give 
every industry in which tin is used or manipulated ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It most certainly does if there is any such indus- 
in the United States, because it gives them all. 
Mr, VANCE. Read the headings of the census report, if the Sena- 
tor pleases. 
. ALDRICH. Which one do you mean? 


Mr. VANCE. The one that you quoted from, if you did quote. 

Mr, ALDRICH. The first one, of 26,248, is “‘ tinware, copper-ware, 
and sheet-iron ware.“ That includesnotonly tinware, but copper and 
sheet-iron, and those are the tinshops which the Senator alludes to; 
and, instead of being 600,000 ofthem, there are only 7,595; anotherslight 
discrepancy in his statement. 

Mr. VANCE. Thatisall the testimony that the Senator from Rhode 
Island has to offer in contradiction of these gentlemen? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, I have the number of persons employed in this 
country in canning establishments. Tinshops are 7,595, or were in 
1880, and employed 26,248 people. I suppose the Senator must mean 
that there are a million people in the United States who buy tin in 
other industries. 

Mr. VANCE. No, sir; I do not mean any such thing. I mean just 
what I said, and upon the authority of these gentlemen, George Fries 
& Co., I made the statement, and that is supplemented by the testi- 
mony of other witnesses who appeared before the Committee on Ways 
and Means, confirmatory of the statement that there are that many 
people engaged in this business in the United States, that is, whose 
occupations were more or less dependent upon the price of tin-plate 
which they have to manipulate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator oblige me by reading any further 
testimony he may have on the subject? 

Mr. VANCE. Les, sir; I will read more in a few moments, when 
I can arrange my documents. 

I was proceeding, sir, to show that the duty which it was proposed 
we should pay for the establishment of the tin-plate industry in this 
country was too large; that the institution would not be worth it; and 
if it was established here, Mr. President, if England now supplies the 
world by the employment of 30,000 people, we could supp] ourselves 
(using about half, I suppose, of all the supply of the wor! a with half 
that number of people, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VANCE. And I wish to say that it was not desirable to have 
that establishment here if we could successfully do it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, will the Senator from North Caro- 
lina allow me to interrupt him again ? 

Mr. VANCE. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was not very successful in my former attem 
still I think I will go a little further. The Senator has about 30, 
people only engaged in the manufacture of tin-plate in Great Britain. 
Now, I would suggest to him, as I know he does not desire to make 
an unfair statement, that that is only on finished tin and does not in- 
clude the people who are making the sheets. The urpay establish- 
ments of Wales, I suppose, do not prođuce their own sheets, but buy 
from the people engaged in that manufacture, and the 30,000 do noi 
therefore, include the very great number of le who are en 
in the production of iron or steel from whi e tin-plate must be 
made. 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator, while he is on his feet, state what 
other branches of industry in‘connection with this he desires to men- 
tion in order to impeach the correctness of the statement which I made. 
Istated that there were 30,000 engaged in the manufacture of tin- 
plate. Lsaid nothing about the manufacture of sheet-iron. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator understands that it is nec- 
essary to manufacture sheet-iron before tin-plate can be manufactured. 

Mr. VANCE. Oh, I suppose so; I suppose I understand that, and 
that at the same time a sheet of iron is not a sheet of tin-plate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not by any means. >i 

Mr. VANCE. You take a sheet of iron as a portion of the raw ma- 
terial, and you make tin-plate from it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator, I suppose, is trying to create the im- 
pression that it will require but 30,000, or less than that, employed in 
the United States, to make the amount of tin-plate to be consumed 
in the United States? 

Mr. VANCE. That is 8 the impression I intended to leave 
by my remarks, without having any reference whatever to the manu- 
facture of sheet-iron, which is now made in the United States. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Well, how could the tin-plate be produced in the 
United States unless the iron and steel sheets were either produced 
here or imported from abroad? In either case, a certain amount of 
labor must be required for their production. But what I desire to call 
to the Senator's attention is the fact that it would require a great many 
more than 30,000 people, from the ore to the finished product, to make 
the amount of tin-plates consumed in the United States. 

Mr. VANCE. Oh, of course. But I was speaking in the language 
of this world. I was not speaking in the language of the ideal and 
sublimated protectionist. I was speaking in the same language, in 
fact used the very language, of this witness who appeared before the 
committee. That is all I know about it. I am not a manufacturer of 
tin-plate. My information and statemanship, so far as it goes, was 
acquired by the study of books and by reading standard authors on 
the subject. Ihave not had the good fortune to study all of the in- 
tricacies and technicalities of a drug-store or a retail tin-shop or any- 
thing of that kind. [Laughter.] I know nothing abont it. 

I am talking about a principle, and I take the statement made by 
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a witness before the committee, who said there were not more than 
- 30,000 ple in Great Britain engaged in the manufacture of tin- 
plate. Now, the Senator wants me to include also the manufacture of 
sheet-iron from which the tin-plate is made, and then he wants me to 
include those who are engaged in the bar-iron out of which the sheet- 
iron is rolled into plates, and then he wants me to go back to those 
who dug it out of the ground and smelted the ore and made pig-iron. 
How much further he wants me to go, God only knows. 

Mr. ALDRICH rose. 

Mr. VANCE. I hope the Senator will be as still as he can. Iam 
reasonably inclined to allow a man who is getting burt room to kick 
and some opportunity of squealing [laughter], but I want to read the 
statement I was about to read before further interruption. Thatstate- 
ment was that if we could establish successfully the manufacture of 
tin-plute in this country it was not desirable, It is a business and an 
occupation that we do notor should not wish any of our citizens to en- 
gagein. It is an unwholesome occupation; it isa laborious occupation 
and one that is poorly paid. Mr. Farquhar, of York, Pa.—I do not 
know him, but I presume he is utterly untrustworthy, as the balance 
of these witnesses from whom I read are—says: 

Many children are employed, and a number of girls between the ages of 
eleven and fourteen years. 

That is, in the manufacturing works in South Wales. 


These poor little waifs carry full boxes of tin weighing 108 pounds, They 
rest them on their hips when their arms are not strong enough to hold them. 
The laborers, for the most part, receive fair wages. 

* é * > ” 


A portion of the work is very unhealthy. In tho pickling rooms the employés 
all lose their teeth and are otherwise soscarifiedas scarcely to appear human, 
The rest of the work is not specially unhealthy, but, owing to the rank odor of 
the oil used, is very unpleasant and filthy. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator be kind enough to inform us who 
Mr. Farquhar is? 

Mr. VANCE. He is a citizen of York, Pa., who, I think, was once a 
consul abroad. His letter is addressed to Mr. CARLISLE, of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. CAMERON. I know the gentleman very well. He isa very 
reputable gentleman. I do not know anything about this particular 
statement, but he isa gentleman of character and a manufacturer of 
agricultural implements in our State. 

Mr. VANCE. The authenticity of the witness is settled. He is a 
man of high character, he is a manufacturer. [Laughter.] Heisa 
practical man of business and a large manufacturer of agricultural im- 
plements, as I understand. Now, of course they will have nothing 
more to say against him! 

We were told by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] 
yesterday—and the statement was made and repeated to-day by the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Moopy ]—that the most of this tin that 
was used by the English manufacturers of tin-plate was dug up in the 
Malay Peninsula—Straits tin it is called—by the heathens, by degraded 
labor which the Senators both put, I believe, at about 6d. per day, 
and if I have misstated them I shall be glad to be corrected now. Six- 
pence per day they stated was the amount which was paid to the man 
who dug up this ore in the Malay Peninsula, or in whatever heathen 
country it was, and then the Senator from South Dakota tells us how 
men working in the mines of this tin country of his get $3.50 a day under 
ground, $3 on the surface, and the common laborers, I believe, $2.50 

r day. 

Peir r. President, 6d. per day is about 12 cents, and it would take eight 
of these to make a dollar—eight days for tbat man digging up that 
tin to earn a dollar, and it would take him twenty-four days to earn 
$3, and it would take him twenty-eight days to earn $3.50. Now, if 
any man of common sense enough to keep from walking into the fire 
bad charge of any kind of business and he found that one kind of 
business he could have done at the rate of twenty-eight days for one; 
that, for one of his hands who was worth $3.50 a day working one day, 
he could make one of these heathens work twenty-eight days and do 
the same work, would he not doit? Was there ever a Yankee that 
whittled a pine shingle upon the face of the earth or calculated“ 
that would not doit? [Laughter.] 

As a matter of course, he would say, ** Here is labor worth $3.50 a 
day, and I can get one of these heathens todo thesame work, this dirty 
work done in the mines, for twenty-eight days for that same amount. 
But the proposition now is that the United States of Americashall not 
avail itself of this heathen cheap labor, but shall close the ports of the 
country against the ore dug by that cheap labor and hire a miner at 
$3.50 a day to do the same work, and because’ his wages are twenty- 
eight times higher they mean to levy a tax upon all the people of the 
country to pay that difference. That is political economy! 

Mr. REAGAN, That is 4 cents a pound. 

Mr. VANCE. That is 4 cents a pound. That is the policy; that is 
the statesmanship of the shop and the drug-store. That is the states- 
manship which looks to the private pocket of the individual, instead ot 
to the wealth of the nation and to the political economy which pro- 
motes it. Why, sir, if we can make these men do that dirty work for 


a shilling a day, 12} cents a day, why should we pay $3.50 to our | the various 


more valuable labor to do the same thing? 


It is perfectly preposterous to propose such a thing; and leaving out 
now the heathen who dug the ore in the Malay Peninsula and coming 
tothe people who have heard the gospel in this much-abused and much- 
despised country of England and Wales, which buys three-fifths of all 
we sell abroad, and see men there engaged in this unhealthy occupa- 
tion in the pickling-rooms, where the fumes of the acid are such as to 
make their teeth drop out of their heads and to scarify their faces so 
that they scarcely appear haman—is that an occupation that we want 
to introduce American citizens into ? 

Is that an occupation which we should pay $75,000,000 to see es- 
tablished? Why, sir, if foreigners will engage in that unhealthy busi- 
ness, if they will run the risk of death and the loss of the human 
countenance and all the horrors that we may suppose will arise from dis- 
eases produced by such causes, why not let them doit? Our labor is 
worth more here; why not let it engage in those occupations that pay 
more, and make use of the advantages which other people’s misfortunes 
offer tous? It is sentimental entirely. We want to maintain the 
wages of American labor. We want to protect American manufact- 
ures. Now, what American labor is engaged in the manufacture of 
tin-plate? What American manufacturer is engaged in the manufact- 
ure of tin-plate? Not a single, solitary one. It is a pure and absolute 
tax imposed without hope of return, and it oppresses a class of busi- 
ness or various classes of business, in which are ‘ed more work- 
men and mechanics than any other among the American people. 

This tax upon every man, woman, and child in America is not for 
the purpose of maintaining an established factory or keeping up the 
wages of the American laborer, but for the purpose of establishing this 
American sheet-plate-association trast. That is what it is for. 

Why, Mr. President, let me read something more from this samë 
Mr. Cronemeyer, and yon will find the true milk in the cocoanat. 
When these extraordinary duties are imposed you will always find an 
African somewhere in the concentration of fuel. [Laughter.] Here 
is what Mr. Cronemeyer says: 

Mr. CRONEMEYEE. The consum uring fiscal 
PA ge ten ee ption d the last year, ending Siam 

Mr, Gear, Including terne-plates? 

Mr, CRONEMEYER. And terne-plates. That is, we are consuming that amount 
of sheet-iron. We think this industry in this country is hampered and inter- 
fered with by this tin-plate tariff, so that sheet-iron manufacturers are really 
always in a quandary as to how to meet the competition on tin-plates. 

There is the whole secret out, if it was a secret. There is no tin- 
plate manufactured in this country, but these men are manufacturing 
sheet-iron, and tin-plate is allowed to come in with a low rate of duty 
upon reasonable terms which competes with thesheet-iron for all roofing 
purposes, and here this gentleman comes forward with his associates for 
the purpose of establishing a tin-plate industry in this country by keep- 
ing out by excessive duties that tin-plate which comes from abroad that 
competes with his sheet-iron and leaves him and his associates always 
in a quandary as to what to do. 

Mr. President, there is no view in which you can look at this duty 
that is defensible—economic, humanitarian, sentimental, or otherwise. 
It is an utterly indefensible duty. It is a wonder to me and has been 
since I have been acquainted with the methods and objects of legisla- 
tion, the eagerness and the zeal with which those who frame our tariff 
laws look out for the humble subjects of taxation. It seems to me that 
those who have charge of this bill go into the cabins and cottages of 
every man in this country to look for a tin-cup in order to tax it. They 
gloat over a piece of tinware of any kind found in a cabin, and while 
they are in the cabin they do not stop at taxing the tin-cup, but they 
seize upon aspool of thread of the poor womanand they impose a heavy 
tax uponit, Then they light upon the school-boy’s slate and slate- 
pencils and impose a heavy tax upon them, and the Bible ont of which 
he is learning to read. 

Then they hunt up the cheapest quality of clothing, of woolen goods, 
and impose the heaviest tax upon that; then they hunt up the woolen 
hat and impose nearly double as much duty upon the plow-boy’s woolen 
hat as they do upon the dude's silk hat. Then they hunt up the old 
woman's shawl and they put twice the duty upon that that they do 
upon the silk shawl of the millionaire’s wife. Then they look into the 
salt gourd and put a tax of 80 per cent. on that, hanging in the chim- 
ney corner. 

Then they will look at the table cutlery, the knives and tho forks, 
and the little, old, cheap shotgun hanging on the rack over the door, 
and impose about twice the tax upon that that they do upon the high- 
priced shotgun, and so they go on all the way through. They are 
never so happy as when they are oppressing the poor laboring man’s 
family for the sake of encouraging American industry and American 
labor! If they are to be encouraged by the amount of taxes they haye 
to pay, God knows they onght to be encouraged with a vengeance 
[laughter], and instead of being distressed by this talk about their tax- 
ation when they see this bill they ought, like Saint Paul when he 
came in sight of the Three Taverns on the Appii Forum, to thank Go 
and take courage. 

There never was such a bill upon the face of this earth. Why can 
you not give the manufacturers of articles in which tin-plate is used in 

e employments of the country some little encouragement by 
withholding taxes at least? Why can you not doit? Mr. President, 
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‘you encourage other business in this mh. the shoe-making and the 
Tamás business, for example, by giving them free hides, and I would 
venture tosay that the manufacture of articles outof tin is more widely 
diffused than of the articles of leather. 

It is not because we have no hides in this country, for I believe the 

show that we have more cattle than any people upon the face 
of the earth, and from every slaughtered cow or steer there comes a 
hide. Perhaps, therefore, there is more of the raw material of the 
leather business furnished by this country than any other one country 
furnishes. 

If there are more cattle it is fair to presume that there are more 
hides for sale. If you encourage the manufacture of leather goods by 
giving them free raw material, why can you not encourage the manu- 

ure of tin throughout the country by giving them free raw 
material or at least a low rate of duty? Why can you not do it? I 
will tell you why hides are on the free-list. ` You are afraid of the shoe 
factories of New England. The howl that would have been raised 
upon that committee would have beensuch that human patiencecould 
not have stood it if you had taxed them. They had it on once, we are 
told, in the other House, and they were forced to take it off. 

But you see the shoe-factory people are great and wealthy, and they 
are manufacturers, and they are combined, and their influence could 
be brought to bear, but the people who practically use the tinware of 
the country are widely dispersed through all the land, and you can 
not expect every old woman whose tin-cup is taxed to come or send a 
del on to 9 to protest against the duty on tin- plates from 
which it is manufactured. I would be delighted if it could be done. 
If we could see a dozen old women from the mountains of my country 
come here and tackle the committee in regard to the duty on tin cups 
and coffee-pots, the Lord have mercy on them. [Laughter.] But 
Say ee to keep out of the reach of such dangers, 

ey give the manufacturers of silk free raw material, and is not 
the industry of making tin-cups to hold milk and coffee and the cold 
water and the dinner of the workman, and the coffee-pot of the old 
lady in the cabin, as meritorious as the manufacture of silk in New 

Jersey? Yet we feed the manufacturer of silk, which is to clothe the 

rich man’s family, with free raw material and pat him on the shoulder 

and tell him to go ahead and prosper, that he is engaged in a great 

American industry; but the man who makes tin cups and pans and 

coffee-pots and pie-pans and patty-pans and milk-pans, and all that, 

for the convenience of the poor man and his family, is not only to have 
no encouragement, but he is to be discouraged with a double and over 
double tax im upon raw tin. 

Is this a land of liberty and equality? Nay, is this a land of con- 
science? I sometimes get to doubt it. Well, let us see what else has 
free raw material. Fibers, for the manufacture of ropes and twine and 
carpets and all those things for which these foreign fibers of jute, and 
sunn, and sisal- „ and manila, and all those things are used—all of 
them get their raw material free under this bill, and yet we can not 
pann the main implements of the poor to escape this double taxa- 

ion. 

German clay, for the manufacture of crucibles and retorts, is put 
opon the free-list by this bill. Braids, plaits, laces—‘‘ manufactured 

straw,” mind you—are put upon the free-list to encourage the noble 
art of decorating the female head with hats and bonnets; but the noble 
art of enabling a poor old woman to carry-her cup of water to her 
month or take a drink of coffee can not have any encouragement what- 


ever. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I know the Senator wants to be exactly right. I 
am familiar with most of these things. The braids spoken of here are 
simply the bands or belts of woven straw that you see in your common 
straw hats, Nobody will make them in this country in competition 
with labor on the shores of the Mediterranean or elsewhere, who do it 
at odd hours, and the duty is taken off these articles as being utterly 
useless, and so as to enable our people to manufacture the straw hat 
a somewhat cheaper. It is a movement in the direction of free- 

e. 

Mr. VANCE. Yes; and nobody makes tin in this country either 
[laughter], and it is not an utterly useless thing, but an indispensably 
necessary thing for the great bulk of the people of this country. [ 
res Ily submit that no Senator can justify it to his conscience to 
remove the duty upon a mere article of frivolous ornament, which he 
— 5 is useless, Ike the buttons upon the back of a man’s coat, and re- 
tain it on necessary things. They will remove the duty on articles 
which men can do as well without and women can do as well withont, 
and would look just as pretty as if they did not have that straw plait 
upon their bonnets, and keep it on usefal things. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator is still mistaker. The ordinary straw 
hat, the vulgar straw hat of America, is made out of these little bands, 


a quarter of an inch or a half an inch wide, of braided straw that | p 


comes from the Mediterranean, and that is wound up into a hat and 
decorated and pressed here. It is nota matter of ornamentation at all. 
It is a cheap hat. 
Mr. VANCE. I think the statement of the bill is ‘for ladies’ hats.“ 
Mr. HAWLEY, I happen to know what the difficulty has been in 
that business. It has been hampered by an utterly useless duty upon 


5 that nobody has made and nobody would make in this 
country. 

Mr. VANCE.. Suppose it was justas the Senator says, that nobod 
would make it and that nobody would have it after it was made, still 
it paid a duty into the Treasury, and, in Heaven’s name, why not let 
that duty stay there and take it off the tin- cups? 

The more you talk about this thing the worse it looks, the more in- 
defensible it becomes. The whole bill is a scheme to enrich manu- 
facturers off the poor who can not help themselves. 

‘t Shotgun barrels.” Perhaps somebody would make them in this 
country. I must be excused, Mr. President, for firing that old shotgun 
again. It is such a patent ambiguity ’’ that I can not refrain from 
speaking of it every time I make a speech here, The idea that, for the 
benefit of some few manufacturers in Connecticut, half-bored and 
rough-bored shotgun barrels should be introduced free of duty to en- 
able the manufacturer to make guns, on which there is a duty of over 
100 per cent. levied, and doubling the duty upon the poor woman’s 
tin-cup, grows worse and worse every time you think of it. I believe 
they are not made out of straw. [Laughter.] 

Spirits of turpentine : 

Mr. HAWLEY. While the Senator pauses, I will just drop ina 
word. We do not make any cheap shotguns in Connecticut at all. 

Mr. VANCE. Where are the factories located ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Idonotknow. We make an elegant gun. 

Mr. VANCE. I respectfully submit, if the Senator does not know 
per wbing about it he ought to vote against that provision. [Laugh- 

r. 
ne HAWLEY. I know something about the duty on the higher 
cost shotguns, and I have taken care of my end of the ship. 

Mr. VANCE. I think you have. 

„Spirits of turpentine’’ are put upon the free-list for the use of 
apothecaries. ‘' Brier-wood’’ is put upon the free-list for the use of 
making pipes, although the thing they call brier-wood I suppose can 
be dug up anywhere in America for just the cost of digging it per ton, 
pat it is put upon the free-list. It has heretofore paid something ofa 

uty. 

Here are some of the items of tinware upon the raw material in the 
making of which the duty is to be more than doubled: Coffee-pots, 
sauce-pans, oil-cans, drinking-cups, dish-pans, and kettle-pans, milk- 
kettles, colanders, tea-kettles, wash-boilers, bread-pans, lard-cans, 
dairy-pans—three or four kinds—wash-basins, pie-plates, strainers, and 
dinner-cans. All of these are indispensable articles. The poor can 
not afford china. It is so easily broken and destroyed in the rough 
usage to which it would be subjected that they have to use tin, and 
nothing else can be used. There is no substitute for it, and every can- 
ning factory in the United States and every cabin in the United States, 
and every man, woman, and child in those factories and in those cabins 
is to be heavily taxed for the purpose of enabling Mr. Cronemeyer and 
his associates to get out of the quandary that the competition of tin- 
plate puts on their sheet-iron. That is just what it comes to. 

Now, as to the effect upon the canneries themselves, the diminution 
of their industry, the increased outlay of capital that they will have 
to put forth, and the diminishing of the amount of labor which they 
are able to employ, I propose to read a letter from a very intelligent 
gentleman who is agent for one of these works in Baltimore, a gentle- 
man well known to me, who is acquainted with the business and 
whose integrity I can rely upon. He says: 

BALTIMORE, March 22, 1890. 

Hon. ZEBULON B. Vance, Senator: 


You will recognize the writer as your friend from Goldsborough, N.C. I 
address myself to this task at the request of Mr. Matthai, of the firm of Matthai, 
Ingram & Co., manufacturers of pieced, stamped, and japanned tinware. Iam 
one of the Southern salesmen of this firm; have been in its service thirteen 
years, and am fairly acquainted with the general features of the tinware busi- 
ness. The firm employ seven hundred and fifty people making tin-plate into 
vessels for domestic use. a 

If the pending tariff bill passes. I am informed by Mr. Matthai that his firm 
will have to suspend the services of at least three hundred of the working peo- 
ple. 


This one firm. 


h 
article which they how claim is so 
unsmelted iron was formerly used have decreased the demand for iron and re- 
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duced the price of what may be marketed to an approximate of the price of tin- 
ate 


The pro tion to cheapen an article by increasing the cost, and that the con- 
dition of laboring class asa whole will be improved by the enacting of a law 
whose operations will necessitate the idleness per cent, of 
however, not novel, since the wizard of protection is the god of logic. 

Furthermore, who is to make this tin-plate? It requiresskilled ling. It 
is true that in America there may be a few smelters who may prove adepts; 
but if a great industry is to be opened the law for the protection of American 
abot sias contract emigrants must be violated and manipulatorsfrom Wales 

rought here. 

It will not do to say that the man who has been making coffee-pots, and who 

been discharged because there is no further work for him, can rush over to 
Pittsburgh the next morning after his enforced suspension in Baltimore and 
become opulent in remuneration for services in mak tin-plate. 

The new tariff bill proposes to increase the cost of piotes 40 percent.; there- 
fore, it will require 40 per cent. more capital for a manufacturer of tin vessels 
to carry the same quantity of raw material. This 40 per cent. is to be given to 
the sheet-iron-manufacturer and the pioneers of the new tin-plate industry, an 
industry that has heretofore signally failed in this country, though protected to 
the extent of I cent per pound, and for many years more heavily. m whom 
comes the suggestion that the capital of the tinware-maker be increased by the 
generous bestowal of 40 per cent. on the basis of his present investment, that no 
eat of his plant may become inoperative nor wage-carners turned from his 

oors? 

As the status of the sheet-iron-maker is to be enbanced by the forced tribute 
ofa nation, who will aid in maintaining not an increased but simply the pres- 
en! status of the tinware-manufacturers against the sheet-iron-makers and 
pseudo tin-plate-makers? 2 

The law of supply and demand is regulated so exactly at the ultimate point 
of consumption or use that the ability of the last pu: r to pay must deter- 
mine the quantity of supply or output. Providing my brea, Se! ieren was 
less cogent, the Thareaved pak of plate will necessarily diminish the supply of 
tinware. Therefore, we have another reason why tinware-manufacturers must 
decrease the force uired under present conditions. To illustrate: Because 
of its comparative cheapness two-thirds of the tableware used by the poor 
negroes of the South is wrought of tin-plate. Nearly every little negro child 
has his or her tin plate and tin cup from which to eat and drink. 

Thisis also true in the campsand cabins of timbermen, both in the South and 
the Northwest, also among the miners in all sections where mining is an indus- 
try. Tinware vessels and utensils of various kinds, being cheaper,are pur- 
chased instead of queensware, and also for the reason that the percentage of 
breakage is less with the children of the poor. The poor man can not afford to 
mot ive his supply so frequently as the sheet-iron-maker, whose dinner set of 
artistically decorated French china changes or falls into disuse with the caprice 


of Parisian taste in decorative art. 
It is pre „ as addressed, for Senator 


This, Senator, is no circular letter. 
Vasck. Mr, Matthai su ed that possibly the presentation of facts specific- 


ally applying to this subject might call your attention to phases more palpa- 
ble to tinware-manufacturers than the average student of material conditions 

the country could know without technical knowledge of the business or 
intimate identification therewith. 

In presenting the subject free from local or partisan bias I have outlined a 
result that can not be averted if the bill with its present features regarding 
ies passes Congress. 

Without a purpose to qualify my views, I do not, however, desire to hold 
Messrs, Matthai, Ingram & Co., as a firm, responsible for my line of argument. 
The firm, as constituted, consists of four gentlemen. three Democrats and one 
Republican; and my personal regard, deep and abiding, for the Republican 
member is such that I would not represent him as wanting in fealty to a party 
to whose generał interest his devotion is sincere and honest. 


I am, with profound regard, 
JOHN R. MORRIS, 
No. 120 Hanover street, Baltimore, Md. 


That sets forth incontrovertibly, as it seems to me, that a large dim- 
inution of the output of these factories must necessarily be made, and 
that that diminution will be followed by a large discharge of persons 
3 in these varions occupations who now make their living by 
them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit me a word? 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We propose by this bill to increase the duty on 
tin-plate 1.2 cents per pound. It takes a pound of tin-plate to make 
seven tin cups; so that the difference in the price of a tin cup, suppos- 
ing the whole additional duty was added, would be a little over one- 
seventh of 1 cent. Now, does the Senator from North Carolina mean 
to be understood as saying that that addition is to decrease the con- 
sumption of tin-cups in this country; that the people who are engaged 
in making tin-cups will be able to make only half as many, and that 
the people of the United States who want tin-cups will not be as many 
after the duty is put on as before?_ 

Now, let me call attention to another fact. 

Mr. VANCE. I thought the Senator wanted to ask me a question. 
Now he wants to call my attention to facts. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will ask another question; I know the Senator 
ean answer two as well as one. The writer of the letter states that 
tin-plates now cost $5 a box, but should this bill become a law that he 
could only purchase two boxes where he now purchases three. Now 
let us see whetber or not that is anywhere near correct. If a box of 
tin-plate is worth now $5, we propose to add 1.2 cents a pound duty, 
which would be $1.28 a box additional. Supposing the duty were all 

' added to the price, that would make a box of tin-plates cost $6.28 which 
now costs $5. According to his statement it would cost $7.50. Of 
course, I do not suppose the sort of speech the Senator from North 
Carolina is making 

Mr. VANCE. My correspondent did not state the price positively. 
He stated a supposititious case, 

Mr. ALDRICH, I will state to the Senator that tin- plate costs more 
than $5. box. It costs $6 a box on an average. 

I was about to state in relation to the sort of a speech the Senator 
from North Carolina is making, because he is shooting over our heads 
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at the working women and men of North Carolina, that, as this speech is 
probably made for a political exigency in that State, I do not want to 
confine him too closely to the facts nor to dispute too vigorously the 
accuracy of his statements. 

Mr. DAWES. I want to call attention 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. VANCE. I will yield to the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] | 
for a moment. : 

Mr. REAGAN, I only wish to make a suggestion. Reference has 
been made to the tax upon the tin-cup for the purpose of belittling the 
idea of this tax. The importation of tin last year was 33,877,287 
pounds. That came in free. The proposed tax would make the duty 
on that amount of tin $1,355,081. The amount of tin-plate imported 
last year was 727,945,972 pounds. At the 1 cent per pound duty then 
paid it would be $7,279,459, and at 2.2 cents per pound it would be 
$16,014,701. I thought it was better to state aggregates while we 
were talking about matiers of detail. 

Mr. VANCE. It is a favorite argument here that the baby is sucha 
very little one that it ought notto count. [Laughter.] The duty on 
all these little things, when they come to cipher up the retail price and 
the conveniences of retail trade, they say willnotcount. My reply has 
always been that if it is big enough to filch from the poor it is big 
enough to keep, and if these things are big enough toengage the atten- 
tion of the United States Senate, who by its committee is to invade 
every cottage in the land and tax every implement that the poor have 
in their cottages, then it is certainly big enough for a United States 
Senator to stand here and resist to the best of his ability. 

The correspondent from whom I read made an argument that I 
should be glad to see the Senator from Rhode Island or anybody else 
refute. He said that if the price of the article was so much increased 
by the new duty as to encroach upon the capital of the manufacturer 
he would necessarily have, unless he could increase his capital, to 
manufacture a smaller number of articles, and if he manufactured a 
smaller number of articles he would have a less number of hands to 
do the manufacturing. That, it seems to me, nobody can dispute, If 
a man could enlarge his capital and keep the same stock on band, as 
a matter of course he need not dispense with any of his workmen; but 
even then the price of everything he made would be increased and that 
price would fall upon those who consumed it, unless, indeed, as the 
Senators here say, I believe, the foreigner pays everything. We were 
told that every cent of this duty that came in upon tin-plate now was 
paid by the Englishmen, and not by the consumer, every dollar of it, 
though how it happens no man has explained. 

How it happens that the Englishman pays the duty and does not 
recoup upon the men he sells his goods to when there is no competition 
here to force him to do otherwise I can not see to save my life, unless 
out of pure love for the country he brings in a ton of tin-plate and 
sells it ont and pays the duty on it, and takes back home the price, 
minus the duty which he has left in the Treasury ! 

That argument may do for Republican Senators who represent Demo- 
cratic States, as my friend from Rhode Island does now, I am happy 
to say; but it will not do for people who stop to think and reflect and 


‘reason about these things. They all know that the price comes outof 


the consumer. There can be no dispute about that when there is no 
domestic competition that forces the foreign importer to sacrifice the 
price and pay it out of his own pocket or any portion of it. 

As I have said more than once, there is no light in which you can 
regard this increase of duty that is defensible. Neither in a protective 
light nor in a humanitarian light nor in an economical light; neither 
upon a consideration of the Government nor of the people is this in- 
crease of duty required. The Government does not the revenue 
and the people do who have to buy these goods. Every little industry 
in the United States engaged in the manufacture of these goods needs 
this encouragement, and the trust that is being formed at Pittsburgh 
to advance the price of sheet-iron is not entitled to any consideration 
whatsoever. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 3329) au- 
thorizing the city of Charleston, 8. C., to open Concord street through 
the grounds of the United States in that city. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6454) to establish a na- 
tional military park at the battle-field of Chickamauga, agreed to the 
conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. GROSVENOR, Mr. SNIDER, and 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama managers at the conference on the part of 
the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 3917) to adopt regulations for preventing collisions at sea, with an 
amendment in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the pending order may be temporarily 
laid aside to enable me to submit a report from the Committee on Ap- 
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aH wise ant House joint resolution 211, which I report favorably and 
without amendment, and for which I ask present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa, from the 
Committee on Appropriations, reports a joint resolution, the title of 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (H. Res, 211) to continue the 
provisions of existing laws providing temporarily for the expenditures 
of the Government. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid aside 
that he may ask for the consideration of the joint resolution just re- 
ported by him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it go over until to-morrow, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will lie over 
under the rules until to-morrow, and be printed, 


SUPREME COURT EXPENSES, 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimoas consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the clerk of the Supreme Court of the United States be directed 
to furnish to the Senate a statement of fees charged by him in his official capac- 
ity,by direction of the court or othe: r with the amount received 
by him from each subject of fee charge during the last fiscal year, and also s de- 

statement showing the manner and purpose of its disbursement, includ- 
ing the names of all persons paid from the same, with rates of annual, monthly, 
or pay. 

Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the marshal of the Supreme Court of the United States be di- 
rected to furnish to the Senate a statement of fees charged by him in his offi- 
cial capacity, by direction of the court or otherwise, together with the amount 
received by him from each su! of fee charge during the last fiscal year, and 
also a detailed statement showing the manner and purpose of its disbursement, 
including the names of all persons paid from the same, with rates of annual, 
monthly, or daily pay. 


SAULT STE. MARIE CANAL LOCK. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of War, transmitting a preliminary rt of Col. O. 
M. Poe, Corps of Engineers, upon an examination into the causes lead- 
ing to the accident to the lock at Sault Ste. Marie, in farther answer 
to the resolution of the Senate of August 4, 1890; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. SAWYER submitted an amendment, intended to be pro by 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was refe: to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLAIR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


BUSINESS OF THE SESSION. 


Mr. QUAY. I ofter resolutions, which I send to the desk to be read, 
and then I shall ask that they lie over and be printed. 

I desire to say, in offering the resolutions, that they are in the nature 
of an amendment to the standing rules of the Senate, and I therefore 
give the notice required by Rule XL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That during the present session of Congress the Senate will not take 
up for consideration any legislative business other than the pensr bill (the 
tarin bill) and general appropriation bills, bills relating to publie buildings and 
public lands, and Senate or concurrent resolutions. 

Resolved, That the consideration of all bills, other than such as are mentioned 
in the foregoing resolution, is hereby postponed until the session of Congress 
to be beld on the first Monday in December, 1890. 

Resolv-d, That the vote on the pending bill and all amendments thereto shall 
be taken on the 30th day of August instant, at 2o’clock p. m., the voting to con- 
tinue without further debate until the consideration of thebill and the amend- 
ments is completed. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will lie over under 


the rules and be printed. 
THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on im and for other purposes. 

Seg PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment will be 
sta 

The SECRETARY. On page 29, line 6, paragraph 137, after the word 
„pay, strike out the words two and two-tenths cents and insert 
one cent; so as to read: 

And commercially known as tin-plate, terne-plates, and taggers tin, shall pay 
1 cent per pound, 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, it is not my wish to prolong the debate 
upon this amendment, but I feel that, representing a State and a con- 
stitnency that is peculiarly affected by the tax that is proposed in this 
schedule and this item of it, I owe it to them to enter my protest in 
their behalf against this imposition of a new burden upon their al- 
ready overburdened industries and occupations, 

The proposition made two years ago to put tin-plate upon the free- 
list to do away with the $7,000,000 of revenue that without ne- 


cessity of the public fise were yearly deposited in the T; was 

hailed with delight by all those people in the region in which 1 live, 

in Delaware, the Eastern Shore of Maryland, and in New Jersey, asa 

moon of great value and as a legislative favor of incalculable advantage 
em. 

There has grown up within the last two decades through all those 
alluvial lands in the peninsula of Delaware and of Maryland and of 
New Jersey, naturally, without subsidy, an industry worthy the con- 
sideration of those who are charged with the legislation of this country 
and with the imposing of its tax burdens. There has grown up in the 
various agricultural communities near the cross-roads store, in the sub- 
divisions of the counties, comparatively small canning factories which 
happily made a market for what was then and often is the overpro- 
duction of those fertile lands of vegetables and fruits, which otherwise 
they would not have had, opening a market for agricultural products 
on the one hand and creating, to use the cant phrase of the protection- 
ist, a new industry, giving employment to men and women and chil- 
dren, native born and of both races, who otherwise would have been 
perhaps unemployed; at least not so profitably employed. 

So it was fall of beneficence. There was no drawback to the mul- 
tiplication of these canneries all over the region of which I speak. 
They asked for no tax to support them; they took no dollar unjustly 
from the pocket of the man who had earned it in order that they 
might be subsidized at his expense; but it was a natural growth, under 
natural conditions, and therefore was wholesome and beneficent to the 
whole community. 

Millions of cans of vegetables and fruits and meats were yearly put 
upon the market, the growth of our own soil, making and distributing 
over the whole continent a vast food supply that came cheaply to the 
artisan and the toiler, and, more, opened a market for agricultural prod- 
ucts in foreign countries that, theretofore had been closed. They came 
inte competition with the French and English factories in which fruits 
and Ta and meats were preserved and distributed over the 
world. 

The great essential of that industry, the package in which neces- 
sarily these goods were to be incased, was this very article of tin-plate, 
which it is now proposed to burden with a tax more than double that 
which it has heretofore borne. It is this industry, so widespread; it 
is this enterprise of the citizens of our common country, men born on 
the soil, that it is proposed to attack and exact a subsidy from instead 
of giving a subsidy to, in order to support an industry that is as yet 
merely hypothetical, that is as yet unborn, as has been stated over and 
over again in this debate. 

This is a phase of the protective principle which is attracting now 
the attention of the people of this country in a fashion that has never 
before been presented to them, not seeking merely to prevent the com- 
petition of foreign labor, but prostrating or seeking or ing to 
prostrate naturally produced and originating industries in order to sub- 
sidize a few, overthrowing many, overburdening many in order to en- 
rich the coffers of some American or English syndicate. 

Tn this case there is no concealment about either the purpose for this 
tax or the persons who are to be benefited by it—a syndicate of capi- 
talists who see in this a most profitable venture if they can persuade 
the Congress of the United States, representing all the 65,000,000 peo- 
ple of this country, to enter into a partnership with them in which 
they, this syndicate, will reap all the profits and the people of this 
country will take all the risk and loss and pay all that is necessary in 
oa to 8 these profits to be as large as these people think they 
ought to 

Mr. President, it would seem that this statement ought to so shock 
the conscience of an American legislator that nothing more would be 
necessary te be said upon thissubject than that the effect and result of 
this proposed tax is to subsidize at the expense of the farming inter- 
ests of this country, at the expense of alwthe plain people of this coun- 
try who consume those products as well, this industry or proposed in- 
dustry that is begotten of the avarice of capital and is to be nurtured 
and maintained by the iniquity of a trust or syndicate. 

They tell us with boldness and effrontery that there is no skilled la- 
bor in this country now that is able to manufacture this tin-plate in 
competition with the tin-plate from Wales; that they must import the 
workmen in order to successfully and profitably carry it on; and yet 
they ask the American people at large, they ask the producers and the 
manufacturers of these homely products scattered and distributed all 
over this agricultural region of which I have spoken, to bear this ad- 
ditional burden in order that this syndicate may import a few thousand 
Welshmen to work for the profit and aggrandizement and enrichment 
of its members. The American farmer is forced into an unwilling 
partnership in which he makes good the losses and contributes to the 
profits, but has no share in the dividends. 

Mr. President, I mistake the spirit of the American people, I mis- 
take the spirit of the American farmers, if there is not a sense of wrong 
engendered by this proposition that will awaken a resistance that you 
do not now dream of and will bring about a revolution in this whole 


matter of tariff taxation of which it were well that you took heed. 
Mr. President, at this period of depressed agriculture, when it is con- 
ceded on all sides that the American farmer is not receiving an ade- 
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quate return for his labor and his industry, why should it be proposed 
that here, where there is an outlet that is proving yearly more valu- 
able for his products and more important to his industry, he should be 
embarrassed, to say the least, by a tax of more than double the amount 
that now rests upon this necessary article of tin-plate, and which en- 
ters into every little manufactory of canned vegetables and canned fruits 
and meats throughout the country? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Do I understand the Senator to say that it is con- 
ceded on this side of the Chamber that we can not manufacture tin- 
plate in this country? 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, I said nothing of the kind. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwas told that the Senator had said that tin-plate 
could not be manufactured in this country. 

Mr. GRAY. I have heard nothing of that kind. I said it was con- 
ceded that there was no present ability in this country to manufacture 
tin-plate without the importation of foreign workmen, and I have heard 
it conceded, not by the Senator from Rhode Island, let me say, and I 
have seen it in the printed literature on this subject published and 
distributed by those who are in faver of this tax, that that is the case; 
and this is the first time I have heard it denied. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have seen a statement of that kind published by 
the importers, but never from any one else. 

Mr. GRAY. I have seen that statement published by those who are 
speaking in the most glowing and hopeful terms of the prospect of es- 
tablishing, as they call it, creating, to use their phrase, this great in- 
dustry in the United States. They say, as one of the advantages that 
this proposed industry will bring, that it will plant within our borders 
an increased population. It will be carrying out the principle of the 
Senator from Connecticut, and be realizing measurably his hope by 
bringing here some portion of that 5,000,000 people who are to workin 
the protected industries and consume the products of the American 
farmer. Now, I have heard that and I have seen it published by those 
who are advocating this tax, and I never heard it denied before. 

Mr. President, is it fair, is it just to the farmers of this country, the 
farmers in these regions with which I am more particularly acquainted, 
who have to stand all the consequencesand results of competition with 
the cheap prairie lands of the West? To farmers along the Atlantic 
seaboard of the Middle States, who have seen the prices of their prod- 
ucts go down year after year as they came in competition with those 
great wheat fields of the Dakotas and Montana and of California, with 
no redress open to them, submitting to the results of an economic law 
which in the end will work out good to the mass of the people in this 
country I readily admit, but the hard conditions of which they must 
alone stand and endure, with the chances of short crops or of no crops, 
bad seasons, flood and cyclone, handicapped by all these risks of their 
business—lI say, to these farmers it seems unjust and unfair that they 
should be asked to bear this additional burden in order to take the 
risk of this new manufactory that is to be hereafter established and 
guaranty 10, 20, 30 per cent. profit to the millions of capital that are 
to be invested in it. 

Is it a fair deal between the people of this country that you should 
seek to impose upon the class of which I speak, in addition to the nat- 
ural risks that they must take of their own business, this additional 
burden and this additional risk of a business that is not yet started, 
but is proposed to be instituted by these wealthy people of whom I 
have spoken, for their own gain and profit? 

Mr. President, I can not add to what has been said so eloquently and 
forcibly by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] and the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] and the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. WILsoNI in the past few days on the general subject of the op- 
pression which by this bill will result to American farmers, but I am 
called upon, at the risk of consuming time that I would gladly forego 
the consumption of, to protest in the name of the people I represent 
against this most unjust, unrighteous, and unequal tax burden thatis 
proposed to be laid upon their shoulders. 

It is said that this tax, like other tariff taxes, protection taxes, is for 
the benefit and protection of American labor. We are apt to forget 
that there is other labor than that of the laborer who stands in the 
mill amid whirring wheels and machinery all day. There isaclass of 
labor numerically many times as large, which is outside of the pro- 
tected shop and factory, which can not be and is not sought to be pro- 
tected by the provisions of this bill. It is for them that I speak,as well 
as for those who are more particularly interested in the tax on tin- 
plate and who live in my own State and are my immediate constit- 
uents. 

To protect a few hundred thousand laborers in protected mills and 
mauufactories from the competition of so-called pauper labor, say the 
advocates of the bill, is its object. I would ask, then, why it is that 
that class of labor should seek to transfer all the results of the competi- 
tion with pauper labor to the farmers and laboring men of this country 
who are not so protected. That is what that argument amounts to. 
Says the proposed builder of a tin-plate mill: ‘‘We can not compete 
with this pauper labor in Wales, and therefore we must have a tax on 
tin-plates in order that we shall have no risk of competition with tin- 


plate produced bysuch labor. The absence of this competition makes : : 
our business secure and gives it all the advantage of monopoly. In 

order that we may escape this competition we invoke the taxing power | 
of the United States, and by the imposition of this tax we transfer to 

the farmers the disadvantage of this competition with pauper labor, 

which we are unwilling ourselves to undertake.” There is no fault 

in the logic of this man. He does simply transfer all the cost and | 
burden of such competition from his shoulders to those of the grower 

of fruits and vegetables who depends upon the canning factories. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. GRAY, Certainly. x 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator think that this particular item 
of what he calls tariff taxation is more unjust to the farmers than any 
other item of protected taxation? 

Mr. GRAY. More unjust? 

1 ALDRICH. Yes. Does it stand in any different position or re- 

tion? ji 

Mr. GRAY. I think it does, but only in degree. I think itis 
more monstrous as a matter of degree than any item yet encountered, 
unless it be the tax on cotton-ties. Iam not as familiar with this bill 
as the Senator from Rhode Island, and when he asks that question he 
may have in his mind some still more iniquitous tax that my recollec- 
tion does not recall; but as far as we have gone its seems to me that 
this is the most unjust tax that we have yet encountered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In what does the special injustice consist? 

Mr. GRAY. It consists in this: I have already endeavored to de- 
scribe to the Senator from Rhode Island and to others who have done 
me the honor to listen to me the growth in the Middle Atlantic States 
of an industry that is essentially agricultural—that is, it is agricult- à | 
ural in this, that, being distributed through and among the farmers of 5 
these regions and the farming parts of these States, New Jersey, Dela- x 
ware, and Maryland, it increases the consumption of agricultural prod- 
ucts in a way that is cumulative to the ordinary and natural comsump- 
tion of the population of the country. 

In other words, that where a man who owns a farm raises and is de- | 
pendent upon grain farming, if one of these factories is started in the 
vicinage he can devote a number of acres to the growth of tomatoes and 
reap a larger reward per acre by being able to sell them at the factory 
than if he had cultivated and sown that land in wheat. So with re- | 
gard to small fruits which otherwise would have been unmarketable, — 
only marketable in their perishable state, and by the distribution of 
the canning factories he is able to get a market for an unlimited sup- | 
ply, because it is storing up this agricultural product for distribution ; 
all over the world. Soitis that canned vegetables and canned fruit have 
become a staple product of this country, and they find their way not 
only all over this country, from ocean to ocean, but they are trans- 
ported to the farthest Ind. They are found in China and Japan, and 
they are in England, and on the continent of Europe, and a mest profit- 
able market has been made in this way, 

Now, I say it is unjust to the agriculturists, and it is unjust to the 
manufacturers, who are their customers, that you should impose the 
present rate upon the necessary article of tin-plate, in which all these i 
products are incased and preserved. That seems to me a simple state- 
ment of the injustice of this tax and makes perfectly plain its inequal- 
ity and its unfairness. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Idid not quite understand the Senator from Dela- 
ware whether the special injustice arose from the fact that these 
people were located in the Middle States, or whether they were farm- 
ers, or what it was that created the special injustice. 

Mr. GRAY. With the greatest respect for the Senator from Rhode 
Island, I do not choose to be drawn aside by such absolutely irrelevant 
questions as that, I say with all respect for him. I was speaking ofan | 
industry which had grown up in the States that I had mentioned, une 
der my own eye, with which I was familiar, and the promoters of 
which, in part, were my constituents. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not understand how the Senator can takeany 
other position than the one I alluded to when he states that be pro- 
tests against this duty because certain agriculturists in his own State 
suffer. Now, does he think that the people of the Middle States ought 
to be treated differently from the people of any other section of the 
country or does he think that the agriculturists of the country ought 
to be treated differently from other classes of our people? | 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, avarice and greed and wealth and pam- | 
pered plutocracy never wanted an excuse or an advocate to make that 
excuse for them when they were carrying out their schemes of plunder. 

I said nothing about the farmers of the States that I have named be- 

ing entitled to any peculiar consideration, but I said that this tax bore 

hardly upon this industry which had grown up without govermental 

favor or protection; that it had grown up without asking protection 

from the rest of the people of the country, and it was a natural growth 

of the enterprise and invention and skill of the American people, easy E 

to pursue, natural, and dependent largely upon the cheapness of this | 
article of tin-plate. | 

It was because tin-plate has cheapened to the people of the United | 
States that this industry has grown more and more in the last ten 
years. Itis because they can get and make their cans for the preser- 
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vation of these vegetables and ſruits and meats that this industry has 
become the producer of a most valuable article of foreign commerce, 
a commerce which has become world-wide in its extent, and you are 
seeking now to burden it and to lay an imposition of a tax double the 
praean rate upon this industry that I have described, in order to feed 

t the already overgrown capitalists who are promising to start this 
tin-plate industry in the United States. 

I say it is unjust, and it will awaken a resistance that will surprise 
the advocates of this tax when they come to hear from those who are 
affected by it. Itis not only laying a tax upon foreign imports now, 
but the protective system has advanced further, and we aresubsidizing 
some industries at the expense of others that are equally within our 

own borders and are equally entitled to the protection and considera- 
tion of the law. j 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me fur- 
ther, I will say that I was seeking to ascertain from the Senator from 
Delaware, if I could, the reasons why he considered this particular 
item specially unjust in its operation. Now, from the standpoint of a 
protectionist—and of course we upon this side of the Chamber are bound 
to sustain that poliey—in what does the injustice of this particular duty 
consist? I submit to the Senator from Delaware that the only answer 
he has made to that inguiry was that a certain special industry had 
grown up in the Middle States composed of agricultural people. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, Iam not going to be tempted into re- 

ting over and over again what I have said in order to answer the 
quiry of the Senator from Rhode Island. I intend no disrespect to 
him at all—I am sure he will believe in that—when I say that I can not 
make plainer to him than I havealready done where that special injustice 
lies, Hut, if he will permit me to add to what I have already said, there 
is an element of special injustice in this, that there is no tin-plate in- 
dustry in this country at the present time to be protected, and the pro- 
tection is invoked for the benefit and enrichment of those who merely 
promise to import labor from abroad by which they can make great 
rofits, 
p Mr. ALDRICH. I would suggest to the Senator that most political 
economists consider that that constitutes a much stronger case for pro- 
tection than when the industry already exists. Mr. John Stuart Mill, 
for instance, sustains a protective duty levied to establish a new indus- 
try; and I am sure I know of no protectionist of any grade or descrip- 
tion who does not think that a protective tariff ought to be applied for 
the establishment and upbuilding of new industries, as well as for the 
-promotion and prosperity of old ones. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam not surprised that the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and is compelled to take refuge in some general doctrine of protection 
under the wings of which he thinks he can shelter this monstrous at- 
tack upon the industries that I have described. 

You are not creating a new industry, but only transferring an old 
one here, where it can only be carried on at a disadvantage and waste- 
fully, and for that disadvantage and for that waste you call upon the 
farmers to pay. You do not create an industry, but you propose to 
take an industry from its natural and wholesome conditions and make 
it a parasite upon another industry. 

This differs not from all but from very many other claims for pro- 
tection in this: You are not here laying an import duty merely to pre- 
vent foreign competition, but you are laying the burden largely upon 
industries, not upon mere consumers of finished products, as the tax 
on woolens falls upon the mere wearer of clothes, upon the mere wearer 
of the hat or the consumer of the product in sume othershape, but you 
are seeking, as I have’shown, to place this tax upon industries already 
established, employing American labor to a greater extent than it is 
possible that the industry which seeks protection should ever employ 
it, and you are doing it in the name of protection to American labor. 
You say that you can notcompete with the pauper labor of Wales in 
the manufacture of tin-plate. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. GRAY. Well, I was right in the middle of what I was saying, 
but I will yield to the Senator from Massachusetts, 

Mr. HOAR. It is in reference to the Senator’s statement made just 
now that the purpose of this thing was to enable certain pro 
manufacturers of tin-plate to make profits. I wish to ask the Senator, 
not whether these gentlemen are right or wrong in their opinion, but 
whether he does not understand and believe that there was a very care- 
ful and thorough investigation of that question two years ago by the 
Finance Committee of the Senate and that they came to the conclusion, 
whether right or wrong, that the putting on of this duty would reduce 
the price of tin-plate in this country and emancipate its purchasers 
from the control of the foreign manufacturer. Now, Iam not asking 
the Senator whether he thinks that conclusion was true, but I am 
asking him if he does not know that was the motive. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not know that I have been deal- 
ing with the individual motives of Senators. 

Mr. HOAR. But I understood the Senator to impugn the motive. 

Mr. GRAY. I have dealt with the results of their proposed action. 
I have no intention, and if I did I am sure the Senator from Rhode 
Island will take my disayowal of any such intention, to impute a mo- 
tive that was personally unworthy to him; but I did attribute to the 


results of his action, to the results of what his judgment has dictated 
it to be, these maleficent effects to an important American industry. I 
am not now speaking of the tax on the great mass of the consumers; 


that is another phase of the question; that is the ordinary phase of the 
question; but there is this peculiar phase that I am dealing with now, 
that you are laying a tax not only on the consumption all over this 


country and upon these 65,000,000 people, but this is a special tax laid 
pat the industries which you profess to desire to see fostered and pro- 
tected. 

You are destroying or injuring many industries in order to subsidize 
a few, and the result of this bill if it passes with this provision in it 
of a tax of 2.2 cents per pound on tin-plate will be to crippleand bur- 
den and handicap these little manufactories with small capital. They 
are distributed all over the region I have described, amounting in the 
aggregate to a great capital, but making a healthy distribution of in- 
dustry, the profits to any one concern not great, not large, no great 
fortunes piled up, but honest livings are made out of it and employ- 
ment is given to hundreds and thousands of the women and children and 
sons of American farmers who live in the neighborhood of the facto- 
ries and were brought up there, and are certainly entitled to the con- 
sideration of those who believe, as the Senator from Rhode Island be- 
lieves, that the chief thing in all this business is the protection of 
American labor. a 

Mr. President, I was about to say, when the Senator from Massachu- 
setts interrupted me, that the claim in this case as in so many other 
cases of the protective manufactories or those who claim the assistance of 
the Government is that without some protection, without the assist- 
ance of the tax-laying power of the General Government, they can 
not compet: with the cheap, pauper labor of Europe; that they can not 
engage in that competition at a profit and pay wages to their labor 
such as are demanded in this country. If that be true, just look at ita 
moment—and I challenge the attention of Senators to the statement I 
was about to make—if that be true, and if that be the real reasou for 
the imposition of this tax and other taxes of a like character, then it 
is merely this process that you go through. You allow the protected 
manufacturer to escape from the competition of pauper labor by trans- 
ferring that competition to the American farmer and the great mass of 
American consumers. 

That is all there is about it. He assumes the burden of the compe- 
tition with panper labor for the benefitof the protected manufacturer, 
and that is all you can make out of it. In its last analysis it comes to 
that. We can not compete, says the manufacturer, with this article, 
whatever it may be, because the labor is so cheap, being of that char- 
acter that is designated in the cant phrase of the day as pauper labor; 
we can not compete and pay the prices of American labor, and therefore 
we ask the aid of the American ee the trustees ot the legislative 
power of all the people, to allow us to escape from that competition and 
transfer the result of it and the disadvantage of it largely to the American 
farmer, almost wholly in the case we are now speaking of. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator oblige me for one second ? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He puts his case very well indeed. But suppose 
the manufacturer does not say quite what he says. Suppose the man- 
ufacturer says, I could make out to make a fair compensation, even 
at the present rate; but, if I start, this combination, virtually it is, 
abroad in the making of tin-plate cuts under with the distinct pur- 
pose of killing me and would make the business unprofitable and I 
would have to stop;’’ and of course as soon as it gets the business 
killed over here it puts up the price. Now,” says the manufacturer, 
“if you make this a little higher I can stand it in spite of that, and 
there being there a real competition between two nations I will bring 
that price down or I will quit.” Now, that is what the manufacturer 
really does say. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, when I look into the beaming face and 
generous countenance of my friend from Connecticat I know that he 
means all he says and is full of the benevolence that I know wells u 
in his heart on all oceasions; he would accomplish just that thing 2 
would work injustice to no one; but, unhappily ſor that ideal state he 
has described, all history and all experience traverse and confute his 
statement. There has been in the particular article of which we are 

ing a steady decrease in the price during the last ten years. 

Mr.GORMAN. Since 1878. 

Mr. GRAY. During the last twelve years, and not any increase. 
We have never found in all our experience that the time has ever come 
when the protected manufacturer enjoying this subsidy taken from 
the pockets of all the people on the plea that it was necessary in order 
that he should establish himself in competition with his foreign com- 
petitor—we have never yet come to the time, though some of these 
industries are a hundred years old, when the man who conducted it 
was able to say that in his opinion We have had enough of protection 
now; we thank the American people for this great boon and subsidy 
that they have given us in these past years; and now, as a consequence 
thereof, we are able to get along orf our own resources; we are able to 
stand on our own feet; and therefore we respectfully return to you the 
aid which has been given to us and ask for it no more.“ When the 
Senator from Connecticut points me to such a case as that then will 
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I stop to consider with him whether there may not be something in 
the argument he has just made. : 
Mr. HAWLEY. I donot think my friend quite rightly understands 


me. 
Mr. GRAY. No, I do not think I do. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Isaid if they could not compete then of course they 
would quit the field, but they felt perfectly confident that with a rea- 
sonable margin they could compete and cut the price down. Now, as 
to the cutting down of the price after establishing a real competition 
(and there is none now; afterestablishing the industry thereis), our his- 
tory is full of instances in which the price has been cut down by thein- 
trodnction of American manufactures in competition. The Bessemer rail 
is a substantial illustration, a reduction from $150 a ton down to $25. 

Mr. GRAY. That is not the question, in my humble opinion, with 
all respect to the Senator from Connecticut. Let me say that this fall 
of prices that has taken place throughout the last few decades is, as he 
knows, the result of economic influences that we are not discussing or 
considering now; that it is not the result of the tariff, but all over 
the world the cheapening process of commodities has gone on as the 
result of man’s invention and ingenuity and skill, and the accumula- 
tion of the results of past labor, and the utilization of the forces of 
nature that have hitherto lain dormant and unused. The decrease in 
prices which the Senator would seem to ascribe to the tariff is one 
which the people of this country are entitled to share in, but which 
those who would impose this tariff tax and place these burdens upon 
the people in the interest of a few are seeking to neutralize for the 
benefit of those who come here and demand this so-called protection 
and subyention from the pockets of the whole American people. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me again a moment? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is, of course, taking the whole world of in- 
dustry through, a steady decrease in the price of articles arising from 
the ingenuity of man and numerons inventions, the better education 
and greater skill of men, etc.; but it is not at all in the proportion of 
$150 a ton down to $25. If I had time to go into the detail of it and 
refresh my memory upon the subject, I think it would be clearly shown 
that the British manufacturer of Bessemer steel would never have 
brought the price down at that rate, but that this did result, which 
always comes in such a case the moment the American enters the field 
as a manufacturer. 

Every bright mechanic in his shop enters the field with him, and is 
inventing and improving every day in the processes, and that is a part 
of the benefit of giving the American manufacturer a start. We did 
not take the Bessemer process and continue it as Mr. Bessemer lett it 
or set it before the world. We regenerated the whole business, and 
that is what we always do. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Will my colleague yield to a question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HIGGINS, I understood my colleague to state that there was 
a fall in prices in all manufactured articles the world over during the 
last decade. Was I right in that? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I would then ask my colleagueif there has been any 
such fall in the price of tin-plate? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I wish to state 

Mr. GRAY. My colleague has asked me a question; I hope he will 
allow me to answer it. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Since 1878, as I understand it, the price of tin-plate, as 
disclosed at the ports of entry in this country, has fallen from 4 cents 
and some mills a pound to 2 cents and some mills a pound. 

Mr. HIGGINS. If my colleague will permit me, I will say that I 
have before me a letter written on the 6th of January, 1890, by the firm 
of J. M. Melloy & Son,of Philadeiphia, in which they set forth a table 
of the prices of tin-plate, giving it by years, from the month of January, 
1884, to the last quotation in the month of November, 1889. The 
price for January, 1884, was $4.75 per box, and in November, 1889, it 
was $4.73. It had fallen just 2 cents in that time on a box. 

Mr. GRAY. Of course I tried to get my information from reliable 
sources. Iam informed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] 
that the price of tin-plate in 1889 was exceptional and that it was 
the only period in that more than a decade of years—twelve years—in 
which it reached that price after the first year. But I find in the table 
which I hold in my hand, which is a public document of the Treasury 
Department, that tin-plates in the year 1878 at the ports of entry were 
worth 4 cents and 1 mill per pound; that in 1879 they were 3 cents 
and 7 mills; that in 1880 they were 4 cents and 5 mills; in 1881, 3 
cents and 8 mills; in 1882, 3 cents and 8 mills; 1n 1883, 3 cents and 7 
mills; in 1884, 3 cents and 6 mills; in 1885, 3 cents and 3 mills; in 
1886, 3 cents and 1 mill; in 1887, 3 cents and no mills; in 1888, 3 cents 
and no mills, and in 1889, the portion of the year before this rise took 
place, 2 cents and 8 mills. So there was a fall of 50 per cent. 

Mr, ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me right there, the state- 
ment which the Senator from Delaware has just made, taken in connec- 
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tion with the statement of his colleague, farnishes the most conclusive 
evidence in favor of the imposition of this tax. js 


Mr. GRAY. I have no doubt that anything would furnish a con- 


clusive reason to the Senator for the imposition of this tax. 
Mr. ALDRICH. He has shown that the foreign price has fallen off; 
and that, taken in connection with the statement 


has been no decline in the American price while the foreign price has 
constantly declined. 

Mr. GRAY. As I understand the table from which I read, it gives 
the prices at the ports of entry in this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, the Senator was reading the prices on the 
other side in Great Britain and the colleague of the tor from 
Delaware was reading the American quotations. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, I can not see the force of the argument in 
support of the increased duty. They do not want any protection then, 

Mr. HIGGINS. If my colleague will allow me I will state that 
Melloy & Son say in this letter: 

We give you below a table showing the average price the merchants of New 
York sold at during the following years. This is far better than the misleading 
prices laid before you. r 

I do not know what they refer to there. 

Mr. GRAY. If that be so, I should like to ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island, or my colleague, or any other intelligent person inter- 
ested in this matter why it is, with those prices that I have quoted, that 
are officially given by the Treasury Department, any American who wants 
tin could not go there and buy it; and if, afterhe gets it into this coun- 
try, he is enabled to get the prices that have been read by my colleague 
and referred to by the Senator from Rhode Island, I should like to 
know what especial need there is of this additional protective tariff 
in order to allow these wealthy men of Pittsburgh or elsewhere to 
engage in the manufacture of tin-plate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. My remarks were addressed, I will suggest to the 
Senator from Delaware, to the fact that we were dependent entirely 
upon a few mannfacturers of tin-plates in Wales, which enabled those 
people to so control the markets and prices in this country, that while 
the price of their own product declined in their own country they were 
still able to maintain the price here. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Rhode Island has not yet answered 
why we can not go there and buy at those prices, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Because the prices which the Senator read are 
fixed by the importers themselves in their own invoices, and the ar- 
ticle can not be bought for that sum. 


Mr. GRAY. It seems to me, with all respect, that it is child’s play , 


for these great capitalists to be playing hide and seek behind such state- 

ments as that; that these are the importers’ prices and these poor men 

who propose to make tin-plate are the victims of these wicked im- 

pn 7227 give one price at the custom-house and pay another in 
ngland. _ 

I hold in my hand the price-lists in the open market in England, 
which are in shillings and pence, but which translated in dollars and 
cents absolutely confirm the table I just read, and it is not true, unless 
these statements are false beyond all experience in human testimony, 
that 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let us find out. 

Mr. GRAY. It is not true that there has not been just the decline 
I have stated; and that if that be true, and those prices have obtained 
in England, it was within the competency of any dealer in this coun- 

to go thereand obtain them by furnishing money for them. 


Mr. ALDRICH. For the purpose of finding out the accuracy, will” 


the Senator be kind enough to give his quotations? Let us see what 
they are. 

Mr. GRAY. Do what? 

Mr. ALDRICH.- Will the Senator give the quotation he has before 
him so that we may see what it is, whether it agrees with the unit of 
value from the importations? 


Mr.GRAY. Well, in 1878 it was sold at 188. 3d. per hundred-weight. -~ 


Mr. ALDRICH. The present price, I mean? 

Mr. GRAY. Fifteen shillings threepence in 1888. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is per hundred. For 1889 how much? 

Mr. GRAY. It does not come down to 1889. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I can give the computation. 

Mr. GRAY. I can not stop to wait for the Senator. He may do 
that hereafter, but I have not yet heard the answer to the question I 


put to the Senator from Connecticut when he drew that roseate picture | 


of the negotiation between the proposed protected manufacturer and 
the Finance Committee, where he stated that if he could only have 
this protection sufficiently long to establish his industry the inventions 
of skilled American mechanics would so facilitate the processes and 
produce results that he would cheapen the protected commodity to the 
American consumer. 

I wanted to know then and I have not heard yet where is the instance 
of a manufacturer who has made that proposition upon those grounds in 
all the hundred years that have come and gone over American indus- 
tries and American labor, that such a man has said, I have at length 


e by the Senator’s * 
colleague that the American price has been maintained, shows that there 


reached this point, and, thanking you for the favors that have been re- 
_ ceived in the past, I am willing to give up the protection; Lam willing 
to give up the subsidy that I have been taking trom the pockets of the 
American tax-payers all these years, because I am able to stand upon 
my own feet.” : 

No, sir; the experience is just the reverse. There is not one of these 

tected manufacturers or the oldest of them who does not now stand 

- in forma pauperis and plead for a higher and higher tax on the com- 

modlities which for all these years have been the special care of Ameri- 
can legislators and the subject of their protective legislation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator now allow me? 

Mr.GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 will give him the result of my computation of 
the quotations which he gave upon tin-plate. Fifteen shillings and 
threepence per hundred-weight is 3.4 cents per pound abroad as against 
2.9 cents, which he stated was the former price. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator from Delaware will permit me, I 
hold in my hand a statement from Mr. Daniel E. Conklin, of Balti- 
more, a large dealer and importer, who, I will say to my friend from 
Rhode Island, is a leading Republican in Maryland, a gentleman of 
reputation and standing. He tells me that a box of tin, 108 pounds, 
which is 105 pounds of steel and iron and 3 pounds of pig-tin, costs 

no 83.23, and that that is a higher price than it has been selling for 
within the past year. That is the actual cost to-day. 

Mr. ALLISON. The cost where ? 

Mr. GORMAN. On the other side, abroad. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ihave in my hand the Liverpool price. 

Mr. GRAY. Wait one moment, I have something here—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I want to put something in 

Mr. GRAY. I have the floor and I want to put something in. I 
will yield to the Senator in a moment. 

_Mr. ALDRICH. I holdin my hand the Liverpool price for August 7. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well; let us have it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I find that IC tin, which is the lowest grade, sells 
from 16s, to 16s, 3d., 18. more than the Senator gave. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Free on board? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. GRAY. I have in my hand The London Economist with the 
price-current in it of date August 2, in which tin-plates, which per box, 
that is, of 108 pounds, as I understand 

Mr. ALLISON. It depends on the size. 

Mr. GRAY. That is the average weight. 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh, no. 

Mr. GRAY, It quotes IC at 14s., 6d.; so that we are not so very 
far out of the way after all in comparing the London price-current 
with the Treasury tables which I had. But the Senator from Khode 
Island, in working up the figures that I gave him for the year 1888, 
figures out that it would be 3 cents and some mills per pound. 

Now, the table from which I read said that the price in 1888 was 3 
cents a pound, just 3 centsa pound, for 1889 was the last figures which 
I read, where it was 2.8 cents pound, but the year 1888, which I 
read from this table that I „which he translated into dollars and 
cents, corresponds very nearly with the Treasury table from which I 
read 


Now, Mr. President, it is all well to go into these minute calcula- 
_ tions of dollars and cents, and pounds, shillings, and pence. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator is willing to yield to a mo- 
tion to adjourn. 

Mr. GRAY, Iam, i 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould like, if the Senator pleases, to move for a brief 
executive session. It will take but a few moments. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
yield for that p ? 
- Mr. ALDRICH. Ido. 

Mr. BLAIR. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 


ness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business, After ten minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 16 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, August 13,1890, 
at 10 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 12th day of August, 1890. 
MINISTER RESIDENT AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 

Alexander Clark, of Iowa, to be minister resident and consul-general 
of the United States to Liberia, vice Ezekiel E. Smith, recalled. 

: UNITED STATES CONSULS, 

Alonzo Spencer, of New York, to be consul of the United States at 

Guadeloupe, vice Charles Bartlett, recalled. 

Samuel McNutt, of Iowa, to be consul of the United States at Mara- 

caibo, vice Eugene H. Plumacher, 
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Herbert L. Rand, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States at 
Ponape, Caroline Islands. 
Samuel B. Horne, of Connecticut, to be consul of the United States 
at St. Thomas, West Indies, to filla vacancy. 
Adam Lieberknecht, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States at 
Tampico, vice William R. Greathouse, recalled. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


William E. Blunt, of Massachusetts, to be of customs in 
the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State of Massachusetts, 
to succeed Jeremiah W. Coveney, whose term of office has expired by 
limitation. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

John Goffigon, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for the district 
of Cherrystone, in the State of Virginia, to succeed George G. Savage, 
whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

ASSAYER. 

William D. Wheeler, of Montana, to be assayer in the United States 
assay office at Helena, in the State of Montana, to succeed Spruille 
Braden, resigned. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Henry S. White, of New Jersey, to be attorney of the United States 

for the district of New Jersey, vice George S. Duryee, resigned. 
JUSTICES OF THE PEACE. 

George H. Armstrong, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice of 
the peace in and for the District of Columbia (to be assigned to Union- 
town), vice J. A. Moss, whose term has expired. 

Emanuel M. Hewlett, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice of 
the peace inand for the District of Columbia (to be assigned to the city 
of Washington), vice William W. Moffett, resigned. 

Alfred G. Osborn, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice of the 
peace in and for the District of Columbia (to be assigned to Bright- 
wood), his term having expired July 26, 1890. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
To be additional second lieutenants in the Corps of Engineers. 

1. Cadet Edgar Jadwin. 

2. Cadet Charles Keller, 

3. Cadet Herbert Deakyne. 

4, Cadet Charles S. Bromwell. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 12, 1890, 


INDIAN AGENTS, 


George Steell, of Great Falls, Mont., to be agent for the Indians of 
the Blackfeet agency in Montana. > 

John Tully, of Miles City, Mont., to be agent for the Indians of the 
Tongue River agency in Montana. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, August 12, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. D. 
APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL, | 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal will be considered 
as approved. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Icall for a vote on that question. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman objects to the approval of the Jour- 
nal. The question is, shall the Journal be approved? [Putting the 
qestio The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for a division. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me a moment, Task him 
to withdraw any opposition to the approval of the Journal, stating to 
him that it is my purpose to report, from the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, a joint resolution providing for the further extension of appro- 
priations for the support of the Government for fifteen days. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the call for a division. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the Journal will 
considered as approved. 

There was no objection. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr.CANNON. By direction of the Committeeon Appropriations — 

The SPEAKER. Before the gentleman from Illinois proceeds, the 
Chair would like to make a correction of a reference. 

By unanimous consent, the reference of the bill (8. 964) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to convey to the State of Kansas certain 
lands therein was from the Committee on Military Affairs to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, 


be 


z STATUE OF GENERAL v. S. GRANT. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution (H. Res. 144) to accept from 
the National Encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic a statue 
and pedestal of the late General Ulysses S. Grant should have been 
laid on the table, a joint resolution of the Senate, similar in substance, 
having been If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


TEMPORARY APPROPRIATIONS FOR SUPPORT OF THE GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. CANNON reported from the Committee on Appropriations a 
ut resolution (H. Res. 211) to continue the provisions of existing 

ws providing temporarily for the expenditures of the Government; 
which was read a first and second time, and the House proceeded to the 
consideration of the same. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, cic., That the provisions of 
joint res@utions approved June 30 and July 30, 1890, providing temporarily for 
the expenditures of the Government. be and the same are hereby extended and 
continued in fall force and effect to and including the 29th day of August, 1890, 

Mr. CANNON. Touching this matter, I wish to say that on the 
day after to-morrow at 12 o'clock the fifteen days’ extension provided 
for in the resolution last adopted on this subject will expire. In the 
opinion of the Committee on Appropriations it is necessary that. the 
resolution now reported should be passed, as they do not believe it 
practicable to pass within the next two days the sundry civil bill (or 
rather to have an agreement reached in conference and ratified by the 
House) and also the Indian appropriation bill. It is, however, just 
to that committee and just to the truth to say that there is no doubt 
the general appropriation bills would have become laws before this 
time but for the fact that by Senate amendments matters of legislation 
changing the land laws and touching the irrigation question have been 
placed upon the sundry civil bill and have led to much discussion at 
the other end of the Capitol, and also in this House. So far as concerns 
the appropriations in pursnanceo! existing law, embraced in that great 
bill, they have all been agreed to, and the only thing remaining in con- 
ference is a matter of legislation, wide-reaching in its consequences, 
which had no place upon the bill under the rules of the House and 
which has no relation to appropriations. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield to me for a 
moment? 

Mr. CANNON. With pleasure. 

Mr. ROGERS, Mr. Speaker, on yesterday morning I rose and ad- 
dressed the Chair to ask a correction of the Journal. The Chair de- 
cided that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] rose first, and 
therefore recognized the gentleman from Illinois, The RECORD of this 
morning shows the fact that I rose first and addressed the Chair, and that 
the gentleman from Illinois rose second. Now, I suggest to the Chair 
that a change ought to be made in the RECORD by the 
chronological order of these addresses to the Chair, so as to make it 
appear that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] rose and ad- 
dressed the Chair first and I second; or the Chair should make this 
change, if he does not make the other, pamely, that, while the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas rose and addressed the Chair first, the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] rose, addressed the Chair, and was 
recognized. Either change will, of course, contradict the fact as it act- 
ually exists; but it will relieve the Speaker from any inconsistency in 
the ruling which was made at that time, as it is now made to appear 
by the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair’s attitude toward the gentleman from 
Arkansas has been consistent throughout: that of polite endurance of 
what it seems can not be helped. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The gentleman from Illinois will proceed. 

Mr, CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask a vote on the engrossment and 
third reading of the resolution. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. CANNON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DESTITUTION IN OKLAHOMA, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, referred to the 
Committee on the Territories, and, with the accompanying papers, 
ordered to be printed. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I have received, under date of July 29, ultimo, a communication from Hon. 
George W. Steele, governor of the Territory of Oklahoma, in which, among 
otber things, he says: 

“A delegation from township 16, range 1, in this county, has just left me, who 
come to represent that there are at this time twenty-eight families in that 
township who are in actual need of the necessaries of life, and they give it as 
their opinion that their township is not an exception, and that in the very near 


futurea proportion of the settlers of this Terri will have to have as- 
sistance. This I have looked for, but have hoped to bridge over until after the 
Legislature when I thought some arrangement might be made for tak- 
ing care of these needy people; but, with little taxable in the Terri- 
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a 


demands to be made and met, I doubt if the 
such provision until a crop is raised next year 
to the demands. 


uted to the above need shall be im 
Information received by me from 
ernor Steele is altogether right in his impression that there will be, unless re- 
lief is afforded either by publicappropriation or by individual effort, 
widespread suftering among the settlers in Oklahoma. Many of these 


people - 
expended in travel and in providing shelter for their families all of their accu- 


mulated means. The crop for this year are, by reason of d 
quite unfavorable, and the ability of the Territory itself to provide relief must 
be nes ns during this year. 

Tam advised that there is an unexpended balance of about $45,000 of the fund 


appropriated for the relief of the sufferers by flood upon the 3 River 


and its tributaries, and I recommend that authority be given to use this fund to 
meet the most urgent necessities of the poorer people in Oklahoma. Ste 
have been taken to ascertain more particularly the condition of the papie 
throughout the Territory, and if s larger relief should seem to be necessary 
facts will be submitted to Congress. If the fund to which I have reterred 
should be made available for relief in Oklahoma, care will be taken that so- 
much of it as is necessary to be expended shall be judiciously applied to the most 
worthy and necessitous cases, 

BENJ. HARRISON, ' 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 8, 1890. 

SALE OF CERTAIN WISCONSIN LANDS. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr.S er, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 11272) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to sell certain lands, and to grant the proceeds of such 
sale to the town of Pelican, Oneida County, Wisconsin, for school pur- 


poses. 

The bill was read at length. 
3 SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 

e bill? 

Mr. ROGERS. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman will give me his attention for a 
moment I think he will ö 

Mr. ROGERS. Let us have the regular order. $ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas demands the reg- 
ular order, which is equivalent to an objection, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit-a motion that 
when the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Saturday next, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas calls for the regu- 
lar order, which is the consideration of business on the Speaker's table. 


PETER MOOG. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the amendment of the Senate 


to the bill (H. R. 1104) to relieve Peter Moog from the charge of de- 


sertion. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. This bill is returned with an amendment by the 
Senate, which I ask concurrence in. 

The SPEAKER, The Senate amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill and insert: 
That notwithstanding the 
Pocotaligo, S. C., on Janu 


ny B, Sixt 
Pio forfeit 


ing of the general court-martial to enter thereon the following words: * Hon- 
orably 3 to date July 10, with all bounty, pay, and allowances, 
in pursuance of special act of Congress for his relief, approved And the 


10, 1865, 
eee faithfully from July 15, 1863 to July 10, 1865, and to pay him any 
amoun 
him.” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on concurring in the amendment 
of the Senate. 


` 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. - 


Does not this bill, a private bill, properly come before the House on 
Friday only? Is it in order on any other day than Friday? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The Chair has passed upon 
that question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I did not know that it had 
been passed upon during tlie present session of Congress. ~ 

The SPEAKER. Public business is not in order on Friday, but the 
reverse does not hold true. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then the Chair holds that any 

rivate business is in order on any day? 
The SPEAKER. Hardly. This particular form of private business 


is at this time, being a House bill with Senate amendments. The ques- 
tion is upon concurrence. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it, 


8472 
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Aveust 12, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, ot Kentucky, demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 81, noes none, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, and 
Mr. BooTHMAN were appointed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I withdraw the point on this 


bill. 
The SPEAKER. There being no votes against the bill and 81 in 
fayor of it, the motion to concur is agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Speaker, is it in order to offer my reso- 
lution that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn until Saturday 
next? 

The SPEAKER. The House is still proceeding with business from 
the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It does not seem to be in order, then? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I will ask unanimous consent 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read. 


FORT BANDALL AND SISSETON MILITARY RESERVATIONS, 


The Clerk read as follows: 

r Is THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, July 14, 1890. 

Resolved, That the bill from the House of Representatives (H. R. 789) entitled 
“An act opening to settlement a portion of the Fort Randall military reserva- 
tion in South Dakota” do pass with the following amendments: 

After line 7, insert: 

“Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and 
directed to cause the lands embraced within the abandoned Fort Sisseton res- 
ervation in South Dakota to be regularly surveyed by an extension of the pub- 
licsurveys over the unsurveyed portions thereof. 

“Seo. 3. That there is hereby granted to the State of South Dakota one section 
of land of the Fort Sisseton military reservation, upon which the buildings used 
in connection with said fort are situated, to be used by said State as a perma- 
nent camp and pene. und. and for such other purposes in connection with 
the training and education of the militia of the Stateas the Legislature may di- 
rect. Said section of land shall be selected by said State so as to conform as 
near as ible to the public survey: Provided, however, That whenever the 
State of South Dakota shall cease to use said lands forthe purpose herein named 
said lands shall revert to and become the property of the United States, 

“Bec. 4. That the remaining portion of the Fort Sisseton military reservation 
may be selected at any time within one year after the approval of the survey 
ofsaid reservation by the State of South Dakota as a part of the lands granted 
to said State under the provisions of ‘An act to provide for the admission of the 
State of South Dakota into the Union,’ approved February 22, 189. And when 
said lands are selected as herein provided, the Secretary of the Interior shall 
cause patents for the same to be issued to the State of South Dakota: Provided, 
That no existing lawful rights under any of the land laws of the United States 
providing for the disposition of the publiclands shall be invalidated by this act. 

Amend the title so as toread: “An act opening to settlement a portion of the 
Fort Randall military reservation in South Dakota, and to dispose of the Sis- 
seton reservation.“ 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suppose, Mr. Speaker, this will go to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, It involves an appropriation of public land. 

The SPEAKER. The bill was originally reported, as the Chair is 
informed, by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It touches the publie lands, however. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, what is the pending question? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. What action is requested by the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CurcHEon], chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. To concur in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON ] 
moves that the House concur in the Senate amendments, 

Mr. SPRINGER. What are the amendments? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The amendments have just been read. 

Mr, HOLMAN. The third section of the bill makes an appropria- 
tion of land. I believe that is a Senate provision. It seems to me, 
Mr. Speaker, that the bill should go to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, is this amendment now before the 
House for adoption? 

The SPEAKER. On the motion of the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. CurcHeron] to concur. i 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, I desire, Mr. Speaker, then, in the time 
allowed me, to have the amendments read in my time. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The amendments have already been read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know that they have been read, but they are 
not understood by the House. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCH- 


EON] yield? 
Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON ] 
has yielded and taken his seat, 


Mr.CUTCHEON. For the purposeof having the amendmenis read 
again I will yield. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understood that the gentleman from Michigan 
had yielded the floor and sat down, and I was going to make some ob- 
servations myself, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the amendments, 

The amendments were again reported by the Clerk. ; 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 


nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. 
R. 11690) amendatory of the act entitled An act to provide for taking 
the eleventh and subsequent censuses.”’ 


FORT RANDALL AND SISSETON MILITARY RESERVATIONS. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr, Speaker, I rise to a question of order. It is 


that the third section of this act makes a grant of lands subject to a 
subsequent condition—a subsequent forfeiture; but of course it is an 
absolute grant until such forfeitureshalloccur. Itis notin thenature 
of a temporary grant, to be revoked by the Secretary of the Interior, 
the Secretary of War, or the President, but a grant which can only be 
defeated by a failure on the part of the State of South Dakota to use 
the lands for the purposes named. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], supposing his point to be correct if made in 
time, that this measure has been debated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I called the attention of the Chair to it some time 
ago, at an early moment. I made the suggestion that the third section 
contained an appropriation of land. 

The SPEAKER. Well, the gentleman permitted it to be debated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I made that point, though, to the Chair, as the 
RECORD will show. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman ought to have in- 
sisted upon it at the time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I donot know to what extent I ought to insist, I 
certainly called the Chair’s attention to tke point. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will say to the gentleman that this is only a 
revocable grant. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Indiana 
[ Mr. HoLmMAN] will see that if he intended to make the point he should 
not have permitted the debate to begin. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There has been no debate, as the RECORD will show, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hardly thinks the point was well taken, 
if it was in order, but desires to make that suggestion to the gentle- 
man from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ifthe Chair puts it upon the ground that the point 
of order is not well taken, of course I submit. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to inquire of the friends of this bill what 
is the probable value of the forts of the United States located upon this 
land, which we are about to donate now to the State of South Dakota. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There has been no report upon this important part 
of the bill relating to the Sisseton military reservation. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is only estimated that the bill will donate tha 
buildings, which are worth about $5,000, and the use of the land. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Buildings worth $5,000 and 640 acres of land, 
a section of land. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is for the use of the militia. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, It is simply a revocable grant, and is for the use 
of the militia. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Itis not revocable. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It is revertible. It allows the State to use the 
land for this purpose, and if it ceases to be used fur such purpose if 
will revert to the Government. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, 1 do not see the necessity for do- 
nating this reservation to the State of South Dakota. By the act ad- 
mitting those four States into the Union there was a munificent grant 
of public land; more so perhaps than ever given to any State comi 
into the Union. This grant was stated upon its face to be in full of 
claims of the State for public lands forever, Now, if we grant this 
section of land to the State of South Dakota, with buildings worth 
$5,000, other States coming in or which came in at the same time 
will ask anequal donation for the purpose of building barracks in those 
States ‘aa the accommodation of the State militia, just the same as this 
State 

It seems to me that as this bill, which admitted those four States into 
the Union, was for the purpose of equalizing all these grants, and in- 
tended to be a finality, we will now open up the whole subject, and 
have to go over the whole list of the States then admitted or hereafter 
to be admitted and allow them grants of land on which to put valua- 
ble buildings for the use of their militia. If you allow this State militia 
buildings worth $5,000 and a whole section of land, why can not the 
State of Maine, represented so ably on this floor by the Speaker of this 
House and other gentlemen that I see about me, and why can not the 
State of my honored friend, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
CUTCHEON ], at the next session, ask for the militia of his State—ask 
for an appropriation of a section of land there and $5,000 in money 
out of the Treasury of the people to build barracks for the accommo- 
dation of the militia of that State? 

If this land is valuable to the United States, it ought to be used by 
the United States; if not, let it be sold by auction to the highest bid- 
der after appraisement and put the proceeds in the Treasury of the 
United States. It seems to me that, unless some good reason can be 
given, I will have to oppose this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend from Illinois permit me to say fur- 
ther that this bill, or the important part of the bill, has never been 
considered by a Committee of the House ? 


1890. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I said so at the beginning. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It has never been acted upon by the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I said in the beginning that this came from the 
Senate with amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the statement of 
the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My statement was that the important part of this 
bill has never been considered at all by acommittee of this Honse. It 
is a Senate measure. The House has passed a bill containing the first 
provision, but not the last. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Tue Senate amendment is not very important. 
It merely grants the use of this small tract for military purposes, 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is a forfeiture of the land. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on the motion to concur in the 
amendments of the Senate, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Would it be in order now to move that this bill, 
with Senate amendments, be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It should go to the Committee on Public Lands, 
ifit goes anywhere. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will say that Iam not antagonizing this bill, 
but it ought to be further investigated before being disposed of. 
will make the motion that the bill, with Senate amendments, be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, as this amendment of the Senate 
has not been considered by any committee of the House, I will with- 
draw my motion and let it go to the appropriate committee, which I 
think will be the Committee on Public Lands in this case. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, if these amendments be non-con- 
curred in, would the bill go to a committee of conference? 

The SPEAKER. If non-concurred in it could go to a committee of 
eouference, 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to say to the gentleman from Indiana that 
the House Committee on Public Lands have considered a bill relating 
to the Sisseton military reservation, though in a modified form, not 
exactly in the form presented here. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly; but it does not contain the provision of 
the bill to which I am calling attention—in the latter portion of the 
bill. I think the bill ought to go to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and the member from South Dakota is a member of that committee. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iam willing that it should take that course. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill, with Senate amend- 
ments, will be referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 

NATIONAL MILITARY PARK AT CHICKAMAUGA, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6454) to 
establish a national military park at the battle-field of Chickamauga, 
with Senate amendments, 

The amendments of the Senate were read. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I move to non-concur in the Senate amendments 
and to grant the conference asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Subsequently, 

The SPEAKER said: The Chair will appoint as conferees on the 
of the House on the bill H’ R. 6454 the gentleman from Ohio Gr. 
GROSVENOR], the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. SNIDER], and the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

LORENZO D. WHITFORD. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4167) grant- 
ing a pension to Lorenzo D. Whiteford, with Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read, as follows: 

On page 1. line 4, strike out! Whiteford” and insert“ Whitford ; “ in lines 
4 and 5, trike out John W. Whiteford” and insert W. J. Whitford ; ” and 
in line 7, strike out the word “twelve” and insert the word "ei hteen;» an 42 Sag 
aoa the title so as te read: An act granting a pension to John D, Whi 

Mr. HOLMAN. In the House bill a mistake was made in the name 
and also in the sum named. It was made $12 a month instead of $18. 
I had consulted with the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions in regard to the amount, and had expected to he present when 
the bill was considered in the House ona Friday evening’s session, 
but was unavoidably absent and not able to make this motion in con- 
formity with the conference I had had with the chairman of the com- 
mittee by moving to substitute $18 for $12; which would be in cou- 
formity with the practice of the two Houses of Congress in regard to 
such bills as this. 

This is for the son of a soldier who made the best kind of a record 
as a private soldier. This boy is abont 16 years of age and is absolutely 
disabled and utterly incompetent to perform any labor whatever, and 
the physicians, two gentlemen who have had experience as examining 
surgeons, and one of whom is a member of a pension examining board 
in that Congressional district, states that there is no hope of any im- 
provement in his physical condition. Therefore I ask the House to 
concur in these amendments, 

The amendments of the Senate were agreed to. 


MARY E. BOEKE, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4427) to 
restore to the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Mary E. Borke, with amend- 
ments of Senate thereto, 

The amendments were concurred in. 


R. ALLEN M’CORMICK. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7885) grant- 
ing a pension to R. Allen McCormick, with an amendment of the Sen- 
ate thereto, 


Mr. YODER. I move that the House non-concur in the amendment 


of the Senate and ask for a conference. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ZO S. COOK. 4 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 9008) toin- 
crease the pension of Zo S. Cook, of Wilcox County, Alabama, with 
an amendment of the Senate thereto. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


J. PHIL. HURLBERT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. R. 3018) grant- 
ing a pension to J. Phil. Hurlbert, with an amendment of the Senate 
thereto. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the amendment of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE TENNESSEE RIVER, GUNTERSVILLE, ALA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. R. 9523) au- 
thorizing the construction of a bridge over the Tennessee River at or 
near Guntersville, Ala., and for other purposes, with amendments of 
the Senate thereto. : 

Mr. FORNEY. Imove that the House concur in the Senate amend- 
ments. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PREVENTION OF COLLISIONS AT SEA, = 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill recalled from the 


Senate, being a bill (S. 3917) to adopt regulations for preventing col- 
lisions at sea. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, immediately after this bill passed it 
was discovered that two lines in the repealing section should have been 
omitted, and a motion to reconsider was entered. I now ask unani- 
mous consent to strike from the bill the last clause of section 2, the 
words except where local rules shall hereafter be adopted by the 
board of supervisory inspectors of steam-vessels.’’ On care ul investi- 
gation it was discovered that the intention of the bill would be better 
carried out by omitting those words. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Maine? 

Mr. ROGERS. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was I make that motion for the purpose of moving to 
strike out the words I have indicated. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE,of Kentucky. Is thata bill which has passed 
this House? 

Mr. DIN GLE. It is. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. L raise the point. Mr. Speaker, 


that the motion to reconsider comes too late. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The motion was entered at the proper time. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Can not the gentleman reach 
the same object by non-concurring in the action of the Senate? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The trouble is that the bill has passed both this 
body and the Senate, and alter it passed in the Senate it was discovered 
that these two lines should have been stricken out. The secretary of 
the International Marine Conference so informed us by letter. The 
striking out of these lines does not change the effect of the bill as in- 
tended when it was 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] to reconsider the vote by whi A e bill 
was passed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I appeal to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
Rod Ens] not to make objection in a matter of such publicimportance. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. DINGLEY; and there 
were—ayes 82, noes 6. 

Mr, ROGERS. No quorum has voted, Mr. Speaker, and there is 
none present, 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make the point that there is 
no quorum present? 

Mr. KOGERS. I do. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I think we had better have the yeas 
and nays, because if a count should show no quorum then we should 


not have the advantage of a roll-call to determine whether a quorum 
can be had or not. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 144, nays 8, not vot- 


ing 175; as follows: 


YEAS—144. 
Allen, Mich. Comstock, iman, Pugsley, 
Anderson, Kans. Conger, Kerr, Iowa 8 
Atkinson, W. Va. Connell, Kinsey. uinn; 
Baker, Cooper, Ind. Knapp, Reed, lowa 
Bartine, Covert, Lacey, Reyburn, 
Barwig, Craig, La Follette, Rock 
Bayne, Culberson, Tex. Laidlaw, 
Beckwith, Culbertson,Pa, Lane, Rowland, 
Belknap, Cuteheon, Lanham, Sawyer, 
Borgen, —— . Sayers, 
ngley * W. * * 
wo, Dolliver, Laws, Sherman, 
Blount, Dunn Lester, Va. Smyser, 
Bowden, Edmunds, Mason, Sprin; 
Breckinridge, Ky. Ellis, McAdoo, Stewart, Tex, 
Brewer, 5 e 
Brickner, — x Jellan, Stockbridge, 
Broo jr Featherston, McCord, Stone, Ky. 
rn J Be Flood McDuff meteors 
Brown, 1 ume, 8 
Browne, Va. Forman, MeMilin, Taylor, E. B, 
Buchanan, N. J. Forney, McRae, Taylor, Tenn. 
Burrows, Funston, Miles, Tillman, 
Burton, Gear, Moffitt, 7. 
Bald Sen A E OEE ke 
well, orey, rner, 

„Ga. Goodnight, O Ferrall Turner, N. Y. 
Cannon, Grimes, O'Neill, Pa. Vandever, 
Carlton, Hall, Osborne, an Schaick, 
Carter, Hansbrough, Outhwaite, Vaux, 
Caruth, Haugen, Owen, L Walker, 
Caswell, Hayes, Parrett, W. or. Ala, 
Catchings, Hayn Payne, Willcox, 
Cheadle, Henderson, Iowa Paynter, Williams, III. 

pman, Hermann, Payson, Williams, Ohio 
Clarke, Ala, Hitt, Pickler, Yoder. 
NAYS—8. 
Bankhead, Clements, Hooker, 
Bynum, Crain, chardson, Sener, 
NOT VOTING—175. 
Abbott, De Lano, Martin, Ind, Seney, 
Adams, Dickerson, Martin, Tex. Shively, 
Alderson Dockery, McCarthy, nmap 
Allen, Miss. Dorsey, McComas, Smith, III. 
Anderson, Miss. Dunphy, McCormick, Smith, W. Va. 
Andrew, Eli McKenna, Snider, 
Arnold, Enloe, McKin Spinola, 
Atkinson, Pa. Milliken, Spooner, 
Banks, — —.— cE. Stahlnecker, 
Barnes, toh, oore, Stephenson, 
Belden, Fithian, Moore, Tex. Stewart, Ga. 
Flower, organ, Stew: Vt. 
k Fowler, Morrill, le, 
Bland, Frank, ‘orrow, Stone, Mo. 
Boatner, Gibson, orse, Struble, 
nen sap 3 fford, eae —— — 
Boute reenhalge, utoh ytor, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 8 Niedringhaus, Taylor, J. D. 
Brower, Grout, Norton, Thomas, 
Browne, T. M. Hare, Nute, Thompson, 
Brunner, 4, Oates, Townsend, Colo, 
ene rd Va. — K pica oe ‘Townsen 
cw, eard. Tucker, 
Bul : Hemphill, "Neil, Mass. Venable, 
Henderson, III. „Ohio Waddill, 
Candi Herbert airs Penington — 
er, e s 
Hill, Perkins, Wallace, N, Y, 
Olaney, Hopkins, Perry, Washington, 
Clark, Wis. Houk, Peters, Watson, 
Clunie, — Phelan, ae „Mich. 
Cobb, ennedy, Pierce, Whiting, 
ell, Kerr, Pa. Post,- Whitthorne, 
Coleman, * Ketcham, Erima; wae ig 
Cooper, Kilgore, ines, 
Cowles.” Tani pe RA 
Cowles, bach, Eur Wilkinson, 
Orisp. Lester, Ga. 7 Wilson, K 
Cummings, Lewis, Rife, ‘Wilson, Mo. 
Dalzell, Lind, Robertson, n, W. 
Dargun, Lodge, Rusk, Wilson, W. Va. 
Darlington, — Russell, W t. 
Da b Banford, Y: ey. 
De Haven, Mansur, Scranton, 


The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- 


ther notice: 
Mr. Morse with Mr. ELLIS. : 
Mr. DALZELL with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 
+ Mr. LEHLBACH with Mr. Cornran. 
Mr. COLEMAN with Mr. O'FERRALL. 
Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. WIKE. 
Mr. Sm=ronps with Mr. ALDERSON. 
Mr. WALLACE, of New York, with Mr. MOCARTHY. 
Mr. SANFORD with Mr. RUSK. 
Mr. ATKINSON, of P. Ivania, with Mr. HEARD, 
Mr. De LANo with Mr. DUNPHY. 
Mr. FRANK with Mr, DICKERSON. — 
Mr. Baker with Mr. ELLIOTT. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. 
Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GEISSENHAINER, 
Mr. Moore, of New Hampshire, with Mr. GIBSON. 
Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. WASHINGTON. 


Mr. ADAMS with Mr, PENINGTON, 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. RAINES with Mr. BRUNNER, 

Mr. Boornarax with Mr. COWLES. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. MAGNER, 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. LEE. : 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. LoDGE with Mr. ANDREW. 

Mr, HILL with Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. Houx with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. GROUT with Mr. FITCH. 

Mr. McComas with Mr. BoATNER. 

Mr. RUSSELL with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 

Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. Marsa. 

Mr. Joseru D. TAYLOR with Mr. WILKINSON, 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. SMYSER with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. Stewart, of Vermont, with Mr. BLANCHARD, 

Mr. Nur with Mr. BARNES. 

Mr. LIND with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. WICKHAM with Mr. SHIVELY. 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. Hor ks with Mr. PRICE. 

Mr. Rure with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 

Mr. Tompson with Mr. OATES. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 

Mr. GOGSWELL with Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. SPINOLA. 

Mr. MORRILL with Mr. DOCKERY. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, 

Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr. BANKs with Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. O'DONNELL with Mr. COBB. 

Mr, WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. BLAND, 

Mr. SPOONER with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr, PERRY, 

Mr. McCormick with Mr. ROBERTSON. 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. HEMPHILL. 

Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. MILLS, 

Mr, De HAVEN with Mr. BIGGS, 

Mr. THomAs with Mr. FOWLER. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, with Mr. FITHIAN, until Friday next. 

Mr. WArsox with Mr. REILLY, until Friday next. 
oe WILSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. GROSVENOR, until Satur- 

y next. 

8 Mr. TucKER with Mr. GREENHALGE, until Thursday next, inclu- 
sive. 

Mr. MAson with Mr. HATCH, until the 19th instant. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr, ABBOTT, for ten days. 

For this day: 4 

Mr. Morrow with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. MOORE, of Texas, 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, with Mr. ENLOE. 

Mr. RAY with Mr. BUNN. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, As announced by the Clerk, I am paired with 
my colleague [Mr. HOUK] ; but as this is not a political question, I 
have voted in order to make a quorum. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. My colleague [Mr. Annorr] is de- 
tained trom the House by sickness, 

Mr. ELLIS, Iam paired with the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. MoRsE], but have voted to make a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 144, the nays 8—not 
a quorum. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move a call of the House. 
= D SPEAKER (having put the question). 

ave it. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York, called for a division. 

The question being again taken; there were—ayes 60, nays 48. 

So the call of the House was ordered. 


The ayes seem to 


The Clerk ed to call the roll; when the following members 
failed to answer to their names: 
Abbott, Bergen, Browne, T. M. Clemen’ 
Adams, Biggs. Brunner, Clunie, = 
Anderson, Blanchard, alew, Cobb, 

„M Biand, Rullock, Cogswell, 
Anderson, Miss. Boatner, Bunn, Coleman. 
Andrew, Boutelle, Butterworth, Cooper, Ind. 
Arnold, Bow © eo mae Cooper, Ohio 
Atkinson, Pa, Breckinridge, Ark. Candler, Mass. Cothran, 
Baker, Breckinridge, Ky. Cheatham, Cowles, 
Banks, Brower, Clancy, Cummings, 
Barnes, Brown, J. B. Clark, Wis, Gutcheon, 


< 


Oates, 
gton, Kenned > Ind. wart, 
nedy, 
vidson, Kerr, Pa. c Non Maen, Stewart, Vt. 
Haven, Ketcham, Parrett, P, 
Dik — TLallech, Pontngto Taler. J. b. 
ickerson, en n, ylor, 
Le Perkins, Taylor, 
liver, Lind, 5 Th 
Lodge, ‘Thompson, 
Dunphy, Magner, Phelan, Tucker, 
Hiott, Maish, Pierce, Vandever, 
art, Martin, Ind. ‘ost, Venable, 
Finley, artin, Waddill, 
teh, Mason, Quinn, ade, 
thian, McCarthy, Raines, Wallace, Mass. 
Flower, McComas, Ran Wallace, N. Y. 
Fowler, McCormick, Reilly, Washington, 
Frank, McDuftie, Rife, atson, 

-G n, McKinley, Robertson, Wheeler, Mich. 
Gifford, McMillin, Rusk, ting, 
Greenhalge, Mills, Russell, Whitthorne, 
Grosvenor, Moore, N. H. Sanford, Wickham, 
Grout, Moore, Tex. Scranton, Wike, 

Hare, Morgan, Seney, Wiley, 
Harmer, Morrill; Shively, Wilkinson, 
H à Morrow, Simonds, ST Ohio 
Haugen, orse, Smith, Til. Wilson, K; 65 
Heard Mutchier, Smith, W. Va. N ash. 
Hemphill, Miedringhaus, Shider, Wri 
Henderson, III. Norton, Spinola. Aea 
n, Nute, Spooner, 


During the roll-call the following members reported their names to 
the Clerk and were entered under the rule as present, namely: 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, Mr. BAKER, Mr, Dockery, Mr. GEAR, Mr. 
McMILLIN, Mr. HAUGEN, Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois, Mr. PARRETT, 
Mr. ČLEMENTS, Mr. COOPER of Indiana, Mr. QUINN, Mr. CUTCHEON, 
Mr. BROWER, Mr. BERGEN, Mr. VANDEVER, and Mr. TAYLOR of Ten- 


nessee, 

Mr. GEST. Task that my colleague, Mr. SMITH, be excused on ac- 
count of illness. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk reports 171 members present, a quorum. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to dispense with further proceedings 
the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now call the roll on the pending 
question, which is on the motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
Senate bill was 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 147, nays 11, not 
voting 169; as follows: 


YEAS—147. 
Allen, Mich. Culberson, Tex. Laidiaw, Quinn, 
Anderson, Kans. Culbertson, Pa, Lane, Reed, lowa 
Atkinson, W. Va. Cutcheon Lanham, Reyburn. 
Bartine, Dibble, Lans H, 
Barwig, n i 7 Lawler, well, 
Bayne, Dolliver, Laws, Rowland, 
Beckwith, es Lester, Sawyer, 
licnap, Edm 8 Lester, Va. Sayers, 
n, Evans, Lewis, ull, 
Bliss, Farquhar, Mason, Sherman, 
Blount, — — McAdoo, nner, 
— Ky, Flood. Mevlellany” —— 
v. ` e nger, 
Brewer, Forman cCord, Stivers, 
Brickner, Forney, M ` 
rookshire, Funston, McDuffie, Stone, Ky. 
us, Gear, MeMillin, 
Brower, Geissenhainer, McRae, Sweney, 
Brown, J. B. Gest, Miles, ey, 
Buchanan, N. J. Hall, Moffitt, ‘Taylor, E. B. 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Montgomery, Taylor, Tenn. 
Burton, Hare, orey, Townse: 
Butterworth, Haugen, orrow, Tracey, 
Candler, Ga, Hayes, O'Donnell, Turner, Ga. 
Cannon, Haynes, O'Fe Turner, 
Carter, Heard, O'Neill, Pa. Turner, N. X. 
Carlton. Henderson, III. Osborne, Vandever, 
Caruth, Henderson, Iowa Outhwaite, A howe Schaick, 
Caswell, Hermann, Owen, Ind. Vaux, 
Catchings, Hitt, Owens, O Walker, 
one 55 — S rrett, — er, 
$ ey, a ey, 
. Kerr, Iowa Paynter, Willeox, 
Conger, insey, Payson, Williams, III. 
Connell, Knapp, Pickler, Williams, Ohio 
Covert, Y, Pugsley, Wilson, Mo. 
Craig, La Follette Quackenbush, 
NAYS—IL 
Bankhead, Cooper, Ind. Grimes, Rogers, 
Bynum, Crisp, Henderson, N. O. Tillman. 
Clements, Enloe, ardson, 
NOT VOTING—169. 
Abbott, 1 Buckalew, 88 
Adams. Binghani, Bullock, Coleman, 
Alderson, Blanchard, Bunn, Cooper, Ohio 
Allen, Miss. Bland, Caldwell, Cothran, 
Anderson, Miss. Boatner, Campbell, Cowles, 
Andrew, Boothman, Candler, Mass, Crain, 
Arnold, Boutelle, heat Cummings, 
Atkinson, Pa, Breckinridge, Ark. Clancy, Dalzell, 
Baker, rowne, T. M. Olark, Wis. m. 
Browne, Va. ‘ke, Darlington, 
Barnes, Brunner, Clunie, vidson, 
Belden, Buchanan, Va. bb, De Haven, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSR. 


under 


Lee, 
Dockery, Lehlbach, Perry, 
Dorsey, Lind, Peters, Taylor, Tl. 
Dunphy, Lodge, Phelan, Taylor, J. D. 
Elliott, er, Pierce, Thomas, 
Ellis, Post, pson, 
Ewart, ur, Price, Townsend, Pa, 
Finley, Martin, Ind, eker, 
Martin, Tex. Randall, Venable, 
Fithian, Y, y Waddill, 
Flower, McComas, Reilly, ‘ade, 
Frauke’ Makana Robertson, Wallnce, N.Y. 
chenna, . 
Gibson, » McKinley, Rusk, Wash 
Gifford, Milliken, Russell, atson, 
Mills, Sante Wheeler, Mich. 
Greenhalge, Moore, N. H. Scranton, ting, 
Grosvenor, Moore, Tex, Seney, Whitthorne, 
Grout, Morgan, Shively, 
er, Morrill, Simon Wike, 
H Morse. Smith, I Wilkinson, 
Hemphill, Mudd, Smith, W. Va. Wilson, = 
Herbert, Mutchler, Snider, Wilson, Wash, 
Hill, Niedringhaus, Spinola, Wilson, W. Va. 
Hooker, Norton, Spooner, Wright, 
Hopkins, Nute, StahiInecker, — ley, 
Houk, Oates, tephenson, Yoder. 
Kennedy, O’ Neall, Ind. Btewart, Ga, 
Kerr, Pa. O'Neil, Mass. Stewart, Tex. 
Ketcham, Peel, Stewart, Vt. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. STUMP, on this vote. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington, with Mr. Cong, until farther notice. 

Mr. Dorsey with Mr, CERAIN, for the rest of the day. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report the names of members present 
and not voting. 

The Clerk read as ſollows: 


Mr. BELDEN, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky, Mr. BROWSE of weeks aS 
Dockery, Mr. ELLIS, Mr. Horxrss, Mr. MANSUR, Mr. McKenna, MILLI- 
KEN, Mr. MilLs, Mr. PEnkixs, Mr. PRICE, Mr. Ray, Mr. STEWART of Texas, 

Mr. STOCKDALE, Mr. SroxE of Missouri, and Mr. TOWNSEND of {ni hear 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, under the rule 
I presume I havea right to vote, as my name has been announced as 
present and not voting. I was out of the House temporarily. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has that right under the rule. 

The name of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE was then called and recorded as 


above. A 

Mr. MORROW. I was paired with the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], but understanding this to be no political ques- 
tion have voted. 

TheSPEAKER. On this question the yeas recorded are 147, the 
nays 11, and with the members present and not voting a quorum is 
present. The motion to reconsider is adopted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 
following amendment to section 2. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out the following words at the close of section 

Except where local rules shall hereafter be adopted by the — of super- 
vising inspectors of steam-vessels,™ 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iask the previous question on the third mening: 
of the bill and amendment. 

The previons question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
which has just been read. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The question recurred on the third reading of the bill. 


Mr. ROGERS, Under the rule, Mr. Speaker, I suppose we have 


forty minutes now for debate, twenty minutes on each side. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Would that apply, Mr. Speaker, in a case where 
there has been already debate? 

The SPEAKER. In to the gentleman from Arkansas the 
Chair would state that that right would have existed before the adop- 
tion of the amendment; but the previous question operating, and hav- 
ing been partly executed, the Chair thinks the right does not now exist, 

Mr. ROGERS. I understood from the statement of the Chair that 
the previous question was ordered on the third reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. It was ordered on the third reading of the bill and 
on the amendment. 

Mr. ROGERS. Has the amendment been adopted? 

The SPEAKER, It has been. 

Mr. ROGERS. I did not hear the announcement of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment was adopted; and the question 
now xa the third reading, the previous question having been partly 
execu 

Mr. ROGERS. This, I believe, is the time to submit a motion to 
recommit the bill to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I make the point of order that this motion has 
once been made and rejected by the House, and under the rules it can 
be entertained but once. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, I make the additional — 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been ord to be read a third time, 
The Clerk will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Senate bill 3917, an at 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I want to know what disposition the 
Chair made of my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it was not in order at that time. 
The question is on the third reading of the bill. The bill has been 
ordered to be read a third time, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate bill 3917, an act to adopt regulations for preventing collisions at sea. 

Mr. ROGERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I make my motion to recommit 
the bill to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, I make the point of order that the bill does not 
belong to the Committee on Commerce at all. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman will per- 
mit a suggestion, this is a bill that has been and reconsidered 
and amended, and of course it stands exactly as it would have stood in 
the first place. 

Mr. ROGERS. I suppose I could move to commit it to the Commit- 
tee on Rules if I wanted to, but I do move to commit it to the Com- 
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I make the point of order that a motion has once 
been made to recommit the bill and it has been rejected, and under 
the rules it can not be made again. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that, the motion to reconsider 
having been made and carried, the matter is open de novo, especially 
after the bill has been amended, and, if the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. Rods] insists on his motion, the Chair will put the question. 

Mr. ROGE I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] 
moves that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Merchant Ma- 
rineand Fisheries, [Putting the question.] The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. ROGERS, Division. 

The House divided; and there were —ayes 6, noes 78. 

Mr. ROGERS. Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. DINGLEY. We may as well have the yeas and nays. [Subse- 
quently.] I withdraw that for a moment, 

The SPEAKER, As many as are in favor of taking this question by 
tellers will rise in their places and be counted. 

Mr. ROGERS. No quorum has voted. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom Arkansas [Mr. RoGERS] asks 
for tellers. 

Mr. ROGERS. I make the point of order that no quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. Three gentlemen rising, not a sufficient number. 

Mr. ROGERS, Mr. Speaker, no quorum has voted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, what is the motion? 

The SPEAKER. The question is on committing the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 27, nays 112, not 
voting 188; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
t, Cooper, Ind Lanham, Ste Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 5 Lawler, 
Bynum, Forney, Le Stone, Ky. 
Candler, Ga. 2 —— Tillman, 
mes, ontgomery, N. 

Sate . Henderson. N. C. Paynter, Turner, Ga. 
Clemente, Hooker, Rogers, 

NAYS—112. 
Allen, Mich Comstock, Holman, gsley, 
Anderson, Kans. ger, Kelley, Quackenbush, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Connell, Kerr, Iowa minn, 

er. Covert, Kinsey, z owa 

Bankhead, g, Knapp, Reyburn, 

% Culberson, Tex Lacey, Rowell, 
Bayne, Culbertson, Pa. La Follette, Rowland, 
Beek with, Cutcheon, Laidlaw, Sawyer, 
Belknap, Dibble, Lansing, Ù, 

Dingley, Laws, 

Bingham, Doliiver, Mason, Shively, 
fon Dunnel McAd Skinner, 

wden, Edmunds, McClellan, Smyser, 
Brewer, Eva eCo: Stivers, 
Brickner, coe x McC Stockbridge, 
Broo F erston, MeDufe, Struble, 
Brosi Flick, Miles, Sweney, 
Brown, J. B. Funston, Morrow, ex. 
Bro Va. Gear, Mudd, Taylor, E. B. 
Buchanan, N. J. Gest, O'Donnell, Taylor, Tenn, 
Burrows, Hansbrough, OF ri Turner, Kans, 

n, Haugen, O'Neill. Pa. Turner, N. Y. 
Butterworth, Haynes, Osborne, Vandever, 
Carter, H k Owen, Ind. Van Schaick, 
Caruth, Henderson, III. Parrett, Walker, 
Caswell, Henderson, Iowa Payne, Williams, III. 
Cheadle, Hermann, son, . Othe 
Chipman, Hitt, Pickler, Wilson, Mo. 
NOT VOTING—183, 

Abbott, Arnold, B Breckinridge, Ark. 
Adams, Atkinson, Pa. Blan rd, Brower, 
Alderson, Banks, Bland, Browne, T. M. 
Allen, Miss. Barnes, Boatner, Brunner, 

derson, Miss. Bartine, Boothman, Buchanan, Va. 
Andrew, Belden, Boutelle, Buckalew, 
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Bullock, Geisse: * Moffitt, Smith, W. Va. 
Bonn, Gibson, Moore, N.H, Snider, 
Caldw: Gifford, Moore, Tex. Spinola, 
Cam: nhalge, Morey, Spooner, 
ler, Mass, Grosvenor, Morgan, Springer, 

Cannon, Grout, Morrill, Stahinecker, 
Carlton, Hall, Morse, Stephenson, 
Chea! F Hare, Mutchler, Stewart, Ga. 
Clancy, Harmer, Niedringhaus, Stewart, Vt. 
Clark, Wis. Hateh, Norton, Stone, Mo. 
Clunie, Hayes, Nute, Stump, 

bb, Hemphill, es, Taylor, III 

He: O’ Neall, Ind. Taylor, J. D 

Cooper, Ohio. fegt Jabra Nees 

per, Ohio opkins, uth waite, ompson, 
Cothran, ouk, Owens, Ohio Townsend, Colo, 
Cowles, Kennedy, Peel, 
Orain, Kerr, Pa. Penington, Tucker, 
eee Ketcham, Perkins, ere, 

zeil, re, rry, enable, 

% Tames Peters, Waddiil, 
Darlington, Lee, helan, Wade, 
Davidson, Lehlbach, Pierce, Wallace, Mass. 
De Haven, Lester, Ga. Post, Wallace, N. Y. 
De Lano, Lester, Va. Price, Washington, 
Dickerson, Lind, Raines, atson, 
Dockery, Lodge, Randall, Wheeler, Ala. 
Dorsey, Magner, Ray Wheeler, Mich. 
Dunphy, Maish, Reilly, Whiting, 

Elli Mansur, Ri n. Whitthorne, = 
Ellis, Martin, Ind Rife, Wickham, 
Euloe, Martin, Tex. Robertson, Wike, 

Ewart, M a Rockwell, Wiley, 
Finley, McClammy, Rusk, Wilkinson, 
Fitch, IcComas, Russell, Willcox 
Fithian, McCormick, Sanford, Wilson, K. 
Flood, McKenna, Sayers, Wilson, Wash, 
Flower, McKinley, Scranton, Wilson, W. Va. 
Forman, MeMillin, Seney, Wright, 
Fowler, Milliken, Simonds. Yardley, 
Frank, Mills, Smith, Di. Yoder. 


No quorum voting. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state that my colleague 
[Mr. SAYERS] is absent in attendance upon a conference committee. 
He desired to have that fact stated. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs until further 
notice: 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, with Mr. ENLOE. 

Mr. WICKHAM with Mr. VENABLE. - 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 27 and the nays are 
112. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, as it was shown a short time ago 
that there was a quorum within the walls of the Capitol, I move a call 
of the House. 

The question was taken on ordering a call of the House; and the 
Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 41. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask for tellers on the call 
of the House, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary in- 
quiry at this stage. Would it be in order to have the bill read, so as 
to show that these parliamentary grees are against a bill which is 
solely in the interest of human life. 

TheSPEAKER. That is not in order. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Speaker appointed Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, 
of Kentucky, and Mr. DINGLEY. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers reported 67 votes in 
the affirmative and 41 in the negative. 

So a call of the House was ordered. 

The roll was called, when the following members failed to answer to 
their names: 


Abbott, Campbell, Dorsey, Houk, 
Adams, Candler, Ga, Dunphy, Kerr, Pa. 
Alderson, Candler, Elliott, Ketcham, 
Allen, Mich, Cannon, Ellis, Kilgore, 
Allen, Miss. Carlton, Enloe, ing, 
Anderson, Miss, Cheatham, Ewart, Lawler, 
Andrew, Clancy ubar, Laws, 
Arnold, Clark, Wis. Finley, Lee, 
Atkinson, Pa. Clements, Fitch, Lehlbach, 
nks, Clunie, Fithian, Lester, Va. 
Barnes, bb, Flood, Lewis, 
Bayne, * Flower. Lind, 
Beckwith, Coleman, Forman, 
Relden, Comstock, Fowler, Magner, 
Bergen, Cooper, Ind Frank, Maish, 
Biggs, Cooper, Ohio Funston, Martin, Ind. 
Bingham, thran, Geissenhainer, Martin, Tex. 
Blanchard, Covert, Gest, McAdoo, 
Bland, Cowles, Gibson, McCarthy, 
Bliss, Craig, Gifford, McComas, 
Boatner, Crain, Grosvenor, McUormick, 
Booth Cummings, Grout, McKinley, 
Boutelle, Daizell, Hall, MeMillin, 
Breckinridge, Ark. * u Milliken 
Browne, T. Darlington, Harmer, Moore, N. H. 
runner, Davidson, Hatch, Moore, Tex. 
Buckalew, De Haven, Sa More 
Bullock, De Hemphill, Morrill, 
n, Dickerson, Herbert, Morse, 
Din A Hi Mutchier, 
Caldwell, Dolliver, Hop! haus, 
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Norton, Rife, Stahlnecker, Waddill, 
Nute, Robertson, Step! Wade, 
Oates, Stewart, Ga. Wallace, Mass. 
O’ Neall, Ind. Stewart, Vt. Wallace. N. Y. 
O'Neil, Mass. Russell, Stone, Mo. Washington, 
Owen, Ind. Sanford, Stump, à 
Penington, Sayers, Sweney, Wheeler, Mich. 
Perkins, Scranton, Tarsney, Whiting, 
Perry, Seney, Taylor, III Whitthorne, 
Peters, Shivel: 4 Taylor, Wickham, 
Phelan, Simon Thomas, Wilkinson, 
Pierce, Smith, III. Thompson, Wilson, Ky. 
Post, Smith, W. Va. Tillman, Wilson, Wash. 
Raines. Snider, Tucker, Wright, 
Spinola, Vandever, Yardley, 
Reilly, Spooner, Venable, Yoder. 


The following-named members appeared at the Clerk’s desk during 
the roll-call and had their names recorded under the rule: 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi, Mr. BAYNE of Pennsylvania, Mr. BELDEN, 
Mr. BERGEN, Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. BLIss, Mr. BooTHMAN, Mr. BUTTER- 
WORTH, Mr. CALDWELL, Mr. CLEMENTS, Mr. Comstock, Mr. COOPER 
of Indiana, Mr. Covert, Mr. CRAIG, Mr. DINGLEY, Mr. DOLLIVER, 
Mr. Gest, Mr. LANSING, Mr. Lewis, Mr. McApoo, Mr. MOMILLIN, 
Mr. Rogers, Mr. SHIVELY, Mr. SWENEY, Mr. TARSNEY, Mr. TILL- 
MAN, and Mr. VANDEVER. 

The SPEAKER. The call discloses the fact that 150 members are 
present—not a quorum. 

Mr. DIN GLE. I offer the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bring to the bar of 
the House such of its members asare now absent without the leave of the House, 

The resolution was agreed to, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to be reported as present. 
I was absent when my name was called. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the following reso- 
lution: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the legislative proceedings of the House have been twice inter- 
r to-day by the want of a quorum; snd 

Whereas there area large number of members absent from the city with leave 
and without leave; and 

Whereas Rule VIII, clause I, requires that every member shall be present 
within the Hall of the House during its sittings, unless excused or necessarily 
prevented: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he is hereby, directed to imme- 
diately notify, by emeni; all members absent, except where leave was 
granted on account of illness, to retarn to Washington without delay, and all 
leaves of absence, except on account of illness, heretofore granted, are hereby 
revoked; and the Sergeant-at-Arms is hereby authorized and directed to en- 
force clause 1 of Rule VIII and secure the presence within the Hall of the 
House of a quorum of members of this House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to move to amend the resolution, by strik- 
ing out the words without delay“ and inserting in lieu thereof on 
Monday next; so that members can be notified to be here on Mon- 
day, and then they will respond and we will have a quorum for business. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will withdraw 
his resolution, because there is a quorum within the walls of the Cap- 
itol and there is no neceasity of sending abroad. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, my reason for introducing this res- 
olution is that I believe that when gentlemen are elected as Representa- 
tives of the people they ought to give their time to the consideration 
of those questions in which the people are interested. [Cries of 
Hear! Hear!“ and applause.] I have been in attendance upon 
this Congress since its organization, and my time is worth as much to 
me personally as the time of any other member of this House is to him, 
because it is all I have; and I, for one, am tired of sitting here day after 
day and discharging no other duty than simply to answer to my name 
either yen or ‘‘nay’’ on a roll-call. Twice during three hours and 
five minutes . 

Mr. GEAR. Unnecessary roll-calls. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Ves, sir; unnecessary roll-calls. Twice during the 
last three hours have the legislative proceedings of this great legisla- 
tive body been set aside for want of a quorum, and there is no excuse 
for the absence of so many of the members of this House. So long as 
some of us must remain here, I want it understood that all ought to be 
here, and hence I introduce this resolution. It is applicable eutirely 
to this side of the Chamber, for we are responsible to the country for 
the legislation that shall be enacted by this Congress. I want my col- 
leagues of my political faith to remain here at their post of duty in 
order that we may enact those measures in which the great mass of 
the people of our country are most deeply interested. [Applause, ] 

Every consideration demands the enactment at the earliest possible 
moment of measures that affect every business interest in this country 
from one extreme of this Union to the other. For one, Mr. Speaker, 
while I have the greatest respect for the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY] and would not wish to present a motion that would inter- 
fere with the successful termination of the consideration of this meas- 
ure, which has for its purpose the protection of human life on the ocean 
and the Great Lukes of our country, there can be no reasonable excuse 
given for any further delay in its consideration and final completion; 
and I want the rules of this House enforced and a quorum of members 

brought within the bar in order that we may transact public business, 


Mr. GREENHALGE. 
man from Indiana will not be adopted. It is well known that snum- 


I hope the resolution offered by the gentle- 


ber of members on both sides of this House have gone to Massachu- 
setts for the purpose of attending the annual encampment of the Grand 
Army of the Republic. Ot course in the spasm of virtue which comes 
upon us all who happen to remain here nothing would be a justifica- 
tion to them for leaving the city or leaving the House, and nothing, 
perhaps, will be admitted as an excuse. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Certainly. 


Mr. CHEADLE. I will cheeriully accept an amendment excepting - 


all the members of this House who are attending the Grand Army en- 
campment, [Laughter.] 

Mr. BREWER. I do not think we will have any class ruling of 
that kind. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. I would say, Mr. Speaker, that I would ask 
that the resolution be withdrawn on account of the impossibility of 
executing the order which it contains. 

Mr. O NEILL, of Pennsylvania. There are plenty of men in town. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Certainly; and I want to say one thing fur- 
ther, that these gentlemen went away on the faith that those remain- 
ing would take care to be present to make a quorum. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Is it not always the case that those who 
are absent seek to be excused on the faith that those who are present 
will take care to maintain a quorum? 

Mr. GREENHALGE. I think it is the duty of those who remain 
not to violate their pledge. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, What pledge have they made? 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Well, it was distinctly understood amongst 
those of us who remained, at least with me and a number of others, to 
pledge that we would remain; and I hope that other gentlemen will 
keep their pledge. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I hope you will keep yours. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. I am here keeping it now. Now, I hope that 
in making a call of the House, while that may be proper in great exi- 
gencies of business, we shall show no vindictive and malicious spirit; 
and I do hope at least that such portion ot the resolution or the whole 
resolution will be withdrawn, because I do not want to leave this mat- 
ter in a way that it would impugn any gentleman’s motive, as his own 
statement or judgment would have to be accepted, and it would take 
a mind-reader to determine really what his motive was. We know 
that a great number have gone to the Grand Army encampment at 
Boston, which appears to be a fair and reasonable excuse, humanly 
speaking. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. For the Massachusetts men. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Not only for Massachusetts men, but for gen- 
tlemen from every State in the Union, and I think they are more en- 
titled to it and more justified than the men who live in Massachusetts; 
and T hope that the resolution will be withdrawn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ihave moved to amend this resolution for the v 
reason stated by thegentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GREENHALGE]. 
It is well known that quite a number of members of this Honse have 
gone to attend the grand encampment at Boston, and they went off with 
a tacit understanding that there was to be no call of the House during 


this week and that their attendance could not be enforced by any order 


of this kind. 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Did they not know that on Saturday 
afternoon we voted down a resolution proposing an adjournment over ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The amendment which I proposed was that the 
absentees should be requested to report here for duty on Monday next. 
That would not single out any particular class of absentees, but all 
who are absent would be invited to report at that time; and as soon as 
we can get a quorum in the House to-day, and I think we can, I will 
move the adoption of a resolution that when the House adjourns to-day 
it stand adjourned until Saturday next. Of course we can not expect 
to have a quorum on that day, and the understanding will be that we 
shall then adjourn over until Monday. 

A MEMBER. And that this bill shall be considered as 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand that this bill is for the purpose of 
presses collisions at sea, and I am in favor of it, because it is well 

nown to all gentlemen that our President will return from Boston, as 
he went, by steamer, and I want to have all the possible safeguards 
thrown around his life. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DINGLEY. Imove to lay the resolution of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] on the table. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope my amendment will be agreed to; and, 
with the view of bringing the question to an early issue, I ask for the 
previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
moves to lay the resolution of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
CHEADLE] on the table. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. DINGLEY; and there 
were—ayes 108, noes 22. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 3 

Mr. BREWER, Mr. Speaker, in my judgment all the mem 


i 


tion is upon the motion to recommit. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But my point is that, no quorum having appeared, 
we can not do any business until a quorum does appear affirmatively 
upon the record. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the members who 

nded to the call, together with those who reported to the Clerk, 
ze a quorum. fa 

Mr. SPRINGER. Were their names entered on the record ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suppose they were. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then that is all right. 

TheSPEAKER. Onemoment. TheChairwas misinformed. There 
are not enough members recorded to constitute a quorum; but the 
House, upon the intimation of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
BREWER] that a sufficient number of members had come in to make 
a quorum, voted to dispense with further proceedings under the call; 
and, under the circumstances, the Chair thinks the roll-call should 
proceed. The Clerk will resume. a 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 19, nays 141, not 
voting 167; as follows: 


YEAS—19, 
Allen, Miss, Cooper, Ind. Lester, Ga. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Goodnight, Lester, Va. Rowlan 
Brown, J. B. Grimes, Lewis, Stewart, Tex. 
Olarke, Ala, MoRae, „Ga. 
Clements, Lanham, Peel, 
NAYS—141. 
Anderson, Kans. g, La Follette, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Culberson, Tex. Laidlaw, Rowell, 
— © teh 2 Lansin, 5 
n utcheon, S, yers, 
Bartine, Dibble, Lawler, Scull, 
Barwig, Dingley, Mason, Sherman, 
Bayne, ver, MeAdoo, Shively, 
Belknap, Dunnell, Y, Skinner, 
Bergen, Edmunds, McClellan, Smyser, 
orem, 8 McCord, Springer, 
uhar, vers, 
Blount, Featherston, Meuffle, Stockbridge, 
Bowden, ick, le, 
Brewer, Forney, Miles, Sto Ky. 
Brickner, Funston, tt, Stru 
Brookshire, Gear, Montgomery, Sweney, 
Brosins, y Morey, Tarsney, 
Brower, Gifford, Morgan, Taylor, E. B. 
Browne, Va. orrow, Taylor, 
8 N. J. 1 1 u. Tilman, 
urrows, ugen, nne Tracey, 
Burton, Haynes, O'Fe: $ Turner, Kans, 
Butterworth, Heard, O'Neill, Pa. Turner, N, Y. 
Bynum, Henderson, III. a Vandever, 
Caldwell, Henderson, Iowa Outhwaite, Van Schaick, $ 
Candler, Ga. Henderson, N, Owen, Ind. Vaux, 
Carter, ermann, Owens, Ohio Walker, 
Caruth, Hitt, Parrett, Wheeler, Ala. 
Caswell, Holman, Payne, Wiley, 
Catchings, Hooker, Paynter, Willcox, 
Cheadle, Kelley Pickler, III. 
Chipman, Kennedy, Pugsley, Will Ohio 
8 Kerr, Iowa 3 „Mo. 
nger, a uinn. m 
nell, Knapp, 5 Lowa 
Lacey. Reyburn, 
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about the House who were absent when this resolution was presented NOT VOTING—167. 
are now present and there is a quorum in the Hall. 2 Daleen, Lodge, 2 
Mr. CARU TH. I move that the House do now adjourn. derma Darlington, Meee” + ep 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not take the gentleman from | Allen, Mich. Davidson, Mansur, Simonds, 
Michigan off the floor. Anderson, Miss. De Haven, Martin, Ind, Smith, III. 
Mr. CARUTH. But I had the floor first. [Laughter.] 1 E MAE 1 
Mr. BREWER. In view of the on I have made, I move to | Atkinson, ery, “McComas, Spinola, 
dispense with all further proceedings under the call. 5 rear rape Magz prado ey 
The motion was agreed to; and further proceedings under the Beckwith, Elliott, McKinley, Stephenson, 
ispensed with. Belden, Ellis, Milliken, " Stewart, Ga. 
og CARUTH. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House adjourn. | Bi * Enloe, Mills, Stewart Vi. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Is it in order, pending that motion, to move that | Blanchard, Filey: Moore Teas | Beem 
7 the Ms adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next? | Boatner, Fitch,” Morrili, Taylor, ni 
Laughter. Boothman, 5 0 ylor, J. D. 
i Tae Danes ge sakan on the motion to adjourn; and it was re- Breckinridge, Ark. Blower: e Thompson, 
ec 7 . > ‘orm: è wnsend, . 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. Brunoo: roster Nute, ownsend, Pa. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Upon what? ee e i VES 
The SPEAKER. Upon the original proposition. Bullock. ibson, Š Neil, Mass, Waddill, 
Mr. DINGLEY. Will the Chair please state the question, as several | Bunn. 9 8 — 
gentlemen around me do not seem to understand it? ee tee aie Pekin Wallace N. T. 
The SPEAKER. It is on the motion to recommit the bill to the | Cannon, Harmer, rry. ‘Washington, 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. The Clerk will call 8 con aera Watson, 
the roll. : i K 9 
Mr. SPRINGER, I rise to u question of order. Chae Wis Herder Post? Whittherne, 
No quorum having appeared upon the last roll-call and that call e en 5 Erisa, RA ay 
having shown no quorum present, I submit that, under the Constitu- | 62°?" a1) Hoe Rand Wilkinson, 
tion of the United States, no business is in order until there is a record Col eman Kerr, Pa. Ray, á Wilson, Ky. 
showing affirmatively the presence of a quorum, except a motion to per, Ohio etcham, ely, son, Wash. 
adjourn, to adjourn from day to day, or to compel the attendance of 8 2 1 3 
members. Crain, x Robertson, Yaris. 
The SPEAKER. The House has declined to adjourn; aud the ques- 88 * —— Yoder 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, during the call of the House the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service Reform was in session and I was attending to 
my duties there. I would like to have the RECORD show that fact, be- 
cause I do not wish to be put down as shirking my duties or as im- 
properly absent when that committee has the privilege of sitting during 
the sessions of the House. 

À The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s statement will appear in the 

ECORD. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a similar state- 
ment as to myself upon the first call. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the names of members voted 
as present and not voting. 

The Clerk read the list, as follows: 

Mr. enna a Boorumax. Mr. BRUNNER, Mr. CALDWELL, Mr. MCKENNA, 


Mr. Morean, Mr. Peexrxs, Mr. Prick, Mr, Ray, Mr, Townxsenp of Pennsyl- 
vania, and Mr. WiLsox of West Virginia. 


Mr, CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know how Iam re- 


rded. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded. He is noted as 
resent and not voting. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I voted no.“ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be so recorded. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I believe the rule allows me to vote, as 
my name has been read among those present and not voting. I did not 
vote on the regular call, because I was paired. I now vote no.“ 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that the reason I did not 
vote when my name was called was that I was paired. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is at liberty to vote now if he 


ooses. 

Mr. PRICE. Iam paired. ` 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 19 and the nays are 
141. These, with the members noted as present and not voting, mak- 
ing a quorum t, the motion to recommit is lost. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to know how I am recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the gentleman is re- 
corded in the affirmative. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to vote the other way. I voted under a 
misapprehension. I thought this was on the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can change his vote, if there be 
no objection. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was passed. 

CCEUR D'ALENE INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S, 2828) to ratify 

and confirm certain agreements with the Cœur d’Aléne Indians in 


Idaho Territory and to make the necessary appropriations for carryin 
the same into effect, and for other pu Ft aN € 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have tbat bill put upon its 
passage at this time, The matter has been considered by the Commit. 
tee on Indian Affairs of the House, who have reported a bill which is 
5 the Calendar and is substantially the same as the Senate 


co 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does not this bill require 
consideration in Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. This is a Senate bill, In substance itis likea 
House bill which has been reported favorably by the Committee on 
1 85 Affairs, and the committee now ask for the consideration of this 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But is it not a bill which, 
under the rule, must be considered in Committee of the Whole? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair has not examined the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. The bill does carry an appropriation, but I think 
the Chair has decided 

The SPEAKER. The bill does carry an appropriation ? 

Mr, PERKINS. My recollection is that it does. 

The SPEAKER (having examined the bill). This bill does not come 
within the rule, if any gentleman makes the point of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I make the point of order 
and move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. There is no necessity for the motion. If the gen- 
tleman makes the point of order the bill will be referred under the rule. 

By unanimous consent, the bill H. R. 10438 was laid on the table. 


CONCORD STREET, CHARLESTON, S. C. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 3328) author- 


izing the city of Charleston, S. C., to open Concord street through the 
grounds of United States in that city. r 
The bill was read. 


Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, a similar bill has been favorably re- 
ported by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and is now 
on the House Calendar, and I move that this bill be put upon its pas- 


Bage. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I think the bill ought to be read. 
The SPEAKER, The bill has been read, but, without objection, it 
can be again read. 
The bill was again read, as follows: 
_. Beitenacted, eto., That the city of Charleston, S. C., be, and is hereby, author- 
ized to open Concord street through the grounds of the United States in that 
WWW Secretary of the Treasury may pre- 


Mr. HOLMAN, At the first reading I understood the Clerk to read 
merely the title of the bill. The bill is very short and it contains no 
description of the property through which this street is to be opened, 
although, if my recollection serves me, the United States owns more 
than one piece of ground in Charleston. 

Mr. DIBBLE. But this is to be an extension of Concord street. 
That identifies the ground. 

Mr. HOLMAN, That may make it sufficiently definite, but other- 
wise there is no description of the ground in the bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pamed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COLLISIONS AT SEA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 3918) in regard 
to collisions at sea. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


to neat by the other vessel u 


master or person in charge of the other vessel 
and her port of registry, or the port or place to which she belongs, and also the 

of the ports and places from which and to which she is bound. If he fails 
so to do and no reasonable cause for such failure is shown, the collision shall, 
in the absence of to the contrary, be deemed to have been caused by his 
wrongful act, neglect, or default. 

Sec, 2. That every master or person in charge of a United States vessel who 
fails, reasonable cause, to render such assistance or give such informa- 
tion us aforesaid shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be liable 
ton ty of $1,000 or imprisonment for a term notexceeding two years; and 
for the above sum the vessel shall be liable and may be seized and proceeded 
against by process in any district court of the United States by 5 
one-half such sum to be payable to the informer and the other half to United 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, this bill was recommended by the 
International Marine Conference and by the American members of that 
conference; it was also recommended by the Treasury Department and 
was reported unanimously by the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fishe: It comes here now from the Senate and I ask that it be put 

i 


ts passage. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the Sen- 
ate bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is a Senate bill, I understand. 

Mr. DN GLEY. g is. AR 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is there a report accom ill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is. ai” penring 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read. 


Mr. DINGLEY. This is unanimously reported, I will say, or a 
similar bill, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I hope the gentleman will explain the effect ot the 
bill or have the report read. 3 

Mr. DINGLEY. The brief report states the necessity of its passage. 

As I have already said, this was unanimously recommended by the 
International Marine Conference, also by the American members of it, 
by the Treasury Department, and has passed the Senate and comes 
here—similar to House bill exactly—reported by the Special Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 3 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwould like to have some understanding as to the 
necessity for the provision which has been inserted in the bill in regard 
to qui tam actions. We have not been in the habit of late years of au- 
thorizing such actions. This provides in cases of violation of the pro- 
visions of the bill that one-half of the penalty shall go the informer. 
Our legislation has not run in that channel for a number of years, and 
I do not understand the object of incorporating it here. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Unless some provision of that kind is inserted, 
when a vessel, through its own fault, is in collision with another and 
runs away from the scene of collision, there is no means of ascertain- 
ing her name. The object we had in view was to secure vessels in 
collision standing by each other to prevent loss of life, because, as a 
rule, a vessel knowing itself in fault usually endeavors to get away and 
not have its name known, in order to avoid process. Therefore, in the 
view of the International Conference this provision was deemed neces- 


sary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That kind of legislation is common of course in Eu- 
rope and was in this country until about twenty years ago, when the 
evils of it were presented in connection with our importations from 
abroad and the policy in that regard wassubsequentlyabandoned. Ido 
not recall now an instance where we have provided for this form of 
legislation since the time to which I have referred. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think my friend will see the importance of that 
particular provision, for there must be some inducement to some one 
on board of the vessel at fault in order to report the circumstances when 
the vessel may arrive at its port. 

I simply desire to say in reference to it that, having received the 
unanimous indorsement of the American members of the conference 
itself, as well as of the Department, it seemed to the committee, in 
view of the circumstances, a most desirable measure to enact. Ofcourse 
if that particular provision is objectionable to the gentleman the bill 
might be modified in that regard and the matter more fully considered 
in conference. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend from Maine will be pleased to 
allow a motion to strike out that particular feature. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam perfectly willing that shall be done. 2 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move to strike out the lines 
in the second section which provide that one-half of the penalty shall 
be payable to the informer and the other half: to the United States. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have no objection to this being done for the time 
being; because if, on farther investigation, when the matter into 
conference, it is deemed desirableor necessary that action could be taken 
upon it. 

Ptr. HOLMAN. I think the reason that provision crept in was be- 
cause the bill was draughted largely by gentlemen connected with that 
system of legislation or who favor a measure of this character. But 
in this country ws have abandoned it for the past twenty years prac- 
tically. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The Clerk read us follows: : 3 

Strike out the words, in the ninth and tenth lines of section 2, "one-half such 
sum to be payable to the informer and the other half to the United States,” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The amendment is to strike 
out those words in the ninth and tenth lines; so that it will then read, 
if amended: 

Such sum to be payable to the United States. 


The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. VAUX. I move to strike out the two years’ imprisonment as a 
penalty on the captain. I think where you make such a provision as 
that in a bill in connection with the fine that it makes the execution 
of the law infinitely more difficult. — 

Mr. DIN GLE. What is the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania? : 

Mr. VAUX. I move to strike out the two years’ ay peace | 
because under the present law as adopted the vessel pays damages À 
a penalty in the action before the United States district court in ad- 
miralty; therefore the penalty of two yearson the captain, in my j 
ment, will render the execution of the law far more difficult than if 
those words were stricken out. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Since the bill is to go into conference and this 
question can be then more fully considered, I have no objection to the 
amendment pro’ by the gentleman. 

The SP. ` The Clerk will report the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out, in the fifth and sixth lines, the words or imprisonment for u term 
not exceeding two years.” 

Theamendment was adopted. 

‘Mr. TARSNEY. I wish to ask the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY] what was the understanding of the committee as to the 
meaning of the words United States vessel in section 2. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It means a vessel registered under the laws of the 
United States. That term has been construed by the Department. 
Either the words American vessel or United States vessel have 
been construed by the Department to mean a vessel registered under 
the laws of the United States. 

Mr. TARSNEY. How might they be construed by the courts? 
~ You do not intend these penalties to apply to vessels owned by the 
United States? 

Mr. DINGLEY. No, but that language has been construed by the 
courts as well as by the Department to mean a vessel registered under 
the laws of the United States, 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask unanimous consent that a conference be re- 
quested with the Senate, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection House bill 10436, relating to 
the same subject and similar to the Senate bill just passed, will be 
laid upon the table; also, House bill 8826, similar to the Senate bill 
opening a street through the United States land at Charleston, which 
has been passed. 


OFFICERS ON THE RETIRED-LIST OF THE ARMY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1636) for the 
relief of certain officers on the retired-list of the Army. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That whereas, since the Ist day of January, 1886, certain 
officers of the Army, being at the time the senior officers in rank in their re- 

ive es and, under the provisions of section 1257, Revised Statutes, en- 
ed to be promoted to vacancies then existent in the next higher grades, were 
nevertheless placed upon the retired-list of the Army without such promotion, 
the President is hereby authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, to ap int all such officers to the respective grades to 
which they were seyerally entitled, to take rank and date from the several times 
when their respective rights to promotion to vacancies became established, and 
to place them on the retired-list of the Army in the grades to which they aro 
prom 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that that 
bill must have its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. It 
increases the pay of the officers and necessarily entails an expenditure 
upon the Government, and is not in order under this rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear what the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON] has to say on that subject. 

Mr. PAYSON. A parliamentary art oie on another question. No 
statement has yet been submitted to the House that a bill similar to 
that has been reported from the Committee on Military Affairs; and, if 
that be so, this bill should be referred to that committee. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I was about to make that state- 
ment. This bill is identical in its terms with a bill unanimously re- 

rted from the Committee on Military Affairs and on the Calendar. 
Tt affects but three officers. 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. I make the other point, that it is not 

The SPEAKER. Has the House bill been reported ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It has been reported and is upon the Calendar 
and has been there for some months. It is identical with this bill. 
It affects but three officers of the Army. I will say in answer to the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] that it 
would give them one additional grade, Colonel Merrill is the only 
one who is above the rank of a lieutenant, I believe. I hope the gen- 
tleman will withdraw his point of order and let me explain the bill. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Has the gentleman been directed by the com- 
mittee to accept this bill? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, I have been directed to call up this bill and 
ask for its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHron] 
seems to admit that the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I trust the gentleman will withdraw it. It af 
fects only three officers. : 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The principle affects every officer in the United 
States when he comes to be retired, and I think that our laws for the 
retirement of officers are already liberal. I think they have been ex- 
ercised in some instances very liberally, and I shall not withdraw the 
point of order, because I think it violates a principle that should be 
adhered to, not to promote men to an additional rank after they cease 
to perform active service. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN] allow me to make a brief statement? 

Mr. BYNUM, Regular order. 4 

Mr. McMILLIN. I am entirely willing that the gentleman should 
make a statement 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BYNUM] de- 
mands the ar order. 
Mr. CU TC N. 


LLIN. Ian entirely willing to have a statement made, 
but I coyld not encourage the gentleman with the hope that I would 
chan y mind in a matter that I think is not proper to be enacted 
into lay. The people who pay these salaries do not get retired. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order, and the bill 
ill bg referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SHIPPING COMMISSIONERS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3787) toamend 
the laws relating to shipping commissioners. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That when a crew is apa by a shipping commissioner 
for any American vessel in the coast wise or the trade between the United 
States and the Dominion of Canada, or Newfoundland, or the West Indies, or 
Mexico, as authorized by section 2 of chapter 421 of the public laws passed 
by the Forty-ninth Congress, an agreement shall be made with each seaman on- 
gaged as one of such crew, in the same manner and form as is provided by sec- 
tions 4511 and 4512 of the Revised Statutes for the shi nt of the crews of other 
vessels; and the provisions of sections 4522, 4524, „ 4526, 4527, 4528, 4554, 4596, 
4597, 4598, 4601, 4602, 4604, 4605, 4610, and 4512 of the Revised Statutes shall 
extend to and embrace such yessels in the trade and the trade be- 
tween the United States and the Dominion of Canada, or Newfoundland, or the 
West Indies, or Mexico, where their crews have been shipped by a shippin; 
commissioner, to the same extent and with the same force and effect as if sa 
vessels had been mentioned and embraced in the language and terms of said 
sections. 


Mr. DOCKERY and Mr. ROGERS reserved all points of order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is no expenditure about this. It involves 
no expenditure, 

Mr. ROGERS. The difficulty is that it recites and refers to a dozen 
sections of the Revised Statutes, which none of us have before us. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from Maine will explain the 
effect of the bill. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I will do so. It may be understood that all points 
of order are reserved. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, all points of order will be con- 


sidered as reserved. 

Mr. DINGLEY. A bill identical with this has been nie sng by the 
House Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. is bill has 

the Senate. $ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, ofKentucky. I would liketoinquire whether, 
in compliance with the rule, the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries has directed that a motion be made that the Senate bill be 
substituted for the House bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, yes; I have been directed to make the motion. 
I think there is but one opinion respecting the bill. Under the ship- 
ping commissioners’ act of 1872 it was provided that all seamen on 
American vessels engaged in the foreign trade—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I hope we may have order. 

The SPEAKER. Will the House please be in order? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Under the shipping commissioners’ act of 1872, as 
amended in 1874, it was provided thatall seamen engaged upon an Amer- 
ican vessel or for an American vessel employed in the foreign trade, ex- 
cept in trade with the British dominions of North America, Mexico, 
and the West Indies, should be shipped before a United States shipping 
commissioner; thata written agreement should be entered into, and that 
that written agreement should be posted in the forecastle or cabin of 
the vessel, ete.; that these seamen should be entitled to certain fare, 
should be entitled to certain privileges; that when discharged they 
should he entitled to a discharge before a United States commissioner, 
and that he should see that they were paid in full, the object being to 
protect American seamen engaged on vessels in the foreign trade and 
to secure to them thoroughly all their rights. The particular end aimed 
at was to avoid all those evils which had arisen from the former mode 
of shipping seamen. 

The act proved to beso favorable to the interests of both seamen and the 
owners of the vessels that in 1886 an amendment was adopted authoriz- 
ing ’’—not requiring—but authorizing shipping commissioners, when 
seamen and masters of vessels desire it, to also ship seamen for an 
American vessel engaged in the coastwise trade or trade with British 
North America, the West Indies, and Mexico, or those countries that 
were excepted in the original acts of 1872 and 1874. There was no 
provision in the act of 1886 applying the provisions of the shipping 
commissioners’ act as to the written agreement and the fare that sea- 
men should have, and the method in which they should be discharged, 
or for the protection of the vessels, as there was in the original act. 

Now, this extension of the same privilege of shipping seamen engaged 
in the coastwise trade and with these few countries to vessels engaged in 
that trade has proved to be so advantageous that in the last year more 
than two-thirds of all the seamen shipping on vessels of the United States 
in the coastwise trade and the trade with the West Indies, Mexico, and 
British North America have, as a matter of fact, shipped before United 
States commissioners; but it has been found that by that means of 
shipment the rights of the seamen are not protected as they would be 
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if the vessel were engaged in other foreign trade. The rights of) ves- 
sels are not so well protected. Hence, the marine associations of the 
country have sent petitions to Co asking that the provisions of 
the shipping act of 1872 and 1874, applicable to American vessels en- 
gaged in the foreign trade, shall also be made applicable to seamen so 
far as they are shipped before United States commissioners for the coast- 
wise tradeand trade with the West Indies, Mexico, and British North 
America. 

It has been found, for example, that no written agreement has been 
entered into and consequently the rights of the parties have often- 
times been uncertain. lt has been found that seamen have sometimes 
been discharged. improperly, and on the other hand it has been found 
that sometimes the seaman deserted the vessel before it could be landed 
at the wharf; to the great injury of the vessel. Now, in view of all of 
these circumstances, the marine associations have joined in a petition 

to Congress asking that this provision of the shipping commissioners’ 
act of 1872-1874, which protected both the seamen and the vessel, 
shall be extended to those seamen that are shipped for the coast wise 
trade and trade with Mexico, the West Indies, and British North 
America, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If it does not interrupt the 
gentleman I would like to ask him a question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Very well. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If I understand this, all the 
extension of this act is contained in the use of the two words shall, 
one in line 9 and one in line 23, which makes it mandatory to make 
the agreement which is now discretionary. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And under the law as it now 
is the ship-owner has the discretion to require the written agreement, 
as also has the seaman ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is discretionary on both sides. The seaman has 
the discretion to require it if he desires. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now this makes it manda- 
tory? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It makes it mandatory in order that each may 
know his rights and have them protected. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And the second clause has 
precisely the same feature as to vessels that are engaged in the coast- 
wise trade? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir; that when seamen ship before a shipping 
commissioner, although engaged in the coastwise trade, there must be 
a written agreement, and that agreement must be posted in the fore- 
castle of the vessel, and that they must secure them a certain fare. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, Is there not any other effect 
of this except to make mandatory and applicable to the coastwise trade 
that which is now the law relating to the foreign trade? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes; there are various other modifications, For 
example, when a seaman ships in the foreign trade in an American ves- 
sel he is required to continue upon the vessel for the time for which he 
has shipped, which is specifically mentioned, and he can not leave the 
vessel until that timeis up. He is required also, when his time shall 
have expired and when he shall be entitled to a discharge, that this 
shall be done before a shipping commissioner, who shall see that the 
seaman is paid all his wages. That seaman being required t serve 
until the vessel reaches its destination, he can not leave the vessel un- 
less he be discharged by a United States consul or shipping commis- 
sioner until the vessel has reached the wharf. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, if I understand it, in 
the act of 1886 to which you refer it is discretionary to make that 

ment? 

Mr. DINGLEY. No; perhaps the gentleman did not understand my 
explanation of the act of 1886. By the act of 1886 a seaman could be 
shipped in a vessel engaged in the coastwise trade or a vessel engaged 
in the trade with the West Indies or Mexico or British North America 
before a commissioner. The act of 1886 simply authorized the com- 
missioner-—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That is what I say. 

Mr. DINGLEY. To ship seamen provided the parties chose to do 
80 before him. There is nothing in it which requires that they shall 
be shipped before him. The only effect of the act is that when shipped 
before a shipping commissioner then a written agreement shall be made 
and the laws tor the protection of the seamefi and the vessels shall 
apply to both. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That is what I understood; 
that under the act of 1886 every agreement which this act indicates 
can be made now, but this act simply requires that it shall be reduced 
to writing. 

Mr. DINGLEY. No; I think it can not be made under existing law. 
Officers of the marine associations inform us that they have been un- 
able to provide any means under the law as it exists, where seamen are 
shipped in the coastwise trade or for the West Indies, to prevent those 
men from leaving a vessel before she reaches a wharf, and the result is 
that in New York and Philadelphia vessels have arrived and the sea- 
men have left as soon as they got into the harbor, so that the vessels 
have been unable, without sending out and obtaining other help, to 
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get up to the wharf. These are regarded as serious evils in every di- 
rection. More than that: it has prs acoder that the seamen’s wages 
have not been properly paid, as there 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Have th there been any peti- 
tions from the seamen sent to the committee of which you are chair- 
man? Have not all the petitions been from the marine associations, 
who seek to obtain by this legislation what will amount in point of 
fact to mere letters of apprenticeship over the seamen, by which our 
law is to step in and force the seamen to carry out what the shipper sup- 
poses will be to his advantage? Have there been any petitions from 
the seamen? 

Mr. BINODE: Oh, there have been letters from them saying that 
this bill ought to be passed, and, as a matter of fact, the shipping-com- 
missioners act is much more advantage to the seamen than to anybody - 
else. The testimony is universal, all over the country, that since the 
passage of the act the seamen are protected as they never were before, 
Before the passage of that act it was not an uncommon thing for sea- 
men in a state of intoxication to be taken on board of a vessel without 
knowing where they were going, and to wake up from their drunken 
stupor only after the vessel had left the harbor; but now no man can 
be shipped unless he knows what he is about, and these evils have been 
obviated by the shipping-commissioners act. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I want to ask the gentleman 
from Maine a question, because I want to be sure about the compulsory 
feature. As I understand the situation, up to 1886 these agreements 
containing these provisions for the benefit of the seamen were com- 
pelled to be made, as to ocean-going vessels, before rouse ny ee but 
since the passage of the act of 1886 it is discretionary wi th coasting: 
vessels to have these agreements. 

Mr. DINGLEY. No; itis discretionary for them to ship seamen, 
but no written agreements are made. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But they can go before a ship- 
ping commissioner. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 

before a commissioner. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But when they do go there is no 
provision for the insertion in the agreement or the enforcement of these 
humane clauses? 

Mr. DINGLEY. No provision for a written agreement. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. And this bill simply aro her 
that when they do go before the commissioner and make an agreement 
it shall embrace these provisions. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman is correct, 

Mr. MORROW. Under this bill would it be proper for a vessel en- 

gaged in the coastwise trade to take on board seamen under contract 
without conforming to these conditions? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It does not change the law in that respect. It 
leaves it just as it alwaysstood. If the master chooses to engage men 
without going before a shipping commissioner he can do it. There is 
no change in that respect. We simply provide here that when the 
parties do go before the commissioner these written engagements shall 
be entered into and the laws of the United States shall protect each 


y- 
ag A ROGERS, I observe an innovation in | here in the 
seventh and eighth lines where it refers to chapter 421 of such pub- 
lic laws passed by the Forty-ninth Congress. So far as I have any 
recollection, this is the first time that I have ever seen an attempt in 
a statute to identify a previous act of Congress by a chapter in the 
Statutes at Large, and I have now the volume of the Statutes at Large 
before me, and I am unable to find that act. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Perhaps you have the private laws instead of the 
public laws. 

Mr. ROGERS. They are all public. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, no; they are public and private. Turn to 
chapter 421 of the public laws and you will find the act. 

Mr. ROGERS. I do not think the public acts run upas high as 421, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Of course it is possible that there may have been 
an error made in the designation of the chapter. I will look and see. 

Mr. ROGERS. While the gentleman is looking, I will that E 
think this is an improper way to identify an act of Congress, It should 
be described as the act approved on such and such a date and entitled 
so and so. That is the usual and o way. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Here is the act, chapter 421 of the public laws of 
the Forty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. ROGERS. I do not care very much about this matter m, 
for I am not greatly interested either personally or locally in shi: 
affairs, but it occurs to me that this bill would be in better form 


They need not go, but they can - 


the 


gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] would move to strike out this 
designation of the act and substitute a specification of the date of the 
approval of the act and its title. Then there would be no difficulty - 
about anybody finding it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Of course there is no objection to the amendment 
which the gentleman suggests. 
the identification of the statute; 


urpose of the provision is merely 
aa dina: case (cst I think there would 
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be no difficulty. But if the ä any 
uence 

Mr. ROGERS. I think that in the interest of wholesome legislation 
the change which I suggest should be made. The em- 
braced in the bill isa bad innovation, We are in the habit of refer- 
ring to any act as an act approved on such and such a date “ and en- 
titled’? so and so. In this way there is no trouble at all in identify- 
ing the act referred to. 

r. DINGLEY. Ihope the gentleman will put the matter in the 
form which he desires, and offer it as an amendment. 

Mr. ROGERS (after a pause). I move to amend by striking out, in 
lines 7 and 8, the words of chapter 421 of the public laws passed by 

_ the Forty-ninth and inserting ‘‘of an act approvedsJune 19, 
1886, entitled ‘An act to abolish certain fees for official services to A mer- 
ican vessels, and to amend the laws relating to shipping commissioners, 
seamen, and owners of vessels, and for other purposes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLIN. While this matter has been pending (for I knew 
nothing about it before it came up) I have obtained the Revised Stat- 
utes, and, with the indulgence of the House, I will read the most im- 

nt section which this bill p to ingraft into the laws affect- 
ing the coasting trade, the trade between the United States and Mexico, 
the trade between the United States and Canada, etc., this character 
of trade having been excepted from the original act: 


Sxc. 4511. The master of every vessel bound from a port in the United States 
toany foreign other than vessels engaged in trade between the United States 
and the Bri North American possessions, or the West India Islands. or the 
Republic of Mexico, or of any veasel of the burden of 75 tons or upward bound 
from a port on the Atlantic to s port on the Pacific, or vice versa, shall, before 
he proceeds on such voyage, make an agreement, in writing or in print, with 
every seaman whom he roars ap dive sea as one of the crew, in the manner 
herejnafier mentioned ; and such agreement shall be, as near us may be, 
in the form given in the table 1 A in the schedule annexed to this title, 
and shall be dated at the time of the first thereof, and shall be signed 
nd the master before any seaman signs the same, and contain the follow- 


parti 
ing par The SDIS and, as far as practicable, the duration of the intended voy- 
Be ement,and the port or country at which the vovage is toterminate. 
oo T 5 number and — pA ena of the crew, specifying their respective 
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ons as to conduct on board, and as to fines, short allow - 


Sixth. A scale of the 
Seventh. Any regu 
ance of provisions, or other lawful ceo tor miscondact, which may be 


ar or est aa peas gad POREO „and which the parties agree to 
bn. Any 5 in 8 to advance and allotment of wages, or 
matters not contrary to law. 
The bill further proposes to inco te in the laws, with reference 
to the coasting ee ee eee section 4512 of the 
| Revised Statutes, It seems that when these laws were originally en- 
acted it was thought that the contracts of our citizens with ourcitizens, 
being on the one hand seamen or other employés upon vessels and on 
the other hand employers or owners of vessels, concerning e 
between ports of the United States, ought not to be ham by re- 
strictions of law, but should be left as matters of contract presi the 
parties. a for one, I am unable to see any reason or necessity for 
a change in this respect. 

Our coastwise trade is secured to us by law, sanctioned by treaty, and 
it can not be interfered with by any foreign’ power. A foreign vessel 
coming here and proposing to take a cargo from New York to Charles- 
ton or Galveston at one-tenth what an American vessel would take it 
for would not be allowed to enter into that business. 

Now, I would ask at enn in charge of this bill what is the need 
of fixing penalties for other sections which this bill proposes toadoptand 
extend in this new direction, fixing penalties for the violation of these 
contracts; what is the need of enacting laws and 8 to 
prevent these seamen and their employers from entering into such con- 
tracts as they please concerning transactions that relate wholly to the 
American continent and are under the control of American law? 

I can see how in our commerce with foreign nations, where seamen 
are not acquainted with the laws of the ports to which they are to sail, 
where they are to go among people who se a foreign tongue and to 
countries where they will be comparatively defenseless, there may be 
some reason (which no doubt suggested the original legislation) for fix- 
ing these limitations oflaw. But why American citizens can not deal 
with American citizens in matters of this kind without the Congress of 
the United States coming in and specifying the nature of the contracts 
that shall be entered into, I am unable to see, 

Now, this bill is pretty far-reaching in its operations. It provides 
penalties which are to be enforced by thisnewstatute. It extends the 
operation of the bill, not only to American countries, but to the differ- 
ent ports of the United States. We are seeking at the same time to 
extend our trade, We are seeking by every means in our power to 
liberalize our laws as to trade, not only between the ports of the United 
States themselves, but between the ports of the United States and other 
American countries, and especially South American countries ; and for 
one, with the little we have been able to see or hear thus far in 
to the bill, I do not understand the necessity for appl this to the 
coastwise trade of this country. Imay be in error, urse; I donot 


pretend to say that I am not, but nothing has been developed so far to 
show the contrary. The bill has come up suddenly without much op- 
portunity for examination; but I make this suggestion, that the same 
reason does not exist for this law between our own citizens that exists 
in reference to our own citizens engaged in the carrying trade with other 


countries. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman from Tennes- 
see has entirely misapprehended one provision of this bill, because a3 
a matter of fact the bill applies only to those seamen who by the con- 
sent of both seamen and the shipping master have been shipped before 
the United States shipping commissioners. It simply provides that 
the same rule which applies to a vessel engaged, for example, in the 
trade with South America shall also apply to a vessel engaged in trada 
with the West Indies, Canada, or Mexico, in all cases where the sea- 
man is shipped by a United States shipping commissioner. 

The gentleman is well aware of the fact that in many cases coast- 
wise voyages are often longer than voyages to some of the foreign coun- 
tries. For instance, the voyage from New York to San Francisco, around 
Cape Horn, is considerably longer than the voyage to Europe. The 
voyage from the port of Boston to the port of New Orleans is no doubt 
as long as a voyage across the ocean to many foreign countries, 

Now, experience has demonstrated, in the administration of the 
United States shipping-commissioners act of 1872, that it is of great 
value and importance to our seamen. The special thing aimed at and 
emphasized in the passage of that act was the thorough protection of 
our seamen. But there is no law requiring a written agreement be- 
tween the master of the vessel and the seaman shipped for the coast- 
wise trade, or that requires an agreement or copies of it to be placed 
in the hands of ontside parties for his protection, as in the case of crews 
shipped for foreign voyages. It has been found by experience that sea- 
men shipped for the coastwise trade are usually shipped by a simple 
agreement between the master of the vessel and the seaman, which is 
rarely put in writing. They aresimple agreements, without any defi- 
nite provisions. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But if my friend from Maine will permit meright 
there, under the law recently passed they may adopt this provi 
which you seek to incorporate here if they wish to. But now you 
change the law in that regard and say that they must adopt it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ob, no; the gentleman is entirely mistaken. It 
is not compulsory. It is not adopted unless both master and seaman 
desire to go before the United States shipping commissioners and enter 
into an agreement. That brings them within the provision of thia act 
of Congress. The act of 1886simply gives authority toship where both 
master and seaman desire. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But this makes it compulsory, does it not? The 
act of 1886 is voluntary, but this makes it compulsory. 

Mr. DIN GLE. Oh, no; not the shipping at all It does not 
the act of 1886 in that regard It provides that when a seaman 
shipped, where it is a voluntary transaction, this proposition shall ap- 
ply. That is all. 

Mr. MORROW, Let me interrupt the 3 from Maine for 
one moment. Under the law is it not a fact that the shipping interest 
might determine that they wouldship no crew except — 5 a shipping 
commissioner 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
desired to ask the gentleman. 

Mr. MORROW (continuing), And thereupon in effect this whole 
business would be conducted under the shipping-commissioners law? 

Mr. McMILLIN. And making it compulsory by their regulations. 

Mr. MORROW, That is what it is for. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not at all; but I do not doubt that it would be bet- 
ter if they were all shipped that way. But it would not be wise to 
interfere with the matter of voluntary shipments. This provision does 
not go to that extent. Of course if the seaman does not desire to be 
shipped in that way there is no compulsion. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But ee they wanted to obtain service on a 
certain vessel, and that vessel shall put up a notice that it will take 
only those who would come in in that way. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This does not interfere with their voluntary pro- 
ceedings or agreements. There are thousands of vessels proceeding to 
these ports; and this provision is simply designed asa protection to our 
seamen, so that when they are shipped in this way they shall be 
brought under the pane provisions of the law which has ban found 
so useful and beneficial to the seamen heretofore in all their voyages, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If I could see that it was for the benefit of the 
seaman I should be less loath to adopt it, but as it is a voluntary mat- 
ter now, and a seaman may take advantage of the provision if he 
— I do not see why we should go further and make it compul- 


That is the very question I 


“as DINGLEY. But you are aware that the average seaman ordi- 
narily does not know hisrights when he ships; and if the matter depends 
upon some arrangement with the master of the vessel, he will not se- 
cure his rights in that way, and the law must protect his 

Mr. McMILLIN, I think that is one grave error into which we are 
likely to fall, to suppose that an American citizen is not able to take 
care of himself. 


1890. 


Mr. DIN GLE. Oh, well; but you know how it is in these cases. 


Mr. McMILLIN. In my opinion one great curse of the world is 
overlegislation, and one-half of that comes from | ve bodies as- 
suming that the people are fools and unable to take care of themselves. 

Mr, DINGLEY. But the shipping-commissioners act of 1872 has 
been proved to be one of the wisest pieces of legislation that were ever 
put upon the statute-book and is accepted on all sides. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then, ifeverybody will acceptit voluntarily, what 
is the necessity of making it compulsory ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is not what I mean. If it is left for the sèa- 
men to make arrangements with the masters of their vessels, nothing 
will be done. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If it is so satisfactory, and they can take advan- 
tage of it if they want to, why should they be compelled to? 

Mr. DINGLEY. But you understand that can not be done, 

Mr. MORROW, It seems to me that if the people of the Pacific 
coast want this measure adopted they should inform their Represent- 
atives of that fact. I have not had a communication from the cham- 
ber of commerce or the board of trade or the shipping interests that 
they desire the passage of this bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It certainly is in their interest. 

one ie Saag aera The question is on the third reading of the bill as 
amen . 

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentu: 
now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Kentucky will withhold 
that, a few moments more will suffice to close up all but oneof the bills 
under this order. 

5 BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then I will withdraw the 
motion. 


HOUSTON, CENTRAL ARKANSAS AND NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY 
BRIDGES, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 4225) to amenå 
an act *pproved August 6, 1888, authorizing the construction of bridges 
by the Houston, Central Arkansas and Northern Railway Company. 

The bill was read by the Clerk, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the act approved August 6, 1888, entitled “An act au- 
thorizing the Houston, Central Arkansas and Northern Railway 9 to 
construct and maintain bridges across Bayou Bartholomew aud across Qua- 
chita, Red, Little, and Sabine Rivers in Louisiana,” be, and is hereby, amended 
So that the time within which the actual construction of said bridges may be 
commenced is hereby extended for the period of one year from the date of the 
approval of this act. 

The bili was ordered to be read a third time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. > 

Mr. McRAE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pee: and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the Speaker now be kind enough to allow 
me to submit a motion that when the Honse adjourns to-day it adjourn 
to meet on Saturday next? 

The SPEAKER. The business on the Speaker’s table is not quite 
finished. 

Mr.SPRINGER. I do notdesire to movethat we adjourn now, but, 
as we have been very kind to the Speaker to-day, I hope the Speaker 
will reciprocate that kindness now, and allow me to submit this mo- 
tion that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Sat- 
urday next. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to assure the gentleman from 
Illinois that he appreciates his kindness and hopes that that kindness 
. will be continued, especially to the extent of not interrupting a bill 
_ On its passage. g z 
Mr. SPRINGER, The gentleman from Illinois will not interrupt a 
bill on its passage, and will yield for this bill. 


LANDS OF THE OMAHA TRIBE OF INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 4207) extend- 
ing the time of payment tọ purchasers of land of the Omaha tribe of 
Indians in Nebraska, and for other purposes, 

The bill was read by the Clerk, as follows: 

Be it enucted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to extend the time of payments of the purchase money 
due for land sold on the Omaha Indian reservation under the sales made by 
virtue of “An act to provide forthe sale of a part of the reservation of the Omaha 
tribe of Indians in the State of Nebraska, and for other purposes,” approved 
August 7, 1882, as follows: The time for the first payment is hereby extended 
until the Ist day of December, 1594, the second payment to become due in one 
21 thereafter, and the third payment to be due and payable in one year from 

he time fixed for the second payment: Provided, That the interest on said pay- 
ments shall cast ve annually atthe time said payments of interest are due; and 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall retain in all moneys heretofore 
and that may hereafter be paid as principal under the act approved A 7, 
1882, and shal! pay over 5 eal cent, thereof annually to the Secretary of the In- 
terior, to be expended im annually for the benefit of said Indians, as pre- 
seribed in section 3 of said act, and the o! be T ote A 


y. I move that the House do 


Secretary of 
interest that has been paid on land sold under said act to the Secretary 
Interior, to be by him paid over to said tribe, to be distributed to the members 


hereafter coming into 
ya = Fang de and 3 soang tribe annually in like 
said ugust 7, 1852, except as changed 

act, shall remain in full force and effect. 
entryman who has taken less than 160 acres of land on this 


ded, That the land so purchased, 


: to- 
gether with the ed ìn his original entry, 1 in no case exceed 160 


acres: And 


due July 1, 1890, under the act of August 7, L 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, as far as I 
can gather from the reading of the bill, it is subject to the point of or- 
der that it ought to be first considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PERKINS. No, it does not appropriate anything or make a 
conveyance of anything. It merely extends the time of the settlers 
who have purchased these lands of the Omaha Indians in which to 
make their payments. A similar bill passed the House and Senate and 
went to the President for his signature, but that bill carried a provis- 
ion which made the lands taxable after they were purchased by the 
settlers, and the President was afraid that under that provision the 
Indians might lose their equities in the land; that the lands might he 
taxed and sold for non-payment of taxes, and thus the interests of the 
Indians might be defeated, and hence the bill was returned with the 
objections of the President. This bill has been framed so as to avoid 
that difficulty. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. As far as I could gather from 
the reading, which I did not hear very well, there was a provision that 


the Secretary of the Treasury pay to the Secretary of the Interior cer- - 


tain moneys. 

Mr. PERKINS. But simply to carry to the proper account the 
money realized from these lands. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But if the Secretary of the 
Treasury is to pay out money f 

Mr. PERKINS. Itis not money belonging to the Government, but 
money realized from the sale of the lands, and that money goes to the 

ians. 

Mr. HOLMAN. To be paid to the Secretary of the Interior to be 
distributed among the Indians, 

Mr. PERKINS. It does not appropriate a dollar of Gayernment 
money. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to make an inquiry of the gentleman from s 


Kansas [Mr. PERKINS]. These lands were appraised, if I remember 
correctly, in 1883. Now, this bill provides that any person purchasing 
less than a quarter section may take lands adjoining the purchases 
already made to the full amount of 160 acres altogether at the appraised 
value. That appraisement was made some seven years ago. Now, 
the land may have increased in value since that time. 

Mr. PERKINS. But I will say that the land values in that region 
were higher then than they are now. And the lands in my State and 
lands generally during that period were higher than they are now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But would it not be better to make some other 
provisions in reference to that ? : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire it to be understood 
that I do not withdraw the point of order, 

PERE SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand that it is with- 
wn. Í 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana that the 
provisions of the bill are the same, word for word in that regard, as 
the provisions of the bill that received the approval of the House and 
Senate before. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is true, but I overlooked the fact that this 
appraisement was made so long ago that there might be in the ordi- 
nary course of things, by the settlement of the country, a very material 
difference between the present value of the lands and the value of the 
lands several years ago. It seems to me that it would have been a 
proper thing to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to direct a new 
appraisement of these lands. : 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not know that there will be any objection to 
that; but the committee was sure that the lands were higher than they 
are at the present, just the same as they are in my State. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What was the necessity for 
the extension of the time ? x 

Mr. PERKINS. Simply because of the misfortunes that the set- 
tlers have experienced for two years or more. The interest continues, 


and is to be paid promptly; and when paid it goes to these Indians. 


any make no objection, and are in fact not prejudiced at all by this 
egislation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What is the provision which 
I tried to catch by which the lands of the General Government are to 
be substituted to those settlers for the lands which they had taken? 

Mr. PERKINS. There is no such provision as that in the bill. The 
provision you are speaking of is that spoken of by the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr HOLMAN ], where they were not to secure more than 160 
acres of Jand. They may take land adjoining them, so that in the ag- 


gregate they do not get more than 160 acres by the provisions of the 
bill. P 


t 
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Mr. McMILLIN. Isubmit to the gentleman from Kansas that that 
isa di tion of land not heretofore authorized by law. 

Mr, PERKINS. Oh, no; it is all authorized by law. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Why is that necessary, then? 

Mr. PERKINS. It is simply done in order to give to these settlers 
the right to purchase a piece of land not exceeding 160 acres, and when 
they pay the purchase price then they are to be given the title to these 
lands. These are Indian lands and do not belong to the Government 
atall; hence there is no appropriation of anything belonging to the 
Government in the bill. This bill authorizes these settlers to take 
these lands at their price; that they shall pay interest on the amount 
of the purchase-money, and the principal when paid up is to go tothe 
Indians. All the money resulting from the sale of these lands goes to 
the Indians. 

Mr. ROGERS, Was the title to these lands in these Indians or in 
the Government? 

Mr. PERKINS. It was recognized as being in the Indians. They 
were sold as Indian lands, the proceeds to go to the Indians, and the 
interest under the provisions of this bill is to be paid to the Indians. 

Mr. ROGERS, 1 am asking as a matter of law in whom the title 


Was. 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, the Indians owned the land; but in the same 
way that the Government does in all other cases of that kind, simply 
because Congress provided for the sale of Indian lands and has provided 
for the appraisement and sale of these lands. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then, provided these lands were Indian lands, who 
gave authority to sell them? 

Mr. PERKINS. AsIremember, these lands were sold by auction at 
the Government land office. 

Mr. ROGERS. But you get away from the point. 

Mr. McRAE. They were sold by the Government. 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; they were sold by the Government. 

Mr. MCRAE, For the Indians. 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; for the Indians. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then, as these were Indian lands, how could they 
be sold by the Government? 

Mr. PERKINS. You know that the Indian is not permitted to sell 
his land except by permission of the Government. 

Mr. ROGERS. I did not know that. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is true, except it may be 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is not this the fact: That these lands were ceded 
to the Government in order that they might be sold for the benefit of 
the Indians; that the Indians gave the Government title to these lands, 
and that it does not belong, and never did, to each separate individual? 

Mr, PERKINS. Oh, no; there is no patent, and before the title 

from the Indian to the settler the settler gets a patent direct 

m the Government of the United States; and when the payments 

are made in full the Indian gets the money, as the Government recog- 
nizes the land as being the property of the Indians. 

Mr. SPRINGER. `I understand the gentleman to say that there is 
no objection to this; that it is simply an extention of time to the set- 


ler; and that in the mean time the settler is paying the interest, which 


goes to the Indians. 

Mr. PERKINS. The interest is paid to them annually. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is the Government making any appropriation for 
the benefit of those Indians outside of the payment of this interest? 

Mr. PERKINS, I would answer the gentleman by saying that there 
may be something going to them under a treaty. I think there is a 
treaty under which they are being paid. But the Government gives 
nothing in the way of a gratuity to these Indians. Still I am not sure 
but that there is something due to these Indians under treaty. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The money belonging to these Indians was paid to 
them per capita years ago. 

Mr. VAUX. Do the Indians receive the payment for these lands? 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. VAUX. And the interest all goes to them until the principal 


is pa ? 
k r. PERKINS. All the interest; and when thesettlers pay the full 


amount it is distributed per capita among them. 

Mr. VAUX. If I understand it rightly, then, this is merely an ex- 
‘tension of the time for the payment of the principal of the debt. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is all. 

Mr. VAUX. Is there any objection on the part of the Indians? 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, no; there is no objection. The interest goes 
to the Indians annually. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky desire to be 
heard any further on the point of order? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I judge from 
thestatement made by the gentleman from Kansas that probably the 
point of order is not agood one. I would like to inquire whether the 
Speaker has examined the bill during the discussion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not examined the bill, but has list- 
ened to the discussion and thinks the bill 
of order. 

Mr. PERKINS. It contains no appropriation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Have the Indians ever been 
consulted as to it? 


is not subject to the point 
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Mr. PERKINS. They were consulted as to the sale of the lands in 
the first instance and the first extension. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Were they consulted in any 
way whatever so as to obtain their permission? 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not think that they have been consulted as to 
this, but they are not opposed to it. This is the second time there has 
Seis extension, and there is no objection made on the part of the 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. May not the fact of there 
having been one extension already be a good reason why there should 
not be a further extension ? 

Mr. PERKINS. No objection has been made to this legislation. If 
the money is paid in full it goes into the Treasury of the United States, 
and the Government then pays interest upon it to these Indians. As 
the matter now stands the settlers are paying the interest. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It may be possible that the 
Indians would prefer to have the money in the Treasury of the United 
States and the interest paid by the United States. 

Mr, PERKINS. No objection of that character is made so far as we 
have heard. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I suggest to the gentleman from Kansas that two 
things appear very clearly in connection with this matter: First, that 
the men who have bought these lands are escaping taxation 

Mr. PERKINS. I suggest to the gentleman from Tennessee that 
the bill which was previously passed by both Houses of Congress pro- 
vided that these lands should be taxed. That bill was objected to by 
the President for that very reason. This bill has been framed so as to 
remove that objection. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But the fact stands that here you propose to ex- 
tend an exemption from taxation. That is the first thing. In the 
second place, you provide that parties who have obtained these lands 
may obtain other lands from these Indians without a new assessment 
and upon an assessment made six or eight years ago. In the third 
place, you are providing for the violation of this contract with the In- 
dians without ever consulting either chief or tribe concerning the matter. 

Mr. PERKINS. In the first place, we are not violating any treaty. 
In the next place, the people who are interested 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam not talking about any treaty. I say you 
are violating the contract 

Mr. PERKINS. We are not violating the contract. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The contract was that this money was to be paid 
at a certain time. You now propose an extension of the time of pay- 
ment withont consulting the ereditor 

Mr. PERKINS. But the creditor is consulted. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Common honesty would suggest that the creditor 
be consulted in a matter of this kind. 

Mr. PERKINS. There is nothing novel or peculiarin this bill. Con- 
gress has done the same thing in a number of other cases; and it once 
did the same thing in this very case. Of course I have no more inter- 
est in this matter than has the gentleman from Tennessee. The Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, which unanimously reported this bill, has no 
more interest in it than has the gentleman from Tennessee. If the gen- 
tleman desires to stand here and object to this legislation, I do not care 
anything about it, nor does the Committee on Indian Affairs. The com- 
mittee simply wanted 

Mr. McMILLIN. IfI had been standing here merely as an objector, 
I would have put in my oar” a little earlier. I am standing here 
trying to get proper legislation; and I am not to be held up as a mere 
objector; nor am I to be terrified from doing what is right and decent 
toward these defenseless people. 

Mr. PERKINS. No one acquainted with the distinguished gentle- 
man from Tennessee would attempt to terrify him, I am quite certain. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And no man who would properly represent me 
would hold me up as doing otherwise in this matter than trying to ar- 
rive at proper legislation. 

Mr. PERKINS. I simply suggested that if the gentleman desired 
to object to this legislation he could do so; but I was explaining, or 
trying to explain, that the committee which unanimously reported 
this bill has no more interest in it than the gentleman has, and that, 
after giving the matter careful consideration, the committee thought 
it right. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It has never been intimated that the committee 
was influenced by any improper motive; and the gentleman will not 
furthez his bill at all by playing the martyr, 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, I am not playing the martyr. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If not, I am wholly unable to understand the 
gentleman’s rôle. 

Mr. PERKINS. I was endeavoring to suggest that perhaps the peo- 
ple who live in this county in Nebraska and pay taxes there are as 
much interested in the question of taxation as is my triend who lives 
in Tennessee, A 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But itseem that the people who bought this land do 
not pay taxes. It is the class that do not pay that I am talking about. 

Mr. PERKINS. The people of that county seem to be entirely 
willing to accept this legislation. ; 
Is the county any larger than 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, 


1890. 
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the Indian reservation? If not, I ean understand how that the people 
of the ive; ae be glad to have this payment postponed indefi- 
nitely, for thereby they simply pay interest on the valuation of six 
years ago and are exempt from taxation. That would bea very heav- 
euly condition of affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the distinguished gentleman from Kentucky 
could find any county in Nebraska that is within the. confines of an 
Indian reservation there would perhaps be some propriety in his sug- 

tion. 

. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Kansas has said that these 
lands are less valuable than they were at the time of the assessment, 
and he is anxious that the people who buy them in order to make out 
their 160 acres may not be improperly burdened. Is the gentleman 
willing to accept an amendment providing that these lands shall be 
purchased at a fair valuation to be ascertained by assessment? 

Mr. PERKINS. As I suggested a moment ago, the committee hav- 
ing this matter in charge has no more interest in it than he has 

Mr. MCMILLIN, Of course not. 

Mr. PERKINS. And all that we desire is whatever is fair and right 
and whatever may meet the approval of the House. If in the judg- 
ment ot the House the bill ought to be amended in the manner sug- 
gested by the gentleman, the committee would certainly make no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is the gentleman willing to accept an amendment 
of that sort? 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam willing it shall be offered as an amendment; 
there is no objection to that at all. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I think I will offer it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the statement of the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. PERKINS] be correct, as I presume it is, that these lands are now 
less valuable than when the assessment was made, injustice might be 
done to the Indians by putting upon the lands a lower valuation than 
that heretofore fixed. 

Mr. MCMILLIN, Iam proceeding on the general idea that the Cau- 
casian is able to take care of himself as against the Indian; and the 
fact thata rew assessment has not been asked for is strongly suggestive, 
to my mind, that the white man would not be worsted by this bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. There are only a comparatively few acres of these 
lands remaining, and I suggest that it would cost the Government 
more to appoint commissioners to go out there and make a new assess- 
ment than would be realized from the sale; so that the gentleman from 
Tennessee, as an economist, ought not, perhaps, toinsist on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. McMILLIN, Upon the statement of the gentleman I will not 
insist on offering the amendment, but will, with reluctanee, permit 
the white man to wrestle with the Indians in this effort to obtain a 
good price forthe land. It appeared from the statement of the gen- 
tleman that the white man was about to be worsted; and that was so 
unusual I was somewhat skeptical. i 

Mr. PERKINS. In this instance I simply confirm the testimony 
we have heard from the other side of the House all this session, that 
there has been a depreciation of farm lands all overthe country in con- 
sequence of *‘ iniquitous tariff legislation. [Laughter and applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Kansas will keep himself 
within reasonable limits. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. PERKINS. L accept the admonition of the Chair and will ask 
for a vote. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I regret that the gentleman from Kansas did not 
discover this ‘‘depreciation of farm lands” a little earlier; it might 
Have caused him to yote differently on questions where that cousider- 
ation was pertinent. 

Mr. PERKINS) Seriously, I think that in this case the depreciation 
is attributable entirely to other causes, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I would like the gentleman 
from Kansas to answer two questions, In the first place, how large a 
tract of land in the aggregate will be affected by this bill? 

Mr. PERKINS. 1 have forgotten the number of acres. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, About how many acres? 

Mr. PERKINS. Perhaps the gentleman from Nebraska could give 
that information better than I can. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I wonld be glad to know the 
number of acres affected. 

Mr. PERKINS. I can simply state that the acres remaining unsold 
are comparatively few in number. As I remember, there were some 
six or eight thousand acres sold. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In the second place, I would 
like to inquire what is the amount of money as to which we propose 
to t an extension? 

Mr. PERKINS. The settlers who bought these lands paid from six 
to twelve dollars an acre for them; they paid a very high price indeed: 
and, as I suggested a few moments ago, in consequence of unfortunate 
seasons and the low prices obtained for their produce, they have been 
asking for this extension of time, which, in the 8 of the Indian 
Office, in the judgment of the Secretary of the Interior, and in the 
judgment of all who have given the matter attention, is a reasonable 
request, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman answer 
a third question? If we can not know the quantity of land affected 
and the amount of money in regard to which we are legislating, can 
the gentleman tell us whether the settlers have punctually paid the 
interest under the former extension? for, as I understand, if they do 
not pay the interest to these Indians the General Government pays it. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Government pays interest only on the money 
55 into the Treasury and which remains there as a trust fund forthe 

nefit of the Indians. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does not the Government 
pay interest on the amount for which the land was sold, without re- 
gard to whether it is paid in or not? s 

Mr, PERKINS. Notatall, The Government has not become in 
any way responsible to these Indians for the amount that was to be 
realized from the sale of these lands; but it is acting as a guardian for 
the Indians in looking after their interests in this transaction. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. U believe the gentleman has not stated that a bill 
similar to this is pending on the House Calendar. 

Mr. PERKINS. A bill which is an exact counterpart of this has 
been reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs of the House and is 
upon the Calendar. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And the gentleman, as chairman of that com- 
mittee, has the authority of the committee to call it up at this time? 

Mr. PERKINS. I have, by resolution of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the bill to a third 
reading. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 

passed. 8 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to submit a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill opening a portion of the Fort Randall 
military reservation was referred to the committee. I desire to sub- 
mit the motion and allow it to rest for the present. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it can only be done by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. He has a right to enter the motion, I think. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I desire simply to enter the motion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
Mr. Speaker, that the bill was not referred to the committee by a mo- 
tion, but on the point of order, 

Mr. GIFFORD. I was not present when the report was made. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Under a point of order which 
was raised, that the bill embodied an appropriation and must have its 
first consideration in Committee of the Whole, it went to the commit- 
tee. The point of order carried it to the committee, not a motion in 
the House, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the measure went to the Committee on the 
Public Lands on a motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this motion ean only be submit- 
ted now by unanimous consent. ; 

Mr. GIFFORD. As Thave said, Mr. Speaker, I was not in the House 
at the time it was done, but I am informed it was on a motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the gentle- 
man. Is there objection to allowing a motion to be entered to recon- 
sider the reference of the bill to the committee? it 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. 


LIEUT. COL. HENRY C. CORBIN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the joint resolution (S. 
R. 118) to permit Lieut. Col. Henry C. Corbin, United States Army, 
to accept a position in the World’s Columbian Commission, 

The joint resolution was read at length. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Has that been reported by a committee? 

Mr. BYNUM. [raise the question of order on that resolution. 

The SPEAKER. What question of order does the gentleman make? 

Mr. BYNUM. Is there a similar bill on the Calendar reported from 
a House committee? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I makethe further point, Mr, Speaker, that there 
must not only be that, but that the motion to consider it now must 
be at the instance of the committee having jurisdiction. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman is entirely correct in that. 

The Chair will state that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCH- 
EON ], chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, has notified the 
Chair that such was the fact. Of course the House understands that 
the Chair in all such matters is compelled to take the information given 
by gentlemen; and inasmuch as the presentation isin nt House every 


other gentleman has the right to investigate for himself. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Would it not be in order to let this remain on the 
table for the present? 8 


I raise the point of order, 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair finds, 


: i on examination of the Calendar, 
on page 81, a joint resolution (H. Res. 197) entitled Joint resolution 
of the House of Representatives to permit Lieut. Col. Henry C. Corbin, 
United States Army, to accept a position in the World's Columbian Com- 
mission,” which was reported to the House by the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON ] on the 25th day of July. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope this resolution will be allowed to pass. 


It does not allow this gentleman any pay at all. 
pointment by the President. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Let it remain on the Speaker's table. 

Mr. DUNNELL.. Mr. Speaker, is this not a private bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Can it be considered to-day? 

The SPEAKER. It ean. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is simply an appointment by the President 
to a position which does not allow any compensation and takes up but 
little of the time of the officer. I think there should be no objection 


to it. 

Mr. DUNNELL, I think the bill ought not to pass. We have many 
men in civil life that are competent to discharge the duties which this 
officer seeks to discharge. The officer in question is drawing a salary, 
is connected with the Army, enjoys all the rights, privileges, and emolu- 
ments of an officer of the Army; and, as I have said, there are many 
civilians in the country who are competent to discharge the duties this 
officer seeks to be employed in discharging. I am unwilling to vote 
to Ae a man from the Army and put him into civil life. There 
is nothing gained by it and it seems to me very poor legislation. 

Mr. KEKR, of Iowa. If I understand the provisions of this resolu- 
tion, this man will not receive any compensation. 

Mx. DUNNELL. I understand that. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Then, I do not see why the gentleman should 
make an objection to it, if it not only does not cost anything, but really 
saves expense for the time being. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I move that the House do now adjourn, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before that I wish tosubmit a privileged motion. 
[Cries of Regular order! “] 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. DUNNELL; and on a 
division there were—ayes 68, noes 9. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Pending the announcement of the vote, Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of a privileged 
resolution of inquiry of the Department, which will provoke no criti- 
cism or discussion, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire also to submit a privileged motion, that 
when the Houseadjourn to-day it be to meet on Saturday next. [Cries 
ot ‘Regular order! ““] 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded; and 
accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


It is simply an ap- 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


‘Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


CONTRACTS FOR FOREIGN MAILS. 


A communication from the Postmaster-General, transmitting infor- 
mation in response to a House resolution passed August 7, 1890, ask- 
ing for contracts, conditions, and rate of payments for carrying the 
mails of the United States to foreign countries—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate resolution was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the report 
of che Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries for the year 1888 be printed, and that 
there be printed 12,500 extra copies, of which 3,000 shall be for the use of the 
Senate, 6,000 for the nse of the use of Representatives, 2,500 for the use of the 
Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, and 1,000 for sale by the Publio Printer, 
the illustrations to be obtained by the Pablic Printer under the direction of the 
Joint Committee on Printing; 


to the Committee on Printing, 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 2268) for the relief of the administrators of the estate of 
Isaac P. Tice, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3629) granting to the State of Washington a section of pub- 
lic land for a soldiers“ home and for the militia of said State, and for 
other purp»ses—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 3782) to farther suspend the operation of section 574 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, Title LXXII, in relation to guano 
islands—to the Committee 1 — waye eee 8 5 

A bill (S. 3840) to remove arge o on George Fet- 
rde the Committee on Military Affairs. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 

duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. LEE: 

Whereas on August 8, Hon. J. B. MORGAN introduced inthe House a resolution 
the preamble of which set forth that Alex. J. Wedderburn had been charged by 
the press with defrauding the Government by mailing his paper, The National 
Farm and Fireside, at reduced rates, and other matters connected with the 
Grange Camp und 

Whereas the preamble states that criminal charges should have been insti- 
faced but wate suppressed owing to the interference of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture; an $ 

W. the resolution offered only requires the Post-Office Department to 
furnish Con; with the report of the inspector and the papers on file in the 


case in the Department; an 
Whereas the Constitution ties a fair trial to all citizens, and as ex 


testimony will not afford such a trial to the party charged with crime: There- 


ved, That the Committee on the Post-Office and Post · Roads be directed 
to make a full investigation into the alleged fraud and be empowered to send 
for persons and papers and report their conclusion to the House; 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey: 


Resolved, That Tuesday of next eee e the reading of tho 
Journal, shall be dev to the consideration of bills reported from the Com- 
mittee on Labor, this to be a continuing order from day to day until all bills 
reported from that committee are disposed of; 


to the Committee on Rules, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. LEE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10067) to incorporate 
the Washington and Arlington Railway Company of the District of 
Forman, aceompanied by a report (No. 2955)—to the House Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11269) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Coosa River in the State of Alabama, 
by the Alabama, Georgia and Florida Railroad Company, reported, as a 
substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 11728) to authorize the construction of 
a bridge across the Coosa River in the State of Alabama by the Ala- 
bama, Georgia and Florida Railroad Company; which was read twice, 
and, accompanied by a report (No. 2956), referred to the House Calen- 
dar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 11270) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Chattahoochee River, in the State of Georgia, by the Alabama, 
Georgia and Florida Railroad Company, reported, as a substitute there- 
for, a bill (H. R. 11729) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Chattahoochee River, in the State of Georgia, by the Alabama, 
Georgia and Florida Railroad Company; which was read twice, and, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2957), referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10838) 
granting the right of way to the Metropolitan Southern Railroad Com- 
pany through the property of the United States in Montgomery County, 
Maryland, accompanied by a report (No. 2958)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GIF FORD, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8461) to quiet the title of certain 
lands in the State of Mississippi and for the relief of Eli Ayres, re- 
ported, as asubstitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 11735) to quiet the title of 
certain lands in the State of Mississippi and for the relief of Eli Ayres; 
which was read twice, and, accompanied by a report (No. 2959), re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were intro- 
duced, severally read twice, and*referred as follows: 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 11727) providing for the survey, 
building, and construction of a canal from the Missouri River, together 
with subcanals, reservoirs, and ditches for irrigation pu in the 
States of North Dakota and South Dakota—to the Select Committee 
on Irrigation of Arid Lands in the United States. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R.11730) to amend sections 3834, 
3836, and 3837 of the Revised Statutes,and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, 2 bills of the ſollowing titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 11731) to increase the pension 
of Nicholas C. Messenger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
By Mr. KINSEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 11732) for the relief of 
George Black—to the Committee on War Claims, 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


— 9 8 * 


Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 11733) for the relief of John W. 
Hancock to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 11734) for the relief of 
Col. S. K. N. Patton —to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows- 

By Mr, COLEMAN: Communication from E. B. Wheelock, repre- 
senting the Texas Pacific Railroad Company, and J. Kruttschmitt, 
general manager Southern Pacific Railroad Company, asking delay 

rding the matter of bridge across the Mississippi River at New 
Orleans—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Resolutions of the Farmers’ Mutual Benevolent 
Association of Allen County, Kansas, asking for legislation relieving 
persons charged with violations of the Articles of War during the late 
war who have not been tried by court-martial—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of James Hunter, of Dickson 
County,, Tennessee, for compensation for services rendered the United 
States Army as-guide—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, August 13, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PREVENTION OF COLLISIONS AT SEA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3917) to 
adopt regulations for preventing collisions at sea. The amendment 
will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 18, line 5, strike out all after the word 
“yepealed,’’ down to and including the word“ vessels,’’ in line 7. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate agree to the amendment of the 
House. The bill passed both Houses, and was then reconsidered in 
the House of Representatives on a suggestion from the Secretary of the 
Treasury and from the delegates to the International Marine Confer- 
ence, and this amendment was desired. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House of 
Representatives will be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I should like to have the Senator explain 
exactly what it is. 

The CHIEF CLERK. 
make it read: 

Src, 2. That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with the fo ing regula- 
tions for preventing collisions at sea, forthe navigation of all publie and private 
vessels of the United States upon the high seas and in all waters connegted 
therewith navigable by sea-going vessels, are hereby repealed. 

Mr. FRYE. Let the words proposed to be stricken out be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Striking out the following words: 


Except where local rules shall hereafter be adopted by the board of supervis- 
ory inspectors of steam-vessels. 


Mr. FRYE. There isa provision which remains in the bill, of course, 
excluding local operation from this general bill, because this is intended 
for vessels on the ocean, and not on rivers and on lakes, etc. The word 
“ hereafter” was put in there. It added a still further uncertainty. 
It left the implication that the bill was intended to make an interfer- 
ence with the local regulations for rivers and lakes hereafter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does that obviate the difficulty which has been 
suggested ? 

Mr. FRYE. It does, entirely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate agree to the amendment made to the bill by the House of 


8 
amendment was concurred in. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of Ok- 
lahoma Territory, praying for the passage of a bill giving them a year's 
rations; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Kensington Reform Club of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for a subsidy on woolen manufactures for the re- 
lief of wool-workers; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the memorial of Henry S. Chase, of St. 
Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the McKinley tariff 
bill, the original-package bill, the lottery bill, and the Federal election 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE. I present a petition of a very large and enthusi- 
astic meeting of the river-transportation companies held at Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, setting forth that the material welfare and interests of the 
entire Ohio Valley urgently demand the immediate passage of the river 


It is proposed to amend section 2 so as to 


and harbor bill now before the honorable Senate of the United States, 
and also earnestly urging an amendment to the bill transferring the 
snag and pes, ied service of the Ohio River and its tributaries from 
the Treasury Department to the War Department, to facilitate the 
continuous use ot both gervices at all times. I move that the petition 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY. I present the petition of B. F. Rice, of Arkansas. 
He states that in April, 1868, he was elected to the Senate of the United 
States by the Legislature of Arkansas for the term commencing March 
4, 1867, and that on the 28th day of June, 1868, he duly qualified and 
took his seat, and that his salary was not paid him from the commence- 
ment of his term nor from the commencement of the term of Congress 
at which he was admitted, but only from the 28th day of June, 1868, 
and he prays that the Secretary of the Senate be directed to pay him 
the unpaid salary from March 4, 1867, to June 27, 1868, inclusive. 

There wasa resolution accompanying the petition, but I am informed 
by a member of the Committee on Privileges and Elections that such 
resolution is not necessary, and that the committee will act on the 
petition alone. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HISCOCK presented a memorial of merchant tailors of New 
York City and vicinity, remonstrating against section 754 of the Me- 


Kinley tariff bill, known as the $500 clause, in to wearing ap- 
parel and other personal effects of persons arriving in the United States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr, PLUMB presented a petition of a large number of people living 
in Jetmore, Kans., praying for the of what is known as the 
National Tribune service-pension bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of the Maritime Association of 
the Port of New York, praying for the continuance of the improve- 
ment of the Harlem River; which was ordered to lie on the ý 

He also presented the resolutions of the Washington Heights Tax- 
payers’ Association, of New York City, urging the restoration in the 
river and harbor bill of the appropriation of $350,000 for the comple- 


tion of the Harlem River improvement; which was ordered to lie on 


the table. 

He also presented the memorial of the New York Mercantile Ex- 
change, remonstrating against the construction of the Harlem River 
ship-canal, unless conditioned upon provisions providing for uninter- 
rupted transit of passengers and goods across the canal upon proper 
bridges; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. = 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 


ferred the bill (H. R. 2804) to increase the pension of Charles W. Krid- 
ler, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (for Mr. SPOONER), from the Committee 
on Claims, reported an amendment to the deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 


AMENDMENT TO BILLS. 


Mr. PASCO (by request) submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GORMAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be p by 
him to the bill (H. R. 5596) to discontinue the coinage of the three- 
dollar and one-dollar gold pieces and three-cent nickel piece; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. TURPIE submitted an amendment intended to be pro by 
Mr. VOORHEES to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. = 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, > 


its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A hill (S. 4207) extending the time of payment to purchasers of land 
of the Omaha tribe of Indians in Nebraska, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 4225) to amend an act approved August 6, 1888, author- 
izing the construction of bridges by the Houston, Central Arkansas 
and Northern Railway Company. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
3787) to amend the laws relative to shipping commissioners, with an 
amendment in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. - 

The message further announced that the House had coneurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 4167) granting a pension to Lorenzo D. Whitford; 

A bill (H. R. 3018) granting a pension to J. Phil, Hurlbert; 


A bill (H. R. 9008) to increase the pension of Zo S. Cook, of Wilcox ` 


County, bama; 
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A bill (H. R.1104) to relieve Peter Moog from the charge of deser- 


tion; 

A bill (H. R. 4427) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Mrs. 
Mary E. Boeke; and 

A bill (H. R. 9523) authorizing the constru@tion of a bridge over the 
Tennessee River at or near Guntersville, Ala., and for other purposes. 


RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following concurrent resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved (the House of Representatives concurring), That 8,000 copies of the testi- 
mony taken by the Select Committee on Relations with Canada be printed, 
1,000 of which shall be for the use of the Senate and 2,000 for the use of the 
House of Representatives, 


STEEL-PLATE STAMPING. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to investigate the 
alleged false or counterfeit cog om 3 of test pieces of steel-plate made for 
United States naval vessels at the Linden Steel Works at Pittsburgh, and to re- 
port the facts to the Senate. 


SHIPPING COMMISSIONERS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3787) to amend the laws 
relative to shipping commissioners. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 4, to 
strike out all after the word ‘‘of’’ down to and including the word 
gross, in line 6, and insert: 


An act approved June 19, 1886, entitled“ An act to abolish certain fees for of- 
ficial services to American vessels, and to amend the laws relating to shipping 
commissioners, seamen, and owners of vessels, and for other purposes,” 


Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate agree to that amendment. It 
is simply this: In repealing certain provisions of the statutes in the 
bill as it passed the Senate reference was made to chapter and page in 
the Statutes at Large, and it has been amended in the House by adopt- 
ing the usual course of referring to an act passed and approved, so and 
so. That is all the amendment is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate agree to the amendment made to this bill by the House of 
Representatives, 

The amendment was concurred in. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (S. 4326) to authorize the Corpus 
Christi and South America Railway Company to construct a bridge 
neross the Rio Grande River at or near Brownsville, Tex.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from yesterday, offered by the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], which will be read. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before proceeding to that, as it is desirable to have a 
brief executive session at a time when there is a quorum present, I 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After fifty minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior submitting an estimate of appropriation in 

the sum of $5,000 for the protection and improvement of Hot Springs, 
Ark.; whjch, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


DEBATE ON REVENUE BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will read the reso- 
lution offered by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], coming 
over from a previous day. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
EDMUNDS, as follows: 


Ordered, That during the consideration of House bill 9416, entitled An act to 
reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes,” 
no Senator shall speak more than once and not longer than five minutes on or 
in respect of ae, one item in said bill or any amendment proposed thereto 
without leave of the Senate, such leave to be granted or denied without de- 
bate and without any motion or proceeding other than such as relates to pro- 
curing a quorum when it shall appear, on adivision or on the yeasand nays 
being taken, that a voting quorum is not present. And until said bill shall 
have been gone through with to the point of third reading no general motion 
in respect of said bill other than to take it up shall be in order. 

All appeals pending the matter aforesaid shall be determined at once and 
558 t to Rule XL, that the foregoing order will be 

ot ge ere ven, pursuan ule e foregoing order w 
offered for 3 in the Senate. 
to d. for the f ing stated the followin: 
Rul y: V. VIII IX. X XI XVIII XIX XXII. XXVII. XXXV, 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move the reference of the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the resolution be committed to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. CULLOM, I think it would only be fair to let it lie until the 
Senator from Vermont comes into the Chamber. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I willstate that the Senator from Vermont is aware 
of my purpose, and he told me he should not resist the motion. 
5 CULLOM. Not knowing that, I sent for him to come into the 

nate. K 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Khode Island to commit. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LIMITATION OF DEBATE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR], 
coming over from a previous day. It will be read. 

Mr. BLAIR. The resolution may be read. I desire to move its ref- 
erence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read, if there be no objec- 
tion. oft 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted. yesterday by Mr. 
BLAIR, as follows: 

Resolved, That the following rule be adopted to fix the limit of debate, namely: 

Rue —, When a proposition has been under debate two days and not less 
than four hours, which shall be determined by the Presiding Officer without 
debate, it shall be in order tó move the previous question unless the Senate shall 
otherwise fix the time when debate shall cease and the vote be taken; and in 
any case arising under this rule the Senator in charge of the measure shall have 
one hour in which to close the debate. 

During the last fourteen days preceding the time fixed by law or by concur- 
rent resolution passed by the Senate for the end of a session, a majority of the 
Senate may close the debate at any time subject to the right of the Senator in 
charge of the measure; and any motion for the previous question or to limit 
debate and to fix the time for the yote to be taken shall cease in one hour and 
be subject to the Anthony rule. 


Mr. BLAIR. I move that the resolution be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Rules, 

Mr. PLUMB. Before that is done I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
I should like to have the Chair state what are the rights of a Senator 
who has charge of a measure in regard to debate which are not appli- 
cable to other members of the body. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not understand that 
a Senator in charge of a bill has any rights that are not held in com- 
mon with other members of the Senate, except such as may occur by 
usage or by the custom and practice of the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. I mention it because the phrase subject to the right 
of the Senator in e of the measure is mentioned in the resolu- 
tion, and I thought I should like to have the Chair state what the 
meaning of the phrase is according to the usage of the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. That right is provided for in the resolution itself. It 
is an allusion to a previous provision in the same resolution. It does 
not exist, of course, until the resolution becomes a part of the rules of 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the resolution be committed to the Committee on Rules. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BUSINESS OF THE SESSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolutions offered by the Senator trom Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay], 
coming over from a previous day. The resolutions will be read. 

The resolutions submitted yesterday by Mr. QUAY were read, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That during the nt session of Congress the Senate will not take 
up for consideration any legislative business other than the pending bill (the 
tariff bill) and general appropriation bills, bills relating to public buildings and 
publie lands, pensions, and Senate or concurrent resolutions. 

Resolved, That the consideration of all bills, other than such as are mentioned 
in the foregoing resolution, is hereby postponed until the session of Congress 
to be held on the first Monday in December, 1890, 

Resolved, That the vote on the pending bill and all amendments thereto shall 
be taken on the 39th day of Angust instant, at 2 o'clock p. m., the voting to con- 
tinne without further debate until the consideration of the bill and the amend- 
ments is compieted. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the resolutions be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the resolutions be committed to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. MITCHELL, Before they are referred I should like to ask a 
question of the Senator ftom Pennsylvania who introduced the reso- 
lutions. Does he understand that the term “ general appropriation 
bills” includes the river and harbor bill? 

Mr. QUAY. Iso understand it. If there is any doubt about that, 
the resolutions can be amended on their so as to include it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is all I wished to know. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
commit the resolutions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent to offer, for referenco to the | 
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Committee on Rules, an amendment to the resolutions proposed by the 
Senator from 8 [Mr. Quay]. 

The PRESID pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Amend by inserting, in the third line, after the 
figures ‘'9416,’’ the following: 

The bill of the House of Representativ 
and supplement the election laws of the United States and to provide for the 
more eficient eaforcement of such laws, and for other purposes,” 

So as to read: . 

Resolved, That during the present session 


Mr. HO AR. It is not necessary to read all through the resolutions. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be referred to 
the Committee on Rules, if there be no objection. 


W. T. PATE & CO, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution offered by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE], coming 
over from yesterday. It will be read. { 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Tunrm, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to include the claim 
of Silas Q. Howe, surviving partner of W. T. Pate & Co., audited by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, under section 3220, Revised Statutes, in the list 
of claims covered by the resolution adopted by the Senate August 11, 1890, di- 


recting him to trausmit to the Senate a list of claims allowed by the several ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury Department, etc, 


Mr. TURPIE. I hope, Mr. President, that this resolution may be 
adopted. It relates to a very just claim, The Committee on Claims 
has twice reported favorably here a bill for its payment, and the bills 
have passed the Senate. A bill for its payment passed the Senate at 
the last Congress and a bill for its payment was on the Calendar of the 
other House at the adjournment of the last Congress. A bill for its 

yment, on a favorable report, is pending in the other House now, 
Bot there is no chance of its being reached. For that reason I have 
offered the resolution, The claim has received the sanction of the 
proper Department of the Government and the accounting officers of 
the Treasury. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator if this claim has been allowed 
by any accounting officer of the Treasury ? 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to inquire whether this claim is of 
the same class as those referred to in the resolution as having been 
previously called for. 

Mr. TURPIE. Ido not know whether it is of the same class or not. 
I know that it has frequently received the sanction of both Houses of 
Congress and that it has been audited and approved by the accounting 
officers of the Treasury. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, But the former resolution, as I recollect it, in 

neral, applied to a particular class of cases arising out of a particular 
Tepartaicns and service of the Government that were the ordinary rou- 
tine of cases which would be paid at once if there was money for them. 
If this be one of those cases that was accidentally omitted in some way, 
then of course I should not have the least objection to the resolution; 
it ought to be provided for; but if it be a case not of that class, but 
merely a different claim abont a different matter, then I think it not 
right to make an exception of this particular case. 

Mr. TURPIE. Of course these claims were embraced in a former 
resolution, but I do not know the form in which the resolution passed. 
I am rather of the opinion that it was only the fact that a bill is pend- 
ing here for the payment of this claim which prevented its being in- 
eluded. It was thought the special act would become a law before the 
general appropriation was made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope my friend will not object to the motion I 
shall make to refer this matter to the Committee on Claims. Then it 
can be looked up to see whether it fairly falls within the class that is 
called for, and they can report upon it immediately. 

Mr. TURPIE. I have no objection to that, except that it has been 
referred to the Committee on Claims twice and has reported back 
and it can possibly do no good to refer it again. 

x 325 SPOONER. The resolution referred to in this resolution is as 
‘ollows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to the 
Senate a list of all claims allowed by the several accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department under appropriations the balances of which have been 
exbausted or carried to the sarplus fund under the provisions of section 5 of the 
act of June 20, 1874, since the allowance of those already transmitted to Con- 
pes during the present session; aud also a list of judgments of the Court of 

1 
m 


Ne. 11065, entitled “An act to amend 


ae requiring an appropriation at the present session not already trans- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to refer the resolution? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I intended to do so, and I think I did. I make 
the motion now, if there is any doubt about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the resolution be committed to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr, TURPIE. H hope the resolution will not be referred to the Com- 
wittee on Claims. That would simply be a burial of it. No further 
information is required and it would simply delay it. I think thatit 


Does the Senator trom Vermont move 


ought to be considered favorably when it is considered, and I will ask 
that it be over for the present. 
The PRESIDENT pro Shall the resolution lie over until 
to-morrow subject to call in the morning hour? Is there objection? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir, my motion vaig panting: 
3 pro tempore. The Chair hears none, and it is so 
LABOR-COST IN STEEL RAILS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution offered by the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], proposed to be amended by 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], concerning the labor-cost in 
a ton of steel rails, will be placed on the Calendar, if there be no ob- 
jection, and lie subject to in the morning hour, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to have the resolution lie on the 
table in order that it may be taken up at any moment. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Chair has suggested that the resolution be 
put on the Calendar, subject to call at any time in the morning hour 
when convenient. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. All right. 


CLAIMS OF NAVAL OFFICERS, 


Mr. TURPIE (on behalf of Mr. VOORHEES) submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is bereby, directed to 
communicate to the Senate a list of the claims of naval officers. giving names, 
dates of service, and amounts, which were allowed and certified by the account- 
ing officers in accordance with decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, but which were wholly or in part refused payment because of the two 
provisions in the deficiency 3 act of March 3, 1889, limiting such + 
payment to claims or parts of claims which had accrued within six years prior 
to the filing of the petitions in the test cases so decided by the Supreme Court, 
and to state how much has been paid and how much remains due in each case; 
also how many of such claims now on file remain unsettled, 


EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS. — 


Mr. ALLISON. Lask that the joint resolution extending the time 
for the appropriations may be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unan- 
imous consent for the consideration of a joint resolution the title of 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (H. Res. 211) to continue the 
provisions of existing laws providing temporarily for the expenditures 
of the Government. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the joint resolution is before the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

It proposes to continue the provisions of joint resolutions approved 
June 30 and July 30, 1890, providing temporarily for the expenditures 
of the Government to and including the 29th day of August, 1890. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, f ask the Senator from Iowa whether 
it is not possible in his judgment to pass the two or three bills that 
are pending—they are all in conference now—without another exten- 
sion, It has oceurred, I think, before. : 

Mr. ALLISON. Thesecond extensionexpires to-morrow. Thesun- 
dry civil bill is in conference still, as the Senator knows, and so is the 
Indian appropriation bill. It will be impossible to complete either of 
them before to-morrow, and in making the extension it was thought 
wise, the House committee agreeing, to extend it for a sufficient time 
to give us an opportunity to thoroughly examine the important ques- 
tion now pending respecting the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Iowa what is 
the practical effect of these extensions? The appropriations for the 
present session, the bills that are now pending largely exceed in 
amount the acts of 1889. Will the Government for the two months 
from June 30 be operated under former acts? I suppose it will result 
in saving a large amount money. 

Mr. ALLISON. The ouly two appropriation bills now undisposed 
of are the sundry civil bill and the Indian bill. So far as the ordinary 
expenditares carried by the sundry civil bill are concerned, there is no 
increase practically in the present bill, and that is true also of the In- 
dian bill, as I understand, so that these extensions will practically have 
no effect in my judgment upon the amounts appropriated. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator from 
Iowa if this circumstance of the extension of these appropriations does 
not bring to his mind a more valuable way of making appropriations 
than that heretofore employed. Would it not be wiser in his judgment 
to simply extend from time to time, from year to year, appropriations 
made for the preceding year by resolution and thus avoid the confer- 
ence we have about items and contention in regard to the framework of 
the bills that take up the valuable time of the Senate? 

Mr. ALLISON. It would undoubtedly be a great convenience to do 
that. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Senator if he does not think, judging by ` 
the increasing practice of this kind, that we are likely to come to that 
by another session of Congress. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope not, Mr. President. z 


Mr. PLUMB. This whole thing seems to be done according to the 
idea of certain people to legislate in a way that will best comport with 
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their convenience, and if this is to be the most convenient 
way, I do not see why we should not do it, we have had such success 
with it heretofore! 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, that there is a necessity for the ex- 
tension at this time, I think no Senator can doubt. The contest as 

the sundry civil bill is one in which the Senate takes a deep 
interest and with reference to which there is practical unanimity here 
as I understand; and owing to the fact that the sundry civil bill did 
not reach the Senate until within a very few days of the expiration of 
the fiscal year it was impossible for us to consider that bill in this body 
and pass it until nearly one month after the fiscal year for which the 
appropriations were made had begun, It is because of the delay in 
getting this bill into the Senate Chamber that these extensions have 
become necessary. What is true of the sundry civil bill is also true of 
the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. DAWES. Let me say that those having charge of the Indian 
bill in the Senate are in no way responsible for this matter. The Sen- 
ate amendments to the Indian appropriation bill rested in another place 
during all the time of the last extension, waiting to come back here, 
and never reached the point of a conference until yesterday—fourteen 
or filteen days. The Senate amendments went to another place for 
action, and there they rested while this extension has been expiring. 

Mr. REAGAN. That is a deliberative body! [Laughter.] 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. DAWES submitted the following are which was read: 


The committee of conference on the d votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill 0726) making appropriations 
eng current and contingent expenses of We Indian Department and for ful- 

treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 
— 1 l, having met, after full and free conference —_ agreed to recommend 
do recommend to their res Hoases as foll 

That the Senate recede from its amendments 3 J, 4, 5. 6, 8. 10, 14. 63, 65, 


m its d ont to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 2, 7, 9. 11. 12 1115 5 . CEC 35, 36, 
40, Al, 42, 43, 44, 45,'46, 47, 43, 49, 50,51, 53, 54, 56, 57, 58, , 62, 64, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 
72.78, 77,78, 8, £6, 87, 91, Sn 96. 97, "98, 99, 100, 101, and 102, and agree to the 


That the House recede from its d ment to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 3, — auxes to the same an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
9 rt 81.200; “ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That t ouse ee from its disagreement to ——ů— of the Senate 
numbered 15, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
from line 2 of said amendment the words out of their funds in the Treasury 

of the United States,” and insert after the word “Interior,” in line 6 of said 
amendment, the followin; * unless otherwise directed by the President of the 
United States;’’ and the to the same. 

That the House. recede from it its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 18, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add át 
the endof said — — the following: First paying herefrom to Thomas 
F. Richardville the sum of $2,000, ce due him for se rendered his 

tribe and expenses incurred as chief and agent from March, 1886, to March 31, 
18957 and the Sonate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from it disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 28, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matterstricken out by said amendment, amended as follows: Strike outin 
line 25, page 16 of the bill, the word on“ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“of,” and add at the end of line 27, same page, the following: ‘ And the 7 


tary of the Interior shall tak necessary steps to collect the amount of 
cipal and interest due on said bond to be covered into the Treasury; the 
Senate agree to the same, 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered gl, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
2 the matter pro to be inserted in said amendment, insert the follow- 


Rat this shall not be held to impair or otherwise affect the rights or equities 
5 ur person whose claim to membership in said tribe is now pending and be- 

g investigated.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House reae from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered &, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out in the last tue of said amendment the word “section” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word“ ph ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede fon its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 34, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In pon 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the followin 

“For the erection of fifteen school buildings, being in part 5 wit 
the . of section 20 of the above- mentioned act of 


re} ‘the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House pees le from its d ent to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 29, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter stricken out by amendment insert the folowing: “That $2,000 of 
the above $8,000 shall be expended for the Prairie Island settlement of Indians 
in Goodhue County: Provided further; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 52, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After the 
word “ persons,” in line I4, page 33 of the bill, insert the following: “Not more 
83 two of whom shall be of the same political party; and the Senate agree 

the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 55, aud agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After the 
word “ paid, in line 19 of said amendment, insert the following, not to ex- 
oed: and the Senate agree to the same. 

i That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 74, and tothe same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out in line 1 of said amendment the words “expenses already i neurred“ 


rag ee O thereof the following: necessary expenses; and the Sen- 
ate agree 

That the House tedis from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 75, and agree to the same 
out the matter proposed to 


with an amendment as follows: Strike 
be S amendment, and strike out in 


the sum 
That the House 
numbered 79, sos 


directed to repair and equip for 
use the buildings known as Fort Totten, a! vil's rere: KON Dakota, and 
recently turned over to his Department by the Secretary of War, in order that 
they may be used to their full capacity for the purpose of an Indian industrial 
boarding school, and for this purpose he may uso so much money as may be 
necessary, to be taken from the appropriation herein made for the support of In- 
dian day and industrial schools. 

For erection of an industrial boarding-school building at the Blackfeet 
agency, in Montana, $25,000, this sum to be charged to the appropriation for the 
Indians at the Blackfeet agency provided for in article 3 of the ment with 
the Gros Ventre, Piegan, Blood, Blackfeet, and River Crow Indians, in Mon- 
tana, ratified by the act approved May 1, 1838," 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 89 and 90, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows; 
Strike out the amended paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

For the erection of buildings for an Indian industrial school atthe Shoshone 
Indian reservation, Wyoming, $25,000," 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

H. L. DAWES, 
P. B. PLUMB, 
Managers on the part of the "Senate, 


8 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. DAWES. I will simply state that there has been no radical 
change in the bill as it passed the Senate. The changes in the aggre- 
gate only amount to $12,839.40, as shown by this tabular statement: 


Indian bill for 1891 
Amount as 8 House. s > i „ 638. 75 
Increase by Se 1,260, 654. 01 
292, 
Increase in conference (net) . FARE DE EAA 12, 839. 40 
Amount BS agIood GO. x 7, 296, 132.16 
Changes in conference, 
Increase : 
Payment of Fitch bond. . $2,100.00 
Big Jim's Band, Absentee Shawnees 17, 218. 00 
George M. Chapman, payment to. 424, 40 
Joseph Dunlap, payment to. 1. 100. 00 
School building at Blackteet agency... eee 25,000. 00 
Shoshone Indian school building. . . 13. 000. 00 
58, 889. 40 
15, 000. 00 
. 1,000.00 
5,000.00 
25, 000. 00 
46,000.00 
12, 839, 40 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of House bill 9416, 3 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce 
the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment offered by 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 137, on page 29, line 6, after the 
word pay,“ it is proposed to strike out two and two-tenths cents” 
and insert one cent;’’ so as to read: 

And on and after July 1, 1891, all iron or steel sheets, or plates, or taggers iron 
Serle eects carer oe eran eee 
. 8 tin-plates, * Wee — — ‘im shall pay I cent — 
poun 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, itis not my intention to trespass very 
long upon the patience of the Senate in concluding the remarks which 
I commenced yesterday upon the pending amendment, that ameng- 
ment being to reduce the tariff tax prop sed upon tin-plate from 2.2 
cents per pound to 1 cent per pound, which is the present duty. 

by the adjournment yesterday the debate had become rather desul- 

ry on the ps of myself and those who were my interlocutors upon 
the 3 side in regard to the price of tin-plate. I had been speaking 
of the fact that this increased duty was proposed for the benefit ofa 
syndicate of capitalists who proposed hereatter to establish what they 
call a tin-plate industry, if they can be allowed to tax the farmers of 
this country an additional $10,000,000 to the tax that they already 

y, and I spoke of the fact that this was in the face of asteady decline 
In the price of tin- plate that was imported into this country, a decline 
in a period of twelve years of over 50 per cent., and a cheapening of this, 
one of the raw materials of the canning manufactories, so as to enable 
them to greatly increase their ucts, make a wider market for agri- 
cultural productions and establish, without burdening other industries 
or the consumers of the country, this most laudab enterprise all 
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- through that region of the Atlantic Middle States with which I am 
most familiar, and I doubt not in other parts of the Union. 

I know it is an important industry on the Pacific coast, notably in 
California, but I wasspeaking ofthe region with which I am more partic- 
ularly familiar, and there it increases the general prosperity and the 
individual happiness of many, many poor people by giving employment 
to their sons and danghters who have been born upon the soil. 

Now I find that I was quite correct—although my statement was 
challenged yesterday—that there has been a steady decline in the last 
ten years in the price of tin-plate. I refer the Senator who ques- 
tioned the accuracy of my statement, to the result of the study of one 
of the most careful economists in this country, a man whose character 
for learning and accuracy stands high with all without regard to dif- 
ference of opinioa from himon political matters or on economic matters. 
I mean David A. Wells, a man who has given to this subjectan amount 
of study and careful scrutiny that certainly is equal to that given by 
any member of this body, even by so distinguished and careful a stu- 
dent of the details of this bill as the Senator from Rhode Isiand [Mr. 
ALDRICH]. He tells us in his book, Recent Economic Changes—— 

Mr. PLATT. Who is that? 

Mr. GRAY, David A. Wells—a book written not to promote the 
cause of free trade or combat what he considers the heresies of protec- 
tion, but a calm, careful, and scholarly review of the condition of trade 
throughout the world and what he considers the causes of the economic 
changes which have undeniably and patently taken place all over the 
world. He says: 

Owing to a tendency of consumption to exceed production, tin-plates in 
common with tin ruled at what were termed ‘‘famine” prices in 1874 and for 
some years previous, the average price for “coke plates being from 26s. to 
27s. per ton. After 1875 prices declined about 50 per cent., or during the year 


1887 to 12s. 11d. to 13s. per box. This remarkable and decline during 
Serer of fifteen years is as clearly and certainly und as in the case of 


That is, of the tin metal— 


above noticed and is referable to three causes: first the reduction in the cost of the 
metal tin; second, to improvements in the manufacture of iron and the exten- 
sive substitution of steel (plates) in place of charcoaled and puddled iron plates; 
third, to new processes of manufacture and tinning, a modern tin-plate mill 
turning out every twenty-four hours more than double the product of old-fash- 
joned mills, without any increase in expenditure for motive wer or labor. 
Supply and consumption alike ander such circumstances have increased to an 
enormous extent, and the tin-plate trade, instead of being a minor industry of 
the poua, as was formerly and not remotely the case, has become one of great 
magnitude. 


Mr. President, this is simply a calm statement of facts by a most 
experienced student of political economy and of the trade of the world. 
He draws no deduction from it. He merely states the fact. It is not 
a polemic, He is making no contention about high tariff or low tariff. 
He simply records in this book the result of his observations. 

Mr. ALDRICH.. Would the Senator permit an interruption now? 
Mr. GRAY. Certainly, now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. For the purpose of showing not only the inaccuracy 
of Mr. Wells's statement, but the very gross inaccuracy of it, I desire 
to call the attention of the Senator from Delaware and ask his exam- 
ination of a series of charts which I have before me, issued by Henry 
Nash & Co., of Liverpool, who are the largest exporters of tin-plates 
in Great Britain, showing the price from 1878 to the present time, by 
years and by months, of tin-plate and of pig-tin. This table shows 
that the price of charcoal IC tin in January, 1878, was 208. a box, and 
in December, 1887, was 19s, 6d. a box, and in December, 1889, 20s. 
6d. a box, and that the price of Straits tin 

Mr. GRAY. In December, 1889? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; and the price of Straits tin in 1878, the aver- 
age price. for the year, was £61 4s, 2d., and in 1887 it was £111 10s, 

Mr. GRAY. Is the Senator now speaking of tin metal or tin-plate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam speaking of tin metal now. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not deny that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator read from Mr. Wells to show that 
there was a decline in tin-plate, and that decline, whatever it was, was 
owing to the fact that there had been a large decrease in the price of the 
metal tin; but, in fact, not only has there been no decline, but there 
has been a large increase in the price, 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator from Delaware yield to me to read 
a dispatch I have just received on this question of tin-plate? 

Mr. GRAY, Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is signed J. M. Melloy’s Sons,” of Philadelphia. 
Iunderstand they are large manufacturers in Philadelphia of tin goods. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Large importers. 

Mr. PLUMB. I suppose that is true, and I admit it with great re- 

t, because that is undoubtedly a somewhat criminal proceeding ! 
[tenghter.} 
Hon, P, B. PLUMS, 
Senate Chamber, Washington : 


To correct misstatement made in Senate yesterday, we give prices in rotation 
January 1, 1600; inclasiver Bi di, OOF, , 44 7 G84. 4 L hh. Anf 
anuary . ive: 88, b 5 70. A 
proof required can be furnished. * . 3 aii 
J. M. MELLOY’S SONS. 


Mr. VEST. What is the fall there? 
Mr. PLUMB, From eight and a fraction to four and a fraction. 


That is, fluctuating between these dates, as of course is the case with 
other articles that go into staple use. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is very evident that the quotation of the price 
8§ must be a mistake. There has been no time for many years that 
tin sold in this country for 8Ẹ. 

Mr. GRAY, I should like to understand from the Senator from 
Rhode Island what the figures and dates were on the chart he has just 
read on tin-plate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The chart before me gives the price of tin-plate 
and all the collateral materials connected with it from January, 1878, 
to the present time. I stated that the price of charcoal IC tin in 
January, 1878, was 20s. per box, and that in December, 1887, it was 
19s. 6d. per box. 

Mr. GRAY. That was a decrease? 

Mr. ALDRICH. A decrease of 6d. a box from 1878 to 1887, a period 
of nine years. 

Mr. GRAY. That was upon charcoal tin? f 

Mr. ALDRICH. Upon charcoal tin. 

Mr. GRAY. That is the highest-priced tin. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A little higher priced than coke tin. 

Mr. GRAY. Has the Senator any other quotations upon that chart 
which will show a different decrease? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have. The price of IC coke tin-plate in Jan- 
uary, 1878, was 16s. 6d.; in 1887 it was 15s. 6d. 

Mr. GRAY. What was it in 1888? 


Mr. ALDRICH. The fluctation in 1888 was from 19s. 6d. to 15s. 6d. - ` 


Mr. GRAY. What was it in 1876? 

Ros 3 This chart, as I have already said, does not go back 
0 

Mr. GRAY. It does not show the gradual decrease. I wish the 
Senator from Rhode Island would be a little more fair in his discus- 
sion of this question. He is taking a comparison between extreme 
points, and he is taking years in which there has been a fluctuation in 
the price of the tin-plate and comparing it with a settled price of ten or 
twelve years previous; but he knows—unless my information from 
those upon whom I rely is incorrect—that in the year 1889 there was 
a boom in all the iron industries and in the steel industries and in the 
production of the plates out of which tin-plates are manufactured in 
England as well as in this country, which has continued to the present 
time. 

There is an enhancement of price, owing to this boom that I spoke of, 
in the materials entering into tin-plate, but no one can look at the 
tables which I have already read to the Senate and which are not con- 
troverted, as I understand, by anything read by the Senator from Rhode 
Island to-day, that from 1878 down to the present time there has been 
a gradual decline in the price of tin, owing, I have no doubt, to the 
causes stated by Mr. David A. Wells in the book from which I have 
just read, that has amounted in that period to about 50 per cent. 

Now, I receive confirmation of this statement from every source that 
has been open to me; and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] has 
this morning produced a telegram here from the very gentlemen who 
were quoted by my colleague yesterday, if I didnot misunderstand the 
name, correcting the information which was read by him from one of 
the statements made before the committee, which says: 

To correct misstatement made in Senate yesterday we give prices in rotation 
at which tin used for canning was sold in this country on January 1, 1880, to 
January 1, 1890, inclusive; 8j— 

At one extreme and 4.22 and 4.70, a decline of about 50 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In one year. 

Mr. HIGGINS. If my colleague will permit me—— 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HIGGINS. | I read yesterday from the letter of the firm of J. M. 
Melloy’s Sons, dated Philadelpbia, Pa., January 6, 1890. 

Mr. GRAY. That is the same firm whose telegram I have just read, 
is it not? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Yes. This letter is to be found on page 1208 of 
the Hearings before the Committee of Ways and Means, Fifty-first 
Congress, first session, House of Representatives, and I will read again 
what they say in this letter introducing the table to which I referred: 

We give you below a table showing the average price the merchants of New 
York sold at during the following years. This is far better than the misleading 
prices laid before you. 

If my colleague has no objection, I should like to have this table 
inserted in my remarks. 

Mr. GRAY. I would rather not unless my colleague very much 
wishes it, because I want to get through soon. 

Mr. HIGGINS. It is as to whether I made any misstatement, as this 
telegram says. 

Mr. GRAY. I will say to my colleague that certainly I do not sup- - 
pose he intentionally made any misstatement. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I know my colleague does not, but these superserv- 
iceable gentlemen in Philadelphia may think so. 

Mr. GRAY. My colleague may deal with these superserviceable 
gentlemen,” as he calls them. 

Mr. HIGGINS. So far as they are concerned, here is the record they 
make for themselves and from whicb they cap not get away, which gives 


— * 


f 


8492 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


AVGUST 13, 


in this table the prices of tin-plate, the prices at which it was sold in 
New York by months and years from the month of January, 1884, to 
the month of November, 1889, ' 

Mr. GRAY. That means, if Imay interrupt my colleague, the duty 
and all other charges paid? 

Mr. HIGGINS. The prices at which the tin-plate sold. 

Mr. GRAY. That includes the duty? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Of course. They would not sell without inelud- 
ing the duty. Thatis the price at which it went to the American con- 
sumer, and that is the price at which it goes to the canner of Dela- 
ware and Maryland and New Jersey; that is the price it commands in 
the American market. I gave then, as I do now, not to read the whole 
table, the price in January, 1884, as $4.75 a box, and the price in No- 
vember, 1889, was $4.73 a box; and in glancing my eye over this table 
I find the lowest price quoted during the whole period of five years, 
less one month, was $4.17 a boxin December, 1886, showing a most re- 
markable and, in the light of the general falling of prices over this 
country, a phenomenal steadiness of price to the American consumer 
of this article during those five years. Behind that I have not gone. 
I do not know what the price was in 1878 or 1876 or back there. I 
only took the table as I fonnd it. 

Mr. GRAY. As I have said before, capital never lacks in ingenious 
and able advocacy on this floor; and if figures can be tortured, if tables 
can be made, if ex can be employed, we know that we shall get 
the results of all, and the labors of all, to bolster up an iniquity like 
this. I have asserted and assert again that all the evidence that is ob- 
tainable and that is trustworthy in its character points to confirming 
the statement made by Mr. David A. Wells in the book called Recent 
Economic Changes, that in the period of the last twelve or fifteen years 
there has been an enormous decline in the price of tin-plate and in the 
cost of its manufacture. He has spoken of and explained the causes 
of that decline, and all the tables of the Treasury Department confirm 
it, all the evidence that we get from any source that is not open to sus- 

icion confirmsit. Thetable which I holdin my hand, which is taken 
— the Pittsburgh American Manufacturer, shows that from 1874 to 
1888 there was a decline in the price of tin-plate of over 50 per cent. 

In 1874, the lowest price per hundred-weight was 26s. 3d. and the 
highest price in that year was 29s. 6d.; in 1875, the lowest price was 
22s, 3d. and the highest 29s. 6d.; in 1876, the lowest price was 19s. 6d. 
and the highest price was 238. d.; in 1877, the lowest price was 18s. 
3d. and the highest price was 20s. 6d.; in 1878, the lowest price was 
15s. and the highest price was 18s. 3d.; in 1879, the lowest price was 
16s. and the highest was 25s, 9d.; in 1880, the lowest price was 16s. 
and the highest was 308. 9d., a most remarkable fluctuation in that 
year; in 1881, the lowest price was 15s. and the highest 17s. 6d.; in 
1882, the lowest price was 15s. and the highest 18s. 6d.; in 1883, the 
lowest price was 15s. 6d. and the highest 16s. 6d.; in 1884, the lowest 

rice was 14% 3d. and the highest 16s, 6d.; in 1885, the lowest price was 

9d. and the highest 15s. ; in 1886, the lowest price was 12s. 6d. and 
the highest 14s. 9d.; in 1887, the lowest price was 12s. 9d. and the 
highest price 15s. 9d., and, in 1888, the lowest price was 12s. 14d. and 
the highest 15, 3d. 

Unless all these sources of information are tainted by an attempt by 
somebody to misrepresent the facts, unless they are all unreliable to- 
gether and all telling the same lie for the same purpose and in the same 
terms, there can be no doubt that this assertion that tin-plate has de- 
clined in the last decade more than 50 per cent. is a fact which can not 
be gainsaid or denied, 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will take his own figures for 1878 
and 1889 he will see that they are substantially alike. Instead of 
there being a decline of 50 per cent, there is a very slight decline as 
shown by the figures he has just read. 

Mr. GRAY. ‘The figures for 1878 averaged between 15s. a hundred- 
weight and 18s, 3d. a hundred-weight, and in 1888 12s. 14d. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Eighteen hundred and eighty-nine, I said. 

Mr. GRAY. This table only goes to 1888, when the price was from 
12s. 1}d. to 15s. 3d.; so that it confirms absolutely all that I have said. 

I am not going to detain the Senate any longer upon that point. The 
year 1889 is not included in that table, and I havealready stated that, 
owing to causes which affect the trade in all articles into which iron 
enters, there has been an enhancement of prices during that year, But 
the general trend of the trade bas been to lower prices, and itis for the 
benefit that goes to all the people who use the articles made of tin, to 
all the manufactories which work it up as their raw material, that that 
benefit shall not be neutralized to them, that I am in favor of this 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] recalls my attention to the 
fact that the import tables during the same period show the same thing 
precisely as I read yesterday, a fall of about 50 per cent. 

Now, Mr. President, who is it that says that the American people, 
the men, the women, the children, living all over this country in their 
homes, great or small, that these manufactories. which use this tin- 
plate as a raw material, shall not have the benefit of this cheapening 
of this t and universally used commodity? Why shall the people 
of this fand of liberty be denied the privilege that comes to all civilized 


people from the cheapening of commodities resulting from a higher and 


higher civilization and a greater division of labor and the increased 
and stimulated invention of artisans and of those engaged in productive 
industries? Who is it that stands between them and the fruition of 
this common good? 

Why, sir, not even an existing industry, not even a syndicate or 
coterie of men who can point to a factory already built and to work- 
men already collected and congregated around that factory; not a dollar 
yet expended. But it is these millions belonging not to the poor, but 
belonging to the rich, lying in the coffers of their banks awaiting the 
passage of this bill in order that they may be invested in an industry 
which they can not carry on without this assistance that comes from 
calling upon all the people of this country to chip in and contribute 
in order to take from them the risk which all other honest employ- 
ments must take and guaranty to them profits that shall make many 
millionaires and increase many times the burdens which are already 
pressing upon American labor. That is the proposition, 

The Senator from Rhode Island asked me yesterday how this differs 
from any other case in which a duty is imposed and why the farmers 
of this country should be selected as having any claim to be exempt 
from taxation more than others; why they should resist the payment 
of this tribute more than other classes in this country. I do not know 
that they have any greater claim, but they do represent more than one- 
half of all the toilers of this country. They represent a class that gets 
and can get no benefit from protective legislation; they represent a 
class that bears the burden and receives no assistance in bearing it; 
they represent a class in which the account is all on one side and there 
is no offset on the other, and that is the reason why they have a pecul- 
iar claim, it seems to me, in the adjustment of this bill which seeks 
to make one industry a parasite upon another. 

You do not want the revenue. The article ought to be on the free- 
list, where the Mills bill proposed to put it. If you do not need the 
$7,000,000 produced by the present tax for your Treasury to increase 
the surplus that is or a short time ago was there, you will notsay that 
you need it. If you do need it now, you need it because of the ex- 
travagance and wastefulness that has sprung up during the present 
Administration. You do not need it, and you dare not say that you 
need it. Tell the people of this country, tell the farmers, tell the men 
who haul their loads of tomatoes and fruits and turkeys and chickens 
to the canning manufactory to get a profitable market for them—tell 
them, We do not want this tax out of these tin-plates, but some gentle- 
men in Pittsburgh say that they do want it, and we will hold you while 
they tax you for their own benefit.’’ That is what the Government 
says: We will hold the farmers of this country while these bloated 
millionaires put their arms up to the elbow in their pockets; we will 
hold the agricultural classes of this country while they are taxed, not 
for the common fisc,” not for the Treasury of the United States, but to 
enrich the overgrown monopolists that are feeding upon the legitimate 
and wholesome and natural industries of this country. 

What have you to say to the farmer when he drives to the village, 2 
or 3 miles from his farm, with his load of fruits or vegetables, to get 
what is now his accustomed market and recover some of the losses that 
come from the raising of cereals in competition with the great grain 
fields of the West, he having turned his attention manfully to adjust 
himself to the changing economic conditions without asking assistance 
from any one, accepting them as his fate, turning away from the rais- 
ing of corn and wheat and oats, and trying to diversify his agricultural 
industry by the cultivation of small fruits and vegetables—what are 
you going to say to him when he drives in with his load of vegetables 
and fruits to the cannery in the little village 3 or 4 miles from his home, 
when he is informed that that market is diminished, that that factory 
is perchance closed, because there is a tax placed upon the industry 
of canning that amounts to three or four thousand dollars on that par- 
ticular cannery ? 

I call to mind a little village in my own State where the enterpris- 
ing Americans, born and living for generations in that country and in 
that vicinage, by thrift and economy had put a few thousand dollars 
into a cannery, and they were doing a fairly profitable business and are 
doing to-day a fairly profitable business, and they have madé a market 
at their own doors for the farmer for hie product, and all sides were 
content. The farmer is receiving an enhanced price and the manu- 
facturer is making his reasonable profit, no great fortune being ac- 
cumulated; and yet by that littlecapital of seven or eight thousand dol- 
lars invested in that cannery, I was told, under the present duty of 1 
cent per pound on tin there was paid into the Treasury of the United 
States about $4,000 a year by reason of that duty—not capitalists, not 
millionaires, but the men who live in this intelligent and industrious 
little community, who had saved from ten to fifteen or twenty thou- 
sand dollars and considered themselves capitalists down in that coun- 
try, and had started this little manufactory which was mutually so 
beneficial. And yet that single manufactory such as I have described 
paid something like between three and four thousand dollars duty 
alone at 1 cent a pound upon the tin-plate it used, and you propose in 
this bill to make that tax nearly $10,000, not to go into the Treasury 
of the United States, but to multiply Carnegies all over the country. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GRAY. Inone moment. Ido notspeak disrespectfully of that 
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gentleman, I do not envy him his wealth. He is entitled to it. He 
re it under oe eee Pes Cag areata The aes os 
he did not pass, but were or him, gave him his o unity, 
and his industry and brain showed him how to avail himself of the op- 
portunity that was given. But we do not propose, if we can help it, 
to consent to laws that shall multiply that class of gentlemen. I do 
not doubt his benevolence. I know that with the money he has ac- 
cumulated he is striving to doa great deal of good. He founds his free 
libraries; he gives his great solitaire diamonds in competition with the 
resents of royalty inthe Old Werld. He has a right to do it and no- 
y has a right to complain. But we have a right to complain of the 
lawmakers of this country who intend to increase the opportunity to 
such men, and to do it at the expense of the plain people of the coun- 
try, of the tax-payers of the country, and largely of the poorest classes 
of the country. 5 

Let the money stay in the pockets of the men who earned it and 
who raise the vegetables and the fruits and the meats that are canned. 
It will not be very much to each one of them. It is a very large sum 
collected together. Let the money stay in the pockets of those who 
build up these little agricultural manufactories, and do not take it 
away from them unless you need it for the public revenue. I know 
that the farmers of this country are as patriotic as any, and they will 
cheerfully give of their substance to support the Army and the Navy 
and the legislative and the executive branches of the Government and 
to pay all its just debts and the interest upon its bonds, but do not 
ask them in addition to that to contribute to the coffers of a bloated 
syndicate that proposes to establish an industry to be carried on by 
English and Welsh workmen imported for that purpose. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY ] yester- 
day interrupted the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] and inter- 
rupted me in the remarks that I made to ask questions, which I in no- 
wise objected to. He asked whether it would not be a great benefit to 
this country to bring over here four or five millions of workmen to carry 
on these protected industries, who would eat the surplus products of 


< the farmer. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I do not want to be misrepresented. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam sure Ido not want to misrepresent the Senator 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is not very material, perhaps, but I did not say 
whether they were to be brought here or to come in the good old way 
and be born and raised here, but I mean an addition of five million to 
those who consume agricultural products. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. Now, taking the Senator’s own statement 
when he interrupted the Senator from Virginia yesterday, he said that 
he would bring 5,000,000 workmen here, and they would make a pop- 
ulation that would consume this surplus agricultural product, and that 
would be a state of beatitude which we all would enjoy and to which 
no man could object. When the Senator from Virginia replied, what 
are we going to do while we are waiting for these 5,000,000 to collect 
themselves here? the Senator did not make any particularreply. But 
now I understand he did not mean to bring them here, but you have 
to wait for the ordinary process of generation in order that the 5,000,000 
may collect around these factories in sufficient numbers to eat up the 
surplus agricultural products of the country. Now, I am nota Mal- 
thusian; I do not understand the laws of population; but Ishould like 
to have the Senator from Connecticut work out how long by that proc- 
ess it would take in order that the consuming power of the population 
should overtake the producing power of the agriculturists, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will try to make clear what I aimed at. I was 
simply trying to describe a readjustment of the proportion of citizens 
engaged in different branchesof industry. I thought, I think now, 
the percentage of people engaged in agriculture in this country is either 
too Jarge (and that we can not help), by reason of our haying so much 
land, or the proportion of people engaged in other industries is too 
small. For example, if we suppose that there were 45 per cent. en- 
gaged in agriculture and 55 per cent. in all other pursuits, and the 45 
per cent. in agriculture were able to export 10 per cent. of what they 

uce, a trifling readjustment of proportions would give such a num- 

as that they would consume the 10 per cent. of surplus agricult- 
ural products and we should not be obliged to send hundreds of mill- 
ions of bushels of wheat across the Atlantic to swap for something we 
could make here just as well. 

Now, the aim of every country is to have such a diversification of 
industries that every person, of whatever taste or capacity, may find 
the work he can best do; that all kinds of necessary work shall be done 
and all products exchanged at home and consumed as near the place 
of production as can be, is my idea. 

As to the five millions I mentioned for illustration—why, we added 
fifteen millions to our population during the last decade and a com- 
paratively slight readjastment of pursuits Li is pt provided a home 
market for very nearly all our agricultural products, given us more 
work to do, and saved enormous sums spent in ocean transportation. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me, I 
was not present yesterday when the Senator from Connecticut made 
his statement.to which reference has just been made. I would like to 
inquire of the Senator whether his statement was that it would require 


5,090,000 additional people in this country to produce the tin-plates 
consumed. ; 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, the Senator who has just come in is worse off 
than one who has been here all the while. I was not talking about 
tin-plates. I was talking about algebraic quantities, a and æ, whatever 
you choose to call them, a readjustment of the proportions so that a 
people, an ideal people, would produce all they needed to consume and 
would consumeall they produced. Transportation, I know, isa calam- 
ity. That is what I mean, and the nearer the consumer is to the pro- 
ducer the ha pier the country is, 

Mr. CA RLISLE. The Senator, then, was talking about ideal people. 
Mr. Untemyer, a gentleman who is interested in the tin mines which 
are supposed to exist in South Dakota, and at whose instance, I believe, 
we were informed yesterday a duty of 4 cents per pound is to be im- 
posed upon tin, which would amount to something over $1,300,000 per 
annum, appeared before the Committee on Ways and Means and stated 
among other things that if the 336,692 tons of tin-plates which are an- 
nually imported into this country could be made here it would give 
employment to at least 300,000 people. 

He states in addition that the total value of this tin-plate is $23,000,- 
000, which is an overestimate, as shown by the official statistics; but 
assuming that the finished product is worth $23,000,000 and this in- 
dustry, ifestablished, would give employment to 300,000 people, I have 
made a little calculation to see what their wages would be. Sup; 
ing that one-half of the $23,000,000 should be paid for wages to these 
300,000 people and the other half paid for material and other cost of 
production, each one of them would receive the magnificent sum of 
$38.33 per annum; or, if you give the whole of the $23,000,000 to the 
laborers who produce the tin-plates and the men who produce the iron, 
tin, and all the other material entering into their manufact each 
one of them would receive the sum of $76.66 per annum for his labor. 
That is a specimen of the statements that are made before the commit- 
tes of the House and Senate upon which we are asked to base legis- 

tion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Kentucky is engaged in contro- 
verting a statement which has not been made here, but I should like 
to ask him by what process he arrives at the value of tin-plate at $23,- 
000,000. Where does he get that from? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I will read that. I said myself I believed it was 
an overestimate, but if it is an overestimate so much the worse for the 
gentleman who made the statement, because if it is not worth this 
much the laborers would not get as much as I have stated they would. 
Here E what was said by the gentleman who asks for the imposition 
of a duty upon tin, which I understood from what occurred on the 
floor here yesterday is to be granted. He says: 

Ifthe 336,692 tons of tin-plate annually imported into the United States were 
made here, employment would be given to at least three hundred thousand 
hands who would be needed to produce that amount and coat it with the 10,- 
000 tons of pig-tin required forthe purpose. Moreover, as 97 per cent. of these 
tin-plates is iron or steel, our domestic fron would be used for its manufacture, 
instead of foreign iron. 

Of course the value of the tin-plate includes the value of all the labor 
and material, iron, and everything else. Then he says: 

The number of tons of tin-plate imported into the United States for the past 
three years and the value thereof are stated in the report of Sir Michael Hicks- 
Beach, president of the Board of Trade of London, to the House of Commons, 
which report is dated December, 1889, and the statement will be found at page 
84, as follows. 

I need not read these figures, but in 1889 it appears from this state- 
ment the value was £4,674,455 sterling, equivalent, says this gentle- 
man, to an average of about $23,000,000. There is where I got the 
statement of $23,000,000. 5 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the duty must be added to the cost to the 
American purchaser, and transportation, and various other items. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But this gentleman proceeds to say that if you will 
give him the duty upon the tin, in a very ſew years they will produce 
those articles here as cheaply as they are produced abroad, and of 
course that would exclude the duty entirely from the price; but if you 
add the duty and then divide the value of the finished product 
the three hundred thousand laborers who he says would be er 
they would not receive 850 each during the year. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator then concede the statement that 
it would be made here as cheaply as it is imported? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iam talking about this gentleman’s statement. 
He has asked that a duty be imposed upon tin upon the ground, and 
upon the ground alone, that within a few years they will be able to 
produce it here as cheaply as it is produced abroad. Of course I deny 
that. We have been told that for seventy-five years. Morethansixty 
years ago Mr, Clay, the great champion of what was then called the 
American system,“ distinctly announced that within three years the 
American manufacturer would be able to produce all the goods that 
were to be protected under the act he was then advocating as cheaply 
as they could be prodnced abroad, and we have been told the same 
story over and over again, from year to year, from the beginning; but 
instead of finding our people capable under this protective system of 
reducing the cost of production and selling their goods as cheaply here 
as they are sold abroad, we find them year after year repeating their 
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demands for more protection on account of their increased inability to 
compete with the manufacturers abroad. 

So, we find in this bill provisions inserted, according to the statement 
of the majority of the committee, not because the Government needs 
the revenue, but because of increased competition from abroad; in other 
words, because our domestic manufacturers under this system find them- 
selves year by year less and less able to compete with foreign produ- 
cers, and more and more dependent upon the legislation of Congress and 
the contribution of American consumers to enable them to carry on 
their business profitably. They concede, in other words, that their 
business, unless it is stimulated by the passage of laws which compel the 
consumers to pay them higher prices for their product, is an unprofit- 
able business, and the Government is called upon to compel those who 
purchase and consume their products, to compel the ple, to make 
good the losses which they themselves admit they would otherwise sus- 


tain. 

Now, I submit to the Senator from Rhode Island whether it is good 

policy upon the whole to levy contributions apon the people for the 

of enabling men to engage in industries which they themselves 
admit would not be profitable industries without these contributions. 
I hold to the doctrine that the man who invests his capital in business 
for his own private gain and emolument should take the risk of loss, as 
he expects all the benefit which may accrue from profits, and that he 
has no right to call upon those who consume his goods to sustain all 
the losses and let him et the gains, 

That is what this bill proposes with reference to this article of tin- 
plate and a great many others. Certain gentlemen at Pittsburgh, and 

aps elsewhere, claim that under the law as it now exists, and un- 

er the prices which now prevail they are unable to engage in this busi- 

ness without sustaining a loss. Then, sir, they ought not to engage 

in it, they ought not to require Congress to compel the people to make 

those losses which they would otherwise sustain and pay them a 
profit besides, s 

Mr. Cronemeyer—and I believe his circular has been read here—an- 
nounced less than two years ago, perhaps less than one 2 ago, that 
he could manufacture tin-plate at the prices then prevailing. 

I the on of the Senator from Delaware. Iam just reminded 
of the fact that he had not given up the floor. 

Mr. GRAY. Not at all; I am glad to hear the Senator. I have no 
doubt that the Senator from Kentucky is carried away with the en- 
thusiasm which comes to all people who so thoroughly understand a 
subject as he does, and I only express my sense of obligation to him 
for illustrating the remark that I was making. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I will not consume more of the Senator’s time. 
Hereafter I may take occasion to express my views further on the sub- 


ject. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware will pro- 


ceed, 

Mr. GRAY. The point the Senator from Kentucky was illustrating 

in to the cost of the manufacture of tin-plate made by the pro- 

American tin-plate syndicate is very interesting. I hold here a 
statement made by a Mr. A. P. Farquhar, of York, Pa., a man ex- 
tensively en in the manufacture of agricultural implements, who 
has given study to this whole question and has analyzed in his own 
way and on the data given him what would be the cost of the manu- 
facture of tin-plate and what would be the cost to the consumers of 
this country, and the difference between the present natural arrange- 
ment of buying tin-plate where it can be bought the cheapest and not 
seeking to Jay upon the tax-payers of this country the burden of pay- 
ing tor the wasteful processes that must always obtain in an industry 
that does not grow up under natural conditions; that is, the tax-pay- 
ers of this country must make good to the Pittsburgh syndicate the 
difference between an artificial industry such as they propose and the 
cost of a natural industry such as is carried on by those who make the 
tin-plate that we import. 

Now, that is not a fair thing. That is not creating an industry; it is 
transferring an industry. The wealth of the world in which we par- 
ticipate is not increased by transferring the industry of making tin- 
plates, which has grown up for more than a hundred yearsin England 
and in Wales under natural conditions and under conditions which have 
steadily reduced the cost of tin-plate, to this country, where we are 
told by these very people they can not hope to compete at present prices 
paid by the American farmer for tin-plate, but that if the farmer will 
consent to pay 2.2 cents per pound more for his tin-plates than they 
would pay in England then these gentlemen will bestow upon this 
country the great benefaction of a tin-plate industry. 

Is that the creation of a new industry? It is transferring an already 
established industry from the place in which it has grown and taken 
root and exists under natural and wholesome conditions to this coun- 
try, where it does not naturally belong, and asking the tax-payers to 

the cost of that wasteful process and to make good the losses which 

usiness men ought to undertake themselves, and to guaranty the 
= that ought to be their own exclusive earnings and not con- 
buted from the pockets of the people. 

Mr. President, I know that it is thrashing over again old straw; but 
this debate seems to have developed the fact that this whole scheme of 


tariff taxation needs an examination and a scrutiny that it has never 
yet received; and, though we are dealing with old principles and al- 
thongh we are repeating over and over again what ought to be the 
maxims of a sound political economy, it seems necessary in order to 
arouse the people themselves to the startling truth that they are being 
taxed again and again, not for the benefit ot the Treasury, but for the 
benefit of favored classes, 3 

Why should not the great mass of the consumers of this country, 
the users of the tin-cups, and the tin coffee-pots, and the tin- that 
the Senator from N Carolina has spoken about, have the benefit of 
the cheapening process that has gone on in tbe manufacture of tin- 
plates in the last twelve or fifteen years? Who are they who claim 
the right, when itis discovered that tin-plate has fallen 50 per cent., 
to come in and stand between the consumer and the country and say 
that this. one of the greatest benefits of our modern civilization, the 
cheapening of commodities, shall not inure to our benefit, but that 
they will neutralize it by asking the Government of the whole people 
to place a tax that shall represent more than the whole of the decline 
that has taken place resulting from this cheapening process and from 
the skill and panied ioe of civilized man engaged in work of this kind? 

Who are they who claim the right to negative and render futile and 
nugatory all the progress of civilization so far as this one article is 
concerned? Who are they? The poor men of this country? No, the 
are those who have told us they have millions ready to embark in th: 
enterprise if only the people will stand by and guaranty them a profit 
by paying it out of their own pockets. i 

Mr. President, if tin-plate could be imported into this country by 
any miraculous dispensation of Providence or by any co-ordination of 
natural causes without the payment of a cent and without labor, would 
it be a benefaction to the people of this country or not? Would we 
be told that that was a calamity from which we were to be saved by 
taxation? If it could be landed upon these shores without paying a 
cent to the pauper labor or any other labor of Europe, would it be a 
benefaction or not? 

If there had been a discovery of tin-plates already made in some 
mountain side of Cornwall and all they had to do was to put them in 
bundles and put them on board ships and bring them here, I should 
like to know what this school of SAN aes political economy would say. 
Why, they would say, here is a cheap product; here is something that 
is going to lighten the burden of vhi Hager and woman in the United 
States. Here is something that is g to lessen toil and make easier 
the struggle for existence at least by a little. A coffee-pot will only 
cost the third of what it now does; the buckets and the pails, which in 
the aggregate do amount to something, although on each the difference 
of cost is very small, and the tin-roofing, will all be infinitely cheaper. 
But no, say these philosophers of the Pittsburgh syndicate, represented 
by the Senator from Rhode Island, no, that is not a blessing, but the 
reyerse, and the law-making power of the country is called upon to in- 
tervene and avert from the doom that awaits them the people of the 
United States who are about to be overpowered and overwhelmed by 
this cheap product, and by legislative fiat an increased price is to be put 
upon that article equal to all that had been taken off of it, 

I should like to know what sense there is in that, what justice 
there is in that, what fairness and what political economy there is in 
that. Let that is the principle upon which you are working. Pau 
labor!“ If you get the cheap article for the pauper labor, for which 
you are not responsible and which does not live in this country, who 
is to gainsay it and who is to object? If it is not manufactured here, 
if we get the ‘‘heathen Chinee’’ to work for us in his own country 
upon a product that will be sold here at very small cost, I should like 
to know why the workingmen and the maases of the people here should 
not have the benefit of it and that much of American labor released 
for other and more productive and profitable employment. 

But oh, you say, you want to create labor. Oh, no, you do not, 
Labor is not a thing to be created; it is a thing to be avoided. We only 
labor because we have to labor. It is the price that we pay for our 
sustenance and our well-being and our living, and the less of it we can 
get along with the better. 

But you say you want to create a new industry, to employ labor, to 
dispense with the benefits and blessings that Providence offers you in 
cheap products, and to make work. You might as well go among the 
carpenters of the country, who have been complaining sometimes of 
dull times, and tell them we will make labor for you if you want it. 
How will you do it? Destroy all the grindstones in the country; that 
will make labor. Destroy all the grindstones, and compel all carpen- 
ters to work with dull tools, and the labor of each one will be multi- 
plied tenfold, and they will require twenty where they require one to 
do the same work. 

Is that wisdom? Yet it is just that folly that you are committing, 
disguising it under the name of protection to American labor. No, the 
carpenters and the artisans all over this country are benefited by the 
progress that civilization makes in the arts. With every machine that 
is made, while it may work hardly for a little while on those who are 
engaged in a given occupation, yet in the long run, and not very long 
at that, the great mass of the people are benefited. Sewing-machines 
were invented and the cry was made, I remember it well, thatit was 


not a blessing, but a curse, because it has dispensed with the labor of 
hundreds and thousands of sewing women and sewing girls all over 
the country; and there were a many who took heed to that cry 
and were very much imp: with it for a while. What was the 
consequence? Has labor been displaced? If it has it has found more 
profitable employment, and the whole condition of the mass of the 
people has been advanced, and not retarded, has been improved, and 
not deteriorated, by that as well as by other advances made in the prog- 
ress of the arts and sciences. 

You discovered natural gas out in the State of the Senator from 
Ohio which made a fuel without cost, or with cost so in significant that 
it was not to be reckoned upon, and which could be led into the blast 
furnaces and into the iron manufactories and dispense with coal and 
all the labor it took to produce coal and all the labor it took to handle 
coal. You turned on a cock and there you had your fire. Lou had no 
shoveler, you had no fireman, you had no men employed to mine 
coal, and yet will any Senator say that that was a curse, and not a 
blessing? That was the pauper gas of the natural gas-fields of Ohio 
which came into competition with the manufactories east of the Alle- 
ghanies who still have to use the more éxpensive fuel and deal with a 
greater number of laborers. Would you abolish and shut up those 
gas-wells and deny those people the advantages that nature has given 
them? No, the country is better and wealthier for every gas reser- 
yoir that has been discovered, and the whole people share in that bless- 
ing by a natural distribution of the goods that come more cheaply than 
they once did and come with little or no labor. 

If gas fields had been found on the continent of Europe or in the 
island of England by which tin-plates could have been made more 
cheaply you would have said here that you had to protect American 
manulacturers against the pauper gas of Europe and of England, and 
you would have imposed a tax to prevent the American people from 
sharing in the benefits that God has given the whole world, and com- 
pelled that benefit to be shut up within the confines of the other con- 
tinent and of the country in which it was discovered. 

No, Mr. President, you can not violate the great and immutable 
laws of economy that are implanted in the hearts of man and result 
from his desires, from his nature, from his wishes, his habits, his aspira- 
tions, and his hopes. You can not violate them without doing injury 
in more directions than you can ever reckon upon. You violate them 
when you seek to protect this tin-plate industry. It has been pointed 
out to you that you are injuring ten thousand little manufactories of 
eanned vegetables and canned meats throughout all the agricultural 
States of the Atlantic seaboard and of the Pacific coast. 

Mr. President, monopoly seeks its profit with a keenness and a sa- 
ty that can not be sn in any more honorable vocation. 
en it seeks to fill its coffers full it seeks to deal in articles of uni- 

versal consumption. It seeks the pockets not of the rich, It does not 
concern itself with the velvets or the diamonds or the silks that only 
the comparatively few rich can use, but it deals with those articles 
which enter into the daily consumption of 65,000,000 people in this 
country, those articles that no man, woman, or child ean dispense with, 
and when it says to the Government Give me a chance to tax these 
for my benefit, it knows that although it is only a cent on a tin-cup 
and 2 cents on a dinner-pail, and 3 cents on a coffee-pot and the labor- 
ing man will not know that heis paying it, when you come to foot up 
the great aggregate it means an enormous sum taken from the life 
blood of the people, from their daily substance, in order that monopoly 
may have an advantage which it does not share with the poor and the 
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You are asking the people of the whole country to go into partner- 
ship with these few men with their millions to guaranty them against 
loss and to take no share in the profits of the venture. That is the 
last analysis, and that is the philosophy, and that is the truth about 
this whole matter. 

Mr. Cronemeyer complains that tin is too cheap in this country to 
enable him profitably to himself to go into the business. Is thata 
complaint that is to be patiently heard by this Finance Committee, a 
complaint that they ought to bring to the floor of the Senate asa reason 
for raising this iniquitous tax? Yet that is about all that is said in 
favor of it. Mr. Cronemeyer says—and I quote hisstatement from the 
able and most interesting speech of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Witsox]— 

An attempt was made several times to manufacture tin-plates, but very un- 
successfully. The manufacturers who went into the business at this time (in 
1873) were very much misled by the high prices we had to pay out for English 
tin-plate, and they could figure it out at a very good profit at these prices, 

He goes on to say that— 

At that time we were making some money out of the business, and when we 
bad hardly got started the price fell till it got to $4.50 for some classes of goods, 
8 ol course, knocked us out of the market altogether, and we had to 

He comes here whining and complaining and asking the poor le 
of this country to make up to him the difference 8 . — 
product and the high product that he wants to give them. That is 
there is in it, and that is the complaint that found ready ears in the 
Finance Committee and induced them, I suppose, to place upon the bill 
this tax of 2.2 cents per pound. 
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Prices of tin-plate have fallen,” says Mr. Cronemeyer, and you 
must raise the duty for me in order that I may profitably follow my 
employment.“ What has the farmer got to say to this, when his wheat 
of the Atlantic seaboard sells for 70 cents a bushel, or little more 
than the cost of its seeding and cultivation and production, and his 
corn sells for 40 cents a bushel, and his oats ſor 25 cents a bushel? He 
says, I can not compete with the wheat grown on the great wheat-farms 
of the Dakotas and the prairies of the West. 

Does he come here and ask the Congress of the United States, is he 
in a condition where he can ask the Congress of the United States to 
make up to him the difference between the high price and low price, 
to restore wheat to a dollar or a dollar and a quarter a bushel and corn 
to 75 and 80 cents, the price that it rnled at in the decade between 
1865 and 1875? Not so. He stands his loss. He is bound to stand it, 
He takes the result of the economic conditions that obtain in this coun- 
try, and why should he be asked, in addition to bearing his own bur- 
dens, to bear the burdens that these millionaire would-be manufacturers 
seek to impose upon him? 

I tell you, Mr. President, that there will be a sense of resistance 
awakened throughout the length and breadth of the country among 
the farmers that will displace the smile that I see upon the face of the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] and make him think more se- 
riously of this imposition that he is willing to see placed upon this 
class of the country. Without any protection, without being in a con- 
dition in which he can be protected, the farmer raises his crop with in- 
finite pains and cost to himself. His sons and his daughters labor in 
the field. You talk about women laboring in the fields of Europe. I 
read in a Philadelphia paper within one month that up in one of the 
coal-producing counties of Pennsylvania during all the last harvest 
women were working in the fields because the farmers could not afford 
to pay the wages that men demanded, and yet these farmers, raising 
their crops under these conditions, are obliged to sell them in the open 
and unprotected markets of the world. 

The farmer takes his wheat to market or he takes his vegetables to 
the cannery and has them canned, or his fruits, as the case may be, and 
he takes or, which is the same thig, sends them to England or to 
Europe, anywhere for a market. He receives for his 125 or 130 bushels 
of wheat $100, and he seeks to do with that money the only that 
money is valuable to him for that is, to translate it into co ties, 
to turn it into blankets and clothes for himself and his wife and his 
children, or hardware or tin-plate. He spends the whole of that hun- 
dred dollars in articles of that kind. He buys his blankets, and he buys 
his overcoat, and he buys his hats, and he buys dresses for his children, 
and his tin-plate, and the whole $100 is expended. 

That is what he worked for; that is what he toiled for. He did not 
want the hundred dollars to hide away in a stocking or to lay up in a 
bank; he wanted to get these necessaries of life for himself and his 
children. He takes his hundred dollars’ worth of goods and he either 
bringsthem or, which is thesame thing, hassent forthem, and they arrive 
at the ports of entry of this country, and they are met by the protected 
manufacturers, and they say here, Before you get your blankets, or 
yourdress-goods, or your cloth, or your hats, or your hardware you have 
got to pay all the way from 43 to 75 percent. duty upon them, which 
amounts to saying, Lou must take off of those commodities at least 
one-half,” and you come in with only $50 worth where you spent a 
hundred dollars; and this in the name of protection to the American 
laborer. So with the hundred dollars honestly gotten for his product 
in the markets of the world he has to dispense with one-half of it or 
the product of one-half of it at the behest of these people who are al- 
ways crying ‘‘ Give, give,“ like the daughters of the horse-leech, when 
this matter of protection is mentioned. 

Mr. President, I am not seeking, nor will I ever be a party to any 
attempt that seeks to destroy vested interests. I believe that the whole 
economic system of high protection is wrong and vicious from founda- 
tion to turret. It has been the policy of this country for a generation. 
T do not seek to break faith with those who have invested their money 
upon the faith of that policy. When the protected manufacturer has 
started his industry and collected his workmen, I do not mean to take 
from him the advantage that the laws have given him, but I want the 
yee of this country and the Congress of the United States to turn their 

‘aces in the right direction, to proceed with conservatism and caution 
and care for vested interestsin taking down this already toppling struct- 
ure of protection, brick for brick and stone for stone, so that no one 
malt . in its overthrow and no interest prostrated or destroyed 

y its 

The party tə which I belong illustrated its faith and its statesman- 
ship in the bill which two years ago passed the House of Representa- 
tives and was known as the Mills bill, a monument to the conserva- 
tism and statesmanship and patriotism of the party who controlled 
that branch of the Legislature at that time. Contrast it with this meas- 
ure that seeks to build higher this already toppling structure of pro- 
tection, that ruthlessly prostrates these little industries in order to 
subsidize one or two rich capitalistic syndicates. That is the contrast 
between the two measures; and although the American people may 
be slow in awakening to the condition and not the theo: con- 
fronts them, I will have lost my faith in their intelligence, I will have 
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lost my faith in the scheme of popular self-government, unless they 
take hold of this matter of tariff taxation as managed by the ie, aged 
tection school of statesmen, and shall prove that at last they look upon 
it as all sensible men who examine must at last look upon it, as a 
scheme of unequal taxation, as a scheme for the benefit of the few at 
the expense of the many; and when they have taken that view of it 
the end will not be far off. 

I alluded awhile ago to a paper that I have before me written by 
Mr. A. B. Farquhar, of York, Pa. I do not know him personally, but 
he is said to be a practical man of business and a large manufacturer of 
agricultural implements. In this paper he discusses the proposal of the 
would-be tin-plate-makers, and has analyzed, but I think has not bet- 
ter analyzed the Senator from Kentucky has, the statements made 
by Mr. Cronemeyer as to the cost of the production; but he goes on to 
say: 


THE WORKMEN WOULD BE IMPORTED. 

The promoters of this scheme for taxing the public on one of the most essen- 
tal articles in use have talked indefinitely about a huge force of idle people 
who would be set to work if this art should be established in our country. We 
have measured this “huge force at its maximum. The idle people in this 
country, as is well known to those who know them, would not be capable of 
doing this work. The workmen would, of necessity, be imported in spite of 
the alien contract labor law. The farmers would be deprived of a great market 
for cotton and wheat, and the country would be taxed $16,000,000 in order toset 

le at work in a branch of business for which they show no ca ty; about 
which, I should add, they must be absolutely ignorant, if they believe the state- 
ments which haye been submitted in order to justify the tax. 

It is, however, absurd to suppose that the promoters of this scheme for mak- 
ing tin-plate in this country. and who want tosupport themselves by taxing the 
consumers, have any idea of being content with a normal profit of 10 per cent., 
or any idea of paying higher wages than are paid in other branches of work of 
like kind in and around Pittsburgh, or in whatever section of the country this 
work could be done, It is absurd to imagine so slender a basis for the fat 
“campaign contributions” expected of them. When they should build their 
works at Pittsburgh or anywhere else, in order to supply tin-plate at a very 
much higher price than it can now be bought for, they would soon deprive the 
Government of the revenue which would at first be paid in consequence of the 
advance in duty, and even of the revenue which the Government now derives 
late at present rates. If they should succeed they 
ate with as little labor and as small a number of laborers 
as are now engaged in making our present supply in Wales (a number, so far 
as one can get any information upon the subject, not exceeding forty thousand 
through the various from ore to finished sheet), These would be 
mainly ignorant foreign workmen, each of whom in this country might be 
competent to support two other people, 

The demand for farm products would be reduced from what it has been pre- 
viously computed to what this little force could purchase. They might require 
500,000 or 600,000 bushels of wheat and 3,000 or 4,000 bales of cotton, and other 
articles in corresponding measure, But the consumers of tin-plate would pay 
the high prices, and the export demand for wheat and cotton would be reduced 
by $21,000,000 worth, unless our British customers could find something else to 
exchange with us for wheat and cotton (directly or indirectly) in place of tin- 
plate. Otherwise they would have transferred their demand for wheat and 
cotton to India and South America, where their own goods are accepted in ex- 
change. We are building up the competition of other countries by this class of 
measures in both wheat and cotton, as well as in canned provisions and the 
like, thereby depriving our farmers of a great market and increasing the 
cost of everything that they use. Commerce is barter—product is exchanged 
for product, not for money. It would seem that the farmer, having already 
been so starved that no more fat can be fried out of him, is to be abandoned 
altogether and made common prey. When will this thing stop? 


Now, Mr. President, that is the conclusion of an article which deals 
in figures and calculations which I will not trouble the Senate to re- 
t. But it seems to me that it is absolutely true that when embark- 
ing in a scheme of legislation of this kind you are bound to find your- 
self in inconsistencies, incongruities, and in a perfect meshwork of 
conflicting interests. You protect one industry by calling upon the 
people to put their hands in acai ea to pay a little more for the 
commodities that thatindustry produces, and you thereby, without in- 
tending it, perhaps, retard and impose a burden upon a dozen or more 
other industries in the country that have not had the benefit of your 
scheme, and can not have it unless you possess omniscience. 
Mr. PLATT. May I inquire of the Senator 
Mr. GRAY. In one minute. Ido not believe that it is within the 
power of the wit of man, on the policy of protection and on the theory 
of 3 to present a perfect or an equal or a just protective · tariff 


bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I want to ask the Senator this question: I want him 
to suppose that the tin-plate industry is established in this country so 
that we can make a considerable portion of what we now consume, 
Does he think that the prices of tin-plate would be higher by reason 
of that fact? 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I will answer the Senator, and I think 
satisfactorily to himself. If you can imagine that ideal state in which 
a legislative body, such as this, shall a wisdom which must 
amount, I think, to omnisciénce, and that can, by some legislative fiat, 
produce and create a profitable industry in this country, one that does 
not sit as a vampire sucking the blood of competition in order to feed 
itself—if such a legislature could do that thing, then we would be in 
a state which no country has ever attained to, and which there is no 
immediate prospect of our attaining to, unless we belong to that sect 
of people who periodically don their white robes and stand upon the 
honse-tops expecting the millennium. 

Mr, President, we must judge the future by the past. Ifyou bring 
this parasitical enterprise—‘‘industry’’ you call it—to be fastened 
upon other industries in this country, you say that after awhile, the 
people patiently bearing the burden, the time will come when it will 
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not need that assistance, when it will get off of the back of the labor 
of this country and stand upon its own merits 

Now, you all say that you expect that this policy of protection is to 
bring about a time like this. I have heard the Senator from Connec- 
tieut [Mr. PLATT], his colleague [Mr. HAWLEY], the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
DAWES] most eloquently portraying this cardinal principle of the school 
of political faith to which they belong, and yet when I ask for an ex- 
perience that will justify that hope, when I ask for an instance of a pro- 
tective industry coming to Congress and saying, We have subsisted all 
these years on the bounty and favor of the American people, and we are 
now ina condition to support ourselves and burden them no longer, and 
therefore consent that this tax be removed I say when I have asked 
for an instance of an experience of that kind I have yet to hear one cited. 

Therefore, it statesmanship is to be a matter of practical concern, if 
we are not to claim omniscience, but are merely taken from the masses 
of the people as the trustees of their legislative power to do for them 
the best thing we know how to do within the powers conferred on us 
by the Constitution, then we will explore the history of the past in 
order that we may have guides, and we will there learn that this whole 


scheme was based upon a promise—just such as the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT] has recited—that when the great statesman from 


Kentucky, Henry Clay, led the American purty, the that in- 
scribed upon its banner Protection to American industry,” it was 
upon the special promise and undertaking that if this policy was in- 
augurated in a very short time all these protected * would 
have taken root and would have become natural denizens of the soil, 
spreading their branches far and wide, for the healing of the people 
and for the blessing ofall who came within the shadow of their branches, 
and would no longer be foreign industries supported by American taxa- 
tion, but would be, in truth as well as in name, American industries, 
self-supporting, and not parasites upon the labor and industry of others. 

Mr. PLATT. I regre 

Mr. GRAY. One moment, and I will give way to the Senator from 
Connecticut for a question. 

That is the undeniable history of the inception of protection. It 
was adopted with the enthusiasm that that great leader of the Ameri- 
can people, Henry Clay, inspired among his followers; and from that 
time to this those promises so made to the ear” have been broken 
to the hope,’’ and we have gone on and on, decade following decade, 
until we find this protection wall built higher and higher and this 
tax burden on the American people has grown heavier and heavier, and 
not one of them has come and said, We have fulfilled the promise we 
have made, and we are now ready to dispense with the governmental 
favor we have received, thanking the American people for the great 
boon that has been conferred upon us. 

Mr. PLATT. Now, Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SPOONER in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Delaware yield to the Senator from Connecticut ? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido. 

Mr. PLATT. I dislike very much to interrupt any one. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not object. 

Mr. PLATT. TheSenator’s whole argument rests upon one assump- 
tion, and that is that the price of manufactured tin is going to be and 
remain higher by reason of the imposition of this duty; and whether 
the duty is ever to be taken off or not, or whether anybody is going to 
consent to haveit taken off, seems to be outside of the question which 
I put to the Senator. That question is this: Whether he really be- 
lieves that, if that industry can be established in this sorae upon a 
scale sufficient to supply a large portion of the demand w ich the 
country now makes for tin-plate, prices will in the next few years be 
higher or lower than they have been in the past few years. The Sena- 
tor will see that if we should supply half the demand in this country 
we should thereby add at least to the capacity of the world to produce 
tin-plate one-fourth, 25 per cent.; and to my mind that must inevita- 
bly reduce prices. 

The point I want to get at is whether the Senator thinks that the 
prices upon tin-plate will go up and remain up by the imposition of 
this new duty. ` 

Mr. GRAY. Mr, President, I only know that you can not add 2 to 2 
and not make 4. When you seek to put 2,2 cents on the cost of tin I 
know that that cost must be increased by that amount, and not only 
by that amount to the consumer, but by the increased charges and in- 
terest upon that increased duty which the middle-men will place upon 
it, and thereby greatly increase the amount of the mere tax that is paid 
by the consumer. I know that is the present result, 

I know that the Senator from Connecticut is as sincere as I am in 
the policy that he advocates, But does not the Senator from Connec- 
tient see that he is calling upon the great mass of American people to 
stand the expense of this experiment, and not the capitalists who en- 
gage in it? He can not be sure of what he says; he can only specu- 
late about it. 

Let the capitalists, Mr. Cronemeyer and those he represents, put 
their hands in their ets and embark in thisindustry. They say 
they can make it at the prices tin sold at a year or two ago. Let them 
take the risk, and not seek to place it upon the farmers of the coun- 
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try. Let the farnters bear their own risks. They should not beasked 
to bear the risks of other businesses, 

One word more. I just want to get through with this matter, and 
then I will yield with pleasure to the Senator from Connecticut. An- 
other thing I would like the Senator from Connecticut to consider. 
He does not suppose that in five years, or less than five years, this in- 
dustry can be established in such fashion as to produce more than 20 
per cent. of the consumption of tin in this country. Nobody will un- 
dertake to say that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ifthe Senator will permit me—— 

Mr. GRAY. TheSenator from Rhode Island is a very sanguine man, 
I know, but he differs from others who have reason to know about this 
industry and who are as intelligent and experienced ashe. It is incon- 
ceivable that a period of less than five years shall be taken in order to 
establish an industry that will be equal to 20 percent. of the consump- 
tion of tin-plate of this country, in competition with that great indus- 
try which has grown up during the centuries on the other side of the 
water, with its cheaper labor, its cheaper processes, and its constantly 

improving methods of manufacture, 

But, assuming that it takes that time—it will take some time 
who is to bear the burden in that interval, I would like to know? You 
will have no domestic manufacture in thatinterval, whether it be five 
years or three years, that will he capable of filling the demand for tin- 
plate. Therefore, tin-plate must continue to come from abroad, and 
this 2.2 cents a pound duty will have to be paid by the consumers of 
tin-plate to the importers, and more (an addition of $8,000,000 to 
$10,000,000 of tax), every year, while they are waiting for this plant 
to grow, and while they are waiting for this industry to take root, 
You had better, as is suggested in pamphlets here on our desks, pay a 
subsidy out of the Treasury than to tax in that way the people ot this 
country for a prospective benefit which is not assured, except upon the 
word of the capitalists, at the end of that time. 

So that during the interval, whether the interval be five years or 
seven years or ten years, before the full supply is made, the people of 
this country will be paying taxes, but not receiving evea the benefit 
which the Senator from Connecticut promises, 

When that experiment shall be made and you shall have paid $10,- 
000,600 additional tax annually for five years, which would be $50,- 
000,000 (and for seven or eight years, which I think would be the more 
reasonable period, it would be $70,000,000 or $80,000,000) that would 
be paid as a part of the revenue duty and taken out of the tax-payers, 
and, while you are waiting to know what these people are going to do, 
do you suppose those capitalists are going to make any sacrifices to re- 
coup to the people this money that has been paid ? 

Do you suppose that when they find they have been mistaken in 
their calculation, that they have been misinformed about the resources 
of tin in this country—do you suppose that then there is any method 
by which you can put that money back into the pockets of the tax- 
payers, this $50,000,000 to $70,000,000 additional tax that they have 
paid while waiting for the experiment to be made? I do not think 
that is statesmanship; I do not believe that is wisdom. You had bet- 
ter pay a subsidy out of the Treasury to keep them together until 
their furnaces are aglow and their tin-plates are on the market than 
to make this immense and enormous taxation which enters every house- 
hold and every cottage and home in the country. 

Mr. ALDRICH rose. 

The PRESIDIN OFFICER, Does the Senator from Delaware yield 
to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have listened with great admiration many times 
to the illustrious predecessor [Mr. Bayard] of the Senator from Del- 
aware, as well as to exemplifications on their part of the desirability 
of a “tariff for revenue only.“ Now, as I understand that theory, the 
elements claimed for a tariff for revenue only are that the articles taxed 
shall, first, not be produced in thiscountry and, second, that they shall 
be of universal consumption. They propose in their scheme of tariff 
taxation to levy a duty upon sugar, upon coffee, and upon tea; upon 
articles not produced in this country and upon other articles of uni- 
versal consumption. Now, if that is trae, what better article can be 
found for a ‘‘tariff for revenue only” than tin- plate? 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, if we needed the revenue of $7,090,000, 
as it is nnder the present law, or $16,000,000, as it would be under the 
proposed law, there might be something to say on the proposition of 
the Senator from Rhode Island. I might then differ from him as to the 
propriety of the tax on this article, even for revenue. But the condi- 
tions would be immensely different from those with which we are now 
confronted, for you tell us on that side that you do not need the reve- 
nue. This is a bill to reduce revenue, by its title. 

Mr. ALDRICH rose, 

Mr. GRAY. Wait one moment. You are telling the American 
ple, as I said awhile ago, that you do not need a dollar of that $16,000, - 
000 for the public Treasury, toswell itssurplus. Vet you will so contrive 
that the American farmers shall be held while private citizens take the 
tax from them for their own benefit. That is the condition with which 
we are confronted, and not a theory of revenue taxation, not a theory 
which appropriates private means for public uses, but a policy and a 
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scheme which takes private property for private uses. That is the dif- 
ference between the Senator’s position and mine. 

I lo not intend, Mr. President, to discuss—God forbid—at this time 
or at any other time, all the multifarious phases that are eee 
here in this scheme of taxation. They are interesting. The discussion 
will be made, and has been made, more ably by others. I am confin- 
ing myself, or trying to confine myself, to this proposition, to this 
measure of taxation, and to such arguments and considerations as seem 
to me to bear upon its propriety. 

There is another matter: a drawback is given by the proposed bill 
toall manufactures of tin which are made ior export. In the present 
law I believe the drawback is 90 per cent. of the duty paid. In the 
hill under consideration it is proposed that 99 per cent. of the duty paid 
shall be given as adrawback. Here is another illustration of the in- 
equalities that seem inseparable from thisschemeof taxation. Iknow | 
the Senator intended to do a wise thing, intended to do a thing that 
would encourage and help these manufacturers upon whom this tax 
would be imposed, when he provided for this drawback. But look 
how it works. Look how necessarily unequal the burden imposed is 
made by this very provision. 

You allow the manufacturer of canned provisions to sell to his for- 
eign customers at a price represented by free tin or by an article which 
is manufactured out of free tin. The manufacturer who sends abroad 
his canned chicken, tongue, tomatoes, and other fruit to feed the mill- 
ions of the Old World gives it to them ata price that he can not afford 
to sell it for to the wage-earners of this country. You are discriminat- 
ing in favor of the foreign poor and against the American poor. You 
are taking money out of the pockets of the American laborer or artisan, 
all tbrough our cities and towns, who spends his wages each week in 
buying provisions for his family. You are taking money out of his 
pocket in order to put it in the pockets of foreign laborers and foreign 
artisans, You give to the foreigner his canned provisions at a less price 
than they can be given to yourown countrymen. I say this is another 
illustration of the iniquity, the necessary iniquity, that breeds itself 
in every such scheme of taxation as this. 

Now, Mr. President, I have had a great moy interruptions, and 
would have been through long ago but for the incursions, right and 
left, into this argument that have been made by the interrogations of 
the other side. 

I was trying to show what the nature of the tax scheme really was 
and must of necessity be, by alluding to that provision which givesa 
rebate for all manufactures of tin that are exported from this country, 
a rebate of 90 per cent. under the existing law and 99 per cent. under 
the proposed law, so that it works out in this way: That the American 
consumer of tin is taxed comingand going. He is taxed when he rises 
and when he sits down. There is no escape forhim. He bears his 
own burden, and he pays the money out of his pocket to lighten the 
burden, not only of protected industries, but of foreign consumers. 

The manufacturer of tin, the canner of provisions or of fruit, ex- 
ports $10,000 worth of his products, and he receives from the Govern- 
ment, under this bill, nearly 2.2 cents per pound on the tin that is ex- 
ported. Now, say that that amounts to only $5C0 in the case of canned 
goods, in the cae of articles of tin; of course it amounts to a great deal 
more, to several thousand, but take it at $500 out of the exportation 
of $10,000 worth of provisions that are to go abroad to feed the laborers 
of Europe. The American consumer and the American laboring man 
not only pay the tax of 2.2 cents a pound for all that they use them- 
selves, but this $500 that is paid out of the Treasury also comes outof 
their pockets. It comes out of their pockets in order to enable the 
American manufacturer of canned goods or of tinware to sell to the 
foreign laboring man ata less price than the domestic consumer has 
to pay. 

Now, Mr. President, if we are to have this scheme I know that this 
is one of the necessary concomitants. Iam not finding fault with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] for placing this provision 
in the bill. Jt becomes necessary because he has started out on a false 
basis. He has started out to doiniquity unintentionally I admit; but 
iniquity must follow his footsteps wherever he goes. If youshutupthe 
industries of this country by a Chinese wall of protection you have got 
to take money from the pockets of the tax-payers in order to make an 
opening in this artificial barrier. We pay money to keep out foreign 
goods. Such is the policy of his scheme. We pay money to get do- 
mestic production on the ocean. We pay money to prevent imports, 
and that makes it necessary to pay money to get exports. You sub- 
sidize ships to carry on a commerce that you are burdening with taxa- 
tion and discouraging by your tariff laws, and so the illogical circle com- 
pletes itself. So the grinding, oppressive measure works out it own re- 
sults and works evil everywhere. 

It is an artificial and unnatural scheme that should be replaced by 
that better policy founded on the belief that the American people can 
manage their own affairs better than any legislators, however wise, 
can manage them for them ; that would leave untrammeled and with- 
out handicap the natural enterprise and the natural forces of this coun- 
try to work out their own salvation, calling on the people through their 
Government for no tribute, but only asking that the Government shall 
stand by and see fair play and that peace is preserved and that equal 
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conditions obtain, while the natural forces and natural enterprise and 
the untrammeled skill of the American citizen shall combine and work 
together for the common weal, oppressing no one, asking for largess no- 
where, but building up on these nataral foundations a structure of 
national wealth andof national prosperity that will surpass the dreams 
of those who rely on taxation to enrich the people and support the mis- 
erable policy of saddling one industry on the back of another. 

That is the Democratic faith, as I understand it. Mr. President, we 
have to deal with present conditions, and, as I said before, we have got 
to take down this toppling structure of iniquity and unequal laws, 
brick by brick and stone by stone, from the top. We do not propose 
to overthrow it, and involve in disaster and ruin those who are at its 
base. Conservative and wise statesmanship demands that vested in- 
terests shall be protected. Those who have invested their money on 
the faith of the protective policy are as safe in Democratic hands as 
they can be in yours. It is only the greed, the avarice, and the over- 
grown cupidity of these protected classes, the avarice that has been 
bred by accumulated millions, that we wish to check and that the 
people of this country will be called upon to check on the Ides of next 

ovember. 

Mr. President, we are by the poliey of this bill going backward, 
and not forward. You are invoking the statesmanship of two or three 
centuries ago and clogging your feet in the industrial race of the world. 
You are arraying yourselves in the cast-off clothes of an earlier and 
poorer civilization. You are assuming that you can regulate and man- 
age the industries of this country; that you can turn enterprise into 
channels which it would not otherwise seek to the profit and advantage 
of the American people. You say by your policy and by your proposed 
scheme of taxation that you can increase the wealth of the country and 
the well-being of the citizen by increasing his taxes, and not by dimin- 
ishing them. 

Mr. President, this was the belief of the statesmen and philosophers 
who flourished two or three hundred years ago: that the people were 
governed by some superior intelligence outside of themselves; that 
kings and courts and councils of the educated and favored classes of 
society could get together and decree prosperity; that they would 

to introduce this industry here and that industry there. They 

would decide for the people that it was well for them to pursue such 

a calling and develop such resources, not trusting to those natural 

forces, not trusting to the enterprise and individuality, the courage and 

skill of the citizen, by himself and in the aggregate, but interlering, 

turning industry in directions it would not naturally take, and thereby 
ting to make and increase the prosperity of the country. 

We have grown out of all of that, Mr. President, or ought to have 
grown outofit. The civilization of the age has outgrown it. Those 
methods are discarded by all the political philosophers of the present 
day. We are seeking for individual freedom. We are seeking to 
throw off the shackles of governmental interference and to give free 

y to the energies, the skill, and the enterprise of the individual cit- 


But by this bill, and by the policy that underlies it, we are bark- 
ing back upon our tracks.“ We are going back to the days of monop- 
olies that were soeloquently portrayed by the Senator trom Indiana [ Mr. 
TuRPIE]; to the benevolencesof the time of James I; to the time when 
paternal governments thought they could regulate the wages of the 
artisan and the farm Jaborer, the prices of bread and provisions, and in- 
crease the happiness of the masses of the citizens by interfering at every 
juncture in their daily life and daily business. 

I hold in my hand a book, by an English student, in which he has 

ered valuable information for history from the original sources in 
England and, by exploring the quarter-sessions reports from Queen 
Elizabeth to Queen Anne, given a most interesting history of the daily 
life of the people in those reigns; and here we have a letter, sent from 
the bench to the lords of the council, which curiously portrays the ideas 
and economic belief that underlay the life of that time, of King James I. 
The letter is too long to read now. 

This writer goes on to say: 

‘They had called the merchants before them, and desired them, as far as i- 
ble,to buy cioth which was in tbe hands of the clothiers, And they intended to 
take further means for vent“ of cloth in foreign and at home. They 
were also taking steps to moderate the price of wool. On the other hand, the 
justices were to require the clothiers ret sacl employment to the weavers, spin- 


ners, and other persons out of work. othiers were not to be allowed to 
dismiss their work-people without informing the board— 


They were a little more regardful of the workingmen than we are 
to-day, even undér this bill— : 
as in such cases they were likely to disturb the quiet and 8 of those 
parts, And 


1 people than the clothiors 
could employ, the justices were to 7 in execu! 
he names of clothiers refusing to obey were 


ds, so that 
ms might thrive and not “want work and „ meat.“ It was 
the inion of the board that this was the “rule by which bot thra i — 
ers, clothier, and the merchant must be 12 that ver a 
of the gain in table times since His Majesty's ha; reign must now 
the decay of „till that may be remedied, bear a of the public loss, 
as may best conduce to the good of the public and the maintenance of the gen- 


oral trade.“ 5 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. - 


1 2 * 


Abdusr 13, 


Mr. President, here was paternal government, the kind you are pro- 
posing under this bill to inaugurate in this country, a government of 
the people by a presumed or supposed superior intelligence to them- 
selves, entering into their business, into their private affairs, and seek- 
ing to manage and control and modify and regulate them according to 
an ideal which you have formed here, and which may be one thing to- 
day and another thing to-morrow. That is the kind of political econ- 
omy that existed two hundred and ninety years ago, as I have just 
shown you. Then this author goes on to say: 

Such was the 5 economy of the Jacobean era. The merchants were to 
buy cloth which they did not want. The manufacturers were to employ the 
poor, though it might be ataloss, The weavers were to work on such terms as 
the justices might prescribe. The wool-growers were to sell their wools atsuch 


pics as might be convenient to other persons. And the Government was to 
mterfere all round teach every man how to manage his own business, 


Now, Mr. President, instead of reverting to these outworn and out- 
grown notions of government and trade, it would be better for us to 
turn our faces towards the glowing sunlight that the civilization of the 
nineteenth century is spreading everywhere over the world. Take oft 
the bands. Do away with the restrictions wherever you can justly to 
vested interests. Untax the necessaries of life. Untrammel the trade 
of the country. Let it find its way to the ocean, if perchance a profit- 
able trade may there be found. Let the agricultural industry of the 
country have a world-wide market, and do not shut it up and call it 
our market,“ with a claim of ownership that is insolent and arro- 
gant, as well as unjust and oppressive. ‘That is the true policy of this 
country, with her boundless resources, with all her magnificent and 
fertile area of agricultural lands, her mountains teeming with minerals 
and rich in silver, in gold, in iron and coal, and a population as brave, 
as intelligent, as enterprising and full of resource as any in the world. 

We want nothing buta fair chance, a fair field for our endeavors, free 
scope for our enterprises, fair play for our inventive genius, and we will 
compete with increasing success with all the industries of the world. 

Let us abandon the hope that by waiting five years or ten years, as 
the Senator from Connecticut says, or whatever other period he may 
state, we may be able to build up industries that can not grow natu- 
rally, and in the mean time support them out of the pockets of the 
people. Let those men turn their millions in other directions in which 
they can successfully and profitably employ them without standing in 
the attitude of beggars before the toiling people of this country. 

The men who rise early and go to bed late, who to weary day add 
toiling morrow, who have no time to examine the schedules of this 
tax bill, and who are told that they could not understand them if they 
did, these are the people that you are to deal with, these are the peo- 
ple upon whom you are placing this burden. In God’s name raise 
some portion of that burden, and do not increase it, and you will find 
in their glad faces all over this conntry the welcome and the reward 
which should alone be sufficient for the public servant who has tried 
faithfully to discharge his high trust and his high duty. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I can not hope to add anything to 
the arguments made by gentlemen who have preceded me on this side 
of the Chamber in regard to the pending question. My colleague [Mr. 
Witson], the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], and the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] have almost exhausted the subject. 

There are in the State which I in part represent, as was so well stated 
by my colleague, at least 75,000 persons engaged in the manufacture 
of various vessels from tin-plate and in the packing industries, as well 
as from 5,000 to 6,000 in the agricultural interests that are directly 
concerned in this matter. The proposition to increase the rate of duty 
from 1 cent to 2.2 cents per pound on tin-plate is a proposition for an 
enormous and burdensome tax upon those people, as it is upon the peo- 
ple of the entire country. 

There can be only two reasons why such a proposition is made; the 
first is that the revenue to be derived from that tax is absolutely nec- 
essary to maintain the Treasury, and that I understand the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Hiscock] and the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH], in charge of this bill, emphatically deny, and say that 
it is not a proposition for revenue; that the requirements of the Treas- 
ury are not such as to make it necessary to bring in $9,000,000 or $10,- 
000,000 more per annum from this source. 

While they deny that such is the fact, I believe that before we have 
concluded the consideration of this bill we shall be able to demonstate 
that it will be necessary, in your opinion, as you have framed the legis- 
lation, to increase taxation to meet a deficit that must come from the 
legislation which has preceded it. 

But for the moment we prefer to take the other proposition, so well 
stated by the Senator from Rhode Island, that you are levying this 
duty simply for the purpose of creating an industry in this country; 
that you have gone beyond any declarations of your party in the past; 
that you have reached a poist that no political economist in this coun- 
try was ever bold enough to state until now; that you absolutely in- 
tend to create by an onerous and excessive tax one or two factories for 
the purpose of manufacturing tin. 

The Senator from Rhode Island yesterday stated, as appears in the 
Recorp of to-day, August 13, page 9217, in defense of the proposition: 


I would suggest to the Senator— 
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Meaning the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], to whom he was 
replying— 
that most political economists consider that that constitutes a much stronger 
case for protection than when the industry already exists. Mr. John Stuart 
Mili, for instance, sustains a protective duty levied to establish a new industry; 
and I am sure I know of no protectionist of any grade or description who does 
not thiuk that a protective tariff ought to be applied for the establishment and 
upbuilding of new industries as well as for the promotion and prosperity of old 
ones. 

That is a broad declaration, and I hope, before I haye finished what 
I have to say, to produce the statements of gentlemen of the highest 
position on the other side of the Chamber in opposition to that declara- 
tion and that principle laid down by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

For fifty-three years Congress exacted no duty upon tin-plate at all. After 
that, up to 1861, the rate was putat the successive figures of 2}, 15, and 8 per 
cent, ad valorem. It was raised during the war, simply for revenue purposes, 
to 2 per cent. After the war was over it was reduced to 15 percent. It was in 
1875 put at a specific rate of I. I cents per pound, which was reduced in 1883 to 1 
cent per pound, where it now is, 

The statement I quote from is the able speech of my distinguished 
colleague [Mr. WILSON J, which will be found in the RECORD of August 
12, page 9158. 

In 1883 how was the subject treated? The Tariff Commission in 
their report had recommended a duty of 2.2 cents a pound, but the 
Committee on Finance, of which the distinguished Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL] was and is chairman and the Senator from Rhode 
Island was also a member in 1883, d ed the report of the Tariff 
Commission and proposed to the Senate that the duty should be re- 
tained at 1,1 cents per pound. 

I offered an amendment striking out the one-tenth of a cent, simply 
to mnke the duty 1 cent per pound, That amendment was, by an over- 
whelming vote, adopted in the Senate. In that discussion the very 
question that has now been presented so boldly by the Senator from 
Rhode Island, that it was the duty of the Government to levy this tax 
to a sufficient amount to enable capitalists to start the industry here, 
was discussed on both sides of the Chamber, and as I remember the de- 
bate, the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN }, not now in his seat, was the 
only Senator on this floor who took the ground that that was right in 

rinciple, but I think he did not go as far as the present bill proposes. 
is recommendation was 1} cents a pound. 

Mr. HISCOCK. His proposition was 2 cents a pound. 

Mr. GORMAN. I propose to refer to the Recorp, The Senator 
from Rhode Island insists that all political economists believe it to be 
right to levy a duty to create an industry. I want to give him the 
testimony of gentlemen high in his own party against that proposition. 
The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] said on that occasion 

Mr. ALDRICH. What page does the Senator read from? 

Mr. GORMAN. I read now from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 
January 26, 1883, page 1620: 

Mr. Surnnmax. I do not know but that I rise to a hopeless task; but as the 
position I take is fectly clear, logical, and satisfactory to m „and sup- 

, as T think, 3 which will satisfy every Senator that I am right, 
feel myself bound to state the facts. 

Then he goes on to discuss the question and insists that a duty of 
2.1 cents a pound is necessary in order to make it conform to the duty 
on iron, of which the plate is composed, and that with that duty we 
should be enabled to manufacture tin - plate in this country. Afterhehad 
finished, a gentleman whose memory will ever be green throughout the 
length and breadth of this land, a leader of the Republican party in 
the Senate—I refer to the late distinguished Senator from Illinois, Gen- 
eral John A. Logan, and no better party man, no truer man in his in- 
stincts, no broader man, none who desired the success of his country 
more than he, a protectionist—rose and said: 


Mr. Logan. The manufacturers of tin cans all over the country, in every city 
in the United States, for putting up meat, fruit, etc., have said tothe committee 
here—I presume they have tothe committee and probably to nearly every Sen- 
ator—that they were better satistied with the rate of duty which was imposed 
before, and are satisfied with the rate posed by the committee, but they are 
universally opposed to increasing the duty. I have had tel ms to this effect 
from different parts of the country, and especially from Chicago, where they 
manufacture more tin cans than in any other part of the country. The idea of 
increasing the rate of duty for the purpose of encouraging anybody to com- 
mence a manufacture when he has not commenced it I think isa new idea, I 
hope the amendment will not be adopted. 

And yet the Senator from Rhode Island tells us that every political 
economist subscribes to the proposition which he has made. 

Mr. President, the debate in 1883 continued, and the distinguished 
Senator who presides over the deliberations of this body in the ab- 
sence of the Vice-President took part in that debate. In the course 
of his speech, which will be found on page 1622 of thesame RECORD, 
Mr. INGALLS said: 

The Senator from Ohio states rather an advance opinion, I think,upon this sub- 
ject. We have heard hitherto of the necessity of protecting infant industries; 
that it was necessary to im additional burdens upon the le to prevent 
industries that were struggling for existence from being 3 But he now 
assures us that the duties are essential to create industries, to institute and in- 
augurate manufactures here that do not exist, for the of obtaining pros- 
pective profits that may be realized upon articles that are not and can not be 
ene here, and that are imported in vast quantities for the welfare of 

e. 

Mr. President. ifany argument has been adduced or can be adduced for the 

ary motion of the Senator from Ohio I should be very giad to hear 


extraordin: 
it. He claims that en cBeprer yen Ager Emur bcd ae em ping Renny ove ior 
It is apparent that so far as tin-plate 


8 dustry, but the industry does not 


is concerned it is actually a raw material. It is in no sense whatever 8 
tive with any American manufacture, The only reason why a duty should be 
imposed upon tin-plate is for the purpose of revenue. The tariff upon this ar- 
ticle should be fiscal merely. It can not be fiscal and protective, because there 
is nothing to protect, and every dollar that is im upon this article that ig 
in excess of what it ought to bear asa revenue proj tion is sò much that is 
directly taken from the industry, from the wages of this country, that have bur- 
dens upon them already which they are illy able to bear, 


Mr. President, there is the testimony of two of the brightest men 
in the Republican party at that day. The conditions to-day are pre- 
cisely what they were in 1883. But that is not all that occurred in 
that debate. There was another distinguished gentleman upon this 
floor and still an honored member here. Noman will question his de- 
sire to protect every American industry. He has always been read 
to go as far as prudence would permit him. He is the father of 
protective system. I mean the distinguished Senator from Vermont, 
now the chairman of the Committeeon Finance [Mr. MORRILL]. _ When 
the proposition came to place the duty at 2.2 cents (afterwards the Sen- 
ator from Ohio wanted it 1} cents) even the Senator from Vermont, 
high protectionist as he is, declined to agree toit. Let us see what 
he said: 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I trast that neither of the motions now pend- 
ing will prevail. As stated by the Senator from Kansas, the duty upon this ar- 
ticle now is a revenue duty and produces almost $5,000,000. 

Mr. IN GALLI. Nearly ten million. 

Mr. MoggiLL. Four million eight hundred thousand dollars, — En 000,- 
000. Before the Committee on Finance we had ever so many memo: m 
those using this article in the manufacture of cans for the purpose hecho 
fruit, vegetables, etc., asking that the duty should remain as it is, and 
of following the Tariff Commission we put the duty precisely at what it now is, 
1.1 cents a pound, I trust, notwithstanding the ibility that we might at 
some time . manufacture tin, that we shall not raise the duty to 2 cents 
a pound, for L somewhat doubt whether we can get children to dip this article 
for a good many years yet at the wages that are paid for dipping tagger-iron 
into melted tin. 

And yet the Senator from Rhode Island, in his anxiety to have this 
great increase upon this metal which goes into general consumption, 
ignores the statement of his own associates on that side of the m- 
ber and blandly tells us that there is not a political economist in the 
land who would not agree with the proposition he submitted yesterday. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I still insist upon just what I said, and there is 
nothing in any statement read from either of the gentlemen that is in- 
consistent with it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to have the Senator tell me why. 
That is a very broad declaration. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Each of the Senators said that he was in favor of 
maintaining the duty then in existence, and each of them maintained 
further that it was a revenue duty simply. The question of frotec- 
tion was not involved in any of the propositions discussed. 

Mr. GORMAN, But they go beyond that and they say you have no 
right to levy a duty to create an industry, and now the Senator from 
Rhode Island quotes Mr. Mill as authority, and says every political , 
economist agrees with the doctrine which he enunciated yesterday. 

Mr. ALDRICH.. I know of no protectionist of any degree in this 
country who does not believe that if protection is to be applied at all 
in a country, it should certainly be applied to new industries which 
encounter no natural disadvantages, and surely the case in their behalf 
is stronger than it is in behalf of any other industry. I know of no 
protectionist and I know of no revenue reformer who does not 
that the claim for the protection of an infant industry is stronger 
for any other. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwill again réad what the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. INGALLS], the Presiding Officer of this body, said. The Senator 
from Ohio had stated that the proposition to advance the rate to 2.2_ 
cents, precisely as this bill proposes, was so that the industry might be 
created. That was the statement of the Senator from Ohio, to which 
the Senator from Kansas thus replied: 

The Senator from Ohio states rather an advance opinion, I think, upon this 
subject. We have heard hitherto of the necessit of prorat infant indus- 
tries; that it was necessary to impose additional burdens upon the le to 
Ey Sire SCEA ion that ts GULDA ane MINEA URT to GEOANA Yostumetcien, te TAAA 
and inaugurate manufactures here that do not exist, for the purpose of 
ing prospective profits that may be realized upon articles that are not and can 
not be manufactured here, and that are imported in vast quantities for the wel- 
fare of the people. 

Egually strong was the statement of the distinguished Senator from 
Illinois, Mr. Logan, and equally strong was the statement of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the hypothesis of the Senator from Kansas were 
correct, I would agree with him exactly in his statement. If articles 
can not be manufactured in the United States, then certainly a pro- 
tective duty should not be imposed upon them. That goes without 
saying, nor do I knowany one who would deny that proposition. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam glad the Senator from Rhode Island has got 
that far. Now the question arises, can this article be manufactured ? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Precisely. — 

Mr. GORMAN. “Precisely,” the Senator says. Now, let us look 
at the matter and see how the Senator from Rhode Island himself has 
treated it. Up to this hour even the Senator from Rhode Island has 
never contended that these articles could be manufactured by any es- 
tablishment existing in the United States to-day. It is claimed by 
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the manufacturers that Secretary Fessenden by a decision made in 
1864 misconstrued the law and put the duty at a lower rate than was 
intended by the act of 1863 or 1864, and that they could manufacture 
tin if the rate was 2} cents. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Two and one-half. : 

Mr. GORMAN. Two and one-half. We came to the consideration 
of the measure with all the pressure that was possible from the tin 
men in 1883, They went before the Tariff Commission and presented 
their arguments, and the Tariff Commission, high protectionists as they 
were, refused to recommend the increase that the manufacturers wanted. 
When that question came before the Senate no member of the Finance 
Committee upon this floor, after their thorough examination of all the 
commission had said, after considering all the facts that the manufact- 
urers had presented, rose upon this floor, other than the Senator from 
Ohio, and suggested that an increase was necessary or that the indus- 
try could be established if you gave the additional duty. The Senator 
from Rhode Island himself at that time agreed, at least by his silence, 
to areduction of the duty to 1 cent a pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Would the Senator like to have an explanation of 
that? 

Mr. GORMAN. I should be very glad to have it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We were then confronted by a condition, and not 
u theory. We had in this Chamber an equal number of Democrats and 
Republicans, and it was physically impossible for us to pass a bill 
which would provide adequate protection for many industries, and we 
were obliged to leive the duty upon tin-plate unchanged, and not in- 
crease it as we believed it ought to be increased. 

Mr. GORMAN. Well, Mr. President, that is a confession which is 
frank, and I give the Senator from Rhode Island full credit for so frank 
a statement, I think the frankest statement he has made in regard to 
this bill since we have had it under consideration. I thank him for it. 

It is true that at that time the balance of power was held by one dis- 
tinguished Senator who had credentials from the State of Virginia. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; the Senator from Illinois, Mr. Davis, I think 
had the balance of power at that time. 

Mr. GORMAN. Either way. The Senator from Illinois then, who 
presided over this body, Judge Davis, and the Senator from Virginia, 
Mr. Mahone, and the Republican party determined to pass a tariff bill, 
and they could only do it by compromising, and the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. INGALLS] and other Senators, and I think my distinguished 
friend from Kansas [Mr. PLUME], who now is in the Chamber, as well 
as qujte a number upon that side, following the lead of the distinguished 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. the chairman of the commit- 
tee, determined in the interest of the whole people of the country that 
we ought to have a reduction of the tax; and the power and the strength 
of the Democratic party, added to those two or three independent, in- 
telligent Republicans not bound by their party ties at that time, en- 
abled us to get for the people that great reduction upon an article so 
necessary for their use and comfort. ` 

The party of the Senator from Rhode Island is now in power in every 
branch of the Government, with ten majority in this body. It there- 
fore feels stronger now than it did in 1883. Ignoring all argument 
and not listening to reason, simply because by an accident you have ten 
majority here, you are going to perpetrate a wrong upon the people 
that you dared not attempt in 1883. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ifthe Senator will permit me, I would put the 
statement a little differently. I would say that we are now to redress 
an evil, to correct an inequality which we were not able to correct at 
the time of the passage of the act of 1883. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now, let us look at that ſor a moment. It appears 
from the record that from 1865 to 1870 certain gentlemen were 

struggling to obtain an increase of this duty. You levied your tariff 
duties during the war, when you had two-thirds of both branches of 
Congress and you had every facility, for you had the power and as 
great a majority as you have now. but never during tlis long series of 
years did you attempt to give this increase until now. If the lower 
duty has been a wrong and a crime and has prevented this industry 
from coming forth and budding out, it is the ſault of the Republican 


y. . 

vel bold in my hand a circular dated Pittsburgh, Pa., September 26, 
1889, signed by the distinguished gentleman who has so often been re- 
ferred to, William C. Cronemeyer, secretary of the American Tinned- 
Plate Manufacturing Annex to West Pennsylvania Exposition Build- 
ing, Pittsburgh, Pa. Itis a circular that was issued and afterwards 
attempts were made to suppress it, as I understand. At all events 
there are very few copies of it to be had. I have seen the original and 
compared it with the document I now hold in my hand—I mean to say 
one of the originals. In their circular—I shall not read the whole of 
it—asking for the increase to 2.2 cents a pound they say: 


Of this commodity there is consumed in this country about 350,000 tons annu- 
ally, at a value of $35,000,000; and if it were made in this ayant Spat pie hun- 
dred thousand residents of the United States would gain a liyelihood thereby. 
But, while we have all the facilities to make the same at home, the country has 
been prevented from making this industry one of its own resources by an erro- 
neous Treasury Department decision twenty-five years ago, when Mr. Fessenden 
was Secretary of the United States ury Department. 

In 1864 the Government of our people ado the policy of protection to 
home industries, and tin-plate (so called) was intended to be amongst the pro- 


tected articles. The clause relating to the same read: Tin- plate, and iron 

vanized or coated with any other metal (shall pay duty] at 2} cents per pound.” 

oever framed this sentence knew exactly what was required and covered 
the requirements fully (as you will readily see when 2 come to observe the 
process of manufacture at our plant); but Mr. Fessenden thought himself wiser 
than the Committee on Ways and Means of Con and decided that theabove- 
cited clause was wrong in punctuation, and b ed the engrossing clerk for 
making a mistake by putting a comma after the word tin-plate when he should 
have put it after the word iron, and in explanation added t tin- plates as well 
as iron must be galvanized or coated (a second time) in order to come under this 
provision, and that tinned and iron plates must be classed with tin in sheets (pure 
tin) at 15 per cent. ad valorem. 

Then following that this circular says: 


To counteract and offset the selfish greed of these importers is the aim of the 
American Tinned-Plate Association, and for that purpose it has erected this 
plant, to awaken the interest of the public and to demonstrate that tin-plates 
can be made here as well as anywhere in the world. And it is a fact, and we 
ean prove it by figures, that they can be made here and sold with profit at 
present selling prices, 


Mr. ALDRICH. What is the date of that? 

Mr. GORMAN. This circular, I will say to my friend, is dated 
September 26, 1889. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Cronemeyer made the same statement before 
the Ways and Means Committee of the House, and he explained there 
why it was possible and how it was possible. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now, what is his explanation? His explanation is 
this and nothing more than this: He makes the broad statement that 
they under the present conditions and with the present selling price of 
tin in Europe can compete to-day and manufacture it here success- 
fully. The reason he alleges why it is not done is that when they at- 
tempted it in 1875 or afterwards the price went down and it was im- 
possible for them to compete. 

It has been shown in this debate that that statement is without foun- 
dation. The prices of tin have gradually gone down from 1878 until 
now. There wasa slight rise during the present year and the latter 
part of last year, owing to the increased cost of iron both in this coun- 
try and in Europe; but, notwithstanding the fact that they have not 
been manufacturing tin in this country, the allegation on the part 
of this firm that the only reason they have not manufactured it is 
because of the sudden decrease in the price is shown by the figures 
presented by the Treasury Department and from every commercial con- 
cern to be not true. If that is not true and if this firm insists in Sep- 
tember, 1889, that with the present duty of 1 cent a pound it can com- 
pete with the foreign production, why in the name of heaven do they 
not doit? They do not doit because they know it is simply impos- 
sible for them io make the iron plates to compete with the foreign 
manufacture, and therefore that statement is untrue. The facts do 
not warrant it. 

But they say more than that—and it will be amusing to everybody 
who listens—that it is not a matter of money; that they do not desire to 
make money. I will give their exact language: 

And now (if this little circular should fall in the hands of a patriotic American 
lady or gentleman) we ask that you kindly give this question some study; it is 
a patriotic feeling, and nothing else, that instigates the members of the associa- 
tion. Will you assist them? 

Pure benevolence,” as my friend from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHER- 
SON ] suggests. 

It is a patriotic feeling, and nothing else. 

Why, Mr. President, if that statement were true and if their first 
reason which they assigned were true, they would show their patriot- 
ism by manufacturing more than samples, which are sent here for the 
purpose of supporting their claim for this increased tax 


Mr. DAWES. I wish to make an inquiry of the Senator, if he will 
allow me. 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. Isit not true that the tin-plate-makers of Wales held 


a meeting recently for the very purpose of making a combination to 
raise the price of tin and were restained from doing so by theadvice of 
one of their members that if they did it while this tariff bill was pend- 
ing here it would have a disastrous effect upon their interests in this 
country, and he advised them to postpone it for the present on those 
grounds? Is the Senator not aware of that fact? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, Mr. President, I am. 

Mr. DAWES. Does that not teach the Senator that the moment 
danger is passed of any competition in this country they have it at 
their fingers’ end to make us pay 1 per cent, or 10 per cent., more or 
less, according as it will multiply dollars in their pockets? Does the 
Senator think they are worried over the half-cent on a pail to the far- 
mer in Massachusetts, as the Senators are on the otherside? I should 
like, if the Senator would allow me, to read what this gentleman told 


em. 

Mr. GORMAN. L admit the statement just as broad as the Senator 
makes it. 

Mr. DAWES. Would not the Senator like to have it just as he 
stated it? 

Mr. GORMAN. Ishall be very glad if the Senator will read ita 
little later on. I admit it precisely as the Senator has stated it, that 
the moment it became a known fact through the declarations of the 
Republican partyin its convention at Chicago in 1888 that it was the 
settled purpos¢ of that party to increase taxation all along the line, 
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and when your final victory came in the fall of 1888 and it was assured 
that you would increase these duties, tin-plate being one of the prin- 
cipal items which had been discussed on the stump and under the bill 
of 1888, that moment the workingmen in Wales said, Here is an op- 
portunity for us to get higher wages, and we will demand it from our 
employers, and as the great market is the United States, we will now 
get what we ought to have had before, a fairer share of the profits of 
the manufacture, and test the declaration of the Republican party.“ 

Your success in 1888 made it possible for these men to get increased 
wages on the other side and to increase the cost of this product to the 
consumer here in the United States. Your party is responsible for it, 
and now you propose to consummate the bargain and put on us here 
an additional duty of 1.2 cents a pound, amounting to $9,000,000 per 
annum. That is what I complain of, because, in the face of the fact 
which has been demonstrated here and can not be denied, that from 
1878 to 1890 inclusive, withont a pound being made in the United 
States, a decrease in the cost of the article bought by all of our people 
has gone on steadily from year to year, with one or two exceptions, on 
account of the increased cost of iron, you propose to add to its cost by 
increasing the duty. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. At the time of the election in 1888, the price of 
tin-plate in Wales was lower than it had been before for some time and 
there was no advance in the price until November, 1889, a year after 
the election to which the Senator has referred. 

Mr. GORMAN. I beg theSenator’s pardon. I was interrupted for 
a moment and did not catch his last statement. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was simply calling the attention of the Senator 
to the fact that he attributes the increased price to the election of 1888, 
while the truth is that the increase did not take place until a year 
after the election. 

Mr. GORMAN. I said it was the declaration of your party, the 
theory upon which you agreed to conduct this Government and your 
final success and the known determination to make this increase, which 
preceded the increase of price. Then the movement followed on the 
other side naturally. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator say ihat the natural result of our 
proclamation or platform at Chicago was to raise wages or inspire the 
operatives abroad with an idea that wages would be better in this 
country ? 

Mr, GORMAN. No, Mr. President, I did not make that statement. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator said that the moment we issued our plat- 
form at Chicago the employés of the tin-manufacturers in Wales said 
‘now is our time for higher wages.“ Why wasthat? Why did they 
get that idea? 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Massachusetts knows as well as 
Ido that the operatives in Wales practically have a monopoly of the 
manufacture of tin. It has been tried in numerous other places, but 
it has failed, and there are sound reasons why thatshould be so. No- 
body understands better than the Senator from Massachusetts that 
there are certain classes of industries which get fastened in a commu- 
nity, which are handed down from father to son, and under those cir- 
cumstances the people become more skilled and accustomed to the par- 
ticular industry, and, notwithstanding the conditions in other locali- 
ties are exactly equal, still the industry remains in one locality. Take 
our own country —— 

Mr. DAWES. Let me put in an interrogatory right there. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very well. 

Mr. DAWES, With the conditions exactly equal, is the Senator 
content to let it remain there? 

Mr. GORMAN. No, Mr. President, but the conditions are not equal. 
I was going to illustrate by what occurs in this country. Take the 
State of Maryland, small in area and population. We began the manu- 
facture of cotton duck in that State witha few factories. It has grown 
from the very beginning of the Government until now, when 75 per 
cent. ofall the duck that is manufactured in the world is manufactured 
within 10 miles of the city of Baltimore. The manufacture of tin is 
in Wales. They have attempted it in various other places, but they 
have found that it does not pay to transplant it. The reason is that 
the operatives through generations have become specially skilled in 
certain branches, and not because there are not skilled men elsewhere. 
The industry grows up and is handed down from father to son and 
becomes a fixture in the neighborhood. ‘Tin is a pointed illustration 
of that rule as applied to a great many articles, 

Attempts have been made to manufacture tin elsewhere, as I have 
said. I read from a statement, which I have no doubt is accurate, of a 
gentleman who made an address before an association of manufacturers 
of tin-ware in this country, the National Association of Canned Goods 
pe careful statement giving the statistics, Among other things 

e said: 

In spite of all this hot-house flourishing there has not appeared even a prom- 
ising blossom on the stem of the industry. Is not the fostering process costing 
more than the wildest estimate of prospective returns? Since 1872, which is 
only seventeen years out of the forty-eight years in which the unborn infant has 


been protected, $33,000,000 in duties have been paid by consumers of tin-plate, 
This waste represents the wages of eight thousand men at $8 per week for ten 
en 


rs. 
The Welsh have a peculiar aptitude for making tin-plate. All attempts to 
establish their manufacture in other parts of Great Britain, even, have proved 


fruitless, whereas the most extrav 
ing or paying way the ind 


Second. The American plan isto furnish a home market forthe farmers’ prod- 
ucts, The proposed plan aims its discrimination to the destruction of an in- 
dustry whose very substance is the farmers’ crops. 

Third. The American plan aims to secure to labor steady employment and re- 


munerative w. The proposed misapplication of it will endanger the employ- 
ment of one million people and virtually lower their wages by increasing the 
cost of their food supply. 

Fourth. The true spirit of the American plan isto protect the weak and in- 
secure industries against the manipulations of the strong and established indus- 
tries. The proposed application of it withholds favor from an industry scarcely 
twenty-five years old, whose resources nre weak, but whose possibilities are as 
boundless as the area of a continent, and bestows them upon the iron baron, 
eee is told in millions and whose industry is older than the Govern- 

seii, 
th. The greatest good to the greatest number is one of the inspirations of 
true protection. The new scheme deliberately reversesthis salutary intent and 
forces 60,000,000 people to pay a tax of $6,600,000 per year on their food supply 
in order that an experiment may be perpet without direct loss to advent- 
urers, and one which, if successful under the most promising possibilities, would 
not aid over 25,000 people. Worse than all, the adventure is in defiance of a 
universal protest of asovereign people, who are proud of the boast of self-gov- 
ernment and who act without political bias or without reference to party lines, 

Sixth, Applied protection is usually in deference to a popular deman The 
application of it to tin- plates is in e ofa mukyersal protesk, This protest 
is made above political bias and outside of party lines. It is made, too, in the 
earnestness of a ple who believe their will is sovereign and whose proud 
boast is that of self-government. 

He furnished statistics bearing upon Germany’s experience, from 
which it is shown that there were produced in Germany, in 1878, 8,582 
tons of tin-plate. In 1885 the production had fallen off to 4,882 tons. 
Germany exported, in 1878, 1,696 tons, and in 1845 the exports of tin- 
plate amounted to only 186 tons, showing that,with better conditions 
than we can possibly have in this country with our higher cost of 
labor, tin-plate can not be successtully produced as against the Welsh. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would say, in answer to that statement, that tin- 
plate is successfully produced in Germany, and I hope before this dis- 
cussion is finished I shall have the proof of that fact. 

Mr. GORMAN. Has it not decreased? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, it has increased, and it is yet increasing to a 
considerable extent. : 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to have the figures of the Senator from 
Rhode Island. I should be very glad to see them. I have never seen 
any contradiction of the statement which I now read. 

The fact is that this duty has been levied for the purpose of trying to 
build up two or three manufacturing establishments in Pittsburgh; not 
that they have faith that they will be able to make tin-plate for general 
consumption, butin theirstatement recently made and guardedly made 
they do state precisely what is in it for them. Tin-plate now being so 
cheap, $3.20 per 108 pounds, it has gone into general use for roofing 
and for the sides of houses, and has interfered to some extent with the 
iron plates which are made in Pittsburgh and made by these firms, and 
made by one firm in my own State. It has encroached upon the terri- 
tory which they believed was their own, and if they can induce Con- 
gress to increase the duty more than double, taking effect, it is true, one 
year hence, they will be enabled to take possession of the entire market 
for roofing by using the common iron which must afterwards be painted. 
At the same time you place the tax upon the people who are in ordinary 
avocations. ‘The proposition was too strong for the Republican party 
to carry, and it would have been denounced because there were other 
powerful interests behind which would have been affected if you had 
not made the other provision, which is the great outrage of this bill, of 
giving a drawback of 99 per cent. on all the cans perenne . abroad. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Do I understand that the Senator is opposed to 
that provision? 

Mr. GORMAN. I say that the provision as it is incorporated in this 
bill, with the increased tax which is to be paid by every American 
consumer, is an outrage, I say it isa provision which is intended to 
cover the Standard Oil Company and the Armours and three or four 
other firms who largely ship oil and other products abroad; and I say 
to the Senator from Rhode Island now that if it were not for the fact 
that you have made such aprovision you would not only have had the 
farmers and the laborers and the mechanics and the packers here in 
opposition, but you would have had the powerful aid and the argu- 
ments of the skilled attorneys who can be and are employed by these 
great corporations. 

Under the operations of the present law, with a drawback of 90 per 
cent., my colleague [Mr. WILSON | furnished a statement of the amount 
of drawbacks which had been paid up to 1889. At that time hecould 
not get the statement showing the drawbacks which were paid dur- 
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been able to obtain it, The 
790.10. Of this 

479.72 at the 
Philadelphia, the two ports where the product of oil is canned 


the last fiscal year. I have since 
whole amount of drawbacks paid amounted to $1, 
amount $1,111,531.58 was paid at New York and 


of 
td shipped and where the great trado în the that is canned cen- 
ters. It is true that part of the goods from other sections of the 
country center at Philadelphia and New York, and they have had 
the benefit of it. But what I say is that ordinarily there are no 
drawbacks paid except to three or four great firms. 

Now, to place an additional tax upon all these people of $9,000,000 
per annum, with no possibility of ever getting a penny back, with no 

ty of tin-plate being made at Pittsburgh within the time 
named in this bill, the only reason, and the real reason, outside of the 
interests of the few persons who are affected, is that you are afraid that 
your revenue will be short. If that is true, as I believe it to be true and 
as has been shown by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] in the 
‘warning notes which he gave when this bill came under consideration, 
and which is stated, in fact, by the chairman ot the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, that your expenditures now exceed the revenues, you are 
trying to do the two things at once, tosatist'y the men who think they 
have the right to demand this exorbitant tax from you and under that 
cover enish your Treasury, which you have drained not only of 
the us, but have actually anticipated the revenues which are to 
come in, 

I know that nothing we can say will stay the majority party. We 
have entered upon the passage of an act which bears throughout in its 
every page additional burdens upon the people, and, as the Senator from 
Rhode Island frankly says, now that the Democratie party is in this 
hopeless minority, now that you haye this great majority counted and 
made and fashioned to order, you will pass this bill, and you will im- 

upon the agricultural people all the burdens which we have stated. 

e can not stay you; we can not stop you; it must goon, At all events 
we have had the one thing which was right and proper and necessary, 
a fair and open discussion of this matter. The time has come, I take 
it, when we are to vote upon it. The decree has gone forth, and we 
shall rely upon the American people to reverse what we believe to bea 
great wrong upon them and a wrong against the entire country. 

Mn, MCPHERSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the indulgence of the Senator from New 
Jersey while I read a telegram from a firm, whom I do not know, in 
New York, bearing upon the question between the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH] and myself, that the Pere of tin-plate, though 
it had declined in the last decade in England about 50 per cent., had 
not declined to the American consumers here after it was imported? 
Here is the statement: 

New Yo: 
Hon. Grorar Gray, Washington: S 


‘The papers report that Senator ALDRICH contradicted you in stating that the 
decline in the price of tin only referred to England. The facts are that all changes 
in Teca po in are im istely followed by similar changes here. The price 

etin, used by canneries and for tin ware. has declined from $9in January, 


for co 
1850, to $4.50 the present price. 
BURGER & LEE, Tin-Can-Makers. 


That I presume to be $9 in Jannary, 1880, and $4.50 the present 
price per case of tin on the American market. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishonld like to say a word in regard to that. The 
statement I made yesterday was this: The Senator from Delaware in 
front of me [Mr. Gray], having referred to the unit of value as he 
claimed of importations reported by the Treasury Department for a 
series of years, showed that there had been a decline of 50 per cent. in 
the foreign price. His colleague on this side of the Chamber [Mr, 
HIddiIxS] read from the statement furnished by an importer that the 
price here had remained very nearly constant for the last five years. I 
stated then that if the statements made by the two Senators were true 
it was a very good illustration of the manner in which foreign man- 
ufacturers, when they had our market to themselves, maintain the 
price to the American consumer, notwithstanding a decline abroad. 

Itook the two statements for granted. I did not undertake to ex- 
amine at that time into the accuracy of either of them. But I will say 
just now, to show the misrepresentation evidently purposely made by 
these importers who are sending their dispatches to the Senate to-day, 
that the price paid in 1880—and they know it as well or a great deal 
better than I do or than anyother member of the Senate does—was an 
abnormal or phenomenal price. The price of tin-plate went up from 
13s. per box in August, 1879, to 30s. a box in January, 1880, and they 
have taken that extreme price. 

Mr. GRAY. That was the highest price, and I read that in the 
hearing of the Senate this morning, in 1880, but the lowest price was 
15s. during that year. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It went down immediately, within two months. 

Mr. GRAY. Exactly; that was the fluctuation in one year. But 
taking twelve or fifteen years together there could be no mistake about 
the trend of prices, and that was to a decline, which gradually and 
actually reached, in 1888 or 1889, 50 per cent. of the cost of twelve years 


Mr. ALDRICH. The fiuctuation I have referred to is a fluctuation 
which took place within six months, the whole of it. The price went 


up, as I have already stated, from 14s. 6d. to 308. in four months, 
and went down wi the next two months io very e ewer ang 
2 and these people are endeavoring to create the impression 
the and before American people that that extreme price 
which was 17s. per box above the ordinary level of prices, was a point 
which they could properly take for the initial point for comparison. 

Mr. GRAY. There is no such impression sought to be made, for 
that extreme price was never quoted in a single table nor was it ever 
27 75 in either of the telegrams I hold in my hand from the Burger 
& tin-can-makers, or in the telegram of Melloy’s Sons. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will read the dispatch he has just 
read he will find that very quotation is named in that dispatch. 

Mr. GRAY. The dispatch I have just read? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. GRAY. I will read it to show how wrong the Senator from 
Rhode Island is: 

The papers report that Senator ALDRICH contradicted you, stating that the 
decline in the price of tin-plate only referred to England. The facts are that all 
changes in English ces are immediately followed by similar es here. 
The price for coke tin, used by canneries and for tinware, has declined from $9 
in January, 1890, to $4.50, the present price. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is exactly what I said; and he takes that 
point in January, which is 17s, a box higher than the ordinary average 
of prices as is shown by thischart, and undertakes from that exceptional 
price to show a decline to the consumer. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator mean to say that 30s. a box means 


$9 here? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Of course it does; 308. a box is $7.50, and duty 
and expenses added makes it $9 here, 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, if I may be permitted to say a word, I sup- 
pose the inference of the Senator from Khode Island, drawn from these 
dispatches and other statements made by the importers, is that they 
can not tell the truth. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not mean to say they can not tell the truth, 
but I say they are deliberately trying to mislead the American Senate 
for their own purposes. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should say that would be not telling the truth, 

Mi, ALDRICH. They undoubtedly can tell it. ; 

Mr. BLAIR. They do not tell it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I will put itin a different form. The Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire suggests that they do not tell the trath. 
Does the Senator from Rhode Island accept that suggestion? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is it; they do not tell the whole truth. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANpDERSON in the chair). The 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSOoN] is entitled to the floor. 
Does he yield the floor? 

Mr. BUTLER. I merely wanted to have the question settled. 

Mr. McPHERSON, Iam very much surprised at the Senator from 
Rhode Island. He seems to become very much fretted these days with 
respect 55 questions which are very difficult to answer. I should like 
to ask him 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me a moment? The Senator 
from Maryland said he would yield to me for an interrogatory or a re- 
mark. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator from Maryland is out of his seat. 

Mr. DAWES. I know he is. I sought the floor as soon as he got 
through, but I did not succeed in obtaining it. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I will yield, certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. If it annoys the Senator, I shall not do it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Not at all. 

Mr. DAWES. I rose when the Senator from Maryland was speak- 
ing about this low price, to give from one of the manufacturers in 
Wales himself the reason why the price was held down at this mo- 
ment, and that reason was that there was danger that if they put up 
the price it would have the effect over here to pass this bill, and the 
moment this bill was passed a vast amount of American capital would 
enter into the manufacture and the monopoly in Wales would be gone. 
Now, if the Senator will allow me, I wish to read what he said at that 
meeting. ` Mr. Rogers, the manager of the South Wales Works, made 
this statement: 

As no doubt many of them were awnre, a year ago the protectionist party in 
the United States of America for the first time were able ts geta bill by 
the Senate more than doubling the duty upon imported tin-plates, with the ob- 
ject of enabling the steel-makers of America to manufacture plates profitably 
and to exclude those made in this country. The House of Representatives threw 
out the bill, but now the protectionist party were ina majority in the lower 
House, so those iu America who are endeavoring to prevent the duty upon 
tin-plates being raised have a more difficult battle to fight than they had a year 
ago, and those among the tnakers who were trying to form a combination to 
close all the tin-plate works in Wales for a time if successful would simply suc- 
ceed in arming their opponents, the protectionists, with the greatest weapon 
of attack, A year ago oneof the mosttelling arguments used by those in Amer- 
ica who endeavored to get the duty upon tin-plates raised was that it was not 
wise or safe that such a large industry as the canning trade should be depend- 
ent upon a foreign countrs— 

That is not the argument of the Senator from Delaware, but that is 
the view taken of it by the foreigner— 
thatsuch a large industry as the canning trade should be dependent upon a 


foreign country, where masters might combine and stop the works, 
and put up prices in such a manner as to seriously injure the canning industry, 
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Now, another one, at another time, as reported in The London Tron- 
monger, made this statement: 


The promoters of the home-made plan are 2 
r 


ext session havi. daar re positio: 
imported tin-piates. Should this scheme succeed there is no doubt that a great 
deal of Am: capital will be promptly embarked in the and sooner? 
Or inter tin plate will cease to be a monopoly in South Wales and onmouth- 
shire. Nevertheless— 

This is what this man says in The London Ironmonger— 


Nevertheless, we see no reason why the manufacturers of tin-plate in this coun- 
try need grow disheartened or despondent, They have the advantage of pos- 
session, position for shipment, trained labor, and all materials on the spot. 
These are very important points. But in addition 

Which [ commend to the Senator from Delaware— 


But in addition the Welsh makers have saong allies in the United States, and 
if the alliance is made the most of we shall have very considerable doubts of 
successof any application to Congress to increase the present duty. But 
insure that result the Welsh makers and their business connections must 
not only watch, but work, and work hard, to checkmate the advance of the 
American ultra-protectionist. 

You see the peril, not that it is impossible to do this here, not that 
there is the slightest danger that if it is undertaken here it will fail of 
success, but the danger and the peril is to the monopoly in Wales, that 
it will cease to exist. 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, if the Senator from New Jersey will in- 
dulge me for a moment, it is apparent that the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, though he has had long experience in public life and has lived 
many years usefully to his country, is still in that childlike and bland 
condition in which he believes that any portion of the civilized world 
that is occupied and inhabited by industrial workers is carrying on its 
operations purely for the benefit of the human race and out of benevo- 
lence to ourcommon humanity. The Senator from Massachusetts must 
have thought until he read this article that the tin-plate workers of 
Wales had not that common stimulus of selfish interest to promote their 
well-being which all other people under the sun and upon this planet 
are supposed to have. He must, according to the position he takes, 
have imagined that all this time these producers of tin-plate in Wales 
were working from some sentimental basis and were not doing what 
all the rest of the civilized industrial world was doing, striving to make 
the most possible profit out of their industries under the conditions in 
which they find themselves. 

Of course these people, which the Senator from Massachusetts did not 
know before, are interested in everything that takes place anywhere in 
the world that affects their business; and it would be strange indeed, 
although the Senator from Massachusetts did not think so, if the tin- 
workers in Wales, who send to this country for the mutual benefit 
of themselves and of these consumers of tin-plate here so many thou- 
sand tons of tin each year, were not interested in the tariff laws of the 
United States that seek to keep out and prohibit that importation of 
their goods, and strange that they should not sympathize with and 
share the feelings of Americans when they are interested in the embargo 
laid, for instance, on American products in European markets. 

Does the Senator think it remarkable that the cattle-raisers and the 
wheat-raisers of the West, and those who raise hogs and make the pork 
that is so large an item in our export trade, should be interested in 
the embargo laid upon those products by Germany, or France, or Bel- 

jum, or England? Weall know thatit is discussed allover the country; 
i amounts to a grievance against those countries; they are denounced 
for it; our diplomacy is enlisted in order to remove the barriers. 

What would be said by the Senator if the minister of England in 
this country should interest himself as the American minister has in- 
terested himself in Germany in order to see if these barriers that inter- 
rupt the trade of the two conntries might not be thrown down? Yet 
that is nothing but an exhibition of the common human nature which 
belongs to all of us? 

Those people are as much interested as if 3,000 miles of ocean did 
not separate them. They areas much interested in the trade of the At- 
lantic States and are separated by no greater distance than those wholive 
on the other side of the Rocky Mountains and are interested in the trade 
of the Atlantic States. There is a solidarity in the commercial world. 
National lines do not keep people apart unless there are these artificial 
restrictions made by law. Men will trade where they find it to their 
pom to trade, whether they be separated by the Rocky Mountains or 

y the Atlantic Ocean. The people, whom the Senator quotes with so 
much triumph as if it settled the argument by quoting them, are in- 
terested in this proposed tariff that means an embargo on the importa- 
tion of tin-plates, that means a prohibition of this useful commerce that 
has gone on usefully and profitably to both sides, as all genuine com- 
merce must always do, they are interested to know whether they are 
to be able to ship tin-plate and receive the breadstufis of this country 
on the old terms, profitable alike to Welshmen and to the American 
cattle-raiser and wheat-raiser. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I mean just this, that the monopolists 
of Wales, admitted by the Senator from Maryland to be absolute mo- 
nopolists of this production, are wiser in their day and generation than 
their unconscious allies in this country, and I use the word ‘‘allies’’ 
in no offensive sense or meaning. They have been in this business for 


a hundred years, have enjoyed for a hundred years this absolute mo- 
nopoly. They know its resources; they know their resources; they ` 
know our resources; they know our possibilities; and they say in 

face of what is said here upon the floor of the Senate that if this 
becomes a law American capital will promptly be invested in this pro- 
duction. These are their words: The monopoly of Wales in our trade 
will no lo exist.” Why will it no longer exist? It can be con- 
tinued if our attemptisa failure, It can only break down because our 
attempt is a success. 

The Senator from Maryland said he was willing to yield forever to 
that monopoly in Wales, though our conditions were A, the produe- 
tion of an article more universal in consumption in thi To 
any other through every phase of human life here, increasing in just 
the proportion that the population of the United States increases, and 
going on in alltime. If we can, notwithstanding we may, the argu- 
ment is, successfully produce it at our own doors, and whatever of good 
comes from manufactures and giving employment to our own people, 
more or less, in anything that gives them employment and compensa- 
tion and all that, he and the unconscious allies of the monopoly in 
Wales are willing to continue forever, admitting that the raw material 
is slumbering in our mountains and the men in our cities and in our 
shops are wanting employment every day, and our farmers, whatever 
may be the additional cost, amounting, if all of it be put upon the 
manufactured article, to half a cent on a tin pail, had rather give that 
half a cent for one with the American eagle stamped upon the cover 
than for a half cent less take one with the British lion stamped on it 
in all time. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senatorfrom Delaware will sus- 
pend. The Chair cautions the galleries that manifestations of approval 
or disapprobation are forbidden by the rules of the Senate, and he hopes 
there will be no repetition of this disorder. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts has at- 
tempted to revamp some of the stump oratory of 1888, in which the 
American eagle and the British lion were made to play so importanta 
part, but it will hardly do here in the Senate of the United States, 
where we have time to discuss these things face to face and discuss’ 
them as intelligent men who want to do their duty by the great legis- 
lative trust that is reposed in them. 

He talks about the unconscious allies of a monopoly. What does 
he mean by a monopoly? Who created it? What is his idea of the 
meaning of the word, or is it merely tossed about to collect around it 
the prejudices that come from years of oppression in other times and 
in other countries, without meaning and without proper application ? 

A monopoly isa privilege given by law or by custom or by force or by 
prerogative tosome, and a few, at theexpenseof the many. Tshould like 
to know how this industry in Wales, making tin- plate cheaper than it 
can be made here conſessedly, which sends its product here to be ex- 
changed for the products of the agriculture of this country, and mak- 
ing thus a mutually beneficial commerce, is to be compared to a mo- 
noply such as I have defined. 

Who prevents the capital of this country from going into that busi- 
ness? What law on our statute-book forbids this syndicate that now 
has its millions ready from embarking in this enterprise? If it can 
compete on equal terms and supply to the American consumer an article 
which is as good as he now has, without taxing him for it, in God’s 
name let us welcome the industry. But it proposes no such thing. 
It says, We will produce this article, but you must buy it from us 
and pay us a bounty and a royalty for the privilege of doing so.” 

That is the proposition of the Senator from Massachusetts and those 
who act with him. Not a fair field; not a free competition at all. 
The allies of monopoly! It will not bear the discussion of intelligent 
men forone moment. The allies of monopoly, I will tell the Senator 
from Massachusetts, are those who invoke the laws that were meant 
for the benefit of all to protect and enhance the profitsofafew. Those 
are the allies of monopoly who promote by legislation schemes like 
that. 

Mr. DAWES. It seems that these men in Wales understand who 
are their allies. 

Mr. GRAY. The people in Wales may think as they please, but we 
ask for the American farmer the privilege of using his own intelligence 
and his own judgment as to where and how he can spend the money that 
he has so hardly earned to his own profit. You tell him that he shall 
not doit. You tell him that before he spends it he must pay tribute 
to a syndicate in Pittsburgh. That is what you are doing all along 
the line of these protected industries. You are interfering with that 
liberty which belongs to every American citizen. These protected 
manufacturers are putting the hand in the pocket of labor and taking 
from it the dollar that they have not earned and transferring it to their 
own, and you are assisting them in doing it. 

You seek to favor them by your official vote, whether it be true or not 
that they have been as monopolists your allies on other occasions, You 
stand by them because they stood by you. And you must continue to 
stand by them, because you dare not oppose them even in the interest 
ot the people. The unholy alliance must continue, I rose merely, Mr. 
President, to point out what must be patent to all, what must be so 
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in that he who runs may read, that the Senator from Massachusetts 

seeking by the use of these old and well worn phrases to excite a 
prejudice that may obscure the judgment and blind the eyes of the 
farmers of this country, whom they have so long deluded by their 
promise of a home market for their products, and still keepit, like the 
mirage of thedesert, dancing before his eyes, unattainable and still in 
the distance. s 

That is all, Mr. President, I desire to say. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President—— ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
MCPHERSON ] was recognized by the Chair and yielded the floor to the 
Senator from Massachusetts to make an inquiry of the Senator from 
Delaware. Does the Senator from New Jersey yield to the Senator 
from New York? 4 

Mr. McPHERSON. I yield. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Thanking the Senator from New Jersey for his court- 
esy first, I do not think there is an item in the pending bill that more 
clearSy illustrates the policy of the Republican party and the princi- 
ples of protection which we advocate and which we hope will be adopted. 
The base in iron of tin-plate is sheets of iron or steel, common or black, 
including the iron or steel commercially known as black taggers iron 
or steel, etc., thinner than No. 25 wire gauge, on which we propose a 
duty of 1.4 of a cent a pound, reducing the rate of present protec- 
tion upon that gauge a tenth of a cent a pound, and also a thicker 
iron, thinner than No. 20 wire gauge, and not thinner than No. 25 wire 
gauge, 1.1 cents a pound, the present duty upon it being reduced by 
this bill also a tenth ofa cent a pound. These gauges are the base, the 
iron base, from which tin-plate is made. 

Upon the more finished product, tin-plate, we propose a rate of pro- 

tection which will enable the manufacturers of this country to pro- 
duce here 300,000 tons of it instead of buyingit abroad; and Senators 
upon the other side, in discussing this question, pose as the friends of 
the poor men, of the oppressed people of the country. What we pro- 
pose is to give to the poor men of the country this additional work, 
the construction or manufacture of this additional volume of iron and 
steel goods. 
Referring to the late remarks that were made by the Senator from Dela- 
ware I inferfrom what he said he thinks there is a trust or believes there 
isa trust in this country, into the hands of which he charges we are play- 
ing by this legislation. Now, what are the facts? The iron base from 
which we make this tin-plate under a protective tariff has declined 30 
per cent, within the last ten years, I invite the attention of Senators 
upon the other side to that startling fact. These Pittsburgh monopo- 
lists that we are charged with defending, under the competition which 
exists among themselves, have forced down the price of the iron base 
from which tin-plate is made 30 per cent. in a period of ten years, and, 
while that is true, within that same period of time the price upon tin- 
plate has not decreased. 

I am not going to enter into the figures that have been reviewed by 
the Senator from Delaware aud the Senator from Rhode Island, for they 
have made the fact patent. The price of tin-plate has been for their tor- 
eign trade kept up on the otherside. There has been practically no de- 
crease in the price of tin-plate during the last ten years, while the iron 
base has gone down 30 per cent.; and, while there are only about 3 
pounds of tin placed upon 100 pounds of iron, so far as the value of the 
tin has contributed, the exporters upon the other side have held the 
product stationary as to its price, increasing their profits to the extent 
of the depreciation in the iron. 

There is no escape from this proposition. I invite the attention ot 
Senators to this condition of things. A sufficient protection upon iron 
has forced down the price, as I have indicated, and the policy of the 
other side preventing the manufacture of tin-plate in this country has 
had the effect to increase the profits of the foreign manufacturer of 
tin-plate the whole of the depreciation, all that is saved by competition 
here in forcing down the price of the iron. 

Ishould like to hear a Senator upon the other side answer that propo- 
sition. We all know the fall in pig-iron and in rolled iron; it is a fact 
with which every one is conversant. There is a general fall of prices 
in iron and in steel the world over, and every per cent. upon the value 
of it per pound that it has depreciated under a stern, sharp competition 
oy been added to the profits of tin-plate manufacturers in other coun- 
tries. 

Senators upon the other side of the Chamber, in the interest of the 
farmer, in the interest of the poor man, as they allege, wish to have 
this continued, and they tell us about the rich monopolies whom Sena- 
tors upon this side of the Chamber are charged with representing. 

T assert, without fear of contradiction, Mr. President, that so far as 
profits are concerned in the industries of this country, those in manu- 
facture have not exceeded those in other callings. There may be now 
and thenan instance in which some man has accumulated an immense 
fortune in manufactures. It is equally true that men have done so in 
railroads, It is equally true that merchants have done so. It is 
more frequently true that it has been accomplished by men who have 
been engaged in real-estate transactions. I may safely assert that the 


majority of the Jarge fortunes of this country that have been accumu- 
lated within the last ten, twenty, and twenty-five years have been so 


accumulated rather by the rise in the value of real estate and in the 
extension of railroad systems than in manufactures. 

So far as the agricultural class is concerned, I do not hesitate to say 
that, taking into account the great West, the profits of the farmers 
there in the increased value of their holdings by the extension of rail- 
road systems and by the increase in the population have equaled those 
of people engaged in manufacture; and so far as our large cities are con- 
cerned, and we note how their population has increased each decade, 
the value of the real estate there increasing proportionately, it is beyond 
doubt true that the profits of holders of real estate are far in excess, 
taking them as a class, of people who are engaged in manufacturing 
industries. 

Sir, I live in a manufacturing State. There are not in New York 
these large enterprises controlling so large an accumulation of capital 
as in some of the other States, but there is a great deal of general man- 
ufacturing. I am acquainted with the different manufacturing indus- 
tries, and I challenge contradiction of the statement that the profits of 
the manufacturers there have not exceeded those in the other callings, 
and I am willing to include those engaged in agriculture. 

Mr. President, we are asked why we have not brought some one here 
or why we have not madea proffer of those whoask this increased duty 
and the establishment of this industry in the United States. They 
tell us that it is only the manulacturing industries and monopolists 
who want it, and this new industry that we propose to establish here. 
That is the cry and the clamor upon the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. President, have Senators lost sight of the fact that this bill comes 
here from the House of Representatives? Have you lost sight of the 
fact that this provision proposing to establish the tin-plate industry in 
this country had the support of every Republican member of the House 
of Representatives? Have you lost sight of the fact that almost, I 
might say without exception, those Representatives are from agricult- 
ural districts? Take my own State of New York. The Representa- 
tives from that State who opposed this bill 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I rise toa point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana will state 
his point of order. 

Mr. TURPIE. My point of order is that no Senator has a right to 
refer in any manner to the action of the other House or to the action 
of members of the other House with respect to a measure pending here. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I should like to have the rule read. 

Mr. TURPIE. There is no rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands it to bea gen- 
eral principle of parliamentary law 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do I understand that it is out of order to refer to 
a vote in the other House? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the ruling of 
the President pro tempore of the Senate to have been that it is not in 
order to refer to proceedings in the House of Representatives during 
the present session. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I will withdraw my remarks with reference 
to what was done in the other House. 

Mr. SPOONER, If the Senator wants to be fashionable he should 
say elsewhere.“ 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will content myself with saying this, that every 
Republican Representative in Congress—I do not refer to his action, oh, 
no—every Republican Representative, in my judgment, is in favor of 
establishing the tin-plate industry in the United States, and, sir, I will 
not be referring to what transpired in the other House if I say that 
the Republican Representatives are from the agricultural districts of 
the North, in close contact with their constituencies, A little later on 
they are to submit to the people of their districts their action—per- 
haps, sir, that is unparliamentary—a little later on their constituents 
are to pass upon them either to approve or to condemn, I do not speak, 
I say, of what the Representatives have done by vote; I speak of what 
is a notorious fact; in that close contact with their constituents, touch- 
ing them, with the election near at hand, in close sympathy with them, 
they are in favor of this provision of the bill. 

Oh, do not speak, Senators upon the other side, for the agricultural 
classes. So far as the Northern Democratic Representatives are con- 
cerned they come from the large cities, and not from the agricultural 
districts, and they are opposed to the bill. If we may trust to com- 
mon rumor, if we may be advised by that, wherever, as a rule, you 
find a Republican Representative bis constituency is largely agricultural. 
I might refer to Congressional districts solely agricultural with seven, 
eight, nine, and ten thousand Republican majority. Is this not to 
count for anything in the way of representing agriculture, with the 
biennial elections which we have, that in nearly every one of those 
districts we find that the canning industry that so much has been said 
about is prosperous, the fruits of the earth being purchased from the 
surrounding farmers if it is vegetables that are to be canned? 

Mr. President, I will mention in this connection the State of Maine, 
I should like to inquire of the Senator from Maine, whom I see in front 
of me, what is done in his State in the direction of canning fish and 
lobsters, 

Mr. SHERMAN. And corn, 

Mr. HISCOCK. And corn. Maine is an agricultural State, and I 
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call the attention of the Senator from Delaware to it. It is agricult- 
ural, and, to some extent, manufacturing, I grant, but more largely 
agricultural; and when, upon this question of protection, has there been 
returned a Democratic Representative from that State to the House of 
Representatives? Sir, I think I may sately say that, representing the 


agricultural people of that State, every Representative in the other 
House from the State of Maine is in favor of establishing this industry. 

I feel justified in saying to Senators upon the other side that the 
farmers are not your clientage in this great struggle. You donot rep- 
resent them, I speak for the Northern farmers, They believe that 
the building up of these industries in the country, and the establishing 
of a new industry in the country like this of tin-plate, has the effect to 
draw to it workers who otherwise would be compelled to devote them- 
selves to agriculture, which is overstocked already. They believe, in ad- 
dition to that thatit builds up cities or enlarges cities and towns or creates 
new ones, making a domestic market for them, and the time has passed 
when they look for a better market in Europe for their fruits than we 
have here. 

I think I am justified in urging that agriculture is quite as prosper- 
ous in the New England States and in New York as elsewhere in the 
Union. Why? Because with our population engaged in manufactures 
we have a home market and we have diversifled agriculture. The 
ple of those States are in favor of building up industries when the 
raw material exists in this country, keeping the money here at home 
and having it paid directly to them here, rather than to buy tin-plate 
in Wales and transport our fruits of the earth to Wales to sell them to 
the mechanics and laborers there. 

Will this country be injured, I wonder; will the agriculturists be 
injured, provided over three hundred thousand tons of this product is 
made here in the United States? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Three hundred and sixty-three thousand tons is 
the importation. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Three hundred and sixty-three thousand tons of 
tin-plate, at a foreign valuation of $21,002,229? 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from New York a question? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. Let me first go through with the thought 
that I had in my mind. Will the farmer, will agriculture be injured 
in this country, I submit, if the tin-plate is made here upon American 
soiland the men who manufacture it buy from the American farmer 
the food that they consume? Will that bethe less advantageous to the 
American farmer than to have it made in Wales and they transport 
the American food products there, competing with like products com- 
ing from all over the world? 

Mr. GRAY, Mr. President—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. I yield to the Senator for a question. 

Mr. GRAY. With the permission of the Senator from New York, I 
should like to ask him whether in his opinion the farmer would not be 
better off if he was allowed to sell the food products which he raises to 
the tin-plate-makers in Wales, receiving his pay in the commodities 
into which he can translate the price he receives for those products, 
than he would be to sell the same crude products to these same Welsh 
tin-plate-makers when they are transported, as they are proposed to be, 
tothis country, paying here a royalty tothe capitalist for the privilege 
of selling them such products? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I answer that question categorically, and say no. 
Ianswer it in that way, and I will follow it by the argument in favor 
of that answer. 

In the first place, I answer the Senator whenever we have established 
that industry upon American soil the tin-plate men of Wales, the 
manufacturers of Wales, will cease to put into their pockets this im- 
mense profit that they are making to-day growing out of the depreci- 
ation in the price of the iron base from which tin-plate is made. 
Whenever that industry is established here it will be true with re- 
spect to it as it is with respect to every other industry that we have 
established and fostered here. There will be the same relative de- 
crease in the cost of the goods to the American consumer, and there- 
fore it is, I say, that the tariff is not a tax, the word which has been 
so frequently mouthed upon the other side, and it is not a royalty. 

If under the leadership of the Senator from Ohio in 1883 the tin- 
plats industry had been established here, in my opinion there would 
have been precisely the same fall in the price of tin-plate here and the 
world over that has marked other iron and steel productions, 

As was explained by the Senator from Rhode Island, the tariff of 
1883 was a compromise, and by an accident or mistake, as it always 
seemed to me, this industry was left out of the general scheme of pro- 
tection. Senators who did not touch! with the agricultural industry 
at all spoke for farmers, and with the Senate evenly divided, as it was, 
it was not given the protection which it deserved, and had it received 
it its history would have been that of other industries which we have 
protected. 

I assure the Senator from Delaware I am in favor of foreign trade, 
but I am not so much in favor of foreign trade that I would transport 
goods from here to Europe and pay the cost and the expense of their 
transportation simply for the purpose . I would not pay 
the cost of transportation from here to Europe upon agricultural prod- 
ucts, with commissions, profits to middlemen, only for the purpose of 


selling in a foreign market; and I would not buy tin-plate in Europe, 
where the only effect would be to pay again the cost of transportation 
and all of its incidents and the profits of the commission houses, mid- 
dlemen, or of the wholesale d in the goods. I am not so fond of 
foreign trade, and I do not believe it isso necessary to this country that 
the goods we buy should be taxed with the cost of transportation and 
the profits of foreign merchants. 

Therefore I am in favor of establishing the industry here and selling 
the fruits of agriculture to the men who make tin-plate, whether they 
come from Wales or come from the farms and villages of our own coun- 
try and engage in its manufacture. Iam in favorof buying the goods of 
them and selling to them directly the products of the earth which they 
need for their support and maintenance. 

It is not necessary to diverge from this subject and take up cotton, 
but it illustrates as tin-plate does. With our twenty-seven or twenty- 
eight million dollars’ worth of importations from abroad of cotton goods 
manufactured from the cotton which we export there, is there any 
profit to any one here in America by that transaction? We have the 
iron, we have the coal, and, in my judgment, we have the tin in our 
extreme Western States. It is nothing but the equalization of condi- 
tions that is necessary to enable us to make the tin-plate here and de- 
liver or sell to the people who make it our agricultural products for 
their support. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Evidently the Senator’s argument in gi eo 
of this bill and of this paragraph is based upon the idea that to ai 
farmer of this country he must have a diversified industry. Is not the 
Senator willing that the farmer himself shall select his own diversified 
industry entirely within the agricultural line? If, for instance, as 
proves true in this case, he finds that he can take a perishable article 
and convert it into a transportable article by putting it in a tin can, is 
not the Senator willing that the farmer should have it at as cheap a 
rate as possible in order to increase and diversify his own agricultural 
industry? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly; and I say to the Senator in this connec- 
tion that the farmer is now making his selection.. He is working out 
this policy of diversified agriculture and of the building up of American 
markets for the consumption of his product. I stand here as his rep- 
resentative; all around me standing or sitting are his representatives, 
aecredited here to speak for him and legislate for him. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will my colleague on the committee allow me? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I Should like to ask the Senator from New Jersey 
whether he agrees with the Senator from Delaware that it is better for 
the United States as a nation that the miners of South Dakota and 
the wheat-producers of the Dakotas and Minnesota should take their 
tin and their wheat or flour and send it to Wales and exchange it for 
the products of the Welsh people, which are to be brought back to 
Minnesota and the Dakotas, over 8,000 miles of journey, rather than 
to have the tin of South Dakota and the ores of Michigan and Wiscon- 
sin manutactured into tin-plate upon the shores of Lake Michigan and 
have a market within a few hundred miles of theirown door. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, if it requires, as the Senator 
says it does, an udditional tax of 2.2 cents a pound for the purpose of 
making an industry in this country where the farmer can buy his tin, 
I say a tuousand times rather send that product across the water and 
purchase the tin on the other side. If the farmer of this country is 
obliged to pay a tax upon every tin-can and tin-pail and upon every 
sort of a product in which he puts up a pound of vegetables, of fruits, 
of meat, of fish, or of any other product, then I say a thousand times 
rather had he better send his wheat to the other side and trade it for 
tin, where he can get the most for it, and save himself from the tax in 
this country. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will return now to the suggestion that I was mak- 


ing. 

The agricultural class, the farmers, I repeat, are engaged here and 
now in materializing their views into lawin the only way thatis known 
under the Constitution and the law. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. By what authority will the Senatorsay that he 
speaks for the farmers of this country? This is not the first time—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. 1 believe that I have the authority to speak for the 
farmers for the reason that I was elected here by the farmers reposing 
confidence in me that I would faithtully represent them. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Are there any Senators here who have not been 
elected by the farmer? 

Mr. HISCOCK. On that issue you can almost draw the line between 
the farm and the city. I do not care to go back to remarks that I have 
made before here in the Senate, but I must do it to the extent of say- 
ing that I received instructions from them by a majority of 81,000 in 
the State of New York outside of the cities of New Vork, and Brooklyn an 
indorsement of me in the past and a vote of confidence for the future. 

I alluded a moment ago tothe Northern Republican Representatives. 
Iam pot alluding to what they have done, Mr. President, but almost 
without exception they represent agricultural constituencies; and in 
November next they will go to those same constituencies for approval; 
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and they had a right to speak for the farmer as I believe the Repub- 
lican Senators from New York have the right to speak for those in that 
great industry. Nees 

Mr. President, when I took the floor it was not my intention to al- 
lude to the argument which has been put forth so incessantly upon 
the other side of the Chamber, that to some extent, yes, almost en- 
tirely, upon our purchase of manufactured goods in Europe depended 
our sale of agricultural products there. Is there a Senator upon the 
other side who is willing to be embalmed in the CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
ORD in the form of a statement that he believes we would sell one 
bushel less of wheat in a foreign market if we should establish the in- 
dustry of the manufacture of tin-plate here in America by practically 
placing a prohibitory tariff upon foreign tin-plate? 

Is there a Senator upon the other side who believes for a moment 
that if our people took the control of the manufacture of all the cotton 

that we consume here in America we should sell a bushel less of 
corn in a foreign market? The day for the exchange of commodities 
in the way of ‘“‘swapping’’ one for another has passed, and in the mar- 
ket of the world wheat will command a given price whether it is from 
America, Australia, India, or Russia, adding this, always having ref- 
erence to the grades or character of the wheat. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to interject another re- 
mark in part answer to the suggestion made by the Senator from New 
Jersey? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Supposean ordinary farmer in Dakota should have 
20 pounds of tin in use in his household, which is a large estimate, the 
additional cost of this increased duty would be 32 cents fora period of, 
say, ten years. This sum would not pay the freight of one bushel of 
wheat from Dakota to Liverpool. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I should like to put in an an- 
swer to that, 

Mr. HISCOCK. If it is not too long I will consent, Mr. President. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator from New York will please take 
notice that he holds the floor by my courtesy and not by his own right. 

Mr, HISCOCK. Iam pleased and gratified to receive something 
from the Senator from New Jersey which I really prize. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, a single word in reply to the 
Senator irom Rhode Island. There has been $212,000,000 raised dur- 
ing the year 1889, I believe, by the tariff on imported merchandise. I 
think that is about the amount, if I have not forgotten the correct sum, 
The Senator now asks if a man in Dakota was to pay a certain amount 

~of tax on a certain amount of tin-plate, in what way would it injure 
him? Sir, upon all these articles where the Government has received 
$212,000,000 it is estimated that the tax the people pay is about five 
times greater. Therefore when you come to multiply tax on top of 
tax, tax on tin-cups, tax on clothing, tax on woolen goods, tax on cot- 
ton, tax on medicine, tax on iron products, and jute products, and 
everything upon the list, then for the Senator from Rhode Island, 
an intelligent man as he is, to get up and ask me if the farmer in one 

of the Dakotas could not afford to pay 3 cents upon a tin-cup is to my 
mind so perfectly out of place that I think the Senator would not ask 
it if he had thought about it a moment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, recurring again to the argument 
which has been made upon the other side of the necessity of our pur- 
chasing our manufactured goods abroad for the purpose of selling agri- 
cultural products there, I ask if American pork receives in Germany 
or France any higher consideration on account of what we purchase of 
Germany and France? Is their policy with respect to American agri- 
cultural products influenced in the slightest degree by the amount we 
buy of those nations? 

Mr, McPHEKSON. If the Senator will permit me to answer the 
question, I will try to answer it. He asks if the policy of Germany 
and France is in any respect influenced by the purchase of goods. 

Mr. HISCOCK. No; I did not ask the Senator that. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Please state your question again. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask if American pork receives any greater con- 
sideration in Germany and France on account of the purchases that we 
make of them of manufactured goods. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Very well; I care not in which way the Sen- 
ator states his question. Now, I will answer him. 

In the first place, American pork enters into competition with French 

rk and German pork. That is one of the products of the United 

tates which are sent abroad to find a market. Germany and France 
are both manufacturing countries, They depend upon sending their 
manufactured products here to pay for their pork, and the spirit of re- 
taliation, which always will enter into the feeling of other people and 
other nations which are purchasing our products, will certainly begin 
to show itself in a case of this kind. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, the Senator from New Jersey stated 
the reason why our pork is excluded when he stated that they wanted 
the market for themselves and for their own people; and they will not 
be any more severe with reference to our pork if with res to the ex- 
change of other commodities we practically declare non-intercourse. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If theSenator will permit me to carry the illus- 
tration a little way further, the obstructive inspection policy of Great 
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Britain with regard to our cattle isa terribly heavy tax upon the Ameri- 
can industry of cattle, and still that tax is imposed, while England re- 
quires our meat product, but that is something that is thrown in the 
way in the spirit of retaliation because of the excessively high rates of 
duty that we im upon manufactured products. 

Mr. There is not underlying the a he either Eng- 
land, France, or Germany the tof retaliation. ere it is neces- 
sary for them to protect their ustries in Germany and in France, 
they exclude the like products of other nations; and in respect to Eng- 
land, whenever it is necessary for her, or wherever she can best lay 
taxes, with, I will grant, the slightest burden to her people, whether 
upon her domestic products or upon foreign importations for the pur- 
pose of raising necessary revenues of the (;overnment, she does it; and 
in my judgment—I may be wrong in respect to it—if we export wheat 
from the United States we will sell it in the markets of the world and 
it will command precisely the same price that wheat of the same quality 
and of the same value commands from any other quarter of the globe. 

So, again, in respect to cotton. American cotton will never be dis- 
criminated against simply because it is produced here. It will go into 
the general market to be bid for. It will not be ‘‘swapped”’ for some- 
thing or anything. It will not be the subject of barter and trade in 
that sense, It will be sold and paid for in sovereigns, those same 
sovereigns to be employed in the purchase, if the merchant desires to 
make the purchase, of that which he can market here. 

Mr. President, I have thought to say this much in respect to the 
claim which has been advanced here so constantly upon the other side of 
the Chamber that our foreign trade depended upon our policy with respect 
to the protection of our industries; and I repeat that whatever we have 
to sell, of which we have a surplus, that surplus will find its way into the 
markets of the world and will command the same price as goods of like 
character and of like value from whatever quarter of the world they 
come to compete. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MOPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8391) making appro- 
priations for fortifications and other works of defense, for the arma- 
ment thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
3918) in regard to collisions at sea, with amendments, asked a confer- 
ence with the Senate on the bill and amendments, and had appointed 
Mr. DINGLEY, Mr. FARQUHAR, and Mr. SPRINGER managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: i 

A bill (H. R. 6852) for the relief of North Storms; 

A bill (H. R. 11272) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to sell 
certain lands and to grant the proceeds of such sales to the town of 
Pelican, Oneida County, Wisconsin, for school purposes; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 184) to print eulogies on Hon, Newton W. 
Nutting. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 11690) amendatory of the act entitled 
“An act to provide for taking the eleventh and r ee censuses; 
and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. GORMAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, 

Mr. SQUIRE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

BELIEF TO OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. PLUMB introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 120) appropriat- 
ing money to the Territory of Oklahoma to relieve destitution therein; 
which was read twice by its title. > 

Mr. PLUMB. I give notice that I shall ask the Senate to-morrow 
morning in the morning hour to consider this joint resolution. Itisa 
measure in compliance with the recommendation of the President, ap- 

ropriating the balance of the sum appropriated by public resolution 

Jo. 15 of the present session of Congress for the benefit of sufferers by 
the overflow of the Mississippi River and its tributaries, to relieve des- 
titution in Oklahoma, 

I move that the joint resolution be printed and lie on the table. 

The motion was to. 

COLLISIONS AT SEA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
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of the House of tatives to the bill (S. 3918) in regard to col- 
lisions at sea, and request of the House for a conference thereon. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that thé Senate agree to the conference asked 
by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. p 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. FEYE, Mr. 
WASHBURN, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 

ADDITIONAL CLERICAL FORCE. 

Mr. ALLISON hope it will suit the convenience of the Senate to 
lay aside informally the business in order that we may consider 
a special appropriation bill relating to the clerical force in the Pen- 
sion Bureau, etc. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unan- 
imous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid 
aside so that he may ask for the consideration of the bill indicated by 
him, the title of which will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 11380) making appropriations 
for additional clerical force and other expenses to carry into effect the 
act entitled ‘‘An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are 
incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and providing for 

ions to widows, minor children, and dependent parents,’’ from 
July 20, 1890, for the balance of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. Task unanimous consent that the amendments pro- 

by the committee may be considered as they are reached in the 
reading of the bill. $ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the formal 
reading of the bill will be waived, and the reported amendments will 
be acted upon as they are reached in the text. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in the 
first ph, page 2, line 10, after the word from,“ to strike ont 
July 20” and insert September 1;’’ so as to read: 
CCTV 
manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and de- 
pendent parents,” approved June 27, 1890, there is hereby appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the employment of 
additional clerks and others from September 1, 1890, for the balance of the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1891, and for other expenses, as follows. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Interior Department, 
Pension Office, page 2, line 16, before the word principal.“ to strike 
out ten“ and insert fifteen;“ in line 17, after the word “each,” 
to insert “five clerks of class 4, five clerks of class 3, eight clerks of 
class 2; in line 19, after the word hundred,“ to insert “and 
twenty; in the same line, after the word hundred,“ where it oc- 
curs the second time, to insert and thirty;’’ in line 20, after the 
word each, to strike out two hundred and eight” and insert one 
hundred and fifteen;’’ in line 21, before the word messengers,” to 
strike out ten and insert six; in line 22, before the words as- 
sistant messengers, to strike out ‘‘fifteen’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ and 
in line 23, before the word cents,“ to strike out ‘‘ fifty-five thousand 
nine hundred and sixty-seven dollars and twelve“ and insert three 
thousand two hundred and eighty-one dollars and sixty-seven;’’ so as 
to make the clanse read: 

ESTERIORN DEPARTMENT, 

Pension Office: For twenty medical examiners at $1,809 each ; fifteen princi- 
pal examiners at $2,000 each ; five clerks of class 4; five clerks of class 3; eight 
clerks of class 2; one hundred and twenty clerks of class 1; one hundred and 
thirty clerks at $1,000 each; one hundred and copyists; six messengers; 
and ten assistant messengers; in all, $403,281.67. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of War Department, 
record and pension division, on page 2, line 27, after the word 
“t For,” to insert three clerksof class 4; four clerks of class 3; ten 
clerks of class 2;’’ in line 29, before the word “‘clerks,’’ to strike out 
“sixty” and insert“ ſorty-three;““ in line 32, before the word ‘‘cents,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ fifty-seven thousand five hundred and eighty-four dol- 
lars and sixty-six ’’ and insert sixty-eight thousand four hundred and 
thirty-three dollars and thirty-four;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

WAR DEPARTMENT. 

Record and pension division: For three clerks of class 4; four clerks of class 
3; ten clerks of class 2; forty-three clerks of class 1; forty clerics, at $1,000 each; 
fifty copyists; four messengers; five assistant messengers; two watchmen; and 
two laborers at $660 each; in all $168,433.34. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 44, on page 3. 

Mr. ALLISON. After line 44, on page 3, I move to insert: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

Bureau of Medicine and Surgery: For one clerk of class 2; for one clerk of 
class 1; in all, $2,600, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. ALLISON. In support of the amendment just agreed to, I ask 
to have printed in the RECORD the documents I send to the Reporter. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be so printed, if there be 
no objection. 
The papers are as follows: : 
Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, August 12, 1890, 
Atm: I haye the honor to state that I this day sent you the following tele- 


“One clerk class 2 and one clerk class 1 are urgently needed for pension 
work in Bureau Medicine and Surgery, Navy * Only one clerk now 
available for pension work, and recent of new pension act has increased 
work greatly. At present time bureau four hundred letters behind in its work, 
These are letters from Pension Office awaiting necessary replies.” 

In connection with this request I have the honor to transmit the accompany- 
ing letter of August 12 from the Surgeon-General of the Navy, pointing out 
the reasons why an increase in the clerical force at the present time is urgently 
necessary. 

Very respectfully, 


3. R. SOLEY, 
Acting Secretary of the Navy. 
WILLiax B. ALLISON, 

Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate, 


Hon. 


Navy DEPARTMENT, BUREAU oF MEDICINE AND SURGERY, 
Washington, August 12, 16890. 

Sin: I have the honor to request that two additional clerks, one of class 2 
and one of class I, both of whom shall be expert dh rapt and both male, 
may be asked for from Congress for duty in the pension department of this bu- 
reau. There is but one clerk in that department, and the recent passage of the 
dependent-pension bill has in the work to such an extent that it is im- 
possible to answer the calls from the Pension Office in a reasonable time. 

The bureau has endeavored to expedite the work by the temporary detail of 
two junior medical officers, but their services are required elsewhere. The War 
Department bas recently asked for an additional allowance of one hundred and 
fifty clerks for duty in the pension department, and this bureau urgently re- 
quests the additional allowance of two. With all the assistance the detailed 
officers and other clerks can render, there are now nearly four hundred letters 
from the Pension Office awaiting the necessary replies, 


Very respectfully, 
J. MILLS BROWNE, 
Surgeon-General, United States Navy. 
Hon. B. F. Tracy, 
Secretary of the Navy. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, under 


the head of ‘‘Treasury Department,’’ page 3, after line 50, to insert: 

Fourth Auditor's Office: For one clerk of class 1 and one clerk at $1,000; in 
all, $2,200, And no officer, clerk, or employéof any Executive Department who 
is also a notary public or other officer authorized to administer oaths shall 
charge or receive any fee or compensation for administering oaths of office to 
employés of such Department required to be taken on appointment or promo- 
tion therein, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add to the bill the following as an ad- 
ditional section: 

Sec. 2. That the hnmous pension funds which have accrued or may ac- 
crue in the hands of the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers shall be covered into the Treasury of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I trust that the Senator from Iowa 
will now give the Senate and the country the benefit of a statement of 
what this bill contains, The recent legislation and the great namber 
of cases that are pending in the Pension Office unadjusted have induced 
the officers of that department, as well as the Auditor's Office of the 
Treasury and the medical branches of the Navy Department and the 
War Department, all of which are intimately connected with the ad- 
justment of these claims, to ask for very large increases in clerical 
force, stating in the most positive way that otherwise it would be im- 
possible to adjust the claims now pending and those which are to be 
filed or have been filed under the act of the present session. Besides, 
there are about fifty thousand old claims pending, and prior to the pas- 
sage of the recent act new claims were being presented faster than they 
could be adjusted with the present force; and the recommendations of 
the various officers for increased clerical force and additional medical 
examiners amounted practically to $2,000,000. 

I am aware that we never do—and probably we should bankrupt the 
Government if we did—make appropriations in accordance with the 
estimates. That would be impossible. As I read the bill and from 
what little knowledge I have of it, it is readjusted and from 
the way it came here, and all for the better, in my judgment; but still 
there are some items which are very radical and some of the 
estimates are completely ignored. For instance, the Commissioner of 
Pensions, General Raum, states in House Executive Document No, 431 
that he will require $800,000 for surgeons’ fees, and for clerk-hire in 
that branch $100,000, and so on, making the total of his estimate $931,- 
000, and, roughly speaking, all of the estimates together amount to 
nearly $2,000,000, or one million seven hundred and some odd thou- 
sand dollars, as [remember the figures, forthe Pension Office, including 
the War Department and the other examining officers who are necessary 
in the adjustment of these claims. 

As I look at it, while we have made a very large increase of the 
clerical force, no provision whatever has been made for the fees which 
are necessary to be paid to the surgeons who make the examinations, 
and the reduction all along the line is away below the estimates. 

It is perfectly well known, and not denied, I think, on any side, that 
there will be a very large deficit in the amount appropriated for the 
payment of pension claims for the present fiscal year. What I want to 
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get at is whether we are not making a deficit in the amount to be paid 
to the surgeons who examine the various applicants, whether at this 
time in attempting to economize and get the number of clerks below 
that which the head of the department believes necessary, and not 
making any provision for the fees of surgeons, we are not simply piling 
up for the next session of Congress a very large increased amount of 
deficiencies, 1 hope the Senator from Iowa will give us the benefit of 
a on of the condition of this bill and what he expects to accom- 
lish by it. 

. Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Commissioner of Pensions made 
an estimate respecting the clerical force needed in his office to meet the 
demands of the new pension act. He also made an estimate to cover 
the expenses of examining surgeons, whose duty it will be to examine 
the applicants for pensions, The House of Representatives, in present- 
ing this bill, omitted to make any appropriation for examiningsurgeons, 
and the Senate Committee on Appropriations, after consultation with 
the Commissioner of Pensions, thought it not earn at this time to 
make an appropriation for this purpose, although in the original esti- 
mate $800,000, I believe, was recommended, and I have no doubt that 
the full $800,000 for this purpose will be required, but probably not 
within the present fiseal year. 

The appropriation for surgeons in the pension appropriation law for 
the current year is $1,000,000, and the Commissioner of Pensions states 
that that is an ample sum to meet all the requirements in this direc- 
tion, certainly for the first eight months of the fiscal year; and he said 
very frankly, what we all know, that there will be a deficiency in this 
item, but just what that deficiency will be it is impossible now to ac- 
curately estimate; and therefore it was thought wise to allow the whole 
matter to go over until next winter. 

Mr. McPHERSON, How many examiners are called for? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam speaking now of examining surgeons all over 
the country, the appropriation made to pay the examining surgeons 
for examining applicants. There have been filed in the Pension Office 
under the new law three hundred and nineteen thousand applications 
for pensions from the time of the passage of the bill up to the 8th day 
of August. 

Mr. MORGAN. Three hundred and nineteen thousand? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; there have been filed in the Pension Office 
three hundred snd nineteen thousand applications. Of that number, 
probably, as estimated by the Comntfissioner of Pensions, a little over 
one-third are applications already pending under the general pension 
laws in the Pension Office, leaving in the neighborhood of two hun- 
dred thousand absolutely new applications. Of this number and of 
those to be hereafter filed, a large number will be widows’ applica- 
tions, and those, of course, will not require an appropriation for the pay- 
ment of examining surgeons. From the files of the Pension Office it 
is not probable that any considerable number will require new exam- 
inations under this law, so it was impossible for the committee to make 
more than a reasonable guess as to the amount required for this pur- 


Ose. 
5 As to the clerical force, the House of Representatives, it will be seen 
by reference to this bill, instead of following the estimates of the De- 
partment, although providing for the number of persons estimated for, 
placed them all in three classes, appropriating for one hundred clerks 
of class 1, one hundred clerks at $1,000 each, and two hundred and eight 
clerks at $900 each. The Commissioner of Pensions believes that to be 
an ill-adjustment of the clerical force needed for the examination of 
these cases, Therefore, after hearing him the Committee on Appro- 
panoa have proposed modifications, which have been agreed to, and 

n proposing these modifications they have reduced the number twenty- 
one. This was done after full consultation with the Commissioner of 
Pensions, he stating tọ us that the adjustment proposed to be made by 
the Committee on Appropriations would enable him to perform much 
more work in the office with the number we propose than with the 
number given by the House, 

Now, I think I have answeréd the suggestions or inquiries made by 
the Senator from Maryland, unless it be that he shall ask me to make 
an estimate of the amount of money which will be required to pay these 
pensioners when the claims are adjusted. Ihave no data upon that 
subject which are new to the Senate, except that which comes from the 
319,000 applications made up to the 8th of August; but I have no doubt 
that the sum estimated when the dependent pension bill was under 
discussion here will be required after the present fiscal year. I do not 
think that sum will be required during the present fiscal year. I think 
it is safe to say that twenty-five or thirty million dollars will be all 
that will be required for the present fiscal year under the new pension 
act. We make no appropriation of this sum or any part of it, for the 
reason that the Commissioner of Pensions has an ample fund of nearly 
$100,000,000 in the general pension appropriation bill, which will not 
be exhausted until the middle of February or the Ist of March next. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to call attention to the fact, and to empha- 
size it so far as I can, that, as now stated by the distinguished chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, the Commissioner of Pensions and 
those who are responsible for this legislation certainly have faced about, 
and they have been revising their own estimates, as I suppose, under 
the pressure which has been brought from other quarters to reduce the 
face of the appropriation bills. 


Prior to the passage of the recent act and without any reference to 
it at that time, as I understood, the Commissioner of Pensions insisted 
that to keep up the current business of his office it was necessary to 
have thirty additional medical examiners at $1,800 each. The joint 
resolution providing for that additional force was passed elsewhere 
and brought to this body. They were to be appointed outside of the 
civil-service examination. That joint resolution has not. passed the 
Senate. It is still on the files of this body. In the mean time this 
great pension bill has already had the effect of increasing the number 
of claims on file 319,000, according to the statement of my friend from 
Towa, and all of those applicants except the widows will have to be 
examined by the medical examiners, for that is an important branch of 
the examination. 

Under the great pressure to reduce the faceof the appropriation bills 
to be passed at this session of Congress, there comes in this bill a pro- 
vision for only twenty medical examiners, and the Commissioner of 
Pensions is satisfied with thatnumber. The Commissionerof Pensions, 
I suppose with not as much information, on the 26th of June, 1890, 
looking at the dependent pension bill, which had then passed thy Sen- 
ate, but which had not then become a law, and making the best esti» 
mate which was ible to be made of the number of claims to be filed 
under that new bill, in his highest estimate put it at about five hun. 
dred thousand, but it was put at very much less by the Committee on 
Pensions. At one time they did not suppose it would reach five hun- 
dred thousand, and yet up to the 8th day of August over three hundred 
thousand new claims had been filed. 

When the Commissioner anticipated on June 26 that there would ba 
less than five hundred thousand claims, all told, under the law, he said 
it was absolutely necessary for him, in addition to the $1,000,000 in- 
cluded in the general pension bill, to have for the fees of surgeons, etc., 
$800,000 more; and now he is content and intimates and states thai 
with $1,000,000 he can get along and manage the Pension Office until 
Congress meets again. 

It does seem to me that the original estimate as made was very loosely 
drawn or else the pressure is so strong now to reduce and keep down 
the amounts to be appropriated that he has left his office in such a 
condition that with the present amount of money these claims can not 
be adjusted to any extent within the next year. I understand perfectly 
that the amount to pay the claims when they are adjusted can not be 
estimated now, but I believe myself that they will run within a year 
to seventy or eighty million dollars, 

But what I complain of, and what I wish to call the attention of the 
country to now, is that from the very inception of the bill which has 
recently become a law until now the hope and promise was given out 
to these people that they should have their claims speedily adjusted, 
and yet no ample provision has been made now and here for the ad- 
justment and payment of their claims. 

Mr. ALLISON. I must interrupt the Senator from Maryland to say 
that there will be no difficulty whatever as respects the adjudication 
of these cases, covering a period which will give us ample opportunity, 
after having had the experience of three or four or five months under 
this law, to make further appropriations for the purpose of executing 
it, and in the mean time there is no question in any quarter that the 
fund is ample to carry on the operations of adjustment and to pay 
whatever claims may be adjusted under existing appropriations. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, Mr, President, I think the Senator is entirely 
correct when he makes that statement; but in doing it, if this law of 
June 27, 1890, is to be carried out in good faith, with proper diligence 
shown to adjust the claims for pension, the Commissioner must encroach 
upon the fund which was appropriated in the general pension appro- 
priation bill for that office, which was intended for the claims that ex- 
isted prior to the passage of the act of June 27, and by cutting down, 
as we do now, his estimates we shall simply be piling up a deficiency 
which will have to be made good at the next session of Con 

The point I make is that the pressure has been so strong elsewhere 
that this system of legislation has been inaugurated hereso that we may 
have a different face upon the amounts which are appropriated, and wa 
invite the Departments to make deficiencies by this system of legisla- 
tion. 

The Senator from Iowa understands perfectly that I am not criticis- 
ing him. Iam aware of the fact that there has not been a general ap- 
propriation bill, including the pension bill which came to this body for 
consideration, which has begun to make provision tor the carrying out 
of the laws by the Executive Departments. I know how the Senator 
from Iowa, the head of the Committee on Appropriations, has strug- 
gled within bounds to make reasonable and fair appropriations. I want 
to say that for him. At this session the Senator did it, and the coun- 
try was indebted to him when we had a Democratic Administration 
for doing the same. He knows I do not complain of his action. The 
same rule which applied then ought to be applied now. 

The Senate has increased very largely the appropriation bills, and it 
has become absolutely necessary, for the Government to be properly ad- 
ministered, that the Senate should doit. Notwithstanding personal 
requests from members of the House of Representatives for the increase 
of particular appropriations, the attempt has been made, as always, to 
charge the Senate with great extravagance, and it has been so on every 
appropriation bill. What I said does not refer to either side of the 
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Chamber, but to the Senate itself; and I wish to call attention to this 
matter of pensions. When the general bill was up for consideration I 
said what Thad to say about extravagance on that bill. 

It went away beyond, as I believed, the ability of the Treasury Depart- 
ment to meet the amount of money it would involve with the present 
revenue laws, and I so say yet, but, now that it is upon the statute- 
book, I think it ought to be carried out in good faith, and that every 
provision should be made to enable the claims to be adjusted and to 
permit these gallant old men to receive the amount which isdue them. 
I do not believe this bill will accomplish that result. It is improved, 
and greatly improved, by the action of the Appropriations Committee 
of this body; but it takes effect on September 1. Two months of this 
fiscal year have gone, and, with the scant appropriations which are made 
to adjust the pension claims, the Commissioner of Pensions will be 
compelled to encroach upon a fund intended for an entirely different 
class of cases, and we shall be met at the next session ot Congress with 
increased deficiencies. 

If the same temper and desire which seems to prevail in other quar- 
ters continues until December next, the Senate of the United States 
will again be called upon to largely increase the appropriation bills 
which come here, and then the usual cry will go to the coantry of ex- 
travagance on the part of the Senate. We are not responsible for it. 
This body is not responsible except that we were coerced—I may say 
coerced—comipelled by public sentiment and pressure to agree wa bill 
which was extravagant and wrong in itself. When the time comes to 
appropriate the money, say next year, we shall, I suppose, have to go 
thronah the same process again, and subject ourselves to the charge of 
being extravagant simply because we are anxious to carry out existing 
law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I was a member of the subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on Appropriations which gave consideration 
to this bill, and I joined with the Senator from Iowa, the chairman of 
the committee, in reporting it. We had before us the report which 
was made elsewhere, where business is said to be conducted upon busi- 
ness principles, and we also had before us—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not understand the Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I say we had before us a report which was made 
somewhere, where business is said to be conducted upon business prin- 

i oe and facilitated and disposed of rapidly and judiciously and prop- 

y. 


er 

Mr. BLAIR. That does not convey any idea to my mind. I hope 
the Senator will make himself intelligible. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. COCKRELL, I am sorry the Senator can not imagine where 
that place is. 

Mr. BLAIR. I can not imagine any such place, except it be the 
Set 


nate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have used parliamentary language. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then we shall have to go on and grope in the dark. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. COCKRELL. We also had before us the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions and various other officers in regard to the necessity of an increase 
where business is transacted in a business way and its disposition fa- 
cilitated by new processes, 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘They have a previous question there, have they not? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam not familiar with the place the Senator re- 
fersto. . 

Mr. BLAIR. I think they must have. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We find that provision was made in the bill as 
it came from the House of Representatives for twenty medical exam- 
iners in the Pension Office, ten principal examiners, one hundred clerks 
of class 1, one hundred clerks at $1,000 each, two hundred and eight 
copyists, ten messengers, and fifteen assistant messengers. 

A force of that kind could not be efficient in the office of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions in the adjudication of claims under the law of 
June 27, 1890. You could not get asufficient number of men at these 
salaries and in these classifications to transact that business promptly 
and efficiently. Therefore, your committee recommended an increase 
of the number of principal examiners from ten to fifteen and the ap- 
pointment then of five clerks of class 4, five clerks of class 3, and eight 
of class 2, and then one hundred and twenty clerks of class 1, and one 
hundred and thirty clerks at $1,000 each, leaving only one hundred 
and fifteen copyists. ‘These copyists are simply clerks employed at 
$900 a year each. 

We made some changes also in the record and pension division of 
the War Department, and, by the way, that is a division or bureau of 
the executive branch of the Government where business is disposed of 
in a business way, and the effect of it is that they do not have one or two 
thousand cases upon the calendar, which have been there for months 
and months and the consideration of which can not be taken up, but 
they dispose there of all the business that comes in daily. Nearly 
every solitary pension claim which will be filed under this law, except 
the claimants whose claims arealready on file, will be sent to the rec- 
ord and pension division of the War Department for a statement of the 
military service of the applicant; and yet in that office we allow a very 
small force compared with the Pension Office, only about one-third, I 
believe, without making the exact calculation, and there we increase 
the force somewhat. : 


The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN ] complains that we have 
not made appropriation for the pay of the boards of examining sur- 
geons. Certainly we have not made sufficient appropriations to meet 
the expenditures for that purpose during the present fiscal year, and 
nobody pretends that we have. I am astonished that the Senator from 
Maryland has not learned, after the lapse of so long a time, that since 
Congress has been under the domination and legislation has been under 
thedomination of orderandsystem—such order and such system as facil- 
itates and hastens the transaction of the public business—no effort 
has been made to make appropriations sufficient to provide for the ex- 
penditures of the Government. 

There is no pretense that the appropriation bills which come to the 
Senate of the United States are sufficient to defray the honest and 
economic administration of the Government for the time specified in 
the bills. They are only piecemeal appropriations; they are only 
enough to carry the Departments over until December or January next. 
We are not making appropriations for the whole of the fiscal year 1891, 
and it is a mistake for any Senator to suppose that we are. It is a 
mistake if the country supposes that we are pretending to appropriate 
for the whole fiscal year 1891. We are only appropriating to carry on 
the administrative machinery of the Government up to the next meet- 
ing of Congress, when they will come in by deficiency bills carr: 
millions upon millions of dollars to appropriate the amounts which 
ought to be appropriated now. 

Mr. REAGAN. That will be after the next election. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The Senator from Texas reminds me that that 
will be after the next election. I believe there is an election to be 
held in November. That is perchance one of the reasons why these 
appropriations are kept down so low. But, whatever the reason may 
be, it is not a correct one, it is not a just one, aud the Senate of the 
United States is forced to do that which it knows is not right. We 
put upon these appropriation bills many necessary appropriations, and 
in conference we are compelled to yield them. 

Talk about what will be the amount necessary to be Set 
during the present fiscal year for pensions! No man can tell, no man 
can calculate within a million dollars what will be necessary. We 
know that we have not appropriated nearly enough to pay the pensions 
which are now allowable under existing law, much less those that will 
come in under the law of June 27, 1890. We have, however, ap; 
priated enough to pay the claims which will be allowed at the Sep- 
tember payment and the December payment and intermediately be- 
tween them, and then Congress will have to appropriate before the 4th 
of March next to meet the expenditures, How much will it be? 
That will depend upon the tacility with which pension claims are ad- 
judicated in the Pension Office. Already they have over 300,000 ap- 
plications under the recent law, and the total number of applicants 
under that law will ran up to 700,000. 

Mr. FRYE. Are there 300,000 under that law? 

Mr. COCKRELL, There are over 300,000 now under that law, but 
a part of them are old applicants under previous laws. I say that the 
applicants under the act of June 27, 1890, will number between 600,000 
and 700,000, and all of them, except those who have already been ap- 
plicants and examined, will have to be examined before new boards of 
examining surgeons or the old boards. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the Senator does not think there will be 
700,000 applicants besides those already on the roll. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What I mean is that under the law of June 27, 
1890, there will be between 600,060 and 700,000 applicants, Thus far 
I believe the Commissioner of Pensions estimates that about one-third 
of the 319,000, or above one-third, so far as the Department can esti- 
mate, are already applicants and have their applications now on file, 
and two-thirds of them are new applicants. r 

Mr. FRYE. Applicants betore the last law was passed ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT. What does the Senator base his calculation on that 
there will be between six and seven hundred thonsand applicants? 
Perhaps he has stated, but I did not catch it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have not stated it yet, but I will state it now, 
and I am glad the Senator asks me that question. 

Peusions forsoldiers. Untold millions of dollars to be given away. There has 
been nothing like it since the world began. 

Mr. CULLOM. What are you reading from? 

Mr, COCKRELL— 


Great money for postmasters and postal clerks. Now is your golden oppor- 
tunity to pocket hnndreds of dollars in commissions. 

The new pension law has fone into effect, and through its beneficent provis- 
ions hundreds of millions of dollars will be bestowed by the Government u 


its defenders and dependent tives within the next few and with 


great amount of money placed in circulation business will double and the entire x 


3 will arrive at such a state of prosperity as was never before known in 
ts history. 
Do you want some of the wealth that this law will distribute among the peo- 


ple? 

If you do, then join mein securing claimants and you will double your in- 
comes in a month. A commission of $2 will be paid for all eases placed in my 
hands and allowed by the Pension Department, 

Look up soldiers, soldiers“ widows, soldiers’ children, and soldiers’ dependent 
parents and tell them to apply to me for a pension under this act and you will 
make hundreds of dullars thereby, ` 

We have entered into business relations with the oldest, the best, and the most 
responsible pension agent in Washington. 
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Fees for securing pension, $10. 

Read the povari Anan of the Commissioner of Pensions arranged to meet the 
requirements of this new law. 

Such circulars as that have been flooding the mails ever since the 
passage of that law and going to every person in every hamlet of the 
country whose name could be obtained. 

Mr. DAWES. Lou are not going to deprive us of the name of that 
man, are you? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not care about giving a notice to any man 
who will send out such an advertisement as that. But there is another 
one to another class of claimants upon the other side, He is a very 
important personage, if you would believe what is said here. He is 
editing an important publication in Washington. 

Mr. DAWES. It is cruel not to give us that name. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will show it to you, but I do not care about 
putting it in the RECORD. I do not want to give him any advertise- 
ment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I donot see anything remarkable about that paper. 
There is a great deal of business to be done, and it seems to me it would 
be about as useful to read one of Saks’s clothing advertisements as to 
read that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will this have any influence in bringing in ap- 

tions for ions? That is the question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is what it was intended for. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will it do it? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should suppose so. 

Mr. COCKRELL, That is the reason I say there will be between 
600,000 and 700,000 applicants. That is exactly the reason or that is 
one of the reasons; but I have in my hand another one: 

Dran Sm: Referring to the inclosed act of June 27, 1890, “granting 
to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of manual 
Jabor,” I beg to call your attention to the fact that you are entitled to a pension 
thereunder it you were in the service over ninety days during the late war 
and are now in tated for manual labor. 

So far as the application of the soldier himself is concerned, you will observe 
that this is nota pauper or a dependent pension act at all. The degree of the 
soldier's inability to perform manual labor is merely taken as the measure of 
his right to and amount of his pension, and this law takes no concern about 
the fact whether the soldier or sailor is ly required by his pecuniary con- 
dition to labor manually or not. Jn short, this law dixregardsthe soldier's present 
condition in life just as much as it does therank in which he served in the late 
war. Itis his service that first gives him the pension right. 

I have further to advise you that the words “honorably discharged there- 
from” in this act mean honorably discharged from the United States military or 
naval service in the war of the rebellion, and that every officer, soldier, or 
sailor who served well till the end of the war was so discharged. 

In filling up the spaces in the inclosed blank form, I therefore beg, if you 
were or freed from the service by a discharge in terms, muster-out, 
or acceptance of resignation over ninety days after your service in the war be- 

that you will fillin the first two blank spaces, after the words “ honorably 

a in the blank form, with the place and date of your discharge (eras- 

~ {ng the following words in the sentence,“ from service,“ etc.); but if you con- 

tinued on in the service till after the end of the war, run the pen through the 

gaid two blank spaces and let the words “from service therein by the termina- 

tion of the said war of the rebellion" stand unerased; otherwise, fill up the 
blank form just as its small print directs. 

Any officer or soldier of the Army retired, or officer of the Navy retired, who 

is now drawing under the act of Janu 29, 1887, you know, the sion of $8 

month for sixty days’ service in the Mexican war (coupled with the condi- 
Boa of his being dependent, disabled, or over sixty-two years of age), must, of 
Pago} give up that pension before he can get a pension under this act of June 


A. 

I beg you will fill up and execute the inclosed application as indicated, and 
return it to me at once, as your pension, you will see, begins to run from the 
date you apply on. 

Yours, most respectfully, 


P.S. There are now over three hundred persons drawing the $8 per month 
pension, and of course their usual retired pay all the same. 

Over three hundred officers of the Army and Navy and Marine Corps 
on the retired-list, drawing three-fourths of their annual pay, are at 
the same time drawing pensions! 

Mr. President, the circular-letter from which I have just read was 
addressed to a retired officer of the Army who is still in the military 
service of the United States and who is drawing three-fourths of his 
pay, and that officer returned the circular to this claim agent, stating 
that he was still in the service on the retired-list, and thereupon this 
officer received a written letter. The first oue is a circular printed let- 
ter, sent to everybody whose name could be had, but the reply to the 
indorsement was a written letter,in which the claim agent says: 

My Dear Sm: In reply to your valued favor of the 28th ultimo, being in- 
dorsed on inclosure ( fully returned), I beg to say your drawing pay asa 
retired officer United States Army will not preclude your drawing a pension 
under this act of June 27, 1890. 

I have perke dead considered this question, and further I can inform you 
that over three hundred Mexican war officers and soldiers of the United States 
Army or Navy, retired, are now drawing their regular retired pay and also a 
pe ion of $8 per month under an act just like this act of June 27, 1890, and have 

doing so over three years. 

You know the United States Supreme Court have said in the case of United 
States, a ant, vs. General Emory, decided in year 1885 (in relation to the Mexi- 
ean war), every man of our armies, volunteer or regular, was honorably dis- 
charged from serving therein by the treaty of peace or the end of the war; and of 
course the same thing is true of the late war of the rebellion, Please recollect 
this in filling up your application, which I beg you will execute and send to me, 
and I will get you a pension under this act une 27, 1890, if you wish it. 

Yours, very respectfully, eto. 7 


“When I found out the statements made in that letter, I introduced 
a resolution here calling upon the Secretary of the Interior for a report 


nsions 


. 


ol the officers of the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps, who, being on 


the retired-list, had been pensioned, and I shall at the proper time pro- 
pose an amendment to this bill, providing that hereafter no officer of 
the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps on the retired-list shall draw or re- 
ceive any pension under any law. I believed, as probably every mem- 
ber of the Senate and as every member of the House of Representa- 
tives believed, that we had effectually precluded retired officers from 
drawing pensions. That certainly was the general understanding so 
far as 1 know, and I supposed we had settled that question; and yet 
this claim agent telis us that over three hundred retired officers are now 
drawing pensions and that under the recent law all retired officers can 
draw pensions. That is not right; that is not just. They get three- 
fourths of their pay proper and then they get pensions besides. That 
was not the intention of the pension law at all. 

I know the great mass of business which has been thrown upon the 
Pension Office. That office has not yet been able to commence dispos- 
ing of these cases, and it can not do it until this measure takes effect; 
and then it will necessarily take considerable time. I regret to say 
that the business in that office is not in the condition it ought to be, 
nor is that the only bureau where the office is not in the condition it 
ought to be. I am not making any discriminating reflections upon 
the Pension Office. Itis a large office. The force has not been dis- 
ciplined. The present incumbent, I believe, is doing the best he can, 
but he has not been able to bring that office under absolute control, as 
offices have been brought in some branches of the Government. 

If it were in that condition, I do not believe that one solitary addi- 
tional clerk would be necessary. If the Commissioner of Pensions 
had the business in his office so systematized and arranged that every 
clerk in that office would feel and know that the eye of the Commis- 
sioner was resting upon him, that he had to perform a rand 
proper amount of work each da , and if he did not do it the Commis- 
sioner would find him ont and he would be dismissed, I believe that 
the present force would be ample to dispose of all these cases within a 
reasonable time; but it would require an immense amount of Jabor 
and detailed work to bring that office into that condition. But the 
business is now there and we have to dispose of it the best we can with 
the present defective methods and arrangements, for which the present 
Commissioner, as a matter of course, is not responsible. 

I do not read the article I am about to present by way of any reflec- 
tion upon the Commissioner of Pensions, but more upon the methods 
of business. I read from the issue of The Home and Country of 
August, 1890, a publication, I believe, largely devoted to the interests 
of the soldiers—or it so purports to be—and this is from a communi- 
cation in relation to the Pension Office: 

A BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION MEANS RED TAPE AND INJUSTICE. 
Wasnrxoroy, D. C., July 22, 1890. 

Whether the name of the writer of this letter is fictitious or not, I 
do not know. It is signed A. Filvet.’’ I suppose it is a fictitious 
name and not the true name of the writer, but he goes on to criticise 
the methods of business in the Pension Office and says, in speaking of 
the board of review: 

In this same board of review, this center of wisdom and virtue, are yet num- 
bered the men who counseled and prepared the bulk of Cleveland's vetoes, 
which was one of the slogans in the campaign of 1888, and these same individ- 
uals curry favor just the same now as n Black. In fact, the motto 
of the whole outfit is, We strive to please,” with the addendum, the pow 
ers that be.” 1 Tanner on the back, these well recommended ex- 
perts, when he asked if such and such a thing was right and proper, and then 
when Mr. Noble began to frown and the anti-administration papers tied a can 
to the pension-policy dog, they were the first to exclaim, I told you so,” and 
went back to their beloved work at turning down cases on technicalities and 
throwing $2 sops to the “ dear soldier,” 

As I said before,“ a strive-to-please-the-boss” 8 is now in vogue in the 
Pension Bureau, which is shaped by the board of review, subject to the wishes 
of somebody, and the publicand the soldiers are finding out who that somebody 
is in a manner thatis sending the shivers cavorting up and down the backs of the 
gentry who p so successfully during the last cam on the “ equitable- 
avoirdupois-scale pension platform ” during the exciting days of 1888. 

Anon you hear that the work of the Pension Bureau is away behind and 


plaintive prayers for more force, while in the distance fainter and fainter grow 
the promises of a business administration, ete. The truth of the business is that 
the wholesystem of nt is rotten from the bottom up, In some divis- 
ions business is almost up to date, and in others it is from a year to thirty months 
behind. How is this, you ask? 

Well. the long and of it is, too der fee and too much cireumlocu- 
tion. The foundation of the adjudication ion claims is the examiner's 
desk. Here the claim is worked up, and to all intents and purposes he is the 
man the public deals with. Ata rough guess there are, say, eight hundred per- 
sons hat of the force of the bu: ginal, increase, and 
widows’, ete., at salaries 3 from $900 to $1,800 per annum, Here there is ob- 


with half their records go up in salary through social or political backing. 
Ts a young man in bureau whom I know, a $900 
5 combined in his 


number of allowances per examiner is about thirty per 
and about one hundred and fifty increase; but three-fifths of the poores' 
examiners will beat record by 50 per cent., while othersata larger 

will fall as much below. That is very business-like, isit not? But to continue, 
Aside from the examining force there are a round hundred section chiefs, all 
with big salaries, who, instead of being at work adjudicating cases, are acting as 


go-betweens for the board of review. Then some fifty $! S00 ner year assistant 
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chiefs, whose principal duties are to 2 Sees usually inane chiefs of divisions 
o emsetyes. And so it goes, all the way 


up. 

Mr. President, as a matter of course this criticism may be overdrawn, 
but it is a fact, and every Senator who has a large correspondence with 
the Pension Bureau will testify to the fact, that his letters are not 
answered promptly in consecutive order. For example, a few days ago 
I looked over the great mass of my unanswered correspondence with 
the Pension Office. 1 found letters in which I had made application 
to the Pension Office in October last, in November last, in December 
last, in January last, in February, and in March, and so on all the way 
down, while I was getting replies from that office in response to appli- 
cations not over ten days old and getting them very promptly. 

That means that here is a letter, and it goes to a certain clerk, or a 
certain employé, and he pays no attention to it; and here is another 
one of the same date, which goes to a clerk whois keeping his business 
up, and I get a prompt answer. I doubt not that the experience of 
every Senator will sustain precisely this view of thecase. That shows 
inefficiency. That shows that there is not equality of work; that the 
work accumulates in certain places because it is not properly attended 
to, and it is disposed of in other places because the clerks are doing 
their duty. 

The system that ought to be brought to bear is a system which will 
enable the Commissioner of Pensions to keep his eye upon every clerk 
and every employé in that bureau. so that every one of them will know 
that the Commissioner is watching him and knows at the close of each 
day’s work what he has done, and under that system I tell you they 
will double their work very quickly. There is no question about this, 
These clerks are not going to work themselves to death. There is no 
doubt about that. If they can have an easy and time and fare 
just as well as those who work hard, why should they work? The best 

ustration in the world of what clerks can do will be found in the Ad- 
jutant-General’s Office. Thatisa grand illustration of it. Onthe 20th 
of July, 1889, there were over forty thousand unanswered calls which 
had aceumulated there, and some of them were years old, remuster 
cases, particularly of officers. 

The same force, working in the same way, but with the eye of the 
chief upon them, disposed of all that great mass of business hy the 30th 
day of September, every bit of it. There was a subdivision of thirty- 
one men having these remuster cases and averaging twenty-five or 
twenty-six cases aday. The chief tried to increase the number of 
eases that they would dispose of, but failed. He broke itup. He 
took them all away and put fourteen men in charge of that business, 
and they averaged over one hundred cases a day, and yet the thirty-one 
men could not be brought to dispose of more than twenty-five cases. 
They had settled down into that rut, into that routine, and he could 
not get them out unless he took them by the nape of the neck and 
pnlled them out. There was no occasion for getting it out, and they 
were not disturbed in it, and it was easier to remain in that condition 
and have a good time than to go to work and dispose of the business. 

I favor the granting of this increased force, not because I know that 
the clerks in the office can not do the work—for I believe they can un- 
der a proper system and with the eye of their chief resting upon them— 
but because I know they will not doit, and our only alternative is to in- 
crease the force there and take away the excuse they have that they 
have not got clerks encugh to keep up the work, and see if they can 
not get the workup. But the Pension Office work ought to be brought 
up, and it can be brought up beyond any question, and answers to 
letters addressed to that Pension Office can be made as promptly as 
are made by the Adjutant-General's Office, and it can be done with 
the force we have provided here, and not only that, but within a rea- 
sonable time a part ef that force ought to be dispensed with. 

We have done the best we could in distributing this force so as to 
make it efficient. We have given a few clerks of the higher grades so 
that the men who may superintend this new force may be of more ex- 
perience and ability than they probably would be if the new appoint- 
ments were all confined to the lower grades. This is the best we can 
do, and we shall have to trust the officers to it as best they can. 

Now I wish to offer at the end of the bill this amendment: 

Hereafter no officer of the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps on the retired-list 
shall draw or receive any pension under any law, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri will be stated from the desk. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the bill it is proposed to add: 

Hereafter no office: of the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps on the retired-list 
shall draw or receive any pension under any law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. > 

The bill was read the third time, and 


The title was amended so as to read: eee, eee. 
for additional clerical force other expenses to carry into effect the 


act entitled ‘An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are 

incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and providing for 

pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent parents,’ from Sep- 

tember 1, 1890, for the balance of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891.” 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7885) granting a pension to R. Allen 
McCormick, with an amendment, asked a conference with the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. MORRILL, Mr. SAWYER, and Mr. YODER managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concurrent 
resolution for printing 11,000 copies of the report of the Commissioner 
of Fish and Fisheries for the year 1888, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 

signed the following bills and joint resolutions; and they were there- 

upon signed by the President pro tempore: - 

i A bill (H. R. 1104) to relieve Peter Moog from the charge of deser- 
on; 

A bill (H. R. 3018) granting a pension to J. Phil. Hurlbert; 

A bill 55 R. 4167) granting a pension to Lorenzo D. Whitford; 

A bill (H. R. 4427) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Mrs. 
Mary E. Boeke; 

A bill (H. R. 9008) to increase the pension of Zo S. Cook, of Wilcox 
County, Alabama; 

A bill (H. R. 9523) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Tennessee River at or near Guntersville, Ala., and for other purposes; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 211) to continue the provisions of existing 
city providing temporarily for the expenditures of the Government; 
an 

A joint resolation(S. R. 75) to accept from the national encampment 
of the Grand Army of the Republic a statue (and pedestal) of the late 
General Ulysses S. Grant. 

PROHIBITORY CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to whom ~ 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 2) proposing an amendment of 
the Constitution of the United States in relation to the manufacture, 
importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of alcoholic liquors, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report n. 

FISH COMMISSIONER’S REPORT, , 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the re- 
port of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries for the year 1888 rinted, and 
that there be printed 11,000 extra copies, of which 3,000 copies shall be for the 
use of the Senate, 6,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 
for the use of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, the illustrations to be ob- 
tained by the Public Printer under the direction of the Joint Committee on 


Printing. 
B. ALLEN M’CORMICK. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives on the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 7885) granting a pension to R. Allen McCormick; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 6852) for the relief of North Storms was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 11272) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
sell certain lands and to grant the proceeds of such sale to the town of 
Pelican, Oneida County, Wisconsin, for school purposes, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 184) to print eulogies on Hon. New- 
ton W. Nutting was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. ALLISON. Imoye that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After three minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 37 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, August 14, 1890, 
at 10 o’clock a. m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 13, 1890. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 
Felix A. Mathews, of California, now consul at Tangier, to be con- 
sul-general of the United States at that place. 
CONSUL. 
Samuel B. Horne, of Connecticut, to be consul of the United States 
at St. Thomas, W. I. 


P- 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Adjutant-General’s Department. 
Lieut. Col. Thomas M. Vincent, assistant adjutant-general, to be as- 
sistant adjutant-general with the rank of colonel. 
Maj. Merritt Barber, assistant adjutant-general, to be assistant ad- 
jutant-general with the rank of lientenant-colonel. 
Fourth Regiment of Infantry. 
Second Lieut, Edward H. Browne, to be first lieutenant, 
Eleventh Regiment of Infantry. 
Second Lieut, Lorenzo P. Davison, to be first lieutenant. 
Third Regiment of Artillery. 
Additional Second Lieut. George Le R. Irwin, of the Fifth Artillery, 
to be second lieutenant, 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


William E. Blunt, of Massachusetts, to be surveyorof customs in the 
district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State of Massachusetts. 


MARSHAL. 


Adam T. Pierce, of New Hampshire, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of New Hampshire. 


INDIAN AGENT. 


Daniel F. Royer, of Alpena, S. Dak., to be agent for the Indians of 
the Pine Ridge agency in South Dakota. 


POSTMASTERS, 


Stephen M. Eaton, to be postmaster at New Orleans, in the parish 
of Orleans and State of Louisiana. $ 

Samuel A. Thomas, to be postmaster at Del Norte, in the county of 
Rio Grande and State of Colorado, 

Samuel M. Griffin, to be postmaster at Quitman, in the county of 
Brooks and State of Georgia. 

John H. Crandall, to be postmaster at Bolivar, in the county of Al- 
legany and State of New York. 

Simon C. Wagenseller, to be postmaster at Shamokin, in the county 
of Northumberland and State of Pennsylvania. 

Ralph N. Warner, jr., to be postmaster at Haverford College, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. . 

William E. Heskitt, to he postmaster at Piedmont, in the county of 
Mineral and State of West Virginia. 

Thomas H. Triplett, to be postmaster at Dalton, in the county of 
Whitfield and State of Georgia. 

Albert F. Huggins, to be postmaster at Shelbina, in the county of 
Shelby and State of Missouri. 

John M. Glasgow, to be postmaster at South Omaha, in the county 
of Donglas and State of Nebraska. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, August 13, 1890. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by Rey. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. D. 
APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL, 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal will be considered 
as approved. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct the Journal. 
There are three errors in the Journal that I desire to call attention to. 
The first one is on the motion of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DING- 
LEY] to reconsider the vote by which the bill in reference to collisions 
at sen was passed. The vote was reconsidered and the gentleman there- 
upon moved to amend the bill. 

The Journal correctly shows that fact, but it should have stated, it 
seems to me, that that motion was by unanimous consent, because 
otherwise it was not in order to move to amend this bill until the mo- 
tion was reconsidered by which the bill was ordered to be read a third 
time. It was not in a position to be amended at that time except by 
unanimous consent, and the Speaker states further down in the 1 
oRD— 

The SPEAKER. The amendment was adopted; and the question now is om the 
third reading, the previous question having been partly executed. 

The voteby which this bill was read a third time was never recon- 
sidered. It seems to me that this motion to amend could not have 
heen properly entertained at that time except by unanimons consent, 
and the Journal should so state, 

The SPEAKER. But it was not done in that way. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, it wasnot; but noobjection having been made 
it seems to me that the Journal should state thatit was by unanimous 
consent. 

The SPEAKER. It should not be journalized in that way. Objec- 
tion should have been made, if there was objection to be made, that 
the vote to order the bill to be read a third time was not reconsidered. 


But that was not done, the House probably not caring to vote a second 
time upon it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What I desire the Journal to show is—— 

The SPEAKER. The matter was put to the House on the third 
reading and no objection was made, and the Journal correctly states 


what transpired. . 

Mr. SPRINGER. The point I desire to save is that this shall not 
be cited as a precedent, that when a bill has been passed and recon- 
sidered it then becomes in order to amend it without reconsidering the 
vote by which the bill was ordered to a third reading. ` 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois may or may not be 
right in regard to that, but the time to make tbat objection was before 
action was taken by the House. It can not be done by way of a cor- 
rection to the Journal. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think, however, the Journal should show that 
there was no objection to the making of this motion at that time. 
There was none and the Clerk should have noted the fact that there 
was no objection. I simply call the attention of the House to the fact 
in regard to it, 

The SPEAKER, The Chair does not think the Journal ought to re- 
cord anything but the fact, although the House has sometimes differed 
with the Chair upon that question, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire also to call the attention of the Chair to 
the fact that I-submitted a motion to amend a resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE], and that the Journal does 
not show that that amendment was submitted. Then after the motion 
was amended the resolution was laid upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. That motion was not submitted; consequently it 
could not become a part of the Journal. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, it was submitted and was debated by me 
and the gentleman from Massachusetts atsome length, but itseems that 
the Clerk did not take note of it. It was not stated by the Chair to 
the House or submitted to the House, that is very true; but a great 
many motions are made and not stated by the Chair, If the Chair 
prefers not to journalize it, I have no objection. 

I desire to make another objection to the Journal, that it does not 
record the point of order that I made, after a call of the House had 
been ordered and no quorum appeared, when all further proceedings 
under the call were Napoca with, and the Speaker immediately or- 
dered the roll to be called on the passage of the bill. 

I made the point of order at that time that no business was in order 
until the Journal affirmatively showed the presence ofa quorum. That 
point of order the Speaker overruled, and it should be stated that it 
was made and overruled on the ground that the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. BREWER] had suggested the presence of a quorum in the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. And the House had acted upon the on. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The suggestion of the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. BREWER] was that a quorum had entered the hall, and he moved, 
therefore, to dispense with all turther proceedings, and that motion was 
agreed to, and the Chair overruled my point of order on the ground of 
that suggestion; and I desire tbat the Journal shall show that I made 
the point of order that it was not in order to transact business at that 
time. The Journal shows nothing of the kind. 

The Journal is therefore defective to thatextent, because the Journal 
shows that there was a call of the House and that no quorum appeared, 
and that all farther proceedings under the call were dispe with, 
and that the Clerk was then dirécted to call the roll on the passage of 
the bill, That is the way the Journal stands now, and it should have 
shown the fact that the point of order was made that no business could 
be done without the Journal affirmatively showing the presence of a 
quorum, but that the point of order was overruled by the Speaker, 
The Speaker can put his own reasons for overruling it in the RECORD 
if he desires, but I desire that the point of order should be journalized. 

The SPEAKER. Itseems tothe Chair that colloquy between the gen- 
tleman from Illinois and the Chair upon that subject hardly amounted 
toa ruling. The question was raised, not in a spirit of opposition, 
but of suggestion, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, 

The SPEAKER. Very often points are suggested, or colloquies 
similar to that take place, between members and the Chair, withont 
any insistence on the part of the member, except that he gives his 
views. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Still the point of order was made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposed the gentleman from Illinois 
was satisfied upon the point, and therefore gave in. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, no; the gentleman from Illinois was over- 
ruled and the Clerk was immediately directed to call the roll. 

Mr. ROGERS. Read the RECORD on that point. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will read what the RECORD says 0- that sub- 
ject: 

Mr. SPRINGER, I rise to a question of order. 

No quorum having appeared upon the last roll-call and that call having shown 
no quorum present, I submit that, under the Constitution of the Uni States, 
no business is in order until there is a showing affirmatively the pres- 


ence of a quorum, except a motion to adjourn, to adjourn from day to day, or to 
compel the attendance ot members, $ 
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The SPEAKER. Thè House has declined to adjourn; and the question is upon 
the motion to recommit. 5 

Mr. SPRINGER. But my point is that, no quorum having appeared, we ean not 
do any business until a quorum does appear affirmatively upon the record. 

Mr. Dinetey. Mr, Speaker, I understand that the members who responded 
to the call, together with those who reported to the Clerk, make a quorum, 

Mr, SPRINGER. Were their names entered on the record? 

Mr. DinGiey, I suppose they were. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands, 

Mr. Sprerxcrr. Then that is all right. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. The Chair was misinformed, There are not 
enough members recorded to constitute a quorum; but the House, upon thein- 
timation of the 8 ſrom Michigan r. BREWER) that a sufficient num- 
ber of members had come in to make a quorum, voted to dispense with further 
proceedings under the call; and, under the circumstances, the Chair thinks the 
roll-call should proceed. The Clerk will resume. 

Mr. ROGERS. The-Chair announced the presence of a quorum as 
ascertained upon the intimation of the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That was the reason given by the Chair, but the 
point of order was made in good faith, in order that the record should 
show affirmatively the presence of a quorum when the question had 
been taken for the purpose of ascertaining the presence of a quorum. 

Mr. BREWER. I would like to ask the gentleman if the actual 
fact that a quorum was found to be present was not ascertained on the 
vote? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman may have counted; I did not. 

Mr. BREWER. Lask the gentleman if the vote which immediately 
followed did not show the actual presence of a quorum ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It showed that the Speaker counted a quorum on 
the next roll-call; but that was not the moment this proceeding was 
taken. The count showed that there was no quorum, and the rule re- 
- quired that the question should be put when there was a quorum pres- 
ent on the passage of the bill; but upon the intimation of the gentle- 
man that there was no quorum a call of the roll was ordered. 

Mr. BREWER. I concede it is true that there was no quorum pres- 
ent on the vote which preceded, as suggested by the gentleman from 
Illinois; but after having proceeded under the call of the House then 
it was voted that further proceedings be dispensed with, it having been 
stated that members had arrived ia the House, and we proceeded and 
tock a vote immediately and a quorum was found to be present and 
nearly a quorum voted, but others were counted by the Speaker or 
Clerk and a quorum was actually found to be present. J 

Mr. SPRINGER. The fact that the names that had been entered 
upon the Journal of those who came in after the roll-call by the Clerk 
did not make a sufficient number at that time is proof positive by the 
record that there was not a quorum present when the Speaker ordered 
the roll-call on the passage of the bill. I made that point. Is the pre- 
sumption made by the gentleman higher than the actual facts demon- 
strated out of the record—a record that can not be impeached, but 
which imparts verity to any statement contained in it after it has been 
completed—which can not be impeached in any court? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman say that the RECORD imports 
absolute verity ? $ 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Journal imports absolute verity. I may 
have used the word record. I meant to say the Journal. It does 
import absolute verity, and would be taken in any court throughout 
the world as true against the statement of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan or the statement of every member of this House to the contrary. 
That Journal can not be impeached when you put ary statement into 
it. Therefore I want to make it correct, and for that reason move that 
the point of order I made be entered upon the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, with the ruling of the Speaker thereon. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to ask the gentleman what he ex- 
pects to be the effect of having a point of order already decided re- 
newed when there was a quorum and we went on to transact business. 
If the point of order he raises now was sustained would not that undo 
that business? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The effect would be that our Journal would show 
correctly what we did. That is good enough for me. My motion is, 
that the Clerk be instructed to enter this point of order upon the 
Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the House would find it very in- 
ranches pire if every colloquy of that sort had to be entered upon the 
Journal, 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was nota colloquy, but a point of order. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair willsubmit the gentleman’s proposition 
to correct the Journal, 

The question was put, and the Speaker announced that the “noes”? 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 48, noes 79. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire the yeas and nays upon this. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
78, nays 88, not voting 161; as follows: 


> VEAS—78. 
Allen, Miss. Breckinridge, Ark. Brown, J. B. Carlton, 
Bankhead, Breckinridge, Ky. Brunner, Caruth, 
Barwig, Brickner, Bynum, Catechings, 
Bloun Brookshire, . Candler, Ga. Chipman, 
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Clarke, Ala. Haynes, Morgan, Stone, Ky. 
Clements, Henderson, N.C. O˙F. Stone, Mo. 
Cooper, Ind. Holman, Outh waite, Tarsney, 
Covert, Hooker, Owens, Ohio Tillman, 
Crain, Lane, Parrett, Tracey, 

p. Lanham, Paynter, Turner, Ga. 
Cniberson, Tex. Lawler, Peel, Turner, N. Y. 
Dibble, Lester, Price, Va 
Edmunds, Lewis, Quinn, Wh Ala. 
Forman, Mea doo. TS, i 
Forney, McClammy, Rowland, Wiley, 
Geissenbainer, eClellan, Sayers, Willcox, 
Goodnight, McCreary, Shively, Williams, III. 
Grimes, MeRae, Springer, Wilson, Mo, 
Hare, Montgomery, Stewart, Tex, 

Hayes, Moore, Tex. Stockdale, 
NAYS—83, 
Anderson, Kans. Cheadle, Haugen, Payson, 
Atkinson, Pa. Comstock, Henderson, III. Pickler, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Conger, Henderson, Iowa Pugsley, 
Bartine, Connell, tt, — unckenbusb. 
Bayne, ig, Hopkins, Y: 
Beck Culbertson, Pa. Kennedy, Reed, Iowa 
Belknap, Cutcheon, Kinsey, Rey burn 
Be 8 Darlington, F. Rock well, 
Bingham, Dingley, La Follette, Rowell, 
Bliss, Dolliver, Laidlew, Sa ` 
Rowden, Dunnell, ing, Seull, 
Brewer, Evans, Mason, Sherman, 
Brosius, Farquhar, McCord, Smyser, 
Brower, Featherston, McDuffie, Stivers, 
Browne, Va. Flick, Miles, k 
Buchanan, N.J. Funston, Moffitt, Struble, 
Burrows, Gear, Morey, Sweney 
Burton, est, Morrow, Taylor, E.B. 
Butterworth, Gifford, O'Donnell, rner, Kans, 
Cannon, Greenhalge, O'Neill Vandever, 
Carter, Hall, Osborne, 5 
el p Hansbrough, Payne, Williams, Ohio, 
NOT VOTING—16l. 
Abbott, Dickerson, Martin, Ind. Skinner, 
Adams, Dockery, Martin, Tex. Smith, Th, — 
Alderson, Dorsey, McCarthy, Smith, W. Va. 
Allen, Mich, Dunphy, - McComas, Snider, 
Anderson, Miss. Elliott, MeCormick, Spinola, > 
Andrew, Ellis, McKenna, er, 
Arnold, Enloe, McKinley, Stahlnecker, 
Baker, Ewart, MeMillin Stephenson, 
Banks, Finley, Milliken, Stewart, Ga. 
Fitch, ills, Stewart, Vt. 
Belden, Fithian, Moore, N. H. Stump, 
Biggs, Flood, Morrill, Taylor, III. 
Blanchard, Flower, forse, Taylor, J.D. 
Bland, Fowler, Mudd, ‘Taylor, Tenn. 
Boatner, Frank, Mutchiler, Thomas, 
Boothman, Gibson, Niedringhaus, Thompson, 
Boutelle, Grosvenor, orton, To „Colo. 
Browne, T. XI. Grout. Nute, Townsend, Pa, 
Buchanan, Va. Harmer, Oates, Tucker, hte 
Buckalew, Hatch, O’Neall, Ind. Van 
Bullock, O'Neil, Mass. Venable, 
Bunn, Hemphill, Owen, Ind, Waddill, 
Caldwell, Herbert, Penington, ade, 
Campbell, Hermann Perkins, Wallace, Mass, 
Candler, Mass, Hill, Perry, Wallace, N. 
Cheatham, Houk, Peters, Washington, 
lancy, Kelley, Phelan, atson, 
Clark, Wis. Kerr, lowa Pierce, Wheeler, Mich, 
Clunie Kerr, Pa. Post, Whiting, 
Cobb, Ketcham, Raines, Wickham, 
Cogswell, Kilgore, Randall, k 
Coleman, Knapp, Reilly, Wilkinson, 
Cooper, O Laws, n, Wilson, Ky. 
Cothran, à Rife, Wiison, Wa 
Cowles, Lehlbach, Robertson. W. Va. 
Cummings, Lester, Va. Rusk, Wright, 
Dalzell, Lind, Russell, Yardley, 
Dargan, Lod, Sanford, Yoder, 
Dav Magner, Scranton, 
De Haven, Maish, Seney, 
De Lano. Mansur, Simonds, 
The following-named members were announced as paired for this 
day: 


Mr. WADE with Mr. VENABLE. 

Mr. EWART with Mr. STUMP. 

The following on this vote: 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. CLANCY. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. SKINNER. 

Mr. MILLIKEN and Mr. ABBOTT were announced as paired on all 
political questions from August 12 for ten days, Mr. MILLIKEN re- 
serving the right to vote to make a quorum and the right to vote on 
the original-package bill. 

Mr. Mason and Mr. HATCH were paired until August 19, 

Mr. TUCKER and Mr. GREENHALGE were paired until and includ- 
ing Thursday, August 14. ` 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. GROSVENOR, from Monday, 
August 10, until Saturday, August 17. 

The following until Friday next: 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. REILLY. 

Mr. Surrn, of Illinois, with Mr. FITHIAN,. 

The following until further notice: 

Mr. THOMAS with Mr. FOWLER. 

Mr. DE HAVEN with Mr. BIGGS, 

Mr. MOKINLEY with Mr. MILLS. 
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Mr. WADDILL with Mr. HEMPHILL. 

Mr. McCormick with Mr. ROBERTSON. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. Perry. 
. Spooner with Mr. DARGAN. 

. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. BLAND. 
. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. WHITING, 


. McKenna with Mr. CLUNIE. 3 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. 
„ BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 
. Morrinr with Mr. DOCKERY. 
„ RANDALL with Mr. SPINOLA. 
Mr. CoaswELL with Mr. O'NETL, of Massachusetts. i 
. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 
. Trompson with Mr. OATES. re AE 
Mr. Rire with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 
. STEPHENSON with Mr. DAVIDSON. 
Mr. Luxp with Mr. PIERCE. 
Mr. Nute with Mr. BARNES. 
Mr, STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. BLANCHARD. 
. PERKINS with Mr. KILGORE. 
Mr. SuxsEn with Mr. SENEY. : 
Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLEE, of Georgia. 
“Mr. Joserx D. TAYLOR with Mr. WILKINSON. 
Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr, MAISH, 
_ Mr. RUSSELL with Mr, MARTIN, of Texas. 
Mr. McComas with Mr. BoATNER. 
Mr. Grout with Mr. FITCH. 
Mr. Houx with Mr. RICHARDSON. 
Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. 
Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER, 
Mr. HILL with Mr. MORGAN. 
Mr. Lopar with Mr. ANDREW. 
Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. HARMER with Mr. LEE. 
Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. MAGNER, 
Mr. Boorumay with Mr. COWLES. 
Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 
Mr. ADAMS with Mr. PENINGTON. 
Mr. Tuomas M. Browne with Mr. WASHINGTON, 
Mr. Moore, of New Hampshire, with Mr. GIBSON. 
Mr. BAKER with Mr. ELLIOTT. 
Mr. FRANK with Mr. DICKERSON. 
Mr. De Laxo with Mr. DUNPHY. 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. HEARD. 
Mr. SAxFORD with Mr. Rusk. 
Mr. WALLACE, of New York, with Mr. MCCARTHY. 
Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. WIKE. 
Mr. Monsk with Mr. ELLIS. 
Mr. Witson, of Washington, with Mr. COBB. 
Mr. LEHLBACH with Mr. CoTHRAN. 
Mr. TowxseEnD, of Colorado, with Mr. ENLOE. 
Mr. Smronps with Mr. ALDERSON. 
Mr. RAINES with Mr. BUNN. 
Mr. COLEMAN with Mr. CUMMINGS. 
Mr. Kerconam with Mr. CAMPBELL. 
Mr. Dorsey with Mr. MUTCHLER. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. 
Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. ELLIOTT] on all political questions, and as this 
seems to be a question of that character I desire to withdraw my vote. 
Mr. PAYSON. There is nothing political in this. This is a parlia- 
mentary question. 5 
Mr. ENLOE. I am paired with the gentleman from Colorado [L Mr. 
Townsend]. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. Hovk]. 
“I have voted to make a quorum, but I desire now to withdraw my vote, 
inasmuch as I might do him injustice by letting it stand. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Speaker, I was not present on the first | y 


roll-call, but I was listening on the second, and did not hear my name 
called. 

TheSPEAKER. Was the gentleman listening at the time his name 
should have been called? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I was. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s name will be called. 

Mr. La FOLLETTE’S vote was recorded. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. TucKER], but, not regarding this as a polit- 
ical question, I have voted. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk willreport the names of members pres- 
ent and not voting, as noted by him. 

The Clerk read the names, as follows: 


Mr. BAKER, Mr. BOLDEN, Mr. Dockery, Mr. Exron, Mr. FLOOD, Mr. KERR 
of Iowa, Mr. MCKENNA, Mr. MILLIKEN, Mr. MORGAN, Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. 
EKINNER, Mr. TOWNEEND of Pennsylvania. $ 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I have refrained from voting because 


Iam paired, but under the rule I will now avail myself of the privi- 
lege of voting, and will vote ay.“ Ido not regard this motion to 
correct the Journal as a political question. : 

Mr. MorGAan’s vote was recorded. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 78, and the nays are 
88, and, a quorum being present, the motion of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER ]islost. Without further objection, the Jour- 
nal will be considered as approved. 

There was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to theamendment of the House to 
the bill (S. 3917) to adopt regulations for the prevention of collisions 
at sea. J 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 3787) to amend the laws rela- 
tive to shipping commissioners. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 211) to continue the provisions of existing laws 
providing temporarily for the expenditures of the Government. 


WISCONSIN LANDS FOR SCHOOL PURPOSES. 


Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 11272) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to sell certain lands and to grant the proceeds of such sale 
to the town of Pelican, Oneida County, Wisconsin, for school purposes, 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


gai lands, 

of Oneida, and State of Wisconsin, and now a part of the publie domain and 
subject to entry under the provisions of the homestead law, namely: Lots num- 
bered 2 and 3, and the southeast quarter of the northwest quarter, and the 
northwest quarter of the northeast quarter, all in section numbered 32, in town- 
ship numbered 37 north, of range numbered 9 east, of the fourth principal me- 
ridian, and being in the Wausan land district in the State of W nsin, and 
containing, according to Government survey, 166.40 acres, Said appraisalshall 
be made by three competent men, to be selected by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, who shall make a true estimate of the value of said lands according to 
their best judgment after a personal inspection of the same. Said appraisers 
shall make two copies of their appraisal, one of which shall be transmitted to 
the Secretary of the Interior and the other filed in the United States land office 
for the district in which said lands are located. Assoon after the receipt of such 
appraisal as practicable the Secretary of the Interior shall cause a statement 
containing the substance of said appraisal to be published in three 3 
published in the State of Wisconsin, one of which shall be published the 
county where said lands are situated, together with a notice that said lands 
will be offered for sale at the land office in the district where said lands are lo- 
cated on a certain day, which shall not be less than three months after said ap- 
paan nor more than six months, at which sale said lands shall be sold to the 

ighest bidder for cash, but no bid shall be accepted for said lands or lots which 
is not — — to the appraised value of said lands or lots. made as aforesaid: Pro- 
vided, tthe Secretary may, if in his opinion it is deemed advisable and in 
the interests of justice, divide one or more of said lots or subdivisions above de- 
scribed into lots of 1 acre or smaller, and cause the same to be sold separately 
to the highest bidder, as hereinbefore provided. 

Sec, 2. That the proceeds of such sale, after deducting the cost of the apprai- 
sal, subdividing, advertising, and sale, is hereby donated to the town f Peli. 
can, in the county and e aforesaid, to be by said town towards paying 
for the erection of a public-school building or for the support of the public 
schools of said town,as the proper town authorities may 


5 * Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. DUNNELL. I shall have to object unless the gentleman can 
explain the bill. It is certainly very novel legislation. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Minnesota reserve the 


right to object? 

25 DUN I reserve the right to object until an explanation 
is made. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I also reserve 
the right to object. 


Mr, PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, this bill involves a tract of land of 
about 160 acres adjoining the village of Rhinelander. Very many years 
ago, I do not remember the date exactly, but perhaps twelve or fifteen 
ears ago, a large area of land in Wisconsin was withdrawn from mar- 
ket under the law which allowed that to be done, what was known as 
the reservoir legislation. This piece of land was involved in that with- 
drawal. By the act of Congress passed on the 30th of June of this 
year this land, which had been withdrawn for reservoir purposes, was 
restored to the public domain for settlement under the homestead act. 

Owing to some uncertainty as to the surveys upon this quarter-sec- 
tion, about forty different heads of families, laboring men employed 
around the saw-mill at Rhinelander, settled upon it, assuming that 
they could secure title to the lots which they occupi Because of 
the withdrawal under the reservoir act no title could be made, and by 
the act which we have passed restoring those lands to the public do- 
main the land can now be taken only under the homestead law. That 
act, passed on June 30, will become operative in six months from the 
time of its passage, and by the terms of this bill these people now re- 
siding upon this land, about forty families, as I am ad the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. McCorp], are to be permitted, after 
the land shall be appraised ut an expense not to exceed $100, to have 
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a prior right of purchase of the little pieces of land upon which they 
now live. 

Unless this bill or some similar bill shall become a law this land 
will be open to homestead settlement by the first man who may 
upon it and claim the entire quarter-section. Thus these people 
be ousted; and that will be the end of the matter. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to inquire why the proceeds of the 
land are to be donated to this particular town? 

Mr. PAYSON. Well, that isa trivial matter. If the land were dis- 
posed of under the public-land system it would be of very little benefit 
to anybody. It consists of little tracts of one or two acres; and as the 
community is poor, this being a lumbering region, the Committee on 
Public Lands thought it would not be an ungraceful thing to provide 
that the small amount which would otherwise go into the Treasury of 
the United States should go to the school fund of the locality. 

Mr. DUNNELL. If this legislation should not be adopted, will not 
re land be open like other public lands to entry under the homestead 

9 


ws? 

Mr. PAYSON. It will be, as i have already stated, at the expira- 
tion of six months from the 30thof June. But thissettlement is upon 
one quarter-section of land; about forty families are living upon it, If 
the land be opened to settlement under the homestead law and occupied 
by a homesteader, one man will get the entire amountand nobody will 
be benefited, while these forty families will be robbed, so to speak, of 
the little homes they have established. 

Mr. DUNNELL. That argument would be good against the occu- 
pancy of any quarter-section in the country. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman might make that argument, but it 
would not be good. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Evidently some one man in the United States has 
the right to enter those 160 acres. 

Mr. PAYSON. That right will exist, in the absence of legislation of 
of this kind, at the expiration of six months from June 30. In order 
to prevent that and to save the land to the forty families now occupy- 
ing it, the Committee on Public Lands thought. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Thatis not the point. The bill proposes to dis- 
pose of the Jand for the benefit of this village. 

3 8 For the benefit of the forty families who live upon 

e land. 

Mr. DUNNELL. How do they get any benefit? 

Mr. PAYSON. They are to have the right to purchase the lan 
which they respectively occupy at an appraised value. à 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And thus they save their improvements. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes; they save their improvements. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would be glad if the gentleman from IIlinois 
95 Payson] would explain that portion of the bill which provides 

oe 1 Seong of the proceeds of this land. 

r. PAYSON. It is provided that the proceeds shall go to the school 
fund of the locality. = 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Why is that? 

Mr. PAYSON. I have just explained it in answer to a question ot 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEon]. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I did not hear the gentleman’s explanation. 

Mr, PAYSON. Under existing law, if the land should be taken up 
under the homsestead law, nobody would get any practical benefit—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iunderstand that; the land is to be sold to the 
people who now occupy it. 

Mr. PAYSON. They are to have the prior right to purchase at an 
spprabed value to be fixed under the direction of the Secretary of the 

terior. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Very well. Now, why should the proceeds of 
the sale go to the school fund of the town? 8 

Mr. PAYSON. I have already stated that in the judgment of the 
Committee on Publie Lands, as this land is practically valueless, being 
in a poor part of the country, the improvements which these people 
have made constituting the chief matter of value, we thought it would 
be a graceful thing to allow the school fund to have the benefit of the 

That is the only reason. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Whatobjection is there to reserving this tract for 
town sites, allowing it to be taken up under the town-site law? 

Mr. PAYSON. Nobody is asking to have that done. The town of 
Rhinelander has now all the territory it needs, and more. It happens 
unfortunately that these people are located upon a part of this quarter 
section; this bill will enable them to obtain a secure title. 

Mr. DUNNELL, I withdraw my objection. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pened; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
tal 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


NORTH STORMS, 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 6852) for the relief of North Storms, 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secre of War be, and is hereby, authorized and 
directed to so amend the records in his office as to revoke and annul the order 
Ant in Company ͥ ̃ Regione IIAJ Onvsiry, wud to BAAD 40 noid 
antin rleen! men noi 8 
North — red honorable discharge. 15 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Military Affairs was 
read, as follows: 

Add to the bill the Stoning : “Bearing the same date as the order of dismissal; 
Provided, That the said soldier shall not be entitled to any pay or allowance by 
virtus of this act.“ 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considerati 
of the bill. 4 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Military Affairs was 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill Was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 8 

The latter motion was agreed to. i 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BREWER. I desire to submit a conference 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, 
consent to present for consideration a Senate bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. Idemand the regular order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire tosubmit a privileged report from the 
Committee on Printing, if the gentleman from Michigan will yield for 
afew moments, I report back a joint resolution. 

Mr. BREWER. I will yield for that purpose. 


PRINTING EULOGIES ON THE LATE HON. ‘NEWTON W. NUTTING, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report submitted by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, from the Committee on Printing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 184) to print eulogieson Hon. Newton W. Nutting. 

The joint resolution is as follows: \ 

Resolved, etc., That there be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress 
upon the late Newton W. 3 a Representative in the Fifty-first Congress 
from the State of New York, 10,000 copies, of which 2,500 copies shall be for the 
use of the Senate and 7,500 for the use of the House of Representatives; and the 
Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, to have printed a por- 
trait of the said Newton W. Nutting, to accompany said eulogies, and for the 
purpose of engraving and printing said portrait the sum of $1,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby a out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. That of the quota tothe House of Rep- 
resentatives the Public ter shall set apart 50 copies, which he shall have 
bound in full morocco, with gilt edges, the same to be delivered when completed 
to the widow of the 9 —— 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 
Strike out “$1,000” in the twelfth line and insert $500,” 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that the reason 
why the committee offer the amendment is this: It will be noticed in 
some of these cases where eulogies are ordered printed the joint resolu- 
tion carries an appropriation of $500 and in others $1,000, In this case 
the joint resolution provides for only 10,000 copies, while in the cases 
where a thousand dollars is appropriated provision is made for printing 
25,000 copies; and therefore $500 is sufficient in this case. This sum, 
I will state, is not for printing the eulogies, but the portrait or steel en- 
graving accompanying the eulogies. 

I presume no further explanation is necessary, and I ask a vote on 
the amendment, 

The amendment was adopted. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and 

Mr. RICH N moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF FISH AND FISHERIES, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I have another resolution, to print the report 
of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries for the current year, and I 
hope the gentleman will also allow that to be acted upon. It will 
take but a few moments, and if it provokes any discussion I will with- 
draw it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the concurrent resolution 


providing for printing the report of the Commissioner of Fishand Fisheries for 
the year 1888, have considered the same and report back the following substi- 


tute: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the report 
of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries for the year 1888 be printed and that 
there be printed 11,000 extra copies, of which 3,000 shall be for the use of the Sen- 
ate, 6,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 for the use of the 
Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, the illustrations to be obtained by the Pub- 
lic Printer under the direction of the Joint Committee on Printing. 
on cost of printing and binding 11,000 extra copies ofthe report is 


ask unanimous 


in the several Executive De 
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The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the substitute re-| Mr. RICHARDSON. It gives them thirty days? X 
ported by the Committee on Printing. Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Itgives them thirty days, while 


The substitute was adopted. 
The resolution as amended was adopted. 5 
Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


_ Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, at the solicitation of a number of friends 
on both sides, I have been induced to encourage my good nature by 
withdrawing the demand for the regular order. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Then, I ask consent—— x 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have the foor on a privi- 
leged report. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman will yield to allow one or two 
recognitions, the Chair thinks it will perhaps facilitate matters. 

Mr. BREWER. If recognition can be had on each side for unanimous 
consent, I will not object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks recognitions can be had in that 


way. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not think the gentleman ought to charge 
what I have done to this side of the House. f 

Mr. BREWER. Not at all. 

The SPEAKER. It will not be so charged. The Chair hopes to be 
able to recognize gentlemen on both sides. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE IN CUSTOMS SERVICE. 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mious consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 276) provid- 
ing for leave of absence for officers and employés in the customs serv- 

ice of the Government who receive per diem compensation. 

Tue SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to the right of ob- 


jection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 

merica in Congress assembled, That all officers and employés of the customs 
service of the Government who receive a per diem compensation shall be enti- 
tied to receive the same leave of absence as is provided forclerks and employés 
nents at Washington, District of Columbia, by 

chapter 128, section 4 of the United States Statutes at Large, volume 22, pages 
563 and 564, approved March 3, A. D. 18-3. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall make all rules and regula- 
tions necessary to carry the provisions of this act into effect, 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 

the bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object, Mr. Speaker, to this 
bill. I understand this is to grant leave of absence to certain em- 
ployés of the Government. 

Mr. BURROWS, The employés in the customs service. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. It puts the employés of the 
customs service on precisely the same footing that the clerks in the 
post-office have been placed by a bill which passed the House within 
the last two weeks. They are nearly the only class of employés of the 
Government who are not now entitled to leave of absence. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The bill to which the gentle- 
man refers was passed by unanimous consent under circumstances which 

- afterwards induced certain gentlemen to vote to reconsider the vote by 
which it was passed. I yielded my consent to its passage on the state- 
ment then made; but if I had known that it was such a bill as it is I 
would not have granted unanimous consent. The statement of the 

. gentleman, therefore, that this is a like bill with the other is a strong 

argument against its The argument the gentleman himself 
submits is conclusive that it ought not to pass, at least in this way. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I have no knowledge of the de- 
tails of the bill to which the gentleman alludes; but it seems an act of 
manifest justice to these employés to place them on the same footing 
as all the other employés of like character in the Government. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Let me ask the gentleman if he is not mis- 
taken in his assertion that nearly all the other employés of the Govern- 
ment are on the same footing and if it is not true that the employés 
of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing do not get leaves of absence. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. But they do receive leave of 


absence, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think the gentleman is mistaken in that. 
Theemployés of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing do not receiveit, 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. They do, by virtue of the act 
approved the 3d of March 1887. 

Ir. RICHARDSON. There is a bill pending now to give them fif- 
teen days—— 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. The act to which I refer is quoted 
in the report accompanying this bill. They do receive leave of absence 
now by that act. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. How much time is given in the pending bill? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. It places the employés of the 
customs service on the same footing as the clerks in the various De- 


partments. 


the employés of the Bureau of Printing and Engraving receive only 
fifteen. The employés of the Government Printing Office first received 
fifteen days only and their time was extended to thirty days by the 
act of August 1, 1888. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is correct; and I t to the gentle- 
man that he ought to include the employés of the Barenn of Printing 
and Engraving in the thirty days as well as the others, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I would like to ask if it is not true that the 
employés of the Printing Office have had their pay reduced about 25 

r cent.? 

Mr. ATKINSON. of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. RICHARDSON] can answer that question, probably. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not hear the question. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I understand that in recent years the em- 
ployćs in the Printing Office have had their pay reduced 25 per 


cent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is not the Government Printing Office which 
is under consideration, but the Bureauof Printing and Engraving. It 
is a separate bureau from the Government Printing Office. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I referred to the Bureau of 
Printing and Engraving, in response to the request of the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman yield foran inquiry? 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order, The 
pte from Kentucky some time ago objected to the consideration 
of the bill. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair did not so understand it. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understood the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] to object to the consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky object? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I objected. 

Mr. BURROWS. I thought he objected something like ten or fif- 
teen minutes ago. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so understand it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] asked leave to make a statement pending 
the objection. 

Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, I regret that there is any opposition to 
the passage of this bill. I am sure there is not a gentleman on the 
floor who would object to it if he only knew the important and arduous 
labors performed by the customs inspectors at the port of New York. 
Late and early at their post of duty, visiting frequently fever-stricken 
vessels which arrive from foreign ports, and without a murmur, 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] only objects because it 
does not apply to the permanent employés of the navy-yard. 

I would be very glad to be permitted to move an amendment which 
would include the employés of the navy-yard, but, as I understand 
there is further objection to the present consideration of the bill, Iam 
regretfully compelled not to press the amendment at this time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will say, Mr. Speaker, on 
the request of the gentleman from New York [Mr. QUINN], I feel about 
this bill something as Tim Campbell felt when he said he did not want 
to allow the Constitution to stand between friends. [Laughter.] I 
do not think the bill ought to pass, but I will not allow a bill of this 
sort to stand between friends, and I will withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky withdraws his ob- 
jection. Is there further objection? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not object if this bill is made broad enough 
to cover a fair proportion of employés engaged in actual labor. If the 
gentleman will allow per diem employés in the navy-yard in Washing- 
ton City to be included, I shall not object. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The bill can hardly be perfected here. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This bill comes from the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Treasury De ent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That does not make any difference. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There is a bill of that kind pending before the 
other committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to obtain an answer, if possible, to the 
ening that I asked the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKIN- 
son]. 

Mr. McADOO. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. One at a time. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana object? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire—— 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Speaker indulged considerable discussion be- 
fore, and I ask indulgence. 

The SPEAKER, t does the gentleman from Indiana desire ? 
Mr. HOLMAN. It is to make this inquiry from the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON]. Will he not make this bill broad 
enough to cover a fair proportion of the navy-yard employés, 

The SPEAKER. A conditional objection is an objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
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if he will not broaden the scope of the bill so as to embrace the per 
diem employés of the navy- yard in Washington City. 

The SPEAKER. If no gentleman objects, the bill is before the 
House. 

Mr. MCADOO. There is no demand by the people in the navy-yard 
for that. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the right to object until I know whether 
the gentleman will allow that amendment to the bill. Ido not want 
the laboring men entirely excluded from the benefit of o gene 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. If I may be i to answer 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], whether in order or out 
of order, I desire to Say ` 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. 
he will not withdraw his objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Iowa with- 
draws his objection as I understand. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. No, I do not. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Iowa and the gentleman from 
Indiana object. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Ionly objected for the purpose of enlarging the pro- 
visions of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The record shows that the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN} objected because it was not broad enough. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H.R. rege for the erection of a bridge across the Missouri River between 
the city of St. Charles, Mo.,and the county of St. Louis, Missouri. 


I wish to ask the gentleman if 


Be it enacted, ete., That the St. Charles Ponton Bridge Company, a corporation 
duly SE DAON and existing under the laws of the State of Missouri, its suces- 
sors and assigns, be, and are hereby, authorized to construct and maintain a 
floating ponton bridge, and approaches thereto, across the Missouri River be- 
tween the city of St. Charles, in the State of Missouri, and St. Louis County, in 
the State of Missouri, at some point at least one-quarcer of a mile from any other 
bridge, to be selected consistent with the interests of river navigation. Said 
bridge shall be constructed to provide for the passage of railway trains, wagons 
and vehicles of all kinds, steam and street cars, animals, foot-passengers, and 
for all road travel, for such reasonable rates of tol!, and under such reasonable 
rules and regulations as may be NN by said corporation, its sucessors 
and assigns, and to be approved from time to time by the Secretary of War. 

Sec, 2. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations shall 
be a lawful structure and shall be recognized and known as a post-route, upon 
which also no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the same 
of the malls, the troops, and the munitions of war of the United States than the 
rate per mile paid for the transportation over the railroad or public highways 
leading to the said bridge, and it shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other 
post-roads in the United States; and equal privileges in the use of said bridge 
shall be granted to all tel ph companies; and the United States shall have 
the richt of way across said bridge and its approaches for postal-telegraph pur- 


poses, 

Sec. 3. That said bridge shall be constructed asa ponton draw-span bridge, 
and shall contain a ponton draw-span of not less than 400 feet in length, which 
draw-s: shall be maintained over the main channel of the river at an accessi- 
ble and navigable point, and the piers of said bridge shall be parallel with, and 
the bridge itself at right angles to, the current of the river: Provided, also, That 
said draw shall be opened pares by said company, upon reasonable signal, 
for the 8 of boats and rafts, and said company or corporation shall main- 
tain, at its own expense, from sunset until sunrise, such lights or other signals 
on said bridge as the Light-House Board shall 1 No bridge shall be 
erected or maintained under the authority of this act which shall at any time 
substantially or materially obstruct the free navigation of said river, and if any 
bridge erected under such authority shall, in the opinion of the Secretary of 
War, obstruct such navigation, he is hereby authorized to cause such change 
or alteration of said bridge to be made as will effectually obviate such obstruc- 
tion; andall such alterations shall be made and all such obstructions be removed 
at the expense of the owner or owners of said bridge; and in case of any litiga- 
tion arising from any obstructio=, or alleged obstruction. to the free navigation 
of said river, caused or alleged to be caused by said bridge, the case may be 
prowess in the district court of the United States of the State of Missouri in 
which any portion of said obstruction or bridge may be located: And provided 
Surther, That — 3 in this act shall be construed as to repeal or modify an 
of the provisions of law now existing in reference to tha protection of the nav 
gation of rivers or to exempt this bridge from the operation of the same: Pro- 
vided, That said company may construct a wagon and foot bridge alone, andin 
case of the construction of a wagon and foot bridge alone the draws shall be of 
the same length herein provided, and shall be of such construction as shall be 
approved by the Secretary of War, and shall be subject to all the provisions 
herein contained in respect to being promptly opened to admit of the unob- 
structed navigation of said river, and of keeping the same lighted as herein 

rovided in case of railroad and wagon bridge; and in such case the provisions 
Farets in relation to use for railroad purposes shali not apply. 

Sec, 4, That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall have 
and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railroad 
trains or cars over the same, and over the approaches thereto, upon payment 
of a reasonable compensation for such use; and in case the owner or owners of 
said bridge and the several railroad companies, or any one of them, desirin 
such use shall fail to agree upon the sum or sums to be paid and upon rules an 
conditions to which each shall conform in using said bridge, all matters at issue 
between them shall be decided by the Secretary of War upon a hearing of the 
allegations and proofs of 3 

Sec. 5. That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be 
built and located under and subject to such regulations for the security of navi- 
gation of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that 
object the said company or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War, 
for his examination and approval, a design and drawi of the bridge, and a 
map of the location, giving, for the space of one-half mile below the 
location, the topography of the banks of the river, the shore-lines at hig and 


low water, the direction and strength of the currents at all stages, and the sound- 
5 showing the bed of the stream, the location of any other bridge 
or bridges, and shall furnish such information as may be required for a full and 
satisfactory Dee the subject; and until the said plan and location 
of the bri y the Secretary of War the bridge shall not be built; 


shall decide that the public interest uires it, is also expressly reserved. 

Sec. 7. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the brid, 
herein authorized be not commenced wi one year and completed wi 
three years from the date thereof. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: = 


In section 1, line 6, after the word a,“ insert the words floating ponton.” 

In section 1, line 12, strike out the words “ railway trains.” 

Strike ont all of section 3 after the word “ same,” in line 31, 

Strike out all of section 4. 

Section 5 shall be numbered section 4, 

Section 6 shall be numbered section 5. 

Section 7 shall be numbered section 6, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. DOCKERY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 
Nr. CONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a correction of a reference 
of the bill (H. R. 9791) constituting eight hours a day’s work for all 
laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States or by contractors doing work or furnishing 
material for the Government, and providing penalties for the violation 


of the provisions thereof. This bill by mistake was referred to the Cal- 


endar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union: 
Itshould have been assigned to the House Calendar, and I ask that that 
correction be made. It has been stated by members of the Committee 
on Rules that we would be given a day for the consideration of bills 
reported from the Committee on Labor, and I desire that this correction 
be made so that the bill may appear on the proper Calendar when the 
consideration of these bills occurs, I will state that a bill somewhat 
similar in its terms already appears on the House Calendar, and I sub- 
mit that this should go there also. b 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine the matter. 

Mr. CONNELL. I understand the clerks say it should go on the 
Hoare Calendar; and I think under the rules it is very clear that it 
should. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, it will be placed on the 
House Calendar, The Chair has the impression that the bill would 
possibly be open to a point of order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I was about to ask ifit would be subject to a 
point of order. r 

The SPEAKER. It would go there subject to a point of order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I would state that in any extension of the law by 
a bill that would create an indirect charge on the Treasury by increas- 
ing 8 it has been ruled that it should go to the Union 
Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it may go to the House Cal - 
endar, subject to a point of order to be raised at that time. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BAKER. I ask unanimous consent that the remainder of the 
day be devoted to the consideration of bills reported from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. We have just passed one bill. p 

Mr. BREWER. I object to that. 

Several members objected. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made on all sides. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman from New York will modify 
his request, and let it be confined to bridge bills in which no appropri- 
ations are involved. 

Mr. BAKER. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I will object to it in its modified 
form. That committee has already had a day and passed a large num- 
ber of its bills, while other committees have had no time whatever. 
Besides, the modified form cuts out the Life-Saving Service bills. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. BAKER. By whom, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCH- 
ANAN]. < 

DISTRESS IN OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Territories to report the resolution which I send to the desk, and ask 
unanimous consent for its immediate consideration, 


~ 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Resotved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States af Amer- 
tea in Congress assembled, That the une: „or so much 
as may be ol the appropriation made by a joint resolution approved 
April 25, 1890, for the, relicf of destitute ns district overflowed by 
the Mississippi River and its tributaries, is y reappropriated and authorized 
to be nsed for the relief of such destitute persons in Oklahoma Territory as may 

nire „Said sum to be expended. under the direction of the Secretary 
ur. 7 

Mr. BELDEN. I object. . 

Mr. STRUBLE, I hope the gentleman will withdraw his objection. 
This matter has been made the subject of a message from the President 
of the United States to Congress, and is one of great necessity. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This resolution is introduced in pursuance of a 
message received from the President of the United States, and I hope 
the gentleman from New York will withdraw his objection. It isa 
matter of great need. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Then I desire to withdraw the resolution for the 
present. 

EAGLE PASS WATER SUPPLY COMPANY. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and which has been reported 
by the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6960) to authorize the —— Pass Water Supply Company and 
the Compañia Proveedora de Aguas de Ciudad Porfirio Diaz to connect their 
water-works communications across the Rio Grande River at Eagle Pass, Tex. 

The bill was read at length for information. 

Mr. BAKER. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Regular order. 


CUSTOM-HOUSE AND POST-OFFICE BUILDING AT CHICAGO, ILL. 


Mr. LAWLER, I ask that the bill (H. R. 214) to enlarge the pres- 
entcustom-houseand post-office building at Chicago, Ill., together witha 
report, a letter trom the Secretary of the Treasury, and a letter from the 

tmaster at with a statement of the condition of the present 
building, showing the need of repairs to be done, be printed in the 
Recorp so that members may see the of this matter. Iknow 
I might ask the House to give unanimous consent to take up the bill 
and consider it now, but I shall not do that, I only ask that the bill 
and the papers to which I have referred be printed in the RECORD for 
the information of members, so that at some future time they may be 
more charitable and permit the bill to be considered and passed. 

Mr. BREWER. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What is the object of having the bill and let- 
ters printed in the RECORD? 

a LAWLER. To give the facts as to the necessity for these re- 

59 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Are the facts contained in the report? 

Mr. LAWLER. No; they are in the letters, which have not yet 
been published. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. LAWLER. I hope there will be no objection. I desire to say 
that I have taken up but very little space in the RECORD this session. 
[Langhter, 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman can state any reason 
why this bill should be published in the RECORD, greater than there 
would be to do the same with all the bills introduced here, then I will 
yield. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

Mr. CARUTH. This is Chicago! [Laughter. ] 

Mr. LAWLER. I would state to the gentleman from’ Michigan 
that if he were to make a similar request 1 would be the last to object. 
LLaughter.] 

Mr. BREWER. I voted for Chicago; and will withdraw my objec- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? [Afterapause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill, report, and letters are as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 214) to enlarge the present custom-house and post-office building 
at Chicago, III. 


Be it onacted, étc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to cause such changes and improvements to be made in the United 
States custom-house, post-office, and jim pribi building at Chicago, III., and 
to erect such additions thereto as in his judgment may be necessary to provide 
sufficient accommodations for the post-oflice in that city; and for the purpose 
herein mentioned the sum of $500,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out.of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (II. R. 214) to enlarge the present custom-house and post-office building at 
Chi III., having the same under consideration, make the following 
favorable report thereon with an amendment: 

The present post-office building at Chicago contains the post-office, the cus- 
tom-house, the United States cirouit and district courts, the offices of the district 
attorney, the United marshal, the assistant treasurer of the United States, 
the collector of internal revenue, the pension agen. the superintendent of con- 
struction and oes (pole the post-office inspectors, the officers of the marine hospital, 
the railway mail service, and the office of the special agents of the Treasury, 
The Chicago post-office, not including the railway mail service, occupies first 

The present building waa begun adon after the great Chicago fire of 1671. Ib 

present was soon great 2 
| has been occupied nearly fourteen years, When it was planned the population 
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sod distributing point between the East, the South, the West, aud the N - 


w 5 

It appears from the last annual report of the Postmaster-General that for the 
fiscal year ending Jane 30, 1889; the receipts and expense#of the post-offices at 
New York, Chicago, Philadelphia, and Boston were as follows: 


ne Per cent. 
ross re- reve- | expense 
Post-offices. ceipts. nue. to gross 
reeeipts. 

New York.... 27 29 . 40, 170 $3, 302,078 38 

aes " 784,304 1,824, 867 B4 

Philadelphia 2,031,540 | 1,062, 101 43 
Boston . 50L 1.099, 174 41 


The accommodations afforded by the present building are 185 inadequate, 
Many of tho clerks have to work in unwholesome quarters in the basement. 
On the first floor many of the departments are crowded. Nearly the entire 
working force is cut off from the sun tby wide corridors which surround the 

working-room. The Postmaster-General appointed a commission to exam- 
ine into the postal needs of Chicago. The commission made a personal exam- 
ination of the premises and reported October 7, 1889, in favor of an enla ent 
of the first story of the building in the manner contemplated by the bill now 
under consideration. They were of the opinion that the most practical solu- 
tion of the question is to construct annexes to the present building, enlarging 
the main 8 on tue -east and west to the line of the pavement. 

The additional floorspace which would be gained by this plan is stated to be 
56,760 square fect, while the present floor-space is approximately stated at 
64,660 square feet, This plan would therefore give atotal of 12! 420 square feet, 
oran increase of 87.8 per cent. Theannexes can be made of iron without much 
cost. The roof should be connected with the present building at the line of the 
first stone cornice, and should be constructed of giassin order to supply ample 
light for the postal employés who are required to spend a large part of their 
time in the building. 

The committee recommend that the bill do pass with the following amend- 
ment: In line 9 strike out the word “light” and insert " fire.” 


OHIGAGO Post-Orrice, OFFICE oF THR POSTMASTER, 
Chicago, Iil., March 5,1890. 

DEAR Sm: I beg to call your attention to the necessity for additional work- 
— in the Chicago post-office to satisfactorily transact the business of the 
public here even at the present time, 

Your attention is called to the fact that in September, 1889, the honorable 
Postmaster-General W ee n commission to carefully investigate the neces- 
sities of this office, and they, in their official sore, concluded that the only so- 
lution was the construction of annexes from the building to the street-line, upon 
at least three sides of the building namelx, Dearborn, Adams, and Clark streets, 
Full upon the snbject have at different times been made to the Su 
vising iteot ofthe Treasury Department; and that of the Postmaste: m- 
eralisa matter of record in the Post-OMoe Department at Washington; but 
whether these reports are before — — r committees or not, I do not know. 
It is certain, however, that without additional room obtained by the construc- 
tion of these annexes, the difficulties of properly handling the mails at this point 
will be so multiplied during the next year or eighteen months as to cause the 
greatest confusion and public dissatisfaction. 

In considering the vast increase of population in this city, which does not fall 
shortof 40,000 inhabitants per annum, and the volume of mail matter to be 
handied and properly distributed, the additional space to be obtained by bnild- 
ing annexes to the street line isan absolute necessity, conceded by all who have 
investigated the . and. in view of the World's Fair coming to Chicago, 
it is doubly a necessity. s 

Your attention is niso called to the fact that hundreds of the employés are 
compelled to work night and day in the basement, by electric and gas light, and 
where there is no ventilation whatever, the air being so foul as to be unfit even 
for animals. The floor is 9fect below the street grade, is absolutely dark, with 
rotten floors and wet . the air and propagating all forms of 
disease, Common humanity should dictate that these employés have quarters 
where they can at least have light and breathe pure air. 

I do not pretend to suggest oven as to the advisability of constructing a new 
building, or the particutar method by which relief may be obtained, but the 
additional space surrounding the building, extending to the streetline, should 
be utilized as speedily as possible. 

Lask, therefore, that concerted action upon this matter be taken by our del- 
egation in Congress, to the end that provision may be made at once for this 
great necessity, which is immediate and absolute and which must bring the 
. if not provided against by the additional accommodations 

Respectfully, yours, ete., 


Hon, FRANK LAWLER, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 


CHICAGO POST-OFFICE, OFFICE OF THE POSTM: 
Chicago, III., April 9, 1890, 

My Dran Sm; Inclosed find copy of a letteraddressed to Supervising Archi- 
tect, describing the changes required to give us the additio: space so much 
needed. Please call at his office and see plans, and you will be better equipped 
for urging the passage of the 5 bill providing for these — 

If we are to make the World's Fair a success these changes must be made, and 
the work must be commenced at the earliest possible moment. 


Pigs Meare JAMES A. SEXTON. 


JAMES A. SEXTON, Postmaster, 


Hon. NK LAWLER, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 
CHICAGO Post-Orricr, Orrick or THE POSTMASTER, 
Chicago, Ill., April 5, 1890, 
Sm: U the ion of Mr. Adolph Cluss {publio-buildi: of 
eds Department, T vo caused to bep: — F de 
treasury ding here for the of the therein. 
y assistant and the heads of divisions I went over 
ground with Mr. Cluss and M, „and the 
Pro 
In to what is shown upon the plans I present the following, approved 


th 2 —— lie buildings, namely: The present which extends 
— 9 ——— extended 
deer ee e r and outer aky-lights, to — a 


bag storage, 
The filing-cases of the mone renter and ay nag 8 divisions should extend to the 
ceiling. and re poe 8 along front at convenient heights, to 
roe ae = accessible, 

envelopes should be provided for immediately under the 
3 MASI partment, with an elevator connecting it with the whole- 


sale envelope salesroom, 
Aias are — be vided — a modern wrens Se in 
large buildings, such as s ing-tubes ectric bells, conn post- 
rere d assistant postmaster's room with those of ok the Varina heeda 
of divisions, 


master’s room an 

These plans have been carefully considered with reference to making ayail- 
able ail the possible space that can be utilized for the office. In view of the nat- 
ural and constant increase of business here, and the further fact that the World’s 
Fair will occasion a hitherto unprecedented increase in the business Ly ie = 
deed, is already noticeable), any abridgmentof these plans which would 
us of any of the additional space would tend that mach to defeat the o 
soug 

On account of the afar sanitary condition of the basement of the build- 
ing, where hundreds of employés are compelled to spend so many hours of the 
day and night, and of the cramped and insufticientaccommodations in other por- 
tions of the building devoted to the post-office, I desire to urge upon you the 
immediate consideration of these pro alterations, The plans referred to 
are now in the hands of Superintendent Bell, and no doubt be —— e 
you immediately. I earnestly hope you will give this matter your immediate 
and 8 consideration, and that Congress will make the necessary ap- 


— the work be immediately menced and pushed with all ible 
dispatch, es additional space w: not be available as soon as it will be act- 
N respectfully, etc. 
e ete. 
N viana, JAMES A. SEXTON, Postmaster. 
Hon. James H. Wixprm, 


Supervising Architect, Washington, D. C. 


[Post-office, Chicago, III. James A.Sexton, John nh pany egos 
sistant postmaster. Postal and aris ry ping serena 3 Arden 
ofice, Chicago, III., during fiscal year ending June 80, 1890. Executive di 


dN e e e eee e 


= 


First Spratt 3 1 075. 66 
Second quarter 813, 707. 22 
Third quarter..... 788. 154.00 
Fourth quarter 796,754, 60 


Total receipts 3, 117, 691. 48 2, 784, 304, 65 


J repair shop. 8 and 
Carriers’ salaries and free-delivery expenses 


Increase in receipts, $342,536.03, or 12.30 per cent. 


Total receipts for fiscal vear ending June 30, 1890 . . .... $3, 126, 840. 68 
Total expenses for year ending June 39, 1390 . . . . . . . 1, 131, 474. 20 
Net income . —— ————ꝛ— ͤ — — 1. 995, 366.44 


Increase in net income, $175,480.57, or 9.84 per cent. 
Ratio of expenses to receipts, 36.18 per cent. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BREWER. It has been stated here, Mr. Speaker, that there 
would be objection made to every bill that was presented, and there- 
fore I shall call for the regular order. If there is no objection to pro- 
ceeding under unanimous consent, I will withhold that call. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will try the experiment pt lec a the 
bill presented by the gentleman from Maryland. [ ter.] 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, a bill (H. R. 3039) for the pro- 
tection of the lives of miners in the Territories. 

Mr. BELDEN. I object. 

TheSPEAKER, The gentleman from New York objects. 

FORTIFICATIONS BILL. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of presenting a 
conference report on the fortifications bill. unanimous consent 
that the reading of the report be dispensed with and that the statement 
be read, 

There was no objection. 

The report of the committee ot onien is as follows: 


The committee of conference on disagrecine votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to 2 bill 8 


for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service for the fiscal year ending 
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June 20, 1391, and for other having met, after full and free confer- ` 
agreed to 9 ae — to their respective Houses 


ence have 
as follows: 

That the Senate —.— . — — —— numbered 23. 

That the House reced disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
a numbered 13840759, 11.1 14. 18 18 11413 20, 21, and 22 and agree to 

e same, 

Amendment pil SA 6: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out line 2, page 3 of the bill, and insert in lieu 
ae the following: “Sums appropriated therefor; ” and the Senate agree 

e same. 

Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its disagreement to 

the amendment ot the Senate numbered 10, and agree to-the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

“That contracts shall be invited by the Secretary of War, by opak notice 
and publication, for the manufacture (finishing and assemblin — — Finch, 10- 
inch, and 12-inch steel seacoast ase from forgings procured under fortification 

act of September 22, 1888, and if private parties shall offer to —— 1 
pers deliver any of such guns in proper condition for use as comp! stet bre 
a price fair to the Government, the necessary contracts shall be —.— into by 
the that purpose; and to carry into effect this provision the sum 
of $200,000 is hereby appropriated : Provided, That the pert sd and assemblin. 
of not over 50 per cent. of each caliber of such forgings shall be thus con 
for: Provided her, Thatall contracts made hereunder 6 
fully protect Government against all loss or damage which may result from 
imperfect work, the fault of the contractor, and the work done Berennderakall 
8828 inspection at every stage. 

d the Senate agree to the same. 

Pesia e numbered 13: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 13, and ee to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
820.000; “ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 24: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 24, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

“To enable the necessary experiments to be made to test the value 8 
including the purchase of material and construction where necessary of pn: 
matic gun-carriages, segmen: 5 Eons and high = losives, 000, or 80 — 
8 n the Secretary of War, through the medium of 
the Board of Ordnance an — under the appropriation made by sec- 
tion 6 of the fortification act approved Septem 22, 1888, shall have authority, 
J. ironta t cat paana iea il-operated infantry small- 
arm of.30 caliber, with proper character and amount of ammunition, such am- 
munition to consist of the compound sd twit Dinini eae to test 
and purchase one light rapid-fire, rabteided feins 6-pounder ing field 
gun mounted upon a disappearing shielded fleld-gun carriage, with proper 
amount of ammunition therefor, consisting of said accelerating cartridge, and 
also te test one retiring scacoast-deſense carriage. And the ae pen of 
‘An act making appropriations for the support of the Army for fiscal year 
ending June 30, „ and for other — raved approved 2 2. 1889, is here- 
by so amended as to authorize the f the Secretary of War deems it ex 
dient, ofa 6-inch breech-loading rifled ¢ cannon of new pattern in the test of 
counterpoise battery therein provided for, and the appropriation is hereby con- 

tinued for the purposes of such test for the fiscal year 1891.” 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 25: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 25, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: Strike out in line 37 of said amendment the words “the 
type,” and strike ont lines 41 to 52, both inclusive, of said amendment andin- 
sert in lieu thereof the shoes: 

That under the provisions of this section there shall not be expended or con- 
tract or contracts entered into involving the Government in an te ex- 
pay OEE, nor an expenditure on the part of the Government 

any one fiscal year in excess of $1,000,000. ane ailgunsand materials purchased 
under the authority of this section shall be of American 3 and fur- 
nished by citizens of the United States: Provided further, That contracts may 
be made for not exceeding one-fourth of the guns herein provided for, to be con- 
structed on the Pacific coast, in the discretion of the Secretary of War: Provided 
further, That all expenditures made under this section shall be paid from the 
amount made available and provided for in section 6 of the ‘Act making appro- 
priations for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, 
for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service,and for other pur- 
pesis approved September 22,1888. And the Secretary of War shall embrace 
n his estimates of appropriations for fortifications from time to time the amounts 
necessary to carry out all contracts made hereunder: Provided further, That full 
and accurate accounts shall be kept, showing the cost of all type and experi- 
mental manufacture of and other articles, and the average cost of the sey- 
eral classes of guns and the other articles manufactured by the Government, a 
statement of which account shall be laid before Congress annually in the same 
manner as is now required from national armories under section 1665 of the Re- 
vised Statutes,” 
And the Senate agree to the same. 


O recommen: 


M. S. BREWE. 
WM. COGSW. v 
Managers on the part of the House, 


Managers on the part of the Senate, 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disa; 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 839 
making appropriations for fortificationsand other works of defense submit the 
following written statement in explanation of the action agreed upon by the 
conference committee on said amendments, namel k: 

On amendment numbered 1: Makes the appropr tions Sonans in the act 


m 
8 eee ee i 1 procured under fortification appro- 
appropriates $200,000 for that object, 
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AVGUST 13, 


On amendments numbered Il and aA tke B $400,000, as by 
the Senate, instead of $250,000, as pro by the House, for br Joading 
rifled seacoast mortars, with authority to the * of War to contract for 
one-fourth of such mortars to be constructed on the Pacific coast. . 

On amendment numbered 13: 9 $320,000 for boring and turning 
lathes, rifling-machine, and 80-ton traveling crane fully equipped for the manu- 
facture of 12-inch guns at the Watervliet arsenal, New York. 

On amendments numbered 14 and 15: Strikes out pro yh sees by 
the House of $248,743 for the erection of the south wing to the Armory gun- 
factory and $780,000 for machinery, tools, and fixtures for said south wing. 

On amendments numbered 16, 17, 18, 19, and 20: Requires that the board of 
army otticers provided for by the House to inquire into the advisability of erect- 
ing gun-factories at certain points shall consist of one officer of engineers, one 
of artillery, and one of ordnance, not below the rank of lieutenant-colonel, 
pve By ae said board shall include in their inquiries some point on or near the 

ulf const. 

seh ence a caine numbered 21 and 22: Makes verbal corrections in the text of 
the 1 

On amendment numbered 23: Strikes out appropriation of $23,000 proposed by 
the 8 nate for the construction of a 12-inch cast-iron breech-loading mortar of 
about 40,000 pounds weight. e 

On amendment numbered 24: Appropriates $50,000, as proposed by the Senate, 
to make necessary experiments of pneumatic gun-ca) „segmental guns, 
and high explosives; also authorizes the Secretary of War, under the appropria- 
tion made by section 6 of the fortification act approved September 22, 1888. to 

rohnse a recoil-operated infantry small arm of ,30caliber, and one light rapid- 
re, rapid-twist 6-pounder breech-loading field-gun mounted upon a disappear- 
ing shielded field-gun carriage; and also amendsthe last pa hof the Army 
n int ion act for 1890 so as to authorize the use of a f- inch breech-loading 
rifled cannon in the test of the counterpoise battery therein provided for, 

On amendment numbered 25: Authorizes the Secretary of Wur to purchase 
from private ies, through the Board of Ordnance and Fortification, twenty- 
five Sinch, fifty 10-inch, and twenty-five 12-inch breech-loading single-charge 
steel guna under conditions and tests fully set forth in section 2 of the bill, as 
proposed hy the Senate in said amendment, except that the whole amount that 
may be expended, or for which contracts may be entered into, undersaid sec- 
tion, is made $3,775,000 instead of $3,375,000, as proj by the Senate, said 
amount to be paid from the amount made available and provided for under sec- 
tion 6 of the fortification act approved September 22, 1888; and the Secretary of 
War is required to submit estimates from time to time for the amounts neces- 
sary to carry out the provisions of the section, Provision is also made that 
accurate accounts shall be kept of the cost of all type and experimental manu- 
facture of gunsand other articles, and the average cost of the several classes of 
guns and the other articles manufactured by the Government, and that a state- 

ment ofsuch accounts shall be annually laid before Congress. 

The bill as it passed the House appropriated $4,521,678; as it passed the Sen- 

ate it fa aoa $7,595,935; as agreed upon by the conference committee it 


appropriates $4,232,935, 
M, 8. BREWE 


WM. COGSWELL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the conference 


rt. 

Ar. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, I shall occupy the time of the House 
but a moment, to make a statement. It is found in the statement of 
the House conferees which has just been read, but as that was not 
listened to very attentively I will repeat it now. The Department 
estimated for this appropriation bill $8,488,998. The bill as it passed 
the House carried $4,521,678. The bill as it passed the Senate carried 
$7,595,935. The conference report as agreed upon carries $4,232,935, 
which is $288.743 less than the amount contained in the bill when it 
passed the House. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], my colleague on the com- 
mittee, desires to present some views on this subject, and I now yield 
to him such time as he may desire. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I have declined to sign this confer- 
ence report for reasons which I will state. First, the law of 1888 has 
been so amended by the provisions of this bill that instead of getting 
the best type of gras my opinion is that under the law, as it will oper- 
ate should the conference report be adopted, second and third rate 
guns may be obtained instead of those of the best type, as would be re- 
quired under the act of 1888. Guns which rank as first and second 
class may be very good and entirely suitable for service, and still they 
may not be of the best type. That is one reason why I have not signed 
the report. 

Another reason is this: I believe that the Government should have 
one complete and well equipped arsenal; but if gentlemen have paid 
attention to the reading of the statement they will have observed that 
provision is made for the appointment of a commission to report upon 
the propriety of establishing arsenals at Indianapolis, Ind.; at Rock 
Island, Ill.; at some point upon the Pacific coast, and also upon the 
Gulf coast. Now, if that policy shall obtain, instead of having one 
first-class arsenal or factory, we shall probably haye six or eight third 
or fourth class arsenals scattered throughout the country, and the War 
Department in that respect will be in the same condition as the Navy 
Department now is in respect to its navy-yards. 

Believing that the two propositions which I have indicated in the re- 
port are vital in their character, involving a great variance with what 
I believe to be the correct policy, I declined to sign the report, preter- 
ting to leave the responsib:lity for this change of policy upon our Re- 
publican friends of the Senate and House, I am entirely willing that 
private enterprise should share with the Government works in the man- 
ufacture of heavy ordnance, but I am not willing thatany gun should 
be obtained unless it be of the very best type. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the suggestions of my 
friend and colleague on the conference commi I desire tostate that 
by the proposition contained in the bill as upon in conference 


allthe guns that will be produced, should any be produced by private 
ies, will be subject to inspection by the Board of Ordnance and 
ger ‘tions, and will be required to be accepted by that board aftera 


Mr. SAYERS. Why did the conferees relax the provision of the 
law which required manufacturers to furnish the best type of guns? 
Under the operation of this pro law they can furnish second or 
third class guns and the Department will be required to accept them. 

Mr. BREWER. I do not understand that there is any provision in 
this section which would warrant any such action on the part of the 
Government. 

Mr. SAYERS, Well, why did you strike out the requirement that 
the guns should be of the best type? 

Mr. BREWER. Why that was stricken out I can not tell. This 
amendment came from the Senate. We did not strike out that pro- 
vision. . 

Mr. SAYERS. But my friend as a conferee passed upon it and agreed 
toit. Now, I submit that he ought to be able to inform the House 
why the policy is to be changed, so that instead of securing the best 
type of guns we shall, as I believe, get second and third rate guns. 

Mr. BREWER. I take it for granted that members of the Board of 
Ordnance and Fortifications, selected for their knowledge of ordnance, 
will be competent to determine what is the best type of gun, and they 
will be under no obligation to accept any other. 

Mr. SAYERS. But the act of 1888 required that they should accept 
only the best type of guns, and you propose to strike that out. 
> 5 HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is what this bill really means, 

take it. 

Mr, BREWER, The provision of the section in the act of 1888 to 
which the gentleman refers, is enlarged because it has been found that 
under that law no propositions have been made by private parties for 
the construction of guns. The change was made by the Senate after 
deliberate and mature consideration upon the theory that private par- 
ties should be encouraged in the production of guns, 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me interrupt my friend. I do not think he is 
making a fall and fair statement. He is seeking to dodge the effect of 
the proposition involved in the report of the conference committee. 
Now, I wish to submit to him that the report makes no decrease of 
the amount which may be expended for the purchase of guns from 
private manufacturers; that amount still stands at $6,000,000 -—— 

Mr. BREWER. This does not carry that. 

Mr. SAYERS. Waita moment. You seek to amend the sixth sec- 
tion of the act of 1888 in this way: You do not require the manufact- 
urer to present the best type of gun; you permit him to present and 
permit the Government to accept a gun which will be suitable, not a 
gun to compete with the best type of guns made anywhere else; and 
you allow $3,775,000, I believe, as the outside limit within which such 
guns can be contracted for. But you still permit the $6,000,000 clause 
to remain; that is to say, you allow the difference between $6,000,000 
and $3,775,000 to be used for the purchase of the best type of guns. 
Further, my friend will allow me to say, under the clause which is the 
tenth amendment put on by the Senate you take away from the Gov- 
ernment arsenal at Watervliet, if the Secretary of War should so de- 
termine, at least 50 per cent. of the steel forgings which Congress au- 
thorized to be purchased for use at that arsenal in assembling and com- 
pleting guns. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, I can only repeat what I said in re- 
ply to the gentleman’s first interrogatory, that this section has been 
carefully prepared, and I think fully protects the interests of the Gov- 
ernment. I will say to the House that such was the opinion of five out 
of the six gentlemen who met together for the purpose of conferring. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman has heard of eleven jurors being 
wrong and the twelfth juror right, has he not? 

Mr. BREWER. Certainly; but the judgment as to whether the 
eleven are wrong and the one right rests generally with the lawyer who 
happens to be on the losing side, and this is the position of my friend 
at the present time. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam on the losing side this time, I confess, 

Mr. BREWER. It seems to me ly worth while to occupy the 
time of the House in discussing a question which my friend and I have 
so often discussed. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BREWER. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. TRACEY. I do not know that I wish to occupy much time; but 
I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill a question. 
When this bill passed the House it carried an appropriation of $1,020,- 
000 for the completion of the gun factory at the Watervliet arsenal; 
that is, for building a south wing and its machinery. The Senate 
struck outa large portion of that amount and appropriated only $285,- 
000 for the large machinery to be used at that arsenal. In the confer- 
ence the amount has been increased to $320,000. Now, the inquiry I 
wish to make of the gentleman in charge of the bill is this: What was 
the understanding of the conferees in regard to this machinery? Is it 
their expectation that it shall be used at the Watervliet arsenal in the 
south wing, to be appropriated for hereafter ? 


ere bran Will the gentleman be kind enough to repeat his 
uestion ? 

sr Mr. TRACEY. My inquiry was as to the understanding of the con- 
ferees on the part of the House. Wasit in contemplation by them 
that this machinery for which $320,000 is appropriated would be placed 
in the south wing? 

Mr. SAYEKS. There is no south wing. 

Mr. BREWER. In reply to the question of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Tracey], I will state that the very section referred 
to by the gentleman makes that provision for the Watervliet arsenal; 
and as there is no other place to pps that machinery, we expect it to go 
in the south wing when a place has been prepared for it. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BREWER] 
will allow me to answer the gentleman from New York I will do so by 
saying that it is altogether conjectural whether the south wing will 
ever be completed or not. My judgment is that it will not be. 

Mr. BREWER. That is a very cruel suggestion to be addressed by 
the gentleman from Texas to the gentleman from New York, who is 
so deeply interested in this matter. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to be honest and to tell the gentleman the 
truth. 

Mr. BREWER. Iwill ask thegentleman from New York whether he 
desires to have this conference report adopted. 

Mr. TRACEY. Thatmay dependsomewhat upon the replies I receive 
from the gentleman to my inquiries., Another question I would like to 
ask is this: Some gentlemen at the other end of the Capitol asserted, in 
conversation with me, that the War Department was incorrect in its 
estimates and that a very much larger amount of money had been 
called for than the original estimates proposed. I made some inquiry 
at the Ordnance Bureau of the War Department and was informed 
that a communication had been addressed by the acting Chief of Ord- 
nance to the gentleman in charge of the hill. If he has no objection 
I would like to have that communication read, so that it may appear 
in the RECORD, 

Mr. BREWER. I have no objection to the communication being 
printed in the RECORD, but it seems to me it would be useless to take 
time in reading it. 

The letter is as follows: 

ORDNANCE OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., July 31, 1890. 

Sik: I have the honor to submit for your information the following statement 
relative to the estimates and expenditures for the north wing and center section 
of the army gun factory up to date, 

Under date of August 31, 1888, this office addressed a communication to the 
Secretary of War, inclosing printed comments on the fortifications bill then 
8 in the Senate, and which was forwarded by him to the of the 


mmittee on Appropriations of both Housesof Congress. (Copy of comments 
herewith) In the comments on section 4 of the bill it was stated that careful 


estimates show that it will require $250,000 to erect the n shops and 
permanent fixtures for the construction of guns, inclusive of guns of 12 inches 
caliber, and $550,000 for the necessary machinery in order to ricate the fol- 
lowing quantities of guns per annum, namely: 


Ten Sinch guns, six 10-inch guns, and four 12-inch guns; ora total sum of 
$800,000 is required to manufacture an annual output of twenty 2 
The above estimate was submitted after the plan for the gun- ry building 
and the lists of machinery for its equipment bad been matured. The estimates 
contained in the gun foundry board report, on which the original estimates 
of the ment had been mainly — 5 had to be laid aside as unreliabie. 
The following statements give a comparison between the estimated and the 
actual cost of the north wing and center section of the gun factory foran output 
of twenty guns per annum : 
Estimate, August 31, 1888: 
Shop-building. 
Machinery. sse.. 


Actual cost: 
Fl S A ETE . ATES 
Machinery and power. 


Total cout of CAN Tahoe y oi. 5 ssas cas —T—?] n p 820, 458 
Difference betweon estimated and actual cost $20,458, a deficiency on the orig- 
inal estimate of about 2} per cent., which, for the installation of a very large 
and an entirely new establishment, is a remarkably close agreement, 
The money thus far appropriated for the army gun factory is as follows: 
Fortifications act of September 22, 1888. . .. . 
Sundry civil act of October 2, 1838... 


MERI a NA ES O E EA A EEN ER S IITA AES 
From thisamount is to be deducted for two sets of officers’ 


included in estimate for gun factory. . . . —9— — $20, 000 
Leaving available for the gun ſuctory. . . .es, 718, 458 
Or the sum appropriated was less by $84,542 than the esti 

As ts the machinery in the old gun-shop referred to in comments on 


type guna, there vee now under manufacture in that shop one 12-inch steel- 
b N 
u ere. 
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bill, now pending in conference, for completing the north wing and center ser- 
the gun factory is made > 


tion up of two items, as follows 
To complete equipment on plant for 20-gun output 3 , $105, 000. 00 
To complete equipment on plant for 2 gun output. 60. 000.00 
bt ee ee ä —— — creeps eseese —— 165, 000, 00 
Respectfully 5 


CHAS. S. SMITH, 
Captain Ordnance Department United Slates Army, 


Acting Chief of Ordnance, 
Hon. MARK S. BREWER, 
Chairman Subcommittee on Appropriation Bill, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr, TRACEY. Then, Mr. Speaker, the only other request Ihave to 
make is for unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, leave will 
be granted. 
Mr. TRACEY. Although I agree toa very great extent with the 


gentleman from Texas, who has, I think, perhaps been right in declin- 
ing to sign the report, still my fear is that, if this conference report be 
not adopted, the result might be the failure of the bill at this session; 
and rather than run a risk of that kind, I have determined to vote in 
favor of adopting the rat 

Mr. Speaker, my decided opinion is that undoubtedly the fortifica- 
tion bill as it passed this body was framed to accomplish in the best 
and speediest manner possible the task of placing in the hands of the 
Government the largest number obtainable of guns of 8-inch, 10-inch, 
and 12-inch caliber. 

To judge from the action of the Senate, however, we may conclude 
that there are to be found advocates of a policy which places as of the 
first importance an effort to build up establishments where private in- 
dividuals or corporations may produce finished guns to be purchased 
by the Government. 

We realize how great the desire is to accomplish this purpose in ob- 
serving that, although the bill of 1888 set aside the sum of $6,000,000 
to be used in encouraging this private enterprise scheme and not one 
establishment availed itself of the inducements, we find that again this 
year the other branch of Congress insists upon further attempts in that 
direction, while at the same time agreeing, practically, to couple with 
them the policy of the House to enlarge and complete the gun factory 
at the Watervliet arsenal. . 

This, Mr. Speaker, was, as I understand it, the view of the majority 
of the House conferees when agreeing to the report, and they yielded 
only that the appropriation might be kept at the lowest figure consist- 
ent with the plan to build up in the south wing of the gun factory, as 
soon as possible, twenty 12-inch guns per annum, it having been as- 
sumed that $320,000 for large machinery now and abont $720,000 to 
be given at the next session would insure the desired results without 
serious delay. 

I deem it necessary at this point to read from the RECORD, on page 
9048. In a statement made by one of the Senate conferees respecting 
the report presented to that body, the gentleman said: 

But, Mr. President, in the bill, and I confess we could not avoid agreeing to 
it unless we were will to go without any bill, was the still further provision 
which was intended by its promoters and by the officers of the Ordnance De- 
partment to still further increase the expenditure forthe machinery and frames 
and what not at the Government foundry at Watervliet. The Senate inserted 
amendment No. 13, on page 8 of the original bill, in these words: 

For boring and turning lathes, rifling machine, and 80-ton traveling crane, 
2 A uipi for the manufacture of 12-inch guns, at Watervliet arsenal, New 

ork, $285,000" — - 
as a substitute for two provisions in the bill as it came “rom the House, for the 
construction of the south wing and for machinery and tools. The Senate con- 
ferees determined that they would not, in view of the vote of the Senate and 
the past history of this matter, agree at any time to make provision for the con- 
struction of a new building, but as the Senate had voted $285,000 for the ma- 
chinery, which will take three or four years to construct, and which machinery 
may be applied or used at any other point in the United States as well as at 
Watervliet, we agreed to the suggestion on the part of the managers of the 
House to increase the sum from $235,000 to „000. 

It a that the War Department made a mistake in the estimate. They 
have made mistakes in the estimates for the construction of this building from 
the nning until now, and have constantly underestimated. We have been 
com ed to appropriate nearly double the amount of the original estimate of 


the War Department, and I say to the Senate now that in my ent, not- 
withstanding this large appropriation here made, it will not n to cover 
more than two-thirds of the cost of the construction of this building, I regret 


that we could not have secured the appropriation of $3,700,000 necessary to cover 
the amount that 3 to authorize contracts with private parties for, 
As I said before, it will probably render that section of the bill a nullity, but 
the disposition is so strong for various reasons to keep down the amount of ap- 


ropriations in this bill that we could not resist it. I think upon the whole, 


owever, that the bill in the shape in which it comes from the conference com- 
mittee is an Ne a very great improvement, over the bill as it origi- 
nally reached this body. 


It will be observed an insinuation is made that this large machin- 
ery may be diverted to another point. This, of course, can not be done 
without a change of law, and I think it was clearly understood at the 
other end of the Capitol that adoption of the amendment meant the 
final completion of the south wing, for on page 5986 of the RECORD 
the gentleman above quoted is reported as stating: 


I only repeat that in voting upon this amendment, as the Senator declines to 
let us have a direct vote upon the proposition as it comes to us in the bill, I 


shall vote against the amendment, believing, as I do, that it means an appro- 
F new machinery at Watervliet that will cost a mill- 
dollars, Therefore, I shall vote against the amendment, 
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And thereupon a vote wastaken, and the RECORD, page 5991,showsthe 
amendment was carried by a voteof 27 yeas to 18 nays. The rules of the 
House forbid further remarks I would be tempted to make in this re- 
gard, as I amin duty bound to confine my allusions tothe conference 
report when referring to the other branch of Co 

will now present to the House a statement made before the sub- 
committee and printed in the Senate report on this bill: 
STATEMENT OF HON, REDFIELD PROCTOR. 
Senator Dawes. Mr. Secretary, do you desire to make any ons to the 
committee in reference to the fortification appropriation bill? We would be 
very glad to hearaty suggestions that you desire to make. 
Bec: Fnocrok. I have no ial suggestions to make. I was before the 
House committee and approved the bill as they reported it. 
Dawes. You do not desire to suggest any alterations in the bill as it 
came from the House? 
ry. Procron, No, I do not. Ithink itis, on the whole, a very jadi- 
us 
Senator Dawes. Have you any suggestions to make to the committee about 
that important provision in the bill for erecting the south wing of the Water- 
vliet arsenal! 


Procror. No, only that I have visited the arsenal, and it seems to 
i mea matter of real economy and business administration to carry out the 
plan and complete the building and get to work to the best advantage. 
Senator Dawes. And to do it at this time? 
Proctor, It seems to me that this is no exception to other large 
business enterprises; that it is better to complete them as vigorously and as 
ble, Delays usually add to the cost in 


tpar as large works. 
nator AWES. What addition to the cost would there be if this were đe- 
ayear 


tary PROCTOR., I could not name any special additional cost, but more 
favorable terms could probably be procured on a large order for machinery at 
this time, ahd there would not be the corresponding increase of expense, of 
course, in running a full plant. 

Senator Dawes. The present wing, when completed, would be sufficient for 
finishing up any guns of any size between 12-inchand Sinch? It would be only 
the 16-inch gun that it would be necessary for, would it? 

Secretary PROCTOR. It is contemplated to make at first only one 16-inch gun 
fora type gun. It is the plan, I believe, to finish) hat in the old building, as 
thore is no provision for assembling 16-inch 42 in the ee south 
wing. The manufacture of 16-inch is regarded asa matter for further con- 
sideration and experiment. This additional wing provides tor a large propor- 
tion of 12-inch guna. It will be used for that purpose mainly. 

Senator Dawes. In increasing the production of those guns? 

Procror. Yes. 

Senator Dawes. Not as a necessity for the 16-inch gun at the present time? 

Secretary Procror. No. 

Senator Dawes. Suppose we should SETORES megh to put up the build- 
ing without the addition for the machinery this year. But perhaps with these 
details the members of the board themselyes would be more familiar, 

Secretary Procror. Possibly they are. The machinery will be the slower 
part of itnecessarily, so it would seem to be as important to start that as early 
as any other work, 

Senator Dawes. I do not desire to examine you on the points which of neces- 
sity the board would be more familiar with than yourself, but we wish to get 
such observations as you desire to make. 

Secretary Procror, I had no desire to state anything except to urge the gen- 
eral policy of completing the arsenal, both wings, according to the plan and 
having it at work to the best possible advantage. This seems to me really a 
matter of public interest and of economy. 

of War 


Later on, after the bill had passed the Senate, the Secreta 
appeared before the subcommittee of the House, and in the House re- 
port testimony is given as follows: 


The Cnammax. The next amendment is No. 13. This is to provide for the 
contract for the heavy machinery necessary to be put in the south wing of the 
Watervliet arsenal, in case it should be completed. Am I correct about that? 

Secretary Procror. Yes, sir. The original proposition was for constructing 
and filling it with machinery. 

The Cuaramay. This is simply for contract for the heavy machinery, which 
takes a long time to build? 

Secretary Procron. Yes, sir; it is for the pure machinery. 
pay J CHamaay, You estimate that this should be increased from $285,000 to 


Secretary Procron. That was because the Ordnance 8 made an 
error in their computation as to the expense of some of the heavy machines. 

Captain Surra. The machine in question was a crane. 

The Cnainuax. The necessary amount for this would be $320,000, 

5 Procror. Taking the heavy machinery, it would be $320,000. At 
this point I will insert my letter to your committee bearing on the subject: 


War DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 6, 1890. 
Sm: Referring to the Sonate amendment to House bill No. 8391, og oreo 
$285,000 for large boring and turning lathes, rifling and 80-ton trave 
ing crane, I have the honor to recommend that the amount be increased to 
which will procure ten boring and turning lathes, one rifling machine, 
ö Sian the doe ring into the t, $285,000, previous), 

n ng the ente nto the amoun ly commu- 
nicated to the committee, an error was committed in not transferring the full 
price of the traveling crane. „ 

Very respectfully, 
REDFIELD — 
of War. 


The CHAIRNAN SuncOMMITTEE OX FORTIFICATIONS BILL, 
Committes on Appropriations, House of Representatives. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I think the provision here is for pre ing the machinery 
soge into the building, and that this will take some — e time. 
r. SAYERS. Suppose we build this additional south wing, would you need 


to use it? 

Secretary Procror. Without it there would be no place to put the machinery. 

The Cuarmmay. This makes a necessity for building this additional wing? 

Secretary Procron. Yes, sir. 

The Cuaremas. It is a necessity; and without this additional 8 

riation and these implements, for which this appropriation is paste: 

3 there be no place at the W. 

` R. At present seems to be no at atervliet 
arsenal for that machinery. A 

The CHAIRMAN. This prèsupposes the construction of the south wing, as you 
understand it? ` 


Secretary Procror, Yes, sir. 
Mr, Savers. Would it be practicable to make ap appropriation in connection 


* - 


with this provision to begin the construction of this south wing; that is to say, 
not to an ion sufficient to complete this south wing, but an ap- 
propriation t to begin the work and continue it during the next twelve 


months! If so, how much do youthink would beadvisable to be appropriated ? 
I would like to have your views upon that point, The Senate has stricken out 
the ap forthe completion of the gun factory, and I would like to 
know how much you could get along with to with, 

Secretary PROCTOR. Of course there is a g deal that goes with the con- 
struction of the building and the foundation, and also the foundations for tho 
machines, and the work could be, with half of the appropriation for this fiscal 
year, commenced and en on, 

Mr. Savers. Do I understand you to say you can use about $125,000 during 
the next year toward the commencement of the work? 

cretary Proctor. I think more could be used; but I think the appropria- 
tion of one-half would allow us to go on at no isadvantage. 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH, There is no earthly use for that now. 

Secretary PROCTOR, I presume that if the full appropriation was availableat 
the beginning of the fiscal year, it might be compieted as soon as the heaviest 
machinery would be ready; but { would rather the Ordnance Department 
would answer that. That is my understanding of it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, I understand the policy to be to provide this wing, and 
that inasmuch as the machinery to be used in that wing will require some time, 
poy. two or three years, to build, there is no immediate necessity for this 

iding, but that provision should be made without making contracts for this 
heavy machinery, and for that reason the item for the building is stricken out. 

Secretary PROCTOR, I sup that to be the case, but I do not change my 
ming to it as a matter of policy and business. 


In reply to a rebuke administered to me by a prominent gentleman, 
not a member of this House, because I favored the appropriation as it 
here, I will say that however flattering it might be to admit 
that the House of Representatives voted large sums at my personal re- 
quest, it is evident from testimony taken by the committees that the 
most prominent officials of the War Department strongly urged that 
the appropriations be made as they passed the House. It is somewhat 
surprising that when such an earnest appeal was made by the honora- 
ble Secretary of War the friends of the Administration in both Houses 
did not rally to its support and grant the request of the Secretary. It 
is not my desire to quarrel with the private-enterprise advocates, but 
my individual judgment is that the most satisfactory results will gen- 
erally be obtained by the Government building up its own guns after 
receiving the forgings from the private shops; and even then Govern- 
ment officers will have to inspect carefully the forgings, as has been re- 
cently proven by experiences in both branches of the service. 

This gun-building, Mr. Speaker, is a serious business. I do not ob- 
ject to helping our manufacturers to a reasonable extent, but we want 

uns so built as to inflict injury on the enemy, and not only to give 
BEA profits to new or insolvent concerns or foreign syndicates at the 
risk of killing off our officers and soldiers by the bursting of our own 
weapons. 

The War Department has been hampered by bitter, unreasonable 
attacks and by uncertainty as to what appropriations would be allowed, 
but notwithstanding this its work compares favorably with that of the 
Navy so far as its limited resources have allowed it to advance. The 
Navy has had the advantage of its own committee in the House secur- 
ing for itappropriations, and with buildings already erected it has been 

iven $1,700,000 for its gun factory. It hasdone admirable work and 
am glad it has the period of unmerited abuse. 

My friend, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SA YERS], who did so much 
for the Navy, will, I trust, succeed, with the aid of his colleagues ot 
the Appropriations Committee, in obtaining for the Army justice and 
fair play. I think that time is at hand, and a correct understanding 
of the situation is being arrived at in both branches of Congress. 

The recommendations of the gun foundry board (see H. Ex. Doe. 
No. 97, Forty-eighth Congress, first session) covered the erection of the 
shop building, equipped with the necessary machinery+to furnish an 
output of about seventeen 12-inch guns and twelve 16 inch guns per 
annum. The views of the War Department accorded with those of the 
House Commission on Ordnance, of which Hon. S. J. Randall was 
chairman (Report 1450, Forty-ninth Congress), that at the inception of 
a work of such magnitude as the establishment of a plant forthe manu- 
facture of steel cannon for coast defense it would be wisest to under- 
take the production of the smaller and medium calibers first and gradu- 
ally work up to the largest calibers required. 

Accordingly, the estimate submitted hy the Department to the Fif- _ 
tieth Congress looked to the erection of a plant for the manufacture of 
guns up to 12 inches caliber and of such extent as to furnish an out- 
put of about fifteen 12-inch guns per annum, or an equivalent thereof 
in smaller calibers. An output of twelve 8-inch guns, seven 10-inch, 
and five 12-inch guns formed the basis of the Department’s estimates, 
which will be the full capacity of the present north wing and center 
section, and corresponds to about fifteen 12-inch guns per annum. 

The estimates submitted by the Department to the present Congress 
covered the completion of the gun factory by the erection of the south 
wing to furnish about the full capacity recommended by the gun 
foundry board. Instead of an output of twelve 16-inch guns per an- 
num, it was proposed to equip this wing for the equivalent of six 16- 
inch guns and ten 12. inch guns per annum. Or, should this wing be 
devoted entirely to the manufacture of 12-inch guns, say an output of 
twenty 12-inch guns per annum. 

But, apart from any recommendation of the gun foundry board to 
that effect, the extension of the gun plant at Watervliet arsenal, by the 
erection of the south wing, is an urgent necessity to meet the demands 
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for coast defense, as is clearly demonstrated in the memorandum on 
enlarging the army gun factory, embodied in the report of the House 
committee on the fortifications bill, Report No. 877, Fifty-first Con- 
gress, and where it is shown that with the north wing alone it will re- 
quire twenty-eight years to furnish the guns for the principal ports 
needing defenses, and not less than fifteen years even with both wings 
erected and in full operation, 

Any one carefully examining the recommendations and estimates of 
the War Department will find that so far from being out of the way 
in its figures the Department has not in any case varied as much as 
3 per cent., which is really surprisingly accurate for new and intricate 
work, The failure to include the crane in the second estimate involv- 
ing the separation of the large from the small machinery for the south 
wing was indeed an exception to the usually correct methods of the 

ment, but the mistake was rectified without delay and can not 
be called a wrong estimate, as it was an omission. 

I believe the House conferees were sincerely desirous of securing at 
once an appropriation for the south-wing building, and that they yielded 
this point for the present to save the bill. It may be that theyshould 
have held ont longer, bat, be that as it may, I fear it would be too great 
a risk to now reject the report, and I shall, as I have already stated, 
vote for its acceptance. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to ask the gentleman from New York 
if he does not think, if I am right, it is his duty to stay with me and 
not go into the enemy’s camp? [Laughter.] 

Mr, BREWER. I have no doubt that my friend from New York 
has now put himself right with his constituents, and I ask a vote on 
the adoption of the conference report. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. BREWER moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committtee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the follow- 
ing title; when the Speaker signed the same. 

A bill (H. R. 11690) amendatory of the act entitled An act to pro- 
vide for taking the eleventh and subsequent censuses.” 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. ABBOTT, for ten days, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. CAINE, for twenty days, on account of sickness in his family. 
To Mr. Dorsey, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
To Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, for one week, on account of illness. 
To Mr. Surry, of Illinois, for three days, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. Stump, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. DINGEEY, Mr. 
FARQUHAR, and Mr. SPRINGER as conferees on the part of the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
House to the bill (S. 3918) in regard to collisions at sea. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection the bill (H. R. 19104) 
to amend the laws relating to shipping commissioners will be laid upon 
the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LIEUT. COL. HENRY C. CORBIN, 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I wish to ask whether or not the regular order 
is not now business on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. That is the regular order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And the first thing in order would be the unfin- 
ished business coming over from yesterday ? 

The SPEAKER, That would be first in order, 

Mr, CUTCHEON. I ask the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the joint resolution (S. R. 
118) to permit Lieut. Col. Henry C. Corbin, United States Army, to 
accept a position in the World's Columbian Commission. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to be heard briefly, Mr. Speaker, in ex- 
planation of this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. This joint resolution was read on yesterday. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. A few words in explanation. Iwill say that this 
assignment has been asked for unanimously by the World's Columbian 
Commission, having charge of the World’s Fairat Chicago. ‘The re- 
quest bas been submitted and is concurred in by the General of the 
Army and the Secretary of War. 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROGERS, Is this open to debate now under the rules? 

The SPEAKER, If the Chair recollects the fact correctly, the reso- 
lution was under debate at the time the House adjourned on yesterday. 

Mr. ROGERS, My recollection was that we had taken a vote. 
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$ Mr. CUTCHEON. That is about all I desired to say, anyhow, Mr. 


jpeaker. 
The SPEAKER, TheChair thinks the gentleman from Arkansas is 
mistaken; no vote was taken. ` 

The question is on the third reading of the resolution. 

: Mr. ROGERS, I rise for the purpose of debate briefly on the reso- 
ution. 

I am opposed toits passage. Ido not think that any gentleman who 
holds a position in the Army of the United States ought to be relieved 
from that position for the purpose of enabling him to accept civil busi- 
ness of any character. From what I can learn of this gentleman— 
worthy no doubt, capableno doubt—he is engaged for a large propor- 
tion of his time in just such expositions as this, if I may call it so. 

Mr, CUTCHEON,. I think the gentleman is wholly mistaken in that. 
Colonel Corbin is the adjutant-general of the Division of the Missouri, 
with headquarters at Chicago, and has been an active and efficient offi- 


cer. 

Mr. ROGERS. How many expositions of this character has he been 
engaged in within the last ten or fifteen years? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That I can not say. 

Mr. ROGERS, I may be entirely misinformed, but I understand 
quite a number. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think the gentleman is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. ROGERS. However that may be, I think if Colonel Corbin is 
tired of military service he ought to resign from the Army and go into 
civil life. I do not think he ought to ask Congress to relieve him from 
his military duties to enable him to accept a position which a civilian 
can fill and ought to fill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the gentleman from Arkansas will allow me 
for a moment, I understand that this request did not come from Colo- 
nel Corbin at all. I do not know him myself; I never have seen him; 
but I know that President Palmer, of the World’s tion, came to 
the city and applied to the Secretary of War for the detail of Colonel 
Corbin for this purpose. 

It has been submitted to General Schofield and he says: 

I know of no military objection to the detail of Colonel Corbin for this pur- ` 
pose. 


Itis the request of the Columbian Commission, unanimously re- 
quested, as stated hy President Palmer. In his letter he says: 

Sm: Ihave the honortoinclose herewith a resolution reported from the com- 
mittee on permanent organization, and unanimously passed by the commis- 
sion, and on which I earnestly request your favorable action. In conversation 
with Colonel Corbin he stated that for the present he could very well perform 
eee ee him in addition to his present military duties, and that he 
P' So that for the time being I ask that the order be made to read “in addition 
to his present duties,” with the understanding that later on he will be for duty 
with the commission altogether should the commission so request, 

I understand that itis in contemplation to consolidate the military 
departments and divisions, so that Colonel Corbin can be spared with- 
out any detriment whatever. Moreover, his pay as an officer ceases 
from the time he is permitted to accept this employment. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iam not complaining of the Military Committee. 
I have not associated for one moment in my own mind the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON] with Colonel Corbin. I assume that 
the gentleman from Michigan is actuated by entirely motives 
and is wholly disinterested. I assume that all he says about the War 
De ent and the various officers is true. I know no about 
that, but I concede itall; but I say that it is a precedent we ought not 
to set. I say that when these gentlemen connect themselves with the 
military branch of the Government, they owe their services to the 
Government, and whether this is asked by them or on their behalf or 
by the Columbian Exposition management does not make a particle 
of difference so far as the principle is concerned. 

Whenever a man gets tired of the military service and wants to be 
relieved so as to accept some other employment until such time as it 
suits his purpose to go back into the military branch of the service and 
become an officer of the Government on active duty, I say it is about 
time that he should quit the military service and go into civil life; and 
1 make my objection on the ground that a man, whoever he may be, who 
once identifies himself with the military branch of the Government 
ought to adhere to that and to that alone until he is willing to finally 
sever his connection with it; and then he is entitled to all the rights 
and benefits of any other citizen. These men go out of the service, 
identify themselves with various interests, become connected with va- 
tions schemes—are very apt to become connected with them—and these 
things conflict withor militate against the military branch of the Gov- 
ernment. I think these men ought to be confined to the military serv- 
ice. Their time, their energy, their talents ought to be devoted to that 
branch of the service to which they dedicated their lives when they 
accepted positions at West Point and entered the service of the Army. 

General Sherman recently said the young men connected with the 
Army ought to realize that in peace they should be studying their 
service, studying the history of their country, its geography, its inter- 
ests so far as the military branch is concerned, the campaigns of other 


as they can be made in times of peace, that the Government may have 
the benefit of their best talents and services in time of war. I think 
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this man ought to be confined to the military branch of the service. 
If he is tired of it he ought to be compelled to leave it if he wishes to 
enter civil life. That is my position, and I put it on the ground that 
no man ought to be excused to go into civil lite tosuit his convenience, 
abandoning that branch of the service to which he has educated his 
life and to which he owes his best energies. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. McADOO, Before that is put I would like to say to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. CUrckrox] that I have no objection to 
this bill except this, that I think while this officer is in civil employ- 
ment he ought not to stand in the line of promotion. I would like to 

-ask if this bill can not be so amended that while Colonel Corbin is in 
the employment of the World’s Fair Commission he shall not be in the 
line of promotion. His salary will be much larger, I take it, than that 
he now receives in the Army, and if any vacancy occurs ahead of him, 
and there is a shove-up along the line, he ought to go back and resume 
the status he now has. I think it is just to the officers who do not get 

the advantage of going out and taking temporary civil employment 
that this should be done. 

Mr. CUTOHEON. Our Army is very small and it has very little to 

do. At this present time there are no Indian hostilities, there is no warin 
sight, anditis the policy of the War Department to allow these officers to 
accept positions in colleges, and fifty or more of them are now acting as 
instructors and engineers upon public works; and it is thought by the 
War Department that it would be actually for the benefit of the serv- 
ice, if this gentleman can be spared from his military employment, that 
he be permitted to accept this temporary position in the World’s Co- 
lumbian Exposition. Ido not conceive that in doing so he ought to 
be deprived of his regular promotion. I hope that the resolution will 
be passed. It is a Senate resolution and I trust it may pass. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Michigan a question. As I understand, Colonel Corbin has spent a 
considerable of his time on detail service inthe Army. I wish to 
know if this Colonel Corbin is the same officer who was in charge of the 
marshalship of the District of Columbia (something as Colonel Wilson 
was) during the Administration of Mr. Hayes and part of Mr. Arthur's 
Administration ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iam not able to state, as I do not know. 

Mr. ROGERS, That is my information, I will say to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That we ought to know. If this officer is simply 
seeking a soft snap, I do not think I would be willing to make a detail of 
that kind. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the gentleman is anxious about that I can 
quickly refer to the Army and see what his record is. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, I think we ought to know. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. He was an old volunteer officer. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That isall well enough; agreat many of us were 
volunteerofficers. I think there ought to be fair play for officers of equal 
merit in the Army or in the Navy, and when there are circumstances 
in which it is proper and right and the true thing to do to detail either 
a naval officer or an Army officer to that class of duties, it should be 
done; but if an officer of the Army has been seeking for soft places in- 
stead of taking his own routine duties to reach promotion, I do not 
think he ought to come to Congress fur his promotion. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This is not a promotion. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Oh, certainly it is, from a monetary point of view. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I do not know anything about that. i 

Mr. FARQUHAR. At any rate in all these leaves that have come 
under my observation no one asks for one of these details unless there 
is a pretty large salary or opportunities of making & salary attached 
to the position, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Has the gentleman any evidence that this is 
sought at the solicitation of Colonel Corbin? My information is to the 
contrary. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, I do not suppose that Colonel Corbin would be 
forced into this detail against his will. 

If this is the Colonel Corbin who served here, if I remember correctly, 
for five or six years in the District of Columbia, he had a very good 
position here, and did not do great service either to the Army or any- 
thing else; and I think it would be just and proper that another offi- 
cer should be selected. I merely mention this because his name was 
brought up and because it has always been my experience that where 
just such details as this are made a man who once gets a detail never 
forsakes the game of hunting up another. 

Now, I feel just as the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] said 
he did in relation to what General Sherman had said, that when you put 
on the uniform of the Army you ought to stay there. This is a coun- 
try of equal opportunity for every man, whether in military or civil 
life, and there is no reason why this detail should be made. If there 

is, I would like to hear that explanation made. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It is asked by a unanimous vote of that commis- 


sion, and ex-Senator Palmer, president of the commission, has been in 
this city seeking this detail. Now, if the gentleman wants to know 
what his military record was I will give it. 


Mr. FARQUHAR, That is all right. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. He enlisted on July 28, 1862, as second lienten- 
ant of the Eighty-third Ohio Infantry, On August 29, 1862, he was 
transferred to the Seventy-ninth Ohio Infantry. On May 11, 1863, he 
was made first lieutenant. On November 13, 1863, he resigned and 
was made major of the Fourteenth United States Colored Infantry 
on November 14. : 

Mr. FARQUHAR. United States—colored or white? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Colored. On the 4th of March, 1864, he was 
made lientenant-colonel of the Fourteenth United States Colored In- 
fantry. On the 13th of March, 1865, he was made brevet brigadier- 
general. On September 23 he was made colonel of the Fourteenth 
United States Colored Infantry; and on the 26th of March, 1866, he was 
honorably mustered out. On the 11th of May he was made second lieu- 
tenant of the Severteenth Infantry of the regular Army, and on the 28th 
of July was made captain of the Thirty-eighth Infantry. On the 11th 
of November, 1869, he was transferred to the Twenty-fourth Infantry. 
On the 16th of June, 1880, he was made major and acting adjutant- 
general, and on June 7, 1889, lieutenant-colonel and acting adjutant- 
general. There is his record, and it appears to be a straight one; four 
years in the volunteer service, and in the regular Army seven years 
since. 

Mr. CANNON, And he was an Ohio man. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand the gentleman to say that he 
was an Ohio man also. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, sir; he was an Ohio man, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. What Ihave said is altogether based on the fact 
that here was a man who had for five or six years had a very fine posi- 
tion here in the city of Washington, that I did not regard this matter 
of making details a proper policy, and I do not think that this is a 
proper detail at this time on this account for this man or any other 
man. There are plenty of civilians, plenty of volunteer officers in 
Chicago, if this is simply a military operation or work that is needed 
of this man,to fill the place that have better records than Colonel Cor- 
hin ever could have, to my own knowledge. 

1 1 SPRINGER. I desire to make a suggestion in regard to this 
ill. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Curck- 
EON] yield? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will yield to the gentleman for a moment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yesterday when the title of this bill was read I 
supposed from the reading that this gentleman had been appointed as 
one of the commission, as it spoke of his accepting a position in the 
commission,” but the contents of the bill show that heis to be author- 
ized toaccept service under the commission. With that understanding 
in my mind yesterday, I stated that he would not receiveany compen- 
sation by reason of this detail, but that was a mistake. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I suppose that he will receive compensation from 
the commission, but his pay from the United States will cease and the 
Government will save that amount of money. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, I did not understand the bill at the time I 
made that statement yesterday, and I desire now to correct it. Ihope, 
however, the bill will be 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CurcHron] a question. You say that the Chicago Com- 
mission ask for the passage of this bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. They do, by a unanimous vote. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. For what reason? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Well, Colonel Corbin is located there; he is ad- 
jutant-general of that military division; he can be spared; I understand 
that he is an engineer, and they want him, I suppose, in connection 
with their buildings and grounds. I know that the president of the 
commission earnestly desires the er of this bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. If this is simply a proposition to de- 
tail an army officer because he personally wants it done or some of his 
friends want it done, then I shall vote against it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No, it is not that. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. But if they show that they need an 
cugineer or show any other good reason, that presents the case in a dif- 
ferent light. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. All I know about it is that they unanimously 
desire this detail. It has been referred to the General of the Army and he 
favors it. He says: 


In view of the fact that the exposition to be held in Chicago is under the au- 
thority and auspices of Congress, it seems appropriate that an officer of the 
Army be detailed for service with the commission having that exposition in 
charge, and [ know of no military objection to the detail of Colonel Corbin for 
that purpose. 

The Secretary of War takes the same view. He says: 

I have to state that there are no objections on the part of the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral's Department to the proposed absence from duty of Colonel Corbin, and 
that,in my judgment, the request of the commission for his services may be 
granted without detriment to the public service. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Some reason or reasons should be set 


forth why this request is submitted to Congress. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. The particular reasons I am unable to give. 


1890. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I know it is not the fault of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan that no reasons are given. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, ot Ohio. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gentleman 
from Iowa Mr. HENDERSON] I will say that the services of this officer 
are requested there for the same reason that the services of a member 
of this House were requested by the commission, on account of his 
eminent ability. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I do not desire to lose control of the floor, but I 
will yield to the gentleman from Minnesota for a few minutes, if he 
desi 


esires. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I opposed the passage of this joint 
resolution last evening, and I fail now to discover any reasons why this 
officer of the Army should have an assignment at Chicago in connection 
with the World's Fair. His military record certainly does not disclose 
the fact that he has ever had any connection with the Engineering De- 
partment of the Army. He was enlisted asa volunteer. He was not 
educated at West Point, and there is nothing in his history to indi- 
cate that he is an engineer. Ifa request had come to us accompanied 
by a statement of his peculiar fitness for this work, there might be 
some reason for passing this joint resolution, but as it is there is none. 

The letter of Mr. Palmer which has been read is the result of a con- 
versation had by this officer with the commissioners, iu which hestated 
to them that in addition to his present duties he could very well dis- 
charge the duties which they desired him to undertake. There is no 
statement to this Houseof what they want him for. There is no state- 
ment that he is to be an engineer in the service of the commission. 
There is not any reason given why heshould be taken out of the Army 
and put at work with this commission. Thereare men whohave gone 
outfrom West Point by resignation, men educated at that institution, 
skillful engineers, who can be o tained for this service if they are 
needed. This gentleman, I repeat, does not appear ever to have been 
an engineer. e was not an engineer in civil life, he was not an en- 
gineer during his Army service, and there is no evidence that he ever 
had any experience as an engineer. What do they want him for? 
What do they want it ſor? Is it fora mere military figure-head? To 
stand aroundand draw, perhaps, ten or twelve thousand dollars a year, 
instead of facing the duties which belong to him as an officer of the Army? 
There are many men in the country who are as competent as Colonel 
Corbin. I repeat, there is no evidence that he has ever had any ex- 
perience as an engineer, while the men I refer to served through the 
war and did have some experience as engineers in the volunteer service; 

et it is now pro to tuke a man who is already well provided for 
in the Army and, without the statement of a single reason, to assign 
him to this position. Mr. Speaker, this joint resolution ought to be 
unanimously voted down. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to state one further fact. All the 
papers embodied in this report, together with the bill, were brought to 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs by the Assistant 
Secretary of War with a request that the bill might be introduced in 
the House, and a statement that it would also be introduced in the 
Senate. Upon such solicitation the bill was reported unanimously in 
this House, as I understand it was also in the Senate. It passed the 
Senate, and is now before us. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, since I addressed the Chair a moment 
or two ago I have been advised that the resolution passed by the 
World’s Fair Association proposed that this man be detailed for duty 
in connection with the World's Fair as an army officer—not that he 
should be absolved from his military duties, but that he should be as- 
signed there as a military officer—what for I do not know. The reso- 
lution has been modified, it seems, so as to provide that during this 
service he shall not receive any pay from the Government, but every- 
body understands, I think, that this duty is not being forced upon him, 
but on the contrary is desired by him,and that his object is a very large 
increase ‘of salary while occupying this place in connection with the 
World's Fair organization. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But the Military Committee has so framed the 
resolution that this officer can not accept these duties without at 
the same time relinquishing his army pay. 

Mr. ROGERS. I understand that. Now, there is no question, Ibe- 
lieve, that this is the man who was here in this district under the ad- 
ministration of Mr. Hayes and Mr, Arthur. I have this information 
in a form which appears authentic, though I do not know it myself. 
I have no doubt that he is an elegant and accomplished gentleman, a 
very Chesterfield in manners. I have no doubt that he has learned all 
the arts which it is said and largely believed in the country are now 
so demoralizing in army circles, especially the art of securing detached 
service in some soft place,” making that a stepping stone for another 
“soft place,” and thus moving forward outside of the lines of military 
duty, avoiding the hardships of the frontier or other active military 
service, avoiding the duties which officers of the Army ordinarily un- 
dergo, taking advantage of the opportunities which detached service 
affords to form strong friendships with public men and to ingratiate 
one’s self in official favor. We have reached a point in the military 
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branch of the Government service when officers instead of relying on 
their merit are writing letters beseeching members of Congress and 
other public men for favors in the way of assignment or promotion. I 
do not believe it creditable for an army officer to show any such spirit. 
I believe that a man in the military service ought to make his record 
the recommendation for promotion and for distinction. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that we should set the seal of our condem- 
nation upon this movement to take this man out of his regular army 
position and assign him to this special duty. He is shown by his 
record to be a seeker of soft places, a man who comes tothe Capital 
to enjoy what takes place here in army circles and in public life. We 
should compel these men to win their spurs, and their swords, and 
their shoulder straps by regular military service, not by seeking soft 
places to be obtained through the favoritism of public men. It is not 
fair or just to other officers of the Army that these men by means of 
official alliances or social influences should obtain favor and promotion 
instead of doing legitimate work where their military duties may call 
them. 

I am not opposed to this gentleman as a gentleman. I assume that 
he is an elegant and accomplished gentleman; but I assume that he be- 
longs to the class of men who seek promotion not by merit, but by 
building up political and social inflaences about the Capital, and that 
in this way inflnence is brought to bear upon the Military Committee 
and the House to secure this man this high place. 

Let him take his rank with his brother officers. Let him not seek 
a solt place, where he will serve not his country, but himself, still hold- 
ing the right to promotion, while his brother officers are seeking pro- 
motion by meritorious service, according to the obligations they as- 
sumed when they entered the service of the Government. That, I 
think, is the principle underlying this whole business. We ought to 
stop this system. The legislative branch of Government ought to put 
the seal of its condemnation upon it, and, so far as it can, compel every 
other branch of the service to do the same. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I hope now we shall have a vote. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of this 
bill whether Colonel Corbin was not a candidate for secretary of this 
association. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I have no information whatever on that subject. 

Mr. CHEADLE, Iam informed that he was. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. As I have stated, the draught of this bill was 
bronght to me by the Assistant Secretary of War; it comes here with the 
approval of the War Department, supported by the request of the com- 
mission and its president. i 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Does not the bill provide that during the time 
this officer serves in connection with the World's Fair Commission he 
shall receive no pay from the Government? 

Mr, CUTCHEON. Certainly it does. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Will the gentleman answer me 
one question ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ves, if I can. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Well, I will make it easy for the 
gentleman. While this officer is in theservice of the World's Fair Com- 
mission at Chicago, will not the time with reference to his promotion, 
and also his ultimate retirement, run on the same asif he were 
in the Army? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly; he is still an officer of the Army. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to say a word in 
to General Corbin before the vote is taken on this proposition. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will yield to the gentleman for a few moments, 
as he is from Chicago, which is specially interested in this matter. 

Mr. LAWLER. I will say that there is a wrong impression abroad 
in the House in regard to the manner in which General Corbin was 
asked to accept the position in connection with the World’s Fair, with 
the consent of the Senate and House. The local directors of the World's 
Fair at Chicago are anxious to secure his services in connection with the 


exposition. I will state that he was not an active applicant, and as far 


as my knowledge goes was in no way a candidate for the secretaryship 
of that exposition now occupied by our respected friend Mr. BUTTER- 
WORTH, 

It is believed that General Corbin can render to the local directors 
of that institution very great assistance in laying out this plat of land 
lying along the lake front and that his services and assistance as an 
engineer will be of great value to them in that connection because of 
his knowledge of the ground. It should be remembered that when 
his services are engaged in this matter, if he shall be detailed for that 
purpose, he will draw no salary whatever from the United States Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Do not we need his services in the Army just 
now? 

Mr. LAWLER. No; not at all. Wearenowin time of peace. We 
might allow a great many of these officers to go off of the active- list 
and take similar positions without detriment to the service. It would 
relieve the tax-payers of the country by taking up many generals like 
Saoel Corbin and putting them in other positions as a temporary 

ing. 
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Mr. MCADOO. I trust the gentleman from Michigan will yield to 
me to offer an amendment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I can nos yield toofier an amendment. This is 
a Senate bill. I ask the previous question. 

Mr. MCADOO. I think if the gentleman will allow me to read the 
amendment, only two or three lines in length, that he will agree that 
it ought to be offered. I propose to amend by making this proviso, 
„That during the time he shall be so employed he shall not be in the 
line of promotion in the Army.” 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I can not yield for an amendment. 

Mr. MOADOO. I think it is only an act of absolute justice to the 
other officers who remain in the service that he should not be in the 
line of promotion during the time he is connected with this exposition. 
He will probably be engaged in this occupation two or three years, and 
during that time he will move up two or three points, thus impeding 
the progress of other officers who remain in the service while he is 
drawing a very large compensation on this detailed service. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan demands the pre- 
vious question. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. Crisp), 
there were—ayes 50, noes 12. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

: The question recurred on the third reading of the Senate joint reso- 
ution, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes 64. 

Mr. LAWLER. I ask the yeas and nays on that. 

Tke yeas and nays were refused, 2 members only rising in favor 


Mr. LAWLER. Lask the other side. [Laughter.] 

Forty-eight members rose in opposition to the demand. 

So the House refused to order the resolution read the third time. 

Mr. LAWLER. There is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. It does not require a quorum on a motion for the 
yeas and nays, 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the status of this resolution now? 

The SPEAKER. The third reading has been refused. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is itstill on the Speaker's table? I move its ref- 
erence tothe Committee on Military Affairs. It is still on the Speaker’s 
table, I understand. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman on that point. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will withdraw the motion because I believe it 
leaves the hill on the Speaker's table. 

Mr. LAWLER. Before 3 from this 
tera motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution to be read a third time. 

The SPEAKER. The motion may be considered as entered. 

NATHANIEL M’KAY ET AL. S 

The SPEAKER also laid before the Honse the bill (S. 846) for the 
relief of Nathaniel McKay and the executors of Donald McKay. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


int I would like to en- 
e House refused to order 


the Court of ee and in compliance with the rules and regulations of 
said court; and sai berg bd shall have jurisdiction ar Sae OSES and 
render judgment upon same: 
66 n the ſollo : 
tain the additional cost w was necessarily incurred by the contractors for 
building the light-draught monitors Squando and Nauset and the side-wheel 
in the completion of the same, by reason of any or 
alterations in the plans and ifications required and delays in the prosecu- 
tion of the work: Provided, That such additional cost in completing sam 
and such changes or alterations in the plans and specifications required, pe 
delays in the prosecution of the work were occasioned by the Government of 
the United States; but no allowance for any advance in the price of labor or 
material shall be considered unless such advance occurred during the prolonged 
term for completing the work rendered necessary by delay resulting from the 

action of the Govariunens aforesaid, and then only when such advance could 
not have been avoided by the exercise of ordin: prudence and cone gd on 
the of the contractors: And provided further, t the compensation fixed 
by eontractors and the Government for specific alterations in advance of 
such alterations shall be conclusive as to the compensation to be made therefor : 
Provided, That such alterations, when made, complied with the specifications 

f the same as furnished by the Government aforesaid: And prov Further, 
That all moneys pald to said contractors by the Government over and above the 
original cont: price for building said vessel shall be deducted from any 
amountsallowed by said court by reason of the matters hereinbefore stated: And 
provided further, That if any such changes caused less work and expenses to the 
contractors than the original plan and specifications a corresponding deduction 
shall be made from the contract price, and the amount thereof be deducted from 
any allowance which may be made by said court to said claimants, 


Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order on this bill—— 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that the bill isa private 
bill, in the first place, and, in the second place, it involves an appropria- 
tion; that being a private bill it can not be called up in this order; 
and, involving an appropriation, itshould have its first consideration in 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


This bill, it is true, refers the question to the Court of Claims. It 
is a special reference of the case to the Court of Claims to havea special 
finding of a special fact, and that special finding necessarily involves a 
judgment of the court and an appropriation to meet the judgment. 
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The rule to which I call attention is a part of the second clause of 
Rule XXIV, on page 257 of the Digest: r 

But House bills with Senate amendments which do not require consideration | 
in a Committee of the Whole, may be at once disposed of as the House may de- 
termine; as also Senate bills substantially the same as House bills already 
favorably reported by a committee of the House, and not uired to be con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole, may also be disposed of 8 manner 
on motion directed to be made by such committee. 

I make the further point that there is nothing furnished so far to show 
that the committee reporting the House bill has directed the chairman 
to make this motion that the bill shall be considered now. It will be 
seen, Mr. Speaker, that this rule refers only to bills which do not re- 
quire consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

Now, I make the point that all private bills are to be considered in 
the Committee of the Whole House, under the rule of this House, as 
you will see from the rule establishing the Private Calendar. Rule 
XIII, clause 3, reads: 

A Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House, to which shall be referred 
all bills of a private character. 

This is a bill of a private character, and under clause 3 of Rule 
XIII it must be referred to the Committee of the Whole House. I 
desire the Chair to give particular attention to these points. Rule 
XIII provides that there shall be three Calendars of business reported 
from committees, namely: 

First. A Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, to which shall be referred public bills, 

Second, A House Calendar, to which shall be referred all bills of a public 
8 not raising revenue nor directly or indirectly appropriating money 
or pro) - 
hird 2 Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House, to which shall be 
referred all bills of a private character, 

Now, under clause 2 of Rule XXIV it is provided: 

But House bills with Senate amendments which do not require consideration 
in a Committee of the Whole may be at once disposed of as the House may 
determine, as may also Senate bills substantially the sameas House bills already 
favorably reported by a committee of the House, and not required to be con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole. 

Now, I hold that from time immemorial, since we have had a Pri- 
vate Calendar, every private bill must go to that Calendar. This very 
private bill reported by the House committee has gone to the Private - 
Calendar, and isthere now, showing, by the action of the Speaker and 
the House, that this very bill, which is claimed to be in substance like 
the Senaté bill, has under the rules of the House gone to the Private 
Calendar by reason of the fact that it was a private bill, and that this 
rule therefore does not allow the consideration of any bill in this order 
on the Speaker’s table, except bills that do not require to be consid- 
ered in Committee of the Whole. Mind you, this is not the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, but it is the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar, to which this bill should go, to 
which the House bill has gone, and to which, under the rules of the 
House, the Senate bill must go. For these reasons I make the point 
of order that this bill must now be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole Honse on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. There may possibly be an ap- 
peal, and we want to be informed also. And I would like to ask the 
gentleman if I understand him correctly when I understand him to say 
that all private bills must go to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is what the rule says. I will call the gen- 
tleman’s attention to it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Does the gentleman hold thata 
bill, for instance, for the removal of the charge of desertion or the re- 
moval of political disabilities must go to the Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. SPRINGER. They have always gone there. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Have we not to-day passed pre- 
cisely just such bills without their going to the Committee of the 
Whole? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is possible that it has been done, but the rule 
says there shall be a Calender of the Committee of the Whole House, 
to which shall be referred all bills of a private character. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey: I understand, ‘‘ when reported 
by a committee,” but that must be taken into consideration, 

The SPEAKER. What are the three Calendars? 

Mr. SPRINGER. First, a calendar of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union—— 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman read the first sentence? 

Mr. SPRINGER (reading) : 


There shall be three calendars of business reported from committees— 


The SPEAKER, This is not reported from a committee? 

Mr. SPRINGER, But this bill has been referred to one of the com- 
mittees—— 

The SPEAKER. This bill has not been referred. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The House bill has been referred. 

The SPEAKER. The House bill has been referred, but that is not 
the question. This is a Senate bill we are now passing on. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. That is a clearly technical evasion of this rule. 
The SPEAKER. It seems to be altogether a question of technicality. 
Mr. SPRINGER. It is a question of the rnle. Every bill of a private 

nature must go to the Committee of the Whole House before it can re- 

ceive consideration in this House, except by unanimous consent. When 
the House bill was reported here a gentleman might say “I ask imme- 
diate consideration of the bill inthe morning hour. The point would 
be made that the bill should go to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar, and it would be well taken, because it is a private 
bill and belongs on this calendar, and the House bill belongs on that 
calendar for the reason that our rules send it there. The Senate bill 
belongs on the Private Calendar for the same reason, and it will be 
doing violence to the precedents of the House if private bills are al- 
lowed to take this status and be considered from the Speaker's table. 

It will deprive the House of the very grounds for making the Private 

Calendar on the Committee of the Whole, where debate is allowed and 

amendment is allowed, and where consideration can be given to these 

private claims. 

Now, if this bill is allowed to be taken from the Speaker’s table, the 
gentleman having charge of it may immediately move the previous ques- 
tion and cut off all debate upon it, and I will then be deprived of the 

portunity of showing to this House what I can show by the record, 
that this bill not only involves in itself three or four hundred thousand 
dollars, but, if passed, would involve the Government in millions of 
dollars hereafter; and there would be taken away from me, as a mem- 
ber of this House, the privilege of showing these facts to the House in 
the Committee of the Whole, which was made for the purpose of con- 
sidering such bills. That privilege will be taken away. 

The SPEAKER. How will the gentleman be deprived of the privi- 
l 9 


“Ar. SPRINGER. By the previous question. 
The SPEAKER. He will not be deprived except by the order of 
the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was intended by this rule that the House should 
not cut off the right to consider such bills in committee. It was not 
intended that any private bills should be brought before the House and 
pes under the previous question and all debate on them cut off. 

e never so understood when this rule was changed; and it has never 
been the practice of the House from the time I have been a member 
until thistime. If this pointof order isnot sustained, then the 3 
will have departed from all the precedents heretofore obtaining in this 
body, and have taken away from this body a right which has always 
been accorded up to the present time, namely, to consider private bills 
in Committee of the Whole House. 

If this right is taken away, then we need not pass any private bills 
in that committee. You need never go to that committee, but wait 
until the Senate brings them over and then rush them through under 
the previous question from the Speaker’s table, making the whole 
Private Calendar of no effect whatever. It was made for the purpose 
of considering these bills, where debate would be in order. In nse 
to the suggestion of the Speaker that it applies to bills reported from 
committees,” that is a mere technicality, an evasion of this rale, and a 

titution of the rules of the House for the purpose of suppressing 
debate on these important measures and carrying questions here with- 
out proper consideration. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to rule upon the question. 

Mr. THOMAS. I wish to call attention, Mr. Speaker, before the 
Chair makes the ruling, to something that the gentleman from Illinois 
has omitted to state or does not know. There is a bill at present re- 
ported from the Committee on War Claims—a House bill—identical 
with this bill now on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. And the House committee have directed you to 
call it up? 

Mr. THOMAS. The House committee have directed me to bring the 
bill up; which I now do. 

The SPEAKER. The Chairdesires to say, in response to the obser- 
vation of the gentleman from Illinois, that, so far from the disposition 
of business upon the Speaker's table being in restraint of debate in this 
House, the best debate this House has witnessed has taken place upon 
matters which came np in this way, debate full of information, which 
has had the effect of persuadiag the House to pass or reject the bill; 
which is the object of all debate. 

The gentleman from Illinois is entirely mistaken in supposing that 
the decision of the Chair—that this bill is in order—reverses any action 
which has taken place in the House. A score, if not scores, of bills 
have passed in the same way, and the Chair has repeatedly ruled that 
such bills were in order, because the direct language of the rule covers 
these bills. They are not considerable in Committee of the Whole, 
because they do not carry appropriations; and all the prior occupants 
of the chair, so far as the present occupant has been able to make 
examination, have declared that bills like this are not referable to 
the Committee of the Whole, because no one can tell whether the 
Court of Claims will decide that anything is due to the claimant, and 
if the bill must then carry money, or, by any contingency of the decis- 
ion, money is to be paid after the decision takes place, the House will 
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still have an opportunity to pass upon the question of ordering the 
payment as it sees fit. 

The Chair, therefore, for these reasons overrules the point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the Chair has not ruled upon the point that 
I want to make, to wit, that under Rule XIII there ought to be three 
Calendars of business, one of which shall be a Calendar of the Whole 
House, to which shall be referred all bills of a private character, 
whether reported from committees or not. I call attention to the third 
clause of that rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair intimated to the gentleman. in the 
course of argument what the ruling would necessarily be about that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That there should be three Calendars of business 
reported from committees. 

The SPEAKER. But what the rule says further is this, first 

Mr. SPRINGER. It says that all bills of a private character shall 
go to the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely; when reported from committees,” 

Mr. SPRINGER. It does not say that, I beg your pardon. ~- 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it plainly does so. The three 
Calendars are confined to bills reported from committees by express 
language, aud then a description is given of each one of them. The 
Chair thinks this case is very clear. j 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the Chair rule that my point of order is not 
well taken? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. p 

Mr. SPRINGER, Then I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinois appeals from the de- 
cision of the Chair, and the question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the House? 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. “> 

Mr. SPRINGER, Division. 

Mr. THOMAS. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. Is it in 
time to move to lay that motion on the table? 

2 SPEAKER. The question can just as well be taken in the pres - 
ent form. 

The House divided; and there were —ayes 65, noes 15. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point that no quorum has voted and 
that no quorum is present, 

Mr. THOMAS. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 108, nays 21, not vot- 
ing 198; as follows: 


YEAS—108, 

Anderson, Kans, Connell, Kelley, uackenbash, 
Atkinson, Pa. Craig, Kort lowa gua Iowa 
Baker, Crain, k Reyburn, 
Bank < Culberson, Tex, Knapp, Rock 
Bartine Culbertson, Pa, Lacey, Rowell, 
Ba Cutoheen, La Follette, 
Belknap, Darlington, Laidlaw, Sayers, 
Bergen, Dingley, Lansing, Scull, 
Bliss, Dunnell, Lester, Ga. 
Blount, Evans, Mason, Skinner, 
Bowden, Farquhar, McCord, yser, 
Brewer, Featherston, McDuffie, Stivers, 

us, Flick Miles, Stockbridge, 
Brower, Flood, Moffitt, Stone, Ky. 
Browne, Va. Forman, Morey, Stone, Mo 
Buchanan, N.J. Funston, Morrow, Sweney. 
Burrows, ear, Niedringhaus, Taylor, E. B. 
Burton, q O'Donnell, Thomas, 
Butterworth, Gifford, O'Neill, Pa. Tillman, 
Caldwell, Greenhalge, Osborne, Turner, Ga, 
Cannon. Hall, Outhwaite, Turner, Kans, 
Carter. Hansbrough, Owen, Ind, Vandever, 
Caswell Hau * Payne, an A 
Cheadle, Henderson, III. Paynter, Walker, 
Clements, Hermann, Payson, Wheeler, Ala. 
Comstock, Hitt, Pickler, Whitthorne, 
Conger, Hopkins, Pugsley, Williams, Ohio, 

NAYS—21, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Forney, McClellan, Rowland, 
Brookshire, Goodnight, McCreary, Springer, 
Brunner, Henderson,N.C. McRae, Stewart, Tex. 
Clarke, Ala, Holman, Montgomery, 
Cooper, Ind. Lanham, Peel, 
Covert, McClammy, Quinn, 
NOT VOTING—I95. 

Abbott, Boothman, Clancy, Dolliver, 
Adams, Boutelle, Olark, Wis. Dorsey, 
Alderson, Breckinridge, Ark, Clunie, Dunphy, 
Allen, Mich. Brickner, Cobb, Edmunds, 
Allen, Miss. Brown, J. B. Cogswell, Elliott, 
Anderson, Miss, Browne, T. M. Coleman, ilis, 
Andrew, Buchanan, Va. Cooper, Ohio Enloe, 
Arnold, Buckalew, Cothran, Ewart, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Bullock, , Cowles, Finley, 
Banks, Bunn, Crisp, Fitch, 
Barnes, Bynum, Cummings, Fithian, 
Barwig, Campbell Dalzeli, Flower, 
Beckwith, Candler, Ga. Fowler, 
Belden, Candler, Mass. Davidson, Frank, 
Biggs, Carlton, De Haven, Geissenh 
— Caruth, De Lano, Gibson, 
Blan Catchings, Dibble, Grimes, 
Bland, Cheatham, Dickerson, Grosvenor, 
Boatner, Chipman, Dockery, Grout, N 
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Hare, MeCarthy, Raines, Thompson, 
Harmer, McComas, Randall, Townsend, Colo, 
Hatch, MeCormick, Townsend, 
Haves Mek pnas — re 

nes, eKinley, n, 'ucker, 
Heard, MeMillin, Rife, Turner, N. Y. 
Hemphill, Milliken, Robertson, Vaux, 
Hen „Iowa Mills, TS, Venable, 
Herbert, Moore, N. H. Russell, Waddill, 

III. Moore, Tex Sanford, ade, 
Hooker, Morgan, Sawyer, Wallace, Mass, 
Houk, Morrill, Scranton, Wallace, N. Y, 
Kennedy, orse, Seney, Washington, 

err, Mudd, Shively, Watson, 
Ketcham, Mutchler, Simonds, Wheeler, Mich, 
Kilgore, Norton, Smith, III. Whiting, 

e, Nute, Smith, W. Va, Wickham, 
Lawler, Oates, Snider, Wike, 
Laws, O'Ferrall, Spinola, Wiley, 
Lee, O'Neall, Ind. Spooner, Wilkinson, 
Lehlbach, O'Neil, Mass. Stahlnecker, Willcox, 

r, Va. Owens, Ohio Stephenson, Williams, III. 
Lewis, Parrett, Stewart, Ga. Wilson, Ky. 
Lind, Penington, Stewart, Vt. Wilson, Mo. 
Lodge, Perkins, Stockdale, Wilson, Wash, 
Magner, Perry, Struble, Wilson, W. Va. 
Maish, Peters, — Wright, 
Mansur, Phelan, Yardley, 
Martin, Ind, Pierce, Taylor i III. Yoder. 
Martin, Tex, Post, Taylor, J. D. 

McAdoo, Price, Taylor, Tenn, 


pare following additional pairs were announced for the rest of this 


Mr. Evans with Mr. MCMILLIN. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, 

The following on this vote: 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. CARUTH. 

Mr. SrRUBLE with Mr. NORTON. 

The following until further notice: 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GEISSENHAINER, 

Mr. Dorsey with Mr. FOWLER. 

Mr. LAFOLLETTE. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired with the gentleman 
28 Arkansas [Mr. 8 but I have voted to make a quo- 


The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 108 and the nays 
are 21. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. THOMAS, I move a call of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Pending that, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 
A The question was taken on the motion of Mr, SPRINGER; and the 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr, SPRINGER. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 29, noes 58. 

The SPEAKER. The House refuses to adjourn, and the question 
recurs on the motion for a call of the House. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. [ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 65, noes 11. 

So the motion was agreed to, and a call of the House was ordered, 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; when the following-named mem- 
bers failed to answer : 


Abbott, Clunie, Henderson, N. C. Peters, 
Adams. Cobb, Hill, Phelan, 
Alderson, A Houk, Pierce, 
Allen, Mich, Co! a Kennedy, ‘ost, 
Allen, Miss, Comstock, err, Pa. ês, 
Anderson, Miss. Cooper, Ohio Ketcham, Randall, 
Andrew, ħran, Kilgore, 
Arnold, Cowles, Lansing, ly, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Cummings, Laws, Richardson, 
nks, Cutcheon, Lee 5 

Barnes, zell, Lehibach, Robertson, 
Beckwith, 25 Lester, Va. Rockwell, 
Belknap, Davidson, Lind, A 
Biggs, De Haven, Lodge, Sanford, 
Bingham. De Lano, Magner, Scranton, 

lanchard, Dickerson, Maish, Seney, 
Bland, Dorsey, Mansur, imonds. 
Blount, Dunphy, Martin, Ind Smith, III 
Boatner, Edmunds, Martin, Tex. Smith, W. Va. 
Boothman, Elliott, Mason, Snider, 
Boutelle. Ellis, McCarthy, Spinola, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Enloe, McClammy Spooner, 
Brickner, Ewart, McComas, StahInecker, 
Brown, J. B. Finley, McCord, Stephenson 
Browne, T. M. Fitch, McCormick, Stowart, Ga. 
Buchanan, Va. Fithian, McKinley, Stewart, Vt. 
Buckalew, Flower, Me 5 Stockdale, 
Bullock, Fowler, Mills, Stone, Mo. 
Bunn, nk, Moore, N. H. tump, 
Burrows, Gibson, Moore, Tex. Taylor, Ni. 
Butterworth, Gifford, ii, Taylor, J. D. 
Caldwell Greenhalge, Morse, Taylor, Tenn. 
Campbell Grimes, Mudd, Thompson, 
Candler, Grosvenor, NMutchler. Townsend, Colo. 
Carlton, Grout, Norton, Townsend, Pa. 
Carath, Harmer, ute, er, 
Catchings, Hatch, Oates, 
Ch n Hayes, O'FNeall, Ind. Waddill, 
Chi Heard, O'Neil, Mass, — — 

€y, om) s Penington, allace, Mass, 

Clark, Wis. Henderson, Iowa Perry, Wallace, N. Y. 


Washington, Whitthorne, Wilkinson, Wright, 
Watson, Wickham, Wilson, Ky. Yardley, 
Wheeler, Mich. Wike, Wilson, Wash. Yoder. 
Whiting, Wiley, Wilson, W. Va. 


The following-named members who had failed to answer on the call 
e elgg to the Clerk, and they were recorded as present, under the 
rule: 

Mr. ATKINSON of West Virginia, Mr, BooruMAN, Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. 
BRICKNER, Mr. CATCHINGS, Mr. Comstock, Mr. CUTCHEON, Mr. 
BELKNAP, Mr. Burrows, Mr. GREENHALGE, Mr. McCLamay, Mr. 
GIFFORD, Mr, Ray, Mr. Rock WELL, } Mr. LANSING, Mr. STocKDALE, 
= KENNEDY, Mr. WHITTHORNE, Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa, and Mr. 

LOUNT. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. 
MCMILLIN] has gone out to one of the Departments on important busi- 
ness and will soon return, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk reports 166 members—a quorum. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move that all further proceedings under the call 
be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of 
conference on the bill (H. R. 10726) making appropriations for the cur- 
rent and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfill- 
ing treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending 
June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, 

R. ALLEN M’CORMICK. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. MORRILL, Mr. 
SAWYER, and Mr. YODER as conferees on the part of the House upon 
the bill (H. R. 7885) granting a pension to R. Allen McCormick. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills and 
joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


same: 
A bill (H. R. 1104) to relieve Peter Moog from the charge of deser- 


on; 

A bill (H. R. 3018) granting a pension to J. Phil. Hurlbert; 

A bill (H. R. 4167) granting a pension to Lorenzo D. Whitford; 
as bill (H. R. 4427) to restore to the pension-ro!l Mrs. Mary E. 

ke; 

A bill (H. R. 9008) to increase the pension of Zo S. Cook, of Wilcox 
County, Alabama; 

A bill (H. R. 9523) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Tennessee River at or near Guntersville, Ala., and for other purposes; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 75) to accept from the national encampment 
of the Grand Army of the Republic a statue (and pedestal) of the late 
General Ulysses S. Grant; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 211) to continue the provisions of existing 
laws providing temporarily for the expenditures of the Government. 

NATHANIEL M’KAY ET AL. 


The question recurred, ‘‘Shall the decision of the Chair stand as 
the judgment of the House?” 

The question was again taken; and there were—yeas 111, nays 25, 
not voting 191; as follows: 


YEAS—I111. 

Anderson, Kans, Crain, Kelley, Pugsley, 
Atkinson, Pa. Culberson, Tex, Kennedy, Quackenbush, 
Atkinson, W.Va, Culbertson, Pa, Kerr, Iowa . 
Baker, Cutcheon, Kinsey, Reed, Iowa 
Bankhead, Darlington, Knapp, Reyburn, 
Bartine, Dingley, x Rock well, 
Bayne, Dolliver, La Follette, Rowell, 
= knap, ä — Laidlaw, noo Ch 

rgen, vans, Lansing, Sayers, 

liss, Farq Lauter Cn: II. 
Blount. Featherston, is, Sherman, 
Bowden, Flick. McClammy, Skinner, 
Brewer, McDuffie Smyser, 
Brosius, Funston, Miles, Stivers, 
Brower, Gear, Mollitt, Stockbridge, 
Browne, Va. Gest, Morey, Stone, Ky, 
Bu 5 Gifford, Morrow, Struble, 
Burrows, Greenhalge, Niodringhaus, Sweney, 
Burton, 1, Donnell, Taylor, ER. 
Cannon, Hansbrough, 8 Nell. Pa. 0 
Carter. re, Osborne, Tillman, 
Caswell, Haugen, Outhwaite, Turner, Ga 
Cheadle, Haynes, Owen, Ind. Vandever, 
Clements, Henderson, III. Owens, Ohio Van Schaick, 
Comstock, enderson, Iowa Payne, — 
Conger, Hermann, Paynter, Willeo 
Connell, Hitt, Perkins, Williams, Ohio. 
% Hopkins, Pickler, 
NAYS—25. 
Breckinridge, Ky, Forman, Montgomery, Stewart, Tex. 
kshire, » Forney, x Wheeler, Ala. 

„ Quin Williams ni 

ti uinn, s 
Clarke, Ala. Lanham, Sarahi, 
Cooper, Ind. McClellan, A 
Covert, 6, Springer, 
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NOT VOTING—191, 


Abbott, Cum Magner, Seran! 
Adams, Dalzell, Maish, Seney, 
Alderson, 8 ansur, Simon: 

Allen, Mich Davidson, Martin, Ind. Smith, II 
Allen, Miss. De Haven, Martin, Tex. ith, ‘a. 
Anderson, Miss. De Lano, n, Snider, 

W, Dibble, McAdoo, Spinola, 
Arnold, Dickerson, McCarthy, ner, 
Banks, Dockery, McComas, Stahinecker, 
Bar Dorsey, McCord, Stephenson, 
Barwig Dunphy, McCormick, Ste Ga. 
Belden’ Fille tt, McKenna, Stockdale,” 

01 Kenna, e, 
Biggs, Ells, McKinley, Stone, Mo. 
Bing! Enloe, MoMillin, Stump, 
Blanchard, Ewart, Milliken, Tarsney, 

5 Finley, Mills, Taylor, III 
Boatner, iteh, Moore, N.H. Taylor, J.D. 
Boothman, Fithian, Moore, Tex. Taylor, Tenn, 
Boutelle, Flower, Morgan. ‘Thompson, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fowler, Morrill, Townsend, Colo, 
Brickner, Frank, Morse, Townsend, Pa. 
Brown, J.B. Geissenhainer, Mudd, racey, 
Browne, T. M. Gibson, utebler, ‘Tucker, 
Brunner, Grimes, Norton, Turner, 
Buchanan, Va. Grosvenor, Nute, Turner, N. Y. 
Buckalew, Grout, Vaux, 
Bullock, Harmer, O'Ferrall, Venable, 
Bunn, Hatch, O’Neall, Ind. Waddill, 
Butterworth, Hayes, O'Neil, Mass. Wade, 
Bynum. Heard yson, Wallace, Mass. 
Caldwell Hemphill, Penington, Wallace, N. Y. 
Campbell, Henderson, N.C. erry, Washington, 
Candler, Mass, Herbert, ‘eters, atson, 
Carlton, Hill, Phelan, Wheeler, Mich, 
Caruth, Hooker, Pierce, Whiting, 
Cheatham, Houk Post, Wie 
Chipman, Kerr, Pa. Price, Wike, 

Clancy, Ketcham, Raines, Wiley, 
Clark, Wis. Kilgore, Randall, Wilkinson, 
Clunie, Lane, Reilly, Wilson, Ky. 
Cobb, Lawler, Ric z Wilson, Mo. 
Cogswell, Laws, Rife, Wilson, Wash. 
Coleman, Lee, Robertson, Wilson, W, Va. 
Cooper, Ohio Lehlbach, Rogers, Wright, 
Cothran, Lester, Va. Rusk, Yardley, 
Cowles, Lind, Russell, Yoder. 

5 Lodge, Sanford, 


The following additional pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Sutrn, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. Smronps with Mr. BULLOCK. `“ 

For the rest of the day: 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. CARUTH. 

Mr. BROWER with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 

TheSPEAKER. On this question the Clerk reports—yeas 110, nays 
25—not a quorum. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 20 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 3929) authorizing the city of Albany, in the county of 
Linn, State of Oregon, to construct a bridge across the Willamette River 
in said State—to the Committee on Commerce. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 

duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. HITT: 

Resolved, That , after the reading of the Journal, be set aside for the con- 
or of such business as may be presented by the Committee on Foreign 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. HITT: 

Resolved, That 5,000 copies of Executive Document No. 450, m 

President, with accompanying papers, 88 tart fisheries o! 


Sea, be printed for the use of the House, to be eq 
bers and Delegates; 


to the Committee on Printing. 


of the 
Behring 
tributed among Mem- 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8587) to regulate the granting of 
leases at Hot Springs, Ark., and for other purposes, reported, as a substi- 
tute therefor, a bill (H. R. 11736) to regulate the granting of leases at 
Hot Springs, Ark., and for other purposes; which was read twice, and, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2960), referred to the House Calendar. 


XXI——534 


Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which was 
referred the following resolution: 2 

Whereas it is through the public by tel h that the Russian 
Government 3 to bo enforced the edi edicts of 1882 against the Jews, 
which edicts have hitherto been held in abeyance, under which the Jews dwell- 
ing in Russia must henceforth reside in certain towns only and will not be per- 
mitted to own land or hire it for agricultural pu or to hold shares in or 
work mines, or to enter the army or practice medicine or law, or to be an en- 
poer or enter any of the learned professions, and excluding them from hold- 


ng, tions under the government; and 

ereas such action will turn from their homes in hundreds of towns and 
villages — — numbers of Jewish families: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled earnestly protest in the name of humanity 
against such inhuman and barbarous act; the President be requested to 
transmit through our representatives in Russia respectful but earnest protest 
against such proposed action by the Russian Government; 


reported, as a substitute therefor, the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate to the House of 
Representatives, if not incompatible with the public interests, any information 
in on concerning the enforcement of omens edicts * the 
Jews in Russia, recently ordered, as reported in the publie press, and whether 
any American citizens have, because of their religion, been ordered to be ex- 

led from Russia or forbidden the exercise of the ordinary privileges enjoyed 

y the inhabitants; 
which, accompanied by a report (No. 2961), was referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 892) to amend and re- 
enact section 5 of an act entitled An act to promote the 3 of 
the Life-Saving Service and to encourage the saving of life from ship- 
wreck,” approved May 4, 1882, accompanied by a report (No. 2962)— 
to the Committee of the Whole Honse on the state of the Union. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11737) for the relief of 
John Hill—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11738) for the relief of Abigail C. Dyson, widow 
of Thomas M. Dyson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11739) for the relief of Whitfield E. Graddy—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 11740) for the relief of 
Frederick Eilers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11741) for the relief of Pleasant Longacre, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of Richard Longacre, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

— 
PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of Emma J. Carter, widow of William 
Carter, late of Company C, Fifteenth Maine, and Company K, Second 
United States Artillery, for pension and arrears by special act—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Petition of Junior Order of United American Me- 
chanics, of Irwin, Pa., for recommendation of Blair educational bill 
to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of John L. Calloway, of Bradley County, 
Tennessee, to have his claim referred to the Court of Claims under the 
Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FLOWER: Petition of Elizabeth Hillty to accompany bill 
for her relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. QUINN: Petition of Merchant Tailors of New York City 
and vicinity on sections 392 and 396 of the McKinley bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of same persons on thé $500 clause of the McKinley 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of Bynam Watford for the estate of 
Suton Spikes, late of Gates County, North Carolina, praying that his 
war claim be referred to the Court of Claims under the provisions of 
the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of John J. Squire, of Car- 
thage, Mo., for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Levin D. Force, praying that his claim for pro 
taken by the Army during the late war be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Ambers Graham, for same relief—to the Committee 
on War Claims, 

Also, petition of Pleasant Longacre, for same relief—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Andrew Allen, for same relief—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Frederick Eilers, for same relief—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Petition of citizens of Los Angeles, Cal., pro- 
testing against legislation by Congress compelling railroads to trans- 
port petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Commerce. 
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SENATE, 
THURSDAY, August 14, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, as request- 
ed by the attorney for Daniel J. Snow, a copy of the opinion of the 
First Comptroller relative to the claim of Daniel J. Snow for the pay- 
ment of a sum of money due him from the United States as proceeds 
of sales of certain lands; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the petition of Edgar H. Horton, of 
Clarendon, Vt., as a friend and neighbor, in behalfof Hannah J. Mor- 
gan, praying for the passage of an act granting her a pension. I move 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY prenia a petition of George G. Meade Post, No. 1, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the re- 
moval of the remains of the late Ulysses S. Grant from Riverside Park, 
New York, to Arlington, Virginia; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a communication from a committee representing 
the African Methodist Episcopal Church of the New England States, 
New York, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Delaware, advocating the 

e of the bill (H. R. 11045) toamend and supplement the election 
— of the United States, and to provide for the more efficient enforce- 
ment of such laws, and for other purposes; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. QUAY. I present a resolution of certain river transportation 
companies centering at Cincinnati, Ohio, favoring the of the 
river and harbor bill. As the resolution is very brief, I ask that it 
may be read and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

There being no objection, the resolution was read and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, as follows: 

CINCINNATI, OHIO, August 8, 1890. 


DEAR SIR: At a very large and enthusiastic meeting held here this day by 
all the river transportation companies centering at this city the subjoined res- 
olution was unanimously adopted by the following companies, namely: 

The Cincinnati, Portsmouth, Big Sandy and Pomeroy et Company. 

The Pittsburgh, Wheeling and Cincinnati Packet Company. 

The Kanawha River Packet Com pany. 

The Tacoma Packet Company. 

The Cincinnati and Louisville United States Mail Line, 

The Cincinnati and Dayton Packet Company. 

The Memphis and Cincinnati Packet Company. 

‘The Cincinnati and New Orleans Packet Company. 

The materia! welfare and interests of the entire Ohio 
the immediate passage of the river and harbor bill now before the honorable 
Senate of the United States, and also earnestly urge the adding to said biil an 


Valley urgently demand 


_- amendment transferring the snag and dredge boat services of the Ohio River 


and its tributaries from the ary Department to the War Department, to 


facilitate the continuous use of both services at all times. 


JOHN S. PATTERSON, 
PARIS C. BROWN, 
J. D. HEG s 
Commitee, 
Hon. MATTHEW S. Quay, 
United States Senator, United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. CAMERON presented resolutionsadopted by the Flour and Grain 
Exchange of Pittsburgh, Pa., favoring an appropriation to complete 
the public building at that place; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 571) extending the limit of cost 
for public building at Hoboken, N. J., to meet requirements of site, 

rted it without amendment. 
JONES. of Nevada, from the Committee on Contingent Ex- 
to whom was referred an amendment intended to be proposed 
to the deficiency appropriation bill, reported it favorably, and moved 
its reference to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed 
to. 


Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, reported an amendment to the deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PRINTING OF A DOCUMENT. 


Mr. MANDERSON. The Committee on Printing were instructed 
by a resolution of the Senate to report as to the necessity and pro- 
priety of printing for the use of the Senate as a miscellaneous docu- 
ment a paper prepared by Adolph Hepner, esq., of St. Louis, Mo., on 
the subject of extraterritorial criminal jurisdiction and its effect on 

American citizens, The committee has made the in tion re- 
eee ption of 
order that the usual number of the documents be printed and 1,000 


additional copies for the use of the Senate, to be placed in the docu- 
ment-room. I ask that that order be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska, from 
the Committee on Printing, reports a resolution, which will be read. 

a resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 

Resolved, pared Hepner, — ss 
the subject of extratcreltorial erieninal jarielletion aad tis effect on Ainerionn 
citizens be printed, and that 1,000 additional copies be printed for the use of 
the Senate and placed in the document-room. 

R. ALLEN M'CORMICK. 

Mr. SAWYER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 785) granting a pension to R. Allen 
McCormick, with the amendment of the Senate thereto, disagreed to 
by the House of Representatives, reducing the pension from $50 to $45 
per month, to report it back with the recommendation that the Sen- 
ate recede from its amendment made to the bill. 

The report was agreed to. 

NEW YORK AND PENNSYLVANIA BOUNDARY. 


Mr. EVARTS. I am instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to report without amendment the bill (H. R. 7058) to ratify and con- 
firm an agreement entered into by commissioners on the part of the 
States of New York and Pennsylvania in relation to the boundary line 
between said States, with a written report, and I ask that the bill be 
put upon its passage at once. Itis giving the consent of Congress to 
an ent that has been made between the State of New York and 
the State of Pennsylvania and concluded by the authorities of those 
two governments, but requiring the assent of the Government of the 
United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York asks 
unanimous consent that the bill may be now considered. The bill will 
be read for information subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the preamble and bill and was in- 
terrupted by— 

Mr. BLAIR. Is it necessary to read this account of William Penn 
and his ancestors? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. BLAIR. All right. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is interesting historical information. 

Mr. EVARTS. It is a part of the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was going to ask, in behalf of the tariff discussion, 
that the reading be dispensed with. 

Mr. PLUMB. Can it not be printed in book form at the expense of 
the Government just as usefully? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a bill that is being read for in- 
formation at the request of the Senator from New York, who desires to 
ask unanimous consent that it may be put on its passage. Is there 
objection? * 

Mr. BLAIR and others. No objection. 

Mr. EVARTS. What is being read is a part of the bill, and it is 
necessary that it should pass; and it will occupy the Senate as little 
time now as on any other occasion. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suggest that it be passed without reading. 

Mr. EVARTS. It can not be passed without reading. 

The reading of the bill was concluded; and, there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 


tion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. P 

The preamble was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, introduced a bill (S. 4327) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Louisa Kearney; which was read twice by its title, — pa 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 2 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 4328) to increase the pension of 
Charles H. Hinman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FAULKNER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was relerred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

RELIEF TO OKLAHOMA. 

Mr. PLUMB. I introduced yesterday a joint resolution (S. R. 120) 
fa wear money to the Territory of Oklahoma to relieve destitu- 
tion therein, which I gave notice I should ask the Senate to consider 
this morning. I now ask unanimous consent that the joint resolution 
be laid before the Senate for final action. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution wili be read for 
information. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 


zic., That the balance of 
tia resolution No.13, approved April 25,1800, for the 


riation made by pub- 
of persons in the dis ~- 


` 
* 


> 
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trict overflowed by the Mississippi River and its tributaries, be, and the same is 
hereby, riated to the of Okiahoma, to be expended under the 
P — 2 the governor thereof for relief of the citizens of that Territory 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (H. R. 10060) 
for the erection of a bridge across the Missouri River between the city 
of St. Charles, Mo., and the county of St. Louis, Missouri; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. / 

THE REVENUE BILL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further 5 busi- 
ness, that order is closed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Honse bill 9416. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII 
being in order, the Senator from Rhode Island moves that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the rev- 
enue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pendingamendment, offered by 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 137, on page 29, line 6, after the 
word pay, it is proposed to strike out two and two-tenths cents 
and insert ‘‘one cent;’’ so as to read: 


And on and after July 1, 1891, all iron or steel shects or plates, or taggers fron, 
costed with tin or lead or with a mixture of which these metals or either of 
them isa component part, by the dipping or any other process, and commer- 
cially known as tin-plates, terne- plates, and taggers tin, pay 1 cent per 


pound. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, the purpose of the pending bill is 
to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and thus, while 
regulating trade with foreign nations and providing enough but no 
more than the necessary amount of revenue to meet the reasonable de- 
mands of the Government, to afford more equal and adequate protec- 
tion to American industries and American labor. 

In the consideration of this measure we are proceeding under grants 
of power contained in those clauses of the Constitution which provide 
that the Congress shall have power, among other things, first, to lay 
and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, to pay the debts and 

rovide for the common defense and general welfare of the United 
Btates” aud, secondly, to regulate commerce with foreign nations, 
and among the several States, and with the Indian tribes.” 

In view of one of the vital causes leading up to the Revolution—that 
of the contest for industrial freedom—and which stands prominent, 
historically, side by side with that other controlling influence, political 
liberty, in connection with the great events of those eventful years 
into which were crowded the Revolutionary war and the establishment 
of our Government, and the influence it exerted on the formation of 
the Constitution and on the consequent interpretation placed on that 
instrument by the fathers withont a single exeeption for over a quarter 
of a century, it seems marvelous and to many wholly incomprehensi- 
ble that there should at the present day be found any considerable 
number of prominent, intelligent statesmen in this country, much less 
a great party of intelligent voters, who should advocate the doctrine of 
free trade, or, what is its equivalent, a tariff for revenue only, and thus 
announce and express their disbelief, not alone in the policy were the 

wer undisputed, but also in the constitutional power of Congress to 
8 import duties upon foreign products imported into this country, 
as a means of protection to home industries and home labor, as contra- 
distinguished from that policy which gives merely incidental protection 
by the levying of only such customs duties as may be necessary for the 
purposes of revenue only, and in such manner as to wholly ignore every 
consideration of protection to either industrial enterprises or manual 
lakor. 

But yet such is the fact, and it was upon this great issue joined be- 
tween the two great political parties that the Presidential contest of 
1888 was ‘‘fought to afinish ’’ and won by the Republican party. The 
pledges made to the people in that contest by the Republican party, 
not only in its national platform, but on every stump throughout the 
length and breadth of the land, are in the consideration of the pending 
bill in process of faithful redemption. Already one branch of the 
national Congress, whose constitutional duty it is to speak first on all 
questionsinvolving the raising of revenue, has spoken. 

That action having been under careful review and revision by the 
proper organ of the Senate—the Committee on Finance—has been sub- 
mitted by that committee for the consideration of the Senate with cer- 
tain amendments, not one of which, however, it is believed controverts 


the grand central idea which is fundamental, pivotal, and controlling 
in the House bill, that of protection to American industries and Ameri- 


can labor, but all of which relate rather to matters of arrangement 


and detail, and in some instances to the rates that should, all interests 
being considered, be applied in certain cases arising from differences 
in judgment among those all of whom agree as to the general policy to 
beenforced. That thereshould be differences of opinion among leaders 
of the same great political party in reference to what is a proper appli- 


cation of a great principle, that of a just and adequate protection to 


our various industries in so complicated a matter as the levying of im- 
posts upon a great variety of articles of foreign importation, isnot sur- 
prising. 

Indeed, it is most astonishing that all should finally be able, as will 
the representatives of the Republican party of the two Houses of Con- 
gress be able, as it is to be hoped and believed, at no distant day, in 
the redemption of their solemn pledges to the people, to meet on com- 
mon ground and submit to the Executive a bill which, while it will 
reduce the annual revenues of the Government from $25,000,000 to 
$35,000,000, perhaps much more, will, in the sparan pomeni of its 
various schedules, be more in accordance with equal and exact justice 
to all interests—those of the producer and consumer—than is the ex- 
isting law. The great difficulties involved in arriving at correct legis- 
lation on this subject are truly indicated by the President in his annual 
message, wherein, after recommending a revision of our tariff law, both 
in its administrative features and in the schedules, he said: $ 

Tho preparation of a new schedule of customs duties is a matter of great del- 

because of its direct effect upon the business of the country, and of great 
difficulty by reason of the wide divergence of opinion as to the objects that may 
— be promoted by such legislation. Some disturbance of business pe A 
perhaps result from the consideration of this subject by Congress, but 
temporary ill effect will be reduced to the minimum by prompt action and by 
the assurance which the country already enjoys that any changes 
5 > = made as not to impair the just and reasonable protection of our home 

ustries, 

‘The inequalities of the law should be adjusted, but the protective principle 
should be maintained and fairly applied to Deer of our farms as well as 
ofourshops. These duties necessarily have relation to other things besides the 
pete revenues. Wecan not limit their effects by fixing our eyes on the pub- 

ie Treasury alone. They have a direct relation to home production, to work, 
to wages, and to commercial independence of our country, and the wise 
and patriotic legislator should eularge the held of his vision to include all of 

The necessary reduction in our public revenues can, Iam sure, be made with- 
out making the smaller burden more onerous than the larger by reason of the 
disabilities and the limitations which the process of reduction puts upon both 
capitaland labor. The free-list can very safely be extended by placing thereon 


articles that do not offer injurious competition to such domestic products as our 
home labor can supply. 


THE POWER AND DUTY UNDER THE CONSTITUTION TO PROTECT AMERICAN IN- 
DUSTRIES AND AMERICAN LABOR THROUGH TARIFF LEGISLATION. 

But before proceeding to the consideration of any of the provisions 
of the pending bill it may not be inappropriate, in view of the conten- 
tion of the Democratic party, to refer to some questions, both elementary 
and fundamental, and consider them in connection with our constitu- 
tional power and duty as well as bearing upon the questions of cus- 
toms taxation. It is of vast importance that we should inquire as to 
who is right and who wrong in the interpretation placed upon the terms 
of the Constitution in so far as they relate to the powers of Congress in 
regulating commerce with foreign nations and in the power to Jay and 
collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises. 

It is upon the correct interpretation of these clauses that the posi- 
tion of the one or the other of the two great political parties of this 
country must find animmutable and impregnable foundation, while to 
that of the other it will prove as insecure and as perishable as a foun- 
dation of melting snows. 


4 


It is insisted by onr Democratic brethren that under these clauses ` 


there is only a grant of power to Congress to levy such customs taxes 
upon foreign imports as may be necessary for the purposes of revenue, 
and that there is no power given, either direct or implied, to im 


duties upon foreign importations as a means and for the purpose of en- 


couraging the establishment of a diversity of home industries and of 
affording protection to these, and to thus stimulate and advance the in- 
terests of American production and American Jabor; while upon the 
contrary the Republican party hold to the very reverse of this; that 
is, they believe that clearly embraced within, if not, indeed, the pri- 
mary purpose and power involyed in, the constitutional clauses re- 
ferred to, as distinct and substantive items in the enumerated powers 
of the instrament, are the right and, indeed, the duty upon the partof 
Congress to encourage, by the imposition of duties, prohibitions, and 
restrictions on foreign imports, the American productions of farm, and 
mine, and shop, as also the interests of American labor. 

To arrive at a correct interpretation of these constitutional provis- 
ions they should be read and studied, not alone in the light of the 
words and phrases themselves, considered in connection with other 
portions of the instrument, but in the broad and more comprehensive 
light of the causes which led the colonies first to legislative protest and 
resistance against what they deemed the unjust aggressions of the 
mother country, and then to open rebellion, the war of the Revolu- 
tion, the creation of the Confederacy, and finally the establishmentof 
the national Union, with the Constitution as its fundamental charter, 
and the interpretation placed on that instrument through more thau a 


` 
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quarter of a century subsequent to its establishment by the very 


statesmen who cipated in its formation. 

Viewed in the light of the history of those historic times, can there 
be any doubt as to the correctness of the interpretation of those clauses 
of the Constitution now placed upon them by the adherents of the pol- 
icy of protection; and, moreover, is not such a construction one vital 
to the present and continued welfare and p ty of the Republic? 
A glance at the history of the colonies reveals the important fact that it 
was the infringement by England on the industrial independence of the 
people of the American colonies, quite as much as interference with 
their political rights, which led first to colonial legislative protest, then 
to revolution, and then to independence. 

Nosooner had the ras of the North American provinces commenced 
the manufacturing of cloth in this country, which was initiated about 
the year 1710, than England protested long and loud and a resolution 
was unanimously adopted by the English House of Commons declar- 
ing that the erection of manufactories in the colonies had a tendency 
to lessen their dependence on Great Britain. Mr. Henry C. Carey, in 
his work (The Slave Trade, Domestic and Foreign, page 95), after re- 
ferring to this fact, says: à 

Soon afterward complaints were made to Parliament that the colonists were 
establishing manutactories for themselves, and the House of Commons ordered 
the board of trade to report on the subject, which was done at great length, In 
1782 the exportation of hats from province to province wus prohibited, and the 
number of apprentices to be taken oy. hatters was limited. In 1750 the erection 
of any mill or other engine for splitt ng or rolling iron was prohibited; but pig- 
iron was allowed to be imported into England duty free, that it might be there 
manufactured and sent back again, Ata later period Lord Chatham declared 
that he would not permit the colonists to make even a hobnail for themselves; 
and his views were then and subsequently carried into effect by the absolute 

rohibition, in 1765, of the export of artisans; in 1781, of woolen machinery; in 

782, of cotton machinery and artificers in cotton; in 1785, of iron and steel mak- 
ing “eis paged A and workmen in those departments of trade; and, in 1799, by the 
ar cw of the export of colliers, lest other countries should acquire the art 
0 ning coal. 


So studiously and yet so remorselessly did these industrial encroach- 
ments proceed that Thomas Jefferson, over two years before he penned 
the Declaration that rendered his name immortal, wrote as follows: 


That to heighten still the idea of parliamentary justice, and to show with 
what moderation they are likely to exercise power where themselves are to 
feel no partof its weight, we take leave to mention to His Majesty certain other 
acts of the British Parliament by which we were prohibited from manufactur- 
ing for our own use the articles we raise on our own lands with our own labor. 
By an act passed in the fifth year of the reign of his late Majesty, King George 
Iran American subject is forbidden to make a hat for himself of the fur which 
he has taken, perhaps, on his own soil—an instance of despotism to which no 
parallel can be produced in the most arbitrary ages of British history. 

By one other act, passed in the twenty-third year of the same reign, the iron 
which we make we are forbidden to manufacture; and, heavy as that article 
is and necessary in every branch of husbandry, besides commission and insur- 
ance, we are to pay freight for it to Great Britain, and freight for it back again, 
for wore purpose of supporting, not men, but machines, in the istand of Great 

n. 

Does any one believe that if Thomas Jefferson were alive to-day, en- 
tertaining, as he did, such views in reference to the right and duty of 
a 1 people, whether colonial or independent, to resist the indus- 
t encroachments of a foreign country and to encourage and protect 
by appropriate legislation the industries and labor of the people ot his 
own country, he would indorse the views of those who to-day hold in 
effect that, so far from protecting these against foreign importations, we 
should remove every restriction to foreign trade, swing open the gates 
of our ports to the ships of the world, and offer a free market to the 
cheap machine and Stee prodacsa products and servile labor of all 
the nations of the earth? But further as to the trade and encroach- 
ments of England against her own colonial ple and the causes lead- 
ing up to the Revolution and which shed light on the clauses of the 
Constitution under interpretation, these are clearly indicated in the 
various acts of protest and resolutions of the Colonial Congress during 
the years 1774-1776, bothinclusive. These will be found collated in the 
first volume of Elliot’s Debates on the Federal Constitution, in a 
preliminary paper entitled Gradual approaches to independence,” 
and are as follows: 

On the 19th of September, 1774, it was unanimously resolved that the Con- 

ress rejuest the merchants and others in the several colonies not to send to 

reat Britain any orders for goods, and to direct the execution of all orders 
already sentto be delayed or suspended until the sense of the Congress on the 
menns aces taken for the preservation of the liberties of America should be 
made public, 

On the 27th of September the Congress unanimously resolved that, from and 
after the Ist day of December, 1774, there shouid be no importation into British 
America, from Great Britain or Ireland, of ort wares, or merchandise 
exported therefrom ; and that they should not be used or purchased if imported 
after that date. On the goth of September it was further resolved that, from and 
after the 10th of September, 1775, the exportation of all merchandise and every 
commodity whatsoever to Great Britain, Ireland, and the West Indies ought 
to cease, unless the grievances of America should be redreused before that time, 

On the 6th of October (1774) it was resolved to exclude from importation, 
after the Ist of December following, molasses, 8 or pimento from the 
British plantations or from Dominica, wines from Madeira and the Western 
Islands, and foreign 9 

On the 20th day of October, 1774, the mechs goo bot non- consumption, and 
non- exportation agreement was adopted and signed by the Congress. This 
agreement contained a clause to discontinue the slave trade and a provision not 
to import East India tea from any part of the world, In the article respecting 
non-exportation, the sending of rice to Europe was excepted. In general, the 
association expressed a determination to suppress luxury, encourage frugality 
and promote domestic manufactures, The agreement was dated the 24th of 


r. 
On the 17th of May, 1775, it was unanimously resolved that all exportations to 


egw Nova Scotia, the Island of St. John's, Newfoundland, Georgia (except 
e parish of St. John’s), and to East and West Florida immediately cease, and 
that no provisions of any kind, or other necessaries, be furnished to the British 
fisheries on the American coast until it be otherwise determined by the Congress, 

At the same time {July 31, 1775) it was made the duty of acommiitee in the re- 
cess of Congress to inquire into the cheapest and easiest methods of making salt 
in the country, and to make inquiry after virgin lead and leaden ore, eto. 

On the Ist of August Congress adjourned to the 5th of September, 1775, hav- 
ing first passed a resolution declaring the e eee and non-importation 
association to comprise the islands of Jersey, Guernsey, Sark, Alderney, and 
Mau, and every European island and settlement within the British dominions, 
as well as all the West India Islands, British and foreign, to whatever state, 

wer, or prince belonging, or by whomsoever governed: and also Somers's 
slands. Bahama Islands, Berbice, and Surinam, on the Main, and every isl- 
and ane. settlement within the latitude of the southern line of Georgia and 

e equator, > 

On the 2lst of March. 1776, Congress recommended to the several provincial 
assemblies to exert their utmost endeavors to promote the culture of hemp, 
flax, and cotton, and the growth of wool in the United Colonies; to take the 
earliest measures for erecting and establishing in each colony a society for the 
improvement of agriculture, arts, manufactures, and commerce; and forthwith 
to consider of the ways and means of introducing and improving the manu- 
actures of duck, sail-cloth and steel. 


But while the one great purpose of the people of the colonies was ta 
establish industrial independence—the other being political independ- 
ence—it is a most remarkable historical fact that the fruits of the vic. 
tory in this respect achieved by the success of the Revolution were not 
only not preserved by the Articles of Confederation, but, on the contrary, 
were actually frittered away and in so far as the confederation of the 
States was concerned forever lost by the failure to confer on Congress 
the power to regulate trade and commerce with foreign nations. This 
right by the Articles of Confederation was reserved to the States respect- 
ively, but unfortunately denied to the Congress. It was a fatal mis- 
take, one resulting from that fearful fallacy of according to the several 
States of the Confederacy powers which alone should have been con- 
ferred on the General Government. The economist Young, in dis- 
cussing this subject in his work on National Economy, says: 


Although the States were politically independent, it was impossible to counter- 
vail the policy of other nations, Each State having, under the Confederation. 
the right to regulate its own trade, it imposed upon foreign productions, as well 
as those of its sister States, such duties as its own inte: sis seemed to dictate, 
The Siates attempted by their separate navigation laws to secure their trade to 
their own vessels; and the selfish policy of some States counteracted the efforts 
of others, Asthe Congress had no power to lay duties or regulate trade and 


‘asthe States could notagree upon a uniform rate of duties, foreign nations 


e og. laws as they judged most likely to destroy our commerce and ex- 
tend their own, 

Especially was this the policy of Great Britain, Our trade with her West In- 
dia colonies was prohibited; and, by the enforcement of her navigation acts, 
our navigation was nearly destroyed. Foreign vessels and goods being freely 
admitted into the States, while ours were burdened with heavy duties in for- 
eign ports, both the prices of goods imported and the prices of our exports 
were subject to the will of foreigners; and the money of our citizens was rap- 
idly ing into the kets of British manufacturers and merchants, In de- 
zero ng the state of the country at that time, a distinguished American states- 
man thus remarks: 

In the comparative condition of the United States and Great Britain, not a 
hatter, a boot or shee maker, a saddier, or a brass founder could carry on his 
business, except in the coarsest and most ordinary productions of their various 
trades, under the pressure of this foreign competition. Thus was presented 
the extraordinary and calamitous spectacle of a successful revolution wholly 
failing of its ultimate object. The people of America had gone to war, not for 
names, but for things, It was not merely to change a Government adminis- 
tered by kings, princes, and ministers for a Government administered by pres- 
idents, and secretaries, and members of Congress; it was to redress their own 
grievances, to improve their own condition, to throw off the burden which the 
colonial system laid on their industry. To attain these objects, they endured 
ineredible hardships and bore and suffered almost beyond the measure of hu- 
manity. And when the independence was attained, t 75 found it was a piece 
of parchment. The arm which had struck for it in the field was palsied in the 
workshop; the industry which had been burdened in the colonies was crushed 
in the free States; and, at the cose of the Revolution, the mechanics and man- 
ufacturers of the country found themselves, in the bitterness of their hearts, in- 
dependent—and ruined.” 

And what was the lamentable result that followed this failure upon 
the part of the colonists to securely garner in the formation of their 
new Government the fruits of their successful revolution in respect of 
industrial freedom and industrial protection, and in the right to compel 
protection to home industries and home labor? For six years follow- 
ing the declaration of peace, the States not acting in concert in levying 
imposts on foreign importations and Congress being powerless in the 
premises, our ports were virtually free to the importation of all foreign 
countries; and England, smarting under defeat and seeing an oppor- 
tunity to recover from her rebellious but victorious children some of 
the millions expended in her vain efforts to compel submission through 
the instrumentality of war, flooded this country with every conceivable 
form of foreign product. 

During the first two years succeeding the close of the war (1784 and 
1785), the importations from England alone were of the value of over 
$30,000,000, while our exports during the same time were less than 
$9,000,000, and the result was that every American industry was pros- 
trated. ‘The country was drained of its specie to pay for foreign im- 
portations. The circulating medium of the country was thus neces- 
sarily contracted; the price of labor and of farms and farm products, 
the inevitable result of excessive importations and currency contrac- 
tion, was depressed, and financial ruin and universal discontent and 
bankruptey reigned supreme throughout the confederated States from 
one end of the land to the other. Free trade in all its disastrous con- 
sequences ran riot and reigned supreme, and its blighting influences 
filled the land with desolation. 
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Hildreth, in his History of the United States, in speaking of this era, 
says: 

The fisheries, formerly a chief resource of New England, broken up by the 
war, had not yet been re-established. The farmers no longer found that 
market for thelr produce which the French, American, and British armies 
had furnished. The large importation of foreign goods, subject to little or no 
duty and sold rot at A prides, was proving ruinous to all those domestic manu- 
factures and m nical employments which the non-consumption agreements 
and the war had created and fostered. Immediately after the peace the coun- 
try had been flooded with imported goods and debts had been unwarily con- 
tracted for which there was no means to pax. he excessive importa- 
tion of foreign goods had drained the country of specie. 

Belknap, in his History of New Hampshire, in speaking of this epoch 
and of the disastrous effects of unrestricted free trade, says: 

Silver and gold which had circulated largely in the latter years of the war 
were returning by the usual course of trade to those count whence large 
quantities of necessary and unnecessary commodities had been imported, Had 
any general system of imposts been adopted some part of this money might 
have been retained and some part of the public debt discharged; but the power 
of Congress did not extend to this object and the States were not united in 
the expediency of delegating new and sufficient powers to that body. The par- 
tial imposts laid by some of the States were ineffectual as longas others found 
their interests in omitting them. A 

Massachusetts, Rhode Island, South Carolina, and other States of 
the Confederation were driven into the passage of acts making cattle 
and other species of property a legal tender for the payment of private 
debts, while in some of these States open revolt assumed material shape 
as well as formidable proportions, and the spirit of anarchy was abroad 
in the land. In New Hampshire the members of the Legislature were 
met and held prisoners by armed mobs who demanded that certain 
i, ee action be taken in the interest of the people before they were 

eased, Shay’s rebellion in Massachusetts drenched the historical 
fields of that great State with blood. Belknap, in his History of New 
Hampshire, after speaking of the troubles in New Hampshire just re- 
ferred to, speaks of the laws passed by the Legislature of the State of 
Massachusetts in these words: 

Similar difficulties at the same time existed in the neighboring State, Massa- 
chusetts, to remedy which among other palliatives a law was passed called a 
“tender act,” by which it was provided that executions issued for private de- 


mands might be satisfied by cattle and other enumerated articles at an appraise- 
ment by impartial men under oath. 


Similar laws were passed in South Carolina and other States. Ram- 
say, in his History of South Carolina, (volume 2, page 428), among 
other things, says: 

Laws were passed in which property of every kind was made a legal tender 
in the payment of private debts, although payable according to contract in gold 
or silver, Other laws installed the debt so that of sums already due only a 
third, and afterwards only a fifth, was annually recoverablein the courts of law. 


Mathew Carey, in discussing the history of these times and the effect 
upon the prosperity of the country of this system of unrestricted free 
trade, says, on page 45, in The New Olive Branch: 

The ports of this country, I repeat, were open to the commerce of the whole 
world, while with an impost so light as not even to meetthe wants ofthe Treas- 
— 55 the consequences followed which have never failed to follow sucha state ot 
things. Our markets were glutted. Prices fell. Competition on the part of 
our manufacturers was at an end. They were beggared and bankrupted. The 
merchants whose importations had ruined them were involved in the calam- 
2 the farmers who had felicitated themselves on the grand advantage of 
5 uying foreign merchandise cheap sunk likewise into the vortex of general 

lestruction, 


So, Mr. President, it will be seen that in the opinion of nearly every 
historian of these troublous times the period of free trade under the Con- 
federation—the six years following the declaration of peace, the period 
between the date when the Revolution succeeded and the Constitu- 
tion was adopted—the one great cause assigned for the financial and 
industrial disasters that overtook the people of the new Government, 
was the Jack of power upon the part of the Confederate Congress to 
regulate trade and commerce with foreign nations, and by reason of 
which this country was flooded with foreign importations, thus crush- 
ing out the life-blood from American enterprise, American industries, 
and American labor, and briaging paralysis on the arm, and energies, 
and heart of the whole country. 

And then it was, moved irresistibly on to remedy the great evil 
which overwhelmed them as they were compelled originally to resist 
the trade aggressions, as also the political tyrannies of the English king, 
the people of the several States of the Confederation in constitutional 
convention assembled made the famous declaration that— 


We, the people of the United States, in order to form a more perfect Union, 
establish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the common defense, 
promote the general welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves 


and our rity, do ordain and establish this Constitution for the United States 


of America— 

And, educated by the bitter experience of the past, the men who framed 
that immortal instrument and the Legislatures of the States, respect- 
ively, that breathed intoit the breath ofnational life, were determined 
that the Congress of the new nation, unlike that of the Confederation, 
should not be left powerless or the people who lived under it remedi- 
less against the disastrous and withering consequences of British free 
trade; and hence it was provided in that great fundamental charter 
that the Congress should bave power not only ‘‘to lay and collect 
taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, to pay the debts and provide for 
the common defense and general welfare of the United States,” but 


should also have power to regulate commerce with foreign nations,” 
as well as among the several States. 

And will it now be said, in view of the historical facts to which at- 
tention has been directed, that all that is meant by these provisions of 
the Constitution is that Congress shall have power simply to lay and 
collect duties and imposts solely witha view of raising revenue to meet 
the wants of the Government? Can it in view of what has been said 
be successfully contended that there is in these provisions no power in 
the American Congress to so levy customs duties as to restrict foreign ` 
importations and thus afford encouragement and protection to the in- 
dustries and labor of this country? How did the statesmen of that 
day and of subsequent years regard the new Constitution considered 
in relation to the sabject of the principle of protection? Daniel Web- 
ster, in his speech at Buffalo, in June, 1833, among other things, said: 

The protection of American labor against the injurious competition of for- 
eign labor so far as Tespos general handicraft production is known historically 
to have been one end designed to be obtained by establishing the Constitution, 

But still further, and I quote from Mr. Daniel H. Mason’s valuable 
Tariff History of the United States, page 67, as I have made other 
quotations from that valuable work, as follows: 


Mr. Webster gave forth his views with more emphasis, directness, and detall 

in his speech at the Albany mass meeting, August 27, 18t4. He then said: 
“The terns [regulation of commerce] were well understood in our colonial his- 

tory, and if we go back to the history of the Constitution and of the convention 


which adopted it we shall find that everywhere, when masses of men were as- - 
sembled and the wants of the people were brought forth into prominence, the 


idea was held up that domestic industry could not prosper, manufactures and 
the mechanic arts could not advance, the condition of the common country 
could not be carried up to any considerable elevation, unless there should be 
one government to lay one rate of duty upon imports throughout the Union, 
from New Hampshire to Georgia, Bo fas to be had in laying this duty to the 
protection of American labor and industry. I defy the man in any degree con- 
versant with history, in any degree acquainted with the annals of this country 
from 1787 to the adoption of the Constitution in 1789, to say that this was nota 
leading, I may almost say, the leading motive, South as well as North, for the 
formation of the new government. Without that provision in the Constitution 
it never could have been adopted.” 

Mr. Mason further quotes from Mr. Rufus Choate on this subject, 
who, in his great speech in the Senate ot the United States, delivered 
March 14, 1842, among other things, said: 

A whole people, a whole generation of our fathers, had in view as one grand 
end and purpose of their new government the acquisition of the means of re- 
straining, by governmental action, the importation of foreign manufact 
for the encouragement of manufactures and of labor at home, and desired a 
meant to do this by clothing the new government with this specific power of 
regulating commerce, 


But not the least conclusive argument in favor of the construction 
now claimed for the provisions of the Constitution under consideration 
is the fact that one of the first great measures adopted by the Congress 
after the adoption of the Constitution was a tariff act based upon the 
purpose and founded on the lines of protection to American industry 
and American labor. It was in the discussion of that bill in the na- 
tional House of Representatives in 1789 that Representative Fisher 
Ames used these significant words: 

I conceive, sir, that the present Constitution was dictated by commercial ne- 
cessity more than by any other cause. The want of an official government to 
secure the manufacturing interest and toadvance our commerce was Jong seen 
by men of judgment and pointed out by patriots solicitous to promote our gen- 
eral welfare. 

Scarcely had the present Government been inaugurated until the new 
Congress was flooded with petitions from all sections of the country 
praying the enactment of tariff laws based upon the theory of protec- 
tion. From among others these petitions came from the tradesmen, 
mechanies, and others of the town of Baltimore; from the mechanics, 
shipwrights, and laborers of the city of Charleston, in South Carolina; 
from the manufacturers and laboring classes of the city of New York, 
and from those of Boston, Providence, and other New England cities, 

These petitions felicitated Congress and the country on the fact that 
by the change from the Confederation to the Union a happy effect had 
been realized and a new era had dawned wherein the interests of the 
manufacturer, the laborer, the producer as well as the consumer in this 
country were no longer imperiled by being subject, in so far as pro- 
tection against excessive importations and restrictive foreign trade laws 
were concerned, to the will of the Legislatures of the States, respect- 
ively, but that all these sacred interests were now committed to the 
protecting care and guardianship of one sovereign legislature, the Con- 
gress of the United States, possessed of the sole and exclusive power 
to levy duties on imports. 

It was in response to these resolutions and the universal wish of the 
leading statesmen of the country that James Madison in the very morn- 
ing of the new Union made the subject ot tariff legislation on the lines 
of protection the first and main topic of consideration in the American 
Congress; and among other things, while advocating this measure in 
1789, Mr. Madison said: 

The States that are most advanced in population and ripe for manufactures 
ought to have their particular interests attended to in some measure. While 
these States retained the power of making regulations of trade, they had the 
power to protect and cherish such institutions. By adopting the present Con- 
stitution they have thrown the exercise of this power into other hauds; they 


must have done this with an expectation that those interests would not be neg- 
lected here, (See Gale & Seaton’s Debates, O, S., volume 1, page 116.) : 


A stndy of the history of those times will show conclusively that all 
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the great statesmen of that day, from Washington down, favored and 
approved the construction that Congress had the clear and undeniable 
power under the Constitution and moreover that it was a solemn duty 
on the of Congress to enact such tariff legislation as would give 
reasonable and adequate protection to the American manufacturer, ar- 

laborer, and farmer. This view is strengthened by a reference 


tisan, 
-to the great speech of Rufus Choate delivered in this body March 14, 


1842, and from which I beg to quote as follows: He said: 


And who in that assembly of men—many of whom satin the convention which 
framed the Constitution, all of whom had partaken in the discussions whioh 
preceded its adoption—breathed a doubt on the competence of Co to re- 
ceive such petitions as these, and to grant their prayer? I conceive” (said 
the most eloquent of the eloquent, Mr. Ames)," I conceive, sir, that the present 
Constitution was dictated by commercial necessity more than any other cause. 
The want of an efficient government to secure the manufacturing interest and 
to advance our commerce was long seen by men of judgment and pointed out 
by patriots solicitous to promote our general welfare.” But I have more to say 

fore I have done on the proceedings of that Congress, and leave them forthe 
present. In the mean while I submit to you that the proof is complete that the 
ple who adopted the Constitution, universally and without a doubt, be- 
eved that it embodied this power. It was for that they received it with une 
wide acclaim, with tears of exultation, with ceremonies of auspicious signifi- 
cance, befitting the dawn of our age of pacific and industrial glory. Eventhose 
who feared its imperial character and its other powers, who thought they saw 


the States attracted to its center and absorbed by its rays, did not fear 


power, 

And now, sir, I wonder if, after all, the people were deluded into this belief? 
I wonder if that heroic and energetic generation of our fathers which had 
studied the controversies and had gone through the tasks of the Revolution, 
which bad framed the Confederation, proved its weakness, proved its defects; 
which had been trained by a long and dreary experience of the insufliciency of 
a nominal independence to build up a diffused and massive and national pros- 
perity, if the trade laws of foreign government, the combinations of foreign 
capitalists, the necessities of foreign existence, are allowed to take from the na- 
tive laborer his meal of meat, and from his children their school, and depress 
his standard of comfortable life; which had been trained by experience, by the 
discussions of its ablest minds, in an age of extraordinary mental discussions 
of its ablest minds, in an age of extraordinary mental activity, and yet of great 
roorality, sobriety, and subordination, peculiarly favorable to the task, trained 
thus to the work of constructing anew government—I wonder if such a genera- 
tion were deceived after all> 

I wonder if it was not living water, that which they supposed they saw gush- 
ing from the rock and sparkling and swelling at their feet, but only a delusive 
imitati struck out the wand of an accursed enchantment. No, sir; no 
man who believes that the people ofthis country were fit to govern themselves 
fit to frame a constitution, fit to judge on it, fit to administer it—no such man 
can say that the belief, the popular beliefin 1789, of the existence of this power, 
under the circumstances, is not absolutely conclusive proot of its existence, 

And then, in addition to how do you deal with the fact that all the fram- 
ers of the Constitution themse ves, as well as every public man alive in 1789, 
and ws saira intelligence of the country, supposed they had inserted this 
power in it 


Did not those who made it know what they had done? Considering their 


eminent eral er, their civil discretion, their preparation of much 
study, py eren more experience of arduous publie affairs for the task; their 
thorough unintance with the existing systems, State and national, and with 
the public mind and opinions of the day; the long, patient, and solitary labor 
which they bestowed on it; the immediate necessity im on them of ex- 
laining and defending it to the country—in view of this, if you find them unan- 
SONAS concurring in it, ascribing this power to the instrument, is it not the 
transcendentalism of unbelief to doubt? Do we really think we are likely to 
understand their own work now better than t did the day they finished it? 
Well, sir, we have satisfactory evidence that the members of the convention 
went, all of them, to their graves in the belief that the Constitution contained 
this power, Mr. Madison's opinion I have We ha ve it on unquestionable 
authority that Mr. Gallatin has repeatedly said that upon his entrance into po- 
life in 1789 he found it tobe the universal opinion of those who framed 
and those who resisted its 5 opinion of all the 
statesmen of the day—that Congress possessed the power to protect domestic 
industry by means of commercial regulations. 


And when more than half a century had passed away Daniel Web- 
ster, in referring to these petitions in his great speech at Albany, 
August 27, 1844, and to the construction placed upon them by the states- 
men of that day and the credit, moreover, accorded them in view of the 
changed powers of Congress in virtue of the clause in the new Consti- 
tution, used these memorable words, plainly indicating his views as to 
the powers and duties of Congress in reference to this important sub- 
ject. He said: 

Now, Task you again, how were these petitions for protection treated? Did 
Congress deny its power? Did it say that it could not possibly give them this 
protection unless it should happen to be incidental? d it say we have only 
n revenue power in regard to this matter? That is, we have the clear and un- 
doubted power to take so much money out of your pockets and apply it to our 
pwn purposes, but God forbid that, in doing so, we should do gou any good at 
the same time. Were these petitioners told that they must take care of them- 
selves; that these were days of free trade and everybody must have a right to 
trade on equal terms with everybody else? Far, far from it. 

In to the subject of these petitions, we all know that the very first 
Congress secured to the navigation of the United States that which has been, 
from that time to this, the great foundation, not only of preference, but of mo- 
nopoly, the whole coasting trade of the Union; andthe shipwrights of America 
oniy that monopoly to the present day, and I hope they will enjoy it forever, 
Look at the coasting trade of the United States, so vast in its extent. It is en- 
tirely confined to American shipping. * * But how did Congress treat 
these petitions from the cities of New York and Baltimore toextend protection 
to the mechanic arts? It granted them. It yielded it. And, except a formal 
act for taking the oaths, the very first act passed by Congress was to secure the 
coasting trade and protect the mechanic arts by discriminating duties, and thus 
carry out the clear and, according to historical testimony, the most manifest 
object of the Constitution. 


But hear what that great Democrat Andrew Jackson had to say on 


this important subject. In his second annual message to Congress (De- 


cember 7, 1830) he said: 

The power to impose duties on imports originally belonged to the several 
States. The right to adjust those duties with a view to the encouragement of 
domestic branches of industry is so completely identical with that power that 


it is difficult to the existence of the one without the other. The States 
have del their whole authority over imports to the General Government, 
without itation or restriction, saving the very inconsiderable reservation 
relating to their inspection laws, 

This authority having thus entirel; from the States, the right to exer- 
cise it for the of protection does not exist in them, ly, if 
it be not the General Government, it must be extinct. Our olit- 


most d destructive 
policy which might be adopted by foreign nations. This surely can not be the 
case; this ind: le power, thus surrendered by the States, must be within 
the of the authority on the praeh ex y de to Congress, 
In conclusion I am confirmed as well by the opinions of Presidents Wash- 
ington, Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe, who have re! edly recom- 
mended the exerciseof this right under the Constitution, as by the uniform prac- 
tice of Congress, the continued acquiescence of the States, and the gen un- 
derstanding of the people, ` : 

But farther evidence on this point is superfluous, as it is all one way. 

And yet in the light emanating from all the public declarations, not 
only of the founders of the Government, but also of the expounders of 
the Constitution, including those of every statesman of this country 
worthy of the name during the first quarter of a century of the exist- 
ence of our Government, we find the distinguished and erudite junior 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], in his scholarly speech of a few 
days since, characterizing the honorable Finance Committee’s recapitu- 
lation of the pending measure as a gilded cenotaph, marking the sepul- 
chral abode of all the respect, traditional regard, and reverence which, 
according to the distinguished Senator, had in the first century of the 
Republic been paid to the law of the people. i 

The distinguished Senator is mistaken. The cenotaph to which he 
so eloquently points does not mark the burial-place of the principles of 
the foundersand builders of the Republic on this great question. These, 
thank God, still liveand will continue to survive, commanding the re- 
spect, traditional regard, and reverence accorded them, and the funda- 
mental law from which they are evolved by the statesmen of earlier 
days; but, if they ever do perish and die, on the monument which shall 
shadow their tomb shall be inscribed, “Strangled and entombed by 
the free-trade, tariff-for-revenue-only tinkers of modern Democracy!“ 

Notwithstanding this wealth of evidence contributed by the founders 
of our Government, and to which I have attracted attention, notwith- 
standing this great cloud of witnesses” from among the illustrious 
men who framed the Constitution and gave to its various clanses in- 
terpretation in the primal days of the Republic—all vindicating and 
securely establishing the very policy sought to be enforced 2 per- 
petuated by the pending bill—our distinguished and eloquent colleague, 
the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], the peerless spokes- 
man of his party, the impetuous champion of free trade from the syca- 
more-lined shores of the Wabash, in his eloquent speech a few days since 
proclaimed in his usual, inimitable, captivating, and magnetic manner 
that ‘‘the bill under consideration is the result of a system of progress- 
ive evil, the offspring of a long-continued evolution in unjust taxa- 
tion,” a bill ‘‘springing from a parent stock whoselife-germ is vicio 
whose sap and vitality are imbued with a venom fatal to liberty an 
equality, the bold culmination, the climax of a series of oppressive en- 
actments, * * * a financial monster’? equipped with ‘‘ claws 
with which to tear the fruits of labor trom the farmer and with “teeth 
with which to rend and crush his substance ’’—a measure, according 
to the distinguished Senator, whose authors are described as unlike 
the romantic robbers of brilliant fiction,” who are depicted ‘‘some- 
times in the colors of chivalry and as sparing the needy and distressed 
while they politely preyed upon the opulent and the richly endowed,” 
but who are, in the language of the senior Senator from Indiana, de- 
scribed as the robber barons of this country, who do not belong to so 
refined a type as predacious chevaliers,” 

Truly, Mr, President, if simple denunciation and invective, as dis- 
tinguished from argument, clothed in well rounded periods of finished 
rhetoric, is the standard by which the pending bill is to be judged, 
then indeed all will agree, without a dissenting voice, that the Me- 
Kinley bill, as it passed the House and as modified by the Senate com- 
mittee, must, before the irresistible avalanche of invective which lit- 
erally saturated thes of the Senator from Indiana, go down more 
speedily and to still lower depths than ever went poor McGinty, and 
I believe it is confidently and vigorously averred that he went to 
the bottom of the sea. Indeed, in the absence of material for argu- 
mentor just criticism, so vehement in bis terms of denunciation of the 
measure did that distinguished Senator become that as he proceeded 
the generous impulses of his nature, asserting their normal fonctions, 
called a sudden halt, and he involuntarily injected into his an 
apology to the Senate and the country for the use of terms in his char- 
acterization of this bill which he himself declared might seem of un- 
wonted severity.” 

EFFECT OF A TARIFF FOR REVENUE ONLY, on, IN OTHER WORDS, FREE TRADE. 

Mr. President, let the doctrine of free trade or a tariff for revenue 
only, which is the same thing, as insisted on by the Democratic party, 
be enforced as our American policy and the result will be that only 
those foreign products which can not be produced in this country will 
be taxed, while all others will be permitted to come in by the ship- 
Joad free; and while for a short time the cost of some of these articles, 
both domestic and foreign, mightand undoubtedly would be reduced to 
the consumer, very soon the tables would be turned, American pro- 
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ducers would be driven to the wall, factories, mills, and machine-shops 
would be closed, the fires of furnaces would die out, hundreds of thou- 
sands of laborers would be thrown out of employment, the agricult- 
urist, the wool-grower, the cattle, hog, sheep, and horse raiser, the 
dairyman, the manufacturer of butter, cheese, and kindred products 
would all be compelled to compete with the unrestricted and unre- 
strained importation of these articles from foreign countries, for all of 
which the United States would become the dumping ground—the free 
and open market. 

And then what would be the result further? Simply this: Theexcess- 
ive importations having crushed ont Americanfroduction and having 
wiped out American industries would at once control the markets in 
this country, and immediately prices on the necessaries of life would 
advance all along the line to the consumer, and, as a result, the great 
masses—the mechanics, laborers, and artisans—would be menaced and 
smitten with a two-sided, double-edged sword, one that would cut 
down unmercifully and relentlessly the rates of wages, if not indeed in 
many instances cause an entire deprivation of employment, while the 
other would carve on the rate-board of the consumera marked increase 
in the price of every one of the necessaries of life. And not only so, 
another lamentable fact, and one which must not be lost sight of, 
would result from such a state of things, and that is the money thus 
paid out by the American consumer in such a state of aftairs for the 
necessaries of life would, instead of going to increase and aid in pay- 
ing the wages of these same consumers, instead of going to our manu- 
facturers and farmers, to the producers of this country, go to fill the 
exchequer of foreign importers and to swell the coffers of the producers 
of England, Canada, and other foreign countries. 

The statement made and insisted on by Mr. Cleveland, and taken 
up and repeated from every Democratic stump and by every Democratic 
journal in the land during the past four or five years, to the effect that 
the tariff is a tax the amount of which is added to the price which the 
consumer must inevitably pay for the article thus taxed, is misleading 
in the highest degree and only occurs under the existing tariff law in a 
very few instances, and in a carefully prepared and properly adjusted 
revenue act should not occur in any instance after a sufficient time has 
elapsed under its operation to bring into fall growth and development 
in this country the industry proteeted by the tariff referred to. 

It is only when a customs duty is levied on an article of foreign pro- 
duction which we do not and can not produce here either at all or only 
in such limited quantities as to fall far short of the demand that it is 
absolutely true that the tariff is a tax on the consumer. In other 
werds, when a tariff duty is imposed on articles which we can and do 
produce in this country in competition with the foreign product, then, 
while it is possible and indeed very probable a temporary advance in 
prices may follow, the inevitable effect is, by building up and largely 
developing the particular industry, to reduce the price of that particu- 
Jar article to the consumer, and in such instances it is not infrequently 
the case that the price of the article is thus reduced much below the 
total amount of the duty. 

This is clearly illustrated, as frequently instanced, in the case of the 
duty on salt. Salt in this country is worth to-day 50 cents a barrel of 
280 pounds; the barrel in which it is packed is worth 20 cents, so that 
280 pounds of salt is worth just 30 cents, and that is the price it costs 
the consumer, and yet the tariff on that amount of salt is 32 cents, or 
2 cents more than the whole cost of the salt to the consumer. But it 
is also true in a great variety of cases, especially of woolen fabrics of 
the cheaper rates, and illustrated by the fact that these are as cheap 
here asin England. I agree the duty should be so adjusted that the 
amount of the duty, after an article has been sufficiently stimulated 
by the process of protection, would not be added to the price which 
the consumer must pay for the article, and in the case of a properly ad- 
justed protective tariff this will always be the case. 

But under the system advocated by the Democratic party with a 
tariff for revenue only, then in every instance the amount of the tariff 
is added to the price of the article which the consumer must pay; aud 
the reason why this is so will be seen at a glance by a careful compari- 
son of the principles upon which the two systems proceed—that is, a 
tariff for protection and one for revenue only. 

In the tormer case it is the aim to admit free of duty all those foreign 
products which are necessaries of life and which we can not produce in 
this country, and to levy duties only on those articles of foreign im- 
portation which we can and do produce here, and which come into com- 
petition with the imported article, and hence the effect is to stimulate 
competition, build up industries, maintain for a time until the industry 
isfirmly established and then eventually reduce prices, and consequently 
in such cases the tariff is not a tax, is not added to the price of the ar- 
ticle, but tends in the end, by stimulating competition, to reduce that 

ice. 

But in the other case, in imposing a tariff for revenue only, it is uni- 
versally the aim of the legislator to obtain the greatest possible amount 
of revenue from the least possible amount or rate of tax, and therefore 
in imposing the tax for revenue only a free-trade legislator inevita- 
bly seeks to impose his tariff on those articles only which we can not 
and do not produce in this country, and hence in every such instance 
it is trae, as claimed by the late President Cleveland and his party, 


that the amount of the tariff becomes a tax, purely and simply, and is 
in such cases inevitably added to the price of the article which the 
consumer must pay. 

When, therefore, it is insisted that the tariff is a tax and is paid by 
the consumer, the answer is that this is only the case, or at least most 
generally the case, when the tariff is a Democratic tariff, that is, one 
for revenue only, and nota Republican tariff, or one primarily not only 
for revenue, but which fosters and encourages American production, 
and the result of which is not to increase the price of the commodity 
to the consumer to the amount of such tariff, or to any amount, but 
which preventsa destruction of industries by a ruinous competition from 


abroad, and which in fact, by stimulating competition at home, reduces 


it far below in many instances, and in fact in most instances, that which 
it would be but for the tariff. 


REDUCTION OF REVENUE. 


It is, Mr. President, important that the people should be advised as 


to what reduction in the revenue is to be brought about by the passage 


of this bill. Any revision of the tariff at this time which does not in- 
volve a very large reduction in the annual revenues collected, whether 
by customs or internal tax, or both, would not meet the demands of the 
people, and would be regarded by them as an abandonment of party 
pledges. Let us inquire, therefore, what reductions are proposed and 
likely to follow the passage of this bill. These depend of course in a 
measure on the precise manner in which the differences of the two 
Houses may be ultimately adjusted in a conference between the two 
Houses, as the bill as it passed the House is somewhat different in this 
respect from the same bill as proposed to be amended by the Senate 
Committee on Finance, although this difference after all is not very 
great in so far as it relates to the probable reduction of the revenue, as 
under each proposition there will necessarily follow a very large re- 
duction in the annual revenues. 

Listening to some of the speeches made on the other side of the Cham- 
ber, one not properly informed, not conversant with the bill and its 
provisions as they really are, would naturally conclude the effect of 
the passage of this bill would he to largely increase taxation, advance 
customs rates all along the line, swell the annual revenue, and oppress 
the people. Ifsuch were, in my judgment, to be the effect of the pend- 
ing bill it never could receive my vote. Such, indeed, is not the pend- 
ing measure. And in this connection it may be properly stated that 
never. perhaps, in the history of legislation has there been such studied, 
deliberate, persistent attempt to misrepresent any proposed legislation— 
its nature, character, and probable effect, such determined, yet poorly 
concealed, efforts to deceive and hoodwink the masses of the people as 
there has been in reference to the pending bill. The bill is precisely 
what it purports to be, a bill to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, the effect ot which will be, if enacted into law, most un- 
questionably, to reduce the revenue to the extent of very many mill- 
ions of dollars and to equalize the duties on imports, so as to operate 
more equally and fairly in reference to all the industries of the country. 

THE FREE-LIST. 

The House bill, as it passed that body, transferred to the free-list 
some forty-seven articles dutiable under existing law. This list has 
been but slightly modified by the Senate committee; some four or five 
new articles have been added. The question asto what effect this will 
have on the reduction of revenue is, of course, a matter of certain ascer- 
tainment when considered in connection with the amount of duties. 
paid on these same articles the last fiscal year. 

The value of the importations for the fiscal year 1889 of these arti- 
cles transferred to the free-list by the action of the House of Representa- 
tives was $107,921,735.34 and the revenues collected thereon amounted 
to $60,736,896.12, while modified in this respect, as proposed by the 
Senate committee, it covers articles the importation of which for the 
same period was $108,919,907.15 and on which duties were collected 
to the amount of 860, 599,343.69. So it will de seen that in any event, 
no matter which list should finally be adopted, or even should there 
bea compromise as between the two, by taking a fair average there 
will by the proposed bill be a reduction of the customs revenue alone 
by the one act of transferring articles heretofore dutiable to the free-list 
of considerably over $60,000,000. 7 

This much is certain. The average as between the amounts proposed 
by the two Houses being 860, 668, 119.90 and a great portion of this 
has been collected heretotore from articles of general use in this country, 
and which can not be produced in this country either at all or only in 
very limited quantities—to what extent the annual customs revenues 
may be further changed in amount by the proposed changes in the rates 
of duties on dutiable articles, many of which have been reduced and 
some increased, can not be so definitely arrived at except calculation 
is made on the assumption that the value of importations of these arti- 
cles in reference to which duties are charged should continue the same 
in the future as in the past. Estimating on this basis, the total reduc- 
tion would under the bill as it passed the House amount to $26,128,- 
649,90, and under the bill as proposed to be amended by the Senate 
committee, $20,318,283. 40. 

The average total reduction as between the proposition of the two 
Houses is $23,223,465.50. These statements and estimates relate, of 
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course, only to revenues arising from duties on foreign imports, and 
have no relation whatever to the proposed reduction upon the part of 
the House of $10,000,000 more in the revenues by changes in the in- 
ternal-revenue taxes. In other words, the total value of dutiable 
goods imported into the United States for the fiscal year 1889, and 
which by the t bill are still retained on the dutiable list, was 
$390, 437,117.07, upon which duties were paid to the amount of $161,- 

408,846.49, while the estimated duties under the proposed legislation, 

assuming that the quantity and value of importations will be neither 

reduced nor increased by the proposed change of rates, is, under the 
bill as it passed the House, $206,344, 977.77, and, as proposed to be mod- 

ified by the Senate committee, $201,689, 907.08. 

Itis but fair to state, however, that it is believed by the advocates 
of this revision, and indeed such is the intention, that one effect of the 
change of duties will, in respect of certain articles, especially where the 
duty is largely increased, for instance the articles of wool and woolen 

as notable examples, be to largely reduce both the quantity and 
the total value of the importation of such articles, and thus, while the 
revenue will doubtless be largely reduced, a more adequate protection 
will at the same time be afforded to the producers of these articles in 
this country. 

But while this will be the effect in most cases where the rates of duty 
are increased, just the reverse will generally be the effect in cases where 
the rates of duty are lowered, as in such cases it is generally the case 
that there is such a large increase in both the number of articles and 
total valueofarticles imported as to materially increase the total amount 
of annual revenues collected therefrom, although the rates of duties, 
ad valorem or specific, may be much less, This is almost invariably 
the case unless indeed the rate of duty is so largely reduced as to be 
merely nominal, 

But, notwithstanding the fact that the duties on some of the sched- 
ules have been advanced in the bill under consideration for the purpose 
of more adequately protecting certain American industries which have 
been sorely pressed and in some instances their very existence threat- 
ened by being compelled to compete with like articles the product of 
European pauper labor, it is a fact nevertheless, clearly susceptible of 
demonstration, thatthe present bill, both as it passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives and under the modifications proposed by the Senate com- 
mittee, largely reduces the average per cent. of duty rates when consid- 
ered in connection with our total annual importations. 

This last year, that is, the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, exclud- 
ing gold and silver, they amounted in value to $745,131,652, includ- 
ing those articles admitted free of duty as well as those that were 
dutiable. The total amount of duties collected was $222,145,742, or 
but a slight fraction less than 30 per cent. average rate on our total 

- importations; whereas under the present bill as reported to the Senate, 
in the event there should be no change in the amount and value of 

`~ importations, the duties would be but $201,689, 907.08, or an average 
of but 27.15 per cent. 

While, therefore, the rates on certain schedules are slightly advanced, 
there is on an average, by the increase of the free-list to the extent of 
$108,919, 900.15 in value of importation and the reduction in rates on 
certain dutiable articles, a marked decrease in the general average of 
duties on ourimportations, amounting in all to within a small fraction 
of 3 per cent. on our total importations of the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1889, $745,131,653. Our total importations, however, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1890, were $789,335,855, or $44,204,203 in excess 
of those of our importations for the year ending Jnne 30, 1889; conse- 
quently the average ad valorem rates of duty under the pending bill, if 
applied to this latter amount, are but 257% percent. In this state- 
ment as to the probable reduction of revenue no account, of course, is 

taken of the proposed reduction of internal-revenue taxes, which by 

the bill as it passed the House is, as stated, $10,327,878. 06. 

FREE RAW MATERIALS, 

Our Democratic friends have had much to say in the past, and the 
contention is still kept up, in favor of the proposition that raw materials 
should be admitted free. There is something in this, but in the de- 
mand thus made unqualifiedly two considerations seem to be entirely 
overlooked and lost sight of. First, a careful distinction is not noted 
or indeed attempted as to just what articles may properly be classed 
under the head of raw materials, and, secondly, the fact seems to be 
entirely overlooked that already under existing law, enacted in 1883, 
we have an extensive free-list, while the present bill proposes to in- 
crease that free-list to the extent of over $100,000,000 more, under 
which (I now refer to the existing law) hundreds of millions of dollars’ 
worth of raw materials are annually beiug imported into this country 
and here manufactured. 

Tn fact, more than one-third of all the importations of merchandise 
into this country are pow admitted free. Of the $745,131,652 in value 
imported during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, but $498,355,- 
852 was subject to duty, while $246,873,800 worth came in free, and 
by the pending bill, as I have stated, $108,819,907 more are tobe added 
to the free-list, giving us a free-list, should the pending bill become a 
Jaw, of not less, based on present rapor auone; than $355,793,707. 
True, under the bill as it passed the House, some seventeen articles 
are transferred from the present free list to the dutiable list, which will 


yield arevenue, in the event the importations of these articles equal in 
quantity and value those of last year, of $2,456,030.14, while forty-seven 
articles now on the dutiable list, and on which duties last year were 
collected to the amount of $60,736,896, will by this bill be transterred 
to the ſree- list. 

And of the 5246, 873,800 worth of articles which came in free the 
past year more than $125, 000,000, or over one-half of the whole amount, 
were articles that can in every proper sense be termed raw materials. 
They were articles such as are described in the reports of the Bureau 
of Statistics as articles in a crude condition which enter into the vari- 
ous processes of domestic industry.“ Should this bill, therefore, be- 
come a Jaw, either in the shape it passed the House or as modified 
by the Senate Finance Committee, the free-list will be increased to 
nearly, if not quite, 50 per cent. of the total importations into this 
country and nearly, if not quite, one-half of which will consist of what 
may be properly termed ‘raw materials,” 

So, Mr. President, when we come to define properly what are raw 
materials” and then take into consideration the fact so universally 
overlooked that over $125,000,000 worth of raw materials are now ad- 
mitted free of duty, and the other fact that this list is to be so very 
largely increased by the proposed legislation, it would seem that there 
is not much room left for just complaint or criticism on this score, 

As already suggested one great difference between the two Housesin 
a matter affecting a reduction of the revenue relates to the proposed re- 
peal of internal-revenue taxes. By the bill as it passed the House a 
total reduction of $10,327,878.06 is proposed, as follows: 


First, ri apn the tax on dealers in leaf-tobacco---- $48, 570. 88 
Second, by repealing the tax on retail dealers in leaf- 

MONALO. oe eas Ff... EN E 270. 84 
Third, by repealing the tax on dealers in tobacco. 1, 280, 015. 93 
Fourth, by repealing the tax on manufacturers of to- 

8 BFS 5, 128.25 
Filth, by repealing the tax on manufacturers of cigars- 120, 195. 53 
Sixth, by repealing the tax on peddlers of tobacco 12, 201. 88 
Seventh, by reducing the revenue from smoking and 

manufactured tobacco from 8 to 4 cents per pound. 8, 538, 449. 97 
And, eighth, by reducing the tax on snuff from & to 4 

TCF 322, 544. 79 


10, 327, 878. 06 


The effort, Mr. President, in the past few years upon the part of the 
advocates of free trade or a tariff for revenue only to impress the 
farmers of this country with the belief that their interests do not lie 
in the direction of a protective tariff and that by such a policy they 
are being robbed and their interest sacrificed to those of the Eastern 
manufacturers have been both persistent and able, if not to say pro- 
digious, but never was a more untenable position assumed by any party 
or set of men. It is a contention which flies directly in the face of the 
whole history of this country from its earliest period to the present 
time, and is an insult to the names and memories of those illustrious 
men under whose inspiration and counsels our Government was brought 
into existence. 

All concede that any discussion of this question that omits, asa most 
important and influential factor, entitled to the highest consideration, 
the farming class is out of place. By the last census there were in this 
country 7,670,493 persons engaged in agriculture, just about double 
the whole number engaged in manufactures, mechanics, aud mining. 
There were engaged in the last-named three occupations, all told, only 
3,836,112. In all employments the number engaged was 17,392,099. 
This was about the number who earned wages, The balance—33,000,- 
000—earned no wages, Of these, 3,837,112 persons were engaged in 
trade and transportation; 4,074,238, in professional and personal sery- 
ices. and 7,670,493, in agriculture, or only 25,555 ns less than one- 
half the whole number engaged in all the professions and occupations 
known to man. 

Any attempt, therefore, to ignore the interests of the farmers in any 
proposed legislation is simply to repudiate and set aside nearly one- 
half of all those who in the aggregate seek employment in the various 
industries and professions of the United States, while any attempts 
at deception must come under the head of political crimes, the just 
penalty of which should be, if it is not, political ostracism and political 
death. There are doubtless to-day in this country over nine million 
persons engaged in the business of agriculture. The farmer, therefore, 
being the great central column of the industrial structure, the keystone 
of the great industrial arch, is, more than any other class—yes, more 
than all other classes combined—entitled to protection. If the farmer 
fails, every other person, whether manufacturer, artisan, laborer, or 
professional man, must fail also. 

Many things which ordinarily may be regarded as necessaries of life, 
but which, after all, are more luxuries than necessaries, may in an emer- 
gency be dispensed with, but the products of the farm—bread, potatoes, 
eatables—can not be dispensed with. These are necessaries, and men, 
and women, and children, too, must have them or die. This being so, 
agriculture, more than any other industry known to man, should he, 
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and und r our protective policy is, protected, if not more, at least to 
the same extent and with the same care asany other industry in which 
the citizens of this country engage. The farmer must have a market 
før his surplus products; otherwise, while he may not die for lack of 
bread, he may freeze to death for lack of clothing, shelter, and the other 
absolute necessaries and comforts of life, i 

Man can not live on bread alone, and it is only by means realized 
from the sale of his surplus products that the farmer and his family 

may be properly clothed, otherwise provided for, and live, 

What special consideration, therefore, does the present bill give to 
the interests of the farmer aside from those general benefits that must 
necessarily flow to all classes, the farmer included, from the applica- 
tion of a general policy that shields us from the industrial tax of for- 
eign nations, and thus promotes the general welfare of all our people? 

It is presumed that the farmers themselves, as represented in the 
national organization known as the National Grange, understand their 
wants and wishes in reference to tariff legislation, and it is a further 
fact, perhaps not generally known, but I believe true and worthy of 
note, that this organization, through its legislative committee, sub- 
mitted early in the present session to the proper committees of Con- 
gress, the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representatives 
and the Finance Committee of the Senate, the schedules of rates 
which they desired incorporated into tariff legislation, 

And it is further worthy of note that these requests have been re- 
spected almost literally; in fact, in but one or two instances have any 
less rates of duty been imposed on farm products than requested, while 
in numerons instanceseven much greater protection than asked for has 
been given both by the action of the House and by that of the Senate 
Committee on Finance. Some slight departures may be noted in the 
amendments proposed by the Senate Committee on Finance, but on 
the whole there has been substantial favorable response, indeed, lib- 
eral beyond the asking, to the suggestions thus made, and as a result 
it will on careful examination be ound that of the seyenteen articles 
transferred from the free to the dutiable list by the pending bill eight- 
ninths of them relate to agricultural products, thus adding material 
protection to the farmer which under existing law is not accorded him. 

These include a great variety of articles, among them camel’s hair, 
heretofore largely imported free and used in this country in direct com- 
petition with American wool; fruits, apples (green, ripe, and dried), 
eggs, vegetables, flax, hemp, broom-corn, plants, trees, shrubs, straw, 
macaroni, vermicelli, and various other farm products, all of which can 
be produced and are produced ‘largely in this country, and which fin- 
der existing law suffer from competition with free foreign importation 
of these articles, I happen to have in my hand a copy of the report 
made by the national legislative committee of the National Grange, the 
Patrons of Husbandry, to this national farmers’ association, which I 
beg to incorporate in my remarks, and which shows specifically pre- 
cisely what tariff legislation was demanded. This committee is com- 
pone of Hon. J. H. Brigbam, of Delta, Ohio, worthy master of the 

ational Grange; L. Rhone, esq., of Centre Hall, Pa.; and Jobn Trem- 
ble, esq., of Washington, D. C. It is as follows: 


NATIONAL GRANGE, THE PATRONS OF HUSBANDRY, 


[Legislative committee: J. H. Brigham, Delta, Ohio; L. Rhone, Centre Hall, Pa.; 
John Trimble, Washington, D. C. Office of the legislative committee, 81⁴ F 
street, 

} Wasuineton, D. C., March 24, 1890, 
The eee - at the last session of the National Grange to present 
to Congress the ous measures considered by that body as requiring legis- 
lative action have endeavored faithfully to perform the duty 8 them. 

Each member of Congress has been furnished with a copy of all resolutions 

and reports adopted by the National Grange relating to | lative matters. 

We bave also appeared before committees and urged immediate legislation for 

the relief of the farmers. Of the Ways and Means Committee we asked in 

some cases a duty and in others an increase of duty upon agricultural imports 
brought into this country to be sold in competition with the uctions of the 

American farmer. In othercases we asked a reduction of duty upon some of 

the commodities farmers are compelled to buy. 


The following is substantially what was asked and what will pooo be 4 
n considerabie 


ported. No change was asked upon products not imported 
amounts: 
AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS AND PROVISIONS. 


Animals—tive, 
Horses and mules. sses eee sodas eee eee ebe se ee 
Valued at $150 and over. 
Cattle, more than 1 year old 
Cattle, less than 1 year old 
H 


Breadstuffs. 


IGG vn — ` 30 cents per bushel. 
Barley, malt 40 cents per bushel. 
Barley, pearle ae 
Buck wheat. 

e 
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A cents per pound. 
= — eee CONtS per gallon, 
Milk, preserved or condensed ...... ...... 3 cents per pound, 


Farm and fleld products. 
Beaus issa „! 
Beans, pease, and mushrooms, prepared... 
Broom- corn. 


7 


ee pe 

Split pease.. ...20 cents per bushel, 
Potatoes...., cents per bushel, 
Flaxseed. .80 cents per bushel, 
Garden seed be per cent. 
Vegetables, prepared 45 per cent, 
Vegetables, natural sta per cent, 
r ee $2 per ton, 
Teasels DEEN 00 ss... 30 per cent, 
e e as bbogop puss asd eotea noe DOE . 

Fruits and nuts. 

Apples, green. ahs A cents per bushel, 
Apples, dried. per pound, 


Dates, grapes, plums, prunes.... 


Fruit preserves 
Almonds, not shi 
Almonds, shelled ..... 
Filberts and walnuts.... 
Peanuts, unshelled .. 
Peanuts, shelled. 
Nuts, not enumerated 


Meat product: 
Bacon and ham. . .. . . . . . . . . . — aon ts per pound, 
ts and, 


There will be some opposition to the increase of duty asked upon farm prod- 


ucts, particularly upon hides, and we said to the committee, “If you will make 

leather and manufactures of leather free, we will ask no duty upon hides, If 

32 and its manufactures are protected, we want equal protection upon 
ea? 


The duty upon sugar will be reduced 40 or 50 per cent., or it will be made free 
and a bounty paid to American producers. Farmers should at once inform 
their Representatives as to their wishes upon this point, as there is quite a di- 
vision among members of Congresson the subject. Jute will be made free, and 
the duty will be removed or reduced upon 3 Sisal and manila 
will probably be put on the free-list, and binder-twine will be free or the dut: 
will be reduced. Some changes will be made in the wool schedule which 

revent fraud at the ports ofentry. The committee also went before the House 

‘ommittee on Agriculture and urged the passage of pure-food bills, the bills to 
prevent gambling in farm produce, the formation of trusts, and urged legisla- 
tion to protect the innocent purchaser of patented articles. e have also urged 
the Department of Labor to assist us in securing a reduction of the tare on 
cotton. 

The above is a synopsis of what the legislative committee has done, and re- 
presents anxious and arduous labor upon our part. We now submit brief 
report for your examination and poate mtorr We trust that our action will 
meet with your approval and that you will at once write your Congressmen 
mee N indorsing what we have asked and urging ly action. We hope 
all will help us. ` 

There is no political question involved in what we ask for farmers in regard 
to tariff legislation; it simply means that we want the same policy poet 
towards us that is adopted for others, We can consistently ask thisand still re- 
main free to 2 any policy in future campaigns which best accords with our 
opinions. It will be well also for zon to draught petitions asking for these 
measures, procure signatures, and forward to your member of Congress. In 
conclusion, we desire to thank all those who have in good faith responded to 
our calls for assistance, and hope that we may continue to co-operate for the pro- 
tection and promotion of the interests of the farmers. 

J. H. BRIG 
LEONARD RHO 
JOHN TRIMBLE, 


On a careful examination of Schedule G of the pending bill (agricult- 
ural products and productions), commencing with section 244 of the 
House bill, section 232 in the bill as reported trom the Senate commit- 
tee, it will be found, on a comparison of these suggestions of the leg- 
islative committee of the National Grange, that their nests have 
been more than met. In nota solitary instance has the duty on any 
agricultural article named been reduced by the bill Sede pees the 
House, but on a number the duties were largely in . Forin- 
stance, the committee of the Patrons of Husbandry asked a duty of 50 
cents on hogs. The House bill and the Senate committee each gave 
protection to the amountof $1.50. The committee asked 40 cents per 
bushel on barley malt; the House gave them 45, the Senate commit- 
tee 40 cents, 

The farmers’ committee asked but 1 cent per pound on barley, pearl, 
patent, and hulled. Both the House and the Senate proposed to protect 
them on this article to the extent of 2 cents per pound, just double 
what wasasked. On buckwheat the committee representing 3 K 
asked a protection of 10 cents per bushel. Both the House and 
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Senate committee give 15 cents per bushel. The same on corn or maize; 
. the committee asked 10 cents per bushel protection; 15 cents is ac- 
corded by both House and Senate committees. On corn-meal the com- 


mittee representing the farmers asked protection to the extent of 10 
cents wor aet e bill gives them just double that amount, 20 
cents per bushel. 


On oats the committee prayed for 10 cents per bushel protection; 
the bill gives them 15 cents. On rice, cleaned, the-committee ask 1} 
cents per pound; the House gives them 2 cents per pound, the Senate 
eee e recommends 1}. On wheat the farmers’ committee asked 

on to the extent of 20 cents per bushel; both the House and 
te Committee on Finance propose to give them 25 cents per bushel. 
On wheat flour the committee requests 20 per cent. ad valorem; the 
proposed legislation gives them 25 per cent. ad valorem. 
DAIRY PRODUCTS. 

On dairy products—butter, cheese, milk (fresh, preserved, and con- 
densed)—the rates of protection suggested by the committee represent- 
ing the National Grange have been accorded both by the Honse of Rep- 
- resentatives and the Senate committee. 

FAEM AND FIELD PRODUCTS. 

Not a single reduction was made in the rates of duty requested by 
the committee of the National Grange in any of the farm and field 
products except, I believe, on the single article of cabbages; while on 
many the rates were materially increased over those suggested. For 
instance, on potatoes the claim was 20 cents per bushel protection; it 
is proposed to give 25 cents. On hops all that was demanded by the 
committee of the National Grange was 12 cents per pound, while 15 
cents per pound is accorded by both House and Senate committee. On 
onions the committee demanded 25 cents per bushel; it is proposed by 
the pending bill to give 40 cents per bushel. ~ 

On split pease 20 cents per bushel was asked; 50 cents is granted. On 
garden seeds 20 per cent. ad valorem was asked, while 50 per cent. ad 
yalorem is proposed by the pending bill. The only article on which 
the Senate Finance Committee propose a reduction is on cabbages, The 
committee representing the farmers requested a protection of 3 cents 
per head; the House granted it, while the Senate committee propose 1 
cent per head. 

FRUITS AND NUTS 

While no reduction below that recommended by the farmers’ com- 
mittee is proposed by either on any article coming under this head, a 
material increase is proposed on many. For instance, the committee 
suggest, modestly, 2 cents per pound on figs; the bill proposes to give 
2) cents per pound. On oranges a large increase is made over that 
claimed by the committee. The committee claim on the largest pack- 
ages but $1; the bill gives them on these $1.50. On raisins the com- 
mittee claim 2 cents per pound; the bill gives them 2}. On filberts 
and walnuts the committee ask 2 cents per pound, whereas the bill 
gives on filberts and walnuts, not shelled, 3 cents per pound; shelled, 
6 cents per pound. 

MEAT PRODUCTS. 

On meat products thesuggestions of the Grange committee have been 
adopted by both the House and the Senate. 

In discussing the question as to the consideration given to the farmer 
in this bill Mr. MCKINLEY, in his report in the House (H. Report No. 
1466, first session, Fifty-first Congress), says: 

We advance the rates upon the products of the soil which either dosupply or 
can be brought to supply the home consumption. Horses, cattle, hogs, sheep, 
yap a ae og ed od 
peg, bow e . oiher roducts are SAAGA with a view to pe this entire 
can 


er, 

As indicating the eral line of policy pursued in changing rates in this 

8 your committee ean only, in the scope of this report, note a few articles 
ustrative ofall. 


HORSES, CATTLE AND SHEEP, 


In the last ten years not less than $60,000,000 worth of horses, cattle, and sheep, 
ordinary marketable stock, has been imported. A portion of these have paid 
20 per cent. ad valorem on a fraudulent undervaluation. A very large portion 
have come in free, professedly for breeding purposes, actually for the common 
markets. The duty has been changed to a specife rate and advanced toa point 
where it rest PEIS the market, while the paragraph in the free-list on ani- 
mals for b ing purposes is so framed as to only admit animals which are 
pure bred and properly registered. 

WOOL. 

But let us inquire what the pending bill proposes in the interest of 
the farmers of this country engaged in the business of raising sheep, 
and in turning out annually millions of dollars’ worth of wool and 
mutton. This bill proposes to undo the great wrong done to the Amer- 
ican farmer, in the matter of duties on wool, by the act of March 3, 
1883, and to virtually re-enact the wholesome provisions, or what will 
be their equivalent in effect, and correcting certain irregularities relat- 
ing to combing and carpet wools of the former much more beneficial 
act of March 2, 1867, under which this industry revived and flourished 
for some sixteen years. That such legislation will revive the waning 
sheep industry of this country and increase the price of wool to the 
American farmer, all familiar with the subject will readily agree. Nor 
will the effect of this be to increase the price of the manufactured ar- 
ticle of woolen goods, but by stimulating and building up a great di- 
versity of manufacturing interests will have precisely the opposite 


effect, as the history of protective tariffs will prove since the commence- 
ment of our Government. 

But concede for a moment that a high protective tarift did not have 
the effect of i ing the price of a pound of wool, that would not 
by any means be the end of the argument in favor of a protective tariff 
as applied to the one article of wool. There are other considerations 
of immense importance that must not be lost sight of, and which is is 
quite certain the great mass of intelligent sheep-raisers in this country 
do not fail to understand or fully appreciate. It is not merely the 
price of wool that is involved in the problem, irrespective of the ques- 
tions as to the amount and kind of wool and the amount and kind of 
mutton produced by the American farmer, 

Who will deny that, under the operation of the protective tariff, not 
only the number but the breeds of sheep and their capacity to produce 
per head, not only a greater number of pounds of wool, but a better 
grade and quantity, have been vastly increased, to say nothing of the 
increase not only in quantity, butalso in the quality of American mut- 
ton? 

Thirty years ago the average weight to each fleece of the then wool 
product of the United States was less than 2} pounds, while to-day, un- 
der the fostering care and energizing influence of a protective tariff, 
the average weight of fleeces is abont 6 pounds. Thirty years ago the 
number of sheep in the United States was but 22,471,375, while to-day, 
notwithstanding the terrible and almost fatal set-back to the sheep and 
wool industry of this country by the reduction made in the tariff on 
wool by the act of Marth 3, 1883, and through which there was in the 
past five years a reduction of nearly 7,000,000 head, the number is 
now 42,599,079. 

An historical object lesson on this subject that ought to be not only 
convincing but absolutely controlling in the mind of every true Amer- 
ican who has the interest of the agriculturists of the United States 
at heart, is found in the effect on the wool industry in the change of 
the tariff on wool by the act of 1883. Although prior to that reduc- 
tion the number of sheep in the United States bad, under the foster- 
ing influence of protection afforded by the act of 1867 (March 2, 1867), 
although that act unjustly discriminated against combing and carpet 
wools, increased from about 24,000,000 head in 1867 to 49,237,291 
head in 1883. The number of head in the five years succeeding the 
reduction of tariff rates of 1883, instead of increasing in like ratio, did 
not even maintain itself, but was reduced to the enormous extent of 
about 7,000,000 head, or to an extent equal to nearly 14 per cent., or 
nearly one-sixth of the whole number; whereas, under the ratio of in- 
crease that had taken place under the act of 1867, the number should 
have increased in that time to about 60,000,000 head. 

The number of pounds of wool produced in the United States in 1867 
was only 70,000,000, whereas in 1883 it was considerably over 300,- 
000,000, or an increase in pounds of abont 350 per cent.; and yet, by 
reason of the baneful influence of the reduction of 1883, the annual 
product now is considerably less than 250,000,000, not more, perhaps, 
than 245,000,000 at most, possibly not over 240,000,000 pounds. And 
in making this comparison of the different effects produced on the wool 
industry of this country by the higher-rate tariff of 1867 and the lower 
rates of 1883 it must not be forgotten that a most powerful influence 
operated just prior to the passage of the act of March 2, 1867, which 
tended strongly to neutralize for a considerable time the beneficial 
effects of that act. 

This was the dumping on the markets of this conntry of not only 
an abnormal amount of importations of foreign wool, but also of im- 
mense quantities of cast-off Army supplies as aresult of the closing 
of the war, consisting of nearly two and a quarter million of men’s 
large coats, over one-quarter of a million of uniform ceats, over half 
a million of sack-coats, nearly half a million trousers, over eight hun- 
dred thousand blankets, half a million shirts, besides great quantities 
of other clothing and cloths of various kinds. 

What a terrible blow at an American industry in which are engaged 
to a greater or less extent 10 per cent. of all the qualified voters of the 
United States, or more than 1,250,0000f the 11,369,461 voters in the 
United States in 1888; an industry in which in 1880 were invested 
over $119,000,000 in sheep alone, to say nothing of the capital invested 
in addition in sheep lands, barns, sheds, and other things necessary in 
carrying on the sheep industry, estimated at over 8408, 000, 000 more, 
making an aggregate investment of over $527,000,000; an industry 
which furnishes the tables of rich and poor alike with a cheap and nu- 
tritious meat in the 10,000,000 mutton sheep annually slaughtered for 
that purpose, of the farm value of over $30,000,000; an industry in 
which are engaged, or were in 1880, 1,020,728 flockmasters, owners 
of as many flocks, and giving employment at good wages, as herdsmen 
and shearers alone, to over 100,000 men, to say nothing ofthe 320,- 
000,000 pounds of wool produced in this country in a single year before 
the evil infinences of the act of 1883 began to operate, of the value of 
over $91,000,000, produced from the backs of 50,626,C26 sheep—the 
number we had in this country in 1884 uf the estimated value of nearly 
$120,000,000; an industry, moreover, whose importance and magnitude 
can not be properly estimated unless note is also made of the fact that 
we have in this country, or had before the mischievous act of 1883 was 
enacted, 2,689 domestic woolen manufuctories with an invested capital 


of nearly $160,000, 000, employing 161,557 persons, paying them annu- 


ally as wages sum of $47,389,000, in working up wool and other 
oterala used of the value of $164,371,551—these were the figuresin 
1880; they are much greater now—and turning out a product of the 
valne of $267,252,913. 

But mark the further disastrous consequences of the reduction of the 
tariff on wool by the act of 1883, The imports of wool into this coun- 

in 1882 amounted to 67,861,744 pounds only, but under the encour- 
agement given to importers by the act of 1883, the importations in 1887 
had increased to 114,038,030 pounds, and the following year (1888) to 
126,487,724 pounds, and during the past year (1889) the amountof our 
importations, not all, of course, in raw wool, but including raw wool 
mi wool in woolen goods, about the amount of 378,000,000 pounds, or 
what is the equivalent of the fleeces from the backs of over 70,000,000 
head of foreign sheep. 

‘This total of importations is made up of the following items: First, 
worsted and woolen goods as per the appraised value at the custom- 
house—the real value, doubtless, being much more—of $52,560,000, 
being equivalent to 156,000,000 pounds of wool, to which must be added 
wool importations as follows: carpet wools, equal to unwashed wool, 
150,000,000 pounds; imported clothing wools, equal to unwashed, 35,- 
000,000 pounds; combing wools, 12,000,000 pounds; waste, equal to 
nowashed, 25,000,000 pounds; total, including that imported in woolen 
goods, 378,000,000 pounds. 

The wool industry of the United States, Mr.: President, is menaced 
by the vastness as well as the marvelous annual increase in the pro- 
duction of wool in Australasia and in the South American countries. 
The estimate of the wool clipin Australasia alone for the present year is 
578,000,000 pounds—it was 458,451,760 pounds in 1888 and 478,000, 000 

unds in 1889—and the increase in number of sheep the present year 
is placed at 20 per cent., which would shear an additional 100,000,000 
pounds of wool. The number of sheep in Australia more than doubled 
in the past ten years. In 1878 the number was 49,773,584; in 1888, 
96,487,811. And thus it is while we, for lack of adequate protection, 
have in six years reduced the number of our sheep 7,000,000 head and 
the amountof our annual product over 50,000,000 pounds, Austral- 
asia alone will in a single year increase the amount of her clothing-wool 

roduct alone more than one-third of the whole annual product of the 
nited States. 

But right at our very door, on our own hemisphere, we find the val- 
Jey of the Plate in South America producing 375,000,000 pounds of 
clothing wool alone, not including some 200,000,000 pounds of mixed 

des of carpet wools and clothing wools from other sections; the 

nited Kingdom, 133,000,000 pounds; the Continent, 450,000,000 
pounds—all fleece washed; the countries of North America outside of 
the United States, 95,000,000 pounds; the Cape of Good Hope country, 
93,000,000 pounds; which, with 184,000,000 pounds of all other sorts, 
makes a grand annual world’s product of clothing wools outside of the 
United States of 1,788,000,000 pounds, to which must be added other 
Asiatic and African wools, South American carpet wools, and the carpet 
wools of the Balkan Peninsulaof Europe, the whole estimated by Justice, 
Bateman & Co., of Philadelphia, at 500,000,000 pounds, and we have 
a grand annual aggregate, not including the product of the United States, 
of 2,298, 000, 000 pounds, aud if to this we add 250,000,000 pounds as the 
product of the United States, we find the world’s annual product, as well 
as the world’s annual consumption of woolat the present time, is about 
2,548,000,000 pounds. 

In 1880, ten years ago, the world’s product was 2,033,000,000 pounds, 
showing an increase in ten years in the annual production of wool of 
the world of about 25 per cent., whereas in the United States there 
has been in that period an increase in the annual product of only about 
5 percent. This disproportion, however, the past few years, is plainly 
attributable to the reduced rates of the tariff of 1883. A comparison 
of the increase of ratio in the production of wool between the United 
States and the European, Asiatic, and African countries, especially the 
free-trade eountries during a period anterior to the act of 1883, and in- 
cluding the two decades prior to that date, will show a most marvelous 
increase in the ratio of production of the United States over that of all 
other czuntries, excepting, perhaps, Australasia, the increase in the 
United States from 1860 to 1884 being from 60,000,000 pounds to 320,- 
000,000 pounds, while Australasia increased its wool product from 50,- 
000,000 pounds in 1860 to 450,000,000 pounds in 1884 and to 478,- 
000,000 pounds in 1889. And although Europe gradually increased its 
product from 50,000,000 pounds to 70,000,000 pounds, since then it has 
fallen off over 25 per cent. by reason of coming into competition with 
the wools of Australia and the Argentine Republic. 

Notwithstanding these indisputable facts, we find a Democratic 
Honse of Representatives in 1888, under the lead, or recommendation 
rather, of a Democratic President, passing through that House a tariff 
measure in which wool is placed on the free-list, and a tariff tax, as 
our Democratie friends would term it, is continued on sugar; that is 
to say, they solemnly propose to impose a tax on one of the necessaries 
of life, an article of universal consumption, an article that can not be 
produced in this country, or at least is not at present, to the extent of 
over 10 per cent. of the demand, and to place on the free-list wool, an 
article which, under the protection afforded by the act of 1867, was 
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produced to an amount considerably more than 80 per cent. of our total 
consumption, and which could undoubtedly by proper protection be 
stimulated so as to increase the number of our sheep, and by an im- 
provement in the grades of wools, to over 100,000,000 head and our 
wool product to over 500,000,000 pounds. 

This bill came to the Senate, and as a substitute a bill was presented 
to the Senate by the Finance Committee and passed through this body 
on the 31st day of January, A. D. 1889, in which the tariff on wool was 
restored to a range of duty nearly equal to that imposed by the act or 
March 3, 1867. So amended and passed, the bill was returned to the 
Democratic House and there permitted to die. The issue thus made 
and others of kindred nature, all involving the question as to whether 
there should be a tariff for revenue only or one having in view protec- 
tion to the industries and wage-workers of this country, were presented 
to the people in the national campaign of 1888 and decided adversely 
to the Democratic party and adversely to the Democratic theory of free 
trade or a tariff for revenue only. And now one purpose of the present 
bill is to correct the mistake and repair the damage done tp the wool 
industries of this country by the act of 1883. 

The House bill aimed to meet the question squarely, and it does, as 
it is believed, under a proper construction, respond in a fairly substan- 
tial manner to the demands of the people. But owingto arecent judi- 
cial decision and certain statements that have appeared in Eastern 
journals as to the probable construction to be placed on certain provis- 
ions of the bill, it may be well for the Committee on Finance before 
the wool schedule is reached to make diligent inquiry as to the exact 
meaning of the House bill, which isalsosubstantially the pending bill 
on this subject. That bill, it will be observed, divides dutiable wools 
into three classes: clothing, combing, and carpet wools. 

The first class is made dutiable at 11 cents per pound, the second 
class, at 12 cents per pound, while on all wools of the third class the 
value of which shall be 13 cents or less per pound an ad valorem 
duty of 32 per cent. is proposed, which is equivalent to a specific rate 
of 3cents per pound, while on wools of the third class the value whereof 
shall exceed 13 cents per pound 50 per cent. ad valorem is imposed. 
Doubtless it was the intention of the committee in consenting to these 
classifications and rates that all wools having any admixture of merino 
wool, whether immediate or remote, should pay a specific duty of 11 
cents per pound, and, further, that no wool, whether imported from 
South America, Smyrna, or any other country, which had any admixt- 
ure whatever of merino, although imported as carpet wools, should 
come in simply as third class, either at 32 or 50 per cent. ad valorem, 
but that all such wools and hair should be included in the first class 
and should be dutiable at 11 cents per pound. 

If such is the construction to be placed on the bill, then well and 

. If, however, it is to be held under these provisions, as reported, 
and as the bill now stands, that wools and hair of class 3, that is to say, 
Donskoi, native South American, Cordova, Valparaiso, native Smyrna, 
Russian camels’ hair, including all such wools of like character as have 
heretofore been usually imported into the United States from Turkey, 
Greece, Egypt, Syria, and elsewhere, can come in under the proposed 
ad valorem duty of 32 per cent. when the price is 13 cents or less 
pound, or at 50 per cent. ad valorem when it is over 13 centsin price, 
regardless of the question as to how much admixture of merino wool 
it may contain, then, as a measure of protection to the wool-growers of 
the United States, the provisions are comparative failures, in so far as 
they relate to this cular branch of the subject. And if, still ſur- 
ther, what is known as sorts“ and“ matchings,” which constitute a 
fine clothing wool, obtained from the spine and ribs of s in many 
foreign countries, usually called carpet sheep, but which have been 
crossed in breeding with merino sheep, some having one-eighth and 
some more of merino blood, can come in as third class at the ad valo- 
rem duty, then the proposed legislation might be termed a total fail- 
ure. - 

There is, it is apprehended, much reason to fear such a construction 
may be placed on these provisions, not only by the Department, bat 
also by the courts, and the uncertainty and doubt with which this mat- 
ter is thus left, with the chances, as is generally the case when lett 
to construction, largely in favor of the importer, are but another illus- 
tration of the objectionable character of ad valorem duties as compared 
with specific duties, and especially when applied to an article of so 
many different grades and admixtures as that of wool. The phraseol- 
ogy used in these provisions in describing the different kinds of wool 
is, in so far as the question now being considered is concerned, identical 
with that of the existing law upon this subject. 

In a case recently determined before the district court of the United 
States for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, held at Philadelphia, 
in a case involving the query as to what duties should, under the ex- 


isting law, be imposed on wool claimed to be carpet wool imported from 


Smyrna, it was held by that court that the wool, ‘‘ commercially known” 
as carpet wool, coming from a country classified in the law asa coarse 
or carpet-wool country, is to be deemed carpet wool, notwithstanding 
asa matter of fact it may be quarter-blood merino, or even though 
sorts“ or“ matchings ean be taken from’ the fleeces equal to or 


better in grade and quality than the quarter-blood merino of thiscoun- 
try. ; 


` 


Should such a construction obtain, it is plain to be seen that mill- 
jons ot pounds of as good clothing wool as is produced in this country 
will be imported as third-class or carpet wool at ad valorem duties of 
32 and 50 per cent., depending on the price of the article, equivalent 
toaspecific duty of perhaps from 3 to 5 cents per pound, and thus brought 
into direct competition with the merino and other clothing wools of 
this country, I should hope to see such an amendment to the pend- 
ing bill as would forbid beyond question any such construction, either 
by departmental officials or the judicial courts. 

Again, it has already been suggested by articles appearing in eastern 
journals, evidently in the interest of the woolen manufacturers, that 
the provisions in this bill relating to sorting, dividing of fleeces, and 
other like changes from the ordinary condition, being section 383 of the 
bill as it passed the House, and section 365 as reported from the Finance 
Committee, do not apply to wools on which anad valorem duty is placed 
by the pending bill. This section of the bill as it passed the House— 
and no change has been proposed—is as follows: 

365. The duty upan woal of the sheep or hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and 
other like animals which shall be imported in any other than ordinary condi- 
tion, or which shall be changed in its character or condition for the purpose of 
evading the duty, or which shall be reduced in value by the admixture of dirt 
or any other fore’ su) or which has been sorted or increased in value 
by the rejection of any part of the original 1 be twice the duty to 
which it would be otherwise subject: Provided, That skirted wools as now 
imported are hereby excepted. ‘ools on which a duty is assessed amounting 
to three times or more than that which would be assessed if said wool was im- 
oe unwashed, such duty shall not be doubled on account of its being sorted, 

f any bale or package of wool or hair specitied in this act imported as of any 
ed class,or claimed by the importer to be dutiable asof any specified 
ass, shall contain any wool or hair subject toa higher rate of duty than the 


class so specified the whole bale or package shall be ei ee to the highest rate 
of duty o ble on wool of the class subject to sueh h guer rate of duty, and 
if any bale or package be claimed by the importer to beshoday, mungo, flocks, 


wool, hair, or other material of any ified in this act, and such bale con- 
tain any admixture of any one or more of said materials or of any other mate- 
rial, the whole bale or eng shall be subject to duty at the highest rate im- 
posed upon any article in said bale or package. 

In an article published in the Boston American Wool Reporter in 
its issue of May 29, 1890, this section of the bill is referred to in the 
following language: 


Tt isthe opinion at the Treasury Department that the adoption of an ad 
valorem duty on carpet-wool would operate to except it entirely from the clause 
[ofthe M ley bill) imposti double and tripie duties, where the wool is 
changed from its original condition. Governor DINGLEY, of Maine (a member 
of the Committee on Ways and Means), concurs with the Treasury officials in 
the opinion that the ad valorem duties on t-wools supersede any provis- 
ions of the sorting“ clause. If there is any doubt about this in the present 
language of the bill, it is promised that it shall be made clear by the Senate, - 


It does not appear from this editorial by whom this promise has 
been made to the effect that if there is any doubt about this construc- 
tion it shall be so amended as to leave no doubt on thesubject. Ican 
not but believe that the writer of this article in the Boston American 
Wool Reporter reckoned without his host, as I fancy no member of 
the Senate Committee on Finance would insist for one moment either 
that such is the proper construction of the bill or that the bill should 
be so amended that such would be the inevitable construction. Upon 
the contrary I can not but believe that in view of this doubt, to say 
the least of it, raised by this influential journal, the committee would 
feel not only warran but in justice to all interests compelled to in- 
sert a clause which would render any such construction absolutely im- 

ible. In referring to this article in the Boston American Wool 
3 Hon. William Lawrence, of Ohio, than who no man west 
of the Alleghany Mountains is more thoroughly versed in all matters 
pertaining to this general subject, in a letter of date June 4 last, pub- 
lished in the Cleveland Leader, says: 

This means that the fine portions of carpet-wool fleeces may be sorted“ out 
and imported at about 3 cents duty, and be used for the manufacture of cloth- 
ing, supplanting American wool, and ruin our wool industry. How the wool- 

wers of Maine and New York, Iowa, and other States will relish this we may 
earn in due time. For one I will say if the ad valorem duties now in the bill 
remain, and with the rulings of the Treasury Department as stated, the bill, or 
rather the construction given it, will make it a sham and a fraud on Wool-grow- 
ers and will ruin our wool industry. And it this is to come, free trade willcome 
with it. If protection isto he onty for manufacturers, and not for farmers as 
fully as for manufacturers, I care not how soon free trade comes, The farmers 
are patient, but the Farmers“ Alliance looks to a future when they will not be 
so patient. It must become political to the extent of claiming for farmers the 
benefits of protection. 

In this view, Mr. President, I concur, although as the bill stands I 
regard such construction as is attributed tothe Department in advance 
of the passage of the bill, by the Boston Journal, above quoted, as wholly 
strained and unwarranted by any of its provisions, But that any such 
an outrageous construction may be prevented beyond the bility of 
doubt, I trust the Finance Committee will consent to such an amend- 
ment of the section as will not leave its meaning open to construction. 
If we are to have protection, then let it be dealt out with an impartial 
hand. Let the balances be held witha steady nerve. Letit be meted 
out to the farmer of the West and South in equal measure as to the 
manufacturer of the East, to the wool-grower as well as to the woolen 
manulacturer. 

The truth is, Mr. President, justice to the producers of all wools, and 
of all coarse wools in particular, in this country demands that a spe- 
cific duty of at least 4 cents per pound be imposed on wools of the third 
class, valued at 12 cents or less per pound, and of 8 cents per poundif 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


AveustT 14, 


of the value of over 12 cents, and from two and a half to three times 
these rates if scoured. The fact is, wool has never had its full and just 
share of protection under any of our tariff laws. This is essentially so 
in so far as combing and carpet wools are concerned. 

The act of 1867, while extending adequate protection to clothing 
wools, withheld it unjustly from combing and carpet wools, while the 
act of 1883 kept up the unjust discrimination, aggravating instead of 
relieving against it, by reducing the rates on coarse or carpet wools one- 
half and one cent per pound, according to value, while a less reduction, 
compared with the relative duties under the act of 1867, of about 3.3 
cents per pound was made in the duties on the clothing and combing 
wools, The claim that has beeu persistently made for years by the 
manufacturers and importers that certain kinds of coarse, hairy, kempy 
wools, used in making carpets, are not, can not, or will not for some 
reason be raised in this country, and that certain qualities of lustrous 
Australian wools are required to mix with our American wools in order 
to impart to our delaines a peculiar luster which, it is alleged, can not 
be obtained from our product, is not well founded, and has in recent 
years been completely exploded and dissipated by the most accom- 
plished experts and statisticians. 

It is true there bas these recent years been a la falling off in the 
production of carpet wools in this country than in the other grades, but 
this can be traced with almost mathematical accuracy to the lack of 
adequate protection. The Bureau of Statistics estimated the produc- 
tion of carpet wools in the United States in 1883 at 22,000,000 pounds, 
Hon. William Lawrence in a recent address estimated the wool product 
of the United States for 1889°at 240,000,000 pounds, 10,000,000 pounds 
of which he estimates as belonging to the class of carpet wools. Bear- 
ing upon the question of our capacity to produce under proper economic 
conditions all grades of wool required for any purpose in this country, 
whether of carpets or the finest of delaines, I quote the following from 
this same able and instructive address of Mr. Lawrence. Ie says: 
Sera? “34 r conditions all the needed wools can be produced in the Uni: 

e 


States, save the lands, the labor, the skill, and among our re the wi 
lassed wool as clothing, comb- 


yond question can all bé produced inthiscountry, Thedistinguished president 
on of Wool Manufacturers, William Witman, 

his letter of November 22, 1889, to another eminent manufacturer, Jessie Aet- 

calf, esq., of Providence, said: 

“The American staple wools are better adapted for the fabrication of antis- 
factory clothing for the American ple than any other wool grown. We may 
invoke the teachings of Darwin in support of the same view. The environ- 
ments which determine the character of wools are chiefly breeds of sheep, soil, 
climate, food, and husbandry. Within our borders we have substantially every 
variety of these to be found on the globe. „ * The carpet-wool product of 
the United States is almost exclusively the fleece of sheep of Mexican origin, 
which are raised chiefly in Texas, New Mexico, Arizona, and certain of the 
Territories of the mountain region ofthe country situated between the Missis» 
sippi Valley and the Pacific Slope.” 


The Boston Wool Reporter, in its issue of September 26, speaking 
on this subject, says: ` 

We not only grow carpet wools in New Mexico, Colorado, and parts of Texas, 
but wherever one fourth blood wools are grown we have the breech and belly 


wool, which is carpet stock, And the skins of the coarser grades of sheep are 
excellent for the manufacture of fine gloves. 


The statistician of the Department of Agriculture, in a letter to Mr. 
Lawrence, of November 11, 1889, says: 


The of the South, many of them peculiar to this region, are numerous 
and valonbie: N Enpecially should this region undertake at once the 
supply of all the carpet-wool required by the man rs, which is now 
almost the only foreign wool manufactured in the United States. Indeed, not 
an ounce of any sort of wool need to be imported. 


As bearing on this feature of the subject, I beg also to incorporate 
into my remarks the very able and conclusive letter of our present 
Secretary of Agriculture, Hon. J. M. Rusk, of date February 28 last, 
It is as follows: 


Letier from the Secretary of Agriculture * gos the possibilities of wool-raising in the 
United States. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
Washington, D. C., February 28, 1890. 
Sin: Your letter is received, making inquiry whether “ our country lacks 
conditions of soiland climate for producing every variety of wool, and that, 
too, in commercial quantities, and as a fairly remunerative branch of agricult- 
uro 


This inquiry is Ne by the following quotation from the Providence 
Journal of a recent date: We bave tried all sorts of wool tariffs in years past, 
and never yet have they caused the production here of certain kinds of wool 
that are absolutely necessary to give the required finish to woolen and worsted 
fabrics and to make carpets. We never can accomplish the feat. It is physic- 
ally impossible, Certain wools require for their production conditions of cli- 
mate and soil which we do not possess, and that settles it.“ 

This country possesses a marvelous range of climate conditions, having 
twenty-four degrees of latitude between twenty-five and forty-nine baa tei 
with altitudes compassing levels from the semi-tropical to those of perpet 
snow, and ocean currents modifying the climate of both coasts., Soils range 
from those of geological formations of the early 2 agea to the alluvium 
of the present day. A continent so broad, so varied in soil and climate, is prop- 
erly designated as the Western World, and the Uaited States compasses all its 
possibilities, except those of strictly tropien! and absolutely polar areas, 

It can therefore produce, with no limitations of practical importance, all the 
races and breeds of sheep in the world. The families of the merino race, origi- 
nating in Spain, all thrive in this country, and include a large proportion of ex- 
isting flocks. All the mutton of Great Britain, the breeds producing 
medium and long wool, flourish here, and are to be found scattered throughout 
the regions on which sheep husbandry is fostered almost exclusively for the 
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wool production. The coarse-wool t is also re ted by the Spanish va- 
rieties, which went first to Mexico and then to all our Southern domain, and 
fo the foundation to most of the flocks in all the territory of the arid 
beyond the Missouri. There havealso been importations of Asiatic and ican 
sheep in the South, Weactually the flocks and produce the wools of the 
three groups in the customs wool classification, namely, the carding, the comb- 
ing. and the carpet wools, The supply of each ce it is true, is not equally pro- 
portioned to the manufacturing demand, for very obvious reasons, which have 
nothing to do with soil or climate or impossibility of adaptation to the physical 
conditions prevailing on the Western continent. 

Our manufactures of wool have hada natural development. Two generations 

the domestic manufacture was very generally distributed through the dis- 
ots then settled. The rise of the mog system destroyed the hand manu- 
facture of wool throughout the world. The development of „ 
machinery was 5 with coarse fabrics. For many years the — 
ing processes only were in vogue. A single generation ago there was little 
eombing or worsted manufacture and fine cassimeres were unknown. Few 
carpets were then made here, Both industries have since had a remarkable 
development, nearly supplying the home demand, and no demand for foreign 
carpets exists, except to supply the fancies and whims of the fastidious, who 
wart a particular pattern or a foreign name. 

Our patented machinery is now sought abroad, with which to manufacture 
the supplies of othercountries. Thus our progress in nanaig apparently 
slow and by steps from lower to higher furms, has been really rap d, and eyery 
stage of progress has created demand for greater variety of wool, which there 
was before no inducement to produce, The Saxon merinos, for instance, bear- 
ing the finest wool in the world, were imported and bred when our manufact- 
urers were pressed to supply the requirements of the country for cloths of 

medium fine wools,and were not yet ready to produce fine broadcloths, and 
therefore could notoffer prices that would foster increased supply of that grade, 
But there is no climatic difficulty in their production, 

As to carpet wools, the principal reason why they have not been produced in 
sufficient quantities is because they have been discriminated nst in tariff 
rates, For instance, the imports of clothing wool in 1888-899 paid an average 
duty of 49.03 per cent., worsted wools a duty of 42.5 per cent., and carpet wools 
a duty of only 26.16 percent. The average duty per pound was 10.55 cents for 
clothing wools, 10.09 for worsted, and 3.18 for carpet wools. This is not all of 
the discrimination. The classification which includes in the third class all 
wools except English and merino isa drag-net for all other wools of the world, 
covering a range of quality and style wide enough for a very extensive variety 
of manufactures. Besides, there is admitted in this class a valuable line of in- 
cidentals or so-called waste products of manufacture, worth very much more 
a pound in its cleansed state than the imports of clothing wools, Naturally, 
under these discriminations the carpet wools constituted 75 per cent. of all im- 
ports. Thus the third class is a loop-hole for the admission of a great variet 
of wool through which the barrier for the protection of wool-growers is practi- 
cally broken down. 

Very respectfully, 


Theeffect of this enactment, together with certain rulings of the Treas- 
ury Department since the present Administration came into power, has 
been further to reduce the importation of worsted coatings from 21,400 
pieces brought in during the month of May, 1889, to 11,340 pieces im- 
ported during the month of May, 1890, or a reduction in the importa- 
tion of this quality of goods of nearly 50 per cent. 

WAGE-WORKERS, 

The wage-workers, the laboring classes of this country, like the 
farmers, are vitally interested in the maintenance of & protective tariff 
that will increase the demand for labor in this country and advance the 
rate of wages. T. V. Powderly, the great leader in the interest of labor 
and of the laboring classes, understands this question fully. Here is 
what he said, among other things, in a recent address: 


I am a tariff man and a protectionist, and for the reason that I am an American 
and a friend of American rers. No workingman has ever called for a reduc- 
tion and no reduction should be made until it is demanded by the people. We 
need no tariff tinkering. We want protection from one end of the country to 
the other. Touch not the tariff; raise the tariff so high that not a single article 
of foreign manufacture can come to it. 


WAGES. Sy 

It is insisted by our Democratic friends that a protective tariff is in 
principle and practical effect hostile to the interests of the wage- workers. 
If thisis so, then it would follow asa logical sequence that wage-workers, 
the employés in the various kinds of factories and mills in free-trade 
England, would be higher and better than are those of this country or 
at least certain portions of it, for instance, the State of Massachu- 
setts, in the special interest of which State itis claimed the protective 
tariff has been engineered and where its influence has been most pow- 
erfully felt. 

The following article, however, taken from a recent issue of The 
American Economist—and its statistics are accurate—will show that 
in the different mills of cotton, woolen, worsted, and linen the ratés 
of wages of men, women, boys, and girls range from 84 per cent. in 
cotton mills to 121 per cent. in woolen mills, 139 per cent. in worsted 
mills, up to 142 per cent. in linen mills higher in the State of Massa- 
chusetts than in these same character of millsin the United Kingdom. 


J. M. RUSK, Secretary. The table is as follows: 


- 7. ‘ eset eres ` P WAGES IN GREAT BRITAIN AND MASSACHUSETTS. 
In view of the vast interests involved in the wool industry of this | Consul Brown, of Glasgow, has lately furnished the State De ent with 
country, in view of the fact that must be apparent to the most casual | fresh statistics. prepared under the auspices of the British of Trade, con- 


cerning the rates of wages of men, women, boys, and girls in the cotton, woolen, 
worsted, and linen mills of the United Kingdom. It is interesting to compare 
these figures with those of Mr. Wadlin, chief of the Massachusetts bureau of 
labor statistics, in his latest report for similar industries in the United States, 

The average yearly wages of men, women, boys, and girls in the United King- 
dom and in the United States are as follows: 


observer that any measure of domestic legislation, as proposed by the 
-Democratic party, looking to the placing of wool on the free-list, or 
any international reciprocal arrangement, as has been suggested in cer- 
tain quarters, which would as a part of the project open our ports to 
the wool either of all nations or those of South and Central America 
alone, could but result, and that too in a brief time, in the absolute 
destruction of this great industry in the United States, as also in the 
serious crippling, if not destruction, of many others fostered by and de- 
pending on it for existence, it does not seem possible that either of 
these proposed schemes, and to my mind the one is as irrational and 


C T ESAT x $179.50 | $149, 83 


objectionable as the other in so far as free wool might be made a fac- | Moste. wee — 
tor, is sufficiently pregnant with compensation in any possible view, | Li 179. 44 142 


in respect of trade advantages or otherwise, either domestic or foreign, 
to justify a sacrifice of the almost immeasurable interests involved in 
the sheep industry of this country by a total surrender of the rights 
and interests of this great producing class, either to the rapacity of the 
manufacturers of our own country or to the greed of the syndicate rep- 
~~ the owners of a hundred million sheep in the Argentine Re- 
ublic. 
i In 1864 that Republic had but 23,000,000 head of sheep. Twenty 
years later, in 1884, it had over three times that number, or over 70,- 
000,000, and to-day the number is rapidly approaching and soon will be 
over 100,000,000 head. Reciprocity of trade, if established on a basis 
of opening our ports to such necessaries as we do not produce here, or 


In this connection I beg to submit and incorporate iu my speech the 
following, taken from the columns of The Daily Press, of New York, in its 
issue of October 5, 1888, which gives at a glance the difference in wages 
in this country and in free-trade Great Britain: k 


Below we print a telling talk 8 Nathaniel McKay in the shape of a tabular 
statement of wages per week in England and the United States: 


Occupations, ete. 


Angle-iron smiths... 
Blacksmiths, Live: 


only in quantities far short of home consumption, in exchange for free Shipsmiths . 6.48 
foreign ports for our surplus products, iscommendableand has my hearty Chainsmith: 4.50 
support, but reciprocity which would strike down any of the great in- 8 > a 
dustries of this country is something not to be thought of. Boilermakers, Liverpool and New Vor tsa 16.80 3.50 
LEGISLATION ALREADY ENACTED THE PRESENT SESSION IN THE INTEREST OF ba 
WOOL-GROWERS. 5 BOG a sorur in iny circa sane eee W 7.00 3.50 
Already has the present Congress placed upon the present statute- 8.00 
books two acts one, known as the Dingley worsted bill, making worsted 24,30 10. 80 
cloths dutiable the same as woolen cloths, and the other, the adminis- 5 aa 
trative bill, checking frauds upon the part of importers—that have been 19.50 7.30 
and will continue to be still more in the future of immense value to 19.50 10.80 
the wool-growers of this country. The effect of the passage of these | Engineers, locomotive oS —— 
acts, especially the one known as the Dingley bill, which, among other | Firemen, locomotive..... ........ 12, 00 6.50 
things, classifies these worsteds as woolens, was to cause an advance of | Hod-carriers, Liverpool and New Yo 15,00 4.50 
about 2 to 3 cents per pound in the price of fine delaine wools in this | Hepere Glasgow and New Yorgi ae oe 
country, while it immediately took the breath out of about thirty- | Joiners, Glasgow and New York... 18.00 7.02 
five hundred looms in England that had been engaged in making | Laborers: 
worsteds to be shipped u this country, and the resnlt will be the London and New Vork b sss, eo } 4.80 
starting upof a corresponding number of American looms, which will - f ö 6.00 
give employment to thousands of operatives in this country, increase oo are { 7.50 
the home market for agricultural products, and upon which these Farms (with board). s. es te. . 5 — 1.60 
Glasgow and New Vork. . — „ 10. 50 4.22 


goods will be manufactured in the future. 


* 
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Occupations, cte. 22 

Laborers- continued: AEA 
10.50 } $3.78 
7.50 4.80 
8.50 3.75 
21,00 8.50 
15.50 6.48 
24.50 10.80 
dN 19, 50 7.50 
Painters, London and New York... 15.00 8.40 
_ Plasterers, London and New York ~ 21.00 9,60 
makers — 21.00 7.50 
Plumbers, London and New Yor! 18.00 9.90 
Platers, Philadelphia and Glasgow. 12.00 6.48 
. epeveccenson ses 16.50 8.00 
Policemen, London and New York 25.00 6.00 
Riveters, Glasgow and Philadelphia 13.00 6.48 
Riggers, Liverpool and Now York ot 2 8.50 

6.00 
Saleswomen, Manchester and New York . . . , tip ee 

9.00 

10.00 

5.00 

6.00 
Sewing girls, London and New Vork. . . . . resser ne 3.00 

9.00 
8 London and New York.... 12,00 7.00 
n- masters. .. eee 18. 50 4.87 
Street pavers, London and New York... 15.00 8.40 
Spinning girls, Wigan and Providence suse, 6.18 [ 3% 

Spinning girls, factories (children), Wigan and Provi- 
— — .. ĩ EEA 3.2 .95 
——. Se aber and 3 — — 8. 40 
egraph operators, 0. . 

. AET EI { 20.00 } 4.00 
Teamsters, Live: Land New York........ 15.00 5.00 
‘Waiters, female, London (board themselves)... .... 6.00 3.00 


The mechanics of the United States work but nine hours a day, those in Eng- 
land ten to eleyen. 

These figures were obtained by Mr. McKay from the best mechanics in 
Europe as in the United States. 


f SAVINGS-BANKS. 


No better test of the prosperity of the wage-workers of this or any 
other country can be found than in the number of savings-banks, 
the number of depositors, and the amount of deposits of such country. 
And hence no better rule of comparison by which the condition of the 
working classes of the United States can be compared to that of these 
same classes in England or other countries than by contrasting the con- 
dition and number of this character of institutions in the two countries. 
It is conceded the deposits in savings-banks are composed principally 
of the savings of wage-workers, those composing the wor classes. 

The financial records show that there are in New England, where, 
more than in any other section of this country, has been felt the influence 
of protection afforded by a protective tariff, $7in savings-banks to every 
$1 in all England, where free trade prevails and dominates the interests 
of the wage-workers and of all other classes. And the marvelous in- 
crease in the number of savings-banks in protected New England, as 
also the great increase in the number of depositors and in the amount 
of deposits in the past thirty years, isa convincing commentary in favor 
of protection and in opposition to free trade, considered in connection 
with the interests of those who toil for their daily bread. 

The increase in the deposits of the savings-banks of England was but 
$350,000,000 in little less than forty years, whereas the increase of de- 

its in the six New England States, and including also the three 
Btates of New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania, wasin less than half 
that time, or about nineteen years, nearly double this amount, or about 
$628,000,000. The statistics show that in 1889 there were in the six 
New England States deposits in savings-banks to the amount of $592,- 
000,000, deposited by 1,658,000 persons, or abont $350 to each person, 
and including the States of New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania, 
$1,250,000,000. In Massachusetts alone the number pf savings-banks 
had increased from 89 in 1860, with 230,068 depositors and $45,054,000 
deposits, to 177 in 1889, with 1,029,694 depositors and an aggregate 
amount of deposits amounting to $332,723,000, or an average of about 
$323 to each depositor. 

SUGAR. 


The tariff on sugar, although heretofore imposed and maintained by 
the Republican party with a view of developing and building up the 
sugar industries in this country, which it is to be regretted has been 
to a very great extent a failure, has in a very large sense proven to be 
atariff for revenue only, and as such the tariff has in a very great 
measure, if not wholly, been a tax, as claimed by our Democratic 
‘brethren, that has been added to the price paid by the consumer. 

Our imports of sugar and molasses the last fiscal year amounted to 
2,700, 517,667 pounds, the duties on which amounted to $55,975, 984.52, 
and to this ex‘ent a tax was imposed on the consumers of this country, 
zich and poor. The pending bill proposes to release the people of this 


country from this tax on their sugar and molasses, as the tax from their 
tea and coffee was taken off by the Republican party some years 


since. 

By the bill as it passed the House and as reported from the Senate 
committee, there is a marked difference in the sugar schedule, although 
in the main each House proposes free sugar with a proposed bounty of 
2 cents per pound to the producers of sugar in this country each year 
until July 1, 1905, to encourage the manufacture of sugar from sorghum, 
beets, sugar-cane, and maple-sapin this country. The total reduction 
on sugar and molasses pro by the House bill is $55,975,984.52, 
while the total reduction proposed by the Senate committee is 755, 
‘758,220.98, a difference between the two Houses, so far as it relates to 
a reduction of the revenue, of only $217,763.54. 

This difference arises as follows: The bill as it passed the House pro- 
poses to place on the free-list all sugar not above No. 16 Dutch stand- 
ard in color, all tank bottoms, all sugar drainings and sugarsweepings, 
the sirups of cane-juice, melada, concentrated melada, and concrete 
and concentrated molasses, and molasses. This is a reduction of 2 
cents per pound on all sugars not above 13 Dutch standard and ot 2} 
cents per pound on all not above 16 Dutch standard, while under the 
House bill, on all sugars above 16 and not above 20 on which the exist- 
ing rates of duty are 3 cents per „and on all above No. 20 on, 
which the present law imposes a duty of 34 cents per pound, the bill 
as it pana the House reduces the rate of duty to four-tenths of 1 cent 
per pound. 

The effect of this is to give the people of this country free sugar, 
whereas on the same grades there is under existing law Masts equiva- 
lent to an ad valorem rate of 99.95 per cent. Sugar of the grades thus 
made free by the bill asit passed the House of Representatives, includ- 
ing molasses, was imported into this country during the fiscal year 
1889 of the value of $33,388, 286.49, and on which custom-house duties 
were collected of $55,975,984.52, The bill as reported from the Sen- 
ate committee proposes a modification whereby all grades of sugar, only 
os No. 13 Dutch standard, and all below that grade, shall come 
in free. 

With those grades above thirteen and not above sixteen and on 
which under existing law there is a duty of 2} cents per pound and 
which under the bill as it passed the House are placed on the free-list, 
the Senate Finance Committee provide shall be dutiable at three-tenths 
of 1 cent per pound, while all above No. 16, which by the House bill 
are made dutiable at four-tenths of 1 cent per pound are dutiable at 
six-tenths of 1 cent per pound, and the effect of which would be, taken 
as a whole, if enacted into law on the basis ae by the Senate 
committee, to make free sugar and molasses “Ace were imported the 
last fiscal year of the value of $83,170,423.61, and on which duties 
were paid to the amount of $55,758,220.98, provided always that the 
statements and estimates of the Senate Committee on Finance are ac- 
curate, which I take it they are. s 

The general effect, therefore, it will be seen, of thetwo propositions 
of the House of Representatives and the Senate Committee on Finance, 
respectively, is in so far as it relates to placing sugar on the free-list, 
according to these statements, not materially different, only to the ex- 
tent of difference of $217,862.88 on the values of imports, and a dif- 
ference in revenue of $217,763.54, taking the transactions of last yeat 
asa basis. The vital difference arises between the proposition of the 
House and that of the Senate Committee on Finance from the limit 
proposed to be placed by the committee in confining the free-list to 
those grades of sugar not above 13 Dutch standard, instead of to those 
grades not above 16 as proposed in the House bill. 

I frankly confess I prefer the House proposition. The effect of this 
limit is, I fear, to promote to a certain extent the interests of the 
sugar refineries by giving to them raw sugar free, while at the same 
time it very materially, or at least to quite an extent, denies to cer- 
tain classes of the people who use the es of sugar above 13 and not 
above 16, a free article, and one that is generally used for household 
purposes and table use by many people. 

At the same time it must be admitted, if the statistics and tables 
presented by our Finance Committee are accurate and if the removal 
of duties from grades of sugar above No. 13, Dutch standard, including 
all not above 16, would not tend to increase the importations of those 
grades, that then it would seem that there would be no very great 
difference in effect to the people between the House and Senate com- 
mittee propositions, asit appears from these tablesand statistics that the 
total amount of importations for the fiscal year 1889, of all sugars of 


the grade of above 13 and not above 16, was only 7,918,673 pounds, of 
the custom-house value of but $217,862.82, or less than pe cent. 
of the total value of all sugars not above 16 Dutch standard imported 


into this country the past fiscal year. 
But inasmuch as there were collected as duties on the 7,918,673 
pounds of all sugars above No. 13, and not above No. 16, 99.95 per 
cent. duty, amounting to $217,763.54, is it not much more than proba- 
ble that a very much greater per cent. of these grades of sugar, much 
superior for household uses as they are than the grades under 13 Dutch 
which are scarcely fit for such use without refining, would 
be im thus giving more liberally a free sugar, of a reasonably 


ported, giving 
good quality, for household purposes to the masses, as ed in the 
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House bill, than would be the case under the bill as amended by the 
Senate committee? 

But while the pending bill removes the burden of customs taxation 
from the consumers of sugar and molasses to the extent of nearly $56,- 
000, 000 annually, and the larger portion of which, of course, is paid 
from the pockets of the great masses—the working classes—it wisely 
provides a means of encouragement to the producers of sugar in this 
country by offering a bounty of 2 cents per pound for all sugar pro- 
duced in this country. This bounty of 2 cents per pound comes from 
the Treasury of United States, and not direct, as does the existing 
tariff on sugar, Trom the ets of the consumers of sugar, and of 
course falls most heavily on the rich, whose general taxes on property, 
real and personal, are heaviest. 

GREAT BRITAIN’S ATTITUDE AND POWER. 

But time fails me, and it is quite impossible to discuss the various 
schedules. The principle of protection to our home industries, how- 
ever, and home labor, is one that should never be lost sight of. It is 
as important to the material welfare of this country and the people of 
this country now as it was when advocatedand enforced by the earliest 
and best statesmen and the first Presidents of the Republic. If Great 
Britain was in those days standing in the pathway of the industrial 
progress of the nation, she is doing so none the less, but toan infinitely 
greater extent and with an infinitude of expansion of power to-day. 
As her power and influence as a nation have increased, her audacity 
has assumed a more defiant attitude. She aspiresnot only to crush us 
in the markets of the world, by controlling and -fixing the purchasing 
power of our currency and fixing the prices of our products, but act- 
ually seeks to dictate the terms of our legislation and to control our 
home markets. 

Do those who insist on consenting to the demands of Great Britain 
in the matter of free trade ever pause to consider the. magnitude in 
area, in wealth, in influence, in power, of that mighty empire? Do 
we appreciate fally the manner in which the great industries of this 
country are menaced irom this source? Is it not well to remember 
that she has a total area of colonies alone distributed throughout Eu- 
rope, Asia, Africa, the West Indies, and Australasia of 7,599,347 square 
miles, oceupied by a population subservient to British influence and 
under British control of 19,797,893; that these are distributed as ſol - 
lows: 

In Europe and Asia 3,705 square miles, with a population of 382,- 
169; in Asia 113,610 square miles, with a population of 44,565,951; in 
Africa 455,863square miles, with a population of 4,230,246; in America, 
at our very doors, an area of 3,756,338square miles, with a population 
of 5,444,913; the West Indies, an area of 12,175 square miles, with a 
population of 1,306,236; and in Australasia an area of 2,257,656 square 
miles, with a population of 3,868,378? But not only so. In India 
and Burmah her area extends to 1,058,814 miles, with a population of 
210,754,578, or more than three and one-half times greater alone than 
that of the United States. 

In the feudatory states she has an area of 509, 730 square miles, with 
a population of 37,453,374, which, with the United Kingdom of Eng- 
land, Ireland, Scotland, and Wales, with an area of 121,562 square miles 
and a population of 37,453,574, give the tremendous te, the 
enormous sum total of area of Great Britain. her colonies and depend- 
encies included, of 9,289,453 square miles, and an aggregate population 
of 328,388,511. 

This, therefore, is the area and population of the British Empire. 
This includes India and fifty-nine separate colonies, but comprising 
forty distinct and separate governments. These vast possessions have 
been gradually but rapidly accumulated by this great power by settle- 
ment, purchase, treaty, and conquest. From the date of the settle- 
ment of Newfoundland in 1550, with an area of 200,000 square miles; 
of Bermuda at our very eastern doors in 1612, with an area of 13,347 
square miles; Barbadoes and the Bahamas to the southward in the years 
1605 and 1629, respectively, and the acquisition of St. Helena in 1673, 
of Canada in 1759-’60, down to the cession of the Fiji Islands in 1874 
and the annexation of New Guinea in 1884, the mighty and irresistible 
march of the British Empire in the extension of her area, population, 
wealth, and industrial and political power has been onward, 

As a matter of interest and for the purpose of attracting attention to 
the gradual but remarkable growth and expansion of this empire, and 
as illustrating the grasping and insatiate greed and disposition to con- 
trol, of this great power, a list of the various acquisitions, with areas 
and populations and the dates when and the manner in which re- 
spectively acquired, from the date of the settlement of Newfoundland 
in America to the present time, is herewith submitted and believed to 
be historically correct. 

It is as follows: 


General statistics of the colonies and dependencies of Great Britain. 


Colonies, ete. Area: W How and when 
Europe: . | Sq. miles. 
Gibraltar . . 1 19,200 | Conquest, 1804. 


Heligoland . 


General statisties of colonies and dependencies of Great Britain Cont'd. 


Howand when 
obtained, 


Treaty cession, 1814. 
000 | Convention with Tur- 
key, 1878. 


000 | Treaty cession, 1801. 
Treaty cession, 1785, 
Treaty cession, 1847, 


ri 


66 | Annexation, 1815, 
Treaty cession, 1515, 


Annexation, 1845, 


Conquest and ces- 
sion, 1810-1814, 

-| Conquest, 1673. 

Transfer from com- 
pany, 


Conquest and ces- 
sion, 1663-1571, 


Settlement, 1612. 
Conquest, 1759, 1760; 
treaty cession, 1763. 
Settlement, 
Conquest and ces- 
sion, 103-1814. 
Conquest, 1798, 
Treaty cession, 1770, 


5, 444, 913 
Settlement, 1629. 
Settlement, 1605. 
Conquest, 1655. 
Conquest, 1797. 
Treaty cession, 1763. 
Cession, 1763. 


Cession, 1763. 
Settlement, 1632, 


180, 000 


88888888828 


ae 


PREBREREES AR: 


310,700 Settlement, 1787. 
87, 884 Settlement, 1881. 
668, 497 Settlement, 1824. 
903, 690 Settlement, 1836, 
West Australia. 1, 060, 000 Settlement, 1826. 
Tasmania 26, 215 Settlement, 1803. 
104, 235 Pu 1840. 
2A 7,435 8 from natives, 
x | 89, 000 Annexation, 1834, 
3, 257, 056 
Total of colonies ....... «| 7,599, 347 
India and Burmah.. 1.058, 814 
Indian feudatory states 509, 730 
United Kingdom. 121,562 


Total for Empire. 


9,280,453 | 928, 388,511 


Mr. President, the interests of the wage-workers, the manufactur- 
ers, the farmers, the.operatives of this country are to-day menaced by 
the 22,000,000 operatives in England and those of Canada, France, Ger- 
many, Belgium, Holland, Denmark, Sweden, Russia, Turkey, China, 
India, and Atrica, all of whom are waiting anxiously to have the mar- 
kets of the gna States opened to their multiplied and cheaply man- 

products. 

By England’s census in 1885 she had a population of 35,000,000 
people; of this number nearly 2} per cent., or 780,000, were paupers; 
whereas in the United States our population was 50,000,000 in 1880, 
while but a fraction over one-sixth of 1 per cent., or about 88,000, were 


2,200 | Treaty cession, 1814. | paupers. In 1888 (January 1) the number of paupers, exclusive of 


; 


= 
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vagrants, in receipt of relief in the several unions and parishes in Eng- 
land and Wales was as follows: 


TOGOOR oooh oha ian pon ate eect iene ene sate eaealy 200,666 
LE See accu seo mises means se uepsn pone 624, 
Ra a on SEERA A ema ease eee 825,509 222585 
So it will be seen that on January 1, 1888, out of every 100 persons — 
in England and Wales, 3} were in receipt of work-house relief. The 230. 595 
statistics are from Whittaker’s Almanac for 1889, a standard English 431, 585 
work. 8 
While England proclaims in favor of free trade in a manner which 18288 
would indicate that she collected no revenue whatever from customs 35,700, 
duties, or in fact not very much from any source, the truth is she | Distillers and rectifiers oe 
to-day levies, and collects annually nearly $100,000,000 from customs | Publicans and grocers, 7,429, 680 
duties; and, what is still worse, these duties are levied in the main and | Tobacco 424, 275 
almost exclusively on the necessaries and not the luxuries of life. In 8188 


1858 her customs duties were $97, 897. 380, and over $23, 000, 000 of which 
amount—to be entirely accurate, $23,066,560—was levied on the single 
article of tea, nearly $1,000,000 on coffee, $1,587,553 on currants, 
$355,060 on chicory, $883,000 on raisins, $414,707 on cocoa, $25,790 
on es, and $146,220 on figs. The following are the articles now 
on England’s dutiable list and the amount collected from each: 


The customs items I have already given. The total amount ac- 
counted for by the board of inland revenue as net receipts is £14,275,- 
502 for the years 1887-1888, or $71,377,510, as follows: 


Amount collected, = — — < 
A. Lands, tenements, eto. . . £5,510, 840 | £4, 879. 901 | $26, 

B. Occupation of land, eto a 414 

©. Annuities, dividends, etc... cai 


Articles. 
English | American 


| 
| 
1,396, 81 1, 290. 168 
money. | money- B. Trades, professions, ete... 7,799,980 | 6,872, 641 
E. Public offices, etc....... „341 905, 057 
; | 1 013 884.880 o · NAE 16,111, 174 | 14,275,502 | 71,377,510 
¥ 414, 707 : 
317,511 28.658 From stamps alone are realized E13, 056, 950, including that accounted 
rii 244 146,220 | for under the head of Miscellaneous,“ E13, 797, 471, the largest portion 
— ae 8 kan of which comes from the deaths, probate, legacies, and succession duties, 
a 5,158 25. which amount to £8,241,682. 
176, 696 883, 480 OUR COUNTRY PROSPERS UNDER THE PROTECTIVE SYSTEM, 
2,084,286 | 10,171,430] But notwithstanding the fact that the mighty infiuence of this pow- 
} rah 8 erful of all empires is in constant antagonism with our best interests, 
750. 3,783,605 not withstanding the paralyzing influences on the home value of Amer- 
4,613,312 | 23,066,560 | ican products by the demonetization of silver in this and other coun- 
8 ene tries, and the acknowledged lack of volume of circulating medium, 
2.159 10.785 our country in the matter of increase in external and internal com- 
7 82, 162,100 | merce, in material wealth, expansion of business, and national pros- 


perity, has, under our protective system, moved gradually and grandly 
upward and onward. Never in the history of our Government has 
the value of foreign trade—our imports and exports of merchandise— 
attained an amount equal to that of the year ending June 30, 
1890, when it reached the enormous aggregate of $1,647,192,014, or 
$159,658, 987 more than that of the preceding year, when the aggregate 
value was $1,487,533, 027. 

And although the value of our importations fur the fiscal year just 
recently closed was the greatest in the history of our country, amount- 
ing in value to $789,335,855, or an increase of $44,204,203 over that of 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, when the aggregate was $745, 131,- 
652, the balance of trade has not been against us, but in our favor to 
the extent in value of $68,520,304, the total value of our exports of 
merchandise for the year ending June 30, 1890, being $857,856, 159, or 
an increase of 5115, 454,784 over that of the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1889, when the value of our exports was $742,401,375. During the 
past fifteen years, commencing with the year 1876, with the two excep- 


This table, it will be seen, shows the amount in pounds and also in 
dollars collected on such items. 

But aside from these the poorer classes in England are ground to 
powder by taxation. Everybody is taxed. The humble householder, 
the tradesman, professional man, public officers, deaths, legacies, wills, 
probates, etc. e revenue collected in England during the year 
ending March 31, 1888, was £92,951,480, but only £89,829,773 reached 
the national treasury, £3,121,706 being used in repayments, allow- 
ances, discounts, bounties, ete. The following table will show the 
various items of the net public revenue for 1888: 


Net public revenue for 1888, 


Sources of revenue. 


08, 127, tions of 1888 and 1889, the balance of trade has been in our favor. 
97,897, During the fiscal year 1888 the value of our imports exceeded our 
covert exports by $28,002,607, and in 1889 by $2,730,277, while the year just 


closed, June 30, 1890, the excess in value, as I have stated, of exports 
over imports was $68,520,304. The greater portion of this increase 
of $115,020,219, we are told by Mr. J. M. Whiting, acting chief ot 
the Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Department, in his exhibit of 
July 21, 1890, occurred in the following articles, stated in the order of 
magnitude of increase: provisions, breadstuffs, raw cotton, iron and 
steel and manufactures of. Of this increase, we are further informed, 
$89,873,724 were in the value of exports of the articles named as fol- 
lows: 


eee 
BARNES 
SEELEN 


Enpa 


FTC ( a aan nese $13,190,974 
EEA aT T n ote ace E A T S 30,546,437 
E PROVINOUES > E E N I S N E S ano 31,234,815 
And in cattle, sheep, and hogs------------------------ 14,901,498 


While there has been a falling off in the value of our exports of bread- 
stuffs over that of 1880-1885, inclusive, and a slight falling off over that 
of 1887, our exports of breadstuffs for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1890, were $30,546,437 in excess of that of the preceding year and $27,- 
231,411 in excess of that ofthe fiscal year ending June 30, 1888—the value 
for 1888 being $127,191,687; for 1889, $123,876,661; and for 1890, $154,- 
423,098; while our exports of provisions, comprising meat and dairy 
products, were greater for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, by $21,- 


1890. 
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003,471 than that of any other year since 1882, and $31,224,815 greater 
than that of 1889, the total value for 1889 being $104,122,444, while 
for 1890 it was $135,357,259. The value of our exports of cattle, sheep, 
and hogs for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, was greater by $18,- 


775,682 than was the average for ten years preceding; the average 
value for these ten years (1878-1889, inclusive) was $13, 465, 658, while 
for 1890, just closed, the value was $32,241,360. 

Mr. President, the Republican party, its principles, organization, and 
leaders were found equal to every emergency in the darkest hours ever 
experienced in this Republic. They met with steady nerve the stern 
realities of war and proved victorious amid the clash of arms. They 
were equal to the demand of the times in the great work of reconstruct- 
ing a shattered Republic, nor shall they now prove impotent in organ- 
izing and weaving into the forms of Jaw such legislation as will tend 
to advance the perpetuity and promote the general welfare, not only 
of the Republic at Jarge, but of all the people. 

The legislation formulated by a Republican Congress at the present 
session, and enacted into law and approved by a Republican President, 
on the subject of silver has already quickened the business sensibilities 
of the nation, given impetus to trade, advanced the prices of commodi- 
ties all along the line, and given to the producers of this conntry a liv- 
ing, breathing promise of increased prosperity and better times. If the 
price of silver goes up, all will agree the prices of commodities gener- 
ally will advance also. When the present Congress convened in De- 
cember last silver bullion was selling in London at 414d. to 43d. per 
ounce of 925 grains fine, the English standard. To-day it is selling at 
50 fl. per ounce. 

Inthe United States it was selling in December last at from 92 to 94 
cents per ounce. Now it brings 1125 cents per ounce, the effect of all 
of which will inevitably be to stimulate the mining industries of the 
far West. New mines will be developed, those in existence will be 
worked at a fair profit, and employment will be given at better wages 
to hundreds and thousands of miners and other wage-workers, A mar- 
ket will be created for all kinds of farm and garden products, and, bet- 
ter than all, the prices of farm and garden products will necessarily be 
advanced as the volume of the circulating medium is increased, and as 
u general result the spirit of apathy and business stagnation that has 
for years, and since the demonetization of silver, prevailed will be 
broken as the prices of all kinds of commodities are increased to fair 
and living rates. 

The value of the Indian rupee has gone up, and, as a consequence, 
English merchants get less wheat for a rupee than formerly. In the 
discussion of that bill it was insisted by the monometallists that only 
hy an international arrangement could the imperial power of London 
to fix not only the price of our silver bullion, but also of all our com- 
modities, be broken, but the result of this legislation is rapidly show- 
ing that this is not so. The English secretary of agriculture, in a re- 
cent speech, referred to the significant advance in the price of farm 
products throughout the world, and attributed the same to the recent 
advance in the price of silver, and this latter he very properly attrib- 
uted to the late legislation on silver by the American Congress. 

The fact is, this legislation has been, and will continue to be, not 
merely national, but international and world-wide in its salutary in- 
fluence and effect. Nolonger will London fix the price for us; no longer 
will her financiers regulate and fix the price of our wheat and cotton, 
but we ourselves will in the future, if we are true to ourselves, fix the 
price of all these commodities, and this, too, at living rates, by snch 
determined, resolute, and stalwart action as we may take in Congress 
from time to time. 

W. T. PATE & CO. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would state that during 
the morning business a resolution offered on a previous day by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] was inadvertently overlooked by the 
clerks. Itis properly morning business and is entitled to considera- 
tion in the morning hour. The Chair lays the resolution before the 
Senate. 

The resolution submitted on the 12th instant by Mr. TuRPIE was 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to include the claim 
of Silas Q. Howe, surviving partner of W. T. Pate & Co., audited by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, under section 3220, Revised Statutes, in the list 
of claims covered by the resolution adopted by the Senate August 11, 1890, di- 


recting him to transmit to the Senate a list of claims allowed by the several ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury Department, ete. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PArr in the chair). The pend- 
ing question is on the motion to refer the resolution to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I hope the resolution will not be re- 
ferred, but that it may be adopted. As I remarked yesterday, this 
matter has been twice before the Committee on Claims of this body and 
hoth times they have reported in its faver and we have twice passed a 
bill for the payment of theclaim. TheSecretary of the Treasury, Jan- 
uary 2, 1889, makes the following report in compliance with a resolu- 
tion of that time: 


I have the honor to transmit herewith the information called for, as furnished 
by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue on the 3ist ultimo. 
C, S. FAIRCHILD, Secretary. 


XXI——535 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Orrice OF INTERNAL 
Washington, December 31, 1888. 

Sin: I have the honor to return herewith a resolution of the United States 
Senate and other papers submitted by you, calling for information relative to 
Senate bill 2001, with the following report: : 

The amount paid by W. T. Pate & Co. on distilled spirits, in excess of the 

uantity withdrawn by them from the United States bonded warehouse between 
Woy Land December 31, 1864, stated in Senate bill 2001 at $19,622.19, is the dif- 
ference between the actual amount originally claimed, $19,008, and $245.81 al- 
lowed as leakage in transit in December, 1864. (See letter from Commissioner 
Raum to Secretary Folger, dated May 18, 1882.) A careful auditing of the claim 
of Pate & Co, at that time showed that $19,662.19 was the true amount paid on 
spirits lost in warehouse. i 

Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, while Secretary of the Treasury, approved the 
payment of such claims, and in his letter dated November 14, 1877, said: 
There can be no doubt that the assessments for leakage were erroneous and 
improper. 

Hon. Green B. Raum, Commissioner of Internal Revenue, also cer- 
tifies under date of May 18, 1882: 

Pate & Co., from July 1 to December 31, 1864, deposited in bonded warehouse 
4,186 barre!s distilled spirits,containing 213,885; gallons proof spirits. When these 
packages were removed from warehouse they contained, by actual inspection, 
only 200,613} proof gallons. This tax of $1.50 was collected on the full quantity 
deposited, amounting to $320,828.25, The tax due on the 200.613) gallons actu- 
ally found in the packages on withdrawal was $300,920.25, showing an excess of 
$19,908 coll . In computing the leakage in transit, the sum of $243.81 was 
computed on the full quantity bonded. I propose to allow the claim for the re- 
mainder of the tax appearing to have been paid by these claimants in Decem- 
ber, 1864, as set forth, on spirits lost by leakage and evaporation while stored 
in bonded warehouse, to wit, $19,662.19, 

It was that amount of money which was paid as taxes upon a dead 
loss to these parties. It is now in the Treasury of the United States. 
It has been audited twice by different Commissioners of the Revenue 
and held to be correct. I hope, therefore, that the motion to refer the 
resolution will not prevail. I ask for the adoption of the resolution. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on the motion to 
refer. : 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this 
day approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 75) to accept from 
the national encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic a statue 
(and pedestal) of the late General Ulysses S. Grant. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


‘The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other purposes. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I have listened with much interest 
to the elaborate and able argument of the honorable Senator from Ore- 
gon [Mr. MITCHELL], which had for one of its principal objects to 
establish the doctrine that Congress has power to pass a protective 
as contradistingnished from a revenue tariff for the purpose of regulat- 
ing trade and industries. I beg to call attention to the purpose indi- 
cated by the argument, to regulate trade and industries, The con- 
stitutional provision on this subject is section 8 of Article I: 

The Congress shall have the power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, 


and excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general 
Ý , 


welfare of the United States. 


There the power to lay duties is given, and the purpose for which it 
is given is specified. That purpose is specified to be ‘to pay the debts 
and provide for the common defense and general welfare of the United 
States.” 

As I shall attempt to show, the Federal Government is one of lim- 
ited and delegated powers. As indicative of that I read the tenth 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States: 


The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor pro- 
hibi - by it to the States, are reserved to the States respectively, or to the 
people. i 


I will look further at that question after a moment. 
What is to be the effect of a recognition of the doctrine that by act 


of Congress we are to regulate the trade and industries of the Unite 


States? If we. do that as indicated in the debates as one of the pur- 


poses of the bill under consideration, we propose to regulate the prices 


of commodities and the price of wages; we propose to assume a posi- 
tion which enables Congress to declare what industries shall be pros- 
perous and what shall bear the burden of the prosperity of others; we 
propose to assume eminently and essentially the position of a pa 
government controlling the domestic, the commercial, and all other in- 
dustrial interests of the country. 

One of the effects of the adoption of this policy is to place the indus- 
tries and the interests of the people of the United States at the mercy 
of a popular majority, however it may be obtained. One of the chief 
objects of the Constitution of the United States was to protect minorities 
against the injustice and oppression of majorities. 

If we can say what industry shall receive a bonus at the ex 
other industries beyond what may be done by a revenue 


nse of 
iff, then I 
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do not understand that the written Constitution which has been re- 
garded as the great bulwark of American liberty is any longer useful as 
a protection to the people against the avarice of a majority. When we 
see the extent to which special interests have been fostered in this 
country, the enormous fortunes which they have been able to control, the 
power which through those fortunes they are able to exert over the press 
of this country, over the politicians of the country, over the legislation 
of the country, we already see the dangers to which the doctrine must 
of necessity lead, and we see where it must necessarily end: in the 
subversion of the Constitution and the destruction of the rights of the 
people so far as any protection of those rights by the Constitution is 
concerned. 

If any one during the first seventy-five years of the existence of the 
Federal Government had asserted the doctrine that Congress had the 
power to control the industries and trade of the country with a view 
to determining what portion of them should be prosperous and what 
other portion of them should bear the burden of that prosperity, 
the proposition would have been considered so monstrous that it could 
not be entertained. I think it would have been regarded as an evi- 
dence of a want of intellect or of insanity. Yet that doctrine seems to 
be firmly implanted now in the minds of the Republican party and 
acted upon, and by the honorable Senator from Oregon is boldly advo- 
-cated in an elaborate argument to-day. 

Mr. President, reference was made by the honorable Senator from 
Oregon to the impoverished condition ot the American States immedi- 
ately succeeding the Revolution, and, as I understood his argument, 
this was attributed to the practice of free trade. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I had reference to the impoverished condition 
after the formation of the new Government of the Confederation and 
during the six years between that date and the time of the formation 
of the Constitution. I insist that by reason of the fact that there was 
no power in Congress to regulate trade with foreign nations, and that 
that power was confined alone under the Articles of Confederation to the 
States respectively, the country was flooded with foreign importations 
to such an extent that ruin stared the people in the face from one end 
of the land to the other, and that very fact, the lack of power on the 
part of Congress under the Articles of Confederation to restrain this 
trade and protect their own industries, more than any other cause, led to 
the formation of the new Constitution, 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I said that the chief object of the 
transition from the Articles of Confederation to a constitutional Gov- 
ernment was to enable Congress to regulate commerce between the 
States and with foreign nations and with the Indian tribes; but I do 
not concede that that fact is to be used as an argument to establish the 
proposition that Congress shall regulate trade and industries with a 
view to benefiting whom they please and to the injury of whoever 
may fall in the way of their policy. 

When it is remembered that the American colonies preceding the 
war of the Revolution suffered much from the paternal legislation of 
Great Britain fostering the industries of that part of the empire at the 
expense of the colonies, instead of that being an argument in favor of 
the proposition of the Senator from Oregon, it is a warning against the 
application of a like doctrine as between the American States. 

The prevention of the colonies from manufacturing, in order to give 
the profits of manufacturing to Great Britain, and the cramping of the 
energies of the colonies in various ways, in order to prevent their growth 
and the assertion of their power, was that sort of government which was 
not restrained by a written constitution intended to protect minorities, 
but it was the result of the policy of a monarchy determined to main- 
tain the interests of the people of the home Government as far as might 
be at the expense of the colonies, legislating for the purpose of benefit- 
ing the interests of one class of people against another class of people 
in the British Empire and another class of interests. 

Then succeeding to the poverty which resulted from the policy of 
the British Government came the Reyolutionary war, which exhausted 
to the last degree the resources of the people of the American colonies. 
Seven years of wasteful war, with no accumulated capital in the begin- 
ning, wasted the little substance of the people until, when independ- 
ence was achieved, the people found themselves utterly impoverished, 
and they then had a struggle to meet as great as the one which they 
had met in achieving their independence, that of restoring the indus- 
try and the ity of the American States. 

They adopted first the articles of confederation. Those were found 
insufficient. They afterwards made the transition from the confeder- 
ation to our present constitutional government. In that constitutional 
government they gave the Federal Government the power to regulate 
commerce with foreign nations, among the several States, and with the 
Indian tribes, for a very important reason, different from that suggested 
by theargument of the honorable Senator from Oregon. It was for the 
purpose of preventing hostile legislation by one State against another; it 
was for the purpose of giving uniformity to the regulation of commerce; 
for the purpose of preventing strife between the States; for the purpose of 
preventing the seaboard States from holding the interior States at their 
mercy with reference to internal and commercial policy. 

These were the reasons which in part induced the conferring upon 
Congress of the power to regulate commerce with foreign nations and 


+ 


among the several States, and it was not for the purpose of enabling 
Congress to regulate trade and industries within the several States, 

. Mr, President, while Congress has power to levy import dues asa 
means of procuring revenue for the support of the Government, the 
very fact that it may do so incidentally turnishes protection to Ameri- 
can products which come in competition with those which may be im- 
ported from abroad. This mode of taxation was adopted then and is 
preserved now as a mode of indirect taxation and a means of raising 
money in a way that the people do not seem to understand that they 
are contributing to the support of the Government, and because of the 
fact that to raise money by direct taxation for the support of the Gov- 
ernment would have imposed a burden upon them that it was probable 
then, and as it would be probable now, would be resisted. 

If we can disregard the provisions of the Constitution, if it is true 
that we havea Government which can regulate trade and commerce, 
what becomes of that great distinction in the constitutional interpreta- 
tion which leaves the local and domestic interests of the country in the 
hands of the people and of the several States? What becomes of those 
great and universal laws of trade and commerce which leave all men 
free or ought to leave all men free in the prosecution of their proper 
pursuits subject to such competition as may arise in trade? If we 
would respect the provisions of the Constitution, if we would respectin- 
dividual and property rights, if we would allow the people to stand in 
relation to the Government of all having the same protection and none 
having exclusive privileges, is it not to be seen that we should have a 
contented and happy people, a people loving their Government be- 
cause of its justice? 

On the other hand, if we are to give the Constitution the construc- 
tion which will enable Congress to regulate trade and industries, which 
will enable Congress to levy high duties on imports of one kind for the 
protection of domestic fabrics and impose thereby burdens on the part 
of the community which co es those fabrics, is it not certain that 
the people will feel the wrong, will know the wrong, will know the 
oppression, and will feel that they have an unjust Government, a Goy- 
ernment which can not command their * and confidence? 

Wise statesmanship, it seems to me, would look to a question like this 
and would look to a policy of impartial justice as between all the peo- 
ple of this Government, so that each citizen might have the proud con- 
sciousness within him that he stood on equal terms with all other 
American citizens and that no other man is by partial and unjust laws 
given advantages which are denied to him, that no man is entitled to 
appropriate his property by a transfer by law for the benefit of the per- 
son in whose interest the legislation was enacted. 

It was stated by the honorable Senator that the change to the con- 
stitutional Government from the Confederation was dictated by tho 
necessity of making such regulations as he advocates. Mr. President, 
it was, as I have stated, an incident to that change that the power to 
regulate commerce with foreign nations, among the several States, and 
with the Indian tribes should be conferred upon Congress, But I sub- 
mit that the great object of establishing the Constitution of the United 
States was higher and nobler and holier than a mere commercial regu- 
lation. I submit that it was in order to form a more perfect union, 
establish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the common 
defense, promote the general welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty 
to ourselves and our prosterity. The great object of it was to secure 
liberty, equality of right and justice between man and man, and not 
to establish a Government which should rob one part of the American 
people to enrich another part of the American people. 

Another suggestion made by the Senator from Oregon was that the 
bill under consideration had for its object to equalize the dutieson im- 
ports. I will not assume that the honorable Senator in a grave argu- 
ment intended to trate a joke. It would, perhaps, not be fair to 
him to assume that; but yet how are we to understand that this bill 
equalizes duties on imports and for what purpose? We find that the 
duties on woolen manufactures are increased; we find that the duties 
on cotton manufactures are increased; we find that the duties on the 
average upon iron and steel and their products are increased; we find 
that the interests which favor protection, the class interests of manu- 
facturers, every interest which they have has been protected by an in- 
crease of duty, so as to enable them to increase the price of their prod- 
ucts and compel the American people to pay the increased price. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senatora question right there? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator disputes the power in the Constitu- 
tion to levy any customs excise for the purpose of protecting American 
industry or American labor, but he concedes the right, I suppose, under 
the Constitution, tolay imposts forthe purpose of raising revenue. Now, 
suppose he had his way about it and was getting up a bill for the pur- 
pose of raising revenue only, on what classes òf foreign products would 
the Senator impose those duties? Would he impose them on those 
articles which are not raised in this country or on articles which are 
raised in this country? 

Mr. REAGAN, On that subject I beg to say that I shall speak for 
myself and nobody else. If I had the power to regulate duties on im- 
ports, I would make ad valorem duties. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is not the question. That relates to the 
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method. The question is upon what class of articles; that is to say, 
would the Senator im the duties on those articles the like of which 
we do not produce in this country or would he impose them upon those 
articles the like of which wedo and can produce in this country? 

Mr. REAGAN. If the object of the Senator is to ask me if I would 
agree to discriminating rates of duties, I tell him no, I would not so 
far as I am concerned. 7 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President—— 8 

Mr. REAGAN. Now, if the Senator will allow me—I was right in 
the midst of a statement—I would, if I had the power to regulate the 
import duties, levy an ad valorem tariff. Iwould levy a duty on sugar 
and coffee and tea, the same as on woolen goods, cotton goods, and iron 
and steel goods, and let them pay their proportion of the duty. I 
would levy a tariff for revenue forthe support of the Government, and 
would not attempt to use the powers of the Government by Congress 
to enrich the party who had control of the Government. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, if the Senator would Jay a tax, as he calls 
it, au impost, to raise revenue only, would he not very naturally—that 
being the sole object,simply to raise the revenue - would he not aim to 
impose that duty upon those articles which are not produced in this 
country, so as to get the greatest possible amount of revenue from the 
least ble rate of tax? 

Mr. REAGAN. I have answered the question the Senator asked me 
by saying that I would, if it were in my power, levy an ad valorem 
tariff. 

We see the effect of a large free-list. Every time we propose to in- 
crease duties for the protection of manufacturers, we propose to enlarge 
the free-list to reduce their expenses on one band while we increase 
their profits on the other, 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator will allow me now, what would 
the Senator put upon the free- list? 

Mr. REAGAN. I would have no diserimination. I would collect 
the revenue to support the Government on products that would yield 
@ revenue as well as on those that give incidental protection. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Would the Senator permit raw material to come 
in free of custom rates, any raw material at all? 

Mr. REAGAN.. I would permit raw material to come in, and per- 
haps I ought to qualify what I have said by remarking that I would 
do so on the condition that the duty on the manufactured product 
should be lowered in proportion to the advantages obtained from the 
receipt of raw material free of duty. > 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then the Senator would levy discriminating du- 
ties and he would have a free-list after all? 

Mr. REAGAN. As I have suggested. Now, if the Senator from 
Oregon is through with his catechism, I should like to go on with my 
remarks. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ido not wish to be rude, of course. 

Mr. REAGAN, I have rarely seen an occasion on this floor, unless 
there was some special request, when suggestions were being made that 
are bringing points home that whoever was making them was not in- 
terrupted by Be age catechism, either relevant or irrelevant. 

Mr. MITCHELL, Will the Senator yield to me a moment? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. x 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am not feeling particularly hurt by anything 
the Senator has said, as far as that is concerned, but I was really anx- 
ious to know a certain thing, and I put the question in all sincerity to 
the Senator; and I do not think, notwithstanding the Senator’s protes- 
tation to the contrary, he has yet answeredit. My question was this: 
Would he or would he not, in imposing his tariff rates simply for the 
purpose of revenue only, levy them on articles which are produced in 
this country or on articles which are not produced in this country? 

Mr. REAGAN. Isuppose I shall be obliged to answer the Senator 
again. I have told him that I would levy a duty on tea and coffee and 
sugar, as I would upon iron and steel and cotton and woolen goods. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, one other question: Holding to the view 
the Senator does, that the only power there is is to levy a tariff for 
revenue merely, would he not naturally and logically, carrying out 
that view, aim to impose the tariff solely upon those articles of foreign 
importation the like of which we do not produce in this country, and 
therefore in that way would he not add to the consumers of this coun- 
try the price of the tariff? 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not know that I understand that question. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will repeatit again. The question is this: It 
seems to me that the logical conclusion of the Senator’s view would 
lead him in imposing a tariff for revenue only to impose that tariff 
solely upon foreign articles of importation the like of which we do not 
produce at all in this country, in order that he might obtain the 
greatest amount of revenue from the least amount of duty, and in that 
event, of course, the consumer would be compelled to pay the whole 
amount of the duty. 

Mr. REAGAN. I listened to the argument of the Senator from 
Oregon for two hours and a half with patience, and there were many 
places where I might have desired to interrupt and propound interrog 
atories to him. But he was making, as it seemed to me, a systematic 
argument, and I did not choose to interrupt him 

Mr. MITCHELL, I will not interrupt the Senator again. 


Mr. REAGAN, And now the Senator wants to injectinto what I 
have to say theories of hisown. I have tried to state as well as I could, 


in answer to his inquiries, that if I had the power of controlling the . 


le g of duties I would make them ad valorem. 

admit as a qualification to this that if I could reduce the cost of 
the manufactured fabrics to the extent of the reduced duty on the raw 
material, I would admit the raw material that went into the manu- 
factures free of duty. That would hurt nobody; and while it is not 
precisely upon the theory, it seems to me preferable, and I would prac- 
tically agree to such a course as that. 


Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator be kind enough to tell us a little more 


fully why he would do that? It is very interesting. 

Mr. REAGAN, Ishall leave the Senator from Massachusetts, who 
is able, to make the deduction, and I think he can do it without my 
assistance, If the simple object is to throw me off from the discussion 
of this question, I hope such interrogatories will be deferred. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will allow me to say that I sincerely beg 
his pardon. I did not put to him any question to throw him off. The 
Senator said he would assert a policy—a very interesting one—and I 
asked him if he would goa little more fully into the reasons for it. I 
do not propose to put any question further than that. 

Mr. REAGAN. I can conceive of one reason, that if raw material 
was admitted free it would enable the manufacturers to make goods 
so much cheaper, and it would enable them, if they would do so, to 
sell the goods to the people that much cheaper, and therefore it would 
benefit the people; but there is where the troublecomesin. Take this 
very tariff bill, which greatly enlarges the free-list and also tly 
enlarges the duties upon imports of manufactured articles; se so, as 
I said some time back, when we benefit the manufacturers on the one 
side by free raw material we benefit them on the otherside by Jevying 
higher duties, and all the time oppress the consumers by exacting from 
them what they ought not to have to pay. 

Mr. President, I believe I was talking about the proposition of the 
Senator from Oregon for the equalization of duties when I was inter- 
rupted, and I had referred to the fact of the enlargement of the free- 
list and the increase of the duties upon imports competing with man- 
ufactured articles. When we speak of equalization, I said that I did 
not think I ought to accuse the Senator from Oregon of perpetrating a 
joke in a serious and elaborate speech. How are we equalizing when 
we say as to beams and joists and things of that kind that they shall 
pay 117 per cent. or 87 per cent. when imported in forms of the larg- 
est size of iron, millions of tons of which are used in the construction 
of bridges and houses and vessels and otherwise—a duty so monstrous 
that no man can doubt its iniquity ? 

Then, while we find that in the schedule of duties everything which 
benefits Eastern manufacturers is put into it, let us turn to another 
part of the country, and we find that the duty is reduced, almost 
taken off sugar, which is a most important agricultural product of the 
Southern States, and the duty is pro to be largely reduced on 
rice. I do not complain of the rate fixed, because I think that the rate 
fixed is fair enough, but I speak of it in contrast with the raising of 
higher duties for the benefit of articles of manufacture, instead of low- 
Roy ine we lower them on an agricultural product which is raised in 
the South. 

Icall attention to the reduction of the tax on cotton-seed oil from 25 
cents a gallon to 10 cents a gallon. That has become one of the great 
agricultural products of the Southern States. I call attention to the 
increase of the duty on the article of cotton-ties from an ad valorem 
duty of 35 cent. to aduty of 103 per cent, and a fraction. Every- 
thing that is in that section, the weaker section, unable to protect itself 
and relying upon the justice and conscience of the American Congress, 
is not only denied protection, but all that can be done conveniently is 
done to oppress its industries. 

Mr. President, that is an illustration of what I said awhile ago about 
a construction of the Constitution which may enable Congress to reg- 
ulate trade and industries and to fix the price of labor, to fix the price 
of is to assume the paternal control of the interests of the 

ple, 

P hen we have done that we have placed the power of the Govern- 
ment in the hands of the few who may use it as they now use it to en- 
rich the controllers of the Government, instead of using it to do jus- 
tice between the American people—a power by which one part of the 
people is to be impoverished while another part is to be enriched; a 
power which is creating the millionaire capitalists engaged in manu- 
factures, which is shingling over the farms of the West with mort- 
gages and debt. Is this a power to be assumed? Is this a construction 
of the Constitution which ought to be encouraged? It is paternalism 
turned loose and made mad, intending by the exercise of power to 
make overgrown fortunes for the few while it makes serfs and slaves 
of the great body of the American people. 

Mr. President, instead of such a doctrine and instead of such results 
as these, su if possible, we come back to the construction of the 
Constitution which prevailed for nearly three-quarters of a century after 
the formation of the Government; suppose we come back to that system 
of legislation which prevailed in Congress looking to the protection of 
all the peoplealike asit had been until the Republican party came into 
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power. Suppose we can look back, as some of us are able by memory 
to do, to the times when every citizen of the United States was proud 
of his Government, proud of its flag, 
every square acre of American soil, and proud of the character of being 
an American freeman; a time when there were no millionaires, but 
the freest and the happiest people that the sun of heaven had ever 
shone upon; a time when there were no discriminations in legislation, 
but honest government administered by a Congress and by parties that 
had conscience and respect for the rights of minorities. 

Mr. President, I, of course, do not propose, on the spur of the mo- 
ment, to attempt to answer the many points made by the honor- 
able Senator from Oregon in his two and a half hours’ speech. I only 
rosé to protest against its theory and to protest now upon the heels 
of the speech that it was an ingenious and able and elaborate argu- 
ment for the subversion of the American Constitution and for the per- 
version of the powers of Congress to benefit the few at the expense of 
the many. 

Now, I do not attribute to that Senator any unpatriotic motive. I 
have no doubt he believes what he says, and that is the misfortune of 
this whole question, that interests, either pecuniary interests or parti- 
san interests, have warped the judgments of so many people that weare 
hardly able to consider questions like this in the light of reason and 
truth and conscience. 

It seems to me as if gentlemen are seeking the overthrow of our con- 
stitutional form of government and the establishment upon its wreck 
and ruin of a paternal government which may take charge of the trade 
and industries of the country, which may abolish the ordinary laws of 
commerce and trade and-assume the control of the domestic and local 
interests of all the people. It seems to me that men who are engaged 
in this ought to be able to see that an awakening is taking place in the 
minds of the American people upon that subject and that they can not 
permanently subvert the Constitution, they can not permanently en- 
slave a majority of the American people by capital and class legislation, 

If Senators would only look to what is occurring outside of this body 
in organizations being awakened by their oppression and suffering and 
see the declarations which they are making, sometimes wise, sometimes 
unwise, but indicating that they have at last found out since capital 
has combined to impoverish them that it is necessary to combine to 
resist this effort to impoverish them, such Senators might have reason 
to hesitate in such a course. The evidence of this has come from all 
over the country, and the effects of the movement Senators need not de- 
ceive themselves about, because they will be made known. The people 
are too intelligent, too self-reliant, too independent yet to submit to be 


; quietly enslaved by class interests and to have the great body of the 


American Republic madesubordinate to the interests of a very small part 
of it. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the Senate, but I desire 
while up to make a prediction that the final vote upon this tariff ques- 
tion will be taken by the people on Tuesday after the first Monday in 
November, and there will be no limit to debate, and the yeasand nays 
of the American people will be called upon it and a voice will be 
heard, I think, that will make Senators understand that the American 

ple yet recognize the fact that they have some rights under this 
8 which must be respected by the Republican party. 

Mr. BATE obtained the floor. 

Mr. HOAR rose, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). 
Senator from Tennessee yield ? 

Mr. HOAR. Isimply wish to observe in reply to the last sentence 
of the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], where he says there will be 
no limit of debate before that vote is taken, that there will also be no 
talking against time. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee is recog- 
nized. 7, 

Mr. BATE. I yield to the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand the Senator from Tennessee has a formal 
speech to make, and Ido not wish to interfere with him. If the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee is not specially desirous of proceeding now, I wish 
to give notice of an amendment which I propose to offer to this bill 
and to make a few remarks on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Tennessee 
yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. BATE. It depends on how long the Senator from Kansas de- 
sires to occupy the floor, Iam ready to proceed. I should like to ac- 
commodate the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr, PLUMB. “I do not wish to interfere with the Senator from 
Tennessee, who I understand desires to deliver a formal speech. 

Mr. BATE. I will yield ten minutes to the Senator with the great- 
est pleasure. 

Mr. PLUMB. I give notice that at the proper time—I do not know 
what the parliamentary situation now is—I shall move to strike ont, on 
page 29 of the bill, all after the word steel,“ in line 1, witha view of 
moving also to insert, at the close of paragraph 139, the following words: 

Provided, That there shall be paid to manufacturers of tin-plate made in the 
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3 of its industries, proud of | shall 


United States, from any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise pp a 
bounty of Leent pound, under such rales and jons as the Commis- 
Revenue, with the approval of the tary of the Treasury, 


sioner of Inte: 
prescribe, 


My purpose by this amendmentis to limit the question of the added 
protection to manufacturers of tin-plate to a bounty similar to that pro- 
yided for the producers of sugar in another portion of this bill. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I should like to have that amendment stated again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be read for information. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 29, line 1, after the word steel,“ it 
is pro to strike out all down to and including the word pound,“ 
in line 7 of the same paragraph, as follows: 


And on and after July 1, 1801, all iron or steel sheets, or plates or taggers iron, 
coated with t in or lead or with a mixture of which these metals or either of them 
is a component part, by the dipping or any other process, and commerciall 
known as tin-plates, terne-plates, and taggers tin, shall pay 2.2 cents per pound. 


And to insert at the end of the paragraph the following: 


Provided, That there shall be paid to manufacturers of tin-plate made in the 
United States, from any moneys in the Treasury not othe: appropriated, 
a bounty of 1 cent pt pound, under such rules and regulations as the Commis- 
tioni of 8 evenue,with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
shall prescribe. 


Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I want to say, in the first place, that 
I have grave doubts as to the effect of the proposition made by thecom- 
mittee. I doubt very much whether it will permanently introduce into 
this country the manufacture of tin-plate in quantities sufficient for 
the use of the people. 

And this for a variety of reasons. First, because I have observed 
that the American manufacturer, which I do not speak of to complain 
about especially at this time, has been swift to avail himself of du- 
ties upon articles which gave him large profits and has formally aban- 
doned the production of otherarticles which gave him only small profits. 

In competition with tin for various purposes, for roofing, for vessels, 
there have come a large number of other articles,including galvanized 
iron, granite-ware, and things of that kind. Every one of these will 
be increased in value by the imposition of the duty proposed by the 
Finance Committee. If tin is to go up 1.2 cents per pound, then every 
article which comes into competition with it, under existing conditions, 
will © up similarly, perhaps not to the full extent, but at least very 
largely. 

Tin is made into sauce-pans and various other articles which are 
used for cooking purposes. During the last two years a very profitable 
industry has grown up in making what is known as granite-ware, used 
for asomewhat similar purpose, costing a little more, and which I think 
would go into almost universal use at the price of tin and to the ex- 
clusion of tin. If tin is put up, as undoubtedly it will be, by the adop- 
tion of the proposition now pending, granite-ware will go up to some 
extent also, and just as much as may be n to enable it to take 
the place, as far as possible, of tin which is used for domestic purposes, 
and to that extent tin will not be in demand, and will not be produced 
or imported. 

In addition to that, galvanized iron is used for roofing in competi- 
tion with tin, and maintains, as I am told, just abont the same price, 
the price of it being governed by the price of tin, with which it is in 
active competition for a variety of purposes; not for all purposes, I 
agree, but for many purposes of the kind which may be designated 
generally as roofing. Therefore, when we put up the price of tin we 
put up the price of a large number of other articles as well, 

Now the persons who are proposing to make tin—I do not mean to 
say particularly the individual persons, but the general class of invest- 
ors who are proposing to make tin—are also interested in making iron 
in the various forms used for roofing, for vessels for domestic purposes, 
and soon. They will not make tin under this proposition unless they 
can make it at greater profit than they can make these other things. 
That can be set down, I think, as not needing furthur demonstration. 
If, therefore, they can make graniteware, or the base of graniteware, 
the steel or iron sheet which is covered finally with the silicon which 
makes it impervious to rust and useful for cooking purposes, they will 
not make tin. If they can make galvanized iron to take the place of 
tin at a reasonable profit they will not make tin to take the place of 
galvanized iron, because they are already making these two other arti- 
cles under processes the full extent of which they know and the prof- 
its of which are entirely satisfactory, and they will not enter upon a 
new line of manufacture to make profits that they could make under 
an old line. 

Therefore, out of this proposition is to come American tin, if at all, 
by accident or by a combination of circumstances which can not now 
be foreseen. 

Second, I have a letter in my possession which I am not authorized 
to read, but which comes from an entirely reputable house in the West 
engaged in the manufacture of vessels of tin, stating that they have 
failed heretofore to obtain from an American manufacturer an article 
of sheet-iron or of iron sheets to distinguish the plate cut into ordinary 
sizes from what is known ordinarily assheet-iron, of a satisfactory qual- 
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ity to take the place of that which they have heretofore imported and 
which they use for the purpose of coating with melted tin. They say 
in substance that the American manufacturer does not now make an 
article known as iron sheets, to be used as the base upon which tin is 
to be put for the purpose of making domestic utensils, of sufficient duc- 
tility and uniform strength to enable these persons to buy with any de- 
gree of certainty whatever. The consequence is they are obliged to buy 
them abroad. 

The American manufacturer therefore to-day, if this statement is to 
be credited, as I believe it is, does not make an article of iron sheets 
which is suitable for the manufacture of tin, although he has had the 
inducement of the proffer of large purchases upon the of persons 
who are engaged in the manufacture of domestic utensils of which this 
iron sheet is the base. 

Now, when we come to consider the propriety of imposing this new 
and large duty of 2.2 cents per pound, it is not merely the question of 
the manufacture of tin in the United States which is to be taken into 
account. It is always said, when we come to consider these schedules 
where an industry has been established behind the shelter of a certain 
duty, that vested interests had accrued and those vested interests ought 
to be ized to the extent of preventing at least any very consider- 
able reduction of duty which might hurt capital already invested or 
disturb arrangements already existing. There is great force in that 

argument. I subscribe to it; and I agree that wherever an industry 
has been built up under conditionsestablished and maintained by law, 
those conditions ought not to be arbitrarily changed to the hurt of the 
persons who have invested their capital in consequence of them. 

Now, from the tin-plate imported into the United States, and which 
is abont somewhere irom twenty to twenty-five million dollars’ worth 

r annum, is made, by manufactures carried on in the United States 

y American capital and American labor, a product variously estimated 
at from ninety to one hundred million dollars in value per annum. 
This manufacture is widely extended. It exists on the seacoast, and 
there is no degree of longitude from the seacoast west to California within 
the limits of which there is not carried on some manufacture of cans, 
cups, buckets, of spouting, or of some other form of the manufacture 
of tin which goes into local or other markets, It employs many thou- 
sands of men. i 

If the proposition contained in this bill to leyy an additional duty 
of 1.2 cents per pound upon tin-plate is adopted there will either have 
to be a shifting of this business, which will probably occur, or a large 
addition to the capital of those now engaged in it. Any disturbance 
of the business is almost certain to throw both labor and capital out of 
employment, 

It has been said here that the addition to the cost of a single can on 
account of the added duty would betrifling, a half a cent I think it has 
been stated to be. That half cent represents only the cost of the tin. To 
that will be added all the other costs that go to make up profit—insur- 
ance, taxes, interest, and so on, so that that half cent when it emerges 
finally from the pockets of the consamer would probably be multiplied 
two or three fold, 

Whatever the added cost it will also represent an equivalent cost 
placed upon the contents of such vessels, as meats, fruits, vegetables, 
ete. The use of these is widespread and it is altogether likely, if not 
absolutely certain, that this increased cost would diminish consump- 
tion, thus contracting the market of the farmer who produced the 
meats and other articles of food. 

But, admitting for the sake of the argument, that the purchaser 
would not have to pay the additional cost on the can, bucket, cup, or 
whatever other form the tin might be manufactured into, somebody 
would have to pay it. The American manufacturer, the American 
wholesaler, or the American retailer, or all combined would have to 
pay itif the consumer did not, and these people, I beg to observe, are 
not only American citizens, but they are very largein number, and they 
employ more labor than all that ever would become necessary to the 
manufacture of a national supply of tin-plate; and they are widely 
scat , and their interests are as much to be taken into account as 
the interests of some possible future American manufacturer. You 
put a burden upon them of an addition to the capital which they are 
required to put in their business in order to carry it on and of an in- 
creased cost for their raw product whereby their profits are reduced. 
One of the effects would be that the smaller manufacturer, by reason 
of his inability to get this additional capital and of his diminished 
profits, would go out of business, and therefore this manufacture. so 
widely extended, would be concentrated in the hands of a few men 
possessing large capital. The small and near-by manufacturers would 
have to give way to the distant and more wealthy ones. 

Now, these things are all to be taken into account when we come to 
say what we shall do about this duty. Shall we put on a duty, shall 
we enact a provision of law here which changes the course of business 
as existing under the present law, not only now, but for the last twenty- 
five years, and shall we take the risk of what will come from that? 
Shall we put upon these manufacturers and these wholesalers and these 
retailers—supposing, now, that the consumer pays nothing whatever 
additional—this burden which is to grow out of the imposition of this 


tax, and shall we do it upon the assumption of something for which 
we have no foundation whatever, to wit, that the manufacture of tin 
will be introduced into the United States and carried on under condi- 
tions which will finally give us a full supply of this necessary article 
as the result of American manufacture and at a diminished price? 

Who knows that we shall get it? It is stated over the signature of 
the president of the association located at Pittsburgh, designing ap- 
parently to go into this business, that the present tariff is protection 
enough, except for the condition inferentially stated that the foreign 
manufacturer will arbitrarily reduce his price below that at present 
prevailing tosuch an extent as to deprive the persons who may enter upon 
this manufacture trom making a profit. As incidental to that, although 
I did not introduce it into this debate and do not specially depend upon 
it, I beg to read here a letter which I received this morning from a firm 
whose telegram I read yesterday, Messrs. J. M. Me}loy’s Sons, of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa. I know nothing about them, but so taras I know their 
only offense is that they are importers and manufacturers of foreign 
tin. They sent me also a telegram, which I will first read: 


PHILADELPHIA, Pa, August 14, 1890, 
Hon. P, B. PLUME, Senate Chamber: y 
ig wirod you yesterday were pest paz of 108 pounds, containing 112 sheets, 
not per pound, as papers report you stated. 
e PORY J. M. MELLOY’S SONS, 


The letter is as follows: 


PHILADELPHIA, PA., August 13, 1890. 
Dear SIR: We understand there was some discussion in the Senate to-day 
about the cost in England of the kind of tin-plate that is used for canning for 
d from 1877 to 
free on board at 


some years back. So we give you below the prices that ran; 
1890, These prices all include the cost of boxing and delive 
English shipping ports, less 4 per cent. 


Year. 


Hoping this will be of some use, we remain, 
Very respectfully, yours, 


5 J. M. MELLOY’S SONS. 
on, P. y: 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


From this statement it will be seen that beginning with Jan $ 
1877, at which the price is given at 18s. 9d., continuing on down to the 
same month in 1890, the price was reduced to 15s. In July, 1877, the 
price was 17s. 6d., and it was reduced gradually until in 1890 it was 
in the same month in 1890 13s. 6d. The average for the year is stated 
to have been in 1880 198. 1}d., extending on down until with the gradual 
decline it turned up in 1889 at 13s. 7d. Now, that seems tosliow—— 

Mr. McPHERSON, Then it is lower now than it has ever been be- 


ore? 
Mr. PLUMB. According to this statement it seems to have gone 
through the mutations of ordinary manufacturing business pad e 
subjected to those conditions which have gradually pressed down the 
prices of manufactured articles the world over. 

Mr. TELLER, If the Senator will allow me, the Senator from New 
Jersey says the price is lower now than it ever has been. I should like to 
put in a prediction chat in a year from now it will be a good deal lower 
if we pass this bill. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to call 
attention to the fact that in July, 1888, the price was 128. 9d., which 
seems to have been the lowest figure reached between 1877 and July, 
1890? + 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to have the Senator from Coloradostate _ 
whether he thinks that if we pass this bill tin will be lower immedi- - 
ately to the American consumer than it ever has been. 

Mr. TELLER. I mean to say that the tariff on tin will do for tin 
what it has done for every other product of iron and nearly every other 
prodnet: eventually reduce the price to the consumer. That is what 


I mean to say; and I should like to add, if any Senator doubts that, it 
can be proved and has been demonstrated in the Senate over and over 
again, as was done yesterday by the Senator from New York in his 
statement in reference to the fall in the base of tin, which is iron, the 
fall of that being 30 per cent., while tin has remained practically just 
where it has been for a series of years except with the occasional fluct- 
uations of which he spoke, 
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Mr. PLUMB. The word eventually“ is an elastic one, which is 
entirely safe for any one to utter. 

Mr. TELLER. I will put it at a year, then. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator will bave ruined his reputation as a 
prophet if he puts it at one year. 

Mr. President, I am not discussing that general question at all. It 
undoubtedly happens that wherever manufactures are extended prices 
are reduced, whether they be at home or abroad, at home alone or abroad 
alone. Increasing competition undoubtedly tends to bring down prices. 
There can be no question about that. 

Thereiore, I have no doubt that in time, eventually, to use the ex- 
pression of the Senator from Colorado, if weenter upon the manufact- 
ure of tin in a large way in the United States one of the results will 
be to reduce the price. But I do not find in the present situation any 
guaranty or any ground for even a reasonable presumption that if we 

ton this duty we shall have the tin manufactured in the United 

tates during the next year, or the next ten years, to meet the local de- 
mand. Ido not believe such will be the case. 

Now, we have been going along without any special complaint upon 
this subject. I do not know of any demand that has been made from 
any part of the United States that this duty shall be put on. The only 

so far as I know who have ever asked that a higher duty shall 
be ut upon tin are the persons who hope to manufacture it. Are they 
entitled now to special consideration? If they had been engaged in 
an unavailing attempt to make tin in competition with foreign man- 
ufacturers, if they had put up factories and manufactured tin, and in 
so doing had lost money in what for the occasion might be called a 
patriotic effort to make upon American soil an article not before man- 
ufactured here, and under those circumstances should come here and 
ask us to give them some duty or some bounty in the nature of protec- 
tion in order to reward them for this unavailing attempt and in order 
to put them on their feet, that would be a claim which I should be 
willing to take into acconnt. 

But, Mr. President, I do not find that anything of this kind has ever 
been done, and I venture to say that no manufacturer in the United 
States has ever made an output of tin-plates or even of iron plates or 
steel plates, whichever may be used for this purpose, which are really 
of a character to make the base of a good article of tin- plate. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PLUMB, I will. 

Mr. MCPHERSON., If I understood correctly the reading of the 
Senator’s amendment, it continues the present duty of 1 cent per pound 
on tin-plate and proposes a bounty of 1 cent per pound upon the manu- 
facture of tin-plate of this kind. 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I want to ask the Senator, tin-plate being on 
the free-list, if that would not be quite a sufficient amount of bounty 
to bestow upon a manufacturer being already protected 1 cent a pound 
upon his iron-plate by the plate schedule. Would not 1 cent a pound 
be a considerable amount of duty to bestow upon the manufacturer for 
simply coating it with free tin? 

Mr. PLUMB. I can not say about that, Mr. President. In this, as 
in other cases, I have been willing to resolve doubts in favor of the 

` American manufacturer and do everything I could, consistent with 
what I conceive to be my obligations to the consumers, in order to en- 
‘able the American manufacturer to go ahead and produce essential arti- 
cles of manufacture. I would say, if I were to speak from my own in- 
formation and judgment and belief, that the duty upon the sheet-iron, 
together with free tin-ore or tin-pig, was sufficient, together with the 
protection afforded by transportation, to enable the manufacturer to do 
this if he chose to work for a reasonable profit; but as a rule he is not 
willing to work for a reasonable profit. We have had that demon- 
strated over and over again. 

Iam willing to do more than that; I am willing to say to him that 
if he will not exact of us, because be has apparently the power toexact 
anything that he wants at the present time, this large extraduty, thereby 
putting a tax upon all the tinware used in the country, upon every 
tin-cup and tin-plate can, and coffee-pot, upon every yard of roofing 
made of tin used by the people of the United States, and also increas- 
ing the price of galvanized iron and graniteware and so on, he shall 
have a bounty, instead, of 1 cent per pound to put into his pocket. If 
he is a reasonable man or if he can be moved by any appeal whatever, 
it seems to me that he will be willing to accept that. 

Iknow, Mr. President, that when you introduce the question of bounty 
into this tariff discussion you enter upon asea which bas no shore. But 
itis the proposition which is made in this billin regard to sugar, an agri- 
eultural uct. The American consumers of sugar have been tempted 
in this bill by free sugar with a bounty to forego the opposition which 
they might naturally feel to an indiscriminate increase of duty upon 
articles almost as n and almost as widely and as largely used 
as sugar, They have been tempted to forego their opposition to an in- 
crease of duties upon cheap cutlery, cheap carpets, cheap linoleums, 
cheap guns, cheap crockery, cheap cotton and woolen cheap 


glassware, and so on generally all through these schedules, if thereby 


they can get free sugar, and in order to save something for the manu- 
facturer or producer of sugar a bounty of 2 cents a pound is proposed, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr, President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Kansas yield to the Senator from Vermont? i 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask my friend from Kansas a 
question, not to take up his time by argumentation at all, but upon 
this very point, whether he thinks that putting sugar on the free- 
list, leaving bounty aside entirely, will diminish the cost of sugar to 
the people who use it in the United States to any degree; and, if so, 
in his judgment to what degree. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no doubt it will diminish the price of sugar 
to the consumer very considerably, asa rule; but I do not say that it 
will under all circumstances, because I can conceive of conditions in 
which sugar may go up notwithstanding. There may be a diminished 
supply ora greatly increased demand, and the German and French 
Governments might cut off the export duty which they now pay to 
their sugar producers; a hundred things might occur to increase the 
price of sugar; but I say logically, inevitably, and necessarily in the 

resent conditions, whatever the reduction in the rate of duty on sugar, 
t will correspondingly reduce the price to the American consumer. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask another question? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am simply after the truth about it, and not to 
go into any details; but, after what the Senator has said, may I ask 
him what our experience has been in putting articles on the free-list 
in respect to which he refers, of diminishing the price to the consumer? 
Take coffee, in 1870, I think it was, when we reduced the duty from 5 
to 3 cents a pound, and in 1872, when we put it on the free-list alto- 
gether. Did the American consumer get any benefit from that? 

Mr. PLUMB. The South American Governments which sold coffee, 
that is to say which were interested in the production of coffee, like that 
of Brazil, and perhaps Brazil alone, as I understood, put on an export 
duty. 

Mr. SPOONER. And kept it on. 

Mr. PLUMB. Andhavekeptiton. That wassomething which the 
American Congress, in its haste to throw a tub to the whale, to make 
an ve apparently for keeping up the duties upon other articles, over- 
look 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould be sorry to have my friend from Kansas, 
whose historical knowledge is usually so perfectly complete—and I say 
that in all sincerity -—— 

Mr. PLUMB. There is no doubt about the Senator’s sincerity. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should be sorry to have my friend stay under 
the impression that he and a great many other people have, that when 
we reduced the duty first on coffee, and then took it off altogether two 
years afterwards, the Brazilian Government imposed an export duty. 
I beg to assure him from documents which are in print that the Bra- 
zilian Government did nothing of the kind. There had been for a 
great many years an export duty on coffee by Brazil when we had the 
regular duty of 5 cents a pound. The Brazilian Government never 
changed it at all until five or six years after we had taken off the duty, 
and then she reduced her export duty instead of increasing it. That 
appears in the printed documents sent to us by the State Depart- 


ment. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then, if that be true and if circumstances remain 
the same, the converse of that must be equally true, and that is that 
if we were now to put on a duty on the coffee imported the price of 
coffee to the people of the United States would not be increased. It is 
absolutely useless in casting the horizon of the entire world to ignore 
all the conditions except one. One of the conditions which affected 
the price of coffee was apparently the duty imposed by the American 
Government. > 

Mr. BUTLER. Coffee is cheaper now than ever. 

Mr. EDMUNDS rose. 

Mr. PLUMB. I yield further to the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not want to debate it; I only want to make 
a suggestion. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam aware of the Senator’s unwillingness to enter 
into a discussion of this or any other subject. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will stop here. 

Mr. PLUMB. The tariff is only one of the things that enter into 
the question of price, but if the duty on tin is not to increase the price 
of tin why put iton? In what way will it help the American man- 
ufacturer if it does not increase the price of the product he is obliged 
to compete with? No one has risen here to deny that the price of tin 
will be increased to the American consumer by reason of the imposi- 
tion of this duty. The Senator from Vermont will not do it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I will when I get a chance. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well; if he does his temerity will exceed his 
judgment by several hundred per cent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That may be and it may not. 

Mr. PLUMB. I say now, as I have always said, anything which 
leads to the multiplication of manufactures in the United States, to the 
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development of our national resources, to the manufacture of articles 
which are essential and on account of the absence of which we might 
have to go to war in order to obtain, is a thing to be wisely taken into 
account in the adjustment of duties orin theestablishmentof a national 
policy. So also of a home market, and considerations of this character 

ve given to protection great strength with the 22 inducep 
them in large measure to overlook irregularities, di tions, and 

unn burdens in some of the schedules. 


fect may be, as it usually has been, to put the price down; but in the 
present case I do not believe that result will be reached the next year 
or for many years to come, if ever. 

Therefore, I would plead with these people, if I had them here, to 
forego the power which they have, the power of controlling this bill 
and determining its passage and its terms and all that sort of thing, 
and ask them if they would not take a cent bounty, or 2 cents bounty 
if necessary, upon the tin which they shall actually manufacture and 
leave the price of tin to be governed by the markets of the world and 
the competition of all mankind. That is what I should like to have 
them do. If, as the Senator from Vermont says, putting a cent and 
two-tenths duty on this tin will not add to its price to the American 
consumer, perhaps he would be willing to go as far as the Irishman 
who said that if one stove would save half the wood two would save 
it all, and thus say that a duty of four and four-tenths would make 
it still cheaper. 

I want out of this thing to get, if I can, that which, while conserving 
the manufacturing interests of the country, takes into due account the 
consumer, 

In 1883 this question was before the Senate in the tariff bill of that 
year; a similar proposition to the one now pending was under considera- 
tion. The Senator’scolleague [Mr. MORRILL], then as now the chair- 
man ot the Committee on Finance, in addressing himself to this par- 
ticular question said: 

I trust, notwithstanding the possibility fhat we might at some time hereafter 
manufacture tin, that we shall not raise the duty to 2 cents a pound, for Isome- 
what doubt whether we can get children to dip this article fora good many years 
yot at the wages that are paid for dipping tagger iron into melted tin. 

I know it is heretical, Mr. President, to doubt the propriety of con- 
ceeding anything that the manufacturers ask. But I also know that 
not one single consumer of tin on this continent has asked for this in- 
crease of duty. The volume of testimony taken does not disclose one; 
the newspapers of the country have not brought him to view, and 
public opinion does not demand it. 

Theretore, to be justified it must be upon high publie policy which 
does not take into account present public opinion nor the present in- 
terests of the consumer, but simply takes account of some overruling 
general purpose, one of national im to be accomplished, which 
warrants the disregard of public opinion and the immediate interests 
of consumers. And yet the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. MORRILL] 
only seven years ago said that the time to impose this duty had not 
come, by reason of the fact that we had not got the necessary cheap 
labor, child-labor, labor of persons too young and inexperienced toor- 

° ganize, and thereby unable to fix the wages for its employment. 

May I be pardoned if I say I do not believe the time has yet come, 
and that I believe we can afford to forego any attempt at this particu- 
lar time, to introduce this manufacture into the United States by the 
imposition of this large duty? 

Eut, Mr. President, there is one other consideration which I think is 
worth taking into account. We have had, as the result of the circum- 
stances and surroandings of manufacturing in this country, great con- 
gestion of population at different places, with results not always favor- 
able to republican government. If this manufacture is entered upon, 
it will be undertaken chiefly at Pittsburgh. There are tens of thou- 
sands of wage-people there working for a handful of employers. 

A-system of that kind gets out of order sometimes. It breeds extrava- 
gance, and sometimes worse, a demand for high wages, which can not 
always be met; friction of a personal and other character, which in- 
duces strikes and lockouts and other things which are injurions to the 
people of the country. If the manufacture of tin could and would be 
established at some New England, or Vermont, or New York, Ohio, or 
Kansas town, if it could be widely scattered, a small here and 
one there, whereby the people of the neighborhood could get a local 
market for their crops and the girlsand boys and the unemployed men 
of the neighborhood could be given something to do at or near home, 
I would feel less like contending against it; but as it must go to these 
large places, over-congested already, an1 must contribute to increas- 
ing the army of the le who are to be employed by a handful of 
men, and thus increase the chances for friction of the kind of which I 
have spoken, and others which need not be referred to, if seems to me 
but wise to wait, unless in the plenitude of their mercy the manu- 
facturers who have control of the situation are willing to take the 
bounty which I have proposed. 

This industry, even if established, will not add, in my judgment, one 
farthing to the wages of any laborer on American soil. It will be fol- 
lowed by a large influx of labor from the outside. If we could cut off 


ecessary s 
The first effect of a duty is to put up the price. The subsequent ef- 


that influx and use the industry for the employment of men already 
here, of whom there are hundreds of thousands to-day unemployed, it 
would be a more meritorious proposition. But, Mr, President, every- 
thing of this kind will be heralded, as it has always been, all over the 
world as an evidence of high wages to be paid to American labor, bring- 
ing people here, for whom there is noadequate employment. Theskilled 
labor necessary would have to be brought here. 

The strike in Chicago last summer was not for higher wages, but for 
limited hours of labor, in order that more people might be employed 
to do the same work that was being done by those already under em- 
ployment. 

Let us, before we invite this influx of foreign labor to depreciate 
prices and to disturb existing conditions, see if we can not adopt seme 
measures to employ those laborers we have already got. 

One of the chief advocates of this measure, one of the newspapers 
which assume to speak the public opinion upon this subject, had this to 
say about the condition of affairs a short time since when the silver 
bill was under consideration. 

The article was headed: 


NO TIME TO FOOL WITH VALUES. 


The United States never grew more grain than in the pastyear. It never but 
once grew more cotton. Itnever made more iron, 9 It has spun 
as much cotton as it ever did, It has made more boots and shoes. It has built 
more houses, In all the lesser lines of products the output of the United States 
was never ter than for a year past. 

The result of all this is that there have never been fewer idle people, 
the whole country. The wages of labor have never, on the average or in th 
total, bought more. Every dollar buys more in all the land to-day than it has 
bought for thirty and that once was a time of unemployed labor. Even 
for the farmer, w he buys has fallen more in ten years than what he sells. 
The capitalist is badly off. He can only get 4 or 5 per cent. The speculator is 
worse off. No broker is paying his rent in any speculative center. 

These are the sober facts of the present situation. In view of them, can Con- 
gress afford to fool with the standard of value by beginning its march towards 
asilver standard? 


So, Mr. President, when it was sought to prevent Congress from pass- 
ing a bill to increase the use of silver as money and to increase the 
volume of currency of the country, whereby the wages of labor might be 
enhanced and the prices of agricultural products be increased, the coun- 

was represented as being so prosperous that nothing whatever was 
needed in the way of legislation. Congress was asked to keep hands off. 
It was the capitalist. then, who was bad off, and we were implored notto 
add to the volume of circulating medium, and thereby cut down his 4 or 
5 per cent, profit, Mr. President, it is the same voice now crying in the 
wilderness that demands the passage of this bill, demands thata higher 
duty shall be put upon tin, and demands it not in the name of labor, 
but in the name of capital. 

I will go as far asany one to help establish industries upon American 
soil where it can be done properly. I will yield any prepossession I 
may have, not too deeply grounded, in favor of doing what is asked 
in order that new industries may spring up in our midst. But is it 
necessary in order to do this that a burden shall be put upon all the 
people in the shape of increased prices for this essential article which 
they are required to purchase? Will not a bounty do just as well? 
I venture to say that if a bounty is given we shall not pay very much 
in discharge of it, because I do not believe much, if any, tin will be 
manufactured, but if it is let the bounty be paid until Congress takes 
it off, or for a term of years. 

Do not put this high duty on in this bill, which according to the cal- 
culation of those interested is to remain upon the statute-book for ten 
years at least, which is to.be a part of the permanent legislation of the 
country. Why disturb one business already representing $100,000,000 
of annual products, and larger by far than the one which it is hoped to 
establish by the imposition of this large duty? Better conserve thein- 
dustries we have than to risk their destruction or serious damage by 
the establishment of others through the instrumentality of the law. 

Therefore I hope, Mr. President, tat the proposition which I have 
made for a bounty may be acceptable, and that, if it is objected to on 
account of the principle, it will be borne in mind that the same prin- 
ciple is applied in regard to the producers of sugar. They are to be cut 
off from the benefit of protection, from the help of the duty, and the 
people of the United States are to be given the experiment as to the 
price of sugar free of duty. If, asthe Senator from Vermont says, they 
do not get sugar at a lower price during a period of years, we shall be 
all the wiser on account of it; but the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Finance of this body have determined that that ex- 
periment shall be tried. 

If it is a good thing to try in regard to the agricultural product of 
sugar, in regard to an industry which does exist to-day in more than 
a name, which has its footing not only in Louisiana, but in Nebraska 
and Kansas, with hopeful prospects there as well as in Texas and other 
States—if it is to do good for this industry that there shall be a bounty 
given to it only, why is it not wise to apply that rule to an industry 
which has not yet got foundation, or roof, or a single dollar of invested 
capital, and nothing in it except the wind and the assurance of the men 
who have invaded the Senate and the House and succeeded in having 
this increase of duty put into the bill before us? 
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Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I have received from the Commis- 
sioner of the Department of Labor a communication, in response to an 
inquiry made by me, showing the direct labor- cost in the production of 
a ton of steel rails in an establishment in the northern district of the 
United States, in an establishment in Great Britain, and in an estab- 
lishment on the continent, including, of course, in this direct cost all 
that was expended forlabor in the production of the coal, the iron ore, 
the limestone, and the other materials used. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. IfI may interrupt my friend, does that statement 
include the cost of the incidental Jabor besides the direct wage-labor? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Separately. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But itis all there, the whole? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Itis all here. From this statement it appears 
that the direct labor-cost in the production of a ton of steel rails in the 
establishment in the northern district of the United States is 811.597; 
the cost in the establishment selected in Great Britain, in which the 
Commissioner says the labor-cost was less than usual in that part of 
the world, is $7.817, showinga difference of $3.78; and the direct labor- 
cost in the production of a ton steel rails on the continent, which I be- 
lieve was taken from an establishment in Belgium, was 588. 104, show- 
ing a difference between the cost there and here of $3.493, 

r. EDMUNDS. May I interrupt my friend right there in his ex- 
planation? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask my distinguished friend from Kentucky 
whether it is true that the ore used in Belgium is about one and a half 
as great in quantity to make the given ton of steel rails, and therefore 
that the necessary cost of labor would be that much greater. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Nearly so, because the ore is not so rich in iron, 
all of which is explained, I think, in the written communication made 
by the Commissioner. 

Mr, EDMUNDS.. Ihave not had the advantage of seeing the tables. 

Mr. CARLISLE. My purpose in rising is not to discuss the ques- 
tion, but to ask to have the communication and tables printed. The 
Commissioner says: 

I desire to say, in forwarding you these statements, that I have made them 
up for three localities, instead of for two, as uested, because of the resolution 
introduced yesterday by Senator Epuuxps and now pending. Should that res- 
olution be adopted I could not at present more fully answer it than I have done 
in this letter. The facts called for by you and by Senator EDMUNDS in the letters 
of the 6th and Sth instante, on accountof the dificalties which I have intimated 
here, could not have been incorporated in the preliminary report, House Miscel- 
laueous Document No, 222. 


In view of this statement, I desire to ask that the communication 
may be printed as a document, because it seems to me to contain all 
the information which the Commissioner can give us on this subject at 
this time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Weshall all be very glad to have it done. It will 
be very valuable. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator from Kentucky yield to me? 

Mr, CARLISLE. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky asks 
that the document which he presents be printed—in the RECORD or 
as a document? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have not asked that it be printed in the RECORD, 
because I believe there is generally objection to that course; but if there 
be no objection I think it would be very well to have it in the RECORD, 
because it is an important document, and it may be several days before 
we can receive it in document form. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not object. Let it be printed in the RECORD 
and also as a document, which is much more convenient to read than 
in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
printed in the RECORD and also as a document, 
and it is so ordered. 2 

The communication is as follows: 


If there be no objection, it will be 
The Chair hears none, 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, Washington, D. C., August 13, 1890, 

Srn: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of August 8, 
in which you ask for a statement showing the direct cost of rin the manu- 

ure of one ton of steel rails in Great Britain and on the continent of Europe, 
such statement to be prepared in the same way as that sent to Senator EDMUNDS 
on the 6th instant, relating to the cost of steel rails in the northern district of 
the United States. In reply I send you herewith three statements: 

First, Ananalysisof costs in ove ton of standard steel rails made in the United 
States. This analysis is based mainly on establishment No, 1, reported on 
page 35, House Miscellaneous Document No, 222 of the present session, and is 
au tially a copy of the statement sent to Senator Ebuuxps on the 6th in- 
stant, I have repeated it here because it was hurriedly made for Senator ED- 
MUNDS, and the proper credit for the value of scrap produced in the ingot and 
rail departmen's was not made. The cost given in the statement of the 6th 
instant related to total cost of one ton of 2,240 pounds of steel rails in the 
northern district of the United States. This statement shows the total net cost 
of such a ton of steel rails. It varies but Il cents from the total cost given as 
for establishment No. I. page 35 of the document referred to. 

stated, this statement is based mainly on establishment No. 1. It is not 
wholly so, because of the im ibility of tracing from the schedules relating 
toestablishment No. 1 the labor cost of all the materials entering into the man- 
ufacture of one ton of standard steel rails; so |. has been taken from 
several establishments making steel ingots. Using an average as derived from 
these several establishments makes a variation of but 11 cents in the result. 


This fact clearly establishes the soundness of the analysis of cost as based on 
establishment No, I. and aa reported on. pare 35 of the document referred to, 
The credit for the value of scrap prod raises the per cent. of cost of direct 
labor in the production of one ton of standard steel rails from 45 per cent., as 
stated in the letter from this department of the 6th to Senator EDMUNDS, to 47 
per cent., as shown in the last item in the statement herewith sent. 

Second. A statement showing the analysis of costs in one ton of standard steel 
rails made in Great Britain. The calculation in this statement is based on es- 
tablishment No 22, page 35, House Miscellaneous Document No, 222. In this case 
we started with the cost of steel rails as given in the establishment just referred 
to, and were able to trace the costs back through the preceding processes of 
making the blooms, ingots, pig-iron, coke, coal, and limestone, because all these 
elements were made under the direction of the same company that made the 
rails, and we had schedules covering all these costs. As to theiron ore, we did 
not have the exact mine from which it was taken, but we did have a represent-_ 
ative mine in the same district from which it was taken, and we also had the 
cost for transportation given; so that the element of possibie error in calculat- 
ing costs is of necessity very slight. 

As to ` profit to producers,” shown in the item relating to iron ore, a part of 
this is accounted for by the royalty or rent paid to the owners of the soil, which 
amounted to about 60 cents for the amount of oreshown in the statement. The 
remainder was made up by deducting the costs as calculated from the ore sched- 
ule from the co t delivered at the furnace, as charged in the pig-iron schedule. 
You will notice that the total net cost of one ton of steel rails, as stated in this 
analysis, is $18.614, while the cost as shown in establishment No. II, page 3 of 
the report referred to, is $18.588, or a difference of only 2.6 cents. 

The labor at the establishment for which this analysis is made is paid less, I 
am informed, than at most other steel-rail establishments in Great Britain, but 
we were obliged to take this establishment, as it was the only one having a 
schedule for standard rails and for the previous processes, and furthermore, 
it is a representative establishment, whose production largely governs the price 
of standard steel rails. The other statement (No. 10) for Great Britain, on the 
same page, is for light rails,and the processes are not comparable fully with 
those for making standard rails, 

Third. A statement of analysis of costs in 1 ton of standard steel rails made 
on the continent of Europe, this statement being based mainly on establish- 
ment No. 3, page . House Miscellaneous Document No, 222. The rails cov- 
ered by this statement are standard steel rails, like those in the first and second 
statements just described. In making this analysis for the continent of Europe 
we were enabled to follow the processes back, as in the case of the English es- 
tablishment, until we came to the pig-iron, when, owing to the incompleteness 
of the pig-iron schedule for establishment No. 3, we found it necessary to use 
another schedule for the cost of converting materials into pig-iron. 

For the costs of materials themselves, except limestone and iron ore, we had 
data from establishment No. 3, and we used the schedules of chat establishment. 
For the limestone we had the cost as reported at the pig - iron furnace, but had no 
schedules for the continent of Europe showing the amount of labor, ete., in 1 
ton, so we u the cost as reported atthe furnace, and subdivided that cost 
into elements in the same ratio as that indicated in the limestone schedules for 
the northern district of the United States. The fron ore used was the same kind 
us that used in the English case just given; so we used the same schedule from 
which to ascertain the cost of it. 

In other respects the same pan was pursued as in the English case, except 
that it was found that the cost of pig-iron, as charged in the inxot- mill. amounted 
to $1.46 more than as figured from the materials; so we were obliged to © 
that amount to the profits going to the pig-iron produced. The net cost of stan 
ard rails per ton as given in the schedule for establishment No. 3, with which 
we started for this analysis, is $19.576, while as shown by this careful calculation 
it amounts to $19,635, an excess of 5.9 cocuts only by the use of other factors to 
supply those missing in theschedules of establishment No, 3. 

desire to say, in forwarding you these statements, that I have made them 
up for three localities, instead of for two, as requested, because of the resolution 
introduced yesterday by Senator EDMUNDS and now pending. Should that 
resolution be adopted I could not at present more fully answer it than I have 
done in this letter, The facts called for by you and by Senator EDMUNDS in the 
letters of the 6th and Sth instant, on account of the difficulties which I have 
intimated here, could not have been incorporated in the preliminary report, 
House Miscellaneous Document No. 222. In the completed reports I am in 
hopes not only to give more elaborate analyses on the basis of those sent here- 
with, but for certain typical establishments, those that largely regulate prices,» 
I 5 being able to trace back through all the processes of manufacture 
the various labor elements entering into the production. The difficulty of doing 
this is at once discernibl 

You will pardon me if I call Four attention to one analytical feature which 
should be observed in the use of the analyses herewith forwarded. Labor-cost 
in 1 ton of steel rails—I mean after all the materials have been assembled in 
the steel-rail works and are ready to be subjected to the proper manipulations 
for the production of standard steel rails—should be less per ton relatively in 
this country than in Great Britain or on the continent, because American pro- 
ducers of standard steel rails dispense with at least one expensive process still 
adhered to by the foreign producer; and, furthermore, our materials, ore, ete., 
are purer than those used in most other places; so the . ore, ſor in- 
stance, required for the production of a ton of standard steel rails is less in this 
country than in other 2 aces, and of course the labor required to produce one 
ton ee rails is, so far as the purer materials are concerned, less bere than 


By reference to the statements herewith submitted it will be seen that in es- 
tablishment No. 1, for the northern district of the United States, 4,137 pounds 
of iron ore were necessary for the production of | ton of standard rails, whilein 
establishment No. II, for Great Britain, 5,127, or nearly 1.000 pounds more of iron 
ore were necessary for the production of I ton of thesame kind of rails than in the 
United States, while on the continent of Europe, in establishment No, 11, 5,701 
pounds, or nearly 1,600 pounds more, of iron ore were necessary for the produc- 
tion of i ton of standard steel rails. Very many of those things which appear 
to be incredible when studying the total figures given disappear on a close ex- 
amination of the analysis, and reasons for the figures can, as arule, be found in 
the analysis, if properly studied. 

The establishments selected for the statements herewith forwarded are thor- 
oughly representative, and are far more indicative of the true conditions sur- 
rounding the production of standard steel rails than any ofthe others given in 
the preliminary report referred to. 

Of course, as remarked in the letter from this Department to Senator ED- 
MUNDS, the cost of making rails, over and above what is in the previous state- 
ments denominated ' direct labor-cost.“ is largeiy resolvable into labor; that 
is, a very large percentage of the items above direct labor are labor in some 
form, but it is difficult to separate the clements, as in transportation, for in- 
stance, 

Trusting that the statements herewith handed you fully answer your com- 
munication of the 5 

Iam, very respectfully, 


o on a very casual examination of the tacts. 


CARROLL Ð, WRIGHT, 
Commissioner, 
Hon, J. G. CARLISLE, United States Senate. 
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Analysis of costs in one ton of steel rails made in the United States, 
[Based mainly on establishment No. 1, page 35, House Miscellaneous Document No. 222.] 


Materials and successive stages of conversion, 


For production of 4,137 pounds of iron ore.. 
For production of 1. 497 pounds of limeston 


85 


For production of 4. 808 pounds of bituminous 068 149 013 
For conyersion of above coal into 3.532 pounds of coke. 2 076 „072 
For conversion of above ore, limestone, and coke, and 233 pounds “of cinder 4 
into 2,649 pounds of pig-iron............+ 1 134 7¹ A 482 
aad conversion of above pig-iran and 79 pounds of scrap sand. ferro-manganese 
to 2,488 pounds of steel ingots .. -120 . 503 M TE EEEE 2. 323 
rer fuel (1.11 tons bituminous coal) ‘for conversion of above pig-iron, scrap, and i 
ferro-manganese into 2,488 ponpas of steel ingots.... aceon 082 09 1.038 
For conversion of above stee ngots into one ton (2, 340 pounds) of steel rails. (a) e socenestensese 2.590 
For fuel (1.17 tons bituminous coal) for conversion of rn er es intol 
ton (2,240 pounds) of steel rails . ä FFF 033 073 1.0% 
rr eeenenenseeterevesseanenctensseenncavenee 507 | 000 3.416 | 282 5. 949 - 081 2.962 | 24,842 
For cost of 233 pounds of cinder, entering into the pig-iron ‘(this is for material, and is se additional to its conversion included in line d above). 004 


a “yy 9 T poata of scrap and ferro-manganese entering into the steel ingots (this is for material and is additional to its See included in 
ne g above) „e / c pephad E A E J 5 J sophed R 


Total gross cost of 1 ton (2,240 pognon of steel rails. 
Deduct value of scrap produced in the ingot and rail departments ... 


Total net cost of 1 ton (2,240 pounds) of steel rails. . . see renes 


——— —— 


a Not reported. 


Statement showing the proportion of cost altributable to direct labor in the production of one ton of steel rails. 
Total cost of ore, limestone, and coke (coal included) for ane pon ee ke Ba ge PERS SOE ee ee Ee a ee Sa — idese 9 = 


Per cent. of cost of direct labor in production of ore, limestone, od coke (coal included) for 225 
Total cost of converting the above materials and 233 pounds of cinder into ated 


converting the above ig- ron and 79 n po 
Total cost of con verting the above steel ingots into one ton (2,240 28 8 


BECO) I A 1 sovevecy sosenensnseys gnabgoosaseoscactesbeves seoscesnownvery tonoeeeepnasceuns en ae 663, 
Cost of direct labor in the coal included), s and in converting them ‘and ine cinder, scrap, and ferro-mangan ese 2 

into one ton (2,240 poun ; 8 . pat a ST 
Per cent. of cost of direct labor in the productio: and fe 

manganese into one ton (2,240 pounds) of steel e pac 47 


Analysis of costs in one ton of steel rails made in Great Britain. 
(Calculation based on establishment No. 11, page 35, House Miscellaneous Document No, 222.) 


— —.— — 


Other expenditures. 


r ` Expendi- 
Materials and successive stages of conversion. Pigs poA omeiale | Supplies 
labor. and and 


For production of 5,127 pounds of iron ore....... $0. 860 
For production of 941 pounds of limestone ........ n 
For production of 4,778 pounds of bituminous coal 2.083 | 


For conversion of above pig-iron ly 383 pou 
2,798 pounds of steel ingots. ..... el 

For fuel (961 pounds of bituminous 1 pounds of coke) for conver- 
sion of above pigion, sorap, and spiegeleisen into 2,798 pounds of steel ingots.. 


For conversion of above steel ingots into 2,700 pounds of steel blooms....... 329 

For fuel (810 pounds of bituminous coal) for conversion of above steel cake 
into 2,700 pounds of steet blooms... 

For conversion of above stee! blooms into i ton ‘(2340 pounds) ‘of steel “rails. seven 

For fuel (672 pounds of bituminous coas!) for conversion of above steel blooms 
into 1 ton (2,240 pounds) of steel rails . .. . ceeeenee 8 E EENES amine és 


Total cost of above processes... 7.817 357 417 . 150 it 4.207 4.207 | .479 | 2.241 18. 668 
For cost of 341 pounds of scrap, cinder, ete., entering into "pig-iron. (this is ‘for material and is additional to its conversion included in line 5 above) ......... . 286 
For cost of 383 pounds of scrap and spiegelcisen entering into steel ingots (this is for material and is additional toits conversion included in line 6above).. 2.887 


Total gross cost of 1 ton (2,240 pounds) OF steal- FRING sisson sense soei senses cncoaptenten yes 
Deduct value of scrap produced in the ingot, bloom, and rail departments...... faba 


Total net cost of 1 ton (2,240 pounds) of steel rails. .es 


* 
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Statement showing the proportion of cost attributable to direct labor in the production of one ton of steel rails. 


8888828882888 


Total cost of ore, limestone, and coke (coal included) for 2,912 cath me pa E — ͤ — —— — — — . lt. 
Cost of direct £ 22 —— ) for 2,912 pounds of 12 
Per of an 
Tota’ pigro; Ki — 81. 
Cost nds of cinder, scrap, etc., into 2,912 pounds of pig-iron ........ 9 . . 
Per cent. iron. a $ 
Total cost A 
Cost of d . 
Per cent. of 
Total cost — #1. 
Cost of di 80. 
Per cen š 
Total cost of $2, 
Cost of di 81. 
Per cent. of 
jes " 18.014 
3 —— 61 
* of d : * 
n — „817 

Per cen 

eisen 42 


Analysis of cosis in one ton of steel rails mads on the conlinent of Europe. 
[Based mainly on establishment No. 3, page . House Miscellaneous Document No. 222. 


* 


Materials and successive stages of conversion. 


For production of 5,701 pounds of iron ore... 

For production of 1,582 pounds of limestone 

For production of 4,927 pounds of bituminous coal. 

For conversion of above coal into 3,509 pounds of coke.. . seoses eee 

For conve sion of above ore, limestone, and coke into 3,061 rs of pig-iron. 

For con version of above pig-iron into 2,612 pounds of steel in PERET ERS 

For fuel (732 pounds of coke) for conversion of above pig-iron into 2,612 pounds 
of steel ts... — Se 


For con on of above steel ingots into 2.580 pounds of steel — 
For fuel (217 pounds of coke) for conversion of above steel ingots into 2,580 


Pounds of steel blooms. . . .. . sneesnesererse <ereuenes ceases 
For conversion of above steel blooms into one ton (2,240 pounds) of steel rails... 
For fuel (474 pounds of bituminous coal) for conversion of above steel blooms 

into one ton (2,240 pounds) of steel rails. Seinen E wot tie 


gross cost of ton pounds) of 
——— eee 8 ee and rail departments . 


—— se 


— sveperevensocesencers 


Deduct value of scrap 
Total net cost of one ton (2,240 pounds) of steel rails. ..... .. 
4 a Taxes are included in 


and 
b Salaries paid officials and clerks are 


” not separab] 
5 repairs," not separable. 


Statement showing the proportion of cost attributable to direct labor in the production of one ton of steel rails. 


Total cost of ore, limestone, and coke (coal included) for 3,061 pounds of pig-i 


Gest of direct labor in production of ore, limestone, and coke (coal included) for 3,061 pounds of pig-iron..... 
Percent. of cost of direct labor in production of ore, limestone, and coke (coal included) for 3,061 pounds of 


Total cost uf converting the above materials into 3,061 nds of 
Cost of direct labor in converting the above materials into 3.061 
Per cent. of cost of direct labor in converting the above mate: 


Total 

Cost of direct labor in canverting the above pi 
Per cent. of cost of direct labor in converting 
Total cost of converting the above steel ingots into 2,580 pounds of steel blooms 


Per cent. of cost of direct labor in converting the above steel ingots into 2,590 


unds of pig-iron. 
into 3,061 pounds of p 
cost of converting the shoro ee into 2,612 puns of steel ingots .......... ...... 

iron into 2,612 pounds of steel ingots.. 
e above pig-iron into 2,612 pounds of s 


Cost of direct labor in converting the above steel ingots into 2,580 pounds of steel bloo: 
unds of steel blooms.. 
Total cost of converting the above steel blooms into one ton (2,240 pounds) of steel rails... 
Cost of direct labor in converting the above steel blooms into one ton (2,240 pounds) of steel rails . 

Per cent, of cost of direct labor in converting the above steel blooms into one ton (2,240 pounds) of steel rails.. 
Total net cost of above ore, limestone, and coke (coal included) and of cony ertin 
Cost of direct labot in the production of the above ore, limestone, and coke (coal included) and in convi 


ig-iron... 


—— 2 — 


os A a 70 
em into one ton (2,240 pounds) of steel ruils. . ... . $19. 635 
erting them into one ton (2,240 pounds) of steel rails 


Per — of direct labor in the production of the above ore, limestone, and coke (coal included) and in converting them into one ton (2,240 pounds) of 
st rails... 


——y— — —yj—— —ö ————————————————9ꝛ.—éné⸗B-ͤ——————.———————————————————————.fr 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Ifthe Senator from Kentucky will kindly yield 
to me I will state that the other day the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
EDMUNDS] presented a statement here, made by the Commissioner of 
Labor, as to the amount of direct labor-cost which he said in the letter 
directed to the Senator was made upon six establishments in the north- 
ern district of the United States. I therefore appealed to the Commis- 
sioner of Labor to make a corresponding statement upon an equal num- 
ber of establishments in Europe. 

After several days I called at the office of the Commissioner of La- 
bor, and the chief clerk, who was present, gave me to understand that 
the comparative statement, which I had made myselfin the mean time, 
gave the result within at least $1 per ton, but I have been unable to 

any written statement from the Labor Department as to a verifica- 
tion of that statement. 
Mr. EDMUNDS, Mr. President 

Mr. McPHERSON. No, I decline to yield at this moment; I will 
yield later. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wished to ask a question merely. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator from Kentucky says that this 


statement is made upon three establishments—one in Great Britain, 
one in Belgium, and the other in the northern district of the United 
States. Now, I want to know if that is any fair way to answer this 
disputed question. What I wanted the Commissioner of Labor to do 
was to make up a statement of all the establishments contained in the 
preliminary report No. 222, to d with the six establishments 
that he had given us in the northern district of the United States in 
Senate Report 198, and that he fails or refuses to do. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend from Kentucky will allow me to 
have a word with my friend from New Jersey I shall be glad. 

I think that my friend from New Jersey is now satisfied that the com- 
bination of figures and tables that he presented on his own account the 
other day is not exactly accurate—quite a way from it—and that he 
has been convinced of that fact by a re-examination of the figures and 
tables that had appeared in print before. Iam satisfied myself that 
is so, which led me to offer the amendment that I did. 

Now, as to the point my friend makes, if my friend from Kentucky 
will excuse me fora single minute, I do not wish to take his time. 
Statements about all the establishments in the United States and all 
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the establishments in other countries would be very valuable as one of 
our means of information; but everybody knows in the United States 
that a given establishment may produce a ton of steel rails from begin- 
ning to end cheaper than another one, and comparing that with the 
highest one in another country the comparison would not be fair. On 
the other hand, a given establishment in the United States may be 
obliged to spend acertain percentage more than another one in pro- 
ducing the same results, and comparing that with the cheapest estab- 
lishment in a foreign country would not be fair. 

Therefore, in order to get at the truth of the business of what each 
country does for its labor, if we care anything about labor—and we all 
say we do—we would have to try the lowest against the lowest and the 
highest against the highest, and so on, because as my friend from Ken- 
tucky so perfectly well knows, as he just now said, in some of these 
European establishments it takes nearly once and a half as much ore 
to make a ton of steel rails as it does of American ore. That will ac- 
count for the cost in the establishment which uses that kind of Spanish, 
or French, or Belgian, or English ore, and will run the cost of labor 
on the ton of steel rails very much nearer up to the United States cost 
than in another case. 

Then, in respect of some ot these European ores, I am informed and 
believe that they are still obliged to resort to very expensive processes 

“of manipulation that the American ores are not subjected to, and the 
cost of labor goes into that; but it does not show that the laborer who 
does it gets the price or the comfort that the American labor exerted 
on the same thing is getting. That is all I have to say. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator allow me a single moment to 
reply to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. N 

Mr. MCPHERSON. That is exactly the thing of which I have com- 
plained. I complain of this, that in the statement made to the Sena- 
tor from Vermont the Commissioner of Labor gaye us an estimate from 
six establishments in the northern district of the United States. In 
his preliminary report, No. 222, he gives us a statement of seven estab- 
lishments upon the continent of Europe and two in Great Britain. I 
therefore desired a statement from all of the establishments on the con- 
tinent of Europe and in Great Britain, all taken from his preliminary 
report, No. 222, and no one will dispute that this would not give a fair 
comparative statement of establishments in the United States and Eu- 
rope. The Senator from Vermont refuses to have that done. TheSena- 
tor ſrom Vermont does not think it necessary, and why? Simply be- 
cause it would show a lower labor · cost than expected on a ton produced 


in Europe. 
I have not refused to have anything done that I 
know of. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Now, I want to state this: If the Senator from 
Vermont ean deny the correctness of the multiplication table he can 
then begin to deny the correctness of my statement, and that will have 
to be decided first. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, butif my friend will excuse me, I must deny 
the authority and correctness of a multiplication table which is one of 
imagination, and not of arithmetic. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well; I have had it verified by several 
experts. I want to state broadly and fully that if you take the pre- 
liminary report No. 222 of thé Commissioner of Labor and take all the 
nine establishments which he has given on the continent of Europe 
and Great Britain and compare that with the statement addressed to 
the Senator from Vermont, and known as Senate Miscellaneous Docu- 
ment No. 198, the difference in direct labor-cost will be less than $1 

r ton, 

Pe This is a very singular answer thatis made to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, to select a single establishment in Belgium, another single es- 
tablishment in Great Britain, and another single establishment in the 
northern district of the United States, and from these three selected es- 
tablishments attempt to give the general average cost of direct labor- 
cost in the three countries in a ton of steel rails. I presume the Com- 
missioner of Labor has had his instructions with to making 
out these reports. That is the suspicion that I have about the whole 
thin 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Tennessee pardon me while 
I ask a question of the Senator from Kentucky ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ifthe Senator from Tennessee will yield. 

Mr. BATE. Very well. 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall not occupy two minutes, 

Mr. CARLISLE. All right. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Rhode Island read a statement 
the other day purporting to come from Mr. Abram S, Hewitt, and ap- 
peared to attach great importance to that statement, in which it was 
made to appear, I believe, that labor constituted about 90 per cent. of 
a ton of iron. I should like to ask the Senator from Kentucky, if it 
will not disturb him, if he can inform the Senate what per cent. is 
shown by this report of the Commissioner of Labor. 

mn CARLISLE. The Senator from South Carolina speaks of a ton 
of iron. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, a ton of iron. 


Wage: labor, all that entered 


Mr. CARLISLE. This communication relates to steel rails. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, what is the cost of a ton of steel rails? : 

Mr. CARLISLE. This relates to the direct cost of labor in the pro- 
duction of a ton of steel rails. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. Hewitt was speaking of a ton of iron, and 


you can not make the comparison, He was taking, besides the direct 
the way of labor in every part of the 
transaction, as, for instance, the man who worked on the roof of the 
building that sheltered the man who melted the iron. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely. That isa ton of iron. If the Senator 
can give us approximately the result of this report, I shall be very glad 
to get it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I will state to the Senator from South Carolina 
that if he will examine the preliminary report on the cost of produc- 
tion submitted by the Department of Labor a few daysago, hè will find 
the direct cost of labor in the production of a ton of pig- iron. My recol- 
lection is that the statement which I have just submitted to the Sen- 
ate shows that the percentage of the labor-cost in the production of 
stéel rails in this country is 47 per cent. The statement first was that 
it was 45 per cent., and by making some corrections the Commissioner 
brings it up to 47 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will permit me, the Commissioner 
of Labor also further states in answer to the request of the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] that the labor-cost in transportation 
and in all the collateral industries is not included, and that he has no 
data, but says—— ; 

Mr. CARLISLE. It is included in all the industries connected with 
the production of this article. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Directly, but not the cost of transportation, etc. 

Mr, CARLISLE. The cost of transportation is not on account of la- 
bor. I have always supposed that the railroads belonged to the capi- 
talists of the country, and that the cost of labor in transporting a ton 
of iron or a ton of steel rails was so small as to be almost incalculable. 
They carry hundreds of tons on the same train and it is impossible to 
ascertain the almost infinitesimal cost of the laborin carrying a single 
ton. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Does the Senator mean to say that the cost of the 

rtation goes entirely to the capitalists? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I did not say anything of the kind. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood theSenator to say that the labor-cost 
was infinitesimal. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I say that the cost of labor in transporting a sin- 
gle ton of iron or steel is so small as to be almost infinitesimal, use 
the same train will carry hundredsof tons with a very few hands, and 
the principal labor-cost is the loading and unloading. 

Mr. 2 ee suppose that the 2 ae was half a 2 
a ton per mile, which I suppose is about the cost, what proportion 
that would be labor? j 
i Mr. CARLISLE. That is what I say is so small you can not calcu- 

ate it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I say it is so large that it takes almost everything 
except the amount paid as dividends. 

Mr. CARLISLE. As I understood the Senator, capital gets com- 
paratively nothing. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They get a fair rate of dividends upon their capi- 
tal and the rest of it goes to labor in one form or another. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator will excuse me, I am occupying the 
floor by the courtesy of the Senator from Tennessee; and, as I stated, it 
is not my purpose now to enter upon a discussion of this question as 
to the relative cost of the production of steel rails here and elsewhere. 
That is a question which will come before the Senate when we go back 
to the paragraph relating to the duty upon steel rails. 

But while Iam upon the floor, if the Senator from Tennessee will 
indulge me for a moment longer, I should like tosupplement the state- 
ment made by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] in regard to the 
indisposition upon the part of domestic manufacturers to produce tin- 
plate, by reading a part of a letter received by me upon that subject 
this morning. The letter is dated Philadelphia, August 13, 1890, is 
addressed to me, and is as follows: 

DEAR Sin: The following information may be useful to you in the tariff dis- 

on: 


A la consumer of this city asked all the mills in the vicinity of Pittsburgh 
fora on the thickness of steel that they make canning tin-plate out of, and 
he only received one quotation. All the balance 


And I call the attention of the Senator from Kansas to this— 


All the balance stated that they could not make it as thin as it was required. 
The one quotation was 5} cents per pound. 


For the sheet-steel alone, untinned: y 


This was in large sheets. The present selling price of canning-plates is 4.22 
cents per pound, and this includes 3 pounda of tin, worth, say, 22 cents per 
— aid Il dent per pound, cutting to size, tinning. boxing, and freight. So 
you see there is really no one who wishes to make tin-plate, and it is only done 
— * the aration: from black sheet-iron, which they are now getting very 

gi ces for, 

Any proofs required can be telegraphed down if you will drop me a wire at 

to-morrow. 


my . . 
‘ery truly yours, 
CHAS. W. POTTS. 


It appears from this statement that but one single establishment at 
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Pittsburgh was willing to fix a price at which it would furnish the 
sheet plates, all the others saying that they could not make them of 
this thickness; and that establishment offered to supply the sheets 
alone at 5} cents per pound in large sheets, when the tin-plate, includ- 
ing 66 cents’ worth of tin, 1 cent duty, all the cost of labor in cutting 
them the proper size, putting them in the boxes, and the freight, can 
be purchased for 4.22 cents per pound in the American market. I read 
this letter simply to show what the situation now is in regard to this 
industry. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I ask the Senator from Kentucky a single 
question before he takes his seat? 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator from Tennessee yields, of course. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I simply want to inquire if I have correctly 
understood the statement made by the Senator from Kentucky as to 
these three selected establishments which have been selected by the 
Commissioner of Labor. Shall I understand that it was on the direct 
labor-cost or on all the cost, including officials and clerks and taxes and 
everything, that he made the difference of three dollars and some cents? 

Mr. CARLISLE. The cost of officials is in a separate column and 
is not included in the aggregate stated by me. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then he has made the difference between three 
and four dollars a ton in the labor-cost between the United States and 
the continent of Europe. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The greatest difference is $3.78. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Upon which it is proposed to levy a duty of 
$11.20 to protect American labor! That is practically what it is. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Tennessee yield to me for a 
moment? He has yielded to everybody else. I shall only take two 
or three minutes. 

Mr. BATE. That will induce somebody else to come in, I fear. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very well. 

Mr. BATE. I will yield to the Senator, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish merely to say a few words in regard to the 
letter which has just been read by the Senator from Kentucky. The 
Senator understands as well as I that there is no inducement for the 
steel or iron manufacturers of Pittsburgh or anywhere else to have a 
plant on hand prepared to roll thin sheets of iron or steel as long as 
the legislative prohibition exists against the manufacture in this coun- 
try. Isay to him, as everybody understands, that with taggers iron 
at 30 per cent. duty and with tin-plate at 1 cent a pound duty thin 
sheets of iron and steel can not be rolled in this country at a profit. 
There is, as I said before, no possible inducement why any manufact- 
urer in Pittsburgh or anywhere else should have an expensive plant 
ready at hand to roll thin sheets of iron or steel. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But the Senator from Maryland read yesterday a 
cireular issued by a Pittsburgh firm, in which it was stated that they 
had the plant and had been making them and could furnish them at 
present prices. I read this letter mainly for the purpose of showing 
the price at which these people desired to sell their sheet-steel un- 
tinned. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There are very few people who can roll thin sheets 
in the United States, very few, indeed; but if this portion of the bill 
becomes a law I will make the prediction that there will not beasteel 
establishment in the United States within five years from this time 
that will not be able not only to roll thin sheets of iron and steel, but 
to make tin-plate for the American market. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I can not answer the Senator’s prediction; that 
is not argument. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator state what the cost of the neces- 
sary plant would be to perform this work? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The plant for rolling the sheets would be more ex- 
pensive than the plant for dipping the plates. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Is the Senator able to state it approximately? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I can not state it approximately. Of course it 

would depend upon the number of rolls and the size of the establish- 
ments. 
Mr.BATE. Mr. President, having on a former occasion in this Cham- 
ber discussed at length the fandamental principles and subjects which, 
in my judgment, included proper tariff legislation, I shall to-day con- 
fine my remarks to what I believe to be the injurious effects of the pro- 
posed bills, whether that of the House or of the Senate or of some 
composite measure which may be cooked in a conference committee, 
upon every industry, upon all trades and employments, and endeavor 
to express the reasons which cause me-to fear that this legislation may 
iara back the current of national prosperity and work irreparable in- 
jury to individual welfare. 

Criticism of the title of a bill may be ‘‘sticking in the bark,” but 
when the details of the provisions of the bill contradict the assertions 
of the title there is about it a degree of misrepresentation which should 
at least put this Senate on its guard. 

In response to an acknowledged demand on the part of the people 
the House has sent to the Senate a bill to reduce the revenue,“ but 
if, upon scrutiny and examination of the details of the bill. it shall be 
shown to be a measure which may increase the revenue, then at least 
let the Senate deal honestly and truthfully with the people and amend 
the title to correspond with the facts. 


If the Congress will not assent to the public demand to lessen the 
burdens of taxation it can at least avoid deception by avowing openly 
and honestly in the title of the bill its real aim and effect. Ifa pur- 
pose ulterior to revenue, dimly forecast in the President’s message by 
his words that“ we can not limit their [duties’] effects by fixing our 
eyes on the public Treasury alone,” is the real object of the bill, then 
let its title tell upon what other objects this Congress has fixed its eyes, 
If protection to domestic industries is paramount to reduction of taxa- 
tion let the title read, A bill to increase the taxes in order to protect 
domestic manufacture, check foreign importation, and for other pur- 

Reither do I believe it to be honest or truthful to say in the 
title, “and equalize duties on imports,’? which, as tramed in the origi- 
nal bill, avowed that we have not songht to make a uniform rate of duty 
upon all imported articles, This wonld be manifestly unjust and in- 
equitable; but that we seek, by the increased duties recommended, not 
only to maintain, but to enlarge our manufacturing plants and check 
those supplies from abroad which can be properly produced at home,” 

Turning from the title, which misleads and deceives, and examining 
the effectsof the bill upon the revenue, with the best information that 
the committees and the Treasury experts have supplied, I shall en- 
deavor to show that any bill framed on the principles of protection must 
increase the revenue and the burdens of taxation. 

Permit me to remark here that it is to be regretted that the com- 
mittee has not given areport, as is usual in such cases, setting forth rea- 
sons at length for their conclusious, that those of us not on the Finance 
Committee might avail ourselves of it in arriving at conclusions, 

Mr. President, there are two ways to reduce the revenue. The di- 
rect and honest way is to repeal and reduce duties; the indirect and, 
if not dishonest, at least suspicious, which is to discourage importa- 
tions by increased duties, The House bill, the foundation upon which 
the Senate bill has been erected, adopts both methods. By the open 
and honest method it repeals duties on sugar, transfers some heretolore 
dutiable articles to the free-list, and diminishes the internal revenue 
on tobacco and alcohol used in the arts. 

The Senate bill modifies the provisions for reduction of revenue and 
reduces the House’s reduction by over $10,000,000. No man can con- 
jecture the outcome of a conference committee. 

The indirect mode of reducing revenue, that of discouraging impor- 
tations by high duties, forms the real basis of both Senate and House 
bills and will underlie any conference committee’s bill. What the 
ultimate result will be is altogether problematical. The country is ex- 
pected to accept the bill, whether it be the House bill or a conference- 
committee bill, without its authors being able to indicate what its 
effects will be upon the revenue, upon taxation, upon national or indi- 
vidual prosperity or welfare, 

All calculations, whether by the House committee or by its minor- 
ity, are made upon tables the correctness of which is discredited alike 
by the committee and by the minority. The reportsays: 

The exact effect upon the revenues of the Government by the proposed bill is 


difficult of ascertainment. That there will be a substantial reduction, as we 
shall show, admits of no doubt. 


The views of the minority say: 
11 is impossible to state with entire accuracy how much the bill increases 
es. 


The majority of the House committee can not ascertain the amount of 
decrease; the minority can not ascertain the amount of increase; all is 
doubt, confusion, and uncertainty as to the real effects of a bill to 
reduce the revenue,” 

The reliability of the Senate tables is no more to be regarded than 
those of the House. The effect upon the revenue, the relief of the 
people from taxation, the reduction of invoices of commodities which 
make up the expense of living are by the House committee avowedly 
and emphatically admitted to have weighed very little with it in ar- 
ranging the schedules of that bill. Another and entirely different 
object was kept in view from the title to the end of the bill. Neither 
has the Senate committee been any more mindful of the demand of 
the people for a relief from the burdens of taxation. Both bills make 
a merely nominal reduction of revenue, without the least modifica- 
tion of taxation. But in both bills taxation has been made an instru- 
ment to the accomplishment of an end, a means to effect an object 
totally different from the support of the Government or the relief of 
the people, and both bills are directed to establish a theory and carry 
into effect a scheme in which the majority loses more than the mi- 
nority gains. 

That scheme, upon which the bills have been constructed, is to re- 
mit duties on sugar and increase duties on other commodities, But, 
notwithstanding the increased duties, the revenues of the Government 
are not expected to increase, because it is hoped that importation will 
be checked by increased duties, The House committee says: 

It is not believed that the increase of duties on woolens and upon glassware 
will have the effect of increasing the duties. That, of course, would follow if 
the importations of the last fiscal year were hereafter to be maintained, which, 


however, is 3 improbable. The result will be that importations will be 
decreased and amount of revenue collected from sources will be di- 


The bills, then, are constructed on plans and specifications whieh 
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are expected to compel the imports of the country to decrease at least 
$130,000, 000. 

The foundation upon which these bills rest is that commercial pros- 
perity shall be retarded in order that manufactures may be promoted. 
What will be the effect of such legislation upon the exports of the coun- 
try, neither committee has attempted to explain. Of the $730,000,000 
of exports the committee take no notice whatever; itdid not enter into 
their deliberations. The labor, capital, enterprise, and energy em- 
braced in that sum of production, as well as the capital employed in 
its transportation, never once interested either committee. 

What is to become of the $730,000,000 of our exports, when only 
$600,000,000 of imports can be bought with them? The interchange 
of products—the buying of imports with the proceeds of the sale of ex- 
ports—is to bedisarranged. Sucha policy must result either in dimin- 
ishing exports or in an importation of $130,000,000 gold. The largest 
importation of gold made since 1840 was $110,000,000. 

Either result would be injurious to the producers of this country. 
To diminish exports of agriculture would have a direct and ruinous 
injury to farmer, to merchant, to shipping. In order to diminish im- 
ports of merchandise to bring in gold would be a like injury to the 
producers of this country. 

Merchants do not ineur the risks of sea, and risk the loss of inter- 
est, insurance, and freight for the single profit on the sale of exports 
in foreign countries. The export trade is most valuable when its pro- 
ceeds buy in foreign countries the of those countries at prices 
which will enable the selling of those goods at another profit when 
brought into this country. It is this double profit, first on exports 
and then on imports, that induces merchants to take the risks incident 
to foreign commerce. Any policy which diminishes the amount and 
value of imports necessitates either a diminution of exports or an im- 
portation of gold. If the exports diminish—this would be the legiti- 
mate result under this bill—that loss falls on American producers; 
and if production continues under this bill as at present, by retain- 
ing a still larger amount of home products in this country, the price of 
the whole crop is lessened. 

The Chicago Tribune of May 10, very pertinent to this, said: 

Other nations can take our breadstuffs and provisions only in case we receive 
their in exchange. They can not pay for everything in specie without 
sweeping away their money and precipitating themselves into a panic. If we 
refuse to take their goods in exchange for ours, they must trade elsewhere, and 
hence the McKinley policy of barring out imports would react and deprive 
this country of markets for the products it must export. 

If the American products are sold for gold, the profit on imports of 
merchandise is lost tothe American merchant and to this country. So 
that whether or not foreigners retaliate with a ‘‘ restrictive policy,” there 
is an actual and large loss to Americaus by any policy which restricts 
importations. The bulk, volume, and value of our exports are agri- 
cultural products which, when sold in foreign countries, enable the 
American merchant to purchase the products of those countries, 

When the aggregate value of American agricultural products in for- 
eign countries purchases an aggregate value of foreign products at 
prices which when resold in this country pay the double profits and 
freights, insurance, and interest, the trade is valuable to the country, 
and the measure of the value is the amount of the double profit, The 
producers of American agricultural products share directly in the profits 
of the sale of the exports and indirectly in the profits of the imports. 
The higher the price of agricultural products in foreign markets, the 
greater will be the price realized by the farmer for his whole crop, that 

part sold at home and that part sold abroad, for it is active and retro- 
active. Any policy or tariff which directly or indirectly restricts the 
sale of American products abroad reacts on the price in the market at 
home and reduces the prices of the whole crop. That result follows as 
much from restriction of imports as from an embargo on exports. 

In his report on an international monetary standard (page 180, dated 
June 9, 1868), Senator SHERMAN said : 

Every advance towards a free exchange of commodities is an advance in civil- 
ization; every obstruction to a free exchange is born of the same narrow, 
despotic spirit which planted castles upon the Rhine to plunder peaceful com- 
merce ; every obstruction to commerce is a tax upon consumption; every facil- 
ity toa free exchange cheapens commodities, increases trade and population, 
and promotes civilization. 

The avowed policy of these bills is toembarrass the exchange of com- 
modities, restricting imports, and its inevitable consequences, such as 
predicted by the Senator, will be a loss to the American agriculturists, 
merchants, and shippers. The policy of these bills helps only a small 
part of the American manufacturers ; the losses fall on the whole Amer- 
ican people, and thus the majority lose more than the minority gain ; 
the beg and the many are impoverished that the rich and the few may 

roflt. 


A part of the fallacy upon which this bill is framed rests upon acorol- 
lary of the protective idea: that a trade which returns gold to this 
country is more profitable than a trade which returns merchandise, 

In trade $160 in merchandise is worth more than $100 in gold, or 
otherwise the merchandise would not have been purchased. In com- 
merce, $100 in merchandise means the $100 in gold plus the profit on 
the sale of the merchandise. Therefore, a trade with foreign countries 
which brings to this country $150,000,000 in merchandise is more val- 
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uable to this country than the same trade when it returns $150,000, - 
000 in gold, and the measure of the increased value of that trade is the 
amount by which the profits on the merchandise exceeds the value of 
exchange on gold. In other times, when the relations of trade were 
studied under the dogmas of the restrictive or protective system, the 
balance of trade was regarded as profitable only when the exports ex- 
ceeded the imports and the difference was returned in gold. 

The effect of such trade must necessarily be a diminution of exports, 
since the foreign purchaser of American products, by paying in gold, 
loses his profits on the sale of the foreign goods. He either does not 
purchase when he can not sell or purchases ata less price in gold than he 
would give if he could make a profit on his goods, In either case the 
loss falls on the American product and reacts on the American agricult- 
urist, who suffers a double loss: a loss on the exported part of his crops 
and a loss on the home-consumed part by a diminution of price on the 
wholecrop. It was blatantly claimed and proclaimed that this“ House 
was a business House, not a debating society.“ But this bill is nota 
business bill for the American farmer, nor for the American people, but 
a strictly business bill for a few, a selected part of the people. 

This bill lays a heavy hand on agriculture and shipping. It is 
framed to restrict importations; such a result will be a diminution of 
exports, of agricultural values. Keeping a? home more of the crop 
diminishes the price of the whole crop by increasing the supply when 
the demand has already been filled. The shipping interest by the 
working of this bill loses the freight on the restricted importations as 
well as upon the diminished exportation. What avail will bounties 
be to ship-builders when the tariff has deprived them of so large a part 
of their freights both on imports and exports? This protective pony 
not only embarrasses the building of ships, but follows those w 
bounties induce to be built and deprives them of the means of living 
on the ocean after they are completed. 

The alleged policy of the bill is to encourage and promote American 
manufactures by securing to them the home markets without the com- 
petition of foreign products. That has been the avowed policy of every 
protective tariff since 1816, and after seventy- four years our infant in- 
dustries are said not to be able to stand alone and at the age of three- 
quarters of a century are represented by the Republican party to be in a 
state of primary dentition, requiring Government pap and the leading 
strings and the helping hand of protection. 

That portion of the products of our farms, our forests, and our mines 
not needed at home make up the surplus of products after supplying 
our people and are the products which we must dispose of abroad or 
retain at home to swell the volume in the home market beyond the 
home demand, thus reducing the price of the whole crop. Of that 
surplus agriculture contributed in breadstuffs $123,876,061; provis- 
ions, $104,122,444; raw cotton, $237,775,270; manufactured tobacco, 
$18,901,068; live animals, $18,734,805; other articles, $70,908,158; 
total of agriculture, $532,141,490, 

AGRICULTURE, 

Mr. President, a recent bulletin from the Agricultural Department 
says: 

The returns of prices of farm produols to the Agricultural nt are 
lower than ever before. The lowestaverage estim value of corn in former 
years was 31.5 cents, in 1878; and since that date 32.8 cents, in 1885. The t 
average is 29,1 cents. The average of wheat estimates is 70.6 cents, This is not 
the lowest, as the average in December, 1834, was 64.5 cents; in 1887, 61.1 cents; 
in 1886, 68.7 cepts. The average price of oats is lower than ever re 
1878 it was 24 6 cents per bushel; at the present it is 23.23 cents. Prices of bar- 
ley, rye, and buck wheat are also very low. 

The remedy proposed by this bill for that extraordinary condition 
of farming values is to be found in duties raised as follows: On corn 
from 10 cents to15 cents. Last year there were imported 2,388 and ex- 
ported 69,592,929 bushels. Not enough imported to feed the consum- 
ers of one of the small villages of our 60,000,000 inhabitants. Wheat 
is tariffized from 20 to 25 cents, There were imported last year 1,946 
bushels, and brought in revenue to the enormous amount of 8389. 20, 
and exported 46,414,129 bushels. Oats from 10 cents to 25 cents; im- 
ported 22,324, exported 624,266 bushels. Wheat flour from 20 to 25 
15 cent, ad valorem; imported 1,155 barrels, and exported 9,373,803 

ushels. And so on through the whole range of agricultural prod- 
ucts. The importsareso insignificantly small when com with the 
exports as to become farcical, and this is done to win the farmer. Birds 
are not always captured with chaff, Mr. President! The only ex- 
amples which could be cited of agricultural products beingimported to 
any extent were those from Canada, whence the article of beans finds 
its way into New York and Boston. 

Turning to the volume of hearings before the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee (House), the Senate will find (from page 842 to page 861 almost- 
exclusively devoted to the argamentof protecting beans) nineteen pages 
of closely printed matter on this product, the burden of the grievance 
being that Canadian beans were underselling the American article and 
that unless the great principle of protection was invoked there would 
be ruin all along the line of the great Erie Canal trom Buffalo to 
Albany. The point was carried before the committee, and beans are 
hereafter to be protected against the Canadians by a duty (in four dit- 
ferent paragraphs under chemicals) as a farm and field produet 40 
cents per bushel of 60 pounds.“ 


/ 
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Beans demonstrate the virtues of Ipen; but this object of pro- 
tection has heretofore been so mix 


who would transport it. 

These are the examples of protection to agriculture that are in- 
jected as ‘‘stump speeches in the report to deceive and delude the 
farmers of the country by leading them to suppose that equal protec- 
tion has been given to agriculture with that extended to manufactures. 
Such bald hypoerisy is an iusult to their intelligence. 

The Finance Committee of the Senate not having made virtually any 
report of the reasons and arguments which induced that committee to 
limit its reductions of duties imposed in the original bill, we are com- 
pe to seek in the report of the House Committee on Ways and 

eans for the reasons of public policy which underlie this bill. The 
Committee on Ways and Means in its report pays to agriculture the 
tribute of most complimentary words, saying: 

This arms A is corre ne: SS = im ‘sem on 

2 rosper n u a nish. n 

pri E 2 the pctv em Maree of Goveruiiens —— be helpful it fanat be faithfully 
and forcefully exerted to build up and strengthen agriculture. 

Brave and handsome words. But when agriculturists call for bread 
they get a stone, and for meat a serpent; for one looks in vain through 
this bill for one helpful, faithful, or forceful provision that is to lift 
the existing widespread Spron that now prevails among our 
farmers. The voice is that of Jacob, but the hand is that of Esau. 

The House committee say that all the relief which tariff legislation 
can give to it is to advance the rates upon the products of the soil 
w either do supply or can be brought to supply the home con- 
sumption. Horses, cattle, hogs, sheep, bacon, barley, beans, pease, beef, 
mutton, pork, buckwheat, butter, cheese, eggs, hay, hops, milk, poul- 
ty, flaxseed, vegetables, potatoes, flax, hemp, hides” (this last was prop- 
erly transferred to the free-list after the report was written, upon the 
demand of New England leather manufacturers), ‘‘wool, tobacco, and 
many other products are advanced with a view to save this entire mar- 
ket to the American farmers.“ 

If this entire market for agricultural products was not already the 
exclusive market of the American farmer there might be some value 
in such tariff legislation. But it issimply ‘‘carrying coal to Newcas- 
tle. The American farmer already possesses this entire market, and 
his productions not only fill this market, but overflow and seek other 
markets from which the operation of this bill would shut him out, 

Mr. MCKINLEY says that, For whatever the foreign ‘market is 
worth to our citizens will be just as accessible under this bill as under 
the present law.” But the committee report says: 


The world’s market, to which the advocates of tariff for revenue only invite 

farmers of ma £4 is to-day crowded with products of the cheapest 

human labor on earth. over the Old World there is a rush of their sop 
to their market, and it is to such as this that free-trade should allure Am 


riance in our coun- 


ture. 

What else can be done? After supplying the home market with all 
that it could possibly consume, there remained last year $532,141, 490 
of agricultural products which sought sale in that world’s market, 
poor as it is re ted to be by the committee. There was nowhere 
else for it to go. It was not wanted at home, could not be used in 
America, and unless sent abroad must rot and decay as well as reduce 
the price in the home market. 

American culture is confronted with a condition uf affairs for 
which this bill makes no attempt at relief. But, if made a law, this 
bill will compel the farmer either to grow smaller crops—less wheat, 
less corn, less everything—or sacrifice his surplus at home and let that 
surplus sacrifice the price of his whole crop. It is so now, even to the 
burning of corn for fuel in the West. 

The horses, cattle, and sheep of the farmer the bill makes a pretense 
of protecting from foreign importations, in order to save this active 
market’’ to them; and the report says that— 

In the last ten years not less than $60,000,000 worth of cattle, horses. and sheep, 
ordinary marketable stock, has been imported. 

If last year’s importation of horses was a fair sample, the stock im- 

heretofore was indeed ordinary.“ The average value of the 
52,454 horses imported last year was $42.81. Of these, 29,590 came 
from Mexico, with an average value of $8.80. These Mexican ponies, 
bought by the cowboys of the plains, paid $52,369 in duties, under 
the existing law, but under the McKinley bill would pay $887,700; 
that is to say, they would not be imported, and American products 
which were sent into Mexico with which to buy the ponies will have 
to stay at home and be saved in this market of surplus. 

Of eattle imported last year the number was 62,380, with an average 
value of $9,68—cheap cows to replenish farmers’ dairies. The duty un- 
der this bill is, ‘‘on cattle more than one year old, $10 per head; less 
than one year old, $2 per head;’’ 100 per cent. duty the farmer must 


pay, unless he is a capitalist farmer breeding fancy cattle, and then he 
may import duty free. This bill will makethe majority—the working 
farmers—pay 100 cent. on cheap cattle, but the minority—the cat- 
tle fanclers—may import duty free. The farmer who would import a 
hog must pay $1.50. The swine fancier may import his pure-bred pig 
duty free. And so also for sheep. The majority must pay duty— 
double duty—but the minority may import duty free. 

So, Mr. President, itis purely class legislation and operates for the 
few against the many, the rich against the poor. If the duty on the 
foreign article protects the home manufacture, does not the cattle duty 
protect the cattle trust, which is, I believe, a purely American institu- 
tion, of which we hear so much? It was buta few years ago that the 
State Department collected from all countries full information on breeds 
of cattle, and published the excellent work on dairy farming in all 
countries of the world. Of what avail will the information, great and 
valuable as itis, which that book contains, be to the farmer who wishes 
to import for use and not exclusively for breeding purposes, when he 
must pay 100 per cent. on such milch cows? 

I allude to these futile and ineffectual pretenses of protecting farm- 
ers with no purpose to excite again the unfriendly criticism and ridi- 
cule with which their first announcement was received. Nor is it my 
purpose to dispute the honesty of the motives which led the authors of 
this bill to insert these useless duties. It was reducing, it is true, 
protection to an absurdity, but no doubt it was honestly done by 
those who worship at that false shrine of protection. Confirmatory of 
what I have said, I quote from the honorable chairman of the Appro- 
priation Committee of the Senate, who in 1870, on this same protec- 
tion of the farmer, said: 


But Iam told you must so legislate as to furnish a home market for all our 
agricultural products, and this can only be done by high tariff. Any one ex- 
amining the subject will see that our agricultural products increase more ra 
idly than our population, so thatif we do not export these products in the 
natural condition we must do so by converting them into manufactured arti 
and export these articles. But this can not be done under a high tariff, for all 
nations will buy manufactured products where they are cheapest, and the 
nation selling cheapest controls the market. This rule excludes our ay 


taxed materials from the markets of the world, although we have natu 
vantages possessed by no other nation, 

Protection is a remedy common alike to agriculture, commerce, and 
manufactures, and can not be made a success, (RECORD, page 544.) 

Mr. President, I have read of a traveler who saw two doses of the 
same medicine administered at the same time, one to a weaver and one 
toa farmer. The unfortunate farmer died; the weaver recovered. Our 
Baconian traveler entered in his note-book that the medicine kills farm- 
ers, but cures weavers. Your protection nostrum may be a specific for 
tin-plate, but is death to wheat and corn. 

I will not say that it was carelessness, I do not believe it was indiffer- 
ence, which induced the committee to say: 

We have not been as much concerned about the prices of the articles we con- 
sume as we have been to encourage a system of home production.” 

And yet the consumers are the whole body of the people. 

Such an avowal of utter disregard of the interests of the whole peo- 
ple, and pronounced purpose to construct a bill on lines which would 
foster, encourage, and pamper with inordinate profits a small part of 
the people, at the cost and expense of the whole country, certainly was 
applying the fiscal power of the Government to party and personal 
ends with more vigor and directness than was ever attempted before in 
the history of the country. But itis in thorough harmony with the 
theory and details of the bill, which are utterly indifferent to the cost 
of living, the prices of products, and the expenses of farmers, provided 
the profits on clothing, hardware, tableware, carpets, earthenware, ` 
glassware,and agricultural products are made by increased duties to flow 
in unbroken and increasing streams into the tills of rich protectionists— 
those from whom, in current parlance, the ‘‘fat was „Whose sin- 
ews of war” commanded blocks of five, and who, to save the enor- 
mities of this bill, are again to be sacrificed by the same process on the 
same altar. 

However unconcerned the com mittee may be about prices, the great, 
the absorbing question among farmers, and not only among farmers, 
but among manufacturers also, is how to increase the price of products. 
That question exceeds at present in importance the one which seemed 
to concern the committee most, how to increase production? The com- 
mittee dodged the former and devoted its consideration to the latter. 

Show the farmer how to increase the prices of his products and he 
will soon find the way to lift the mortgage from his homestead. It is 
worse than cruelty to tell him that he is paying less for all he buys 
than ever before; that protection has reduced the cost of living, low- 
ered the price of clothing, utensils, and provisions; that he is far better 
off in the good things of this world than the pauper ut of Europe. 
There stands the mortgage, a living ſuct, and alongside of it are the re- 
turns of this year's sale of products at prices which fail to meet ex- 
penses, to keep down interest, or to supply an installment on his mort- 


gages, 
Your thirty years of protection has brought no relief; to-day he is 
worse off than ever before. He demands 7 from protection.“ 
He feels that no change in the fiscal policy can injure him. He has 
relied on the home market. He finds it glutted with American farm 
products and their prices lower than ever before, as the Agricultural 


\ 
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Department shows. He stands on the brink of ruin and exclaims, ‘‘If 
such tionists are my friends, then save me from my friends !” 
He readsin the testimony before the Ways and Means Committee from 
Mr. Girard C. Brown, of Pennsylvania (page 863), that— 


The fact is prices are too low to yield a living profit, while taxes remain unre- 
aoe and the expenses of living are disproportioned to the means of meeting 

em. 

Tue protective system has not, at least in the case of those farmers located 
near the great protected industries, resulted in the protection promised them, 
that ofan ample and sufficient home market. Hence the loss of profit on their 
products followed by the loss of value oftheir farms, which, unless checked, must 
resultin the loss of the farms themselves. 

Pennsylvanian farmers are not alone “confronted with this condition.” In 
New England the “dry-rot" is still worse. Lacking some of the advantages 
which enabled us to still hold out, they sooner went to the wall, 

I quote from a recent report: “There are eight hundred and eighty-seven de- 
serted farms in New Hampshire with buildings on them in a fair state of repair 
or that might easily be made fit for occupancy. This information has been re- 
ceived in reply to an official circular of the State commissioner of emigration 
making inquiry of the selectmen of one hundred and sixty towns, These de- 
serted farms ore in easy reach of the busy factories of New England. They have 
a home market,with its attractions, and are asample of the way a home market 
enriches the husbandman,” 

Further as to New Hampshire I cite another authority: “Perhaps no better 
answer to the stock argument of the protectionists—that the farmer gains more 

om the local market made by manufacturing villages and towns than he loses 

n the increased cost of the goods he ri A Poe be found than a statement of the 
condition of some of the towns near these manufacturing cities on the Merri- 
mac River. The Merrimac turns more spindles than any other river in the 
world, Within a few miles of each other, around the great bend of the river 
from south to east, are the cities of Nashua, Lowell, Lawrence, and Haverhill. 
In the farming towns of Windham, Pelham, and Hudson, N. II., situated within 
the bend, and so within easy access of all four of the above-named cities, we 
ought to find prosperous * protected’ farming. 

“On one main road from Lowell to Windham, 12 miles, I count six deserted 
sets of farm buildings, besides several which have already gone to ruin. Fields 
and pastures are growing up to wood; houses in which, a generation ago, 
sturdy manhood and womanhood flourished, are gone to utter ruin; in many 
school districts there are not sufficient children to have a school, The whole 
Appearance is one of poverty and decay; to ride along our country roads is ex- 
tremely depressing. In no part of New England with which I am acquainted 
is the decay of the farming interests so obvious and so complete as here by the 
manufacturing cities, Instead of the homogeneous population of thrifty, in- 
telligent, self-respecting farmers and mechanics that occupied this section fifty 

years ago,we now have, in ourcities, a few fine streets of residences for the capi- 
Taliale and employers, and in our French Acre,’ ‘Irish Acre,’ corporation 

and tenement houses, and in our country a desert—for it is already 
nearly that. 

“ Possibly this may be p and a modern, improved kind of progress 
one that has not been brought about by rude, natural causes, but one that re- 
sults from the tage apie wisdom of our legislators, who are so kindly tax- 
pe us into wealth. Our farming interests would have suffered enough from the 

nevitable competition with more favored sections; but the ruin has been pre- 
cipitated by the tremendous burden of taxation that the farmer has borne, It 
isnosmall thing when a nation renders impossible the existence of a class that 
has been the sôurce of so much energy, talent, and character as have the New 
England farmers.” è 

hile as to Massachusetts, Connecticut, and New York wedo not havea simi- 
lar official record, it will be noticed by the traveler that deserted farms are not 
unknown, and it is a fact that hundreds of farms can be purchased in those 
pone for less than the cost of buildings, making the land practically free of cost 
ux ern. 

In New Jersey, Judge Forsyter, of Pemberton, says: The farmers are not 
prosperous; although they are all depending on a home market, they are all 
going behindhand.” 


Mr. Edmund Cook testified at a late meeting of the State board of culture: 


“ The farms of Burlington County if put on the market to-day would not bring 
the cost of buildings and improvements, to sa 8 of the land.“ 

In New York, State Assessor Wood says “ that in a fe 
few or none but tenant farmers in this State.” 

In Illinois the report of the Bureau of Labor Statistics for 1887 shows farm 
indebiedness— 


w decades there will be 


— $65, 721, 900 
103, 525, 237 


And states that “mortgage indebtedness of farmersfor money borrowed has 
increased 23 por gent. since 188), more than twice the increase of farm lands.” 

From report of same bureau for the next year, 1888, I quote: 

“This table shows that there are 8,082,794 acres of Illinois land under mort- 
gage besides the mortgages on 237,336 lots and on chattels. From statistics on 

© same page it appears that there were filed in the single year 1887 a total of 
125,923 new mortgages for the immense sum of $117,152,857,covering 2,178,582 
acres of land and 65,066 lots, as well as 8 or chattels to the 
value of $17,000,000, These figures of the new indebtedness fora single year are. 
it will be observed, more than one-fourth of the total 22 indebtedness o! 
the State, as estimated in the table quoted above, This fact shows that the esti- 
mated total is below the real amount, yet even the low estimate is startling. 

BRE ge e pa of Illinois by the census of 1880 was 3,077,871. Say that is now 
4,000,000, and divide that amount by five to arrive at the number of heads of 
families. We have thus 800, 000, which is close to the real number, as the total 
Illinois vote of 1888 was 748,000. Averaging among these the total mort; 
indebtedness, as estimated by the State administration, it makes a debt of $520 
for every head of family in the State, while the new debt contracted in 1887 
alone makes 8146. 25 for each head of family, ‘ 

“The condition of Kansas and other Western States is even worse.“ 

Another zeper places indebtedness represented by Western farm 
at $3,422,000,000, or $200 per capita for about 17,000,000 population. From n- 
sasa private letter from an old resident, who moved into the Neosho Valley 
from nsylvania in 1965, a good, successful business man, says: 

Times are close, never so bad before. Though blessed with good crops we 
can not sell for half what they are worth. During all the years I have been 
here I never knew things so low, Corn is 15 cents per bushel; oats, 10 cents; 
wheat, 55 cents; potatoes, 22 cents; fat cows and heifers, 1} cents on hoof; hay, 
Da ton; 50 bushels of corn for a plain overcoat. To sell 25 acres of corn, or 
1,000 bushels, for $150, after hanling it ten miles, isa hard way to make money.” 

But why multiply the “cloud of witnessess? No onedenies the unfortunate 
condition of our finances and no one can claim that the vaunted home market 
has materialized. It is proper. for this committee to consider the facts as they 
are about to consider the revision of a system under which this unfortunate 
5 1 t admitted facts, They 

not come with any panacea. I presen are 
stubborn. Other great and important interests, which, however, their warmest 


devotees will not vote as more important than agriculture, may claim that a 
rotecti clearly has not us. They may assert it 


p ve tariff has benefited them; it 
as necessary to their e that it is the breath of life to their nostrils; ” 
it does not seem to vitalize ture. 

If ture was as flou ing us manufactures ought to be with 47 per cent. 


tariff, then doubtless they would be told that this was the cause of their pros- 
perity. How, then, can we resist the inference that it is a factor of our depres- 


sion? 

Now we hear the that agriculture must have the same protection as man- 
ufactures. Grantit; how can we get it through a tariff? 

What will you favor with higher rates of duty? How can you thus help the 
price ofany of our t staples, when we produce them largely in excess of our 
needs and always have a surplus to sell abroad? 

If we produce 450,000,000 bushels of wheat and can consume but 325,000,000, the 
remaining 125,000,000 must find another market or eventually rot here, ‘and the 

rice wheat sells for in that market delimits the market price of the much 

arger portion that we do use here. The present tariff of 20 cents a bushel does 

not affect the price, and were it twice 20 cents, or were it $20, it still would not 
coors it Lcent s bushel. This illustration holds for the great staple products 
of our farms, 

As we can not help their producers by imposing a higher tariff, I do not see 
how we can aid them by giving more protection to sundry minor crops, mere 
specialties, of which the major part can only be prodaced in certain localities 
or under peculiar conditions. 

To do any real good to agriculture we must do that which will benefit the 
great majority, and not the small minority. 

As the present tariff does not solve this problem, as its increase since 1861 has 
been accompanied by a decline of agricultural prosperity, it seems also to look 
in that direction for relief. 

Mr. Brown very logically concludes: 


We might try the other way out of the dilemma and see what would be the 
result ve reducing the tariff on those things which the farmer needs but does 
eines Taaak whatismy remedy, I say, knock off the tariif for surplus. Give 
us a tariff which is not framed to pay a bounty to other interests at the expense 
of the farmers, who are the largest consumers and the heaviest tax-payers, which 
is limited to the needs of an honest economical 8 and which is levied 
25 PER as possible on the luxuries and as little as possible on the necessaries 
$ This is the kind of protection we noed, and I think is about all the real pro- 
tection you can give us. 

Compare Mr, Brown’s remedy with Mr. MCKINLEY’s. Contrast 
the two by the light of experience and reason; the former reduces 
taxes, the latter increases them; the former lightens the burdens of 
government, the latter augments them; the former asks fair play and 
equal rights, a just and honest spreading of Government’s necessary 
expenses over all classes; the latter concentrates those expenses on one 
class and distributes the profits of trade, manufacture, and commerce 
among another class exclusively. 

Mr, President, the depression among the farmers began with the 
panic of 1873, and has continued to this day, when it has reached the 
point where agricultural values have almost disap’ The pla- 
cards that are posted all over Western towns, that fill the advertising 
columns of all papers, Eastern money to loan on improved farms,’ 
tell the true character of existing conditions, which make farming no 
longe: a valuable employment. 

Republicans say that “the farmer lives until he dies,“ but the 
laborer under this robber tariff dies even while living. If Western 
farmers groan under mortgages, what misery must be felt by New 
Hampshire, Vermont, New York, and New Jersey land-owners—no 
longer farmers ! 

The Boston Herald says: 

You can buy a New Hampshire and Vermont farm for just about what you 
have to pay for a 7 by 9 room for a single season at a fashionable summer hotel. 

The bulletin from the Agricultural Department having shown the 
farmer’s receipts for corn to be 29,1 cents, for wheat 70.6 cents, for oats 
23 cents, and so on through a descending scale to ruin, I will not trace 
the increased expenditures which tariff legislation helps in accelerating 
his speed to bankruptcy. While itis true that no Federal tax-gatherer 
presents an annual bill for taxes, yet the collection goes on daily, 
hourly, on every article of clothing, on every utensil of farm or house- 
hold; and the same holds true with the wage-earner—the day-la- 
borer, the clerk, the mechanic, the car-driver, the coachman, the cook, 
the nurse, or the newsboy—they are contributing not only in patriotic 
taxes, but in hard wrung tribute to the extra profits of another class of 
their fellow-citizens. For every dollar the farmer or wage-earner pays 
to the Government $5 go to the mannfacturer as bounty. 

On a suit of working clothes costing 87 the bounty to the manuſuct- 
urer is $2.27; on a better suit costing $20, bounty $6.48; overcoats cost- 
ing $15, bounty $4.85; two flannel shirts $1.50, bounty 64 cents; two 
pairs of flannel drawers $1.50, bounty 64 cents; six pairs of woolen socks 
$2, bounty 86 cents; one woolen hat $3, bounty $1.29; one woolencap $1, 
bounty 43 cents; one pair of suspenders 50 cents, bounty 14 cents; one 
pair of shoes $3.50, bounty 70 cents; one pair of woolen gloves 50 cents, 
bounty 21 cents; rabber coat $3.50, bounty 80 cents; umbrella $1, 
bounty 34 cents; three linen handkerchiefs $1, bounty 26 cents; one silk 
tie 50 cents, bounty 17 cents; one pocket-knife $1.25, bounty 42 cents; 
shaving-brush 35 cents, bounty 9 cents; four cotton shirts $3, bounty 73 
cents; two pair of cotton drawers $1, bounty 31 cents; one woven scarf 50 
cents, bounty 21 cents; three calico dresses for wife, cost $2.25, bounty 
50 cents; three aprons 50 cents, bounty 10 cents; two woolen dresses 
$16, bounty $6.60; two balmoral skirts §3, paanty gieo; two cotton 
skirts $1.50, bounty 25 cents; two flannel suits $3, bounty $1.29 cents; 
woolen cloak $12, ty $2.89; shawl $6, bounty $2.79; hood $1.25, , 
bounty 54 cents; straw bonnet $1, bounty 23 cents; two pairs of shoes $4, 
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bounty 80 cents; rubbers 50 cents, bounty 10 cents; parasol $2, bounty 
40 cents; veil 70 cents, bounty 24 cents; 5 yards of ribbon 50 cents, 
bounty 17 cents; three linen collars 50 cents, bounty 12 cents; three 
pairs of linen euffs 60 cents, bounty 14 cents; three handkerchiefs 75 
cents, bounty 20 cents; tuck-comb 20 cents, bounty 7 cents; tooth- 
brush 35 cents, bounty 8 cents; pairof woolen mits 50 cents, bounty 21 
cents; pair of gloves $1.25, bounty 47 cents. a 

These are the tributes paid under the existing tariff; so that at pres- 
ent, on an expenditure of $61.90 for a wife’s store bill, the farmer or 
` wage-earner has to pay $20.76 in tariff taxes, about one-fifth of which 
goes to swell the surplus when it is not needed and four-fifths to 

mper the luxurious-living capitalists. 

The Mills bill would have given relief from part of this tax, but the 
McKinley bill adds to all these bounties by inereasing the duties. For 
example, under the act of May 9, 1890, classifying worsteds as wool- 
ens, the protection is 91.47 per cent. Proposed duties additional by 
H. R. 946 120.93 per cent. on coats, astrakhans, and plushes; the 

resent rate of duty on silk plushes costing 50 cents is 50 per cent. in 

e McKinley bill; with the Senate attachment it will be 225 per cent. ; 
astrakhans costing 48 cents, present duty 75 per cent., proposed rate of 
duty 172 per cent.; astrakhans costing 35 cents, present rate 80 per 


cent., pro 180 per cent., etc. (See protest, page 11.) In dress goods 
thesame mination against the lowest-priced goods is seen in the 
following table. 


Women’s and children's dress goods under 4 ounces square yard, cot- 
ton and wool goods at present pay duty, if value is not over 20 cents 
per square yard, 5 cents per square yard and 35 per cent.; if valued 
over 20 cents pr square yard, 7 cents per square yard and 40 percent. 
The new tariff is 7-40 up to 15 cents per square yard, then 8-50 pro- 
vided the warp is wholly of cotton and under 4 ounces to the square 


yard. 
SILK WARP HENRLIETTAS. 


All-wool dress-goods not over 4 ounces per square yard: 


Present Present 


aw duty, 


Cents. | Per cent, 
73.33 

65 

60 

56,66 


Value in cents. S 


22 
26 
30 
34 


Comparison on ‘‘all-wool’’ or ‘‘in part wool” dress-goods over 4 
ounces per square yard, say 42-inch goods: 


Value in cents. 


Present 


78. 98.13 
68.75 86. 10 
6s 78.80 
59.16 74.06 
51.50 64. 44 


iA ounces per square yard. 


The importers in their protest against the bill show the difference of 
rate of tax on a black brilliantine: in Holland 5 per cent., Turkey 8 


cent., Belgium 10 per cent., France 15 per cent., Italy 25 per cent., 
ermany and Austria 274 per cent., Canada 273 per cent., United States 
61} per cent. at present and 92} per cent. under the McKinley bill. 
Black and colored cotton-velvets, used almost exclusively by the la- 
boring classes, at present pay an ad valorem duty of 40 per cent, The 
following table exhibits the unnecessary increase of taxes upon the 
class of people least able to bear increased burdens: 


Cost in cents. 


Thus itappears that the cheaper grade of goods will suffer the worst 
from the proposed bill. Its provisions will bear with greatest weight 
on the laboring classes and will lay its greatest burden on the poor 
man. 

A study of the subjoined table on silks and velvets will show that 
it is in the low grades of bought by the poorer classes, that the 
greatest increase of duty is found. 


Present Pro 
Description of goods. Price. duty. duty. 
Silks and satins: Per cent. | Per cent. 

Satins, piece-<dyed, 18 luches . . . . . 2 $0.21 50 68 
Satins, piece-dyed, 24 inches.. $ Pe 50 80 
Satins, piece-dyed, 36 inches. 43 50 61 
Satins, yarn-dyed, 20 inch 4 50 6t 

Satins, yarn-dyed, 20 inch .60 50 46.5 
All-silk satin 1.00 50 47 
Piece-dyed surahs.. 27 50 8¹ 
Black faille 80 50 60 
DO 2.00 50 42 

Black gros -70 50 67.5 
18 1.30 50 63 
Black faille francaise . 05 50 72 
99 x 2,10 50 51 
Black merveille: 75 50 65 
Silk and cotton 45 50 118 
p ARANA 65 50 143 
Do... 1.10 50 109 
A ——A A A 2.25 50 5t 

Ribbons: 

Colored velvet, silk, and cotton. 82 50 88 
Black satin and velvet 17 50 72 
Black all-silk gros grain . . . ... . . 07 50 64 
EE E A A A pecans ber 16 50 40 


An examination of the linen schedule will show that the harshest 
additions to the cost of goods are to be found in the cheaper grades, 
such as are in common use by the masses. Thus, cheap table-cloths 
and handkerchiefs are taxed almost double, while the finer es as 
arule are untouched. Its direct and necessary eftect will to en- 
hance the cost of articles that enter into the daily life of the working 
masses. 


1 iss 325 
ù 2 £ 
3 E Es | pga 
ription of goods, E 25 = 2 
gs | $ |53 
— A A 


Pence. | Por cent, | Per cent, 


Union linen lawn for women’s dresses. 3 60 
Printed lawn for women’s dresses 3% 60 
Crash for roller towels..... 2 70 
Huck towels 75 65 
Unhleached damask for tabl 9 65 
Bleached damask for table li 14 65 
8 C Peak. A RANE Ine 
Unbleached table-clo 111 
Bleached table-cloths... 240 NEES AR 
Gray damask stair crash. . .. .. . 27 70 
Gray damask floor or carpet covering 16} 65 
Women's linen hankerchiefs 18 60 
Do. 40 
2 
120 


Housekeeping linens: 
No. I. I bale 18}-inch striped crash, at 2s. 
No. 2. 1 case 20 by 40 loom huck towels, at 4s... 


oh! linen crash. 
No. g. 1 bale 17-inch “ Irish“ twilled linen crash. .. 
Unbleached damas' 
24-inch brown farmer 
olothin 
34-inch duck coating, used for clothin setae 
25-inch elastic canvas, used as raw material b; 
clothing manufacturers. . . . ee 
26-inch brown linen duck, used as ra terial 
by clothing manufacturers. . A 
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This contrast of the two sides of a farmer’s account—that which he 
receives for his farm products and that which he pays for his daily con- 
sumption—shows that under Republican legislation he is cutting the 
ditch at both ends, and that unless there isa change of policy, change 
of party, change of Administration, the day can not be distant before 
the corporation that loaned the money must foreclose the mortgage and 
enter in ion and the farmer become a tenant at will to the cap- 
italist who owns the homestead by virtue of the operation of Repub- 
lican laws and policy. 

SUGAR. 

But, Mr. President, it is under the sugar schedule that the great 

bulk of reduction of duties is made, both by the House bill and by the 


Senate amendment. The Honse bill reduces the revenue by the sugar 
schedule $55,975,884.52, The Senate amendment reduces its sugar 
schedule $55,758, 220.98, less than the House $217,663.54. The total 
reduction of duties by the House bill is $60,736,896.12 and by the 
Senate amendment $60,599, 343.69, so that it is from sugar that the re- 
duction of the revenue is mainly desired by both the House bill and 
the Senate amendment. 

The House committee, as the reason for selecting sugar as almost 
the sole article upon which reduction of duties should be made, says: 


When it is considered that this increase in cost due to the duty on falls 
on an article of prime necessity as food, your committee are persuaded that 
justice as well as good policy requires that such an unnecessary burden in the 
way of a direct tax should removed from sugar, and that the encourage- 
ment required to induce the production of sugar in the United States should 
be given through a bounty rather than by au import duty. 

The ‘‘encouragement”’ to the production of sugar in this country, 
proposed by the committee, is a bounty of 2 cents per pound. The 
work to be performed by this ‘‘ encouragement’’ is expected to increase 
the sugar product of the United States from 375,904,197 pounds, the 
amount of sugar at present annually consumed in this country, to 
3,076, 277,072 pounds. The bounty, the first of the fifteen years, will 
be $7,520,000, and increase yearly with the encouraged product until it 
reaches $61,528,426, the bounty of the present annual consumption. 
But each year the population increases, and with that increase the 
consumption of sugar increases, so that the bounty must grow annually 
larger and larger and draw even more heavily upon the Treasury and 
upon the people, 

Without stopping to inquire into this annual growth of the bounty 
tax the existing data shows that the revenue loses from the repeal of 
the duty on— 


2 eo ewe S L anes $55, 975, 610 
And: (rom :the bounty =~ ee AAA 7, 520, 000 
Total loss the first year 63, 495, 610 


and the fifteenth year, without any increase of population and con- 
sumption, if this country should then raise all the sugar it consumes, 
the bounty paid from the Treasury would be $61,525,426, which, with 
the loss of revenue now received from its importation, amounting to 
$55,975,610, would together amount to $117,504,036, equal to a tax of 
3.9 cents per pound on sugar. Thus, to relieve the consumer from a 
tax of 2 cents per pound, the result will finally be a tax of 3.9 cents 
per pound, and that tax will increase each year as the bounty increases 
with the increased production, so that the premium of 2 cents, paid by 
the bounty, and the loss of revenue of 2 cents, both to be made up in 
other taxes by the people, is virtually an increasing charge upon the 
consumer rather than a repeal of a tax upon a necessary of life, q The 
House committee adds an additional reason: 

i but al No: 
Igshall be ed been free of Auty an opportunity Is given for the free introdu. 
tion of yellow sugars suited for family use, an arrangement which will secure 
to our people sugar at the lowest price existing in the markets of the world, 


while even imported white refined sugar will be subject to a duty of only four- 
tenths of I cent per pound. 


It is only necessary to remark that the Senate committee destroys 
that whole paragraph by substituting No. 13 for No. 16 and subject- 
ing all sugars between No. 13 and No. 16 toa duty of three-tenths of 1 
cent per pound, preventing the yellow sugars from free importation and 
substituting for the House duty of four-tenths of a cent on all sugars 
between No. 16 and No. 20, a duty of six-tenths of a cent, and thereby 
giving to the refiners the whole American market and practically de- 
stroying all competition in white refined sugars. 

The Republican party in the House and in the Senate take different 
views of this sugar schedule, the two wings do not flop together; 
and Mr. McKENNA, Representative from California, charges both 
wings with having deserted the principle of protection, which he avers 
should be universal or not at all, should promote the welfare of the 
whole and not pamper the profits of a part of the people. 

Will the repeal of all duties on sugar, or free sugar, reduce the price 
of sugar to the consumer? At present, sugar from the Sandwich Esl- 
ands is admitted free of duty and reaches the people of California 
without the burden of custom taxes. Has that free importation re- 
duced the price to the consumer? In reply to that question I quote 
from the RECORD (page 4630) the following colloquy between two Re- 
publican Representatives ia the House, Mr. GEAR, a member of the 
Ways and Means Committee, and Mr. CANNON, the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. Caxxox. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. Gear. Certainly. 

Mr. Cawnon. Do I understand the gentleman to say that sugar which comes 
from the Sandwich Islands under the reciprocity treaty, without the payment 
of duty, commands the same price when it lands in our ports on the ifie 
coast or elsewhere, and when ſt goes to the consumer, which the su; com- 
mands which comes from Cuba and elsewhere and pays the duty of 2 centa a 
pound and over? 

Mr, Gear. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Casson. So that therefore the consumer does not 
absence of duty on the sugar that comes from the Sand wi 


— inures to the producer of sugar in those islands? 
Mr, Gear, Certainly. 


t the benefit of the 
Islands, but the ad- 
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Take another Republican authority, Mr. BUTTERWORTH, of Ohio: 


Now let us sce what else is proposed to conciliate the farmer. He is offered 
some free sugar, but that takes revenue from the ey ee must be made 


up in some other way, if revenue be needed. He saves in the cost of 
sugar as many millions of dollars, but he loses it to the revenue. His loss does 
not stop there, for be hasto pay it out in bounty, But that is not all. The farmer 
will baye, after all, to pay well for his sugar, if he be required to pay a bounty, 
and when that bounty will stop no one knows. So he may not in the end 
realize any cheaper sugar if the bounty is continued, and he has lost revenue 
tothe Government whieh must be made up. He has also, on account of his 
good fortune in having the abolition of the sugar tariff, to become realized to 
ing fleeced by those other industries, so called, that I have just mentioned. 

This Republican leader from Ohio shows that to save $1 on sugar 
the farmers lose $5 to the ‘‘ other industries, so called.’’ 

Again, the distinguished leader, Secretary Blaine, warns his party 
and his country that free sugar may be obtained at an expensive cost; 
may be found not worth the price; and he insists that if the necessities 
of the Republican party demand free sugar it should exact a consider- 
ation from the countries that grow sugar. The Sandwich Island ex- 
periment of free sugar having utterly failed to reduce the price of the 
article, Mr. Blaine would secure something more in compensation to 
this country. He says, writing to Mr. Daniel A. Cony, ex-mayor of 


Augusta, Me.: 
XR. BLAINE ON FREE SUGAR. 


You are in error in supposing that I am opposed to sugar being admitted free 
of duty. My objection ts not to free sugar, but the proposed me of making 
it free. If, in the pending tariff bill, su is placed upon the free-list, we give 
to certain countries a free market for ,000,000 of their products, while 
are not asked to open their markets to the free admission of a single dollar of 
American products. We ought to have in exchange for free sugar from certain 
countries a free market for breadstufls and provisions, besides various fabrics 
from all parts of our country. In short, we ought to secure in return for free 
sugar a market for $60,000,000 or $70,000,000 worth of our own products. It will 
not require reciprocity treaties to secure this great boon, The tariff bill can 
contain all the necessary conditions. The legisiative power is able to secure 
the desired end. Within the last twenty years we have given the countries 
south of us free admission for nearly $60,000,00 worth of their products without 
receiving a penny’s advan in exchange. If sugar be now made uncondi- 
tionally free we shall have given to the Latin-American countries free admis- 
sion for $150,000,000 of their products, It is time, I think, to look out for some 
woe advantages. We area very rich nation, but not rich enough totrade 
on this unequal basis. 

And, Mr. President, in a more important and official form, as Secre- 
tary of State, and it is to be supposed with the approval of the Presi- 
dent, the mutter of legislating on this tariff bill toprocure the advantage 
of a wider market for American products has been brought by Mr. 
Blaine to the attention of thisCongress. The Senator from Maine, Mr. 
HALE, has offered an amendment to this bill authorizing absolute free 
trade with any nation of the American hemisphere”? who will recip- 
rocate the offer as to nearly every American product, If that amend- 
js adopted, then under the most favored nation“ clause of our 
es with other nations must we not declare the ports of the 

ited States free and open to all'“ the world? Can we only have free 
rade with Latin America and high exclusive duties with the most 
favored nations of Europe? 

Mr. Blaine evidently regards such legislation that gives all and gets 
none as bad politics,” hurtful and injurious to home interests, He 
virtually protests against such trifling with the best interests of the 
American people, because, however rich the country may be, it is not 
rich enough to trade on this unequal basis.“ 

That is not the warning of a Democrat, it is not the caution of a free- 
trader; it is the advice of an avowed protection Republican, the 
former candidate of that party for the Presidency, the present 
of State, That ‘unequal basis“ of trade, which Mr. Blaine condemns, 
is the fundamental principle upon which the McKinley bill is con- 
structed; ‘‘ nnequal trade“ with foreign countries underlies every sched- 
ule of this bill and now finds condemnation from the very leader the 
party once delighted to follow. Could a party be placed in sucha 
dilemma without embarrassment? Could leaders be more embarrassed 
by conflicting policies? With a bill carefully constructed on all the 
lines of advanced protection, tendering a delusive and deceptive bene- 
fit of free sugar, in order to advance duties on mannfactures, it is sud- 
denly brought, by its own great leader, to face its own ‘‘unequal 
basis of trade, to confront the great injury it is about to inflict upon 
American producers, and to consider the vast opportunity it is about to 
throw away. 

There is an evident tone of indignation in the remarks of Mr. Blaine, 
that in this (McKinley) tariff bill sugar is placed on the free-list,’’ 
by which we give to certain countries a {ree market for $95,000,000 
annually of their products, while they are notasked to open their mar- 
kets to the tree admission of a single dollar of American products,” 

Such neglect of American interests would be conspicuous in a bill 
which blatantly avows its purpose to be to foster and promote Ameri- 
can products and diversify American industry,” if it was not the fact 
that the only report with which this Congress has been favored upon 
this bill frankly avows that the Republican Ways and Means Com- 
mittee has not been much concerned about prices.“ Hence the free 
admission of American products to new markets was a matter of such 
small importance with that committee that it threw away an op 
tunity which might have formed a market for $70,000,000 of Ame 
products, even while procuring free sugar for our consumers. 

It is for this reason that Mr. Blaine cuts loose from the un-Ameri- 
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can policy of this bill and calls upon his party to halt in its wild and 
ess career of neglect of the American producer. 

I have cited the assurance of Republican Representatives that the 
people of this country derive no benefit from that homeopathic pellet 
of free sugar from the Sandwich Islands. 

Now, when the McKinley bill proposes the allopathic bolus of free 


5 45 from all the world, Mr. Blaine, as Secretary of State, advises 


Senate to go slow,“ in the language of popular caution, and not 
to throw away an opportunity of opening wider the world’s markets 
for American agriculture, 

The corner-stone of the McKinley bill is to check importations of 
foreign goods, to raise duties, which, by deterring importations, shall 
encourage home manufactures.” _ 

But the Secretary of State, the leader of his party, proposes to en- 
courage importation as the best means of promoting exportations. He 
advises making a bargain with the Latin-American nations, free sugar 
imports for free agricultural exports. 

When the Democratic platform of 1888 declared that ‘‘ We favor an 
American policy based on more intimate commercial relations with the 
sixteen sister republics of North, Central, and South America,” the 
country was told by the Republican party that it wasa free-trade plat- 
form, designed to destroy American industry and reduce American 
labor to the scale of the pauper ntry of other countries. 

Now, the Secretary of State, the Republican leader, without fear, if 
with his party’s reproach, adopts the Democratic platform, and the 
Senator from Maine openly avows, if not an entire, at least a hemi- 
spherical free-trade policy. 

If the blessings of increased markets for American agriculture, ifa 
wider range for the products of our farmers can be secured by the sug- 
gestions of Mr. Blaine, will it not come sooner and more surely by a 
proviso in this bill which shall apply immediately and act pari passu 
with the repealing of duties? 

Would it not be trifling with a most important subject to repeal duties 
on sugar and seek by a proviso in the future for free markets? Why 
should the foreigners enjoy in presenti the benefit of our market and 
the American farmer be relegated in futuro to the hoped-for free mar- 
kets of South America? 

Will the Republican party act with Mr. Blaine? Will it accept his 
suggestion—no free sugar until we get free markets? We'll see what 
we will see.” 

But, Mr. President, in this dilemma what can the grand old party“ 
do, standing at the Five Forks with sign boards pointing in every di- 
rection, the House committee’s sign reading Free sugar below No. 
16;” the Senate's sign reading Free sugar below No. 13;’’ Mr. 
Blaine’s sign, No fooling away our sugar market; the Senator from 
Maine pointing to half, or hemispherical, tree trade;’’ the President 
indicating ‘‘ Subsidies to steam-ships,’’ and the last of them is the dim 
and blotted sign set up by the Senate Finance Committee in 1888. 
**Half-taxed sugar?” No matter, Mr. President, which road the grand 


old party takes, the country will regret it did not take some other. 


Mr. President, this bill itself shows and extracts from the RECORD 
from Republican leaders in the House, when by the gracious permis- 
sion of its ruling spirit its innumerable provisions, involving millions, 
were allowed a little brief discussion, show that free sugar means in- 
creased duties in greater amount on other necessaries of life; that it 
carries no saving to the people, no economy in the expense of living, 
and lessens the revenue in an amount so small and insignificant that 
it may be revision of the tariff, but it is not reduction of taxation. 


GLUCOSE. 


While the advocates of this bill profess a purpose of protecting agri- 
culture, and with a profuse hand scatter bounties from the Federal 
Treasury to produce the production of corn, beet, sorghum, and maple- 
sap sugar, the bill is profoundly silent as to the largest production of 
domestic sugar, that from corn, and known asglucose. ‘This industry 
is already established in the country; unlike beet sugar, it is no ex- 
periment; it is made from a farmer's product. Its prosperity is the 

ity of the corn-grower. But nowhere in the bounty provision 
of the bill is there any encouragement to its increase, A duty of three- 
fourths of 1 cent is all that protects 600,000,000 pounds of corn sugar, 
valued annually at $17,128,800, from competition with $163,573 im- 
ported in 1888 or $748,560 imported in 1889. There are seventeen 
glucose factories, with $20,000,000 of invested capital. The daily ca- 


0 is 61,000 bushels of corn and the annual capacity is 19,032,000 


bels. To produce that amount it required 732,000 acres of land 
at 26 bushels per acre, which, at 3 men per 100 acres, employed 21,960 
farmers. The factories gave employment to 4,575 wage-earners, who 
received $2,058,570 in annual wages. 


Between cane sugar and corn sugar there has been a sharp contest of 


competition ever since corn sugar has been manufactured. The report 

of the Ways and Means Committee states the amount of cane sugar 

produced in this country at 375,904,197 pounds and I find the an- 

nual product of corn sugar to be 570,960,000 pounds; yet the bill 

selects one of these competing industries for a bounty of 2 cents and 

f the other to the cold protection of three-fourths of 1 cent a 
- poum $ 


While opposed to a bounty in all shapes, I can not understand wh 
the farmer who raises corn should be denied the same bounty that * 
given to the planter who grows cane, or beets, or sorghum, or taps a forest 
tree for sap and boils it into granular form without the expense of 
machinery and without the cost of plowing, gathering, and housing, 
as both are required of the grower of corn. Why has not the same 
liberal and extravagant bounty been bestowed upon corn-growers? It 
is expected that the bounty feature of the bill will promote thecultiva- 
tion of beet and sorghum, and thus increase the domestic sugar product. 
Why not extend the same profuse liberality to the sugar which is the 
product of the corn - raiser? 

Wich what propriety does the United States Treasury select between 
sugars of domestic production to favor and foster one? Is not this an- 
other illustration of the hurtful influence of Government when it at- 
tempts to enter into the domain of private affairs and to foster and en- 
courage one product to the detriment of the other? 

The average selling price of glucose last year was 3 cents per pound. 
This bill W to bestow upon the competing product—cane, best, 
sorghum, maple sugar—a bounty of 2 cents, or two-thirds of the 
selling price of corn The result will probably be that the corn- 
sugar manufacture will be destroyed by the bounty to its competitors. 
Thus, while professing to encourage and promote domestic protection, 
an important industry may be crippled or destroyed by the mischievous 
application of a bounty system unknown to the constitution and foreign 
to the fair play and equal opportunity of our system of government. 

TIN. 


Mr. President, a most glaring instance of the prostitution of the fis- 
cal poner of the Congress to private ends and individual gains is ex- 
hibited in the schedule increasing the tax on tin- plates. The exhaust- 
ive and conclusive argument of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
WILSON ] on day before yesterday threw a flood of light uponit. There 
are present in this country but four firms, as the report of the commit- 
tee shows, which are now making sheet-iron and sheet-steel, and which 
desire to add vo their present business the making of tin-plates. 

The speech of the chairman of the committee, when he introduced 
the bill, showed that heretofore in every instance the attempt to make 
tin-plates has disastrously failed, the cause of the failures being at- 
tributed to combinations in foreign countries reducing the price. But 
now it is the opinion of one of these firms that if it— 


Can be generally established in the minds of the people that the Republican 
party will continue to govern this country in the future there will be plenty ot 
money forthcoming to embark in the manufacture of tin and tin-plates. 


And another firm, equally anxious to bask under the favor of the 
Republican party, writes that: 
If Congress wiil place a suitable protection upon the production of tin-plates 


it will not be long before this country can supply the world witha better article 
than is now furnished by England. 


These private opinions of individuals, instigated by personal ends 
and business hopes, appear to be the main reasons which moved the 
House committee to double the tax on tin-plates and increase the cost 
of all culinary utensils, milk-pails, workingmen’s buckets, tin roof- 
ing, spouting, and guttering and the cans for vegetables, fruits, and 
meats. f 

The present duty on tin-plates amounts to $7,000,000, which is to be 
increased after July 1, 1891, by $8,371,378.67, making then a total of 
$15,371,378.67. Thus, im order that four firms may add a new business 
to their plant, the whole people are to be more than doubly taxed, and 
if these firms, under the forcing system of enormous protection, shall 
be more successful than those which previously tried the experiment, 
they are to become the monopolists of this important industry. 

It has never been satisfactorily established that there exists any tinin 
the United States, and, while the committee express themselvessatisfied 
with the reported tin in the Black Hills, from abundant caution or for 
the private interest of partisan business firms, the bill puts block-tin 
on the free-list. 

The chairman says: 


We have now four mills which can be at once adapted to making tin-plates, 
They can produce 4,000 tons a year. 


He also says: 

We consumed last year 300,000 tons of tin-plate, all of it imported, 

If this bill becomes a law the people will be made to pay double taxes 
until these four firms can enlarge their plants from a capacity of 4,000 
tons to that of 300,000 tons, or until“ the capital required, $30,000,000,” 
can be induced to embark in the new enterprise. In the opinion of 
the chairman, there is ‘‘no more certain and encouraging field for labor 
and capital’’ than this tin-plate prospect, provided always that the 
Republican party is continued in power; otherwise it will prove ex- 
tremely hazardous. And, Mr. President, from the present outlook 
under the new ballot system recently adopted by many of the States, 
where manipulation and purchase of ballots is better guarded against, 
it will be still more hazardons to rely on Republicans remaining in 

wer, 

88 from the manufacturer’s interest and the politician's policy 
to the practical judgment of business men interested most deeply in 
the fate of the important business assailed, it is shown in the protest of 
importers that, without any increase in the consumption the increased 
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duties of this bill will impose a tax of over $15,000,000 per annum upon 
the tin-plates needed for consumption in this country; that prices will be 
increased on the various kinds from $1.08 to $2.43, from $1.36 to $3.06, 
from $1.57 to $3.54, and so on, until they reach from $4 to $9, and on 
roofing plates from $1.08 to $2.43, and from $2.16 to $4.86. 

These are the premiums offered by this bill to the four firms who pro- 

to go into the business. If the consumption in the future shonld 
a pace with the increase of population there can be no doubt that 
these four firms, charged to be Republicans, will have a good thing,” 
after the order of Carnegie. This $15,750,000 is to be annually drawn 
from the pockets of the people and turned into the tills of these four 
firms to establish and encourage American production and diversify 
American industry. The revenue is not needed by the Government; 
indeed the demand of the people is to reduce the revenue of the Gov- 
ernment, not to transfer the taxes from the people to partisan firms. 

New industries are desirable when they arise naturally and in re- 
sponse to business requirements—but when hot-housed into existence 
by enormous taxation, they become intolerable nuisances—and when 
the increased taxes thus turned over to parti-an firms, extends through 
the long years that tariff legislation contemplates, the enormous fort- 
unes of these four firms of protectionists can only be measured by the 
impoverishment of the people, which this new business will cause. 

Practical men engaged in the importation of tin-plates, whose busi- 
ness the bill proposes to ruin in order to build up four firms, ask: 

Ifan inereased tariff would establish such a home supply of this material in 
Ameria as would enable this country to control the whole trade, why do not 
those who favor it put their money in it? 

The answer and reason will be found in the letters from the four 
firms, read by Mr. MCKINLEY in the House (RECORD, page 4542). Be- 
cause they did not under existing circumstances consider the invest- 
ment a safe one.” This danger, however, says the witness, is in a 
measure removed by the Republican victory; that if the Republicans 
continue to govern this country in the future there will be plenty of 
money forthcoming toembark in the manufacture of tin and tin-plates.’’ 

The same fictitious aid, the same unjust and iniquitous taxation 
would make the growing of tropical plants in hot-houses in Maine 

ually profitable and attract plenty of money to the cultivation of 
pine-apples, bananas, guava, and other fruits amid the snow-elad hills 
of New England. 

Contrasting the statements made before the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee in favor of this increased duty, it will appear that the failures 
heretofore made in the attempt to manufacture tin-plates in Pittsburgh 
had their causes, not in combinations of Welsh tin-plate-makers, but 
in causes incidental to and inseparabie from the successiul establish- 
ment ofa new business. 

If the financial ontcome of successful tin-plate manufacture was cer- 
tain of realization, would it be a wise policy to subject every family to 
an increased cost of culinary utensils? There are over one million of 
men who now, in one way or another, manipulate tin-plates in this 
ey Shall these men be interrupted in their trade, its cost in- 
cr fourlold, in order that four prohibition firms, employing less 
than one thousand men, may increase their trade? According to the 
theory of this billitis, But, Mr. President, itissuch protection as vult- 
ures give to lambs, seeking and devouring them, and should not be tol- 
erated. 

No demand for this increase of duty is made except by the four pro- 
hibition firms. Tin-plate isa raw material, used in one city alone 
Baltimore—to make 600,000,000 of cans a year, and, owing to the fact 
that they can be used but once, Mr. T. L. Bunling, of the New York 
Canned Goods Packers’ Association, says they represent fully one-third 
the cost of canned products as placed upon the markets,” and that— 

The percentage of tariff charged against canned goods is er than that 
voiced against any other industry for its use of tin-plates. This disproportion 
of tariff sesessment is still further augmented through the fact that the duty be- 
ing specific it falls as heavy per pound on the cheap grades of plate used by can- 
ners as on the better grades, which is a most unjust discrimination, 

The duty increases the capital required in canning for these reasons. 
Protests from Maryland, from Virginia, from Ohio, from Chicago, from 
Philadelphia, from Maine, from Boston, and from Tennessee, too, pre- 
sented by myself, confronted the prayers of the four protection firms, 
bat were unavailing with the committee, which had, it seems, deter- 
mined to diversify American industry by taxing the American people 
and destroying an American production. 

FIRE-AEMS. 

Mr. President, at my home in Tennessee the young men are given 
to gunning, as their chief sport, for deer and turkeys in the mountains 
and smaller game in the valleys, and I have examined with care that 
section of this tariff schedule relating to fire-arms. The section for 
fire-arms in this bill presents anomalies which are utterly irreconcil- 
able with any regard ior the interest of the whole people or with any 
other hypothesis except that of benefiting, at the cost of the whole, the 
fortunes of a class. For example, a few manufacturers of fire-arms, de- 
siring to increase their profits, represent to the committee, in view of 
the extremely low cost of labor in foreign countries, the present tariff 
of fire-arms to be entirely inadequate to properly protect their manu- 
facture. The increase is asked for solely to benefit labor. 


Perhaps there is no other branch of manufactures in which machinery 
has supplanted manual labor to a greater extent than the making of 
fire-arms.. The gun-brands are on the free-list, the wood is without 
duty, material free, and machinery is capital. > 

This machinery is the only labor which the tariff protects; and pro- 
tection of machinery has built up the fortunes of capital. The pauper 
labor of Europe does not and can not compete with the profits of pro- 
tected machinery in America. The framers of this bill seem not to 
have consulted the welfare of human labor, but only the profits of ma- 
chine labor; and when it becomes a Jaw the false pretense of protect- 
ing human labor will have consigned all American consumers to the 
mercy of the owners of machinery. ; 

The present duty of 35 per cent. afforded so much protection to the 
machinery of gun-making that one of the proprietors testified before ` 
the Committee on Ways and Means that— 

Representinga rifie-manufacturing concern, I ask no increase of that amount; 
we do not require it. American rifles are the best in the world and are now ex- 
ported. In regard to revolvers the present duty is 35 per cent., and there are 
very few revolvers imported, only comparatively few. Thecompetition which 
the American manufacturers meet with is entirely of their own making. 

Another witness said: 


‘That the low selling price of common American makes is unquestionably due 
to overproduction, and excessive, unreasonable com: tion among themselvea, 
and not due to foreign competition, while the better American makes, such as 
3 & Wesson” and Colts,“ are exported extensively to all parts of the 
world. 

Another witness said: 


The strongest argument which I can make to thisis that during the present 


tariff of 35 per cent. there have been at least twenty firms, manufacturing con- 


cerns, corpurations, and individual concerns, and all ot them with the 8 
of two or three have been organized under this 3 per cent. tariff, by which, 
refore, We may reason it was a protective tariff on rms. 

The bill as it came from the House made but one change from ex- 
isting rate of 35 per cent., and e arp YATOA at Diora than 
$12, which were increased to 40 per cent. t the Senate has made 
an entirely new rated classification, granting in full the prayers of the 
manufacturers and assigning this reason for the change: sy 

This isa change from ad valorem to specific rates. Theindustry is gradually - 
being destroyed by undervaluations of foreign im tion and uate 


protection. The average of the pro rates is believed to be not greatly in 
excess of existing ad valorem rates. 


The advance from 35 per cent. ad valorem to the Senate rates runs 
the duty from 65 to 100 per cent. (See Hearings, Gales, page 1250.) 

Mr. Gales said: k 

Sporting breech-loading guns are made almost entirely in this country, tho 
retail averaging from $9 up, which cost to make them from $5.50 up, leaving a 
goa deal of margin for profit, The only single breech-loading gun is what is 

nown as a transformed musket-gun which is made of a foreign military gun. 
On that the proposed duty makes them 127 per cent. 

It was shown that to a limited extent all exported single breech- 
loading guns had met competition in foreign markets; that in breech- 
loading guns the Americans have the market almost entirely,” of 
which 90 per cent. are made in this country of those averaging over $30. 

The rates proposed by the Senate committee are particularly burden- 
some on that class of guns not made in this country, and which are im- 
ported from Germany and sold to farmer boys who can not afford to 
buy a high-priced gun. 

These cheap guns are perfectly safe. These are the cheapest guns made, and 
they are such that we can not make in this country. 

There is, therefore, no American manufacture to benefit by the duty 
or to injure by foreign competition; the Treasury does not need the 
revenue, and yet the Senate rates mulct the farmers’ boys with an un- 
meaning duty of $2 and 35 per cent. on a $6 gun, and $1 and 35 per 
cent. on a single barrel. 

I do not find in all the testimony printed in hearings one intimation 
or insinuation of uncervaluations, assigned by the note of explana- 
tion by Senate committee, and yet, according to the table showing the 
average rate of duty, it is 834 per cent. against 35 per cent. at present. 

The discrimination between the weapon of the wealthy ’’—the fine 
Law-Merless shotgun—costing from $60 to $300, and the shotgun of 
the he meat-getting gun of the farmer’s boys—costing trom 
$3 to $12, is, on the Birmingham gun, from 38 to 45 per cent., on the 
German cheap gun from 70 to 100 per cent. 

The same unwise discrimination against the poor in favor ot the rich 
is shown in the duties proposed on cutlery, where, on the knives used by 
the farmers and mechanies of poorer the increase of duty ran 
from 100 to 169 per cent., while the duty on the knives used by the 
well-to-do people ranges from 40 to 80 per cent. On razors, the pres- 
ent duty is 50 per cent.; the proposed duty averages 75 per cent., but 
on the cheaper grades is as high as 130 per cent. This is the protec- 
tion“ given to those who are unable to buy high - priced and a 
specimen of that “equalization of duties on imports” of which the 
committee boasts. 


WAGES OF LABOR. 

The Committee on Ways and Means, reporting this bill to the House, 

rotective tariff would encourage a system of home 
shall give fair remuneration to domestic producers 

I quote the language. 


assumed that a 
production whi 
and fair wages to American workmen,” 
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In other words, the friends of protection claim for their system a 
guaranty of good wages for the American laborer. If the system was 
capable of any such benefit it would the better commend itself to con- 
sideration, for the laboring men of this country are confined to no sec- 
tion, but are employed in every industry, and, constitute the bone 
and sinew of every product, and necessarily the great mass of our peo- 


ple. No public man would desire or dare to impose any legislation 
upon the country which would harden the lot of the laborer or oppose 
any law which lessened or impaired the opportunities of so large a part 
of his fellow-countrymen. 

The fact that in this country the laboring man receives higher wages 
than in other countries is errSneously assumed as due solely to the 

-higher taxes which we impose, The argument must go farther and as- 
sume that the more we tax the people the more wages the laborer re- 
ceives, and that taxes, therefore, are unmitigated blessings. It is only 
necessary to state such an argument to refute it; common sense refuses 
to believe any reasoning which arrives at any such absurd conclusions. 
There are, therefore, other conditions than high taxes which give to 
the laborer in this country greater remuneration for his labor than tol- 
lows hard work in other countries. 

- There are two causes for high wages in this country which more than 
any others contribute to the happiness of the laboring man. The first 
is our vast public domain open to homestead settlement, which contin- 
ually draws men from the factory to the field. This constant and un- 

ing attraction lessens the number of workmen in factories, and the 
law of supply and demand operates to increase the wages as the sup- 
ply of labor diminishes. 

The second cause results from the immense amount of labor which 
machinery has displaced and supplemented. This operates to increase 
the rate of wages, but lessen the number of operatives, thus reducing 
the sum of wages in manufactured goods. The laborer receives a higher 
wage, while the egate cost of labor is diminished. The report of 
the Massachusetts bureau of statistics says: 

In proportion as capital, through machinery, becomes more effective,the rela- 
tive number of laborers is decr in proportion to products, the rate of wages 
is increased, and the sum of wages is reduced; that is, lower cost is compassed 
by way of higher wages, 

It is not higher duties, therefore, which bring higher wages, but 
improved machinery, which, reducing the number of laborers, pays the 
few retained higher wages as skilled operatives than would be paid 
to unskilled workmen. Thus the wages of a few increase while the 
total cost of labor decreases, but higher duties fasten upon the product 
which has paid less for labor because made by machinery, and thus in- 
crease the priceof the product to the laborer and to the public. 

If the protective duties are the cuuse of higher wages, how comes it 
that the same cause produces different effects? The same law operates 
differently in different States. 

From the address delivered by the Senator from Maine, Mr. FRYE, 
before the Home Market Club of Boston, in 1887, I find that protect- 
ive duties pay different wages even in New England States, and that 
in Maine the average wages are $257 a year; in Massachusetts, $364 a 
year; in Connecticut, $385 a year. 

These are some of the inconsistent figures of the Home Market Clab 
as to the operation of 13 duties on wages in only three of the 
New England States, If we consult the census of 1880 we find unskilled 
wages in blast furnaces to be, in Virginia, 82 cents per day; in Alabama, 
98 cents; in Pennsylvania, $1.29; that skilled labor receives in Ala- 
bama, $2.25; in Massachusetts, $2.70; in Pennsylvania, $3.03; in Ohio, 
$3 87, and in Kentucky, $4.62.. Tennessee is not placed in this list of 
1880, but the very marked development in the use of machinery since 
then has caused investigations to show an average rate. By sections the 

early average wages are: Eastern States, $417; Western, $396; Pacific, 

3354, and Southern, $304. It is not, therefore, protective duties that 
affect the wages of labor. If that cause alone operated, or operated 
even chiefly, in fixing the price of labor, there would not be such dif- 
ferent results in different States in the same industries and in every 
section of the country. 

It has been wisely said that when two employers run after one 
workman, wages rise, and when two workmen run after one employer, 
wages ſall;' and, Mr. President, that single sentence tells more of the 
rise of all the wages of labor than can be proven by any reasoning on 
the effect of high duties. 

The cost of laborin amanufactared productis necessarily an element 
of its price, but in that cost of labor the wages of the workman and 
the interest on capital invested in machinery are so mixed as to mis- 
lead when the whole sum is stated to be paid to thelaborer. Machin- 
ery has been a blessing to the whole country. While it has lessened 
the number of laborers, it has increased the wages of those necessary 
to its management, and it has reduced the sum of the price of labor 
and brought down the price of the product. y 

If protection had left machinery free to work out all its benefits, if 
protection had not enabled capital to mulct the consumer with $5 while 
the Government received but $1, the laborer would have been five 
times better off than he is under protective tariff. It is not for the 
Jaborer that the duties are raised. They benefit not the wage-earner; 
they do not induce the capitalist to pay higher wages, but they do en- 


able capital to exact higher prices for factory products. To any man 
who will investigate this subject of taxation as a means of increasing 
the price of labor or as an instrament in reducing the cost of living, 
the absurdity will become so patent that deception will no longer be 
possible. And to the man who looks into that absurdity he will be 
almost amazed at another, for the Ways and Means Committee say: 

Those who advocate duties for revenue solely see only as a result of their 
theory chea prices of wares and merchandise and are blind to the other 
necessary effect, that of lower wages and cheaper men. 

If that sentence has any meaning whatever—which I donot assert— 
itis that the less price one pays for provisions and clothes the more ex- 
pensive is living and that the cheaper the cost of necessaries the 
cheaper are the buyers. 

I tind a similar thought embodied in a speech accredited to General 
Harrison, in March, 1888. He says: 

J am one of those uninstructed political economists that have an impression 
that some things may be too cheap, that I cannot find myself in full sympathy 
with this demand for cheaper coats, which seems to me necessarily involves 
a cheaper man and woman under the coat. 

I will not do the President the injustice to infer that he measured 
the value of the man by the cost of the coat which covered him or that 
he held a laboring man in a jeans coat to be less worthy of his consid- 
eration than a manufacturer in broadcloth; but as an “ uninstracted 
political economist ™ he has fallen into the error of implying that a 
man who wears a coat which was bought with the priceof 10 bushels of 
wheat was a cheaper man” than if he had paid the price ot 20 bushels 
of wheat for the same coat; or that the housewife whose dress was 
bought with 50 pounds of butter was a cheaper woman“ than she 
would have been if she had bought the same dress with 100 pounds 
of her butter. 

It is by such reasoning and such examples as that of the committee 
and the President that error has been disseminated all over the coun- 
try to benefit the manufacturing classes, But the schoolmaster has 
been abroad since 1888, and error ceases to be dangerous where rea- 
son freely combats it. 


t should not be forgotten when weighing the results of tariffs upon 
rand the welfare of the people that it was under a high protective 
tariff that the word ‘‘tramp’’ was invented to express the actual con- 
dition of a large class of our people, that homeless, thriftless, wander- 
ing, gypsy population which from year to year lead the life of be; 
and destitution. Was that, as the author of this bill says, a ‘‘ condi« 
tion of independence and prosperity the like of which has never been 
witnessed in any other period in the history of ourcountry?’’? Under 
a high tariff tramps began and continued their weary wandering, 
begging from door to door for daily sustenance. I do not find in Mr. 
Mekinley's tanciful and imaginary picture of independence and 
prosperity ” the figures and facts which establish that condition of 
affairs which brought forth that army of tramps. The data neverthe- 
less exist and, though overlooked and omitted by the framer of this 
bill, yet can easily be traced in the changes and revolutions produced 
and brought about under the transition from a low to a high tariff. 

In the last twenty years of protection not only was tramping devel-. 
oped into a trade or profession, but strikes, lockonts, discontent, degra- 
dation, and misery were fruits which grew alongside of the protection 
tree. Western railroads were destroyed, Mollie Maguires rioted in 
Pennsylvania, tramps wandered all over the Jand, and panic in busi- 
ness, gambling in corners and futures, were some of the new features 
of American history and society unknown under a tariff for revenue, 
When next the advocates of protection shall imitate Mr. McKINLEY 
and show What protection has done, let them not forget to include 
the chapter of tramps and tramping and the fungi that have grown 
upon the stocks of American trade and business under the protective 
system. 

Mr. President, it is accepted by men of all parties that the principal 
part of the revenue required for the support of the Government shall 
be derived from duties on imports, That system ofindirect taxes dis- 
guises from the citizen the amount of his contributions, but it is none 
the less taxation, It may become, and undera system of high duties 
must become, a drain upon every man's income, whether derived from 
the dividends of capital or the sweat of labor. Every increase of du- 
ties beyond what is absolutely needed for an economical administration 
of the Government's expenditures is a distortion of the system of di- 
rect taxation, by which the expenses of living are increased upon that 
large class of the people least able to bear an increase of expenses. The 
very fact that indirect taxation conceals the amount exacted from the 
individual should put an honest legislator upon his guard not to in- 
crease beyond the limits of economy in expenditures the contribu- 
tions of the people to the Government. To divert indirect taxation 
from its proper purpose of supporting the Government to a system of 
benefits and bounties to a class is an application of taxation to a pur- 
pose not contemplated by the Constitution, 

It isin this misapplication of indirect taxation to the promotion of 
the business of the smallerat the expense of the larger part of the 
people that the two political parties diverge and separate on fiscal af- 
fairs. The Democratic seeks to contine indirect taxation to its 
constitutional purpose: to pay the debts and provide for the common 


defense and general welfare of the United States.“ The Republican 
party seeks to carry the system of indirect taxation beyond its legiti- 
mate and constitutional purpose, and make it embrace the fostering 
and protection of one or more classes of the people, and diversify by 
its bounty the industries of the country. However desirable suc 
ulterior ends may be they are outside of and foreign to constitutional 
indirect taxation, and can not be indulged in without increasing the cost 
of living to the whole people, To divert and increase taxes levied and 
paid for the support of the Government to other ends and purposes 
finds no warrant in the Constitution, as well as violates every principle 
of sound political economy, and is none the less robbery because it is 
done under the forms of law and is called protection of American in- 
dustry and labor.“ 

To oppose that misapplication of indirect taxation and to demand a 
strict adherence to the Constitution in levying taxes for the 1 of 
the Government evinces no opposition to manufactures. Within the 
bounds of duties for revenue, where they reach hundreds of millions 
of dollars, there is room and range enough to foster any industry whose 
infancy may need protection. This was the spirit of the first tariff bill 
that of 1789—which threw its fostering care over the distaff, the hand- 
loom, the hammer, the anvil, the jack-plane, the drawing-knife, and 
the shoe-bench, and stood with its protecting benefits over the work- 
shop of the citizens in their unequal competition with foreign capital 
and organized labor. But the industries of the home and the work- 
shop have long passed away, and vast manufacturing establishments 
vie with each other in attracting the world’s capital by the hundreds 
of millions, and supply the power and machinery which haye sup- 
planted the handwork of the earlier industries. 

Mr. President, protection now is not to labor, but to capital, not to 
human beings, but to iron machinery driven by steam or water power 
and supplanting the labor of millions of men in the outputs of the es- 
tablishments. Every dollar of taxes diverted from the honest purposes 
of taxation to encourage these vast manufacturing establishments is a 
premium to monopoly—the outcome of protection—and a strain upon 
the timbers of the Constitution. The system of protection has for the 
last thirty years turned the stream of taxation to run the mills of mo- 
nopoly and has fostered and raised up that aggregation of trusts, which 
in their combinations and power have laid every industry under tribute 
and every family under contribution. The artificially restricted mar- 
kets, which the high tariffs of the last thirty years have effected, have 
proved to be the forcing ground of these trusts. The remedy for relief 
from these heartless greedy cormorants will not be found in any crimi- 
nal code, which can always be evaded and escaped, but in that reform of 
the revenue which, by opening our country on liberal terms to the 
world’s competition, shall break up and destroy the baletul operations 
of that offspring of protection duties. 

The law against trusts enacted by this Congress may drive them 
from combinations into corporations, it may impose severe penalties 
and provide courts for their trial, but conviction and punishment will 
be escaped. This wish to uproot the noxious plant by depriving the 
soil of those elements of support. upon which these plants feed and 
thrive will be without effective results. Eradicate protective duties 
from our fiscal system, remove the fostering hand of protection, cease 
‘to water them with the tears of widows and orphans, and they will die 
out. 

The delusion of a home market” forall the products of our immense 
country, withits teeming soil and varied climates, is another subterfuge 
which protection has employed to delude the people. We necessarily 
consume nearly 90 per cent. of our agricultural products. The small 
portion that we export must either rot at home or find purchasers 
abroad. This small percentage of American agricultural products in 
1889, which was shipped to foreign markets, aggregated $532, 141, 490. 
Manufacturers added to those exports $138,675,507; mines and min- 
ing added $19,947,518; the forests added $26,997,127; the fisheries ad- 
ded $7,106,388, and all other products added were valued at $5, 414, 579, 
together making the grand total of 8730, 282,609. 

These were the home prodacts our home market could not consume, 
and they were shipped to ſoreign markets because they were not salable 
in the home market. They were not needed to feed or clothe our 
people, and no system of fiscal legislation can make our well fed people 
eat all they can grow or wear better clothing than at present makes 
them the t-clothed people in the world. Every people seck their 
home market before they seek a foreign sale, and ship to foreign coun- 
tries only what can not be consumed at home. The home market 
always, and in every country, and under all systems of fiscal legisla- 
tion, takes care of itself and needs no fostering, no protection, and no 
encouragement from the Government. 

In the effort to find other markets and to escape from the home 
market our exports in 1889 increased over those of 1888 $46,420,505, 
of which increase agriculture supplied 831,301, 404, leaving an increase 
to all the other sources of supply of only $15,109,100. This increase of 
exports came from corn, unmanufactured cotton, provisions, animais, 
manufactures of wood, refined mineral oils, manufactures of iron and 
steel, copper ore, wheat, wheat-flour, unmanuſactured tobacco, manu- 
factures of cotton, copper ingots, bars, etc., and refined sugars. 

Jt was from the sale of these exports, to which agriculture contrib- 


uted 72.87 percent., that onr merchants purchased $745,131, 652 of the 
products of other people. The foreign 8 were purehased for our 


home market, because their sale in the United States would bring more 
mouey than the overplus of our home products would sell for at home. 

The total amount of all our manufactures in 1880 was $7,800,000, 000, 
and in 1889 probably reach $9,000,000,000 or $10,000,000,000, yet our 
people needed $745,000,000 of foreign products for their happiness and 
prosperity. The“ home market, Mr. President, is an old protection 
apoo which no longer frightens the people. “Itis only the eye of 

ildhood that fears the hobby-horse; neither can it be used to cajole 
them into longersubmission to unneeded taxes and to restrictive duties 
which operate to check the sale of our exports in foreign markets. 

Our true policy lies in an exactly opppsite direction from that of this 
bill. The real American policy is to enlarge the scope of our foreign 
sales, to increase our buying in foreign markets that we may increase 
our selling in those markets, to buy more from other countries that we 
may sell more to other people. That policy enlarges our manufactures, 
increases our agriculture, and revives our commerce. Under its benefi- 
cent influence the farmers, the manufacturers, the merchants, the shi 
builders, prosper—the whole people are benefited. It was once said 
that ‘‘it is impossible for one conntry to gain except by the loss of an- 
other,“ and that exploded idea of political economy is the regnant 
thought which underlies this bill. It is not true, as asserted by Vol- 
taire, that— 

Such is the lot of 00 that the patriotic desire for one's country’s 
grandeur is but a wish for the humiliation of one’s neighbor. 

There is a wider scope, Mr. President, under the beneficent blessings 
of the interdependence of nations for the interchange of products, 
where each and every nation and all peoples may grow in wealth and 
prosperity. 

It was such a thought that inspired the late Hon. R. W. Townshend, 
in 1884, to set on foot, in the House of Representatives, the movement 
for an international congress of American nations, with a view to a 
customs union among all the countries of both continents, and which 
was voiced in the Democratic platform of 1888, for intimate commer- 
cial relations with the Latin-American nations, and which, through 
the bill introduced by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], 
Taa in the International Congress, which has but recently ad- 
journed. 

Such congresses are not designed to check importations by excessive 
duties; they are called to widen arid broaden the exchanges of products 
between nations and to break down all barriers to progress. The pur- 
pose of the McKinley bill is to check importations and to stop exporta- 
tion. These congresses in the interest of all nations seek to promote 
exactly what the McKinley bill endeavors to repress. 

The Secretary of State, rejecting the policy of the McKinley bill, 
desires this Senate by amendment to this bill to promote the purpose 
of the International Congress. The remedy which he suggests to meet 
the errors and unwisdom of the protective policy is an amendment to 
the pending tariff bill, anthorizing the President to declare the ports of 
the United States free to all the products of any nation of the Ameri- 
can hemisphere upon which no export duties are imposed, whenever 
and so long as such nation shall admit to its ports free of all national, 
provincial (state), municipal, and other taxes certain named prod- 
ucts of ours, 

Mr. President, as questionable as such legislation may be, it is h 
that whatever fate betide the injection into this bill of the principle 
of international reciprocity that good will come of it to the agricult- 
ural interests of our country, upon the success of which so much de- 
pends. Whatever may be its source, I hail it asa move in the right 
direction and trust it may in the end poe the entering wedge to rift 
the gnarled and hitherto unwedgable oak of so-called protection. 
Unfriendly tariff legislation fora quarter of a century has brought that 
interest to the brink of ruin. 

The patient and trustful farmer has submitted to the stealthy, 
thievish operations of our tariff laws until their baleful influence has 
well nigh taken away his strength. He has, under the forms of law, 
been plundered by the robber tariff of his hard and honest earnings. 
The law, as it exists, holds him in the grip of the vise of Republicanism, 
and this bill is but another turn of the screw to still further craunch 
and grind the bones of his strength regardless of the victim’s writhing. 

But coming vents cast their shadows before. That unrest which 
comes of injustice and oppression has found its way into the field of the 
farmer, and is rising in the majesty of organized form to right his 
wrongs through the ballot. Let us hope that before an uncorrupted, 
unobstracted, and enlightened ballot, the invidious laws that oppress 
the many for the benefit of the few will vanish; that monopolists will 
stand aghast, as true manhood asserts itselfand restores toour statute- 
books just and equal laws. : 

Under renewed hope and patriotic inspiration, let us turn with idol- 
atry to the Constitution of our fathers, and learn to love, as of yore, 
that pure, plain, and simple Government bequeathed to us by them, 
which, in its better days, had neither millionairesnor paupers; had no 
castles and but few hovels, Let us realize that love of country is born 
of just and wholesome laws, promptly and impartially executed, and 
that, when liberal and enlightened policies guide legislative counsels, 
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prosperity and follow. Let us cherish as apples of gold 
set in pictures of silver those words of Andrew Jackson, which he 
sent to the United States Senate as an implied rebuke on a memorable 
occasion, when among other things he said: 

I would wade my countrymen that it is notin a 


find happiness or their Uberties pr 


like the —.— 
they contribute to produce. 


It is such a Government that the genius of our people require, such a one 
poof Penan which our States may remain, for ages to come, united, prosperous 
an . 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I hope that we may now have the 
vote on the pending amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 137, on page 29, line 6, after the 
word pay, it is proposed to strike out two and two-tenths cents“ 
and insert one cent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. [Putting the question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. VEST. The yeas and nays were ordered upon that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. VEST. I asked for them, I know. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks that 
the yeas and nays may be entered on the Journal on the amendment. 

Mr. TURPIE. May J ask upon what question we are about to vote? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will have the amendment 
again reported. 

The again read the amendment. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I would much prefer, as was said by 
the Senator from Delaware the other day, to vote to put tin- plate upon 
the free-list, and I should have been very glad if the amendment had 
been offered in that shape. I recollect that in the discussion in the 
last Congress, and especially that before the people in the last canvass, 
tin-plate was one of the four principal articles which were to be 
put upon the free-list under the tariff bill proposed at that time. I 
think it is somewhat of a departure, though I am perfectly willing to 
vote for the amendment as moved and to consent that a small duty 
shall be retained upon tin-plate. I doubt, however, very much whether 
the manufacture of tin-plate will be helped by imposing the additional 
tax now offered or whether it will be retarded at all by refusing toin- 
crease it. 

I have heard somewhat and I have read considerably about the ex- 
istence of tin ores in Dakota, and whenever I have read ot the existence 
of those ores I have read also of their irreducibility; that it was impos- 
sible to reduce the Dakota tin ore; that it could not be done by any 
known process so as to make itavailable in the market. The existence 
of tin in that section has been known for about twenty years, and I 
think if there was any method ot reducing the ores and actually mak- 
ing block-tin that it would have been discovered ere now. 

The actual experiments, so far as I have read them, with Dakota tin 
ore where the tin has been made out of it and has been reduced toa form 
or ingot, cost three or four times the mercantile value of the article. 
Nevertheless, I am of the opinion that, even if a tin bar or ingot could 
be produced or if it ever had been produced in Dakota from the ore 
there at four times its mercantile value, there would have been such a 
— d for it that it would be now manufactured in considerable quan- 


Tin bars or tin ingots have a great deal of value apart from their 
use in making tin-plate. ‘Tin is largely used as an alloy in many of the 
works of science and many of the artificial methods used in the works 
of art, and the novelty of a base or of a new species of base for operations 
of this character would have induced a very large sale of Dakota tin 
ingots and bars if such things had an existence or possibly could have 


any. 
I have no doubt that in g debate of this character, where more than 
100 per cent. additional tax is asked upon the tin-plate, the air would 
~ have been filled with assertions and crammed with certificates about 
the richness of the Dakota tin mines, about their fertility, about the 
ease and cheapness with which the ore could be reduced and the facil- 
ity with which bars or ingots could be prepared for the market. I 
have not heard of any such. I have no doubt they could have been fur- 
nished. For my own part, I do not place the smallest credencein any 
of those assertions. Ido not believe that the increase of duty pro- 
is offered with any reference to the production of tin-plate in 
the United States or of tin in Dakota or to the discovery or use of tin 
ore in the Black Hills. 

It is without doubt proposed here to further the personal and private 
interests of the American Tinned-Plate Company, a corporation composed 
of ironmasters who have adopted a very taking and attractive title, a 
company who have taken the name of tin-plate because they never have 
manufactured and never will manufacture any of that article—a tinless 
tin plate company. This association is largely engaged in the manufact- 


ure of what may be called Pittsburgh tin, not Dakota tin, but Pi 
galvanized iron, Pittsburgh planished plate, an inferior article of iron, 
a very cheap kind of scrap-iron, which it intends to put upon the mar- 


ket, and will put upon the market in large quantities as a substitute 
for tin, both in the canning and other industries, At by porting © wo- 
ney duty upon tin- plate they can prevent its coming here from 


The only object of the imposition of this very heavy tax is to make 
an additional market for these bogus wares, for the American tin-plate 
of Pittsburgh, for galvanized iron, planished plate, to take the place of 
the buckets and pans and cans and other utensils which are now manu- 
factured with pure tin. : 

Tin is very valuable on account of its imperviousness to the juices 
of fruits, of meats, and of fish. It resembles in these respects, 
but it does not resemble glass in being frangi It is upon this ac- 
count that tin-plate is valuable. The most careful experiments and 
experience have shown that no kind of tinless American Association 

plate, galvanized iron, or planished plate has this character of imper- 
viousness to the acids and juices of fruits and flesh. 

The immediate consequence of forcing this Pittsburgh American Asso- 
ciation plant and its growth upon the useful industries of this country 
will be to deteriorate the contents of the can, the tomato, the salmon, 
the oyster, the peach, the apple, and everything which is canned ; this 
inferior galvanized can and inferior planished-plate can will deteriorate 
the contents, the volume of the canning business will be largely de- 
creased, tin cans will become an article of luxury, and their contents 
will become still more so. The result will be that an existing indus- 
try, now employing many thousands of workmen and en; in their 
interest many thousands of consumers, will be vitally injured and very 
materially lessened, for the sake, as claimed, of an industry not now 
in existence and never intended to be put into operation. 

I do not know that this has been accounted a romantic age or an age 
of credulity. On the contrary, I think it may be called a very practi- 
cal age—that is, outside of the domain of the devotees of protection. 
The moment you approach that sect, the age does become extremely 
romantic, devoted to chimeras, a worshiper of mere will-o’-the-wisps. 

There is now no tin-plate industry in the United States, as has been 
often asserted. There has been only a thought, a speculation, a con- 
jecture by the American tinless tin-plate association that such an 
industry might in the next century be successfully conducted, as some 
philosophers have already proposed centuries ago and may again to- 
morrow (considering that this is an age of protective chimeras), to 
manufacture from sea-water some yaluable product or from the most 
ordinary clay or alluvium a metal more valuable than gold. 

It is not necessary that they should have done it or that they have 
any plan whatever for doing it. It is only necessary that they con- 
template doing it and should appear before a committee of this body 
or some other body stating that they are ready to do it and are willing 
to doit, and the devotees of protection immediately take the idea, follow 
it to its extreme, and are to tax every inhabitant of the United 
States in order to carry out this visionary scheme of the alchemist, 
wilder than any dream of the Rosicrucians in the Middle 

I suppose it is in vain for us to protest against any such abuse of 
legislative authority. tors and law-givers themselves have be- 
come the subjects of this forlorn and miserable delusion, and are per- 
haps as much the objects of pity and compassion as of denunciation, 
but I think we ought soberly, before the vote is taken, at least once 
more think what possible advantage there may be in depressing a uni- 
versal industry long established and so generally successful for the 
sake of what would be called, in the vernacular of the protectionist, a 
future, a bare future, without put or call. 

The PRESIDENT pro The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Ves. 

y proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Dakota [ Mr. PIERCE]. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when Mr. DoLpn’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. DOLPH] is detained from the Senate necessarily. If he 
were here, he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ He is paired with the senior Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). My pair with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] has been erred to the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE]. I shall vote yen.“ 

Mr. BATE (when the name of Mr. HARRIS was called). My col- 
league [Mr. HARRIS] is necessarily absent and not very well. He is 
paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. ~ 

Mr. FAULKNER (when Mr. KENNA’s name was called). I desire 
to state that my colleague [Mr. KENNA] is detained from the Senate 
by illness. If present, he would vote yea.” 

Mr. McMILLIN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 

I am paired with the 


Senator from North Carolina [Mr, VANCE]. 
Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eusris]. The Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Pasco] is paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. By 
a change of the pairs we are both at liberty to vote, and I vote nay.” 
Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Under the arrangement 
just announced, I vote yea.“ 
Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 


derstanding with the Senator from Montana 


By arrangement and un- 
(Mr. SANDERS], I have 
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transferred my pair with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULK- 

NER] to the Senator from Montana, and I vote nay.” 
Mr. SHERMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with my 

colleague [Mr. PAYNE], but the pair has been transferred to the Sen- 


ator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], and I am at liberty to vote. Ivote | gested by 


ny. 

MI. ALLEN (when Mr. SQUIRE’S name was called). My colleague 

[Mr. SQUIRE] is paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. r A 
Mr. DA (when Mr. WASHBURN’s name was called). 


eague [Mr. WASHBURN] is paired with the Senator from New Jersey 


. BLODGETT]. 
Mr. GO. (when the name of Mr. Wrison, of Maryland, was 
ed). My colleague [Mr. WILSON] is paired with the Senator from 


owa [Mr. Wusoļx]. If my colleague were present, he would vote 


‘ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I transfer my pair with the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. VANCE] to the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE], 
and that will enable the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] and 
myself to vote, I vote nay.“ 

Mr. CARLISLE, Under that arrangement, I vote yea. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam = with the Senator from Florida [ Mr. 
CALL]. If he were present, I should vote nay.“ 

Mr. BLODGETT. My pair with the junior Senatorfrom New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER] having been transferred to the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], I vote yea.“ 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam paired with the Senator from Washington [ Mr. 
SQUIRE]; otherwise I shonid vote yea.“ 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GEORGE], but that pair has been transferred in such a way that 
my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER], who is absent, is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi, and I vote with the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. Biopeett]. I vote nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to announce the illness of my colleague 
Bir FARWELL] and that he is paired with the Senator from Louisiana 


` J. 

Mr. COCKRELL (after having voted in the affirmative). I observe 
that the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAweEs] is not present, and 
when I voted I forgot the fact that I was paired with him, If he were 
present he would vote nay and I should vote yea. I withdraw 
my vote. 


The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 30; as follows: 
YEAS—2%. 
Barbour, ke, Hearst, Ransom, 
Bate, Colquitt, Jones of A 
j iq! 2 W — 
Blodgett, ` amope — 95 Wallhan. 
orman, 
Butler, Gray, Plumb, 
Carlisle, Hampton, Pugh, 
NAYS—30. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Quay, 
Allen, E š MoM! 1 Sawyer, 
Aukon, Frye, Manderson, 
¥ Mitche Spooner, 
Cameron, Hawley, Moody, Stockbridge, 
Onsey, Higgins, Pud J Teller. 
Cullom, Hiscock, Platt, 
xon, Hoar, Power, 
ABSENT—28, 
Brown tease Morrill, 
Call. Farwell, Payne, Vance, 
Chandler, George, Pettigrew, V. 
N Gibson, Pierce, Washburn 
Da’ — Ingalls, Sq 2 Wiles — Toya, 
„ u n 
‘8-7 Kenna, Stanford, Wolcott, 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. GORMAN, On page 29, line 2, I move to strike out ‘‘ninety- 
one” and insert ‘‘ninety-two;’’ so as to read: 

And on and after July 1, 1892, etc. 

Extending the time one year. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam not certain that I know precisely what the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] proposed to strike out in his amend- 
ment, but I think it embraced the same as J had given notice of my 
intention to move to strike out, all after the word steel, in line 1, 
on page 29, down to and including the word pound,“ in line 7. If 
not, I wish to move that amendment now. 

The PRESIDENT ge tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

TheSrcretTary. In paragraph 137, page 29, after the word steel, 
in line 1, itis proposed to strike out: 


And on and after July I. 1891, all iron or steel sheets or plates, or taggers iron, 
coated with tin or 1 or with a mixture of which these metals or either of 
them is a component part, by the dipping or any other process, and commer- 
cially known as tin-plates, terne-plates, and taggers tin, shall pay 2.2 cents per 
pound, 

Mr. PLUMB. I make that motion with a view ot moving to amend, 
in line 5 paragraph 139, by inserting a provision fora bounty of 1 cent 
s pound. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator I understand merely 


Isthe Senate ready for the question? 
whether there are two amendments sug- 
the Senator from Kansas, or one? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. One amendment. The Senator from 
Kansas proposes to strike out the words read by the Secretary. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that by unanimous consent the two mo- 


gives notice of 


the reason for his amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro 
Mr. FAULKNER, I 


tions may be considered together. 

Mr. VEST. No, Mr. President, as I understand the effect of the 
motion of the Senator from Kansas, his amendment would put tin- 

5 the eee and then his bounty proposition is a separate dis- 
ct thing. i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They had better be taken se y. 

Mr. VEST. My amendment was simply to strike out 2.2 cents“? 
and insert I cent.“ ~ 

Mr. ALDRICH. That would not be the effect of the amendment ` 
of the Senator from Kansas, i 

Mr. VEST. That would bethe preliminary step towardsit. It would 
strike ont all of the duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It might bea preliminary step, but it would not 
have that effect. 

Mr. VEST. I take it for granted that that is what he means, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas to strike out what has been read. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, I bad not expected to say ae agen 
in the course of this debate, but after the persistent attempt w. has 
been made here to lead the country to believe that the imposition of the 
proposed duty will amount to a tax upon the farmers of the country to 
the extent of the duty, and that for that reason it should be voted down, 

I feel that I should not allow the vote to be taken without saying a few 
words upon that question. 

If the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] means 
that this class of articles shall be placed upon the free-list, I think it 
is the only consistent ground which can be taken by those who oppose 
the proposition of the Committee on Finance, for unquestionably the 
rate of duty as now imposed is nothing else but a tax upon 3 
zen of the United States who uses this article in any form in w it 
may go into consumption or use; for it is not high enongh to promote 
domestic production and it is not high enough to enable the American 
manufacturer now to make it, and it is just high enough to impose 
upon the people the maximum tax that the article will stand without 
promoting domestic production. 

I am willing to concede most freely that if there is any class in this 
country which should be exempted from anything like invidious tax- 
ation it should be the farmers upon whom this falls, the laborers 
upon whom it falls, and, although in one sense it may be a fair tax, 
because the article is in very use, yet in many respects, as has 
been already shown in the debate, it falls most irly in the inci- 
dence of taxation. 

But is it true that this article can not be produced in this country 
at as low a rate as it already is, or, still further, that it should remain 
under the existing condition? It has been stoutly contended that, 
while every other article in all the t line of manufactured articles 
in the country has mien in Sees. is also has fallen along with the 
rest, and there has been some ute in regard to what are the exact fig- ` 
ures. I beg to submit a table here and to ask that it may be printed 
in my remarks, which is a statement showing the average invoice value 
per unit 3 of tin and terne plates and sheets and taggers 
pe impo into the United States for the fiscal years 1869 to 1890, 

usive: 


Rate of duty. 


X 25 8 
Do. 


Do. 
15 e 
1182 Ib, 
per 
Do. 


Do, 
Do. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Those are all iron plates and not metallic tin. 

Mr. HIGGINS, Not the metallic tin at all, but simply the iron 
plates after being coated with tin. These figures, I willsay, have been 
taken from the official reports on Commerceand Navigation, prepared 
by the Treasury Department, and the value per pound represents the 
dutiable value; that is to say, it does not include freight and other 
charges, commissions, consular fees, or anything of that sort. It is 
simply the prices taken from the reports of the Treasury Department, 
as given at the time these goods are taken to the consuls for invoice to 
this country, and therefore represents what may be called the simple 
Welsh prices after production. 


, 


~ 


i 


Mr. EDMUNDS. And at the place ol aot a 

Mr. HIGGINS. And at the place of production. The rate per pound 
in 1869 was 5 cents; in 1870, 5. 1 cents; in 1871, 5.5 cents; in 1872, 6 
eents; in 1873, 7.7 cents—and that was the interesting year when the 
duty fell from 25 to 15 per cent. and the foreign price went up from 6 
to 7.7 cents. In 1874 the value was 7.7 cents; in 1875, 8.2 cents; in 
1876, 5.2 cents; in 1877 it fell to 4.4 cents, and that was the year when 
the advanced duty first fell from 15 per cent. ad valorem to 1.1 cents 
per pound, which made it, I think, about 40 percent. ad valorem. As 
the duty went up the price went down. In 1877 it was 4.4 cents; in 
1878, 4.1 cents; in 1879, 3.7 cents; and in 1880, 4.5 cents, though I 
will state that in that year tin-plate advanced in thesame foreign value, 
from 16s. or $4 per box, in September, 1879, to 30s, or $7.50 per box, 
in January, 1880, and receded to 14s. or $3.62 per box, in June, 1880. 

It was daring that time that a very high price was marked for about 
five months in the year, going from 3.7 cents per pound up to the high 
mark already indicated in the figures I have read, and back again, so 
as to make the average for that year in which that great fluctuation 
occurred only 4.5 cents. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Have you information as to tha cause of that? 

Mr. HIGGINS. It was the incident which only needs to be men- 
tioned to be recalled by all, of the very great advance in all products 
of iron at that time. I have always assumed and supposed that the 
explanation was plain. We were still going on under the effects of the 
revulsion of 1873 which had not been entirely overcome, and there was 
a great advance in trade generally, and there was found to be a short 
supply of iron, so short that in view of the demand is was forced up 
to this high price. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Was there any legislative enactment of any coun- 
try, ours or any other, that affected the question at the time? 

Mr. HIGGINS. None whatever that I know of. In 1881 the value 
was 3.9 cents per pound; in 1882, 3.8 cents; in 1883, 3.7 cents; in 
1884, 3.6 cents; in 1885, 3.3 cents; in 1856, 3.1 cents; in 1887, 3 cents: 
in 1888, 3 cents; in 1889, 2.9 cents, the lowest rate, and, in 1890, 3.1 


cents. 

It will thus be perceived that from the time of that phenomenal ad- 
vance in 1880 until 1890 the price has remained most remarkably 
steady in view of the mutations which overtook almost every other 
8 of production and industry, the highest being 3.9 cents in 1881, 
coming down to 3.6 cents in 1884, and then in 1885 to 3.3 cents, and 
running along from that down to 2.9 cents in 1889 and rising again to 
3.1 cents in 1890, and thus remaining almost steady. 

Sir, what I contend and what I believe is that this steadiness of price 
of this peculiar product was not without cause, and that canse is not 
without its interest and its significance to the people of the United 
States as well asthe people of Wales. It seems to me to be perfectly 
apparent that it was because this product had been in the hands of men 
in Wales who could control and who had controlled it and who have 
kept it just steadily there. All others have changed, others have gone 
down, and this has been kept steady. 

Now take the American price. The American price I have not been 
able to get for this entire period, but I havealready called the attention 
of the Senate to it at a previous stage of this debate, and I will ask to 
have inserted in the report of my remarksa table furnished by the im- 

who have hastened to send telegrams here to overcome the re- 

sult of their own figures, the table which they presented to the House 

Committee on Ways and Means, which is printed in “Revision of the 

Tariff Hearings before the Committee on Ways and Means! in the 

present House, at page 1208. This is from the firm of J. M. Melloy s 
Sons, of Philadelphia, on the 6th of January, 1890. They say: 

Wegive you below a table showing the average price the merchants of New 


York sold at during the following years. This is far better than the mislead- 
prives laid before you: 


Months, | 1881. | 1885. | 1886. | 1887. | 1888. | 1889. 
$4.75 $4.44 | $4.43 84.24 | $4.75 $4. 21; 
4.66 4.41 | 4.36 4.25 4.79 4.20} 
4.66 4.39 | 4.38 4.24 4,74 4,22 
4.77% 4.36 | 4.43} | 4.30 4,69} 4.28 
4.78} 4.30 | 4.38 4.28 4.53 4.274 
4.76} 4.29 | 4.33} | 4.29 4.46 4.25 
4.86 4.50 | 4.36 4.37 4.51 45 
4.85 4.51 4.30 4.50 | 4.58 4.25} 
4.80 4.51 4.2 4. 46 4.62 1.32 
4.69 4.56 | 4.25} | 4:40} 4.47 4.511 
4,60 4.52 4.19} 4.551 4.29} 4.73 
4.50 4.51 4.17 4.79 EA- |ie. 


Here comes in the middleman, here comes in the importer, here 
comes in the American side of this very comiortable and very nice ar- 
rangement, one which I do not complain of at all, that for their interest 
they do not wish disturbed, but there the price ranges from January, 
1884—it is all given by years and months—$4.75 a box, to November, 
1889, when the price was $4.73. Taking the first and the last item, 
it allows a difference of only 2 cents per box during the whole period. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. One hundred and eight pounds to the box? 
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Mr. HIGGINS. I presume so. The average for 1884 was $4.73 per 
box. I have had these calculations made: The average in 1855 was 
$4.44; the average in 1886 was $4.32 per box; the average in 1887 was 
$4.39; in 1888, ti pér bor; and in 1889, $4.30 per box. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. t is the American price? 

Mr. HIGGINS. That is the American price, and it has preserved 
this very remarkable steadiness, I say again, Mr. President, that, if 
we can not produce the article here, I think it ought to be put on the 
free-list if it can be made to appear that putting it on the free-list will 
make it any cheaper than it is now, and that is a question which only 
time and experience can test. I have been told that in toa 
great many things which have been put on the free-list the result has 
not been a reduction of price. 

We have paraded before us here a company which has proposed to 
engage in this industry, as the Senator from Indiana | Mr. TURPIE] a 
few moments ago so wittily said, a tinless tin industry, and so when, 
in the crisis of the struggle of this nation for its life, it tonk those steps 
to preserve its existence and in the same breath took those steps in the 
establishment of the protective system which have given it its unex- 
ampled industrial growth, the same argument might have been used, not 
against this industry alone, but against the entire range of those in- 
dustries which then were put under the protection of this great princi- 
ple at that time embodied in our tariff laws. 

I have not heard it seriously contended that it was not the purpose 
of that statute or of its framers at that time to have included this 
branch of the iron industry under it; but it is a fact that because they 
happened to call iron - plate coated with tin ( tin- plate“ it therefore did 
not fall under the duty and it has remained out of it ever since as an 
object-lesson to show this people the difference between the reduction 
of price brought about by the protective tariff and the steady elevation 
or that price when it has been under the control of the foreign pro- 

ucer. 

There is the contention simple enough. Which side of it shall we 
take? Oh, say the Senators on the other side of the Chamber, if you 
raise this duty you increase this tax. If I believed that I would con- 
sider voting for this bill and against this amendment as iniquitous, as 
baneful; but I believe to the contrary, and I am not to be frightened 
from it by the suggestion that the only way tin can be dipped is by 
Welsh boys. Iam told that there are already inventions by which it 
can be dipped without the help of boys, and I do not believe that that 
step is beyond the stretch of Yankee ingenuity. 

I do not see why that product can not be made just as cheaply here 
as in Wales, the one thing always excepted of the price of labor. That 
is the one thing which they can get cheaper than we can get. I do not 
believe they can ever keep up with us in the pace of ingenuity, but 
against that difference in the cost of American labor and Welsh labor, 
I put the combine—not a trust, but the combine—hetween the gentle- 
men in Wales and the gentlemen in New York and Philadelphia who 
are now importing this tin. By the absence of a duty high enough to 
be protective they have been enabled to keep it at a steady price, and 
one constantly high to the consumer. 

I believe profoundly, sir; in the necessity to this country of not only 
a protective tariff, but a competitive tariff, as suggested by the teach- 
ings of the lamented Garfield, quoted by the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. DANIEL] yesterday. If not Mr,Cronemeyer, somebody else in this 
country can go into this market for the production of thisarticle. Can 
we not expect that those profits now unfair made on the other side can 
be chara by. manufacturers on this, and that when theprofits shall be 
so shared the whole price shall be brought lower to the American peo- 
ple? If this result has been bronght about on the whole line of pro- 
tection, why can it not be done on this? If this article practically not 
brought under absolute protection has yet been kept at a steady price 
to the consumer, is not the onus upon gentlemen who hold the opposite 
contention to undertake to show here that we should not take the step 
proposed by the Committee on Finance and adopt the higher duty 
proposed ? 

It is asked, for what other reason should this be done? I think, sir, 
that it would be well for this country to have that many more men 
employed in this country in the manufacture of this article of iron, as 
we have in other articles here, rather than on the other side. I think 
it would be well that this industry should be established. It might 
be established in Pittsburgh. I believe we have a very good chance 
of establishing it on the Atlantic coast. There are drawbacks allowed 
under this bill upon all articles of raw material that are needed in this 
manufacture. That would be to the advantage of manufacturers on 
this coast, and I do not know of any better place than on the Delaware 
River. I know of no better place than my own city of Wilmington. I 
know of no more favorable spot on this continent than there, where 
water transportation and steam come into closest proximity to the mines 
of coal and of iron, as they do in that neighborhood. 

If it should so happen, would it not be well for the farmers who live 
there and near there? I respectfully submit that it would. I do not 
believe that the farmers of Delaware or of the adjacent States have been 
in any degree injured by the fact that during this time of agricultural 
depression in the great cereal products they have had at their elbow 


1890. 
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markets for all sorts of products other than grain and the staples in the | in 1879, 9,500,000 acres; in 1884, 6,800,000; znd in 1889, 3,200,000 
acres. 


great city of Philadelphia and the city of Baltimore on the one side 
and the other; of Chester, in Pennsylvania, and of my own city of Wil- 
mington, with a prosperity marked by a growth of over 41 per cent. in 
population in the last decade. 

. EDMUNDS. What would become of their product but for those 
cities? 8 

Mr. HIGGINS. Exactly, as the Senator from Vermont well says, 
what would have become of their products had we not had in America 
during all that time this vast population of consumers prosperously 
employed and rich, so far as from the enjoyment of unexampled wages 
in the history of the world they may be called rich. 

Mr. President, at this late hour I do not want to detain the Senate 
long, but no more pregnant or interesting topic is before this people or 
before the world to-day than the causes of our agricultural depression. 
I believe that this depression has already touched itsdepth. I believe 
that the present rise of prices marks a change that is not likely ever to 
turn back in our time. 

There has been a contribution to the discussion of this question lately 
made that Iconsider deserves attention and is entitled to the very deep 
interest of all the people of this and of every other country. These con- 
tributions were made by a citizen of Kansas already referred to in the 
course of this debate, Mr. C. Wood Davis, in three articles in The Foram 
of April, May, and June, of the present year, and in a series of articles 
in The Cultivatorand Country Gentleman, running from early in May 
until the current number just out. In these he gives the whole statis- 
tics of the development of the agricultural lands of our own Western 
country during twenty-two years last past, in four periods, the last three 
being of five yearseach and the preceding one of the seven years betore 
that time, and gives the growth of the land devoted to the culture of 
cereals and the number of acres as compared with the increase of popu- 
3 And I beg to read from what he says in an article of the 5th 
of June: 


8 that there had been no material overproduction of rye, oats, bar- 
ley, buck w potatoes, and tobacco up to 1887, we can easily measure the 
quantity of land necessary to produce so much of these staples, as well as hay 
and cotton, as is needed at home and provide so much pre — and cotton as 
other people look to us for. With wheat, nearly all estimates, including those 
of the 9 pha of Agriculture psice the domestic consumption—for all 
uses—at 5.66 bushels per capita, whic „with an averye yield per acre, is equal 
to forty-seven-one-hundredths of an acre. Of corn it is shown thatthe product 
has, during the fourteen years ending with 1888, averaged 29.75 bushels ver capita, 
and, calling theexports of corn and meal equal to 1 bushel per capita,the home re- 
quirement of this grain is found to be 28.75 bushels per capita, which, with an 
average yield, is equal to 1.15 acres per capita. 


Thus getting his unit of measure he goes on: 


Taking the acreage of staples, other than corn and wheat, prior to 1888, as 
representing the normal requirements for such staples, it is found (on the basis 
of ave annual yields per acre) we require the following amount of land to 
supply the population and permit the usual proportion of meats, and 
cotton to go abroad: 


Acreage per capita in corn . . . . . . 
Acreage per capita in wheat. 
Acreage per capita in oats.. 
Acreage per capita in hay .. 
Acreage per capita in cotton. 
Acreage per capita in rye, bar 


Total acreage per capita............ ga griaea E EER OTA n 


This shows that to provide so much of all the staples as are required at home 
and so much meat, to and cotton as there is sale for abroad at good prices, 
it is necessary to pies sacs 3.15 acres for each unit of population, and we may 
safely assume that when the acreage does not exceed this amount prices will be 
remunerative and the farmer prosperous. We may at the present standard of 
living call 3.15 acres the normal requirement of the American people. Elimi- 
nating the proportion required to furnish the meat, cotton, and tobacco ex- 
ene the requirements for home consumption would be an even 3 acres per 


ta. 
“Raving ascertained what are the acreage uirements of our is it 
not easy to determine whether it is or is mot cultivated acres in 88 re- 
quirements that causes the “trouble with the farmer,” and in case such is ſound 
to be the cause, when and how a healthy balance will be restored? 

In the quinquennial period ending with the year 1874, the annual additions 
to the cultivated area in staple crops ave: 3,307,000 acres, the per capita 

uota of cultivated land being 2.65 acres, farm products high in price, and the 

rmer not in trouble. 

During the five years ending with the year 1879, the acres in staple crops 
show ooo average increase of no Jess than 9,525,710 acres, and prices fell 

y. 
That was during the period when Kansas and Nebraska, the western 
rts of them, as well as more of that western country, were very rap- 
idly settled. 

In the semi-decade ending in 18%, the annual average additions to the acre- 
age in staple crops fell to 6,841,000, but, still being altogether out of proportion 
to the increase in population, prices continued to fall and the per capita quota 
of cultivated land reaching 3.51 acres, 

Still, that was far above the 3.15 acres which he estimates to be the 
normal amount, 


In the next five-year period, end 
cultivated acreage are found to have 


in 1889, annual average additions to the 

u less than 3,200,000 a showing the 
near exhaustion of the arable areas, and would have materially enhanced prices 
but for the enormous surplus of cultivated acres brought into use daring the ten 
years ending in 1884, 


I give again in round numbers this acreage: For the period ending 


there remained no less than 
forced upon foreign markets, oft surplus acreage, 


1 
ployed in growing wheat, to be marketed in 3 with the products 


of the cheap labor of Russia and India, and the remainder in growing a surplus ~ 
of corn, to press upon domestic markets with ever-increasing weight. 5 
Owing to the fact that 5 has increased since 1884 in much greater 
ratio than cultivated acres, this surplus of more than 20,000,000 acres then ex- 
isting has been reduced nearly one-half, and will 2 disappear in three or 
at most four years, and with the d nee of this surplus of cultivated 
acres will end forever the existing depression of agricultural interests. Such 
will be the limit of this state of which does not seem to be indefinite 


either in cause or duration. 
But for the enormous corn crop of 1888 and 1889 and the wheat crop of 


1889, we should ere this have felt relief from the reduction in the surplus acre- 
age. but such relief is coming, and many a discou farmer will pluck up 
courage and work hopefully when he can see the end of these troubles in plain 
view and realize that we have already traveled more than half the distance from 
the enormous surplus of 1884, and that instead of exporting a great surplus of 
cereals to glut foreign markets we are altogether likely to import wheat long 
before the end of the centary, 


I will take the liberty, Mr. President, of having printed in the RECORD 
further tables from The Forum, giving the average increase of 
tion as compared with the number of farms, of cattle, of swine, of cot- 
ton, of corn, of wheat, and of oats during the ve periods to 
which this writer has called attention, from which it will appear that 
our normal increase of population has had no cessation except during 
the war; that during this period of extraordinary Western growth we 
have added an amount to the acreage of cultivated land utterly beyond 
the experience of mankind before in natural growth, and further tables 
show that that area of cultivable land is at last approaching its end. 
The falling off during the past five years shows that the end has been 
reached and that the farmers not only of America, but of the British 
Islands and the continent of Europe are to be relieved from this unex- 
ampled competition put upon them by the policy and the growth of this 
country. 

I say policy, Mr. President, for where have we had in the experience 
of mankind a policy like our homesteading, that enables every man 
who can get there to get a farm for the lowest possible sam? Where 
else have there been conditions by which railways could empty pio- 
neers upon the prairie, at once to go into active competition with the 
owners of farms, with all their investment of barns, buildings, fertil- 
izers, and fences, which had been the slow making of years here in the 
East? Why, it has not only struck down the agricultural prosperity of 
the East, but of the West alike, and of Europe. I submit the tables, 
which are as follows: 


During a period of thirty-nine years, ending in 1889, population, farms, and 
the production of the more important staples increased as follows: Pe 4 
, T cen 


Bushels of corn... 
Bushels of wheat 


the 


re- 

and cotton, This isaccounted for by our monopoly oft the 
world's supply of cotton and Le Ra fact that the number of swine has not kept 
ion; but it does not follow that there is a de- 


middle of the ninth decade, when the new farms of the West, the opag zango. 
regions of Texas, the plains, and the mountain areas furnished a supply far 

excess of demands, swamping the markets and reducing prices to a level pre- 
cluding all profit. The time of war excepted, the increase in lation has 
been quite uniform in rate, while the increase in the production of the staples 
has been by leaps and bounds,” as appears from the following summaries, 
showing the rates at A pupa apioa and various products have increased. 


The increase from 1850 to 1860 was: 

Per cent, 
Population.......... . 36 
Number of farms. 41 
Cattle..... 30 
Swine es issersees 43 
Bales Of oon e eee ene eee eee eee santas se — 117 
Acres in corn....., AL 
Acres in wheat 70 
ehen N IE eotcovencesone bossatededsacneoen’s — N 


test strides at t 
5.387.000 in 1560, and then falling away to 3.000, 000 in 1870. Not until 1880 did it 
reach as high a mark as twenty years before. 

From 1860 to 1870 the increase and decrease were as follows: 


Increase: Per cent. 
Population ..... — 28 
Number oſ ſa 30 


Acres in Corn... 


= 


`e. 
. — * 
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During the eighth paseo 24 1 in — 7 all staple N com- 
pletely outran population. was period of greatest expansion in area 
and 8 when all farm products brought remunerative and tne 
farmer was sighing for more acres to sow saa pipat, in order to the un- 

“pA that such excessive expansion fo Id. - 


m to 1889 the increase has been: 


been very 
1887, being but 2.01 percent. per annum. In the first half of this period the 
wheat area increased 1,489,000 acres; it has since decreased 1,352,027 acres, a net 
increase in nine years or four-tenths of 1 per cent. 


From The Forum for May, 1890: 


During the last five population has increased 13.7 per cent., the area in 
corn 12. that in onta 29, onttle 20, and swine 14, with a decrease of 3.4 per cent, 
heat arena. Seven-tenths of such increase in the corn area occurred in 
the first two years, indicating that the expansion in corn wing is nearing its 
end, That such is the case will be seen when an inquiry is made into the pres- 
ent sourees of supply and we com FFT 
bution of areas with those o in periods, as set forth in the 
following table: 


and tis geographical distribution in the years 1874, 


Table showing acreage of corn 
; N * 1879, 1884, and 1889. 


Groups of States. 


—— 2 eettt 


FFP 
cen . * cen o preceding years. 
PT receding exbivts ws 2 apparently z 


region, extend fı Maine to Marylan f 
the which relr raami 2 Ohio, Indiana. Tingis Michigan. 


‘Wisconsi Minnesota. 

In the States of the Missouri Vailey—Iowa, Missouri, Kansas, Nebraska, and 
the Dakotas—the area in corn nearly doubled in the five years ending in 1879, 
and the reduction in the rate of increase shows that the quantity of new land 
being devoted to this crop is less than formerly. 

; is the scene of the excessive expansion in corv-growing which flooded 
the markets, depressing to the present unprecedented 3 in this 
district the corn acreage nearly reached its limit, settlement having 

nd the corn area and partially overrun the arid plains where corn culture 
is er upon such limited areas ascan be irrigated. The proc- 
farms, orchards, and meadows is here 


ess of converting corn-fields into 
in ve ration, and we may conclude that the corn-fields of this district 
will not in this century. if ever, exoeed 30,000,000 acres, 


South of the Potomac and Ohio e maior | made great strides from 1874 to 
1879, but advanced much less rapidly from 1879 to 1888. Since 1886 there has 
been but smal! increase. In Arkansas and Texas the increase has beer better 
sustained than elsewhere and shows fewer signs of an early halt, although there 
isan encouraging slackening in the rate. A moderate increase may be looked 
. commas eae ed in ing in the vast regi extending fro 

. corn. growing in the ons dx g from 
the one hundred and second meridian to the Pacific does not equal that of the 
corn-fields of two counties in Kansas; and this entire area, being but rly 
adapted to the producti.-n of this staple, will ever remain an unimportant factor 
in determining the extent of the supply. 

From this survey of the sources of supply it appears that any material increase 
of the corn acreage must be looked for in the States of the Missouri Valley, in 
Arkansas and Texas and in that portion of the Indian Territory lying east ofthe 
ninety-eighth meridian, the latter que taxes only body of land adapted to this 

uct yet to be occupied, Ofthese lands by far the best are likely to remain in 
f the Indians, and those familiar with Indian farming will! look 


possession 0! 
for but little addition to the supply from lands so occupied, Nor are the blacks | fast as population grows. 


uce any considerable surplus, but will, by the en the century, 
T 

compensate for losses in area east of the Mississippi. 
The tendency of the present very low price will be to contract the area in corn 
wherever ne land joyed—at the South, for instance, in 
of some expansion of the wheat-fields may result 
in the corn area in northern localiti 


rn prod 
acreage devoted to this staple will not exceed 83,000,000, until such time as far 
higher prices shall render profitable the cultivation of soils of very low fertility; 
and it is not likely to exceed 80,000,000 acres within five years. 

Careful computation of the extent of the exportation of animals and animal 
products now and fifteen years since shows the increase in such exports to be 
equal to an addition of 1 bushel of corn per cap ta; aud what with the increased 

on of corn in this form and its larger employment in the manufacture 

of various forms of glucose and as a substitute for Canadian and home-grown 

barley, moderate estimate would put her | capita requirements at least 15 
cent. above the amount consumed prior to 1875. 

With consumption at the rate of 28 bushels per capita, an average yield from 
$3,000,000 acres would bag rs Aad population of 74,000,000, which we may expect 
to see as soon as the year . 


Table showing the acreage of wheat and tts geographical distribution in the years 
1875, 1880, 1884, and 1889. 


Groups of States. 


North Atlantic, 
* 


Percentage of increase and de- 


re 


The table covers the period of greatest expansion in wheat culture and shows 
the distribution of acreage now, at the commencement of that period, and at 
its climax in 1884, when 8 aggregate product were at the highest 
point ever reached, with population about 9,500,009 less than now. Although 
the table tells the story of the westward movement of wheat-growing, and 
shows that it has reached and passed its limit, analysis of gains and losses will 
enable us to estimate the future cost and extent of production, 

I think, Mr. President, that nothing more brutal has ever taken 
place in history than the overthrow of British agriculture during this 
period. This same writer, in another article, quotes from the leading 
authority in England as to its effect upon English agriculture. He 
says: 

Since the death of James Caird, Mr. H. Kains Jackson is pyesa & the best 
English authority on this subject, and to show that I am not alone In looking 
for high prices for breadstuffs I quote the following from a recent communica- 
tion to Dornbusch,” wherein he 2 

“While foreign competition has depressed wheat, some of the depression is 
due to the 222 of lish farmers, who have undersold wheat in English 
markets, In fact, The estimates the loss to English farmers in recent 
times, from low prices and decline in land values, at 88, 000, 000, 000.“ 


That is the measure given by the best English authority as to the 
loss in that tight little island of its agriculturists under the most blessed 
reign of free trade that can win or earn the admiration of the Senators 
on the other side of this Chamber. Their panacea needs stronger f; 
it has been there applied under circumstances except as to tariff duties 
identical with our own (since ocean transportation has been so reduced), 
and its result is thus garnered in a single short sentence, telling more 
of suffering, more of woe, and of the deadliest blows struck at the proud- 
est class that has ever stood upon this earth. 

I believe, Mr. President, that this period is over for us all. The 
present crop of wheat is a short one. It is already ascertained that 
the present crop of corn is a short one; and I think that the shortage 
of both of those crops this year is going to use up the surplus which 
we have annually and usually carried over, and not even the largest 
crop of those grains in another year can bring their uction up to 
the growth of population in this country, now that the period of prai- 
rie development has come substantially to its close. 

We have spent a good dealof time in this session on the arid-land 
question; but, as this writer in one of tuese articles well says, while it 
is very tempting and has been very te-upting to settlers and pioneers 
to go into that arid country after some year when the rain-fall has 
been greater than usual, they always come back just as certain as the 
frosts of autumn. To-day we have upon the table, if we have not al- 
ready passed, a joint resolation giving aid to the settlers of Oklahoma, 
most of whom were the overflow of those who had been accustomed 
to go into these broad prairies knowing that there was substantially a 
boundless home and farms for all, but the endof which they have now 
seen. Why, the rushof these settlers took np that Oklahoma Territory 
and Sioux reservation as a sponge does a drop of water. What are they 
going to do now? I grant you we can enlarge the products of our 
homesteads over the settled parts of the country, that we can increase 
the marketable product of the farms in all this territory, but not as 


$ 
f 
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Mr. President, it seems to me that it is fortunate for this country 
that this question has come at this time. Oe eee 
had possession of two branches of this Government, the Presidency 
and the House, and a tie, I believe, in the Senate. We have the au- 
thority of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] that the rea- 
son why this tin-plate industry was not treated in the same spirit in 
which it is now was that it was impossible at that time to commanda 
majority for it. The tariff was dealt with then, and now seven years 
more have rolled around and it comes again to the Republican party 
now in control of the three branches of the Government to deal with it. 

I say, I think it is fortunate for this people that this opportunity has 
not come until we have been able to go throngh with all this period of 
agricultural depression and been able to see the of the end, 
that we can thus have laid before us the facts and the figures to 
show what has been the cause of this agricultural depression, and feel 
that we can deal with this question of such momentous interest to all 
the country in whatever branches of industry its people may be en- 
gaged, free from this specious argument that because the farmers are 
now or have been in bad case and have to be consulted and their opin- 
ion taken about it, we can appeal only to the extremity of their ex- 

riences. 

Mr. President, I doubt if there is a more intelligent constituency in 
the world than that agricultural constituency which stands to-day be- 
hind the Republican party. It has stood this dreadful fire with even 
more steadiness than Wellington's troops stood at Waterloo. It has 
hot blanched; it has not flinched. It has been willing in the past, as 
it is willing to-day, to take the present possible ill for the ultimate 
ats It has stood by the wage-earner while the wage-earner has been 

ed by these false leaders throughout the North to endeavor to over- 

throw this protective principle, without the maintenance of which he 
‘would come speedily and sorrowfully to find who were his true friends 
and who his false ones. 

I wonder at the temerity of gentlemen representing such constitu- 
encies of wage-earners when they dare longer to tamper with the in- 
terests of those who have had such a blessed harvest from this pro- 
tective policy. I know that the farmers of Delaware have suffered 
from Western agricultural competition. I know they have been bene- 
fited, as I said before, because they have had markets near by developed 
by the growth of protected manufactures to which they could send most 
of their produce. But I turn from them to that population there 
which works with its hands in iron, in wood, in cars, in ships, in 
leather, in morocco, in all the articles supplied to the people of this 
country and to South America and the world, and I say you can not 
find anywhere in the history of mankind wage-earners who have had 
5 and high rate of wages and food at once so cheap and 
so good. 

Mr, President, I think that that farming constituency will sustain 
the Senators on this side in correcting the oversight, if it were only an 
oversight, of a quarter of a century ago, and try the experiment, if ex- 
periment it be, of putting this industry into the class of all the indus- 
tries which have been preserved by protection, and thereby adding that 
much more to the opportunity for the labor of the country, employed 
or unemployed; that much more opportunity for the wise and fortu- 
nate application and use of capital. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to modify my amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I rose to move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. PLUMB, I want to modify my amendment so as to haye the 
corrected form of it go into the RECORD. I withdraw the amendment 
I offered, and will move to amend in line 6, on page 29, by striking 
out the words two and two-tenths cents“ and i the words 
‘fone cent; and then adding, after the word pound,“ in line 7, the 
words: 

Rete there shall be paid to the manufacturer of tin-plate in the United States 
eto. 

Following the of my former amendment. That, ifadopted, 
will then practically be followed by the striking outof paragraph 139. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas withdraws 
his amendment to strike ont and moves to amend as will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 29, line 6, strike out ‘‘two and two- 
tenths cents and insert one cent; so as to read: 


Shall pay 1 cent per pound. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that that is the amendment just voted 
on by the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand, but my other amendment goes with 
it; so that it is different. 

The CHIEF CLERK. And after the word pound, in line 7, add: 

And there shall be paid to the manufacturers of tin-plate in the United States 
from any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise a ted, a bounty of 1 


cent per pound, under such rules and regulations as the Commissioner of In- 
9 with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall pre- 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn. * 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o clock and 5 minutes p. m.) 
Stie Donata adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, August 15, 1890, at 10 
0 a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, August 14, 1890. 


„* House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
' NATHANIEL M’KAY ET AL. 


The SPEAKER. The first business in order is the taking of the vote 
by yeas and nays on the question before the House yesterday at the 
adjournment—‘‘ Shall the decision of the Chair stand as Sho hapin 
orne House?” on which no quorum voted. The Clerk will call the 


ro 

Mr. BAKER (after the Clerk had called the first name on the roll). 
One moment, if the Chair pleases. - I want to ask unanimous consent 
to read a telegram which has been received trom Oklahoma in regard 
to the destitution and suffering there; and I would like to ask the con- 
sideration of a resolution on the subject, which was objected to yester- 
day. Ihave in my hand a telegram received from the United States 
district attorney 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think the roll-call ought to be 
interrupted. 

Mr. BAKER. With the understanding that I may have this tele- 
gram read afterward—— 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair the roll- call should 
not be interrupted. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 114, nays 31, not vot- 
ing 182; as follows: 


YEAS—114, 
Anderson, Kans. Culbertson, Pa, Knap) Ra 
Atkinson, Pn. Cummings, Sacer Reed, Iowa 
Atkinson, W. Va. Outcheon, La Follette, Rockwell, 
Baker, Darlington, Laidlaw, Rowell, 
Bankhead, Dibble, Lanham, Sawyer, 
ine, Dingley. Lansing, Sayers, 
Bayne, iver, Lee, Scull, 
Beck with, Dunnell, Lester, Ga. 
Belknap, E Lewis. Simonds, 
ý Farquhar, McClammy, Skinner, 
Blow t, Fi E M Duffie, . — d 
oun 0 c 
Buchanan, N. 3 Gest, Miles.” Stone, Ky 
n es, ne, 
Burrows, Gifford, Moffitt, Stone, Mo. 
Burton, Hall, Morgan, Strublie, 
Butterworth, Hansbrough, Morrow, Taylor, E. B, 
Cannon, Hare, Niedringhaus, Thomas, 
Carlton, Harmer, Tillman, 
Carter, Haugen, O'Neill, Pa. Turner, 
Cas well, Haynes, 5 Turner, Kans, 
Cheadle, Henderson, III. Owens, Ohio Vandever, 
Clements, He lowa Payne, Van 
Hermann, 2 Walker, 
Conger, Hitt, Payson, Watson, 
Connell, Hopkins, Perkins, Wilkinson, 
ig, Kennedy, Pickler, Williams, Ohio. 
in, Kerr, Iowa Pugsley, 
Culberson, Tex. insey, Quackenbush, 
NAYS—3L 
Breckinridge, Ky, Edmunds, Lane, Rowland, 
proai; — ——— Wer 
roo! 5 ‘orney, ontgomery, wart, 
Chipman Hend N. O. N — he Williams, I. 
pman, enderson, o 
e, Ala. n, Peel, Wilson, Mo. 
Cooper, Ind. Hooker, Penington, Yoder. 
Covert, Kerr, Pa. Q 
NOT VOTING—182, 
Abbott, Carut n, Milliken, 
Adams, Catchings, Goodnight, Bilis, 
Alderson, Cheatham, oore, N. H. 
Allen. Clancy Grimes, More: 
Allen, Miss. Clark, Wis. . Mi 
Anderson, Miss. Clunie, Grout, Morse, 
Andrew, ch, Mudd, 
Arnold, ll, Heard, M 
Banks, Coleman, Hemphill, Nute, 
Barwig, Guana Hill S'i = 
+ ran, 
Beiden, Cowles, Houk, O'Nenii Tnd. 
Biggs, Crisp, procs prda Mass, 
Bianchard, Dargan, Kilgore, ` Owen, Ind. 
Bland, Davidson, 8 Parrett, 
Boatner, De Haven, Laws, Perry, 
Booth Lano, Lehibach, Peters, 
Boutelle, Dickerson, Lester, Va. Phelan, 
Bowden, ery, Lind, Pierce, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dorsey, Lodge, Post, 
Brosius, phy, Magner, Price, 
Brower, Elliott, Rai 
Brown, J. B. Ellis, Mansur, Randali, 
Browne, T. M. oe, Mariin, Ind. Reilly, 
Browne, Va. E Martin, Tex. Rey 
Va. Finley, 
Buckalew, Fitch, McAdoo, Rife, 
Bullock, Fithian, McCarthy, Robertson, 
ann, Flood, cComas, Rogers, 
Bynum. Flower, MoCornick, Rusk, 
dwell Fowler, McCreary, Russell, 
Frank, McKenna, Sanford, 
Funston, McKinley, Scranton, 


Can: i 
Candler, Mass. 


88 set 
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Shively, Stump, Turner, N. Y, Wickham, ~ 
Smith, In. Sweney, aux, Wike, 
Smith, n. Tarsne: Venable, Wiley, 
Snider, Taylor, lil. Waddill, Willoox, 
Spinola, Taylor, J. D. ade, Wilson, Ky. 
Spooner, Taylor, Tenn. Wallace, Mass. Wilson, W. 
Stahlnecker, Thompson, N. T. Wilson, W. Va. 
Stephenson, Townsend, Colo. Washington, ~ Wright, 
3 22 Townsend, —5 i Yardley. 
tewart, Vt. vy, riting, 
Stock Tucker, . Whitthorne, 


The following pairs were announced, until farther notice: 
Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. COLEMAN with Mr, CUMMINGS. 

Mr. RAINEs with Mr. BUNN. 

. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, with Mr. ENLOE, 

. LERLBACH with Mr. CoTHRAN. 

. WILSON, of Washington, with Mr. Conn. 

. BOOTHMAN with Mr. COWLES. - 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. MAGNER. 

Mr. LopGE with Mr. ANDREW. 

Mr. HILL with Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER, 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. Houx with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. Grout with Mr, FITCH. 

Mr. McComas with Mr. BOATNER. 

Mr. RUSSELL with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 

Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. MAISH. 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. CoGswELL with Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. SPINOLA. 

Mr. Tuomas M. BROWNE with Mr. WASHINGTON. 

Mr. Rive with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 

Mr. BAKER with Mr. ELLIOTT. 

Mr. Moore, of New Hampshire, with Mr. GIBSON. 

Mr. WALLACE, of New York, with Mr. MCCARTHY. 

Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. OATES. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 

Mr. Dorsey with Mr. FOWLER. 

Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. Brads, on all questions except bankruptcy 
and national-bank legislation. 

Mr. MOKINLEY with Mr. MILLS. 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. HEMPHILL. 

Mr. McCormick with Mr. ROBERTSON. 

Mr. WILsox, of Kentucky, with Mr. Perry. 

Mr. SpooNer with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. Banks with Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia. 

Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. WIKE. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. MORRILL with Mr. DOCKERY. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. DICKERSON. 

Mr. De Laxo with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. HEARD. 

Mr. SANFORD with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

Mr, LIND with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. NuTE with Mr. BARNES. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. BLANCHARD, 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. KILGORE. $ 

Mr. SMYSER with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. Morse with Mr. ELLIS. 

Mr. Joskrh D. TAYLOR with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GEISSENHAINER, 

Mr, ADAMS with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr, Smuirx, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. CLANCY. 

Mr. SWENEY with Mr. MCMILLIN, on this vote. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. McCreary, on this vote. 

Mr. VAN ScHAICK with Mr. BARWIG, for this day. 

Mr. BowDeEN with Mr. VAUX, on this vote. 

Mr. WicKHAM with Mr. Price, for this day. 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. STUMP, for this day. 

Mr. WADE with Mr. VENABLE, for this day. 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. MUTCHLERB, for this day. 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. Tracey, until Tuesday next. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr, ABBOTT, for ten days, Mr. MILLIKEN re- 
serving the right to vote tomake a quorum and on the original-package 
bill. 

Mr. MAson with Mr. HATCH, until August 19. 

Mr, TUCKER with Mr, GREENHALGE, until August 14, 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. GROSVENOR, until August 
17. 

Mr. WArsox with Mr. REILLY, until Friday next. 


Mr. Surru, of Dlinois, with Mr. Frraray, until Friday next. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, 
until further notice, except on the Atkinson railroad bill. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. My pair, Mr. Speaker, extends only to polit- 
ical questions, bat this may possibly be considered as such a question. 
I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I am with my colleague, Mr. HOUK, 
but voted on this question for the purpose of making a quorum. As 
the vote is not necessary for that purpose, I desire to withdraw it. 

Mr. TARSNEY. My colleague, Mr. HEARD, was necessarily absent 
from the House yesterday on account of sickness, and he is absent to- 
day for the same reason, and requested me to ask that he be excused. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam paired with the gentleman from Texas, but 
voted to make a quorum. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Iam paired also, but voted to make aquorum. 
If the vote is not n , I withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the names of members pres- 
ent and not voting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. BELDEN, Mr. Booruman, Mr. BROWNE of VISIR Pg Jasos B. Brown, 
Mr. Bynum, Mr. CALDWELL, Mr. CANDLER of Georgia, Mr. CARUTH, Mr. CRISP, 
Mr. DOCKERY, Mr, FITHIAN, Mr. GEISSENHAINER, Mr. GREENHALGE, Mr, 
Gres, Mr, MCKENNA, Mr. MorGan, Mr. MORROW, Mr. Mupp, Mr. Pankzrr, 


Mr. RIchAnůDUbsox, Mr. ERS, Mr, TARSNEY, Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee, Mr. 
Townsenpd of Pennsylvania, and the SPEAKER. 


The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas recorded are 114, the nays 
31, and, with those members noted as present and not voting, a quorum 
pemg present, the decision of the Chair becomes the judgment of the 

ouse. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I suppose the bill is now before the 
House for consideration ? 

The SPEAKER, Itis. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Lask the gentleman to yield to me for a moment 
to present a resolution authorized by the Committee on the Territories 
in relation to the destitution in Oklahoma. 

Mr. BAKER. I ask in that connection to have read a telegram I 
have received in re to the same subject. 

The SPEAKER, It there be no objection, the gentleman from Iowa 
can submit the resolution. 

Mr. BAKER. And this telegram I ask to have also read, 

Mr. THOMAS. I shall object if this is going to take up any great 
length of time. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I do not think it will. Iask that the resolution 
T have presented be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of America 
in Congress assembled, That the unexpended balance, or so much thereof as ma 
be necessary, of the appropriation made by the joint resolution — Penh Ap 
25, 1890, for the relief of destitute 8 n the district overflowed by the Mis- 
sissippi River and its tributaries, is hereby reappro and authorized to be 
used for the relief of such destitute persons in the Oklahoma Territor; 


as may 
said sum to be expended under the direction of 


require tance, e Secre- 


tary of War, 
Mr. BAKER. I now ask that the telegram bearing on this subject 


be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
GUTHRIE, IND. T., August 13, 1890. 


Ion. CHARLES S. BAKER, Washington, D. O.: 


Captain Cavenangh has personally inspected, under orders, and reported that 
at least one-third ot the settlers within 10 miles from Guthrie need food at once 
and have no means to get it. I know the destitution is general. Urge that 
appropriation as recommended by President be . 

ORACE SPEED. 


W. P. HACKNEY. 
Mr. PERKINS. I desire to have read a telegram that I have also 
received. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Hon. B. W. PERKINS, Washington, D. C.: 

Please push appropriation for relief of destitute in Oklahoma. At least one- 
third require help at once, I have this from Captain Cavenaugh, who made 
personal inspection within radius of 10 miles from Guthrie. 

HENRY E, ASH. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts, and Mr. McCLAMMY objected. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made on both sides of the Chamber. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE FOR EMPLOYÉS IN THE CUSTOMS SERVICE. 


Mr. BELDEN. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

TheSPEAKER. Doesthegentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THOMAS] 
yield to the gentleman trom New York ? 

Mr. THOMAS. I understand it will take but a moment, and with 
that understanding I yield. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill S. 276) proving ar leave of absence for officers and employés in the 

customs service of Government who receive per diem compensation. 

Be tt enacted, ete., That all officers and employés of the customs service of the 
Government who receive a per diem compensation shall be entitled to receive 
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the same leave of absence as is provided for clerks. and employés in the several 
Departm: 


Executi Washi , D. C., by chapter 128, section 4, of the 
United States ines oh Laces, 8 22, pagos 563 and Goi AEON TOA Maton 
* 2 That the Secretary of the Treasury shall make all rules and regulations 
necessary to carry the provisions of this act into effect. $ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. THOMAS] will proceed. 

Mr. CANNON. It seems to me that we can not afford in one breath 
to object to relief for the starving in Oklahoma and in the next to pro- 
pose to grant additional pay, or its equivalent, to Government officials 
who are already well paid. 


NATHANIEL M’KAY ET AL. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to raise the question of con- 
siderationof the McKay bill. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
THOMAS] desire to call up this bill now? 

Mr. THOMAS. Iam going to call it up now. I did call it up. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman has been recognized and began to 
debate it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman did not indicate for what purpose 
he rose when he was recognized. As soon as he indicated what he was 
on the floor for, I raised the question 

The SPEAKER, ‘The gentleman from Wisconsin will proceed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the Chair decline to entertain the question 
of consideration ? 

The SPEAKER. Why, certainly; the bill has begun to be debated. 

Mr. SPRINGER. When was it begun? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman trom Wisconsin was recognized 
some time ago. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is not a line in this RECORD of debate on 
that subject, nota line. [Cries of Regular order! ““] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin has been 83 
nized and has yielded to two diferent gentlemen. The gentleman wil 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, this bill, Isuppose, is probably as well 
understood as any bill that has ever been before this House. It is a 
bill to refer to the Court of Claims the claim of persons named in the 
bill, to ascertain whether they have any demand against the Govern- 
ment or not. It arises out of the construction of three iron-clad ves- 
sels. These vessels were three out of about twenty or thirty ordered 
by the Government during the war, during 1862 and 1863. These par- 
ties entered into a contract to construct these vessels in about eight 
months’ time. The entering into such contract to build so many ves- 
sels naturally employed a great many contractors, employed a great 
many men, and took a vast amount of material. 

The contractors supposed they would be able to complete their con- 
tract in eight months, according to the terms of the contract; but from 
the very start, Mr. Speaker, of the laying of the keels of these iron- 
clad monitors until they were finished the Government changed the 
plans and made alterations, found that the plans and specifications 
which they furnished these contractors, under which they were to com- 
plete these vessels, were wrong; that, in fact, a vessel built under those 
conditions would sink, and they had to be remodeled and reconstructed, 
and instead of being able to complete them in eight months, it took 
twenty-two months to do the work. They were idle four months ata 
time, maintaining great yards and a large number of men, and the con- 
sequence was they lost vast sums of money. 

This claim has been investigated by committee after committee of 
this House and of the other House, and no committee has failed to re- 
port it favorably. The claim has been reported fourteen or fifteen times 
favorably. It has passed Congress. It was vetoed by President Grant 
because there was a clause left out by accident, which should have been 
put in, to guard the Government and to instruct the court as to the 
line upon which it was to decide the case. That is in this bill. It 
passed the Fiftieth Congress and was vetoed by President Cleveland 
upon a misapprehension of facts which are easily shown, the President 
himself being misinformed as to the facts. 

The Committee on War Claims, not only of this House, but of the 
Senate, bave carefully examined the case, and have unanimously re- 
ported in favor of submitting the case and this claim to the Court of 
Claims. We are not voting a cent out of the Treasury of the United 
States, unless a court, duly constituted, shall upon a fair hearing, with 
the Attorney-General to defend the Government, decide that the Gov- 
ernment is justly indebted, and then, if the Government thinks the 
court is wrong, it has an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, where the case can be finally decided. 

There is nothing in this case that is ambiguous; there is nothing 
that can be suggested in the way of honest and fair criticism, which 
shows that there is anything wrong. And to show you that the Gov- 
ernment and its officials and its engineers have always recognized this 
as a just claim, I wish to read to you the testimony given by the chief 
engineer of the Government of the United States, who drew the plans 
for the construction of these ironclads and who made the alterations 
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= superintended the construction of the vessels, and knows all the 
cts. 


Chief Engineer Stimers says: 


Before expressing an opinion on the matter as an expert I must explain that 
the principles spon which the contractors of thisand the contractorsof similar 
vessels were to paid were settled upon before I leſt the office, and I have 
always understood that these principles were adhered to, and they were as 
follows: That we should pay for the contract work by making the contract 
payments, or the ments provided for in the contract; that we should pay 
for alterations and changes a proper sum, as might be agreed upon between the 
Government and the contractors at current sates. 

Now, that being the case, I consider that the Government is still indebted to 
the contractors of the Etlah, because, N aa the original contract work has 
been paid for as originally agreed upon and the extra work may have 
for per se, the fact of calling upon the contractor to make the changes on his 
vessel and his compliance with those demands Te him in the execution 
of the original contract work. This delay compelied him to pay the 
rates for labor and material which obtained at the time the work was actually 
8 ; and although the contractor took the risk of a rise 2 when 

% signed his contract, it was only for a risk during the period of his contract, 
or the period he would have required to perform the work if the Government 
had not delayed him by their direct interference. 

Now, whatever increase there was in the cost of the original work contem- 

lated by the contract, due to the delay caused by the Government, that increase 
now due, as there has been no pretense on the part of the officers ot the Gov- 
ernment to have paid it. 

The Etlah is one of the vessels built under exactly the same circum- 
stances as the vessels mentioned in this bill. Here is a statement by 
the chief engineer, the man who drew the plans and specitications 
upon which these contractors entered upon an agreement to build these 
vessels, and the Government justly owes these parties something by 
reason of their delay, by reason of the unexpected alterations and 
changes, and by reason of compelling them to tear down and rebuild 
over and over again, and by compelling them to stop work for months 
ata time. To show the House, Mr. Speaker, one of the causes of loss 
to these claimants in this case, let me read from the testimony of this 
same chief engineer. He testifies as follows: 

In addition to all this, the prices of labor and materials required for the work, 
and for which the contractors had made provision during the time of the con- 
tracts, rapidly advanced, so that, as found by the Committee on War Claims of 
the first session of the Forty-third Congress, iron, that at the date of the con- 
tracts was worth $65 per ton, advanced during the prolonged time to $220 per 
ton and labor from $2.50 per day to $4 per day. 

Now, these parties, through the fault of the Government, and not by 
their own fault in any manner, have been compelled to lose whatever 
advance there was in material, whatever advance there was in labor 
during the prolonged time of the construction of these vessels; and, be- 
sides that, they have not received fair compensation for the additional 
work done in tearing down and rebuilding, but have been held to the 
strict conditions provided for in the original agreement, without re- 
gard to the fact of the increase of cost of material and labor. For all 
these reasons, it appears to me to be self-evident that these claimants 
have a just and valid claim against the Government. The amount is 
uncertain. No one but a court, hearing testimony and knowing all 
the facts, can determine what amount, if any, is due these contractors; 
therefore this bill provides that it shall be referred to the Court of 
Claims, and that that court shall decide this question the same as it 
decides any other question. 

‘There are provisos and guards in the hill, so that there may be no 
injustice done to the Government. Every suggestion that has ever been 
made to protect the Government has been incorporated in this bill, and 
no fault can be found with the bill so far as that is concerned. These 
cases have been acted on by Congress from time to time; and a long time 
ago the Senate passed a resolution of inquiry for the purpose of ascer- 
taining whether or not these parties and other parties who had suffered 
loss, as they claimed, on this account should be paid. 

The resolution I speak of was merely a Senate resolution asking the 
Secretary of the Navy to inquire into the matter and report. Under 
this resolution a board was organized by the Secretary of the Navy 
called the Selfridge board. It was to examine into the matter and did 
examine into many cases of this kind, but these claimants were not 
able to get their claims before the Selfridge board for the reason that 
the vessels were not then completed, and the resolution provided that 
it should apply to only such vessels as the Government had accepted. 
Consequently the Selfridge board was not able to hear and decidethis 
question, and no report was made on these claims. Afterwards, by 
an act of Congress, the Marchand board was organized, a board to in- 
vestigate and determine the actual facts of these cases. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the Marchand board, in violation of an exact pro- 
vision of the statutes under which it was organized, refused to exam- 
ine into the facts or to make any report upon the subject whatever. 
They reported, without hearing the witnesses, without hearing the par- 
ties, without hearing the attorneys of the parties, without knowing 
anything about the facts, against these thirty or forty claims pending 
before them for additional compensation caused by the rise in prices of 
material and Jabor during the prolonged time of the construction of 
these vessels, caused by changes and delays on the part of the Govern- 
ment. 

Congress has taken this maiter into its own hands, and at various 
times passed acts which show that these parties have just claims, Here, 
Mr. Speaker, are some claims which Congress has passed and which 
are identical with the claims of these parties. They claimed upon the 
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same ground, having the same rights and based upon the same cause of 
loss. Congress has passed bills here amounting to $1,719,473 for the 
relief of other parties, 

The following are some of the parties I refer to who have thus been 
relieved by Congress. 


On iron-clads, 

J.S. Underhill, Congress direct. „ $23,000.00 
O. W. Whitney, Congress appro; 50, 000, 00 
D. S. Mershon, Congress appropriated 48, 000. 00 
James Tetlow, Con: appropriated . «eseese. 88. 000. 00 
Donahue, Ryan & k, Congress appropriated. 179, 000. 00 
Miles Green wood, Court of Claims ., 76. 000. 00 
John Ericsson, Congress direct ... 1, 070, 000. 00 
rrison Loring, Congress direct 38, 513. 00 
Atlantic Works, Congress direct... 4, 852. 00 
Aquilia Adams, Congress direct. 4, 852.00 
M. F. Merritt, Congress direct . . 4. 852.00 
Tomlinson, Hartupee & Co., Congress direct.. 15, 171.00 
Poo! & Hunt, Congress direct........... 8. 694.00 
Secor & Co., and Perine, Secor & Co 115, 539. 01 
NPC ee PR HS RUE PC Ee 1.719, 478.01 


made a careful and critical examination of these claims, and 
they were ſound to be just and honest, and time did not invalidate their 
equity, but these were no more just or equitable than the one now be- 
ſore the House. 

To show you a sample of the injustice done these claimants, I refer 

ou to the claim of one G. C. Bestor, of Peoria, III., who built the 
Shitoh. It cost about the same amount as the monitor Squando, built 
by McKay & Aldus, mentioned in this bill. By an act of Congress, 
passed 1873, they were paid $125,000, by direct appropriation of Con- 
for loss sustained by reason of the increased price of labor and 
material. It was built at the very same time, under the same circum- 
stances as the vessels mentioned in this bill; and that is an illustra- 
tion of the way in which Congress has acted in relation to these claims, 
picking out or selecting ont eases no more meritorious than the ones 
mentioned in this bill, and by direct act paying the parties who had 
sustained losses in that way to the amount of nearly two millions of 
dollars. . 
The claims thus paid were of the very same kind as the claims men- 
- tioned in this bill, and these claimants, with just as good claims, if not 
better, have been before Congress for twenty years begging, not an 
appropriation of money direct, asin these other cases, but only the priv- 
ilege of going to the court and proving to the satisfaction of the court 
that the Government justly and equitably owed them. 

Can there be anything wrong in that? I certainly can not see that 
any one can object to such a proposition. Has it indeed come to this, 
that Congress will not let the citizens of this country go before the 
courts of the United States under rules and regulations such as are 
contained in this bill, all favorable to the Government and all of 
which preclude the possibility of any fraud or imposition ? 

I say has it come topass that Congress will not trust its own courts 
and has under such circumstances become so determined to resist just 
claims of the citizen as to .eluse to pass a bill of this kind? I do not 
believe it. I think that the desire of the members of this House is to 
know that there is probably a just claim, and as soon as that fact is set- 
tled there can be no desire on the part of any fair-minded man to de- 

ive the claimant of a just opportunity to show the facts in court. 

at is all this bill does, It does not appropriate a cent, but leaves 
the question as to whether or not the Government owes these parties 
to the courts, 

At the time these vessels were constructed they were needed for the 
defense of the country, and they proved very valuable in the overthrow 
of the rebellion. The men that entered into these contracts were as 
anxious that the vessels should be successfully constructed and used 
in the service of the Government as were the officers who caused the 
contracts to be made, but the whole matter of the construction of iron- 
clads was at that time a new one. ‘The engineers and the naval con- 
structors were unacquainted with the manner of building that class of 
vessels, and after they had made plans and specifications they found 
by tests of use that they were a failure, and they had to recast and re- 
build and rpconstruct, to tear them down and make them over anew. 
This caused the contractors vast additional expense and loss of money. 
While this was evident, yet the Government officers were bound down 
by the laws and the form of contracts to pay only so much money, 
leaving it to the generosity and the honesty of the Government and of 
Congress to see that the contractors received just compensation. These 
claims have been before Congress for twenty years. Many of these 
claimants have been pauperized and lie to-day in paupers’ graves be- 
cause Congress has neglected or refused to do them justice, These par- 
ticular claimants come to-day, as they have been coming for twenty 
years, and ask of Congress, not an appropriation, but simply that the 
Government shall send these claims to a court, a tribunal organized by 
the Government itself, to have the question determined whether or 
not, in justice and equity, they should be paid the money that they pat 
into these vessels under the circumstances I have described, 

Mr. Speaker, I am surprised that there should be any opposition to 
this claim. I am surprised that any gentleman should think it neces- 
sary to come here and contend that this is a dishonest claim, because 
the facts, as developed by careful examination, show that there never 


was a more just or righteous claim presented to Congress. In proof of 
that I cite the fact that, without regard to party, every committee that 
has examined the claim has reported in its favor. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Is it not a fact that this claim was submitted 
to an investigation in 1867; and did not Senator Grimes at that time 
report against this and all claims of the same class? 

Mr. THOMAS. It never was reported against by any committee of 
Congress that I have been able to discover. What Senator Grimes may 
have done or said about these claimsI do not know; but of one thing 
Iam sure, if Senator Grimes or the gentleman from Iowa who asks 
me this question had as carefully examined these claims as I have, he 
would come to the conclusion that the claimants ought to have a chance 
in court, In 1867 Congress passed an act providing as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Navy shall be authorized and directed to investi- 
gate the claims of all contractors for building vessels of war and steam ma- 
chinery for the same, under contracts made after the Ist day of May, 1861, and 
prior to the Ist day of January, 1864; and said investigation to be made on the 
following basis: He shall ascertain the additional cost which was necessarily 
inou contractor in the completion of his work by reason of any 
changes oralterations in the plaus und specifications required and delays in the 
prosecution of the work occasioned by the Government which were not pro- 
vided for in the original contract; but no allowance for any advance in the 

rice of labor or material shall be considered unless such advance occurred dur- 

pe the prolonged time for completing the work rendered necessary by the 
delay resulting from the action of the Government aforesaid, and then only 
when such advance could not have been avoided by the exercise of ordinary 
prudence and diligence on the part of the contractor, eto. 


Here, Mr. Speaker, Congress by this act recognized the fact that 
these parties were entitled to compensation for any advance in the price 
of material and labor during the prolonged time for completing the 
work rendered necessary by the delay resulting from the action of the 
Government, If I am correct about this, and I think there can be no 
doubt about it, it settles and establishes a principle which renders it 
impossible to dispute the justice and propriety of this bill, for it is ex- 
actly what the bill proposes; and I ask any gentleman here if it is not 
right. 

Suppose that it is a fact that the delay in the construction of these 
vessels was caused by the action of the Government, and that by rea- 
son of that delay it cost these contractors for labor and material a large 
sum more than it would have cost themif the Government had caused 
no delay, is there a gentleman within the sound of my voice that would 
not consider it right that the Government should sustain this loss? 
Would it not be an injustice, an outrage, to compel the contractor to 
suffer the loss? Mr. Speaker, this is all this bill asks; it submits the 
case to the court to first ascertain whether the delay resulted from the 
action of the Government, and, if so, whether there was an advance in 
the price of labor and material during the time of that delay which 
caused expense to claimants, and, it so, theamount. This appears to 
me to be right, just, and equitable, and the act which I have read a 
precedent for this which Congress can not afford to ignore. 

Under that law the Secretary of the Navy organized what was called 
the Marchand board, That board met and made a most remarkable 
decision. They decided to confine their examination to the question 
of extra work, holding that the question of the increased cost of labor 
and material by reason of delays caused by the Government was one 
sounding in damages and therefore beyond the jurisdiction of the De- 
partment and not included in this act. I say this was a most remark- 
able construction of the act, and as I have shown by reading the act 
was an absolute disregard of an express and plain provision of the act. 

Upon that ground they disallowed every claim of this kind, notwith- 
standing the fact, as I have before stated and shown, that the law under 
which they were organized contained this provision: 

But no allowance for any advance in the price of labor or material shall be 
considered unless such advance occurred during the prolouged time for com- 
pleting the work rendered necessary by the delay resulting from the action of 


the Government aforesaid, and then only when such advance could not have 
been avoided by the exercise of ordinary prudence on the part of the contractor. 


It will be seen that the Marchand board shut its eyes to the law. 

It appears to have been too indolent to make a proper investigation, 
in obedience to the law, or else to have been organized for the pur- 
pose of defeating the law and these claims. It never took a line of tes- 
timony upon the question of the rise in the prices of material or of la- 
bor, upon the question whether the contractors had been paid in full 
for the extra work or not, or upon any other question provided forin 
this act of 1867. The board simply closed its doors, refused to hear 
any testimony, refused to hear the parties or theirattorneys, and made 
a return that there was nothing due from the Government. 

This is the solemn and absolute fact, and it can not be disputed. 
When I first investigated this matter I did not suppose it could be 
possible that such could be the fact. I did not suppose that any set of 
men occupying a position of that kind would so absolutely dis: 
the law to which they owed their powers and existence as a board, but 
the Marchand board itself in its findings says expressly that it consid- 
ers that the law requires that the board should look intoa speculative 
case for damages, and that it refused to do so. 

That board retused to inquire whether, by reason of the delay of 
twenty-two months, the price of labor had increased or whether during 
that time the materials of which the vessels were coustructed had in- 
creased in price. It refused to consider those questions in any manner 
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whatever, and consequently the decision of that board has never been 
ed as worthy of attention. f s 
f that board had performed its duty and carefully investigated the 
facts which the law required it to examine and investigate, it would 
have been of great service to these claimants and have promoted the 
_ just and equitable settlement of their claims, and have released the 
nited States Government from the just charge so often made against 
it of being the most unconscionable and the meanest creditor in the 
world; and there is another thing that would have happened if this 
board had performed its duty. Instead of sitting only one hundred 
days to investigate the accounts of fifty-five vessels, it would have re- 
quired two years’ time, proving the statement which I have heretofore 
made, that it made no investigations, heard no testimony, and would 
not even listen to the claimants or their attorneys, Yet, sir, I expect 
to hear to-day in this House the action of that board set up as a bar to 
these claims, 

Congress has time and again since that board refused to perform its 
duty made appropriations to other contractors in cases where the Mar- 
chand board had reported that they had no claim against the Govern- 
ment, upon this express ground that the board refused to investigate 
and examine whether there had been any loss or not from this canse—— 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Can you mention any case of that kind? 

Mr. THOMAS. Oh, yes. Does the gentleman want me to refer to 
a case in which Congress has allowed and made appropriation ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. A case where the Marchand board had re- 
ported adversely and Congress afterward made the allowance. 

Mr. THOMAS. James Tetlow wasallowed $86,000; Donahue, Ryan 
& Cook were allowed $179,000; John Ericsson, $1,070,000; Harrison 


Loring, $38,513, etc. I might name a great many other cases showing 


that Congress in various years has without a reference to the Court of 
Claims allowed the Committee on War Claims and other committees 
of this House to take evidence to ascertain what in the opinion of the 
committee the parties had lost; and Congress has passed direct appro- 
priations for the sums thus reported. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I ask the gentleman whether he has examined 
particularly and knows that the Marchand board reported against the 
claims to which he has referred and that the action of the board in 
those cases was overruled by the action of Congress. 

Mr. THOMAS. Most certainly. I will say to the gentleman that 
I have here a list of cases in which the Marchand board acted. I could 
read some of the cases; some of them are exactly similar to those I have 
read. These cases are about thirty-five or forty in number, cases in 
which the Marchand board found that there was nothing due from the 
Government, 

The board undertook to determine ‘‘the amount of such increase 
caused by the delay and action of the Government as determined by 
this board to be due’’—not as determined by an investigation of the 
facts under the law; they say they will not do that. The board does 
not say that under the Jaw they have investigated the facts and found 
that these parties have or have not lost anything; but the board as- 
sames to determine outside of the law, contrary to the law, contrary 
to the facts, that there is nothing due to these parties. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I will ask the gentleman whether he has ex- 
amined the report of Mr. Hanna, of Indiana, adverse to this claim? 

Mr. THOMAS. I have not. Iam informed that this is a minority 
report and that Mr. Hanna was entirely mistaken in relation to the 
facts. The facts are as I have stated them. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I understood the gentleman to say that all 
the committees had reported unanimously. 

Mr. THOMAS. I said that tourteen committees had reported in 
favor of this claim, and that to my certain knowledge six or eight of 
the committees that have last examined it reported unanimously, I 
said that the Committee on War Claims at this session of Congress, 
after what I believe to have been a most thorough, conscientious, and 
exhaustive examination of the facts, came to the conclusion that the 
grossest injustice had been done these parties. And Iam happy toadd 
that judging from the report made in the Senate (if I may be per- 
mitted to speak of that) the Senate committee—the Committee on 
Claims—has unanimously come to the same conclusion, that this is a 
just claim. 

The claim has not only passed the Committee on Claims of the Sen- 
ate, but it has passed the Senate by a very large majority after an ex- 
haustive discussion and is the bill now before us, which we are consid- 
ering. This claim and claims like this have been considered by such 
men as Vice-President Hendricks and Mr. Sumner when they were in 
the Senate; by such men as Hon. S. S. Cox of this House. These men 
have given their time and attention to these claims; and I could read 
their declarations in most emphatic language that it is due to these 
parties that a court should investigate these claims, 

They say it is one of the greatest outrages ever perpetrated upon a 
citizen of the United States that these parties have been compelled to 
spend hundreds and thousands of dollars in building up in time of war 
a navy which defended the coast of this country and was able to deter 
the foreign navies of the world from making an attack upon us at the 
time of our last war; they say it is an outrage that the men who con- 

these navies should be robbed, pauperized, and not have per- 


mission even to go before a court to have their claims investigated to 
see and ascertain whether they have in this way paid out their money 
by hundreds of thousands for the benefit of the Government. Justice, 
right, and patriotism, it seems to me, would dictate that, if these men 
have done this and if they have by the act of the Government suffered 
losses, they should have the right to show it either before a committee 
of Congress or before a court. 

The fairest tribunal is a court. Before a court there is least chance 
of imposition. All possible efforts have been made and all tions 
adopted in mening this bill to guard against any chance of imposition. 
In conclusion I will say, for I do not propose to occupy a great while 
on this case f 

Mr. BREWER. I want to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin à 
THOMAS] whether there is any reason why the parties in interest 
conid not have presented their claim to the Court of Claims in years 
gone by ? y 

Mr. THOMAS. Most certainly. Iam glad the gentleman has sug- 

ted that matter. Until 1887, as the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 

REWER] well knows, the Court of Claims had no equity jurisdiction. 
By the Tucker bill, so called, equity jurisdiction was conferred upon 
the court. By the strict letter of the céntract under which these par- 
ties entered upon the construction of these vessels they had no remedy 
atlaw. They agreed to build the vessels for a certain price and they 
agreed that the Government should make alterations; that these alter- 
ations should be paid for upon such terms as the parties should agree 
upon. 

But the understanding of the Government and the contractors was 
that this should be done within the eight months. The naval battles 
soon disclosed the fact that the plan under which these vessels were 
constructed was defective. The Government had furnished all the 
plans, specifying the kind and quality of materials, etc., and the stip- 
ulation was that the vessels should be finished in eight months. In- 
stead of that work was stopped upon these vessels for four months at 
a time 

Mr. BREWER. Then I understand this is an equitable claim, not 
a legal one, 

Mr. THOMAS, It is an equitable claim in this way: That in conse- 
quence of the work of the contractors having been stopped for four 
months at a time, in consequence of reconstruction of the vessels being 
required, so that the work occupied twenty-two months instead of eight 
months, and from the fact that iron rose from $65 to $220 a ton, that 
wages increased from $1.50 or $2 a day to $4 and $5 a day, justice and 
equity require that the parties should be recompensed in the actual 
amount which they were thus obliged to expend. 

The Court of Claims did not have jurisdiction of that kind of action 
before Congress ized the justice and right of the case by passing 
the act to which I have already referred in 1867, authorizing the 
Marchand board; and the only trouble, I will say to the gentleman 
from Michigan, is that the Marchand board disregarded the law, re- 
fused to carry it out, refused, as the law expressly provides, that there 
shall be estimates made of the loss these parties incurred by reason of 
the delay of the Government, and they have never had a remedy at all 
until the jurisdiction given to the court by the act of 1887. : 

Mr. BREWER. Does the statute of limitation prevent these parties 
from going before the court and maintaining their claim? 

Mr. THOMAS. That is just the point. They have no standing 
whatever in court without the removal of the statute, The time has 
gone by, and they can not bring the case in the court without a special 
act, aud if any one will examine the bill with care, it will be seen that 
the Committee on Claims of the Senate and the War Claims Committee 
of the House have taken every possible precaution to see that no ad- 
vantage shall be taken of the Government. “After authorizing them 
to commence their suit within six months after the passage of the act, 
it provides 


That the investigation of said claim shall be made upon the following basis. 


Then it particularly specifies upon what basis the claim shall be en- 
tertained by the court, and the bill provides further: 

That it must be shown that such additional cost in completing the same and 
such changes or alterations in the plans and specifications required and dela 


in the pesanan of the work were occasioned by the Government of 
United States before these parties can recover anything whatever. \ 


Permit me to say that that clause having been omitted in the bill 
which passed at the time that General Grant was President, and which 
bill was vetoed by him, was the cause of the veto. It was omitted by 
a mistake in draughting the bill. That clause is embodied in this bill, 
however, and the objection General Grant had to the bill as President 
of the United States, causing him to veto it, is entirely obviated. 

Mr, WILLIAMS, of Ohio, ‘Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I understood you to say that many of 
these claimants were dead. i 

Mr. THOMAS. I was speaking, I will state to the gentleman, of 
some of the claimants who constructed some vessels which were con- 
tracted for at the same time those embodied in this bill were con- 
tracted for. Many of these people have died after long years of wait- 
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ing, some in poverty because Congress fias been derelict in according 
them the rights to which they were entitled. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Whoowns the present claim covered by 
this bill? Is it in the hands of speculators? 

Mr. THOMAS, No, sir. Mr. McKay and theexecutorsof his brother, 
Donald McKay, mentioned in the bill, are the parties, They were the 
original contractors, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. 


lators? 

Mr. THOMAS. Fot at all; never has been. It is in the hands of 
the ies who built the vessels, so far as they are living, and the ad- 
ministrators of those who are dead, men who put their money, labor, 
and material by the thousands of dollars into these vessels that were 
constructed to defend the Government and maintain the integrity of 
the Union. 

I wish to read what some of the great men of all parties have said 
in relation to these claims in times past. Here is what Senator Hen- 
dricks said in regard to this McKay claim: 


Iam of the opinion that these sums onght to be paid, as a matter of justice and 
right, by the Government to these contractors. ch case, of course, has its 
special merits or demerits. But, sir, I believe in the doctrine that where a man 
contracts to do a great and very important work for the Government heought 
not to be allo to be a large loser, and, in some cases, as will be the result 
here, to be broken up by the contract that he may have made, and especially in 
the case of contracts made at such a time as these were made and for such work 
as they were made. We had to have these ships; the Government 
could not progress in the war without them, and great numbers had to be manu- 
factured or contracted for about the same time. 

What was the effect of that? The Government made a contract with one man, 
then with another, then with another, and started her own ship-yards with all 
the force it was possible to command. What was the effect of that? Ofcourse, 
to increase the price of labor; of course, to increase the price of material required 
in the construction of the ships. There aresome general views about the equity 
of these claims without reference to the particular merit of each case.— Congress- 
ional Globe, 1866, page 1890, 7 

The point is that, these contracts being made in 1962 and 1863, the prices con- 
- tinued to advance during all the time that these parties were building the ves- 
sels and constructing the machinery for them, so that they were overtaken by 
Nene regent high rate of prices, and destroyed.—Congressional Globe, page 


Then it is not in the hands of specu- 


These contracts were made by some below their own propositions, and at 
barely fair prices at the then current rates. Is there any Senator here who 
wishes to see these men broken up merely because they entered into a contract 
with the Government? is there any Senator here who wishes to say to these 
men.“ We have your bond and we will hold you to your bond; we will take the 
blood out of your business; we will have the pound of flesh ?''—(Congressionat 
Globe, page 196i.) 


Here is what Charles Sumner said in relation to these claims: 


The Senator from Kentucky said that they took the war into their caloula- 
tions, Perhaps they did; but whoamong these contractors could take the war 
adequately into his calculations? Hemp beim here or at the other 
end of the Aveuue properly appreciated the r of the great contest that 
was then goingon? Sir, we had passed halfacentury in peace; we knew noth- 
ing of war or war preparations, when all once we were called to efforts on this 
gigantic scale. Are you astonished that these contractors did not know more 
about the war than yourstatesmen? Be to these contractors as gentle in judg- 
ment and as-considerate as you have been to others in public life who have 
erred in their calculations with regard to it.—Congressional Globe, 2 

The building of that invulnerable Navy was one of the great victories of the 
war, not to be commemorated on any special field, but to be seen in those 
mighty resulis which we all now enjoy. 

And now again I ask are you ready to see these contractors who have done 
this service ? You do not allow the soldier to be sacrificed, nor the 
national creditor who has taken your stock; will you allow the mechanic to be 
sacrificed? My friend on my right Mr. Nye] asked you to be magnani- 
mous to these contractors. I do not put it in that way. I ask you simply to be 
just. Do by them as 18 would be done by. The Senator from Nevada also very 
fitly reminded you of the experience of other countries. He told you that Eng- 
land, at the close of the Crimean war, when her m. nies had suffered pre- 
cisely as your mechanics have suffered, did not allow them to be sacrificed, but 
every pound and shilling of all their liabilities under their contracts was 
promptly met by that Government, Will goe be less just to your mechanics 
than England? It is an old saying that Republics are ungrateful.” I hope 
that this Republic may certainly vie with any monarchy in gratitude to those 
who have served it,—Congressional Globe, page 1937. 


Senator CocKRELL, who was opposed to this bill at this session of 
Congress, said: 

This bill was passed over without losing its place on the Calendar at my solici- 
tation, I believe, as I desired time to examine it. I have examined the bill very 
carefully, as I have also the rts which have heretofore been made upon it, 
and the veto of the former bill for the benefit of the same parties by the late 
President Cleveland, and I have concluded after a thoro: examination that 
the objections do not lie to this bill which 1 supposed did justly exist, and it is 
for that reason that I offer no further objection to it. 

And such will be the verdict of every impartial man who examines 
the facts in the case. 

Every gentleman who has carefully examined the bill and ascer- 
tained these facts, and who has no prejudice, political or otherwise, 
against the claimants, and is impartial, as a court of law should be to 
pass upon the matter, will see on such examination that there is a just 
claim against the Government by these parties and that it is but right 
and proper beyond all question that it should be submitted tothe court 
to determine. A great Government should be above trickery, and 
when able, as our Government is, should pay its honest debts. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DINGLEY). The gentlemgn has 
seventeen minutes of the hour remaining. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I ask the indulgence of the House for a few min- 
utes, perhaps thirty or forty, while I endeavor to explain the facts in- 
volved in this case and the law applicable to them, 


This bill has been pending in Congress for a great many years; there 
have been various decisions of committees upon it, some in favor and 
some against the claim. This claim is a type of a class of cases, and if 
we allow this one to gp to the Court of Claims, as provided in this bill, 
we will be under obligations to t the request in regard to many 
other cases similarly situated which will come before us, So that the 
question involved here is much more than the pending bill; for I hold, 
if gentlemen concede the right of these claimants to go to the Court of 
Claims, when other claimants come in precisely the same situation you 
an not reluse their application. What are the facts in regard to this 
claim 

In the beginning of the war the Government desired to construct a 
number of gunboats to be used on the inland waters of the United 
States, The whole amount provided for this class of vessels and appro- 

riated in the beginning was $14,200,000. Alter these contracts had 
n partially completed the contractors insisted that they were en- 
titled to additional compensation on account of extra work performed. 
There have been filed, for alleged alterations made by the Govern- 
ment, in the aggregate, claims forextra work of this kind amounting 
to over $10,000,000, I speak of them as a class, because this is simply 
one of the number that you will have to deal with exactly as you deal 
with the pending one. I have no doubt you will find that other 
cases are on the Calendar or are embodied in bills pending before the 
committees of the House. The Government p: ed to ascertain the 
amount that was justly due the contractors on account of this extra 
work. ‘Two efforts were made. One was in pursuance of a resolution 
that the Senate of the United States on the 9th of March, 1865. 
That resolution was only by the United States Senate, and 
simply requested the Secretary of the Navy to organize a board of not 
less than three persons, who were requested to pass upon these various 
claims for extra allowance. That, not having the force of law, could 
only have the effect to obtain a report from the Navy Department, 
which should be submitted to Congress for its further action. A board 
was organized in pursuance of that resolution, known as the Selfridge 
board. The claimants involved in the pending bill did not make any 
application to this board. 

Mr. THOMAS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? Is it not a fact that the reason they did not make application 
was because the vessels were not completed, and that it was only com- 
pleted vessels, accepted by the Government, that were considered by 
the board? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I was going to state the fact. The gentleman 
simply anticipated me. I had not reached that. They did not make 
application , because the vessels were not then completed, as they alleged, 
and therefore the Seltridge board made no award as to them, but the 
cases were referred, The Selfridge award went to the Senate of the 
United States or to Congress, and then Congress passed an act for the 
purpose of covering all these cases. That act was passed on the 2d day 
of March, 1867, and was entitled An act for the relief of certain con- 
tractors for the construction of vessels of war and steam machinery.’* 

Now, I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Tomas! to the fact that when Senator Hendricks made the 
statement which he quoted in regard to these claims some of these con- 
tractors had never received a cent for their extra work, and he was 
advocating this very bill, which was approved March 2, 1867, when 
he made those remarks. 

Mr. THOMAS. Does the gentleman say that these parties have re- 
ceived money since that time? ; : 

Mr. SPRINGER. I state that they received their pay since Senator 
Hendricks made that speech. 

Mr. THOMAS. Lou are mistaken, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Am I mistaken about that? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, I will stand corrected then. The date of 
Senator Hendricks’s speech was April 11, 1866, and this act it seems 
was approved on the 2d day of March, 1867, which was nearly a year 
afterward. 

Mr. THOMAS. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him to 
make a statement in relation to that matter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ihave stated the fact, have I not, according to 
the record ? 

Mr. THOMAS. No; these parties have never received one cent for any 
claim made here. The amount they have received was an amount for 
extra work, the items of which are contained in the report of the com- 
mittee—extra work agreed upon and allowed between the contractors 
and the Government. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand that. 

Mr. THOMAS. But this amount for which the Marchand board was 
organized they have never received one cent for. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam stating now the fact, and the gentleman 
seems to have diverted me or to have raised an issue with me on the 
point that when Senator Hendricks made the statement he has quoted 
the bill had not which organized the Marchand board, and he 
was advocating the bill which created that board, which bill was 
subsequently passed; and in that award there were $5,000,000 out to 
these various claimants—not to those involved here, but to others 


with them. That is the point I made; so that Senator Hendricks’s | 


does not apply to this case, because all he claimed has been 
accomplished by the awards of the Marchand board. Now, at that 
time when that bill was pending, which resulted in the organization 
of the Marchand board, Senator Grimes, of Iowa, than whom no 
purer or better man ever occupied a seat in the United States Senate, 
stated, in reference to this class of cases, as follows] quote from his 
speech of April 11, 1866, to be foundon page 1888 of the Congressional 
Globe, first session Thirty-ninth Congress: 

Let it not be supposed by any Senator that after we shall have passed this 
bill, which includes about two and a quarter millions of money, we are there- 
after absolved from making any future appropriations for contracts entered 
into between private individuais and the Government under precisely similar 
circumstances, for I have upon my desk an abstract of contracts between the 
Government and contractors made under similar circumstances, upon which 
there would be claims as much entitled to consideration as almost any that are 
embraced within this bill under consideration, amounting to 8 „000,000. 
If there be a loss upon that property equal to the amount which it is claimed 
has been lost by the contractors provided for in this bill, then the amounts that 
will hereafter be claimed from the Government by contractors will ex- 
ceed the sum of $12,000,000. 

He referred to the contractors involved in that bill, 

That was the statement of Senator Grimes before the Marchand board 
met, and speaking of cases that were involved where the principle was 
the same as in this case. Now I waut to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman—— 

Mr. BREWER. Was Senator Grimes favoring the passage of the 
bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, he was opposing it and Senator Hendricks 
was favoring it. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Which bill was that? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That was the Marchand board bill. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the House to the fact that the 
act of March 2, 1867, under which the Marchand board was organ- 
ized, submitted these cases to a board of commissioners appointed by 
the Secretary of the Navy, which commissioners had precisely, in re- 
spect to the point at issue, the same jurisdiction that is now songht to 
be conferred upon the Court of Claims. i 

I quote now from the act of March 2, 1867, under which the Mar- 
chand board was organized: 


But no allowance for any advance in the price of labor or material shall be 
considered, unless such adyance occurred during the prolonged time for com- 
pleting the work rendered necessary by the delay resulting from the action of 
the Government aforesaid, and then only when such advance could not have 
been avoided by the exercise of ordinary prudence and diligence on the part of 


the contractor. 

That is the act of March 2, 1867. The Marchand board was organized 
with that jurisdiction. Now, what does the present act say ?—"An 
act for the relief of Nathaniel McKay and the executors of Donald 
McKay.’ It says: 

Provided, That such additional cost in completing the same, and such changes 
or alterations in the plans and specifications requ and delays in the prose- 
eution of the work were occasioned by the Government of the United States; 
but no allowance forany advance in the price of labor or material shall be con- 
sidered. unless such advance occurred during the prolonged term for complet- 
ing the work rendered necessary by delay resulting from the action of the Gov- 
ernment aforesaid, and then only when such advance could not have been 
avoided by the exercise of ordinary prudence and diligence on the part of the 
contractors. 

Almost precisely the same language as the act of March 2, 1867, is 
contained in this act. 

Now, this is a part of the case that the gentleman says has never 
been adjudicated. I say without fear of contradiction that that very 
fact was submitted to the Marchand board, and that board had juris- 
diction of that very question in precisely the words by which it is con- 
ferred upon the Court of Claims by this bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will ask the gentleman, if he will allow me 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. THOMAS. Is it not a fact that that board in its report said in 
substance that they would disregard any case that sounded in damages, 
and that they did not think they had any power to adjudicate unliqui- 
dated damages against the Government, and therefore they refused to 
hear the witnesses and take testimony in such cases? 

Mr. SPRINGER, I have not the report before me, and it is possible 
that they made use of such language; but they had jurisdiction of this 
very question. 

Mr. THOMAS. But they refused to exercise it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. They may not have exercised it, but they had 
the jurisdiction; and they not only referred cases to Congress under that 
act, but Congress acted and made appropriations. 

Mr. THOMAS. Is it not a fact that the Marchand board in no case 
made an appropriation, but that they merely reported in favor of claims? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. > 
ee THOMAS. And certainly it was not an adjudication of any- 

ing. 

Mr. SPRINGER. They had the right to hear and adjudicate the 
same fact that it is claimed here by these parties has never been ad- 
judicated. They have had their day in court under a bill that gave 
jurisdiction over this fact, and that court decided against them. 

Mr. THOMAS, Will the gentleman permit me there? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. THOMAS. Had that Marchand board any jurisdiction to ad- 
judicate anything? Were not they simply a board of inquiry, and 
were not they simply to make a report? 

Mr. SPRINGER, I have said that. 

Mr. THOMAS. Then they did not adjudicate anything. 

Mr. SPRINGER. They reported something which was carried out 
by Congress. p 

Mr. Speaker, I desire now to call attention to the fact that a joint 
resolution was in 1871 entitled A resolution for the relief of 
certain contractors for the construction of vessels of war and steam ma- 
chinery.“ This joint resolution provided for referring this class of 
claims to the Court of Claims, and omitted that part of the act of 1867 
to which I have called attention, in to advances in the price of 
material and labor and delays not the fault of the contractors, Presi- 
dent Grant vetoed that bill for the reason, as stated, that those words 
were left out, which were in the act of 1867. I desire to ask gentlemen 
who have opportunity to read the careful veto of President Grant on 
that subject, which is found in the Congressional Globe, third session 
of the Forty-first Congress, page 1023. They will there see more be- 
tween the lines in regard to this case than they see in the lines them- 
selves, 

President Grant had been well advised in regard to this matter, and 
evidently saw that it was opening the door toa flood-tide of claims. It 
was opening the door to a principle that would undo all the adjudica- 
tions of the war, and therefore he put his veto upon the passage of that 
bill. Since President Grant vetoed the omnibus bill, these ee 
it seems to me, have scattered, and they are coming in pairs or singly. 

Mr. BREWER. Have any of them been referred to the Court of 
Claims? - 

Mr. SPRINGER. I believe one was, and I am glad the gentleman 
has called my attention to that. In the case of Chouteau against The 
United States, the Court of Claims decided the case, it went to the 
Supreme Court, and it is reported in 95 United States Reports, at page 
61. I desire to call the attention of the House to the syllabus of that 
ease and would like gentlemen to read the whole case for themselves. 

Mr. BREWER. That is the decision of the Supreme Court? 

Mr. SPRINGER, Les; it is the decision of the Supreme Court. 


A, having a claim against the Government underhis contract with the Navy 
Department for building the iron-clad steam battery Etlah, executed to B a 
power of attorney authorizing him to sue for, recover, and receive all such sum 
or sums of money, debts, goods, wares, and other demands whatsoever, and 
especially payments that were or would be due on his contract for building the 
Etish, with full power in and about the prem ; to have, use, and take all 
lawful means and ways in his name for the pu aforesaid; and to make 
acquittances or other sufficient discharges for him and in his name, and gener- , 
aliy to do all other acts necessary and lawfulto be done iu and about the prem- 


S. 

The contract fixed the amount to be paid for the battery, and provided for its 
completion and delivery within eight months from June 24, 1863. For every 
month that the delivery might be made earlier than the time fixed, the con- 
tractor should receive 24,500 and for every month later he should pay a like 
sum. It also provided that the Department might, at any time during the 
progress of the work, make such alterations and additions to the plans and 
1 as it might deem necessary and proper, the extra expense oni 
thereby to be y at fair and reasonable rates, to be determined when the 
changes were directed to be made, The battery was finished for delivery in 
November, 1865, and proper authorities ofthe Department certified that tho ex- 
tra work and materials rendered necessary in making the alterations and ad- 
ditions that were ordered, amounted to $116, 111. 

A portion of that sum paving perony been paid, a voucher, in favor of A 
for $26,653.17,'' being in full and final payment on all extras, and in full for all 
claims and demands for that work,” was approved by the Department April 24, 
1866, and paid May II. following, to B, who, under his power of attorney, re- 
ceipted it in full. A’s assignee, asserting that the extra work amounted to 
$172,273.55, brought suit in the Court of Claims to recover the excess over the 
amount paid, and $118,283.30 alleged to be due irrespective of extras, on account 
of an increase in the price of labor and materials during the time that the com- 
pletion of the vessel was delayed by reason of such alterations and additions, 


Here you have the precise claim that is made in the case at bar. 
Now what did the court hold? The court held as follows: 


Held: 1. That the power of e authorized B to accept payment of the 
voucher, which upon its face decla: it was the last and full payment for the 
extra work, and that his acceptance bound A and barred a recovery for such 


. tbat the United States is not liable to A for the increased cost of the labor 
and materials. ‘ 

Mr. THOMAS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER, Yes. 

Mr. THOMAS. That case arose before the passage of the law under 
which the Marchand board was created, did it not? Was not that suit 
commenced before the passage of that law? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; this suit originated before the Marchand 
board was created. 

Mr. THOMAS. Congress did not recognize at that time, as it did in 
the act of 1867, that these parties were entitled to payment by reason 
of the extra cost of labor and material resulting from delays caused by 
the Government itself. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Butthe decision of the Supreme Conrt covered the 
principle involved in this case, holding that the claimant was not en- 
titled to anything for the advance in the price of labor and material. 

This decision was pronounced by Mr. Justice Miller, and it is the 
unanimous judgment of the court. I read from the decision: 


The Court of Claims finds that the delay in completing the vessel was caused 
by the changes ordered by the United States, and that, owing to the rise in the 
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of labor and materials on the work done under the original contract, and 
. the cost of that work wasincreased to the 
builder $118,283.20. The ap; ts asserted a claim for this amount also, 
which the court E 

Now, the Supreme Court affirmed that judgment, and said: 

But we are very clear that without any such provision he must be held to 
have taken the risk of the prices of the labor and materials which he was bound 
to furnish, as every other contractor does who agrees to do a specified job at a 
fixed price. It is one of the elements which he takes into account when he 
makes his bargain, and he n not — the other party to guaranty him 
ces. 


Mr. THOMAS. That is the strict rule of law. Now, will the gen- 
tleman it another question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THOMAS. If the Government, by the alteration of the plans 
which it furnished to the contractor, was the party that actually caused 
the delay, and if during that delay an increase of the price of materi- 
als and in the price of labor took place to such an extent that the con- 
tractors actually expended $118,000 extra for the benefit of the Goy- 
ernment, do you not think it would be just that that money should be 
reimbursed to them ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have read the decision of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. THOMAS. That is the strict rule of law; but, even if the 
court decided that, according to the strict rule of law, they were not 
entitled to compensation, do you not think that they would have an 
equitable right to be compensated ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Supreme Court did decide that they were not 
entitled to it. 

Mr. THOMAS. But whatdo you think about it? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think the Supreme Court decided justly. 

Mr. THOMAS. The gentleman thinks that, even if these men spent 
this amount of money for the benefit of the Government, still they 
should not be paid. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin dissent from 
this opinion of the Supreme Court? If so, I will have hisdissent prop- 
erly entered of record. [Laughter. } 

Mr. THOMAS. I do notdissent from it as not being strictly accord- 
ing to the rules of law; but I do say that equity and justice require that 
these men should be reimbursed if the fact is fonnd to be that, by 
reason of the delay caused by the action of the Government, they were 
compelled to expend this amount of money extra for the benefit of the 
Government. 

Mr. BREWER. Suppose there had been a fall in the price of labor 
and material. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Les, as the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
` BREWER] suggests, if there had been a fall in the price of labor and 
material does any one suppose that these gentlemen would have come 
forward to divide the extra profits with the Government? 

But I meet the gentleman from Wisconsin upon the very point he 
suggests. The Government of the United States was prevailed upon 
to take the view of the case which he hasindicated and to pass the act 
of March 2, 1867, submitting that very question to a naval board, a 
board friendly no doubt to these contractors as it was to all contractors 
at that time. That board took a most liberal view of the question, re- 
porting in favor of what they believed to be substantial justice under 
all the circumstances of the ease—— 

Mr. THOMAS. Does not the gentleman know that the board re- 
ported they would not take that matter into consideration, notwith- 
standing the law ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman has sostated, and I have not con- 
troverted his statement. 

Now, I want to ask what the Marchand board did with these two 
claimants in this bill. Ihave before me a letter from the late Secre- 
tary of the Navy, Mr. Whitney, dated February 16, 1888, in which he 
sets forth the factsin regard tothis claim. He says that there are three 
vessels involved, the Squando, the Nauset, and Ashuelot; that the con- 
tract price for these vessels amounted in the aggregate to $1,056,000; 
that this claim was for extra work on the three vessels and for advance 
in materials to which the contractors were subjected by reason of the 
change of conditions; that these matters went to a naval board and the 
board allowed the parties $409,000 for their extra claim, whatever it 
may have been, and they received that sum in addition to the contract 


price. . 
That amount, however, was less by $323,483 than they claimed; 
and the claim now before the House is for $323,000, which the 
Marchand board had jurisdiction to allow if it had seen fit todo so, but 
which it refused to allow and which the Government up to this time 
has not paid. This bill proposes that these claimants be permitted to 
go before the Court of Claims in order to secure the allowance of this 
amount. . 

Mr. FARQUHAR, Will the gentleman allow one question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Thegentleman hasstated, as I understand, the 
substauce of the letter of Seeretary Whitney. Is there anything in 
that letter to indicate that Secretary Whitney thought these claimants 
had any just claim? ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is nothing that indicates an opinion on the 
part of the Department or the Secretary as to whether they should be 


paid or not; but I will state that I found in the Navy Department at 
the time, so far as I could ascertain, an atmosphere entirely hostile to 
any further allowance upon these claims, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Does the gentleman state that the then Secre- 
tary of the Navy was entirely adverse to the passage of this bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; I did not say that. I stated that I found 
it the opinion of persons in the Department generally, so far as I talked 
with them, that justice had been done in this matterand that nothing 
further should be done. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. As I wish to be fair in this matter, the gentle- 
man will permit me to make a statement. I know there are members 
on this floor who have the impression (and they have obtained it at head- 
quarters) that Secretary Whitney was in favor of this bill being si 
by President Cleveland. Now, sir, the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
SPRINGER] had a better opportunity than other members of Congress 
at that time to ascertain the reasons and motives of the Secretary; and I 
simply wish to know whether Secretary Whitney really thought, as aa 
honest man, that these claimants had any case in court. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam not authorized to speak for Mr. Whitney. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I merely desired to ask that question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was my impression I did not get it from any 
conversation with Secretary Whitney—that he was opposed to any 
further allowance in this matter. But that was merely my impression, 
and I will not be responsible for any statement as to his position. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I can say that Secre Whitney in 
conversation with me indicated his belief thatthe bill should besigned 
and that these claimants should be allowed to go to the court, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. My information was in the same line, and that 
is the reason I put the question to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not submit to the Secretary any request 
for his opinion as to the merits of the case. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. But Secretary Whitney had gone over the case 
very carefully with the help of other parties. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Referring to the subject which I was di i 
when interrupted, I desire to call attention to the fact that the claim 
embraced in this bill, if submitted to the Court of Claims, will amount, 
according to the previous records in the case, to $323,000. The eases 
similarly situated are set forth in the Secretary’s letter of the date to 
which I have referred. 

The whole amount allowed for extra work of this character was 
$5,000,000; and the amount still claimed by persons situated similarly 
to the claimant in this case is $4,700,000. So that if you pass this bill 
you open up the avenue to the Court of Claims for cases occupying a 
precisely similar situation, aggregating $4,700,000. The newspapers 
have made some comments in regard to the extravagance of this House 
on the suhjeet of publie buildings; but there isa larger amount involved 
in this case than in all the public-building bills you have passed this 
session. Hence, I thonght this an important bill and one worthy to be 
eonsidered at least an hour or two, so that we could understand it. 

I believe with Senator Grimes that this measure involves a prin- 
ciple which if applied to like cases will entail upon the Government 
an expenditure of $60,000,000, provided you deal with other claimants 
in the same manner you propose to deal with these. The action here 
proposed amounts to an undoing of all the adjudications ot the late 
war and the establishment of the principle that the gentleman from 
Wisconsin now contends for, that every contractor who made contracts 
with the Government during that time is entitled to additional com- 
pensation if, from the beginning of the contract to its completion, 
there was a rise in the price of materials and labor or any additional 
expense caused by delay of the Governmentin ordering extra work. 

If that principle is to be recognized then you have opened up the 
whole subject, gentlemen, and undone all the adjudications which 
have been made since the war. And I desire to call the attention of 
this House to the fact that this bill is not a fair submission of the merits 
of the question to the Court of Claims at all; very far from it. What 
does the bill propose? It refers the case to the Court of Claims and 
provides: 

And said court shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine and render 
judgment upon the same, 

Now, how shall it render judgment? Why, in this manner: 


Provided, however, That the investigation of said claim shall be made upon 
the following basis: The said court shall ascertain the additional cost which 
was necessarily incurred by the contractors for building the light-draught 
monitors i aged and Nauset and the side-wheel steamer Ashuelot in the com- 
pletion of the same, by reason of any changes or alterations in the plans and 
specifications required and delays in the prosecution of the work. 


That is the first item. The next provides 


That such additional costin completing the same, and such changes or altera- 
tions in the plans and specifications required, and delays in the prosecution of 
the work were occasioned by the Government of the United States; but no al- 
lowance for any advance in the price of labor or material shall be considered 
unless such adyance occurred during the prolonged term for completing the 
work rendered necessary by delay resulting from the action of the Government 
aforesaid, and then only when such advance could not haye been avoided by 
the exercise of ordinary prudence and diligence on the part of the contractors. 


So that this is simply referring the ease to the court under an iron-clad 
rule that makes the court similar to a referee in chancery, to find cer- 
tain facts and enter judgment upon them; not to refer them back te 
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Con; for consideration and action, but to find the alleged facts, and 
on them to enter judgment, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. And a fair one at that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, that is the gentleman’s opinion. He says 
it is very fair. I say it is not fair to subject the Government to such 
a condition. It is a very good thing for the claimant, of course, but 
not for the Government, to thus submit a case, to be taken, if desired, 
from the opinion of the Court of Claims on appeal to the Supreme Court, 
when the merits of the question are decided beforehand, as they are in 
this bill. You decide in this bill that these parties are entitled, under 
the claim submitted, for the increased price of material and labor, and 

ou ask the Court of Claims to say how much it amounted to and ren- 
ee their judgment thereupon. 

Now, the lawyer who drew this claim was up in the business. He 
understood his business well, and I imagine that if ever the case goes 
to the Court of Claims he will laugh in his sleeve many a time when 
he considers how he overreached Congress. 

Mr. THOMAS. Let me ask the gentleman if that same condition 
is not in the law of 1867 that organized the Marchand board ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Just so. I have no doubt that the same lawyer 
drew it. It is the old thing over again. He is an old hand in the 
business and has had experience since 1867, at least, in the business. 

Mr. THOMAS. So he has been here since 1867 then? 

Mr. SPRINGER. He has been here a long time, I have no doubt, 
and understands his business better than almost anybody else in that 
line. He knows how to submit a case to the Court of Claims and de- 
cide in advance what he wants allowed by the court. 

Now, I submit that if this case is to go to the Court of Claims it 
ought to go with at least a chance given to the Government to show 
that it does not owe anything. The Court of Claims is i to 
certify to a particular fact, this bill settles the principle and tells 
the court to enter judgment for the amount found. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin stated that this case had been reported 
by various committees and that favorable reports had been made upon 
it. I desire to call his attention to the fact that this ease has been re- 

adversely too. This very case was before the Committee on 

aval Affairs in the Forty-fifth Congress, and, together with several 
other cases of a similar nature, was considered and a unanimous report 
submitted by the gentleman from Indiana, at that time representing a 
district in that State, the predecessor of my distinguished friend who 
sits in front of me Mr. ByNum]—I refer to Mr. Hanna, of Indianapolis. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I understood the gentleman from Wisconsin 
to say that that was only a minority report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That isa mistake; this is the report. 

In the Forty-fifth Congress, second session—a unanimous report of 
the Hanna committee—the Committee on Naval Affairs submitted 
the following report in the Secor and McKay cases—— 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Butthe gentleman from Wisconsin, I thought, 
said that was a minority report; at least so I understood him. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] 
stated to me on yesterday that the committee reported unanimously 
against it, He was a member of the committee, and I have the report 
in my hand. This was called to the attention of the committee before, 
and the President of the United States, Mr. Cleveland, refers to it in his 
veto message as the report of the committee. I know that report was 
before President Cleveland when he wrote the message. 

Now, Mr. Hanna stated at that time as follows—and I desire to eall 
the attention of tlemen to the report drawn by Mr. Hanna, who 
was one of the ablest lawyers in Indiana, a Republican, a man of the 
highest character and integrity, and who gives an exhaustive examina- 
tion and report of the facts and the findings of the committee in the 
report. He says: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the petition and state- 
ment of Secor & Co. and Perine, Secor & Co., g the claims for losses 
sustained in building the harbor and river moni d 


Manhattan, also in re! 
_ on those vessels, having considered the same, respectfully submits 


So, it shows upon the face of it that it was a report of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and not a minority report. 

Your committee finds— 

Not a minority of the committee— 
3 the building of each of said vessels was the sum of 


He then proceeds to state the facts in regard to what is known as the 
Secor claim, and after the Marchand board’s award in that case had 
been paid by the Government, Secretary Robeson—he is not mentioned 
by name, but he was the Secretary at the time—ordered another inves- 
tigation as to the Secor case, and that commission allowed the Secors 
$93,000 in excess of the allowance of the Marchand Board, and Secre- 
tary Robeson paid that award, and after doing so the sobriquet of 
“Secor” was attached to his name and a publie scandal was believed 
to have been created. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Does the gentleman say that this report cov- 
“Ste SPRINGER. It was in precisely the category, as the 
r. was y same , a8 
next case will show. In deciding the McKay case he refers to the de- 


cision in the Secor case as involving the same principle precisely. Now 
what does Mr, Hanna say? 


Now, in view of all these facts, the claimants come and ask 
authorize the Court of Claims to take jurisdiction of these alleged claims 
ascertain whether or not some additional sum can not be had out of the Treas- 
ury. First, they get the contract price. 


Now, see how on all-fours this case is. 


Second, their claim for extra work, as adjusted by the officers of the Navy, is 
received, 


That was the additional board that I have spoken of. 

Mr. THOMAS. There is some little misunderstanding here, Will 
the gentleman permit me to ask him what is the case that that com- 
mittee are deciding ? 

Mr, SPRINGER. That was the case of Secor & Co. and Perine; 
Secor & Co. for extra compensation for building one of these gunboats. 


Mr. THOMAS. It is not the McKay case. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir, not the McKay case, but exactly like it, 
on all- ſours, except that they got $93,000 from the Secretary of the Navy 
afterward. 

Mr. THOMAS. Oh, no, it is not like it, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let us see what he says: 


Third, the amount found to be due by the Morehouse board is received, and a 
receipt given in full discharge of all claims against the United States on account 
of the vessels upon which the board made the allowance as per their report 
under the act of March 2, 1867. The act of 38 of July — 1868, provid- 
ing for the payment of these awards requi: that the pts so given 
should thus bea finality. Fourth, the Boggs board, created by the 
the Navy, make an additional allowance of $93,116.98, and that has been paid. 


Then says the report: 


Pray, when are we to have a finality? The alleged claim is barred by the 
statute of limitation. It has been adjusted by a board created at the instance of 
claimants, and the award received was receipted for in manner and form as 
stated. The claimants are estopped by every rule of law or ogoi from fur- 
ther lawful claim. With full 1 and estoppel stering us in 
the face, we are asked to consent that whole matter may be relitigated. To 
consent would be to trifle with public justice, 

Your committee report adversely. 


That is the report of the committee, not a minority report, Then 
immediately following the statement of that report Mr. Hanna made 
another report. We will see what that is: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred bill H. R. 1969, having 
considered the same, res ully submit the following report: 

This is a bill for the relief of Nathaniel MeKay, who claims “ She ee 
sation for the construction of the light-draught monitor Squando, one of the 
vessels referred to and embraced in the act entitled ‘An act for the relief 
ceitain contractors for the construction of vessels of warand steam-machinery,’ 
approved March 2, 1877.” The bill proposes to refer this claim to the Court 
2 is for adjudication, vesting that court with authority and jurisdiction” 

the premises. 

Under the facts and the law, should the prayer for relief be granted? 

Without going into all the details, it is sufficient to say that during tlie late 
war the Secretary of the Navy was authorized and empowered by law to con- 
tract for the construction of a number of s certain class of of which the ~ 
monitor Squando was one. Your committee find that McKay & 
contractors; that the contract price was $395,000;— 

This bill only represented one vessel; the pending bill represents 
all three; hence the amount is less in the case then under considera- 
tion— 
that the whole increased cost of the work over the contract price as now 
claimed by the contractors is the sum of $337,329.46; that the con rs haye 
been paid the full contract price, and in addition thereto have also been paid 
the sum of $194,535.70. . 

From all the information which your committee has been able to obtain, it 
seems that the contract provided for the payment of a specific sum of money, 
and then in case of changes or modifications of plans or unreasonable delays 
caused by the Government, such additional sum as they might fairly be entitled 
to. Upon settlement with the Secretary of the Navy, it appears t in addition 
to the contract price, they were paid and they received m the vernment 
the sum of $194,535.70, as the sum found fairly due them in addition to the con- 
tract price on account of changes, modifications, ete. Then they claimed .- 
329.46, but that claim was investigated and upon by officers provided by 
law, and the sum found fairly due and ow by ue of the terms and pro- 
visions of the contract was $194,535.70, and this sum was paid to and by 
the contractors. è 

Thus the matter was first adjusted in manner and form as by law provided, 
3 that afterward, on the 2d of March, 1867, Congress an act en- 
ti An act for the relief of certain contractors for the construction of vessels 
of war and steam machinery; that to carry into effect the provisions of this 
act the Secretary of the Navy, on the 6th of July, 1867, appointed a board, to 
whom claims of this character should be referred for re-examination and report 
ta Congress, That board consisted of d. King, and Foster. On the 4th 
of December, 1867, the Secretary of the Navy communicated to Congress the 
report of that board. It appears that McKay & Aldus submitted to that board 
their claim forremuneration. The board found and reported the 2 r 
that it had been paid the amount overpaid by reason of changes and ifica- 
tions of plans; but that nothing additional was due the claimants on account 
of the matters complained of. Thus for the second time has this claim been 
acted upon in manner provided by law. Competent and lawful authority has 
twice settled this matter adversely to the claimants. 

Your committee is clearly of opinion that the claim is without merit; that it 
has no foundation in either law or equlty. 


“That is the McKay case, mind you, not the Secor case. 


Having arrived at this conclusion upon the merits, it is deemed unnecessary 
2 — 8 limitations and estoppel, each of which would be 
e ý 


Courts regard with favor statutes of repose and do not favor reopening mat-` 
ters of controversy in the absence of fraud. The time has come when this 
claimant and all of the same class should distinctly understand that they have 
had their day in court and that it will be fruitless to attempt further — 


recogni 

ment, by no known rule of law or equity, ought to consent 

that claimants of this class Grther hearing. Such 
policy would not subserve 


dus were the 


may enter her courts for 
the ends of justice. 
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Again the committee submitted another report by Mr. Hanna: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1264 
for the relief of certain contractors for the construction of vessels of war an 


steam machinery, having considered the same, submit the following report: 

All the matters of law and fact necessarily embraced in the consideration of 
this bill have been duly considered by the committee. The reports submitted 
on bill H. R. 1969, “A bill forthe relief of Nathaniel McKay," and on the memo- 
rial of Secor & Co. and Perine, Secer & Co., present fully the views and con- 
clusions at which your committee have arrived, The original contract price 
appears, in every instance, to have been paid. Alllawful charges for extra work 
appear to have been fully paid. A board croated by law, at the special instance 
of these contractors, have heard and determined all the matters complained of, 
and in all eases where said board found any sum due the contractor such sam 
has been received and receipted for in full of all claims. In some instances no 
sum whatever was found to be justly due. Your committee are of the opinion 
that all the claimants who areseeking further relief by virtue of the provisions 
of this bill have had their day in court; that great wrong and injustice might 
and would be done the Government to in any manner further recognize the 
existence of any legal or equitable claim against the Government; that by well 
settled rules of law these alleged claims are not only barred, but in fact are with- 
out merit. Your committee therefore report adversely. 


This bill is of asimilar character to the bill H. R. 1969, and the law 
and the facts applicable thereto are the same in all respects. So that 
the case of Nathaniel McKay, who is a party in this case, was decided 
by that committee in this report of Mr. Hanna, 

Mr. DOCKERY. When was that report submitted ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was submitted on the 28th of February, 1878, 
in the Forty-fifth Congress; so that that was the opinion of the Naval 
Committee of that Congress, and that report was unanimously con- 
curred in by that Congress, because no further action was taken at that 
time forthe pu ol bringing up these claims. Now Mr. Speaker 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does the gentleman from Illinois know what 
amount is involved in this bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The amount that is involved in the pending bill, 
so far as these claimants are concerned, that is tosay, the extent of their 
claim before the Navy Department, which was not allowed. is $323,483. - 
25. That is the amount involved for these three vessels, for which they 
claim the Government has not paid them. The Government has already 

id them $409,000 in excess of the contract, which was for the sum of 


1,056,000. 

Mr. THOMAS. But is it not a fact that that excess paid was for 
extra work, for which there was another contract made, under which 
these vessels were taken apart and rebuilt, and that none of it was for 
the advanced price of material or labor? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think I have so stated; and that after that the 
Government rejected their subsequent claims. 

Mr. THOMAS. But this was for actual work. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Although their claim was submitted to the Mar- 
chand board, that board declined to recognize it. 

I want to state farther that, while this individual case involves very 
much the same facts, as I have said, in the same class of cases which 

were referred to that board in this general bill, involving $4,714,000, 
it is on all fours with the claim for extra compensation contained in 
this bill. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. What distinction is there between this claim 
and the others, which Senator Grimes said would amount to $60,000,- 
000 


? 

Mr. SPRINGER. These were cases amounting to $4,700,000, and 
known as the gunboat claims, Senator Grimes was referring to that 
claas of contracts with the Government, a memorandum of which he 
said he had upon his table, showing that the same principle was in- 
volved in those cases as in this, and which if allowed would involve 
the Government in a cost of $60,000,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Was this claim disallowed by this board? 

Mr, SPRINGER. I have stated it several times, but I will repeat 
by way of recapitulation. The report in this case shows that the Gov- 
ernment entered intoa contract with these parties amounting to $1,056, - 
000 to build these boats. Extra work was ordered, and they put ina 
claim for pay for that work. A board was ordered by the Navy De- 
partment.to investigate the allowance of the claim on account of extra 
work. They presented their claim to that board. It awarded them 
$409,000 in excess of the contract. That was paid by act of Congress, 
and they receipted in fall ofall demandsagainst the Government. They 
then went before the Marchand board, which was authorized to adju- 
dicate on claims on account of the advance in the price of labor and 
material; and this board rejected the claim and said they were not 
entitled to it. Then they came to Congress and got this bill passed in 
order to allow them to go to the Court of Claims. 

One word further and I will close. This bill passed the last Con- 
gress without sufficient debate. It was not properly understood. It 
went to the President and was vetoed by Mr. Cleveland. If I had 
time I would read that veto, but I have not time, thongh it is well 
known to you. Mr. Cleveland vetoed it upon the same ground that 
the Supreme Court decided the Chouteau case, and upon the same 
grounds set forth by Mr. Hanna in his report, to which I have called 

attention. 

I need not refer to the veto, which was accepted by the House as con- 
clusive, I suppose, or we should have heard of the case at that 


time. But here it is again, and unless Congress now takes hold of this 
matter and puts its foot upon this case, like Banquo’s ghost it will come 


up from session to session, and we will never hear the end of it. I hope 
gentlemen will decide this question with a full view of their responsi- 
bility to their constituents. I want bes to understand, gentlemen, in 
deciding this question, that if you allow this sum you are opening the 
door to all persons who may hereafter come before Congress to ask for 
relief upon the same ground—to have their cases sent to the Court of 
Claimsin the way that this case is to be sent—not to hear and deter- 
mine upon its merits. It is not sent to be heard on its merits. The 
merits were decided adversely in the Chouteau case in this appeal to the 
Supreme Court from the Court of Claims. 

If this bill passes the Court of Claims is simply made a referee in 
chancery to report the facts in the case. They do hot enter a judgment 
upon the facts and the law; the entry is of a judgment on the facts; 
and the law is taken out of their hands, and the principle involved in 
this case is taken away from the court. Now, here they claim that 
they are entitled by reason of a rise in the prices of material and cost 
of labor, a principle which the Supreme Court in the Chouteau case has 
decided is not admissible, as every gentleman knows. That is to be de- 
cided in this House; and, if Congress decides that all the adjudica- 
tions of the war shall be opened, then nothing has been settled from the 
time of the first adjudication of claims for construction of ships and 
public works during the late war; everything is uprooted and chaos has 
come again. 

Mr. THOMAS. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has seventeen minntes 
remaining. 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [ Mr. STONE]. : 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to occupy 
ten minutes. I really do not care to occupy any time in the discussion 
of this claim. I belong to the committee that has twice before con- 
sidered this claim. I was on the committee that reported it favorably 
in the last Congress. I believed that these claimants had the right to 
at least be heard in court and to take the judgment of the court as to 
whether anything was due them or not. This claim was before the 
last Congress for two days, and that Congress sat here for that time 
and listened to just such statements as those which the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has made to-day, The same statements were 
made in the last Congress by that gentleman himself and by others, and 
the result was that the bill passed this House by an overwhelming 
majority on a yea-and-nay vote. 

It also passed the Senate without a dissenting voice. It went to the 
President of the United States, and there, as I am aware, it had the 
indorsement and recommendation of the Secretary that it be signed. I 
know, too, that gentlemen who opposed this claim upon this floor and 
who have opposed it here now had open and free access to the chamber 
of the President of the United States while the bill was being there 
considered; and I also know that gentlemen who had favored and de- 
fended the claimant upon this floor because they believed it was right 
were denied admission to the chamber of the President of the United 
States while the bill was being considered. This much, sir, I desire 
to say in answer to the question asked by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FARQUHAR] as to what the opinion of the Secretary of the Navy 
was at that time. 

The President of the United States vetoed that bill. At the present 
session the bill was introduced again and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. The very same state of facts exists now that existed be- 
fore, and I assert that there was not a single, solitary sentence in the 
veto of the President that could be construed as refuting, or even dis- 
puting, the facts set forth in the report made by the Committee on War 
Claims in the Fiftieth Con There were no new facts presented. 
The President of the United States brought absolutely nothing to bear 
upon the case that could havea tendency to change the opinion of any- 
body who had investigated it. 

I know that the limited investigation he wasable to give the matter 
was as nothing in comparison with the investigation which the Commit- 
tee on War Claims has been compelled upon several occasions to make 
of this case. Therefore, when the case came back to the Fifty-first 
Congress there was nothing to cause me to change my opinion, and 
there was no evidence produced before the Committee on War Claims 
to change its opinion. A bill like this had passed the Congress of the 
United States five or six separate times and had passed the Senate of 
the United Statesseven times, The present bill is better guarded with 
reference to the interests of the Government than was the bill which 
passed the Fiftieth Congress. 

I was left, therefore, upon that committee in the position that I must 
decide again as I have already decided or else must change my opin- 
ion simply because the President of the United States had vetoed the 
bill by the Fiftieth Congress. Now I am as willing to decide any 
question of fact for myself upon an investigation of the facts as to take 
the opinion of any other man, no matter where he comes from. So that 
when this bill was introduced again in this present Congress and was 
referred to the Committee on War Claims I could do nothing but give 
it my assent. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, and gentlemen of the House of Representa- 
tives, that there can be no injustice done to anybody by passing this 
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bill and 


rmitting these claimants to go before the Court of Claims. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] does not state the case 


fairly when he says that the equities are decided in this bill. The 
whole case goes to the court for an investigation, and I would like to 
know where there isa citizen in this country, who has aclaim against 
the Government or a claim against a fellow-citizen, who does not feel 
that he ought to have the right to take it into court, where there is every 
opportunity for both sides to be heard. If the statements made by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] in his argument to-day 
are correct, nobody will be more likely to find it out than the Court of 
Claims. 

The Congress of the United States can not investigate a case like this 
as that court can. The fact is, as stated. by the gentleman irom Wis- 
consin [Mr. THOMAS], that the Marchand board never did investigate 
this case. ‘That board closed its labors within a month after these 
claimants were notified that their accounts and vouchers must be pre- 
sented. That board passed upon the claims for the construction of 
fifty-five vessels, made by forty-two contractors, in about one hundred 
days; fifty-five cases, in which millions of dollars wereinvolved! The 
board decided those cases without the presence of attorneys, without 
hearing witnesses, without the presence of the claimants themselves, 
by a star-chamber proceeding organized, as is pretty clearly evident, 
with the idea of disallowing all such claims. 

Besides, the McKay claim, upon the facts now presented, was never 
before that board at all. Furthermore, the decisions of the Marchand 
board have not been held as binding upon the Government. There 
are seven other claims that have been paid by special acts of Congress 
that were rejected by the Marchand board. That board said in those 
cases that nothing was due to the claimants, but the Congress of the 
United States, in its wisdom, alterwards decided that something was 
due to those claimants and that they should be paid. 

Now, these parties ask only to be permitted to go to the Court of 
Claims. I do not know whether they can establish any rights or not, 
I do not know whether they can show any valid claims or not, but I 
am willing to permit them to go before the court and let the court de- 
cide, first, whether they kave any grievance and, second, if they have, 
what is its amount and how it should be satisfied, I have confidence 
in the courts of the country. Iam willing that the courts of the coun- 
try shall decide these questions. Iam willing that the courts shall 
say whether there is anything due or not, especially when I know that 
both sides will be fully represented in court and that each side will 
have its rights protected by the court. 

Nor do I feel, sir, in making up my mind that these claimants are 
entitled to go into the Court of Claims, that I am deciding that any- 
thing is in fact due them. I do not claim to know whether any- 
thing is due them or not. I do say, however, that when any citizen 
of this country comes here and asks to be given a hearingin court 
upon any claim which he may have against the Government, his re- 
quest ought to be granted. I do say that in every such case it is as 
little as Congress can do and as little as the people expect them to do 
to allow the claimant to go into court and have an opportunity to estab- 
lish his case if he can do so. 

As I have already said, so far as the question of allowing this claim- 
ant to go to the court is concerned, there are no new facts presented 
in this case. The case has been before Congress for many years, and 
it has been kept here largely because of the disposition of a number 
of gentlemen upon this floor, who have been here ever since I have 
been in Congress, and some of them longer, to fight with all the ve- 
hemence they can command any and every sort of claim that does not 
come directly from one of their own constituents. That spirit has 
manifested itself strikingly in this case as in other cases of the same 
kind that have come before Congress in my time. 

That sort of opposition has followed not only this claim, but every 
private claim from the time I came into Congress (and I do not know 
how long before) until now. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] i 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Just one moment more. I wish to say 
that Ido not entertain any of that sort of feeling. I am notin favor of 
paying unjust claims. I believe the best way to determine whether a 
claim is just or not is to allow the claimant to go to a court of the United 
States, that it may determine whether anything is due; and when euch 
a court has determined the amount due I think the proper thing for 
Congress to do is to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to pay it 
at once; because neither this nor any other Congress is competent (the 
incompetency does not proceed from lack of intellect, but from want 
of opportunity) to review the findings of any of the great courts of the 
country. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr, THOMAS obtained the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
THOMAS] has five minutes. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER], after searching the records extending over twenty years, was 
able to find one report against this claim. I had not been able to find 
it, though I examined fourteen reports of different committees of this 
and the other Honse, all of them in favor of the claim and many of them 


nnanimous reports. I acknowledge that I overlooked the report which 
the gentleman has read. The sum and substance of that report is that 
according to the strict letter of the law, without regard to any considera- 
tions of equity, these claimants have no legal claim against the Govern- 
ment. 

The Supreme Court of the United States so decided. But when I 
asked the gentleman from Illinois this question: Supposing these par- 
ties to have invested $118,000 of theirown money in building vessels 
of the Government, this expenditure having arisen by reason of negli- 
gence or delay on the part of the Government, in consequenceof which 
the prices of labor and material had increased, thus taking this amount 
out of the pockets of the claimants, whether, though the strict letter 
of the law might prohibit reimbursement to the parties, it would not 
be justice and equity to make them compensation—the gentleman de- 
clined to answer. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me this case has been fully discussed 
and we understand fully its merits. I propose. now to ask 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit a correction? I 
understand that the report of Mr. Hanna declared this claim to be 
neither legal nor equitable. 

Mr. THOMAS. The report states, if I understood the reading of it, 
that there is no legal claim. 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. And no equitable claim. 

Mr. THOMAS. Ido not think Mr. Hanna would say there was no 
equitable claim if he understood the facts; and the conceded facts, un- 
disputed by the gentleman from Ilinois or anybody else, are that the 
Government caused this delay by its defective plans, necessitating the 
tearing down and rebuilding of the vessels; that by reason of the course 
which the war took and the large duties which were meanwhile levied 
the price of iron was increased from $65 a ton to $220aton; that there 
was also an increase in wazes of labor from $1.50 or $2 a day to $4 or 
$5 a day; these are the facts undisputed by anybody; and if Mr, 
Hanna or any one else says there is no equity in such a claim I think 
he does not know what the word equity“ means. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me one moment for a 
correction? i 

Mr. THOMAS, Certainly. Ido not withdraw my motion; but if 
the gentleman wishes to make a remark, I will yield to him. 

Mr.SPRINGER. I wish to say that Mr. Hanna did state in his re- 
port that these claims were without any justification in law or equity. 

Mr. THOMAS. That may have been Mr. Hanna's opinion; but I 
think the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] himself would not 
go to that extent; for when I asked him if he thought that men who 
had paid ont $118,000 of their own money under these circumstances 
had not an equitable claim, he declined to answer. I renew my mo- 
tion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. One moment further. I wish to makea remark 
in correction ofa statement of my friend from Kentucky [Mr. STONE]. 
He said that the McKay case had not gone before the Marchand board. 
That is a mistake. It did go before that board and was rejected by it. 
I am referring now to the claim for additional allowance. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Possibly I may havesaid that this case 
did not go before the Marchand board. That board held its sessions 
with closed doors; there is no telling what claims went before that 
board except from the cases reported by it; but the vouchers and other 
papers pertaining to this claim were never presented to the Marchand 
board by the McKays, because they had no time to do so after 
had notification of the meeting of the board and before its adjourn- 
ment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman had reference, no doubt, to the 
Selfridge board, not the Marchand board, Itis true that the Selfridge 
board did not pass upon this case; but the Marchand board, under the 
uct of March 2, 1867, did pass upon it specifically. 

Mr. THOMAS. In answer to the gentleman’s statement about the 
Marchand board I willsay the board held that the question of increased 
cost by reason of delays caused by the Government was one sounding 
in damages and therefore beyond the jurisdiction of the Department 
and not included within the act, though the act itself expressly pro- 
vided that that should be taken into consideration by the Keerd. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ihaveexamined thereportof the Marchand board 
and have found no such language; and I know that the act did confer 
jurisdiction upon the board. 

Mr. THOMAS. TI have stated what the board said: that they would 
not take the case into consideration because they did not think it came 
within the act, although the act expressly conferred jurisdiction upon 
them. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
language. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
THOMAS] demands the previous question. 3 87 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, this bill having 
been read in the House, will it appear in the RECORD to-morrow morn- 


ing? : 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill appearsin full in the RECORD 
of to-day, being a part of the proceedings of yesterday. 


I have not been able to find in the report any such 
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Mr. SPRINGER, Before the previous question is Pur will the gen- NOT VOTING—183, 
tleman from Wisconsin allow a motion to refer this bill to the Com- | Abbott, Cowles, Lind, Sanford, 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar? 7 : Lodge, 

Mr. THOMAS. I insist on my motion for the previous question. Alien. Mich. corse io . m 

aie revious question was ordered. Anderson, Miss. Davidson, Mansur, Smith, W. Va. 

PEAK ERk pro tempore. The ‘question recurs on the third read- W, proe —.— ind. sen 
ing 2 the Senate bill. Ban —— 

Ar. SPRINGER. I move to refer this bill to the Committee on | Barnes 8 Meadso, Siahinecker, 
War Claims; or I will move to refer it to the Committee of the Whole | Barwig, Dorsey, McCarthy, Stephenson, 
on the Private Calendar if the motion is in order, and I believe it is. oe . —. 2 5 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the motion of the gentleman? | Bingitam, Elliott, McCormick, 

Mr. SPRINGER. To refer to the Committee of the Whole on the eee — 5 oe 3 y 
Private Calendar. - y q g 

J Os a e E a a e 

e pro tempore. ot to refer to the en u nley, oore, aylor, J. D. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I believe I was too fast in making the motion, | Breckinridge, Ark. Hinten, Moore, Tex. 8 
The question is first on the third reading of the bill. Brosius, j 3 Morrill, d, 

The SPEAKER pro‘tempore. That is the first question. —— T. M. 2 woe 88 Pa. 

The bill was o toa third reading, and was accordingly read | Buchanan, Va. E Mutehier —— 
the third time. Buckalew. Se T Turner, N.Y. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now. I move to refer to the Committee of the ch ey Gibson, es, S 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, so that it may go where the | 00". 88 pd ergs — Wana 
House bill is, a that 5 is in order. ee course it is in order to Cam pbell Hare, Outh Wade, 
move to recommit it to the Committee on War Claims. ndler, Mass, ateh, son, ‘allace, Mass. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, That motion is in order. oon ae, a haea o 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is it not in order to move to refer it to the Cal- Carath. Heard. 5 Peters, Watson, s 

i, hill, lan, A 
"ite THOMAS. Is that motion inorder? e Ie arama O BS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage of the Guinan. Holman, Price, W nish 
bill, unless the gentleman moves to commit to the committee. Clancy. Hooker, Maines, ote 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the motion to refer to the Committee of the | Cunts,“ — — Wilson, Ky. 
Whole is in order, is it not? i 7 K Reyburn, Wilson, Wash, 

we: * . 
EE ETARE pro tempore. Does the gentleman insist on the mo- vo man, A Ta Follett, — rign, 2. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Of course; but I am asking first whether there | Cooner, Ohio Lehibach, Rusk, sae 

thran Lester, Va. Russell 


is ay difference between the motion to recommit or to refer to the Cal- 
endar? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to recommit is in order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. How can this’ bill be recommit- 
ted, as it has never been committed to the committee? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to commit or recommit 
would be in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to commit the bill to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CANNON. The rule is that the motion is only admissible to refer 
to a standing or select committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I was trying to find the rule, but did not have it 
at hand. Then I move to commit the bill to the Committee on War 
Claims, 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 35, noes 


57. 
- Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 51, nays 93, not vot- 
ing 183; as follows: 


YEAS—451. 

Allen, Miss. McClellan, 

Flick, MeCreary, Shively, 
Blount, Forman, MeMillin, Skinner, 
Brewer, Forney, MeRae, Springer, 
Brickner, Goodnight, Montgomery, Stewart, Tex. 
Brookshire, Grimes, Norton, bie, 
Brown, J. B. Henderson, N.C. O'Ferrall, Tillman, 
Bynum, Kerr, Iowa Parrett, Turner, Ga. 
Candler, Lane, Paynter, Vandever, 
Clarke, Ala. Peel, Wheeler, Ala. 
Clements, Lawler, Pickler, Willcox, 
Crisp, x Rogers, Williams, III 
Culberson, Tex. Rowland, 

NAYS—43. 

Anderson, Kans, Cul Pa. Kennedy, Ray 
Atkinson, Pa. Cummings, Kinsey, Reed, Iowa 
Atkinson, W. Va. Cu Rockwell, 
Baker, Darii Lacey, Rowell, 
Bartine, Dingley, Laidlaw, Sawyer, 
Bayne, Dolliver, Lansing, Scull, 


No quorum voting. 

The following additional were announced: 

Mr. Burrows with Mr. HOOKER, for this day. 

Mr. CASWELL with Mr. BRUNNER, on this bill. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, on this 
vote, 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. Lester, of Virginia, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. Post with Mr. Moore, of Texas, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. Brostus with Mr. EDMUNDS, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. SNIDER with Mr. HAYNES, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. COLEMAN with Mr. ENLOE, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. Yoprr with Mr. Crary, on this vote. 

Mr. FLoob with Mr. MCADOO, on this vote. 

Mr. CARTER with Mr. Cooper, of Indiana, on this bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. My colleague, Mr. RICHARDSON, is detained from 
the House this afternoon by sickness. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. HEARD, is also 
temporarily absent by reason of sickness. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; when the following members 
failed to answer to their names: 


Abbott, I, Haynes, O'Neill. Mass. 
ald ò 8 Tod. Hem ohil, vere 
erson, r, Ind. mp gon 
Allen, Mich Cooper, Ohio. Hill. Perry, 
Anderson, Miss. Cothran, Holman, Peters, 
An . Cowles, Hooker, Phelan, 
Arnold Culberson, Tex. Houk, Pierce, 
Banks, Lell. Ketcham, Post, 
Basi Da dson, og — 
* Ws. ~ 
Biggs, De Haven, Leh} Baines 
Bingham, De Lano, Lester, Va. Randall, 
Blanchard, Dickerson, Lind, Reilly, 
Bland, A Lodge, Reyburn, 
Boatner, Dunnell, Magner, Richardson, 
Boutelle, Dunphy, Maish, e, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Edmunds, Mansur, ` 
Martin, Ind. Rusk, 
Martin, Tex. Russell, 
s Sanford, 
McAdoo, Scranton, 
MoeCarthy, Seney, 
McComas, Smith, III. 
MeCord, Smith, W. Va, 
Mckinley,” Spinola 
i = inola, 
Milliken, —— 
ills, Springer, 
Moore, N. H. 1 > 
è Moore, Tex. 
Morse, Stewart, Ga. 
Mudd, Stewart, Tex. 
Mutchler, aina bh 
Nute, Stone, 


5 5 — 7 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1890. 


Taylor, III. i Wallace, N, Y. Wike, 
1 5 J. B. „ —— { Wilson, W X 
lor, J. ES 
— Venable, Wheeler, Mich, Wilson, W. Va. 
Townsend, Colo, Waddill, Whiting, — — 
N. Mage, Whitthorne, Y 4 
Tucker, Wallace, Mass, Wickham, Yoder. 


Daring the roll-call the following members reported to the Clerk 
and were recorded as present under the rule: 

Mr. CULBERSON of Texas, Mr. COOPER of Indiana, Mr. BURTON, Mr. 
HEARD, Mr. GEISSENHADNER, Mr. DUNNELL, Mr. MUDD, Mr. Mo- 
Comas, Mr. CANNON, Mr. STEWART of Texas, Mr. TAYLOR of Ten- 

and Mr. SPRINGER. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk reports 170 members present—a quo- 


rum, 

Mr. THOMAS. I move to dispense with all farther proceedings un- 
der the call. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. THOMAS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes that the House will be in order, so 
that the members will hear their names called and vote. The presence 
of a quorum has just been announced. There is important public busi- 
ness awaiting the action of a quorum, The Chair hopes every member 
will vote or present himself so that he can be registered as part of a 
quorum. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 44, nays 91, not vot- 
ing 192; as follows: 


YEAS—4. 
Blount, Goodnight, McCreary, Sayers, 
Brewer, Grimes, McRae, Skinner, 
Brickuer, Hare, 5 Springer 
Bro kshire, Heard. O Ferrall, wart, Tex. 
Catchings, Henderson, N. C. Owen, Ind. Struble. 
Clarke, Ala. Kerr, Iowa wens. Ohio Tarsney, 
Culberson, Tex. bam, tt. Turner, Ga. 
Cum mings, Lawler, Paynter, Wheeler, Ala, 
Dibble, a Peel, Wilkinson, 
Forman, wis, Pickler, Willcox, 
Forney, McClellan, Rowland, Williams, III. 
NAYS—9L 

Anderson, Kans. Cutcheon, Kennedy, Ray 
Atkinson, Pa. Darlington, nsey, Reed, Iowa 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dingley, Knapp, Rock we! 

er, Dolliver, 7 Rowell, 
Bartine, Dunnell Laidlaw. . fa 
mare. Evans, Lansing, Scull, 

kaap, Farquhar, Lee, Sherm. 
Bergen, Flic! McComas, Simonds, 
Bliss, Funston, McDuffie, Smyser, 
Bow len, Gear, Miles, Stivers, 
Brower, t, Moffitt, Stockbridge, 
Browne, Va. Gifford, Morey, Stone, Ky. 

hanan, N. J. Greenhalge, Morrow, Swency, 
Burton, Hall, Mudd, Taylor, E. B. 
Butterworth, Hansbrough, Niedri us, Taylor. 
Cannon, Harmer, O'Donnell, Thomas, 
Cheadle, Haugen, O'Neill, Pa. Vandever, 
Comstock, Henderson, III. Osborne, an > 
Conger, Henderson, Iowa Payne, f 
Connell, Hermann, Penin; iley, 

vert, irt. Pugsley, Williams, Ohio 

is, ope es. Quackenbush, Wilson, Mo. 

Culbertson, Pa. ey, uinn, 
NOT VOTING—192. 

Abbott, Cheatham, Hatch, Norton, 
Adans, Chipman, Hayes, Nute, 
Alderson, Clancy. ynes, 
Allen, Mich. Clark, Wis. Hemphill, O'Neall, Ind. 
Allen, Miss. Clements, H O'Neil, Mass, 
Anderson, Miss. Clunie, Hill, Outhwaite, 
Andrew, Cobb, Holman, x 
Arnold, Cogswell, Hooker, Perkins, 
Bankhead, Coleman, Houk, Perry, 
Banks, Cooper, In Kerr, Pa. Peters, 
Barnes, Cooper, Ohio Ketcham, Phelan, 
Barwig, Cothran, Kilgore, Pierce, 
Beck with, Cowles, La Follette, Post, 
Belden, Crain, Lane, Price, 
Biggs, Crisp, Laws, Raines, 
Bin, m, Daizell, Lehlbach. * 
Bla Lester, Va. Reilly, 
Bland, Davidson, Lind, Reyburn, 
Bon ner, De Haven, Lodge, 
Boothman, De Lano, Magner, e, 
Boutelle. Dickerson, Maish, Robertson, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dockery, Mansur, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Dorsey, Martin, Ind. Rusk, 
Brosius, Danp! y. Martin, Tex. Russell, 
Brown, J. B. Edmunds, Mason, Sanford, 
Browne, T. M. Elliott, McAdoo, Scranton, 
Brunner, Eu M ve Senex. 
Buchanan, Va. Enloe, M Ye Shively, 
Buexalew, Ewart, McCo Smith, 
Bullock, Featherston, McCormick, Smith, W. Va. 
Burn, Finley, McKenna, Snider, 
Burrows, Fitch, McKinley, Spinola, 
Bynum, Fithian, MeMillin, Spooner, 
Seen 2 gee) ee = ts een 
Cam wer, nson, 
Caniller, Ga. Fowler, Moore, N. H. Stewart, Ga. 
Candler, Mass. k, Moore, Tex, Ste Vt. 
Carlton, Geissenhainer, Morgan, 
88 —— y Morrill, Stone, Mo, 
Caruth, rosvenor, Morse. P, 
Cas well, Grout, Mutchler, Taylor, III. 


Taylor, J. D. Turner, Kans, Wallace, N. Y. e, 
pson, . Washington, Wilson, Ky. 
aux, Watson, Wilson, Was 
Townsend, Colo. Venable, Wheeler, Wilson, W. Va. 
d, Waddill, Whiting, Wright, 
TA Wade, Whitthorne, Yardley, 
Tucker, Wallace, Mass, Wickham, Yoder. 


No quorum voting. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pair; 
Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. TILLMAN, on this vote. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, as there is no quorum present, I move 
that the House do now adjourn, 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, before that motion is put I ask unani- 
mons consent to present a conference report on the Indian appropria- 
tion bill with the accompanying statement, and to have the report and 
statement printed in the RECORD. I was exceedingly anxious to have 
this reportacted upon to-day, Theappropriations under which the De- 
partment has been acting for fifteen days expire to-morrow, and the 
instructions issued by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to the agents 
in allsections of the country, under which they have been acting for 
the past fifteen days, expire to-morrow. 

For that reason it is very important to get this acted upon as soon as 
possible, and I had hoped thatit might be acted upon to-day. I hoped 
that this call would reveal the presence of a quorum, so that the report 
might be considered. If we can not get a quorum present, I will yield 
to the motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the report will be printed 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. McCREARY. Lunderstand this is the conference report on the 
Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. On the Indian appropriation bill. 

The conference report is as follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. rer Bn making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for ful- 
filling treat, zay — with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 
30, 1591, and for other purposes, having mob alter full and free conference bare 

to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses, as follows : 
Senate recede from its panenn prodre numbered 1, 4,5, 6,8, 10, 14, 63, 65, 


That the 

66, 81, S2. 83, 84, 85, and 88 

O aat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 2,7, 9, 11, 12. 13, 18171 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 29, 30, 32, 33, 34, 35, 38, 40, 
41,42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51. 53, 54, 50. 57. 58. 59. 60, 61, 62, 64, 67, 68. 69, 70,71, 72, 73, 
77, 78, 80, 86, 87, 91, 92. 93, 94. 95, 90. 97, 98, 99. 100, 101, and 102, and agreed tothe same. 

Amendment numbered 3: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same, with an 
amendment as tows: Pa lieu of the sum proposed insert **$1,200;" and the 
Senate agree to the 

Amendment baad 15: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: Strike out from line 2 of said amendment the words out of 
their funds in the Treasury of the United States” and insert, after the word 
Interior.“ in line 6 of said amendment, the following: unless otherwise di- 
rected the President of the United States; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 


Amendment numbered 18: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add at the end of said amendment the following. first 
paying therefrom to Thomas F. Richardville the sum of $2,000, balance due him 

‘or services rendered his tribe and expenses incurred as chief and agent from 
March, 1886, to 31. 1890; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 28: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 28, and to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: Restore the matter stricken out by said amendmentamended 
as follows: Strike out in line 25, page 16 of the ee "the word “on "and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “of,” and add at the end of line 27, same page. the fol- 
lowing: And the Secretary of the interior shall take the necessary steps to col- 
lect the amount of principal and interest due on said bond, to be Powered into 
the Treasury;” and the senate agree to the same. = 

Amendment numbered 31: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 31, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: Butthis shall not be held to impair or other- 
wise affect the rights or equities of any person whose claim to membership in 
said tribe is now pending and being investigated; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 37: That the aoa recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out in the last line of said amendment the word 

“section” and insert in lieu thereof the word paragraph; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede fromits disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 38, and agree tothe same with an 
amendment as ws: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted on 
amendment insert the following: For the erection of fifteen school buildi: 
being in part compliance with requirements of section 20 of the — —— 
tioned act of March 2, 1839, $15,000;”" ir and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House reced its disagreement to 

amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment 
insert the following: “ That $2,000 of the above 88.000 shall be oe for the 
Prairie [slandsettlement of in Goodhue County; Provided further; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 52: That the House 2 from its disagreement to 
the amehdment of the Senate numbered 52, ar. yin to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the word — persons,“ in line 14, page 33 of the 


bill, insert the following: not more than two of whom be of the same 
party; and Senate agree to 
Amendment I Nase ender mag) epee from its ment to 


same with sn amendment as 
waa‘ to tine 15 af ent nencacimanh inset the OE 


follows: 
lowing: not to exceed; the Senate agree tothe same. 


, 
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Amendment numbered 74: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 74, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out, in line 1 of said amendment, the words “ ex- 
penses already incurred” and insert —— thereof the following: necessary 
to the same. 

t the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 75, and agree to the same with amend- 


expenses; ” and the Senate 
Amendment numbered 75: 


ments as follows: Strike out the matter pro to be inserted by said amend- 
ment and strike out, in line 17, page 37 of the bill, the words “fifty-one” and 
insert in lien thereof “seventy-six; and the Senate agree to the same. . 

Amendment numbered 76: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 76, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu ofthe sum proposed Insert $125,000 ;"" and the 
Senate a to the same. 

Amendment numbered 79: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 79, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: Insert after the amended paragraph the following: 

~ That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to repair and equip for 
use the buildings known as Fort Totten, at Devil’s Lake, N. and recently 
turned over to his department by the Secretary of War, in order that they may 
be used to their full capacity for the purpose of an Indian industrial boarding 
school, and for this purpose he may use so much money as rey Be necessary, 
to be taken from the appropriation herein made for support of Indian day and 
industrial schools, 

For the erection of an industrial boarding-school building at the Blackfeet 
agency, in Montana, $25,000, this sum to be cl to the 5 ſor 
the Indians at the Blackfeet agency provided for in article 3 of the agreement 
with the Gros Ventre, Piegan, Blood, Blackfeet, and River Crow Indiens, in 
Montana, ratified by the uct approved May 1, 1888.“ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 2 

Amendments numbered 89 and 90: That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 89 and 90, and agree to the 
same with an amendment as follows: Strike out the amended paragraph and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: For the erection of buildings for an In- 
dian industrial school at the Shoshone Indian reservation, Wyoming, $25,000 ;"" 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

B. W, PERKINS, 


0.8.GIFFORD, 

S. W. PEEL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

H. L. DAWES, 

P. B. PLUMB, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
10726) making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian Department, and for fulfilling t. stipulations with various Indian 
tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, submit the fol- 
lowing written statement in explanation of the action agreeing upon said 
amendments, namely: l 

Amendment No. 1: Appropriates $2,000 for the pay of the Indian agent at the 
Yakima Indian reservation, instead of $1,80as under existing law. TheSenate 


es. 

Amendment No. 2: Reduces the appropriation for the pay of the agent at the 
Colville agency from $1,600 to $1500, as under existing law. The House recedes. 

Amendment No. 3: Reduces the appropriation from $1,500 to $1,200 for the pa 
of the agent at the Fort Belknap agency. The Senate recedes with an amend- 
ment ropriating $1,200 for the pay of such agent. 

Amendment No, 4: Reduces the 1 for the pay of the agent at the 
Standing Rock agency from $1,800 to $1,7 The Senate recedes, leaving the 
approp ation as under existing law. 

mendment No, 5: Appropriates $1,800 for the pay of the agent ut the Pueblo 
agency, instead of $1,500, as under existing law. The Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 6; T gpg $1,800 for the pay of the agent at the Mesca- 
lero agency, instead of $1,600, as under existing law. The Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 7: Reduces the appropriation for the pay of the agent at the 
Southern Ute and Jicarilla agency from $1,600, the present law, to $1,400, The 
Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 8: Reduces the ap pe ag or for the pay of the agent at the 

i 0 


Great Nemaha oy from $1,200 to $1 Senate recedes. 
Amendment No.9: Increases the a oe for the pay of the agent at the 
a agency from $1,800 to $2,000; S the present appropriation and the 
ouse 


es. 
Amendment No.10: Reduces the a oe for the pay of the agent atthe 
White Earth agency from $1,800 to $1, The present appropriation is $1,800 
and the Senate recedes, 

Amendment No. 11: Increases the appropriation for the pay of the agent at 
the Green Bay agency from $1,500 to $2,000. In consequence of the increased 
labor imposed upon this agent under recent orders of the Interior Department, 
the House recedes, 

Amendment No, 12; Corrects the footing made necessary by the preceding 
amendments, and the House recedes with an amendment. 

Amendment No. 14: Insertsan unnecessary title to the following amendment, 
and the Senate recedes, 

Amendment No. 15: Appropriates $400,000 belonging to the Creek Nation 
of Indians and held at the present time as a trust fund, and directs that it shall 
be paid per capita to the members of the tribe. In consequence of the large 
amount of money remaining in the Treasury to the c t of these Indians 
and in consequence of their advanced civilized condition and their present ne- 
cessities, aggravated by an unfortunate season, the House recedes from its dis- 
agreement and consents to the amendment withan amendment. The Govern- 
ment is paying 5 per cent, interest annually upon this money, and inthe {udg 
ment of the House conferees the Indians are fully competent to expend the 
money judiciously and wisely for their own benefit. 

Amendment No. 16: Corrects an error in the statement of the amount appro- 
priated, and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 18: Appropriates money belonging to the Miami Indians of 
Kansas and now to their credit in the Treasury, and directs that it shall be dis- 
tributed per capita among the members of the tribe. The lands belonging to 
these Indians have recently been allotted to them in several and they have 
been made citizens of the United States and need the money for the improve- 
ment of their homes, and in the judgment of your conferees can use the mone: 
profitably and wisely. Hence the House conferees recede, with an amend- 
ment, ci 

Amendments Nos. 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, and 27: Pertain to the same para- 

hand impose upon the President the power and responsibility of appoint- 
ng the commission provided for therein instead of upon the Secretary of the 
Interior, and make some changes in the phraseology ofthe paragrap! 

Amendment No. 28: Strikes out an appropriation made to pay a bond belong- 
ing to the Citizen Band of the Pottawatom hich has been lost; 
and the Senate recedes with an amendment, 


Amendments No. 29 and 30: Make an appropriation of $27,011.00 to pazo the 
Mexican Pottawatomie Indians of Kansas for losses they have sustained in that 
State, Nine thousand sixteen dollars and fourteen cents of this amount is in 
the Treasury at this time standing to the credit of these Indians, so that in fact but 
$17,995.46 is appropriated from the public moneys, and in the judgment of your 
conferees this a, 1 1 is right; and we recommend that the House recede. 

Amendment No. 81: Modifies the preceding paragraph; and your conferees 
recommend that the House recede with an amendment, 

Amendment No. 32: 9 the sum of $1,405.°6 for a like number of 
acres of land taken from the Seneca tribe of Indians without 55 
the United States, and in the judgment of your conferees the I; are enti- 
tied to the compensation for the lands taken; and hence they recommend that 
the House e from its disagreement to the appropriation, 

Amendment No. 33: Increases the appropriation made for the subsistence of 
the Sioux Indians from $850,000 to $950,000. In consequence of the recent treaty 
made with the Sioux, as well as in consequence of former treaties and promises 
made to them, 3 conferees recommend that the House recede from its disa- 
greement to this appropriation. 

Amendment No. 55: Corrects the footing made necessary by amendment No. 
33, and your conferees recommend that the House recede from its disagreement. 

Amendment No. 35: Appropriates $150,000 for the payment of interest due the 
Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota under the act of Congress of March 2, 1889, 
for which amount the United States is to be reimbursed as provided in the act. 
The appropriation is an „ eee one in the judgment of your conferees, and 
we recommend that the House recede from its disagreement. 

Amendment No, 37: 5 $45,000, or so much thereof as may be neo- 

ry, to pay to the Santee Sioux, of South Dakota, $1 per acre for lands not 
taken by them, but which under the recent treaty they would be at liberty to 
take if they so desired. ` This is reimbursable to the United States from lands 
belonging to these Indians when sold. The appropriation is an appropriate 
one, in the judgment of your conferees, and we recommend that the House re- 
cede from its d ment to the amendment, 

Amendment No, 38: Appropriates $30,000 for the erection of thirty school 
buildings for the Sioux Indiansin South Dakota. In the judgment of your con- 
ferees some of these buildings should be erected during the present year, and 
hence they recommend that the House recede from its disagreement to the ap- 
propriation with an amendment. 

Anrendment No, 39: Strikes out a provision inserted inthe paragon h making 
an appropriation for the Medawakanton band of Sioux Indians in Minnesota, 
In the judgment of your conferees the provision is a wise one, and we recom- 
mend that the House recede an amendment, 

Amendment No, 40: Fixes the compensation of the person who is to expend 
the money provided for in the preceding parayrapa and is a wise provision, 
ana 2 conferees recommend that the House recede from its disagreement 

ereto. 

Amendment No. 40: Increases the appropriation for the support of the Chip- 
pewa Indians of Lake Superior from $5,000 to $36,000. In consequence of the 
needy condition of these Indians your conferees recommend that the House 
rene from its disagreement to the amendments. 

Amendment No. 46: Appropriates $25,000 for the subsistence and civilization 
of the Northern Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indiansin Montana. These Indians 
are in an unfortunate condition, and your conferees recommend that the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amendment. 

Amendment No, 49: Imposes upon the President of the United States, instead 
of upon the Secretary of the Interior, the duty provided for in the paragraph, 
and your conferees recommend that the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment. 

Amendment No. 50: Reduces the appropriation from $10,000 to $5,000, and 
your conferees recede from their disagreement. 

Amendment No, 52 is an amendment of the same character, and your con- 
ferees recommend that the House recede with an amendment so as to provide 
that no more than two of the commissioners provided for in the paragraph shall 
be selected trom the same political organization, 

Amendment No, 53: Reduces the appropriation from $10,000 to $5,000, and 
your conferees recommend that the House o from its di: ment thereto. 

Amendment No, 54: Provides for a commission to visit the Puyallup Indian 
reservation, in the State of Washington, for the purposes expressed therein, and 
your conferees recommend that the House recede from its disagreement thereto. 

Amendment No. 55: Provides for a commission to visit the Warm Springs 
eget yee harsh oe id the ao 8 und the ae 8 reservation. 

n the State o ashington, for the purposes expressed in the paragraph, and 
your conferees recommend that the fees recede from its disagreement to this 
amendment with an amendment. 

Amendments Nos, 57, 58, 59, 60, and Gl: Pertain to the pay of the Indian 
police, and your conferees recommend that the House recede from its disa 
ment to the Senateamendment, This amendment increases the appropriation 
made for this pu from $114,000 to $123,000; but it is recommended by the 
Indian Office and by the Secretary of the Interior and it is believed that it will 
add to the efficiency of the police service, and hence the action of your conferees. 

Amendment No. 63; Struck out a paragraph F an appropriation for 
Rig Jim's band of Absentee Shawnees for losses sustained by them; and the 
Senate recedes from its amendment, 

Amendment No, 64: Made an appropriation ot $548 for the pay of the party 
named therein, but was stricken out by the Senate, and your conferees recom- 
mend that the House recede from its disagreement to such amendment. 

Amendments Nos. 65 and 66: Make appropriations for the parties named 
therein, which were stricken out by the Senate, The Senate recedes from these 
amendments, 

Amendments Nos. 67 and 68 are covered by amendment No, 69,and your con- 
ferees recommend that the House recede from its disagreement to these amend- 
ments. 

Amendments Nos. 70, 71, and 72: Make an appropriation for the Chippewa In- 
dians of Minnesota, and your conferees became satisfied that these appropria- 
tions were right, and hence recommend that the House recede from its ng nc 
ment to these amendments, 

Amendment No. 73: Provides for the employment ofa special attorney for the 
Mission Indians of Southern California, and your conferees recommend that the 
House recede from its disagreement to the amendment. 

Amendment No, 74: Makes an appropriation to 1 75 the necessary expenses in- 
curred in the case of the United States against William H. Thomas and others 
and in the judgment of your conferees is a wise appropriation, and hence they 
recommend that the House e with an amendment. 

Amendment No. 75: Appropriates $25,000 for aschool building at the Blackfeet 
agency in Montana. The Senate recedes from this amendment with anamend- 
ment. 

Your conferees recommend that the House recede from its disagreement to 
amendment No. 76 with an amendment made necessary by the action of the 
Senate on the preceding amendment. 

Amendment No. 77 was e necessary in consequence of the preceding 
amendments, and your conferees recommend that the House recede from its 

Amend . Na. Dat k out the 1 in th h wh 

ment No. rue the language in the paragraph which reappro- 

pine the unexpended appropriation of the last current year, and your ao 

— hn pobre onse recede from its disagreement thereto withan 
amendmen 
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Amendment No, 80: Fixes the compensation of the superintendent of the 


schools at Albuquerque, N. Mex., and corrects an omission in the paragraph. 
aoe conferees recommend that the House recede from its disagreement there- 


Amendments Nos. 81, 82, 83, and 84: Pertain to the Indian school at Carlisle, 
and the Senate recedes from these amendments. 

Amendment No.85: Reduces the * for the pay of the superintend- 
ent of the school at Chilocco, Ind, T., from $2,000 to $1,500. The Senate recedes 
from this amendment. 

Amendment No. 86: Limits the amount appropriated asan nded balance 
to $16,000, and your conferees recommend that the House e from its dis- 
agreement thereto. 

Amendment No, 87; Provides for an industrial school near the village of 
Flandreau, in South Dakota, and po Sh ae $25,000 therefor, In the judgment 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs this school is badty needed for the good 
of the Indians, and your conferees recommend that the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment. 

Amendment No. 88: Provides for an industrial school at Mandan, in North 
8 and appropriates $25,000therefor. The Senate recedes from its amend- 
men 

Amendment No. 90: Reduced the appropriation for an industrial school at 
the Shoshone Indian reservation in Wyoming from $25,000 to $12,000. Vour con- 
ferees recommend that the House recede from its disagreement to this amend- 
ment with an amendment. 

Amendment No. 91: Changes the 2 of the paragraph and increases 
the appropriation for the erection of a new building and for the support of the 
Indian school at Grand Junction, Colo., from $17,500 to $35,000. In consequence 
of the need of better accommodations at this school your conferees recommend 
that the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment. 

Amendments Nos. 92 and 93 are administrative in their character, and your 
conferees recommend that the House recede from its disagreement thereto. 

A;nendment No. 95: Corrects an error in the footing, and your conferees 
recommend that the House recede from its disagreement thereto. 

Amendment No. 97 is made n in consequence of the delay in the con- 
sideration and passage of the appropriation bill, and your conferees recommend 
that the House recede from its disagreement thereto. 

Amendments 13, 34, 42, 43, 44, 45, 43, 51, 56, 62, 94, 96, 98, 99, 100,101, and 102 are 
verbal or typographical, and do not change in any way the appropriations car- 
ried by the bill, and your conferees recommend that the House recede from its 
disagreement thereto. 

The Senate amendments to the bill carried an appropriation of $1,245,184.73. 
The reductions to the bill made by the Senate amendments were $83,127.13, leav- 
ing a net increase of $1,162,057.55. Of the increase made by the Senate amend- 
ments $436,667.47 were from funds belonging to the Indians and now in the 
‘Treasury, but appropriated for the benefit of the Indians to whom they belong. 
Three hundred and ninety-five thousand dollars of the amount is to be reim- 
bursed to the United States from the sale of lands belonging to the Indians for 
whom the appropriations are made. The conference agreement reduces the 
appropriations made by the Senate $70,009 and restores to the bill items aggre- 
gating $18,739.40, which were stricken therefrom by the Senate amendments. 

B. W. PERKINS, 

O. S. GIFFORD, 

S. W. PEEL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. 
R. 7058) to ratify and confirm an agreement entered into by the com- 
missioners on the part of the States of New York and Pennsylvania in 
relation to the boundary lines between said States. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments, in which concurrence was requested, the bill (H. R. 11380) mak- 
ing appropriations for additional clerical force and other expenses, to 
carry into effect the act entitled An act granting pensions to soldiers 
and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, 
and providing for pensions to widows and minor children and depend- 
ent parents from July 21, 1890, for the balance of the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1891.” 

The message further announced that the Senate disagreed to the 
amendments of the Honse to the bill (S. 3918)in regard to collision at 
sea, asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Frye, Mr, WASHBURN, 
and Mr. GORMAN conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate receded from its 
amendment to the bill (H. R. 7885) granting a pension to R. Allen 
McCormick. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a joint 
resolution (S. R. 120) appropriating money to the Territory of Okla- 
homa to relieve destitution therein; in which the concarrence of the 
House was requested. 

The motion of Mr. THOMAS was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 
o’clock and 2 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. GIFFORD: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be authorized and required to inves- 
tigate into the expediency and practicability of the adoption and use by the 
House of a system of “electric voting,” said committee to report the result of 
their investigation to the House; 
to the Committee on Rules, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 
Mr. DARLINGTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R, 9549) to E 
vide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public buil ag 
thereon at Greensburgh, in the State of Pennsylvania, accompani 
by a report (No. 2963)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr, TAYLOR, of Tennessee, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11734) for the relief 
of Col. 8. K. N. Patton, reported, as a substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 
11742) for the relief of the estate of 8. K. N. Patton, deceased; which 
was read twice, and, accompanied by a report (No. 2964), referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Library, 
reported favorably the following resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House concurring), That Congress desires the removal 
of the remains of the illustrious soldier and statesman, Ulysses S. Grant, to, and 
their interment in, Arlington National Cemetery, and that the President be re- 
quested to convey to the widow of this eminent man such desire, tendering to 
her es behalf of the nation all necessary facilities for such removal and inter- 
ment; 
accompanied by a report (No. 2965)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. KINSEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported fa- 


vorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3080) providing for the construction 


of a military store-house and offices for army purposes at the Omaha 
military depot, Nebraska, and for other purposes, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 2966)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11526) to change the boundaries of 
the Uncompahgre reservation, accompanied by a report (No. 2967)—to 
the Committee ot the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. ` 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. GRIMES: A bill (H. R. 11743) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Flint River, in the State of Georgia—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr, CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 11744) to amend section 3868 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BELDEN: A bill (H. R. 11745) increasing the pension of 
Anna G, Valk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 11746) for the relief of Don Carlos 
Buell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. FORMAN: A bill (H. R. 11747) granting a pension to Lydia 


Chapman, dependent mother of Samuel J. Chapman—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 11748) for relief of John B. 


Page, of Monroe County, Kentucky—to the Committee on War Claims. ` 


By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 11749) for the relief of the heirs or 
legal representatives of Xaver Zeltner, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. LANHAM (by request): A bill (H. R. 11750) for the relief 
of Daniel McKenzie—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LODGE: A bill (H. R. 11751) for the relief of George C. Buck- 
nam—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. QUACKENBUSH: A bill (H. R. 11752) for the relief of Leroy 
L. Barnard—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 11753) for the relief of 
the heirs or legal representatives of Claiborn Osborn, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. - 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 11754) for the relief 
of Isaac H. Diehl—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 11755) to re- 
move the charge of desertion against Warren V. Howard—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: A bill (H. R. 11756) for the relief of Mrs. 
Mary I. Holland—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDREW: Memorial of 5 business firms of Boston, Mass., 
protesting against legislation by Congress compelling railroads to trans- 
port petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. BURROWS: Memorial of retail grocers, citizens of Kalama- 
zoo, Mich., protesting against legislation by Congress compelling rail- 
roads to transport petroleum barrels free to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 
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By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of Daniel McKenzie, praying that his 
claim for property taken by the Army during the late war be referred 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEE: Petition and affidavits for relief of Robert Graham— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 5 

By Mr. MOREY: Resolution of Farmers’ Grange, No. 13, in favor 
of Senate bill 1454—to the Committee ou Agriculture. i 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of Isabel Osborne, praying 
that claim for property taken by the Army during the late war be 
referred 10 the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
Frmay, August 15, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from 
the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a reso- 
lution of the Senate of the 11th instant, schedules of claims allowed by 
the several accounting officers of the Treasury Department; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Acting Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates of appropriations required 
by the various departments of the Government to complete the service 
of the fiscal year ended June 30, 1890, and for the postal service, pay- 
able from postal revenues; which was referred to the Committee on 
9 ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Acting Sec- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting, in pursuance of the requirements of 
the eighth section of the act of Congress of July 22, 1854, the report 
of the United States surveyor-geners! for New Mexico on the private 
land claim in said Territory known as the Rito de los Frijoles grant, 
ard also a copy of a letter dated August 11, 1890, from the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, transmitting the report; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I find in The Washington Post of this 
morning an account of what appears to have been the proceedings of a 
conference of Republican Senators last night, in the course of which the 
following occurs : 8 

During the course of his remarks Senator QUAY said that he objected to hav- 
in Southern Republicans in the House set upon him by Speaker REED to yelp 
at his heels like a pack of dogs in favor of Senator HoAr’s measure. 

I desire merely tosay that the reporter of the Post wasimposed upon, 
and every Senator who was present will bear me witness that I made 
no reflection upon the distinguished presiding officer of the House of 
Representatives or any member of that body in the remarks I made, 
I made no allusion whatever to him or to the Southern Republicans, 
and I have no recollection that any unfriendly allusion was made to 
either by any Senator there present. If the statement merely affected 
me personally, I would, of course, not notice it. The report is not true. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent to make an observation in 
regard to the remarks just made by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 
I hope it will not be understood that because he feels called upon to 
contradict such a statement other people are also called upon to con- 
tradict mendacious statements about them made under similar circum- 


stances. 3 

Mr. QUAY. In reply to the suggestion of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, I will state that I think the explanation is justifiable, because 
it iudicates that I cast an unwarrantable reflection upon an officer and 
members of another branch of Congress. It differs in that respect 
from the circumstance to which the Senator from Massachusetts al- 
Indes. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator knows, and most Senators within the 
sound of my voice know, that absolutely mendacious statements at the 
same time were made about me, which I have not thought it worth 
while to contradict. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2106) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Daniel W. Selleck, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon, 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, reported an amend- 
ment to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendmentsubmitted by Mr. HEARST on the 12th inst., 
intended to be proposed to the deficiency appropriation bill, reported 


it favorably and moved its reference to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions; which was agreed to, > 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(5. 4300) granting a right of way on Fort Douglas military reservation 
in the Territory of Utah, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon, 
BILI, INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HALE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4329) to amend an act 
entitled“ An act to provide for taking the eleventh and subsequent 
censuses,” approved March 1, 1889; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Census. 


AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. EVARTS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10726) making appro- 
priations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian De- 
partment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President re tem S 

A bill (8. 3787) to amend the laws relative to shipping commission- 


ers; 

A bill (S. 4207) extending the time of payment to purchasers of land 
of the Omaha tribe of Indians in Nebraska, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 3917) to adopt regulations for preventing collisions at sea; 

A bill (S. 3329) authorizing the city of Charleston to open Concord 
street through the grounds of the United States in that city; 

A bill (S. 4225) to amend an act approved August 6, 1888, authoriz- 
ing the construction of bridges by the Houston, Central Arkansas and 
Northern Railway Company; 

A bill 155 R. 7885) granting a pension to R. Allen McCormick; and 

A bill (H. R. 8391) making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of 
heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes. 


DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 11459) making appropriations to supply defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, 
and for prior years, and for other purposes, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business ? 
If there be none that order is closed. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill known as the river and harbor bill, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9486) making 
appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro The Senator from Vermont asks that 
on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Maine the yeas and nays 
may be entered on the Journal. : 

Povo ze and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
roll. 

Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called), Under the arrange- 
ment announced yesterday afternoon, by which my pair with the Sen- 
ator from North Dakota [Mr. Prercr] was transferred to the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], as the arrangement I believe still 
exists, I vote yea.” 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam paired generally with the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. TURPIE]. If he were here he would vote yea upon this ques- 
tion, and I venture to disregard the pair and vote yea. 

Mr. BATE (when Mr. HARRIS’S name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. HARRIS] is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mon- 
RILL]. My colleague is not well enough to be in the Chamber this 
morning. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. Not knowing how he would 
vote I will withhold my vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator is at liberty to vote on this question. 

Mr. PASCO. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. If he were present, I 
should vote yea. 
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Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
Puc], but with leave to vote when it is necessary for a quorum, as I 
think obviously is the case now; and for the time being I will vote. 
I vote nay. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE]. and my absent colleague [Mr. CHANDLER] is paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLopGerr]. The pairs have been 
transferred so as to enable the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLOD- 
GETI] and myself to vote. I vote nay.““ 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGaAn] and withhold my vote. f 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 

Mr. BLACKBURN], but, believing my vote necessary tomakea quorum, 
vote yea. 

Mr. COCKRELL (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes], but I did 
not suppose there was anything in this vote to prohibit a person from 
voting, 

Mr. CULLOM. There is not. 

Mr. HOAR. I will absolve, as far as I properly may, the Senator 
from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suppose the Senator from Massachusetts would 
not care to have the pair observed on this vote. I told him if neces- 
sary I would vote at any time that it did not change the result. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mycolleague [Mr. WILSON, of Maryland] is absent, 
owing to indisposition. If he were present, he would vote yea.“ 
wish to say to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILson] that if he desires 
to vote I think there is no earthly objection to his voting. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I vote yea. 

Mr. SANDERS. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. e the fact that I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] and he is paired, I be- 
lieve, with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. I suggest that 
we transfer those pairs so that we may vote, 

Mr, FAULKNER, I will state to the Senator from Montana that 
he can vote if he desires to do so and is in favor of taking up the bill. 
I know vit Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] is in favor of taking 
up the bi 

Mr. SANDERS. Ishould like to inquire if there is a quorum present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum has not yet nded. 

Mr. SANDERS. Under those circumstances, if I am at fiverty to 
vote, I vote nay.” 

Mr. WALTHALL, I announced a pair with the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SPOONER] a few moments ago, but after consultation with 
his colleague [Mr. SAWYER] I feel at liberty to vote. I vote yen. 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 8; as follows: 


YEAS—36. 
Allen, Colquitt, Gray, Ransom, 
Bate, Cullom, Hampton, Reagan, 
Berry, vis, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 
Blodgett, Dixon Kenna, Sherman, 
Butler, Eust Manderson, Squire, 
Carlisle, Faulkner, Mitchell, Stockbri 

y. Frye, Pasco, Walthall, 

Cockrell, Gibson, Power, Wash 
Coke, an, Quay, Wilson of Towa. 

NAYS—8. 
Blair Edmunds, Hiscock, Ingalls, 
Cameron, Hale, Hoar, Sanders. 

ABSENT—40. 
Aldrich, Evarts Moody, Spooner, 
Allison, Farwell Morgan, Stanford, 
Barbour, Orge, Morrill, Stewart, 
Blackburn, 8. Paddock, Teller, 
Brown, Hawley, Payne, Turpie, 
Call, Hearst, Pettigrew, Vance, 
Chandler, Higgins, erce, Vest, 
Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Platt, V 
Dawes, McMillan, lumb, Wilson of Md. 
Dolph, rson, Pugh, 


So the motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 9486) making appropria- 
tions for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other pu 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. . 2 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent that the formal reading of the 
bill be dispensed with; that it be read by paragraphs; and that the 
committee amendments be first acted upon and disposed of as they are 
reached in the reading. 7 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that the formal reading of the bill may be dispensed with 
and that the amendments of the Committee on Commerce may be acted 
upon as they are reached in the text of the bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suppose that means that the bill will be open to 
amendment in the ordinary way afterwards? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Subsequently the bill will be open 
to amendment from the beginning, the Chair understands, 

Mr. FRYE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HAMPTON. May I ask permission of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to allow me to makea report? I will state to him 
that a bill passed here a short time ago, recommended by the Commit- 
tee on Military Aftairs, after having passed the other House, but owing 
to some clerical error when it went to the President it was returned to 
the House, and passed the House again, and has come back. It is a mat- 
ter of very small moment, involving only about $250, and I should be 
very glad to have it a ` 

Mr. FRYE. Two or three requests have been made to me to yield 
for like pu I have felt at liberty to ask the Finance Committee 
of the Senate to allow the river and harbor bill to have two days for 
consideration, to-day and to-morrow, and I give notice now that to- 
morrow I shall ask the Senate to remain here until this bill is finished, 
and, having but two days, I do not feel at liberty to yield any of the 
time for any reason whatever. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Chair understands that consent was giyen to 
the request of the Senator from Maine? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That announcement was publicly 
made and assented to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not hear it. a 7 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, page 2, line 19, be- 
fore the word thousand,” to strike out twenty and insert fifty; 
so as to make the clause read: ` 

Improving harbor of refuge at Little Harbor, New Hampshire: Continuing 
improvement, $50,000. 2 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 2, line 21, after the 
word Vermont,“ to strike out continuing improvement and in- 
sert for repairs,” and in line 22, before “ thousand,” to strike out 
“fifteen ” and insert twenty;“ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Burlington, Vt.: For repairs, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, insection 1, page 2, line 24, after ‘‘ Ver- 
mont,” tostrike out completing improvement” and insert to com- 
plete breakwater;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harborat Gordon's Landing, Lake Champlain, Vermont: Tocom- 
plete break water, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. $ 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 3, line 2, before the word 
thousand, to strike out twenty-five“ and insert ‘‘forty-five;’’ in 
line 4, after the word channel,“ to strike out and; and in line 7, 
after the word Point.“ to insert: 

And $20,000 for continuing improvement of Charies River: Provided, That 
no expenditure of this money shall be made until the draws in the bridges 
crossing said river between Watertown and Boston shall be made to conform to 
the projected channel without cost to the United States; 

So as to make the clause read: 
wherein ances ct Been ten Centegra io 
extending main ship channel from its termination at the sou corner of 
Grand Junction Wharf eastwardly toward Jeffrey’s Point,and moe for con- 
tinuing eee of Charles River: Provided, That no srpen ture of this 
money shall be made until the draws in the bridges crossi. d river between 
Watertown and Boston shall be made toconform tothe aon Favor} channel with- 
out cost to the United States. 

Mr. FRYE. I move to strike out in line 10 the words 1 1 2 
crossing said river between Watertown and Boston, and to insert in- 
stead Arsenal street and Market street bridges. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 10 it is proposed to strike outthe words 
‘bridges crossing said river between Watertown and Boston” and to 
insert: 

Arsenal street and Market street bridges; 

So as to read: 


Provided, That no expenditure of this money shall be made until the draws 
in the Arsenal street and Market street bridges shall be made to conform tothe 
projected channel without cost to the United States. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, page 3, line 18, before the 
word thousand,“ tostrike out“ twenty and insert twenty-five;’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Nantucket, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 3, lines 24 and 25, after 
the word Massachusetts,” to strike out Continuing improvement 


and insert ‘‘ Completing existing project; so as to make the clause 

read: 

oe harbor at Provincetown, Mass.: Completing existing project, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 1, page 4, line 23, before the 
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word dollars,“ to strike out two thousand five hundred” and in- 
sert ‘‘ five thousand; so as to make the clause read: 
Improving harbor at Manchester, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, page 5, line 2, before the 
word thousand,“ to strike out ten“ and insert ‘‘ fourteen; ’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 
Improving Salem Harbor, including South River, Massachusetts, $14,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, page 5, after line 22, to insert: 
Constructing national harbor of refuge at or near Point Judith, Rhode Island: 
Commencing construction, $100,000, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Chief Clerk continued the reading of the bill, as follows: 
Improving harbor at Bridgeport, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $20,000, 


Mr. FRYE. After the word dollars,“ in line 2, page 6, I offer an 
amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 6, line 2, after the word“ dollars,” it 
is proposed to insert: 

Of which $15,000 shall be expended in constructing a breakwater between 
Toscan and Inner beacons, and $5,000 to complete improvement above the 


ge. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in sec- 
tion 1, page 6, after line 4, to strike out the following clause: 
* breakwater at New Haven, Conn.: Continuing improvement, 


And to insert in lieu thereof: 

. at New Haven, Conn., in accordance with the plans 
submitted by Chief of Engineers in report for 1889, page 678: Continuing im- 
provement, $125,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 6, after line 15, to insert: 
3 harbor at Wilson's Point: For widening and deepening channel, 

* 7 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, page 7, after line 4, to insert: 
Improving harbor at Clinton, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $3,500. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was, in section 1, 
1, to insert: 

Improving Bay Ridge Channel in Gowanus Bay, New York Harbor, by dredg- 
ing out an 83 the same from a point at its junction with the Gowanus 
Creek Chan: (near Twenty-cighth street), southerly therefrom along and in 
front of Gowanus Bay and Bay Ridge to a point where the said Bay Ridge Chan- 
nel so to be opened encounters a 21-foot contour or depth of water, so that the 
channel so to be ge be of a uniform depth of 21 feet and width of 400 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. On page 8, line 23, I move to strike out thirty and 
insert “five.” That is a mistake in the print. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 8, line 23, before the word thou- 
meu it is proposed to strike out `‘ thirty” and insert ‘‘ five;’’ so as to 


Improving harbor at Olcott, New York: Continuing improvement, five thou- 
sand dollars. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, page 9, after line 8, to strike 
out the following clause: 

Improving harbor at Wilson, New York: Continuing improvement, $5,090. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 9, after line 19, to strike 
out the following clause: 

— hn harbor at Sheep's Head Bay, New York: Continuing improve- 
men l . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 10, after line 8, to strike 
out the following clause: 

Improving harbor of refuge at mouth of Salmon River, Lake Ontario, New 
York, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I move to insert there the following, to take the place 
of the clause which has been stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 10, after line 8, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 


88 harbor at Huntington, Long Island, New York, $10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, page 10, line 12, before the 
word thousand,“ to strike out “thirty-five” and insert ‘‘ forty,” 


ge 8, beginning with line 


and in the same line, atter the word dollars,“ to strike out part 
and insert one-half; so as to make the clause read: 
. at Raritan Bay, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, 
one-half of which 


„ may be used in dredging bar between South Am 
— Great Beds light. beh 

The amendment was agreed to. 2 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 10, lines 15 and 16, 
after the word Pennsylyania,“ to strike out continuing improve- 
ment, forty and insert “ completing existing project, twenty-four;”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Erie, Pa.: Completing existing project, $24,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 10, line 24, before the 
word hundred,“ to strike out two“ and insert ſour;“ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving the harbor of Philadelphia: For removal of Smith's Island and 
Windmill Island, in the State of Pennsylvania, and Petty’s Island, in the State 
of New Jersey, or such parts of them and the shoals adjacent thereto as may be 
ey seta and for the improvement of the harbor between the cities of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., and Camden, N. J., $400,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after the word dollars, in 
line 24, page 10, to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That no part of this sum shall be expended until the title to the 
lands forming said islands shall be acquired and vested in the United States 
without charge to the latter; except as heretofore provided in the act of August 


"The amendment was agreed to. 7 
The next amendment was, in section 1, page 11, after line 12, to in- 


The Nn War is directed to appoint a commission of three persons, 
one of whom 1 be a civil engineer of experience in the improvement of 
rivers and harbors, who shall proceed to make an accurate survey of the tidal 
streams which form the harbor of Wilmington, Del., making all necessary ob- 
servations to obtain all the data required fora plan for the permanent improve- 
ment of the harbor to suit the present and pros ve wants of commerce and 
navigation; and that said commissioners shall, as soon as possible, make tothe 
Secretary of War a report, submitting with ita plan for the improvement of 
said harbor. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 11, line 25, before the 
word hundred,“ to strike out three“ and insert five;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Baltimore, Md.: Continuing improvement, $500,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 12, line 2, before the 
word thousand.“ to strike out three and insert “‘ five;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving harborat Breton Bay, Maryland.: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 12, line 10, to strike 
out the following clause: 

Improving harbor at Cape Charles City and approaches by Chenton Inlet, 
Virginia, $25,000, for dredging only. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 12, line 23, before the 
word“ thousand,“ to strike out “fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ seventy-five;’’ so 
as to make the clause read: 

a eee harbor at Charleston, including Sullivau's Island, South Carolina: 
Continuing improvement, $375,000, of which $5,000 shall be expended on Mount 
Pleasant shore of inner harbor of Charleston, 8. C. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 13, lines 15 and 16, after 
the words ‘‘Apalachicola Bay,” to insert and the mouth of the river; ” 
so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Apalachicola Bay and the mouth of the river, Florida: 
Continuing improvement, $20,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I offer an amendment to come in on page 13, after 
line 19. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 13, line 19, after the word dollars,“ 
it is proposed to insert: 

A part of which may be expended at Derrick's Island Gap, on the inside chan- 
nel from Suwannee River; 

So as to read: 

Improving harbor at Cedar Keys, Fla.: Continuing improvement, $2,500, a 
pes of which may be expended at Derrick’s Island Gap, on the inside channel 

rom Suwannee River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, page 14, beginning in line 1, 
to insert the following clause: f 

Improving, rid =< eas De omega = —— 2 and 

S or! e 
orei eki 80, on pier a Gorda, erminus of the Florida 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
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The CHIEF CLERK. On page 14, after line 4, it is proposed to insert: Mr. REAGAN. This, perhaps, is the first time a proposition of this 


Improving barbor at St. Au 
5 to the estimate 


The amendment was agreed to. $ 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of line 
24, on page 14. 

Mr. FRYE. Iofferan amendment to come in after line 24, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 14, after line 24, itis proposed to insert: 

Improving entrance to Galveston Harbor, Texas: Continuing improvement, 

000; Provided, That contracts may be entered into for such material an 
work as may be necessary to carry out the plan contained in the report of the 
Chief of Engineers for 1886 for the improvement of that harbor, to be paid for 
as appropriations may from time to time be made by law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask if that is not the same provision that was 

in a separate bill. 

Mr. FRYE. No, it is not. The provision passed in a separate bill 
made an appropriation of five or six million dollars, and divided it in 

yments year by year. This is an improvement upon that, made by 
the Chief of Engineers, 

The amendment was agreed tos 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, page 15, line 2, before the 
word thousand,“ to strike out twenty and insert ‘‘ forty; ” soas 
to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Ashtabula, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $40,000, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in section 1, e 15, lines 7 and 8, after 
the word Ohio,“ to strike out continuing improvements, $30,000 ” 
and insert to complete existing project, $21,300;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

Improving harbor at Fairport, Ohio: To complete existing project, $21,300, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The readitig of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of line 
25, on 15. 

Mr. FRYE. I offer an amendment to come in at that point. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 15, line 35, after the word dollars,“ 
it is proposed to insert: 

The owners of dock property abutting on the old Government pier on the east 
side of Huron River shali have the right to ! and unload and other 


freight over so much of the said pier as lies south of the shore line of Lake 
Erie. under such limitations as to time and use as shall be approved by the Sec- 


stine, Fla.: To complete protection from erosion 
Capt. W. M. Black, under date of May 24, 189), 


retary of War, and in consideration thereof the owners of such dock pi rty 
shall, at their own proper cost and expense, sufficiently repair, renew, and pro- 
tect the portion of said pier south of said shore line, and do all n: dredg- 


ing of Huron River in front thereof; such repairs, renewing, and 8 to 
be done under the direction of the Chief of Engineers, United States Army. 


Mr. REAGAN. In connection with that amendment I ask the read- 
ing by the Secretary of a document which comes from the Lake Car- 
riers’ Association, signed by S. D. Caldwell, president of the associa- 


tion. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read. 


Mr. REAGAN. I call the attention of Senators to it because there 
are several other items like this in the bill. I do not care about the 
heading of the paper being read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
body of the paper will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


House bill 595. House resolation 104, House bill 9486, page 13, 

Ata meeting of the board of managers of the Lake Carriers’ Association, held 
at Buffalo, N. Y., July 15, 1890, the following resolutions were adopted: 

** Whereas the United States has expended large sums for the creation, im- 
provement, and maintenance of harbors in the interest of commerce and forthe 
benefit of the general public; and 

** Whereas there are now pending before Congress three bills, as above men- 
tioned, providing that certain Government piers on the Great Lakes shall be 
given over to the free and exclusive use of certain firms and corporations for 
pu of private gain; and 

"Whereas the use of these necessarily dimin- 
ishes the available width of harbor entrances at these points, and thus cre- 
ates an obstruction to the commerce of the Great Lakes; and 

“ Whereas the action proposed by these bills is not merely of loca? interest to 
the ports where such private use of Government property is now sought, but is 

of interest to every vessel navigating the lakes and to every shipper w 
property is carried on these vessels and to every underwriter who insures such 
vessels or property; and 

“ Whereas the policy of granting the use of United States harbor piers to 
private parties is a dangerous aud pernicious policy, which will extend in every 
direction if once countenanced : 

* Resolved, That the Lake Carriers’ Association, representing the organized 
vessel-owners of the Great Lakes, hereby protests against the passage of any and 
all bills and enactments designed to nt the use of any United States pier, 
wharf, or other harbor property to private individuals or corporations, 

“ Resolved, That Congress is hereby petitioned to take and hold possession for 
the benefit of the general public of pier, wharf, and other harbor property 
on which the public money has been expended, and not to permit any such 
property to be entered upon or used by any private individual or corporation 
under any pretext whatever. 

* Resolved, That copies of this preambleand resolutions be sent to members of 
the Senate and House of Representatives representing lake districts, for their 


consideration and action.” 
S. D. CALDWELL, President. 
CHARLES H. KEEP, Secretary. 


The names will be omitted and the 


fers for commercial pu 


kind has come before Congress, to surrender piers b 
money for the use of private parties. I call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to it because in other cases like this the encroachment on river 
fronts, begun in a single instance, has grown to an enormous apes 
and this seems likely to takethesame course. Whenever it is learn 
by either shipping companies or railroad companies that the Govern- 
ment is ready to turn over Government piers for the use of private 
parties you will see that they will all be applying for them, and I do 
not know whether they can be successfully resisted or not. I do not 
think this ought to be adopted. 

Mr. FRYE. The letter which has been read does not apply to these 
two amendments, It applies to separate bills which have been intro- 
duced into Congress, and I think one or two of them have passed the 
Senate, one leasing the pier at Chicago and another leasing the pier at 
Buffalo. There is no leasing of the piers in these two cases. Itis 
simply allowing parties to load over the piers, and it is the only way 
to get about them. There is no lease about it. That letter ap to 


bills which are separate bills, as the reading of it shows. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not understand what is to be gained by the 
privilege of loading over the piers except it be an exclusive pri 
If it is legitimate commerce, it is entitled as other legitimate commerce 
to the use of the piers. What I want to avoid is the Government con- 
senting to allow the Government property to be appropriated to the ex- 
clusive use of private parties, 

Mr. FRYE. This amendmentI submitted to the Engineer Depart- 
ment and to the Secretary of War, and received the following reply: 


I see no objection to this going into the bill; on the contrary, every reason 
why the United States should allow the owners to use these old piers or bulk- 


Mr. REAGAN. I have done what I deemed it my duty to do by 
calling attention to this matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, page 16, line 8, before the 
word thousand,“ to strike out thirty“ and insert fifteen; ’’ so 
as to make the clause read: 

For ice-harbor at the mouth of Muskingum River, Ohio: For repairs, $15,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 16, line 12, before the 
word thousand,“ to strike out four“ and insert two;’’ so as to 
make the clause read : 


Improving harbor at Vermillion, Ohio: For preservation of piers, $2,000, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the Senator from Maine 
state why that reduction is made. It isa small appropriation. I have 
always understood they were trying to get it increased. I knowofno 
reason why a reduction should be made. ; 

Mr. FRYE. My recollection is that the report of the Engineer De- 
partment shows that all that will be needed to make the necessary re- 
pairs there is $2,000, instead of $4,000, 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator says that, I have nothing to say. 

Mr. FRYE. No provision has been stricken out of the House bill 
which seemed to be justified by the report of the engineers. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of line 
16, page 16. 

Mr. FRYE. At that point I offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 16, line 16, belore the word ‘‘ dol- 
lars,” it is proposed to strike ont ‘‘ five thousand“ and insert seven 
thousand five hundred,” and after the word dollars“ insert of 
which $2,500 may be expended for a new dump-scow;”’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

Improving inner harbor at Michigan City, Ind.: Continuing improvement, 
$7,500, of which $2,500 may be expended fora new dump-scow. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in sec- 
tion 1, page 17, line 10, before the word thousand,“ to strike out 
t five’? and insert ten;'“ so as to make the clause read: 


Improving harbor at Black Lake, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $10,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. j 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 17, line 14, before the 
word“ thousand,” to strike out ‘' fifty ” and insert twenty.“ and after 
the word“ dollars,” in the same line, to strike out **$34,000 of which 
to close gap, as recommended by engineer in charge;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Muskegon, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $20,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment in section 1, page 18, line 1, after the 


was, 
word Michigan,“ to strike out Continuing improvement, 870, 000 


t by Government 
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and insert: For repairs, custody, and control of harbor and dredging 
the same, $30,000;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

ving hi r ak pnd eee e “ 
Gaon pase ad cp: 2 the same, $30, á 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 18, line 9, before the 
word thousand,“ to strike out fifteen and insert ten; so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at South Haven, Mich, : Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, insection 1, page 18, line 13, before the 
word thousand, to strike out ‘twenty-five’? and insert filty;’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Marquette, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of line 
20, on page 18. 

Mr. FRYE. I offer an amendment in line 20, page 18. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 18, line 20, before the word thou- 
sand,” it is proposed to strike out four“ and insert “‘six;’’ so as to 
read: 


Improving harbor at Ahnapee, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $6,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 19, line 1, after the 
word dollars,“ to strike out $2,500 of the above appropriation to 
be expended in dredging the inner harbor; so as to make the clause 
read: 


Improving harbor at Kenosha, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $17,500, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 19, line 12, before th 
word thousand, to strike out “‘seventy’’ and insert ‘eighty ;’’ so 
as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor of refuge at Milwaukee, Wis.» Continuing improvement, 

000. 


The amendment was agreed to. = 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 19, line 20, before the 
word thousand,“ to strike out fifty and insert *‘ sixty-five;’”’ so 

as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Superior Bay and St. Louis Bay, Wisconsin: Continu- 
ing improvement, $65,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 20, line 12, before the 
word thousand,“ to strike out ‘‘eighty ” and insert one hundred;’’ 
in line 13, after the word ‘‘sum,’’ to strike out one-half!“ and insert 
tt forty thousand dollars;“ and in line 16, after the word and,“ to 
strike out the other half of said sum” and insert sixty thousand 
dollars;“ so as to make the clause read: 

harbor at Dulutn, Minn.: Continuing improvement, $100, of 
ep eas $40,000 e be axpantad ok the harbor ets new merge 
of Rico's Point and in the preservation and maintenance of the canal and piers 
at the harbor entrance, and $60,000 shall be expended on the channel west of 
Rice's Point and from thence along the northern shore of St. Louis Bay to Grassy 
Point. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 20, after line 19, to 
insert: : 

The Secretary of War is hereby authorized to t from the city of Du- 
luth the grant and vee py ane of the following. real estate, to wit: 
All the tract or parcel of land lying and being in the county of St. Louis and 
State of Minnesota, described as follows, to wit: Lots 247, 218. 249, 250, 251, 
253, 254, 255, 256, 257, 258, 259, 260, on Lake avenue, Upper Duluth, 
all that part of Lake avenue, Minnesota avenue, and Portage street. 
the bed of the canal, tmder the piers or crib-work on sides of the 
trance to the barbor of Duluth and adjacent thereto, as shown between lines A D 
and BC on map showing the canal through Minnesota Point, Med in the office 
of the Chief of p neee dete d United States Army; subject to the conditions under 
which certain other lots at Duluth were accepted the ernment of the 
United States in the river and harbor act which became a law Angust 11, 1888. 

The amendment was agreed to. x 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 21, line 22, after the 
word improvement,“ to strike out 515,000“ and insert ‘*$22,350;”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

Le e harbor at Grand Marais, Minnesota: Continuing improvement, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, 22, line 2, before the 
word thousand,“ to strike out twenty and insert * soas 
to make the clanse read: 

Improving harbor at Agate Bay, Minnesota: Continuing improvement, $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 22, line 6, after the 
word dollars,“ to insert one-half of which may, in the discretion 
of the Secretary of War, be expended in dredging the entrance to the 
harbor;“ as to make the clause read: 

Jand, Cal.: Contin im 
nipani at — 55 uing improvement, $250,000, one- 


Improvin, 
half of which may, in of the Secretary of War, be expended in 
dredging the entrance to the harbor. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 22, after line 17, to in- 
sert: 

That the Secretary of War is authorized and directed to appointa board of 
three engineer officers of the United States Army. whose duty it shall be to ex- 
amine the Pacifie coast between Points Duma and Capistrano with a view to 
determining the best location for adi water harbor. The said board shall 
report to the Secretary of War a project for said harbor, with the estimated cost 
of the same, who shall lay said report before Congress at its next session, with 
the views of the common and of the Chief of Engineers of the United States 
Army thereon; and the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
is hereby appropriated for the purpose. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 23, line 11, before tho 
word“ thousand,“ to strike out twenty-ſive and insert ‘‘eighty- 
five; ” so as to make the clause read: 
eee. harbor at Yaquina Bay, Oregon: Continuing improvement, $185,- 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, page 23, after line 17, to in- 
sert: 

The Secretary of War is authorized and directed to appoint a board of three 
officers of the Co: of Engineers, United States me Y whose duty it shall be 
to re-examine the harbor at Port Orford, in the State of Oregon, with a view of 
minimizing the project and estimates of the proposed improvement for a 
bor of refuge at that point to such proportions as will largely reduce the orig- 
inal estimate of the cost of such improvement heretofore made under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of War in pursuance of the previous action of Congress, 
and to report to the Secretary of War, on or before the first Monday in Decem- 
ber next, the result of such re-examination, together with the reduced estimate 
of the cost of such improvement, in the event that such board shall determine 
that the sane can be made on a less expensive scale than originally recom- 
mended, and th of such re-examination and re-estimate shall be id by 

‘ar out of the $150,000 heretofore appro for com- 
a breakwater at sucb point: Provided, however, That such 
pense shall Aot exceed the sum of $5,000, 


endment was agreed to. 
The ext amendment was, in section 1, page 24, after line 14, to in- 


the green of the two canals known as the Portage Lake and River Im- 
rovemen * Canal, from Keweenaw Bay to riage Lake, and the 
ke Superior Shi 


mel Railway and Iron Company Canal, from Portage 
Lake to Lake Superior, being the water communication across Keweenaw Point, 
Lake Superior, from Keweenaw Bay to Lake Superior, in the State of Michigan 
by way of the Portage River and Lake and the artificial cut made by said 
companies to render them available to commerce and navigation, together with 
the works of improvement on Po: Lake; the harbor works upon Lake Su- 
E Bay, with a ands and omen ea germane 5 
m oumbrances, $350,000: Provided, That, for the purpose of preserv- 
ing and 3 the use and navigation of said ae yng Secretary of War, 
upon the application of the chief engineer in e of the same, is hereby au- 
thorized to draw his warrant or requisition from m the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay the actual expenses of rating and k ng said 
canals in repair, which warrants or requisitions be pala by the 
of the Treasury out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise approp 
and that an itemized statement of said expenses shall accompany the ann 
report of the Chief of ＋ ea pce And provided further, That no money, appro- 
rated for this purpose shall be available until a valid title to all of said prem- 
shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of Mich: shall 
have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the 
time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all pu 
except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and the serv 
civil process on the lands and right of way so conveyed, 


Mr. VEST. Isimply want to state, as a member of the committee, 
that I do not agree to the terms employed or rather to some of the 
provisions of this clause. I do not agree with the committee in re- 
porting favorably these provisions, making an appropriason without 
stating the amount and giving this sort of carte blanche to Cabinet of- 
ficers to draw any amount that may be deemed necessary. 

I have always opposed, since I have been upon the Commerce Com- 
mittee, the purchase of theseState works by the General Government. 
I can not understand why wealthy States, that are entirely able to 
manage their own improvements, which they have undertaken them- 
selves, shall go on fora number of years until they see proper to apply 
to the General Government to relieve them from the expense of 1 —.— 
improvements. If there were an circumstances which ren- 
dered it necessary it would bea t matter. Ali my protests, 
however, in that regard have been so entirely unavailing that I do not 
care to consume the time of the Senate by ma a distinct issue. 
Ohio did it; Kentucky has done it; West Virginia done it; and I 
suppose, of course, the argument will be made here that, having done 
it in one instance, we should do it in all, 

Mr. KENNA. West Virginia has not. 

Mr. VEST. My friend from West Virginia says his State has not 
done it. I will amend my statement then by leaving that out. 

Mr. KENNA. There is a pending proposition in reference to the 
Monongahela, 

Mr. VEST. Ireferredtothat. Isupposeitwillbedone. Itisenough 
for me to state that that has been the rule. I have resisted it upon all 
occasions for the last twelve years and have been defeated in every in- 
stance. Ohio unloaded. If that term is not exactly the proper one to 
use, Chio was successful in inducing the General Government to take 
charge of the Muskingum River, and Kentucky was able to put on 
the General Government the Kentucky River with its slack-water navi- 
gation, and then the Licking, and then Green River, in succession. 

Mr. FRYE. This Portage Lake Canal, the Senator will remember, 


me to time u 
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is not owned by the State of Michigan at all. It is in the hands of a 
private corporation. 

Mr. VEST. I understand. It is the same thing, 

Mr. MORGAN, It is chartered by Michigan law. 

Mr. FRYE. It is chartered by Michigan law. 

Mr. VEST. It is controlled by the State of Michigan and it is a 
Michigan improvement. If anything, the statement of the chairman 
would add an additional reason to my opposition to it. A private cor- 
poration goes on and makes an improvement, and then for some reason 
or other comes to Congress and says, We want to turn this over to the 
. United States Government,’’ and I suppose it is only because they 
have made all the money that can be made out of it or else it has be- 
come n losing business, These things are not done from any motives 
except personal ones, and we need not expect anything else. 

It seems to me when these improvements are commenced by either 
private corporations or States they ought togoon with them and not come 
to Congress and ask us to accept these unfinished works in a great many 
instances, and works that are not paying in a great many other in- 
stances, in order to relieve themselves of au undertaking which they 
deliberately entered upon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have nothing to say about the purchase of this 
canal, because I know nothing about it; it is a question for the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, but I believe as a general rule that all 
public improvements of navigable waters of the United States where 
the United States have exclusive jurisdiction ought to be under the 
control of the General Government. Whether this is a wise purchase 
or not I do not give my opinion, but here is one provision that I appeal 
to Senators ought never to be put in a bill of this kind, and that 
is to make an unlimited, indefinite appropriation, continuing forever, 
because that is the effect of this appropriation, to carry on the paying 
expenses of a certain work. There was a time ten ortifteen years ago 
when these indefinite appropriations had gone to such an extent as to 
make it absolutely uncertain how much money could be expended in 
any one year or what sums were available. Now, this is in the most 
offensive form of these indefinite appropriations, and therefore it qucht 
to be changed so as to appropriate whatever sum the Secretary of War 
may think is necessary to carry on the operations of this work fora year, 
perhaps for two years, but for some time the appropriation certainly 
ought to be definite. I will read the proviso in the amendment to 
which I refer: 


Provided, That for the purpose of preserving and continuing the use and nayi- 


gation of said canals the Secretary of War, upon the application of the chief 
engineer in charge of the saine, is hereby authorized to draw his warrant or 
requisition from. time to time upon the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the 
actual expenses of operating and keeping said canals in repair, which warrants 
or requisitionsshall be paid by the Secretary of the Treasury out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and thatan itemized statement of 
said expenses shall accompany the annual report of the Chief of Enginee: 


The first objection is that Congress makes no limit for this year; 
this item would not be included in the expenses for this year. But 
this is indefinite; it extends to the time until it is repealed by Con- 

Such an appropriation as that is only made now under existing 
law for three purposes: One, for the payment of the interest on the 
public debt, which is an ascertained sum practically; another is for 

ying the expenses of collecting the customs; and there is one other 
indefinite appropriation, I think, connected perhaps with the Smith- 
sonian fund, the Soldiers’ Home, or something of that kind, where the 
law sets aside penalties, fines, forfeitures, etc., and where the amount 
ean not be ascertained. With those exceptions, I know of no indefi- 
nite appropriations of this kind unless there have been some made 
within a year or two. 

Therefore, I suggest te the Senator to modify this amendment, to 
ascertain the amount of probable expense for the next fiscal year or 
even for two years, and appropriate that amount outright by specific 
appropriation, and then let the future appropriations stand like those 
for the Barren River and the Muskingum River and all these other im- 
provements depending upon the annual appropriations of Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Balk in the chair). Does the 
Chair understand the Senator to submit an amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; I submit the matter to the Senator from 
Maine. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator propose an amendment there? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; I will proposeanamendment. Whatis the 
sum estimated? 

Mr. FRYE. The probabilities are not over $10,000 a year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I would say, not exceeding $10,000,” and 
then appropriate the money for two years, because it is probable there 
will be but one bill of this kind during this Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator designate where he 
will insert his proposed amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would make it read: 

“That for the purpose of preserving and continuing the use and navi- 
gation of said canals the sum of $10,000 each for the present and for the 
next fiscal year is hereby appropriated outof any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. ’? 

The first provision about drawing the warrants, etc., is already pro- 
vided for by existing law, and is not necessary here. 


Mr. FRYE. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Ohio please 
state his amendment again? 8 

Mr. SHERMAN. Pass it by for the present and I will draw up the 
amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the 
committee whether this canal or ditch, or whatever it is, is upon a 
water way or whether it is across a part of the State where no water 
natnrally flows. 

Mr. FRYE. It is partly water way and partly canal, and cuts right 
peros peninsula which reaches ont into what is called Keweenaw 

oint, 

Mr. VEST. Was the amendment of the Senator from Ohio adopted? 

Mr. FRYE. It has not been reported yet. 

Mr. MORGAN. I understand that this is a canal dug across a part 
of the terra firma, and where there was no water at all, about 3 miles 
across of ditching in order to connect the waters on the left and the 
waters on the right of this peninsula looking north. 

It appears that we are drifting off into a clear and indispatable rec- 
ognition of two propositions. The first is the right and jurisdiction of 
Congress to dig canals across any State by its permission for the pur- 
pose of improving commercial facilities and the nextis that where any 
private corporation of a State, by the consent of that State, has already 
dug a canal which the United States are expected to improve and en- 
large, we are to buy those improvements and apply them to the gen- 
eral purposes of commerce, 

‘The citations presented by the Senator from Missouri show, I believe, 
that we have really drifted off into thatlineof appropriation. There is 
no telling where we are going to stop. I am opposed to the principle 
contained in this appropriation unless it is for a single purpose, and 
that is for military communication between the different parts of the 
United States. Whenever it can be shown (and it can only be shown 
upon the demand really of the Secretary of War or that branch of the 
Government) that a canal is n for the purpose of the defense 
of the country, I have not any doubt about the power of Co to 
dig it inside of the country, or outside of the country either for that 
matter, because we must provide in times of peace and when the civil 
law ‘prevails for those exigencies which will arise in time of war. We 
do it by building ships and by building arsenals and making guns, 
building fortifications, and the like; and whenever a canal can be shown 
to be a necessary part of the military defense of the country I have no 
objection to it, letting the demand for that improvement come through 
the right channel and letting it be placed upon the right ground. 

Now, this new feature of legislation, for the mere improvement of 
commercial facilities and nothing more, presents quite a different phase. 
It is really based, I suppose, upon the ground of the regulation of in- 
terstate commerce; and I think it is very difficult to draw a distinction 
between the power of Congress to dig a canal for the regulation or the 
advantage of interstate commerce, and to build a railroad for the same 
purpose through a State. I think it is almost impossible, in fact it is 
impossible, to draw any distinction between the two propositions, and 
therefore I have always been opposed upon bills of this kind to any 
such improvements as are here sought to be purchased from private in- 
divid and improved and enlarged with the money of the Govern- - 
ment, merely for the purpose of increasing commercial facilities. I 
think it is not within our jurisdiction. - 

The proposition stated by the Senator from Ohio of limiting the ex- 
penditures for the repairs of this canal to $10,000 a year is very neces- 
sary, entirely indispensable really, to the constitutionality of this act, 
for after all this is an appropriation, and an appropriation can not be 
made out of the Treasury of the United States, as it is proposed here, 
upon the mere request or certificate of a private person or an officer of 
the Government of the United States either. This bill provides, as it 
stands now, that the engineer in charge shall make his estimate for the 
necessary expenses of repairs withont limiting the amount, and there- 
upon if becomes the duty of the Secretary of War to draw his warrant 
upon the Treasury for that sum of money. The discretion even is not 
allowed to him to determine whether it is sufficient or insufficient or 
whether it is excessive. So that feature of the case will have to be 
modified, of course, and I have no doubt the Senate will do that. x 

There is another idea connected with it which makes it still more 
imperative, and that is we are making a contract here with these pri- 
vate companies. This statute is only one part of the contract. When 
they sign a paper accepting it and transferring the property, then that 
merely consists of the statute on one part and the paper upon the other 
which they shallsign; and thereupon it becomes an agreement between 
the two parties, one selling and the other purchasing, by which the 
Government of the United States binds itself to pay whatever sum of 
money shall be demanded for repairs by the engineer in charge of this 
work by the contract to do it. Of course that is not admissible. 

But I wish to call the attention of the Senate now to where this 
thing is going to end and to cite two points of illustration in my own 
State. city of Mobile, under an authority from the State of Ala- 


bama, appropriated out of its own private revenues, by issuing bonds 
and having afterwards to pay them, $90,000 for the dredging of a chan- 
That was the initial dredging of the channel, 


nel in Mobile Bay. 
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which has since been adopted and upon which the Government of the 
United States has done a large amount of work. Of course, Mobile 
has saved the Government $90,000 expended upon that channel in Mo- 
bile Bay. We shall have to pay that money back to the city of Mobile 
At buy this canal or if we go any further here in enterprises of this 


But there is still another which shows to my mind really the impro- 
priety of such action, There is an open way navigable for vessels draw- 
g 5 or 6 feet of water, originally, between Lake Pontchartrain and the 
Bay of Mobile, called now Grant’s Pass. Mr. Grant some forty years 
got a charter from the State of Alabama to dig a channel ugh 
and he got it to be about 9or 10 feet of water; it may be 12 feet. 
He dug it out at very considerable expense, and he and his successors 
have had the use of it from that time to this, charging toll on all the 
boats that pass through from Lake Pontchartrain to the Bay of Mobile. 
That was achannel in the bay, it was a part of the Gulf of Mexico 
really, cut off from the main-land hy outlying islands; but it wasa part 
of the navigable waters of the United States, and it was that kind and 
description of waters upon which the admiralty jurisdiction of the 
United States fastened, and where the State could not exercise any 
admiralty jurisdiction whatsoever, or any other jurisdiction really, be- 
cause it did not own anything about it except the mere bottom, the 
mud that wasin the bottom of the pass. Alabama, however, granted to 
this gentleman, Mr. Grant, the right to dig this pass through there, 
this submarine canal it was; and, as I say, he and his successors have 
gone on from that time to this. 

That pass goes out of the Bay of Mobile just north of Dauphin Island, 
and we have now pending before the Senate believe it is before the 
Senate or the House; itis before the Senate, Iam quite sure—a bill for 
the purpose of enabling a railway company to build a railway across 
that piece of water down to Dauphin Island, so as to get to deep water 
out at sea 40 or 50 miles below the city of Mobile. The engineers of 
the United States object to Congress putting a draw on that pass to let 
vessels go through, because it is private property, and yet they insist 
upon a draw being put in that railroad construction north of Grant’s 

Pass through a pass called Pass aux Hérons, where the water isnot more 
than 4 or 5 feet deep, but it has not been appropriated to any private 
use. 

Now, we see the difficulty that arises here in the Government of the 
United States dealing with private interests in a matter that concerns 
interstate commerce. The engineers of the War Department are will- 
ing to have Grant’s Pass closed, although it is the real pass between 
Mobile and New Orleans inside of the islands, and to leave the pass of 
Point aux Irons open for the reason that Grant’s Pass, by action of 
the State of Alabama, has been made private property. 

I suppose that if we go on we have got one of two things to do: we 

_ have to tear down this privilege that the State of Alabama has granted, 
which has been in operation for forty years, or else we have got to buy 
Grant’s Pass out in order to get access to the real public salt water of 
the United States. That is the category we are getting into now. 

Of course, if this bill passes, not on an amendment to the pending 
bill, because it is large enough now, but I will be in here after awhile 
with my very just and indisputable demand tor $90,000 in favor of the 
city of Mobile, because she expended that much in dredging ont the 
harbor on a line that the Government afterwards adopted, and I do 
not know how many hundred thousand dollars for Grant’s Pass we 
shall be entitled to, as a matter of course, if we are buying out private 
privileges conferred by States upon private individuals. I do not care 
whether the privilege is conferred to run a canal over land, on high 
land, or whether it is conferred to run a canal through salt water; it 
does not make any difference; the recognition of the right of the State 
to make the grant is a sufficient answer to the question of our duty to 
make the improvement. It is none of our duty and none of our busi- 
ness to improve State works, or to buy the works that the States them- 
selves must construct orauthorize the construction of if they are built 
ut all. That is the position. We ought to keep the Government of 
the United States and the governments of the States within their own 
constitutional spheres npon matters of this kind. 

I shall therefore vote against this amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr, President, in order to save time I shall say but 
a very few words on this amendment. However, I desire to call the 
attention of the chairman of the committee and the members of the 
Committee on Commerce to the fact that it introduces a new principle 
that I have never known of in a river and harbor bill. The proviso is: 

Provided, That for the purpose of preservingand continuing the use and nay- 
igation of said canals, the Secretary of War, upon the application of the chief 


engineer in cha of the same,is hereby authorized to draw his warrant or 
requisition from time to time upon the Secretary of the Treasury— 


For what purpose ?— 
to pay the actual expenses of operating. 

For that there are several precedents, though I have always resisted 
them as well as I could. There is one at the Sault Ste. Marie Canal; 
there is one at Des Moines Rapids; there are some on the rivers of Ken- 


tucky, and one on the Great Kanawha in West V. . So, as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Kentucky, there is a precedent for this; 


but I call his attention, as well as that of the members of the commit- 
tee, to the next part of it: 
And keeping said canals in repair, 


- That is authorizing the Secretary of War to draw upon the Treasury 


for an amount of money not to keep in repair these canals, 

Mr. CULLOM. The amount is proposed to be specified by an amend- 
ment which has been offered. 

Mr, REAGAN, I did not know that. Then that obviates my ob- 
jection in that respect. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask the Chief Clerk to read the amendment pro- 

by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

SE PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment referred to will be 


The CHIEF CLERK. On page 25, line 7, in the proposed amendment, 
after the word ‘‘canals,’’ strike out the words: 

The Secre! of War, upon the’ bape amy of the chief engineer in charge 
of the same, is hereby authorized to draw his warrant or requisition from time 
to time upon the Secretary of the Treasury ; 

And insert: 

The sum of $10,000 for each of the present and the next fiscal years be appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary. 

And in line 12, after the word repair, strike out the words: 

Which warrants or requisitions shall be paid by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 

So as to make the clause read: 


Provided, That, for the purpose of preserving and continuing the use and nay- 
igation of said canals, the sum of $10,000 for each of the present and 
scal years be appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to fag Bes actual ex- 
penses of operating and keeping said canals in repair; an tan item 
statement of said expenses 2 the annual report of the Chief 
Engineers. 
Mr. VEST. I did not catch the language. It did not sound exactly 
right. Read that over. For each of the present 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Suede of $10,000 for each of the present and the next fiscal years be appro- 
priated. 


Mr.SHERMAN. For each of the present and the next fiscal years,” 
I assume that there will be only one river and harbor bill passed dur- 
ing the present Congress, and that provides for two years. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. After the word conveyed,” in line 2, on page 26, at 
the end of the committee’s amendment, I move to insert: 


The balance of the appropriation for examination of Portage Lake and Lake 
tained in the river and harbor act of Au 


Superior Ship Canals, con 5, 1886, is 
hereby made available for each and avery pathos connected the estab- 
o, ander the provisions of the act 


lishment of new harbor lines in Forage 


of June 20, 1890, authorizing and di ng said establishment. 


That amounts to $5,128.70. 

Mr. REAGAN. Would the chairman of the committee not consent 
to add the amount? 

Mr. FRYE. I have no objection to adding to wit, $5,128.70.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. As that is a reappropriation, I suppose it is not 
necessary to 5 5 the exact amount. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The modification suggested by the 
Senator from Maine will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. So as to read: 

The balance of the appropriation, to wit, $5,123.70, for examination of Portage 
Lake and Lake Su r Ship Canals, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 6, on page 
GY 


26. 

Mr. FRYE. I move to add, after the word improvement and 
before the word ‘‘twenty-five,’’ in line 6, the words and for dredg- 
ing Stern’s Mill;’’ so as to read: : 

1 ving Penobscot River, Maine: Continuing improvement and for dredg- 
ing Stern’s Mill, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, page 26, after line 22, to 
insert: 

Improving Kennebunk River, Maine, at or near its mouth, $20,000, the entire 
amount to be expended in repairs if necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. s 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 28, line 2, before the 
word thousand,“ to strike out twenty“ and insert thirty; so 
as to make the clause read: 

Improving Pawtucket, River, Rhode Island: Continuing improvement, $30,- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 28, line 7, before the 
word thousand,“ to strike out twelve and insert ‘‘twenty-five;’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 


Improving Green Jacket Shoal, Providence River, Rhode Island: Continuing 
improvement, $25,000, 
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The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, page 29, after line 6, to strike 
out the following clause: 

Improving Harlem River, New York: Donun aT Io peoo $350,000 ; and 
the Secretary of War is directed to cause the low bridges now crossing said Har- 
Jem River to be replaced, atthe expense of the owners thereof, by other aces 
which shall leave aclear space of 24 feet between the high water of spring tides 
and the underside of said bridges, and which shall ho eg has with draw-s 
and draws of the width and length to be determined by the Secretary of War: 
Provided, That the plans of said new bridges shall inall respects conform to the 

uirements of the Secretary of War: And provided further, That the Secretary 
of War shall prescribe proper and reasonable regulations for the opening and 
operating of the draws in said bridges, 


Mr. GORMAN. I suggest that we pass that amendment over for 
the time being. I see that the Senators from New York are not here. 

Mr, FRYE. The Senators from New York were expecting some in- 
formation about that, and it may be passed over for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be passed over 
informally. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, page 31, line 22, before the 
word thousand,“ to strike out “twenty-five” and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so 
as to make the item read: 

Improving Schuylkill River, Pennsylvania; Continuing improvement, $50,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 32, after line 7, to strike 
out the following clauses: 

The Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to nego- 
tiate for and purchase, at a cost not to exceed $162,000, lock and dam No. I. aud 
its Spperense se of the Monongahela Navigation Company, a corporation 
organized under the laws of open Ope which lock and dam No. | and its 
appurtenances constitute a part of the improvements in water communication 
in the Monongahela River between Pittsburgh in the State of Pennsylvania, 
and a point at or near Morgantown, in the State of West Virginia. And the 
sum of $162,000,or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for consummat- 
ing said purchase, the same to be paid on the warrant of the Secretary of War, 
upon full and absolute conveyance to the United States of the said lock and 
dam No, 1, and its appurtenances, of the said Monongahela Navigation Com- 


ny. 
oi the event of the inability of the Secretary of War to make voluntary pur- 
chase of said lock and dam No, 1 and its appurtenances for said sum of $162,000, 
or a less sum, then the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to 
institute and carry to completion proceedings for the condemnation of said lock 
and dam No.1 and its appurtenances, said condemnation proceedings to be as 
prescribed and regulated by the provisions of the general railroad law of Penn- 
sylvania, approved February 19, 1849, and its supplements, except that the United 
States shall not be required to give any bond, and except that jurisdiction of 
said proceedings is hereby given to the circuit court of the Uni States for the 
western district of Pennsylvania, with right of appeal by either party to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States: Provided, That, in estimating the sum to be 
paid by the United States, the franchise of said corporation to collect tolls shall 
not be considered or estimated; and the sum of $5,000, orso much thereof as may 
be necessary, is hereby elon na out of any moneys in the Treasury not oth- 
erwise appropriated, to pay the necessary costs of said condemnation proceed- 
ings; and, upon final judgment being entered therein, the Secretary of War is 
hereby authorized and directed to draw his warrant on the Treasury for the 
amount of said judgment and costs, and said amount for the payment thereof is 
hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
riated, And when said lock and dam No. I and its appurtenances shall have 
n acquired by the United States, whether by purchase or condemnation, the 
Secretary of Warshall take charge thereof, and the same shall thereafter be sub- 
ject to the provisions of section 4of an act entitled “An act making appropria- 
tions for the construction, repair, and preservation for certain public work on 
rivers and harbors. and for other purposes,” approved July 5, 1884: Provided, 
That no proceedings shall be instituted for the uisition of this lock and dam 
pending the legal proceedings now undetermined between the United States 
and the Monongahela Navigation Company with respect to dam and lock No.7. 


Mr. FRYE. This amendment proposes to strike out the provision 
for the purchase or condemnation of a lock and dam belonging to the 
Monongahela Navigation Company. The objection to the provision is 
that we provided in a former act for the condemnation of one of these 
locks and dams, No. 1, and provided for the payment of $162,000. A 
contest has been made in the courts over that condemnation, and it is 
still pending and undecided. This provision here takes Jock and dam 
No. 7, No. 1 having been first taken, for the same price, and No. 7 cost 
twice as much as No. 1 and is twice as large. It would be a gross act of 
injustice, and the committee believe that the provision ought to be 
stricken out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to say in this connection that I know there 
is very strong opposition in Pittsburgh to this provision, and that it 
can only be carried out by a condemnation by act of Congress. The 
provision here seems to be very defective in that particular, and I trust, 
therefore, when this matter goes into conference Senators will know 
now beforehand that this is a very serious and difficult undertaking 
for the Goverhment of the United States to undertake to appropriate 
the property. 8 

Mr. FAULKNER. 
side. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isimply wish to say, before this amendment goes 
into conference, as it will necessarily go, that it involves a very im- 
portant principle, and this is an attempt to confiscate private property 
for public uses, private property that was built there by the authority 
of the United States, and to take that property at less than its value, 
it is claimed by gentlemen who own or are part owners of this prop- 
erty, and they will resist it, as a matter of course, in the courts of the 
United States. It seems to me it is an unjust thing to do, and after 


We can not hear the Senator from Ohio on this 
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the Government of the United States, eo-operating with the authori- 
ties of Pennsylvania, authorized this large expenditure of money, then 
to appropriate it for public uses in this way would be a very unjust 
thing unless under a grave emergency. 

I am glad, therefore, that the provision is stricken out, and I hope 
the conferees will remember the importance of it when they come to 
deal with it. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to say before the amendment is agreed to that I 
have had occasion to examine it as thoroughly as my time would per- 
mit, and no action of the committee, it seems to me, is based upon 
more defensible ground than that which is before us now in striking 
out this provision. If Senators will examine it closely they will see 
that the proposed action is based upon wrong principles, principles 
which I think would not be justified in any court; and I have no doubt 
that, if we should adopt this provision and it went to the courts, the 
owners of this property would be successful in their contention. 

I think the action of the committee is absolutely correct, and that 
not even a plausible argument can be made against it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, page 34, after line 23, to in- 
sert: 

om eee Appoquinnimink River and the mouth of the same, Delaware, 
The amendment was agreed to. ; 
Mr. REAGAN, I desire to call attention to the provision beginning 
on line 23, on page 34. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the amendment in regard to this property in 
Pennsylvania passes away from the consideration of the Senate I wish 
to say a word in the hearing of the Senator from Missouri and the Sena- 
tor from Maine, if they will be kind enough to listen to what I say. 
As the House provision stands, if seems to me clearly unconstitutional, 
because it provides in line 19 that in estimating the sum to be paid, if 
this is taken under the principle of eminent domain, the franchise of 
said corporation to collect tolls shall not be considered or estimated.” 
The party whose property is taken by right ot eminent domain has a 
right to be heard in a judicial tribunal in regard to all the elements of 
his damage, and if that be one element of his damage he has a right to 
have it considered. We can not come in constitutionally and say by 
law the courts shall not even consider whether he is entitled to that or 
not. It may be that it ought not to be considered, that it is a matter 
not to be counted; it may be that it is a matter to be counted; but you 
can not, it seems to me, make a provision for condemuing my property 
and say that the courts shall be confined to certain elements of value 
and shall not have a right to determine between me and the United 
States judicially otber elements of value. I wanted to call the atten- 
tion of my honorable friends to that part of the provision, 

Mr. VEST. That is one of the points to which I referred in my re- 


marks, 

Mr. HOAR. I beg the Senator’s pardon, I did not hear all of his 
remarks. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, I said that we announced principles here for the 
action of the courts that were utterly untenable, and that is one of 
them; we say this property shall be condemned and then undertake to 
tell the courts what they shall do about it. As I said before, I had 
occasion to examine this question very thoroughly and I came to the 
conclusion that this provision upon that ground and for several others 
should not be a lopted as it came from the House. 

Mr. REAGAN, This item for improving the Ohio River by the 
construction of a movable dam at or below the mouth of the Beaver 
River calls for an appropriation of $250,000. It would, perhaps, be 
right for the Senate to know something of what is meant by that appro- 
priation and the amountof expenditure which is contemplated by it. 

I see by reierence to the report of the committee that it is proposed 
to be the beginning of four additional dams, the Davis Island dam 
and four others between Pittsburgh and the mouth of the river, 25 
miles below, and at a cost of $3,600,000. > 

I see that the Engineer Department reports favorably for the build- 
ing of these dams, but the Senate ought to have the information. I 
call attention to it because heretofore a great deal of evidence has been 
taken in the other end of the Capitol in reference to this proposition to 
make slack-water navigation for the Ohio River, and it then seemed to 
me to be very well demonstrated that the plan would cost largely over 
$100,000,000, and the opinion of navigators was that in the endit would 
injure instead of improving the navigation of the Ohio River, 

Mr. VEST. Does my friend from Texas think this appropriation 
would bind us to the construction of all those dams proposed? I cer- 
tainly never would have supported it if I had supposed that. 

Mr. REAGAN. It was suggested at one time that we wanted the 
Davis Island dam for the purpose of forming a harbor at Pittsburgh. 
We got that at an expense of something over $900,000, I believe; per- 
haps I am mistaken as to the amount, and it may be more than that. 
I do not remember exactly. But we got that dam built and the harbor 
made as it was suggested. 

Now, the estimate upon which this is made is looking to slack-water 
navigation from Pittsburgh down to the mouth of the river, 25 miles 
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below Pittsburgh, and that contemplates the making of slack-water 
navigation that distance and building additional dams at a cost, it is 
estimated here, of $3,600,000, which now, I will undertake to say, not- 
withstanding the report of the committee, if it be entered upon and 
those four slack-water dams are built, will take $5,000,0U0 rather than 

000,000, and 1 am not sure that that will do it, and it is very doubt- 

whether it would improve the navigation of the Ohio River in that 
region. I call attention to it because the board go on to say: 

It recommends, accordingly, that dams be located approximately, as follows: 

No. 2 at Merriman's Bar. 

No. 3 at the Trap. 

No, 4 near Economy. 

No, Sjust below the mouth of the Beaver River. 

The cost of the Davis Island lock and dam was $920,000, and assuming a prob- 
able economy of $20,000 the cost of the new dams can yery fairly be taken at 
$800,060 each, or $5,600,000 for the four recommended. 

So that, while of course it would not be obligatory upon the Gov- 
ernment to appropriate any more than the $250,000 mentioned, surely 
we are not going to appropriate $250,000 when, at the least estimate, it 
would take $900,000 to make the first dam. We must understand 
that certainly according to this estimate $900,000 will be required 
when it took $920,000 to build the one immediately above it; and it 
is not necessary to make this appropriation unless we mean to appro- 
priate the other $900,000, so that this is the inauguration of a system 
which has been sought to be ingrafted upon the river and harbor bill 
for the last ten or twelve years, a system which will cost, if it is car- 
ried out, largely more than $100,000,000, and when done will be anin- 
jury to the navigation of the Ohio river. 

Mr. QUAY. DoI understand the Senator to move to strike out the 
appropriation ? 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. No amendment has been submitted. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I reside near the mouth of Beaver River, 
at the point where this improvement is contemplated, and am able to 
furnish the Senator from Texas with the information which he seems 
to be in searchof. The question of the feasibility of movable dams was 
settled in the case of the DavisIslanddam. The policy of the Govern- 
ment as to slack-water navigation was also settled by Congressional ac- 
tion in relation to the improvement of the Kanawha River, and the 
peeing pele for the appropriation of the property of the Monon- 
gahela Navigation Company is in the same 

It was contemplated to build a system of five dams, four of which 
were below the Davis Island dam, and the dam provided for in the 
river and harbor bill is the fifth. As has been said by the Senator from 
Texas, the Davis Island dam was procured partly upon the understand- 
ing thata harbor would be furnished the city of Pittsburgh. The same 
object would be accomplished by the building of adam at Beaver. 
The Beaver River enters the Ohio River about 25 miles south of Pitts- 
burgh, and it has near its mouth a line of manufacturing and other in- 
dustrial establishments which have alarge trade, The building of this 
dam below the mouth of the Beaver will secure for them the advan- 
tage of a harbor such as the Davis Island dam furnishes to Pittsburgh. 
The cost will approximate probably $900,000, which would be distrib- 
uted over four years. It is also highly probable that the system may 
be completed by the construction of dams No. 2, 3, and 4, but that 
will be a question for future legislation. 

Mr. REAGAN. I am sorry I could not hear a word the Senator 
from Pennsylvania said, but it would not be in order now, I suppose, to 
offer an amendment until the committee amendments are disposed of. 
After they are disposed of, if no other Senator proposes to do so, I shall 
move to strike out this clause. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of 
line 12, on a page 35. 

Mr, FRYE. In line 12, page 35, I move to strike out four“ and 
insert. six.“ . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 35, line 12, before the word thousand, 
it is proposed to strike out four“ and insert six; so as to make 
the alina read: 


Improving Patuxent River, Maryland: Continuing improvement, $6,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, page 35, line 13, before the 
word thousand, to strike out flve and insert ten;“ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving Wicomico River, Maryland, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 35, line 19, before the 
word thousand.“ to strike out “five” and insert ten;“ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving Elk River, Maryland, $10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 35, line 23, before the 
word thousand,“ to strike out two hundred and forty ’’ and insert 
„three hundred; so as to make the clause read; 

io the Potomac River at Washington: Continuing improvement, 


Mr. VEST. I have not been able to give as much attention to that 
item in this bill as I should have wished. I should like to know from 
the chairman of the committee, who hàs examined it, what is the con- 
dition of this improvement here and how much will be required to 
complete it, and especially what is the status of the matter as to the 
property the title ot which we propose to adjudicate. I have not heard 
anything in relation to it very recently. We directed the law officers 
of the Government to institute proceedings to settle the disputed titles. 

Mr. FRYE. Thestatements before the committee were made by the 
chairman of the Select Committee on the Potomac River Improvement, 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom], who seems to be out 
at this moment, 

Mr. VEST. Iwas not present at the time it was considered and 
have not been able to examine it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ithink we had better let that pass over until we get 
some information about what has been done in relation to the title to 
that property. 

Mr. FRYE. It may be passed over for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

Mr. FRYE. The clerk of the committee may find the report ina 
moment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is only a difference of about $60,000. 

Mr. FRYE. The point is not as to the amount. It is the question 
about the title to the land. 

5 I ae en aeni to the Potomac River item, which I send to the 
esk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 35, line 24, after the word dollars,“ at 
the end of the clause, it is proposed to insert : 

Of which $25,000, or so much thereof as may be ma: 
onthechanaslot the Eastern Branch between the . 

oin 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I have another amendment to that clause, which I send 
to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 35, after line 24, add the following: 

And the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company are hereby authorized, at 
their own cost and expense, to build a new- wagon road between the north end 
of the main channel and the foot of Fourteenth street, and upon the completion 
of the same the said company shall have the right toimprove the alignment b; 
flattening the curve in approaching the Long Bridge at Fourteenth 5 
occupy with its tracks the present wagon-road of said bridge between the points 
aforesaid: Provided, Thatthe building of the said wagon-road and any improve- 
ments or modifications in the old structure shall be done under the supervision 
of, and according to such plans as may be approved by, the Secretary of War. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order that that is clearly leg- 
islation, and has no excuse in this bill at all. = 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator from Vermont understand that this 
is an appropriation bill subject to that point of order? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido. It has been settled—I was going to say a 
thousand times—that this is a general appropriation bill, and the very 
question as to whether legislation upon it could or could not be made has 
been up, I am sure, a great many times, and alwayssettled one way in re- 
spect to directing how the money to be appropriated is to be employed. 
Like every other appropriation bill, you can direct how the money ap- 
propriated shali be expended. You can appropriate a million dollars 
to straighten the tracks of the railroads themselves, if you choose, as 
has been done in other cases, but that is not the thing. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator object to the amendment on its 
merits? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to it now on the point of order. I have 
not had any opportunity to consider its merits, nor has anybody else 
had. I should like to have it printed for information, whether it is 
in order or out of order. I make the point of order now and insist 


upon it, 

Erhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be ted. 
The recollection of the Chair is that the river and harbor bill is speci- 
fied as a general appropriation bill in the rules of the Senate. It dif- 
fers from other general appropriation bills only in being referred to 
the Committee on Commerce instead of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is it exactly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And the Chair will therefore sustain 
the point of order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, I should like to have that amendment 
printed for information, because it may be that there will be unani- 
mous consent hereafter to receive it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clause is to be over in- 
formally upon some point raised by a Senator, and will be called up 


later. 
Mr. GORMAN. I understand the Senator from Vermont desires to 


have the amendment printed separately. 
Mr. EDMUNDS, It will be in the RECORD, and I withdraw the 


be expended 
Giesborough 


request to have it printed separately. 
Mr. GORMAN, I think the Senator from Vermont when he looks 
at the matter Will find that it is a very important provision. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. Isee there is a railroad in it, and that 
makes it important in one respect. B 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, that is an unfair statement. I was so 
careful myself as the chairman of the committee in relation to this 
that I went to the Engineer Department and took with me the Chief 
Engineer and examined this matter with a great deal of care to see 
what was necessary and what was asked by the railroad company. 
The railroad company asked that the United States should pay one-half 
of the cost of this additional wagon-track. It can notin any possible 
way do any harm in the world to any one to have this additional wagon- 
track to the point where it is proposed it shall go. 

The Chief Engineer says he can see no possible objection to it. Cap- 
tain Hains makes no objection to it. He has reported on it two or three 
times, and he makes no objection except that he believes that there 
should be a new bridge built there at a cost of a million and a half of 
dollars. 

The present alignment in that street is a very sharp curve, indeed so 
sharp that it is absolutely dangerous, and the wagon-road where the 
alignment is made is close by it whereit enters upon the bridge, mak- 
ing the whole thing dangerous to the railroad and very dangerous tor 
every man who desires to use the wagon-road. This proposition issim- 
ply to allow the railroad company to build, over land that is of no use 
now to anybody, a wagon-road abont one-half the way across this bridge 
in order to escape this dangerous point. Then it goes on to the bridge 
on a single track, as it now is, and relieves the pressure on this street 
right at the mouth of the bridge. 

I certainly can not see any objection to it, and the amendment pro- 
poses, contrary to what the railroad company asks, that it shall pay the 
whole expense, and provides further that it shall be done under plans 
and specitications to be approved by the Secretary of War. It seems 
to me it is made as safe as anything can be. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not mean to imply the slightest reflection on 
my friend from Maine or on the committee when I said, in answer to the 
suggestion that it was important, that I saw that, because there was a 
railroad connected with it. All such matters are important. I eer- 
tainly had not the slightest suspicion that the committee had been 
unduly biased; but our experience in dealing with railroads and other 
large corporations on appropriation bills, to say nothing about our other 
experiences, has not been of the happiest kind. I think it was on 
another appropriation bill—but I am not sure about that, though I am 
rather inclined to think it was on the District of Columbia appropria- 
tion bill—that we thought we had made provision that the Baltimore 
and Potomac Railroad Company should pay a part of the expense of the 
approach to the new bridge over the Eastern Branch. 

They had run their tracks by authority of Congress along the edge of 
the stream there or without the authority of Congress, as the case may 
be. I do not wish to commit myself or the Senate as to what the law 
is about it, but there was a difficulty about it between them and the 
District authorities in regard to the way that that bridge should termi- 
nate and get over their tracks. They claimed an absolute and exclu- 
sive right, as against the authority of Congress to build a bridge there 
at all or disturb their tracks. 

They got into the courts about it, I believe, and the courts seem to 
make the confusion apparently worse confounded than it was before, 
and I believe the police and the railroad employés came to a collision 
at ove time, and as is usual the police were beaten on the field of bat- 
tle and the railroad company was leitin possession. Finally a truce 
_was established—I am speaking largely and not exactly, but the main 
features are right—a truce was made by which the end of the bridge 
Was gotten over the track in a way which was supposed to be mutually 
agreeable and at the joint expense of both parties. Now, I am in- 
formed by the Secretary of War—and not as a volunteer about it, but 
because I wished to do my humble partof the duty of looking after the 
public moneys—that the $20,000, I think it is, that the War Depart- 
ment claim that the company ought to contribute, not a cent of it has 
been paid, and the company says it will not pay it. It thinks the de- 
mand is unjust and unreasonable and the United States ought to bear 
it all or much the larger share of the same. 

Theretore I confess I must ask pardon, if I have been guilty of any- 
thing, of being a little sensitive about undertaking to legislate for a 
railroad company on an appropriation bill. We ought to find exactly 
where we are. The two 1 suppose have no logigal connection with each 
other except that one illustrates the difficulty of making these arrange- 
ments. Suppose we make this provision and we go on and spend all 
the money and change this road and the company is to pay the expense. 
They may see this differently when it is done, and therefore I wish to 
be cautious and have time to consider whether this provision, if it is 
to come in this bill or any other, is one that, while it is good for the 
public interests and good for the country and good for everybody, is 
one that can not be misunderstood alterwards, and we shall know and 
the company will know precisely what the responsibilities and the 
rights are, 

That is my view, and I hope my friend from Maine will not think 
that in the remark I made I was endeavoring to criticise the commit- 
tee in the slightest degree. 

Mr, GORMAN. I think the Senator from Vermont will see that 


there is nothing new about such provisions being on a river and harbor 
bill. There are plenty of provisions in the bill which prescribe condi- 
tions as to bridges over various streams, and I think the Senator will 
find on examination that such has been the universal custom. This 
is probably theonly bill upon which we can legislate properly upon such 
matters unless we rely alone upon separate bills, to secure the passage 
of which is almost impossible. 
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There are now any number of provisions in this bill as it came from 


the other House, and they have always been contained in such bills, 


regulating the use of bridges over navigable streams and providing for , 


the height of bridges and the character of the structures and so on. 
Therefore, this comes here properly and in accordance with custom. 
As to the particular item under consideration, as the chairman of the 


committee has stated, it is a provision which is intended to be in the ` 


interest of the public who may have to travel over the Long Bridge. 
I have no doubt that it is properly drawn, but at the same time I shall 


be glad for one to have it pass the scrutiny of the Senator from Ver- 


mont and all other Senators. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. For aught I know, the Baltimore and Potomac 
Railroad Company may be perfectly right in their contention about 
these $20,000, or whatever it is, with the District of Columbia; and it 
may be that they are perfectly wrong. My point is that on bills which 
are not devoted to that special subject,and which ought to have express 
and particular consideration in reference to it and which are so framed 
that they will bind both sides at the same time, we ought to keep out 
such provisions. We ought not to put them on an appropriation bill 
unless it becomes indispensably necessary to do so. 

If this provision related to a draw in the Long Bridge, in the middle 
of the river, we might provide in respect to the expenditure of the 
money and the terms upon which the railroad could cross the river. If 
that belonged to ariver and harbor bill at all, of course it would be 
perfectly right to make such conditions as appeared to be applicable to 
that particuiar situation. But we are not appropriating money in this 
bill, so far as it reads, to improve the land and the city of Washington; 
we are appropriating in this bill and in this item money to deepen the 
channel and improve the navigation of the Potomac River. What that 
has to do with the navigation of a railroad through the streets of the 
city of Washington is not obvious to my mind. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I should like to have the amendment 
adopted increasing the appropriation trom $240,000 to $300,000, There 
has been another amendment adopted there which authorizes the use 
of $45,000 or $50,000 of this money for the improvement of the East- 
ern Branch towards the navy-yard, which is absolutely necessary, and 
therefore the increase is necessary. 

I will furnish the information which the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
Vest] desires later on. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That information relates to the state of the con- 
troversy concerning the land. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is not able to give it now? 

Mr. FRYE. I have not the papers here. The Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. Ransom] is now here, and I suppose he can give the 
information, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam under the impression that the state of the 
legal controversy, not unnaturally, perhaps, is just where it was last 
year and the year before; that is tosay, itis making orisina 
state of delay or repose in the supreme court of the District of Colum- 
bia or in the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Two or three years ago the Committee on the Judiciary had its at- 
tention called to the subject in some lawful and proper way, and we 
undertook, without any formality, but to help on the public interests, 
to try to get the Attorney-General of the United States to direct that 
the cause should be got on and brought to a determination; and then 
we were informed, which turned out to be true, that unhappily the 
Department of Justice of the United States had not the slightest con- 
trol over the controversy at all, and that it was a matter in which a 
gentleman who is called the attorney of the District commissioners op- 
erates to and fro, and that the progress of the affair is therefore not 
entirely, if atall, under the direction of the Department of J 
although the bill that we passed seemed to provide that, and I do not 
know but in effect could bave accomplished it; but that part of it is 
immaterial. 

Atany rate the case, according to my latest information, is still pend- 
ing and undecided; but it is fair and just to say to the people of Wash- 
ington and to the committee and to the Senate, after a most careful in- 
vestigation made by a committee of the Senate from beginning to end 
and devoted to that one question, I believe we were unanimously of 
the opinion that the pretensions of these land claimants were entirely 
unfounded. But the fact that that was our opinion does not prove that 
it will be the opinion of the court. That is another thing. We were 
careful in the beginning, two or three or four years ago, to provide that 


none of this money should be spent in respect of that part of the river 


where this disputed tract lies, except merely for deepening navigation and 
not for doing any good to the value of the land; and if we have had any 
similar provision of that kind or limitation before, I suggest to my friend 
that it would be well to have it in again. Of course as to all below 
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this disputed place, all below the Long Bridge, for instance, there is | to say that the question made now is not upon the relevancy or admissi- 


no question about 

Mr. RANSOM. Will the Senator from Vermont allow me—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam through. I apologize for having spoken so 

lon, : 

Mr. RANSOM. Notwithstanding, I in common with the Senateam 
lad to hear the Senator from Vermont speak on this subject. So far as 
is remarks go he is quite correct, but he has omitted—and I am sat- 

isfied he will remember it when I state what he has omitted, which 


perhaps is the most important element in the statement of facts which 


he has made to the Senate—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is characteristic of my remarks generally. 

Mr. RANSOM. It is not characteristic of the Senator’s remarks 
generally. It happens so rarely that I take the liberty of alluding to 
it to-day. If I can have his attention for a moment, he will remember 
with me that the bill to which he alluded was reported by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and I believe it was a bill I introduced on the 
subject. The bill, after providing that a suit should be brought to 
settle this question against all the parties claiming adversely to the 
United States and after providing fully to have all these titles settled, 
and settled promptly, contained this important provision, that if any 
of these parties had any claim whatever which could be established in 
court, the same court which determined their claim should settle the 
amount of damages to which they were entitled, and those damages 
were to be estimated as of the time when this improvement commenced, 
and not afterwards. So then, whatever may happen, whatever may 
come to pass, the United States would only have to pay what would 
be assessed as damages for real estate that everybody knew was abso- 
lutely worthless before this improvement was made. 

It is not improper, furthermore, for me to say to the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN], ly as he desired information upon this 
subject, that it has been the opinion of the Judiciary Committee, it has 
been the opinion of the Department of Justice, it has been the opinion 
of the Commissioner of Public Lands, and it has been the opinion and 
judgment of every legal mind that has looked into this question that 
these adverse pretensions to the rights of the United States were abso- 
lately without foundation. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope that the Judiciary Committee and the De- 
partment of Justice are right in their conclusion that there was no 
valid claim to the land which is being improved; and I only remark 
as to the statement made by the Senator from North Carolina that it 
it turns ont that there are valid claims for this land it will probably be 
found that an act of Congress limiting the right of the claimants to re- 
cover to the value of the property at the time the work was begun 
could not be sustained. If they have rights those rights follow the 
land, and the court could determine the rule of the measure of dam- 

and an act of Congress could not do it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is all true, stated as it is by my friend from 
Texas, but I submitto him that it would be equally true and I should 
say demoustrably true, the Constitution providing that when private 
property is taken for public use just compensation shall be rendered 
and paid for in money, that if the United States has taken possession 
of this property as it has and is carrying on improvements on it and of 
the river in connection with it, if the value of that property dimin- 
ished in the ten years of litigation from $50,000 at the time it was 
begun to $1,000 at the time when at last the thing was ended, everybody 
would agree that the point of time at which the valuation was to be 
fixed was the point of time when the taking occurred. If that be true 
in the case of a fallin value, it would be equally true in case of a rise 
in value, and I think it safe to say it is true in both cases, so that the 
value of the property that is taken or injured is to be measured, like 
any other unlawful injury to a man, at the time the injury occurred 
or the time of the taking. So the committee, as my friend from North 
Carolina has very properly reminded me—and it was the most impor- 


* tant of the bill, so to nk, which I forgot—had provided with explicit 


and careful language if it will stand as we think it will upon the ground 
I have stated, if it turns out that these claimants have title, they shall 
be paid the value of the property as it was when it was taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will observe to the Senate 
that this debate continues by unanimous consent, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Weare debating the general bill, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. One further observation, The Chair 
would further observe that under the rule it becomes the duty of the 
Chair to submit that on an amendment like this proposed by the Sen- 


~ ator from Maine, when objected to on the ground that it is out of or- 


der in the Senate, the question is to be decided without debate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What particular amendment is that? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Maine to which the Senator from Vermont objected as 
being out of order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, that is on a question of relevancy. ‘The Chair 
submits the question of relevancy, not the question of legislation, if 
the Chair will look at that rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will ask the Secretary to 
read the third clause of Rule XV. 5 

Mr. RANSOM, Ifthe Senate will permit me for one second, I wish 


bility of the amendment in reference to the improvement or the change 
in the street, but the chairman of the committee asked that the vote 
should be taken upon the other amendment, upon which there is no 
dispute, that the sum should be increased from $240,000 to $300,000. 
That is the question now, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was suggesting to the Sen- 
ate a possible error in the proceeding thus far. 

Mr. RANSOM. I agree with the Chair in that. I simply call the 
attention of the Chair to the fact that the present proposition is whether 
an amendment about which there is no dispute should be adopted. 

Mr. FRYE. I will withdraw the amendment touching the Balti- 
more and Potomac Railroad for the present. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It has been ruled out of order. 

8 r. FRYE. No; the Chair was going to submit the question to the 
nate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that an objec- 
tion to the amendment on the ground of relevancy raises a question of 
order which—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Vermont did not object on the 
ground of relevancy, but on the grounds of its being legislation on a 
general appropriation bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Iwili withdraw the amendment for the present, hop- 
ing to offer it at a later period in the consideration of this bill, and with 
the assent of the Senator from Vermont I should like to have the 
amendment printed, and I should like to have the Senator examine the 
question farther. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall be very glad to consider it. I wish to do 
everything that is wise in connection with this bill, and if this is the 
right thing to do and we can defend it on any ground of propriety or 
order I shall make no captious objection to it. 

Mr. FRYE. I can not argue a point of order with the Senator from 
Vermont, I will ask that the amendment be printed and lie on the 
table for the present, and I will offer it later. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will be printed, in 
the absence of objection. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to have the other amendment acted upon, 
increasing the amount of appropriation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 35, line 23, before the word thousand, 
strike out two hundred and forty and insert three hundred ;’’ so 
as to read: 


Pg Ada) the Potomac River at Washington: Continuing improvement, 
$300,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Now, I should like to haye the information, if it is ob- 
tainable, in regard to the amount of appropriation which will he nec- 
essary to complete this improvement and what is the status of the 
improvement as to the title. . 

Mr. FRYE. The question of title, which is the more serious, has 
been stated by the Senator from Vermont in the absence of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri. i 

Mr. VEST. I beg pardon, I was called out for a few minutes. 

Mr. FRYE. A bill was reported from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary in relation to this settling the title, and the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. RANsom] has also made a statement in regard to it, and 
both make the present condition very clear indeed so far as the pro- 
priety of making an appropriation is concerned. I do not remember 
myself the amount required to complete this work. * 

Mr. VEST. I see the amount stated here in the report of the en- 
gineer to be 81, 141, 365. 

Mr. FRYE. That is the report, with an estimate of $600,000 for this 

ear. 

Mr. VEST. That is the amount that can bė profitably expended in 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, $600,000. 

Mr. FRYE. Now I want to call the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri to the fact thaton my motion another amendment, which per- 
haps he had not noticed betore, has been added to this provision, that 
forty-five or fifty thousand dollars of this amount may be expended on 
the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River up so far as the navy-yard. 
The officers at the navy-yard came before the committee and made it 
apparent that it was absolutely necessary that some money should be 
expended there and that it would justity this increase entirely. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the amendmen 
offered by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]? s 

Mr. EDMUNDS, That is increasing the amount. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, increasing the amount. The other amendment I 
have withdrawn for the present. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
1, page 37, line 2, before the word thousand,” to strike out twenty“ 
and insert thirty; so as to make the clause read: ? 

Improving York River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $30,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in section 1, page 37, line 6, before the 
word Bay,” to strike out Indian River” and insert Delaware;“ 
so as to make the clause read: 8 

d otherwise the inland water way from Chinco- 
. — Nys . Bay, at or near Lewes, Del., 5 be used from 
Chinco! 1¢ Bay to Delaware Bay: Continuing improvement, $50,000, no part 
of which shall be expended until the right of way is secured free of cost to the 
United States, 
The amendment wag agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 37, line 10, before the 
word dollars,“ to strike out ten thousand and insert seven 
thousand five hundred;”’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Nansemond River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 37, line 12, before the 
word thousand,“ to strike out ten“ and insert ‘‘five;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

8 Hampton Creek and Bar, Virginia: To complete improvement, 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 37, line 22, before the 
word thousand,“ to strike out two hundred“ and insert three 
hundred and forty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Gua Great Kanawha River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 37, after line 23, to in- 
sert: 

Improving Monongahela River, West Virginia, above Morgantown: Contin- 
uing improvement, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1 Page 38, line 3, after the 
words West Virginia, to strike out Continuing improvement, 
fifteen” and insert To complete projected dam, forty-five; so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving Little Kana wha River, West Virginia; Tocomplete projected dam, 
$45,000, but no toll shall be collected by any person or corporation for this im- 
proved navigation, and such right, if any exist, shall be relinquished ina man- 


ner satisfactory to the Secretary of War before the expenditure of any of the 
money herein appropriated for this work. 


Mr. DOLPH. On behalf of the Committee on Commerce I move to 
amend the amendment. I send the proposition to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 38, line 4, after the word ‘“* projected,” 
it is proposed to insert the words “lock and; and in line 5, before the 
word thousand,“ to strike out ‘‘five;’’ so as to read: 


Improving Little Kanawha River, West Virginia: To complete projected lock 
and paid $10,000; but no toll shall be collected by any person or corporation for 
this improved navigation, and such right, if any exist, shall be relinquished in 
amanner satisfactory to the Secretary of War before the expenditure of any of 
the money herein appropriated for this work. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now recurs on the 
amendmentas amended. 

Mr. GORMAN. Lask the Senator from Oregon at present in charge 
of the bill if the estimate is not $45,000? 

Mr. DOLPH. The estimate is $40,000. The amendment I have 
offered was handed me by the direction of the chairman of the com- 
mitteeasIcamein. The words ‘‘to complete projected dam, $45,000” 
were inserted by the committee. Now it is proposed to amend the com- 
mittee’s amendment by inserting, after the word ‘‘ projected, the words 
lock and,” and to make the amount $40,000. The estimate is $40,- 
000 to complete the lock and dam. This is the estimate: 

It is estimated that $40,000 will complete the lock and dam, 

The original appropriation was $5,000 and it was raised to $40,000. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The original appropriation was $15,000 and it 
was raised to $45,000, but I think under the estimate the amendment 
of the committee is correct—$40,000. 3 

Mr. VEST. Now, I should like to understand the necessity for the 
provision that— , 

8 — toll shall be collected by any person or corporation for this improved nay- 
gation. 

Mr. KENNA, That provision has been carried along with the ap- 
propriations for this improvement ever since the improvement by the 
Government was inaugurated. There was some partof that river im- 
proved by a private corporation, and it was the purpose of Congress 
that this 9 made by the Government at public expense, 
should not be available for the corporation for the purpose of imposing 
a tax upon commerce, That is the reason why the provision is put in 
there. It is restrictive on the powers of the corporation over the river. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the adoption 
of the amendment of the Committee on Commerce as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
1, page 38, line 23, before the word hundred,“ to strike out one 
and insert ‘‘two;’’ so as to make the clause read: t 

Improving Cape Fear River at and below Wilmington, N. C., $200,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 1, page 38, line 25, before the 


word th to strike out “‘five’’ and insert seven; so as to 

make the clause read: 

8 Contentnia Creek, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 1, 39, line 4, after the 


page 
word River,” to insert up to Smithfield,’’ and in line 5, before the 


word thousand,“ to strike out twelve“ and insert twenty;“ so 
as to make the clause read: 
8 Neuse River, up to Smithfield, N. C.: Continuing improvement, 


The amendment was agreed to. z 
The next amendment was, in section 1, page 39, line 16, after the 
word twenty,“ to insert ‘‘five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Improving Roanoke River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, from 
its mouth to Clarksville, $25,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 39, line 23, before the 
word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ten“ and insert flſteen, and in 
line 24, after the word dollars,“ to strike out ‘‘ for dredging only 
and insert to complete the project for 9 feet depth of channel;’’ so 
as to make the clause read: 

Improving Mackey’s Creek, North Carolina, $15,000 to complete the project 
for 9 feet depth of channel. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the committee, I offer an amendment 
to come in atter line 13 on page 40. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 40, after line 13, it is proposed to insert: 

Improving Pasquotank River, North Carolina, $3,000, 

The smendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of line 
20 on page 40. 

Mr. DOLPH. [I offer an amendment to that clause. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 40, line 19, strike out the words con- 
tinuing improvement” and insert to complete existing project;’’ so 
as to read: 

I . Salklehatchie River, South Carolina: To complete existing project, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to page 43, line 1, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On page 43, line 1, there is evidently 
an omission of the word dollars“ after the word “ thousand,” which 
will be inserted, unless there be objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is where the word thousand“ occurs the sec- 
ond time in the line. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Yes. Thatamendment will be made. 

The reading of the bill wasresumed and continued to the end of line 
8 on page 43. 

Mr. DOLPH. Let the word dollars“ be inserted after the word 
thousand?“ in line 7 on page 43. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that amendment 
will be made. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of 
line 19 on page 43. 

Mr. PASCO. With the consent of the Senator from Oregon having 
the bill in charge at present, I should like to offer an amendment to 
the clause just read, which will not increase the appropriation at all, 
but is merely as to the mode of spending it. It is to make it include 
Lee’s Slough after the word works,” in line 19; so as to read: 

Improving A chi A ida: i ¥ 
— — ne A palachicola River, Florida: To maintain existing works, Leo's 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not know what agreement, if any, was made in 
regard to the manner of the consideration of the bill. Asa rule, the 
amendments of the committee are first acted upon, and to receive 
amendments from individual Senators would open the door. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order was that the committee 
amendments should first be acted upon. 

Mr. PASCO. If that is the understanding of the Senate I will with- 
hold my amendment for the present. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 


Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, page 44, line 5, before the - 


word thousand,“ to strike ont ‘‘five’’ and insert six; so as to 
make the clause read: 


Improving Manatee River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $6,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, insection 1, page 44, line 6, after the word 
Florida,“ to strike out from Jacksonville to the ocean,“ and in line 
8, before the word thousand,” to strike out “‘fifty’’ and insert sev- 
enty-five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Improving St. John's River, Florida, including the channel over the bar at 
the mouth; Continuing improvement, $175,000. - 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 44, line 11, after the 
word dollars,“ to insert a of which may be expended on the 
inside channel to Cedar Keys; so as to make the clause read: 

m Suwannee River, Florida: Contin impro a 
of WEIN tay be ixpooded on the inside — Cedar r 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 10 on page 46. 

Mr. DOLPH. In line 9, on page 46, I move to insert the word dol- 
lars” after the word hundred.“ That seems to be an omission. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, page 50, line 22, before the 
word thousand,“ to strike out one hundred and fifty’ and insert 
two hundred;’? so as to make the clause read: 


Improving Arkansas River, Arkansas, Indian Territory, and Kansas: Con- 
tinuing improvement from Wichita, Kans., to its mouth, $300,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. On page 53, line 5, I move to strike out Continuing 
improvement“ and insert To complete improvement.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 53, line 5, after the word! Tennessee, 
it is proposed to strike out Continuing“ and insert To complete; ’’ 
80 as to read: 

Improving Hiawassee River, Tennessee: To complete improvement, $1,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE. I have an amendment to offer in the appropriations 
for Tennessee, but I do not know whether it is in order to offer it now 
or not. What is the understanding in reference to amendments to be 
offered by Senators? 

Mr, FRYE. They will be in order after the committee amendments 
are concluded. 

Mr. BATE. Then it is not proper for me to offer an amendment 


now. 

Mr. FRYE. No. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, page 53, line 22, before the 
word thousand.“ to strike out four hundred and twenty-five” and 
insert ‘‘five hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Improving Tennessee River, below Chattanooga, Tenn., including Colbert 
Shoals and Tree Shoals: Continuing improvement. $500,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 55, line 2, before the 
word dollars,“ to insert two hundred and fifty; so as to make 
the clause read: 

Thirteen thousand two hundred and fifty dollars may be expended in the 
completion of the construction of the embankment on the south side of the 
Great Miami River near its junction with the Ohio, to confine the waters of said 
Miami River in great floods to the general course of its channel at or near the 
Ohio, to the end that the formation of the bar in the Ohio now obstructing 

unn may be arrested. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 56, after line 5, to insert: 

The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and empowered to grant leases 
or licenses for the use of the water-powers on the Green and Barren Rivers at 
such a rate and on such conditions and for such pees of time as may seem to 
him just, equitable, and expedient: Provided, That the leases or licenses shall 
be limited to the use of the surplus water not required for navigation. And he 
is also empowered to grant leases or licenses for the occupation of such lands 
belonging to the United States on said Green and Barren Rivers as may be re- 
qui for mill-sites or for other purposes not inconsistent with the require- 
ments of navigation; and all moneys received under such leases or licenses 
shali be turned into the Treasury of the United States, and the itemized siate- 
ment thereof shall accompany the annual report of the Chief of Engineers. 
But nothing in this act shall be construed to affect any vested right, if such 
there be, of any lessee of water-power on said river. 


Mr. VEST. There is one feature of this amendment of the commit- 
tee that I do not like, and that is, giving the Secretary of War the 
right to make leases without any limitation as to time. That is equiv- 
alent to a tee-simple title. Of course, I am not speaking technically, 
but I am speaking as to the results. If he can give a lease for five hun- 
dred years ora thousand years, as a matter of course that is equiva- 

-lent to a fee-simple title as to all practical results. I move, therefore, 
to insert in line 16, after the word navigation, the words said 
leases not to exceed ten years“ 

Mr. DOLPH. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri if it would 
not be better to insert his amendment after the word “expedient,” in 
line 10; so as to read: 

For such periods of time as may seem to him just, equitable, and expedient, 
not exceeding ten years, 

Mr. FRYE. Ortwenty years. Would that be an inducement to any- 
body to erect a mill? 

Mr. VEST. I will make it twenty years, then; but I would not give 
the power to any officer of the United States to make an indefinite lease 
for a thousand years or for five hundred years. 
sare FRYE. Twenty years would do, but I think ten years is too 

rt. A 

Mr. VEST. I would put some limitation upon it. 
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Mr. DAVIS. Ishould like to know for information how the United 
States derives the power to lease this property. 
unloaded all her 


Mr. VEST. Weownit. The State of Ken 
slack-water navigation u the United States, which I have fought 
all the time from the but without any avail. The State of 
Kentucky, when I was a am a native of that Commonwealth— 
went into a general system of slack-water navigation on the Kentucky 
River, the Barren River, the Licking River, and the Green River, and 
it was completed by the State, locks and dame having been put upon 
all these streams, With the construction of railroads and the change 
in the lines of commerce, it was found that these rivers were not so 
valuable as means of communication as it was snpposed they would be 
or would continue to be, and the result was that the State found itself 
with a lot of unprofitable property on its hands. The dams were rot- 
ting down and the locks were getting out of repair and the tolls 
amounted to nothing. Where there had been steam-boats on the river 
nothing was left except a few flatboats for coal purposes, the railroads 
having taken the commerce away from these streams. 

Then the State of Kentucky came to the United States Government 
and asked that the Government should take charge of these improve- 
ments, and not only take charge of them as they were, but in the case 
of the Green River we paid some two or three hundred thousand dollars, 
I forget the exact amount, which was in the shape of a lien upon the 
property, the matter being then in litigation in the courts, 

Congress having done that, this provision now gives the right to the 
Secretary of War to lease the water-power upon this system of slack- 
water navigation, on Green and Barren Rivers, for mill sites, and these 
leases under this amendment are proposed to continue for any length 
of time within the discretion of the Secretary of War. lL opposed taking 
the property, but as I was overruled and the Government has the title 
I do not propose to vote for what I would never be willing to do my- 
self as to my own property or as a trustee holding the title to the prop- 
erty of other people. There is not a Senator on this floor who would 
make any such arrangement as this. I would not give to any human 
being the power to make an unlimited lease of property upon such terms 
as he saw proper. Therefore, I propose an amendment to limit the 
leases to twenty years. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be re 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘expedient,’’ in line 10 of the 
committee amendment, on page 56, add: 

Said leases not to exceed the period of twenty years, 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave another amendment to offer to another part of 
the paragraph: 

And he is also empowered to grant leases or licenses for the occupation of 
such lands belonging to the United States on said Green and Barren Rivers as 
may be required for mill sites or for other purposes not inconsistent with the 
requirements of navigation. 8 H 

Thatseems to be a diferent provision from the first one. The first 
is for the use of the water-power; the next is to put up mill sites. 

Mr. FRYE. We had better put in the same amendment there to 
make it consistent. 

Mr. VEST. That is whatI propose. After the word navigation, 
in line 16, I move to insert: 

Said leases or licenses not to extend beyond the period of twenty years. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have some familiarity with this class of leases. 
There is as a rule in all the country where these public improvements 
have been made and water-power leased in this way, of course, a great 
deal of opposition from private en on other streams, but I do 
not know of a single lease—and I have in mind quite a number that 
have been made; forinstance, on the Potomac and on theSusquehanna— 
where it would be possible to induce people to put up expensive ma- 
chinery and mills on so slightatenure, The provision of all the leases 
that I have knowledge of runs for twenty years, and they are renew- 
able for twenty years. I do not know whether the amendment of the 
Senator from Missouri would not have the effect of preventing the en- 
terprise. I think there ought to be a limit. 

Mr. VEST. We might add subject to renewal.’’: 

Mr. GORMAN. Take the water-power here, for instance, on the 
Potomac, the great power at Georgetown; the rental is $3 an inch, so 
much water as will pass through an inch square in an iron plate. 
Every twenty years the leases are renewed, paying the $3 per inch for 
twenty years, and on the renewal another $3, and going on. So I do 
not know but that, as the amendment strikes me, possibly the limita- 
tion is too rigid and it may prevent the enterprises trom being estab- 
lished. It seems to me there ought to be some provision for a renewal. 


Mr. FRYE. The Senator will remember that this amendment was 
draughted at the War Department and sent in by a special message. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think the unlimited lease is too great. 

Mr. FRYE. I mean the general amendment was recommended by 
the War Department. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ithink there ought to be a limit to the lease of the 
party who constructs the mill or factory in one of these dams where 
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the water will be taken; but he ought to have the right in preference 
to anybody else to a re- lease for twenty years more on the same terms. 
It would not do at the end of twenty years for the Government, through 
the War Department, to throw it open to competition and let anybody 
else bid against the lessee, with all of his buildings and machinery and 
plant there. He ought to have some right of extension. j 

Mr. FRYE. There might be added a provision that the lessees or 
licensees under this amendment shall be entitled to the preference or 
something of that kind. 

Mr. GORMAN, Something of that sort ought to be inserted. 

Mr. FRYE. I suppose that can be left to the conference, 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course, it is not proposed, I take it, that 
this license or lease shall be beyond the control of Congress. As to the 
value of sucha lease,it seems to measa business proposition that the fact 
that the lease was determinable at the option of the Secretary of War 
would deteriorate fromits value more than any other cireumstance. As 
the amendment stands as reported, the Secretary of War can give a lease 
for any time that he sees proper, but as a matter of course that is sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction of Congress to remove any improvement that is 

t upon the river that would interfere, for instance, with navigation. 

doubt whether the Congress of the United States under the Consti- 
tution could abdicate its duty to provide for the free navigation of any 
stream in the United States. That is something which wecan not put 
aside if we want to doit, because it is implied in the duty imposed upon 
Congress to regulate commerce among the States. Suppose the Secre- 
tary of War makes a lease for a hundred years with a mill company to 
put up a mill on one of these rivers and useso much of the water from 
the river, and then from natural causes it turns out that that amount 
of water used for manulaeturing purposes is necessary for navigation, as a 
matter of course the navigation of the stream would predominate. 

Mr.GORMAN. The Senator will observe this provides for only sur- 
plus water. 

Mr. VEST. I understand it does, but it is a matter of discretion 
with the Secretary of War as to what is surplus water. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is water unnecessary for navigation. 

Mr. VEST. Still there might arise a contingency in which the Con- 
gress of the United States would come to the conclusion that for the 
purposes of navigation and the interests of navigation any such lease 
should be set aside and done away with, and whenever that conclusion 
was reached by them it would be their duty under the Constitution to 
act upon it, so as to give the people of all the United States a navi- 
gable stream for the a commerce among the States. 

I appreciate what said by the Senator from Maryland, and 
it seems to me that that could be obviated by saying ‘‘ subject to re- 
newal at the end of twenty years.” 

Mr, FRYE. I suppose that may be left to the conference. 

Mr, VEST. Very good; leave it to the conference. I would not 
leave it finally as it is now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment, 
inserting alter the word ‘‘navigation’’ in thesixteenth line, was agreed 
to, and the question is on the amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section I, page 57, line 2, before the 
word “‘thousand,’’ tostrike ont “‘fifty-five’’ and insert seventy-five, 
and in line 3, before the word dollars,“ to strike out ‘‘twenty-five 
thousand“ and insert ‘thirty-seven thousand five hundred;”’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Im pro: inaw River, Mich $ tinuing improvement, $7 — 
5⁰⁰ — 5 — Ea be expended teres Hay City EEA N 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I move, on page 57, after line 4, to insert: 

Improving St. Mary's River at the Falls, Mich : Continuing improvement 
on new locks and approaches, $900,000: Prov E y such contracts as may 
be desirable may be entered into for materials and labor for the entire structure 
and approaches, or any part of the same, to be paid for as appropriations may 
= pare ta Haß Lare tanze. Michigan: Continuing improvement, $400,000 
Pror ded, That pts contract as may be desirable ö inte for ma- 
terials and labor for the entire work, or any part of the same, to be paid for as 
appropriations may from time to time be made by law. 

Mr. GIBSON. Lask the Senator if that is the Sault Ste. Marie Canal. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir. > 

Mr. DAVIS. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce for information whether it is trne, as I understand 
it is, that the Chief of Engineers is of the opinion that with this ap- 
propriation, coupled with the power to contract, as stated in the amend- 
ment, he can go on with the same facility and certainty and contract 
for this entire work as he could if he had the lump appropriation for 
both these improvements passed by the Senate some time ago and now 
pending in the other House. I should like to know what are the 
views of the Chief of Engineers on that question. / 

Mr. FRYE. I had an interview with General Casey in relation to 
this matter, indeed two or three. I ealled to his attention the bill 
which the Committee on Commerce reported to the Senate and which 
passed and is now pending in the other House, providing for the com- 
pletion of the work at these two points, and told him that the com- 
mittee was of opinion that it was absolutely necessary there should be 
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power to make contracts by which delays in this work should not hap- 
pen, and asked him to draw such an amendment as in his opinion 
would effect that purpose. 

He, after giving it careful consideration, drew these two amendments; 
and he informed me that in the building of the Library building, where 
the amount of granite to be pro for was very large indeed, an 
amendment precisely like this was enacted into law; and that under 
that amendment he issued proposals for the furnishing of the entire 
amount of the granite work, no appropriation having been made, or 
practically none. He said he found that the contractors responding to 
the proposals made no difference at all in their propositions by reason 
of the peculiar way in which the amendments were drawn; that he 
succeeded in getting several bids, averaging at least from 30 to 35 per 
ent. less than he could have obtained without that law; and that he 
made his contract. He told me that in the case of the Sault Canal and 
the Hay Lake Channel he had no question, not the slightest, about 
the bidders being large in number and about contracts being made un- 
der this poration at least from 30 to 40 per cent. less than they could 
possibly be made without the provision, and making the appropria- 
tions from year to year. 

Mr. DAVIS. And it was his purpose to do it? 

Mr. FRYE. And it was his p to do it. 

Mr. GORMAN. Substantially, as I understand, the same provision 
has been made in this bill by the amendment offered by the committee 
fur the harbor of Galveston. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. 

Mr. GORMAN. I myself am very glad that the committee have de- 
termined in those two great improvements to inaugurate the s 
of making provision for the completion of the entire work at both places. 
I have no question that, as tue Senator from Maine has stated, the 
Government will save from 25 to 35 per cent. by it. I hope to see it 
applied to all improvements national in character hereafter. 

I introd a bill in the early part of the session making the same 
provision for Baltimore Harbor, but that improvement is approaching 
so near completion under the present system (only seven or eight hun- 
dred thousand dollars being required to complete it and $500,000 be- 
ing contained in this bill) that I have not thought it wise or proper 
to press it and to lumber this bill and enlarge it so that it may be re- 
jected elsewhere; but I am very glad that in the case of the Sault Ste. 
Marie Canal and Galveston Harbor the Senate has agreed to make a pro- 
vision for the construction of the entire work on account of economy 
and in the interest ofcommerce. I trust that we shall follow that ex- 
ample hereafter in all great works, at New York, Philadelphia, and all 
the large ports, and the important works on the lakes, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.“ The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, page 57, line 22, before the 
word River,” tostrike out ‘‘ Menominee” and insert Menomonee;’? 
so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Menomonee River, Michigan and Wisconsin: Continuing im- 
provement up the from termination of old work, $54,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 58, line 18, before the 
word thousand,“ to strike out twenty and insert ‘‘twenty-five;’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

5 Red River of the North, Minnesota: Continuing improvement, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 61, Iine 6, aſter the 
word losses, to insert or damages; so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That in no ease shall the Government of the United States be liable 
for any losses or damagesincurred by said city of Galena, or its representatives, 
in the performance of the work herein mentioned, nor shall any payments 
thereon be made in excess of the sum nor contrary to the terms hereinbefére 
prescribed, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I want to say a word in regard to this provision. I 
wish to object, as I always have done, to this kind of legislation. Here 
is a city, the city of Galena, that has entered into the work of making 
an improvement of the river there, and now, for some reason or other, 
wants to unload it upon the Government of che United States. The 
force and effect of this provision, if we enact it into law, will be that 
we shall pay the city of Galena $100,000; and then, at the conclusion 
of the work, we shall take it off the hands of the city. I have always 
opposed that sort of legislation. 

If the city of Galena wanted to make that improvement and could 
not induce the Congress of the United States to provide for it, there 
must have been some good reason for the refusal of Congress. But 
that city, as a municipal corporation, has entered upon the work, and 
for satistactory reasons it comes to Congress now and thatwe 


shall take the work off its hands and pay it $100,000. In the mean 
time it is to control the work until it is completed, and then it be- 
comes the property of the Government of the United States, 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, this work is not at this time, you 
may say, in existence. At one time the Government spent some money 


i 
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there from year to year, but finally quit because the river seemed to 
fill up. ‘Thereupon, the city of Galena and the country round about, 
having suffered so greatly by being cut off from water communication, 
determined to spend some $400,000 or $500,000 of their own money in 
order to give them communication with the Mississippi River by mak- 
ing the improvement of this little river, the Galena River, running 
from Galena into the Mississippi. All that the city asks is that, if it 
_ proves to be a suceess, the Government shall reimburse them only to 
the extent of $100,000, which I think is a very small amount compara- 
tively. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be con- 
tinned. 
The Chief Clerk continued the reading of the bill. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
4 61, line 14, before the word “ thousand, to strike out “eight? 
and insert six,“ and in the same line, before the word!“ dollars,“ to 
strike out flve hundred; so as to make the clause read: 


W iad the Kaskaskia River, Illinois, from the mouth to Baldwin Bridge, 
9 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 62, in the appropriation 
For the construction of the Illinois and Mississippi Canal to connect 
the Illinois River at a point near the town of Hennepin with the Mis- 
sissippi River,” ete., in line 10, after the words ‘Secretary of War,” 
to insert the following proviso: 

' Provided, That the Seo of War shall, in his discretion, change or alter 


the dimensions of the locks of said canal and feeder if in his opinion the cost of 
said improvement is not thereby increased, 


The amendment was agreed to, i 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 63, line 12, before the 
word “thousand,” to strike out ‘forty’? and insert eighty;“ in 
line 13, atter the words“ in accordance with the,“ to strike out rec- 
ommendation ” and insert recommendations; in line 14, betore the 
words of Engineers,” to strike out Board!“ and insert ‘‘Chief;’’ 
in the same line, after the word in,“ to strike out “their report to 
the Chief of Engineers, dated May 24, 1887,” and insert his annual 
report for the year 1889;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For sds oming iy inp upon the reservoirs at the headwaters of the Mis- 


sissippi River, to be expended in accordance with the recommenda- 
tions of the Chief of Engineers in his annual report for the year 1889, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
. The next amendment wus, in section 1, page 64, line 4, after the 
words Des Moines Rapids, to insert: 

Of which sum also $50,000 shall be expended between the Chicago, St. Paul, 


Minneapolis and Omaha Railroad bridge at St. Paul and the Washi n ave- 
nue bridge Minneapolis, in dredging, removal of gravel, bowlders, and broken 
rock, and the construction of dams and revetments, 


The amendment was agreed to. $ y 

‘The next amendment was, in section 1, page 64, after line 14, tostrike 
out the comma and the following clause: 

And the Secre! of War is hereby directed to Pay, out of said sum, to M.J. 
Adams $5,000, in full of all claims and demands growing out of the test made by 
him of w is known as the Adams flume,on the Upper Mississippi River, 
the said test having been authorized by Congress. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 64, after line 19, to strike 
out: 

Improving the eae River at Des Moines Rapids Canal: For completion 
of existing project, $22, 


The amendment was to. 
Mr. VEST (when the Chief Clerk had read line 13 on page 65). I 
move to strike out the word ‘“‘Suy’’ and insert Sny;“ so that it will 


Sny Island levee. 


Suy“ is a misprint. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, page 65, after line 22, to 
strike out the following clause: 


Improving Mississippi River from Head of the Passes to the mouth of the Ohio 
River, including salaries and 2 expenses of the Mississippi River Com- 
mission: Continuing improvement, $1,000,000, which sum shall expended, 
under the direction of the tary of War, in accordance with the plans, speci- 
fications, and recommendations of the Mississippi River Commission: Provided, 
That no portion of this appropriation shall be expended to repair or build levees 
for the purpose of reclaiming lands or preventing injury to lands or private 
property by overflows: Pro á That the commission is authorized to 
repair and build levees, if in their judgment it should be done as part of their 
plans to afford ease and safety to the navigation and commerce of the river 

to deepen the channel. Out of the sum appropriated for this reach ofthe 
river $25,000 shall be expended in the protection and preservation of the har- 
bor at New Madrid, Mo. 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I suggest that the Secretary continue 
the reading of the part to be stricken out, beginning at line 6 on page 
67. All the items to be stricken out begin af line 23, 65 and in- 
clude line 14 on page 66, and then include also from the beginning of 
line 6 on page 67 down to the end of that page. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


For survey of the Mississippi River from the Head of the Passes to its head- 
waters: Continuing survey, $75,000, 

For work in accordance with the plans and specifications of the Mississippi 
River Commission: ý 

At Greenville, Miss.: Continuing improvement, $120,000, 

At Vicksburg, Miss. : Continuing improvement, $120,000, 

At New Orleans, La.: Continuing improvement, $100,000. 

At the head of the Atchafalaya and the mouth of Red River, Louisiana, for 
the rectification thereof, by preventing further enlargement of the Atchafalaya 
and restricting its outlet capacity, and for turning the waters of Red River in 
the north or upper channel around Turnbull's Island, and for keeping open a 
— 1 a channel through the mouth of Red or Old River into the Mississippi, 


Mr. FRYE. The amendment of the committee is to strike out all 
of those items and insert the words printed in italics. 
The Secretary read the words proposed to be inserted, as follows: 


Improving Mississippi River from the Head of the Passes to the mouth of the 
Ohio River, including salaries, clerical, office, traveling, and miscellaneous ex- 
penses of the Mississippi River Commission: Continuing improvement, $3,500,- 
000, which sum shall expended under the direction of the Secretary of War 
in accordance with the plans, specifications, and recommendations of the Mis- 


sissippi River Commission, for the general improvement of the river, for the 
building of levees, for surveys, for work at the harbors at Hickman, Ky., at 
New Madrid, Mo., at Helena, Ark., at Greenville, Vicksburg, and Natchez, 


Miss., at New Orleans, La., at the head of the Atchafalaya and the mouth of the 
Red River, and at other localit 
proportion as in their opinion sh 
navigation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The committee move to strike out all 
after and including line 23, on page 65, to and including line 14, on 
page 66, and all on page 67, after line 5, as has been reported, and to 
insert in lieu thereof the itaiics, beginning with line 15, on page 66, 
down tv and including line 5, on page 67. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, does that amendment insert what is 
included between line 15, on page 66, and line 5, on page 67? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, that was reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment in italics, on pages 
66 and 67, was reported, and agreed to, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, page 68, after the word ‘‘im- 
provement,’’ in line 7, to strike out ‘* $10,500; and the Secretary of War 
is hereby authorized and directed to purchase the Cut-Off Canal, now 
owned and controlled by the Dunklin County Transportation Com- 
pany of Dunklin County, Missouri, if, in his judgment, Government 
ownership of said canal would be the best or the most economical route 
by which the free navigation of the St. Francis River can be comple- 
ted, and the sum of $8,000 of the sum hereby appropriated, orsomuch 
thereof as may be necessary to make such purchase, is hereby appro- 
priated’’ and insert 52, 500; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving St. Francis River, from Greenville tothe Arkansas line: Continu- 
ing improvement, $2,500, 

Mr. VEST. I understand that was put back in the bill by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. FRYE. No; the committee, after the information and sugges- 
tion received from the Senator from Missouri, suggested that the 
amendment be disagreed to. But I have received, through the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas, a communication, which I referred to the War De- 
partment and which was sent down to the officer in charge. A tele- 
gram, I understand, has been received at the Department from the offi- 
cer in charge to the effect that further information in relation to the 
matter will be received ina day or two. That leads me to the con- 
clusion that it is better not to disagree to the amendment, but to let 
it stand until later, till we get that additional information. 

Mr. VEST. I hope that will not be done, and I shall give my rea- 
sons, 

I have not the slightest objection to striking out in lines 8 and 9 the 
words: And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed 
to purchase, etc. There will be nothing mandatory then in the 
3 but the matter will be left to the discretion of the Secre- 

of War. 

I think when I make a statement to the Senate in regard to this 
matter, which is a little personal to myself, there will be no objection 
to putting this item back. . 

his provision in the bill was putin at the instance of Mr. Walker, 
the member of Congress from the Fourteenth district, in tho south- 
western part of Missouri, who died, as we all know, very suddenly a 
short time ago in the middle of his canvass. This was a provision in 
which he took a great interest, and he called upon me during his last 
visit here, a few days before his death, then being in perfect health to 
all appearance. and asked me to give my special attention to this pro- 
vision in the river and harbor bill, calling for only $8,000. 

As Ihave stated, there will be nothing mandatory about it if amended 
in the way I suggest. It will then be left to the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of War whether he shall purchase this canal property there or 
not. 

I asked Mr. Walker, who was obliged to return immediately to Mis- 
souri to engage in his canvass, whether there would be any opposition 
to this amendment; and, if so, I told him that I desired him to leave 


in such manner, to such extent, and in such 
1 best promote the interests of commerce and 
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me any papers or memoranda he had in his possession, so that I could | lieu thereof the words in italics, from line 16, on page 69, to the bottom 


give them to the committee, 
and that no papers were necessary; that he had papers, but that if 
there was any trouble in regard to it I could telegraph him and he 
would send them to me to Washington. He returned home, and in 
three days after his arrival there was dead. I have received none of 
those papers and do not know where they are. 

Under the circumstances, I ask the Senate to leave this provision as 
it came fromthe House. If the amendment ot the committee prevails 
it strikes out the whole of this discretionary power on the part of the 
Secretary of War and puts in $2,500 for the improvement of the river 
at that point. If this local engineer, mentioned by the Senator from 
Maine as having charge of the improvement of the river there, reports 
to the Burean of Engineers that the purchase should not be made, that 
will be the end of it. If, on the other hand, atter subsequent exam- 
ination, he comes to the conclusion that it onght to be purchased, then 
the authority is simply given in this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. FRYE. One moment. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suggest to the chairman that we pass over that 

ph for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The paragraph will be passed over 
informally, if there be no objection. 

Mr. VEST. Does that amendment go over? 

Mr. CULLOM. Until the chairman of the committee shall have 
drawn up an amendment. 

Mr. VEST. Very well. : 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, beginning at the bottom of 
page 68, line 25, to strike out the tollowing clause: 


Improving Missouri River from its mouth to Fort Benton, including office 
and traveling expenses, salaries of commission surveys, permanent bench- 
marks, gauges, and so forth, $900,000, to be expended in the systematic improve- 

ment of the river from its mouth up: Provided, That in the discretion of the 
Secretary of War such portion of said sum as he may deem proper may be ex- 
arna A the protection of harbors and localities on any portion of said river: 
And provided further, That $100,000 of said sum may be expended, in the disere- 
tion of the Secretary of War, on the river above Sioux City; $0,000 of said sum 
between Sioux City, Iowa, and the north line of the State of South Dakota on 
a river, and $50,000, the balance of said sum, above the north line of South 

kota. 


And to insert in lieu thereof: 7 


Improving Missouri River from its mouth to Sioux City, Towa, inclusive, em- 
bracing office, clerical, traveling, and other expenses of the Missouri River Com- 
mission, surveys, permanent bench-marks, and gauges, $900,000, to be expended 
by the Secretary of War in the systematic improvement of the river from its 
mouth up to Sioux City, inclusive, according to the plans and specification of the 
Missouri River Commission: Provided, Thatin thediscretion of the commission 
such portion of said sum as they may deem proper shall be expended in the 
protection of harbors and localities on any part of the river within said limits, 

Improving Missouri River between Great Falla and Sioux City, $350,000, to be 
expended in the discretion of the Seray of War, and he is authorized to use 
so much thereof as may be necessary for the providing of two ice harbors, to be 
located by him, 

The amendment was agreed to. 8 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I would now like to return to the amend- 
ment in regard to the improvement of St. Francis River. I move that 
the paragraph be amended so as to read as follows: 

Improving St. Francis River, from Greenville to the Arkansas line: Continu- 
ing improvement, $10,500; and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized. 


Striking out and directed 
to purchase the Cut-Off Canal, now owned and controlled by the Dunklin County 
Transportation Company, of Dunklin County, Missouri, if, in his judgment, the 
interests of commerce require the purchase to be made; and the sum he finds 
5 for the purpose may be taken from the money herein appro- 
p 7 

Mr. VEST. That is all right. 

Mr. FRYE. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
in the original text as suggested by the Senator from Maine. It will 
be consideied as agreed to, if there be no objection. 

Several SENATORS. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to amend the paragraph so as to 
read: 

Improving St. Francis River from Greenville to the Arkansas line: Continu- 
ing improvement, $10,500, and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to 

urchase the Cut-Off Canal now owned and controlled by the Dunklin County 
sportation Company,of Dunklin County, Missouri, if, in bis judgment, the 
interests of commerce require the purchase to be mate, and the sum he finds 
„ for the purpose may be taken from the money herein appro- 
p 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is proposed that the original text, 
from line 7 to line 17, on page 68, be amended as suggested in the 
amendment just read, and the committee’s amendment be rejected, 
It will be agreed to, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none, 
and it is agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was to strike out from line 25, on 68, 
section 1, down to and including line 14, on page 69, and to foes in 


He stated that there was no opposition | of the page. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 70, beginning in line], 
to insert: 

Improving Missouri River between Great Falls and Sioux City, $350,000, to be 


expended in the discretion of the Secretary of War, and he is authorized to use 
so much thereof as may be necessary for the providing of two ice harbors, to be 


located by him. 
Mr. FRYE. In line 1, I move to strike ont Great Falls“ and insert 


Fort Benton;’’ so as to read: 


Improving Missouri River, between Fort Benton and Sioux City, $350,000, ete, 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill wascontinued. The nextamendment of the 


Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, page 70, line 24, before the 
word thousand,“ to insert “and fifty;“ so as to make the clause ` 


read: 

Improving canal at the Cascades, Oregon: Continuing improvement, $450,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 71, line 4, before the 
word thousand,“ to strike out four hundred and twenty-five’ and 
insert five hundred; so as to read: 

Improving the mouth of the Columbia River, Oregon: Continuing improve- 
ment, $500,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 71, line 8, before the 
word thousand,“ to strike out eighty“ and insert one hundred; 
so as to read: J 

Improving Lower Willamette and Columbia Rivers in front and below Port- 
land, Oregon: Continuing improvement, $100,000. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 15, on page 71. 

Mr. FRYE. I offer an amendment to come in on line 15, which I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. On page 71, line 15, after the word“ dollars,“ 
insert: 

Not exceeding $3,000 of which may, with the approval of the Chief of Engi- 
neers, be used for snagging; 

So as to make the clause read: 


Improving Coquille River, Oregon: Continuing improvement, $30,000, not ex- 
ceeding $3,000 of which may, with the approval of the Chief of Engineers, be 
used for snagging. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 71, after line 21, to in- 
sert: 

Improving Columbia River from the head of Rock Island Rapids to the foot 
of Priest Rapids, Washington, $69,000. 

Mr. FRYE. I move to amend the amendment by striking out the 
words ‘‘sixty-nine thousand dollars“ and inserting: 

Seventy-nine thousand dollars, of which $10,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, may be used in the survey of the Columbia River from the inter- 
national boundary to Kock Island Rapids. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed.. The next amendment ot the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, page 72, line 4, before the 
word thousand, tostrike out four“ and insert eight; so to read: 

Improving Cowlitz River, Washington: Continuing improvement, $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 72, after line 7, to in- 
sert: 

The Secretary of War is authorized and directed to appoint a board of three 
officers of the Corps of Engineers of the United States Army, whose duty it 
shall be to select and survey the most feasible location and estimate the ex- 

nse of construction of a ship-canal to connect the waters of Lakes Union, 

Vashington, and Samamish with Puget Sound; and the sum of $10,000, or as 
much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated for its expenses, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, page 72, line 16, after the 
word ‘‘that,’’ to insert: ‘ 

It shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to apply the money herein and 
hereafter appropriated for improvements of rivers and harbors, other than sur- 
veys, estimates, and gaugings, in carrying on the various works, by contract or 
otherwise, as may be most economical and advantageous to the Government. 
Where said works are done by contract, such contract shall be made after suffi- 
cient public advertisement for proposals, in such manner and form as the Secre- 

“tary of War shall prescribe; and such contracts shall be made with the lowest 
responsible bidders, accompanied by such securities as the Secretary of War 
shall require, conditioned for the faithful prosecution and completion of the 
work according to such contract; but. 

On page 73, line 5, before the word ‘'section,”’ to insert this,“ and 
after the word section to strike out three of the river and harbor 
act of August 11, 1888.” ` 

So as to make the section read: 

Sec. 2. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to apply the money 
herein and hereafter appropriated for improvements of rivers and harbors, 
other than proche: Se estimates, and gaugings, in a fod on the various works, 
by contract or otherwise, as may be most economi and advantageous to the 


` 
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Government. Where said works are done by con such contract shall be 
made after sufficient public advertisement for pro in such manner and 
form as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and such contracts shall be made 
with the lowest responsible bidders, accompanied by such securities as the Sec- 
retary of War shall require, conditioned for the pranga d.re and com- 
peues of the work according to such contract: but ng contained in sec- 

on 3717 of the Revised Statutes of the United States nor in this section shall 
be so construed so as to prohibit or prevent the cumulation of two or more 


Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me to get through with these 
amendments? . 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator írom Maine to the amendment of the com- 
mit 


works of river and harbor improvement in the same pro; and contract, The amendmentto the amendment was azreed to. 
where such works are 81 in the same region and of the same kind or Mr, FRYE. In line 15, after the wo „waters,“ I move to strike 
Suapan 4 t by reason and insert on account;’’ so as to read: 
The amendment was agreed to. on j 
The nextamendment was, in section 3, page 74, line 4, after the word | On account of insuficient height, width of span, ete. 
“ » to strike out pay and insert be punished by,” and in The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FRYE. In line 21, before the word free, I move to insert 
the word ‘‘reasonable;’’ so as to read: 

It shall be the duty of the said Secretary to give notice to the persons or cor- 
porations owning and controlling such bridge so to alter the same as to render 
navigation through or under it reasonable, free, easy, and unobstructed, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I never have heard of any complaint under that pro- 
vision of law, which has been in the bills heretofore, except one case 
where the Secretary of War felt himself obliged to order the removal 
of a bridge where really it ought not to have been removed, 

Mr. HOAR. Where was that? 

Mr. FRYE. That was away down in the eastern part of the coun- 
try somewhere. 

Mr. HOAR. The one in Boston? 

Mr. FRYE. The one in Boston. I went to see him in relation to 
it, and he informed me that if this language was changed so that he 
could find whether it was reasonably free and whether it was unreason- 
ably obstructive he would have no difficulty about a bridge, because 
it would give him more latitude than he has now under the law. I 
made those amendments at his suggestion, 

Mr. CARLISLE. Do I understand that the Senate is now engaged 
in considering amendments to the bill generully or simply in disposing 
of amendments proposed by the Committee on Commerce? 

Mr. FRYE. The committee amendments, 

Mr, CARLISLE. The Senator from Maine a moment ago offered 
some amendments to the section. 

Mr. FRYE. Those were committee amendments, agreed to in com- 


line 5, before the word imprisoned, to strike out undergo an” and 
insert by; so as to read: 

And any willful violation of any rule or regulation made by the Secretary of 
War in pursuance of this act shall be deemed a misdemeanor, for which the 
owner or owners, agent or agents, master or pilot of the vessel so offending shall 
be separately or collectively responsible, and on conviction mn- 
ished bya fine not 8 80 or by imprisonment not exceeding thras 
months, at the discretion of the court. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, page 74, line 22, after the 
word shall,“ to strike out ‘‘ prescribe in each case a reasonable time 
in which such alteration isto be made“ and insert specify the changes 
required to be made, and shall prescribe in each case a reasonable time 
in which to make them;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

That whenever the Secretary of War shall have good reason to believe that 
any railroad or other bridge ow constructed, or which may hereafter be con- 
structed, over any of the navigable water ways of the United States is an ob- 
struction to the free navigation of such waters by reason of insufficient height, 
width of span, or otherwise, or where there is difficulty in passing the draw 
opening or the draw-span of such bridge by rafts, steam-boats, or other water- 
craft, it shall be the duty of the said Secretary to give notice to the persons or 
corporations owning or controlling such bridge so to alter the same as to ren- 
der — through or under it free, easy, and unobstructed; and in giving 
such notice he shall specify the changes ulred to be made, and shall pre- 
scribe in each case a reasonable time in which to make them, 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to either reserve that section until the end of 
the bill, if the Senator from Maine prefers, or tosay something about 
it now. I think the whole policy, which this bill I am aware is con- 
tinuing, of giving to the Secretary of War this absolute control with- 
out any appeal, is a very mistaken one, and that there should bein re- 

to the matters of these bridges some appeal to the courts. 

The Secretary of War has it in his power to almost destroy the con- 
nection between great cities and their suburbs which are now other 
great cities. The Secretary of War undertook to demand theremoval 
of large obstructions of several bridges leading from Charlestown and 
Cambridge to Boston, Charlestown being a part of Boston, a few years 
ago, when I think nearly every competent engineer and the whole public 
interested in travel across those bridges differed with the Secretary in 
his judgment about it. Congress I think has interposed now, and 
either the present Secretary of War has reconsidered the matter or I 
think there has been some judicial hearing given in that particular 
case. The Senator from Maine will remember, perhaps. 

It seems to me that if you are going to take all the bridges across 
navigable waters in this country, great or small, and put the draws, or 
width of span, or distance betweem the piers that support them into 
the power of one man, it is a power which no other official in this coun- 
try possesses. It is quite reasonable, perhaps, that the Secretary of 
War should be authorized to deal with the question of the construction 
of a new bridge and accept it, but this bill goes a good deal further 
than that, as I understand it, and provides that he may deal with 
every existing structure in this country without appeal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand that the 
Senator desires to have the Senate pass the amendment over for the 

resent ? 

Mr. HOAR. I was going to see what the Senator from Maine de- 
sired about it. I will submit to the Senator that there should be at 
least an appeal to the circuit court by parties interested before final 


udgment. 
j Mr. FRYE. I think the facts will be found to be that the rivers 
suffer from the bridges rather than the bridges from the action of the 
Secretary of War. We have had a great many cases in the South where 
we have undertaken to make improvements in rivers, and have again 
and again made appropriations, provided that the railroads would put 
draws into their bridges which had been authorized by the State or had 
been built with authority, one or the other, and they have defied us, 
and it has been utterly impossible to get along. I believe that this 
power ought to be in the Secretary of War, where he is making the 
expenditures on these rivers. 3 

I have one or two small amendmentsto move to this section. If the 
Senator will notice, I require the Secretary of War to find something 
more. On page 74, line 14, after the word an,“ the third word in 
the line, I move to insert ‘‘ unreasonable; so as to read: 

Is an unreasonable obstruction to the free navigation of such waters, etc. 


Because no bridge can be possibly built across a river that is not an 
obstruction. 

Mr. HOAR. Thisdoes not even prescribe a hearing to the parties. 
The Secretary is absolutely 


mittee. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I desire, then, the permission of the Senator to 
say that I am in sympathy with the proposition made by the Senator 
from Massachusetts; and at the proper time I wish to offer an amend- 
ment to strike out five lines of section 4 and insert what I hold in my 
hand. If there be no objection, I should like to have it read, so that 
it may go into the RECORD and Senators may see what it is, 

Mr. FRYE. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read, if there be no objec- 
tion. The Senator from Kentucky gives notice of an amendment which 
he proposes to offer, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Amend section 4, page 75, by striking ont the 
first five lines on said page and inserting: + 

If at the end of such time the alteration has not been made, the Secretary of 
War shall forthwith notify the United States district attorney for the district in 
which such bridge is situated, who shall immediately apply to the circuit court 
for the said district for a rule requiring the party to whom the notice aforesaid 
shall have been giyen to show cause why the changes specified in said notice shall 
not be made. Such motion shall be docketed and heard as other motions sub- 
mitted to said court, and the respondent shall be permitted to introduce testi- 
mony and be heard in person or by counsel. The court upon such hearing shall 
enter such order as in the premises it may deem just and proper, and shall have 
power to modify the te:ms of said notice. If, however, the court shall be of 
opinion that the alteration should be made, then it shall by its order direct the 
respondent to make the same, and if such changes shall not be made within the 
time prescribed by the court, the court shall enter an order imposing the penal- 
ties prescribed in the next succeeding section. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, with the permission of the Senator from 
Maine, as I understand that it is not in order now to discuss amend- 
ments other than committee amendments, but in regard to this ex- 
ceedingly important matter of the jurisdiction proposed to be given to 
the Secretary of War under this section, to which the Senator from 
Massachusetts has just called attention very properly, I wish to say 
that it seems to me a very difficult thing to deal with in the mode sug- 
gested by the Senator from Massachusetts cr in the mode proposed by 
the Senator from Kentucky. 

While it is not my purpose now to discuss the powers that ought to 
be given to the Secretary of War, I should like to call the attention of 
Senators, that they may reflect about it, that perhaps there is no more 
unsuitable place of deposit tor this very large discretion than a judicial 
officer. You are transferring from the Secretary of War to a circuit 
judge, who has not the assistance of a hoard of engineers and the En- 
gineer Department of the Government to inform him and upon whose 
advice he can rely, as the Secretary of War presumably relies upon the 
advice of such officers, but he is to hear it as a rule in the ordinary 
course of procedure in his court, and decide, without the intervention 
of a jury, upon just such information as he may allow to come before 
him, after the hearing of witnesses. It seems to me that that discre- 
tion would be deposited in the worst possible place and one more likely 
than not to result in irregularity and want of harmony in decision in 
the different circuit courts all over the country, and interfere with that 
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unity of administration of this matter which would obtain if it was 
left to the Secretary of War, although there are some objections to the 
matter as it now stands. : 

It is a very serious thing indeed to leave in the discretion of the 
Secretary of. War the right of creating criminal offenses. I am not 
sure that there is not power to do it in the mode proposed by this bill, 
but surely it is a very serious thing to allow the Secretary of War to create 
an ex post facto offense, as it were, not perhaps within the prohibition of 
the Constitution, but certainly an ez post facto offense where he can 
declare that a bridge already erected is an obstruction, and such as 
would subject its maintenance by anybody to a criminal information 
or indictment. 4 

I therefore hope that the matter will receive the consideration it de- 
serves. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to suggest an amendment at this time, 
which I think will meet the approbation of my honorable friend from 
Maine and he will admit will be much better, and perhaps will be all 
that the Senate will think best to do now, and that is to insert in line 19, 
after the word Secretary,“ the words after hearing the parties.“ 

Mr. GORMAN. That will do. 

Mr. VEST. That is all right. 

Mr. FRYE. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. GRAY. That ought to be there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 
read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 74, section 4, line 19, after the word 
„Secretary,“ insert the words after hearing the parties.“ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the chairman of the committee 
whether the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Epmunps] on August 12 is to be considered or whether he has any 
information that that Senator intends to press the amendment, 

Mr. FRYE. He intends to press it. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to call the attention of the Senator from 
Kentacky and the Senator irom Massachusetts to the amendment in 
print to this section intended to be proposed by the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Epmunps]. 

Mr. FRYE. I simply desire to say in relation to this section that 
the committee after careful consideration modified it just as far as they 
thought it safe to do for the Government. The modification by the 
Senator from Massachusetts did not occur to the committee, but it is a 

one, 

Mr. VEST. I want to remark that,except so faras the criminal pro- 
visions are concerned, we have practically this law enacted in every 
bridge bill that Congress. All the bridge bills contain a pro- 
vision that the Secretary of War may atany time after the construction 
of the bridge, or during the process of construction, require the corpora- 
tion putting up the bridge to change its structure as the Secretary of 
War shall determine in the interest of navigation. The only real 
change that is made in the present legislation proposed is that the 
criminal part of it is added. 

Without going into the discussion at any length, I want to remark 
in addition that while [sympathize very largely with what the Senator 
from Massachusetts has said in regard to the propriety of judicial pro- 
ceedings (and no one is more averse than myself to giving this power 
to any Cabinet officer; all the habitudes of my life have been in the 
direction of determining such matters in a court of justice), I think 
there are reasons which exist in this case that will induce Congress to 
„adopt the provision as proposed. 

It is a very well known fact that hundreds of bridges are constructed 
yearly in the United States, without any permission from Congress, over 
navigable streams under the jurisdiction of the Government, It came 
to my knowledge recently, as chairman of the subcommittee on bridges 
of the Commerce Committee, that a railroad extending some 300 miles 
in Tennessee, the northern portion of Alabama, and part of Georgia 
had constructed all its bridges over navigable streams without any ap- 
plication to Congress at all. I know two instances in my own State 
where a navigable river was bridged bya railroad company without any 
application to Congress, and the bridges putup. Now, suppose there is 
no authority given to the Secretary of War, if they are obstructions, to 
remove them, what is the result? The only way in which it can be 
done under law, under judicial proceedings, is to condemn the bridge 
as a nuisance, Andhowisthatdone? It must bedoneat theinstance 
of some citizen or a number of citizens combining, who must institute 
the proceeding at their own expense; and we know very well that that 
amounts simply to nothing at all. It may occasionally, and that isa 
very sporadic case, find some individual public-spirited enough and 
with sufficient means to enter a court of justice asan antagonist to one 
of these wealthy corporations, but I have never known such a case in 
my experience, and I hardly think any other Senator has. nf 

I know a case where a bridge was constructed over the Missouri 
River, at St. Charles, which was an obstruction not only to navigation, 
but dangerous to passengers going over it. Repeated attempts were 
made by the people in that vicinity to get rid of it, withont any avail 
at all. Applications were made to United States authorities at St. 
Louis, and they had no law under which to proceed. People had not 


the money to institute those proceedings, and, to say the least of it, 
the proceedings themselves would have been intricate and uncertain, 
The result was that that bridge stood there in defiunce of public sen- 
timent, the railroad company persistently refusing todo anything with 
it, until it fell with a train of cars upon it, and several persons were 
killed and more wounded. 3 

It goes without saying that when one of these bridges is constructed 


it stands there until the Federal Government causes it to be removed. 


There isno power that is able to enforce what should be the law in re- 
gard to the navigation of rivers except the power of the Government 


of the United Sages. While it seems to every lawyer a little arbitrary, 


itis a necessity. 

I have received a number of letters from railroad attorneys, gen- 
tlemen of high standing, protesting against this bill upon the ground 
stated by the Senator from Massachusetts. They want, as they say— 
and it is a phrase dear to every lawyer's heart, and to every citizen’s, 
for that matter—their day in court, a day in court, an opportunity to 
be heard in regard to it. But, Mr. President, at the same time we must 
take things as they are, and we must recognize the fact that if the 
amendment of the Senator from Kentacky is adopted it is an absolute 
end of this whole question. These corporations can go into the court 
and they can protract litigation until their bridges will stand there in- 
definitely. The only power that they respect in this country is the 


power of the General Government. The only way in which you can 


reach them is through the Federal power. 

My experience has been that while the Bureau of Engineers commit 
mistakes, as every other human instrumentality may, as a rule th 
have exercised their power honestly and justly. , Now, suppose this 
taken away from the Bureau of Engineers and put in a court of justice. 
There is great force in what the Senator from Delaware said. You 
take the average lawyer, no matter how learned in his profession, what 
does he know about the construction of bridges? It will be a new 
field, a terra incognita, to the best lawyers in the country. On the other 
hand, ihe Bureau of Engineers have this matter peculiarly under their 
control, ° 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri if I am 
not correct in my understanding that the Judiciary Committee have 
recommended an amendment which covers this case and other cases of 
nuisance to navigable streams, 

Mr, VEST. Ido not think it covers this case exactly. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought it covered all cases. 

Mr. VEST. That amendment is in regard to obstructions in navi- 
gable streams, but I do not think it covers the case. 


Mr. HOAR. I think, if the Senator will pardon me, if he will wait ö 


until that amendment comes up 

Mr. GRAY. I have the amendment here. I will hand it to the 
Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. Read it. 

Mr. SPOONER. What amendment is that? 

Mr. GRAY. It is the amendment reported by the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] from the Committee on the Judiciary Au- 
gust 12, and is as follows: 

Sec,—. Every o not affirmatively authorized 
gable capacity of any waters in respect of which the United 
tion, ishereby prohibited. Each day's continuance of any such obstruction 
shall be deemed a separate offense, Every person and every corporation which 
shall be guilty of creating or continuing any such obstruction in this section 
mentioned shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction 
thereof, shall be punished by a fine not exceeding $1,000 or by 1 


ishments, in the discretion of the court, The —— fy the tale of ob- 
junction of any 
bstruction 


inequity to this end 
peal of the United 


law, to the navi- 
has jurisdic- 


Mr. HOAR. That will cover the case suggested by the Senator from 
Missouri of a railroad building its bridge without any authority of law 
whatever, obstructing the navigation ofa stream. It will cover every 
case unless a case took place where the obstraction had been originally 
authorized by law and it was found out afterwards that there was a 
mistake in the law. 

Mr. VEST. 
the entire case as presented now to the Senate by the amendment of 
the Senator from Kentucky. It will be noticed that this uses the words 
“not affirmatively authorized by law,” and, while that would cover 
bridges put there without authority of act of Congress, it does not cover 
bridges that we have authorized to be constructed; whereas the pro- 
vision which we are considering covers all these bridges and covers the 
case of which Ispoke a few minutes ago, where we authorized the con- 
struction of à bridge and by the change of the stream itself or other 
causes it afterwards becomes a serious obstruction to navigation. We 
have authorized the bridge, but we have not authorized the bridge as 
it afterwards comes to be. 

Then, if the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky prevails, a 
long judicial proceeding and a trial must be had between the corpo- 
ration and the Government of the United States in order to remove the 
obstruction. 

When we consider the fact that we simply permit these corporations 


` 


8603 


I was abont to say that this amendment does not cover 


8604 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


= Sa IN 


— Aveust 15, 


to construct their bridges over the navigable streams of the United 
States in the interests of commerce and that we are trustees of the 
Federal power as to commerce among the States, and the exclusive 
trustees, it seems to me little enough for us to reserve in our own offi- 
ver, to whom we delegate the discretion as to how these bridges shall 
be constructed in the first instance, the power to afterwards make the 
bridges conform to what they were intended originally to be. 
en we consider the fact that the Bureau of Engineers have this 
wer specifically given to them; that every navigable stream in the 
Tnited States is in a district under the contro! of an engineer officer 
who reports to the Chief of the Bureau of Engineers and he to the Sec- 
retary of War; that they must know the condition of these streams; 
that they are required in the nature of things to understand exactly 
how these bridges shall be built, it seems to me, as my friend [Mr. 
Gray] has just suggested, that in the last the cirenit judge would be 
dependent upon the testimony of these expert engineer officers as to 
what should be the decision of his court. 

I have thought a great deal upon this subject, for I have had strong 
appeals made to me by the attorneys of large railroad companies in the 
West. We are building railroads very rapidly, and I am sometimes 
asked jocularly by my brother Senators whether we do not intend to 
bridge the rivers of the West entirely from one end to the other. 
There are a great many bridge bills passed by Congress; it is unavoid- 
able; and of course these railroad companies do not want this sort of 
discretion put anywhere if they can help it. They want to make div- 
idends. They want to construct these bridges as cheaply as possible, 
and they want to keep them there after they are constructed. We, 
upon the other hand here, are invested with the authority, and it is 
made our duty, to see that under no circumstances shall there be an 
obstruction to navigation in any of these waters; and I have not the 
slightest doubt that the measure as proposed by the committee is the 
very best that is obtainable under all the circumstances. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not want to take up time now, 
and will not, if the chairman of the committee objects, but I do not 
expect to be here to-morrow, and I should like to saya word or two in 
regard to this general subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine desire 
to have the amendment passed over or considered now? 

Mr. FRYE. I think it may, so far as this is concerned, be considered 


now. : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware will pro- 
ceed 


Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the relation of the Federal Government 
to the navigable water ways of the United States is an important aud 
delicate one, but the extent and operation of that relation and the leg- 
islative power of the United States are not susceptible of being confused 
or made in any way the opportunity for misunderstanding. The com- 
mercial clause of the Constitution gives the Congress of the United 

_ States an absolute and exclusive control over the navigable waters so 
far as they are necessary to commerce. They donot own the navigable 
waters, but they control them for the purposes of navigation as one of 
the means of commerce; and therefore their right, so iar as commerce 
is concerned, is paramount to the right of the State in whose territory 
the stream may happen to be, 

So there can be no collision, when these powers are properly under- 
stood, between the action of the Federal Government and the State 
authorities. The State has a right to authorize the building of a bridge 
as part of one of its roadways within its own territory. It has a right 
sub wodo to control the bridging of a navigable stream in its territory, 
subject always to the right of Congress to say whether the given struct- 
ure is or is not an obstruction to navigation. It has been proposed 
several times that there should be a general law by which those who 
are otherwise authorized by State legislation to construct a bridgeover 
a navigable stream might obtain the sanction of the Federal Govern- 
ment in advance, so that parties investing their money and making 
these great public works might not be subjected thereafter to an ex- 
pense that would be entailed upon them by being required to remove 
them. There was a proposition made some time ago by an amendment 
to some bill or an independent measure, I forget which—we had some 
debate about it—by which the Secretary of War was authorized to give 
his consent to propositions to bridgenavigable streams, and it was pro- 
posed that certain rights should accrue when that consent was given. 
I do not suppose that even a law of that kind would bind the Congress 
of the United States from thereafter repealing it and declaring such a 
structure thus once sanctioned under different conditions to be an ob- 
struction. 

But, Mr. President, this section, I think, wisely commits this mat- 
ter to the Secretary of War, toa Department that controls the engi- 
neering affairs of the United States and the engineering intelligence of 
the United States, and there is no objection that that Department 
should have the authority granted in this section of the bill. It is an 
administrative duty that is imposed; it is in no sense a judicial duty 
that is imposed, although there isa discretion reposed. As the Sen- 
ator from Missouri has well said and as I took occasion to remark 


itself abont the physical conditions that surround the proposed struct- _ 
ure and has at its command every avenue of information that will 
throw light upon the question which is to be decided, and that ap- 
peals to this discretion. Certainly itis not a proper matter for judicial 
discretion. 

I can not imagine any greater source of confusion than this would 
prove to be if we lodged it in the circuit courts of the United States 
and nine or more of the circuit courts all over the country werecalled 
upon to decide upon such evidences as they can bring before them 
whether certain structures are really an obstruction to navigation, called 
upon to decide a professional and scientific question lying outside of the 
domain of their education and knowledge entirely. The only objec- 
tion I find is the one pointed out by the Senator from Massachusetts 
in the first place, that here are a list of offenses created, as it were, ex 
post facto, which depend upon the exercise of this discretion by the 
Secretary of War; in other words, the mere opinion of the Secretary 
of War expressed under the provisions of this bill will make it a crim- 
inal offense; that the bridge which spans the Susquebanna River on the 
Philadelphia, Wilmington and Baltimore Railroad and its connections 
shall be a misdemeanor by that corporation and liable to subject the 
owners of that bridge to a heavy fine. : 

Now, far-reaching as the control of the United States Government is 
over these waters, admitting that we have the right to declare that or 
any other bridge a nuisance or an obstruction to navigation, it seems to 
me that we have gone quite far enough when we authorize the removal 
of that obstruction by the means and appliances which are at the com- 
mand of the Secretary of War through his Engineer Department, just as 
any other natural obstruction is removed from the channel of a river. 
Congress authorizes the Secretary of War to improve the navigation of 
the rivers, and to do that he dredges the channels and blasts and re- 
moves the rocks that impede navigation; and if this bridge or any other 
bridge impedes the navigation the Secretary of War may be authorized 
underthis provision, guarded on the suggestion made by theSenator from 
Massachusetts; that, after giving notice to the parties interested to 
remove that obstruction and may remove it at the cost of the parties 
who created it, that expense may be ascertained and made collectible 
a any other debt is made collectible, by an action at law. 

Theretore I would suggest—and I should like the consideration of 
the Senator from Massachusetts—whether it would not be wise and 
quite suficient for the purpose of this bill and an improvement in this 
administrative feature if we strike out altogether the criminal provis- 
ions and leave merely the power which we lodge in the Secretary of 
War at his discretion to remove the obstruction. There is no reason 
why we should follow that up with a fine, or if it be an actual person 
imprison those who, under the authority of the State, have maintained 
a bridge overa navigable stream. I think the criminal part of this pro- 
vision is exceedingly harsh, is incongruous in our system of criminal 
law, and goes further than we have ever gone in attempting to punish 
acts which are not per se wrong and criminal. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent to reconsider the vote adopt- 
ing the amendment just proposed, inserting ‘‘after hearing the parties, 
because there is no provision here for any default or anything of that 
sort if the parties do not appear, and substitute therefor the words 
first giving the parties opportunity to be heard.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the vote by 
which the amendment was agreed to will be reconsidered. The Chair 
hears none, and the question recurs upon agreeing to the same. 

Mr. HOAR. 1 desire now to move—and I suppose there will be no 
objection to that—after the word ‘‘Secretary,’’ in line 19, to insert | 
first giving the parties opportunity to be heard.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 4, on page 74, line 19, after the word 
‘‘Secretary,’’ it is proposed to insert first giving the parties oppor- 
tunity to be heard,” . 

Mr. DOLPH. The law in regard to the prevention of obstructions 
to navigable streams and the jurisdiction of the Federal Government 
over the navigable waters of the United States is pretty well settled. 
Congress has power to authorize the construction of bridges over navi- 
gable streams, which may be in some measure an obstruction to navi- 
gation, as well as the navigable waters of the United States which are 
entirely within the limits of a State, as well as those which form the 
boundaries between two States or extend from one State into another, 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Oregon if he claims that 
power otherwise than exercised under the grant to construct post- 
roads? 

Mr. DOLPH. Yes; I contend that power arises under that clause of 
the Constitution which authorizes Congress to regulate commerce be- 
tween the States. I think the same power that authorizes us to im- 
prove navigable streams wonld authorize us to prevent obstructions to 
those streams by structures across them which would in some measure 
prove an obstruction to navigation. 

Mr. GRAY. I agree with the Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That the Supreme Court has decided in the very 
last case of the Willamette Bridge Company, that the power of Congress 


awhile ago, if this discretion is to be lodged anywhere it should be | to defend a stream that it provides for is complete. 
lodged in that Department which controls all the means of informing | Mr. GRAY. There can be no difference ot opinion about the propo- 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


8605 


sition as last stated by the Senator from Oregon and the Senator from 
Vermont. 

Mr. DOLPH. I had the honor to represent one of the parties in 
Hatch & Lonsdale rs. The Willamette Bridge Company, referred to by 
the Senator from Vermont. The Supreme Court had anticipated the 
decision in that case and in other cases, notably in The City of Chicago 
vs. The Escanaba Company, decided some years previous to the one re- 
ferred to by the Senator from Vermont, and the Supreme Court has 
also expressly held that until Congress does assert its power or juris- 
diction over navigable streams wholly within the limits of a State, 
the legislative authority of the States may authorize the construction 
of bridges across such streams, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They have gone further than that even, that if 
it goes outside the State line 

Mr. DOLPH. I mean to say at a point where the river is entirely 
within the boundaries of a State; but it is competent at any time tor 
Congress to assert its authority, and the moment the United States oc- 
cupies the field and Congress exercises its authority, that moment the 
power of the State ceases, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; but my friend from Oregon will agree with 
me that the court has said—and I think probably rightly in point of 
law— that the assertion of this power must be made by Congress, and 
that until it does make it the obstruction of a stream is no violation 
of any law of Congress and not of the common law, because the United 
States has no common law; and, therefore, if there is anything to stop 
it, it is only State law. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is correct. 

Mr. GRAY. It was for that pu that the amendment which I 
understood was introduced by the Senator from Vermont the other day 
was offered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Exactly. It was reported from our committee 
after consideration of the subject. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is held by the Supreme Court that an act of the 
State Legislature authorizing the construction of a bridge, or any other 
obstruction to a navigable river or navigable water, entirely within the 
limits of a State, is a sufficient justification of the act. 

Mr, GRAY. Not sufficient. 

Mr. DOLPH. Until Congress acts. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In the absence of the exertion of national author- 
ity. 

Yir. DOLPH. But Congress may at any time exert its authority. 
It does not do that by simply making appropriations for the improvement 
of a river orauthorizing the construction of one bridge over a stream. 
It would require the express authority of Congress for the assumption 
of this power and the exercise of the jurisdiction. 

Mr. GRAY. Gilman vs. Philadelphia is a leading case on that point. 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to say that the Senate at the Fiftieth Con- 
gress and also at the present session of Congress passed an act covering 
this whole question of the obstruction of navigable waters. 

Mr. GRAY. Has passed an act? 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senate passed a bill which has been reported 
favorably in the House and is now on the Calendar there. One section 
of that bill provides that hereatter whenever a State authorizes a bridge 
over a navigable stream the plan shall be submitted to the Secretary 
of War and approved by him betore the bridge shall be built. Another 
section provides that there shall be no piers or bulkheads constructed 
in a river or other navigable water without the approval of the Secre- 
tary of War, and prevents the casting or throwing of sawdust and 
other material into a navigable river, which would naturally impede 
navigation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Are you speaking of the law ? 

Mr. DOLPH. No; I am speaking of the bill which has passed the 
Senate at two different sessions, in answer to what was said by the Sen- 
ator from Delaware. That bill, as I say, has been reported favorably 
in the other House and is on its Calendar. It covers the subject of 
wrecks and of other obstructions to navigable streams, and if 
would be a partial exertion of the power of Congress to regulate the con- 
struction of bridges over navigable streams within the States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But have your committee any objection to the 
amendment? 

Mr, DOLPH. I was wishing to explain to the Senator from Dela- 
ware what were the provisions of the bill that he may have had refer- 
ence to. 

‘There has been reported from the Senate Committee on Commerce a 
general bill to authorize the construction of bridges, reported by the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], which came up for consideration 
recently, in the discussion of which the Senator from Delaware partici- 
pated, That bill provides that any association or corporation may ob- 
tain permission to construct a bridge over a navigable stream (Iam not 
certain whether it is limited to streams entirely within a State) by 
making application to the Secretary of War and submitting the plans 
and drawings to the Secretary for his approval. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, It becomes administrative discretion then rather 
than legislative discretion. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator will allow me a word as to the point of 
the discretion in that bill when it was belore the Senate,in the discus- 


sion of which he and I participated. There was an objection made by 
me that while it would be quite right to provide by general Jaw that 
before a bridge was built we should get the opinion of the War De- 
partment as to whether the particular bridge would be an obstruction 
or not, so as to save trouble in the future, yet the terms of that bill 
were such that there could be aninference drawn from it that it was an 
authorization of somebody to build a bridge independent of the State, 
and I objected. In other words, the United States had the vetoon a given 
structure on the ground that it was an obstruction, and they could 
not affirmatively authorize an obstruction in such a fashion as to give 
the persons authorized the right to build it contrary to the laws of the 
State in which it existed. 

Mr. DOLPH. If I understand the proposition of the Senator from 
Delaware, he is entirely wrong. I affirm that Congress may at any 
time pass a bill declaring that no State hereafter shall authorize the 
construction of any bridge or any other obstruction to navigation in or 
over the navigable waters within the limits of the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, That is not his point, 

Mr. GRAY. I agree to that. 2 > 

Mr. DOLPH. Then I did not understand the Senator. The United 
States may also exercise that authority in part, I believe, so tar asis pro- 
vided in the bill I have referred to, which I introduced and which has 
twice passed the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR, I inquire of the Senator from Oregon if that question 
has not recently been before the Supreme Court or at any rate one of 
the circuit courts on a similar point in regard to a New Jersey railroad 
crossing Arthur Kill or whatever the name of that crossing to New 
York is. 

Mr. DOLPH. Yes, and Mr. Justice Bradley rendered a very able 
and very elaborate opinion in that case. 

Mr. President, I was proceeding to say that in my judgment Con- 
gress may exercise this power in part, and I think it would be wise to 
do so, and to require thatall bridges authorized under State laws shall 
also be approved by the Secretary of War. That would require, where 
the States authorize the construction of bridges, that the plans should 
be approved by the Secretary of War as plans are required to be ap- 
proved of bridges authorized by act of Congress. I think myself a 
general bill, properly guarded, such as wasreported by the Senator from 
Missouri, would be a very good thing and relieve Congress from a great 
deal of labor on this question. 

In regard to the propriety and constitutionality of the section under 
consideration, I have had my doubts as to the power of Congress, after 
a State had authorized the construction of a bridge by the acquiescence 
ot Congress, to empower the Secretary of War, without any judicial 
hearing as to the character of the bridge, as to whether it was a nuisance 
or not, to require it to be remoyed and to punish parties, the owners 
or managers of the bridge, for not removing it as directed by the Sec- 
retary of War. I feel quite confident that in any such prosecution for 
refusing to obey the order of the Secretary of War the whole question 
would bea question for judicial consideration as to whether the bridge 
was in factan unauthorized obstruction. But I have felt constrained 
to acquiesce in this legislation. 

It will be observed that this section and the next section are a con- 
tinuation of existing legislation, an amendment of sections on the 
same subject of the river and harbor bill two years ago. Isay. 
I have felt constrained to acquiesce in this legislation, knowing that 
these sectfons would have to stand the test of judicial construction 
soon, and then we shall ascertain by the decisions of the courts what 
the poner of Congress is in the premises. I hope the provision will be 
adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr Hoar]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the amendment reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be stated. 

‘The Cuter CLERK. On page 74, section 4, fine 18, after the word 
Secretary,“ it is proposed to insert, first giving the parties oppor- 
tunity to be heard,” 

Mr, EDMUNDS. I suggest to say reasonable opportunity. 

Mr. HOAR. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So that the question, if it should come into court, 
would be one that the Secretary might really decide. Say a ‘‘reason- 


able opportunity.’’ 
The proposed modification will be 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert after the word Sec- 
retary, in line 19 of section 4, page 74— 5 

First giving the parties reasonable opportunity to be heard. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committeeon Commerce was, in section 5, after line 8, to strike out: 


That the owner or owners or manager or managers of any railroad or other 
bridge obstructing the free navigation of any navigable water way of the United 
States who shall willfully fail or refuse to remove the same, or to cause the 
repay yod $ alterations to be made in thè same, so ns to render egy abe through 
or under it free, easy, and unobstructed to rafts, steam-boata, or er watercraft, - 
after receiving notice to that effect from the Secretary of Warand within the time 


prescribed by him, shall be guilty ofa misdemeanor, and, on conviction 
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shall pay a fine not exceeding $10,000 and undergoan imprisonment not exceed- 
ing two years, at the diseretion of the court; and every month he or they shall 
remain in default in respect to the removal! or alteration of such bridge shall be 
deemed a new offense and subject to the penalties above 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

That if the perso rporat ion. or association i trolling 
railroad or other bridge shall, after „ that effect as hereinbe- 
fore required from the Secretary of War and within the time prescribed by him, 
willfully fail or refuse toremove the same, or to cause the necessary alterations 
to be made therein, so as to render navigation free, easy, and unobstructed to 
rafts, steam-boats, or other water-craft, such persons, corporation, or association 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and, on conviction thereof, shall be 
punished by u fine not exceeding $5,000, and every month such persons, corpo- 
ration, orassociation shall remain in default in respect to the removal or alter- 
ation of such bridge shall be deemed a new offense and subject the cor- 
poration, or n so offending to the penalties above presori 

Mr. HOAR. Mr, President, I call the attention of the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. FRYE] tothe fact that this section does not require the 
corporation to comply with the order of the Secretary of War, but only 
requires them after receiving his notice to cause the necessary alter- 
ations to be made therein so as to render navigation free, easy, and un- 
obstructed.” So the offense would only be committed if in the judg- 
ment of the court they had not made the necessary alterations 80 as 
to render navigation free, easy, and unobstructed. It would be liable 
to the objection made by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. It 
seemsto methis should read ‘‘comply with the lawful order of the 
Secretary of War in the premises. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is it, exactly. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to amend by striking ont after the word 
„same,“ in line 3, on page 76, down to the word water-eraft, in 
line 5, and inserting: 

To comply with the lawful order of the Secretary of War in the premises. 


Mr. FRYE. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The amendment should be to strike out after the 
words ‘‘or to,’’ in line 3. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 5, line 3, on page 76, after the word 
„to,“ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘canse the necessary alterations to 
be made therein, so as to render navigation free, easy, and unobstructed 
to ratts, steam-boats, and other water-craft’’ and insert comply with 
the lawful order of the Secretary of War in the premises;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

That if the persons, corporation, or association owning or controlling any 
railroad or other bridge shall, after receiving notice to that effect as hereinbe- 
fore required from the Secretary of Wer and within the time ibed by him, 
willfully fail or refuse to remove the same, or to comply with the lawful order 
of the Secretary of War in the premises, such persons, corporation, or associa- 
tion shall be deemed guiliy of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall 
be punished by a fine not exceeding 95,000, and every month such persons, cor- 
poration, or association 1 in default in respect to the removal or 
alteration of such bridge shail be deemed a new offense and subject the per- 
sous, corporation, or association so offending to the penalties above prescribed. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Committee on Commerce as amended. 

Mr. GRAY. Before that is agreed to I wish to say a word. That 
amendment of the committee is one which provides for the punish- 
ment of offenses created by this act. I think there is no other place 
where they are provided for. I should like to ask the chairman of the 
committee what is to be the state o! things if, notwithstanding the in- 
fiction of these penalties, the obstruction still is not removed. If a 
railroad company, for instance, admits and pleads guilty to the charge 
of having for one month and so on maintained a bridge which is de- 
clared by the Secretary of War to be an obstruction and goes on from 
month to month, is there any provision—I have not had time to look 
all through the bill—giving the War Department the right to remove 
as n nuisance the obstruction? 

Mr. FRYE. There is a general provision. 

Mr. GRAY. In the bill? 

Mr. FRYE. There is a general provision. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the Senator from Vermont offer his 
amendment now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have a pending question now. 

Mr. GRAY. I was about to offer an amendment for the considera- 
tion of the Senate in order to do away with the creation of these crim- 
inal offenses and the criminal procedure that is authorized by this bill, 
and to give a much more effective remedy, I think a much more dras- 
tic and effectual one, than is provided for these criminal proceedings; 
and that would be on page 75, section 4, alter the word War,” in line 
2, to strike out and insert; so as to make the clause read: 

If at the end of such time the alteration has not been made, the Seeretary of 
‘War shall forthwith proceed to have the same removed or altered, and the ex- 

of such removal or alteration shall be a debt to the United States from 


owner or owners of such bridge, to be collected as other debts of like char- 
acter are collected, 


That would give a most summary and drastic power to the Secretary 
of War to remove that obstraction, just as he would remove any other 
obstruction to the navigation of a stream, and relieve the hill of what 
I think is an unnecessarily harsh feature—this matter of the creation 
of criminal offenses, which are in a measure (I do not mean in the con- 


stitutional sense), but are colorably ex post fucio— that is, where a bridge 
is already erected under the authority of a State and thereafter in the 
opinions of the Secretary of War its maintenance is made a criminal 
offense. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator would move on this italic section 
we have under consideration, section 5, an additional clause to provide 
that in case of this default (I am only stating it generally) the Secre- 
tary of War should be authorized to remove that obstruction, I should 
certainly vote for it, although I think the Secretary of War would 
bave the power to remove any unlawiul obstruction without it; but it 
would be very well to put it in. It is possible, however, that the 
amendment reported from the Commitiee on the Judiciary would cover 
that thing, not in that way, by the executive and forcible removal, but 
by the intervention of a court which would compel, under penalties of 
contempt, etc., anybody that is guilty of an obstruction to take it away. 
If the Senator will move an amendment to the clause now under con- 
sideration to allow the Secretary of War to do that thing, I certainly 
shall not object to it. 

Mr. GRAY. The amendment I just suggested—the attention of 
the Senator from Vermont was perhaps called elsewhere at the mo- 
ment—was on page 75, before we came to that. If he heard it, I will 
not read it again. It was to strike out and insert so as to read: 

If at the end of such time the alteration has not been made, the Secretary of 
War shall proceed forthwith to have the same removed or altered, and the ex- 
pense of such removal or alteration, etc., shall be a debt to the United States 
from the owner or owners of such bridge, to be collected as other debts of like 
character are collected. 

i EDMUNDS. Very well; make your motion and I will vote 
for it. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Delaware proposes to strike out that 
part in regard to criminal proceedings. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. I want to say to the Senator from Vermont that 
I propose in addition to that, and in connection with it, to move to 
strike out all of the provision in italics in that section which refers to 
criminal procedure, I think perhaps I would not wish to insert the 
one without striking out the other, to make the amendment as I think 
it ought to be, but move to strike out all in italics in that section. 
That is, I mean to strike out the committee’s amendment as well as 
the text of the bill as it came from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why should that be done? 

Mr. GRAY. Because we shall then get rid of what seems to mea 
necessarily harsh provision in this bill in creating offenses which are 
not offenses per se, subjecting the persons and corporations which own 
bridges to fines for the maintenance of a structure which at the time 
it was built was presumably a lawful structure and not adding to the 
criminal calendar of the statutes of the United States what seems to 
be an unnecessary list of offenses, when we accomplish all that could 
be desired in control of the navigation of the waters of the United 
States by removing at once the obstruction, whatever it may be. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, there isnostructure that can be pre- 
sumably—to use the language ot my friend from Delaware—a lawful 
structure to-day that will not be a lawful structure to-morrow, and if 
a particular set of piers of a bridge over a navigable river are going to 
obstruct commerce in an injurious sense at all, they will do it the first 
month they are there just as much as they would twenty years after- 
wards. ‘Therefore, it appears to me that the amendment of the com- 
mittee is quite right, and the amendment suggested by my friend to 
allow the Secretary of War to remove the nuisance per force is one 
that I would agree to, although I think the amendment reported by the 
Committee on the Judiciary in regard to allowing a court of equity to 
have authority to prevent and to cause the removal by a process of law 
will be probably adequate. But I do not object at all to providing 
that the executive authority may clear out an obstruction which turns 
out to be wrong. 

Mr. VEST. The amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont 
doesnot cover the cases of bridges which have been authorized by an 
act of Congress, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It covers every case where the bridge does not 
exist by authority of law. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly, but that does not cover the large class of 
cases, nearly all of them, where Congress has authorized a bridge to be 
constructed and which has subsequently, by reason of a change in the 
stream, become an obstruction. The language in his amendment is 
“not affirmatively authorized by law, and it would apply to a case 
where a railroad company went on to put up a bridge without an act 
of Congress, which a great many of them do, or put other obstruction 
in the way of navigation. 

Mr. GRAY. With the permission of my friend from Missouri, I 
wish to say, as I am obliged to leave the Chamber for the day, that my 
object in offering the amendment was to make that a substitute for the 
rest of the section which provides for the criminal procedure, and there- 
fore, unless it was coupled with that, I do not wish to that amend- 
ment. I would preter, rather than to put that in as an addition to the 
criminal procedure, to adopt the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, I therefore withdraw the amendment I offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment will be 
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The Curer CLERK, On page 76, line 3, in the amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce, after the word ‘‘to,’’ it is proposed to strike 
out all down to and including the word water-craft,’’ in line 5, as 
follows: 

Cause the necessary alterations to be made therein so as to render navigation 
free, easy, and unobstructed to rafts, steam-boats, or other water-oraſt. 

And insert: 

Comply with the lawfal order of the Secretary of War in the premises. 


Mr. FRYE. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Now the question is on the amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce as amended, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President, I move, from the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, to add as a new section what I send to the desk, 
as being apparently the best place to put it in, as my friend from 
Maine says. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is this a separate section? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. A distinct section, to follow the last one just 
acted on, that being the best place to put it in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert as a new section the 
following: 

Sec. 6. Every obstruction, not affirmatively authorized by Jaw, to the naviga” 
ble capacity of any waters in respect of which the United States has jurisdiction 
is hereby prohibited. Each day's continuance of any such obstruction shall be 
deemed a separate offense. Every person and every corporation which shall 

bo guilty of creating or continuing any such obstruction in this section men- 
tioned shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and, on conyiction thereof, 
shall be punished by a fine not exceeding $1,000 or by imprisonment (in the 
case of a natural person) not exceeding one year, or by both such punishments 
in the discretion of the court. Thecreating or continuing of any obstruction 
in this section mentioned may be prevented by the injunction of any cireuit 
eourt exercising jurisdiction in any district in which such obstruction may be 
threatened or may exist; and proper proceedings in equity to this end may be 
instituted under the direction of the Attorney-General of the United States, 

Mr. HOAR. I assented to that amendment in the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, but a suggestion now occurs to me which I think ought to be 
considered. What is the force of this phrase every obstruction not 
affirmatively authorized by law?’ Does the Senator from Vermont 
understand that the section as he has got it will leave untouched 
ancient wharves which perhaps have existed for two or three centuries 
in some of our Atlantic cities, which are obstructions to navigation? 
There is no affirmative law, but they have whatever title they haye got 
by ancient prescription. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was agreed that the amendments 
of the Committee on Commerce should be first considered. Is there 
objection to the consideration of this amendment? S 

Mr. FRYE. I prefer myself that this amendment should be consid- 
ered at this point, so that the penal sections of the bill may be com- 

lete. 

3 Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I am perfectly willing to have this 
amendment wait, in order that my friend from Massachusetts may con- 
sider it. But the point that I think the Judiciary Committee had in 
view when they said ‘‘affirmatively authorized by law’’ was to put the 
amendment in harmony with and under the authority of the decisions of 
the Supreme Court in the last case of the Willamette River bridge, 
where the court seem to declare that until Congress had affirmatively 
exerted jurisdiction anything that anybody might do, like tumbling 
rocks from a railroad in Kentucky at this day into a navigable river 
that we are paying money to keep open, could not be prevented; and 
unless we say ‘‘affirmatively authorized by law,” the court has said if 
it is not affirmatively authorized or condemned by law there is nobody 
who can punish that company for obstructing that river. 

If there be a case where some ancient body has got a situation, that 
would be a matter to consider, but I think, with t respect to every- 
body, thatin order to meet what has been and what must be the judg- 
ment of the Supreme Court of the United States which decides causes, 
whether we like their decisions or not, and in order to accomplish the 
general end we have in view it is necessary to say “‘not affirmatively 
authorized by law.“ 

If there be a case, as my friend from Massachusetts suggests, where 
there is no affirmative authority of law, that ought to be excepted. I 
should be perfectly willing and glad to have the thing wait until some 
suggestion ean be madein torm to relieve thatsort of thing, but as the 
Supreme Court has now decided, if I correctly understand the decision, 
if we leave ont the words ‘‘ affirmatively authorized by law,“ we shall 
find ourselves in the next case that comes up in this Kentucky River 
(which is the matter that was brought to the attention of the Commit- 
tee onthe Judiciary), that the railroad company which is now tumbling 
its rocks into that navigable stream, and we are paying money to get 
them out again, can not be stopped according to the view of the Supreme 
Court as expressed; and so we use industriously these words, It may 
be as my friend from Massachusetts says; there may be cases where 
there ought to be an exception. 

Mr. HOAR. I will move to amend the Senator’s amendment by in- 
serting after the words not affirmatively authorized by law” the 
words not having existed more than twenty years,” 


i 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think, Mr. President, to save time, if my friend 
from Massachusetts is willing, that this amendment had better be 
passed by until we can get it in a shape satisfactory all around to cover 
just such cases as he has suggested, and I ask therefore that the amend- 
ment may be passed over for the time being. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to that. 
The reading of the bill will be resumed. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senate two years ago passed a bill on this sub- 
ject and again at this session. I had occasion not long since to apply 
to the War Department for some relief against obstructions at the head 
of Lake Superior which were to the great disativantage of the Govern- 
ment, made day by day, and I was advised that there was no power 
under the law in the Government to prevent them. Attention was 
called to the fact that this bill, which, as I say, has twice passed the 
Senate and been favorably reported in the House, was the measure 
suggested by the War Department as adapted to the situation not only 
there, but elsewhere in the United States. 

There is, so far as I know, no reason to anticipate that that bill will 


be acted upon at this session, and I intend to offer that bill as an amend-- 


ment to this bill. Isend it to the desk that it may be printed and 
lie upon the table. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin gives 
notice of an amendment proposed to be offered hereafter to the bill, 
which will be printed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 6, page 76, line 25, after the 
word “ be,“ to insert deemed; in line 26, after the word shall,“ 
to strike out pay and insert be punished by;’’ and in the same 
section, on page 77, before the word imprisonment,“ to strike out 
“and undergo ’’ and insert ‘‘or;’’ so as to make the section read: ` 


Sec. 6. That section 12 of the river and harbor act of August 11, 1888, be 
amended and re-enacted so as to read as follows: 

“ Where it is made manifest to the Secretary of War that the establishment of 
harbor-lines is essential to the preservation and protection of harbors, he may, 
and is hereby authorized to, cause such lines to be establ beyond which 
no piers, wharves, bulkheads, or other works shall be extended or deposits 
made, except under such regulations as 8 prescribed from time to time by 
him; and any person who shall willfully violate the provisions of this section, 
or any rule or 3 made by the Secretary of War in pursuance of this 
section, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, 
shall be punished by a fine not exceeding $1,009 or imprisonment not exceed- 
ing one year, at the discretion of the court for each offense.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 79, in section 10, line 8, alter the word 
“and,” it is proposed to insert “the sum of $179,658, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 10, That whereas the United States, in compliance with its leanne 
to the Buffalo Bayou Ship- hannel Company, has constructed a ship-channel 
through Galyeston Bay from the Bolivar Channel to the channel constructed 
by said Buffalo Bayou Ship-Channel Coupons: known as Morgan’s Cut, for 
vessels of 12 feet draught, it is therefore d red that the ship-channel through 
Galveston Bay from Bolivar Channel to the point where the San Jacinto River 
enters what is known asthe Morgan 
Point, is now the property of the United States and is declared to be free to 
navigation; and the Secretary of War is hereby directed to keep said ship- 
channel free to navigation: Provided, That the Secretary of War 1 first as- 
certain by a commission of United States engineers, to be by him designated 
for that purpose and whose report shall be subject to his approval, the present 
value of any portion of said channel which may have been constructed by the 
Buffalo Bayou Ship-Channel Com y. agreed to be paid for by the United 
States in the act of Congress of March 3, 1879; but in appraising the value thereof 
no account shall be taken of the charter granted to said company by the Legis- 
lature of Texas or of any, franchise right claimed thereunder; and the amount 
so ascertained and certified to be correct by the Secretary of War shall be paid 
to said Buffalo Bayou Ship-Channel Company, and the sum of $179,618, or so 
mutch thereof as mar be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appro; x 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If we have come to a pause, I think I may now 
offer the amendment from the Committee on the Judiciary as modified 
by niy friend from Massachusetts [ Mr. HOAR], inserting, after the word 
tt law,” in line 2 of the amendment, the words and not having ex- 
isted more than twenty years,’’ to relieve ancient structures and so 
forth, and I offer it, therefore, in the form I now present it,with the 
suggestion that the Senator from Massachusetts put in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 76, after section 5, it is proposed to in- 
sert as a new section the following: 

Sec. 6. Every obstruction, not affirmatively authorized by law and not having 
existed more than twenty years, to the navigable capacity of any waters in re- 

of which the United States has jurisdiction is hereby prohibited. Each 

y's continuance of any such obstruction shall be deemed a separate offense, 
Every person and every corporation which shall be guilty of creating or con- 
tinuing any such obstraction in this section mentioned shall be deemed guilty 
ofa ur yay a ands on eee 2 opt me be cena parc x — not 

ceeding $1,000 or m mment (in the case of a ural person) not ex- 
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Channel, excavated through Morgan's 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Lask that the Secretary may be authorized to change 
the numbers of the sections. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That follows. It does not need any order about 


that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The enumeration will be changed 
to correspond with the amendments adopted. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Commerce was, on 79, in section 11, 
providing for surveys, under the head of Arkansas,“ in line 15, after 
the word Clarendon, to insert and the lower White River,” and 
in line 16, alter the words Mississippi River,” to insert and its 
causes; so as to make the clause read: 


ARKANSAS, 


Clarendon and the lower White River, to determine the effect of back water 
from the ppi River, and its cause and the means and cost of preventing 


injury therefrom. 

-The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, after line 10, page 80, under 
the head of ‘‘California,’’ to insert: 

San Simeon Bay. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. On page 80, in section 11, after line 24, under the head 
of Connecticut, I move to insert: 

Stamford Harbor, Stamford. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in sec- 
tion 11, page 81, under the head of Delaware,“ atter line 4, to in- 
sert: 


Broad Creek River. 
The amendment was agreed to. 2 
The next amendment was, in section 11, page 81, after line 17, to 
insert: 
à FLORIDA. 


Channel lying north and west of the town of Cedar Keys, known as boat or 
No, 4 channel. 


The amendment was agreed to. 3 

Mr. QUAY. I move to amend the bill by inserting in section 11, 
after line 22, on page 81: 

Indian River, Florida, between Melbourne and Jupiter Inlet. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The word Florida“ is unneces- 
sary, that being the subhead, and that word will be omitted from the 
amendment, it there be no objection. 

Mr. QUAY. Very well; let it be so modified. 

The amendment as modified was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
11, page 82, under the head of “Illinois,” after line 15, to insert: 


Slough at Hamilton, with a view to dredging out the same. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 11, page 82, under the head of 
Illinois, in line 22, alter the words Mississippi River,” to insert 


“but not more than $25,000 of the money appropriated for surveys, 


shall be allotted to this river; so as to make the clause read: 


Illinois River from La Salle to the Mississippi River, as recommended by Capt. 
W. L. Marshall, Corps of Engineers, in his report dated March 10, 1890, with a 
view to ascertaining what lands would be subject to overflow by the construc- 
tion of a navigable water way between Lake Michigan and the Mississippi 
River, but not more than $25,000 of the money appropriated for surveys shall 
be allotted to this river. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line4, on page 
making provision for survey of Wabash River, Indiana. 

r. TURPIE. My colleague [Mr. VOORHEES) has an amendment 
to offer there, nota very large one. I ask the chairman of the commit- 
tee to have that portion of the bill passed over.. My colleague is un- 
well to-day and was compelled to leave the Chamber within a short 


time. ` 

Mr. FRYE. It is not at this point that the Senator’s colleague de- 
sires to offer an amendment. It is at the point where an appropriation 
is made for the improvement of the Wabash River, which is back of 
this in the bill. It can be offered after the amendments of the com- 
mittee are disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the word 
‘*snags,”? in line 3, on page 83, and the word ‘‘cities,’’ on line 4, will 
be spelled with lower-case letters instead of with capitals. 

Mr. HOAR. And the word ‘‘re-establish,’’ in line 4, should have 
a final syllable; so as to read ‘‘re-establishing.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, That change will be made, in the 
absence of objection, ‘ 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 11, page 83, under the head 


of “Kentucky,” after line 23, to insert: 
Green River above the mouth of Big Barren River. 
The amendment was agreed to. 4 
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The next amendment was, in section 11, page 84, under the head of 
4 Louisiana, to insert: 
Bayou Black to connect with Terre Bonne. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
33 next amendment was, in section 11, page 84, after line 9, to 
rt: 
Berwick's Bay to the Gulf, with a view of obtaining a deeper channel. 


The amendment was to. 
Mr. FRYE, At the end of line 25, on page 85, under the head of 
Maryland, I move to insert: 


St. Jerome Bay. 


The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of line 
11, on page 86, under the head of Massachusetts.“ 

Mr. FRYE. On page 86, after line 11, under the head of Massa- 
chusetts,’’ I move to insert: 


North River, Salem, from Beveriey bridge to the North street bridge. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was,in section 11, page 86, under the head of 
Massachusetts, after line 14, to insert: 

Weymouth Back River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. After line 15, on page 86, under the head of Massa 
chusetts, I move to insert: 

Essex River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section II, under the head of Maine,“ 
after line 21, page 86, to insert: 


Harbor of Bluchill, with especial reference to the removal of the ledges known 
as Middle Ground, eastern and western. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I move to insert immediately after the lastitem, under 
the head of Maine:’’ 

Penobscot River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Immediately following that amendment, and under the 
same heading, I move to insert: 

Pepperell Cove, forming the eastern boundary of Portsmouth, lower harbor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed., The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 11, page 87, line 13, after the 
word Springwells,“ to strike out ‘‘Ecord”’ and insert Ecorse;“ in 
the same line, after the word ‘‘ Monquagon,”’ to insert and; and in 
the same ine, after the word ‘* Brownstown,”’ to strike out ‘‘ Non- 
quagon, snd Trenton;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


The American channe! of the Detroit River, beginning at the western boundary 
of the city of Detroit, and from thence continuously in American waters to Lake 
Erie, with a view to deepening said channel to the same depth as has been 
attained and is contemplated under present plan in the Canadian channel of 
said river, the said survey to be made in the channel of said river fronting the 
towns of Springwell. Ecorse. Monquagon, and Brownstown, and the American 
shore of said river to such a point in Lake Erie as may be necessary to reach a 
proper depth of water in said lake to correspond with the increased depth of 
the river contemplated by this bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, page 87, line 25, after the 
words Grand River,” to insert below Grand Rapids;’’ soas to make 
the clause read: 

Grand River, below Grand Rapids, with a view of determining the existence 
or non-existence of anderlying rock, the hydraulics of the river, and the de- 
tailed topography of the valley subject to overflow. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, page 88, under the head of 
tt Minnesota,” in line 8, after the words Big Stone Lake,” to insert 
“with a view to improving navigation thereon by the erection of suit- 
able dams or by such other means as may be deemed best, together with 
an estimate of the cost;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Red River and tributaries above Fergus Falls and Crookston, and of Big Stone 
Lake, with a view to improving navigation thereon by the erection of suitable 
dams or by such other means as may be deemed best, together with an esti- 
mate of the cost. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I move toamend, on page 88, immediately following the 
amendment just agreed to, under the hend Minnesota, by inserting: 

St. Louis River, from Grassy Point in St. Louis Bay,to Fond du Lac, on the 
State line between Minnesota and Wisconsin. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 11, page 89, beginning in line 
1, to insert: 

Yellowstone River, from its mouth to the mouth of Tongue River 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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sert: 

Clark’s Fork of the Columbia River (by whatever name called) from the in- 
. to the mouth of the bog, Black foot River, in the State 

Mr. SANDERS. There isa mistake in the amendment which has 
been read. That should have been Big Blackfoot River instead of 
the bog, Blackfoot River.“ Task that that correction may be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be so chan zed. 
The word “bog” will be stricken out and the comma which follows 
it, and the word Big’? inserted; so as to read. Big Blackfoot River.“ 
The question is on the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 11, page 90, to insert line 1, 
as follows: i 

Huntington Harbor, Suffolk County, for improvement. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of line 
6 on page 90, 

Mr. FRYE. I move to amend at that point by inserting: 

Champlain Creek, in town of Islip. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of line 
7 on page 92, under the head of North Carolina,” 

Mr, RANSOM. I move to add after line 7: 

Harbor of Washington, Pamlico River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I move to insert immediately after the amendment 
adopted on motion of the Senator from North Carolina: 

OHIO. 

Conneaut Harbor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I move immediately following the last amendment to 
insert: 

Grand River, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest that the Senator add to that amend- 
ment the words between Richmond and the mouth.“ 

Mr. FRYE. On the suggestion of the Senator from Ohio I move 
the amendment in this form: 

Grand River, between Richmond and the mouth. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 11, page 92, under the head 
of Oregon,“ after line 9, to insert: 

Alsea Bay and River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, page 92, under the head of 
Oregon, after line 12, to insert: 

The Lower Willamette and Columbia Rivers, with a view of securing 25 feet 
at low water from Portland to the mouth of the Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, page 92, under the head of 
Oregon,“ after line 20, to insert: 

Young's Bay channel, from the ship-channel of the Columbia River to the 
head of Young's Bay, a distance of L} miles, with a view to improving the same 
by dredging, yo as to secure a depth of 15 feet at low tide. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of 
line 10, on page 93. 

Mr. FRYE, In lines 9 and 10, on page 93, there is a duplication of 
words, The words of construction occur twice. I move to strike 
out those words where they last occur. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of line 
22, on page 93. 

Mr. FRYE. I move to amend by inserting, after line 22, under the 
head of Rhode Island:“ 


Narragansett Bay channel, between Starve Goat Island and the mainland, 
with a view of decpening the same. 


The amendment was agreed to. 5 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 11, page 24, under the head 
of Tennessee,“ after line 8, to insert: 


Memphis Harbor, especially for the removal of the bar forming opposite the 
upper part of the city, or the prevention of the river bank taking the form that 
the natural forces are now giving it. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 11, page 94, under the head of 
Texas,“ in line 14, after the word to, to strike out where said 
river is crossed by the International Railway, near Hearne, in Robert- 
son County;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

TEXAS, 

Brazos River from its mouth to Waco. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in section 11, page 89, after line 2, to in- 1 The next amendment was in section 11, page 95, under the bead of 


The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of j 


Texas,” after line 2, to insert: t 
Trinity River from its mouth to Dallas, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


line 15, on page 95. 3 

Mr. FRYE. After line 15, on page 95, under the head of Virginia,“ 
I move to insert: 

Crane's Creek. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Immediately following that I move to insert: 

Nandun Creek. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. FRYE. Following that amendment, I move to insert: 

Piscataway Creek, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
11, page 95, under the head of ** Washington,” in line 20, after the 
words Nooksack River,“ to insert Skagit, Snohomish, D' Wamish, 
Black, Puyallup, Nasel, North, Gray's, Deep, Skamakawa, and Crooked 
Ri vers;“ so as to read: 

Nooksack River, Skagit, Snohomish, D'Wamish, Black, Puyallup, Nasel, 
North, Gray's, Deep, Skamakawa, and Crooked Rivers, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, ia section 11, page 95, line 23, after the 
word “ Bar,” to strike out survey of harbor to Cosmopolis and in- 
sert ‘‘and extending up Chehalis River to Montesano;’’ so as to malte 
the clause read: 

Gray's Harbor and Bar and extending up Chehalis River to Montesano. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, page 96, to insert lines 1 
and 2, as follows: 

Columbia River from the international boundary to Rock Island Rapids, 

Mr. FRYE. That may be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
11, page 96, after line 8, to insert: 

Shoalwater Bay, from and including its entrance, to South Bend, about 2miles 
upthe Willapah River, and from said South Bend, about 10 miles up river, 
to Woodard’s Landing, with a view to improving the same for navigation. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next ameadment was, in section 11, page 96, line 2, after the 
words Columbia River,“ to strike out “below the city of Vancouver, 
with the view of removing the bar in said river,’’ and insert ‘‘from the 
mouth of Willamette River to the upper limits of the city of Van- 
couver, with a view of establishing a ship-channel;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

Columbia River, from the mouth of Willamette River to the upper limits of 
the city of Vancouver, with a view of establishing a ship-channel, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in section 11, page 97, to insert lines 1 
and 2, as follows: : 

For a shipchannel between Port Townsend Bay, Puget Sound, and Oak Bay. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, page 97, after line 8, to in- 
sert: i 

Harbor ai Hudson, with a view to prevent the city being cut off from the 
navigable channel of the St, Croix Lake, as a result of the Government dike 
now constructed at that point, and with a view to the feasibility of conducti 


the waters of Willow River past the city of Hudson into the navigable — 
of the lake. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
z Tia next amendment was, in section 11, page 97, after line 17, to 
insert: 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Rock Creek, District of Columbia, with a view to its preservation and im- 
provement. 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 12, on page 97, line 24, before 
the word thousand,“ to insert and twenty-flve;“ so as to read: 

Seo. 12. That forexaminations, surveys, and contingencies, and for incidental 
repairs, for which there is no special appropriation, for rivers and harbors, 
$225,000, etc. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 13, as follows: 


Sec, 13. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized, if in his judgment 
the interests of the Government would be subserved thereby, to extend the con- 
tract under which work on the Vicksburg Harbor is now being done, so as to 
cover the additional appropriation herein made forsaid work bya supplemental 
contract, without further advertisement for bids for such work, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us understand that. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not ask to have it again reported, but I should 
like to have it a spre by the chairman of the committee. 
Mr. FRYE. We did not deem it a prudent way to do business, to 


authorize the extension of a contract. 


a 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. The proposition is to strike ont? 


Mr. FRYE. Yes, because we did not think it prudent to extend the 


contract. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
š whieh was last reported, to strike out section 13, 
- The amendment was to. 


Mr. PUGH. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Maine 


[Mr. FRYE] to page 80, line 5, which reads: 


Alabama River, to ascertain cost of securing a 6-foot channel at low water 


from mouth of Wetumpka. 


The word of,“ before ‘‘ Wetumpka,’ should be stricken out and 


the word to inserted. I move that amendment. 
Mr, FRYE. That is right. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. FRYE. On page 64, line 20: 
Improvin: 
tion of existing project, 


Evidently that was stricken out by mistake. I move that the amend- 


ment of the committee striking out that paragraph be to. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Why wasit stricken out by mistake? 


Mr. FRYE. Because it was supposed to have been included in the 
appropriation. Weputthe whole managementof the Mississippi River 


between certain lines in the hands of the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion, and struck out all special appropriations for the Mississippi, River; 
but by accident the clerk included this paragraph, which was not one 
of them and was not estimated for. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then will the Senator explain to us what there 
is to be done about Des Moines Rapids, how much is to be done, and 
all about it? We have had these rapids very rapidly for about twenty 
oe as far as I remember. It may be 8 right, but I should 

e to have my attention recalled to it. e committee I donot think 
made a mere accidental mistake. 

Mr. FRYE. I think thestriking out of that clause was entirely acci- 
dental, because it is not included within the report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is a part of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. FRYE. I will explain to the Senator just what I mean. Un- 
der a certain estimate of the Mississippi River Commission they esti- 
mate for certain towns, and the expenditures required at certain towns 
up and down the Mississippi River by name, and we struck all those 
out, making a general appropriation, and accidentally struck this out 


with them: 
4. r care of Des Moines Rapids Canal. — During the past year the 
Des Moines Rapids Canal was open for navigation two hundred and forty-five 


days, during which time there passed through it 1,022steam-boate and 288 
5 passengers, 50,003 tons of merchandise, and 381,559 bush 
— There also passed through 118,508,045 feet B. M. of lumber, 26,333,320 


oy oe shingles, and 37,413,810 Iaths. The expenses of the year 
~ ~ have been 37, and the estimated expenses for the coming year are $45,000, 

The expenses of operating and care of the Des Moines Rapids Canal are pro- 
vided for by an indefinite appropriation made by act of March 3, 1881. 
* * * * 


* a 


* 
The net cost to the United States has been to June 30, 1889, $4,518,034.57. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The Des Moines Rapids? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes; the Des Moines Rapids, Mississippi River, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How much? 2 

Mr. FRYE. Four million five hundred and eighteen thousand and 
thirty-four dollars and fifty-seven cents. 


July 1, 1888, amount available 
Amount appropriated by dct of August 11, 1885. 


uly 1. 1889, amount expended during fiscal year, exclusive 
of liabilities outstanding July 1, 1888. i 
July 1, 1889, outstanding liabilities . x 
July 1,1889, amount covered by existing contrac! 


39, 912. 91 
20, 827. 25 
22, 000. 00 


July 1,1889, balance available). ..0ics -ypac ospi inoeooo ó sverseassssoersesengeencess 


Amount (estimated) required for completion of existing project. 
ger that can be profitably expended in fiscal year ending June 

Submitted in compliance with requirements of sections 2 of river and h 
acts of 1866 and 1567. 

That ends the job. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Mr, President, I should be glad to have my friend 
tell,us what was the language of the last river and harbor bill which 
was passed, on that very topic? Was it not improving the Missis- 
sippi River at Des Moines Rapids Canal?” 

Mr. FRYE. If it was, it failed to complete it, according to the re- 
port of the engineer. 

‘Mr, EDMUNDS. That is what I wish to get at. As we have $26,- 
000,000 in this bill, it is worth looking after a little. I only ask for 
information. I do not know anything about it. 

Mr. FRYE. It was not to complete the work. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, What was it for? 

Roses FRYE. This was the provision in the last river and harbor 
ng the Mi ippi River atl oi 
ego pp Jes Moines Rapids Canal,under the mod- 


Mr. CULLOM. That was the appropriation. 


——— —— 


The question is on the amendment 


the Mississippi River at Des Moines Rapids Canal: For.comple- 
22. b 


yr; 


22,000. 00 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Thirty-five thousand dollars in addition to the 
$4,000,000 and over that has been stated. 

Mr. FRYE, That $35,000 is included in that amount. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator kindly state just what the Des 
Moines Rapids are, and how this $4,000,000 has come to be spent, and 
what it has done—— x 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And to state—if the Senator will pardon me for 
finishing my question—whether he really believes and that if 
we pay 000 more that will be the end of the business, except for 
mere repairs of the Des Moines Rapids? 

Mr. FRYE. Ihave no doubt, from the statement of the engineer, 
that will be the end of the business; that it will complete the work. 
I read—bnt the Senator was not listening when I read—the enormous 
number of passengers and the enormous amount of merchandise which 
was entering into the commerce of the country and of the world through 
this improvement. It may have cost too much, but I do not think 
that $22,000 to complete it should be withheld after we have spent 
over $4,000,000 on it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the motion 
to reconsider the yote by which the amendment to strike out the clause 
was agreed to will be reconsidered, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have a vote on it. I do not wish 
to strike it out. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The information of the Senator from Ver- 
mont concerning the Des Moines Rapids is rather imperfect. The im- 
provement made there was by the construction of a canal entirely 
around the rapids, some 8 miles or more in length. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And it has sundry mills, ete., upon it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. It has not sundry mills. It is an improve- 


ment of the Mississippi River rendered ni by the presence of 
the Des Moines Rapids, and which, except in high stages of water, 
before the construction of this was practi the head of navi- 
gation of the river. The work has been going on for many years. It 


is now complete, with the exception of the amount of work which this 
small sum of $22,000 is required to complete, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator kindly describe—he knows all 
about it—what sort of a canal it is and how long it is and how many 
locks it has and so on? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, I have just stated that it is about 8 miles 
in length and it is a canal which accommodates the entire commerce 
on that river. Vessels can now pass from the mouth of tho river to 
the head of navigation, and this improvement has made the Mississippi 
River practically free for navigation the a ro! 

Mr, CULLOM, I will state to the tor from Vermont that I 
have here the information he desires. The length of the canal is 7.6 
miles, the depth 5 to 8 feet, and the locks 350 by 80 feet. The cost up 
to June 30, 1883, was $4,372,824. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The report of the engineers gives the length 
of the canal as 8 miles. 

The PRESIDENT por tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the vote by which this amendment was agreed to be reconsidered. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to—ayes 37, noes not counted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment to strike out what will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 64, line 20, strike out: 

Improving the nent ae River at Des Moines Rapids Canal; For completion 
ofe ng project, $22,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If this amendment shall be dis- 
agreed to, the words read will stand. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FRYE. I now ask the Senate to return to 
29 one item was passed over, for ka Harlem River. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the committee proposing to strike ont what will now be read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 29, the committee report to strike out 
rom line 7 to line 20, inclusive, as follows: 

Improving Harlem River, New York: Continuing improvement, $350,000; 
and the Secretary of War is directed to cause the low bridges now crossing said 
Harlem River to be repi , at the expense of the owners thereof, by other 
bridges which shall leave a clear of 24 feet between the high water of 
spring tides and the under side of said bridges, and which shall be provided with 
draw-spans and draws of the width and length to be determined by the Secre- 
tary of War: Provided, That the plans of said new bridges shall in all respects 
conform to the requirements of the Secretary of War: And ded further, 
That the Secretary of War shall prescribe proper and reasonable regulations for 
the opening and operating of the draws in said bridges. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment, 

Mr. EDMUNDS, That is to strike out? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. To strike out what has been read. 

Mr. FRYE. The committee recommended striking out this item, 
not that there was any objection to the improvement which was going 
on there or any want of ee e of its importance to commerce, but 
a provision was put on here di nti, Bea Secretary of War to cause all 
these bridges to be raised to 24 feet above the water and to be equipped 


29, On page 


1890. 


with draws, etc. There isa law of New York which does not permit 
railroad corporations to change their grades without authority from the 
1 The present railroad bridges are 7 ſeet above the water 
at high water. Therefore the approaches would all have to be raised. 
The result of this legislation would be that the Secretary of War would 
immediately cause all these bridges to be raised the 24 feet; the law 
of New York would not permit the railroads to raise their grades, and 
a million or more of people would be left on one side of the river with- 
out any opportunity to cross by railroad to the other and get into the 
station. A bill was introduced into the New York Legislature last 
winter to give authority to the railroads to adapt their grades to the 
higher bridges, and for some reason not known to me the governor did 
not sign the bill. It was for that reason, and that only, that the com- 
mittee recommended the striking out of this entire item. 

Mr. EVARTS. I have a substitute to offer. f 

Mr. FRYE. The Senators from New York have prepared asubsti- 
tute which I can not say is accepted by the committee because I have 
not-consulted the committee, but it is a substitute which removes the 
objections the committee had to that item and I will offer it as a sub- 
stitute for the item stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. -It will be reported, 

The CHIEF CLERK, It is proposed to insert after line 6 on page 29: 

Improving Harlem River, New York: Continuing improvement, 000; 
and the Secretary of War is directed to cause the low bridges now g said 
Harlem Kiver to be replaced, at the expense of the owners thereof, other 
bridges as soon as the necessary legislation by the State of New Y shall 
have enabled the change in grade to the approaches of said bridges thus re- 
quired to be made and after the necessary work therefor shall have been com- 

leted and opered to travel; and said bri shall leave a cloar of 24 

Feet between the spring tides and the under side of said bridges, e es 
shall be ided with draw spans and-draws of the width and length to be de- 


termined by the Secretary of War: Provided, Thatthe plans of said new bridges 
en in all respects comply with this law San oer to the requirements of 


— ry of > And stage fu Dich Ay car Page | 
prescribe proper and reasonable regulations for the opening and operating o 
the draws in said bridges; but said draws shall not be except to vessels 


pelled 

opened between half past 6 o'clock and half past 10 o'clock in the forenoon. 
and between 5 o'clock and 10 o'clock in the afternoon, and provided no o 
this 1 shall be poraa until the owners of said bridges 1 be 
respectively | ly authorized to make such changes in the grades of the ap- 
proaches of said bridges as may be required to conform to the elevations of 


said new bridges, 

Mr. EDMUNDS, The effect ot that is to modify, as is stated, the 
objection that existed Before; but as I understand the effect of it is 
that the United States is in the first instance to pay the expense of this 
charge and get it out of the railways and other people if it can, to which 
Iam not willing to agree. That is all I have to say. : 

Mr. EVARTS. Ido not understand that to be the intention or im- 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the import and effect of it beyond all ques- 
tion, I think. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to have that portion of the amendment 
read where the word“ steam“ occurs ‘‘steam-cars or steam-vessels. 

Mr. EVARTS. ‘‘ Vessels propelled by steam.” Perhaps I might 
make a little statement of it. 

Mr. VEST. Very well. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, this improvement of Harlem River 


by steam with or without other vessels in tow, nor shall such draws 


is of great importance, and in its future has very important relations 
to the populations on both sides of it as well as to the na m through 
it from the North River to the East River. There will be over this 


canal in the ESY aaa of population from twenty to thirty bridges. 
This canal will be from this time forward more and more a section of 
water communication between two great portions of our great city; and 
it is very important, therefore, that the proper accommodation should 
be made between this navigation and its interests and the traverse of 
this canal in the ordinary street bridges, and also specially in the great 
traflic of passengers between the city of New York and the North and 
the East, All these accommodations have been made to meet that nec- 
essary compromise of great interests. I do not speak of the interests 
of the railroad, but of the interest of the travel and travelers. This 
modification, which has made it acceptable, therefore, as is supposed, 
to the committee, as removing the only objection they had to the making 
ot the improvement, is of this nature. 
When a bridge across this river is raised to 24 feet from its present 
level in connection with the shores on each side, an approach for these 
eat railroad trains passing all the way encounters two difficulties: 
“irst, the approaches have to be raised, and in order to make a proper 
grade to permit of the ordinary rapid travel that is desired the rail- 
roads are required and the ordinary street bridges will be required to 
carry back their approaches a good way into the city, both below and 
above this caual. That ofcourse interferes with the grade of city popu- 
lation and city improvements and city uses, and it is a work that can 
not be 2 except by the concurrent legislation or the legisla- 
tion of the State of New Vork, in making which great interests are to 
be affected, in making a sort of barrier to a certain extent between the 
freedom of cross streets in the city population itself and on both sides. 
It therefore has seemed to all who have looked carefully into this mat- 
ter that the regulation of this requirement that these bridges should 
all be lifted should be accompanied with proper guards against the 
requisition, interrupting all this travel as it might at once without such 
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provision. So much for the requirement that the legislation should be 
obtained before the present bridges should be required to be removed. 

Then in regard to the use of the canal it will be seen at once, if we 
are to have so many bridges, as over the Thames and over the Sein 
in regard merely to the intercourse of our population, without 
to travel, what we call papori travel— or other travel—it is 
very necessary that there d not be any more interruption by. the 
use of the draws than is compatible with a proper regard to the inter- 
ests of the riparian proprietors, and the na don, and the very large 
interest of wharfage, and of use of the canal for supplying great mate- 
rials for the great population on either side of it. 

After consultation with persons interested in having the open navi- 
gation it has been that the opening of the draw to 
navigation ofthe little narrow stream shall be denied unless they are 
drawing tows by steam in operation. Therefore, that clause is put in, 
that these draws are not to be opened except to vessels propelled by 
steam, eitber with or without tows. The greater part, perhaps four- 
fifths, of the navigation to be used will pass under a 24-foot bridge 
and the draws will not be brought into use, whereas they are now sup- 
pores to be used for any travel and common craft that are using 
sails, 

Then as to keeping open the travel, a large portion of people on both 
sides of this canal will have occasion, especially at certain hours of the 
morning and of the evening, to use either travel by the railroad or in 
other forms in their returns to home, and those hours have been pre- 
served from being broken up by opening these draws. ‘This will also 
accommodate the great travel of the railroads of the country, travelers 
of the country using these bridges; and the hours are fixed reasonably 
for the morning and the evening trains outgoing and coming back. 

That is all there is about this provision in the bill as it passed the 
House, and with its provisos such as have been read and which were 
not satisfactory to the committee, there was no idea that it was at the 
expense of the United States. The requirement is that the owners of 
the bridges shall at their own expense make these Now, 
where there lurks the infirmity or lack of cire that the Sen- 
ator refers to, does not strike me, unless he will point it out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, If there be no objection, the motion 
to strike out 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to every motion to strike out or insert, 
Mr. President. 8 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was about to state the 
question to be that if there were no objection the motion to strike out 
would be rejected and the question then taken on the motion tostrike 
out and insert. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We had better leave it just as it stands, I think. 
We can amend the paragraph, f 

The Cosh paren pro tempore. Not when the motion to strike out 
is ng. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is a motion to strike out and insert? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, the Chair begs pardon, to strike 


out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a simple and soli motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the motion of the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. If we take that alone and we reject 
it, then the thing will stand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair stated, that it 
by unanimous consent be considered as rejected on the motion to 
out, and 5 85 the question could be taken on the motion to strike out 
and inser ’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But if we reject a motion to strike out alone and 
leave those words to stand, it will be open to great question whether 
we can amend them at all. 

The PRESIDENT prot e. Not under the rules. The motion 
to strike out being rejected does not preventa motion to strike out and 
insert. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Somebody has offered an amendment, I think 
the ee of the Committee on Commerce, to take the place of this 

aragraph. 
5 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair understands. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Is that motion now pending? 

The PRESIDENT tempore. It is not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. Then I have nothing to say at this 
present moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
to strike out. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then we had better strike out and consider 
vie we will put in what the chairman of the committee recom- 
mends. 

Mr. VEST.  Inotice in readi 


out. 


ator from New York the words high water“ are 
Mr. EVARTS. It uses the words “spring tides,” 
Mr. VEST. It just uses the words spring tides.” 
Mr. FRYE. That is the highest water there is. 
Mr. EVARTS. That is the highest water. 
Mr. VEST. Spring tide? 
Mr. FRYE. Yes. 


the amendment draughted by the Sen- 


` 


else is through I wiil go on. 


Mr. VEST. I notice that the 
“high water of spring tides.” 

Mr. EVARTS. Yes, sir; spring tide; high tide. 2 

Mr. VEST. As the amendment is now p it leaves out high 
water,“ and just says spring tide. Does that mean the same thing? 

Mr. EVARTS. I suppose so. 

1 As I do not live on the ocean, I should like to under- 
stand it. 

Mr. FRYE. Perhaps it would not mean the highest water of spring 
tide, 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Maine understand me? 

Mr. FRYE. I think the words high water should be there. 

Mr. VEST. In line 12 the language used is between the high 
water of spring tides and the under side of said bridges.“ Now, in the 
amendment that is proposed here, which the Senator from Maine ac- 
cepts, as I understand, the words high water“ are stricken out, and 
it says spring tide.” - 

Mr. FRYE. It should not be spring tide;’’ it should be high 
water of spring tides,’’ precisely as it was before, because I want to get 
the highest water. 

Mr. „That is just the point I wanted to get at. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Vermont allow me make an ob- 
servation? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly I will. 

Mr. HOAR. That is to leave out the word high-water, so that 
it would mean ‘‘ebb tide.” ‘ 

Mr. VEST. What I wanted to know was if that was the intention 
of the 585 i 

Mr. FRY No, it was not the intention. The *‘springtide’’ is the 
very highest water they have at any time in the river. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vermont 
yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [yield to everybody, of course; when everybody 


Mr. HI . Iwas intending to make au answer in t to 
the suggestion as to the height of the bridge. Whatthe heightis here 
is a matter somewhat of indifference as to whether it is absolutely cor- 
rect or not. If it is not correct, it can be corrected hereafter. There 
are other bridges across this stream, two or three others. There is no 
object in having this bridge higher or lower than the others. I mean 
that there are two or three others that it is not iutended to change, one 
constructed by the city of New York and one owned by a railroad 
company, and this bri in respect to its height, at the proper time 
will need to be made to conform exactly to the height of the other 
bilap na higher and no lower. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Secretary be kind enough to read the amend- 
ment in to steam-vessels, so that we can see where we stand? 

Mr. FRYE. That, the Senator will understand, is intended to meet 
the class of vessels propelled by steam and tugs drawing vessels masted. 

Mr. VEST. Could sail vessels pass under here that are drawn by 


tugs? 

Kr. FRYE. No, they could not sail under; but vessels loaded with 
lumber or coal or anything of that kind, masted vessels, take tugsand 
go through this Harlem River draw. The draw is opened for that kind 
of vessels. But it is not required of railroads to opea draws for every 
little boat that comes along with masts higher than 24 feet, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the effect of this last point is simply 
that the citizen with acraft that is not a big yacht, or something of that 
kind, can not go through, when a big fellow can. That may be good 
legislation; Iamnotcriticisingit; Lonlystate it. Now, the committee 
have recommended to strike out this clause entirely. It is to 
substitute for it something else. I suggest to my friend from Maine 
that we strike out the clause as the committee have recommended, and 
then see what clause we can insert, amended as provided for, to take 
its place, if the committee is willing to accede to that, so that we can 
go on with the discussion on the amendment that is proposed. 

Mr. FRYE. That isa mere matter of form. I do not suppose there 
is the slightest objection on the part of the committee to striking out 
just as they recommended, because if the majority agree to strike out, 
then the same majority can agree upon anything to put in its place; 
they can restore it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. It simplifies it. That is all I have 
to Let that go out, and then take the question on the amend- 
ment that has been proposed. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, this is a very serious question, to 
strike out this improvement because of some impediments to its exe- 
cution, when the principle embodied in the appropriation tor the im- 
poes is not questioned, unless it is known that the improvement 

to be put back, of course subject to the decision of the Senate, with 
modifications in the guaranties for opr use of the bridges. 

Therefore, if it be regular, I would suggest that the way I think 
would be suitable to the interests that I represent is that the question 
+ iggy Daryn shires ad og inserting, if the Chair is willing to put 

way. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tem The Chair has endeavored to state 
the parliamentary aspect of the question. The committee have moved 
to strike out, as an amendment. Under the rules the part proposed 
to be stricken out can not be amended on a motion to strike out. If 
the motion to strike out is rejected, so that the paragraph then stands, 
it will be in order to move to strike out and insert anything the Sen- 
ate sees fit. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do I understand the Chair to say that it is not 
competent to move to amend the paragraph proposed to be stricken 
out? - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so states, Ona motion 
to strike ont and insert it would be competent to amend the matter 
proposed to be stricken out; but the part proposed to be stricken out 
can not be amended pending a motion to strike out merely. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought the law was otherwise, Mr. President, 
but I bow with great deference to the judgment of the Chair, for the 
time being. I do not care to waste time in discussion. 

I think the Chair will find—though I state it with the greatest pos- 
sible doubt, of course—that whenever it is moved to strike out & par- 
ticular paragraph, simply to strike out, it is competent for the friends 
of the paragraph, so to speak, to move to amend it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By substituting something else. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. Ido not wish to consume time, It 
is a mere question of form after all. I do not care about that. But 
suppose that my friend from Maine and my friend from New York al- 
low this whole paragraph to go out forthetimebeing. Wearein Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and afterwards we can consider what the Commit- 
tee on Commerce really wish to put in, amended as it may be. 

Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. President, it is with extreme diffidence that 
I call attention to page 242 of the Constitution, Rules, and Manual: 


When it is proposed to amend by inserting a paragraph, or part of one, the 
friends of the paragraph may make it as perfect as they can by amendment be- 


fore the question is put for inserting it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is entirely familiar with 
that principle of parliamentary law, but it does not cover this case. 
This is not a proposition to amend, but tostrike out and put something 
else in its place. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, I do not understand that there is any propo- 
sition to put something in its place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands it so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I would be glad to have the proposition 
read which it is proposed to put in the place of something else. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

improving Harlem River, New York: 88 improvement, $350,000; 
and the Secretary of War is d to cause the low bridges now crossing said 
Harlem River to be replaced, at the expense of the owners thereof, by other 
bridges as soon as necessary legislation by the State of New York shall have 
enabled the change in grade to the approaches of said bridges thus required 
to be made, and after the necessary work therefor shall have been completed 
and opened to travel; and said bri ages shall leave a clear space of 24 feet be- 
tween the spring tides and the under side of said bridges, and said N 
shall be provided with traw-spans and dra ws of the width and length to be de- 
termin by the Secretary of War: Provided, That the plans of said new 
bridges shall in all respects comply with this law and conform to the uire- 
ments of the Secretary of War: And further, That the Secretary of War 
shall prescribe proper and reasonable regulations for the opening and operating 
of the draws in said bridges; but said draws hall not be opened except to vessels 

ropelied by steam with or without otber vessels in tow, nor shall such draws 
be opened between half past 60’clock and half past 10o'elock in the forenoon and 
between 5 o'clock and 10 o'clock in the afternoon, and provided no part of this 
appropriation shall be expended until the owners of said bridges shall be re- 
spectively legally authorized to make such chan; in the grades of the a; 
proaches to said bridges as may be required to conform to the elevations of said 
new bridges, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that what 
has just been read by the Chief Clerk is proposed to be substituted for 
what is to be stricken out of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Chair kindly state what is the pending 
question ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon the motion to strike out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Alone? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Alone. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, I would ask the Chair, with great respect, 
whether it is not competent to perfect or improve the paragraph pro- 
posed to be stricken out? À 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not have any doubt 
that it can be perfected or improved, but this can only be done by 
substituting for the motion tostrike out a motion to strike out and in- 
sert what has been read. The motion to strike out and insert isa dis- 
tinct parliamentary provision. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, but the Chair says there is no pending amend- 
ment from the committee or anybody else to strike out and insert. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ere is not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The question is only of striking out the lines that 
have been read; not the last reading, but a part of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair understands, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. t being the question, I submit that it would 
be competent to permit me to try to perfect the part of the bill pro- 

to be stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no doubt about that. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I submit (to save time) to my friend from New 
York and my friend from Maine, as there is no desire on the part of 
anybody to get rid of the question except fairly on its merits, in 
order to get at what the committee will be satisfied with in place of 
this clause, that this paragraph go out for the time being in commit- 
tee, and then let us consider whatis proposed, and then it we do not 
agree about that, everything will be open when the next stage in the 
bill is reached. I only make that suggestion in order to save time. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not myself see any objection to the proposition of 
the Senator from Vermont. The majority will have control. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Entirely; and then we shall get at the very point 
we want to consider. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
upon the motion to strike out? 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Now I move to insert what has already been read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the proposition proposed to be 
inserted by the clause which I send to the desk. It is drawn up with 
the intention to try to make complete the idea that it is not the United 
States that is to advance the money and pay for raising these bridges, 
etc., but the other parties. 

Mr. EVARTS. What is the amendment proposed ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall it be again read? It has been 
read once. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; my amendment has not been read at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Strike out the word cause and insert the 
word require,“ and after the next word, the, insert ** proprietors 
and operators of the; so as to read: 

And the Secretary of War is directed to require the proprietors and operators 
of the low bridges now crossing said Harlem River to be replaced, ete, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The nextamendment is, at the end of the para- 
graph, to insert the words and shall have made the same; so as to 


Is the Senate ready for the question 


No part of this appropriation shali be expended until the owners of said 

bridges shall be respectively legally authorized to make such changes in the 

es of the approaches to said bridges as may be required to conform to the 
elevations of said new bridges, and shall have made the same. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question now recurs upon in- 
serting what has been read, on page 29, after line 20, a new paragraph, 
as amended. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I desire to say to the chairman of the 
committee, inasmuch as this matter will go into conference if this 
amendment is adopted, that I think the committee ought to consider 
very carefully this question of bridges and draws and all that matter. 

I have no local interest in this improvement of the Harlem River, 
but all New England is to pass into the city of New York over one of 
these bridges unless some other means of communicating with the city 
of New York by railroad shall be hereaiter found. All the railroad 
travel from New England into New York goes over one of these bridges 
that are about to be raised. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, As well as all the travel to New York from Al- 
bany and northward clear to Canada. 

Mr. PLATT. I am speaking particularly now of New England. 
This provision makes it possible that at all hours between half past 10 
in the forenoon and 5 in the afternoon railroad travel may be inter- 
rupted and delayed by the opening of a draw for the purpose of allow- 
ing a sloop to go through that has its masts over 24 feet high from the 
water and is towed by a tug-boat. Ido not know but that it would 
be sufficiently guarded if it were required that the opening of the draw 
should be subject to regulations prescribed by the Secretary of War. 
But it does seem to me that to provide that during all that portion of 
the day from half past 10 in the morning to 5in the afternoon all 
that railroad travel trom New England may be interrupted there in 
order that a little 200-ton sloop may be towed through the bridge is a 
matter which the committée ought to look into, in conference, at any 


rute. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, does the Senator understand that there 
is a draw in the present bridge which we pass over, a draw in a bridge 
that is only 7 feet high and has to be opened for everything to pass 
through ? 

Mr, PLATT. Certainly, I do understand that, but that bridge is 
largely disused. By trains it is used, but it is seldom that the draw 
is opened. If this improvement was not contemplated there would be 
no more difficulty about opening draws there than there is now. But this 
is intended to be a great thoroughfare for vessels. That is the only 
ground upon which the improvement has been put, that all the vessels 
which now have to goaround the Battery and up into East River are 
to go across through the canal or channel which is being dug there, 
and the hope is that immense numbers of vessels will pass through 
the line of communication thus opened by this improvement; and if 
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Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, we are dealing with the existing 
rights of navigation as well as the prospective uses that will be en- 
hanced by the improvement. 


The Harlem River, properly considered, is a very narrow and feeble _ 


stream. But from the East River, itself an arm of the sea, there is 
this armlet of an arm of the sea that penetrates 3 miles or more and 
that is now used for navigation; and the proprietors of the land there 
and the persons interested in navigation there have, as much as any 
persons can have, an interest that natural navigation shall not be im- 
peded unless compensated by some advantage to other interests. 

The present bridge is only 7 teet above the tide, and trains pass over 
it for this great amountof travel between the West and New York and 
between New England and New York. That draw is opened there now 
every timeit is required that any sloop or any boat shall passthrough; 
and yet, asa matter of fact, as the railroad operators inform me, the 
interruption is very moderate, indeed. 

When the bridges are raised to 24 feet above the tide, then four-fifths 
of all the occasions for opening the draw will be removed ertirely, and 
then navigation is further restricted by these draws, that will not be 
opened except for vessels propelled by stéam. The object, we all know, 
is not to have accidents and delays to navigation in consequence of the 
draw being kept open, and we are not to open it for these tags, because 
they are to pass under; all of them are to pass under. 

Therefore it is the provision that navigation rights that now exist 
over an arm of the sea to these people that are thus interested, and 
connected with them all the interests of trade therewith, are to have 
this opportunity for the use of draws for vessels under the propulsion 
of steam and within the restricted hours that may be conceded to the 
very lowest limits to which navigation should be reduced. That is the 
point and that is the principle. 

To the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS], to the effect that the people interested are to pay, and not 
the Government, I have no objection. I think the Senator will find, 
however, that the last clause is equivalent to the phrase that is already 
used in the principal section itself, after the work shall be completed 
and in operation. But that is unimportant. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have not taken the census of New 
England, but there are several millions of people there who have a 
very great interest in this question. Not only are the people ot New 
England interested, but the people along the whole line of travel 
north of New York City to Albany and above, and west of Albany. 

Mr. FRYE. There are about 1,400,000 passengers yearly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. About 1,400,000 passengers, and more of them to 
come every year. 

Now I have been warned by various constituents against mischiefon 
this subject, but I have never seen this amendment until to-day. Iam 
not sure as to how much mischief there is iu it. But if the city of New 
York desires to have travel across that Harlem River obstructed the 
Yankees will contrive to get around New York and over into New 
Jersey without coming through the great city and spending any money 
there. 

I am sorry that this proposition has been brought forward here to- 
day without previous notice. Iwish it had been printed and laid be- 
fore the Senate in the regular way. I would like to see some of my 
constituents about it. I have tried to study it here as well as I could 
by the hasty glance that I have been able to give the amendment, but 
I would like to nave a better opportunity to know what is in it. I 
would like to be assured by the Senators trom New York, who, I should 
think, would be as much interested in it as any of us, that it is to give 


increased facilities to the railroads, or at least that it is not to reduce 


their already existing facilities. s 

Mr. EVARTS. It is to give increased facility to travel, of course, 
and the Senator need not fear that New Yorkers do not wish to get into 
New England. There are more New Yorkers who wish to get into 
New England than there are New Englanders who wish to get into 
New York. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould think so. It ought to be so. 

Mr. EVARTS. There is no doubt about it. But it is not a ques- 
tion of New York wanting to get to New England. The traveling 
people of the United States are entitled to have these railroads kept 
under regulations for facilitating the traveling public; the proposi- 
tion does not look to the benefit of the railroads; and this measure 
that has passed the House and been sent here, unless it is struck out, 
is the measure to which objections are made on the part of the trav- 
eling public. But these amendments have met themall, as I imagine, 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator from New York whether it is 
not the fact that during the hours when navigation had to provide for 
open draws that right is under the regulation of the Secretary of War? 

Mr. EVARTS. All such rights are under the Secretary of War. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then may the Secretary of War not make such reg- 
ulations as to restrict the hours when draws may be opened, so that the 
railroads can occupy the other hours uninterruptedly ? 

Mr. EVARTS. That is so. Another arrangement should also be 
made which would prevent, I suppose, under the power of the Secre- 


the hopes of the persons who want this improvement are to be realized, | tary, any opening of a draw that had immediate relation to an outgo- 


these vessels will be continually passing through, 


ing or incoming train. 
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It only takes ten minutes to go out from the station to this bridge, 
and the hours should be fixed for the trains. It probably could not be 
done for all of them, but the bill provides for certain hours for all the 
principal truins going out and coming in, morning and evening or any 
other part of the day. 

It will be understood here that there is an absolute provision that 
from half past 6 to half-past 10 in the forenoon—if that is the limit 
and then irom 5 to 10 in the afternoon the draws are not open at 
all; whereas now they are open day and night, and by the require- 
ments of navigation, too, and the rightful requirements of navigation, 
until Congress chooses to subject the free navigation tosuch restrictions 
as are suitable to meet the opposite reyuirements of the public who 
may cross the stream, 

I had not expected that any question would be made about all these 
rovisions in the bill, but they are very effective throughout and re- 
nco the freedom of navigation to the lowest possible limits. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, there is not any donbt that the 
effect of this provision, if complied with, if railroads are allowed to com- 
ply with it, will be to aid very largely the railroad facilities. Doubt- 
ess it wil) result in their constructing some tracks for their accommo- 
dation across the bridge otber than those existing on the present bridge 
across the Harlem River, 

Mr. EDMUNDS, May I ask my friend from New York this ques- 
tion: Is there any law now that prevents the railroads from keeping 
up the bridges on their own account? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have never read critically the provision of the 
law, so that I am not asserting it unqualifiedly; but, as I understand 
it, the e of the railroads coming from beyond this point some dis- 
tance, ugh Harlem and across the river and into the present union 
depot, the Grand Central, is fixed by an actof the Legislature, Ihave 
been so informed by gentlemen of high character, and I am frank to 
say that I believe the information im to me; and therefore it is 
necessary to secure legislation to enable that grade to be changed. 
That is my understanding in reference to it, and I believe I have been 
eorrectly informed. 

I bave not the act here to read; and I may add, in that connection, 
that I think my colleague [Mr. EVARTS] understands the law to be as 
I do, that this grade through to the city of New York from above Har- 
lem River is fixed by an act of the Legislature of the Stateof New 
York, and therefore legislation is ni to enable the railroad to 
change its grade. Iam not sure of this ; but under our general 
railroad law in New York all our railroad companies are compelled to 
file maps of grades, which are fixed according to the maps which are 
filed by them, and those maps may be a limitation, But I do know 
that it is understood that legislation is necessary to enable the change 
of this grade to be made. 

Mr. EVARTS. ‘The grades of the streets of New York City are fixed 
by law. 

Mr. HISCOCK, Now, so far as my first judgment in this respect is 
concérned, it was that this should be a closed bridge. But upon con- 
ference with those interested it seems that the bridge might be opened 
for the space of time indicated in the clause; and that for the number 
of crafts that could sail upon Harlem River with the depth of water 
which it is expected to have under this new improvement, if they were 
limited, in going through the draws, to being propelled by tugs or 
steam, there would not be any obstruction to railroad transportation 
over the bridge. 

I do not think that the Senator from New Hampshire is right in sup- 
posing that the Secretary of War has any power to close this bridge. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam struck with admiration of the Senator for the 
small amount of knowledge he has on thissubject. I hope he will tell 
us something on this point that he does know and feel sure of, and then 


shall be obliged to him. I had the impression that during certain 


hours navigation had the right of way, from 10 a. m. to 6p. m., but 
that there were particular moments during those intervals of time when 
the draw-bridgeshould be opened, and that that was under the regulation 
of the Secretary of War; that a little 200-ton sloop, or a 25-ton fishing 
smack, coming along could not compel the opening of the draw at any 
moment during the hours from 10 a. m. to6 p. m., but that there would 
be regulations by the Secretary of War covering that point. 

Mr. HISCOCK. They have no power to compel the opening of the 
draw between 6.30 a. m. and 10.30 a. m. and between 5 o'clock and 
10 o'clock p. m. 

Mr. BLAIR. During the time when they have the right to have 
the draw open, is that an absolute right for every moment, or is 
there some directing power, like that of the Secretary of War, for in- 
stance, who can say that trains can pass at partieular moments and 
the diaw-bridge be available for that purpose? It must be so. If not, 
it could be easily so inserted in the amendment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. This is the language: 


That the Sec of War shall prescribe proper and reasonable regulations 
for the opening operating of the draws in said bridges. 


Mr. BLAIR, ‘‘ Reasonable regulations“ could so provide that others 
should have the right to pass during some moments of those 
hours when navigation had the general right to pass from 10 a. m. until 6 
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pn. A provision of that kind might be made, that the Secretary of 
ar should regulate it in that way. i 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have not the slighest objection in the world to 
putting in there if you choose, or if the Senate thinks proper, that 
the Secretary of War shall prescribe proper and reasonable regulations 
er SER Set OR mee, Reet Ove uae OF OEE the said draws 
in ri 

Mr. EDMUNDS. At whose expense? 

Mr. HISCOCK, At the expense of the railroads, of course. 

Mr. EVARTS, I think there is power enough. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There is no other bridge belonging to a railroad 
company upon which has been imposed the duty in terms of maintain- 
ing the draw. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think there are many. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I never saw any. 

Mr. BLAIR. It should be so arranged, and would be so arranged, 
by the Secretary of War as to allow the opening of the draw when the 
trains are not passing, so that, unless there was irregularity or failure 
of trains to keep time, there would be no difficulty whatever. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I should like to understand whether different 
hours than from 10 a. m. to 6 p. m., the times of opening these draws, 
can be prescribed by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. EVARTS. t me answer. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I think it should be so arran that the Sec- 
retary of War should have absolute control during all bours. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suggest this: 


And provided further, That the Secretary of War shall prescribe the times and 
223 ssa reasonable regulations for the opening and operating of the draws 
n said bridges. 


Inserting the words the times and” after the word ‘‘prescribe.’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. For the mutual accommodation of rail and sea 
travel. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move to insert, after the word ‘‘prescribe,”’ the 
words and the times. 

a PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the second proviso, after the word pre- 
scribe,” insert the words the times and; so as to read: 

And provided furiher, That the of War shall prescribe the timesand 


Seqretary 
roper and rezsonable regulations for the opening and operating of the draws 
n said bridges, 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, if I understand—I am quite sure I 
do not understand all the points in it—but my hasty examination of 
the paper leads me to suppose that from 10 o’clock a.m. to 5 o’clock 
p. m. masted vessels may open the draws as often as they please under 
rules prescribed by the Secretary of War. Whether he should let ves- 
sels go throught singly as they arrive or give them the uninterrupted 
use of a draw for a certain period, I do not see how he is to avoid in- 
terrupting the passage of the great trains which are every five minutes 
entering or leaving New York between 10 a. m. and 5 p. m. 

Those hours are to those of us who live beyond the mere suburbs tho 
most important part of the whole day. 

Mr. FRYE. They will not be interrupted any more than they are 
now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I say they will for this reason: You are greatly 
improving the depth of Harlem River with a view to increased navi- 


tion, 
ed PLATT: Yon can not get through now from North River. 

Mr. HAWLEY. You can not get through now; the Harlem is not 
navigable through its entire course, as my colleague says. You are 
proposing to let ships of a considerable size entirely through from the 
East to the North River. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from New York stated the fact that for 2 
or 3 miles from East River np the Harlem River it is now very deep, 
and navigable for large vessels, and large vessels go in there with lum- 
ber from the East, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Very few. 

Mr. FRYE. Vessels go through there filled very largely with build- 
ing materials. * 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have been crossing that place for fifty years, more 
or less, and I do not know that I was ever delayed at Harlem River by 
the draw. Now you propose to improve the Harlem by cutting a 
channel 300 feet wide and 15 deep from East River to North River, so 
as to let vessels of considerable size go throngh, and during the most 
important part of the day permit the draws to be open in such man- 
ner as the Secretary of War may prescribe. Here is sprung upon us 
at this last moment this type-written amendment, which very greatly 
affects the commerce of New England. 

The printed bill shows that the Committee on Commerce reported an 
amendment striking out all that relates to the subject. But here comes 
in a wholly unforeseen, unheralded amendment, whose effect we can not 
understand without evidence from railroad men and other qualified pa 
sons, and nota word of such evidence is presented. I would ra 
leave the thing as it is now than to jump in the dark. 
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Mr. FRYE. Mr. President 

Mr. HAWLEY. Allow me to say a word. 

I submit that, as it is a matter of great importance, there ought to be 
a separate bill, and not a type-written amendment sprung upon us at 
the last moment in the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, we had several conferences with railroad 
men, who were before us and who objected seriously to the bill as it 
came from the House, and of course there were abundant reasons for 
their objections; but at that time no railroad men objected to the 
draws. 

Mr. HAWLEY. When? 

Mr. FRYE. In conferences before the committee. They simply 
called attention t» the lact that under the law of New York they could 
not adapt their railroads to such bridges. 

Mr. HAWLEY. When? 5 

Mr. FRYE. In conferences before the committee. They simply 
called attention to the fact that under the law of New York they could 
not adapt their railroads to raised bridges and they wanted a limita- 
tion so that the raised bridges should not be required until the laws 
of New York authorized them to raise their grades. That is all that 
they required. 

Now, I agree with the Senator from Connecticut in this, that in ten 
years from now, at least, the whole city of New York will be de i 
of Congress permission to make those bridges solid like those on the 
Thames. The Thames was a river that had as much commerce on it, 
of course, and a great deal more, and it was deeper water, too, than 
this Harlem River, and yet the bridges are all solid. So, the Senator 
will remember, the Seine River, of Paris, is precisely the same, the 
bridges are all solid; and in ten years from now the city of New York, 
in my judgment, will be demanding from Congress that these bridges 
shall be made solid; but they are making no such demand now, 
neither the city of New York nor the railroads, 

Mr. HAWLEY. As to the railroads, I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator whether the chief lines were represented in any conference here 
before the committee. 

Mr. FRYE. The chief lines in New England have been represented, 
not strictly before the committee, but before me. The presidents of 
two of the roads conferred with me. 

Mr. HAWLEY, What roads were they? 

Mr. FRYE. The New York and New Haven, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Thatis one road. Neither my colleague nor myself 
has seen any one representing that important road lately. It is very 
remarkable that, baving called upon us personally and submitted 
written or printed papers to us some time ago in vigorous opposition to 
this scheme, they should come to town to approve the scheme and not 
come near us. 

Mr. FRYE. I have had letters from them too in relation to it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. From Mr. Bishop? 
ie FRYE. From Mr. Bishop, I think. Who was the former presi- 

t? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Bishop was some time ago. 

Mr. FRYE. Then from Mr. Bishop. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Clark is the president now. 

Mr. FRYE. It is tair to say that the only point considered was the 
one I have spoken of, and that was the requirement that these bridges 
should be raised at once when there is no power on the part of the 
railroads under the law to adapt their railroads to the raised brid 
That is the only point that has been discussed. Nothing was said in 
relation to draws at all. No railroad man mentioned draws. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Referring to the assent of railroads, it seems to 
me the public have much more at stake than the railroads, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Quite so. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It is a greater inconvenience to the million 
people going into the city of New York than is simply the expense the 
railroad company incurs in stopping inside with its trains. I agree with 
the Senator from Maine that the people of the city of New York very 
soon will regret the improvement of the Harlem River at any such dis- 
advantage so far as the travel that is going in and out of New York is 
concerned, and I should be very glad myself to see the amendment 
stricken out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. From beginving to end. 

Mr. WASHBURN. From beginning to end. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The whole thing. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not know that I ought to say anything more about 
the matter, but as was s ted by my colleague, when we had seen 
that this was proposed to stricken out entirely of course we were 
easy; and when an amendment was brought in here which we had never 
seen or heard about, I think it was quite right that I should call the 
attention of the chairman of the committee to the situation and ask that 
ano greatest care shall be taken with the matter when it gets into con- 

erence. 

Now, for myself, I think these bridges ought to be solid, and that 
there ought not to be the risk of the interruption of this travel from 
New England and the North and the West into and from New York 
on account of the comparatively very small interest of sailing vessels. 


The great interest is the barges that are to go through, and they are to 
go under. If this improvement is to be carried out it is to be carried 
out I suppose largely tor the purpose of transferring barges and other 
craft that would go under and not require bridges more than 24 feet 
above the water. 

Mr. EVARTS. I will say to the Senator that the great point is 
s provide wharfage communication, This wharfage will be 5 miles 
ong, 

Mr. PLATT. Thad not alluded to that and I do not care to go into 
it. Iam speaking now not for railroads or for real-estate-owners who 
want to speculate on their land, or people who desire to increase their 
wharfage, or anything of the sort. Iam speaking for the great travel- 
ing public of which I am one, and but one. I do not know what the 
railroad presidents think about this, but I do know what the people of 
my State think about it; they think there ought to be no draw-bridge 
there, and I think they are quite right about it. ; 

During this strike I think Í remember to have seen that one hundred 
and thirty-five passenger trains a day leave the New York depot over 
the New York Central and Harlem River, not including the New Haven, 
but I may be mistaken about that, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Everything that goes out has to cross that bridge. 

Mr. PLATT. So there are one hundred and thirty-five trains a day 
all told that have to go out, that is, two hundred and seventy that go 
out and come in over this bridge during the day, and during working 
hours, train hours, it is a train now for every five minutes of the day 
that would have to cross these bridges; and what opportunity is there 
going to be in the years to come, when the trains will be double, to 
open those draws without seriously interfering with travel? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have found a paper which I should have had in 
my desk if I bad known this type-written amendment was to come up, 
and it is from a representative citizen of a railroad interest, and Imay 
say not of that alone, for that is incidental, but he may be taken as a 
representative of New England for this purpose. He says: 

The project of constructing a channel two or three hundred feet in width, with 
15 feet depth of water at low tide, at the — ee of the United States Govern- 
ment, fromthe Hudson River to the East in the city of New York, by 
way of the Harlem River and 9 Dux vil Creek, is beginning to attract the 
serious attention of that part of the country which is compelled to depend upon 
land transportation to reach the city of New York. 

The plan of nog “Tones of this en rise is to connect the waters of the 
Hudson and East Rivers, so that all vessels now going between points on the 
Hudson snd points on the East River and Long Island Brand may save 10 or 12 


miles of river 9 by using this pro oruus- cu ugh the upper 
part of the city of New York. This proposed new water way is also expected 
to benefit some of the owners of real estate fronting on the Harlem River. 


It is not to improve the bridges, as the highly respected Senator from 


New York said. The primary purpose is to allow 15-foot-draught ships 
to go through and to open the way to an immense increase of commerce 
through this stream. I read further: - 


The proposition, therefore, is that the General Government d three or 
four millions of dollars to enable vessels plying between the Hu: 
Rivers to save some 12 miles of distance and to benefit some few people who 
own real estate fronting on the Harlem River. If this could be done without 
serious damage to other interests, public attention might not be called at this 
time to the enterprise. But what would be the practical result of this scheme 
if carried into effect? n 

The moment this new water sg opened to unrestricted use for all vessels 
navigating the Hudson and East Rivers, that moment all the present means of 
land communication between the city of New York and the New 


States, and all that part of the North and Northwest which reaches New York , 


by five different lines of railways, are practically blockaded at the H. 
River. Not only thia, but the local travel of the city of New York over the city 
— and over the elevated railroad bridges would in like manner be block- 


e 

Vessels ing through this new water way under United States law would 
be entitled to the first rightof way asagainstthe land travel. The result would 
be that the draws of all the bridges now crossing the Harlem River would bave 
to be kept open for the passage of vessels most of the time. Such a thingasthe 
prompt and regular running of the trains of both surface and elevated 
would be out of the question. 

Probably not less t two hundred and fifty passenger trains cross the Fourth 
avenue railroad bridge daily, bearing tens of thousands of passengers, the 
United States mails, and express matter between New York City and 1 
in New England and the West and Northwest and the North. In ad in to 
this, a vast numberof freight trains daily cross the Spuyten Duyvil Creek bridge 
of the New York Central Railroad, loaded with freight being transported be- 
tween New York City and points reached by that great artery of transportation. 
‘The two elevated railroad bridges over the lem River a vast num- 
ber of people. The travel of passengers and teams over the avenue city 
. is enormous, to say nothing of three or four other bridges now crossing 
the Harlem River and Spuyten Du Creek. 

With this new water way opened for general use, all this vast business done 


over the bridges as they now exist will be practically destroyed. It should be 


borne in mind that the traffic to be imperiled and obstructed by this so-called 
improvement consists very largely of passengers, „and express matter, 
ali of which absolutely require regular, prompt, and rapid transportation, while 
the traffic that will be accommodated by the new water way will be solely 
freight, such as brick, stone, coal, lumber, iron, and such classes of freight as 
do not require very rapid transportation, 

Itis very doubtful whether this posed new water way would result in any 
reduction to the consumer of the charge per ton on vessel fi ht between points 
on the Hudson River and other points, Long experience demonstrated 
that when Leen irine loaded into a vessel to be transported a considerable 

vn of 10 to 15 miles in that distance does not add to or dimin- 


practical benefit to consumers of freight transported b Se ene re- 
enloasion y ween 
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New York City and s large section of the country. Probably one-fourth of the 
people of the United States have either a direct or indirect interest in passing 
over ie Harlem River on the existing lines of railroads without delays or in- 
terruption. 


Observe, one-fourth of the people of the United States are to be af- 
fected in one way or another. 

The 8 arises, how can these delays and obstructions be obviated in 
ease this new water way is established? ere are only two ways. One. by 
elevating all the bridges 130 feet or more, so that vessels of all clisses can pass 
under them; the other, by carrying all the surface railroads, elevated railroads, 
and ey | streets and avenues under the river by means of tunnels. 

‘The first plan, owing to the situation of the ſand on both sides of the river, is 
utterly impracticable, 


That is the high-bridge plan. Imagine starting away up in Harlem 
somewhere, to rise 130 feet, and then get down to Forty-second street. 
You have got to reconstruet a long and greatly expensive line of rail- 
road at a cost of five, ten, or fifteen million dollars—nobody knows 
what. 

The only remedy thus left would be to resort to tunnels. In order to secure 
feasible grades for the surface and elevated raiiroads, each of these tunnels 
would have to be from 2} to 3} miles long, The tunnels for the streets and ave- 
nues would, of course, be shorter, but even these would be of considerable 


le It would require four railroad and five street tunnels to take the place 
of number of bridges now crossing the Harlem River and Spuyten Duyvil 


k. 

The cost of their construction would amount to many millions of dollars 
more than the cost of constructing the proposed water way, and when con- 
structed and put into use they would be deemed a nuisance and a source of 
dread to the millions of peop who would be compelled to pass through them. 
In view of this condition of affairs, which is certain to arise in case this water 


of it by means of bridges. 

A feasible and sensible plan would be to provide that bridges might be main- 
tained and new Lenk erected across the water way with fixed spans and 
without draws, vided a apace of 25 feet was leit between high-water mark 
and the under side of the bridges, This would permit the passage of barges, 
canal boats, and a very large proportion of vessels navigating the Hudson und 
East Rivers, 

But this amendment dodges all that and provides for draws and the 
passage of masted vessels, 

Steam-tugs would also be able to pass through, and those whose smoke-stacks 
* too high cduld have them hinged and dropped while passing under the 
bridges. 

You know how thatis in London. No masted vessels go above Lon- 
don bridge, but innumerable little steamers having hinged funnels drop 
them down and run under many bridges, bearing passengers or draw- 


ing barges several miles up. 


By this method all the reasonable demands of those engaged in water trans- 
portation would be met and the interests of all traveling by land would be pre- 


served, 
Within the next twenty years probably the population of that part of New 
York City north of the Harlem River will be from 500,000 to 750,000. 


There is no use in trying to calculate how far upthe Hudson River New 
Vork City will grow, but hundreds of thousands, perhaps millions, in a 
practically continuous city will be there. 
Both sides of the river will be built up. From this point of view, how much 
better would the a nee of this part of the city be if the river was spanned 
by graceful and elegant bridges like the Thames in London and Seine in Paris, 
It would seem as though nothing would tend so much to retard the future 


growth of the city north of the river as to force every one going to or from it 
to pass through underground and under-river tunnels. 


Now, I think that is a conclusive argument against the proposition 
in the bill and against the ameniment, and I had almost said against 
the whole improvement, unless it be aimed solely to provide transpor- 
tation by means of heavy barges and tugs with low or hinged funnels. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the subject of the Harlem improve- 
ment has been before the country populations immediately affected by 
it and before Congress; appropriations have been made and expendi- 
tures have been also applied to the work this year. There was a de- 
sire that an appropriation should be made to keep the work agoing 
towards its completion. No objection was made to that, that I know 
of, but it was found that s me guaranty should be given in regard to 
the protection and use of the competing interests of travel across it. 

Mr. President, all the important departments of commerce in the 
city of New York—their papers are on your table—desire this improve- 
ment to be made. The people who live there in the city, either below 
or above Harlen River, desire that it shall be made. They do not de- 
sire that their interests of traversing this canal should not be properly 
protected, and they are all satistied that there should be a proper pro- 
tection of travel across the canal. 

Now, the Senator would make us believe that these t masses of 
population that are to be affected by the obstruction, if you please, to 
the street communications that are to be carried across over the ele- 
vated bridges can not weigh and estimate their interests. It is idle to 
speak of the addition of the 4 miles of wharfage having two sides to it 
as unimportant to the interests and the commerce of New York, nor of 


the people who live in such contiguity as that they are to be.served 
by this water communication in their daily uses and occasions, If a 
city of the size ol a fraction of this population that are to be served by 
this were cut off from communication to water and it could be fur- 
nished them, there would be no end to the demand, and the proper 
demand, that, if operations of the Government could meet it, they 
should be exercised in their behalf. 

And now we come to the question of navigation. As I have said, 
this arm of the sea, without aid from our Government, without aid ex- 
cept by accommodating themselves to the natural armlet to the sea, 
have their rights, and these are to be curtailed by this amendment, and 
would be orena toa certain extent beyond by the intimation of 
the Senator from Connecticut. 

It is very easy to talk abont all the people of this conntry wanting 
to go across that river and not wanting to have a draw-bridge if, at 
the moment they were crossing, they should be impeded; but this is 
talking wholly in the air. We have already estimated the amount of 
interlerence, although now every time that a sloop wishes to have a 
draw-bridge opened it can require it. The Senator himself says that 
he has seen it for filty years and has never been impeded a moment in 
crossing from New England to New York or New Jersey. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator permit me? That is the very 
reason why we do not want it impeded; and the Senator knows that 
the $4,000,000 to improve Harlem River is for the purpose of letting 
masted vessels go through, and using draws. 

Mr. EVARTS. Very well. I will go on with my observations, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I would rather you would answer that. 

Mr. EVARTS. Answer what? 

Mr. HAWLEY. What I said now. The Senator said that this had 
been going on fifty years and nobody had been bothered. 

Mr. EVARTS. I did not say that. I said you had not been. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam one of the four or five million, and I never 
heard of any other one of the five million saying that he had been both- 
ered, simply because you do not take masted vessels through there 
now; but the Senator knows that the purpose of the improvement ig 
to take big, masted vessels through and have draws where three or four 
hundred trains a day, freight and passenger, muy go through. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Senator is wholly mistaken in his statement 
that the Harlem improvement will favor navigation. It is admitted 
that navigation will increase, but at this moment there is a right for 
these masted schooners to go up this navigation as it naturaily exists, 
and the draws are open for them now; whenever they demand it they 
have aright to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May Task my friend if he is aware of the state of 
commerce when they have got through the draw, going up from the 
harbor of New York, whether there is any business, or place, or any- 
thing else that anybody would want to go any more than they would 
want to godown Rock Creek and up the Eastern Branch? There is 
nothing. 

Mr. EVARTS. You mean as navigation now stands? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As it now stands, as business now is, The masted 
schooner might just as well ask us to build agreat big draw-bridge for 
national vessels togo up to Bladensburgh as tocut through that Williams 
bridge, if that 1s the name of it, to get up the two or three miles of 
little slough that runs up there among the rocks, where a great lot of 
people, I perfectly well know, have a good many interests. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Senator is speaking about the portion of this 
water communication that I am not paying the least attention to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Exactly ; I think so. 

Mr. EVARTS. It is from the East River and open navigation there. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the very river. 

Mr. EVARTS. And the wide navigation there, and the deep navi- 
gation there, and the masted schooners there that now pass through 
the draw that is over this bridge that is down on the level of the water. 
Now, it is not necessary to repeat over and over again that this im- 
provement will increase the navigation. That we admit. That is 
what it is for. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish the Senator would permit one observation, 
because it will help him I know. It is offered with that motive. 

Mr. EVARTS. Well. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from New York knows they do not 
go through now. They go up a little way and are plugged up, bottled 
up; syp the proposition is to make a great water communication clear 
through, 

Mr. EVARTS. That I understand, and that I am in favor of, and I 
have repeated it over and over again. I know that this will be a differ- 
ent affair after the improvement is made from what it is now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But the Senator knows that the object is to take 
great ships through which have never been through. He has made 
the point of there having been no interruption when he is proposing to 
put hundreds of masted vessels through there daily. 

Mr. EVARTS. That is all included, if you please, in the increase 
of navigation. I have ag toit. The Government is asked to spend 
a million to accomplish that result of favoring navigation; and in that 
all the water-borne intercourse trom the West is interested; all that comes 
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down the Hudson River, all that comes through the canal, the great 
canal, All are interested in the opening of this communication, and 
in the canal-boats and barges aud such vessels as have a right to navi- 
gate. There is no doubt about that; it is a large affair, It adds 8 
miles to the wharfage of the city; and there has been the greatest evi- 
dence and the most reliable evidence that the lack of wharfage is one 
Sete great expenses of our great and growing port. That is a great 
r. 

All these people on the hither side of this canal are interested, as every 
community is, in having water-borne freight of bulky materials, bricks, 
and lumber, and coal, and all, that make up the mass consumed by a 
vast population. These are not to be underrated, they are not to be 
whistled down the wind, and then said that a traveler thinks that he 
does not want to be interrupted. Of course he does not, and there is 
no reason that he should want to be interrupted; but the whole popu- 
lation is not moving back and forth every day. 

Mr. President, the experience ot this road as now used is that the 
opening of the draw is not a very serious impediment when the bridge 
is raised 24 feet, and it will be reduced to the minimum; and this ex- 

tation that all high-masted schooners are to go through this canal 

an entire mistake. Those that will go through are the lumber-ves- 

sels and the brick-vessels that now come down the North River or from 

Maine and other Eastern States and come through the East River; and 
it is their accommodation that is to be provided for. 

These railroads understand not their interests exclusively, they un- 
derstand this interest of travel. Their interest is that travel should 
be kept open. There is no better organ of the representation of the 
interests of travel than the Central Railroad Company that carries from 
New York across this navigation all the mass of travelers that go up 
and go west and those who go east also. That is a good nerve, is it 
not, to feel the interests of travel? It is idle tosay that the interests 
of the railroad company have been regarded except as the representa- 
tion of travel. It is not a question of expense to them. The question 
is how much obstruction may be fairly submitted to for navigation’s 
sake and yet preserve all these t interests of travel. That is the 
topic and that is the subject. You are discussing the question whether 
you are to terminate the Harlem River improvement becausee of an in- 
convenience of a draw, when limited in its hours, when limited to steam 
navigation, and when all other interests of the population there are 
ready to submit to it. 

There are already three or four of these bridges raised by require- 
ment up to 24 feet above the tide, but they all have draws. I do not 
know whether the State of New York, unless Congress chooses to exert 
its authority to the contrary, has not the right to require that the navi- 
gation shall bekept open. Is it not altogether here that we are inter- 
ested in seeing that bridgesare not built to obstract navigation and that 
navigation has a right to its way, although it is not so numerous nor 
so vast as the traffic now by the railroads on the great points of travel? 
We put in an amendment here upon that subject, and we all under- 
stand that that navigation is not as great in its individual exercises 
as a competing interest, but we all recognize that a nayigation is to 
be recognized and is not to be suppressed when there is not an abso- 
lute demand for it. 

Mr. President, it is said that more attention should be given to this 
matter. Why, the railroads have been attentive to this matter for 
months. The traveling people have been attending to it. The popu- 
lation in New York, the Chamber of Commerce, the Maritime Trans- 
portation Company, and various important organizationsof interest and 
of labor desire that this improvement shall be made. When, there- 
fore, we have reduced all restrictions upon navigation, all impediment 
to travel across it, except as now left open to a certain extent, we are 
now blazed upon with the infirmities of travel if they are to suffer, and 
natural navigation improved as it will be to have a right of navigation 
or accommodating these competing roads. 

Mr, President, every care has been shown and all this amendment 
has been drawn in the interest of travel and none of it in the interest 
of navigation. Every step taken in this amendment is for enlargement 
of travel and reduction of navigation, and you have all the night where 
there is no navigation, and you have these four hours in the busiest 
parts of tiavel absolutely closed to the opening of draws, and four 
hours again, from the afternoon into the evening; and then you have 
the regulative power of the Secretary of War to fix the use and opera- 
tion of the draw during the hours when it may be opened for the oc- 
casion to commerce. 

Mr. HOAK. Mr. President, I represent probably the community 
which bas the largest interest in the railroad traffic which is to be affected 
by this scheme. It is not only the travel to and from New York of the 

ple of Massachusetts and the rest of New England and east of New 

ork, but it is the whole traflic between the South and the North, to 

which the city of New York is already a sufficient and very inconvenient 
impediment, that is interested in this matter. 

I think that we havea right to ask of the Senate to strike out this 
whole scheme so far as it involves these draw-bridges. I say nothing 
about whether they shall continue the excavations or not and to wait 
and have that come forward in a separate bill, Neither of the Sena- 


tors from New York who have addressed the Senate so earnestly has 
produced any statistics here or any estimate from any competent au~ 
thority as to the amount of freight which will be carried by water 
along this newly excavated water way or as to the amount of freight 
or number of passengers to be impeded by the existence of draws over 
those bridges. 

Mr, President, everybody knows, and nobody knows it so well as 
the Senators from the Western and Southern States, that the law of 
commerce is the diminution of water transportation after you have 
once got inside from the coast of the continent as compared with land 
transportation. Four or five years ago it had become true that even 
in regard to that great artery of commerce, the Mississippi River, there 
were seven bridges, I think, above St. Louis, each one of which carried 
more eastern and western travel than the whole travel which passed 
beneath it upon the river, and that condition of things must, I sup- 
pose, have been increasing and growing ever since for the last five 
years. 

How preposterous it is, when the Committee on Commerce had, so 
far as we all knew, without any dissent or question. undertaken to 
strike this whole matter from the bill and leave it to come up asa piece 
of separate and important legislation, to come in here at the last hour 
of the afternoon and the last moment almost of the consideration of the 
bill and ask the Senate to put in this new and freshly devised scheme, 
submitted to all the rest of the Senate except the committee, and per- 
haps the committee also, now for the first moment at this time. I un- 
derstand my friend from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM] says he never saw it 
before, though a member of the Committee on Commerce. 

In other words, you are asked, if you adopt this proposition of the 
Senator from New York, to do something which he admits will more 
or less seriously affect the transportation by land of the millions upon 
millions of persons and the hundreds of thousands upon hundreds of 
thousands of tons of freight which pass from New England to the South 
and from the South to New England, and from Northern New York to 
the South and from the South to Northern and Eastern New York, and 
from all those places—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And from the whole Northwest to New York. 

Mr. HOAR. And from the whole Northwest to New York, which 
comes that way also, and from all those places that I have mentioned 
besides the Northwest to and from the city of New York itself, and 
you are asked to do that without even a map showing the situation, 
which is of course a less important matter, and without even a single 
estimate from any quarter of the comparative value of the interests af- 
fee or the comparative number of persons who are to be inconven- 
ienced. 

Therefore, I am prepared, if the Committee on Commerce still de- 
sire it, to agree that this excavation which is begun shall go on if they 
think it best, but I think the whole of the rest of this paragraph should 
be stricken ont, and that, I understand, is the motion made orto be made 
by the Senator from Connecticut, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not care about any of it. 

Mr. HOAR. That at least should be stricken out, and we should 
have this great subject brought before us in a separate bill ata time 
when the Senate can give as much attention to it at least as they gave 
to the single matter of the bridge at Arthur Kill goinginto New York 
from New Jersey, when we shall have the statistics and the arguments 
and the opinions of experts and of railroad men. It is not enough to 
say that two railroad men have written letters to my honorable friend, 
the chairman of the Committee on Commerce. This committee ought 
to send for persons and papers and probe this thing to the bottom. It 
is a matter for all time and an inconvenience fer all time. If you once 
get this thing done it is a thing that will be very hard indeed to undo. 

Mr. WASHBURN, Lask what is the proposition immediately under 
consideration now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment to the amendment, 
proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will my friend from Minnesota yield to me to 
move to adjourn? There is no quorum and we can not vote on this 
question to-night. 

Mr. WASHBURN, I was going to su t an amendment to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York and that is to 
strike out all of the amendment after the word bridge, in line 11, 
to the end of the paragraph, in line 23. That would provide for solid 
bridges; that is, it would provide for bridges without draws. It would 
provide for the appropriation of $350,000, but strike out all that por- 
tion of the amendment that refers to draw-bridges. It seems to me 
with that we can all agree to pass the amendment. 

. That part to be left in the same as it is ſound in 
the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate adjourn, and I ask that 
in the mean time this amendment may be printed, in order to see what 
it is. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Before putting that motion the Chair 
will dispose of some business on his table. 

Mr. GIBSON, I ask the Senator from Vermont to withdraw his mo- 
tien, so that I may make a request, 
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The PRESIDENT pro Before submitting the motion, the 
Chair will receive any morning business or formal matters that may be 
offered. 

Mr. GIBSON. I submit and desire to have printed in the RECORD 
an article on the Mississippi River improvement by one of the engineers, 
Capt. Smith 8. Leach, who has been engaged in that work. 

There being no objection, the paper was ordered to be printed in the 
Record, as follows: 

THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER—WHAT IT NEEDS AND WHY IT NEEDS IT, 

The Manufacturers’ Record is able to present this week one of the most im- 

rtant and valuable of its series of articles on Mississippi River improvement, 

the pen of Capt. Smith S. Leach, United Sta es engineer, now located at 
Boston, formerly of Memphis. Captain Leach was for twelve years in active 
cha: of Mississippi River improvement operations, for five years secretary of 
the Mississippi River Commission, and for seven years United States engineer 
in charge of Government work on the river between Cairo and the mouth of 
White Kiver. He is ed by the people of that section as one of the ablest 
engineers in the Army, and by many thought to understand the 8 of 
the Mississippi River better than any engineer since the time of Captain Eads. 
Captain Leach’s paper is given below: 

“The popular conception of the Mississippi River is that it is simply a stream 
of water; that its channel is nothing more than a containing vessel, oblivious 
of its contents; that its floods areon 7 the spilling out ofa portion of the water 
at times when the vessel is too small for its purpose, and that the remedy for 
such an overflowing river is the same as for an overflowing tub. 

“The Mississippi isa stream of water. to be sure, but it is very much more 
than that. The water carries in suspension a varying but always considerable 
quantity of sediment, Its chanuel isa plastic conduit, formed by the river itself, 
and as sensitive to its demands as a mother to the caress of her child, undergo- 
ing incessant changes in nse to the moods of the current, 

These changes, so far as they affect the capacity of the channel to doits work, 
are of two kinds, one of which makes the bed larger and is benefice al, while the 
other makes it smaller and is detrimental. Both depend upon the ability of 
the water, considered as a vehicle, to carry the sediment, considered as its load, 
The vehicular power of the water is derived solely from the fact that it is in 
motion, and the best index of this power is the amountof motion as represented 
in the velocity. Changes which make the channel larger are caused by the 
moving water taking up material from the bed and carrying it away and are 
the result of accelerated velocity. Teup which make the channel smaller 
are caused by a portion of the sediment suspension being deposited on the 
bottom and are the result of diminished velocity. 

The conditions of the problem aresoinfinitely various that no exact relation 
has been or can be established between the velocity of flowing water and its 
sediment-carrying power. But thousands of concordant observations demon- 
strate that no matter with what velocity the river is fowing and no matter what 
amount of sediment it may be carrying, ifthe the velocity be decreased, some 
of the sediment will be deposited. The converse of the proposition, though 
equally true in the aggregate, is more subject to exception in individual cases, 
A man is ever more ready to lay down a burden than to take one up, and can 
carry a load whieh he conid not lift, aud a river may be excused for manifest- 
— ike disposition. Chan unfavorable to the efficiency of the channel 

ng produced with greater facility than those favorable, the general tendency 
of the river in its natural condition is to deteriorate. 

"The channel which the river now has is the net result of its present silt- trans- 
porting power. Any channel which it may have in the future will be the re- 
sult of the same cause, the then silt-trausporting power, and will be better or 
worse than the present one, aceordingly as the ee Romer of the stream 
has been increased or diminished by natural noies or human effort. In all 
questions of the regimen of this river and of es in it for the purpose of 
eee the matter of first and paramount importance is the effect upon 

è velocity, 

very scheme advanced, no matter by whom or for what reasons, should be 
at once subjected to this crucial test, and made to stand or fall by the result. 
ie result of which is to diminish the velocity throughout a section 
of the channel is vicious and the advantages prom’ by itillusory. Plans 
which tend to conserve or increase the velocity are beneficial, and any disad- 


‘vant which may accompan 
— — touchstone which Histir ishes the true metal of every applicant for 


the obstruction. Numerous actual measurements in the bed of the river pre- 
clude r of the truth of this pro: tion, Seb Alain that the escape 
of water from the channel is accom panied by deposits w, which fact granted, 
the other changes stated follow as consequences of the elementary laws of hy- 
draulics, The results have been published in detail and so widely distributed 
that persons desiring information can easily obtain them, otherwise 
inclined would not be benefited by their repetition here. One instance, how- 
ever, of recent occurrence and of momentous significance will be given, 

“ During the last flood a crevasse in the levee at Nita, La., on the east bank, 
abont 60 miles above New Orleans, having a width of 3,000 feet and a depth of 
15 fect, was found by actual measurement to have a discha: of 400,000 cubic 
feet per second. or 30 per cent. of the entire discharge of the river immediately 
above the crevasse. As the result of this great outlet the depression of flood 
surface immediately below the break, where there is a permanent gauge. was 
11 feet, while at New Orleans, 60 miles below, it was only 1 foot, and at ue- 
mine, 50 miles above, this crevasse had no effect at all, 

This case shows conclusively that even the engineers who haye op out- 
lets for the reasons above set forth have conceded entirely too much as to the 
immediate relief afforded by depression of flood surface, both in its amount and 
its extent, and bave, by their frankness, given unwarranted aid and comfort to 
the outlet supporters. That outlets must disappoint the expectations of their 
advocates as to the amount of lowering of flood surface for a given volume of 
escape was noted by the able pioneers in this subject, Generals Humphreys and 
Abbot. Lacking actual measurements, 215 sup the proposition by a 
very ingenious method of indſreot proof, which showed in part, but not coom- 

letely, the fatility of outlets as a menus of flood relief. In the case of this year 
ust cited an actual outlet was in operation, and ali the quantities involved were 
directly measured, 

“It isa giganticclinic upon an aggravated case of the outlet plague, and shows 
that ns a meats of inoculation against overflows the outlet is a distinct failure. 
It bas long been conceded that nothing in the way of benefits could be looked 

for from an outlet, except a temporary local d of flood suriace propor- 
tionate to the amount of water taken out, and now it a that this last sur- 
yiving hope is shattered. The relief afforded is so ng us compared with 
the effort and risk of obtaining it, the effect so insignificant as compared with 


its eause, that ifall the evils of outlets were discredited there woul 4 still be no 
excuse for making them. A mountain in labor to bring forth a mouse does not 


as a route for navigat That are defective ia not because the en is 
t because it is misdirected. It has already been intimated that less 
energy is required to prevent a d t than to remove it after it is made. So, 


also, it is far easier to maintain a c. nel once formed than to open a new one, 
The river has ample cnerey to maintain a channel of proper navigable depth 
and d ng capacity if itcan be made to work, as every acy should 
work to the best advantage and without waste of That it does not so 
work is due to the fact that the discharge and elevation of the surface are mo- 
mentarily changing, and with them the positions of bank lines and the location 
and direction of the line of greatest velocity and maximum effort. 

“ Nosooner isa sufficient channel obtained in one piace than the current leaves 
it to be obliterated by deposits, while the work which would have easily main- 
tained itis wasted in scouring out anew and inferior one, or diss! 
among several. Every mile of the river is a witness to the truth of this pro 
sition, since the places where the thalweg is stable in position are invariab! 
good and those where it is shifting are invariably bad, No exception to th 
rule gan be found between Cairo and the Gulf, 

“What nature has failed to do, and what remains for man to accomplish in 
order to fit the Mississippi River to his wants and uses, is summed up in the one 
word ‘control,’ Guide the current as the skillfal workman guides his tool, and it 
will not fail to carve out a channel commensurate in size with the magnificent 
agency employed and worthy of the greatest of rivers, traversing and — 
the most fruitful and prosperous of countries. 

“The requisite control is to be obtained by a partial reversal of the present re- 
lations of the stream and its bed. It has been shown that the channel is the 
ready servant, the stream the imperious master. The inconstant current seeks 
a change and the subservient shore retires before it. In this respect, as 
the sides of the channel, the present relation of master and slave must be re- 
versed. The servile banks must be strengthened and incited to revolt against 
their tyrant and to impose a like bondage in return, The current, no longer 
able to shift at will, devotes its energy to scouring out the bottom, working 
constantly on the same line and always to the best advantage, The stream 
acting under such constraint will mold its channel to the largest attainable 
size 5 capacity and in the form best adapted to the needs of 
nav n. 

“Although this is a statement of theories, it may not be amiss to interject a 
word asto of structures have been evolved in theshort 
ence al y bad which may be relied upon to do the work expected of É 
and which can be constructed at reasonable cost. A caving bank can bo pro- 
tected or a secondary channel closed with as much certainty as pertains to the 
building of a road or the dig of acanal, Moreover, these structures have 
been built at a cost which will allow them to be applied to tho entire river with- 
out exceeding the sum which the ret Manchester proposes to pay for a canal 
connecting her with deep water in Mersey. 

“ Control by means of protected banks is complete aud sufficient only so long 
as the river is within its banks. When it rises above their level the control be- 
comes partial and necessarily inadequate. In years of great floods the surface 
of the water is above the natural bank level from two months at Cairo to six 
months at New Orleans. Without artificial restraint nearly one-third of the 
entire discharge of the river at extreme flood takes aan outside its per 
channel, as was case in 1882 above Vicksburg and in 1890 above Helena, 
The proportion decreases as the bank level is approached, but the te 
loss of volume weit l flood period is enormous. It has been shown the 
fundamental principle upon which the improvement is based is the control of 
the water in the channel. 

“Toallow large quantities to escape. HN times one-third of the whole, 
does violence to every idea which can bly be associated with the word con- 
trol.“ Water flowing in the channel is the agency of improvement, and when 
any of it escapes a part of the potential with it, and a co: meas- 
ure of the improvement is sacrificed. The current is to be guided so as to do 
the desired work; the more water the more current and the more current the 
more work. When the volume is ata maximum the current has its greatest 
capacity for work, and will then produce results beyond those which it can at- 

n at any other time. To secure the greatest possible improvement of the 
channel it is necessary that the greatest attainable volume of water be made to 
flow through the channel. That this condition is not realized when a large 
volume is escaping over the sides needs but to be stated to be conceded. 

The necessary control of the enrrent beyond that produced by the natural 
banks, re-enforced by protective works, is effected by means of artificial em- 
bankments placed on the shores, and of sufficient height to restrain the highest 
floods. Logically they should follow the shape of the banks, and in co 
they do, so lar us other and controlling conditions permit. Prevention of escape 
is control in a large measure, and for that purpose levees as now built are fully 
effective, for they limit the escape to the relatively insignificant volume con- 
tained between them and the edges of the channel. 

“The difference between the effect of a given diminution of velocity in produc- 
ing deposit and that of equal acceleration in producing scour has been noted. 
The distinction is a very important one and finds a new application in this con- 
nection, It makes possible a number of improved channels in other 
waters which have been opened by dredging and have then been maintained 
by the force of a current which been powerless to excavate them. Deposit 
is by its nature a gradual operation, ring time for its accomplishment, and 
therefore depending on average conditions. Scour is a more sudden phenome- 
non, and largely depends on maximum conditions. It is a matter of common 
obser*ation on all silt-bearing streams that deposits decrease rapidly in rate 
at higher levels and rarely extend above the ove flood e. 

“The velocity, which represents the possibi'ity of scour, increases regularly 
when under control to the extreme flood-levvl, the increment for the last foot 
of rise being as great as for any other foot. A mistaken anal with the de- 

iting action has caused too much weight to be given to the element of time 

n producing scour and has given color to the idea that control of high waters 

might properly cease at some stage below extreme flood. The utmost limit of 

channel development, which means the greatest measure of improvement, will 

result from the greatest intensity of the force which creates the channel and 

from no other cause. That greatest intensity of erosive force will result from 
the complete restraint of the floods and from no oth -r cause. 

Great floods recurring at intervals of several years and confined to the bed of 
the river will create a channel which but for such floods and such restraint 
never could be created. That channel periodically established, the lesser in- 
tervening floods will maintain at a size greater they could themselves 
have produced, so that the degree of im ment as maintained will depend 
upon the magnitude of the greatest floods which are controlled and will reach 
a maximum only when all foods are controlled. 

In its natural condition the channel deteriorates, The deterioration must bo 
stopped and a condition of improvement substituted. The cause of the dete- 
rioration is the escape of water from the channel, The remedy is to remove 
the cause, which can only be done by coufining the floods. The improvement 
of the channel is to be effected by the control of the current, The control at 
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all stages, within or above the banks, will be more effective if the floods are 
restrained, 


degree the forces which tend to its betterment, 

‘Bya happy coincidence the construction of levees realizes a combination of 
the greatest force forimprovement and the least resistance to its action, That 
larger results will be obtained under these conditions than can be for 
otherwise does not admit of a doubt. That the importance of the M pi 
River, the magnitude of the interests depending upon it, and its influence as a 
factor in the prosperity of the whole country deserve and demand the most 
complete and periect improvement attainable is equally certain. 

i any proposition more than another is inconsistent with everything that has 
been stated in this paper, it is one which has obtained wide currency and on 
which opposition to levee-building is largely based: that levees cause deposits 
in the ps Seats and thereby raise the bed of the river. The votaries of this 
doctrine ignore the testimony of the Mississippi itself, which is eonclusive 
* them, and depend upon an alleged analogy with the Yellow River of 

ina, about which no one knows anything, and with the Po, of which every- 
thing that is known refutes their hypothesis. 

“Another argument inst the attempt to confine the floods is that itis an im- 
poe undertaking; that it has never been accomplished and never can be. 

e facts are that the flood of 1890 was the largest on record from Helena to the 
Gulf; that it was confined between levees over the same distance with a Joss of 
only 1 mile in 300, as against I ın 22 in 1882, Lin 35in 1883, and l in 120 in 1884. If 
this be failure, what is success? A reasonable man will not abandon a cherished 
undertaking while his resources are une is last effort ia mark- 
edly more successful than any previous one, 

“ With the advantages of leyees unappreciated, their difficulties exaggerated, 
and dangers asserted when none exist, it is small wonder that the cause has 
languished and that its active advocates have of carrying their 
convictions and their purses in the same pocket. vate interest has com- 
＋ the residents of the Mississippi Valley to stud question, and stud 

deeply. They bave learned by that study that there isa public interest whi 
will be benefited jointly with their private welfare by the construction and 
maintenance of asystem of levees, and their appeal has no more sinister pu 
than to secure an equitable co-operation of that joint interest in the pu t of 
the common object." 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the joint resolution (S. 
R. 120) appropriating money to the Territory of Oklahoma to relieve 
destitution therein, with amendments in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 


RELIEF TO OKLAHOMA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 120) ap- 
propriating money to the Territory of Oklahoma to relieve destitution 
therein. 

i The amendments of the House of Representatives were read, as fol- 
ows: 


Line * after the word “ balance,” insert or so much thereof as may be noc- 


Line 6, strike out “to the Territory of Oklahoma.” 

Line 7, strike out “governor thereof” and insert “Secretary of War.“ 

Line 8, strike out “ that Territory and insert the Territory of Oklahoma.” 
wo and 10, strike out “governor of Oklahoma” and insert Secretary of 

ar.“ 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate disagree to the amendments 
of the House of Representatives and request a conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. PLUMB, Mr. 
Wie and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senatea communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in answer to a resolu- 
tion of the 6th instant, a statement showing the names of all officers 
of the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps who are on the retired-list and 
are now drawing pensions; which, on motion of Mr, CoCKRELL, was 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed, 


PROHIBITION OF AMERICAN PORK. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to printed: 
To the Senate: 

in Seen with the resolution of the Senate of the 26th of July, 1890, call- 
ing for all correspondence not already submitted to Congress and now on file 
in the Department of State touching the efforts made by this Government to 
secure the modification or eae by the French Government of its decree of 
1881, prohibiting the importation into France of American pork and kindred 
American products, I transmit herewith a report from the Acting Secretary on 
the subject with the accompanying correspondence, 

BENJ. HARRISON, 


Ex 


aud h 


RoUTIVE Mawsiox, 

Washington, August 15, 1890. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I renew my motion to adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 52 minutes p. m.) 
ry Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, August 16, 1890, at 

0 clock a. ™, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. ~ 
FRIDAY, August 15, 1890, 
The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CuTHBERT, 


The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up for consideration 
the conference report on the Indian appropriation bill, but will yield 
a moment to the gentleman from New York [Mr. BELDEN ], who desires 
to make a request of the House for unanimous consent, 

Mr. BELDEN. Lask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 276) providing for leave of absence for officers and 
employés in the customs service of the Government, who receive per 
diem compensation. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry: 
Whether the regular order is not the question that was pending when 
the House adjourned last night. . 

Mr. SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that perhaps the gentleman had 
better not raise the question at present, in view of the state of public 
business. 

Mr. BELDEN. I renew my request for unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of Senate bill No. 276. 

The bill was read at length for information. 

bait PERAE, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the ? : 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, before I decide whether to object 
or not I want to ask a question or two of the gentleman from Ne 
York. I would like to have the attention of the gentleman. i 

Mr. CUMMINGS addressed the Chair. G 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Does not the objection come too late, 
if it is made now. 

The SPEAKER. Itdoes not. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rose to object. 

The SPEAKER. There is objection. The gentleman from Iowa 
objects. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of the confer- ` 
ence report upon the Indian appropriation bill. As the report was 
published in the RECORD of this morning, Lask unanimous consent to 
dispense with the reading of the report, but to let the statement be 
read, which will explain the matter more in detail to the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause,] The Chair 
hears none. 

The statement was read. It will be found on pages 8584 and 8585 | 
of this volume, 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the adoption of the confer- 
ence report. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to come to some under- 
standing, if possible, with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, CANNON] 
and others, as to what time shall be consumed in debate. 

Mr. CANNON, There is no desire, so far as I am concerned, to 
consume much time in debate. 

I would like to know something about this conference report. I 
have listened to the report as well as I could during its reading by the 
Clerk, and I would like to understand its scope and to find out enough 
about it to see whether as a member of this House I can vote for it. 

Mr. PERKINS. With that understanding, Iam quite willing that 
we shall proceed without fixing or agreeing upon the time to be con- 
sumed in debate. p 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ionly desire to ask the gentleman from Kansas 
(Mr. Perkins] in charge of the bill, what is the number of new offi- 
ces created by the bill and what increases of salary are made? 

Mr. PERKINS. There are no new offices created by the bill what- 
ever, except as we have provided for three commissions to conduct 
negotiations and to settle some controversies that exist. Otherwise 
there is not a single new office created by the bill, except as one of the 
Senate amendments makes some changes in the Indian police service 
and provides a few minor offices. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to ask the gentleman a question, I 
would like to ask what was the aggregate amount appropriated by this 
bill when it the House? 7 

Mr. PERKINS. _ A little over $6,000,000. There were some items 
stricken out on a point of order while the bill was nnder considera- 
tion in Committee of the Whole, and after those items were stricken 
out I did not make a computation. For that reason I can not give the 
exact amount; but it was a little in excess of $6,000,000, , 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will ask the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 


PERKINS] if he can give the exact amount of the increase by the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr, PERKINS. The statement made by the conferees gives the 
amount. oe just read. I will give it to the gentleman from the 
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The Senate amendments to the bill carried appropriations of $1,- 
245,184.73. The conferees reduced the Senate appropriations $83,- 
127.18. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is this not an increase on the amount of the 
appropriation as the bill passed the House? 

Mr. PERKINS. In the Senate, if the gentleman will permit me, 
there were added to the bill items aggregating $436,667.47, which is 
to be taken from funds that belong to the Indians and now in the 
‘Treasury and distributed per capita to the Indians to whom it belongs, 
and $395,000 was appropriated by the Senate amendments that are to 
be returned to the Government or for which the United States are to 
be reimbursed, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to ask the gentleman whether the con- 
ferees, after the House non-concurred ia the Senate amendments, have 
not increased the amount and made it more now carried by the bill 
than if the Senate amendments had been adopted. 

Mr. PERKINS. No; we have reduced the amount in conference 
committee, as shown by the statement, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I find the charge made elsewhere in debate 
upon this conference report that it has made an increase. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is a mistake. There is not a single item in- 
creased by the conference committee over what was appropriated in the 
Senate or the House, nota single item, and the aggregate amount of 
reduction is several thousand dollars. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Has the gentleman seen the statement made 
elsewhere? 

Mr. PERKINS. I have not seen the statement. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. A statement was made officially that the 
amount was increased by these conferees. 

Mr. PERKINS. I have seen no such statement made officially or 
otherwise; but, if such a statement has been made, it is erroneous, be- 
canse not an item of the bill has been increased in the conference com- 
mittee over what was allowed in the Senate or in the House. 

Mr, ROGERS. And you put in no new items in conference? 

Mr. PERKINS. We put in no new items. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not think it would he proper for me to 
refer to what a Senator had to say; but if the gentleman will read the 
Recorp he will see what was said. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would be very glad to know what it was and 
should not consider it unparliamentary to have it read, because I am 
certain that if such a statement was made the Senator was in error, 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman will turn 
to page 9248 of the RECORD [page 8490 of this volume] there is a state- 
ment made by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes], in which 
he says that the increase made in the bill after it went into conference 
was $12,830.40. 

`- Mr.PERKINS. He is certainly mistaken if he is reported correctly 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Here is the tabulated state- 
ment. If the gentleman will turn to the RECORD of August 14, page 
9248, he willsee the statement given by Mr. Dawes. 


Indian bill for 1891. 
Amount as passed House. ... eee eee . e ese savas $6, 022, 638, 75 
. ˙ ˙ A K Sectnapdesss pn tevciawyseeteed pheveqeess (ise 1, 260, 654. 01 
7, 283, 292, 76 
Increase in conference (net). .. .. . . „ 12, 839. 40 
Amoni ay AUTOS LO si is . docdeamsccerccbos 7, 296, 132.16 


There is the statement of the Indian bill. So that unless the Sena- 
tor is mistaken the fact is that this bill wasincreased by the conference 
committee by that net amount, By the House conferees receding and 
the Senate conferees receding, the net result of these concessions is an 
increase of something over $12,000 over what the bill carried when it 
went into conference. I do not mean to say that it was increased by 
the conferees or tosay what had been done by the House and what 
by the Senate; but unless the Senator from Massachusetts is mistaken 
the eflect of the conference is to increase the bill twelve thousand and 
odd dollars, and if the House had concurred in what the Senate did the 
bill would have carried twelve thousand and odd dollars less now than 
it does. 

Mr. PERKINS. I wish to say that the Senator from Massachusetts 
must have been mistaken in his computation. It is true that in confer- 
ence committee three or four items were restored to the bill that had 
been stricken from it by Senate amendments; but it is also true that 
the Senate receded from two or three of its amendments that carried 
appropriations larger than were carried by those items that were stricken 
from the bill in the Senate; so that the difference was in favor of a re- 
duction rather than an increase. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly the gentleman is 
either mistaken or the Senator irom Massachusetts is mistaken, because 
if the gentleman will turn to the table in which the Senator gives 
his statement, he will see that what the gentleman is now speaking 
of the Senator gives in tabular form, and in such away as to show the 
exact amount. 


_ Changes in conference. 


Payment of Fitch bond. . sse, $2,100, 00 
Big bang a Absentee 3 — . esl 4 
eo . man, ment 

ph P payment to 0 
. 09 

rd $58, 839. 40 

Reduction: y 

School buildings for Sioux Indians. 15, 000. 00 
Chippewas of Lake Superior. 1. 000. 00 
Carlisle school. . 5. 000. 00 

Mandan school . . . . 000,00 46, 000. 00 

r e soonasnsassa'sscsee ananenee cvs nanneot — 12,839.40 


So that the gentleman from Kansas, who is chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, is mistaken when he says that when you 
take the increases and reductions into account the reductions are the 
larger. Unless the statement of the Senator from Massachusetts is in- 
correct, after subtracting the reductions from the increases, there is an 
increase of twelve thousand and odd dollars. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is the table to which I referred. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And I understand that the 
Senator from Massachusetts is the chairman of the Indian Committee 
of the Senate. 

Mr. GIFFORD. If the gentleman from Kentucky will allow me 

Mr. PERKINS. And the Senator from Massachusetts is also chair- 
man of the subcommittee that had charge of this bill in the Senate. 

Mr. GIFFORD. This amount for schools at the Blackfeet agency 
of $25,000 was put on the bill in the Senate. That was not increased 
by the conferees at all. That item was in the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. I was going to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Kentucky to that fact. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentacky. I know personally, of course, 
very little about the matter; but I was struck by the statement made 
by the gentleman from Tennessee that the effect of the conference was 
an increase. When there was a non-concurrence for the purpose of 
reducing the appropriations, it turns out that it really amounted to an 
increase of appropriations of over $12 000, and that, as a mere matter 
of money, the Government would have saved by concurring in all that 
the Senate had done instead of non-concurring, I did not suppose, or 
course, that that result came from the unusual and unprecedented 
mode in which we non-concurred in the Senate amendments to the In- 
dian appropriation bill. 

It is the first time, I believe, in the history of the Government that 

an appropriation bill has been taken up and the Senate amendments 
non-concurred in under a special rule reported by the Committee on 
Rules; but it is rather a bad result when, the only time it ever has 
been done, it should also be the only time, in my knowledge, that the 
result of a conference committee was to increase the amount of the bill 
over what it was when it went into conference. That these two should 
happen together ought to prevent such special rules hereafter. 
Mr. RICHARDSON, It occurs to me that in the future we had 
better adhere to the Scriptural injunction, ‘‘Agree with thine adver- 
sary quickly, whiles he is in the way,’’ for in this instance it would 
have saved $12,000. 

Mr. GIFFORD. The items given by the gentleman from Kentucky 
were put in by the Senate and were in the bill whenit went into con- 
ference. 

Mr, PEEL. I ask my colleague on the committee [Mr. PERKINS] 
to yield to me a moment to suggest a correction. 

Mr. PERKINS. With pleasure. Before doing so, however, I de- 
sire to call the attention of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECK- 
INRIDGE] to the amendment spoken of by him. I have before me the 
Indian appropriation bill with the Senate amendments, and on page 
57 of the bill as printed, atter its consideration in the Senate, I find 
amendment numbered 75, which reads: 

Including construction of school buildings at Blackfeet agency in Montana, 
ata cost not exceeding $25,000, 

There is the direct appropriation made in an amendment offered in 
the Senate, carrying $25,000 for this specific purpose. As is shown by 
the report of the conferees, the Senate receded from that amendment. 
That building is to be erected and constructed from the general fund 
and the specific appropriation carried by the amendment is reced 
from by the Senate. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, in order thata brief explanation may 
be made of two or three items in the report, I will occupy the attention 
of the House for a few minutes. One item carried by the Senate 
amendments was $400,000 for the Creek Indians. That is money be- 
longing to the Indians, money now in the Treasury to their credit, and 
upon which the Government of the United States is paying 5 per cent. 
interest and has been paying it since 1866. As will be remembered by 
many members of the House, more than a year ago the Creek Indians 
sold to the Government of the United States lands which they owned 
in what is now known as Oklahoma Territory. By the sale of those 
lands they realized almost $3,000,000, and $2,000,000 of this becamea 
trust fund and was placed in the Treasury to their credit. As I have 
already said, the Government is paying 5 per cent. interest on that 
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money, and at this time these Creek Indians have in the Treasury to 
their credit almost $3,500,000, upon which we are paying this high 
rate of interest. 

Now the Indians ask that this $400,000 resulting from the treaty of 
1866 shall beappropriated and distributed among them per capita. They 
sent a delegation here last year to urge the proposition, The Indian 
Office recommended it, the Secretary of the Interior approved the recom- 
mendation, and the Senate thought the proposition a wise one, and in 
considering the amendment in conference your conferees thought it was 
proper for the House to recede from its disagreement to the Senate 
amendment, because they did not see any reason why the Government 
should continue to pay 5 per cent. interest per annum upon this fund 
when the Indians desire the distribution of the money per capita, and 
when their necessities require it, aud when they are competent to care 
for it, and when, on the other hand, if it is necessary for the Govern- 
ment to borrow money, it can get all it wants at 2} per cent. per annum. 
As is well known, these Indians have homes of their own, they have 
schools of their own, they have a legislature of their own, they have a 
civilized government, and most of them are as capable of taking care 
of what they possess as any like number of people in the district of 
my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], or in my own district, or in 
any district represented upon this floor. 

r. CUTCHEON. Is not the region inhabited by these Indians 
very nearly adjacent to that Oklahoma country, where it is said that 
the white people are now starving ? . 

Mr. PERKINS. I was abont to eome to that point. Last year these 
Creek Indians sent a delegation to Washington asking that this appro- 
priation should be made, stating that their necessities then demanded 
it; but since thattime their request has been emphasized by the calam- 
ities that have visited that section of the country. The lands owned 
and occupied by these Indians are adjoining the Oklahoma country, 
-which has suffered so much by reason of dry and hot weather. 

Owing to that cause the white settlers who went into Oklahoma have 
found themselyes in want and destitution, and they have asked Con- 
gress for relief, for an appropriation of money from the general funds 
ot the Government, to assist them in their necessities. These Indians 
make no such request. They donot ask Congress to give themadollar 
as a gratuity. They do not ask that one dollar shall be taken from the 
general fund which belongs to the people of this nation and appropriated 
for their relief; but they do ask that this $400,000 of their own money, 
which is now in the Treasury of the United States and upon which we 
are paying 5 per cent. interest, shall be distributed per capita among 
them for their relief. 

As I have already said, this appropriation has been recommended by 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and by the Secretary of the In- 
terior. That recommendation received favorable consideration in the 
Senate, and when all the facts were brought to the attention of your 
conferees they felt convinced that the appropriation was proper and 
ought to be made. Indeed, the Committee on Indian Affairs had rec- 
ommended and reported to this House a similar proposition, but in a 
separate and independent bill. In my judgment there can be no ques- 
tion about the propriety of this appropriation. Under the treaty of 
1866 the money was to be paid to the Indians when they should desire 
it, and they now ask for it because of the considerations I have stated. 

There are two other items in the bill aggregating $350,000 for the 
ere Indians in Minnesota. These appropriations result from 


es madeywith these Indiaus a year ago, treaties which have not 
been ratifi at which are awaiting ratification by Congress, and have 
been repo upon favorably by the Committee on Indian Affairs, A 
part of it ts from an investigation and adjudication in favor of these 
Indians forflaims resulting from au overflow and disaster that they sus- 


tained front some operations carried on by the Government in their re- 


n. 
175 GIFFORD. These agreements with the Chippewa Indians are 
law. They have gone into effect. 

Mr. PERKINS. These treaties have been approved by the Presi- 
dent and, as suggested by the gentleman from South Dakota, have be- 
come lawa; it was not necessary that they should be submitted to Con- 
gress for consideration or action. But under these treaties provision 
was made for these payments. 

Now, turning to theSioux treaty for one moment, I know that $150,000 
is appropriated for payment of interest to these Indians npon $3,000,- 
000 which stands to their credit in the Treasury. The language used 
by the Senate in making this appropriation is ‘‘for advanced payment 

interest upon $3,000,000.” Now, I will say for the information of 
my friend from Illinois and for the information of the House that 
this treaty was approved by the President of the United States on the 
10th of February last and the law went into effect on that date. Un- 
der that treaty we are to pay interest annually upon this amount, 
$3,000,000; hence if the interest were not to be paid until the expira- 
tion of one year there would be $150,000 of interest due on the 10th of 
February next. 

It is therefore proper and necessary that an appropriation for this 
purpose should be made for the current year, in order that this money 
may be paid to these Indians at the time when it will be due under 
the treaty.. There was no necessity for the language used by the Sen- 
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ate in making this appropriation, speaking of this as an advanced pay 
ment of interest,“ because, as I have suggested, the payment will be- 
come due on the 10th of February next at the furthest, and therefore 
should be provided for in this bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. How about the $100,000 for increased cost of 
the subsistence of the Sioux? Does that come out of the treaty fund? 

Mr. PERKINS. That is due them under a former treaty; but the 
disposition of the Committee on Indian Affairs of the House has been 
to ent down the subsistence fand accruing to the Sioux Indians under 
an old treaty as rapidly as it can be done; and we reduced the appro- 
priation made on that account this year $100,000. The Senate thought 
that, in consequence of the condition of the Sioux Indians and in con- 
sequence of the treaty which was made with them last year and the 
agreement made with them by the commissioners who conducted the 
negotiations, we ought to appropriate the full amount for that purpose 
that is carried by the Senate amendment; and in conference the House 
conferees decided to recommend that the House recede on this matter. 

Those are the important items carried by the Senate amendments to 
this bill, and in the judgment of the House conterees not one dollariscar- 
ried by the bill that is not right, either in consequence of our obligations 
to the Indians resulting from treaties with them or becanse of the 
work that the Government of the United States has undertaken in 
their interest. There is not a dollar appropriated for a tribe for the 
fulfillment of treaty obligations, except where we are in duty bound 
to meet the obligations and make the payments provided for in the bill. 

It is true that this bill carries for educational purposes more than 
any previous bill ever brought before the House for consideration. But 
that is a work which is growing; and as I suggested when this bill was 
heretofore under consideration, my judgment is that it costs less to es- 
tablish and maintain these schools than to organize and equip armies 
to fight the Indians. If we were governed only by pecuniary consider- 
ations, my judgment is that it costs the Government less and is better 
policy to educate the Indians and control them through these educa- 
tional organizations and instrumentalities than to undertake to control 
them by shotguns and by cannon. If we are actuated by higher con- 
siderations it seems to me that every motive should prompt the Ameri- 
can Congress to pursue the policy which has been adopted and empha- 
sized by legislation on this floor, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will yield for such objections or questions as the 
gentleman from Illinois or others may desire to submit. 

Mr. CANNON. Ishall be glad to be recognized for a few minutes, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, this is the most extraordinary con 
ference report on a general appropriation bill that I have ever known 
since I have served in this House, and I beg the attention of the House 
fora few moments while I speak of the surroundings of this bill. When 
it was first considered in the House I conceived it my duty to make ` 
points of order upon claims reported by the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs and scattered throughout the bill, aggregating in round numbers 
$300,000, and those claims went out on points of order. The bill went 
to the Senate and was increased over the amount as passed by the 
House $1,200,000, and substantially none of that increase covered the 
cen se had been proposed by the House committee on the origi- 
nal bill. ` 

Mr. BLOUNT. What was the character of the amendments which 

went out on points of order in the House? 

Mr. CANNON. They were claims, substantially, all of them. 

Now, another strange thing happened. Each and every amendment 
which helps to make up this increase of $1,200,000, made by the Sen- 
ate upon a $7,000,000 bill, was non-concurred in by the House. That 
action was taken after a discussion of two hours, in which many of us 
took part. Now this strange thing appears (and I speak after exami- 
nation of the bill}: The conference report carries the full amount of the 
bill as it passed the House with the tull amount of the Senate amend- 
ments and $12,000 more. I will put in the RECORD a statement on the 
subject. It is a statement which was made elsewhere -a careful state- 
ment; and I have had it verified by a man who does not make mistakes, 


Indian bill for 1891. 
Amount as passed House. . . . . . ... . . sassteceoeat ans istre $6, 022, 688. 75 
eee ee 1 Goa on 
7, 283, 292.76 
Increase in conference (uet) ..... ...... .. . . . ebe eee eee tee $39.40 
Amount AS agreed to. . secere sessu esse eee, 7, 290,182.16 
= 
Changes in conference. 
Increase: 
Payment of Fitch bond. . . . . . . . 6. $2, 100. 00 
Big Jim's Band, Absentee Shawnees. 17. 215. 00 
George M. Chapman, payment to 424. 40 
Joseph Dunlap, payment to... 1,100.00 
School building at Black feet 25, 000. 00 
Shoshone Indian school building... 13, 000. 00 
58, 839, 40 
Reduction: 
School buildings for Sioux Indians 15,000. 00 
Chippewas of Lake Superior. 1, 000. 00 
Carlisle School 5, 000. 00 
Mandan School 25, 000. 00 
46, 000. 00 
„ % oontedvesbaptgn R ETA 12, $39.40 
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the .. 1,260, 654, OL 

— 12, 839.40 

Amount as agreed to r 7.8, 132. 10 


I say again this is the most extraordinary conference report that has 
ever been made in this House since I have been a member of it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman be kind enough to point 
out the items of increase? 

Mr. CANNON. There are various items scattered through the bill 

some of them plain, some of them not so plain. I Will point ont one 
or two. 

If gentlemen will take the bill as passed by the Senate and turn 
over to page 57 they will find the amendment, No. 76, which the Senate 
put on: 

Including construction of school building at Blackfeet agency, in Montana, 
ata cost not exceeding $25,000. 

That is the Senate amendment. It was non-concurred in by the 
House. Now, that amendment was stricken out; but they go to work 
and insert it, where there was no disagreement between the House and 
Senate and nothing in conference, on that part of the bill providing 


For support of Indian day and industrial schools, $751,000. 


That was the House proposition and that was also the Seuate propo- 
sition. There was no disagreement and no amendment to it. But 
this conference committee have stricken out the Blackfeet amendment, 
and go back and take the $751,000 that there was no disagreement 
about and add $25,000 toit, making the total $776,000. But, not eon- 
tent with that, away along they add an amendment, No. 79, that sticks 
back into the bill the appropriation of $25,000 for this same Blackfeet 
school building. - So they strike out the Senate amendment for 
this purpose and put it in in another place, and then turn around and 
dinerease the appropriation for Indian schools $25,000 more. 

- Mr. GIFFORD. Let me ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, 

Mr. GIFFORD. You include the Blackfeet school as an item of in- 
«crease by the conferees in the general footing you have made? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; of course it comes under the general ap- 
propriation for industrial schools. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Now, I understand in your statement in reference 
to the increases made by the conferees that you include this item 

Mr. CANNON. Isay that I take the statement of the Senator, which 
shows the total increase made by the bill in the Senate and also by 
the conferees, 

Mr. GIFFORD, Well, but you include this item as a net increase. 
It is no increase, 

Mr. CANNON. But include the net increase of the appropriation 
for Indian industrial schools, though it was not in conference. 

But now, Mr. 8 r, I wish to address myself generally to the 
provisions of the bill, having said that much in regard to these special 

res. There are a good many new offices created by the bill, quite 
u number of increases of salaries made in the bill, and other items of 
detail, to which I will briefly allude. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Have there not been a good many new offices created 
all along the line in these general appropriation bills? 

Mr. CANNON. Les, that is true; but not so many, however, as was 
created in a similar session of Congress two years ago. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SAYERS. I think we can compare records on that. 

Mr.CANNON. We have not quite got up to our Democratic friends 
yet, although we are chasing them very closely, [Laughter. ] 

Mr. DOCKERY. You will have to modify that statement later on. 

Mr. PERKINS. Has there been a single new office created in this 
bill except the new organization of the Indian police force? We have 
classified different offices and made some changes in the Indian police 
force, all of which have been recommended by the Department. I 
will be glad if thegentleman will point out a single new office that has 
been created. 

Mr. CANNON, Well, the Indian agent at the Hoopa Valley agency, 
$1,200; that is one. 

Mr. PERKINS. ‘That was old. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, it is new in this bill. Then the officers of 
Indian police, five of these. Then an increase in the salaries of the 
Indian police, $10 per month, making an increase of $6,000. Thena 
matron for teaching Indian girls housekeeping, $750; special attorney 
for the Mission Indians, $1,000; superintendent of Indian school at 
Albuquerque, N. Mex.; superintendent at Carson City, Nev. Then 

rovision is made for a suitable person to make certain expenditures 
In behalf of the Medawakanton band of Sioux Indians, $1,000; and 
so on. 

Mr. PERKINS. Does my friend claim that where the Government 
has constructed an industrial school and the appropriation provides for 
its superintendent that is a creation of a new office ? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think it is not. 


Mr. SAYERS. Let me ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. CANNON. Lobject, Mr. Speaker, to having this interjected into 
my remarks. I will yield to my friend further on, but I prefer to fin- 
ish my own statement first. I do not wish to be switched off from the 
matas I have in mind, and wanted to talk about, to irrelevant ques- 

ons. 

Now, here is a lot of increased salaries. I do not eritieise them, for 
such increases may be necessary. 

Mr. Speaker, these are minor matters. My real objection to the bill 
is that there isan increase of all the Senate asked, and more too. My 
real objection is that of the $1,200,000 increase made by the Senate the 
House made haste to agree to the same, substantially every dollar of 
it. Now, then, this was the poorest constructed House bill that ever 
was made up if it fell short of taking care of the Indian service legiti- 
mately to the amount of $1,200,000. There was time plenty to pre- 
pare the bill. 

Now, one further remark and I will sit down. Thereisan appropri- 
ation of $400,000 for the Creek Indians agreed to with an amendment. 
The third article of the treaty of 1866 provides for the creation of a 
trust fund for those Indians and provides that this money shall be 

id to them unless the President shall otherwise direct. The Presi- 

ent has otherwise directed, and hence it has never been paid to them. 
Now, this part of the trust fund, with other trust funds, amounts to 
over $2,000,000. The interest on it is $169,600 a year, There are 
8,000 of the Creeks, and if this trust fund is kept intact, at 5 per 
cent. interest it pays every man, woman, and child and papoose of the 
Creeks $21 a year. I think the best way is to keep it intact. That 
amounts to $100 a year for each family. Besides that, it is said that 
the Creeks haye their own schools, lands, and cattle. Yet this com- 
mittee rushes in here in haste to take $400,000 out of the trust fund 
5 distribute it per capita amongst the Creeks, which would give them 

50 apiece. A 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It stops the 5 per cent. interest, does it not? 

Mr. CANNON. It stops the 5 per cent. interest; but why do you not 
pay the whole $2,000,000 to them, if you want to stop the interest ? 

Mr.CUTCHEON. They do not ask for that. They want $400,000 
of theirown money. 

Mr. CANNON, Myfriend says that it stops 5 per cent. interest. If 
you want to the interest, pay them the wholeamount. You would 
find that there would be no man in this House who would run faster 
than the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.CurcHEON] in the event of the 
trnst fund of the Creek Indians being exhausted, if it was given to 
them, spent and thrown away—there is no man whose voice would be 
louder than that of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEon] to 
pet the hand into the Treasury and take money out to give to the poor 
ndian, Now, I believe in taking care of the poor Indian, but, when 
we have got a trust fund for him that yields every man and woman 
and child $21 a year and when he has got his own land and his cattle, 
I say let us keep that trust fund intact. It is no answer to say they 
are civilized. They are not civilized. I said the other day that th 
were not nearly as well civilized as the Eastern Cherokees of N. 
Carolina, who have been voting for a generation. Yet the Eastern 
Cherokees have had their trust fund eaten up in just this way, dissi- 
pated; attorneys have gotten hold of it, until to-day, in this bill, with 
that fund substantially gone, the gentleman from Michigan and other 
gentlemen, including myself, insist on paying from the Treasury for 
the education of the Eastern Cherokees. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to call the attention of my friend, 
if he will allow me, to the fact that this very week we have bad a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, asking us to appropriate 
money for the support of white people in the adjoining Territory, and 
these Indians simply ask for their own money. 

Mr. CANNON. I thank my friend for reminding me of that. That 
cock will not crow. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I do not charge a cent for the information. 

Mr. CANNON. When was it that the crop failed in Oklahoma? 
Last winter? If there has been a crop failure in the Creek country, 
when did it fail? Last winter or since that time? This movement 
commenced last winter. Was the gentleman gifted with prophecy to 
see that the crops were going to fail in the Creck country ? "That r 
excuse made in the conference report will not stand. And there Apts 
proof here, I undertake to say, that this $21 n year to e man, 
woman, and child of interest upon this trust fund is not all that the 
Creeks need to keep them from starvation and to keep them in com- 
fort, in addition to their farms and their eattle; and if you pay this 
trust fund out and distribute it per capita you will find that along 
certain adjacent portions of the countgy to the Creeks, I do not know 
where, in Texas or Arkansas or Missouri or Kansas, that $50 per capita 
will be gotten from them for either real or su r ties, and 
that at the end of one year the Creek Indians will be no better off and 
their $400,000 will be gone. Now, if you will look at this amendment 
you will find it has been changed in the conference. It provides for 


the payment per capita, unless otherwise directed by the dent of 
the United States. What did you put that in for, if they oughtto have 
the money? Who suggested that amendment, the House or the Senate? 


Mr. PERKINS. What amendment is the gentleman speaking about? 
a 
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Mr. CANNON. The amendment that provides for the payment of 
the $100,000 *‘ unless otherwise directed by the President of the United 
States,” in the Creek amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. We continued the language employed by the Sen- 
ate in making the amendment. We receded 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; you receded, but vou receded with an amend- 
ment. After the word Interior,“ you put in unless otherwise di- 
rected by the President of the United States.” That surely was not 
done as the whisky was given to the Irishman, ‘unbeknownst to my 
friend. But there itis. The treaty of 1866 set aside this money, if 
the President so determined, and he did so determine, and there is no 
reason for dissipating this trust fund in this way. 

Mr. PERKINS. My recollection is that when we came to examine 
the treaty the amendment was made to conform to the language of 
the treaty, and that is the occasion of the amendment. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Yes; that is the fact. 

Mr. CANNON, That is not a sufficient reason. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is the reason. 

Mr. GIFFORD. That would be a sufficient reason to everybody 
else except the gentleman from Illinois, 

Mr. CANNON. I happen to have the treaty before me, and if the 
gentleman would deal less in dee and more in treaty and facts 
this bill would be a better one than it is, 


The treaty provides that the $400,000 shall be pafd per capita in money tosaid 
Creek Nation— 


That is the treaty made in 1866— 
unless otherwise directed by the President of the United States. 


Mr. GIFFORD. That is what the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
PERKINS] said. 

Mr. CANNON. That is true. But the President of the United 
States did direct otherwise, and now you come in and appropriate this 
money to be paid unless the President otherwise directs. What is the 

ofit? Are my friends starring round, wanting to increase this 

ill $400,000? Are they wanting to demonstrate to the country that 

a deliberative body that does deliberate is all-wise, and find some excuse 

to agree to an appropriation of a million and two hundred thousand 
dollarsand more? 

Now, then, I think I have said enough aboutit. I believe that this 
bill, as reported by the conference committee, is unwise, extraordinary, 
unexampled, extravagant, and ought not to be adopted; therefore I 
shall vote against the conference report. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, itis really amusing tosee thedistinguished 
gentleman {rom Illinois Mr. CANNON ] criticise the various items in the 
Senate amendments to this bill. He starts out by saying—the most 
wonderful thing that has occurred, notwithstanding that some $300,- 
000 in items went out on points of order made by him in the Houseon 
the original bill—that he considers it strange that the Senate had not 
put any of those items back. I suppose that owing to the respect that 
deliberative body had for the distinguished gentleman from Illinois 
they did not want to offend him by replacing in the bill the items he 
had asked to have stricken out. I know of no other reason. 

He says the Senate has increased this appropriation bill over a mill- 
ion dollars. That is very true. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentlemen composing the Committee on Rules, of which he is = dis- 
tinguished figure, had given the Committee on Indian Affairs a little 
time in this body nearly all these different items that are placed upon 
this bill by the Senate would have been passed in separate bills, and 
the gentleman could not, with all his power, have prevented it, be- 
cause the sense 3 of this body would have been so strong that 
it would have passed each and every one of them. 

The item of $40,000 he criticised so severely, as has been said by 
my colleague on the committee [Mr. PERKINS], is a matter of debt. 
That has been reported on by the Department, and they recommend 
this appropriation. The Committee on Indian Affairs considered itin 
aseparate bill and reported it, and thatbill ison the Calendar of this 
House. If weever could have had a day given us to consider the meas- 
ure it would have passed long ago and would not have been here to 
be discussed over on an appropriation bill. 

The item of $27,000 for Miamis in the Indian Territory is in the same 
condition, That is money that belonged to them. The Department 
has recommended that it be paid. They ask for it; it is theirs, ane 
they are entitled toit. The Committee on Indian ‘Affairs 
separate bill, which is now on the Calendar, to pay that amount; san 
as I have said before, if we had had our little day in court it would 
have been passed and out of the way. Another item put in by the Sen- 
ate is the amount of $350,000 for the Chippewas, growing out of an old 
treaty. That likewise was considered by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and reported in a separate bill, under the recommendation of 
the Department, is now upon the Calendar, and would have been con- 
sidered if we could have had any time to consider any 

But the gentleman, I is anxious to keep down anything 
like Appropriation in this Whether that actuated him as 
a member of the Committee on Rules, which has up to this time re- 
fused to givè us a single moment to consider bills—whether that actu- 
ated him or not, the effect is, to use an old Arkansas saying, He has 


sawed off the limb between himself and the tree,” and now he is con- 
fronted with these same identical items on an appropriation bill, put 
upon it by the Senate. 

Mr. CANNON. And made haste to be agreed to by the gentleman 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. PEEL. Yes, sir. Ialways agree to pay an bonest debt, 
this debt is just, and no sound reason can be offered against 
ingit. The Senate would not have been beseeched and imp! by 
those people to get a little of their own money out of the 
the Committee on Indian Affairs had had fair treatment by this House 
and been given time to consider in the House the bill that it had de- 
liberated on and reported to this House. I suppose their sense of 
justice in a deliberative capacity prompted them to do so; and I am 
proud to know that they are a deliberative body and that we have 
one such body in this coun I say their sense of justice was 80 
great that they could not from these amendments to this bill; 
and they did right when they refased. 

Now, the gentleman says if we pa 
Michigan [Mr. CurcHron] weal be ba ready for us to put our hands into 
the Treasury to relieve these poor Indians after their money is all spent 
if we made the Why, does not the gentleman know 
that not a dollar of people’s money has ever been given to relieve 
these five semi-civilized tribes? Never since the treaty of 1866 has 
this Government ever contributed one cent to the support of these 
five civilized tribes, including the Creeks. They have self-sup- 
porting and independent, living on their own money ever ainne the 
treaty of 1866; and if I was as sure that the balance of us would be 
able to take care of ourselves in the future as well as these five civil- 
ized tribes—if you will take your feet off their necks—we would have 
no fear of our poor-houses being filled with paupers. 

This Creek Nation of Indians, as my colleague has said, is an organ- 
ized Indian community. They have a civil form of government, mod- 
eled after the Government of the United States. They have got as 
many schools and churches a arc ager to the ping tiene keyed 
people in this country. They have never asked the Government for 
support. All they ask the Government to do is to pay them what is 
honestly their own and what is honestly due them and to take its 
feet off their necks and give them a fair chance in the race of life. 

This 8400,000 

Mr. HOOKER, Will the gentleman permit me to ask himaan 
tion? 

Mr. PEEL, Certainly. 

Mr. HOOKER. Wins wile thet anank paid tose Creeks for their 
lands which now constitute a part of Oklahoma Territory ? 


Mr. PEEL. Two millions and seven or eight hundred thousand dol- l 


lars. Two roe of 5 55 ee 3 in owing out of E is draw- 
ing 5 per cent. interest. is „000, growing out of the treaty of 

866. has been standing in the ‘Treasury to their credit and we have 
80 paying 5 per cent. interest upon it ever since that time. When 
we pay them the $400,000 under discussion, by which payment we 
shall save $20,000 to the tax-payers of this country annually in the 
way of interest, these Indians will still have to their credit, in the 
matter of interest alone, about $150,000 a year. 

Mr. HOOKER. Can my friend state 8 the — for the 
Creek partof the Territory, which now constitutes Ok was paid 
in mo 

Mr. PEEL. Certainly. 

Mr. HOOKER. How much? 

Mr. PEEL. I do not remember exactly. The two millions was to 
be reserved in the Treasury at interest. How much the Indians have 
drawn of the balance I do not remember. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will ask my friend from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] 
whether the report made by him from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
on this very item, as an independent measure, does not show, from the 
letter from the Indian Office there printed, that these Creeks have over 
$3,000, 000 to their credit in the Treasury, upon which we are paying 

5 per cent, interest. 

Mr. PEEL. There is over $3,000,000 to their credit from all sources. 
I was speaking not only of this one item. 

Mr. HOOKER. That is what I asked about, 

Mr. PEEL. But it is a fact, as the statement of the Indian Office 
shows, that these Indians have over $3,000,000 to their credit, upon 
which they are drawing interest at 5 per cent., and when this sum of 
$400,000 is paid them they will still have to their credit the amount 
which I have stated. This payment of $400,000 is all they ask, and 
they will then have nearly $3,000,000 to their credit, the interest on 
which will amount to about $150,000 a year. 

Mr. HOOKER, Can the gentleman stat what this $400,000 is to be 
appropriated for; what use it is to be put to? 

Mr. PEEL. They say that they want it distributed per capita 
among them, as the treaty provides that it shall be. I suppose that they 
want to use it for the improvement of their farms and the transaction 
of their ordinary business, They want it probably for the same rea- 
sons and the same purposes that the gentleman from IIlinois [Mr.Can- 
NON] and the rest of us want money when it isdue tous. And, Mr. 
Speaker, I do not consider that it is our business what they want it 


y this money that our friend from ` 
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If I owed a man a hundred dollars and he came and asked for it, 

I should consider that it would be impertinent on my part to ask him 

what he wanted to do with it. That is none of my business. That is 

for him to Juage, These Creek Indians are intelligent, respectable, 
rge 


for, 


nice people, a majority of them. They have got a government 
of their own, and they know how to run it, and this $400,000 which 
they ask for is their own money. We received a proper consideration 
foritin land years and years ago, and weowe them the money, and when 
they come and ask for their money it is nothing to us what they want 
it be it is our duty simply to pay it over to them, as honest men 
ought to do when they owe a just debt. 

ut my economical friend from Illinois [Mr. CAN NON] would have us 
refuse to pay this money. He would have us to say to these Indians: 
“ Your demand is just; it is true we owe you this money; but we are 
to be the judge of when it shall be paid, and we will keep it whether 
we need it or not and tax our own people to pay interest on it.“ Now, 
Mr. Speaker, I think our own people have about enough to do to pay 
taxes to run our own Government without paying taxes to pay interest 
on money which we do not need and the interest on which goes to run 
the government of these Indians. 

Mr. CANNON. That is a most extraordinary statement for the gen- 
tlemen to make, when over halfof this bill is made upof appropriations 
for the support of the Indians for which bis constituents and my con- 
stituents and all the people of this country are taxed, and where there 
is not a particle of treaty stipulation. 

Mr. PEEL. I deny that most emphatically. I happen to bea little 
too familiar with the Indian service to be willing to accept that state- 
ment. Much the largest part of the money which is carried in this 
bill for the Indian service is money which we owe under treaty pro- 
‘visions or stipulations. 

Mr. CANNON. What amount of it does not come under such pro- 
visions? 

Mr. PEEL. I can not give the gentleman the particular items or 
the particular amount. I have not figured it ont. Until the last 
Congress, when we negotiated with the Sionx Indians a treaty by 
which we got eleven million acres of land upon which our people are 
now making homes, we were giving them a gratuity of about a million 
dollars a year, but that is stopped now. 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend will allow me, I have paid some at- 
tention to this bill, and from the best examination I have been able to 
give it I am satisfied that over half of the money whieh it carries for 
the Indian service does not come under treaty stipulations. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, that shows how little the gentleman knows 
about the Indian service. 

Mr. CANNON. But my friend refuses to tell me how much of it 
does not come under treaty stipulations, He says he does not know 


Mr. PEEL. I have not had time to calculate it. I did not expect 
to have to answer such questions and I have not examined the figures, 
but my judgment is that over two-thirds of the money appropriated 
here for the Indian service is money that we owe the Indians under 
treaty stipulations, interest upon trust funda, etc. 

I hope, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that this House is not ready to adopt 
the policy of the gentleman from Illinois and refuse to adopt this report 
on the ground that these Creeks to whom this $400,000 is to go might be- 
come paupers upon the Government; for, as I have said, after this $400,- 
000 is paid they will have $3,000,000 leit, the annual interest on which 
is $150,000. They are not Indians who have ever asked the Govern- 
ment fora cent. I do not think they ever will. If they should do so 
there is no legal or moral obligation resting upon the Government to 
them one cent. 

. DINGLEY. As Lam not acquainted with the details of this 
Sy I would like the gentleman to inform us how this money is to 
be distributed to the Creek Indians? 

Mr. PEEL. It is to be distributed per capita, as the treaty specifies, 
under direction of the Secretary of the Interior. The whole proceed- 
ing is in conformity with treaty. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The Government is now paying interest on this 
sum of $400,000? 

Mr. PEEL, It is paying interest annually at the rate of 5 per cent., 
amounting to $20,000 a year. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, does the gentleman think that the distribu- 
tion of this amount per capita to these Indians would in the long run 
do them so much good as if the Government should retain the money 
and pay the Indians annually the interest thereon ? 

Mr. PEEL. Iam not prepared to answer that economic question; 
but, as I said before, I will say again, with all respect to the gentle- 
man who propounds this interrogatory, that it appears to me none of 
our business whether the payment of this money will be of advantage 
to those Indians or not. They are domo gna people; they havea gov- 
ernment of their own; they 5 f emselyes; the money is theirs. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This is, as I understand, a trust fund held by the 
Government for the benefit of those Indians, 

Mr, PEEL. That is true; but it is only held until they want it, 
until they call for it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What are the terms of the treaty in regard to 


this matter? When does this money become due to the Indians or 
when may they take it? 

Mr. PEEL. It is payable to them on account of the disposition of 
their lands. They have complied with the terms of the treaty on their 
part, and the money is now due them. There is no reason in the 
world, so far as I can conceive, why we should withhold this money 
for a moment. 

Now I want to say a word or two in answer to the criticism of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], and then Iam through. He 
speaks of this conference report as presenting this remarkable condition 
ot affairs, that, notwithstanding the House non-concurred in every sin- 
gle item of the amendments placed on the bill by the Senate, yet the 
conference report proposes concurrence in all these amendments. Well, 
Mr. Speaker, I presume the gentleman remembers how it happened 
that the House was obliged to non-concur in every one of these Senate 
amendments. That seemed to be the only way in which we could get 
at the question at all. ‘The Committee on Rules, under the lead of the 
perten reported to the House an order for the disposition of this 

ill, an order which I could not indorse, but I was necessitated under 
the circumstances to accept it or allow the Indian service to go to de- 
struction. That order required the House after two hours’ debate to 
vote upon the question of non-concurrence in these Senate amendments. 
We could have concurred in all of them, I suppose; but the gentleman 
preferred the rule, I suppose, in the form in which it was presented; 
and unless we non-concurred in all these amendments there was no 
way that I could see of having this bill passed. 

Mr. CANNON. Does my friend indorse this conference report? 

Mr. PEEL. Ido. 

Mr. CANNON, And the gentleman thinks that the Senate amend- 
ments were right? 

Mr. PEEL. I do. 

Mr. CANNON. And that the House in non-concurring in those 
amendments did wrong? 

Mr. PEEL. I think it did in a great many respects; but the gen- 
tleman knows that as a matter of practice on a bill of this kind im- 
portant items are frequently non-concurred insimply because we do not 
know the reason which induced the Senate to pnt them on and non- 
concurrence is had in order to obtain an explanation. 

Mr.CANNON. But did the gentleman ever before know an instance 
where a general appropriation bill carried one hundred Senate amend- 
ments, every one of which was non-concurred in by the House and 
afterward the Honse conferees took the whole amount of increase by 
the Senate, with $13,000 additionel? 

Mr. PEEL. I answer the gentleman by saying that I never knew 
before, and I hope to God I may never know again, a case where the 
House was forced by a rule to non-concur in all the amendments or 
not do anything. 

Mr. CANNON, 
did 

Mr. PEEL. Yes, I do. 

Mr. CANNON. Does my friend know a case where, upon a motion 
to concur or through the action of a conference committee—both or 
either—the like of what I have stated was ever done ? 

Mr. PEEL. It was not done in this case. The Senate receded on 
some of its amendments, 

Mr. CANNON. But I am speaking of the whole amount. 

Mr. PEEL, Mr. Speaker, I have said all that I care to say about 
this matter. In conclusion, I trust this conference report may be 
adopted and the Indian Office relieved of the embarrassment under 
which it has been and is now laboring, 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, the statement is made here that these 
conferees increased the amount of this bill over and above what was 
inserted by the House and the Senate. Ideny that statement squarely 
and absolutely and want it so understood. 

Mr. CANNON. I will place my statement in the RECORD. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Well, I propose to analyze the gentleman’s state- 
ment. Here is one item that is given by the gentleman as an increase, 
the provision for the payment of the Fitch bond. I have in my hand 
a copy of the bill as passed by the House with the Senate amendments. 
The provision for the Fitch bond is found on page 24, being Senate 
amendment No. 28. This is one of the items which the gentleman 
from Illinois calls an increase. It was put into the bill by the House, 
as shown by the printed copy of the bill. I place that against the 
gentleman’s statement. 

The fact is the same with regard to the provision for reimbursing 
Big Jim's band of Absentee Shawnees. That also, as will be found by 
referring to page 52 of the bill, is a provision adopted by the House, 
which a Senate amendment proposed to strike out. 

Mr, CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. GIFFORD. Ido not care to be interrupted just now. That 
is another matter which I will place against the gentleman’s statement. 
The same thing is true with regard to the provision for the payment 
to George M. . e late Indian inspector, of $424.40 as balance 
due for traveling expenses. That also is a provision of the House bill 
which the Senate to strike out. 

I do not propose to allow the statement of the gentleman that the 


I will ask my friend, because he wants to be can- 
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conferees have increased this bill to go unchallenged. It will be found 
on page 53 of the House bill—of the bill as it passed the House. It 
was in the bill when it went to the Senate, but wasstricken out by the 
Senate on amendment numbered 65, as will be seen on examination, 

Again, there is the reimbursement of Joseph Dunlap, to be found 
also on page 53 of the bill, which was in it when it passed the House 
and went to the Senate and was stricken out on amendment numbered 
66. I only cite these, Mr. Speaker, as an illustration of the arguments 
used by the gentleman from Illinois. These are some of the items the 
gentleman claims were inserted by the conferees, As a matter of fact 
they were put into the bill by the House itself and the Senate struck 
them out. 

Now, I come to the other amendment to which the gentleman has 
referred, that in regard to the school building for the Blackfeet agency. 
That was inserted in the bill by the Senate and is found on page 57 of 
the bill in the following words: 

Including construction of school building at Blackfeet agency in Montana at 
& cost not exceeding $25,000, 

It is true that we inserted that amendment in another part of the 
bill in conference. But it was no increase of the bill. It will be 
found as the Senate amendment numbered 75. 

Mr. PERKINS. If my colleague will allow me to suggest there, we 
provided that it should be paid out of the general fund, and did not 
make a specific appropriation at all, : 

Mr. GIFFORD. Yes, it was taken from the general fund due to the 
Indians and not specifically appropriated for. , 

Mr. CANNON. Now, let me call the gentleman’s attention to this 
fact, on page 57 of the bill: You strike out the words you have just 
quoted, *‘including construction of school building at Blackfeet agency 
in Montana, $25,000 ;’’ but look at line 1, at the head of page 57; you 
increase the general fund for the support of Indian day and industrial 
schools from $751,000 to $776,000, which item was not in conference 
at all, and that is an increase of that appropriation to that extent. 

Mr. GIFFORD. But this whole item was in conference. It is a 

t of the same sentence and was inserted by the Senate amendment. 
his $25,000 was taken out of one place and inserted in another. It 
was no general increase in the bill. And here is what I wish the House 
to understand, that this is one of the items insisted upon by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois which goes to increase the aggregate amount car- 
ried by the bill, but which fact I deny, and I think an examination of 
the bill in regard to the items to which I have called your attention 
will so indicate. It is simply a transposition ot the $25,000 from one part 
of the bill to another, and yet the gentleman devoted some fifteen 
minutes toa criticism of the conference committee because they in- 
creased the aggregate amount carried by this bill, the aggregate amount 
being made up in the manner I have suggested. This is one of the 
items on which the gentleman laid a great deal of stress, 

Now, another item to which the gentleman has also called attention 
is the Shoshone Indian school building. This will be found on page 60 
of the bill and is covered by Senate amendments Nos. 89 and 90. The 
House passed this item providing for $25,000 appropriation, and the 
conferees restored it to that amount, the Senate having amended it by 
striking it down to $12,000; and yet that is another item that is ex- 
hibited and paraded and commented upon here by the gentleman as 
another insertion into the bill by the conference committee out of the 
whole cloth, an increase without authority, without justi or 
reason. I deny it. There is not an item which is inserted in the bill 
by the conferees which increases the bill. They have reduced it and 
curtailed it in place of increasing it. The criticism of the gentleman, 
therefore, is entirely unjust and unwarranted. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I believe the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. HOOKER] desires to occupy the floor for a few moments. 

Mr. HOOKER. I desire simply to say a word on one particular 
portion of the bill. Irefer to that part of the conference report which 
proposes to pay to the Creek Nation of Indians the sum of $400,000 of 
the principal of the amount due them from the United States Govern- 
ment under the treaty of 1866, and it is with some degree of diffidence 
that I make the suggestion I am going to make, because I do not pro- 
fess to have given to the bill that minute attention which is necessary 
to pass on all of these various points. Buton this point alone I desire 
to say a few words, ’ 

Mr. Speaker, the experience of the Indians who have trenched upon 
the amount due them by the United States in the past has demon- 
strated the fact that it is most unwise for them to draw upon any part 
of the principal deposited for their benefit; and if the position assumed 
by my friend from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] and the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs [Mr. PERKINS] be the correct one, and if the 
Government owes these Indians the sum of $3,400,000, logically, on the 
same ground, they ought to pay the whole of it over to them, if they 
are capable of expending the $400,000 proposed to be turned over to 
them judiciously. If they are competent to take charge of their own 
affairs to that extent advantageously, why not pay over the whole of 
the amount due them? 

Why give them only a part of it? There was a memorable instance 
in the history, I think, of the Omaha tribe of Indians, of which I my- 
self wasa witness, Some years ago a law was passed by the Congress 
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of the United States to pay that tribe the sum of $200,000 of the priu- 
cipal due them; I think $800,000, or perhaps more, was the total 
amount. It was taken out of the capital fund of the Indians, out of 
the principal due to them by the Government, for the purpose of con- 
structing a set of houses of a better character than the Indians had 
been in the habit of living in. And when I through that 
country some years ago I saw these fine houses there, and I asked the 
question, How does it happen that these houses are not occupied ?““ 
The answer was that they were constructed by a set of contractors who 
got the benefit of this money which was appropriated out of the prin- 
cipal, and the Indians were absolutely living in tepees alongside of 
the fine houses which the contractors got the $200,000 for building. I 
asked the question of my friend from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] what 
amount had been paid to the Creek Nation for the purchase of that 
portion of their territory which constituted a part of the Territory of ` 
Oklahoma. Ithink myself it was a very large amount, and if these 
Creek Indians got that amount, and have expended it for the purpose 
ot benefiting their condition, it seems to me that it would be unwise to 
take now a portion of the principal, this $400,000, and give it to them. 
But it they need that, if they are capable of managing that, then 
they need it all and they are capable of managing it all. I mention 
this matter with regard to the Omaha tribe of Indians in order to show 
that that $200,000 taken out of their permanent fund, which the Gov- 
ernment had by treaty retained for them and paid them interest upon, 
is an illustration, I fear, of what will be done with the principal of the 
Creeks’ tund if they get it. It will be dissipated and will go in some 
such way. The division per capita will give but a temporary relief to 
these people, and the $400,000 will be taken out of the principal of the 
money which the Government owes them, and will furnish them no 
permanent relief. They have an investment now which the gentleman 
himself about, which is an admirable one. They have an in- 
vestment by which the Government of the United States pays them 5 
per cent, interest upon the money which it owes them according to the 
stipulations of the treaty of 1866. 

t is about the best investment they could possibly get of the money. 
I imagine that any private citizen of the United States, any banker or 
man accustomed to deal with money, would say that it was an admi- 
rable investment for these Indians; they certainly could not find a 
better one; and, that being so, is it not unwise to take a part of the prin- 
cipal due them and allow it to be used simply to give them temporary 
relief, which will pass away and the money be of no permanent benefit? 

For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that that portion of 
the conference report which proposes to take $400,000 of the principal 
out of the Creek fund is an unwise provision of the conference report 
and ought not to be agreed to by the House. 

Mr. PEEL. I would like to ask the gentleman a question before he 
takes his seat, If you think it is a good investment for the Indians, 
2 you 25 think it is pretty hard on our people who have to pay the 

terest 

Mr. HOOKER. No, it is not hard at all. We agreed to it by treaty. 

Mr. PEEL, We agreed to pay the principal to them when they 
wanted it, and they want it now and are entitled to it. 

Mr. HOOKER. If we agreed to the treaty and if its provisions are 
now hard upon us, we mast carry out the treaty according to its terms, 
as we are in honor bound todo. That is the reason we should pay 
them tnis interest. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I am a little surprised at the logic 
or argument of my friend from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker], in which 
he draws the conclusion that, if these Creek Indians are competent to 
take care of $400,000 judiciously and well and if that may be distrib- 
uted among them per capita, therefore they are competent to take 
care judiciously and well of theentire fund that they have in the Treas- 
ury to their credit. That may be true; they may be competent to do 
this, but they do not ask it, and their present necessities do not require 
it, and hence it does not follow logically or otherwise that all their 
moneys should be appropriated, if any. 

That is a good answer for not appropriating the full amount that is 
to their credit in the Treasury of the United States. Their interests 
do require, though, and justifythem in making the demand that they 
make for $400,000 of this money, which the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior, atter having given this sub- 
ject careful consideration, recommend to be appropriated. 

Mr. ROGERS, Will the gentleman from Kansas allow me to make 
a suggestion? Does he not think that the logic of my friend from 
Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] would deny the Indians their interest as 
well as serene of the principal? 

Mr. PERKINS. I think thesame logic would do that, as su; 
by my friend from Arkansas. I think that it would lead to that con- 
clusion. As I suggested when upon the floor before, these Indians are 
civilized. They have their own schools. They have their own print- 
ing offices, their churches, their courts, and their legislative organiza- 
tions, and they have all these to maintain by taxation or by contribu- 
tions that they make from their general fund, taking into consideration, 
however, the interest that they receive from the Government of the 
United States upon the fund standing to their credit in the Treasury. 

In consequence of an unfortunate season and in consequence of mis- 
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fortunes that have overtaken them, they ask for this appropriation; 

and the Senate thought it was a request and that it was 

right to appropriate this amount. So did the Commissioner of Indian 

ae as I suggested a moment ago, and also the Secretary of the 
terior. 

Now, I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, in answer to the criticisms made 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon], that almost every item 
that was inserted in this bill in the Senate in the way of new legis- 
lation or new appropriation had been considered theretofore “by the 
Committees on Indian Affairs of the House and Senate, and had been 
favorably reported. There are to-day bills upon the Calendar of this 
House carrying every single item or almost every single item that was 
inserted in the appropriation bill in the Senate in the way of amend- 
ments. 

We had hoped to make these appropriations for the Indians in whose 
interest the bills were reported, by independent and separate measures, 
but we have not done it; and when the bill reached the Senate, in con- 
sequence of the lateness of the session, the Senate concluded that it 
was doubtful whether these measures could ever be reached and con- 
sidered independently during thissession, and, recognizing the equities 
of the Indians and the merits of these several measures, thought it was 
best to insert them in the Indian appropriation bill, and did so. 

It was in that view that the House conferees receded and recom- 
mended to this House that these amendments be concurred in. The 
committee, at I said, had before recommended in the way of separate 


measures every single one of these items, and it has favored these ap- 


priations heretofore, but in separate bills and in a different way. 
Bo that when we receded and recommended to this House that these 
amendments be concurred in, we only recommended what we had be- 
fore recommended as a committee. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I know it is presumptious for any member of 
this House to presume to know anything about the necessities of the 
public servico or of the appropriaiions that should be made therefor 
except the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. CAN- 
won]. I know the ambition that prompts and actuates the gentleman. 
I know he is ambitions and desires to convince this House, if possible, 
that no committee should have anything to do with the appropriations 
of this House except the Committee on Appropriations, and that noone 
should presume to know anything about the necessities of the public 
service except the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The House thought otherwise when it adopted the rales under 
which itis acting. It thought it could with propriety send some of 
the appropriation bills to other committees; and if I wanted to estab- 
lish a cheap reputation for criticism of appropriation bills I might call 
the attention of the House to the inconsistencies of the gentleman irom 
Illinois; I would call the attention of the House to the legislative ap- 
propriation bill; and would show the increases that were made in the 
public service in that bill; I would show the new offices provided for 
and increased compensation given to the officers; and I would also 
show by the votes taken in this House that some of the Senate amend- 
ments were non-concurred in by more than two to one, notwithstand- 
ing which the gentleman from Illinois subsequently receded from such 
amendmentsand asked this House to adopt and accept them. 

I could spend some time in thus pointing out the peculiarities and 
eccentricities and show the anxiety of the gentleman to maintain and 
establish a reputation in connection with bills that hehad not reported 
and does not control, and show how inconsistent he is when in charge 
of matters reported from his committee. But I will not engage in 
such a work at this time. 

Now, there is not in this bill under consideration an appropriation 
increasing the salary of a single officer of the Government, except in 
three or tour instances where the pay of an Indian agent has been in- 
creased, but which increases were considered upon the floor of this 
House when the bill was here under consideration several weeks ago, 
and which increases received the indorsement and approval of the 
House. 

It is true the Senate amended the paragraph providing for the Indian 
police, and providing for a few officers in connection with that service, 
and alto providing additional pay fas them. Now, the House con- 
ferees, upon the recommendation of the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs and the Secretary of the Interior, believing that it would add to 
the efficiency of the force, and believing that it would be for the best 
interests of the public service, concurred in that amendment, and ask 
the House to recede from its disagreement thereto. 

Now, my friend criticised that feature of the bill that attempts to 
provide for the superintendents of the school at Carson City, Nev., and 
the school at Albuquerque, N. Mex., and in one or two other 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me right there, I did 
not lay stress upon the salaries of the Indian agents or the superin- 
tendents of new schools. I called attention to it iacidentally, and if 
there was aught of criticism upon that I will withdraw it, because no 
doubt the gentleman gave fuller attention to the necessities of the serv- 
ice in that respect than I did. My criticism is to the substentive amend- 
ments, amounting to largely over a million dollars in round numbers, 
and not to these minor matters in detail. I say that much in justice 
to the gentleman and in justice to myself. , 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I only desire to consume a moment’s 
time in noticing this criticism. Thatcriticism,as I thought, was ot the 
fact that we were providing for a superintendent for these new schools 
that have been established, and reminded me of my friend trom New 
York [Mr. Cuasrmrncs], who a few days since was criticising the Navy 
Department because it proposed to use a navy-yard that had been con- 
structed at the public expense and tor which an appropriation had been 
made. He seemed to think that it was remarkable that the Secretary 
of the Navy should execute the law of Congress and expend an appro- 
priation that was specifically directed, or, iu other words, he seemed to 
think it was remarkable that a ren should be used for naval 
purposes. AndI thought it was in keeping with that position and 
criticism that my friend from Illinois was proceeding, after the Gov- 
ernment had gone to the expense of erecting and providing these in- 
dustrial schools, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, a word in answer to the criticism that he made 
that the conference committee increased the appropriations carried by 
this bill over what was carried when it left the Senate. As was sug- 
gested by my friend from South Dakota [ Mr. GIFFORD], who was one of 
the House conferees, the Senate receded from a few o! its amendments, 
The Senate struck from the bill four or five items that secured the in- 
dorsement and approval of this House. These items are given in the 
report made to the Senate, and the aggregate amount carried by these 
items is given. 

In conference committee your conferees insisted that these appropria- 
tions were proper ones and insisted that the Senate ought to recede 
from its amendments. The Senate conferees did recede, and the Sen- 
ate has accepted the report of the Senate conferees; and it was in con- 
sequence of this action of the Senate that the gentleman thinks the 
appropriations were increased in conference committee. 

Now, itis true that the $25,000 carried in the appropriation for the 
Blackfeet Indian school was stricken out; but we took the amount that 
was carried in that appropriation and added it to the general fand, 
upon the recommendation of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 
He met the conferees and requested that this should be done in the 
interest of the public service, and that specific appropriation of $25,000 
was stricken out and the same amount was added to the general fund. 

Then, subsequently, we provided that there should be a school 
erected there for the Indians, but that it should be erected from the 
common or general fund. I do not understand how the Senator who 
made the report to the Senate could find in that an increase over what 
the Senate amendments carried. In fact, there is no increase what- 
ever, and if my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] will examine caie- 
fully these provisions he will find that there is a mistake in the state- 
ment made in the Senate, and that there is really no more carried by 
this bill now than was carried by it when it left the Senate, notwith- 
standing the fact that we have put back into the bill several items that 
were stricken from it by the Senate, items that were meritorious and 
that had received the indorsement and approval of this House. In 
fact, the total amount appropriated is several thousand less, as I have 
heretofore su : 

I now yield for a few minutes to the gentleman from South Dakota 
(Mr. PICKLER]. : 

Mr. PICKLER. As I understand the matter, the criticisms made 
in regard to this bill result largely from the appropriations for educa- 
tional pu I desire to say, with my colleague from South Da- 
kota [Mr. GIFFORD |, that we are largely interested in appropriations 
for that purpose. I mean that in our State there are 25,000 Indians, 
among whom there are estimated to be 6,000 children of school age, 
and those people are to live with us and we are to live with them. 
The Indian tribes have year by year been crowded westward, They 
have been pushed west from Wisconsin to Minnesota and from Minne- 
sota to Dakota, and in the mean time the great West has been settled 
so that they can be crowded westward no farther and they must be 
taken care of where they noware. Therefore, I say, Mr. Speaker, 
that we are deeply interested in these appropriations for the educa- 
tion of the Indians and for their civilization. 

It has been said, also, that the officers have been increased and that 
the number of the Indian police has been increased unduly, In the 
opening of the great Sioux reservation during the last session of Con- 
gress, throwing open a great extent of land to settlement by the people, 
it became necessary to have a considerable increase in the Indian police, 
That necessity still exists, Settlersare goingin there. United States 
surveyors are upon the ground. That country is being populated, and 
necessarily there must be more of this police force than was required 
before this change took place. A proper police force is necessary in 
order that the people may feel more secure and that order may be 
better preserved. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, in so far as the criticisms 
upon this bill are based upon the appropriation for educational pur- 
poses or upon this matter of the increase of the police force, I do not 
think they ought to t the adoption of this conference report. 

Mr. PERKINS. I now three minutes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. DuNNELL]. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr, Speaker, I simply desire to ask a question. 
In relation to the $400,000 that is proposed to be paid out to the Creek 
Indians and that has been under discussion here, I am troubled to this 
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extent: I desire to know more ot the actual condition of these Indians 
and as to their real, substantial civilization, and also what reasons there 
are why this money is asked for now that did notexist two, three, four, 
or five years ago. 

Mr, PERKINS. In reply to the question of the gentleman from 
Minnesota I will ask the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] to have 
read tke letter of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, which is embodied 
in his report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OV TUR INTERIOR, Washington, March 19, 1590, 


Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication of 
25th February last, inclosing copy of House bill 3804, to appropriate $400,000 to 
the Creek Nation of Indians as per third articie of treaty of 1566. = 

In response thereto | transmit herewith copies of communications of 4th and 
—.— Le from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs,to whom the matter was 

erred, 

The correspondence shows that the provision of article 8.“ that $400,000 shall 
be paid in money and divided per-capita to said Creek Nation, unless otherwise 
directed by the President of the United States, under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, as the same may acerue from the sale of land to other In- 
dians,” has not been carried out, but that the Indians haye received the in 
thereon at 5 per cent. per annum. 

The Commissioner recommends that the bill be amended by the following 

TOVISO: 
Pr That the Creek Indians shall receipt to the United States for the above sum 
In full for the Sto named in the third article of the treaty between the 
United States and the Creek Nation proclaimed August II. 1866,” 


Very respectfully, 
JNO. W. NOBLE, Secretary. 
Cuarm™Man OF COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
T House of Representatives. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFF. 
P Washington, D. C., March 4, 1800. 

Sr: I have the honor to be in receipt, by your reference of the 25th ultimo 
for report, of a communication from Hon. W. Ennkixs. chairman House 
Committee on Indian Affairs, dated the 2th ultimo, incising House bill 3804, 
entitled A bill to appropriate $40"),000 to the Creek Nation of Indians, as per 
third article of treaty of 1466,” with the request for any suggestion or recom- 
mendation therewith that the Department can make. 

The bill enacts that the sum of $40),000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, out ofany moneys in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise 
appro; „to pay the Creek Nation of Indians in the Indian Territory, as 

rove in third article of treaty proclaimed August II. 1866, between said 
Greek Nation and the United States, said sum to be paid to said Indians per 
capita, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, as provided in said 
treat 


y. 
In reply I have the honor to state that, on the 10th day of July last, a Creek 
delegation, consisting of L. C. Perryman, principal chie. ; N. B. Moore, trens- 
urer; Ward Coachman, president house of kings; and Boley McIntosh, speaker 
house of varnon addressed a communication to this office inclosing an act of 
a called session of the national council of the Creek Nation. approved June 22, 
1889, by which act the Creek Nation appropriated the sum of $100,000 to make a 
er capita payment to the Creek people out of the moneys secured to the na- 
jon by their treaty of 1866, for the purpose of prin frees pressing neces- 
sities and to afford means for the improvement of their houses and farms, 

In the above letter of the delegation a request was made to be informed 
whether, under the third article of the treaty of 1865 (14 Stats., 787), a part of the 
consideration to be paid for the cession of their lands is at present avnilable, 
and, ifso, whether the consent of the Department could be obtained for the pay- 
ment per capita to the Creek people of the sum named. 

On the 19th day of July the pap: rs referred to were submitted to the Depart- 
ment, with an opinion that,“ inasmuch as the $400,000 have never been directly 
appropriated by Congress and are not carried on the books of the Treasury and 

Department, and, further, that the United States have never recej any 
revenue from the sales of Creek lands to other Indians, the said amountcan not 
be paid without an appropriation by Con 2 7 

nthe 24th day of July the Department replied to this report, conourring in 
the above opinion, and directed that the matter should be presented to Congress 
atitsnext session. Under the third article of the treaty above referred to the 
United States that the sum of $400,000 should be paid in money and di- 
vided per capita to the Creek Nation, unless otherwise directed by the ident 
of the United States, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, as the 
same may accrue from the sale of Jandsto other Indians, This provision of the 
treaty has never been carried out. 

Under this article the Creeks are receiving by annual appropriation 5 percent, 
interest on the sum of $675,168. The Creeks desire that $400,000 of thissum shall 


appropriated, 
The Crock Nation now has a E thain amounting to $3,399, yielding an 
annual income of $169,968.40. If this appropriation shall be made by Con 
which is reeoommended by this ofice, the income of the nation will be reduce 
to $149,964. 40—a reduction of $20,000—which sum will be ample for the support 
of its government, schools, and other institutions, and will be a saving to the 
United States in the sum of $20,000 annually. 

I return herewith the letter of the chairman and inelosure. 


Very ully, 
T. J. MORGAN, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY or THE INTERIOR. i 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN APFATRS, 
Washington, March 10, 1890. 
Sin: Referring to office report dated the 4th instant, on House bill 384, enti- 
tied n bill “to appropriate £400,000 to the Creek Nation of Indians, as per third 
article of treaty of 1966,” I have the honor to supplement said report with the 
recommendation that said bill be amended by the addition of 
proviso, panee 
“ Provided, That the Creek Indians shall receipt to the United States for the 
above sum in full for the $40 ),000 named in the third article of the treaty between 
the United States and the Creek Nation, proclaimed August II, 1888. 


Very respectful 
a7 z T. q. MORGAN, Commission 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Mr. DUNNELL. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, from the reading of 


those documents that there can be no very good argument made against 
paying over to these Indians this $400,000. If they have reached the 
stage of civilization which is attributed to them, I am unable to see 
wherefore the Government should 

‘money rather than pay it out to the 


and let them have the 


following 


in its Treasury this sum of 


benefit of it. It appears that there still remains a very large fund in 
the hands of the Government which the Indians do not ask for, a sum 
so large that the interest u it will probably be sufficient to meet 
their wants in the future, ere seems to be an opportunity here for 
us to save something for the Treasury, and it seems to me that we can 
do it and do it very safely. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have a little time left and I 
want two minutes of it to reply to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
PERKINS], who, instead of discussing this bill as fully as it seems to 
me he might have done, saw proper to switch off on a side track and to 
state that I was satistied that nobody knew anything of the publicserv- 
ice except the chairman of the Committeeon Appropriations. Well, I 
did not say so. 

Mr. PERKINS. Very nearly that. 

Mr. CANNON. I did not say so, nor do I say so now. I do think, 
however, that I know something about such matters, and that I know 
when a bill is in the interest of the public service, and I think ‘the 
gentleman would have done better to explain, if he could, this extra- 
ordinary conference report upon its merits, rather than to attack me 
personally because I happen to be chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. I said nothing about that at all. J simply legitimately 
criticised the gentleman’s conterence report. p 

As to the division of the appropriation bills, that has been accom- 
plished. It is impossible to change it now. I have not sought to change 
the present ment since it was accomplished two 
ago; but I sup that I had the same right any other memberof 
the House who is called on to vote upon a bill has to explain why he 
does not vote for it or to criticise its provisions, And it is no answer 
tor the gentleman to say that the sundry civil bill, or the legislative 
bill, or the District of Columbia bill is subject to criticism. I haveno 
doubt that in some respects they are all subject to criticism, but there 
is one criticism that they are notsubject to, namely, that atter the House 
has perlected them the conferees of the House make haste to turn a 
double somersault and ratify all that the Senate has done by adopt- 

dng all Senateamendments thereto. As the gentleman from Kansas has 
referred to the bills reported from the Committee on Appropriations, 
I will call attention to the same. 

Take the District appropriation bill; the Senate increased it $752,- 
000; that was reduced in conference $316,000. Take the legislative 
appropriation bill; the Senate increased it $496,000; it was reduced in 
conterence $308,000. Take the fortification bill; the Senate increased 
it $3,000,000; and it was reduced in conference $3,000,000. ‘Take the 
sundry civil bill; the Senate increased it $5,568,000; that has been re- 
duced in conference $3,776,000. Now take the Indian bill. As the 
House passed it, it appropriated $6,022,000; the Senate increased it 
$1,260,000; this conference report carries 87, 296, 132. The items have 
been carefully added up; I have verified the computation. I say again 
this amount carries all the House propositions, all the Senate proposi- 
tions, and more besides. Now, that may be proper. I would not have 
referred to these other bills had not the gentleman from Kansas alluded 
to this matter t 

Mr. PERKINS. As I said when oceupying the floor, the House con- 
ferees recommended the House to recede irom its disagreement on a 
large number of these Senate amendments, because the Committee on 
Indian Affairs of the House had already recommended every one of 
these items as independent measures, had made favorable reports upon 
them, recognizing them as proper items of appropriation. 

ir. CANNON. Now I want to say one word further. I would not 
have referred to these matters had not the gentleman from Kansas 
sought to muddy the water.” It does not make any difference who 
reports this bill or what committee it comes from; the only question is 
whether its provisions are proper. When occupying the floor before I 
assigned reasons why I thought they were not proper. And I must say 
I was slow to dissent from this appropriation of $400,000, which im- 
pairs to that amount the trust fund ot the Creek Indians. 

It is only a sense of duty that has induced me to dissent, and I was 

slow to do so for the reason that the Creek Indians are close to the dis- 
tricts and the constituencies of the gentleman trom Arkansas [Mr. 
PEEL] and his colleague[Mr. ROGERS]. As they are out there, near by 
the Creek Indians, with opportunities to know their condition, as they 
have means of knowing how this money will be spent if we give these 
Indians, in addition to the $21 a head as interest upon the trust fund, 
the $50 per capita arising from the impairment of the fund, I was very 
slow to disagree with those gentlemen. Yet, notwithstanding that, I 
came to the conclusion on ẹ fuli examination that it would not be wise 
to pay out $400,000 of this fund. I believe that when every Indian 
is wife and papoose shall receive the $50 per capita it will be 
syént on or near the reservation, and in twelve months from this time 
e Indians receiving this money will be no better off than they are 
to-day, but will be, on the contrary, that much poorer, that much 
nearer an appeal to the National Government, in the narfie of human- 
ity and our holy religion, to relieve, inside or outside of treaty, these 
wards of the Government. Mr. Speaker, I am done. 

Mr. PERKINS. Inow ask for a vote on agreeing to the report, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Thegentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] will 
allow me to make one suggestion ? 
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Mr. PERKINS. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I am very glad to see that my col- 
league [Mr. CAN RON] is in his accustomed mood to-day, favoring 
economy earnestly in all these matters, I only regret that this zeal 
for economy did not strike him yesterday, When there was before this 
House at that time a private claim involving about $323,000, and inci- 
dentally $4,700,000, and incidentally in the second degree about $ti0,- 
000,000, my friend from Illinois swallowed the whole dose without even 


ng. 

Mr. CANNON. My friend and colleague is still ‘‘harping on my 
daughter,” 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, no; it is my colleague I am harping on! 
only my colleague—nothing more. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. Well, proceed to harp. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, my friend must understand that these items 
of legislation on appropriation bills come naturally as the necessary re- 
sult of the condition into which the business of this House is brought 
by reason of our new rules. These rules were made, as alleged, to fa- 
cilitate business and produce results 

Mr. CANNON. On the merits of this matter will my colleague al- 
low me a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly, though I would prefer not to be di- 
verted at this moment. 

Mr. CANNON. I think this question is apt, if my friend will allow 
me. Now, my friend and colleague has spent much time in Oklahoma 
and other parts of the country to which this bill applies; he ought to 
have almost as much knowledge of that country as the gentleman from 
Arkansas. I wish to know what he thinks of the merits of this prop- 
osition from his observation and experience. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The appropriation in regard to the Creek In- 
dians ? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, I would rather leave that question to the 
honorable gentlemen of this House who compose the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. Iam not a member of that committee, The gentlemafi 
from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS], the chairman of that committee, and 
my friend from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] have studied this question so 
thoroughly, and I have so much confidence in their judgment, that I 
am willing to yield my own opinion, whatever it might be, to theirs. 

But I was referring to the fact that we ought not to be surprised 

now at legislation upon appropriation bills. Such legislation is the 
necessary result of the rales of this House, which were adopted in the 
first instance for the purpose, as was alleged, of facilitating business 
and producing results; but, so far from producing results, it appears 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa question of order. The 
gentleman, so far as he has proceeded, is not discussing the bill at all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman is mistaken; I am discussing the 
bill. [Laughter.] Iam accounting for this legislation upon the bill. 

The Senate have sent bills over here which are now on our Calendar, 
from three hundred to five hundred 

Mr. ROGERS. Seven bundred. 

Mr. SPRINGER. My friend here says seven hundred which are on 
our Calendars unacted upon, although favorably reported by the com- 
mittees. Now, the Senate has discovered that our rules, which were 
made, if I may be pardoned for referring to it again, to facilitate the 
business of the House and produce results, have not produced any re- 
sults so far as the measures they desire to have passed for the inter- 
est of the country are concerned, and hence they have forced to load 
their legislation on our general hay Aran bills when they go over 
and send it back tous in that shape. It is the only resource they have, 
the only way that is open, the only chance to get business attended to. 
It is done iu self-defense, and hence the pending bill is loaded down 
with legislation by the Senate and simply for that reason. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Are not the rules in regard to Senate amend- 
ments just the same now as they were in the last Congress? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Of course they are. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Yes, they are the same, but the rules of the House 
in regard to the transaction of business are so different that although 
we were told that they were created for the purpose of securing results 
we can not get at any other business except general appropriation bills, 
it seems, and the Senate therefore must put its legislation on our ap- 
propriation bills in order to get it considered at all. They have begun 
to find out that the House js not a deliberative body 

Mr. ROWELL. Will my colleague answer this question: Whether 
the rules of the House in past Congresses required the Senate to put 
these same things on general appropriation bills. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There was no necessity for them doing it then. 

Mr. ROWELL. Then what was the occasion of its being done? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Why, we transacted all the business that they sent 
over then. «In past Congresses, especially in the last one, everything 
went on smoothly and systematically; we took up the Senate bills and 
considered them in their order, and at the same time allowed three 
months’ discussion and deliberation on the tariff bill. 

Mr. ROWELL. Was it the kind of deliberation that my colleague 
is now indulging in? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. In the last Congress the Committee on Indian 


Affairs had three days to bring its general business before the House. 
This Congress it has no opportunity to bring it before the House; and 
the Senate, understanding that condition of affairs and having an in- 
terest, and an honest interest, in the good of the country, having at 
heart the welfare of all the people, as I kuow the Senate have—in fact 
I am beginning to rely upon the Senate now as the great guardian of 
the liberties of our people [langhter]—I say the Senate, understanding 
that, pa; their legislation on these appropriation bills, the only way 
that they can reach it under our rules. And for one I am going to 
stand by the Senate in its legislation, which I believe just to the In- 
dians, just to the white man and to the Government of the United 
States itself. I believe that this legislation is for the interest of the 
whole country, and that we must have it in this way because we can 
not get it under the rules of the House. 

Now, I desire to aid as far as I can in the passage of this bill, and I 
will not ask the House to indulge me further. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BURROWS). 
adoption of the conference report. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. CAN- 
NON) there were—ayes 51, noes 15. 

Mr. CHEADLE. No quorum, either present or voting. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to suggest, with the consent of the 
House, to the gentleman from Indiana the necessity for the passage of 
this appropriation bill. The Indian department to-day is suffering 
more for the want of this appropriation than any other Department of 
the Government. They are compelled to buy everything in open mar- 
ket; the office must give its instructions all through the country and 
to all sections by telegraph; it can not contract for the next year’s 
supplies or close a contract for a single article needed in the Govern- 
ment service until this bill is And yet my friend says he wants 
a quorum. Now, the vote of the House just taken ought to satisfy 
him that by a very large preponderance the House is in favor of the 
report of the committee, and I hope he will withdraw that demand. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I doit for this reason, that I believe it is radically 
wrong to vote away that trust fund without a quorum of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman insist upon the 
point of no quorum? 

Mr. CHEADLE. Ido. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then, if insisted upon, I shall move a call of the 
House. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Let us take the yeas and nays on the passage, and 
perhaps a quorum will be developed. 

Mr. PERKINS. I demand the yeas and nays on the adoption of the 
report. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Pending the roll-call, 

Mr. CHEADLE said: Mr. Speaker, in view of the circumstances I 
withdraw my point of no quorum and ask unanimous consent to dis- 
pense with the call of the roll and with the order directing the yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears none. 

The conference report was adopted. 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer- 
ence report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


The question is on the 


Is there objection ? 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 7885) granting a pension to R. Allen McCormick; 

A bill (H. R. 8391) making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of 
heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes; 

A hill (8. 3329) authorizing the city of Charleston to open Concord 
street throngh the grounds of the United States in that city; 

A bill (S. 3787) to amend the laws relative to shipping commission- 
ers; 
A bill (S. 3917) to adopt regulations for preventing collisions at sea; 

A bill (S. 4207) extending the time of payment to purchasers of land 
of the Omaha tribe of Indians in Nebraska, and for other purposes; 
and 

A bill (S. 4225) to amend an act approved August 6, 1888, author- 
izing the construction of bridges by the Houston, Central Arkansas 
and Northern Railway Company. 

DANIEL J. SNOW. 

Mr. THOMAS and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, asked leave 
to withdraw from the files, without leaving copies, the papers in the 
ease of Daniel J. Snow; and unanimous consent was granted. 

JESSE M. BLUE. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri, asked leave to withdraw from the files of 
the House, without leaving copies, the papers in the case of Jesse M. 


Blue, filed in the Fiftieth Congress; and unanimous consent was 


granted. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Stump, indefinitely, on account of sickness, N 
To Mr. Mason, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
To Mr. ALDERSON, indefinitely, on accountof sickness in his family. 


NATHANIEL M'KAY ET AL. 


Mr. SPRINGER, I move that the House take a recess until 8 o’clock, 
for the purpose of transacting business under the special order for Fri- 
day night. I do this because it na be im ible for us to transact 
any business between now and thaf time, and it will facilitate matters 
if we can take a recess now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the regular order is the roll-call 
on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. SPRINGER] to com- 
mit to the Committee on War Claims the bill (S. 846) for the relief of 
Nathaniel McKay and the executors of Donald McKay. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is it not in order to take a recess at this time? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr, SPRINGER. Are we obliged to stay here until 5 o'clock ? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The Chair thinks the House 
should dis of the business which is pending. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But there is no quorum here, 

Mr. CANNON, I think there is a quorum in the city. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there is a quorum. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Is this on the committal of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. This is on the committal of the bill. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 45, nays 102, not 
voting 180, as follows: 


YEAS—45. 
Allen, Miss. Cooper, Ind. McClellan, Struble, 
ig, Culberson, Tex. McCreary, Tarsney, 
Bergen, Flick, MeMillin, Tillman, 
Blount, Forney, McRae, Turner, Ga. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Goodnight, Montgomery, Wherler, Ala, 
Brewer, Hare, Moore, Tex. Whiting, 
ner, Hayes, Peel, Wilkinson, 
Brookshi Holman, Pickler, Willeox, 
Brown, J. Kerr, lowa Savers, Williams, III. 
Bynum, Lanham, Shively, 
Candler, Ga. Lester, Va. Springer, 
Clements, Lewis, Stone, Mo. 
NAYS—102, 
Anderson, Kans. Dingle, Lacey, Reed, Iowa 
Atkinson, Pa. Dolliver, Laidlaw, Rockwell, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dunnell, Lansing, Rowell, 
er, Evans, „ Soull, 
Bartine, Farquhar, Lester, Ga, Sherman, 
Bayne, Featherston, McComas, Sim 
Beck with, Funston, McCord, Smyser, 
Belknap, T, McDuffie, Snider, 
Bingham, Miles, Stewart, Tex, 
Gifford, Moffitt, 
Bowden, ge, Morey, Btockbridge, 
Brower, Morrow, Stone, Ky. 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Niedringhaus, Sweney. 
Burton, armer, O'Donnell, Taylor, E. B. 
Butterworth, Haugen, O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, Tenn. 
Cannon, Heard, Osborne, Thomas, 
Carter, Henderson, III. Owen, Ind. ‘Turner, Kans. 
Cheadle, Henderson, Iowa Owens, Ohio Vandever, 
Conger, Henderson, N. C. Payne, Van Sel 
Connell. Hermann, Payson, Walker, 
Covert, t Penington, Watson, 
Hopkins, Perkins, 
Culbertson, Pa, Kelley, Pugsley, Williams, Ohio 
Cummings, Kennedy, Quackenbush, ilson, Wash. 
u. Kinsey, 8 
Darlington, app, * 
NOT VOTING—180, 
Abbott, Caruth Enloe, Lodge, 
Ad Caswell, E one 
Alderson, Catchings, Finley, Ma 
Allen, Mich. ham, A Mansur, 
Anderson, Miss. Chipman, Fithian, Martin, Ind. 
Andrew, Clancy. 5 Martin, Tex. 
Arnold, Clark, Wis. Flower, ason, 
Bankhead, eA Forman, MeAdoo, 
Banks, Clunie, Fowler, McCarthy, 
Barn 5 Frank, McClammy, 
Belden, Cogswell, Geissenhainer, McCormick, 
Coleman, Gibson, McKenna, 
Blanchard, Comstock, - Grimes, McKinley, 
land, Cooper, Ohio Grosvenor, Milliken, 
Boatner, Cotran, Grout, Milis, 
Boothman, Cowles, Hatch, Moore, N. H. 
Boutetle, Crain, Haynes, Morgan, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Crisp, Hemphill, Morrill, 
Brosius, Dalzell, Herbert, Morse, 
Browne, T, M, Dargan, Hill, Mudd, 
Browne, Va. Davidson, Hooker, Mutchiler, 
Brunner, De Haven, Houk, Norton, 
Buchanan, N. J. De Lano, Kerr, Pa. Nute, 
Buchanan, Va. Dibble, Ketcham, Oates, 
Buekalew, Dickerson, Kilgore, O Ferrall, 
Bullock, Dockery, La Follette, O' Neall, Ind. 
Bunn, Do 1 ne, O'Neil, Mass. 
well Danois Lawler, Outhwaite, 
eri Edmunds, 
ler, Mass, Elliott, Lehlbach, Paynter, 
„ EUis, . d 


Rus! Stewart, Vt. 
xs Stockdale 


Phelan, Russell, y Wallace, Mass, 
Pierce, Sanford, Stump, Wallace, N. Y. 
Post, Sawyer, Taylor, III. Washington, 
Price, Scranton, ` Taylor, J. D. Wheeler, Mich, 
Raines, Seney, Thompson, Whitthorne, 
Randall, Skinner, Townsend, Colo. 
Reilly, Smith, tl. Townsend, Pa, Wike, 

burn, Smith, W. Va. ‘Tracey, - Wilson, Ky. 
Richardson, Spinola, Tucker, Wilson, Mo. 
Rife, Spooner, Turner, N. Y. Wilson, W. Va. 
Robertson, Stahinecker, Vaux, Wright, 
Rogers, Stephenson, Venable, Yardley, 
Rowland, Stewart, Ga. Waddill, Yoder, 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. VENABLE. 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. REILLY. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. GREENHALGE. 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. Ewart with Mr. Stump. 

Mr. WICKHAM with Mr. Coss. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK with Mr. PARRETT. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. RAINES with Mr. BUNN. 

Mr. TownseEnpD, of Colorado, with Mr. ENLOE. 

Mr. LEHLBACH with Mr. CoTHRAN, - 

Mr. BooTHMAN with Mr. COWLES. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. MAGNER. 

Mr. Lopok with Mr. ANDREW. 

Mr. HILL with Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER, 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. Houk with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. Grout with Mr. FITCH, 

Mr. RUSSELL with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 

Mr. COOPER, of Obio, with Mr. MAISH, 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. HERBERT, 

Mr. CoGSwELL with Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts, 
Mr, RANDALL with Mr. SPINOLA. 

Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. WASHINGTON. 
Mr. RIFE with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 

Mr. BAKER with Mr. ELLIOTT. 

Mr, Moore, of New Hampshire, with Mr. GIBSON, 
Mr. WALLACE, of New York, with Mr. MCCARTHY. 
Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. OATES, £ 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 
Mr. Dorsey with Mr. FOWLER. 

Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. BIGGS. 

Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. MILLS. 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. HEMPHILL. 

Mr. MoCormick with Mr. ROBERTSON. 7 
Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. Perry. 

Mr. Spooner with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. BANKS with Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia. 

Mr. McKenna with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. WIKE. $ 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr, O'NEALT, of Indiana, 
Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLỌWER. 

Mr. MORRILL with Mr. DOCKERY. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. DICKERSON. 

Mr. De LANo with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr. SANFORD with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. LIND with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. Note with Mr. BARNES. 


Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. BLANCRARD 


Mr. PERKINS with Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. SMYSER with Mr, SENEY. 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. Morse with Mr. ELLIS. 

Mr. JosepH D. TAYLOR with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GEISSENHAINER, 

Mr. Surrn, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. CLANCY. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, ex- 


cept the Atkinson railroad bill. 
_ For various periods: 


Mr. REYBURN with Mr. TRACEY, until Tuesday next. 
Mr. Mason with Mr. HATCH, until August 19, 
Mr. WILson, of West Virginia, with Mr. GROSVENOR, until August 


17. 


Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBOTT, from August 12, for ten days, Mr, 


MILLIKEN reserving the right to vote to make a quorum and the right 
to vote on the original-package bill. 


For the rest of this day: 
Mr. CHEADLE with Mr. HOOKER. 
Mr, La FOLLETTE with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. Ido. 

The SPEAKER. Then the question is on that motion. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER, A division is demanded, Mr, Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 38, noes 76. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 39, nays 104, not vot- 


Mr. Sata, of Illinois, with Mr. FITHIAN,. 

Mr, ADAMS with Mr. PAYNTER. 

Mr. Browse, of Virginia, with Mr. EDMUNDS. . 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. FORMAN. 

Mr: McDurriz with Mr, CLARKE, of Alabama. 

Mr. Post with Mr. McA poo. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. Witson, of Missouri. 
On this vote: 

Mr. BucHANAN, of New Jersey, with Mr. BANKHEAD. i 
South Caro- 


the motion to adjourn? Listen tome! [Laughter.] I dislike to be 
treated with such discourtesy. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Chair ought to understand. : 

, TheSPEAKER. The Chair ought to have understood the gentle- 
man, but the gentleman from Illinois understands why the Chair some- 
times makes mistakes with reference to him. It is because the - 
tleman is so persistent in a course after he knows it is unsuitable. The 
gentleman moves to adjourn, does he? GAT 


So the Honse refused to adjourn. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


Mr, BAKER. Iam paired with the gentleman from ing 184; as follows: 
lina [Mr. HEMPHILL] on all political questions, and therefore voted in YEAS—39. 
the negative. Bankhead, Crisp, Lanh: 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. Iam paired with the gentleman from | Barwig, Culberson, Tex. Lee, = Springer, 
Indiana pite: O'NEALL] on all political questions, and not considering pease A — sabe al 23 der Dr 
this a political question I voted. Brown, J. B. ri 4 e Turner, t 

> mes, wis, Ga. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the names of members noted Bynum, d Hare, Ma Whiting, 
as present and not voting. ndler, Ga. vos, e, nson, 

The Clerk read as follows : 9 Tolman, Ofer Willians, ni. 

Mr. Brupex, Mr. BoornuAx, Mr. Browne of Virginia, Mr. C. Mr, | Covert, Lane, Peel, 
CasweuL, Mr. OLARKE of Ala a, Mr. Dockery, Mr. Forman, Mr. Grs- NAYS—1 
2 — 5 La a — Mr. . Mr. AY 01. 
A — CHARDSON, — N n. . SPRINGE] Rock 
Mr Hier of Missouri. Mr. Towxsxxp of Pavey em ey Mr. 1 ace ee penne 8 Noel. 
Vorn, and Speaker REED, Baker ö evans, Lawler, Rowlan É 
l tine, . ; 5 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think there are a number of 83838 noted Bayne, 5 — rston, MoClellan,” Shen Š 
as present who were not present when their names were ed. elknap, ck, eCo ively, 

Mr. LEE. Mr. Speaker, when my name was called Iwas in the lobby, aR one ees . 
or I should have voted nay.’’ Bliss, Gest, Miles, Smyser, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is at liberty to vote now. 2 aroni 18 —.— 

The name of Mr. LEE was called, and he voted hay.“ e S0 e ir 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. Burrows, ih O'Donnell, Stone, Ky. 

The name of Mr, SPRINGER was called, and he voted yea.“ Bonon; RORO OSS; 93 ee 

Mr: SPRINGER. Was the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Warr- | Cantet, rl. Hannon, Gwen, ind Taylor E.B. 
THORNE] present when his name was called? I notice it has been an- | Cheadle, Henderson, II. Owens, Ohio Taylor, Tenn, 
nounced; and the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. GEISSENHAINER], oe , renden: 955 arae A 
I did not see him, and I do not think these gentlemen were present when | conger] Serman |: Bentnaton 55 
their names were called. Cooper, Ind Hopkins, Pickler, ` an Schnick, 

n Craig, Kelley. Pugsley, W. „ 

The 83 ganen wae Bere ma the roll commenced. Oultertson; Pa: Kennedy: rhe pend ads. Wien 

Mr, STONE, of Missouri. Speaker, I desire to vote. Cummings, Kerr, lowa Quinn, Williams, Ohio 

The name of Mr. STONE, of Missouri, was called, and he voted | Darlington, Knapp, Ray, ‘Wilson, Wash, 
41 yea. ” Dingley, cey, Reed, Iowa Yoder, 

Mr. SMITH, of Ilinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I have s 0 
been present and would have voted for the purpose of making a quorum, 4 Cot 8 TETES Ro 
but I am paired with my colleague from Illinois [Mr. FrTHIANJ, who | {hott Cooper, Ohio ina De 
is absent on account of sickness in his family, and I therelore declined Alderson, Cothran, Lodge, Raske, 
to vote. en, wies, agner, umsell, 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 45, the nays 102, | ARen, Miss Crain on . . 
and, with those noted, a quorum being present, the House declines to | Andrew, Dalzell, ` Martin, Ind. Scranton, 
recommit the bill, and the question is u its passage. Arnold, Dargan, artin, Tex. Seney, 

Mr. SPRINGER. 1 movsto lay the bill on the table, Mr. 185 . Pye Sth We Va 

The SPEAKER, e Chair will suggest to the gentleman that the | Barnes, De Lano, ` y Spinola, ` 
question may as well be taken on the of the bill. z Beckwith, Dibi 1 Spooner, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I prefer, if the Chair will indulge me, to take it | Bede, 8 Mekenne, —— 
on the vote to lay on the table. Blanchard, Dorsey, MeKinley, Stewart, Ga. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, is that motion in order? Bland. e Milliken, Stewart, Vt. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Ilinois | Boner, Elliott Mai Stone, Mor 
on that point, Boutelle, Ellis, 3 mp, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not understand that the motion to lay on e 27. ia —.— N. en 

the table is debatable. Bri ee a ew Marat Tu 2 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Wisconsin has raised a ques- | Brosius, Fitch.’ Morrill, R 
ton of oder Bowne PM, fins, Moree, owned ol 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not understand why a motion to lay upon | prowne, 8 N eg 
the table is not in order. Ibelieve I have never beard that disputed bere- 8 N. J. 9 ee Tucker, 
tofore. It is one of the regular motions; and the motion to lay on the 8 Va. Towo: 8 Turner, N. x. 
table takes precedence over a demand for the previous question, The | Rufteck““ Geissenhainer, O'Neil, Mase. Venable, 
order of motions in the House—— Bunn, Grosvenor, uth waite, Waddill, 

Mr. THOMAS, Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that this is —— Sr) —.— Na 
a dilatory motion. f Candler, tas, Haynes, Perkins, Wallace, N. Y. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. Carlton, * Hemphill, Perry, Washington, 

Mr. SPRINGER. That this isa dilatory motion? Well, from that | Carter, Herbert, Peters, Watson, 
decision I appeal Caswell, Hill, Phelan, Wheeler, Ala. 

3 Catchings, Hit Pierce, Wheeler, Mich, 

The SPEAKER, The Chair declines to entertain the appeal. Cheatham, Hooker, Post, Whitthorne, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, then, I move that this House do now ad- | Chipman, Houk, Price, Wickham, 
journ. ; : ; Clarke ia. Ketchans Randall Wits, K 

The SPEAKER, simultaneously with the motion of Mr. SPRINGER, Clarke, Ala. Kilgore, ' Reilly, ° Wilson, Mo. 
put the question on the passage of the bill, : unie, ngey, eybarn, n, W. Va. 

Mr. SPRINGER (interrupting). Then do you decline to entertain | Cob. oyy, Pe sen in en, . 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, with Mr. MUTCHLER, on this vote, 
Mr, Morrirr with Mr. Brickwen, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. Kinsey with Mr. TanxSsRx, for the rest of the day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


Mr, THOMAS, 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker 
Regular order 
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lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman, before he on the table. 


calls for the regular order, to let me make a brief statement. I rise 
for the purpose of asking unan mous consent to take from the Speaker's 
table the joint resolution making the balance that was appropriated 
for the Mississippi flood sufferers available for the starving people in 
Oklahoma, 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is right; that ought to be done. 

Mr. CANNON. I would be glad to have unanimous consent; and 
it seems to me that in the presence of starvation objection should not 
be made. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to move some amendments to the joint res- 
olution. 

TheSPEAKER. The joint resolution will first be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, etc.. That the unexpended balance of an appropriation made by pnb- 
He resolution No.15, approved April 25, 1890, for the relief of persons in the dis- 
trict overflowed by the Mississippi River and its tributaries, be. and the same is 
hereby. reappropriated to the 1 of Oklahoma. to be under the 
direction of the governor thereof for the relief of the citizens of that Territory 
who have been rendered destitute by the unexampled drought of the present 
season. The governor of Oklahoma shall make and detailed report of his 
expenditure oi the foregoing sum to the President, to be by him transmitted to 
Congress at its next session. ` 

The amendments were read, as follows: 


Strike out in line 8, the words * to the Territory of Oklahoma.“ 

In line h. strike ont the words “ governor thereof,” and insert in lieu thereof 
“Secretary of War.” 

Line 10. strike ont the words that Territory.“ and insert in lieu thereof 
“ Territory of Oklahoma.” 

Lines li aud 12, strike out the words “governor of Oklahoma,” and insert in 
lieu thereof “Secretary of War.” 


Mr, BLOUNT. iI wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois what 
amount of that appropriation is still unexpended. 

Mr. CANNON. The President states, in his message sent in a few 
days ago, that there is about $45,000 yet unexpended. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Has there been any estimate of the amount that 
will probably be needed for this purpose? 

Mr. CANNON, All the information that we have is in the message 
from the President and in an additional telegram sent to the Execu- 
tive from the governor of the Territory, in which, under date of August 
14, he says: 

No levy having been made,our county commissioners are utterly unable, 
under the Nebraska statutes, to relieve starving settlers. ` 


I dare say that the whole of this amount will be required. Further 
than that lean not state. I think it better that this distribution should 
be made under the direction of the Secretary of War, the same as the 
distribution was made for the flood sufferers. It seems to me that this 
amendment is a good one, because the Secretary of War has all the ma- 
chinery aud every facility required to obtain supplies cheaply and to 
distribute them thoroughly and without criticism. 

Mr. BAKER. That was the recommendation of the Committee on 
Territories, 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment to 
come in atter the word“ balance“ in line 3. 

Mr. SWENEY. Mr. S , before that is offered I wish to ask the 

tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] what evidence he has of the 
Sostitution of these people. 

Mr. CANNON. We have the message of the President sent in here 
formally two or three days ago, and, in addition to that, we have ad- 
vices from the governor of the Territory, our former colleagne upon this 
floor, known to most of us, Governor Steele. 

In addition to that we have telegrams from varions sources, and the 
information generally is that through that particular section, which is 
newlysettled, in addition to the embarrassments and hardships always 
incident to a new settlement, the rains have not fallen, the food is not 
there, and the people are suffering. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman trom Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE]. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “balance,” in the third line, insert the words or so much 
thereof as may be necessary.” 

Mr, CANNON. I accept the amendment, 

Mr. HEARD. The amendment ot the gentleman from Iowa covers 
the point to which I was going to call attention. I was about to ask 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] whether patting the dis- 
tribution under the Secretary of War would not imply that only so 
much of the money as was necessary should be spent. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes. The words are surplusage, but they do 
not doany harm. Of course the Secretary would use only what was 
necessary. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to a third reading;-and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr, CANNON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
NATHANIEL M'KAY. 

Mr, SNIDER. Mr. Speuker, I desire to present a conference report 
on the Chickamauga battle-field bill.” 

Mr. THOMAS. Regular order. : 

The SPEAKER, ‘The report can only be received at this time by 
vaen mous consent. The question is upon the passage of the pending 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. [ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 29. 

Mr. SPRINGER demanded tellers, which were refused. 

Mr. THOMAS called for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 77, nays 50, not vot- 
ing 200; as follows: 


YEAS—77. 

Anderson, Kans, Dunnell, McComas, Simonds, 
Atkinson, Pa. Evans, Miles, Smyser, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Farquhbar,. Morey, Stivers, 
Baker, Featherston, Mudd, Stockbridge, 
Bartine, Funston, Niedring' Stone, Ky. 
Belknap, Gear, O'Donnell, Sweney 
Bingham, Gibson, O'Neil, Pa. Taylor, k B, 
Bowden, Greenhalge, Osborne, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brower, Hall, Owen, ind. omas, `~ 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Owens, Ohio Turner, Kans, 
Enron; 3 Fayen, Vandever, 

Jannon, augen, enington, Van Schaick, 
Conger, Henderson, III. Pugsiey, Walker, 
Connell, Hermann, Quackenbush, Watson, 
Covert, Kelley, Quinn, Wiley, 
Craig, Kennedy, y. Williams, Ohio 
Culbertson, Pa, 2 Reed, Iowa Wilson, Wash. 
Cummings, Laidlaw, Rock weil, 
Dingley, Lansing, Rowell, 
Dolliver, Lee, Sherman, 

NAYS—S0. 
Bankhead, Flick, Lewis, ringer, 
Barwig, Forney, McClammy, Seed rex. ` 
Bliss, Gifford, MeClellaa, Struble, 
Blount, are, McCreary, Tillman, 
Brewer, Haynes, MeMillin, Turner, Ga. 
Brookshire, eard, Mee, Wheeler, Ala, 
Brown, J. B. Holman, Montgomery, Whiting, 
Candler, Ga. Hopkins, Moore, Tex. Wilkinson, 
Clements, Kerr, Iowa Peel. Wilcox, 
Comstock. Lanham, Pickler, Wiliams, III. 
Cooper, Ind, Lawler, Row and, Yoder. 
Crisp, Lester, Sayers, 
Culberson, Tex. Lester, Va. Snider, 
NOT VOTING—200. 
Abl 8 Kinsey, Reyburn, 
Adams, Coleman, Kaapo; Richardson, 
Alderson, Cooper, Oh La Follette, Rife, 
Allen, Mich, Coth Robertson, 
Allen, Miss. Cowles, Laws, Rogers, 
Anderson, Miss, Crain, Lehlbach, Rusk, 
Andrew, Cutcheon, Lind, Russell, - 
Arnold, Dalzell. Lodge, Sanford, 
Ban — ragi Sawyer, 
Barnes, Darti 8 Serantoa, 
yne, Davidson, Mansur, Scun, 
Beckwith, De Haven, Martin, Ind. Seney, 
Beiden, Lano, Martin, Tex. 
Bergen, Dibbie, SN Bkinner, 
Dickerson, cAdoo, Smith, 

Blance! ~ McCarthy, Smith, W. Va. 
Bland, Dorsey, MoCord, Spinola, 
Boatner, Dunphy, McCormick, ner, 
Boothman, Edmun McDuffie, Stahinecker, 
Boutelle, Ell ennn, henson, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ellis, ` McKinley, Stewart, Ga, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Enloe, Milliken, Stewart, Vt. 
Brickner, Ewart, ills, Stockdale, 
Brosius, Finley, Moffitt, Stone, Mo, 
Browne, T, M. Fitch, Moore, N. H. Stump, 
Browne, Va. Fithian, Morgan, 2 
Brunner, Flood, Morrill, Taylor, III. 
Buchanan, N. J. Flower. Morrow, ylor, J. D. 
Buchanan, Va. i Morse, peon, 
Buckalew, Fowler, Mutchler, nd, Colo, 
Bullock, Frank, Norton, Townsend, Pa, 
Bunn, $ Nute, A 
Butterworth, Tucker, 
Bynum, Goodnight, O'Ferrall Turner, N. Y, 
Caldwell, rimes, O'Neall. aux, 
Campbell, Grosvenor, O'Neil, Mass, Venable, 
Candler, Mass, Grout, Outhwaite, Waddill, 
Carlton, Hawh, Parrett, Wade, 
Carter, Ha D Payne, Wallace, Mass. 
Caruth, =r ill, Paynter, Wallac., N: Y, 
Caswell, Henderson, Iowa Perkins, Washington, 
Catchings, Henderson, N. d. Perry, Wheeler, 
Oheadie, Herbert, Peters, Whitthorne, 
Cheatham, Hill, Phetan, Wickham, 
Chipman, Hiti Pierce, Wike, 
Clanoy, Hooker, Post, Wilson, Ky. 
Clark, Wis. Houk, Price, Wiison, Mo. 
Clarke, Kerr, Pa. Rai ‘Wilson, W. Va. 
Clunie, K Wright, 
Cobb, Kilgore, Reilly, Yardley. 
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The following additional pairs were announced: : 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, with Mr. VAUX, for the rest of the 


day. 

Mer. BOULL with Mr. MUTCHLER, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. YODER, on this vote. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 77, the nays 50. No 
quorum has voted. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move a call of the House. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. THOMAS, there were 
on a division (called for by Mr. SPRINGER)—ayes 54, noes 42. 

So a call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; when the following-named mem- 
bers failed to answer: 


Abbo! Cooper, Ind. Kerr, Pa. Reyburn, 
2 ba Ohio Ketcham, e, 
Alderson, run, Kilgore, bertson, 
Allen, Mich. Cowles, Knapp, gers, 
Allen, Crain. ic, Rowland, 
Anderson, Miss, Dalzeil, Laws, Rusk, 
Andrew, Dargan, Russell, 
Arnold, Darlington, Lehlbach, Sanford, 
Banks, Davidson, Lind, Scranton, 
Barnes, De Haven, Lodge, Scull, 
Bayne, De Lano, Magner, Seney, 
Beekwith, Dibble, Maish, Shively, 
Bergen, Dickerson, Mansur," Skinner, 
Dorsey, Martin, Ind Smith, W. Va, 
Blane Dunphy, Martin, Texas Spinola, 
Bland, Edmun ason, mer, 
Boatner, Eltiott, McAdoo, Stahlnecker, 
Boothman, is, y, Stephenson, 
Bowea Enloe, McClammy, Ste Ga. 
Breekt ge, Ark, E McOormi: Stewart, Vt. 
Breckinndge, Ky, Featherston, McDuffie, Stock: 
Brickner, Finley, McKinley, Stamp, 
Brosius, Fitch, Milliken, Tarsney. 
Brown, J. B. Fithian, Mills, Taylor, III 
Browne, T. M. I Moore, N. H. Taylor, J. D. 
Buchanan, N. J. Flower, orse, Thompson, 
Buchanan, Va. “ Motchler, Townsend, Colo. 
Ballo,” 25 eres Tracey, 
ulloc! Frank, ute, Tucker, 
—_. r er, be She Schaick, 
rton, Gest, ‘errall, aux, 

0 s O'Neall, Ind Venable, 
Campbell, Grimes, O'Neil, Waddill, 
Candir, Mass. Grosvenor, Outhwaite, ade, 
Carlton, Grout, tt, allace, 
Caruth, teh, Payne, Wallace, N. Y, 
Catchings, Hayes, z Paynter, Washington, 
Cheatham, 1 Perry, Wheeler, 
Chipman, pie M Peters, Whitthorne, 
Clancy. Henderson, Iowa Phelan, Wickham, 

k, Wis. Henderson, N.O. Pickler, Wike, 
Clarke, Ala, Her! Pierce, Wilson, Ky, 
Clunie, Hill, Post, Wilson, Mo. 
Cobb, H Raines, 3 
creel, Hooker, Randall, Yardley. 
Coleman, Houk, Reilly, 


During the roll-call the following-named members reported to the 
Clerk and were recorded under the rule as present: 

Mr. BELDEN, Mr. BOOTHMAN, Mr. BURTON, Mr. Comstock, Mr. 
Cooper of Indiana, Mr. ELLIS, Mr. FEATHERSTON, Mr, HAYES, Mr. 
HENDERSON of Iowa, Mr. Hrrr, Mr. KNAPP, Mr. LANE, Mr. McDor- 
FIE, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. PICKLER, and Mr. STOCKDALE. 

Mr, QUINN. Mr. Speaker, permit me to that the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. EDMUNDS] was obliged to leave the Hall to-day, 
quite unwell. : 

Mr. LESTER, of Virginia. My colleague [Mr. O’FERRALL] has 
been quite sick to-day, and I presume he is absent on that account, 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk reports 150 members present. 

Mr. THOMAS. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Resolved, That the nt-at-Arms take into custody and bring tothe bar 
the House such of L as are now absent without leave of the House. A 

Mr. BAKER, I offer as a substitute the preamble and resolution 
which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the Sun, a daily 8 published in the city of New York, in its 


issue of August 15, 1890, published an article quotingfrom the New York Times, 
in the first column of ‘page 4, ROGER Q. Mika Place,” in words and figures 


lowing: 
“The 3 architect of Dem tic disaster has been delivering in Mis- 


souri a series of lectures on his theories of political economy "—— 


Mr. DOCKERY (interrupting the reading), I raise the question of 
order against this resolution submitted by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BAKER]. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think it is in order. 

Mr. BAKER, The resolution following the preamble, which the 
Clerk has to read, pro to revoke all leaves of absence. As 
a red of privilege I think this is entitled to be read and I insist 
upon it. 

Mr. GEAR. I make a point of order against the preamble. I do 
not think it is proper. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not think the resolution is proper; it is not 
fair to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. 
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Sed ve SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman from New 
0 — 

A MEMBER. Let the resolution be read and the preamble be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from New York 
had better withdraw the resolution. 

Mr. BAKER. No; I submit that the resolution is entirely proper; 
it relates to this question of leaves of absence and members absent 
without leave. 

Mr. SAYERS (to Mr. BAKER). Why did you not putin Mr. Mo- 
KINLEY’s name? 

Mr. HEARD. I call the attention of the gentleman from New York 
to the fact that Mr. MCKINLEY is also absent and I understand is paired 
with Mr. MILLS. I suggest to the gentleman that if he includes the 
name of Mr. MILLS he should also add Mr. McKINLEy’s name. Or 
perhaps it would be better to substitute Mr. McKINLEY’s name, as 
Mr. MILIS is here. 

Mr. BAKER. This covers all those who are absent without leave, 

Mr. HEARD. But you single him ont. 

Mr. BAKER. Oh, no; let the resolution be read and the gentleman 
will see that it covers all. 
ioe HEARD. Mr. Mis is here; has been here for the last two 

ys. 

Mr. BAKER. Well, he is not here now. I am only quoting a New 
York leading paper which criticises my friend from Texas, 

Mr.SAYERS, We will take care of our colleague. 

Mr. HEARD. He has been here to-day, as I am informed. 

Mr. BAKER. But this resolution relates to the present time. He 


is not now present. 

Mr. HEARD. Well, you have not been here all the time yourself. 

Mr. BAKER. Oh, yes; every moment. I wantto protect my friend 
from Texas against such an attack. 

Mr. SAYERS. You take care of your own colleagues and let Texas 
attend to itself. 

Mr. BAKER. Iam taking care of the interests of the House. 

Mr. SAYERS. Do not attempt to take care of Mr. MILLS; we will 
attend to that. 

Mr. BAKER, I am taking care of the interest of Mr. MILLS. This 
article is from a leading newspaper of the country, and I submit that 
this preamble and the resolution accompanying it are entirely in order. 
The resolution following certainly ought to be read, and the preamble 
is germane to it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I insist on my point of order. 

The SPEAKER. It is difficult for the Chair to tell what is in tho 
resolution until it has been read. It does not seem, so far as the read- 
ing has progressed, to be in order. ; 

Mr. McCrEARY rose. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. S 

The SPEAKER. The C 
tucky. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I think itis the rule of this House, 
and there are a number of precedents for it, that when a paper like 
that is sent up to be read it is handed to the Speaker, who looks over 
it and determines whether it is in order for presentation to the House. 
Pox wg that so much of this paper as has been read is entirely out of 
order. 

Mr. HEARD, Itis a direct reflection upon a member of the House. 

Mr. BAKER, There is not the slightest intention of reflection upon 


anybody. 
This seems to be a reflection upon the gentle- 


er— 
r will hear the gentleman from Ken- 


Mr. McCREARY, 
man from Texas [Mr. MILLS], and I suggest that the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY] is paired with him on all pending questions. 

Mr. BAKER. This paper is entirely respectful. Ido not propose 
to allow such an article as this newspaper publishes to go unnoticed. 
The members of the House ought to be here. But there is not the 
slightest reflection on my friend 

Mr. SAYERS, Why do you not criticise members on your side of 
the House who are not here? 

Mr. BAKER. I do later on in the paper. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. MILLS was present to-day; do 
you not know that? 

Mr. BAKER. No; I do not. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Then you had better know it before 
you submit such a paper. . 

Mr. BAKER. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that the resolution appended 
is entirely in order as a substitute for that of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin, and the preamble is germane, because it relates to it. They are 
necessarily embodied in the same -paper and ought to be read for the 
information of the House, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from New York 
will do as well to withdraw it. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, in justice—— 

The SPEAKER, The Chair desires to say to the gentleman from 
New Vork 

Mr. BAKER. Ifthe Chair desires the ‘‘ gentleman from New York”? 
to withdraw the preamble, I will do so with pleasure. A polite forbear- 
ance in regard to the request of the Chair must be exercised, [Langh- 


1890. 
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ter.) 
The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: . 


Therefore: 

That all leaves of absence, except those ted to members on ac- 
countof sickness, and the aforesaid R. Q. Minisand others, like him, engaged 
in the said educational campaign, be, and the same are hereby, revo 

That in case of failure on the part of all absentees to report for duty forth- 
with (those above mentioned excepted), the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
transmit by telegraph copies of these resolutions, prepaying at Government 
rates— 


Mr. GEAR. Mr. Speaker, I object to the further reading of this 
paper as being entirely out of order. 

Mr. HEARD, That is right. 

Mr. BAKER. I think it is in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not notice that any names were 
mentioned when he directed the resolution to be read. 

Mr. McMILLIN, I hope the gentleman from New York will with- 
draw the resolution. The gentleman from New York can not have 
forgotten that he had, on one occasion, a resolution returned to him 
by a vote of the House. I think it is the proper course to withdraw 
it now. I hesitated to make the su ion, but the facts justify it. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, if this resolution is held to be entitled 
to go into the Recorp, I give notice that I shall move te expunge it 
therefrom; for the reason that the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BAKER] must know, as others know, that the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. MILLS], whom he has singled out as the object of this attack, has 
been on this floor since last Monday, honorably protecting his pair with 
Mr. MCKINLEY by refusing to vote. 

Mr. BAKER. This relates to every single one of the absentees as 
well as to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. 

Mr. HEARD. Then why single out the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
MILIsI, when he is here honorably protecting his pair with Mr. Mo- 
KINLEY, who is absent? The gentleman from Texas is present and 
has been counted by the Speaker as present. 

Mr. BAKER, Mr, Speaker, let the resolution go to the Committee 
on Rules, 

The SPEAKER, I think the gentleman will withdraw the resolu- 


tion, 

Mr. BAKER. Let it go to the Committee on Rules, I think it is 
a proper resolution to be considered in connection with every absent 
member. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. BAKER. We have had several resolutions revoking leave of 
absence and the next step has been to pass another. What is the sense 
in passing one resolution after another revoking leave of absence and 
then allowing members to go away again? 

Mr. HEARD. What is your sense of decency that permits you to 
single out the name of Mr. MILLS, when he is on the floor and has been 
counted by the Speaker as present to-day ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is out of order. 
There is not the slightest reason for any difficulty about this matter. 

Mr, HEARD. I desire to be in order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BAKER] that he knows better than to do anything of this kind, and if 
he does not know any better he is not fit to occupy a seat in this House. 

Mr. BAKER. I think it would be eminently proper for some friend 
of Mr. MILLS, as a question of privilege, to have the article from the 
New York Sun read and to take such action as seems advisable, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I insist that when the facts show that Mr. 
MILLS is not absent on leave or without leave, but present on the 
floor of the Honse, the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] 
ought not to insist upon stating anything of that kind in his resolu- 
tion. So far as the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] is concerned, 
he is not absent, and there is no leave to revoke in his case. 

Mr. CRISP. May I ask the gentleman from New York a question? 

Mr. BAKER. It seems to me we should take every step possible to 
get a quorum here to do business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] desires 
to ask the gentleman from New York a question. 

Mr. CRISP. I want to ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BAKER] if he did not once before in his legislative experience have a 
resolution returned to him by a vote of the House as out of order, by 
reason of a preamble which preceded it? 

A MEMBER on the Republican side. But that is entirely imma- 


terial. 

Mr. BAKER. That is going into ancient history. And I will say 
to the gentleman from Georgia that that resolution eventually appeared 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. CRISP. I refer to that simply because it emphasizes the im- 
propriety of the course which the gentleman is now taking, because 
on a former occasion the House directed the return of a resolution 
offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Tuomas]. 


But the resolution is certainly in order, and I ask that it be] The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 


seemed to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Division. 

The House divided. 

The SPEAKER, The ayes are 67 and the noes are 67. The Chair 
votes in the affirmative, and the motion is carried. 

Mr. SPRINGER. On that I demand tellers, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs to suggest to gentlemen who are 
now present, whose names are not recorded, that if they will give their 
names to the Clerk it is ble that the presence of a quorum may be 
disclosed, the incident which bas just taken place having brought gen- 
tlemen into the House. [Laughter.] 

Tellers were ordered; and the Speaker appointed Mr. THOMAS and 
Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Pending the division, I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The House is now dividing. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There is a pension session to-night. You do not 
want to adjourn. 

Mr, WILLIAMS, of Ohio, Will it not bein order to ask unanimous 
consent to take a recess until 8 o’clock ? ` 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks not, as the presence of a quorum 
has not been disclosed by the record. The Chair hopes that gentle- 
men who are present will report to the Clerk. 

0 the division, 

Mr. BURROWS said: Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as it is evident that 
we shall not do any more business before 5 o’clock, I ask unanimous 
consent that the House take a recess until 8 o’clock. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, And to dispense with all further pro- 
ceedings under the call. 

The SPEAKER. Unless members will present themselves and have 
their names recorded that will not be in order. The record does not 
show a quorum. 

Mr. DINGLEY. You can not do any business to-night unless the 
presence of a quorum is disclosed. 7 

pat VANE, of Illinois. We had a different ruling on that the 
other night. 

The SPEAKER, Without objection, the Clerk will call the names 
of those who are recorded as absentees. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. I ask that the report of the tellers be 
announced. 7 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. We are in the midst of a roll-call which the Chair 
will announce. On this question the ayes are 57 and the noes 59; and 
the motion of the gentleman trom Wisconsin is not agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Now, I ask unanimous consent to take a recess 
until 8 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER, The presence of a quorum has not been disclosed, 

Mr. DOCKERY, I understand that the record shows that we only 
lack two of having a quorum. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

TheSPEAKER. Ifgentlemen who are present will have their names 
recorded, so that the presence of a quoram may be disclosed, there will 
be no question about the right to then ask unanimous consent to take 
Ne PAYSON, Tris 1 inquiry, -Is a motion fo 

r. PA L rise to a iamentary iry. Is a motion for 
a rene wal of the call of the ia in order? 2 

The SPEAKER, A call of the House has already been made. 

Mr. PAYSON. But since then there bas been an intervention of 
business. A resolution to send for absentees bas been voted down. 
Now, I inquire, upon the assumption, which I believe to be correct, that 
. Faora is present, whether or not a renewal of the call of the House 

n order, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. ; 

Mr. PAYSON. Then I move to dispense with all further proceed - 
ings under the call, with a view to renew the motion for a call of the 
House when that has been dispensed with. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 65, noes 34, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand tellers, 

Tellers were ordered: and Mr. Payson and Mr. SPRINGER were ap- 
pointed. The Honse again divided. 

Mr. KERR, of lowa (after some time spent in counting). I rise to 
a point of order. I make the point of order that the tellers are not 
counting the votes, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the tellers will make report. 

The tellers reported. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the ayes are 79, the noes 51; ac- 
cordingly the House decides to dispense with all further proceedings 
under the call, 

Mr. SPRINGER, I make the point that it is now 5 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of 5 o'clock having arrived, under the 
rules, the House is in recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 
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EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 8 o’clock 
by Mr. PERKINS, as Speaker pro tempore, who directed the reading of 
the following communication: : 

Avoeusr 15, 1890. 


Mr. PERKINS, of Kansas, is hereby appointed Speaker pro tempore for the 
session of this evening. RES : 3 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORRILL. I call for the regular order, which I believe is the 
ge of bills which passed a third reading on previous Friday even- 
sessions. 

e SPEAKER pro t re. Without objection, those bills which 
passed a third reading will be read by their titles and the question 
will be upon their final The Chair hears no objection. The 
Clerk wi | first read the titles of the House bills, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (BL R. 10083) for the relief of George Murray. 

A bill (H. R.7375) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan A. Dean. 

A bill (H. R.4825) granting a pension to Arthur Connery. 

A bill (H. R. 3070) granting a pension to Clara Fowler. 

A bill (HL R. 9923) increasing the pen-ion , James M. Monroe. 

A bill (H. R. 5106) granting an increase of pension to Squire West. 


A bill (H. R. 10154) to increase the pension of John N. 
R. 


Mary J. 
Thomas A. Sanders, who was a scout in the service of the United 
tne Tl (HL R 2430) granti sion to Julia W. F. 
vill (if, granting a pension ulin W. Freeman. 
A bill (I. R. as; granting a pension to Robert A. England. 
A bill (H. R, 10465) granting a pension to Margaret Durand. 
A bill (ol, R. 10246) granting a pension to Thomas Thompson. 
A bill (IT. R. 6195) granting a pension to Clarrissa Bu ker. 
A bill 5 R. 10202) granting a pension to O. E. Hukill. 
A bill (FI, R. 3503) for the relief of Delila Roe. 
‘A bill (EL R. 6179) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of James 
Blythe, 
Abili R.9163) granting a pension to Mary Hogan. 
A bill (H. R.9138) granting a pension to Elizabeth Gushwa. 
A bill (H. R. 3952) for the relief of Henry A. Ki 
A bill (IL R. 9030 to remove the charge of d 


M. Thompson. 
A bill 5 R. granting an incre se of pension to James H. Vensi 


on from the record of James 


10710) 
A bill (FL R. 6070) granting an increase of pension to Agnes M. Bradley. 
A bill (H. R, 4013) granting an increase of pension to Alfred A. Jerome. 
‘A bill (M. R. 9666) granting an increase of peasion to Ransom E. Braman. 
A bill (H. R.7718) granting a pension to Thomas Egan. 
A bill (H. R. 10602) granting a pension to Charles T. Sloat. s 
R. 8016) increasing the pension of Jobn B. Reed, late lieutenant-colo- 


R. 
R. 
R.5265 
R. 


granting 
> the of Thomas Nelson. 
1 bin (h Roan Gretna sake J Morphy from the charge of desertion. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I desire to ask if the reports in all these cases 
have been read? s 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bills have all been considered 
and the reports printed in the RECORD: 
Mr. STRUBLE. Therearesomeot these bills to which amendments 
were made in Committee of the Whole. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendments were agreed to, and 
the bills passed the third reading. The question now is on the final 
` passage of the bills. Without objection, the bills will be passed. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now report the titles 
of the Senate bills. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 2832) rickland. 

A bill (8.3177) 5 to Ursula Lucretia Haight. 

A bill (S. 314) for the reli A 

A bill (8. 3:98) granting a pension to G. L. Pease. 

A bill (S. 2043) granting a pension to Edgar M. Cherry. 

A bill (S. 2036) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. F, Selina Buchanan. 

A bill (S. 818) granting a pension to Mary J. Eadie. 

A bill (8. 388) to remove the charge of desertion now standing against the 
record of Noyes Barber on the rolls of the SNE TTN 
A bill (S. 3194) granting a pension to Joseph H. Scoopmire. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. These bills are in the same condition 
that the other bills were, and the question is on their passage. With- 
out objection. the bills will be passed. The Chair hears no objection, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the votes by which the several 
bills were passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid 
on the table. X 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, ? 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the consideration of bills under the special order 
for Friday evening sessions. i 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. BAKER in the chair. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar under the special 
order. The Clerk will report the first bill. 


THEODORA M. PIATT. 


The first business on the Private Calen lar was the bill (H. R. 1284) 
granting a pension to Theodora M. Piatt, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, sic., That the Secretary of the I iterior be, and be is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Theodora M. Piatt, widow of Ben- 
pa M. Piatt, late a captain and assistant adjutant-general of United States 

olunteers, in the sum of $50 per month. 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the report will be printed 
in the RECORD. è 

Mr. TARSNEY. I think we had better have the report read. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Yes, the report had better be read. This is 
a bill providing for a rather unusual pension, 

The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1244) granting a pension to Mrs. Theodora M. Piatt, submit the following re- 


This or asimilar bill was favorably reported in the Fiftieth Congress, and your 
committee adopt the same report, as follows : 

Benjamin M. Piatt, husband of Theodora M. Piatt, enlisted in the late war in 
1861 as a volunteer, and was appointed assistant adjutant- general with rank of 
captain in the vwlunteer army on the 16th o May, 1562; moted brevet major 
and major March 2, 1865, and hovorably mustered out November 22, 1808. En- 
tered the regular Army assecond lieutenant in the Forty-fourth United States 
Infantry Veteran Reserve =, because notable to accept appointment of tirst 
Heutenant in the Tweuty-fitth Regiment (active); promoted July 2, 1567, first 
lieutenant by brevet“ for gallant and meritorious servicesin the battle of Chan- 
cellorsville,” and to captain by brevet“ for gallant and meritorious services in 
the battle of Gettysburgh."” 

Major Piatt seems to have been a great sufferer from a lame leg and general 
ill-health, and was a great sufferer after he was retired, and finally his mind 
gave way and in a moment of mental aberration he committed suicide an the 
17th day of April, 1885, leaving a large and helpless family. 

In his application for retirement we giean the following facts in regard to 
his disability. Hesays: 

I have had from my birth a slight lameness in my leg and foot. This lame- 
ness never materially disqualified me for active exercise of almost every sort, 
and, untilafter along, severe, and extremely debilitating sickness, in 1462, my 
ankle juint never bad the weakness it now Upon entering the volunteer 
army I was able to walk lo or 15 miles a day without the use or necessity of a 
cane or any sort of assi and I believe I could do the same to-day but for 
the effects of what I have suffered in the service. I walked at fourteen months 
2 and was employed in my father’s business (farming) as long as I remained 
at home. 

“In the month of July, 1862, at Winchester, Va., I heed TOTE violent 
attack of fever, accompanied by severe rheumatism, was ill from thattime 
until the latter part of August, when, believing myself able to return to duty. 
and being very anxious to join my brigade commander at Bull Run, I left 
Alexandria, Va., with a regiment of infan and a of artillery that 
were under orders to report to A. S. Piatt, then com mandinga brigade 
in General Sturgis’s division. I went with these 8 think, on the Ist of 
September, notwithstanding my great weakness and de IR as faras Fairfax 
Court-House, where we met the army. We ed near Fairfax that night, 
and I was for many hours «xposed to terrible storm of rain that fell that night 
The next — | I was very ill, but did not stop until [ found General Piatt 
and reported to him the troops I was conducting. We then went to Fort Cor- 
coran, or near it, and from there, after several days of severe illness and pain, 
I was sent away onsick-leave on account of the relapse caused by the exposure 
to which | had subjected in my weak condition. 

I was absent nearly a mouth and returned again to duty, but was still weak 
and suffered much pain in my ankle and leg, in fact, in all of my limbsand 
body, but being a mounted officer I was able to perform the usual routine of 


duty pertaining to my position. 

Ai the battle of Gettysburgh my horse was shot under me, and I was con- 
siderably bruised by the fall, which I received several other slight in- 
juries during the battle that Í believe still affect mein the use af my foot. I re- 
mained on duty on the field, except as herein mentioned. through L862, 1863, up 
to abont oe of 1 part during my field service in ten battles, 


of which “Si | a list: Manassas urgh, Chancellors- 
ville, Beverly Ford, Gettysburgh, Wapping Heights, Auburn, Kelly's Ford, 
Locust Grove, and Mine Run. 


“In the spring of 1864 I was relieved from duty in the Army of the Potomac 
and assigned to duty on staff of General Rosecrans, Department of Missouri, 
Having disposed of my horses before leaving the field, 1 had a good deal of 
walking to do after going to St. Louis, and instead of being able to walk, as I 
had done before the war, I found the tendons of my leg and foot much con- 
tracted, and that I could not walk any considerable distance without both pain 
and fatigue, almost the entire weight bein z thrown forward and to one side, 
upon the ball of the little toe, causing the fvot to give way under me at every 
step, as it does now, or nearly so, Ti.e contracting of the tendons and 
muscles is, I think, at least an inch, 

“The leg has diminished considerably in cireumference, and I can scarcely es- 
timate the loss of strength or power; certainly it has not one-fourth the action 
and strength it had when I entered the volunteer army, as at that time I could 
walk more than four times the distance without a cane than I can now with one, 
and in addition could walk then free from pain, whereas my foot now beeomes 
tired and sore, and besides my leg and foot are both extremely sensitive to the 
cold, and when thoroughly chilled sre almost as powerless ns ifin a state of 

Jysis. Believing that I have a just clair to be retired, I have submitted 

is statement. Iam now hopelessly lame for life, a condilion F believe to be 

due to my sufferings and labors in the service of my country, in whose behalf 
lam — , whenever the necessity may arrive, to lay down my liſe.“ 

mete g ers Piatt, late brigadier-general of volunteers, testifies that he has 
kn Benjamin M. Piatt eyer since he was seven years old and up to the time 


Di 
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of his enlistment in the Army. Prior to that time he was able to walk 10 or 15 


miles a without difficulty, which he often did on hunting and other excur- 
sions, He believes the Barden and exposures of active service in the field 
have disabled and said Benjamin M. Piatt. 


permanently injured the 
Benjamin R. Runkle, brevet colonel, United States 5 
tially the same state of facts, as does also H. O. Borden. M. H. Harding, the 
family physician of the soldier's father, says he has known — mÈ Piatt for 
— D s owen always slightly lame from an he 


vo discharge of his father’s business,and 


trying circumstances, and 
ford that were of infinite value in my command, 
When his horse was shot under him he still remai in the van, always by 
my side, greatly distinguishing himself by noble conduct.” 
re are a number of letters from Army officers, generals, colonels, 
ete., all showing that the soldier was an exceptionally brave and efficient 
r, — 


officer. 

The following is an extract from official Army Register for January, 1885: 

“ Retired trom active service, Piatt, Benjamin M. 2d July,1867. Byt. Capt, July 
2, 1807. Disability in line of duty (act Angust 3, 1861)."" 

Miss Bell F. Hopkins testifies as follows: 

MI have resided in the fumily of the late Maj. Benjamin M. Piatt for the last ten 
yearsor more. He was during all that time an ee husband and father, 
with a beart full of kindly impulses for everybody. e lived one of the purest 
lives, his haubits being without the least irregularity and remote as could be from 
intemperanceineverytorm. His rightleg trom hip to foot was perishing away, 
weakening this limb tosuch a degree that it was very difficult for him to get 
about upon it, Hecould walk but ashort distance, say five orsix squares, with- 
out becoming so fatigued as to be obliged to take a car or other vehicle, The 
limb was very sensitive, and at timex quite painful, and was the source of much 
annoyance to him, nently disturbing his usually amiable temper and caus- 
ing some irritability of speech and mind, 

ng down one of the stairs at the 


“In the latter part of the year 18%4, in 
Gibson House, Cincinnati, he tripped and fell to the bottom, a distance of sev- 
ers! fe t. striking his forehead, over one of his eyes. on the marbie floor. He 
remained unconscious from about 7 p. m. of that day until the uext morning. 
The fall wasa heavy one, as the major weighed over 220 pounds, and the fore- 
heat, face, and eye were black. From the effects.of the fall he never entirely 
recovered, ‘The side of bis face on which he fell was withering away as a re- 
sult of the fall, and he showed evident sigus of softening of the brain. In my 
opinion, the fall, which was due to the enfeebled and sensitive limb, striking, as 
he did upon bis head, did more to cause the condition of mind which resulted 
in bis death than any or all other causes or agencies. After this fall and up to 
the time of bis death, be comp!ained of being dizzy and light-headed.” 

The affidavits of a targe number of his neighbors who knew him long and 
well are to the effect that the major was a man of the highest order of morals, 
that his conduct was exemplary and strictly temperate, and that he was an ur- 
dent advocate of temperance. z 

He was on the retired-list and had notapplied for a on at the time of 
his death, and no application tothe Pension Office has since been made by his 
widow, as, owing to the manner of his death, she had no hope that an applica- 
tion would be favorably acted upon, and she therefore ap; directly to Con- 
gress for the relief she thinks she is justly entitled to. 

After a careful consideration. of the case, the committee are of the opinion 
that the death of the major may reasona be considered to have been the re- 
sult of the injuries to his limb received while —- the Army and in the 
line of duty. In view of the long and valuable the deceased soldier 
rendered the Government in its hour of need, the fact that he was retired for 
disabilities incurred in the Army, the needy condition of his family. and all the 
incidents leading up to the end of the distinguished soldier, the commit- 
tee are of the opinion that the relief asked for in the bill ought to be granted. 

We therefore submit a favorable report and recommend the passage of the 
bill. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to amend by strikingout “ fifty,” be- 
fore dollars,“ and inserting *‘ twelve.“ 
Mr. YODER. This widow is already receiving a pension of $30 a 


month under a spen act. [Laughter ] 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Then the bill ought never to have been re- 
rted. 

P The question was taken on the motion of Mr. KERR; and it was 


rejected. 
Mr.-KERR, of Iowa. Then I move to strike ont “‘fifty’’ and in- 
sert thirty.“ 
The motion was rejected. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
JAMES A. MYERS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1256) grant- 
ing a pension to James A. Myers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


ntry. 
The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


The Committre on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1256) 
granting a pension to James A, Myers, submit the following report: 

The facts in the case are set forth in the report of the Senate Committee on 
Pensions, which is as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 1256) grant- 
ing a pension to James A. Myers, Jate a private of Company F, One hundred 
and forty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, have examined 
the same, and report: 

“It appears from the evidence on file in this case that this claimant enlisted 


atthe ital until he ty recovered. and discharged 
the 2 Nr 


. the injury then received, and has been ever since said injury dis- 
“yi į 
Fk ieee nee ae na of the bill granting said 
Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation thut it do pass. 


JOHANNA LOEWINGER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2698) gran 
ing a pension to Johanna Loewinger. 


‘The bill was read, as follows: . 
Be it elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and CV — ~ 


ject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Johanna widow of 


Charles Loewinger, deceased, late of Company E, Twenty-eighth ment 
Ohio Volunteers, 

The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2598) 
granting s pension to Johanna Loewinger, submit the following report: 

The facts in the case are set forth in the report of the Senate Committee on 


Pensions, as follows: 

“T e Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2698) granting 
c — to ae Loewinger, having carefully examined the same, beg 
eave to report: 

Charles Loewinger, the husband of the widow now elaiming-a pension, en- 
for disability May 18 1862, Application lors penson Sled January 

T ty May 2. App! ora an 27, 1865, for 
chronicdiarrheaand ulceration of the bowels. He died July 7,1876. His widow 
mea „ be put upon the pension-roll March31, 1880; claim rejected 

uly 25, a 

= The medical reviewer rejects the claim of the widow on the ground ‘that 
the soldier committed suicide, as shown by the verdict of the coroner's jury, 
and his death in this manner is not considered the result of chronic diarr 
chargeable in any way to his military service.’ If the above finding is sus- 
tained by the evidence filed with the widow's application there co be no 
question that her claim had been properly rejected. On a careful analysis of 
the testimony the commitiee can not agree with the finding of the Pension 
—_ aad is satisfied that the evidence clearly supports the opposite conclu- 


on. 
“The verdict of the coroner's jury finds: The deceased came to his death 
from suicide by cutting his throat with a razor, caused by long-continued ill- 


ness.’ 

“ This verdict is supported as to the cause of his suicide by an overwhelming 
— The obectificate of disabili for discharge’ finds him “incapabl — —— 

The“ certificate ol ty fin m e orm- 
ing the dutiesof a soldier because of chronic ulceration of the mucous membrane 
of the colon, resulting from an attack of camp fever contracted while on Big 
Sewell Mountain, in October, 1861, marked by excessive, exhaustive diarrhea, 
occasional hemorrbage of the bowels, and such reduction of strength that he is 


utterly unfit for service.’ 

“The evidence of a number of physicians, as well as his neighbors, embrac- 
ing the period from the date of his discharge to the bour of bis death, conciu- 
sively proves that his di-ease, for which he was discharged from the e 
continued, without intermission, during that whole period, and that he s 
excessive pain and was totally unfit to perform any labo 
of his life he was confined to his house, and 


he soldier became affi: with melancholy and became very debilitated 
several months before he committed suicide, Thataffiant never bad any doubt 
but that the chronic d m w he was continually suffering, was 
the immediate cause of his m choly; that death was not caused by cuttin 
his throat, as afflant sewed up the wound and there were no arteries sevei 
and that, in affiant’s opinion, he could not have lived more than afew days 
longer, as he was then in a dying condition from chronio diarrhea.’ 

“This statement ix supported by the affidavits of Neland Frentz, Dr. F. L. 
Emmert, Annie N. Rohrer. Mary Byer, Frank Geiler, Carl Keneher,and Carl 


“The medical reviewer, July 14,1895, upon these facts, in referring the case 
to the chief of the medical division, said: : 
As the case now stands we must, in my opinion, accept death as due todi- 
arrhea,and not to the wound of the throat.’ 

“This conclusion, which the committee think is fully sustained by the testi- 
mony, was reached after the medical reviewer had commented upon the case, 
9 the medical referee himsel! had called tor further testimony 


June 12, 1855, 
li is clear fro 


at the time he made the attempt on his life his mind, by reason of the disease 
contracted in the service, was seriously affe And the evidence of the phy- 
sician that he did not die from the ajay inflicted, but ns the result of his de- 
hililated condition, resulting from that disease, seems to your con- 
clusive of the case. 

“The covelusion of the committee in this case is fully sustained by the đe- 
cisions and rulings of the Pension Bureau, found in the Digest of Pension Laws 
and Decisions, pages 141, 142, 143, 144, 145, 279. 

“Your committee would report the bill favorably.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation thatit do pass. 
ELIZABETH DOMM. 
‘The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2066) plac- 


ing the name of Elizabeth Domm on the pension-rolls. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-rolls the name of Elizabeth 
Domm, widow of John L. Domm, deceased, late member of the Eleventh Ohio 
Battery, subject to the limitations and restrictions of the pension laws. 

The report (by Mr. YODER) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Peusions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2066) 

lacing the name of Elizabeth Domm on the pension-rolls, submit the follow- 


report: 
Your committee report favorably on accompanying bill. 
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“ue 7 — in the case are set forth in the report of the Senate committee, which 

as follows: 

“ This is a bill to pension Elizabeth Domm, widow of John L. Domm, late a 
member of the Eieventh Ohio Battery. The claim is upon the insanity 
of the soldier, incurred in the service, resulting in his death. Commis- 
sioner’s letter of transmission says it was rejected ‘upon the ground that the 
best obtainable evidence failed to show that insanity, the cause of the soldier's 
death, was due to his military service, It is shown to have originated abouta 
year before he died.’ 

“The committee differs with this conclusion, and its decision is based upon 
the positive, unreserved, and unbiased testimony of the witnesses whose evi- 
dence is recorded in the case. His death was the result ofinsanity. That is an 
undisputed fact and it is admitted by the Commissioner, The one question to 
determine is the incurrence and progress of his malady, The soldier partici- 
pated in the battle of Iuka, Miss., and, as is shown by the evidence, this was the 

cause of his mental derangement. Wetake the statements of men who 
were present with him. 

“Henry M. Neil declares under oath that he was lieutenant in the Eleventh 

~ Ohio Battery, and well knew John L. Domm, who was a corporal in the same. 
They were both present at the battle of Iuka, on the 19th of September, 1862, It 
‘Was a very severe engagement and the firing was rapid. The men, having had 
no experience in heavy cannonading, suffered greatly from the effects of the 
shock. Upon some of them the effect was serious, upon others fatal. Domm 
‘was one of those who experienced serious injury, mental and physical; so much 
so that he was not able to do duty thereafter, though he re: ed with the bat- 
tery until the — Sauer of his service, except the time he was in hospital or 
home on ſurloug 

“Up to the time of the battle he was a lively, vigorous man; after it he was 
entirely changed, His conversation, deportment, and general ap ce in- 
dicated. mental derangement; his health was impaired. Withinthe space ofa 
few minutes affiant has known him to ay ee cry alternately, This was his 
condition at the time of his discharge. A: t believes his insanity and death 
were the result of the shock he received at lukas. 

John A. Walker, aged sixty-seven a citizen of Mount Healthy, Ham- 
ilton onaz Ohio, in good standing, testifies : 

He well knew the soldier Domm long before the war and after his dis- 
„ in 1864, until his death, Affiant had a son who belonged to the same 
battery. Prior to the war Domm was a sound man inevery way, and his habits 
were good. Saw him when he came home on sick furlough in 1863; he was in 
bad health, weak, reduced in flesh, looked as though he was broken down; 
saw him again a day or two after he came, in November, 1864; he was in fair 
health, but he was not the same man he was before enlistment; he acted and 
talked strangely, e easily excited, used violent language at times; be- 
came gloomy; grew worse ually, until he became a confirmed lunatic and 
was gent to asylum in 1875, where he died.“ 

G. G. Hunt, aged sixty, Mount Healthy. Ohio, standing good, testifies to his 
intimate acq tance and companionship with Domm: 
“* Knew him from his infancy; bad intimate knowl of him from the time 

e testifies to his men- 


lunatic, until he was sent to the insane asylum, Affiant rejects the idea of 
hereditary insanity.’ 
“Calvin Robinson, 


the son 9 of a roaring in 


insanity until he went to the asylum 
He declares there is no hereditary insanity 


repeats psp! pron ad testimony 


and enth. 
in the famil 
“F, W. Wright, aged seventy, standing 


to prior soundness, incurrence of insanity, pi death. 
430 O. Hunt, aged forty-one, comrade, Panna shone do fully the testimony of 
-Lieutenant Neil. 
“Dr, A. B. 


s Luse, rocking Sirdar standing good, te«tifies: 
He knew the soldier from his infancy until he was sent to the lunaticasylum; 
was his physician before the war; when he was home on furlough; after he 
came home in 1864 to the time he went to ti'e asylum, Prior to enlistment he 


was ph: cares d and mentally sound, had good habits, never any previous sick- 
ness, When ome on sick furlough, showed unmistakable signs of in- 
sanity. he came home alter discharge, could see that he was not the 


lunatic, and afiant knows personally and professionally, and he gives 
it aa hi- professional opinion that the said Domm's insanity was the direct result 
— 2 shook to the brain and nervous system caused by firing of cannon afore- 
sa 

In a letter to the Pension Office the doctor says the soldier was not in the 
habit of drinking to injury or excess. As his mind became impaired drinkin, 

have had something to do with bastening his condition, but he thinks it 
hed nothing to do with bringing it on. 

The committee think it proper here to refer to the unanimous testimony of 
witnesses that his habits were good. Whether he bad a habit of drinking or 
not, whether or not drink had anything to do with expediting the end, has 
nothing to do with an honest adjudication of the case. Itis an established fact 
that he became insane in the Army; that the disease prog Saeki and 
surely; thatit killed him. If his insanity took the form of drink—which is 
not apparent—he was not responsible for it. 

„Dr. Bunker, superintendent of the insane asylum, says he died from degen- 
eration of brain substance. Form of insanity, general paresis. 

There has been a special examination to break down the case, and the special 
examiner refers in his report to the testimony of E. B. Stout as containing the 
truth ‘in a nut-shell.’ Mr. Stout's evidence rather strengthens the case, He 
denies the imputation of drink, and declares positively that it was not with him 
an injurious habit. He says he was booms on account of some feeling against 
his brothers, and the « examiner arrives at the opinion that insanity was 
the result of his brooding and jealousy. He thinks there might have been in- 
san ty in the family, that he drank some, and that in his mental state it would 
not take much to drink him crazy. He suspects some of the witnesses of bias 
in favor of the claimant, and conspicuously exhibits his own against her. 

“The proof is that this soldier was sound, mentally and 5 prior to 
service; that the engagement at Iuka affected his brain; that the d pro- 
pene and resulted in death, There is not ashadow of evidence thathislunacy 

attributable to any other cause. 

“Tue bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN W. REYNOLDS. > 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 510) grant- 
ing a pension to John W. Reynolds. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be TT be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and di to place on the penston- roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension la the name of John W. Reynolds, Jate of the One 
hundred and fifty-first Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 


The report (by Mr. YoDER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 510) 
granting a pension to John W. Reynolds, submit the following report: 

The facts in the case are fully set forth in the report of the Senate Committee 
on Pensions, which is as follows: 

Tue Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 510) granting 
a pension to John W, Reynolds, have examined the same and report: 

“A similar bill to this was passed by the Inst and was vetoed by the 
President, The report made by the committee at time is adopted, and is as 


follows: 

“The claimant was an acting deputy provost-marshal in the twelfth Ohio 
district during the latter part of the war of the rebellion, and while under orders 
of the provost-marshal of that district, on the night of the 6th of January, 1365, 


in theattem pt to arrest a party of deserters, he was seriously and permanently 


crippled. 

5 claim was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground that he was not 
7 POLAD wins’ Genny ANAT AACE wucving 4nd 

re . F. Rempel, who wasa deputy provost- serving under Ca; 
Geo W. Roby, provost- ofthe twelfth Ohio district, swears hese 

John W. Reynolds was serving under his orders as assistant deputy pro- 
vost-marshal of the twelfth Ohio district, in the 8 of Hocking; on or 
about the 26th day of December, 1864, the said John W. Reynolds received the 
proper orders to arrest two persons by the names of George and Jacob Strohl, 
who had been drafted and were concealing themselves at the house of William 
Strohl, in said county; that the said Reynolds met with resistance in attempt- 
ing to make said arrests and was badly injured; that he was for a long time 
thereafter badly crippled and totally disabled; that said Reynolds was a brave, 

udicious, and reliable officer, and performed s large amount of valuable service 
the department in which he was engaged as such provost-marshal,’ 

David Whitecraft and Ge Whitecraft testify— 

That they accompanied John W. Reynolds as a part of his posse in his ef. 
forts to arrest George and Jacob Strohl, two draft d who were concealed 
in the house of William Strohl, in Marion 8 Hocking County; that 
they obtained entrance to said house, and as the said John W. Reyneids was 

ing up the stairway to the second 3 said deserters rolled down upon 

im a barrel filled with cider; that the said barrel fell against said Reyno! 
pushing him against the wall, dislocating his shoulder, mash: his right hand, 
and otherwise severely injuring him; in consequence his injuries he 
was for two or three years so badly crippled as to be utterly helpless.‘ 

“ Dr. W. 8. Rutter swears that 

He resides near said J. W. Reynolds; has been his physician for three years; 
that he ha- in that time made frequent examinations of the physical condition 
of said Reynolds; that in thethree years last past scarcely a week has passed by 
without aMfant being consulted by him and giving medicines and advice; that 
the treatment furnished was for liver trouble, kidney disease, and neuralgia; 
that the lett shoulder is shrunken and shriveled, and the arm of that side is 
about 6 inches shorter than the other arm, the effect of a downward dislocation 
of the shoulder-joint. The band of that arm frequently becomes so nerveless 
as to be unable to grasp or retain hold ofanything. The trapezoid bone of the 
right hand is enlarged, apparently from a former fracture of the bone, causin: 
weakness of the whole hand; that there is visible the resulting depression 
the skull from fracture that probably is the prime factor in the causation of the 
intense neuralgia; that the whole upperextremity is affected by the neural, 
and it has so injured the ayaa as sao reg . defects of vision, 
in my opinion will finally produce blindness of one eye at ? 

“The claimant testifies— 

That his left arm and shoulder are shriveled and shortened about 6 inches 
and is almost useless; that the right hand is weakened by a fractured bone, in- 
curred while in the service of his country; thata fracture of the skull occurred 
at the same time and causes frequent trouble of the head; that his cyesight is 
very weak and one eye almost sightiess from the same cause of Seva pom. that 
he is almost constantly under the care of a physician; that at no time since the 
6th of January, 1865, has aftiant been free from pain, and that his pain and dis- 
ability are growing more and more intense from year to year.’ 

“The bill is reported with an amendment striking out the word ‘seventh,’ 
in the seventh line, and inserting ‘first,’ with the recommendation that it de 


Your committee are likewise of the opinion that the accompanying bill should 
pass, and so recommend, 

The amendment recommended in the report was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MILTON BARNES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4369) 
to increase the pension of Milton Barnes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, aus 
thorized and directed to pay to Milton Barnes, late 12 in the 
Ninety-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, a pension of $75 a month, 
in lieu of the amount now paid him. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. BARTINE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
reading of the reports be dispensed with unless when specially de- 
manded, and that the reports be printed in the RECORD. 

The Clerk completed the reading of the report (by Mr. YODER), as 
follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4369) to increase the pension of Milton Barnes, submit the following report: 

Milton Barnes was late lieutenant-colonel in the Ninety-seventh parsen 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry. He enlisted September |, 1862, and was dise! — 
on June 10, 1865; filed nis application for a pension December 22, 1873; receiv: 
his disability from s gunshot wound of the right shoulder and neck, received 
in action at Kenesaw Mountain, Georgia, June 27,1864. He was granted s pen» 
sion December 22. 1873, at $10 per month, which was increased afterwards to $15 
and in 1881 to $20.50. and is now receiving a pension of $30 a month, which 
clearly proves the constant increase of the d ility and aggravation of the in- 
jury, which at the present time has resulted in partial general paralysis, 


ws la Very clear nae fully AASS ͤ CONAIE Leech ea nebo FOTIS 
ance is very clear and fully A condition is such as o require 
. the constant aid and assistance of another person, which precludes hiss rows 
obtaluing a higher rate under the general law, The medical evidence on file 
before the committee consists of the affidavits of E. B, Fullerton, D., F. S. 
Waggenhals, M. D., and John Sadler, M. D., well known physicians of the city 
Columbus, Ohio, of high professional standing, is to the effect that Mr. Barnes 
Is suffer ng as the result of his wounds trom such paralysis as that he is weak 
in mind and body, unable to do anything towards earning his own living; his 
gait is shuffing, his speech hesitating, and his nerves and vital forces of low de- 
gree. His condition is such that he is liable at any time to complete paralysis 
or death, as a result from his injury. 

The committee therefore recommend that the bill be amended by striking out 
**seventy-tive,” in line 6, and inserting in lieu thereof “ fifty,” and that the bill 
as amended do pass. 


Mr. BARTINE, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
reading of the reports in these cases be dispensed with. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I object; I think it is only proper that the evi- 
oe on which our action is to be based should be laid before the 

ouse, 

The Clerk completed reading the report. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, set forth in the last paragraph of the report, was to. 

The billas amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass, 


MRS. ROCHIE BRIEN BUBLL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 3143) 
increasing the pension of Mrs, Rochie Brien Buell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior of the United States be, 
and he is hereby, directed to place on the pension-roll of the United States the 
name of Mrs, Rochie Brien Buell, widow of General George P. Buell, late of the 
United States Army, at the rate of £75 per month, according to the rules and 

lations governing pensions, which shall be in lieu of the pension which the 
bald Mrs. Rochie Brien Buell is now drawing as such widow. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3143) granting a pension to Mrs, Rochie Brien Buell, submit the following re- 


Mrs. Rochie Brien Buell is the widow of General Geo P. Buell, late of the 
United States Army and colonel of the Fifteenth United States Infantry. 

This officer died from disease contracted in service, and his death occurred 
while he was still in the se 

It appears from the records of the War Department that General George P. 
Buell was enrolled and mustered into the United States service as lieutenant- 
colonel Fifty eighth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers December 4, 1861; was 
promoted colonel June 4, 1862, and honorably mustered out July 25, 1865. He 
was arco. lieutenant-colonel Twenty-ninth Infantry, United States lar 
Army, July 28, 1866; transferred to Eleventh Infantry March 15, 1869, and pro- 
moted colonel Fifteenth Infantry March 20, 1879; was brevetted colonel March 
2, 1867, for gallant and meritorious services in the battle of Missionary Ridge, 
Tenn., and was brevetted brigadier-general March 2, 1367, for gallant and meri- 
torious services during the war of the rebellion. 

He was wounded in the hip at the battle of Chickamauga and suffered from 
extreme nervous prostration, with rheumatic eC ga e of left arm, shoulder. 
and facial nerve, and with valvular heart trouble. e died May 31,1883, in 
consequence of wounds received in the service and injuries received while in 
command at Fort Stanton in 1881, when he was thrown from a horse and re- 


ceived severe injuries, 
His widow filed her application for a pension on the 2lst day of April, 1885, 
ied May 31, 1883, from the effects oi 


alleging that General Bootes P. Buell 
wounds received while in discharge of his duty as an officer of the United 


States Army, and in poppe of her declaration filed the affidavits of Drs. W.C. 
Blackman and W. T. E 8, both residents of Davidson County, Tennessee, 
and both physicians and surgeons of good standing and in practice for about 
thirty years, who testify that— 

r m the foregoing facts we are of the opinion that while heart trouble was 
the important factor in causing his death, that such would not have been the 
case but for the breaking-down influence of wounds be had received. The 
wound received at Chickamauga seriously injured the hip bone or ilium, from 
which, up to the time of his death, he had particles of dead bone to be dis- 


Hayot 

“From this statement and a close attention to General Buell's case as his 
physicians more than twelve months, we are firmly of the opinion that the loss 
of General G. P. Buell to the United States Army was from wounds received 
during the war of the rebellion and after exposure in the West in the discharge 
of his whole duty as an officer.” 

The committee, having carefully considered all the evidence in this case, find 
that George P. Buell was wounded in the 2 * the battle of Chickamauga; 
that he served with gallantry all through the war, and then did seventeen 
years of active service in the regular Army, much of the time in campaigns 
against the Indians on the frontier; that his wife is now drawing a pension of 
$30 per month, which being her only means for the support of herself and fam- 
ily and for the education of her children, in view of all the facts, unanimously 
recommend that the bill do with the following amendments: Strike out 
the words ‘*seventy-five,"’ in line 7, and insert “*fifty;”’ so that it will read $50 
per month,” 


The amendment recommended by the committee in the last sentence 
of the report was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass, 
STACEY KEENER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3587) 
to pension Stacey Keener, widow of Tillman B, Keener, deceased, who 
served in the Indian war. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interier be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pensſon-roll the name of Keener, 
of Cypress Fork, Columbia County, Arkansas, the widow of Tillman B. Keener, 
d who served in Captains White and Keener’s compan Alabama 


Militia, Florida war, and pay her the same pension as is allowed to the 
widows of the soldiers of ofp] of 1812, 9 
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inga pension to Stacey Keener, have considered the same an: 
rt: 

Phe claimant's deceased husband, Tillman B. Keener, wasa musician in Capt. 

Lawson J. Keener’s Com 

ae Volunteers, Indian war, from April 19, 1837, to August 19. 1837. 


widows of the soldiers of the war of 1812. 
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The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the yon Es R.3587) grante 

beg leave to re- 
ny of Col. William Wellboru's Regiment Alabama 
© claimant prays a pension at the same rate asis allowed by law to the 
She is old, has no income, and is supported by relatives. These 


facts are 
vouched for by Mr. McRag, a Representative in Congress from the State of 
Arkansas. 


Your committee think the case a deserving one, and the passage of the bill is 


therefore recommended. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 


ELIZA EFNER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7917) 


granting a pension to Eliza Einer. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be tt enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to plave on the pension-roll the name of Eliza Efmer,a 
ee of the war of 1812, at the rate of 880 per month, in lieu of the amount 
now receiv 


The report (by Mr. De LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 


R. 7917) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Eliza Efner, bave considered 


same, and re- 


port: 

The claimant is now in receipt of a pension at $12 per month, on account of 
the service of her late husband, William Martin Efer, in the war of 1812. He 
served in Captain John Fink’s company, New York Volunteers, from 


She prays that her pension be increased to $30 per month. declaring that she 
is eighty-four years old and nearly blind. She says further that she has no 
means of support 5 her pension, and in view of her condition the same 
is wholly inadequate; she is obliged to depend largely upon others for the ne- 
cessities of life, 2 
N Her statements are fully corroborated by the testimony of Abram and Jane 

ansen, 8 

The passage of the bill is recommended. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


24,18 2,to February 24, 1813. 


mendation that it do pass, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 


rise. I make this motion for the purpose of giving every member pres- 
ent an opportunity to ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
one bill. 


Mr. HERMANN. I shall have to object to that. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. I suggest to the gentleman that he will accom- 


plish the object he has in view by getting unanimous consent that the 
Chair recognize gentlemen present to call up bills in such order as the 
Chair may indicate, under the rule. 


Mr. MORRILL. Then Iwill ask unanimous consent that each mem- 


ber present be allowed to call up one bill. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I suggest that the gentleman’s motion should be 


that the Chair be authorized to recognize gentlemen in such order as 
the Chair may think proper, under the rule. 


The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state that he has no list of the 
members present. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
m Kansas? [A pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman from Oregon 
(Mr. HERMANN] object to the committee rising? 

Mr. MORRILL. The gentleman does not object to the committee 
rising, but he objects to unanimous consent that each member be al- 
lowed to call up a bill. 

Mr. HERMANN. Iam in favor of going on in the regular way for 
fifteen or twenty minutes longer. We have been in session only about 
halt an hour. 

Mr. MORRILL. Lask unanimous consent that cach member be 
allowed to call up a bill, members being recognized in the order which 
the Chair may indicate. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What was the request? The proposition as I 
understand is that the Chair recognize 

Mr. MORRILL. That the Chair recognize each member present 
for the purpose of calling up one bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. You do not know whether there will be time 
sufficient for the recognition of every member. I was about to suggest 
that without the Committee of the Whole rising, the Chair be author- 
ized to recognize gentlemen who call up bills in such order as he ma: 
determine, instead of our going through the bills in the orderin whi 
they stand upon the Calendar. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I must object unless the regular order be continued 
for thirty minutes longer. 

Mr. CARUTH. I suggest to the gentleman from Kansas that we 
are wasting valuable time in the attempt to come toan understanding. 

[Cries of ‘* Regular order!“ ; 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore having 
resumed the chair, Mr. BAKER reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House, haying had under consideration, according to order, 
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business on the Private Calendar, bad directed him to report sundry 

bills with the recommendation that they be passed, with and without 

amendments, respectively. A 
HOUSE BILLS PASSED. 

House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House with a favorable recommendation, were severally 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and they were accord- 

y read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 1284) granting a pension to Theodora M. Piatt; 

A bill (H. R. 3587) to pension Stacey Keener, widow of Tillman B. 
Keener, deceased, who served in the Indian war; and 

A bill (H. R. 7917) granting an increase of pension to Eliza Efner, a 
pensioner of the war of 1812. a 

House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House with amendments, were taken up, the amendments 
concurred in, the bills as amended ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third 


time, and ee" 
A bill (H. R. 3143) increasing the pension of Mrs. Rochie Brien Buell; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 4369) to increase the pension of Milton Barnes. 
SENATE BILLS PASSED. 


Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House without amendment, were ordered to a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (S. 1256) grantinga pension to James A. Myers; 

A bill (S. 2698) granting a pension to Johanna Loewinger; 

A bill 8. 2066) placing the name of Elizabeth Domm on the pension- 


; an 

A bill (S. 510) a pension to John W. lds. 

Mr. MOBILE meted’ to reconsider the votes by which the various 
bills reported from the Committee of the Whole House were passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the tabte. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will now recognize gentle- 
men (alternating between the two sides) according to a list which has 
been brought over from a former evening. 

ANNE RODGERS MACOMB, 


Mr. HITT. [ call up the bill (S. 3101) granting a pension to Anne 
Rodgers Macomb. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anne Rodgers Macomb, widow of 
the late John N, mb. a colonel in the Engineer Corps of the United States 
Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per mon 

The following report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read in part: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3101) 
granting a pension to Anne Rod; Macomb, submit the following report 
recommending the adoption of the Senate report, which is as follows: 

The claimant is the widow of John N. Macomb, late a colonel in the Engi- 
neer Corps of the United States Army. 

“ His army record is hereto ap 8 

*** John Navarre Macomb was cadetat note e Academy from September 


employed on me Pg do 
Macomb, general-in-chief, until 1836, when he was put in charge of construc- 


from 
orado 
rict. 


1862 with General 
Cedar Mountain. 


Newburyport. In 1865 made brevet colonel for faithful and meritorious service, 
In 1866,superintending engineer of improvement of Western rivers, uurters 
at Cincinnati. In 1870, in of the improvement of the Upper M ippi; 


uylkill 
and Shrewsbury Rive of many 


boards for the consid 


Puri 
self to the interest of the Government; he won the respect of every man who 
came in eontact with him, whether officer or civilian. 

His business methods were so accurate and so careful that in disbursing 
millions nothing was lost, wasted, or misapplied. 

is widow asks that she be granted a pension in recognition of her hus- 
band’s long and fa thful performance of duty.’ 

“* Your committee are of the opinion that such a record demands special con- 


sideration. 
ition of Colonel Macumb’s long and distinguished services the pas- 
sage of the bill is recommended,” 
Mr. HITT (before the reading of the report was concluded), Mr. 
„this report consists mainly of a recital of the military record 
this officer. ‘The record is long, as his service was very long. I can 
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state the points of his career in briefer form than this recapitulation of 
official documents from the War Department. 

John Navarre Macomb was fifty years to a day in the service of the 
Government. His name and services are very familiar, especially to 
people who reside in the West. He was the engineer who Jaid ofal- 
most all the great works in the Northwest from the time of the Black 
Hawk waruntilarecentperiod. He was in charge of the great works on 
the lakes, and on the Des Moines River, the Fox River, the Mississippi 
River, and elsewhere, In 1861 he waschief of the topograpbical engi- 
neers of the Army of the Potomac. He was distinguished for his cour- 
age in battle. Many gentlemen around me who were in the Army of 
the Potomac know well the services of Colonel Macomb, On his death 
he lefta family in very limited circumstances. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Has this bill passed the Senate? 

Mr. HITT. It has; it is a Senate bill. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I understand it has not been reported to 
the Clerk of the House. 

Mr. HITT. ‘This is a Senate bill which came to the House, has been 
before the committee of this House, and has been favorably reported 
by that committee. 

Mr. McRAE. It has been the custom to have the reports read in 
these cases; and I shall have to insist on the reading of the reports to- 
night. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Much of this report was read; and then 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] took the floor to state the sub- 
stance of the report. 

Mr, HITT. I merely wanted to save the time which would be 
occupied in the reading of documents from the War Department, which 
are very long. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


passed, 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, this is the second bill to-night which 
was put through herein this manner, to give to one widow $50 a month 
simply because her husband was an officer, when we enacted the other 
day legislation on another bill to give to the widows of those who did 
the fighting and nearly all of the dyingonly$8amonth, I wantto say 
it is wrong, wrong in principle, as wrong as it can be, and I enter my 


protest against it. 
The Chair will state that the bill has 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
been already passed. 
Mr. HITT moved toreconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
HARRIET E. MARTIN. 


Mr. TURNER, of New York. I ask unanimous consent to consider 
the bill (H. R. 7937) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Harriet 
E. Martin. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol!l the name of Mrs, H: et E. 
Martin, widow of Erastus F, Martin, third assistant engineer United States 
Navy, at the rate of 5 per month, in lieu of the rate at Which she is now paid 
under pension certificate numbered 3118. 


The report (by Mr. TURNER, of New York) is as follows: 


The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
7937) granting an increase of pension to Harriet E. Martin, submit the following 


report; 

That claimant is the widow of Erastus F. Martin, late third assistant engineer 
on the steam-vessel Mercedita. She is now receiving $12 per month, the amount 
allowed by law for a widow of a seaman of his rank, She was left with a 
daughter and without means of support. She became a teacher and earned a 
living for herself and daughter. 

As a result. of such work she has lost the use of her eyes and is now nearly 
blind. She ulso su from varicose veins, aud is.often confined to her bed for 
weeks, She is poor and is compelled to go to the charity hospitals of New York 
City for the medical treatment she needs, 

Your committee believes that it is but just that this widow of a sailor who left 
a lucrative position toserve his country and gave to that service his life should 
be forin her old age and poverty, and recommend that the bill do pass, 


amended, however, by striking out the words “ twenty-five’ and inserting the 


word “eighteen.” 
The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The billas amended was ordered to bee and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JERUSHA P. HARDING. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Ilinois. I ask unanimous consent to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 10682) granting a pension to Jerusha P. Harding. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pae the name of Jerusha P. H ding, dependent foster-mother of 
William I. Harding, late a private in Company E, Forty-ninth Regiment Penn- 
Sylvania Volunteer Infantry, on the pension-roll and grant her a pension at the 
aes of $12 per month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 

WS. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 


10682) egri, E enama to Jerusha P. Harding, submit the following report: 
| Jerusha P. ing was pensionedas the mother of William L. Harding, who 
enlisted 14, 1881, as musician in Company E, ment 


. ag py 
December II, 1862, of chronic 
diarrhea. It subsequently appeared thatshe was not the natural mother of the 
soldier, and her name was dropped from the rolis, 


1890. 
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Tho following facts are shown by the evidence on file: 
5 ofthe soldier died Sper 26, 1845, at which time the tatter was four 
years or jess, The proposed beneficiary wasa near neigh 
d ers Taniy. The „ a younger brother were, u the death of their 
mother, p in charge of this woman, who se the 8 care of same until 
about two years later, when she died September 12, 


umerous 
letters written by the soldier during his service, I. now on ae with the papers 
in the case, to his “dear mother“ show the great interest he took in her wel- 
fare, as well as contributions during that period. 

Mrs. Harding considered herself as 8 pe to pension, and therefore 
applied. The soldier's letters bore upon their face the evidence of relationship, 
and little else was necessary to y the Pension Office on that point. Evi 
dently the appliestion was made in one Ss faith, and when informed that none 
but natural mothers are provided for in the law she did not hesitate to aid the 
office in arriving at the facts in the case. 

nage 5 one without means of support, except which are derived from her 
own y 

The facts in tho case seem to warrant the gran of the relief asked for. 
The bill is therefore returned with the e RE that it do pass, 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and 

SARAH M’CORMICKE. - 


Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. I ask unanimous consent 
to consider the bill (H. R. 9054) granting a pension to Sarah McCor- 


mick, 
The bill is as follows: 


oun enacted, ste., That tho Secretary of the Interior be, 2 is hereby, author- 
and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to th e provisions and 
Heritaltcas of the pension laws, the nume of Sarah McCormick, of Woodleaf, 
Rowan County, North Carolina, widow of Jacob Rary, a soidier of the war ot 
1812, and that she be paid thesum of $25 per month, 


The report (by Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill Git R. 9054) grant- 

i pension to Sarah eee aS — — considered the same and Ng 

"Fhe clai claimant's late husband, 53 a private in Capt. Jacob Kri- 
der's company of the hns None Militia, war of 1312, and served 
from February l to September 4, 1814. 

In her petition for relief the claimant declares that she is seventy years old, 
and that she married the soldier, Jacob Kary, in 1850, and he died the same 
year; that she remained a widow until 1860, when she was inveigled into mar- 
riage with one Hiram McCormick, who deserted her immediately. and she has 
never seen nor heard of him since, and she does not know whether he is living 
or dend. She declares further that she is old and infirm, with no near relatives 
to aid her, and is entirely dependent upon charity for support, She es at 
Woodleap, Rowan County, North Carolina. 

William A. Thomason, A. M. Rice, and thirteen other citizens of Rowan 
County, North Carolina, certify to the trathfulness of the . — set forth in the 
claimant’s petition, and ask that the pension prayed for be 

After a careful review of the ton committee are of the penton that the 

case is a meritorious one, and the bill is therefore reported back with the recom- 
8 that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

LUTHER GREEN. 


Mr. PAYNE. Task unanimous consent to consider the bill (H. R. 
6129) to relieve Luther Green from the charge of desertion. 
The bill is as follows: 


Beil enacied, etc., That Luther Green be, and he is hereby, relieved from the 
charge of desertion from oe ms ype A D, Eighty-first ment New York Volun- 
teers, and the War Department of the United States ix hereby and 
directed to give said Luther Green an honorable discharge from said company 
and regiment. 


The report (by Mr. SNIDER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (EL R. 6129) 
to relieve Luthor Green from charge of desertion, having considered same, 
respecttally report: 

That they have carefully examined the evidence submitted, and believe the 
soldier entitled to the relief asked, 

They recommend the bill do pass, 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

CLARA REED. 


Mr. HAYES. I ask unanimous consent to consider the bill (H. R. 
10679) granting a pension to Clara Reed. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the ions and 
Hovitations of the pension laws, the name of Clara Reed, late widow of George 
Dustin, a private in Company F, Twenty-third Wisconsin Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill — — 
10679) oes pension to Clara Reed, having examined and considered 
a i noha a a Gee TA ek a condensation taste ae 


a aar — George Dustin, a soldier of Oom- 


In 1808 she remarried, 


at which time her pension ceased; this 
with one Hervis Thom 


pson, who reported himsel( to her to be able and com- 
—— and willing to su rt her, and believing this she married him, but it 

that ho was neltber able nor willing t support her and soon d deserted 
her, OTEA he EA ‘ances and dependent upon her own labor 
for support. Afterwards. 6 rr 
by reason of his misconduct lack of support and desertion. 


4 


ey | this divorce she made no application for reinstatement on 
t, married ; her said 


123 in — health and earning good wages, but after a few years his health 
iled and he soon became helpless, and was for — ees invalid and be- 
came totally dependent upon others for support, and she herself had to labor 
for her own N to aid towards his until his death in 1887. She herself 
is now an invalid and is unable to work and ix entirely destitute and dependent 
upon othe:s for a living; these facts are all fully shown by affidavit, and so that 
there can be no question in regard to them. 

We think 8 shou d be granted in this case, and that it is entirely 
within the line of precedent; and the fact of her second marriage, which isthe 
only thing that can throw any doubt upon it, should not debar ber. She was 
the widow ofa soldier, who died under circumstances entitling her ton — 
which she received, and her second marriage was under circumstances 
have always been recognized by this committee and Congress as entitlin: 
widow to practically reinstatement, and we sce no reason why she shou 13 55 

from the fact that sna did not seek to become a charge upon the aoe 

ernment, but rather was again married, under circumstances that seemed fa- 

vorable, but which have turned out with causes for which she was in no wise to 

pet and which hus left her in her old age an invalid, helpless and poverty- 
en. 

We recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 


MARTHA TORRENCE. 


Mr. CHEADLE. I ask unanimous consent to consider the bill (H. 
R. 8561) granting a pension to Martha Torrence. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas George W. Campa private in Company H, Twelfth Regiment In- 
diana Infantry Volunteers, died while in line of duty in said service at Paducah, 
Ky., on the 26th day of February, 1564; and 
iha tales of of his widow, Martha Camp, for settlement of his back 
pay and — account, aud for widow's pension—all filed soon after his 
death—were on the ground that a charge of desertion stood upon the 
war record inst said soldier; 
Whereas said Martha, after widowhood of twenty-three months in poverty, 
married to one Davis Torrence, a corporal of three years’ service in Company 
iment Indiana Infantry, and the shid Davis was a terwards 
by explosion of boiler of saw-mill n which he eager —— . he most 
88 lost his life because of deafness incurred in h 
2 hereas the said charge of desertion against said Cam 
t past, 


Whereas the said Martha Torrence is now in widowhood, is fifty years of 
age, broken down in health from hard toil, and is in poverty, without means of 
nee other than what she may earn from the labor her : There- 

re, 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations 
and provisions of the eee laws, the name of Martha Torrence, of Horton- 
ville post-office, Ind., widow of George W. Camp, late a private in Company H, 
Twelfth Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8561) granting a pension to Martha Torrence, submit the following report: 

The proposed beneticiary is the widow of two soldiers of the war of the re- 
bellion. Her first husband, George W. Camp, enlisted as private in Com 
H, Twelfth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, August 8, 1862, and served ee his 
death, from erysipelas, February 26, 1864. She was pensioned as the widow of 
said soldier, from the date of his death until her re with one Davis Tor- 
rence, who served three years in Company B, Eleventh indiana Vol- 
unteers, on December 31, 1865. 

Davis Torrence contracted deafness in the service and was killed by the ex- 

losion of a boiler in a saw-mill at Bald Knob, Ark., in October, 1881. — 

‘orrence has remained a widow ever since. She is now old, and as 
from the evidence before your committee is very poor and anny. 3 
upon her own labor fora maintenance. She now asks 3 
upon the pension- rolls as the widow of George W. Camp, nie —— h 
defense of his country. 

There are numerous 8 which warrant your committee to favorably 
consider the request of this un ortun»te woman, and therefore return the ac- 
compan ying bill, with the recommendation that it do A ed, however, 
by striking Pains all between the title of the same and the word “be” in line L 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be considered; and the question is on striking out the preamble, as rec- 
ommended by the committee. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill asamended wasordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed it wasaccordingly read the third time, and passed. 

ALEXANDER STURGEON, 


Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent to consider the 
bill (H. R. 7676) for the relief of Alexander Sturgeon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place = the pension-roll, subject to the terms and 
limitations of the pension Ja o name of Alexander Sturgeon, a private in 
Company E, in the Third ent of Indiana er pth and pay to him the 
sum of $20 per month in lieu of the pension now paid him, 


The report (by Mr. PARRETT) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. vd Weak grant- 
ing an increase of to Alexander Sturgeon, have considered the same 
and report: 

The claimant was a private in 3 E, Third Indiana Volunteers, and 
served a year in the war with Mexico. 

He is now 1 at $8 per month for service in said war, 


geons at Nash Ind., 
matism of the hands and fect as to be unable to perform 


- 
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There is a contraction of the tendons of the hands and fingers and the muscles 
are atrophied. He has also lost the sight of his left eye. 

Frank P. W. C. Duncan, Joel R. Carter, and seventeen other citizens 
of Brown County, Indiana, certify the same as Dr. Ralphy relative to claim- 
ant’s physical condition; and in addition they state that he is sixty-six rears 
old and pon need of aid, and that unless the Federal Government renders 
assistance he must suffer or become an object of charity. They further state 
that the claimant is a man of good moral character, and that none of his ail- 
ments have been caused by vicious habits. » 

The passage of the bill is respectfully recommended. 


There being no objection the bill was considered, ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed, 


EMMA A. STOFFORD. 


Mr. CON GER. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8059) granting a pension to Mrs. Emma A, 
Stofford. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name ot Mrs. Emma A. 
Stofford, of Des Moines, Iowa, a hospital nurse in the United States Army, and 
pay her a pension of $25 per month from and after the passage of this act, 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8050) granting a —— to Mrs. Emma A. Stofford, submit the following report; 

The proposed beneficiary entered the Medical College Hospital at Keokuk, 
Towa, as nurse of the sick Iowa soldiers, in October, 1861, and remained in that 
capacity until after the battle of Shiloh, when she assisted in fixing up the Estes 
House for the sick and wounded from said battle, and continued as nurse in 
said house until the following fall, when, in a like capacity, she went South 
with the Twenty-third Regiment Iowa Volunteers. 

The severe illness of her mother necessitated, however, her return North, and 
shortly thereafter she again entered the Este House Hospital at Keokuk. and 
remained there until broken in health, about May, 1863, when she left theservice, 
Having sufficiently recovered, she again went ou duty at said hospital in De- 
cember, 1863, where she closed her labors in May, 1864, having received an ip 
pointment from the Christian Sanitary Commission as solicitor of supplies, in 
which capacity she served until the close of the war, 

- Ass result of her labors in the hospital she is broken in health, and ever 
since the close of the war she has been under medical treatment. During most 
of her term of service she ved no compensation. 

The value of her services, ber devotion to the sick and wounded, as well as 
her high moral standing and her need for assistance, are clearly shown by the 
evidence on file, and her petition for pension is indorsed by a large number of 
the most prominent citizens of Iowa. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, amended, however, by 
striking out the words “twenty-five,” in line 7, and inserting therein instead 
the word “twelve.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
CECILIA I. WOODS. 


Mr. YODER. Lask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 11417) to increase the pension of Cecilia I. 
Woods. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to the name of Cecilia I. Woods on the pension-roll 
of the United States, at the rating of $100 per month, in lieu of the pension of 
$30 per month which she is now receivingon certificate No. 216636, asthe widow 
of Charles R. Woods, late of Seventy-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11417) granting an increase of pension to Cecilia I. Woods, submit the following 


record of the husband of this widow, Maj. Gen. Charles R. Woods, is given 
by the Adjutant-General as follows: 


Military history of Charles R. Woods, of the United States Army. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, January 2, 1875. 
REGULAR ARMY RECORD, 


Graduated at the United States Military Academy and appointed brevet sec- 
ond lieutenant First Infantry, Ist July, 1552; second lieutenant First Infantry, 
Bist July, 1852; second lieutenant Ninth Infantry, 3d March, 1855; first lieuten- 
ant Ninth Infantry, 16th October, 1455; captain Ninth Infantry, Ist April, 1861; 
major Eighteenth Infantry, 2th April, 1864; transferred to Twenty-seventh In- 
fantry 2ist September, 1866; lieutenant-colonel Thirty-third Infantry, 28th July, 
1866; unassigned, 15th March, 1869; assigned to Fifth Infantry 24th March 1869; 
colonel Second Infantry, 18th February, 1874. Brevetted lieutenant-colonel 4th 
July, 19 3. ſor tand meritoriousservices at the capture of Vicksburgh, Miss,; 
colonel 24th November, 1863, for gallant and meritorious services at the battle 
of Chattanooga, Tenn. ; brigadier-general 13th March, 1865, for gallantand meri- 
torious service in battle before Atlanta, Ga., and major-genera! 13th March, 
1865, for gallant and meritorious services at the battle of Bentonville, N. C. 

—0n duty at Fort Columbus, N. Y. H., September 30 to October 24, 
1852; at Fort Wood, N. Y. H., to November, 152; thence he proceeded to Texas 
and joined company December 16, 1852—served therewith to May 12, 1855, when 
he left to join the Ninth Infantry, recruiting for regiment from June 12, 1855, to 
November 28, 1855; with regiment at Fortress Monroe, Va., to December 15, 
1855; thence with regiment to and in Washington Territory to November 3, 
1857; on leave of absence to January 21. 1855; on recruiting service and en 
route to company to September 17, 7. with regiment in Washington Terri- 
tory to April 2¥, 1860; on general recruiting service at Fort Columbus, N, Y. 
II., to April 20,1561; on duty at Generals Patterson’s and Bank's headquar- 
ters, in Maryland, to August 186! ; on recruiting service at St. Louis, Mo., to Oc- 
tober 3, 1861. (In volunteer service October 13, 1461, to September 1, 1866—see 
record below.) Commanding District of the Chattahoochee to March 1, 1867; 
permission to delay to June 14, 1867; commanding depot, Newport bar- 
ks, Ky., to April 16, 1869; commanding post of Fort Wallace, Kans., May 1, 
„to U d troops in field at Kit Carson, O, T.) February 1871; on sick 
15, 1871; member of Army Regulation Board to 1872; on 
Fort Larned, Kaus., to March 28, 1873; 
retirement, December 14, 1874. 


on 
rac’ 
1869, 
leave to Jul 
8. C. D. to 5, 1873; commandin; 
on sick leave and on f. C. D, to date o 


Mustered into service as colonel Seventy-sixth Ohio Volunteers, October 
1861; brigadier-general volunteers, August 22, 1863. (Brevetted major-ge: 
November 22, 1864, for long and continued services and for special gallantry at 
Griswoldsville, Ga.) - 

Service.—Commanding Forty-fourth Ohio Volunteers in the West Virginia cam- 
paign from October 14, 1861, to November 13, 1861; Tenth Ohio Volunteers in same 
campaign to November 18, 1861 at Newark, Ohio, organizing, N 
ping his regiment, to February 9, 1862; commanding regiment in the dist of 

Vest Tennessee, to February 21, 1862; third bri; e, third division, district of 
West Tennessee, to April 6, 1862; his regiment in same brigade, to April 25, 1862; 
the brigade, to August, 1862; second brigade, third division, Army of the South- 
west, to October 15, 1862; third division, Army of the Sonthw to October 28, 
1862; sec nd brigade, third di islon, to December 16, 1862; his regiment in 
fifteenth corps, to April 2, 1863, and second brigade, firat division, fifteenth 
corps, to July 30, 1463; on leave of absence, to August 18, 1863; a 
second brigade, first division, fifteenth corps, to September 1, 1863, and fi 
brigade, first division, fifteenth corps, to October 31, 1863; first division, fifteenth 
corps, to November 23, 1863, and fest brigade, first division, fifteenth corps, to 
December 23, 1863; on leave of absence to January 13, 1464; commanding first 
division, fifteenth corps, to February, 1864; first brigade, first division, fifteenth 
corps, to July 15, 1864; first division, fifteenth corps, to August, 1864; resun 1 
command ofsame division September 23, 1864, and remained in command there- 
of to July, 1865; commanding Department of Alabama from July 18, 1865, to 
June 1, 1866; De ent of the South to August 18, 1866; District of Chatta- 
hoochee to—see lar Army Record. 

Mustered out of volunteer service September 1, 1866, 

e THOMAS M. VINCENT, 
Assistant Adj 


General W. T. Sherman, on May 3, 1890, wrote the applicant, as follows: 

“I will be most happy to help in the matter of an in n for the 
widow of General Charles R, Woods. No officer has a better recerd—a 
which is well known at the War Department.” 

The claimant has no income whatever except the pension of $380 a month, and 
has an unmarried daughter to care for, and your commit following the 

recedents in similar cases, recommend that her said pension of $30 per month 

increased to the sum of $50 per month, and recommend the of the 

bill (hus amended: Strike out the word "one," in line 3. and the word“ hun- 
dred,” in line 6, and insert therein instead the word fifty.” 


There being no objection, the bill was considered. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Does that bill proposea pension of $100 a month? 

Mr. YODER. ‘There is an amendment recommended by the com- 
mittee reducing the amount from $100 to $50. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN A, JOHNSON, 


Mr. KELLEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9692) granting a rerating of pension to John A, 
Johnson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, yet to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John A. Johnson, late major of 
Sixth Regiment Kansas Cavalry Volunteers, at the rank, grade, and rate of in- 
valid pension allowed to major of volunteers from and after March 18, 1865, less 
any pension allowance heretofore paid to him. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid e te whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9692) granting a rerating of pension to John A. Johnson, submit the following 


report: 

Phe claimant, John A. Johnson, was major of the Sixth Kansas Cavalry. At 
the battle of Cane Hill, Mo., on the 28th day of November, 1863, he was first 
lieutenant and in command of Company A, of the Sixth Kansas Cavalry, 
While gallantly leading his 88 in a charge on a rebel battery which was 

ted in a gorge of the Boston Mountains, he received a gunshot wound, the 

l entering the left axilla, passed inward and back w under the scapula 
aud made its exit, having passed through the left lung at the fifth dorsal verte- 
bra. Claimantispensioned at $12 per month for gunshot wound as above stated. 
The Pension Office rejects an increase on the grounds of not accepting the pres- 
ent phpaipel and mental disabilities of claimant as the results of his gunshot 
wound. 

Dr. L. T. Grubbs, an eminent physician of Topeka, Kans., makes affidavit 
that the applicant is anxious and restless, The spinal senses are defective, 
sense of smell being absent; taste and sight impaired one-quarterto one-half; 
powers of co-ordination imperfect; very pronounced tenderness over cervical 
and dorsal region of spine; respiratory murmur over upper portion of left lung 
very indistinct; left lung and pleura adherent to posterior chest wall, Gun- 
shot wound carried away a portion of fifth dorsal vertebra, producing perma- 
nent injury to spine, and that it is his opinion that the abovre-deacri phe- 
nomena are due to said lesion, and that he is totally incapacitated for the per- 
formance of any manual labor. 

Dr. Charles C. Green testifies that he finds evidence of gunshot wound; point 
of entrance, left axilla, ranging inward and backward; exit left of fifth E a 
vertebra, fracturing fifth rib, trausverse process of fifth dorsal vertebra, and in- 
jury to left lung by adhesion and lessened respiratory murmur through area of 
lung. General nervous disturbance, rendering claimant unable to perform any 
manual labor. : 

Dr, S. E. Sheldon, one of the most prominent physicians of Topeka, testifies 
giving substantially the same diagnosis, adding that heart's action is table, 
pulse 96 per minute, general nervous prostration and debility. 

Dr. Mitchell testifies that he has known claimant for thirteen years, that he 
is and has been ever since he knew him a mental and physical wreck, and that 
these conditions are clearly traceable to the gunshot wounds; that he Is totally 
incapacitated for cither mental or physical labor of any kind. 

Drs. Plummer, Burgen, and Dowling testify that he gunshot wound above 
described and resulting disabilities entirely incapacitate the claimant for the 
performance of either physical or mental labor. Major Johnson is a man of ex- 
cellent reputation, temperate in all his habita, and without means of support. 

Your committee believe this is a very meritorious claim; that claimant's dis- 
abilities are clearly shown to be, by the best of medical anthority, the results 
of bis wound received in defense of his country; therefore recommend that the 
bill do pass with the following amendments: Amend the title of the bill by 
striking out the words“ rerating of” and all after the word volunteer“ in line 
7. und 1 instead and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of the one he is now receiving.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were adopted, 
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The billas amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being en it was accordingly read the third time, and 
2 title of the bill was also amended as recommended by the com- 
ttee. 
CELIA EICHELE. 


Mr. QUINN. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 10127) granting a pension to Celia Eichele. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Ro it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol!, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Celia Eichele, daughter of Jacob 

ele, late of Company F, Forty-fifth New York Volunteers, and sister of 
ra loa Elchele, late captain Company A, First Regiment Missouri Reserve 
rps. 


The report (by Mr. TURNER, of New York) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10127) granting a pension to Celia Eichele, submit the following report: 

That the claimant is now fifty-three years old and very poor, and is entirely 
dependent on others for 5 eae She is the sister of August Eichele, late cap- 
tain in Company A, First Missouri Reserve Corps, of William, Charles, and John 
Eichele, musicians in the Seventicth New York, and of Jacoband John Eichele, 
late soldiers in some Missouri regiment, number unknown, and of Peter Eichele, 
late a private in Company H, Thirty-ninth New York Volunteers. She is also 
daughter of Jacob Eichele, sr., late a private in Company F, Forty-lifth New 
York Volunteers. In view of the extraordinary patriotism shown by this fam- 
ily, your committee believe it but right that this daughter and sister be 
for in her old age and poverty, and recommend that the biil do pass. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. There being no objection, the question 
is on the of the bill. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to enter my personal 
objection to extending the pension system to pensioning sisters or 
danghters, unless there is something else shown in the record, more 
than is shown in this report, as to the necessity for it. 

Mr. QUINN, Mr. Speaker, if I may be allowed, I will answer my 
friend from Missouri by saying that this is a very peculiar case and a 
very meritorious one. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY J. WELCH. 


Mr. CONNELL. Mr. Speaker, Lask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 1740) granting a pension to Mary J. Welch, 
nurse in the late war, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, Sa gt? to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary J. Welch, a voluntary nurse 
during the war, and pay hera pension during life, of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. LAws) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1740) 
granting a pension to Mary J. Welch, submit the following report, adopting re- 
port of te committee, which is as follows: 

“ Claimant states that on or about the 26th of March, 1562, she went, under the 
auspices of the Sanitary Commission. from her home in Troy, N. X., to Win- 

„Va., as a nurse for Union soldiers who were wounded at the battle of 
Winchester, Va., in March, 1862. 

“That she served asa nurse in Academy Hospital under Dr, Salter and Dr. 
Johnson; that she was in constant attendance upon sick and wounded soldiers 
in the hospital; that during the retreat of General Banks she was . 5 by 
the Confederate forces and held a prisoner for the period of ten days; t being 
worn out by constant service and broken down in health sho returned to her 
home for recuperation under the advice of the physicinns in charge of the hos- 

ital; that in May or June, 1884, she entered the Armory Square 8 Wash- 
23 D. C., in the 3 of a nurse; that she remained in said hospital for 
the period of six months, under the charge of Dr. D. W. Bliss, attending upon 
the sick and wounded of the Union Army; t she never received any com- 
pensation for her services from the Government, any society, organization, or 
person; that she is now sixty-seven years old and is greatly afflicted from rheu- 
matism ; that her fingers are very stiffand painful, and t she has chronic 
enlargement of the liver, all of which she believes were brought on by expos- 
ure, overwork, and exhaustion as a nurse in the service; that she no means 
of support and is entirely dependent upon ber own exertions for a livelihood. 

“In an affidavit executed November 23, 1888, William Hughes, of Hampton, 
Va., testifies that he was a sergeantin Company C, Fifth Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, and was grievously wounded st the battle of Winchester, Va., 
March 22, 1862, and carried to the Seminary Hospital in said city, where he re- 
mained about three months, during which time Miss M. J, Welsh was a nurse 
in the hospital where he was treated; that she was constant, devoted, and un- 
remitting in her care and attention to the sick and wounded. 

“In letters from Dr. D. W. Bliss, written to claimant in 1865, it is shown that 
she was rded as a faithful and valuable nurse, and that she gave her pay as 
a donation tothe hospital fund. 

In a letter from Dr. Bliss, dated February 15, 1889, it is stated that the name 
of claimant is borne upon the records as a nurse in Armory Square Hospital. 

“The facts in the case warrant favorable action, and your committee there- 
fore recommend the passage of the bill.“ n 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM L. LENAU. 


Mr. SKINNER. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 2526) authorizing the President of the United 
States to grant an honorable discharge to William L. Lenau. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Bo it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
rized and empowered to issue and grant an honorable discharge from the 
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Army of the United States to William L. Lenau, late first lieutenant of Com- 
pany A, Thirty-eighth Regiment Indiana Infantry Volunteers; and said dis- 
charge shall be granted notwithstandin; pwn ge orders dismissing the said 
Lieutenant Lenan from the service, an bear 

and from that time, 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 


Strike out A“ in line g and insert HV in lieu thereof, and add to line 10 the 
words “the 7th day of November, 1863,” 


The report (by Mr. OSBORNE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2526) 
authorizing the President of the United States to grant an honorable discharge 
to William L, Lenau, having considered the same, respectfully report: 

William L. Lenau was mustered into the volunteer service of the United 
States as first lieutenant of Company B, Thirty-eighth Indiana Infantry, Septem- 
ber 18, 1861. He served faithfully iu such regiment until February, when 
he was sent away from his regiment on detached service, at which time he held 
& commission as captain in the same com yandregiment. While returning 
to his regiment in March, 1863, the train m which he was traveling was 
captured by the Confederates, and Captain Lenau was paroled. Two days later 
he reported to his regiment under parol. 

Durin, ets Lenau's absence an order had been promulgated forbidding 
captu; oflicers accepting 1, of which order he claims to have had no 
knowledge. The matter of the acceptance of such parol was reported by the 
commanding officers of such regiment to General Rosecrans, the command 
general, who ordered Captain Lenau to return to duty in violation of his paro. 
or report himself to the Confederates as a prisoner of war. Captain Lenau hav- 
ing conscientious ce ym against ae his parol and dreading the fearful 
alternative of prison life, at once tendered his resignation, which was refused, 
and Captain Lenau was peremptorily dismissed the service in d 

He ap ed to the Secretary of War and the President to allow him an hon- 
orable discharge and an opportunity to again enter the service, but his com- 
munication received no action. Your committee think the dismissal was a 
hardship and Captain Lenau should have an honorable discharge, to date at 
the time of his dismissal. Your committee have attached to and make a part 
of this report the report from the Secretary of War and a letter from General 

ns, who caused the dismissal. They further recommend that the bill 
be amended by 3 out A,“ in line 6 of the bill, and inserting B“ in 
licu thereof, and by adding to line 6 the words “the 7th day of November, 
1863," and thatthe bill so amended do pass. 


WILLARD'S HOTEL, Washington, D. C., May 1, 1890. 

My DEAR ẸENERAL : The case of First Lieut. W. L. Lenau, late of Company 
B, Thirty-eighth Regiment of Indiana United States Volunteer Infantry, was 
brought to my mind by a statement he made to me and by papers from the War 
Department ke showed me yesterday, 

When I took command of the Army and Department of the Cumberland, on 
October 27, 1862, two practices pernicious to theservice required summary treat- 
ment. One was the degrading and rascally practice of using flags of truce to 
protect reconnoitering and spying parties, and the other, men getting paroled 
as prisoners of war. This latter practice was depleting the Army not only by 
willful straggling and getting in the way of rebel cavalry, and even infantry, in 
order to be taken prisoners, but, as was soon ascertained, by the buying of forged 

rols. The practice was most tempting to troops from Southern Indiana and 

Minois. The measures I adopted to stop it were re-enforced by an order from 
the War Department making such parols invalid. 

It Ie that Lieutenant Lenau took one of these parols on his way back 
from Indiana to join his regiment. He claimed that by reason of bis —.—— 
he had not heard of the War Department orders forbidding the taking of such 
parols, and that therefore he must consider it binding in spite of the orders of 
the War Department under which the general commanding was obliged to treat 
it as void. The record of Lieutenant Lenau's service was excellent, and pre- 
cluded believing that he was pleading conscience to avoid duty. 

After sending for him and explaining why his parol was not pinang and 
why the good of the service forbade allowing individuals to set up tbeir own 
notions as rules of action in the mili service, in view of his character 
and previous gallant record I regarded his unintelligent faith so far as to 
permit him the choice of accepting the official voidance of his parol and return 
to duty, or report himself asa prisoner of war ata 
chase the latter, but, it seems, recoiled from this suffering for conscience’ sake, 
and appealed to the Secretary of War and to the President to relieve him from 
the consequences of his undertaking. 


It is probable that the exigencies I have described, in my Judgment at the 


time, compelled less leniency towards the lieutenant's parol than on its own 
merits the case deserved. It is also probable that his courage and loyalty were 
strong enough, under proper guidance, to have made his then future serviceas 
honorable as had been his past. and I have said this much that the committee 
may appreciate the exact points of the case and temper justice with mercey in 
dealing with an application from one~vhose subsequent life seems to have been 
that of a good citizen. s, 
Very truly, yours, 
W. 8, ROSECRANS, 
General B, M. CUTCHEOXN, 
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFIC 
Washington, May 24, 

Sin: I have the honor to return herewith a bill (H. R. 9691, Fiftieth Congress, 
first session) to authorize and empower the President of the United States to 
issue and grant an honorable disc to William L. Lenau, late first lieutenant 
Com m4 A, Thirty-eighth Indiana Volunteers, as of the date of the order dis- 
— toni im from the service, referred to the Department for information by 
1 Committee on Military Affairs, House of Representatives, and to report as 
follows: 


The records of this office show that William L. Lenau was mustered into serv- : 


ice as first lieutenant, Company B, Thirty-eighth Indiana Volunteers, Septem- 
ber Is, 1861; that he was authorized by the commanding general Department of 
the Cumberland (Rosecrans), February 11, 1863, to collect and 5 to the 
regiment all deserters and members of his command absent without ority," 
and that he was dismissed the service November 7, 1563, as Capt. William 1 
Lenau, in orders of that date from this office, amended in orders to read First 
Lieut. William L. Lenau, copies of which are hereto appended. Copies of the 
papers upon which his dismiseal was based are also hereto a ded, As his 
9 to those papers are plainly written Lenau, he was dismissed under 
name, ` 
I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servan 

Z R. G. DRUM, Adjutant-General, 

The SECRETARY or WAR, 


date and be of as of - 


[Special Orders, No. 496.] 


War DEPARTMENT, ENERAL’S 
8 November 7, 1863. 
32. By direction of the President, Capt. William W Thirty-eighth In- 
a2 By direction of the sident, Cant service of the United States for dis- 


“pee We of orders . 3 without leave. 


- - „ + r 


E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Assistant Adjutant-Gencral, 


By 2 ol the flecretary. of War. 


[Special Orders. No. 122.] 
Hans. OF THE ARMY, e ee Orricr, 
Washington, June 19, 1878. 
be 
aT AA Wie Botha oh aa CARa MA. 496, para- 
—— E corres November 7, 1853, from the War Dej ent, ‘Adjutant-Gener- 
al's Adder as dismissed Capt. Wiljam L. Lena irty-eighth Indiana Volun- 
teers, fur disobedience of orders absence ont leave, is, by direction of 
the President, amended to read First Lieut, William L. Lenau, Thirty-cighth 
15 — md ot General Sherma 
n. 
De E. D. TOWNSEND, Adjutant-General. 


Nraganra Crry, SUSPENSION BRIDGE, N. Y., July 28, 1863. 


Poe I have the honor to offer for your consideration the following statement 
of my case in regard to being captured and paroled: I am captain Company B, 
Thirty-cighth Indiana Volunteer Infantry; was ordered to Indiana on ‘on duty by 
order restorer Rosecrans , 1863, March 17 received ord m 
General to return to my command. Left Louisville, Ky., for Nash- 
ville, Tenn., the 18th of March on Louisville and Nashville R: near the 
Kentucky and Tennessee line. —— train was captured by Captain Jones, of 
Jobn Morgan's command, and 


Arrived atthe regiment 224 N the facts to the lieutenant-colonel 
commanding Thirty-eighth Indiana Vo unteers, re; tho facts to Gen- 
eral Rosecrans, who ordered me on duty, which I cou ot obey after taking 
an oath “not to bear arms against the Confederate States until regularly — 
changed,” and on that account offered my resignation. General R. ordered m 
on duty in. I still refnsing to on duty, May 21 received an order . 

2 headq Heasked meif I was aware 


h ld ha rd So th to be regularly exchanged, 
wou ve to order me Sou x 
* service than go South. 


could be of no benefitto ag camper a 


change, and at the same 
ease according to the facta. 
mnt of tha 3 


I have been in the Arm started; have been in all the 
engagements under Buell and Rosecrans up to the eons I left ee ment for 
the South (May 2); there never was any nst me until case, and 


to my coun? to you to be dismissed the service in some way so I can be of be benefit 
4 this her hour of need. I feel like it is my ai duty to help crush 
rebellion, and will do a)l in nthe nerve of vga toned at de- 


th 
C therefore W 
the nited Sta! 


— to inet d Feb 28, 1863, Major Nunes, and th 
ude tempi wf Bis Bane 2 ere was 
reves 6 I will await an 


charge against me before the above-nam 

—— most y, praying er have a chance to wipe this foul dis- 
nonce fron my onee — p conquer s peace will make 
2 ot haye tha honor to appy peopi ase most obedient * r AU, 

Caplain, Commanding Company B, Thirty-eighth Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 

Hon. E. M. STANTON, Secretary of War. 
[Indorsements.] 
Wan DEPARTMENT, ADIUTANT-GENERAL’s OFFICE, 


August 4, 1853. 
Respectfally cere to mince GOSA Rosecrans, commanding Department 
8 8 Se . f Wa: 
7 0 r. 
S THOMAS M. VINCENT, 
P Assistant Adjutant-General. 


Svuspxznston Bence, N. Y., September 1, 1863. 


Six: Cireumstances compel me to address you, as you are Commander-in- 
Chief of the Army and Navy of the United States, and I have failed to receive 
any answer to my petition to the honorable Secretary of War, and now, your 
excellency, I will etate my case preg nas truthfully. I entered the United 
States service April, 1841; in Angon en red the three-year service ag first 
Heutenant Company B, Phirty-eig th es te Volunteer 8 In January 
was oled to captain; February, 1863, was ordered to Indiana on special 
duty by Major-General Rosecrans; was returning to my regiment on the 19th 
of March by ris near tho Kentucky and Tennessee line the train was fired 
into and by Captain Jones, of the rebel Morgan's command. 
1128 “not to bear arms against the Confederates States until regu- 
When I leſt the 8 preg was no order forbidding officers giving their 
9 8 qSSFꝓCT pr re beg the 
li nant-col Pek ear bA pa e ma oe Boast toe tooto Majo r-Gen- 

ente. one e o 0 
eral Rosecrans, who issued a order ordering me on duty. I could 


pot conscientiously go on duty, so I ate ps tag ion. In a few days I 
received another order ordering me on duty, ich I could not obey. 
The general then ordered me to report immediately to his headquarters. He 


2 int u 
point agreed upon 


would be the Ia: Army. wested to be sent to the rear 
and await ex: RA had been the — in this department. 
1 received the Mias Sr the pinea ü points 


the oi and arrived in 4th July. I my forwarded 
to Suspension Bridge, N. Y. I received letters when I arrived here from my 
76 ; also that I was reported 


ai deserterand my name stricken fro: the soll 
e ces, 

tary of War, but never received any answer to my communication; and now, 
your excellency, I appeal to zu und pray to be diamissed the service or trans- 
ferred to some other rya ment. 

The bloody battles of the Southwest attest my fidelity to my country, and I 
appeal to the rolls on file at the War Department and my immediate command- 

officers whether there was ever any charge agninst me (except this case), 
o not think the treatment I have received a just recompense for M 
dont Perryville, etc., where the green graves of my comrades call on me for 
revenge and I can not respond, as that fatal order virtually banishes me from 
native land in this her bour of need, when every patriot should do some- 
thing to 2 crush this infernal rebellion. 
I feel that great injustice has been done my once good name in trying to fas- 
ten the crime of desertion on me when I could not help being captured, as it 
mack the fate of war, not my fault, to be made an exampleofforthe Army. I could, 
nor would, not accept it for the long marches and hunger and t tand t 
and troubles I ete went through, and after all this for my name to go down to 
238 as à deserter; [am willing and would fight for my country’s canse if 
uld do so honorably. 

To your excellency I make my last appeal, without any outside influence to 
aid me, relying only on your excellency’s love of justice and the justice of my 
cause, I will expect an answer before the 15th of September; i Ido not receive 
a favorable answer by that time I will go to South America and engage in the 
good canse of liberty in a foreign land. Believe me 

Your most obedient servant, 
WM, L. LENAU, 
Cuptain Company B, Thirty-eighth Regihnenl Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 
His Excellency, President ABRAHAM Lixcol. x. 
{Indorsements,] 


Wan DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’s OFFI 
September 9, 
Respectfully referred to Major-General Rosecrans, commanding the Depart- 
ment of the Cumberland, for report, and attention invited to previous papers 
This return. 
By order of the Secretary of War 


* 


THOMAS M. VINCENT, 
Assistant Adj 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT CUMBERLAND, 
C 1883. 


err Oetober 14. 

—— returned. 

The origin 8 in this case were referred F emer ore” 
eral, State of York, with the uest that if ome this man be arrested 
and sent under guard to ‘department eadquarters. 

i ae re 85 het bel ered 178 d eke a ae! that he 
mproperiy paro n uty, è 
ferred returning and deliveri np ord 
his parol.” As it was impossib! 
parol he had given, he was ed 
of war, and left ostensibly for that purpose, but he was subsequently beard 
from jn Indiana, and orders were sent for his arrest. Irecommend that he 
be arrested and returned here for trial as a deserter. 

W. S. ROSEC: 

Major-General 


War DepartMest, ADIUTANT-GEXERAL’S vagy 
Respectfully referred to the commissary-general of prisoners for report as to 


ing. 


the of this — Ot 
der of th 8 W. 
B; er of the of War: 
1 E. D. TOWNSEND, 
. Assistant Adjulant-General. 


OFFICE CoMMISsARY-GENERAL OF PRISONERS, October 30, 1863. 


General Orders, 49, of Fe 28, ng when and how 
might be given, was not received at this we alea ill th till the lith of March, 22 
not F to the 3 ent or Tennessee beſore the 


18th of March, the day of Captain Lenau's capture. 
proper in his giving his parol, except so far as it was in violation of this geter, 


on him, 
Serene is not found on the — 2 as he was not reported on 
paro. 
{fully returned to the Adjutant-General. 
ee $ S W. HOFFMAN, 


Colonel Third Infantry, Commissary-General Priso; ners, 

WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GESERAL’S OFFICE, 

November 3, 1863, 
Respectfully submitted to the general-in-chief for his recommendation. 
‘THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant-General. 


I think he should be dismissed for disobedience of ord November 4, 1863. 
H. W. HALLECK, General-in-Chicf, 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL's OFFICE, Washington, November 4, 1863. 
ctfully submitted to the Secretary of War 
ea pc at anD THOMAS M. VINCENT, 
Assistant Adjutant-General, 
Approved. 
E. M. STANTON, Secretary of War. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 


There being no objection, the bill as amended was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed: 


* = * — * 


1890. ; 
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HALEM T. COOK. _ 
Nr. GOODNIGHT. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 10491) granting a pension to Halem L, 
Cook, of Franklin, Ky. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cic., That yer SENT OEN 
authorized and directed to 


or be, and he is hereby, 
eet 552. to eg eT 
and limitations of the pension N the name pension roiak 
Ky.. late a private in Company B, Eighth Tennessee, 


The report (by Mr. GOODNIGHT) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
10491) pranta apension to Halem L. Cook, of Franklin, Ky., submit 


lowi. 
pE anh wasa private in Company B, Eighth Tennessee Volunteers. 
T roof is conclusive that the soldier 9 during his service a serious 
hurt of the lower spine, which occasioned the loss of lower spinal extremity 
and serious injury tothe soldier. Your subcommittee has seen the soldier and 
wound, and it is of an aggravated nature, greatly disabling the applicant from 
work and !ocomotion. 
The claim was rejected by the Department on the ground that proof failed to 
show the incurrerice in line of duty. 
TAPIE s 8 was received while o o prensa duty near 
after which sold 


— 


picket 
10 e 


ys 
W. J. Cleveland, testifies that he saw soldier while Jo being treated by y surgeon, 
us he — not Enow 


pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and 
LUCINDA CHAPIN. : 


Mr. SAWYER. I ask unanimons consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 11547) granting a pension to Lucinda Chapin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pens Us of the United States the 
name of Lucinda Chapin, Fhe step- mother. of William A. Chapin, latea 1 
Company G. Twenty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteers, who 
in the battle of Cedar Mountain, and to pay hera pension at enua yey ‘si = 
month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


Shay Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill . R. 11547) 
granting a ion to Lucinda Chapin, submit the following re; 

Lota Shapin is the step-mothey of William A. Chapin, who enlisted as pri- 
vate in Company G, Twenty-eighth R ent New ew York 3 April, 
1861, and was killed'in the battle of r Mountain. 3 August 9. 

Being soldier's step- mother, she has no title to pension und er ret De pay laws. 

It appears in evidence that the soldier was only nine — sm of ase the tim 
of Landa Chapin’s ma to his father. ane. ey sO a 
on which the soldier and his father resided until their di 
gare of the soldier, who, as he grew older, recognized his Sao 
in her support. None of the family had an e appear except 
their manual labor. After his enlistment ier continued to contribute 
to the support of his father and step-mother, whom he only knew as a mother. 
Soldier left neither wife nor child surviving him. 

His father died in 1961, at the age of seventy-nine years. since which time the 
claimant has been Sse bie entirely upon her own efforts for support, her 
small homestead, valued at affording her no income. 

The writer of this 8 is eee cognizant of nearly all the facts therein 
„ knows that the proposed beneficiary is worthy of the relief asked 


The 1 5 coming within the well established rules of Congress relative to this 
class of claimants, your committee report favorably on the accompanying bill 
and ask thatit do pass. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

REBECCA YOUNG. 


Mr. McCLELLAN. Task unanimous consent for the 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 10234) restoring Rebecca 
ion-rolls. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension- rolls the name of Seng a 


surviving widow of James bingo late of the United States Navy, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, 3 in charge the bill (H. R. 10234) 
granting a pension to Young, surviving widow of James Herold, late 
ped United States Navy, beg to submit the following report of the facts in said 


ore find that the said Rebecca was married to the said James Herold Anco 
— 1855, he at that lime being twenty-two Fane of age; that they were 
thout means, and that the said Herold had been in the United e 
for some five years previous to this said marriage; he served faithfully 
Gii two terms of enlistment. 
J 8 Sneen the service and remained there to ae eS of ae 
‘ul 5 


resent con- 
oung to the 


(Certificate No. ——) at the rate of $10 per month until December 13, 1875, when 
she married one W. You P 
was an rtunate one for her, inas- 
much —— was poor and without means, having also been a nae 5o Ari dying 
of sald Youn she has been acting as nurse for ee oak aaa eper bang 
could find such employ ment, and being many times, and 
Laer of the time, u . . De —— 
ut 5 age, no means of and ~ 

8 le to assist her. 

In conclusion we report that her life has been one of unusual toil and oe 
ship, being the widow of two soldiers, having lived an exemplary Christian lift 
being now almost d totally unfit for labor, and about sixty years of age 
and severely afflicted with 

For this reason we recommend that the bill do pass, 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and - 
readathird time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN F. MAHLER. 


Mr. OSBORNE. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 3611) for the relief of John F. Mahler. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- - 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, su to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, thene name of Jobn F. Mahler, late a private 
of Company C, Fifty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 


3611) 8 pension to John F. 

John F. 

November 23, 1861, discha: 
oa OnE R Pennsylvania Volunteers, and was discharged July 12, He 
his claim for pension September 11, 1876, alleging dert tobis only 2 
caused bya fall while helping to build a bridge across the Potomac n 
A or May, 7 and from gunshot wound 99 in his head at the battle 
of James Island, 1864. This claim was rejected N e that 
alleged disease of right hip existed prior to . there had 
paanan disability por alleged wound of head. at tho” 
o members of claimant's com Ae Were present ab 
time of the accident. One n “that Mahler became 
abled while building Potomac Creek bridge; eit sma a — his rigat hipi S s 
5 * ae ee immediately after incurred said ty.” 

Tan says: 

* Claimant, while in 5 aforesaid, in the service and in the line of 
duty, on or about May, 1562, 1 build a b across the Potomac 

Creek, fell off the bridge, breaking his hip. I saw when he fell. His 
father, Jacob Mahler, and Lawrence Ittle, his brother-in-law, ge both de- 

„ helped carry him from where he fell to his tent, where I ee one 
there, and after he was there a short time they took him to the 

ital. Thatnight, after the said claimant was injured as aforesaid, I Snead hie his 
e Lawrence 1 that said claimant had broken his hip, and 
when he lay in his tent he 1 to me like a dead man; I can not remem- 
ber which hip,” ete. 

Claimant farnishes affidavit of his family physician that he was sound and 
free from any injury to hip prior to enlistment, and also of his neighbors of 
prior soundness, and of his lameness immediately on return from Army. 

Itis proper to state that the comrade Itile affidavit above recited was not as 
full when the case was. before the Pension Offi — the 
committee since rejection, and altogether this ela 
on claimant’s thisremark made by the * . 


enlistment. It is contradicted by the cua 
always borne a good character; by his neighbors; 


his ysician. 
There is good 7 of the wound 5 received in the head. 
Your committee recomm: the passage of the b 
There being no 9 the bill was . to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read a 


third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL BURRELL. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the biil (H. R. 3229) for the relief of Samuel Burrell. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That the Sec of War be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to remove the charge of desertion now on the records of the War 
eo aayi a against Samuel Burrell, late first lieutenant of Company M, Fifth 
Illinois Cavalry Volunteers, upon satisfactory evidence that the sald Burrell 
left the service on account of t disease contracted therein, and that end i his 


absence he was unable to form the duties of a soldier on account of 
3 that he retu to bis command as soon as he was to perform 
uties. 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 


Strike out the words “ upon satisfactory evidence that the said Burrell leftthe 
service on account of contracted therein, and that d wig Bo — 
he was unable to 5 the duties of a soldier on accountof 
that he returned to his command as soon as he was able to perform the 
and insertin lieu thereof the words “and grant him an honorable 
date from November 25, 1862. 


The report (by Mr, CAREY} was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 

= for the relief of 58 Burrell, respectfully submit the following report: 
The record of the ent shows the soldier was m into the 

service as first Heutenant, Company M, Fifth Minois Cavalry, November 8, 
1861, to serve three y 

On September 12. 18525 he tendered his resignation on account of ill-health, 
which was forwarded to the War Department, but never acted upon. Septem- 
ber 25, 1 he was granted leave of absence for twenty days on account of 
sickn at he 2 — to his regiment November 5, 1362, and absented 
himself without cause November 26, Sna and isreported absent to February 26. 
1563, when he returned to his regiment. 
lym gees the service from November 28, 1862, by order dated Septem- 

The evidence of a number of witnesses clearly shows the soldier waain 
health and was not able for military service at any time from September, 1303 


du ca 
to 


, 
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Aveust 15, 


pring 2 rhealth. The com- 
3 eee or the tain primarioa noted on the 
accompanying bill. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and beingengrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. ; 


MRS. DELPHINA F. WALKER. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Lask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 1568) granting a pension to Mrs. Delphina P. 
Walker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, c'c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pension laws, 
the name of Mrs. Delphina P. Walker, stepmother of Melvin F. Walker, late a 
private in Company B, Ninth Regiment ine Volunteers, and pay her $12 per 
month, 


The report (by Mr. NuTE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill E R. 
1568) granting a pension to Mrs, Delphina P. Walker, submit the following re- 


The pro beneficiary is the stepmother of Melvin F, Walker, who died 
in hospital at Hilton Head, S. C., January 24, 1362, of disease contracted while 
serving asa private of Company B. Ninth Regiment Maine Volunteers. He 
was nineteen years of age at the time of his death, left neither wife nor child 
surviving him, and there is no one drawing pension on account of his death. 
Mrs. Walker applied r but, she not being the natural mother ofthe 
soldier, the application had to be rejected. : 

It appears from the evidence on file that the soldier was only three years of 
age when she became his stepmother. She cared for him tenderly, and he 
knew her only as a mother and spoke of her as such in his dying moments. 

Mrs, Walker, now well advanced in years, is almost entirely dependent upon 
her own efforts for a support. 

Your committee are clearly of opinion that the relief asked for should be 
3 and therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill and ask that 

it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. t * 

` JNO. J. TULLY. 


Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 6676) granting a pension to John 
J. Tully. 

The bint was read, as follows: 


Bett enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension- roll the name of John J. Tully, of 
the city of Louisville, Ky., and pax him a monthly pension of $9, the said John 
J. Tully having become disabled from disease contracted in the Life-Saving 
Service of the Gnited States. N 


The report (by Mr. Dx LANo) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6676) grant- 
es pension to John J. Tully, have considered the same and report as fol- 
ows: 


The claimant is shown by tbe records of the Treasury Department to have 
been engaged as a member of the life-saving crew at Louisville, Ky., on No- 
vember 9 — I. and that he served until April 1, 1882, when he refused to re- 
engage. declares that in March, 1882, he, with two other members of the 
crew, went out from the life-saving station at Louisville to the rescue of three 
men in a skiff ; both skiffs went over the dam and upset. 

When ho emp came up in the reaction of the dam the oar-lock of the 
life-saving skiff hit him in the left breast and knocked him back in the reaction 

vain. is injury, together with the cold and exposure undergone at the 
time. has resulted in a serious permanent disability, and the claimant now finds 
himself unable to do the work necessary to support his wife and five small 
ehildren. The claimant further declares that in addition to the service above 
named he was a volunteer life-saver for seven years, and used his own boats; 
also, that he has saved one hundred and ten lives and rescued many boats. 

Several instances of the brave and valuable work of this claimant as a life 
and property saver are referred toin the oficial report of the Life-Saving Serv- 
ice for the year 1882, and prea! the injury on which he bases his application for 
a pension is not specifically mentioned) it is shown that at the time and under 
the cireumstances set forth by the claimant in his petition he and other mem- 
bers of the life-saving crew were thrown into the water by the capsizing of their 


The claimant's standing asa truthful, honest, and industrious man, as well as 
the fact that he is and has been for several! years seriously disabled for the per- 
formance of manual labor by reason of the injury of the chest received as here- 
inbefore described, is shown by a mass of testimony, medical and lay, which 
accompanies the bill. 

A resolution passed by the Kentucky Legislature April 25, 1890, reads as fol- 


ows: 

“Whereas John J. Tally, a citizen of Louisville, Ky., and one of the three he- 
roic men who devoted their lives and means to the saving of human life on the 
Falls of the Ohio River for seven years, and who was one of the originators of 
the present efficient life-saving service at said falis; and 

* ereas, whilst in the service of the United States asa member of the said 
life-saving service, and whilst on duty under orders of his chiefon the falls sav- 
ing the life of ſellow- hol the boat in which he und others of the crew were was 
swept over the dam and capstzed, and from the injuries received at the time 
and the exposure in the cold water he was permanently injured: Therefore 

Be it resolved by the nencrul assembly of the Comm nei Kentucky, That our 
Representatives and Senators in Congress be. and they are hereby, requested to 
use al) legal means to obtain a pension for said Tully from the Government 
that he so well and faithfully. 

“Sec. 2. This resolution to take effect from and after ils adoption.” 

Your committee at the first session of the Fifticth Congress favorably re- 

rted a general bill providing for extending the provisions of the pension 
3 of the Life-Saving Service, and still believing this class of 
claims to be juat and equitable they return the bill with the recommendation 
that it do pass, amended, however, as follows: Strike out the words “a 


monthly pension of $50" in line 6and substitute in lieu thereof the words the 
foie as is allowed by law to private soldiers for the same degree of 


The committee recommended the following amendment: 


Strike ont the words “a monthly pension of $50,” in line 6, and substitute in 
lieu thereof the words “the same sion as is allowed by law to private 
soldiers for the same degree of disability.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was concurred in. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 

and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
J. W. ROBERTSON. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 10651) granting a pen- 
sion to J. W. Robertson. i 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of J. W. Robertson, a soldier of the In- 
dian war of 1436, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month from and 
after the passage of this act. 5 


The report (by Mr. Browne, of Virginia) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10651) 
granting a pension to John W. Robertson, have considered the same, aud re- 
port as follows: 

The claimant served honorably as a private in Capt. C. W. Allen's company 
of Georgia Volunteers in the Indian war of 1836. His period of service covered 
the time from May 17 to July 28, 1836, : 

He made application for pension February 8, 1889, allegiag that while in said 
service he incurred a rupture of the left side by his horse failing with him. It 
appeared, however, that he served subsequently as a yolunteer hospital nurse 
in the Confederate service, and his claim was in consequence rejected by the 
Pension Bureau under the provisions of section 4716, Revised Statutes. 

He is now seventy-seven years old and dependent wholly upon what manual 
labor he can do for support, The Mexican war service pension act inte 
no bar to those who served in the Confederate army during the war of the re- 
bellion, and your committee believe that the same spirit should be shown to- 
wards the aged survivors of the old Indian wars. 

The passage of the bill is Fespectfully recommended. 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

MIRA BALDWIN. 


Mr, BROOKSHIRE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8700) granting a pension to Mira 

aldwin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he hereby is, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, tho name of Mira Baldwin, widow of Pollard Baldwin, who 
enlisted in Captain Bradley's company, Third United States Infantry, on the 
6th of March, 1820, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month from the 
passage of this act, 


The report (by Mr. PARRETT) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.8709) grant- 
e ene to Mira Baldwin, have considered the same, and report as fol- 

ows: 

The claimant's late husband, Pollard Baldwin, enlisted March 6, 1820, in Com- 
pony B, Third United States Infantry, and was discharged April 3, 1821. He 

neurred a hernia while in said service, and was pensioned on account of the 
same up to the date of his death, May 15, 1858. The hernia became strangulated 
and caused the soldier’s death, but his widow's application for a pension was 
rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that her husband's service hav- 
ing been rendered prior to March 4, 1861, and during a time of peace, the law 
made no provision for her relief. 

Ita from the claimant's statements that she is now eighty-one years 
old and without means of support. 

Your committee recognize the fact that the action of the Pension Bureau in 
rejecting the claimant's application was in strict compliance with the law in 
such eases, but in view of the claimant's great age and destitution, and the fact 
that her husband died of disability contracted in the service and Jine of duty, it 
is believed that as an act of simple justice the relief prayed for should be granted, 

The passage of the bill is recommended. 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 3 

TUNIS S. DANFORD. 


Mr. BLISS. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of my colleague [Mr. WHEELER] 
Lask unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
9763) granting a pension to Tunis S. Danforth. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roli, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the general pension laws, the name of Tunis 8, Danforth, late a 
private Company G, Seveuth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

- Amend the title so as to read; A bill granting a pension to Tunis S. Dan- 
ord.’ 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9763) granting a pension to Tunis S. Danford, submit the following report: 

This soldier enlisted July. 1862, and served until June, 1865, and claims that he 
contracted hernia by hard marching at Lookout Mountain, which though slight 
at first hus become so bad as to totaily disable him, and the medical board rec- 
ommended special rating. The soldier neglected to secure evidence when it 
was to be procured,for the reason, as some of the witnesses say, that hodeclared 
that he would not apply for pension until he was forced to do so, Several wit- 
nesses swear that he Ese 
to apply for pension at that time. 

The Surgeon-General's report shows that he was treated in hospital for chronic 
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inserting the name Tunis S. Danford” wherever the name Tunis S. Dan- 
forth" appears. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 


read the third time, and passed. 
The title of the bill was amended so as to read: A bill granting a 
pension to Tunis S. Danford. 


NANCY CATO, 


Mr. MCRAE. I ask unanimous consent for the present considers- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 10320) granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
Cato. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Nancy Cato, widow of William 
Cato, a soldier of the war of 1812, from $12 to $30 per month, from and after the 
pas age of this act. 


The report (by Mr. HeNDERSON,of North Carolina) was read, as fol- 
lows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10320) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Nancy Cato, haye considered the same and re- 


rt: 
hh claimant's late husband, William Cato, was a private in Capt. R. L Gam- 
ble’s company ot Georgia militia, war of 1812, and she is now a pensioner under 
the general law at $12 per month on account of his said service. 

It is shown by the papers on file at the Pension Bureau that the claimant is 
rd about ninety-five years old. She was married to the soldier in 1813, and he 

ed in 1859. 

Testimony filed in support of the bill shows that the claimant has no p: rty 
whatever and no person to whom she can look for aid or support; sheisafMlicted 
with dropsy of the chest, and totally unable to do anything for a livelihood, 
She often needs medical attendance, and her pension is her only source of in- 
come. . 

In view of the facts stated, your committee favorably report the bill, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM A. OSBORN. 


Mr. BLISS. Icall up for consideration the bill (H. R. 10224) grant- 
ing a pension to William A. Osborn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolis, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the general pension laws, the name of William A. Osborn, late a 
private Company E, First Regiment Maine Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10224) 
granting a pension to William A. Osborn, submit the following report: 

‘The claimant enlisted in February, 1862, and served until March, 1865. Soon 
after entering the service the claimant, while charging with his regiment, had 
his horse shot under him and was thrown heavily to the ground and kicked by 
the horse, sustaining a rupture of the membrane that supports the bowels. The 
hospital records of the regiment are not on file in the Department, but claimant 

roves that prior to entering the service he was a strong man—occupation 
3 o since his discharge he has been unable to perform heavy manual 

abor, 

Two comrades testify to tho origin of the disability, and two physicians, who 
have treated him since 1870, testify as to the continuance and severity of the in- 
jury, which has resulted in diarrhea and piles. The first medical board that 
examined claimant say his disability is permanent, but the second board report 
against him, and, upon that report, the case was recommended for rejection. 
The collateral proof is all in favor of the honesty and integrity of the claimant, 
and your committee believe that the burden of proof is in his favor, and there- 
fore recommend that the bill pass, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


SIMON J. FOUGHT, 


Mr. YODER. I call up for my colleague [Mr. OUTHWAITE] the bill 
(H. R. 9582) to grant an increase of pension toSimon J. Fought. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to grant an increase of pension to Simon J. Fought, 
formerly a corporal of Company D ofthe Forty-sixth Regiment of Ohio Volun- 
teers, to $50 per month. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 
9582) granting an increased pension to Simon J. Fought, submit the following 
report; 

Claimant was a 8 in Company D, Forty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry. Enlisted October 16, 1861,and was discharged November 7, 1863, be- 
cause ofa severe and dangerous wound ofabdomen from a gunshot, resulting in 
a fistulous opening inabdomen, while engaged in battle. Ball entered abdomen 
and tore intestines in a transverse direction, so that the contents of bowels es- 
caped, as set forth in surgeon's certificate, 

he walls ofabdomen are thinned and adhering to the torn intestines, which 
necessitates him to keep quiet and preyents him from moving about or exert- 
ing himself in the least. 

He was granted a pension, which was increased from time to time. until now 
he is drawing $30 per month,which is all he can get under the general law. He 
1 totally helpless, in destitute cireumstances, and at most can live but a short 
time. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
p RUTH COLLIER. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. I call up for consideration the bill (H. 
R. 10427) granting a pension to Ruth Collier, of Tennessee. 


The bill was read, as follows: : 


Be it enacted, ete., That the 83 of the Interior be, aud he is hereby, di- 
rected to place the name of Ruth Collier on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10427) granting a pension to Ruth Collier, of Tennessce, submit the following 


report: 
Rath Collier is the widow of John M. Collier, who died about July 27, Sgr: 
from wounds received in action with Confederate forces near Cumberlan 
Mountain, Lee County, Virginia, after having been enrolled as a private in 
Company B, Eighth Tennessee Cavalry. 7 

The evidence shows that Collier was sworn into the service of the United States 
about July 23, 1863; that immediately thereafter, in N with about two 
hundred other recruits, under command of Capt. John Kirk. he started on a 
long march through the Confederate lines to join the Union forces in Kentucky. 
After about three nights’ marching these men were attucked by the Confed- 
erates. Only a few of the men were armed; Collier being one of them was 
placed in the front. He was mortally wounded in the fight and died on the day 
cor Pod at Rose Hill Church, to which place he had been carried by his com- 
rades, 

These facts are abundantly proven, but the widow's claim has been rejected 
because her husband's name was not placed on the rolls of the company at the 
formal muster in of the command. 

This is only one of many similar cases in which Congress has granted relief 
by special legislation. The widow has not remarried and is in extreme needy 
circumstances, 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH PHILLIPS. 


Mr. PEEL. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 10101) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Phillips, widow of Reuben Phillips, 
who was killed in engagement while member of Arkansas State Militia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension: rolls. subject to the provisious and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Phillips, widow of Reu- 
ben Phillips, lately member of Arkansas State Militia, killed in the service, and 
pay her a pension of $12 per month, 


The report (by Mr. GOODNIGHT) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.6055) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Phillips, submit the following report: A 

The applicant is the dependent widow of Reuben Phillips, deceased, who was 
killed in line of duty and in an engagement with the enemy in Madison County, 
Arkansas, in 1864. ; 

The soldier was a member of Captain Bevan's company, mounted infantry 
Arkansas militia, which was ized by order of General Schofield. The 
proof is conclusive that the soldier was killed in battie with the rebels, and 
that the widow is still unmarried and dependent. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill pass as amended by the 
substitute submitted herewith, which strikes out the preamble and also the 
provision of the bill giving pension to children, all of whom are above the age 
of sixteen years. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MATILDA EVANS, 


Mr. DUNN. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 9590) grant- © 
ing a pension Matilda Evans. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby; an- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Matilda Evans, the surviving foster 
parent of George kes, d „late of Company C. Sixty-third Regiment, 
and i ead of the One hundred and fifth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
9590) granting a pension to Matilda Evans, submit the following report: 

Matilda Evans was the adopted mother of George Stokes, who enlisted in 
Company C, Sixty-third Pennsylvania Volunteers, , 1861, and died in Sauls- 
bury prison, North Carolina, January 23, 1865, At lime of his death his regiment 
had been consolidated with the One hundred and fifth Pennsylvania Volun- 


teers. 

The evidence satisfactorily proves that said George Stokes was adopted by Mr, 
E. D. Evaus and Matilda Evans, lis wife, when an infant but thirteen months 
old, at the solicitation of neighbors; that said Stokes had no known relatives 
or friends; that they nurtured, cared for him as their son and heir in affection 
until he enlisted at nineteen years of age; that E. D. Evans, adopted father, is 

ead; that beneficiary is now sixty-six years of age and dependent, and very 
poor. The soldier's arrears of pay and bounty was paid to an administrator 
9 809 for that purpose. Your committee recommend the passage of the 
ill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ABRAHAM ZIMMERMAN, 


Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I call up for present consideration the bill 
(H. R. 3796) granting a pension to Abraham Zimmerman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 

directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of Abraham Zimmerman and 
y him a pension, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
ws. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 
3796) ntinga pension to Abraham Zimmerman, submit the following report: 
Claimant enlisted Se ber, 1861, and was disch, in au ea Phe pri- 


tles, winning rapid promotion for his bravery and soldieriy 
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veins of the right leg.” His application for pension was rejected for the alleged 
reason that disability existed prior to his enlistment. He had a brother who 
was ed for same disability, and it seems that some of the witnesses got 
the names confused. ` : 

The evidence is conflicting, and the whole ease depended on the fact as to 
whether his disease existed prior to his enlistment; all other allegations are 
clearly proven. He was caietally examined and accepted as sound and healthy 
when he enlisted. 

Your committee is of the opinion that this case should have been allowed in 
the Pension Bureau, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


N. E. PALMER. 


Mr. REED, of Iowa. Iask for the present consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 4888) granting a pension to N. E. Palmer. 
The bill was read, as follows:. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, em- 
wered and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of N. E. Palmer, 
e of Company K, One hundredth Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4885) granting a pension to N. E. Palmer, submit the following report: 

Noah E. Palmer served as private in Company K, One hundredth Indiana 
Volunteers, from August 18. 1862, to January 27, 1863, when discharged for disa- 

„and again from October 1, 1863, 40 July 7. 1864, in Company D, Twelfth In- 
diana Cavalry, when likewise discharged from service on accountof disability. 

He applied for pension August 12, 1882, a legingenlargement of the subinax- 
illary gland and laryngitis. Subsequently he also claimed for disease of eyes. 
The claims have been rejected by the Pension Office on the ground that the dis- 
ease of throat existed prior to enlistment, and the insufficiency of evidence con- 
necting the other ilities with the service. 

The claim for disease of eyes may be dropped, but the other disabilities would 
seem to be entitled to consideration, 

Dr. E. P. Andrews, whom the l rara AEAT reports as of excellent char- 
acter, testifies ti:at claimant was free from any disease of throat or of the sub- 
maxillary gland prior to and at time of enlistment, which fact he knows from 
an intimate acquaintance with, and medical attendance in, claimant's family. 

The record shows that the soldier was treated for pneumonia prior to dis- 
charge, and that phthisis 3 which was one of the grounds for 
from first service, the other being loss of right eye prior to enlistment. 

Dr. Richard McGee, late assistant surgeon One hundredth Indiana Volun- 
ec grey vee treatment for laryngitis and enlargement of the submaxillary 
glands, contracted from exposure to rains in December, 1862. 

Continuance of the diseases from discharge to 
tablished, while medical examinations show th 


e, 
n the opinion of your committee, claimant should be pensioned for any dis- 
ability found toexist by reason of d of throat or lungs and the submax- 
giands,and therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill and ask 

that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MOSES GRAHAM. 


Mr. STEWART, of Texas. I call up for present consideration the 
bill (H. R. 10208) granting an increase of pension to Moses Graham, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and d to place the pension-roll the name of Moses Gra- 
ham, who was a private soldier in Company A, commanded by Capt. H. W. 
Taylor, in the First Regiment of Arkansas Mounted Volunteers, commanded 
by Col. A. Yell, in the war with Mexico, with an increase of pension to the 
amount of $20 per month. 

The report (by Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina) was read, as 
follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10208) 
granting an increase of pension to Moses Graham, have considered the same, and 
report as follows: 

e claimant served a year as a private in Company A, First Arkansas 
Mounted Volunteers, Mexican war, and he is now receiving a pension of $ per 
month on account of the same, 

The testimony filed in support of the bill shows that he is about sixty-five 
year-old and so much affected by piles and disease of the bowels as to be un- 
able o earn a support by manual labor. He hasan invalid daughter dependent 
upon him for a livelihood, and his only property is a little home. 

In view of the claimant’s poverty and physical condition, your committee 
are of the opinion that the increase of pension prayed for should be granted, 
and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM B. M’CREERY. 


Mr. BELKNAP. I desire to call up for present consideration the 
bill (H. R. 9897) granting an increase of pension to William B. Me- 


resent time is fairly well es- 
existence in a pensionable 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enaclod, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected and authorized to place on the pension-roll the name of William B. Me- 
Crecry. late colonel Twenty-first Michigan Infantry,and pay him a pension of 
$72 per month, in lieu of the sum he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9597) granting an increase of pension to Col, William B. McCreery, su t the 
following report: 

The claimant, Col. William B. McOreery, enlisted early in the year 1861; was 
one of the first men to offer his services to the Government from the State of 
Michigan, going to the front as a private soldier, and was engaged in many bat- 


unlities, retiring 

from the service in the year 1864 when he had become ly disabled from 
wounds received in several battles, 

I submit in corroboration of this the report of Surg. Thomas D. Ingram, 


medical referee of the Pension Department, to which I call your attention, and 
respectfully recommend the eames of the bill, amended, however, by 
out the words “seventy-two,” in line 6, and substituting the word “sixty.” 


Certificate No. 40691, William B. 8 colonel Twenty-first Michigan Volun- 
cers. 


MEDICAL DIVISION, April 25, 1890. 
Respectfully referred to Hon, Charles P, Lincoln, Deputy Commissioner of 


Pensions, 

In nse to your personal request, I have carefully examined the papers 
in this claim for rerating and increase of pension. 

The records show that claimant received six different wounds in the service, 
Vorone every limb of the body—part of them as captain and part of them as 
colone 

The medical examinations have described these wounds, some of them as 
severe, and he has been pensioned at the rate of total from discharge to this 
time. Upon his 8 for a rerating February 3, 1890, claimant was or- 
dered before the t, Mich., board of examining s ns, and examined in 
March, 1890, this board recommending a 5 rating for his disabilities. 

The wounds described are severe wounds of both thighs, and a severe wound 
of leſt wrist received as captain, aud a wound of right arm and another of left 
thigh received while a colonel. They rated claimant at first grade upon the 
ground that he needed a regular attendant. 

Before action was taken upon this certificate, and by your direction, claimant 
Was examined by an oflice board and because of a wide difference of ratings; 

in by your direction he has been examined by the New York avenue board, 
of this city. These examinations have been most 8 and have substan- 
tially agreed in describing and rating the several wounds as follows: For the 
severe wounds of both thighs a rating of total, or $20; forthe severe wound of 
left wrist, resulting in total disability in the hand, a rating of $30; for the gun- 
shot wound of right arm a rating of one-half of total, and for the gunshot wound 
of left thigh a rating of one-half total, 

The sum of these ratings amounts to $80, but the sum of his disabilities, as 
believed by the last two boards making examinations, do not place the claim- 
ant in such a condition asto uire the regular aid and attendance of another 
person, as contemplated by the law. 

Claimant is now receiving a pension of $30 per month, and no increase of 
rate is applicable to his case until his disabilities reach a first grade. He would 
receive a pension of $30 for te wound of hand alone. He would receivea pen- 
sion of $20, or total of rank for the wounds of thighs alone. He might receive 
a rating oftotal or $30 for the other wounds aloue, received as colonel. But 
there is no provision made by law 5 which the ratings for these disabilities 
may be thus added together, and since no rating between $30 and the first 


grade, now $72, is applicable to his claim, this bureau can not his pen- 
on. 
It seems impossible, under the laws govern the na, to 


fering, and they bear witness in verification of his record that he fought and 
bled, and fought and bled again. His claim, indeed, is one of those to which 
a series of fixed laws can with difficulty be made to apply, and seems to sug- 
gest that the only ible method by which he may uitably 8 
should be by special recognition by the law-making power granting u pen- 
sion under a special act. 
Respectfully, 
THOS. D. ING 
Medical Referee. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ELIZABETH R. LOCKETT. 


Mr. CRISP. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 
5654) to pension Elizabeth R. Lockett. 
The bill was read, as follows: x 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and the same is 
hereby, autborized and directed to placeon the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth R. Lockett, 
of Village, Columbia County. Arkansas, widow of Osborn Lockett, late of Cap- 

Reese's company of Alabama Volunteers, in the Indian war of 1836, 

The report (by Mr. NorToN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.5654) grant- 
ing a pension to Elizabeth R. Lockett, have considered the same and report as 

‘ollows: d 

‘The claimant's late husband, Osborne Lockett, was a private in Capt. George 
Rives’s company of Alabama Volunteers, and served from May 15 to June 7, 

in the Florida Indian war, He was paid for twenty-four days’ service, 

The evidence filed in support of the bill shows that the claimant is of good 
character, about fifty-four years old, in needy circumstances, with no income, 
and largely dependent upon relatives for support. 

In view of the facts stated you committee recommend the passage of the bill. 
Amend so as to allow a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and > 


MARY L. BRADLEY. 


Mr. PICKLER, I desire to call up for present consideration the 
bill (S. 2976) granting a pension to Mary L. Bradley, formerly Mary 
L. Smith, who served as a nurse in the war of the rebellion, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, di- 
rected to place the name of Mary L. Bradley, formerly Mary L. Smith, who 
served as a nurse in the war of the rebellion, on the pension-roll of the United 
38 and to pay her a pension of $12 per month during the remainder of her 


The report (by Mr. Laws) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 2976) 

granting a pension to Mary L. Bradley, submit the following report, being 
ate report on same bill: 
[Senate Report No. 536, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Mary L. Bradley, formerly Mary L. Smith, who served as a nurse in the 
war of the rebellion, have examined the same report 
From the statements made to the committee it appears that Mrs. Mary L. 
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Bradley, who was then Miss Mary L. Smith, was commissioned in November, 

1861, by Governor Randall, then governor of Wisconsin, as a nurse to acoom- 

pany the Tenth Wisconsin Infantry fom Milwaukee to Loui .; that 

she went with that regiment at the time and continued with it until it reached 
n Creek, in the State of Kentucky. 


until midsummer Of 1463, when she was taken sick from exposure and long and 
arduous services, and was compelled to stop work and recuperate. 

DURO all the two years of this hard and dangerous se she received no 
pay at all from the Government; her services were rendered gratuitously, and 
all that she received was transportation and a anes of her food. e ex- 
pennies her own money to the amount of $400 in her additional expenses, and 
‘or 33 for the sick and convalescent under her charge, and to pur- 
chase fruit and other comforts for them. 

Late in the fall of 1863 the officers of the Sanitary Commission at Louisville, de- 
siring that she should go forward to Chattanooga to care for the soldiers wounded 
inthe battle of Chickamauga, procured from Miss Dorothea L. Dix,superin- 
tendent of women nu ses, a commission or certificate for Miss Mary $i ith 
3 Mrs. Mary L. Bradley) as a regular Government nurse, and from Decem- 

23, 1363, until the general muster-out at the close of the war, she acted under 
that commission. Miss Smith remained at Louisville under the immediate di- 
rection of Medical Director George H. Shumaid, who assigned her to duty at 
Hospital No. lu. and, with the exception of a four weeks furlough granted her, 
she romained on duty at that place, and at the Harvey Hospital at Madison, 

_ Wis., until she was finally discharged the 7th of October, 1865, 
This showsa continuous service of almost four years, of the most dangerous, 
le, arduous kind, for the benefit of the soldiers of the Army, two years 
of which were at her own personal expense. Miss Mary L. Smith was married 
to Geo B. Bradley in 1864. She is now in indigent circumstances, much 
broken in health, no doubt largely occasioned by the exposure during her serv- 
ice to the Army as nurse, and needs the assistance of the Government, 

In the opinion of the committee the bill which has been introduced in her be- 
half, and is now under consideration, ought to pass; itis but a small recom- 
pense for her valuable services and for the labor she performed, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES H. MEANS. 


Mr. FORMAN. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 11543) grant- 
ing a pension to James H. Means, M. D. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place upon the pension-rolls the name of James H. Means, at the 
rate of $50 per month. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11543) granting a pension to Dr. James H. Means, submit the following report: 

The testimony filed with the committee in this case shows conclusively that 
the claimant in February, 1862, at the request of the governorof Illinois, became 
a volunteer surgeon and was placed in charge of the sick and wounded sol- 
diers at Mound City, III., where he remained for some time, when he was sent 
to St. Louis, Mo., in charge of a hospital boat loaded with sick and wounded 
soldiers, which various duties he faithfully performed; and being at St. Louis, 
near his home, he went to see his family by permission of the a: ities under 
which he was serving, and when he arrived at Richview, III., the nearest station 
on the railroad to his home, which was Nashville, III., he fell or was thrown from 
the platform of the car on which he was riding, without any fault of hisown, and 
sustained permanent and lasting injuries, so that from such injuries he was and 
now is a mental and physical wreck and wholly unfit for practice of his 
profession or for the performance of any manual r, and is without means 
of support or livelibood, and is and will be an object of charity, These facts 
are fully proven by the testimony of twelve credible witnesses. 

The committee recommend that said bill be amended by striking out all of 
line 5, of said bill, after the word“ Means," and inserting in lieu thereof of 
Nashville. III., and pay him a pension, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws,” and as so amended chat the same do pass. 


The amendment recommended by the committee in the last para- 
graph of the report was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES KNETSAR. 

Mr. GEST. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 3528) to grant a 
pension to James Knetsar. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and operoi to place upon the pension-roll the name of James Knetsar, 
who wasasoldier in Capt. Daniel Powell's company, in the First t, com- 
manded by Col. Hosea Pierce, in the Black Hawk war,and pay a pension 
of $20 per month. 

The report (by Mr. SMYSER) is as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom 8 the Se palate os grant-* 


ing a pension to James Knetsar, have consid the same, an $ 
Phe claimant was a private in Capt. Daniel Powell's Com „Third Regi- 
ment, Second Brigade, Illinois Volunteers, Black Hawk war, June 19, 1832, 


to August 2, 1832, as shown by the records of the Second Auditor's Ofllee, Treas- 
ury Department, 

The claimant in his petition for a pension for said service swears that he was 
born December 28, 1814, in White County, Kentucky; consequently he is now past 
seventy-ilye years old. 

Twenty-six of the leading citizens of claimant's home (Moline, III.) petition 
Congress to grant the relief contemplated by the bill, they state that they 
have known 
honest citizen. 


absolute poverty. 

There are many precedents for the allowance of pensions to the aged sur- 
vivors of the old Indian wars, and your committee report the bill back recom- 
mending its passage. 2 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

LUCINDA RAWLINGSON. 


Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I cail up the bill (H. R. 10951) graut- 
ing a pension to Lucinda Rawlingson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, subject to the condit ons 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucinda Rawlingson, widow 


of fh rand J. Lindsay, late a soldier in the war of 1832, at the rate of $25 per 
month, 


The report (by Mr. PARRETT) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10951) © 


granting a pension to Lucinda Rawlingson, have considered the same, and re- 


port: 

The claimant's late husband, Thomas J. Lindsay, was a private in Capt. John 
McCann's company, Spy Battalion, Illinois Mounted Volunteers, Black Hawk 
war, and served from May 12, 1832, to August 13, 1832. 

Thomas J. Lindsay and the claimant were married In 1829, He died in 1840, 
and on the Sth of December, 1866, she remarried to one William Rawlingson. 
Rawlingson died a few weeks after their marriage and the claimant has re- 
mained a widow ever since, 

Mrs. Rawlingson is now and for several years has been in an almost belpless 
condition and not able to do any work whatever, and she is 7 — taken care 
of and supported by her daughter-in-law. She has no pope 1 is seventy- 


nine years old. Her residence and post-office address 
In view of the claimant's great age and dependent condition, your committee 
are of the opinion that the relief prayed for should be granted. 


The passage of the bill is recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
EZRA ABBOTT. . 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 10526) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the record of Ezra Abbott, late of 
Company I, Twenty-first Michigan Volunteer Infantry, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of Waris hereby authorized and directed 
to remove the charge of desertion from the record of Rare Abbott, late of Com- 
pany I, Twenty-first Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and to grant him an honor- 
able discharge, 

The report (by Mr. CAREY) is as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10526) 
to remove the of desertion from the record of Ezra Abbott, late of Com- 
pany I, Twenty-first Michigan Volunteer Infantry, having considered the same, 
res; ‘ually rg toe 

hat Ezra A „the claimant, enlisted in August, 1862, and served faithfully 
to July 25, 1865, excepting for a period of four months and eight days, during 
which time he was in desertion, Had he returned to the service eight days 
sooner he could have been relieved under the general law, 

The report of the Secretary of War, herewith submitted, shows that the claim- 
ant deserted from the hospital,where he had been confined for quite along pe 
riod with chronic diarrhea, He went home just long enoi to recover 
health sufficiently to pass medical examination,when he re-enlisted in another 
organization than the one in which he had first served, but without bounty. 

Your committee believe the relief asked for should be granted, and recom- 
mend the passage of the bill, : 


Case of Ezra Abbott, late private. in Company I, Twenty-first Michigan Volunteers, 
RECORD AND Pension Drvistox, May 24, 1890, 


The records show this soldier to have been enrolled August 12, 1862, at Sara- 
nac, Mich., for the period of three years and to have been present for duty to 


November 12, 1862, when he was admitted to general hospitalat Bowling Green, 


Ky. with diarrhea, being transferred therefrom on December 20, 1862. On De- 
cember 22, 1862, he was admitted to Washington Park general hospital, Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, with pneumonia; was admitted to hospital at Camp Dennison, 
Ohio, April 5, 1863, with chronic diarrhea; was sent to general h tal. In- 
valid Detachment," April 30, 1863; was mustered as present at Camp nison, 
Ohio, May, June, July, and August, and deserted on or about September 10, 
i 


863. 

He did not return either to said camp or to his command (Company I, Twent: 
first Michi Volunteers), but on January 18, 1864, he enlisted as a private 
Company K, Thirteenth Michigan Volunteers, at Jackson, Mich., to serve three 

ears, and had a clear record in that organization to July 25,1865, when he was 
88 out with his company at Louisville, Ky. 

The Department does not ize the legality of the second enlistment, 
nor any claim for service rendered thereunder, said enlistment being in viola- 
tion of the twenty-second (now fiftieth) Article of War. 

The following is a synopsis of the testimony heretofore submitted in connec- 
tion with application for amendment of record, to wit: 

On August 23, 1887, the soldier testified that he had beenin ital for nearly 
a year on account of chronic diarrhea, and that at the time of his desertion he 
was in the hospital at Camp Dennison, Ohio; that he repeatedly asked fora 
furlough to go home, as he was getting no better, and that after being repeatedly 
refused he became discou and went home the first chance he got; that he 


was treated while at home, got better, and re-enlisted in Company K, Thir- 
teenth Michigan Volunteers. 


$ for many years as a hard-working, honorable, and 
It is also stated by reliable persons that the claimant is in a condition ofalmost - 


8648 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Aveust 15, 


been made for the purpose of securing bounty or other gratuity to which he 
would not bave been entitled had he remained under his o enl ent, 
there was received an additional affidavit from the soldier 
9 š box, chairman of the House Committee on Mili- 
tary Allairs), dated May 20, 1890, in which he declared that he deserted from the 
Camp Dennison hospital September 16,1863; that he wanted to rejoin his regi- 
ment in the tield, but that the surgeon in charge would not give him permission, 
as he (the surgeon) did not think he (the soldier) was fit to rejoin his command ; 
that he thought he was, and so he deserted and went home, re-enlisted in Com- 
sy K, Thirteenth Michigan Volunteers; that he received $25 Government 
unty on his first enlistment befure he went to the front, but never received 
any other Government panat, 
The law now in force (act of Congress approved March 2, 1689) extended the 
riod of absence in this class of cases (violation of the twenty-second, now 
feth, Article of War) to four months, but as this soldier's absence ex 
that limit his status remains unchanged. 
Respectfully submitted. 
F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Captain and Assistant Surgeon, United States Army. 
The SECRETARY or WAR. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
COPLIN M’KELVEY. 


Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 6686) forthe 
relief of Coplin McKelvey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Coplin Me- 
Kelvey, late a private in Captain Cheny's company of Tennessee Volunteers in 
the Florida war, at the rate of $12 per month, 


The report (by Mr. Norton) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6686) grant- 
ing a pension to Coplin McKelvey, have considered the same, and report: 

‘The claimant served from October 31, 1837, to Meg 8. 1538, in Capt. John Cheny’s 
company of Tennessee Volunteers, Florida Indian war. The company was 
called into the United States service by the War Department. 

The claimant petitions Con to grant hima pension for said service. and 
he declares that reason of old age (seventy years) he is unable to support 
himself by manual . He resides at Mt. Erie, Wayne County, Illinois, and 
his oceupation is that of farmer and local preacher. 

The claimant's identity, loyalty, old age, and consequent inability to sup- 
port himself by manual labor are fully established by the sworn statements of 
neighborsand physicians. He is also shown to be a man of good habits and 
churucter. 

The above facts are also certified to by fifty-seven citizens in a petition com- 
mending the claimant's case to the favorable consideration of Congress. 

* The committee respectfully return the bill with the recommendation that it 
o pass, 
The bill was ordered to be and read a third time; and being 


engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
CAROLINE BAKER STEVENS. 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 2859) for the 
relief of Caroline Baker Stevens, relict of the late Col. Robert J. Stevens 
and daughter of the late Col. Edward D. Baker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place on the pensjon-rolls, at the rate of $50 per month, the name of 
Mrs. Caroline Baker Stevens, relict of the late Col. bert J. Stevens, and 
daughter of the late Col. Edward D. Baker, who, while United States Senator 
* See of Oregon, was killed at the battle of Ball’s Bluft in the war of 
the re! on. 


The report (by Mr. GOODNIGHT) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2859) 
granting a pension to Caroline Baker Stevens, submit the following report: 
Your committee adopt the report of the Senate committee, which is as fol- 


WS: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2859) granting 
n pension to Caroline Baker Stevens, relict of the late Col. Robert J. Stevens 
and daughter of the late Col. Edward D. er, have examined the same and 


report: 

R Edward D. Baker, of Oregon, was at the tino or his death a United States 
Senator, and was also the colonel of the First California Regiment. He com- 
manded a brigade at the battle of Ball's Bluff, October 21, 1561, and was shot 
dead at the head of his men. At about 4 p. m. Colonel Baker, pierced by a 
number of bullets, fell at the front of his command while cheering his men, 
and by his own example sustaining the obstinate resistance they were mak- 
ing.’ (Rebellion Record, Vol. V, page 297.) The records of the Senate of the 
9 1 exercises upon his death show the esteem in which he was held by 
this y. 

The following general orders were issued by the War Department: 

“General Orders, No. 3L] 


“HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF THE POTOMAC, 
“* Washington, October 2. 1861. 


“The major-general commanding, with sincere sorrow, announces to the 
Army of the Potomac the death of Col. Edward D. Baker, who fell gloriously in 
battle on the evening of Monday, the 2ist of October. 1861, near 88 Ya. 

“The gallant dead had many titles to honor, At the time of his death he was 
a member of the United States Senate for Oregon, and it is no injastice to any 
survivor to say that one of the most eloquent voices in that body has been si- 
Jenced by his fall. As a patriot, zealous for the honor and interests of his 

* adopted country, he has been distinguished in two wars, and has now sealed 
with his blood his devotion to the national flag. Cut off in the fullness of his 
powers asa statesman and in the course of a brilliant career as a soldier, while 
the country mourns his loss, his brothers in arms will envy while they will la- 
ment luis fate. He died asa soldier would wish to die, amid the shock of bat- 
tle, 8 and example animating his men to brave deeds. 

“The remains of the deceased will be interred in this city with the honors 
3 his rank, and the funeral arrangements will be ordered by Brig. Gen. 
f Casey, 

As ana priate mark of respect to the memory of the deceased the usta] 

iiitary mourning will be worn for the period of thirty days by the 


10 


badge of m 
officers of the bri lately under his command, 
By command of Major-General McClellan. 
“S, WILLIAMS, 
Assistant Adjutant-General.” 


The petitioner states that she is the widowed and destitute daughter of Col. 
E. D. Baker, patriot, soldier, and . who fell in defense of his country 
in the late civil war at the battle of Ball’s Bluff, on October 21, 1361,’ and it ap- 
pears that she is in extreme destitution. 

Tho passage of the bill is recommended.” 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, this is the daughter of one of the 
most illustrious men of the late war. Leaving his seat in the United 
States Senate, he marched at the head of his regiment at the ill-fated 
battle of Ball's Bluff, and there on that sad day sacrificed his life for his 
country. He was at the time Senator from my State. His command- 
ing figure carved in parian marble is represented in Statuary Hall in 
this Capitol. There it stands amid those of Washington, Jefferson, 
Lincoln. and Garfield. We gaze upon and admire the chiseled form 
each day as we pass out of these corridors, And now the question is, 
shall the daughter, faithful and affectionate to her father as he was 
self-sacrificing and loyal to his country—shall this lady in this day of 
her prosperous country be denied the relief she so much requires and 
so richly deserves? Let it not be said she called in vain. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed, 


MISS MARGARET STAFFORD WORTH. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 1203) grant- 
ing a pension to Miss Margaret Stafford Worth. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Miss Margaret Stafford Worth, 
dependent daughter of Maj. Gen. William J. Worth, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $75 per month from the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. De LANo) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 203) granting 

a 8 5 Miss Margaret Stafford Worth, have considered the same, aud re- 
as follows: 

P Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No, 233. Yourcommittee adopt 

the same as their report and respectfully return the bill, recommending its 

passage. : 


{Senate report No. 233, Fifty-first Congress, first seasion.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Miss Margaret Stafford Worth, have examined the same, and report: 

The appended report, made by yourcommittee in the last Congress, is adopted 
and the bill is reported with a favorable recommendation, 


REPORT. 


The claimant, Miss Margaret Stafford Worth, is the only surviving unmarried 
daughter of the distinguished Maj. Gen, William J. Worth. She is now living 
in the city of Washington, with seven of her father’s 8 to suppo: 
in great poverty and without adequate means of 5 nee, She has unti 
now m to support herself and these children with some assistance, but 
is now confined to her bed and dangerously ill, so that she will henceforth be 
dependent on r fe 

It is a shame that the daughter of one of the most distinguished generals who 
ever served this Government and who gave his life to its support, should be 
reduced to such an extremity in her old age. Congress has granted such relief 
in many cases of far less merit than this, and your committee think that it 
would be a fitting tribute to the memory of one of our bravest soldiers. 

The following 2 show the principal facts of this case, and your commit- 
tee report back bill and recommend that it do pass: 


Petition of Margaret 8, Worth to the United States Senate and House of Representa- 
tives for a pension, 

William Worth, at-grandfather of Maj. Gen. W. J. Worth, United States 
Army, left Devonshire, England. on account of religious persecution, and landed 
on the New England coast in 1640. Having protected and sheltered a Quaker, 
he, with two others, took refuge in a small boat, put to sea without a chart or 
compass, and fted to the island of Nantucket. There they soon became 
land-owners, and resorted to the sea as a profession, omas Worth, his 

randson, in time becamean owner of ships and moved to Hudson, N. Y., where 
e married, and there William J. Worth was born. 

At an early age William J. on eres himself in the large mercantile 
house of Starr & Sheldon, in Albany, N. Y., where be served as clerk until, the 
war of 1812 breaking out, he was offered and accepted the position of private 
secretary to General Morgan Lewis. 

Desiring more active service, he sought and reteived a commission as lieu- 
tenant in the United States Army, servingin by g 74 and always receiving 
the commendation of his superior officers and of his countrymen. 

At the battle of Lundy's Lane he received a wound from which he never en- 
tirely recovered, and twice within your petitioner's memory the opened wound, 
after exposure in the ee Pete inflammation and danger to life. 

At the close of the war of 1812, with the brevet rank of major, he was ordered 
to West Point, where, for nine years, he bent all his energies to raising the 
standard ofthe institution toa point never beforeattained. Whileat West Point 
Major Worth married the daughter of Mr. John Stafford, whose ancestors came 
to America in 1605, a descendant of the family of Stafford of Warwick, England. 

Col. Joab Stafford, Mrs. Worth's grandfather, was severely wounded in the 
Revolutionary war, and his son was in the battles of Crown Point and Ben- 
nington. 

Major Worth’s next post was Fortress Monroe, where he was instructor in 
artillery. While there he was sent with the Black Hawk expedition to quell 
Indian troubles in the Northwest. 

From Fortress Monroe be was transferred to the Ordnance Corps, and made 
inspector, which duty gave him an annual ride over the Alleghanies, at a period 
when such a journey wus attended with peril. He was then orde: toarrange 
for the fer of the Cherokee Nation to its new home on the Arkansas River. 

In 1837 he was made colonel of the new regiment, the Eighth Infantry. 

The Patriot war breaking out on the Canada border, he was instrumental in 
effecting an amicable settlement of the disturbance, 

Tle was then ordered to Florida, placed in command, conducted the cam- 
paigns against the hostile Seminoles, and after many perils, from the climate 
as well as the military operations, in which he had five engagements with the 
Indians, he effected a peace, which had until that time been fruitlessly sought 
by his predecessors,and removed the Indians from the Territory to their new 
home west of the Arkansas, 
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While on this duty the little fortune which he had hoped to leave for the sup- 
port of his family had. the dishonesty of his attorney, been toca, e away. 
After the peace he desi to return to the North and endeavor to reclaim some- 
thing out of the wreck, but being ordered to Mexico he was prevented from exe- 
cuting this intention, aud his family never recovered a cent. : 

In Mexico he led his division in the battles of Monterey, Vera Cruz, Cerro 
Gordo, the advance on Puebla, Molino del Rey, Chapultepec, Churubusco, the 
Garita of San Cosme. and was the only general officer who slept within the 
city gate on that memorable night. 

è was the first to land at Vera Cruz and the last to leave Mexican soil. 

After the close of the war he was ordered to Texas, where the cholera was rag- 
ing. and there he died, at the post of duty. 

, Margaret Stafford Worth, the only unmarried daughter, having several of 
my father s grandchildren almost entirely dependent upon me for support, pe- 
tition the gentlemen of the United States Senate and House of Representatives 
to grant me a pension of $0 a mouth, 


BATTLES IN WHICH GENERAL WORTH WAS ENGAGED. 


Chippewa, Niagara, Fort Erie, Lundy's Lane, five battles in Florida, Monterey, 
Vera Cruz, Cerro Gordo, Puebla, Churubusco, re ron Monin del Rey, 
battles of the City of Mexico, San Antonio, Garita of San e. 

Received the thanks of Congress, State of New York, State of Louisiana, State 
of Texas, State of Florida. 

He received a sword from Congress, from the State of New York, the State 
of Louisiana, city of Hudson. 

A monument worthy of the city of New York was erected to his memory by 
ita citizens, 7 


Wen DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’s OFFICE, 
Washington, April 15, 1888. 
Statement of the military service of William J. Worth, late of the United Stoles Army, 
compiled from the records of this office, 


He was appointed first lieutenant Twenty-third Infantry, March 19, 1813; 

romoted captain, August 19, 1814; retained as captain Second Infantry, May 

„1815, in the reorgauization under the act of March 3, 1815, and as captain of 
the First Artillery, June 1, 121, in the reorganization under the act of March 
2, 1821; appointed major of ordnance, May 30, 1832, and colonel Eighth In- 
fantry, July 7, 1838, 5 

He was brevetted captain, July 5, 1814. ſor his gallant and distinguished con- 
duct on the said Sth of July, in the battle of Chippewa; major, July 25, 1814, 
“being the day of the battle of Niagara, in which Captain Worth was distin- 
guished by his 8 and good conduct; lieutenant-colonel, July 25, 1824, 
fox ten years’ faithful service in 8 of brevet major; brigadier-gen- 
eral, March 1, 1842, “for gallantry and highly distinguished services as com- 
mander of the forces in the war against the Florida Indians," and major-general, 
September 23, 1846, ſor gallant and meritorious conduct in the several conflicts 
at Montere , Mexico.” < i 

On May 2, 1817, he was presented by Congress with a sword of honor, in 
88 ofthe high sense entertained by Congress of his gallantry and good 
conduct in storming Monterey,” 

He served in the war ot 1812-1815 with Great Britain, as aid-de-camp to Major- 
General Lewis, from some time in 1813 to April 6, 1814, and as aid-de-camp to 
Brig. Gen. Winfield Scott, also acting brigade major in the campaign on the 
northern frontier until severely wounded in the battle of Ni ra, July 25, 
1814; absent wounded to December, 1814; aid-de-camp to Maj. Gen. Winfield 
Scott, commanding the tenth military district, to April 6, 1815; on leave to Au- 

st, 1815; with regiment, in garrison, at Sackett’s Harbor, Greenbush, Platts- 

urgh, N. Y., to August, 1819: on recruiting service to March 16, 1820; com- 
mandant of cadets and instructor of infantry tactics at the United States Mili- 
tary Academy to December 2, 1828. with ment at Fort Monroe, Va., and on 
detached duty at that post, as director of the Ree tag! Beers of Practice, to 
May!,1832; commanding Fort Monroe arsenal, Virginia, nkfortarsenal, Penn- 
sylvania, and. Watervliet arsenal, New York, to June, 1838; commanding his 
regiment at Madison barracks, Albany and Ogdensburg, N. V. (also from January 
to mber, 1839, the Northern Department). to May, 1810; in Wisconsin Ter- 
ritory to July, 1340; en route and in the Florida war against the Seminole In- 
dians (being also in command of the district of Tampa from January to May, 
1841; of the army of Florida from May, 1841, to July 25, 1842, and of the Ninth 
Military Department embracing Florida, to August 22, 1812, and from October 
31, 1812, to September l4, 1845; was absent with leave from August 22 to Octo- 
ber 30, 1842), to September 26, 1845; commanding the First Brigade of the Army 
of Occupation in the war with Mexico, to April 8, 1846; on leave to May 27, 
1846; commanding the First Hrigade of the Army of Occupation, to Jul 
27, 1846, the Second Division of that army to February 23. 1447, the First Br 
gade, First Division of Regulars in the Army of Invasion, to April 1, 1847, the 
First Division to June 21. 1448, being engaged in the battle of Monterey, Sep- 
tember 21-23, 1846; siege of Vera Cruz, March 9-29, 1847; battle of Cerro Gordo, 
April 17, 18, 1847; capture of San Antonio, August 19,20, 1847; battle of Churu- 
busco, August 20. 1847; of Molino del Rey, September S. 1847; of Tacubaya, Sep- 
tember 12, 1847, and of Sb 7 ee en and San Cosme, September 13, 1817; also in 
the assault and capture of the City of Mexico, September 13-14, 1847. 

Ife commanded the army in Mexico from June 21 to July 15, 1848, and the 
Eighth and Ninth Military Departments, comprising Texas and New Mexico, 
from November, 1848, to May 7, 1849, upon which date he died at San Antonio, 


Tex. 
J.C. KELTON, 
Acting Adjutant-General, 


WASHINGTON, D. C., Avril 22, 1888. 
The petitioner, Miss Margaret S. Worth, the daughter of Major-General Worth, 
who for many years was one of the senior officers of our Army, is now advanc- 
ing in years, is in failing health, and is no longer able to earn sufficient for her 


support. 

Being now thrown upon her own resources, she is at present in almost desti- 
tute circumstances, 

If Congress, in view of the distinguished services of General Worth, should 
deem it proper to extend the charity for which Miss Worth petitions, they could 
not find a more worthy object, 

P. H. SHERIDAN, 


Lieutenant-General, 


Sr. Louis, April 24, 1886, 

I commend the foregoing petition to all generous men who love their country 
and its heroes. 

General Worth was one of the most brilliant and conspicuous officers in the 
war of 1812. Mexican war, and Florida war. He died in the military service on 
the frontier. I know the petitioner to be his daughter, the tery one I Believe, 
who never married, who has been tolling for goes to su rt herself and help 
— 8 children. e is fov. oid Soc 2 and it will be agraceful act for 

ingress to recognize her as the orp! nation, 
W. T. SHERMAN, 


of honors, and left 


OFFICE OF THE ATTENDING SURGEON, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
No. 1733 G STREET, NORTHWEST, 
Washington, D. C., April 20, 1888, 

GENTLEMEN: I have learned with pleasure that a bill has been introduced 
into the Senate conferring a pension on Miss S. Worth. 

The services of her distinguished father are a part of the history of the coun- 
try. Miss Worth has been my friend and patient for a long time. I know that 
her means are narrow and that her health is much impaired, She is suffering 
under profound nervous exhaustion, from which there fs little or no probability 
of her recovery. Therefore she is not likely to ever be able to carry on the 
clerical work on which she has depended for a livelihood. 

Trusting that Miss Worth’s case may receive your favorable action, 

I remain, your obedient servant, 
R. M. O'REILLY, M. D., U. S. A., 
Attending Surgeon, 

The COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS, 

United States Senate. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., April 20, 1886. « 

GENTIEMEN: I desire to state that I have known Miss Margaret Worth 
daughter of the late General Worth, United States Army, for some years, 
have upon several occasions been called upon to prescribe for her, and know 
that her present state of health is very precarious. In my opinion, she is ph; 
ically unfitted to discharge the duties of her office, and that a due regard 
~~ ealth demands, for some time or permanently, absolution from those 

uties. 

She is of a delicate, nervous organization, and confinement to business has 
been and must be injurious to her. 

In view of the distinguished services of her father and her t enfeebled 
condition preventing her from earning a proper livelihood, I think the granting 
of a pension would be most meritorious and deserved. 

lam, very respectfully, ç 
D. L. 8 
urgeon U. TMy. 

To the CONMITTEE ON PENSIONS, 

United States Senate. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, SURGEON-GENERAL’S rat PE Yu 
2, 


Washington, April 
iake the ibe ay 2 — in ad 2 f the application for pension 
e the rty o you in advocacy o Applica! 
made for Mias Margaret Wo: eldest daughter of the late Maj. Gen. W. J. 
Worth, United States Army. 
i have known Miss Worth over thirty years, and know that her life has been 
devoted to the cares and support of dependent descendants of General W. 
her sisters, nieces, and nephews. For some years she has labored as a clerk in 
a public office. Her health is now very much impaired and she is almost in- 
ca ee for raha wosk: ge Wr be 9 
would most respectfully urge that a pension ma gran r. 
I have the honor to be, very truly and res ully, 


Y 
Surgeon-General United States Army, 


It seems like presumption in me to bear testimony to the services of Major- 
Generat Worth, to whom the Congress of the United States and the Legislatures 
of four States have voted their thanks and presented swords of bonor and to 
whose memory the great city of New York has e; a stately monument, in- 
scribed with the principal events in his distinguished career; his wounds, his 
battles, his commands, from the war of 1812, as a mere lad, to his death, nearly 
forty years after, from cholera, at his post, as much a martyr to duty as if he 
had been shot on the field of battle. 

His successful termination of the Florida war as a general-in-chief, bis brill- 
iant services as a general of division in Mexico, are matters of history, but 
there were incidents with which history does not deal and which are known 
tome. He was habitually at the pointofdanger. This characteristic enabled 
him to snatch victory from three times his force at Molino del Rey when a 
disustrous defeat seemed iniminent, from mere force of numbers. 

He was the first general and one of the first persons in’ the city of Mexico 
when the gates of that town were carried by assault, and he was not only the 
last general, but the last person, in the Army to leave it at the end of the war. 
There were signs of serious disturbance and riot amongst the leperons,“ the 
lowest order of the inhabitants, and he saw every soldier, woman, and child 
safely outof the gates before he himself left the ay: 

If it is possible for any man to establish such a claim on the gratitude of his 


country as to eutitle a daughter to aid in her distress, then General Worth has 
established such a claim. 
HENRY J. HUNT, 


Brera Major-General, United States Army, 


Wasurnoton, D. C., April 7, 1888. 

It was not o7 privilege to know General Worth personally, as he died in the 
year in which [entered the Army. He died at his post of duty from a disease 
to the fatal effects of which the requirements of the public service compelled 
him to expose himself. Every officer who entered the rer A about my own 
time can testify to the marks of high tone and elevated soldierly ideas which 
were impressed upon our small Army by his instruction, and his bearing as com- 
mandant of cadets, and by his distinguished conduct on many fields o tle in 
the interest of our country. He was the type of a soldier on which the heroes 
ike 8 war, and those of our later struggle, on either side, tried to model 
themselves. 

If we were asked to nt a pension tothe daughter of Andrew Jackson, I do 
not think there would be a dissenting voice in the nation, aud I do not think 
there ought to be one to granting to the daughter of General Worth. who is in 
need of a slight tribute, in recognition of the distinguished services of her father. 

A. BAIRD, Brevet Major-General. 


Wasurseros, D. C., March 31,1886. 
The honorable Committee on Pensions, United States Senate: 

Ido not know well enough the pension laws to know whether Miss Worth is 
under them entitled to any pension arising out of her father’s (General Worth 
very distinguished and well kuown services. I presume that it can be gran 
only by a special law. 

When I went to West Point, fifty years ago, as a cadet, no name, except Gen- 
eral Scott's, was more often spoken of by officers of the Army. I grew up in 
admiration of his eminent qualities and high deeds as a soldier in the war of 
1812 on the Niagara frontier, when he excited the admiration of his comrades, 
many of whom I learned to know. 

He served with 5 55 distinction through the war with Mexico, and died full 

ttle, I think, to his family except name and reputation, I 


# 


; That the claimant is now receivin 


tad to learn that if Miss W. his daughter, needs it, she succeeds 
Se Oe Res aA E froce the DONY Iss aatved ao woll ta tiwand ia Dia youth 
and manhood. 
lam, respectfully, your obedient servant, 


Quartermaster-General retired, Brevet Major-General United States Army, 


The late General William J. Worth was a very 
as his record will show. 


shal! be 


M. O. MEIGS, 


er. 
M. H. RUCKER, 
Brigadier-General U. S. Army, retired. 

Wasntscros, D. C., April 22, 1888. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

NANCY CAREY. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 2415) 
granting a pension to Nancy Casey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 

Raik and directed to place on the pension-roil the name of Nancy Casey, of 
Charlotte, Mich., at the rate of $25 month, on account of disability resulting 
from disease contracted while as a hospital nurse during the war of the 
rebellion. 

The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
2415) granting a pension to Nancy Casey, sub the follo report: 

Nancy Carey hac two sons in the service in the war for the Union who were 
members of Company G, One hundred and fifth New York Infantry On the 
20th of March. 1862, Mrs. Carey entered the service as nurse; she was assigned 
to duty near Warrenton, Va.; here she was disabled by a sunstroke; while 
going to Calpeper, after convalescence, she was captured by the enemy and held 
asaspy atWaterioo Bridge until released by General Jackson. Mrs.Carey cared 


ded st the following battles: Centerville, Culpeper, Cedar Mount- 
Ein. Second Bull R — and Gettyaburgh; ab thelat- 


fage, 
th ae ee daughter. The claimant isenfeebled by reason of age and 
three years’ service as a faithful nurse of the sick and wounded. Her father 
was a Soldier in the war of the Revolution, was in the Battle of Bunker Hill, 
where he lost an eye, but mney pe in the . 15 2 f 
The commi reco! the passage e bill w 0 ng amend- 
ment: pamiers the worde Casey in the title and fifth line of the bill, and 
insert the word “Carey.” 
The amendment recommended by the committee in the last para- 
graph of the report was agreed to. 2 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS G. BOSS, 


Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. 
R. 9316) granting an increase of pension to Thomas G. Boss. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
e pension-roll the name of Thomas G, 


Boss, late private in Company O, Sixteenth Wisco Veteran Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month, in lieu of the pen- 
sion he now receives. 


The report (by Mr. TURNER, of New York) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9316) granting an increase of pension to Thomas G. Boss, submit the following 


a pension of $24 per month fora gunshot 
wound of head at Atlanta, Ga. July 24, 1864; that as a result of such 
wound theclaimant is nearly blind, and that the wound has never healed and 

14 

as Boss is now over sixty rs old and totally unable to work; is almost 
blind and suffers constantly from pains in the head, The claimant appeared 
before your committee, and, in their judgment, there is no doubt of the trath 
of his statements. 

In view of the above and the fact that the Pension Office can give him only 
$30 per month, your committee recommend the bill do pass; amend, however, 
by striking out “seventy-two,” in line 7, and inserting the word fifty.“ 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it wasaccordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. MARY EWALD. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 1466) 
granting a pension to Mrs, Mary Ewald. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
acled, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
esse, a e to 2— on the ion-roll the name of Mrs. Mary Ewald, 
of Des Moines, Iowa, as the widow of Robert Ewald, late a member of Com- 
pany D, Fourteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, and pay her a pension ac- 
35 to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1406) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Ewald, submit the following report: 

The pro neficiary isthe divorced wife of Robert D. Ewald, who served 
as private in Company G, Fourteenth Indiana Volunteers, from June 7, 1861. to 
February 3, 1864, was a pensioner on account of chronic diarrhea and resulting 
disease of rectum, and gunshot wound of right thigh, and died from the effects 
of his army disabilities December 18, 1886. 

It 8 in evidence that the claimant's married life was not a happy one. 
The soldier's disnbilities apparently affected his mind, He became eccentric 
and arbitrary in his action, and lacked that consideration due from a husband 
to his wife. Dissipation and many questionable transactions on the of 
the soldier made life still more for her. Falling to receive sup- 


pi ta 
and be threatened to apply for divorce, 
rs. Ewald having lived a long life of mis- 
ted. and therefore let the action 
vorce issued November 21, 1885, 
The soldier then became an inmate of the Soldiers’ Home at Milwaukee, but 
soon again returned to his home in Iowa, entirely broken „ and without 
means, became an object of charity. Notwithstanding the long years of abuse 
and ill-treatment received at the hands of ber late husband, Mrs. 8 
vided comfortable quarters for him at her home, and for eight months, and un- 
til his death, she tenderly cared for him as though there never had been any 


separation. 
bor. John Abrams testifies that he visited the soldier frequently during his 
last illness, and was greatly surprised to sce him so comfortably situated in the 
best room in the house of bis divorced wife. During all these visits affiant was 
delighted to see that the soldier recelved the best of care from the hands of Mrs, 
Ewald. He further testifies that on one occasion, and in the absence of Mrs. 
Ewald, soldier expressed his regrets for his actions which resulted in the sepa- 
nee and acknowledged that Mrs. Ewald attended him with loving care at 
ours, 

Mrs. Ewald is shown to bear an excellent reputation in the community in 
which she has so long resided. Her acts of kindness to him who had voluntarily 
relinquished all claims upon her Jove and affection at atime when help was 
n and friends had forsaken him stamp her as a true christian woman 
and entitle her to the recognition she now seeks at the hand of Congress. 

Your committee therefore return the bill with the recommendation that it do 


pass, 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ALLEN MORRIS. 


Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H, R. 6853) for 
the relief of Allen Morris. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is here 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Allen Morris, late a mem 
Com: y E, Second Regiment Missouri Infantry Volunteers in 
Mer from eight to thirty dollars per month, in lieu of the 
receives. 


The report (by Mr. Parrett) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R.6853) in- 
creasing the pension of Allen Morris, have considered the same and report: 

The claimant wasa private in Company E, Battalion of Missouri Volunteers, 
and served from December 29, 1847, to October 9, 1818, in the war with Mexico, 

He is now a pensioner at the rate of $8 per month on account of said service. 
This pension was allowed him under the disability provision of the act of Jan- 
uary 29, 1887, upon the proof of severe disability from rheumatism and rupture. 

The claimant declares that the rupture from which be now suffers had its 
origin remotely in the service, but owing to his inability to find comrades who 
know the facts he can not prove it. The evidence submitted in support of the 
bill shows that the only property owned by him is an old mule and horse of 
about $100 in value and that he bas debts aggregating $300. It is further shown 
that the claimant is a sober, upright 4 ana was always industrious until he 
became too much disabled to work. He isnow about fifty- yearsold. 

In view of the facts stated herein your committee report bill back with 
the recommendation that it do pass. : 

Amend by striking out the word “thirty,” in line 6, and substituting in lieu 
thereof the word “twenty,” it being the peer of the committee to recom- 
mend a pension at the rate of $20 per mon 


The amendment recommended by the committee in the last para- 


graph of the report was agreed to. 
The bill asamended was ordered to be en and read a third time; 


and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MAJ. JOHN M. LAING. 


Mr. MORRILL, I ask for the present consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 8570) for the relief of Maj. John M. Laing. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That John M. Laing, late 
sas Volunteer Cavalry. be, and he is hereby, relieved from all disabilities grow- 
ing out of the sentence of the court- dismissing him from military service, 
and he is hereby honorably mastered out of said service from said date of March 
14, 1865: Provided, however, That this act abali not entitle said John M. Laing to 
any pay or emoluments to which be would not be entitled without the same. 

Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its passage. 


The report (by Mr. OSBORNE) is as follows: 


The Committee on ey Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8570) 
for the relief of Maj. Jobn Laing, having considered the same, respectfally re- 


rt: 

PCT his bill pro to relieve John M. Laing. late major of the Fifteenth Regi- 
meut Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, from all disal.\lities growing out of the sentence 
of the court-martial dismissing him from military service, and to honorably 
muster him out of said service from the date of March 14, 1865, It provides, bow- 
ever, that he shall not be entitled to any par or emoluments to which he would 
not be entitled without the passage of this bill. 

John M. Laing was mustered into the service as major of the Fifteenth Regi- 
ment of Kansas Volunteer Cavalry on October 19, 1863, at Fort Leavenworth, to 
serve three years. In March, 1865, he was tried by court-martial and found guilty 
of the charge of permitting officers and enlisted men to straggle from the column 
and to commit acta of violence, and also of taking from a house a bedspread and 
winding it around his person. 

The following letter, written by General Charles W. Blair, of Leavenworth, a 
brave and gallant soldier, and a distinguished officer in the war of the rebellion, 
who was familiar with all.the circumstances, explains the matter fully: 

PI have examined the court-martial records in regard to the dismissal of Major 
Laing very carefully, and I have a pretty good recollection of the ciroumstances 
which formed the subject of the — A sat I aw satisfied that grave wg borer 
was done by the sentence under he has suffered for more than twenty 
years. 

The court was composed largely of regular army officers, great sticklers for a 
serverer than could in a volunteer force under the s cir- 
cumstances of the case. It was formed to try a number of officers of the 


„au- 
rof 
the war with 

he now 


of the Fifteenth Regiment of Kan- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


i 
rienced, believing in his colonel . ceptas 
school, was made this victim. Ho suffered vicariously for the sins of others. 

“TL knew Major Laing well then, I know him well now, and I do not believe he 
ever did a wrong willinzly in his life. He may bave been, and was, heedless and 
thoughtless, tut he would not intentionally injure another. I call your attention 
to the record and 988 che court. He was found not guilty of cowardice 
and rg 8 ee a lady's watch, These were the only grave charges. 

“He was ty— 

“1. Of taking a coverlet from a house and throwing it around his shoulders. 
(am afraid the best accusers might have done that if weather had been cold.) 

“2. Of og at that he could not control his men when ied to restore some 
beds taken by them. He was twenty-one yas of 67 the men were old in 
inau bo on and many of them in wickedness. was true and he should 
not have been punished fur telling the truth. Š 

“3. He joculurly said to a lady with a complaint of his men, Tell eant 
George B. McClelln to shoot two men.“ A grave charge indeed for w to 
dismiss an oficer and keep him under a stigma forever. 

“4. Permitting bis men to straggle and commit violence. Probably every of- 
floer of the court had been guilty of this offense to the same extent that he was. 

It seems incredible now for these four trivial offenses that Major Laing should 
have been sentenced * to be diemissed from the service and for ever incapacitated 
from holding any military position in the service of the United States.’ And yet 
such is the record, and offense was that of poor dog Tray; he was in bad com- 


Pe The court was aimed at Jennison and he has long since been pardoned, leav- 
ing Major Laing the only sufferer. 

“You knuw him well, know his standing here, know that Kansas has no better 
citizen, and I think you ought to be able to remove thia * po If vou do you 
will have the warmest thanks of bis thousand friends, and of none more heartily 


** Yours, very sincerely, 
žá 1 “CHAS. W. BLAIR.” 

Hon. W. A. Johnston, who was lieutenant in the command who preferred the 
2 - 1 L the sentence was a very severe one and that great injustice was 

one nor bg. 

Maj; W. O. Gonid, judge-advocate of the court, also expresses the same opinion. 

Col. R. H. Hunt says: 

“I re; ita great injustice to the major and his family to suffer so long under 
a cloud on account of youthful indiscretion and want of jud t. Guilty of 
what! Guilty of what older men than he were guilty of, and had I been in the 
department at the time he never would have been found guilty (I went ven 4 
with General Curtis), but there was great irregularity in that cam an 
doubtless a young victim had to be found to shield some of the older and more 
experienced offenders.” 

5 2 careful examination of all the papers in the case convinces Kepa committee 
that a great injustice has been done this young officer, and belioving it but a sim- 
ple act of justice to remove the cloud under which he has so long rested, your 
committee recommends the passage of this bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
- JOHN L. LINDEL. 
Mr. BRUNNER. I call up the bill (H.R. 5736) granting a pension 
to John L. Lindel. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 

thorized aud directed to place on the rom -roll, subject to the limitations of the 

ion w; = — . of John L. Lindel, late a private in Company C, Fiftieth 
van antry. 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5736) 
granting a pension to John L. Lindel, submit the following report: 

That claimant enlisted February 22, 1804, and was discharged September 3, 
1864, because of amputation of left thigh, necessitated by injury received in a 
railroad accident which occurred while en route to Pottsville, Pa. The soldier 
had leave of absence from Camp Curtin, Harrisburg, Pa., in the accident, 
without his own fault, was thrown under the cars. These facts are shown by the 
Torona os his claim, which was rejected because not in line of duty at the time 
of acc t. 

Your committee think it a proper case in which to interpose by special act, and 
recommend the passage of tho bill, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


REV. THOMAS JAMES. 


Mr. BAKER. I ask for the present consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 4688) granting a pension to Rey. Thomas James. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll of the United States Rev. 
Thomas James, of Rechester, N. Y., late a member of the military police at- 
tached to the Commissary Department and Freedman'’s Burtau in the t- 
ment of Kentucky, and pay him at the rate of $12 per month, commenceing Sep- 
tember 1, 1865. 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4688) 
granting a pension to Rev. Thomas James, submit the following report: 

The proposed beneficiary was, at the breaking ont of the late war, in charge of 
the colored charch in Rochester, N. Y. 

In 1862 he received an appointment from the American Missionary 83 
labor among the colored people of the South, who were about to be released 
human bondage ee exigency of the warand thrown upon their own resources. 
He proceeded to Louisville, Ky., where he entered upon his labors, While there 
he attracted the attention of the military authorities by his zeal in behalf of that 
race, and was, by order of General Burbage, in command at that pens, placed in 
charge of the freed and refugee blacks then supported by the Government in a 
large camp near aforesaid a, — 

In addition to these duties was appointed a member of the military police 
force of Louisville, in which capacity he was required to pay particular attention 
to the protection of the colored people who, as it appears in evidence, were, upon 
the most trifling charges, arresied by the civil authorities, thrown in jail or slave 
pas, and there held unti) arrangements were completed to sell them as substi- 

tes to the city nuthorities, who had assumed the g of a quota under a then 
impending draft, 


+ 
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by reason of which he was totally disabled for a long time, and in uence 
whereof his right hand became and is almost wholiy useless to this day, 

The application made at ‘ension Office had to be rejected under the law, be- 
cause the claimant waa not au enlisted man in the Army. The orders placing 
James on the duties heretofore referred to, as well as the instructions under 
which he acted, arabefore your committee, as wellas letters from General Palmer, 
in which he refers in the highest terms to the valuable services rendered by the 
former to the military authorities and the colored people of Kentucky. 

James is now eighty-six years of age, is not only entirely unable to earn a sup- 
pon by reason of the injuries received in service and now almost total blindness, 

mt also dependent upon the charity of his friends. 

While he was not an enlisted man, the services rendered by him were of a mili- 
tary character and necessary in connection with the military operations of the 
Government. ž 

Your committee therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill and ask 
oa ae pass, amended, however, by striking out all after the word month,” 

n jine 9. 


The amendment recommended by the committee in the concluding 


paragraph of the report was read, and agreed to. 

The bil as amended was ordered to be e and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

GOTTLIEB HUNZIKER, 


Mr. JOSEPH. I ask the consideration at this time of the bill (H. 
R. 9504) granting a pension to Gottlieb Hunziker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to put the name of Gottlieb Hunziker, of Company A, One 
hun and seventy-sixth iment of New York Volunteers, on the 
roll, subject to the limitations and provisions of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9504) 
granting a pension to Hunziker, submit the 9 report: 

Claimant enlisted August, 1863, and served until February, 1865, as a private in 
8 A, One hundred and seventy-sixth New York Volunteer 1 
ment. Ile was discharged May 25, 1865, As stated in bis disch ph ex- 
isted prior to his enlistment. This statement in his certificate of dise by the 
surgeon who made out his discharge papers, is the cause of the — bad his 
claim in the Pension Office. 

That this statement is untrue is self-evident from the fact that he afterwards 
enlisted as a private in Company B, Third Regiment United States 98 
the 4th day of mber, 1865, under the assumed name of Jacob Muller, from 
regiment he was discharged in May, 1868, on account of disability. 

‘The evidence on file shows conclusively that the disability existed, as evidenced 
by the medical board who examined him, and as to the incurrence of the disability 
in the service there is no doubt. 

The evidence shows that he suffered from bronchitis, tonsilitis, catarrh, cold, 
disease of the heart, diarrhea, carditis, and, finally, pulmonaria. 

He is an uneducated German, who can not English language, and was 
left in New Mexico, away from his former acquaintances. The only evidence 
that is lacking, and the reason for the rejection of the claim by the Pension Office, 
is the proof of prior soundness. The statement made by the sw who made 
out the certificate of discharge, which was the sole cause of was, to say 
the least, Hoyo apon merely the judgment of the surgeon. 

This claim should have been allowed in the Pension Office, and your committee 
deem it an ou that the Government should accept a man as sound and after 
a long service reject his claim as for prior unsoundpess. Å 

Your committee believe this to be a meritorious case and recommend tho pas- 
sage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE FETTERMAN. 


Mr. MCDUFFIE. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs from the farther consideration of the bill 
(S. 3840) to remove the charge of desertion against George Fetter- 


man. ; 
The bill was read, as follows: - 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of War be, and he is here 
directed, to remove the charge of desertion against Georga 
Company D, Twelfth Pennsylvania Reserves, and issue to him an 
charge from the Army of the United States. 


i The report of the Senate Committee on Military Affairs is as fol- 
ows: 


The Committee on Military Affnirs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3840) to 
remove the charge of desertion against Fetterman, having the same 
under consideration, beg leave to submit the following report: 

Sag E Fetterman, late of Company D, Twelfth Pennsylvania Reserves, is to- 
tall d, and is now peddling rps raters on the streeta of Washington for a 
livelihood. He also has a wife and children depending upon him for support. His 
claim fora pension was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that tho 
records of the War Department show him to have deserted June 1. 1863. Prior to 
his desertion, however, he had been a soldier, and was injured in battle, 
The hospital records, as stated in the report from the War ent in this 


case, show the following: 

“Sent to Annapolis, Mä., September 14, 1862, where admitted to hospital the 
same day with contusio; returned to duty September 23, 1862. Admitted to 
hospital, Harrisburg, Pa., December 16, 1862, “ injured, fall of horse; returned to 
duty January 19, 1863.“ 

Fetterman claims that while still suffering from his injuries he was so cruelly 
treated by officers of his regiment that, although he had some seven or eight 
RE pay due him, he could not stand the maltreatment which he received, and 

© deserted, 

It scems that a shell burst so near him that it injured his head and he went to 
the hospital for treatment as above shown by hosp: records. After his 
return to his regiment his horse fell with him and he was severely trampled upon 
and again injured about the head. Fio went to the ho 5 
ment he returned to duty January 19, and deserted the fullowing June. His 
injuries in course of time caused total blindness, but on account of the charge of 
desertion standing against him he is debarred from getting a pension. 


„authorized and 
late of 
dis- 
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That he is entitled toa pension is clearly shown by the bospital records, and his 
unfortunate condition appeals to the charity of Congress for relief. 

Under these circumstances your committee report the bill to the Senate with a 
recommendation that it pass, 

There being no objection, the Committee on Military Affairs was 
discharged from its farther consideration. 7 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


DAVID L. LOCKERBY, 


Mr. MOFFITT. Teall up the bill (H. R.6170) directing the issuance 
of an honorable discharge to David L. Lockerby, late of Company 
A, Ninety-sixth New York Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, directed to 
remove the cbarge of desertion now standing against the record of the said David 
L. Lockerby, aud issue to him an honorable discharge as captain of Company A, 
Ninety-sixth Regiment New York State Volunteers, to date July 25, 1262. 


The report (by Mr. LANSING) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6170) 
directing the issuance of an honorable discharge to David L, Lockerby, late of Com- 
iy A, nay 7 5 Now York Volunteers, submit the following report: 
In the year 1861 David L. Lockerby was a citizen of the Dominion of Canada. In 
that year he commenced ths enlistment of a volunteer company to be attached to 
the Ninety-sixth New York Volunteers. 


That said Lockerby was mustered into the service of the United States on the 


20th of February, 1862, as e«ptain of Company A of said regiment; that the col- 
onel of said regiment was one Fairman; that said Fairman forced the officers of 
said regiment. or a portion of tiem, to pay him money for commissions in said 
regiment. This created an ill fecling between said colonel and several of the line 
officers, among whom was Captain Lockerby. 

‘That said colonel constantly annoyed and persecated said Lockerby, putting 
him under arr-st and upon extraordinary duty, and in every way 8 his dis- 
like of Captain Lockerby; that in July, 1862, he was granted a leave of absence 
for several days. For some reason the eave was not recorded with the adjutant 
of the regiwent, though it was well known that such leave was granted. as it ap- 
pona original — submitted to committees. That the adjutant was a 

rother-in-law of the colonel, and sympathized with bim in his treatment of bis 
‘oflicers; that during the time granted in such leaves said Lockerby was reported 
as absent without leave and dismissed from the service, 

Immediately upon the granting of such leave said Lockerby by advice of his 
brother officers tendered his resignation, it being the general opinion in the r gi- 
ment that he could never receive fair treatment from the colunel. This was 
a. and his dismissal ordered. No court-martial or examination of any kind 
of bis case was had. 

A statement made by said Lockerby in writing is hereto attached and made 
part of this ny oly 

Your committee are of the opinion that said Lockerby was harshly and unjnatly 
treated, and do recommend that the relief he asks be granted, and that the bill do 
with the following amendment: Provided, That said Lockerby shall not 
entitled to any pay or allowances after July 25, 1862." 


CASADA, Province of Quebec, District of Montreal: 


I, David Linton Lockerby, of the city of Montreal, in the province of Quebec, in 


Can merchant, do hereby solemnly swear and say: That I was in the United 
States Army in assisting to put down the rebellion, in the years 1841 and 1862. 
That in the month of October, 1861, I was induced by Capt, Lot Chamberlin, a 


resident of Plattsburgh. to aid and assist in getting up a regiment. known as the 
Ninety-sixth Regiment New York State Volunteers. I, being thena British subject 
and doing business at that time in Canada as well as in the United States of Amer- 
fea, had a very large ecquaintance, and as soon as I enrolled my name I had over 
gage in my company from Canala who joined my company, and I enlisted 
for the regiment in all one hundred and ten men, and for whom I paid all expenses 
for buard at the different points where I was recrniting, and for which up to the 
pre time I never . paid (excepting $32.19 or thereabonts), owing to my first 

atenant, Charles E. Pryne, drawing the money and appropriating it for his 
own use, be having resigned his commission in June, 1802, and joined the One hun- 
dred and be Spee Regiment in August, 1862, and was killed at the storming of 
Petersburgh in 1883. 

These incidents I make mention of to show how I was imposed upon while try- 
ing to aid by my means as well as in person to put down the lite rebellion in the 
United States of America. When we were stationed in the town of Plattsburgh, 
I was ordered by the colonel to go down to the town and arrest a man belonging 
to ear grand B, who was attempting to desert on one of the steamers plying on 
Lake Champlain, and in doing my duty as an officer I was interrupted by the civil 
authorities, and the prisoner made his escape, and I with my command were all 
summoned to appear before one of the justices of the peace to answer for an as- 
sault. I had to defend the cases and I paid ont $505 8 a settlement, for all of 
which I never got one cent from the Government, and by the summons marked 
“A.” herewith produced, you will see is correct. 

“In h, 1852, we left Plattsburgh for Washington, and some few weeks pre- 
vious to our leaving the colonel of our regiment, James Fairman, tried to have me 
take an inferior position and allow him tochoose a captain for my company, which 
I immediately di clined to do, 5 that he hed no authority to do so, and that 
he had in two instances done so in the regiment and had been paid in one case 
$302 for the position, and in the other case $250, and in my case he was to have 
received $100 from Charles C. Pryne, my late first lieutenant. My refusal to allow 
him to sell the tion in my company brought me under his great displeasure, 
as will be seen by the following manner in. which I was treated by said. Colonel 
James Fairman. 

“On the journey to Washington, when we arrived at New York City, all the 
officers were allowed permission to absent themselves from barracks. I alone 
had command of the regiment aud was compelled to remain in the barracks all 
night without boing relieved. When I complained on the following day the an- 
swer was, he did not wish to listen to any stories. When we arrived in Wach- 
ington and were brigaded he then informed me that he was now out of the jaris- 
diction of the State of New York and that he conid do as he chose with the 
officers. I had to make a complaint to the colonel about the quartermaster not 
giving the wen their full amount of rations._ He, the colonel, gave me no satis- 

faction, and I had to bring the matter before the general in command of the 
brigade, General Kinse, who wrote the colonel thatif the matter was not attended 
to immediately he, the general, would have the matter investi 8 
“That was another cause for more hatred against me, and on the order being given 
to march to Alexandria, when we arrived there and the city authorities gave us 
quarters, my company being A Company, I was entitled to the first quarters. and 
my command, being the largest in the regiment, was entitled to the room, 
he became very an and nsed language un ng an ofticer or gentleman to- 


ward me, and wonld not allow my men to get quarters until all the other compa- 


nies of the regiment were allotted their places; and when he gave methe quarters 
the room would not hold forty men, and I had ninety-eight men. The same treat- 
ment I received in going down the ri: er to Fortress Monroe. My men, when sent 
on board, were placed in the hold of the vessel and kept there during the whole 
voyage. 3 
“When in camp at New News he put some twenty-two officers under ar- 
rest, and he was compelled by the general (Kinsc) to retustate us. He then, on 
the fullowing day, placed me in close confinement and kept me there two days, 
when General Kinso sent an order for my immediate release and fur me to go to 
headquariers, as be, the gen «ed to know why I bad not been in command 
of my company that day at the review. On my reiarn from the brigatle head- 
unrters in company of three of my brother 6 Parrisons of Company 

, Capt. H. Day of Company H, and Captain Burhance of Company K, the gen- 
eral ordered the colonel under arrest, and my brother officers. as well as myself, 
were honorably reinstated to our respective commands, and the lieutenant-col- 
opel, Charles O. Gray, was put in command until such time as the court could 
conveniently try Colonel Fairman for abusing his authority as un otflcer. 

“The advance of the Army from Yorktown Pees the final decision of the 
court, and General Kinse was taken suddenly ill after the battle of Williamsburgh 
anıl died inafew days, and his successor pro tempore, beinga friend of Colone Fair- 
man’s, did not continue the investigation, und when the Army reached New Kent 
Court-House the colonel was placed in command. When ohr regiment reached 
the Chickabominy Kiver I was sent with my company on advance picket duty, 
and when we were relieved I was again sent out in command ot another company. 
For seventy-two hours I was kept out, and when relieved was so exhaust 
I was nnable to appear on — when he, the colonel, ordered me out. 

_ Although our surgeon, Dr. D'Avignon, sent his certificate, certifying that I was 
ill of fever and would not be able to do duty for two weeks, he, the colonel, re- 
fused to allow the adjutant to enter itin the regiment's books. The brigade sur- 
geon was sent for, and he prononnced me unfit for duty; also, after we advanced 
to Fair Oaks, bwas then visited by Dr. Skinner, of Malone, N. Y., who was one 
of the doctors appointed by the governor of the State to look after the troops from 
the said State, and he found me in such a weak stato that he despaired of my ever 

vetting well again. And he, Dr. Skinner, in company with Capt. Lot Chamber- 

in, who was at the time our sutler, called on the colonel and requested that I 
should be sent to White House Hospital, The reply hey got from Colonel Fair- 
man was that he wes bound to have his revenge, and that I should never leave 
the camp until I had turned my face np to the sun. 

The following day the battle of Fair Oaks took place, and I was taken from the 
field by the ambulance she pony and placed in the hospital at Savage Station, but 
there were so many wounded coming in, the surgeon in charge sent me by train 
to White House Landing, and from there I returned one of the surgeon's certifi- 
cates, which will be seen marked B, herewith also produced, being the original, 
and which he, the colonel, refused to allow to go on the books of the regiment, as 
will be seen by the letter from my first lieutenant, who was at the time acting 
adjutant; the letter is marked C, herewith also produced, and on receipt of which 
although unfit for duty, I hired a team and drove to the camp, which was call 
Camp Lincoln, and reported to the colonel, 

He then ordered me under arrest, and kept me under arrest for over a month 
and never preferred a charge against me; and, on the second day of the Seven 
days' battle before Richmond he ordered me away from the regiment, and I was, 
in consequence, without a command, and was with the Sixteenth Regiment New 
York State Volonteers until we arrived with the Army at Harrisons Landing; 
but while we were at Camp Lincoln I wrote three letters to General McClellan an 
sent th m through the proper channel to the colonel for leave of absence, as the 
copy marked D, berewith also produced, will show, but he, Colonel Fairman, im- 
mediately on receipt of the documents destroyed them. 

then had uo other alternative but to write tothe Adjutant-General, and bere- 
turned it to be re donk by the officer in command of our regiment, but previous 
to its return Colonel Fairman had obtained leave of absence-fur a month to go to 
Now York City. and on the 10th day of July General Wessels, our brigade com- 
mander, sent for Captain Day and myself, also being under arrest; but no 
charges having been pref: against bim, we both stated our cases to the gen- 
eral, and he immediately issued the order which is marked E, copy of whichis also 
herewith prodnord, reinstating us to our respective commands, and that evening 
I. being senior officer, was in command of the regiment; and at dress parade the 
adjutant, who was the colonel's brother-in-law, refused to act under my orders. 

“I then malle complaint to General Wessels, and at the same time informed 
him that I was a British subject, and as such would apply to the British minister 
at Washington to get my grievances made right, and that if Colonel Fairman re- 
turned to take command that I could not serve under him from the cruel treat- 
ment I had received at his instigation. General Wessels informed me that any 
officer or man in the regiment who refused to obey my orders should be imme- 
diately sent to his beañquarters. 

From that day forward to the 25th of Jnly I was outs happy and content in 
command of my company, as our lieutenant-colonel, Charles O. Grey, had returned 
and was in command of the regiment, when, on the 25th day of July, the letter 
written to Adjutunt-General Thomas from camp near Harrison's Landing returned 
and was approved by the lioutenant-colonel, Charles O. Grey and returned to the 
general, Wessels; be then returned it with the following written indorsement on 
the back of the said letter, namely: ‘Captain Lockerby having subsequently to 
the date of this letter exp a desire to resign on the ground of being a Brit- 
ish subject, this is respectfully referred to him through Company O, Nincty-sixth 
New York Volunteer Regiment.“ 

then consulted Lieutenant-Colonel Grey, who informed me that as Colonel 
Fairman was expected to join the regiment in a few days that he thought wy best 
way to avoid future trouble was to forward to the general my resignation, which 
I did, and on the following day it was sent to General Casey and on to Adjutant- 
General Thomas. Six days after I had sent it forward there was a party of offi- 
cers going North and I was desirous of going with them, and mentioned to Lieu- 
tenant-Colonel Grey my desire; he said tome: Take my horas and ride over to 
General Keyes's e phony and if your resignation has been accepted by bim 
iv will be all right, and as you have a leave of absence for two weeks, before that 
time I will forward it to your address.“ 

‘I then went to the adjutant and left a copy of the document, marked also D, 
herewith produced, and the following day, the 8th of Angust, left. He (the ad- 
et never put them on file, and, as will be seen by the letter marked F, also 
herewith produced, sent me by my second lieutenant, Charles W. Breed, the letter 
reached mo at my home at Ormstown, province of Quebec, Canada, in about six 
days. Limmediately forward d a copy of my leave of absence and also the dateof 
my resignation. I also wrote General McClellan for a permit to return to the 
Army. if my papers were not correct, and to which I never received uny reply. I 
als» wrote, in the month of November, 1862, to Adjutant-General Thomas. statin: 
my willingness to return if my resignation was not right. In the year 180+ 1 go 
a notice that I was mustered out on acconnt of being absent without leave.” 

And further I, deponent, say not and have signed. A 

(One marginal note approved is good.) 

DAVID L. LOCKERBY. 


Sworn before me at the 8 of Montreal, in the province of Quebec, in Canada, 
this 3d day of Maroh, A. D. 1890. GORMAN 


[Seat] E 
United States Vice-Consul-General at Montreal, Canada. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee, to strike out the 
proviso at the end of the bill, was read and agreed to, 5 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a third 
2 and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


SARAH ANDERSON, 


Mr. CALDWELL. I ask for the present consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 11122) granting a pension to Sarah Anderson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, 5 5 to tho pro 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah Anderson, the helpless sister 
of William B. S. Anderson, late private in Company I. Fifth Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, at the rate of $25 per month. 


The report (by Mr. YopEnr) is as follows: 


The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11122) granting a pension to Sarah Anderson, sabmit the following hay ore 

Claimaut was the sister of William B. S. Anderson, late private in Company 
J, Fifth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, who was killed in battle in the late war. 

The mother of this soldier was pensionea as a dependent mother until she died, 
and since that date no one has n drawing a pension on account of soldier's 
deoth: Claimant is now fifty years of age and has been in a hopeless, crippled 
condition—lower limbs paralyzed—since she was four years of age. 

She is poor and entirely destitute and no one legally bound to suppor? ker, and 
entirely dependent on charity for support. Her condition is deacri in affida- 
vits of Dr. Louis Church, Mr. John B. Washburn, and several others, who are 
reliable and reputable men. 

12 7 committee deem this a meritorious claim, and recommend the passage of 

e bill. 


The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES k. OSBORNE. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. I call vp Se bill (H. R. 9270) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles Osborne. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay Charles E. Osborne, late a soldier of the Mexican war, 
the sum of $25 4 month, in lieu of the amount of pension now paid him under cer- 
tifleate No. 14926. 7 


The report (by Mr. Dx Laxo) is as follows: 


‘The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9270) grant- 
ing an 8 of pension to Charles E. Osborne, have considered the same and 
report as follows: 

Sharles E. Osborne was a private in Captain 2 1 the First 
Kentucky Volanteers and served a year in the war with Mexico. He is now re- 
ceiving a pension of $8 per month on account of said service. í 

Accompanying the claimant's petition for relief are the sworn statements of 
John E. Pitcher and Dr. E. R. Montgomery, reputable citizens of Louisville, Ky., 
to the effect that the claimant is sixty-three years old and totally disabled for 
manual labor by reason of rheumatism and of blindness of the left e Hoe is 
financially destitate and devoid of means of support. The house in which he was 
living was destroyed by the recent tornado at Louisville and what little honsehold 
offects he had were demolished. 

The bill is respectfully returned with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


SANFORD KIRKPATRICK. 


Mr, LACEY. I ask for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
10231) to increase the pension of Sanford Kirkpatrick. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas Sanford Kirkpatrick, late a soldier of Company K, Second Iowa In- 
fantry Volunteers, is now a pensioner at the rate of $24 per month and 

Whereas he has recently been in the United States internal-revenue service and 
me the alokaga of his duty in such revenue service was shot and rendered blind : 

erofore, 

Be it enacted, étc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place npon the invalid pension-roll of the United 8 the name of 
said Sanford Kirkpatrick at the increased rate of $72 per month, subject to the 
limitation of the pension laws and in lieu of the pension which he is now drawing. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

Strike out 672, in line 6, and insert $10.” 

Mr. TARSNEY. I would like to know whether this man was in 
the Sap en service. A 

Mr. LACEY. The report is very short, and I ask that it be read. 

The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10231) 
granting a to Sanford Kirkpatrick, snbmit the following report: 

Kir k was a soldier of Company K. Second Iowa Infantry, and contracted 
aoe of the eyes in the service, for which he receives a pension of $24 per 
month. 

Kirkpatrick was an officer in the revenue service, and-on February 25, 1590, 
when in the discharge of his duty as such officer, in attempting to arrest a mon- 
shiner" was by him shot in the face with a shotgun, from which wound he be- 
came totally blind. 

Kirkpatrick and another officer, both being mounted, pursued said moonshiner 
toa n in the vicinity of where bad recently been an illicit still,” and while 
they were Jooking in at the door Kirkpatrick was shot as above stated. His com- 
panion, however, owing to his goa eye-sight, saw the threatened and 
avoided it by throwing himself from horse, but Kirkpatrick, owing to his im- 

vision, was unable to see the threatened danger in time to avoid it as did 
is companion, and was consequently shot in the face and became totally blind 
and is now in needy circumstances. 

Your committee recommend that said bill be amended by striking out $72,” in 
the sixth line thereof, and inserting “ $10," and when so amended that said do 
pass. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I would like to ask what this pension is for—in- 
jury to his eye-sight? : 
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Mr. LACEY. For total blindness. 
Mr. TARSNEY. What has the shooting to do with it? I want to 
know if we are here establishing a precedent to pension deputy 
marshals, and people of that class? 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. The blindness in the case of this soldier 
was partial before he was on this service, and the total blindness is 
attributable to the fact that he was unable to protect himself on 
the occasion referred to in the report. 

Mr. CHEADLE, I would like to hear some one give a reason why 
the man should not be 3 at $72 a month. 

Mr. LACEY. I think he ought to have it; but the committee. 
recommend but $40. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I do not understand why, when we are pension- 
ing men under the general law, one should receive but $40 a month 
and another $72 a month for the same disability. N 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ihave had a similar ease myself. I had a case 
of absolnte, total blindness occurring in the service, bat the soldier 
could not quite satisfy the authorities at the Pension Office, and 
they reduced it to 340 a month. There was a lack of absolute con- 
tinnity in the proof. He had become blind partially in the service, 
and subsequently the blindness became absolute, but because of 
some lack, as I have said, of continuity in the evidence, the com- 
mittee reduced the pension to $40 a month, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
pro by the committee, 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

THOMAS A. M’LAUGHLIN, 


Mr. BYNUM. Lask unanimous consent to consider the bill (H. 
R. 7252) for the relief of Thomas A. McLaughlin. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the 3 of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to amend the records of the War Department so as to relieve of the 
charge of dismissal the name of Thomas A. McLaughlin, late a first lieutenant of 
Company I, One hundred and second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infan- 
try, and to grant him an honorable discharge. 


The report (by Mr. SNIDER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, having considered H. R, 7252, a bill for the 
relief of Thomas A. MeLanghlin, find that the said soldier served from August 
1, 1862, as enlisted man and officer, till late in 1884 

He was wounded in the battle of the Wilderness, and, though unfortunate ina 
breach of good discipline near the close of his service, your committee believe he 
should be relieved of the cha ene his military record. 

Your committee recommend the bill do pass. 


Case of Thomas A. McLaughlin, lieutenant Company J. One hundred and second 
á 8 Volunicere, 8 


RECORD AND PENSION DIVISION, April 23, 1800. 


The records show that Thomas A. McLaughlin was mustered into service with 
Company I, One hundred and second Pennsylvania Volunteers, and appointed 
first serzcant, August 16, 1861; mustered iu as second lieutenant, same company, 
to date August 1, 1862; as first lieutenant, to date July I, 1863, and is reported 
present with his company to December 31, 1863. Roll for January and February, 
1864, reports bim absent with leave, from February 29, 1864, to June 30, 1864 (four 
months’ muster); wounded in battle of Wilderness, Virginia, May 5, 1864, in gen- 
eral hospital; and so reported to December 31, 1864. 
August 8, 1864, from officers’ hospital, Annapolis, Md., he tendered his 
tion, stating therein that he was wounded May 5, 1864, at the battlo of the Wilder- 
ness, and has been unfit for duty since that time, and is still under medical treat- 
ment, which was refi by Department, August 11, 1864, to the surgeon in 
charge of United States eral hospital, 3 Md., with instructions to 
canse a medical examination to be made of Lientenant MoLanghli showing his 
t aee condition, prospect of recovery, and fitness for field service. 
is was retu to this Department by the officer 
hospital, rye cn Md., with rt that 
“was admitted to hospital July 22, 1884. g from 
gunshot wound of left thigh, which has entirely healed; be is vow able to re- 
sume active ice. He has under arrest for unauthorized a ce from 
norpa and conduct unbecoming an officer and a gentleman; and having been 
ablished in The Washington Chronicle, left hospital this day to appear Sones 
0 W A commission, of which Brigadier-Gencral Caldwell is president, in 


8 charge of officers’ hospital, Annapolis, Md. 
ugust 4, „the su in 0 cers’ hosp’ ung Š 
inclosed copy of report of Capt. E. L. Hunt, commanding provost An 

s e 


olis, Md., t p. m., August 3, 1864, he found Lieutenant 

certain other officers in a place called Sophie's in a stato of intoxication and in 
citizens’ clothes, with the statement that he had placed them under arrest and 
suggested that they be dealt with in such way a» to deter other officers from 
conducting themselves in a similar manner. 

Thereupon, Lieutenant McLaughlin was published officially and cited to appear 
before the military commission then in session in this city, and make defense to 
the charges of having been absent from hospital at Annapolis, Md., without proper 
autbority, and conduct unbecoming an officer and a gentleman, and Haying failed 
to make satisfactory defense he was dismissed the service in orders of which the 


following is a copy: 
[Special Orders, No. 298.] 
Wan DEPARTMEST, Sigh oi eng Ad Soh 
ington, tember 8, 1864. 
Extract. 
* 


* * = * * * 


1. The following officers (published officially August 15, 1884) havin 
—— satisfactory defense before the milita 
ers, 


th 
United States, 
names: 


Absent from hospital at 
unbecoming an officer and a 2 


commission instituted Speclal 
No. 53, series of from the ae be the elacges 


ar ogy rahe pa 
the President ts that they be dismi the service of the 
to date August 15, 1564, for the causes set opposite their respective 


Mad., without proper authority, and eanduct 


failed to 


— 
— e 1 
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First Lient. Thomas A. McLaughlin, One hundred and secoyd Pennsylvania 
Volunteers. 


- . f 2 * = . * 
By order of the Secretary of War. 
E. D. TOWNSEND, 
“Assistant Adjutant General. 


Respectfully submitted. 
= F. C. AINSWORTH, 


Captain and Assistant Surgeon, U. 8. Army. 
The SKORETARY or War, 


The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARIA L. CARAITER. 


Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania. Lask unanimous consent 
to consider the bill (H. R. 8210) granting an increase of pension to 
Maria L. Caraher. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ote., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Maria L, Cafaber, 
Slanted of wher pegs ee pes a — 3 aes States Army, =< isd 

er a pension at Tato month, subject provisions an * 
tions bry the pension laws. ao 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
recommended by the committee. 
Mr. MCRAE, Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of all these re- 


ports. 
The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8210) 
1 increase of pension to Mary L. Caraher, submit the following roport: 
That she is the widow of Andrew P. Caraher, whose e Mates ia as fol- 
lows: He was appointed captain, Company A, Twenty-eighth hbusetts Vol- 
unteers, December 13, 1861. He was wounded at battle of Fredricksburgh, in 
storming Marye's Heights, severely in the bead. He was wounded also at battle 
of Chancellorsvillo in the ny groin; also bayonet wonnd over heart, in the 
shoulder. He was try on the field to Heutenant- colonel in the 
„ 1864; appointed in February, colonel 

He was in actual command of his rog 
sevoral of the battles in which bis ent was enga Ho participated in 
battles of Second Bull Run, Chantilly, Chancellorsville, James Auland South 
Monntain, Antietam, Frederickaburgh, and Gettysburgh. He was honorably dis- 


Janu 6, 1867. 

Scbsequent to tha war he was, March 5, 1867, 9 first lientenant Forty- 
third United States Infantry. Promoted to captain J et 1868, for gallant and 
meritorious service at the battle of Gettysburgh. March 20, 1873, appointed cap- 
tain Eighth United States Cavalry. 

Letters of Major-General Hancock commend his gallantry and refer to his suf- 
fering from wounds as hastening his death. 

He served with credit in important duty the Freedman’s Bureau in South Caro- 
lina, alao at Fort Wayne, Mich., Fort Foster, N. Y., in New Mexico, Colorado, 
and Texas during the last yeara of his life, until he died, April 4, 1885. 

His widow was only allowed a ea ‘a pension by the Pension Office. She 
finds it inadequate to the support of herself and her two daughters in their deli- 
cate condition and her straitened circumstances. 

Your committee, believing it just that she should, on account of hor husband's 
services and rank, be p on the rolls equal with other colonels of volunteers, 
recommend the passage of the bill, amended to read thirty dollars instead of 
1 forty-five.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 


and passed, 


Veteran Reserve pe 
Second United States Volun: 


ISADORA RITTER. 
Mr. QUINN. I ask unanimous consent to consider the bill (H. R. 
ere a pension to Isadora Ritter, formerly Isadora De 


mick. 
The bill is as follows: 


LE pein pedepsi age petra ject to the and 

laws, the name of Isadora Ritter, widow of Judson De 

Wolf Dimmick, major Eighty-second Regiment of New York Volunteers. 
Tho report (by Mr. TURNER, of New York) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11169) 
ting a pension a Isadora Ritter, formerly Isadora De Wolf Dimmick, submit 


sion was thereafter paid to b 
de reached tho age of sixteen years, in Juno, 1874; since that date no one has re- 
y pension on account of the death of this soldier. Her seoond husband 
9 — to be a man of intem te habits and failed to support the claimant, and 

e claimant was compelled to leave him; that her second husband died in March, 
1889; that the claimant is now fifty-seven par old and poor and in poor health, 
and fa view of tho many precedents for such action your committee recommend tho 
passage of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
F, A. PATTERSON, 

Mr. EVANS. I ask unanimous consent to consider the bill (S. 
2644) for the recognition of F. A. Patterson as a captain of the Third 
West Virginia Cavalry. 

Tho bill is as follows: 

Be tt enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
a 


nd directed to recognize F. A. Patterson as a captain of he Third West Virginia 
Garay from the 25th day of November, 1562, the date of hia to the 
date of muster-ont of his regiment, and that his name be inscribed and taken up 
as such captain on the rolls of said regiment. 
The report (by Mr. LANSING) is as follows: 


Tho Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred a bill (S. 2644) for the 


recognition of F. A. Patterson as a captain of the Third West Virginia Cayalry, 
have had the same under paps emo. and submit the following —— 3 


SENATE REPORT. 

Mr. Patterson, after having served as an officcer of the Sixth New York Cav- 
alry, was commissioned by Governor Pierpont, of West ia, asa captain in 
the Third Regiment, West Virginia Cavalry, November 1862. After a fow 
months spent under the authority of West Virginia in recruiting for the 8 
he reported at Winchester, Va., and joined his nt June 12 1863, on the firs 


day of the battles of that date, without waiting for an o 8 to be 
inte action, i n the ath, the 


formally mustered into the service, went at once 
third gay. of fighting, he was captured with a part of General Milroy’s com 
He was ta ence he was 


April 10, 1866, Congress passed an act directing the Secre’ of War to pa 
ran Cavalry, AA 


Capt. F. A. Patterson, as a captain of the Third West 
November 25, 1 the date of his commission, to the muster-out of his regiment, 
but failed to d that his name as such captain be entered upan the rolls of the 


regiment; wherefore he has not been paid. He has been an invalid since his dis- 
charge from prison, and is now confined to his bed and dependent upon charity, 
as his physician testifies. His wife is dead, and he has no children. His appli- 
eation for a pension has been rejected because he was not mustered before incur- 
ring his disability. It is a case of great conspicuons merit. 

The committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 
time, was passed. 
EMMA CLARK. 


Mr. CRAIG. Task unanimous consent to consider the bill (H. R. 
9529) granting a pension to Emma Clark. + 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to place on the subject to the and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma k, widow of t. William 
T. haara Company I, One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteers. 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) is as follows: 


Tho Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred tho bill (H. R. 9529) 
granting a pension to Emma G. Clark, submit the following report: 

That Emma G. Clark is the widow of William T. Clark, late first lieutenant of 
Com any E, One hundred and forty-sighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; 
mu September I, 1862, and discharged for disability July 5, 1864. That said 
William T. en contracted in 
the service, 

The evidence shows that he was a constant sufferer from resull stomach and 
lung troabies. Dr. Lawson, who attended him in his sickness and death in June 
22, 1883, says he died of a complication of diseases, piles, disease of stomach and 
lungs, being greatly reduced and weakened by disease for which pensioned and 
which he con in the se 

There is also evidence of comrades and neighbors as to continuance of his dis- 
ease contracted in the service and final death therefrom. 

His widow is very poor, and has been struggling hard by her own labor to sup- 


port a large family of small children. 

Your committee recommend the of the bill, with amendments as fol- 
lows: Insert G“ in name, 80 as to “Emma G. Clark.” Insert the word 
„Arat! before ‘‘lieutenant,” in sixth line. Change Company “I” to Company 


“E,” in seventh line. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were adopted, 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time Zena pein engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
The title of the bill was amended to conform. 


HETTIE M’CONNELL. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 10245) to place the name of Hettie MeCon- 
nell on the pension-roll. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Hettie McConnell, widow of H. K. Mc 
Connell, late colonel of the ee Ohio Volunteer Infantry, on the pension” 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) is as-follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 1 855 R. 
10245) granting a sion to Hettie McConnell, submit the Snoring report: 

The husban of claimant served continuously from October, 1861, to January, 
1866, as captain, and was promoted from time to time for meritorious conduct and 
bravery until he came ont of the service as colonel of the Seventy-first Ohio Vol- 
unteer Regiment, and was brevetted bri er- 

‘There was no moro faithful and conscientious officer in the servico. He went 
into the Army a sound and strong man mentally and physically, a minister of 
tbis gospel by profession. ‘The evidence of the most reputable citizens of his no- 
quaintance goes to prove that he camo ont of the service a mental wreck, and ever 
ae ee 2 from mental disability, until finally, in a fit of despondency, he com- 
mitted suicide. 

The widow isin destitute cirenmstances, and a most excellent lady, who has had 
a t deal of trouble and Jost all her 88 in con ence of her husband's 
misfortune. Petition signed by many of the best citizens of her home. Afiidavits 
of ministers of the gospel are numerous and are filed in this case. 

Your committee makes the following petition a part of their report: 

To the Congress of the United States and C tos on Invalid Penstona: 

The undersigned say that ey eee acquainted with the late Brig. Gen. H. K. 
McConnell, who was colonel of Seventy-first Ohio Volunteer Infantry; that each 
1 for years prior to the war and for many years after his return 

m the y. à 

That prior to the war he was a cheerful, Ar. ambitious man, bright and 
cheery in disposition; that on his return from Army and ever since, until his 
death, he was quiet, gloomy, and given to melancholy; Prooded ovor he knew not 


lark was granted a pension for severe chronic 


1 


> -~ d : (se 1 
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what; was not hopefi „and bright. Attempted to tako his life on several 
occasions and 2 rovente karen no doin 

man men social respects; 
daring, and f bis days were all We know nothing of the 
causes We only speak of the altered condition of the man after his return from 

. G. W. GARO 
Pastor Christian Tabernacle, Greenville, Darke County, Ohio. 
JULY 7, 1890. 


Many others are on file, but your committee deem this evidence sufficient. The 
claim could not be allowed under any general law, and we deem this one of the 
cases especially meritorious for the intervention of Congress by special act, and 
recommend tho passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 


JOHN MANN, 


Mr. HALL. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of the 
bill (II. R. 3734) granting a pension to John Mann. i 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secrotary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of John Mann, late private 
in Company D, First Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension of 
$8. month, said Mann being in the military service of the United States during 
the period of the Mexican war. 


The report (by Mr. HILL) is as follows: 


f 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8734) grant- 
ing a ponsion to John Mann, submit the following report: 

ite claimant, John Mann, was a corporal in Company D, First United States 
Infantry, from November 18, 1841, to November 18, 1846, From the commence- 
ment of the Mexican war to date of his discharge he was stationed at Fort Snell- 
ing, Ind. T. His pension claim for a service pension under the actof January 29, 
1857, granting pensions to the survivors of the Mexican war, was rejected on the 

round that claimant was not in Mexico, on the frontier thereof, or en route 
ereto during the war with that nation. 

At the first session of the Fiftieth Congress the Committee on Pensions favor- 
ably reported a bill amendatory of the Mexican pension act, and by which 
is recommended to be allowed to those soldiers who, though not in Mexico, were 
stationed in forts and clsewhere in lieu of soldiers who were sent to the seat of 
war. 

Under euch an amendment this claimant would be entitled to a pension. More- 
over, it appears in proof that this man, a non-commissioned officer, was detailed 
to remain at Fort Snelling to drill recruita who were subsequently sent to the seat 
of war. 

Evidonce before the committee shows that Maun is now over seventy years of 
am, in poor health, without property, and is supported along with his aged wife 

two step-sons. ' 
Four ————— are of the opinion that a pension should be granted in this case, 
and hence report it back recommending its passage. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH PATTEN, 


Mr. COMSTOCK. Task unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R, 10350) granting a pension to Elizabeth Patten. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension lawa, the name of Elizabeth Patten, widow of hill 
H. Patten, late of Captain Huxford's company, First Regiment Maine State 
Militia, and pay her a pension from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. Hitt) is as follows: 0 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10350) grant. 
ing a pension to Elizabeth Patten, have consi the same and report: 
The claimant's late husband, Mighill H. Patten, was, at the first session of the 
Fifticth Con granted a pension at $3 per month ay ial act. 
i The report of the House Committee on Pensions made at the time reads as ful- 
ows: 
‘f HOUSE REPORT. 


“The claimant served in Capt. James Huxford's company of light infantry 
(drafted), of Maine, called into actual service by the State for the protection of 
the northeastern frontier. His term of service extended from February 20, to 
April 29, 1830, and he was detached to First Regiment, First Brigade, Third Di- 
vision, commanded by Maj. Gen. Isaac Hudson. 

“This command was called into service by the governor of Maine to prea a 
threatened military invasion from New Bruhswiek into tho Territory of B 
The State was reimbursed for its expenses incurred in the campaign by act of 
Congress, and the rolls of the drafted and enrolled militia turned over to the War 
Department of the Government. 

The full ciroumatances.of the use of the troops on the northeastern fronticr 
of Maine are given in Senato Re 419, Twenty-sixth Congress, first 
and that report states that the eer contemplated by the Constitution 
arisen to warrant the governor of ine in calling upon the militia force of the 
State to defend the frontier, e as it was to an immediate attack. 

“The claimant filed his claim before the Pension Bureau for ponsion, but it 
was rejected on the gronnd that the company was not mustered into the military 
service of the United States. 

“The claimant was allowed a land warrant for his services in said campaign. 
The period of service was prior to the war with Mexico, and your committee are 
of the opinion that a service pension should be granted to the claimant. They 
therefore recommend the passage of the bill, amended, however, by changing the 
word Horeford's.“ in line 8 of the bill, to Huxford's;“ and also by atrikin 
out, in lines 7 and 8, the words ‘subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws,’ and inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $8 per month.“ 

The soldier died September 8, 1889, leaving his widow in impoverished circum- 
stances and in poor health. 

The bill for her relief is believed to be a meritorious one, and its passage is 
Looby spa recomm with an amendment to fix tho rate of pension at $8 per 
mon 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARIA AND APOLLONIA HASSENDEUBEL. 


Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. I ask unanimous consent for the consid- 


eration of the bill (H. R. 11309) granting a pension to Maria Has- 
sendeubel and Apollonia Hassendeubel, : 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit e ee ei the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and d to place on the pension-rolls, in ee with the provis- 
ions and limitations of gt sree laws, the names of Maria Hassendeubel and 
Apollonia Hassendeubel, sisters of Colonel Franz Hassendeubel, late captain of 
volunteer artillery, Mexican war, and colonel of the Seventeenth Missouri Vol- 
unteers in the late civil war. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11309) 
peng ee ee Maria Hassendenbel and Apollonia Hassendeubel, submit 
fo following report: 

The claimants are the malden sisters of Col. Franz Hassendeubel, of the Sev- 
Sare M Sapa Infantry Volunteers, who was killed at the battle of Vicks- 
Colonel Hassendenbel came to his adopted country, the United States, in 1844, 
and located as a civil engineer at St. Lonis, Mo. At the beginning of the Mexi- 
can war Colonel Hassendeubel en the service asa lientenant; soon after was 

romoted to captain aud in command of a battery of 1 in Which position 

e became dis spars in official reports of the battles of Taos and Santa Cruz. 
After the close of the Mexican war he resumed the profession of civil engineer st 
5 A the position of city engineer for a period of four years; 

i 0 „ 

In August, 1861, Colonel Hassendeubel o: ized the Seventeenth Missouri In- 
fantry, was mustered as colonel on the of August, and immediately led his 
a erga to the front, where he took part in nine t ements. At 
Vicksburg he was in command of a brigade, where on the 1st day of July, 1863, he 
fell, m y wounded by a shell from the enemy's guns. He died a few days 
later, to the great of all whọ knew him. Ge Grant said 

“ We will lose in agreat and brave soldier.” 

General Sherman, under date of February 6, 1888, said : 

HI well remember that he was re; killed while leading a brigade in the 
assault of Vickaburg, and that his corps commander, McPherson, held in high 
esteem.” 


Colonel Hassendenbel was unmarried; the ee Maria and Apollonia, — 


were his maiden sisters, 8 him and dependent upon him for sup; 

By his death thoy lost their only support, he leaving no estate for their 

nance. They are now d dent upon charity, being unable to earn a support on 
account of infirmities and advancing age, which is now, respectively, sixty-three 
and sixty-five years. 

On account of the brilliant services of Colonel Hassendeubel in two wara, the 
fact that he left no widow or minor children which the Government would be 
bound to take care of under existing law, and claimants’ dependence upon him 
support, gor committee are of the opinion that this is a meritorious claim and 
that it is in the line with precedent in like cases; therefore give favorable report 
and recommend that the bill do pass, with the following amendment: And pay 
them a pension at the rate of $30 per mouth. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The question is on the amendment 
recommended by the committee. í 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, here are two helpless sisters of the 
one deceased soldier, Now, if there are any other members of the 
family they should all be included in one single bill. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. There are no others. 

Mr. MORRILL. This, Mr. Speaker, has been a precedent ostab- 
lished for years in Congress, that where the sisters were dependent 
upon the brother, where he left no widow, Congress has repeatedly 
granted the sisters the pension. Here was a brave man, a foreigner, 
who fell on the battle-field, leaving two sisters helpless, and with no 
one to depend upon. 

Mr.T. NEY. Yes, but there are thousands of soldiers who left 
helpless children as well as sisters, and you are not pensioning them. 

e 5 pro tempore. Well, we are pensioning a good many, 
or trying to. 

The e recommended by the committee was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed, 

GEORGE FARWALT. 


Mr. SMYSER, I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (II. R. 5861) for the relief of George Farwalt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Bo it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of War be, and heis hereby, authorized and 
directed to cause to be removed from the reeords the charge of desertion now 
stand gainst tho name of George Farwalt, late a private in the Twentieth Bat- 
tery of Ohio Light Artillery. 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 


Add to the bill the following: 
“And grant him an honorable discharge under the date of July 13, 1885.” 


The report (by Mr. CAREY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5861) 
for the relief of George Furwalt, have considered the same, and find as follows: 

The claimant was enrolled January 14, 1864, in Twentieth Battery Ohio Light 
Artillery, to serve three years, 

In May, 1264, he was injured in the service in his head, also by the breaking of 
his collar-bono, left. breast-bone, left wrist and thumb, and left hip-bons, and by 
being 5 

For these received in the line of his duty he was sent 88 

furloughed from the h and wen 


evidence submitted indicates that man was still on crutches after his 
was br ran nenos As he is clearly shown to have been 
e 


mustered out 
of performing military duty during the period was in the 


battery 
incapabl: 
petk ag would be a hardship the Government should . him 


the manifest 


S 
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at his peril, and in his poverty and snffering, to hunt up the right officer at the 
right time and the right place and say he was in just that condition which they 
knew be was in, or be charge with a crime. Yuur committee do not believe the 
soldier had any intention of deserting; there was no inducement for it. 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by ad to the last line 
the words “and grant him an honorable discharge under date of July 13, 1865,” 
and that the bill when so amended do pass. 


Case of George Farnwalt, 1 Twentieth Independent Battery, Ohio Light 
rtillery. 


RECORD AXD Pension Divisiox, May 7, 1890. 


George Farnwalt, private Twentieth Independent Battery, Ohio Light Artil- 
Jery,was enrolled January 14, 1864, to serve three years. He has a clear record to 
eu | including May 16, 1864, on which date he was admitted to No. 1 General Hos- 
pital, Chattanooga, Tenn., from the field for treatment for contusion of back 
cansed by a fall from a horae, fracture of fifth and sixth ribs, left. side; was trans- 
ferred and admitted to No. 2 General Hospital, Chattanooga, Tenn , June 17, 1864, 
no Lesa gr poe given; was transferred and admitted to No. 3 (Lookout Mountain) 
8 hong ital, E va 77 with 3 of chest; Aish 

riong! ugus » for ya, an ng to report back, was reported a 
deserter September 20, 1864. 

(Muster roll of company dated October 31, 1864, reports him deserted from hos- 
pital at Lookout Mountain; muster-out roll of company, dated July 13, 1865, re- 
ports him deserted May 1, 1864, at Chattanooga, Tenn.) 

He never returned to hospital or to his command, though the battery was re- 
tained in service until July 13, 1865. (Name George Farnwalt not borne.) 

The claimant, under of April 23, 1869, swears that on August 9, 1864, at 
Lookout Mountain, Tonn., ho was farloughed for thirty days or longer, and that 
the furlough is lost; that after be had been home twenty-four days he wrote to 
Dr. Jackson, hospital surgeon, but received no reply; and on October 12, 1864, he 
went to Columbus, Ohio, reported to the hospital there, and was advised by the 
officers to go to the Ohio State agent, which he did, and was advised by that of- 
ficer to go home and await further orders; that ho has not been in condition to 
perform military duty since the day on which he left nospital on furlough, and 
regards himself as practically discharged on that date; that be thinks that his 
was a discharge furlough, bat is ignorant as to whether or not any steps were 
taken towards Maharat Safe 

The hospital records of Columbus, Ohio, afford no information in the case. 

er was yr peenaa f discharged by the 5 Depart- 
ment of the Lakes, March 27, 1871, to date September 20, 1864, date of desertion. 

Application for the removal of the charge of desertion was denied April 28, 1887, 
on the ands that the records show the soldier to have deserted Suptember 20, 
1864, atthe expiration of a thirty days’ furlough, and did not thereafter rejoin his 
command, though he was continued in service until July 13, 1865, nor reported his 
whereabouts or the cause of his absence to any military authority. 

After the foregoing decision was rendered, the Commissioner of Pensions sub- 
mitted the following additional testimony, namely: 

The claimant again. under date of March 30,1882, swears that he was home sick 
and unable to return and be mustered out with hia battery — July 13, 1865; that 
while in the service and in the line of duty hauling stone with which to erect a 
cemetery, a vicious horse attached to a cart ran away, upset the cart, threw bim 
underneath, and dragged him 5 ‘or 6 rods, cutting a large hole in his head just 
above his right eye, another in the top of his head, and breaking his collar bone, 
left breast bone, left wrist and thumb. and left hip bone; that these injuries wero 
sustained at Chattanooga, Tonn., abont June 12, 1863 [1864], that he was treated 
by the surgeon at the comotory for five days, then in tield hospital, then for one 
week in Hospital No. 1, then in Hospital No. 2, until July 2, 1863 [1864], then for 
three months in Lookout Hospital No. 3, and was then detached to take care of 
the knapsacks in a room in the last-named hospital, on which duty he remained 
until September 20, 1862 [1864], that one day while going to head-quarters he fell 
and broke his left hip the sécond time, and was sont to, and rem: in Lookout 
Mountain Hospital No, 3 until the last week in November, 1863 [1864]; that he 
then received a sick furlongh for ninety days, went to hia home in Wayne County, 
Ohio, where he was treated by Dr. Firestone, from December 17, 1863 (1864), 2 
Jan 12, 1864 [1865], who on February 22, 1864 (1865), brought him an order to 
report to Columbus, Obio; that he re ed at Columbus, March 8, 1864 [1888]. 
whero he remained undertreatment until March 13, 1864 [1865}, then was examined 
by three surgeons and received another farlongh to go home and remain until 
further orders; that he never received further orders; was unable to travel, and 
had to walk on crutches until August. 1864 (1865), and until after his was 
mustered out; therefore was not discharged with the battery; that his physical con 
dition that he So se fee only one-third of the amount of manual labor 
that he did before he enl! 10 i 

Dr. L. Firestone, of Wooster, Wayne Gonet Gia under date of June 26, 1882, 
swears that the claimant was suffering very ly from the severe effects of the 

jury received on the left aide of the sternum nearly opposite the heart, for which 

ury he was farlonghed ; that claimant was under his treatment from early in the 
fall of 1864 for sixty days, and under occasional advice until early in the winterof 
1865; that ho was unable to. 3 duty on account of disability, and afterwards 
suffered so much that he could perform manual labor only half the time; that active 
exercise would canso fainting 6 and much discomfort. 

The claimant, under dato of mber 6, 1887, swears that about October 1, 1964, 
he wag farloughed for ninety daya from Lookout Mountain Hospital No. 3, an 
was at home but sixty-five days when he received orders to report to Camp Den- 
nison, Ohio; that he complied with said orders, and remained there nine days, 
without being examined, when the officer in charge gave him transportation to 

go home, and TONOA to remain there until further orders; that said orders 

nover came, and his battery was mustered ont. 

On Fobraary 3, 1888, the Department informed the claimant, through his attor- 
ney, Mr. J. i. Munter, that unless the assertion, that after ning under 
treatment at Columbus, Ohio, from March 8, to March 16, 1805, he was examined 
by a board of surgeons, and upon their recommendation furloughed for an indeti- 

te time, en be established by competent proof, the former adverse decision 
must stand. 

The claimant, under date of April 7, 1888, swears that he reported at Columbus, 
March 8, 1865, was examined by a board of surgeons March 9, 1865, and was sent 
to Camp Dennison until he should be able for duty; while there was examined 
March 15, 1805, by a board of surgeons, and on March 16, 1865, received a 
tation home, with an order to report at Columbus with his furlough, which expired 
that day and which was extended indefinitely by the board of surgeons that ex- 
amined him March 9; that said furlough and other papers were burned, with the 

* home in which he lived, in 8 569. 

Adiine Farnwalt, wife of claimant, under date of April 7, 1888, swears that sho 
saw claimant's furlough and noticed that the timo had been extended until far- 
ther orders, and that she saw in February, 1867, at his brother-in-law's house in 
Farview, Ohio, his transportation Br received at Camp Dennison, Obio. 

James Hawk, of West Salom, Olio. lato a FEWN of Company I, Twenty- 
ninth Ohio Volunteers, under date of Maroh 1 and July 2, 1884, swears that in 
1865, when hia father had a free soldiers’ dinner,“ the claimant was present, and 

a fur and a paper showing that he had transportation from Camp Den- 
nison to his home; that a man from Cleveland, who was also at the dinner, wanted 


to buy said furlough and papers, but he (affiant) told claimant not to sell them, as 
claim bem, since then his 


was 

home, and claimant said that he had no discharge, but 

BAW, 

Ohio, under date of February 22, 1888, 
by the immediately preceding affi- 

ant, he saw the claimant's furlough, which he had received from the — y hos. 


charge papers. 

A rep rt from the Surgeon-General, United States Army, dated July 31, 1888, 
furnishes no evidence that the soldier wag in ho-pital at Camp Dennison, Ohio. 

On August 9, 1888, the Department informed the claimant, through hir attorney, 
that, in the absence of any corroborative evidence of record, the additional testi- 
mony submitted could not be accepted for favorable action, and that the former 
adverse decision must be adhered to. 

Respectfally submitted. 

F, C. AINSWORTH, 
Captain and Assistant Surgeon, U. &. Army. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS BEAUMONT, 


Mr. DOLLIVER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 11345) to increase the pension of Thomas 
Beaumont. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to increase the allowance of pension now granted to Thomas 
Beaumont so that said Beaumont shall receive monthly the sum of $45. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom wasreferred the bill (H. R. 11345) 
granting a A erges to Thomas Beaumont, submit the following report: 

Thomas Beaumont is now on the pensiou-roll at $36 per m nth, His eve 
amounts to the total loss of his left arm. It is not amputated, but is so mutila 
from the shoulder down that he can not use an artifi limb, and has absolutel, 
no use of his arm, His record is one of gallantry and long service, 
October, 1861, in Company M, Ninth New York Cavalry, aud re-enlisted in Decem- 
ber, 1863, He was wounded in the elbow and wrist in the Shenandoah Valley, in 
1864. The surgeons removed 3} inches of the humerus, and the entire nina. 0 
efivct of this operation was to completely destroy the arm, the muscles of the shoul- 
dor being atrophied. 

This remarkable surgical operation is fully reported in the surgical enaa a 
the rebellion. No one can examine his arm without concluding that his disability 
is equal to the amputation of the arm at the shoulder or so near the shoulder as 
to prevent the use of an artificial limb. From below the point of ampntation of 
the bone his arm swings like a pendulum and is useless, Tho Pension Office, be- 
ing guided by the letter of the law, which describes only a loss of the arm by am- 

utation, have not been able to allow this claim, notwithstanding the arm is muti- 
ted and destroyed by surgical operations fully as fatal to the use of the arm as 
amputation. On this state of facts the committee recommend that the bill do pass, 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

JOIN GRANT. 


Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Lask unanimous consent for the present 
everest of the bill (H. R. 4396) granting a pension to John 

rant. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the pame of John Grant, private Maddox battal- 
ion, California Volunteers, Mexican war. 


The report (by Mr. De LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. 4306) grant- 
Fo pension to John Grant, have considered the and re A 
he claimant served under the name of William Mo. e in Capt. W. A. T. 
ere battalion of California Volunteers, from December 1, 1846, to January 
1847. 

After the passage of the Mexican war service act, the claimant made application 
for pension, but his claim was rejected upon the t at he did not serve 
sixty days, and was not engaged in battle during the war with Mexico. 

‘The records fail to show that any travel pay was allowed in this case, and the 

rt of service shows but fifty-nine days“ service. 
he claimant is now about sixty-three 5 

Your committee are of the opinion t the claimant should not be debarred 
from mtn a pension on account of the lack of one day more of service, and 
the passage of the bill is therefore recommended. 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

FLETCHER GALLOWAY, 


Mr. O'DONNELL, Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
aout of the bill (H. R. 2427) granting a pension to Fletcher Gal- 
oway. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, èle., That the Secreta 
ized and directed to place on the n-roll, subject to 
tations of the pension laws, the name of er way (insane), late a private 
5 D, Thirteenth Illinois Infantry, said pension to be paid to the guardian 
soldier, . 


of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
15 TA Ui 


. 


Pee 


1890. 


The report (by Mr. BRLXNAT) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred tho bill (H. R. 2427) 
easier é poeu to Fletcher Galloway, submit the following t 
ER el 


teher Galloway enlisted May 9, 1861, as a private in Company B, 
Thirteenth IIlinois Infantry, and was su aentiy transferred to Carey. Ae 
Fourth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps. He was honorably discharged June 


18, 1864, at Rock Island. III. 

The records of the War Department show that he participated in`the battles 
at Chickasaw Bayon, December 28-20, 1862, Arkansas Post, January 11. 1863, at 
Jackson, Miss., May 14, 1863, and at the siege of Vicksburg from May 18 to July 
4. 1863. He was trinsterred to the Veteran Reserve Corps November 7, 1863, at 
St. Louis, Mo., III from the effects of peritonitis aud incipient consumption. April 
23, 1883, he applied for sion, and in bis declaration alleged a wo: on the head 
from a bayonet thrust, in the line of daty, in an bees ga pa at Rolla, Mo. His 
declaration further alleged chronic diarrhea, liver and kidney complaint, brought 
on by exposare in the army service. 

This claim was supported by the testimony of comrades who were with him in 
the same company, and knew he was sick with dysentery and the maladies al- 
leged; also by surgeons who treated bim for disease of the brain occasioned by a 
bayonet thrust in Da tle, as he alleged, resulting in insanity. 

be surgeon at the asylum testified to finding a scar on the right side of the 
frontal bone iz inches in length, „ over the anterior part of the pari- 
etal bone, but no evidence of fracture of skull. 

Comrades testified that when Galloway entered the service in 1861 he was a 
strong, healthy young man, and when he returned in 1864 evidence was o 
show that he waa a physical wreck. For three or four yeara prior to 1882 he was 
regarded as deranged, and in November, 1882, he was incar, erated in the Eastern 
Michigan Asylum. He was subsequently returned home as not dangerons. 

Aguin, on September 3, 1887, he was admitted to the Michigan Asylum at Kala- 
mazon, and has since remained there. The surgeons who examined him by order 
of the probate court of Eaton County, at Charlotte, Mich., testified that he is a 
dangerous son, becoming at times wild and uncontrvllable, threatening the 
life of all who may be near him, eta.“ 

His wife testified that in one of these fits he burned up all his discharge papers, 
but «be had frequentiy heard him say the trouble with his head was cansed by a 
bayonet or saber wound in a skirmish withthe enemy. His wite farther testi- 
fies that she is left to care for six children and that she has no meanaof support 
save what she can earn and what little the children can earn by doing chores; 
that she is in a needy and destitute condition, and that she has been compelled to 
cali upon the people of Eaton Rapids, Mich., for help. Thesoldier, Fletcher Gal- 
loway, is supported by the State as an indigent insane person. 

The Pension Bureau rejected this soldier's claim for pension June 2, 1887, and 
3 8 review persisted in that rejection, on the ground that vo disability from 

«ged causes has existed in a pensionable degree since filing claim." The final 
rejvetion appears to be based upon the attidavit of Dr. Edwards, of the Kalamazoo 
asylum, made January 21, 1885, to the effect that Galloway is in good health, 
though unquestionably insane and vicious, requiring the constant attendunce of 
another person 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, amended, however, by fix- 
ing the amount of said pension at $40 per month. 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

And pay him a pension of $40 per month. 

Tne amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLOTTE B. NUTTING. 


Mr. HILL. Lask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 8997) granting a pension to Charlotte B. Nutting. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension. rolls, subject to the limitations and pro- 
visions of the pension laws, the name of Charlotte B. Nutting, mother of Henry 
D. Stoors, deceased, late of Company H, Sixteenth Regiment New York Volun- 
teers, in the war of the rebellion. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8997) 
granting a pension to Charlotte B. Nutting, having had the same under consider- 
ation, respectfully report: 

That the claimant, Charlotte B. Nutting, is the mother of Henry D. Storrs, who 
enlisted May 15, 1861, as a private in Company H, Sixteenth New York Volun- 
teers, aud was killed in action May 5, 1863, at Fredericksburgh, Va. 

January 25, 1873, Mrs. Nutting filed her claim for a pension as a dependent 
mother which was . G 60 d April 14, 1884, on the and of * non-depend- 
ence at time of soldier's death.” It appears from the evidence now on file in the 
Pension Office that her son was about eighteen years of age at the time of his en- 
listment and was then employed as a blacksmith, and that he had lived away from 
his mother and with relatives nearly all the time up to the date of his enlistment, 
and that occasionally he gave his mother clothing and provisions, and thut after 
his enlistment she received the amount ther due him for wages, and that after his 
his death she received his bounty and back-pay, amounting to about $137. 

Her husband was a minister of the gospel in feeble health, quite old, who 
earned a 5 support for himself and family by occasional preaching at conntry 
school-houses, having no regular e, He died in 1872 at over eighty years of 
age, leaving a smali property, consiating of a bouse and barn and about 2 acres of 
ground, worth from $400 to $500, which his wife took, or inherited, and subse- 
quently disposed of to pay for medical and funeral Ages and other purposes. 

It also appears from the evidence on file that Mra. Nutting is now over eighty 
years of age, very poor, and without property or means of support, and dependent 
npon charity of relatives. 

Under these circamstances your committee find that while she was not NN 
dependent upon her son for support at the time of his death, yet that she was 
partly so and ought to receive a pension, and therefore report the bill back with 
a recommendation that it do pass, 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; aud being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

W. G. TRIECE, 4 


Mr. BELKNAP. On behalf of my colleague [Mr. Burrows] I ask 
unanimous consent for the*present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
10557) for the relief of W. G. Triece, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he —— is, 


Au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the aud 
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limitations of the pension la the name of W. G. ‘Briece, late vato of Com- 
pany H, Tenth Peanaytvanis k Militia. sp s 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10557) 
granting a pension to William G. aeons submit the Sewing ener g 

©laimant was a member of Company H, Tenth Pennsylvan: ilitia Infantry, 
and was wounded while engaging the enemy at or near Hageratown, Md., Sep- 
tember 18, 1862, by gunshot wound in his left hand, which entirely destroyed the 
—75 ar three fingers and partial loss of index finger, aud greatly destroyed the use - 
of the hand. 

His claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau because his regiment was a State 


and not a United States organization ; but, inasmuch as it was ordered ont of his 
State and was engaged in repelling the invasion of the enemy, your committes 
believe he should be pensioned, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 


MARY E. HARNEY. 


05 RUMKI O tg O18) nin consent for ane eee con- 
sideration of the 8 ranting a pension to Mary E. Harney, 
The bill was read, as ilas: Re f 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Mary E. Harney, widow of William S. 
Harney, late brigadier-general and brevet major-general, United States Army, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL} was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 916) 
granting a pension to Mary E. Harney, submit the following report: 

That the facta in this case are clearly set forth by tho Senate report, which is 
hereby adopted. 

{Senate Report No. 295, Fifty-first Congress, first session, ] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 916) granting a 
pension to Mary E. Harney. widow of William S. Harney, late brigadier-g-neral 
A brevet major-general, United States Army, have examined the same and re 


That tho claimant is the widow of the late Maj. Gen. William S. Harney, of the 
was 


United States regular Army, who died on the 9th day of May. 1889. mar- 
ried to him on the 12th day of November, 1884, at St. Louis, Mo., and she is resid- 
ing for the present at Washington City, her former residence ha been at St, 
Louis. She is sixty-four years of age. There were no children by the marriage. 


Her husband, William 8. Harney, was appointed second lieutenant of the First 
regular Infantry Febraary 13, 1818, and after passing through all the intermedi- 
ate grades was retired from active service August l, 1663, and on the 13th of 
March, 1865, was appointed major-general for lung and faithful 8.0 

It ap that the general waa in active service fur forty-five years, He served 
in the Black Hawk and other Indian wars of the Northwest; also in the war with 
the Seminole Indians in Florida. He was in the field in Texas at the tine of the 
commencement of the Mexican war, aod served through the whole war. He com- 
manded the expedition operating against the hostile Sioox Indians in Nebraska. 
He commanded the United States forces ordered on the Utah expedition in 1858. 
In 1860 and in 1861 he was in command of the Department of O:egon and of the 
Department of the West. After his retirement from active service he was engaged 
in 1860 as commissioner to make treaties with Indiana in the West. 

In 1869 he served by appointment of the President as a member of the Board of 
Commissioners for Indian Affairs and as a member of the Board of Indian Peace 
Commissioners in the Northwest. He was brevetted colonel December 7, 1840, 
for gallant and meritorious conduct in several successive battles with hostile In- 
dians in Florida. He was appointed b; er-general April 18. 1847, for gallant 
and meritorious conduct on the field in the battle of Cerro Gordo. His character 
aa a brave and skillful officer in the many expeditions against the Indians in 
which he served and in the war with Mexico is thoroughly established. His long 
acquaintance with the Indiana and with their chiefa gave him qnite an influence 
with the tribes, aud enabled him to render valusble services to the Government 
as a commissioner and maker of treaties after the termination of his active mil- 


itary career. 
His widow, the claimant, is a lady of advanced years. Although General Har- 
ney during his lifetime bad quite a large property. yot it seems the 3 
aud the income so enjoyed by him came mostly from the estate ot his former wi 
and since his death it has descended to her heirs. The wilow ia left with only a 
life estate in the property held by the general in his own right. This prope 
consists of landed pruperty exclusively. A house and lot in St. Louis, a 4 
farm in St. Louis County, a large body of rough land in Franklin County, Mo., a 
house and lot in Pass Christian, Miss., and a few smal! pleces of wild land in Flor- 
ida. Her whole property is valued at $30,000. The valuable real estate in this is 
mortgaged for $18.500. 

Tus rents and income since the general's death from all sources is abont $2,000 
per year, but the interest on the morigages, taxes, insurance, repairs, and other 
necessary expenses to save the property exceed this income, so that the widow 
has been obliged to borrow money to meet her living expenses and to pay taxes on 
the unimproved property. 

Under these circumstances we think the claimant, upon account of the very 
tong. Ss pen and honorable services of her husband, is entitled to some measure 
of re 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 


MARY ELLEN FITZGERALD. 


Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- ` 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 1502) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Ellen Fitzgeratd. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Ellen Fitzgerald, invalid daugh- 


ter of Michael Fitzgerald, late a soldier in Company G, Sixth United States Infan- 
try, at the rate of $30 per month. 


The report (by Mr. GoopNIGHT) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 1502) 
granting a pension to Mary Ellen Fitagerald, submit the following report: 

Your committee adopt the report of the Senate committee, hereto attach 
the bill be amended by striking out the word th 


with | 
the recommendation * 


8658 
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AuGUsT 15, 
and inserting instead thereof the word “eighteen,” thus reducing the pension to The Commissioner of Pensions rejected this claim April 16, 1887, after special 
$18 — The Senate report is as follows: LAIRA on te praca Comm DLO tate we back TEA incurred while in 

«The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1502) granting | line of duty. 
Ellen Fi d, have examined the same, and 7 Your committee incline to the belief that this injury was incurred in the line of 


a pension to tageral report 

on similar bill was introduced at the last session and was favorably reported by 
this committee. That report is adopted and is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3860) granting a 
pension to Fitzgerald, have examined the same, and report: 

** This is a bill to pension Mary Ellen Fitzgerald, the helpless daughter of the 
Jate Michael Fitzgerald, who was a soldier in Company G, Sixth United States 
Infantry, and who served in the war of the rebellion, 

“+ The soldier's death was the result of his service, and his widow and three 
children were allowed a pension. The widow continued to draw hers until she 
was remarried, and the children drew theirs until they arrived at the age of six- 
teen, the limitation fixed by law. 

Tho beneficiary named in this bill is now said to be twenty-four years of age, 
and is, in consequence of an injury received when a child, deformed and helpless 
to an extent that prevents berdoing anything for her own support. 

„Dr. Basil Norris, U. S. Army, certifies as follows: 

“« ©T certify that re y during my tonr of duty at Vancouver Barracks, 
Wash. , I visited Mary Ellen Fitzgerald at her mother's quarters, Vancouver mil- 
itary reservation; that she suffers from complete paralysis of the inferior extremi- 
ties; that she is unable to walk or stand orto do anything to maintain herself, and 
that she has required the care and attention of another person since her in- 


ex. 

10 Waren of the Army officers at Vancouver make the same statements and join 
eee priret et lg Sy wear by special act. 

Much credit is given to her father for prolonged and faithful service, whereby 

family waa prematurely deprived of his protection. 

There is no doubt, in the opinion of the committee, that it Is a proper case for 
Congress te relieve by special legislation. 

“*The petition is numerously signed by citizens of Vancouver, 

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was concurred in. 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was ordered to be 
read a third time; and being read the third time, was passed. 


ANDREW J. FOUST. 


Mr, FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

resent consideration of bill (S. 775) granting a pension to Andrew 

. Fonst. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew J. Foust, Company 
B, One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 775) 
granting u pension to Andrew J. Foust, submit the following report: 

‘That the facts in this case are clearly and fully set forth by the Senate report, 
which is hereby adopted. 


[Senato Report No. 224, Fifty-first Congress, first seasion.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 775) granting a 

on to Andrew J. Foust, submit the following report: 

A similar bill the Senate at the first session of the Fiftieth Congress. 
The facts are fully set forth in the accompanying report made at that time. 

The claimant under this bill, Andrew J. Foust, enlisted November 23, 1863, in 
Company B. One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment Indiana Infantry, He was 
Conan J Lord — 1865, On February 18, 1884, he made application for a pen- 
sion, alleging tha 

At or near a place called Buszard's Roost, near New Hope Church, Georgia, 
May 25, 1884, he got into an altercation with amin Brown and brother; was 
struck on the head with a stone, which has resulted in a loss of memory and a 


running sore." 
In — fo the above declaration he more fully sets forth the cause of the al- 
leged altercation as follows: The difficulty arose from the fact of claimant having 
the said Browns to Colonel De Hart for having shown a white flag to 
the enemy, and be was ordered to shoot them if they repeated it by Colonel De 
Hart. The said Browns both deserted the company and regiment some time aft- 
erwards, and are so borne on the rolls. The records ot the War Department show 
him present and sick; nature of sickness not stated. Tho Surgeon-Genoral re- 
ports claimant admitted May 12, 1864, from Ringgold, Ga., *' 3 fracture 
right temporal bone, transferred to Brown General Hospital, Louisville, Ky., May 
1864, with incised wound of head," 
rade Andrew J. Young corroborates fully the affidavit of claimant and in 
addition testifies to prior soundness; and in addition, says: 

„The Browns were rebels at heart, es y David, and were always com- 
plaining of our rations and cause; and affiant often heard David Brown say he 
would desert the first chance he got, and afterwards did so; s . claimant after he 
rejoined his command; and he was still suffering from the effects of said blow, and 
his mind and memory were Lng ip nap Nara he did not seem as bright as he formerly 
was, and that he knows these facts from personal knowledge.” 

Serut. Beecher B. Powell, of the claimant's 8 was well acquainted with 
claimant, and corroborates former affidavits fully, and swears: 

“The difficulty arose from the claimant having reported td Colonel De Hart that 
the said Browns had displayed a white to the rebels, and that Colonel De 
Hart ordered claimant o shoot the Browns they displayed said white flag again. 
Claimant was badly hurt; fracture of the skull and was thought fatally. 
* * * Said Browns were undoubtedly rebels. * * The claimant wasa 
8 active man, a bravo soldier, always ready to do his duty without com- 


The War Department reports “David Brown missing in action, and that Ben- 
jamin F. Brown deserted January 1, 1865, while on furlongh.” 

The board of examiners at Logansport, Ind., under date of May 14, 1884, report 
no disability, and maka no rating. 

The board at Iola, Kans., under date of March 23, 1887, report anine-eighteenths 
rating for dixability caused by injury to bead. 

The rtment not being satisfied with the testimony offered, concluded to 
have the claim 


ally examined, and accordingly the papers were sent to 
Special Examiner J. M. Gilson, who gives the opinion that it is merito and 
recommends further examination. e mentions the present destitution of the 


and therefore recom 
claim can not be admitted, I did not deem it necessary to 
. 6 of th 3 tn theo presence 
w 0 e ace presenco 
of nearly the entire company, and had no difficulty in Raahe ‘ eye-witneases.'" 


ber of times; and it was clearly the 
treason as displaying a white fag. 

While the evi of the continuance is not clear, his present impoverished 
condition and dependence upon friends and comrades for support, and the disa- 
bility to head shewn by latest examination by the board at lola, Kans., which 
rates him at -e total, your committee feel justified in recommending 
the passage of the bi 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. ADELIA NEAR. 


Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for thé 

resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 7124) granting a pension to 

rs. Adelia Near, widow of Sylvester Near, of Company H, One 
hundred and twentieth Regiment New York Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the n laws, tho name of Mrs. Adelia Near, widow of Sylvester 
wees e Company H of the One hundred and twentieth Regiment New York 

oun 

The report (by Mr. TURNER, of New York) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7124) 

nting a pension to Mra. Adelia Near, widow of Svivestor Near, of Company H, 
One hc noel and twenticth Regiment New York Volunteers, submit the follow- 
re g 

The claimant is the widow of Sylvester Near, who was a soldier of Company A, 
One hundred and twentieth Regiment New York Volunteers, and honorably dis- 
charged. fle received a pension (cortifjcate 198187) on account of varicocele con- 
tracted in the military service. He died on the 17th of July, 1888. disease of the 
heart being given as the cause. After hia death a claim for a widow's peusion 
was filed (claim 347540), but on account of the decease of the physician who at- 
tended her husband fessionally the required evidence about the development 
and condition of his disease could not be produced a to the existing laws. 

It is claimed that the fatal heart disease was the result of the established dis- 
ease of varicocele contracted in the military service. The widow, during the last 
years of the life of her sia pon Robi not only attending at his sick-bed, but was 
also under the necessity of earning a li herself and her disabled husband, 
and thereby became reduced in health an being withont means 
she can notany longer provide for herself in her advancing age: 

Your committee report favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask that it do 
pass. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, is not that bill covered by the gen- 
eral Jaw passed a month or so ago? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
STIVERS] can undoubtedly answer that question. 

Mr. STIVERS. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] will 
explain. 

Mr. MORRILL. 
read. 

Mr. TARSNEY. This is the ordinary case, where the soldier him- 
self was unable to prove his case. 

Mr. MORRILL. I suppose that same remark would apply to 
nearly all of the bills that we have passed this evening for soldiers. 
The difference would be that the pensioner would go on the roll now 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension law. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is the case of a soldier’s widow. 

Mr. MORRILL. And get a higher rate than under this new act! 

Mr.TARSNEY. Exactly, and thus make a discrimination against 
those who have applied under this act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. I would suggest tothe gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. TausNry] that this is a bill in the interest of a sol- 
diers widow. I suppose under those circumstances a pension will 
be the same. 

Mr. TARSNEY. But there is this discrimination against those 
who have applied under the general law, that they have to wait their 
regular turn for adjudication in the Pension Bureau, while by pro- 
ceeding under the special-act system you put those who do proceed 
under that system in advance of those who take the regular course 
under the law. 

Mr. MORRILL. The probability is that this bill was reported 
before the general act was passed. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

ABRAHAM W. JACKSON. 


Mr. MILLIKEN, I desire to call up for present consideration the 
bill (H. R. 2279) granting a pension to Abraham W, Jackson, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized aud directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Abraham W. Jackson, of Concord, Mass., 
late a private in Company C, Eighth Regiment Maine Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. NUTE) was read, as follows: 

The claimant in this case was a student in Waterville College (now Colby Uni- 
versity), Waterville, Me., at the breaking out of the war. He was nineteen 
of age at that time. In common with 60 many who were young in 1861 be the 
college and enlisted as a private in Company C, Eighth Volunteers, in Sep- 
tember, 1861; was patna promoted to captain, and served faithfully until 
September 15, 1865, when he resigned his commission on account of "debility, con- 


strength, and 


I did not give close attention to the report as 


sequent u fever, incurred in the Department of South Carolina," as 
own by certifi of Assistant Surgeon-General Anson P. Hooker, under date 
of August 10, 1865. 
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The soldier to the Pension Bureau for a 
in both ears in ber, 1866. In his first application he stated that 
“was quite 1 at the time of his discharge.“ In a subsequent paper he 
stated that his attention was drawn to his deafness within a month after he left 
the service, when his French teacher (he having resumed his studies immediately 
after his return from the army), Dr. Armontt, of Boston, detai him one day 
after class recitation and told him of the noticeable defect in hia 

The evidence clesrly shows that from this time on the disability increased, un- 
til now he can not hear without the aid of some mechanical appli The claim 
was rejected by the Pension Burean because the soldier could not furnish evi- 
dence that he contracted the disea~e in the service. 

Inasmuch as this defect in bearing came on just at the close of his term of serv- 
ice, or within the month following, and was not of a marked character, his inabil- 
ity to furnish evidence of origin is not to be wondered at. The was dis- 
charged on account of ‘debility conseqnent upon malarial fever.“ 

Prof. J. B. Foster, of Colby University, states that when the soldier returned 
to college he noticed “the great change that had been wrought in bim by his 
army experience. While his intellectual powers in general did not seem impaired, 
there waa, it seemed to me, painful evidence that his nervous system had suf. 
fered a severe strain, if not a positive shock." 

The suldier complained of trouble in bis head. And his appearance, his 
flushed face and swollen eyes, bore testimony to the truth of his statement.” 

It is reasonable to suppose that this deafness was the result of the malarial 
poison which the evidence clearly shows had ap — the soldier's nervous system 
and had l-ft him in a debilitated condition. However this may be, there is no 
reasonable doubt that his deafness originated in the service, though it may not 
have developed toany marked extent until about the time of his discharge or within 
the first month thereafter. 

The board of United States examining surgeons at Santa Barbara, Cal., which 
examined the soldier August 6, 1684, state that, from the condition and history of 

t, it is our opinion the disability was incurred in the service as claimed 

rotracted by vicious habits.” The soldier after 

by ty entered tbe ministry. The evidence shows 

that he is a man of bright mind. great energy, and of irreproachable character. 

His pronaos in life. were bright, but they have ben blighted by this disease, 

anda iant career has been practically closed, having been compelled to resign 

his position as a clergyman. and being incapacitated from 2 in apy bnsi- 

ee being almost totally deaf at the present time and in destitute circum- 
nees. 

Such a sacrifice mérits prompt and liberal recognition at the hands of a grateful 
country. 

"After a careful review of the evidence your committee is of the opinion that 
this is a case which cl arly calls for Congressional action, and recommends the pas- 
sage of the accompanying bill. 

The committee recommend to amend by striking out the word 
“private” and inserting the word “captain.” 

‘The amendment was a to. p 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 


the c 
and that it is not . or 
graduating from Colby Upive 


DAVID STOCKWELL. 


Mr. QUACKENBUSH. Icall up for present consideration the bill 
(H. R. 9084) granting a pension to David Stockwell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ard he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol], subject to the Visions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of David Stockwell, late of Captain Vaughn's 
company. One bundred and sixty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteers, and pay 
him a pension from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. SawYEnr) was read, as follows: 


granting a pension to David Stockwell, submit the following nS. 
red and sixty-ninth New York Volunteers, for 


continuance to the 
known him both 

Your committee believe this to be a just bill, and therefore recommend that the 
bill do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be e for a third reading; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS J. WILKINS. 


Mr. KENNEDY. I ask for the present consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 11530) granting a pension to Thomas J. Wilkins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to place ow the n-rolls the nameof Thomas J. Wilkins, 
late a private of Company D, Sixty-sixth Obio Volunteer Infantry, and of Com- 
pany L, Second Ohio Heavy Artillery, and pay bim a pension at the rate of $75 per 
month, be being totally disabled and infirm from wounds army service. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill R. 
11530) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. Wilkins, submit the W- 


ing report: 

Cintmans was a private in Company D, Sixty-sixth Ohio Volunteer Infantry; 
enlisted November 18, 1861, and was discharged February, 1863; re-enlisted June 
14, 1863, and was discharged August 1865; was wounded at Port Republic Jane 
9, 1862, by t wound in breast, ball entering at or near right nipple and was 
cut ont right axilla, for which he was pensioned. ' 

The surgeon who made ont his discharge papers the first time, for A 
diagnosed bis disease as phthisis pulmonalis, exciting cause ef gunshot w: 
but claimant waa ted afterwards as sound. His present condition is de- 
pa by 3 R. P. xx RDX, member of Congress, who knows the man per- 
gon , as follows: 

‘Thomas J. ilkins was one of the six sons of Thomas Wilkins, who, with all 
his sons, enlisted in the service. 

‘The father and four sons died from wounds or disease contracted in the service, 


and one of the sisters of this soldier, who . front to bring back a 
wounded brother. succeeded in gesting him as far as the depot in his native town 
when he died on the platform, and this sister, by reason of exposure incident to 
this trip, also touk «ick and died. This family contributed by wounds and disease 
to the death-list of the Army six of its main ng The was wounded b 
gunshot wound in right breast, and was discharged from service and 7 
ro in the Second Ohio Heavy Artillery and served until discharged 
0 war. 

He receives a small pension for his gunshot wound. 

This man bas never been mentally or physically strong since his return from 
the Army, and has been slowly growing worse, bis debilitate condition evidently 
being the result of his army service and the exposure meident thereto, and by 
reason of his enfecblvd condition he sometime since had a fall, and was soreverel: 
3 that he became hopelessly insane and requires the constant attention 
another person. 

Ilis admission to the Soldiers“ Home has been denied him because they are not 
pona to care for him as an insane soldier, and he has been returned to his 

one, and is now an inmate of the county poor-house, 

Believing tho claim meritorious, your committee return the ap seat bill, 
with the recommendation that it do pass, amended, however, by gout the 
word “seventy-two,” in line 8, and inserting therein instead the word “forty.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


~ JOHN R. BROWN. 3 


Mr. YODER. I desire to call up for present consideration the bill 
(H. R. 5065) for the relief of John R. Brown: ; 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, That the of Waris hereby directed to vacate the 
order of tho War artment made July 24, 1863, dismissing from the military 
service of the United States John R. Brown, late assistant $ of the Eighty. 
second Illinois irat eni is required to muster out said John R. Brown, 


date from August 10, 
The report (by Mr. Caney) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on ag a ae to whom was referred the bill H. R. 5065) 
for the relief of John R. wn, having had the same under tion, re- 


rea report: 

That John R. Brown was mustered into the service of the United States as 
second assistant surgeon, Eighty-second Ilinois Infantry Volunteers, June 10, 
1863, near Brook’s Station, Va, to serve three years, and was dismissed the service 
July 29, 1863, “for disloyalty and treasonable ge with Joss of all pay and 
allowances of that date, by special order of the War Department. 

The evidence offered shows that the said John R. Brown, from the day of his 
muster to the 10th day of Aurost 1863, when .he received the order dismissing 
him from the service, was faithful in the performance of every duty. Letters 
written in 1863 by Dr. E. Pearce, surgeon-in-chief First Brigade, 

Eleventh Co: and by Assistant Surgeons D. A. Day, J. Mortimer Crane, 

D. G. Caldwell, bear testimony that Dr. Jobn R. Brown was, 9 service, 
esprcially after the ba:tle of Gettysburgh, not only efficient, but faithfu in the 
performance of the duties imposed upon him as a surgeon in the Union Army. 

J. R. Brown was dismissed from the service for language which it was po 
he uttered previous to his entry into the Union Army. The evidence offered 
against the said Brown consisted of affidavits, which he was not permitted to see 
or in any manner refute. He had no trial or hearing. 

The committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ANDREW J. BLACKSTONE. 


Mr. SMYSER. Ieall up for my colleague [Mr. MCKINLEY] the 
bill (H. R. 5860) for the relief of Andrew J. Blackstone. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to cause to be cangeled from the records the charge of desertion bow 
standing uncanceled thereon against the name of Andrew T. Blackstone, late a 
5 7552 in Company H, of the One hundred and twenty-third Regiment of Minois 

olunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. CAREY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on katy Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5860) 
for the relief of Andrew J. Blackstone, having considered the same, respectfully 
re 


That Andro J. Blackstone enlisted in August, 1861, and served nearly the en- 
tire period of the war, and a part of the time as prisoner of war. He deserted ono 
command and jomed another after having been separated from his own command 
na The per our committee have appended the report of the Adjatant-General, 
which gives all the evidence submitted to your committee, and recommend the 


passage of the bill. 


Case of Andrew J. Blackstone, late private Company H, One hundred and 
third Illinois Volunteers, and late private Company D, Ninth Ohio Cavalry vat. 
4 Rxconůb AxD PxxstoN Divisiox, May 7, 1890. 
Andrew J. Blackstone, private, Company H, One hundred and twenty-third 
Illinois Volunteers, was enrolled August 1, 1862, to serve three years: was ad 
mitted to post hospital, Convaleacent Barracks No.1, Louisville, Ky., in 18%. - date 
of admission and d ital October 9, 
1862; was admitted 


3. aene raong erg 
nary 27, g fa 8 er to rejoin his comm: which was re- 
tained inservice until June 28, 1865, but on January 4 1864, while absent in deser- 
tion, enlisted in Company D, Ninth Ohio Cavalry Volunteers, for three rs, in 
violation of the twenty-second (now fiftieth) Article of War, and served fithfull 

a in the latter organization until mustered out with his company July 20, 


‘The claimant, under date of December 18 3 ho was taken ptis- 
oner while on a fora, expedition, January ; Was paroled x 


` 
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caped and reached Louisville, Ky., in March 1863, with no parol, but as his name 
had appear d in a published list 1 and as he was sick he received 


el thing. was sent to the hospital at Camp Chase, Obio, whose commander permit- 
ted him to go home about the time of the Holmes County Prespas! that frum bis 
home he wrote to his company for his descriptive list and awaited his ane 
or return; that having heard nothing about returning tu his company or of h 

exchange, and having no parol and not having received any pay for a long time, 
on January 4, 1864, he entisted in the Ninth Ohio Cavalry and served therein un- 
til mustered ont at the close of the war. 

In another statement dated July 26, 1886, the claimant swears that two or three 
days after his capture he was detailed with two other prisoners to drive forage 
teams fur subsistence for the prisoners; that be bad to drive a little farther than 
his comrades and in consequence did not get back to camp as soon as they, and 
when he did return, ail the prisoners, including the two comrades, bad been pa- 
ruled and sent through the rebel lines; that he was not paroled until the latter 
part of March, 1863; that he was recaptured and deprived of his parol, escaped 
and made bis WATIS Louisville, sick and destitute, aud was sent thence to Camp 
Denison, Ohio, where, ov account of broken health, he was advised to go to his 
home at West Lebanon, Ohio, and did so; that by reason of exposure and desti- 
tution from the time he was first captured, he became sick and could not have 
done duty had he met bis regiment, neitber fur the same reason could he have 

e to the regiment, had he known where it was; that as soon as he reached 
me he rep rted by letter to Capt. R. V. B. Buskirk, and afterwards to other com- 
pany officers, but received no answer or orders; that he became tired of doing 
nothing, and, not Siereden ~ to go back to his own regiment without having been 
exchang enlisted in the Ninth Ohio Cavalry Volpnteers; that hedid not enlist 
in the latter organization for bounty, as the rolls Will show; that from the time 
he regained his health in 1863, until his second enlistment, he was always ready 
to respond to any order that he might receive from bis original command. 

Claimant has farnished two other sworn statements da April 18, 1887, and 
June 1, 1889, respectively, but except in the latter, in which be swears that while 
a prisoner he contracted yellow jaundice and was reduced to n mere skeleton, 
scarcely able to walk, no additional information in the premises is presented. 

A petition for the removal of the charge of desertion which stands against the 
claimant, and in Which it is stated that many of the petitioners are acquainted 
with the facts set forth in his application, is signed by eiguty-three ex-soldiers 
and Grand Army of the Republic men in Ohio. 

Claimant's name does not appear upon the records of Camp Chase, Ohio. 

Application for the removal of the charge of desertion was denied July 9, 1887, 
in a latter to the attorneys in the case, on the ground that aa the period of absence 
between the datea of desertion and re-enlistment exceeded three months, the case 
was not covered by the act of Congress approved May 17, 1888. 

Application was again denied August 27, 1889. because the case was not em- 
braced within the provisions of the act of Céngress approved March 2, 1889, as 
the soldier's absence between desertion and re-enlisiment exceeded four months. 

Respectfally submitted. 

F. C. AINSWORTH, 


Captain and Assistant Surgeon, U. S. Army. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ISAAC RISEDEN. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. I call up for present consideration, 
for my colleagne [Mr. Houx ], the bill (H. R. 10033) granting a pen- 
sion to Isaac Riseden. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 


Be it enacted, ete., That theSecretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Isaac Riseden on the pension-rolls with 
the rank and rate of captain, subject to the limitations of the peusion laws. 


The report (by Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10033) 
granting a pension to Isaac Riseden, submit the following report: 

Tanne ISASA claims pension on account of rupture incurred in an engagement 
with the enemy about February 15. 1864, while serving as first lieutenant of Com. 
pany E, Eleventh Tenne*see Cavalry. This claim bas been rejected by the Pen- 
sion Office on the ground that the records of the War Department fail to show that 
claimant was enrolled as an enlisted man or mustered into service as an officer of 
the Eleventh Tennessee hig her 

The ineutrrence of the disability under the circumstances alleged is clearly 
shown by the testimony of the lieutenant-colemel of the regiment and others. In 
fact the only es at issue is that upon which the rejection of his claim is based, 
and that weuld seem rather technical in view of the fact- in the case. 

Riseden, according to the records o! the Adjutant-General's Office, was first en- 
rolled as private of Company F, Seventh Tennessee Volunteers, August 8, 1862, 
and served until discharged, August 14, 1863, for promotion to first lieutenant 
Company E, Eleventh Tennessee Cavalry.” 

The Adjutant-General further reports: 

“The records of Eleventh Tennessee Cavalry on file in this office are vey in- 
complete, there being no muster-rolls of company. E (with which company Rise 
den claims to have rendered $ rvice) on file, until one for Mureb and April, 1864, 
which roll reports the company mustered in July, 1663. The name of Isaac Rise- 
den does not a ron suid toll. There is no officer borne on any rolls of said 
company prior to September 1, 1864. Riseden’s name first 1 on roll of said 
ae rs dated October 31, 1864, with remark ‘a prisoner of war since February 
22, 1864.’ He is similarly reported on all November and December, 1884. which 
roll is the last one on which bis name is borne. 


The company was in action Feb- 
ruary 22, 1864, and all its records captured. 

“ Prisoner of war records show Riseden captured said date at Cumberland Gap, 
Tenn., yg ts at N. E. Ferry, North Carolina, March 1. 1865; repor ted at Camp 
Parole, Md. (date not given), and sent to Camp Chase, Obio, March 10, 1865. No 
further information.” 

Unders al act of Congress, approved June 22, 1874, Rireden was allowed the 

y aud allowance as first lientenant Company E, Eleventh Tennessee Cavalry, 

rom August 1, 1863, to March 10, 1868. 

Notwithstanding the record heretofore referred to, and the action of Congress 
allowing him the pay of a tirst lieutenant of cavalry, the War Department de- 
clines to recognize Riseden as a member of the Eleventh Tenn essee Cavalry; 
aas as inability of the Pension Burean to take favorable action on his claim 

for pension. 

Your committee, however, are of the opinion that Riseden served as claimed; 
ane oee he hater ruptured in said service; and that he should no longer be kept 

“out o 8 pension. 

The accompanying bill is therefore returned with the recommendation that it 
do pass, amen however, by striking out all after the words pension- rolls,“ in 
yine 5, and inserting Shervin instead the words “and pay bim a pension as first 
yivatenant Company E, Eleventh Regiment Tennessee Cavalry.“ 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

MRS. MARY HYDE. 


Mr. TARSNEY. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 5239) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Ilyde. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolla, subject to the 3 and 
limitations of the general pension laws, the name of Mrs. Mary Hyde, widow of 
Calvin U. Hyde, late private Company —, First Kansas Battery. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5239) 
granting a pension to Mra. Mary Hyde, submit the following report: 

This claimant, widow of Calvin C. 5 5 First Kansas Battery, is unable tose- 
cure a pension through the Pension ce for the reason that abe is unable to 
comply with technical requirements of the Department in furnishing evidence 
that her hasband died of aries contracted in the service. He was discha: 
from the service for disability after three years’ service and immediately applied 
1 for sore eyes, but died before he had completed his claim, Jan S 
1869. The physician who treated bim in last sickness is dead, but the family 
physician who treated him up to within two months of death makes affidavit that 
claimant died of dropsy, or rheumatism, and that his condition was due to gen- 
eral debility and derangement of the organs, which would naturally follow active 
mnilitary service. 

Merida Allen, neighhor, swears that he became acquainted with Calvin Hyde 
in 1867, and often heard him complain of weak and sore eyes, swelling of feet and 
limbs, called dropsy, and also complained of kidney disease. To his knowl- 
edge and belief soldier died of drops , kidney trouble, and general breaking down 
of system. Was present during s; sg ates and at death of soldier, 

F. A. M Cook, M. D., testifies that for five years prior to the death of soldier 
he was regular attending parean; that he freqnently treated him for fever-sore 
on leg, dropsy, kidney and liver complaint, which he told him was the result of 
army service. Ho left the soldier two months before death, but is satisfied cause 
of death was from dropsy and kidney complaint. Attending physicians at time of 
death are dead. James H. Cook corroborates this testimony. 

Your committee recommend that the bill pass. 


The bill was ordered to be en for a third reading; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
FRANK SCHADER. 


Mr. MOFFITT. I call up for consideration for my colleague [Mr. 
SueRMAN] the bill (H. R. 9252) for the relief of Frank Schader. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the name of k Schader, 
late of Company G, Ninety-first New York Volunteers, and was marked and 
charged with desertion from said service, and to amend the military record of 
said soldier so charged as a deserter, and to pay him all pay, bounty, and allow- 
ances as may be due him, without reference to the charge of desertion. 


The report (by Mr. Carry) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9252) 
for the relief of Frank Schader, having considered the same, respectfully report: 

That Frank Schader, the claimant, enlisted November 21, 1861, in Company G, 
Ninety-first New York Volunteers, and served until March 20, 1865, when be was 
reported to have deserted. Itis evident from the evidence submitted to your com- 
mittee that such soldier had no intention to desert, but was ill from the effects of 
his service, as he did not reach his home until after the regiment was mustered 
out. When he did reach home he was still in very feeble health and had to be 
conveyed from the cars to his home. 

Your committee believe that this soldier's long and faithful service of three 
years and four months should be rewarded by an honorable discharge from such 
service even if his manner of getting ont was a little irregular at the time, and 
recommend the passage of the bill with the following amendments: Strike out in 
line 6 all after the woris Vork Voluntcers;“ strike out all of line 7, and in line 
8 the words, said sold er so charged as a deserter,” and insert in lieu of the 
words and line stricken out, the words, and grant him an honorable discharge 
under date of March 20, 1865." 

The committee submit the report of the military record of such soldier as fur- 
nished by the War Department. 

Case of Frank Schader, late of Company G, Ninety-firet New York Volunteers. 

RECORD AND PEXSION DIVISION, July 9, 1890. 


Frank Schader, private Company G, Ninety-first New York Volun cers, was 
enrolled at Schenectady, N. Y., November 21, 1861, to serye three years, and is 
reported present on the muster-rolls of company to April 30, 1863. On roll for 
May and June, 1863, he is reported absent, sick at Bayou Bœwuf, La,; September 
and October, 1863 (roll for July and August, 1703. not on file), present; November 
and December, 1863, “absent in arrest and confinement; fined $6 for one month 
by the provost-marshal and judge, December 31, 1863 ;” January and February, 
1564, present; March and April, 1864, p esent, with remark, “discharged to re- 
enlist March 6, 1864, at Fort Jackson, La.; muster to take effect January |, 1864." 
He is reported present on subsequent rolls to December 31, 1864. Company 
morning report of February 26, 1865, shows him absent without leave. Roll for 
January and February, 1865, re) him absent without leave. 

The regimental returns for January and February, 1865, report him “on extra 
or daily duty as company cook; March, 1865, "deserted March 20, 1865, at Camp 
Bradford.” His name appears on the latter return among a list of deserters, to 
which is appended the following remark: 

“The greater part of these men were left at Baltimore when the regiment was 
ordered to the front, and have never reported.” 

On roll for March and April, 1865, and on the muster-ont roll of company, dated 
near Washington, D. C., July 3, 1865, he is reported “Deserted at Fort McHenry, 
Murch 20, 1865," 

His name is not borne on the records of the provost-marshal, Fort McHenry or 
Philadelphia, nor is his name borne on the muster-rolls of Camp Cadwallader, 
Philadelphia, Pa., subsequent to March 20, 1865. 

There are vo records of Camp Bradtord bearing on the case, nor is there any 
record of medical treatment in 1865. 

In affidavit executed February 5, 1890, the claimant declares that he was taken 
sick and went to Camp Cadwallader, Philadelphia, Pa., and while there his regi- 
ment was mustered out. f 

He swears (February 28, 1890) that his regiment was in Baltimore when he was 
taken sick and troubled with dropsy, lay down in the street and was picked u 
by the patrol guard and put into what was called the “slave pen" over night, 
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men sent to Camp Cadwallader, pg gros Pa., a convalescent camp, where 
he remained withont descriptive list until the regiment was mustered ont; was 
too weak and feeble to do touch for himself, and, being without a descriptive lia, 
could get Be pay. and, having sufficient means to pay his railroad fare, he s 

for home. He farther states that he rendered no military service other than in 
Company G, Ninety-Arst New York Volunteers. 

Charles J. Tice, aged forty-five years, a resident of Rome, N. Y., swears (Feb- 
ruary 22, 1890) that he belunged to Company F, Ninety-first New York Volan- 
teers, and was well acquainted with claimant, who was a good soldier, and that 
he would not nor could ho by any temptations be induced to desert bis command; 
that he would undoubtedly have been with the regiment for muster-out had he 
pan able to do so. Ho farther states that he does not believe that claimant was 
a dosvrter. e 

In affidavit executed March 19, 1890, Charles J. Tice further testifies that claim- 
ant was taken very sick with swamp or malarial fever in the spring of 1863 in the 
Louisiana campaign, and was sent to hospital at Alexandria, La.; that he was ever 
afterwards troubled with said aisability and was broken down with sickness from 
long marches and his complaints; that while the regiment was op garrison duty 
at Baltimore, Md., in February, 1865, orders were received to march to near Peters- 
burg, Va. that claimant was with his command up to this time, but very feeble 
from his disability; that when the regiment was en route to the front afflant was 
2 ass claimant was too feeble to go with his company and was left behind at 

timore. 

Affiant subsequently learned from members of his company that claimant was 
placed in a convalescent camp at Philadelphia. and that he was a very sick man, 
not expected to live; did not hear any more of him until the ment was mus- 
tered out in July, 1865, when be learned from friends in Rome, N. Y., where they 
both lived, that he was still in camp at Philadelphia and not able to come home; 
that he saw claimant shortly after his return home and he was then very sick; 
looked pale and feeble and emaciated and seemed to be completely broken down, 
Attiant further saya that he bas seen and associated with claimant ever since that 
time, and that he is atill suffering with said disability; is unable to do continuous 
manual labor; can possibly do about one-fourth of a day's labor, and that is prin- 
cipally choring about the house. 

cela Helt, aged sixty-one years, and Philip Luhr, aged fifty-two years, in joint 
aflidavit, executed March 19, 1890, declare that, so far as they know. claimant was 
a sound and healthy man prior to his enlistinent; that they well remember that 
on bis return home in August, 1865, he was a very sick man, and had to bo car- 
ried in a conveyance from the cars to the house; that he lived with his father in 
their neighborhood, aad they called to see him often, as he was sick in bed with 
dropsy and liver compliant; that he was very low, and they did not think he 
one! live; that he continued in that condition for a long time after his return 
from the war. 

Leverett A. Fox, agod fifty-one years, late first sergeant Company T, One hun- 
dred and tenth New York Volunteers, testified (March 23, 1890) to conversation 
had with claimant, whom he has only known some ten Ts Tho claimant told 
him the same story as hereinbefore stated by said claimant. Aftiant further 
states that claimant has been in bad health ever since he first made his acquaint- 
ance. 

The claimant swears (March 19, 1890) that he can not procure evidence of those 
who knew him by name while sick at Baltimore and Philadelphia, as he could 
only speak broken English and but little of that, so that he made but few ac- 

uaintances. 

5 On March 31, 1890, the claimant was informed by letter from this Department 
that as there is no record of his alleged sickness, or of hia presence at Camp Cad- 
wallader after March 20, 1865, and as the testimony 5 is insufficient to 
establish that he was physically unable to complete his torm of enlistment, his 
application for removul of the charge of desertion must be denied. 


Very respectfally, 
F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Captain and Assistant Surgeon, U. S. Army. 
The SECRETARY or WAR. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


EBEN MUSE. 


Mr. MCRAE. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 
6338) granting a pension to Eben Muse, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eben Muse, late a private in Com- 
pany E, Ninth Kegimentof Pennsylvania Reserve of United States Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. YoDER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6338) 
granting a pension to Even Muse, submit the following report: 

The claimant was a member of Company E, Ninth Regiment of Pennsylvania 
Reserves, from May 1, 1861, to July 26, l, when discharged by reason of dis- 
ability. He applied for pension on account of varicocele and scrofula contracted 
from exposure and hardships incident to military life, but his claim has been re- 
jected by the Pension Office on the ground that there is no record of alleged 
disabilities, and the parol evidence is not deemed sufficient by that office to 
connect the same with the service, 

It is conclusively shown that the soldier was a sound and healthy young man 
at enlistment; that he waa exposed to long marches and hardships incident 
theret, and was taken sick, necessitating his admission to the regimental hos- 
pital, The absence of the records of the same, as well as the inability of the 
ofticers and comrades to remember the nature of the sickness, makes it impos- 
sible for claimant to satisfactorily present his case before the proper bureau, 

Becoming unfit for duty, the captain of the company, without proper author- 
ity, discharged claimant for disability, but his action was subsequently approved 
by the War Department. 

There is also abundant evidence that claimant on hia return home was com- 
pletely broken down in health, required medical treatment, and that his dis- 
ease soon thereafter developed itself us scrofula. 

Olalmant has always been a man of excellent habits and is much respected 
in the ar" totale in which he resides. 

His service is three days less than required under the act of June 27, 1890, 
hence can not get relief under the same, but believing the claim meritorious, 
your committee are of opinion that he should receive the benefits of said act, 
and therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill and ask that it do pass, 
amended, however, by striking out all between the word “ provisions” andthe 
vey vory 15 the,” in line 5, and inserting therein instead the words of the act 
of June 27, 1890.“ 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The billasamended was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


NELSON RICH. 


Mr. BAKER. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 
2414) increasing the pension of Nelson Rich. g 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby,author- 
ized and directed to increase the pension, subject to the provisions and Hmi- 
tations of the pension laws 
afflicted with blindness, of 
Michigan Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2414) granting a pension to Nelson Rich, submit the following re $ 

The claimant was a member of Company D, Third Michigan Infantry, with 
which command he seryed nearly two years, o was discharged from the serv- 
ice March 4, 1866, for disability, chronic diarrhea, and he was granted a pension 
at the rate of % per month, It is in evidence that the claimant has become to- 
tally blind and that he has never recovered trom the disease for which he was 
pensioned, He applied for an increase of this pension on account of loss of 
sight, but it was rejected on the ground that chronic diarrhea would not cause 

ndness, 


roviding for the payment of pensions to those 
elson Rich, late a private in Company D, Thira 


Upon this question there is a great difference of opinion, but it has been con- 
ceded by all the late medical authorities that chronic diarrhea would cause 
blindness. There is no evidence of any other disease. 

lt is shown by record evidence that be was a man of good habits and that he 
is totally blind and helpless; he has been for many years. 

Your committee believe this a meritorious case and recommend the passage 
of the bill verre as as follows: To place him on the pension-rolls at the rate of 

0 per month, 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; 
and beingengrossed, it wasaccordingly read the third time, and passed, 


FLORIDA KENNERLY. 


Mr. MCDUFFIE. I call up for present consideration the bill (S. 
2366) granting a pension to Florida Kennerly. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary ofthe Interior be, and he ia r poster or g 
ized and directed to restore to the pension-roll the name of Florida Keanerly, 
widow of Pierre M. Kennerly, late of Captain McKinstry's company, Mexican 
war volunteers, er 

The report (by Mr. De LANO) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2366) restoring 
the pension of Florida Kennerly, have considered the same, aud report: 

Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No, 388, Your 7 9 9 5 75 adopt 
that report as tueirown, and return the bill to the House with the recommen- 
dation that it do pass. 

(Senate Report No. 388. Fifty-first Congress, first session.] i 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2366) granting 
a pension to Florida Kennerly, have carefully examined the same and beg leave 
to report: 

This is an application for restoration to the pension-rolls. 

It appears that the claimant filed her original declaration on August 27, 1887, 
claiming that she was entitled under the act of January 2, 1887, giving a pe 
sion to soldiers of the Mexicsn war, Her claim was allowed, September 18, 1837, 
at N per montu. On Apa 11, 1888, she was notified that her pension would be 
suspended. She appealed July 16, 1-88. The opinion 3 decision of 
the Pension Bureau was rende September 5, 1888, by D. L. Hawkins, Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Interior. The opinion presents the facts and the views of 
the Department, and is as follows: si 


“ OPINION. 


The facts presented by the evidence on file in this claim are peculiar and 
entitle the appellant to the sympathy of the Department, ‘The records of the 
War Lare furnish no evidence whatever of the service or discharge of 
the command to which the husband of the Popsan belonged, no muster-roll 
ot said company ison file, and no returnstherefrom, It appears, however, from 
the evidence on file that the soldier was enrolled asa private in à company of 
irregular cavalry, which was raised for temporary service in Mexico under the 
fo lowing circumstances : 

“Upon the advance of the Army of the United States, commanded by Gen- 
eral Winfield Scott. into the valley of Mexico, and immediately preceding the 
series of battles resulting in the capture of the city of Mexico and terminating 
active hostilitiesin the Mexican war, on or about the 15th of Angust, 1447, a num- 
ber of civilians accompanying the United States Army, consisting of quarter- 
masters’ clerks and other civilian employés, sutlers and other camp-followers, 
volunteered their services as a company of cavairy,to serve during the then 
existing military crisis and pending the approaching contest of arms before 
and at thecity of Mexico, their length of service to be determined by the du- 
ration of said orisis, . ~ 

The husband of appellant was a sutler accompanying the Army and was 
among the number of those volunteering as aforesaid. Their services were ac- 
cepted by the commanding general, and Capt. Justus McKinstry, of the - 
lar Army, was detailed to command said company by the following order, 
which is found upon page 40 of the Appendix to Senate Executive Documents, 
volume 1, 1847-1848, Thirtieth Congress, first session : 

“* HEADQUARTERS OF THE UNITED STATES ARMY, 
“* INsPECTOR-GENERAL'S DEPARTMENT, 
; “a Chalco, Mexico, August 15, 1847, 

Capt. Justus McKinstry, of the United States 5 0 hereby excused from 
duty in the quartermaster’s department, to which he belongs, and, at his own 
request, is recognized as the commander of a body of volunteers, citizens of 
the United States, to be known asthe “ McKinstry Volunteers,” who, underthe 
influence of a noble patriotism, have enrolled themselves for service in the 
United States Army, pending the approaching contest of arms before and at 
the capital of the Mexican Republic, 

“* He will be obeyed and respected accordingly. 

By command of Maj. Gen, Winfield Scott, 

E. A, HITCHCOCK 


“t Licutenant-Colonel, Assistant! Insprotor- General,’ 


“It appears from the report of Captain McKinstry, found on the same page 
and in the vouno referred to, and also from the report of Col. William S. 
Harney, commanding cavalry brigade, found in same volume,on 


page 346, that 
said company performed active service and participated with great gallantry in 
the battles of Contreras, Churubusco, and in the storming and capture of the 
City of Mexico, The soldiers of said command are complimented in the high- 
est manner for their bravery, discipline, and services by Captain McKinstry in 
the report above referred to, 
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- August 15, 


“Ita further that upon the capture of the City of Mexico said company 
was distanded, and the men composing it returned to theirformer panissa ann 
and employments. The fact that the husband of this apj twas a member 
ot said company, and performed lant service in several battles during the 
Mexican war, is undisputed; the of her dependence upon her father and 
son for support is also clearly shown, and the only fact adverse to her applica- 
tion for restoration to the -rolls arises from the nature of the enroll- 
ment and the character of command of which her husband was a member, 
as above set forth, 


“The act of January 29, 1887, is explicit in its terms and more stringent in its 
requirements than most of the acts granting pensions, and distinctly states that 
those entitled to its benefits for service during the war with Mexico should 
have been ‘duly enlisted’ and should have been * honorably d ‘from 
the service in said war, The words ‘ duly enlisted’ can have but one ifica- 
tion, and necessarily mean a regular | enlistment, such as is auth by 
law and recognized by military rule and precedent, and the words * honorably 

* as used in said statute, must be taken, not in contradistinction al- 
together to dishonorable discharge, but as meaning a 8 and legal dis- 
from the service, such as is accorded to those who have been duly and 

regu ly enlisted upon the conclusion of their term of service. 

It is evident from what has been stated with regard to the formation of this 
command, that they were not ‘duly enlisted’ in the sense in which that term 
is used in said act. It is not absolutely necessary that a soldier be enlisted by 
a regular recruiting officer in order to be ‘duly enlisted,’ but the enlistment 
must be in pursuance of some law auth zg the raising of troops and in some 
command whose formation is legally provided for and called into existence, in 
order to meet the requirements of the statute. ; 

“It is unquestionably within the jurisdiction and of a commander-in- 
chief of the Army in time of war, and in the face of the enemy, and during the 
existence of a military orisis, to call into service, temporarily, any civilians or 
citizens of his country within his lines daring the existence of such orisi-; and 
during said time said civilians would be subject to military disipline, but they 
do not thus mea part of the military forces of the country, nor can they 
be held in such service for a lunger period than the crisis which called them 

forth is in existence; nor can such persons be said to be, nor have they ever been 

ld to be, ‘duly enlisted.’ 

“That the above is the correct view is clearly shown to be true in this in- 
stance by the lan of the report above referred to of the commander of 
said company, himself, who states therein as follows: 

“t As tuose himself w my command were not regularly mustered into the 
service of the United States and are, perhaps, not entitled tothe rewards which 
abeneficent Government bestows upon those who suffer in the service of their 
country, I can not too strongly commend to the consideration of the General- 
in-Chief the case of Mr, — , who lost his leg in the discharge of his 


duty.’ 

a> 3 after the capture of the city of Mexico said company appears 
to have been disbanded 145 captain without further ceremony, as has been 
hereinbeforestated. The iment does not intend to intimate that this was 
in any sense a dishonorable discharge from the service in which they had been 
engaged but holds that it wes not an ‘honorable discharge’ in the technical 

legal sense in which those words are used in said act. 

For the above reasons the Department is reluctantly forced to the conclu- 
sion that the members of said company were not ‘duly enlisted’ into the mil- 
itary service of the United States in the Mexican war, nor 8 dis- 

from said service, in the sense in which those terms are used in the 
act of January 29, 18% and would not be entitled to pension thereunder, and 
consequently your action dropping the appellant from the rolls was correct. 

“The Department would ad. owever, that from the unquestionable evi- 
dence of the gallant and meritorious service rendered the members of said 
command, and among them the husband of this appellaut, in said war, this 
claim affords a most meritorious and commendable case for Congressional 


favorable Congression: 
resolution approved May 29, 1880, as the Department isfully convinced thatthe 
e widows of those who have died, should be 
entitled to the benefits povaa by the act of January 29, 1887, although the 
language of said act precludes either this Department or your bureau from ex- 
tending the same to them, 

# For 17 above reasons your action is herein affirmed. 

ery respectfuly, 
D. L. HAWKINS, 
“ Assistant Secretary.“ 

Your committee are of the opinion that the recommendation of the Depart- 
ment, that this is a case which properly 1 for Congre<sional action, and 
that the mere technicality on which the claim was rejected should not stand in 
the way of the relief to which the widow is ciearly entitled, should be sus- 
33 and therefore report the bill favorably, with the recommendation that 


do pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and 

Mr, MORRILL moved to reconsider the votes by which the several 
bills were and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 4 

Then (the hour of 10 o’clock and 30 minutes having arrived) the 
House adjourned. 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 

taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT DAYTON, OHIO, 

A communication from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, inclos- 
ing a letter from the Supervising Architect, requesting that an appro- 
priation of $10,000 on account of the public building at Dayton, Ohio, 
may be included in the deficiency bili—to the Committee on Appro- 


priations. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT KEY WEST, FLA. 
A communication from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, inclos- 
ing a letter from the Supervising Architect, requesting that an appro- 
tion of $10,000 on account of the public building at Key West, Fla., 
may be included in the deficiency bill—to the Committee on Appro- 


priations. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT WINONA, MINN, 
A communication from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, inclos- 


ing a letter from the Supervising Architect, requesting that an appro- 


priation of $10,000 on account of ‘a public building at Winona, Minn., 
may be included in the deficiency bill to the Committee on Appropria- 


tions. 
EITO DE LOS FRIJOLES GRANT. 

A communication from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, trans- 
mitting the report of the United States surveyor-general for New 
Mexico on the private land claim in said Territory known as the Rito 
25 55 8 grant, reported No. 133—to the Committee on Private 

ms. 


HOUSE BILL WITH SENATE AMENDMENTS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a House bill with Senate amend- 
ments of the following title was taken from the Speaker’s table and re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 11380) making appropriations for additional clerical 
force and other expenses to carry into effect the act entitled “An act 
granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the 
performance of manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, 
minor children, and dependent parents,“ from July 20, 1890, for the 
balance of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CASWELL; 

Resolved, That on Tuesday, the 19th instant, immediately after reading the 
Journal, the House shall proceed to the consideration of Senate bill No, 139, 
known as the direct-tax bill, and at 4 o'clock of that day the previous question 
shall be considered as ordered on the bill and pending amendments, if any; 
to the Committee on Rules, 

By Mr. COOPER, of Indiana: 

Resolved, That a select committee of seven members be appointed by the 
7 pays to investigate and report at the next session of Con whether, and 
if sọ, to what extent, reductions may be made in the Saabos naa salaries of 
officers and employés of the Government, and to what extent and how reduc 
tions may be made in the expenses of the Government; the various Depart- 
ments; and to enable suid committee to fully examine and report herein they 
are authorized to employ a clerk and to sit during recess; 


to the Committee on Rules. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 9690) for the relief of 
Mrs. Myra Thompson, widow and administratrix of Gideon B. Thomp- 
son, of Cleveland, Tenn., accompanied by a report (No. 2968)—to the 
Committee of the Whole core 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Mili reported 
favorably the following bills: 8 

A bill (H. R. 7955) for the relief of Lieut. Col. William Smith, dep- 
uty paymaster, United States Army, and others (Report No. 2969)— 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

A bill (S. 1636) for the relief of certain officers on the retired-list of 
the Army (Report No. 2970)—to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

A bill (S. 1037) authorizing the placing of the nameof James M. 
Williams upon the retired-list of the United States Army with the 
rank of captain of cavalry (Report No. 2971)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. i 

Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the Senate (S. 626) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Williams, accompanied by a report (No. 2972)—to the Committee of the 
Whole Honse. 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the following bills of the House; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R.2417) granting a pension to Jeremiah M. Sidwell. 
(Report No. 2973.) 

a 1 R. 4728) for the relief of Henry W. Burlingame. (Report 
No. R 

Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the Honse (H. R. 11641) granting a pension to Anna 
S. Shuman, accompanied by a report (No. 2975)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 2537) to increase the pension of 
James A. Underwood, accompanied by a report (No. 2976)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Library, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 9221) to acquire the 
right to place and establish landmarks and permanent memorials to 
aid in preserving the memories and the knawledge of the localities of 
the patriotic struggles of the American forces in the Revolutionary 
war, accompanied by a report (No. 2977)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


— r ‘ ` E r. 


reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 7964) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret Pratt, accompanied by a report (No. 2978)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 
1 titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 

ows: 

By Mr. McDUFFIE: A bill (H. R. 11757) to amend section 847 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. DICKERSON: A bill (H. R. 11758) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Kentucky River and its tributaries by 
the Louisville, Covington and Cincinnati Railway Company, the Car- 
rollton and Louisville Railroad Company, and the Westport, Carroll- 
ton and Covington Railway Company and their assigns—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SAWYER: A bill (H. R. 11759) to promote the construction 
of a safe deep-water harbor on the coast of Texas—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COVERT: A bill (H. R. 11760) for improving the road be- 
tween Willetts Point, New York Harbor, and the railway station at 
Whitestone, N. Y., and making an appropriation therefor—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania: A joint resolution (H. Res. 
212) authorizing the commissioners of the District of Columbia to 
grant the temporary use of roomsin the Briggs school building for 
religious meetings—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 11761) to correct record and grant 
discharge to Levi C. Mann—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 11762) to pension Mrs, Mary E. 
Donaldson—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. FEATHERSTON: A bill (H. R. 11763) for the relief of John 
575 Hill, of Conway County, Arkansas to the Committee on Military 

‘airs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11764) for the relief of Dr. J. H. Seegraves, late 
surgeon United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H, R. 11765) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Louisa Kearney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 11766) to correct the military record 
of Marcellus Pettitt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of Levi C. Mann, Company A, Seventh 
Illinois Cavalry, to accompany bill—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Memorial of the Dry Goods Economists, in be- 
half of American flax and linen—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. GOODNIGHT: Proof to accompany House bill for the relief 


of R, G. Potter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of the bankers and other bank officials in 
the District of Columbia, in favor of the of the bill establish- 
ing a home and hospital for inebriates in the ct of Columbia 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Petition of Joel D. Murphree and others, for ex- 
tension of time to the Mississippi and Gulf Railroad Company to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of D. M. Heustiss and others, for House bill 5353, deal- 
ing in futures—to the Committee on Agricalture, 

Also, petition of J. P. Gantt and others, for the extension of time to 
the Mississippi and Gulf Railroad Company—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, 

By Mr. LESTER, of Georgia: Memorial of Decker & Fawcett and 
others, citizens of Savannah, Ga., protesting against legislation by Con- 
gress compelling railroads to transport petroleum barrels free—to the 
Conimittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of Samuel A. Buracker, of Page 
County, Virginia, praying that his war claim be referred to the Court 
of Claims under the provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Petition of General D. B. Bir- 
ney Post, Grand Army of the Republic, recommending of Sen- 


ate concurrent resolution requesting the family of General U, S. Grant 
to consent to the removal of his remains to Arlington Cemetery—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. REED, of Maine: Petition of J. Belt and 57 others, of Okla- 
homa, Indian Territory, asking that Congress take steps to relieve the 
suffering in Oklahoma—to the Committee on the Territories. 
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SENATE, 3 
SATURDAY, August 16, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m, 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation from the Secretary of the Navy to reimburse the 
owners of the tug-boat A. F. Walcott for incurred by them 
in repairing the injuries sustained by that vessel in a collision with 
the United States tug Catalpa in the East River, New York, June 15, 
1890, and for compensation for the detention of the vessel while un- 
dergoing such repairs; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Supervising 
Architect of that De nt,requesting that an appropriation of $10,- 
000 on account of the public building at Winona, Minn., may be in- 
eluded in the deficiency appropriation bill; which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Supervising 
Architect of that Department,requesting that an appropriation of $10,- 
000 on account of the public building at Key West, Fla., may be in- 
clnded in the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid betore the Senate a communication from the Acting Sec- 
retary ofthe Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Supervising Archi- 
tect of that Department, requesting that an appropriation of $10,000 
on account of the public building at Dayton, Ohio, may be included in 
thedeficiency appropriation bill; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

$ He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attorney- 
General, stating, in further response to a resolution of Augnst 1, 1890, 
that there should be added to the list of judgments for damages due 
for the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers the name of 
Adam Velte, in“the sum of $671.17; which, with the accompan 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ord 

to be printed. } 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Acting 

Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates of appropriations re- 

uired by the commissioners of the District ot Columbia to complete 
the service of the fiscal year ended June 30, 1890, and for prior years; 
which, with the accompan papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ord to be printed. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask consent of the Senate to make as which 
I think will be very greatly for the convenience of the Chair and for 
the convenience of the Senate, especially towards the end of busy ses- 
sions of Congress, and that is that the Chair exercise its discretion as 
to the reading of communications from the Executive Departments, 
and that in ordinary cases, unless it seems proper to the Chair that an- 
other course should be taken in any particular case, the subject should 
be announced and the communication printed in the RECORD. 

We have some days a dozen or twenty letters from heads of Depart- 
ments communicating some formal documents which never would re- 
main in the memory of any Senator who listened to them, relating to 
matters that if they had originated in the Senate never would be read 
in full. Ishould like to ask unanimous consent that it should be con- 
sidered the sense of the Senate that the Chairshall exercise a discretion 
in regard to directing those documents to be read in tull. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Except where the reading is called for by a Sen- 
ator? 
aoe HOAR. Yes, except where the reading is called for by some 

nator, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That would not apply, the Chair 
supposes, to communications from the Executive? 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir; not from the President; only from the heads 
of Departments. 

Khe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then, if there be no objection, here- 
after communications from the heads of Departments and subordinates 
wil be announced by subject, and referred without reading, unless 
called for. 

Mr. HOAR. And printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And stated in the RECORD. The 
Chair hears no objection. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT 22 tempore presented a petition of Encampment 

69, Union Veterans, of the District of Columbia, praying for the removal 

~ Goen Grant’s remains to Arlington; which was ordered to lie on 
eè table. 


AUGUST 16, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 6992) to pension Susan E. Freeman, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 5851) to pension Mathew Lambert for services in the Indian 
war; reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 792) granting a pension to Martha J. Dodge, reported 
it without amend ment, and submitted a report thereon. y 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(II. R. 4853) to pension Gabriel Stephens, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 4330) granting a pension to E, A. 
Tucker; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (S. 4331) to confirm the title to cer- 
tain Jands to the town of Albuquerque, N. Mex.; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. HIGGINS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1186) granting a pension to John O. Mathis; 

A bill (H. R. 1284) granting a pension to Theodora M. Piatt; 

A bill (H. Spite granting a pension to Mary A. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 1433) granting a pension to Caroline Hayes; 

A bill (H. R. 1568) granting a pension to Mrs. Delphina P. Walker; 

A bill (H. R. 1738) granting a pension to Philip H. Emmert; 

A bill (H. R. 2420) granting a pension to Julia W. Freeman; 

A bill (H. R. 2518) granting a pension to Ozro Harrington; 

A bill (H. R. 2550) granting a pension to William C. Ebert; 

A bill (H. R. 2968) for the relief of Thomas W. Honts; 

A bill (H. R. 3070) granting a pension to Clara Fowler; 

A bill (H. R. 3143) increasing the pension of Mrs. Rochie Brien Buell; 

A bill (H. R. 3229) for the relief of Samnel Burrell; 

A bill (H. R. 3503) for the relief of Delila Roe; 

A bill (H. R. 3528) to grant a pension to James Knetsar; 

A bill (H. R. 3587) to pension Stacey Keener, widow of Tillman B, 
Keener, deceased, who served in the Indian war; 

A bill (H. R. 3611) for the relief of John F. Mahler; 

A bill (H. R. 3796) granting a pension to Abraham Zimmerman; 

A bill (H. R. 3952) for the relief of Henry A. King; 

3 A bill (H. R. 4013) granting an increase of pension to Alfred A. 
erome; 

A bill (H. R. 4369) to increase the pension of Milton Barnes; 

A bill (H. R. 4825) granting a pension to Arthur Connery; 

A bill (H. R. 4888) granting a pension to N. E. Palmer; 

A bill (H. R. 5106) granting an increase of pension to Squire West; 

A bill (H. R. 5265) granting a pension to Emma Chapman; 

A bill (H. R. 5472) to remove the charge of desertion from T. J. 
Nichleson; 

A bill (H. R. 5654) to pension Elizabeth R. Lockett; P 

A bill (H. R. 5712) granting a pension to J. G. Fetherstone; 

A bill (H. R. 6070) granting an increase of pension to Agnes M. Brad- 


ley; 
* bill (H. R. 6084) for the relief of Thomas Nelson; 

A bill (H. R. 6148) granting a ion to Mrs. Mary J. Sanders, the 
widow of Thomas A. Sanders, who was a scout in the service of the 
United States Army in the war of the rebellion. 

A bill (H. R. 6179) to remove the charge of desertion from record of 
James Blythe; 

‘A bill (H. R. 6195) granting a pension to Clarrissa Barker; 

A bill (H. R. 6676) granting a pension to John J. Tully; 

A bill (H. R. 7375) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan A. Dean; 

A bill (H. R. 7676) for the relief of Alexander Sturgeon; 

A bill Or R. 7718) granting a pension to Thomas Egan; 

A bill (H. R. 7917) granting an increase of pension to Eliza Efner, 
a pensioner of the war of 1812; 

A bill (H. R. 7937) granting an increase of pension to Mrs, Harriet 
E. Martin; 

A bill (H, R. 8016) increasing the pension of John B. Reed, late 
lientenant-colonel of the One hundred and thirtieth Regiment Illi- 
nois Volunteers; z 

A bill (H. R. 8059) granting a pension to Mrs. Emma A. Stafford; 

A bill (H. R. 8234) granting a pension to Catharine S. Lawrence; 

A bill (H. R. 8561) granting a pension to Martha Torrence; 


A bill (H. R. 8700) granting a pension to Mira Baldwin; 
A bill (H. R. 8390) granting an increase of pension to Lewis Solomon, 


a private in Company A, First Indiana Infantry, Mexican war service; 
A bill . R. 8923) increasing the pension of James M. Monroe; 
A bill (H. R. 9030) to remove the charge of desertion from the record 


A bill (H. R. 9138) granting a pension to Elizabeth Gushwa; 

A bill (H. R. 9163) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Hogan; 

Aan (H. R. 9212) to relieve John J. Murphy from the charge of de 
sertion; 

A bill (H. R. 9371) for the relief of Fanny A. Putney; 

A bill (H. R. 9582) to grant an increase of pension to Simon J. Fought; 

A bill (H. R, 9590) granting a pension to Matilda Evans; 

A bill (H. R. 9666) granting an increase ot pension to Ransom E. 
Braman; 

A bill (H. R. 9692) granting a pension to John A. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 9763) granting a pension to Tunis S. Danford; 

A bill (H. R. 9897) granting an increase of pension to William B. 
McCreery; 

A bill (H. R. 10083) for the relief of George Murray; 

A bill (H. R. 10101) granting pension to Elizabeth Phillips, widow 
of Reuben Phillips, who was killed in engagement while member of 
Arkansas State Militia; 

A bill (H. R. 10127) granting a pension to Celia Eichele; 

A bill (H. R. 10154) to increase the pension of John N. Harris; 

R. 10202) granting a pension to O. E. Hukill; 
. R. 10208) granting an increase of pension to Moses Gra- 


. R. 10224) granting a pension to William A. Osborn; 

. R. 10234) restoring Rebecca Young to the pension-rolls; 
. R. 10246) granting a pension to Thomas Thompson; 

. R. 10263) granting a pension to Robert A. England; 

. R. 10320) granting increase of pension to Nancy Cato; 
R. 10334) granting a pension to Wiatt Parish; 

R. 10427) granting a pension to Ruth Collier, of Ten- 
n 


pital nurse; 

Ae (H. R. 10491) granting a pension to Halem L. Cook, of Frank- 
lin, J. 5 

A bill (H. R. 10602) granting a pension to Charles T. Sloat; 

A bill (H. R. 10651) granting a pension to J. W. Robertson; 

A bill (H. R. 10679) granting a pension to Clara Reed; 

A bill (H. R. 10682) granting a pension to Jerashu P. Harding; 

1 A ae (H. R. 10710) granting an increase of pension to James H Vos- 
urgh; 
A bill (H. R. 10810) granting a pension to Samuel S. Humphreys; 

A bill (H. R. 10811) granting a pension to Asa Joiner; 

A bill (H. R. 10951) granting a pension to Lucinda Rawlingson; and 

A bill (H. R. 11547) granting a pension to Lucinda Chapin, 

76 ee also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

4 bill (S. 314) for the relief of Mary B. Le Roy; 

A bill (S. 388) to remove the chargeof desertion now standing against 
the record of Noyes Barber on the rolls of the Navy Department; 

A bill (S. 510) granting a pension to John W. Reynolds; 

A bill (8. 775) granting a pension to Andrew J. Foust; 

A bill (S. 848) granting a pension to Mary J. Eadie; 

A bill (S. 916) granting a pension to Mary E. Harney; 

A bill (S. 973) granting an increase of pension to Virginia L. M. 
Ewing; 

A bill (S. 1203) granting a pension to Miss Margaret Stafford Worth; 

A bill (S. 1256) granting a pension to James A. Myers; 

A bill (S. 1732) granting a pension to Nancy A. Thornton; 

A bill (S. 1740) granting a pension to Mary J. Welch, an army nurse 
in the late war; 

A bill (S. 2036) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. F. Selina 
Buchanan; 

A bill (S. 2043) granting a pension to Edgar M. Cherry; 

A bill (S. 2066) placing the name of Elizabeth Domm on the pension- 
rolls; 

A bill (S. 2366) granting a pension to Florida Kennerly; 

A bill (S. 2644) for the recognition of F. A. Patterson as a captain of 
the Third West Virginia Cavalry; 

A bill (S. 2698) granting a pension to Johanna Loewinyer; 

A bill (S. 2832) for the relief Jesse H. Strickland; 

A bill (S. 2859) for the relief of Caroline Baker Stevens, relict of the 
late Col. Robert J. Stevens and daughter of the late Col. Edward D. 
Baker; 

A bill (S. 2976) granting a pension to Mary L. Bradley, formerly 
Mary L. Smith, who served as a nurse in the war of the rebellion; 

A bill (S. 3101) granting a pension to Anne Rodgers Macomb; 

A bill (S. 3177) granting a pension to Ursula Lucretia Haight; 

A b Il (S. 3194) granting a pension to Joseph H. Scoopmire; 

A bill (S. 3498) granting a pension to G. L. Pease; and 


1890. 
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A bill (S. 3840) to remove the charge of desertion against George Fet- 
terman. 3 
DAVID L, TRUEX. 


Mr. DAVIS. ‘The other day, in passing the pension cases unobjected 
to, I stated that the committee had eliminated from those that they 
designed to call up the cases rer ediable under the law passed recently; 
but in doing that I made two mistakes, one in the case of David L, 
‘Truex and the other in the case of Niel Nielsson. I shall ask the Sen- 
ate to proceed to the consideration of these two bills and relieve these 
parties from the state they are now in. : 

First, I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 5107) for the relief of David L. Truex. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the pension roll 
the name of David L. Truex, dependent son of John Truex, late a pri- 
vate in Company D, Eighty-second Indiana Volunteers, at $18 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NIEL NIELSSON. 


Mr. DAVIS. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 

bill (S. 3477) for the relief of Niel Nielsson, 

There being no objection, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
roceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place the name of Niel 
Vielsson, of Wilmington, Del., late master-at-arms on board the United 

States revenue-cutter Seward, on the pension-list. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further mornin 
business, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII being 
in order ; 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill known as the river and harbor bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9486) 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation 
of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other pu 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the pending 

uestion to be on the amendment proposed by the Senator from New 
York Mr, EVARTS] to the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Frye]. The amendment to the amendment will bestated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On 2 ofthe printed amendment, line 18, 

after the word prescribe,”’ insert the times and;’’ so as to read: 


That the Secretary of War re the times and proper and reasona- 
ble regulations for the opening and operating of the draws in said bridges. 


Mr. GORMAN, I call attention to the fact that, while the proviso 
provides that the Secretary of War shall prescribe the times and proper 
and reasonable regulations for opening the draws, there follows in the 
same proviso a provision that the draws shall not be opened between 
half past 6 and half past 10 in the forenoon, and between 5 and 10 in 
the afternoon, It seems to me that the provision that the Secretary shall 
prescribe the times, etc., has no place in this amendment, for if the 
amendment is to be adopted we fix the hours in which the draws shall 
not be opened, between 6 in the morning and half past 10, and between 
5 and 10 at night; and it would seem that that ought to be sufficient, 
unless it is intended to confer the power in addition to thatfor him to 
prescribe other times in which the draws shall not be opened. 

Mr. EVARTS. If the Senator will allow me, a general regulation 
in regard to what is suitable about opening draws, etc., is in the bill 
otherwise. This temporary regulation comes in in addition to the 
statutory regulation that the draws shall not be opened during these 
785 and thus the Secretary can regulate it the rest of the day and at 

t. ; 
Mr. GORMAN. So it is the intention to authorize the Secretary of 
War to prescribe regulations, 

Mr. EVARTS. Yes; such as are provided for. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I am going to present a proposition 
as a substitute for all there is on the table and to be on the table on 
this subject, and I shall say a few words about it. All sorts of com- 
ee are distasteful to me in some respects, but this is a great deal 

tter than anything that has been before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed substitute will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Harlem River, New York: Continuing improvement, $350,000; 
and the Secretary of War is directed to cause the low bridges now crossing said 
Harlem River to be replaced, at the expense of the owners thereof, by other 
bridges as soon as the necessary legislation by the State of New York shall have 
enabled the change in grade to the 9 of said bridges, thus required, 
to be made, and alter the necessary work therefor shail have been comp! 
and opened to travel; and said bridges shall leave a clear space of 24 feet between 
the high water of spring-tides and the under side of said bridges and said brid ces 
shall be without any draw-spans or draws or openiags in them: 


Provided, That 
the plans of said new bridges shall in all respects com with this law and co: 
to the requirements of the Secretary of War: dnd No part of 


this appropriation shall be expended until the owners of said bridges shall be 
— 17 1 ly authorized to make such changes in the grades of the a 
posone of sai as may be required to conform to the elevations of said 
new ges, 


Mr. HAWLEY. If Iam correctly informed (and if I am mistaken 
either of the Senators trom New York can correct me), when the rail- 
roads were authorized to make those great improvements in the north- 
ern part of the city of New York they established certain grades for 
streets, established the bridges, and regulated the whole affair. Any 
change requires the assent of the Legislature of the State of New York. 
The proposition to raise these bridges so that they shall be 24 feet in 
the clear between them and the highest of spring-tides raives the bridges 
7 feet and requires a change in all the cost of the approaches to that 
Fourthavenue bridge, thechief bridge, that will extend for I do not know 
how far— far enough to easily overcome the 7 feet and easily descend. 
Upon a rough estimate by a railroad man that will cost two and a half 
million dollars. That would be the railroad contribution, not needed 
for any of their purposes and in their way, and be simply a mere tax 
upon them in order to preserve a mud basin between the East and 
North Rivers, because that there will be any extended commerce ever 
going on through that so-called Harlem River I do not believe, but 
there will be a commerce, a trifle compared with the commerce of the 
railways, and yet embarrassing enough, so that $100 worth of it will 
make $500, 000 expense to a quarter of the people of the country. 

But this proposition will give us of New England a clear, straight 
New York City, without any draw-bridges, and we can stand 
ot the money thrown away on the Harlem River improve- 
as well as the rest of you. 
the way, I should say—I knew there was one point more 
ir. GIBSON, I will ask the Senator if Mr. William D. Bishop did 
ot express the willingness on the part of the railroad company that 
the bridges should be 25 feet clear above high-water mark. A 

Mr. HAWLEY. That suggestion was made in view of what was 
better for commerce. Twenty-four feet will be sufficient for heavy 
barges and tugs and hinged funnels. J thought 25 feet would be better, 
but I am told that the other bridges established are 24 feet, and it is 
not worth while to give this additional foot, because the others are not 
likely to be changed. : 

I wanted to say that in my judgmeat the only far-sighted, sensible 
conclusion for the Government of the United states to come to, and the 
city of New York, and the State of New York, is to fill up the whole 
of Harlem River and make a grand boulevard through there which in 
one day with its carts will carry more commerce than these mud flats 
will ever maintain. Fill up the river. That is what the Chief of En- 


giveers says. That is what he has told the Committee on Commerce, 


and that is the bottom judgment, though they woul: not say it, of the 
Central Railroad, and the whole of them. Fill the whole thing up. 
New York wants not more whartage; she has got a great deal of it un- 
occupied; a hundred miles of Hudson River she can occupy; also some 
on the Long Island side that is not improved, some on the east side of 
New York City, on East River, that is not improved, and more just 
above Harlem and all about there; but what New York wants is stand- 
ing room, and wherever the population has been able to encroach on 
the mud flats along the b:ys anywhere it has stolen in and built upon 
it: and it wants those flats about Harlem filled up there now and a 
very large area given to building. Thatiswhatitoughttohave. All 
these things compromise it. It will all come to it in the end. No big 
water way through the heart of a big city has ever existed, or will ever 
again, if they can get at the same purposes otherwise. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I was not presentand did not have 
the benefit of hearing this discussion yesterday, but this is a subject 
to which my attention has been directed for several years in another 
branch of Congress, and it seems to me to be as chimerical a scheme as 
it is possible to conceive of. 

It is proposed to make an open way for shipping between North 
River and East River by way of Harlem River and Spuyten Duyvil 
Creek. After that work was done it would render necessary the 


bridging of this channel at the several places where railroads and other 


roads cross that creek. If it is to be by draw-bridges, as seems to be 
contemplated by this amendment, then with the population and the 
business going into and returning from New York the draws would 
have to be in almost perpetual work. 

Any one familiar with the extent of travel and transportation that 
does now and will hereafter cross that channel must see the utter im- 
practicability of keeping the channel open for navigation and keeping 
bridges upon it open for railroad and other transportation. Besides, if 
that difficulty were not in the way the cost of transporting vessels 
through that canal after it is made would be greater than the cost of 
carrying the freights around the Battery from one river to the other; 
and that fact was made clear to a committee which had this matter 
under consideration by a gentleman who was the owner of a large 
amount of shipping, one of the largest ship-owners in New York, who 
stated thatit would be cheaper to take tug- boats and carry tows around 
and other vessels around from one river to the other than to pass them 
through that canal. 

As suggested by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], there 
is no need of doing it for the purpose of wharfage, because the wharf- 
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age is abundant that is unoccupied. Every way it can be looked at, 
except possibly in the light of a private speculation in lands—and that 
it seems to me is of a very doubttul character—in every public aspect 
in which it can be looked at, this seems to me not only to be a useless, 
bnt a seriously injurious project, not merely to the commerce of the 
country, but to the prosperity of the city of New York. 

Su that we provide for the elevation of the bridges and for the 
elevation of the roads. The Government can notdestroy private prop- 
erty nor take it for public use without paying for it. If you elevate 
one of these railroads above so as to affect the businessof the property- 
owners along its line, when you have injured them, the railroad com- 
- pany if it carries out your purpose will be responsible to these private 

owners for the damage done to their property, and the Goyernment 
compelling them to make the sacrifice would be very unjust if it did 
not cover the responsibility that it drove the railroad companies to, 

In every possible aspect it seems to me that it is wild and chimerical, 
that it is based upon an idea of a private speculation in lots and lands 
which ought not to control Congress when considering a measure which 
affects the vast transportation that crosses the Harlem River and Spuyten 
Duyvil Creek. I trust that the amendment will not be adopted, and 
that the committee’s report in favor of striking the clause out of the 
bill will be sustained. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Ishonld like to ask a parliamentary question. 
What motion would be in order now to leave the bill in the same con- 
dition as when reported from the Committee on Commerce; in other 
words, to strike out the appropriation for this Harlem River improve- 
ment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be accomplished by dis- 

ing to all pending propositions. 

Mr. WASHBURN, Then I move to lay the whole subject on the 
table, with that view. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
to lay the pending amendment on the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iask for information whether that would not dis- 
pose of the whole question? What would that leave pending before 
the Senate—the amendment of the committee ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A motion to lay on the table can 
only be applied to the pending amendment to the amendment, except 
by unanimous consent. Of course the question, by agreement, might 
be taken upon laying on the table the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Maine [Mr. Fry], as well as the amendment to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. If there 
be no objection and the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] de- 

. sires to test the sense of the Senate on that question, the Chair will sug- 

t that the motion to lay on the table may apply not only to the pend- 

ing amendment to the amendment, but to the amendment itself, offered 
by the Senator from Maine, 

Mr. GORMAN. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair hears no objection to that 
course, 

Mr, FRYE. If the Senator from Minnesota will withdraw his mo- 
tion to table for one moment 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine may pro- 

ceed by unanimous consent. The Chair hears no objection. - 

Mr. FRYE. The Senators from Connecticut and Texas underrate 
the importance of this improvement commercially. As the river stands 
now, only navigable 2 or 3 miles, last year there were carried on it 
3,500,000 tons of freight valued at $120,000,000. Now, that is not to 
be ignored by any Senator and it is not to be called a mud-hole by any 
manner of means by any Senator. 

Mr. BLAIR. How does that compare with the commerce of Gal- 
veston ? 

Mr. FRYE. Galveston is not nearly so large a town now, but it is 

it will be very much larger one of these days. 

So it must be considered that here is a way which can be made 
of very great importance commercially. Of course, it is to be done 
at large and at serions damage to the over-river commerce, 
There is no doubt about that. There is tobe inconvenience and some 
delay and all that sort of thing. 

My first view of this was that of the Senator from Connecticut, that 
it was better to fill this up than it was to have a river way at all. But 
remonstrances came from New York, from boards of trade and cham- 
bers of commerce and from the press of New York, against any such 
idea as that, which were entitled to consideration. 

Now, it is not a serious question for this bridge matter to wait, in 
my judgment. The first appropriation made for Harlem River was 
made over ten years ago, $350,000, and was made to be used provided 
title to the land was given to the United States without expense. It 
took ten years to obtain those titles. They were obtained by heavy 
contributions by the people up and down the Harlem River. I think 
some contributed very heavily in land, and probably the expense ran 
up to millions of dollars already paid to secure this way. 

This would be a matter of infinite convenience undoubtedly to the 
people up and down the Harlem River for landing all building materials 
which are to be used for that section of the city. They are practically 

those 


cut out now. But they waited ten years in order to complete 


titles. Then two years ago that 8 was made available, and 
another appropriation was added to it, and a plan was adopted by which 
the cost of this improvement would be $2,200,000. At the rate we 
make these appropriations (we are making one now for two years of 
$350,000) it will be six years at least, if not seven or eight years, before 
this improvement will be completed. 

So that, even if nothing is done ahout bridges now, there is no great 
harm to-come from it, in my judgment. When the Committee on 
Commerce strack out this House item of appropriation, it was done 
with the understanding that the commit tee of. conference should have 
more time and could give more careful consideration to what ought to 
be done than could be given by our colamittee at that time in our 
haste, and my judgment is that it is a great deal better place to set- 
tle the question than it is upon the floor of the Senate with the lack of 
information which there is to a certain extent of the matter in contro- 
versy; and I think now that it is safe myself to trust the committee of 
conierence. 

The House of Representatives sent a committee over to New York and 
they spent some considerable time there in investigating this whole 
matter of the Harlem River improvement, the bridge question, and 
everything connected with it; and I presume that they have informa- 
tion which the Senate committee aid not have. But, so far as I am 
concerned, I recognize the importance of the travel between the West 
and the North and the East to New YorkCity. I believe myself, per- 
sonally, in solid bridges, although down in my section of the country 
the feeling would be against solid bridges, because the lumber and 
bricks and everything of that kind to be carried into this Harlem River 
for the erection of buildings would come largely from my section of the 
country and would come in schooners that could not go through a solid 
bridge. The cargoes would have to be transferred to barges and then 
floated up. 

But my own impression is in favor of solid bridges, and, as I stated 
yesterday, I have no doubt the city of New York will demand solid 
bridges in less than ten years, 

Now, I am perfectly willing that any of these amendments shall be 
adopted by the Senate and the matter of any of them will be open in 
conference, and if the conference committee can not agree and can not 
settle the question, in my judgment no great harm will be done. Then 
we can take up the question by itself at the next session of Congress 
and give a hearing to all parties interested on this very question of 
bridges. 
Mr. HAWLEY. MayI ask the Senator whether it could in any way 
embarrass the question or endanger our views in this matter if the 
Senate should favorably consider and should give its approval to the 
amendment I have offered, because that means solid bridges, and then 
that we should either lay the whole matter on the tahle or 

Mr. FRYE. I have not the slightest objection to the Senate adopt- 
ing the amendment which the Senator from Connecticut has offered. 
The whole question will then be in conlerence. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr, President, it the Senator will yield to mea 
moment, it is fair to assume that the city of New York has no desire 
to impede, obstruct, or divert travel from the northern and western 
parts ot the State and all of New England to the city of New York. It 
is fair to assume that there has been no such intention or purpose as 
that on the part of the cityof New York. And it is fair to assume 
that my distinguished colleague [Mr. EVARTS] would be about as jeal- 
ous of the commerce of the city ot New York and of its being protected 
and sustained as any gentleman from that State or from any other State. 

Now, the policy of the city of New York in respect of Harlem River 
has been and is bridges 24 feet high. There are some three or four— 
one is now, as I understand, already planned to replace a wooden bridge, 
costing some two or three million dollars, I think, and I understand 
it is to be upon the plan of 24 feet above high water in Harlem River 
at spring tide. I would sooner that the proposition I understood that 
the Senator from Connecticut had offered should be voted upon, that 
there might be an expression of the Senate with respect to solid bridges, 
and that the whole question should go to the conference in that shape 
rather than to go there in any other, that leaving the whole matter open. 

One remark made by the Senator from Maine I desire to make a re- 
ply to. Irefer to his remark in respect to this bridge question being 
leit open. If this appropriation is made and this whole bridge ques- 
tion is left open while this improvement is being made, which will 
cover, as I understand, a period of probably six or seven years, what 
will be the state of affairs? The reason I object to that suggestion is 
on account of this section in the bill: 


Sec. 4. That section 9 of the river and harbor act of August II, 1888, be 
amended and re-enacted so as to read as follows: 

“That whenever the Secretary of War shall have good reason to believe that 
any railroad or other bridge now constructe | or which may hereafter be con- 
structed over any of the navigable water ways of the United States is an ob- 
struction to the free navigation of such waters by reason of insufficient height, 
width of span, or otherwise, or where there is difficulty in passing the w- 
opening or the draw-span of such bridge by rafts ”— 


Mark the language— 
steam-boats, or other water craft— 
We can not tell what size they may be 
it shall be the duty of the said Secretary to give notice to the persons or corpo- 
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rations owning or contro! such bridge so to alter the same as to render 
navigation throngh or under it free, easy, and unobstructed.” 


I have read the provision as it was reported, though in some respects 
it has been amended. 

Now, the reason that I do not desire to leave this auestion open ab- 
solutely about the bridges is that until it is settled by Congress what 
sort of bridge is to be built there,with, say, seven years in the front of 
us, I do not care to leave to the exercise of the judicial power (ifit may be 
so called) of the Secre of War or of the engineer in charge the re- 
moval of the present bridge. I do not care to trust it to the judicial 
power of that officer or of any board of officers to institute proceedings 
that within a month or two months’ time or six months’ time may 
tear up the present bridge and absolutely cut off the railroads from en- 
tering the city of New York. As long as we can reserve that question 
to ourselves I prefer to do so. That is too serious a question, and I 
say to the Senators from Connecticut, who are anxious upon this ques- 
tion, that thatis a far more serious question than any other which has 
been presented in this discussion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will say to the Senator that the whole provision, 
existing some two years, giving the Secretary of War this extraordinary 
power, onght to be revised. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It exists and it has existed for two years; but what 
do the hearings amount to under the language of that provision? Let 
the Senator mark the language of it: 


Or otherwise, or where there is difficulty in passing the draw, opening of the 
draw-span of such bridge by rafts, steam-boats, or other water-craft. 


Nothing abont their size; and as the Harlem River is to be improved 
and the occasion for running bricks and lumber and building materials 
up there increases, the question of tearing down the present Harlem 
River bridge becomes more imminent and will be more warmly pressed; 
and that is the serious point in this case. 

I am entirely willing that this matter should go to conference upon 
the amendment which has been proposed by the Senator from Connec- 
tient, and let the conferees of the House and the conterees of the Senate 
hear the parties who are interested in respect of this matter and attach 
such provisions to this appropriation as they may deem wise; and I de- 
sire here again to call the attention of the Senator from Maine to the 
fact that the most serious question in this case is the one I have sug- 
gested, vesting the War Department, under the language of that sec- 
tion, with the power to tear down or remove the present bridge. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine has said some 
things that I had intended to say and which I therefore can omit, A 
most intelligent examination of this whole question has been pending 
in the minds of the people of the city of New York interested, includ- 
ing the railroads interested in traversing this canal. The House of 
Representatives sent a committee for an examination commensurate 
with the difficulties and reported the conclusions which they arrived 
at, which are now impressed upon the river and harbor bill. 

An examination by my colleague and myself and those interested in 
New York City on all sides, discovered that there was this infirmity 
in the present condition of the law, that the Secretary of War had a 
perfect right now to remove this 7-foot bridge—I mean this bridge 7 feet 
above the tide—on the ground that it interrupted ordinary schooner 
navigation or even lighter draughts, and that the railroad companies 
were placed between the fires of this exposure and that of the Legisla- 
ture which is properly the master of the grades and its streets and neces- 
sarily of the right of opening draws or bridges that obstruct navigation 
wholly within the State of New York. Ifa solid bridge had been au- 
thorized by the Legislature of New York the section which has been 
read and has been amended and made more vigorous here to embrace 
all the rest of the country in regard to impediments to navigation, is 
would have swept away a solid bridge at once by authority of Congress 
under this general legislation. 

Weare enlightened by the Senators from Connecticut and from Massa- 
chusetts,and now re-enforced by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], 
that they all know better what the interests of New York are about 
four miles of wharfage on each side of open navigation than do the 
Senatorstrom New York. Why, Mr. President, in another item which 
all the members of the Committee on Commerce will appreciate, when 
we show that the appropriation of $198,000 to widen the depths of 
water there would be opened by private streets and the system of 
streets and wharves at private expense of $10,000,010, that would add 
four miles to the whariage of the city of New York and of Brooklyn in 
an unbroken series, and there would be room for the commerce of the 
whole country, including that of Texas and Connecticut, and that im- 
provement would reduce the price of wharfage, so high now, greatly 
necessary for navigation and all interested in its burdens. It would 
reduce it from fifteen dollars to seven. and with alacrity and unanimity, 
with a knowledge thus imparted without consulting the Senators from 
Connecticut, or from Massachusetts, or from Texas, they concluded 
that it was worth while to do that. 

Now, Senators speak here of the large range of wharfage the 
two rivers. Themerchants know how much space there is. The mer- 
chants know whether there can be whariage along for tour or five miles 


on the North River and whether the East River is not now taken up 
and the Brooklyn shore now taken up, and under that evidence and 
on that argument $198,000 was 2 into this bill to open additional 
wharfage. Who can estimate the importance to the commerce, in- 
cluding that of Connecticut and Massachusetts and Texas, in having 
wW reduced from $15 to $7. And now we are enlightened also 
that, if counsel can be taken from the Senators from Texas, and Con- 
necticut, and Massachusetts, the ture of the State of New. 
York, the common council of New York City, the Chambers of Com- 
merce, the Maritime Commerce Association, and the dozen representa- 
tives of all the interests in New York that present themselves here and 
desire the Harlem River improvement to are to be met by the 
suggestion from Texas that this is a mud-hole and that there is no 
navigation. E 

Mr. REAGAN. I did not make that suggestion. 

Mr. EVARTS. And at the same moment we are asked to appropri- 
ate $500,000 for Galveston without anybody from the State of New 
York talking about the better wisdom ol enlargements down there. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I did not say anything 
about that being a mud-hole. 

Mr. EVARTS. I thought you did. 

Mr. REAGAN. I did not. 

Mr. HAWLEY, I think that was my remark. 

Mr. EVARTS. Yon described it distinctly as being an operation in 
real estate to fill the pockets of individuals at the expense of the appro- , 
priations of Congress, and now $2,000,000 have been appropriated out 
of the pockets of the riparian owners to put it in the power of the Gov- 
ernment at this moderate expense to produce this important change in 
navigation. : 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from New York alluded to 
the Senator from Massachusetts. I suppose he refersto me. All I 
said was that I was perfectly willing this excavation should go on, but 
that I thought the arrangements for providing tor the convenience of 
the railroad crossings and of the commerce ought to be brought up ina 
separate bill, when the statistics could be brought before the Senate 
and experts could give their opinion, and that we had not before us 
now furnished sufficient data to give an intelligent vote on that sub- 
ject. I distinctly said that I was perfectly willing that the whole 
work should go on, reserving only this one thing until we could get 
further information about it, and I said no single one of the matters 
which the Senator from New York has attributed to me. 

Mr. EVARTS. On the contrary, the Senator went almost to the ex- 
tent of objurgation against the Senators from New York and arraigned 
them for the presentation of this subject here with an ignorance that 
they supposed was universal on the subject. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from New York will pardon me for saying 
that I did nothing of the kind, and that the only ignorance which 
impute to the Senator trom New York is an ignorance of what I said— 
a crass, Egyptian ignorance of it. 

Mr. EVARTS. The ears are masters of what words are said after 
they are uttered. That is a universal proposition. A man who is ob- 
jurgating may not know that he is objurgating, but the man who is 
objurgated knows it. When two Senators are arraigned here for hay- 
ing brought in as a new proposition an arrangement so important, so 
long studied, and so well understood, we are told that now an improve- 
ment must go over for the year because of these ideas resting entirely 
upon the question of the interruption of travel, all of which we are 
familiar with. You do not want a map of the canal, a dull subject 
always and not picturesque—you do not want a map to show what a 
canal 400 feet wide and 5 miles long will look like. 

The question is of the people that live there, the interests there, and 
the interests of the mass of population that urge their tides of travel 
across it. You do not wanta map for them. The Senators from New 
England are alive to that subject of the amount of travel. We take 
their word for it, that all the people of the country wish to go across 
it at least twice a year, or even twice a day. We will also take the 
other proposition, that all commerce is interested, and that the far- 
thest question of shipment on water or any portion upon railroad trans- 
portation that from the time these flatboats and scows become the bur- 
den of the wealth of transportation at the cheapest rate, and they are 
all in favor of having this process of enlarged wharfage for their accom- 
modation, and not to be putin competition with the great steam-ships 
and foreign commerce that can afford to pay great rates of wharfage. 
I have not heard a word from the great mass of population in our own 
State, over, I believe, 6,000,000, that will not fall very much short 
of the population ot all New England, and they travel over this Harlem 
River and then come down on the Harlem Railroad and the Central 
Railroad. j ust as Connecticut travelers and Massachusetts travelers come 
on the New York and New Haven, and the confluence of all that tide 
of travel passes over this bridge. 

Do not the people of New York who travel back and forth, do not 
the suburban travelers who live up the Hudson and along the Sound, 
within the State of New York, know themselves what comes from im- 

iment and what comes from convenience? And then the whole 
est that comes down through that gap in the Alleghanies where the 
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Central Railroad passes know all about this. They have to pass over 
this and go to the city of New York by that route, and some of them 
have to take this route to get to New England. 

What I object to, Mr. President, is not confined to one thing. The 
Senators from New York are always happy to take the estimate of Sen- 
ators and public evidence and public authority on subjects that are 

inent to them. One common subject only that is pretended by the 

tors from New England is that this travel across the railroad bridge 
and the other great interest spoken of in this very limited and curtailed 
operation of 3 miles, amounts in volume of tonnage and the value ot the 
property to what would make the fortune of a small seaport town. 

Mr. President, this difficulty from the existing law was brought to 
the attention of the Senators from New York; it was brought to the 
attention of the Commerce Committee, and has been under their delib- 
eration for three months. All the enlightenment comes from the other 
House, from their investigations, and the difficulty is, as my colleague 
has pointed ont, that it will not do to leave the matter under general 
legislation if there is an intention that there shall be an improvement 
in the travel across the Harlem River as it now exists, for all these 
bridges are over the part of it that is now used by commerce and right- 
fally used by commerce. 

In that difficulty, then, there were two propositions. One was solid 
bridges. Butthe Legislature is to be consulted in that arrangement. 
They may not authorize, if they consider it inconsistent with their pol- 
icy, if they are asked to depart from what is now the arrangement for 
the existing bridges—I mean new bridges that are raised 24 feetabove 
the tide and under the regulation of draws. All these interests have 
been fixing their attention on this very subject of this compromise be- 
tween travel across and the commercial interests and the wharfage in- 
terests and all the prices that are affected. There is not one building that 
will come within the range of 2 miles on either side of this canal that 
will not feel in the reduction of the cost of getting more abundant ma- 
terials water-borne and hauled only some 2 miles. 

And yet here on this fine sammer morning we are entertained with 
these liberal notions about New York City and its injury and the 
blame of its merchants, its Chamber of Commerce, its Maritime Asso- 
ciation, its financial bodies, and its citizens, thatit they follow the ad- 
vice of the Senator from Texas and the Senator from Connecticut and 
the Senator from Massachusetts they will be a great deal better oft 
and all the rest of the country! Sir, I believe it has been the custom 
that particular interests were represented before the Commerce Com- 
mittee and to hear statements by Senators, and citizens who are intro- 
duced to them on that particular matter. Now, this whole matter 
has been weighed from top to bottom; everybody has been consulted, 
no matter whether he agreed or did not agree. The present situation 
of power with regard tothe removal of the obstructions and this newly 
invigorated power by which all existing structures not protected by 
twenty years of existence or by affirmative legislation are at the mercy 
of the Secretary of War all over this country—in what interest I should 
like to know? In the interest of commerce, water-borne commerce 
which we all understand and all appreciate and all intend to main- 
tain? 

Where have we any solid bridges? Arethe bridges of Boston solid? 
The men of Boston aresolid, but the bridges are not. They have draws, 
and as things are now those bridges are crossed mainly by persons who 
make money there and pay their taxes outside of the city. They all 
come out again every morning and every evening. Why do they not 


close the draws there? So with Connecticut. We had an example of 


lesson is to be taught us by Connecticut about close bridges, 


a draw there in the Norwalk disaster. What was the policy of Con- 
necticut about that? Did they close that bridge against schooners? 
Not they. They passed a law that every train should come to a halt 
whether there was any need of it or not, in order to be sure that noth- 
ing was to interrupt the train. Whether that is now in force I do not 
know, but it was the subject of much criticism by travelers. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will say, if the Senator will pardon me, that the 
object of it was not to save the schooner. It was because one big train 
pitched in and we lost many good people: and it was to save the peo- 
ple, the ngers. 

Mr. EVARTS. That was the motive, and as strong a motive as any- 
body could feel, to have the draws opened to navigation of the sloops 
that go into that creek, however deep they may penetrate; but I be- 
lieve all the travel on this very road, which is a very great road, that 
the Senators from New England are talking about, every train stopped 
there, whether a schooner was in sight or not, and there we sat in si- 
lence until the train started again. I do not complain of that. I be- 
lieve in avoiding open draws; but I do not want to be told here thata 
Is there 
not a draw at the mouth of the Connecticut on the Shore Line, where 
all the sloops passing in that river up to Hartford are under observa- 
vation? Is there not one at Middletown? 

Every clause, every section put into this amendment that the Sena- 
tors trom New York have supported was a change of existing law, a 
change of the provisions in the House bill, and all in favor of travel 
across and modification of the close limitation that is to be found on 
the statute-books of this Government in regard to navigation; and yet 
we are told here that ina mire of ignorance the Senators are found and 


can not make either land or water out of it unless there is a year’s de- 
lay to examine into this subject. 

Mr. President, it is not very important whether this to confer- 
ence with closed bridges or with open bridges under the limitation. 
It is my judgment under the limitation in the present stage of public 
feeling and public interest and public action that this qualified open 
draw is the best one, because there is to come about and should come 
abont a general acceptance of what are regarded by the State of New 
York and the city of New York with equal interest, that is, travel by 
railroads and navigation and wharf accommodations. Therefore I have 
no objection to its taking one form or the other. So far as I um ad- 
vised or have any judgment, the other House is not willing to strike 
out the whole matter. 

Now, Mr. President, look at the great property interests which are 
involved, and involved upon the promise of the United States that this 
was to be an improvement and the Government would contribute to it 
if the land-owners would devote their property to this use. Mer- 
chants, dealers for the three or four miles that are uow open, have ac- 
commodated their trade, have accommodated their communications 
water-borne outwards and inwards, and the population are now using 
the great benefits of this imperfect navigation already. Now we are 
to be told in one breath that we are to incorporate in this very river 
and harbor bill one of the most searching and comprehensive provisions 
ever determined upon to remove from all the United States bridges 
upon no other consideration than that they obstruct water-borne com- 
merce, and in the same breath it is said that this navigation, which 
transcends in its importance, which transcends in its now use—I will 
not say how large a proportion, but a very large proportion of the nav- 
igation that is seeking nurture and protection, and receiving it from 
every clanse in this manifold bill—must not interfere with the con- 
stant use of the bridges. 

This is an impossible situation, and it must be solved, for the prob- 
Jem will remain if we take no action for which we have authority and 
we have jadgment that can make anaccommodation between the com- 
petition of water-borne commerce and wharfave interests in which the 
whole country is involved, and the traffic across thestream by railroads 
and otherwise then this imperfect condition can be made by the legisla- 
tion of New York, but the opportunity of concurrence of opinion among 
the citizens and their interests will be postponed, if not destroyed. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, in view of the statements made 
by the chairman of the committee and the suggestions of others, Iam 
perfectly willing that the vote should be taken on the amendment as 
offered by the Senator from Connecticut, and then let the matter go to 
a committee of conference for final determination. I coniess that lam 
not very familiar with the situation at Harlem River, although my 
prejudices are rather unfavorable, that is, rather against the improve- 
ment which has been contemplated there, and which has partly taken 
place in the last four or five years. During my term in the other House, 
when I was upon the Committee on Commerce, I came to the conclu- 
sion that there was not much in this improvement. Butnowit seems 
to me that this matter should go to the committee of conference and 
there receive a final determination. 

What led me to make the motion at this time to lay the whole sub- 
ject on the table, leaving the bill without any appropriation for this 
purpose, was the statement made by the Senator from Connecticut that 
the War Department had advanced the opinion that ultimately this 
river would be closed, and if such is likely to be the case I thought the 
sooner Congress stopped the appropriation the better. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let the Senator understand me exactly. It was 
not an official declaration of the War Department, though I think the 
opinion was clearly expressed by the Chiet of Engineers that it was his 
judgment. He was not making it as an official report, and I do not 
know that I violate any confidence in saying that he told the chair- 
man of the Committee on Commerce that his individual opinion was 
that the best thing to do was to close the river up. 

Mr. WASHBURN. For the reason I have stated, I will not renew 
my motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Evarts] who has just spoken smiled at the remarks some of us made 
on this side that we knew nothing about this question until it was pro- 
posed yesterday afternoon about ᷣo'elock. Hesaid it was all understood. 
Now, there has been a negotiation, conversation, aud controversy going 
on between the various interests here that not over five or six Senators 
knew anything about; and when the river and harbor bill appeared 
here our New England interests were satisfied by seeing that everything 
concerning the Harlem River was erossed out by the report of the Sen- 
ate Committee on Commerce, 

Then, between 4 and 5 o’clock yesterday, when we were reaching, 
as we supposed, the end of the discussion of the river and harbor bill, 
a very different proposition was brought in here, an entirely different 
affair, which none of us who have a vital interest in this matter knew 
anything about. That was the ignorance of which I spoke. It was 
inevitable. I did not claim that we were wholly ignorant as to the 
great interests of transportation and the Harlem River question. I 
have seen a great deal of literature in the past three or four weeks on 


that subject, and, for that matter, tor ten years past, and I suppose 
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every New England Senator has been supplied with it. I bave been 
by there time and again, crossing over and over again on the Hudson 
River Railroad and the New Haven Railroad and looking out, and I 
have never passed there without some thought in my mind of this 
pending question. 

But the Senator made quite a contrast between the people of Central 
and Western New York and the peopleof New England. Their inter- 
ests are entirely common in this matter. The Senator asked if they 
in New York had no interest, if they did not understand this question 
as much as we did, and he gave us to understand that the people of 
Central New York being wiser than the people of New England were 
quite willing to agree to draw-bridges. Now, the Senator has never 
taken a census of opinion of the great Central and Western New York 
upon whether they would have the Central Railroad trains interrupted 
every fifteen minutes by little vessels coming into the Harlem basin, 
Their judgment will be just exactly ours, and I say to the Senator 
from New York that as the question stands now the judgment of New 
England and Western New York and the West would be that Harlem 
River had better be all filled up and rebuilt, for there will ultimately 
be practically the center of the magnificent city of New York; and 
these railroads, whatever they may be willing to compromise upon, 
think so. 

But I am willing to yield this, that as to whether there might not 
be large docks there, to say nothing about transit through, whether 
there might not be large basins and docks like those below London, is 
to a large extent a local question. Of course, upon that question the 
merchants of New York are better judges than I am.. If the two things 
can be reconciled, if large docks in that river can be provided for by 
passage under the bridges by steam-vessels or vessels drawn by steam, 
und at the same time the wonderful tide of travel aud traffic by rail 
can be left uninterrupted, I shall be willing and glad of it. 

Let the people interested tax themselves; let them even come here 
to Congress and insist upon taxing the Government millions upon 
millions of dollars to provide these local docks and I will not particularly 
complain about it, I will not make any ugly fight about it. But what 
I am struggling for is a commerce a great deal larger than that and a 
traffic of two hundred and fifty trains a day, and the road choked and 
crowded with travel and spending hundreds of thousands of dollars every 
year to increase its facilities for getting into New York, and probably 
fifteen millions, a quarterof all the people of the country, are directly in- 
terested in that matter of access to the great city. Thatis what I was 
talking of; that is the broad question which interests all. It is as 
much a Connecticut question as a New York City or a New York State 
question; if anything, a larger question to us than it can be to them, 
but at least it is equally our question. 

Mr. EVARTS. Lask the Senator whether he has had the census 
taken of Connecticut? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; very substantially. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I should like very much to have a vote 
on this question. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the remarks which I made on this 
subject were the result of an investigation of this same question each 
session of Congress for about twelve ye rs, and the hearing of evidence 
and the consideration of all the phases connected with it. I had not 
had the opportunity of knowing the views of the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Evarts] and did not know that I should be antagonizing 
them, and I hope the Senator from New York will understand that my 
observations were not with a view of antagonizing his views. They 
were the result of investigations long continued, and a consideration 
of the subject in all its aspects. It is my misfortune, perhaps, that I 
reach a conclusion different from that which has been reached by the 
Senator from New York. 

I concede that the local situation of the Senator and the immediate 
interests of his constituents are much greater than any that I represent, 
while I look upon the question as one affecting the commerce of the 
entire country, and one upon which fair argument from any Senator 
might be listened to without offense. 

The first view I had was—and that has been heretofore sustained by 
the evidence I have heard upon the subject trom those directly inter- 
ested that if an open water way is made from North to East River, it 
will cost more to pass vessels through it than it would to take them 
around from one river to the other by tows or by the convenience of 
steam-vessels, That is one point. 

Another point is that the enormous amount of travel passing over 
what would be the line of this channel connecting the two rivers is so 
great that if draw-bridges were made it would requiré a continual 
whirl of them to meet the various demands of passing trains and pass- 
ing vessels, and I repeat—the Senator may consider it unwise or offen- 
sive, as he sees proper—that itis in my judgment utterly impracticable 
without a serious interruption to commerce and travel to make draw- 
bridges over that stream. 

Besides, as I suggested before, if the plan be adopted of requiring 
these bridges to be raised from 7 feet to 24 feet above high water, it 
involves the raising of railroad tracks on either side, which must af- 
fect the property adjoining them on eithersideand must affect it injuri- 
onaly; and either the railroad company or some one else will have to 
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foot the bills for doing that. The Senators perhaps have considered 

that. Beyond that, if it should be determined to make solid bridges 

high enough for vessels aud their masts to pass under them, that would 

require another extension of the grade a long way on each side of the 

river and would injure the property on each side of these tracks to the 

3 of millions of dollars. The Senator no doubt has considered 
t, too. 

Mr. President, I will enter into no controversy now with the Sen- 
ator from New York. He can have his way if he chooses. I merely 
tell him that if he can succeed it will be for him to receive the con- 
demnation that will come from an interrapted commerce and an inter- 
rupted traffic. 

Mr. BLAIR, Mr. President, I want to suggest to the Senator from 
Maine, who will take this matter into conference, one point which has 
not been evolved during this debate. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Maine is afraid that he will never 
get it into conference. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BLAIR. He had better take this idea with him if he does. 
That the construction of this canal, giving a passage northward to the 
population and wealth of New York City from the East River to the 
Hudson River and interchangeably, adds unquestionably immensely 
to the defense of the city of New York in the case of war. An assault 
by way of the mouth of the harbor or by way of Long Island Sound or 
from both directions would be relieved of a very large proportion of its 
danger by this transit for a retreating naval force or defensive force 
through this passage, which by being opened in the manner contem- 
plated by the appropriation—for I presume it will—will be made suita- 
bie tar the transit of a navy provided it be not blocked up by solid 
bridges, 

Whenever this matter is finally settled, whether it be by a bridge 
which shall not be opened, except in great emergencies, or one which 
shall be opened daily for transit back and forth, I insist upon it that 
the war interests of the whole country demand that there should be 
draws in these bridges even if they are to be used only on an emergency. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I wish to take one minuteonly to point 
out what is the precise condition of this debate and what is the precise 
relation, as I understand, that my honorable friend from New York 
[Mr. EVARTS] occupies in this matter. : 

The Committee on Commerce brought in this bill striking out every- 
thing in regard to the structure of new bridges, leaving only the pro- 
vision for going on with the work of excavating. Yesterday afternoon, 
as we were just about coming to a vote, as we hoped, upon the bill, it 
was moved to strike it all out, not only to strike out going on with the 
work, but I think it was stated by one of the committee that he was 
willing to allow that to goon. Thereupon my honorable friend from 
New York introduced an amendment providing for draws in all these 
bridges, and New England Senators pointed out the inconvenience to 
their constituents as well as to others, and I said, what I think every 
Senator will bear me out in the truth of, that we were ignorant of the 
statistics showing the comparative claims of the water commerce on the 
one side and the land commerce on the other, and that before the ques- 
ticn was adjusted between them the Committee on Commerce ought to 
send for experts and we should have their testimony laid betore the 
Senate. 

Now, the Senator from New York, thinking that there is great dis- 
respect to him or to somebody in that suggestion, as I understand it, 
comes in this morning and not only goes as far as that, but goes a great 
deal further, and he and his colleague announce their willingness to- 
day to abandon for the time being the draw altogether and to provide 
for asolid bridge. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Weare willing that it shall go to conference on 
that proposition. 

Mi. HOAR. I do not suppose you propose to have this whole thing 
settled by four men in conference without the acquiesence of the Sen- 
ate. Now it seems to me that when these honorable Senators, or either 
of them, one day want a solid bridge, and the next day want a draw, 
and the next day go back to the solid bridge again, there is nothi 
disrespectful to them and other Senators in asking to be enlighten 
by having the statistics that will show which is the best. 

Mr. WASHBURN, As the Senators from New York it seems agree 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut [(Mr. 
HAWLEY], which provides for solid bridges, bridges without draws, I 
do not see the use of any further discussion on the subject, We all 
seem to be agreed upon that amendment, and I hope, therefore, we may 
have a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
Irom Minnesota to withdraw his motion to lay the amendment on the 
table. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I withdrew it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question then recurs on the 
motion of the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS] to amend the 


amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], which 
will be again stated. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Chair may be right, but my amendment is 
pending, I suppose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


It can not be entertained now be- 
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cause an amendment in the second degree is pending. The Secretary 
will again state the pending amendment. 

The Secretary. In line 18 page 2 of the amendment, insert, after 
the word ‘‘ prescribe,” the words the times and; so as to read: 

nd provided further, That the Secre of War shall prescribe the times and 
—.— and reasonable regulations eins opening, ete. 

The PRESIDENT pro ees, cobs gone ange for ma a 
upon agreeing to the amendment pro; y the Senator from New 
York to the amendment offered by the Senator from Maine? 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move now that the whole subject lie on the table. 
I mean that all the amendments lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. Including the committee amendment? 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand the amendment of the committee has 
been disposed of. $ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has been disposed of by agree- 
ment. x 

Mr. PLUMB. There has been developed the widest possible diversity 
of opinion in the Senate in regard to this very important question. I 
am not prepared to express any opinion about it myself, although I hap- 

pen to have seen recently the place and the circumstances and sur- 

roundings of this connecting link between the south shore of Harlem 

River and the north shore, and it impressed me very greatly in certain 

ways; but I believe that after this discussion to have this whole sub- 

ject go ton committee of conference without any farther instruction 
except that which may be embodied in the discussion so far had would 
be the best course, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have offered an amendment this morning in 
which I shall be glad, and I think the Senate will, to express its judg- 
ment, providing for closed bridges through there; and that is apparently 
the sentiment of the Senate in general, if the sense of the Senate can 
be taken upon the question. 

Mr. PLUME. The pointis, if the Senate should express its opinion 
on that branch and not upon the other, it possibly might prevent any 
solution at all. It is better to have something than nothing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Kansas to submit a motion to lay on the table. 

Mr.CULLOM. May [inquire if the amendment of the Senator from 

- Connecticut is pending, so that that will be laid on the table if the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Kansas carries? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not yet been formally offered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iotfered it, but I was not aware that an amend- 
ment to the amendment was pending. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Therefore it was not offered. 

Mr. PLUMB. If that amendment has not been offered, I withdraw 
my motion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I offer the amendment now. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut moves 
to amend the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine by 
striking out and inserting what will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Insert the following: 

Improving Harlem River, New York: Continuing improvement, $350,000; and 
the Secretary of War is directed to cause the low bridges now crossing said 
Harlem River to be replaced, at the expense of the owners thereof, by other 
bridges as soon asthe necessary legislation by the State of New York shall 
have enabled the change in grade to the approaches of said thus re- 
quired, to be made and after the necessary work therefor shall have béen com- 
pleted and opened to travel; and said bridges shall leave a clear space of 

feet between the high water of spring tides and the under side of said bridges, 
and said bridges shall be without any draw-spansor draws or openings in them: 

Provided, That the spans of said new bridges shall in all respects comply with 

this law and conform to the requirements of the of War; And pro- 

vided, No part of this appropriation shall be expended until the owners of said 
bridges shall be respectively legally authorized to make such changes in the 

1 hes of tho said bridges as may be required to conform to 
elevations of said new bridges. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair understands æhe Senator 
from Kansas to move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before that vote is taken, if the Senator from Kan- 
sas will allow me a moment, I desire to ask what will be the situation 
of the question if these amendments are laid upon the table? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will stand on the clause of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. It will stand on the committee amendment? 

Mr. PLATT. No, it will stand on the clause of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As the Chair understands, the bill 
came from the House of Representatives with a provision included be- 
tween lines 7 and 20, on 29. The Committee on Commerce re- 

an amendment to strike out that provision, which has been 

to. Therefore, the whole provision concerning the improve- 
mentof Harlem River has been eliminated from the bill. TheSenator 
from Maine proposed to amend by inserting another provision upon the 
same subject, to which the Senator from Connecticut has offered an 
amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. As a substitute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Kansas moves to 
lay the amendment on the table, which, if it prevails, will leave the 
provision eliminated from the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is what I desire, Mr. President. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the question before the com- 
mittee of conference, if the decision stands, will be upon agreeing to 
the amendment ot the Senate striking out the provision. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not make the motion in order to cut off debate. 
If any Senator wishes to speak I shall withdraw the motion for that 
purpose; but it seems tome the Senate will get by a short cut at some 
result on this subject by means of the motion I have made better than 
otherwise. I think, on the whole, it will be better to let the matter go 
to conference in order that there may be that adjustment which finally 
pied come under some different circumstances than those obtaining 

ere now. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair then understands the Sen- 
0 from Kansas to withdraw his motion to lay the amendment on the 
tab 

Mr. PLUMB. I will, for the purpose of allowing any one to speak. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I think we had better take the direct question, in 
order to have the sense of the Senate to guide the conferees on the sub- 
ject. I think the debate is pretty much exhausted. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to make an inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hear the Senator 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT. Was the motion of the Senator from Kansas, which is 
now withdrawn, a motion to lay the amendment of the Senator from 
Maine on the table or the amendment of my colleague? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It could only be applied, except by 
unanimous consent, to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Connecticut, that being the pending question. By unanimous consent, 
the question can be taken upon laying the amendment of the Senator 
from Connecticut and the amendment of the Senator trom Maine on 
the table as one question, if the Senate desires. - 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I apprehend that the Senator from 
Kansas was not present at the whole of the debate this morning and 
is not quite apprised of the situation reached in the minds of Senators. 
There came to be a somewhat general feeling thatit was notof any very 
vital importance whether the improvement went intoa conference with 
a solid or with a draw bridge; but the Senate has disposed ofthe latter 
point of preferring a draw-bridge to go into conference, and I supposed 
had reached very general concurrence that this amendment for solid 
bridges should go to conference. 

We shall bave made very little progress if we are to come back here 
with the question whether we shall adhere to our rejection ot the Har- 
lem River improvement, and the House adhere to it, as seems to be 
quite probable that they willdo. We therefore reduce somewhat, 
perhaps I should say a great deal, the elements of discussion, because 
all these amendments relate to the appendant provision of the House 
proposition, not to the appropriation at all. It is to leave the whole 
matter open, to have the bridges removed at once with all the incon- 
veniences that have been pointed out. Now, as the Senator from Ver- 
mont suggests, let us take the sense of the Senate whether we wish 
this to go into conference with solid bridges, 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President, this is an improvement in the State 
of New York, and it is not a gracions thing perhaps to oppose the 
wish of the Senators from that State; but as a member of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, which has given this matter a great deal of atten- 
tion, I desire to say that the House committee which framed this bill, 
as was well stated by the Senator from New York nearest me, ap- 
pointed a special subcommittee to go over with the Government ex- 
gineers to determine what was the proper thing to do in this particular 
case, and the result is the provision found on page 29. When it came 
to the Committee on Commerce of the Senate that committee recom- 
mended that the provision sbould be stricken out with a view to have 
further information and further investigation when it came to a mat- 
ter of conference between the two Houses. 

I think that what we have before us is probably a very extreme propo- 
sition, and for one I do not want to be committed to a provision that 
requires a solid bridge over the Harlem River and that the improve- 
ments of that river shall be suspended until after the action of the 
lature of New York, and the determination of that question, and there- 
fore I shall vote for the motion of the Senator from Kansas, believing 
that if it is left precisely as the Senate has it now, with the House pro- 
vision stricken ont, when it goes into conference the conierees on the 
part of this body and the House can then consider all the various propo- 
sitions that are presented, and remodel this clause in some form that 
will be exactly right and just to the Jfarlem River improvement and 
to the railroad company and to the commerce of that great metropolis. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iask theSenator justaquestion. Why not let a vote 
be taken upon this proposition, which certainly interests a great many 
people and will settle three-quarters of it, and then make a motion to 
lay the whole question on the table if he wants? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I think that conferees—perhaps 
that is a very old-fashioned notion—are supposed to insist upon and ad- 
here to the views of the body they represent, and that we do not send 
a thing to conference as we do to a committee of seven, or nine, or 
eleven gentlemen of the body to report to us for consideration, but we 
send a thing to a conference on account of a disagreement between the 
two Houses in respect of which the conferees of each represent the 
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views that either House has before expressed and with due diligence 


and firmness present the considerations and insist upon them. 

Now, then, to leave this thing at sea, as I may say—although there is 
not any sea in the Harlem River until we make one by digging out 
above tliese bridges—it seems to me it is not just to impose such a re- 
sponsibility upon whoever the Senate conferees may be (and we know 
exactly who they will be of course, according to our usual course of pro- 
ceeding), but that the Senate ought to express itself. We have dis- 
cussed this question quite as much as the conferees could and the Senate 
ought to express its opinion as to what, according to the light it now 
has, it desires to have done, so that our conferees, if the matter should 
go to conference, will understand what it is that they represent as the 
judgment of the body that has appointed them to confer with the other 
House, 

I hope, therefore, that we shall take a vote by yeas and nays on these 

nding propositions as indicating the judgment of the whole body of 
piapa after this debate, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas, to lay the amendment upon the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will withdraw the motion, and 
let us take a vote directly upon the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Taking a straight vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. On the discussion now. 

Mr, PLUMB. Very well; I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The motion to lay the amendment 
on the table is withdrawn. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to say now that I very much hope the amend- 
ment will not be adopted; and in saying that I say it, of course, with 
much deference to the wishes of the Senators from New York and those 
from New England, who are closely interested in the subject-matter. 
I was up there last fall, and, incompany with a friend, examined the 
situation, and it seems to me it would bea great national misfortune 
to have that channel closed by the erection of a closed bridge only 
24 feet high. 

I do not want to regard this wholly as a local question, and I should 
dislike very much to have the Senate commit itself in favor of an ob- 
struction of that kind to the permanent navigationof the Harlem River. 
There has been found elsewhere opportunity to adjust the relations of 
those interested in navigable waters to those who by means of rail- 
roads cross them. That ought to be done in this case. It can easily 
be done. The corporations coming in there are amply able to build 
bridges of sufficient height and with draws which, while accommo- 
dating their purposes, will accommodate also the purpose of those in- 
terested in the water transportation and the other purpose which has 
been spoken of here, what might at some time be termed one of na- 
tional defense; and whatever is done in this way ought to be done 

~ aiter.a great deal of deliberation and care, and I very much hope that 
whatever is done it will not take this shape. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 


LEY]. l 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

The Secretary. Substitute for the amendment proposed by Mr. 
Frye the following: 

Improving Harlem River, New York: Continuingimprovement, $350,000; and 
8 of War is directed to cause the low bridges 88 
Harlem River to be replaced, at the expense of the owners thereof, by other 
bridges as soon as the necessary legislation by the State of New York shall 
have enabled the change in grade to the approaches of said bridges thus re- 
quired to be made, and after the necessary work therefor shall have been com- 

leted and opened to travel; and said bridges shall leave a clear of 24 feet 

tween the high water of spring-tides and the under side of said bridges, and 
said bridges shall be without any draw-spans or draws or openings in them: 
Provided, That the spans of said new bridges shall in ail respeets comply with 
this law and conform to the bor meteor of the Secretary of War: And pro- 
vided, No part of this appropriation shall be expended until the owners of said 
sae pag a be res ore legally authorized = make such — — in the 
grad the approaches of said bridges as ma; uired to co to thi 
n of ald new bridges. L ee 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison agreeing to the 
amendment. $ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As this covers the whole matter, though I am in 
favor of it, I ask for the yeas and nays upon it, in order that we may 
get a definite judgment of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
that on this question the yeas and nays may be entered on the Jour- 

1 


nal. : 
Pe Agen. and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to eall 
ero 
Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). Iam paired gen- 
erally with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], but I have 
his authority to vote upon all questions involved in this bill. I vote 
nay.’ 
Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. In his absence I withhold my 


vote. 
Mr. SHERMAN (when his name was called). I am paired with my 


colleague [Mr. PAYNE]; and not knowing how he would vote on this 


question, I withhold my vote, unless it shall be necessary to make a 
norum, 

1 Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 

with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON]. 

The roll-call was concluded, 

Mr. BATE. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. HARRIS] is ab- 
sent, not well enongh to be in the Chamber this morning, and is paired 
with the Senator trom Vermont [Mr. MORRILE]. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to give notice that my colleague [Mr. CALL] 
is ore; and is paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PET- 
TIGREW ]. - 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Florida will allow me, I will 
state that I am satisfied my co lesgue [Mr. FARWELL] will be entirely 
willing that he shall vote on this question in any way he chooses, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida de- 
sire to be recorded? 

Mr. PASCO. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. TELLER. I wish tostate that my colleague [Mr. WoL cor] is 
paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna]. My col- 
league is detained from the Senate by sickness. 

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
BARBOUR], but I do not think he would object to my voting upon this 
question, and after consultation with his colleague [Mr. DANIEL] I will 
take the liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. HIGGINS. I am paired generally with the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], but I do not think he will object to my vot- 
ing on this question, and I vote “yea. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to state to the Senator from Delaware that the 
Senator from New Jersey with whom he is paired requested me to say 
to the Senator that on the river and harbor bill he could vote as he 


leased. 
i Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
PADDOCK ] is necessarily absent from the Chamber to-day and is paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eusris]. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I desire to state that my colleague [ Mr. Mo- 
MILLAN] is absent, and is paired with the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the affirmative). L observe that 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] is not present, and I should be 
glad if the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN} would indicate, if 
he knows, how that Senator would vote. Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. ) 

Mr. GORMAN. Ido not think it makes the slightest difference. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iwill allow my vote to stand, then. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iwish to state, to avoid any possible misunderstand- 
ing, that I am paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], 


but not regarding this question such as to require a recognition of the’ ` 


pair, I take the liberty of voting ‘‘yea.’’ If there is any exception 
to it or if any one thinks it will be objectionable, I shall withdraw my 
vote. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Under thecircumstances I teel at liberty to vote, 
and I vote “yea.” 

Mr. QUAY (after having voted in the affirmative). I observe that 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], with whom I have 
a general pair, is not in his seat, and while I am not clear that the pair 
applies to this vote, I shall prefer to withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] men- 
tioned to me that he was about to leave the Chamber, but was willing 
that my colleague should vote upon this question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New York 
desire to be recorded ? 

Mr. EVARTS. I have stated the grounds upon which I place m; 
view of the competing views of open draws and closed bridges, and 
have agreed that it shall go inte conference. As I understand that is 
the vote, I shall vote yea.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am paired with the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Dawes]. I do not know how he would vote on this mat- 
ter and I do not know whether [should vote. A good many have been 
voting irrespective of pairs. I will leave it to his colleague to say 
whether I shall vote or not. 

Mr. HOAR. I have had no conversation with my colleague upon 
this question, but from my general knowledge of the interests of the 
community he represents I should feel very confident that he 
would vote yea. But I have no right to represent him and I shall 
content myself with that statement. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Then, under the circumstances, I shall observe 
the pair, for I should vote nay.“ 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to announce the transfer of my pair with the 
Senator from West Virgi [Mr. FAULKNER] to the tor from 
Illinois [Mr. PARWELL), and I vote yea. 

Mr. PASCO. That arrangement will be satisfactory to me. AsI 


have already voted, I shall allow my vote to stand. 
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The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—22, 
Allison, Evarts, Sherman, 
Casey, Hawley, Piatt, er, 
Cullom, Higgins, Power, ler, 
Daniel, Hiscock, Qnay, Washburn, 
Dixon, Hoar, 
Edmunds, Manderson, Sawyer, 
c NAYS—%. 
Allen, Coke, Gorman. Ransom, 
te, Colquitt, aes Stockbridge, 

bu Dolph aA Verh 
Blackburn. Dolph, nga 
Blair, _ Bust Pasco," Walthall, 
Cameron, Frye, Plumb, 
Carlisle, Gibson, Pugh, 

ABSENT—8ô. 

Aldrich, Farwell McMillan, Sanders, 
Barbour, Faulkner, McPherson, Squire, 
Blodgett, ‘oody, nford, 
Brown, Gray, Morgan, Stewart, 
Butler, Morrill, Vance, 
Call, Hearst, Paddock, Voorhees, 

ler, Jones of Arkansas, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Ceckrell, Jones of Neyada, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md. 
Dawes, Kenna, Pierce, Wolcott. 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Connecticut moves 
to lay the amendment on the table. 

The motion was to. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further amendments to 
the bill as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. FRYE. The committee amendments have all been acted upon 
except one touching the authority to be given the Baltimore and Poto- 
mac Railroad Company for a new wagon-road near the Long Bridge. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was ruled out of order. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not know whether the then Presiding Officer 
ruled it out or not, but if was understood that at a later period I 
would renew it, atter the Senator from Vermont had had an opportun- 
ity to investigate the matter somewhat, and I simply reserved that 
amendment to offer it at some time Jater. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can be renewed in the Senate. 
Are there farther amendments to the bill in Committee of the Whole ? 

Mr. VEST. I offer an amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. On page 69, after the word sum, in line 23, 
insert: 

And of all unexpended balances from former appropriations for the improve- 
ment of the Missouri River, or any part thereof; 


So as to read: 


Provided, That in the discretion of the commission such portion of said sum 
and of all unexpended balances from former appropriations for the improve- 
ment of the Missouri River, or any part thereof, as they may deem proper, shall 
be expended in the protection of harbors and localities on any part of the river 
within said limits. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Missouri if it is 
the intention to transfer any unexpended balances of any previous ap- 
propriation for the Upper Missouri to the improvement of the stretch 
of river mentioned in this clause. 

Mr. VEST. No, sir; nothing of that sort. 

Mr. DOLPH. Would not the amendment as offered have that effect? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir. I will just state to the Senator that the object 
is to put under the control of the Missouri River Commission the. bal- 
ances unexpended under the last two river and harbor acts, to make 
those amounts subject to the discretion which we vest in the commis- 
sion by the pending bill, and nothing that goes to the upper portion of 
the river above Sioux City can be affected by it at all. 

Mr. DOLPH. The amendment, though, as read at the desk, pro- 
vides for the transfer of the unexpended balances of appropriations tor 
the improvement of the Missouri River or any part thereof. 

Mr. VEST. That is true. 

Mr. DOLPH. Isit not possible that there is an unexpended balance 
of appropriation to improve the river above Sioux City? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir; not above Sioux City. 

Mr. DOLPH. Did not the last river and harbor act make an appro- 
priation for that purpose? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir; all below. The whole object of my amend- 
ment is this: We made appropriations for specific localities in the last 
river and harbor act and the work wasnot done. There were balances 
left in some instances, and in others the amount was not touched at all 
because it was not deemed sufficient by the commission to do the work 
intended. Those are continuing appropriations; they are not covered 
back into the Treasury. 

Mr. DOLPH. I understand that perfectly well, but I can not see 
the object of the amendment. I suppose it is to allow those unex- 
pended balances to be distributed under this proviso, 


Mr. VEST. Under the last river and harbor act we made appropri- 
ations for specifie localities, naming the points. We have done away 
with that system now and leave it to the general discretion of the com- 
mission, and my amendment simply to take the amounts that 
were unexpended at these different localities for the general improve- 
ment of the river, if there is any, and put them under the discretion 
of wes ees as we do in regard to the appropriations we make 

n this bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. The last river and harbor act contained the follow- 
ing provision: 

Improving Missouri River from mouth to Fort Benton: Continuing improve- 
ment, $1,000,000, including removal of obstructions, surveys, and examinations, 
to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, in accordance with 
the plans, specifications, and recommendations of the Missouri River Commis- 
sion, except as herein modified. 

I have an impression—perhaps the Senator can tell me whether it is 
correct or not—that there has been work done on the river above Sioux 
City, and that there is in progress now a survey and examination of the 
river above. The effect of this amendment would be to transfer all 
the fands appropriated by the Jast river and harbor act unexpended to 
the portion of the river below Sioux City. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will notice this bill, it uses in the last 
line on page 69, the twenty-fifth line, the words within said limits.“ 
That would confine it below Sioux City. That answers the objection 
the Senator makes. 

Mr. DOLPH. It would confine the application of the appropriation 
therein made, but it would not confine the transfer of the balances to 
that part of the river. 

Mr. VEST. I do not intend to take any unexpended balances for 
points above Sioux City and I have not the slightest objection to mod- 
ifying the amendment so as to make that clear. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to suggest that the amendment is too 
broad. If confined within the last four years I should have no objec- 
tion to it, but there may be balances of appropriations made for the 
last filty years for the Missouri River. for forty years at least. I think 
the provision ought to be limited. If, as the Senator says, he only de- 
sires to cover the last two river and harbor acts, I would say ‘‘appro- 
priations within the last four years.“ 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to that. I do not intend to take 


any more. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment as modified will be 
reported. 

The SECRETARY, On page 69, line 23, after the word sum,“ it is 
proposed to insert: 

And ofall the unexpended balances from former appropriations during the 


four years for the improvement of the Missouri River below Sioux Cay, or 


any part thereof. 

Mr. SHERMAN, That is right. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I ask that the proviso be read with that 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proviso will be read as it will 
stand if the amendment be adopted. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Provided, That. in the discretion of the commission, such portion of said sum 
and of all the unexpended balances from former appropriations during the last 
four years for the improvement of the Missouri River below Sioux City, orany 
part thereof, as they may deem proper, shall be expended in the protection of 
harbors and localities on any part of the river within said limits, 

Mr. DOLPH. The shape that the amendment is put in now ob- 
viates one objection that I made to it, that by the last river and har- 
bor bill the appropriation was $1,000,000 for the improvement of the 
river from the mouth to Fort Benton; and that amount covered not 
only the reach of river described in the paragraph under consideration 
in the present bill, that is, the Missouri River from its mouth to Sioux 
City, but also the reach covered by the paragraph on the top of the 
next page, Improving Missouri River between Great Falls and Sioux 
City.” : 

The effect of the amendment now would not be to transfer any por- 
tion of the appropriation for the improvement of the Missouri River 
made under the last river and harbor act, or rather would not be to au- 
thorize its expenditure under this proviso of the present bill, but I think 
would cover the portion of any unexpended balances of the appropria- 
tion made for the improvement of the Missouri River under the last 
river and harbor act included in the paragraph which undertook to dis- 
tribute that appropriation to the improvement of different points on the 
river, as, for instance, at Council Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha, Nebr., and 
the Omaha and Council Bluffs bridge, and Sioux City, Iowa, ete. The 
effect of it would be to authorize those express appropriations, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Of the appropriation of $1,000,000 made in 
the last river and harbor act, $775,000 was designated for particular 
places named in theact, leaving about $225,000 for application to the 
river in the discretion of the commission. Ofcourse, oniy a part of that 
amount could be applied to the river above Sioux City. 

Mr. DOLPA. It would be for division by the Secretary of War, or 
else it would be a question that they were not competent to determine, 
as to what portion of the unexpended balances should be applied above 
Sioux City. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I suggest, however, if the amendment of 
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the Senator from Missouri prevails for taking whatever unexpended 
balances there are applicable to the river, either above or below Sioux 
City, and applying them to the river below Sioux City, leaving nothing 
for the river above out of the unexpended balances, it is unjust to the 
river above Sioux City. 

Mr. DOLPH. The amendment as it is now worded only places 
appropriations made for the improvement of the river below Sioux 
City within this proviso; but what I was going to suggest is that the 
last river and harbor act provided for a distribution of $775,000 of the 
appropriation to various named points. It is quite possible that the 
expenditure of that money at those points has been commenced and 
that the material has been contracted for, I call the attention of the 
Senator from Missouri to what appears plain to me, that his amend- 
ment would authorize the Secretary of War to stop the expenditare of 
the money appropriated in the last river and harbor act at those points 
and to distribute it at any point he chose below Sioux City. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, my objectis to make this bill consistent 
with itself. We have now in the bill done away with the appropria- 
tions for specific localities, I think we have wisely done so, and I pro- 
pose by this amendment to make the unexpended balances subject to 
the same general discretion of the Commission which is provided for 
in the bill. It is just as fair to one locality as another. If work has 
been commenced at Sioux City, Iowa, or Plattsmouth, Nebr., or St. 
Joseph, Mo., or any other point, and the Missouri River Commission 
think that the unexpended balance with the amount appropriated in 
this bill should be applied in certain proportions to any of those local- 
ities, I would leave it to their discretion. That is the criterion which 
we have adopted in the pending bill. That is all of it. It is just as 
fair to one locality as to another. We ought to leave all these mat- 
ters to the Missouri River Commission or we ought toabolish it. There 
is no other logical conclusion. I have always contended that we onght 
to trust the commission or not trust it. 

Now, what is the condition of affairs at present? We 8 
a certain amount, $40,000, for instance, at Plattsmouth,Nebr. It was 
not enough, and the Missouri River Commission did not use it. They 
said it would be throwing it away to commence the improvement with 
thatamountof money; thatit would require three or four times as much 
inorder to do anything at all. That amount was not covered back into 
the Treasury and not a dollar was used, and yetin this bill we provide 
for a general discretion to the Missouri River Commission and let that 
$40,000 remain there not to be used at all. It is not right. 

Mr. ALLISON. May Lask the Senator from Missouri what infor- 
mation he has respecting the amount of these unused balances? 

Mr. VEST. The amount is stated in the report of the engineers as 
about $600,000 for different localities, and a part of the amount for the 
general improvementof the river, continuing appropriations not covered 
back into the Treasury, that have not been expended. 

Mr. ALLISON. Are those balances of specific appropriations made 
for certain points on the river? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, some of them; forinstance, at Plattsmouth, Nebr., 
$40,000 was appropriated. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator's amendment relates only to the Missouri 
River, I understand. 

Mr. VEST. That is all. 

Mr. FRYE. The amount of unexpended balances is only $203,000. 

Mr. VEST. I stand corrected. I was speaking about the whole 
amount for the Mississippi and the Missouri. It is $205,000 for the 
Missouri. 

Mr. POWER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator wish to ask a question? 

Mr. POWER. I wish to say u word. The appropriation in the last 
Congress was $1,000,000 for the river from the mouth to Fort Benton. 
Now, they have done some work above Bismarck, but very little, most 
of the work being below. According to the Senator's amendment, with 
his understanding, that money is taken by the commission, and as the 
present bill divides the river at Sioux City it seems to me it would be 
fair to give a portion of this unexpended money to the upper river from 
Sioux City to Fort Benton. This is all I wish, and it seems to me to 
be plain equity. 

Mr, VEST. Under the provisions of this bill all the river above 
Sioux City is taken away from the Missouri River Commission and put 
under the Bureau of Engineers, That was done in deference to the 
wishes of the Senators from Montana and the Dakotas. 

Mr. POWER. Yes, sir; thatis right; for which we are very thank- 
ful. We want that done. 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course, if this amendment is adopted 
the proportion of the general appropriation of $1,000,000 in the last 
tiver and harbor act, which was intended for the upper river and was 
not expended, will be applied by the Bureau of Engineers in the im- 
provement of that portion of the Missouri River. 

Mr. POWER. ‘That is all we wish. 

Mr. VEST. That is all. We can not, of course, mark it out and 
limit it in so many dollars and cents. We have got to leave that to 
the Bureau of Engineers, and it is al! leather and prunello,” because 
substantially the whole river is under the Bureau of Engineers, The 


Missouri River Commission has three engineer officers on it and two 
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civilians, and the three engineer officers control the commission. Under 
the provisions of the present bill we have simply changed the name of 
the controlling power. The Burean of — controls the river 
now above Sioux City; but it is exactly the same power that controls 
it below in the shape of the Missouri River Commission. Of course 
they will take this legislation of Congress as indicating that each por- 
tion of the river shall have its just proportion of the balance remaining 
unexpended, this $203,000. : 

Mr. POWER. That is the Senator's idea of his amendment? z 

Mr. VEST. There is no doubt about that, none in the world. 

Mr. POWER. That is satisfactory. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will state that the amend- 
ment of the committee which it is proposed to amend having been agreed 
to as in Committee of the Whole, it can only be amended in the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. Let me understand the Chair. Does the Chair mean 
the amendment originally offered? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment 
committee having been agreed to as in Committee of 
only be amended when the bill comes to the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. I suppose there will be unanimous consent toits amend- 
ment now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the question 
can now be taken upon the amendment ot the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I suppose additional matter could be added to the 
amendment already agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not after it has been agreed to as in 
Committee of the Whole, except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not so understand the rules. We can not 
strike ont what has been agreed to as in Committee of the Whole, but 
we can add. to it, by an express provision of the rules. However, I do 
not wish to make the point. 

Mr. VEST. Iask unanimous consent that my amendment may be 
entertained. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. The 
question will be taken on the amendment as in Committee of the 
Whole, if there be no objectign. 

Mr. PLUMB, Let the Secretary read the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

The SECRETARY, After the word sum, in line 23, page 69, it is 
proposed to insert : 

And of all unexpended balances from former appropriations during the last 
four yearsfor the improvement of the Missouri River below Sioux City, or any 
part thereof. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to my friend from Missouri that instead 
of saying all unexpended balances” he say the unexpended bal- 
ances, amounting to $203,000, are hereby appropriated.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Not exceeding 8203, 000.“ 

Mr. GORMAN. Not exceeding $203,000.” 

Mr. VEST. I will ask the chairman of the committee what is the 
exact amount. I have not the report before me. 

Mr. FRYE. Two hundred and three thousand dollars, 

Mr. VEST. That was my recollection. Ihave no objection to modi- 
fying my amendment so as to insert amounting to $203,000.” 

Mr. DOLPH. Allow me to ask the chairman of the committee or 
ihe Senator from Missouri what is that $203,000? 

Mr. VEST. That is the amount of unexpended balances, 

Mr. DOLPH. That is the amount of the whole balances. 

Mr. FRYE, Made up of eighteen balances for different works on 
the Missouri and $63,509 of appropriations made by the act of Feb- 
ruary 22, 1890, Wherever an appropriation has been made for a 
work, a particular sum for a particular work, they always withhold, 
if they possibly can, a balance for contingencies, and very many of these 
balances are simply balances that have been held for contingencies, 

Mr. DOLPH. Dol understand chat in addition tothe 000 there 
is another balanco of $63,000? 

Mr. FRYE. No, they are $203,000 in all. 

Mr. DOLPH. The total balance of the $1,000,000 appropriated in 
the last river and harbor act is $203,000 ? 

Mr. FRYE, Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is precisely what I do not want to see put in 
this appropriation, because, as has been stated, $775,000 were a 
priated for works at various points near and below Sioux City. 
there was left a balance of the $1,000,000 of general appropriation for 
the entire river from the mouth of the river to Fort Benton, I see no 
objection to providing that the Secretary of War may now apply the 
balance which has been appropriated for various points below Sioux 
City to different pointsin his discretion, but the Senator from Montana 
objects that the entire balance of the whole appropriation of $1,000,000 
for the whole river, from the mouth of the river to Fort Benton, should 
be put within the discretion of the Secretary of War to be expended 
below Sioux City, and I think his objection is a valid one. e way 
the amendment nowstands, it would only cover the appropriation made 
for different points below Sioux City. 

Mr. VEST. How could it be apportioned ? 

Mr. DOLPH. I am not e ee it. T understood the 
Senator to propose that the general ce, that is, the balance of the 


roposed by the 
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amount which was appropriated by the last river and harbor act, which 
could be applied generally for the improvement of the river, should be 
distributed by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. VEST. The trouble about that is that we have divided the ju- 
risdiction in the present bill. All that part of the river above Sioux 
City under the pending bill is to be under the control of the Secretary 
of War and all below is under the control of the Missouri River Com- 
mission. I do not want to take anything from the upper part of the 
river. 

Mr.-DOLPH. But if you appropriate the whole unexpended bal- 
ance you will do so. à 

Mr. VEST. There is not one dollar of unexpended balance of the 

eral fund for the improvement of the whole river, the million dol- 
ey The whole of it comes out of the specific appropriations. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is what I understood a moment ago, but I un- 
derstood the chairman of the committee to say that it embraced the 
entire balance. 

Mr. VEST. That is really the fact. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understood from the Senator in charge of the bill 
that of these unexpended appropriations $63,000 was from the appro- 
priation of $1,000,000 and that the remainder was from specific appro- 

tions made for specific places. So there is no trouble in dividing 
if you want to divide it. 

Mr. DOLPH. The specific appropriations were part of the $1,000,- 
000; $775,000 was taken out of the $1,000,000 appropriation, and the 
Secretary of War was directed to apply it to specific points. If the 
whole of the balance, that is, the difference between $775,000 and 
$1,000,000, has already been nded, there is no trouble about it; let 
the whole balance be applied in the discretion of the Secretary of War to 
these points; but if it has not, I do not think the Senate wants now to 
take the amount which was appropriated for the general improvement 
of the river in the last river aud harbor act and apply it to particular 
points or allow the Secretary of War in his discretion to do so. 

As the amendment stood before the last proposition was made, it 
only allowed the Secretary of War or the Missouri River Commission 
in their discretion to expend the appropriations made for the improve- 
ment of the Missouri River below Sioux City at these various points. 
As there was no specific appropriation for the improvement of the Mis- 
souri River between its mouth and Sioux City, except the appropria- 
tions for these localities, that would do no harm, and it would leave 
the general balance of the $1,000,000 to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War anywhere on the river where the condi- 
tion of work seemed to require it. 

Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me an easy thing to arrange this $203,- 
000; and that appears to be the object desired, I suggest that three- 
fourths of this sum be placed under the Missouri River Commission, or 
two-thirds of it, the remainder to be expended above Sioux City under 
the direction of the Secretary of War. Then you will have a fair di- 


on. 

Mr. DOLPH. Does not the Senator see that that may divert from 
the localities for which specific appropriations were made under the 
river and harbor act money appropriated and devote it to the improve- 
ment of the Upper Missouri above Sioux City ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think there is any danger of that if a 

roper amount is reserved for the portion of the Missouri River above 
Boar City. Ithink under the Missouri River Commission the tendency 
has been to expend all the money as near the mouth as possible. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
words “not exceeding two hundred and three thousand dollars are 
proposed to be inserted by the mover of the amendment after the word 

“balances,” 

Mr. DOLPH. I object to that. I think the amendment is well 
enough as it is, and I am not certain yet that it does not cover the en- 
tire balance of the whole appropriation for the Missouri River. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In order that there may be no mis- 
understanding, the Secretary will read the proposed amendment as 
modified by the addition suggested by the Senator from Missouri. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

And all unexpended balances from former appropriationsduring the last four 
years for the improvement of the Missouri River below Sioux City, or any part 
thereof, not exceeding 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

on agreeing to the amendment? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move, after the word Commission,“ in line 22, 
to insert to be approved by him;’’ that is to say, I want the plans 
for the improvement of the Missouri River to be approved by the Sec- 
retary of War or the Chief of Engineers. It seems to me that there 
ought to be that much supervision over this commission at headquar- 
ters. There ought to be some responsibility in the War Office for the 

expenditure of this money, and not have it as it is now, when you go 
to the War Department about these appropriations to be told that they 
do not pretend to exercise any supervision over them. I do not know 
but that the Missouri River Commission is composed of men who know 
all about this business. At all events, the plans ought to be approved 
by the Chief of Of course they will beif they are subjected 
by law to the approval of the Secretary of War. 


Is the Senate ready for the question 


Then there is another important matter to be considered. This river 
is subject to the jurisdiction of two separate forces. The part from 
Sioux City down is under the jurisdiction of the Missouri River Com- 
mission, and from there up it is under the jurisdiction of the Secre- 
tary of War. There ought to be some uniformity about the business, 
and it certainly can not do any hurt in any event that the plans which 
this commission propose shall be subjected to the scratiny of the Sec- 
retary of War. 

we PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
s . 

The Secretary. After the word Commission,“ in line 22, on 
page 69, insert ‘‘to be approved by him.“ 

Mr. VEST. I do not know that I object specifically to the amend- 
ment. The whole matter has come to be in such a nebulous condition 
that I do not know that any satisfactory solution can be reached at all. 
T have never contended but for one thing from the beginning, and that 
was that we onght either toabolish the commission for the Mississippi 
and the Missouri Rivers or we ought to accept their conclusions, If 
we are to subject all their estimates and all their plans to the Secre- 
tary of War, then it follows, asa matter of course, that the commissions 
are utterly unnecessary. 

Mr. PLUMB. Oh, not at all; they are advisory. 

Mr. VEST. They are composed, the majority of each of them, of 
officers of the Engineer Bureau and under the control of the Secretary 
of War, so that substantially we have exactly the same result in either 
case. 

This division of the jurisdiction over the Missouri River was against 
my protest and opposition in the committee. I agree with the Senator 
from Kansas that we ought to have the control of this river as an en- 
tirety. We ought not to split it up; it ought to be under one juris- 
diction, and it seemed to me the worst sort of legislation to divide it. 
But the Senators from the new States were so persistent and had such 
influence in the committee that they succeeded in taking that part of 
the river above Sioux City and putting it under the Bureau of Engi- 
neers, so that we have the anomaly of one part of the river under the 
Missouri River Commission and the other part under the Bureau of 
Engineers. 

If the amendment of the Senator from Kansas prevails, the whole 
river is substantially under the Bureau of Engineers, because the plans 
will be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War, and we know 
how the business there is transacted. He refers everything to the Bu- 
rean of Engineers and accepts their conclusions. The way in which 
the work is done is very well known to every Senator who has had any 
connection with it. There is a local officer of the Bureau of Engineers 
in control of each district, all the navigable streams in the United States 
being divided into districts, That engineer officer reports to the Chief 
of the Bureau of Engineers, and whenever the Secretary of War de- 
sires information in regard to these navigable streams he refers the 
matter to the Chief of the Bureau of Engineers and he refers it to the 
local engineer in charge. 

I have never known a case yet, in my experience of twelve years in 
service upon the Committee on Commerce, where the opinion of the 
engineer officer in charge was not accepted by the Chief of the Bureau 
of Engineers and by the Secretary of War. 

As a matter of course the Secretary of War knows nothing about it. 
He defers to his bureau officer, to the Chief of the Bureau of Engineers, 
and he again defers to the opinion of his subordinate who is in charge 
of the river or lake, and that is all of it. 

Under the influences, which all of us understand, that operate in 
legislation, frequently of course under protestations and representations 
of Senators as to their local interests, this river has been chopped up. 
It was done against my judgment, but it has been done. I represent 
a State upon the lower part of the river, and with my experience as to 
the work done by the Missouri River Commission, I want it retained. 
I want it if for no other reason because even at Kansas City and for 12 
miles above there they have increased the depth of the river from 3 
feet to 12 feet by using dikes and wing-dams. I have the official re- 
ports here to show that fact and I know it to be so personally myself. 
If anybody has any doubt about the operation of the jetty system, let 
him go to that portion ofthe Missouri River and he will have an oc- 
ular demonstration of it. 

Mr. GIBSON. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Missouri what 
proportion of the amount appropriated in the last river and harbor act 
was allotted to the general improvement of the river and how much 
out of that went to special local improvements which were of no ad- 
vantage to the river itself. 

Mr. VEST. Seven hundred and seventy-five thousand dollars out 
of $1,000,000 went to local improvements, and $225,000 went to the 
general improvement of the river. That shows the result of local in- 
fluence in this body. Senators will come in here and say, My town 
must be provided for; another one says, My town must be provided 
for; and in the meantime we complain of the Missouri River Com- 
mission because the general improvement of the river does not go on; 
and yet when they try to improve the river generally and systematic- 
ally, and it is the only way it can be done, Senators protest against it 
and say, There is an unjust distribution of this money and I demand 
that my State shall have so much of it.” 
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I have more towns in the State of Missouri applying for appropria- 
tions to-day than in any other State upon the banks of that river. If 
I were here simply as a politician I would advocate specific appropri- 
ations, because I could make political capital by securing them. But 
it is wrong. The same argument applies to the Mississippi River. 

We ought to do one thing or the other. We ought to act as states- 
men or we ought to act as politicians. If we want to improve these 
great rivers let us abide by the recommendations ot the commissions 
or let us abolish them and take the matter into our own hands and 
scramble for appropriations at these different points. Thatis the whole 
of it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, it seems to me there are the best of 
reasons for having the commission subject to the jurisdiction of the 
Secretary of War. We have a parallel to what I propose in the oper- 
ations of the War Department with reference to the coast defense. We 
have a boani on ordnance and fortifications, of which the Secretary 
of War is ex oficio the president, That board adopts a plan for the 
manufacture of guns and things of that kind, which are committed 
to it by Congress, and yet everything in regard to the expenditure of 
money, everything which goes to determine that which shall finally 
be done, is subject to the discretion of the Secretary of War, and he 
can set aside the findings of this board; he can decline to expend any 
of the money in the manner which they recommend, 

In practice, of course, he does not do that, I suppose, and yet, after 
all, representing the nation at large, that he should have that power I 
do not doubt. Ido not think we ought to set up within his Depart- 
ment a commission over which he has no control whatever, Weought 
to have him for our own purposes, because we can reach him as we can 
not reach the Missouri River Commission, located at a distance. The 
Missouri River Commissionis composed arbitrarily. Its personnel may 
change at any time. Ib ma be good to-day and bad to-morrow—of 
course I speak relatively. e ought to have here at the seat of Gov- 
ernment the opportunity to supervise and overlook what is going on 
throngh the medium of the commission on the Missouri River. That 
does not disturb the Missouri River Commission at all. 

On the contrary, it gives to the Missouri River Commission the benefit 
of the counsel of the Chief of Engineers, who is su to be more 
familiar with all the plans for the improvements of rivers and har- 
bors throughout the entire country than anybody else. It enables him 
to put them in the possession of matters which may be matters of great 
importance to them, which otherwise they might not get, and brings a 
proper subordination into the affairs of the War Department. I think 
it will tend to unify and make more available the fands which we ap- 
propriate for the improvement of the Missouri River and make one plan 
applicable to the entire system. 

I am not urging that there shall be any segregation of portions of 
this money for the purpose of improving the river at particular points. 
I did believe, and do believe now, that we shall get more good out of 
money to be spent in that way if it were so spent reasonably and judi- 
ciously, but it has been decided to do the thing the other way and I 
am willing that it shall be done that way; and we can see whether 
that is best or not; but I do believe that we ought to have the plaus 
of the Missouri River Commission subjected to the scrutiny of the 
Secretary of War and the Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I quite agree with the sug- 
gestions made by the Senator from Kansas as to the advisability that 
there should be a supervision of the reports and schemes of the Mis- 
sourj River Commission by the Secretary of War. If the propositions 
submitted by this commission are propositions that look to the good 
of this river and to its permanent improvement, certainly nothing can 
be lost by that supervisory control that will be given to their schemes 
by the engineer force of the Secretary of War. So I think this amend- 
ment should prevail. 

But I rose more particularly, Mr. President, to protest against the 
suggestion of the Senator from Missouri that it is a waste of the public 
money to make expenditures at particular localities. The scheme he 
refers to, the improvement of the Missouri River, has changed under 
the operations of this commission. The original proposition was not 
to improve the river by a system of reaches commencing at its mouth, 
but to take particular localities and improve those localities, Con- 
gress authorized here and there along the Missouri River the construc- 
tion of bridges for railroad purposes, and it was important not only for 
the interests of the railroads, but for the public good, that the channel 
of the river at the points where those bridges were constructed should 
be confined between the piers of the bridges. An expenditure was 
made on this system of improving the river here and there by the di- 
rection of the commission and by the engineer force of the War De- 
partment in the earlier days, and work was done here and there that it 
was presumed would make permanent banks where the work was done. 

I know on the eastern border of the State of Nebraska, at Nebraska 
City, at Brownville, at Omaha, and other points, years ago the Goy- 
ernment supplemented the work of private ies and made that 
which looked like a permanent and well established bank, and there- 
upon private parties made improvements upon the bank. Many manu- 
facturing establishments were erected, notably at Omaha, upon this 
sup permanent bank of the river, and upon the invitation of this 
work that was done by the Government of the United States large 


manufacturing establishments were erected. There is an enormous 
smelter, that it seemed was properly placed and properly located be- 
cause of thisGovernment work, If there is to be no expenditure upon 
localities, then the hundreds of thousands of dollars that have been 
expended under the direction of the engineers of the United States will 
go for nanght and much of the work done will be destroyed. 

Mr. President, I favor the present scheme ot the Missouri River Com- 
mission for the general improvement of that river. I think the system 
of improvement by reaches, commencing at its mouth, is the correct 
system. Butat the same time I do not think that we ought to lose 
sight of the fact that great industries have been established on the in- 
vitation of the Government of the United States and that the work 
here and there along the river should not be permitted to be destroyed 
because we are unwilling to make further expenditures in those local- 
ities. I think it was not for political purposes that these expenditures 
were made, but it was for the public good, and it really has worked 
to the permanent improvement of that great water way. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I want to say in reply to one observa- 
tion of the Senator from Nebraska, that, if he has read the report of the 
Missouri River Commission, the supplementary report ally, he 
will have found that there is no disposition on the part of the Missouri 
River Commission not to expend any more money at localities. On the 
contrary, they distinctly state, as distinctly as possible, that they pro- 
pose to preserve the work already done at localities, and therefore in 
the pending bill we have provided a discretion to them to continue that 
work. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I may have misunderstood the position of the 
Senator from Missouri. I understood him, without reference to what 
the report of the commission was, to protest against the expenditure 
in particular localities. 

Mr. VEST. Istated that I had from the beginning protested 
these specific appropriations because they took away the discre of 
the Missouri River Commission which we had created by law, or else 
we had created nothing. In other words, we make a commission for 
the improvement of the river and pay their salaries and pay their ex- 
penses for that purpose, and we then say to them, ‘‘ We created you to 
improve the river, but you shall do so and so.“ Now, is that right? 
Is it logical? We either ought to have a commission and abide their 
recommendationand hold them responsible or we ought to take this 
matter entirely out of their hands. 

But that is a different proposition from an absolute neglect of the 
work which we have compelled them todo. On the other hand, Ihold ~ 
that since we have, against my protest, expended money at specific 
localities which ought to have been expended in the general improve- 
ment of the river, we ought not to throw that money away that has 
been spent on those improvements, but we ought to preserve them. We 
have created a certain condition of things by the improvements at dif- 
ferent localities, and after having done that we ought to retain those 


improvements and at any rate prevent their having been put there from 


doing mischief to the river asit was. If we were now to stop the im- 
provements at different localities we should put the river in a worse 
condition than if we had never done anything there at all. That is 
not proposed by this commission. 

What I have endeavored to do here to-day by the amendment was, 
as I have always tried to do, to have something like a systematic im- 
provement of the river. This thing of jumping sporadically from one 
point to another, as one Senator and another is able to obtain an ap- 
propriation by superior adroitness or superior industry, is all wrong. - 
Take the Mississippi River for instance. There is not a meeting of the 
Commerce Committee on the river and harbor bill but what our com- 
mittee-room is thronged with Senators representing constituencies upon 
that river pleading with us to take the general sum appropriated for 
the whole river and apply it to localities within their States. Whatis 
the result? We have a Mississippi River Commission and continual 
complaint that the Mississippi River is in a bad condition, overflowing 
its banks, etc., and yet when we look into the facts we were responsi- 
ble. We take away the money from the general improvement of the 
river and give it up to specific improvements, A great many of them 
are half done and the next overflow washes them out. h 

The only possible way in which to defend such a state of things is 
upon the general ground that yon take the money out of the national 
Treasury and expend it, distribute it, put it into circulation. That is 
the only argument, for whatever it is worth; becanse as a business prop- - 
osition it is utterly indefensible. It is unjust to the commission, it 
is unjust to the people. 

Whenever you open the door to these solicitations for improvements 
at specific localities, they become irresistible, and whenever you make 
one you are bound to make the rest. If I put in a river and harbor bill 
one dollar for a single point in Missouri, I am immediately constrained 
to appropriate for every other point. They are all my constituents, and 
if I do not do it I subject myself to the charge of having been partial 
to certain localities at the expense of others. The result is that the 
whole appropriation substantially is taken, against the remonstrance of 
the Missouri River Commission and of the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion, and then at the next session of Con, Senators and 8 


tives abuse these commissions because they have not done w 
were created to do. 
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I think practically the amendment of the Senator from Kansas will 
leave matters as they are. I have no idea that the Secretary of War 
would ever interfere with the discretion of these commissions, He 
would do just as he always has been doing. He knows nothing about 
it, and he subordinates his judgment to that of the officers in charge of 
the work on the river. 

But there is one other thing about it, and I call the attention of the 
Senate before they adopt this amendment to this fact: You have 
created a commission; you have given them some discretion; you pay 
them to do acertain work. Isit treating that commission with exact 
courtesy or fairness to say that you will put their judgment entirely 
under that of the Secretary of War, who knows nothing about it? Is 
it not a reflection upon the commission itself? 

Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me that it can be no reflection upon 
this commission. Three of them are engineer oflicers, I understand. 

Mr. VEST. That is true, but they are members of the commission. 

Mr. ALLISON. The majority of them are engineer officers and the 
other two are civil engineers, Can it be possible that the commission 
is not to be under the supervision of the Department that has the ex- 
penditure of this vast sum of money, because it will be the vast sum 
of money, as the Senator knows, before the river is improved as it ought 
to be and as I hope it will be? It seeas to me that when we appro- 
priate in a river and harbor bill a large sum af money it ought to be 
under the general control and supervision of the head of the War De- 
partment, so that if the commission make improvident contracts or 
make mistakes the Secretary of War himself can call their attention to 
them. 

I agree in the main with what the Senator says as to the effect of 
this amendment. Under ordinary circumstances we know the Secre- 
tary of War will not interfere with this commission any more than he 
interferes with the other engineers on these great rivers, I know the 
chief of this commission, one of the most eminent engineers in the 
Army. Undoubtedly, when they make a report or suggestion for an 
improvement to the Secretary of War, the matter will be referred to 
the Chief of Engineers, and, unless it is materially defective, it will be 
adopted. But it is possible that eren these three engineers may make 
a mistake in respect to some branch of the improvement. I hope the 
Senator will not object to the amendment, 

Mr. VEST. I do not care particularly about the matter, though I 
think it is rather illogical, because, if what the Senator from Iowa says 
has any forte at all, it goes to the extent of saying that the War De- 
partment, which acts as a bureau of engineers, ought to have control. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask that the amendment be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 69, line 22, after the word “ commis- 
sion,“ insert the words: 
to be approved by him. 

Mr. VEST. That is, by the Secretary of War. 

Mr, ALLISON. I do not see any objéction to the Secretary of War 
exercising general supervision over this matter. 

Mr. VEST. Then I make another suggestion, that if that is done 
for the Missouri River Commission, it ought to be done for the Missis- 
sippi River Commission. 

Mr, ALLISON. Undoubtedly; they should all be served alike. 
When we are expending these great sums of money it ought to be done 
under the supervision or eye of the head of the Department. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I take some interest in the work being 
done by the Mississippi River Commission. Itis a mistake to suppose 
that the commission handles the money furnished by our appropria- 
tions for the purpose of executing that work under the plans they sub- 
mit, The Mississippi River Commission recommend certain plans for 
the tion and improvement of the river, but those plans are exe- 
cuted by the army officers, detailed by the Secretary of War, and who 
report to the commission, so that the whole work of the Mississippi 
River commission isin the hands of West Pointers, young men who 
have learned their trade at West Point, and to-day they have had about 
eleven years’ experience in works on that river. 

Ishould be perfectly willing to accept the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Kansas, that the plans and works on the Mississippi 
River should be approved by the Secretary of War or by the Chief of 
Engineers. I see no objection in the world to that. It does not nec- 
essarily refer to the sums appropriated to any particular locality, nor 
do I believe it would arrest the progress of this great work for the com- 
merce of the Mississippi River. 

3 „ Ar. ident, I do not want to consume any further 
time, but I wish to state, so that I shall not be put in any ridiculous 
position, that we have always provided that these appropriations, since 
the creation of the commission— 


Shall be expended by the Secretary of War in the systematic improvement of 
the river according to the plans and specifications of the commission. 


We have always adopted that provision both as to the Mississippi 
River Commission and the Missouri River Commission. Any Senator 
ean see that ibat is entirely different from what is proposed to be 
done by the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. The Secretary 
of Ahadi parm the money, but he must do that according to the plans 
and cations of the commission. If that amendment prevails we 
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take away the discretion of the Missouri River Commission as a final 
act and vest it in the Secretary of War; and, instead of the Secretary 
of War simply expending the money, as the Senator from Louisiana 
says, as he has been doing, according to these plans and specifications, 
he will now expend it according to his own plans and specifications, 
That is the difference. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I do not concur with theSenator from 
Missouri. He will expend the money in accordance with the plans, 
specifications, and recommendations of these commissions, approved by 
the Secretary of War—— 

Mr. VEST. Exactly. 

Mr. GIBSON. Or by the Chief of Engineers. Now, I take it that 
under any circumstances all the engineering work conducted by the 
officers of the Government or by officers appointed by the President 
would be done by those who report to the Chief of Engineers, and the 
Chief of Engineers in forwarding their reports to the Secretary of War 
would approve or disapprove the plans that had been submitted by them 
to the Secretary of War. 

Mr. VEST. Is that done with this commission now? 

Mr. GIBSON. It is not done for the Mississippi River Commission, 
because it was expressly provided in the act creating that commission 
that they should report to Congress, 

Mr. VEST. Exactly. 

Mr. GIBSON. There was a reason for it. There was a divergence 
of opinion among the engineers of the United States as to the proper 
method of treatment of the Mississippi River. A new plan had been 
devised by Captain Eads, the plan of contraction, which plan had been 
condemned by many of the engineers of the United States Army. 
When Captain Eads proposed to apply this plan for the treatment of 
the mouth of the river in order to secure deep water there, it was ob- 
jected to by many engineers of the United States Army and by the 
popular opinion in New Orleans and in the southern valley of the Mis- 
sissippi River. The Chief of Engineers at that time was not in favor 
of that plan. General Humphreys was the Chief of Engineers at that 
time, and I think he had been a member of the board that had given 
an opinion against the plan proposed by Captain Eads. 

The representatives from that portion of the country desired to have 
a commission which would give full efficacy to the plan which had been 
proposed by Captain Eads and which had been successful at the mouth 
of the river. He came before the committees of Congress and declared 
that it could be readily applied to the whole river, and thatif applied 
we would have 20 feet of water all the way from New Orleans to Cairo 
deep water—whereas there was at that time only 44 feet to 5 feet of 
water in low seasons; and that there would be 16 feet of water from 
Cairo to St. Louis, whereas during low seasons they only had 4} feet on 
the bar. 

In order, therefore, to escape the influence of the Chief of Engineers, 
who had been brought up in the old-fashioned belief that the bed of 
the river was harder than its banks, and that if an attempt was made 
to contract the channel it would wash away the banks or jetties in- 
stead of washing the bottom of the river, the act was so framed that 
he should report to Congress directly. 

While I am willing that this change should be made in the act 
for it would be tantamount to that—for the creation of the Mississippi 
Riyer Commission, I do it for this reason: The engineers of the Army 
have been educated for the last seven years; they have been educated 
because they have given personal attention to the phenomena of the 
Mississippi River, and especially have the young engineer officers of the 
Army who have been engaged in this work become acquainted with 
the laws that control the phenomena of that river. They are all fa- 
miliar with these theories. 

You can hardly find any one in the Mississippi River Commission or 
among the engineers of the United States Army who would oppose the 
plan of contraction as the proper plan for dealing with that river. I 
think it is hardly possible that yon would be able to find a person in 
the Mississippi River Valley who would oppose it seriously. It is the 
universal sentiment. The Chief of Engineers himself is strongly in 
favor of that plan. I take it that all the proprieties of military rela- 
tions and conduct should be observed as far as can be done without 
injury to these great improvements, 

Therefore, I think that when an engineer of the Army or a civil en- 
gineer undertakes to devise plans to execute these great works of in- 
ternal improvement his plans should be submitted to him who has 
been selected by the President of the United States to be the chief of 
this army of engineers, the chief to preside over the execution of these 
great works, under whose administration the money is to be expended. 
For that reason I can not, sir, agree with the Senator from Missouri 
that the recognition of his position in this relation is any disparage- 
ment whatever to the junior officers of the Army, who constitute a 
majority of these commissions, or to the 9 who have been ap- 
pointed from civil life to occupy places on these commissions. 

These are my reasons, Mr. President. I am perfectly willing, ifthe 
Senate should adopt the amendment pro: by the Senator from 
Kansas in to the Missouri River Commiasion, that the same 
amendment may be adopted with respect to the Mississippi River Com- 
mission. : 
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Mr. VEST. Mr. President, what I said has been repeated with 
great elaboration by the Senator from Louisiana. I simply wanted to 
call attention to the fact that we were making a change in the law, and 
whenever you put in the provision that the plans and specifications of 
those commissions shall be approved by the Secretary of War, you do 
away substantially with the commissions as commissions. 

Of course, a majority of the commissions have always been consti- 
tuted of officers of the Engineer Bureau, but they have acted as engi- 
neers, and their plans and specifications were a finality. Now we do 
away with that, because when you say that the Bureau of Engineers 
or the Secretary of War can approve or disapprove, that will be the end 
of this finality of discretion in these officers completely and absolutely. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a mo- 
ment? I think three or four commissions have been created in respect 
to specific improvements on the river above the rapids. 

Mr. VEST. Exactly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Those commissions assembled, and they prepared 
the plans and specifications which are always submitted before final 
action to the Secretary of War. 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course, and the Senator could not bring 
a better illustration and one which is more applicable to the truth of 
what I have said than just what he now says. We always provided 
that they should report to the Secretary of War; and when we created 
the Mississippi River and the Missouri River Commissions we specific- 
ally provided that they should report to the Secretary of War. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well, then, Mr. President, if that be the case, 
the sooner we retrace that step the wiser, and the better it will be for 
this Government, in my judgment. It seems to me that there ought 
to be no imperium in imperio here, no one connected with these im- 
provements higher than the Secretary of War, who is responsible for 
all these great improvements, 

Mr. VEST. Iam not discussing that question, Mr. President. I 
have already stated that it will be practically the same thing with any 
commission created with a majority of engineer officers upon it; it has 
always been that way; andas long as you have these gentlemen ap- 
pointed it will be exactly as if they reported to the Secretary of War. 
But I wanted the Senate to understand that they are making this 
change and that it is absolutely useless to retain these commissions if 
that is done. 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, Mr. President, the Mississippi River Com- 
mission is located on the Mississippi River at St. Lonis and St. Paul, 
and it has three engineer officers and two civilian engineer experts, Is 
it not perfectly plain that in making plans and projects for the expend- 
iture of this $900,000 these gentlemen will be upon the ground and 
will prepare their plans, can report them to the Secretary of War, and 
that he can look over them and see whether or not they are defective, 
whether or not they are extravagant, whether or not they involve much 
more money than the Government is willing to expend in that way ? 
It does seem to me that this commission is a necessary part of this ex- 
penditure, but that it ought to be subjected to the proper scrutiny of 
the chief of the War Department. 

Mr. VEST. Would the recommendations of the engineer officers on 
these commissions, or their reports, be worth any more, if made to Con- 
gress, than if made to the same officers as officers in the Engineer Bu- 
reau? Itis just the same thing. 

Mr, ALLISON. Then what is the objection to the amendment? 

Mr. VEST. And if we abolished that commission the very same 
men would be detailed to do the same work upon the Mississippi River 
and would make the same reports. 

Mr. ALLISON, Very well; and the reports would be received by 
the Secretary of War. 

Mr. VEST. Two years ago I proposed to abolish this commission, 
and with the concurrence of the committee moved an amendment to 
the river and harbor bill having that object in view; and I did it for 
the very reason I am giving now, that three engineer officers were de- 
tailed for that duty and that it was useless to have these salaries paid 
and all the expenses of the commission paid, when we paid no attention 
whatever to their recommendations, But the Senators from the other 
part of the river resisted me so strongly that my amendment was de- 
feated. Now that the change has come on the other part of the river 
and those gentlemen want to abolish the commission, asa great many of 
them do, the whole thing is in such a condition that we are going on 
from one river and harbor appropriation bill to another in a nebulous 
sort of way, without any system, It is simply catch as catch can.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 

uestion is on the proposed amendment of the Senator from Kansas 
Mr. PLuMB]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. POWER. Mr. President, I offer an amendment, on page 70, 
after line 5, to add the following proviso: 

Provided, The steamer Josephine and all the property now in use above Sioux 


oie property of the United States, shall be used in the prosecution of said 
worl 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. VEST. What is the necessity for that, Mr. President? It is 
the property of the United States, and why should we put a limitation 


here upon the Secretary of War? He has control now of the upper 
part of that river. Suppose he finds that steamer is not adapted to 
that service anywhere, or that he wants a more powerful boat, or that 
it is out of repair, or anything of the sort, why should we take this 
discretion away from bim? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless there be objection, the vote b 
which the amendment of the Senator from Montana was adopted 
be reconsidered by the Senate. The Chair hears no objection. The 
amendment is before the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to hear from the Senator from Montana 
some reason why he thinks the amendment should be adopted. 

Mr. POWER. Mr. President, my reason for offering the amend- 
ment is that the property now on the Missouri River above Sioux City -> 
was purchased by the Engineer Corps from appropriations made for that 
improvement, and not by the Missouri River Commission, which had 
charge of it under one of the last appropriation bills; and the reason for 
offering the amendment is that the upper river could get the property 
back without contention that belonged tothat portion of the river. It 
was purchased by the Engineer Corps, under the Secretary of War, with 
appropriations made for that specific popes and for the upper river. 

Mr. VEST. Let it remain there, Mr. President. What is the use 
of any legislation about it? It is the property of the United States 
and is under the control of the Secretary of War. If we takeaway the 
Secretary’s discretion in the matter by this amendment, what is to be 
done with that boat? 

Mr. POWER. If you will read the amendment you will see. 

Mr. VEST. Let it be read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be again reported. 

The amendment was again read. > 

Mr. VEST. There is a mandatory provision that the Secretary of 
War shall use this property whether it is fit for use or not. We just 
absolutely take away his discretion and say he shall use all the property 
he has there. That will never do. 

Mr. POWER. The property has never been below. 

Mr. VEST. Very well; let it stay above. Nobody wants fo take it 
away. 

Mr. POWER. Suppose the commission take that boat down the 
river. 

Mr. VEST. The commission could not take it away. 3 

Mr. POWER. Then what harm will be done by the amendment? 

Mr. VEST. The commission has no jurisdiction above there and 
the Secretary of War has absolute control. If this amendment is 
adopted we step in and tell him he shall use that property whether he 
wants to do so or not. It may not be fit for the use it was intended 
for. There is no trouble about the matter. The amendment is ut- 
terly unnecessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the proposed 
amendment. ` 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Montana [Mr. 
PowER] has offered another amendment, which will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 88, in line 20, after the word and,“ 
insert ‘‘cafion next below; so as to read: 


Missouri River, between Great Falls and cañon next below Stubb’s Ferry. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. Lask the chairman of the committee if we are now 
in a condition to take up and acton amendments that have been passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Texas to the fact that there is pending an amendment 
offered by the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. REAGAN. I thought that as disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Montana offers an 
amendment, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 88, between lines 19 and 20, after the 
word Montana, insert the words: 


Missouri River, between Sioux City and Fort Benton. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I was not present when the com- 
mittee's amendment on page 64 was which authorized the Sec- 
retary of War to pay to M. J. Adams $5,000 for claims growing out of 
the test made by him of what is known as the Adams flume. f 

Mr. FRYE. That is not open to amendment now. If the Senator 
desires a disagreement to the amendment, a motion will have to be 
made after the bill is in the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I offer an amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The-CHIEF CLERK. On page 92, after line 15, insert the following: 

Yam Hill River, from its mouth to MeMinnville, with a view to improving 
the same by removing snags and other obstructions, 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I also offer another amendment On page 83, 
after line 15, I move toinserta new heading and the following item: 

IDAHO. 
The Upper Snake River between the Huntington Bridge and Seven Devils’ 
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mining district in Idaho, with a view to 3 S Na kh signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 7058) to ratify and confirm an 


The amendment was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1466) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Ewald; 

A bill (H. R. 2279) granting a pension to Abraham W. Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 2414) increasing the pension of Nelson Rich; 

A bill (H. R. 2415) granting a pension to Nancy Carey; 

A bill m (i R: — granting a pension to Fletcher Galloway; 

A bill (H. R. 2526) authorizing the President of the United States to 


H. R. 3734) granting a pension to John ena: 
H. R. 4396) granting a pension to John Grant; 
H. R: 4688) granting a pension to Rev. Thomas James; 
H. 0 for the relief ot John R. Brown; 
Hyde; 


R. 

R. 5239) granting a pension to Mrs. 
5 H. R. 5860 9 the relief of Andrew J. Blackstone; 
ill (H. R. 5861) for the relief of George Farwalt; 
ill R. 

R. 


(H. R. 6129) to relieve Luther Green from the charge of de- 


sertion; 

bill (H. R. 6170) directing the issuance of an honorable discharge 
to David L. Lockerby, late of Company A, Ninety-sixth New York 
Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 6338) granting a pension to Eben Muse; 

a bill (H, R. 6686) for the relief of Coplin McKelvey; 

A bill (H. R. 5736) granting a pension to John L. Lindel; 

A bill (H. R. 6853) for the relief of Allen Morris; 

A bill (H. R. 7124) granting a pension to Mrs. Adelia Near, widow 
of Sylvester Near, of Company H, One hundred and twentieth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 7252) for the relief of Thomas A. McLaughlin; 

A = (H. R. 8210) granting an increase of pension to Maria L. 


> Serre 


A pill (H. R. 8570) for the relief of Maj. John M. Laing; 
A bill (H. R. 8997) granting a pension to Charlotte B. Nutting; 
A bill (H. R. 9084) granting a pension to David Stockwell; 
A bill (H. R. 9252) for the relief of Frank Schader; 
A bill (H. R. 9270) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. Os- 
born; 
A bill (H. R. 9316) granting an increase of pension to Thomas G. 
Boss; 
A bill (H. R. esed granting a pension to Gottlieb Hunziker; 
A bill (H. R. 9529 granting a pension to Emma G. Clark; 
A bill (H. R. 10033) granting a pension to Isaac Riseden; 
A bill (. R. 10231) to increase the pension of Sanford Kirkpatrick; 
A bill (H. R. 10245) to place the name of Hettie McConnell on the 
r 
bill (H. R. 10350) granting a pension to Elizabeth Patten; 


A 
A bill (H. R. 10526) to remove the charge of desertion from ‘the rec- 
of Ezra Abbott, late of Company I, Twenty-first Michigan Volun- 


try; 

H. R. 10557) for the relief of W. G. Triece; 

H. R. 11122) granting a pension to Sarah Anderson; 

H. R. 11169) ene a pension to Isadora Ritter, "formerly 
airs De Wolf Dimmick 

A bill (H. R. 11309) granting a pension to Maria Hassendeubel and 
pollonia Hassendeubel; 

A bill (H. R. 11345) to increase the pension of Thomas Beaumont; 
A bill ie R. 2 to increase the pension of Cecilia I. Woods; 

A bill (H. R. 11530) granting a pension to Thomas J. Wilkins; and 
A bill (H. R. 11543) granting a pension to James H. Means, doctor 
of medicine. 

The message also announced that the House had non-concurred in 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11380) making ap- 
propriations for additional clerical force and other expenses to carry 
into effect the act entitled An act granting pensions to soldiers and 
sailors who are incapacitated for the ) performance of manual labor, and 
providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent par- 
ents,” from July 20, 1890, for the balance of the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1891, asked fora ‘conference with the Senate on the di 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Cannon, 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH, and Mr, FORNEY managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 

The further announced that the House had passed the 
joint resolution (S. R. 71) directing the Librarian of Congress, the li- 
brarian of the Senate, the librarian of the House of Representatives, 
and the librarian of the Department of Justice, respectively, to deliver 
extra or duplicate copies of law books to the law department of the 
Howard University, with an amendment in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 


agree- 
ment entered into by commissioners on the part of the States of New 
York and Pennsylvania in relation to the boundary line between said 
States; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


BUSINESS OF THE SESSION. 


Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, with the consent of the chairman of the 
Committee on Commerce, I desire to introduce some morning business, 
if there be no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Maxpnso in the chair). The 
Senator from Pennsylvania asks unanimous consent that the Senate 
consider a resolution which he sends to the desk, and which will be 
read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That during the present session of Congress the Senate will not take 
up for consideration werd legislative business other than the pending bill (H. R. 
$416); conference repo: general riation bills; pension bills; bills relat- 


pro 
ing to the public i, to othe United Btates courts, to to the postal service, to 
agriculture and forestry, to public buildings; and Senate or concurrent reso- 


lutions. 

Ordered, 2, That the consideration ofall bills, other than such as are mentioned 
in the foregoing order, is hereby postponed until the session of Congress to be 
held on the first Monday of December, 1890. 

Ordered, 3, That a vote shall be taken on the bill (H. R. 9416) now under con- 
sideration in the Senate and upon amendments then pending, without further 
debate. on the 30th day of August, 1890, the voting to commence at 2 o'clock p. m. 
on said day, and to continue on that and subsequent days, to the exclusion 2 
all other business, until the bill and e a ig e e finally 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to Rule XL, that the foregoing orders will 
be offered for adoption in the Senate. 

It is pro to modify for the foregoing stated pupas the solowingy aos, 
namely, VII. VIII, IX, X, XH, XIX, XXII, XXVIII, XXV, aud 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania that he be allowed to introduce the or- 
der just read for information? 

Mr, EDMUNDS. I object to his being allowed to introduce it. 

The Beppe teed OFFICER. Objection being made, it can not be 
received. 

AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. HIGGINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro by 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was refe to the 
Committee on ES 1 Os lage and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Commiftee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
m the Committee on Rules, reported an amend- 
proposed to the deficiency appropriation bill; 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate, aS in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9486) making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other p 

Mr.SANDERS. On page 70, under what I believe was a misappre- 
hension, the Committee on Commerce proposed tostrike out the words 
Great Falls, i in line 1, and insert in lieu thereof Fort Benton. 

The geographical situation there is this: The town of Great Falls 

stands at the head of a series of rapids and cascades about 18 miles 
long, the lower fall of which is the Great Falls of the Missouri River. 
In the apprehension that it was contemplated to expend this money 
upon some of those cascades and up to the city of Great Falls, it was 
changed to Fort Benton. I did not have it in contemplation that any 
of that money should be expended except ppa the navigable reach of 
the Missouri River at the foot of the falls, about 18 miles below Great 
Falis. : 

What I wish to do now is to have the vote reconsidered—and I make 
that motion—by which Great Falls” was stricken out and Fort 
Benton“ inserted, when I shall move to insert, after the words Great 
Falls,” the words of the Missouri River in Montana; ” so that it will 
be definite that there is not contemplated an expenditure of any money 
in the rapids or falls or the river itself. 

I wish to state why that is of some consequence: This is an avenue 
of commerce for the settlements of the State of Montana, Fort Ben- 
ton has been for many years the most eastern settlement of that State, 
and lowest down the river. I believe that an examina‘ion of it, with- 
out material expense, will show that the river is navigable for 40 miles 
further towards the remainder of the settlements of that State. Hence 
I am anxious that it should be clearly defined that it is not intended 
that this shall be to the city of Great Falls, but simply to the foot of 
the falls themselves in the river, and that the matter shall remain as 
I intended. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, this amendment would not now be in 
order, but I ask unanimous consent that, having been put in by the 
committee, the words Fort Benton“ be stricken out 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On what page? 

Mr. FRYE. On page 70, at the top of the page. I ask unanimous 
consent that Great Falis” be inserted in the place of Fort Benton, 
as suggested by the Senator from Montana. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Let that be read for information, so that we may 
see where we are, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Montana will 
please send his amendment to the desk, so that it can be reported. 

Mr. SANDERS. My motion is to strike out Great Falls“ and 
insert these words in lien thereof: 

The foot of Great Falls of said river in Montana. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Senator from Montana asks unan- 
imous consent that the vote whereby the words Great Falls“ were 
stricken out and Fort Benton” inserted be reconsidered by the Sen- 
ate and that the following amendment be adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be reported for information. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the first line strike out the words Fort 
Benton,” and after the word between! insert the following words: 

The foot of Great Falls of said river in Montana, 

So as to read: 

Improving the Missouri River between the foot of Great Falls of said river 
in Montana and Sioux City, $350,000, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to this request for 
unanimous consent? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I would like to have it explained, Mr. President, 
how that differs from what had been agreed to by the use of the words 
Fort Benton.” 

Mr. SANDERS. It extends by some 40 miles the area or length ot 
the river upon which this $350,000 may be expended—I speak in round 
figures—into and towards the settlements in the State of Montana. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It goes above Fort Benton? 

Mr. SANDERS, Yes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. By 40 miles? 

Mr. SANDERS. My colleague says it is not so far as that. It has 
been supposed to be 40 miles, and has been called that distance for 
several years. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Is Fort Benton now at the head of the Missouri 
River navigation? 
Mr. SANDERS. Yes, it has been known as the head of navigation. 


It is where freight has been loaded and unloaded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Whatare the obstacles between Fort Benton and 
Great Falls? 

Mr. SANDERS. There are none except in low water; the water is 
shallow; but the river is an essential unit from the foot of Great Falls 
to Sioux City. Heretofore we have said Fort Benton because, there 
being no settlements near Fort Benton, nobody has been accommo- 
dated by boats going farther up; but now other settlements have grown 
up in that vicinity and near by that may be accommodated by this 
extension of, say, 40 miles. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, e WED oa aaa wer e e. 
geography, or hydrography, is Whether between Fort ton, by name, 
which has heretofore been understood to be the head of navigation or 
the river, and the foot of Great Falls there are any cascades or cata- 
racts that require the building of locks, or canals, or anything of that 
sort ? 


Mr. SANDERS. Not any. It is a stretch of level river. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no objection to the recon- 
sideration, the question is on the amendment of the Senator from Mon- 
tana [Mr. SANDERS]. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I move to amend, on page 15, the 
paragraph concerning the use by private parties of one of the Gov- 
ernment piers on Grand River, at Fairport, in Ohio, by striking out all 
after the words ‘‘ eighty-one,’’ in line 15, including the word army, 
in line 22, and inserting in lieu thereof: 

On prepayment of such rent therefor and under such arrangements as to time 
and use and such other conditions of such right as shall be prescribed by the 
Secretary of War, and always revocable by him, and which shall not be extended 
beyond the close of the year ending June 30, 1891, and thereafter no Government 
pier or dock shall be leased to or used by private persons, 

Mr. President, I offer this amendment at the request of my friend, 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE], who was compelled to go away. 
He is familiar with that subject. I also offer it, I may say addition- 
ally, on my own account, for we had some consideration of this matter, 
I think, on the last river and harbor bill, 

The old law authorized the Secretary of War to grant permission to 
private parties to use Government jetties and piers for their private 

generally railroad purposes, on the payment of rent to be 
Bred by him. The occupation of that pier by vessels lying alongside 
to discharge coal, iron, ete., to the railroad tracks running onto the pier, 
has obstructed by just that much the narrow channel between the two 
jetties, enough to prevent vessels from going into the interior part of 
the harbor. 

When I made an inquiry, having had my attention called to it a 
month or two ago by the War Department, it was found that the 
$2,000 rent had not been paid. But it is due to the railroad company 
to say that, their attention having been called to it, as I am informed 
by the Secretary of War, they have since paid the rent, so that so far 
the United States has received $2,000 on that particular pier for giv- 


ing the exclusive right to use it to this railroad company as against 
all comers, which I think is wrong of itself. The piers were not built 
— that purpose. They were built for the common interests of every- 


y. 

Meantime, this business on Lake Erie, particularly at Buffalo and 
other places, of private interests getting the advantage of the use of 
these piers, to the exclusion of other people and to the obstruction of 
the passage of vessels between them, had become so extensive that the 
attention of the whole transportation interest, the whole internal sea 
interest, as I may say, was called to it; the attention of the whole 
Northwestern Lake interest and of the people engaged in the trade was 
drawn to it. 

There have been given me by a gentleman of the highest character 
these original documents: First, a protest by the Erie Board of Trade 
(Erie being a Pennsylvania townon Lake Erie) against the whole of 
this sort of thing, as follows: 2 

Ata meeting of the Erie Board of Trade, held on Monday evening, July 11— 

This year— 
the following 1 and resolutions were unanimously adopted: 

“ Whereas the United States has expended large sums for the creatio! 
provement, and maintenance of harbors in the interest of commerce an 
the benefit of the general public; and 

“ Whereas this y has become aware that legislation in Congress is pro- 

One of the propositions being this very item which we are now 
speaking of— 
which conveys the right to control certain property of the United States at the 
entrance to several harbors on the Great Lakes to private corporations; and 

“ Whereas the policy of granting the use of United States docks and piers to 
private parties would be a dangerous and pernicious policy that would extend 

every direction if once inaugurated ; 

“Resolved, Thatthis board of trade looks with disfavor upon any and all such 
concessions, and does hereby urgently test against such legislation. 

“Resolved, That the secretary of this y is instructed to transmit copies of 
these resolutions to our members of the Senate and House of reseutatives.“ 


A. K. McMULLEN, 

A true copy from the minutes. Attest: 

D. BENSON, Secretary. 

The following resolutions were adopted by the board of directors of 
the Board of Trade of the city of Chicago at their meeting héld July 15, 
1890: 

Whereas this Board of Trade is informed that certain legislation is pending 
in the Houses of Congress of the United States which in effect proposes to give 
to private parties or corporations certain water fron „Which is national 
property, at the entrances to different harbors upon the Great Northern Lakes; 


an 
Whereas the sense of this body is o possa tothe granting of such concessions 
and the dispossessing of the Natio: vernmentof its power over such of its 
property as is involved in this pro) legislation: 

It is resolved, That this bo: of trade does in the strongest manner protest 
against such legislation as in the highest degree prejudicial to the public inter- 
ests in the matter of transportation on and navigation of the said lakes. 

It is further resolved, That the secretary is directed to transmit to the Commit- 
tees on Commerce and to the Committees on Rivers and Harbors of both Houses 
of Congress copies of these resolutions, and also to the secretaries of the sey- 


boards of trade in the lake cities. 
GEO. F. STONE, Secretary. 


Then follows a protest by a great number of private shippers an 
persons engaged in transportation, addressed to Hon. THOMAS J. HEN- 
DERSON, chairman of the House Committee on Rivers and Harbors: 

Sim: The undersigned, vessel-owners, managers, and agents ab the port of 
Chicago, III., respectfully petition your committee to do all in your power to 
compel the removal of individuals or corporations occupying the Government 
pier at the port of Buffalo, N. Y.— 

That is not this particular pier, but it falls within what has been 
said before— 

d ld furth: full t that individuals rat 
Se peakibtead fous ONAE AS VANSA males tiowetamans= te ee 
There is evidently the omission of the word ‘‘ piers,’’ I suppose 
at any of the ports of the Great Lakes, such piers having been constructed for the 
purpose of protecting the entrances to the harbors and not for the occupancy of 

private individuals or corporations of any kind whatsoever. 
W. M. Eagan, D. T. Helm, P. Finn, Thomas G. Crosby, C. W. Elphicke, 
James A. Myers, Calvin Carr, Hugh McMillan, A. L. Fitch, E. E. 
Richardson, J. G. Keith, D. Talbot, J. O. Evans, J. J. Rardon, C. A. 
Nene Donald, C. J. McGill, D. B. Linsted, John Prindiville, A. T. 
Spencer, J. L. Dunham, J. L. Higgie, T. T. Morford. 

Then, Mr. President, follows a set of resolutions that are in pas 
and are not therefore to the same extent authentic as the others I have 
presented, but I have no doubt the resolutions express tife opinion of 
tne Lake Carriers’ Association in respect to their interests and affairs. 
It appears that they had a meeting at Buffalo on July 15, 1890 

Mr. FRYE. I will say to the Senator from Vermont that that bas 
been Jaid on the table four different times already. That will obviate 
the necessity of reading it, unless the Senator desires. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 would like to state them for the information of 
Senators who may not have seen them. I shall not occupy a great deal 
of time. I think this is a matter of sufficient importance to justify me 
in stating them. I will condense, for the purpose of getting along and 
saving time. 

These resolutions were adopted at a meeting of the Lake Carriers’ 
Association, held at Buffalo, N. Y., July 15, 1890. They refer to 
three bills pending before Congress, in which in some way the Govern- 
ment piers on the Great Lakes are given over to the free and exclusive 
use of certain firms and corporations for purposes of private gain. 


im- 
for 
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They further declare that the use of these piers for commercial pur- 
poses necessarily diminishes the available width of the harbor entrances 
at these points, and thus creates an obstruction to the commerce of the 
Great Lakes. 

They then recite that these bills before Congress are therefore inju- 
rious to individual commerce and injurious to every vessel navigating 
the Lakes and to every shipper whose property is carried on these ves- 
sels, and that the policy is a dangerous and pernicious one. 

They further protest against the passage of any and all bills and en- 
actments designed to grant the use of any United States pier, wharf, 
or other Government property to private individuals or corporations. 

Then come the resolations of the Chamber of Commerce of Milwau- 
kee of the 31st of July last, a little more than two weeks ago, referring 
to the same subject and declaring that that body is op to the 
granting of such concessions and the dispossessing of the National 
Government of its power over such of its property as is involved in 
this proposed legislation; and therefore the board resolves that it pro- 
tests in the strongest manner against such legislation as in the highest 
degree prejudicial to the public interests in the matter of transporta- 
tion on and the navigation of the said lakes. 

Then follows a resolution of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, 
which refers particularly and directly to the Buffalo affair, which is 
not the question I have in hand, but which is embraced in the general 
proposition. 

The Boston Chamber of Commerce, on the 25th of July, passed reso- 
lutions of the same character, against allowing to private persons or 
corporations the occupation of these piers of the Government, and jet- 
ties that are built in order to secure a full and free passage between 
them into the harbors and rivers to which they belong, as being an un- 
just favoritism to particularly favored parties and corporations, and as 
obstructive, and everybody must see that it is obstructive, to the free 
and undiminished width of the passage between those piers. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I would like to ask the Senator from 
Vermont, as he seems to have given this subject much attention—and 
I have not given it any—in regard to the amendment, which I see is 
in the following words: 

And thereafter no public pier or dock shall be leased to or used by private 
persons. 


So that it would cut out, the entire length and breadth of the United 
States, the smallest possible use of Government piers or docks by any 

ivate person under any circumstances. Now, are there not many 
Pocalities where there would be fonnd no other pier but a Government 
pier and where the uses ofcommerce might require that some temporary 
or other arrangement for the use of such Government pierbe made? I 
ask the Senator for information, whether this phraseology of his is not 
more sweeping than justice requires. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ithinkitisimpracticable, Mr. President, to make 

any exclusive provision unless you make it sweeping and general or 
unless you give a discretion to some executive officer to determine what 
piers, and under what circumstances, should be used for private pur- 
poses; and that opens the very mischief that now exists, to the great 
discontent of commerce. 

I do not know any such instance, though I can imagine one at the 
frontof the town where I live, the breakwater, which may be called a pier, 
and which is, say, 300 yards away from the docks; a schooner might 
run in there in distress during a gale and might run to that pier and 
tie fast. It is true that that wonld bea trespass, but nobody would 
ever take any notice of it, and nobody everdid. There is no authority 
of law now to occupy a pier for any such p 

But I do not think there is any danger in respect to having this ex- 
clusion general and sweeping. So I hope, Mr. President, the Senate 

, will agree to the amendment drawn by my friend from Ohio [Mr. 
PAYNE] and which I have offered at his instance, but which, having 
had some knowledge in regard to before, I most heartily concur in. 

Mr. FRYE. I would like to ask the Senator from Vermont if the 
last three lines were in Senator PAYNE’S amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All that I have changed in his amendment was 
to change the date to June, 1891, in order to make it perfectly clear 
when the thing was to end. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 15, line 15, after the words ‘‘eighteen 
hundred and eighty-one,” strike out ail down to and including the 
word Army, in line 22, as follows: 

Under such limitations as to time and use as shall be approved by the Secre- 
tary of War; and in consideration thereof the owners of such dock property 
shall, at their own proper cost and expense, sufficiently repair, renew, rey pared 
tect portion of said pier so used, and do all necessary d ng in Grand 
River, in front thereof, all such repairs, renewals, and dredging to be done un- 
der the supervision of the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army. 

And insert the following in lieu thereof: 


On propsyment of such rent therefor and under such limitation as to time 
and use, and such other conditions of such right as shall be prescribed by the 
Secretary of War, and always revocable by him, and which shall not be ex- 
tended beyond the close of the year ending June 30, 1891; and thereafter no 
Government pier or dock shall be Jeased to or used by private persons, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, that last clause would seem to me 
to destroy every harbor on the lakes. Rather than adopt that amend- 


ment we had better refuse to pass this bill. I know how. these lake 
harbors are. The rivers emptying into Lake Erie are very small com- 
pase. but very important. Their mouths make very good har- 

rs, but the streams are small and narrow. The widest ofthese open- 
ings, I think, is about 200 feet. I will ask the Senator from Maine if 
Iam correct about that. 

Mr. FRYE. I think it is about 200 feet. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Government makes an opening usually at 
the mouth of these rivers. The Government, in improving these har- 
bors, has cut out the bar and opened it for some distance up the body 
of the creek or river, and then extended a pier out one or two or three 
hundred feet, according to the shoalness of the bank. 

Now on Lake Erie, and especially at this port of Fairport, thereis a 
commerce almost marvelous. The Senate would scarcely believe the 
figures if I gave them. The total tonnage that now comes out into the 
lake through the Sault Ste. Marie and along the shores of the State 
of Obio and going to Chicago amounts to over 10,000,000 tons of the single 
item ofiron ore. In this town of Fairport, according to the statements 
made to me, the tonnage has gone up within a few years to 1,200,000 
was — amount so vast as to seem almost impossible for a little harbor 

ike that. 

Then iron ore is also received in this harbor by the railroad companies, 
largely Pennsylvania companies and Ohio companies, and is transported 
and converted into all forms of iron. Vessels necessarily must come up 
this mouth and must be unloaded over this pier, and these railroads 
have purchased land behind these piers or out beyond them and have 
made artificial earth embankments by extending out opposite the pier 
the ground where they can receive this iron ore and transport it to their 
tracks running down alongside the pier and thence off into the country 
where it is converted into iron, 

Therefore this last provision inserted here would absolutely destroy 
all the benefit derived by the commerce of the country from all these 
piers, I may say, on all the lakes, because they are all more or less 
subject to these conditions I have named. 

To the first part of this, which my colleague showed me, I have no 
objection, because I think the Government of the United States ought 
to have the right to provide that when its vessels are unloaded pone 
side these piers they shall not be unreasonably held there, and that 
they should receive any damage caused by this commerce the owners 
of that commerce should repair it. But the railroads must carry over 
the Government piers to their land, by the heavy machinery they have 
pintaa there, this iron ore, without which they could not get along 
at all. 

The result is that different railroad companies have, inside the piers 
of the Government, purchased or made land, and they have there vast 
machinery, powerful machinery, by which they unload a vessel in a 
very short period of time. 

Asa matter of course, so far as the first part of the amendment is 
concerned, I have no objection to saying that any damage or any un- 
necessary delay should be prohibited; and theSecretary of War should 
have power to make regulations to prevent any injury from being done. 
But the vessels must lie alongside the pier in order to reach the place 
for unloading the iron ore. 

The last part of the amendment is the part to which I mainly re- 
fer. That is clearly subject to the point of order that it is legislation 
on an appropriation bill, and legislation of the most dangerons char- 
acter. Certainly I think the Senator from Vermont can hardly be 
familiar with the peculiar characteristics of the localities and the nat- 
ure of these piers on Lake Erie, or he would hardly propose it. At 
any rate, I make the point of order now that it is not in order so far as 
the regulation of the pier is concerned. 

I have no objection at all to the use of this pier, the necessary use of 
it, by all those companies on their paying a reasonable amount for their 
use. Whatever may be proper legislation in connection with the use 
of the pier, what guards should be had to prevent injury, and, if in- 
jured, what sum should be paid therefor—I do not know what kind 
of a charge it would be, but something should be paid for the use of 
the pier while the vessel is lying alongside. The channel is never less 
than 200 feet, so that vessels can goin and puss out. Sometimes a half 
dozen of these vessels will be unloading at the same time close to- 
gether and not interrupt the of other vessels in and out. 

That is the only way by which the commerce of that country can be 
conducted. To destroy that is to destroy thecommerce. It were bet- 
ter notto make any appropriation, better not to build a pier. A pier, 
from the nature of things, is necessarily built along the line of the 
river and also out into the lake, sometimes two or three hundred feet, 
and all this commerce must go over this pier. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Ohio to raise the point of order as to the latter part of the pro- 
posed amendment, the point of order being that it is general legisla- 
tion on an appropriation bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir; I make the point of order on the last 


part. 

So far as the amendment of my colleague is concerned, which was 
shown me by him at the time, I do not see that there is anything un- 
reasonable in it. But I am quite sure that it did not contain this 
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clanse, for my colleague, who knows all about this commerce, would 
see that it would destroy the commerce of Cleveland, and Ashtabula, 
and other places where the amount of commerce is simply immense, 
Cleveland is in precisely the same condition. If the Government piers 
could not be used there, so that vessels might be unloaded on the Goy- 
ernment piers, or over them, as they usually are, the commerce of 
Cleveland would be practically closed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, either the whole of the amend- 
ment I have offered is in order or the whole of itis not. It is legisla- 
tion, but it relates directly to the management of the property that we 
have provided for in the next line above. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It relates to the whole country around. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, It relates to the property provided for in the next 
line above, where we appropriate $21,300. It has been held many times 
in this Senate—though it may be held the other way to-day, I do not 
know—that when an appropriation bill contains a legislative provision 
it is competent to amend that without being subject to the point of 
order. It is unnecessary to state what otherwise would happen. Itb 
would be perfectly absurd. The Honse has put in here twelve or thir- 
teen lines of pure legislation in regard to the management of the prop- 
erty of the United States. 

Now, my proposition is—or rather that of the Senator from Ohio, 
although I concur in it with all my heart—to amend that legislative 
provision already in the bill by putting it into shape, as I think, bet- 
ter for the public interest, So much for the point of order. 

I wish to tell my friend from Ohio that the whole of that amend- 
ment, except the matter of a change of date to make it 1891 instead of 
the year 1890—which I thought was not clear, as the Senator will see 
by looking at it—is the same amendment that was left with me by our 
honored friend, Senator PAYNE. Whether the Senator from Ohio now 
absent was right or wrong in it, it is his amendment just as it stands, 
except in the matter of perfecting the date in order to make it clear in 
that respect. 

Mr. President, in order to meet the suggestion of my friend from 
Massachusetts and my friend from Rhode Island in regard to some of 
these piers and breakwaters, that for our common interest they have 
to be resorted to at times and in case of distress, etc., by everybody on 
equal terms, I desire to modify the amendment I have offered, so as to 
make it read as the Clerk will report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont modi- 
fies his amendment 

The CHIEF CLERK. So as to read: 

On prepayment of such rent therefor, and under said limitations as to time 
and use and such other conditions of such right as shall be prescribed by the 
Secretary of War, and always revokable hy 1 and which shall not be ex- 
tended beyond the close of the year ending June 30, 1891; and thereafter no 
Government pier or dock shall be leased to or be permitted to be used by private 


persons otherwise than in common by all, under such regulations as the Sec- 
retary of War may prescribe. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That, Mr. President, I think, meets the sugges- 
tion of my friend from M; husetts, that wherever this may be done 
with safety to the public interest it shall be done freely and to every- 
body alike, and that exclusive privileges shall not be given to anybody. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The question is subject toa division, and I make 
my point of order on the last part, that it is legislation applying to all 
the property in docks in the United States of America. 

But I wish to call attention also to the provision as it stands. It 
seems to me that it accomplishes every object that is desirable, with a 
simple addition that a reasonable charge might be made for the use of 
these docks. I will read it as it now stands in the bill on page 15: 

The owners of dock property abutting on the east Government pier on Grand 
River 

That is proper legislation— 
shall have the right to load and unload coal, ore, and other freight over so 
much of said pier as lies north of the inner shore-line represented on map in 
the Report of the Chief of Engineers of 1881, under such limitations as to time 
and use as shall be approved by the Secretary of War, and in consideration 
thereof the owners of such dock property shall, at their own proper cost and 
expense, sufficiently repair, renew, and protect the portion of said pier so used, 
and do all necessary dredging in Grand River, in front thereof, all such puia, 


renewals, and dredging to be done under the supervision of the Chief of 
neers of the United States Army. 


Now, Mr. President, this proposition, as it stands, contains every 
safeguard that is reasonable and right; that is, they shall control the 
part that they occupy temporarily, and any repair or renewal of the 
pier at the place shall be borne by the company, and all necessary con- 
trol in front of their property, of such renewals and repairs, shall be 
under the supervision ot the Chief of Engineers; so that if any possible 
damage is done to the pier it must be restored, replaced, and repaired 
by the railroad company. 

I think myself it would be well enough, although it is rather a small 
matter for the United States Government to deal in, to charge them a 
reasonable rent for the use of this pier. But from the very nature of 
things they must use the pier. They could not unload their vessels 
without using the pier. 

The extent of the navigation is only so far as the improvements have 
been made, probably not more than 200 feet from the shore. Then 
the pier is run out to the lake-shore line, and these railroad companies 


that use the pier or who run their tracks over the pier build out ex- 
tensive works on this shore-line by making new land; and it is utterly 
impossible for them to unload their vessels in any other way except 
alongside the pier, and they must carry the freight over the pier. Tt 
is impossible to do it in any other way. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the amendment should be adopted, would it 
not be well to provide for vessels engaged generally in private enter- 
prises though they might sometimes have Government freight? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, yes; I take it that the general provision con- 
tained in the bill will accomplish that. I made the point of order on 
that, but I do not suppose that will be adopted any way. I am only 
talking about this particular case now. 

Sometimes I know there is a struggle between rival railroads, but 
each of the railroads that has a connection at this port has a place 
where it can unload its vessels. They own the land in the rear of the 
pier, made at great expense, and, without that privilege of carrying 
their commerce over the pier, as a matter of course they would with- 
draw their railroad tracks and withdraw all that commerce, and that 
would be the end of it. 

You might just as well require them before they touch Lake Eric to 
build a pier to enable them to bring their vessels up to land. That is 
the idea, to apply to all the commerce of the country. As a matter of 
course that disposes of all your river and harbor improvements, 

Now, these railroads are the agents of the people. They come there 
forthe purpose of carrying this lake commerce to the interior, and they 
can not approach the waters of the lake except at a Government pier 
unless they build a pier themselyes, and that is beyond the use or the 
means at the disposal of any private company or private corporation. 
They must ily use the facilities furnished by the Government, 
No private citizen, no private corporation could build a pier into Lake 
Erie without being guilty of a criminal act. 

Individuals can not invade the navigable waters of the lake without 
the permission of Congress, and Congress does not in any case that I 
know of give private parties the right to build a pier into navigable 
waters. That is done by the Government of the United States in aid 
of commerce; and then private corporations and citizens come and use 
the facilities which have thus been rendered to commerce; they ought 
to use them wisely and it ought to be under strict regulation, but nee- 
essarily they must use these piers as the placesand meansof transport- ' 
ing or handling products, whether corn or wheat or iron ore or coal. 

Here at this particular place and at all the ports along Lake Erie 
the great articles of commerce are coal and iron ore. The amoant of 
coal now shipped from Ohio to Canada is greater far than the amount 
of coal shipped from Nova Scotia to the United States, while the 
amount of coal shipped to other ports of the United States, especially . 
the Northwest, is greatly larger than the entire tonnage of coal from 
Nova Scotia. 

This commerce is in these great articles, one of coal going north- 
wards clear up to Port Arthur and far up to Duluth and all along the 
upper country. The coal is carried from here one way, and iron ore 
is brought back, and at half a dozen of these wharves along the shores 
of Lake Erie these articles are exchanged, one sent away and the other 
coming in, and these piers are good for nothing at all and there is no 
use in building them unless they are aids and facilities for this com- 
merce. 

To say by the general provision of the amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont that no Government piers shall be used by private 
ple is absolutely to destroy their use. The Government of the United 
States does not want to use these piers, or very rarely. While there 
is only one Government vessel on the whole of the northern lakes and 
we are bound by treaty arrangement not to have any more, if nothing 
could land at these piers but that poor Government vessel, what would 
be the use of building them? They are built for private purposes, to 
aid commerce conducted by private individuals, and to deny that use 
to them is to destroy them. 

I think I need not discuss the matter further. I know of no objec- 
tion to the bill as it stands in this respect, and I shall vote against any 
3 since I have come to read carefully the provisions of the 
bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Here are the two piers at Chicago [indicating on a map]; 
here is the crib-work on the left-hand side on the Chicago River, aboũt 
2,500 feet long, extended right along the shore of the river on this side, 
On this side the crib-work here and here and here and here [indicat- 
ing]—the scale is about 150 feet to the inch—it is about 600 feet. Then 
comes the Government pier, about 600 feet Jong. 

Now, if the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont is 
adopted, of course nobody could have the use of any of this 2,000 feet 
[indicating] or of any of this on the right-hand side of the river, and 
over 2,000 feet of that river front would be actually closed up to com- 
merce. 

On the left-hand side this is owned here [indicating], the first 400 
feet, by Mr. McCormick, and occupied by the Western Transit Com- 

y- The next 200 feet are occupied by the Lehigh Valley Transit 
mpany, and so on, the whole length of the Government pier there on 
the left-hand side being occupied. 

There is no way on the face of the earth for them to make any use 


> 


. 
8682 
of the Chicago River for that 2,000 feet unless they handle their freight 
over that leit-hand pier [indicating], which renders it practically use- 
less. 


On the right-hand side take the Government pier in red ink, about 
600 or 700 feet long. The Illinois Central Railroad has built in the 
rear of that pier the whole length, about 200 feet wide and about 600 
feet long—has built up land, owning right up against the Government 
pier. The Illinois Central Railroad can not use that land and the 
river unless it can handle its freight over the Government pier. The 
Government pier is not worth one cent to the Government of the United 
States. It has been built and has served its p and is to all in- 
tents and purposes the boundary line of the river dock on each side, 
and the Senator’s amendment N that no one shall be permitted 
to use that for the entire lengt 

I wish to say to the Senator that the vessel-owners have sent in a 
very heavy petition in favor of permission to use this Government pier, 
and a bill passed the Senate a short time ago to authorize that use. 
Now, the Senator proposes to amend his amendment by providing that 
all people shall have the free use, and in that way to obviate the objec- 
tion which was made. But how ean anybody have the free use of these 
piers when the land behind them is owned by private parties? It 
` would be a trespass every time they undertook to make use of it if 

those parties forbade their going over the land, 

Here is where the Illinois Central Railroad has owned this land, the 
whole 600 feet [indicating]. How can anybody except the Illinois Cen- 
tral Railroad land goods over that pieron to the land, and how on this 
other side [indicating], where it is owned by private parties the whole 
distance? 

When these piers were started the land did not go down tothe piers, 
but it has been made by gradual accretions until it extends the whole 
length of the pier except about 175 feet, as I understand, on this right- 
hand pier [indicating], reaching out into the lake, and all of the accre- 

tions are owned by somebody. In the rear of the Government pier the 
land is owned down to it. On each side of the Government pier the 
land is owned up to it by somebody. 

Now, as a matter of course no one can desire to obtain a lease except 
the party who owns the land adjoining. The Government could not 
sell this pier to anybody except the person who owned the land ad- 
joining. I do not see for the life of me the slightest objection to using 
these piers, and I do see a very serious objection to the latter part ot 
the amendment of the Senator from Vermont. 

Now here [exhibiting another map] is Fairport, which is under con- 
sideration. On the left-hand side [indicating] is a pier and on the 
right-hand side a pier, extending out, perhaps, 2,000 feet into the lake. 
It is all deep water between those two 3 The Government pier on 
the right-hand side [indicating] extends the whole length there. The 
land has been made by accretion until it reaches out to that point on 
this side [indicating]. It did not reach it at all when it was started. 
On the other side the accretions have extended the land up to this 
point nearly 1,500 feet [indicating], Now, the land on the outside of 
each of these piers is owned by private parties, and if the Senator’s 
amendment were adopted no one could use these piers or could be per- 
mitted to do so, for that is all that the amendment of the committee 
provided for, that the freight should be landed over the Government 

ers. That is the only way that that river can be used from that 
point [indicating], the northerly end of the pier to the southerly end 
of the pier—the only way that that river can be used by vessels bear- 
ing freight to be landed on the shores here [indicating] is by landing 
over the Government pier. 

Take the pier at Buffalo, about which considerable disturbance has 
been made. The pief has been occupied over and over again by rail- 
road corporations; and cribs, or whatever they call them, for coal, have 
been built right in the piers, and the Government has been compelled 
twice to send a company of soldiers there to clean out the Government 
piers occupied without any authority of law. I went down and had 
an interview with General Casey in relation to these things, and he 
told me he could not see any earthly reason why these piers should 
not be occupied. They vary from 15 feet wide on the top to 25 feet. 
They extend from 2,500 to 3,000 feet ont into the lake, and gradually 
these accretions come until perhaps the pier of itself will not be more 
than 100 feet into the lake. 

All that lund is owned by somebody, and General Casey says why 
all that should beclosed up and commerce not have free access into 
these piers is beyond his comprehension. The only objection that has 
ever been made to it by anybody before the committee, or made to me 

vately, has been that very likely two or three vessels might lie side 
y side in front of one of these piers unloading, and if they did that 

that would fill up the passage and delay and hinder vessels which were 
coming through the opening. Of course it would, but there is not a 
city in the United States, certainly none of the large cities, that does not 
confer the authority on harbor-masters, so that the harbor-master can 
make a rule that no more than one vessel shall be permitted to lie be- 
side the pier, that no one shall discharge more than one hour or two 

or three or four hours. It is entirely within the power of the 
harbor-master. If there is no harbor-master then the municipal au- 
thorities can provide without the slightest difficulty that these vessels 
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es lie so as to discommode vessels that are coming in and going 
ou 

General Casey says that these piers are utterly useless to the Gov- 
ernment. They can all be leased to parties who are entirely responsi- 
ble, so that the Government be relieved ot all expense of keeping 
them up and keeping them in repair; it can be relieved still further 
from the expense of dredging the river in front of the piers, and even 
beyond that it can obtain rentals from parties who d their use. 

Of course, I have not the slightest interest under the sun in this mat- 
ter. It does not have any extension down into the region of the coun- 
try where I live. The only care I have about it is to give commerce as 
free and unlimited and uncontrolled liberty in these piers and over these 
piers as possible, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think weshould all agree that commerce should 
have free intercourse and that it should not be sold out to private cor- 
porations for the exclusive occupation of works of the United States. 
Perhaps that is an obsolete idea, but I still retain it for one. 

Now, when we take these two maps that my friend has referred to, 
what do we find? What he calls the Chicago River beginning with 
the first map, as shown on that blue map, is part of Lake Michigan. 
That is, the piers were not built along the shores of the Chicago River. 
They were built in order to get over the bar outside of the mouth of 
the 3 River into Lake Michigan, unless I am greatly misin- 
form 

Mr. FRYE. That is simply a just criticism of my language. That 
is what I understand it was. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Am I not right? 

Mr. FRYE. Lou are right. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. I suppose the Senator meant that. 
Weshould not have any controversy about topographical facts. 

Now, in order to admit vessels, all vessels of all people of the United 
States, on equal terms into the city of Chicago and into what is called 
the Chicago River, there being a bar at the outside of the river, the 
United States was called upon tobuild and did build two piers extend- 
ing from either end of the bank of the river out into the lake across the 
bar, and then dug it up. There were some people at that time who 
supposed that the United States at Chicago owned the land on one or 
both sides as a reservation—Fort Dearborn reservation, I believe it 
‘was—and whatever there was in front of it out to navigable water on 
the lake belonged to the United States as a piece of property, but 
through one arrangement and operation, partly by the vote of the Sen- 
ate and otherwise, it turns ont that the railroads became the proprie- 
tors of it without the United States getting any compensation. 

That may have been right, it may have been wrong, but that is the 
fact. Having got into possession of this shoal water outside of the 
piers in Lake Michigan, they ran their tracks close down to the edge of 
the piers and 1 upon them, but I am not sure about that, but 
no matter, and then undertook to exercise or obtain authority from 
time to time to make use of those piers as wharves and docks for their 
exclusive use, the United States having built them, to the exclusion of 
everybody else who might wish to run a schooner alongside of a pier 
or drive up on the pier without touching the railroad track at all, which 
is outside of it, being 25 or 50 feet wide, into the city. But no, the 
railroad corporation is to have the exclusive privilege of that frontage; 
by right or by wrong it has become the r of the waters of the 
lake which have filled up artificially and otherwise behind the pier. I 
may be entirely wrong, but I do not think that is right. 

The same thing is true at Fairport, in the State of Ohio. It is nota 
lining by a dock of the shore of a river inland; it is the projection of 
two jetties to make a free passage between them from the deep waters 
of the lake up into the river, where everybody stands on an equa) foot- 
ing. The piers being projected, it would be extremely convenient for 
n railroad that wishes to monopolize the whole business to run down 
to this pier, where there would be shelter against the wind, and have 
nobody else allowed to go on the pier and run there in this case, and 
getting a monopoly. 

I do not believe in monopolies, and I do not believe in the Govern- 
ment of the United States—differing from my friend from Ohio—build- 
ing these works for the benefit of private parties, The Government 
builds them to make a passage-way in tliese shoal waters of Lake Erie 
into a river that it was thought commerce required to have improved 
and give access to. 

Now, there is a curious thing about the progress of this legislation. 
In the former law it was provided that the Secretary of War might 
grant licenses to anybody that he pleased to occupy by transit over it 
of this Grand River pier that we now have in the bill on the payment 
of such a rent as he should think would be right. That gave, in my 
opinion wrongfully, power to the Secretary of War to put the use of 
that pier into the exclusive possession of one party. However, he did 
it at a rent to be paid of $2,000 a year, and only a lease for one single 
year. That expired a few months ago and the railroad company did 
not pay the rent. They occupied the pier to the exclusion of every- 
body else. They have since paid it, since attention was called to the 


— that they had not paid it. So the rent is now paid, but the lease 
Under the old Jaw, if this was all out, the Secretary of War would 
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have the right to lease that pier again to that company or to anybody 
else who wonld pay for it for such rent as he could, but this House 
bill provides a perpetual and irrevocable grant to the owners of the 
dock property abutting on this Government pier; thatis,the people got 
out in the shoal water and in possession and ownership, I assume, of the 
thing behind it, a perpetual right, irrevocable as it stands, a grant of 
title to make use of that pier for their purposes and an exclusive use 
for their purposes; and for what compensation? I am not reading the 
words now of it, but the effect of it is that the consideration they are 
to pay for it, the limitation only being as to time and use, the time 
and manner of use to be approved by the Secretary of War—and in 
consideration of it what are they todo? Pay $2,000 a year as they 
did last year? Not at all. They are to agree that they will take care 
of that pier as far as they oceupyit on their front at their own expense, 
and they agree that they will take out the sand in front of it! 

In other words, it becomes the exclusive property of these people, 
they agreeing to keep it in repair, to keep the sand out in front of it. 
That is a great deal worse than the law was last year, It becomes theirs 
absolutely, with an obligation which it will be somewhat difficult to 
enforce, as we have found about some other property of the United 
States—a duty to keep the navigation clear. Suppose they do not, 
what are you going to do about it? Youare going to tax the people ot 
the United States to dig it out at the public expense, and then you are 
going to bring an action at law against them, and what luck you would 
have in such an action at law remains to be seen. 

Mr. FRYE. The first portion of the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont I do not have the slightest objection to, and as the amendment 
is capable of division, one portion of it relating to the item under con- 
sideration and the other portion being general law, I ask for a division 
of the amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not propose to discuss this precise question, but 
there are some tions I desire to make in regard to the use of 
Government bulkheads or breakwaters made for the p of im- 
proving the navigation of the navigable waters of the United States, 

I do not agree with the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN ] that they 
are constructed intentionally for the purpose of affording what might 
be called dockage room or wharfage: The United States, I apprehend, 
would have no power to construct breakwaters for that pu unless 
it was for its own use as docks, but under the authority of Congress to 
regulate commerce between the States Congress has power to improve 
the navigable waters of the United States and can exercise it and pro- 
tect the same, and in the exercise of that power wherever it is neces- 
sary to build a bulkhead and breakwater proceed to occupy the bed 
of the navigable waters of the United States for the purpose of con- 
structing such works. 

The beds of the navigable streams belong to the States by virtue ot 
their sovereignty. The ownership, however, as I understand it, is sub- 
ject to the right of the necessary use of the same for the purposes of 
navigation. ugress, therefore, in constructing these piersoccupies the 
property of the States and necessarily interferes even with the epee 
rights of shore-owners, who are subordinate also to this right of the use 
of navigable streams for the purpose of their improvement. 

Sometimes these piers or bulkheads are built at right angles with 
the shore, sometimes they are built diagonally from the shore, so as to 
form an acute angle with the shore, and sometimes they are built along 
nearly parallel with the shore. In fact, they may be conceived of as 
being built in almost any direction and interfering more or less with 
riparian rights. I do not apprehend for a moment that the United 
States acquired, by the use of this property, the bed of the stream 
and the shore and, by its interference with and appropriation of the 

ights of shore-owners, a right to construct a public wharf or to main- 
tain erections for that purpose. The right of the United States to 
maintain such a structure, I apprehend, is for the purpose of im 
ing navigation. But there are certain equities in favor of thes 
owners, who are entitled to certain riparian rights which I think ought 
to be recognized. Certainly they ought to be recognized if the license 
is to be issued or executed by the United States to use these struct- 
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ures. 

I do not know that the case under consideration in the city of Chicago 
differs materially from any other case. To be sure, there it appears 
that there has been an accretion of the shore, but that accretion be- 
comes a part of the shore, becomes subject to private ownership, and 
is undoubtedly at the present time subject to private ownership. It 
would certainly be beyond the power of Congress, and it would be 
inequitable to say that the entire public should have the right to the 
use of this bulkhead or breakwater, so as to connect with the adjacent 
shore and deprive the owner of his riparian rights. 

It was for that reason that I thought when this portion of the bill 
was under consideration in the committee that this was a fair provis- 
ion, beeause it seemed to recognize the right of the shore-owner and to 
give him the opportunity of utilizing his riparian rights in connection 
with the Government work and at a fair compensation to the Govern- 
ment in the way of rebuilding and maintaining in repair the Govern- 
ment breakwater, 

The question is accompanied with difficulty in any light in which 
you view it. I think the shore-owner has certain rights which onght 


to be recognized, and the power of the Government is limited in the 
use of the property. 

I suppose the Senator from Vermont does not believe for a moment 
that, if one of these piers should become no longer necessary for the im- 
provement of navigation or should be in fact no longer used in that 
connection, still the Government could maintain the pier and interfere 
with private property both upon the ground and the pier itself, and 
lease it out for the purpose of a dock and receive revenue from it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is exactly what I am opposed to. I think, 
as far as we are concerned, there should be a common right to every- 
body, and let the riparian owners and the vessel-owners arrange their 
own affairs on their own account. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair), The 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] has demanded a division of the pra: 
ing question. The Chair is of opinion that the amendment is clearly di- 
visible, and he will indicate to the Secretary the point where it seems 
to be clearly divisible. That which will now be read is the first prop- 
osition to be acted upon. o 

The Secretary read as follows: 

On prepayment of such rent therefor and under such limitations as to time 
and use and such other conditions of such right as shall 8 by the 
Secretary of War, and always revocable by him, and which not be extended 
beyond the close of the year ending June 30, 1891. È 

5 0 PRESIDING OFFICER. The second proposition will now be 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And thereafter no Government pier or dock shall be leased or permitted to be 
used by private persons otherwise than in common by all under such regula- 
tions as the Secretary of War may prescribe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion tostrike 
out and insert the first proposition. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I think the Senator from Vermont is in error in 
proposing to strike out the clause which enables the Chief of Engineers to 
require them to make certain repairs, because the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Vermontstrikes that all out. The last clausein the part that 
has been read I move to strike out. Letit be read again from the be- 
ginning. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

On prepayment of such rent therefor and under such limitations as to time 
and use and such other conditions of such rightas shall be prescribed by the 
Secretary of War, and always revocable by him. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That last clause I propose to leave out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not the last. - 

Mr. FRYE. That prepayment of rent takes the place. It is fully 
as well for the Government to make its own repairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I have no objection to their paying a reasonable 


rent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Ohio wishes to get out the 
limitation to 1891. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenatorfrom Ohio wishes to strike 
out the words which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

orale shall not be extended beyond the close of the year ending June 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on striking out from 
the first proposition the words just read. Is the Senate ready for the 
question? [putting the question.] The ‘‘ayes’’ seem to have it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have a division. 

The question being put, there were, on a division—ayes. 27, noes 5. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote disclosing the want of a 
quorum, the roll of the Senate will be called. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, The shortest way will be to have the yeas and 
nays. That will save one call. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be again reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question being on the motion to 
strike out and insert the first part of the proposition, the Senator from 
3 to strike out of the first proposition the words which will 
be i 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

3 which shall not be extended beyond the close of the year ending June 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. I withhold my vote until I see 
whether a quorum is obtained, and, if not, I shall cast my vote after- 
wards. : ; 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. In his absence I withhold my 


vote. 

Mr. SHERMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with my 
colleague [Mr. PAYNE]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wrrson]. In his absence I 
withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 
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Mr. DAVIS. I am paired-with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
TURPIE], but ment I am at liberty to vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr, COCKRELL. Notwithstanding I am paired with the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes], I understand from his colleague 
[Mr. Hoar] that I am at liberty to vote, and I vote “nay.” 


Mr. CULLOM. Ifa quornm has not yet voted I will take the lib- 
erty of casting my vote. 
‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum has yet voted. 


Mr. CULLOM. Then I vote yea.” 

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from Vi 
Semone: My vote can make no possible difference, and 

t. 

Mr. BATE. My colleague [Mr. HARRIS] is absent from the Senate 
on account of sickness, He is paired with the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Idesire to say that my colleague [Mr. KENNA] 
is detained from the Senate by reason of illness. He is paired with 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wolcorr]. 

The result was announced—yeas 40, nays 9; as follows: 


inia [Mr. 
withhold 


YEAS—40. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Hampton, Pugh, 
Allen, Daniel, Hawley, Quay, 
Allison, Davis, Higgins, Ransom, 
Berry, Dixon, Hiscock, Sanders, 
Blackburn, Dolph, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Cameron, Eusti Manderson, Spooner, 
Carlisle, Faulkner, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Casey, A hed Moody, Teller, 
Coke, Gibson, Plumb, Walthall, 
Colquitt, Hale, Power, Washburn, 
NAYS—9. 
Bat Edmunds, Hearst, R 1 
Blair, Gorman, Jones of Arkansas, You 
Cockrell, 
ABSENT—3. 

Barbour, Morrill, Stanford, 

Gray, Paddock, Stewart, 
Brown, % Turpie, 
Butler, Ingalls, Payne, Vance, 
Call, Jones of Nevada, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Kenna, Pierce, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, MeMillan, Piatt, Wilson of Md. 
Eya McPherson, Sherman, Wolcott. 
Farwell, Morgan, Squire, 


So the motion to strike out was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now recurs upon the 
first proposition as amended. 
Mr. FRYE. There is no objection to that. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now recurs upon the 
second p ition of the amendment,. which will be stated. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I raise the point of order on that that itis general 
1 tion applying to all re 
i he PRESIDINGOFFICER. The second proposition of the amend- 
ment will be stated. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Thereafter no Government pier or dock shall be leased to or permitted to be 


used b vate persons otherwise than in common by all under such regula- 
tions ad ————— of War may prescribe. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon this amendment the Senator 
from Ohio raises the point of order that it is general legislation upon 
an appropriation bill. The Chair holds that it is general legislation, 
because while it applies to this particular section it applies to all other 
docks and piers, and is clearly, the Chair thinks, general legislation, 
and therefore it can not be received under the rules. 

The bill is still in Committee of the Whole, and open to amend- 


ment, 

Mr. SPOONER. I send to the desk and offer the amendment of 
which I gave notice yesterday, to come in after the amendment pro- 
posed yesterday by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] and 
adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment of the Senator from 
Wisconsin will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After section Git is proposed to insert the fol- 
lowing as a new section: 


That it shali not be lawful to cast, throw, empty, or unlade, or cause, suffer, 
or procure to be cast, thrown, emptied, or unladen, either from or out of any 
ship, vessel, lighter, barge, boat, or other craft, or from the shore, pier, wharf, 
furnace, manufacturing establishments, or mills of ey whatever, any 
ballast, stone, slate, gravel, earth, rubbish, wreck, filth, , edgings, sawdust, 
slag, cinders, ashes, refuse, or other waste of any kind into any port, road. 
roadstead, harbor, haven, navigable rivers, or navigable waters of the United 
States which shal! tend to impede or obstruct navigation, or to deposit or place, 
or cause, suffer, or procure to be depusited or placed, any ballast, stone, slate, 
gravel, earth, rubbish, wreck, filth, slabs, edgings, sawdust, or other waste in 
any place or situation on the bank of any navigable waters where the same 

be liable to be washed into such navigable waters, either by ordin. or 

high tide or by storms or floods, or otherwise, whereby navigation shall or 

may be impeded or obstructed: Provided, That no herein contained shall 
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ing, or keeping in repair any qr pier, wharf, weir, bridge, building, or other 
work lawf 


ully erected or to on the banks or sides of any port, 
harbor, haven, channel, or navigable river, or to the casting out, enia i or 
depositing of any material excavated for the improvement of navigable waters 
into such places and in such manner as may be deemed by the United States 
officer sapertina said Ceg adada weir most judicious and ble and for 
the best interests of such improvements, or to prevent the depositing of ay 
substance above mentioned under a permit from the Secret of War, which 
he is hereby authorized to grant, in any place designated by him where nayi- 
gation will not be obstructed thereby. 

SEC, 2. That it shall not be lawful to build any wharf, pier, dolphin, boom, 
dam, weir, break water, bulkhead, jetty, or other structure outside established 
harbor-lines without the permission of the Secretary of War in any port, road- 
stead, haven, harbor, navigable river, or other waters of the Uni States in 
such manner as shall obstruct or impair navigation, commerce, or anchorage of 
said waters; and it shall not be lawful hereatter to commence the construction 
of any bridge, bridge-draw, bridge piers and abutments, causeway, or other 
works over or in any port, road, roadstead, haven, harbor, naviaabye 
navigable waters of the United States, under any act of the Legislative ‘Assembly 
of any State, until the location and plan of such bridge have been submitted to 
and approved by the Secretary of War, or to excavate or fill, or in any manner 
to alter or modify the course, location, condition, or capacity of the channel of 
said navigable waters of the United States, unless approved and authorized by 
the Secretary of War: Provided, That this section shall not apply to any bridge, 
bridge-draws, bridge piers and abutments, the construction of which has been 
heretofore duly authorized by Jaw, or be so construed as to authorize the con- 
struction of any bridge, draw-bridge, bridge piers and abutments, or other 
works, under any act of the Legislature of any tate, over or in wid stream, 
port, roadstead, haven, or harbor, or other nav y 
the limits of such State, 

Sec. 3. That all wrecks of vessels, and other obstructions to the navigation 
ofan rt, rondstead, harbor, or navigable river, or other navigable waters of 
the Un ted States, which may have been permitted by the owners thereof or the 
parties by whom they were caused to remain to the injury of commerce and 
navigation for a longer period than two months, shal! be subject to be broken 
up and removed by the Secretary of War, without liability forany damage tothe 
owners of the same. 

Sec. 4, That it shall not be lawful for any person or persons to take possession 
of or make u- e for any exclusive purpose, build upon, alter, deface, injure, ob- 
struct, or in any other manner impair the usefulness of any sea-wall, bulk-head, 
jetty, dike, levee, walk, pier, or other work built by the United States for the 
preservation and improvement of any of its navigable waters, or boundary 
marks, tide-gauges, surveying stations, buoys, or other established marks, nor 
romans — 5 ballast or other purposes any stone or other material composing 
such works, 

SEC. 5. That every person, persons, or corporation offending against the pro- 
visions of this act 1, for each and every such offense, forfeit and p, a pen- 
alty of $250, besides such other sum as may be found, in any action for the re- 
covery of the penalty or penalties incurred under this act, to be the expense of 
8 the epr incurred or of removing to a proper place the things 
deposited in violation of this act, such porne to be recovered by action in the 
name of the United States in any district court within whose jurisdiction such 
offense shall be committed, or in any district wherein the defendant may be 
found, said action to be instituted by the district attorney for such district at the 
instance of any person complaining. 

Sec, 6. That any N tor injury done to any pto rty of the United States 
mentioned in section 4 of this act by any vessel shali be a lien upon such ves- 
sel, her machinery, apparel, and furniture, the payment of which may be en- 
forced by the United tes in a suit instituted in the admiralty court of the dis- 
— ergs said injury was done, or in the district where said vessel may be 

found, 

Sec, 7. That it shall be the duty of officers and agents having the supervision, 
on the part of the United States, of the works in progress for the preservation 
and improvement of said navigable waters, and, in their absence, of the United 
States collectors of customs and other revenue officers, to enforce the provisious 
of this law by giving information to the district attorney of the United States 
for che district in which any violation of any provision of this act shall bave 
been committed. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Do I understand the Senator from Wisconsin to 
offer this as an amendment to the bill now pending? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. ` 

Mr. CARLISLE. It may be that the provisions in this amendment 
are entirely unobjectionable, but it seems to me that it is too impor- 
tant a measure to be taken up in this way, and I make the point of 
order upon it. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope before that is done the Senator from Kentucky 
will allow me to state that this isa precise copy of a bill which has 
passed the Senate at the present session and has been reported favor- 
ably in the other House by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and 
is upon the Calendar there. It has been three times considered aud 
reported by the Committee on Commerce of the Senate. It has been 
twice passed by the Senate and twice reported favorably in the other 
House. 

Mr. CARLISLE. My only purpose in making the point of order is 
to facilitate the consideration of the bill now before the Senate. I think 
it is the desire of Senators on both sides of the Chamber to dispose of 
the bill to-day, and it does seem to me that if we take up a long and 
important matter like the one just read we shall not be able to dispose 
of the river and harbor bill to-day. If I could be assured that it could 
be disposed of in a very short time I would not insist upon the point 
of order, but I am afraid if we get into a discussion of this amendment 
it will continue for the remainder of the day, The measure, as I un- 
derstand, has passed the Senate as a separate bill and is now pending in 
the House of Representatives, and if we pass it here as part of this bill! 
it will still have to be considered in the House and it seems to me that 
the House might just as well dispose of the bill that they have. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senate to the rule which requires that when thir point of order is made 
it shall be decided without debate. Senators can proceed only by con- 
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sent of the Senate. Is there objection to the Senator from Wisconsin 
ing? . 

Mr. CARLISLE, I will reserve the point of order until the Senator 
fron Wisconsin concludes. : 

Mr. SPOONER. I shall take no time of the Senate in discussing 
either the point of order or the proposed amendment. I soppaa the 
point of order is well taken, if the Senator from Kentucky desires to 
press it, although this amendment is not more general legislation than 
some propositions which the Senate has ingrafted upon the pending 
bill 


Asstated by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH ]—the bill, I think, 
was drawn by him and is known as the Dolph bill—this proposition 
was considered by the Senate some years agoand passed. Itwasagain 
passed at the last session on the unanimons report of the Committee on 
Commerce, I believe, and it was again passed at this session, the Com- 
mittee on Commerce unanimously reporting in favor of it, 

The Chief of Engineers very earnestly recommended the passage of 
the measure in his report, which will be found on page 16 of the re- 
port of the Secretary of War, and my attention was called to the ne- 
cessity for it by obstructions which were being placed in the St. Louis 
River at the head of Lake Superior, which will almostinevitably cause 
in a very short time an obstruction to navigation and defeat the utility 
of expenditures being made there by the Government. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that a very 
important amendment, offered by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS], has been adopted which will take care of just such cases as 
the Senator mentions on the St. Louis River. 

Mr. SPOONER. As I understand the amendment adopted on the 
motion of the Senator from Vermont, it does not take care of such 
cases. The amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont deals 
with existing obstructions, but practices which will result necessarily 
in an obstractiou. which constitute in themselyes each day a trespass 
in a sense, but which are not yet obstructions, would not be covered, 
as I understand it, by the amendment offered by the Senator from Ver- 
mont. After they become obstructions, not having been authorized by 
Jaw and not having existed for twenty years, they could be removed 
under the proposition ingrafted upon the bill yesterday on motion of 
the Senator from Vermont. 

What I wanted to accomplish was to put itin the power of the War 
Department all over the country where the public money is being ex- 
pended in improving harbors and rivers, great or small, to prevent, by 
prosecution or by the remedy of injunction or such other appropriate 
remedy, these daily trespasses which in the end are to constitute ob- 
stractions and to cost the Government a great deal of money to re- 
move. 

There have been, within my own recollection, a number of instances 
where obstructions have been created in this way. I called the at- 
tention of the War Department to the trespass which was inevitably to 
become an obstruction, and they wrote me that there was now no power 
under the law to prevent it, and called my attention to the fact that 
the Department had been for years back urging the necessity of some 
legislation that would protect our harbors and rivers from obstructions 
to navigation and commerce, and referring to the report in favor of this 
bill and the recommendation for it. In fact it has passed the Senate, 
but has not yet passed the other House. 

Of course the power to make these improvements involves the power 
to protect them after they have been made, and it is a very singular 
fact during ali the years the Government has been expending hundreds 
of millions of dollars that this power which clearly exists in Congress 
has lain dormant and unexercised. It seems to me proper that in con- 
nection with a bill appropriating such a vast sum of public money— 
and there are no unwise expenditures of public money on the whole 
among these improvements—there should be clearly in the War De- 
partment power to protect them from trespass and ultimate destruc- 
tion, 

If there are provisions in this amendment which are objectionable, 
they may be stricken out in the conference committee, and they may 
make such changes as will adapt the proposition to that offered by the 
Senator from Vermont, and make the whole harmonious; and that was 
my purpose. But, if the Senator from Kentucky insists upon his point 
of order, of course the amendment will have to go out, 

Mr. CARLISLE, I think under the circumstances I must insist on 
the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point of order, 
as the amendment is clearly general legislation. 

Mr, BATE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert at the end of line 2 on 
page 53, in the clause making appropriations for Improving Cumber- 
land River, Tennessee and Kentucky, below Nashville,” the following: 


The $5,000 heretofore appropriated by act of 2d of mig, See 1882, for “ improv- 
ing the Cumberland River above the mouth of Jellico, Kentucky,” which said 
sum of $5,000 is yet held over under said act and not expended, be applied to the 
removal of snagsand sand-bars in the snid Cumberland River above Nashville, 


Tenn., said amount to be thus expended under the direction of the engineer in 
charge of that work, and with the approval of the Secretary of War. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Tennessee, : 

Mr. BATE. I would state that this is not an appropriation of money, 
but it is merely a transfer of an appropriation, which has heretofore 
been made, to sait the convenience of the engineer who has charge of 
the entire work, and I offer the amendment at his suggestion, 

The law of 1882, under which that $5,000 was appropriated. to part 
of the Cumberland River above the mouth of Jellico, will not allow it 
to be applied to the other part of the river for the removal of snags and 
sand-bars between that pointand Nashville, and the engineer suggests 
that this $5,000 be allowed to be utilized in that way. It is now of 
nonse. It has been appropriated since 1882 and unused. I ask that 
the amendment be adopted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to hearan explanation by the chair- 
man of the committee of what the Chief of Engineers says on this sub- 
ject. 

Mr. BATE, I have it here, and I have his report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear it read. 

Mr. BATE. Here it is. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper will be read, if there be 
no objection. 5 x 

The Secretary read as follows: 

ENGINEER OFFICE, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Nashville, Tenn., June 30, 1890. 

My Dran Sin: I desire to ask your attention to the inclosed clipping from 
my annual report of 1887 in reference to change of application of the $5,000 ap- 
propriated by act of August 2, 1882, for improving the Cumberland River + 
above the mouth of Jellico, Kentucky.” 

This money could be very advantageously used for keeping in repair the 
eee e of works and snagging in the Cumberland River above Nash- 
Ville, 

Th iati railable for this t of the ri trict] 
abla only ty òðVL“%é ß 
much-needed work; and as the above-named $5,000 can not be expended atthe 
place specified in the act until further legislation is had, of which thereis 
doubt, it would seem advisable to change the application to “improving Cam- 
berland River above Nashville, Ténn.,” as above suggested. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
J. W. BARLOW, 
Lieutenant. Conet of Engineers, 
Hon, WILLIAM B. BATE, f 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That letter is not from the Chief of Engineers or 
from the War Department. Ishould like to have the chairman of the 
committee tell us what his information abont the matter is. This ig 
from the gentleman in charge ot the particular thing, sent direct to the 
honorable Senator from Tennessee. What do his superior officers say 


about it? 

Mr. FRYE. The Chief of Engineers says nothing in relation to it, 
asI remember, at all. It was not brought to the attention of the Chief 
of Engineers, and he makes no allusion to it. 

Mr. BATE. I would say to the Senator from Maine, as well as to 
the Senator from Vermont, that this letter came to me, as it will be 
seen by the date, not very long since, and I offered an amendment im- 
mediately covering the proposition and sent it to the Committee on 
Commerce. I called the attention of the clerk of that committee to 
it, as the chairman was not present at the time, and it was printed, and 
has been lying upon the table here ſor at least two weeks. Theamend- 
ment merely provides for the transfer of the appropriation, as Senators 
will see, from one point on the river to another, to be under the charge 
of the same man, who is a lientenant-colonel of the United States 
Army and assigned to that duty as an engineer. I think the transfer 
should be made. That part of the river that we ask the 5 
to be used ſor is navigable, and boats are daily plying on t, but snags 
and sand-bars are in it that ought to be removed, which are obstructi 
navigation and which are also endangering to some extent the lives 
the people passing upon these boats. 

This money has been lying idle for eight years. It has been already 
appropriated to that particular river, and this bill confines the mo: 
that has been appropriated to the Cumberland River and other locali 
ties specifically, and not for this purpose; and therefore I ask that this 
little amount of $5,000 be placed under the direction of the engineer, 
subject to the approval of the Secretary of War, so that it may be util- 
ized in this way and the snags may be taken from the river. It asks 
no increase of appropriation whatever, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, this item, of course, as I under- 
stand, has not been estimated for by the Chief of Engineers or by the 
Secretary of War or by the Secretary of the Treasury, and would there- 
fore be objectionable as a matter of order; but I do not make the ob- 
jection. To simply add $5,000 at the wish of my friend from Tennes- 
see to the $26,000,000 already in the bill is so infinitesimal a matter 
that I for one shall make no point of order about it. 

While I am up, I might just as well say that I had intended to offer 
an amendment to this whole bill, when it should have been gone 
through with, to put the law, if agreed to by the Senate, into the con- 
dition we have put it on one or two former occasions, when the appro- 
priations proposed were immense and when the state of the Treasury 
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was quite otherwise, of granting one-half this sam, say $13,000,000 in 
round numbers (which is a little over one-half of the total amount 
appropriated by the bill), to be expended by the Secretary of War, under 
the direction of the President of the United States, in continuation of 

- the works going on and their preservation, as the public interests shall 
best require; which would lead him, as it did on former occasions, to 
expend the bulk of the money for great rivers and places, the expendi- 
ture on which would accommodate the largest body of the people of 
the United States for the time being, just as in any municipality the 
people would all agree that the great, principal highway through their 
village or town ought to be first put in repair before they went to the 
lanes and the by-ways. 

The state of the Treasury, Mr. President, I am very much afraid—I 
am almost afraid to say it; it may not be Republicanism or whatever— 
may turn out, as we now stand on the appropriations proposed in this 
bill and in the other bills that have both Houses and that have 
one or the other, and which, in the round effect, will come to be 
the law that is passed, will turn out on the 30th of June, 1891, to be I 
fear, $50,000,000 in round numbers short of the estimated income, as- 
suming that we do not take the duty off sugar. 

But take the estimate of the income as it is reported to us by the 
Secretary of the Treasury in his annual report, which estimates the in- 
coming revenues on the supposition that the customs laws and the in- 
ternal-revenue laws are to be substantially what they are. In that 
state of things, although I have always been in favor and still am of 
liberal appropriations out of the Treasury of the United States for na- 
tional purposes of internal improvement, as distinguished from mere 
local and neighborhood purposes, with which I think we have nothing 
to do, Iam quite unwilling to bear my eighty-fourth part of the re- 
sponsibility of sending to the President of the United States an aggre- 
gate appropriation of $28, 000, 000, when we have already $5,000,000 un- 
expended from the last appropriation. I say $5,000,000; I state that 
in round numbers. I believe there is in the hands of the Secretary 
of War alittle over $5,000,000, drawn out of the Treasury and in the 
hands of disbursing officers and liable on contracts—a little less, but 
it is safe for all the purposes I have to say five millions, which added 
to the $26,000,000 to he drawn from the Treasury, makes $31,000,000. 

I have said, Mr. President, that I had intended to submit such a 
proposition to the Senate, which I have here drawn up in a careful 
way, and following the action of Congress on one or two previous occa- 

_ sions that, I think, were similar to this, but I have become convinced 
that I shall only weary the patience of the Senate and enter upon a 
perfectly useless and hopeless enterprise to do it; but I think it right 
to say what I have said. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, in reply to the Senator from Vermont, 
I desire to say—and what I have to say shall be said briefly that the 
deepening and preservation of rivers and harbors, everybody will ad- 
mit, are an absolute necessity to the commerce of the country. I have 
no hesitation in saying that the appropriations made for harbors on the 
lakes in the last twenty years have reduced the freight rates one-half. 
Any Senator who will look into the commercial growth of the lakes 
will be perfectly amazed. There is nothing like it in the whole world 
outside of the United States. The size of the vessels has increased 

. within the last ten years one-half, and that increase in size has been 
an absolute necessity, because in small vessels freighting can not be 
done at present prices, That increase in the size of vessels and their 
draught has demanded of the United States increased water, and it is 
just as important that Congress shonld make the necessary appropria- 
tions for that increase as it is to make any appropriations for any pur- 

of the Government. 

Mr. President, the appropriations for rivers and harbors are sub- 
jected to a serutiny that no other appropriations are. In the first place, 
in every district there is a local engineer, without any selfish interest 
whatsoever. He makes his examinations and investigations and re- 
ports to the Chief of Engineers how much money, in his opinion, ought 
tobe expended forthe next year. Then the Chief of Engineers takes each 
one of estimates, examines it with great care, and gives his opin- 
ion as to how much Congress ought to appropriate for each particular 
improvement for one year. Now, take it for the coming year. The 
local engineers have reported that $46,565,095 ought to be appropri- 
ated for the rivers and harbors of the United States for this year, and 
the Chief of Engineers has reported, after a careful revision of their 
figures, that $38,532,550 should be appropriated, and to that is to be 
added $8,346,250, the estimates of the Mississippi and Missouri River 
Commissions. 

Mr. President, every Senator knows that this bill which is now under 
consideration is a bill to cover two years. The biil passed two years 
ago was for two, and this is for two, and if it does carry $26,000, 000 it 
does not carry, counting it two years, over one-quarter of what the 
Chief of Engineers, whose duty it is under his oath to deal fairly and 
justly with the Treasury of the United States, estimates ought to be 
appropriated. It is not the one-sixth of what the local engineers esti- 
mate ought to be appropriated. In my judgment, that is a sufficient 
reply to the Senator from Vermont in his intimation that this bill is 
extravagant. 

One word more. The Senator says there are $5,000,000 left of the 


appropriations of two years ago. I wish to say to the Senator and to 
the Senate that these expenditures are carefully guarded and controlled 
by the Chief of Engineers and by the Mississippi and Missouri River 
Commissions, and that they in their discretion determine that there 
must be always a reserve for contingencies; and the propriety of this 
course was illustrated the other day when an accident happened at 
the Sault Ste. Marie Canal. Suppose there had been no reserve for 
contingencies, what would have become of the commerce of this coun- 
try passing through that gateway between the lakes? One million 
seven hundred and fifty thousand dollars were reserved from the ap- 
propriation of two years ago for this purpose and had not been expended. 
It is in the Treasury of the United States, 

Again, I can point to the Senator a dozen or twenty items in the last 
river and harbor bill where the appropriations were so small that the 
Engineer Department determined that no work could be economically 
done until farther appropriations had been made, and thus have all 
been held back for another appropriation in order that the work could 
be done economically. 2 

Again, there are some $700,000 reserved or held to-day in the Treas- 
ury of the United States because contractors in their bids refused to 
make a bid, in the opinion of the Chief of Engineers, prudent. and 
economical for the Government. 

Again, about $600,000 of the $4,000,000 have been retained be- 
cause on a few of our great rivers the high water of the last year in- 
terfered with its expenditure, which is now going on. 

At the end of the next two years, if this appropriation be made, un- 
doubtedly it will be found that from three to four million dollars will 
still be in the Treasury of the United States; and, Mr. President, under 
no circumstances, under no contingencies, will the Depart- 
ment be called upon this year for more than one-half of the money in 
this bill, and the next year for one-half; and in view of the commerce 
of this country, in view of the commerce of the Great Lakes, the in- 
crease in the size of the vessels, and the demand for deeper water, are 
$13,000,000 a year an extravagant sum for a reasonable response to 
the requirements of our immense commerce, for making and keeping 
in condition three hundred and sixty-four rivers and harbors? 

Complaint is made, Mr. President, of the increase in the Senate bill. 
One million dollars of these became because the House did 


not appropriate the $1,000,000 for the Mississippi River, but sent it to 


the Senate in a separate resolution. Two million dollars have been 
added, or nearly two million, because the Senate committee, wishing to 
adopt a new policy, and a true policy, of providing for the completion 
of certain great works, reported and the Senate passed two bills, one 
for Galveston and the other for the Sault Ste. Marie, and they are still 
in the House unacted upon, and hence the Senate is compelled to in- 
crease this bill by that amount, and no Senator will rise and say that 
the expenditure is injudicious or unwise. 

Intimation is made by the Senator from Vermont that what he calls 
local improvements are ef no special importance to the people of this 
country, and that he is willing to spend what is necessary for great 
harbors and rivers of the Republic, and so on; and the Chamber of 
Commerce of New York is represented before the Committee on Com- 
merce by its president and directors, and insists upon expenditures of 
ten and fifteen million dollars for building levees up and down the Mis- 
sissippi River, at the same time criticising ‘‘local’’ improvements, and 
the metropolitan press of New York insists that many items in the bill 
are money thrown away; that every bayou and creek improved is sim- 
ply wasting the public moneys; that the expenditures for most of the 
rivers of the South are simply local, of no account to the Republic. I 
wish to say, in response to these suggestions, that I once held myself 
similar ideas, only rejected when it became my duty as a member of 
the Committee on Commerce to investigate in relation to these matters, 

I wish to place in the RECORD- a statement. The State of North 
Carolina, I think, has been abused in this direction as much as any 
State in the United States, because the distinguished Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. RawSom] is the most persistent man for appro- 
priations for his own State there is the Senate and is said to be the 
most successful. Roanoke River, North Carolina and Virginia: Ex- 
penditures commenced in 1872; have continued for seventeen years; 
improvement over 129 miles; total expenditure, $82,000; reduction of 
freight charges from 25 to 75 per cent.; development of annual com- 
merce, total, $10,800,000; increase in commerce, 130 percent. Does the 
Senator from Vermont say that that is local and ought not to be ex- 
pended and is not justified? 

Pamlico and Tar Rivers, North Carolina: Work commenced in 1876; 
continued thirteen years; total expenditures, $64,500; reduction of freight 
charges, 12 to 50 per cent.; development of annual commerce, $4,000, 000, 
60 per cent., by reason of the improvements made. 

I am reading from a report of one of the best engineers in the United 
States Army, Mr. Bixby. I could goon here, but I will not, I will 
ask that these tables be printed in the RECORÐ as a part of my re- 
marks. I willsay that these rivers were not selected themselves as 
illustrations, but simply because this engineer in charge of this district 
obeyed a request of the Chief of Engineers, made some four or five years 
ago, that the engineers should make careful computation as to the 
improvements and the increased commerce by reason of the improve- 
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dee res the decrease in freight rates and insurance rates. I shall 
d the statement to my remarks. * 
much has been said about creeks—and it is an unfortunate name 
for a great river—I wish to call attention to three or four creeks that 
are not in the South. 

Wappinger's Creek. That is in New York, where most of this criti- 
cism comes from. The commerce which annually passes through this 
creek amounts to 70,000 tons, and its value is $6,500,000; and yet it is 
a creek, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Whereis that? 

Mr. FRYE. I do not know. $ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the kind of commerce there? 

Mr. FRYE. I do not know that, 

Mattawan Creek, New Jersey, has an annual commerce of 130,000 
tons, valued at over $2,000,000. 

Alloway Creek, New Jersey: Its commerce annually is $1,000,000, 

Now, I do not go into the South tor creeks. I simply happened in 
looking over the river and harbor bill to see these creeks in New Jersey 
and New York and I selected them as illustrations. Many more can 
be found in the South. 

Now, take some other improvements, Suppose we had refused im- 
3 for instance, on some of the lake harbors. Take Ashta- 

ula Harbor, Ohio. In 1867 151 vessels, with 13,000 tons, used that 
harbor. We went to work improving it. In 1889, during eleven 
months, 2,228 vessels entered and cleared whose cargoes were valued 
at $8,965,534, and the entire expenditures made on that harbor up to 
now are $427,000. The business of this harbor will increase the next 
two years enormously, and there has been a committee on here de- 
manding a large increase of the expenditure there on account of the 
increased size of the vesssels. There are two or three more harbors I 
might put in. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Has the Senator got the tonnage there? 

Mr. FRYE, No, sir. Two thousand two hundred and twenty-eight 
vessuls entered last year. It does not give their tonnage, but the freight 
they carried was worth $8,965,534, and I made the remark that prob- 
ably in the next two years it will be doubled. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Call it ten millions. 

Mr. FRYE. No, Mr. President, I will not call it as the Senator sug- 
gests. I call it exactly what it is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is it? 

Mr. FRYE. Eight million nine hundred and sixty-five thousand 
five hundred and thirty-four dollars. 


* The table referred to is as follows: 


Benefi!s of river end harbor improvements in North Carolina aud South Caroline, 


98 felu 3 | 2 | Development 
Sajag E | 22 | ofannual 
35 3 T = £3 commerce, 
pe sf 8 2 8 8 ts : 
Name of river or harbor. 955 alal A 25 | 23 
52 3 é | 23 32 
8812 2 2 — = 
28 %% 3 28) g [22 
a 6s?) 33 £ 33 
— l | i 
I. Roanoke River, N. C. and Va. > 0. 800. $130 
2. Pamlico and Tar Rivers, N.C 187 4. 000. 00 
3. Contentnia Creek, N. G. 1,200, 2 
4. Trent River, N. C. . . 500, 10 
5. Neuse River, N.C 4, 220, 2 
6. New Berne to Bea: 200, 8 
7. Bogue Sound, N.C 80, 5 
8. Beaufort Harbor, 
helow) . e 
9. New River, N. O 
10. Black River, N. O 
ll. Cape Fear Rive 
Wilmington... 
12. Cape Fear River 
Wilmington (see nae alow) 
13. Georgetown Harbor, S. C. 
14. 5 a Bay, S, C. (see note be- p 
y PA PEN E IAEE AIE EEN EN S 


Average. 


Nos. 6 and 7 (see above]: A considerably greater development may be ex- 
pected as soon as improvement is completed. 

Beaufort Harbor, North Carolina: In 1890 the bar entrance was rapidly de- 
99 Now erosion has been stopped, and a fine harbor made permanent. 

Cape Fear River, North Carolina, below Wilmington: The available depth 
in the river and on the bar has been increased from about 9 feet in 1873 to an 
average depth of 17 ery and the commerce (now about $20,000,000 per annum) 
is increasing more rapidly than ever. 

Georgetown Harbor, South Carolina: The increase in the oa isin part 
due to the Government 8 ol the . 

Winyaw Bax, South Carolina: The completion of this improvemen 
gun) will — diee be i e by an addition of at least to pope 
*ommerce of ern South Carolina. 

In a general, the apovetnd iented increase in commerce has also been quickly 
ee eee ee oe int country, and, in many enses, 
by a large increase in the population and y ue of real estate in the river towns. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I am speaking of the tonnage of the vessels. 
Beri FRYE. I do not know anything about the tonnage of the ves- 


Mr. CULLOM. The number of vessels is 1,092. 

Mr. FRYE. Last it was 2,228 in eleven months, in 1889. 

Mr. CULLOM. "This is for ty year 1889, as is shown here. 

Mr. FRYE. That is only entry. I had entries and clearances both, 

Now, I can remember when the great Kanawha River was the bug- 
bear of the United States. It was buffeted to seca in 5 
as an attempt on the of an extravagant to a river 
Well, it was an 3 make a river. There is no doubt about that. 
There was the river there, but it had such leaps in it that if was use- 
less as it stood, and the attempt on the part of the United States was 
to make a river. It went to work. It has its two-thirds made now. 
It commenced in 1881, and during that year there was freighted down 
that river 9,000,000 bushels of coal, and in 1889 26,921,000 bushels; 
and, further, by the railroad in 1881 there was carried some 7,000, 000 
bushels of coal, and last year 27,000,000; so that the coal product the 
Great Kanawha sent in last year was 52,000,000 bushels. 

Now, it is estimated that both river and railroad freights have been 
reduced one-half—one-half on 52,000,000 bushels of coal, and reduced 
only because Congress had the courage to create a river, notwithstand- 
ing the newspapers charged them with folly in doing so. That sum of 
saving alone in one year is equal to the entire cost of this improvement, 
and that sum is saved annnally. 

Mr. President, that is only one illustration. I have not the right to 
take the time of the Senate to go further in these illustrations. Lask 
that the few I have here may be printed, and I ask the pardon of the 
Senate for occupying the time that I have. 

The statements referred to by Mr. FRYE are as follows : 

ASHTABULA HARBOR, OHIO. 
In 1867, 151 vessels, having a tonnage of 13,283 tons, entered and cleared from 
the port of Ashtabula. 
During eleven months of 1889, 2,228 vessels entered and cleared, whose car- 


goes were valued at $8,965,534. 
Total expenditures at this point to June 30, 1889, $427,401. 


SANDUSKY HARBOR, OHIO, 


1887 
1889 (11 months). 


Present project adopted in 1880, Expenditures since that year, 8271, 989.87. 
AHNAPER HARBOR, WISCONSIN. 
[For calendar year 1871, when improvements were commenced.] 


Steam-vessels..... 


Sailing vessels... 
par e SEPEN EAE E EAA IEE A col a EA 
Year. Vessels | Vessels | Tonna; Tonns 
= entered, | cleared, | ente cleared. 
610 OT 169, 010 168, 890 
559 555 133, 981 131,083 
Expenditures to June 30, 1889, amount to $154,189,94, 
MILWAUKEE HARBOR, WISCONSIN, 
[Por 1852, year when improvements were begun. ] : 
Arrivals Of vessel. . eee convenes esse sacocnarboypearvessssetyeoses h 599 
Dp ? ——U sran ais te 1,600 


essels ces 
Total receipts of lumber, laths, and shingles for same period.....feet... 20, 034. 426 


Asan indication of the wth of the lumber industry alone in this section 
— rea the receipts of lumber and shingles during 1886 amounted to 318,475,- 
feet. 


Arrivals and departures of vessels. 


> y = 
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As showing the beneficial effects of the improvement on rates of insurance 
pee Beet cane prikon the following table is given, compiled from the annual 
reports of the National Board of Lake Underwriters: ` 


1 
Year. Rate. pa Class. _| Rate. 
Per cont. 
1855 | Sail-vessels .. s J 
1855 | Steamers....... 6.5 
1860 | Sai 6.5 
1880 ` 6.5 
1865 RY 6.46 
1865 | Steam. 5.6 


The increase of shipments by water has caused a corresponding, if not 

greater, reduction in the rates of freight and transportation. In 1553 the rate 

barrel for flour from Milwaukee to Buffalo was 75 cents, The average of 

frei. ht on flour to the seaboard in 1886 was 32 cents per barrel from Milwaukee, 

The 3 in transportation upon this one article alone in one year is more 
mes as 


than three much as the totalexpenditure made by the United States 
Government in the 8 of Milwaukee Iarbor. 
Total amount expended for improvements by the United States to June 30, 
1889, $294,103,87. 
SMYENA RIVER (DUCK CREEK), DELAWARE. 
Amount appr: ed, $20,000. 
Freight on ial used in manufacture of phosphates reduced from $3.90 to 


I, and from $2 to 50 cents per ton on shipments from New York and Phila- 
elphia since vessels of large draught can pass up river. 


GREAT KANAWHA RIVER, WEST VIRGINIA. 


Before improvements were commenced this river was paviai only during 
wator, and its navigation was unsatisfactory and intermittent. Since that 
time the development of the river commerce has been enormous, as is evidenced 
by ee ree statement, showing the number of bushels of coal transported 
annually: 


Shipments 


Twelve months ending— by river, 

June 30, 1881 | 9, 628, 606 
June 1, isss 15,870.48 
June 1, 1844 ae 18, 421, 054 
June 1, 1888 2 17, 812, 123 

1, «| 17,801,613 
June 1, 1887 = 23, 233, 374 
Juno 1, 1888 aa 20, 100, 625 
June 1, 1889 sf 26, 921,788 


Ttis estimated that both river and railroad freight rates have been reduced 
0 „ and thata sum sgua to the entire cost of this improvement is 
annually saved the consumers of the various commodities shipped. 


PASCAGOULA RIVER, MISSISSIPPI, 


Amount expended to June 30, 1889, $23,600, 
ual commerce has increased in value from $229,743 in 1830 to $1,640,994 in 
„ and freight rates have been reduced from 25 to 33} per cent. Therefore 
each dollar nded by the United States has resulted in the development of 


$69.79 worth of commerce, 
RED RIVER, LOUISIANA. 
Amoun appropriated to dato, $357,000. 


fore improvements were commenced in 1872, navigation above Shreveport 
was practically 3 on account oſ the obstruction offered by an enormous 


mass of logs,call “Great Raft.” This has been destro: and its reforma- 
Sion propon ton us ming 3 and oultiva! arich and fertile 
of country, e river's ann commerce is now valued at $5,370,000, 


BAYOU LA FOURCHE, LOUISIANA, 


Total amount 9 $50,000, 

Before work of improvement was begun in 1880 the only boats for which 
navigation of the river ee were luggers drawing not over 2 feet, 

In year ending May 31, „seven steamers made 244 trips on the river and 
carried freight valued at over $5,000,000, 


TENSAS RIVER AND BAYOU MACON, LOUISIANA, 


Amount appropriated to date, $16,000. 

Work was commenced in 1881. Improvements have shortened the steam- 
boat run from Bayou Macon to Floyd over twelve hours, During 1889 eight 
steamers, fat bon from 2 to 6 feet and of from 40 to 350 tons burden, made 
— a hun trips on these streams and carried over $1,250,000 worth of 


HARBOR AT SUPERIOR BAY AND S. LOUIS BAY, WISCONSIN, 


Comparative statement of arrivals and clearances of vessels for si years. 


Vessels, | Tonnage. 


| Year. Vessels, | Tonnage. 
200 189,768 
194 115, 872 
20 15, 468 


Value. 


$9,090, 655 || 1889... u use, 894. 805 
4,725,514 || 1884. sccvvveicereenssteceesseneseeeee:] 84,805 
3,253, 248 || > 
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Present project adopted in 1881. ditures under its ons to June 
80, 1889, $128,371. Development of annual commerce since 1881 for each dollar 
1 ended by the United States Government since adoption of present project 

n 
r PLYMOUTH HARBOR, MASSACHUSETTS. 
In 1868 the tonnage entering and clearing from this port amounted to 4,554 
EEE 
urin the total ton was ons, and the amount of revenue col- 
lected $100,562.58. 125 8 2 om 
WAPPINGER’S CREEK, NEW YORK. 

The commerce which annually passes through this creck amounts, approxi- 

mately, to 70,000 tons and has an estimated value of $6,500,000, 


MATTAWAN CREEK, NEW JERSEY. 
itis Pogo Doce to have an annual commerce of 130,000 tons, valued at over 
000, 
i; ALLOWAY CREEK, NEW JERSEY, 

The country adjacent has no railroad facilities and is dependent upon its navi- 
gation for transportation of produce and manufactures, Its commerce an- 
nually amounts to over $1,000,000, 

KENTUCKY RIVER, KENTUCKY, 


An increase of over 100 per cent. in amount of annual commerce within the 
past six years is directly attributable to improvements in navigation made by 
the United States, as a decrease is noticeable in railroad shipments during same 
period. By competition railroad rates bave been reduced from 45 to 65 per cent., 
and the cost of the farm and mining products consequently lessened to the con- 
sumer, 


, $5, O18, 142. 36 


. 5, 885, 446.15 
. 5,524,002, 47 
„. 128.00 
10, 838.35 
708.22 


NOXUBEE RIVER, MISSISSIPPI, 
Amount appropriated to date, $50,000, 


Before improvements were begun in 1880 navigation, rr by small flat- 
boats, was practically impossible. At the present time a completely improved 
and navi e channel exists to Macon, 91 miles from the mouth of the river, 
and, am dition to other produce, nearly 500 bales of cotton are transported 
annually, 

The reduction of railroad freight rates on cotton and other commodities due 
to improved river navigation is estimated to amount to $20,000 yearly, 


RIG SUNFLOWER RIVER, MISSISSIPPI, 


Amount appropriated to date, $52,000. 

Improvements were commenced in 18790. At that time twelve and often fif- 
teen days were required to make a trip from the mouth of the river to the head 
of navigation, a distance of nearly 200 miles, while now seldom more than six 
days are necessary. Freight rates have been reduced from 40 to 50 per cent., 
and the commerce of the river increased to over $1,000,000 in value annually. 


CHOCTAWHATCHEE RIVER, FLORIDA AND ALABAMA, 

Amount expences to June 30, 1889, $88,485. 

Prior to the beginning of improvements in 1872 the river traffic was carried by 
one small steamer of 100 tons burden, ‘There are now four steamers, carrying 
alarge amount of cotton, farm produce, and general merchandise, with gn ag- 
gregate tonnage of 499 tons. 


BAYOU BARTHOLOMEW, LOUISIANA AND ARKANSAS, 
Amount appropriated to date, $28,000. 
Improvements, begun in 1880, have doubled the len: 
and boats make their trips in about one-third less time. Frei 
been reduced fully 33} per cent. 
over 2,000,000, 


* 
h of navigation season, 
t rates have 
The river now has an annual commerce of 


PEARL RIVER, MISSISSIPPI, BELOW JACKSON, 

The amount appropriated to date is $108,000. 

Before improvement na tion was impossible at low water and diMoult at 
high water. Light-draught boats ean now navigate with comparative safety, 
ali the year round, from the mouth at Rigolet's to Pool's Blug, a distance of 
76 miles; from Pool's Bluff to Columbia, 81 miles, on a 6-foot rise, and from Co- 
lumbis to Jackson, 158 miles, only on a 7-foot rise. 

The work has not only rendered navigation safer, thus reducing insurance 
rates, but it has effected very material reductions in freight rates, Before im- 
provement s large proportion of the cotton was hauled from Columbus to the 
nearest railroad station Fgh % poy by rail to New Orleans, at a cost of $4.90 a 
bale. The river freight is now $1 a bale. 

The tonnage N on the river below Jackson has increased from 617 in 
1885 to 27,700 in 1889, and the value of the annual commerce has increased in 
the same short time from £632,000 to $1,916,774. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I wish simply to add to the statement made by 
the Senator from Maine the amount of tonnage at the ports of Lake 
Erie. The sum appropriated in this bill for those ports I can not state, 
but from one to two hundred thousand dollars, I find that the ton- 
nage at Ashtabula is 1,955,530 tons of iron ore alone; at Cleveland, 
1,390,283, and at Fairport, which was spoken of a few moments ago, 
where we appropriated $21,000, the tonnage was 829,121 tons. This 
list, which I will ask the Reporter to insert, is very brief, and will give 
the tonnage of the Lake Erie ports. 


Number of vessels, and their tonnage, entering and clearing at the several 
Lake Erie ports for the season of 1889. 
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Receipts of iron ore at Lake Erie ports, 1889. 


Ashtabula 
Cleveland 


igation of these streams. The first provision is that which is reported 
from the Committee on Commerce authorizing the Secretary of War, 
when he has good reason to believe that any bridge constitutes an ob- 


ooo | struction to the navigation of a stream, to give the person or corporation 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, my lungs are not so Strong as those 
of my friend from Maine, and very likely my reasons are not so good 
as his; but the population of the United States has increased, I believe, 
many millions within a good many less years than the time he has re- 
ferred to in commerce. I do not know but that the river and harbor 
bills have been the cause of this increased population; but I consider- 
ably doubt it, in some instances at least. I do not think it follows at 
all that because Ashtabula or Burlington, Vt., which I know something 
about, has increased in the operations of its commerce very largely, 
it has been in consequence of the public money that has been spent there. 
Undoubtedly where the money has been wisely spent the facilities of 
commerce have been increased and greater commerce would flow from 
it, but to impute to these appropriations that we have made the increase 
in the commerce of tons of coal and in the tonnage, ete., at places 
where we spent the money, as a consequence, I think is hardly sustain- 
able as a matter of reason, and 1 suppose everybody knows it. 

But I did not rise tosay anything about that. I only rose tosay, in 
regard to what is said to be the recommendation of the Chief of En- 
gineers and the Secretary of War, that I do not read the report of the 
local engineers, the report of the Chief of Engineers, the report of the 
Secretary of War at all with the sense that my friend from Maine has 
imputed to it. They sayin a great number of these instances, I think, 
in a very large majority of them, that, for the purpose that Congress has 
indicated in a previous bill or in a previousinquiry that it has ordered, 
we can ina given twelve months spend proſitably so much money, that 
is, without overcrowding our workmen or hurrying things, with econ- 
omy, ete. 

Now, you getall those reportsof the local engineers and ihe Chief of 
Engineers together and I have no doubt my friend from Maine is right in 
saying thət instead of being $26,000,000 which this bill contains it 
would be $40,000,000 in round numbers; but that is quite another ques- 
tion from what it is wise for Congress to do in respect of an appropriation 
at a particular time or fora particular period uf time. Instead of being 
the recommendation of money that we need for this given year as a ne- 
cessity for the purpose of commerce, it is a statement of the amount of 
money which they can spend under their administration for the objects 
named, in an economical way. That is one thing. Whether the peo- 
ple of the United States have got the money to expend, or whether it 
is wise to spend it in that year in view of all other expenditures, is 
quite another question. That is all I have to sax. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, yesterday I presented and had 
read for the intormation of the Senate an amendment to section 4, which 
I desire now to offer. I ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky. 

The SECRETARY. Amend section 4, on page 75, by striking out the 
first five lines of said page and inserting: 

Ifat the end of such time the alteration has not been made, the Secretary of 
War shall forthwith notify the United States district attorney for the district in 
which such bridge is situated, who shall immediately apply to the circuitcourt 
for the said circuit for a rule requiring the y to whom the notice aforesaid 
shall have been given to show cause why the changes specified in said notice 
shall not be made. Such motion shall be docketed and heard as other motions 
submitted to said court, and the respondent shall be permitted to introduce testi- 
mony and be heard in person or by counsel. The court upon such hearing shall 
enter such order as in the premises it may deem just and proper and s have 
power to modify the terms of said notice. If, however, the court shall be of 
opinion that the alteration should be made, then it shall by its order direct the 
respondent to make the same, and if such changes shall not be made within the 


time prescribed by the court, the court shall enter an order imposing the penal- 
ties prescribed in the next succeeding section. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. 
Mr. CARLISLE. Mr, President, I will occupy only a few moments 
of the time of the Senate in stating the effect of this amendment and 
the reason why it is offered. 
As the bill now stands, since the Senate has adopted the amendment 
proposed yesterday by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], 
there are two distinct provisions in relation to obstructions to the nay- 


owning the bridge a notice requiring its removal or alteration, and pro- 
viding thatin case the remova: oralteration is not made within the time 
prescribed by the Secretary of War the person or corporation upon con- 
viction shall be liable to a fine of $5,000 for each and every month the 
bridge is maintained. 

Under this provision as it stands in the bill there can be no judicial 
inquiry whatever as to whether or not the bridge is an obstruction to 
the navigation of the stream. Whenever the Secretary of War has good 
reason to believe that it constitutes an obstruction it becomes his duty to 
notify the parties and require them to make the alteration or removal 
within a specified time. If it is not done within that time, then it is 
only necessary for the court to find the fact that the Secretary of War 
has given the notice, specifying the character of obstruction, and that 
his notice and order had not been complied with, and it must then im- 
pose a fine not exceeding $5,000. 

Under the amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont yester- 
day and adopted by the Senate the whole proceeding in relation to ob- 
struction will take place in the coarts, and that provision applies not 
only to bridges which are supposed to obstruct the navigation on these 
streams, but to all obstructions of every kind whatsoever. The person 
after having been convicted of maintaining an obstruction under that 
provision can be fined $1,000 only. f 

So we have, as I have said, two distinct propositions upon this sub- 
ject. Under theone the military department of the Government in a 
summary and peremptory proceeding requires the person or corpora- 
tion owning the bridge to remove it or alter it, and a failure to com- 
vly with that order will subject the party at once to a fine of $5,000, 
whereas under the other provision incorporated in the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Vermont, even after a court of justice has 
5 that there isan unlawful obstruction, the party is to be fined 

1,000. 

Of course if these two provisions remain in the bill, in a large ma- 
jority of cases at least, and perhaps in all, there will be no resort to the 
judicial tribunals of the country; the persons who complain will simply 
go to the Secretary of War and get his order to remove the bridge or so 
change it as to prevent it from constituting any longer an obstruction 
to the navigation of the stream. 8 

It is agreed by us all, I believe, that until Congress has taken juris- 
diction of the subject the several States in which these navigable streams 
are located havea right toauthorize the construction of bridges over them, 
and in a great number of cases this has been done and many of the very 
bridges which the Secretary of War will be authorized, under this bill, 
to have altered or torn down in this summary way were constructed 
under statutes passed by the States in the exercise of their undoubted 
constitutional authority. > 

What my amendment proposes, then, is to make these two provisions 
harmonize to some extent, at least, by providing that when the Seere- 
tary of War has notified the owners ot tne bridge that it is an obstruc- 
tion to navigation and has specified a time within which it shall be re- 
moved or changed and the owners fail to comply, he shall then notify 
the district attorney of the United States, who shall apply to the cir- 
cuit court and have a rule issued against the owners so that they may 
be heard ina judicial tribunal, and it may be ascertained after a full 
and fair presentation of both sides whether or not there is an actual 
obstruction, and if the court finds that there is an obstruction it may 
make an order prescribing the time within which it shall be removed, 
and in case of failure to comply with that order, the penalty prescribed 
by this bill shall be imposed upon the parties. 

Now, I can not see the justice or the necessity in a time of profound 
peace of authorizing the military department of the Government to 
proceed in this harsh way against the individuals and corporations own- 
ing these bridges. The courts of jastice are all open, and if the Sen- 
ate intends to allow the court to determine this question in one class 
of cases, why not allow it in all? - In fact the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Vermont does apply to all cases if the party sees 
proper to apply to the court; but as I said, in a large majority of cases 
the parties complaining will prefer to resort to this more summary 
method of obtaining relief, and will make their applications to the Sec- 
retary of War. 

It was stated by some Senator yesterday, perhaps the Senator from 
Missouri, that the court could not make this inquiry. Why, Mr. 
President, the court will have access to every particle of evidence the 
Secretary of War can have access to. The court, upon the trial of 
the application for the rule, will have the benefit of all the testimony 
that can be furnished by the War Department and its Corps of Engineers, 
All the plans, all the information in the possession of that Department 
will be as accessible to the court as to the Secretary himself, and there 
is no reason, it seems to me, why the court should not settle this ques- 
tion of private right in these cases as well as in cases affecting the prop- 
erty rights of citizens generally. Surely weought not to maintain the 
two distinct, separate, and altogether different provisions now con- 
tained in this bill. e 
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If the Senate intends to retain the amendment offered by the Sena- | Railroad Company, the owners of the bridge, for damages and for re- 


tor from Vermont and adopted as in Committee of the Whole yester- 
day, then either adopt the amendment offered by me, so as to make 
the provisions contorm to each other ina measure, or strike out all that 
has by the Committee on Commerce and send everybody 
to the court, and notallow some to go to the court, where a fine of only 
$1,000 can be imposed alter conviction, and others to go to the Secretary 
of War, where a fine not exceeding $5,000 must be imposed for a mere 
failure to comply with his order, without any trial as to whether that 
order was right or wrong. 

I shall not consume the time of the Senate further, Mr. President. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, owing to the time, I do not wish to dis- 
cuss this amendment, but I do not like it, 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President,I do not think thatI said yesterday that 
the judge of a civil tribunal could not determine this question. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I think it was the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GRAY] perhaps. I was not present in the Chamber and only saw it 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. VEST. I did say this, and I repeat it to-day deliberately, that 
in my judgment by far the fairest tribunal and the most appropriate 
tribunal to determine a question between the Government and one of 
these corporations that has constructed a bridge is the Secretary of 
War. Of course the Bureau of Engineers would determine the ques- 
tion practically. The argument of the Senator from Kentucky against 
the use of the War Department as to these public improvements goes 
to the entire system as adopted by the Government. 

We have placed the control of these bridges under the War Depart- 
ment, which acts through the Bureau of Engineers. They are experts 
upon this question. All the navigable waters of the United States 
have been divided intodistricts, and each oneof them is under the con- 
trol or supervision of a subordinate engineer, an officer of the Bureau 
of i who reports to his chief, and who in turn reports to the 
Secretary of War. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator misapprehends the tendency of my 
remark entirely, it seemsto me. I have said thereis nothing contained 
in the amendment offered by me inconsistent with the policy that has 
heretofore been adopted and which we are still pursuing, of authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War through the Corps of Engineers to superintend 
the construction of these bridges across navigable streams. But this 
bill goes far beyond that, and proposes to authorize the Secretary of War 
to canse the removal or alteration of bridges heretofore lawfully con- 
structed under statutes passed by the State Legislatures, which they 
had a right to pass, 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, there has not been a bridge bill passed 
since I have served in the Senate that did not contain the provision 
that the Secretary of War might cause any bridge, either in process of 
coustruction or after it had been finished, to be changed as to any of 
its parts, if the War ent saw proper to demand it, and the 
provision is usually found in these bills that if, after notice, the corpo- 
ration refuses to make thechanges, then the Department can go on and 
have the changes made and recover by action the amount of the ex- 
penses from the corporation, and that is identically the principle upon 
which we propose to proceed now. It is true that we do proceed 
against these parties criminally, and we have the right to doit. They 
are permitted to erect these bridges, but as a matter of course their 
interest is subsidiary entirely to that of the entire people of the United 
States in regard to commerce among the States. 

Mr. President, I have a single remark further to make. I have had 
considerable correspondence with the attorneys of these railroads in 
regard to this clause of the bill. Itseems to have excited great opposi- 
tion from them. Their contention hitherto has always been that they 
objected specifically to this provision, which did not require the Sec- 
retary of War to specify the changes that were demanded by the Gov- 
ernment. We have rectified that by an amendment. Another thing 
to wnich they objected was that they could not be heard by the Sec- 
retary of War unless he saw proper to hear them. We have inserted a 
provision here making it mandatory upon the Secretary of Warto hear 
the representatives of these corporations in regard to their rights and 
interests. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, will the Senator from Missouri allow 
me to make an inguiry in the line of his judgment in reference to this 
matter? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. PUGH. Is not the question of obstruction of navigation more 
a question to be settled by the engineers than it is a judicial question 
to be settled by the courts? : 

- Mr. VEST. It is, unquestionably. 
Mr. PUGH. It seems to strike me that it is a question to be de- 


cided by the engineers, and not by a judicial adjudication. 
Mr. VEST. That is unquestionable. 
Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator from Missouri will allow me, I 
will give him a case that has been decided by the Supreme Court where 
a bill was framed here requiring a bridge at Cincinnati to be raised, at 
a cost of $600,000. The suit was commenced by the Pennsylvania 


imbursement of the expenses of making the improvement, and the Su- 
preme Court decided that the question of what interfered with the 
navigation of the Ohio River was a question to be decided by the ex- 
ecutive authority. In alearned opinion rendering judgment the court 
said that, that matter having been determined by the engineers, the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company had no right of action, and dismissed 
the case. It was a case that involved this large sum of money be- 
tween parties who were perfectly able to contest, and that was the 
decision of the Supreme Court, that the question of what was an ob- 
struction was an engineering question, to be left to the executive 
officers, and not to a judicial foram. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. As I said before, we put these questions 
under the control of the War Department, which acts through the Bureau 
of Engineers. 

As I said yesterday, all the feeling that I could possibly have in re- 
gard to this question, all the teachings of my life, are in behalf of the 
doctrine that every citizen, corporation, or private person should have 
their day in court; but we are driven by absolute exigencies to this 
sort of legislation. It is m to talk about a suit between these 
corporations and the Government of the United States, and in the mean 
time the citizen stands by and sees the navigation of a great river ob- 
structed by a bridge that ought never to have been put there. What 
is to become of the navigation of the country whilst this litigation is 
protracted from one tribunal to another, from one term of court to an- 
other? This is the only remedy; and I sincerely hope that the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky will be voted down. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky [ 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I offer an amendment to come in on page 84, in 
the clanse relating to departmental surveys. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 
The SECRETARY. Add to line 6 on page 84: 


Green River, Kentucky, above the mouth of the Big Barren River, complet- 
ing survey with a view of extending slack-water navigation on Green River. 


‘The amendment was to. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I offer another amendment which I send to the 
desk, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be reported. 

The Secretary. Insert after the amendment just adopted: 


Big Barren River, Kentucky, above Bowling Green, with a view of extend- 
ing slack-water navigation by additional locks and dams. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. I have one or two amendments to offer to the bill that 
will not increase the amount of the appropriation which I desire to 
offer now. On page 81, after line 22, I move to insert: 

St. John's River, from Jacksonville to Sanford, to obtain an estimate of the 
cost of deepening the channel so as to secure navigation for ocean steamers and 
to report separately the cost of opening the channel! of the river in the vicinity 
of Orange Milis. 

That amendment was agreed to be made in the other House, but was 
omitted by a clerical mistake. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. I offer an amendment to further complete the survey. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. On page 81, after the amendment just agreed to, 
insert: 

The upper part of St. John's River from Lake Monroe southward or in a 


southerly direction through the river and connecting lakes to the head of 
steam-boat navigation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. On page 43, line 19, after the word works, I move 
to insert: 

Including Lee's Slough. 


This will not increase the amount of the appropriation and only 
changes the mode of expenditure. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask the Senator if there is any estimate for that 
work. 

Mr. PASCO. There has been an estimate. 

Mr. DOLPH. Has the work been approved by the Secretary of 
War? 

Mr. PASCO. It was approved. 

Mr. FRYE. It was all right; I looked it up. 

Mr. PASCO. On page 176 of the report I think the estimate will 
be found. 

Mr. FRYE. It is all right. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. PASCO. I have one other amendment which does increase the 
appropriation. On page 13, in lines 8 and 9, I move to strike out the 
words ‘‘one hundred and twelve thousand five hundred’’ and insert 
in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ one hundred and fifty thousand.” Will the 
Senator from Maine agree to that also? 

The PRESIDENT protempore, Theclause will be read as preposed 
to be amended. 


ng to the 
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The Secretary read as follows: | Mr. EDMUNDS, I will state to the Senator that the amendment 


Improving Cumberland Sound, Georgia and Florida: Continuing improve- 
ment, $150,000. s 

Mr. DOLPH. That increases the appropriation $37,500. i 

Mr. FRYE. The estimate of the Chief of Engineers was $500,000 
for that river. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. For this year? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment proposed by the Senator 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It there be no objection, the question 
upon concurring inamendments made as in Committee of the Whole 
will be taken in gross in the Senate. 

Mr. DANIEL. I should like to have reserved the amendment on 
page 37, as to the Nansemond River, Virginia, and have the vote on 
concurring in that taken separately. 

The PRESIDENT pro te pore. The Clerk will note the reservation. 
Are there other reservations? If there are none, shall the amendments, 
with the exception noted, be concurred in in the Senate? 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment reserved by the Senator from Virginia. 

The SECRETARY. On 37, line 10, the Senate,-as in Committee 
of the Whole, struck out 510,000 and inserted 587,500; so as to 
read: . 


question is on agreeing to the 
Florida. 


For improving Nansemond River, Virginia: Continuing improvement. $7,- 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I have just a few words to say in op- 

ition to striking out the sum of $10,000, It seems to me it would 

a poor piece of economy, as in the report which we have before us 
on rivers and harbors it is said the sum of $15,000 might be profitabl 
expended in the fiscal year in this improvement. It is one very mu 
desired by the people of that section. There is a considerable lumber 
trade on this river; it is a very active community; there is a railroad 
building, and great development. The improvement being a very de- 
sirable one and the appropriation of 810, 000 falling already below what 
it is sid might be profitably expended there, I hope that the Senate 
will not insist on the amendment, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is open to amendment in 
the Senate. If there be no further amendments, shall the amendments 
be engrossed and the bill be read a third time? 

‘The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Having been read three times, shall 
the bill pass? 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I had expected to make something 
of an address or speech upon this bill showing the importance of it to 
the country, somewhat by items, and to supply many statistics upon 
the subject. I am impressed myself with the fact that there is no meas- 
ure this Congress will enact that will be of more value to the country 
than the river and harbor bill which I trust is now about to pass. But 
in view of the fact that the members of the Senate have been here from 
10 o'clock in the morning until 6 in the evening every day this week, 
and last week also, I believe, and the great desire that I know exists 
on the part of every member to get out of the Senate after this bill 
passes, for the rest of the week, I shall forego the privilege for the pur- 
pose of securing the passage of the bill and allow the Senate to adjourn, 
so that Senators may get ont and get a little air. 

I think that this bill has been more carefully considered and in- 
volves more interest to the public than any appropriation bill that has 
been before this Congress. It is not like an ordinary appropriation 
bill, the money from which is consumed in the ordinary administra- 
tion of affairs. It is a bill which earries with it benefits to the public, 
to the great masses of the people all over the country; and I hope the 
bill will pass without any vote against it. 

Mr. FRYE. I offered an amendment authorizing the Baltimore and 
Potomac Railroad Company to build a new wagon-road at the entrance 
of Long Bridge. A point of order was made by the Senator from Ver- 
mont and it would have been ruled out under the point of order. I asked 
that it might be delayed so that the Senator from Vermont might have 
time to investigate the matter, and I simply desire to ask him now 
whether, if the amendment is repeated, he still feels that itis necessary 
for him to raise the point of order, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The bill has passed the stage of amendment, Mr. 
President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having been ordered to a 
third reading, and read the third time, can be amended only by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. FRYE. Ishould like to have the Senator suggest the reason 
why he will not allow the amendment to be made. 


as it was prepared and given to him is, in my opinion, for the public 
interest in this town totally inadmissible, That something ought to 
be done there is undoubtedly true, but upon the report of the engineer, 
Mr. Hains, it is something that has got to be done comprehensively, 
or, if done locally and for the time being, under the most careful safe- 
guard as regards its not being a permanent grant, etc. 

To have an amendment, therefore, would require a careful and re- 
stricted preparation of the thing, but, as it now stands, if the railroad 
were allowed to do that thing the wagon-road would be just as near 
their tracks as it was before, only we should have given them land 
enough to make it a permanent road alongside of the track. So, with 
all my good wishes to that road, and it is a very valuable road, Ishould 
not be willing to pass the amendment in any such form as is stated on 
an original bill or any where else. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam aware, Mr. President, that the amendment is sub- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass? 

Mr, VEST. Mr. President, I have no disposition to delay the final 
determination of this bill. I sup the Senator from Illinois in- 
tended to address the Senate in regard to a particular feature of it upon 
which I have avery distinct and emphatic opinion. I refer to the a 
propriation here for what is known asthe Hennepin Canal. I want the 
Senate to understand the effect of their action, if this bill is passed, in 
regard to that improvement. It involves the expenditure of $6,524,- 
052.61 and commits the Government to that enterprise according to the 
estimate of the engi which I have before me. I have resisted 


ject to a point of order. 


that appropriation in every river and harbor bill, if I may be permitted 


to say so, in committee and in the Senate. I am awareof the fact that 
my opposifion will be entirely unavailing, and I will content myself 
with stating here publicly that I am as much opposed now to this en- 
terprise and to this appropriation as I was when it first came before us 
and my attention was first called to it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I do not care to take up the time of 
the Senate in response to the Senator. I only desire to say that no 
amendment has been offered to the bill, and I have supposed that there 
would not be, upon the subject or paragraph referred to by the Sena- 
tor. I think if it were necessary I could show very conclusively the 
importance of this great work. I regard it as one of the most impor- 
tant provisions of the bill. I regard it as entirely within the purview 
of the Constitution. I regard it as one of the great enterprises in which 
this Government should embark in opening up a water way from the 
far Northwest to the Atlantic Ocean, which this little link between the 
Mississippi River and the Lake would do. 

As I said, I had expected to address the Senate somewhat at length 
upon that subject, as well as upon the general importance of the great 
works that the bill proposes the Government shall embark in, but I 
shall not do it because I think the Senate is now anxious to vote upon 
the final passage of the measure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Having been read three times, Shall 
the bill pass? 

The bill was 5 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments to 
the bill and request a conference with the House of Representatives 
thereon. . 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. FRYE, Mr. 
DoLPH, and Mr. RANSOM were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 1502) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Ellen Fitzgerald, with an amendment in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6454) to 
establish a national military park at the battle-field of Chickamauga. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 5107) for the relief of David L. Truex; 
and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


FORT DOUGLAS MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to correct an error. I wish to take from 
the Calendar the bill (8, 4300) granting a right of way on Fort Doug- 
las military reservation in Territory of Utah, and I will explain the 
reason why. There were two bills before the Senate Military Com- 
mittee upon the subject of a street railroad through the Fort Douglas 
reservation in Utah. Iwas not aware that there were two, and I 
knew only of one, and I reported that when I should have reported 


the other. I ask leave to change Senate bill 4300 for Senate bill 4229, - 


different title, granti 


a right of way through certain lands 
nited States in the T 


a sligh 
of the tory of Utah, 
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The PRESIDENT t Does the Senator desire that the 
bill on the Calendar shall be indefinitely postponed? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will withdraw the report if I may be allowed to 
do that. I withdraw the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be done by unanimous 
consent and the bill will be recommitted to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, if there be no objection. It is so ordered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I now report with an amendment from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs the bill (S. 4229) granting a right of way 
through certain lands of the United States in the Territory of Utah. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr, BLACKBURN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 6944) to transfer the reveaue-cutter service 
from the Treasury Department to the naval establishment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 1 

Mr. TELLER. I appeal to the Senator 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 8, noes 28; 
no quorum voting. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll of 
the Senate, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. : i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll will be called to ascertain 
the presence of a quorum. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Davis, Ingalls, ie po 
Allen, Dixon, Jones of Arkansas, Sanders, 
Allison, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 

3 Edmunds, Manderson, Sherman, 

A ustis, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Hiackburn, Evarts, Moody, Stockbridge, 
Carlisle, Frye, Morgan, Teller, 
Casey, Gibson, Pasco, Vest, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Platt, Walthall, 
Coke, Hampton, Power, Washburn, 
Colquitt, Hawley, h, Wilson of Iowa. 
Callom, Hearst, Quay, 

Daniel, Hoar, Ransom, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempere. 
their names, A quorum is present. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 15th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 1741) granting an increase of pension to James H. Sho- 
walter ; and 

An act (S. 2285) granting a pension to Hannah Leo. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
bills from the House of Representatives ; which will be twice read, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military A ftairs: 

A bill (H. R. 2968) for the relief of Thomas W. Houts; 

A bill (H. R. 3229) for the relief of Samuel Burrell; 

A bill l. R. 5472) to remove the charge of desertion from T. J. 
Nichleson ; 

A bill (H. R. 6179) to remove the charge of desertion from record of 
James Blythe; 

A bill (H. R. 9030) to remove the charge of desertion from the rec- 
ord of James M. Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 9212) to relieve John J. Murphy from the charge of de- 
sertion; 

A bill (H. R. 2526) authorizing the President of the United States 
to grant an honorable discharge to William L. Lenau; 

A bill E R. 5065) for the relief of John R. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 5860) for the relief of Andrew J. Blackstone; 

A bill (H. R. 5861) for the relief of George Farwalt; 

A bill (H. R. 6129) to relieve Luther Green from the charge of deser- 


Fitty Senators have answered to 


tion; ` 

A bill (H, R. 6170) directing the issuance of an honorable discharge 
to David L. Lockerby, late of Company A, Ninety-sixth New York 
Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 7252) for the relief of Thomas A. McLangblin; 

A bill (H. R. 8570) for the relief of Maj. John M. Laing; 

A bill (H. R. 9252) for the relief of Frank Schader; and 
A bill (H. R. 10528) to remove the charge of desertion from the rec- 
ord of Ezra Abbott, late of Company I, Twenty-first Michigan Volun- 
teer Infantry. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The following private pension bills 
from the Honse of tatives will be referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. The bills will be announced by number only, if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is that a usual way of proceeding? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been done. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not recall an instance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Many times, by the order of the 
present occupant of the chairgwith the consent of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Read the titles, then, to save any question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The titles will be read, if there be 
no objection. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bills by title, and was inter- 


rupted by— 

Mr. HAWLEY. I appeal to Senators who objected to let these bills 
be read by numbers. ‘There isan opportunity now to do a little use- 
ful business before adjourning. Itis the first time we have had aspare 
honr for a long time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Any Senator bas a right to demand 
that the first. reading of a bill shall be at length. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was aware of that, but the Chair suggested 
waiving the reading of the titles. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. An objection was made, and the 
Senater from Vermont asked that the titles might be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Because the Senator trom Missouri thought they 
ought to be read, and I think he is rgbt about it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I did not hear the Senator from Missouri insisting 
upon it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do now. And as the Senator is so particnlar 
about it, I ask that the titles be read and let all the time necessary to 
read them be taken. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was never milder and more supplicatory in my life. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bills by title. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the Clerk omit the numbers and any- 
thing but the names. They areal pension bills. : 

The PRESIDENT pro t The numbers must be read in order 
to enable the clerks to identify them on the Journal, as they are entered 
on the Journal by numbers. 

Mr. CULLOM. If we let the Clerk goon I think we shall have the 
whole thing disposed of in a very little while. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave no further suggestions to make. 

The bills were read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1186) granting a pension to John O. Mathis; 

A bill (H. R. 1284) granting a pension to Theodora M. Piatt; 

A bill (H. R. 1338) granting a pension to Mary A. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 1433) granting a pension to Caroline Hayes; 

A bill (H. R. 1568) granting a pension to Mrs, Delphina P. Walker: 

A bill (H. R. 1738) granting a pension to Philip H. Emmert; 

A bill (H. R. 2420) granting a pension to Julia W. Freeman; 

A bill (H. R. 2518) granting a pension to Ozro Harrington; 

A bill (H. R. 2550) granting a pension to William C. Ebert; 

A bill (H. R. 3070) granting a pension to Clara Fowler; 

A bill (H. R. 3143) increasing the pension of Mrs. Rochie Brien Buel! 

A bill (H. R. 3503) for the relief of Delila Roe; 

A bill (H. R. 3528) to grant a pension to James Knetsar; 

A bill (H. R. 3587) to pension Stacey Keener, widow of Tillman B. 
Keener, who served in the Indian war; 

A bill (H. R. 3611) for the relief of John F. Mabler; 

A bill (H. R. 3796) granting a pension to Abraham Zimmerman; 

A bill (H. R. 3952) for the relief of Henry A. King; 

; A bill (H. R. 4013) granting an increase of pension to Alfred A. 
Jerome; 

A bill (H. R. 4369) to increase the pension of Milton Barnes; 

A bill (H. R. 4825) granting a pension to Arthur Connery; 

A bill (H. R. 4888) granting a pension to N. E. Palmer; 

A bill (H. R. 5106) granting an increase of pension to Squire West; 

A bill 85 R. 5265) granting a pension to Emma Chapman; 

A bill (H. R. 5654) to pension Elizabeth R. Lockett; 

A bill (H. R. 5712) granting a pension to J. G. Fetherstone; ` 

A bill (H. R. 6070) granting an increase of pension to Agnes M. Brad- 


ley; 

A bill (H. R. 6084) for the relief of Thomas Nelson; 

A bill (H. R. 6148) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary J. Sanders, the 
widow of Thomas A. Sanders, who was a scout in the service of the 
United States Army in the war of the rebellion; 

A bill (H. R. 6195) granting a pension to Clarrissa Barker; 

A bill H. R. 6338) granting a pension to Eben Muse; 

A bill (H. R. ont granting a pension to John J. Tully; 

A bill (H R. 7375) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan A. Dean; 


A bill (H. R. 7676) tor the relief of Alexander Sturgeon; 

A bill (H. R. 7718) granting a pension to Thomas Egan; 

A bill (H. R. 7917) granting an increase of pension to Eliza Eſner, a 
pensioner of the war of 1812; 

A bill (H. R. 7937) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Harriet 
E. Martin; 
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A bill (H. R. 8016) increasing the pension of John B. Reed, late lieu- 
senik Sats of the One hundred and thirtieth Regiment Illinois 
olunteers; 


A bill (H. R. 8059) granting a pension to Mrs. Emma A. Stafford; 

A bill (H. R. 8234) granting a pension to Catharine S. Lawrence; 

A bill (H. R. 8561) granting a pension to Martha Torrence; 

A bill (H. R, 8700) granting a pension to Mira Baldwin; 

A bill (H. R. 8890) granting an increase of pension to Lewis Solo- 
mon, a private in Company A, First Indiana Infantry, Mexican war 
service; 

A bill (H. R. 8923) increasing the pension of James M. Monroe; 

A bill (H. R. 9054) granting a pension to Sarah McCormick; 

A bill (H. R. 310 granting a pension to Elizabeth Gushwa; 

A bill (H. R. 9163) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Hogan; 

A bill (H. R. 9371) for the relief of Fanny A. Putney; 

A bill (H. R. 958) to grant an increase of pension to Simon J. Fought; 
A bill (H. R. 9590) granting a pension to Matilda Evans; 

A bill (H. R. 9666) granting an increase of pension to Ransom E, Bra- 


man; 
A bill (H. R. 9692) granting aa pension to John A. Johnson; 
A bill (H. R. 9763) granting a pension to Tunis S. Danford; 
A bill (H. R. 9897) granting an increase of pension to William B, Me- 


TY; 

A bill (H. R. 10083) for the relief of George Murray; 

A bill (H. R. 10101) granting a pension to Elizabeth Phillips, widow 
of Reuben Phillips, who was killed in engagement while member of 
Arkansas State Militia; 

A bill (H. R. 10127) granting a pension to Celia Eichele; 

A bill (H. R. 10154) to increase the pension of John N. Harris; 

A bill (H. R. 10202) granting a pension to O. E. Hukill; 

A bill (H. R. 10208) granting an increase of pension to Moses Gra- 
ham; 

A bill (H. R. 10224) granting a pension to William A. Osborn; 

A bill (H. R. 2 55 restoring Rebecca Young to the pension- rolls; 
A bill (H. R. 10246) granting a pension to Thomas Thompson; 

A bill a R. 10263) granting a pension to Robert A. England; 

A bill (H. R. 10320) granting increase of pension to Nancy Cato; 
A bill oF R. RP granting a pension to Wiatt Parish; 


A bill (H. R. 10427) granting a pension to Ruth Collier, of Ten- 
nessee; 

A bill (H. R. 10465) granting a pension to Margaret Durand, hos- 
pital nurse; 
5 2. (H. R. 10491) granting a pension to Halem L. Cook, of Frank- 

n, Ky.; 


, 
A bill (H. R. 10602) granting a pension to Charles T. Sloat; 
A bill (H. R. 10651) granting a pension to J. W. Robertson; 
A bill (H. R. 10679) granting a pension to Clara Reed; 
A bill (H. R. 10682) granting a pension to Jerushu P, Harding; 
A bill (H. R. 10710) granting an increase of pension to James H. Vos- 


R. 10810) granting a pension to Samuel S. Humphreys; 
. R. 10811) granting a pension to Asa Joiner; 

R. 10951) granting a pension to Lucinda Rawlingson; 
11547) granting a pension to Lucinda Chapin; 

. R. 1466) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Ewald; 

. R. 2279) granting a pension to Abraham W. Jackson; 
2414) increasing the pension of Nelson Rich; 

. R. 2415) granting a pension to Nancy Carey; 

„ R. 2427) granting a pension to Fletcher Galloway; 

. R. 3734) granting a pension to John Mann; 

. R. 4396) granting a pension to John Grant; 

( . 4688) granting a pension to Rev, Thomas James; 
A bill ( 7 51 granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Hyde; 

A bill (H. R. 5736) granting a pension to John L. Lindel; 

A bill (H. R. 6686) for the relief of Coplin McKelvey; 

A bill (H. R. 6853) for the relief of Allen Morris; 

A bill (H. R. 7124) granting a pension to Mrs, Adelia Near, widow 
of Sylvester Near, of Company H, One hundred and twentieth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers; 

A uy (H. R. 8210) granting an increase of pension to Maria L. 

er; 

A bill (H. R. 8997) granting a pension to Charlotte B. Nutting; 

A bill (H. R. 9084) granting a pension to David Stockwell; 

A bill (H. R. 9270) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. Os- 
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m: 
A bill (H. R. 9316) granting an increase of pension to Thomas G. 


A bill (H. R. 9504) granting a pension to Gottlieb Hunziker; 

A bill (H. R. 9529) grant ng a pension to Emma G. Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 10033) granting a pension to Isaac Riseden; 

A bill (H. R. 10231) to increase the pension of Sanford Kirkpatrick; 

A bill (H. R. 10245) to place the name of Hettie McConnell on the 
pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 10350) granting a pension to Elizabeth Patten; 

A bill (H. R. 10557) for the relief of W. G. Triece; 

A bill (H. R. 11122) granting a pension to Sarah Anderson; 


A bill (H. R. 11169) granting a pension to Isadora Ritter, formerly 

eee ret hoc Dimmick; 
(H. R. 11309) ting a pension to Maria Hassendeubel and 

Apollonia 8 
A bill (H. R. 11345) to increase the pension of Thomas Beaumont; 
A bill 2 R. 11417) to increase the pension of Cecilia I. Woods; 
A bill (H. R. 11545 granting a pension to Thomas J. Wilkins; and 

A bill (H. R. 11543) granting a pension to James H. Means, doctor 
of medicine, 

CLAIM OF NAVAL OFFICERS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
communication from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting, in response to a resolution of the Senate of the 13th instant, a 
list of the claims of naval officers which were allowed and certified by 
the accounting officers in acordance with the decisions of the Supreme 
Court, but were refused payment under the provisions of the deficiency 
appropriation act of March 3, 1889. 

The re-olution to which this communication is a response was offered 
by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] for his colleague, who is 
now present [Mr. VoorHEES]. What disposition shall be made of the 
communication? 

A Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read, so that we can see what 


it is, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter of the Acting Secretary 
of the Treasury will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the letter of transmittal. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I wastemporarily absent on account of ill-health, 
and my colleague offered the resolution tor me. I ask that the com- 
munication may lie over until Tuesday and be printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Would it not be better to have it referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations ?. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let it be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and printed, if that be the proper direction? I am much 
obliged to the Senator from Iowa. 

The PRESIDENT m dee communication, with the ac- 
companying papers, will be refe to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered printed. ES 

Mr, VOORHEES. That is right. 


CHICKAMAUGA BATTLE-FIELD PARK. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] on which no quoram 
yoted when before submitted, that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business, 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is a conference report on the table that I 
should be very glad to call up. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iwill withdraw my motion for that purpose. 

Mr. HAWLEY, I call up the conference report on House bill 6454. 
There are but few amendments, The committee is entirely unani- 
mous. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the report of the committee of conference; which will be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6454) to establish a national military 
k at the battle-field of Ch suga, having met, after full and free con- 
ae have to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 
That the House recede from its disagreements to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
Page 3, line 41, strike out “ road" and insert roads.“ 
Page g. line 43, strike out “Summerville” and insert “Summertown,” 
Page 3, line 44, after the word“ mountain,“ insert “and thence by the route 
of General Joseph Hooker's troops to Rossville, Ga.” 
Page 4, line 20, after “ Mills,” insert “thence along the south side of the last- 
named road to Lee and Gordon's Mill.” 
Page 5, section 5, line 5, strike out “any” and insert one.“ 
Page 6, line 15, strike out any“ and insert one.“ 
Page 7, line 7, strike out “line” and insert lines.“ 
Page 7, line 10, omit [brackets]. 
Page 9, line 4, After roads,“ insert maps and surveys.“ 


E. C. WALTHALL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


C. H. GROSVENOR, 
SAM. G. SNIDER, 
JOS. WHEELER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the report. > 
The report was concurred in. 
EDWARD HEALY. 


Mr. TELLER, Mr. President— 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw my motion for an executive session. 
My friend from Colorado—and it is the only instance I think in which 


I can possibly yield—appeals to me. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair supposes the Senator 


withdraws the motion, he having withdrawn it. 


` - Edward Healy. It proposes to pay Edward Healy, late of the Sixth 


— 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I certainly do, and having withdrawn it, 


` explain, with the permission of the Chair, that 


I may 
withdraw it in order 
that my friend from Colorado may call up a pension bill which he as- 


sures me there is urgency to 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ehe Chair did not suppose the Sen- 
ator from Ni except to 
withdraw it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is exactly what the Senator from Vermont 
has done, but he has addressed the Senate upon the subject. x 

Mr. TELLER. I ask permission to call up House bill 8584. It is 
a pension case, and I am informed by those who know the man to 
whom the pension is proposed to be granted that he is in a very pre- 
carious condition financially and physically. l 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8584) to increase the pension of 


United States Infantry, a pension of $72 per month, in lien of the pen- 
sion he is now receiving, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BUSINESS OF THE SESSION. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator yield to me for one moment? 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Certainly. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to give notice of my intention to present cer- 
tain amendments to the standing rules and orders of the Senate, and I 
send it to the desk to be read. 

Mr. HOAR. Is that in order now? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would be glad to hear 
from the Senator from Massachusetts why it is not in order. 

Mr. HOAR. If this notice makes the motion to amend in order next 
Monday, I desire to object, for I desire to speak to the order, and I do 
not know that I shall be ready at the opening on Monday. 

Mr. QUAY. I will say in reply to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that it is not my purpose to call the resolution up for discussion until 
Tuesday. The resolution is now offered formally. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The notice will be read at the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to Rule XL, that the foregoing orders will 
the Senate, 


9 edit for the fi ing-stated the following rul 
y the 
namely: VIL. VIII. KX. X. XU, XIX. XXII. XVII. XXVIII, XXXV, and K. 
; Mr. QUAY. If there is no objection, I will at the present time also 
offer the resolutions with the understanding that they are to be taken 
up on Tuesday. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. They can be offered on Monday as well. 
Mr. GORMAN. Read the orders and Jet us see what they are. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. They were readawhileago. Theyare thesame? 
Mr. QUAY. They are the same. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall they be again read ? 
Mr. SPOONER. Let them be read again. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let them be printed if they have already been 
read. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Read them, if there is no objection. 
Mr. SPOONER. I did not hear them read before. 
Mr. VOORHEES. I ask that ie freed be again 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. resolutions wi 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, 1, That during the present session of Con 
take up for consideration any legislative business other than the pending bill 
(H. R. 9416) ; conference a ag Rega 5 bills; pension bills; bills 
relating to the public lands. to the Uni States courts, to the postal service, 
A ananira and forestry, to public buildings; and Senate or reso- 
9 2. That the consideration of all bills other than such as are mentioned 
in the foregoing order is hereby postponed until the session of Congress to be 
held on the first Monday of December, 1890. 
Ordered, 3, That a vote shall be taken on, the bill (H. R.9416) now under con- 
sideration in the Senate, and upon amendments then pending, without farther 
debate on the 30th day of August, 1590, the voting to commence at 2 o'clock 


p.m. on said day and to continue on that and subsequent days to the exclusion 
until the bill and pending amendments are finally dis- 


be again read. 


the Senate will not 


of all other b 
of. 


The PRESIDENT pro fempore. If there be no objection, the notice 
pon by the Senator from Pennsylvania and the proposed orders that 
ve just been read will be printed. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It is all as a notice, I suppose, for I object to the 
offering of the orders as orders at this time, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
orders will be printed as part of the notice. À 


THE REVENUE BILL. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I am admonished by the late- 
ness of the hour that it will be impossible for us to take up and dis- 
pose to-day of the bill to transfer the revenue marine from the Treas- 
ury to the Navy Department, and I ask ission to withdraw my 


motion to proceed to the consideration of that bill. 
RESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 


The P. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senator to yield to me to have the un- 
The PRESIDENT pre tempore The Chair lays before the Senat 
0 e 
tha tin finished business . 
The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and 
equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. 
The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the bill as in Committee of the Whole. The Senator from Ver- 
mont moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After seven minutes t in executive 
session the doors were opened, and (at 4 o'clock and 53 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, August 18, 1890, at 10 o’clock 
a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 16th day of August, 1890. 


ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


Abraham X. Parker, of New York, to be Assistant Attorney-Gen- 
eral, as provided for by act approved July 11, 1890. 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 


John A. Williams, of Arkansas, to be United States district jud 
for the eastern district of Arkansas, vive Henry C. Caldwell, 4 f. 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 


William Grimes, of Oklahoma, to be marshal of the United States 

for the Territory of Oklahoma, vice Warren S. Lurty, resigned. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Andrew Stranahan, to be postmaster at Sigourney, in the county ot 
Keokuk and State of Iowa, in the place of James Frey, removed. 

C. Elliott Moore, to be postmaster at Cherry Vale, in the county ot 
hla eh and State of Kansas, in the place of Ephraim W. Lyon, 
removed. 

Enoch S. Eastman, to be postmaster at Swampscott, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after July 1, 1890. 

Samuel M. Allebaugh, to be postmaster at White Sulphur Springs, 
in the county of Meagher and State of Montana, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1888; Jeremiah J. Hennessy, ap- 
pointed by the President November 9, 1888, but not having been con- 
firmed by the Senate, his term has expired by limitation of the law. 

John L. Kent, to be postmaster at Circleville, in the county of Pick- 
away and State of Ohio, in the place of Harry E. Lutz, resigned. 

George L. Siebrecht, to be postmaster at La Grange, in the county 
of Fayette and State of Texas, in the place of W. S. Robson, resigned. 

Michael H. Haas, to be postmaster at Fortress Monroe, in the county 
of 5 City and State of Virginia, in the place of George Booker, 
removed. 

UNITED STATES CONSUL. 


Niels P. A, Bornholdt, of Denmark, now consular agent at Riga, to 
be consul ot the United States at that place. 
CONSUL-GENERAL, 
John F. Gowey, of Washington, to be consul-general of the United 
States at Kanagawa, vice Clarence R. Greathouse, recalled. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Adjutant-General’s Department. 
Capt. John C. Gilmore, of the Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be assist- 
ant adjutant-general with the rank of major, August 14, 1890, vice 


Barber, promoted. 
Quartermaster’s Department. 

First Lieut. George Ruhlen, of the Seventeenth Infantry, to be as- 
sistant quartermaster with the rank of captain, August 14, 1890, vice 
Atwood, promoted. : 

Subsistence Department. 


First Lieut. Oscaloosa M. Smith, of the Twenty-second Infantry, to 
be commissary of subsistence with the rank of captain, August 14, 1890, 
vice Nash, promoted. y 

Medical Department. 

Col. Jedediah H. Baxter, chief medical purveyor, to. be n- 
General with therank of brigadier-general, August 16,1890, vice Moore, 
retired from active service. 

ASSISTANT SURGEON MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Milton J. Rosenau, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States, to succeed Arthur L. 
Benedict, declined. 
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CONFIRMATIONS. An act (H. R. 2128) granting a pension to Mrs. Zelinda Hill; 


F An act (H. R. 2430) granting a pensiont to Ruth A. Ball; 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate August 13, 1890. An aet (HR. 3007) granting a ponslon to Josepb La Peas 
UNITED STATES CONSUL. An act (H. R. 4686) granting a pension to Hannah Bedford; 
5 John S. Bradford, of Philadelphia, Pa., to be consul of the United] An act (H. R. 4834) granting a pension to William S. Graw; 
States at Antigua, West Indies. An act (H. R. 4930) granting a pension to Joseph Fisher; 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate, August 16, 1890. An act (H. R. 5031) granting a pension to George W. White; 
ia An act (H. R. 5868) granting a pension to Francis Pearce; 
MOUTE RESIDENT AND COMBUI-GEE REA Ts An act (H. R. 6071) granting a pension to O. Herrick Le Fevre; j 
Alexander Clark, of Iowa, to be minister resident and consul-general | An act 55 R. 6519) granting a pension to William M. Nourse, of 
of the United States to Liberia. Knoxville, Tenn; n 
UNITED STATES CONSULS. 7 act ce 25 i granting a pension W = B. gg 1S 4 
f act (H. R. 7285) granting a pension orman B, r 
ee McNutt, of Iowa, to be consul of the United States at Mara- An ach 5 H. 751 1 EAn A ANOIA Johanna Sh eld; 
i i n act (H. R.7658) granting a pension to Isaac Kelley; 
A eis 3 of Illinois, to be consul of the United States at An act (H. R. 7734) granting a pension to Mrs. M. M, Boyle; 
f An act (H. R. 7881) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha E. Grant; 
5 An act (H. R. 8221) granting a pension to William White; 
William D. Wheeler, of Montana, to be assayer in the United States} An act (H. R. 8532) granting a pension to Mary Webster; 
assay office at Helena, in the State of Montana. An act (H. R. 8861) granting a pension to Jane N. Terry; 
An act (H. R. 9232) granting a pension to George E. Taylor; 
An act (H. R. 9353) granting a pension to Dwight Parker; 


An act (H. R. 9580) granting a pension to Rebecca Tussey; : 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. ‘An act (H. R. 9783) granting a Pension to Mary F zo : es ms 
An act (H. R. 9961) granting a pension to Oran M. Go nsworth: — 1 
SATURDAY, August 16, 1890. An act iS R. 10074) granting @ pension to Wilhelm Griese; 
The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, | An act (H. R. 1824) granting a pension to Mrs. Christiana Frederika 
D. D. Zeutmeyer, of Fairfield, Minn. ; ; 
The Journal of the proceedings of 5 was ma nah ata hr „ granting a pension to Sarah L. Patterson and 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal wi approved. s 3 z x £ 
Mr. SPRINGER. I was about to ask for a division on the approval Ana EGRO) graning ol Songs 8 3 widow 
of the Journal, but I understand that the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. of 80 5 ot (HL K 6562 to Frans m A ar 3 avy; 
MORRILL] desires to bring up a proposition in relation to pensions, so act (H. R. grant a pension to Rach 120 . 
? 


shal Iki An act (H. R. 10902) to grant a pension to Martin B 
I a Dorae AN A An act (H. R. 8822) increasing the pension of Samuel D, Pitcher; 
An act (H. R. 3970) granting an increase of pension to William A. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. Thomas; 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Enrolled | A joint resolution (H. Res. 198) to permit 2 5 George W. Davis, 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill | United States Army, to accept a position in the Nicaragua Canal Con- 
of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: struction Company; and 

A bill (H. R. 7058) to ratify and confirm an agreement entered into A joint resolution (H. Res. 211) to continue the provisions of exist- 
by commissioners on the part of the States of New York and Pennsyl- | ing laws providing temporarily for the expenditures of the Govern- 
vania in relation to the boundary line between said States. ment. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
one of his secretaries, announced that the President had approved and | that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 5107) 


signed acts and joint resolutions of the following titles: for the relief of David L, Truex. 
An act (H. R. 3438) to increase the pension of John Taaffe; The message also announced that the Senate disagreed totheamend- ` — 
An act (H. R. 7482) increasing the pension of John P. Davis; ments of the House to the joint resolution (S. R. 120) appropriating 
An act (H. R. 8109) to pension George W. Scott, for service in the | money to the Territory of Oklahoma to relieve destitution therein, 
Florida war; asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
An act (H. R. 1452) for the relief of Christopher C. Andrews; Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. PLUMB, Mr. HALE, and Mr, 
An act (H. R. 11690) amendatory of the act entitled An act to pro- | COCKRELL conferees on the part of the Senate. 
vide for taking the eleventh and subsequent censuses;’’ The message further announced that the Senate had passed a bill (S. 


An act (H. R. 9523) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the | 3477) for the relief of Niel Nielsson, in which the concurrence of the i 
Tennessee River at or near Guntersville or Deposit, Ala., and for other | House was requested. 


ay 2185 R. 19) to increase the pension of Edward P. Quinn; MATONAT PARE AT COB RUG A T - 
An act (H. R. 1296) to increase the pension of Mrs. Henrietta O. Mr. SNIDER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged report, 

Whitaker ; being the report of the committee of conference on the di 

An act (H. R. 1992) to increase the pension of Cornelia R. Chand- | votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the b 


ler; to establish a national park at the battle-field of Chickamauga. 
An act tt R ores to increase e pension ar Arnold Meyer ; The report was read, as follows; = s 
An act (H. R. 2005) to increase the pension of Bennett S. Shang; r tho d i 
An act (H. R. 4935) to increase the pension of Elmore E. Ewing; 39 Lee the bill a Rt ben z 88 
An act (H. R. 5810) to increase the pension of John B. Davis; military park at the battle-fleld of Chickamanga, having met, after full and free 
An act tit R. 6164) to increase the pension of Thomas H. Isbell; | conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
An act (H. R. 7263) to increase the pension of Henry L. Potter; That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
An act (H. R. 8061) to increase the pension of Jennie D, Hoskins; | ate and to the same with amendments as follows; 


An act (H. R. 8371) to increase the pension of Thomas H. Gohagan;| Page g fins 4. strike out |’ road "and insert roads.’ g PEN 
An act (H. R. 9424) to increase the pension of Eben E. Smith ; Denes line € ater thaword FEUNIA TADA © eid DA tip Uke’ TOIA of 


An act (H. R. 10445) to increase the pension of Evelyn W. Miles; | General Joseph Hooker's troops to Rossville, Ga.” 


An act (H. R. 4415) for the relief of John S. Dill; Papok Hoe y ee O neer Anos along thn souti Bide okis HAR: = 
‘An act (H. R. 5099) for the relief of Mrs. Angeline Green; V 000000 


An act (H. R. 5108) for the relief of George W. Hutchison; Page 6, line 15. strike out “any” and insert, one.“, 
An act (H. R. 950 ſor the relief of Hayden Sorter; : ‘age 7, line 7, strike out ‘line? and insert “lines, 


An act (H. N 7675) for the relief of Stephen A. Kennedy; CEC surveys 


7 


An act (H. R. 8911 ſor the relief of Parker Adams; AM. G. SNIDER, 

An act (H. R. 8611) for the relief of Hugh 8. McCormick; a en hi sete 

an ba (H. R. 1104) to relieve Peter Moog from the charge of de- 308. 80 H AWLEY, 
sertion; NM. IKRELL, 

An act (H, R. 1187) granting a pension to George Obergfell; E. C.WALTHALL, 

An act K R. 1598) granting a pension to Sarah A. Tryon; : Managers on the part of the Senate, 

An act (H. R. 1778) granting.a pension to Gaston Winters; Mr. SNIDER. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the report. 

op! po: 


An act (H, R. 2110) granting a pension to Braddock F. Stocking; The conference report was adopted. 
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FRAUDS ON THE POST-OFFICE. 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, submitted the following report: f 

Whereas it is charged in the columns of the New York Sun and other respon- 
sible journals that gross frauds have been on the Post-Office Depart- 
ment by one Alexander J. Wedderburn in connection with the transmission 


through the mails of a large number of circulars, inthe form of a newspaper en- 
titled e The National Farm and Fireside,” at one-eighth of the rates established 


wW; an 
Whereas it is stated that said circulars, printed in Alexandria, Va.,were mailed 
at a post-office near that city, at a called Grange Camp, where a post-office 
was established at the request of the said Wedderburn, one of his employés be- 
ing appointed postmaster; and 
Whereas it is stated that an investigation of these facts was madé by the 
pro} officers of the Post-Office Department, with the result of discontinuing 
Paid post-office after the Government had been defrauded out of a large sum of 
mon-y by the said Wedderburn in the manner stated; and 7 
Whereas it is asserted that criminal proceedings were not instituted against 
the said Wedderburn, as required by law, the Department of Agriculture hay- 
ing interposed in behalt of said Wedderburn; Therefore, 
Be il resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is, 
to the House at the earliest practicable moment all the facta in the possession 
of the Post-Office Department inthe matter, including the reports of the special 
agents or inspectors of the said Department therein, together with any cor- 
ndence had with the De t of Agriculture in respect to said matter. 
he committee recommend the adoption of the resolution with an amend- 
ment, in line 80, striking out the word “ required" and inserting in lieu thereof 
the word “ requested.” 


Mr. MORGAN. That is the word that was intended to be used, and 
I hope the amendment will be made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 


PENSIONS, 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Appropriations to submit the report which I send to the desk, and to 
unanimous consent that the House non-concur in the Senate amend- 
ments and ask for a conference. 
The report was read, as follows: 
The Committee on ey gsi a whom was referred House bill 11380, 
a ging ob gear ‘or additional clerical force and other expenses to carry 
into effect act entitled An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors 
who are incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and providing for 
Pore welaves oF ihe tool roar tml: eapesher with tie SSAU af ake 
Senatethereto, having considered the same beg leave to report as follows: 

They recommend non-concurrence in the amendments of the Senate num- 
bered from 1 to 17, inclusive. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I hope there will be no objection to 

the request of the gentleman from IIIinois Mr. CANNON]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] asks 
unanimous consent that the amendments ot the Senate be non-concurred 
in. Is there objection? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I shall object until I can hear a statement of 
the reasons why the gentleman finds it necessary to ask unanimous 
consent. I understand this to be a privileged report. 

Mr. CANNON. For the reason that the House is already operating 
under an order for a yea-and-nay vote. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire to reserve the right 
to object until the amendments have been read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is proper. The amend- 
ments will be read. 

The Clerk read the amendments of the Senate. 

T be SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] that the amendments of the Senate be 
non-concurred in and a conference with the Senate asked? The Chair 
hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 
The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. CANNON, Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH, and Mr. FORNEY as conferees on the part of the House. 


LAW-BOOKS FOR HOWARD UNIVERSITY. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. IL ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union and put upon its passage a joint resolution relative to the library 
of the Howard University. It involves noappropriation. It bas been 
passed by the Senate and favorably reported by the House Committeee 
on the Library. I think its consideration will not occupy a moment. 
As the new session of the university will commence in about two 
weeks, it is important that the resolution should be acted on now. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Joint resolution (S. R.71) directing the Librarian of Congress, the librarian of 
the Senate, the librarian of the House of Representatives, and the librarian of 
the Department of Justice, respectively, to deliver extra or duplicate copies 
of law-books to the law department of the Howard University. 

Resoived by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That the Librarian of Congress, the librarian of the 
Senate, the librarian of the House of Representatives, and the librarian of the 
Department of Justice be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to de- 
liver to the dean of the law department of Howard University, as a gift to the 
said law department of Howard University, for ite use and behoof, one copy of 
such law ks as are now in the above-mentioned libraries which are extra or 
duplicate copies thereof that may be spared without injury to the public service. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union was discharged from the further consideration of the joint 
resolution; which was ordered to a third reading, and read the third 
time. 


uired to transmit 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. O'NEILL] whether it is not necessary that in the different 
libraries mentioned, especially the law department of the Congressional 
Library, there should be kept more than one copy of different books 
for the use of Congress? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Oh, yes; in many instances there 
are many more copies than one; in almost all cases there are several 
copies of each volume. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the joint resolution provide that volumes 
shall notbe taken in this way from these libraries except where there 
are more than two copies of any particular volume, or is it provided 
that even where there are only two copies one shall be given away in 
this manner? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The idea, of course, is that these 
libraries shall not be stripped of duplicates, The resolution was a) 
proved, alter careful consideration, by the Joint Committee on the 
Library, composed of the Senate and House committees, it being thought 
very proper that the surplus volumes should be disposed of in this way. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I am entirely willing that any extra copies not 
needed in actual use shall be disposed of where they will do good in 
educational institutions of this kind within the District. Butit isthe 
experience of all of us that more than one copy of each volume should 
be retained in these libraries; otherwise we are liable to be found with- 
out copies for the use for which they were originally intended. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman desires to amend 
the resolution in that respect, I will not object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The resolution is already sufficiently guarded to 
pst 5 the objection of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MeMIL- 
LIN]. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution in its closing language provides 
only for the disposal of extra or duplicate copies that may be spared 
without injury to the public service,” 2 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will ask the Clerk to read, with the indulgence 
of the House, the preceding provision. 

The joint resolution was again read, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Now, I think there ought to be a proviso that in 
no instance shall the number of copies retained be reduced below two 
of each volume, because in the Congressional Library there are some 
books of which there are half a dozen copies, and yet we sometimes 
are unable to obtain any. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, I have no objection to such an 
amendment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move to amend by adding— 

Provided, That there shall not be left in either of said libraries less than two 
copies of any one volume. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. That is satisfactory. 

TheSPEAKER. This amendment requires unanimous consent, as 
the question is now upon the passage of the joint resolution. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I suppose there will be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the amendment will 
be rded as adopted. The Chair hears no objection, 

Mr. McMILLIN. I call attention to another thing that may result 
from the operation of this joint resolution. There are four different 
sources from which these books are to be obtained, so that the library 
to which the extra volumes are to be distributed may get duplicate 
copies of the same book. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The intention is so apparent, I 
think, from the wording of the resolution, that that can not happen. 

The joint resolution as amended was passed. 


BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON LIBRARY. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I wish to say, with the permission 
of the House, that the Library Committee of the House has by its 
action determined that it will not ask for the passage during this ses- 
sion of any bills reported from that committee which involve appro- 
priations, but will come in and ask the House to fix an early day in 
the month of December next for the consideration of various very pa- 
triotic propositions that come by report of that committee to the House, 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Iam very sorry to hear the gentleman has come 
to that conclusion, because there are bills before that committee, in- 
volving an PopTop ANON; that are very patriotic. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. It has been the habit of the com- 
mittee to so inform people for very many weeks past. 


NATHANIEL M'KAY ET AL. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I demand the regular order. 

TheSPEAKER. The regular order is the question on the passage 
of the bill (S. 846) for the relief of Nathaniel McKay and the execu- 
tors of Donald McKay; and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 83, nays 65, not vot- 
ing 179; as follows: 


YEAS—S3. 
Allen, Mich. Belknap, Butterworth, Cove 
Anderson, Kans, Bingham, Caldwell, Cul m, Pa. 
Atkinson, W. Va. Boothman, Cannon, Cummings, 
— er, Brower, T, 8 
rtine, Burrows, Conger, ngley, 
Bayne, Burton, Connel i, ver, 


ADL! Vest 2 x ; ` i = 


Dunnell, Hill, O'Neill, Pa. Smith, III. 
Farquhar, Kennedy, Osborne, : N 
Funston, Ketcham, Owens, Ohio Stone, Ky. 
Gear, Kinsey, Payne, Sweney 
Gest, Lacey, Pugsley, Taylor, Tenn. 
Greenhalge, Laidlaw, Quackenbush, Taylor, E. B. 
Grosvenor, Lansing. Quinn, 

x Ray. Turner, 
Hansbrough, MeCord, Reed, Towa Vandever, 
Harmer, Moffitt, Rowell, Walker, 
Haugen, Moore, N. H. Russell, Wiley, 
Hayes, Morey, Sawyer, Williams, Ohio 
Henderson, III. Morrow, Scull, Wilson, Wash, 
Henderson, Iowa Mudd, Sherman, Yardley. 
Hermann, O'Donnell, Simonds, 

NAYS—6. 
Bankhead, Edmunds, McClammy, Snider, 
Barwig, Fithian, McClellan, Springer, 
Blies, Flick, McMillin, Stewart, Tex, 
Blount, Forman, McRae, Stone, Mo. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Forney, Montgomery, Struble, 
Brickner, Goodnight, Morgan, Tarsney, 
Brookshire, Haynes, Mutahler, Tillman, 
Brown, J. B. Henderson, N. C. Norton, Turner, Ga. 
Buckalew, Hitt, Paynter, Wheeler, Ala, 
Bynum, Holman, Penington, Whitthorne, 
Cheadle, Hopkins, Pickler, Wilkinson, 
Chipman, Kerr, Iowa Robertson, Willcox, 
Comstock, Ia Follette, Ts, Williams, III. 
Cooper, Ind. e, Rowland, Wilson, W. Va. 
Crisp, Lanham, Sayers, 
Culberson, Tex. Lester, Ga. Shively, 
Dibble, Lewis, Skinner, 
NOT VOTING—I79. 

Abbott, Cooper, Ohio Lehibach, Reybu: 
‘Adams, Cothran, r. Va. Richardson, 
Alderson, Cowles, Lind, Rife, 
Allen, Miss. Craig, Rockwell, 
Anderson, Migs, Crain, Magner, Rusk, 
Andrew, Daizell, Maish, Sanford, 
Arnold, 0 Mansur, Seranton, 
Atkinson, Pa. Darlington, Martin, Ind. Seney, 

nks, Davidson, Martin, Tex. Smith, W. Va. 

De Haven, Mason, Spinola, 

Beckwith, De Lano, McAdoo, Spooner, 
Belden, er ech a 28 v. ee — er. 
Bergen, e omas, phenson, 
B Dorse if McCormick, Stewart, Ga, 
Blanchard, Dunphy, McCreary, Stewart, Vt. 
Bland, Elliott, McDuffie, Stivers, 
Boatuer, Ellis, McKenna, Stockbridge, 
Boutelle, Enloe, McKinley, Stockdale, 
Bowden, Evans, Miles, Stump, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ewart, Milliken, Taylor, III. 
Brewer, Featherston, Mills, Taylor, J. D: 
Brosius, Finley, Moore, Tex. Thompson, 
Browne, T. M. Fitch, Morrill, ‘Townsend, Colo. 
Browne, Va. Flood, Morse, Townsend, Pa. 
Brunner, Flower, Niedringhaus, Tracey, 
Buchanan, N. J. Fowler, Nute, Tucker, 
Buchanan, Va. Frank, Turner, N. Y. 
Bullock, Geissenhainer, O`Ferrall, Van 
Sang Gifford, O'Neil, Mass. Venable, 
Campbell, o Neil, * e 
Candler, Ga. irian Outhwaite, Waddill, 
Candler, Mass. Grout, Owen, Ind. ade, 
Carlton, Hare, Parrett, ‘allace, 
Caruth, Hatch, Payson, Wallace, N. Y. 
8 3 a Nest Washington, 
Catchings, emphill, ins, atson, 
Cheatham, Herbert, erry, Wheeler, Mich. 
Clancy, Hooker, Peters, Whiting, 
Clark, Wis. Honk, Phelan, Wickham, 
Clarke, Ala. Kelley, Pierce, Wike, 
Clements, Kerr, Pa. Post, Wilson, Ky. 
Glunie, Kilgore, Price, Wilson, Mo. 
Cobb, Knapp, Raines Wright, 
Cogswell, Lawler, Randall, Yoder. 
Coleman, Laws, Reiliy, 


The following pairs were announced until farther notice: 
Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. LESTER, of Virginia. 
Mr. DALZELL with Mr. CLANCY. 

Mr. SMITH, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 

Mr. JosxrRH D. TAYLOR with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. Morse with Mr. ELLIS. 

Mr, FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. SMYSER with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. BLANCHARD. 

Mr. Nute with Mr. BARNES. 

Mr. LIND with Mr. PIERCE, 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. SANFORD with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. De LANO with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. DICKERSON. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER., 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. 
Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. WIKE. 

Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr. BANKS with Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. Perry. 

Mr. SPOONER with Mr. DARGAN. 
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Mr. WADDILE with Mr. HEMPHILL. ` 
Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. MILLS. 
Mr. Dorsey with Mr. FOWLER. 
Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 
Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. OATES. 
Mr. WALLACE, of New York, with Mr, MCCARTHY. TE 
Mr. BARKER with Mr. ELLIOTT. 
Mr. Rrre with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. i 5 
Mr. Toomas M. BROWNE with Mr. WASHINGTON. a 
Mr. RANDALL with Mr. SPINOLA. 
Mr. CoGSWELL with Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts. 
Mr. BouTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 
Mr. CoopEr, of Ohio, with Mr, MAISH. 
Mr. Grout with Mr. FITCH. 
Mr. Hobk with Mr. RICHARDSON. 
Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. 
Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 
Mr. LoneGe with Mr. ANDREW. 
Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. MAGNER. 
Mr. LEHLBACH with Mr. CorHRAN, 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, with Mr. ENLOE. 
Mr. RAINES with Mr. BUNN. 
Mr. VAN SCHAICK with Mr. PARRETT. 
Mr. EWART with Mr. Stump. 
Mr. TUCKER with Mr, GREENHALGE. : 
Mr. WATSON with Mr. REILLY. — 
Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. Hare. . 
Mr. BERGEN with Mr. VENABLE. i 
Mr. ADAMS with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 3 
Mr. Brostvs with Mr. CAMPBELL. 
Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. Bices, on all questions except bankruptcy 
and national-bank legislation. 
Mr. Post with Mr. McCREARY, on this vote. 
Mr. BREWER with Mr. VAUx, on this vote. 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri, on 
this vote. 
Mr. McComas with Mr. GIBSON, for August 16. 
Mr. CASWELL with Mr. BRUNNER, on this vote, 
Mr. Si0CKBRIDGE with Mr, McApoo, for this day. 
Mr. WICKHAM with Mr. Cow es, for this day. 
Mr. McCorMIcK with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania, for this day. 
Mr. MCDUFFIE with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, for this day. 
Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, with Mr. Coss, for this day. 
Mr. STIVERS with Mr. Covert, until Friday next. ; 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, ex- 
cept on the Atkinson railroad bill. 
Tae WILSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. GROSVENOR, until August 
Mr. Mason with Mr. HATCH, until August 19. - j 
Mr. REYBURN with Mr. TRACEY, until Tuesday next. 
Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBOTT, for ten days, from Angust 12, Mr. $ 
MILLIKEN reserving the r ght to vote to make a quorum and the right 
to vote on original-package bill. 
Mr. BAKER. I am paired on political questions only. 
Mr. HARE. I desire to withdraw my vote, being paired. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I have been paired with the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. WILSON J, but that pair having expired I voted. 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I was paired with the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], but as he has returned and voted I de- 
sire also to have my vote recorded. 
The SPEAKER. Theclerk will first announce the members present 
and not voting, after which the gentleman can have his name recorded 
if he desires. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi, Mr. BELDEN, Mr. BRUNNER, Mr. BYNUM, Xr. CAND- 
Lex of Georgia, Mr. CARUTH, Mr. CASWELL. Mr. CRAIG, Mr. CRAIN, Mr, GIR- 
son, Mr, GOODNIGHT, Mr. Hare, Mr. Hayes, Mr. HERMANN, Mr. LAWLER, Mr. 
MCDUFFIE, Mr. MCKENNA, Mr. Morrow, Mr. Owen of Indiana, Mr. PERKINS, 
Mr. Post, Mr. PRICE, Mr. Towxsenv of Pennsylvania, Mr. WrLsoĒx of Missouri, 
Mr. Wits0n of West Virginia, and the SPEAKER. 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. I am announced as being paired with 
the gentleman from Indiana. That pair relates to political questions 
only. Not regarding this as a political question I have voted. 
The following members announced as present and not voting re- 
corded their names as above, under the rule: 
Mr. Bynum, Mr. GOODNIGHT, Mr. Hayes, Mr, HERMANN, Mr. Morey, and Mr. 
Wusox of West Virginia. 
Mr. McMILLIN. My colleague, Mr. RICHARDSON, is detained from 7 
the House on account of sickness. 
Mr. SPRINGER. The vote, I believe, has not been recapitulated. 
The SPEAKER. It has not. Does the gentleman desire it? 
Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, yes; of course. 
The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 
The SPEAKER, On this question the yeas recorded are 83, the nays 
65, and, with the members announced as present and not voting, a quo- 
rum being present, the bill is passed. 
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Mr. THOMAS. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed, and also move to lay that motion on the e 
Mr. SPRINGER. I ask for a division on the latter motion. 
Mr. THOMAS, Then I will withdraw it. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


aana eas lotteries and for other 1 and at 4 o'clock and 40 minutes the 
88 question on the bill and pending amendments shall be considered as 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Mr. BLOUNT, and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, 
addressed the Chair. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, CANNON] 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. ; 

Mr. BLOUNT. My object is simply to make a statement in rela- 
tion to the order. While I am anxious for the consideration of this 
bill, I do not like the terms of the order which fixes the time for the 
previous question. Ithink the House is much more competent to do 
that for itself than is the Committee on Rules. For that reason I do 
not wish to assent to that portion of the order, With this statement 
Ido not care to add anything farther, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the 

urpose of making a parliamentary inquiry, as to whether the rule is 
not divisible, so that we can take a separate vote upon so much of it 
as orders the previous question at 4 o'clock and 40 minutes. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. You can move to amend it. 

The SPEAKER, A division of it would not leave a substantive 
proposition, 

Mr. MoMILLIN. We might take a separate vote upon so much of 
the resolution as orders the present consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER, But that would not leave the latter part of the 
resolution as a substantive proposition. 7 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then I would like to move 
toamend so much of it as to strike ont the order for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. CANNON. I can not accept the gentleman's amendment. We 
want to pass this bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I would like to move that 
amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Is there any opposition to the bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not know whether there 
is or not. I myself am in favor of the bill, but I am opposed to such 
an order, no matter what is the end to be obtained. I shall, as faras 
possible to do it, consistently oppose this mode of calling the previous 

uestion before the consideration of a bill has been entered upon, be- 
there is any opportunity to amend it, before there is any knowl- 
edge on the part of the House as to what technical defects there may 
be in a bill, Therefore, while I am in favor of the bill—I possibly 
would like to see some amendments as to foreign newspapers and prob- 
ably some other matters—I am opposed to ordering, at the aria per | 
of the consideration, before the House has entered upon it, at a fix 
hour, the previous question. 

Of course if the gentleman does not yield for the purpose of allowing 
me to offer this amendment, I can not offer it; but I can at least put 
on record my opposition to this sort of special rules, which I think are 
vicious, which can not but result in improper and ill-considered legis- 
lation, which tie the hands of the House and prevent proper amend- 
ments. As this bill is wholly non-partisan and non-political and as it 

is the purpose of the House to get a proper bill, as it goes to the very 
essence of the p protection of the mail matter of the country, it 
seems to me that in view of the general desire todo the prunes Shing Dare 
isno reason why the House may not be trusted to take this matter up 
and close it at the proper time; for this order simply means that there 
shall be no amendment to the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
yield to me for one moment before he closes ? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. ROGERS. Some gentleman on the opposite side—I do not now 
remember who—brought me this bill to look at. It is perhaps re- 

-membered that in a former Congress I offered some opposition to leg- 
islation of a kindred character. I have anced over this bill. I do 
not know that it can command my vote; but there is a field for legis- 
lation upon this subject, about the constitutionality of which there is 
no sort of doubt, and that is with reference to foreign lotteries. This 
bill makes no provision for them at all, and yet in this country more 
than one foreign lottery is operating. It does seem to me that we 
ought not to consider a question of this kind, of so far-reaching im- 
portance as this is, without the right to offer an amendment covering 
that field, so that if yon finally pass this bill, which isof doubtful con- 


stitutionality, you shall at least carry with it a provision that shall 
pares out, 5 we ought to have done long since, everything in the shape 
of foreign lotteries. 

There is no question about the constitutionality of that, I take it. 
Yet this order cuts off that right absolutely, and this bill does not deal 
with that subject. There isa German lottery now operating in New 
York. I believe there is one in Havana operating all over this coun- 
try. These things ought to be crushed out, and ifs we have the consti- 
tutional power we ought to crush out the one that is now corrupting 
the State of Louisiana. 

Mr. CALDWELL, The most powerful one of all is at Hamburg. 

Mr. ROGERS. I take it there is no opposition on this floor to going 
just as far as you may constitationally go in the passage of a bill deal- 
ing with this subject, and it does seem to me that we certainly ought 
to have the right to cover the whole field. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say a word in reply. 
This proposed rule does not cut off amendments, All amendmentsin 
order under this rule are in order upon this matter, namely, an amend- 
ment, an amendment to an amendment, a substitute, and an amend- 
ment to that. 

It is perfectly competent for the House from time to time, while this 
order operates, to consider the amendments and dispose of them and 
make other amendments afterwards, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But does not the gentleman 
from Illinois know that, while thatis technically so, practically in the 
experience of the House it is perfectly illusory under an order of this 
kind to have an opportunity to make amendments, and that the bill 
has d as it came from the committee or as the gentleman in charge 
of the bill has pleased? 

Mr. CANNON. In reply, the gentleman from Illinois does not know 
that. On the contrary, if there is a bona fide intention to perfect this 
bill up to the time that the previous question operates, it can be perfected; 
amendments can be proposed and disposed of before the previous ques- 
tion operates. Again, it is perfectly obvious that at this time of the 
session, if this legislation is to pass, it must pass under substantially 
a similiar order to this. On this side we want it passed, and we want 
it passed before the sun goes down. If the gentleman has an amend- 
ment to offer touching foreign lotteries, it will be in order, and the 
gentleman who sits beside me [Mr. CALDWELL], in charge of the bill 

intimates that if gentlemen destre to offer an amendment of that kind 
they shall have an opportunity to do so, 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman will allow me, I would make this 
suggestion: I have no doubt that the time will be equitably divided 
upon either side of the House, and I understand that any gentleman 
getting the floor to discuss this bill in opposition to it as it stands 
may offer his amendment and such amendments as have been indi- 
cated with reference to foreign lotteries. 

Mr. CANNON. Les, sir; and the amendment may then be disposed 


of. 
Mr. BLOUNT. The previous question may then be demanded ? 
Mr. CANNON. Certainly; on that amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I believe no 
motion has been made for the previous question on the adoption of the 


report. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I will move it, if the gentleman is going to 
antagonize it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will do so, because I think 
we should vote down such an order. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and the 
Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 74, noes 34. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the adoption of the reso- 


ution. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Is there not twenty minutes allowed for debate 

now? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman ack that question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam making a parliamentarygnquiry. 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman ask that question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do; certainly. 

The SPEAKER. It would not be allowed. The question is onthe 
adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the Chair state that debate would not be 
allowed? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair only reiterated what the gentleman 


must know. 
I did not hear the Chair. I ask as a parliament- 


1 


Mr. SPRINGER. 
ary inquiry whether twenty minutes’ debate would be allowed on the 
adoption of the report. 

TheSPEAKER. It would not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It would not? 

The SPEAKER, It would not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. For what reason? The previous question has 
been ordered. 
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The SPEAKER. Because debate has pera e place. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the Speaker call inquiries in regard 
to the previous question, etc., debate? 

The SPEAKER, It seems to the Chair that it isin the nature of de- 
bate. The question is on the adoption of the report. 

The question was put, and the report was adopted. 

LOTTERIES. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That section 3894 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same 
is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Suc. 8894. No letter, eard, or 5 any lottery, so-called 
gift concert, or other similar enterprise offering prizes dependent upon lot or 
chance, or concerning schemes devised for the purpose of obtaining money or 
property under false pretenses, and no list of the drawings at any 2 or 
similar scheme, and no lottery ticket or part thereof, and no check, draft, bill, 
money, postal note, or money-order for the purchase of any ticket, tickets, or 
part thereof, or ofany share of any chance in any such lottery or enterprise, 
shall be carried in the mail or delivered at or through any post-office or branch 
thereof, or by any letier-carrier; nor shall any newspaper, circular, pamphlet, 
or publication of any kind containing any advertisement of any lottery or gift 
enterprise of any kind offering prizes dependent upon lot or chance, or con- 
taining any listof prizes awarded at the drawings of any such lottery or gift en- 
terprise, whether said list is of any part or of all the drawing, be carried in the 
mail or delivered by any postmaster or letter-earrier. Any person who shall 
knowingly deposit or cause to be deposited, or who shall knowingly send or 
cause to be sent, a bt to be conveyed or delivered by mail in violation of 
this section, or who shal 3 cause to be delivered by mail anything 
herein forbidden to be carried by mail, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and on conviction shall be punished by a fine of not more than $500 or by im- 
prisonmenttor not more than one year, ox by both such fineand imprisonment for 
each offense. Any person violating any of the provisions of this section may be 

roceeded against by information or indictment, and tried and punished either 

n the district at which the unlawful publication was mailed or to which it is 
carried by mailfor delivery according to the direction thereon, or at which it is 
caused to be delivered by mail to the person to whom it is addressed.” 

Sxe. 2. That section 3929 of the Rev Statutes be, and the same is hereby, 
amended to read as follows: 

“Seo, 3929. The Postmaster-General may, upon evidence satisfactory to him 
that any person or company is engaged in conducting any lottery. gift enter- 
prise, or scheme for the distribution of money, or of any real or personal pro 
erty by lot, chance, or drawing of any kind, or that any person or company 
conducting any other scheme or device for obtaining money or property of any 
kind through the mails by means of false or fraudulent pretenses, representa- 
tions, or promises, instruct postmasters at any post-oflice at which registered 
letters arrive directed to any such person or company, or to the agent or repre- 
sentative ofany auch person or company, whether such agent or represeatative 
is acting as an individual or as a firm, bank, corporation, or association of 928 
kind, to return all such registered letters to the postmaster at the office at whic 
they were originally mailed, with the word Fraudulent’ plainly written or 
stamped upon the outside thereof; and all such letters so returned to such post- 
masters shall be by them returned to the writers thereof, under such regula- 
tions as the Postmaster-General may prescribe, But nothing contained in this 
section shall be so construed as to authorize any postmaster or other person to 
open any letter not addressed to himself. The publie advertisement ef aw peg 
person or company so conducting such lottery, gift enterprise, scheme, or ice, 
that remittances lor the same may be made by registered letters to any other 

rson, firm, bank, corporation, or association named therein shall be held to 
be an acknowledgment of the existence of said agency by all the parties named 
therein. 

Sec. 3. That section 4041 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same is hereby, 
amended to read as follows: 

“Spc, 4041, The Postmaster-General may, upon evidence satisfactory to him 
that any person or company is engaged in conducting any lottery,giftenterprise, 
or scheme for the distribution of money, or of any real or personal property by 
lot, chance, or drawing of any kind, or that any person or company is conduct- 
ing any other scheme for obtaining money or property of any kind through the 
mails by means of false or fraudulent pretenses, representations, or promises 
forbid the payment by ay postmaster Lo said person or company of any 
money-orders drawn to his or its order, or in his or its favor, or to the tof 
any such person or company, whether such agent is acting as an individual or 
asa firm, bank, corporation, or association of any kind, and may provide by 
regulation for the return to the remitters of the sums named in such money- 
orders. Butthis shall notauthorize any person to open any letter not addressed 
to himself, The publie advertisement by such person or company so conduct- 
ing any such lottery, gift enterprise, scheme, or device, that remittances for 
the same may be made by means of postal money-orders to any other person, 
firm, bank, corporation, or association nanred therein shall be held to be ac- 
knowledgment of the existence of said agency by all the parties named therein.” 


Mr. HOPKINS. I would like to make some arrangement with the 
gentlemen opposed to this bill about the disposition of time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not know of anybody on this side opposed to 
it. [Cries of Vote!“ 

The SPEAKER. Are any amendments to be offered ? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Ihave an amendment I wish to offer. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I have an amendment to offer, but I will do so 
at a later period. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], who was out of his seat when the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] desired to know whether there 
was a desire to discuss this bill on the Democratic side of the House, 
in order to ascertain whether he wishes to take the floor in opposition 
to the bill or to discuss the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. ‘ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 4 strike out all after the word himself,“ in line 25, down to the end 
of the section. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If my friend will allow me, I would suggest that 
this amendment be now considered as pending, and perhaps if we are 
to have a discussion we had better have some order about if. 


Mr, CRAIN. Mr. 
What is the desire of gentleman from Georgia? 

-BLOUNT. So far as I am concerned, it might be well for the 

eman to offer all the amendments he has. I have not charge of 


e bill. 
Mr. CALDWELL, The gentleman can offer his amendments now, 
Mr. CRAIN, There is another one I desire to offer, but I have not 


yet ae it. z 

The SPEAKER. The question will first be taken on the first amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, the object of that amendment is to strike 
out the ſollowing words in section 2: 8 

The public advertisement by such person or company so conducting such lot- 
tery, gift enterprise, scheme, or device, that remittances for the same may be 
mude by registered letters to any other person, firm, bank, corporation, or as- 
sociation named therein shall be held to be an acknow. ent of the existence 
of said agency by all the parties named therein. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that whatever may be the object in- 
tended to be accomplished by this bill, whether the Louisiana lottery 
or any other scheme of a similar character, wherever conducted, be 
immoral or not, these schemes ought to be suppressed, if they are de- 
serving of suppression, in a legal and constitutional manner; and I call 
upon the gentleman who has charge of this bill to tell me of any case 
that has ever come within his knowledge in which the mere announce- 
ment of the fact by one individual that another is his agent is sufficient 
to constitute that other his agent without knowledge or acquiescence 
on his part. 

What authority has any man or any corporation to constitute me 
his agent or representative unless I acquiesce in that agency? This 
bill simply says that, if the Louisiana Lottery Company or any kindred 
scheme or enterprise publishes in any newspaper of this country the 
announcement that I am its agent, that publication ipso facto consti- 
tutes me its agent and makes me responsible in that capacity. What 
is the effect of that? It deprives me of the right to receive my money- 
orders through the post-oflice; it deprives me of the right to receive 
my registered packages and letters; because this bill provides that, 
wherever an advertisement is published by any of these enterprises 
stating that I am its agent or representative in a particular locality, 
that advertisement, no matter whether I have knowledge of it or not, 
constitutes me the agent and representative of the enterprise and I am 
thereafter debarred from the right which, as an American citizen, I 
to-day enjoy, to receive through the post-office my money-orders and 
ia letters, no matter for what purpose or by whom they may 

sent. 

I say that the bill is radically defective in this particular, Either 
that portion of this section should be stricken out—and the same re- 
marks are applicable to the next section, which contains exactly the 
same lan r there should be an amendment inserting a proviso 
that the agent or representative, advertised as such by the lottery com- 
pany or other enterprise, shall be shown to have knowledge, either by 
actual notice served upon him or by evidence that he has seen the pub- 
lication and has not protested against it. Otherwise this law might 
interfere with the business of any man, or any bank, or any firm, or any 
corporation. An enemy of mine, being himself engaged in an unlaw- 
ful scheme for the purpose of obtaining money under false pretenses, 
may publish to the world a statement that I am his agent, and as soon 
as he does that I am deprived, under this bill, of the right of receiving 
through the mails any money-orders or registered letters, 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, just a word in reply to the gentle- 
man from Texas and his proposed amendment. Itis the experience of 
the Post-Office Department with this lottery company in New Orleans 
that has given rise to this part of fhe section and caused it to be em- 
bodied in this bill. Asis well known to members of the House and 
to the country generally, the Department has been endeavoring for 
many years, so far as was in its power, to prevent the transmission 
through the mails of letters, papers, and documents to this enormous 
gambling concern which is located in the State of Louisiana. One 
means that was adoped by previous legislation for the purpose of sup- 
pressing the business was to restrain the Post-Office Department from 
transmitting any letters, checks, or remittances of any kind to the lot- 
tery company itself. That worked for a time, but they evaded it by 
designating a national bank in the city of New Orleans to whom all 
their letters, papers, and money-orders were to be addressed, That 
bank was made, in fact, the agent of the lottery company, and by that 
means the company transacted its business with as much openness as it 
did when the letters were transmitted directly to it through the mails. 

Mr. CRAIN. The gentleman is making a statement of facts which 
nobody controverts; but I want to know whether it is proper in his 
judgment to authorize any lottery company or other corporation to 
make me its agent without notice to me. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the gentleman will wait I will come to that 
proposition. Now, I say the experience of the Post-Office Department 
isas I have stated. This national bank in New Orleans neither af- 
firmed nor denied, until there was litigation on the subject, that it 
was the agens of the lottery company, but it received the letters and 
papers and transmitted them to the company, The gentleman from 
Texas says that the provisions of the bill which he criticises deprives 


I desire to offer some other amendments, ` 
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the citizen of his inherent rights, because it provides that any person 
or corporation to whom these letters are directed to be addressed is 
made the agent of the lottery company by the very fact of receiving 
them. My answer tothat is that this lottery company is financially 
responsible. This section of the proposed legislation is not penal. It 
does not punish any one by fine or imprisonment for receiving these 
letters. It simply authorizes the Postmaster-General to stop the de- 
uay of this mail matter to that agent until the question is deter- 
mined. 

That is all there is to it. Suppose, if you please, that this corpora- 
tion which is engaged in this gambling enterprise does designate a 
national bank or an individual as its agent to receive these letters and 
money-orders when in fact and in truth that bank or that individual 
is not its agent, and suppose that, in pursuance of the provisions of 
this bill, some of these letters and money-orders are stopped, if any 
damage accrues to the corporation or individual to whom the letters 
are addressed this lottery concern is financially responsible. But the 
history and experience of mankind teach us that they will not dare to 
designate any national bank or any individual or any corporation to 
receive their letters, money-orders, or other mail matter unless there is 
an agreement or understanding between that bank, corporation, or indi- 
vidual and the lottery company; and we believe that the provision as 
it stands in the bill is the only effective means of checking the use of 
the mails for these illegal and criminal purposes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Suppose the amendment of the tleman from 
Texas [Mr. CRAIN] were adopted by the House, would thatalter at all 
the power given to the Postmaater-General in relation to this matter? 
This section of the bill provides that the Postmaster-General may, 
upon evidence satisfactory to him that any person or company is en- 
gazed in conducting any lottery,” etc., do such and such things. It 
seems to me that that gives him ample power, and that he may adopt 
either the rule provided for in the bill or some other rule, as he may 


prefer. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I disagree with the gentleman upon that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, the gentleman has had better opportunity of 
examining the question carefully than I have had, but that is how it 
strikes me, 

Mr. HOPKINS. I think the striking out of this provision would 
very greatly ond i the efficiency of the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ifthe Postmaster-General is not to be controlled in 
this matter by any rules of evidence, but may act, as provided in this 
section, upon evidence satis to him,” why does not that in- 
clude, if he sees fit to use it, the power to act upon the very kind of evi- 
dence that the amendment of the gentleman from Texas proposes to 
strike from the bill? You leave the whole power to the Postmaster- 
General. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, if he can do that indirectly, why not leave 
the express anthority in the bill itself? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not say that he can do it indirectly; it occurs 
to me that he may do it directly under the me o! this section. 
From the very nature of his office the Postmaster-General has quasi- 
judicial functions which he exercises here and all along the line of the 
administration of his office. However, I am content myself with the 
provision as it stands in the bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS, I think that even with the construction for which 
the gentleman from Georgia contends there is no possible harm in leav- 
ing this provision in the bill. 

If the Postmaster-General has this authority without the express 
declaration here, certainly no injury will be done by restating it so that 


‘no mistake can be made on this point. 


The emergency spoken of by the gentleman from Texas will never 
arise, never. It is not within the bounds of probability, neither is it 
within the bounds of possibility, that this corporation, which everybody 
acknowledges to be financially responsible, will designate any indi- 
vidual in the State of Louisiana or any other State to receive its money- 
orders or any of its papers unless the company has express authority 
to so advertise that nm. Gentlemen will observe that it is only 
when any individual or corporation is publicly advertised by this lot- 
tery company as its agent that the Postmaster-General is authorized 
to withhold the mail matter of such person or corporation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is not my friend going too far in the statement he 
has just made? May not the Postmaster-General ascertain the fact in 
other ways? 

Mr. HOPKINS, He may according to the gentleman’s construction 
of the general provisions of the bill. But this provision sought to be 
eliminated by the amendment of the gentleman from Texas says that 
when by public advertisement any person is designated as the agent 
of the lottery company the Postmaster-General may take cognizance of 
that fact, may treat the person as the authorized agent of the eompany 
and subject him to the same regulations and orders of the Department 
to which the company itself is subjected. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Would the gentleman have any objection_to 
striking out the word ‘‘acknowledgment,”’ in the twenty-ninth and 
thirtieth lines of section 2 and inserting ‘‘ prima facie evidence ?®’ 

Mr. HOPKINS. The objection to that is that it would be liable to 
lead to litigation. The experience of the Department with this com- 


pany has been that whenever a bill to restrain this business has been 
passed by Congress the company has immediately taken the Depart- 
ment into the courts, causing delay and expense, There is no danger 
from the incorporation in the bill of the language now under considera- 
tion, because, as I have already stated, this company will not dare to 
designate a person as agent to receive its money unless that person 
agrees to the agency before the public announcement of the fact. Prac- 
tically no danger can arise, and by a provision of this sort the Post- 
master-General will be greatly aided in suppressing the passage of this 
lottery matter through the mails. 

Mr. CONGER. Can the gentleman conceive any possible induce- 
ment for the lottery company to advertise anybody as its agent if he 
is not its agent? 

Mr. HOPKINS. None whatever. The company will not designate 
a person to receive money transmitted to it unless that person is one in 
whom the company has confidence and with whom it has a prior agree- 
ment, so that it may rely on receiving the money. 

The gentleman from ‘Texas [Mr. CRAIN] says that an enemy of the 
company might be designated as its agent; but it must be remembered 
that the case under consideration is where money is transmitted to this 
agent to be retransmitted to the company; and this is the reason why 
the company would not designate as its agent a man who would not 
be financially responsible to it. 

Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote on the amendment. 

Mr, BUCKALEW, I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I move to strike out the words an acknowl- 
edgment’’ in the twenty-ninth and thirtieth lines of section 2 and in- 
sert prima facie evidence.“ 

Mr. Speaker, it is best wherever possible to use words of a known 
legal meaning for the guidance of public officers. Now, if a person is 
advertised as an agent in the connection which this bill supposes, it is 
manifestly an impropriety to say that that shall be held an acknowl- 
edgment by him of the existence of such agency. The word “ac- 
knowledgment“ so used may be construed in various ways; it may be 
held to be a conclusive acknowledgment by him. Why is it not suffi- 
cient if wesay that it may be regarded by the postmaster or the Post- 
master-General as prima facie evidence of the facts? 

It the person can controvert or overturn this prima facie evidence, 
there ought to be prompt relief; he ought to be permitted to receive 
his mail. We ought to give to these officers, the Postmaster-General 
and his deputies, a rule which they can follow, that such an advertise- 
ment shall be prima facie evidence of the fact of agency, and upon such 
evidence mail matter may be withheld. Bat the party ought to be 
permitted to come forward and show to the postmaster or the Post- 
master-General that the agency does not exist. For instance, by open- 
ing a letter on the spot it might be shown in a moment that it does 
not relate to lot business. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
allow a suggestion? 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understood the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Horkixs] to say that one of the troubles which would arise if 
such an amendment as that suggested by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania should be adopted would be that it would involve litigation in 


‘| each case, and that this litigation might run on almost as long as the 


case of Jarndyce vs. Jarndyce; and in the mean time the lottery com- 
pany would go on with its business. Would that be so? 

Mr. BUCKALEW. No such consequence need follow. The with- 
holding of the letters and the transmission of the case to the Postmaster- 
General are provided for in the bill—— i 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But would the withholding be authorized 
if we should use the language suggested by my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania? 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Certainly.. The bill says so. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ido not understand that such would be 
the case if this clause be stricken out. The first question is as to 
whether the party is the agent of the lottery company. Now it is pro- 

by the gentleman that the advertisement of a person as agent 
shall be only prima facie evidence of his agency pending the determi- 
nation of the question whether he is or is not such agent. Does my 
friend say that during the pendency of that question the mail matter 
of the party could be or should be withheld ? 

Mr. BUCKALEW. My amendment would not arrest the action of 
the postmaster at the point of delivery. That is already provided for 
in the bill, ; 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understood my friend from Illinois [Mr. 
Horkrss] to argue that the amendment would paralyze the action of 
the Post-Office Department. d 

Mr. BUCKALEW. He is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I think it would. I believe that the Postmaster- 
General, pending an investigation of that kind, would refrain from stop- 
ping the mail matter of the supposed agent. With due respect to the 
judgment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUOKALEW] I hold 
that his amendment would be a fruitful source of litigation. The law- 
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yers of the country might be benefited by it, but I can not see how the 
public, Who are interested in suppressing the lottery business, are going 
to receive any advantage from such a proposition. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I ask my friend from Illinois to yield 
to me for a moment. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think an examination of the situation of the law 
atthis time, and the condition of the postal service with regard to the 
discretion now vested in the Postmaster-General in regard to such 
matters, will satisfy my friend from Illinois and others that this pro- 
vision is not at all needed, nor the amendment of my distinguished 
friend from Pennsylvania. 

I ask the attention of the House, and especially of the gentleman 
in charge of the bill, to an extract from the report itself. What is 
the present condition of the law in regard to the matter? 

Sections 3929, Revised Statutes, relating to registered letters, and 4041, Revised 
Statutes, relating to money-orders, authorize the Postmaster-General, * upon 
evidence satisfactory to him that any person is engaged in conducting any 
fraudulent lottery, gift enterprise,“ etc., to instruct postmasters at any post-office 
at which registered lettersor money-orders may arrive addressed to and in- 
tended for persons so engaged as aforesaid to withhold the delivery of theane 
and the pay ment of the other. It wiil be observed in these cases that the law 
does not require the Postmaster-General to know anything of the contents of 
the registered letters, nor to be advised as to the purpose to be served by the 
postal money-orders, but gives him the power, whenever he is satisfied that the 
one is addressed and the other made payabie to a person engaged in conduct- 
ing schemes to obtain money by false means or false and fraudulent pretenses, 
to enforce its provisions as stated above. 

It is not necessary, therefore, that he should break a seal, or cause a senl to 
be broken, or to do any other act of a questionable or prohibited kind; butsim- 
ply permits him to cut off the delivery of said registered letters because they are 
presumed to contain money, aud the payment of money-orders because they a.a 
presumed to have been sent for the purchase of lottery tickets. 

Acting under the authority contained in these two sections, a former Post- 
master-General issued an order, which operated particularly upon the postmas- 
ter at New Orleans, prohibiting the delivery of registered letters and the pe - 
ment of money-orders to lottery companies, and especially to M. A. Dauphin in 
his several capacities as a manager of the Louisiana State Lottery. That order 
has been strictly enforced since the date of its issuance, and is now enforced in 
all the post-offices of the country, but it does not accomplish the objects that 
Congress evidently had in view. 


Now— 


The Louisiana State Lottery Company met the order of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral by announcing that thereafter registered letters and money-orders could be 
sent to the New Orleans National Bank, and thereupon the Postmaster-General 
issued a subsequent order prohibiting the delivery of registered letters and the 
payment of money-orders to said bank, The bank sought an injunction of the 
court to restrain the postmaster at New Orleans from enforcing this order, which 
was granted, and from that time until the present such deliveriesand payments 
have been made to that bank without let or hinderance, forthe reason that it 
was believed that the authority of the Postma-ter-General. under the existing 
provisions of law, was not sufficient to justify him in declaring that a delivery 
to the bank was a delivery to the lottery company and such a delivery as was 
prohibited by law. 

The substitute bill proposes to cure these defects by including within its pro- 
visions any agent or . of the lottery company acting as an indi- 
vidual, or as a firm, bank, corporation, or association of any kind, and declar- 
ing that the published advertisement by a lottery concern that remittances for 
it may be made to “any other person, firm, bank, corporation, or association 
+ a © shall be held to be an nowledgment of the existence of said agency 
by all the parties named therein.“ 

Now, you have cured it all before you reach the provision which my 
friend from Texas proposes to strike out. You have accomplished all 
you wanted to accomplish before reaching that provision; hence there 
is no necessity for it. The proviso to which the gentleman from Texas 
refers, if stricken ont, does not retrench the power of the Postmaster- 
General at all, and should not. This report has already indicated what 
you want to reach. You can not reach the agent now; but you have 
done that by this bill. You bave been able to reach the agent through 
the instrumentality of the legislation proposed here, and cut him off 
from receiving registered matter for this lottery company. How do 
you do it? Why, ‘‘upon evidence satisfactory to him,” that is to 
say, the Postmaster-General. You have accomplished the whole pur- 
pose you had in view. But having done that here follows a provision: 

The public advertisement by such person or company so conducting such lot- 
tery, gift enterprise, scheme, or device that remittances for the same may be 
made by registered letters to any other person, firm, bank, corporation, or as- 
sociation named therein shall be held to be an acknowledgment of the exist- 
ence of said agency by all the parties named therein. 

Now, that provision is utterly needless, and it rather indicates, if it 
indicates anything at all, that the Postmaster-General’s discretion is 
restricted by it, the large diseretion which he has now, if it is part of 
the bill. I think his sound judgment ought to be left to him unim- 
paired, without restriction. He should have the full power granted 
in the preceding part of the section, and omit altogether this provision 
to which I have just referred. 

Then, in addition to that, my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUCK- 
ALEW] comes forward with a suggestion that it should be considered 
only as prima facie evidence of the existence of such agency. I think 
it ought to be left with the Postmaster-General to determine for him- 
self whether the presumption as to the existence of said agency may 
be rebutted by evidence or whether it is satisfactory or not, and then 
to exercise the authority given to him by the law as his discretion may 
dictate. i 


cretionary rights and powers in their control of their various branches 
of the public service. They have quasi-judicial functions under the 
Constitution, and they are being continually exercised by virtue of the 
Constitution itself. 

There is nothing relating to the mails where the Postmaster-General 
is not exercising his discretion in reference to classification of mail 
matter and all other matters connected with the transmission of the 
mails; he is continually doing it, and he is not controverted in his func- 
tions or obstructed in their exercise by the courts. I do not think, 
therefore, that he ought to be in this instance. He ought to be left 
free to say, on information had, whether or not in his judgment the 
evidence is sufficient to authorize him to cut off these notes, or money 
orders, as provided by this bill, from any particular agent. 

Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him in the 
line of his own suggestions? On page 3, in line 13, section 2 of this 
bill, the gentleman from Georgia is fortified by the language employed, 
namely: 

May instruct postmasters at any post-office at which registered letters arrive 
directed to any such person or company, or to the agent, etc. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam very much obliged to my friend. That is what 
I was regarding as already in the bill. I have not read it myself care - 
fully. But the discretion is already in the bill, giving the Postmaster- 
General the power, upon information satisfactory to himself—an exec- 
utive officer at the head of this great Department of the Government— 


charged with the enforcement of the law in that regard, and the proviso 
my friend is criticising is in restraint of this discretionary power of the 
Postmaster-General. 4 

I do not believe in restraining him. I believe in giving him the 
ample power declared in the beginning of the measure. What we need 
in regard to this lottery is legislation which shall exclude from the 
mails the circulars and literature of this company for its criminal pur- 
poses, and the language of the bill is not too broad in this section or 
any where else which confers on the Postmaster-General the discretion 
under which he shall exclude this or that agent from sending or receiv- 
ing money-orders. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wish to submit to my honored friend that 
if the clause to which he objects does restrict the power of the Post- 
master-General it is a yery proper restriction. 

But it is not so. It is not uncommon in a statute to provide what 
shall be taken as being conclusive of a fact to be established. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is upon the court. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand that, but it occasionally hap- 
pens that we provide that when a certain fact isshown, guilt shall be 
presumed; but in this case what is the object of this clause? First, it 
provides that the Postmaster-General may direct, in a certain contin- 
gency, that certain letters addressed to or for the use of a lottery carried 
on by a company or person shall be returned to the writer stamped 
‘‘frandulent.’? This clause of which complaint is made provides what? 
Simply that where any such person, any such lottery company, or an; 
such individual, conducting a lottery, advertises A, B, or C to be 
agent for receiving remittances to, for, or on account of such lottery, 
such notice shall be taken as evidence of such agency and be conclusive 
upon the parties thereto. Now, in the first place, does it work any hard- 
ship on anybody? My honored friend from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] says itis 
not proper that I should be held to be estopped from asserting that I 
am not the agent of the Louisiana Lottery Company if they assert that 
Iam. That is very true 

Mr. HAYES. Will the gentleman pardon an interruption? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly; but let me conclude this sen- 
tence. In the first place, the presumption is utterly violent that the 
Louisiana Lottery Company or any other lottery company will adver- 
tise A, B, or C to be its agent to receive remittances on its account un- 
less the agency exists. Now, what class of matter, I ask my friend, 
will besosent? That which is transmitted to me, not as au individual 
this does not cover that case—but that which is transmitted to me as 
the agent of the lottery company. Then, if it is transmitted to me as 
their agent and I am not their agent, I have no concern about the mat- 
ter; and if I am not the agent and it is transmitted to me as such agent, 
it may well be turned over to the authorities or returned to the writer, 
for I certainly ought to have no concern about it. 


von as an individual and you as an agent. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend is in error. 

Mr. CRAIN. How is the Postmaster-General or any postmaster to 
know whether a registered package or letter which is addressed to you 
as an individual comes to you as an individual or an agent? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend is in error about that. The law 
itself provides that this matter shall be transmitted to me as such 
agent, and unless upon the outside of the letter itself that it disclosed, 
the Postmaster-General has no power to do anything with these let- 
ters. 

Mr. HAYES. Then the provision would be utterly futile, as no 

The Postmaster-General and the heads of the various other Depart- | company or concern would be foolish enough to advertise the fact that 
ments of this Government have power just as much as any other branch | gave the Postmaster-General such power, upon the outside of the letter 
of the publie service. There are necessarily accorded to them certain dis- | itself. i 


to exercise certain authority conferred upon him by the law. He is 


Mr. CRAIN. There is nothing in this bill that diseriminates between 


- . 
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Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The section itself provides 

But nothing contained in this section shall be construed as authorizing a post- 
master or other person to open any letter not addressed to himself, 

Mr. CRAIN. Yes, that is it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Very well. 

Mr. CRAIN. I knew you were mistaken about that. . 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No, I am not mistaken. Let me see. The 
provision of the law is that he shall be the agent and that it shall be 
transmitted to him as such. 

Mr. CRAIN. But it does not say that the envelope must be ad- 
dressed to him as agent; and the postmaster can not possibly tell 
aes the remittance is intended for you as agent or you as an indi- 
vidual. 

~Mr. HOPKINS. There is no new principle involved in that. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That does not involve any new principle, 
as suggested by my friend from Illinois. But if you strike out this 
clause very serious questions will arise, in my judgment. 

Mr. HAYES. I would like to ask the gentlemanif, tocarry out the 
true theory which he desires, it would not be better tochange the word 
“acknowledgment ’’ and make it create a presumption;’’ forit might 
be very well held that an acknowledgment was conclusive. If I ac- 
knowledge a thing as against myself that is conclusive. The word 
ought to be presumption. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio 
if the company should advertise that a certain individual was its agent, 
when in fact he was not its agent, would that be true? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Of course it would not be true. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Ofcourse it would not. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It requires me to disavow it, of course. 
Now, the apprebension is that these companies will immediately begin 
to advertise eminent aes e as their agents, a thing so 
utterly improbable that we not feel apprehensive of any danger 
upon that point; while, on the other hand, if we strike out this clause, 
instead of preventing a mischief that is not proximate or remote, we 
may accomplish the defeat of some important provision of this bill. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Should we by law declare a thing to be an 
“acknowledgment” which, as a matter of fact, we know is not an 
acknowledgment? 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is avoided in this way, because the bill itself 
says there must be a public advertisement that such person or such 
bank is the agent of the lottery company. If such bank is not the 
agent, it is within the province of that bank or that m to so state 

blicly and inform the Postmaster-General. Thisclause here in the 

ll is to aid the Postmaster-General in stopping the transmission of 
this matter through the mails, and if the Postmaster-General is satis- 
fied that the company is working a fraud upon some person, then, un- 
der the general scope of the bill, it is a matter that he can regulate. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield to me for a 


minute? 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is not likely that this company will ever adver- 
tise any person as an agent without authority. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes. 

Mr. ROGERS. By the terms of this bill you make the publication 
ofa man as tan acknowledgment that that manisitsagent. That 
is the law. ow, you say the way to overturn the law is a disavowal, 
and you propose to say that the Postmaster-General shall, on the mere 
disavowal of this man, overturn what you yourselves have made when 

ou say that if he were published as an agent that operates as an ac- 
Tnowlndemens that he isan agent. Why, does not my friend see at 
once that all that a person has to do is to contradict the acknowledg- 
ment, when that bill says that the publication of a man’s name as the 
agent shall be affirmative evidence that he is an agent, and that it is 
prima facie evidence sufficient for a postmaster toactupon? But when 
you make the mere disavowal of it operate as an overthrowal of that, 
why then you have overturned the law you have made. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman then wants simply to establish a 
new rule of evidence for the guidance of the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. ROGERS. . I did not catch that. 

Mr. HOPKINS. 1 say it is to establish a rule of evidence to aid 
2 Postmaster-General. Now, it he should get prima facie evi- 


ce—— 

Mr. ROGERS. That is the very trouble. You make a thing true 
which may be false. You say that this company will never do this. 
I do not think it is probable they will do it myself; but suppose, as a 
matter of retaliation against those persons who have fought the Loui- 
siana lottery in Louisiana, they should select the names of a thousand 
prominent business men in Louisiana and publish them, Then you 
have got a thousand men advertised as agents. 

Mr. CRAIN. Published in the New York or New Orleans papers. 

Mr. ROGERS. Published anywhere. The mail of these gentlemen 
in Louisiana by the law that you would make in this bill can be 
stopped. From the fact that they are published as the agents of the 
lottery, by the terms of the bill, you can go to the Postmaster-General 
and lay that information before him, and it is made his duty to stop 
their mail. Now, gentlemen all know what a serious matter it would 


T 


be to simply stop the mails for one day of large business concerns in 


the city of New Orleans and elsewhere improperly. I do not think it 
is probable that they will do it, but suppose they should doit. You 
have thus a man who has never had anything to do with that company 
made an acknowledged agent of the Louisiana Lottery Company by 
the law, and you expect to overturn that acknowledgment and that 
law by the simple disayowal to the Postmaster-General that he is an 
agent, 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman will allow me—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. The case supposed by the gentleman from Arkansas 
is not within the range of probabilities or within the range of possi- 
bilities. But suppose that it should occur. We must take it for granted 
that a person who is able to preside over the Post-Office Department is 
a gentleman of intelligence and of common sense, and if a thousand 
persons, or five persons, or any number of persons should be named in 
New Orleans as the agents of this lottery company, that would have to 
— 3 before any action could be taken by the Postmaster- 

eneral. 

Mr. CRAIN. But suppose these persons lived in New Orleans and 
were advertised in New York. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Still the principle is the same, It has got to be 
published 

Mr. CRAIN. Where? 

Mr. HOPKINS. And that it has to be brought to the knowledge of 
the post master. 

Mr. CRAIN. Where? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Anywhere. 

Mr. CRAIN. Suppose it is published in New Orleans and a man in 
New York is made the agent, and he does not know it? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Suppose it is. 

Mr. CRAIN. Is that right? 

Mr. HOPKINS. The matter is brought to the attention of the Post- 
master-General, and if he has any doubt he can investigate before he 
puts in force the machinery of this bill; but I am simply assuming as 
possible a fact that can not exist. 

Mr. ROGERS. It can exist. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does the gentleman suppose that this company, 
which is financially responsible, will put itself in a position where it 
can be mulcted in damages? 

Mr. ROGERS. It is possible but I have said that it is not proba- 
ble. But suppose five days before a national election takes place you 
happen to have a Democratic Postmaster-General, and some irrespon- 
sible vagabond in New Orleans should publish that Marr QUAY was 
the agent of a lottery company, you could go to work and stop the 
whole of his mail, and thereby stop the working of the executive com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HOPKINS, That is presuming something that is not possible. 

Mr. ROGERS. I say that it is not probable, but other things of a 
like nature have been done during a political campaign. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But this has got to be a public and official act of 
this company. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Idesire to call the attention of the gentleman—— 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, u parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CRAIN. I would like to know who controls the time on this 
side of the House, 5 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair does not know whether any 
understanding has been reached. 

Mr. CRAIN. It seems from appearances that the gentleman from 
Illinois controls the time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that no under- 
standing has been arrived at. 

Mr. HAYES. I desire to make a suggestion in that regard. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I desire tosay that as a member of the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads I opposed this bill in commit- 
tee on account of its dangerous and vicious provisions and as not needed 
to teach the evil, even if that would justify them, and offered a number 
of amendments, one of which is the same as that offered by the gentle- 
man from Texas. I have to-day filed a minority report (not having it 
fully prepared before), but I am free to say that in view of the senti- 
ment which I found existing against lotteries, and in which I concur, 
and in view of the sentiment which [ find to exist in favor of this 
bill, even among some persons who consider that its provisions are 
even dangerous, I expected tocontent myself with putting upon record 
my objections to this legislation. They were, first, that it was uncon- 
stitutional; second, that we had alr ady a sufficiency of legislation 
upon this subject; and, third, that the provisions of the bill were dan- 
gerous in that they gave too great a power to the Postmaster-General. 
I have no present intention of making any facfious opposition to the 

of this bill, although I consider it a worseevil, if possible, than 
the one aimed at. I simply want tosee it perfected, so far as it can be, 
by amendments, including such amendments as have been offered and 
some others that will be offered hereafter by myself or by others, and 
then to leave it there, providing it can be changed enough to relieve it 


T < 
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from some of its worst provisions. I thought it, however, but fair to 
say to the House that I had filed to-day a minority report, and I will 
put 55 the RECORD here as a part of my remarks, as it has not been 
printe 


CERTAIN SECTIONS OF THE REVISED STATUTES RELATING TO LOTTERIES. 


Mr, Haves, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, submitted 
the following minority report (to accompany H. R, 11569): 

The undersigned, Margen from the views and recommendations of the ma- 
jority of the committee, begs leave to present the following minority report: 

Itis quite common in legislative proceedings, from overzealousness in oppo- 
sition to an actual or supposed evil, or for designing persons desiring to cripple 
some interest not liked by them or that stands in the way of their interests, or 
through which they hope to gain py seta approval, to seek to accomplish their 
ends through legislation that is ill advised, not warranted by the exigencies of 
oe en that is outside of proper legislative action, or that is even unconstitu- 

0 

I am opposed to all such legislation, and am a believer in the theory that the 
tendency of all legislative bodies is toward too much legislation, and that no law 
should be youre on any subject not absolutely needed, and that we suffer more 
from legislation than from the lack of it. In the matter under consideration I 
doubt the constitutionality of the proposed law; think it ill advised in its pro- 
visions, which are contrary and inimical to the theories and foundations of a 
free government and absolutely dangerous in their tendencies; and so I am 
constrained to dissent from the report of the jority of the committee, although 
fully agreeing with them in their abhorence of the evil aimed at and knowing 
and fully recognizing that they have conscientiously arrived at their conclu- 
sions in view of this evil and for its abatement; but still, as great as is this evil, 
itis in my judgment infinitesimal as compared with the evil of this bill or of 

lation not within the Constitution, 
he objections in my mind to this proposed bill and legislation are: 

First. It is unconstitutional. 

Second. There is no necessity for any such legislation, from the fact that we 
already have a sufficiency of law upon the subject, and we had better enforce it 
than make a new one, 

Third, The provisions of the bill are bad and even absolutely dangerous in 
that its tendency is towards centralization and interference with the proper 
functions and powers of the States; it abridgesthe freedom of the press; it gives 
a power of espionage to publicofficials as inst the oltizen; it provides for con- 
demnation without hearing, and makes the whim, 5 opinion of the 


T 


Postmaster-General, good, „or indiferent as it may be, the final judgment 
upon which tho rights of citizens may depend; makes him, in fact, judge, jury, 
and executioner withouta pretense ot hearing or necessity for legal evidence, 


and actually extends this dangerous and vicious power with all its ery 
for enforcement to any other scheme or device ” that, “upon evidence satis- 
factory to him,“ may not suit his exalted ideas of propriety. 

It actually makes the advertisement, statement, of one person as to the agen: 
of another an “acknowledgment of the existence of said ageney" by suc! 
other person, not even stopping at creating a presumption, but casting upon 
such person, however innocent, the necessity of impeaching himself to e his 
skirts even if it does not make the fact conclusive, and as a penalty puts it in 
the power of the Postmaster-General to have the Department mark his mail 
“ fraudulent,” not deliver it, but return it to the sender under such regula- 
tions as the Postmaster-General ae prasot ibe,” and thus deprives the person 
to whom this communication may be sent of his property, the letter and its 
contents, without due process of law; and to cap the climax provides that of- 
fenders against the provisions as to 33 ete., may be tried, condemned, 
2 and imprisoned either at the mailing point or destination of the publica- 

on. 

In determining the constitutional power in Congress to enact such | tion 
there are three grounds to be considered: the power to establish ces and 
post-roads, which is given to Congress in the Constitution, the provision therein 
that Congress shall make no law N | * * * the freedom of speech or 
of the press,” and the equipoise or distribution of power and duty between the 
States and the General Government in their respective spheres, and the rela- 
tions and powers of the one to the other therein. 

It has been decided by the Supreme Court of the United States ( Ex parte Jack- 
son, % United States, 732) that Congress having the power to designate what 
shall be carried in the mails it necessarily involves the right to determine what 
shall not be carried, and that letters and circulars concerning lotteries could by 
law be excluded. All lawyers well understand that any language in the opin- 
ion of a court is to be taken and Al gma with reference to the cus as before the 
court and not necessarily extended to every other state of facts, and the court 
in this case not only did not decide that newspapers, the press, could be so ex- 
cluded, but gave a very strong intimation tothe contrary on the freedom of the 
press theory, and most assuredly did not hold that this would or could be done 
as to a paper containing a lottery notice or advertisement in a jurisdiction where 
lotteries were legal and such advertisements legitimate business. The court 
said upon the question : 

Tue diMloulty attending the subject arises not from the want of power in 
Congress to prescribe regulations as to what shall constitute mail-matter, but 
from the necessity of enforcing them consistently with the rights reserved to the 
people of * * * far greater importance than the transportation of mall. In 
this enforcement a distinction has to be made between different kinds of mail- 
matter. * * * Norcanany reguiation be enforced against the transportation 
of printed matter in the mail, which is open to examination, soas to interfere in 
any manner with the freedom of the press. Liberty of circulating is as essen- 

to that freedom as liberty of publishing; indved, without the cireulation 

the publication would be of little value, if, therefore, printed matter be ex- 

8 from the mails, its transportation in any other way can not be forbidden 
X Congress.” 

Liberty of the press, ns meant in the Constitution, is not merely liberty to the 
proprietor or editor, but extends to all who may desire to use it asa means of 
communication or advertisement, and the test of the legality of this communi- 
cation or advertisement is the law of the State where it is printed and Congress 
has no power over it, and having no such power can notinterfere with it or its 
circulation, which would be an abridgment of the freedom of the press as 
8 both those interested in the paper and those interested in the contents, 
“ Liberty of circulating is as essential to that freedom as liberty of publishing; 
indeed, without the circulation the publication would be of little value. United 
States Supreme Court. 

And having no such power it can not indirectly discriminate against it by 
withdrawing from it a ries or legal protection greg? A its existence or 
usefulness, and ly under a delegated power in the Constitution held in 
trust, as it were. It will be a sorry day when Congress, outside of any question 
of absolute constitutional authority, undertakes to discriminate as between 
matters in the States, where one has one policy and another a different one in 
oy to matters at least not malum in se. 

he Supreme Court in McCulloh vs. Maryland (4 Wheaton, 426), in denying 
State of Maryland to tax a bank created by Congress, said : 
have no power, by taxation or otherw to impede, bur- 


the power of the 
“The ise, to retard, 
den, or in any manner control the operations of the constitutional laws enacted 


by 5 carry into execution the powers vested in the General Govern- 
ment.” 

This is and was hot only good doctrine, but is a principle absolately essential 
tothe maintenance and existence of the General Government, and the con- 
verse is equally as true and as necessary to the existence and maintenance of 
the States, and if Congress, in its supremacy, can indirectly undermine, discrim- 
inate be cae and in effect destroy the | lation of the States in matters ex- 
clusively reserved to the States, our s. m is destroyed, the rights of the States 
under their reserved powers practically ended, and the Government is central- 
ized, with the States mere figure-headsa. To apply it: Ifa State, for purposes of 
revenue or from policy, desires to establish, tolerate, or legalize lotteries, which 
it has an undenied and undoubted sengr f to do. and which is a matter over 
which Congress has no earthly concern, and then Congress can, by indirection, 
through the exercise of another power, practically nullify and invalidate this 
action and make criminals of those within that State that do the customary and 
essential acts to its existence and prosperity according to its design and the law 
of the State, then the States might as well go ont of business and cease to exist. 

The claim and exercise of power always increases and never decreases. [am 
opposed to the continual encroachment by Congress upon the field of State do- 
main, under one excuse and another, and the tendency to accomplish desired 
ends over matters that we have no constitutional power over or in relation to by 
indirection and through the exercise of some other power, and, upon the other 
hand, am equally jealous of the powers of Congress, which should, however, not 
be extended beyond the letter and spirit of the Constitution, but which should 
be zealously maintained within that scope, exercised fearlessly and independ- 
wy. by and neither be surrendered nor, what is worse, del „ 

I do not deem it necessary in the limit of a report to discuss each of prop- 
ositions stated as infirmities in this bill. Their statement brings them to notice 
both for consideration and discussion, 

Probably the most vicious 13 of this bill is that one providing that ſor 
d iting or sending by mail, or so causing to be done, anything in violation 
ofthe act, which would include newspapers containing an adve: t fora 
lottery, a list of drawings, or the result even of a drawing at a church fair, or 
the same matters in a letter or postal card, a fine and imprisonment shall be 
imposed, and allowing the indictment, trial, and punishment either in the dis- 
trict where the mailing was done or delivery made. Every bonest man should 
repel any such provision, and the press of the United States shoald bring its 
great power to r in condemnation of it. It is freighted with tyranny and 
oppression, and will be the engine of groxs outrages, The complaint inst 
the King of Great Britain in the Declaration of Independence, that he had 


ported our ple “beyond seas to be tried for pretended eg will need 
pow enunciation, and never existed as a fact to an extent invited by this pro- 
vision, 


It is eee Tunderstand, in analogy tothelaw of libel which it is claimed 
so permits prosecutions, but there are a variety of reasons why this a 
affords no justification. Even if the common law so permits in one case, and 
the cases are analogous, is no reason why we should by express enactment en- 
large a wrong principle. However, there is no analogy, and if made analogous 
Ishould not object. A libel is a publication founded in malice, and no lawyer 
would claim that a publication entirely innocent and harmless where made 
could be made the subject of a prosecution in another jurisdiction where it 
might happen to be otherwise when it was sent there with no malice. But 
this act proposes to do just this absurd thing and make the publisher of a news- 
paper containing a notice or advertisement of a lawful, legitimate business 
where printed liable to criminal prosecution and penalties in every jurisdiction 
to which his paper may be sent to a subscriber. 

In the benighted State ot Iowa in case of a tie vote for public office the prize 
is determined by lot and chance, and Isee no reason why the publisher of every 
paper who announcesthe drawing and the winner of the prize is not subject to 
prosecution under this bill for every copy of his paper that he sends to any 

rt of the United States. It will be found that the same absurd results follow 
n many instances, 

The provision giving the Postmaster-General autocratic powers “upon eyi- 
dence satisfactory to him” in relation to matters affecting lotteries is bad 
ee and entirely out of keeping with the principles of free government 

on the rights, among others, of every man to demand that he shall not be 
deprived of life, liberty, or pro 15 without due process of law, and to demand 
the constitutional ranty t e shall be secure in his rsand effects 
against unreasonable searches and seizures. But thisis a small matter, both in 
principle and probable practical results, compared with the provision givi: 
such power where this official may think or assume to think that a person 
conducting ng A other scheme or device for obtaining money or property of any 
e through the mails by means of false or fraudulent pretenses, representa- 

ions, or promises," 

In view of the character of this proposed legislation, I recommend that the 
bill be not passed, and, in view of the fact that we already havea sufficiency of 
legislation upon the subject, see no necessity for even attempting to improve it 
by amendment, If the present laws need any amendments to perfect or 
their workings, I submit that it should be done by itself,and have, what this 
bill has not had, first consideration in the proper committee, 

WALTER I. HAYES, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Hayes] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] can agree 
upon the time that they desire for general debate, the Chair will be glad 
to carry ont their arrangement and to recognize the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. HAYES] to control the time upon the one side and the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. HoPKINS] to control the time upon the other. 

Mr. HAYES. Will the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Crary] state 
how much time he wants upon this pending amendment? 

Mr. CRAIN. I suppose about fifteen minutes. 

A MEMBER. How much time has been already consumed ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that there has 
been about an equal amount of time occupied by those in favor and by 
those who are opposed to the bill. 

Mr. HAYES. How much time remains? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. There has been no limit fixed. 
Mr. HAYES. Is fifteen minutes on each side sufficient time on this 
icular amendment? 


Mr. CRAIN. Yes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understood, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] had the floor. What was the announcement 
of the Chair with regard to the time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
CHEADLE] has the floor, but he suspended a moment to see if an ar- 
rangement could be agreed upon as to the time to be occupied in gen- 
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eral debate. There are two hours and fifteen minutes remaining for 
general debate, and the Chair will recognize gentlemen alternately on 


each side if noother entisagreed upon. The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] has the floor. í 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, before my friend from Indiana 


proceeds, I would like to hear the amendment read which was pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUCKALEW]. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, bas any arrangement been come to as 
to the time? 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule adopted the Chair un- 
derstands that the previous question must be considered as ordered at 
forty minutes past 4 o'clock. 

Mr. HAYES. Iask unanimous consent that fifteen minutes be given 
to the consideration of the amendment of the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. CRAIN] and the amendment to that offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUCKALEW]. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hayes] will 
give me his attention, I think we can agree upon this amendment, be- 
cause we upon this side are willing to accept the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUCKALEW ] to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Crary]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will not do that. The gen- 
tleman will see that by such a course he is attempting to do that with 
the Department which never has been done before, to restrict its action 
by rules of evidence. I do not think that is good policy. I think it 
is better to Jeave the Departmept without any such rales, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa[ Mr. HAYES] 
asks unanimous consent that fifteen minutes upon each side be allowed 
for the discussion of the amendment of the gentleman from Texas and 
the amendment to that amendment off by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BocKALEW] 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr, CHEADLE, Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of the 
House, and y of my colleague on the committee, the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], to the language of the reportin reference 
to this particular provision of section 2, which I think makes perfectly 
plain the intention of the law. He is aware, and so are other members 
of the committee who have heard the evidence, of the difficulty with 
which the Department has heretofore been contronted in dealing with 
this problem. When the existing law was enacted it reached the firm 
of M. A. Dauphin & Co., the principals of this lottery scheme, and it 
has been enforced faithfully against that firm; but, notwithstanding 
the existence of the statute and its rigid enforcement, it has failed to 
meet the case and suppress the evil, and why? Because the firm of 
M. A. Dauphin & Co. appointed four national banksin the city of New 
Orleans as their agents, and these remittances of registered letters, 
money-orders, and tal notes were made to those banks, and they 
are going there by thousands and scores of thousands every week. The 
Department has full knowledge of that fact, but under the existing law 
it can not correct the evil, and the provision of this bill which the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] proposes to strike out is the very li e 
of the section, because it fixes the acknowledgment of the agency, so 
that the Department can make no mistake in acting upon it. 

Now, what does this bill provide shall constitute au acknowledg- 
ment of agency? Why, sir, an agency may be acknowledged in vari- 
ous ways; and this bill provides that when any person, firm, bank, or 
corporation is publicly advertised in the great newspapers of the country 
as acting as the agent of this lottery company, the permission of such 
advertisement of such person, firm, bank, or corporation shall be taken 
by the Government as an acknowledgment of their agency; and when 
that occurs it is proposed the Government of the United States shall do 
what? Return tothe sender all registered letters and all money-orders 
issued and mailed to such person, firm, bank, or corporation thus ad- 
vertised as the agent of a lottery company. It does seem to me, Mr. 
Speaker, that this is the very life and soul of the law, and necessary 
if we shall suppress this evil. The report, after setting cut the de- 
fects of the existing law, to which I have alluded, states: 


The substitute bill proposes to cure these defects by including within its pro- 
visions any agent or representative of the lottery company acting as an indi- 
vidual, or as a firm, k, corporation, or association of anv kind, and declar- 
ing that the published advertisement by a lottery concern that remittances for 
it may be made to “any other person, firm, bank, corporation or association 
* * * shall be held to be an acknowledgment of the existence of said agency 
by all the parties named therein.“ If enacted— 

Says the report, and it contains all that need be said to the House 
on this question— 

If enacted it would permit the Postmaster-General to deny to any person, 
bank, or other concern that acts as an agent of the lottery company, the benefits 
of the registry and money-order systems, and would result in compelling the 
lottery company to obtain remittances through express companies or other 
similar channel. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The gentleman says it is proposed to return the 
letters to the writers thereof? 

Mr. CHEADLE. Les, sir. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Under this bill how are you to ascertain the 
writers of the letters? The bill expressly states that no postmaster or 
ee person shall be authorized to open any letter not addressed to 

imself. 


Mr. CHEADLE, This section of the law, I will say to the gentle- 
man, deals only with registered letters and money-orders, and in all 
such cases the sender is known. 

Mr. HAYES. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. CRAIN]. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois . HoP- 
Krys] and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH ] have as- 
serted that the Louisiana Lottery Company is a gigantic corporation 

of abundant means and that it will be financially responsible 
to any individual whom it may advertise as its agent, if such ad- 
vertisement should work detriment to him. I do not understand that 
the question of financial responsibility is involved in this measure. 
My understanding is that the bill is aimed, not at any particular cor- 
poration, not at any individual scheme in this country or out of it, 
but at all of these enterprises which have for their object the acquisi- 
tion of money by false pretenses, as stated in the report of the com- 
mittee. 

Such being the case, the question for us toconsider is the principle 
that underlies the proposition involved in the portion ofthe bill which 
I propose to strike out. It is immaterial to me whethera lottery com- 
pany or a company engaged in any other scheme which may advertise 
me as its agent is financially responsible or not, The attempt to en- 
force redress from the company would involve litigation that would 
put me to expense. The real question is this: Am I to be deprived of 
my money-orders and my registered packages because some individual 
or corporation—not the Louisiana Lottery Company alone, but any 
corporation or individual in this broad land—that chooses to engage 
in an illegal enterprise, may advertise me as its agent nolens volens? 

The proposition involves no question of acquiescence, no question of 
knowledge; but I am condemned to be punished anheard. The mere 
fact that an individual who may be my enemy,or who, for some reason 
best known to himself, may desire to injure me, chooses to advertise 
me as his agent, he being engaged at the time in an illegal enterprise, 
subjects me to punishment. How? By depriving me not only of such 
mail as may be addressed to me in my capacity as agent, but of all 
my mail that is registered. That is the legitimate trend, scope, aim, 
and purpose of this proposition. 

The gentleman from Ohio-inadvertently I know—stated that the 
bill would not operate in the manner I have indicated, because it car- 
ties a provision that only such registered packages as are addressed to 
the person as agent should be marked “fraudulent.” Such is not 
the case 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understood my friend to say the letters 
or packages might be opened. 

Mr. CRAIN. Oh, no; I never said that, because I know that is the 
real reason why the Postmaster-General has not been able thus far to 
suppress these lotteries. A man’s sealed letter the Supreme Court of 
the United States has decided to be as secure from violation, except 
upon warrant issued on oath or affirmation, as any of his private papers 
in his house; and this very bill states that there shall be no right vested 
in the Postmaster-General or anybody else to open any letter not ad- 
dressed to himself. So that the question of agency raised by my friend 
from Ohio has nothing to do with the proposition embraced in this feat- 
ure of the bill; and he himself admitted it when he read the bill and 
discovered there was no such provision as he had suggested. 

Now, a word in reply to my friend from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE]. 
He says there are various waysof appointingagents. Ido not believe 
he is a lawyer 

Mr. CHEADLE. I said there are various ways of acknowledging 
an agency, 

Mr. CRAIN, I do not believe he is a lawyer, or he would not main- 
tain on the floor of this House that any man can be constituted an agent 
without his own acquiescence. Such a thing has never been known, 
legally or constitutionally, in the history of any civilized nation. The 
idea that you, living in Louisiana and conducting a lottery, shall have 
the right to constitute me your agent by publishing in the Louisiana 
papers the fact that I, living in New York or Texas, am your agent, 
is a perfect absurdity; and in saying this I mean no disrespect to my 
friend from Indiana, but am simply characterizing the position which 
he assumes. 

You can not constitute or legally create any man your agent unless 
he acquiesces in the appointment and accepts such agency. 

Now, one word more, Mr. Speaker. I suggest to the gentleman in 
charge of the bill—— : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The time of the gentleman has ex- 

ired. 
8 Mr. CRAIN. Give me a minute longer. I ask unanimous consent 
for one minute longer. I hear no objection. [Laughter.] 

As was suggested by my friend from Georgia, this proposition is 
entirely unnecessary, although, as all legislation is a compromise, I 
have told the gentleman in charge of the bill that I am willing to ac- 
cept theamendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania rather 
than have the proposition remain in the bill as it is. But if he will 
look at the beginning of section 2 he will find it provides that— 

The Poatmaster-General may, Peyton etl satisfactory to him that any 


person or company is en in acting any lottery, gift enterpr' or 
acheme for the distribution of money, eto. g 3 
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So that the Postmaster-General has ample authority under that 


pro- 
vision. Now, the only evidence required in the original section is that 
it shall be satisfactory to him. Why then add a proviso as to the char- 
acter of the evidence which shall control his action ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. But that expression refers to what constitutes the 
lottery, not the agent. 

Mr. CRAIN. No; it says agent or representative“ in the body of 
the section. 

Mr. DIN GLE. I think, if my friend will read it carefully, he will 
find he is mistaken. 

Mr, HOPKINS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from New 
Ham Mr. Moore]. 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, the provision of the 
bill which the gentleman from Texas gy gre to strike out is, in my 
judgment, the vital partof the bill, and if stricken from it the force of 
the measure is destroyed. 

The trouble that has been found by the Post-Office authorities in 
suppressing the Louisiana lottery is because of the remittances by 
registered letter to the First National Bank of New Orleans in place of 
directly to the company, and the Department has found under exist- 
ing law that it can not stop the transmission of the registered letters 
to that bank, and therefore the Louisiana lottery has turned over all 
of its registered letters, by public advertisement, to the First National 
Bank of New Orleans; and I hold one of these public advertisements 
in my hand which provides for addressing registered letters containing 
currency to the First National Bank of New Orleans, La.: 


Address registered letters containing currency to New Orleans National Bank. 


Now, this same bank appears upon the lottery tickets of the Loui- 
siana Lottery Company as their guarantor for the payment of the prizes 
which may be drawn, and I hold that guaranty also in my hand. I 

repeat, therefore, that if you strike out or e this provision in the 
bill in any material respect, you take from the bill the vital part, which 
the Post-Office Department has prepared with great care, and which 
will give them power to stop registered letters sent to this First Na- 
tional Bank in New Orleans, and unless you pass this provision in the 
precise shape in which it is drawn, it will raise the question whether 
Congress intended to cover the entire enterprise or not. 

No gentleman appears in opposition to the bill—we are told that 
all are in favor of it—and therefore it raises the violent presumption 
that the only opposition to it would come by some insidious and covert 
amendment; and I want gentlemen on this floor, if they mean to crush 
this hydra-headed monster, which is demoralizing the young, the pour, 
and the needy throughout the country, as noother institution in America 
has ever done, to beware of the insidious suggestions involved in the 
amendment of the gentleman from Texas. 

The favor with which lotteries were regarded both by Congress and 
by some of the States for the first forty years of our history was 
largely due to the French code of morals, based on the toleration of 
vice rather than on its suppression. 

One of the earliest records of this vice shows its relation to a corrupt 
era of the state. 

The worst of the Roman tyrants were wont to excite and amuse their 
abject subjects by offering houses and slaves as prizes in lotteries. The 
fifteenth century saw their revival in Europe. They appeared almost 
simultaneously in Italy, France, Belgium, Denmar' rmany, and 
England. The device was usually employed to raise the revenue nec- 
essary for some public work or to aid in floating the bonds issued by the 
Government for war purposes, as was the case with France in the 
method employed to pay the cost of the Spanish succession war. They 
are still employed by Austria, Italy, Spain, and some of the second- 
rate German States as indirect aids to revenue. 

This species of gambling, when once authorized and encouraged by 
the state, spreads with great rapidity. 

In Europe, in the first quarter of this century, so corrup to the 
morals of the peope did it become that statesmen became ed. 
Lord Lytton in England and Turgot in France condemned it and 
urged its suppression. Under the influence of Lytton lotteries were 
suppressed by act of Parliament in 1826, and through the influence of 
Turgot and the Bishop of Autun the royal lottery in France, whose 
income rose to nearly a million dollars annually, was suppressed in 
1836. Belgium had already prohibited lotteries in 1830. 

The change of policy in Europe touching this species of gambling 
was simultaneous with a similar change in America, 

One of the first States to become aroused to the enormity of this evil 
was New Hampshire. That State enacted a probibitory statute in 
1791, and again the subject was sharply brought to the attention of 
the Legislature as early 2a 1827 by Governor Pierce, father of the late 
President Pierce. A more stringent prohibitory statute was enacted 
which has remained on the statute-books of that State to this day. 

Pennsylvania and Massachusetts similar statutes in 1826, 
New York enacted similar legislation in 1833, Connecticut in 1834, 
Maryland in 1836, and Virginiain 1837. Many of the new States have 

hibited lotteries in their o ic law. Even the constitution of 
Poulain declares that gambling is a vice and it shall be the duty 
of the Assembly to enact laws for its suppression.“ 
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The course of judicial decisions touching this evil has kept pace with 
the action of the States and has been signally progressive and effective. 

The first notable decision was made more than forty years ago, Mr. 
Justice Grier delivering the opinion, in the course of which he said: 

Experience has sho para- 
tively Janaa 8 3 3 8 tilence of lot- 
teries. The former are confined to a few persons and p t the latter in- 
Sanya tips the bend OEE creas poets ack th SAAE patent Aan 

3 upon the r; an rs 
. nalen vs. Virginia, § Howard, : 103.) 2 2 

The statutes of Virginia suppressing lotteries were fully sustained 
by this decision. a 

As early as 1826 Massachusetts prohibited the advertising of lotteries 
in newspapers, and the same year the publisher of the Evening Ga- 
zette, of Boston, was found guilty of violating thestatute. This is the 
first case noted. (Commonwealth vs. Clapp, 5 Pick., 41.) 

In The People rs. Sturdevant, the next leading case, which arose in 
New York, the deferise was that the lottery company whose ticket was 
sold was authorized by the statute of Delaware. 

The opinion in this case vigorously announced that Delaware— 
has no extra-judicial jurisdiction, Its laws are of no binding force in any other 
State. (The Peopje vs. Sturdevant, Wendell, 23, 420.) 

In Commonwealth rs. Dana (2 Metcalf, 329) the justice announcing 
the opinion declared that ‘‘the laws of Rhode Island, or any other 
State, have no force in this Commonwealth.“ In the same case it was 
held that the statute was constitutional which anthorized a search and 
seizure of lottery tickets. 

The People vs. Charles (1 New York, 1880) found the publisher of 
the Wall Street Reporter guilty of publishing a lottery advertisement. 
This case arose in 1875. 

In 1883 the supreme court of New Hampshire (State rs. Moore, 63 
New Hampbhire, 9) unanimously sustained the statute prohibiting the 
advertising of lotteries, though the lottery company in question had 
been incorporated by the Legislature of a sovereign State. 

But the most striking and far-reaching opinion yet delivered on this 
subject was rendered by the late Chief-Justice Waite, in Stone vs. Mis- 
sissippi, United States Reports, 101, 818. 

In that opinion the Chief-Justice lays down the doctrine that— 

No ageless ean bargain away the public health or the publicmorals. The 
people themselves can not do it, much less their servants, The supervision of 
th these subjects of governmental power is continuing in its nature and they 


are to be dealt with as the special exigencies of the moment DA ae Govern- 
ment is organized for their preservation and can not divest itself of the power 


—, 


* 


to provide for them. For this the largest legislative discretion is allowed, and 
the discretion can not be parted with, any more than the power itself, 
Lotteries— 
Continues the Chief-Justice— 
are a species of gambling, and wrong in their influences. They disturb the 


checks and balances of a weil ordered community, Society built on such a 
foundation would almost of necessity bring forth a population of speculators 
and gamblers, living on the expectation of what, by the casting of lots or by lot, 
chance, or otherwise, might be awarded to them from the accumulation of. Re Bont 
Certainly the right to suppress them is governmental, to be exercised at all 
times by those in power, at their discretion. (Idem, 820, 821.) 

These are profound and significant words, They are the warning 
voice of all history, as well as the statement of the highest judicial 
truth, enforcing the lesson which is written in the ruins of em 
and republics, cities and peoples, borne down and blotted out by their 
self-im partnership with vice and crime. 

Under the steady legislation of the States and the uniform decisions 
ot the courts, this most formidable species of gambling had been nearly 
extirpated in this country until the rise of the Louisiana lottery. 

Gambling as a national vice had nearly died out in this country, and 
no people were more free from it than the people of the United States. 
The Louisiana Lottery Company was chartered by the Legislature of 
Louisiana in 1868, for twenty-five years from January 1, 1869. It has 
more than four years yet to run, its charter expiring December 31, 
1894. 

This is a private corporation and its affairs are veiled in the test 
secrecy. The number ofits stockholders is not known, but they are 
believed to be less than twenty in number. Some five or six control 
the great majority of the stock. 

All the proceedings and workings of the company are carefully con- 
cealed from the public. Four national banks in New Orleans (The 
Louisiana National Bank, The State National Bank, The New Orleans 
National Bank, and The Union National Bank) guaranty the prizes 
drawn. 

The stock of the company embraces 12,000 shares at a par value of 
$1,200,000. Owing to the large dividends paid by the company the 
shares are quoted at $1,200, or an aggregate of $12,000,000. 

The dividends are believed to exceed, on the average, 100 per cent., 
and last year, I am informed, the dividends were 170 per cent. 

This dividend, large as it is, represents only half of the profits of the 
company for a single year. The other profits go to certain preferred 
stockholders, very few in number. 

The following has been furnished me as the actual financial exhibit 
of the company as now conducted : 

s LOUISIANA LOTTERY COMPANY, 

Ten drawings per annum—two special drawings. 
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INCOME, 
Ten drawings, 1, 000,000 tickets at $20 eal... . ... . ., 000, 000 
Two drawings, 100,000 tickets at 40 ach. 8, 000, 000 
28, 000, 000 
EXPENSES. 

ten drawings. . ne seecesenes 10,548, 000 
Prizes, two semi-annual drawings. 4,219, 200 
Commissions to agents... 2,000, 000 
Advertising. 2, 000, 000 
All other expe 1,000, 000 
Net profits... 8, 232, 800 
28. 000, 000 


In this exhibit no account is made of the daily drawings, the exact 
figures of which are not obtainable, but they exceed $2,000,000 an- 
nually, making the enormous annual income of $30,000,000, or twice 
the sum that was paid Napoleon by Jefferson in 1801 for the entire 
Louisiana Purchase. 

The remarkable thing about this lottery is the fact that 93 per cent. 
ot the income is derived outside the State of Louisiana, from the other 
States of the Union and the Territories, There is not a city or con- 
siderable village in the country which does not contribute to the enor- 
mous revenues of this gigantic gambling concern. Itwas the boast of 
the champions of the company in the recent struggle before the Loni- 
siana Legislature that it was enriching the State by millions.” 

Were the Louisiana lottery to become extinct on the expiration of 
its charter in 1894, the country might consent to be plundered in the 
interim, but recent events of a startling character have rendered even 
such a consummation improbable if not impossible. 

After one of the most furious and humiliating struggles that have 
ever occurred before a legislative body, both branches of the Lonisiana 
Legislature, by a two-th yote of each house, decided to submit a 
constitutional amendment to ea) apy at an election in 1892, which 
pro to “carry the charter of the Louisiana Lottery Company up 
to the year 1919,” 

It is true that Governor Nicholls, the honest and intrepid executive 
of Louisiana, vetoed the act, and it failed in one branch of the Legis- 
lature, by the sudden death of a member, to pass by the necessary two- 
thirds vote over the veto. 

It is boldly claimed by the champions of the lottery company that 
the amendment is carried without the approval of the governor and 
that his veto is a nullity. 

However this may be, the country is threatened with along continu- 
ance of this monstrous corporation which exists only to plunder the 
weak and unwary, to corrupt the young and ignorant, and to spread 
broadcast the delusive and debauching doctrine that gambling is asurer 
road to livelihood than patient and honorable industry. 

The States are powerless to extirpate the Louisiana lo They 
are powerless even to protect themselves from its insidious b en 

The mails, the national banks, 
rtation are controlled by the na- 


They have exhausted their resources. 

and the channels of interstate transpo: 

tional authority and by national authority alone. The national Con- 
gress and the national Executive are alone equal to the overthrow of 
this pestilent corporation, which has become the richest, the most au- 
dacious, and the most powerful gambling institution that the world 
has ever known. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I regret very much that the gentleman who has 
just taken his seat could not rest himself upon a fair discussion of the 
question without throwing into it an intimation that there is an in- 
sidious purpose on the of anybody in connection with the bill. 
So far as I am con , I fling it back as utterly false. I shall dis- 
cuss any public measure according to the dictates of my own conscience 
and my understanding and intelligence, and with this end in view I 
propose now to examine the objections the gentleman has made to the 
amendment under discussion. 

I have been advocating this class of legislation for four years. My 
criticism in relation to the section has been simply this: That the pro- 
viso which my friend proposes to strike out, if left in, is simply a re- 
straint upon the power of the Postmaster-General. The opening sec- 
tion of the bill declares that the Postmaster-General may, upon 
evidencesatisfactory to him,“ do such and such things. That is to say, 
he may take the evidence in this proviso as a rule, or take any other 
tule he sees fit, to reach a conclusion by. Now, if that be true, then 
what next? Why, under existing law the difficulty rises in this way, 
as shown by the reports accompanying the bill: 

Tho Louisiana State Lottery Company met the order of the Postmaster-Gen- 

eral by announcing that thereafter registered letters and money-orders could be 

sent fo the New Orleans National Bank, and thereupon the Postmaster-Gen- 

eral issued a subsequent order 3 the delivery of red letters aud 
said bank. The ban 


the payment of money-orders Kk so 
the court to restrain 


Why ?— 
for the reason thatit was believed that the authority of the Postmaster-General, 
under the existing provisions of law, was not sufficient to justify him in declar- 
ing that a delivery tothe bank was a delivery to the lottery company, and such 
a delivery as was prohibited by law. 


But before you reach this provision, sir, you have this: 
Sec, 3829, The Postmaster-General may, upon evidence satisfactory to him 


— © 


AUGUST 16, 


Any person or Sonny. 

money or property of any 
bein — — or tenet oer 8 e 

ns, or promises, any post-office at w. registe 

letters arrive, directed to any such person or company, or to the agent or repre- 
sentative of any such person orcompany, Whether such agent or representative is 
acting as an individual or as a firm, bank, co; n, or association of any 
kind, to return all such red letters to the postmaster at the office at 
which they were originally mailed, with the word “ Fraudulent” plainly writ- 
ten or stamped upon the outside ; and all such letters so returned to 
such postmasters shall be by them returned to the writers thereof, under such 
regulations as the Postmaster - General may prescribe. 


You have not reached the proposed to be stricken out, but you 
have reached the law authorizing him to cut off the bank. You have 
reached the provision which enables him to cut off the New Orleans 
First National Bank or any other institution of the same character. 
You have vested him with all the power that the situation you have 
depicted requires, 

I will vote for this measure even if the House shall not concur with 
me in regard to this amendment, but my purpose is to preserve to the 
executive department of this Government that discretion, unrestrained 
by rules of courts, which enables them efficiently and wisely to ad- 
minister the great departments of the Government. That is all I want. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, as the gentleman has some time, I want to 
ask him a question. It is this: I understand the gentleman to say that 
under this section 2 the Postmaster-General may, upon evidence sat- 
isfactory to him, ete., determine as to the agency. Now, is that true? 
Does the bill say so? 

Mr.BLOUNT. Les. 

Mr. DINGLEY, Now, as I understand, the evidence satisfactory”? 
to him refers to the determination that any person or enterprise is a 
lottery; but the agency must be determined by the rules of Jaw. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My friend will have to read the whole section to 
find out about that. 

Mr. DINGLEY, Is not that so? Because that is the vital point 
this discussion turns upon. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My friend and I do not understand it alike. The 
difficulty with the law as it now stands, as the report says and the 
Departments say, grows out of the fact that there is nothing in the 
statute applying this authority to national banks, and this section, in 
lines 16 and 17, expressly inserts it. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not un- 
derstand, if what the gentleman says be true, that it has any effect 
on this argument. 

The proposition is to strike out a certain rule of evidence. It does 
not relate to the character of the agent, but to strike out a certain rule 
of evidence by which he is held responsible for the action of another. 
If gentlemen can not agree with me in relation to this matter, then I 
ask, in the interest of the Executive Department, that if the amend- 
ment of my friend from Pennsylvania is to be accepted by this House 
this shall be added to it: 

But the Postmaster-General shall not be precluded from ascertaining the ex- 
istence of such agency in any way. 

A MEMBER. In any legal way? 

Mr. BLOUNT. In any legal way. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to my friend from Georgia that the sug- 
gestion I made 

TheSPEAKERprotempore, The time of the gentleman from Georgia 
has expired. The gentleman from Iowa yields three minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BucKALEW]. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Speaker, I have only a word to say. We 
must remember that this is a general law, not applicable specially to 
the Louisiana lottery, but to gift enterprises and to various matters 
that may arise hereafter in the history of thecountry. Now, it isab- 
horrent to reason and sound sense, to every legal principle which has 
obtained in this country and in all free countries, to render one man 
liable for the act of another, to bind him by the act of another; but 
upon the face of this bill I find that objectionable feature, and I move 
to strike it out. I propose that we shall amend the text of the bill 
by providing that a publication in a gazette, which presumptively 
reaches or may reach the whole community, will raise a presumption 
against the alleged agent mentioned. That is all. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. A prima facie presumption. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. A prima facie presumption. That will notim- 
pair the efficiency of this bill. It will not prevent the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral or his subordinates from acting under this bill and executing it 
to the veryletter; but it puts the bill in reasonable, decent, and proper 
form, and in that form I think this provision a reasonable one and 
necessary to the execution of the law. If it shall beso amended I shall 
not object to it. I am not in favor of striking it out. 

Mr. HAYES. I yield the balance of my time to my colleague from 
Towa [Mr. KERR]. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. S er, the insinuation that I am not 
in sympathy with this proposed legislation or that members have sinis- 
ter motives in striking ont this amendment I think is not warranted, 
certainly not against the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], and it 
ought not to be against myself, I made thes eee 
ought to be made, and I will say that I am in sympathy with 


* 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


8707 


1890. 
strongest kind of legislation that ought to be adopted, in conformity 
with the rules of law, against these lotteries. But w it is some- 


times considered admissible, in view of the difficulty of roving a case, 
to declare that certain things shall be presumptive evidence against 
certain individuals, I have never heard it claimed anywhere, or by any 
legislative body in my life before, that a certain thing should be de- 
clared conclusive evidence against anybody. 

This law makes certain things absolutely conclusive in regard to cer- 
tain points, and we ought not to pass any such law. Now, to declare 
that the advertisement by the Louisiana Lottery Company that a cer- 
tain person is an agent shall be presumptive evidence of the agency, 
is perfectly proper, but to declare that such an advertisement shall 
conclusive upon that person, is not proper. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. If I had the time, I would. If it is only a 
short question, I will. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is a very short question. Is it not conclusive 
evidence against the lottery that they themselves have indicated such 
a person as an agent? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Certainly. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Has anybody else any interest in that question 


except the lottery company ? 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Any person who receives mail is interested in 
it. Any person who receives mail has an interest in not giving the 
lottery company the power to declare beyond the hope of contradiction 
that he is doing an illegal business, and that, therefore, his mail shall 
be suppressed. Now, the only object of this section is to give the post- 
master authority over the mail or over any person receiving mail which 
may be addressed to him by any one in the United States; and if he 
is to be estopped absolutely from denying anything, if he is to be 
estopped from showing that he is doing a legitimate business, if the 
action of some other person is to be held as an acknowledgment against 
him, it will be a great injustice to the citizen. But it is no gree neice 
to say that the advertisement of the company that he is an agent is 
presumptive evidence of his cy. 
Mr. HILL. Right there, if the gentleman will permit me, 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Certainly. 
Mr. HILL. Is there any way of getting rid of that acknowledg- 
ment after it once obtains ? 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It is a matter that rests exclusively with the 
‘postmaster. [Cries of Vote!“ Vote!“ 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois has five 
minutes remaining. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] desires to present a re- 
port from the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 


DAVID L. TRUEX. 
Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolléd Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H. R. 5107 
for the relief of David L. Truex; when the Speaker signed the sam 


LOTTERIES. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I am sure that the gentleman fi 
New Hampshire [Mr. MooRE] in making the remark he did to the 
House had no intention to cast any reflection on the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] or the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYES] or 
any person who has spoken upon the opposite side. I know person- 
ally that the gentleman from Georgia has been as earnest and zealous 
a friend of this bill as any member of the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads and I know that the gentleman from Iowa has always 
advocated such measures as would stop matter of this kind from being 
transmitted through the mails. 

But I think what he desired to say, and what I desire to reiterate, 
is the fact that these arguments being urged in favor of the amend- 
ments which are now pending before the House were liable to have the 
same effect upon the bill that open and determined opposition might 
have. This bill has been carefully prepared by the Post-Office Depart- 
ment. It has passed the inspection of the Attorney-General. It has 
also been considered by the Post-Office Committee of the Senate, which 
is composed in part of some of the ablest lawyers in that body, and 
they all concur that this section which is proposed to be stricken out 
shall remain in the bill and become a part of the law. 

Now, it is unnecessary for me to state to members of the House that 
this bill is drawn in view of the experience that this Department has 
had in dealing with this lottery company in Louisiana, It is directed 
against that and all other institutions of like character. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Taking into consideration that you have in line 
16 the words as an individual, or as a firm, bank, corporation, or 
association of any other kind, what difficulty is there that the au- 
thority given in the first two lines to the Postmaster-General is not 
ample to restrain payments of money-orders to any bank or other agent? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I think the gentleman from Maine has elready 
answered the gentleman from Georgia on that question. The author- 
ity given to the Postmaster-General seems to polite to the corporation 
itself, but not to the extent ofan agent. At least, the development of 


the debate here shows that there is doubt upon that question, and that 
doubt will be taken advantage of by the corporation, who will drag 
the Department into litigation. Now, what we pro to do in this 
bill is to make it so clear and so conclusive as to the duties of the Post- 
master-General that he who runs can read the power and authority 
here granted. 

The objections raised by the gentleman from Texas are purely sup- 
posititious, In the very nature of things they can not and not 
exist. He puts up a man of straw here, and then attempts to make an 
argument to knock him down in order to defeat the very purposes of 
this bill. In the litigation —— 

Mr, CRAIN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to interrupt the gentle- 
man right there, y 

Mr. HOPKINS. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CRAIN. I wish to dispute his last statement. I made no effort 
to strike out a part of the bill for the purpose of defeating the bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iwill modify my expression in that respect; but 
say that that would be the logical effect of his proposition. 

Mr. CRAIN. That may be. I to vote for the bill; but I 
did not want even to vote for the suppression of immorality in an 
illegal way. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Inasmuch as this bill has passed the inspection of 
the Attorney-General, of the Post-Office Department, and of the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads of the House and the Senate, 
I think it is better for us to pass it as it is than to enter upon an un- 
known sea upon this question, 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Debate upon the pending amendments is exhausted, and the question 
recurs on the amendment of the gentleman from P lvania. 

Mr. ROGERS. I desire to inquire whether I am at liberty to offer 
an additional amendment at this time. 

The SPEAKER go tempore, There are two amendments pending. 

Mr. ROGERS. hat are they, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendment 
r meg gentleman from Pennsylvania, upon which debate has been ex- 

usted, 

The Clerk read as follows: - 

in lines 29 and 30, strike out the word ledgment”* < 
wat EE the wands “prima facie e a a A 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. When these amendments are disposed 
fait, ROGERS. T want to he heard, if T can, at this partioular 

Mr. R I want to if I can, at 
and I would like to have five minutes for further discussion. pa 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate, by order of the House, has 
been limited upon these two amendments., 

Mr. ROGERS. I was present, but did not so understand. 

Mr. HAYES. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Arkansas be allowed five minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask unanimous consent that I may occupy five 
minutes, as I have not occupied any time on this question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The.gentleman from Arkansas asks 
unanimous consent that he be allowed to debate these amendments for 
five minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. HILL. I would suggest that it be made ten minutes. I would 
like to be heard on the same proposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois asks that 
it be made ten minutes, five minutes to be controlled by the tle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. Rocers] and five minutes by the gen 
from Illinois [Mr. HILL]. Is there objection to the request? ‘The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I take the floor for a double p 
First, I want to combat the suggestion of the gentleman from is 
who last occupied the floor [Mr. Horkixs], that because a bill has 
originated in a Department we ought to be concluded from changing it. 
I give it as the result of some seven years’ experience here that 
lation prepared in a Department is, as a rule, more imperfect in its ver- 
biage than that which originates anywhere else. The reason is this: 
The responsibility for legislation rests with Congress, and when you send 
down to a Department for the preparation of a bill they undertake to 
put their ideas into it, but they give little or no attention to the lan- 
guage they use. Very frequently, indeed, the preparation ofone of these 
billsin a Department is devolved upon some clerk who, perhaps, is not 
the equal in legal attainments of nine-tenths of the members on this 
floor, 

It is said also that this bill has passed the scrutiny of the Attorney- 
General. I suppose it has passed his scrutiny upon the sole question 
of its constitutionality, but nobody is attacking its constitutionality 
here. The Attorney-General did not draught this bill, and he probably 
did not critically examine it with the view of perfecting or maturing - 
its language. Therefore, J think these two points are matters that 
ought not to be dragged in here for the prevention of the maturing of 
this measure or any other. 

In view of the remark of the gentleman from Connecticut a moment 
ago, I will preface what I have to say further by the statement that, 
so far as I am concerned, within the limits of constitutional power 
there is no more persistent or more uncompromising enemy of the 


Louisiana lottery than I am, I will do all that I can within the Con- 
stitution for the suppression of it; but when the proposition is to travel 
beyond the Constitution, then, of a I stop. 

ow, having said this much by way of placing myself correctly be- 
fore the House, I want to add that I concur fully in the remarks of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BucKALEW] with reference to the 
language of the bill. [venture the assertion now that no gentleman 
on this floor can rise in his place and point to any statute, State or 
Federal, in this Government where the act of athird party attributing 
some course of conduct to another is made an acknowledgment by that 
other of the commission of the act attributed to him. In other words, 
I deny that they can point to any statute by which Iam bound by 
what somebody else has said about me to the extent that I am to be 
held to have acknowledged the truth of his allegations. No such stat- 
ute and no such case can be found, But the courts over and over and 
over again have said, where the legislators have undertaken to pre- 
scribe what shall be conclusive evidence of a given matter of fact, that 
they will construe that ape er mean that it shall be simply prima 
facie evidence, because to say that a thing is conclusive evidence is to 
deny to the opposite party his day in court. 


Such decisions have been made again and again with reference to tax 


titles, where certain acts of the Legislature have been cited as con- 
clusive in favor of the person claiming under the tax title, and the 
courts have said: No; if the man paid his taxes he can show it, and 
you can not preclude him from showing that he paid them, and if he 
did pay them everything that took place after that was ma and 
erroneous in law and can not be upheld,’’ By this bill you enable one 
man to make another his agent by simply announcing that he is his 
agent; and you make that announcement an acknowledgment of the 
agency on the part of the man who is so designated; and then you go 
on to provide that he can overturn this established fact by disavow- 
it, 
‘ow, that is not the right sort of language to use in a statute. When 
ou provide in a statute that a thing is prima facie evidence for all 
legal u that is conclusive evidence until it is overthrown; but 
we ought not to go further than to say that certain facts shall be pre- 
sumptive or prima facie evidence, for that is sufficient evidence to au- 
tho: a 1 unless it is overturned. Whatever is prima facie 
evidence is conclusive evidence in the absence of proof to the contrary 
and will sustain a judgment. 

Now, by striking out these words, “an acknowledgment,’’ and sub- 
stituting in lien thereof the words ‘‘ presumptive evidence,” you put 
your bill in technical legal language, Then, to get rid of the restric- 
tion upon the Postmaster-General which the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BLOUNT] complains of, you can add the other amendment and 
Say, But the Postmaster-General shall not be precluded from ascer- 

ning the existence of such agency in any other way satisfactory to 
him.” Thus you leave the whole field open for his investigation, and 
when he ascertains the fact, whether by theadvertisementof the agency 
or by affidavit or by any other means that is satisfactory to his mind, 
he has the right to exercise all the powers that you confer by the terms 
of this bill. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. S er, I am in favorof the strongest law that this 
House can frame for the suppression of lotteries, not only the Louisiana 
lottery, but any other lottery now in existence or that may be hereafter 
putin tion; but there are one or two of the provisions of this bill 
which I do not favor. One of them is that which we are now discussing. 
It places the reputation and the business of one man in the control and 
keeping of another, and there is a similar provision found at the end 
of section 4041, relating to remittances by postal money-orders, 

Both these provisions are, in substance, that if the managers or op- 
erators of a peate or of any similar confidence game or scheme in this 
country shall publish me, or you, or any other man as their agent, such 
publication shall be conclusive evidence of such agency; and the bill 
makes no provision for the alleged agent getting rid of that conclusive 
presumption. There is nothing in this bill which authorizes the man 
who is advertised as the agent of a lottery to go to the Post-Office De- 

t and say and prove that he is not such agent and thus to be 
restored to his rights. According to this bill the old doctrine is re- 
versed of once a christian, always a christian.“ In other words, the 
mere fact of the publication raises a conclusive presumption against him, 
and I think that no such rule ought to obtain. I think this section 
ought to be amended, and that section 4041 ought to be amended so as 
to make the advertisement of a man asanagentsimply prima facie evi- 
dence that he is the agent of the party who advertises him as such. 
That is going far enough. Even that fora time places the business and 
the reputation of a man in the hands of the lottery company, and I 
think we ought not to go further than that, even for the purpose of sup- 
pressing lotteries in the United States. 

In suppressing this gigantic evil let us not, in our zeal, forever blast 
the ess and reputation of the citizen. Even the greatest criminal 
is not condemned unheard and without opportunity for defense; yet 
this bill says, in substance, that that may be done. Think of it for a 
moment, A lottery company, the Louisiana lottery for example, ad- 
vertises a national bank in Maine or in Illinois as its agent for the sale 
of its tickets or the forwarding of moneysin payment for lottery tickets. 
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This may certainly be done without either the knowl 
of the bank or of any of its authorized agents, and yet bill makes 
such an advertisement, in some remote and unknown paper, an ac- 
knowledgment by the bank of such agency. 

More than that, this so-called acknowledgment is made absolutely 
conclusive on the bank. No means are provided by this bill by which 
such supposed agency can be disproved or disaffirmed; on the contrary, 
acting upon the strength of such an advertisement alone, the Postmas- 
ter-General is authorized to withhold all registered letters and money- 
orders of the bank from delivery through the mails. This might prove 
absolutely ruinous, not only to such banks, but to private individuals 
as well. In the name of law and justice we are asked to perpetrate a 
great injustice. Even a thief should not be condemned unheard; yet 
here we are asked to condemn, not one man, but many perhaps, on the 
mee say so of another. This ought not to, and I sincerely hope will not, 

one. 

The objection is easily remedied. Make the advertisement prima 
Jacie, and not conclusive, and the objection isobyiated. Then a really 
innocent party will be permitted to prove his innocence, that he is not 
the agent of the lottery company, and thus escape the penalties of the 
law. It will not do to say that this bill has been approved by the Post- 
Office Department and therefore must be right. We are the law- 
makers, and we can not and should not evade or shift the responsi- 
bility. Let us make the bill right as we see it, and then pass it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I renew the suggestion I made awhile ago. If it 
will be agreeabie to the gentlemen who have offered these two amend- 
ments to withdraw the first amendment, we will accept that offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BucKALEW], to change the 
word “acknowledgment ” to prima facie evidence.“ I make this sug- 
gestion with the view of expediting action on the bill. 

Several MEMBERS., Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PERKINS). The question is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BuCKALEW]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to offer an amendment to that amendment, 
and I submit the proposition is in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that an amend- 
ment was first offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN], to 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BucKALKW] offered an 
amendment. In the present parliamentary condition of the question, 
no further amendment is in order. A vote will now be taken on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The amendment of Mr. BuCKALEW was read, as follows: 

Strike out the words an acknowledgment,” in lines 29 and 30, of section 2, 
and insert prima facie evidence.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CRAIN. I now withdraw my amendment. 

: Mr. BLOUNT. I move to amend by adding to section 2 the fol- 
owing: 
But the Postmaster-General shall not be precluded from ascertaining the ex- 
istence of such agency in any other way satisfactory to himself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
just offered by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. 

Mr. HOPKINS. We have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (having put the question), 
seem to have it. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, Let us have a division on that propo- 
sition. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will modify my amendment by inserting, before 
the word way.“ the word “‘legal;’’ so as to read, in any other 


or consent 


The ayes 


legal way.“ I do this to meet a su ion which is made that the 
amendment as originally offered might allow the Postmaster-General 
to open letters. 


The question being taken on the amendment of Mr, BLOUNT as 
modified, it was agreed to; there being—ayes 46, noes 19, 

Mr. HAYES. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 5 

Strike out all of section 1, after the word “punished,” in line 34, page 2. 


Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, the provision which this amendment 
proposes to strike out allows anybody who sends through the mail any- 
thing concerning a lottery—an advertisement, a list of drawings, or 
anything of that kind—to be punished either at the place where the 
publication is mailed or at the place where delivery is made, I will 
ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Horkixs] whether he desires to 
discuss this proposition or to make any arrangement as to the time to 
be occupied. 

Several MEMBERS. Let us vote. 

Mr. HAYES. I do not desire to take a vote at once. I wish to dis- 
enss this question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Suppose we discuss it for five minutes on each side. 

Mr. HAYES. I wish tooccupy about ten minutes. I do not know 
whether any other gentleman on this side wants any time or not. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Suppose we agree upon fifteen minutes on each 


side. 
TheSPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from IIlinois [Mr. Hor- 
KINS] asks unanimous consent that debate on this amendment be lim- 
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ited to fifteen minutes on each side. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. . 
Mr, HAYES. Mr. Speaker, the provision which this amendment 
roposes to strike out appears to me the most vicious provision in the 
bill Under it any one who violates the provisious of this bill in rela- 
tion to the sending of a list of drawings or the advertisement of a lot- 
tery may be prosecuted anywhere in the United States to which such 
matter may be sent. Now, this is not as innocent a provision as it 
seems to be. It might cover the question of a drawing at a church 
fair. Again, in the State of Iowa, in the case of a tie vote for a public 
office, the selection of the officer is determined by lot, the same lan- 
guage that this bill uses; and a person in that State who might send 
out an announcement of the result of such a drawing by lot for the de- 
termination of the choice of a public officer might be amenable to prose- 
cution under the provisions of this bill, might be prosecuted not only 
in the State of Iowa, but in any State or jurisdiction in the United 
States to which such paper might be sent. 

Now, I say any such provision is fraught with danger and might 
become an instrument of tyranny. The provision ought not to be in 
the biil; there is no necessity for it. It is as bad as one of the grievances 
for which the Declaration of Independence arraigned the King of Great 
Britain: that he had transported our people across the seas to be tried 
for pretended offenses. In fact, this provision invites more trouble than 
ever, as a matterof fact, existed at or preceding the period of the Revolu- 
tion as the ground of that statement in the Declaration. 

It is claimed that we have the right to enact such a provision be- 
cause in the case of libel the party may be prosecuted in any jurisdic- 
tion to which the libelous matter is sent. But, sir, there are two or 
three reasons why that analogy fails. In the first place, if the law of 
libel allows a prosecution under circumstances involving danger of great 
abuse, it is no reason why we should here by express statute affirm 
any such doctrine. Besides, there is some question in the authorities 
as to such being the law of libel. I say it is enough to provide that a 
man may be indicted, tried, fined, and imprisoned; and there we 
should stop, leaving the general law to determine where the prosecu- 
tion may take place, not inserting in this bill a provision which may 
be used as an engine of tyranny. 

Now, Mr, Speaker, in regard to a libel, there again the analogy ceases, 
in that a libel is a matter founded in malice. But no person on earth 
would pretend that a publication, legal at the place where it was 
mailed, and sent out of that jurisdiction, a publication without malice 
on the part of the person so sending, could be prosecuted in the other 
jurisdiction as a libel. Take the case of the lottery. In the State of 
Louisiana it is legal under the State laws, The advertisement and 
lists of drawings of the lottery is a legitimate business on the part of 
the paper publishing it so far as the local law is concerned. Conse- 
quently, I say we should deal with it as with any other matter and 
simply provide the punishment, leaving the question of law to take 
its own course. That portion I have not in thisamendment attempted 
to interfere with: 

Any person violating any of the provisions of this section may be proceeded 
against by information or indictment and tried and punished. 

That provision I do not propose to touch by the amendment. It is 
after that. I simply move to strike out the remainder of the section, 
which provides that such proceeding may be— 
either in the district at which the unlawful publication was mailed or to which 
it is carried by mail for delivery according to the direction thereon, ete.— 
which provision would authorize the trial of such a case anywhere in 
the United States, and which would result, or might result, in taking 
a man charged with a violation of this law for trial from one part of the 
country to what would be to him the uttermost and remotest portion 
of the United States. 

I reserve the remainder of my time, if any. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I yield now to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] for five minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the provision of the bill which 
the gentleman from Iowa proposes to strike ont is practically all there 
is in the bill that will make it effective to erush out the organized 
criminality of the lottery schemes of the country. The question of 
fixing the venue at the place where the letter is written soliciting par- 
ticipation in crime or the place to which the letter goes for delivery is 
not a new question. 

In Ohio for many years our statute for the punishment of obtaining 
goods under false pretenses was in the same situation of doubt, the 
question being should the crime be complete in the county where the 
letter was written ordering the goods, or in the county to which it was 
addressed, or in the county to which the goods were sent? 

We have in Ohio the same provision that is insisted upon as a prin- 
ciple by the gentleman from lowa [Mr. Hayes], that the indictment 
must be in the county where the crime is committed, but we have 
solved the problem and made the law efficient in Ohio by declaring by 
a legislative enactment that the crime shall be complete in either 
county or both counties. : 

Thus we got rid of the complication of judicial opinions by legisla- 
tive enactment. The law has been upheld and enforced, and crime of 
that character has substantially ceased. 


The law which remedied that evil in Ohio is exactly on all fours in 
principle of constitutional law invaded by this enactment. 

Now, here, what do we propose in the pending legislation? Wepro- 
pose that the crime shall be a completed crime in the city of Monaco, 
New Orleans, or in the city of Washington, or any other city where 
crime has been made profitable by the delivery of the letters of the lot- 


tery company. Is there anything wrong about that? Is there any 
— 5 — that this is one of the most effective provisions of this statute? 
urely not. 


Does the gentleman from Iowa, who is a lawyer, undertake to 
say that it is not as great a crime here in the District of Columbia to 
obtain a remittance by representations in a letter written and ad- 
dressed at New Orleans and delivered here as if written and addressed 
here? Does he claim that the crime is not as obnoxious to the whole 
spirit and genius of the criminal theory of the country as it is in New 
Orleans, where the letter is written? 

When it is possible in this enlightened age that the Legislature of a 
State should do as Louisiana has done we must look about us for a 
remedy. When the Legislature of a great State will submit to the 
people of the State a cool and deliberate proposition to organize gam- 

ling as a legalized system of robbery, to be made legal by the consti- 
tution of the State for a period of twenty years to come, then it is the 
duty of Congress to look about for some remedy, 

What good would it do to go to New Orleans to prosecute a man in- 
dicted for crime under this law, if enacted? 
such a procedure, what good would it do to go toa district of New 
Orleans to indict or prosecute? This conspiracy for crime will obtain 
the money of the people in every ward of the city and of the other 
cities throughout the country. It will defraud the honest people of 
every township and every district and every city in the great, broad 
expanse of this country. Their conduct is a crime at the point where 
the representation and suggestion and solicitation is operative to bring 
out the money, and in that district the prosecution ought to be had. 

The man who undertakes to evade this law selects his own tribunal. 
There is no hardship upon him in that connection, no invasion of the 
principles of the Constitution. Heselects Washington City as the place 
where he will victimize a helpless hired girl, a certain laborer, a certain 
gentleman, if you please, by a letter of temptation. He selects his 
own place for the commission of the crime. This location is the one 
in which he will commit the crime. 

Here is where the evidence insists the crime has been committed. 
Here, then, is the forum in which he ought to be tried. There is there- 
fore no invasion of the constitutional right, and the grand jury of the 
District of Columbia ought to bring in an indictment for the offense; 
not for a crime committed in New Orleans, but for a crime committed 
in the District of Columbia. The grand jury indicts him and makes 
prosecution ble because he has obtained money by false pretenses 
and criminality in the District of Columbia. 

No argument, Mr. Speaker, is necessary, I say to the members of 
this House that to sustain this motion to strike this part of the bill 
out will be to eliminate from the bill all that is powerful in it. Leave 
it in and you have invaded no constitutional rights; you have in- 
vaded no precedent established by the general criminal laws of the 
United States. If the Louisiana Lottery Company see fit to be in- 
dicted and tried only in the State of Louisiana, let it confine its ne- 
farious operations to that State alone. 

If it does not want to be indicted for obtaining money on a policy 
scheme in the District of Columbia let it keep its agent out of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. Let them cease their solicitation within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. If they do not want to be indicted in New York 
let them avoid that State and confine their criminality solely to the 
State they are polluting. There ought to be left in the bill this pro- 
vision to make it powerful to crush this crime which is already a dis- 
grace to one of the States of the Union, and is rapidly becoming a 
disgrace to the whole country. 

Mr. HAYES. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. HAYES. I would like to say to him that the great trouble with 
this bill is that it is, as it perhaps necessarily must be, a general bill, 
while in reality it is aimed simply at the Louisiana lottery, and the 
trouble is that it puts in a dangerous provision in order to reach that 
particular institution, 

Mr.GROSVENOR. That is exactly the issue, Mr. Speaker, Ideny 
that there is anything dangerous in this bill. It inveighs against crime; 
crime recognized as crime by the civilization of the age; crime as of- 
fensive to public morals as crime can be made, and it is not a danger- 
ous provision in the bill that makes it efficient to crush such an evil. 
If there is somebody in the District of Columbia who wants to send 
letters to the Louisiana lottery I would indict those people here or 
down there. I would strike at the crime wherever crime has invaded 
me rights of man and has attempted to carry on nefarious operations 

ike-this. 

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion I have to say simply this: It is amazing 
that upon the floorof the American Congress there can be found a propo- 
sition to lessen the effect of the blow that is sought to be aimed at a 
crime so great as this. There ought to be but two questions, is this 


- 
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provision constitutional and will it be effective? Both these ques- 
tions are answered in the affirmative. Its severity ought not to be a 
question in the minds of the American Congress. 

Lonisiana may disgrace herself by ing lotteries within her 
borders; the American people will leave nothing undone that can justly 
be done to crush thecrime and to save the Government from any suspi- 
cion of participation init. I trust the amendment of the gentleman from 
Iowa will not prevail. ; 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman has just said that the 
question of its severity ought not to be taken into consideration, in fix- 
ing punishment, if the object is good, or words to that effect. Now, the 
whole history of legislation in regard to crime goes to show that the 
severity of its punishment has no tendency to stop the crime; in other 
words, that the reduction of too great a penalty or of too severe a law 
for punishment has always eventuated in a lessening of the crime. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. HAYES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Would it be possible under this bill, if you 
should strike out this section, to punish any one except at the place 
the letter was sent from ? 

Mr. HAYES. Now, in regard to that, I say, in analogy to the law 
of libel, that it is barely possible that these people would be subject to 
indictment and punishment in the jurisdiction where they sent it, but 
I do not believe that we ought to affirmatively put it there. If the law 
puts it there, then I have nothing to say. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Would it not be better to settle that question 
definitely now? 

Mr. HAYES. Then I would settle it the other way, for I never 
‘would open the door to any such tyranny or oppression as this may be 
used to accomplish. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. If it should be settled the other way, would 
it not then follow that there could be no punishment except at the 
place the matter was sent from ? 

Mr. HAYES. My colleague falls into the same error that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] does in arguing this matter. He 
assumes that this is aimed only at the Louisiana lottery —— 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Any lottery. 

NI. HAYES. Aimed at the Louisiana lottery, an institution that 
has no friends here and that anybody is willing to see punished; but 
“this is a ral law. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It would also apply to church fairs, if they 
had a lottery attached to them. 

Mr. HAYES. Yes; and if some paper in your district should inno- 
cently publish anything about the matter they might be punished. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Yes; and they ought to suffer for it, too, if 
they published it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does not my friend know that the courts of New 
York have decided that such a clause is constitutional? 

Mr. HAYES. I am not talking about its constitutionality; I am 
talkingaboutits propriety. Iam not denying theconstitutionality of it. 

Mr. HOPK The court of appeals of New York has held that 
it was good law, and other courts have held the same thing, and there 
is no reason why we should not adopt the same provision. 

Mr. HAYES. The gentleman must not misunderstand. Iam not 
denying the constitutionality of it, but I am questioning the propriety 
of it.. In this connection, as I have not had time before this to file a 
minority report and to have it printed, I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent that I may publish it in the RECORD as a part of the statement 
that I made. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYES], which the Clerk 
will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out in section 1 the 9 
Either in the district at which the unlawful publication was mailed or to 
which it is carried by mail for delivery according to the direction thereon, or 
at which it is caused to be delivered by mail to the person to whom it is ad- 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, the mail service of our country 
should not be used as the agent of vice and criminality. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, is the gentleman discussing any amend- 
ment? I understand that in regard to this matter we ought to be per- 
mitted to offer amendments. There is no amendment pending before 
the House now. 

Mr. CALDWELL. The bill is pending. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. There is another amendment which ought to 
be made in order to harmonize the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair 
does not know what understanding there may be among members con- 
cerning amendments that may be offered, but he understood that the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CALDWELL], who is a member of the com- 
mittee, desired to be recognized, and the Chair recognized him. I 
think the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] will be permitted to 
offer any amendment that he may have. 


Mr. CRAIN. How much time does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
CALDWELL] want? 

Mr. CALDWELL. Ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio will pro- 

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, the mail service of our country 
should not be used as the agent of vice and criminality or in any way 
be an accomplice of organized robbery. Lotteries are condemned as 
swindling and demoralizing agencies, as skin games of the most cor- 
rupting order, by the civilization of this age, and are prohibited and 
made a crime in thirty-nine of the States of this Union. In only one 
is this swindling pestilence ! In twenty of the States it is a 
crime to advertise lotteries or lottery tickets. Despite the laws and 
police power of these States the mail-sacks of our Government are car- 
ry ing the advertisements and tickets of these monstrous robbing organ- 
izations into every village, town, and city in this land. 

Lotteries and schemes of chance are legalized in Louisiana, adver- 
tisements of lotteries are made lawiul by her laws; ergo, argues the lot- 
tery defender, you have no right to deprive the ne of that State 
containing lottery advertisements the use of the 8 N use these ad- 
vertisements are legitimate under the constitution and laws of the 
State. As well argue that if under the laws of a State it be lawful to 
advertise obscene and lascivious literature, destructive of morals and de- 
grading and debauching in influence, the Congress of the United States 
would have no authority to prohibit the transmission in the mails of 
newspapers containing such advertisements. 

There seems to be great uneasiness in some quarters least the press 
be oppressed and its rights curtailed. If its rightsand privileges were 
being threatened the press of the country would not be slow to speak 
in its own defense. The fact is, Mr. Speaker, that ‘‘the press, the 
mightiest agent for weal or woe in existence,’’ with the exception of 
those newspapers published under the shadow of these organized rob- 
bing concerns— 

Have the le's right mai 
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The great and powerful press of this country regardless of politics 
have been and are now united in their opposition to these lotteries, 
There has been no complaint or cry of alarm from any of our power- 
ful newspapers against this proposed legislation; on the contrary, the 
are a unit in its support. It has, like the demigods of old, with 
brazen elubs upli this moral leper, crushing with relent- 
less force the monster’s hydra heads.“ 

For many years, Mr. Speaker, all lotteries and circulars concerning 
lotteries and giſt enterprises have been made unmailable matter under 
the laws of the United States, and the Postmaster-General has for many 
years been authorized by law to return to the writers thereof, under 
such regulations as he might prescribe and uponsatisfactory evidence, 
all registered letters directed to persons carrying on lotteries and other 
fraudulent schemes of chance and to forbid the payment by any post- 
master of any postal money-order and to provide for the return thereof 
to the remitter of the same named in such money-order; and post- 
masters have been forbidden by law to act as agents in any way for 
lotteries. 

The manifest purpose of Congress was to make all lottery matter 
contraband and to entirely deprive them the use of the mails to pro- 
mote any such fraudulent enterprise. Experience has demonstrated 
that existing legislation has not served the purpose for which it was 
intended, and the intention of Congress has been persistently thwarted 
and the law evaded by those who are engaged in these unlawful pur- 
suits, resorting to every trick and evasion that ingenuity quickened 
by their greed for unlawful gain could su 

The Postmaster-General has faithfully endeavored to enforce the 
law, but has been unwittingly compelled by its defects to permit the 
great Department of which he is the chief, and which more than any 
other Department of the Government is the people’s Department, to 
be the instrament through which they are defrauded by an organized 
system of robbery, The necessity of better considered and more per- 
fect legislation has long been recognized by the Department and has 
quickened public sentiment into a demand upon this Congress which 
can not be di ed. 

This bill has been prepared upon full consultation with the Post- 
master-General and the law officers of his Department and approved 
by the Attorney-General, and adds to existing law the foll es- 
sential provisions. The list of articles pertaining to lotteries and 
games of chance which are prohibited from being carried in the mails 
is so as to embrace, as far as human language can do so, every- 
thing connected with any such enterprise, including newspapers, pam- 
phlets, and other publications containing advertisements thereof under 
penalty as in existing law. 

The bill contains an important provision as to the jurisdiction for 
the trying and punishing of ns violating this provision, so that 
the offender may be tried and punished either in the district in which 
the unlawful publication was mailed or to which it is carried by mail 
for delivery, according to the direction thereon, or at which it is caused 
to be delivered by mail to the person to whom it isaddressed, In this 
way the jurisdiction for the trial and punishment of offenders is widely 


savings of honest toil. 
| dous in the aggregate, from out the avenues of trade. 


1890. 


extended, and will make punishment more certain and render offenses 
against the law less frequent. 

Under existing law an offender could be punished at the place of 
mailing and for knowingly depositing the prohibited matter in the 


mail, The ingenuity of the lottery company found very little difi- 
culty in evading the provisions of this law. Under the present law 
the Postmaster-General is authorized to have returned to the writers 
such registered letters only as are directed to persons carrying on lot- 
teries. This statute was easily evaded by havingsuch letters addressed 
to other individuals, banks, and corporations. The present bill en- 
larges the power of the Postmaster-General so as to embrace any agent 
or representative of such lottery company, whether individual, firm, 
bank, corporation, or association of any kind, so as to prevent an eva- 
sion of the law. 

The sanctity of the mails and private correspondence is caretully 
Ss by prohibiting any postmaster or other person opening any 

tter not addressed to himself, thereby preserving the sanctity of the 
seal. The power of the Postmaster-General to refuse the payment of 
money-orders is likewise limited in the present law to persons en 
in carrying on lotteries. Conviction under this section was avoi 
py beting iheni directed to other persons, banks, ete. The present bill 
enlarges his power so as to embrace all agents and representatives of 
lotteries, whether they be individuals, firms, corporations, or associa- 
tions; but this provision does not authorize any person to open any 
letter not addressed to himself. 

It is believed by the Postmaster-General and the law officers of his 
Department that the amendments proposed in the bill will enable the 

ent to carry out the intention of Congress and the policy ofthe 
law without infringing or violating any private right, and that here- 
after this great Department shall not be prostituted tothe purposes 
of fraud and crime, but shall be the means of widely extended social 
intercourse among our people, of the diffusion of intelligence and the 
means of carrying on the great business and commercial enterprises of 
our great nation. 

Let us then, my countrymen, place our shoulders to the wheel and 
pass this bill giving the officers of the Government the authority and 
power todeprive this hydra-headed monster the use of our mails— this 
for our country’s honor, the good of theservice, and the welfare of our 
people, thus removing from the great business and social department 
ot our Government every imputation of dishonor. [Applause. ] 

Mr. CRAIN. I have an amendment at the Clerk’s desk that I de- 
sire to have a vote on. The amendment that I offer is to section 3. 
I offer the amendment. The amendment is to conform this language 
to the language of the other section. 

The Clerk read as follows: - 

In section 2, strike out the word “acknowledgment,” in line 25, and insert the 
words “prima facie evidence.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CRAIN. I now yield my time to the gentleman from Louisiana 

r. WILKINSON J. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. Speaker, I feel little disposed to trespass at 
this late hour upon the timeof the House, The question under discus- 
sion, however, is one of such importance to the State which I have the 
honor in part to represent, the restrictions imposed by this bill affect so 
vitally an institution which claims (I regret to say) and is known by the 
name of that State that I trust this House will bear with me while I 
with some detail into this subject and make such statement (as briefly 
as I can) as my time and your patience will permit. In doing this 
I wish it to be distinctly understood that I have no word to say k de- 
fense of that powerful private corporation known as the Louisiana lot- 


tery. 

The institutions, the industries, the good name of Louisiana have 
ever had, with fellow-members from other States, before committees, 
and on this floor, the willing and earnest efforts of my colleagues and 
myself in their behalf. But no voice of any Louisiana Representative 
will be heard to-day in support of the institution whose privileges this 
bill so largely curtails. 

Who can justify or defend it? 

It takes from the many to benefit the few. 


It reaps its amplest 
harvests from among the poor. 


It swallows in its capacious maw the 
It drains sums, small in amount, but tremen- 
The retail 


dealer, the honest shopkeeper, in New Orleans especially, is the loser 


and wonders why the times are dull and money is so scarce. What 
wonder this is so when by its own avowal with every ticket sold and 


every prize paid out it only gives back a little more than 50 cents for 
| every dollar that it receives? It is an adept in the tempter’s art. 


Without the aid of temptation, the author and founder of so much 
crime, its occupation would be gone. Those intrusted by others with 


sums of money, large or small, are the easiest victims of its allure- 


ments, To many a home once happy its wiles have brought disgrace 
and desolation untold. 

This corporation, which by its daily drawings tempts to the taking 
of 25 cents from the daily market money, has a revenue many times 
ga than that received in taxation by the State government of 

uisians, 


Is it any wonder that such an institution, with such wealth and 
power, with its very existence sometimes dependent on the exercise of 
political control, should be a constant menace to good government and 
e liberty in Louisiana? And this institution, its calling out- 

wed by almost every State in the Union, masquerades under the garb 
of a disinterested charity and a magnificent philanthropy ! 

Harsh things, Mr. Speaker, have been said about Louisiana in this 
debate, assertions that might lead members of this House and the pub- 
lic to believe that the spirit of liberty, menaced as it has been, was 
crushed out in that State, and that corruption, engendered by this in- 
stitution, now reigned supreme in its stead. 

I deny, sir, that since the intelligence and patriotism of Louisiana 
obtained control of that State corruption has at any time generally pre- 
vailed. But, sir, whatever of corruption this institution has wrought 
during its existence, whatever of evil can justly be charged at its door, 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] should remember that it 
was an inheritance of the days of Republican reconstruction twenty- 
two years ago. That dreadful period left us many a wrong to right, 
many a burden toendure. We have already righted many of "these 
eee We have repealed the inſumous laws. We have curtailed the 
debt its plunder made, and, with prosperous days and increasi pu- 
lation, the debt can be borne and liquidated without great pto 
our people. But one wrong, equal if not greater than all the rest, our 
efforts up to now have failed to put an end to; the lottery company has 
survived them all, and through twenty-two years has clung to us with 
such tenacity as the Old Man of the Sea clung to Sinbad, in the Eastern 
tale. It could not be shaken off. 

A Democratic Legislature in 1879 repealedits charter. Asa matter 
of compromise, the terms of which have been shamelessly violated by 
the lottery company, it wasallowed to retain its charter until Decem- 
ber 31, 1893. One year after that by constitutional enactment all lot- 
teries in Louisiana were to be ever afterwards prohibited. The 
part ot our people looked of late years upon this question as one that 
would in a few years cease to exist. The wrong might be endured as 
its end was fast approaching and the constitutional limit of its exist- 
ence would soon be reached. 

The leader of the lottery stated 3 according to common re- 
port, that he was not an applicant for arenewal of the lottery charter. 

ut, as the time approached for this expiration, a change came over the 
determination of this leader and his friends. 

The golden stream was too abundant to its beneficiaries to allow its 
flow to be stopped. Into their coffers was pouring the wealth of > 
Their published schemes provided forasale of ticketsamounting y: $ 
if all were sold, to a gross sum greater in amount than that received 
taxation by the State governments of New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, 
and Illinois combined, greater than the revenues from taxation of twenty- 
eightother State governments that I could name, all put together. If its 
tickets were all sold the profits to the lottery company would amount to 
more than the total revenues from taxation of seventeen State govern- 
ments that I could name. With half its tickets sold the profits would 
amount to the revenues from taxation of thirteen State governments 
that I could name, all put together. 

No wonder that the corporation was averse to having this sort of 
thing stopped. What to them was such a little matter as a State con- 
stitution? A renewal of this charter must be had and the State con- 
stitution changed to suit. No wonder that they were willing to pay 
a large sum for a new franchise to last twenty-five years. Constan 
increasing offers were made as a price for the new franchise, until a 
sum was agreed on by them 3,000 per cent. greater than that paid for 
the present franchise! 

At the very time the Legislature met, to whom the lottery company 
had applied for the submission of a constitutional amendment grant- 
ing a new charter to be voted on by the people, the elements them- 
selves seemed to conspire to aid in having their request granted, A ` 
time of distress and danger came to thousands of our people living on 
the alluvial lands of the Mississippi River, a distress wrought by floods 
[looking in turn at different members] that came from your valleys in 
Western New York, and your mountains in Pennsylvania, and your 
quickly drained fieldsin Ohio and Illinois, and from your snowy peaks 
in Colorado, These floods swept away in many places the barriers that 
had been builtat so much cost and toil and made many a family home- 
less. To relieve this distress the lottery company poured out money 
with lavish if ostentatious liberality. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 

ired. 

. Mr. CHEADLE. Lask unanimons consent that the gentleman may 
be permitted to proceed. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Howlong? [Afterapause]. Ifthere 
be no objection the gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. WILKINSON. This distress came at an opportune time for 
their p It was a godsend to the lottery company. It wasa 
good time to be liberal. The good opinion of the people was needed 
and needed badly. It was a good time also to keep the right hand 


fully informed of what the left hand did and to spread abroad among 
the people the accounts of the noble benefactions of the lottery. 
And this was the opportunity which storm and desolation brought, 
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and this was what I meant when I said the very elements of nature 
came to their aid! 

The same institution that gave this relief promised, not only relief, 
but a prevention of this distress in the future, by giving magnificent 
sums to rebuild, enlarge, and maintain the levees, if their charter 
would only be renewed for twenty-five years! 

The distress was present, the danger was imminent on the one hand— 
relief was ready for the present, security for the future on the other, 
And this relief, this security, was to be given without a dollar in re- 
turn; ‘‘all this will I give’’ if only there be first submitted to, then 
adopted by, the people, a constitutional amendment inserting ‘‘an 
article on levees, schools, charities, pensions, drainage, and lotteries.’’ 

How philanthropic the objects of theamendment! How modest and 
unselfish that all these great public objects should be placed first and 
that about lotteries last of all on the list. 

And then the proposal, which I quote: 

Sue. 3. Be it further enacted, That at the next general election all electors who 
desire to vote forsaid amendment shall write or print upon their ballots the 
22 “For the levees, schools, ties, pensions, drainage, and lotteries 
amendment,” and all electors who desire to vote at said election against said 
amendment shall write or print upon their ballots the words, Against the 
levees, schools, charities, pensions, drainage, and lotteries amendment.“ 

This proposal to maké it appear that those who are opposed to lot- 
teries must also appear as voting against levees, schools, and char- 
ities’’—how cunningly devised! Suchingenuity is clearly patentable, 

For a franchise giving this company many million dollars yearly 
they had paid and were paying the modest sum of $40,000 yearly. 
But for a renewal of that franchise for twenty-five years on its expira- 
tion they were willing to give each year the magnificent sum of $1,250,- 
000. It is a big sum, but, large as it is, it is but a small part of their 
yearly profits. They can well afford to pay it- They can better far 
afford. to pay it than we ean to accept it. It has not been accepted = 
by the le of Louisiana, My solemn belief is that it never will be. 
If nothing were done by this Congress; if you were to continue to per- 
mit this Government to give that company the aid it now receives in 
the use of the mails; if Louisiana were left single-handed in this con- 
test; if the extension of its charter were to be two years hence settled 
by the vote of her people themselves, they would end its existence, for 
honor and manhood have not yet been crushed out in Louisiana, as some 
members of this House seem to believe. [ Applause. ] 

I was asked not long ago how it was that the lottery company had 
secured the votesof two-thirds of the Legislature to support the sub- 
mission to the people of a constitutional amendment prolonging their 
charter for twenty-five years. I was asked whether the Legislature of 
Louisiana had been so corrupt and venal that two-thirds of the whole 
number in both houses had been bought by the lottery company. I 
say unhesitatingly, Mr. Speaker, that such was not the case. I repel 
with indignation the unwarranted insinuation. 

I will endeavor now to account for and explain that vote. In the 
first place, Mr. Speaker, and I say it in no partisan spirit, as one of the 
factors which contributed to the general result, every solitary member 
of the Republican party in both the house and the senate voted for the 
submission of the amendment, On the other hand, every vote cast 
against this amendment in both the house and the senate was cast by 
a Democrat. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Among the Demo- 
cratic members who voted in favor of the amendment were men whom 
I have known and respected for years, as honorable and as worthy as any 
men upon this floor, who claimed it to be their duty, on a question so 
important, to have the judgment and the vote of the people whom they 
represented. I differed from them then, I differ now, but I find no 
word of bitterness for my tongue to utter against them or their ac- 
tion in this connection, 

There were others in that Legislature who thought that the benefits 
to be received were so great as to justify their favorable consideration 
of the submission of the proposed amendment. They thought that the 
levees could be rebuilt and made secure, education assisted; that the 
insane asylum, the charity hospital, the different orphan asylums, the 
maimed Confederate soldiers would secure a welcome aid; that taxes 
would be greatly lessened, distress relieved, and general prosperity 
made to smile upon the State. The suffering that was before their 
eyes, the relief that seemed so welcome and so near, hid, perhaps, as 
with a veil the calm contemplation of the issues involved. The eyes 
moistened at the sight of distress saw not perhaps the mailed hand of 
power that tendered the price. They saw that it would relieve dis- 
tress, but saw not at the same time that it might prove the price of a 
people’s liberties for a quarter of a century to come, 

To such as these I impute no wrong, For such as these and their 
motives I set not up myself as a judge. 

But all were not like them. A few, and but a few, can give no satis- 
factory explanation of their action. Would that I could, in the case 
of that few, explain in a manner honorable to them the sudden con- 
versions (or perversions), the sudden changes from one side to the 
other, from open hostility to justification and support of the proposed 
measure ! 

After passing the Legislature under such circumstances as I have al- 
— 5 ps governor of the State vetoed the act with its accompany- 

on. 


It is true that the advocates of the lottery claim that he had no 

* to veto the act, but on this question there are diverse opinions. 

f irs SPEAKER pro tempore. e time of the gentleman has ex- 
pl : 

Mr. WILKINSON. I ask for a few minutes more. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Task unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Louisiana be allowed to proceed for ten minutes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I move that he be allowed to extend his remarks 
2 the RECORD, There are a good many other gentlemen who desire 

speak, 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Oh, no; let him go on. 
information on this subject. 

Other MEMBERS, Go on; go on. 

Mr. PRICE. I trust that my colleague will be given time to finish 
his speech. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois that the gentleman from Louisiana be permit- 
ted to proceed for ten minutes longer? 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WILKINSON. _I thank the gentlemen for their courtesy. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I believe that the amendment of which I have 
spoken may never go to the peopleof the State of Louisiana for them to 
vote on. And I base my opinion not alone on the right of the governor 
to veto the legislation in the form in which it passed both houses, but on 
the fact that the amendment itself was not drawn as required by the 
constitution of the State. But if the proposed amendment to the 

ple at the next State election, I am as confident as I am that Istand 
ere this afternoon that it will be overwhelmingly defeated and that 
this blot will be removed from the fair name of my State, and the ex- 
istence of this and every other lottery barred by our constitution for- 
ever. [Applause. ] 

But that is some time off. The next State election is some time off. 
If the lottery company had been content to let their charter expire, as 
they had agreed to do, it is possible that I might not now be an advo- 
cate for placing these restrictions upon them, although I consider the 
constitutional right to do so is clear. I might not now be occupying 
the position of making an ig 5 8 to deny the right to use the mails 
to a corporation chartered by the State whose constitution I have 
sworn to defend. This constitution itself recognizes the evil which 
it legalized, and ordained that the present lottery, and all others that 
might be in its borders, should ata stated time meet their final doom 
and this constitution the lottery company by unhallowed means is and 
has been using every effort to subvert. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, a few brief words about the objections urged 
against this bill. It is said that under it the Government of the United 
States goes still further toward centralization, that it infringes upon cer- 
tain rights belonging to the States. If I felt this to be true, in how- 
ever slight a degree, Ishould vote against this bill. But, Mr. Speaker, 
this whole business—the regulation of the mails—is clearly within our 
province. The passage of this bill exercises to a full extent the legiti- 
mate powers of Con Wut does not usurp one jot or one whit of 
power beyond what belongs to it. Congress has the right tosay what 
shall be carried by mail and what shall not. It has frequently said 
what shall not. It has forbidden the use of the mails forthe sending of 
obscene books and pictures, and no one has questioned its right to do 80. 
Ithas said vegetables or fruits shall not goin the mails, that poisons or 
glass, that animals dead or alive, except queen bees“ properly 
secured, that packages beyond a certain weight, shall not be tra rted 
in that manner. It has exercised the right to limit or forbid the use 
of the mails on a number of occasions. e highest court in the land 
has ruled upon this point when Justice Field said in delivering the 
opinion of the court in the case of Fx parte Jackson (96 United States 
Supreme Court Reports): 

The power possessed by Congress embraces the lation of the entire postal 
system of the country. The right to designate what shall be carried neces- 
sarily involves the right to determine what shall be excluded. 

It is said also that this isa blow at the freedom of the press, which, 
with freedom of speech, Congress is forbidden by the first amendment 
to the Constitution to make any abridgment of. 

Sir, if this is a blow against the freedom of the press itis such a blow 
as the State of New York has struck where lottery advertisements are 
forbidden in the newspapers It is such a blow as other States in this 
Union have struck who have done likewise, but I have never yet heard 
it has there been considered a blow at the freedom of the press. The 
freedom of the press, as I understand it, consists in the right of the edi- 
tors of the newspapers to freely express their views on public questions 
without let or hinderance by those in authority. It means to forbid 
that censorship of the press once so peer in European countries 
and still common in those countries, but this matter of advertisements 
seems to me to be a different affair. I hold in my hand as good a pa- 
per, as well supplied with news, as interesting a paper to read, perhaps, 
as any in the United States, a paper which is published ina State where 
lottery advertisements are forbidden and where no newspaper dares to 
print one, and it seems to thrive and prosper and makes no complaint 
that its rights have been interfered with. 
¢ But Ihave heard it charged that this bill goes into the domain of 


Weare getting valuable 
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the police power of the States; that when the right was given to Con- 
gress by the States to establish post-offices and post-roads it was never 
dreamt that this power would be extended to regulate the morals of 
the le. n - 

Bur Is this the only reason—that lotteries are immoral—why this 
bill receives its support? Arethere not many other reasons? 

Some of you gentlemen may support this bill solely on the ground 
of the suppression of immorality, Others may support the bill because 
the lotteries take money from their States and leave so little in return. 
I may support this bill, among many reasons, chiefly because a lottery 

| corporation, intrenched behind a new lease of life, might have such 
power in a State as almost to supersede the powers of the State itself, 
and be able to dictate at its will or from its necessities who shall pos- 
sess honors, emoluments, or liberty itself. Rid of one era of slavery, I 
have no desire to see another. £ t 
Mr. Speaker, the members of this House have been so patient with 
| me and so generous in the repeated extensions of my time that for a 
few moments only will I further trespass upon their patience. This 
bill may be extreme, but it is constitutional. It infringes upon no 
right the State or the citizen has under the Constitution. It provides 
‘for the breaking of no seal, and any postmaster or postal employé who 
does so, does so at his peril. The express companiescan still carry the 
tickets and tempting circulars which the bill bars out of the mails, 
but even this privilege may not last indefinitely. 

My position in this matter, Mr. S er, is taken deliberately. I 
shall vote for this bill as amended, [Applause.] 

Mr, EVANS rose.“ 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have the amendment which 
I offered pending when the time arrives for a vote, and I ask the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Evans] to let it be submitted so that it 
may be pending. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, let the amendment be read, so that 
we may know what we are doing. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I also want to offer an amendment, in 
order to have it pending when the time comes to vote. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will again report the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Arkansas. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section 3 the following words: 4 

“ But the Postmaster-General shall not be precluded from ascertaining the 
existence of such agency in any other legal way.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the amendment 
of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN]. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

In line 25, of section 3, strike out the word acknowledgment” and insert 
prima facie evidence.“ 

Mr. BURTON. That amendment has been already adopted. 

ThesPEAKER pro tempore. A similar amendment which was adopted 
related to section 2. 

Mr. BURTON. I presume, then, this amendment is designed to make 
the third section correspond with the seeond. I suppose there can be 
no objection. 

Mr. CRAIN. The Clerk has not read the amendment on which I de- 
sire the action of the House. The amendment just read was adopted, 
as I understand, by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the amend- 
ment was not adopted. 

Mr. CRAIN, Then I ask unanimous consent that it be adopted now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let it be considered as pending; I can not 
agree that it be adopted by unanimous consent, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
VENOB] objects. 
Mr. CRAIN. If the gentleman from Ohio understood this matter 


he would not object. The same amendment was adopted on motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUCKALEW] to section two. 
This amendment simply makes section three conform to that. 

Mr. EVANS obtained the floor. 

Mr. CRAIN. I would like to have the Clerk read my other amend- 
ment, that it may be considered as pending. 

Several MEMBERS, order, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The lar order is demanded. The 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. EvANs] will proceed. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, the subject under consideration, House 
bill No, 11569, reported favorably by the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, being a substitute for House bills Nos. 177, 241, 242, 3321, 
and 8987, referred to that committee, on which I have the honor to 
serve, is one that demands from the members of this body the most 
careful and considerate attention. 

The bill before us proposes to so amend sections 3894, 3929, and 4041, 
Revised Statutes, as to prohibit the use of the mails for the purpose of 
in any way distributing advertisements or advertising matter pertain- 
ing to lotteries, gift enterprises, or schemes to obtain money or prop- 


erty by games of chance; in fact, to prohibit the use of the mails for 
the purpose of carrying on a correspondence with any lottery or any 
lottery with the patrons thereof, 


This bill seeks to suppress that species of gambling which is carried 
on pte the agency or instrumentality of lotteries.- Sections 3894, 
3929, 4041 of the Revised Statutes refer only to ‘‘illegal’’ or 
‘* fraudulent ” lotteries, It is not my purpose to discuss the constitu- 
tional questions involved, if there be any, but my confidence in the 
wisdom of the Supreme Court is such that I am quite satisfied to allow 


that body to deal with this question. I shall confine my remarks 
briefly to existing facts. The Louisiana State Lottery claims that it is 
not an illegal lottery, as it exists under the constitution and laws 
of that State, and that it is not a ‘‘fraudulent”’ lottery or scheme de- 
vised and intended to deceive and defraud the public for the purpose 
of obtaining money under false pretenses, and so far the Government 
has failed to successfully prosecute a case against this company, al- 
though it is quite evident that Congress intended to confer upon the 
Postmaster-General authority to stamp out and suppress all lotteries, 
and each and every State, with the exception of Louisiana, has co- 
operated with the Postmaster-General, and every State, aside from 
Louisiana, hassuppressed this class of gambling so far as possible within 
its limits; and now comes up a demand, an appeal, that has been 
ofttimes repeated, for protection by the National Government. 

The States in theirsovereign capacity have tried to protect themselves 
and their citizens from this immoral monster by provisions in their re- 
spective constitutions and by legislative enactment, but the United 
States mails will not permit them to doso. The States prohibit by law 
their own newspapers from advertising any lotteries or the drawings of 
any lotteries. The States have, in every way possible, endeavored to 
quarantine against this pestilence, and yet the United States persists in 
disregarding the wishes of the States, as expressed in their respective 
constitutions and laws, by delivering through its mails advertisements 
for the sale of lottery tickets, into the States and into the homes of the 
people, thereby corrupting the youth and swindling and robbing the 
people, 

The Louisiana lottery has twelve regular drawings each year, ten 
monthlies and two known as semi-annual. 


Each regular monthly drawing: 


100,000 tickets, at 520 t--- $2, 000, 000 
ANA DUCES cb hana t on T EA A E I a + 054, 800 
ENONG TOONS Fn on oe hee th ns eee ee ee ne 945, 200 
Profits of ten regular drawings each yea 9, 452, 000 
Each semi-annual drawing: 
100,000 tickets, at $40 each- ----------=---------- 4, 000, 000 
Birr! et hace sea 3 2, 109, 600 
Profit each semi-annual drawing 1, 890, 400 
Profits yearly on semi-annual drawings 3, 780, 800 
Profit orf ten monthly drawings 9, 452, 000 
Profit on two semi-annual drawings 3, 780, 800 
Total annual profits 3 13, 232, 800 


This is the estimated clear profit of the company annually, as the 
daily drawings held are expected to, and undoubtedly do, pay all the 
expenses of the company. 

The daily drawings held each day at 4 p. m. are even more perni- _ 
cious in their effects than the regular lottery drawings, The mode of 
conducting these is, briefly, as follows: 

Seventy-eight numbers, from 1 to 78, are placed in a wheel, each 
number inclosed in atube. Out of this number thirteen are drawn by 
a blindfolded boy, and the numbers are entered on a blackboard in the 
order in which drawn. The tickets for this drawing are sold at 25 
cents each for one-fourth ticket, and the purchaser is permitted to se- 
lect and have entered upon the ticket when purchased any three of the 
numbers from 1 to 78. If the first three numbers drawn from the wheel 
correspond with the three numbers on the ticket, and are drawn in 
the order in which they appear on the ticket, a prize of $6,000 is paid 
(something that has never yet happened in the history of the compan 
and would not likely happen if conducted for the next hundred ne 
If, however, of the thirteen numbers drawn out of the wheel of 
them happen to correspond with the three numbers on your ticket, a 
prize of about $36 is given. By paying an extra 25 cents on a ticket 
you can put what is called a gig and saddle on it, and then in the 
event that two of the numbers on your ticket correspond with any two 
of the thirteen numbers drawn from the wheel, a prize of $2.45 is paid, 
There are sundry other ways of betting on this scheme, but these are 
the most common because the most simple. h 

By a mathematical calculation it is found that the chance to win a 
capital prize is one in 67,525, and when you win it you only get 
$4,275.40 for $1, as against $15,000 for $1 in the monthly, with a 
chance of 1 in 100,000. 

The chance to win a prize of $4.25 is 1 in 1,237, 

The chance to win $1.70 is as 1 to 19. 

Take, for instance, the ‘‘washerwoman’s gig ’?—4-11-44—the chance 
that these three, or any other three numbers, will, in any order, be the 
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first three numbers out of the thirteen taken from the wheel. Five 

days in the week is the continued product of the numbers 78, 77, 76, 

divided by 6, which is 76,076, so that 1 in 76,076 is the chance to win. 

In other words, if one saoul piar his gig every day for 253 years, 

the mathematical chances are that it would come out once, and after 

re e one would, if it did come, receive the munificent 
of 5100. 


If you bet that any partieular number will be one of the thirteen 
drawn, your chance to win is 1 in 6, and if you do win you are paid 4 


1, 

Compare these figures with those of the roulette table. Your chance 
to win there is 1 in 31; if you do win you are paid 27 for 1. The pro- 
fessional gambler, who is denounced by the law, indicted by grand juries, 
and hunted by the police as a species of thief, is satisfied with a per- 
centage in his favor of 12 per cent. This gigantic corporation turns its 
wheel daily for the unnumbered multitude who may bet at its game. 
The smallest percentage it permits itself to take is 22per cent. On 
the most of its game its percentage is from 33 to 41 per cent., and on 
part of its game incalculable. 

This is the real skin-game annex to the Louisiana State Lottery, and 
poor servant girls, children, boot-blacks, draymen, hackmen, in fact 
men of high and low degree by the thousands, patronize this scheme. 
Agents are located at convenient places all over the city where their 
tickets are sold and at which places prizes arè paid on presentation of 
winning tickets. One hundred and twenty agents, estimated average 
receipts of each from $50 to $60 per day. 

About $10,000 worth of postage-stamps and stamped envelopes are 

monthly by the lottery company. This represents 500,000 
ters they mail monthly, or 6,000,000 annually, each one of which 
is a violation of law. 

In addition to this the lottery company secures cheap (especially 
sporting) newspa to publish their advertisements and send out 
tons of them to all parts of the United States on pound rates as sam- 

e copies. 
aa recently the Spirit of the South, a cheap local sporting paper 
of limited circulation, sent out in one week 4,947 pounds of sample 
copies, representing about 50,000 copies of the paper. On examination 
it was found that the paper, in addition to the regular advertisement, 
contained several columns of local advertisements of the lottery com- 

y. The postage paid upon this 2} tons of papers, representing 50,- 
500 pieces of mail matter, is but $49.47. 

To send a lottery circular through the mails under existing statutes 
is unlawful, yet that circular in many cases is exactly the same as the 
advertisements contained in the newspapers. To send through the 
mails sealed circulars costs 2 cents per ounce. Newspapers and peri- 
odicals from regular publishers cost but 1 cent per pound. 

To have mailed 50,000 circulars instead of the 50,000 copies of the 
Spirit of the South before alluded to, and which contained the same 
matter, would have cost $1,000 for postage, instead of $49.47. It is 
made not only lawful to publish the circulars in newspapers, but much 
cheaper. 

Sian by the success of the Louisiana lottery, foreign lottery 


companies are now advertising in hundreds of the American papers and 


are building up quite a business, and establishing agencies in all the 
leading cities of this country. 

I find advertised in the Washington daily papers the Louisiana State 
Lottery, Grand Lottery of Juarez (Mexico), Lottery of Mexican Na- 
tional Government, and I find there the name of that former distin- 
guished soldier, diplomat, and statesman, John S. Mosby, as commis- 
sioner of the Juarez lottery. 

Your attention is invited to the fact that the great financial system 
of this nation, through its agents, four national banks of New Orleans, 
stands as sponsor or indorser of the Louisiana State Lottery. 

I find nothing in the act creating the national-banking system, de- 
fining the duties or prescribing the powers of the same, that authorizes 
national banks, or in the course of business justifies them, to engage 
in any such ips. 

I find, too, among the cards published in a New Orleans paper cer- 

~tain national banks (one in the Lone Star State, another in the new- 


born State ing the name of the Father of this Country) advertised 
as among those drawing prizes in the Louisiana State Lottery, July 
15, 1890. 


5, 

Is it possible that members of this great national-banking system, 
a financial system that is the pride of the nation, should lend their 
names and credit to encourage and stimulate illegitimate schemes like 
lotteries for obtaining money ? 

Is it surprising that Canada has secured such a large number of our 
bank presidents and cashiers? It becomes the nation’s disgrace—its 
accredited agents, national banks, the custodians of the people’s say- 
ings, participating in a scheme for obtaining money that is i 
by the intelligence of the world as 8 illegal, fraudulent, 
and the most disgraceful species of gambling. 


A CARD. 

$100,000, ] New ORLEANS, July 23, 1890. 
The undersigned certifies that he held for collection, for account of Pacific 
National Bank, Tacoma, Wash., one-twentieth of ticket No. 3270, single num- 


Aveust 16, 
ber, Class G, in the Louisiana State Lottery, which drew the second ital 
prize of $100,000, on Tuesday, July 15, 1890, and that the amount 9 
paid by a on New Orleans National Bank on presentation of the ticket 
at the o of the company. 


A. J. DRYSDALE, 
« Runner New Orleans National Bank, New Orleans, La, 


A CARD, 
$50,000.] New ORLEANS, July 23, 1890. 
The undersigned certifies that he held for collection, for account of First Na- 
tional Bank, Waco, Tex., one-twentieth of ticket No. 26747, ie number, 


si 
Class G, in the Louisiana State Lottery, which drew the third capital prize of 
$50,000, on Tuesday, July 15, 1890, and that the amount was promptly paid on 
presentation of the ticket at the office of the company. 
CHAS. SANTANA, 
Note Clerk Lowisiana National Bank. 
EXHIBIT SHOWING CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS or THE RE- 

SPECTIVE STATES RELATING TO LOTTERIES, AGENCIES FOR SAME, AND SALE 

ov Tickers, 

ALABAMA, 
Constitutional provisions, 

The General Assembly shall baye no power to authorize lotteries or giñ en- 
terprises for any purpose, and shall pass laws to prohibit the sale of lottery or 
gift-enterprise tickets in any scheme in the nature of a lottery in this ; and 
all acts or parts of acts heretofore by the General Assembly of this State 
authorizing a lottery or lotteries, and all acts amendatory thereof or supple- 
mental thereto, are hereby avoided.” Adopted 1875. (Art. 4, sec. 26.) 


Statutory provisions. 

Any person who sets up or carries on a lottery, liable to a fine of not less than 
$100 nor more than $2,000, (Rev. Stat., 1876, see. 4445.) 

Person who sells or acts as agent for the sale of lottery tickets, liable to a fine 
of not less than $1,000 nor more than $2,000. (Rev. Stat., 1876, sec, 4446.) 

ARKANSAS, 
Constitulional provision, 

The General Assembly shall not anthorize any lottery, and shall prohibit the 
sale of lottery tickets.“ (Art.5, sec. 41.) 

Statulory provisions. 

5 keeping an office for the sale of lottery tickets, liable to a fine not 
less $50 nor more than 8800, with costs of prosecution. (Sec. 1, ion Laws 
of Arkansas, 1874-75, p. 159.) E 

Any person selling lottery tickets, guilty of a misdemeanor and liable to a 
fine of not less than $30, nor more t $500, and shall stand co) to jail 
until costs and fine paid. (Sec. 2, session laws of Arkansas, 1874-78, p. 159.) 

CALIFORNIA, 
Constitutional provision, 

“The Legislature shall hayo no power to authorize lotteries or gift enterprises 
for any purpose, and shall pass laws to prohibit the sale in this of lotter; 
or gift-enterprise tickets, or tickets in any scheme in the nature of a lottery,” 
(Art. 14, sec. 26. Adopted, 1879.) 

Statutory provisions. 

Lottery defined. (Rev. Stat., 13, p. 319.) 

Any person who sets up or draws a lottery, guilty ofa misdemeanor. (Rev. 
Stat., 1576, sec. 1332.) 

Any person who sells or gives, or in any way transfers lottery tickets, guilty 
ofa misdemeanor. (Rev. Stat., 1876, sec, 13321. 

Any person siding or assisting a lottery, either by printing, writing, adver- 
5 publishing, or otherwise, guilty of a misdemeanor. (Rev. Stat., 1878, sec. 

) 

Any person who sets up or keeps any office or other place for the sale or 
istry of tickets, or who, by printing, writing, or otherwise, advertises or pu 
lishes the setting up or opening or running of any such offices, is guilty of a 
misdemeanor. (Rev. Stat., sec. 13323.) 

Property offered for sale by means of lottery drawing forfeited. (Rev. Stat., 
sec. 


Issuing of lottery tickets a misdemeanor. (Rev. Stat., sec. 13324.) 
; 3 u building fur lottery purposes a misdemeanor, (Rev. Stat., sec. 
COLORADO. 


Constitutional provision. 
“The General Assembly shall have no power to authorize lotteries or gift en- 
terprises for Say pl | and shall pass laws to prohibit the sale of lottery or 
gift-enterprise ets in this State.“ (Art. 18, sec, 2.) 


Statutory provisions. 

Any person engaging in or promoting a lottery liable to a fine not less than 

* imprisonment in jail not less than thirty days. (Seo. I. acts of 1881, p. 
‘ 

Any person who opens, carries on, or promotes lottery or other gana of 
chance liable to a penalty of not less than $100 or ä not less than 
sixty days. (Sec. 2. acts of 1881, p. 178.) 

Any person advertising a lottery liable toa fine not exceeding $100 or im- 
prisonment in jail not less than sixty days, or both. (See. 3. Id.) 

Owner of newspaper who publishes any advertisement of a lottery liable toa 
fine of not less than $1,000. (Seo.(?)—Jd.) 

Selling of tickets probibited under penalty of fine not exceeding $100 or im- 
prisonment not exceeding sixty days, or both, X 

CONNECTICUT. 
Statutory provisions. 

Lotteries prohibited, and any person carrying on same liable to a fine of not less 
than $20 nor more than $100, or imprisonment not more than one year or less 
than sixty days. (Sec, 4, Rev. Stat., 1875, p. 616, 

Sale of lottery tickets prohibited under a penalty of not more than $300 nor Jess 
ae = 25 imprisonment not less than three months nor more than one year. 
(Sec, 5, Id. 

Persons drawing a lottery liable toa fine of not more than $300 or imprison- 
ment not more than ninety days, or both. 


DELAWARE. 
— Statutory provision. 
All lotteries save those authorized by State authority prohibited. (Rev. Stat. 
1574, 254, 255.) 
FLORIDA. 
Constitutional provision. 
“Lotteries are hereby prohibited in this State.“ (Art. 4, Seo, 20.) “ 


1890. 
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Statutory provisions. 
Whover advertises any lottery ticket or any share in such ticket oben sale by 


.. ſor * ne be pe by fine not 
Mee Bir A up paatos punishable by fine not 3 $2,000. (Sec. I, 
Ga sion leasing buil building for lottery purposes punishable by fine not exceed- 
ae oflottery — prohibited under a penalty of not exceeding $2,000, (See. 


GEORGIA. = 
Constitutional provision. 

All lotteries and the sale of lottery tickets are hereby ee and this pro- 

hibition shall be enforced by penal laws. (Art. I, seo. 
Statutory prayisions. 

Sale of lottery tickets prohibited under a penalty of not less than $100 nor more 
than $500; second offense not exceedi ng $1,000 or imprisonment in county jail 
six months, or both. (Rev. Stat., 1882. Sc. 4549.) 

Carrying on of lotte prohibited, Rev. Stat., 1882, sec. 4549.) 

Turning oflottery wheel prohibited. (Rev. Stat., 4549.) 

Violation two preceding sections punished by fine not less than $500 nor more 

$1,000, or imprisonment not more than one year. (Rev. Stat., 4549, Id.) 
IDAHO, 
(Constitutional provisions.) 


ILLINOIS, 
Lonstitutional provisions, 
“The General Assembly Shall have no power to authorize lotteries or gift 
rises for any ni eg and shall pass laws to Sn the sale of lottery 
or . this State.“ (Art. 3, sec. 27.) 
Slatutory provisions. 
Persons setting up or disposing of property by means of a lottery, liable to a 
fine of not more ian 82,000. (Sec. 180, Rev. Stat., 1880, p. 383.) 
Person permitting a lottcry to be carried on on his 2 liable to fine 


not exceeding $2, (Sec. 181, Id.) 
Sale of otters tickets prohibitea, under penalty of not exceeding $2,009, 


Sec. 182, 
ater advertisement prohibited, under penalty not exceeding $100. (Sec, 
onan offense, fine of $100 and imprisonment not exceeding one year. (Sec. 
181, Id, 
All “property drawn or offered as prize in lottery forfeited to State. (Sec. 
„ Id.) 


INDIAN A. 


Constitutional provision. 
No lottery shall be authorized nor shall the sale of lottery tickets be al- 


lowed.“ (Art. 15, sec. S.) 
Statutory provisions. 


Persons selling lottery tickets or acting as agent for lo subject to fine of 
not more than $500 nor less 2 $10. (Seo. 2077, Rev. S reg Mog: 

“Whoever writes, prints, advertises,or publishes in any sine an account of 
any lottery,” etc., punished by fine not exceeding $500 nor less than $10, 


IOWA. 
Constitutional provision. 
“No lottery shall be authorized Bi this State, nor shall on sale of lottery 
tickets be allowed.“ (Art. 3, sec, 28.) 
Statutory provision. 
vertising forsale lottery tickets punishable by im 

— thiniy 8 fine not pe feos res 3100. or both. imprizonmen mace 
Bec. 

KANSAS, 


Constitutional provision, 

“Lotteries and the sale of lottery tickets are forever prohibited.” (Art. 15, 
sec. 3.) 

This State has no statute, 

KENTUCKY. 
Siatutory provisions. 
Any person ee up, promoting, or carrying on lottery liable toa fine of 

trom $ to $10,000. (Gen. Stat., chap. 29, sec. 1. 


Artists may dispose of their pictures by —.— or lot. 
3 La or vending lottery tickets subject to fine of from $100 to 

000, (Sec. 

perona tting house to be used for lottery purposes liable to like penalty. 


Advertising of lottery tickets prohibited under like penalty. (Sec. 5, Id.) 

Court of appeals has sustained prohibitory legislation. See Miller vs. Com., 
13 Bush, 731; Com, vs. Bel), 18 Bush, 345; Com. rs. City of Frankfort, 13 Bush, 
185, 


LOUISIANA. 
Constitutional provisions—Constitutional recognition of lotteries. 


General Assembly authorized to grant lottery charters provided each charter 
pay $10,000 per annum to the State, 

“And provided further, Tliat all charters shall cease and expire on the Ist day 
of January, 15%, from which time all lotteriesare prohibited in this State. 

Charter of “ Louisiana State Lottery” recognized as binding contract with 
State, gh ae company surrenders monopoly clause of its charter, (Const., 
1879, art. 167. 


* 2, Id.) 


MAINE. 
Slalufory provisions. 


Every lottery scheme or device of chance prohibited and declared a nui- 
Sauce 

“And whoever is concerned therein, directly or indirectly, by, making, ad- 
vertising, purchasing, receiving, selling, oflering for sale,“ ete., any lottery, 
ticket or therein, by printing, publishing, or circulating the same, or any 
handbill, advertisement, or notice thereof, or by knowingly suffering the same 
to be published i in any newsp sper or periodica under his charge, or any cover 


of paper attached thereto, shall be punished by fine not Jess than $100 nor more. 


than 31,000." (Rev. Stat., sec. 3, p. $65.) 
cenit payments an may, byi injunction, restrain lottery. (Sec. 4, Id.) 
N and securities for lotteries vold, and may be recovered back. 


Sn of above statute made applicable to all schemes of chance of every 
kind at fairs seh vied gatherings, whether for benefit of churches, benevolent 
7 institutions, or er wise. (Sess. of 1877, chap. 176, p. 131.) 


MARYLAND, 
Constitutional provisions. 
oe reed shall hereafter be authorized by the General Assembly. (Art. 3, 
sec, 
Statulory provisions, 
naaa g of lottery and sale of lottery tickets prohibited, (Sec. 159, Rev. Code, 


5 for violating above section, fine not less than $200 nor more than 5 
11 imprisonment not less than three nor more than twelve months. (Seo. 


In addition to above penalty, 4 son who gives money for ticket may recover 
from person who sold same $50 for each ticket sold. (Sec. 162, Id, 
Person keeping house for lottery purposes liable to penalty of $1,000. (Sec. 


163, Id.) 
8 be used for sale of lottery tickets liable to pen - 


r 


Owner who permits 
alty of $1,000. (Sec. 164, Id.) X 

ETA bringing lottery tickets into State for sale liable to a penalty of $1,000. 

“Ifany well shall by pene: writing, or in any other way publish an ac- 
count of any 2 205 " etc., subject to a fine of $1,000, or imprisonment for sixty 


ys. (Sec. 166, 
Insu ng I lottery tickets punishable by fine not less than $100 nor exceeding 
$1,000, or imprisonment not less than three months or more than six — 8. 
or both, (See. 167, Id.) = 
Contracts in aid of lotteries void. (Sec. 168, Id.) 
Second offense under p: nment in peni- 


tentiary not less than two nor more than fi 


ing sections apply to all lotteries, both in and out of State, 170, 143 
Courts to give previous sections of statute construction. 170, Id. 
MASSACHUSETTS, P ° 


8 Prodat ; 
Any person setting u; e , liable to a fine not excceding 

$2,000. (Sec. 1, Pub. Btat., 1582, ch. 1178. ' 
Persons ee s building to 1 aa for lottery, punished by fine not ex- 

ceeding $2,000. 2 2. Id.) 

3 y person ling lottery tickets, subject to a fine not exceeding $2,000, (Sec, 
Second offense violating above statute, in addition to fine, shall be imprisoned 

not exceeding 8 (See. 4. Id.) 
Advertisement of tickets prohibited under a penalty not exceeding $100. (Sec, 


5, Id.) y ʻ 
Making or or ronding fictitious lottery tickets, punished by imprisonment not 7 
exceeding ears. (Sec.6, Id.) 
Prizes fn ote . by fine ast o R A E 
fore ne not e: 
Sellin j — lottery tickets, punished by fine not exceeding 92.000. 2 
MICHIGAN, i 
Constitutional provisions. 
lature shalt not authorize any lottery nor permit the sale af lottery >> S 
2 Art. 4, sec. 27. 
Statutory provisions. 
Persons setting up or promo liable toa fine not exceed 000 or im- 
88 not . 3 (Sec. 9331, Howell's Ann. — 1882, p. 


7.) 
aihe of tickets punished by fine not more than $2,000 or imprisonment not 
more than one year. H. 


Second offense punished by imprisonmentin veneer not more than three . 
years or county not more than one year, —— Se ) — a 
Advertising of lottery tickets prohibited under penalty not exceeding $100. 
MINNESOTA. > 


Constitutional provisions. S 
e Legislature shall never authorize any lottery or the sale of lottery tickets, 


ae 4. sec. 31.) ss 
Statutory provisions. 
Persons who set up or promote a lottery liable to Hye pe pg county 
VF month. (Sec. 1, ch. oa Bev. Sina Ise m 
N . tickets punished by fine not exceeding $500 nor less than 
9 of tickets punished by fine not exceeding $100. 
MISSOURI. 
Slatutory provisions. 2 


Lotteries prohibited, and persons carrying on same guilty of misdemeanor. ` 
(Seo. 1561, Rex. Stat. 1879, p. 272.) 8 
Persons selling tickets or advertising lotteries liable to a fine not exceeding 
$1,000. (See. 1567, Id.) 
MISSISSIPPI. 
Constitutional provision. 
“The Legislature shall never authorize any lottery, nor shall the sale of an: 
lottery tickets be allowed, nor shall any lottery heretofore suthorized be rd > 
mitted to be drawn or tickets therein to be gold: (arth, bes. 15.) 2 2 
Statutory provision. 
Any person who sells or acts as agent for lottery tickets or keeps a place for 
sale ot tickets, liable to a fine not exceeding 8 imprisonment not exceed- 
ing one year. (Rev. Stat. 1880, sec. 2879, p. 774. 
MONTANA, 8 
Constitutional provision, 
“The Legislative Assembly shall have no power to authorize lotteries or gift 
enter, 7 I for any purpose, and shall pass laws to 8 the sale of lottery 
or gift-enterprise tickets in the State.“ (Art. 19, sec. 2.) ; 
NEBRASKA. 
Constitutional provision. 
ae Sedat cay pete en eee ee T, or en- 
terprise, under any pretense or for any purpose whatever.“ prone oka > 
Statulory provisions. 
Person who sets or promotes a 3 to n fine of not exceeding $500, 


(Sec. 140 Annotated Stats. 1881. p. 
FCC for lottery, punished by fine not exceeding 


$500 or imprisonment not 1 six aoei t-a — a 141, EN x 
$100. (Sec. 142, Id.) es N z 
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NEVADA. 


Constitutional provision. 
“No lottery shall be authorized by this State, nor shall the sale of lottery 


tickets be allowed.” (Art. 4, sec. 24.) 
Lotteries, and the sale of lottery tickets, prohibited under a penalty not ex- 
six months, (Com. L, 1873, secs. 


— $500 or imprisonment not ex 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


2495 to 2502, inclusive.) 
Statutory provisions, 

Person setting up or offering to dis of property by means oflottery liable 
toa fine not — — $500, [Sec. 1, Geni Laws, 1876, p. 614.) 

Person who sells or offers for sale lottery tickets or prints or publishes any 
account of Jottery, a by s fine not exceeding $100, (Sec. 2, Id. 

Person mailing letters or circulars concerning lottery for delivery in this 
State liable to a fine of $100. (Sec. 3, = 

An indictment under P on utes? section not yanga dese rove who is the 
owner of property to be wn or who draws lottery. (Sec. 47 


NEW JERSEY. 
Statutory provisions. 
we lotteries declared common and public nuisance. (Sec. 51, Rev, Stat. 77, p. 


Persons opening or drawing a lottery liable to penalty of $2,000, one-half to 
Bec. & Id., p. 459.) 


informer. . 459. 
Sales and tra property in pursuance of lottery void. (Sec. 9, Id.) 
Persons selling lottery tickets liable to a penalty of not exceeding $100 or im- 


prisonment at hard labor not exceeding one year, or both, (Sec. 52, Id., p. 236.) 
Insuring for or against lottery tickets punished 8 notexceeding $100, or 
imprisonment not exceeding one year, or both. (Sec. 53, Id., p. 236.) 
Constitutional provision, 
No lottery shall be authorized by this State, and no ticket in any lottery not 


authorized a law of this State shall be bought or sold within this State.” 
(Art. 4, see. 2. 
NEW YORK, 
Constitutional provision, 


“Nor shall goa A hereafter be authorized or 10 sale of lottery tickets 
allowed within State.” (Const. 1846, Art. 1, sec. 10, 


Statutory provisions. 
All lotteries common and public nuisance, (Sec. 26, Rev. Stat. (7th Add.), vol. 
967. 


1967. 

‘2 setting up lottery liable to a fine equal to whole amount involved in 
such lottery, if that can not be ascertained, $2,500 or imprisonment not ex- 
ceeding two years, or both, (Seo, 27, Id.) 

Advertisement of lotteries prohibited under a 8 not exceeding $150, or 
imprisonment not year tg of hree months. (Sec, 28, Id., 1968.) 

‘ersons selling tickets liable to a fine of not exceeding $500 or imprisonment 

not exceeding one year, or both. (Sec. 29, Id.) 

Selling or offering to sell property by means of lottery punishable by fine 
not exceeding $500, or imprisonment not exceeding one year, ¢ „30, Id.) 

Property offered for sale by means of lottery forfeited. (Sec. I. Jd.) 

Persons purchasing tickets may recover double amount paid for same. (Sec. 


Id. 
ay eon AE tickets prohibited by section 27, punished by fine not exceeding 
90,000, (?) or imprisonment not exceeding one year. (Seo. 36, Jd.) 
The above provisions of the Revised Statutes are taken from the act of 1827, 
$27, and except from the operation of the statute lotteries authorized b; 
he law of the State. The clause in the Constitution of 1840, above noted, slim. 
nates all the exceptions from the statute. (See Fay's Dig. Laws of N. V., vol. 8, 
. 192.) 
x NORTH CAROLINA, 


Statutory provision. 


Persons who set up or mote or offer property for sale by means of lottery 
liable to a fine not ex: ing $2,000 or imprisonment not exceeding six months, 
(See. 1047, Code of 1881.) 

Persons selling tlokets or 1 as agent of lottery to be drawn in or out of 
State liable to penalty provided in preceding section, (Sec. 1048, Id.) 


NORTH DAKOTA, 
(No constitutional provision). 
~ onto. 


Const itulional provision. 


“Lotteries and the sale of lottery tickets for any N whatever shall for- 
ever be prohibited in this State.” (Const. 1851, art. 15, sec. 6.) 


Statutory provisions, 
“Whoever writes, prints, or publishes in a 
tery, etc., punished by fine not more than $100.’ 
Selling of lottery tickets punished by fine not more than $500 or imprison- 
ment not more than six months, or (See. 6930, Id.) 
Opening, 41 eee or acting as agent for lottery punished by fine not more 


„ 


way an account of any lot- 
(Sec, 6929, Rev. Stat., 1880.) 


than $500 nor less $50, or by imprisonment not more than ninety nor less 
than ten days. (Sec. 6931, Id.) 
- OREGON. 
Constitutional provisions, 


* Lotteries and the sale of lottery tickets for any gd gtd whatever are pro- 
hibited, and the Legislative Assembly shall prevent the same by penal laws.” 
(Art. 15, sec, 4.) 

Statutory provisions. 


Persons setting up or promoting a lottery liable to imprisonment in peniten- 
tiary not less than six months nor more than one year, or in any county jail not 
less than three months nor more than one year, or by tine not more than $1,000 
nor less than 8100. (Sec, 659. Rev. Laws, 1872, page 435. 

Selling lottery tickets punished oy fine not less than $50 nor more than $500, 
or by a7. 6853 88 145 county jail not less than three months nor more than 
one . j 

A per eea frre tickets punished N in county jail not 
Jess than one month nor more than six mon or by fine not less than nor 
more than $200, (Sec. 661, Id.) 

Selling of false and fictitious lottery tickets f egy ee by imprisonment in 
penitent not less than one year nor more three years. (Seo, 662, Id.) 
Second conviction for violating sections 659 and 660; penalty, im nt 
in penitentiary not more than three nor less than one year, Id.) 


PENNSYLVANIA, 


Statulory provisions, 

All lotteries declared to be a public nuisance and all transfers of property in 
pursuance of any lottery void. (Sec. 81, Brightly and P.'s Dig., vol. 1, 8513 

Setting up a lottery punished by fine not exceeding $1,000 and imprisonment 
in solitary confinement at hard labor not exceeding one year. (See. 82, Id.) 

Any person who sells or exposes to sale or advertises for sale lottery tickets 
shall be sentenced to imprisonment at hard labor not exceeding two years, and 
to pay a fine not exceeding $1,000. 

RHODE ISLAND, 


Constitutional provisions, 


** All lotteries shall hereafter be prohibited in this State except those already 
authorized by the General Assembly.” (Art. 4, see, 12.) 


Statutory provisions, 


Persons setting up, promoting, or carrying on a lottery guilty of a misde- 
mennor, and liable to imprisonment not exceeding two years or fine not ex- 
ceeding $2,000. (Sec. 1, ch. 246, Public Stat. 1882, p. 690.) 

on sale of tickets in lottery punished by fine not exceeding $50. (Sec. 2, Id., 


„ 691.) 
x Notes given for lottery tickets void. (Sec. 3, Id.) 


SOUTH CAROLINA, 
Constitutional provisions. 

“ Lotteries and the sale of lottery tickets for any purpose whatever are pro- 
hibited, and the Genera! Assembly shall prevent the same by penal statutes.” 
(Art, 14, sec, 2.) © 

Statulory provisions, 

Setting up and promoting lottery punished by fine of $1,000; one-third to 
State, one-third to informer, and one-third to poor, and court shall also com- 
mit party to jail for twelve months. (Sec. 1, chap, 135, Rev. Stat., p. 737.) 0 


Persons advertising or contributing toa lottery subject to a fine of $100, 
2 Selling lottery tickets punished by fine of not exceeding $10,000. (See. 3, Id.) 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Constitutional provisions. 
„The Legislature shall not authorize any game of chance, lottery, or gift en- 
terprise under any pretense or for any purpose whatsoever.” (Art. 3, sec. 25,) 


Constitutional provisions. 


“The Legislature shall have no power to authorize lotteries forany purpose, 
and shall pass laws to prohibit the sale of lottery tickets in this State. (Art, 2, 


sec, 5.) 
Slalwory provisions, 

Any person who makes or aids in making, draws or aids in drawing, or in any 
way interested in drawing a lottery, guilty of misdemeanor, and liable toa fine 
of $1,000 and imprisonment in county jail three months, (Seo, 4889, Rev. Stat, 
1871, vol. 3. This sec, taken from act 1835, ch. 44, sec, 2.) 

Selling of tickets in lottery punished by fine of $500 and one month in county 
jail. (Sec, 4800, Id.) 

Persons buylug lottery tickets liable to a fine not exceeding $100 or imprison- 
ment in county jail not more than twenty days, (Sec. 4891, Id.) 


TEXAS. 


Constitutional provisions. 


The Legislature shall pass laws prohibiting the establishment of lotteries and 
gift enterprises in the State as well as the sale of tickets in lotteries, gift enter- 
prises, or other evasions involving the lottery principle established or existing 
in other States. (Const. 1875, art. 3, sec. 47.) 


Statutory provisions. 


If any person shall establish alottery or dispose of any estate, real or personal, 
by lonery; 5 oy be fined not less than §100 nor more $1,000, (Crim. Code, 
1879, art. 351, p. 47. 

iran person shall sell or offer for sale or keep for sale any ticket or part of 
ticket in any lottery, he shall be fined not less than $10 nor more than $50. 
(Crim. Code, 1879, art. 352, p. 47.) 


VERMONT. 
Statulory provisions, 
Setting up or promoting a lottery not authorized by law of State punished b 
fine not more than 8200. Tec. 4302, Rev. Laws, 1880, p. 285.) x A 
ares ng, of property by game of chance punished by fine not more than $200, 
( Selling of tickets in lotteries except those authorized by the law of the State 
or of the United States punished by fine not exceeding $300, (Sec, 4304, Id.) 
VIRGINIA, 
Constitutional provisions, 

No lottery shall hereafter be authorized by law, and the buying, selling, or 
cer ticket or chances in any lottery shall be prohibited.“ (Art. 5, 
sec. 

Old constitution contains same provisions. 

Statutory provisions, 


Persons buying or selling lottery tickets or setting up or moting a lotte 
liable to imprisonment in fait not more than one year or dined not mors shan 


WASHINGTON, 


Constitutional provision, 
The Legislature shall never authorize any lottery or grant any divorce. (Art. 
III, sec. A.) ~ 
WEST VIRGINIA, 
Constitutional provision, 
No lottery shall be allowed by law, and the buying, selling, or transferring of 
tickets or of faaan in any lottery shall be prohibited. (Art. fi, sec. I.) <i 
Statutory provisions. 


Setting up or promoting lottery, and the selling of loi tickets, punished 
by im mment in county jai) not more than one „and fine not exceeding 
$500. (Sec. 11, Code of 1870, p. 698. See also acts of 


p. ) 
‘All roposed to be drawn by lottery forfeited to State. (Seo. 12, Code 
of 1870, P. 0983 > V es 


1890. 
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WISCONSIN, 
* Constitutional provision, 
“The Legislature shall never authorize any lottery.” (Art, III, sec. 24.) 
Statutory provision. 
Setting up or promoting a lottery, punished by fine or punished by imprison- 
ment m county jail not more six months, or fine not morethan $100, (Sec. 


Rev. Stat., 1878, p. 1068.) 
oiling of lottery tickets punished by fine not exceeding $500, (Sec, 4524, 
Id. 
8 advertising ge tickets or aiding in sale of same liable toa fine 
not . $100, (Sec, 4525, Id.) ý 
Selling fictitious lottery tickets punished by imprisonment not more than one 
nor less than six mon or fine not exceeding $500, (Sec. 4526, Id.) / 
Property in lottery forfeited to State. (Sec. 4527, Id.) 


WYOMING. 
(No constitutional provision.) 
RECAPITULATION. 

Alabama, Arkansas, California, Colorado, Florida, Georgia, Idaho, 
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Maryland, Michigan, Minnesota, Mon- 
tana, Mississippi, Nebraska, Nevada, New Jersey, New Tork, Ohio, 
Oregon, Rhode Island, South Carolina, South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, 
Virginia, Washington, West Virginia, and Wisconsin, in all, thirty- 
one States, have in their constitutions prohibited lotteries, while Con- 
necticut, Kentucky, Maine, Massachusetts, Missouri, New Hampshire, 
North Carolina, and Pennsylvania, eight, have enacted laws prohibit- 
ing lotteries. Delaware and Vermont, by their respective constitu- 
tions, prohibit all lotteries except those authorized by law, and none 
are authorized by law. North Dakota and Wyoming, so far as I can 
find, have failed to deal with the question in their constitutions. Loni- 
siana, by her constitution, izes lotteries, and her Legislature is 
authorized to grant charters to lottery companies upon the payment of 
$40,000 per annum to the State. All charters to expire Ist day of 
January, 1895. Lotteries prohibited thereafter.’’ 

Thus, forty-two of the forty-four States of the Union have expressed 

\ the wishes of their people; and, it being the wish of the great majority 
| of the States of this Union that lotteries should not be permitted, it is 
| my humble opinion that the parent Government should protect the 
| States to the fullest extent. j Be ‘ 

Many of the States by statutory provision prohibit lottery advertise- 
ments and prohibit lottery agencies or the sale of lottery tickets, and 
subject the offender to fines from $50 to $2,000. Many, very many, 
of the best newspapers in the land refuse to become parties to this 
scheme of obtaining money by false pretenses, and refase to advertise 
lotteries, and advocate the justness of the people’s cause in excluding 
from the mails papers that do advertise lotteries or lottery drawings. 
I regret to say that the District of Columbia, the seat of the Govern- 
ment of this nation, has failed to provide necessary legislation to pro- 
hibit the carrying on and advertising this worst of all classes of gambling, 
and in consequence this city contributes, as I am advised, about $1,- 
500,000 annually. 

The immense wealth accumulated by this Louisiana State Lottery 
has enabled it to control almost everything in Louisiana, Finance, 
politics, morals, seem to be controlled by this power, and to oppose it, 
particularly in New Orleans, seems to be fatal. 

If we should be disposed to believe editorials appearing in the lead- 
ing New Orleans papers lately, we would be convinced that lottery 
money was used very largely to elect governors and Legislatures with 
a view to control legislation. 

Tam advised, too, that not long since, almost within the shadow of 
the Dome of the Capitol of this nation, a well known gentleman of this 
city gave a dinner to a number of distinguished gentlemen, and when 
the wine flowed freely one of the speakers of the occasion took the op- 
portunity to putall parties upon notice that if there was any legislation 
permitted at this session of Congress antagonistic to the interests of 
the Lonisiana State Lottery, the company would see during the next 
campaign that any member favoring such legislation should be rele- 
gated to the shades of private life. If this be true, it is quite apparent 

that the Louisiana State Lottery is not only in the business of making 
statesmen, but when necessary is disposed to engage in unmaking them. 
The good people of the State of Louisiana are making an honest, hon- 
orable, heroic effort to purge the State of this plague, that has for the 

_ past twenty years been a blot upon the good name and fame of her 
people. Let us stand up and be counted as her friends. The United 
States can not afford to longer remain a silent partner. [Applause.] 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, the lottery is the most pernicious and 
widespread form of gambling vice, because it uses for its instrument 
the Post-Office Department; that is, the Government. The ordinary 
gambling hell is confined to one house and its frequenters. A lottery 
spreads through the whole nation; it reaches everywhere, and it does 
it by the aid of the Government. It was not for this that we built up 
our magnificent postal system, which issupported at such vast e 
annually. Let that postal system is the instrument to-day and might 
almost be called the partner or accessory of this great swindling 
scheme. 

What else is there of it? The capital stock of the Louisiana Lottery 
Company when it was organized was called $1,000,000; that is, they 
pretended that there was a million of dollars invested in shares of 

‘stock, As a matter of fact, the investment consisted of some stationery 


and tickets, a franchise,and the facilities afforded by the United States 
mails, with the protection which the Government accords to the sacred- 
ness of the seal, and thus kept all their business secret, while affording 
them every facility for on this profitable mischief. So the 
stock rose to 1,400 per cent. is bill, it is believed, will do what 
several others which we have for the same failed to 
do, stop that partnership, end that abuse; and we can prove by our 
votes to-day in passing it as Representatives that this is a Government 
for the people, for their good, and not to destroy the people by nourish- 
ing this engine of deceit and wrong. 

Again and again the Postmaster-General has tried to exclude the 
lottery letters and tickets from the mails, but the law has been evaded, 
and the question now comes up again with the increase of the wrong. 
The President has sent us a pressing message; the Post-Office Depart- 
ment has collaborated in the preparation of this bill; the Attorney-Gen- 
eral has pronounced it constitutional and efficient; it has the sympathy 
of good men and women everywhere. It is to extinguish an industry 
of wrong that has grown to such stupendous proportions that it now 
gathers in $22,009,000 annually from the people. — 

The company has become so balefully powerful that it attempts to 
debauch Legislatures and the press and many of the people in a great 
State. It attempted by enormous bribery and offer of a quarter of a 
million dollars to capture North Dakota, but the sturdy people of that 
State, poor and hard pressed as they were, proved to be of a stronger 
and better material than these schemers had estimated. 

It is demoralizing to people. Go down to their office in this city 
and see the long line of anxious faces gathered there every day, poorly 
dressed women, workingmen, eager clerks, the eyes of all lighted 
with cupidity and dazzled with the promises of the company. These 
policy offices exert the same evil influence everywhere, and thousands 
more are reached through the mails until the lottery craze and infatu- | 
ation grows upon them and they spend all they have in this insane 
gambling, and often end in ruin, sometimes in suicide. d 

There is an enormous gambling hell conducted with great splendor 
at Monaco, in Italy, which has corrupted the press into silence and 
entices the world by palatial splendors. An officer of the British 
Christian Association, which had undertaken to investigate the real 
workings of that place, told me that they had a list of two hundred 
suicides there in one year, none of which had been published in the 
press. This was a gambling establishment confined to one place, and 
not like this stupendous Louisiana scheme, which reachesits arms over 
the whole nation. 

It has corrupted the employés in the Post-Office Department, as the 
inspectors have reported, and made some of the agents of the Govern- 
ment the agents of the lottery, who can beinfluenced, just as it was proved 
in Louisiana that members of the Legislaturecan be influenced by so 
richa power. Railway postal clerks are tempted to rob the mails, see- 
ing the vastnumber of these lottery letters passing through containing 
money and knowing that they are letters from a dupe to a swindler 
and the whole business dishonest. It presents unusual temptation to 
the railway postal clerks, and the Department states that there has 
been a great increase of mail robbery from this particular quarter. 
The prodigious sums collected by the lottery company, which are drawn 
in small amounts, prove how many thousands of people are beco: 
infatuated with the lottery craze, debased and robbed and turned from 
honest pursuits, and this is getting worse all the time. 

It is not pleasant to people struggling hard with the task of daily life 
to see the prodigious fortunes piled up by this great swindle and to 
witness the dazzling splendors and gayeties at watering places and fash- 
ionable resorts of persons who bear the very names that are seen in 
these lottery charters, persons who never do a day’s work, never pro- 
duce a pound of what goes to feed or clothe or render comfortable their 
fellow- „following an occupation as vile and as pernicious as this 
by the authority of a State, and with the facilities afforded by the 
United States through its Post-Office Department passing all others in 
this world’s goods. They toil not, neither do they spin; yet Solomon 
in all his glory was not arrayed like one of these. 

Withont the aid of the Government through the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, the whole business would be cut down to a mere local gambling 
establishment, answerable to the police powers of the local govern- 
ment. That is what I trust this bill will do. It broadens the present 
law so that a lottery letter can be followed after it is mailed at New Or- 
leans or Washington, which are the centers of the lottery business, 
and the offenders punished wherever the letter goes, not alone in Lou- 
isiana, where juries can be readily affected by the tremendous power 
of the lottery company. 

It will close the mails to newspapers advertising lotteries, which will 
be a long step toward destroying their means of reaching and deluding 
the victim by alluring advertisements and promises which appeal to 
the cupidity of the ignorant and unthinking who hasten to be rich 
withont labor. Nor does it in the least interfere with the inviolabil- 
ity of the seal upon letters, which will be as sacred hereafter as they 
have been and always should be. It authorizes the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, upon satisfactory evidence, which will soon be obtained by the 
agents of the Department, in regard to the character of lottery letters, 
to stop their transmission through the mails and institute proceedings 
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punish those sending. We know that the Postmaster-General will 

thfully and zealously perform his part if we do ours and pass this 
bill. Let us do it, and do it now. 

Mr. CRAIN. I now desire a vote on my amendment to section 3, 
being the same as that offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
pe BUCKALEW] to section 2, and adopted by the House. The gen- 

eman in charge of the bill will, I suppose, acquiesce in this amend- 
ment, 

Mr. HOPKINS. There is no objection to it, as I understand. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Texas to strike out, in line 25 of section 3, the word ‘‘ acknowledg- 
ment” and insert “prima facie evidence,” will, in the absence of ob- 
jection, be considered as adopted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRAIN. I have another amendment. i 

Mr. CHEADLE. Why not let the amendment of the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. RoGERS] be acted on? 

Mr. CRAIN. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.” The Clerk will report the amendment 
of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Rocers]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section 3 the following: 

But the Postmaster-Goneral shall not be preciuded from ascertaining the ex- 
istence of such agency in any other legal way.” 

Mr. HOPKINS. There is no objection to that amendment. The 
same amendment was adopted on motion of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] to section 2, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. . I can not permit a measure of such importance 
as this, and one which will utimately be construed in the courts, to be 

without stating in a word my opposition to such an amendment 
as that just read. The danger of this and all such amendments is that, 
instead of enlarging the scope of the bill, they narrow the authority 
of the officers upon whom the execution of the act must depend. The 
danger is that the courts and all the other authorities of the Govern- 
ment will be precluded from -considering the question here involved, 
simply because Congress has declared that the Postmaster-General may 
ascertain the matter. If other gentlemen want that sortof a Jaw, that 
is their concern; but in my judgment the probable effect of a provision 
of this kind will be that, instead of enlarging the 1 7470 0 the executive 
bureaus of the Government, it will be found to limit their powers ab- 
solutely; and, instead of there being simply a prima facie presumption, 
it will be a conclusive presumption in all the other Departments ex- 
cept that of the Postmaster-General. 
r. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I think I ought to say one word in re- 
ply to my friend from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. He and I are seeking 
y the same end. We desire that the Postmaster-General may 
ve all the power he may legally exercise in this matter. Now, for 
the ascertainment of who are the agents of this lottery company, you 
prescribe here one method, the publication in a newspaper that a par- 
ticular man orcorporation isan agent; and it is declared that such pub- 
lication shall be prima facie evidence of the cy. ‘This provision is 
the expression of one method of ascertaining theagency. Now, in this 
case, I take it, the rule of law would apply that the expression of one 
thing operates as an exclusion of everything else. The amendment I 
offer seeks to broaden rather than limit the scope of the inquiry, and 
allows the existenceof the agency to be ascertained by any legal method 
that may be suggested. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That I would be perfectly willing to assent to, 
but the afocndment limits the ascertainment to a single bureau of the 
Government. 

Mr. ROGERS. Not at all. 
read in this way: 

The public advertisement by such person or company so conducting any such 
lottery, gift enterprise, scheme, or device, that remittances for the same may 
be made by means of postal money-orders to any other person, firm, bank, cor- 
poration, or association named therein shall be held to be prima facie evidence 


of the existence of said agency by all the parties named therein, but the Post- 
master-G: shall not be precluded from ascertaining the existence of such 


With the amendment the provision will 


eneral 
agency in any other legal way. 

In this form the provision is not a limitation, but a widening of the 
power of the Government in reference to this matter. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Suppose this bill should become a law and a 
party should be indicted under it, would not the court be compelled 
to charge the jury that so faras they were concerned the advertisement 
of the lottery company was prima facie evidence on this point? 

Mr. ROGERS, I do not think so. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is exactly the danger. 

Mr. ROGERS. I do not think any such consequence would follow, 
because this provision here has nothing in the world to do with the 

uestion of an indictment in the courts; it refers simply to the ascer- 
nment of the existence of the agency by the Postmaster-General for 
the purpose of stopping the transmission of the mail matter of the party. 
That is the whole object. And I take it if a man advertised me in a 
newspaper as a horse-thief when it was produced and read in court 
the court would hardly admit that it was even Sacie evidence of 
my guilt. Iassnme that it would not be ence at all. But this 
provision makes it evidence, so far as the lottery is concerned. 
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Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, there has been no objection, I beliey 
interposed to the amendment. The committee is willing to have i 
adopted, and I ask a vote. 

The amendment of Mr. ROGERS was adopted. 

Mr. CRAIN. I desire to know, Mr. Speaker, what was done with 
the amendment I offered to section 3, providing that the words ‘‘an 
acknowledgment’? should be stricken ont and ‘‘prima facie’’ inserted? 

The SPEAKER protempore. That was adopted. 3 

Mr. HAYES. How much time have I remaining, as controlling the 
time on this gide? : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the gentleman has ten 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH was recognized. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Dakota is recog- 


nized. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think the gentleman will not object when I make 
it. There seems to be misunderstanding on both sides as to the divis- 
ion of time. Iask the attention of the gentleman from Illinois ee 
HorkIxs J. The Speaker announced that the gentlemen from Iowa [Mr. 
HAvyeEs] had ten minutes time remaining. I wish to know if there has 
been ay agreement as to the division of time beyond certain amend- 
ments ; 

Mr. HOPKINS. I do not know of any. I think the gentleman from 
Iowa occupied his time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was informed that the gentleman had 
ten minutes more. 

Mr. BLOUNT. There was no division of time except as to two amend- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Dakota is recognized, 
after which the Chair will ize the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. Speaker, I recently had the misfortune 
to encounter the pyon of what has aptly been termed the lottery 
octopus, and, like the fellow who accidentally collided with the mule, 
I got the worst of it. My opposition to the lottery antedates my elec- 
tion as a member of this House, and I have frequently taken occasion 
since then to emphasize that opposition, so that what I may say in the 
brief remarks I shall make at this time can not be said to be the result 
of disappointment. 

The bill under consideration is a substitute fora bill I introduced in 
this House on the 3d of April last. It contains some additional pro- 
visions, in which I cheerfully concur. At the time of the introduction 
of the bill, it seemed to me that it was clearly the duty ot this Con- 
gress to enact some sort of measure that would strengthen existing 
statutes touching the question of lotteries, I have had no reason to 
change my mind on the subject ; in fact, my belief that something 
should be done is a little stronger now than it was then. 

The State of North Dakota, which I have the honor to represent 
upon this floor, passed through an ordeal last winter that but few - 
States in this Union have ever experienced. An attempt was made 
at that time by an organization of men, residents and non-residents, 
to secure legislative authority for the establishment of a lottery in 
North Dakota. The State had been in the Union but two months. 
By a serious oversight on the part of those who framed the State con- 
stitution, the lottery prohibition clause which is to be found in the 
constitutions of every State in the Union except three, I believe, was 
omitted from the constitution of North Dakota. It is claimed by some 
that this omission was by design; that the men who, after the adop- 
tion of the constitution and during the first session of the first State 
Legislature, sought to obtain a charter for the establishment of a lot- 
tery, know more about the omission of the lottery prohibition clause 
than they would now confess to. 

Yet, Mr. Speaker, in justice to the majority of the gentlemen who 
composed that constitutional convention, I want to say that I donot 
believe, if the failure to insert such a clause was by design, that there 
were more than half a dozen members of the convention who were at 
the time aware of the purpose sought to beaccomplished. Howsoever 
this may have been, the general publie did not discover the omission 
until a bill was introduced in the slature early in the present year 
providing for the chartering of a lottery in North Dakota. The advo- 
cates of the bill offered the plausible and seductive argument that the 
young State was poor, that her people were poor, and that the men 
who were asking for the lottery charter were rich, 

The first two propositions were true; the State and her people were 
poor and they are poor to-day; but, be it said to their great it, they 
have not yet reached that degree of want in poverty which would in- 
duce them to sell their honor and their manhood. The lottery men 
were willing to pay the State 8100, 000 for the privilege of opening their 
game at its capital; and, as a final inducement, when public sentiment 
was about to drive them from the field, they proposed, in addition to 
the $100,000 in cash, to donate to the farmers—many of whom for two 
consecutive years had lost their grain crops—they proposed to donate 
to the farmers of the State 150,000 bushels of seed-wheat—a total bribe 
offered by the lottery people equal to$250,000. Let it be again recorded 
that our people, r as they are, spurned that offer also, The State 
senate did pass the bill, but the positive and unswerving opposition of 
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the governor and other well disposed people checked the measure in 
the lower house, where it was indefinitely postponed. 

And this was the end of the beginning of lottery legislation in my 
State. Where the beginning of the end will be, I can not say. Cer- 
tain it is that the serpent isnot dead. I believe it is simply scotched. 
The enactment of the bill under consideration will do much toward 
discouraging further attemps to pollute the politica and corrupt the 
people of North Dakota by establishing an institution that for so many 
years has disgraced one of the older States of the Union. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not charge the concern known as the Loui- 
siana Lottery Company with entire responsibility for what took place 
in my State last winter. On the contrary, I am of the opinion that the 
Louisiana Lottery Company per se was not directly implicated. It is 
said an agent of that company was on the ground at our State capital 
while the question was up in the Legislature, but that his mission there 
was not, in fact, to transfer the New Orleans game to our State, but 
simply to frighten the people of Louisiana into the belief that such 
transfer would take place if the Legislature of the latter State refused 
to recharter the concern; that the threat to remove from Louisiana to 
North Dakota was simply a club held over the heads of the people of 
Louisiana, And from reports recently printed in the papers it looks 
as if the threat had had the desired effect. 

The general impression that a large capital is required to start a 
lottery is erroneous. Why does it peed large capital to begin with? 
Certainly not to pay prizes, With a State charter behind it to give it 
apparent respectability and with a few thousand circulars and a live 
advertising agent, a lottery company may set a date—say three months 
ahead—when a drawing will take place. By that time enough tickets 
will have been sold for cash to pay all the prizes offered and 100 per 
cent. upon the company’s stock besides. I was told recently by a gen- 
tleman who knows something of the inside workings of such enter- 
prises that the fairest and squarest lottery that ever existed never paid 
out in prizes over 30 per cent. of its receipts. There is no means of 
knowing what the total disbursements are. No wonder Louisiana 
Lottery Company’s stock, said to have originally been worth 35 cents 
on the dollar, was recently semi-officially quoted in New York at 
$1,400 pershare. No wonder thatan association of lottery sharps could 
offer $250,000 for the privilege of doing business in North Dakota. 
No wonder that the managers of the New Orleans game could afford to 
offer, as they are reported to have offered recently, upward of a million 
dollars per year for an extension of its charter. 

There is nothing that is legitimate in lotteries. Thereis everything 
in them that is illegitimate and demoralizing. They advertise to pay 
certain amounts of money in prizes. Do they doit? Who knows? 
Only the managers know. To whom are the managers responsible? 
Not to the law. They are responsible to themselves only. There is 
no way to compel them todo what theyagreetodo. The lottery draw- 
ings take place in the presence of and are conducted by those persons 
only who are interested in the dividends. 

And who, let me ask, is it that suffers most at the hands of the lot- 
tery? It is not the man or woman of wealth, for they are not usually 
tempted by games of chance, and if they are they can afford to lose a 
few dollars in that way. It is not the man or woman in moderate 
circumstances and of frugal, saving habits, for they know the value of 
money and are not slow to discover the illegitimacy of a concern that 
professes to pay a thousand for one. But, Mr. Speaker, it is the poor 
man or poor woman with their last miserable dollar, and being the last 
dollar and they not knowing where the next is coming from, it may— 
so runs the imagination of its possessor—draw a prize and make its owner 
happy. Vain hope! And if it draws a blank the poor, desperate crea- 
ture can not be much worse off. And so that last dollar goes to buy a 
coupon in the great, extraordinary, mammoth, monthly gift enter- 
prise, and it is dropped into the slot with a million other last miser- 
able dollars extracted, under false pretenses, from the pockets of the 
poor; and what do the managers of the lottery care if the bread that 
those last dollars should have purchased is not forthcoming to appease 
the hunger of unfortunate children or other dependents ? 


p : I submit that it is the highest duty of Congress to lessen the tempta- 


tions constantly thrown in the pathway of the thousands of people 
who continue to believe that the traditional pot of gold is to be found 
at the end of the rainbow. It is the duty of Congress to check the 
lottery evil now, ere it grows even more powerful than Congress itself. 
It is no answer to the absolute necessity that exists for legislation 
against the lottery to say that such legislation is unconstitutional. 
The test will be in the application of the law. If the legitimate busi- 
ness of any citizen should be interfered with by the enactment of the 
proposi amendment to existing statutes, ample remedy may be found 
the courts. I have no doubt that if Congress does its duty in this 
matter now the courts will not be slow in doing theirs when the time 
comes. 

The Government under present conditions is virtually a silent part- 
ner in every lottery enterprise in this country, and as such is largely 
instrumental in assi to rob the people whom it should protect 
against impositions of all kinds. The offices and mail-bags of this 
seed Aa mete be legally closed against the fraudulent en i 
which live and thrive upon the dollars wrung from the pockets of weak- 


minded and credulous people. For the sake of the integrity of those 
weaker States of the Union, where the allurementsof gold may overcome 
the pride that is a part of honorable poverty; for the sake of the in- 
tegrity of the National Government itself, I appeal 
this Honse to vote for this bill and thus wipe ont an evil that has al- 
ready reached alarming proportions. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, during preceding Congresses I had the 
honor of being chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads of the House, and made special e during my = on 
that committee forthe purpose of passing anti-lottery legisla’ espe- 
cially the feature embodied in this bill which po iy oes the 
of the United States papers containing lottery advertisements. In th 
Congress before the last, while a majority report was made from the 
committee, it so happened that under the rules of procedure adopted 
by the House the subject was never reached for action. 

In the last Congress it so happened that, without refereice to party 
lines, a majority of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
regarded the measure as unconstitutional, and for that and other rea- 
sons reported the same adversely. 

The country is to be congratulated that we have assembled ther 
now under different circumstances. Slowly there has been developing 
in the public mind of the country a demand for reform in this regard. 
Certain acts on the part of the Louisiana Lottery Company in endeav- 
oring to get charters from the State of Louisiana and the State of North 
Dakota have arrested public attention to the enormity of the crimes 
of that organization and prepared an opinion outside as well as in 
this House to give effect to the moral sense of the country. 

The States of the Union, all of them, except one, either by constitu- 
tional provision or legislative enactment, have announced their judg- 
ment upon the moral phase of this question. In the State of Alabama, 
for instance—and I will read a few extracts as an illustration of the prev- 
alent sentiment throughout the country in regard to lotteries—pro- 
vision is made that— 


terprises for any purposes, and shall laws to prohibit the sale of lottery or 
. x fi the natare of a lottery in this State; and 


mental thereto, are hereby avoided. 


The State of Arkansas declares in her constitution as follows: 


The General Assembly shall not authorize any lottery and shall prohibit the 
sale of any lottery tickets. 


The State of California declares in her fundamental law: 


The Legislature shall have no power to authorize lotteries or gift enterprises 
for any purpose, and shall pass laws to prohibit the sale in this State of lottery 
or gift enterprise tickets, or tickets in any scheme in the nature of a lottery. 


These are but samples, Mr. Speaker, and I might go on reading from 
constitutions and laws of nearly all of the Statesof this Union embody- 


ing similar declarations in regard to these infamous enterprises. 


I hold in my hand a report made by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 

Witson], in which he sums up as follows: 

From the foregoing it appears that lotteries are prohibited by constitutional 
provisions in A 
nois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Maryland, Michigan, Minnesota, Ne- 
braska, Nevada, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Oregon, Rhode Island, 
Carolina, Tennessee, T: „Virginia, West Virginia, and Wisconsin—total, 27; 
by statutory provisions in Connecticut, Kentucky, Maryland, Massachuset: 
Missouri, New Hampshire, North Carolina, and Pennsylvania—total, 8; by 
constitution or statute, or 5. 

Delaware and Vermont prohibit all lotteries except those authorized by the 
laws of the State. 

Louisiana by constitutional provision authorizes lotteries until 1895, after which 
they are prohibited. 

Lottery advertisements prohibited in California, Colorado, Florida, Illinois, 
Indiana, Kentucky, Maine, Maryland, Massach: Michigan, 
Missouri, Nebraska, Neyada, New Hampshire, New York, Ohio, Oregon, Penn- 
syivania, and Wisconsin—total, 20. 

From the foregoing it clearly appears that the bill reported by the committee 
is not only within the power and duty of Congress, but is also in harmony with 
and in support of the policy ot every State in the Union. 


to the members of | 


abama, Arkansas, California, Colorado, Florida, Geo: Illi- ` 
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Mr. Speaker, strange to say that, notwithstanding the various States 


of this Union by entering it into their fundamental law or by statutes 
have expressed the moral abhorrence of the people of those States to 
the lottery system, and above all things else to the lottery system 
known as the Louisiana lottery, the mails of the United States have 
been carrying, by means of the press of the country, advertisements of 
these criminal schemes for plundering the poor all over this land, until 
with audacious spirit they were seeking to insert in the fundamental 
laws of States in this Union the constitutional right to continue. And 
how has action been delayed against this evil? 

This Capitol has been infested with its agents, with its counsel. The 
press of the country has in a large measure subserved its purposes, and 
there has been thrust before us in this body and the other, from time 
to time, the declaration that there was no constitutional power to pre- 
vent this enormity. I am glad, sir, that we have reached that state 
of public sentiment where the decision of the Supreme Court of ths 
United States has declared that the Congress of the United States shall 
have authority to declare what shail or shall not be placed in the mails 
of the United States. The decisions of the courts have been clear and 
unmistakable, but the conirary opinion has been dingged into every- 
body’s ears, and confusion came until a healthier public sentiment 
made a healthier moral perception on the part of legislators. We have 
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reached, sir, a point where the power is clear, and, the power being 
clear to exclude the instrumentalities of this corporation to continue 
its crimes, the moral sentiment of the country is about to be responded 
to by legislation in pursuanceofit. Itis astupendous wonder that we 
have been delayed until this hour in the exercise of the power to ex- 
clude newspapers containing lottery advertisements from the mail. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to take occasion here to quote the words of the 
Supreme Court of the United States upon this question: 

The following is the opinion of the Supreme Court of the United 
States in Ex parte Jackson (96 United States Supreme Court Reports): 

1. The power vested in Congress to establish“ post-offices and post-roads” 
embraces the regulation of the entire postal system of the country. Under it 
5 may designate what shall be carried in the mail and what excluded. 


e enforcement of regulations excluding matter from the mail a dis- 
tinction is to be made between what is intended to be kept free from inspec- 


tion, such as letters and sealed packages subject to letter postage, and what is 
open to inspection, suchas newspapers, magazines, pamphlets, and other printed 
matter, purposely left in a condition to be examined. 


8. Letters and packages, subject to letter postage, in the mail can be opened 
and examined only under like warrant, issued upon similar oath or aflirma- 
tion, particularly describing the thing to be seized, as is eee when papers 


are subjected to search in one’s own household. The constitutional guaranty 
of the right of the people to be sequre in their persons unreasonable 
searches and seizures extends to their papers, thus cl against inspection, 


wherever they may be. ie 

4. Regulations against 1 in the mail printed matter, which is open 
to examination, can not be enforced so as to interfere in any manner with the 
freedom of the press. Liberty of circulating is essential to that freedom. When, 
therefore, printed matter is excluded from the mail, its transportation in any 
other way as merchandise can not be forbidden by Congress, 

5. Regulations ee ene from the mail may be enforced through the 
courts upon competent evidence of their violation obtained in other ways than 
by the unlawful ion of letters and sealed packages; and with respect to 

lectionable printed matter, open to e tien, they may in some cases also 
be enforced by the direct action of the officers of the service upon their 
own inspection, as where the object is exposed, and shows unmistakably that 
it is prohibited, as in the case of an obscene picture or print. 

6. When a party is convicted of an offense and sentenced ko ay 2 fine it is 
v the discretion of the court to order his imprisonment un! fine shall 

paid. 
PETITION FOR WRIT OK HABEAS CORPUS AND CERTIORARI, 


Section 38% of the Revised Statutes aie that— 

“No letter or circular concerning illegal lotteries, so-called gift concerts, or 
other similar enterprises, peering prizes, or concerning schemes devised and 
intended to deceive and defraud e panas for the purpose of obtaining money 
under false pretenses, shall be ied in the mail. Any person who shall 
knowingly deposit or send anything to be conveyed by mail in violation of this 
section shall be punishable by a fine of not more than $500 nor less than $100, 
with costs of tion.” 

By an act approved July og Ag Stat., 90), the word illegal“ was stricken 
out of the ion. Under the law as thus amended the petitioner was in- 
dicted, in the circuit court of the United States for the southern district of 
New York, for knowingly and unlawfully de ting, on the 23d of February, 
1877, at that district, in the mail of the United States, to be conveyed in it, a 
circular concerning a lottery oft prizes, inclosed in an envelope addressed 
to one J. Ketcham, at Gloversville, N. Y. The indietment set forth the offense 
z: separate counts, so as to cover every form in which it could be stated under 

e act. 

Upon being arraigned, the prisoner stood mute, refusing to plead; and there- 
upon a plea of not ty was entered in his be by order of the court (Revised 
Statutes, section 1032). He was subsequently tried, convicted, and sentenced to 
pay a fine of $100, with the costs of the prosecution, and to be committed to the 
county jail until the fine and costs were paid. Upon his commitment, which 
followed, he presented to this court a petition alleging that he was imprisoned 
and restrained of his liberty by the marshal of the southern district of New York, 
under the conviction; that such conviction was illegal, and the illegality con- 
sisted in this: that the court had no jurisdiction to punish him for the acts 
charged in the indictment; that the act under which the indictment was drawn 
was unconstitutional and void, and that the court exceeded its jurisdiction in 
committing him until the fine was paid. 

He therefore prayed for a writof corpus to be directed to the marshal 
to him before the court, and a writ of certiorari to be directed to the clerk 
of the circuit court to send up the record of his conviction, that the court might 
inquire into the cause and legality of his imprisonment. Accompanying the 
petition, as exhibits, were copies of the indictment and of the record of convic- 
tion. The court, instead of ordering that the writs issue at once, entered a rule, 
the counsel of the petitioner consenting thereto, that cause be shown, on a day 
d ated, why the writs should not ə as prayed, and that a copy of the 
rule be served on the Attorney-General of the United States, the marshal of 
the southern district of New York, and the clerk of the circuit court, 

The Attorney-General, for himself and others, answered the rule by averring 
that the petition and exhibits do not make out a case in which this court has 

urisd to order the writ to issue, and that the petitioner is in lawful cus- 
tody by virtue of the proceedings and sentence mentioned in the exhibits, and 
the commitment issued thereon. 

Mr. A. J. Dittenhoefer and Mr. Louis F. Post for the petitioner. 

1. From the re to establish post-offices and post-roads, that of receiving, 
carrying, and delivering the mail is implied, and from these are derived other 
incidental powers, one of them being the right to protect the mail by appro- 
priate legislation. (McCullough vs. Maryland, 4 Wheat., 316; Sturtevant ts. 
City of Alton, 3 McLean, 393.) 

As the power of Congress is exclusive, its legislation 5 post- Of- 
fice or road, or regulating the receipt, protection, carriage, or delivery of 
the mail, is therefore supreme. Congress has, in the exercise of the power, de- 
clared (Rev. Stat., sec, 3982) that No person shall establish any private express 
for the conveyance of letters or packets, or in any manner cause or provide for 
the conveyance of the same b: lar trips or at stated periods, overany post- 
ronte which is or may be established by law, or from say oy) town, or place 
to bg pan city,town, or place between which the mail is regularly carried.” 

3. The power so vested in Congress imposed re cme that body the duty to far- 
nish adequate facilities for the secure transportation and delivery of all letters 
and packets which were considered legitimate mail matter at the time of the 
adoption of the Constitution. To provide the requisite funds for the perform- 
ance of this duty, Congress has imposed reasonable rates of tage: and to 
protect the contents of the mail has prohibited the putting in the mail-bags of 
any poisonous or explosive article which may injure them or the persons con- 
nected with the mail service; and it also limited the bulk and weight of 


mailable 17 j These are matters of appropriate lation. Never, how- 
8 1836, was any attempt made to exclude established mail matter from 


The President had previously recommended to Congress the passa 
law prohibiting the conveyance by mail of publications inciting — Veld 
n 


representation touching the 4 of slavery directed to ai rson posts 
ofice where, by the laws thereof, their circulation was prohibit (Con: 0 obe 
1836, page 150). The measure was signally defi The views of the most 


upon constitutional unds, are sponse to the statute under whi 
— petitioner was convi „ and conclusively demonstrate its constitution- 
v. 
4. In the year 1868, Con in the reise of ume declared 
that it should 8 law in Boa as be sean ee’ 


Ito deposit in a post-office, to be sen 
letters or circulars concerning lotteries, so-called gift concerts, ~ 5 1 
enterprises (15 Stat., 196), although all letters whatsoever, without regard to the 
character of the communication contained in them, had been prev ously con- 
sidered to be legitimate mail matter, That act, initiating this species of legisla- 
— of 8 like character with the one governing this case, aud both are uncon- 
ona 
If Congress can exclude from the mail a letter concerning lotteri. 
have been authorized by State legislation and refuse to fatten it by 38 
their asserted injurious tendency, it may refuse to carry any other business let- 
ter; and as the conveyance of letters otherwise than by the mail of the United 
States at stated peri over any post-road, has, as above shown, been prohib- 
ited by Con: that body may cut off all means of epistolary communication 
upon any subject which is objectionable to a majority of prama aag Solongas 
theduty ofcarrying the mails is imposed upon Congress,a letter ora packet which 
was confessedly mailable matter at the time of the adoption of the Constitution 
can not be excluded from them, provided the > potage be paid and other regula- 
tions be observed. Whatever else has been declared to be mailable matter—as 
tal cards, postal money-orders, merchandise, ete., all of which were un- 
nown to the postal system when the convention concluded its labors in 1787— 
may. in the discretion of Congress, be abolished, 
r. Assistant Attorney-General Smith, contra. 
1. Congress has the power “to establish post-offices and post-roads,” and to 
make all necessary and proper regulations for carrying into execution that 


power. 
The framers of the Constitution meant to create an establishment as an en- 
tirety; not merely to designate the places at which mails should be taken up 


Const., chapter 9, pages 108, 
= 5 exclusive power over the subject Congress can prescribe the matter 
w 


maintains a constitutional right than doesthe 
of the bankru 


The remos is in the hands of the people, if Con 


ease, pro- 


3 
Const., sec. 130; 1 Tucker's BI. Com.. app., 265.) gon, m. n 
u there is a right to exclude any matter from the mail, the ext 

Screens is one of 5 discretion. i spelt 

Mr. Justice Field, after stating the case, delivered the opinion of the court. 

The power vested in Congress “ to establish post-offices and post-roads” has 
been practically construed, since the foundation of the Government, to author- 
ize not merely the designation of the routes over which the mail shall be carried 
and the offices where letters and other documents shall be received to be dis- 
tributed or forwarded, but the carriage of the mail and al! measures necessary 
to secure its safe and y transit and the pron delivery of its contents, 
The validity of legislation prescribing what should be carried and its weight 


and form and the cha: to which itshould be subjected has nev 
tioned. What should be mailable has varied at dimoni 8 
the facility of tra ation over the post-roads. 


At one time only ietters, newspapers, magazines, mphl and other 
ponies matter, not exceeding 8 ounces in weight, were pee ied? afterwards 
ks were added to the list; and now small packages of merchandise, not ex- 
ceeding a prescribed weight, as well as books and printed matter of all kinds, are 
transported in the mail. The power ponon by Congress embraces the 
lation of the entire postal system of the country. The right to designate what 
shall he carried necessarily involves the right to determine what shall be ex- 
cluded. The difficulty attending the subject arises, not from the want of power 
in Congress to prescribe regulations as to what shall constitute mail matter, but 
from the necessity of enforcing them consistently with rights-reserved to the 
people, of far greater importance than the transportation of the mail. In 
their enforcement a distinction is to be made between different kinds of mail 
matter, between whatis intended to be kept free from inspection, such as let- 
ters and sealed packages subject to letter postage, and what is open to inspeo- 
tion, such as newspapers, magazines, 8 and other printed matter, pur - 
— left in the condition to bo examined. Letters and sealed packages of this 
ind in the mail are as fully guarded from examination and inspection, except as 
to their outward form and weight, as if they were retained by the parties for- 
warding them in their own domiciles. 

The constitutional guaranty of the right of the people to be secure in their 
papers against unreasonable es and seizures extends to their papers thus 
closed inspection, wherever they may be. Whilstin the mail they can 
only be opened and examined under like warrant, issued upon similar oath or 
affirmation particularly describing the thing to be seized, as is required when 
papers are subjected to search in one’s own household, No law of Congress can 
place in the hands of officials connected with the postal service any authorit: 
to invade the secrecy of letters and such sealed packages in the mail; and all 
regulations adopted as to mail matter of this kind must be in subordination to 
the great principle embodied in the fourth amendment of the Constitution. 

Nor can any regulations be enforced against the transportation of printed 
matter in the mail which is open to examination,so as to interfere in any manner 
with the freedom of the press. Liberty of circulating isas essential to that frec- 
dom as liberty of publishing; indeed, without circulation the publication would 
be of little value. If, therefore, printed matter be excluded from the mail, its 
8 in any other way can not be forbidden by Congress. i 

In 1835 the question as to the power of Con, to exclude publications from 
the mail was discussed in the te, and p opinion of its mem- 
bers, as expressed in debate, was against the existence of the power, 
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President Jackson, in his annual message of the previous year, 7 


to the attempted circulation through the mail of inflammato 
to the passions of the slaves, in prints, and in various 
stimulate them to insurrection; and suggested to Con 

passing a law prohibiting, under severe penalties, such circulation of 


publications” in the Southern States. 

n the Senate, that portion of the m was referred to aselect committee 
of which Mr, Calhoun was chairman, and he made an elaborate report on the 
subject, in which he contended that it belon; to the States, and not to Con- 
gress, to determine what is and what is not ulated to disturb their security, 
and that to hold otherwise would be fatal to the States; for, if Congress might 
determine what rs were incendiary, and as such prohibit their circulation 
through the mail, it might also determine what were not incendiary and en- 
force their circulation. jist, therefore, condemning in the strongest terms 
the circulation of the publications, he insisted that Congress notthe power 
to pass a law prohibiting their transmission through the mail on the ground 
that it would abridge the liberty of the press. To understand,” he said, 
“more fully the extent of the control which the right of prohibiting circulation 
through the mail would give to the Government over the press, it must be 
borne in mind that the power of Congress over the post-office and the mail is 
an exclusive power. It must also be remembered that Congress, in the exer- 
cise of this power, may declare any road or navigable water to be a t-road, 
and that, by the act of 1825, it is provided that no stage or other vehicle which 
regularly performs trips on a post- road, or on a road parallel to it, shall carry let- 
ters.’ The same provision extends to packets, boats, or other vessels on navigable 
waters. Like provision may be extended to newspapers and pamphlets which, 
if it be admitted that Congress has the right to discriminate in reference to their 
character ke we meotar a or what shall not be transmitted by the mail, would 
subject the fi om of the pras on all such subjecta, political, moral, and re- 
ligious, completely to its will and pleasure. It would in fact, in some respects, 
more effectually control the freedom of the press than any sedition law, how- 
ever severe its penalties.” Mr. Calhoun, at the same time, contended that 
when a State had pronounced certain publications to be dangerous to its peace 
and prohibited their circulation, it was the duty of Congre to respect its laws 
and co-operate in their enforcement; and whilst, therefore, Congress could not 
prohibit the transmission of the incendiary documents through the mails, it 
could prevent their delivery by the postmasters in the States where their circu- 
Jation was forbidden. In the discussion upon the bill reported by him, similar 
views against the power of Congress were ex by other Senators, who 
did not concur in the opinion that the delivery of papers could be prevented 
when their transmission was permitted. 

Great reliance is placed by the petitioner upon these views, coming, as they 

did in many instances, from men alike distinguished as jurists and statesmen. 
But it is evident that they were founded upon the assumption that it was compe- 
tent for Congress to prohibit the transportation of newspapers and pamphlets 
over routes in any other way than by mail, and of course it would follow 
thatif, with such a prohibition, the transportation in the mail could also be for- 
bidden the circulation of the documents would be destroyed and a fatal blow 
given to the freedom of the press. But we donot think that Congress possesses 
the power to prevent the transportation in other ways, as merchandise, of mat- 
ter which it excludes from the mails. To give efficiency to its regulations and 
i eden rival postal systems it may perhaps prohibit the carriage by others for 
ire, over routes, of articles which legitimately constitute mail matter, in 
the sense in which those terms were used when the Constitution was adopted, 
Sonane of letters, and of newspapers, and of pamphlets, when not sent as 
merchandise; bu r than this its power of prohibition can not extend. 

Whilst regulations excluding matter from the mail can not be enforced in a 
way which would require or permit an examination into letters or sealed pack- 
ages subject to letter postage, without warrant, issued upon oath or affirmation, 
in the search for prohibited matter, they may be enforced upon competent evi- 
dence of their violation obtained in other ways, as from the pia receiving 
the letters or or from nts depositing them in the post-office, or 
others cognizant of the facts. And as to objectionable printed matter, which is 
open to examination, the regulations may be enforced in a similar way by the 
imposition of penalties for their violation through the courts, and, in zome 
cases, by the direct action of the officers of the postal service. In many in- 
stances, those officers can act upon their own inspection, and, from the nature 
of the case, must act without other proof, as where the postage is not prepaid, 
or where there is an excess of weight over the amount prescribed, or where the 
object is exposed, and shows unmistakably that it is prohibited, as in the case 
of an obscene picture or print. In such cases no difficulty arises and no prin- 
ciple is violated in excluding the prohibited articles or refusing to forward 
them. The evidence respecting them is seen by every one and is in its nature 
conclusive, 

In beeches various articles from the mall the object of Congress has not 
been to interfere with the freedom of the press or with any other rights of the 
people, but to refuse its facilities for the distribution of matter deemed injuri- 
ous to public morals. Thus by the act of March 3, 1873, Congress declared 
“that no obscene, nude, or lascivious book, pamphlet, picture, paper, print, or 
ASE palin ion of an indecent character, or any article or thing designed or 
intended for the prevention of conception or procuring of abortion, nor any 
article or thing intended or adapted for any indecent or immoral use or nature, 
nor any written or printed card, circular, book, pamphlet, advertisement, or 
notice of any kind, giving information, directly or indirectly, where, or how, 
or of whom, or by what means, either of the things before mentioned may be 
obtained or made, nor any letter upon the envelope of which, or postal card 
upon which indecent or scurrilous epithets may be written or printed, shall be 
carried in the mail; and any person who knowingly deposits or causes to be de- 
posited, for mailing or delivery, any of the hereinbefore mentioned articles or 
things, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, 
shall, for every offense, be fined not less than 8100, nor more than $5, 00), or im- 
prisonment at hard labor not less n one year nor more than ten years, or 
both, in the discretion of the judge.” 

All that Congress meant by this act was that the maiis should not be used 
to transport auch corrupting publications and articles, and that any one who 
attempted to useit for that purpose should be punished. The same inhibition 

been extended to circulars concerning lotteries, institutions which are sup- 

poset to have a demoralizing influence upon the people. There is no question 

fore us as to the evidence upon the conviction of the petitioner was had, nor 

does it appear whether the envelope in which the prohibited circular was de- 

ited in the mail was sealed or left open for examination. The only question 

for our determination relates to the constitutionality of the act, and of that we 
have no doubt. 

The commitment of the petitioner to the county jail until his fine is paid 
was within the discretion of the court under the statute. 

As there is an exemplified copy of the record of the petitioner's indictment 
and conviction accompanying the petition, the merits of his case have been 
considered at his request upon this application, and, as we are of the opinion 
that his imprisonment is legal, no object is subserved by issuing the writs; they 
are therefore denied. 


Mr. Speaker, I think we can congratulate ourselves and the country 
upon the fact that we are about to consummate a great moral act in 
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i tending t 
ions, ng to 
the riety of 

Bf Hasendi- 


the interests of the best people and the best sentiment of the country. 
8 i 

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that leave 
be ted members to print remarks in the RECORD. 

ere was no objection. 
NATHANIEL M’KAY ET AL. a 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, as a matter of privilege I desire to en- 
ter a motion to reconsider the bill (S. 848) for the relief of Nathaniel 
McKay and the executors of Donald McKay. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move to lay that motion on the table. 


LOTTERIES. : - 

Mr. HOPKINS. The previous question has been ordered on the lot- 
tery bill, and that is the only thing ín order. 

The SPEAKER. The time has arrived when, under the action of 
the House, the previous question is ordered on the lottery bill. The 
question is upon the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. PRICE. I ask unanimous consent that I may have one minute. 

Several MEMBERS. Let him have it. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to discuss the merits or 
demerits of this bill. Iam in favor of the bill. My object in asking 
for this one minute is simply to repel the statement made by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. EVANS] that the morals of the State of 
Louisiana are absolutely under the dominion of the Louisiana Lo 
Company. He stated that financially, politically, and morally the 
Louisiana Lottery Company has control of the State which I am proud 
to say I was born in and which I am prond to have the honor in part 
to represent upon this floor. It is true that the State of Louisiana was 
saddled with the lottery by the carpet-bag government. It is also true 
that many of the truest and best men there now believe that it would 
be wise to recharter it in order to derive revenue. I want to tell the 
gentleman that 93 per cent. of the revenues derived by that lottery 
company come from without the State of Louisiana. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] $ 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. The 
question is on ordering the bill to be engrossed tor a third reading. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was put, and the Speaker announced that the ayes’? 
seemed to have it. . 

Mr. HAYES. Division. 

The House divided. 

During the count, 

Mr. HAYES. I withdraw the demand for a division. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iinsiston the count. I want to show the una- 
nimity of the vote in favor of thismeasure. [Afterapause.] I with- 
draw the demand for a count on the ground that the apprehension is 
expressed that there may not be a quorum present. 

So the bill was , 

Mr. HOPKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I rise to a personal explanation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. [Cries ot Regular order! J 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan rises to a question 
of personal privilege? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I rise toa personal explanation, because 
I think I ought to make one. When I left the House on Tuesday last 
I made an arrangement with my colleague [Mr. CHIPMAN] to pair with 
him. ‘That was the understanding, but by some inadvertence some- 
where this was not made a matter of record, and consequently he has 
not been voting. It is justice to him to state the reason why he did 
not vote, as he supposed he was paired with myself. The RECORD 
does not show that he was; and this, of course, never will be explained 
unless by me, and that is the reason why I make this explanation now. 


DISTRESS IN OKLAHOMA, 


Mr. CANNON, I desire to call up the joint resolution appropriat- 
ing money for the relief of distress in the Territory of Oklahoma; and 
I ask that the request of the Senate for the appointment of a confer- 
ence committee be complied with, and that conferees on the part of the 
House may be appointed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution to appropriate money for the Territory of Oklahoma, to re- 
lieve distress therein. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on insistingon the amendment or 
the House disagreed to by the Senate, and to grant the conference re- 


quested. 
The motion was agreed to. 


‘ 
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The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the House Mr. 
3 of Iowa, Mr. CANNON, and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Ken- 

Mr. MoMILLIN. IT move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


CUSTOMS DISTRICT OF PUGET SOUND. 


Mr. SWENEY. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report. 
Mr. McMILLIN, A motion to adjourn is pending. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa presents a conference 


report. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Buta motion to adjourn was made before the 
gentleman presented his report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman tc present the 
conference report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disa, ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Huse to the bill (S. 3163) to reorganize and establish 
the customs collection district of Paget Sound, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered l. and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the section stricken out and in lieu of the words “four thousand,” where they 
occur in said section, insert the words “three thousand five hun: Wi 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 2. 


JOHN LIND, 

J. H. SWENEY, 

FELIX CAMPBELL, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


STATEMENT OF THE HOCSE CONFEREES. 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 3163) to 
reorganize and establish the customs-collection district of Puget Sound, submit 
the following written statement in explanation of the effect of the on rec- 
ommended on said amendments in the accompanying conference report, 
namel 


On the first amendment: The salary of the collector is fixed at $3,500 per an- 
num instead of $4,000 as provided in the Senate bill and $3,000 as pro by 
the House, The salaries of the deputy collectors at Tacoma and e arere- 
spectively fixed at 7 annum instead of leaving the amount to be fixed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury under the general law as proposed by the 

ouse amendment. 

On the second amendment: The last section of the bill is numbered 4 by rea- 
son of the insertion of the amendment above explained. 

: x JOHN LIND, 
J. H. SWENEY, 
FELIX CAMPBELL, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the report of 
the conference committee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I renew the motion to ad- 
journ. The report of the conference committee can go into the REC- 
ORD, and we can act on it on Monday. 

Mx. SWENEY. Iwould ask the Senator“ from Kentucky if he will 
not yield, for this has been pending for several weeks. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It can be printed in the RECORD and go over, 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I might have yielded had not 
the gentleman cast that slight upon me by calling me the Senator 
from Kentucky.” The House is much the superior body in the pres- 
ent condition of public affairs, when the Senate is a deliberative body 
and we are not; and I prefer to be in the House, as we can get through 
business. Therefore I renew the motion to adjourn, [Laughter.] 

The question was put, and carried. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Pending the announcement of the vote, by unanimous consent, leave 
of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. McAnoo, for four days, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. STIVERS, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. BOWDEN, for three days, from Monday next, on account of 
sickness in his family. 

And then (at 4 o’clock and 53 minutes) the House adjourned until 
Monday, August 18, at 12 o'clock m. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and d: of as follows: 

Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Pensions, reported with amend- 
ment the following bills of the House; which were severally referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 11171) granting an increase of pension to Edwin Reeder, 
late a member of Company A, First Tennessee Infantry, in the war 
with Mexico. (Report No. 2979.) 

A bill (H. R. 10898) to increase the pension of Daniel P. Roberts, 
late a second lieutenant in Company F of the Third Regiment of Mis- 
souri Volunteers, in the war with Mexico. No. 2980.) 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on In 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3927) granting a pension to 


E. Baker, accompanied by a report (No. 2981)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. HAYES, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11569) to amend 
certain sections of the Revised Statutes relating to lotteries, and for 
other pore in behalf of the minority of said committee, submitted 
his views in writing thereon; which were ordered to be printed as Part 
2 of Report No, 2844—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 5093) for the relief of 
Margaret A. Myers, accompanied by a report (No. 2982)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensi rted with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 11075) for the relief of John B. 
Roper, accompanied by a report (No. 2983)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 11767) grantinga pension to La- 
vinia M. Payne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 11768) to increase the pension of 
George Mack—to the Committe on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11769) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of H. Corthes, deceased, of Ballard County, 
Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill(H. R. 11770) grantinga pen- 
sion to Benjamin Donnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11771) for the relief of the widow of Asberry G. 
M. Edwards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11772) for the relief of the heirs of William 
Farmer and Jeremiah Farmer—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. WILSON, of Missonri: A bill (H. R. 11773) grant 
ae of pension to Mrs. Mary B. Cushing—to the Committee on 

Pensions. 


an in- 
valid 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CARUTH: Resolutions of August Willich Post, No. 132, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Louisville, Ky., favoring preference 
being given to ex-soldiers, sailors, and marines of the late war in all 
appointments in the civil service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FUNSTON : Petition asking that the charge of desertion 
against John Kinchlow be removed—to the Committee on Military 
Afai 


By Mr. JOSEPH: Memorial of the board of county commissioners 
of Bernalillo County, New Mexico, praying for the passage of House 
bill 975, providing for the confirmation of the title to certain lands to 
the town of Albuquerque, N. Mex.—to the Committee on Private Land ` 
Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: Petition of Mrs. Mary B. Cushing 
and others for an increase of pension for Mrs. Cushing—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. h 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, August 18, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

Thes Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
prov 

SENATE CLOCK. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I rise to what may be considered 
partly a privileged motion and partly a petition. Many of us have 
observed here in the last three or four weeks that our Senate clock, 
which the meeting of the Senate, varies from day to day very 
considerably. Itis three minutes faster this morning than it was on 
Saturday, and it is a great inconvenience to Senators who wish to at- 
tend at the very opening, as most of us I hope do. I therefore ask unani- 
mous consent that the Sergeant-at-Arms be instructed to procure, as 
soon as possible, a new and suitable clock to take the place of the one 
we now have. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair has been several times 
embarrassed by the eccentricities of the clock. If there be no objec- 
tion, the Sergeant-at-Arms will be directed to procure a clock for the 
use of the Senate in accordance with the suggestion of the Senator 
from Vermont. 

Mr. BLAIR, Isuggest that the Sergeant-at-Arms be also directed 
to one that will not be liable to the eccentricities of our clock at 
the close of the session. 


1890. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of citizens of Rhinelander, Wis., 
for the passage of House bill 11272 relative to the sale of cer- 
tain lands in Wisconsin; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 


lic Lands. 
Mr. QUAY presented resolutions 8 by the Cincinnati (Ohio) 
Chamber of Commerce and Merchants’ Exchange, urging the immedi- 
ate passage of the river and harbor bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. í 
Mr. BUTLER ‘presented resolutions of the city council of Colum- 
ia, 8. C., in relation to the equestrian statue of General Marion; 
hich were referred to the Committee on the Library. 


ESTATE OF CHARLES F. BOWERS. 


Mr. HAMPTON. Iam directed by the Committee on Military Af 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11491) for the relief of the 
estate of Charles F. Bowers, to report it favorably, without amend- 
ment, and I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be put upon its 
passage now. It passed the Senate a few months ago after having 

the House of Representatives, and was sent to the President. 
It was found by him that there was an error in it—that no appropria- 
tion was made by the bill to pay theclaim. Theappropriation required 
is only $230, and I am anxious to have the bill 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
information, subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


assistant quartermaster of United States volunteers, the sum of $230, being 
funds of the United States A to the Quartermaster Department of the 


Army, and was unable technically required 
the rules of the Department, because of the loss and destruction of 
General John 


Treasury 

= ee and papers during the campaign of 1862 under 

ope; an 

‘hereas it appears by the evidence on file in the Third Auditor's Office of the 

Treasury Department that the said money was nevertheless actually and law- 
fully disbursed by the said Charles F. Bowers in the execution of the duties of 
his said office, though unable to furnish formal vouchers therefore because of 
said loss and destruction of his said books and papers: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury pay, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to the legal personal representa- 
ir or representatives of the late Charles F. Bowers, of Newark, N. I., the sum 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there a written report? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a report submitted on a for- 
mer occasion. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I will state for the information of the Senator 
from Vermont (and I can make it shorter than to have the report read) 
that this bill was unanimously reported by the Military Committee of 
the Senate and passed the Senate after having passed the House, and 
itwent to the President; but in the original bill no provision was made 
for the appropriation of $230. The President returned the bill to the 
other House. The bill has again passed there and come back to the 
Senate, merely correcting that error. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The President sent it back with a veto? 

Mr. HAMPTON. Oh, no; he sent it back calling attention to this 
mistake. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think it is necessary to read the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection, the bill is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 

mble. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The word ‘‘therefore’’ occurs in the preamble. 
It should be corrected to“ therefor.” It may be, however, that it is 
atthe end of the preamble. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, it occursin the third line before 
the close of the preamble. It is evidently a mistake in the spelling 
that can be corrected in the enrollment of the bill without a formal 
amendment. The final ‘‘e’’ will be stricken ont. 

The preamble was agreed to, 


PRINTING OF SENATE RULES, 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the resolution submitted by Mr. ALDRICH on the 11th instant, 
reported it without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Ordered, That 5,000 copies of the Rules of the Senate be printed separately in 
pamphlet form, 

EXTRA COPIES OF A BILL. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing to 
report back favorably with certain amendments the order for printing 
additional copies of House bill 9014, and I ask for its present consider- 
ation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Evarts on the 5th instant was read, 
as follows: í 


Ordered, That 750 additional copies of the bill 
late the jurisdiction of the courts of the United . — reported, be printed 
for the use of the Senate. 


H. R.9014) to define and regu- 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Does that include the draught submitted by the 
minority of the committee? 

Mr. MANDERSON. A draught of the bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; with our majority bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I would say not, because naturally that would 
not be part of the report. I did not know there was a bill suggested 
by the minority. ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, yes. I move to amend the resolution by say- 
ing 17 and of the amendment submitted by the minority of the commit - 

Mr. MANDERSON. Tshould think that would be well. I did not 
know there was a minority bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Both ought to be printed together. 

Mr. MANDERSON. They will be under this order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution, the question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to insert the words ‘‘and of the amendment submitted by 
the minority of the committee. 

The amendment was to. z 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the committee 
will be stated. . 

The CHIEF CLERK. Strike out 750 and insert 1, 000, and at 
the close of the resolution add the words ‘‘and be p! in the docu- 
ment- room; so as to make the resolution read: 

Resolved, That 1,000 additional copies of the bill (H. R. 9014) to define and regu- 
late the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and of the amendment 
submitted by the minority of the committee, as reported, be printed for the use 
of the Senate, and be placed in the document-room. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendments reported by the committee. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Print- 
ing to report back favorably the concurrent resolution which I send to 
the desk with simply a verbal amendment, and I ask for its present 
consideration, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The concurrent resolution will be 
read. 

The concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. Hoar on the 13th 
instant was read, as follows: 

Resolved (the House of Representatives concurring), That 3,000 copies of the testi- 
23 taken by the Select Committee on Relations with Canada be printed, 1,000 
of which shall be for the use of the Senate and 2,000 for the use of the House ot 
Representatives. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was to insert after 
the first word, Resolved,” the words by the Senate,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT TO GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 


DISCRIMINATION AGAINST AMERICAN PRODUCTS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I suppose this is a proper time to give notice of 
offering an amendment. I give notice and submit to have printed, so 
that I can offer it and it will be understood, an amendment to what is 
called the tariff bill, when the proper stage of the bill is reached. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to have it 
read? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, yes; it should be read for information, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 


read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. EDMUNDS to the bill (H. E. 9416) 
to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes, 

Add asa new section, after section 32, of the bill as reported by the Commit- 
tee on Finance, page 179: 2 

“Sec. — That whenever the President shall be satisfied that unjust discrimi- 


nations are made by or under the authority of any foreign state nst the 
importation to or sale in such foreign state of any product of the Un States, 
he may direct that such products of such foreign state so discriminati against 


any product of the United States, as he may deem proper, shall be excluded from 
ney ArT to the United States; and in such case he shall make p 

of his direction in the 

against importation l take effect, and after such date the importation of 
the articles named in such proclamation shall be unlawful. The President may 
at any time revoke, star ip terminate, or renew any such direction as, in 
his opinion, the public interest may require.“ 


roclamation 
and therein name the time when such direction 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I desire to say for the information of the Senate 
that that amendment which I intended to propose to the tariff bill is 
in the identical words, in all respects, of one of the sections in what is 

- called the meat bill that has passed unanimously, or almost unani- 
mously, at two or three different sessions, and which has never come to 
be a law because it does not seem to be able to get any further than 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be printed. 
Shall it be referred or lie on the table? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it lie on the table. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not know that I understood the exact reading. 
Does that simply mean to retaliate in kind? 5 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In kind and in degree. 

Mr. REAGAN. Onur exports of that kind are so small Ido not see 
how that will do any good. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend means retaliation in kind, that if the 
French, for instance, will not receive American pork we will not re- 
ceive French pork, it does not mean that, but it would give the Presi- 
dent the power to say that we would not receive French wines, and par- 
ticularly adulterated wines, 

Mr. REAGAN. If that is so it will do, but I did not understand 
the reading of it that way. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That is the way it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will lie 
on the table, and be printed. 

DUTIES ON SUGAR. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to submit another amendment that I in- 
tend in a certain contingency to propose to the tariff bill. It is inthe 
same words, and, indeed, is the same paper that was presented to the Coin- 
mittee on Finance when the same subject was under consideration two 
years ago, relating to sugar. I should like to have the amendment read 
and I think it had better be referred to the Committee on Finance after 
it is read, and ordered to be printed. 

The amendment was read, ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance, as follows: 


That whenever the President of the United States shall be satisfied that any 
sugar-producing country, whence sugar is exported to the United States, has 
abolished its duties or taxes upon the importation of the principal agricultural 
products of the United States, he may by proclamation diminish or wholly re- 
mit the duties imposed by law upon sugar or any class thereof produced in and 
ex direct from any such country to the United States for such period of 
time as he shall think fit, so long as such products of the United States are ad- 
mitted free of duty or taxes into such country and no longer. 


BUSINESS OF THE SESSION. 


Mr. QUAY. I offer a resolution for the adoption of certain orders of 
business for the present session of the Senate, notice of the introduc- 
tion of which I gave on Saturday. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The proposed resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the following orders be adopted for the government of the 
Senate during the present session of Congress: 

1, That during the present session of Congress the Senate will not 
take up for consideration any legislative business other than the pending bill 
(H. R. 9416); conference reports; general appropriation bills; pension bills; bills 
relating to the public lands, to the United States courts, to the postal service, 
— r and forestry, to public buildings; and Senate or concurrent reso- 

utions, 

Ordered, 2; That the consideration of all bills other than such as are mentioned 
in the foregoing order is hereby postponed until the session of Congress to be 
heid on the first Monday of December, 1890. 

3, Thata vote shall be taken on the bill (H. H. 9416) now under con- 
sideration in the Senate, and upon amendments then pending, without further 
debate, on the 30th day of August, 1800, the voting to commence at 2 o'clock 
p. m, on said day and to continue on that and subsequent days, to the exclusion 
of all other business, until the bill and pending amendments are finally dis- 


For the foregoing stated purpose the following Rules, namely, VII, VIIT, IX, 
X; XII, XIX, XXII, XXVII, XXVIII, XXXV, and XL, are modified. 
Mr. HOAR. Let that go over, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The resolution will lie over under 
the rule. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. And be printed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And be printed. 
s ADDITIONAL CLERICAL FORCE. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendmentsof the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 11380) making appropriations for additional 
clerical force and other expenses to carry into effect the act entitled 
“An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapaci- 
tated for the performance of manual labor, and providing for pensions 
to widows, minor children, and dependent parents,“ from July 20, 
1890, for the balance of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and ask- 
ing a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 
Mr. HALE, I niove that the Senate insist upon its amendments 
and agree to the conference asked by the House. 
The motion was agreed to, 
By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 
DAwrs, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 
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AUGUST 18, 


LAW BOOKS FOR HOWARD UNIVERSITY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 71) 
directing the Librarian of Congress, the librarian of the Senate, the 
librarian of the House of Representatives, and the librarian of the De- 
partment of Justice, W to deliver extra or duplicate copies 
of law books to the law department of the Howard University; which 
was, in line 8, after the word service,“ to insert: 

Provided, That there shall be left in each of said libraries not less than two 
copies of each book, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that is right. That leaves the recent 
copies. They can take the old ones. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Vermont to move that the Senate agree to the amendment made 
by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that is the best way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate concur in the amendment made to the bill in the House 
of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 3163) to reorganize and 
establish the customs-collection district of Puget Sound. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the joint resolution (S. R. 120) appropriating money to the 
Territory of Oklahama to relieve destitution therein, agreed to the con- 
ference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa, Mr. CANNON, 
and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky managers at the conference on 
its part. 

= THE REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is the morning business completed ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 
Tf there be none, that order is closed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9116. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration ot the bill (H. R. 
9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for 
other purp 

The motion was agreed to. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HA I ask that the unfinished business be temporarily laid 
aside in order that the Senate may proceed to the consideration of the 
deficiency appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unan- 
imous consent that the unfinished business be informally laid aside, 
and that the Senate proceed to consider the bill (H. R. 11459) makin 
appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fisca 
year ending Jnne 30, 1890, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOAR, Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator rise to object? 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir; but I desire at this time to ask also unani- 
mons consent in relation to the bill now up. 

The usual order for paying the contestants for seats in the Senate 
from the State of Montana was reported from the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], chair- 
man of the subcommittee to whom that subject was committed, and 
has been inserted in the deficiency bill. A small bill for counsel fees, 
such as has been usual for the Senate to allow in favor of the sitting 
Senators, was handed to me last week and I sent it to the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], but he has not been in the Chamber since 
that time. Iam afraid he did not receive it. I therefore ask unani- 
mous consent that it may bein order to offer that amendment without 
regard to its not having been previously referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the request 
of the Senator from Massachusetts to be that the question of order be 
waived concerning the amendment he proposes to offer to the deficiency 
appropriation bill. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 11459) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes; which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations with amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length. 

Mr. HALE. Task that the formal reading be dispensed with, and 
that as the bill is read the committee amendments may be acted upon, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that the formal reading of the bill may be waived and 
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that the amendments of the Committee on Appropriations may be acted 
The Chair 


upon as they are reached in the text of the 
objection. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of Depart- 
ment of State, on page 2, in section 1, after line 10, to insert: 

International boundary survey, United States and Mexico: To enable the 
President to execute the en ments of the convention of July 29, 1852, between 
the United States of America and the United States of Mexico, providing for 
an international boundary survey to relocate the existing frontier line between 
the two countries west of the Rio Grande, and the convention of February Ls, 
1889, between the United States of America and the United States of Mexico, 
$75,000, in addition to the $100,000 appropriated by the act of March 3,1885. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 2, after line 22, to 
insert: 

United States and Venezuelan Claims Commission: To enable the Secretary 
of State to meet a deficiency in the appropriation for the contingent expenses 
of the United States und Venezuelan Claims Commission, the same being for 
clerical assistance and compensation of the agent of the United States, $9,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 3, after line 3, toin- 
sert: 

Publication of reports of International Conference: That nothing in the act 
entitled “An act making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service 
of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891,” shall be construed 
to interrupt, delay, or prevent the prompt translation, publication, and distriba- 
tion of the reports and proceedings of the International Conference. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 3, after line 17, to in- 
sert: 

Rent of legation building at Tokio, Japan: That the appropriation made by 
the diplomatic and consular appropriation act approved July 14, 1890, for rent of 
legation buildings in Tokio, open, for the year eoding are 15, 1890, shall be 
available and may be used for the year ending March 15, 1891. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 4, after line 20, to 
strike out the following clause: 

Remains of Haile C. T. Nye: To defray the expenses of bringing home the 
remains of the late Lieut. Haile C. T. Nye, United States Navy, who died while 
acting as naval attaché at the legation of the United States at Lima, Peru, $600, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 5, after line 22, to 
insert: 

To meet deficiency in appropriation for contingent expenses of United States 
consulates, $40,000, 

Theamendment was agreed to. i 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 5, after line 24, to 
insert: 


That the accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they ene author- 
ized and directed, in the settlement of the accounts of the la 


hears no 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Smithsonian Institu- 
tion,“ in section 1, on page 8, line 25, before the word Commission, 
to insert Fish; so as to make the clause read: 

To reimburse the Smithsonian Institution for expenses incurred in the ex- 
change of the publications of the Fish Commission for those of foreign coun- 
tries, being for the service of the fiscal year, 1889, 8215.20. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 9, after line 3, to 
insert: 

To enable the Secreta: 
Frederick S. Perkins, of 
ments, $7,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, under ‘‘ Treasury Depart- 
ment,’’ on page 9, after line 20, to insert: 

For post-office at Dayton, Ohio: For completion of building in excess of limit, 


of the Smithsonian Institution to purchase from 
isconsin, his collection of prehistoric copper imple- 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 10, after line 2, to 
insert: 


For court-house and post-office at Pittsburgh, Pa.: For hesting apparatus 
elevators, and approaches, $110,000, ran 5 = 


The amendment was agreed to. kd 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 11, tostrike out the 
clause from line 9 to line 11, inclusive, as follows: 

Lubec Narrows Light Station, Maine: For completing the light-house and 
fog-signal at Lubec Narrows, Maine, $15,500. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Government in the 
Territories, in section 1, on page 11, line 16, after the date 1887,” to 
strike out three thousand one hundred and sixty-nine dollars and 
sixty,” and insert one thousand three hundred and ninety-seven dol- 
lars and twenty-five; ” so as to make the clause read: 


Territory of Montana: To pay the account of the Journal Publishing Com- 


„of Helena, Mont., for printing, bin 8 for the nth Legislative 
5 of Montana in ise $1,397.25. anero shiis 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 13, to strike out 
the clause from line 18 to line 25, inclusive, as follows: 


Redemption of unsigned national-bank notes stolen from the office of the 
Comptroller of the Currency: To enable the Secreta: 
deem the remainder of certain unsigned national-bank notes stolen from the 
office of the Comptroller of the Currency during the years 1864 to 1868, both in- 


clusive, $2,500 or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. At the end of page 13 I offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the foot of page 13, it is proposed to insert: 


And the proper accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized 
hereafter in the settlement of the accounts of the collector of customs at the 
portof New York to allow payment for salaries of two additional deputy sur- 


veyors at the rate of $2,500 each per annum, and for one additional deputy naval 


ofticer at the rate of $2,500 per annum, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, on page 16, to strike 
out the clause from line 3 to line 7, inclusive, as follows: 

Payment to Susannah George: To pay Susannah George for compensation 
due her husband, Phineas George, for services and expenses incurred while 
light-keeper at Plam Island light-station, Massachusetts, $365.15. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 16, to strike out the 
clause from line 8 to line 12, inclusive, as follows: 

Life-saving station, Muskeget: To reimburse the crew of the life-saving sta- 
tion at Muskeget, Mass., for the loss of their personal property at the time of 
the burning of the station, December 27, 1889, Biro. 65. 7 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was not noticing page 11, lines 9 and 10. I 
should like to ask the Senator irom Maine why it is that we struck out: 

Lubec Narrows light-station, Me.: For completing the light-house and fog- 
signal at Lubee Narrows, Me., $15,500. 

That is an appropriation that comes from the business branch of Con- 
gress, and I should like to know why it was recommended to be stricken 


out. 

Mr. HALE. The Senate put the two items here in the sundry civil 
appropriation bill and the House conferees would only agree to one 
item, and the other was left for the deficiency bill, though both passed 
the Senate on the sundry civil appropriation bill. One was stricken 
off there on motion of the House conferees, and so it remains here. 

The reading of the bili was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, on page 18, after line 
5, to insert: i 

Relief of collector of customs at New York: The accounting officers of the 
ry are hereby authorized in the settlement of the accountsof the collector 
ofcustoms at the port of New York to allow payments made to additional cns- 
toms officers appointed in the district of New York under the provisions of sec- 
tion 2722 of the Revised Statutes for the time they actually served, being in 
ee for fiscal: years as follows: For 1890, $3,960.74; for 1891, $815.22; in all, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 18, after line 18, to 
insert: 

Relief of Samuel Hein: The accoun officers of the Treasury are author- 
ized and directed to pass to the credit of the account of Samuel Hein, d 
late disbursing agent of the Coast Survey, certain vouchers known as the De 
Haven vouchers, heretofore suspended the accounts of the said Hein, 
amounting to $1,285.85, and to make the necessary transfers on the books of the 
Treasury to close the account of the said disbursing nt; and the Secretary 
of the Treasury is authorized and directed to pay to t — 2 representatives 
of the said Samuel Hein the salary earned by and retained from him against 
said vouchers, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in-section 1, on page 19, after line 18, to 
insert: 

Reimbursement of North Dakota: To enable the Secretary of the T 
to pay to the State of North Dakota, to reimburse that State for mo: ok: 
vanced in excess of the amount appropriated by Congress to defray the ex- 
penses of the constitutional convention held at Bismarck, in said State, in July 
and August, 1889, $10,854.71. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on 
insert: 

Reimbursement of South Dakota: To enable the Secretary of the 


to pay to the State of South Dakota, to reimburse that State for moneys ex- 
nded in paying the expenses of the constitutional convention held therein 
n September, 1885, which constitution was readopted by the said 


State under the provisions of the act of February 22, 1889, $14, $ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ District of Columbia, 
in section 1, on page 22, line 8, after the word dollars,“ to strike out: 
Provided, That the act entitled “An act prescribing the times for sales and for 
notices of sales of property in the District of Columbia for overdue taxes,” ap- 
roved March 19, 1890, be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking out of 
ines 14, 15, and 16 of said act the words“ which shall contain the name of each 
and every person in which 3 of property is assessed together with the 
amount of assessment upon piece.” 


So as to make the clause read: 
Miscellaneous expenses: To pay the Evening Star Newspaper Company 


of the Treasury to re- 


page 20, afterline2,to ` 


‘7 


- 
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and the W. Post Company for advertising delinquent-tax list, $2,760.50 
each; in all, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 23, after line 9, to 
insert: 

Winfie Hancock fo i rendered in the office of the prop- 
erty derie, District of Columbia, from. om July: 17, 1888, to August 22, 1888, inclusive, 
at $3 per day, $111. 

The amendment was to. an 
The next amendment was, in the appropriations for of 
assessing real property ” in the District of Columbia, in section 1, on 
after line 


page 24, 11, to insert: 
To pay T. B. Shoemaker, $20; 
To pay F. P. Hackney, $20; 
To pay E. Nash, $20; 
To pay T L Grops Se 
e 
0 T. ; 
To pay T. B. Kal fus, $25; 


The amendment was agreed to. f 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 24, line 19, to increase 
the total amount of the appropriations for ‘‘expenses of assessing real 
* in the District of Columbia, from $306.50 to $486.50. 
amendment was agreed to. : 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 29, after line 7, to 
insert: 
To James H. Saville for services as referee in the case of Matthew J. 
Laughlin against the District of Columbia, $1,260. 
The amendment was agreed to. $ ; 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 29, after line 22, to 
insert: 
For pumping expenses and pipe distribution: To roll of employés 
for pet an — Soay Bscal year 1889, $238.99. SEIR 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of Navy Department,” 
in the appropriations for ‘‘ Bureau of Navigation,“ in section 1, on 
41, 14, after the word thousand, to strike out dollars“ 
insert 5652.83; so as to make the clause read: 


- ‘Transportation and recruiting: Expenses of recruiting for the naval service, 
rent of rendezvous and expenses of maintaining the same; a formen 
and boys, and all other expenses attending the recruiting for the nayal sery- 
Fy Ent for the transportation of enlisted men and boys at home and abroad, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for Bureau of 
Equipment and Recruiting.“ in section 1, on page 43, after line 22, to 
insert: 


To — bill of S. C. Forsaith Machine Company, reservation on vouchers for 5,000 

feet of hose delivered at the New York navy-yard under their contract of Sep- 
22, 1888, being for the service of the fiscal year 1889, $435, 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. FRYE. If my colleague will yield to me for a moment, I ask 
leave, out of order, from the Committee on Commerce to report an amend- 
ment to the deficiency bill, now under consideration. 

' The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the amendment be read ? 

Mr. FRYE. It may be read and laid on the table. 

The Secretary read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, authorized to purchas® 
or build and oyuies steam-vessel to be used in the waters of the collection dis- 
trict of „ under the direction of the collector of the district, for the 

of preventing violations of the Chinese restriction acts and of the cus- 
— of the United States and to aid in the enforcement of such laws; and 
the sum of $12,000 is hereby appropriated, out ofany moneys in tho ury not 
otherwise ap ted, for said purposes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of Marine Corps,” 
in section 1, on page 47, after line 23, to insert: 

Provisions: To pay accounts on file for advertising and for reservations on 
accounts, $754.39, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 48, after line 5, to 


~ insert: 


To pay accounts on file for advertising and to reimburse Quartermaster's 
. United States Army, for clothing transferred to the Marine Corps, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 48, after line 13, to 
insert: 

To pay accounts on file for advertising and for reservations on accounts, 
$3,330.12. è 
- The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, in the appropriation for ‘‘ for- 
age” for the Marine Corps, at the beginning of page 49, to insert: 
3 accounts on file for advertising and for reservations on accounts. 

The amendment was to. 

, The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 49, after line 11, to 
insert: 

To pay accounts on file for advertising, and for gas, water, straw, freight, and 
other miscellaneous items, $2,968,71. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of “Interior Department,” 
in section 1, on page 49, after line 16, to insert: 


Contingent of the Interior: To 7 the sonounis of E 
1 and Joseph Rakeman, being additional to the amoun: 
auth by joint resolution of December 188 to fit up and put in proper 
repair the rooms in the Interior t by the Secretary 
for the use of the Patents, and a for the fiscal year 
1886, 8177.30. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The nextamendment was, in section 1, on page 50, in line 13, before 
the word thousand, to strike out forty and insert fliteen;“ 
so as to make the clause read: 

Town sites in Oklahoma: To carry into effect the provisions of the act ap- 
proved May 14, 1890, to provide for town-site entries of lands in what is known 
as Oklahoma, and for other purposes, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 50, after line 18, to 
insert: 

Penitentiary building in North Dakota: For the Psa are of erasing, Baten 


buildingin the State of North err upon such tract or parcel oſ land at or near 
the city of Grafton, in the county of Walsh, asshall be designated by anna 
of the Interior, $30,000: Provided, That this appropriation shall be devoted ani 
applied exclusively to the purchase of the necessary grounds and to the erec- 
tion of a penitentiary in said State, and shall not exceed the sum hereby appro: 
priated, including the sum expended for the purchase of grounds upon w: 

to erect said penitentiary. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear a short explanation of the 
reasons for building a penitentiary in North Dakota. 

Mr. HALE. By section 15 of the act that divided the Territory the 
penitentiary of South Dakota was given to that State, It was pro- 
vided in the act-—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. It had already been erected by the Government 
while Dakota was a Territory? 

Mr. HALE. Itwasa governmental institution and given to theState 
of South Dakota, and in the bill it also provided in terms that the same 
thingshould be done for North Dakota and Washington. This issimply 
to carry out the law. The committee examined the matter very fully, 
and hunted up the statutes and found that it was an obligation which 
was imperative upon the Government, and the same should be done for 
Washington. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
section 1, on page 51, after line 5, to insert: 

Protection and improvement of Hot S Arkansas: For laying of mains, 
purchase of pipe and valves, providing foundations for pumping-engines, ex- 
pense of superintendence of construction of work, and other expenses incidental 
thereto, $5,000, . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the app tion for ‘surveying the 
public lands,” in section 1, on page 52, line 7, to insert: 


To Robert Berry, of Leadville, Colo., in full for salary and expenses 
3 of surveys in the General Land Office, Department of . 
from the Ist ay of „ 1885, to the 10th day of October, same year, both 
dates inclusive, $1,109.67. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. In line 9 of that amendment I move to strike out the 
words an examiner of surveys in“ and insert the words special 
agent of.“ It is a wrong designation of the office. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out, in line 9, the words 
— examiner of surveys in” and insert “special agent of; “' so as to 

y o Lead f Šo 
222 the GODAI Land Gitice, Departmen of tne interior from tne 
lst day of March, 1885, to the 10th day of October, same year, both dates in- 
clusive, $1,109.67, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment of the committee, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask the Senator to yield to me foramoment for the 
purpose of introducing a proposed amendment to the deficiency bill. 
I wish it referred to the Committee on Territories. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be referred to the Committee 
on Territories. Does the Senator wish the amendment printed? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, on page 53, after line 8, 
to insert: 

Yellowstone National Park: To reimburse P. H. Conger, late superintendent 
of the Yellowstone National Park, for necessary expenditures made by bim as 
such superintendent in providing quarters for the additional assistants author- 
ized by the act of March 3, 1883, $100.37. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 53, after the word 


1890. 
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u dollars,” at the end of line 20, ee or so much thereof as may 
be necessary; so as to make the clause read: 
INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Ute Commission: For this amount, 88 espera eg 


1 to 
incurred by the thern 
K —— 6 their * ra 2 — 0880 or so much 
thereof as may be necessary. 
The amendment was agreed to. i 
The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out the clause from 


line 22, on page 53, to line 2, inclusive, on page 54, as follows: 


Relief of B,C. Hobbs: To reimburse B. O. Hobbs, amount ded by him in 
the purchase for the United States, by and with the approval of the is- 
sioner of Indian A of a lot of land . the Eastern 


Cherokee Indians, at Cherokee, N. C., 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘Post-Office Depart- 
ment,” in section 1, on page 55, after line 6, to insert: 


To enable the Postmaster-General to pay to the employés and late employés 
of the Post-Office Department additional compensation for services rendered 
by such employés as were embraced in orders of the Postmaster-General, dated 
iat —— and June 18, 1885, Sim — uiring extra hours of labor, said additional com- 
beregulated by the extra time said employés were actually engaged 

3 service under said orders, $12,766.80. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 56, after line 8, to 
insert: 


That the proper officers of the Post-Office Department are hereby renga g 
and directed to credit in the account of O. M. Laraway, late Min- 
neapolis, Minn., the sum of $11,115.38, being the value of certain . tans 
which were stolen from the safe in said post-office on the 8th day of July, 1836, 
without the fault of said postmaster. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 56, after line 16, to 
insert: 


PM e ee . of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to pay 
ch the sum of $101.65, in full payment and satisfaction of the 
Rl 1 ted and allowed to him by the ury Department for carrying 
ps United States mails on route No. 10665, Old Mines to Old Mines Station, in 
State of Missouri, from April 1 to October 10, in the year 1861. 
‘The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of Department of Agri- 
culture,’’ in section 1, on page 59, after line 17, to insert: 
Irrigation „ To enable the of Agriculture to continue 
to completion his investigations for the purpose of determining the extent a 
vallability for irrigation ot the underflow and artesian waters within the 
stw veen the ninety-seventh degree ot A A RAAF the eastern ſoot-hills o the 
Rocky Mountains, and 8 and publish information as to the best methods 
of cultivating the soil by irrigation, $10,000 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of Department of Jus- 
tice,’’ in section 1, on page 60, after line 19, to insert: 
For 1890, $2,138.55. 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 61, line 2, to increase 
the total amount of the appropriations for“ defending suits in claims 
against the United States,” from $807.39 to $2,945.94. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head “Judicial,” in section 1, 
on page 61, after line 19, to insert: 


United States court in Alaska: For payment to 8 Dawson, late ie inde 
of the United States court for the district of Alaska, salary due h 
August 5, 1885, to September 3, 1886, $248.60, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 62, line 14, to change 
the date 1888 to 1889; so as to read: 


For payment of ae deputy a at Congressional elections, being a 
4 tor the fiscal year 1889, $34,745. £ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 62, after line 20, to 


To aay Daniel F. Wyatt for services as deputy United States marshal in 
Oklahoma, Ind. T., in 1889, $198. 

Mr. HALE. I offer an amendment to the amendment just read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the amendment just reported it is proposed 
to add: 

That the Attorney-General investigate the claims of such persons as are al- 
leged to have rendered service in Oklahoma since the lands therein were opened 
to settlement by proclamation of the President, under the order of the ted 
States marshal and deputies, in compliance with directions from the Attorney- 
General, and estimate to the next Congress for the sum necessary to pay the 
amounts which he may find properly due for such services. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, on page 63, line 6, to 
strike out the word ‘‘eighty’’ where it first occurs, the word ses, 
duplicated, so as to make the clause read: 

For 1888, $1,356.87; in all, $101,356.87. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 64, after line 20, to ` 


District attorneys and assistants: For payment to district attorneys of com- 5 
pensation fixed by the Attorney-General for services not covered by salary or 
ees, deficiencies on account of fiscal years, as follows: 


$430; 
For 1885, $610; 


„ $13,000; 
For 1889, $16,931.47; 
For p Oe TS 
For 1887, $4,796.20; 
For 1886, $1,700; in all, $43,440.70, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 66, after line 9, to- 
insert: 


Forpayment of the accounts for legal services rendered the Government, as 
recommended by the Attorney-General and set forth in House Executive Doc- 
ument No. 455, Fifty-first 5 first session, $8,965.15. . 


The amendment was to. 

’ ied next amendment was, in section 1, on page 68, after line 10, to 
nsert: 
SENATE, 

To enable the Secretary of the — > pay Lae score to A, Clark and Martin - 
D mpensation for r time and ex- 

ee roseculing their respective alee to seats in the Senate as Senators 

rom 8 e of Montana, 810,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 68, after line 17, to 
nsert: 

For of in d 
3 22 izies and investigations ordered by the Senate tor the 

The amendment was 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was 3 called away a ſe moments ago 
and did not have an et sar A when page 55 was being read, of calling 
the attention of the Senator in charge of the bill to a certain clause 
there which reads: 

For twenty temporary clerks for five months’ services, at $60 per month each; 
to enable the Postmaster-General to tabulate the returns from all Mee Rei ces of 
a general count of the several classes of mail matter for one week, $6,000. 

I should like to know why that provision is inserted in this bill. 
That does not seem to me to be a deficiency. How does it happen that 
we have to legislate for the future in this bill by inserting a provision 
that ought to have gone on the legislative 3 bill or che 
8 civil appropriation bill by all means? 

HALE. Undoubtedly; but the Senator knows that there are 
in Anis bill several matters which are not technically deficiencies, but 
which are to provide for services hereafter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Was any provision taken to be made in regard to 
this matter? 

Mr. HALE. Les, it was taken in the legislative bill and given up. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Given up by the Senate conferees? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Because the House conferees would not accede 
to it? 

Mr. HALE. I think the Senator himself was a member of the con- 
ference committee, and he knows more about it than I do. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I had an impression—and the reason I asked was 
that I wanted to see if I was correct—that this provision was inserted 
in the legislative appropriation bill. 

Mr. HALE. It was. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And that the business branch of Congress refused 
to aecede to it in a bill which provided for the expenditures of the fiscal 
year 1891, and then in a business way turned around and inserted it 
ina deficiency bill providing for the deficiencies in the fiscal year 1890 
and T years. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is correct. 

Mr. COCKRELL, And then parade before the country as a business 
establishment! 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, on page 68, after line 
21, to insert: 

For th following, be eson a t 

e e rien g. — ccoun * fiscal year 1889, namely: 


180 
For 5 sod pe nin 205 on 1 h d mail wagons, 882.28. 
or expenses of ntaining an equipping orses ani 
For fuel, oil, and cotton-waste, and advertising for the heating apparatus, ex- 
elusive of labor, $741.58. 
ed folding speeches and pamphlets, at a rate not exceeding $1 per thousand, 


For tm tere items, exclusi f Inbor, $4,000, 
orm o! 

and sewing carpets, $18.12. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


t 
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Mr. HALE. After line 17, on page 68, I offer the amendment which 
was made in order this morning by unanimousconsent. I move toin- 
sert the following: . 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to Witsve F. SANDERS and 
Tuomas C. Power their counsel fees and 2 in defending the title to 
their seats, $2,453. 

The amendment was agreed to. s : 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
section 1, on page 69, after line 16, to insert: 

For the following, being deficiencies on account of the fiscal year 1890, namely: 

For stamps, for Sergeant-at-Arms’ department, 840. 

For purchase of furniture, A800. 

For fuel, oil, and cotton-waste, advertising, for the heating apparatus, exclu- 
sive of labor, 

For cleaning and sewing carpets and caning chairs, $227.15. 

aa speeches and pamphlets, at a rate notexceeding $1 per thousand, 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 70, after line 5, to 
insert: È 

For salaries of officers, clerks, messengers, and others in the service of the 
Senate, $3,630, for the fiscal year 1891, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 70, after line 9, to 


For expenses of maintaining and equipping horses and mail wagons for 
carrying the mails for the fiscal’ year isd, $5000, 
The amendment was to. 

Mr. HALE. ‘ After line 12, on page 70, I move to insert: 

For the folding-room of the Senate, namely, for three folders at the rate of 
$1,000 each per annum, and ten folders at the rate of each annum, in all 
2 or so much thereof as may be necessary, being for the year ending 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
section 1, on page 70, after line 13, to insert: 

For expenses of the investigation concerning immigration ordered by con- 
current resolution of the two Houses of Congress dated March 12, 1890, $3,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be disbursed by the Secretar. of the 
Senate upon vouchers approved by the chairman of the Senate Committee on 
Immigration and the 8 of the House Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization; and the Secretary of the Senate is hereby authorized to ad- 
vanoe the whole or — 4 of said sum and the whole or any part of any bal- 
ance remaining in his ds of the appropriation made for said investigation 
by act of April 4, 1890, to the chairman of said committee on the receipt of said 

rman, as provided in the act of March 3, 1879. 

Mr, HALE, In line 25, the words chairman of said committee“ 
should be chairmen of said committees,” in the plural. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 71, after line 2, to 
insert: 

‘To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay to W. R. Clay the usual per diem 
aa of clerk to a Senator from the 4th day of May to the 30th of June, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 71, after line 6, to 
insert: 

To enable th f the Senate to 
for eee Goa avd 4, 1886, until 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 71, after line 11, to 
insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay Eugene C. Moxley, messenger to 
the Oficial Reporter's room, for services from July 1 to December 7, 1885, during 
which time he performed the duties of that office without compensation, $628. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, 
under the head of House of Representatives,’’ to strike out the 
clauses from line 5, on page 72, to line 21, on page 73, inclusive, as 
follows: 


To pay to the widow of David Wilbur the amount of salary and mileage for 
25 W hi term of his service as a member of the Fiſty-Hrst Congress, $4,- 


To pay to the widow of Samuel J. Randall the amount of salary and mile- 
age 270 . term of his service as a member of the Fifty-first Con- 
To pay to the widow of the late R. W. Townshend the amount of salary and 
— . 3 unexpired term of his service as a member of the Fifty-first Con- 
To pay tothe widow of the late E. J. Gay the amount of salary and mileage 
for Aig unexpired term of his service as a member of the Fifty-first Congress, 


ay W. B. Clarke for extra services 
roch 4, 1888, $280, 


89 é 

To pay James D. Gage, administrator of the estate of James Laird, deceased, 
a Representative from the Second district, in the State of Nebras in the Fif- 
4 8 in full for the mileage of said Laird for the secon 
en ngress, 8 

To pay to the widow of S. S. Cox the amount of salary and mileage for the 
unexpired term of his service as a member of the Fifty-first Congress, $7,596.17. 

To pay to the widow of W. D, Kelley the amount of salary and mi leage for 
— nnexpired term of his service as a member of the Fifty-firat Congress, $6,- 


06. 

To pay to the widow of James N. Burnes, a member elect to the Fiſty-Hrst 

Co but who died before the time of its organization, $6,000. 

Io pay the widow of James P. Walker the amount of salary and mileage for 
SO OESR term of his service as a member of the Fifty-first Congress, $3,- 


session of 


ingress, 
namely, from November 2, 1889, to March 4, 1891, $6,679.70. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have some little explanation 
made why the committee propose to strike out those clauses. 

Mr. HALE. These are allowances made to the widows and children 
of deceased members of the House of Representatives, There is also one 
case where a like allowance should be made in the case of a death in 
the Senate. The Committee on Appropriations found on examining 
these claims that no rule seems to have been established. In some 
cases an entire year’s salary is given, in some cases only a portion of a 
year and in some cases the entire term; and in order that the House 
conferees may present te the Senate a plan or some reasons for the ap- 
propriations made here, they are struck outin order that the matter 
may be considered in conference, 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Chief Clerk has not read all these items. I 
do not ask that they shall be read; but I see among these appropria- 
tions to which the Senate committee disagrees an appropriation of $604 
to pay James G. Gage, administrator of the estate of James Laird, de- 
ceased, for mileage, in the Fiftieth Congress. I desire to make a state- 
ment of the facts in regard to that matter as I understand them, in 
order that the Senator in charge of the bill may have the data for use 
hereafter. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to say that the 
committee was in possession of the entire facts. I conferred this morn- 
ing with Senators, and it is the understanding that that item shall go 
out with the others to be considered when the plan is made. There is 
no reason why mileage should not be allowed in that case. 

Mr. CARLISLE, The Senator understands then that the represent- 
ative of Mr. Laird actually came here and applied to the Speaker of 
the House, but his term had just expired and therefore he was unable 
to certify to the account. 

Mr. HALE. That is as I understand the case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As the Senator from Kentucky al- 
luded to the fact that the reading of the paragraphs was omitted, the 
Chair will state that it was done by the direction of the Presiding 
Officer to save time. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I make no complaint about it, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When an amendment appears to be 
merely to strike out certain provisions, unless the reading of the part 
proposed to be stricken out is requested the question will be taken on 
agreeing to the amendment without reading. The Chief Clerk will 
proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, on page 76, to strike 
out the clauses from line 12 to line 23, inclusive, as follows: 

To reimburse the Official Reporters of the proceedi: and debates of the House 
of Representatives, for the moneys paid by them so far during the present ses- 
sion for clerical hire and extra cle l services, $1,000 each, except that to the 
widow AP Le J. McElhone there shall be paid $600, and to Fred. Irland $400; 

"To reimburse the official reporters to committees of the House of Represent- 
atives for the moneys paid by them so far oe the present session for clerical 
hire and extra clerical services, $750 each; in all, $1,500. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from Maine 
why the committee propose to strike out these two paragraphs relat- 
ing to the compensation or reimbursement of the reporters of debates 
in the House and the reporters of committees in the House. 

Mr. HALE. For the reason that the committee considered that as 
of course it is an extra allowance, if it is to be allowed at all to the 
House reporters, there ought to be incorporated with it an amendment 
giving to the Senate Reporter the same. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I think so too. 

Mr. HALE. Therefore the committee struck out the whole pro- 
vision in order to leave jurisdiction to the conference to either strike it 
out entirely or put both on. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I think the Senate Reporter ought to be included. 

Mr. HALE. Ihave no doubt about that. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The truth is, in regard to the committee reporters 
of the House, that they receive $1,000 less per annum now than they 
did a few years ago, and they have, as everybody knows, a great deal 
more work todo. As to the reporters of debates in the Senate and 
House, we have the singular state of affairs that the more work they 
do the less compensation they get, because they have to pay a large part 
of their salaries to have their notes transcribed. I hope the members 
of the committee of conference will not insist upon striking out the pro- 
vision for the House reporters, but will put the Senate officers along with 
the House officers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. P 

The amendment was agreed to. 

33 next amendment was, in section 1, on page 76, after line 23, to 
ert: 


To pay additional amount to William W. Kelser, telegraph operator of the 
House, to make his salary equal to that of the telegraph operator of the Senate, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 18, on 


page 79. 
Mr. HALE. Alter line 18, on page 79, I move to insert: 


To enable the Public Printer to pay to the estate of John C. Rives for rent 
for the building situated on the premises of the late John C. Rives, near Bla- 


densburg. in the State of Maryland, in which certain stereotyped plates belong- 
ing to the Government of the United States were stored from September 1, 1878, 
to October 10, 1889, the sum of $1,333.33. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, under the head of 
“Judgments of Court of Claims,’’ on page 78, after line 12, to insert: 

To Theodore Yates, #400. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 88, to increase the 
total amount of the appropriations to pay “judgments of Court of 
Claims, from $337,226.19 to $337,626.19. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 88, line 19, after the 
word Treasury,” to strike out at the commencement of each ses- 
sion; in line 3, on page 89, after the word“ Department,” to strike 
out ‘‘including’’ and insert up to and including the date of; and 
in line 5, after the word term, to strike out at which such judg- 
ment was rendered, unless and until such judgment and mandate is 
filed with the Secretary of the Treasury and payment thereof de- 
manded and insert of the Supreme Court at which such judgment 
was affirmed;’’ so as to make the clause read: , 

That hereafter it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to certify 
to Congress for appropriation only such judgments of the Court of Claims as 
are not to be appealed, or such appealed cases as shall have been decided by 
the Supreme Court to be due and payable. And on judgments in favor of claim- 
ants which have been appealed by the United States and affirmed by the Su- 
preme Court, interest, at the rate of 4 per cent. per annum, shall be allowed and 
paid from the date of filing the transcript of judgment in the Treasury Depart- 
ment up toand including the date of the mandate of affirmance by the Supreme 
Court: Provided, That ia no case shall interest be allowed after the term of the 
Supreme Court at which said judgment was aflirmed, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 19, on 


page 90. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, we have had from year to year ap- 
propriations to cover the damages by flowage of the Fox and Wiscon- 
sin Rivers, Last year, at the last session of Congress, it was stated, I 
think, upon the floor of the Senate that the appropriation then made 
wonld be the last one that would be asked for. 

I think it is right to call the attention of the Senate once more to this 
matter. The Government first gave, as I remember the history of the 
case, a large amount of lavd to enable the local authorities to improve 
the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers. The land was disposed of and the Fox 
River was sold to the United States by the State of Wisconsin, reserv- 
ing the water for the State. That was the substance of it. 

The Government has spent, I do not remember the sum, but I think 
something over $2,000,000, perhaps largely over that, for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Fox River. The result of all of it has 
been that it has built up a great water-power on the Fox River, and 
along that river there are a large number of mills and other manu- 

“facturing establishments run by the water-power created at the ex- 
of the Government of the United States. 

Now, after the Government had given the land, and then bought the 
river without the water, and then improved the river so as to furnish 
water-power for a large amount of machinery for private parties, year 
by year come in large appropriations for damages for the overflowing 
of the land by the construction of this water-power. 

Mr. President, I think I shall be excused for saying that this is one 
of the most remarkable legislative swindles, taking it in all these years, 
that have ever been perpetrated in this country, and it seems there is to 
be no end to it. 

As I said, I think the debates will show that when this subject was 
up in the last Congress it was stated that that would be the last ap- 
propriation asked for on that ground. Now, here we come to a pro- 
vision in the bill— 

To pay in full the amounts certified by the Attorney-General in Senate Exec- 
utive Documents numbered 42 and 99, Fifty-tirst Congress, first session, to be 
due the several commissioners for services and expenses in ascertaining: the 
flowage damages caused by improvements of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, in 


the State of Wisconsin, as follows: 
To Commissioner Joseph C. Burdick, $6,842.50. 


Now, we are getting outside of the water, ‘and going to supply men 
who acted in some capacity to protect the interests of the Government, 


I suppose: 
To Commissioner J. Volney Swetting, $4,347; 
To Commissioner B. L. Cornish, $6,785; 
To Commissioner Samuel Vincent, $3,105; 
To Commissioner J. W. Watson, $2,840 50: 
To Commissioner Franklin Bowen. $2,334.50; 
To Commissioner Otis F. Chase, $1,633 ; 
To Commissioner William Decker, $2,472.50. 
To Commissioner W. F. S. Root, $2,116; 
To Commissioner George H. Buckstaff, $2,886.50; in all, $35,362.50, 


And that does not end it. 
To pay E. E. Chapin- 


This is an amendment proposed by the Senate Committee on Appro- ` 
priations— 

To E. E. Chapin for rent of office for use of the special assistant United 
9 appointed to represent the Government in the Fox and Wis- 
consin Rivers suits, and the Government commissioners, from June 30, 1886, 
and January 1, 1890, at the rate of $225 per annum, $787.50. 


¿Another amendment is as follows: 


For payment of the judgments and awards rendered nst the United States 
for flowage damages caused by the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin Riv- 
ers, in the State of Wisconsin, under the act approved March 3. 1875, as 
to Congress by the Attorney-General in compliance with Senate resolution of 
August 1, 1890, in Senate Executive Document No. 206, Fifty-first Congress, first 
session, $170,402.75. 

Then another amendment goes on, as follows: 


And any suit now pending in the courts of the State of Wisconsin bro 
under the provisions of the act to aid in the improvement of the Fox and Wis- 
cousin Rivers in the State of Wisconsin,“ approved March 3, 1875, to recover from 
the United States damages for alleged flowage of lands, may be removed for 
trial into the circuit court of the United States for the eastern district of Wis- 
consin by either party thereto upon the filing in the court where said suit is 
pending of a petition for such removal and a bond as now provided by law for 
the removal of causes. The presentation and filing of said petition and bond 
shall operate to remove said suit, and thereafter it shall be proceeded with in 
said cirouit court of the United States. 


So not only are we to appropriate, after making all these provisions, 
for commissioners—and I do not know (I suppose it will be explained) 
whether they are to continue to draw their annual salaries or not but 
suits are to be transferred, etc, I should like to find ont what they 
are doing and why we are paying this large sum of money. It seems 
to me we had better pay the damages and avoid these thousands of 
dollars paid to commissioners if they do not mitigate or reduce the 
damages. 

In addition to that, we pay 8120, 402.70 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me 

Mr. REAGAN. One moment. Let me complete this statement and 
Ishall be glad to yield to the Senator. In addition to that, we appro- 
priate by this amendment $120,492.70 and provide additional 3 
tion for these oflicers to bring suits against the Government on account 
of improvements made for the benefit of private owners of property on 
the Fox River. 

Now, I think something is due to the Senate as a statement why all 
this shall continue; and I yield to the Senator from Wisconsin, 

Mr. HALE. This whole matter of the payment for the damages done 
by the flowing of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers was a subject fully 
considered by Congress in the act of 1875, and it was provided that a 
tribunal should be constituted before which these claims should be 
heard, There are very many claims, amounting to hundreds 

Mr. SAWYER. A large number more. 

Mr. HALE. Under the original act; but I am referring to one of the 
last acts which recognized all that had been done before. It has been 
going on since from year to year, and under the terms of the statutes 
the commissioners have reported from time to time, and Congress has 
appropriated for two classes of payments, the payment of the com- 
missioners and the payment of their judgments. As these suits have 
proceeded the cases in which the interest of the Government required 
an appeal have been appealed, which appeals are now pending in the 
courts. One of the provisions of the bill, I will say in answer to the 
inquiry of the Senator from Texas as to when this will be wound up, 
is that these cases may be certified to the circuit court of the United 
States. So that they may be removed from any prejudice in favor or 
the claimants and against the Government, the suits may be removed 
to the United States circuit court, where no such prejudice would exist; 
and it is hoped and expected that that will wind the thing up. The 
cold, bard cases that have arisen have been carried up in this way by » 


a ` 

re act, which dates back more than a dozen years, has resulted in 
considerable expense to the Government from time to time, but the 
Committee on Appropriations has scrutinized all the judgments to the 
extent of seeing that they are regularly certified and that, in the a 
propriation for the commissioners, it is to pay them for the time 
which their services were rendered. I do not expect, for one—the 
Senator from Wisconsin can tell better than I can about it—that this 
matter will continue more than one or two years longer. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President 

Mr. REAGAN Will the Senator from Maine before he takes his 
seat advise us what the duties of these ten commissioners are who are 
receiving this large amount of money ? : 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Wisconsin can tell the Senator more 
in detail than I am able to do. 

Mr. SAWYER. Iwill state for the information of the Senator from 
Texas that a number of years ago the Government bought out the 
Fox and Wisconsin River Company and built dams for the purpose of im- 
proving navigation. The flowage from dams built covered an area of 


perhaps 200 milesof shore. It is a low, flat country and there was great 
complaint by the people who lived along the line of this improvement 
that they were being greatly damaged by overflow. Congress passed 
an act in 1875 allowing all parties who thought they were being dam- 
aged by the Government dams to go into the State courts and recover 
damages, if any, under the State law of Wisconsin, the same law un- 


. 
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der which lands are condemned for railroads. Under that law com- 
missioners were appointed by the circuit court of Wisconsin, who were 


authorized to view premises and assess damages. From these awards 
either party could appeal to the courts, 

There was an immense amount of damage claimed, and, in many 
instances where large has been claimed, the commissioners 


- have not awarded an . These claims now before the Senate for 
ent are the awards of such or judgments 3 
—— the courts, from which awards or judgments no appeal has been 


taken. I can not well see any other course for the Government to pur- 
sue than to pay theseclaims. The commission are through; they 
have finished their work. No more suits can be commenced, and itis 
no more than justice to say that generally they did their work well. 
There is an amount sufficient to pay them for their work included in 
this bill. 

The payment of these claims and judgments does not include all the 
cases that came before the commission, only those over which there 
is now no dispute. There are a number of awards or claims now in 
the courts, upon which no decision has been reached. The law of 1875 
bas been repealed, and no more suits can be commenced. I think it 

would be well to change the law so that either party to the suits now 
pending can carry their cases into the United States courts. 

In all these cases the Government was represented by an able at- 
torney, both before the commission and before the courts, and I hope 
the Senate will not give further opposition. 

Mr. REAGAN. r. President, from the statement the Senator from 
Wisconsin makes it appears that the law authorizing the appointment 
of these commissioners is repealed, and the law authorizing the institu- 
tion of suits, I undérstand, is also repealed, so that there will be no 
farther suits. 

Mr. SAWYER. No, sir, there are no other suits. 

Mr. REAGAN. I think the country is to be congratulated on that 
much. If I had known this was coming up I certainly should have 
taken pains to show the number of judgments that have been ob- 
tained and the amount of money that has been paid by the United 
States, that if it were paid at all ought to have been paid by the mill- 
owners and manufacturers for whose benefit that water-power was 
created, and not by the Government of the United States. 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator is mistaken about that. It was for 
the benefit of navigation. Of course they received some indirect bene- 
fit, but it was largely for navigation. 

Mr. REAGAN. No doubt there has been some benefit to the naviga- 
tion of the Fox River, and so far as that is concerned it is all right. I 
do not care to say anything further on the subject because it is to be 
hoped that the evil will end. I wish we could know how many suits 
are yet on the dockets to be determined. 

Mr. SAWYER. I can inform the Senator by a little examination. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed 


The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of Fox 
and Wisconsin Rivers improvement,’’ in section 1, on page 91, after 
line 16, to insert: - 

To pay E. E. Chapin for rent of office for use of the special assistant United 

States attorncy appointed to represent the Government in the Fox and Wis- 

“consin Rivers suits, and the Government commissioners, from June 30, 1886, 
to January 1, 1890, at the rate of $225 por annum, $787.50. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 91, after line 24, to 
insert: 

For payment of the judgment and awards rendered st the United States 
for flowage damages caused by the improvement of the’ Fox and Wisconsin 
Rivers, in the State of Wisconsin, under the act approved March 3, 1875, as re- 
posted to Congress by the Attorney-General in compliance with Senate resolu- 

of Angust 1, 1890, in Senate Executive Document No, 206, Fifty-first Con- 
gress, first session, $120,402.70. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 92, after line 9, to 


And any suit now pending in the courts of the State of Wisconsin brought 
under the provisions of the act to aid in the improvement of the Fox and Wis- 
consin Rivers, in the State of Wisconsin,” approved March 3, 1875, to recover 
from the United States damages for alleged flowage of lands, may be removed 
for trial into the circuit court of the United States for the eastern district of 
Wisconsin by either party thereto upon the filing in the court where said suit is 

ding of a petition for such removal, and a bond as now provided by law for 
i ania of causes. The presentation and filing of said. petition and bond 
shall operate to remove said suit, and thereafter it shall be proceeded with in 
said circuit court of the United States. = 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 6, on page 93. 

Mr. HALE. After line 6, on page 93, I move to insert: 

To refund to the State of Iowa amount certified under same act, $633.94. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire at this time, from the Committee on Terri- 
tories, to report favorably an amendment to be proposed to the bill now 
under consideration, for reference to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be received 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. And printed? 


Mr. PLATT. No, not printed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of Interior De- 
partment,” in section 3, on page 96, line 14, after the word office, 
to strike out except claims of the Galveston, Harrisb’ and San 
Antonio Railway Company, thirty-three dollars and four” and insert 
done hundred and eleven dollars and twenty-flve;“ so as to make the 
clause read: 

For expenses of inspectors General Land OMice, $111. 25. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, on page 97, line 12, before 
Sie word Kansas, to insert the State of ;” soas to make the clause 
read: 


For payment to the State of Kansas on accou it of sales of land, $160,067.51. 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis customary to proceed first with 
amendments proposed by the committee, after which the bill will be 
open to amendment, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Unless there is objection I should like to have 
this amendment considered now, as I expect to be obliged to go away 
before the consideration of the bill is concluded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. HALE, Under the circumstances I do not object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from South Dakota will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend on page 97, by adding at 
the end of line 14: 

To survey and mark by permanent monuments the seventh standard cater. 
Jel of surveys between the States of North and South Dakota, so that sai: 
allel shall be one continuous connected line, under the direction of the e 
of the Interior, $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment propon by the Senator from South Dakota. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HALE. If the Secretary will turn to page 65, I move to insert 
at the bottom of the page, at the end of line 23: 

For payment of John McNutt, assistant to the United States attorney for the 
district of Indiana, for fees earned and services rendered by him in the circuit 
and district courts of the United States for said district, in customs case No. 
$725 for forfeitures, $500. } 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. HALE, Now, on page 20, at the end of line 11, I move to in- 
sert the amendment i reported by the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. PLATT. It been carried out to the Secretary’s office. I 
will send for it. 


Mr. COCKRELL. What is the amendment to come in on 20? 
The PRESIDENT pro The proposed amendment been 
sent out of the Chamber to the Secretary’s office. 


Mr. HALE. Itis in reference to Washington when a Territory. 

Mr. COCKRELL. About a jail? 

Mr. HALE. No; about the expenses of their convention. The com- 
mittee failed to put it in; we did not have the figures. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will pro- 


ceed. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill, 

Mr. HALE. On page 20, after line 15, I move to insert what Isend 
to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 20, after line 15, it is proposed to add: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to appoint a commission of scientific 
isa, with a view of resewing or lnaproving the veuls facilities of the Tremory 

on, with a view of renewing or n VA 
Department, $3,000. z * = s 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The otheramendment has now been 
brought in. It will be reported from the desk. 

Mr. HALE. On page 20, after line 11. 

The SECRETARY. On page 20, after line 11, it is proposed to insert: 

Reimbursement of the State of Washington: To enable the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to the State of Washington, to reimburse that State for moneys 

nded in paying the expenses of the constitutional convention held there 
in July and August, 1889, $6,076.27, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Immediately following that I move to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, authorized to pur- 
chase or build and equip a steam-vessel to be nsed in the waters of thecollection 
district of Puget Sound, under the direction of the collector of the district, for 
the purpose of preventing violations of the Chinese restriction acts and of the 
customs laws of the United States and to aid in the enforcement of such laws; 
and the sum of $12,000is hereby ig web penne out of any moneys in the 
ury not otherwise appropriated, for said purposes, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘Claims allowed 
by the Fourth Auditor and Second Comptroller,” in section 3, on page 
105, after line 2, to insert: 

For pay ofthe Navy, certified claims reported in House Executive Document 
No. 144, Fifty-first Congress, first session, commencing with No. 141, on page 


count 
to July 


The amendment was agreed to. 


counting officers as a basis the allowance of said claims which 


prior to July 16, 1880. 
The amendment was agreed to. f 
The next amendment was to insert as a new section after section 3: 


Department, being deficiencies for the fiscal years 1889 and 1890, as follows: 
STATE DEPARTMENT. 
FOREIGN INTERCOURSE. 

BEd contingent expenses of United States consulates for fiscal year 1889, 


01. 
For loss by exchange, consular service for the fiscal year 1889, 920.44. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


For contingent expenses, independent Treasury, for the 188 ear 1889, $9.83, 
For Salarias of —.— of light-houses ſor the focal e 5 
For lighting of rivers for the fiscal year 1889, $119.63, 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, 


For pay of the Navy, on account of difference of pay and other claims for 
the fiscal year 1889, $2,836.84. 

For pay, miscellaneous: On account of mil and traveling expenses of 
officers traveling under orders, ete,, for the year 1889, $93.53. 

For provisions, Ned ck esi of A cing POE Clothing: For commuta- 
tion of rations for the year 1889, $40. 


Post-OFFIce 8 
POSTAL SERVICE, 


For inland mail transportation—railroad: For the fiscal year 1889, payable 
out of the postal revenues, $78,236.28, 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 
For contingent expenses Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year 1839, 


wr investigating the history and habits of insects for the fiscal year 1889, 
03. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
EXPENSES OF UNITED STATES COURTS, 


For fees and ex of marshals for fiscal year 1 9 $18, 040.45. 

For fees of district attorneys for fiscal year 1889, $610. 

For special compensation to district attorneys for fiscal year 1889, $2,985.88. 
For pay of assistant United States attorneys for fiscal year 1889, $16,- 


For pay of special assistant United States attorneys for fiscal year 1890, $6,- 
01. 


For fees 5 clerks for fiseal —— 1889, $64.60. 
For fees of commissioners for fiscal year 1889, $658.50, 
For fees of witnesses for fiscal year 1889, $1,072.58, — 


For support of 5 for fiscal year 1889, 
llaneous expenses for fiscal year 1590, Teo. 


For pay of bailiffs, etc., for fiscal year 1889, $101.70. 

For 

For expenses United States court, Indian Territory, — fiscal year 1889, $2,- 
440.88. 


Mr. HALE. I move to amend the amendment by striking out lines 
10, 11, and 12, on page 108. 
The amendment to the amendment 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out of the amendment 
lines 10, 11, and 12, on page 108; as follows: 

For contingent expenses, independent Treasury, for the fiscal year 1889, $9.83, 

‘The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I move further to amend the amendment by striking 
out lines 16, 17, and 18, on page 109. 

The SECRETARY. 
the committee lines 16, 17, and 18, on page 109, as follows: 

For investigating the history and habits of insects, for the fiscal 1889, $61.03. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 111, after line 6, to insert 
as a new section the following: 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS, 


Sd. B. To pay the findings of the Court of Claims on the following claims 
for indemnity or 8 by the French prior to July 31, 1801, under the act 


entitled “An act to provide for the nment of claims of American citizens 
for ae committed by the French prior to the 31st day of July, 1801,” 
name 

On 


e schooner . Hawkes, master, namely: 
Thomas Cushing. adm rator of Marston Watson. 

Charles F. dae, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, $3,000 
William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel 9 00; 


Hod sha Blagge, tor, and Susan B. Samuels, administratrix, of Crowell 
On 4 . Stephen Curtis, master, namely: 
Gons 8 se men bo of Edward 3, Brook, 83,000 $6,302; 


Adams, 53 of Peter C. Broo 
Ebenezer Gay, administrator of executor 


„ ＋ 
Thomas English, $500; de o 


The next amendment was, in section 3, on page 105, after line 15, to 


Court which have been adopted by the no- 
2 accrued 


Sec. 4. To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury 


It is proposed to strike out of the amendment of 


Longo he wr orca of Joseph Russell, $1,000 


nit Plagge, and Susan B, Samuels, administratrix of Crowell 
On schooner 7 — — — ere rh, Soon a Francis King Carey, 


On ship James Brown. namely; R. Stewart Strobel and 
Henry L. Bruns, iministrators tors of Thomas 350; 
0 ose ame 7 enn 
. Klee 38 955 688207; 


administrator de bonis non of 
= the schooner John, John 


For provisions of the Navy, claims reported in House Executive } William Gray. admtuinirator of Willams — 4 Blackler, $, — DE HE 70; 
Document No. 144, N 27 0 . jirat session, as 0; No 10 156, 2 On the brig Eliza, Daniel Kranai; master, namely x 
5 15 og Ghristopher Stein, $60; in ail, $157.58 Provided, T The hat no i. Myers, tor de bonis non of Nathaniel Eaton, deceased, 
part sum shall be ent of an dain ‘or ratio — . Daniel i 
aac Bhp n or for they payment Er any aim which —— have been allowed 755 eee de bonis aon off Francis, 
under the decisions of the me 


On the shi John, Levi Putnam, master, nam my 
3 ray, administrator de bonis non of William Gray, jr., deceased, 


66; 
Fisher Ames, administrator de bonis non of Fisher Ames, deceased, $3,500 
voter Ames, administrator de bonis non of John Worthington, dacsasad, 


On yn the brig Volante, Thomas Barker, master, nam adminis. 


William Gray, 
ee with the will annexed of the estate of William aac of Massach 


8 ack, master, namely? s 
trator de bonis non of the estate of Samuel Hol- 
On the na, Two Brothers, H. Fry, master, cake: 
administrator de bonis non of the estate of Samuel Holl: 
Thomas H. Perkins, administrator of debe C. Jones, a 
Charles Francis Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, 
Henry W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, administrators of Crowell Hatch, 
William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel 3 sid 


mith, 3 of William 
os rosea 5 Kin = foie 
On the brig Fortune, William Tuck, master, namely: 
Brooks, assignee of Board- 
man, Gorham, and Homer, $2,000; 
— M. 3 administrator of Be 


Charles Francis Adams, administrator, ete., of Peter Chardon Brooks, assignee 
of Stephen Gorham, 


$500 ; 
Charles Francis Adams, administrator, etc., of Peter Chardon Brooks, assignee 
of Daniel Sargent, $500; ie 
ca adap erased Brooks, assignee 


Char! harles Francis Adams, administrator ete., 
of Issac Rands, administrator of Caleb Ho 

Charles Francis Adams, administrator, rg of È Peter Chardon Brooks, assignee 
of — Brazer, 


$500; 
es Francis Adarhs, administrator, ete., of Peter Chardon Brooks, assignee 


of Tuthill Hub 
Thomaa] H. Perk administrator of John C, Jones, $500; 
Robert C. Mackay, executor of William Mackay. 
heer aay, the younger, executor of —— Gay, 
of Thomas English, 
William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, $500; 
Napoleon Harvey, administrator of the estate of Samuel Welch, $1,368.05; 
Napoleon Harvey, administrator of the estate of Ezra Welch, $1,268.05; 


On the schooner James, Hugh Gemmill, master, nam: 
William 5 d PE prispa de bonis non of on of Jeremiah Yellott, de- 


ceased, $7, 


the older, assignee 


On Ga, ie Wope, John Rogers, master, name 
3 er, administratrix 6 
uchanan 


iG Gill, administrator of Gabriel Wood, $19,770; 
Davi Stewart, administrator of Henry Lee, $2,432; 
n the schooner Bethia, John Lanier, Sora namely : 
John O. G. Allmand. administrator, $3,113. 
R. Manson Smith, administrator of Francis Smith, $6,232.33; 
Gilbert R. Fox, jr., administrator de bonis non Sotana Wilock, 88,233.33; 


On the schooner Neutralit Thomas Gray, master, namely 
Charles Francig A ministrator de bonis non of Peter C. Brooks, de- 
Ñ ignee of Tuthil $600; 
cn Francis Adams, as assignee of Isaac Rands, administrator of Caleb 
opkins, 


$900; 
William Sohier, administrator de bonis non of Nathaniel Fellowes, deceased, 
Team Holmes, administrator de bonis non of Ebenezer Lobdell, deceased, 


088.34; 

On the brig Marcus, Isaac Mills, maste: mely 

Charles F. Adams, administrator of Pe of Poter € O. 2 „ assignee of Tuthill Hub- 
bart, William Smith, David Greene, and Caleb Hopkins ns, . 00; 

William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fel 

Henry W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, p iet ken of Crowell Hatch, 


On the schooner oega kes lomon Babson, master, namely: 

Thomas Cushing, administrator of Marston Watson, $10,346.57 ; 

William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, $2,000: 

Charles Francis Adams, administrator of Peter C. 3 assignee of Stephen 
Gorham, David Greene, and William Smith, 

Thomas II. Perkins, administrator of J. C. Jones, $1,000 
3 A 443050 administrator ot ee fiind — partner of Jeffrey 

Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of Benjamin Cobb, $1,000; 

Frederick O. Prince, administrator of James Prince, $500; 

James C, Davis. administrater of Cornelius Durant, $300; 

On the brig Mary, Alexander Ross, master, namely: 

Charles Francis Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, AEREN of William 
Smith, Daniel D. Rogers, David Greene, Benjamin Bussey, Homer, 
and Tuthill Hubbart. $5,450; 

Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of Samuel Cobb, $1,540; 

William Vernon, administrator of Samuel Brown, San 

H. Burr Crandall, administrator of Thomas Dickason, $1,050; 
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Henry W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, administrators of Crowell Hatch, 


William &. Bowden, administrator of James Reale, $ $5,271.76; 

On the ship Hannah, R er, master, name 

George H. Gorman, administrator nel I hn Cox, 83 nS 

Jobn A. Brimmer, administrator of J0 n u Ulli deceased, $35 44; 

On the ship John of Richmond, Edward Watson, master, SA Robert M. 
Banks, administrator de bonis non of John Banks, deceased, $28, . 883; 

On the pp pian Re; b, Thomas McConnell, master, namely 

iministrators of James Corrie, the 


gy” EUS and David Steuart, 
master, namely: Charles Biddle, ad- 
ministrator of John Craig, $5, 


On the Ai ca. Catharine, „ 

On. the schooner Betsey, William Dennis, master, namely: William B. Ropes, 
administrator de bonis non of Hardy Ropes, $6,334; 
` Onthe ship Louisa, Holden Tallman, master, namely : Samuel Wells, admin- 
istrator of John Clarke, $15,650: 

On e ship Joanna, Philip Fosdick, at first, afterward Zebdiel Coffin, master, 


e 

je Lamson, administrator de bonis non of Paul Gardner, George Gard- 
ner, Lubni Gardner, and Zenas Gardner, $19,746.62; 

Phili aa administrator de bonis non of Obed Macy, $4,936.65 ; 

vid P. Eldridge, administrator de bonis non of Syivanus Macy, $4,936.65; 

Robert F. Gardner, administrator de bonis non of Prince Gardner. 8,878.31; 

On the brig Sally, James Crowdhill, master, namely: Cassius F. Lee, jr., ad- 
liam Hodgson. $8,925; 

On the brig Betsey, John Cushing, master, namely: James F. Breuil, admin. 
istrator of Francis reuil, de 311.941. 76; 

On the ship Raven, Thomas Reilly, master, namely 
D. Fitzhugh Savage, administrator de bonis non of John Savage, deceased, 


494; 
James Crawford Dawes, administrator of Abijah Dawes, deceased, $7845 

M. H. Messchert, administrator of Jacob Garard Koch, deceased, 

James Crawford Dawes, are of James Crawford, deceased, a 
in Varrel of James Crawford & Co., $754 

Blight, administrator of Peter Bi ht, deceased, $539; 

wiliam A, M. Fuller, administrator of John Leamy, deceased, $539; 

George W. Guthrie, administrator of Alexander Murray, deceased, surviving 
partner of Miller & Murray, $784; 

Francis A. Lewis, administrator of John Miller, jr., deceased, $784; 

Henry Pratt M , surviving executor of Henry Pratt, deceased, surviving 
partner of Pratt & Knitzing, , S784; 

James S. Cox, SAAE OR of James S. Cox, deceased, $688; 

William Rumford Howell, administrator of Samuel Howell, ‘deceased, $490; 

Samuel Bell, administrator of John G. Wacksmath, d 

Francis R. Pemberton, administrator of John Clifford, decoased. surviving 
partner of Thomas and John Clifford, $490 

On the Pratt, Joseph Hawkins, at — namely: 

Joseph T. Brobson, admin rof James Brobson, deceased, $3,777.50; 

Joseph T. Brobson, Adextotetentor of Isaac Starr, jr., deceased, surviving part- 
ner of The firm of Starr & Pritchett, $3,777.50 

Craig D. Ritchie, administrator of Joseph Summeri, , deceased, surviving part- 
ner of the firm of Summerl & Brown, $3, 

Sidney J. Rumford, administrator of Isaac e deceased, $3,777.50; 

On the brig Susan, Major Lines, master, nam 

Jeremiah A. Bishop, administrator of iiA Cutler, deceased, $1,827.48; 

Jeremiah A. Bishop, administrator of Jeremiah Atwater, deceased, $628,722; 

Jeremiah A. Bishop, administrator of Jeremiah Townsend, 2d, ‘deceased, 


723; 
Jeremiah A. Bishop, administrator of Major Lines, deceased, $628,722 ; 
Jeremiah A. Bishop, administrator of Andrew Hull, deceased, $628.72%; 
Jeremiah A. mets administrator of Seth De Wolf, deceased, $314.10; 

On the brig Ho richard Toppan master, namely 

Catherine O. Woodside, ad istratrix of Wälle Stanwood, deceased, 


il; 
1 rances A. McKeen, special administratrix of Richard Toppan, deceased, 
654.11; 
David D. Gilman T. rn de bonis non, will annexed, of estate of John 


Dunlap, 
On the George . John Devereaux, master, namely: 
On the se ner Mary, John Douglass, master, namely: 
derge G N admin strator of Daniel Douglass, 82. 202.98 ; 
Sill administrator of Josiah Douglass, $2,202 98; 
The — 5 * — Hospital Trust Company, $3, 300; 
On the brig Sally, John Cruft, master, namely: 
Charles F. Adams, adm inistrator of Peter C, Brook, deceased, $9. 
Henry W. Blagge and S. B. Samuels, administrators of 0, Hatch, ‘S200; 
Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of Mungo Macka; . $600; 
David Greene Haskins, jr., poene of D. 9 deceased, $500; 
John C. Ropes, administrator of Thomas Amory, deceased, $300; 
John H. Moriarity, administrator of James Scott, deceased, $200; 
‘Thomas H. Pe: administrator of John C, Jones, deceased, 500; 


© 


administrator of David Greene $3, 638; 
Om ship administrators of Crowell Hatch, $1,100. 
ship Specuiator John S. Billings, master (at first), superseded by John 
name 
. 3 administrator of Peter C. Brooks, deceased 50; 
Henry W. eee and Susan B. Samuels, administrators of Crowell Halb- de- 
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William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, deceased, * 

John W. Apthorp. administrator of Caleb Hopkins, deceased, $1,000 

William S. aaen A administrator of William Smith, deceased, $1 ‘000; 

Danie) D. Slade, administrator of Daniel D. Rogers, deceased, 8800; 

Robert Grant. administrator of William H. Boardman, deceased, $100; 

Frank Dabney, administrator of Samnel W. Pomeroy, 8 $000; 

On the schooner Elizabetn, Thomas Trott, master, namely 

Frederick J. Huntington, administrator de bonis non of The estate of Jabez 
Huntington, deceased, $3,583.09 
Charles Francis Adams, jr., elintalettator as aforesaid, $1,600; 

Henry W. Bl and Susan B. Samuels, administrators as aforesaid, $800; 

On thebrig Anthony, John Garrett, master, namely: James Crawford. Dawes, 
E Tan of James Crawford, surviving partner of James Crawford & Co., 


s, 
On theship Arethusa, Robert McKown, master, namely: 
ea eithand Ormus B. Keith, surviving executors of Samuel Keith, 


— ths ship Confederacy, Scott Jenckes, master, n: 1 5 

Henry E. Pierrepont, executor of the will of — Pierrepont, the last 
Hate — of the firm of Leffingwell & Pierrepont, „478.20; 

On the schooner Isabel bert Mercer, master, “4 

M. II. Messchert, — of Jacob Gerard Koch, jeceased, $4,034.54 ; 


On the brig Maria, Samuel lor, maste! 
administrator of Daniel Sargen 
On the scow Polly. Anthony i 
ministrator of Francis Bre 


aia Horace B. Sargent, jr., 
key, master, namely: James F. Breuil, ad- 
968.19; 


Barker, master, namely: 
ner, administrator with the will annexed of Caleb Gardner, 


leceased, $41,578; 

William Vernon, administrator of Samuel Brown, deceased, 817 50; 

Philip Harwood Vernon, administrator de bonis non estate of William Ver- 
non, deceased, $31,183.50; 

On the schooner Alert, Jacob Oliver, master, na: 

William Gray, administrator of William Gray 85 $2,852.66: 

On the ship Betsey, Josiah Obear, master, n. 

William Gray, administrator of William Gray 1 7 $14,141.13. 

Francis A. . of Samuel Sear 5 

On the brig Albert, Robert Sor master, nam 

William Gray, administrator w 1 the will pe dtt of the estate not admin- 
ges of William Gray, deceased, $1,500; 

On the schooner Elizabeth, Thomas Trot, master, namely 

John Wetherbee, administrator of the estate of James Tisdale, à 5 $600; 

On the schooner Frederick, John Gilbert Clark, master, na 

The 5 roe Company of New York, administrator of t Jasob Doty, de- 


William Milligan, administrator of George Wattles, deceased, $21,830; 

On the brig Ruby, William Bartlett, master, namely: 

Jeremiah Nelson, administrator of Jeremiah Nelson, ea $2,692.22; 

Charles Savory, administrator of Moses Savory, $2,674.22 

Charles G. Wood, administrator of Abner Wood, $2,150. 79; 

Charies Francis Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, assignee of Will- 
iam Smith and David Green, $2,000 

Charles H, Ladd, surviving 8 of Nathaniel A. Haven, 8400; 

Amos Noyes, administrator of Zebudee Cook, $100 

William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Follower: $1,000 

Henry W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, administrators of Crowell Hatch, 


On the ship Light Horse, John R master, namely: Julia M. Sands, ad- 
ministratrix of Comfort Sands, $7,318. 

On the ship Eliza, James O'Dell, — namely: 

Wilmon W. Black mar, administrator de bonis non cum leslamento annexo, estate 
of Francis Amory, deceased, $12,341.40; 

Charles Francis’ Adams, administrator of Peter Chardon Brooks, assignee, 


789; 

William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, $664 ; 

William Vernon, administrator of Samuel Brown, 498 

Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of Benjamin Cobb, $166; 

Abel H. Bellows, administrator of Fred, W. Geyer, $166; 

Henry W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, administrators of Crowell Hatch, 


66; 

Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of Joseph Blake, 8166; 

William Gray, administrator of William Gray, $332; 

William G. Perry, administrator of Nicholas Gilman, $332; 

Charles K. Cobb, administrator of John Codman, $166 ; 

John H, Moriarty, administrator of James Scott, $83; 

Edward I, Browne, administrator of Israel Thorndike, $83; ; 

John i. Ropes, administrator of Thomas Amory, $664; 

Thomas Cushing, administrator of Marston Watson, $332; 

Robert Grant, ministrator of William H. Boardman, $166; 

David G. Haskins, administrator of David Greene, $166; 

Horatio H. Hunnewell, executor of John Welles, $166; 

William Powell Perkins, administrator of Thomas Perkins, $166; 

Horace B. Sargent, jr. ministrator of Dante! Sa: argent, t, $83; 

Horatio H. Hunnewell, administrator of Arnold neg, Ir. 8116.20 

Horatio H, Hunnewell, administrator of Arnold Well es, $832; 

Edward I. Browne, administrator of Moses Brown 806. 10; 

Frank Dabney, administrator of Samuel Wyllys Pomeroy, $166; 

Lawrence Bond, administrator of Nathan Bond, $83; 

Edward Hooper, administrator of Benjamin Bussey, $332; 

On the 8 John Pollard, master, namely: James S. Humbird, 
trustee, etc. 

On the ship Rebecca, Daniel Brazier, master, namely 

Stephen L. Stephenson, administrator of Samuel 3 #2, 
176.21; 

William Gray, administrator of the estate of William Gray, deceased, $2,000; 

On the brig Mary, Thomas Boyle, master, namely: John Mervin Carrere and 
David Stewart, administrators de bonis non of John Carrere, deceased, $2,207; 

On the brig Two Sisters, Joseph Hubbert, master, namel. 

Sarah S. Owings and Francis R, Griffith, administrators de bonis non of Nich- 
olas 8 surviving partner of Rogers & Owings, $5,638.25; 

William E. Woodyear, administrator de bonis non of Jeremiah Yellott, de- 


ceased, $5, 638.25; 

On the ship Friendship, John Rod, 
administratrix de bonis non of John Smith, jr., 813.51 

On the ship Port Mary, Thomas Hewi tt," master, ot 

Alexander Maitland. administrator de bonis non of Robert Lenox, $ô, 838 ; 

James K. Gracie, administrator de bonis non of Archibald Gracie, $6,833 

On the brig Virginia, Mark Butts, master, namely: 

Samuel R, Adams, administrator of Richard Veitch, surviving partner of 
Thompson & Veitch, "$19,762; 

E. Francis Riggs, ‘administrator of James Laurason, surviving partner of 
Shreve & Laurason, $3,934. 

Anthony Hyde and Charles M. Mathews, executors of W. W. Corcoran, $79.00; 

James M. Johnson, administrator de bonis non of George W. Riggs, $79.09; 

Robert L Chew, administrator of Richard Smith, $79.09; 

On the schooner Hero, Thomes Hammett, master, namely: Ann Elizabeth 
Marshall, administratrix de bonis non of William Robb, $8,475; 

On the’ sloop Endeavor, James — — master, namely: Henry J. Gardner, 
administrator of Matthew Cobb, $5,45: 

On the schooner Eliza, William Shere master, namely: 

William Gray, administrator of William Gray, jr., $6,000; 

William P. Andrews, ag erie R of Samuel , $5,65 651.50 ; 

On the schooner Trial, Daniel Bope junior, 111 er. namely: George M. 
Whipple, administrator de bonis non of John Norris, $ 

On = schooner Richard and Edward, . — hes Evans, master, 
namely: 

William Gray, administrator of William 60 fr. i 

Richardson Knowland, administrator of E. 

On the schooner Eutaw, William Smith, master, nam 
ange Marven Carrere and David Stewart, e of John Carrere, 

On the’ A Sisters, John Bradisb. 

Robert S. SATEN — — of Nicholas Ow! Oui: surviving partner of 

ine em of R toners kÓ dministrato’ 2 hn Bradish, $9,414.30; 
rs, admin r of Jo! : 
On the ship Lydia, John Moore, master, namel, 


> 


master, er Mary Ann B. Smith, 
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Augusta H. Chapman, administratrix of Reuben ee a $8,270; 

James W. Emery, administrator of Thomus Manning, $100; 

J. Hamilton Shapley, administrator of Edward Cutts, $100; 

George W. Haven, administrator of Moses Woodward, $100; 

Stephen Decatur, administrator of Samuel Stover, $100; 

Francis E. on, administrator of Clement Stover, $100; 

Fred P. Jones, administrator of Martin Perry, $100; 

On the brig Minerva, Samuel Endicott, master, namely: 

William Gray, administrator of William Gray, $10,419.28; 

On theschooner Emily, William Emerson, master, namely: 

Robert T. Owings Griffith, administrator of Beale Owings, $3,822.12; 

On the schooner Lucretia, John Grant, master, epee fp 

William D. Lee, Thomas D. Lee, Henry A. Lee, Joseph A. Lee, and Virginia 
Waters, administrators de bonis non estate of William Duncan, 810,407.27; 

On the brig General Wayne, William Allen, master, namely: 

Charles Francis Adams, administrator estate of Peter Chardon Brooks, $3,- 


40; 
BY erg W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, administrators of Crowell Hatch, 

Thomas H. Perkins, administrator of John C. Jones, $509.40; 

William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, $1,018.80; 

Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of Benjamin Cobb, $509.40; 

On the sloop Cicero, Thomas Faggart, master, namely: Mary T. Latrobe, ad- 
ministratrix of Thomas Tenant, $8,953.18; 

On the schooner Sally, Gideon Rea, master, namely: 

William Gray, administrator with the will annexed of the estate not already 
administered of William Gray, deceased, testate, $2,000; 

William P. Andrews, administrator with the will annexed of the estate not 
already administered of Samuel Page, deceased, testate, $6,593; 

On the schooner Commerce, John W. Russell, master, namely: 

William 0. Gladding, second, administrator of John W. Russell, one-third of 
value of vessel, cargo, freight, and cost of insurance, less amount received from 
insurer, $1,862.20; 

William O. Gladding, second, administrator of the estate of Allen Munroe, 
one-third of value of vessel, cargo, freight, and cost of insurance, less amount 
received from insurer, $1,862.20; 

William O. Gladding, second, administrator of the estate of Nathaniel How- 
land, one-third the value of the vessel, cargo, and freight, amounting to $3,462.20; 

On the sloop Union, Lewis Bosworth, master, namely: Sarah E. Bosworth, 
administratrix of the estate of Lewis Bosworth, deceased, who was the sole 
owner of the vessel and cargo, $5,496; 

On the sloop Packet, Joseph Smith, jr., master, namely: 

David Plummer, administrator of the estate of David Plummer, deceased, 


$1,990; 
Charles T. Hough, administrator of the estate of Benjamin K. Hough, de- 


ceased, $1,194; 

On the brig Ranger, Benedict Peckham, master, namely: 

William B. Phillips, administrator of Thomas Jackson, deceased, $3,100.74 ; 

William B. Phillips, administrator of Moses Lippett, deceased, $3, 100.74; 

On the brig Little Sam, William Hacquin, master, namely: 

Charles Hazlehurst, administrator de bonis non of Samuel Hazlehurst, de- 
ceased, $4,167.28; 

William Stokes Boyd, administrator de bonis non of William Stokes, deceased, 


239,73 ; 

On the brig Experience, James Houston, master, namely; 

Mary B. Scott, administratrix de bonis non of Jacob Clement, deceased, $17,- 
140,33; in all, $1,239,688,95, 


During the reading of the amendment— 

Mr. HALE, If there be no objection, I ask that the reading of this 
list be dispensed with, as they are all on the certified list. 

Mr. COCKRELL, There are some points that I think ought to be 
looked to. There are some of these assignees that Ido not think have 
been stricken out that ought to be. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the proposed new 
section will be resumed. 

The reading of the amendment was resumed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have examined as far as I want and I suggest 
that the reading of the rest of the names can be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). If there be 
no objection, the reading of the remainder of the amendment will be 
dispensed with. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. What was the question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB, I hope that the vote will not be announced. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be considered as open. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will be regarded as 
not having been agreed to. The question is on agreeing to it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not care specially about calling for the yeas 
and nays on the amendment, but I want to call the attention of the 
Senate to one or two circumstances which seem to me to make it 
entirely improper that the Senate should vote to pay these claims, I 
think they are the most convincing evidence of the effect of length of 
time, that age can not wither, nor custom stale” a claim against the 
Government, but that like a rolling snowball it gathers as it goes. 

Here are claims whieh were vetoed by the then President of the 
United States on the 17th of February, 1855, a President representing 
a New England State—Franklin Pierce, However, I might go back 
of that and say that they were first vetoed by Mr. James K. Polk, 
then President of the United States, on August 8, 1846, in a message 
brief, but it seems to me the argument is conclusive. I will read one 
paragraph of that message which contains to me an argument that has 
not been by anything I have heard qualified or overturned. He says: 

For the satisfaction of the claims provided for it is proposed to appropriate 


five millions of dollars, I can perceive no legal or equitable ground upon which 
this appropriation can rest, A portion of the claims have been more than half 


a century before the Government, in its executive er ee departments, 
and all of them had their origin in events whieh occu prior to 1400. Since 
1802, they have been from time to time before Congress, No greater necessity 


or propriety exists for providing for these claims at this time than has existed 
for nearly halfa century, during all which period this questionable measure 


has never, until the present time, received the favorable consideration of Con- 
gress, It is scarcely probable, if the claim had been regarded as obligatory 
upon the Government or constituting an ben gi demand upon the Treasury, 
that those who were contemporaneous with the events which gave rise to it 
should not long since have done justice to the claimants. 

The Treasury has often been in a condition to enable the Government to do 
so without inconvenience, if the claims had been considered just. Mr. Jeffer- 
son, who was fully cognizant of the early dissensions between the Government 
of the United States and France, out of which the claims arose, in his annual 
message in 1808 adverted to the surplus then in the Treasury, and its prob- 
able accumulation,” and inquired whether it would lie "unproductive in the 
public vaults; and yet these claims, though then before Congress, were not 
recognized or paid. Since that, the public debt of the Revolution and of the 
war of 1812 has been extinguished, and at several periods since the Treasury 

been in possession of large surpluses over the demands upon it. In 1836, 
the surplus amounted to many millions of dollars, and, for want of proper ob- 
2 to which to apply it, it was directed by Congress to be deposited with the 

tes, 

Then follows an argument to show that the claims are entirely with- 
out foundation in fact. It is brief and yet comprehensive, The reco 
shows that— e 

The veto message was considered by the Senate immediately after its 82 
tion, and the question being put, Shall this bill pass, 5 the 
jections of the President?“ it was decided in the negative by a vote of 27 yeas 
against 15 nays. So the bè} did not pass. 


In 1855 a similar bill was passed and sent to the then President of 
the United States, Franklin Pierce, who in an elaborate message vetoed 
it, and he concluded his message with these words. After having ar- 
gued from all the facts in the case that the United States was in no wise 
liable for the payment of these claims, he said: 

What remains? And for what is fivemillionsappropriated? In view of what 
has been said, there would seem to be no ground on which to raise a liability of 
the United States, unless it be the assumption that the United States are to be 
considered the insurer and the guarantor of all claims, of whatever nature, 


which any individual citizen may have against a Tores Ree ee 2 ote: 


[NJoxx.—The veto message was considered in the House immediately after its 

reception, and on the following day. The question was then taken on “the 

of the bill, the President's objections to the contrary notwithstanding,” 

and it wasd ed to by a vote of 113 yeas against 8 nays. So, two-thirds 

not voting in the affirmative, the House refused to pass the bill over the Presi- 
dent's veto.] : 

That was a quietuson these claims fora generation. It was just about 
thirty years thereafter before Congress was induced to consider these 
claims favorably. The generation which was thirty years nearer the 
origin of the claims than we are and all the generations preceding 
said there was no claim whatever against the United States on account 
of them; and the persons who were entitled to this money, if there 


payment is made now will go to attorneys and to remote and collateral 
descendants. No payment that we may make will in any way repre- 
sent expiation, satisfaction, or justification for the original claims. It 
the United States has by delay prevented payments to persons who 
were entitled to the sum in the cases which these claims represent, no 
payment now made will ever satisfy the demands of justice. 


istration these claims were incurred, and Thomas Jefferson himself, 
under whose Administration and manipulation the Territory of Loui- 
siana was acquired, and all the statesmen of that era and that genera- 
tion and of the generation succeeding it, totally ignored these claims, 
and it may fairly be presumed that if the claims could not then be 
maintained, could not then be established by testimony, could not be 
so presented as to demand of a public, then as now acute upon all 
questions involving national honor, their payment, it was because they 
were not founded in justice. They now represent administrators and 
claim agents toan extent which forbids the expectation that one single 
llar of these claims will ever go to any person who was entitled to it 
y reason of the original loss. In fact, it is a claim of claim agents, a 
claim of attorneys, a claim which has gained strength only because of 


men who have come to represent that potential force which too often 
finds expression in the two Houses of Congress in the payment of sums 
of money out of the Treasury which could not be had under other cir- 
cumstances, 

For these reasons, Mr. President, and asking that these veto mes- 
sages may both be printed in full in the RECORD, in order to forma 
part of what might by courtesy be called the discussion of this ques- 
tion, I leave the matter to the judgment of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The messages referred to will be 
printed in the RECORD, if there be no objection. TheChair hears none. 

The veto messages are as follows: 


JAMES K. POLK.—I. 


August 8, 1846. 
To the Senate of the United States: 

I return to the Senate, in which it originated, the bill entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the ascertainment and satisfaction of claims of American citizens for 
spoliations committed by the French prior to the 3ist of July, 1801,” which was 
presented to me on the 6th instant, with my objections to its becoming a law. 

In attempting to give the bill the careful examination it requires, culties 
presented themselves in the outset, from the remoteness pf the period to which 
the claims belong, the complicated nature of the transactions in which they 
originated, and the protracted negotiations to which they led between France 
and the United States. The short time intervening between the of the 
bill Ls § Congress and the ing close of their session, as well as the press- 
ure of other official duties, have not permitted me to extend my examination 


ever were any such persons, have long since disappeared, and whatever. 


The dead past ought to bury its dead. Those under whose Admin-/ 


its age and of the fact that it has got finally into the hands of a few- 


— 
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ns. 
a) 


For the sat ion ppropriate 
appro- 


Itis 

e claim had been as obligatory upon the Gov- 

ting an equitable demand upon the Treasury, that those 

poraneous with the events which gave rise to it shouid not 

long since have done justice to the claimants. The Treasury has often been in 

a condition to enable the Government to do so without inconvenience if the 
claims had been considered * 

Mr. Jefferson, who was fully cognizant of the early dissensions between the 
Government of the United States and France, out of which the claims arose, in 
his annual message in 1808 adverted to the large surplus then in the Treasury 
and its “ probable accumulation,” and inquired whether it would lie“ unpro- 
ductive in the public vaults:“ and yet these claims, though then before Congress, 
were not recognized or paid. Since that, the public debt of the Revolution and 
of the warof 1812 has been extinguished, and at several periods since the Treas- 
luses over the demands it. In 1836 


ury has been in possession of large surp! 
the 33 amounted to many millions of dollars. and for want oi objects 
to which to apply it, it was directed by Congres@-to be deposited with the 
During this extended course of time, embracing periods eminently favorable 
for satisfying all just demands n the Government, the claims embraced in 
this bill met with no favor in ngress beyond the reports of committees in 
one or the other branch. These circumstances alone are calculated to raise 
strong doubtsin respect to these claims, and especially as all information nec- 
essary to a correct judgment concerning them has been long before the public. 
These doubts are strengthened in my mind by the examination I haye been en- 

abled to give to the transaction in w. they originated. 
The bill assumes that the United States have become liable in those ancient 
ms to make 


ry. 


years. 

e are engaged in a foreign war, uncertain as to its duration and involving 
heavy expenditures, to prosecute which war has at its present ses- 
sion authorized a further loan. So that in effect the Government, should this 
bill become a law, would have to borrow money and increase the public debt 
to pay these claims, Itis true that by the ions of the bill payment is 
directed to be made in land scrip instead of money, but the upon the 
“Treasury will be the same. The public lands constitute one of the sources of 
public revenue, and if these claims be paid in land scrip, it will, from the date 
of the issue, to a from the Treasu: 

yments for the lands sold 
chek until it is all redeemed. 


ry the annual income 


extent, cut o 
the Gov- 


Why this unusual mode claimants upon the Treasury has been 
resorted to does not appear. It is not consistent with a sound public policy. 
If it be done in this case it may be done in all others. It will form a precedent 
for the satisfaction of all other stale and questionable claims, and would un- 
doubtedly be resorted to by all claimants who, after successive trials, shall fail 
errs tall teepesed Gr pay Soke. tn be pas! tx land torts Bod provides 

e proposes to pay $5, to pa n p, an 
“that no claim or memorial shall be received by the „ 
ized by the at unless accompanied by a release or discharge of the United 
States from all other and further 5 than the claimant may be en- 
titled to receive under the provision of th These claims are estimated to 
amount to a much larger sum than $5,000,000, and yet the claimant is required 
to release to the Government all other compensation and to accept his share of 
a fund known to be inadequate, 

If these claims be well founded, it would be unjust to the claimants to repu- 
diate any portion of them, and the remaining sum could hereafter be resisted. 
The bill proposa So pay these claims notin the currency known to the Consti- 
tution and not to their full amount. 

Passed, as this bill has been, near the close of the session, and when many 
measures of importance necessarily demand the attention of Congress, and 
possibly without that full and deliberate consideration which the large sum it 
a tes and the existing state of the Treasury and of the country demand, 
I deem it to be my duty to withhold my approval, that it may hereafter un- 
dergo the revision of Con; x 

I have come to this conclusion with regret. In interposing my objections to 
its becoming a law I am truly sensible that it should be an extreme case which 
would make it the duty of the Executive to withhold his approval of any bill 
passed by Congress upon the ground of itsexpediency alone. Such case I con- 
sider this to be. 
JAMES K. POLK. 


The veto message was considered by the Senate immediately after its rece 
tion, and the question being put “Shall this bill pass, notwithstanding the 
jections of the President?“ it was decided in the negative by a vote of 27 yeas 
against 15 nays, So the bill did not pass. 


FRANKLIN PIERCE.—Iv. 
February 17, 1855, 


To the House of Representatives : 
3 I haye received and carefully considered the biil entitled “An act to — 
or 


return 
in which it ori 


vote, pre- 

before it can become a law. He is notinvested with 
legislation by an absolute veto, but only to restrain it, and 
. with the duty, in case he disapproves a measure, of invoking a sec- 
ond an berate and solemn consideration of it on the part of Con- 


a more delil 
gress, 

It is not incumbent on the President to sign a bill asa matter of course, and 
thus merely to authenticate the action of Congress, for he must exercise intelli- 
font judgment or be faithless to the trust reposed in him. If he approve a bill 

e shall it; but if not, be shall return it with his objections, to that House 
in which it shall have originated, for such er action as the Constitution 
demands, which is its enactment, if at all, not by a bare numerical majority as 
= the first instance, but by a constitutional majority of two-thirds of both 

ouses, 


poms of legislation in all cases, it proceeds, in the s 
‘or the protection of the responsibility of the President. It does not compel 


le of the United States, as 
Bate, that 


to people of a State or district; and it may be safely assumed that he will 
not resort to the clearly defined and limited power of arresting n, and 
calling for reconsideration of any measure, obedience to requirements 


. of any measure, if he 

and he deliberately d ions. 

attaches to the action of 
others, the framers 

of our Constitution, for wise considerations of public provided that — 


become 

ire President, it is in appearance only, 
for the same tof approving or 3 a bill, according to each one's 
own judgment, is conferred on every member of the Senate of the House 
of Representatives. 

It is apparent, therefore, that the circumstances must be extraordinary which 
would induce the President to withhold ap roval from a bill involving no vio- 
lation of the Constitution. The amount o elaims pro dise! d 
by tke bill before me, the nature of the transactions in which those claims are 
all to have originated, the length of time during which they have ocou- 

ied the attention of Congress and the country, present such an exigency, 

‘heir history renders it impossible that a t who has participated to 
any considerable in public affairs could bave failed to form respecting 
them a decided opin upon what he would deem ry grounds, Nev- 
ertheless, Tataga of resting on former opinions it has seemed to me proper to 
review and more carefully examine the whole subject so as rily to 
determine the nature snd extent of my obligations in the premises. 

I feel called upon at the threshold to notice an assertion, often repeated, 
that the refusal of the United States to satisfy these claims, in 8 
vided by the present bill, rests as a strain on the justice of our country. If it be 
so, the imputation on the public honor is aggravated by the consideration that 
the claims are coeval with the present century and it has been a persistent 
wrong during that whole period of time. Theallegation is that private prop- 
erty has been taken for public use without just compensation, in violation of 
— 7 — rovision of the Constitution; and reparation has been withheld, 
an Justico denied, until the injured parties have for the most part descended to 
the grave. Butitis not to be forgotten or overlooked that those who repre- 
sented the ple, in different capacities, at the time when the alleged ob} iga- 
tions were incurred, and to whom the charge of injustice attaches in the first 
instance, have also passed away and borne with them the special information 
which controlled their decision and,it may well be presumed, constituted the 
justification of their acts. 

If, however, the charge in question be well founded, although its admission 
would inseribe on our history a page which we might desire most of all to ob- 
literate, and although, if true, it must painfully disturb our confidence in the 
justice and the high sense of moral an a responsibility of those whose 
memories we have been taught to cherish with so much reverence and respect, 
still we have only one course of action left to us, and that is to make the most 
promptand ample reparation in our power, and consign the wrong, as far as 
may be, to forgetfulness. 

But no such heavy sentence of condemnation should be lightly passed upon 
the sagacious and patriotic men who participated in the transactions out of 
which these claims are supposed to have arisen, and who, from their ample 
means of knowledge of the general subj in its minute details,and from their 
official jon, are peculiarly responsible for whatever there is of wrong or in- 
justice in the decisions of the Government. 

Their justification consists in that which constitutes the objection tothe pres- 
ent bill, namely, the absence of any indebtedness on the part of the United 
States. The of a denial of justice in this case, and a consequent stain 
u our natio character, bas not yet been indorsed by the American peo- 
ple. But, if it were otherwise, this bill, so far from relieving the past, would 
only stamp on the presenta more deep and indelible stigma. It admits the 
justice of the claims, concedes that payment has been wrongfully withheld for 
fifty years, and then proposes not to pay them, but tocompound with the pub- 


lic creditors by p ding that, w r tho claims shal presented or not, 
whether the sum a Priated shall pay much or little of what shall be found 
due, the law itself constitute a perpetual bar to all future demands, This 


is not, in my judgment, the way toatone for wrongs, if they exist, nor to meet 


subsisting ob! ons. 
If new facts, nut known or not accessible during the administration of Mr. 
Jefferson, Mr. Madison, or Mr. Monroe, had since been brought to light or new 
|, this would greatly relieve the subject of em- 
this nature has occurred, 


eq thst those eminent had the best means of arriving at a correct con- 
usion, no one willdeny, That never recognized the alleged on 
ree Govern makes be es Dae eh eee ae. 
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trations. Indeed, it stands not asa matter of controlling authority, but asa 
fact of history, that these claims have never, since our existence as a nation, 
been deemed by any President worthy of recommendation to Congress. 
Claims to payment can rest only on the plea of indebtedness on sored gi of 
i uires that it should be shown that the United States 


the Government. This 
have incurred 28 to the claimants, either by such acts as deprive them of 
property or by having actually taken it for public use without making 
ust compensation for it. 


The first branch of the proposition—that on which an equitable claim to be 
indemnified by the United States for losses sustained might rest—requires at least 
& cursory examination of the history of the transactions on which the claims 
depend. The first link which in the chain of events arrests attention is the 
treaties of alliance and of amity and commerce between the United States 
and France, negotiated in 1778. By those treaties peculiar privileges were 
secured to armed vessels of each of the contracting in the ports of the 
ether; the freedom of trade was greatly enlarged; and mutual obligations were 
incurred by each to guaranty to the other their territorial ons in 


In 1792-93, when war broke out between France and Great Britain, the for- 


mer claimed privileges in American ports which our Government did not ad- 
tas ded le from the treaties of 1778, and which, it was held, were in con- 


with obligations to the other belligerent powers, ‘The liberal principle of 
one of the treaties referred to—that free ships make free goods, and that sub- 
sistence and supplies were not contraband of war unless destined to a block- 
aded port—was found, in a commercial view, to operate disadvantageously to 
France, as compared with her enemy, Great Britain, the latter asserting, under 
the law of nations, the right to capture, as contraband, supplies when bound for 
an enemy's port. 

Induced mainly, it is believed, by these considerations, the Government of 
France decreed, on the 9th of May, 1793, the first year of the war, that “the 
French people are no longer permitted to fulfill toward the neutral powers in 
general the vows they have so often manifested, and which they constantly 
make for the full and entire liberty of commerce and navigation; and, as a 
counter-measure to the course of Great Britain, authorized the seizure of neu- 
tral vessels bound to an enemy's port, in like manner as that was done by her 

t maritime rival. This decree was made to act retrospectively, and to con- 
— until the enemies of France should desist from depredations on the neu- 
tral vessels bound to the ports of France. Then followed the embargo, by 
which our vessels were detained in Bordeaux, the seizure of British goods on 
board of our at 85 and of the property of American citizens under the pretense 

to ag lish subjects, and the imprisonment of American citi- 


neutral power, we complained and remonstrated. For the property of our in- 
jured pet sidak A be made, and from 


rdinary mission, composed of three distinguished citizens, but 
the refusal to receive was offensively ; and thus terminated this last 
effort to preserve peace and restore kind relations with our early friend and 
ally, to whom a debt of gratitude was due which the American people have 
never been willing to depreciate or to forget. 

Years of negotiation had not only failed to secure indemnity for our citizens 
and exemption from further depredations, but these long-continued efforts had 
brought upon the Government the suspension of diplomatic intercourse with 
France, and such indignitiesas to induce President Adams, in his message of 
May 16, 1797, to Congress, convened in special session, to present it as the par- 
ticular matter for their consideration, and to speak of it in terms of the highest 
in ation. Thenceforward the action of our Government assumed a charac- 
ter which clearly indicates that hope was no longer entertained from the ami- 
cable feeling or justice of the Governmentof France; and hence the subsequent 
measures were those of force. 

On the 28th of May, 1798, an act was passed for the employment of the Navy 
of the United States against “armed vessels of the Republic of France,” and 
anuthorizeu their capture, if “found hovering on the coast of the United States 
for the purpose of committing depredations on the vessels belonging to the 
citizens thereof.” On the 18th of June, 1798, an act was passed prohibiting com- 
mercial intercourse with France, under the penalty of the forfeiture of the yes- 
sels so employed. On the 25th of June, the same year. an act to arm the mer- 
chant ne to peu searches, capture aggressors, and recapture American 
the French, 

On the 28th of June, same year, an act for the condemnation and sale of French 
‘vessels captured by authority of the act of 28th of May 2 On the 27th 
of July, same year, an act abrogating the treaties and the convention which 
had been concluded between the United States and France, and declaring "that 
the same shall not henceforth be ed as legally obligatory on the Govern- 
ment or citizens of the United States.” On the 9th of the same month an act 
was passed which enlarged the limits of the hostilities then existing by author- 
izing our public vessels to capture armed vessels of France wherever found 
upon the high seas, and conferred power on the President to issue commissions 
to private armed vessels to engage in like service. 

Fete acts, though short of a declaration of war, which would put all the 
citizens of each country in hostility with those of the other, were nevertheless, 
actual war, ial in its application, maritime in its character, but which re- 
quired the expenditure of much of our public treasure and much of the blood 
of our patriotic citizens, who, in vessels but little suited to the purposes of war, 
went forth to battle on the high seas for the rights and security of their fellow- 
Citizens and to repel indignities offered to the national honor. 

It is not then because of any failure to use all available means, diplomaticand 
military, to obtain reparation that liability for private claims can have been in- 
curred by the United States, and if there is any pretense for such liability it 
must flow from the action, not from the neglect, of the United States. e 
first complaint on the part of France was against the proclamation of Presi- 
dent Washington, of April 22, 1793. At that early period in the war which in- 
volved Austria, Prussia, Sardinia, the United Netherlands, and Great Britain 
on the one part, and France on the other, the great and wise man who was the 
Chief Executive, as he was and had been the guardian of our then infant Re- 
public, proclaimed that “the duty and interest of the United States require that 

should with sincerity and good faith adopt and pursue a conduct friendly 
and impartial towards the belligerent powers.“ d 

Thisattitude of neutrality, it was pretended, was in disregard of the obligations 
of alliance between the United States and France. And this, together with tlie 
often-renewed complaint that the stipulations of the treaties of 1778 had not 
been observed and executed by the United States, formed the text for the 
series of outrages upon our Government and its citizens, which finally drove 


the 3 of French complaints, are now understood to be the foundation 
which are laid these claims of indemnify from the United States for spolia 
tons committed by the French prior to 


The act of our Government which abrogated not only the treaties of 1778, but 
also the subsequent consular convention of 1788, has already been referred to, 
and it may be well here to inquire what the course of France was in relation 
thereto. the decrees of 9th of May, 1793, 7th of July, 1796, and 24 of March, 
1797, the stipulations which were then and subsequently most im tto the 
United States were rendered wholly inoperative. The highly 


or 
revived so as to be either the subject or the source of national m. 


ons between the two Governments outlived the hostilities in 3 
had nen . By the second article of the treaty of 1800, it was 

that the ministers plenipotentiary of the two parties, not being able to agres 
respecting the treaties of alliance, amity, and commerce of 1778, and the con- 
vent ion of 1788, nor upon the indemnities mutually due or claimed, the 
willnegotiate further on these subjectsata convenient time, and until they shall 
have . upon these points the said treaties and convention shall haye no 
operation. 

When the treaty was submitted to the Senate of the United States the second 
article was disagreed to, and the treaty amended by strikiag it out and insert- 
ing a provision that the convention then made should continue in force 
years from the date of ratification, which convention, thus amended, was ac- 
cepted by the First Consul of France, with the addition of a note 
his construction of the conyention, tothe effect that by the retrenchmentof the 
second article the two renounce the respective pretensions which were 
the object of the said article. 


i 


45 


lomacy and of hostilities had been expended; and 
discussion of rage questions 


jects, which was revived by the convention, was the 
should be convenient to the parties, a discussion which y 
negotiation, involved the two countries in a maritime war, and on which the 
parties had ap; no nearer to concurrence than they were when the con- 
troversy began. 

The obligations of the treaties of 1778 and the convention of 1788 were mutual, 
and estimated to be equal. But, however onerous they may have been to the 
United States, they had been abrogated, and were not revived by the conven- 
tion of 1800, but expressly spoken of as suspended until an event which could 
only occur by the pleasure of the United States. It seems clear, then, that the 
United States were relieved of no obligation to France by the retrenchment of 
the second article of the convention; and if thereby Franoe was relieved of any 
valid claims against her the United States received no consideration in return; 
and that if private property was taken by the United States from their own cit- 
izens, it was not for public use. But it is here proper to inquire w the 
United States did relieve France from valid claims against her on the part of 
citizens of the United States, and did thus deprive them of their property. 

The complaints and counter-compiaints of the two Governments had been 
that treaties were violated and that both public and individual rights and in- 
terests had been sacrificed. The correspondence of our ministers in 
negotiations both before and after the convention of 1800 sufficiently proves 
how re pera was the effort to obtain full 33 from France for injuries 
inflicted on our commerce from 1793 to 1800, unless it should be by an account 
in which the rival pretensions of the two Governments should each be acknowl- 
edged and the balance struck between them, 

It is supposable, and may be inferred from the contem; us history as 
probable, that had the United States in 1800 to revive the treaties of 1778 
and 1788 with the construction which France had placed upon them, that the 
latter Government would, on theother hand, have agreed to make indemnity 
for those spoliations which were committed under the pretext that the United 
States were faithless to the obligations of the alliance between the two coun- 


Hence the conclusion that the United States did not sacrifice private rights 
or property to get rid of public obligations, but only refused to reassume public 
obligations for the purpose of obtaining the recognition of the claims of Amer- 
ican citizens on the part of France. 

All those claims which the French Government was wi to admit were 
carefully provided for elsewhere in the convention, and the declaration of the- 
First Consul, which pan appende in his additional note, had no other applica- 
tion than tothe claims which had been mutually made by the two Governments, 
but on which they had neverapproximated to an nt, In confirmation 
ot the fact that our Government did notintend to cease from the prosecution of 
the just claims of our citizens —— France, reference is here made to tha 
annual m of President Jefferson of December 8, 1901, which opens with 
expressions of his gratification at the restoration of peace among sister nations; 
and, after speaking of the assurances received from all nations with whom we 
had principal relations, and of the confidence thus inspired, that our peace 
with them would not have been disturbed if they had continued at war with 
each other, he p to say: 

But a cessation of irregularities which had afflicted the commerce of neu- 
tral nations, and of the irritations and injuries produced by them,can not but 
add to this confidence, and strengthen, at the same time, the hope that 
committed on unoffending friends, undera pressure of circumstances, 
be reviewed with candor, and will be considered as founding just claims of 
retribution for the past aud new assurances for the future.“ 

The zeal and diligence with which the claims of our citizens against France 
were prosecuted appear in the diplomatic correspondence of the three years 
next succeeding the convention of 1800, and the effect of these efforts is made 
manifest in the convention of 1808, in which provision was made for payment 
of a class of cases the consideration of which France had at all 8 peri- 
ods refused to entertain, and which are of that very class which it been often 
assumed were released by striking out the second article of the convention of 


This is shown by reference to the preamble and to the fourth and fifth ar- 
ticles of the convention of 1808, by which were admitted among the debts due 
by France to citizens of the United States the amounts cha for prizes 
made at sea in which the sopas has been properly lodged within the time men- 
tioned in the said convention of the 30th of September, 1800; “ and this class 
was further defined to be only “captures of which the council of prizes shall 
have ordered restitution, it being well understood that the claimants can not- 
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intelligence and integrity have, in no small degree, contributed to the character 


and popen of the country in which we live? 

Is it rational to assume that the claimants, who now present themselves for 
indemnity by the United States, represent debts which would have been ad- 
mitted and paid by France but for the intervention of the United States? And 
is it to escape from the effect of the voluminous evidence tending to 
lish the fact t anes TAAA ALIN anian that Ma. wee DRIVADO 
long and skillful negotiation that the agents of the United States obtained the 
recognition of such of the claims as were provided for in the conventions of 1500 
and 1803? And is notthis conclusive against any pretensions of possible suc- 
cess on the part of the claimants, if left unaided to make their applications to 
France, that the only debts due to American be carne which have been paid by 
France, are those which were assumed by the Uni States as part of the con- 
sideration in the purchase of Louisiana? 

There is little which is creditable either to the judgment or patriotism of 
those of our fellow-citizens who at this day arraign the justice, the fidelity, or 
love ofcountry of the men who founded the Republic, in 1 them us 
having bartered away the 88 of individuals to escape from public obliga- 
tions, and then to have withheld from them just compensation. It has been 

ifying to me, in tracing the history of these claims, to find that ample evi- 

ence e: to refute an accusation which would impeach the purity, the jas 

tice; and the magnanimity of the illustrious men who guided and controlied 
the early destinies of the Republic. 

I pass from this review of the history of the subject, and, omitting many sub- 
stantial objections to these el proceed to examine somewhat more closely 
the only grounds npon which 5 by possibility be maintained. 

Before entering on this, it ma pce. to state distinctly certain proposi- 
tions which, it is admitted on all hands, are essential toprove the obligationsof 
the Government: 

First. That at the date of the treaty of September 30, 1800, these claims were 
valid and subsisting as against France. 

Second. That they were released or extinguished by the United States in that 
8 and by the manner of its ratification. . 

Third. That they were so released or extinguished for a consideration valu- 
able to the Government, but in which the claimants had no more interest than 
any other citizens, 

The convention between the French Republic and the United States of Amer- 
ica, 1 at Paris on the 30th day of September, 1590, purports in the preamble 
to be founded on the equal desire of the First Consul (Napoleon Bonaparte) and 
the President of the Un gy ey terminate the differences which have arisen 


bet the two States. Itd in the first place, that there shall be firm, 
inviolable, and universal pene: and a true and sincere friendship between the 
French Republie and the United States. Next it proceeds, in the second, third, 


fourth, and fifth articles, to make provision in sundry respects, having reference 
to past differences, and the transition from the state of war between the two 
countries to that of general and permanent peace, 

Finally, in the residue of the twenty-seventh article, it stipulates anew the 
conditions of amity and intercourse, commercial and political, thereafter to ex- 
ist, and, of course, to be substituted in place of the previous conditions of the 
treaties of alliance and cf commerce, and the consular convention, which are 
thus tacitly, but unequivocally, recognized as no longer in force, but in effect 
abi , either by the state of war or by the political action of the two Re- 

ublies. 
= Except in so far as the whole convention goes to establish the fact that the 
previous treaties were admitted on both sides to be at an end, none of the arti- 
cles are directly material to the present question, save the following: 

“ART. II. The ministers plenipotentiary of the two parties not being able to 
agree at present respecting the treaty of alliance of 6th February, 1778, the treaty 
of amity and commerce of the same date, and the convention of the lith No- 
vember, 1788, nor upon the indemnities mutually due or claimed, the parties 
will negotiate further on these subjects at a convenient time; and until they 
may have agreed upon these points the said treaties and convention shall have 
no operation and the relations of the two countries shall be regulated as fol- 
lows: 

“ART. V. The debts contracted by one of the two nations with individuals of 
the other, or by the individuals of one with the individuals of the other, shall 
be paid, or iad peer may be prosecuted in the same manner as ifthere had 
been no misunderstandin tween the two States. But this clause shall not 
extend to indemnities claimed on account of captures or confiscations.”” 

On this convention being submitted to the Senate of the United States, they 
consented and advised to its ratification with the following proviso: 

Provided, That the second article be expunged, and that the following 
article be added or inserted: ‘It is agreed the present convention shall 
bein foree for the term of eight years from the time of the exchange of ratifica- 


The spirit and purpose of this change are apparent and unmistakable. The 
convention, assigned ge ig respective plenipotentiaries, did not adjust all the 
points of controversy. h nations, however, desired the restoration of peace, 
Accordingly, as to those matters in the relations of the two countries concern- 
ing which they could agree, they did agree for the time being; and as to the 
rest, concerning which they could not agree, they suspended and postponed 
further negotiation. 

They abandoned no pretensions, they relinquished no ht on either side, 
but simply adjourned the question until “a convenient time.” Meanwhile, 
and until the arrival of such convenient time, the relations of the two countries 
were to be regulated by the stipulations of the convention. 

Of course the convention was, on its face, a temporary and provisional one, 
but in the worst possible form of prospective termination. It was to cease ata 


convenient time. Bet how should that convenient time be ascertained? It is 
plain that such a stipulation, while professediy not disposing of the present 
controversy, had within itself the germ of a fresh one; for the two vern- 


ments might at any moment fall into dispute on the question whether that con- 
venient time bad or had not arrived. The Senate of the United States antici- 

ted and prévented this question by the only possible expedient—that is, the 
— m of a p date. 

This being done, the remaining parts of the second article became superfluous 
and useless; for,as all the provisions of the convention would expire in eight 
years, it would necessarily follow that negotiations must be renewed within that 
period, more especially as the operation of the amendment which covered the 
whole convention was that even the stipulation of peace in the first article be- 
came temporary and expired in eight years, whereas that article, and that ar- 
ticle alone, was permanent, according to the original tenor of the convention. 

The convention thus amended, being submitted to the First Consul, was rati- 
by him, accompanying his act of acceptance by the following declaratory 
note: 

“The Government of the United States having added in its ratification that 
the convention should be in force for the space of eight years and having 
omitted the second article, the Government of the French Republic consents to 
accept, ratify, and confirm the above convention, with the addition importing 
that the con vention shall be in force for the space of cight years and with the 
retrenchment of the second article: That by this retrenchment the 
two States renounce the respective pretensions which are the object of the said 
articles, 


The convention, as thus ratified by the First Consul, having been again sub- 


mitted to tlie Senate of the United States, that body resolved that they con- 

sidered the convention as fully ratified,” and returned the same to the President 

for pron — and it was accordingly promulgated in the usual form by 
erson, 

Now, it is clear that, in simply resolving that “they considered the conven- 
tion as fully ratified,” the Senate did, in fact, abstain from any express deola · 
ration of d nt or assent to the construction put by the First Consul on the re- 
trenchment of the second artiele. If any inference beyond this can be drawn 
from their resolution, it is that ed the proviso annexed by the First 
Consul to his declaration of acceptance as foreign to the subject, as nugatory, 
or as without co: ence or effect. Notwithstanding this proviso, they con- 
sidered the ratification as full. Ifthe new proviso e any change in the pre- 
vious import of the convention, then it was not full. And in considering it a 
full ratification, they, in substance, deny that the proviso did, in any respect, 

ge the tenor of the convention. 

By the second article, as it originally stood, neither Republic had relinquished 
its existing rights lof maana either as to other previous treaties or the in- 
demuities mutually due or claimed, but only deferred the consideration of them 
toaconvenienttime. By the amendment of the Senate of the United States 
that convenient time, instead of being left indefinite, was fixed at eight years; 
but no right or pretension of either party was surrendered or abandoned. 

If the Senate erred in assuming that the proviso added by the First Consul did 
not affect the question, then the transaction would amount to nothing more 
than to have raised a new question to be disposed of on resuming the negotia- 
tions, namely, the question whether the proviso of the First Consul did or not 
modify or impair the effect of the convention as it had been ratified by the Sen- 


ate. 

That such, and such only, was the true meaning and effect of the transaction; 
that it was not, and was not intended to be, a relinquishment by the Uni 
States of any existing claim on France, and especially that it was not an aban- 
donment of any claims of individual citizens, nor the set-off of st 
any conceded national obligations to France, is shown by the fact that 
dent Jefferson did at once resume and prosecute to successful conclusion n 
tiations to obtain from France indemnification for the claims of citizens of the 
United States existing at the date of that convention; for, on the 30th of April, 
1803, three treaties were concluded at Paris between the United States of America 
and the French Republic, one of which embraced the cession of Louisiana; an- 
other stipulated for the payment of 60,000,000 of francs by the United States to 
France; and a third provided that, for the satisfaction of sums due by France 
to citizens of the United States at the conclusion of the convention of Septem- 
ber 30, 1800, and in express compliance with the second and fifth articles thereof, 
a further sum of 20,000,000 of francs should be appropriated and paid by the 
United States. In the preamble to the first of these treaties, which ceded Loui 
siana, it is set forth that— 

The President of the United States of America and the First Consul of the 
French Republic, in the name of the French people, desiring to remove all 
source of misunderstanding relative to objects of discussion mentioned in the 
second and fifth articles of the convention of the 8th vendémiaire, an 9 (20th 
September, 1800), relative to the rights claimed by the United States in virtue 
of the treaty concluded at Madrid the 27th of October, 1795, between his Cath- 
olie Majesty and the said United States, and willing to strengthen the union and 
friendskip which at the time of the said convention was happily re-established 
between the two nations, have respectively named their plenipotentiaries,” 
who “have agreed to the following articles.“ 

Here is the most distinct and categorical declaration of the two Governments 
that the matters of claim in the second article of the convention of 1800 had not 
been ceded away, relinquished, or set off, but they were still subsisting subjects 
of demand against France. The same declaration appears in equally emphatic 
lan in the third of these treaties, bearing the same date, the preamble of 
which recites that— 

“The President of the United States of America and the First Consul of the 
French Republic, in the name of the French people, having by a treaty of this 
date terminated all difficulties relative to Louisiana, and established on a solid 
foundation the friendship which unites the two nations, and being desirous, in 
compliance with the second and fifth articles of the convention of the 8th ven- 
démiaire, ninth year of the French Republic (September 30, 1800), to seoure the 
payment of the sums due by France to the citizens of the United States,” and 
* nave appointed plenipotentiaries,” who agreed to the following among other 
articles: 

i! ARTICLE I. That debts due by France to citizens of the United States, con- 
tracted before the Sth of vendémiaire, ninth year of the French Republic (20th 
September, 1800), shall be paid according to the following regulations, with in- 
terest at 6 per cent., to commence from the periods when the accounts and 
vouchers were presented to the French Government. 

“Art. II. The debts provided for by the preceding article are those whose re- 
sult is comprised in the conjectural note (a) annexed to the present convention, 
and which, with the interest, can not exceed the sum of 20,000,000 francs. The 
claims comprised in the said note which fall within the exceptions ofthe follow- 
ing articles shall not be admitted to the benefit of this provision. 

“Art. IV. It is expressly agreed that the 8 articles shall comprehend 
no debts but such as are due to citizens of the United States, who have been and 
are yet creditors of France for supplies, for embargoes, and prizes made at sea, 
in which the appeal has been properly lodged within the time mentioned in the 
said convention, Sth vendémiaire, ninth year (30th September, 1800). 

~ ART. V. The preceding articles shall apply only, first, to captures of which 
the council of prizes shall have ordered restitution, it being well understood 
that the claimant can not have recourse to the United States, otherwise than he 
might have had tothe Government of the French Republic, and only in case of 
insufficiency of the captors ; second, the debts mentioned in the said fifth article 
of the convention, contracted before the 8th vendémiaire, an 9 (30th September, 
1800), the payment of which has been heretofore claimed of the actual Govern- 
ment of France, and for which the creditors have a right to the protection of 
the United States; the said fifth article doesnot comprehend prizes whose con- 
demnation has been or shall be confirmed, Itis the express intention of the 
contracting ies not to extend the benefit of the present convention to rec- 
lamations of American citizens who shall have established houses of commerce 
in France, England, or other countries than the United States, in partnership 
with foreigners, and who by that reason, on the nature of their commerce 
ought to be regarded as domiciliated in the places where such houses exist. All 
agreements and ins concerning merchandise. which shall not be the pro 
erty of American citizens, are equally excepted from the benefit of the ma 
convention, saving, however to such persons their claims in like manner as if 
this 3 had not been made.“ 

“Art. XII. In case of claims for debts contracted by the Government of 
France with citizens of the United States since the Sth vendémiaire, ninth year 
(30th September, 1800), not being comprised in this convention, may be pursued, 
ånd the payment demanded in the same manner as if it had not been made.” 

Other articles of the treaty provide for the appointment of agents to liquidate 
the claims intended to be secured. and for the payment of them, as allowed, at 
the Treasury of the United States. The following is the concluding clause of 
the tenth article: 

“Tbe rejection of any claim shall have no other effect than to exempt the 
United States from the paymentof it, the French Government reserving toitself 
the right to decide definitely on stich claim so far as it concerns itself,’ 
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undeniably foliow, namely : 

First. Neither the second article of the convention of 1800, as it ori lly 
stood, nor the retrenchment of that article, nor the proviso in the ratification by 
the First Consul, nor the action of the Senate of the United States thereon, was 
regarded by either France or the United States as the renouncement of any 
claims of American citizens against ce. 

Second. On the contrary, in the treaties of 1803 the two Governments took up 
the question precisely where it was left on the day of the signature of that of 
1800, without suggestion on the part of France that the claims of our citizens 
were excluded by the retrenchment of the second articte or the note of the First 
Consul, and proceeded to make ample provision for such as France could be in- 
duced to admit were justly due, and they were accordingly discharged in full, 
with interest, by the United States in the stead and behalf of France. 

Third. The United States, not having admitted in the convention of 1800 that 
they were under any obligations to France by reason of the abrogation of the 
treaties of 1778 and 1788, persevered in this view of the question by the tenor of 
the treaty of 1893, and, therefore, had no such national obligation to discharge, 
and did not, either in purpose or in fact, at any time, undertake to discharge 
themselves from any such obligation at the expense and with the property of 
individual citizens of the United States. 

Fourth. By the treaties of 1803 the United States obtained from France the ac- 
knowledgment and payment, as part of the indemnity for the cession of Loni- 
siana, of claims of citizens of the United States for spoliations, so far as France 
would admit her liability in the premises; but even then the United States did 
not relinquish atiy claim of American citizens not provided for by those treat- 
ies; so far from it, to the honor of France be it remembered, she expressly re- 
served to herself the right to reconsider any rejected claims of citizens of the 
United States. 

Fifth. As to claims of citizens of the United Statesagainst France, which had 
been the subject of controversy between the two countries prior to the signa- 
ture of the convention of 1300, and the further consideration of which was re- 
served for a more convenient time by the second article of that convention : for 
these claims, and these only, provision was made in the treaties of 1903, all 
other claims being expressly excluded by them from their scope and purview. 

It is not to be overlooked, though not necessary to the conclusion, that by the 
convention between France and the United States of the 4th of July, 1231, com- 
plete provision was made for the liquidation, d and payment, on both 
sides, of all cluims of citizens of either against the other for unlawful seizures, 
captu: sequeéstrations, or destructions of the vessels, cargoes, or other prop- 
erty, without any limitation of time, so as in terms to run back to the date of 
the last preceding settlement, at least to that of 1803, if not to the commence- 
ment of our national relations with France. 

This review of the successive treaties between France and the United States 
has brought my mind to the undoubting conviction that while the United States 
have, in the most ample and the completest manner, discharged their duty to- 
warda such of their citizens as may have been at any time n je ved by acts of 
the French Government, so, also, France has honorably discharged herself of 
tions in the premises towards the United States. To concede what 
this bil! assumes would be to impute undeserved reproach, both to France and 
to the United States. 

I ain, of course, aware that the bill proj 
for such valid claims of citizens of the United States against France asshali not 
have been stipulated for and embraced in any of the treaties enumerated, But 
in excluding all such claims it excludes all, in fact, for which, during the nego- 
tiations, France could be persuaded to agree that she was in anywise liable to 
the United States or our citizens. What remains? And for what is five mill- 
ions appropriated? In view of what has been said, there would seem to be no 
ground on which (6 raise a liability of the United States, uniess it be the as- 
sumption that the United States are to be considered the insurer and the guar- 
antor of all claims, of Whatever nature, which any individual citizen may have 


against s foreign nation. 
2 FRANKLIN PIERCE. 


The veto message was considered in the House immediately after its recep- 
tion, and on the following day. The question was then taken on “the passage 
of the bill, the President's objections to the contrary notwithstanding,” and it 
was disagreed to by a vote of 1 LP doce against S6nays. So, two-thirds not voting 
in the affirmative, the House refused to pass the bill over the President's veto. 

Mr. HALE. I do not propose to consume the time of the Senate 
apon this subject. The Senate has already twice before adopted these 
daims as just and reasonable and as claims that should be peid, and 
has incorporated them in several Von before this upon appro- 
priation bills. So I have no doubt as to what will be the attitude of 
the Senate now. 

All the matters to which the Senator from Kansas has referred were 
discussed fully in Congresses which have passed away, and have been 
reported upon time and again by the great minds and great men in 
both the House of Representatives and the Senate, and these claims 
have never failed to receive the favorable indorsement of Congress. 

This present generation took the matter upin the Forty-eighth Con- 

and after complete consideration and debate adopted the claims 
as just and sent them for adjudication to the Court of Claims. That 
bill, by great majorities, was adopted in both branches of Congress and 
approved by the President. 

I deem what I say in this regard a sufficient answer to what theSen- 
ator irom Kansas has said, and I shall be very glad to have the expres- 
sion of the Senate upon the subject. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to say that the debate which has occurred 
heretofore, so far as I have observed it, has related to the propriety of 
sending these claims to the Court of Claims, not for the purpose of hav- 
ing that court determine that the Government ought to pay them at 
all, but for the purpose of ascertaining what the amounts ot certain 
claims were, and when such a proposition is presented nearly every- 
body is willing to rid himself of personal responsibility by saying, Oh, 
let the court decide what the amounts are.“ But the court was not 
authorized to and has not rendered a judgment against the United States 
in these matters in response to any act of Congress or otherwise. 

There has never been, therefore, any authentic expression of this 
body to the effect that these claims ought to be paid; and such an ex- 

ion never ought to be made. They are in my judgment essentially 
udulent as obligations against the Government; and it seems to me 
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going to say of impudence—at this time to insist 
that after what has ed in the history of these claims they should 
now be seriously pressed against the Government. But at all events, 
whether they shall be pressed or not, we should wait until we know 
what they all are and the character of them. 

There is one class that has been excluded by this amendment, the 
claims of insurance companies. This wedge is to be driven, like all 
wedges, point first. The claims which seem on the face of them to 
have the most equitable merit are to come in first, and behind them 
will come trooping all the balance. 

Let us wait until the Court of Claims has performed its function 
under the act. Until it has reported on all the claims so that we may 
see all the classes and know the entire amount and all the considera- 
tions which can be adduced for and against them, we should not de- 
termine on their payment. 

1 ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BLAIR. All former adjudications by the legislative power upon 
this question, those nearest to the facts, all reports of committees, and 
all the action of Congress have always been upon the merits of the case, 
the merits of the claims; andin those twoinstances where one bill was 
vetoed by President Polk and the other vetoed by President. Pierce 
there was a very large majority of both branches of Congress in each 
case who believed in the merits of the claims. 

Mr. HAMPTON. What is the pending motion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the amendment inserting a new 
section in relation to the French spoliation claims. 

x Mr: GORMAN. On the amendment of the Committee on Appropria- 
ions? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the committee’s amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Lonly want to say that I not only consider this a 
proper amendment, but I regret exceedingly that the Committee on 
Appropriations have not gone further and provided for the amount of 
claims adjusted and held by the various insurance companies. But I 
shall not press that matter at this time, but content myself with vot- 
ing for the committee’s amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The guestion is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations, upon which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turpre], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I havea general pair with - 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. Not being aware 
of his position on this question I withhold my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. GORMAN (when the name of Mr. Witson, of Maryland, was 
called). My colleague [Mr. Wrison] is detained from the Senate by 
indisposition. If he were present, he would vote yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DOLPH. I announce that my colleague [Mr. MITCHELL] is 
necessarily detained from the Senate, and I have transferred my pair 
with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] to my colleague, so that 
my colleague will stand paired with the Senator from Georgia, I vote 
aa ea. 

Mr. MANDERSON. My colieague [Mr. PADpock] is paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. SANDERS. Iam paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
VOORHEES]. If he were present, I should vote “nay.” š 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
vos is paired with the Senator from North Carolina [ Mr. 

ANCE]. 

Mr. TELLER. My colleague [Mr. Wotcorr] is detained from the 
Senate by sickness. He is paired with the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

Mr. BATE. I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. HARRIS] is de- 


tained from the Senate by sickness. He is paired with the tor 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to state that my coll e [Mr. CAR- 


LISLE] is paired with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Prerce]. 
Mr. SANDERS. As I understand there is not a quorum voting, I 

am authorized to vote for the purposeof making a quorum, and I vote 

“nay.’ . - 

Mr. EVARTS. I beg toannounce that my colleague [Mr. Hiscock] 
has been called away from the city by illness in his family. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, Iam paired with the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Hiacins], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. HEARST. Iam informed that my colleague [Mr. STANFORD] 
if present would vote yea. Therefore I vote yea.“ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Iam paired with the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. WILSON], but I understand that if present he would vote 
Lea ia on this question. I therefore feel at liberty to vote, and I vote 

ea. 3 

Mr. BLAIR. My colleague [Mr. CHANDLER], who is absent sick, 
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25 with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLopcerr]. If my 
colleague were present he would vote yea, and I think the Senator 

from shin wg would also vote yea, but I am not sure; and so the 
may 

W Brees with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. Ido 

not know how he would vote on this question it he were present, and 

therefore I withdraw my vote. I have already voted in the affirmative. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire to withdraw his vote? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do, unless it be necessary to make a quorum, in 
which case I am at liberty to vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator’s vote seems to be neces- 
sary to make a quorum. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I will let my vote stand in the affirmative. 

Mr. CASEY. My colleague [Mr. PIERCE] is absent from the city 
by reason of illness in his family. He is paired with the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. 5 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am paired with the Senator from Massachusetts 
sid Dawes], but for the purpose of making a quorum I will vote 


Mr. WALTHALL. T have a general pair with the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], which I have already announced, but I will 
vote to make a quorum. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. BATE. I wish to announce that the Senator from Florida [ Mr. 
met Ea ired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 

3 2 t was announced —yeas 31, nays 12; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 
Aldrich, Dixon, Hampton, Pugh, 
Allen, Dolph, Hawley, nsom, 
Evarts, Hearst, Sawyer, 
Blair, ©, Hoar, uire, 
Butler, Gi n. Manderson, Stook bridge, 
Cameron, Morgan, Teller, 
Casey, Gray, Piatt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Hale, Power, š 
NAYS—12, 
Bate, Cockrell, Edmunds, Sanders, 
Berry, ‘oke, Plumb, Vest, 
Blackburn, Colquitt, keagan, Walthall, 
ABSENT—HiL 
aie Faulkner, Naa tin opera 
gett, 0 2 Wa 
Brown, Harra, Mor: Turpie, 
Call, Higgins, Paddock, Vance, 
Chandler, yne, ashburn 
Daniel, 3 hee of Arkansas, Pettigrew, Wilson of Ma. 
Davis, Jones of Nevada, Pierce, Wolcott. 
Dawes, Kenna, uay, 
tis, MoMinan, . Sherman, 
Farwell, McPherson, Spooner, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, to 


come in as section 5, on page 111, which would leave the present sec- 


tion 5 to stand as section 6. I will simply state that this amendment 
provides for the claims which have been sent up as certified from the 
lar officers of the Treasury Department subject to the last call. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will be read. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as section 5: 


That for the payment of os following claims, certified to be due by the sev- 
eral accounting officers of th ry Department under appropriations the 
Sanae of which have been 5 or carried to the surplus fund under the 

ions of section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874. and under appropriations 
3 treated as permanent, as set forth in Senate Executive Document No, 
211, Fifty-first Congress, first session, there is appropriated as follows: 
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE First COMPTROLLER, 
STATE DEPARTMENT. 
Foreign intercourse, as follows: 

For salaries of ministers (certified claims), $501.20. 

For contingent expenses foreign missions ‘(certified claims), $191.82, 

For salaries consular service 83 claims), $439.85. 

For loss by exchange, consular service (certified claims), $42. 

For buildings and 5 for legation in China (certified 3 . 

For contingent tection United States consulates (certified claims), $417.36, 

For relief and pr ion of American seamen (certified claims), $227.51. 

For pay of consular officers for services to American vessels and seamen (cer- 


tified claims), $21.58, 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


For salaries, office of Third Auditor (certified claim), 8802.88. 
Internal revenue, as follows: 
For refunding taxes illegally collected (certified claims), $31,156.43. 
For Grawhesks on stills exported, act March 1, 1879 (certified claims), $60. 
For salaries and expenses of agents and subordinate officers of internal reve- 
nue 88 claims), $16.87. 
Miscellaneous: 
For pay of assistant custodians and janitors (certified eae ee 
For fuel, lights, and water for public buildings (certified claims 27 53. 
For furniture and repairs of same for publie buildings (certified claims), our: 
For repairs and preservation of public buildings (certified claims), $39.93. 
For heating apparatus for pablis buildings (certified claims), $7.55. 
For international exchanges, 1 5 : Certified claims (ex- 
ce Rawr he ine tbe ay fee ae and ph on PARP ) gua 
contingent expenses, independen 2 N 7 
For contingent expenses, mint at Denver (certified claims. pas), Seal "g 
For! alive expenses, Territory of Moutana (certified A 7 


For governor, etc., Territory of Alaska (certified claims), $1, 361. 68. 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 
ena Geological Survey, certified claim (except claims Nos. 273893 and 273900), 


For expense of hearings in land entries (certified claims), $8.22. 
For contingent expenses of land offices (certified claims), 2 ae 
For of depositing public moneys (certified claims), 8 


acer. and commission of registers and receivers feertitica siima 
For surveying the public lands (certified claims), $30,363, 
For resurveys of tho public lands (certified 8 81. rA 
For surveying private land claims in New Mexico (certified claims), $536.18. 
For reimbursement to receivers of public moneys for excess of deposits (cer- 
tified claims), 810.82. 
Ss payment to Colorado on aceount of sales of land (certified claims), $78,- 
4 72. 
* payment to Michigan on account of sales of land (certified claims), $4,- 


1 5 payment to Nebraska on account of sales of land (certified claims), $111, 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 
Fe pay of regular assistant attorneys, United States courts (certified claims), 


45 pay of special assistant attorneys, United States courts (certified claims), 


Prats Specia eor compensation of district attorneys, United States courts (certified 
sims), 
For aarp pag United States courts (certified claims), $109.25. 

For fees of witnesses, United States courts (certified claims) „ $30.80. 

For fees of commissioners, United States courts (certified claims), 8212. 

For miscellaneous expenses, United States courts (certified claims), $187.60. 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FIRST AUDITOR AND COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 


For expenses of collecting the revenue from customs (certified claims), $7,928.06. 
For Life-Saving Service (certified claims), $478.61. 

For repairs of |ight-houses (certified claims), 5 9 

For } ee e Service (certified claims), $0.99, 

For lighting and buoyage of rivers (certified claims), 818.18. 

For expenses of light-vessels (certified claims), $325. 


WAR DEPARTMENT. 

CLAIMS ALLOWED EY THE SECOND AUDITOR AND SECOND COMPTROLLER. 
For pay, ete., of the Army, 1887 and prior years (certified claims), $11, 312.39, 
For pay, etc., of the Army, 1888 tonics claims), $1, 310, as 
For pay of volunteers, Mexican war (certified claims), 

For traveling expenses First Michigan Cavalry 5 3 8200. 70. 
For pay of Military Academy (certified claims), 

For Signal Service pay, 1489 (certified claims), n 

For Signal Service, medical department (certifled claims), 818. 98. 

For contingencies of the Army (certified claims), 

For medical and hospital department (certified claims), $209.70. 


ISTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE SECOND AUDITOR AND SECOND COMPTROLLER, 


For contingencies Indian Department (certified sistema) $153.99, 

For incidentals in California (certified claims), $390, 40. 

For incidentals in Dakota (certified claims), 

For incidentals in New Mexico, including employés and support and civiliza- 
tion (certified claims), 84. 

For incidentals in Utah, inclading employés and support and civilization (cer- 
tified claims), &. 

For Indian schools, support (certified claims), $23.28. 

For pay of Indian agent (certified claims), $123.58. 

For support of Arickarees, Gros Ventres, and Mandans (certified claims), 812. 

For support of Arapaloss, Cheyennes, Apaches, Kiowas, Comanches, and 
Wichitas (certified claims), $16. 

For support of Chippewas of Lake Superior 8 claims), $8. 

For support of ce Sapo of Red Lake and Pembina (certified claims), $10, 

an support of confederated bands of Utes, beneficial objects (certified claims), 


“ior support of Gros Ventres in Montana (certified claims), $12. 

For support of Indians of Fort Peck ncy (certified claims), $32. 

For support of Indians in Arizona and New Mexico (certified claims), $74. 
For support of Modoes in the Indian Territory (certified claims), $2. 

For support of Nez Percés of Joseph's band (certified orient i 814. 

å ‘or snpport of Northern Cheyennes and Arapahoes,clothing certified claims), 


For support of Shoshones, clothing (certified claims), 818. 

For support of Shoshones in Nevada (certified claims), $14, 

For support of Sioux of different tribes, clothing (certified claims), $446, 

For support of Sioux of Lake Traverse (certified claims), $14. 

For support of survey of Indian reservations (certified claims), $1,700.18, 

For Poppo: of surveying and allotting Indian reservations (ce: claims), 
769, 

For support of transportation of Indian supplies (certified claims), $23.12, 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE THIRD 9 8 AND SECOND COMPTROLLER. 


For Army pensions (certified claims), $73. 
For fees of examining surgeons eanna ol claims), $4. 


War DEPARTMENT, 
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE THIRD AUDITOR AND SECOND COMPTROLLER, 


Forsubsisteuce of the Army (certified claims), $4,888.27, 

For regular supplies, Quartermaster’s Department (certified claims), $285.68, 

For incidental expenses Quartermaster’s De ment: Certified claims (ex- 
cept two claims in settlement, No. 96746 and claim No. 99987), $1,074.45, 

For transportation of the Army and its supplies: Certified claims (except 
pic “nap hr 101601, 22 ae 107995, eee e . peara. 

or 50 per cent. of arrears of Army transportation due certain -grant rail- 

roads (certified claims), $364.68. 57 

For clothing, camp and garrison eqni o (certified claims), $2, 

For horses for cavalry and artillery (certified a gi $1,062.45, 

For barracks and quarters (certified claims), 
pate Signal Service transportation: Gortified barra (except claim No. 101094), 


For gunboats on Western rivers (certified claims), $75.42. 

For contingencies of fortifieations (certified claims), $5,545.88. 

For Nagin Prk report *. SC ona, py claims (exce 
91277, and 91278), $0,080.70. YEN 

For improving St. Francis River, Arkansas, H ce 

peddi Aeg and repair of hospitals (certified « mne $7.20. 
For refunding to States expenses incurred in raising yi act July 27, 
1861 (certified claims), as follows: To the State of Ohio, $1,775.40. 

For 20 per cent. 8 e ples af Ör claims), 8586, 1 

For pay, transportation, service, and supplies of Oregon an ington vol- 
unteers 2 1855 and 1856 (certified Claims), 81, 


$ 


Ba 


claims Nos. 
. 90155, 92972, 


1890. 


For pay of claims adjudicated by board of officers, act of August 18M (to be 
credited ioe sue of be yo g. alakas een: 3 he — 
Army, involving yment of no money from x 

For harset and sahaa: property lost in the military service (certified claims), 


$54,599.73. 
Navy DEPARTMENT. 
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FOURTH AUDITOR AND SECOND COMPTROLLER. 

F. of the Na ‘certified claims), $10,131.26. A 

For pay of the 3 (certified claims), allowed under the decision of the 
United States Supreme Court in the case of Rockwell, Mullan, Baker, and 
Cook, $15,550.08. 

For of the Navy (certified claims), allowed under the decision of the 
United Slates Supreme Court in the case of Strong, $22,086.23. 

For pay, ahuan ee (certified claims), $344.69, 


For contingent Navy (certified claims), $2, 

For pay of the Marine Corps (certified claims), $337.83. 

For transportation and recruiting, Marine Corps (certifled claims), $13.98. 

For contingent, Marine Corps (certified claims), $141.11. 

For contingent, Bureau of Navigation (certified claims), $132.34. 

For contingent, Bureau of Ordnance (certified claims), S. 21. 

For contingent, Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting (certified claims) $484.92. 

For provisions, Navy, Bureau Provisions and Clothing (certified claims), al- 
Jowed under the decision. of the United States Supreme Court. in the case of 

trons, $7,889.85. 
R Por bounis for the destruction of enemies’ vessels (certified claims), $391.26. 

For payment on 8 — soaa and bedding destroyed by order for sani- 
tary certified claims), 34.97. 8 

9 — to officers and men who served in the Pacific (certified claims), 
allowed under act March 3, 1833. $182.17. 

For indemnity for lost clothing (certified claims), $936.65. 7 

For 20 per cent. additional compensation (certified claims), allowed underjoint 
resolution, February 28, 1867, $10,945.47. 5 

For enlistment bounties to seamen (certified claims), $7,289.82. A 

For the payment of claims for difference between actual expenses and mileage, 
allowed under the decision of the United States Supreme Court in case of 
Graham ve. The United States (certified. claims), $41,667.43. 

For provisions, Marine Co: certified claims), $231.27. 

For provisions, Navy (certi claims), $34.55. 

CLAIMS ALLOWED By THE SIXTH AUDITOR. 

For deficiency in the postal revenues, 1888 and prior years, $7,790.77, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of the 
bill ifthat is a regular document, certified by the accounting officers, 
giving the names and amounts, ete., of the accounts which have been 
adjusted inthe Treasury Department? 5 7 

Mr. HALE. It is precisely that. It is a list of small claims which 
are sent up in response to the call of the Senate, and the amendment 
only consists of lists which have been thoroughly examined and certi- 
fi 


Mr. COCKRELL. I hopeit willbe printed and inserted in the bill 
withont reading. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not understand that the items go in the bill, 
but merely the reference to the document. Is that so? Do all these 
items go in the bill? 

Mr. HALE. All the names. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I think this ought to be printed as a document, 
the same as other reports of the same kind are printed. 

Mr. HALE. It has already been printed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not observe that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has just come in this morning. It is Senate 
Executive Document No. 211. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri ask 
to have it printed in the RECORD? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will be printed in the RECORD- as an amend- 
ment offered and agreed to, just as if it were read in detail. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to dispensing with 
reading all the items of the amendment? The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and the further reading will be dispensed with. The question is 
on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Section 5 will now become section 6, but I suppose the 
clerks can arrange that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thechange will be made, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

Mr. REAGAN, I desire to offer an amendment to come in after 
line 5 on page 10. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After line 5, on page 10, it is proposed to insert: 

For acc, ay Ty and Fannin streets in front of the post-office building 
in Houston, +» $1,500, 

Mr. HALE. Iam obliged, as this is one of a great many claims of 
that kind where for years Congress has not made any provision for paving 
the streets about Government buildings, to make the point of order 
upa the amendment. The Senator will notice that there are no items 
of that kind in the bill. The committee considered several of them 
and left them out. 

Mr. REAGAN. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In connection with the same subject-matter I de- 
sire to say that I presented to the Appropriations Committee an amend- 
ment reading as follows: 

For custom-house, court-house, and post-office at St, Louis, Mo.: For paving 
with granite blocks Eighth and ‘Ninth streets, between Olive and Locust streets, 
the pro rata share of the United States, the sum of $4,050. 

That was rejected by the committee on the ground stated by the 
Senator from Maine, and all other claims of that kind were rejected. 
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There was an appropriation made some time ago ſor paving the other 
two streets around the custom-house at St. Louis by the committees 
of the Senate and the House. Since then they have adhered to the 
rule of making no such appropriations as this or as the one offered by 
the Senator from Texas. I intended to offer this amendment, but as 
the Chair has decided the amendment of the Senator from Texas out 
of order, I shall not offer it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no desire to reserve any 
of the amendments, shall the question be put on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole in gross ?' 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understood the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GorMAN], whom I have sent for—I supposed he was in his seat—de- 
sired to reserve an amendment on page 59 in relation to the irrigation 
investigation. I have sent for the Senator. Isee he is just entering 
the Chamber. I understand it is the desire of the Senator to have the 
amendment on page 59 reserved for separate action. 

Mr. GORMAN. I do. I ask to reserve the amendment on page 59 
from line 18 to line 25. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have an amendment to offer by direction of the 
Committee on Rules, : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, will the Senate con- 
cur in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole except the 
one which has been reserved? 

The amendments with the exception of the one reserved by Mr. Gor- 
MAN were concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The question now is on the reserved 
amendment. 

Mr, HALE. There is an amendment to which there is no objection 
which the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH ] has just offered 
from the Committee on Rules, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator withdraw it until 
the reserved amendment shall have been acted upon? The reserved 
amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 59, after line 17, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, inserted the following clause:- 

Irrigation investigations: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to continue 
to completion his investigations for the purpose of determining the extent and 
availability for irrigation of the underflow and artesian waters within the re- 
gion between the ninety-seventh de; of longitude and the eastern foot-hills 
of the Rocky Mountains, and to collect and publish information as to the best 
methods of cultivating the soil by irrigation, 340,000, 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I trust this amendment will not be 
adopted. We have made in various times past large appropriations to 
enable the Commissioner of Agriculture, now the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, to make these examinations, and bore wells, etc., for the pur- 
pose of irrigating the arid regions. In addition to that, in the sundry 
civil bill a very large amount has been appropriated practically for the 
same work, to ascertain all these facts. 

I regard this amendment as simply creating in the De ent of 
Agriculture another great bureau practically to take the place of Ma- 
jor Powell's bureau, or duplicate it. It means the expenditure of a 
very large amountof money. There have been preliminary examina- 
tions and reports under an appropriation, I think of $20,000, made a 
year or two ago. I can not lay my hands upon the act now, but my 
recollection is that it provided that the $20,000 should complete the 
survey. I have every reason to believe that all the information which 
is practicable to be had is already contained in that report or will be 
when the examination has been finished and the report has been com- 

leted. 

* There has been a struggle going on for quite a time and we had iton 
the sundry civil bill against the programme and line of action under the 
act of 1888, under which Major Powell was selecting reservoir sites in 
a part of the same region, and at the same time that investigation was 
going on under the Department of Agriculture by some very competent 
gentlemen I have no doubt, and they have made, as I have said before, 
a preliminary report which I have no doubt is valuable. But, sir, the 
plain truth of the case is that these gentlemen properly are an offshoot 
of Major Powell’s organization, but are putin the Agricultural ne al 
ment. We shall have that great Department, backed up by the - 
ers of the country as it will be, demanding that we 1 not only 
authorize it to look into the history and character of all the bugs and 
peach-yellows and worms and everything that is in existence upon this 
continent affecting agriculture; but we have started it by this appro- 
priation to look after the water that probably never will be found. 
Appropriations have been made for boring wells heretofore and ev 
dollar that the Government has expended in that line has-been sun 
and no water whatever has been found, as I am told. 

I think for the time being we had better leave the matter, and, as 
was well said by our friends who represent the sterling, active, ener- 
geticmen who go into that country aad take their lives in theft hands 
and their fortunes in front of them, let them work out this problem 
themselves without any further assistance from the Government, All 
of them have denounced these scientists as being entirely inefficient 
and of no account, with one or two exceptions, 

But this is a proposition under the inspiration of the men who want 
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ntlemen who 


places. Of course they play upon the desires of the 
t they desire 


represent those communities, but the ground trath is | 
to create in this Department another great organization which, if we 
rmit to be begun now and to go on, will equal that which we have 

n trying to curtail in the Interior Department. Here you will have 
this work duplicated in the Agricultural De ent and in the In- 
terior Department, where Major Powell is, and I believe he has collected 
all professors who can not find co and the young fellows who have 
come from the universities, and this has heretofore been and is now, I 
have no doubt, the final step which those young men take at the ex- 
nse of the Government. If the result of their work is such as has 
pe described by the distinguished Senators who represent that sec- 
tion of the country, that bureau ought to have been abolished or cur- 
tailed asa matter of course. 
Now we come to another proposition right in the same region of 
country where this corps has been operating, to start these gentlemen 
who have been temporarily employed in the Agricultural Department, 
in an irrigation survey. I remember very well when the first propo- 
sition came here. Theysaid, ‘‘ With $20,000 we will complete this ex- 
amination;’’ but the $20,000, as a matter of course, is gone, and now 
they want $10,000 to begin the experiment. As my friend from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PLU3B] and Senators on the other side of the Chamber, who 
have had larger experience than I have, thought, we had better send 
afew men out with peach sticks and forked sticks in their hands to 
find water, and they would meet with greater success than we have 
had in the past. 
I regret that the Committee on Appropriations has recommended this 
appropriation. I repeat what I said on former occasions, thatI do not 
believe this is a time to be increasing the appropriations of the Gov- 
ernment for new enterprises and for new offices. It is as perfect] 
well known as any fact can be, that the obligations of the Government 
are such that the revenues are not equal to them, and before this ses- 
sion closes you must make provision for increased taxation to meet the 
obligations already existing. I do trust, sir, that in this matter which 
is bound to grow until it willtake hundreds of thousands, if not mill- 
ions of dollars, this appropriation will not be made at this time. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Committee on Appropriations was 
as careful as the Senator from Maryland could desire in examining 
into the question whether this involved the beginning of a new bureau 
or division in any of the Departments of the Government to undertake 
this work, and they found that the Department of Agriculture to 
which it is given is entirely conservative upon that matter. The Sec- 
retary does not desire to go on and amplify this work beyond this ap- 
propriation. A small appropriation for looking into this subject of the 
water supply in the subarid regions of the country beyond the ninety- 
seventh meridian was given in the early part of the session, and the 
committee found thatthe money had been expended most judiciously; 
that in fact so careful was it that in the time which has elapsed, which 
is short, the entire fund has not been spent, showing a disposition on 
the part of the Department to get actual value for the expenditure of 
the money. By the researches that were made knowledge has been 
brought ont as to the extent of artesian wells and the water supply 
below, and this first aroused great interest in these communities and 
a desire that something further should be done, not to extend in the 
direction of an inyestigation or a scientific enterprise to cover years to 
come, but only to the extent limited in this appropriation, 
The committee believe and I believe that this money will do an 
immense amount of good; that it will bring to the attention of the peo- 
ple who have settled in that country and desire to stay in these arid 
and half-arid regions information upon which, by private enterprises, 
they may be able to get the water from below; and, looking atit broad 
and large, the committee concluded that no better appropriation of 
Government moneys to this extent could be made than this appropri- 
ation. I certainly hope the Senate will sustain it. 
Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland must have 
been in a humorous frame òf mind when he objected to this amend- 
ment on account of the imposition of burdens upon the Government. 
So far as levying new taxes, after having just voted on a yea-and-nay 
vote for the payment of over $1,200,000 of claims which originated 
prior to 1800, which have been vetoed by two Democratic Presidents, 
which have had the sanction of no court or other authority that could 
authentically say that the Government was obliged to pay them, which 
are in the process of adjudication, and of which we have only had the 
first section of the accounting, which will finally involve ten or twelve 
million dollars. The Senator, therefore, was not sincere, I judge, when 
he said he was obliged to vote for this money for fear that it would re- 
quire the levying of new taxes, 
What is proposed here is in the precise line of what is already con- 
tained in the agricultural appropriation bill; and I would call to his 
attention two or three things which were put in that bill upon the sug- 
23 and on the motion of yenas on his side of the Chamber, and 
do that for the purpose of showing that the line which he seeks to 
draw between -proper and improper Government nditure is not to 
be drawn on this item. On the motion of the Senator from Texas 
there was inserted in the agricultural appropriation bill this proviso, 


under the head of Investigating the history and habits of insects, divis- 
ion of entomology:“ 

Provi That or so m ecessary, J - 
poate an raf vl ORE MT PE OT Da <a otd leS, 2 the 
cotton-boll worm, for compensation of additional temporary agents of the divis- 
ion of entomology, for traveling expenses, chemicals, insecticide apparatus, 
and other necessary expenses in this investigation. 

That was with reference to a condition of things existing in regard 
to the cotton-plant in the State of Texas; and cotton, along with corn 
and wheat and so on, is a very important element in the wealth of the 
country in its annual production, and all those things which go to 
make up the comforts and convenience and prosperity of the people; 
and the Senate and the Congress thought that it would be a good idea 
to ascertain, through the instrumentalities of the Government, whether 
something could not be done to prevent the spread and ravages of the 
cotton-boll worm, whereby the chief product of Texas was endangered. 

Prior to that an investigation had been carried on by means ot Gov- 
ernment funds for the purpose of investigating the cotton-worm proper, 
with the result of ascertaining that it could be eliminated and destroyed, 
and it has been eliminated and destroyed as the result of the investi- 
gation carried on by the Government, whereby that great plant, amount- 
ing in value to many million dollars per annum, has been saved harm- 
less from operations which before that had been disastrous to it. 

In addition to that, under the head of Vegetable pathological in- 
vestigations and experiments—division of vegetable pathology,” an 
amendment was inserted on the motion of the then Senator from Del- 
aware, not now a member of this body, providing for an investigation 
of the disease known as the peach yellows, which seriously affected the 
peach supply of the State of Delaware, and that has been continued 
at this session on the suggestion, if not at the formal request, of the 
present Senators from that State; and so all the way through this bill, 
inclading the investigation of the California grape disease, and so on. 

Mr. President, another item in this bill relates to the extirpation of 
the disease of pleuro-pneumonia, in the expenditure for which the State 
of Maryland, from which the Senator is the honored representative 
on this floor, has had great benefit, not only in the employment of sev- 
eral scores of her people in various capacities, but in the obliteration 
of that disease through the instrumentalities of the Government and 
supplied with Government money. 

There is no domain in which so much of the Government money may 
be properly spent as in ascertaining the resources of the country. The 
Government has had a large area of land for sale west of the one hun- 
dredth meridian, an area for a long time designated as arid, in which 
it was known that some contingencies in regard to the precipitation of 
moisture would naturally occur, and, moved by considerations of this 
kind, some years ago an appropriation was made to undertake an in- 
vestigation. It was found to be too wide in its too comprehen- 
sive, too expensive, and this body at last has voted that it would not 
have any more on that scale, a scale calculated to result in the expend- 
iture of eight, or ten, or twelve million dollars. 

On the other hand it was deemed advisable to put under the control 
of the Department of Agriculture, a Department whose functions are 
related primarily to the products of the soil, an investigation having a 
limited scope and well understood for the purpose ofascertaining some 
of those things which private investors—and when I speak of private 
investors I speak of claim-owners, I speak of homesteaders, I speak of 
pre-emption settlers, I speak of the myriads of individuals who in an 
individual capacity, not through the instrumentality of corporations at 
all, have gone apon the public lands west of the one hundredth merid- 
ian—whereby these people could have the benefit, not of their own 
knowledge merely, drawn from actual contact with the soil, on the sub- 
ject of irrigation, but of all the knowledge all the people of the world 
might have, and more especially that which has been gathered in that 
area by ns widely spread over it, and, in addition to that, what- 
ever applied science might deyelop in order that their holdings might 
be made more secure. 

They have been the subject of great misfortune, I do not need to 
enlarge now upon the merits of that class of men. They are not the 
idle and sbiftless; they are not the people who have been content with 
to-day’s shelter and to-day’s food and clothing, but they are the people 
who have been constantly aiming at something better, and whose 
has been of a national character, because it related to the development 
of the national resources. They have been improvident, I agree, but 
it is the improvidence of an enterprise that helps everybody else but 
themselves; it is an improvidence that has added to the national re- 
sources. 

It has impoverished them for the time being, and they are hanging 
on by the eyelids in this great area, and the fringe of them, and what 
they ask is that the Government shall make a pitiable expenditure of 
$40,000 to enable them to determine what the investigation may dis- 
close, whether it is idle or whether it is wise for them to stay longer 
where they are, and in their determination is involved the cash value 
of all that great arca, a matter which amounts to more to the Treasury, 
if you sum it up in cash in dollars and cents, than the whole amount 
necessary to pay the French spoliation claims and all the appropria- 
tions of the Government for the next ten years to come, because, if 
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they are able to hold the possessions they have got, if they shall be | are increasing naturally from year to year, that induced me to say and 


encouraged by this investigation to believe that rain will come from the 
clouds or water from the ground under their feet by appliances of their 
own, by which they may obtain the moisture n to fructify that 
soil, they will stay there and as will be the corner-stone upon which 
other settlers will build, and finally become large and prosperous com- 
munities, each one of them giving strength to the Republic and im- 
pulse and power and volume to its resources. 

It is not, as the Senator said, designed to make a bureau as a per- 
manent source of further expense. On the contrary, it is designed to 
be entirely completed within a brief period and with a very limited 
expenditure. It is designed to fill the field that has already, to a cer- 
tain extent, been occupied by the minor appropriation made on the 
urgent deficiency bill, which was passed through in thespring months— 
an e eee so faithfully applied, I beg the Senator from Mary- 
land to observe, that the Department of Agriculture in place of spend- 
ing that money, on finding that it could not prior to the Ist of July 
spend it judiciously, turned $5,000 back to the Treasury—something 
that is rather unique in the history of departmental expenditures, I 
think. 

Now, thissame Department has said through its Assistant Secretary 
who has had immediate charge of this expenditure, that if he could 
have a certain other sum, a larger sum it is true than that which is 
here appropriated, he could finish up this work; that he could extend 
his explorations into all parts of this area, and that he could give the 
results of it to these people who are thus hanging on by the eyelids 
waiting to know whatever science and the accumulations of facts may 
give them in regard to the natural conditions with which they are sur- 
rounded to determine whether they are to leave there or stay, 

This is not only not an unusual expenditure, but in the same gen- 
eral line the Government bas already expended hundreds of thousands 
of dollars for the benefit, not of settlers upon the public domain, not 
for the people who are in financial straits, but for the people in the 
olderand more populous States ofthe Union. TheGovernmentis carry- 
ing on an elaborate system of experiments in regard to the resources 
of North Carolina and Virginia and Maryland and Pennsylvania and 
Ohio and Indiana, and so on, under the guise of making a geological 
map, the ultimate conclusion of which will not be reached until mill- 
ions of dollars have been expended. 

A Senator on this floor representing the State of Indiana called my 
attention to a report of explorations made in the State of Indiana by 
the Geological Survey which had determined the limits and the value 
of the gas deposits in that State. Why gas any more than water? 
Why is gas any more essential to the development of the resources of 
Indiana than is water for the development of the resources of Montana, 
Western Kansas, Nebraska, the Dakotas, and so on? Is it because 
these people are new in the Union, is it because they are remote from 
the seat of power, is it because what they want does not represent a 
multitude of new offices, that they are thus to be characterized that 
this is a demand for something entirely new, a domain upon which the 
Government has never before entered? I agree the line is to be drawn 
somewhere. I agree for all practical purposes, considering the present 
temper of Congress, that it should be drawn at the line of actual dely- 
ing into the ground and the digging of wells and ditches and so on. 

But is there any reason why there should not be done for the settlers 
in Montana and the Dakotas and Kansas and Nebraska and Colorado 
what has been done for thealready rich people of Indiana in determin- 
ing the limit and scope of the gas-field by means of these investigations, 
by which they have bored their wells and out of which they are get- 
ting a profit that has been estimated at $10,000,000, the profit to them, 
it is true, which the Government, I take it, and the remainder of the 
people of the United States, do not begrudge them? 

It has been that much added to the national resources, because the 
national resources are only the sum of the individual resources of the 
people, and, inasmuch as we have undertaken similar work and inas- 
much as we can now see the scope of the work, the beginning and the 
end of it, in its relations to the operations of these people thus anfortu- 
nately stranded in the arid and subarid regions of the United States, 
it seems to me that it would be worse than criminal for Congress now 
to withhold this small sum, under any pretext that what we have given 
to the wives and to the families of dead Congressmen and other men 
for salaries they never earned, and to the benefactions which one way or 
another arescattered all through the pages of appropriation bills we pass, 
isso much that we must stick now upon an appropriation of $10,000 for 
the accomplishment of the great national purpose of ascertaining what 
the water resources may be, which means also the agricultural re- 
sources of an area larger than the old thirteen States. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I beg to say to my friend from Kan- 
sas that I am perfectly sincere in my objection to this appropriation. 
It is true that I have voted for a large appropriation for the French 
spoliation claims, which I regard as a debt due by this Government 
that we are in honor bound to pay, as much so as the pensions which 
we have been voting to a very large amount daily and which I snp- 
pose will be increased hereafter. It is that class of obligations, to- 

gether with the ordinary current expenses of the Government which 


induced the Senator 80 Kansas to say on a former occasion would 
leave your Treasury practically bankrupt at the end of eighteen months 
from now under the present tax laws. Ido oppose any appropriation 
for the increase of officers and enlargement of the scope of the govern- 
mental departments at this time. 

Now, nobody knows better than the Senator from Kansas that from 
time to time we have been appropriating money to make these experi- 
ments; that the Government of the United States has even gone to the 
expense of boring wells, and there has been a failure in every case; that 
every dollar of money we have placed in the hands of the Agricultural 
Department for the purpose of making the test has been thrown ey 0 
and that a year or two ago, when the Department came and asked for 
an appropriation to make an examination toascertain and report what 
had been done by private enterprise, it was limited to the amount of 
$20,000, with the distinct provision that no further wells should be 
bored by the Government and that that $20,000 would be sufficient. 

Mr. PLUMB, There is no proposition to bore wells here at all. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand there is no proposition to bore wells 
here; but the provision does not prohibit the Department from doing 
it, as was done under the former act. It is the beginning, as I said, the 
creation of a new branch of this Department which will grow and 


grow, and my friend from Kansas and others who are in favor of it. 


will call upon all the agriculturists in the country to come forward 
and sustain this great Department. If you can ascertain the history 
of worms, as he has well said, and how the peach yellows originate, 
then you can furnish these famishing people with water; and accord- 
ing to the Senator’s statement there would be great economy in doing it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Would it not have been a little more consistent for 
the Senator to have opposed the appropriation for peach yellows and 
the cotton-boll worm at the time than to let those slip through, affect- 
ing the people of his neighboohood and his State principally, rather 
than to wait until this appropriation came up? 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I did not have charge of the making 
of this appropriation bill. It is impossible for any one Senator to have 
the information or take any great interest in more than a small por- 
tion of the business of the Senate, that which comes under his direct 
control. È 


But I will say for the benefit of my friend from Kansas that, so far - 


as 1 have been able to get any information from the people who are in- 
terested in the peach yellows, there has not been a single remedy sug- 
gested forthe disease orany earthly good accomplished by all the money 
we have appropriated, and there is not likelyto be. The astute, ear- 
nest men who are engaged in the peach culture have been trying to 
ascertain for a great many years the cause of the trouble and whether 
there wasa remedy. 

It has never been ascertained, and, in my judgment, it never will 
be, by any appropriation that Congress may make. The officials have 
made elaborate reports with magnificent pictures. I have looked at 
the cuts and examined them, and then I have looked over my 
trees that are dying out from this fell disease, and all the benefit that 
I have been able to derive from the reports is to learn that when the 
wind blows in a certain direction the disease is likely to follow the 
wind, from north to south or from east to west, as it happens to be, 
Absolutely no information and no results have been obtained from it; 
and absolutely no information and no results have been obtained from 
the appropriation on account of these artesian wells, admitted on all 
sides to be squandered, and outside of the power of the General Gov- 
ernment to do, and money thrown away. 

Congress appropriated $20,000 and the Department employed some 
very excellent and bright gentlemen. I have seen them and heard 
them. They naturally want to continue in that employment. They 
present the best possible case to induce Congress to give them a larger 
appropriation, so that they may go on with this work. They have not 
ascertained anything or done anything. People have gone out on the 
plains and taken their lives in their hands, as the Senator from Kansas 
said, and their fortunes as well; and these employés of the Govern- 
ment have simply been over that country and ascertained what those 
men have done without the aid of the Government, and they have re- 
ported the facts to Congress. 

I hold the preliminary report in my hand, Miscellaneous Document 
of the Senate, 179, of this session. I think itis signed by the Secretary 
of Agriculture, or at all events it comes from his Department. Yes, it 
is sent here by the Secretary of Agriculture. He says: 

The appropriation— 

Of $20, 006— 

The appropriation under which this investigation was authorized did not 
become available until the Mth of April. Up to date eleven weeks have been 
consumed, 

Now, about the investigation that the gentlemen he employed made, 
he says: 

During that time— 

Eleven weeks— 


During that time the su engineer has‘traveled over 12,000 miles, the 
chief geologist at least 13,000, the seyeral division employés from 2,000 to 4,000 
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each, a actual travel at least 70,900 miles. The area of operations em- 
braces following divisions— 

North and South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Indian Territory, Colo- 
rado, New Mexico, Texas, and soon. Then he says: 

Briefly summing up, it may be stated that over thirteen hundred deep-bore 
artesian wells, of which about one thousand are still giving an undiminished 
supply, are reported upon. They are located as follows. 

That is practically the sort of information you get from the report, 
8 they promise, trom the eleven weeks of observation and 70,- 
000 miles of travel, that they will give usa book of three hundred pages 
later on; but there is not anything contained in it except the fact that 
the men who went ont upon the plains, who have attempted to develop 
that region, have by their ownskilland enterprise, without a dollar's aid 
from the Government, bored thirteen hundred wells and have a thousand 
of them running, and so far as they can they have demonstrated the 
practicability of getting water, 

Now we are asked to establish a bureau in the Agricultural Depart- 
ment and pay a lot of distinguished gentlemen for running over what 
these men have done. I could understand, if the Government had in- 
tended to aid these men who have gone on the plains, who have at- 
tempted to develop the country, why we should say to them: If you 
want assistance in boring wells, let us make an appropriation forit,” and 
let it be in the hands of practical men and actually do the work for 
them. But it will not benefit a single man upon the plains to have a 

rt made to Congress showing only what they have accomplished. 
a — MORGAN. Who is to own the wells? 

Mr. GORMAN. There was a provision in the original act, one of 
the acts approved in 1886, thatif the wells were bored by the Govern- 
ment the 160 acres of land upon which they were located should be 
reserved and become the Government property, but these wells that 
have been bored are by private enterprise or by associations, and the 
parties make their arrangements without reference to the Government 
as to the use of the water. 

I know that $40.000 is an insignificant sum as we go on nowadays. 
Itis not that of which I complain; but you had a great fight here, 
my friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] and I have had it for the last 

or two, to stop and check the extravagant appropriations that we 
love made heretofore for the purpose of reserving that entire country 
and determining as to the water supply both in this subarid region 


and for the purpose of selecting reservoirs nad canal sites. That con- 


test has gone on and on until this body finally on the sundry civil bill 
determined that that should be checked. ‘That was a scheme which 
would amount to hundreds of millions of dollars in all probability be- 
fore you got through. 

My friend, the Senator from Montana [Mr. Raroera); shakes his 
head as tothe confirmatory statement. Nobody could tell how much. 
There is not a Senator from that region, when that matter was under 
consideration, who did not insist that this was a matter which had 
better be left to private enterprise. I believe it to be a benefit (I may 
say that I almost know it) were it not for the fact that these distin- 
guished gentlemen (and I have not one word to say against them; 
they impressed me as men of sense and ability), who had been em- 
ployed temporarily, as it was believed when Congress made this ap- 
propriation of $20,600 in the agricultural bill, have induced the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture to ask this increase, as you can induce nearly all 
the Secretaries, and particularly the Secretary of Agriculture, who has 
a new Department, who are always ready to enlarge their scope and 
increase the number of people and to keep those who are employed to 
continue this work. 

It is that pressure which causes this appropriation of $40,000. It is 
only the beginning, in my judgment. ‘The Senator from Kansas, I 
think, will agree with me upon reflection that later on they will come 


back, and next year they will double their demand, as they are doing now. 


Sea thousand dollars, the Secretary of Agriculture said originally, 
was all that was necessary to complete it. Now it is $40,000 to com- 
plete it. Next session it will be $80,000, and it will grow and grow, 
and under the Agricultural Department, with all the agriculturists 
organized and organizing themselves, they will be appealed to to know 
why it is that Congress can not make as liberal an appropriation for 
them as it made for Major Powell, and there will be no resisting it. 

Now, Mr. President, in my judgment, is the time tocheck it. There 
is no necessity for it, and there is no outcome except the payment of a 
few men. 

Mr, PLUMB. The Senator from Maryland speaks about this thing 
of continuing appropriations as though that was something entirely new. 
There is not a public building we provide for that is not confronted by 
that same contingency. There is not a single domain in which weap- 
propriate money where we are not confronted with the necessity of ap- 
propriating more than we originally contemplated. It is not wise, I 
agree, but it seems to me to be sticking in the bark to bring up that 
kind of an argument against this work, when, if the Senator will read 
the provision, he will find that it is for the completion of this investi- 
gation, and not for the indefinite extension of it. 

Of course the Senator may think he is entirely candid and entirely 


‘fair to those of the committee who have been committed to this thing 


in failing to take account of that which is stated on behalf of the com- 


mittee and those interested in it to the effect that it is designed to 
close up this matter; and he may feel justified in declaring that we are 
wholly insincere in this, and that it is only the opening wedge to letting 
out any surplus in the Treasury or millions of it. But I assure him 
that he reflects unjustly upon the committee, and there is no design 
to enter upon an indefinite expenditure. 

On the contrary, this is pro with a view of cutting off the indefi- 
nite expenditure which the Government has heretofore committed it- 
self to throngh the Geological Survey, which everybody agreed was 
improvidently undertaken, and which the Senate is now contending 
with the other House in an effort to limit, because we believe that itis 
too wide; that it covers too much ground; that is is going to cost too 
much money. Because we propose, instead of that, that there shall be 
a brief and limited and inexpensive investigation to.determine a ques- 
tion of so much moment to so many thousands of the people of the 
United States who have gone upon the public lands and who only ask 
that they be treated as other people in Indiana, and in North Carolina, 
and in Maryland, and elsewhere have been treated, why should the 
Senator at this time set up an objection of this sort to an expenditure 
of this trifling sum? Isay trifling, but no sum is trifling if it is to be 
misspent; I mean trifling compared with other sums that we have spent 
in the same domain, which have gone without question here and the 
beneficiaries of which are now opposing this expenditure, 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. President, I want to say a word or two upon this 
subject, but.I shafl detain the Senate but a very few minutes, 

The ap ene spoken of by the distinguished Senator from Mary- 
land wane t spring has accomplished very much good, From in- 
formation coming to me from my constituents and others in that vicinity 
I state it as a fact that it has been money well spent. There never 
has been an appropriation made in this Congress that has been spent 
to better advantage than the little sum of money which was expended 
under that appropriation. 

Congress gave into the hands of the Agricultural Department, where 
it properly belonged for this investigation, the sum of $20,000, but 
limited the time in which that expenditure should be made toso short 
a period that they were unable economically to expend the wholesum, 
They expended, as has been stated, less than $15,000, less than three- 
fourths of the sum that was thus appropriated. They commenced this 
valuable investigation but could not complete it, and now the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture and every representative from that region of coun- 
try, which isso peculiarly interested in this subject, asks this little 
appropriation, that they 8 continue to completion the investigation 
which was then inaugurated. 

Mr. President, do not understand me for one moment as believing 
that the Congress of the United States does the people of that great re- 
gion of country justice in confining the expenditures merely to the 

vestigations which have preceded and which are contempla I be- 
lieve it to be just as legi te to not only experiment in the manner 
proposed, but to experiment in the actual sinking of wells in that re- 
gion, as it is to ex money for a thousand and one items of this very 
bill and other bills that have passed the Senate. 

This great Government invited those people to go to that region of 
country and purchase the Government lands, and while this appropria- 
tion, as the last, edvers a region of country including six of the greatest 
States in this Union, in the States of North and South Dakota, while 
they were still the Territory of Dakota, under that invitation the peo- 
ple paid into the Treasury of the United States over $20,000,000 for 
these public lands upon which you had invited them to go. It wasan 
experiment on their part having a national result. Now, some years 
of misfortune have overtaken them. They find that there must be 
supplemented to the rains of heaven some further moisture, They find 
that their fields will not continuously yield the crops for which they 
fr without more moisture being put upon the surface. They haves 

ittle information upon the subject that beneath their feet lies a great 
basin and that the water can be brought by pressure to the surface and 
spread over the lands to fertilize them. 

There are still in my State ceded lands to the extent of about 17,- 
000,000 acres that belong to the United States. Do you want them 
settled, do you want them purchased, or do you want them to lie idle 
all these years to come? hat is true statesmanship? Is it not to 
settle our unsettled domain? Is it not to make that domain fertile ? 
Is it not to put it in such condition that it will yield a revenue to the 
Government, a revenue which comes from the prosperity of the com- 
munity? Why, to state the proposition carries its own truth with it. 

Now, we are not here as beggars, We come here demanding merely 
that the Government of the United States shall do its duty towards 
the people who are scattered over that great domain. I am sorry to 
see Senators who pose here as peculiarly the farmers’ triend opposing 
this proposition in this bill, which is the only item contained in it and 
the only item contained in either of the appropriation bills that is pe- 
culiarly for the benefit of the farming element. Why, away with such 
hypocrisy. Will Senators willingly vote, as they have done, to appro- 

riate $40,000 to trace the ancient history of a tribe of Indians who 
ent been dead for three hundred years and refuse to the people of 
these Western States this little sum to enable them to ascertain whether 
they can longer exist in that country, whether they can follow theem- 
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ployment of agriculture, or whether they must seek some other climate 
and follow some other employment? 

I say, out upon such hypocrisy! I have received and am in daily re- 
ceipt of very many letters upon this subject, urging, with all the 
earnestness of men who are in this peril, that the Government shall 
be urged to appropriate a sum sufficient to aid and assist them in this 
enterprise that will be so valuable if it is a success. 

But this appropriation only contemplates, not the actual experiment 
which the Government ought to make, but that sufficient Investiga- 
tion which will enable our people to obtain the necessary capital them- 
selves to develop this water supply. When the Government shall put 
its stamp upon the theory that a successful issue can be had, then 
capital will be willingly employed in these actual enterprises; but 
until assurance can be given by some investigation as contemplated it 
is impossible to secure that capital to make what would be merely ex- 
perimental and take the risk. 

Now, in my own State, encouraged by the little appropriation that 
was made last spring, many of her people, but very few comparatively, 
have used the wells already sunk for the purposes of irrigation to a 
limited degree. Wherever they have done so the report is that the ex- 
periment has been successful; but a feelingof discontent and discourage- 
ment exists because of another blight that has come upon a small portion 
of that country again this year and has destroyed for this season their 


If the representatives upon the other side of the Chamber desjre that 
that great Northwestern country shall be depopulated, the course urged 
by the Senator from Maryland is precisely in the line of effecting that 
depopulation. I apprehend that there is not a patriot who would ask 
or so conduct himself in his official capacity as to take one single in- 
habitant from any portion of this country. No; what we need is di- 
versified industries and all the people whom we can support throughout 
this broad domain. 

Mr. President, I did not intend togo into any general discussion, but 
simply to state, what I have measurably stated, that it is not an amount 
that this Senate should hesitate a moment to appropriate in view of the 
fact of the income which this Government has derived from that very 
people. Where have we received any benefit from the $20,000,000 that 
we have paid for those Government lands? You have been niggardly 
to us to a degree unknown in the history of the Territories heretofore. 
We builtourown buildings, even to the capitol in which the Government 
officers transacted their duty, without cost to this great Government. 
We taxed ourselves for all our public institutions. We even paid, in 
many instances, the carpet-baggers whom you sent to rule over us. So 
parsimonious was this Government that fora time while the country 
was poor it was a disgrace to the Government to see the appliances which 
it furnished to the public officers sent there. 

No; you have not treated us with any degree of liberality. Onthe 
contrary, we have been exceedingly modest in what we have asked. 
We ought to have had a quarter ofa million dollars appropriated instead 
of $10,000 for this purpose, to be spread over the States as it is to be 
Montana, North and South Dakota, Wyoming, Nebraska, Kansas. and 
possibly a portion of Texas. That would have been none too large a 
sum, but the committee saw fit in its wisdom to limit it to $40,000 and 
to provide that this should be in full for all demands upon the subject. 
We are bound to be content. We have no fault to find with that com- 
mittee. We shall find no fault with those who vote it here, but I call 
attention to it simply to show that there is nothing in the argument 
made by the Senator from Maryland that there is anything in contem- 
plation of enlarging this expenditure or of the establishment of new 
bureaus. 

This has been under the supervision of the distinguished Assistant 
Secretary of Agriculture, whose practical knowledge and practical work 
are always displayed in whatever place he may be found. and it has been 
under the direct supervision of General Nettleton, an engineer of long 
experience who has had experience in this very question for over twenty 
years. With this $40,000 grand effects can be obtained; and, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I hope that no Senator will hesitate to keep it in the bill as the 
committee has reported it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, in 1888 Congress made an appropria- 
tion for the purpose of securing a topographic survey and investigation 
as to the means of securing irrigation for that great region of country 
known as the arid region. That appropriation was $100,000, In 1889 
Congress appropriated $250,000 more for the same purpose. The act 
under which the first appropriation was made required for the time 
being a reservation of the lands liable to irrigation and reservation of 
the waters and the ground for ditches and dams, so that the land could 
not be located upon until further legislation by Congress or until it 
was opened for settlement by the President. At the present session of 
Congress, in order to urge forward that work, to secure the develop- 
ment of that country, and lay the foundation by which the people could 
irrigate and cultivate it, the House of Representatives proposed an in- 
creased appropriation of seven hundred and odd thousand dollars, It 
so came to the Senate. 

The Senators who are anxious for this appropriation of $40,000 to 
secure water from under ground for irrigation were very earnest in their 
appeal to the Senate to leave that country for development by private 


ject. Forty thousand dollars t bore 


enterprise. That ap 
teat ems in the sun 
1888 and to open up all that land and its waters to private entry and to 
speculation. It will take, if that policy should become the law, a few 
years to demonstrate its effect, and when demonstrated I have no doubt 
there will be a t many apologies for the repeal of that act and for 
taking that away from actual settlers, - 

But, Mr. President, the very Senators who insisted on the develop- 
ment of that conntry by private enterprise and who opposed the carry- 
ing forward of a system of topographic surveys and the delineation of 
irrigable basins and an indication of the irrigable lands so that settlers 
could go there and know what land they could go upon and where cy 
could get water to irrigate it the very Senators who refused to appropri- 
ate the waters of the rivers and the lakes and the storm-waters that might 
be collected in reservoirs, propose now to go down into the earth 2,000 
feet or more to bring up water to irrigate the same conntry. It does 
seem to me, when we refuse to use the natural waters of the riversand the 
creeks and the lakes and the storm-waters that may be collected in reser- 
voirs, it is a strange thing that we should turn around and undertake 
to bore down into the earth and get water to irrigate the land. 

But it is suggested by the Senator from Kansas that there is noth- 
ing said in this amendment about the boring of wells. That is true, 
Mr. President, but there is something said about investigating and de- 
termining the extent and availability for irrigation of underflow and 
artesian waters. I suppose that means that we are to go under ground 
togetit. Whetheritis by boring or digging, we shall have to go under 
ground to get that water that is to be brought out to the surface. 

I desire to call attention to a feature of this which I think contains 
the milk in the cocoanut. The closing part of this paragraph provides 
as follows: 

And to collect and publish information as to the best methods of cultivating 
the soil by irrigation. 

But the purpose is to lay the foundation for a transfer of everything 
relating to irrigation from the present bureau of the Geological Survey 
to the Agricultural Department. I think there can be no doubt of it, 
and I think that those who know all about this understand that that is 
one of its principal purposes. It is to createa new bureau in a new De- 
partment under new officers. I do not think the Senator from Mary- 
land was mistaken when he said there was a great deal in this about 
making places for men and places for those Who have been engaged in 
the work of bitterly denouncing the Director of the Geological Survey 
and endeavoring to break him down. It is as well to speak of things 
as they are, so that we shall not deceive ourselves or deceive any other 

ersons. 

In relation to the transfer of this work of making investigations of 
the underground waters, the underflow of waters, to be ascertained by 
going down into the earth, when the water is on thesurface it has much 
to do with agriculture; but if we wish to ascertain how it is to be obtained 
from the bowels of the earth it becomes a geological question, and if 
anything is to be done in the way of scientific investigation that work 
requires an investigation of the strata of the earth and ot the character 
of the soil and rock in which underground waters may be found. That 
is not a question of agriculture, but a question of geology, and if I 
were going to turn out to hunt for waters under the earth I should do 
just as was done under the appropriation of $20,000 made last spring; 
I would employ, as suggested here in this report on page 4, Bah per- 
sons, 


From the general feid geologist, Robert Hay, of Kansas, a brief abstract has 
been made of the report he is now completing. 


I simply refer to it to show that this agricultural scheme has to em- 


ploy its geologists. Why transfer the matter from the Geological Sur- - 


vey if thatis to bedone? On page 6 it is stated: 

Shed! 2 Be Trots yan piae, field geologist for Colorado, shows that 
Showing a second geologist employed; and again on the same page: 
Ani tate: is made by the field 

Lotus: Proteases G E Oulver of the Bate Universe me: 20, SEE Ee EN: 
So when this agricultural project was put on foot it was found nec- 

essary to employ geologists to know where to get this water; and if it 

is necessary to employ geologists to know where to get the water, why 
transfer this business away from the bureau of the Geological Survey 
to a bureau in the Agricultural Department? If it is desired to use 
the water after it is brought to the surface in application to agricult- 
ure, that is another thing. It might be well enough in that case, but 
if it is desired to ascertain where it is except by actual guessing and 
actual boring, then it is necessary to have scientific geologists who un- 
derstand the formation and the structure of the earth and the strata 
ey 33 character of the stone in which these volumes of water are to 
found, 

Hence it is that I do not see what advantage there can be in trans- 
ferring this part of the work from a bureau already in existence, re- 
qniring no additional expense to carry it on, and the creation of anew 
bureau in another Department to take charge of the subject. 

Mr. President, I have a practical su tion to make on this sub- 
a dozen wells; it would 


probably do that practically. are to be bored for the purpose of 


l was successful, and the Senate struck out 
civil bill und proposed to repeal the law of 
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ascertaining where water is. I take it that the purpose is to hunt for 
water. Notwithstan@ing the Senator from Kansas says there is noth- 
ing said here about boring wells, I take it the purpose is to hunt for 
water under ground, for if that is not the purpose there is no use for 
the appropriation, there is no use for the provision in the bill. Then, 
if that is the purpose, these wells are to be bored in view of some geo- 
logical knowledge of the formation of the earth or the places at which 
they are to be bored are to be guessed at. If it is to be guessed at the 
result will be as former appropriations made by Congress to secure the 
boring of wells: it will be a waste of that much money with no profit. 

Among the information given by this report is the number of wells. 
The report says: 

Briefly summing up, it may be stated that over 1,300 dee! re artesian wells, 
of which about 1,000are still giving an undiminished supply, are reported upon. 
‘They are located as follows: 

North Dakota, 6. 

There are that many reported upon. 
many more than that in North Dakota. 


South Daketa, 135. 

Western Kansas, Nebraska, etc,, 200. 

Colorado and New Mexico, 355. 

Texas, west of the ninety-seventh degree of west longitude, 630. 


The investigation did not extend west of the Rocky Mountains. In 
Utah there are a vast number of such wells; in California there are a 
great number of such wells; but these wells are the result of private 
enterprise and investigation. They have been bored without the aid 
of the Government to benefit private capital and private property, and 
they have done no doubt a great deal of good in furnishing supplies of 
water to an extent for the watering of gardens and orchards and truck 
patches, and perhaps larger pieces of ground, 

Now, suppose we make an appropriation of $40,000, that may enable 
the boring of half a dozen wells, more or less. Where are they to be 
bored? A very large number of the people in ali that arid region will 
insist on having those wells bored where they will benefit their prop- 
erty. There is no direction here. Every effort will be made that can 
be made to influence the men who are charged with the expenditure 
of this money to expend it where it will benefit the private property 
ofsomebody. Whether we shall be able to get officers who will resist 
such importunities and pressure is a question which it is not neces- 

to go into now, but undoubtedly great pressure will be brought 
bo bea if this appropriation is made, upon the men who spend this 
money as to where it shall be spent and who shall be benefited by it. 

If we are going to bore wells to secure water for irrigation, that is 
another thing; and this sum of money would pot amount to a drop in 
the bucket. Ifwe are going to bore wells to find out where water 
may be had by other people by boring, that has been done by private 
enterprise very extensively through all the arid regions. We are given 
to understand here by this report that in the limited number of States 
mentioned 1,330 deep-bore wells have been bored and a thousand of 
them are in full operation. So you will see that, so far as boring these 
wells to benefit irrigation is concerned, it has nothing in it tocompen- 
sate the Government for such an expenditure, and as for building up a 
new bureau which is to make indefinite expenditures hereafter, if it is 
to obtain information, that information ought to be based upon scien- 
tific investigation. I believe it is understood by geologists, for in- 
stance, thatif you come to a granite formation there is no use to bore, 
because you do not get water there. There are other formations in 
which water may be obtained that are understood by geologists. They 
are not understood by agriculturists nor by farmers. 

So, viewed in every sense, Mr. President, it seems tq me this appro- 

iation is not only unnecessary, but is likely to lead to much more 

rm than good. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, let us have a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. REAGAN. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 59, after line 17, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, inserted the following paragraph: 

Irrigation investigations: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to continue 
to completion his investigations for the purpose of determining the extent and 
availability for irrigation of the underflow and artesian waters within the region 
between the ninety-seventh degree of longitude and the eastern foot-hills of the 
Rocky Mountains, and to collect and publish information as to the best metla 
ods of cultivating the soil by irrigation, $40,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL; Mr. President, if I believed the statements of 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] and the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. REAGAN] in regard to the future of this appropriation and where 
it would lead, I should unquestionably oppose it. But I do not so 
understand the question. Ido not understand that this is entering 
upon a new project, I do not believe that it is creating a new bureau 
or a new division in the Department of Agriculture. My understand- 
ing is that this is an appropriation of $40,000 to complete a work which 
has already been begun. We have considerable information already 
furnished to us in regard to the subject-matter. That information is 
of value. There is additional information which the Department of 


I suppose there are a great 
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Agriculture has not yet obtained, and which it can obtain and make 
one final and complete reportin regard to this matter. 

I do not believe in the Government undertaking to build reservoirs 
or irrigating canals, In all such matters my principle is hands off;’” 
the Government ought not to undertake it. But I see no objection to 
obtaining this information from all over this vast area extending from 
Canada down to Mexico, and a region that is very sparsely inhabited 
now, getting theinformation from all localities and putting it together 
and publishing it for the information and guidance of the people living 
there and those who may go there. 

There are many questions which will be solved by this investiga- 
tion as to where artesian waters can be obtained in quantity. This 
investigation extends into Texas even, notwithstanding that there are 
no public lands there. My friend from Texas [Mr. COKE] informs me 
that in Waco there are quite a number of artesian wells about 1,900 
feet deep; and that in Galveston, right on the Gulf coast, and only a 
few feet above the level of the Gulf, and at Houston, artesian wells 
have been bored and an abundant supply of water obtained, flowing 
up far above the level of the Gulf, and consequently not caused by the 
pressure of the water in the Gulf. 

Mr. President, these are important facts to be laid before the people 

all through that area. My understanding is (and we obtained the in- 
formation of what was intended to be accomplished from the Assistant 
Secretary of the Department of Agriculture) that this appropriation 
will complete the work, and it will be finished and a final report will 
be made, and at the next session of Congress there will be no addi- 
tional appropriation; and believing thus, I shall vote for this amend- 
ment, 
Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, the statement of the practical ques- 
tion involved at this time has been very clearly set forth by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] in his remarks. If Senators will 
look at the practical side of the question involved it seems to me that 
no objection can be urged to the small appropriation that is proposed 
in the pending amendment to this bill. 

The area involved in the investigation proposed is something like 
320,000,000 acres. It includes that great plain which can be traced 
through the length of the continent so far as is known, and certain] 
extending from the Rio Grande River to the boundaries of the Briti 
Possessions, a stretch of country which probably may be opened to ag- 
riculture in an unbroken manner and without obstacle, the equal of 
which is not to be found elsewhere on the continent. It has been pre- 
pared as a garden ready for the plow. It is without mountains or 
timber, and to the eye of the agriculturist it is the most attractive 
that can be found anywhere within the limits of our nation. 

This land had been under examination by the Land Department of 
the United States years ago with reference to its quality and had been 
pronounced agricultural land. The Department by a rule had said 
there were no desert lands within those limits, The great tide of emi- 
gration flowed in the direction of the Dakotas, of Western Kansas, 
and Nebraska, about the year 1880—from that to 1883. It was one of 
those recurring waves of emigration which this country bas experi- 
enced from the beginning. This land stretching north and south 
through our country was the next step in the pathway of emigration. 
It chanced that in those years an abundant rainfall characterized the 
country. Nothing could be found more inviting to the settler. 

The Government freely offered the lands without warning of any 
detriment or any objection, although it is now known that the records 
of the Government contained a history of that region which should 
have served as a warning to the settlers. But in full confidence that 
the Government of the United States was offering to its citizens lands 
equal in value in every particular to those that had previously been 
given to them, lands whose natural conditions were as good as those 
in the State of Illinois, for instance, the people in great numbers went 
out and took possession of that region of country. 

It has beenalready stated that the Territory of North Dakota alone 
has paid $20,000,000 into the Treasury of the United States for those 
lands. That I know from actual figures obtained from the books of 
the Land Department. Taking that as a basis, it is entirely probable 
that in the region to which reference is had in this amendment $60,- 
000,000 has been paid into the United States Treasury for public lands. 
The settler has proceeded to make further expenditures for the establish- 
ment of his home; and the $60,000,000, or $50,000,000, to put it within 
limit, paid into the Treasury of the United States is a very small part 
of the expenditure that has been made upon these lands and upon 
which settlers have established homes. 

Now, the question with the settler is, shall he abandon these lands 
on account of the conditions that are found to prevail or shall he re- 
main? Iam not saying that he ought to abandon them. Ithink my- 
self that the period of the drought which has characterized that region 
may be expected to be nearits close. That may be safely reckoned 
upon from the history of the past. But his courage is gone; he needs 
some one tostand behind him and say, Hold on; we have encouraged 
you to do this, now hold on.“ - 

The phenomenon of the artesian basin which has been discovered in 
the region of North and South Dakota, and which there is every reason 
to suppose extends farther, is the most remarkable of its kind probably 
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the world has ever seen, It is very true, as the Senator from Texas 
has said, that a good many of wells have been sunk penetrating that 
basin, but I should like to have him, as a man interested practically in 
the interests of the country, as I believe he is, and other Senators, to 
realize just what that statement means. 

The first of those wells was discovered in the bottom of the James 
River Valley; and the experiments from that have extended up and 
down the valley. The wells have nearly all been sunk by municipal 
corporations, by the villages, or by factories, by men or corporations 
having sufficient money with which to carry on the work and sink the 
wells. Scarcely ever has a farmer been found with sufficient courage 
or capital enough to sink one of those wells, because the inference has 
been that that basin is confined to that valley, while the farming lands 
of the country lie almost entirely outside of it. The valley is narrow 
in some places, wider in others, but the great agricultural districts of 
North and South Dakota lie away from the valley in which these wells 
have been sunk, 

Now, the question that comes to the farmer is, ‘‘ Have I the courage, 
if I have the money, to sink a well or can I induce capital to come and 
sink a well for me? The committee of investigation that visited the 
mountain region a year ago thissummer, and tosome extent the Dako- 
tas, was accompanied by scientific men, who sought all the information 
they could obtain from the citizens of the country. Every oneofthem 
Sof this basin lies in a certain rock, and the question is the extent of 
that rock. I think every one of the scientific men accompanying the 
committee said he believed the basin to extend to the Rocky Mountains, 
The question was asked, Can you determine as to that? And every 
one of them said, By certain indications known toscience we can de- 
termine.“ The question is now whether such an examination shall be 

ven to that country as shall inform the citizens of that valley what 
is the extent of that basin and laterally to the line of wells which has 
been bored. 

Mr. QUAY. What is the depth of the wells? 

Mr. CASEY. The depth of the wells yaries from four or five hun- 
dred feet to fifteen hundred feet, as in South Dakota the depth of the 
wells is much less than in North Dakota. The well that was visited 
and examined with very much interest by the committee a year ago 
this summer, and by the Senator from Texas with the rest, was 1,500 
feet deep, and it cost the village of Jamestown $7,000 to sink it. There 
is no farmer in the neighborhood, there is no combination of farmers 
in the neighborhood that can afford to risk that much money. There 
are plenty of men who say. If you procure the requisite demonstra- 
tion as to the extent of this basin we will see that you have all the money 
you want if you will agree to pay a water rental.“ The people of the 
country will very gladly contract with capitalists to put down the 
wells, and capitalists are willing to doit. But, as Senators will see, 
the use of the water has been heretofore for the villages or for the fac- 
tories or mills, and not frequently for the use of the farmer, simply 
because the farmer has not had the money with which to make the 
venture that these other parties have had. 

The people of our country, in view of the fact that I stated at the 
beginning, that they paid cash for the land, which proved to be not equal 
to the value of other public lands, feel that they have a just and an equi- 
table claim upon the Government. It seems to me no one can question 
it. They make no such claim, but only ask the sympathetic action of 
the Governmentnow. It must be remembered that the States of North 
and South Dakota remained the Territory of Dakota for many years 
after they should have been admitted as States; and I should like to 
point out to Senators the fact that had we been States earlier, from the 
sale of these public lands, by far the largest part of which were sold 
after we should have been admitted into the Union, we would have re- 
ceived 5 percent. If we had that 5 per cent. at our disposal in North 
and South Dakota to-day, to which we are justly entitled, we would 
undertake to take care of all our artesian wells. 

I trust, sir, that Senators will accord to us that sympathy to which 
we are justly entitled and will give us this aid which will determine 
the extent of this basin, 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I desire to say a word in response to 
what was said by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. His 
suggestion was that this appropriation was to complete the work al- 
ready begun. I did not wish to interrupt the Senator while he was 
speaking and inquire what it was that would be done in completing 
this work, for the Senator did not choose to inform us what it was that 
was to be done in the completion of this work. 

The report from the Department shows that during the eleven weeks 
during which time the appropriation of last April was being expended 
the supervising engineer traveled 12,000 miles, the chief geologist trav- 
eled 13,000 miles, the several division employés from 2,000 to 7,000 
miles, making an actual travel of at least 70,000 miles. I do notknow 
how many more thousand miles it is intended to travel to complete this 
work, but if $20,000 enabled them to travel 70,000 miles, probably 
$40,000 will enable them to travel 140,000 miles more. Is that the 

-work that is to be completed? Is that the information we are to have 
as a return for the expenditure ores 2 

But they did more. They collected information as to the number 

of wells in North and South Dakota, Western Kansas and Nebraska, 
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Colorado, New Mexico, and Texas west of the ninety-seventh degree 
of longitude, amounting to 1,330 wells. No addition was made to 
these wells, nor could addition be made to the water that flowed out 
of them; and no information is given as to the character of that part 
of the earth’s crust in which this water was found. 

Now, is the collection of information as to the number of wells the 
completion of this work? Is that it? If the Senator or the agents of 
this new bureau would go to the Geological Survey they would get all 
this information and a great deal more, I yd garni in the same line 
without traveling 70,000 miles. They co go up here to F street, 


into the office of the Geological Survey, and very promptly get a great 


deal more information in this line than was obtained by the expendi- 

ture of the portion of that $20,000 which was expended in trav 

70,000 miles. Is that the work to which the Senator refers as tha 

which must be completed? If there is a valuable work to be com- 

pleted, somebody can tell us what it is. The Senator did not do it, 
doubt if he will attempt to do it. 

Then the Senator says that he does not want any reservoirs and 
ditches, but he wants to go 2,000 feet into the bowels of the earth and 
bring up water from there instead of taking it out of lakes, creeks, and 
rivers. Is that the Senator’s logic? Is that the reason why he is 
going to support this amendment ? 

I could not hear the remarks of the Senator from North Dakota [ Mr. 
CAsry]. I understand that he presented this view, that experiments 
might demonstrate whether the water supply that is found along the 
valley of the James River inthe Dakotas comes from the Rocky Mount- 
ains, by boring west of there; and it is possible some useful informa- 
tion could be got by sinking additional wells there. 

But, as I said awhile ago, whenever we undertake to investigate it 
has to be done in one of two ways. It has to be done by guessi 
where to bore and spending the Government’s money on a guess, or i 
has to be done upon scientific information as to the character of the 
earth’s crust in which this water is found and the strata of earth or 
stone in which it is to be found. That can be done best by those who 
have made a study of the science of geology, and even in the expendi- 
ture of this $20,000 it was found necessary to employ at least three 
geologists to help travel the 70,000 miles and find 1,330 wells bored. 

Mr. President, the Senator from North Dakota who has just ad- 
dressed the Senate says the farmers are not able to bore these wells, 
That is doubtless very true as to many of them, and no one regrets its 
truth more than I do that we have people unable to bore these wells. 
What next? Is the Government to doit? For whom is it to bore? 


foreverybody who needs them? or is it to select a given number of people 


for whom it will bore wells? That question comes up. It is one that 
should be considered in the disposition of this question. 

The Senator from Missouri has—I must refer to that again assumed 
that $40,000 would complete this work—I suppose this work of travel- 
ing and finding where the wells are already bored and that no more 
is necessary or will be necessary. Why, Mr. President, the first p 
osition on this subject was to appropriate $250,000 at this session. The 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Moony] told you just a little while 
ago that the appropriation ought to be $250,000 because he means some- 
thing; hedoes not mean to cheat anybody by saying that $40,000 will 
answer this purpose. He says $250,000 is necessary. I warrant you 
the Senator from North Dakota will tell you the same thing. I did 
not hear his remarks so as to know what he said; but they mean 
work by this, they mean the boring of wells and the ascertainment of 
water. ) 


Mr. President, it may be an idle waste of breath to protest against - 


this policy of breaking up one bureau for the purpose of building up 
another, of abandoning the idea of irrigation by the water of the nat- 
ural streams and the lakes and the collection of the storm waters in 
reservoirs, and going down to the bowels of the earth to get water and 
bring it up; but this grave Senate should pass upon that question, and 
I suppose it will consider that it is cheaper to go down two or three 
thousand feet into the earth to get water than to take the water of the 
rivers and lakes. i 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, the proposition to expend $40,000 in 
the interests indicated in this amendment is, it seems to me, so wise that 
I regret that the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] who made the 
objection to it is not here that I might appeal to him upon reconsidera- 
tion to withdraw his objection. As a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations, he with the others listened to much testimony upon 


this subject, and if I were to judge by the readiness with which le 


grasped the situation and the intelligence which he brought to bear 
upon the determination of the various questions submitted, I should 
be satisfied that if he would stop and reflect a moment he would see 
that it is best that this appropriation should be made. 

This amendment came from the committee appointed by the Senate 
upon the irrigation of arid lands. It was the opinion of that commit- 
tee that in continuation of what had been heretofore done by the Ag- 
ricultural Department, a very considerable sum of money might wise 
be appropriated to be used by that Department. The report w. 
was preliminarily made by that Department as to the expenditure of 


about three · ſo of the amount appropriated last spring 33 
the collection of so much informa touching the use of 
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wells that I believe every person who examined the report was satis- 
fied that the money had very wisely expended. 

Now, sọ faras I am concerned, Iam not going to enter into the 
proposition which still remains in the breast of the Senator from Texas, 
as to whether it was wiser to leave this appropriation to be expended 
by the Geological Survey or to remit itto 8 of Agricult- 
ure. I did not wholly sympathize with all the discussion touching 
the usefulness of the Geological Survey. The simple fact aboutit was 
that the law which was passed on the 2d day of October, 1883, over- 
loaded the Geological Survey. 

If it had been true that Congress merely repealed so much of that 
law as withdrew the lands in thearid regions from occupancy and sale, 
Iam not prepared to say that we should have gone farther, although 
it does not take a very scientific vision to make it perfectly plain that 
the scheme which is in the contemplation of the Director of that survey 
looks to the lapse of very many years and the expenditure of very 
many million dollars. If the work shall be thoroughly done, it is my 
own judgment that it will be one of very great value. 

But when it was proposed as the corner-stone of that expenditure 
that we should take from the migration of the country the right to enter 
upon the public domain and select for themselves homes, the proposi- 
tion necessarily must break down; and as no friend of that Geological 
Survey intimated that the scheme it had in contemplation should be con- 
summated except by continuing this withdrawal of the public lands, it 
seemed proper and wise to the Senate that we should transfer this ex- 
amination to the Agricultural Department, which is in sympathy and 
touch with those people who are going out upon the public domain to 
get for themselyes homes. 

I wish to appeal to the Senator from Missouri, who notifies us here 
that he understands that this $40,000 is to be the last dollar to be ap- 
propriated for this purpose, and to ask him to wait until next year and 
see whether it is true that this $40,000 will give to us information ofso 
much greater value than any other $40,000 we have expended has given 
to us in recent years, and if the job remains still unfinished to make 
a wise investment of a still larger sum. 

The Committee on Irrigation introduced a proposition into the Sen- 
ate providing for an appropriation of $100,000, and while it may be 
true, as is suggested by the honorable Senator from North Dakota, that 
the area in which this is to be expended is limited, consisting only of 
a little patch of about three million and a half of acres, it concerns the 

phical area of one-third of the United States. There is no sub- 

Foot touching the reclamation of the public domain about which the 
pular ignorance is so profound and which experiment has done so 
ttle to enlighten us on as this question of our artesian water supply. 
We do not hesitate to appropriate large sums of money to look after 
the preservation of the water supply that is upon the surface of the 


There is a strong sentiment here in favor of withdrawing large areas 
ofthe public domain, in order that it may not be occupied by our citi- 
zens, for the sake of preserving the snows of winter, that we may have 
the advantage of them during the earlier summer months in the irri- 

tion of public lands. In fact, the Senate, by many enactments and 

much argument, has made manifest the solicitude that it feels and 
that the people of the United States feel for the increase and retention 
of the water supply of the arid regions of the United States, notmerely 
that it may be utilized on its way to the sea, but also that it may be 
held back at those periods when the streams flowing down the Missis- 
sippi River and the other rivers make such floods as endanger life and 
property, to the end that such injuries as have heretofore been experi- 
enced may be materially reduced. 

AJl this is wise economy. 

But upon the 33 of the irrigation of lands that without ir- 
rigation can not be used agriculturally, the United States has a very 
profound property interest. Nobody can tell what the future may re- 
veal, but it is certain that by any of the processes which are now 
known to man whereby crops may be raised in that region, the water 
supply that is upon the surface of the earth is insufficient to enable us 
to utilize all the land that we own. 

No question of constitutional law stands in the way of this appro- 
12 It is upon the lands belonging to all the people of the United 

tates that these experiments are to be made. 

I did suppose, when this matter was talked over by the Committee 
on Irrigation, that some attempt would be made to make an appro- 
priation whereby in regions heretofore untested by actual experiment 
we were to demonstrate whether there was or was not a subterranean 
water supply that might be utilized, but this amendment contem- 
| excep gy of that kind. The Committee on Irrigation and Rec- 

tion of Arid Lands cut their appropriation in two in the middle, 
for it was the judgment of every member of it that $200,000 might 
wisely be expended in the pursuit of this information, and they intro- 
duced it into the Senate; it went to the Committee on Appropriations, 
> = 7 back here shorn of its dimensions and is the pitiful sum 

I do not know whether that will enable the Department of Agricult- 
tre to gather all the useful information thatis now extant and now in 


5 the possession of men and municipalities, and, gathering it together, ex- 


tract from it the lessons which it teaches and distribute it to the people 
of the United States, but I feel that no $20,000 that has ever been ap- 
propriated by Congress (of which only $15,000 indeed has yet been ex- 
pended) will come back to us with more valuable information than will 
the $15,000 that has heretofore been expended by the Department of 
Agriculture in the gathering together of information touching artesian 
wells in the West. That volume promises, in my view, to have a pro- 
found interest to a million of our citizens. It will give information of 
practical use to those who occupy one-third of the geographical area of 
the United States. If out of it there shall come anything that shall 
strengthen the belief that the subterranean waters in our public do- 
main and in our larger valleys can be used for the purpose of irrigating 

it will increase the value and multiply the rapidity of sales of 
the public lands, and add to the agricultural products of our country 
immensely, 

I consider, therefore, that this appropriation is wise. I believe the 
honorable Senator from Maryland, upon reflection, when he considers 
the vastness of the area involved, the vital interests that take hold of 
this matter, the citizens to whom it will be useful, the property view 
of it, that it will greatly increase the value of the public domain of the 
United States, will see that upon the whole, while it is the part of 
patriotism to stand in this Senate Chamber and to every ap- 
propriation and to have it examined in the light of hope, probability, 
or desire, and least of all to answer the eager clamor of men for office, 
this does promisesuch unmeasured and uncounted good to these people 
that we should be lacking in an essential duty to them if we did not 
insist that this appropriation should remain. 

The Department of Agriculture has vindicated its capacity to expend 
this money wisely. All geological knowledge is not gathered into geo- 
logical departments or divisions of the Interior Department. Thereis 
available to the Secretary for the Department of Agriculture no incon- 
siderable geological knowledge. He has already demonstrated that that 
is true; and while for myself I stand ready to consider the propriety of 
establishing by law a bureau of geology in the Interior Department or 
in the Department of Agricultureas you please, and to defineand limitits 
functions, and to designate its officersand employés, and without preju- 
dice against anybody who has heretofore been engaged in that bureau 
to consider what is wisest and best to be done to the end that the citi- 
zens of the United States may know just exactly what a domain they 
occupy, what it promises foragricultural and mineral and hydrographic 
value, I still insist that there is no occasion to forget the t interests 
of the West which toa very considerable extent are bound up in the oc- 
cupation and utilization of these arid lands. Therefore I should appeal 
to the Senator from Maryland to allow this amendment to be adopted 
if he were present in the Hall. 

Mr. GORMAN. I am here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Witsoy, of Iowa, in the chair). 
The question is on ee in the amendment made as in Committee 
of the Whole. The yeas and nays having been ordered, the Secretary 
will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE]. If he were present, I should 
vote nay. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. If he were present, I should 
vote yea. 

Mr. QUAY (when bis name was called). I am paired with the junior 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I am poran generally 
with the Senator from Michigan [ Mr. MCMILLAN]. he were pres- 
ent, I should vote nay.“ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]. If he were present, 
I should vote yea.“ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
CALL]. The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE] is paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. We have arranged to 
transfer the pairs so that the Senator fro n Kentucky and myself can 
vote. I vote en. 

Mr. DAVIS. I am paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TUR- 


PIE], 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. MITCH- 
ELL] is detained from the Senate and is paired with the senior Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. I transfer my pair to my coll e. 

Mr. CARLISLE. My pair with the Senator from North ta 
[Mr. PIERCE] having been transferred, I vote nay. 

Mr. GIBSON (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. I do not know 
that this is considered a party question. I do not know how he would 
vote. 

Mr. DAVIS. I believe I can assure the Senator that my colleague 
[Mr. WASHBURN] would vote yea. 

Mr. TELLER. He would vote yea. 

Mr. GIBSON. I understand the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
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WASHBURN] would vote ‘‘yea” if present. I therefore will let my 
vote remain recorded. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I am paired with the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Hieerss]. If he were here I should vote yea. 

Mr. BATE. My colleague [Mr. HARRIS] is with the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. I desire to state that the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] is temporarily absent from the 
Chamber and is paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Dawes]. Ido not know how he would vote. Does his 
colleague know ? 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave no doubt my colleague would vote with the 
committee on this question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then, notwithstanding the pair, I will vote. I 
vote yea. į 

Mr. McPHERSON. Iam now informed that the Senator from Del- 
aware [Mr. HieGINs] would vote yea, if present, and I will there- 
fore vote yea” 

Mr. BLAIR (after having voted in the afirmative}. I am paired 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. I desire to with- 
draw my vote unless it is necessary to form a quorum, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not necessary for a quorum. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will transfer my pair with the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. GEORGE] to the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN], 
and will allow my vote to remain. 

Mr. PADDOCK (after having voted in the affirmative). Iampaired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eusris]. I find that his 
name is not recorded as having voted. I will therefore withdraw my 
vote. 


The result was announeed—yeas 29, nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS—29, 
Aldrich, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Blair, Gibson, McPherson, Sanders, 
Cameron, Gray, Manderson, | 23 
Casey, Hale, Moody, Stockbridge, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Pettigrew, Teller. 
Cullom, earst, Platt, 
Dixon, Hoar, Plamb, 
Dolph, Ingalls, Power. 

NAYS—. 
Barbour, Carlisle, Hampton, Vest, 
Bate, Coke, Mi n, Voorhees, 
Berry, Colquitt, Pugh, Walthall 

burn, Gorman, Reagan, 
ABSENT—40, 

Allen, Edmunds, Ken Spooner, 
Allison, is, MeMillan, Squire, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Mitebell, Stanford, 
Brown, aulkner, Morrill, Stewart, 
Butler, e, Padd 2 Turpie, 
Call, x Pasco, Vanee, 
Chandler, arris, Payne, Washburn 
Daniel Higgins, Pierce, Wilson of lowa. 
Davis, Hiscock, Quay, Wilson of Md. 
Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, Wolcott, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer an amendment to come in at the end of line 
25, on 21. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of page 21 add the following proviso: 

Provided, That from and after the passage of this act it shall be unlawful for 
any officer,agent, or employé of the United States Government to contract, or 
agree to pay, or cause to be paid a greater sum than $30 per annum, or $7.50 per 
ausse or the rental or use of any telephone instrument for or within any of 
the Departments, bureaus, or offices of the United States Government within 
the District of Columbia; and if any telephone company or other corporation 
operating or furnishing telephone service within District of Columbia shall 
refuse to accept said amount as compensation in full for such service, then said 
company or corporation shall be prohibited from running its lines or wires on 
or within any Government building, over or through any Government reserva- 
tion or along any publie street or alley ring on such reservations; nor 
shall any existing lines of telephone or other wires be held by any officer, agent, 
or employéof the Government to vest — 4 right in any — —— or other cor- 
poration that would in any manner under previous permission or authority 
prevent or modify the execution of the true meaning and intent of this act. The 
commissioner of public buildings and grounds and the commissioners of the 
District of Columbia are charged with the enforcement of this act so far as it 
relates to the running or maintenance of lines or wires over or through any 
Government reservation or along any public street or alley bordering on such 
8 and the proper officers so far as relates to any Government build- 

B- 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, a gentleman of intelligence and 
large inforniation about matters of this kind brought the necessity of 
presenting this amendment to my attention, and he has farnished me 
a statement of facts which I will read as my argument in support of 
this proposition. 

Efforts have been made in various parts of the United States to re- 
lieve the people of the burdensome and excessive charges made by 
corporate monopolies for the necessaries of life, and such other elements 
as enter into the daily transactions of the business of the country, and 
which have to a greater or lesser extent also become necessaries, In 
most instances monopolies have triumphed. 

There seems to have been but little relief except where the strong 
arm of the General Government could intervene, and nowhere can this 
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giant monopoly of the telephone company be met and combated ex- 
cepting in the District of Columbia, where the Federal Government has 
complete jurisdiction. While it may not be possible or practicable to 
prevent the mulcting of private citizens, certainly it is meet and pro; 
that the Government should protect itself and make at least an 

to secure reasonable service in the transaction of its business, 

This is true so far as the human machine is concerned, the Govern- 
ment in a majority of instances requiring the greatest amountof brains 
and muscle tor the least com tion. 

Yet it passively submits to the exorbitant charges of giant corpora- - 
tions, after having first commissioned them by franchise or patent to 
commit fobbery. 

Congress has seen fit to authorize the Postmaster-General to fix the 
rate for Government telegraphic business. Then why not fix rates for 
telephone business, especially within the small area of the District of 
Columbia? 

Taking the current list of subscribers to the Chesapeake and Po- 
tomae Telephone Company (May, 1590), we find that the Government 
has the following number in use: 


Agricultural Department -~---------------------------------- 13 
Attorney-General’s Offs * 
Attorney to District commissionerss „„ 1 
Census Office. 2-4-2 o 22S 6 
City post-office_ -.....-_--..--.-.-- 11 
Civil Service Commission 1 
Commissioners District of Columbia 3 
Custom-house, Georgetown. ---..-. ----. --.-------------.-.--- 1 
Deaf Hinte lng oe eee aaa Minted 1 
Department of Labot 1 
Depot quartermaster < -—~ 44 44„„„„4„„5 2 
District of Columbia sand-ard——— 1 
C DIARIO 5 8 oe ee ernest A AA E a epi 1 
r O28 oo oe EE ceed E r Aa 1 
F <0 EE sang sweden sump AE entre 1 
Franklin School building — | 
Freedmen’s Hospital 1 
Garfield Hospital hese none Bho teh 1 
Geological Survey 10 
Government Printing Office 11 
Hains, P. C. (office Potomac Flats improvement) 1 
Health office, District of Columbia -.-..- 1 
House of Representatives 4b 7 
Tatort Bog i oe ee ee ee aS ee pe a es 27 
r . at a 8 ba aOR IN SE, 6 
ING NE CUNT YRGONY 9 a etre pam neers wena ea chi meee tates 1 
NAVY e e aean eaa anaa deen See eS AES 6 
PAVE DA OON EA Er AN A at ost ae ee 1 
Navy-yard, commandant's office ...._.-..----.~-.------.-.-2.. 1 
Navy-yard, inspector ordnance 1 
Navy-yard, general storekeeper 1 
Navy-yard, civil engineer 1 
Navy-yard, receiving-ship Dale 1 
ND! te Saa a CAG 1 
c . SER ore SR at So 21 ` 
E . . das 5 
a a a a TE AP E d ED EAL EEE A E A 1 
a n e a T E P r E A AE N A g a 1- 
ee e A A EA AS 1 
ge Oe Cae aS. pS i tt Nell ey ais, Meike iA Recenter tert | 1 
Blate:Deparement / een aan seat anette 3 
State, War, and Navy building 3 1 
Supreme Court United States 1 
Surgeon-General’s Office 2 „4„„„% eave 5 
Treasury Department „% has 15 
United States Fish Commission 4 
United States jail, Nineteenth and E streets southeast 1 
United States Naval Hospital „„ 1 
War Ditrent Gti sea a a pa aa a bee 14 
a i A ra Er OAE AA A T E E eee 200 


(notincluding the Smithsonian Institution), which, at an annual rental 
of $60 per annum each, makes an income to this monopoly of $12,000 
a ya from the United States Government alone in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

I challenge any proof to show that the rate charged is reasonable or 
justified by any amount involved in cost and maintenance of the plant 
unless it be based upon a fictitious valuation of the patents issued by 
the Government. 

The remedy should be applied here where the Government has com- 
plete authority. Should this proposed enactment become a law, and 
probably before it is passed upon, we will be met without doubt with 
threat that the instruments would be taken out and the Government 
2 be leſt eet telephone service. Is it not worth while to try 


experimen’ 
We are not yet without telegraph service notwithstanding the Post- 
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e e order making the rate 1 mill a word ſor Governmen 
asiness, ‘ 

‘ If there-is no relief let us not submit without at least making an ef- 
fort in the right direction. 

That rate proposed, $30 per annum, is but one-half that now paid, 
and, if in the opinion of the Senate the reduction is too great, let some 
other sum be named, ifonly some reduction be made; but in my opin- 
ion the rate should be fixed at a less sum than $30 rather than a 
greater one, say $25. 

These are the opinions of these well informed gentlemen as to what 
ought to be a proper charge for telephone instruments. I do uot my- 
self know the cost of a telephone instrument, but I suppose one would 
hardly cost more than $10 or $12. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think the Senator is entirely extravagant in his 
estimate of the cost, for I doubt if the cost of an instrnment is more 


than $4. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no information except such as I have gath- 
ered on the subject. I suppose the very best and most complete in- 
strument would not cost to exceed $10 under any circumstances. It 
is too much, therefore, to pay $50 per year of profit to this company in 
the District of Columbia, when the instruments will probably last for 
several years, to say the least. I suppose there is very little wear to 
them. They would probably last at least four or five years. I think 
that profit is too great upon an investment of, say, about $10 for each 
instrument, especially when we grant them the privilege of running 
their wires over the houses, through the streets, etc. A proſit of $50 a 
year on an investment of only $10 is too much to pay for this patent. 

Iam a friend of patent rights and in favor of them, but where they 
simply constitute the basis of a monopoly and really destroy the prog- 
ress of the country unless the people pay enormous bounties, I think 
Ve can not favor them, at least to the extent of sustaining them in these 
outrageous charges. I should say that $30 would bea very high price per 
instrument for these two hundred instruments used in the different De- 
partments of the United States Government. 

More than that, scandal is growing up. Men are saying on the 
streets that Government officers are having telephones put in their 
houses free of charge. Whether that is so or not, I do not know. I 
merely refer to the fact. The great amount that is being paid to this 
eompany for the use of these instruments would naturally lead one to 
try to account for it upon some other basis really than principles of 
economy. I suppose that is what leads to this talk upon the streets. 

I think the amendment ought to be adopted, although perhaps it is 
not precisely a legitimate subject to be put upon a deficiency appro- 
priation bill. At the same time it is germane to appropriations for 
deficiencies which have occurred in the use of telephones and tele- 
graphs within the District of Columbia. Therefore, I offered it to see 
what the Senate would do about it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I do not care about going into the 
merits of the question except to say that if the Senator from Alabama 
desires to be fair he should state not only the cost of an instrument, 
but the length of time it can be used. I think these instruments are 
practically indestructible, and that with reasonable care in use they 
will last for fifty years, subject, of course, to such changes as may be 
made necessary by reason of other inventions that are improvements 
in the art. 

Ihave been told that $4 was the outside cost of one of these instru- 
men a Senator who knows more about their cost than I do cer- 
tainly, for I do not know, and he has had very large means of infor- 
mation. I believe that it would be very hard even by the exercise of 

ination to make them cost over $3. 
e PRESIDENT protempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on the amendment of the Senator from Alabama? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH] suggested an amendment which the Senator from Maine 
5 HALE] thought there would be no objection to. It will be now 


The CHIEF CLERK, On page 71, after line 17, add the following: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay F. P. Holmes, as an additional 
elevator conductor for the Senate wing of the Capitol, for four months, at $100 
per month, $100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, there was an amendment submitted 
by the Senator from California [Mr. HEARST], and referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and also reported by the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, to be added to this bill. I do not see the Senator from 


California in his seat. Inasmuch as it is a matter of interest to our 
coast, I will offer it instead. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California is now 
in the Chamber. 


Mr. DOLPH. Is it the intention of the Senator from California to 
offer the amendment to which I have alluded ? 

Mr. HEARST. Yes, sir; I offer it now, and ask that it be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The Cuter CLERK. On page 94, at the end of section 2, insert: 

To reimburse and pay the States of California, Oregon, and Nevada for 


moneys by them expended in aid of the United States in the warof the rebell- 


ion, as shown by the reports of the Secretary of War in Senate Executive Doo- 
uments Nos. 10, 11, and Trot the present session, as follows : 

e f 

To the State of Nevada, $404,040.70, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I raise the point of order on this amend- 
ment. It is purely a private claim and presented as such, and has not 
in any way been audited by a Department orsubmitted as an estimate 
from any Department. The fact that a committee has reported it does 
not, I suppose, make such a claim in order, 

I may also say, as bearing upon the merits, that it is not in any de- 
gree like those cases where money has been paid to different States. 
It stands on an entirely different footing. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the action of the Secretary of War in regard to 
this claim, acting under the authority of an act of Congress, is not the 
auditing of a claim and if this isa private claim, the point of order 
is well taken. I submit, however, the question as to whether the claim 
of States of the Union against the General Government is a private 
claim within the rule. 

So far as the action of the War Department is concerned, I desire to 
state that Congress an act referring the claim to the Secretary 
of War for report as to the facts, and to audit, by a board to be ap- 
pointed by the Secretary, the amounts claimed, and the amounts of 
these claims were audited by that board or passed upon by the board, 
who reported to the Secretary of War, and their action was by him re- 
ported to Congress, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no doubt that the 
point of order is well taken and that this is in no sense a deficiency 
appropriation. It is a claim that can not be admitted on this bill 
under the ordinary procedure of the Senate. The Chair, however, if 
desired, will submit the question to the Senate for its decision. 

Mr. HALE. I would not ask that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further amendments to 
the bill in the Senate? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, with the permission of the Sen- 
ator from Maine I will offer an amendment, which has been reported 
from the Committee on the Library and is now on the Calendar as a 
bill. I offer it for the consideration of the Senator from Maine and for 
the consideration of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 


read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
purchase the equestrian painting of General Winfield Scott, now in the Corco- 
.. ͤ— — apexcucieted aes Of 
any moneys in the Treasury not an fiara appropriated. dias is 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator from Indiana will not insist upon 
pressing that as an amendment to this bill, It is not a deficiency. 
The committee have considered several items of this kind, as well as 
this, and have rejected them all. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, it is subject to the course indi- 
cated by the Senator from Maine. Whatever his wish may be will be 
mine. I know it is open to the point suggested by the Senator, but 
from 8 ions made to me I thought best to submit it at least, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana does not 
insist upon the amendment? 

Mr. VOORHEES. No. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 276) providing for leave of absence for officers and em- 
ployés in the customs service of the Government who receive per diem 
com tion; and 

A bill (S. 3795) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Columbia Riyer by the Oregon Railway Extensions Company. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in answer to a reso- 
lution of the Senate of June 6, 1890, a report of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs respecting intruders into the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
Nations; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Acting Sec- 
re of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the Senate of 
the 9th instant, a report of Lieut. Col. P. C. Hains, Corps of Engineers, 
concerning the bridge over the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River at 
the foot of Pennsylvania avenue; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

LIQUORS IN THE CAPITOL. 


Mr. PLUMB, Mr. President, I desire to offer two resolutions, and 
ask for their consideration. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be read separately. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be directed to make such order as shal! 
wholly prevent the sale of spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors in the Senate wing 
of the Capitol. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent that this resolution may be now considered, Is there 
objection ? à 

Mr. BLAIR. I suggest that the words and drinking“ be inserted 
after the word sale. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to the amendment offered by the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suggest the insertion of those words. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves to amend the resolntion as will be read. 

The Curer CLERK. It is proposed to amend the resolution so that 
it shall read: 


Resoleed, That the Committee on Rules be directed to make such order as shall | 
wholly prevent the sale and drinking of spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors in | 
the Senate wing of the Capitol. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion? [Putting the question.] By the sound the noes appear to have 


it, 

Mr. PLUMB. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, let the resolution go over until to- 
morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from Maryland, the resolution goes over until to-morrow. 


TRIAL OF LIEUTENANT GUY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB] offers the following resolution, which will be reported. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


I call for the yeas and nays. 
Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby di- 


Under the objection of the Senator 


rected to make forthwith to the Senate a ſull and complete report, containing 
copies of all charges-and complaints, and by whom made, against Lieutenant 
Guy, of the police force, and of all testimony and statements taken by or made 
to said commissioners, or cither of them, concerning such charges, and whether 
said rag 4 in his trial was informed of all the charges and complaints made 
against him by any and all ns to said commissioners, or either of them, 
and, if not, the reasons therefor, and what action has been taken in said trial or 
otherwise concerning said charge. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
consideration of this resolution ? 


Mr. DOLPH. Let it go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It goes over under the rules. 


PUGET SOUND COLLECTION DISTRICT. 
Mr. DOLPH submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 3163) to reorganize and establish the 
customs-collection district of Puget Sound, having met, after full and free con- 
ed 12 have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 


Is there objection to the present 


‘That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment asfollows: Restore the 
section stricken out, and in lieu of the words four thousand.“ where they o- 
cur in said section, insert the words three thousand five hundred. 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 2. 

J. N. DOLPH, 

S: M. CULLOM, 

A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


JOHN LIND, . 
J. H. SWENEY, 
FELIX CAMPBELL, 
Managers on the pari of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 2661) to 
amend an act entitled An act to authorize foot and carriage or rail- 
road bridges across the Mississippi River at St. Paul, in the State of 
Minnesota, approved July 5, 1884. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
3127) amending an act entitled An act to constitute Lincoln, Nebr., 
a port of delivery, and to extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 
1880, entitled ‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate 
transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’ to said port 
of Lincoln, with an amendment in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 8046) to revise the wages of certain employés in the 
Government Printing Oſlice; 

A bill (H. R. 8146) to authorize the construction of a tunnel under the 
Detroit River at the city of Detroit, Mich; 

A bill (H. R. 11241) to authorize the Chicago, Henderson, Bowling 
Green and Chattanooga Railway ee construct a bridge over 
Green and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky; and 


A bill (H. R. 11569) to amend certain sections of the Revised Statutes 
‘relating to lotteries, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the joint 
resolution (S. R. 115) providing that nothing in the diplomatic and con- 
sular appropriation bill shall be construed to interrupt the publication 
of the reports of the Internationa! American Conference. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following bills; and they were thereupon signed by the Pres- 
ident pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 314) for {he relief of Mary B. Le Roy; 

A bill (S. 383) to remove the charge of desertion now standing against 
the record of Noyes Barber on the rolls of the Navy Department; 

A bill (S. 510) granting a pension to John W. Reynolds; 

A bill (S. 775) granting a pension to Andrew J. Foust; 

A bill (S. 848) granting a pension to Mary J. adie; 

A bill (S: 916) granting a pension to Mary E. Harney; 

A bill (S. 973) granting au increase of pension to Virginia L. M. 
Ewing; . 

A bill (S. 1203) granting a pension to Miss Margaret Stafford Worth; 

. A bill (S. 1256) granting a pension to James A. Myers; i 

A bill (S. 1732) granting a peusion to Nancy A. Thornton; 

A bill (S. 1740) granting a pension to Mary J. Welch, an army nurse 
in the late war; 

A bill (S. 2036) granting an increase of pension to Mrs, F. Selina 
Buchanan; 

A bill (S. 2043) granting a pension to Edgar M. Cherry; 

A bill (S. 2066) placing the name of Elizabeth Domm on the pension- 
roll; 

A bill (S. 2366) granting a pension to Florida Kennerly; 

A bill (S. 2644) for the recognition of F. A. Patterson as a captain of 
the Third West Virginia Cavalry; 

A bill (S. 2698) granting a pension to Johanna Loewinger; 

A bill (S. 2832) for the relief Jesse H. Strickland; 

A bill (S. 2859) for the relief of Caroline Baker Stevens, relict of the 
late Col. Robert J. Stevens, and daughter of the late Col. Edward D, 
Baker; 

A bill (S. 2976) granting a pension to Mary L. Bradley, former! 
Mary L. Smith, who served as a nurse in the war of the rebellion; 

A bill (S. 3101) granting a pension to Anna Rodgers Macomb; 

A bill (S. 3177) granting a pension to Ursula Lucretia Haight; 

A bill (S. 3194) granting a pension to Joseph H. Scoopmire; 

A bill (S. 3498) granting a pension to G. L. Pease; and 

A bill (S. 3840) to remove the charge of desertion against George 
Fetterman. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other purposes 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 29, paragraph 137, line 6, it is proposed 
to strike out the words two and two-tenths cents’’ and insert in lien 
thereof one cent,“ and after the word pound,“ in line 7, to insert: 


And thereshall be paid to the manufacturers of tin-plate in the United States, 
from any moneys in the ry not otherwise appropriated, a bounty of 1 
cent per pound, under such rules and ions as the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary uf the Treasury, shall pre- 


scribe, 
Mr. President, I would like the attention of the Sen- 


The pending amendment will be 


Mr. GRAY. 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who has charge of this bill, 
while I ask unanimous consent at this hour to informally lay aside the 
unfinished business in order that the Senate may proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill to transfer the revenue marine to the naval es- 
tablishment, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I regret that I can not yield to the request of the 
Senator from Delaware, IfI should yield to his request Ishould have 
to yield to hundreds of others. I must insist on the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore.. Is the Senate ready for the question 
upon agreeing to the amendment that has been read? 5 

Mr. PLUMB. Let it be again read. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr, PLUMB. Mr. President, I should not now be moved to say 
anything further on this proposition except for the speech of the Sena- 
tor from Delaware [Mr. HiaGixs] on this sabject. 

The Senator congratulated the farming interest of the eastern portion 
of the country upon the fact that there had beena great drought in the 
West, with such a considerable destruction of crops that the Eastern 
farmers acy eS to havea considerable measure of prosperity which 
heretofore not been vouchsaſed to them; and as this congratula- 
tion was embodied in a speech in favor of the imposition of duties upon 
tin, Re Sg it may be accepted as one of the arguments in favor of 

t duty. 5 

I cat ois that the Senator from Dala in ad y 


dressing 
self to the agricultural people of that State, justifying an im 
of a duty which adds very much to the cost of a very 
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product of that State (because it is inevitably incased before it goes 
to market in tincans), would find some excuse necessary for that argu- 
ment. and perhaps some excuse for that congratulation; but I confess 
it is the first time I ever heard of that which has produced a national 
disaster being used seriously as an argument in favor of the imposition 


upon the great masses of the people of a higher rate of duty. 

But I want to say to the Senator that his congratulation will hardly 
have found an echo in the remotest corners of the small State which 
he represents—I say small geographically—before he will have occasion 
to take it back, because while it is true that the agriculturists in Kan- 
sas and Nebraska, and to some extent in Missouri, and I think also in 
other States still farther east, notably in Indiana, have this year suf- 
fered very seriously on account of the drought, which may be said to 
be in a large measure without parallel in the Western country, cér- 
tainly so during the last generation, whereby the corn which they have 
heretofore sold in the Eastern States and which has been exported to 
foreign countries has been cut off and has quite largely diminished the 
supply, yet I congratulate the country, whatever I might say to the 
farmers of Delaware and the Senator from Delaware, that that is not 
the permanent condition; that those men will bear up under that mis- 
fortune bravely, and that next year Kansas and Nebraska will add 50 
per cent. more to the corn supply of this country than they ever did, 
and that if the Senatoris going to justify himself to his people for the 
votes he gives upon the tariff here, in the direction of putting new 
burdens upon them, on the ground that competition which they had 
heretofore had in Kansas and Nebraska is cut off permanently, he will 
find himself very seriously mistaken. 

He says the people of that State have not been hurtany by the pres- 
ence of manufacturing industries in their vicinity. I will quote his 
exact words from the RECORD: 

I do not believe that the farmers of Delaware or of the adjacent States have 
been in any degree injured by the fact that during this time of agricultural de- 
pression in she pres cereal pronunta they bave ħad at their elbow markets for 
all sorts of products, other grain and the staples, in the great city of Phil- 
adelphia and the city of Baltimore, on the one side and the other; of Chester, 


in Pennsylvania, and of my own city of Wilmington, with a prosperity marke: 
by a growth of over 41 per cent. in population in the last decade. 


But, Mr. President, it is not enough to say that they have not been 
hurt by it. The question is one of average or relative condition. All 
the people of the United States are subject to the same laws. I sup- 
pose they are to be represented in Congress and to have such law passed 
as will, as far as possible, render equal service to all and equal bene- 
fits toall. While it is perhaps true, and may be for the purposes of 
this argument accepted as literally true, that the protective tariff now 
prevailing, with the imposition of duties upon manufactured products 
now embodied in the law, has not been the cause of agricultural de- 

ion, yet the men who have suffered by that depression have not 
beck anaoat] of the fact that those who have been sheltered under 
the law have not been subject to the mutations, to the disasters, con- 
sequent upon the decline of prices that the agriculturistshave. While 
that may not be an argument for taking off duties, on the other hand 
it may be a very strong argument for not adding to those duties. 

As I have just said, everythingis relative. The man who is as well 
off as his neighbor has no cause to complain, and usually will not com- 
plain. The man who has more than his neighbor is wealthy, no mat- 
ter how insignificant the sum of his possessions may be. But it is not, 
I beg to say, an elevated or reassuring spectacle that one class of men 
have been able to make great fortunes out of the opportunities which 
the law has given them, while others have during the same period of 
time suffered only disaster or at all events have not made money. And 
I think that that is something to be taken into account; not that these 
people have lost nothing by it, but that the law has so operated that 
there are beneficiaries of it who have escaped the general decline of 
prices, the general depression in business, and have had assured to 
them practically uniform profits during all the period of the depression. 

Now, if that be necessary as a matter of public concern, let that ne- 
cessity be established; and if it be necessary not only to continue it, 
but to add to it, let the necessity for that also be established. I only 
maintain that the onus is upon those who propose not merely to con- 
tinue the present condition, but to add to it. 

Mr. President, a good deal has been said about reciprocity. Wesell 
to England, from whom we purchase, I believe, fully four times the 
value of all the tin we purchase, in the shape of agricultural products, 
which we send them incased in that same tin. The meats, the berries, 
the vegetables, the fruits of different kinds, the articles which are 
known as tinned goods, which are used in the English army to some 
extent, and perhaps in the armies of Europe, go into almost universal 
consumption among the manufacturing and other classes of people in 
Great Britain, and France more especially. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I interrupt the Senator to state a fact in 
that connection—that a certain manufacturerin Chicago is now supply- 
ing the French and German armies and navies with canned meats 
directly from his house in Chicago? 

Mr. PLUMB. Why, Mr. President, Iam told by a gentleman who 
was with the expedition that the line of march of General Roberts 
into and out of Afghanistan could be located for miles by the tin cans 
which had incased American meat and which had been thrown aside 
at the various camping places. 


Where there is reciprocity like that, it may be worth something and 
will be worth something to us inevitably, unless we drive trade away 
from us. Our trade in food products with Great Britain will be greater 
than it can possibly be with all south of Central America. We shall 
sell food products under some system of reciprocity or without it, un- 
doubtedly, to the countries south of us. But, as I said in some re- 
marks I made in the Senate on this general subject two or three years 
ago, as the railroads penetrate to the central areas, to the mountain 
regions and plateaus of South America and Central America, the people 
of that section of the continent will send to the sea-coast for export 
articles which come in direct competition with the products of Amer- 
ican farmers. 

Last year the Argentine Republic exported a large quantity of corn 
and wheat, and the increase of products of that kind in eruder forms 
not only must continue, but we can only sell them some variation of 
our products, some peculiar kinds of manufacture which they themselves 
can not produce, something that is prepared differently, something 
which may be put up for export in a more deft and comfortable and 
convenient and safe way than they put up packages for export from 
the interior. We shall undoubtedly exchange much with them, but 
the demand for our food products from Great Britain, from France, and 
to some extent from Germany is constantly increasing, 

It may be that we shall be able to force our trade upon them, as we 
are now trying to do, after we have attempted to go elsewhere; but we 
can not find anywhere else where they want the agricultural products 
which we now supply them without reciprocity. Why not make that 
reciprocity wide enough to take in all countries with which we have 
reciprocal relations or with which we can establish trade in these prod- 
ucts of which we have a supply in excess of our own wants? 

The tin we import is variously estimated at from $20,000,000 to 
$23,000,000. If the amount of labor used in the manufacture of these 
products of staple use is estimated upon the same basis as that applied 
to the production of steel rails, 50 per cent, of that amount will be 
labor, so that there will be somewhere {rom $10,000,000 to $12,000,000 
of labor. Make the calculation of the number of laborers that would 
be employed upon the basis of $300 per annum for each laborer and 
see how few would be the number of people who would be employed 
in the United States if we succeed in establishing this industry. . 

Mr. President, the more I hear of it the more it seems to me that it 
is largely a plan for the marketing of another article besides tin, or I 
might say several other articles, and that there is no definite form 
planned in the mind of any one or of any suitable combination any- 
where to engagein the manufacture of tin-plate to take the place of 
that which we now get from abroad. 

Furthermore, Mr. President, last year, or two years ago, when we 
considered this question, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], then, 
I think, in e of a similar bill, in advocating the passage of an 
amendment providing for increased duty on tin-plate, said if we gave 
the duty proposed by that bill (which, instead of being 2.2 cents was 
1.75 cents a pound) the committee had assurances from capitalists and 
manufacturers that they would undertake and push to safe and speedy 
conclusion works adequate for the manufacture of all the tin to be , 
used in the United States. And yet, Mr. President, we find that they 
have demanded, and have received in the bill from the committee, a 
duty of 2.2 cents a pound, although it has not been two years since 
the Senator from Iowa said that that duty of 1.75 cents was enough. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to inter- 
rupt him a moment? 

Mr. PLUMB, Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The provision of the bill which was reported by 
the Senate committee two years ago was that an additional duty should 
be imposed upon tin-plate of three-fourths of 1 cent per pound in addi- 
tion to the duty upon the corresponding gauges of black sheets. It is 
true that the duty on black iron sheets, as 15 remember, between Nos. 
10 and 20 wire gauge, was 1 cent a pound, but there is no tin-plate of 
the nature which the Senator from Kansas is now alluding to which is 
not thinner than No. 25 wire gauge. Almost the entire importation is 
No. 29 or No. 30. So, then, under the duty which we then proposed, 
nine-tenths of the tin-sheets or terne-sheets imported would pay 2.15 
cents instead of 1} cents. In making his statement, I am sure the Sen- 
ator from Kansas does not intend to misstate what was the action of the 
committee. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have before me the section as adopted by the Sen- 
ate, and it is exactly as proposed by the Senate committee in the last 
Congress. Paragraph 144, on page 45, of the Senate amendment at 
that time, is as follows: 


144. Sheets of iron or steel, common or black, including all iron or steel com- 
mercially known as common or black taggers iron or steel, and skelp iron or 
steel, valned at 3 cents per Run or less: Thinner than No, 10 and not thin- 
ner than No. 20 wire gauge, 1.1 cents per pound; thinner than No. 20 wire gauge 
and not thinner than No, 25 wire pauzo, 1.2 cents per pound; thinner than No. 
25 wire gauge and not thinner than No. 29 wire gange: 1.4 cents per pound; 
thinner than No, 29 wire gauge, 1.5 cents per poun 


I am going to read the 22 section of this bill as to the 
duties imposed upon similar articles. It is as follows: 


137. All iron or steel sheets or plates, and all hoop, band, or scroll iron or steel, 
22 what are known commercially as tin- plates, terne - plates, and taggers 
tin, and hereinafter provided for, when galvanized or coated with zinc or spelter, 


one-half.of 1 cent per 


other metals, or any alloy of those metals, 8 

und more duty than the rates imposed by the p ng upon the 
„ gauges, or forms, of common or black sheet or taggers iron or 

The highest rate, therefore, to be proposed was about 2 cents per 

und. 

Pi ALDRICH. Two and fifteen-one-hundredths cents. 

Mr. PLUMB. Two and one-tenth cents. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Two and fifteen-one-hundredths cents. 

Mr. PLUMB. While the average was about 14 cents, which is less 
than the duty now proposed by this bill. I suppose, if we were to 
wait until next year, we should have to pay the increased price, and 
we sould not be able to have the assurance that this rate of duty 
would answer the purpose of having this tin produced in the United 
States. But if we are to have it, if it is practicable to have it, why is 
it not wiser and more judicious to have it by the addition of a bounty, 
which does not put upon all the people of the United States the tax 
represented by the increased price of the tin? If a bounty isa good 
thing as applied to sugar, as it is according to the committee, why is it 
not a good thing as applied to tin-plate? Why should one line of man- 
ufacture or production be singled out to be decorated, or perhaps to be 
degraded, as the case may be, by the imposition of a bounty, While all 
the other, kinds of manufacture, and those kinds of manufacture which 
go into almost as universal consumption as sugar does, should have im- 

upon them a duty which increases the price of that commodity 
to all the people? Why should they not be content with a bounty such 
as I have proposed? If that is not enough, make it larger. 

Believing, as I do, that we shall have no large amount of tin manu- 
factured within a reasonable period under the operation of either the 
bounty or the tariff, I am willing to concede and go as far as the fur- 
thest in regard to the bounty proposed, although not believing we shall 
be called upon to pay it. It seems to me if a bounty is to be justified 
at all, if the committee expects to find concurrence in this body for its 
proposition of a bounty upon sugar, it can not reasonably object to the 
proposition which I have made for a bounty upon tin-plate, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, in continuation of the explanation 
which I have made in regard to the duties fixed in the Senate bill of 1888, 
I will repeat that the duty upon all the tin-plates which are thinner 
than No. 25 wire gauge, which include practically all the tin-plate that 
comes to this country, by that bill was 2.15 cents per pound, and the 
committee now propose to impose a duty of 4 cents a pound upon block- 
tin or pig-tin, which, upon the theory that 4 per cent. of tin-plate is 
composed of block-tin, would make an additional burden upon the tin- 
plate-manufacturers of the United States for a while, until the prices 
were equalized, of .1G60facentapound. So the duty which we now pro- 
pose, taken in connection with the duty on block-tin, is less protective to 
the American manufacturer than the duty which we recommended two 


years ago. 

Mr. PLUMB. That proposition to put a duty on block-tin as I un- 
derstand is not in the bill. i 

Mr, ALDRICH. It is not in the bill now, but the committee pro- 

to offer an amendment to cover it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I was addressing myself to the bill as proposed. I 
could not be expected to be aware of the things the committee was 
keeping so profoundly secret that it did not put them in the bill, 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island if 
the duty of 2.2 cents per pound proposed on tin-plate was made with 
a view to the proposal which he says will be hereafter made, to place 
a duty of 4 cents a pound on tin ore or tin metal. Was the rate of 2.2 
per pound upon tin-plate fixed with reference to its being compensa- 
tory in some measure for the duty of 4 cents per pound to be placed 
upon all the block-tin that is to be brought into this country for the use 
of the tin-plate-makers? All of it will have to be brought in, if I am 
not misinformed as to the present prospects of mining tin in this 
country, and is it in order to protect them or to compensate them, as 
the phrase is, for that increased expense of their raw material ? 

Mr, ALDRICH. In considering whether the House rates should be 
retained that question was undoubtedly considered by the committee. 
The amendment which we shall offer when that paragraph is reached 
in the bill will propose a duty of 4 cents a pound upon block-tin, to be 
imposed after the Ist of January, 1892; so that for a while, at least, as 
Ihave said before, the manufacturer of tin-platein the United States may 
have to pay an additional price for his block-tin above what his com- 
petitor in Wales has to pay. 

Mr. GRAY. This seems to show how perfectly at random all this 
matter of the imposition of duties, of the imposition of taxes upon the 

ple of this country, has come to be, when it is being manipulated 

n the interests of the favored classes who seek to take this tribute 
from the people, If this duty, or any part of it, was made necessary 
in any respect, or has become or will become necessary in any respect, 
by reason of the proposed imposition of a tax of 4 cents per pound on 
all the block-tin that comes into this country, why was it that no duty 
on block-tin was incorporated in this bill? Why did the two proposi- 
tions not come together, if it be the fact, as the Senator from Rhode 
Island states it is—and therefore we accept it as a fact—that an im- 
portant consideration entering into the imposition of a duty of 2.2 cents 
a pound was the compensation that was to be given to the tin-plate- 


makers for the tax of 4 cents a pound that they would be compelled to 
pay on a raw material that was necessary for their enterprise? 

Now, Mr. President, after the debate on this matter of the increased 
duty on tin-plate is over and this increased tax is voted on, the ques- 
tion of compensatory duties is brought up, of duties laid by way of 
compensation to manufacturers or proposed manufacturers for the du- 
ties that have been paid or are to be paid upon their raw material of 
manufacture. A very favorite mode, as I understand it, of explain- 
ing the reason for a high rate of duty on a given commodity is that, 
while a part of the duty is pure protection, another part of the duty 
is compensatory, thatis, to compensate the manufacturers for the 125 
that they have to pay upon the raw materials; and so you go 
sometimes for two or three stages in these compensations, 

I notice, however, that when the last man gets his protection and his 
compensatory duty for the raw material there is no compensation any- 
where to the consumer. He is to foot the whole bill, and the sum total 
comes out of his pocket. It is on account of the absence of compensa- 
tion to him that I feel that the people of this country ought to under- 
stand what is being done practically by this complicated scheme of 
taxation, and that we ought, unless we understand something more 
than we understand now about this proposition, to resist this oppress- 
ive tax burden. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, it will be remembered by so many of 
the Senators as are present that during the last Congress, as well as’ 
several times during the present session, the country has been grieved 
to listen to the expressions of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mo- 
PHERSON], the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], whom I do 
not now see in his seat, and I think the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. VANOE], and pretty much all the Senators with sorrowful coun- 
tenances—the country has been, I say, and the Senate, grieved to listen 
to the jeremiads of the Senators jee the abandoned farms of New 
Hampshire. I heard considerable of this prior to the last Presidential 
election. That there were some abandoned farms in the State must 
be admitted. ; 

The people had taken little pains to call attention to their resources 
in that respect with a view to their farms being improved and utilized 
for more profitable purposes, and the data which have been given to 
the country and to the world in the way of advertising, that attracted 
the attention of these free-trade Senators, these strong, vigorous Demo- 
cratic Senators, as reliable data whereupon to found a political theory 
to win a great national election. So we went into the campaign, the 
question at issue being high tariff or free trade or tariff for revenue only. 
The matter has been under discussion all the time ever since and along 
with it the abandoned-farm business in the State of New Hampshire. 

Now, I have in my hand the report of the commissioner of agricult- 
ure and immigration of the Stateof New Hampshire, just issued, and 
I desire to call attention to this authentic document for the consolation 
of those Senators of the dark and gloomy countenance,’ hoping that 
these facts may serve to illuminate their disconsolate visages somewhat. 
Ihave no doubt that these facts are the direct and legitimate result of 
this agitation for a high tariff. I understand that under the 
and effect of the debate now pending in the Senateasin the House pre- 
viously, where we all know the subject was very fully and graphically 
and philosophically discussed, the abandoned farms in New Hampshire 
are becoming quite rapidly improved and being utilized as sources of 
wealth and comfort and as guaranties, not alone of a restored but of 
an ever-to-be-perpetuated Union. ~ 

I do not know that it is worth while for me, considering the anxiety 
we all feel to arrive at a vote—I know the Senator from Rhode Island 
would like to take the question on the passage of the bill during the 
afternoon [laughter], and therefore I will not read this pamphlet in 
extenso, but remind the Senate that the thing to do, when you have a 
bill on your hands that ought to be passed, is to pass it. I have had 
some experience in that line. [Laughter.] On every suitable occa- 
sion—it onght to be done at least once every five minutes—the able 
Senators on either side should rise and insist that the Senator in charge 
of the bill should pass his bill or defeat it, and I hope the Senator from 
Rhode Island, who is also chairman of the Committee on Rules, will 
bear in mind his duty in that regard, and I give him notice that to- 
morrow morning, or at the latest the morning after, I shall, unless this 
bill be disposed of, move to dispossess it of its place on the Calendar 
and endeavor to pass the army nurses bill. [Laughter.] 

But, in regard to the effect of the high tariff agitation upon the 
abandoned farms in New Hampshire, I have stated onceor twice before 
that these farms were being rapidly utilized by the millionaires of the 
country, and were in fact becoming mines of wealth to them. Origi- 
nally the only difficulty was that our more enterprising people had slid 
off these hills down into the valleys, where the soil was richer and they 
were doing better in the immediate vicinity of manufacturing towns 
and villages that were being built up and promoted by this high pro- 
tective tariff. a 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? x 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Delaware ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. What I want is to evolve the truth. We 


are discussing the tariff, and if I am wrong I wish to be corrected. 
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Mr. GRAY. In that I heartily sympathize with the Senator from 
New Hampshire, and therefore, in order to developthe truth, I ask him 
whether the millionaires who have taken up these abandoned farms are 
the millionaires who have become rich by the tariff; and, after all, 
whether it is not a real blessing in disguise to New Hampshire that, while 
the farms are compelled to be abandoned by those who have tilled them, 
yet rich manufacturers are enabled to take them up to make country 
seats ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam inelined to think the Senator is right. I know 
most of them are rich Democratic millionaires from New York City. I 
have no doubt they have been madeso by the legislation of the country. 

2er; GRAY. That is what I want to know. We are getting at the 
truth. 

Mr. BLAIR. Right on that point—for this is a very serious dis- 
cussion—I should like to know what harm is done to any poor man that 
somebody else is rich, if he is not made poorer thereby? What harm 
is there in a system of laws which develops wealth, which gives a con- 
stant improvement to the average and usual condition of the people, 
if, along wiih that, there is a development of large fortune on the part 
of individuals? Isee no harm in it if the masses are better of. Why 
is anybody injured because a few Democrats become millionaires and 
occasionally a Republican? [Laughter. ] 

I tell you, Mr. President, one thing that I think might be done in 
this country. I think all these millionaires, all these men of wealth, 
all these captains of industry, might do a good thing far the world if 
they distributed the wealth which they have acquired toa little better 
advantage to themselves and to the masses of mankind. For instance, 
here is a man who has accumulated wealth, which is the creation of 
the industry of the masses surrounding him. His ability isin the line 
of directorship and of development. He is a commander, and it isa 
legitimate and valuable ability, for whieh he is entitled perhaps to a 
greater compensation by reason of its rarity, from the fact that the 
ability to command is even more important than that to obey, and he 
is entitled perhaps to a larger material compensation. 

But whena man has got millions, and got them legitimately, I think 
that he is under a moral obligation, and I do not know but that he 
ought to be placed under a legal obligation, that his mouey be so rein- 
vested in property as that it shall not he destroyed as though it were 
burned up, but thatit shall be utilizable continuously thereafterwards 
for the benefit of mankind in the great elements of the supportof human 
life, in the great elements of shelter, of clothing, and of food. If a man 
having money in that way locks in the shelter of himself and of a sin- 
gle family an amount of money which, if properly invested, might 
give shelter, with all reasonable comfort and all necessary luxury, to 

en thousand people, I think he has done the same injury to society as 
if he had destroyed it by fire, and I do not think society ought to per- 
mit it to be done. 

Had he invested it so as to give shelter to ten thousand people in- 
stead of to twenty people, it would have yielded afterwards additional 
continuing profits in the way of rents, and at the same time afforded 
shelter to those thousands who, by their labor, had created this. very 
capital which is thus destroyed. So if society would see to it that the 
wealth which society under its present organization develops, creates, 
and evolves, was so appropriated as to answer the great purposes for 
which wealth exists, it would be better for him in whom is the title as 
well as for the masses of those who wouldenjoy it, but who, under ex- 
isting methods of distribution and the legal methods of disposition of 
that which the whole have created, is practically destroyed, without 
adding at all to the comfort or the happiness of the man who destroys it. 

But that isnot the complaint which we havesuffered under hitherto 
in New Hampshire with these abandoned farms. Iam glad to note 
that the people that I have reference to are fast investing to a considera- 
ble extent in these abandoned farms, and so in the end the advantage 
has come around tous. We had only 1,341 of them to start with. That 
is all they were able to find by statistics, hunting the State over as 
carefully as possible. That would afford residences for six or seven 
thousand people only, and in a population as immense as ours that is 
not so very large a number afterall. Our population has increased 
80,000 since the year 1880—I hope the Senator will note that—in- 
creased five or six times the entire number of population that could 
be supported upon these abandoned farms under the most advantageous 
circumstances. 

Mr. PADDOCK. [I should like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire if he is able to state abont what the average size of these farms is 
in his State, the number of acres, the area. 

Mr. BLAIR. Just the size you want them. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PADDOCK. Yes, I suppose so. 

Mr. BLAIR. Anywhere from 25 acres to 160 or 250 or 500 or 1,000 


acres. 
‘ 5 PADDOCK. What is the actual fact as to the probable average 

size 

Mr. BLAIR. Perhaps 150 or 160 acres. 

Mr. PADDOCK. ‘The whole of them together would make a good 
Nebraska farm. 

Mr. BLAIR. And of those there have already been taken up some 
three hundred, leaving only about a thousand, and I take this oppor- 


tunity to say now is the time to subscribe for these farms; they willall 
very soon be gone. [Laughter. ] 
The commissioner concludes as follows: 


Gratifying as these facts may they are doubly increased in significance 
when we consider that the class of people purchasing and renting these farms 
is generally such as appreciates the grand scenery, healthy climate, and asso- 
ciation with an intelligent class of people, for all of which New Hampshire has 
become noted. 


We do not take everybody that comes along. We want thatdistinctly 
understood. They are very glad to pay rent for our society ſor the 
sake of getting into it. [Laughter.] 

Those farms which lia ve become ean fora 


taken by Americans, and we believe they will 
succeed. 


The Americans that left them had the ability and energy to go off 
and succeed elsewhere and build up a good many new States that have 
been spending some time to get into the Union at this session. 


A large number of these farms have become occupied by city people, to whom 
a home in the country has been a fond anticipation for many years, and it is 
needless to say that they will find in a New Hampshire farm all the opportuni- 
ties for gratifying any worthy desire in establishing a home for comfort, health, 
or pleasure, They come, not to make money, but to spend it, and fortunate in- 
deed will it be for the State when the unsold abandoned farms are utilized by 
this class of people. We are informed from credible sources that the summer- 
boarding business was never so large in the State us it is the present season, and 
it is not unreasonable to suppose that the widespread attention recently called 
to the attractions of New Hampshire has had some effect in this direction. 


That is the way we have got about fifteen hundred of these sum- 
mer hotels in the State. 


_ We believe that the appreciation, both at home and abroad, of New Hamp- 
shire’s advantages, which has surely resulted from the enactment of this law, 
can be strengthened and extended by a liberal policy on the part of the State 
until the capacity of our summer hotels and boarding-honses will need to be 
doubled, and no abandoned farm worth any one's attention need be without 


occupants, 
Respectfully submi(ted. 


cultural purposes are mainly 
ve the energy and ability to 


N. J. BACHELDER, Commissioner. 


This document contains interesting particulars, and I will endeayor, 
if desired, to obtain a copy for each of the Senators who feel so badly 
about the abandoned farms of New Hampshire. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The present rate of duty on tin-plates is fixed 
at 1 cent a pound; block-tin is upon the free-list, and it is said by 
manufacturers that they can manufacture tin-plate at the present rates 
of duty and do it profitably. in other words, it can be done against 
foreign competition. 

Tt is proposed in this bill to make the duty on tin-plate 2.2 cents 
per pound. It is proposed, as we now hear irom the Senator from 
Rhode Island, in a subsequent amendment that he is to offer, to put 
block-tin upon the dutiable list at 4 cents a pound. The meaning of 
that would be that when the combination or trust is formed, as it cer- 
tainly will be formed—because certain individuals or corporations will 
control necessarily all the great sources of supply—that it is then de- 
termined that no tin shall come in to interfere with the arrangements 
of the trust. Without the proposed protection upon the block-tin, it 
would be impossible, even with the duty of 2.2 cents per pound, to 
prevent some measure of competition; but if you impose also the duty 
upon the block-tin, now coming in free, you place in the hands of this 
combination the power to fix any price they please upon tin, to the ex- 
tent, at least, of charging the foreign competitor 2.2 cents a pound for 
the privilege of landing it. : 

That is exactly the condition and exactly the situation. The tariff 
alone can not protect; a trust alone can not protect: and for this rea- 
son: If any room were left for home competition and no trust or com- 
bination was formed, the tariff would not protect to the extent at which 
the tariff was made; but when you get them together and combine tho 
tariff and the trast, you have got then an effectual remedy to prevent 
foreign competition of any kind. That I assume to be the object of 
the Senator from Rhode Island in now proposing to place a duty of 4 
cents a pound upon block tin, 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] now steps in and proposes 
another plan. The Senator from Kansas says, let the duty remain at 1 
cent, as the present law provides, upon the tin-plate, and then pay a 
bounty of 1 cent a pound to the manufacturers of tin-plate in this 
country. The effect of that, as everybody can see, would be to simply 
do exactly what the committee pro; to do with sugar. They say: 
We propose to put sugar upon the free-list in order that we may give 
the poor people of this country a cheap breakfast table. We put sugar 
on the free-list as you do tea and coffee, but we propose in like manner 
to pay a bounty on every one who will engage in the manufacture or 
the growing of sugar. Now, if there is any sense in that proposition, 
is there not an equal amount of sense in the proposition made by the 
Senator from Kansas? It certainly would not impose upon the people 
of this country this extraordinary tax of 2.2 cents a pound until the in- 
dustry were developed and until it had reached that degree of perfection 
and proportion that it could supply all the wants of the people of this 
country at least. 7 

I do not agree with the Senator from Kansas. I am opposed to boun- 
ties in every form, and I shall not vote for his bounty proposition, nor 
shall I vote for the proposition which has been made by the commit- 
tee either to make the duty 2.2 cents a pound on tin-plate or to impose 
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a a duty of 4 cents a pound on block-tin. But when you compare the 
proposition of the Senator from Kansas with that offered by the com- 
mittee, it is immeasurably better in every sense and form. it is pos- 
sible to develop a tin industry in this country, it will bedeveloped un- 
der the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. If it is not possible, 
then the people will not have to pay for the privilege of the experi- 
ment. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment will be 
again reported. ‘ 

The SECRETARY. On page 29, in paragraph 137, line 6, after the 
word pay, it is proposed to strike out 2.2 cents and insert 1 
cent,” and after the word pound,“ in line 7, to insert: 


And there shall be paid to the manufacturers of tin · plate in the United States, 
from avy moneys in the ury not otherwise appropriated, a bounty of 1 
cent per pound, under such rules and regulations as the Commissioner of In- 
ternghjievenuo, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall pre- 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I understood the Senator from Del- 
aware [Mr. GRAY] in the course of his remarks a few moments ago to 
allude to the injustice of this high rate upon tin-plate, which we upon 
this side of the Chamber have justified by the rates upon the eruder 
products of iron and tin which gointo its manufacture. I understood 
the Senator to object to this extremely high rate, because he thought 
it was not justified, and to maintain that no higher rate should be im- 

upon the more finished product than upon the lower forms of 
nand steel. Upon thatquestion I wish to read to him a short extract 
from a gentleman well known to him, which, I think, is pertinent to 
this discussion. I read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of Feb- 
ruary 15, 1883. The then Senator from Delaware, Mr. Bayard, offered 
an amendment to the bill then pending} in these words: 


Tron or steel sheets or plates galvanized or coated by any process with zinc 
or spelter, or an alloy of those metals, commercially known as galvanized sheet- 
iron or sheet-steel, 2} cents per pound. 


Betore I read the extract from Mr. Bayard’s remarks I will say that 
of course Senators upon the other side as well as myself know that 
galvanized sheet-iron is a cheaper product, and does not need protection 
as much as tin-plate, and that the rate then proposed by the Senator 
from Delaware was three-tenths of a cent above the rate which the com- 
mittee now recommend upon iron and steel sheets coated with tin or 
lead. The Senator from Delaware in support of this motion made the 
following statement: a 

While the whole scale of these duties is, in my judgment, too high, as I have 
frequently stated in the course of the debate, pagans with fron in pigs and 
running up to its more advanced products, still it is obvious to me that there 
must be a rate of advance and a proportion of duty; that is to say, the more 
crude the article the lower the duty, the more advanced the manufacture the 
higher the duty. 

This principle practically, I would say, has always been recognized, 
I think, in the construction of tariff bills by people of all beliefs, whether 
they were tariff reformers, or free-traders, or protectionists. The tariff of 
Great Britain, while it is in no sense a protective tariff, recognizes this 
principle all the way through, and places higher duties upon the more 
advanced products, and it not only does that, but it places duties upon 
articles which come in competition with their domestic products, upon 
which internal taxes are placed, at a much higher rate than the rate 
of the internal tax. So far as I am aware, an equitable tariff bill conld 
be constructed upon no other principle. 

If iron or steel sheets, black, are entitled to one rate of duty, iron or 
steel sheets, cold-rolled, are entitled to another rate ot duty, and iron 
or steel sheets coated with zine or coated with tin are entitled toa 
still higher rate. The fact that this anomalons condition exists and 
tin-plates are not made in this country is simply owing to that want 
of relation between the duties placed upon these articles. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, once or twice before in the course of 
this debate, when the other side have been appealed to for reasons 
for the propositions they make for the increase of taxes in this bill, 
they have avoided any discussion of the real principle that was in- 
volved, if any principle was involved, and have sought to make some 
personal answer, some argumenium ad hominem that might in some way 
embarrass the interrogator. But let me say to the Senator from Rhode 
Island that high as I place the abilities and patriotism and wisdom of 
the Senator from Delaware, my predecessor, whom he has just quoted, 
I am not estopped personally by any proposition that he made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator wish to interrupt me? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish to protest if the Senator understood that 
I was trying to embarrass him personally. I was only calling his at- 
tention to what I understood was the enunciation of a correct principle, 

Mr. GRAY. I understand. It may well be—and I have not read 
that debate and know nothing of it, except as I have heard it read by 
the Senator from Rhode Island—that a Senator in discussing the various 
and complicated adjustments of rates that become necessary, in a scheme 
like this tariff bill, or any-other that has been presented in the last 
twenty-five years, would find it necessary as a mere business matter, 
as a matter of detail, in seeking to equalize what he considers the 
burdens of a tax scheme that is about to pass, to endeavor to speak 
from a point of view that he would never think of ing from if he 
were discussing it from his own point of view. 
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It may sometimes happen that when a Senator is discussing a local 
industry, local to the State of the Senator who is addressing himself 
to the matter, he thinks if you are going to embark upon this sea 
of high protective taxes that a particular tax is not fair to this par- 
ticular industry, and so he may well protest against a low rate of 
duty upon it, while at the same time disbelieving entirely in the scheme 
and in the reasons that are given for the tax proposed. He may feel 
that a particular injustice is being done by this scheme of taxation to 
this locality or that locality. 

So, Mr. President, as we pass along in the consideration of this bill 
it becomes more and more apparent that we can not enter into a propo- 
sition like this without danger of doing injustice here and there, pro- 
ducing an inequality that will bear hardly upon some industry or some 
class of persons. It is only an argument against the whole scheme of 
high-protective taxes, taxing for protection first and incidentally only 
for revenue. You can not undertake to listen to all the demands of 
those who will be favored by legislation without implicating yourselves 
in this mesh-work, this inextricable net that is thrown around you, and 
from which you can not emerge into the high plane of statesmanship, 
justice, and equality to all before the law; and a man who seeks to 
struggle within the meshes of that net is bound to involve himself in 
some inconsistency where you compare his views upon some particular 
item with the views he holds about the propriety of the entire scheme, 

I did not rise a moment ago for the purpose of discussing anew the 
reasons far this increase of duty on tin-plate to more than double the 
rate fixed by the existing law. That debate has lasted through four 
or five days. It was closed practically by the vote taken on Thursday 
last, when the Senate voted to adhere to the proposition of the bill, and 
to more than double the tax on tiu-plates; but while that debate was 
going on, while there were reasons given on one side and the other for 
reductionand for maintaining the duty proposed in the bill, it was never 
intimated from any source that I heard that one reason for this high 
duty of 2.2 cents pa pound was that it was necessary to compensate 
the proposed tin-plate-makers for theduty which they would be obliged 
to pay upon block-tin, one of their raw materials. 

It was assumed all through that debate by every one upon the other 
side who addressed himself to it that 2.2 cents per pound was abso- 
lutely necessary in order to protect these proposed tin-plate-makers in 
the enterprise which they promised to embark in, and not a syllable 
was said about any compensation by a proposed duty on block-tin, 

If it had come about that the proposed tin-plate-makers had given 
the committee to understand that 2.2 cents per pound was the least 
possible protection that they could get along with and make a profit, 
how is it that they are to be . now with that same rate and with 
an addition of 4 cents a pound on theblock-tin? Either the proposed tin- 
plate-makers misrepresented the facts to the committee, concealed some 
of their information, misinformed them, or there is that utterly unen- 
tertainable proposition that there was a conspiracy between the commit- 
tee and the proposed tin-plate-makers that they would deceive the Sen- 
ate and deceive the publicand get the 2.2 cents per pound on false pre- 
tenses, and then that they would slip on this duty on block-tin to ap- 
pease the interests in the State of South Dakota. 

I say that that proposition can not be entertained for a moment, and 
I do not entertain it. I have too much respect for the members of that 
committee to entertain it; and therefore we are driven to the other 
alternative, that these men misinformed the committee and deceived 
the committee when they told them that 2.2 cents per pound was the 
least possible duty under which they could successiully compete with 
the foreign manufacturers of tin-plate. There is no other alternative. 

That is an illustration of what we are exposed to when we embark 
in this vicious legislation of shaping the tax laws of this country in 
order to meet the demands of special interests in one part of the coun- 
try or the other, instead of trying to make the tax burden as light as 
possible and to bear as equally as possible upon the labor of the coun- 
try and get the most revenue with the least possible derangement of 
business. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
a question, and that is, whether he thinks the duty for the protection 
ol the tin- plate industry, as reported by the committee, is high enough. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it is. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to ask the Senator if he will in about five 
minutes tell us why he thinks so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In answer to the suggestion made by the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] and the closing remarks of the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], I would say that I objectseriously 
to the imputations which are constantly being made upon the other side 
of the Chamber that rates have been fixed in this bill because some- 
body had insisted that they should be so fixed. I wonld say to the 
Senator from Delaware that the committee have observed as closely as 
they could the correct principle laid down by his predecessorin the Sen- 
ate in the remarks which I read, which is that the fixing of rates is very 
largely, if not entirely, a question of relation, and, whether you are 
preparing a tariff for revenue or a tariff for protection, that principle 
must be followed. 

For instance, if you propose in the metal schedule to admit iron ore ` 
free of duty and to puta small rate of duty upon pig-iron, you must 
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puta little higher duty upon bar-iron; you must put a still higher 
duty upon iron sheets; and you-must put a still hi duty upon 
galvanized iron or upon tin-plate, unless you wish to destroy some 
of the industries in this long line from the iron ore to the finished 
pronos whatever it may be. This question of relation is the most 
portant question in the consideration and preparation of a tarift bill, 
whatever may be your purpose. t 

Now, I will say to both the Senators that, having by this bill put 
a rate of duty of 75 centsa ton upon iron ore, a duty of $6.72 upon pig- 
iron, a duty of 1 cent a pound upon bar-iron, and a duty of 1.4 cents 
a pound upon iron and steel sheets of the gauges thinner than No. 25, 
from which tin-platesare made, it becomes necessary for ns, unless we 
wish to do great injustice to this industry, to put a corresponding rate 
upon iron and steel sheets coated either with zinc or with tin or lead, 
as the case may be. 

The committee had the figures before them, and they are printed in 
the testimony, to show that it costs three-fourths of a cent a pound 
more to coat iron and steel sheets with tin or with lead and tin in the 
United States than it does in Wales. So, in the act of 1888 we added 
three-fourths of a cent a pound to the duty upon black sheets, which 
was 1. 4 cents, making the aggregate rate 2.15. We did not jump hap- 
hazard at that rate of 2.15. We tried by a careful investigation to 
apply the sound scientific principles upon which a tariff should be con- 
structed, so that no injustice should be done to the manufacturer of tin- 
plate in the United States. 

We then believed, and I now believe, that with no duty upon block- 
tin 2.15 cents a pound would be sufficient protection to the American 
manufacturer; and I say that the committee in considering the question 
whether they should propose an amendment to this bill to reduce the 
rates five-hundredths of a cent, namely to 2.15 cents, took into consid- 
eration the question whether we should im: a duty upon block-tin. 
The representations made by the Senators from South Dakota, and by 
other parties interested in the mining of tin in the United States, were 
so strong and so convincing that the Senate Finance Committee felt 
obliged to recommend a duty of 4 cents per pound upon block-tin. 

I say that wasan element, but not a specially important element, be- 
cause the 4 cents a pound would only makesixteen-one-hundredthsof a 
centa pound difference in the manufacture of tin-plateifit was all added 
to the present cost of block-tin. The committee believe, if the reason- 


able expectations of the Senators from South Dakota are realized, that 


the price of block-tin five years from now, instead of being 22 cents a 

pound, as it is, now controlled practically by one combination, will be 

reduced to 8 or 10 or 12 cents a pound under the operations of the 
of developing the American mines. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to ask the Senator a question. It is 

suggested all around that the committee put this duty higher than 

was needed so as to secure the establishment of the industry; that 


* there is a design or that they have been duped to enable the people 


who propose to establish this industry at the ot the dinner- 
p brigade that has so many champions on this floor, and I should 
to inquire of the Senator from Rhode Island whether he is con- 
scious of any guilt in this respect. [Laughter.] I insist upon it that 
the Senator shall inform us whether there is any wrong designed or 
intended by the committee. 
— To put the question in proper form, I should like to know, taking 
all the elements which are to be considered and that we 
must protect an industry if we are to establish it, whether the Senator 
believes the rate which the committee has reported could be lessened 
with any reasonable certainty of success in making the experiment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If thecommittee thought so, they certainly would 
have recommended a lower rate. But, in view of the duties upon the 
other articles I have mentioned, I believe the rate fixed in the bill is 
essential for the development of the industry in this country, and I 
have not the slightest doubt, if we pass this bill in the form in which 
it now stands, that within five years irom now practically every pound 
of tin-plate consumed in America will be produced by American pro- 
ducers, and the price of tin-plates, instead of being at the present rate, 
will be, owing to improvements in the methods which will be devised 
by Americans, cheaper than it is to-day. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I have no disposition to prolong 
this debate, because it has already occupied, in my opinion, sufficient 
time of the Senate, but I think that the facts in relation to this matter 
ought to be emphasized a little. 

This bill the House proposing to impose a duty of 2.2 cents 
a pound upon tin-plate without any provision whatever imposing a 
duty upon block-tin. It was referred to the Committee on Finance in 
the Senate and reported back retaining the duty of 2.2 cents per 
pound upon tin- plate and still proposing no duty whatever upon block- 
sg ae committee reporting the bill as it came from the other House 

thi 

Now, one of two things is certainly true, either the duty of 2.2 
cents per pound, which this bill pro to impose upon tin-plates 
with free tin, is too high, or else the duty of 2.2 cents pe poung upon 
tin-plate with 4 cents a pound upon the raw material, -tin, is too 


W. 
If the House of Representatives and the authors of this bill were 


justice to the future tin-plate industries of the country by im- 
posing a duty of 2,2 cents per pound upon tin-plate when the manu- 
facturers were to have their tin free, and the Committee on Finance 
was doing justice to this future industry when it indorsed that 
sition, the Senate will now do injustice to this industry if it adopts the 
suggestion made by the Senator from Rhode Island and imposesa duty 
of 4 cents a pound upon block-tin. 

The Senator from Rhode Island can not escape, it seems to me, from 
this dilemma. The committee has fixeda duty upon tin-plate at arate 
which it reported to the Senate was necessary to establish the industry 
in this country when tin is free, and now we are advised that there is 
to be a duty of 4 cents a pound imposed upon the material, and this 
same rate maintained upon the finished product. If the Senator was 
right when he reported the bill he is wrong when he proposes to im- 
pose this duty upon block-tin. 5 

But it is now said for the first time in this debate that this dgty of 
2.2 cents per pound is necessary because of the intention hereafter to 
impose a duty upon the raw material, upon the plea that there must 
be a compensatory duty upon the finished product on account of the 
burden imposed upon the manufacturer by the duty on his raw ma- 
terial. This is a favorite argument with Senators upon the other side 
and with advocates of the protective system pices r and yet we are 
frequently told in the same breath that the inevitable effect of the im- 
position of a duty upon any product is to reduce the price. The Sen- 
ator has told us within the last five minutes that if a duty of 4 cents 
per pound is imposed upon block-tin, in a very few years the price will 
be reduced from 22 cents to 8 or 10 or 12 cents per pound, and yet he 
proposes to impose a tax of 2.2 cents a pound on tin-plate to compen- 
sate the future makers of tin-plate in this country for the fall in the 
prices of their raw i 

So when you come to the metal schedule generally, as illustrated by 
the Senator from Rhode Island, you impose a duty of 75 cents per ton 
upon the iron ore, $6.72 upon the pig, and so much upon the bars, etc., 
throughout all the processes of manufacture, increasing with each proc- 
ess, upon the theory that you are to compensate somebody for a duty 
upon the material he uses, and at the same time the people are told 
that the tariff reduces the price of these articles. The woolen manu- 
facturer must have 44 cents a pound specific duty and 50 per cent. 
ad valorem upon imported goods, the 44 cents being to compensate him 
for the duty upon 4 pounds of unwashed wool and the 50 per cent. 
ad valorem, it is claimed, for his protection; and yet according to the 
theory of the Senator from Rhode the price of wool should be 
reduced by the imposition of this duty of 11 cents a pound. 

Mr. President, the argument that compensatory duties are necessary 
is a confession that the imposition of a tax raises the price of the arti- 
cle. If the inevitable effect of the imposition of a duty upon an arti- 
cle which can be produced in this country is to reduce its price, then 
no compensatory duty can be necessary. The Senator should take 
some consistent position upon this subject. First, he told us that the 
imposition of a duty upon an article will reduce its price, and then he 
turns about and demands a higher rate of duty upon the finished prod- 
uct in order to compensate for the increased price of the raw material 
upon which a duty is imposed. 

If Senators will take the position, as they do very frequently, that 
the imposition of a duty increases the price of the article, then we can 
understand the argument and meet them squarely. If, on the other 
hand, they will take the position, and maintain it, that the imposition 
of a duty diminishes the price of the article, we can meet them squarely 
on that ground and discuss it. But the difficulty is, we find the Sen- 
ee one moment taking the one position and another moment the 
other. 

In the case of wool, for instance, the farmer is told that the duty in- 
creases the price ot his product. In the case of woolen goods, however, 
he is told that the imposition of a duty reduces the price. In the case 
of block-tin the Senator asks that a compensating duty shall be placed 
upon the terne-plate, and at the same time he tells us that in a very 
few years the imposition of a duty upon block-tin will reduce the price 
of tin from 22 cents to 8, 10, or 12 cents. Then I suppose if that 
should come about we would find the Senator advocating a reduction 
of the duty upon tin-plate, 

But, Mr. President, we have never yet reached the point in reference 
to any article in these dutiable schedules when the manufacturer would 
come forward and say that the imposition of a duty upon his raw ma- 
terial has so diminished its cost to him that he can submit to a reduc- 
tion upon the finished product. I do not think the Senator from Rhode 
Island can cite a single instance in which a manufacturer has made 
this confession before any committee of the House or the Senate. 

Now, sir, I rose only for the purpose of calling the attention of the 
Senate again to the fact so well stated by the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Gray] that this bill as it passed the House dnd as it was reported 
by the Committee on Finance to the Senate imposed too high a duty 
upon terne-plate as the bill then stood, or the bill, if amended as the 
Senator from Rhode Island now proposes by imposing a duty of 4 cents 
per pound upon block-tin, will impose too low a rate of duty upon tin- 


plate. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky con- 
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fuses, it seems to me, the effect of arevenue and a protective duty., If 
block-tin was not a product of the United States and there was no 
probability of its being produced here a duty of 4 cents a pound would 
undoubtedly and inevitably increase the cost of manufacturing tin- 
plates in this country to the extent of 4 centsa pound upon the amount 
of tin used in that production. 

But considering the existing conditions, that the supply of tin of the 
world is largely confined to the production of the Straits Settlements, 
that thesupply of the Cornwall mines is practically or very nearly station- 
ary, and supposing that the reasonable expectations of the Senator 
from South Dakota are to be realized and a product equal ifnot greater 
in amount than the output is to be secured, the inevitable result of the 
development of the American mines, increasing as they would very 
largely the world’s supply, would be a decline in the price. 

The committee took this fact and this belief in its success into con- 
sideration in not increasing the duty upon tin-plates more than five- 
one-hundredths of a cent above the rate which they had suggested in 
the bill of two years ago. 

The Senator from Kentucky also alludes to the claim made by me 
on behalf of the committee that if this duty is imposed we shall reduce 
the price of tin-plates as well as of tin. I stated that I believed with 
the competition of the American manufacturer of tin-plates, with the 
improved methods which American manufacturers are sure to adopt— 
and there is no article in the manufacture of which American manu- 
facturers once enlisted have not led the way in improvements, and while 
the Welsh tin-plate-manulacturers are using the same methods which 
they used a century ago and in Germany, a process using practically all 
hand labor—that the production of tin-plates in this country would 
lead to the reduction in price to the American consumer. 

I do not say, nor have I heard any one say upon this side of the Cham- 
ber, that a purely revenue duty will tend to reduce the price of any 
manufactured article. I do not say, and I have heard no one upon 
this side of the Chamber say, that so long as the general level of the 

rice of American labor is as much higher as it is above that in Great 

ritain or in Germany protective duties will not be necessary. They 
will be required just so long as that level is maintained above that in 
any competing nation. 

I understood the Senator to challenge me to cite the case of a pro- 
tected industry which had appeared before Congress and asked for or 
suggested a reduction of the rates of duty upon the articles it produced. 

Mr. CARLISLE. On account of the reduction in the price of the 
raw material resulting from the imposition of a duty upon it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not understand that qualification; but I was 
about to cite to him a case in point where the cotton-manufacturers of 
the country, upon two or three different oecasions, and notably in 1883, 
presented a schedule to the committees of the two Houses of Congress 
which reduced the duty more than one-half upon all cotton cloths and 
common cotton fabrics. 7 

Mr. BUTLER. But there was no proposition to reduce the duty on 
the finer product. On the contrary, there was a distinct proposition to 
increase it, as I remember. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There was a proposition to increase the duty upon 
some kinds not produced in this country, and not produced simply, as 
in the case of tin-plate, on account of the greater cost of manufactur- 
ing here than abroad, owing to the greater cost of labor in the United 
States, 

Mr. CARLISLE, I understand the Senator from Rhode Island now 
to say he does not contend that the imposition of a revenue rate of 
duty upon an article will reduce its price, but his contention is that 
the imposition of a protective duty upon an article which is produced 
in this country will result in a reduction of its price. 

I suppose the Senator will concede that the duty upon wool—and I 
speak of that because it is an article with which we are all familiar— 
is protective, and has been for many years, except perhaps wool of the 
third class. Now, I would like the Senator to tell the Senate whether 
in his opinion the result of the maintenance of this protective duty 
upon wool produced by the farmers and flock-masters of the United 
States has resulted in reducing its price. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In increasing its price? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Was imposed for that purpose ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say in answer to the question now asked 
me by the Senator from Kentucky that other causes entirely separate 
and apart from the duty on wool, namely, the low rates imposed on 
manutactures of wool, the want of proper relation, in other words, be- 
tween the duties fixed upon wool and its manufactured products, al- 
lowing the importation into the United States during the last year of 
more than $50,000,000 worth of manufactured goods, have had the 
effect to reduce the price of wool in this eountry unduly. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Then it has not been the result, the Sonko thinks, 
of a protective duty? The reduction of the price of wool has not been 
the result of the imposition of a protective duty? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, as I have tried to say, the effect of 
the law has been, taken as a whole, not to protect the wool; that we 
have not had what was in effect a protective duty upon wool. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator proposes in the bill now under con- 
sideration to make only avery slight increase in the duties upon wool; 


and by the act of 1883, for which the Senator voted, and which he 
probably reported to the Senate from the committee, the duty upon 
wool was reduced. Iam unable to understand why the Senator should 
vote for a bill in 1883 to reduce the duties npon wool, when he says 
they were not sufficiently high to be protective, and why he does not 
now 17 7 8 to increase the duties upon wool to at least the point at 
which they were prior to 1883. 

Mr. ALDRIC The bill before the Senate proposes to increase 
duties upon every grade of wool above the rate imposed in 1883. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Not up to the point where they were before the 
Senator voted in 1883 to reduce them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The duty upon carpet wools—— 

Mr. CARLISLE. Carpet wools? I expressly excluded wools of 
the third class, I am referring to wools of the first and second classes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The wools of the other classes are practically as 
high as they were, and wools of the second class are made higher than 
they were in 1867. 

But the trouble is not, as I repeat for the third time, with the duty 
upon wools. I think that the 10 cents per pound, the present rate of 
duty upon wools of the first and second classes, would be sufficient if 
we had a protective duty upon manufactures of wool, which we have 
not had, and wool has been imported and the price of American wool 


has been diminished by the importations of wools in the form of man- 


ufactured wool. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But, if the Senator will allow me, he now says 
that one of the reasons why the price of wool has tallen is that there 
was not a sufficient duty upon the imports of woolen goods. The law 
has always been that a specific duty of so much per pound upon im- 
ported goods was imposed to compensate for the duty on the quantity 
of unwashed wool which it was supposed was req’ 


duty in addition to the ad valorem or protective duty upon imported 
woolen goods equal to the duty im upon the raw wool. The Sen- 
ator will not dispute that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was supposed to be equal, but it was not equal 
asa matter of fact. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It is more than equal, as I think we shall show 
when we come to the wool schedule, Forty-four cents per pound spe- 
cific duty is proposed by this bill to be imposed upon woolen and worsted 
cloths and 50 per cent. ad valorem, the 44 cents a pound specific duty 
being equal to 11 cents per pound upon 4 pounds of unwashed wool, 
which is supposed to be consumed in the manufacture of that pound 
of cloth. Such has been the theory of the law since 1887, a period of 
about twenty-three years; so that you have always had a protection 
against the wool contained in the woolen goods equal to the protection 
for the raw material produced in this country, and 35 or 40 per cent. ad 
valorem besides, 4 

Moreover, a large part of these woolen goods subjected to these heavy 
rates of duty is not composed entirely of wool. Take your worsted 
cloths where the warp is of cotton, and you propose in this very bill to 
impose a specific duty of 44 cents per pound upon the cotton contained 
in the goods to compensate the woolen manufacturer for the duty on 
wool; andsoithas always been. The Senator, therefore, can not main- 


tain the position that the price of wool has fallen not on account of the ` 


protective duty; but because of the importation of wool in the form of 
manufactured goods, there having been all the time, as I said, the same 
or a higherrateof duty on the wool contained in the manufactured goods 
as on the raw material produced in this conntry, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam sure the Senator does not wish to create 9 
false impression. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg to remind the Senator that the act of 1867, 
which imposed aduty of 10 cents a pound and 10 per cent, ad valorem on 
wools of the first class, which was supposed at the time to be equal to 
12 cents a pound specific, also imposed upon cloths and other manu- 
factures of wool a specific compensatory duty of 50 cents per pound, or 
more than four times the rate fixed upon wool of the first class, while 
the act of 1883 imposed a duty of 10 cents a pound on wools of the 
first class and only 35 cents per pound as compensatory duty on manu- 
factures of that wool; thus, while the act of 1867 imposed a specific rate of 
50 cents a pound, more than four times the duty on the wool, the act of 
1883 imposed one which was 5 cents a pound less than four times the 
rate of duty imposed upon wool of the first class. 

This fact is a mathematical demonstration of the inadequate com- 
pensatory duty fixed by the act of 1883, but there is a demonstration 
of much greater importance to the American people, the fact that notwith- 
standing these duties upon woolens $56,582,672 worth of manufact- 
ures of wool were imported into the United States during the year 
closing the first oflast month. Ifthese duties had been protective or 
if they had been compensatory, those woolen goods would have been 
manufactured in the United States from American wool rather than 
in foreign countries from Australian and South American wools. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, the point which I have been en- 
deavoring to make in response to the Senator from Rhode Island was 
simply this: Ever since 1867,when the wool and woolen schedule was 
arranged by an agreement between the wool-growers and wool-manu- 
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facturers, there has been the same or substantially the same protection 
for the American wool-grower against the wool from abroad brought 
here in the form of goods already manufactured as there has been for 
the raw wool itself. Therefore it is not a sufficient answer, when the 
Senator undertakes to explain the reason why wool has fallen as he 
says it has, to say that it was effected by the importation of woolen 
goods. It is true that in the act of 1883 35 per cent. ad valorem was 
placed u woolen goods as the protective duty. 

Mr. RICH. Thirty-five cents a pound. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Thirty-five cents a pound as a specific duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As a compensa‘ory duty. 

Mr. CARLISLE. As a compensatory and specific duty, and I main- 
tain that that was more than compensatory, and when we come to the 
woolen schedule I think it will be shown unquestionably. 

But these goods imported are not all wool. AsIsaid a moment ago, 
a large part, much the larger part, of our importations are woolen and 
worsted goods, with a cotton warp, and other goods composed partly of 
wool The Senator shakes his head, but if he will look at the statistics 
he will find that Iam correct. I say that the all-wool goods do not 
compose half of our importations, 

Mr, ALDRICH. Over half. 

Mr. CARLISLE. And it is only in all-wool goods that you claim 
that 4 pounds of wool are necessary in the manufacture of a pound of 
cloth, and yet you get the specific duty upon the cotton contained in 
the worsted goods as well as upon the wool, y 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator is mistaken in the 
statement; but if it were true it is so much worse for the argument 
the Senator is making. If these people can importan article of cotton 
and pay 35 cents a pound and 40 per cent. ad valorem upon it and sell 
it in competition with American manufacvure, that is so much the 
stronger evidence that this duty is not compensatory. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But the Senator, in response to a few remarks 
made by me a week or so ago, when I referred to theimportation of 
these woolen goods amounting to $50,000,000 annually and which 
were sold here for about 5100, 000, 000, said that a large part of them 
did not compete at all with our manufactures. Now 1 understand 
the Senator to say substantially that they do compete. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Some of them. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The fact that they are imported shows that we 
have not sufficient duty upon the goods, he says. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The reason why they do not compete with Ameri- 
can manufactures is this: It is the case of tin-plate over again. Upon 
all the finer forms of woolen cloths and upon all the finer kinds of woolen 
dress goods—and the Senator from Kentucky is as well aware of that 
fact as I am—it is impossible to-day with the present rate of duty for 
the American manufacturer to compete. So I will agree that that por- 
tion of the importation does not come within the line of competition. 
But there is a considerable portion of the importations which does come 
within the line of competition, and they are not by any means goods 
that are of a low class, which the Senator has referred to. They are 
all classes of goods up to the very finest, and it is only the very finest 
which come within the other description to which I have alluded, 
where the American manufacturer has never, owing to the want of the 
compensatory duty, making my argument still stronger it seems to me, 
been able to make them here at all, because the duty fixed by the act 
of 1883 was not compensatory. 

Now, I desire to call the Senator’s attention to the fact that the im- 
portation of woolen goods has increased every year from 1883 down 
to the present time, and that the lowest importation for any year sub- 
sequent to 1883 was greatly in excess of the average for the years subse- 
quent to 1867, showing that the reduction of the compensatory duty 
from 50 cents a pound to 35 cents a pound in 1883 was a fatal mistake 
for the great manufacturing interests of this country. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CAMERON, If the Senator from Kentucky will yield, I will 
move that the Senate adjourn. j 

Mr. CARLISLE. In just a moment, The hour is late, and we 
have got off the tin-plate and on woolens. I think I shall not make 
any further response to the Senator from Rhode Island until we reach 
the woolen schedule, and then we can discuss the whole subject. 

Mr, CAMERON, Mr, President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before a motion to adjourn is made, 
the Chair will lay before the Senate bills from the House of Representa- 
tives for reference. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce : 

A bill (H. R. 8146) to authorize the construction of a tunnel under 
the Detroit River, at the city ot Detroit, Mich.; and 

A bill (H. R. 11241) to authorize the Chicago, Henderson, Bowling 
` Green and Chattanooga Railway Company to construct a bridge over 

Green and Barren Rivers in the State of Kentucky. 8 

The bill (H. R. 8046) to revise the wages of certain employés in the 
Government Printing Office was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 


The bill (H. R. 11569) to amend certain sections of the Revised Stat- 
utes relating to lotteries, and for other purposes was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roa 


PORT OF LINCOLN, NEBR. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Iask the Chair to lay before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of tatives to Senate bill 3127. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3127) amending an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to constitute Lincoln, Nebr., a port of delivery, and 
to extend the provisions of the actof June 10, 1880, entitled ‘An act 
to amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutia- 
ble goods, and for other purposes,’ to said port of Lincoln,” which was 
in line 13, before the word hundred, to strike out twelve“ and 
insert nine.“ 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment. 
It is a reduction ot the salary of the officer provided for in the bill. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and (at 6 o’clock p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed until to-morrow, Tuesday, August 19, 1890, at 10 o’clock a, m, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, August 18, 1890. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved, 
CUSTOMS DISTRICT, PUGET SOUND. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is on the adoption of the 
conference report presented on Saturday by the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. SWENEY]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the report has not been read this 
morning. I think it had better be read. 

8 The SPEAKER. It was read on Saturday and it is printed in the 

ECORD. > 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, before the con- 
ference report is adopted I wish that the gentleman who has presented 
it would state what is the increase that this bill makes over the present 
annual expenditure in that collection district. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. If the gentleman from Iowa will 
permit me I will make a brief statement. 

Mr. SWENEY. I yield to the gentleman from Washington. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. The salary of the collector of Port 
Townsend is $3,000 per annum, and has been for the last twenty-five 
years, and the Secretary of the Treasury recommended the increase to 
$4,000. That collector has no naval oflicer and none of the other sub- 
ordinates that are found in the custom-houses on the Atlantic coast, 
The Secretary of the Treasury, as I say, recommended that the salary 
should be increased to $4,0U0, but the committee have cut it down to 
$3,500. It is also provided in the bill that there shall be two deputy 
collectors, one at Seattle, a place of 43,000 people, and the other at 
Tacoma, a place of 38,000, and these deputies are to receive a salary 
of $2,000 each. 

a BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Whatsalary is now being paid 
there? 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. They have no deputy collector now 
at Seattle or Tacoma. They have inspectors who are paid from $4 to 
$6 a day, but when these deputy collectors are appointed there will bo 
no longer need for the i TS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not intend to oppose the 
passage of this bill. but in the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses bills 
were introduced forthe purpose of reorganizing the customs-collection 
districts all over the country, consolidating some of the districts and 
making a general readjustmentof them all, and it struck me on Satur- 
day afternoon, when the conference report was presented, that we had 
better be careful about creating new collection districts or increasing 
the expenditures in isolated districts, when really the whole matter 
needed to be carefully gone over, revised, and adjusted. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. This legislation is reeommended by 
the Secretary of the Treasury and it is really necessary. The tonnage 
passing into Puget Sound in that way is now the third largest in the 
United States. The increase of commerce there and the development 
of commerce upon the Pacific Ocean and upon Puget Sound have made 
this change absolutely necessary. The Chinese tea trade is coming in 
there, and there is a great general development of commerce in that 
region. The Secretary of the Treasury, as I have said, has recom- 
mended this increase, only in a larger degree, Salaries in our region 
are always higher than they are east of the Rocky Mountains, because 
wages are higher and it takes more to secure the services of competent 
men. s 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, Has there been ary difficulty 
in finding a gentleman willing to sacrifice himself for the benefit of the 
public service at the old salary of $3,000? 2 


Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Well, I suppose I must make the 
same answer to that question that has been made by other gentlemen, 
and say no. I have not had any difficulty of that kind. But the 
laborer is worthy of his hire. 

Mr. SWENEY. I will state that the salary fixed by the bill as it 

the House was $3,000, but the Senate put the figure at $4,000, 
and the conference report puts it at $3,500: 

The conference report was adopted. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE COLUMBIA. 


Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent to take up and put upon 
its the bill (H. R. 10365) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Columbia River by the Oregon Railway Extensions 
Company. 

The bill was read, as follows: z 


Be tt enacted, eta, That the Oregon Railway Extensions Company, a córpora- 
tion existing under the laws of the State of Oregon, its successors and assigns, 
be, and is perry authorized to construct and maintain, if in the opinion of 
the Secretary of War the same be a public necessity, a bridge across the Colum- 
bia River at a place suitable to commerce and not interfering with navigation, 
at a point at or near Vancouver, in the State of Washington, and to lay on or 
over said bridge a track or tracks for the more perfect connection of any rail- 
road or railroads that are or shal! be constructed to said river, on eitber or both 
sides thereof, at or opposite said point, under the limitations and conditions 
hereinafter provided; that said bridge shall not interfere with the free naviga- 
tion of said river, and in case of any litigation arising from any obstruction or 

eged obstruction to the free navigation of said river, by reason of the ec m- 
struction of said bridge, the cause may be tried before the circuit court of the 
United States in and for any district in whose jurisdiction any portion of said 
obstruction or bridge may be, Said bridge shall be constructed to provide for 
the passage of railroad trains and, at the option of the said company or corpora- 
tion, its successors and assigns, for the safe and convenient passage of wagons 
and vehicles of all kinds, animals and foot-passengers, for such reasonable rates 
of to las may be fixed from time to time by the Secretary of War. 

Src. 2. That said bridge shall be provided with two or more draw-openings, 
each having not less that 200 feet clear channel-way, and in addition to said 
draw-openings one or more fixed channel-spans, each having not less than 350 
feet clear channel-way; and every part of the superstructure of said bridge 
shall give a clear tend room of not less than 10 feet above extreme known high- 
water mark: Provided, That all specs shall be so located as to afford the great- 
est possible accommodation to the river traffic, and a draw-opening shall, if 
practicable, be located next or near shore: Provided, also, That, if the physical 
characteristics of the locality so require and the interests of navigation be not 
injured rane i the lengths of the tixed spansor the number of draw-openings 
may be reduced: Provided, also, That, for any two adjacent draw-openings of 200 
feet each, one draw-opening of 300 feet may be substituted if, in the opinion of 
the Secretary of War, the interests of navigation be not injured thereby. 

Src, 3. That all draw-spaus authorized by this act shall be operated by steam 
or other reliable mechanical power, and shall be opened promptly upon reason- 
able signal for the ge of boats, except when trains are passing over said 

n or spans; but in no case shall unnecessary delay occur in opening said 
3 after the passage of trains; and also that in case the opening ofa draw is 
delayed by reason of the passing of a train after the signal has been given from 
a boat ready to pass through the draw shall be opened for the passage of such 
boat before another train is allowed to pass over the said span or spans; nor 
shall there be any unnecessary delay in the passage of trains over the bridge. 

Sec. 4, That all piers shall be built parallel with the current of the river at 
thatstage of water which is most important for navigation, and the bridge it- 
self shall be built as nearly as may be at right angles thereto ; and that riprap- 
ping or other protection for im perfect foundations which will lessen the required 
water way shall not be permitted; and also that piers which 9 
currents or bars dangerous to navigation shall not be constructed ; and if, after 
construction, any piers or accessory works are found to produce the above-men- 
tioned effects, or if any riprapping or other protection prohibited by this section 
is found to exist, the nuisance shall be abated or corrected under the direction 
of the Secretary of War, or at the expense of the company or persons owning, 
controlling, or operating said bridge. 

Sec. 5. That the approaches to said bridge shall be so designed and con- 
structed as not to interfere with the free discharge of said river in seasons of 
flood; and any encroachment on the high-water cross-section by piers, solid 
embankments, or otherwise which will result in unduly accelerating the high- 
water current at the site of the bridge shali not be allowed. 

Sud. 6, That any corporation, company, or persons owning, controlling, or 
operating the bridge built under the authority of this act shall build and main- 
tain at afl times, as accessory works to such bridge, such booms, piers, dikes, 
guard fences, and similar devices as may be necessary to insure at all times 
a permanent channel for a sufficient distance above and below the bridge site, 
and for the guiding of rafts, steam-boats, and other water craft safely under 
or through said bridge; and if at any time after the construction of the bridge 
and its accessory works the approaches to draw-openings, channel-spans, or 
raft-passages in said bridge are found to be dangerous or difficult of access by 
any important class of river traffic, the Secretary of War may, upon the rec- 
ommendation of the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, order the cor- 

ration, company, or persons owning, controlling, or operating said bridge 

construct, under his directions, and to maintain such additional sheer-booms, 
dikes, and other devices as will obviate the difficulty mentioned, which addi- 
tional sheer-booms, dikes, and other devices shall be built and maintained at 
their own expense by said company or persons; and that said company or per- 
sons shall maintain, at their own expense, from sunset to sunrise throughout 
the season of navigation, such lights and other signals on said bridge as may be 
ulred by the Light-House Board for the security of navigation. 

EC. 7, That the bridge authorized to be constructed by this act shall be lo- 
cated and built under and subject to such regulations for the security of navi- 
gation on said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that 
object said corporation shall submit for his examination a design and drawings 
of the bridge, piers, approaches, and accessory works, and a map of the loca- 
tion, giving, for a space of at least 3 miles above and | mile below the pro; 
location, the topography of the banks of the river and the shore-lines at high 
and low water, This map shall be accompanied by others drawn on the scale 
of Linch to 200 feet, giving, for a space of one-half a mile above the line of the 
proposed bridge and one-quarter of a mile below, an accurate representation of 
the bottom of the river, by contour-lines 2 feet apart, determined by accurate 
soundings, and also showing over the whole width of this part of the river the 
force and directions of the currents at low water, at high water, and at least 
one intermediate stage by triangulated observations on suitable floats. The 
mapsshal! also show the location of other bridges in the vicinity, aud shall 
give such information as the Secretary of War may require for a full and satis- 

nctory understanding of the subject, and the construction of the proposed 
bridge shall not be commenced until the location and plans thereof are ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War, 


Sxc, 8. That any bridge constructed under the authority of this act shall 
built under the general supervision of the Secretary of War, and no changes o; 
alterations in plans shall be made during the construction of said bridge or 
after its completion, unless said changes or alterations conform to the provisions 
of this act and are authorized by the Secretary of War. Thatsuchalterationsand 
changes as may be required by the Secre! of War in said bri so a8 to pre- 
serve free and convenient navigation shall be made under the direction of the 


Secretary of War, at their own Page py the company or persons owning, . 


controlling, or Soper. er bridge. That during original construction or 
carrying outany authorized changes or repairs of said bridge a navigable chan- 
nel shall be preserved at the site of the bridge at all times, and the water way 
of the river shall not be obstructed to a greater extent than is absolutely neces- 
sary, and such lights and buoys shall be kept on all coffer-dams, piles, etc., as 
may be necessary for the security of navigation. 

Sec, 9. That whenever the Secretary of War has good reason to believe that 
any of the provisions of sections 4, 6, and 8 of this act have not been complied 
with by the company or persons owning, controlling, or operating the bridge 
authorized under its provisions it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War, on 
8 proof thereof, to require the sald company or persons to comply with 
the provisions of said sections, and, on failure of said persons or 3 
comply with said requirements within a reasonable time, the Secretary of War 
shall proceed to cause the necessary work, in the form of additions, altera- 
tions, repairs, or removal of obstructions, to be made at the expense of the 
United tes and shall refer the matter, without delay, to the Altorney-Gen- 
eral of the United States, whose duty it shall be to institute, in the name of the 
United States, proceedings in the circuit court of the United States in and for 
the district in which any portion of said obstruction or bridge may be, for the 
recovery of such expense, and all moneys accruing from such pr: ings shall 
be covered into the Treasury of the United States. 

Src, 10. That all railroad companies desiring the use of the bridge authorized 
by this ect shall have and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to 
the passage of railway trains or cars over the same, and over the ap 
thereto, upon the payment of a reasonable compensation for such use; and in 
case the owner or owners of said bridge and the several railroad companies, or 
any one of them, desiring such use shall fail to agree upon the sum or sums to 
be paid, and upon rules and conditions to which each shall conform in using 
said bridge, all matters at issue between them shall be decided by the 
of War upon a hearing of the allegations and proofs of the parties, and equal 
privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph and tele- 
phone companies. 

Sec, II. That the bridge constructed, maintained, and operated under this act 
and according to its limitations shall be a lawful structure, and shall be recog- 
nized and known as a post-route, upon which also no higher charge shall be 
made for the transportation over the same of the mails, the troops, and the 


munitions of war of the United States than the rate per mile paid for the trans- ` 


rtation of said mails, troops, and munitions over the railroads and publie 

igh da AESA to an 5 5 yonan the United segni pee arai the right of 
way for ta'-telegraph and telephone purposes over sa r . 

Sr. 12. That this act shall be anil ahd void if actual construction of the 
bridge herein authorized be not commenced within two years and completed 
within four rs from the date of approval thereof. 

Sec. 13. That all former acts or parts of acts granting authority for the ereo- 
tion ofany bridge or bridges over the portion of said Columbia River over 
which the construction of a bridge is authorized by this act be, and the same 
are hereby, repealed in each and every case where actual construction of said 
9 or bridges be not commenced on or before the date of the approval of 
this 


A sud the right TT 
under the provisions of this act, at the expense of the owners thereof, when- 
ever Congress shall decide that the public interests require it, is also expressly 
reserved, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] that this bill be now considered? z 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent that the bill for the same 
purpose which has passed the Senate, and which is precisely the same 
as the House bill, be substituted for the House bill. 

There was no objection. 

The Senate bill (S. 3795) was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
actordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORRILL moved t6 reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. y 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The House bill (H. R. 10365) was laid on the table. 

NATHANIEL M’KAY ET AL. 

Mr. THOMAS, Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamen inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. men hea 

Mr. THOMAS. During the reading of the Journal I noticed that it 
stated that on Saturday last, during the pendency of the bill in rela- 
tion to the suppression of lotteries, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HAYES] moved to reconsider the vote by which Senate bill 848 for the 
relief of Nathaniel McKay and the executors of Daniel McKay was 
passed, and that that motion was passed over. At the same time I 
moved to Jay the motion to reconsider on the table, but I did not ob- 
serve that the Speaker recognized either motion. I wish now to inquire 
whether the motion of the gentleman from Iowa was made or not. 

The SPEAKER, The motion was made. 

Mr. THOMAS. And was my motion to lay on the table recognized ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that the motion of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THOMAS] to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table could properly have been recognized at that time, 
because the motion to reconsider is a privileged motion. Whenever 
it is taken up for action of the House then a motion to lay it on the 
table will be in order, but that motion will have to be made again. 

Mr. THOMAS. The motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table would have to be made again ? 

TheSPEAKER. It would have to be made again. 

Mr. THOMAS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I now make that motion, and 
ask for its immediate consideration. I ask that asa matter of right. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYES] is not 


t. 
P iir. THOMAS. He was present a moment ago. 

Mr. SPRINGER, As there will have to bea yea-and-nay vote on 
this question, I suggest that the gentleman defer the matter for the 
present. It can be called up at any time, being a privileged matter. 

The SPEAKER. After to-day any member can call it up. 

Mr. THOMAS. Well, I withdraw my proposition. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE FOR CUSTOMS EMPLOYES. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S, 276) providing for leave of absence for officers and employés in the 
customs service of Government who receive per diem compensation. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
Americain Congress assembled, That all officers and employés of the customs 
service of the Government who receive a per diem compensation shall be en- 

» titled to receive the same leave of absence as is provided for clerks and employés 
in the several Executive Departments at Washington, D. C., by chapter 128, 
section 4, of the United States Statutes at Large, volume 22, pages 563 and 564, 


ed March 3, A. D. 1883, 

2, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall make all rules and regula- 
tions necessary to carry the provisions of this act into effect. 
eee Is there objection to the present consideration of 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill, which was ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I have heretofore objected to the consideration 
of this bill; but Ihave been informed by those who claim to know that 
the passage of the bill will involve no additional expense. 

A MEMBER. That is true. J 

Mr. KEER, of Iowa. While I have my doubts upon that question, 
I do not feel warranted in making an objection which will prevent the 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. QUINN. It entails no additional expense. 

The bill was 

Mr. CUMMINGS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELECTION CONTEST—CHALMERS vs. MORGAN. 
Mr. DALZELL. I rise to a privileged question. - 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state for what purpose he 


rises. 

Mr. DALZELL. For the purpose of calling up the contested-elec- 
tion case of Chalmers vs. Morgan. [Cries of Oh, no! ] I wish to 
say that in this case the report of the committee is in favor of the sit- 
ting member; and the case, as I understand, will involve no discussion 
beyond what we may have from the contestant who desires to be heard; 
and I ask unanimous consent that he be allowed to address the House 
for an hour and a half. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Can not the gentleman withhold this matter until 
later in the day, after the committees have been called for motions to 

nd the rules? 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The 
Clerk will read the resolutions reported by the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Elections. 0 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That James R. Chalmers was not elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-first Congress from the Second Congressional district of Mississippi, and 


is not entitled to a seat therein. 
was elected a Representative in the Fifty- 


Resolved, That James B. Mo: 
first Congress from the Second Congressional district of Mississippi, and is en- 


‘étled to retain his seat therein. 

Mr. HOUK. I ask that the resolutions of the minority of the com- 
mittee, on which the vote will first come, be read. 

The SPEAKER. The first question will be on substituting for the 
5 of tle committee the resolutions which the Clerk will now 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That James B. Morgan was not elected a Representative in the Fifty- 
first Congress from the Second Congressional district of Mississippi, and is not 
entitled toa seat therein. 

Resolved, That James R. Chalmers was elected a Representative in the Fifty- 
first Congress from the Second Congressional district of Mississippi, and is en- 
titled to a seat therein. 

Mr. CRISP. As I understood the proposition of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, the only consent to which there has been any agreement 
is that the contestant shall have an hour and a half; there is no agree- 
ment that there shall not be any reply. 

Mr, DALZELL. Oh, not at all. I merely expressed the opinion 
that the case would not lead to discussion. 

Mr. CRISP. I concur with the gentleman in that opinion, but I 
did not want any mistake about this matter. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If I understand the matter correctly, the unani- 
mous consent means an hour and a half for the consideration of this 
case. Is thatright? - 

6 Oh, no; I asked an hour and a half for the con- 
t. 
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Mr. HOUK. Samp ogo a emma pide Siac hie whe 
prolonged discussion the contestant should have an hour and a 

and that should end the debate. If that is not the understanding, 
others besides the majority of the committee may perhaps desire to 


take part. 
Mr. CANNON. I understood clearly that the limitation for debate 
to an hour and a half was involved in the request for unanimous con- 


sent. 8 

Mr. CRISP. Oh, no; as the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL] has stated, this is a report of the Committee on Elections 
assented to by every member of the committee except one, who filesa 
report in favor of the contestant. It is not now thought by the ma- 
jority of the committee that they will desire to use any time, but they 
want the contestant to have such time as he desires. The House has 
agreed to give him an hour and a half, but certainly the majority of 
the committee should not be ex in advance of what the contest- 
ant may say, to announce to the House that we shall not want any time. 
We may now think we shall not, but possibly we may. 

Mr. HOUK. It has been the understanding between the gentleman 
representing the majority and myself that the case should be called 
up, that Mr. Chalmers should have an hour and a half, and that the vote 
should then be taken. If further debate is to go on, others will want 
to participate besides the majority. 

TheSPEAKER, The Chair so understood the gentleman from Penn- 

lvania. 

22 5 CRISP. There is no limitation, Mr. Speaker, upon the right of 
anybody to get the floor under the rules of the House. 

The SPEAKER. None except by the consent of the House. 

Mr. CRISP. That is what I want to prevent—any agreement or 
understanding that will confine the debate to the contestant alone, 
As I understand, the matter will be subject to the rules of the House, 

Mr. CANNON. When unanimous consent was asked and no ques- 
tion of consideration raised, and an hour and a half granted to the 
contestant, I understood that was to end the matter. If this case is to 
be called up and not disposed of to-day there are some of us, I appre- 
hend, who would raise the question of consideration on it. 

Mr. CRISP. My friend will bear in mind that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania did not have to ask unanimous consent to call this case 
up or to allow himself or any other member to address the House; but 
inasmuch as the contestant is not a member and it was desired that he 
should have an opportunity to speak, therefore, and therefore only, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania asked unanimous consent. 

Mr. CANNON. But it was quite in order when the case was called 
up for any member here to raise the question of consideration in favor 
of suspension day ?- 

Mr. CRISP. Of course. 

Mr. CANNON. And that was not done because all those around me 
at least understood that there would be but an hour and a half taken 
up with the case. 

Mr. CRISP. I do not know that it will take any more, but simply 
do not want to enter into any agreement which by unanimous consent 
would place this side of the House in the attitude of not being permit- 
ted to make response, if a response shall be necessary to anything which 
may be said by the contestant. I do not know that there will be any 
desire to speak at all, but I want it understood that the right is not 
surrendered by any gentleman on this side. 

Mr. McCOMAS, How much time does the gentleman think should 
be reserved on that side? 

Mr. CRISP. We can not tell. 

Mr. DALZELL. There is no disposition on this side of the House 
to discuss the question at all, and I suppose that the contestant would 
present his side of the case and the majority side would be satisfied to 
rest on their report. That has been our understanding all along, though 
of course there has been no agreement. 

Mr. CRISP. I will state again, I suppose that will be the course; 
but merely want to be understood as not yielding consent that this side 
of the House shall be cut off from opportunity to reply if necessary. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, how much time does the gentleman think 
would be necessary, a halt hour? 

Mr. CRISP. I do not see any necessity to make any agreement as 
to time. We shall not occupy the floor at all if not necessary. I do 
not think there will be any trouble about an arrangement satisfactory 
to all parties. 

Mr. DALZELL. I think not. 

Mr. HOUK. Well, let us understand this matter. If I have to 
speak in the case I want to know it now; and I yielded my right to 
speak with the understanding that the contestant would have an hour 
and a half. If that arrangement is not to prevail I want to be excusec 
from participating in any other. 5 

Mr. DALZELL. My friend from Tennessee and the contestant are 
both on the same side. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I ask unanimous consent that Mr. HOUK be ex- 
cused from MATTE a [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUC of New Jersey. Has any agreement been reached 
as to time? 

The SPEAKER. None. 
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Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Pennsylvania says that he will 
ask the ious question and bring this to a vote to-day. 
ina BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But that deprives us of suspen- 


day. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Only for a part of the day. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I protest against taking suspen- 
sion day in this way. It has got to be stopped. 

The SPEAKER. The contestant is now recognized for one hour and 

“a half. 
Mr. CHALMERS. Mr. Speaker, before beginning 
ask this House to listen carefully to a few extracts from the majority 
in this case. It admits that the Second Congressional district 
Mississippi was largely Republican before the shotgun policy’? 
began. And, after a graphic description of the outrages committed in 
the last election, it says: 

Nor is evidence wanting that this is a favorite method of long standing of 
“shutting down upon” the Republican voters of this district, which, up until 
1876 and prior to the inauguration of the “shotgun policy,” was a Republi 
district by a large majority. 

And just here let me say that the same proof which shows this to 
have been a Republican district shows that in the two eastern counties, 
which have large white majorities and where the election is conceded 
to have been fair, I received the largest vote ever cast for any Republican 
candidate for a State or national office; larger than the vote for Grant for 
President or Ames for governor before the shotgun policy“ began. 
And this thoroughly exposes the falee pretense set up by the contestee 
that his pretended majority was due to my unpopularity with the Re- 
publican party. The record shows that I ran ahead of my ticket in the 
whole district, and he ran behind his. > 

The majority report further says: 

With respect to the other seyen counties there isa number of boxes as to 
which no testimony was taken; but it may be safely affirmed that in not one 
of these counties, taken as a whole, was the election an honest one. Fraud in 
various forms, including intimidation of voters, corrupt manipulation of regis- 
tration, stuffing and stealing of ballot-boxes, and illegal voting, finds ample 
ilJustration in all of them. 

Again, it says: 

But it is proven that the election in question was characterized by fraud, dis- 
graceful to our civilization, and such as to call for severe animadversion on the 
part of every honest man. 

Again, it says: 

Sufficient has been shown to make certain that the election methods of the 
Second Congressional district of Mississippi include such as if continued must 
prove destructive of popular government. 

Then follows this paradoxical conclusion: 

The conceded fairness of the election in Tippah and Union Counties and the 
legal presumption in favor of the unassailed boxes must save to the sitting mem- 
ber his rea papier 44 fact that glaring and reprehensible frauds were 
committed in connection with his election. 

How there can be any legal presumption in favor of any box in any 
of these seven western counties, where the majority report says the 
election methods were such as if continued must prove destructive 
of popular government,“ surpasses my comprehension. And astonish- 
ment becomes greater when we follow this report a little further. After 
speaking of the removal of the ballot-boxes from the presence of the 
United States supervisors it says: ‘‘Every presumption arises against 
those guilty of such open and express violations of astatute passed in 
the interest of pure elections. How is it ible, then, that there can 
be any legal presumption in favor of any box inany of these contested 
counties? : ~ 

The import of verity given to the acts of officers is a presumption of 
law arising from the belief that all officers do their duty, and in a com- 
munity where men respect and obey the law this is correct presump- 
tion. But in a community where those who hold the election believe 
that it is necessary, to preserve white civilization, to suppress the negro 
vote, or a majority composed of negroes and a few whites, and where 
at every box examined it is found that the election officers have fraud- 
ulently accomplished this purpose, the presumption of common lawand 
common sense is that men who believe the same thing, who are inthe 
same organization, who are selected for the same purpose, and placed 
in the same circumstances will do the same thing. Hence, fraud be- 
ing found at every, box examined and further investigation being pre- 
vented by the acts of the friends of the contestee, the import of verity 
is taken away from the acts of the officers who made the returns from 
the unexamined boxes and those who erased the names of the voters 
from the poll-books. 

As to the character of this district the majority report says: 

If we may jodme from the evidence, this state of things is to be accounted 
for by the existence in that district of a different standard of morals from that 

which is generally accepted as 
moral. 

Again, the majority report says: 

The election in question was held on the 6th day of November, 1888. The con- 
testant was the Republican nominee for Congress, and the contestee the Demo- 
cratic. The latter was returned as elected by a plurality of 8,161 votes, a plu- 
rality at least four times as much as his legal plurality. 

This, when reduced to figures, means this—that 6,121 of that re- 

turned plurality was obtained by ‘‘glaring and reprehensible fraud” 
and that what is called his legal plurality is only 2,040 votes. 


the correct one by communities recognized as 


As stated by the majority report, the contest was made in the seyen 
western counties alone, In these counties the returned plurality is 
6,465, and of this, as found by the majority report, 6,121 represent 
fraud in various forms, including intimidation of voters, corrupt ma- 
nipulation of stuffing and ing of ballot-boxes, and 
illegal voting,” and the other 344, all that is left of the 6,465 stolen 
votes, t. the legal presumption in favor of the unassailed - 
boxes, which gave the contestant 2,266 plurality, by which the major- 
ity saved to the sitting member his seat. Six thousand one hun- 
eee and twenty-one are conceded to be fraud and 344 are presumed to 

onest. 

These seven Republican counties, which have an honest Republican 
majority of over 3,000, are counted by fraud into 6,465 Democratic 
majority, making a change of over 9,485, and yet a Republican Con- 
gress is asked to save a seat to the sitting member by the legal pre- 
sumption in favor of the unexamined boxes in the seven counties, 
where, the majority report says: 

It may be safely affirmed that in not one of these counties, taken as a whole, 
was the election an honest one, 

The practical effect, therefore, of the majority report is to allow two 
little Democratic counties, where the elections are fair, because they 
have large white majorities, casting only 3,500 votes, to control seven 
Republican counties, casting 16,295 votes, where the most outrageous 
frauds are practiced. To sustain this report is to sustain the Missis-. 
sippi plan in all its nakedness, and if a Kepublican Congress indorses 
it you must all stop denouncing the Democrats of Mississippi. 

If you do this, you may rest assured that they will grant you for- 
giveness. It is true that the majority report uses some ugly words 
about them, but in view of the fact that in each of the contested cases 
from Mississippi the majority of the committee have decided against 
the contestants, the Mississippi Democrats will readily consider the lan- 
guage of the report as mere political buncombe for political effect. The 
only difficulty then in the way of a ‘‘love feast” will be my distin- 
guished friend, Judge HOUK, of Tennessee. He has unfortunately de- 
cided that there was a conspiracy in Mississippi, and in his great speech - 
on the Lodge bill has filed an appendix which may deceive some read- 
ers into the belief that there is a conspiracy in Mississippi. 


Table showing counties in Mississippi having white and colored majorities, 
respectively. 


Š WHITE, 
it isin erates Returns of 1888. 
Counties. 

White Colored Cleve- | Harri- 

voters. voters. d. | son, 
2, 156 819 | 1,094 447 
| 2,335 554 | 1,163 108 
| 1,135 468 735 313 
-| 1,382 410 s50 478 
1,673 620 833 616 
| 1,369 964 | 1,045 611 
1, 864 881 1,875 135 
2,070 770 967 509 
2.026 427 1. 231 281 
«| 1,006 628 750 193 
2.004 525 1, 301 483 
1,564 184 810 144 

* 2, 102 539 1. 409 397 

— 
Total. me — — — 23, 681 | 8,436 15,013 5,214 
COLORED, 

OisibOrnO,.ss.seissisóponps carsiccstusersaschiectoscevbcepnacedscbest 986 2,566 599 14 
Soto „| 1,906 3. 100 2,083 960 
889 1,851 708 253 
2,568 3,946 | 2,201 6 

1641 4029| 1.664 TIT 
3 954 2,419 683 363 

1,430 5,006 | 1,122 17 

1,469 3,908 | 2,032 S44 
2,750 3,469 | 2,264 1,40 
2.457 3.557 | 2,962 413 
1,360 4,819 846 0 
1. 145 2. 17] 1,342 399 

232 3739| 1,650 | 1.121 
1,002 1,357 | 1,021 28 
2,217 5,238 | 2,364 958 
1,726 5,604 | 1,850 322 
855 2,567 495 37 

2,238 5,363 | 1,196 ¥ 

FV 29, 927 | 06, 75 | 27,068 | 8,329 


Tt is a comparison of fourteen counties in Mississippi having white 
majorities and fourteen having large colored majorities. In the four- 
teen white counties there were, according to the State census of 1880, 
8,436 eolored voters, and there were 5,214 Republican votes cast and 
counted at the election in 1888. In the fourteen colored counties there 
were 66,775 colored voters and here only 8,329 Republican votes were 
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counted. In the white counties the Democrats received 62 per cent. 
of the white votes and the ublicans received 62 per cent. of the 
colored votes, and this gives lie to the false pretense that the ne- 
groes did not want to vote. , 

In the colored counties there were returned for the Democrats 90 per 
cent. of the white votes and for the Republicans only 12 per cent. of 
the colored votes. That this strange inequality in the desire of both 
whites and blacks to go to the polls should have appeared in the same 
election, with only the invisible lines of a county to divide the voters, 
stamps falsehood on the pretended returns and shows that the Missis- 
sippi plan is to cheat in the election only where it is necessary to sup- 
press the negro majority. 

Again, the majority report says: 

In the remaining seven counties there are ninety-seven polling places. The 
validity of the election is assailed at fifty-five of these, but not successfully, in 
the opinion of your committee, as to exceed twenty-two or twenty-three, 

The brief filed by me and the proof in the record show that every 
box in the seven western counties was assailed by me, but that proof 
as to the vote was only taken at thirty-eight boxes. These boxes are 
all named in the minority report and the testimony assailing each is 
there given, which shows that in the opinion of the minority at least 
they were successfully assailed. If the majority report had been as 
explicit there would have been no room for doubt on this subject. 

t is greatly to be regretted that the majority report did not give at 
least the names of the boxes which they considered successfully as- 
sailed and those which they did not, so that this House gpuld have 
decided intelligently about the boxes, upon which the ority and 
minority report did not agree. The failure to do this leaves me at 
great disadvantage in attempting to argue my case before the House 
and compels me to confine myself almost entirely to the question of 
law presented by the majority as to the legal presumption in favor of 
ths unexamined boxes. 

The minority report gives the names of nine boxes in Benton County, 
iour in De Soto, six in Marshall, six in Panola, eight in Tate, and 
eleven in La Fayette, making forty-four. These forty-four boxes, which 
gave me 269 plurality over Colonel Manning, are returned 2,266 plu- 
rality for Morgan, and if they be rejected it leaves me a plurality of 
226, If to this be added 380 rejected votes outside ot La Fayette County 
who are rejected because their names were erased from the poll-books, 
it gives me a plurality of 606. 

The minority report gives mea son larger plurality, but I propose 
now to discuss this case upon the legal question presented by the ma- 
jority report, that the unexamined boxes shall be counted on the legal 
presumption in favor of the acts of public officers, If there was a gen- 
eral plan or conspiracy in Mississippi to carry the election by fraud 
and it it was found that this conspiracy was carried out at every box 
examined, no one will deny that this would vitiate all the returns, so 
that no vote could be counted except where otherwise proved. This 
was so held bya Democratic Con in the case of Craig against Shelley. 
And this view of the law is fully sustained by the supreme court of 
Mississippi in the case of Word vs. Sykes. 

The reporter in the statement of that case says: 


The petition further alleges that by conspiracy between Sykes and the Demo- 
cratic executive committee the State board of commissioners were induced to 
appoint three Democrats, friends and partisans of Sykes, election comm ission- 
ars for Monroe County, who appointed Democrats, friends and partisans of 
Sykes, election officers at each of the voting precincts of the county, 

Chalmers, J., delivering the opinion of the court, says: 

No mere omission or irregularity on the part of the returning officers can re- 
sult in setting aside the certificate. Any practice which may be thought pur- 

ly to have been resorted to for influencing the result will have that effect, 
those who made the return knew oforsanctionedit. Speaking tor myself alone 
and not for the court, T think that the prima facie presumption of correctness 
in the certificate fails whenever it is shown affirmatively that, as alleged in this 
ease, one side only participated in making out the returns and the other side 
was excluded from conducting the election and making up the count; in such 
ease, to speak more correctly, I think the prima facie presumption of correct- 
ness never attaches. We ali think that it fails where it is shown that there was 
any intentional wrong on the part of those who made the count.“ (Word es, 
Sykes, 61 Mias., 65, 065-607.) 
In the case of Threet vs. Clarke this committee said: 

The committee is of the opinion that where the course is systematically pur- 
sued of appointing on the election boards to represent the minority or opposi- 
tion party persons not indorsed by that party and as to whose loyalty to the 
party whose interests they are expected to guard there is a question, or of ap- 
pointing pamona who are unable to read and write when there would be no 
difficulty in finding men well qualified in those respects, this ought of itself to 
be considered evidence of conspiracy to defraud on the part of the election offi- 
cers. This was clearly a violation of the law on the part of the board. 


It will be observed that the judge, on his individual opinion, fully 
sustained the report of this committee in the case of Threet rs. Clatke, 
and that the whole court say ‘‘any practice which may be thought 
purposely to have been resorted to for influencing the result“ will 
vitiate the returns. The only question, then, in this case is, did the 
party in power select all the election officers to suit themselves and 
deny to the other party officers asked for by them, and was this pur- 
posely done to influence the result? That the Republicans were de- 
nied any commissioners of election asked for by them, and that this 
has been done continuously for years, is abundantly proved, is not de- 
nied by the contestee in this case, and is admitted in the brief of an- 
other contestee from Mississippi. (See Catchings’s brief, 260.) 
That the Republicans were denied the inspectors for in De 


Soto, Tallahatchee, and Tate Counties, and that this has been con- 
stantly done for years, is also clearly proved, and yet the committee 
give the import of verity to the unexamined boxes in these counties, 

The question in this case is thus narrowed down to this issue: was 
mapado was there not a conspiracy in Mississippi to carry the election 

The majority of the committee saysthis was not proved to their satis- 
faction; and yet they admit that they are almost persuaded to believe. 
The report says: 

In many places the ballot-boxes were removed from the presence of the 
United States supervisor, against his will and without pretense of justification 
orexcuse, Every presumption arises against those ty of such open and ex- 
press violations of a statute passed in the interest of pure elections. And whe’ 
as in this case, the practice is so common, it is hard toavoid the conclusion tha 
it is the result of concert fora fraudulent purpose. 

Like Festus before St. Paul, they were almost persuaded to believe. 
They could not quite see the conspiracy, and yet in their effort to save 
the seat to the sitting member they find it hard to resist this conclu- 
sion that there was one. 

To ask for more proof than the report of the committee admits was 
made is, it seems to me, to ask me to prove that the sun shines when 
we all see it. If there was not such conspiracy in Mississippi, how does 
it happen that in a State with 25,000 negro majority and a large num- 
ber of white Hepat the Democrats get from 30,000 to 60,000 ma. 
jority at every election, when all the negroes are denounced as Repub» 
licans and every white Republican is denounced as belonging to the 
damned negro party? If there is no fixed plan to do this the history of 
our times has been written in falsehood, the declarations of the Re. 
publican platforms and the speeches of Republican orators are slanders 
on the State, and the leading Democrats who, in recent interviews about 
our constitutional convention, have admitted that the present method 
of holding elections is ruinous and disgraceful, have indorsed these 
slanders on their State. 

Why ask for more proof when Democrats on this floor boldly threat- 
ened a nullification of the election law if it should be passed? That 
there is a fixed determination all over the South to suppress the negro 
vote, fairly if they can, but fraudulently and forcibly if they must, is too 
well known to need further proof, and that Mississippi has been the 
leader in this movement is equally as wellknown. When secession was 
attempted, Mississippi furnished the great leader in the president of the 
Confederate States. When the conflict of bullets ceased and the con- 
flict of ballots began, when secession from the Union was abandoned 
and nullification of the constitutional amendments was commenced. 
Mississippi again furnished the leader of the South, the Talleyrand 
of American politics, a man who by his honeyed words in this Hall 
over the dead body of the great advocate of manhood suffrage won the 
esteem of Massachusetts and the confidence of the North, and who 
by his fierce philippics in the backwoods of Mississippi against tha 
black voter and his white leaders fired the hearts of his hearers against 
the fifteenth amendment. His words fell on listening ears and were 
seed sown in good ground. There are no braver people, no better 
politicians, and no more determined men than are to be found among 
the Democrats of Mississippi. They have been taught and they have 
taught to others that the suppression of the n vote is essential to 
white civilization and that the end justifies 3 

Under that maxim they have formed a solid organization, unsur- 
passed for courage, determination, shrewdness, and trickery since the 
famous order of Jesuits, under the same maxim, ruled the counsels of 
the world, Enthused with the fanatical belief that their purposes 
are holy and just, they have been as relentless and cruel as the Spanish 
Inquisition in crushing at the political wheel every man they deem a 
heretic to their faith. 

The Committee on Elections electrified this House in the Feather- 
ston case with their recital of the scenes when the Winchester Rifle 
Club drove the Republican office-holders from Crittenden County. 
They forget that Mississippi ey since taught that lesson to Arkansas, 
Go read again the history of Kemper County, when the Republican 
party was buried forever in the blood of the Chisholm family. Go 
read again the history of Yazoo County, when the Republican officers 
were driven out; where Dixon, a candidate for sheriff, was shot down 
in the streets of Yazoo City, and where to-day thefe are 5,000 Repub- 
lican voters and only 7 Republican votes returned at the last elec- 
tion for Marsh Cook, the Republican candidate for Congress, 

Poor, gallant Marsh Cook, the telegraph brought us the news that 
he, too, had fallen the last victim to political hate in Mississippi. He 
was a candidate for delegate to the constitutional convention from 
Jasper County and dared to make a Republican speech to Republican 
voters. He was waited on by a committee of Democrats and notified 
that if he made another such speech he would get into trouble. Like 
a true and brave man as he was, he answered that he would continue 
his canvass and risk the consequences. On the next day he was found 
dead in the road with seventeen buckshot in his body. 

The cowardly assassins who murdered him would not meet him face 
to face and man to man, but five of them hid themselves in a log 
school-house on the road to his next appointment, and with their guns 
between the logs shot him dead and left him weltering in his blood, 
a prey to beasts and buzzards, until he was found by a negro. He, 
too, was a contestant for a seat in this House, but abandoned his con- 
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test. He, like the rest of us, went into the canvass knowing that his 


life was in peril. He has fallen by the hands of the enemy, while we 
are left to fall in the house of our friends. Only 7 votes were counted 
for him in Yazoo County, where thére are 5,000 Republican voters. 

And yet the majority report of the Committee on Elections would 
give the import of verity to that return and ask a Republican Congress 
to stultify itself by approving sucha report, In Tallahatchee County 
the proof shows the color of each voter, and where there were 832 ne- 

and 783 whites voted the returns give 1,020 to the contestee 
and only 2 votes tome. The proof showed this return to be not only 
false, but a forgery, and yet the majority report names this as one 
county where they give the import of verity to the returns made by 
precinct officers for the contestee, and if I am correctly informed they 
supply my vote by the guesses of Democratic witnesses as to how many 
of my votes were rejected by this corrupt board of commissioners as 
illegal. The minority report gives mea majority in this county. I 
ask this House to examine both reports as to Tallahatchee County. 
Here is a square issue presented between the two reports, and I am 
willing to rest my case on the decision of this question alone. 

In the McDuffie case the committee aroused the indignation of this 
House over the brutal murder of a negro who was killed for keeping 
a tally- list of the Republican voters at the polls. But they forget that 
Mississippi tanght this lesson to Alabama. Go read again the history 
ot Copiah County, where J. P. Matthews, a prominent merchant, an 
old citizen of old family and good standing, was murdered at the 
polls for daring to vote against the orders of the Democratic party, 
shot by a man who had no personal malice against him, and who it is 
said was selected by lot to do the bloody deed, a man who but a few days 
before had fed at his table, who addressed him familiarly as a friend 
and said, Print, don’t vote,“ and then deliberately took a shotgun 
from behind the door and killed him when he did vote. The mur- 
derer was tried, was defended by the eloquent member of this House 
from the Seventh district of Mississippi, and acquitted on the plea of 
self-defense. 

That the chairman of the Committee on Elections should demand 
more proof from me is astounding after his great speech on the Lodge 
election bill, in which his statement of outrages in Mississippi was 
drawn entirely from the record in my case. And it was especially 
astounding after he used this emphatic language: 

Mr. Speaker, I have said that the belief is prevalent throughout the North 
that the black vote in the Southern States is suppressed. I now propose to af- 
firm that that belief is based upon absolute proof. The black vote is not only 
sup 1; but it is the announced determination of the men who control pub- 
fic sentiment there, men of prominence and character throughout the great 
black belt of the country, that that suppression shall continue with law or in 
spite of law. 

This was either true or it was false. If true, it proved a conspiracy 
in Mississippi, as elsewhere in the South. If true, the Lodge bill 
should have been passed, and the sitting member from the Second Dis- 
trict of Mississippi should be turned out and the seat given to me 
which was stolen from me by that conspiracy. If it was false for one 
purpose it was false for the other. It was upon such declarations of 
proof that this House the Lodge election bill. The belief that 
there was a fixed plan all over the South to suppress the negro vote 
was then said to be absolute proof. If now you turn and say there is 
no proof of such a plan in Mississippi, you will place yourselves in a 
ä and suspicious attitude before the country. 

Democrats said at the opening of this Congress that the Republicans 
of this House would turn ont Democrats enough to make a working 
majority and then stop. This charge was again made by Democratic 
Congressmen on the Fourth of July in Tammany Hall. 

If now you adopt the majority report in this case it will give color 
to that charge. It will be said that this House passed a bill to secure 
a Republican majority in the next House on testimony which was pro- 
nounced absolute proof, and yet after having secured a working ma- 
jority in this House it pronounced the same proof insufficient to unseat 
a sittiog member. 

This House can not afford to place itself in such an attitude before 
the country, and I do not believe it will; and especially when I only 
ask you to give to me the same legal presumption that Democrats gave 
to a Democrat in the case of O’Ferrall vs. Paul. In that case twenty 
boxes in one county were assailed because 655 votes were received on 
illegal tax receipts. The fraud was proved at sixteen boxes, and was, 
on the general testimony, extended to four boxes not examined. Again, 
I only ask you to follow the rules laid down by the Republicans in the 
case of Me Duffle vs. Davidson in the last Congress, I prepared my case 
and brought my proof fully within the rules there laiddown. I made 
general proofs of fraud as to all the seven counties and I selected one 
box as a sample and there proved fraud by the voters themselves, 

By dilatory cross-examinations I was kept for thirty days examin- 
ing the voters at thisone box. And while I was thus facing the enemy 
in person, my counsel at other places were so intimidated and ob- 
structed that they were compelled to goto Memphis totake testimony. 
At Holly Springs the Democratic mayor refused to go on with my tes- 
timony after he had agreed to take it. At Oxford my attorney was a 
Northern man who had been a teacher in the public school there, and 
expelled because he made a Republican speech in Illinois during vaca- 


tion, and he deemed it imprudent to attempt to take testimony there on 
account of the intense excitement against both him and myself. And at 
Hernando, the home of the contestee, where was o for political 
purposes the military company so strongly refi to in the majority 
report and in the speech of the chairman on the Lodge bill, my counsel 
were intimidated from taking testimony. : 

My leading attorney there was John T, Hull, an old Greenback 
leader of courage and distinction, whose brother was shot down in the 
Greenback canvass in Holmes County in 1879, and who continued to 
fight as he lay on his back on the ground. The news of Clayton’s 
assassination was received in Hernando on the day the taking of my 
testimony was to begin, and the excitement was so great and the ap- 
pearance of danger so threatening that John T. Hull, brave man that 
5 was and is, was atraid of bloodshed if he continued to take testimony _ 
there. 

In the McDuffie case, after speaking of frivolous cross-examinations, 
the majority report said: 

This conduct resulted beyond a reasonable doubt from a deliberate purpose 


to suppress as much of contestant’s evidence as possible and prevent a disclos- 
ure of the whole truth. 


And yet I am told that worse conduct in my case is no evidence of 
such deliberate purpose in Mississippi. These efforts to suppress in- 
vestigation seem to me conclusive evidence of fraud, and to 
the majority report is simply to enable a man to obtain a seat in Con- 
gress by the suppression of Republican votes and to hold it by the sup- 
pression of testimony. But if more proof is demanded, I insist that it 
is abunddntly furnished in the record. 

Let us see what is the rule of evidence by which a conspiracy is 
proved, and then what is considered sufficient proof. 

The distinguished gentleman who prepared the majority report in 
this ease is an able lawyer, but it is said that be has never been en- 
gaged in the trial of a criminal case, and it is evident from the report 
that he is not familiar with the rules of criminal evidence as to the 
establishment of a case of conspiracy. 

The elementary writers tell us that— 

The evidence in support of an allegation of conspiracy is generally circum- 
stantial, and it is not necessary to prove any direct concert, or even any meet- 
ing of the conspirators, as the actual fact of conspiracy may be collected from 
the collateral circumstances of the case. Although the common design is the 
root of the charge, yet it is not necessary to prove that the parties came to- 
paner and actually agreed in terms to have the common design and to pursue 

tby common means and so to carry it into execution, because in many cases 

of ~ — — clearly established conspiracies there are no means of proving any 

ng. - 
r. 3 two persons pursue by their acts the same object, often by the 
same means, one performing one part of an actand the other another part of 
the same act, so as to complete it, with a view to the attainment of the object 
they were pursuing, the juries are at liberty to draw the conclusion that they 
have been engaged in a conspiracy to effect that object.—Archbold’s Cr. Pr. and 
Pl., volume 3, star page 622, note, 

Now as to the sufficiency of such evidence. 

The supreme court of Mississippi, speaking of circumstantial evidence 
on a trial for murder, said: 

As mathematical certainty is not attainable in such cases, moral certainty is 
all the Jaw requires, Even direct testimony, it is said, does not afford grounds 
of belief of a higher nature. Evidence which supplies the minds of the jury to - 
this extent constitutes full proof of the fact in question before them. This ~ 
moral certainty is defined by Chief Justice Shaw, in his charge to the j in 
the Webster case, to be a certainty that convinces and directs the 22 
and satisfies the reason and judgments of those who are bound to act conscien- 
tiously upon it, (James vs, The State, 45 Miss. R., 575.) 


The majority report shows that they were convinced to a moral cer- 
tainty that the contestee was fraudulently counted in, and yet, when 
the chief-justice of Massachusetts directed a jury to hang a defendant 
if so convinced, the majority report saves a seat in Congress to a man 
they are morally certain was not elected. And I now ask if there is a 
Republican in this House who is not morally certain that there was a 
conspiracy in Mississippi to carry the election by fraud. If you are 
morally certain of it I am entitled to be seated. 

I propose to prove that there was such a conspiracy in the State of 
Mississippi: First, by the declaration of Democratic leaders of their 
purpose to suppress the negro vote; second, I propose to prove that there 
was a conspiracy in this district by the declaration of the contestee 
himself and his immediate supporters; third, to prove that there was 
conspiracy by the acts of the election officers, all pursuing the same 
object, often by the same means, one performing one part and the 
other another so as to complete it, with a view to the attainment of 
the object they were pursuing. — 

GENERAL DECLARATIONS OF PURPOSE, 

If gentlemen want law to show that it is competent to introduce 
public speeches and newspaper articles of the leaders of an organiza- 
tion to show its purposes and design, I point to the Anarchist cases de- 
cided in Illinois, the State of the chairman of the committee. If gen- 
tlemen want law to show that other and distinct acts or crimes of 
members of an organized body can be used in evidence against any 
member of that body, when on trial, I point to the Molly Maguire 
cases decided in Pennsylvania, the State of the distinguished gentle- 
man who wrote the majority report in this case. 

In the anarchist case it was held by the supreme court of Illinois 
that a combination of men whose avowed purpose was to take the 
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property of the rich and divide it among the poor was an unlawful 
combination, that its members were conspirators, and that the public 
speeches and newspaper articles of its leaders were competent evidence 
against members on trial for their lives. Certainly a combination of 
men whose avowed purpose is to suppress the negro vote and give to 
minority candidates offices which belong to the siape irs equally an 
unlawful combination. Its members are apay conspirators, and 
the speeches and newspaper articles of its leaders are equally com- 
OnO A ee member of that party. Ifin one case 

be hanged on such testimony, it is strange that the same tes- 
mararo not sufficient to unseat a member of Congress whose cer- 
tificate of election has been stolen. 

We might point to the declaration of Democratic leaders, not only in 
Mississippi, but allover the South. A distinguished Georgian, in what 
may now be called his dying declaration, made in Fanueil Hall, the 
cradle of American liberty, said: 

‘We wrested— 

Mark the word— 


wrested our State government from negro ray sok par when the Federal drum- 
beat rolled closer to the ballot-box, and when Federal bayonets “Batya it deeper 
permitted in this free Government. 2 though 
vet thundered in every voting precinct in the South, 
we will still, in the mercy of God, find the means and the courage — 3 
its establishment. 


The Memphis Avalanche, a leading Democratic organ in Tennessee 
and Mississippi, said: 

The Republic will please take notice that the white people of the South do not 
intend 155 submit. to be governed by negroes in any manner whatsoever. They 
have said so in deeds at every election for twenty years, and henceforth they 
mean to 7 it in words. 

When we come to Mississippi we find a speech made by Governor 
Lowry, made in the first contest for Congress between the contestee 
and myself, and which is set out in the record. He came to Marshall 
County, where he knew there was a majority of colored voters and a 
still larger majority of Republican voters, and openly urged the Demo- 
crats to carry the election withont regard to the majority against them. 
To encourage them to do this he said: 

That Ethel Barksdale, who had a majority of 8,000 against him, would be 

elected by 5,000 majority, 


He said: 
You 5 take five hundred white men and put them in Central Africa and 
they will rule or perish. 
And referring to me he said: 
„ county to vote for him to go to 
ngress, he proposes to take them the nose and lead them into 
= ths tees th wear fi eaea „ W 

This is the same man who signed the pretended certificate of election 
in this case and who signed the certificate of election for Manning in 
1882, which a Democratic Congress declared was a fraud, and who was 
at the head of the State board of election which appointed all the com- 
missioners of election in 1888. 

Here was a bold declaration of purpose: the Democrats followed it 
up, and the result followed as the governor said it would. And yet 
the mpe wid report asks this House to give the import of verity to elec- 

tion returns made by officers selected by this governor and his confed- 
erates to carry out their purpose, 
DECLARATIONS OF PURPOSE IN THE DISTRICT. 

When we come to the district, we have the declarations of the con- 
testee himself. It is proved that in a canvass for a nomination for 
Congress, to recommend himself to the well known Democratic senti- 
ment, he declared on the stump that he was as much in favor of cheat- 

the negro out of his vote as any other man. (R., 954.) 
was charged against him in the notice of contest; he denied it, 
but it was proved on him by a leading Democrat, Hon. C. B. Howry, 
United States district attorney under Cleveland. 

In another speech he said that he and others, in 1875, had buckled 
on their six-shooters, and with clubs in their hands had knocked down 
the negro leaders at the polls; that this was successful then, and he 
core it to be done again. He denied this, but it was proved on him 

by eight respectable Democrats who heard him. (R., 574.) 

11 is further ved by his attorney and witness, ee S. Buchanan, 
that he believed that Republican rule in Mississippi was worse than 

ballot-box-stuffing; or, to use his own words, he says: 


I think anything like wholesale ballot-box-stuffing or fraud in elections is 
oon). not quite as greatly to be deplored as Republican rule would be. 


One W. W. MeMahon was one of his inspectors of election, who, at 
College Hill, returned 285 for Morgan and 26 for Chalmers, where 281 
negroes and 30 white men voted. 

Beanland, witness for contestant, says: 


J heard W. W. McMahon, one of the od Toran thes Hill, say they went there 
to bent anybody the damn ni would vote for, aidit: Had the voters 
been 1 it would have male Qo differcona. (R. 595. 


McMahon was introduced as a witness for . and admitted, 
on examination, that he did not believe a negro should be allowed to 
vote. He denied his conversation with but did not deny the 


following conversation which was proved on him by L. M. Word. He — 1583, 


Avaust 18, 


was asked what he thought about the wholesale erasure of the 
of a voters from the poll-books in La Fayette County, 

‘My God, anything is right to beat the damn niggers,’ and 
n told there was no negro in the canvass, he replied, That don't 
make any difference; the niggers voted for Chalmers, and, by God, if 
we can’t stuff em out we'll shoot em out. We don’t give a damn 
how we git ’em out; we are goin’ to control em.“ (R. 556.) 

With such declarations of the belief and intentions of the contestee 
and his supporters in this district, it is difficult to understand how the 
majority failed to see there was a conspiracy in this district, and it 
would be a refinement of legal technicality to talk about giving the 
import of verity to returns made in such a district and by such officers 
at boxes not examined, when the failure toexamine them was brought 
about by the acts of the contestee and his friends. 

When we come to Marshall County we find that a secret circular 
was issued October 13, 1888, by the Democratic executive committee, 
which said: 

A 
sin i dices one e ok 
formation that convinces us that the negroes are better organized than for years 
Peig tu On the other hand, our own people seem ee and indiferent; This 

ing true, something must be done or we are beaten in the coming election 

the fruits of the great victory of 1875 are swept away and white supremacy 

111 be a thing of the past. 

Something was done, and what it was the majority report tells. A 
county which gave me 1,000 majority over Manning was counted into 
a majority for 836 for Morgan. At ten boxes examined out of sixteen 
there was fraud enough found to reverse that majority, but at six 
boxes which could not be examined the committee have left the returned 
majority standing. They seem to have conscientious scruples against 
disturbing the returns of these immaculate election officers because 
they are compelled by legal technicality to believe that the conspiracy 
shown in the circular of the executive committee did not extend to the 
precinct officers, 

When we come to Tate County we find the following, published in 
the Tate County Record, two weeks befure the election: 

What did the drum-beat mean ten or twelve years ago? It meant this, n 
supremacy over whitesand it means the same thing now, under the Sees 
of 9 and Chalmers. Democrats of Tate, can Jons stand it? If not, u 
atthem in your old-time style and with your old-time vigor. The danger 
nent. They are alert and active. How are you? 3 the danger of 
losing the county is great. 

Here again was a clear declaration of purpose to suppress the negro 
vote. What was the result? Where two weeks before the election 
they admitted the danger of losing the county is great and where I 
had 306 majority over Manning, I was counted but 435 votes. And 
where Manning’s total vote was 1,166 and where the total vote at the 
Democratic primary the year before was 1,050, Morgan was counted 
1,926 and 1,490 majority—more majority than there ever were Dem- 
ocratie votes in the county. This was the county where my whole 
vote, 1,472, was attempted to be stolen from me in 1882, by certifying 
my vote to J. R. Chambless. 

The proof shows that the commissioners of election refused to ap- 
point any inspectors asked for by the chairman of the Republican com- 
mittee, and that all the inspectors appointed were Democrats, except 
at three boxes. At twoof the boxes where Republican inspectors were 
appointed, the majority report shows that the ballot-boxes were re- 
moved from the presence of the United States supervisors before the: 
were counted. At another box, Cold Water, the proof showed that 
was entitled to 167 votes where the returns gave me but 7, and it is 
proved that the Democratic leader, to whose house the ballot-box was 
taken at dinner-time, offered to bet before the election that I would 
not get over7 votes at that box. 

At Taylor's, in this county, it is proved that the Republican vote 
cast was five to one greater than the Democratic. There was a brave 
Confederate soldier who was the United Statessupervisorat this box, who 
watched it so closely that it could not be stuffed. But as the count- 
ing was about to commence the lights were blown out and the aie 
box was stolen. The Republican United States supervisor was 
insulted by the Democratic inspector.. This led to a personal di 5 
after the election, in which the Republican was shot and dangerously 
wounded and the Democrat was, as usual, acquitted on the plea of 
self-defense. The Committee on Elections, in the case of Threet rs. 
Clarke, said that such a refusal to appoint inspectors asked for by Re- 
publicans, as is proved in this county, was in itself evidence of con- 
spiracy and a fraud. The majority report in this case says: 

At Lamar, Horn Lake, Nesbitt, Eudora, Olive Branch, College Hill 
homa,and Strayhorn the election machinery was exclusively in the ec 
the Democrats, in express violation of the law, which requi: the inspectors to 
be “suitable ms of different parties,” or, where there was any protense 
made of app yen dees S 5 the appointee was illiterate and disqualified 
to perform the du his office; and the evidence goes to show that such ap- 
pointees were expressly selected ‘because of their incompetency. 

The law of Congress on this point is well settled: 


The appointment of the managers of election,in fairness and common de- 
cency, should be made from opposite political parties. A refusal to do so inthe 
face of a statute directing it to be done may in some cases be evidence of fraud, 
and it might form an important link in a chain of circumstances bg on to es- 

5 (Buchanan vs. Manning, Calkins's Report, Dig. Elec, Cases, 
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ing angel in heaven. P 5 

Turn to La Fayette County, and here the evidence of conspiracy is 

more glaring. The week before the election the member of the 
mgressional Democratic committee of this county said, in the pee 
ence of two white men, supposed no doubt to be Democrats, that - 
mers would carry that county by 400 majority unless something was 
done to prevent it; and that a meeting was to be held at his office that 
night to fix up some plan to prevent it. A plan was fixed up. Now 
let us see what that plan was and who fixed it. The chairman of the 
district committee says: 

Int. What information did you have as to the Democratic and Republican or- 
ganization in La Fayette County? 

Ans. My information was Jess definite as to the organization of that county 
than any other in the district. The Democratic party, my information is, was 
not organized until late; but a pretty good organization was reported to me 
finally. The last week or ten days ofthe campaign, Judge Morgan spent in that 
county. As chairman of the district committee, I especially requested him to 
give that county his attention, and he reported itin pretty good fix. 


Now, what that pretty good fix was is shown by the result. The 
Republican voters of the county were disfranchised by a wholesale 
erasure of their names from the poll-books. When the Republican 
voters came to the polls they ‘‘came up dead,” as Democratic leaders 
facetiously said they would. The bloody death of the physical man 
was spared, but the not less effective death of the political man was in- 
Alete. The poll-books are copies from the registration books of the 
voters at each precinct, and no man can vote unless his name appears 
on the poll-books. The poll-books with the ballot-boxes are usually 
sent ont by messengers selected by the commissioners of election. 

At this election the messengers were selected by one L. S. Dillard, 
the boss ballot-box-stuffer of the county, who had been indicted for 
violating the election laws in 1882, when he was a commissioner of 

« election, and who had been rewarded with the office of postmaster at 
Oxford by the Cleveland Administration. When these books came back 
after the election they had been so terribly mutilated that one of the 
Democratic commissioners said they were not the same. The names 
of the Republican voters were ſound to have been erased more or less 
at every box examined. Four hundred werescratched off, and marked 
dead or removed at the two boxes in Oxſord alone. 

The Republican United States supervisor at the south box was marked 
dead and not allowed to vote. The result was that in a Republican 
county, the home of L. Q. C. Lamar, where he was defeated for Con- 
gress by 48 votes in 1872, and where in 1882 I had a majority of 362 
over Manning, and where it was admitted one week befure the election 
that I would carry the county by 400 majority, I was returned but 
475 votes and Morgan given 1,196 majority, more majority than Man- 
ning had votes, and almost as much majority as Lamar had votes. 
But four out of fifteen boxes in this county could be examined, and at 
these fraud enongh was found to reduce that majority to 596. 

Looking back to the history of this district you will find in the case 
of Buchanan vs. Manning thata similar wholesale disfranchisement of 
Republican voters was made in 1880, in De Soto County, the home of 
the contestee, and where he has been for years, the political leader of 
his party. In criminal cases, depending on circumstantial evidence, 
where a crime has been committed, evidence of a motive to commit the 
crime and of opportunity to have committed it by the person having 
that motive furnishes strong presumptive evidence of his guilt. Whence 
did this crime emanate? From the home of the contestee. Who had 
an oppostunity to plan this crime? The contestee. Who had thestrong- 
est motive to commit this crime? The contestee. 

And yet a Republican committee ask a Republican Congress to give 
him 596 majority at the unexamined boxes in this county on the tech- 
nical presumption that the returns were honest, No rule of law is 
better settled than that a man can not take advantage of his own 
wrong and can not hold a title, frandulently obtained, even when it 
comes partly through an innocent source. Fraud vitiates everything, 
whether it is accomplished through innocent or corrupt agents, and it 
is therefore immaterial under the facts here proved whether the in- 
2 at the unexamined boxes were innocent or corrupt agents of 

contestee. 
A MONUMENT OF FRAUD. 


This is another Mississippi plan that has been transported to other 
Southern States. In the last State election in Virginia, itis said, that 
20,000 Republican voters were thus disfranchised in a single day. 
This gigantic frand was perpetrated under the shadow of the monu- 
ment to Washington, and hereafter the two will stand side by side, 


one a momument to freedom and the other a monument to fraud. 
Outside of La Fayette County, 380 voters came to the polls with Re- 
publican tickets in their hands to vote for me who were rejected be- 
cause their names were not on the poll-books. 

The majority of the committee refused to count these votes for me 
on the technical presumption that the officers who erased these names 
must be presumed to have done their duty. The name ofa voter can 
only belegally erased from the poll-book when he is dead, or has re- 
moved, or has been convicted of crime. These men who walked up to 
the polls to vote were certainly not dead. They had not removed 
because they were present where they claimed the right to vote, and 
the only crime that there is any evidence of their having committed 
was the crime of belonging to the Republican party, which in the eyes 
of a Mississippi Democrat is less pardonable than a sin against the 
Holy Ghost. To doubt that these men were illegally erased from the 
poll-books, in accordance with a fixed plan to defraud at elections in 
Mississippi, would be to donbt that the sun shines because the rim of 
your hat shades it from your eyes. The majority report says: 


There is no doubt in the minds of your committee from the evidence presented 
in this record that immense frauds were practiced in this Congressional district 
by the simple device of unlawfully striking names from the registry list and 
then refusing to receive votes because of alleged want of registration, 


And yet the committee refuse to count forme these 380 votes, That 


it was the chief part of the conspiracy to count me out by a ma- 
jority so large that it would be almost impossible to overthrow it was 
practically confessed by the chairman of the district committee, who 
was caught in the cross-examination. He had said that the Democrats 
were thoroughly organized and that the Republicans had no organiza- 
tion. He was shown Democratic circulars showing statements exact] 
opposite to this before the election and asked what they meant. e 
said: 

That article and the H. O. Rand circular were both intended to stir up the 


Democrats and make the organization more effective; and the main reason 
for the call was that they were sick and tired of Chalmers's candidacy, and they 


determined to bury him with such a majority that he surely could not come- 


again; and they accomplished what they intended in securing an overwhelm- 
ing majority against him. 

That this plan was deliberately fixed and carried out is shown by 
the returns from the seven western counties at the last four elections. 
For six years I had kept up a constant political warfare in this district, 
In 1882 I had there a majority of 3,048 over Manning. In 1884 th 
counted in Morgan by a majority of 1,868. In 1886 they increased it 
to 2,814, although in the two eastern counties, where the election was 
fair, his majority fell from 2,171 to only 752. This gain of mine in 


the white counties alarmed the Democrats so that this time they in- 


creased their fraudulent majorities in the western counties to 6,465. 
ACTS OF THE CONSPIRATORS, 


We come next to the separate acts of the officers, each performing 
his part to complete the whole. The secretary of the Republican com- 
mittee presented a written request to the State election board to be al- 
lowed to name the Republican commissioners for each county, and was 
conversing about it with Major Govan, secretary of state and one of 
the State board of election. He says: 

While this conversation was proceeding the governor came to the door, and 
was informed by jor Govan what I desired. The governor stated to me that 
the law did not uire them as a board Lo recognize any political 
in their selection of their appointees; that the board was the sole judge, and 
were not required to recognize any recommendations of that character. I then 
Jeft and heard pr prey urther from the communication, (See testimony W. H. 
Gibbs in each of the Mississippi cases.) < 

Itis proved that the lieutenant-governor, another member of this 
board, on a former occasion, had opposed allowing the opposition to 
name their inspectors in his county, and had said, We have got the 
advantage and we intend to hold it.“ And it is proved in the case of 
Kernaghan vs. Hocker that the secretary of state, when excusing 
himself from not keeping a promise toa Republican friend to allow 
him to name the Republican commissioner in his county, said they 
could not go back on the plan, which was to appoint only such com- 
missioners as were recommended by Democrats. is 

THE AUTOCRATIO MACHINE, 

This State board of election isthe head of the machine which rules 
the State with autocratic power. They appoint the commissioners of 
election for each county and they are the autocrats of the county. 
They have power without notice to disfranchise voters by erasing their 
names from the poll-books and power to appoint the inspectors of elec- 
tion for each box, and the inspectors appoint the clerks. If suitable 

ns of different parties were appointed as the law directs, it would 
be fair; but when the party in power, always in violation of the spirit 
and often in violation of the letter of the law, appoint only such offi- 
cers as suit themselves, it becomes a powerful engine of fraud and op- 

ression, 

£ A more perfect plan to overthrow the will of the majority, to over- 
turn republican form of government and establish an oligarchy could 
scarce be devised. When we contemplate the power of this machine, 
we understand atonce how 25,000 Republican majority could be counted 
into 55,000 majority for Cleveland and how his boasted popular ma- 
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jority of 100, 000 could be manufactured in a few States in the South. 
The majority report says: 

Your committee find that there were other methods pursued in the Second 
Congressional district of Mississippi to shut down” upon the Republican 
voters, which were in contravention of law. Among these were: The consti- 
tution of partisan election boards, having no members other than Democrats. 
The appo: ent in many cases of parties on such boards to. represent the Re- 
publicans who, reason of ignorance and illiteracy, were not competent 
and suitable men.” The unlawful removal of ballot-boxes from the polling- 

ces and from the view of the United States supervisors. The illegal erasure 


m the registration list of duly qualified and registered voters, and the refusal 
to permit them to vote. The stealing of ballot-boxes, 


And yet the majority report, with all this proof clearly made, in the 
three contested cases {rom Mississippi, of fraud deliberately planned 
and executed by this machine, could see no sufficient evidence of a con- 
spiracy to set aside the returns at the unexamined boxes. And more 
strange still, with a full exposition of this machine before them, they 
insist that each precinct must be considered by itself as something sep- 
arate and distinct, when it is manifest that each box is but a link in 
the chain that binds us in political slavery in Mississippi, or but a cog 
in the great wheel that crushes out the life of every Republican victim 
caught between its rollers. The clerks are but the tools and puppets of 
the inspectors, the inspectors of the commissioners, and the commis- 
sioners of the State board of election. 

z THE WOLF. 

The distinguished gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] well de- 
scribed the election board of Mississippi, composed asit is of three Dem- 
ocrats, when, criticising the proposed election law of the chairman, he 
said it was a dishonest proposition, because it placed the election ma- 
chinery in the hands of three Republicans. I understood that distin- 
guished gentleman to say that if the election machinery was placed in 
the hands of one party the other party would have no more chance 
than he would have sleeping alone in the woods with a wolf. 

The Republicans of Mississippi have been sleeping alone in the woods 
with the Democratic wolf for years, and we thank the gentleman for 
the illustration. But the majority report of the Committee on Elec- 

tions, while it gives to the country a new and interesting version of 
Little Red Riding Hood which will doubtless arouse the sympathy of 
its readers, like the old story leaves the grandmother to be devoured 
by the wolf. The appointment of the election officers was the first 
act in this drama of conspiracy. 
INTIMIDATION, 

Then comes the intimidation which the majority report so graphic- 
ally describes. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I will not trouble the House by going through all 
of the acts of these officers. I think I may content myself with say- 
ing, in the language of the majority report, that there has been fraud 
in various forms, including intimidation of voters, corrupt manipula- 
tion of registration, stufling and stealing of ballot-boxes, and illegal 
voting, which finds ample illustration in all of them. 

These are specimens taken from different parts of the district, and 
just as certainly tell the character of this election as specimens of ore, 
e Py different parts of a vein, tell the character of a mine dis- 
cove’ 

Moneyed men every day risk millions of money upon such character 
of evidence, and yet the Committee on Elections are not willing to ac- 
cept that character of proof as to the électionsin the State of Mississippi. 
And with all this pes Tam gravely told that I did not go far enough 
and did not examine every box. You had as well say that the con- 
spiracy of the Nihilists to assassinate the Emperor of Russia was not 
płoved because dynamite was only found under the railroad bridge over 
which he was to pass, that the whole railroad was not examined and 
dynamite found under each cross-tie. 

You may as well say to the health officer who is inspecting a house 
charged to be a nuisance, and who finds the foul smell of sewer gas 
come reeking up from every spot uncovered, ‘‘ You must go further and 
prove by actual touch that there is a putrid mass beneath before you 
can order the huisance abated. The nuisance which now stinks in the 
Aostrils of the nation and must be abated is these fraudulent certifi- 
cates of election, whereby members are seated on this floor who were 
never elected and often make the majority. for the Democratic party. 

Every ballot-box that has been dissected before the Committee on 
Elections sends up thesame foul smell of fraud, whether it comes from 
Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Mississippi, South Carolina, Tennessee, 
or Virginia, and yet these technical gentlemen who stand on these 
quirks and quibbles of the law tell us they can not smell the stench un- 
less all the boxes are scientifically opened in the manner prescribed by 
precedent. My opponent practically said in his brief, ‘‘ We will give 
you back the votes which you caught us stealing from you, but we 
must keep the balance where we by our obstruction kept you from 
making the proof.“ 

And to my utter astonishment the majority report of this case says 
that is the law. You had as well tell me that if I catch a thief with 
my pocketbook, with papers, receipts, and bank bills in it, I can have 
the pocketbook, papers, and receipts which I can identify, but the 
thief must keep the money because I can not identify the bank bills. 

When we see the negro vote suppressed in this district, in accordance 


with the bold declarations of the Democrats, it is said that we must 
prove it. You had as well say when the juggler by his sleight-of-hand 
tricks changes our tickets before our faces we must prove how it was 
done. By a preconcerted plan a Republican majority of 2,000 was 
changed into a Democratic majority, 8,161, to bury me. And now this 
bold robbery is talked about as a majority too great to be overcome, 
To permit such returns to stand is to indorse this plan and to offer a 
premium for ballot-box-stuffing in proportion to the magnitude of the 
fraud accomplished. It is to say, make your majority big enough and 
we will save your seat for you. 

The Spartan rule was that the guilt of larceny did not consist in the 
felonious taking, but the crime was in being caught. This Mississipp! 
plan, if now sustained by this House, will reverse this classic rule and 
hold that stealing an office from one elected by negro votes is a po- 
litical virtue, to be enhanced in value by the boldness and audacity of 
the theft. To turn out a member seated by the fraudulent counting 
of a few votes and save a seat to the sitting member“ for whom 
votes were stolen by the thousand would be to re-enacta scene too often 
witnessed, of convicting a starving wretch who steals a loaf of bread 
and turning loose a thief who robs a bank or steals a railroad. 


THE SKIN OF A STOLEN SHEEP. 


When I heard that the majority of the committee had declared this 
to be the law, I turned to Lawson on Presumptive Evidence, and the 
first case that I found was squarely against them. It is an old case, 
Mortimer vs. Craddock, 7 Jurist, page 45, decided in England fifty years 
ago, a case where jewelers had lost a diamond bracelet containing filty- 
six brilliants. Thirty ot them were traced separately to one man, and 
he was sued for the value of allof them. The jury found a verdict 
for the plaintiff. The defendant tendered the money for the thirty 
diamonds traced to him and took an appeal as to the other twenty-six. 
The appellate court affirmed the judgment, and held that thé jury 
were well warranted in presuming that he had received all the dia- 
monds. The majority report of this committee reversed this presump- 
tion and say that when three-fourths of a returned majority is found 
to be fraudulent they must presume that the other fourth was honestly 
obtained. Sergeant Bumpas, attorney for the plaintiff, in arguing the 
ease, said such a proposition would be absurd even in a criminal case. 
He said, Suppose a sheep had been stolen and a skin found upon a 
man, would he be permitted to excuse himself by saying, ‘ Whatever 
may be the evidence about the skin, there is no evidence that I stole_ 
the sheep?“ 

The Committee on Elections do not charge the contestee here with 
having stolen the sheep, but they fastened theskin on him and it will 
stick to him like the shirt of Nessus. They push him three-quarters 
of the way out of the seat and leave him dangling on the other 


fourth. 
FORT PILLOW. 


To retain that seat he has attempted to arouse the war passions ot 
the Republican party against me by circulating among them charges 
against me about the battle at Fort Pillow. In the Forty-sixth Con- 
gress I demanded an investigation of these charges, and when it was not 
granted to me I made a speech here in which I gave the Confederate 
side of that story. And I say now that when the passions of war have 
passed away and the truth of history is calmly written it will be found 
that no man was hurt who stood still and surrendered in that fort; 
that all who were killed were outside of the fort running away with 
guns in their hands and some of them shooting back as they ran. 

But if every word that has been said were true I was not in command 
in that battle. The commanding officer was Bedford Forrest, the 
matchless cavalry leader of the South, who accomplished more with 
the same number of men than any other officer on either side in that 
war, who by the rapidity of his marching and the quickness and 
strength of his blows won the name of “The wizard of the saddle.“ 
The charges which the contestee circulated, if true, bring disgrace 
upon Forrest and his men. If I had been personally guilty of the 
charges made against me Forrest would have known it, for we were 
side by side, and it would be a slander on him to say that he would 
not have instantly arrested me for it. 

The fact that I remained until the end of the war second in command 
of that splendid cavalry corps is the best evidence that I was not guilty 
of any conduct unbecoming an officer and a gentleman, I see on that 
side men who stood with me in the hour of battle, and I know that in 
their hearts they can have no sympathy for the motive of the effort thus 
to blacken the character of a Confederate soldier. I see men on this 
side who followed Grant and Sherman and Sheridan, who are themselves 
soldiers of distinction, whose proudest honor is that they won victory 
over foemen worthy of their steel and who are too manly to counte- 
nance any such effort to bring disgrace upon an American soldier. 


A POLITICAL DISEASE. 


Mr. Speaker, in dealing with this and other contested-election cases 
that come from the South, you are not trying individual lawsuits, 
You are dealing with a great political problem. You are attempting 
to cure a great political disease that is making festering sores on our 
body politic, The Memphis Avalanche, recently assailing its rival, the 
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Commercial, for charging the Democracy with corruption, said this would 
injure the South, and used this striking language: 

Corrupt Tammany Hall is merely a plague spot on a sound body. 
Democracy in Memphis or Mississippi is a diseased body itself. 

The distinguished gentleman who wrote the majority report in this 
case has not been able fully to comprehend this distinction. Because 
one or two corrupt boxes in Pittsburgh would be only a plague spot on 
asound body which would not justify the conclusion that every box in 
that city was corrupt, he has applied that rule to Mississippi. He 
seems never to have realized that in one case it is an exception and in 
the other a rule. In their anxiety to do right, in their fear that they 
may incur the suspicion of intentional wrong, the committee seem to 
me to hyve leaned at times the other way. 

Three times they have seemed to march boldly up to the Demo- 
cratic intrenchments and then run away. They seem to me to have 
done this in the case of Threet vs, Clarke, when they luid down a rule 
of law which they did not follow, either in that case or in this, Again, 
in the case of Miller vs. Elliott, when they declared the law of South 
Carolina to be unconstitutional, but did not rely on that opinion, which 
might have been of great value hereafter had they done so. Again, 
in the McDuffie case, when the chairman of the committee, in his 
speech of great power, showed that the general evidence of fraud was 
suficient to vitiate the whole returns of that district, but then declared 
that he did not stand on that ground, which would have settled this 
and other cases from the South. 


THE SPIRIT OF THAD, STEVENS, 


There was an incident in the debate on the McDuffie case that was 
very suggestive to me. The Democratic leader of the Committee on 
Elections charged the Republican party with having too long followed 
the teachings of Thad. Stevens, the great Republican leader from 
Pennsylvania. The chairman of the committee replied that they had 
permitted Democrats to retain seats from which they would have been 
turned out if Republicans had given to Republicans the benefit of the 
same rules of law which Democrats had given to Democrats in a Demo- 
cratic Congress. And he asked his Democratic colleague to suspend 
judgment on the committee until it had finished its work. This claim 
of fairness was met with a jeer from his Democratic colleague. 

The reference to Thad. Stevens recalled to my mind the man and his 
career. He was a leader who never sacrificed a friend nor sought 
the approbation of an enemy, a leader in the most perilous times of 
his party, and when the Union was threatened with dismemberment 
by secession. Our form of republican Government is now at stake, and 
we are threatened with an oligarchy, to be established by the nullifi- 
cation of the amendments to the Constitution. In this great conflict 
it is to be hoped that the spirit of Thad. Stevens is not dead, and that 
some leader may rise up to wear his mantle. 

The appeal of the chairman of the Committee on Elections to his 
Democratic colleague seemed to me to indicate that the doctrine of 
general average was about to be applied before their work was finished, 
and I could but feel that the spirit of Thad. Stevens was not in that 
speech. The doctrine of general average is only admissible when a part 
of a cargo must be thrown overboard to save a sinking ship. I have 
yet to learn that any Kepublican believes that the Republican ship is 
in a sinking condition or that this doctrine has ever been applied to 
passengers since Jonah was thrown to the whale, 

On land or seaa brave man never surrenders while hope of resistance 
remains. For fifteen years the Republican party has been engaged in 
an unequal conflict. They have been fighting the Northern Democrats 
in the open field, while they have been exposed to a flank fire from 
Southern Democrats, intrenched behind solid walls erected by fraud 
and force. In the terrible battle of 188%, they not only drove the 
Northern Democrats from the open field, but captured an eminence 
which commands the fortifications of the solid South. If the spirit of 
Thad Stevens still lives, the guns of that fortress will be spiked and 
its bastions leveled with the earth before the next battle begins, The 
men who sit here on fraudulent certificates will be driven out, and an 
election Jaw will be passed to prevent force and fraud under the name 
of States’ rights from controlling national elections. 

If you listen to timid counsels, if you sacrifice human rights at the 
dictation of money, if you abandon the position you have captured, if 
you leave your enemy intrenched and go back to the open plain to 
fight the same unequal battle again and are defeated, you will deserve 
defeat. If Marshal Ney, instead of stopping to rest, had captured 
the fortification at Quatre Bras, when there was but a single company 
to oppose him, the battle of Waterloo would have been reversed. Upon 
your action in this Congress on the Federal election bill depends whether 
the next political battle shall be to you a Waterloo of victory or a 
Waterloo of defeat. 


Corrupt 


HONEST MEN IN MISSISSIPPI. 


It may be said that in making a wholesale charge of conspiracy and 
fraud azainst the manipulators of elections in Mississippi I have as- 
sailed the honesty and virtue of the whole State. This I deny. There 
are many good men in all parties in Mississippi. The recently pub- 
lished interviews with many of the most prominent Democrats in Mis- 
sissippi, as to the constitutional convention, show that they are sick and 


tired of the dishonorable and corrupting election methods which are 
bringing disgrace upon the State and threatening to ruin the rising 
generation. The recent conduct of Governor Stone in protecting a ne- 
gro from murder by a mob stands in marked contrast with that of 
Governor Lowry who bore with patient fortitude the slaughter of ne- 
groes at Yazoo City; Carrollton, and Wahallak, but grew frantic with 
rage because two prize-fighters had a fair fist fight in Mississippi. 

John Marshall Stone is displaying the same courage as governor that 
he did as a soldier when he led his regiment in the charge at Gettys- 
burg. The true condition of affairs in dere, bee eee i 
two witnesses in this case, one a Republican and the other a Democrat, 
one a negro and the other a white man. The old negro, Henry Wood, 
had been the slave and trusted servant of a Southern gentleman, and, 
after telling about the frauds of Olive Branch, he said: 


A gentleman never does nain dirty, but he puts out his money and gets 
dirty-handed men to handle dirt for him; he never does nothing dirty him- 
se 


ae other, A. S. Buchannan, a witness and attorney for contestee, 
said: 

Ifas a tax-payer in Mississippi the two alternatives were presented to me, of 
being ruined by taxation or having some other fellow besmi his conscience 
by ballot-box-stuffing, I would not interfere to prevent the success of the Demo- 
cratic party by that little game on the retail plan. But ib I had to take the oath 
of office and perjure myself in order to procure the triumph of the Democratic 
party, I'd let the party go to the devil. 

An honest man may well ask whether the Democratic is not 
already going to the devil as tast as it can, and taking the State of 
Mississippi with it, when it is thus admitted that it owes its triumph 
to ballot-box-stuffing. It is a fearful thing to contemplate when a 
young lawyerand ex-member of the Legislature will thus answer under 
oath that he would not interfere to prevent it if some other fellow 
would besmirch his conscience with ballot-box-stuffing to procure the 
success of the Democratic party. The ballot-box is to the political 
body what the heart is to the physical body; it is the fountain of life. 
Its pulsations send health and strength throughout the whole system. 
To poison or pollute that fountain is to bring disease, decay, and death 
to the man or the nation. 

The man who steals a vote or stuffs a ballot-box will some day steal 
money, and the party which owes its triumph to ballot-box-stuffing 
will sooner or later end in ruin and disgrace. When yellow-fever was 
scourging our people and when the plague was destroying our cattle, 
national aid was invoked and national laws were enacted to arrest 
those diseases. And the true friends of the South are those who are 
now asking for national election lawa to arrest this fearful disease of 
ballot-box-stuffing before it is too late. The worst enemies of the 
South are those who for any cause, whether it be the lust of office, a 
thirst for power, or a fanatical belief that fraud and violence are justi- 
fiable to suppress negro votes, are arousing the passions and prejudices 
ofour young men and seducing them to do what no gentleman would 
do himself, 

When, as a Republican candidate for governor, I was to address the 
people at Okalona, boys were sent to my hotel at night to hoot at me, 
with arms in their hands. The boys of to-day are to be the rulers of 
to-morrow, and a man can commit no greater crime than the seduction 
of youth from the path of honor and virtue, And yet we see men in 
Mississippi encouraging the boys to do what they are ashamed to do 
themselves. When dirty political work is expected to be done the boys 
are called upon to do it. 

When grown men desired to prevent me from speaking in Colambus, 
Miss., as a Republican candidate for governor, ku klux hand-bills 
were scattered in the streets: 


BOYS TO THE FRONT. 


The devil will be in town to-day and he mast be watched, 
The women and children of the town must be protected ! 
By order of 


BIG 100. 
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Sir, in the olden time, when the women and children of Mississippi 
were supposed to be in danger, it was the men who went to the front, 
Most of them went as I did, at the first call to arms; some waited like 
my opponent, until the conscript law wasabout to take effect, but they 
went. They did not skulk behind and call on the boys to defend their 
families. But a disastrous change seems to have come over some of 
them now. When Byron stood on Salamis, and contrasted the herocs 
of Marathon and Thermopylæ with the degenerate Greeks around him 
he said: *‘’ Tis Greece, but living Greece no more.“ 

Mr. Speaker, I have loved the old-time gentlemen in Mississippi, 
and I love and honor their memory still. In my last canvass I went 
to Holly Springs, the home of my childhood, to make a speech. I 
entered the town by the same road that I traveled torty-nine years be- 
fore, when I went there with my father to reside. As I went up the 
hill I saw the old tavern, which was then one of the handsomest houses 
in the town. In a little valley east of it were then five beautiful 
springs with holly trees around them, which gaye its name to the 
town. The bright leaves and red berries of the holly trees and 
the pure waters of the gushing springs made a beautiful place of resort 


where I had often played in my childhood. The old tavern was now in 
ruins, its shingles were rotten, and its dormer windows, once the pride 
of its owner, were falling and decayed. 

The little valley beyond was filled up. The sands from the hill- 
side had washed down into it, until the springs and holly trees were 
buried deep beneath them, and there is nothing how to mark where 


they once had been. Before I made my I read a town pa- 

„in which I was denounced as a traitor because I had become a 

ublican, and I said there then what I repeat here now. When 
men call mea traitor to party and principle I answer that the old- 
time principles of the party I once loved are buried as deep as those 
springs and holly trees are buried beneath that sand, and that the 
ballot-box-stuffing leaders of Mississippi Democracy to-day are no more 
to be compared to the grand old men of that day than the things 
that crawl in Sanders Taylor’s old tavern are to be compared to the 
chivalric men who once trod its floors, 


REPUBLICANS IN MISSISSIPPI, 


In conclusion let me say, there are two old English songs with legends 
attached to them which fitly describe the position of Republicans in 
Mississi One is called *‘ Jessie’s Dream“ and relates to the relief 
of the British at the siege of Lucknow. When the garrison had been 
besieged a long time and were almost exhausted with watching, wait- 
ing, and constant fighting, when the mines of the enemy were almost 
ready to be exploded under them, and when the fierce Sepoys, with 
savage delight, were hourly expecting to annihilate them, it is said that 
a young girl dreamed that she heard the music of the Highlanders com- 
ing to their rescue. Awaking with joy she rushed to the parapet to 
listen. She strained her eyes in every direction but could see nothing. 
She bent her ears to the wall and listened in breathless silence until 
she heard in the distance the faint but familiar sound of the McGregor’s 
, when, wild with joy, she shouted, ‘‘ We are saved; we are 
saved!” It is thus that the Republicans of Mississippi have listened 
for the coming of relief. When they heard the news that for the first 
time in fifteen years the Republicans had the President, the Senate, 
and the House of Representatives they took courage. When they heard 
the slogan of the Republican forces coming to the rescue of their friends 
in Arkansas and Alabama their hearts beat high with hope. 

The other song was “The Captive Knight,” written by Mrs. He- 
mans, of a christian soldier imprisoned in a Paynim’s tower. He heard 
a trumpet sound, and looking through his prison bars he saw the bright 
banners and glittering lances of the cr ers as they wound through 
the path beneath him. He called aloud for help. Clarion cease, let 
the captive’s voice be heard.“ But with hum of voices, clang of armor, 
and loud sounds of the wild clarion,” his cries were unheard and 
the army moved by him. Then he said: 

y one, they have all 4 
3 Ë had erg A 


They that I loved with a brother's heart, 
They have left me here to die. 


If such is to be our fate; if the busy cares of those around me are to 
drown my voice and stifle my appeal; if we are to be left in the hands 
of the enemy, we can at least die like men, and our last payor will be 
that the great party of progress under whose banner we have enlisted 
will march on to victory until we shall become the foremost industrial 
nation of the world, and free thought, free speech, and a free ballot 
shall be established from one end of this Union to the other. [Great 

Jause on the Republican side, ] 
lr. DALzELL. I now demand the previous question. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, pending that motion I desire to offer 
a resolution to recommit this case with instructions. 

The question was taken on the demand for the previous question. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan). The ‘tayes’’ 
have it, and the previous question is ordered. Pending the vote upon 
the substitute the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. KELLEY] offers the 
following resolution, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the sayy f report in this contested election case of L. R. Chalmers vs. 
J. B. Morgan says: “With respectto the other seven counties, there area number 
of boxes as to which no testimony was taken, but it may safely be affirmed that 
in not one of these counties, taken as a whole, was the election an honest one. 
Frand in various forms, including intimidation of voters, corrupt manipulation 
of ion, stuffing and stealing of ballot-boxes, and illegal voting, finds 
ample illustration in all of them :" Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That this case he recommitted to the Committee on Elections 
with instructions to reject from their count the unexamined boxes, as these 
seven counties are tainted by the general fraud here enw Y 


Mr. CRISP. Who offered that resolution? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was offered by the gentleman from 


Kansas [Mr. KELLEY]. 
The question is on the motion of the tleman from Kansas [Mr. 
mmittee on Elections with 


KELLEY] to recommit this case to the 
instructions, 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Task the yeas and nays on this question. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


r 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 31, nays136, not vot- 
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YEAS—31, 
Adams, Featherston, Kerr, Iowa Niedringhaus, 
Anderson,Kans, Flick, Laidlaw, Owen, Ind. 
Bartine, Gear, ge, Payson, 
Bucbanan, N.J. Hansbro MeDnutfile, Raines, 
Bu Hopkins, Moore, N. H. R 1, 
Cheadle, Houk, orey, Turner, Kans. 
Dolliver, Kelley, orse, Vi ver, 
Dunnell, Kennedy, Mudd, 
NAYS—136, 
Allen, Mich. Culberson, Tex. Lawler, Saye %, 
Andrew, Cummings, Lester, Ga. Scull, 
Bankhead, Dalzell, Lewis, Sherman, 
Barwig, Dibble, ~ Shively, 
Bayne, Dingley, Mc A Skinner, 
Bingham, Dockery, McClellan, Smith, III 
Bland, Edmun McCreary, Snider, 
Bliss, Ellis, McMillin, Springer, 
Blount, Enloe, McRae, Ste 
Boothman, 3 Moffitt, Stockbridge, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Farq N Montgomery, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Forman, oore, Stone, Ky. 
Brookshire, Forney, Norton, Stone, Mo. 
Brosius, Fowler, Struble, 
Brown, J.B. Gest, O'Donnell, Sweney, 
Brunner, Grimes, Fe. U * 
Buckalew, Grosvenor, O'Neill, Pa, Taylor, E. B. 
urton, Hall, rne, homas, 
Butterworth, Eaton 8 Ohio pronnan 
um, augen, ynter, rner, 
Caldwell, Hayes, Peel, Turner, N. ¥. 
Cannon, Haynes, Penington, Walker, 
Carlton, Henderson, III. Post, Wallace, N. Y. 
Caruth. Henderson, N. C. Price, er, Ala, 
Caswell, Hermann, Sige Whiting, 
Catchings, Hill, y. Wiley, 
ipman, tt, Reed, Iowa Wilkinson, 
Clarke, Ala. Kerr, Pa, Reilly, Willcox, 
Clements, à Richardson, Williams, III. 
mstock, Kinsey, fe, Williams, Ohio 
Conger, yi Robertson, Wilson, Mo. 
Connell, La Follette, Wilson, Wash, 
Craig, ©, Rowell, „W. Va. 
Crisp, 1 Rowland, Y ey. 
NOT VOTING—160, 
Abbott, Cothran, Laws, Rockwell, 
Alderson, Covert Lee. k, 
Allen, Miss, Cowles, Lehibach, Sanford, 
Anderson, Miss. Crain, Lester, Va. Sawyer, 
Arnold, Culbertson, Pa, Lind, Scranton, 
Atkinson, Pa. Cutcheon, Magner, ey, 
Atkinson, W. Va. n, M 70 Simonds, 
er, Darlington, Martin, Ind. Smith, W. Va. 
Banks, vidson, n, myser, 
rnes, De Haven, n, Spinola, 
Beckwith, De Lano, McAdoo, Spooner, 
Belden, Dickerson, M 1. Stahlnecker, 
Belknap, Do x MeComas, Stephenson, 
Bergen, 8 McCord, wart, Ga, 
Biggs, Elliott, McCormick, Stewart, Vt 
Blanchard, Ewart, McKenna, Stivers, 
Boatner, Finley, McKinley, Stump, 
Boutelle, Fitch, Miles, Taylor, III. 
Bowden, Fithian, Milliken, Taylor, J. D. 
Brewer, Flood, Mills, Taylor, Tenn, 
Brickner, Flower, Morgan, Thompson, 
Brower, Frank, Morrill, ‘Townsend, Colo, 
Browne, T. M. Funston, Morrow, Townsend, 
Browne, Va. Geissenhainer, Mutchler, Tracey, 
Buchanan, Va. Gibson, te, Tucker 
Bullock, Gifford, O'Neall, Ind Van Schaick, 
Bunn, i Cooma ies. 5 mga Ta aes 
888 reenhalge, uth wa! enable, 
Candler, Ga. Grout, Parrett, Waddill, 
Candler, Mass, Hate, Payne, ade, 
Carter, Harmer, Perkins Wallace, Mass. 
Cheatham, Heard. Perry, Washington, 
Clancy, Hemphill, Peters, tson, 
Olark, Wis, Henderson, Iowa Phelan, Wheeler, Mich. 
Clunie, Herbert, Pickler, Whitthorne, 
Cobb, Holman, ree, W. 3 
Cogswell, Hooker, Pugsley, Wike, 
Coleman, Kilgore, Quackenbush, Wilson, Ky. 
Cooper, Ind. Knapp, Randall, right, 
Cooper, Ohio Lansing, Reyburn, Yoder. 


So the resolution was rejected. 
During the roll-call 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE said: I ask unanimous consent that the resolu- 
tion may be again ted. — 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The roll-call can hardly be inter- 
rupted with the reading of the resolution. The resolution is to recom- 
mit this case to the Committee on Elcctions. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. With instructions or without instructions? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the Clerk 
will report the resolution again. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE said: I ask unanimous consent that the resolu- 
tion be reported. 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was again reported, 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. McApoo. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. GREENHALGE, 
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Mr. Ewart with Mr. STUMP. 

Mr. WickHAM with Mr. BUNN. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK with Mr. PARRETT. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, with Mr, GOODNIGHT. 
Mr. LEHLBACH with Mr. COTHRAN. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. MAGNER. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. GROUT with Mr. FITCH. 

Mr. Coorzr, of Ohio, with Mr. MAISH. 

Mr. Botjgs}Le with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. amg LL with Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts. 
Mr. RANDALL with Mr. SPINOLA. 

Mr. THomas M. BROWNE with Mr. WASHINGTON. 
Mr. BAKER with Mr. ELLIOTT. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 
Mr. Dorsey with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 

Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. BIGGS. 

Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. MILLS. 

Mr. WADDUL with Mr. HEMPHILL. 

Mr. McCormick with Mr. COWLES. 

Mr. Wiso, of Kentucky, with Mr. Perry. 

Mr. SPOONER with Mr DARGAN, 

Mr. BANKs with Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia. 

Mr. McKENNA With Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. WIKE. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, 
Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. DICKERSON. 

Mr. De Laxo with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr. SANFORD with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr, STEPHENSON with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

Mr, LIND with Mr. PIERCE. 


Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. BLANCHARD., 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. KILGORE, 

Mr. SMYSER with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. Wricut with Mr. GEISSENHAINER, 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, ex- 
cept the Atkinson railroad bill. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. MILLIKEN reserves the right 
to vote to make a quorum and the right to vote on the original-pack- 
age bill. 

Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. PIcKLER with Mr. BoATNER. 

Mr, CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr, Vaux. 

Mr. COLEMAN with Mr. CRAIN. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr, LEE. 

Mr, BELKNAP with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. COBB. 

Mr. Bowpkx with Mr. MCCARTHY. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. LESTER, of Virginia. 

Mr. McComas with Mr. GIBSON. 

Mr. Monkow with Mr, WHITTHORNE. 

Mr. JosePH D. TAYLOR with Mr. YODER. 

Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. HEARD. 

Mr. HENDERSON. of Iowa, with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. BREWER with Mr. HOOKER. 

Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. HARE. 

Mr, BerGcen with Mr. VENABLE. 

Mr. FARQUHAR with Mr. CLANCY, on all election cases, 

On this vote: 

Mr, SMITH, of West Virginia, with Mr. MUTCHLER. 

Mr. Mixes with Mr. HOLMAN. 

For various periods: 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. TRACEY, until Tuesday next. 

Mr. Mason with Mr. BULLOCK, until August 19. 

Mr. CUTCHEON with Mr. Brickner, for this day. 

Mr. Srrvers with Mr. Covert, until Friday next. 

Mr. LEE. Iam paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
HARMER]. If he were present I would vote nay.” 

Mr. VENABLE. I desire to withdraw my vote, as I am paired. If 
not paired, I should vote? nay ’’ on this question. 

On motion of Mr, ROWE LL, by unanimous consent, the recapitula- 
tion of the vote was dispensed with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The question recurs upon the substi- 
tute which the Clerk will read. 

Mr. HOUK. I call for a division of the substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The substitute admits of division. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That James B. Morgan was not elected a Representative in the 


fty- d 
2 y 2 N ee second Congressional district of 3 an 
Mr. HOUK. Iask fora vote on that resolution and call for the yeas 
and nays. 
The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Eleven gentlemen have risen — not a 


sufficient number; and the and nays are refused. 4 
Mr. CHEADLE, The other side, Mr. Speaker, ; 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (after counting the other side). On this 
goron there are 104 in the negative; and the yeas and nays are re- 


Mr. DUNNELL. How many were there in the affirmative? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Eleven. Thequestion ison the adop- 
tion of the resolution. 

The question was put; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ‘‘noes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOUK. I demand tellers, I demand tellers on the question 
of ordering the yeas and nays. [Cries of Too late! ] 

Mr. CRISP. Why, we have voted on the resolution. We have just 
voted on the substitute. 

Mr. HOUK. ‘The gentleman from Indiana on this side demanded 
the other side, and the Chair announced that side, and there has been 
no vote on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The question was upon the adoption of 
the resolution, The yeasand nays had been refused. Then the affirm- 
ative was put, and the vote was taken on that proposition. 

Mr. HOUK. But I was demanding tellers all the time that you were 
proclaiming the result. 6 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair, of course, will conform to 
the statement of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. HOUK. I demand tellers on the adoption of this resolution. 

The question was put. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Elevengentlemen have arisen in sup- 
port of the demand. Nota sufficient number, and tellers are refused. 

Mr. DALZELL. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the substitute. 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 11, noes 102. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Noquorum. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Indiana makes the poas that 
no quorum is present. [After counting.] One hundred and sixty-six 
members are present—a quorum, The noes have it, and the substi- 
tute is rejected. 

The question is on the second branch of the substitute, which the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That James R. Chalmers was elected a Representative in the Fifty 
first Congress from the Second Congressional district of Mississippi, and is en- 
titled to a seat therein. 

The question was taken on the adoption of the resolution, and the 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 15, noes 115. 

Mr. CHEADLE. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair has just found a quorum present. 

Mr. CHEADLE, I make the point that no quorum has voted and 
that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The point that there is no quorum voting is a 
point that the Chair would overrule. [Laughter. 

The SPEAKER (having counted the House), There are 167 mem- 
bers present, a quorum. ‘The ‘‘nays’’ have it, and the resolution is not 
agreed to. The question is on the adoption of the resolution reported 
by the committee. y 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
yaa Sa to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

e e. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RAILROAD BRIDGES ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT ST. PAUL. 


Mr. SNIDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent of the House 
to take up and put upon its passage Senate bill 2661 (which is a sub- 
stitute for House bill 8457) to amend an act entitled An act to au- 
thorize foot and carriage or railroad bridges across the Mississippi in 
St. Paul, in the State of Minnesota. > 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be itenacted, ete., That section 2 of an act entitled “An act to authorize foot 
and carriage or railroad bridges across the Mississippi River at St. Paul, in the 


ee of Minnesota,” approved July 5, 1834, be amended so as to read as fol- 
ows: 


“Sro. 2. That any bridge or bridges built under the provisions of this act 
may, by direction of said common council, be built as a draw-bridge with a 


tary 
the piers of said bridge shall be parallel, as 


e interests of navigation, 
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by the Secretary of War,and the piers of said bridge or 
s be parallel, as near as may be, with the current of the river w. 
said bridge or bridges may be erected: And provided, also, That said draw or 
draws shall be opened promptly i — reasonable si for the e of 
vessels, or other water-c: * wided, however, That no bridge or bridges 
shall be built under the provisions of this act except upon the condition that 
there also be built at the time of erection of the piers, or whenever the same be 
necessary, proper sheer-· bootus or other proper structures to safely guide boats, 
vessels, rafts, and other water-crafts through said spans and at the expense of 
the rating ea 1 or of the persons or corporation constructing, owning, or 
opera! said Yr 
Src. 2. t the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act, whenever in the 
omana ar Congress the public interests shall so require, is hereby expressly 
reserv: 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Minnesota that this bill be now considered? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and ; 

Mr. SNIDER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
The House bill (H. R. 8457) for the same purpose was laid on the 
table, 
TUNNEL UNDER THE DETROIT RIVER. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to put upon 
its passage the bill (H. R. 8146) to authorize the construction of a tun- 
nel under the Detroit River, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Bett enacled, ete., That the Detroit Railroad and Tunnel Pompeny, a corpora- 
tion duly organized and 3 under the laws of the State of ichigan, its 
successors or assigns, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct and maintain 
a tunnel and approaches thereto under the Detroit River, between the city of 
Detroit, State of Michigan, and Canada, in the Province of Ontario. Said tun- 
nel 1 be constructed to provide for the passage of railway trains and steam- 
cars for such reasonable rates of toll or charges per car and under such reason- 
able rules aud regulations as may be prescribed by said corporation, its suc- 
cessors or assigns. 

Src. 2. That any tunnel built under this act and subject to its limitations shall 
be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as a t-route, upon 
which also no higher charge shall be made for the transmission through the 
same of the mails, troops, and munitions of war of the United States than the rate 

r mile paid for the transportation over the railroads or public highways lead- 

ng to the said tunnel, and it shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other post- 

roads in the United States; and the United States shall have the right of way 
through said tunnel and its approaches for postal-telegraph pue possa; 

Ssc. 3. That no tunnel shali be constructed or maintained under the author- 
ity of this act which shall at any time substantially or materially obstruct the 
free navigation of said river, and if any tunnel constructed under such author- 
ity shall, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, obstruct such navigation he 
is hereby authorized to cause such alteration of said tunnel to be made as will 
effectually obviate such obstruction, and all such alterations shall be made and 
all such obstructions shall be removed at the expense of the owner or owners of 
said tunnel, and in case of any litigation arising from any obstruction or al- 
loged obstruction to the free navigation of said river, caused or all to be 
caused by said tunnel, action may be brought in the district court of the Unitea 
States for the eastern district of Michigan in which such obstruction may be lo- 
cated : Provi That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to repeal or 
modify any of the provisions of the law now existing in reference to the pro- 
tection of the navigation of rivers, or to exempt this tunnel from the operation 


of the same. 

Sec, 4. Thatall railroad companies desiring the use ofsaid tunnel shall haveand 
be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative tothe passage of railroad trains 
through the same and through the appronones to the same, upon the payment 
of a reasonable compensation for such use; and in case the owner or owners of 
said tunnel and the several railroad companies, or any one of them, desiring 
such ose shall fall toagree upon the sum or sums to be paid, and upon the rules 
and conditions to which each shall conform in using said tunnel, all matters at 
issue between them shall be decided by the Secretary of War upon a hearing 
of the allegations and proofs of the parties. 

Sec. 5. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the tunnel 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
five years from the date thereof: Provided, That no work shall be done under 
this act in the construction of said tunnel until the designs, plans, and specifi- 
cations shall have been submitted to the Secretary of War and shall have been 
a ira by him and his certificate attached thereto, certifying thatsuch tunnel 
will not form any obstruction whatever to the navigation of said Detroit River. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the presen t consideration of 
this bill? . 

There was no objection. 

The committee recommended the following amendments: 

Section I. line 5, after Michigan,“ insert or.“ Same line, aſter succes- 

” strike out or assigns.” 

Add the following at the end of the bill: 

“Sec. 6. That the right to modify,amend, or repeal this act, or any part thereof, 
is hereby reserved. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CHIPMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PORT OF DELIVERY, LINCOLN, NEBR. 


Mr. CONNELL, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to takeup 
the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk, being the bill (S. 3127) amend- 
ing an act entitled “An act to constitute Lincoln, Nebr., a port of de- 

i 


” 


Mr. McCOMAS. I ask for the regular order. This is suspension 

y. 

Mr. CONNELL. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that demand 
for a moment. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Iam very sorry to have to object, but this is sus- 
pension day and we ought to have the regular order. However, I will 
withdraw the demand in this case, but I give notice thagsigshadl insist 
upon it hereafter. 

Mr. CONNELL. Iam much obliged to the gentleman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ele, That the act approved October 19, 1888, entitled “An act ta 
constitute Lincoln, Nebr., a ao of delivery, and to extend the provisions of 
the act of June 10, 1880, entitled ‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to im- 
mediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’ to the said 
port of Lincoln,” be, and the same is hereby, amended soas to read as follows: 

“That Lincoln, in the State of Nebraska, and is hereby, constituted a port 
of 3 in the customs- collection district of New Orleans, and that the priv- 
ileges of the seventh section of the act approved June 10, 1880, entitled Au act 
to amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable 
goods, and for other purposes,’ be, and the same are hereby, extended to said 
port. And that there shall be appointed at said port a surveyor, with compen - 
sation at the rate of $1,200 per annum, with the usual feeg and commissions.” 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CONNELL, Mr. Speaker, there is an amendment reported by 
the committee, reducing the salary from $1,200 to $900. 

The amendment was a; to. f 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CONNELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
c and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CLAYTON VS. BRECKINRIDGE. 


Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on Elections, submitted the views 
of the minority in the case of Clayton vs, Breckinridge, which were 
ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ELLIS and Mr, HATCH addressed the Chair. 

Mr. McCOMAS, lar order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland calls for the regu- 
lar order. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that and let us 
even up a little bit. I have herea Senate bridge bill which is very 
important, and as two bills from the other side have already been 

, I ask the gentleman to withdraw his demand, 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will withdraw the demand in order to let the 
gentleman even up;’’ but after that I must insist upon the regular 
order. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. ELLIS]. [Laughter.] 


BRIDGE OVER GREEN AND BARREN RIVERS, KENTUCKY. 


Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take up and 
ut upon its passage the bill (H. R. 11241) to authorize the Chicago, 
Pitan Bowling Green and Chattanooga Railway Company to con- 
struct a bridge over Green and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Sea ee ig Panon Rawing Green and Chatta- 
nooga Railway Company, organ under an of the General Assembly of 
the Commonwealth of Kentucky, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct 
and maintain one or more bridges, and the approaches thereto, over Green 
River and Barren River, in the State of Kentucky, at such points as said com- 

y may deem suitable for the passage of its said road over said rivers, Said 
8 shall be constructed to provide for the passage of railway trains and, at 


the option of the corporation by which they may be built, may be used for the 
passage of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, and for foot-passengers. 
Sec, 2. That any bridges built under this act and subject to its limitations 


shall be lawful structu: recognized and known as post-routes, and they shall 
enjoy the same rights and privil: as other post-roads in the United tes, 
Equal privileges in the use of said bridges shall be granted to all telegraph and 
telephone companies, and the United States shall have the right of way across 
said bridges and their approaches for postal-telegraph purposes 

Sec. 3. That all railroad companies desiring the use ofsaid bridges shall have 
and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railway 
trains over the same, and over the approaches thereto, upon the payment of a 
reasonable compensation for such use; and in ease the owner or owners of said 
bridges and the several railroad companies, or any of them desiring such use, 
shall fail to upon the sum or sums to be „ and upon rules and condi- 
tions to which each shall conform in using said bridges, ali matters atissue be- 
tween them shall be decide i by the Secretary of War upon a hearing of the al- 
1 and proofs of the parties. 

Sero. 4. That any bridges authorized to be constructed under this act shall ba 
built and located under and sub; to such regulations for the security of the 
navigation of said river as the 3 War shall prescribe, and to secure 
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that object the said soso pany. or corporation shilll submit to the Secretary of War, 
for his on N a design and dra of the bridges and a 
map of the location „and until the said plan and location of the bridges 
are approved by the Secretary of War the bridges shall not be commenced or 
built; and, should any changes be made in the plan of said bridges during the 
2 construction, such chan shall be subject to the approval of the 
etary of War; and said bridges shall be at all times so 
to offer reasonable and proper means for the passage of vessels through or under 
; and, to secure the safe passage of vessels at night there shall be displayed 
on said bridges, from sunset to sunrise, such lights or other signals as may be 
5 by the Light-House Board; and ali uges in said 5 uired 
y the Secretary of War at any time, or their entire removal, shall be at the ex- 
pense of the porpora tonk or persons owning or operating said bridges. 
Sec. 5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 


g N That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the brid; 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date hereof. 

Src. 7. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall have 
and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railrosd 
trains or cars over the same and over the approaches to the same upon the pay- 
mentof a reasonable compensation for such use, and in caso the owner or own- 
ers of said bridge and the several railroad companies, or any one of them, de- 
siring such use shall fail to © upon the sum or sums to be paid, and upon 
the rules and conditions to which each shall conform in using said bridge, all 
matters at issue between them aball be decided by the Secretary of War upon 
a hearing of the allegations and proofs of the parties. 

The apn Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I should like to inquire whether 
this bill has been considered by the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ELLIS. It has been considered and favorably reported by that 
committee, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. As I heard the bill read there appeared to be 
no provision in it requiring the submission of the plans to the Secretary 
of War. 

Mr. ELLIS. There is, I think, a provision in the bill to that effect. 
At all events, the bill has been considered by the Committee on Com- 
merce and favorably reported. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

Mr. ELLIS. Yes, sir; there is a report, which can be read if the 
gentleman desires. : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not ask for the reading of the report. 
The point I made was that there did not seem to be any provision for 
submitting the plan of the bridge to the War Department. 

Mr. ELLIS. There is such a provision. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is satisfactory. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ELLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed the following concurrent resolution; in which 
concurrence was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 3,000 copies 
of the testimony taken by the Select Committee on Relations with Canada be 

rinted, 1,000 of which shall be for the use of the Senate and 2,000 for the use of 
ý the House of Representatives. 

Them also announced that the Senate had agreed to the amend- 
ment of the House to the joint resolution (S. R. 71) directing the Li- 
brarian of Congress, the Librarian of the Senate, the Librarian of the 
House of Representatives, and the librarian of the Department of Justice, 
respectively, to deliver extra or duplicate copies of law hooks to the 
law department of Howard University. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 8584) to increase the pension of Edward Healy; and 

A bill (H. R. 11491) for the relief of the estate of Charles F. Bowers. 

The message further announced that the Senate agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6454) toes- 
tablish a national military park at the battle-field of Chickamauga. 

The message further announced that the Senate insists on its amend- 
ments to the bill H. R. 11380, disagreed to by the House, and agrees 
to the request for a conference, and had appointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 
DAWES, and Mr, COCKRELL conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had with 
amendments in which concurrence was requested, the bill (H. R. 9486) 
making appropriation for the construction, repair, and preservation of 
certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

PHILIP s. POST. 


Mr. MCCOMAS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The unfinished business pending 

Mr. McCOMAS. I understand that this is the day for committee 
motions to s d the rules. 

The SPE R. There is a motion pending as unfinished business 
under that order, a motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill (H. 
R. 2751) for the relief of PHILIP S. Post, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let the bill be read. 
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und kept as 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. My recollection is that a sec- 
ond had been demanded on the motion to suspend the rales, and that 
no quorum had voted. Lask that the bill be read. e 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ascertain the position of the ques- 
tion. Meanwhile the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secre: of the Treas: ` hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, to Pane 8. Post DT any money — — other- 
wise appropriated, the sum of 88.868. 40. in reimbursement of expenses necessa- 
rily incurred in defense of his title to his seatas a member of the Fiftieth Con- 
gress. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk informs the Chair that on the motion to 
suspend the rules a second had been ordered, and that on agreeing to 
the motion the point of no quorum was made. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Had there been debate ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands there had been. d 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then I ask unanimous consent that the re be 
read, so that we may have some information in regard to the bi 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I understand that a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. A second was ordered, and the question is now on 
agreeing to the motion to suspend the rules. The gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Dockrry] asks that the report be read. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. McCOMAS. LI object to the consumption of time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand that the report is a long one. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then perhaps some gentleman can state the 
port of the proposition. It seems to me the House ought to under- 
stand the effect of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair suggests that as so much time has 
elapsed since the bill was under consideration it would be wise to have 
the report read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ho 

The SPEAKER. 
The Chair hears none, 

The report of the Committee on Claims (by Mr. BoorHMAN) was read, 
as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill — 3 — for the 
relief of Pattap S. Post, having had the same under cons n, report it back 
and recommend its pi $ 

This bill was favorably reported from the Senateand House committees of the 
Fiftieth Congress, and your committee beg leave to adopt the latter report as its 
own. 


there will be no objection. 


{House Report No, 4080, Fiftieth Congress, second session.] 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11481) for the 
relief of Paritr S. Post, ha ving had the same under consideration, report it back 
and recommend its passage, 

This isa bill to reimburse Puttip S. Post for expenses necessarily incurred as 
a contestes in an election contest before the Fiftieth Co 

The vouchers,duly sworn to, filed with the Committee on Elections, show that 
the amount actually and necessarily paid by the said Post was $5,663.40 in ex- 
cess of the amount which the Committee on Elections could, under the rules, 
report for allowance in an appropriation bill. 

Notarial, constable, and witness fees, record evidence, printing briefs, 
and other expenses required by law, exclusive of attorneys’ fees. wine 
00 


Attorneys’ fees in taking evidence, 829 days. . . . .. ... . . . . , 3, 184. 
Preparing answer, preparing briefs, argument before Elections Com- 
mittee, and attorneys traveling expenses to Washington. .. — 925.00 
— — 


Dr E A E A IR E Sieh aAa e 7,688, 40 
The facts in the case were fully stated to the House on the 22d of June, 1888, 
(CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 5979), by Mr. ROWELL, a member of the Com- 
mittee on Elections, as follows: 

Mr. ROWELL. I offer the further amendment which I send to the desk. 

The CLERK read as follows: 

“ After P. S. Post, strike out ‘$2,000’ and insert 87,688.40. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is subject tothe point of order, of course. 

Mr, Crisp. And [raise the point of order upon it. 

Mr. RowELL. Under the law, I admit, Mr. Chairman, that we are limited to 


ferent places, without pre: ing an argument, without severing We answer, 
without arguing the case before the committee. I 8 y were employed 
for three hundred and twenty-nine days, for which a payment was made of 
$3,144, or less than $10 per day. For the 
elaborate and very comprehensive document, the pp a wasonly whereas 
the ordinary charge of the attorneys of this city in such cases would not be less 


than $1,000, and for arguing the case before the Committee on Elections the 


charge was only „ All t posed 
the 3 = which was a 25 oae 4 5 eon r = 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The question being taken on the motion tos d the rules and 
pass the bill, there were on a division (called for by Mr. ADAms)— 
ayes 42, noes 43. 

So the motion to suspend the rules was rejected. 


Is there objection to the reading of the report? ` 


preparation of the brief,which is a very | 
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The SPEAKER continued the call of committees until the Commi 
tee on Printing was reached. : 


WAGES OF EMPLOYES IN GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


Mr. RUSSELL. By instruction of the Committee on Printing, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the bill (H. R. 8046) to revise the 
wages of certain employés in the Government Printing Office. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

enacted, elc., t rate of wages paid to 
pine employed nthe vernon e Oe hal be Ont par 
—ů— — bahas ansa the hours of So'clock post meridian and 8 o'clock 
ante meridian) formed by the above-named employés an adyance of 10 cents 
por hove over the above-named rate shall be paid; that for all piece-work on 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 60 cents per thousand ems shall be paid. 

Seo. 2. That all acts and parts of acts conflicting herewithare hereby repealed. 

Mr. RUSSELL. In the Forty-fourth Con by a provision of an 
appropriation bill to meet a deficiency in the appropriation for Gov- 
ernment printing the wages of compositors, pressmen, and binders in 
the Government Printing Office were limited to 40 cents an hour for 
time-work and the piece-work of compositors on the RECORD was 
limited to 50 cents per thousand ems, being made no difference 
in price between the day and the night composition. This wasa 
virtual reduction of 20 per cent. in the wages of sapay 

The sessions of Congress immediately preceding been extrava- 
gant in authorizing work at the Government Printing Office, and an 
unusual and very probably an unnecessary, as has been the fact in later 

amount of printing had been done. The result was the 
creation of a considerable deficiency in the appropriation for printing. 
The necessity for the passage of the deficiency appropriation bill aroused 
the spirit of economy, which directed itself, not to the cutting off of ex- 
travagant and unnecessary work, but to the wages of the workers. So, 
by the provision of the act of February 11, 1877, to take effect March 
4, follo the reduction of wages was made in the Government 
Printing as J have stated. There happened about the same time 
to be a general depression in trades throughout the country, and re- 
duction of wages in 1877 was not uncommon among printers in private 
establishments. 

There was no resistance, beyond the considerable opposition devel- 
y in the House, to this reduction of wages. It was accepted by the 

ts employés without severe criticism and in accord with 
the general business conditions then prevailing in the country. When, 
however, in 1879 and 1880 the wages of printers in private establish- 
ments began to be restored to rates paid prior to 1877, then the atten- 
tion ot Congress was called to the reduction, which, by ‘‘a rider“ on 
its appropriation bill, had been made in the wages of employés in the 
Government Printing Office. The following table shows the increase 
or restoration made in wages of printers, time and piece work, between 
1880 and 1889 in the cities named: 


rinters, book-binders, and 


Per 1, 000 Per 
Cities. — 
81. 00 
2. 00 
1.00 
4.00 
2.00 
3.00 


This statement of restored wages to printers in private establish- 
ments seemed to warrant a restoration of wages to the Government 
employés. Favorable committee reports for such restoration were 
made in the Forty-seventh Congress and in both sessions of the Forty- 
ninth Congress. The Public Printers have indorsed the restoration, 
and the present bill proposes a return to the rates paid prior to March 
4, 1877. The bill in its effect will be to create a general system of 
time instead of piece work in the Government Printing Office, render- 
ing thereby possible a better or complete compliance with the provis- 
ions of the eight-hour law to which the Government is committed in 
all its bureaus of mechanical work, and which, injustice to the workers, 
should be as completely as practicable, much more than is now possible, 
adopted in the Government Printing Office. 

The bill further discriminates between night and day work, granting 
an increased rate for the former, which is a custom universally prevail- 
ing in all publishing and printing establishments in the country, the 
justice of which is apparent. This discrimination will do away with 
the call and necessity for extra allowances, found in our appropriation 
bills nearly or quite every year, for night composition and printing on 
the RECORD, allowances which, I believe, e some 25 per cent. ad- 
ditional to present rates of night employés. bill in creating a sys- 
tem of time work will equalize work and command equality in workers, 
thereby, as I believe, securing benefit to work and workersin the office. 

For eight years this measure has been under consideration in com- 
mittees of Congress and never adversely reported. It has received the 
favor of officials and craftsmen conyersant with the work and the work- 
ers in the Government Printing Office. It now has its first opportu- 


nity for action in the House? and its passage is earnestly recommended 
by the Committee on Printing and members who have acquainted them- 
selves with the subject. 

Ot the 2,661 employ¢s at the Government Printing Office on May 1, 
1890, there would be directly affected by this bill 1,094. Of this num- 
ber 749 are time hands and 345 are piece hands. Of the piece hands 
109 are compositors on the night force of the RECORD. The average 
earnings of the pressmen, the book-binders, the time compositors, and 
the RECORD compositors on piecework (858 employés all told) are 
$1,001.60 per year. The average earnings of the compositors in the 
document rooms (141 employés all told) is $1,051.60 per year. The 
average earnings of the compositors in the specification room (95 em- 
ployés all told) is $1,126.80. The average earnings of all the em- 
ployés affected by this bill is now $1,018.94 per annum. 

As careful and accurate a computation as I have been able to make 
shows that the average salary of clerks in the great Departments of the 
Government, employed here in Washington, is $1,303.08 per annum, 
They range from an average of $1,339.13 in the Navy Department to 
an average of $1,265.65intheInterior Department. This computation 
of the average clerical salary is made from the te of those who 
do clerical work, not expert or special work, and as gentlemen well 
know the clerical work is mainly that of copying and is a class of work 
which in the offices of private concerns is done for $1,000 or $1,200. 
But the Government can and does pay better salaries to its employés 
than private concerns, and the employé takes the risk of uncertain 
tenure of employment and the extra expense of living in Washing- 
ton. 

Now, this disparity between the wages which the Government is to- 
day paying its skilled artisans, as represented in the Government Print- 
ing Office, and its clerical force, as represented in the clerks of its De- 
partments, is evidence and argument sufficient, as it seems to me, for 
prompt and favorable action on this bill. For skilled labor, acquired 
by tact and experience and ability, an average of $1,018.94 per annum. 
For trained clerical work, accredited by a civil-service examination, 
an average of $1,303.08 per annum. A little equalization in the in- 
terest of the skilled labor is proposed by this bill. 

Why, should the restoration advance wages to the full extent, as 
indicated on the face of the bill, which it will not do owing to the 
equalization of work, the substitution of time for piecework, and the 
doing away of special appropriations for night work, then labor would 
be about $100 per annum, on the average, behind. Consider in addi- 
tion that the clerks in the Departments work less hours every day by 
one or two than the mechanics in the Printing Office. Consider still 
further in addition that the employés in the Printing Office laborstead- 
ily and industriously during every minute of their work-hours—more 
steadily and industriously, as I believe every member will admit who 
has even casually glanced in upon the offices of the Departments and 
the shops of the printing establishment, than the clerks. And may I 
be permitted to add that it takes no low order of intelligence to make 
intelligent in print much of the manuscript which finds its way to the 
Printing Office, and no slight skill to manage the machines of that es- 
tablishment—just as it takes no mean degree of intellect to make in 
copy u brief of some record of a Department or to deftly manipulate a 
type-writer. 

The bill presented carries with it a considerable additional expense 
in running the Printing Office, The amount is only possible to esti- 
mate, as the provisions of the bill so arrange and change the system of 
work as to lessen cost in some directions. If the aggregate expense or 
our Printing Office is too large, the proper reduction, as it seems to me, 
is in cutting off the useless and unnecessary work now done, and which 
for years has been done, until the store-houses of the Congress are 
musty with moldering documents of noone knows what. Making the 
RECORD less of a reprint of newspapers and circulars would effect a 
big reduction, and the cause of sensible education would not suffer. 

But I submit that the rates of as in this bill are to 
the skilled laborer only fair and equitable, as Government are 
supposed to run. Considering the varying volume of work at the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office, causing some irregularity in employment, and 
the exacting and peculiar character of that work, demanding the best 
of workmanship, and the requirements of living in Washington, in ex- 
cess of those in other large cities, I find merit in this restoration bill 
and justice for the printers. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. ` Mr. Speaker, as a simple matter of justice H. 
R. bill 8046 should promptly pass. It restores the wages of the print- 
ers, pressmen, and book-binders employed in the Government Print- 
ing Office to the scale paid prior to March 4, 1877. This reduction was 
made during the great business depression of that period. A similar 
reduction was made by many printing establishments in the country 
that year, but since then in about every instance the rates have been 
restored with one exception, the Government Printing Office alone 
adhering to its inadequate compensation. This is manifestly unjust, 
and Congress should speedily rectify the wrong, The memorial of the 
employés gives abundant reason why this should be done. 

Fav e reports for the restoration have been made by four com- 
mittees of this House and three Public Printers have made similar rec- 
ommendations. The printers, pressmen, and book-binders in the em- 
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ploy of the Government receive less wages than those at work in the 
arge printing centers of the country. When you take into considera- 
tion cost of living at the Capital you will conclude that the em- 
ployés in the Government Printing Office are quite poorly paid for their 
services. 

In all branches of printing, presswork, and binding great skill is 
demanded, These men serve a long apprenticeship before they are eli- 
gible to enter the service of the Government. They must understand 
thoroughly the requirements of the branch in which they engage. I 
know the labor is wearisome and exacting. These men are not paid as 
well asare the clerks in the different Departments, and they are diligent 
in the performance of their tasks, If the clerks in the Departments 
labored as assiduously and as many hours as the employés in the Goy- 
ernment Printing Office the public business would be more advanced. 
They work longer hours than the clerks in Departments; have no time 
to stop and read and rest, as is sometimes the practice of the clerk. 
They work steadily, and there is no time wasted. It is hard work for 
eight hours, work that is laborious and exacting. 

I know all about it for I have been engaged in the business of printing 
many years. Fifty cents an hour, the rate asked, is not exorbitant; on 
the contrary, it is not fair pay when you consider the labor performed. 
These skilled artisans will more than fully earn this compensation, and 
should have it at once; the work is, as I have before remarked, exact- 
ing and laborions, and these faithful employésshould be properly com- 
pensated. The bill provides that the night men shall be paid an ad- 
vance of 10 cents per hour more than the day force. That is the rule 
in all offices, to remunerate those who labor at night at a better rate than 
. those who perform their tasks in the hours of the day. 

Mr. Speaker, do you realize what these men in the Government 
Printing Office have to do? They are skillful workmen, they need 
be, to put in enduring form the wisdom of Congress. The printer is 
the adjutant of Congressional thought; he embalms in lasting type all 
the wisdom of the Senate and House, and the words and thoughts 
uttered here go down through the ages under the patientsuffering and 
supervision of the printer. Then think again that the printer, as the 
metal alphabetical characters under his skillful guidance form in per- 
manent volume the utterances here, is obliged to read every speech, re- 
port, and bill in this House or the Senate. 

The leave to print“ is no relief to him, as it frequently is to us, 
for he must go on and marshal into columns of speaking type the un- 
spoken wisdom of the Congress. These facts «lone entitle him to rea- 
sonable compensation, if we can measure the value of such fatiguing 
work. Then these speeches, reports, and bills must go through the 
hands of the pressman to give them the impress of enduranee, at last 
to be preserved for the future ages by the book-binder. Their lot is 
an od wisn one, and they deserve just what they ask for in this bill— 
justice. 

When the weary statesman is at rest the printer is laboring to pre- 
serve for posterity the statesmanship evolved during the session. The 
disciple of Faust must wrestle with the interminable dissertations on 
parliamentary law and place in cold type the innumerable hot discus- 
sions over what has been proclaimed from the marble throne by its ex- 
cellent occupant to be not an exact science.“ Then he must form 
in orderly array—give them the semblance of wisdom—sentiments and 
expressions that will live long after those who gave them voice have 
gone hence. Truly, when you think of this labor the printer’s lot is 

not a happy one. 

Let us say to these faithful printers, as was said very properly in 
this connection in ‘‘As You Like It,’’ by the great bard three centu- 
ries ago, We will mend thy wages. Let us do this simple act of 
justice without further delay. As the same author has said, Thou 
hast caused printing to be used,” let us provide that a living compen- 
sation be paid. 

Printing is one of the liberal arts without a parallel. No truer sen- 
timent was ever emblazoned than when, in 1628, on the chiseled monu- 
ment at Haarlem, Holland, there was inscribed on the cold marble the 
legend that printing is the art preservative of all arts.“ The follower 
of this noble art deserves to be properly compensated. - There are 135,- 
000 printers in the United States, and in the name of these intelligent 
craftsmen I ask that this justice so long deterred be not denied by this 


Congress. 
I would be glad to have this bill giving advance in wages include all 
of the skilled workmen employed about the Government Printing Of- 
. fice, such as carpenters, machinists, plumbers, painters—in fact, all of 
those of other trades engaged there, as well as the large number of 
female employés in the press-room, bindery, and folding-room; the 
work of these women is fatiguing and the pay meager; it should be in- 


On the 22d of last June the four hundred and fiftieth anniversary of 
the invention of printing was celebrated. Let this Government givea 
fitting celebration of this art, which has blessed humanity so much, by 
providing that its followers may be paid a just rate for their labor. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. On March 4, 1877, Congress placed a rider on an 
appropriation bill decreasing the wages of the printers in the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office 20 per cent., or from $4 down to $3.20 per 
day. This reduction was made in a spasm of economy. There was 


commercial depression in the West, the aftermath of the financial panic 
of 1873. There was no especial reason for the reduction of the wages 
of the printers in the Government Office. They were not paid any 
more for their work than the printers in New York, Boston, Chi- 
cago, St. Louis, Philadelphia, and other large cities. The Sun, Herald, 
Times, and other newspapers in New York City did not lower their 
rates. Neither did the newspapers in the other cities named. The 
United States Government, instead of protecting its workmen, in this 
case degraded itself by reducing the wages of its printers, thus setting 
an example that was not followed by employers throughout the coun- 
try. To fill out a deficiency and to make an economical showing, it 
reduced the wages of its printers, pressmen, and book-binders, and left 
the allowances of wealthy gentleman on the retired-list untouched. 

Since that time wages of priaters in the large cities have been raised. 
The increase in New York has been 15 cents per thousand ems and $4 
per week, In Chicago it has been 6 cents and $2 a week; in St. 
Louis, 3 cents and $1 per week; in Brooklyn, 15 cents and $4 per week; 
in Cincinvati, 7 cents and $2 per week; in New Orleans, 10 cents and $3 
per week. These increases are shown by a tabular statement made by 
the committee of printers who on behalf of the craft ask this restora- 
tion of wages. I shall not read it, but print it in my remarks: 


Rate in 1880— | Rate in 1889— Increase— 
Cities, | 
Per Per 1.000 Per Per 1.000 Per |Per1,000 
week. | ems. | week. | ems. | week. ems. 

New Vork. . 814.00 $0.40 | $18.00 $0.55 94. 00 80. 15 
Chicago. 15. 00 10 18.00 46 2.00 00 
St. Louis... 17.00 40 18,00 13 1.00 03 
Brooklyn. 14. 00 -35 18.00 50 4. 00 15 
Cincinnati. 16.00 38 18,00 45 2.00 07 
New Orleans... 15.00 35 18.00 45 3.00 -10 
Pon eee A) a paal „ 0 


The United States Government alone, with the penuriousness char- 


acterizing it in small things, has not raised the wages of its printers 
correspondingly. ‘They remain as reduced in 1877. This bill simply 
proposes to restore the wages of the printers, pressmen, and book-bind- 
ers to the rate paid prior to March 4, 1877, and to make a discriminating 
rate between day work and night work done by these employés, 

Congress made the reduction in a deficiency bill. It was proposed in 
the House because of a deficiency in the printing appropriation. The 
wages of the printers were cut down and the money thus saved used to 
dig ont unknown creeks and erect public buildings in Whopwallopy 
and other large cities. It is time that the rate was restored. The Com- 
mittee on Printing in the Forty-fifth Congress recommended that the rate 
be restored. The same recommendation was unanimously made by the 
committee in the Forty-seventh Congress, and the Committee on Labor 
recommended it in the first and second sessions of the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress. The Public Printers since 1879 have approved of the restora- 
tion. 

These printers simply ask the same proportionate rates as printers 
receive in other cities, and there is no reason why they should not 
receive them. The increase in rent alone since 1877 in this city is 
fully 40 per cent., with everything else very nearly in proportion. 
This Government has an unenviable reputation for parsimony with re- 
gard to its typographical employés. It enlists printers in its Army 
at $13 per month and then details them to do printer’s duty at West 
Point and frontier forts at 50 cents a day. It seems to me that a more 
contemptible policy on the part of an employer, much Jess a Govern- 
ment, was never conceived. This House is responsible for its continu- 
ance. 

There is a clause in the bill which relates to a discrimination in the rate 
of wages for day and night work. Itis in conformity to a custom pre- 
vailing in all publishing and printing establishments in the country. 
Its justice is apparent, and the effort to secure its adoption in the Gov- 
ernment office has frequently been made. 

T'have been asked whether the rates paid per thousand ems on the 
CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD are not exceptional. In a measure this is 
true. There is a rule in the RECORD office that every line shall be thin- 
spaced. The matter is all solid. Not a lead is used. There is a 
rule that all the words that can be crowded into a line shall be put in. 
There are no fut takes? and no display“ or any other advertise- ~ 
ments, It is all lean and no fat, and the printer who had to earn his 
living “from the hook in the Recoxp office at any but exceptional 
rates would have to scratch gravel to make a living. 

I know that I express the sentiments of every one of the 40,000 union 
printers in the United States in advocating the passage of this bill. 

The question being taken on the motion to suspend the rules and 
pam the bai there were on a division (demanded by Mr, OATES)—ayes 
64, noes 

Mr. OATES. I make the point that there is no quorum present. 

Mr. EVANS. I ask for the yeas and nays. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 128, nays 27, not voting 
173, as follows: 


YEAS—123. 
Adams, Ellis, MeClammy, Rowell, 
Allen, Mich. Evans, McClellan, Rowland, 
a E Kans, ae — — 
nichead, ian, eCreary, ers, 
Bartine, Flick, McDuffie, Scull, 
Barwig, Forman, McKinley, Sherman, 
Forney, cRae, Shively, 
Broo Fowler. Moffitt, Simonds, 
rosius, Gear, Moore, N. H. Skinner, 
Brown, J. B. Gest, Morey, Smith, I 
ner, Gibson, Mor N r. 
chanan, N. J. Grosvenor, Morrill, Snider, 
Buckalew, II. Morse, Springer, 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Mudd, Stewart, Tex. 
Burton, Hatch, Niedringhaus, Struble. 
Bynum, Hayes, O'Donnell, Tarsney, 
Cariton, Haynes, O'Ferrall, Thomas, 
Henderson, N.C. O'Neill, Pa. Turner, Kans, 
Carw ‘ermann, Osborne, Turner, N.Y. 
85 He Orania, Walt xx. 
t wens, Ohio Vallace, N 
Serke kis, Holman, Payson, Whiting, 
Hop enington, 
Covert,” Keaned Pugsl Willeox, 
mnedy, 7ugsley, cox, 

* Kerr, Pa, Quinn, Williams, III. 
Culberson, Tex. Ketcham, Raines, Williams, Olio 
Cummings, Kinsey, Ray Wilson, Mo. 

i, ` Reilly, Wilson, Wash, 
Dibble, Lawler, Richardson, Wilson, W. Va. 
Dunnell, „Ga. Rife, Yardley, 

Lewis, Rogers, The Speaker. 

NAYS—2Z7. 
Biand, Dockery, La Follette, Peel, 
Blount, Grimes, Lane, Stockbridge, 
Breckinridge, Ky. sagen, McCord, Stockdale, 
Cann Henderson, III Montgomery, Stone, Ky. 
Clemen Kelley, Moore, Tex. ‘Tillman, 
Cooper, Ind. Kerr, lowa Norton, Turner, Ga. 
Crisp, Lacey, Oates, 
NOT VOTING—I73. 
Abbot Cogswell, Lansing, Sanford, 
8 Coleman, Laws, Sawyer, 
Allen, Miss. Conger, Lee, Scranton, 
Anderson, Miss, Cooper, Ohio Lehibach, — 
Andrew, Cothran, Lester, Va. Smith, W. Va. 
Arnold, Py Cowles, 2e 838 
Atkinson, in, odge. pooner, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Culbertson, Pa, Magner, Stahlnecker, 
Baker, Cutcheon, Maish, Stephenson, 

Banks, Derin, Mansur, Stewart, Ga, 
Barnes, Darlington, Martin, Ind. Stewart, Vt. 
Bayne, Davidson, Martin, Tex. Stivers, 
Beckwith, De Haven, ason, Stone, Ifo 
Belden, De Lano, McAdoo, ump, 
Belknap, Dickerson, peat A Swene 
Bergen, Dingley, McCormick, Taylor, E. B. 

Dolliver, MoKenna, Taylor, III. 
Bingham, Dorsey, MeMillin, ‘Taylor, J. D. 
Blanchard, Dunphy, Miles, Taylor, Tenn. 
Boatner, Eliott, Milliken, Thompson, 
Boothman, Enloe, Mills, Townsend, Colo. 
Boutelle, Ewart, Morrow, Townsend, Pa. 
Bowden, Featherston, Mutchler, Ye 
Breckinridge, Ark, Finley, Nute, Tucker, 

er, Fitch, O'Neall, Ind. Vandever, 

Brickner, Flood, O'Neil, Mass. Van Schaick, 
wer, Flower, Outhwaite, Vaux, 
Browne, T. M. x Parrett Venable, 
Browne, Va. Funston, Payne, Waddill, 
Buchanan, Va. Geissenhainer, Paynter, Wade, 
Bullock, Gifford, Perkins, Wallace, Mass. 
Bunn, Goodnight, Perry, Washington, 
Butterworth, Greenhalge, Peters, Watson, 
Caldwell, Grout, Phelan, Wheeler, Als. 
8 Hare. Pickler, Wheeler, 
Candler, Ga. Harmer, Pierce, Whitthorne, 
Candler, Mass, Heard, Post, Wick! Ae 
Cheadle, Hemphill, Quackenbush, Wike, 
Cheatham, Henderson, Iowa Randall, Wilson, Ky. 
Chipman, Herbert, Reed, Iowa, Wright, 
Clancy. Hooker, Reyburn, Yoder, 
Clark, Wis. Kilgore, Robertson, 
Olunie, Knapp, Rockwell, 
Cobb, Laidlaw, Rusk, 


The following additionai pairs were announced: 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, with Mr, ENLOE. 

Mr. BERGEN with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 

Mr. Lopak with Mr. ANDREW. 

Mr. Concer with Mr. SWENEY. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the names. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the names had better be read. 

The vote was then recapitulated by the Clerk. 

Mr. ROGERS. I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker, that during 
the roll-call gentlemen should p away from the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the names of members pres- 
ent and not voting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. ANDREW, Mr. ANDLER of Georgia, Mr. CARUTH, Mr. Concer, Mr. Drxe- 
Ley, Mr, DOLLIVER, Mr, GEISSENHAISXER, Mr, HEARD, Mr. LAIDLAW, Mr, LEE, 


Mr. MCOREARY, Mr, McKexwsa, Mr, Posr, Mr. SWEENEY, Mr. TOWNSEND of Penn- 
sylvania, Mr, VANDEVER, and Mr, Wirsox of West Virginia, * 

The following members, announced as present and not voting, sub- 
sequently recorded their names, under the rule, as above: 

Mr. CARUTH, Mr. McCreary, and Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. 

Mr, HEARD. Iam announced as present and not voting. I re- 
frained from voting because I am paired with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON]. 

Mr. ANDREW. I abstained from voting, being paired with my col- 
league from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My colleague [Mr. ENLOE] is detained at his 
room by reason of sickness. 

The SPEAKER. On this vote the yeas are 127, the noes 27. Two- 
thirds having voted in the affirmative, and with the members present 
2 1 8 voting a quorum being present, the rules are suspended and 

e bill is Š 

Mr. RUSSELL. At the request of several gentlemen on each side, 
I ask unanimous consent that general leave be given to print remarks 
on this bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


When the Committée on Indian Depredation Claims was called, 
Mr. HERMANN gaid: I ask unanimous consent to have that commit- 
tee passed over wifhout prejudice. 
Re racic Sapte INRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. Let it take its reg- 
ar order. 


ARTESIAN WELLS, 


The Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands was called. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I havea resolution here, Mr. Speaker, which I 
am authorized to submit by direction of that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture be, and is hereby, authorized to expen unexpended 
balance of an appropriation of $20,000 made under ap act entitled An act te 

rovide for certain of the most urgent deficiencies, approved A 4, 1890, 
n continuing the investigation into the proper location for artesian and the 
existence of other subterranean waters that may be utilized for irrigation pur- 
in the region west of the ninety-seventh meridian of longitude: Provided, 
That none of said ponai be ex ed for experimental work or in support 
special systems of irrigation, but only for the pu of obtaining information 
snd date, and a report of all such inquities shall be made by the Secretary of 
Agriculture to the next session of the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. BYNUM. I demand a second. 

Mr. VANDEVER. This only expends the unexpended balance of 
the $20,000 of appropriation. Five thousand dollars remain on hand. 

The SPEAKER. Has this matter ever been referred to the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. VANDEVER. This is a recommendation of the Committee on 
Arid Lands. 

The SPEAKER. But was the subject referred to the committee? 

Mr. VANDEVER. It was regularly referred, coming to us through 
the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr.CANNON. I donot think the gentleman from California under- 
stood the question. Does the gentleman say that this was regularly 
referred through the House? 

Mr. VANDEVER. No; it came from the Department of Agricult- 


ure. 
TheSPEAKER. The Chair simply calls the attention of the House 
to the fact stated by the gentleman from California. 
Mr. VANDEVER. I move to suspend the rules and pass the reso- 


ution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the matters upon which theeom- 
mittees can ask a suspension of the rules must be those matters re- 
ferred to the committees. They can not originate legislation in this 
way any more than they can in any other. The Chair desires to call 
the attention of the House to the fact in order that this may not be 

ed as a precedent. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not think the resolution should Mr. 
Speaker, and I am unable to see how the committee got jurisdiction. 
Mr. VANDEVER. It originated in the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair calls the attention of the House to that 


fact. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to inquire if, under the rules of the House, 
the committee have jurisdiction of this subject. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair does not think the committee can have 
jurisdiction of a subject not referred to it. 

Mr. REILLY. I make the point of order that the resolution is not 
before the House, not having been referred to the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from California 
on that point. 

Mr. VANDEVER. The Committee on Irrigation of the Arid Lands 
reports this resolution favorably. It comes with a request from the De- 
partment of Agriculture, ‘There was an appropriation of $20,000 made 
for an investigation of this matter of artesian wells and underflow, and 
$5,000 is still unexpended. 

The appropriation expired on the 30th of June last, and this simply 
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asks permission to expend the $5,000 remaining in the further prose- 
cution of the subject. 

T ask a suspension of the rules and the passage of the resolution. It 
has not been referred to the committee of the House, but the subject 
is before the committee, 

Mr. LANHAM. This is merely for the purpose of obtaining in- 
formation. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman states the whole matter when he 
says it has not been referred to the committee. 

Mr. VANDEVER. No, sir; it has not been. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks it is not in order. 

Mr, VANDEVER. _ I move a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. ADAms] on the point of order. 

Mr. ADAMS. It is a novel point to me, but I think that the Chair 
ought to consider the liberality with which individuals are allowed 
suspensions of the rules. I suppose the rule covering motions by in- 
dividuals to suspend the rules and similar motions from committees 
are perhaps the same—that is, under the same rights—and I simply 
desire to call the attention of the Chair to the fact that when indi- 
vidual suspension Monday comes any man can rise and move tosuspend 
the rules and pass a bill that has never been printed, and perhaps has 
never been reduced to writing until within five minutes. Now, that 
being the rule with regard to motions to suspend the rules by indi- 
viduals, why should not the same liberality be extended to commit- 
tees? I tnink the question is not whether the subject has been re- 
ferred to a committee, but whether the general subject is within the 
jurisdiction of that committee. 

Mr. CRISP. Will my friend allow me to ask him one question? 
Does it not occur to my friend that while there is no limitation on 
the right of an individual, there is a limitation upon the right of a 
committee? They only have a certain jurisdiction, which is conferred 
upon them by the rules, and those rules must be construed in the light 
of that fact; so that the committee could only ask to suspend the rules 
and a bill of which they had jurisdictioa, whereas an individual 
is wholly unlimited. * 

Mr. ADAMS. But after all the question is as to the meaning of the 
rule. 

Mr. CRISP, Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS, We have acertain set of rules, and on principles of 
wisdom which I think are somewhat questionable we permit a suspen- 
sion of those rules on a certain number of days duringthe month. Now, 
when the occasion comes when a motion to suspend the rules can be 
made, all I wished to say was that with reference to individuals the 


greatest liberality is allowed. That is to say, a member can rise—— 
Mr. CRISP. Of course, because there is no restriction on the indi- 
vidual at all. 


Mr. ADAMS. Aud the question is as to the meaning of this rule 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois that a committee is simply one of the organs of the House, while 
the individual member is not. 

Mr. ADAMS. I have not had time to refer to the rule under which 
we are working—— 

Mr. CRISP. The duties of a committee are limited by the rule 
under which their jurisdiction is prescribed. 

The SPEAKER, The committee acts as a representative of the 
House in a particular matter, and if the House does not refer that mat- 
ter to them at all, is it competent for them, as a committee, to move to 
suspend the rules upon a matter that has not been intrusted to them ? 

Mr. ADAMS. Where an individual bill has not been referred to 
them, but the subject of that bill is a subject which they were ap- 
pointed to consider. 

The SPEAKER. They have jurisdiction, not of the general subject- 
matter, but of such bills relating to the subject-matter as are referred 
to them. If no bills had been referred to the Committee on Arid Lands, 
could they make a report simply because they had general jurisdiction 
over matters relating to that subject? Could they originate a bill? 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, if I understand the rule, on this day, 
the third Monday of the month, a motion to suspend the rules may 
come from a regular committee of the House, and the committees are 
to be called in regular order, but members of those committees can only 
enter such motions by direction of the committee, in the first place, 
and also upon a matter that has been referred to them and reported 
favorably to the House. Now, as I understand, if Lam not mistaken 
in the situation, this very question of order is pending and undecided 
hy the Chair; but considerable discussion was given to it on the bill 
reported from the Committee on War Claims, where they proposed to 
incorporate in what was known as the omnibus bill a number of in- 
dividual bills that had been referred to that committee, and also some 
reports that had been sent to that committee from the Court of Claims, 
but which had never been referred to it by the House. 

Now, for the sake of being consistent, as this might be a precedent 
and as that is involved in a more important bill than this, I think it is 
well that this question should be considered, and I therefore call atten- 
tion to the first paragraph of Rule XXVIII. Considering that, I think 
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‘cept by a vote of two-thirds of the members present, except to fix a 


there can be no question that the resolution submitted by the gen- 
tleman from California is clearly out of order, in view of the statement 
he makes thatit has never been referred to that committee by the House 
and has not been favorably reported back to the House. I will ask to 
have the first paragraph of Rule XXVIII read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1. No standing rule or order of the House shall be rescinded or changed with- 
out one day’s notice of the motion therefor, and no rale shall be sus; i = 
consideration of a bill or resolution already favorably reported by a 93 
on motion directed to be made by such committee, which shall require only a 
mG Stes omenon tne AE end tied Mandaya tench month, prtsenes. | 
8 given on the first Monday to individuals 2 on the third ` 
committees, and during the last six days of a session. 

Mr. REILLY, Now, as I understand it, upon the first Monday in 
the month any member recognized by the Chair may submit any prop- 
osition to the House and move for a suspension of the rules. It then 
becomes a question for the House to determine, But upon the third 
Monday of the month no one can do it excepting a member of a com- 
mittee, and he can only do it by direction of that committee, when the 
committee is called in its order by the Chair upon a measure that has 
been referred to that committee and is favorably reported to the House. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I make this motion by direction of this com- 
mittee. It is not made under the rules, but under a motion to sus- 
pend the rules. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ah, but the committee gets the authority to 
make 75 motion by virtue of the rule, and could not do it without 
the rule. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It must be a suspension of the rules under the 
rules, 

Mr. CANNON. If you could do this, which it is proposed to do, 
why could you not move to suspend the rules and pass a tariff bill or 
an appropriation bill? 

Mr. ADAMS. But that is only the argument ab inconvenienti, and 
the same argument would apply to the rule of individual suspension. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair mustadhere to its original ruling. The 
point of order is sustained. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I ask that it be referred to our committee. 

Mr. CANNON, I object to that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can refer it by placing it in the 
box or handing it to the Speaker. 

REPORTS OF THE INTERNATIONAL AMERICAN CONFERENCE, 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and take from 
the Speaker’s table and put upon its passage the resolution S. R. 115, 
which is the same as House joint resolution H. Res. 194, reported from 
the Committee on Foreign Afairs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution providing that nothing in the diplomatic and consular appro- 
priation bill shall be construed to interrupt the publication of the reports of 
the International American Conference. 

Resolved by the Senate, ete., That nothing in the act entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891,” shall be construed to interrupt, delay, or 
prevent the prompt translation, publication, and distribution of the reports and 
proceedings of the International Conference. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask for a second. 2 

Mr. CANNON. I would be glad if the gentleman from Ilinois wi 
explain the necessity of asking for the passage of this resolution. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask unanimous consent that a second be consid- 
ered as ordered. 

Mr. HITT. I ask that a second be considered as ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, I think we had better have 
asecond, as this is a very important matter. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from Kentucky and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr]. 

Thy House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 89, noes 5. 

So a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question ison the motion tosuspend the rules 
and pass the resolution. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I would like the gentleman 
from Illinois to explain, now that a second is ordered, the necessity for 
this resolutioa. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, the resolution was sent to the House by 
the Comptroller of the Treasury, because the Senate placed an amend- 
ment in the appropriation bill providing that the appropriation of some 
money for printing the reports of the International American Congress, 
to pay the translators, copyists, etc., and for the carrying out of the 
recommendations of the conference should go into effect when the ma- 
jority of the Governments represented give their assent. It was not 
intended to cause delay; but by the construction of these words, the 
Comptroller thought he was bound tostop these accounts, and it stopped 
the work just as it was about being finished. 

The printers, copyists, clerks, translators, etc., who were engaged in 
completing the work upon the reports of the International American 
Conference can not be paid without these words being corrected, it is 
thought; and therefore the Comptroller sent this resolution, simply 
declaring that nothing in the law shall be construed as preventing the 
prompt publication and completion of that work. 
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Mr. MCMILLIN. I believe that was a provision that was left out 
of the general appropriation bill in some way. 

Mr. HITT. No; it wasa ee that was inserted in the bill in 
the Senate. It was not put in by the Senate committee, but in the 
Senate itself; and the understanding that seemed to be held by the 
conferees at that time was that it was innocuous, inoffensive, and would 
do no harm. But as the Comptroller construesit it stops payment for 
the work just as it is being completed. 

Mr. McMILLIN, What is the act that the gentleman desires to 
have construed ? 

Mr. HITT. The appropriation bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The appropriation bill? 

Mr. HITT. Yes. = 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It is a provision in the appropriation bill which 
this is intended to correct? 

Mr. HITT.. Yes, that is it; orto prevent a construction of it which 
the Comptroller feels would be possible. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Of an amendment made hastily 
in the Senate? 

Mr, HITT. Yes; it was an amendment made hastily in the Senate, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman whether it was hastily agreed to or concurred in by the House. 

Mr. HITT. The House passed upon the bill with great delibera- 
tion, and then it went over to the Senate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentacky. Yes; but then an amend- 

ment was put on in the Senate hastily. The Senate is accustomed to 
pass hastily every amendment; and then it came back here, When it 
came back to the House did it not go to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs and was it not considered there? 

Mr. HITT. It was only considered in conference, and not in the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But did not the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs ask this House to non-concur in the Senate amend- 
ment? 

Mr. HITT. Yes; and then it was passed upon in conference. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, They did make that request 
that the House non-concur without proper consideration of these amend- 
ments which the Senate bad put on hastily. 

Mr. HITT. The amendments of the Senate were non-concurred in 
by the House at the suggestion of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Of course, the reason why 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs asked the House to non-concur in the 
amendments, I presume, was because its language was doubtful and 
obscure, and therefore they thought it should go into conference in 
order that it might be made clear. a 

Mr. HITT. I can not say that that was the reason for the committee 
asking the House to non-concur in this amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If that was their object in 
asking the House to non-concurin all the amendments and this phrase 
escaped the attention of the conferees, I must say that they did not at- 
tain their object. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker $ 

Mr. HITT. I will ask to put in the RECORD the report of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, which contains the communication from the 
Comptroller of the Treasury to which I have referred, and also a let- 
ter from the Acting Secretary of State, which explain the whole mat- 

The report and communications are as follows: 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred joint resolution 
(H. Res. 194) declaring that nothing in the act entitled "An act making appro- 
priations for the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for the 
fiseal year ending June 30, 1891,” shall be constructed to interrupt, delay, or 
yerini the prompt publication and distribution of the reports and proceed- 

ngs of the International American Conference, beg leave to report: 


‘at a provision was inserted in the diplomatic and consular appropriation 
bill, when it was under consideration in the Senate, namely: 

“To enable the President to carry into effect the recommendations of the In- 
ternational American Conference, and so far as he shall deem it expedient, 
when the same are to by the Governments represented in such confer- 
ence, or & majority of them, as follows: Including the com nof trans- 
Intors, copyists, clerks, and other employés, $15,500; for office rent, stationery, 
postage, fuel, lights,and other miscellaneous expenses, $9,250; for the printing 
and distribution to the ponaos the proceedings and reports of the Internationa 
American Conference, $5,000; in all $49,750; and sach appropriations, orso much 
thereof 5 be necessary, shall be expended under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of State." 

The Comptroller of the Treasury so construes this language that the money 
appro) for translators, office-rent, publications, ete., will not be availa- 
bie until the recommendations of the conference shall have been a; to by 

n majority of the Governments represented in the conference; and the work 

mustin the mean while be suspended. This suspension will be for an indefinite 

od, unless the language of the act be corrected. The reports and proceed- 

of the conference sre now nearly ready for publication; in fact some of 

them are already being sent out. It was manifestly not the intention of Con- 

gress to arrestand defer this work, now near completiou, and the committee 

recommend the adoption of the joint resolution, which is in the form suggested 
by the Comptroller of the Treasury. 


R. R. HITT. 

FRANOIS W. ROCKWELL. 
MARK H. DUNNELL. 

A. C. THOMPSON, 

JAMES B. McOREARY, 


WM. W. MORROW. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, July 17, 1800, 

Stn: During the consideration of the diplomatic and consular ap 
bill in the Senate an amendment was offered and unanimously adopted pro- 
pai shet certain recommendations of the International can Conference 
should not be carried into effect by this Government until a majority of the 
nations represented at the conference had agreed to rate, 

As gox will observe by a letter from the Comptroller of the Treasury, a copy 
of which is herewith inclosed, that officer construes the lan of the law 
to mean that the translation, publication, and distribution of the reports and 
proceedings of the conference are to be 6 the adoption by a 
majority of the Governments ted at the ference of the recommenda- 
tions contained in such pi andreports. Therefore the work will have 
to be stopped for an indefinite unless some correction of the actis made. 
The reports and ings of the conference are now very nearly ready for 
publication; in some ofthem are already being sent out. 

It was manifestly not the intention of Co to defer the completion of the 
work, and therefore the Department earnestly uests the immediate passage 
of a joint resolution similar to that suggested by the Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
8 ALVEY A. ADEE, Acting Secretary. 
Hon, ROBERT R. Hrrr, 


Chairman Committes on Foreign Affairs, House of Representatives. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, FIRST COMPTROLGER'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., July 17, 1890. 
Sim: In reply to your inquiry L beg to say that, in the opinion of this office, the 
ap’ ronaiation for the —— 8 translators, 2 office rent, forthe 
printing and distribution of the proceedings ahd re 
American Conference, as is provided in the act enti! ing appro- 
priations for the diplomatic and cons! service of the United States for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1891," will not be available until the recommenda- 


tions of such conference are to by the Governments represented in such 
conference, ora majority of them. I suggest therefore that Congress pass a 
joint resolution ring that— 


g 
“Nothing in the act entitled An act making appropriations for the dipio- 
matic and consular service of the United States for the fiseal year ending June 
30, 1891," shall be construed to interrupt, delay, or prevent the prompt publica- 
tion and distribution of the reports and proceedings of the International Amer- 
ican Conference.” 
These es heap rea however, are to be expended under the direction and 
certificate and 


ae he A.C. MATTHEW, Comptroller. 
Hon, A. A. ADEE, 
Acting Secretary of Slate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. McCREARY. I hope that the joint resolution will pass. The 
International American Conference was in session about six months, 
and its proceedings are required by law to be published in Spanish, 
Portuguese and English. The reports of the proceedings have been 
ready for publication for some time, and the object of the appropria- 
tion was to furnish money to have them published, as required by law, 

This joint resolution simply provides that nothing in the act known 
as the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill shall be construed 
to interrupt, delay, or prevent the prompt translation, publication, and 
distribution of the reports and proceedings of the International Con- 
ference. In other words, we need the proceedings of the conference; 
the country desires to read the result of that International American 
Conference; and wecan not lay the proceedings and result before the 
country until this appropriation is made. This is simply for the pur- 
pose of utilizing the appropriation made in the diplomatic and con- 
sular appropriation bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman de- 
clines to be interrupted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I suppose that I control the 
twenty minutes for debate in opposition tothe resolution. I yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I want to utilize the time to admonish the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr], the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, against that reckless and inconsiderate haste which 
has made this proceeding necessary, 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand that this matter came over from the 
tt deliberative body at the other end of the building. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McMILLIN. But it was not deliberated upon here; so we un- 
did what they had done in that other body. This bill came back from 
the Senate and was referred to a committee of conference, and when 
the conferees made their report, instead of giving it. that deliberate 
consideration which should have been given, it was rushed through 
here in hot haste. Nobody knew what was in the bill, and we acted 
as if we cared very little to know what was in it. The result is-that 
right at the end of an important work we find that work stopped by 
the bill itself. 

Now, if we deliberated a little more, boasted a little less that we are 
not a deliberative body, and took a little more time to do our work 
properly, it would be unn to suspend the rules or to obstruct 
other public business in getting undone the things which had been im- 

perly done in this House. 

Mr. CANNON. I understood the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Hrrr] and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] to 
say that this was a Senate amendment, and that it was leftin the bill 
precisely as that very able and deliberative body wrote it in when the 
amendment. was on there. 

Mr. McMILLIN, But what I am complaining of is that when it 


-1890. 
came here, instead of taking up and considering the Senate amendments 
deliberately, we adopted them without deliberation. 
to at That is, my friend wants two deliberative bodies. 

ughter. 
Mr. McMILLIN. ‘Two deliberative bodies would be well, I think, 


and even then the country would not be overfortified. . 
Mr.CANNON. Ifone makes mistakes, what would twodo? [Laugh- 


ter.] 
Mr. MCMILLIN. The second might correct the mistakes if it took 
time to examine matters carefully. ughter. ] 


Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Will the gentleman from Tennessee yield 
for a question before he takes his seat? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Will this give us a market for another 
bushel of wheat or another barrel of pork? [Laughter.] 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not knuwaboutthat. The chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs can probably answer that better than I 


can. 

Mr. HITT. I did not hear the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. My question was, will this give us a 
market for another bushel of wheat or another barrel of pork? 

Mr. HITT. This is a provision to print some documents that we 
believe will tend to open a way to sell a great many bushels of wheat 
and a great many barrels of pork in markets that are not open to us 


now. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Then we can not pass it too quickly. 

Mr. HITT. The words of the law to which the gentleman from 
Tennessee has referred were not used inconsiderately, but our account- 
ing officers are very strict in scrutinizing the language of the law, and 
they feel that the assent given by the representatives of foreign gov- 
ernments when here is not sufficient, but that a farther assent will be 
required hereafter; and without finding fault with them for their strict- 
ness we propose here to correct any possible misapprehension of the 
meaning of the law by passing this joint resolution. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I yield the remainder of my time back to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, fhe chairman of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, whether in the proceedings which are to be published, there are 
any of the letters of the Secretary of State concerning reciprocity, about 
which we have seen something in the newspapers within the last few 
weeks, or whether the publication is to be confined exclusively to the 
proceedings of the Pan-American Congress. 

Mr. HITT. The amendment itself states what the publication is to 
be. It ig a publication of the proceedings of the International Ameri- 
ean Conference, in which the gentleman from Kentucky will find some 
very solid reading. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I suppose so; and in order 
that those proceedings may have the proper corollary, I send tothe Clerk’s 
desk, to have read as a part of my remarks, a recent letter from the 
Secretary of State toa Senator upon the general question of reciprocity. 
I understand that these general questions were debated in the Pan- 
American Congress, the question ot reciprocity of trade, of a wider com- 
merce, and more intimate commercial relations between the Latin 
States of South America and ourselves, the opening up of the markets 
of those peoples to our agricultural and manufactured products, and 
our being able to purchase of them on favorable terms raw materials 
to be manufactured here. Therefore, as it seems to be relevant, I will 
ask to have read a letter—only one letter—of the Secretary of State 
upon this subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ban HARBOR, ME., July 22. 

Dear Me. FRYE: I have your reply to my letter, andam glad that the essen- 
27 part of it has been given to the press. 

ou ask me what assurance I have as to Spain’s willingness to enter into re- 

5 e 

or you can no V. o n on e me 

Minister 6f Bente, in his anxiety to secure free PAIA to 5 for 

the sugar of Cuba and Porto Rico, agreed toa very extensive treaty of reciproc- 
ity with Mr. John W. Foster, then our minister at Madrid. 

A year before, in 1883, a very admirable treaty of reciprocity was negotiated 
by denarii Grant and Mr. William H. Trescot, as Un! States commissioners, 
with the Republic of Mexico—a treaty well considered in all its parts and all 
its details—whose results would, I believe, have proved highly advantageous 
to both countries. 

In view of the pending discussion it is a somewhat singular circumstance 
that both the treaties of reciprocity failed to secure the approval of Con 
and failed for the express reason that both provided for the free on of 
sugar. Congress would notallow, then,a single pound of sugar to come in free 
of duty ander any circumstances whatever. And now the proposition is to 
open our ports free to everybody’s sugar. and to do it with such rapidity that 
we are not to have a moment's time to see if we can not make a better trade, a 
trade by which we may pay for at leasta part of the sugar in the products of 
American farms and shops. Our change of opinion has certainly been remark- 
able in so brief a period. Indeed, the only danger of our not securing advan- 
tageous treaties of reciprocity now is the possible belief on the part of those 
countries that we are so anxious for free sugar that by patient waiting they 
can secure all they desire without money and without price. 

Fearing that result, I sought an interview with the eight Republican members 
of the Committee on Ways and Means more than five months ago—to be exact, 
on the 10th day of last February. [endeavored to con ines them that it would 
be expedient and wise to leave to the President, as the „ wer. 
an 1 to see what advantageous arrangements of reci trade 
coul effected. Iwas unable to persuade the committee to teks aay view. 


ciprocal arrangements of trade with the United 


I mention this circumstance now because ithas been charged in many quarters 
that the su; ion for reciprocity came too late. In my effort was made 
before the bill was reported to the House or even ed in committee 


pose this reciprocal proposition touch- 


sugar, amounting one year, in the aggregate, to $58,000,000, and averaging $50,- 
000,000 per annum for a considerable period. We wish now to cheapen sugar 
by removing the duty. 

The value of the sugar we annually consume is enormous. Shall we pay for 
it all in cash or shall we seek a reciprocal arrangement by which a large part 
of it may be paid for in pork and beef and flour, in lumber, salt, andiron, shoes 
and calico, furniture, and a thousand other things? In short, shall we pay for 
itall in cash or try friendly barter in part? I think the latter mode is the high- 
est form of protection and the best way to promote trade, 

I address this note to you, as I did my first, because you have taken an active 
and most intelligent interest in the increase of onr trade with South America. 
When shall we enlarge our commercial intercourse with that great continent if 
wedo not now make a beginning? If we now give away the duty on sugar - 
(as we already have given away the duties on coffee, hides, rubber) 
and get nothingin 5 which shall be profitable to the farm or the fac- 
tory in the United States, what shall be our justification for the Lariat hg 

You have recently received con: ulations, in which I cordially join, on 
carrying the shipping bill through the Senate. Do you not think that a line of 
ships generously aided by the Government will have a better prospect for 
Bronte and permanence if we can give them outward cargoes from the United 

tates, and not confine them to inward cargoes from Latin America? 
I am, sincerely yours, à 
JAMES G. BLAINE. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I reserve the balance of my 


time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from Kentucky spoke about 
our getting certain raw materials from South America free of Sort 
could be produced there cheaper than we can produce them, t 
an materials does South America produce and upon which we levy 

uties? A 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Wool, for example. But I 
will gladly unite with my friend in removing the duty on wool when- 
ever he sees fit to do so. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What I asked the gentleman was what raw 
material South America produces that we do not produce and which 
we tax? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Oh, when the gentleman will 
open the door toa wider argument, I will gladly answer, but just now, 
with the letter of Mr. Blaine spread upon the record, I do not care to 
cut off the gentlemen of the Ways and Means Committee to whom he 
refers from an opportunity to be heard. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Blaine was ing about sugar and noth- 
ing else, but the gentleman from Kentucky spoke of things quite for- 
eign to sugar. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not profess to agree with - 
Mr. Blaine. I only know that he is now upon the right track, and 
that, as far as he goes in that direction, I shall be glad to approve of 
what he does. I hope that as he gets more and more right the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] will see his way to go along with 
Mr. Blaine in the same direction. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The strongest objection I have to Mr. Blaine 
is his coming so near in his views to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I can understand how the 
gentleman from Ohio, with his strong prejudices, may feel that way, 
but I hope the scales will fall from his eyes when he finds that Mr. 
Blaine is not afraid of the association. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the residue of my time. 

Mr. HITT. If the gentleman has concluded his observations and 
convinced himself that the resolution is right, I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no further debate, the Chair will put 
the question. 

The question being taken, the motion to suspend the rules and pass 
the joint resolution was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 194) similar in substance to the Senate joint resolution just 
passed will be laid on the table. 


ARMY OFFICERS ON THE RETIRED-LIST. 


Mr. OSBORNE (when the Committee on Military Affairs was called). 
I am authorized by the Committee on Military Affairs to move to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill (S. 1636) for the relief of certain offi- 
cers on the retired-list of the Army. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That whereas since the Ist day of January, 1888, certain 
officers of the Army, being at the time the senior officers in rank in their re- 
s ive grades, and under the visions of section 1257, Revised Statutes, en- 

tled to be promoted to vacancies then existent in the next higher grades, were 
nevertheless placed upon the retired-list of the Army without such promotion. 
the President is hereby authorized to nominate and, by and with the adviceand 
consent of the Senate, to appoint all such officers to the respective to 
which they were severally entitled, to take rank and date from the several 
times when their respective rights to promotion to vacancies became estab- 
lished, and to place them on the retired-list of the Army in the grades to which 
they are promoted, 

Mr. DOCKERY. I demand a second on the motion to suspend the 
rules. 

The SPEAKER. A second being demanded, the Chair appoints as 
tellers the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OSBORNE] and the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY]. 


— 
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The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 41, noes 21. 

Mr, DOCKERY. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make the point that no quo- 
rum is present? 

Mr. KERY, Ido. 


Mr. CANNON, As it is now about 5 o'clock and as there seems to 
be no quorum in the House, I move to adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. CANNON, it was 
agreed to. 


CHARGES AGAINST COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 


Pending the announcement of the vote on the motion toadjourn, 

The SPEAKER said: The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. YopER] de- 
clines to serve on the committee to investigate charges against the Com- 
missioner of Pensions. If there be no objection, the gentleman will 
be excused, and the Chair will appoint in his place the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Lewis]. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 314) for the relief of Mary B. Le Roy; 

A bill (S. 388) to remove the charge of desertion nowstanding against 
the record of Noyes Barber on the rolls of the Navy Department; 

A bill S. 510) granting a pension to John W. Reynolds; 

A bill (S. 775) granting a pension to Andrew J. Foust; 

A bill (S. 848) granting a pension to Mary J. Eadie; 

A bill (S. 973 granting a pension to Mary E, Harney; 

A bill (S. 973) granting an increase of pension to Virginia L. M, 


wing; 
A bill (S. 1203) granting a pension to Miss Margaret Stafford Worth; 
A bill (S. 1256) granting a pension to James A. Myers ; 
A bill (8. 1732) granting a pension to Nancy A. Thornton; 
A bill (S. 1740) granting a pension to Mary J. Welch, an army nurse 
in the late war; 

A bill (S. 2036) granting an inerease of pension to Mrs. F. Selina 
Buchanan; 

A bill (8. 2043) granting a pension to Edgar M. Cherry; 

A wor (S. 2066) placing the name of Elizabeth Domm on the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill (S. 575 granting a pension to Florida Kennerly; 

A bill (S. 2644) for the recognition of F. A. Patterson as a captain of 
the Third West Virginia Cavalry; 

A bill 8 2698) granting a pension to Johanna Loewinger; 

A bill (S. 2832) for the relief of Jesse H. Strickland; 

A bill (S. 2859) for the relief of Caroline Baker Stevens, relict of the 
late Col. Robert J. Stevens, and daughter of the late Col. Edward D. 


Baker; 


? 

A bill (S. 2976) grauting a pension to Mary L. Bradley, formerly 
Mary L. Smith, who served as a nurse in the war of the rebellion; 

A bill 8 3101) granting a pension to Anna Rodgers Macomb; 

A bill (S. mi granting a pension to Ursula Lucretia Haight; 

A bill (S. 3194) granting a pension to Joseph H, Scoopmire; 

tA bill (S. 3498) granting a pension to G. L. Pease; and 

A bill (S. 3840) to remove the charge of desertion against George Fet- 
terman, 

The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was then announced; 
and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE BILL WITH SENATE AMENDMENTS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a House bill with Senate amendments 
of the following title was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: $ 

A bill (H. R. 9486) making appropriations for the construction, re- 
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, a report of a committee was delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 8491) to provide for the 
examination and classification of certain mineral lands, and for other 
purposes, accompanied by a report (No. 2984)—to the Committee of 


` the Whole House on the state of the Union, 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill of the following title was in- 
troduced, read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COVERT: A bill (H. R. 11774) for the establishment of a 
light-house at Orient Point, on the coast of Long Island, New York— 


to the Committee on Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 11775) for the relief of Larkin Harned— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr, EWART: A bill (H. R. 11776) to place the name of Noah 
Harwood on the muster-rolls of Company B, Second North Carolina 
Mounted Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 11777) ‘granting a 
pension to Alfred T, Moreland, of Johnson County, Tennessee—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 11778) granting a pension to Joseph 
Barrow, late private Company G, One hundred and ninety-eighth Ohio 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, August 19, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the petition of J. K. Lewis and 32 other 
citizens of the Territory of New Mexico, praying for the passage of 
the private land claims court bill. As the bill is pending and has 
been under consideration, I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present a petition of the heirs, or those who 
claim to be the heirs, of Jesse Fish, jr., praying for the confirmation 
of an alleged Spanish grant embracing the largest of Anastasia 
Island, at St. Augustine, Fla. I move that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the memorial of John D. Henderson and 
24 other cigar-manufacturers of the ninth internal- revenue district of 
Pennsylvania; the memorial of H. F. Affelbach and 24 other cigar- 
mannfacturers of the ninth internal-revenue district of Pennsylvania; 
the memorial of J. F. King and 21 other cigar-manufacturers of the 
ninth internal-revenue district of Pennsylvania, and the meraorial of 
H. D. Frey and 25 other cigar-manufacturers of the ninth internal- 
revenue district of Pennsylvania, indorsing the tobacco schedule of 
the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of G. A. Warren and 64 other resi- 
dents of Bradford County, Pennsylvania, praying for the prompt pas- 
sage of House bill 5978, regulating the transportation of liquor in cer- 
tain cases; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented the petition of Dry Goods Economist, of 
New York City, N. Y., praying for such legislation as will afford pro- 
tection to American flax and linen; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 4312) to provide American registers for the steamers 
Stroma and Marco Aurelia, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 4278) authorizing the construction of a bridge over 
the Tennessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn., reported it with 
amendments. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 4332) to prevent the build- 
ing of houses along certain alleys in the city of Washington, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4333) regulating 
the rate per annum of telephone service in the cities of Washington 
and Georgetown, in the District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 


bia. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 4334) to authorize the building of 
a bridge at Dardanelle, Ark., across the Arkansas River; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

BUSINESS OF THE SESSION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY], which 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Quay, as follows: 


Resolved, That the following orders be adopted for the government of the 
Senate during the present session of Congress: 

Ordered, 1, That during the present session of Congress the Senate will not 
take up for consideration any legislative business other than the pending bill 
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relating to the publie lands, to tes courts, to service, 
75 ee and forestry, to public buildings; and Senate or concurrent reso- 
ons. > 

Ordered, 2, That the consideration of all bills other than such asare mentioned 
in the foregoing order is hereby postponed until the session of Congress to be 
held on the first Monday of December, 1890, 

Ordered, 3, That a vote shall be taken on the bill (H. R. 9416) now under con- 
sideration in the Senate,and upon amendments then pending, without further 
debate, on the 30th day of August, 1890, the v: to commence at 2 o'clock 
p. m. on said day and to continue on that and subsequent days, to the exclusion 
of all other business, until the bill and pending amendments are finally dis- 


of. 
For the foregoing stated purpose the following rules, namely, VII, VIII, IX, 
X, XU, XIX, XXII. XXVII, XXII. XXXV, and XL, are modified, 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire to address the Senate on this 

resolution; but I was engaged on public business yesterday, and I 

wish to be to-day, in regard to matters before a committee of which I 
am a member. I should prefer to proceed to-morrow morning. I un- 
derstand that will be agreeable to the mover of the resolution. I ask, 
therefore, that the resolution may lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. QUAY. 1 have no objection to the resolution going over until 
to-morrow morning without prejudice, with the understanding that it 
shall be taken up then in the order it stands to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution, then, if there be no 
objection, will lie over until to-morrow morning, subject to be called 
up in the morning hour. The Chair hears no objection. 


LIQUORS IN THE CAPITOL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], coming 
over from a previous day. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. PLUMB was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be directed to make such order as shall 
wholly prevent the sale ox drinking of spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors in the 
Senate wing of the Capitol. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iofferan amendment as an addition to the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the resolution the fol- 
lowing: 

And that the Se t-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to make pegs inspection and examination of the com mittee-rooms 
and other apartments of the Senate wing of the Capitol and report to the Com- 
mittee on Rules after each of said inspections whether he has found any spir- 
ituous, vinous, or malt liquors in the same, or any of them, and that said Com- 
mittee on Rules shall preserve said reports for the use of the Senate, 


Mr, GORMAN. I move the reference of the resolution and the 
amendment to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suggest that the mover of the resolution is not pres- 
ent. He may have some preference as to the course it should take. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let it lie over until the Senator from Kansas comes 
in. Iam sure he will accept my amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould be very sorry to take the time of the Senate 
with a set speech of four hours in order that ordinary courtesy might 
be shown to the mover of the resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. It would be more regret to the Senate, I think, 
than it would be to the Senator. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BLAIR. I would prefer to listen to the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin on the subject. [Laughter.] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland moves 
that the resolution and the amendment be referred to the Committee 
on Rules, The Senator from New Hampshire suggests the absence of 
the mover of the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it lie over until the Senator from Kansas comes 


in, 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam sorry Senators should exhibit such fear of an ab- 
sent Senator. Evidently they are determined to kill this resolution 
without a fair hearing and tọ choke off debate contrary to the rules of 
the Senate. I do not understand this anxiety to reach the tariff bill. 
It seems to me that the resolution ought to go over until to-morrow 
morning at the least, unless the Senator from Kansas should soon come 
in, and then undoubtedly he would be willing to gratify the anxiety 
of Senators representing the great Democratic party and have an early 
disposition of this measure. 2 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
suggests that the resolution and amendment lie over until to-morrow, 
to be taken up in the morning hour. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that a reference be made as proposed by the 
Senator from Maryland. If the Senator from Kansas shall come into 
the Chamber and say he desires a different disposition and desires it to 
come up to-morrow morning, undoubtedly the Senate would at once 
unanimously reconsider the reference. 

Mr. BLAIR. I object. I would rather exercise my voice a little 
while than to have this matter so peremptorily disposed of and soun- 
usually disposed of. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it lie over. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is all I ask. 

Mr. GORMAN. I did not observe that the Senator trom Kansas 


was not in his seat when I made the tion, and I of course will 
withdraw the motion until his return to the Chamber. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is satisf 25 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then, if there be no objection, the 
resolution with the amendment will lie over until to-morrow, retaining 
its place, and subject to be called during the morning hour. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

TRIAL OF LIEUTENANT GUY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] coming 
over from a former day. The resolution will be read. 

ne following resolution, submitted yesterday by Mr. PLUMB, was 
read: 

Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby di- 
rected to make forthwith to the Senate a full and complete report, con 
copies of all charges and complaints, and by whom made, against Lieutenant 
Guy, of the police force, and of all testimony and statements taken by or made 


to said commissioners, or either of them, concerning such charges, and whether 


said Guy in his trial was informed of all the charges and complaints made 
against him by any and all 


person to said commissioners, or either of them, 
and, if not, the reason therefor, and what action hasjbeen taken in said trial or 
otherwise concerning said charge, - i 

Mr. HARRIS. Ithink the resolution ought to go to the Commit- 
tee on the District ef Columbia. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it lie over. 

Mr. HARRIS, Let it lie over, as the Senator from Kansas is not 


resent, 
3 Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the resolution will not go over. It is 
simply a resolution of inquiry. It has been charged very promptly 
here that a lieutenant upon the police force has been placed upon trial 
and has heen denied the privilege of seeing or knowing what the charges 
were; in other words, that it was a star-chamber proceeding; and I 
think we ought to have the facts in the case. 

Mr.SPOONER. I hope the resolution will not be acted upon this 
morning. It ought to be sufficient ground for laying it over that the~ 
mover of it is not present. Ishould be very sorry to see the Senate 
made a court of appeals from the trial court for police officials. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not police officials. 

Mr. SPOONER, This trial has been proceeding for a great many 
days. I know nothing about the merits of the case, but every day the 
newspapers have been filled with testimony, the examination of wit- 
nesses, and the cross-examination of witnesses, Lieutenant Guy evi- 
dently being represented by counsel before the commissioners, testi- 
mony given as to various charges, testimony me in rebuttal, argu- 
ment of counsel on both sides, and not yet decided; and I certainly 
should hope the Senate would not interfere with the matter at all in 
its present status. If after the commissioners shall have passed upon 
it the occasion seems to exist fora review and the Senate of the United 
States is a proper body to review it, it will be time to take it up. 

I shall certainly move, if the resolution must be taken up to-day and 
disposed ot to-day, that it be referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. I think a standing committee ought to consider the sub- 
ject before this precedent is established and before the Senate enters 
upon this matter of reviewing a decision of the commissioners in any 
such case, 5 

Mr.GORMAN. The Senator from Kansas is absent, and I suggest 
that the resolution lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the resolution being absent 

Mr. COCKRELL. Onemoment, please. The Senator from Wiscon- 
sin is mistaken. This is no appeal from a police court. This is not 
an instruction to a police court. It has nothing on earth to do with it. 
Itisa direction to the commissioners of the District of Columbia, who are 
acting under the authority of Congress and who constitute practically 
a bureau—such a direction as we have given to them fifty times, a com- 
mon, almost monthly occurrence, calling upon the District commis- 
sioners for information. Here it is charged that in this trial they have 
suppressed the charges and have refused to let the defendant, who is 
placed upon trial, know what they are, and yet they are trying him. 
Now, is it right to wait until they have passed a star-chamber judg- 
ment or is it right to let the poopie know and let the Senate know 
whether this is a trial or a mockery ? 

Mr. SPOONER. I think in view of the fact that the adjudication 
of the commissioners may result entirely in the acquittal of this official, 
for aught the Senator knows, it would be very wise in any event to 
wait until the trial is concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And then it is beyond the remedy, probably, of 
Congress, beyond the reach of Congress; and when it is exposed and it 
is known what kind of proceedings are taking place, it may be there 
will be some kind of judicial consideration given to the case. 

Mr. SPOONER. If any mors done by the commissioners to any 
police official, the publicity which will be given to it will in the end 


If there be no objection, the mover 


right the wrong. Itwould bea very remarkable performance, it seems 
to me, while this matter is under judicial investigation, the result of 
which noone knows or can know, which may result in an acquittal, 
that the Senate should adopt a resolution upon such a predicate as this, 
calling upon the commissioners to send in all the testimony and charges. 
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I t the power of the Senate to passsuch a resolution, of course, but 
2 the resolution will not be passed at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the mover 
of the resolntion being absent, it will lie over without prejudice, to be 
called up in the morning hour to-morrow morning. Chair hears 
no objection. 

ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC, 

Mr. BLAIR. I present the minutes of a joint hearing of the House 
and Senate committees upon the alcoholic liquor traffic. Task that 
the matter be printed, and later, when we see what the documentis, I 
shall ask an order for extra copies. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire presents testimony taken before the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor relating to the alcoholic liquor trafie, 
and asks that it be printed. If there be noobjection, the usual number 
of copies will be printed. 

Mr. BLAIR. After which, when I see how expensive the document 
is, I shall ask an order for additional copies. 

MARY ELLEN FITZGERALD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1502) granting a pension 
to Mary Ellen Fitzgerald; which was, in line 5, to strike out thirty“ 
and insert eighteen before dollars.“ 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the joint resolution 
(S. E. 116) extending the privilege of the Library of Congress to the 
members and secretary of the Interstate Commerce Commission, with 
an amendment in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
846) for the relief of Nathaniel McKay and the executors of Donald 
McKay. ` 

5 PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on the 
18th instant approved the act (S. 4225) to amend an act approved 
August 6, 1888, authorizing the construction of bridges by the Houston, 
Central Arkansas and Northern Railway Company. 

The message also announced that the President had on this day ap- 
proved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 3787) to amend the laws relative to shipping commis- 
sioners; 

An act (S. 3917) to adopt regulations for preventing collisions at sea; 

An act (S. 4207) extending the time of payment to purchasers of 
land of the Omaha tribe of Indians in Nebraska, and for other pur- 


poses; and < 
An act (S. 2644) for the recognition of F. A. Patterson as a captain 
of the Third West Virginia Cavalry. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
“tion from the Acting Attorney-General, transmitting, in further answer 
to a resolution of the Senate of the Ist instant, an appeal from the 
award made by the commissioners for damage growing out of the im- 
rovement of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers in the case of W. E. 
8 which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 3 
He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre 
of the Interior, transmitting,in answer to a resolution of the Senate of 
June 28, 1890, a complete list of all the Spanish and Mexican private 
land claims now pending before the Departmentof the Interior; which, 
with the accompanying documents, was referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 
THE REVENUE BILL. : 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 
If there be none, that order is closed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to tht considera- 
tion of House bill 9416. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island, the 
Calendar under Rule VIII being in order, moves that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of House bill 9416. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce 
the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

CROW INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. POWER. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of a bill which has been heretofore partially considered by the 
Senate, House bill No. 526. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Montana asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid 
aside that he may ask for the consideration of a bill the titleof which 


will be reported. 


The CHIEF CLERK, A bill (H. R. 526) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to and submit to Congress a proposal for the sale 
to the United States of the western part of the Crow Indian reserva- 
tion, in Montana. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As this bill has been partially considered, I shall 
not make an objection, if it does not lead to discussion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having been previously 
read at length, shall it be again read? 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be reported by title, 

The Chief Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill 
having been read at length, the further reading will be waived and 
the pending amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 7 of the committee’s amendment, after 
the word“ portion,“ it is proposed to insert of the reservation in 
Montana;’’ so as to read: 

That the Secre of the Interior is authorized and directed to 
commission consisting of three di t persons, whose duty it shall 

th the Crow Indians for a surrender to the United States of all that 
portion of the reservation in Montana, or so much thereof as they will consent 
to surrender, which is situated south of the Yellowstone River and west of the 
divide between Pryor reek and Clark's Fork River in said State, and to report 
to Con the result ofany such n lation. But no agreement for any such 
surrender shall be valid until ratified by Congress. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


FORT DOUGLAS RESERVATION, 


Mr. TELLER. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to have put 
on its passage a bill for the right of way across the Fort Douglas military 
reservation in Utah, for a street railway. It has the approval of the 
War Department and it will not lead to any debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid 
aside that he may ask the consideration of a bill the title of which 
will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 4229) granting a right of way through 
certain lands of the United States in the Territory of Utah. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was considered as in Committee ot 
the Whole, è 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affaifs with an 
amendment; which was, at the end of the bill, to insert the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That the location and width of said right of way shall be subject to 
the approval of the Secretary of War, and that the privileges hereb ted 
shall 5 subject to revocation or such changes as may be ulred 4 
and that said changes shall be made at the expense of the said railway com- 
pany; also that no stables shall be on the reservation, and 
part of this land or right of way shall be used for storage of cars. 

So as to make the bill read: 


Thata rightof way is hereby granted to the Popperton Place and Fort Doug- 
Jas Rapid Transit Company, a railroad 55 duly organized and now 
existing under the laws of the Territory of Utah, across the 


point a 
to ne- 


tno 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reperted to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. : 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives armounced that the 
Speaker had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore. è 

A bill (II. R. 8584) to increase the pension of Edward Healy; 

A bill (H. R. 10726) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 
1891, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 11491) for the relief of the estate of Charles F. Bowers; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 6454) to establish a national military park at the battle- 
field of Chickamauga. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. House bill 9416 is before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Who 4 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope now weshall have a vote upon the pending 
amendment. The paragraph has been under discussion for several 
days, and I am very anxious that it shall be disposed of. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We cannot hear the Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has repeatedly endeavored 
to preserve order and requests that Senators will be seated and refrain 
from conversation. Complaint is made that the proceedings can not 
be heard. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was making an appeal to the Senate that the 
vote be taken upon the amendment to the pending paragraph. This 
paragraph has been under consideration for four days, and I am ex- 
tremely anxious that greater progress shall be made in the considera- 
tion of the bill, and I appeal to Senators to abstain from further dis- 
cussion upon this paragraph at least, and that we may proceed to take 
a vote. 

Mr. MORGAN. What side of the Chamber do you address that re- 

uest to? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Both sides. 

Mr. BLAIR. After the plaintive appeal of the Senator from Rhode 
Island I shall not ask for the consideration of the army nurses bill 
this morning; but I desire to say that unless the discussion of the tariff 
bill is very soon concluded and final action had I shall feel it my duty 
to move to displace that bill and ask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the army nurses bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 29, paragraph 137, line 6, it is proposed 
to strike out the words 2 2.10 cents” and insert in lieu thereof 1 
cent, and to insert after the word pound, in line 7: 

And there sliall be paid to the manufacturers of tin-plate in the United States, 
from any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, a bounty of 1 


cent per pound, under such rules and regulations as the Commissioner of In- 
— Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall pre- 
be. 


The pending amendment will be 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment just read proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB]. The yeas and nays have not been ordered, as the Senator 
from Maryland or some other Senator suggested yesterday afternoon. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I ask for the yeas and nayson the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to ask the Chair whether or not the 
wholo proposition as stated is embraced in the amendment on which 
we are now asked to vote or whether it only involves the question of 
the insertion ot the bounty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the proposition 
to change the rave and toprovide for a bounty also. 

Mr. GORMAN, Let it be read. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Can that be divided? If so, I ask for a division 
of the question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 29, in paragraph 137, line 6, after the 
word pay,“ it is proposed to strike out 2.2 cents, and insert 1 
cent, and after the word pound,“ in line 7, to insert: 

And there shall be paid to the manufacturers of tin-plate in the United States, 
from any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, a ty of 1 


eent per pound, under such rules and regulations as the Commissioner ot In- 
pout: Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall pre- 
be. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I was about to say that the first part of this amend - 
ment is identically the same amendment that the Senate has already 
voted upon once. If a division is to be made upon that alone that 
amendment would not be in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from West Virginia to demand a division of the question. The Secre- 
tary will therefore read the first part of the amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK.. After the word “pay,” in paragraph 137, line 
6, it is proposed to strike out 2.2 cents per pound and insert I cent 
per pound; so as to make the clause read: 

And on and after July 1, 1891, all iron or steel sheets or plates, or taggers iron, 
coated with tin or lead or with a mixture of which these metals, or either of 
them, is a component 2 by the dipping or any other process, and commer- 
3 known us tin-plates, terne- plates, and taggers tin, shall pay 1 cent per 
pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would state that this prop- 
osition, having once been voted upon and decided in the negative, the 
question can not be again taken upon it in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Then the question will be simply on the allow- 
ance of the bounty. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes; on the question of bounty. 


The Secretary will report the second clause of the proposed amend- 


ment, 

Mr. PLUMB. Does the Chair decide that the question caw not be 
taken on the proposition to strike out and must be solely on the inser- 
tion of the bounty? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair holds that the amend- 


ment is susceptible of the division which has been demanded by the 
Senator from West Virginia, the first part of the tion being to 
reduce the rate and the second to provide for a bounty.. The Chair 
further states 8 the rate has once been neg- 
atived in Committee of the Whole, and therefore the question can not 
be renewed at this parliamentary stage of the proceedings. : 

Mr. PLUMB. It isnot renewed, if the Chair will pardon me, but it 
is renewed in connection with another proposition, a ion of which 
is that which has already been voted upon; and the effect of the t 
taking the two together, is different. Of course, if the Chair holds 
the bounty alone has got to be voted u after we have put up the 
duty, I shall withdraw at once, The Chair will readily see that that 
has the effect of totally preventing the Senate from voting upon a prop- 
osition which a number of its members desire to vote upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not responsible for the 
dilemma in which the Senate is placed. He states a parliamentary 
proposition. g 

Mr. ALDRICH. L appeal to the Senator from West Virginia 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas can only be withdrawn by unanimous consent, the yeas and 
nays having been ordered. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and the proposition is withdrawn. The Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Before the announcement of the withdrawal I 
was about to appeal to the Senator from Kansas to withdraw the 
amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think no one wants to vote for a bounty in addition 
to the already enormous duty proposed by the bill as it stands. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is very true. I want to vote for the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Kansas exactly as proposed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposition can be renewed in 


the Senate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Then I give notice thatin the Senate I shall move 
the amendment if the Senator from Kansas does not. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish to raise the point of order, or at least inquire 
as a point of order, if it is true that the Senate now finds itself in a po- 
sition that it can not vote upon a partof this proposition. Is the prop- 
osition divisible? - 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair thinks it is. 

Mr. DOLPH. Then we should be in the situation of being subject 
toa rule by which a proposition is divisible and when once divided 
one part of it can not be voted upon. It seems to me thatif it be true 
that the Senate is precluded from voting upon a part of the proposi- ` 
tion, then it is no longer divisible. > 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not know a thing myself about parliamentary 
law, but as a matter of common sense it would seem to me that it 
ought to be in order. 

Mr. BUTLER. The whole matter can be obviated when the bill 
gets into the Senate. The Senator will not have the slightest difficulty 
then in moving the amendment, as I understand the Chair to rule. 
That is the ruling, that the proposition can be renewed in the Senate, 


as [ understand. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly. TheSenator from Kan- 
sas has withdrawn the amendment. pes 
Mr. PLUMB. I wish to make one parliamentary inguiry or sug- 
gestion. I understand the decision of the Chair is that when once a 
proposition has been voted upon no other proposition adding to the 


rt can be voted upon. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair makes no such announce- 


ment. 

Mr. PLUMB. That seems to be the effect of the decision. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is merely deciding the 
question before it, and not a hypothetical question that may arise here- 
after. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is the effect of the decision of the Chair, it seems 


to me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The decision was as to the p 
tion to amend by changing the rate of duty. The question of the 
bounty can be yoted upon in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HARRIS, I desire to suggest to the Senator from Kansas that 
his amendment presents the question ofa bounty, pure and simple. It 
is not a proposition to strike out; it is not a proposition to 
the rate of duty and give a bounty, but it is simply a bounty proposi- 
tion, as I understand it. 

Mr. PLUMB. No; it is not. It is a proposition to reduce the rate 
of duty as well as to provide for a bounty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. One branch of the proposition of the 
Senator from Kansas was to reduce the rate of duty from 2.2 cents to 
1 cent. per pound. i 

Mr. HARRIS. I had read the printed amendment, and that simply 
proposed a bounty. - 

Mr. GORMAN. Of course, the Senator from Kansas having with- 
drawn his amendment, I do not desire to take an appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair, but I do desire to enter my dissent publicly from 
the decision as made. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is entirely willing, as he 
has no pride of opinion, that the question shall be submitted to the 
Senate. It is a matter of entire indifference to the Chair. r 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senate a few days since voted upon the prop- 
osition to strike out 2. 2 cents and insert 1 cent, which was voted down. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was decided in the negative. 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘Then the Senator from Kansas offered an entirely 
different proposition, thatis to strike out 2.2 cents and insert 1 cent, 
and coupled with that the additional provision that a bounty of 1 cent 
should be offered to the manufacturers of tin-plate, That amendment 
was unquestionably in order, and the yeas and nays were ordered 
upon it. 

Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
, FAULKNER] demanded a division of the question. : 

Mr. GORMAN. Very good. The Senator from West Virginia de- 
manded a division. The question was divisible; and, the amendment 
being in order under the rules of the Senate, the Senator from West 
Virginia had the right to demand a division ; and the Senate has the 
right in my judgment and by the uniform custom of this body to vote 
upon that division. I suggest to the Chair that probably in the hurry 
of the moment his decision was made reversing the universal practice 
of this 8 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no doubt about the 
correctness of his decision. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I ask the Chair if he holds that the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas changing the rate of duty from 2.2 
cents to 1 cent and adding the clause giving the bounty was in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair thinks it was. 

Mr. HARRIS, I think that amendment is clearly in order, and I 
think the Chair is clearly right upon the proposition that we can not 
vote again in Committee of the Whole upon the proposition that the 
Committee of the Whole has once decided, to reduce from 2.2 cents to 
1 cent, as an isolated proposition. In other words, the question is not 
divisible so far as that branch of it is concerned. 

Mr. REAGAN, Of course I always listen to the rulings of the Chair 
with the greatest respect; but when a question is presented to strike 
out the duty of 2.2 cents a pound and insert 1 cent and to provide for 
a bounty of 1 cent a pound, and that is the entire proposition, if a 
division is demanded I suggest to the Chair with great respect, and 
always doubting my own judgment when it comes in conflict with that 
of the Chair, that the fact that the amendment heretofore offered in a 
different form was voted down, the idea of striking out the duty of 
2.2 cents comes up, but still it isa part of an entire proposition. It 
seems to me that if a division is demanded, the question would first 
have to be taken upon the first part of the proposition to strike out 
the 2.2 cents as a pars of the whole proposition. Of course, if stated 
nakedly by itself, I should not doubt the propriety of the rulingof the 
Chair; but it seems to me that the only effect of a division is to reach 
by two votes that which is authorized to be reached by one vote; and that 
the vote must be taken with reference to the whole proposition as 
though a division had not been called for. 

Mr.CULLOM. If there is no appeal pending, I ask for the regular 


order. 
The reading of the bill will be re- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sumed. 2 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to make an inquiry. If I under- 
stand aright the committee's amendment in line 7, after the proviso 
had been agreed to there has been no vote taken yet in Committee of 
the Whole on agreeing to the text of the bill as amended by the com- 
mittee; that is to say, there has been no vote taken on paragraph 137 
fixing the rate of duty at 2.2 cents a pound. 

Before we depart from this paragraph, on a question so important 
as this, I want to have the decision ot the Committee of the Whole 
upon this rate; and in order that we may meet it, I intend to strike 
out all in the first line on page 29, commencing after the word steel“ 
in that line and going down to and including the word pound,“ in 
line 7, the effect of which would be, after July 1, 1891, to put tin-plate 
on the free - list. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment of the 
Senator from New Jersey will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 137, on page 29, line 1, after the 
word steel,“ it is proposed to strike out: 

And on and after July 1, 1891, all iron or steel sheets, or plates or taggers iron, 
coated with tin or lead, or with a mixture of which these metals or either of 
them is a component part, by the dipping or any other process, and commer- 
pie uot as tin-plates, terne-plates, and taggers tin, shall pay 2.2 cents per 
pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr, SPOONER. LI offer an amendment to come in after the word 
pound,“ in the seventh line of page 29, in the one hundred and thirty- 


seventh paragraph. 
29, after the word pound,“ in line 


The question is on the amendment 


The CHIEF CLERK. On page 
7, it is proposed to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That on and after October 1, 1896, tin-plates and terne-plates lighter 
in weight than 63 pounds per hundred square feet shall be admitted free of duty, 


unless it shall be made to appear to the satisfaction of the President (who shall 
thereupou by proclamation make known the fact) that the aggregate quantity 
of such plates lighter than 63 pounds per hun square feet uced in the 
United States during any ofthe five years preceding June 30, 1596, has equaled 
one-third the amount of such plates imported and entered for consumption 
during any fiscal year the passage of this act, and prior to said October 1, 

1896: Provided, That the amount of such plates manufactured into articles ex- 
ported, and upon which a drawback shall be paid, shall not be included in as- 
certaining the amount of such importations: And provided further, That wares 
tinned in the United States and manufactured from black sheets of said weight 
made in the United States shall be considered tin-plates produced here within 
the meaning of this provision. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. It is almost impossible to understand the amend- 
ment, as read, in its application to this pb. I therefore sug- 
gest that this amendment or any other which may be offered shall be 
printed, and that we pass over the paragraph and proceed with the 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to this amendment going over 
until to-morrow morning and being printed if desirable, but I do ob- 
ject, however, to the whole paragraph being passed over. 

' Mr, CULLOM. Yon do not want us to discuss this paragraph all the 
week? 

Mr. ALDRICH, No. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I think the amendment will be 
easily understood by Senators who will give it attention. The sub- 
stance of it has been heretofore printed as a proposition intended to be 
moved by me at the proper time. 

The Senate has voted on an amendment to reduce the duty on tin- 
plate from 2.2 cents per pound to 1 cent. I voted to maintain the 
duty provided by the bill, on the theory that it was wise public policy, 
if we could bring it about, to secure the manufacture in the United 
States of the tin-plates and terne-plates demanded for use by consum- 
ers in this country. 

I voted for that, knowing that for the time being the duty involved 
ina sense a tax, though hardly appreciable by individuals, upon the 
consumers here, and thinking that it was a cheap price to pay if we 
could thereby secure within a reasonable time the manufacture of tin- 
plates for our own use within our own borders and by our own labor. 
But there has been expressed, and seems to bea doubt, as to whether we 
can make tin-plates of the finer gauges in this country. I am not ab- 
solutely certain that we can, in competition with Wales, although I 
believe it can be done. It has not been done up to this time. Senators 
on the other side think the present duty is fully adequate and that 
the failure to engage in the industry is because of our inability to do 
iton other grounds. My own impression has been that the failure was 
entirely to be ascribed to the inadequacy of the duty. 

The fact remains that, notwithstanding the duty for many years, we 
are not manufacturing tin-plate thinner than No. 23 wire gauge. Now, 
for one, while entirely willing to give all needed protection to this in- 
dustry and all encouragement that we can give to bring about its in- 
anguration and progress in this country, I am not willing to leave it 
in such shape that we may for the next ten, twelve, or fifteen years be 
imposing this duty of 2.2 cents per pound on these grades of tin-plate 
and at the end of that time be told that the duty was inadequate, an 
so find ourselves in the same position we are to-day, comparatively ` 
with no domestic manufacture of tin-plate of these gauges. 

Intending to give all the time that is necessary in order to inaugu- 
rate this industry and carry it forward, I have here provided that if 
within six years, excluding practically this year, asit ought to be, for it 
is too late to do anything in that direction this year—if before October 
1, 1896, there shall not have been manufactured in this country dur- 
ing some one intervening year an amount of tin-plate thinner than what 
is known as No. 28 wire gauge, equal to one-third of the importation 
of those gauges during some one year of the five years, thereafter tin- 
plate of these gauges shall be put upon the free-list. That is all that 
there is in the proposition, 

I have provided that there shall be excluded from the annual com- 
putation tin which is admitted tothe country and upon which a draw- 
back is paid when it shall have been man into some article 
of tin for export, thus making it practically free. I have included in 
the annual computation only that tin which is imported and with- 
drawn from bonded warehouses for home consumption, to exclude the 
amount of tin which is sometimes largely imported and kept in bonded 
warehouses one year, or two years, or three years, and then a part of 
it exported. I have provided for 3 in the computation wares 
made of black sheets of such weight, made here and tinned here. This 
seems just. Al I have intended to accomplish by this amendment is 
to make these people, who claim they are ready with great capital to 
engage in this industry and that they can do so successfully, put up 
their money and go ahead with it, or if, after the lapse of a reasonable 
time, they shall have failed to do so, to put tin-plate of these gauges 
upon the free-list. 

Iam told, and from my investigation I believe it to be true, that 
these gauges thinner than No, 28 wire gauge and up to 36 com- 
prise the tin (and the 63 pounds per hundred square feet is the same 
thing, only it is easier to get at it by the inspectors than by the gauges) 
and are the gauges or weights used in making tin-dishes, tin-cans for 
packingand canning purposes, and in making the tin-pails and the mam- 
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ufacture of articles of that character in general domestic use. It ex- 
cludes, however, generally tin-plate which is made for rooting 

I do not wish the proposition to be understood as being at all un- 
friendly to the adequate protection of this industry or the encourage- 
ment of it, because I am a protectionist, and I prefer tbat we shall 
make all we need in this country if we can do so. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, as it seems Impossible to lower the duty 
upon tin-plate and beyond any conjectural possibility that it will be 
placed upon the free-list, I am dis to support the amendment of 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. If this outrage is to be 
mitigated, even in 1896, it is better than to accept the proposition of 
the Finance Committee with the notification already made to us that 
additional terror is to be imparted to this bill by a duty of 4 cents a 
pound upon block-tin, 

I read the other day, in the absence of the Senator from Wisconsin, 
an article from The American Economist denouncing this amendment 
and declaring that its effect would be to absolutely put tin-plate upon 
the free-list. If The American Economist, the highest authority in 
this country upon protection, is correct, [am heartily in favor of the 
amendment; but, while, in my judgment, it will not have that effect, 
itis a mitigation of what I conceive the most gross and palpable out- 
rage inflicted upon the people of the United States in this whole meas- 
ure 


The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] yesterday made it so 
plain that there could be no mistake about it that the course pursued 
by the Committee on Finance in regard to this duty is utterly incon- 
sistent and indefensible. They have reported to the Senate an increase 
from 1 to 2.2 cents a pound upon tin-plate without any duty whatever 
upon block-tin. They increased that duty with the facts before them 
in regard to block-tin and declared solemnly to the Senate and to the 
country that this increase of 1.2 cents a pound was all that was neces- 
sary. They come in afterwards and put a duty on the raw material 
of 4 cents a pound, and we know where the inspiration for that increase 
came from, It was from no additional facts, but it was from the exi- 
gencies that arose for controlling the four votes from the two Dakotas, 

My friend from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] tells me that I have not 
read the whole of theamendment. I havenot read it at all, but I am 
alluding to that feature of it which says—and that was the only point 
discussed by the Senator from Wisconsin—that if in 1896 thereshould 
be not as much of this tin-plate manufactured in the United States as 
is imported, then the dutyshould be absolutely taken off and tin-plate 
put upon the free-list. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘The one-third of the importations during any one 
of the five years. : 

Mr. VEST. One-third ofthe whole in any one year of the five. That 
is different, but I simply wish to state that any sort of qualification or 
mitigation of this legislation as it is abont to be voted the Senate 
is, in my judgment, a relief to the people of the United States, and 
any prospect of putting tin-plate upon the free-list I shall welcome 
with great avidity, and I fully appreciate what the Senator from Wis- 
consin has said in regard to the uncertainties that surround this whole 
subject. 

We are now asked to place a duty of 4 cents a pound upon block-tin, 
and to do it upon the statement of one of the Senators from South Da- 
kota that a large amount of block-tin is already upon the“ dump“ 
and ready for use, and that a railroad is about to be constructed to 
carry it to market, and the additional fact that a company has been 
organized with $15,000,000 of capital to gointo this business. If that 
be so, Mr. President, if $15,000,000 is ready to be invested by capital- 
sat it seems to me that no additional legislation is necessary upon this 
subject, 

Mr. President, against the assertion of the Senator from South Da- 
kota I put the statement of another Senator of this body, the Senator 
from California [Mr. HEARST], who is recognized as the best expert 
miner upon the face of the earth, not only in this country, but any- 
where else—the most successful miner. He visited these mines for 
the purpose of investment, went through them in this very Harney 
Peak district which is spoken of by the Senator from South Dakota, 
and he says now, as I am informed, that there is not tin there in suffi- 
cient quantities to justify investment. 

Mr. GIBSON, Has the Senator seen the opinion of Professor Hall, 
who is professor of geology in the University of Minnesota? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, I have that before me now. Here is that opinion, 
and I was about to read it: 

Professor Hall, professor of geology in the University of Minnesota, visited 
the Harney Peak district in company with a fellow-geologist and made an ex- 
amination for no other purpose than to satisfy himself. Iu a paper read at the 

cember meeting of the Minnesota Academy of Sciences he said that— 

The tin ore of granitic area (i. e., that portion of the Black Hills containin, 
tin at all) would never be found to occur in paying quantities save in oocasiona 
“placers” into which the ore of removed areas of granite had been collected, 
or in occasional lumps of granite having a larger quantity of ore than the ay- 
erage of the granitic mass, this fact (of non-existence in paying quantities) be- 
ing due to the igneous origin of these rocks and the non-segregated condition 
of the ore in most masses of the carrying rock.” F 

And yet we are asked in the face of this testimony from the best ex- 
pert in the United States or in the world on mining, and also from 
this professor who goes there not in the interest of any company, but 


to satisfy himself—we are asked to put 4 cents a pound duty on block- 
tin, and the people of the United States under nebulous and un- 
certain condition of affairs, under this experimental condition, are to 


pay this duty upon tin-plate of 1.2 cents a pound and added to that 


the burden that must come from an increase of 4 cents a pound upor, 


block-tin, 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask the Senator if he has any information do not 
find it in the tables presented to us here—as to the amount of block- 
tin imported into this country and the amount of additional money 
the people of the United States will have to pay if the duty is kept at 
4 cents a pound. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave the tables here 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator will permit me to say that, based 
upon the importations of tin in the year 1889, if a duty of 4 cents 
pound is imposed, as su; by the Senator from Rhode Island, 
revenue would be one million three hundred and some odd tho 
dollars annum from that source. 

Mr. GIBSON. If the importations continue the same? ~ 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the importations continue the same as in the 
year 1009, which is the only basis we can have for caculation upon this 
subject. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave addressed myself so far simply to bap weg pi ar 
in the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin. As to the di of 
that amendment in regard to galvanized shect-iron and the provisiong 
contained in the latter of the amendment, I do not commit m 
because I have not them and I could not catch their full meaning 
as they were read from the desk. 

I simply want to emphasize what I have said as to the extraordinary 
course pursued by the Finance Committee in regard to this matter, who, 
after declaring to the Senate and to the country that 1.2 cents per 
pound increase on tin-plate was all that industry demanded, have now 
supplemented that by a duty of 4 cents per pound upon the raw ma- 
terial, and without any other reason except the demands made 
them, we are warranted in believing, by the Senators from the 


tas. 

As the Senator from Kentucky said yesterday, and it is absolutely 
unanswerable, they have made some mistake in to this matter; 
either their first proposed legislation of an increase on tin-plate of 1.2 
cents a pound was not sufficient or it was sufficient, and, if not suffi 
an increase of 4 cents per pound upon block-tin is absolutely indefensi- 
ble. They admit that they must have made this mistake, but they 
give no reason whatever for this extraordinary action. 

More than that, the facts do not warrant any cautious and prudent 
legislator in entering upon this undiscovered and unexplored domain 
of block-tin and the manufacture of tin-plates in this country upon 
the facts which are given to the Senate. We know very well thatif 
the manufacturers of galvanized iron at Pittsburgh did not demand all 
the pront that they get from the tarif duty upon iron-plates they 
could very easily go into the manufacture of tin-plates. But they 
want it all. They want the increased duty upon tin-plate so as to keep 
it out of the country and increase the consumption of their own man- 
ufacture of iron-plates, and in either event, whether this duty upon 
block-tin is placed upon it or not, even with the simple increase of 1.2 
cents a pound on tin-plate they know very well that they will force 
the American people to buy largely of their iron product. 

Mr. SPOONER and Mr. BLATE addressed the Chair. 

Mr, BLAIR. Mr. President, I rise merely to ask the Senator trom 
Wisconsin a question, and then I shall not detain him from the floor. 
I am not sure that I caught the whole of hisamendment, but I under- 
stand it to be to this effect, that if in any one year of the five years, 
excluding the present year, between now and 1896, the American 
manufacture of tin-plate is not one-third of the foreign importation of 
any one year, then the duty is 5 Fie express provision of law to dis- 
appear in 1896 and free trade will be substituted for protection upon 


this manufacture, Is that so? 
Mr. SPOONER, I will answer the question if the Senator is through 
with it. 


Mr. BLAIR. I want to be assured that I understand the Senator’s 
proposition, and then I shall follow it by this suggestion, so that he 
may meet the whole without my troubling him again. If there be a 
provision of that kind made, it would seem to me absolutely certain 
that the English trust, with the entire capital and ability to produce 
and import tin, will be concentrated in some one year’s effort, whether 
there be consumption corresponding in this country or not, and that 
there will be such an importation in some one of these years as to ut- 
terly drown ont the American production; and with a threat of that 
kind hanging over the effort to establish the industry, it would be ut- 


terly impossible to obtain the investment of the first dollar, and so the 


entire effort to establish the industry must fail. 

Mr. SPOONER. Only a moment. The difference in principle be- 
tween the Senator from ri [Mr. Vest] and myself upon all sub- 
jects connected with the tariff is so marked and irreconcilable that 
I am almost afraid to support the proposition which I make myself if 
it meets his approval; and if this amendment could have the effect 
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which he has suggested, I should vote against itif offered by anybody 
else, and even should repudiate it having offered it myself. 
I did not see the to which the Senator referred, in the Econ- 
thongh I have seen some criticism of this amendment in several 
ed protection papers. I think the amendment as I first gave 
notice of its introduction was justly open to the criticism passed upon 
it. It gave a much shorter time and required the domestic manufact- 
ure to be equal to one-half of the importation. It was early printed to 
elicit criticism. On reflection there seemed to me to be clearly danger 
that the amendment drawn in that way would encourage and render 
it entirely practicable for the tin-plate-manufacturers abroad, by flood- 
the conntry with their products for the requisite years to render 
it impossible for us to make the domestic production equal to one-half 
of the importation. 8 
I have accordingly changed the amendment so as to provide that it 
during any one year of the six years after October 1 there shall be pro- 
duced in this country. one-third of the amount of tin-plate of these 
gauges (none of which are made now) imported and entered for con- 
sumption during some one year of thesix years, the duty shall remain, 
and I have otherwise so changed it that I believe the interest is en- 
tirely pro and that it can not discourage the investment of money 


in this industry. If longer time is required I shall be entirely satis- 


-+ 


fied if the time fixed by this amendment is extended. 

I want to encourage this industry. I believe, Mr. President, in the 
industrial independence of this country as far as it can be brought 
about. We import yearly millions upon millions in value of tin-plate. 
If through this duty we can manufacture it all, no matter if for the 
time being we pay a higher price for it, if we can supply in our own 
country our own demand, if we can make our people independent of 

ign producers, if we can in that way bring down the price to our 

as we will if we can change the condition which exists to-day 

and bas for years, under which the price of tin-plate is maintained 

iy weg. Fa block-tin has gone down, I am anxious to do it and 
to help to do it. 

But, Mr. President, there is an element of uncertainty about it. 
No man is able to say here with absolute certainty that in two years 
or five years we shall be able to manufacture, I do not say tin-plate, 
but tin-plate of these gauges, thinner than 28, I believe we can; I 

we can. If we can not do it on this duty of 2.2 cents a pound 
we could certainly do it on 3.2 cents a pound, I should be willing 
to vote for it. 

The sole object of this amendment is this, that if after a reasonable 
time, five years, six years, or whatever it may be, it shall be found 
impossible to manafacture in this country tin-plate of these gauges, we 
shall give it up. If in six years they can not manufacture one-third of 
the importation for consumption here under the restriction and limita- 
tions of this amendment it is an experiment too expensive to be car- 
ried farther, and these finergauges ought to be free. If they can manu- 
facture it, this amendment can do no harm. 

If the committee, who in the nature of things are able to master the 
details of this subject, and who know more about it than those of us 
who may properly be called laymen in relation to it, are of the opinion 
that the limit fixed in the amendment is such as to discourage the in- 
vestment of money in the manufacture of tin-plate and longer time is 
needed, I should be quite willing to accept a proposition to extend it. 

I repeat I am a i and I would do nothing to discourage 
the establishment of this industry in this country. But Lam not will- 
ing that ten, twelve, or fifteen years shall go by with this duty of 2.2 
cents pound on the thinner ga of tin-plate with none of it 
parted! eB 2c in the United States. No industry and no interest has 
a right to ask such a thing as that of the people. As I have said be- 
fore, and that is the object of this amendment, if after giving them a 
liberal chance and abundant time to start the ind to put it on its 
feet, we find it can not be done, then I want to stop this duty. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will allow me, I understand his ex- 

tion of the amendment to be this, that if there be any one year 
uring the five years in which the American manufacture is not one- 
third of the im: i 

Mr. SPOONER. No, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then—— 

Mr. SPOONER. If there be in any one year in the six in which the 
American manufacture is equal to the importation during any one year 


of the six. 
Mr. BLAIR. Inhis tion to the Senator from Missouri I under- 
stood the Senator from Wisconsin to state it precisely the other way. 


Mr. SPOONER. No; the Senator states it just exactly as it is not. 
The proposition is thatif during any one year of the six years the pro- 
8 the United States equals the importation for home con- 
sum — 

Mr. BLAIR. One-third of the importation? 

Mr. SPOONER. One-third of the importation, for home use, dur- 
ing any one year of the six, then the duty is to continue. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is an entirely different proposition. 


Mr. SPOONER, I am quite willing that the proposition shall be 
over until to-morrow. 
suggest that that course be taken, The prop- 


and should 
Mr. ALDRICH. 


osition made by the Senator from Wisconsin is to require a reasonable 
pledge from the manufacturers of the United States of their good faith 

this matter, and I will say for the members of the committee upon 
this side of the Chamber that in that view they approve of the amend- 
ment suggested by the Senator from Wisconsin. I will say further 
that I have myself no reasonable doubt that the American producers 
of tin-plate will manufacture a very much larger proportion in every 
one of the five years than one-third. 

Mr, CULLOM, In view of the remarks of the Senator, it seems to 
me that the Senate is as well prepared to dispose of this amendment 
now as it will be at any future time, I submit whether we had not 
better take a vote upon it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam quite willing unless it leads to prolonged dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. VEST. Since I have heard the explanation of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, and especially what is said by the Senator from Rhode 
Island, I want some time to examine this amendment. Timeo Danaos 
et dona ferentes: The Senator from Wisconsin has paid me the very high 
compliment of saying that his views and mine are utterly irreconcilable 
upon the tariff. Iam very greatly obliged to him for that public decla- 
ration. He could pay me no higher compliment than that. 

Mr. SPOONER. You are entirely welcome. 

Mr. VEST. Isimply wanted, as I said before, to emphasize my con- 
vietion of the outrage of this whole increase of duty by saying that I 
will take any sort of modification as a boon compared with the naked 
deformity of the committee bill as it is now urged upon the Senate. 

I want to say further to the Senator from Wisconsin that his modi- 
fication does not answer the objection made to his amendment in The 
American Economist. He will find that article copied into the RECORD 
a few days ago in some remarks I made upon tin-plate. The salient 
point in that attack upon the amendment was that if there was a pos- 
sibility of tin-plate going upon the free-list, as there would have been 
even if the original amendment had been adhered to, and the Amer- 
ican manufacturer could produce in one year one-half of the foreign 
im tion, no American manufacturer would enter upon this venture 
at all; in other words, that the manufacturer, and this was unques- 
tionably a manufacturer who was indorsed by The American Economist, 
wanted the absolute increase of 1.2 cents without any condition, and 
I read it in the Senate to show that their ohject was to put the increase 
upon tin-plate in order to force the American people to buy their gal- 
vanized sheet-iron at Pittsburgh. 

At the same time I read extracts from remarks of the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who managed the debate in 1888 upon the tariff 
bill known as the Senate substitute, in which he stated repeatedly 
that if this increase was made there were forty manufacturing estab- 
lishments ready to go into the manufacture of tin-plate at once, The 
Senator from Wisconsin will find that his modification does not remove 
the objection of these manufacturers; but since the Senator from Rhode 
Island says itis acceptable to the committee I want time to examine it. 

I ask, therefore, that this amendment may go over and be printed, 
for I was not able to understand all of its provisions. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no objection, I think, on the part of the 
Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. Not at all. I said I was entirely willing that it 
should be printed and go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any understanding about 
the time when it is to be considered ? 

Mr. SPOONER. However, it would be open in the Senate if it 
were adopted now in committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The understanding being that the 
amendments of the Committee on Finance should be proceeded with 
seriatim, under that understanding this proposed amendment would not 
be in order until the bill had been gone through with, except by unani- 
mous consent otherwise. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that it be taken upin the Senate. I 
suppose it may just as well be considered there. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. President, I do not want to detain the Senate 
any more on this proposition, but I ought not to let some of the as- 
sertions made here in this Chamber go into the RECORD without con- 
tradiction. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I suggest to the Senator from South Dakota that 
when the paragraph is reached increasing the duty upon block-tin he 
can then answer the statement which has been made by Senators upon 
the other side. 

Mr. MOODY. Very well; Iam perfectly willing to conform with 
the wishes of the Senator having this bill in charge. I want to put 
upon record, and I shall at the proper time, abundant proofs that the 
statements made by Senators here with reference to the production of 
metallic block pig- tin in this country are not well founded. They have 
no proof of any kind or character. On the contrary, the proof is abun- 
dant here before the Senate, and I have additional proof placing it be- 
yond all sort of question. 

A Senator has been quoted here. Now, I do not believe that that 
Senator authorized any quotation from him, because to my certain knowl- 
edge he has not been in that region of country in five years, during 
which time all these developments of that property and industry have 
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occurred. Indeed the developments have taken place in much less 
time than five years. The discoveries have existed for many years, but 
the developments of that property have all been made practically within 
the last three years, and most of them within the last two years. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The understanding being that the 
amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin goes over, the Chief Clerk 
will proceed with the reading of the bill, 

Mr. VANCE. When does the amendment go over to ? 

Mr. GIBSON. I should like very much to hear the Senator from 
South Dakota on this subject. He says there is ample proof here that 
this tin-block exists. We have had no such proof or evidence placed 
before the Senate. 

Mr. MOODY. If the Senator will permit me tointerrupt him, I will 
say that when the paragraph relating to block-tin is reached {shall be very 
glad to give to the Senator and theSenate the information and knowl- 
edge that I have upon the subject; and I do not speak merely from in- 
formation. I do not talk about mining block-tin nor mining tin-plate, 
nor do I confound tin-plate with block-tin. I understand something 
abont the production of that material. I happen tẹ live in that im- 
mediate vicinity, and I have been conversant with these properties ever 
since they were discovered years ago, and with all their development. 
I shall be very glad indeed, if I can, to farnish the Senator from Loni- 
siana any information upon the subject either privately or before the 
Senate when the proper time comes; but the Senator having this bill 
in charge prefers that I shall delay until that item is reached, and that 
request of course I willingly comply with. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thereading of the bill will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 138. The Committee on Finance 
proposed to amend the paragraph, in line 23, on page 29, by striking out 
after the word ‘‘cold-rolled,’’ the words *‘ smoothed only, not polished; 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

188, Sheet-iron or sheet-steel, polished, planished, or glanced, by whatever 
name designated, 2} cents per pound: Provided, That plate or sheet or taggers 
iron or steel, by whatever name designated, other than the polished, planished, 
or glanced herein provided for, which has been pickled or cleaned by acid, or 
By any other material or process, or which is cold-rolled, shall pay one-quarter 
of l cent per pound more duty than the corresponding gauges of common or 
black sheet or taggers iron or steel. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I want to call attention to paragraph 138, and 
to the tables that are given here and the unit of value in sheet-iron 
and sheet-steel, polished, planished, or glanced, by whatever name 
known. It will be seen that the unit of value is 5.9 cents. This is 
upon what is called Russian sheet-iron, a very expensive material. 
The majority of the sheet-iron made in this country which is polished, 
planished, or glanced can be bought to-day for less than 3 cents a 
pound. ‘Therefore, the rate of duty is anywhere from 80 to 100 per 
cent. upon this particular character of iron; that is, there is a protec- 
tion on iron costing from 2} or 2} to 3 cents a pound of from 80 to 100 

cent., and that is the special object in making this high rate of duty. 
ees to strike out the words “and one-half” in line 18, so as to 
make the duty 2 cents per pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 29, paragraph 138, line 18, strike out 
the words ‘‘and one-half;’’ so as to read: 

Sheet - iron or sheet-steel, polished, planished, or glanced, by whatever name 
designated, 2 cents per pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It will be seen that in line 24 there is an addi- 
tion of one-quarter of 1 cent a pound put upon iron simply because 
of the fact that it has gone through a smoothing process, perhaps pre- 
paring it better for the application of tin, It is in reality an addition 
to the sheet-iron which will be used for the purpose of making tin- 
plates and terne-plates, ete. I only call attention toit. It is hardly 
worth while to move to strike out anything in this bill, but it seems 
to me to be extraordinary. 

Mr. VANCE. I observe that this is a very large increase; that the 
iron described in the latter clause of the one hundred and thirty-eighth 
paragraph, cold-rolled, ete., shall pay one-quarter of T cent per pound 
more duty 

Mr. ALDRICH. In order that the Senate may not be deceived 
about this, I ask that the provision of the present law be read. It is 
no increase at all. It is the same rate that is provided in existing law. 

Mr. VANCE. Then, Mr. President, the committee, or the expert 
rather—for I suppose it is all the work of the expert of the committee 
has misled the Senate, because the report states that the duty is in- 
creased from 39,27 to 61.20 per cent., almost double. I think that the 
explanation will be found in the law itself. It requires that plate, or 
sheet, or taggers iron or steel, by whatever name designated, other 
than the polished, planished, or glanced otherwise provided for, which 
has been pickled or cleaned by acid or by any other material or proc- 
ess, or which is cold-rolled, shall pay one-quarter cent per pound 
more duty than the ing gauges of common or black sheet or 


iron or steel; and that common black iron er steel sheet taggers 
iron, when thinner than No. 10 and not thinner than No. 20 wire 
gauge, shall pay 1 cent per pound, which makes 2} cents a pound, 


which, 
tacit assent at least of the committee, is an increase of from 39 per cent. 
to 61 per cent. and a fraction. I should like to know why that is. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I have stated a dozen times in the hearing of the 
Senator from North Carolina that the committee is in no wise respon- 


to the table submitted to us by the expert, with the 


sible for the tables annexed to this report, which were prepared by Mr. 
Charles H. Evans, who has prepared similar tables for every commit- 
tee, Democratic or Republican, which has prepared a tariff bill for the 
last twenty years. The text of the law and of the bill which we pro- 
pose is what governs in this matter, or should govern, it seems to me 
very clearly. I will read for the information of the Senator from North 
Carolina the present Jaw: 

Polished, planished, or glanced sheet-iron or sheet-stecl, by whatever name 
designated, 2} cents per pound: Provided, That plate or sheet or taggers ir 
by whatever name designated, other than the polished, planished, or glan: 
herein provided for, which has been pickied or cleaned by acid or by any other 
material or process, and which is cold-rolled, shall pay one-quarter cent per 
pound more duty than the corresponding gauges of common or black sheet or 
taggers iron. 

I read from paragraph 152 B of the indexed tariff prepared at the 
Treasury Department. The Senator can see that there is no change 
in the rates of the existing law in this paragraph. 

Mr. VANCE. Then, Mr. President, I think the other Senators over 
here, whose early education has been somewhat neglected, have aright 
to complain that there has been put before us by an expert, or by some- 
body, a table which is incorrect and which misleads us. The Senate 
ordered this report to be made and the statement of the reasons in every 
case why there was a departure trom the existing Jaw, whether an in- 
crease or a reduction, and that it should state the fact of an increase or 
a reduction. In accordance with what we supposed was a response to 
this order of the Senate, these tables were submitted to us by the com-. 
mittee, and being unaccompanied with any report disclaiming respon- 
sibility for them, we were authorized to infer that the committee recom- 
mended us to abide by them and to accept their statements as correct. 
Yet here is a statement which makes the changeand the increase that I 
have designated in the face of a foot-note that this isa reduction of one- 
tenth of a cent per pound on the various forms to correspond with other 
classes of iron and steel manufactures. If I am wrong I have been led 
wrong by following this report and these tables submitted tome. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In justice to Mr. Evans and for the further infor- 
mation of the Senator from North Carolina, I will say that I suppose 
he has reference to the item of taggers iron at the foot of the tahle on 
page 29. I understand the Senator is referring to that item. 

Mr. VANCE. The explanation there given embraces the whole par- 
agraph. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the increase to which the Senator refers is 
upon taggers iron, is it not? 

N KANGE, It is upon taggers iron; that is, upon cold-rolled or 
i j 
p Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; that is it exactly. That is one of the items 
alluded to in this table. Now, the present duty upon taggers iron is 
30 per cent.ad valorem. That has been increased by the action of the 
committee and by the action of the Senate in paragraph 136, which has 
already been adopted, to 1.1, or whatever the rate is upon correspond- 
ing gauges of common black sheet-iron or sheet-steel. The increase 
which the Senator is finding fault with does not occur in the paragraph 

now under consideration, but was provided for in paragraph 136. 

Mr. McPHERSON, You made no increase in paragraph 136 above 
the existing law 

Mr. ALDRICH. We put in taggers iron—— 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Except to put taggers iron in. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from New Jersey would have 
discovered that we put in taggers iron with other grades of common 
black sheet-iron. = 

Mr. VANCE. Thatis another ground of complaint that I think we 


have a right to make in this case, that the changes eome in in a manner 


calculated to avoid observation and to eseape detection. The explana- 

tion is given on one page and relates to one paragraph, and the figures 

show the inerease; but the Senator who has the bill in charge now tells 

us that the real increase took place in another paragraph, -where it does 

not appear at all. Taggers iron was put in, and known to none but 

those who are acquainted with the methods of proceeding of the manu- 
facturers and of these experts, for the purpose of deluding men whose 

technical education does not embrace all of these little tricks and con- 

trivances of the trade, in such manner that the ordinary observer can 

not detect them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuggest to my friend from North Carolina whether 
he is not a little unreasonable in requesting that the majority of the 
committee should furnish the minority of the committee with obser- 
vation and understanding about a bill which they are supposed to 
know as much about as any one else. If it came from persons outside 
of the committee a plea of ignorance would certainly be permissible, 
but it seems to me that a member of the minority of the committee 
who has discussed this question upon this floor constantly for the past 
three or four years should have a reasonable amount of knowledge at 
least of what the bill contains. 

Mr. VANCE. Perhaps. Mr, President, the Senator does not ad- 


vert to the fact that the minority members of the committee were not 
resent when this manipulation of the tariff duties was had. It was 
ne in secret, at least it was secret so far as the rest of the committee 
were concerned and all of the outside world except the beneficiaries of 
this taxation, who I presume were on hand and telling how it might 
be done and how it might be done so that it would escape detection. 
The purpose of the Senate in directing what the committee should do 
was to furnish this very information, the withholding of which I am 
now complaining about. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I movetostrike ont the words ‘‘one-quarter”’ 
and insert one-tenth.“ I see that taggers iron has been here put 
into the different paragraphs in such a way as to increase the protec- 
tion on that, leading up all the way until we reach the tin-plate in- 
dustry; and therefore I think that one-tenth of a cent a pound is a 
sufficient amount of additional compensation for rolling it through a 

of rollers, 
The PRESIDENT pro. tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Jersey will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 138, line 24, strike out ‘one- 


quarter” and insert ‘‘one-tenth;’’ so as to read: 


Shall pay one-tenth of 1 eent per pound more duty than the corresponding 
gauges of common or black sheet or taggers iron or steel. 


Mr. CARLISLE. Ishouldlike to inquire of the Senator from Rhode 
Island whether he can give th Senate any information as to the addi- 
tional cost of cold-rolling this iron? As I understand, it is simply put 
through a pair of rollers. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It is smoothed. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It is smoothed by passing through a pair of rollers 
which are run by machinery, Can the Senator give the Senate any 
information upon that subject? It is proposed to add one-fourth of a 
cent per pound. rg 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Five dollars and sixty cents per ton for simply 

g these sheets through rollers by machinery. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The fact that with this rate in the existing law 
considerable importations of cold-rolled and cleaned sheet-iron have 
been made would be a sufficient answer, if no other were required, to 
the suggestion made by the Senator from New Jersey and the Senator 
from Kentucky, I will say that from my information about the cost 
of the processes included in this paragraph—because the Senator from 
Kentucky will understand as well as I that it would not do to select 
the cheapest process of the whole and fix a rateof duty which would be 
applicable to that alone—the cost of the process involved in this para- 
graph is at least $5.60 a ton greater in this country than in Great 

ritain. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Of course I understand it would not do to select 
the very cheapest process and fix the rate simply upon that; but I un- 
derstand also that it is not just to put the cheapest process in with the 
most costly process and put thesame duty upon both; and that is what 
is dove here. It is for that reason that I wanted the information in 
order that a lower rate of duty might be put upon this iron which is 
pertectly finished by the cheaper process than the rate of duty provided 
upon that which is perfected by the more costly process, 

Mr. ALDRICH, I have a table at my residence which was sub- 
mitted to the committee by the manufacturers and compared with the 
statement of the importers upon this subject, which I will submit to 
the Senate to-morrow morning or at some subsequent time, and which 
I am sure will satisfy the Senator from Kentucky that this rate is not 
unreasonable. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey to strike out ‘‘ one-quarter ™ and in- 
sert “one-tenth ” in line 24 of page 29. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 139, as follows: 

139. Sheets or plates of iron or steel, or taggers iron or steel, coated with tin 
or lead or with a mixture of which these metals, or either of them, is a com- 
ponent part, by the dipping or any other process, and commercially known as 
tin-plates, terne-plates, and taggers tin, I cent per pound until July 1, 1891. 

Mr. VANCE. I move to strike out the whole of line 8, the words 
until July 1, 1891.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. [Putting the question.] 
By the sound the noes have it. 

Mr. VANCE. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
asks that on this question the yeas and nays may be entered on the 
Journal. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I appeal to my friend from North Carolina not to 
demand the yeas and nays upon this amendment. If it should be 
adopted we should have then two rates upon tin-plate imposed by this 
bill, one at 1 cent a pound and one at 2.2 cents, and under the simili- 
tude clause the 2.2 cents duty would be assessed by the customs ofti- 
cers. There would be no escape from it. So it would not effect the 
purpose which the Senator has in view. It is simply taking up the 
time of the Senate in an ineffectual attempt to do something which the 
Senator has had an opportunity of doing by other and more direct 
methods. 
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Mr. VANCE. A favorite specimen of logic in this whole scheme is 
to raise the duty on one thing and then say that that necessitates the 
of the duty on everything else. So in this case, if we have two 
rates of duty here, one at 1 cent a pound and one at 2.2 cents a pound, 
it will necessitate the striking out of the other 2,2. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Not necessarily. 
Mr. VANCE. I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing te the 
amendment of the Senator from North Carolina. 
The amendment was rejected. 


The Chief Clerk read paragraph 140, as follows: 

140. Steelingots, ingots, blooms, and slabs, by whatever process mado; 
die blocks or blanks; billets and bars and tape: or beveled bars; steamer, 
crank, and other shafts; shalting; wrist or crank pins; connecting-rods and 
piston-rods; pressed, sheared, or stam, shapes; saw-plates, wholly or par- 
tially manufactured; hammer-molds or sw: steel; gun-barrel molds not in 
bars; alloys used as substitutes for steel tools; all nage nt ere and shapes of 
dry sand, loam, or iron-molded steel castings; sheets and plates not specially 
provided for in this act; and steel in all forms and shapes not s ly pe 
vided for in this act; all of the above valued at 1 cent per pound or less, five- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound; valued above 1 cent and not above 1.4 cents per 
pound, six-tenths of Í cent per pound; valued above 1.4 cents and not above 1.8 
cents per pound, eight-tenths of 1 cent pound; valued above 2.8 cents and 
not above 2.2 cents pound, nine-ten of l cent per pound; valued above 
2.2 cents and not above 3 cents per pound, 1.2 cents per pound; valued above 
3 cents and not above 4 cents per pound, 1.6 cents per pound; valued above 4 
cents and not above 7 cents per pound, 2 cents per pound; valued above 7 cents 
and not above 10 cents per pound, 2.8 cents per pound; valued above 10 cents 
and not above 13 cents per pound, 3} cents per pound; valued above 13 cents 
and not above 16 cents per oan, 4.2 cents per pound; valued above 16 cents 
per ponnd, 7 cents per pound, 

The Committee on Finance proposed to amend the paragraph, in line 
20, after the word less, by striking out ‘‘five-tenths’’ and inserting 
“four-tenths; ’’ so as to read: 

Mra the above valued at 1 cent per pound or less, four-tenths of L cent per 
pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in line 22, 
after the word pound,“ to strike out ‘‘ six-tenths ” and insert five- 
tenths;’’ so as to read: 

9 above I cent and not above I. 4 conts per pound. ſlve - tentlis of 1 cent per 
pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire to offer an amendment to the whole 


paragraph. ` 

Mr. CULLOM. We had better complete the committee amendments 
first. 

Mr. PLATT. Why not complete the committee amendments ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in line 25, 
on page 30, after the word pound,“ to strike out eight - tenths and 
insert seven-tenths;““ so as to read: 

Valued above 1.4 cents and not above 1.8 cents per pound, seven-tenths of 1 
cent per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It will be noticed that this isa paragraph which 
includes a great many different varieties of manufactures, a great many 
different shapes and forms of steel andiron. If you will turn to page 
31 you will find that there is a jump, for instance, from 4 cents a 
pound to 7 cents a pound in value, in which the rate of duty imposed 
there will be equal to $44.80 per ton on steel valued at $95.20 per ton. 
In other words, the stride that they take from 4 cents a pound valua- 
tion to 7 cents a pound imposes as t a rate of duty on steel costing 
4} cents a pound as it does upon steel costing 7 cents a pound. The duty 
is made specific, and it is a sort of drag-net for the purpose of getting 
the highest rate of duty possible upon the lowest value of 

I move to strike out all in that paragrap after the work act, in 
line 19, page 30, which describes the articles, to the end of line 14, on 
page 31, and insert in lieu thereof 35 per cent. ad valorem.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 19, page 30, paragraph 140, after the 
word “act,” strike out down to and including the word pound, at 
the end of the paragraph, in the following words: 


All of the above valued at 1 cent per pound or less, four-tenths of I cent per 
pound; valued above 1 cent and not above 1.4 cents per pound, five-tenths of 1 
cent per pound; valued above 1.4 cents and not above 1.8 cents per pound, 
seven-tenths ofl cent per 2 ; valued above I. 8 cents and not above 2.2 cents 
per pound, nine-tenths of 1 cent per pound; valued above 2.2 cents and nob 
above 3 cents per pound, 1.2 cents per pound; valued above 3 cents and not 
above 4 cents per pound, 1.6 cents per pound; valued above 4 cents and not 
above 7 cents per pound, 2 cents per pound; valued above 7 cents and not above 
10 cents per pound, 2.8 cents per pound; valued above lo cents and not above 13 
cents per pound, 3} cents per pound; valued above 13 cents and not above 16 
cents per 3 4.2 cents per pound; valued above 16 cents per pound 7 cents 
per pound; 

And insert in lieu thereof— 

Thirty-five per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. CULLOM, I desire to ask the Senator whether he means to 
increase the duty on those articles? 

Mr. McPHERSON. It would be an increase of duty, so to speak, 
on some of the higher grades as they appear here in this table, but tak- 
ing the whole of „ ing in line 21, flve-tenths of a 
cent a pound, it would be a decrease of duty in the entire paragraph. 


* T 
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Mr. CULLOM. According to this table, the percentage would seem 
to be 34.36 per cent., 30.41 per cent., 27.09 per cent., and 25.60 per 
cent, in different items. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Very well; I would much rather bave it 35 per 
cent. ad valorem than to have it as it is now, a specific rate of duty. 
Then we should have some chance to get recompense for reductions in 
the cost of the articles. 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply desired to know whether the Senator 
wished to increase the duty. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. My amendment does not increase it. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, in support of the amendment of the 
Senator from New Jersey and in confirmation of his statement, I have 
a carefully prepared table showing the effect of the proposed duties 
upon the articles enumerated in this paragraph, and I find thatin every 
instance they are carefully prepared so as to impose the highest duties 
upon the cheaper articles, in conformity, I suppose, with the great 
principle of protection, that to him that hath shall be given, and from 
pas that hath not shall be taken away even that which he seemeth to 

ave.” 

I have this statement here, which I ask may be appended to my re- 
marks, but I will not take the trouble or the time of the Senate by 
reading it at length. I will just enumerate that if the articles herein 
specified cost as much as acent per pound the duty will be 80 
per cent. ad valorem, and then increasing until when they get to 1 cent, 
which is the maximum of that clause, it is 40 per cent., so that the 
one-half cent a pound article would pay just 100 per cent. more duty 
than the cent a pound article. Then in the next clause, if it is valued 
at 1.1 cents per pound, the duty would be 45.45 per cent.; if valued 
at 1.4 cents per pound, the duty would be 35.70 per cent. Then, 
again, if the article was valued at 14 cents per pound, the duty would 
be 46.66 per cent, If valued at 1.8 cents per pound, the duty would 
be only 38.88 ig cent. If valued at nine-tenths of a cent per pound 
the duty would be 47.37 per cent. If valued at 2.2 cents per pound, 
the duty would be only 40.90 per cent. If valued at 2.3 cents per 
pound, the duty would be 52.78 per cent. If valued at 2.7 cents 
per pound, the duty would be only 44 per cent.; and if valued at 3 
cents per pound, the duty would be only 40 per cent. If valued at 4 
cents per pound, it would be only 40 per cent. If, on the contrary, it 
was valued at 3t cents per pound, the duty would be 49 per cent. So 
it runs all the way through. The article in most common nse in all of 
the great industries of the country, the blacksmith shops and the saw- 
mills, and the home manufactories, and the farm plantation, the cheaper 
the article the more duty it pays, and the higher-priced the article the 
less duty it pays. I ask to have this statement which I have sum- 
marized inserted as an appendix to my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, 

The statement referred to is as follows: 


Paragraph 140. 


Duty | Duty. 
If valued at— | If valued at— c= 
Per Ad valo- Per Ad valo- 
pound. rem pound. rem. 
Cents. Per cent. Cents. Fer cent. 


i cent per pound ........ $ 
.6 cent per pound. 
7 cent per pound. 
cent per pound. 

-9 cent per pound. 
1 cent per pound. 
1.1 cents per pound... 
1.2 cents per pound 
1.3 cents per pound. 
1.4 cents per pound..... 


gates! 


BELRELEL LS 
Wande 


1 
8 
RES Saas gs88 8 LS 


98 de de be be’ fL 
SAA AS eee po po po PEO MEE EES 
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14 cents per pound. . 8 
1.6 cents per pound 13. 8 
1.7 cents per pound II. 8 
1.8 cents per pound. 2. 5 
1.9 cents per pound. 17. 5 
2 cents per pound. =45 3 5 
2.1 cents per pound 2. 14 cents per pound. 2 
2.2 cents per pound. .., =40, 15 cents per pound. 2 
2.3 cents per pound 1.2 | =52. 16 cents per pound..... 2 
2.4 cents per pound. 1.2 | =50 17 cents per pound. 

2.5 cents per pound. 1.2 =48 18 cents per pound. 

2.6 cents per pound. 1,2 | =46,15 || 19 cents per pound... 

2.7 cents per pound. 1.2 =44. 44 || 20 cents per pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 


on agreeing to the amendment offered by the Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. MCPHERSON] ? 

Mr. McPHERSON, This is a very important paragraph, and I am 
going to eall for the yeas and nays on the amendment, because it in- 
cludes so many articles, It is a sort of drag-net. It sweeps in a great 
many things here that are coming in at an excessive rate of duty. 
‘Therefore I shall ask for the and nays. 

oon ion and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. $ 


XXI—550 


Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE]. ; 
Mr. CULLOM (when Mr. FARWELL’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. FARWELL] is detained from the Senate by illness and is 
with the Senater from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 


Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired this morn- 
ing with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]. 7 
Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 


ator from Illinois [Mr, FARWELL]. If he were present, I should vote 
ea, i 

Mr. VANCE (when hisname was called). Iam paired with theSen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. If he were present, I should 
vote yea.” 

The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, I desire to announce the absence of my col- 
league [Mr. McMILLAN]. Heis paired with the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. VANCE] for to-day. 

Mr. TELLER, My colleague [Mr. WALvottT] is detained from the 
Senate by sickness, and is paired with the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. Kenna]. . 

Mr. BLAIR (after having voted in the negative). My colleague 
[Mr. CHANDLER] is detained by sickness, and is paired with the junior 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLopGetT]. Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Mississippi [Ma GroRGE], and vote only to make 
a quorum, If my vote is not necessary, I shall withdraw it, 

Mr. GIBSON (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. I withdraw my 
vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. TURPIE (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis], and therefore withdraw 


my vote. 
The Senator from Indiana with- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
draws his vote. 

Mr. BATE. Iam paired with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
CasEy]. If he were present, I should vote yea.“ 


Mr. COKE. My colleague [Mr. REAGAN] is paired with the Sena- 
tor from Montana [Mr. Power], If my colleague were here, he would 
vote vea.“ * 


Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the affirmative). I beg leave to 
withdraw my vote. Iam paired with the Senator from Washington 
[Mr. Squire]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia with- 
draws his yote. 

Mr. BLAIR. I transfer my pair to the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
SANDERS] and will let my vote stand. 

Mr. PASCO, I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. CALL] is 
absent and is paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTI- 


GREW]. : 
Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 


[Mr. BLACKBURN. ] 

Mr. BATE. My collegaue pr Harris] is out for the moment. 
He i paired, however, with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MOR- 
RILL]. ! 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Dawes], but at the instance of hiscolleague I will vote. I vote 
* yea. 

Mr. MANDERSON. My vote seems to be needed to make a quoram 
and I will take the liberty also of voting. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. PASCO. I suggest to the Senator from South Dakota Hir 
PETTIGREW] that by transfer of pairs, so that my colleague [Mr. 
CALL] and the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] will stand paired, 
we can both vote. If that be satisfactory to him, I will vote yea.” 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I vote “nay.” 
The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 26; as follows: 
YEAS—2. 

Barbour, Colquitt, McPherson, Ransom, 

rry, Eustis, Morgan, Vest, 
Butler, Faulkner, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Gray, Plumb, Walthall, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, Wilson ot Md, 

NAYS—26. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Allen, Evarts, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Blair, Hale, oody, Stockbridge, 
Cameron, Hawley Paddock, Teller, 
Cullom, Higgins, Pettigrew, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dixon, Hiscock, Platt, 
Dolph, Hoar, Quay, 
ABSENT—38. 

Allison, Davis, Ingalls, 
Bate, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Squire, 
Blackburn, Farwell, Kenna, Stanford, 
Blodgett, Frye, McMillan, Stewart, 
Brown, George, Morrill, Turpie, 
Call, Gibson, Payne, Vance, 
Carlisle, Gorman, EA absent 
Casey. Ham o * ‘olcott. 
Chandler, Hees „ 
Daniel, Hearst, San 
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So the amendment was rejected. 
The next paragraph of the bill was read, as follows: 


„ 
not smaller 0. re vaiu 
sixtenths and fo 


und: Prov 
smaller than No. 6 wire gauge, shall be classed and duti- 


Mr. McPHERSON. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Rhode who has charge of the bill, to an invidious distinc- 
tion, as I think, which he will find inline 20, compared with line 23. 
In speaking of the round wire rods the cost value here is fixed at 3} 
cents per pound. In speaking of the flat, with longitudinal ribs for 
fencing, it is valued at 3 cents a pound. That which is manufactured 
flat with longitudinal ribs is the higher cost product of the two, and 
hence should not be limited here to the lowest cost value. Therefore, 
I move to insert in line 23, after the word three, the words and 
one-half; ’’ so as to make the limit of value 3} cents a pound in each 
case. I understand that this flat rod with longitudinal ribs, which is 
manufactured solely for fencing and can be used for no other purpose, 
costs from $10 to $11 per ton more than the round wire rod. The 
round wire rod can be used for all purposes for which wire is used. The 
flat rod can only be used tor the manufacture of fencing. If the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island will consent to insert after the word three, 
in line 23, the words ‘‘ and one-half,’’ it will be nearer a just relation 
of the two products. $ 

TheP. IDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will state the amend- 
ment, A 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 31, line 23, paragraph 141, after the 
word three, insert the words and one-half; so as to read: 

steel, with longitudinal ribs for the manufacture 
Pin pe pty pim pare per pound, six-tenths of 1 cent per pound, * 

Mr. McPHERSON, This amendment makes the limit of cost uni- 
form as to both rods and imposes the same duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the amendment of the Senator from New 
Jersey will not be adopted. It will simply be to reduce the duty on 
an article which is used bya single concern in the State of New Jersey, 
who have a patent apog their process. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Iam very glad to receive the answer from the 
Senator from Rhode Island exactly in that form. He says it is only used 
in the State of New Jersey. It is true there is an establishment in 
New Jersey manufacturing this fencing material, which is different 
from the common barbed-wire fence, which I understand to be an in- 
dustry of the State of Rhode Island very largely, and interested to 
some extent in competition with that industry. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is entirely mistaken. There is not a 

d made in the State of Rhode Island of either. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Very well. There have been during the past 
year imported by these gentlemen engaged in this industry in New 
Jersey something like 2,500 tons of this material. They have been 
trying for the past five years to secure some manufacturers in this 
country who would manufacture the material, promising to pay the 
foreign price, plus the duty, in case any manufacturer in this country 
would agree to mannfacture it. Nobody has undertaken to do it. 
Therefore, they have been unable to do anything else except to pur- 
chase it abroad. It is their raw material. Now, there is a proviso at 
the end of this paragraph which, if rigidly applied, will really and ab- 
solutely prevent this material from coming in at all except at a rate 
of duty of about $50.40 per ton. In other words, I can call it by no 
other name than a conspiracy tostop the manufacture of this particular 
kind of wire fencing, which is used by almost all the farmers of this 
country who desire a less savage fence than the barbed-wire fence. 

I have here, furnished me by the parties engaged in this manufact- 
ure, a sample of the material. [Exhibiting.] That is the material as 

it is imported. It is taken and split in two in this way [indicating] 
and then twisted. The result is that it offers no very savage barb to 
the animal that comes in contact with it. It is more an admonition 
than anything else in the way ofa fence. It is sold in large quanti- 
ties, as is witnessed by the fact that last year they sold 2,500 tons ot 
it or more. It is sold for a higher price than the barbed-wire fence, and 
therefore it does not come in competition with the barbed-wire fence 

at all. It can not be sold for the same price. The material costs $10 
per ton more than the material of the barbed-wire fence. Now let me 
read the proviso to which I have referred: 

Provided, That all iron or steel rods, whether rolled or drawn through dies 
smaller than No. 6 wire gauge, shall be classed and dutiable as wire. 

This sample I have is smaller than No. 6 wire gauge, and under this 
proviso it could be classed and made dutiable as wire. It would come 
in then at a rate of duty of $50.40 per ton instead of $13.44 per ton, as 
would the wire rod which now goes into the manufacture of the barbed 
fence. 

I do not think the Senator from Rhode Island means to absolutely 
destroy this industry, which is one so important to the farming ele- 
ment in this country. particularly those who are raising fine cattle or 


fine horses, and who can not afford to have their animals tied up, as it 
were, in a barbed-wire fence and in that way cut all to pieces. 

I should like to send to the desk and have read a statement made 
to me by a man of this fencing which I should like to have 
put in the RECORD as a part of my remarks, as he tells the story more 
plainly than I can. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. Does 
the Senator desire to have it read? 
Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes, sir. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


It will be read. 


Tuxxrox, N. J., June 7, 1890. 

Dran Sir: The pending tariff bill, section 151—wire rods—imposes a duty of 
six-tenths of a cent per pound on the several kinds of rods mentioned smaller 
than No.6 wire gauge, valued at 3} cents per pound or less, while on “iron or 
steel, flat, with longitudinal ribs for the manufacture of fencing,” the rate bein 
the same (six-tenths cent), the maximum value is fixed at 3 cents per poun 
May I ask you to call the attention of the Finance Committee of the Senate to 
this discrimination, and that you use your influence to have the value fixed at 
the same rate in both cases? the reasons being as follows: 

1. “Iron and steel with longitudinal ribs" are used in this country for the 
manufacture of fencing, and for no other The classification was first 
made in the tariff act of 1883, the rate being fixed at six-tenths of L cent; prior 
to that time the duty had been 30 per cent. under the miscellaneous —— 


2. Assuming the actual value to be 3} cents per pound in either the duty 
as pro on round rods would be $13.44 per ton, while on the fe g strips 
it would be $35.28 under the miscellaneous clause, at 45 percent. This, as you 
will perceive, would be a very great hardship; in fact, it would probably be 
fatal to the interests of thiscompany. Moreover, if there is to be discrimination 
the fencing strips should be fixed at the higher value, because they cost full 
$10 ton more tħan round rods; and while they are used, Sa bekio stated, 

y for the manufactu-e of fencing, round rods are used for the manufacture 
of wire of every deseription. 

But a still more serious defect in the section referred to is the . — namely, 
that all iron or steel rods, er rolled or drawn through dies smaller than 
No. g wire gauge, shall be classed and dutiable as wire.” It is hardly conceiva- 
ble that this proviso could be held toapply to the fencing strips—fiat with longi- 
tudinal ribs— referred to, for they have a distinct on in the same sec- 
tion. Still, there is a possibility that confusion and trouble might result from 


specially ex- 
and should it be 


bility be of 
th ribs are not made 


mannfact! o with many establishments, 
but none have been willing to undertake it, there bei 
save for fencing, and the demand for that purpose being limited because of the 
lower price of barb-wire fencing. _ 

Our trade is already at a serious disadvantage because of the higher cost of our 
material as compared with wire rods from which barb-wire is manufactured, 
the present cost of wire rods being MI to 812 per ton, while the ribbed strips 
cost $54 to eost of the finished product, fence, differing accordingly. 
The discrimination above referred to, in either case, would extinguish iten- 


tirely, 

Should there, in your judgment, be any doubt as to the exemption of our 
strips from the proviso recited, I beg that you will urge an amendment, say 
by inserting, after the word “rods,” the words “other than iron or steel w 
longitudinal ribs for fencing.” 

tfally yours, 
HENRY C. KELSEY. 


Hon. Jons R. McPrersos, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, whenever I come to a schedule ora 
paragraph in a schedule in this bill which does not make a discrimina- 
tion against the articles most in use by the common peopleand in favor 
of the highest priced articles, I shall pause and make a note of it and 
let the Senate know. In this case, in the first article enumerated, the 
unit of cost is 1.4 cents per pound and the duty is 39. 38 per cent. The 
amount imported is 180,000,000 pounds and upward. In the next 
item which follows it, the unit of value is 2.4 cents a pound, just 1 
cent more, almost double, and the amount imported was 723 pounds, 
One hundred and eighty million pounds, used by the common people 
of the country, are taxed 39.38 per cent., and 723 pounds, used by some 
few individuals for ornamental purposes perhaps are taxed 25.53 per 
cent.; and that is the way it runs. Whenever I reacha schedule where 
the articles used by the rich are taxed highest, I promise to pause and 
let the Senate and the country know it. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island in regard to this item, if the articles provided for in 
this paragraph are the reds from which fencing wire is manufactured. 

Mr. ALDKICH. The wire rods provided for in this paragraph are 
the rods from which fencing wire is drawn or rolled. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Are they manufactured at all in the United 
States ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very largely. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
what is the present duty upon No. 6 wire rods? 

Mr, ALDRICH. The present duty upon No. 6 wire rods, under the 
eonstruction of Jaw given by the Treasury Department, is 45 per cent. 
ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. I thought so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are not specified in the existing law at all, 
by an omission in the act of 1883, 


no use forthe strip ` 
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rate of duty given to them at all, and they have come in as manufact- 
ures of steel not otherwise provided for. 

Mr. CARLISLE, This proviso is— 

Provided, That all iron or steel rods, whether rolled or drawn through dies, 
smaller than No. 6 wire gauge, shall be classed and dutiable as wire. 

What is the duty now under existing law upon these rods? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Smaller than No. 6? - A 

Mr. CARLISLE. Smaller than No.6. Ihave not the law before me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is a quarter ofa cent per pound higher that the 
rate proposed in this bill. They are provided for in the next paragraph 
under the head of wire, and a comparison of the rates will be found in 
the table at the top of 32. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The lowest rate there given is 1} cents a pound, 
and this is only six-tenths of a cent per pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is on wire; not on wire rods, but on wire. 

Mr, CARLISLE. But if it issmaller than No. 6, it must be classed 
as wire under the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the existing law. Under the existing law 
rods smaller than No. 6 pay duty as wire. 

Mr. VEST. But what I want to call attention to is that these ta- 
bles here show no increase of duties. They show 39.38 and 25.53 per 
cent. under existing law, and the same rates under the House bill and 
under the Senate bill. As I understand the operation of the amend- 
ments ot the clause, No. 6 wire rods now pay by existing law under the 
construction of the Department 45 percent. ad valorem. Under this pro- 
posed legislation they would pay six-tenths of 1 centa pound, or 54 per 
cent. ad valorem, which is an increase, Wire rods smaller than No. 6, 
classed as wire, pay 14 cents per pound under this bill, instead of six- 
tenths of a cent per pound. In other words, the duty is more than 
doubled. That is my construction of this present and yet 
to look at these tables there appears to be exactly the same duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Do I understand the Senator to say that the duty 
is doubled on wire rods? 

Mr. VEST. I understand that it is on wire. 

Mr. ALDRICH, On wire? 

Mr. VEST. Les. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not by any manner of means. 

Mr. VEST. I will ask the Senator if wire that is smaller than No. 
6 does not pay under this proposed legislation 1} cents a pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does, 

Mr. VEST. Does it not pay under existing law six-tenths of a cent 


pound? 
nei ALDRICH. I beg the Senator's pardon, it pays 14 centsa pound 
under existing law. We have reduced the rate of duty one-quarter of 
a cent. . 

Mr. VEST. On less than No. 6? 

Mr. ALDRICH. On wire smaller than No. 6 wire gauge. 

Mr. VEST. If that is true, of course the Senator is right, and if Iam 
right of course it is not true. If it is six-tenths of a cent a pound un- 
der existing law, then it is an increase, but, whatever that may be, the 
Senator certainly does not pretend that there is not any increase on 
No. 6. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have not made any statement of that kind. 

Mr. VEST. That is true, is it not? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is an increase based on the unit of value of the 
imports of 1888, and possibly of 1889. It depends entirely upon the 
value of importations from Europe whether it is an increase or not. 

Mr. VEST. Ofcourse we have nothing else to go upon except the 
valuation of the imports. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will furnish the Senator with the quotations of 
the present price ina moment. Of course, if wire rods are worth $30 

rton in Great Britain, at 45 per cent. ad valorem the duty would 
be $13.50 a ton. It would bea little more than six-tenths of a cent 

pound. If less than $30 per ton, the ad valorem rate would be 
— than the specilic rate which we fix. 

Mr. VEST. The Senate ought to understand—and it is hopeless for 
us to do anything except to bring the facts before the country—that no 
industry in the United States has made more rapid progress than that 
of wire rods. I have before me a statement which I used in the last 
tariff debate in 1888 from the New Haven Wire Company, which I 
shall not make any apology for having read at the desk. It contains 
all the facts in regard to the wire-rod manufacture, stated much more 
accurately and succinctly than I can hope to do, and I will ask the 
Secretary to read it. It brings out in strong relief the fact that the 
number of manufactories in the United States of wire rods has greatly 
increased; that the importation has greatly decreased, and that year 
by year the manufacturers are becoming more able to compete with 
the foreign importers and are to-day absolutely commanding the manu- 
facture, Still we are asked to make this increase, admitted to be an 
increase, when it has, as I think, protection enough. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The article to will be read, 
if there be no objection. 


\ 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: — s 


ARGUMEST OF THE NEW HAVEN WIRE COMPANY, 
0 New Haven, CONN., August 6, 1888. 

To the Committee on Finance, United States Senate: ` 

On behalf of the New Haven Wire Company, which is compelled to buy its 
raw material in the shape of wire rods either of American or foreign mills, and 
of about twenty other wire mills similarly situated, I respectfully ask that the 
duty on fence and rivet wire rods of either iron or steel, when valued ut Ii cents 
per pound or less, be fixed at four-tenths cent per pound. The larger wire mills 
roll their own rods, but r to sell the product of their rod trains in the shape 
rather of finished wire than of rods; so that those wire mills which have no rod 
trains are forced to pay high prices for their American rods or use the foreign. 
In either case the price is determined the cost of the fo rods 80 
that a reduction in duty would inure to the benefit of all these wire 
whether they use foreign or domestic material. These mills employ more labor 
than all the rod trains in the country, and have a capacity to uce more 
than half of the wire which the 8 cousumes, Under the ff of 1883 their 
5 8 es at the paces ot ered mills 8 

s, and they now n protection, not nst foreign com on, but 

the high cha of the American rod mills. a 

By theact of 1883 the duty on steel rods was fixed at six-tenths cent per pound 
on No.5 and larger sizes. Although there had been some rods smaller than No. 
5 imported, yet the bulk of the s were No.5 and larger,and no pro- 
vision was made for any smaller size, Such sizes, therefore, came in under the 
omnibus clause,“ as "manufactures of steel not otherwise provided for,“ at 
45 per cent. ad valorem. 

ior to the act of 1883 all steel rods had come in under the omnibus clause at 


ment in the processes of rolling rods abroad. 
nished at about the same cost as a No. ö. and 
the past four years have been of No.6. These have, as stated above, come in at 
r cent., which is at the present time about one-half cent per pound. 
e request of Mr. George T. Oliver, of 3 speaking on behalf of his 
Am e du sizes of rods 
substance a request 
advanced on the bulk of the importa- 
r cent., an increase of about nearly 25 per cent. 
on the other hand, maintain that not only is there 
no propriety of making any such advance, or, indeed, any advance, but that the 
present rate of duty micht be reduced without in any way crippling the Ameri- 
can rod mills. The present cost of American billets in Pittsburgh is $28 to $28.50 
per ton; of wire „841 to $41.50. It is not disputed that a modern 
train employing twenty-five or era men has turned out 78 tons of rods in 
eleven hours, and at a cost, making all proper allowances, of not exceeding $8 
rton. Assuming that its annual production was only half that (or 75 tons 
faily when running double time), the margin of profit would exceed $100,000 
per annum; so that the would nearly pay tor itself during the first year. 

This clear margin of $5 per ton is due to the present tariff; for, while the 
American mills now sell the roms pert of the rods used in the country, they ~ 
hold the price just below the cost of foreign rods with duty and inland 
added, and the cost to the consumer is thus dependent saor on the duty. As 
the labor cost of each ton of rods thus rolled is less than $3, the need of any in- 
crease of the duty in order to protect the laborer is not clearly scen. 

It is not necessary, however, to base an ent on estimates of the cost 
of rolling rods in this country. While all s estimates may be disputed, it 
can not be denied that the increasé in the number and capacity of rod 
mills in this country since the enactment of the tariff of 1833 would not have 
taken place if there was not a handsome margin in the business, and a margin 
furthermore that was enough to stand some reduction in the tariff rate. 
In 1883 steel rods were rolled at not more than five or six mills, and the total 
capacity did not greatly exceed 50,000 tons annually. There are now nine rod 
mills in operation, and another building, with an aggregate capacity of about 
250,000 tons per annum, 

The proportion of their product to the imports has steadily increased, so that 
it to-day is moro than halfofthe entire consumption ofthe country. (The im 
tations of wire rods during the first six months of 1887 were 69,432 tons; of Ki 
88,916 tons.) Surely an industry that has made such rapid strides under the 
present tariff does not need any further legislative help, nor is it in a position 
where reasonable reduction of the duty will inflict irreparable disaster on it. 

If the present duty on wire rods were halved, while the duty on billets is un- 
chan, the ae rod milis could still sell their rods at a profit and keep 
foreign rods out of that market; while at the same time the seaboard wire 
mills, which are prevented by inland freights from using American rods and 
are ery oa to pay the present duty on their foreign rods, would have some 
hope of life. It not seem unreason: therefore, to ask that a beginnin, 
in the reduction of duty should be made, four-tenths of a cent per pound 
certainly an ample protection for the American rod mill. 

The fluctuations in the price of rods have resulted in such variations of the 
ad valorem rate of any specific duty that such a method of fixing the tariff 
should not be longer followed. Noone will pretend to say that Congress, when 
it fixed the duty in 1883 at the specific equivalent of 35 per cent., contemplated 
that within four years that specific duty would by the mere fall in prices rise to 
60 per cent. The market values of these rods are well known both abroad and 
here, There is no chance for any evasion of the tariff, as the records of the 
enstom-houses show; and it is submitted, therefore, that the will of Co: 
will be better observed throughout all future fluctuations by making the duty 
ad valorem than by adhering to a specifie duty. If the latter method is, how- 
ever, preferred, it is suggested that ample protection to the American rod mills 
and some share of the necessary reduction demanded by the condition of the 
American wire mills will be secured by making the duty four-tenths of a cent 
per pound on all sizes of wire rods. 

‘This is a higher rate ad valorem than was contemplated by Congress in fix- 
ing the act of 1883, and leaves the American rod mills with about one-half of 
their present margin of profit. 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 

Tux New Haven Winx COMPANY, 
By SAMUEL A. GALPIN, Receiver, 


Mr. VEST. That is a valuable contribution to this debate, for the 
reason that it comes from a New England manufacturer, and not from 
any of the free-trade Western Democrats who have been so often de- 
nounced on this floor by the protectionists. If there has been any de- 
cline in this industry that statement ought to be made and substan- 
tiated on this floor. On the other hand, I have accurate information 
to the effect that this wire-rod industry is flourishing at the present 
time in the United States. The establishment of the Oliver Steel Works 


i 


— 


1 md > 


8788 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


AUGUST 19, 


at Pittsburgh now employs 6,000 hands and is in an exceedingly 

rous condition to-day. The articles that are controlled and af- 

ected by this tarif duty under the first division of this clause enter 
into the every-day use of all the farmers in the West. 

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] has called attention 
to the enormous disparity between these articles, between the material 
that goes into these articles, as to importation and those mentioned in 
the latter portion of this clause, and it therefore becomes of the ut- 
most importance that the Senate should distinctly understand what is 
to be the effect of this legislation. Wehaveno explanation on the part 
of the Committee on Finance specifically as to any of these provisions, 
and I am compelled, unless evidence is brought to the contrary, to ac- 
cept the statements of the New Haven Wire Company as absolutely 
true. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair), Is the Sen- 
ate ready for the question on the amendment? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Carer CLERK. On page 31, line 23, after the word three, 
it is proposed to insert and one-half; so as to read: 

And iron or steel, flat, with longitudinal ribs for the manufacture of fencing, 
valued at 3} cents or less per pound, six-tenths of I cent per pound. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I had hoped that the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and, in view of the fact that the round wire costs from forty-two to 
forty-three dollars a ton and the ribbed wire from fifty-four to fifty-five 
dollars a ton, would allow the limit to be the same in both cases, 3} 
cents a pound. Ifa trust should be formed and none of the wire with 
longitudinal ribs could be purchased at all except from the trust, it 
would have the effect of closing up the shops; or if the appraiser should 
so decide it would be compelled to pay the increased price under the pro- 
viso which would bring the duty up to over $50 a ton and which would 
also have the effect of closing up the establishment. I hope there will 
be no objection made by the Senator to inserting the words ‘‘and one- 
half’? after three. 

Mr. ALDRICH. After all the allusions which have been made on 
the other side of the Chamber to trusts and monopolies, and the effect 
which these combinations have upon the public interests I am very 
much surprised that the Senator from New Jersey should appeal to this 
side of the Chamber for a special bounty or relief to an industry which 
is controlled by one party who manufactures goods under a patent. It 
strikes me that there is a slight inconsistency in the ground the Sen- 
ator is now taking from what he has been taking on other items in this 
bill. 

Mr. McPHERSON. How do I appeal fora bounty? I havestated 
tothe Senator that this article costs $55 a ton, while the wire costs $42 
a ton. Both of them are for the manufacture of fencing wire, which 
goes into the use of the farmers all over this country. I have stated 
that in a certain condition of circumstances those who manufacture the 
longitudinal wirecould not purchase the material unless the limit should 
be increased, 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator's statement is true that wire rods 
only cost $55 a ton on the other side of the water, that is certainly less 
than 3 cents a pound, which is $67 a ton, and his institution is not 
harmed by this change. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. 


taken. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator having 
charge of the bill how the duty proposed by the committee on fence 
wire compares with that proposed by the Mills bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The next paragraph fixes the duty upon fencing 
wire, socalled, and the duty which we recommend is $5.60 per ton, or 
u quarter of a cent a pound less than the rate fixed by the Mills bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McPHERSON, Now, Mr. President, in order that there may 
be no mistake whatever as to the intention of the committee, I want 
to ask the Senator from Rhode Island a single question. If this ma- 
terial which enters into the manufacture of the longitudinal ribs for 
fencing should be below No. 6 wire-gauge, as it is, would not the ef- 
fect be to bring it under the dutiable clause of wire between No. 16 and 
No. 26 wire-gauge ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. My own impression is that it would not. Being 

specially enumerated under another rate, I think that would be the 
rate which the customs officers and the courts would decide to be the 
proper rate to be applied to the article. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then the Senator has no objection toa proviso 
being put in which will make plain exactly what he intends to do. 
Let me ask, then, that after the word rods, in the last line on page 
31, you insert these words: 

Except flat with longitudinal ribs for the manufacture of fencing. 

- That will settle the whole matter. There could be no such thing 
then as bringing it under a higher tariff rate, but if the Senator will 
look at lines 17 and 18, page 31, paragraph 141, he will find these words: 


Wire rods: Rivet, screw, fence, and other iron or steel wire rods, and nail 
rods, whether round, oval, flat, square, or in any other shape, in coils or other- 


I shall contend no longer, but let the vote be 


wise, not smaller than No. 6 wire gauge, valued at 3} cents or less per pound, 
six-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

The proviso of course applies to that whole section. The wire may 
be in any form whatever. Unless, therefore, these words are put in, 
the proviso so qualifies it that this kind of fencing material may be 
kept out unless it pays $50.40 duty per ton. 

Mr. ALDRICH, at is the gauge? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Somewhere between No. 16 and No, 26. It 
would come in then at 2$ cents a pound, which would be equal to an 
absolute prohibition, and the industry here might just as well close up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sena- 
tor irom New Jersey to propose an amendment? 

Mr. McPHERSON, I propose to amend the proviso by inserting, 
after the word ‘‘rods,’’ except flat with longitudinal ribs for the 
manufacture of fencing.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam willing that the amendment should be put 
in on page 31, by inserting after the word ‘‘fencing,’’ in line 23, the 
words not thinner than No. 20 wire gauge. 

Mr. McPHERSON. How can we do that? Iam informed that 
this ranges anywhere between 16 and 26. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If it is thinner than No. 26, it ought not to bead- 
mitted here. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then let it be manufactured here. The par- 
ties who are manufacturing this fencing do not care whether it is im- 
ported or manufactured here. They prefer to have it done here, and 
Mr. Kelsey has stated in his letter that he had applied to all the man- 
ufacturers in this country and asked them to manufacture the product 
here,and that he would give them the foreign quotations of value plus 
the duty imposed upon it under the new tariff, and he would take the 
whole product, but they refused to doit. Therefore he can do noth- 
ing else but to import, and if it is the intention of the committee to 
say that this particular kind of fencing shall be kept out you may do 
it by leaving the proviso as it is. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The serious objection which I have to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from New Jersey, and a very serious one, 
is that under that provision all kinds of flat strips of steel would be 
admitted. How is the customs officer to know whether the thing is 
to be used in the manufacture of fence wire or not? ‘There is no limit 
as to price. There is no way by which the customs officer can deter- 
mine as to the natural uses of the wire or of the flat strips, and under 
this all sorts of extraordinarily high-priced articles of steel would 
come in. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. You have already done that in the paragraph. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have not. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. You have used the term for the manufacture 
of fencing,’’ and you allow wire to come in at six-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound for the manufacture of fencing. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But we have put a limitation as to price. I think 
myself the whole paragraph ought to be stricken out. I do not think 
that this concern for which the Senator from New Jersey is so elo- 
quently pleading ought to be treated differently from anybody else. 
It isan anomaly in the law which ought not to be there, and I shall 
object as strenuously as I can to adding further protection to this one 
establishment in New Jersey. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then the Senator proposes to make up a bill 
in which he advertises to the world and to the farmer that he proposes 
to give him cheap fence wire, and fixes the rate of duty at six-tenths of 
1 cent a pound, It is proposed that the farmer shall take his choice be- 
tween the barbed fence and that which is less savage; and the Senator 
brings in a proviso which may absolutely remove one of them from 
competition and the one which is the most expensive and most costly, 
Ido not believe that side of the Chamber would be willing to destroy 
this industry simply by inserting a proviso which undoes all that is 
done in the body of the paragraph, for I take it that that will be the 
effect of this proviso. I have made my amendment so that the proviso 
will read: 

Provided, That all iron or steel rods except flat with longitudinal ribs for the 
manufacture of fencing, eto. 

Upon that question I ask for the yeas and nays: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 31, line 25, in paragraph 141, after the 
word ‘‘rods,’’ it is proposed to insert except flat with longitudinal 
ribs for the manufacture of fencing;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That all iron or steel rods except flat with longitudinal ribs for the 
manufacture of fencing, whether rolled or drawn through dies smaller than 
No. 6 wire gauge, shall be classed and dutiable as wire. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Upon the proposed amendment the 
Senator from New Jersey asks for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Chief Clerk proceeded te 
call the roll, 

Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Prexcr]. If he were present, I should 
vote yea. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when Mr. KENNA’s name was called). I desire 
to state that my colleague [Mr. KENNA] is necessarily detained from 
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the Senate by reason of sickness. He is paired with the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. Wotcorr]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, I should vote 

en. 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. If he were present, I should 
vote yea.” 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. If he were present, I should 
vote ven.“ 

Mr. VOORHEES (when his name was called). I inquire whether 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am paired with him, and consequently with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called), 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON]. 
the Chamber and therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I am regularly paired with the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], and he was present at the time the senior Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. DA Wes] left, and Tam paired with him, 
telling him at the same time that I would provide a pair in the event 
that the Senator from Iowa was absent. I forgot this morning that 
the Senator from Iowa was absent, and I will now transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwks] to the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], and I will observe my pair with the Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. HOAR. I will take the responsibility of absolving the Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] or the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] from any pair with my colleague [Mr. DAWES] on this 
vote, as I suppose itis necessary that he should vote to make a quorum. 
Tam quite sure my colleague would not object. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire if the Senator from Loni- 
siana [Mr. Eustis] is recorded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is recorded in the affirmative. 

Mr. PADDOCK, Then I vote “nay.” 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam usually paired with the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Frye], but, under the arrangement as to the transfer of pairs, I 
am now paired with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawns] for 
the day, but as his colleague [Mr. Hoar] has desired that I shall vote 
on this question, I will vote, but hereafter will consider my pair with 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] asstanding without an- 
nouncing it on every vote, 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] and the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS], who is ab- 
sent, I understand is paired with the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. Voor- 
HEES]. We have arranged that the Senator from Montana [Mr. SAN- 
DERS] should stand paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE], and the Senator from Indiana and myself will be at liberty 
to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. VOORHEES. I vote yea. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Is the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BUEN] recorded as voting? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with that Senator, and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr, CASEY. I desire toannounce that my colleague [Mr. PIERCE] 
is necessarily absent, and is paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. CARLISLE]. ` 

The result was announeced—yeas 21, nays 25; as follows: 


Iam paired with 


I am paired 
I do not see him in 


> YEAS—21. 
Barbour, Daniel, Hampton, Reagan, 
Bate, Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 

g Faulkner, McPherson, Voorhees, 
Butler, Gibron, Morgan, 
Coke, Gorman, Pugh, 
Colquitt, Gray, Ransom, 
NAYS—25. 
Aidrich, Dolph, Jones ot Nevada, Sawyer, 
Allen, Edmunds, Moody, Squire. 
Blair, Evarts, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Cameron, Frye, Platt, Teler, 
y Hawley, Piumb, i 
Cullom, Higgins, Power, 
Dixon, lloar, Quay, 
ABSENT —33s, 

Allison, Farwell, Mitchell, Stewart. 
Blackburn, George, Morrill, Turpie, 
Blodgett, Hale, Pasco, Vance, 
Brown, Ilarris, Payne, Walthall, 
Call, Hearst, Pettigrew, Washburn 
Carlisle, Hiscock, Pierce, Wilson of Md, 
Chandler, Ingalls, Sanders, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cockrell, Kenna, Sherman, Wolcott. 
Davis, MeMillan, Spooner, 
Dawes, Manderson, Stanford, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. In line 21, on page 31, I move to strike out the word 
six, before the word ‘‘tenths,’’ and insert five, and in line 24, 
the same amendment, to strike out the word six,“ before the word 
“‘tenths,’’ where it occurs in that line, and insert five.“ I ask for 
the yeas and nays upon the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 31, line 21, paragraph 141, it is 
posed to strike out six-tenths“ and insert flve-tenths,“ andin 
24, to strike out ‘‘six-tenths’’ and insert five-tenths;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

141. Wire rods: Rivet, screw, fence, and other iron or steel wire rods, and 
nail rods, whether round, oval, flat, square, or in any other shape,in coils or 
otherwise, not smaller than No, 6 wire gauge, valued at 3} cents or less per 
pound, five-tenths of 1 cent per pound; and iron orsteel, flat, with longitudinal 
ribs for the manufacture of fencing, valued at 3 cents or less per pound, fiye- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri asks for 
the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. e 

Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Prerce]. If he were present, I 
should vote yea.“ Aiter this I shall simply withhold my vote with- 
out making any further announcement of the pair, 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator irom Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I repeat the announce- 
ment of my pair with the Senator irom Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. 
If he were present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON] and 
withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. VOORHEES. With the understanding that the pair between 
myself and the Senator from Montana [ Mr. SANDERS] may be trans- 
ferred, so far as he is concerned, to the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE], I will vote. I vote ven.“ 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I was requested by the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL], who was called from the Senate a few 
moments ago, to announce his pair with the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. TURPIE. Iam paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
Davis]. If he were present, I shon! vote“ yea.” 

Mr. COCKRELL, I willannouncs my pair with the senior Senator 
from Iowa [Mr, ALLISON], who is nece-sarily detained from the Sen- 
ate Chamber by important business. If he were present, I should vote 
ea and he would vote nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 16; as follows: 


YEAS—I19, 
Barbour, Colquitt, Hampton, Ransom, 
Bate, Eustis, 2 Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 
Berry, Faulkner, McPherson, Ves 
Butler, Gibson, Morgan, Voorhees. 
Coke. Gray, Pug 

NAYS—16. 
Aldrich, Dixon, Higgins, Platt, 
Allen, Dolph, Hiscock Sawyer, 
Casey; Evar! Hoar, Squire, 
Cullom, Hawley, Moody, Teller. 

ABSENT—49, 

Allison, Edmunds, Mitchell, Stanford, 
Blackburn, Farwell, Morrill, Stewart, 
Blair, Frye, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Blod ett, George, Pasco, Turpie, 
Brown, Gorman, Payne, Vance, 
Call, Hale. Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Cameron, 1 larris, Pierce, Washburn, 
Carlisle, Hearst, Plumb, Wilson of Towa, 
Chandler, Ingalls, Power, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell, Jones of Nevada, Quay, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Kenna, Sanders, 
Davis, McMillan, Sherman, 
Dawes, Manderson, Spooner, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum having voted, the Secre- 
tary will call the roll of the Senate, 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BATE (when Mr. HARRIS’S name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. Harris] is not very well, although he has been here this morr- 
ing. He is absent temporarily. : 

Mr. FAULKNER (when Mr. Kenna’s name was called). I desire 
to make the same announcement I have heretofore made with refer- 
ence to my colleague [Mr. Kenna], that he is detained from the Sen- 
ate by illness, 

The roll-call having been concluded, the following Senators were an- 
nounced as having responded to the call: 


Aldrich, Carlisle, Dixon, rt bed 
Allen, Casey, Dolph, Gibson, 
Barbour, Cockrell, Edmun Gray, 
Bate, Coke, Hale, 
Blair, Cullom, Evarts, Hampton, 
Butler, Davis, Faulkner, Hawley, 
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Higgins, Moody, Quay, 

Hiscock, Paddock, Reagan, Vance, 
Scoot Arkansas, Platt, : Sage. : Yoon ees, 
McPherson, Power, Stockbridge, Wilson of Iowa. 
Manderson, Teller, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-seven Senators have answered 
to their names, A quorum is present. The question recurs on the 
amendment pro; by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] to para- 
graph 141. The Secretary will call the roll upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment, 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). Iam as here- 
tofore announced, with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON |, but at 

-the instance of his colleague [Mr. Wrison], in order to make a quo- 
rum, I vote yea.“ 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES]. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). Iagain announce my pair 
with the Senator from Michigan [ Mr. MCMILLAN]. If he were present, 
I should vote! yea.” 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called), Under the 
terms of my pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON ] I feel 
authorized to vote if my vote is necessary to makea quorum, I there- 
fore vote nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. If my vyote is necessary to 
make a quorum, I shall cast it; otherwise not. 

The roll-call was concluded. e 

Mr. SPOONER (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired 

erally with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL], who 
not in the Chamber and has not voted. I observe that the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] is paired with the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN]. With the consent of the Senator from 
North Carolina I will transfer the pairs so that the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. WALTHALL] will be paired with the Senator from Mich- 
Mr. MCMILLAN] and the Senator from North Carolina and my- 

self will be at liberty to vote. 

Mr. VANCE. That is satisfactory. 

Mx. SPOONER. Then I will allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. VANCE. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. DAVIS. My colleague [Mr. WASHBURN] is necessarily absent. 
He is paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON]. 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Barbour, Eustis, MePherson, Turpie, 
Bate, Faulkner, Paddock, Vance, 
Butler, Gibson, Plumb, Vest, 
Cockrell, Gray, Pagh, Voorhees, 
Coke, Hampton, 
Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 
NAYS—27. 
Aldrich, Dixon, Hiscock, Sawyer, 
Allen, Dolph, Hoar, Spooner, 
Blair, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Squire, 
Cameron, Frye, Moody, Stockbridge, 
Casey, le, Piatt, Teller, 
Cullom, Hawley, wer, Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis, Higgins, Quay, 
ABSENT—35. 
Allison, Dawes, McMillan, Sanders, 
Evarts, Manderson, Sherman, 

Blackburn, Farwell, Mitehell, Stanford, 
Blodgett, George, Morgan, Stewart, 

wn, Gorman, Morrill, Walthall, 

1 Harris. 5 Washburn, 
Carlisle, Hearst, Payne, Wilson of Md, 
Chandler, Ingalls, Pettigrew, Wolcott, 
Colquitt, Kenna, erce, 


So the amendment was Sg 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be re- 


sumed. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill at the beginning of 

ph 142. The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, 

line 7, to strike out the word gauge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

When the Chief Clerk had completed the reading of paragraph 142, 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, it seems to me as though we 
had reached the time when possibly something could be done in reduc- 
ing the duty on wire. The duty has been extravagantly high throughout 
all the tariffs of which I have had any knowledge, and it is no less high 
in the present tariff bill. z 

I see no way, as the bill is made up, that it is possible to have im- 
posed an ad valorem duty instead of specific without a reconstruction 
of the whole schedule from beginning to end. Therefore I shall try 
to get some reduction in the specific rates of duty that are here pro- 
posed, assuming that the committee have made, in their estimation, a 
well proportioned bill. I shall therefore move the reduction of an 
equal amount on each one of the gauges in paragraph 142, 

So I move, in lines 5 and 6, to strike out the words ‘‘and one-fourth 
cents and insert cent;“ so that it will read ‘‘1 cent per pound.“ 


On smaller than No. 10 and not smaller than No. 16 wire gauge,” 
. 14 cents per pound, instead of 1} cents per 


poun 

In lines 10 and 11 I move to strike ont the words and one-fourth;”’ 
so that it will read 2 cents per pound.” 

In line 12 I move to strike ont the word three“ and insert two 
and three-fo 25 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendments will be 
stated and will be treated as a single amendment, if there be no ob- 
jection. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lines 5 and 6, ph 142, strike ont 
the words and one-fourth cents“ and insert 1 cent;’’ so as to read 
1 cent pound.“ 

In line 8 strike out the words three- ſourths cents ’’ and insert the 
word “ cent;’’ so that it will read ‘‘1 cent per pound.“ 

In lines 10 and 11 strike out the words and one-fourth;’’ so that 
it will read“ 2 cents per pound.“ i 

In line 12 strike out the word three“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
e ‘two and three-fourths; ™ so that it will read ‘‘2} cents per 
pound. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, this is a paragraph which covers a 
great number of articles, and I have not had time to arrange the mat- 
ter so as to state briefly its effect upon the duties, but I can indicate 
some of the increases made. 

It was said in the report made to the House of Representatives by 
the Committee on Ways and Means: 

In wires of all descriptions there has been a reduction of one-fourth ofa cent 
per pound. T 

That statement is not correct, even upon the face of the paragraph 
as it stands in the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the House committee had reference to 
ordinary plain wire. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I will read the statement again: 

In wires of all desoriptions there bas been a reduction of one-fourth of a cent 
per pound, 

If the committee meant to confine itself to plain wires, as suggested 
by the Senator from Rhode Island, it was certainly very unfortunate 
in the use of the language which I have read from the report; In- 
stead of being a reduction of one-fourth of a cent per pound upon wires 
of all descriptions, this paragraph makes an enormous increase of duties 
upon no less than twenty-two different classes of wires embraced in it, 
not directly by fixing the duties in the text of the paragraph which 
enumerates the articles themselves, but by a proviso which is inserted 
at the close of the paragraph in these words: 

Provided further, That all iron or steel wire valued at more than 4 cents per 
pound shall pay a duty of not less than 45 per cent. ad valorem, except that card 
vee oe the manufacture of card clothing shall pay a duty of 35 per cent. ad 

Now, Mr. President, as I have said, the effect of this proviso is enor- 
mously to increase the duty upon no less than twenty-two classes of 
wire enumerated in this paragraph. For instance: 

wee made of iron or steel not smaller than No. 10 wire gauge, 1} cents per 
pound, 

The present duty is 1} cents per nd; so this is in fact a reduc- 
tion of one-fourth of a cent per Baek 

But the next clause provides that on wire ‘‘ smaller than No. 10 and 
not smaller than No. 16 wire gauge, 1} cents per pound ” shall be paid, 
and this upon the face of the paragraph appears to be a reduction in 
the rates of duty, but the present equivalent ad valorem upon that 
class of wire is only 11.53 per cent., and the proviso which I have 
read raises it to 45 per cent. ad valorem, four times the present rate. 

In the next clause, which embraces wire smaller than No. 16 and 
not smaller than No. 26 wire gauge, 2} cents per pound,“ it appears 
also upon the face of the paragraph to be a reduction of one-fourth of a 
cent per pound, whereas in fact it is an increase of from 17.67 percent. 
to 45 per cent. ad valorem. i 8 

The next clause is: 

Smaller than No. 26 wire gauge, 8 cents per pound. 

This does not even purport to be a reduction from the present rates 
of duty. 

Then we have the proviso: 

That iron or steel wire covered with cotton, silk, or other material, and wires 
or strip steel, commonly known as crinoline wire, corset wire, and hat wire, 
shall pay a duty of 5 cents per pound. 

This, upon the face of the paragraph, appears to be a reduction from 
6 cents pa pound on one class, 6 on another, and 7 cents per pound 
on another to 5 cents per pound, while in fact it is an increase of duty 
from 11.10 per cent. to 45 per cent, ad valorem. 

Then comes the next proviso: 

And provided further, That flat steel wire, or sheet steel in strips, whether 
drawn through dies or rolls, untempered or tempered, of whatsoever width, 
twenty-five-one-thousandths of an inch thick, ready for use or otherwise, shall 
pay a duty of 50 per cent, ad valorem. 

This is not noted in the tables reported by the committee at all. 

It is not necessary to read the next proviso. 

The next one after that is: 

That iron or steel wire cloths and iron or steel wire nettings made in meshes 
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of form shall a du ual in amount to that imposed on iron or steel 
wy! N 


wire used in the man or wire cloth or iron or steel wire 
nettings, and 2 cents per pound in addition thereto, 

This also appears to be areduction, but under the proviso it largely 
increases the rates of duty upon three classes of these articles. 


There shall alg — 5 — — steel wire argent has anes or tin or ing: Reged 
e eee Speen) one nih ok 1 jor oaeh ta AALA to. tan rete IDINO OA 
on the wire of which it is made, 

This purports to be a reduction from 2 cents to 1} cents per pound 
on the first class; from 2} to 2} cents per pound on the second class, 
and from 3 cents to 2} cents a pound on the third, which isa reduction 
of one-fourth of a cent a pound all through on the iron wire. 

But when we come to steel wire, galvanized, we find in this para- 

h an apparent reduction of one-fourth of a cent per pound, when 
fn Bet there is an actual increase from 19 per cent. to 45 per cent, under 
the proviso which is inserted at the end of this paragraph; and in the 
next class there is a like increase from 13.11 to 45 per cent, under this 
insidious proviso. 

And so, if I were disposed to consume the time of the Senate, I could 
go through the whole paragraph and show, as I have said, upon twenty- 
two classes of these articles, embracing nearly all kinds of wire and 
articles made from wire, an increase of duty, sometimes to more than 
four times the present rates. And yet it is said by the committee of 
the House of Representatives, and it appears here upon the face of the 
tables, and 9 8 the face of the paragraph itself as it stands without 
reference to the proviso, that there is a decrease! 

Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator from Kentucky if it is not true 
that there is an increase upon all but four of th des? 

Mr. CARLISLE. On all but four or five. I have had no time to 
analyze it carefully; perhaps five or six. : 

Mr. VEST. I made it four. I had an expert to examine. I want 
to call the attention of the Senator to the explanation of all these par- 


hs. 
Te PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield to the Senator from Missouri ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. It is true, the Senator from Rhode Island says, this was 
done by an expert, and that the committee had nothing to do with it. 
But under the resolution of the Senate, asking the committee to ex- 
plain these pages, they adopted the statement of the expert and it is 
their report. Here is their report: 

This is but a slight change from existing rates and is a reduction on some of 
the lower satay rang 1 

And yet the truth is that I make it four, the Senator from New Jer- 
sey six, and the Senator from Kentucky five, I believe. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I said five or six.” 

Mr. VEST. ‘There is an increase and a large increase upon forty- 
odd of them, and yet that is the report of that expert upon that state 
of the case. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I want tosay to the Senator from 
Kentucky that it was my pur to offer to amend the bill so as to 
make reductions of these 8 c rates as we go along through this para- 
graph, because I saw no use of applying thead valorem rates to them, 
ane then move to strike out the proviso entirely at the end of the 
section. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But, Mr. President, as it stands now, with this 
proviso, there is an ad valorem rate of duty fixed upon nearly all these 
classes of wires of 45 per cent, 

Now, I suggest, Mr. President, that if it was the purpose of the Com- 
mittee on Finance to increase the rates of duty upon all these classes 
of wire, the fair way to do it would have been to put it on the face of 
the paragraph itself, and not have in the paragraph and in the tables 
figures which upon their face show a reduction, and then at the end of 
the paragraph have a proviso which makes an enormous increase, and 
report to the Senate that this is but aslight change from existing rates 
and is a reduction on some of the lower grades. 

It is true that it isa reduction on a very few of the lower grades, 
but a large increase, not justifiable or attempted to be justified by the 
committee, upon, as I have said once or twice before, twenty-two 
classes of this wire. Ifthis committee desires the Senate to have ac- 
curate information upon that subject, I repeat, it onght to have put 
these rates of duty in the paragraph and in the tables, so that every- 
body could see them, and not raise them in this indirect and insidious 
way by inserting a proviso at the end of the paragraph. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not quite understand what the Senator from 
e means by “‘ this insidious way of inserting a proviso at the 
end. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I will state what I mean. 

Mr, ALDRICH, If the Senator from Kentucky will excuse me, I 
should like to complete my statement. 

The proviso is there in plain, set terms, so there can be no misunder- 
standing about its purpose. It provides that the duty upon wire valued 
at 1 cents per pound and above shall not be less than 45 per cent. ad 
valorem, 

Now, I will suggest to the Senator from Kentucky that the real ques- 
tion before the Senate in this connection is, or should be, not whether 


the effect of this provision will be to increase the duties upon some 
grades of iron or steel wire, but whether the rates proposed by the 
committee are excessive. i 

It is true that upon all ordinary kinds of iron or steel wire the 
agraph proposes a reduction in rate of one-fourth of a cent a pound, or 
$5.60 per ton. For instance, take the fence-wire which is used very 
largely in this country. The price of this wire to the American pur- 
chaser is only 2} cents a pound, and of course the foreign price would 
be less than 4 cents. All kinds of Bessemer steel wire, all kinds of 
open-hearth steel wire, and all forms of iron wire, except the very 
finest, would be valued at less than 4 cents a pound. 

The committee propose, and I think every Senator will see the jus- 
tice and equity of the proposition, that wires worth to-day 25, 26, 45, 
47, or 48 cents per | eaten, I have taken these prices at random— 
should pay a rate of duty equal to that imposed upon other manufact- 
ures of iron and steel. 

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] and every Senator 
on that side of the Chamber voted for a proposition to impose a duty of 
50 per cent. ad valorem upon bar-iron. If that was a proper rate to 
impose upon bar-iron, certainly 45 per cent. is not excessive upon these 
finer forms of the manufactures of iron and steel, 

The general clause of this schedule im a rate of duty of 45 per 
cent. upon all manufactures ot iron and steel not specially enumer- 
ated, and I have yet to hear one reason suggested by any Senator on 
the other side why the articles provided for in this paragraph, includ- 
ing, as I have already stated, the very finest kinds, or crucible-steel 
wire, should not pay a rate of 45 per cent. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I supposed when a proposition was made to im- 
pose a tax upon the people, directly or indirectly, or to increase a tax, 
that the onus was upon the proposers of that tax to show why it should 
be done, and not upon the opponents of the measure to show why it 
should not be done. 7 

This proposition is to increase the duty over the present rates in some 
cases 300 per cent., and in many others 200 per cent., and in a 3 
number 100 per cent., and the Senator calls upon us to show why it 
should not be increased. We call upon him to tell us why it should 
be increased, and especially why, if an increase is necessary, it should 
be made in this indirect way. 

And in this connection I will tell the Senator what I mean when I 
call this an insidious proviso. If the Committee on Finance had put 
into this clause a provision that all these wires should pay 45 per 
cent, ad valorem it would have reduced the duty on quite a numberof 
classes of wire ; but by saying simply that no one of them shall pa a 
less rate than 45 per cent, ad valorem it leaves the existing hig 
rates upon those which now bear higher rates, and brings the lower 
ones up to 45 per cent. ad valorem. 

Now, if the Senator believes that 45 per cent. ad valorem is neces- 
sary and is sufficient, say soin the paragraph, and that will bring down 
some of these classes of wires from the rates now pro) to be estab- 
lished; for instance, galvanized wire made from steel will pay, under 
this ph, over 61 per cent. ad valorem. Your 45 per cent, does 
not apply to that, but would apply to it if it paid now only 25 per 
cent, and would raise it to 45. 

The next class, galvanized wire made of steel, pays, under this bill, 
46.43 per cent., and the next class, 49.48, It is not proposed to bring 
them down to 45 per cent., but to have all the others brought up to 
45 per cent, and leave these where they are. 

Therefore I said it was an insidious proviso which does not, in the 
first place, accomplish what at first glance everybody would sup it 
did, that is, to impose a rate of 45 per cent. upon these wires, but leaves 
the higher rates, those which are above 45, and affects only those now. 
below 45 per cent. 

I say again, if the Senator from Rhode Island thinks that 45 per cent. 
is a sufficient rate of duty, let us say so on the face of the bill, and 
not raise those which have been 10, 11, 15, and 20 per cent. under the 
existing law to 45 per cent., and leave all the higher classes to stand 
as they are. I can see no necessity for this increase of duty and the 
Senator has stated none. 

They are the rates of duty imposed by the existing law, under which, 
so far as I know, the manufacturers of these articles have prospered to 
a reasonable degree at least. There was no complaint made by any- 
body within my knowledge before the Committee on Ways and Means 
of the House, or before the Committee on Finance of the Senate in re- 
gard to the existing rates of duty upon these classes of wire. They 
have been increased gratuitously by the committee, not even upon the 
demand of interested parties, not even at the suggestion of anybody, 
manufacturers or consumers, and no reason is stated here for it. 

On the contrary, the Senator who advocates it calls upon us to state 
the reason why it should not be done. These are the rates which were 
fixed by the Republican tariff act of 1883, after a full investigation of 
this whole subject by the Tariff Commission, composed largely, if not 
entirely, of the advocates of a protective system, and after a full in- 
vestigation by the Committee of Ways and Means of the House and by 
the Committee on Finance of the Senate, and they have stood as a part 
of goar law for seven years without complaint from any quarter as far 
as ow. 


And yet, without any explanation, without demand, the 
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duties are to be increased, and we are asked to state the reason why it 
should not be done. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Mr. President, one would infer from the statement 
made by the Senator from Kentucky that to suggest any increase of 
the present rates of duty wasacrime. The Senators upon the other 
side are perfectly willing to reduce the existing rates of duty when it 
serves their purpose or when they think they are too high. But when 
rates are confessedly too low it is reprehensible in the highest degree 
for any one to suggest that they should be increased. 

The Senator says that no man has asked for an increase of duty. 
Why, Mr. President, the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] 
asked the other day why we had advanced the duty upon cotton-ties, 
when no one had asked for the increase, and the same question is asked 
now. I answered that Senator to the best of my ability, and I will re- 
peat the answer now. It is the duty of the Committee on Finance, as 
I understand it, to present to the Senate a schedule of rates which in 
their opinion is proper and equitable, and not to simply formulate the 
demands of either importer or manufacturer. If you intend to haveall 
tates equally protective it is necessary, that the rates may be harmoni- 
ous, that they shall have a proper relation to each other, from the 
erudest to the tinest products, 

The articles in this schedule range in value from the iron ore, that is 
worth from $2 to $10 per ton, to the finest watch-springs, worth many 
dollars per pound, which are provided for in this paragraph, and it is 
necessary, if all this vast range of important industries are to be fairly 
treated, that the duties upon each sustain a proper relation to each other, 
and it was with this purpose in view that the committee (without re- 
gard to suggestions made by interested manufacturers or by interested 
purchasers as to what rate of duty should be fixed) suggested the rate 
which has been so severely criticised. 

Now, I say to the Senator from Kentucky that when it is ascertained 
that rates of duty are possa upon the expensive manufactures enu- 
merated in this paragraph, which are only equivalent to 7.38, 10.63, 
or 11.10 per cent. ad valorem, it should not require any special effort 
to convince Senators that these rates are inadequate and unjust. 

The Senators on the other side are apparently quite willing to im- 
pose 60 per cent. upon iron ore, pig-iron, and iron in bars, and upon 
various cruder forms of iron and steel, but when the finer forms are 
reached, those upon which the most labor is required, then they insist 
that we shall maintain present rates of 8 to 10 or 12 per cent., and also 
insist that we are put upon the defensive if we propose to establish 
rates equivalent to those proposed upon other manufactares of iron and 
steel, 

Now, if it is the purpose of Senators to place prohibitory duties upon 
all the cruder forms of manufacture and to allow foreign mannfactur- 
ers to sell us all thefiner forms by putting the rates so low that it would 
insure importations for the benefit oftheir friends, the importers—if, I 
repeat, this is their purpose, they should declare it courageously and 
manfully. Donot say to us, because we have fixed a rate of duty of 45 
per cent., a rate less than the average rate of this whole schedule, upon 
these costly manufactures, that we are doing something criminal and 
something that requires explanation to the American people. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, at every step in this bill the Senators 
upon this side of the Chamber have resisted increases of duty on the 
lower grades, and the higher grades, and all the grades in the bill. 
We have persistently and consistently fought every increase at the ex- 
pense of the consumers of the country. And yet the Senator from 
Rhode Island undertakes to defend this monstrous increase, for which 
he can find no reason whatever except his idea of a symmetrical tariff 
bill; he undertakes to defend it upon the ground that we upon this 
side have permitted these further increases to be made. It is not true, 
Mr. President, and we now have a look at this monstrous system in 
its naked deformity, stripped of all pretense that it is anything else 
than an out-of-hand piece of spoliation of the people of the United 
States. . 

We have come at last to the point where the Senator has no reason 
except that because we have done this in other places we must do it 
here in order to preserve the harmonious relations of this bill, the sym- 
metry of this tariff bill as proposed by the Committee on Finance ! 
Why, Mr. President, from the beginning of this false statement by this 
expert that there has been no increase, through all the steps of the tax- 
ation contained in this clause, we have shown that there has been an 
increase without any reason whatever, and the Senator is now driven 
to the resort of saying that it is necessary to preserve the symmetrical 
relations of one part of this bill with another! 

What is the result of the Senator’s statement? We know very well 
that in any article of crude material there will be found different kinds 
ofmanufacture. Take leather, forinstance, After the hides have been 
prep red as leather, you find the manufactures of boots and shoes, sach- 
els, and harness, and all the different kinds of leather manufacture. 
According to the Senator from Rhode Island, if you make an increase 
on any one of them you must then blindly make an increase upon all 
in order to preserve the symmetrical relations of tariff taxation ! 

Suppose the manufacturers of saddlery were making enormous fort- 
unes and the manufacturers of boots and shoes were not. According 
to the Senator from Rhode Island, if there wasan increase upon leather 


or an increase upon any of the other articles in which leather is used 
for manufacturing purposes, there must be an increase in saddlery in 
order to preserve the symmetrical relation of the tariff! 

We are to go blindly, without cause, to increase taxes when they are 
not demanded, when there is no other reason for it except the symmet- 
rical relation which is adopted by the Committee on Finance! 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, the public will take notice that the 
Committee on Finance can find no reason for this increase except that, 
in their opinion, the present rates are unjust, and therefore they ought 
to be increased! If so, then I presume they ought not to be ashamed 
to increase them directly, instead of saying, after assigning a duty to 
each classification of these wires, many of which are below 45 per 
cent.—instead of assigning to each one a duty which would bring it up 
to 45 directly, so that the public could see and the plainest minds could 
comprehend what they were doing, and so Senators on this side would 
know what they were doing, they take the indirect method of saying 
in a proviso that all wires, iron or steel, valued at not less than 4 cents 
a pound shall pay a duty of not less than 45 per cent. 

That is the indirect way of doing it, and the general reading public 
would not comprehend, having no tables before them, whether there 
had been any increase at all; and the deception is further carried out 
by a foot-note, given by the committee by way of explanation, that— 

This is a slight change from the existing rates, and a reduction ſu afew of the 
lower grades; 

Whereas it is a great change in existing rates in more than forty odd 
of the entire number of kinds of wire specified, and a very slight re- 
duction in only a few of them. The truth is the reverse of what we 
might infer from this equivocal statement of the committee. 

We, on this side of the Chamber, are constantly twitted, Mr. Presi- 
dent, with being friends of the importers, and we are called upon to 
say why we resist these reductions as the friends of the importers. 
Why, Mr. President, there is nobody on this side who is a friend to 
the importers. Our clients are not the importers. Our clients are the 
great consuming public, the American people; the clients of that side 
of the Chamber are the manufacturers; and it will not do to attempt 
to narrow the issue in that way, to attempt to narrow the numberand 
the character of the people and the interest that we represent here 
(which is that of the great American public), to compare with the half 
dozen or the handfal of manufacturers of iron wire. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould think your clients had better change their 
attorneys if they want to get their rights. 

Mr. VANCE. That may be so. If our clients could come here and 
consult with us, as they come and consult those on that side of the 
Senate; if our clients, the great consumers, the American people, could 
come here into these antechambers and corridors, and could excludo 
the manufacturers and the majority of the committee, and could post 
us upon these classifications, it might be that we could succeed in re- 
ducing some of these duties in an indirect and a secret manner, as 
they have succeeded in increasing the duties in that indirect and secret 
manner. But that is not possible, sir. 

The great public can not be here. The great public of consumers 
have no experts to send here to manipulate the tariff bill. They de- 
pend upon the justice, the intelligence, and the patriotism of Amer- 
ican legislators, and I fear, sir, that they will be disappointed every 
time that they have that expectation. Especially do they Jabor under 
the disadvantage that they have not been informed as to the manner 
of making these changes; that they have not been informed as to the 
necessity of the changes being made, and that those upon whom is 
devolved the duty of furnishing the information have deceived them 
by making a representation here that is not, apparently at least, in 
accordance with the facts. Therefore they can not expect to hold their 
hands in legislating in this way with the chosen recipients of the bene- 
fits of this taxation who have the field all to themselves and have the 
technical knowledge of their own business which it is impossible for 
others to acquire. 

If the Senator says the burden of proof is on this side, and that those 
who entertain the opposite doctrine should show the reason why-an 
increase should not be made, the ordinary rules of proof in every court 
of justice will be set at noughtand changed. The purpose of the reso- 
lution introduced by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] was to 
furnish this very information, for the wantot which we are now floun- 
dering frequently in the dark. The report which has been made here, 
in quite a number, if not a majority, of the cases where there have 
been changes, says no data,“ and therefore there are no means of 
telling whether it is an increase or not. 

There is no information given to us anywhere, before the committee 
or by the report of the Finance Committee, why this increase should 
be made. Weare all working in the dark. We are all floundering 
for the want of proper information, except that portion of the Finance 
Committee that has been in close consultation with the manufacturers 
themselves, and who know precisely what they want and the best way 
to obtain that which they do want without letting the great bulk of 
the American people know what they are after. 

Mr. McPHERSON, Mr. President, I wish, sir, to enter my protest 
against this kind of proceeding any longer. For one, I do not ee ot 
thize with any ambition, whether it be upon this side of the Cham 
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or that side, which undertakes to censure the Senator from Rhode 
Island or any of the members of the Committee on Finauce who were 
engaged in the preparation of this tariff bill. Iam quite sure that 
neither the Senator from Rhode Island nor any member of the commit- 
tee had vary much to do with it. The tariff bill was made up by the 
beneficiaries themselves, and the result was handed to the committee 
for the purpose of explaining it to the country and sustaining it before 
the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
. yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say to the Senator from New Jersey that 
there is not one particle of truth in that statement in regard to any 

ph of the bill. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It is a well known fact, sir, that not one indi- 
vidual other than the manufacturers themselves, so far as the public 
knows, had a chance to appear before that committee. They came 
there and they were heard by the committee in respect of these para- 
graphs and schedules. The general public, the consumers, were not 
invited there, and therefore they had nothing to do with making up 
the bill. 

Now, I find no fault with the committee. The Senator from Rhode 
Island, for whom I haye a great deal of sympathy to-day, seems to be 
all alone. Three of his associates upon the committee have apparently 
escaped, and the only one who ispresent with him isspeechless. Now, 
I find no fault, as I say, with this paragraph. It is exactly like the 
rest of the paragraphs of the bill. The paragraph itself statesin ex- 
press language whatit means. There has been no concealment on the 
part of oe committee, so far as I have been concerned, for I have 
read the ph through from beginning to end. 

When I see that upon certain qualities and kinds of wire a duty ot 
11, 12, or 15 per cent. is interposed and when I find a context in the 
way of a proviso which imposes a duty of 45 per cent., I know what it 
means. Therefore, Mr. President, I intend at first to move to amend 
each particular paragraph and each particular grade of wire as we pass 
along. I then intend to move to strike out the provision in foto, so as 
to leave that exactly as the committee left it, less the proviso, That 
is all, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, it being an important paragraph, 
I propose to ask for the yeas and nays so faras I have moved to amend, 
which is down to line 12. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon the several amendments pro- 

d by the Senator from New Jersey, which, for the purpose of vot- 
ing, are treated as one amendment, the Senator from New Jersey de- 
mands the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. And farther, Mr. President, I wish to give no- 
tice that it is my intention to move to strike out the proviso, so that 
when Senators vote upon my amendments now they will understand 
that they are voting with the understanding that I intend as well to 
move to strike out the proviso. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope that the Senator from New Jersey will in- 
clude that in this present motion. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I can not, because I have three or four other 
motions to make concerning this paragraph. 

The ges and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 3 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I again announce my 
pair with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were 
present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called), Iagain announce my pair 
with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO, I desire to announce the absence of my colleague [ Mr. 
CALL] and to state that he is paired with the Senator from South Da- 
kota [ Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. GIBSON (after having voted in the affirmative), Iam paired 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN], and therefore 1 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr, 
MorGAn]. I should like to inquire whether his vote is recorded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. His vote is not recorded. 

Mr. EVARTS. Then I withhold my vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from New York that I am 
paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], and thatifhe 


I am paired with the 


Iam paired with 


desires it we may transfer our pairs, so that the Senator from New 
York and I can both vote, 
Mr, EVARTS, That is satisfactory to me. 


Mr. HARRIS, I vote yea. 
Mr. EVAR I vote “nay.” : 
Mr. COCK RELL: As heretofore announced, I am paired with the 


Senator from Iowa [Mr. A Lison], but in pursuance of what his col- 
league stated to me awhile ago, and in order to make a quorum, and 
as it will not change the result, I vote yea.“ 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam paired with the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. WALTHALL], y 

Mr. WALTHALL. Isee that the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER] has entered the Chamber, and therefore I vote yea. 

Mr. SPOONER. I vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 
Barbour, Coke, MePherson, Walthall 
Bate, Eustis, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Berry, Gray, Reagan, 
Butler, Hampton, Vest, 
Cockrell, RAFU Voorhees, 
NAYS—27. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Allen Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Blair, Evarts, M P Squire, 
Cameron, Frye. Paddock, Stockbridge, 
ey, Hawley, t. Teller, 
Cullom, Higgins, Power, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dixon, Hiscock, Quay, 
ABSENT—40. 
Allison, Dawes, Kenna, Plumb, 
Blackburn, Farwell, MeMillan, Ransom, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Manderson, Sanders, 
Brown, eorge, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Call, Gibson, Morgan, Stanford, 
Carlisle, Gorman, Morrill, Stewart, 
Chandler, Hale, Pasco, Turpie, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Payne, Vance, 
Daniel, Ingalls, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Davis, Jones of Arkansas, Pierce, Wolcott. 


So the amendments were rejected. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire to offer an amendment: In line 17, on 
page 32, to strike out the word ‘‘five’’ and insert the word “four;? 80 
as to read 4 cents. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Let the amendment be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the beginning of line 17, on page 32, strike 
out “five” and insert ſour;“ so as to read, 4 cents per ponnd.”’ 

‘The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McPHER-ON. Then I move to amend, in line 22, page 32, by 
striking out the word fifty“ and inserting in lieu thereof forty;“ 
so as to read: 40 per cent. ad valorem,” Í 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of line 22, page 32, strike out 
“fifty” and insert “‘forty;’’ so as to read: 

Shall pay a duty of 40 per cent. ad valorem, 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. In line 9, page 33, I move to strike out the 
word ‘two’? and insert in lieu thereof “one and one-half;”’ so as to 
read 11 cents.“ . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 9, page33, after the word and,“ strike 
ont two“ and insert one and one-half.’’ 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. In line 17, page 33, I move to strike ont the 
word one“ and insert ‘‘one-half.’’ 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 17, page 33, strike out the word one“? 
and 8 lieu thereof one-half;“ so as to read ‘one-half cent per 
pound.’ 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. On page 33, line 20, I move to strike out two” 
and insert ‘‘one and one-half.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Now, Mr. President, we have reached the pro- 
viso to which I intended to offer an amendment calculated to reduce 
the ad valorem rate of duty from 45 per cent. to 25 per cent., and upon 
that question I shall ask for the yeas and nays, because that is the 
vital question ðf the whole paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. , In line 24, page 33, after the word than,” it 
is proposed to strike out forty-five ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;’’ so as 
to read: 


Shall pay a duty of rot less than 25 per cent. ad valorem, except that card 
vie for the manufacture of card clothing, shall pay a duty of 35 per cent, ad 
valorem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Clerk correctly understand 
the Senator from New Jersey that his amendmentis to reduce the rate 
to 25 per cent. ad valorem ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Twenty-five. I ask for the yeas and nays, 
pe = nays were ordered; and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 

the ro. . A 
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Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 

Senator from Vermont [ Mr. MORRILL]. 5 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was ). LIagain announce my pair 
with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, I 
should vote yea. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam pairefl with the junior 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]; and while I am on the 
floor I will inquire whether the name of the junior Senator from West 
Virginia was recorded as having voted during the last roll-call. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk informs the Chair 
that he is not so recorded. > 

Mr. QUAY. -I was under a misapprehension. 

‘The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. GIBSON. I am paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
WASHBURN]. Iwithhold my vote. I make this announcement of my 
pair for the day. 

Mr. BATE. I desire to state that Mr. FAULKNER, of West Vir- 
ginia, was called out of the Chamber a short time ago. 

Mr. HARRIS. In order to make a quorum, though paired, I have 
the authority to vote, and I vote yea. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I previously announced my pair with the Sena- 
tor from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], but, for the purpose of making a quorum 
and as it does not change the result of the vote, I vote yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 27; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—l9, 
Barbour, Coke, Harris, Vest 
Bate, Daniel, McPherson, Voorhees, 
Berry, Eustis, Morgan, Walthall 
Butler, Gray, Pugh, Wilson of Nd. 
Cockrell, Hampton, Reagan, 

NAYS—27, 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Allen, Edmunds, Jones of N. Spooner, 
Blair, Evarts, Mitchell, Squire, 
Cameron, Frye, oody, Stockbridge, 
Gullo Hawi Platt Wiest fI 

ullom wle; att, on of Iowa, 
on, ee Plumb, 
ABSENT—38, 

Allison, Farwell MeMillan, San 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Manderson, Sherman, 
Blodgett, George, Morrill, Stanford, 
Brown, Gibson, s Stewart, 
Call, Gorman, Payne, Turpie, 
Carlisle, earst, Pettigrew, Vance, 
Chandler, Higgins, ree, Washburn 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Power, Wolcott. 
Davy Jones of Arkansas, Quay, 
Dawes, Kenna, ' 


So the amendment was rejected, 
Mr. VANCE. I move to strike out the whole of paragraph 143. 
The PRESIDING OFFIGER. The amendment will be stated. 
l Koo CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 143, as 
‘ollows: 
GENERAL PROVISIONS, 


143. No allowance or reduction of duties for 


loss or damage in conse- 
quence of rust or of hall be 


ration s e upon any description of iron 
or steel, ov upon any article wholly or partly manufactured of iron or steel, or 
upon any manufacture of iron and steel. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I do not profess to be familiar with 
the methods of importation and with the accidents and losses that are 
necessarily attendant upon it; but it seems to me that that paragraph 
can have no effect in the world except to discourage importations, 
which means that we proclaim to the world, by that paragraph and by 
similar ones in other schedules, that we do not want anybody at all to 
trade with us; that we want foreigners to bring nothing here, and that 
ifthey should come with a cargo and should be so unfortunate as to 
have it damaged in any way by the perils of the sea no allowance will 
be ma de therefor; and eee the damage may be anything short of 
total loss of the goods, and ifthat which remains is not worth the duty, 
yet the importers have got to pay those duties or throw the goods 
away or take the damaged goods back. That is a repulsion of trade. 
It exhibits an unfriendly spirit, the spiritof the Dark Ages, which dis- 
courages trade and intercourse between nations; and the more that the 

of foreign countries are disco by this means from coming 

ere, the less we shall be able to sell of our own products. Conse- 

quently the injury will fall ultimately upon our own people, who are 
not permitted to exchange. R 

I think it is so contrary to the spirit of the age and to the civiliza- 
tion of the times that it should not stay upon the statute-book; and if 
a man should bring a cargo of goods which he had the misfortune to 
have greatly damaged and proposed to sell them in the market for 
what they would bring the loss should be taken off the value estimated 
upon the goods when they were assessed for duty. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina, to 
strike out the whole of paragraph 143? 

The amendment was rejected. 


The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill, as follows: 
144, All metal 


roduced 
by the crucible, Bessemer, Capp Gaana pneumatic, 
K Saala are oropen-hearth came cd y the equiy- 
alent of either, or by a combination of two or more of the processes, or their 
equivalents, or by any fusion or other process which produces from iron or its 
oresa ith: ular or fibrous in structure, which is cast and malleable, 


either 
excepting what is —— as malleable-iron castings, shall be classed and de- 
nominated as steel. 


145. No article not specially provided for in this act, wholly or partly manu- 
factured from tin-plate, terne-plate, or the shect, plate, hoop, d. ox scroll iron 
or steel herein provided for, or of which such tin-plate, terne-plate, phas. pra 
hoop, band, or scroll iron or steel shall be the mai of chief value, pay 
a lower rate of duty than that imposed on tbo tin-plate, terne-plate, or sheet 
plate, hoop, band, or scroll iron or steel from which it is made or of which it 
shall be the component thereof of chief value. 

The Committee on Finance proposed, on page 35, to strike out para- 
graph 146, in the following words: 

146. Onall iron or steel bars or rods of whatever shape or section, which are 
cold-rolled, cold-bammered, or polished in re Bey in addition to the ordinary 
process of hot rolling or hammering, there shall be paid one-fourth of 1 cent 
per pound in addition to the rates provided in this act; and on all strips or 
sheets of iron or steel of whatever shape, other than the polished, planished, 
or glanced sheet-iron or sheet-steel hereinbefore provided for, which are eold- 
rolled, cold-hammered, blued, brightened, tempered, or polished by any process 
to such perfected surface-finish, or polished better than the grade of cold- 
rolled, smooth only, hereinbefore provided for, there shall be d I cents per 
pound in addition to the rates provided in this act; and on l circular saw- 
plates there shall be paid 1 cent per pound in addition to the rate provided in 
this act for steel saw-plates, x 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 

146. On all iron or steel bars, rods, strips, or steel sheets, of whatever shave, 
other than the polished, planished, or glanced sheet-iron or sheet-steel herein- 
before provided for, and on all iron or steel bars of irregular shape or section, 
which are cold-rolled, cold-hammered, or polished in any way in addition to 
the ordinary process of hot rolling or hammering, there shall be paid one-fourth 
of 1 cent per pound in addition to the rates provided in this act; and on steel 
circular saw-plates there shall be paid 1 cent per pound in addition to the rate 
provided in this act for steel saw-plates, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to propose an amendment. In line 3, 

36, I move to strike out ‘‘one-fourth”’ and insert ‘‘one-tenth;’’ 
soas to read: shall be paid one-tenth of 1 cent per pound.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New Jersey to the amendment of the 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McPHERSON. In line 5, I move to insert the words ‘‘ one-half 
of before one; so as to read: 

And on steel circular-saw plates there shall be paid one-half of 1 cent per 
pound in addition to the rate provided in this act for steel saw-plates. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the commitee to strike out and insert. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read paragraph 147, as follows: 


MANUFACTURES OF IRON AND STEEL, 

147. Anchors, or parts thereof, of iron or steel, mill-irons and mill-cranks of 
wrought-iron, and wrought-iron for ships, and forgings of iron or steel, or of 
combined iron and steel, for vessels, steam-engines, and locomotives, or parts 
thereof weighing each 25 pounds or more, 1.8 cents per pound, 

Mr. VANCE. In the paragraph preceding, which was passed over 
in such a hurry, I see that there is an increase of duty upon saw-plates 
of which circular saws are made. I should like to know what the 
necessity for that increase is. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island who has the bill in charge why that increase is made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimons consent, the Senate 
will return to that ph. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey was to make it one-half a cent per pound,in line 
5, instead of 1 cent per pound, which was disagreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. Then I beg pardon. We were proceeding so rapidly 
that I did not keep 1 5 

Mr. ALDRICH. t was the question asked by the Senator from 
North Carolina? I did not understand him. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask the reason for the increase in the duty on saw- 
plates, ot which circular saws are made? 

Mr. ALDRICH. This duty is the same as the present law. 

Mr. VANCE. It is put down in the table of the expert as an in- 


crease. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I will read the present law, for the information of 
the Senator: 


And on steel circular-saw plates there shal be paid 1 cent per pound in addi- 
tion to the rate provided in this act, 


Mr. VANCE. Then the expert has misinformed us. I looked at 
the result of his exposition, and not at the original law. 

Mr. ALDRICH, It is safer to look at the law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 147 has been read. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I think that 1.8 cents per pound is a pretty 
heavy rate of duty to impose upon anchors and all sorts of mill ma- 
chinery. Isee the rate of duty is 34.56 per cent. I move to strike 
out eight-tenths“ and insert *‘ five-tenths.”’ 


— 


1890. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In line 14, on page 36, after the word and,“ 
strike out eight and insert “‘five;’? so as to read 1.5 cents per 
pound.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read paragraph 148, as follows: 

148. Axles, or parts thereof, axle-bars, axle-blanks, or forgings for axles, 
whether of iron or steel, without reference to the stage or state of manufacture, 
2 cents per pound: Provided, That when iron or steel axles are imported fitted 
in wheels, or parts of wheels, of iron or steel, they shall be dutiable at the same 
rate as the wheels in which they are fitted. 

Mr. VANCE. In line 17, on page 36, I move to strike out ‘‘2cents’’ 
and insert 14 cents; soas to rend I cents per pound.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 

by the Senator from North Carolina, 

The amendment was rejected. 

Paragraph 149 was read. 

The Committee on Finance proposed to amend the paragraph by in- 
serting after the word ‘‘ anvils ” the words or parts thereof, and to 
strike out after the word two“ the words “and one-half;’’ so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

149. Anvils or parts thereof ofiron or steel, or of iron and steel combined, b 
whatever process made or in whatever stage of manufacture, 2 cents per pound, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr, VANCE, I move to amend the paragraph in line 24, on page 
36, by striking out the word ‘‘two,’’ and inserting ‘‘one and one- 
half; so as to read ‘‘ 14 cents per pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read paragraph 150, as follows: 

150. Blacksmiths’ hammers and sledges, track tools, wedges, and crowbars, 
whether of iron or steel, 2} cents per pound. 

Mr. VANCE, I move to strike out in line 2, on page 37, and 
one-fourth;’’ so as to read ‘‘2 cents per pound.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from North Carolina. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read paragraph 151. The Committee on Finance pro- 

to amend the paragraph on page 37, line 3, after the word 

tubes, by striking out the word or,“ and in the same line, after 

the word pipes,“ striking out the word “‘or;”’ so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

151. Boiler or other tubes, pipes, flues, and stays of wrought-iron or steel, 2} 
cents per pound, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. Inline 4, on page 37, I move to strike out ‘‘and one- 
half,” so as to rend 2 cents per pound.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. : 

The amendment was rejected. 

‘The Secretary continued the reading of the bill as follows: 

152. Bolta, with or without threads or nuts, or bolt-blanks, and finished hinges 
or hi ks, whether of iron or steel, 2} cents per pound. 

153. -clothing, manufactured from tempered noel wire, 50 cents per square 
foot; all other, 2 cents per square foot, 

Mr. VANCE. A paragraph which was passed over recently provided 
that all articles made from wire, sheet-iron, etc., should not pay a less 
rate of duty than the material out of which it is made. In that item 
the card wire out of which card-clothing is made is 35 per cent., and 
this provision here is that it shall pay 25 percent. Ishould like to 
ask the Senator from Rhode Island if the effect of that will not be to 
increase the duty upon all other card-clothing than that which is made 
out of steel-tempered wire. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not understand the question of the Senator 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. VANCE. I say that in one of the paragraphs which we passed 
over to-day—I do not now reenr to it—there is a general provision that 
no article made out of iron wire, sheet-steel, or iron sheets should pay 
a less rate of duty than the dutyimposed on the material out of which 
itis made. I ask the Senator if the effect of this paragraph would not 
be to increase the duty on wire card-clothing to 30 per cent. instead of 
25 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is 25 cents a square foot, 

Mr. VANCE. The untempered wire is 50 cents per square foot, 
The tempered steel wire, card clothing, and all other is 25 cents per 
square foot. Now, would not that increase the duty under the gen- 
eral clause providing that the duty on all articles shall be at least as 
high as that on the raw material out of which they are made? 

Mr. ALDRICH, I do not know of any such paragraph in the bill. 
Ido not quite understand the Senator, whether he thinks the rate will 
be more than 50 cents a square foot. 

Mr. VANCE. Let it be passed over; I will not take the time of the 
Senate. I will hunt up the paragraph and call it to the attention of 
the Senator. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If the Senator will turn to page 34 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


8795 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina desire further delay? 

Mr. VANCE. No, sir; let the paragraph be passed over, and I will 
call the Senator’s attention to it again. 

The next paragraph of the bill was read, as follows: 

154. Cast iron pipe of every description, nine-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to call attention to paragraph 154. 
This is a most important paragraph. Cast-iron pipe, the simplest form 
of manufacture in the world, is to pay a duty of nine-tenths of 1 cent 
per pound. It seems during the year 1889 less than 1 ton of it was 
imported—2,140 pounds. The unit of value is given at 6.3 cents per 
pound. That certainly would mean some of the finer grades of iron 
pipe of smaller sizes, used by plumbers, unquestionably, for plumbing 
uses, and would have no relation whatever to the larger sizes of iron 
pipe which are used for extensive water works and for condnits for 
water. That kind of iron pipe, as Iam informed, sells all the way 
from 2to3 cents a pound. It is proposed here to inserta duty of nine- 
tenths of a cent a pound, which would be equal to $44.10 a ton. 

For great establishments, great water-works, great public works that 
are going on all over the country, in which the pipe by contract is de- 
livered at from 2} to 34 cents a pound, a duty of nine-tenths of a cent 
a pound is absolutely prohibitory. 

I move, in order that there may be some competition in that line of 
goods, that the duty, instead of being nine-tenths of a cent a pound, be 
made seven-tenths of a cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

„The SECRETARY. Strike out, in line 11, page 31, the word nine“ 
and insert ‘‘seven;’’ so as to read: ; 

Seven-tenths of I cent per pound. > 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read paragraph 155, as follows: 

155. Cast-iron vessels, plates, stove-plates, andirons, sad-irons, tailors’ irons, 
hatters’ irons,and castings of iron, not specially provided for in this act, 1.2 
cents per pound. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I move to reduce that duty. Imove to strike 
out and two-tenths cents,“ in line 15, on page 37, and to insert 
cent; so as to read: 

One cent per pound, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read paragraph 156, as follows: ; 

156, Castings of malleable iron, not specially provided for in this act, 1} 
cents per pound, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I move, in line 18, on page 37, before the word 
“cents,” tostrike out three-fourths and insert ‘‘one-fourth;’’ so as 
to read: 14 cents per pound.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read paragraph 157. The Committee on Finance pro- 
posed to amend the paragraph by striking out, after the word ‘‘tinned,’’ 
the word three“ and inserting ‘‘two and one-half,’ so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

157. Cast hollow-ware, coated, glazed, or tinned, 2} cents per pound. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I move to strike out and one-half;“ so as to 
leave the duty 2 cents per pound. : 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read paragraph 158. The Committee on Finance pro- 
posed, in line 2, on page 38, after the word *‘ pound,“ to strike out 
“but no chain or chains of any description shall pay a lower rate of 
duty than 45 per cent. ad valorem;’’ so as to make the paragraph 
read: 


158. Chain or chains of all kinds, made of iron or steel, not less than three- 
fourths of 1 inch in diameter, 1.6 cents pe pound; less tban three-fourths of 1 
inch and not less than three-eighths of 1 inch in diameter, 1.8 cents per pound; 
less than three-cighths of 1 inch in diameter, 2} cents per pound. : 


The amendment was agreed to. . ; 

Mr. VANCE. I move to strike out, in line 25, on 37, and 
eight-tenths cents and insert cent; so as to ‘1 cent per 
pound.“ This is a duty on trace-chains, as I understand, the chain 
which goes with the plow, which is the foundation of all prosperity 
and has to pay for all these things that are enumerated here; and I 
call for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
moves to amend the paragraph as stated, and asks that on this ques- 
tion the yeas and nays may be entered on the Journal. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. 3 
Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
I am paired with the 


Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 
Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, I should 
vote yea.” 
I am paired with the jun- 


Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 
ior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. 


£ 
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Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I am paired with the | The table referred to is as follows: > k 


Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. If he were present, I should 
vote yea.” 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called), I am pai 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON I. Heis not in the Cham- 
ber, and nnless it should become necessary for me to vote to make a 
quorum, I shall withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Quay] that, as I am paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MOR- 
RILL] and he with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], 
we transfer our and vote. 

Mr. QUAY. t is satisfactory, Mr. President. 

Mr. HARRIS. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. QUAY. Ivote nay.“ 

Mr. BLAIR. Has the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] voted ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. BLAIR, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (after having voted in the . e I think the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pues] has not voted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Assuming that there is a quorum, I withdraw my 
vote, as I am paired with him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum is not yet recorded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I will let it stand. 

Mr. BLAIR. I can vote for the purpose of making a quorum, and I 
vote nay.“ . 

Mr. COCKRELL. Paired as I am with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON], yet at the instance of his colleague I will vote if agreeable— 
it will not change the result—to make a quorum. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. EUSTIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
Pappock]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. BLAIR (after having voted in the negative). 
draw my vote, if there is a quorum without it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum is recorded. 

Mr. BLAIR. I withdraw my vote then. 


I desire to with- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
withdraws his yote. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—18, 
Bate. Colqui' Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
Berry, Daniel” McPherson, Vest, 
Butler, Gray, Morgan, Walthall. 
Cockrel Hampton, Ransom, 
Coke, Reagan, 
NAYS—26. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hiscock, Sawyer, 
Allen, Edmunds, ‘oar, Spooner, 
Cameron, . Jones of Nevada, Squire, 
Casey, e, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Cuallom, e Moody, Teller. 
Navis, Hawley, Platt, 
Dixon, ns, Quay, 
ABSENT—40. 

Allison, Eustis, Manderson, Sanders, 
arbour, Farwell, Morrill, Sherman, 
Blackburn, T, Paddock, Stanford, 
Blair, George, Pasco, Stewart, 
BI t Gibson, Payne, Vance, 
Brown, Gorman, Pettigrew; Voorhees, 
Call, Hearst, Pierce, Washburn 
Carlisle, Ingalls, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chandler, Kenna, Power, Wilson of Md. 
Dawes, McMillan, gh, Wolcott. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read ph 159. The Committee on Finance pro- 


in line 19, page 38, before the words four dollars,“ to strike 
out ‘ more than,“ and, after the same words, to insert or more; ” so 
as to make the paragraph read: 


Cutlery: 

159. — or pocket · &nives of all kinds, or parts thereof, and erasers, or 
parts thereof, wholly or partly manufactured, valued at not more than 50 cents 
per dozen, 12 cents per dozen; vained at more than 50 cents per dozen and not 
exceeding $1.50 per dozen, 50 cents per dozen; valued at more than $1.50 per 
dozen and not exceeding $3 pe: dozen, $l per dozen; valued at more than $3 

r dozen; and in addition thereto on ull the above, 50 per cent. 

rs and razor-blades, finished or unfinished, valued at less 

#4 per dozen, $l per dozen; valued at $4 or more per dozen, $1.75 per 

dozen; and in addition thereto on all the above razors and razor-blades, 30 
per cont, ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I desire to put in the RECORD a table which 
will show the large increase proposed in this bill upon the lower grade 
of knives, the least costly goods, pen-knives, pocket-knives of all kinds. 
I ask the attention of the Senate to the fact that the compiler of the 
table on page 38 has seen fit not to give usany ad valorem rate of duty 
there at all. The existing law im 50 per cent. ad valorem, and 
as it has not been carried out in this table we are not told what the 
proposed ad valorem rate of duty will be with this compound duty 
here proposed. I therefore wish to put in the RECORD exactly what 
it will be. 


Rates of duty under— 


Increased ad valorem rate. 


Existing 
law. 


II. R. 9416 and Senate. 


| Paragraph, 


Pocket-knives: 
12 cents per dozen and 50 
per cent. 
50 cents per dozen and 50 
per cent. 
$1 per dozen and 50per cent.. 


74 per cent. 
8 per cent. to 116.66 per 


cen 
From 83 per cent, to 100 per 
cent. 


159 | 50 p. ct... From 70 per cent. to 100 per 
cent. 


$2per dozen and 50 per cent. 


Razors: 

$i per dozen and 30 per cent. Finished, from 41 per cent. to 

63.33 per cent. 

Unfinished, from 59 per cent, 
to 80 per cent. 

Razor blades, from 59.17 per 
cent, to 96,66 per cent, 


$1.75 psr dozen and 30 per 


cen 
SS per cent eee 


Mr. MCPHERSON. As the compiler of the comparative statement 
on page 38 leaves the space where the ad valorem pereentage ought to 
be in blank, it becomes necessary to supply that information from act- 
ual invoices of goods imported in 1889 and calculate the percentage in 
conformity to the proposed tariff: - 


Pocket and pen knives, 


Valued at— 


| Proposed duty. Equal to 

| Per cent, 
$0.50 per dozen.....| 12 cents per dozen and 59 per cent. ad valorem... 74.00 
0.75 per dozen... | 50 cents per dozen and 50 per cent. ad valorem. 116. 66 
1.00 per dozen........ 100,00 
1.25 per dozen 90.00 
1.50 per dozen 80. 00 
2.00 per dozen... 100. 00 
2.50 per dozen... 90.00 
3.00 per dozen... 83.33 
4.00 per dozen... 100.00 
5.00 per dozen.... | 90.00 
6.00 per dozen 83.83 
7.00 per dozen. , 78.50 
7.50 per dozen... 76.66 
8.00 per dozen 75.00 
9.00 per dozen 72.22 
10.00 per dozen... 70. 00 


From the above it will be seen that the cheaper quality, worth 75 
cents per dozen, pays an ad valorem duty of 116 per cent., the dearer 
qualities, worth ten times the amount, namely, $7.50 per dozen, pay 
only 76.66 per cent. ad valorem. 

Besides, this system of complex duties, part ad valorem and specific, 
is just the system that plays in the hands of persons dis to be 
dishonest. A knife costing abroad 52 cents per dozen, the proposed 
duty on which is 50 cents per dozen and 50 per cent. ad valorem, ought 
to pay 76 cents duty. All a dishonest importer need do is to invoice 
the knife at 50 cents per dozen or 2 cents less than his cost,and he 
pays a duty of 12 cents per dozen and 50 per cent. ad valorem, or 37 
cents, instead of 76 cents, which an honest importer must pay. No 
ch sear can properly appraise a difference of 2 cents on a dozen of 

ives. 

A knife costing abroad $1.54 per dozen, the proposed duty on which 
is $1 per dozen and 50 pe cent. ad valorem, equal to $1.77: A dis- 
honest importer need only invoice this knile at $1.50 per dozen, or 4 
cents per dozen less than actual cost, and he pays a duty of 50 cents 
per dozen and 50 per cent. ad valorem, or $1.25 instead of $1.77. 

Razors: The pro duty on all razors, finished, valued at less than 
$4 per dozen, is $1 per dozen and 30 per cent. ad valorem; hence 
razors valued at $3 per dozen will have to pay $1.90, or 63.33 per cent. 
etc. 

As the comparative statement, page 38, does not contain the per- 
centage ad valorem, it becomes necessary to use invoices of razors re- 
ceived in 1889 and 1890: 


Razors, finished. 


Duty. 


Valued at— | 


paeagese: 
88888888 


1890. 
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Here, again, the cheaper goods, at $3 per dozen, when finished, pay 
63.33 per cent. ad valorem, and razors worth five times that amount, 
$15 per dozen, of the finest and dearest quality, fit for a king, pay only 
41.60 per cent. 

But this is not all. Razors ‘‘ unfinished ’’ pay the same duty of $1 
and $1.75, respectively, and 30 per cent. ad valorem, and as the compara- 
tive statement is silent on the percentage it becomes again necessary to 
use invoices, ete. 


Razors, unfinished. 


Valued at— Duty. 


From the above it will also be seen that unfinished razors valued at 
$2 per dozen pay 80 per cent. ad valorem, while razors, unfinished, at 
$6, worth three times as much, and on which workmanship has ad- 
vanced at least twice or even three times as much as on the $2 per 
dozen razors, the duty is only 59.17 per cent. It seems as if the fram- 
ers of this tariff bill have determined not only to deceive the laboring 
classes, but have also offered a bounty of percentage on goods further 
advanced in workmanship, but still unfinished. Again, razor-blades, 
finished, valued at $2 per dozen, pay $1 per dozen and 30 per cent. ad 
valorem, equal to 80 per cent., while the finished, valued at $6 per 
dozen, pay only 59.17 per cent. 

Now, I intend to offer an amendment. On page 38, I move to strike 
out all of the paragraph after the word manufnctured, in line 7, 
down to and including.the word above, in line 16. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out, after the word man- 


uſactured, in line 7, down to and including the word above, in 
line 16, as follows: 

Valued at not more than 50 cents per dozen, 12 cents per dozen; valued at 
more than 50 cents per dozen and not exceeding $1.50 per dozen, 50 cents per 
dozen; valued at more than $1.50 per dozen and not exceeding $3 per dozen, 
$1 per dozen; valued at more than $3 per dozen, $2 per dozen; and in addition 
thereto on all the above, 


Mr. MCPHERSON. It will leave the paragraph then to read: 


Pen-knives or pocket-knives of all kinds, or parts thereof, and erasers, or parts 
thereof, wholly or partly manufactured, 50 per cent. ad valorem. Razors and 
razor-blades, finished or unfinished, valued at less than $4 per dozen, $1 per 
dozen; valued at H or more per dozen, $1.75 cents per dozen; and in addition 
thereto on all the above razors and razor-blades, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

Now, I move to strike out ‘‘fitty ” and insert forty-five;’’ so as to 
make it read, 45 per cent. ad valorem,” ‘ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. In line 16, on page 38, strike out fifty“ and in- 
sert ‘‘forty-five;’? so as to read, 45 per cent. ad valorem.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, these increases of duty upon pocket cut- 
lery seem to be based upon a table that was furnished by the Ameri- 
can manufacturers. In 1888 the Senator from Connecticut I Mr. PLATT] 
alluded to a table, which I had never seen and which had never been 
seen at that time by the importers, and stated that the prices paid in 
the foreign market both for labor and for the materials used in the 
manufacture of cutlery were so entirely out of proportion to what was 
charged in the United States as tò make an increase of duty under the 
act of 1888 absolutely necessary. 

He also stated that it was very remarkable that the importers had 
never denied any of the statements made in that table and that no 
Senator upon this side of the Chamber had denied them. A sufficient 
explanation and answer to the Senator’s statement is simply in the 
fact that that statement was never seen by any Senator upon this side 
of the Chamber, nor was it ever seen by any importer of cutlery. It 
seems to have been used before the Committee on Finance by the 
American manufacturers, but its existence was never made known to 
any opponent to the increase of duties upon cutlery. 

Mr. A. H. Saxton, president of the Hardware Association, secured a 
copy of this table which had been used for the purposes I have named, 
after the debate had concluded in 1888, and he then went to Europe 
and priced the duplicates in the European market, in the German mar- 
ket, which is the lowest upon cutlery, so as to secure the real foreign 
price upon identical knives, the prices of which had been stated by the 
American manufacturers to the Committee on Finance in 1888. He 
then secured the affidavits of dealers in cutlery both in and 
St. Louis as to the American selling price, and these tables which I 
have before me now and which can be found in the protest of the Hard- 
ware Association of the United States and in the testimony taken be- 
fore the Ways and Means Committee, exhibit in the strongest light 


absolute truth as to this cutlery interest and the basis apon which this 
increase of duty is now placed. 
In the protest the American importers say, after giving this table: 
It must be borne in mind that the foreign cost, with duty and charges added 
goods laid down at the port of New Lang tape that 


lli: 
terns slightly lower, and two re ear ENT S same. 
It will therefore be readily seen that if the importer should add 10 per cent. to 
his cost for profit it would bring an ave: price considerably higher than the 
domestic makers are asking for their 8. 


It must be understood we are simply now combating the erroneous state- 
ie made by the domestic manufacturers, on which they claimed an advance 
of duties. 

Take Senator PLatr’s argument from this manufacturers’ table of relative 
cost (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, January 20, 1888, page 1022) and see how it works 
out with actual facts, facts that can not be controverted. He takes a 4-inch iron- 
lined jack-knife, wood covering, one blade, and says (quoting from the table in 
question): This knife costs in Germany 56 cents, in gland 91 cents,and in 
America 81.90,“ and then quotes the labor cost in Germany “at 35 cents, in 
land at 70 cents, and in America at $1.42." Now turn to le A, and take knife 


That is the knife [exhibiting]; a common jack-knife, with a wood 
handle, the commonest article that is manufactured either abroad or 
here in the way of a jack-knife— 
take knife 253c, which is the exact description as theabove knife referred 
and it is found that this knife costs in Germany §1.10 instead of 56 cents, and tha 
this knife in like quality and deserption can be purchased from the American 
manufacturers at 81.50, though the manufacturers’ table makes it cost to pro- 
duce $1.90, and, further, that after this sume knife has become subject to the 

resent duty of 50 per cent. ad valorem and other usual charges necessary to 

land itin this country it costs the importer $1.75, or nearly 17 per cent. more 

than the selling price of the American knife of same grade, so that the im- 

rter to compete with the American manufacturer on this knife must sell it at 

) per cent. less t cost. This showing makes it quite unnecessary to com- 

ment on the labor argument of Senator PLATT in this connection, There are 
plenty of other cases in this table in the some boat. 

Mr. President, I have here all these nineteen samples, which were 
said by the American manufacturers to cost certain prices abroad and 
to be sold for certain prices in the United States, and in every instance 
they have falsified the actual facts, 

I have here the affidavit of Mr. Morton, of the Simmons Hard ware 
Company, the largest establishment in the West, in which he gives the 
prices at which the American manufacturers had placed these same 
goods, and that affidavit shows beyond any question that they most 
deliberately changed the facts in order to suit the argument that they 
were then making in support of this increase of duty. > 

They have also stated, and thé Committee on Finance reiterates the 
statement, that their industry has been destroyed by the importers, 
and they have given a garbled statement to show that importations 
had increased from year to year, when the facts warrant but one state- 
ment, and that is that importations have decreased and that in certain 
articles of cutlery the American manufacturers command the market. 

It is true, and it will always be true, notwithstanding any tariff 
duty in this country, that there are certain grades of cutlery which 
have never been reproduced in the United States. There are articles of 
cutlery that are sold upon the brand, that command a higher price 
than any other in the market, and always, in my judgment, will com- 
mand those prices. There is the Rodgers cutlery knife, the Wosten- 
holm knife, made in England, and we have never been able to approx- 
imate to those knives, nor have the Germans. There is the Wilson 
butcher-knife, which the American butcher will have if it takes one- 
half of his yearly proceeds, because he is bound to have it. We can 
not produce such a knife; and butchers say that itis absolutely neces- 
sary to them in their business, In the common knives used by children, 
and the cheapest articles that sell from 20 to 40 cents a gross, the Ger- 
mans can beat the world, for they have cheaper labor, but in the middle 
class of cutlery the American manufacturers are holding their own 
to-day. 

Mr. President, one of these manufacturers, Mr, Charles M. Landers, 
appeared before the committee, and you will find his testimony on 
pages 77 and 78 of the testimony taken before the Ways and Means 
Committee. If you read that testimony you will find that he deliber- 
ately stated that the American manufacturers of 4 are being 
forced into bankruptcy by the foreign competition, that they can not 
live under the present rates of duty. Now, I happen to have a publi- 
cation on the hardware question, which is sent to me regularly for 
some reason, and there I find this statement; this gentleman swore be- 
fore the committee that he is a member of the firm of Landers, Frary 
& Clark, and that he is losing money every day: 

Landers, Frary & Co.— 

Says the editorial— 
are now kept very busy supplying their Western customers with their su 
cutlery. They we — fied during the yee to page about two ari 
dred new hands, to be able to keep up with the demand for their well famed 


And here is the pauper, emaciated, starving, compelled to have an 
increase of duty; famine stares him in the face; the workmen are to 
be discharged and American workmen are to haunt the streets and be- 
come tramps upon the highway. But it happens here that in an arti- 
cle in a public journal devoted to the hardware trade is the absolnte 
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refutation of all such statements, and so far from this industry being 
destroyed, as the committee say, by foreign competition, it is now in 
a flourishing condition, and day by day, in a great many grades of cut- 
lery, commanding the market. 

There is a large increase of duty in this bill upon butcher-knives 
such as are made in the United States. I happen to have before me 
The Engineering and Mining Journal, giving the export price with the 
discount on American cutlery and especially upon butcher-knives and 
table cutlery, in which I find as to Tommins & Adams, a jobbing-house 
in New York which sells the goods both of foreign and American man- 
ufacture: ; À 

Tommins & Adams's knives, table: Japanned-iron handles, $10.70 per gross 


And so on, and so on; celluloid handles, discount to the foreign 
trade, 25 per cent. That is to say, these gentlemen who are going into 
bankruptcy can sell to the people abroad, in South America and else- 
where, for 25 per cent. less than they do to American citizens. 

Here are butcher-knives, cocobolo handles, 4-inch, 4}-inch, 5-inch, 
5}-inch, 6-inch, 6}-inch, 7-inch, 8-inch, 9-inch, 10-inch, 12-inch, ete. 
It gives the price on each of them. 

Discount 25 and 10 per cent. ` 

Then here are shears and scissors. 

Discount, japanned, 60 per cent.; nickel, 45 per cent. 


And so on. 

If I had the strength and the Senate the time, I could read page after 
page showing all these articles are carried abroad and sold in the for- 
eign market from 25 to 60 per cent. less than is charged the American 
consumer, and yet we are told that we must increase the duties, and 
the doors of the Committee on Finance are open to these manufacturers, 
but closed against the importers as public enemies, almost kostes humani 


Mr. President, if you will turn to the testimony before the Ways and 

Means Committee of the House, you will find that Mr. A. H. Saxton, 
dent of the Hardware Association, was treated as if he were a dis- 

nest man, who had no right in that committee, and when he under- 
took to read his tables the chairman of the committee said, ‘‘Sir, you 
are taking up too much time; leave your tables here and have them 
printed.“ And finally the Democratic members of the committee pro- 
tested in the name of common decency against such treatment, and 
said, This man has a right to be heard; you have heard the other side 
and now you should hear him.“ And the chairman of the committee 
continued to interrupt him, as any one can see by reading the testi- 
mony, and treated him exactly as a calaboose lawyer would have treated 
a witness in a police court whom he believed to be committing perjury. 

What was this man doing? He wasexercising the common right of 
an American citizen to defend his legitimate occupation; a man of as 
high characteras any manufacturer in this country, and if it is attacked 
his character can be easily established. My friend from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGan] asks me if he Is an importer? Yes, he buys American goods 
and foreign goods. He sells, as he testifies himself, more American 
manufactured goods than those that come from abroad; but he was op- 

to this duty; he thought that the existing duty was sufficient, 

e denied the statement that there was an increase of importations 
from year to year, and he proved beyond the scintilla of a doubt that 
that mannfacturers’ table was garbled and false from beginning to end, 
and I can go through the items here and show it. I know Mr. Morton, 
of St. Louis, of the Simmons Hardware Company. There is not a more 
reputable man living, and hestates emphatically what these men offered 
these to him for. À 

Mr. PLATT. What men? 

Mr. VEST. The American manufacturers; and here is Mr. Mor- 
ton's affidavit, if the Senator from Connecticut has any interest in the 
matter, showing what they offered these identical goods for, and yet 
they made another and far different statement from what they madein 
their reply to Mr. Morton. They could not shake him. Their reply 
was that they did not mean the Simmons Hardware Company. They 
did not refer to them when they stated these prices were garbled as 
stated in the affidavits, and that they were simply based upon the sales 
of job lots, as they call them, and not in the regular course of business, 
and the correspondence can be produced here between Mr. Morton 
and these gentlemen afterwards, in which they apologize, and state 
emphatically that they did not mean him; that their reference was to 
other people entirely. 

This inerease is not at all as large as was the rate in the bill of 1888, but 
it is an increase of 100 per cent. In 1888 the committee increased the 
duty in a good many instances 300 per cent. But there is no necessity 
for this increase; it comes off the common people of the United States, 
and it is not demanded in order to protract the existence of any of the 
American mannfacturers, and the evidence in any court of justice would 
substantiate the fact that these tables were garbled for a selfish pur- 

Mr, CULLOM, Mr. President, I do not rise to reply especially to 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], but for r reasons I desire 
to make a few brief observations this evening on the general question. 


The tariff question is one which affects the business life of the people 
of the whole country. I believe in a protective tariff. I believe that 
in a great degree the unparalleled growth and development of the 
wealth of this country are due to the protective-tariff system. I be- 
lieve that much of the comfort which the masses of the American 
people enjoy over and beyond that enjoyed by the masses of the people 
of other countries is due to our protective system. 

Shall the system be maintained ? This was the question in the great 
political campaign of 1888, and undoubtedly will bein the campaign 
which is to come in 1892. In the campaign of 1888 the tarift system 
was assaulted with great vigor. It was defended with equal earnest- 
ness and power. The people decided in favor of protection. 

Mr. President, the Republican party stands on solid ground. Weare 
in the footsteps of the fathers of the Republic. Westand where Wash- 
ington, Jefferson, Madison, Jackson, Clay, and Webster stood. The Re- 
publican party is in line on that question with the earlier statesmen of 
the nation, under whose guidance it has become so great and its people 
have prospered. 

The tariff reformer, so called, says that protection does not protect; 
that the protective tariff injures instead of benefiting the laboring man, 
the manufacturer, the general interests of the country. We say that 
it benefits all interests and all industries and all classes, They say it 
injures everything except the specific thing protected. We say that 
the history of the country shows that under the influence of low or 
non-protective tariffs mills and factories have been closed, labor has 
been cheapened, idleness has been enforced, and that under protect- 
ive tariffs mills, factories, and mines have been worked, labor has 
been better paid and in greater demand. 

We say that under protective tariffs the people have been more 
poom, times have been better, there has been more work, ei a 

en higher, there has been more development of the resources of the 
country, more wealth has been added to the aggregate wealth of tho 
nation than during any other periods in our history. If this is so, 
what more need be said to show the folly of free trade and the sound- 
ness of the protection doctrine? 

The tariff reformers say that a protective tariff is robbery; that it robs 
Peter to pay Paul; that it makes the millions poor to enrich the few; 
that it increases the prices of the articles protected, and closes the for- 
eign markets against us; that a protective tariff builds up monopolies 
and breeds trusts which become oppressive to the people. 

We say that a protective tariff robs no one, but, on the other hand, 
prevents the people of other countries from robbing us. We say to the 
mannfacturer and merchant of England, or any other foreign country, 
‘t You can not bring your goods here to sell in competition with ours 
unless you pay into our Treasury for the privilege a duty on such ar- 
ticles as we manufacture and deem wise to protect. Why should we 
not say so? They have no interest in America or its people, commer- 
cially speaking, except as they can make money out of us. Commerce 
and markets are not governed by sentiment, but by conditions which 
touch the pockets of the people. 

The idea that the tariff is a robbery is based on the idea that a tariff 
on any particular article benefits no one except the person or the cor- 
poration making it; that a tariff on steel rails benefits no one but the 
owner of the mill and the rails; that a tariff on nails benefits no one 
except the manufacturer of nails; that a tariff on carpets and calicoes 
and other goods benefits no one except those who make them, and that 
all our factories and mills would be built and operated and the pro- 
duction of rails and nails and carpets andall our manufactures would 
proceed prosperously and well without a protective tariff. We say 
that they would not, and that experience has shown it. 

I say that there is scarcely a mill or factory running to-day which 
does not benefit the whole country. I supplement that statement by 
saying that there would not be a mill or factory in operation in this 
country engaged in the production of an article in which there is compe- 
tition with the manufacturers or producers in other lands were it not 
for our protective-tariff system unless the conditions were greatly in our 
favor. I ought to qualify that possibly by saying that if any of them 
were in operation it would be because the condition of things in this 
country would enable them to hire labor at cheaper rates than they are 
doing to-day. Hence, instead of making the miilions poorer, the build- 
ing and operation of every mill and factory add to the general wealth, 
and also in a greater or less degree benefit everybody who does any- 
thing or has any interest in the country. 

The foundation of every Democratic or free-trade argument is the 
same; they are based upon the same assumption as that of the late 
President, Mr. Cleveland, in his somewhat famous message of Decem- 
ber, 1887, that our tariff laws, as their primary and plain effect, raise 
the price to consumers of all articles imported and subject to duty by 

isely the sum paid for such duties. 

That is the declaration; that is the substratum declaration of every 
tariff reformer, uttered in concise language by the late President of the 
United States, and all who discuss the subject take it as the foundation 
of their attacks upon the protective-tariff system. If the declaration 
is not true, then the whole free-trade structure falls to the ground. 

The history of the country shows conclusively, it seems to me, that 
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the effect of protection in this country has been to reduce prices, and 
that, too, when the tariff duty was prohibitory as to importations in 
some cases. 

There is nothing consumed by the farmers of this country which is 
not cheaper under our protective system than under tariffs for revenue 
only or free trade, except those articles which are not sufficiently pro- 
tected or which for physical reasons can not be manufactured in this 


country. 

The theory of tariff reformers is that if the ports of this country were 
opened and the productions of other peoples could come in free it 
would cheapen the price of such articles to the consumers. 

Grant that it would for a time, ultimately the effect would be to 
break down our industries, and then the prices of goods would go up. 


It is clear— 


Says the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], inan article writ- 
ten by him— 
that the purchaser and consumer of an imported article must pay not only the 
original cost abroad and the whole amount of the duty, but also the profits of 
the dealers on that cost and the duty, and it is equally clear that this enables 
the domestic manufacturer of the same kind of article to add the whole or at 
least a large part of the duty to the price of the article. 


Mr. President, an importer of an article to this country, if a duty is 
imposed, must pay that duty, be it large or small, before his goods can 
come in competition with those of American production, but what do 
statistics show as to the effect of the tariff on the prices of protected 
manufactures? For instance, take steel rails, The price of steel rails 
in the United States in 1889 was $29.25 per ton. During the same 

riod the price of steel rails free on board ship at English ports was 

57, according to the weekly reports from London, and it has been 
stated that there is very little difference in the price between the two 
countries now. 

Now, according to the Senator from Kentucky, the price in the 
United States demanded by the manufacturer of steel rails under our 
protective tariff would be, say, $24.57, plus $17, the duty, making the 

rice of steel rails $41.57 in this country. Instead of this, the price 
Tost fall was $29.25, only $4.68 per ton more than the pricein England. 

The conditions of the manufacture of rails and other forms of steel 
are very different in America from what they arein England. In Eng- 
land the mills are all, or mainly, on ‘tide water. The ore, which is 
mainly Spanish, is brought to the furnace in ship-loads at a total cost, 
laid down at the furnace, of far less than what the American furnaces 
pay for the freight on their ore, to say nothing of the cost of the ore. 
‘The ore is smelted with coal mined within a very few miles, on which 
the transportation is a mere trifle; and when done, the steel is at tide 
water ready for the cheapest possible transportation to any part of the 
world. Thus the cost of assembling the materials is little or nothing. 

Capital can be had in England for building works and operating 
them at rates that are here unknown. It wonld be asafe estimate that 
during the period since Bessemer steel was first made their interest 

have been certainly less than half, probably not more than one- 
third, of those of the American manufacturers. The wages paid in 
the English mills are far less. Sir I. Lowthian Bell, probably the most 
distinguished authority in England on iron and steel, in his recent very 
exhaustive work on the subject of iron and steel manufacture, esti- 
mates them at about half. 

In America, the chief source of Bessemer ore is Lake Superior, 400 
miles from the nearest and 900 miles from the farthest American mill. 
Bessemer steel is practically all made with coke, which is made 500 
miles from Chicago, where more steel rails are made than in any other 
city, perhaps, in the world. With the advantages in favor of England 
in freight and low wages so heavily against us, we could never have 
begun the competition with England in the manufacture of steel rails 
without a duty to protect the beginning. 

The Bessemer process had been known several years before the first 
works were built in America. The first attempt to make steel at 
Wyandotte, Mich., failed, and the works were torn down. When sufi- 
cient protection was finally granted the manufacture began, and the 
table of prices shows the result. Protection in America reduced the 
price in the United States and in England, too. That is the natural 
result and what protectionists always claim. The fact that we made 
here in America almost 16,000,000 tons of steel rails from 1867 to 1888, 
inclusive, and in 1887 more than all the rest of the world combined, 

of going to England for them, has been the greatest factor in 
reducing the price in England as it has been reduced. 

The effect of such an increase in the demand on their market if rails 
had not been made in the United States can be imagined from the fact 
that within the last year a demand from other countries, without any 
demand at all from the United States, increased the price of steel rails 
in England from $20 to $35 a ton, and rails have been sold in England 
and in Pennsylvania at about the same price. In spite of a very brisk 
demand all last fall and winter and a large advance in the cost of pig- 
iron and ore, our mills have advanced their price but slightly. Instead 
of putting the price up $17 higher than it is abroad and still monop- 
olizing the home market,’’ as so confidently predicted, these American 


monsters, or robbers, as my friend from Indiana [ Mr. VOORHEES] would 
call them, are foregoing the privilege of robbing the people of $17 per 
ton on the 2,000,000 tons which will be probably made in 1890. y 

What a magnificent showing, Mr. President. No steel rails manu- 
factured in this country before 1867. Twenty-five hundred tons only 
in 1867. One million five hundred and fifty-two thousand tons in 
1888. One hundred and sixty-six dollars per ton in currency in 1867, 
$29.25 in currency or gold in 1889, and all this reduction with a pro- 
teetive tariff in force which has been denounced loud and long. t 
is said of the manufacture and sale of steel rails in this country may 
as truly be said of hundreds of other manufactures, 

Itis no answer, as the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. CARLISLE] says, 
that the price of tin-plate has also been reduced without njan fe 
duties. Tin-plate is only steel or iron plate. The very thin wash of 
tin on it is very trifling compared to the steel, and the samé causes 
which have reduced rails and all forms of steel have reduced tin-plate. 
When the contest came between us and the English, and the domestic 
competition was i by the tariff, millions of money and the best 
technical and administrative skill in the world were brought to bear 
on the problem of making iron and steel more cheaply. To compen- 
sate for our duty the English had to reduce labor to the lowest limit 
and make every possible saving in the manufacture. 

In America we had the natural disadvantage of long distances, with 
higher labor and interest charges. The first we have tried to over- 
come by fleets of steel barges on the lakes, carrying thousands of tons 
of ore, and by building railroads into the very mines themselves, with 
ore docks where the largest ships are loaded in a few hours. It is the 
development of the steel industry and the possibilities in its manu- 
facture which have cheapened it so much in price. The reduction in 
the price of steel rails has reduced the price of barbed wire, and re- 
placed the old iron nail with the steel nail, which is not only much 
better but cheaper. 

Mr. President, we are all equally interested in a fair and correct so- 
lution of the tariff issue, and no man in its discussion should attempt 


to cloud the issue with any effort to work on ignorance and suspicion 
by trying to make class distinctions and one portion of 
the community that there is another portion to rob them. 


The United States has gone forward in the development of the arts, 
sciences, and manufactures, and in the development of our resources 
generally, and as a people we are a factor in giving direction to the 
business of the world. ‘To-day we could compete in the markets of 
the world in most of the manufactures of this country, and in many of 
our manufactures could take possession of all the markets if our labor 
were put on the same level with that of England and other of the old 
countries. We prefer that our labor shall be well paid, even at the 
expense of being undersold in the markets of the world on some of our 


As Mr. Gladstone says, we are a world unto ourselves, and labor is 
better rewarded in this country than in Great Britain. The struggle 
is to keep it so. And the question of to-day of free trade or protec- 
tion might be, putting it another way, a question of well paid or pau- 
per labor. Humanity requires that the wages of the mechanic and 
the laboring man and woman shall be maintained, and if ible in- 
creased; the good of society and the state requires that the labor of 
this country shall be well paid. 

The argument is advanced by free-traders or tariff-reformers that it 
the United States abolished its protective tariff our exports would be 
largely increased; in other words, that our protective tariff restricts, 
to a large extent, the exportation of our products. Nothing could be 
more pre ous. i 

By way of illustration I will take one article, and give the facts 
concerning it—that of raw cotton. We export more raw cotton by 
several times than any other agricultural product. In 1859, before 
the adoption of our protective system, we exported 73.24 per cent. of 
the total production and imports. 

In number of pounds we exported 1,836,738,676 pounds, out of a 
total production of 1,892,664,987 pounds, and a total im tion of 
743,500 pounds. ‘The exports of raw cotton for 1888 tuted 65.73 
per cent. of the total production and imports. While in percentage, 
apparently, our exportations have decreased, when we consider the in- 
creased production in 1888, it will be seen that our exports of raw cot- 
ton have materially increased. 

Tn 1888 we exported 2,264,669,933 pounds and produced 3,439,172,- - 
391. From 1859 to 1888 our exports of raw cotton have increased an- 
nually, except during the years of the civil war and the depression of 
trade that followed. Instead, therefore, of the tariff restricting ex- 
ports, in this instance, and this is only one of a great number, the ex- 
portations have increased wonderfully since the adoption of our pro- 
tective system. 

In wheat and corn the markets of the world’’ in 1840 took about 
2 per cent. of our entire products, and the home market 98 per cent. ; 
in 1850 the markets of the world“ 1.9 per cent. and the home mar- 
ket 98.1 per cent.; in 1860 the markets of the world ’’ wanted only 
1.8 per cent, and the home market 98.2 per cent., and in 1870 the 
“t markets of the world’’ had increased to 3.5 cent. and the home mar- 
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ket to 96.5 per cent.; since then the markets of the world“ have 
averaged annually about 5 to 6 per cent. of what our own population 
has consumed, 

As a matter of fact our home market consumes about 33 per cent. of 
all the cotton produced, 94 per cent. of all the cereals, 874 per cent. ot 
all the hogs and hog product and a much larger cent. of its other 
meats, 50 per cent. of its tobacco, and about 35 per cent. of its pe- 
troleum. 

The production of cotton has increased since the war from 1, 480,- 
244,604 pounds to 3,444,669,933. We retained for consumption in 
1888, 1,180,345,135. 

I think it safe to say that before the war the total production of cot- 
ton never reached an aggregate of 2,000,000,000 except in 1860, when 
it exceeded that amount, aggregating 2,275,000,000. Weare now con- 
suming annually in our own cotton mills almost equivalent to the total 
annual production of cotton during the decade ending in 1860, and 
more than the annual production of the decade of the decennial period 
ending in 1850. The amount consumed in the American cotton mills 
last year exceeded by 100,000,000 pounds the average annual product 
of the five years immediately succeeding the war. 

Mr. President, no market is so reliable as the home market. The 
more nearly the industries of this country can be so diversified that the 
productions of the agriculturist may be consumed by those engaged in 
other industries the better for him and the country generally. 

Our farm products in 1886 were valued at $3,700,000,000. Of this 
amount there was exported 8370, 000, 000 worth, or exactly 10 per cent. 
The 90 per cent. consumed at home is more than double the total im- 
ports of every kind into Great Britain in the same year. Add to the 
farm products the manufactured goods sold and consumed at home, say 
$5,000,000,000, which is a low estimate, and the total is $8, 330,000,000, 
- which amounts to more than the total imports of all the countriesof Eu- 
rope, Asia, Africa, North and South America, and the islands of the sea, 
which, to the American Almanac for 1888, are given as $7,569, - 
000,000. Of what value, therefore, are the foreign markets in com- 
parison with our home market? 

But, Mr. President, what about the charge that our protective sys- 
tem destrors our foreign trade? We hear this talk constantly as an 
argument against protection. How much hasit been broken down by 
this robber tariff, as it isso glibly called by its enemies? The census of 
1860 showed the value of the property of the country to be 814, 000, 000, 
000, exclusive 6f what was then called slave property. This was the 
total result of the labor and savings of the people from the time the 
British colonists landed in 1607 down to 1860, as I believe Mr. Blaine 
stated it in 1884. After twenty years, and by the census of 1880, the 
property of the country amounted to $44,000,000,000. The popula- 
tion in that time increased 60 per cent. and the property increased in 
value 214 per cent. Thirty billions of dollars were added to the 
wealth of the country in twenty years—$125, 000,000 per month. 

The total value of our imports and exports of merchandise for the 
year ending June 30, 1890, amounted to $1,647,192,014, an increase of 
one hundred and fifty-nine and a half millions. The ocean trade of 
this country with other countries has doubled, it is stated, in twenty 
years. The exports of the last fiscal year amounted to $857,856,159; 
the imports, to $789,335,855, showing a balance in our favor of sixty- 
eight and a half millions in round numbers. This is better than hav- 
ing it against us, and it is doubtless a surprise to our Democratic friends 
that it should be so. In the last twenty-one years the movement of 
trade has been in our favor, the total amount of exports over imports 
being twelve hundred and twenty-seven millions of dollars. Now, Mr. 
President, our trade with foreign nations having gone on under our pro- 
tective system from year to year until the year just closed shows that 
it was greater than ever before. It will continue to grow in volume 
and value. 

Our Democratic friends say that the prices of all the principal agri- 
cultural products which the farmer sells at home are fixed in the free 
markets abroad, where he sells his surplus, while the prices of the 
articles he has to buy are fixed in protected markets here. The price 
of agricultural products, like everything else, is largely governed by the 
supply and demand, and if the demand in foreign countries is great 
and the supply of the praa is limited the-price will be fixed accord- 
ingly. The farmers of this country will get just as much benefit from 
the scarcity of the product as those of any other country. 

The important fact for the farmer is to know that he can find a mar- 
ket for his property somewhere, the nearer home the better, transpor- 
tation being eliminated from the question if the market is at his door. 
In these days of unrest, in which a readjustment of conditions between 
capital and labor is under consideration by everybody engaged in busi- 
ness or public affairs, it is our duty to examine these great economic 
questions in the light of what is best for the great body ot the people 
who labor. The laborer is worthy of his hire; work and good wages 
are to be kept constantly in view and plenty of work and good wages 
can vot be secured if our mills and factories are not protected, but left 
to struggle with the mills and factories run by the cheap labor of other 
countries, 

There is another suggestion which I desire to make in connection 
with the operation and business of the great manufacturing establish- 
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ments ofthe country which bears on the question of labor. I finda para- 
graph cut from a paper published some time ago, which states that the 

ight traffic in 1887 of one single steel company, according to Poor’s 
Manual, equaled the entire traffic of the States of North and South Caro- 
lina and Mississippi. The mill is said to have furnished 226,364,997 
tons moved one mile. By their operation labor finds employment in 
securing and transporting materials to the mills, in the oy tapes in 
taking the product from the mills, I ask to insert this extract in the 
RECORD: 

A SINGLE STEEL COMPANY FURNISHES MORE FREIGHT THAN MANY STATES, 


A single Pennsylvania Bessemer steel company furnished t traffic in 
to 226,364,997 tons moved I mile. To give abetter idea 


1887 equal the immen- 

sity of this traffic, we present a table showing the number of tons of freight 
moved 1 mile in certain States in 1886, according to Poor's Manual: 

North Carolina.... 72, 828, 927 

026 | Arkansas....... . 89, 463, 504 

m. „87, 88,013 

Florida ...... 49,735, 047 

West Virgi 47,791. 862 

Mississippi... . 28, 867, 722 

New Hampshire.. sss 81. 565, 584 

Rhode Island... wove 18,688,314 

ware. 20, 856, 083 

E NORE PI N NEEN NE 226,364,997 


Think of it—a single Pennsylvania steel company furnishes more freight traf 
fic than either of thirteen States named in the table! 


This article shows the amount of traffic ofa number of States, and the 
one manufacturing establishment referred to furnished the transpor- 
tation companies more business than any one of the thirteen different 
States which are named and more than three or four of certain of the 
States combined, 

In this connection, Mr. President, I desire to refer to a document 
which I received to-day showing the amount of labor that is given to 
the laboring people by the operation of our railroads, and these great 
industries have to depend upon the transportation lines of the country. 
This is an advance copy of the Statistics of Railways in the United 
States, furnished me only to-day, from which I read the following ex- 
tract: ` 

MEN EMPLOYED ON RAILWAYS. 


The property above described gives employment to 704,743 workers, most of 
whom are men. It is a safe estimate to say that, independently of olders, 
the railway 5 15 of the United States provides a living for 3,000,000 persons, 
or about 1 in 22 of the total population of the country. 

Mr. President, it is not necessary for me to say thatif any economic 
system should be adopted in this country which would result, perad- 
venture, in the closing of these great mills and factories, the railroads, 
the transportation lines, would be reduced to such extremities as that 
much of the Jabor now employed by them would have to be dispensed 
with. 

There is another item I find in glancing over this document which 
I desire to call to the attention of the Senate in connection with the 
railroad subject: 

The number of 8 carried by the railways of the United States during 
the year ending June 30, 1889, was 472,171,343; the aggregate number of miles 
traveled was 11,553,820,445. This shows an average journey of 24.47 miles for 
each passenger. Passenger train mileage for the same period was 277,240,804, 
from which it appears that the average number of ngers in a train, on a 
basis of which passenger rates must 3 be adj , was 42. 

The number of tons of freight carried by the railways of the United States 
during the year ending June 30, 1889, was 539,639,583; the aggregate number of 
ton miles was 68,727,223,146. This shows an average liaul of 127.36 miles foreach 
ton of freight. The freight-train mileage for the same period was 383,200,573, 
from which it N that the average number of tons carried by a freight train, 
which is conceded to be an important factor in adjusting rates, was 179.35. 

I refer to these statistics to show the vast business which is carried 
on in this country, largely the result of the keeping alive of these great 
manufacturing interests of the country scattered over it from one end 
to the other. 

Mr. President, I desire to give some statistics showing the quantity 
of corn, wheat, iron ore, pig-iron, and coal in this country. 

The corn crop of thé United States in 1888 was 2,000,000,000 bushels, 
or 56,000,000 tons. 

The wheat crop, 500,000,000 bushels or 15,000,000 tons. 

The iron ore produced in the United States in 1888 was 12,000,000 
tons; the pig-iron produced in the United States was 7,500,000 tons, 

The coal production was: Bituminous, 94,937,666 net tons; anthra- 
cite, 43,538,080 tons; making a total of coal of 138,475,743 tons; and of 
this total over 12,000,000 tons is produced in Illinois. Let me recapit- 
ulate: 


Tons, 
COR seuenok saa een own nase A A EEN 138, 475, 743 
SOON NEEE ERIRE r ht oneal EAAS Me 56, 000, 000 
PPT JJV 15, 000, 000 
r eee ee ea 12, 000, 000 
0 A— S. a i toa 7, 500, 000 


In quantity the production of coal, that great product which warms 
the homes, runs the machinery, and produces the motive power of the 
world, takes the lead, and corn, that other great product of the farms 
of this country, comes next. s 

I will ask, Mr. President, to insert some statistics, showing the 


+ $ = * ‘ 


amount of corn, wheat, and hay raised in Illinois, beginning with 
1867, and also showing the acreage and value: 


CORN. 


h 


mals in the State of Illinois for the years 1860, 1870, 1880, and 1890: 
Number of farm animals in the State of Illinois. 


| | l 
; Oxen and) 
= Milch- | 
Year. Horses. | Mules. other Sheep. | Swine 
cows. | cattle j 
| 
— = = e 3 tue 
1800 . .., 663, 736 38,539 | 522,634 | 1,061,179 | 769,135 | 2,502,308 
bee 075 1, 075, 265 | 1,568, 286 | 2,703, 313 
1,518,409 | 1,037,073 5. 170, 266 
1,713, 966 i 688, 387 | 5, 433, 250 


Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], in a very 
able speech a few days ago, argued strongly in favor of a reduction of 
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-| 4,583, 655 74, 281, 880 
3,928, 742 363, 57,776, 000 
5. 237, 068 . 69, 255, 000 
5, 720, 965 70, 482, 300 
5,310,469 | 203,391,000 | 65,085, 120 
5, 468,040 | 217,628,000 | 52,230,720 
6, 839,714 | 143,634,400 | 45, 962, 880 
7,421,055 | 133,579,000 | 74,804,240 
8, 163,265 | 280,000,000 | 95,200,000 
8, 920, 000 223,000,000 | 69, 130, 000 
8,965,517 | 260,000,000 | 75,400,000 
8. 337,000 | 225,932,700 | 56,483,175 
8,920,600 | 312,221,000 | 96,785,510 
8,840,180 | 240,452,896 | 86, 563,043 
9,096,600 | 176,733,000 | 102, 505, 140 
7,914,042 | 182,336,900 | 85, 698, 343 
8. 151, 463 | 203,786,500 | 81,514,600 
8,151,563 | 244,544,000 | 75,808, 640 
8,559,036 | 268,998,000 | 75,319,440 
8, 559,038 | 209,818,000 | 65,043,580 
7,347,915 | 141,080,000 | 57,842,800 
7,788,790 | 278,060,000 | 80,637, 400 
8,022,454 | 259,125,000 62. 190, 065 
2, 456, 140 | 28. 000, 000 | 55, 160, 000 
2, 483, 478 28,560,000 | 34,272,000 
2, 607,142 29,200,000 22, 192, 000 
2, 259,583 27,115,000 | 25,488, 100 
2, 050, 081 25,216,000 | 29,754,890 
2, 042, 231 24,711,000 | 30,394, 530 
2, 104, 963 28, 417,000 { 31,258,700 
2, 619, 304 30, 122, 000 | 25, 904, 920 
2, 600, 0 0 27, 300,000 | 24, 843, 000 
2,520, 430 23,440,000 | 21,799, 200 
2,000, 000 33,000,000 | 34,320,000 
2,325,000 | 31,620,000 | 23,715,000 
2, 400, 900 44, 896,830 | 48,039, 608 
Sioa | 26,822,000 | 32722 40 
2,956,000 52,302,900 | 44,980, 494 
2,115, 000 22,150,000 | 20,378,000 
2,790, 900 82,374,000 | 20,395, 620 
1, 255, 905 10, 683, 000 8, 653, 230 
2,015, 400 27,562,000 | 19,017,780 
2, 425,092 36, 861,000 | 25, 802, 700 
2. 449, 343 33,556,000 | 31,207,080 
2, 375, 863 38,014,000 | 26,609, 666 

Acres. Tons. | Dollars. 

1,778, 000 2, 667,000 | 25,949, 910 
1, 905, 000 2,667,000 | 26,670,000 
1,761, 006 2. 800, 000 27, 636, 000 
1, 605, 932 1, 895,000 | 20, 352,300 
1, 403. 053 1,838,000 | 18,471,900 
J, 428, 888 1, 929, 000. | 18,267, 630 
1, 880, 000 2,350,000 | 20,562,500 
1, 860, 417 2,232,500 23. 418. 925 
2.226, 277 3,050,000 29, 676,500 
2, 500, 000 3,500,000 | 23,380, 000 
2, 460, 000 8,936,000 | 23,104, 320° 
2, 370, 000 3,531,300 | 18, 150, 882 
2, 188, 843 2,648,500 | 24,869, 415 
1,790, 021 2,595,530 | 21,672, 675 
2, 472, 856 3,214,713 | 36,647,728 
2,744, 870 3,439,743 | 30,269,738 
2, 944, 870 4,270,062 | 30,957,950 

| 2,875,000 4,025,000 | 25,116,000 
3, 306, 250 4,298,125 | 31,591,219 
3,372, 375 4,513,081 | 28,883, 398 
3, 406, 099 2,724,879 | 28,039,005 
3, 303, 916 4,625,482 | 35,893,740 
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the duty on iron ore. I listened to that honored Senator with interest 
and was greatly impressed by his ability, and at the same time his de- 
votion to the interests of the people of his own State in the first place, 
and then with what shrewdness he appealed to the country, and es- 
pecially ta the Senators representing the Atlantic States, in favor of 
either raw materials or vay uw duties, 

That distinguished leader of party knows that free raw materials 
in this country means free trade all along the line, and he to 
the people on the Atlantic coast that it would be exceedingly desirable 
to them, and I have no doubt it would be, if the mills along the border 
of the Atlantic Ocean could get free raw material, for they would have 
an advantage naturally over the manufacturers in the interior of the 
country; and so the Senator from Maryland, ambitious to build ap this 
now young but great manufacturing establishment here near the city 
of Baltimore. suggests that we ought to have reduced rates of duty on 
iron ore so as to give that mill in the first instance an advantage over 
the mills at Chicago and at other places in the interior of the country. 

I desire to say to him that while I appreciate his disposition to de- 
fend the interests of his own particular locality and admire the shrewd- 
ness with which he suggests to the people along the Atlanticcoast that 
it would be to their interest to have a reduction of the duties on raw 
materials and on iron ore, when the time comes that raw materials 
are put upon the free-list you will find that the beginning of the end 
bas come in the way of maintaining a protective tariff. The men who 
are engaged in the coal mines, in the iron mines, and mines of all sorts 
and in all Jocalities, will insist upon having some protection to them 
as well as to those who may happen to be engaged in the mills, 

Mr. President, I am of the opinion that the honorable Senator and 
his friend, Mr. Bent, have put their heads er to secure an ad- 
vantage over all other such establishments in the United States and 
thereby build up the greatest concern in this or any other country. 
The ambition is laudable, but no legislation should be tted 
which would build up one and destroy another. His establishment 
now has, in my judgment, a little advantage over its competitors. 

I callattention to a clipping from a paper printed, I believe, in 1888, 
showing some facts in relation to the ore tonnage of the Pennsylvania 
Railroad and the location and per cent. of American ores used in this 
country. I will read it as a matter of information: — 

In a paper read before the Franklin Institute, Mr. John Birkinbine, speaking 
of the 13,063,439 tons of iron ore consumed in this country last year, stated that 
it equaled nearly 50 per cent. of the entire freight traffic of the Pennsylvania 
Railroad and its branches for the year,and its mining, loading into cars, and 
transportation employed over 50,000 men, besides leading to a decided develop- 
ment in the manufacture of such mechanical appliances as hoisting engines, 
pumps, air-compressors, and rock-drills used in getting the ore. 

The principal localities— 

And this is what I desire to read especially 


The principal localities contribute to our ore supplies as follows: 


Percentage of | ; 
Lake Superior region.. Ohio = 3 
Foreign ores 9 | New Jerse 4 
Alabama, estimated 0 6 | Virginia 4 
Cornwall Ore Hills, van 5 | Missouri 
Lake Champlain district.................. 6 | Salisbury i eww S 1 
Tennessee, estimated . . . .., . 5| Georgia, — — 1 


But, as the ores vary in the N iron they contain, the contributions 
to our supply of iron are estimated as below : 

Percentage, 
Lake Superior ores . . ... .. 44 
Foreign ores sessies 
Lake Champlain ores. 


This 13,000,000 tons of ore, with the coal, coke, and limestone re- 
quired to reduce itto pig-iron, gives the railroads not less that 20,000,- 
000 tons of freight, which is almost one-half the tonnage of the corn 
crop and is one-third more than the wheat crop of the entire country. 
This, when converted, makes 7,000,000 tons of pig-iron, a very large 
portion of which is transported long distances over the railroads. This 
pig-iron in turn is made into over 6,000,000 tons of cast-iron, wrought- 
iron, and steel. A 

I give these statements, Mr. President, to show how popie aee em- 
ployed and to show that without these great industries idleness and 
want would overtake millions of people who are now at work and who 
with their families are prosperousand happy. All can not be farmers 
in this country, The farmer is the last man who ought to encourage 
more to engage in the business; they want consumers of agricultural 
products, diversity of industry. r 

Mr. President, I do not desire to see any policy adopted in this coun- 
try which wiil result in securing the ores from a foreign country. The 
mill referred to by the honorable Senator from Maryland, located u 
the margin of the country, has its mines now in Cuba and supplies 
itself with imported ore, and while we have nothing to say against 
that, I do not desire to see a policy adopted which drive the mills 
into one section of the country and result in the importation of ores 
from other countries instead of using the ores of America, for, as every- ' 
body knows, we have an abundant supply within our own limits.. 

Suppose any policy should be adopted in this country which would 


result in closing up the mills of the United States, what would be the 

result? What would become of these millions of men who are trained 

in the mills, in the mines, and in the factories, who would be turned out 

upon the world with no qualifications for any other duty, who would 

have to drift upen the farms and live as best they could? Jf they be- 

came good farmers and producers, what would be theresult? The re- 
_ Bult would be that the production of agricultural products would be 
still greater, and the uence of that would be what we have seen 
a little of this year on account of the great corn crop in the West. 

We find that our farmers in that section have had great difficulty to 
get such prices for their product as they thought they ought to have 
and as would be remunerative to them. 

That is all I desire to say on the general subject, but I wish to say 
afew words more a little more pertinent directly to the bill under con- 
sideration. 

The charge has been made here and made over and over again that 
this was a bill of increase and nothing else substantially; that it was 
higher than any bill heretofore presented, higher than the bill we had 
two years ago. and thatit was substantially the McKinley bill, so called, 
which passed the other branch of this Congress. 

I have run over the bill as best I could and I admit, in advance, that 
it is exeeedingly difficult to find out exactly what the rate is upon any- 
thing looking upon the tables or facts as given there; but, assuming that 
in the main they are correct, I find a large number of reductions. 

The fact is in general that there are ninety-four paragraphs, as I find, 
in which there are reductions below the McKinley bill, so called, and 
in many instances. below the present law, and each paragraph, as we 
all know, comprises a number of items. 

Then I find that in the free-list there are 291 paragraphs, 37 of which 
are put upon the free-list by the billas reported from the Senate commit- 
tee. So the reductions in this bill as reported from the Senate com- 
mittee and the free-list amount toa much larger number of paragraphs 
than those of the increases. 

Mr. President, while I do not stand here to commit myself to each 
of the provisions of the bill, I favor it generally and intend to vote 
for or 2 on the various provisions of the bill as my judgment dic- 
tates. am speaking now, however, of the. general tenor of the bill 
and of the false accusations, as I think, on the part of those opposed 
to the measure as reported by the Finance Committee, because, as a mat- 
ter of fact, there is a large number of reductions. I will read some 

of them. 

Take the chemical schedule, for instance. 
Pa SCHEDULE A.—CHEMICALS, OILS, AND PAINTS, 
Acetic or pyroligneo id, not ing the fie v A 
Sais gue DORA OLSON AAAI EAEN T S LOATA LA DAE A 

On first grade, reduction of one-half cent per pound from existing 
ai on second grade, reduction of 6 cents per pound from existing 

W. f 

6. Tannie acid, or tannin, 50 cents per pound. 

a of 50 cents per pound, both from existing law and McKin- 
112. Blue vitriol, or sulphate of copper, 2 cents per pound. 

Reduction of 1 cent per pound from existing law. 

1 erude, or borate of or borate of 3 cents : 
83 5 cents per pound. 0 N per pond Fer 
- _ Reduction on refined borax of 2 cents per pound from existing law. 

No change in other classes. 

15. Camphor, refined, 4 cents per pound. 

Reduction of 1 cent per pound from existing law. 

17. Chloroform, 40 cents per pound, 

Reduction of 10 cents per pound from existing law. 
2... ͤ oes Sin or eens Snes aout 

7 o ; 
ethers of all kinds not specially 8 in this act, $1 per — ee 

First class, reduction of 10 cents per pound from existing law; sec- 
ond class, reduction of 5 cents per pound from existing law. 

So I might go through with this list, but I fear it would consume too 
much time. 1 

Mr. PLATT. Insert it in your remarks, 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know whether I ought to ask to have it 
inserted in the RECORD or not. Iwill do it, however, if it is agree- 
able to the Senate. While I do not vouch that the list is correct, be- 
“cause it seems to be a difficult thing to find out exactly what the facts 
are unless you take the present law and compare it with the items in 
the reported bill, yet I assume that the expert who bas had of 
this subject time out of mind has tried to be fair about it, and in the 
main perhaps has arrived at as correct conclusions as almost anybody 
else could havedone. These are the reductions. 


REDUCTIONS, 
SCHEDULE A,—CHEMICALS, OILS, AND PAINTS., 
1. Acetic or eous acid, not exceeding the specific gravity of 1,047, 
cents per po ; exceeding the specific gravity of 1.047, 4 cents per pound, a 


. first grade, reduction of one-half cent per pound from existing 
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On second grade, reduction of 6 cents per pound from existing law. 

6, Tannic acid or tannin, 50 cents per pound. 

Reduction of 50 cents per pound both from existing law and Me- 
Kinley bill. 

12, Blue vitriol, or sulphate of copper, 2 cents per pound. 

Reduction of 1 cent per pound from existing law. 

14. Borax, crude, or borate of soda, or borate of lime,3 cents per pound; re- 
fined borax, 5cents per pound. 

Reduction in refined borax of 2 cents per pound from existing law. 
No change in other classes. 

15. Camphor, refined, 4 cents per pound. 


Reduction of 1 cent per pound from existing law. 
17. Chloroform, 40 cents per pound, 


Reduction of 10 cents per pound from existing law. 

25. Ethers sulphuric, 40 cents per pound; spirits of nitrous ether, 25 cents per 
pound; butyric ether and all fruit ethers, oils, or essences, $2.50 per pound; 
ethers of all kindsnot specially provided for in this act, $1 per pound. 

First class, reduction of 10 cents per pound from existing law. Sec- 
ond class, reduction of 5 cents per pound from existing law. 

28. > ae crude, not purified, I} cents per pound. Refined, 4} cents per 
poun i 

Reduction of one-half cent per pound from existing law. 

SL Iodine, resublimed, 30 cents per pound. 

Reduction of 10 cents per pound from existing law. 

32. Iodoform, $1.50 per pound. 

Reduction of 50 cents per pound from existing law. 

33. Licorice, extracts of, in paste, rolls, or other forms, 5 cents per pound. 

Reduction of 2} cents per pound from existing law and 1 cent per 
pound from McKinley bill. 

34. Magnesia, carbonate of, medicinal, 4 cents per pound; calcined, 8 cents 
per pound; sulphate of, or Epsom salts, three-tenths of I cent per pound. 

Reduction of 1 cent per pound from existing law on first class. Re- 
duction of 2 cents per pound on second class from existing law. Re- 
duction of two-tenths cent per pound from existing law on third class. 

W. Morphia, or morphine, and all sults thereof, 50cents per ounce, 

Reduction of 50 cents per ounce from existing law. 


36. Alizarine assistant, or soluble oil, or oleate of soda, or Turkey red oil, 
eontajning more than 50 per cent. of castor oil, 40 cents per gallon ; all others, 
15 cents per gallon, 


Reduction of 40 cents per gallon from existing law on oils containing 
more than 50 per cent. of castor oil. 

N. Gastor-oil, 50 cents per gallon. 

Rednetion of 30 cents per gallon from existing law. 
39. Cotton-seed oil, 10 cents per gallon of 7 pounds weight. 
Reduction of 15 cents per gallon from existing law. 

40. Croton-oil, 30 cents per pound. 

Reduction of 20 cents per pound from existing law. 
Paints, colors, and varnishes: 

18. Baryta, sulphate of, or barytes, including barytes earth, unmanufactured, 
$l per ton; manufactured, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 

Reduction on unmanufactured of $1 per ton from McKinley bill. 
Slight increase over existing law. 

53. Ocher and ochery earths, sienna and sienna earths, umber and umber 
earths not specially provided for in this act, dry, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound; 
ground in oll, Ii cents per pound, ö 

Reduction of 50 per cent. from existing law on dry ochers and umbers. 

54. Ultramarine blue, 4} cents per pound. 

Reduction of one-half eent per pound from existing law. 


55. Varnishes, including so-called gold size or japan, 35 per cent, ad valorem; 
a spirit varnishes for the alcohol con erein, $1.32 per gallon addi- 
ional, 


Slight reduction from existing law. 

58. Whiting and Paris whitedry, one-half of I cent per pound; ground in oil 
or putty, | cent per pound. 

Reduction of one-half cent per pound from existing law on whiting 
ground in oil. 


ranma: 
61. A of lead, white, 5} cents per pound; brown, 3} cents per pound. 
Reduction of one-half cent per pound from existing law. 
72. Nitrate of potash or saitpeter, refined, I cent per pound. 
Reduction of one-half cent per pound from existing law. 
bal wikdetcaleohil be ata sommoncat cern ANd sok PAIAY Troid we ie te 
act, 25 per cent. ad valorem. — 
Existing law has two rates, 25 and 50 per cent. Senate bill makes 
one rate, 25 per cent. Reduction of 25 per cent. from existing law on 
some classes. 


79. Santonine, and all salts thereof containing 80 per cent. or over of santo- 
nine, $2.50 per pound. 

Reduction of 50 cents per pound from existing law. 

81. Bicarbonate of soda or supercarbonate of soda or saleratus, 1 cent per 
pound. t 

Reduction of one-half cent per pound from existing law. 


87. Strychnia or strychnine, and all salts thereof, 40 cents per ounce. 
Reduction, 10 cents per ounce from existing law. 
88, Sulphur, refined, in rolls, $8 per ton; sublimed, or flowers of, $10 per ton. 
Reduction of $2 per ton from existing law on refined sulphur and $10 
upon flowers of sulphur or sublimed. 
Stone: 


120. Burr-stones manufactured or bound up into mill-stones, 15 per cent. ad 
valorem, 


Reduction of 5 per cent, from existing law. 


129. Bar-iron, rolled or hammered, com: * ts not less than Linch wide, 
nor 28 than three-e of i inch sae eight-tenths of 1 cent per pound; 

round iron not less than three-fourths of I inch in diameter, and square iron 
not less than three-fourths of 1 inch square, nine-tenths of 1 cent per pound; 

flats less than 1 inch wide or less than three-eighths of Linch thick; round iron 
Jess than three-fourths of 1 inch and not less than seven-sixteenthsof 1 inch in 
diameter; and square iron less than three-fourths of Linch square, L cent per 
pound. 


Reduction of one-tenth of 1 cent per pound from existing law on 
higher grades. 


130. Round iron, in coils or rods, less than seven-sixteenths of 1 inch in diam- 
eter, and bars or shapes of rolled iron, not specially provided for in this act, 1.1 
cents per pound: Provided, That all iron in slabs, loops, or other forms 
less finished than iron in bars, and more advanced than pig except cast- 
ings, shall be rated as iron in bars, and be subject to a duty of eight-tenths of 1 
cent per pound; and none of the iron above enumerated in this 98 

y a less rate of duty than 35 per cent. ad valorem; Provided further, That all 
Tron bars, bisone; billets, or sizes or shapes of any kind, in the manufacture of 
which charcoal is used as fuel, shall be subject toa duty “of not Jess than $22 per 
ton. 


Reduction of one-tenth of 1 cent per pound from existing law on 
higher grades. 
131. Beams, girders, joists, angles, channels, car-truck chan: TT-columns 
ts or parts or sections of columns and posts, deck and bulb beams, and 
dall ag forms, together with all other structural ofiron orsteel, whether 
plain or PARRANDA, or fitted for use, nine-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 


Reduction of thirty-five-one-hundredths of 1 cent per pound from ex- 


isting law. : 
133. Forgi ron or 8 or fo ron and steel combined, of whatever 
shape, or in w of manu not specially provided for in this 


2.3 cents That no forgings of iron or steel, or forgings 
pry ned and el e e by w ver process made, shall pay a less rate of 


duty than 45 per cent. ad valorem. 

Reduction of two-tenths of 1 cent per pound from existing law. 

135. Railway-bars, made of iron or steel, and railway-bars made in part of 
steel, Fisica and ‘punched iron or steel flat rails, five-tenths of 1 cent per 
poun 

Reduction from $17.92, $20.16, and $17 per ton to $11.20 from ex- 
isting law, and one-tenth of 1 cent per pound from McKinley bill. 


136. Sheets of iron or steel, common or black, ineluding all iron or steel com- 
mercially known as common or black iron or steel, and skelp iron or 
steel, valued at 3 cents per pound or less: Thinner than No. 10 and not thinner 
than No.20 wire gauge, 1 cent a pound; thinner than No. 20 wire gau 
and not thinner eave No. 25 wire gauge, 1.1 cents per pound; thinner than 
No. 25 wire gauge, 1.4 cents per pou corrugated or crimped, 1.4 cents per 
pound: Provided, That all common or black I not thin- 
ner than No. 10 wire gauge shall pay duty as plate iron or plate steel. 


Reduction of one-tenth of 1 cent per pound from existing law. 

137. Alliron or steel sheets or plates, and all hoop, band, or seroll iron or 
steel, excepting what are known commercially as tin- lates, terne- and 

tin, and he hereinafter provided for, when galvan with zine 

8 or other metals, or any alloy of those metals, 1 one-half of 
l cent 1 pound more duty than the rates imposed by the pe ing paragraph 
8 t * gauges, or forms, of common or black sheet or taggers 

n or stee 

Koinot of one-fourth of 1 cent per pound from existing law on 
galvanized. 

138. Sheet-iron or sheet-steel, polished, planished, or glanced, by 2 
name designated, 2} cents per pound: Provided, That plate or sheet or 
iron or steel, by whatever name designated, other than the polished, plan ei 
or glanced herein provided for, which has been pickled or leaned y acid or 
by any other material or process, or which is cold-rolled, shall pay one-quarter 

of l cent per pound more duty than the corresponding gauges of common or 
black sheet or taggers iron or steel. 


Reduction of one-tenth of 1 cent per pound from existing law on the 
various forms. 

142. Wire: Wire made of iron or steel not smaller than No. 10 wire gau 
1} cents per pound; smatler than No. 10 and not smaller No. 16 w re 
wire gauge, 2} cents per Douai; smaller than No, 26 wire genes, 5 conte = 


und: And 


mponent part of 


chief yalue, shall pay a less rate of duty than the iron or steel wire from which 
it is made either wholly or in part: And provided further, That iron or steel- 
wire cloths and iron or steel wire nettings, made in meslies of an 


metal Ears fence-wire and iron or steel, — with 5 ribs, tor the 
ebe — of „ — a of 1 cent per pound in addition to the rate 
on 
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That all iron or steel wire valued at more than á cents per ä 7 

‘duty of notless than 45 per cent. ad val 2 except that card- wire for the man- 

ufacture of card clothing shall pay a duty of 35 per cent. ad valorem, 
Reduction.on some of the lower grades, 


145. On all iron or steel bars, rods, strips, or steel sheets, of whatever 

other than the polished, planished, or glanced sheet-iron or sheet-stee] here 

fore provided for, and on all iron — bars of irregular ps Brom orsection, which 
are cold-rolled, cold- mered, or polished in any vay in deten y the or- 
dinary process of hot rolling or hammering, , there shall ate fourth of 1 
cent per pound in addition to the rates . in thi and on steel cir- 
cular-saw plates there shall be pald 1 cent 5 i ‘addition to the rate 
provided in this act for steel saw-plates. 


Slight reduction from existing law. 
MANUFACTURES OF IRON AXD STEEL. 


147. Anchors, or parts thereof, of iron or steel, mill-irons and mill-cranks of 
baleen, dese ern and wrought-iron for ships, and forgings of iron or steel, or of 
combined iron and steel, for vessels, steam-engines, and locomotives, or parts 
thereof, weighing each 23 pounds or more, 1.8 cents per pound, 

Reduction of two-tenths of 1 cent per pound from existing law. 


148. Axles, or parts thereof, axle-bars, axle-blanks, or kias S for "facture, 
whetber of iron or steel, without reference to the stage or state of 
2cents per pound: Provided, That when iron or steel axles are im 
wheels, or parts of wheels, of iron or steel, they shall be dutiable at —— . — 
rate as the wheels in which they are fitted.’ 

Reduction of one-half cent per pound from existing law. 

149. Anvils, or parts thereof, of iron or steel, or of iron and steel combined, 
by ere process made, or in whatever stage of manufacture, 2 cents per 
poun 

Reduction of one-half cent per pound from McKinley bill. 

150, Blacksmith’s hammers and sledges, track tools, wedges, and crowbars, 
whetber of iron or steel, 2} cents per pound. 

Reduction of one-fourth cent per pound from existing law. 

151. Boiler or other tubes, pipes, flues, and stays of wrought-iron or steel, 2} 
cents per pound, 

Reduction of one-half of 1 cent per pound from existing law, 

152. Bolts, with or without threads or nuts, or bolt-blanks, and finished hinges 
or hinge-blanks, whether of iron or steel, 2} cents per pound. 

Reduction of one-fourth cent per pound from existing law on bolts. 

154. Cast-iron pipe of every description, nine-tenths of 1 cent per pound, 

Reduction of one-tenth of a cent per pound from existing law. 

155. Cast-iron vessels, pl stove-plates, andirons, sad-irons, tailors’ irons, 
hatters’ irons, and castings of iron, not especially provided for in this act, 12 
cents per pound. 

Reduction of one-twentieth of 1 cent per pound from existing law. 

156. Castings of malleable fron not especially provided for in this act, 1} cents 
per pound. 

Reduction of one-fourth cent per pound from existing law. 

157. Cast hollow-ware, cvated, glazed, or tinned, 2} cents per pound. 

Reduction of one-half cent per pound from existing law and from 
McKinley bill. 

158. Chain or chains of all kinds, made of sian steel, not less than three- 
fourths of 1 inch in 1 1.6 cents per pound; less than three-fourths of 1 
inch and not less than th: ree-cighths of 1 inch in diameter, 1.8 cents per pound; 
less than 8 of 1 inch in diameter, 2} cents per pound. 

Slight reduction from existing law on heavier chains. 


162. Files, file-blanks, rasps, and floats, ofall r and 1 inches in length 
and under, 33 cents per dozen; over inches in length and under 9 inches, 75 
cents per dozen; 9 lasha in length and under l4 inches, $1.30 per dozen; 14 
inches in length and over, $2 per dozen. 8 


Reduction from existing law. 


Nails, spikes, tacks, and needles 
167. Cut and cat spikes of conrad or steel, 1 cent per pound. 
Reduction of one-fourth of 1 cent per pound from existing law. 

169. Wire nails made of wrought-iron or steel, 2 ct iy ew long and longer, not 
lighter than No. 12 wire gauge, 2 cents per pound; from 1 inch to 2 inches in 
length, and lighter than No. 12 and not lighter than’ No. 16 wire gauge, 21 cents 
per pouot shorter than I inch and lighter than No. 16 wire gauge, 4 cents per 
poun 

Reduction in wire nails from 4 cents per pound in existing law to 2, 
23, and 4 cents per pound. 

170. Spikes, nuts, and washers, and horse, mule, or ox shoes, of wrought iron 
or steel, 1.8 cents per pound. 


Reduction of two-tenths cent per pound from existing law. 


171. Cut tacks, brads, or prisa, not exceeding 16 ounces to the thousand, 2} 
cents per thousand: exceeding 16 ounces to the thousand, 2? cents per pound. 


Slight reduction. 
175. Railway fish-plates orsplice-bars, made of iron or steel, | cent per pound. 
Reduction of one-fourth cent per pound from existing law. 


178. Screws, commonly called wood-screws, more than 2 inches ink 5 
cents pound; over l inch and not more than 2 inches in length, 7 cents per 
pound; over one-half inch and not more than 1 inch in length, 10 cents per 
pound; one-half inch and less in length, 14 cents per pound. 


Slight reduction on largest sizes. Slight increase on smaller sizes. 


179. Wheels, or parts thereof, made of iron or steel, and steel-tired wheels for 
railway purposes, whether wholly or partly finished, and iron or steel locomo- 
tive, o aerae agers eee thereof, wholly or partly manufactured, 
2} cents per pound; and ingol rate enin ingots, blooms, or for the same, 
without regard to to the p Sia of manufacture, 1} cents 1 

That when wheels or parts thereof, of iron or steel, are 

steel axles fitted in them, the wheels and axles 

same rate as is provided for the wheels when imported separate, 


Reduction of one-fourth cent per pound. 


- 


* ; 
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MISCELLANEOUS METALS AND MANUFACTURES OF, Seeds: 
190, Aluminium or aluminum, in crude form. alloys of any kind in which | 269. Castor beans or sceds, 32 cents per bushel of 50 pounds. 
aluminum is the component material of chief value, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 


Reduction of 15 per cent. from McKinley bill. z 
181. Antimony, as rogulus or metal, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. 
Slight reduction. 


Co; : 

185. Geom imported in the form of ores, one-half of l cent per pound on 
each pound of fine copper contained therein. 

Reduction of 2 cents per pound from existing law and three-fourths 
of 1 cent per pound from McKinley bill. 

186. Old copper, fit only for remanufacture, clippings from new copper, and 
all composition metal of which copper is a component material of chief value, 
not specially provided for in this act, I cent per pound. 

Reduction of 2 cents per pound from existing law and three-fourths 
of 1 cent per pound from McKinley bill. 

187. Regulus of copper and black or coarse copper, and copper cement, 1 cent 
per pound on each pound of fine copper contained therein. 

Reduction of 2} cents per pound from existing law and three-fourths 
of 1 cent per pound from McKinley bill. 


188. Co; in plates, bars, ingots, Chili or other pigs, and in other forms, not 
— —— ae specially Pemda for in this act, It cents per pound. 

Reduction of 2} cents per pound from existing law and three-fourths 
cent per pound from McKinley bill. 

ES aoe in sheets, pipes, shot, glaziers’ lead, and lead wire, 2} cents per 
pound, 

Reduction of one-half cent per pound from existing Jaw. 


197. Nickel, nickel oxide, alloy of any kind in which nickel is the compo- 
nent material of chief value, Scents per pound. 


Reduction of 7 cents per pound from existing law and from McKin- 
ley bill. 
Zine or spelter: 
205. Zine in blocks or pigs, Il cents per pound. 


Reduction of one-fourth cent per pound from McKinley bill. 
207, Zine, old and worn out, fit only to be remanufactured, Il cents per pound. 
Reduction of one-fourth cent per pound from existing law. 

7 SCHEDULE b. - Woo AND MANUFACTURES OF. 


209, ‘Timber, hewn and sawed, and timber used for spars and in building 
wharves, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 


Reduction of 10 per cent. ad valorem from existing law. 


210. Timber, squared or sided, not specially provided for in this act, one-half 
of 1 cent per cubic foot. 


Reduction of one-half cent per cubic foot from existing law. 


211. Sawed boards, plank, deals, and other lumber of hemlock, white wood, 
sycamore, white pine and bass-wood, 81 per thousand feet board measure; 
sawed lumber, not specially provided for in this act, $2 per thousand feet 
board measure; but when lumber of any t is planed or finished, in addi- 
tion to the rates herein provided, there shall be levied and paid for each side 
so planed or finished, 50 cents per thousand feet board measure; and if planed 
on one side and tongued and grooved, $1 per thousand feet board measure; and 
if planed on two sides, and tongued and grooved, $1.50 per thousand feet board 
measure; and in estimating board measure under this schedule no deduction shall 
be made on board measure on account of planing, tongueing and grooving : Pro- 
vided, That in case any foreign country shall impose an export duty upon pine, 
spruce, elm, or other | n stave bolts, shingle wood, or heading blocks 
exported to the United rom such country, in excess of the duty fixed in 

act upon the sawed lumber manufactured from logs of the kinds heretofore 
mentioned, then the duty upon the sawed umber herein vided for, when 
imported from such country, shall remain the same as fixed by the law in force 
prior to the passage of this act. 


Reduction of $1 per thousand feet from existing law on white pine 
and sawed lumber. 

223. All sugars above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the 
Dutch standard of colorand shall pay duty as follows, namely: All sugarsabove 
No. 13 and not above No. 16 Dutch standard of color, 8 
pound. All sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color shall a duty of six- 
tenths of I cent per pound: Provided, That if an rt duty shall hereafter be 
laid upon sugar or molasses by any country from whence the same may be im- 
pe such sugar or molasses so imported shall be subject to duty as provided 

y law prior to the passage of this act. 

Reduction on sugar above No. 13 and not above No. 16, 2,%; cents per 
pound from existing law; above 16 and not above 20, 2.4 cents per pound 
from existing law; above 20, 2.9 cents per pound from existing law. 

240. Rice, cleaned, 1} cents per pound; uncleaned rice, I cent A paddy, 
three-quarters of I cent per pound; rice-fiour, rice-meal, and rice, broken, which 
will pass through a sieve known commercially as No, 12 wire sieve, one-fourth 
of 1 cent per pound. < 

Reduction on rice, cleaned, of three-fourths cent per pound from ex- 
isting law and one-half cent from McKinley bill; uncleaned rice, one- 
half cent per A sage from existing law and one-fourth cent per pound from 
McKinley bill; third class, reduction of three-fourths cent per pound 
from existing Jaw and one-fourth cent from McKinley bill; and last 
class, reduction of 4.76 per cent from existing law. 

224, Sugar-candy and all confectionery, including chocolate confectionery, 


made wholly or in part of sugar, valued at 12 cents or less per pound. and on 
sugars asin J refined, when tinctured, colored, or in any way adulterated, 


oru 


Scents per poun: 

Under existing law there are two classes, one at 5 cents per pound 
and one at 10 cents per pound. Senate bill makes a uniform duty of 
5 cents per pound, a reduction of 5 cents per pound from existing law 
on some classes. 


Reduction of 18 cents per bushel from existing law. 

259. Cider, 5 cents per gallon. f 
: ee in equivalent ad valorem rate of 2.27 per cent. from exist- 
ing law. 

204, Nuts of all kinds, shelled or unshelled, not specially provided for in this 
act, 1} cents per pound. 

Reduction of one-half cent per pound from existing law. 

306. Dandelion-root and acorns prepared, and other articles used as coffee, or 
as eee for coffee, not SOANAR provided for in this act, 1} centa per 
pound, 

Reduction of one-half cent per pound from existing law. 

308. Starch, including all preparations, from whatever substance produced, 
fit for use as starch without further process of manufacture, 2 cents per pound. 
i Reduction in ad valorem equivalent of 13.97 per cent. from existing 

aw. 

309, Dextrine, burnt starch, gum substitute, or British gum, 1 cent per pound. 

Reduction of 1 cent per pound from McKinley bill. 

311. Spices, ground or powdered, not specially provided for in this act, 4 cents 
per pound; sage, 3 cents per pound. 

Reduction of 9.75 per cent. in ad valorem equivalent on spices; sage 
now free. 

342. Tow, of flax or hemp, $10 per ton. 

Reduction of $15 per ton from McKinley bill. 

345. Cables, cordage, binding-twine, and twine, composed wholly of manila 
or sisal-grass, l} cents per pound; cables and cordage, made of hemp, 2} cents 
per pound; tarred, 3cents per pound. 

Reduction from 3, 2}, and 3} cents to 1} cents per pound from ex- 
isting law upon cables, cordage, and twine. 


348. Bags for grain, made of burlaps, 2 cents per pound. 
Reduction of duty from existing law. 


319. Bagging for cotton, gunny-cloth, and all similar material suitable for 
covering cotton, composed in whole or in part of hemp, flax, jute, or jute bu 
valued at 6 cents or less per sauare yard, 1.3 cents per square yard; valued al 
more than 6 cents per square yard, 1.5 cents per square yard, 

Reduction one-half of present rate of duty. 

356. All manufactures of flax, hemp, jute, or other vegetable fiber, except cot- 
ton, or of which flax, hemp, jute, or other vegetable fiber, except cotton, is the 
component material of chief value, not specially enumerated or provided for in 
this act, valued at Scents per pound or less, 2 cents per pound; valued above 5 
cents per pound, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Reduction of 11 per cent. ad valorem from McKinley bill and slight 
reduction from existing law. 

417, Gunpowder, and all explosive substances used for mining, blasting, ar- 
tillery, or sporting purposes, when valued at 20 cents or less per pound, 5 cents 
per pound; valued above 20 cents per pound, 8 cents per pound. 

Reduction from 6 to 5 cents and from 10 to 8cents upon existing law. 


418. Matches, friction or lucifer, of all descriptions, per gross of one hundred 
and forty-four boxes, containing not more than one hundred matches per box. 
10 cents per gross; when — 44 otherwise than in boxes containing not 
more than one hundred matches each, 1 cent per one thousand matches. 


Believed to be slight reduction. 

420. Feathers and downs of all kinds when dressed, colored, or manufactured, 
including quilts of down and other manufactures of down, and also includin, 
dressed and finished birds suitable for millinery ornaments, and artificial an 


ornamental feathers and flowers, or parts thereof, of whatever material com- 
posed not specially provided for in this act, 40 per cent. ad valorem, 


Slight reduction. Undressed feathers now dutiable at 25 per cent. 
ad valorem are placed upon the free-list. 


423. Hair, human, if clean or drawn, but not manufactured, 20 per cent. ad 
valorem. 


Reduction of 10 per cent. ad valorem upon existing law. 
426, Hair, curled, suitable for beds or mattresses, 15 per cent. ad valorem. 
Reduction of 10 per cent. ad valorem from existing law. 


Leather and manufacturers of : 
431. Bend or belting Seether and sole-leather, and leather not specially pro - 
vided for in this act, 10 per cent. ad valorem, 


Reduction of 5 per cent. ad valorem from existing law. 


di. Plush, black, known commercially as hatters’ plush, composed of silk, 
or of silk and cotton, and used exclusively for making men’s hats, 10 per cent. 
ad valorem, 

Reduction of 15 per cent. ad valorem upon existing law. 

I have another table, giving the increases, the increases being largely 
on agricultural products, and I desire to read some of them for the 
purpose of calling the attention of the Senate to them. Take, for in- 
stance, live-stock: f 


SCHEDULE G.— AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS AND PROVISIONS, 


Animals, live : 
232, Horses and pines s per head: Provided, That horses valued at $150 and 
over shall pay a duty of 30 per cent. ad valorem. 


Increase upon existing law of 50.07 per cent. ad valorem. 


233. Cattle, more than one year old, $10 per head; less than one year old, $2 
per head, 7 


Increase of 41.94 per cent. ad valorem upon existing law. 
234. Hogs, $1.50 per head. 
Increase of 25.68 per cent. ad valorem upon existing law. 
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235. Sheep, $1.50 per head. 
Increase of 30.30 per cent. ad valorem upon existing law. 


Breadstu‘ts and farinaceous substances: 
237. Barley, 25 cents per bushel of 48 pounds. 


Inerease of 15 cents per bushel upon existing law. 

238. Bariey-malt, 40 cents per bushel of 31 pounds. 

Increase of 20 cents per bushel upon existing law. 

239. Barley, pearled, patent, or hulled, 2 cents per pound. 
Increase of 1} cents per pound upon existing law. 

240, Buckwheat, 15 cents per bushel of 48 pounds. 

Increase of 22,47 per cent. ad valorem upon existing law. 
241. Corn or maize, 15 cents per bushel of 56 pounds. 

Increase of 5 cents per bushel upon existing law. 

242, Corn-meal, 20 cents per bushel of 48 pounds. 

Increase of 10 cents per bushel upon existing law. 
243, Macaroni, vermicelli, and all similar preparations, 2 cents per pound. 
Now free. Senate bill places a duty of 2 cents per pound on it. 
244, Oats, 15 cents per bushel. 

Increase of 5 cents per bushel upon existing law. 

245, Oatmeal, 1 cent per pound. 

Tucrease of one-half cent per pound upon existing law. 
249. Wheat, 25 cents per bushel. 

Increase of 5 cents per bushel upon existing law. 
250. Wheat flour, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Increase of 5 per cent. upon existing law. 


Dairy products: 
251. Butter, and substitutes therefor, 6 cents per pound. 


Increase of 2 cents per pound upon existing law. 
252. Cheese, 6 cents per pound. 
Increase of 2 cents per sei upon existing law. 


253, Milk, fresh,5 cents per 
254. Milk. preserved or con — including weight of packages, 3 cents per 
pound; sugar of milk, § cents per pound, 


Increase of duty upon existing law. 


Farm and field products 
Beans, 40 cents per Mahal of 60 pounds. 


5 in equivalent ad valorem rate of 14.80 per cent. upon exist- 
ing law. 


256. Beans, pease, and mushrooms, prepared or preserved, in tins, jars, bot- 
tles, or otherwise, 40 per cent, ad valorem. 


Increase of 5 per cent. ad valorem upon existing law. 
257. Broom-corn, $8 per ton. 

Now free. 

260. Eggs, 5 cents per dozen. 

Now free. 

261, Eggs, yolk of, 25 percent. ad valorem. 

Increase of 5 per cent, upon existing law. . 
262. Hay, 4 per ton. 

Increase of $2 per ton upon existing law. 

264. Hops, 15 cents per pound. 

3 of 7 cents per pound upon existing law. 


Pease, green, in bulk or in barrels, sacks, or similar packages, 40 cents per 
. of 60 pounds; pease, dried, 15 cents per bushel; split , 50 cents per 
bushel pon pounds; pease in cartons, papers, or other sm: packages, 1 cent 
per poun 


Increase upon existing law. 


267. Plants, trees, shrubs, and vines of all kinds, commonly known as nursery 
stock, not specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent, ad valorem. 


Now free. 

208. Potatoes, 25 cents per bushel of 60 pounds, 

Increase of 10 cents per bushel upon existing law, 

270, Flaxseed or linseed, poppy seed, and other oil seeds, not specially provided 
. 


for in this act, 25 cents per bushel of 56 ; but no drawback shall be allowed 


on oil-cake made from imported á 
Increase of 5 cents per bushel upon existing law. 


271, Garden seeds, agricultural seeds, and other seeds, not specially provided 
for in this act, 40 per cent, ad valorem. 


Increase of 20 per cent. upon existing law. 


272. Vegetables of all kinds, n or preserved, including pickles and 
8 of all kinds, not — y provided for in this act, 45 per cent. ad va- 
orem. 


Increase of between 10 and 15 per cent. upon existing law. 


273. Vegetables in their natural state, not specially provided for in this act, 25 
per cent, ad valorem, 


Increase of 15 per cent. upon existing law. 
274. Straw, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

Now free. - 

275, Teasels, 30 per cent, ad valorem. 

Now free. 


278. Fish (imported otherwise than in barrels or half-barrels) ep yen dried, 
salted, pickled, fresh , frozen, packed in ice, or otherwise pre} for preserva- 
tion, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, poy of 1 cent 
per pound, 

A portion of this paragraph is now on the free-list. 

279. Herrings, pickled or salted, one-half of 1 cent per pound; herrings, fresh, 

one-fourth of I cent per pound, 8 
A portion of this paragraph is now on the free-list. 


280. Fish in cans or packages made of tin or other material, except anchovies 
and sardines, and fish packed in any other manner, not specially enumerated 
or provided f for in this act, 30 per cent, ad valorem. 


Increase of 3.55 per cent. upon existing law. 
FRUITS AND NUTS. 


Fruits: 
282. Apples, green or ripe, 25 cents per bushel. 


Now free. 


283. Apples, dried, desiccated, evaporated, or prepared in any manner, and not 
otherwise provided for in this act, 2 cents per pound, 


Now free. 

284. Gra 60 cents per barrel of 3 cubic feet capacity or fractional part thereof; 
plums and prunes, 2 cents per pound. 

Large increase upon existing law. ‘ 


285. Figs, 2} cents per pound. 

Increase of one-half cent per pound upon existing law. 
287. Raisins, 2} cents per pound, 

Increase of one-half cent per pound upon existing law. 
289, Fruits preserved in their own juices, 39 per cent, ad valorem, 

Increase of 10 per cent. upon existing law. 

292, Filberts and walnuts of all kinds, not shelled, 3 cents per pound; shelled, 
6 cents per pound. 
Increase upon those shelled of 3 cents per pound upon existing law. 
Meat products: 
295. Bacon and hams, 5 cents per pound. 
Increase of 3 cents per pound upon existing law. 
296. Beef, mutton, and pork, 2 cents per pound. 

Increase of 1 cent per pound upon existing law. 

298, Extract of meat, all not specially provided for in thif act, 35 cents 

und; fluid extract of meat, 15 cents per pound; but the dutiable weight 
3 the extract and the tins, jars, bottles, or other articles containing the 
same, and no aerate or additional duty shall be collected on such coverings 
unless as such they are suitable and apparently designed for use other than 
in the importation of meat extracts, 

Increase upon existing law. 

300, Poultry, live, 3 cents per pound; dressed, 5 cents per pound, 

Increase upon existing law. 

I will also insert a table giving the duties collected under ‘tions vå- 
rious paragraphs for the fiscal year 1889, where practicable, the esti- 
mated duties under the bill as reported from the Fingnce Committée, on 
the basis of the importations being the same as for the last fiscal year, 
and the increase in duties. 


Increase of duties in agricultural schedule. 


Articles and rates of duty. 


232, Horses and mules, $30 per hog : Provided, Thm — valued at $150 and over shall pay a duty of 30 per cent, oy 


243. Macaroni, v. 
244. Oats, 15 cents per bushel. 
245, Oatmeal, 1 cent per pound... 
250. Wheat fiour, 25 per cent. ad va 
251. Butter, and ee e ORA +e ce: 
252, Cheese, 6 cents per 
255 Beans, 40 cents per 


Duties un- | Estima 


ted 
Increase in 
der present duties under 

law. | Senate bill, | Auties. 
ä $429, 302. 90 Raia $1, 074, 727. 10 
108, 552. 94 336, 186. 00 227, 633, 06 
954.16 2,179.50 1, 226.79 
337, 833. 48 598, 359. 00 360, 520. 52 
1. 130, 692.52 2. 826,731.31 | 1,696, 08.79 
30, 038. 39 60, 076. 78- 30, 038. 39 
1,441.49 5, 705. 96 4,324.47 
2.546. 98 8,274.10 5,727.12 
2, 232.44 3, 348. 66 1,116, 22 
9,573.22 19, 146. 39 9,573. 17 
1, 160, 97 1,451.24 290. 97 
8,650. 27 5,475.40 1,825, 13 
327,792. 58 491, 688.79 1.82 at 
75, 980, 23 264, 312. 44 332, 21 
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Increase of duties in agricultural schedule Continued. 


Articles and rates of duty. 


i is, or sim 
plit pease, 50 cents per bushel of 


centa per pound. eee eee 
287. 2} cents per pound. 2 

289, Fruits preserved in their own juices, 
295. Bacon and hams, 5 cents per pound... 
296. Beef, mutton, and pork, 2 cents per pou 


While some Senator has stated that all this is an attempt to pull the 
wool over the farmers’ eyes, as I believe the honorable Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] said, by increasing the duty upon agri- 
cultural products, the fact is that the record shows that millions upon 
millions in value of property such as is enumerated in the agricultural 
schedule has been imported into this country, and that the duties, tak- 
ing the basis of importations of last year and assuming that the same 
amount will be imported under this bill, would make a difference of 
$6,067,907. 41. 

So the record shows tliat the farmers are interested in a protective 
tariff upon the products which they produce, and that if those prod- 
ucts are imported into this country to that extent, it interferes with 
the pricesof the articles which they have to sell, and protection should 
be given to them as we are disposed to give it to the manufacturing 


industries of the country. 


I did not anticipate consuming one-half the time I have in discuss- 

ing he uestion, and beg pardon of the Senate for doing so. 
eP DENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 

of the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Upon that question I ask for the yeasand nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secrerfry. On page 38, line 7, in ph 159, after the 
word ‘‘manufactured,’’ it is proposed to strike out all down to and in- 
cluding the word fifty,“ in line 16, as follows: 


Valued at not more than 50 cents per dozen, 12 cents per dozen; valued at 
more than 50 cents per dozen and not exceeding $1.50 per dozen, 50 cents per 
dozen; valued at more than $1.50 per dozen and not exceeding $3 per dozen, 81 

dozen; valued at more than $3 per dozen, $2 per dozen; and in addition 
Thereto on all the above, 50. 


And in lieu thereof to insert ‘‘45;’? so as to read: 

Pen-knives or pocket-knives of all kinds, or parts thereof, and erasers, or 
parts thereof, wholly or partly manufactured. 45 per cent, ad valorem, 
Mr. McPHERSQN. This is a reduction in duty from the present 
rate, 50 per cent., to 45 per cent.; and, in order that there may be 
no unnecessary delay, I am perfectly willing to make my amendment 
also apply to the razor part of that paragraph, and have the vote taken 
upon hoth propositions at once. 

On line 17, after the word ‘‘ unfinished,’’ I move to strike out down 
to the end of the paragraph and insert 45 per cent. ad valorem.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 159, on page 38, line 17, after the 
word ‘‘unfinished,’’ it is proposed to strike out down to and includ- 
ing the word thirty,“ in line 22, as follows: 


Valued at less than $i per dozen. §1 per dozen; valued at $i or more per 
dozen, $1.75 per dozen; and in addition thereto on all the above razors and 
razor blades, 39. 


And in lieu thereof to insert ‘‘45 per cent. ad valorem;’’ soas to 
read: 


Razors and razor blades, finished or unfinished, 45 per cent. ad valorem. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the ques- 
tion will be taken upon the two amendments together, and the yeas 
and nays will be considered as ordered upon both. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I rise simply to express my unquali- 
fied admiration for the consistency of the authors of this bill in main- 
taining the highest rates of duty upon the cheapest articles and the 


6,651. 36 


168, 705. 52 
37, 497. 74 


91. 919.52 
40, 606, 44 


lowest rates of duty upon the highest-priced articles. That is a system 
which has some foundation, I suppose, and it is pursued with a 
sistency and consistency which are entitled to the admiration of the 
world, and I hope will receive it. 

Here are knives costing 2 cents, and the duty on them is 100 per cent. 
On a knife costing 4} cents the duty is 150 per cent.; on a knife costing 
74 cents per dozen—which is about 6 cents apiece—the duty is 120 per 
cent.; on a knife costing $1.58 a dozen the duty is 113 per cent.; on a 
knife costing $3 per dozen the duty is 117 per cent.; on a knife costing 
$5 a dozen the duty is 100 per cent.; on a knife costing $6 per dozen 
the duty is 90 per cent.; on a knife costing $7 per dozen the duty is 83 
per cent.; on a knife costing $8 per dozen the duty is 75 per cent.; on 
a knife costing $9 per dozen the duty is 72 per cent.; and on a knife 
costing $10 per dozen the duty is 70 per cent. 

So you see, sir, that a boy who has only 5 cents to buy a knife has 
no business being poor, he ought to have a dollar; and a man haying 
plenty of money in his pocket to buy a fine knife, costing $10 per 
dozen, is let off cheap by the Government in consideration of the suc- 
cess which he has had in life in accumulating property which enables 
him to buy high-priced goods. This schedule illustrates that glorious 
principle of American legislation very thoroughly and effectually ! 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I desire to insert in the RECORD, in 
reply to what the Senator trom North Carolina has just said, a table 
which shows the actual duty. Ido not know what the Senator read 
from, but many of the items which he read to-day are very much higher 
than they are under this bill. I noticed as he went along, for instance, 
that he gave the duty on a knife which cost $3 a dozen as something 
over 100 per cent., when, in fact, it is now 83 per cent. 

Mr. BUTLER. Where does the Senator get that table from, if I 
may inquire? x 

Mr. PLATT. It is a table which has been furnished me by parties 
who are interested in this business. It speaks for itself, and anybody 
who understands mathematics can see whether it is correct or not. I 
will haye it inserted in the RECORD, so that everybody can see whether 
it is correct or not. 

The statement is as follows: 


Statement showing an average duly of 73 per cent. 


i 
(Proposed Per 


| 

a Proposed Per 

Cost per dozen. | duty. cent. Cost per dozen. duty. | cent, 
$0. 18.. | $0.21 | 117 $2.75. $2.37 80 
24. 24 3. 0. 2.50 83 
86. 30 4.00 4.00 100 
42.. -33 | 5.00... 4.50 90 
50. 87 0.00. 5. 00 83 
52. 7 7.00 5. 50 79 
74. 87 8.00. 6.00 75 
80. -983 9,00. 6.50 72 
1.00. 1.00 10. 09. 7.00 70 
1.12.. 1.66 2 7.50 68 
1. 22.. 1.11 8.00 67 
1.36... 1.18 8.59 65 
1. 50. 1.25 9.00 61 
1.58. 1.79 10. 00 63 
4... — —2—ʃUi 1.91 11. 00 61 
2. . 2.12 — 
2.80. 2.2 115, 05 73 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


8807 


Average duty: First class, & per cent.; second class, 93 per cent.; third class, 
04 per cent. ; fourth class, 68 per cent. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator allow me to inquire whether the 
table he now presents to the Senate takes any notice of the increase of 
duties on account of the passage of the act known as the customs ad- 
ministrative act ? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly, it does not, and there is no occasion, in my 
judgment, for taking any particular notice of that, because the cover- 
ingsand packages in which foreign knives are enveloped are paper, and 
of very small value, not affecting the question of duties at all, or very 
slightly affecting the question of duties; at any rate there is not so 
much to be gained in that direction as there is to be loston an advance 
of duties upon materials which must be purchased from abroad by the 
manulacturers of these knives, as, for instance, in the making of a 
pearl-handled knife the duty is now 40 per cent. on the pearl of which 
the handles are made, and in some other respects I think the duty has 
been raised. So I am sure that the additional duty which they will 
have to pay under this new bill will more than compensate anything 
which they might gain by reason of the packages being counted. 

Mr. CARLISLE rose. 

Mr. PLATT. Ifthe Senator will permit meI wish to say one word 
more. I do not believe from the best attention and observation which 
I have been able to give to this matter—and I have given it a good 
deal of study that any manor any boy who buysa knife in this coun- 
try will have to give 1 cent more for his knife with this increase of 
duty than he gives now. All there would be about it would be that 
the foreign knife, which the Senator from North Carolina says costs 2 
cents a boy with 5 cents can buy. So he can, but he pays somebody 
150 per cent. profit. He will be able to buy as good a knife for 5 cents 
as he is able to buy now, but he will not pay the middleman as much 
profit though the knife will have to be sold atthe same price. I donot 
believe that this increase of duty will add to the cost of the knife to 
any consumer in the United States. 

I ought to say a word more while I am up, and that is this: It is all 
very well to go into figures and say this knife can be bought abroad for 
that price or in this country for this price. We should never get 
throngh with that contention. But there is one thing which is indis- 
putable, and that is that the manufacturer of pocket cutlery in this 
country is steadily going to the wall, and that speaks more and louder 
than the affidavit of any man as to what he can buy a foreign knife for 
or a similar knife in America. These manufacturers are steadily going 
to the wall, and I should like in this connection to read a letter, re- 
ceived from a man who has just become interested in the cutlery busi- 
ness and has not been before any committee. He is not a mannfact- 
urer, but he has got some of this property on his hands and he has 

n to learn the situation of one of these concerns which has not 
already failed, and I think it expresses this whole matter in so simple 
and direct a way that I ought at least to read this letter. It is from a 
physician in Thomaston, Conn., and the knife company to which he re- 
fers is not put among the list of a large number of knife companies 
which have failed during the past few years and since the passage of 
the tariff act of 1883. 

Eut I want to say something in reply to what was said by a Senator 
on the other side about mauulacturers driving down to their factories 
in their ca and displaying their diamond shirt-studs and all that 
sort of thing. He will not find any of those manufacturers in the 
pocket-cntlery business. The description of the tin-can-makers in 
Delaware by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hicgtxs], in which he 
referred to the small concerns and the hard-working character of the 
persons who are engaged in that business, would apply, and apply 
more strongly, to these pocket-cutlery manufacturers than to the tin- 
can-manufacturers, They are people of small capital. One of them 
states now, in a letter which I thonght I had in my pocket, that he 
knows them all, and that not one pocket-cutlery establishment in the 
United States has declared a dividend in the last three years, and not 
one has earned it, and that of those concerns which make pocket cut- 
lery only one branch of their business not one of them has earned a 
profit on that branch of the business. Now I want to read the letter 
to which I referred awhile ago. The writer says: 

THOMASTON, CONN., June 6, 1890. 


Dear Sin: The statements as put forth by the importers of cutlery and re- 
ported by the papers are totally false. 

It is not necessary for me to tell you that, however, for, living in Connecticut, 
as you do when at home, you are already aware of the fact I mention. There 
is not a cutlery concern in the State to-day making expenses in that line ex- 
clusively, while many of them have gone out of existence entirely. It can not 
be said that they have done so from mismanagement, for among the long list 
that have disbanded one can pick out the names of many who have been very 
successful in other lines. 

The American Knife Company, which my family have on their hands, was 
managed by two very shrewd and sharp managers, yet in spite of their best 
efferts it ran behind until to-day a capital of $65,000 is wiped out and the com- 
pany nearly $30,000 in debt, 

Iam now interested, Messrs, Morse and Pierpont being both dead, in saving 
something from the wreck if I can. 

If the cutlery schedule as made up is passed, the industry will again be put 
on its feet and Connecticut be once again heard from in that line of manufact- 
uring; it it docs not pass, I predict that four years hence there will not be 
one-third of a dozen concerns in the State in the business. 

representing one of the biggest com: in the State in 


We in Thomaston, 
that line, are waiting patiently the result of the vote, and if not passed will be 


Seas toons — all of the capital and about one-third of the notes, 


Ifthose men take a trip through the State we can convince them of that 
fact pretty quick. 
The above are facts that can be testified to and you are at liberty to use the 
above as you wish. I have the honor to remain. 
Your obedient servant, 


Senator O. H. PLATT, Washington, D. C. 


I submit that that is a fair and honest statement of a man who has 
not come before the committee and has not come before Congress, but 
has come to have the property of a pocket-cutlery concern upon his 
hands, or has come to be interested in it, and there is not a man in 
Connecticut, or New York, or Ohio, who knows anything about this 
business, who would not recognize the justice as well as the plain, 
simple truth of that letter. 

That is all I desire to say. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator from Connecticut has repeated the 
statement made so frequently upon the floor of the Senate during the 
progress of this discussion, that the proposed increase of duty would 
not increase the selling price of the article to the consumer. In view 
of this statement and its frequent repetition here, I have been much 
perplexed to know for what purpose these manufacturers are demand- 
ing the increased duty. Iam wholly unable to understand why this 
gentleman, whose letter has just been read by the Senator from Con- 
necticut, desires to haye the duty upon pocket cutlery increased, 
unless it is to enable him to get a better price for his product; in other 
words, how it will enable him to carry on his business more success- 
fully than he carries it on now if he be compelled hereafter to sell his 
product for the same price he sells it now. 

Moreover, everybody concedes, I believe, that the Government does 
not require the revenue to be derived from this increased taxation upon 
cutlery. There must be some reason, therefore, for the proposition ta 
increase the duty. 

What is that reason? I have understood always that the manufact- 
urers desired these increases of duties because they supposed it would 
make their business more profitable, but I have not been able to under. - 
stand how their business can be made more profitable unless they can 
sell their products at a higher price than they are now selling them 
for; and yet we are told day after day that while the Government does 
not need the revenue and while the imposition of the revenue will not 
help any manufacturer by enabling him to sell his products for a higher- 
price than he now sells them, yet we must go on increasing duties. 
What for? I repeat the question. 

Undoubtedly, Mr. President, the imposition of this higher rate of 
duty upon pocket cutlery will atleast afford the manufacturers of that 
article in this country the opportunity to charge to their customers 
a higher price, and unless they desire to take advantage of that op- 
portunity, I submit they can have no interest whatever in the in- 
crease, If they are to goon hereafter selling these articles at the santo 
price at which they sell them now, orat a lower price, and do not pro- 
duce them more cheaply than they produce them now, I can not seo 
how they are to be benefited by the increase, and, surely, it will not 
be contended by the Senator from Connecticut or any other Senator that 
the imposition of an increased duty upon the finished product will re- 
duce the cost of production, unless it reduces the cost of the raw ma- 
terial or the wages of labor, and no Senator upon that side will con- 
tend for a moment that it will do either. 

Therefore the manufacturer, after this increase has been made, will! 
stand in the same position he stands now with regard to the cost of his 
production, unless it be increased, as the Senator has said, by the im- 
position of an increased duty upon pearl, which is used in the manu- 
facture of some classes of these knives, and still the Senator says the 
manufacturer will sell the article at the same price or at a lower one. 
In other words, his cost of production is to be increased by this impo- 
sition of duty upon a part of his raw material, and there is to be an 
in duty upon his finished product to keep out competition from 
abroad, and yet he is to sell his article at the same or at a lower price 
and make more money than he makes now, and his industry, which is 
now languishing and about to become extinct, is to be revived by the 
passage of a law making his production cost him more and under which 
he sells his product for no higher price! 

I confess, Mr. President, that I am wholly unable to understand the 
philosophy of this proceeding. I am wholly unable to understand, for 
instance, how the farmer who is not making any money now by the 
sale of his corn and wheat and other agricultural products could be 
benefited by the imposition of a duty upon those articles unless it en- 
abled him to sell them at a higher price. But, certainly, if itaffordshim 
the opportunity to sell for a higher price, and thus make a profit where 
he is now sustaining loss, he will sell at a higher price, and so will the 
manufacturer in this country. 

I submit that Senators on this side can not be deceived by the repe- 
tition of this statement, that the increase of duty will not increase the 
price of the article, It is done for that very purpose and for no other, 
for, if that is not the purpose, it can be of no possible benefit to any 
manufacturer, X 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I think I can show even the Senator 
from Kentucky how this duty will help the American manufacturer 
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without inereasing the cost to the consumer. Iwill takea knife which 
costs per dozen 36 cents abroad. The present duty is 50 per cent, 
That is 18cents. - That, added here, makes the cost. of the knife here 44 
cents. The Senator from Kentucky knows that that knife is sold to 
the boy or to the man ina Kentucky town for 10 cents. There is not 
any question about it. I do not want to repel the idea that the manu- 
facturer is not a robber; I do not want to go into that; but there is 
somebody else who makes more money out of that knife than any 
manufacturer in this country makes out of any article, and that is be- 
tween the importer and the retailer. 2 

Of course, the retailer in Kentucky ig not going to buy an American 
knife that he can not make as much profit on. He is going to buy a 
foreign knife, which, I undertake to say, is by no means the equal or 
the American knife, which, as compared with the corresponding style 
of American knife, is simply trasb and a cheat every time it is sold; 
but if the retailer can make more profit on that knife than he can on 
an American knife, which may be sold for 19 cents and be a better 
knife, the foreigner is going to get the work to do and the American 
producer is not. There is not going to be any difference in price to 
the consumer. 

The price of knives of a certain style is just as much regulated and 
graded as the prices of cigars, You get the cheapest-priced knife at re- 
tail at 5 cents, the next at 10 cents, and from that you jump to 20 and 
25 cents, and so on. Knives better than the foreign knives will be pro- 
duced in this country and sold to the consumer as cheap as the same 
kind of knife is sold now, and he will have a better knife; but the man- 
nfacturer will make very little, and the middle-man, the jobber, or 
the retailer will not make as much as they do now upon the foreign 
trash. 

I think I have shown the Senator from Kentucky, if he desires hon- 
estly to see how it can be done and how it will be done, that such a 
thing is possible as the increase of a duty without adding to the price 
to the consumer. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, knives are made of iron, steel, wood, 
ivory, and bone, and, with the exception of ivory or pearl or something 
of that kind, are purely an American product. The Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. VEST], in the remarks which he made a little while ago, 
intimated that Americacan not compete with foreign manufacturers in 
making knives, that they labor under some great disadvantages, If 
there is anything in the world with respect to which we can compete, 
it is in the making of cutlery. We have the raw material here, and 
. we fairly compete to-day in the making of good cutlery, though our 
manufacturers are pressed to the wall, I grant, because of insufficient 
protection. 

We have been told by the other side, by at least one Senator, that 
they do not represent the foreign importers, Mr. President, they rep- 
resent the foreign importers upon this question and they represent the 
foreign manufacturers and the foreign laborers distinctly. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] has referred to the frauds 
which are practiced in respect to these knives. Thereputation of Amer- 
ican cutlery to-day in respect to most of the grades stands higher than 
does the reputation of the cutlery which is imported here, Foreign 
merchants and importers are accustomed to have American trade-marks 
or names stamped upon the cutlery which they put upon the market 
and sell as American manufacture; otherwise they would not compete 
with the American knives. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] does not know where 
this price is to be reduced, although he has attended all the hearings 
of the Committee on Finance and of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, which have been investigating this question, and undoubtedly 
has heard all this testimony, when it was proved beyond question 

Mr. ALDRICH, I was about to suggest to my colleague on the 
committee that, not satisfied with that, the minority of the committee 
on the part of the Senate have given several private hearings to the 
importers, ahd have had their testimony printed at the expense of Con- 


gress, 

Mr. CARLISLE. What was the Senator’s statement? I should 
like to hear the statement about the minority of the committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was two years ago, before the Senator became 
a member of the Senate. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I knew there had been no private hearings by the 
minority since I became a member of the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from New York permit me a moment? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Rhode Island refers to some hearings 
that were had by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] and 


m 

Mr. ALDRICH. Les. 

Mr. VEST. That testimony was printed with the consent of the 
majority of the Finance Committee and put in their hands. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Was there anything surreptitious about that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not say there was. 

Mr. VEST. Then the statement has no effect whatever. 

Mr. HISCOCK. No, there was not an surreptitious about it; 
but on this question the Senator from Kentucky, after all the investi- 


gations which have been had, should be advised. I say it was proved 
beyond any question, and the evidence was not contradicted, that there 
was a cheat and a fraud; that foreign knives were labeled with the 
names of American makers or of American firms, and their names 
stamped upon the blades, and those knives were put upon the market 
here to compete with good American cutlery, and sold up to the price 
or a little below the price, perhaps, at which the American manufact- 
urers could put their goods upon the market. They did not have to 
meet honest competition from importers, but they had to meet this 
fraudulent device. Therefore I say the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT] was right when he declared that to the boy who buys his knife, 
or for whom a knife is bought, and puts it into his pocket, you may put 
on this tariff or keep it off, and there will be no difference in the price 
of the knife that he buys, but there will be a difference, an advance 
in the value of the knife that he puts in his pocket. 

This investigation has run over two years or more, and the facts 
which I am stating have been advertised to the world for two years or 
more, and they have passed unchallenged and uncontradicted. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me to make a statement? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly, with great pleasure. 

Mr. VEST. I say emphatically that those facts were challenged in 
this Chamber, and that I produced here two years ago the absolute 
stamps and labels that were used by the manufacturers in Connecticut 
of English brands of knives, with the lion rampant upon them and 
with the words Cutlers to the Queen.“ 

Mr. PLATT. That is true, but it was also stated at that time that 
a single cutlery establishment in Connecticut at one time, and for a 
short period and on a few goods, did do that thing which they never 
ought to have done, and that is all there is to it. 

Mr. VEST. Now, I make another assertion, which I think every 
Senator who was a member of the Senate at that time and who 
paid any attention to the debate will admit to be true: That after this 
very same statement was made, which is repeated now by the Senator 
from New York and on which there has been no additional testimony 
taken since I produced here the statement of the importers—and they 
have repeated the same thing in the last hearings before the Waysand 
Means Committee and the Finance Committee—to the effect that when 
they had knives manufactured abroad the importers put their own 
brands upon them, as they had a right todo, and neverused the brands 
of anybody else without authority (which was the substance of the 
statement made by the Senator from New York). And I assert more 
than that; as the Senator has said that I madeastatement here that we 
could not compete with foreign cutleries, I distinctly stated that as to 
the Rodgers and Wosteuholm knives we could not produce and never 
had produced such knives in this country, and therefore.they com- 
mand a price which is far beyond anything else. There is a knife [ex- 
hibiting} that I bought at the Senate stationery-room for $2.50. It is 
a Rodgers knife. I could buy that same knife of an American estab- 
lishment—not as material, but the same-looking knife—for one- 
half the money, but it is the Rodgers name upon it that sells it and 
that always will sell it, and it is the same way with the Wostenholm 
knife. 

Mr. HISCOCK. On this question it is always easy in refuting a 
question for a Senator to do it, based upon some letter which he has 
received or some fact which has come into his possession, which has 
not stood the test of examination. The matter of the frauds which 
have been perpetrated has been investigated by committees; that is, 
the frauds I have indicated here have been investigated in committee, 
and they have passed unchallenged, with these importers upon the 
stand fully advised of the charges which were made against them, The 
retail prices at which they sold their goods appeared in the testimony 
which has been taken, and when you have traced one of those cheap 
knives through to the pocket of the purchaser at retail, you find that 
he gave for it all that a good American knife would have cost. 

As to the statement which the Senator from Missouri has made, that 
American cutlery can not compete with good English cutlery, I must 
say that the Senator is not well advised on that question. We can 
compete with it, and we do compete with it. 

A statement was made here some time ago that the Sheffield Com- 
pany had announced that they were through contributing to the sup- 
port of the American Government in the knives and the cutlery that 
they were sending to this country. Outside of frauds which may be 
perpetrated in the way I have described, there is no trouble, equaliz- 
ing conditions with a very moderate tariff, in American manufacturers 
of cutlery competing with the German, the Belgian, and the English 
manufacturers, 

There is no chance in respect of cutlery to cry ‘ Trust!“ Trust!“ 
We have heard upon the other side about the ingenuity of the Ameri- 
can manufacturer. The American manufacturer of cutlery is scattered 
throughout New England, New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, 
Iowa, Michigan, and other States, The proprietorship in these differ- 
ent establishments is small, that is, so far as the capital is concerned, 
and it is scattered throughout nearly half of the Northern States, the 
manufacturing States, with no possible chance for combination. 

How often have we heard it said upon the other side that American 

was the best machinery in the world; that American me- 
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chanics were the best mechanics in the world, possessing more inge- 
nuity and with the power to apply their labor more advantageously 


than foreign mechanics, and yet that it is a fact with res to cutlery f 


that we can not compete to-day with the foreign manufactures, The 
tables settle that. 

In 1882 $1,462,500 worth of cutlery was imported. In 1889 $2,006,- 
175 worth of cutlery was imported here. In 1882 the total American 

roduct was $1,320,090; and in 1889 it had decreased to $730,000, 
istellsthe story. It is all contained in that statement, with what I 
have said before. With the raw material in abundance, a class of goods 
not difficult to make, with the best mechanics or as good mechanics as 
there areupon the face of the earth, with the industry scattered through 
a dozen States, the importations here prove that we can not compete 
with the foreign manulacturers under the duty which is now imposed 
by law; and what shall wedo? It is equally well established that you 
may add this duty, and to the consumer, the final purchaser, the one 
who uses the knife, there will not be a farthing added to its cost. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, as the tables which I submitted were 
challenged by the Senator from New York, I propose to give my au- 
thority, and I ask to have it inserted. It is only a brief table. I read 
from the hearing before the Committee on Finance by the Hardware 
Association of America, the protest of the Wholesale Hardware Asso- 
ciation addressed to the chairman of the Finance Committee, and the 
accompanying tables were submitted by those gentlemen, one of which 
I ask to have published. 

I have been a little astonished, Mr. President, though I have noright 
to be, at the peculiar logic which this discussion has brought out. We 
are told that when a foreigner brings goods to this country he pays the 
duty on them, and that it does not raise the price that is paid by the 
consumer, but, on the contrary, the higher that duty is the cheaper the 
domestic will become. ‘The Senator from Connecticut says that 
many of these knife industries are now about to go to the wall for want 
of a higher duty, which, being translated into the vernacular, means 
that they are abont to perish for want of a cheaper price for the prod- 
uct which they have to sell, 

Knives costing 52 cents a dozen, for instance, abroad, which they 
are manufacturing in competition, they could not make any money on; 
they are about to go to the wall because the price of the foreign article, 
which competes with them, is 52 cents per dozen plus 50 per cent., or 
26 cents duty, total 78 cents a dozen. Now, they are about to go to 
the wall at that price, but if we will make the duty 150 per cent. on 
the same article, which this bill proposes to do, then the price of the 
domestic article, according to the logic, will be beaten down to about 
45 cents per dozen, whereupon the manufacturers may come away from 
the wall and make money. That is the logic. 

The manufacturer is about to perish, in other words, for the enact- 
ment of a law which will lower the price of his goods. It seems that 
he is forbidden now by law to sell as low as he pleases. He can only 
sell at a cheap price when the law permits him to doso. The imposi- 
tion of a duty will do him no good because it will not increase the 
price, and therefore he is perishing for the want of something that will 
do him no good. i 

Such logic, sir, may pass in the immediate precincts of a lunatic 
asylum or perhaps in Connecticut. It certainly will not pass among 
any people accustomed to the use of human reason whose judgment is 
not warped by their personal interests. If the duty would dono good, 
in the way of raising the price, reasonable men will always inquire how 
it would do the manufacturers any good, for with this article, with 
this peculiar character of knife, costing 52 cents per dozen, I see that 
the foreign importations are about 50 per cent., or one-half of the whole 
consumption of that class of articles, and if the American manufact- 
urer is losing money and supplying one-half the market at 52 cents a 
dozen, I can not see for the life of me how he could make money by 
supplying the whole market at less than 52 cents a dozen. 

have heard, indeed, of a man who apologized for selling so cheap. 

He declared that thesuit of clothes he was selling to the customer was 

just $2 below cost on every suit, and the only way he managed to keep 

alive was by having a very large trade; otherwise he would certainly 
(Laughter. ] 

Now, it seems to me that the protectionists ought to blow hot or blow 
cold and keep atit. If they will come up like men and admit that 
the tariff is a tax, and that a duty imposed upon the foreign article 
permits them to add something to the price of the article which they 
make at home, and ask for it for that reason, within bounds, and sub- 
ject to the necessities of the Government, I am always willing to con- 
cede it. But when they undertake to make me believe that the for- 
eigner pays the duty, and that the duty when added to the price 
does not increase the cost of the article, and that, on the contrary, the 
higher the tax you place on an article the cheaper it gets, and that men 
can not live by manufacturing articles at 52 cents a dozen, but can live 
when the price is below that, itis a little too great a strain upon m 
credulity. I resist it because I do not believe in the logic by whic 
the claim is supported. I resist it because it is an attempt to take 
money out of the pockets of my people on false pretenses. 

I send to the desk and ask that the table which I have marked be 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to have it 
inserted in the RECORD or read at the desk? 

Mr. VANCE. Let it be inserted. I mean an extract from it, one 
of the tables; I do not mean the whole of them. 

The table referred to is as follows: 


Table showing the present and proposed rates of duiy on pocket knives. 


Increase of Pro 


Present posed 
seals. be cost per | Proportion duty (50 per posed roposed An ad 
ozen. ofimports.| cent. ad uty. uty over nts 

valorem). present duty. Valorem. 

Per cent, Per cont, 
3 17 80. 12 80.24 100 100 
0,52 0, 26 0.76 100 150 
0.74... 50 0.87 0.87 135 120 
1.00. 0.50 1,00 100 100 
1.22 0. 61 1. 11 80 91 
1.58 0.79 1.79 125 113 
1.82 30 0.91 1.91 110 105 
8.00... 1.50 3.50 133 117 
4.00... 2.00 4.00 100 * 
5,00... 2.50 4.50 80 90 
6.00. 3.00 5.00 66 83 
7.00 2} 3.50 5.50 57 78 
8.00 4.00 6.00 50 5 
9.00... 4,50 6.50 45 72 
10 % „ 5.00 7.00 40 70 


Figured out at the proper proportion of imports for each grade the duty is 
over 110 per cent, ad valorem. 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I have here a letter from the governor 
of the State which I have in part the honor to represent, who is himself a 
manufacturer and in his own life has illustrated the best that Ameri- 
can institutions can produce, and who as a business man is as thor- 
oughly acquainted with the principles and the practical working of a 
protective tariff as any man within my knowledge, - He is engaged in 
this particular business of manufacturing cut ery, and I have here, as 
I was saying, a short letter from him upon this particular par- 
agraph of the bill, which I will read to the Senate. It is addressed 
to my colleague, who, as we know, is absent on account of ill-health 
and who undoubtedly if present would present it himself.. It has been 
in my possession for some time and I now give it to the Senate. It 
is dated at Antrim, May 17, 1890, and addressed to my colleague: 

Anrerm, N. H., May 17, 1890, 

Dear Sin: In the campaign of 1888 I spoke with Hon. O. C. Moore at Lebanon, 
N. H., on the tariff question. 

I took a tabie-knife with me and held it in my hand, and I said tie steel of ' 
which that knife was made would have cost, in 1860, 10 cents in gold per Ieren 
and must be imported from England, as it was not made in thiscountry; thatthe 
price continued the same for many years, or until some years after the wur. The 

rice of gold, however, went upso high that we were obliged atone time to pay 
In American currency 25 cents a pound for this same steel, though it was regu- 
larly 10 cents a pound in gold. en the tariff made it a little higher. 

The result was that steel industries commenced in this country, and although 
our people did not understand the business and could not make first-class steel 
in the inning, yet the price being so high they could sell it at a la: profit. 
The result was that 3 up like a mushroom in the ht, and 
the steel ind grew wonderfully for a few years, until finally our people 
could make all the steel needed, And their competition with each 3 
so great, their study of the business was so earnest, that they not only 
make steel as good as it could be made in any other part of the world, but also - 
could make it so cheap that now I buy this steel, or steel of equal quality to 
that which cost 10 cents per pound before the war, for less than 3 cents per 


pound. 

If it had not been for this great stimulus of our American steel industry caused 
by the high price of gold and the tariff, there is svay reason to suppose that we 
sbould to-day be paying the same price that we paid in 1860, 

I said the Republican idea of the tariff was to admit without duty all such 
things as we needed and could not produce or find in this country. 

We use considerable block-tin, and, in accordance with this idea, block-tin 
comes in free, because, until recently, no tin mines had been discovered. 

We use, also, for common table cutlery, wood called cocoholo, which grows in 
Central Africa, and ebony, which grows in Madagascar and South America in 
large quantities. Neither of these woods can be found within the limits of the 
Uni States; consequently, carrying out the sanie idea, our tariff laws, as they 
now stand, admit these woods free of duty. 

Steel, block-tin,and wood compose most of the stock in the manufacture of 
table cutlery; consequently, if we had absolute free trade to-day, we 
e save anything in the purchase of the stock of which these goods are 
made, i 

In 1872, when I commenced the manufacture of cutlery, the prices were just - 
about two and one-half times what they are to-day. 

If 95 make the tariff law so that duties on cutlery are so high that nothing 
can be imported of the kind, the price of table cutlery would not advane ma- 
terially within the next twelve months in this country, while after that, with 
the competition which would be stimulated by our ine business here, the 
price would gradually begin to decline. We should discover new methods of 
manufacture and be able to save largely in the labor cost of our 
within ten zoare I verily believe we should be able to produce cutlery in this 
country and compete in the markets of the world, and still maintain our pres- 
ent labor prices. 


Mr. GIBSON. May I ask the Senator from New Hampshire a ques- 
tion right there? The writer of that letter says, if we increase therates 
of duty on this cutlery even to the point of prohibition, the effect will 
not be to increase the price of the cutlery in the markets of our coun- 
try. If that will not be the case, why should we increase the duty ? 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator has not quite caught the expression used 
in the letter. The writer says: 


It you make the tariff law so that duties on cutlery are so high thet nothing 


the competition which would be stimulated by our increased business 
price would gradually begin to decline. 


The increase of duty in this 8 A not asked for the purpose 
of reaching the point of prohibition; he alludes to that only for the 
purpose of illustration. But this increased ion is asked in order 
to produce the proper development of the industry here, not to prohibit 
the introduction of a foreign article during that period, while the evolu- 
tion is on in our own country, so that while that process is going 
on, until we reach the point where we ean manufacture to the extent of 
the entire demand of our own country, the consumer can receive the 
article at the present or a slightly increased price; he goes on to say, 
“while after that,“ although not greatly raised for the present even, 
the condition of the industry being such now 


While after that, with the competition which would be stimulated by our in- 
creased business here, the price would gradually begin to decline. e should 
discover new methods of manufacture, and be able to save largely in the labor- 
cost of our goods, and within ten years I verily believe we should be able to pro- 
duce cutlery in this country and compete in the markets of the world, and still 
maintain our present labor prices. 

At present, however— 

And here comes the fact— 


At present, however, with our labor twice or three times as high as it is in 
Germany, we can not meet the competition outside of this country. 

At least two-thirds of the cost, . of the table cutlery is the manual labor 
2 in the production, 

‘or the interest of the consumer, of the dealer. and of the manufacturer and 
the laborer, I hope you will do all you can to maintain the present cutlery 
schedule as reported in the McKinley bill. 

I learn that some dealers in the West and manufacturers in New York are 
using every effort to reduce, if possible, this eutl: schedule. 
Do not be deceived ask 


We only on ent to enable us to furnish 
to our own people the $1,000,000 w. or so of cutlery that is now annually im- 
_ ported from foreign countries. 
Truly yours, 


D. H. GOODELL. 
Hon. WILMA E. CHANDLER, Washington, D. C. 


I should like to have the letter inserted in the RECORD. I do not 
desire to consume the time of the Senate. I think an emphatic, con- 
densed statement of that kind is much better than any I could make 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not desire to discuss this ques- 
tion at this late hour, but I want to put in the RECORD a statement 
to go with the statement of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] 
about the failure on the part of our people to make good knives, etc, 
I find in the testimony taken before the British commission in 1886 
that there was considerable testimony given as to the Sheffield manu- 
. factures, It was declared there that there were some kinds of cutlery 
that we had succeeded in making superior to anything that they had 
made in that country, and especially that was true of a class of scissors 
that we make in this country. It was also complained that there 
great frauds committed by manufacturers in using bad steel 
and cheap steel which they had improperly marked. I only want to 
read a brief statement from one of the witnesses, or rather a brief 
statement that tollows the testimony: 

Mr. Wardlex at the close exhibited 
which were marked“ shear-stee!* 


g r. Wardley sahid these * to 4 —. and — 
practical purposes where evenness of temper and a keen cut! 
nired this class of ds is useless, He also showed some enmen 
isters, instead of being fo from the solid, were composed of a 
and run onto blades fiyed common ecl scrap; these 
marks upon them which thought should only be on genuine arti- 
r. Wardley also showed samples oi dies purporting to be ivory and 
r in quality, and he asked one of the commissioners to set fire to one of 
handles, which he did with a match, thus showing the falsity of the arti- 


p 


r. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I think there is no line of business 
this country in which there is so much old-line fraud and lying as 
there is in the business. There are sold in this country some 
thirty or forty different knives with names on them implying that they 
are made in the United States. Wehad some of the guilty men in the 
Finance Committee room one day, and the only escape one of them 
could make from it was by saying what the Senator from Missouri has 
repeated for him, that he sent over there and had his knives made in 
Germany, and he had a right to put any name on them he pleased. He 
‘was not a knife-maker here, he was simply an importer, and he told 
the knife-maker in Germany, where the workmen get about 40 cents a 
day, to put on the knives ‘‘New England Cutlery Company,” Co- 
Inmbia Cutlery Company, Granville Cutlery Company; Ido not 
know how many of t there are now. They are made by workmen 
working at starvation prices and made out of cheap material, and it 
ought to be a penitentiary offense to sell them anyhow, most of them. 

That is the way many people get an idea that we do not make a good 
knife in America. I do not know a concern in our State—others can 
Speak for themselyes—that makes any knives of that description, and 
J will find for the Senator from Missouri a knife just as good as that 
Rodgers knife he held up. The their name. Their 
3 is a dividend, and they deserve it. So does Wosten- 


E 


also, But I will give the Senator a knife from Connecticut with 
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which he may shave himself for the rest of tho season, or a pen-knife, 
or a pocket-knife. 

Our men will be glad to be protected in an honest name. They will 
make a knife and put upon it the genuine name of the company or place 
or both, and they will fight for that name. A leading case in the En- 
glish reports is where a foreigner bears the title of a Connecticut mann- 
facturing company, the Collins Ax Company. They sued the English 
manufacturer for putting Collins“ upon their axes, even the small 
word Collins,“ and, all honor to the British court, they gained their 
suit after a long struggle. There are as many manufacturers in Con- 
necticut in proportion to population and I think really more than you 
will find anywhere else who have made their fight for the name, for 
the man who starts to go in a business and stays in it knows that if the 
article he makes is always of high excellence by and by it will be, as 
I said, a dividend; he can sell for 6 per cent., or 5 per cent., or 10 per 
cent. higher than anybody else. That is the sort of knife we want to 
make, 

By the way, the Senator from North Carolina wanted to know how 
it was that higher duties brought about lower prices and how a high 
tariff could bring us lower prices. That is a perpetual mystery to him. 
Now, the fact is that the manufactures of the United States as a rule, 
by and large, are cheaper than they were at the close of the war. Are 
they not? Are not the great mass of articles that men use cheaper 
than they were before the war? The great mass of articles that the 
farmer buys, all his manufacturing implements of all sorts, the carpen- 
ters’ tools, tools of every trade, whatever you want, are a great deal 
cheaper and the price has been steadily going down. 

Mr. GRAY. All over the world. 

Mr. HAWLEY. All over the world to some extent, but more 
markedly in the United States than anywhere else. The foreigner 
sees it because he says the Yankee never undertakes to manufacture a 
thing without getting up a newer That is true. You enact 
this duty upon tin-plate and you will not see probably 100 of 
it made as they make it in Europe now, by going around clumsily 
dipping the plate into pickle two or three or four times. You will 
soon find a machine that will travel those plates through from one bath 
afteranother. You will find it done by machinery. You will find the 
process improved and the price of your tin brought down. The Yankee 
contractor never undertakes to make 10,000 of anything in the world 
without having ten or fifteen or twenty workmen in the shop, all the 
while studying as to how they can do it better and cheaper. 

In the great Colt establishment it was a humming hive of invention 
there for ten or fifteen years. All that time when the com were 
making tens and tens of thousands of pistols they used to sublet the 
job to contractors, among them, say, 10,000 barrels, 10,000 guards, 10,- 
000 triggers, 10,000 hammers, etc., to a mechanic, and give him bench- 
room and power, and he getting so much apiece for them by the ten 
thousand spent his days and nights studying as to how he could get 
20 per cent. more out oſ a certain machine in aday. The consequence 
was that nothing in the shop staid the same for three months at a time, 
and Py while they had the best arms-manufacturing machinery in 
the world. 

The concern in my own town has sold to the German Government 
$3,000,000 worth of arms-making machinery because it was not only 
the best kind of machinery, but because it was the best made. 
made many improvements there. Their reputation is very high. They 
can charge more. It is known all over Europe. In the language of 
the Englishman, the American invents as the Greek sculptures or the 
Italian paints. It is genius; and we have had the great semin 
and common sense to foster all this by an admirable patent law, w. 
has been cheapas dirt compared with the patent laws of foreign countries. 

Now, give us a chance. Put up a tence for a time; keep out not a 
legitimate competition. I do not care if the in is so close that some 
ot the foreign goods get in, perhaps so much the better; but it is no fair 
fight when people are compelled to work for 10 or 15 or 20 cents a da 
in other countries. I hold it is worth while that we should esta 
those industries in this country. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Connecticut, if he will permit me, 
says keep up the fence fora time. Has he ever undertaken to indi- 
cate how long that time is to be? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, I can go aroun: the country and find fences 
taken down. I find there has not been a tariff enactment since the 
war that has not put additional articles un the free-list. 

Mr. VANCE. What has been put upon the free-list that is manu- 
factured in this country ? 

Mr, HAWLEY. I can find some articles, I suppose, by looking at 
it. I should think I might from the length of the free-list. 

Mr, VANCE. I should be very glad to see anything put on the 
freelist that competes with anything manulactured in this country, 

Mr. HAWLEY. One partial answer to some things that have been 
stated is the fact of which I am just now reminded, that as we invent 
these improved machines they steal them abroad or buy them, and 
then set their men at work for 40 or 50 cents a day making the article. 
Ol course that is not exactly a fair competition. We have brought down 
the price of articles all along the whole line, notoriously, for example, in 
Bessemer steel, where the moment we began to make it our men 
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to improve in the processes —all the iron manufacturers know it per- 
fectly well—and they have have been improving the whole line of 
work, Now, here is The London Ironmonger of April 2, 1889: 

Many classes of cutlery wages are deplorably low, about 25 per cent, less than 
a fair average. 

London Ironmonger of October 26, 1889: ’ 

Six dozen can be made in a day of fourteen hours, and the workmen receive 
Ac. net for a day of fourteen hours, 

Sheffield Independent of March 16, 1889: 


Pocket-knife grinders are work a full week for 15s. 
The Lords Committee has been taking the evidence of men and women em- 
loyed at Cradley Heath and Halesowen, the chain and nail districts, 
Pek . The evidence is in harmony with all that has been said about the bard- 
worked and badly paid men and women of the Black country. 

I find, however, some men can earn 13g. per week by working long hours, 
but I venture to say not for seventy-four hours per week, as do some spring- 
knife cutlers in Sheftield, whose w: are but 13s. Gd. per week. 

That table-k nife hafters are working full time for 14%. per week. 

That some are working without a fan to carry off the injurious bone dust, 
which depresses the spirit and makes the condition of employment almost un- 
bearable. 

That the spring-knife cutlers (vide report Wadsley cutlers’ meeting) are work- 

sixty hours per week for 10s.and 128. 
t many table-blade grinders are only earning 14s. and 15s, per week. 


Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, the position the Senator from Connec- 
ticut says this country is in is a good deal like that ot the bully who 
Was boasting of his manhood, that he could just whip all creation; he 

could strike harder blows and he could strike more of them; hecould 
scratch and he could gouge; he could bite worse than any human 
being upon the face of the earth, and he never had met his match yet 
ora man who could stand before him. Or, like the old Irish widow, 
who was groaning over the death ot her husband who had been blown 
up by a keg of powder in a mine, and after conjuring him and the 
story of his lovely domestic qualities, she dried her tears and said: 
**Divil a man could ever stand before him in the mine. Surely, God 
Almighty had to take advantage of him with a keg of powder.“ 
[Laughter.] And yet, although these countrymen of his are so full of 
invention, and so fnll of skill, and so full of energy, and so full of in- 
dustry, and can beat all the workmen of the world, he says, Put up 
the fence; do not let them come in, if you please; keep them off; I 
could whip them until their mammies would not know them when 
brought home on a shutter, but do not let them come in; keep the 
peace; put up that fence.” 

Ah, Mr. President, it is child’s play to talk that way. The question 
is not what American skill and genius and invention can do. They are 
unrivaled before the world. But the question is shall this great and 
magnificently organized country for human labor and for buman pro- 
duction acknowledge its inferiority with the same breath with which 
it claims its superiority and beg that the pauper of Europe and his 
production should be kept away, that he should have a ‘fair field for 
awhile? They never will mention a time when they are willing to 
let the fence down. They have been talking that for one hundred 

ears, since the time this Government was born. Since American po- 

itical society was organized they have been talking about that 
time coming when we should be independent of all the world and be 
able to set everybody at defiance. That time was coming, but it never 
came. Like to-morrow, it is always in the future. 

They want these duties raised now to 150 per cent., some of them, 
none of them to less than 70 per cent. upon cutlery. When they want 
the duties raised they say they must have the tariff. When they want 
to boast of the ingenuity and the skill and the invention of their people, 
they say those have made prices low. Now, either the high duties 
have made everything low or they have not, one or the other. If they 
have made everything low, then I do not wish to hear any more of the 
boasting about the superiority of Americans, If the inventions of 
science, if the skill of our people and the geniusand the energy of our 
people have made prices low, then let us stand by that and have no 
more to say about the tariff. We certainly can not logically claim that 
both have been the cause. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, what sort of a country does the 
Senator want to have this to be anyhow? Ido not know what his 
theory is. Those gentlemen have a certain advantage of us on the 
other side. There are protectionists all around among them, pretty 
nearly straight-out protectionists. There are men who believe in a 
revenue tariff with incidental protection. There are men who believe 
in a little protection for their particular localities and none elsewhere; 

*and then there are free-traders among them. But there is not a man 
among them who will draught a full tariff bill and offer it here and say 
that that is the Democratic idea, for he does not know what that idea 
is, It isa little different from the one we propose; that is all. 

Nearly every whine and cavil and growl and fault that they have 
had over our bill here could have been applied to the Mills bill itself, 
because that had big duties, It lefta great many duties as they were; 
the changes were trifling; in some it clipped off a toe-nail here or some- 
thing of that sort and called it aretorm bill. They said it was because 
they could not do any better at the time; but I should like to have 
some man draw one and then hang it up for a specimen of what they 
would do if they had absolute power. 

Their argument is substantially this—ié can not be avoided—that if 


anybody in God’s world can make anything cheaper than it can be 
made here, it is our duty to buy it. Now, if there is a meaner word 
in the English language than the word cheap,“ I do not know what 
it is. Itis mean and nasty, the word cheap is. Cheap labor means 
cheap clothes, cheap food, cheap lodging, cheap mo and chea 
human devils, That iswhat cheapness means. Are we to have it 
Break down your barriers. You do not want the Chinaman in here; 
you have forbidden him; but now carry your machines abroad, and 
they will go by and by to the Chinaman and he will work for 4 or 5 
cents a day with these magnificent American machines, and then he 
will come with ship-loads of stuff to sell at less than Europeans or Amer- 
icans or anybody else. 

Let the Chinaman come, then. That is the Democratic doctrine, is 
it? If it is not, I do not know what is. You do not want poor for- 
eign laborers coming over here. You are passing statutes here, I con- 
sider dirty statutes some of them, to keep men out, Hereis aman in 
Europe now who is a good tradesman, a good mechanic, and he knows 
he can come here and get $50 a month at his trade; He makes a bar- 
gain with any one of you gentlemen to come here and he comes here. 

Is not that a pretty good kind of an immigrant? But you keep him 
out, and we bring in ship-loads of men who do not know what they 
can do or what they are going to do, and they come in free. You had 
better let the laziest and lousiest of all come here free, because he would 
learn after awhile; and it would be better than life in his own coun- 
try, where he works for next to nothing, than to send his goods here 
free. Yet you would 'take the tariff off and let those cheap goods come 
in. Is that your logic? What is your tariff to be and what sort of 
a country do you want to have, anyhow? You talk about the British 
tariff. I have found but one man on that side who had pluck enough 
to say that was a model tariff, and that was my friend from North 
Carolina, and he thought that was the best tariff there was going. 

Sir, the Lord ighty gave us within this country almost every- 
thing. I loathe the old Chinese-wall humbug. Sir, build it, and 
build it a hundred miles high, and we shall live within it fifty years 
and come out rich and fatand happy. You will not have much coffee 
or much tea; you will not have much silk goods; but there is nothing 
mechanical, nothing essential to human happiness, progress, and pros- 
perity that we would not be able to make within that time. Shut 
Great Britain up for six months and half her people would be in the 
grave. And yet you think the same economic system is good for the 
two countries. 

Great Britain by her own statistician says that she has to bring in 
93 per cent. of her raw material from abroad. The same statistician 
in the same paragraph says America gets the same figure of raw material _ 
from within her own bounds; and yet gentlemen argue from the British 
tariff to ours, The Englishman could not live a week under our tariff, 
and therefore having cut his tail off or it having been cut off by nati 
he wants us to cut ours off He can not raise half enough to fi 
him. Ninety per cent. of his materials he gets from elsewhere. He 
has to be fed by commerce; he has-to live by commerce; and so what 
he has to do he thinks other people ought to do. He goes around the 
world with his ships bullying and annexing and controlling little na- 
tions, inferior peoples, everywhere expanding his territory, or as one 
of their statesmen said. John Bull thinks he is increasing his glory 
by increasing his burdens; he is undertaking to cultivate patches all 
over the world where his Lancaster men can sell That is what 
‘John Bull” thinks, and the drum that accompanies the sun around 
the world is the drum ofcommerce, the drummer. That is the states- 
manship of Great Britain. 

They have to live so. On the other hand we have to live in the 
other direction. If we obey the plain intimation of whatis the will of 
the Almighty in giving us these possibilities, it is our duty to culti- 
vate them. Says one of these Englishmen—they occasionally let slip 
the truth when they are arguing about this country—speaking of the 
United States and its glory and progress and material possibilities, 
Blessed is the nation that is self-contained and need not be always 
asking what other peoples are doing.” We can be self-contained, and 
there was no more glorious vision ever placed before a statesman than 
the vision of what these United States shall be under such a policy as 
the Republican policy in all matters of justice and of material prog- 
ress such as this country will be, with a variety of industries. The 
diversification of industry is absolutely essential.to the moral and 
mental health, and prosperity as well, of the country. 

The country that is all farmers is behind the world. Surely there is not 
enough to develop all there is in the man there. Find a purely agricult- 
ural country, and yon al ways find one which is unfortunate in many re- 
spects. Take some of your Western States, where all you have to do is to 

low and to so corn and wheat and gather corn and wheat, to raise some 
and raise some pork. That is substantially all you have got to do; 
unless you go to work under the tariff and establish industries among 
yourselves there, the whole family is not at work half the year, What 
is to be done in winter but take care of your cattle and horses, etc.? 
You do not spend the winter in manufacturing your implements of 
iculture, as they used to do in New England, making plows and 
rakes, and all that; no, you can buy them or anything you want witha 
few bushels of wheat. Your wheat and your corn and your herds of 
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beeves will buyallyou want. Youraisethem. What do you do withyour 
winter months? Are your boys all fitted just forfarming and nothing 
else? Are they all made like the ten million rakes they turn out from 
the factory ? 

No, sir; three-quarters of the boys in your houses do not like it and 
want to get away. Where do they go? Onto another farm? No; 

_ by and by one of them gets down into a factory somewhere and looks 
into the door on great steam engines and hears the roar of machinery 
and itis a trumpet to him. He says, Dad’’—and the old dad did 
not think he was worth raising beſore— I know where I am going; 
and by and by he is a first-rate mechanic and perhaps the owner of a 
factory. Another boy, where there is a diversified industry, finds an- 
other work to do, and another, another; and all trades of all kinds 
are open to the men of all possibilities; and the consumer und producer 
are brought door to door, and that whole social and material organiza- 
tion becomes like one grand organ, where every pipe is there and every 
pipe has its use. 

That is the result of a diversified industry. You can not have a 
good people without it, and you can not have a prosperous people with- 
ont it. The infinite rot of the glories of commerce Lam tired of. What 
good is there to carry a thing 3,000 miles to get it turned over into 
another thing to bring 3,000 miles back to the man who made the first 
thing? 

But it is quite wrong, they tell us, to have both operations performed 
in the United States. Why, there are two changes, two complete 
transformations of capital when the original thing is sold as a raw ma- 
terial and as a finished product; one man turns it over to some neigh- 
bors in a neighboring establishment and it comes out a finished prod- 
uct with another operation—two uses of capital. White wings of 
commerce’? and all that sort of thing; they are beautiful if you can 
not get along without them, but what this world has been trying to 
do for the last hundred years is to get rid of transportation. 

The genius of the world has been devoted to the escaping from this 
calamity of commerce; I would rather use the word“ transportation.“ 
All the hens cackle when there is an improvementin railway engineer- 
ing or in steam-ships, a little less coal, a better grade, different kinds 
of boiler of some sort or other, an improvementin the track, and every 
successive improvement, little in itself, is heralded as an especially 
good thing. What comes of it? By and by, instead of 2 cents a ton 
a mile for freight it is a cent, and then it is a half a cent, and now it is 
down to four mills, What does that do? The place that was a thou- 
sand miles from New York is then 250 miles from New York, is it not, 
so far as dollars areconcerned? Instead of running even the 250 miles 
to do the transformation of those products made within your own neigh- 
borhood and town, these changes atshort range were going on, and this 
blessed thing of transportation, this glorious thing called, yes, trans- 
portation, commerce—it would be commerce then from hand to hand 
this glorious beauty, this desirable thing, toting about, would be prac- 
tically eliminated out of civilization. 

Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator from Connecticut whether he 
voted for the bill to subsidize ships ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I believe I did, with great pleasure. We have got 
to trade with some one and got to trade a good deal, thanks to free- 
traders; and besides there are some things we can not produce, and we 
are very glad to get them, and some people want to go traveling, and 
Jam glad to give them an opportunity to go in American ships also. 
But the gentleman can not deny that it is an improvement not to carry 
a bag to the mill with a stone in one side and grain in the other, and 
vet that is the upshot of unnecessary commerce; it amounts to that. 
It is two payments for freight when neither is necessary. The duty of 
these United States is, with malice towards none and charity for all, 
to see if we can not produce within our own lines everything that 
everybody wants, and so the producer and consumer shall be hand to 
hand, and so the man, whatever he does, shall find that he will have 
something to do in some chorus of industry. That is what we ought 
to make out of this country. 

Now, either say yes or no; say protection“ or say no protection.“ 
I dislike the half and half business any how. The man who says he 
is for a revenue tariff with incidental protection yields the whole 

principle. Do not be a coward about it. He yields the whole princi- 
ple. Incidental protection, half and half, an inch of protection when 
another inch will be life and half an inch is death—that is the sort of 
thing. Be one thingor theother, Isay. Yes, incidental protection is 
N robbery (thank you, Mr. JONES), and incidental small profit 
follows. $ 

So, practically, you are for protection as a reasonable protection, I 
do not want an unreasonableone, I criticise this bill as we go along, 
from paragraph to paragraph, and I am glad to hear some of you do so, 
and I think [ shall vote for some changes. I think, perhaps, some 
clauses I would have drawn differently; but if you agree that it is not 
a crime to take care of your own household, then you need not quar- 
rel about the duties too closely, one way or ano’ Tou will get 
along with perfect harmony if your heart isright on that subject; and 
if you want to have an America worth inhabiting you will not have 


any difficulty. E 
. VAN I have listened with great interest to the Senator 


from Connecticut, and I have been enlightened in many respects. He 
told us, among other things, that he despised cheap things; that cheap- 
ness was meanness and nastiness—badness, nastiness—and yet he has 
just been boasting how the genius of this country had made things 
cheap, and that all the genius of Connecticut, I am to understand, is 
directly in the direction of nastiness and meanness; the genius of this 
country tends that way, and the eloquence of her statesman is heard 
here for the purpose of advocating meanness and nastiness, I had asort 
of suspicion of that, but I was too polite to say so, 

Mr. President, when an orator undertakes to put Senators on this side, 
who are in favor of as free trade as the necessities of the Government 
will permit, in the position of believing that no manufactory whatso- 
ever could flourish without the imposition of high duties, he yields the 
whole question. His whole argument assumes thatif the policy of the 
Democratic party was to prevail there would not be a factory in the 
United States. His whole argument assumes that, from the very nature 
of manufacturing in America, the operator can not be satisfied with the 
price which is fixed by the normal demand for the article, but that it 
must be enhanced by artificial laws, which, strange to say, these arti- 
ficial laws do not enhance according to their doctrine, when he must 
know that the greatest manufacturing nation of this world or of any 
other world that we have any knowledge of is a country that has abso- 
lute free trade in regard to manufactured products, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then I understand the Senator to repeat, as he did 
awhile before, that the British tariff brings the greatest prosperity to 
the country. I want him to stick to that and put it in the next plat- 
form. 

Mr. VANCE. The British tariff, as far as I remember what it is, 
is one that is imposed upon articles which yield revenue to the Gov- 
ernment, and not revenue for private parties. The protective tariff of 
Republican politicians in the United States is one which yields private 
profit and revenue for the pockets of the operators, and not for the 
Treasury, and that your own Supreme Court has said is not legisla- 
tion, but it is robbery under the forms of Jaw; and for once I agree with 
that Republican Supreme Court. 

If we had a tariff levied upon those things which our people con- 
sume that did not compete and if we had a tariff levied upon the in- 
comes of your millionaires and they were made to pay to the support 
of the Government in proportion to their property which is protected 
by the Government, we should come nearer having a perfect financial 
system than we have here now by the distance which is between the 
heavens and the earth. That is my opinion about a tariff. 

But I was going on further to say that in pursuit of the idea that 
cheapness was nastiness and meanness, I had discovered {rom the elo- 
quent speech of the Senator from Connecticut the secret of the imposi- 
tion of the highest duties on the cheap articles and the lowest duties 
on the high-priced articles. I have found now why it is that Ameri- 
can Senators in the nineteenth century, in the midst of our civilization, 
in the midst of the humanitarian sentiment of Christianity that per- 
vades us all, would let in the crêpe silk shawl of the millionaire's wife 
at 50 per cent, duty and put 115 per cent. upon the coarse wools that 
wrap the poor man’s wife and protect her from the cold; and it is that 
cheap wool is mean and nasty. That is the secret of it, I suppose. 

I have shown in the course of this debate, or attempted to show 
upon every schedule, that the same policy was pursued. The little 
boy with his Barlow knife has to pay nearly twice as mach per cent. 
as the gentleman who, like the Senator from Missouri, displayed a two 
dollar and a half Rodgers knife. He did not want to carry a cheap 
and nasty knife, but the little fellow has to carry a 10 cent Barlow, 
and the Government comes down upon him because Senators on that 
side despise cheapness; it is mean; it is nasty. 

Well, Mr. President, it is a matter of taste. It can not be called a 
matter of political economy, for there is no economy in it. It is a per- 
version of every principle of justice and humanity upon which this 
bill is framed. 

I believe, sir, that is all I want to say. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the Senator from North Carolina 
knows perfectly well what I meant by cheap and nasty.“ I meant 
a country where people live as his slaves used to live and as slaves live 
abroad now. I meant a country where people are much better off than 
they were, who get 20 cents a day and live in hovels and have imperfect 
clothing and no schools, perhaps, at all. There is a cheap country, is 
it not? Can not the poor man live cheaply there? No doubt he can. 
What his neighbor makes for 20 cents he can buy cheaply, and the re- 
sult of it is a wretched country. The word cheap has been mis- 
used and abused until it gives to one an idea of the most unfortunate 
and degraded people. 

There is nothing cheaper in the world than can be found in China, 
and yet probably there is no degradation in the world that equals it. 
There may be nothing cheaper, perhaps, unless it be in Africa, where 
it does not take any work at all to live, where you may lie on your 
back and eat the fruit that drops from the tree. is there a cheap coun- 
try anywhere that is a desirable country, that you think is a happy 
country socially? Not one. 

The Senator speaks of the British tariff. This is not the time for 
that. It may be that I shall make another day's work of that, The 
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whole British organization is obliged to take money out of the people 
after the fashion of a poll-tax, man by man. The British tariff is only 
on four classes of articles, leaving out gold and silver plate, which is 
a small matter here. It is on the liquors, and on the tobaccos, and on 
the coffee, and on the tea, and the duty is the same, It is not an ad 
valorem duty, it is a specific duty, and the poor man uses just about 
as many pounds of tea and as many pounds of coffee and about as 
many pounds of tobacco as the rich man. 

The rich man will smoke $2 a pound tobacco and the poor man will 
smoke 25 cents a pound tobacco, and each will pay his 10 or 15 cents 
duty, or much higher than that. It is 10 cents on tea. So, as nearly 
as they can make it, it isa poll-tax. In the same manner there is a 
revenue upon liquors, etc. The rich people do not pay anything, I 
tell the Senator from North Carolina, for buying silks or tapestries or 
embroideries. 

Mr. VANCE. They make them pay an income tax? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ves; that is the only case where they aim to get 
something out of the rich man. But, as I say, that is too much of a 
temptation. I cau not go into it now. 


BUSINESS OF THE SESSION. 


Mr. HOAR, I ask leave to give a notice. I desire to have printed 
for the information of the Senate two amendments which I propose to 
` offer to the resolution submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania 
Lie Quax], which I desire to give notice of now, and have them 
rinted. 
p The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be received, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. BLAIR, Let them be read. 

Mr. HOAR: One of them isa substitute for which I gave notice the 
other day. 

COURTS IN MISSOURI, 

Mr. ALDRICH rose. 

Mr. VEST. I anticipate the motion of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, and I ask him to let the tariff bill be laid aside for a moment 
until I can report a bill which I am compelled to ask the passage of 
this afternoon. 

Mr, ALDRICH. 


pose. 

Mr. VEST. Iam authorized by the Committee on the Judiciary to 
report a bill favorably; and I desire to say a word in regard to the exi- 
gency of its passage. 

It is a bill entirely local, in regard to holding a term of the Federal 
court in October in Kansas City or in Springfield, Mo., and unless the 
bill is passed now it will create great confusion and delay. The bill 
was drawn at the instance of the judge of the court and I ask for its 
present consideration. 

The bill (S. 4335) to change the time of the sessions of the circuit 
and district courts for the western district of Missouri was read the 
first time by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks that 
the unfinished business may be informally laid aside that the bill just 
reported from the Committee on the Judiciary may be considered. It 
will be read at length for information, subject to objection. 

The bill was read the second time at length, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES F. BOWERS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was read: 
To the Senate of the United States: 

In compliance witha resolution of the Senate of the 5th instant (the House of 
Representatives concurring) I return herewith the bill (S. 1293) entitled An act 
for the relief of Charles F. Bowers.“ 

2 BENJ. HARRISON, 


T yield to the Senator from Missouri for that pur- 


EXEoUTIVE MAnsIon, June 6, 1890, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This message has been lying on the 
table. The bill ro which it refers was defective in containing no pro- 
vision for an appropriation, and a bill upon the same subject been 
passed containing the clause that was omitted. If there be no objec- 
tion, the Chair will direct the signature of the President of the Senate 
to be erased, and the bill will then be returned to the House of Rep- 
resentatives. The Chair hears no objection. 


STEAMERS STROMA AND MARCO AURELIA. 


Mr. GIBSON. I ask leave to call up a bill reported from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce by the chairman of the committee this morning, 
with a recommendation that it pass. It is a bill to provide a register 
for the steamers Stroma and Marco Aurelia. These twosteamers were 
wrecked in the Gulf of Mexico and they were repaired at the expense 
of more than two-thirds of their value, and under the law would be 
entitled to this register from the Treasury Department, but they were 
wrecked more than three miles from the shore, and therefore it re- 
quires an act of Congress, which is recommended by the Committee 
on Commerce. I ask for the present consideration of the bill, which 
is Senate bill 4312. 
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There being no objection, the bill (S. 4312) to provide American 
registers for the steamers Stroma and Marco Aurelia was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for othér purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 
dered on the pending amendment, is the Senate ready for the question ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 6 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, August 20, 1890, 
at 10 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, August 19, 1890. 
SS House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved, 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


TheSPEAKER. Theletterofthe Secretary of the Interior embodied 
in Executive Document No. 457 was sent to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, but should have been referred to the Committee on Military : 
Affairs, as it relates only incidentally to invalid pensions. In the ab- “>> 
sence of objection, the change of reference will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ANN BRYAN, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a message from the Pres- 
ident of the United States, returning, in compliance with the concur- 
rent resolution of the House of the 23d instant, the bill (H. R. 5702) 

ting a pension to Ann Bryan. ‘ 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I move that this bill be recommitted F 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRIVILEGES, LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the resolution (S. R. 116) -. 7 
extending the privileges of the Library of Congress to the members and 
secretary of the Interstate Commerce Commission. - 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to take up this resolution for present consideration, as the oF: 
House committee has reported a similar resolution in identically the > 
same terms. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it resolved, ete., 
authorized to 3 eect the beaks A the Liters of! Conan tae 
members and secretary of the Interstate Commerce Commission resident in 


Washington, on the same conditions and restrictions as members of Congress 
are allowed to use the Library. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I am also authorized by the com- 
mittee to offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by inserting, afer the word Commission,“ in the fourth line, the 
onean the Chief of Engineers of the Corps of Engineers, United States 

rmy. 

The amendment was adopted. 


* 


The joint resolution as amended was ordered to a third reading; and 
being read the third time, was passed. 

The title was amended to conform. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote by 


which the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table, 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 8584) to increase the pension of Edward Healy; 

A bill (H. R. 10726) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty S 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, f 
1891, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 11491) for the relief of the estate of Charles F. Bowers. 


FOG-SIGNAL, BOOTH BAY HARBOR. 
Mr, DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from 


further consideration of the bill (S. 3064) to establish a fog-signal at . 
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tion of the gentleman from Wisconsin. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the gentleman moves to 
~ lay on the table the motion to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
bill for the relief of Nathaniel McKay was passed. 

Mr. ROGERS. Now we understand what it is. 

Mr. THOMAS. Itis Senate bill 846. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And I have endeavored to raise the question of 
consideration, but the Speaker holds that it can not be raised against 
this motion. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Against this bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, against this bill. I suppose against any 
other bill it could be raised. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on the motion to lay on the table 
the motion to reconsider. 

The question was taken. 

Before the announcement of the result, 

Mr. THOMAS demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 93, nays 79, not 

voting 155; as follows: 


YEAS—93. 
Ad Dalzell, Lawler, Russell, 

n, Dingley, ‘cCormick, Sawyer, 
Anderson, Kans. Dorsey, MeDuftie, Soull, 
Atkinson, Dunnell, McKinley, Simonds, 
Baker, Evans, Moffitt, Smyser, 
Banks, Farquhar, Moore, N. H. Stockbridge, 

Flick, orey. Stone, Ky. 
Bayne, Funston, Morrill, Sweney 

knap, Gear, orse, Taylor, E.B. 
Bingham, Gest, Niedringhaus, ‘Taylor, 
Boothman, O'Donnell. Thomas, 
Brosius, Hall, O'Neil, Mass. Thompson, 
Buchanan, N.J, Hansbrough, O'Neill, Pa. a, Kans, 
rne, 8 

Burton. Hen III. Owen, Ind. Wadd: 
Caldwell, H = Sotme Sears Walker, N.Y. 

we ermann, von. A 
Cannon, Hill, “ on, Wiley, 
Carter, Houk, Post, Williams, Ohio 
Cheatham, Kennedy, Quinn, Wilson, Wash, 
88 =e „ eg Yardley. 

nger, nsey, 
—.— 2 A Reel, Iowa 
Cummings, Laidlaw, Rowell, 

NAYS—79. 

Bankhead, Cariton, Forman, Lane, 
Barwig, Caruth, Forney, Lanham, 
Bliss, Ghi 2 ri ne Lewis, a. 
Blount, Clarke, Ala. — Naben. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Clements, Hayes, McClammy, 

y Comstock, Haynes, McClellan, 
Brooksh' Cooper, Ind. Heard, McCreary, 
Brown, J. Culberson, Tex. Henderson, N.C. McMillin, 
Brunner, Dibble, Hitt, McRae, 
Bynum, Ellis, £ ion Towa Montgomery, 
Candler, Ga. Fithian, La Fo Moore, Tex. 
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or near Cuckold's Island, at the entrance to Booth Bay Harbor, other- | Morgan, Richardson, Wheeler, Ala. 
wise known as Townsend Harbor, Maine, and put it upon its passage. Hates“ — — Stone, Mo, Wike: 

The bill was read at length. by the We 83 Day — 8 a 

Mr. DINGLEY, This is recommended Light-House Board, | Pa: A nner, man, 
and Lior grid by the Committee on Commerce, This is on a dan- | iel, ee oe eee isoa, W.Va, 

us reef, 

Mr, MCCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I object to the consideration of the | | NOT YOT 8 
bill. „ p. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let me state to the gentleman that this is on a A — 1 Tahite — 
dangerous reef, where there have been already three shipwrecks. The | Anderson, Miss, Dargan, Lind, 3 
Light-House Board are anxious for its construction, and I hope the ob- preemie Daaa —— Shively 
jection will be withdrawn. Atkinson, W. va. De Haven, Mansur, Smith, III. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is this classed among thé indispensables? Ba: Lano, Martin, Ind. ith, W. Va, 

Mr. DINGLEY. The Light-House Board called my attention to it | Beckwith, OI — acne: Tee Palden 
again on yesterday because of the fact that a shipwreck bad but re- | Bergen, Dunphy, McAdoo, Spooner, 
cently taken place there, and it is regarded as absolutely necessary for | Bi és mu McCarthy, Stahineckcer, 
the safety of commerce on that coast. I hope the objection will be | Blanc pas Nies — a Sedus 8 
withdrawn. s Boutelle, Ewart, McKenna, Stewart, Vt. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky objects. Bowden, Featherston, Biles, vers, 

NATHANIEL M’KAY ET AL. Breakintides: Ark. Fitch, ' Morrow, Taylor, qu 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I move to lay on the table the motion | Brower: Flood, udd, Nor. J. 

to reconsider the rote by, which the Senate bill (No, B46) for tho relief | Browne. Va, Kowie, nee Townsend, Pa 
Yathaniel McKay an e executors o n cKay was uchanan, Va, rank, eall, v. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is it in order to raise the question of considera- 3 8 Outhwaite, Panes NY 
tion against the motion ? Campbell, Gifford, Payne, Van Schaick 

The SPEAKER. It is not. Con Jer; Mass. ee — oo 

well. rou e 

Mr. BERINGER.: Why? Catchings, Hare, Perry, Wallace, Mass, 

The SPEAKER. Because it is a motion to lay on the table and is on | Clancy, Harmer, Peters, Washington, 
a privileged motion. Clark, Wis. Hemphill, elan, atson, 

: Mir. SPRINGER. But the question of consideration can be raised | Clunie, 3 kre Whides’ 
against any privileged motion, even against the right of a member to | Coleman, Hopkins, Pugsley, Whitthorne, 
his seat. Does the Chair hold that it can not be done now ? Cooper, Ohio Kelley, Quackenbush, Wickham, 

The SPEAKER. It can not be done. energy — ar vaa Wie ky. 

Mr, ROGERS, Frise to aquestion of order. Weareabsolutely un- | Cowles, Knapp. Rife, ` Wright. 
able to hear what is going on. The Chair has not stated the proposi- ig, 2 8 


So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the table. 

The ſollowing pairs were announced from the Clerk's desk: 
Until further notice: 

Mr. EWART with Mr. Stump. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK with Mr. PARRETT. 

Mr. LEHLBACH with Mr. CoTHRAN. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. MAGNER. 

. SCRANTON with Mr, STAHLNECKER, 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. GROUT with Mr. Frren. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio, with Mr. MAISH. 

Mr. BoUTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr, SPINOLA. 

Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. WASHINGTON, 

Mr. BAKER with Mr. ELLIOTT. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 

Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. BIGGS. 

Mr. Wriisow, of Kentucky, with Mr. PERRY. 

Mr. SPOONER with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, 

Mr, BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. DICKERSON. 

Mr. De LANO with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr. SANFORD with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr, DAVIDSON. 

Mr. LIND with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. NUTE with Mr. BARNES. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. BLANCHARD. 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. SMYSER with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. Wricut with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, ex- 
cept the Atkinson railroad bill. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. MILLIKEN reserves the right 
to eat to make a quorum and the right to vote on the original-pack- 
age 

Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. VAUX. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. LEE. 

Mr. BELKNAP with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 

Mr. W. of Michigan, with Mr. Conn. 


HEELER, 
= 2 e win Ma. 
. BROWNE, with Mr. Lester, of Virginia. 
Mr. McComas with Mr. GIBSON. 
Mr. Morrow with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 
Mr. JOSEPH D, TAYLOR with Mr, YODER. 
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Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. BREWER with Mr. Hooker, 7 

Mr, GIFFORD with Mr. HARE. 

Mr. WaAtsox with Mr. MCADOO. 

Mr. Tucker with Mr, GREENHALGE. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. COLEMAN with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 

Mr. BERGEN with Mr. HEMPHILL. 

Mr. MILES with Mr. KEER, of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. SNIDER with Mr. BoaATNER. 

Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. COWLES. 

Mr. CRATG with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. LODGE with Mr. ANDREW. 

Mr. PAYNE with Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia. 

Mr. SMITH, of West Virginia, with Mr. BULLOCK. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, with Mr. ENLOE. 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. TRACEY. 
e CurcHEON with Mr. MUTCHLER, on all political questions, for 

is day. 

Mr. Horkixs with Mr. SHIVELY, on this vote. 

Mr. STIVERS with Mr. Covert, on all political questions, until Friday 
next. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


ALIEN LAND-OWNERS. 


TheSPEAKER, The morning hour begins at 12 0’clock and 50 min- 
utes. The Clerk will state the pending question. 

Mr. CARTER. In the absence of the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. 
Surri], who is particularly interested in the pending bill, I would ask 
that it be passed without prejudice. [Cries of Regular order!“ 

Mr. SPRINGER. What do I understand is the order of business? 

Mr. CARTER. The bill pending at the close of the last morning 
hour was the bill introduced by the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. 
Smrri], having in view the repeal of the alien land law in so far as 
that law applies to the ownership of land in the Territories. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa question of order. What 
— the bill beſore the House? It seems to me that the question should 

stated. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Montana [Mr. CARTER] 
give the number of the bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The question should be stated before debate be- 
gins. We ought to have the bill read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been read once and has been partly 
debated. 

Mr. SPRINGER. When was that done? 

TheSPEAKER. During the last morning hour. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It has been so long since we had a morning hour 
that I had forgotten about it. 

The SPEAKER. It has been quite a long while. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Therefore I call for the reading of the bill. 

Mr. CARTER. I have sent fora copy of the bill. Mr. Speaker, on 
the 31st of July, 1886 

Mr. SPRINGER. What date does the gentleman state? 

Mr. CARTER. On July 31, 1886 

Mr, SPRINGER, Was that the last time we had a morning hour? 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr, CARTER. The gentleman was in the House at that time, and 
I presume he is the best witness on that subject. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Will the gentleman from Mon- 
tana permit me to suggest that the gentleman from Illinois has been 
absent so much of late that his inquiry is excusable? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CARTER. On the 31st of July, 1886, the bill relating to alien 
land-owners in the Territories passed the House. It was sweeping in 
its terms. Only ten minutes were allowed for debate. The bill as it 
psssed the House read as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That no non-resident, alien, or foreigner, nor any. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend. The Clerk will re- 
port the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R, 4654) to amend chapter 340, United States Statutes at vol- 
: ume 24, Forty-ninth Congress, and to promote and encourage mining. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Montana will 5 

Mr. CARTER. The bill sought here to be amended is not the bill 
which was originally passed by this House. The House bill was very 

. hastily passed, after very slight consideration, and was thereafter 
amended in the Senate. The reading of the report followed the read- 
ing of the bill, and this report constituted the principal basis upon 
which the House acted at that time. 

Mr. Speaker, July 31, 1886, the bill relating to alien Jand-holders in 
the Territories passed the House, It was sweeping and illiberal in its 
terms. Only ten minutes were allowed for debate. The bill as passed 
read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That no non-resident, alien, or fore nor any resident, 
alien, or foreigner who has not declared intention to acitizen of ye 
its stock or of is owned or controlled by aliens 
shall . possess, by right, — — 
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after any real estate in any of the Territories of the United States: Provided, 
‘That the provisions of this act shall not a) to the real estate necessary for 
the construction and operation of any 

The reading of the report followed the reading of the bill, and from 
that source we secure all obtainable light on the motives which actu- 
ated the House in passing it. A careful perusal of that report, which 
will be found extended at Jarge in the RECORD (volume 82, page 7830), 
discloses solicitude for the preservation of the agricultural lands of the 
Territories for citizens of the United States. Agricultural lands are 
expressly mentioned as the portion of the public domain sought to be 
protected by Congress from alien ownership. Every argument ad- 
vanced in favor of the bill was clearly and distinctly applicable to farm- 
ing lands alone. Even to extend the logic of the report to grazing and 
timber lands would be forced construction. 

Beyond agricultural, timber, and grazing lands it is clearly evident 
the committee had not explored in seeking to determine the possible 
effects of the measure. With justifiable earnestness the committee 
emphasized the duty of the Government to its people in preventing 
the acquisition of title to large tracts of farming lands by alien land- 
lords. To the end that the danger in this direction might not be un- 
derestimated the report specifically points out certain alien individuals 
and corporations as alleged owners of tracts of land in this country, 
varying in extent from 5,000 to 3,000,000 acres, and aggregating over 
20,000,000 acres in all. To this is added a supplemental statement 
to the effect that smaller holdings not specifically enumerated 
if considered, make the grand aggregate sum up over 30,000,000 acres. 

In passing, I may cite as a somewhat strange and not wholly in- 
significant fact that the report does not show that one acre of land in 
any Territory was held by any alien or foreign corporation, except as 
to one land grant held by the Holland Company in New Mexico. The 
alien holdings, as far as the report shows, were in Texas, Florida, Mis- 
sissippi, Ar! Kansas, Wisconsin, and West Virginia. To these 
and other States the bill was not made toapply. It seemed entirely 
agreeable to pass a law prohibiting the investment of foreign capital 
everywhere except in the districts of the voting members. This prob- 
ably accounts for the limited attention given the bill at the time it 

d. : 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] offered an amendment 
when the bill was under consideration, extending its operations to the 
States, which amendment was very promptly voted down. But with 
the wisdom of the bill or the general limitations to its operations as 
to the property it was intended to control, we are not concerned at this 
time. I believe, as applied to agricultural, grazing, and timber lands, 
it was a wise law when amended by the Senate and finally enacted, but_ 
I insist that mines of gold, silver, lead, tin, cinnabar, or copper were 
not in contemplation at the time the law was passed, and this view the 
report clearly and unmistakably sustains. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. CARTER. Les, sir. 

Mr. OATES. I understand from a member of the Committee on 
Rules, to which I sent a resolution some time ago, that they are in 
favor of fixing a date for the consideration of a bill which is now upon 
the Calendar, reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, to regu- 
late this matter, or, rather, to prohibit the holding and owning of land 
by aliens in the United States. It is not an absolute prohibition, but 
rather a regulation of that matter. Would it not be better to post- 
pone this, as we hope to have the other measure considered at an early 
day, and then consider the whole question together? 

Mr. CARTER. Iam not satisfied that a ement of this mat- 
ter would be atall wise, for the reason thatin the consideration of the 
bill to which the gentleman refersI am satisfied that the question of 
excluding mining property in the States from its operation will be duly 
considered when that bill comes up. As I understand the gentleman’s 
proposition, it is not to repeal or modify orin any manner to dispose of 
existing law, but to extend its operation. 

Mr. OATES. One other question. 

Mr. CARTER. Permit me. In the pending bill we did not inter- 
fere with the existing law in so far as it relates to agricultural lands, 
timber lands, orany lands that could, under existing law, be acquired 
in broad areas; but we do insist that foreign capital should not be dis- 
couraged or prohibited from seeking investment in the ious in- 
dustry of developing mines in this country, and that objection would 
obtain against the bill introduced by the gentleman as well as to ex- 
isting law? : 

Mr. OATES. The bill, as I understand it, is to allow foreigners, 
aliens, to invest their money in mines and mining operations. 

Mr. CARTER. That is the purpose of the bill. 

Mr. OATES. Is not the evil of which you complain the fact that 
the law against aliens is held to operate only in the Territories, and not 
in the States, and that thereby it discriminates against the mining in- 
dustries of the Territories? Is not the purpose of your bill to prevent 
that discrimination ? 

Mr. CARTER. Thatis the objection we have to it—that it discrimi- 
nates the mining industries of the Territories. 

Mr. OATES. If there was a general law extending to the States as 
well as to the Territories, would not that to a great extent relieve the 
evil of which you complain, if it be an evil? 
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Mr. CARTER. Inasmuch as the bill proposed by the gentleman, 
the consideration of which is contemplated in the near future, does not 
amend this defect in the existing law which we here seek to remedy, 
we can not comprehend how deterring the present consideration of this 


bill will in any way tend to remedy the defects, since his proposed bill 
rd not reach them, and therefore we prefer to have a vote upon this 


Mr. OATES. It would be open to amendment and the whole ques- 
tion would be open to the House. 

Mr. CARTER. We present this bill on its merits. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Before the gentleman resumes 
the thread of his argument I desire to ask him a question. From his 
opening sentences, I understand him to favor the repeal of the law so 
far as it applies to mining property. Would not the effect of such a 
repeal be to make it possible for English capital, you may say, or for- 
eign capital, to own every lead mine in the United States or any other 
character of mine? 

Mr. CARTER. In reply to that, I will suggest that for a century 
prior to the enactment of this law the privilege stood wide open to for- 
eigners to invest, The history of that century shows that the finan- 
cial results were not commensurate with the investments made by for- 
ej in that class of mining property. 

. HAUGEN. The property will always be subject to legislation 
here, anyhow. 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. That would be the effect of it. 
Such a state of affairs could exist if the bill were passed that you are 
now advocatin, 

Mr. CARTE. Such a state of affairs would have existed if the 
1 ial conditions were favorable prior to the passage of the law 
of 5 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. There is an English lead syndi- 
cate, the gentleman knows, and if this bill were san would it not be 
possible for them to buy up every lead mine in the United States? 

Mr. CARTER. If they were willing to pay all the mines are worth, 
I presume it would be ible. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. And to close them up. 

Mr, CARTER. Not necessarily; that is commercially impracticable. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But it is possible, is it not? 

Mr. CARTER. It is commercially impossible, that is all. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, But under this law is it not legally 
possible? 

Mr. CARTER, Under this proposition it would be rendered possi- 
ble if men from everywhere having capital to invest in the precarious 
work of developing mines in the country with their capital should 
choose to do so. That is all. 

Mr. HAUGEN. English capital is now buying up the milling in- 
terests and the breweries. 

Mr. CARTER. Yes; but they are not securing all the mines, even 
in the States. 

Mr. OATES. I understand the gentleman to contend that the ex- 
isting law applies to the State of Montana. 

Mr. CARTER. It does not apply. The parpore of the committee 
is to relieve the struggling Territories which have not yet been ad- 
mitted to the Union from the incubus of this law and its unjust dis- 
crimination. 

Mr. OATES. The law ceased to operate in Montana as soon as it was 
admitted into the Union. 

Mr. CARTER. That is true of every State admitted. 

The history of the bill and proceedingsin the Senate and House, sub- 
sequent to its passage, leaves no room to doubt that mines such as the 
pending bill proposes to exempt from its operation were not taken into 
consideration when the law was passed, and that if the subject had been 
re ap the desired exemption would have been made in the act 
itself. 

The original act was approved March 3, 1887, and on the same day 
Congress adjourned sine die. During the first session of the next, the 
Fiftieth Congress, no less than seventeen bills were introduced in the 
two Houses of Congress looking to the amendment, repeal, or modifica- 
tion of the law. 

Senate bill 1176 was fully discussed and passed by that body early 
in the first session of the Fiftieth Congress. It was almost identical 
with the pending bill, The fact that the bill passed the Senate would 
in itself ordinarily constitute sufficient evidence of the intent of that 
body at the earliest date possible toremedy the defect in the law which 
had been the last day of the preceding session. But in order 
to emphasize the theory that it was not originally intended to prohibit 
the investment of foreign capital in the development of American 
mines, it is but necessary to cite the language of the eminent Senator 
from New York [Mr. EVARTS] in commenting on this bill, introduced 
to amend the law in substance as we propose to amend it here to-day. 
Mr. EVARTS had participated in the passage of the original alien act, 
and in favoring the passage of a bill to amend it so as to exempt min- 
ing properties, he said: 

Mr. President, I have no amendment to pro $ 
bofore the Senate in regard to the bill itself. Thare 


but as to the situation now 
this to say, that in my judg- 


bill which passed and became a Jaw last year was intended to prevent 
ers from becoming owners of real estate in this country; and prin- 
ci nterest at which this was aimed was in regard to the 

of agricultural ownership, for but little interest, I think,was ever felt in the ques- 
tion whether a foreigner should or should not be the owner of a house and lot 
or ofa store and lot in one of the cities within the Territories where he was 
either to pursue his trade or to house his fi y. 

With this legislation as covered by this intent and interest of excluding for- 
eigners from becoming owners of our soil, it does not seem to me that tho mat- 
ter now in hand was ever purposely included within that l lation; and as 
the whole project now is to extricate ourselves from that unintended entangle- 
ment, I can see no reason for insisting upon it in its present place in that legis- 
lation unless by itself as a new matter of legislation we should think it was 
desirable and valuable to our policy and our citizens, 

I think the matter of foreign capital and foreign owners of that capital being 
introduced into the development of mines and bringing out from the earth in 
its rocky beds commodity of service in trade and human use belongs really not 
to a question of real estate and of foreign participation in the ownership of the 
soil of a country, but falls within the head of trade, and nothing but trade. 

We all know that there is no considerable area of land involved in any of 
these mines—I think Iam right in saying in all of them put together in these 
Territories or in the States themselves. They have not to do with the owner- 
ship and partition and distribution and sale of the soil of the country. It is 
not ing but an adventure in the nature of trade by capital and skill producing 
valuable results. That foreigners come here has no more to do with their be- 
coming owners of our land than if we ourselves in the Eastern States put in 
capital of that kind in developing the mines in the Territories or in the Western 
States. Whatever it be, it is not inveighed against at all if exercised on the 

rt of our citizens, I will agree; and it is the same operation for foreigners as 
t is for Eastern capitalists, The pouer toaid in developing the industry and 
the wealth and the filling up of the population of the new Territories and of 
the Western States; that is what the foreigners do, and that is all they do, and 
they do not enter into an exclusion of ee or n wide occupation of it by 
any of our citizens. 
either is this ownership permanent. Being directed, as I have said, to the 
sole purpose of beret se Tae industry, this investment and all share and pr 
ticipation by foreigners disap; when the mine is exhausted. All agree that 
the land, the pedis sgi for the purpose of ca: ng on this mere trading 
operation, the development of local interest, is all obliterated the moment the 
mine isexhausted; nobody remains the owner of it or cares further what is the 
on or pedis possessio of the land. When your own States, holding the 
same position to developing their industries, filling up their population, enrich- 
ing their commynities, adopt, encourage, and invite 5 foreigners a complete 
ment, and so a complete and full enterprise and action within the State 
not right in saying that in the Western Territories,where mines are to bé 
and where there is much jealousy that agricultural land shall not be 
to monopoly by foreigners, we should allow them to encou abso- 
acceptance and hospitality ot foreign capital in develop- 


enjo 
am 


develo 
open 
lutely as their policy th 
ing their local interests? 

Tielieve Iam right in saying that every State having the same relation to 
mining that the Territories have and that the United States has towards them 
in governing them well, as a State e Bybee and desires a full develop» 
ment of these interests by capital from 3 Why is it, then, that the 
United States, under a fancied analogy, should be a meaner nursing mother of 
these local interests than the State governments are within their territory and 
dominion over the same subject? Why is it that in this period of nascont 
growth of the Territories this or that interest of the United States should step 
in and chill, and check, and thwart, and denounce s local industry upon some 
mere wide and ral theory of uniformity with regard to aversion to for- 
cigners owning lands here? 


This clear and forcible statement of the case but truthfully narrates 
the history of the bill. It was not intended that the mining interests 
in the Territories should be discouraged by prohibiting capital wher- 
ever found from being encouraged to inyest in the development of the 
mines and employment of labor, the building of roads, the payment 
of taxes, and the general increase of Territorial wealth. As I have 
heretofore stated, the fact that Mr. EVARTS gave full expression of tho 
views of a majority in the Senate is borne out by the fact that the 
bill he then advocated that body and was thereafter referred to 
the Committee of Public Lands in this House. 

That committee after deliberation made a favorable report, and that 
report, emanating from the identical committee which had recom- 
mended the passage of the original law at the preceding session of Con- 
gress, bears additional testimony as to the accuracy of the position 
here taken, that the original bill was intended to apply exclusively to 
agricultural lands. Indeed, the report of the Public Lands Committee, 
presented in this House by Mr. HERMANN, constituted in itselt a power- 
ful argument in favor of the then pending bill and equally applicable 
to the bill now under consideration. I quote from the report (No. 
3014, first session Fiftieth Congress): 


An examination of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and the report of the com- 
mittee to whom was referred the bill passed by the Forty-ninth Congress, which 
said bill is sought to be amended by the bill H. R. 1937, shows that the reasons 
leading to the of what is known as the alien land act were based upon 
the fact that large areas of agricultural lands were being purchased and held 
by aliens, to the t detriment of the bona fide settlers and against the inter- 


ests of the American citizen. 

The reasons leading to this wise lation regarding agricultural lands can 
— apply to the mineral lands named in the accompanying bill, forthe follow - 
ng reasons: 

1. Under existing laws no mining claim can exceed in dimensions a parallelo- 
gram 1,500 feet — 5 600 feet . g 

2. No claim can focated or any title thereto ulred until the discove: 
orn vein or lode of rock in place bearing some one of the metals named in th 


3. Such veins are usually found at great distances from each other, and no 
considerable holding of the public lands oan be had under the existing mining 


laws, 
found in land absolutely worthless for any other than 


4. Mineral is usuall 
mining purposes, and it is uniformly true that such lands (differing in this re- 


cultural lands) do not enhance in value by lapse of time, but are 
in them has been sted. 


spect from agri 
worthless atter the mineral ex 


residents of the Territories by denying to them rights and privileges y en- 
joyed by the residents of neighboring and adjoining States. 
he committee can see no reason for this discrimination, 

The locators and owners of these mining claims are usually r men, who 


only seek a foreign market when no money can be obtained at home; and the 

8 of obtaining capital abroad has o been of vital importance where 
owner of such claim is in debt for preliminary work on his property: and 

if he fail to acquire capital from some source his property must be oned, 

oar ee thrown out of employment, and he, if not ruined, must lose the 
r of years, 

Under the present law he can not mortgage his mining claim to any foreign 
9 or person, and is left to the mercy of the American corporation, 
which will probably refuse to lend. in order to purchase at an outrageously in- 
adequate price. The individual miner in a Territory should be accorded the 
same rights and pee which persons and corporations in the States freely 
enjoy. He should have the right to go abroad, as United States railroad com- 
panies and other corporations do, to the cheapest money market, and by so 
Soin manage to retain a larger interest in the property that has cost him years 
of toil. 

Owing to 8 trade, ox to 


r attractions of other enterprises less 
hazardous in their nature, periods 


uently occur, of years’ duration, when it 
is im ible to get money in — rt of the United States for new mining en- 
terpr: and during such period there is much curtailment of labor and much 
sacrifice of the laborers’ interest if the needy owner be refused the right to ap- 
peal to capital wherever it can be found. Capital in the United States com- 
mands now, and will for years command, a rate of interest on safe security too 
high to induce its generous outlay in hazardous mining enterprises. 
t is not generally known that to develop a limited portion of one lode—to 
piota the necessary timbers, hoisting works, reduction works, pumps, horses, 
ools, ete.—requires from $250,000 to a sum aggregating millions, as in the case 
of the Anaconda mine in Montana, the Clifton mine in Arizona, and various 
others that have been called to the attention of the committee. 

Discardingall unprofitable purchases by foreign capital, aud considering only 
the most profitable pu made by it, we find that at least nine-tenths ofthe 
money extracted from the mineis employed in the payment of w: pure! 
of machinery, stores, and supplies, all of which goes to the Ame laborer, 
manufacturer, and farmer. 

Since the passage of the alien act English capital for investment in mines has 
been driven from our country into Mexico, the British colonies, and South Af 
rica, to the great detriment of the American manufacturer and laborer. 

The law as it existed beforethe of the alien land act was well rded 
against monopolies of mines, In fact, physical conditions prevent such possi- 

ity. Former legislation in regard to mines was satisfactory. Under such 
laws foreigners could only acquire mines after the American citizen had ac- 
quired title from the Government by issuance of patent, There was then no 
rovision against purchase by analien. There wasno grievance in that ct, 
ut, on the contrary, the law was beneficial to the mining Territories. re 
was grievance against the acquisition of any large tracts of agricultural lands 
in the Territories by foreigners. 


Mr. PAYSON. I will say to the gentleman that that was not a 
unanimous report. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and 
myself both opposed it in committee and gn the floor of the House. 

Mr. CARTER. There being no minority report, I took it for granted 
that the report was unanimous, 

Mr. PAYSON. We did not present any written statement of the 
views of the minority. 

Mr. CARTER. Very well; I am governed by the record. 

Later in the session, this bill was offered for consideration by Mr. 
HERMANN, on the report, a portion of which I have read, and the 
RECORD (volume 19, 6758 of the Fiftieth Congress) indicates most 
clearly that no objection existed to the passage of the bill. When rec- 
ognition was accorded Mr. HERMANN, it appeared that under the pe- 
culiar conditions existing at the time one minute remained for the con- 
sideration of the measure, and on suggestion of Mr. WHEELER, of Ala- 
bama, that the bill could net be within one minute, the House 
adjourned, under a special rule, until 11 o’clock the following day. 

During the same session of Congress, on House bill 1937, Mr. O’ Fer- 
RALL, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, in Report No. 703, 
recommended the passage of a bill identical with the one here pre- 
sented, in language equally strong and emphatic. Mr. O’FERRALL 
concludes his able report in the following language: 

The amendment sought in the present bill simply places a citizen of a Terri- 
tory on an equal footing with a citizen of a State. Tue above report may be 
summarized as follows: 

1. Employment of foreign capital in mines has not led, and can not lead. to 


any permanent holding of real estate by foreigners. 
2. The mining area occupied by foreigners is very small and can never be 


rger. 

3. That foreign capital has assisted the poor mine-owners at times, when 
bht for such assistance the mines would have ceased operation and labor been 
thrown out of employment. 

4. That its investment has given employment to many laborers at large prices 
and has provet: beneficial to both the American laborer and manufacturer. 

5. Foreign capital thus employed develops measurably the mining resources 
of our country, furnishes employment to many American laborers and the maiin- 
tenance of many needy families, 

For the reasons above stated your committee report the bill favorably and 
recommend that it do pass, with the following amendment: Strike out the 
words “ mining claims,” in line 7, and insert in lieu thereof the words “ of gold, 
silver, lead, tin, cinnabar, and copper.“ 


From these unanimous expressions in both the Senate and the House, 
given by three distinct committees at the next Congress immediately 
following the passage of the law we seek to amend, it is manifest be- 
yond question or doubt that the Representatives and Senators who par- 
ticipated in the passage of the Jaw clearly conceded that its operation 
was never intended to apply to the class of mining properties specified 
in the pending bill, but upon the contrary that the operations of the 
measure as were understood to apply to the ownership of agri- 
cultural lands and to that class of lands exclusively; and when it was 
found that the measure had broader application than was contemplated 
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at the time of its passage and that such breadth of application worked 
hardship and injustice upon a large and worthy class of American citi- . 
zens, efforts were sree eee as the reports indicate, in both branches 
of Congress, to remedy the evil which had been inflicted. The failure 
of 3 bill to receive consideration in the House during the 
first on of the Fiftieth Congress, led the Senate at the second ses- 
sion ot that Congress to pass the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Mines and Mining be instructed to ascertain 
and report to the Senate at the beginning of the next session of the 
number of aliens, foreign com and corporations owning or working 
mines in the Territories of the United States, together with the length of ime 
they have been so engaged, the amount of capital invested by them in mining 


operations, as near as practicable, the amount of dividen id, and the 
amount of money expended by them in such mining o and w 

effect the owning and openana of mines by aliens, foreign com jes and cor- 
porations has had upon the growth and prosperity of the Territories; and for that 


purpose the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may hold its sessions at 
such times and places as it may deem proper, and employ such clerical assist- 
ance as may be necessary. The expense of such invest ion shall be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

In obedience to this resolution the Committee on Mines and i 
caused an investigation to be made in all the Territories of the Uni 
States for the purpose of collecting the information required. A com- 
petent and trustworthy man visited all the Territories, except Alaska, 
and obtained as accurate information in regard to the subjects of in- 
quiry as could possibly be collected. His report is full and exhanstive, 
and concludes with the following statement of fact found on pages 6 
and 7 of Report No. 2690, second session, Fiftieth Congress: 

Many a now prosperous mining camp would still be a wilderness had it not 
been for foreign capital. As large capital is required in the development of 
mines, foreign capital is sought for because it is cheaper, more plentiful, and 
more available than home capital. I found the universal sentiment throughout 
the Territories to be against the presentalien land law so far as it applies to 
mines, and without exception everybody favors its) y in this respect, 
which action would be hailed by the people of the Territories with delight. 

The railroads throughout the Territories assert that 75 per cent. of their freight 
comes trom the mines, and that since March, 1887, when the alien land law went 
into effect, they have experienced some loss in their carrying trade. 

The restriction of 20 per cent. ownership has induced aliens to sell out theie 
interests, to the great detriment of the Territories, and with the thus 
realized they have invested largely in mines in the States, where no discrimi- 
nation is made against aliens. Foreign ital has not only aided in develop- 
ing the mines, but roadways have been built with money contributed by aliens, 
thus improving in a general way the surrounding country. The sale of mini 
machinery in some places in the Territories has declined since the alien 


act was passed. 

With the repeal of the restriction in this act in regard ta the holding of mines 
by aliens, thousands of pee le would find profitable employment where now 
only hundreds are bene In the operating of mines of ever so much rich- 
ness by far the larger part of th Prior to 

e of the alien land act large smelting works were ere by the aid 
of doe ie but owing to the presentrestrictions several of these smelters 
are now idle. 

The progress of the Territories has been materially checked by the restriction 
of the use of foreign capital. A large number of enterprises haye been aban- 
doned and several mining camps ruined. 

The employment of foreign capital in the mines has not led, and can not 
lead, to any large holding of real estate by foreigners, because a mining claim 
is limited in area by law, a single claim being only 1,500 feet in lengh by 600 
feet in width, and besides the veins or lodesare usually found at stances 
from each other. All mines require an extensive outlay at the start, hence 
large capital is absolutely necessary to develop the same, and as the risks are 
great foreign capital should be allowed to flow freely into the mining enter- 
prises in the Territories. 


Thus, sir, we have the concurrent testimony of three committees of 
this House, two committees of the Senate, a special investigation, and 
the passage of the desired amendment through the Senate, all in fayor 
of the passage of the pending bill. 

Taking all this concurrent testimony into account and giving due 
consideration to the economic questions and the principles of national 
policy involved, we must confess that through inadvertence a mistake 
has been made, and that duty commands us to correct it, 

I think no reasonable man can resist the conclusion that the bill we 
seek to amend was not intended to apply to the character of property 
mentioned in the pending bill, and I am satisfied that a further inves- 
tigation of the question will lead to the further conclusion thata great 
wrong was perpetrated upon the miners of the Territories in extending 
the operations of a measure which could in no sense prove beneficial 
to them, and has, as a matter of fact, proven a very serious detriment. 

The very arguments used by the committee in favor of the 
of the alien bill, and those arguments were able, favoring the applica- 
tion of the law to agricultural lands, may be justly used to support our 
proposed amendment. Permanent homes for American citizens can, 
as the report suggests, be secured on our agricultural lands. On the 
contrary, only a temporary home can be found on a mining claim, and 
no home at all can be sustained there unless by a large investment of 
capital in development and machinery. 

The report declares that the question as to how cheap homes for 
the poor can best be secured will soon be upon us.“ I eall your atten- 
tion to the fact that the question as to how to furnish honest laborers 
with steady employment at just compensation is not soon to be, but 
it actually is upon us. Shall we allow petty provincial prejudice - 
to limit the avenues wherein labor may be profitably employed in this~ 
country ? 

The iin reportdeclares that agricultural lands are becoming more 
valuable year by year, and that, ‘‘tempted by the promise sure to be 
realized of immense profits as well as absolute security of the in- 


e earnings is retained ia this coun 
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vestment, these lands, by devious methods in many cases, have been 
secured in great areas and holdings by capitalists and 3 
foreign as well as domestic.“ If the committee had intended to make 
that sentence apply to mining property, intelligent amendment would 
make it read: ‘‘Tempted by the promise of immense profits, rarely 
ever realized, as well as the absolute uncertainty of the investment, 
these mines are secured for hard cash by capitalists and corporations, 
foreign as well as domestic, and never can be secured in! areas.” 

Mr. Speaker, it is unnecessary to go over the report of July 31, 1886, 
on which tbe bill was passed. I assert that every reason assigned by 
the report of the committee for the passage of the bill is contradicted 
by the plain facts, when the attempt is made to torture the report into 
a defense of the opposition to our pro amendment of that bill. 
Gentlemen who have given though consideration to the character 
and history of our mines and the economic questions involved in the 

ent settlement of our agricultural regions can not hesitate in 

wing a distinction to admit the policy of prohibiting alien holdings 

in agricultural districts, while at the same time inviting cheap capital 

from anywhere and everywhere to invest in the temporary and hazard- 

ous business of developing the mines and furnishing employment to 

people who would otherwise be crowded into other avenues of labor to 
compete with and to cheapen the rewards of toil. 

No abuse has ever arisen in the mining Territories tojustify the re- 

strictions placed upon the miners by this law. The most profitable 
mining ever done on this continent was conducted in California, Idaho, 
Nevada, Colorado, and Montana, before the of any law by 
Congress providing for the sale or ownership of gold, silver, or any of 
the mines referred to in the pending bill. The miners convened in or- 
derly gatherings and enacted rules and regulations so just, wise, and 
appropriate that in 1866 Congress accepted the prevailing miners’ rules 
as the basis of the mining code of the country. That code, with slight 
modifications, has continued as the law to this day and is rated the 
world over as in principle the best system yet devised to encourage the 
development of mineral resources. This magnificent statute is but the 
crystallized wisdom and experience of the Western miners as expressed 
in their primitive councils and courts. 
+ This of law devised by the pioneer miners in the rugged 
mountain glens of the West has challenged the admiration of states- 
men and jurists on two continents. The law gives the exclusive right 
to citizens, or those who have declared their intention to become such, 
to explore the panan domain for hidden treasureand to locate, when 
found, placer deposits not exceeding 20 acres, or lode claimis not ex- 
ceeding 1,500 feet in length along the vein or lode, with surface ground 
600 feet in width. 

Title can not pass from the Government to the claimant until he has 
performed at least $500 worth of work, and valid title can not vest in 
an alien until the Government has issued letters patent to the claim. 
‘When this patent issues the mine is the well earned property of tho 
individual. What has it cost him? In the majority of cases you 
can never know. 

If you would comprehend even in a remote degree the serious im- 
port of this question you must follow the stout-hearted and hopeful 
man, who, leaving anxious and tender ones behind, goes forth to pros- 
pect and labor alone for days and weeks, perchance for months and 
years, on the bleak and storm-swept mountain side in quest of nature’s 
well concealed prize. Often sick at heart and sorely disappointed, he 
gives up the chase and returns to the home he left, there to start life 
anew in some other direction. Sometimes hope unfulfilled goes out 
with life in the miner’s camp, far from home and its reassuring love; 
but with the pathetic we can not dwell now. Once ina hundred cases 
a promising lead is discovered. By working for wages a month the 
discoverer supports himself with plain food for the few months suc- 
ceeding, and thus continues to work until the necessary labor has been 
performed to entitle him to patent. He often borrows the money to 
pay survey and Government fees, and in course of time secures a pat- 


ent, 

Now, his years of labor are bound upin that patented mine. Whàt 
has he secured? Not a fortune, but a fair chance to secure a compe- 
tency, if the law will permit him to sell that which he has become the 
owner of. He can not eat the ore; he can not raise wheat or vegeta- 
bles on the claim, which is likely to have its rock-bound surface cov- 
ered with snow for nine months in the year. He has not the capital 
to develop the property and put it on a profit-paying basis. He has 
merely found a place where the investment of from fifty to two hun- 
dred and fifty thousand dollars in labor and machinery on a very lim- 

-ited area, on a mountain side or bummit, may result in profit to the 
investor. It is not by any means certain that the original investment 
will ever be returned, but the prospect may be tempting. The miner 
has years of ceaseless effort, of unremitting toil, bound up in the claim. 
ee to sell to the best possible advantage is the privilege 

The purchaser can not acquire a permanent holding, because every 
pound of ore taken ont brings him that much nearer the end of the pay 
streak, and when that is exhausted the property is valueless. Be the 

domestic or alien, home labor must be, always has been, al- 


purchaser b 
ways will be employed in building the machinery, sinking the shafts, 


‘running the drifts, hoisting the ore, and running the mill or smelter. 


At this point the law of which we complain says, the miner who has 
become the owner of a mine which he must sell to realize anything out 
of it must enter a limited market, where rates of interest are ordinarily 
so high that capital is with reluctance induced to embark in any en- 
terprise attended with hazard. What is the result? The mining in- 
dustry in the Territories languishes because of inadequate capital. 

Greater still is the injury to the individual miners who are compelled 
to ofter their hard-earned mining propertieson the market. Should one 
of these struggling prospectors write to the generous gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN], saying: “Ihave been working hard ona lead in 
Arizona for ten years. There is a large amount of ore in sight, but it 
is low grade and will not stand transportation charges, and therefore 
works must be erected near the mine to reduce the output on a large 
scale. I am compelled to sell an interest in the property, because I am 
unable, single-handed, to build the works, and I want to realize a little 
ready money to educate my growing family. Will you invest a few 
dollars and induce a few of your wealthy friends to invest in this vent- 
ure so as to help me out?” 

The gentleman from Indiana would probably say that as a Congress 
man he had nothing to invest and that he could not advise his friends 
to go into any uncertain, wild-cat mining tion. It would be 
well eno should he stop at that; but he goes beyond and says to 
the man. Tou must not sell that p y toany but an American citi- 
zen or a domestic corporation. Ins sir, this dog-in-the-manger 
policy gives the 2 per cent. a month American capitalistdominion over 
the struggling mine-owners of the Territories forbids competition 
with them. E 

As applied to mines the law should be entitled “An act granting 
exclusive monopoly to domestic capitalists over the mining interests of 
the Territories. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] were members of the Public 
Lands Committee, which, through the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. 
HERMANN], reported so strongly in favor of a like amendment of this 
law. I leave them to explain their positions as best they can. As to 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McADoo], I must confess no 
little surprise. He is exceedingly anxious that the products of foreign 
labor should be allowed to freely compete in this country with the 
handiwork of our laboring citizens, He could look with perfect com- 
posure on the prospect of foreign labor and capital securing long-coveted 
profit at the expense of our own laboring poor, but he is not willing 
that American capital should be thrown into free competition with 
other capital in our Territories, 

Nearly half a century of experience in mining gold, silver, cinnabar, 
lead, and copper in the Territories before this prohibition was placed 
on the miners fails to disclose any justification for the gentleman’s 
position. He is fortified behind a vaporish, provincial sentiment and 
there seeks to defend injustice while vainly struggling to conceal in- 
consistency. The people of the Territories have petitioned, memorial- 
ized, and prayed for the passage of this amendment. They are Ameri- 
can citizens, and while the colleague of the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. BUCHANAN] has suggested the startling fact that a Territory is 
not a State, he must remember that the garb of American citizenship 
entitles a man to consideration anywhere and particularly in this House 
of Representatives. The debt this nation owes to its pioneers is second 
only to the debt it owes the citizen soldiers who preserved its unity. 

The men who, at the peril of their lives, have planted the standard 
of civilization in the haunts of the savage should not be denied a hear- 
ing in this body; norshould they be made the victims of an unjust dis- 
crimination such as the existing Jaw imposes. Who seeks to deny to 
these citizens of the Territories the sacred right of home rule? It is 
none other than the genial gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. MCADOO]. 
He is the same gentleman who has so often on this floor vociferously 
announced himself in favor of home rule for Ireland. I do not doubt 
his sincerity on the Irish home-rule question, but if true to his position 
of hostility to citizens residing in our Territories he would be opposed 
to home rule it he were in the English Parliament. Those who know 
nothing and care less about the struggling miners and prospectors who 
are engaged in building up Territories in the West will oppose the 
amendment. 

While opposing it, they must concede that where 5 per cent. profit 
on the money invested by foreigners returns across the water, 95 per 
cent. remains with the American laborer and manutacturer of mining 
machinery. To all argument the reply is made, let the mines remain 
undeveloped until American capital succeeds in the work. To the 
men who through toil and privation have laid bare the secrets of the 
mountains, yousay Stop! Wait until an American capitalist thinks 
proper to come to your aid. If, while waiting, death overtakes you, 
well and good. Your disappointment concerns not the older States. 
Generations unborn will reap what you have sown,” 

This cruel doctrine, which would repress individual effort by deny- 
ing its rewards, can not be founded on sound policy or good morals, 
To the citizens of mining States, the law does not apply. Why dis- 
criminate against the equally worthy and intelligent citizens of the 
Territories? Let those who desire to give an undue advantage to 
American capital over the struggling, toiling citizens of the Territories 
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vote against the proposed amendment. Those who are opposed to 
robbing toil of its best obtainable rewards will support the commit- 
tee. = 
Mr.CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, when this bill was up some time ago 
I took oceasion to animadvert on some features of it which I thought 
were hurtful, and which I thought constituted sufficient reasons why 
it should not be enacted into a law. I deem it proper, however, this 
morning, for the purpose of emphasis, to call attention to the law 
which it proposes to abrogate, and proposes to abroggte in its most 
valuable features. That law will be found on page 476, 24 Statutes at 

It is entitled ‘‘An act to restrict ownership of real estate in 
the Territories to American citizens,” etc. 

The first section of the act prescribes that aliens shall not acquire 
lands in the Territories or in the District of Columbia. It also pre- 
scribes that no corporation one-twentieth of the stock of which is owned 
by foreigners shall acquire lands or interests in lands in the Terri- 
tories or in the District of Columbia, It further prescribes that no cor- 
poration shall acquire more than 5,000 acres of land and that raĩlroads and 
corporations of that kind shall be restricted in their holdings to the 
rh of land which is necessary for the purpose of carrying on their 

usiness. 

This bill proposes that the foregoing restrictions—that is, the restric- 
tion on alien ownership by individuals, on alien ownership controlled 
by corporations, and on the capacity of corporations of any kind to take 
more than 5,000 acres—shall not apply to mines of gold, silver, lead, 
tin, cinnabar, or copper, or any mining interest therein. In other words, 
Mr. Speaker, it proposes to abolish all these restrictions, these safe- 
guards which, in consonance with the spirit of the age and with the 
great demand of the people of this country, bave been thrown around 
the public lands in the Territories and all land in this District. And 
it proposes not only to abolish these safeguards, but to abolish them in 
those particulars in which they are most important, to destroy their 
guardianship over our mines, over our precious and useful metals, and 
to lay those treasures open not only to alien ownership, but to the 
most unrestricted and, as experience has proved, the most oppressive 
corporate ownership. 

If the original act was right the present bill is wrong. Ifat the time 
that act was passed (in the Forty-ninth Congress, I believe), there was 
a necessity for legislation of that kind, I think I may safely say that 
the history of the country since, the trend of evenis in this country 
since, demonstrates that that legislation is even more necessary now 
than it was then. I call the attention of gentlemen to the fact that 
there is not a meeting of the Farmers’ Alliance, there is not a meeting 
of Grangers, there is not a meeting of a labor organization from one 
end of this country to the other, from which a demand does not go forth, 
not for the repeal of this legislation, but for stricter legislation in the 
same direction. The demand literally is: American lands for Amer- 
ican homes;’’ and, in the same connection and in some respects para- 
mount to that, is the demand that our own people shall govern the 
corporations which carry on business in the country. 

I, sir, am in sympathy with the demand to make these laws more 
stringent. I have no hesitancy in saying that we have the constitu- 
tional power to forbid any alien owning an inch of American soil; that 
under the Constitution there can be no doubt that Congress may pro- 
hibit every alien from becoming a landed proprietor, not only in the Ter- 
ritories and in the District of Columbia, but in every State of the Union. 
I will not go intoa lengthened argument on the subject, but I predi- 
cate this proposition upon sure and safe constitutional grounds, upon 
our control of our relations with foreigners, upon our responsibility to 
other nations for the treatmentof foreigners here, upon our responsibility 
to the States themselves for the status and the conduct of foreigners in 
this country, upon the treaty-making power, upon the naturalization 
power, upon all the powers which are inherent in a nation which bears 
full international relations to other nations. Isay I will not enter upon 
that subject at length. I simply state the position which I take in re- 
gard to it, 

We are told, sir—and this bill is urged upon that ground—that this 
measure will be a great benefit to the mining Territories. Aregen- 
tlemen so sure of that? Is there any certainty that the policy fore- 
shadowed by this bill will inure to the benefit of these Territories? Is 
it certain that it is to their true advantage, the true happiness and pros- 
perity of their people, that we shall encourage the building up of gi- 
gantic corporations in their midst which will own the soil and control 
the sources of wealth, and, above all, gigantic corporations owned and 
controlled largely by foreigners, who owe no allegiance to our country 
and who have no interest in the welfare of our citizens ? 

Sir, there is such a thing as making haste slowly; and the true 
interest of the Territories as well as the true interest of the people of 
all the States is to prepare for the day when we may have a homogeneous 
people, a true American race, which shall be self-contained, self-govern- 
ing, and self-equipped for all the purposes alike of political power and 
the transaction of business. 

I can not dwell too strongly, however, upon the inopportuneness of 
this legislation. It comes at a time when from one end of the land to 
the other the cry is many voiced for more homes for the people. It 
comes at the very instant, as it were, when out of the 64,000,000 of 


our people the great mass of them, so faras we may judge by the de- 
mand, are op to legislation of this kind. It can not be possible, 
Mr, Speaker, that all these millions of American people, the farmers 
and the workmen of this country, the more thoughtful and philan- 
thropic of our people—I will go further and say the more patriotic of 
our people—can be mistaken about this. 

It can not be possible that a new discovery has been made in the 
Territories on this subject. It can not be possible either—at least it 
ought not to be—that the necessities of a few men in the Territories, 
anxious for sudden wealth, anxious for the speculation which would 
follow the passage of this bill, should override this well ascertained, 
this decided opinion of the American people on this subject. That 
opinion is wholesome. It is truly American; it is patriotic, and it 
will ill become this House, Mr. Speaker, to repress it or to deny it 
by repealing the one act which, while it does not go far enough, is at 
least a etep in the direction of that opinion. 

I have called attention to the various provisions of the act to be re- 
pealed, so that the country and every member here may know exactly 
what this bill means, It means the undoing of this wholesome legis- 
lation. It means flying in the face of this wholesome public opinion. 
It means the setting back of the progress of sentiment and the progress 
of action upon this question of alien ownership of land and alien con- 
trol (so far as the ownership of lands and the control of corporations 
may permit) of the affairs of this country. Corporations are of 
the governing power. They act for the Government in a variety of 
matters. They own franchises and are very close to the people in the 
business of life. 

Their owners ought to be in fall sympathy with our wishes, and cer- 
tainly subject to the evils which wrong policies impose on 
They ought to be so mixed in the general interests that self-protection 
shall make them patriotic. We can not expect this of foreign corpora- 
tors. Yet the great argument in favor of the bill is that it will enable 
aliens to invest capital, own lands, and govern great corporations. 
Such a policy is wrong in the States and wrong in the Territories. I 
is wrong every where. 5 

Mr. CANNON. I rise to make a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYSON). Sixty minutes have 
elapsed since the commencement of the morning hour, and the Chair 

izes the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I reserve the residue of my time. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CANNON. Irise to a privileged question—to present a report 
of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, I rise to a question of order. 
My point is that under the rules sixty minutes do not constitute the 
morning hour; that it does not expire by reason of the expiration of 
sixty minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore The rule provides that the morning 
hour at the expiration of sixty minutes is liable to interruption by a 
motion to go into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. But, besides that, the Chair is of opinion that it may be inter- 
rupted bya privileged question; and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON ] states that he rises to present such a question, a report of 
the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The morning hour may be 
interrupted by a motion to go into Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of an appropriation bill, but the other exception stated 
by the Chair is not given in the rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman will remember 
that there is another rule which provides that reports from the Com: 
mittee on Rules shall always be privileged and in order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, But not to the interruption 
of this business s 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair disagrees with the gentle- 
man; otherwise it would be impossible for a privileged report to geb 
in so long as any gentleman claimed the floor on the business of the 
morning hour. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The point I make is that you 
can not take a gentleman off the floor in this way at the expiration of ` 
sixty minutes. 7 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks this report is in order- 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. You can not take a gentle. 
man off this floor unless by virtue of some rule. Now the presenta 
tion of a privileged matter of business does not give to him who seeks 
to bring it in the right to interrupt the gentleman on the floor. But 
when there are persons seeking recognition then the Chair must recog- 
nize him who comes with a privileged motion, Now, the morning 
hour having run sixty minutes, the gentleman who has been occupy- 


ing the floor can be interrupted in one way, that is by a motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole on an appropriation bill; but he can not 
be taken off the floor by a privileged matter except a conference re- 


port. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair understands the position of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, but would call his attention to clause 51 
of Rule XI, which provides that— 

The following-named committees shall haye leave to report at any time on 
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the matters herein stated, namely, the Committee on Rules, on rules, joint rules, 
and order of business. 

The gentleman from Illinois now presents such a report from the Com- 
mittee on Rules. Of course the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CHIP- 
MAN], who was addressing the House in the morning hour, will be en- 
titled to his time when this matter of business shall come up again in 

lar order, which will be in the next morning hour. 

r. CHIPMAN, Ishould not have yielded under any circumstances 
for the gentleman from Illinois to take the floor if I had not understood 
that the morning hour was concluded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is the judgment of the Chair, and 
the Chair so holds, that the report submitted by the gentleman from 
Illinois is in order. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I wish the record to show that I only yielded to 
the interruption on the understanding that the morning hour had ex- 


red. 
: The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gentleman. 
His right to the remainder of his hour will not be prejudiced by this 
interruption. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized for a report 
from the Committee on Rules, which the Clerk will read. 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON RULES, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to whom were referred the accompanying resolu- 
tions of July 23 and July 29, have bad the same under consideration, and beg 
leave to report the following resolution as a substitute therefor, with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass; 

Resolved, That Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and Saturday, August 19, 20, 
21, and 23, and Tuesday and Wednesday, August 26 and 27, after sixty minutes 
of the morning hour, be fixed for the consideration in the House, first, after the 
adoption of this order, of Senate bill 3714, the agricultural college aid bill, on 
which the previous question shall be considered as ordered after two hours; 
and that, after the disposition of said bill, on the remainder of said days the 
House shall proceed to the consideration of bills reported by the Committee on 
Agricultare: First, to the consideration of Senate bill 2594, inspection of meats 
for exportation, on whieh the previous question shall be considered as ordered 
after two bours; and that after the disposition of said bill the House proceed 
to the consideration of House bill 11508, defining lard, ete., on which the pre- 
vious question shall be considered as ordered at 4 o'clock p. m., Saturday, Au- 
gust 23; and that on Tuesday, August 26, the House shall proceed to the con- 
sideration of House bill 5353, etalon options, etc., on which the 
question shall be considered as ordered on Wednesday, August 27, at 3 o'clock 
p. m.: and that on August 20, 21, 23, 26, and 27 the House shali meet at 11 
o'clock a, m.; said order to be subject to the consideration of general appro- 
priation bills and conference reports thereon. 


Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will be glad to have a vote by 
unanimous consent, and if not I will ask the previous question. 

Mr. BLAND. Why not strike out meeting at 11 o'clock? There is 
no necessity for that. 

Mr. DUNNELL. None whatever. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, there isa good deal of necessity if gen- 
tlemen will examine the scope of these orders. The morning hour is 
reserved each morning, not to be interfered with, and as that is the 


revious 


case 

Mr. RLOUNT. Before the debate proceeds you had better take the 
previous question. 

Mr. CANNON. By unanimous consent I ask that the previous 
question be considered as ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. I think that there 
are so many things in that order we should vote down the previous 
question. We may want to make some changes in the order. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I understand that this order excludes all con- 
ference reports except on appropriation bills? 

Mr. CANNON. È will say to the gentleman that the order provides 
as follows ; 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let it be read again. 

Mr, CANNON. I have no objection. 

Mr, GROSVENOR., I ask unanimous consent that the order be 


again read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, it will be 

again read. 

Tue resolution was again reported. 

Mr. FRANK. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FRANK. Must this report be accepted or rejected as a whole? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It must, if the previous question shall 
be ordered by the House. 

Mr. FRANK. And there is no way of obtaining a separate vote on 
the several distinct propositions it embraces? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sees none. 

The question is on ordering the previous question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Before the previous question 
is ordered I demand a division of the vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the judgment of the Chair that can 
only come after the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That was my opinion, but 
the Speaker of the House decided exactly the reverse on a recent occa- 
sion. J 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair is 
not familiar with the precedent, but is of the opinion that the division 
can only come after the previous question. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The Chair has put it better 
than I did in the ent on the occasion to which I have referred; 
but the Speaker had the last say and decided that the words of the 
rule, that a demand for a division must be submitted before the ques- 
tion is put,” meant that the demand should be made before the pre- 
vious question is ordered, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheChair thinks that the language of 
the rule cited by the gentleman refers to the parliamentary status of 
the question, and not to the ordering of the previous question, which 
is incidental only to the main question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, That was my opinion also, 
but I submit the question now because I do not want to prejudice the 
right to demand a division. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hold that the demand 
can be submitted at a later stage. 

The question now is on the demand for the previous question on the 
adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. CANNON. Before the question is submitted I want to make a 
statement by consent. 

Mr. ADAMS. Before my colleague proceeds allow me to ask him a 
question? How many appropriation bills are there in conference ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not want this debate, Mr. Speaker, to pre- 
clude the debate following the ordering of the previous question. 

Mr. CANNON, Oh, I hope not. 

I will state to my friend from Illinois, in answer to his question, 
that the sundry civil bill is still in conference; a little later on, I sup- 

, the deficiency bill will be in conterence; and there is also a bill 
in conference for additional force in the Pension Office. 

Mr. SAYERS. What about the river and harbor bill? 

Mr. CANNON. Nota general appropriation bill. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois a 
question ? 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. To whom does the gentleman from Il- 
linois yield? 

Mr. CANNON. To neither just yet. 

Mr. SAYERS. I only want to ask this question: Whether this rule 
cuts out the consideration of the river and harbor bill? 

Mr. CANNON. It does. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I desire toask the gentleman to add a word 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I can not yield now. Will gentlemen have 
the kindness to allow me to make a statement? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. Ifthe gentleman will allow me to proceed I think 
perhaps I can save a number of questions, Then I will answer all 
questions with the greatest of pleasure, provided they are pertinent. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I hope we may have order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois will sus- 
pend until order is restored. Gentlemen in the aisles will take their 


seats. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, for the last three months many gentle- 
men upon both sides of the House, especially the Committee on Agri- 
culture, have been pressing for the reporting of an order similar to this 
which has now been reported. It has not been possible, in justice to 
the committees of the House, as was believed by many, to report this 
order until now. ` 

The order provides that, in the event ot its adoption, we shall pro- 
ceed to consider first what is known as the agricultural aid bill, the 
bill that passed the Senate, sometimes known as the Morrill bill, which 
has been reported favorably {rom the Committee on Education to the 
House, and which provides for the aid with which gentlemen are 
familiar to the various agricultural colleges in the respective States. 
Gentlemen who desire this order (and I think that includes the major- 
ity on both sides so far as we could tell) thought that sixty minutes 
would probably be enough; but after full consultation the terms of the 
order were made to provide that the previous question shall be ordered 
upon that bill at the end of two hours; and, as I may say, anticipat- 
ing a question from the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McCoyras], 
that would be the previous question upon the bill and amendments in 
parliamentary degree, as I understand it, and as was intended. 

Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman pardon a moment’s interruption? 
Will this order, if adopted, prevent the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors from making a report on the Senate amendments to the river 
and harbor bill? K 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill come to that in a moment. The order pro- 
vides that the remainder of these days, that is, commencing to-day, 
Wednesday, Thursday, and Saturday next, and Tuesday and Wednes- 
day of next week, shall be devoted to the Committee on Agriculture 
after the morning hour. The order provides for a morning hour each 
morning. The rule provides first for the consideration of the Senate 
bill known as the meat-inspection bill, a bill that is represented by - 
the Committee on Agriculture as of very great importance, as affecting 
both our home and our foreign commerce in connection with meats 
and provisions, The previous question is ordered upon that bill, in 
the event that the order is adopted, after two hours. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. Before the gentleman goes any further I wish to 
interrupt him to make this suggestion. The debate under the rule 
after the previous question is ordered, is twenty minutes on either 
side, unless there has been debate preceding that. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, I do not desire to make any point about that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman will understand that all I desire is 
to reserve equality in debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a proceeding by unanimous 


consent, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I hope that there will be, as a part of that 
unanimous consent, an understanding that there shall be equality in 
the time allotted for debate before as well as after the ordering of the 
previous question. 

Mr. CANNON. I have not yet moved the previous question. I 
have the power to do it, but I have no desire to cut off the debate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But the gentleman from II- 
linois did move the previous question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let us have some understanding about the division 
of time. 

Mr.CANNON. I am perfectly willing that there shall be twenty 
minutes on a side under the rules. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not understand the rule as the gentleman does. 
He is debating this question now and occupying time, and we ought 
to be allowed to occupy an equal amount of time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to state that the par- 
liamentary condition is this: The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
Non] demanded the previous question. The question was stated by 
the Chair. Pending the putting of the question the gentleman from 
Illinois desired permission to make a statement. The Chair stated that 
this proceeding is by unanimous consent. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] made the suggestion that if these observations 
should proceed they ought not to interfere with the debate allowed un- 
der the rule, and the Chair stated that right would be reserved. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is proceeding by unanimous 
consent pending the statement by the Chair to the House of the de- 
mand for the previous question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I do not want the debate to go on by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. CANNON, Very well; then I will withdraw the demand for 
the previous question; and I sup now I have the floor, 

Mr. CRAIN. Before the gentleman from Illinois takes his seat I 
wish he would answer the question that I propounded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thedemand for the previous question 
is withdrawn. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, if I can be permitted, I will complete my 
statemént in a moment with reference to this matter. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now, Mr. Speaker, let us understand before the 
gentleman proceeds as to the division of time. 

Mr, CANNON, Mr. Speaker, if I have the floor I will hold it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. 
It is too late for the gentleman to withdraw the demand for the pre- 
vious question. He having demanded the previous question, and then 
by an understanding with the House having gone on and made an agree- 
ment that the debate should not be cut off 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the rule 

rovides that the demand for the previous question may be withdrawn 
fore it is acted upon. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ah, but the point I make is 
that it was acted upon to this extent, that an agreement was made by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON ] that the debate which should 
occur after the previous question should not be interfered with by this 
preliminary debate, and therefore the gentleman can not withdraw 
the demand for the previous question and cut off that subsequent de- 
bate without the unanimous consent of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro. tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that the 
gentleman may withdraw his demand for the previous question, and 
that has been done. The gentleman from Illinois will proceed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then, Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. I want to know what the rights of the minority are as to 
debate, as to the division of time, the demand for the previous question 
being withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hold that the situation 
is that the matter may be debated until the previous question is moved 
if it shall be moved; the Chair is not advised that it will be—and un- 
til it is moved of course the ordinary parliamentary situation would 
control, Debate would run until either the previous question was 
moved and ordered by the House or until debate should be exhausted 
with reference to it, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, if I may be allowed, I will say to the 
gentleman from Georgia that either before or after the previous ques- 
tion, as he chooses, the same time for debate shall be given to that side 
as I shall consume, either by my yielding to him such timeas I may 
myself give him out of my hour, or by unanimous consent after the 
previous question is ordered. h 


Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman proposes to have all the debate prior 
to the previous question, 

Mr, CANNON. You may have the same time before the previous 
question is ordered, i 

Mr. BLOUNT. _ Then, as I understand the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman, it is that he wants to take a given time before the previous 
question is voted upon. I am quite content to allow the gentleman to 
go on with such time as he thinks is necessary to explain the order, 
provided that the understanding be arrived at that this side of the 
House shall have the same amount of time. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, let that be the understanding. 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield to the gentleman so much time as I 
shall consume out of the hour. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not want it out of the time of the gentleman, 
The rule allows time. 

Mr. CANNON, I will let the gentleman have time out of my hour. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Before the gentleman goes on, let us have an under- 
standing about this debate. 

Mr. CANNON. I have said to the gentleman, so that he can not 
misunderstand me, that I will yield to him out of my hour as much 
time as I take myself. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the Speaker if that is the only right 
this side has in relation to debate on this question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Georgia that under the rules the first gentleman recognized is en- 
titled to an hour, and then, after he shall have concluded, unless the 
previous question is ordered, another gentleman will be recognized for 


alike period. The present occupant of the chair will recognize an- 


other gentleman without stating whom he would recognize. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Unless the gentleman demands the previous ques- 
tion. Now, Mr. Speaker, there will then have been debate, the gen- 
tleman from Illinois taking the hour; ‘would not that take it out from 
under the operation of the rule that provides for debate after the 
vious question has been ordered, because the rule provides that w 
there has been debate further debate is not in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That provision of the rule would have 
to apply to the parliamentary condition. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Therefore, the gentleman would destroy the effect 
of the rule and confine the right of this side to the time of the ma- 
jority. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Precisely. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is the opinion of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Precisely. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, if my friend from Georgia will indicate how 
much time he wants to have, I can yield to him. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, I will say thirty minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. That would leave me no time in this matter. I 
wit veut twenty minutes. That is as much as would come after- 
wards, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the gentleman propose to take twenty minutes 
afterwards? 

Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 
the time. 

Mr. CANNON. 


I do not propose to use more than twenty minutes. 
In all? I have no objection to an equal division of 


I will equally divide the time. 2 

Mr. BLOUNT. Counting all this as part of your time? 

Mr. CANNON. I hope this will not come out of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It all comes out of the time of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have not taken much of it. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, Mr. Speaker, I suppose I have the floor. 

Now, I want to say in explanation of this order that next Friday is 
not included in the order. The House can do whatit chooses on Friday 
next, under the rules, in the event that the House adopts this order. 
I want to say further that the terms of the order do not cover next 
Monday, but do cover the order that after the morning hour on Wednes- 
day, Thursday, and Saturday of this week and Tuesday and Wednes, 
day of next week, the session commencing at 11 o'clock, in the event 
that the order is adopted, and the only business that is in order is the 
consideration ot these bills from the Committee on Agriculture, except 
conterence reports on general appropriation bills. 

Now, the gentleman asks if the river and harbor bill would be in- 
eluded. In my own opinion it would not. The river and harbor bill 
can be reported on Friday next or Monday next, in the event that the 
order is adopted. 

Mr. CRAIN, Do you say it will be or can be? 

Mr. CANNON. I did not say it would be, but said it could be. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Could it not be reported in the morning before 
the morning hour, as it is privileged ? ~ 

Mr. CANNON. It is very likely it could be, being a privileged mat- 
= = I do not undertake to say that it could be so reported and con- 
sidered. 

Now, I believe I have said all I want to about this matter at this 
time. The order has been carefully considered on the resolutions that 
were sent to the committee, alter the fullest consultation with the Com- 
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mittee on Agriculture and the Committee on Education, and very 
e eee of the Nodia ripen Manatee st she House, 
and after taking the consensus of opinion as diligently as it could be 
taken the Committee on Rules report this order back for considera- 


Mr. McCOMAS. Wich respect to next Friday. I see next Friday 
is not in this order, and the consideration of bills under the Bowman 
act as to war claims would not be interfered with. 

Mr. CANNON. Next Friday is not interfered with by this order, 
nor next Monday. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to know if the gentleman from Mlinois 
would be willing to permit an amendment to be offered which would 
allow the Butterworth option bill, as it is known, to be considered in 
advance of the compound-lard bill? 

Mr. CANNON. In reply I will state that the Butterworth option 
bill, in the event this order is adopted, will be considered on Tuesday 
and Wednesday, and that in the mean time these other bills that have 
been mentioned will be considered. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would like to ask the gentleman a 
—— as I was not in when the order was read. Does it include 

consideration of each of these bills within this time? 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. Now, how much time have I consumed? 

Mr. ENLOE. I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois one other 
question, if he will permit me, before he takes his seat. I would like 
to know if he would be willing toamend this order so that, in the event 
the consideration of the Butterworth option bill is defeated on account 
of want of time, we may extend the time for two more days, so as to 

“consider that bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, the Butterworth option bill will be taken care 
of if this order is adopted and we proceed to business under it. Next 
Tuesday and Wednesday are set apart for that bill, and the previous 

mestion is to be considered as ordered. The gentleman need have no 

about the Butterworth option bill. If he wants to pass it and if 
this Honse wants to pass it, the way to do it is to adopt this order. 

Mr. ENLOE.. I do not think that is correct unless you give ample 
time, because you have placed it at the tail end, where it may be de- 
feated for want of time, 

Mr, CANNON. The Butterworth option bill is placed by this order 
where it will be out of the power of the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. ENLOE], or those who may sympathize with him to filibuster to 
prevent its consideration. 

Mr. ENLOE. No man can beat the gentleman from Illinois in fili- 
mastering; when it comes to the use of his tongue and the consumption 
of time. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] un- 
stands that any privileged may be made during the morning 
hour in the days covered hy this order. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. So that the river and harbor bill, being 
privileged, may be reported whenever it is ready. 

Mr. CANNON.. Certainly. 
se CRAIN. Why is the river and harbor bill excluded from this 

er? 

Mr. CANNON. It is not excluded. 

Mr. CRAIN. I understood the gentleman to say afew minutes ago 
that it was e&cluded. 

Mr. CANNON. How much time have I used, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Twenty minutes. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I will ask the gentleman from Illinois whether 
there is any reason why even now, as the order stands, we should not 
add after ‘* general appropriation bills and conference reports thereon ”’ 
the words and the consideration of the river and harbor bill.” 

Mr. FUNSTON. Yes. 

~ Mr FARQUHAR. What is the objection? 

Mr. CANNON, Iwill tell my friend. The object of the committee 
in reporting this rule is to have a rule that will secure the considera- 
tion of these bills of national importance between this time and Wed- 
nesday of next week, leaving all of next Friday and all of next Mon- 
day and the morning hours intact for such other business as the House 
may want to do. 

Mr. HERMANN. Is not the river and harbor bill a bill of national 
im ce? 

. CANNON. Oh, certainly; but the river and harbor bill has got 
legs enough to take care of itself. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And to include the river and harbor bill 
would mean to defeat these agricultural bills. ~ 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. Now, I yield twenty minutes to the 

_ gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. 3 

Mr. CRAIN. Before the gentleman takes his seat will he do me the 
courtesy, as I have asked him a courteous question in a courteous man- 
ner, to let me know which statement I am to take as correct, that the 
river and harbor bill is included in this order or that it is excluded ? 

Mr. CANNON. The gentlemanis as good a parliamentarian as I am, 
and probably better, but : 

Mr. CRAIN, I know my own opinion; I want yours. 

Mr. CANNON. In my opinion, the river and harbor bill, being 


privileged, could be reported back to the House and placed upon the 


Mx opinion is that on Friday or Monday, if it suited the House, they 
could proceed to consider the river and harbor bill, but, as I under- 
stand it, the time, with the exceptions I have stated, is to be devoted 
to the consideration of the four billsnamed. I now yield twenty min- 
utes to the gentleman from [Mr. BLOUNT]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer an amendment 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not yield for that purpose. [Laughter.] Gen- 
tlemen may laugh, but I am entitled to the floor for an hour, and be- 
fore that time expires I will test the sense of the House on ordering 
the previous question. If it suits the gentleman from to take 
twenty minutes of my time I shall be glad to yield it 15 him. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I want to ask the gentleman from Illinois whether 
it would not suit him to let the House vote upon this proposition 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not yield for an amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Itis to insert, after the words ‘‘ general appropria- 
tion bills,“ the words and the river and harbor appropriation bul.” 

Mr. CANNON. No, sir; I do not yield for that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the gentleman object to letting the House vote 
upon the proposition ? 

Mr. CANNON.. I do not desire to modify the order in that respect. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois, as the 
Chair understands, yields twenty minutes to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. BLOUNT] for debate only. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That means that I am to control the twenty min- 
utes, for I may not want to use it all. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Will the gentleman from Georgia yield to me to 
ask the gentleman from Illinois whether he will agree tostrike out the 
word ‘‘ thereon ?’’ 

Mr. CANNON. What does the gentleman mean? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. ‘‘General appropriation bills and conferencere- 
ports thereon.’’ If that word thereon is stricken out, we shall have 
an open field and there can be no question about the matter. 

Mr. CANNON, I will say to the gentleman that I will not agree to 
that, for the reason that the sundry civil bill, which is in conference, 
may possibly be ready within the time named and that is a great monoy 
bill. This order has been fully considered, and, if gentlemen will take 
it and study it and discuss it amongst themselves, they will see that if 
we are to pass the important measures to which it relates and take 
care of other important legislation the order can not be modified with 
safety; at least that is my opinion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. ROGERS]. Y 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to take judgment pro confesso 
against the Committee on Rules, because this order is itself a confes- 
sion that they can not do business under the rules. About the only 
business we have done during the present session, except under these 
special orders reported by the committee, has been done during the 
last six or seven days when we have gone to and cleared up theS er's 
table and done other things of that sort. But we now have an order 
= which the committee confess that under the rules we can not do any- 

ing. 

Me Speaker, I rise also to invite attention to the fact that in this 
order (the execution of which is to consume pretty much all of the 
balance of the session, unless the indications are entirely deceptive) 
there ought to be some disposition made of the direct-tax bill. Why, 
sir, here is my friend from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH} connected with 
this great exposition out in Illinois, the World's Fair; and the news- 
papers tell us he has come back here to get some restriction taken off 
the legislation on that subject so that the preparations for the World's 
Fair may proceed. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will youallow me to correct you, my friend? 

Mr. ROGERS. Do not take my five minutes. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. You must not rely upon the n rs, 
If you believed all they say about me or if I believed all they say 
about you, neither of us would have a good opinion of the other, 
[Laughter.] I am not asking anything of the kind which the gentle- 
man states. > 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know, if I could get 
an honest expression of opinion, what the gentleman thinks about him- 
self, [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, I have not quarreled with myselt 
this morning. 

Mr. ROGERS. I hold in my hand passages from the debate on the 
direct-tax bill in the last Congress. The newspapers tell us the gen- 
tleman has come back hereto get rid of some restrictionsin the World’s 
Fair bill. This sum of a million dollars, or thereabouts, which the 
State of Minois would receive under this direct-tax bill would be a 
very great help to the enterprise, if the direct-tax bill could only be 
passed under this special order. 

And the thing which astonishes me most is that, though of all the 
bills which commanded consideration during the last Congress there 
was not, in the opinion of the Republican minority, a solitary one that 
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rose in prominence to equal the direct-tax bill and although the Sen- 
ate bill on this subject is numbered, I believe, 173 on the Calendar, no 
man on either side of the House during this session, except myself, has 
ever suggested that we ought to take up the direct-tax bill; and I am 
one of the most uncompromising opponents it has or ever had. [Laugh- 


ter.] 
What is the matter with you? Why do you not embrace this bill. 
in your order? I would like to call attention to some remarks made 


at the last session by my friend from Ohio over there [Mr. GROS- | 


VENOR], always good natured, of course, in connection with the direct- 
tax bill: 
These motions may be indefinitely extended— 

Alluding to the parliamentary filibustering in the last Congress— 
and I give notice now that if that ruling is applied, if God spares my life and it 
I can get members of the minority to stand with me, this proceeding will be re- 

to upon questions that will affect the majority most materially. * * + 
t is a step towards a complete and just reunion of the hearts of the people of 
this country. 

How I do reciprocate and respond to that sentiment of the gentleman 
from Ohio [laughter]; and, responding to it, I stand here to-day to ask 
the House of Representatives in the interest of good feeling between 
the two great sections of this country and in the interestof the World’s 
Fair, which was to ‘‘ unite the blue and the gray, the North and the 
South, the East and the West,“ that they vote down this demand for 
the previous question and include this direct-tax bill under this gen- 
eral order, 

But I get no sympathetic response from the gentleman from Ohio. 
What change has come over the spirit of yourdreams? Has the direct- 
tax bill no charms for you now that the responsibility of legislation is 
upon you? 

The gentleman from Ohio did notstand alone. The present Speaker 
of the House led that fight; and I have here also the remarks of my 
friend from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN].. Let us look for a moment 
at the remarks firstof the Speaker, of which I read a portion the other 
day. Here they are, from the RECORD, Fiftieth Congress, page 2702: 

Mr. Rexp, It is the desire on this side to allow ample opportunity for discus- 
sion, if after that we can have a vote upon the bill. * * * I ask unanimous 
consent thatthe previous question be considered as ordered at 4 o’clock, and 
that the vote be Mhen taken upon the bill. It is well to be frank and 
we all know what we desire. Thereis noobjection on the part of the friends 
of this bill to any discussion which can be deemed reasonable on the part of 
those who are opposed to it if at the end of that time we can come to a vote. 
We, on our part, desire to give an opportunity for discussion to any ex- 


tent which genUemen may deem satisfactory within reasonable limits, but we 


desire also the passage of the bill, and we do not wish to have it obstructed by 
dilatory motions or maneuvers. * * * Ithink we 5 Mr. OATES] under- 
stand each other, and we can very easily test the question. 

Mr. REED then moved the previous question, and that brought on 
the deadlock,“ during which Mr. REED led the forces of those that 
were so anxious to pass the direct-tax bill. (See pages 2710, 2711, etc.) 

Mr. REED said again (page 2776) : 

I want the 5 from Alabama [Mr. Oarxs] distinctly to understand 
that this side is willing to allow a iy time for debate that any reasonable man 
ean ask for on the other side, and every rtunity for amendment which the 
rules of this House will allow. All we ask is that aſter the matter has been 
thoroughly debated to the full on of everybody on the other side, and 
after every amend nent has been offered which ingenuity or the good wishes of 
anybody can originate, then we shall havea vote on the bill. 


Again he said (page 2776): 

Mr. REED, Because your conduct is such that it is necessary you should com- 
mit yourselves in order to give us the assurance, 

And again (page 2788): 

Mr. REED, Mr. od reaper in reply to what the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
OATES) has so frankly said, I desire to say to him, as a matter of constitutional 
Jaw. that ander the Constitution of the United States the majority of the House 
of Representatives is competent, so far as the House is concerned, to decide 
what amendments it will adopt, what amendments it will reject, what bills it 
will refuse to and my proposition, the proposition of a who are 
in fayor of this bill, will simply execute that constitutional right. Under the 
Constitution | ion is the result of the action of a majority, not the result 
ofa yielding of 166 members of the House to 62 members upon a question which 
the House is perfectly competent to deal with, 

And again he said: 


It seems to me that this oe is go clear that itcan not be misunderstood. 

If any [amendments] shall be adopted, then the matter will go into conference; 
if none of them shall be rpc neo then the bill will pass as it stands, and will pass 
by virtue of having a majority of the Representatives of the people of the United 
States in favor of it. [Applause.] 

Page 2859: 

Mr. Reep. The trouble is not a lack of a quorum; it is a lack of behavior. 

The Speakernow makes no provision for the majority, his own party, 
to pass the bill he professed so earnestly to desire to pass in the Fiftieth 
Congress. 

See what 8 from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] said (Ro- 
ORD, Fiftieth Congress, page 2661). After explaining the facts relating 
to the tax act of 1861, and showing the amount remaining uncollected 
from fourteen States and Territories, he arraigned every Southern 
State for its non-payment and added that— 

The table from the T. Department is the st t which 
be 8 showing the inequalities of this Seliseuee bash Seca a core 

And that— i 


5 — performances on this floor yesterday and to-day are significant and merit 
notice, 
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voting with him were almost exclusively gentlemen from the States yet in ar- 
Tears, and it really seemed that the greater the arrears the more the 
activity in opposition. + 

Mr, Chairman, there is no section“ in this measure. There is no politics in it. 
There is one simple, straightforward proposition to do justice to all, so far as 
the principal paid is concerned, and I am amazed at the fierce opposition it en- 
counters, whence comes that opposition? 

Whence comes the opposition now ? 

Sir, I caught an idea the other day from a Republican paper pub- 
lished up in Michigan. It said that the minority had filibustered in 
years gone by, and that to prevent that the majority had placed larger 
power in the hands of the Speaker, and, continued the editor: 

Behold the Speaker himself has become the chief offender, he now prevents 
the consideration of all business that does not suit him. 

Why is it that you gentlemen who were keen as a brier in the last 
Congress to pass this direct-tax bill and bring about this ‘‘reunion of 
hearts, of which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR ] then spoke 
so plaintively—why is it that some one of you can not be heard toask 
that this measure be inserted in this order, so as to adjust this old ac- 
count, of the existence of which you complained so seriously in the last 
Congress. 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROGERS. I wish Thad time to give the residue of these quota- 
tions. Ithink I ought to take advantage of the precedent set a few days 
ago by my friend from IHinois and print them inthe RECORD. Iwill 
do so, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, the proposition in this order is to take 
up, not one bill for consideration and determination, involving amend- 
ments and debate, but a series of bills the consideration of which will 
run through several weeks, This House, for a series of days or even 
weeks, without having heretofore considered these several meas 
is to be directed in advance, without the reading of a single one of the 
bills, without the benefit of the discussion of a single one of them; is 
to be directed in advance what consideration and what opportunity of 
amendment shall be had upon them. They are important measures, 
one relating to agricultural colleges throughout the country, the one 
relating to the inspection of meats, thé lard bill, all matters of great 
importance to the people. There is also the bill relating to dealing in 
options. All of these things are brought in under this order from the. 
Committee on Rules, and a restriction placed upon the time, that is to 
say, upon the opportunity to amend or debate the same. It does seem 
to me, Mr. Speaker, that the House in its character of a deliberative 
body is degenerating below common bility. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] has stated that so far 
as bills coming from the Committee on Agriculture were concerned 
that committee had been consulted about it. I presume that the ma- 
jority members of the committee were consulted; but I am quite sure 
that some of the minority members of the committee are utterly op- 

to this order. I know that they are opposed to the considera- 
tion of some of these bills which are fixed by this order; and so we 
have this condition of affairs: That, so far as compliance with the wishes 
of the minority of the committee is concerned, like the views of the 
minority members of this House on all of these questions, they are 
utterly ignored, and the dictum of the Committee on Rules is to take 
the place of the rules themselves and of the judgment of the House on 
these great questions. 

Now, sir, it transpires that the committee have refused to allow the 
matter of the river and harbor bill to be considered at all. They have 
taken a number of days to be oecupied by this order, and the river and 
harbor bill is specially excluded. It certainly is a matter of great na- 
tional importance. What reason can there be for it? Why may it not 
occupy a portion of the time? Why may not the previous question be 
voted down on this order, and an amendment inserted allowing the 
river and harbor bill to be brought in and considered, and if that shall 
contract the time for debate on the other propositions, why not allowa 
further amendment to be offered as to these bills, giving longer time 
for debate and amendment or so much time as may be taken up with 
the river and harbor bill? I can conceive of no superiority in any of 
these measures over the river and harbor bill. To my mind it is a far 
more important bill than any other measure included in this order. 


Iam opposed to the order, therefore, because it annuls and is in- 


tended to annul the rules of the House for debate and amendment on 
all these questions; and running through days and weeks it binds 
the House to a strict consideration of special measures where there is 
no opportunity for debate and no opportunity for amendment, to the ` 
exclusion of other and more important matters. I favor voting the 
previous question down for the additional reason that it is proper and 
important to accompany the resolution with a provision for the con- 
sideration of the river and harbor bill, which is of much interest to 
every section of the country, more interesting and more important to 
the Representatives on this floor than any other bill now pending; and 
I trust, therefore, the previous question will not be ordered, but that 
we may incorporate the river and harbor bill, or change the length of 
time for debate and order the previous question on any one of these 
measures as we may see fit, so as to give ample opportunity for discus- 
sion and amendment, 
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I yield the balance of the time to the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. MCMILLIN]. t 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee has ten 
minutes yielded to him. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, one who looks at the special order 
- that we are now asked to adopt, and who appreciates that which is to 
come immediately after it or which will take effect as an order after 
the execution of the present one (a provision giving two. days to the 
Committee on Labor), and who will at the same time reflect about the 
lateness of this session and the length and magnitude of the river and 
harbor bill, must conclude that if this order be adopted that bill is in 
great peril. 

The order submitted now proposes to give two hours to-day to the 
consideration of the agricultural college bill, the previous question to 
þe considered as ordered at the expiration of the two hours’ debate, 
Then two hours to be given to the meat inspection bill, and the pre- 
vious question ordered and a vote taken on that. To-morrow, Thurs- 
day, and Saturday the time is to be devoted to the lard bill. Monday, 
if I remember correctly the provision of the rules, is the day for the 
consideration of District of Columbia business, of which it was deprived 
on the last day, and we are not to presume that it will be again de- 
prived of it. Next Tuesday and Wednesday, the 26th and 27th of 
August, are to be devoted to the options bill. Thursday and Satur- 
day of that week we propose to give to the Labor Committee. Then 
we are in this condition of affairs: We are brought to the Ist of Sep- 
tember, for all we can now see, with a bill involving $24,000,000—the 
river and harbor bill—that has always aroused antagonisms in this 
House, still not considered. 

Now, I will state to the House as my candid opinion that, if the pre- 
vious question is ordered here and the special orderis made excluding 
from consideration the river and harbor bill, there is danger that that 
bill will fail; and gentlemen need not be surprised if that should be the 

result. 


Mr. OATES, Will the gentleman yield fora question? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. OATES. Is my friend able, as a member of the Committee on 
Rules, to say whether there is any reason, coming from that committee, 
why the bill known as the alien land bill—the resolution to fix a day 
introduced by myself more than a month ago has been disregarded, has 
been excluded from this order ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iam not able to state. I think it should be con- 
sidered. . . 

Mr. OATES. For the consideration of that bill there is a great de- 
mand from all 727 of the country. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Unfortunately my friend from Georgia, Colonel 
BLOUNT, and I are not members of the majority of the Committee on 
Rules, and hence can not control its action. 

Mr. CANNON. I can give the gentleman the reason. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, I prefer the gentleman would take his own 
time for that and not consume mine, as mine is very limited. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Now, I have thought it proper to make this 
statement concerning the peril of one of the greatest and most impor- 
tant bills before the Honse, and to notify gentlemen, so that if they 
adopt the previous question and force this order upon the House to 
the exclusion of the consideration of all other business, if they commit 
the House to the consideration of these bills to the exclusion of the 
river and harbor bill, in view of the consequences from that action 
which I have suggested and the peril in which it places the river and 
harbor bill, they do it with their eyes wide open. I favor the consid- 
eration of all measures looking to the improvement of drooping asri- 
culture. But I would not like to endanger the only means the farmers 
have of getting their products to market cheaply. 

It is true that Fridays are not provided for in this resolution. But 
is it to be presumed that after having taken eighteen Fridays away 
from the Private Calendar we are still going to inflict that wrong upon 
the claimants of this country, who now have over one thousand bills 
on that Calendar? For one, I say no; it ought not to be so if it is so, 
Now, as to these measures, here is the agricultural college aid bill, 
which provides for the appropriation of millions of dollars, When the 
original grants to these colleges were made they were made to the States 
and left to State control; butthis grant is proposed to be given coupled 
with a condition; and the Secretary of the Interior is the judge of the 
fulfillment of the condition upon which the States may take these 
sums of money. That much for the importance of that bill. That is 
to be shuffled off at the end of two hours. I think it should be 
amended, It should never be left discretionary to Cabinet officers to 
determine whether or not the moneyshall be paid over. State officers 
should not have to report to him. Then the meat inspection bill is to 
come on, and it is to have two hours only. 

The lard bill is to have three days and be passed. It is a strange 
spectacle that the Congress of the United States is going to legislate 
as to what men shall eat. We are proposing to legislate hogs’ fat into 
the people. We are caught in the performance of saying that the 
American people shall not eat anything but that which the Lord said 
none of his people should eat. [Laughter.] We are striving to im- 
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prove on the Lord, it seems. [Laughter.] This is the way these 
things come along. Butter came two years ago and demanded pro- 
tection against hogs’ lard; and now the hog has wallowed his way to 
Washington and is rubbing his rusty sides against the corners of the 
Capitol and grunting ont his appeal that he shall be protected against 
cotton-seed oil. [Laughter.] So it goes; and this all to be done by 
special rule; all to be done at the peril of exceedingly important 
measures; all to be done at the peril of a bill which nf ig ae twenty- 
odd millions of dollars for rivers and harbors that have had nothing 
appropriated to them for two years. 

For one I do not believe it best to proceed in this way. My opinions 
on this subject are too well known to require amplification. It looks 
to me that it is time for the House of Representatives to act as if it felt 
that it was able to take care of itself without a guardian ad litem, taks 
ing its business up and disposing of it in a business-like way. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 
pired. The gentleman from Georgia has one minute yet remaining. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that I desire to offer 
the following amendment if the previous question shall be voted down. 
The amendment is to include the river and harbor bill in the order. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. As among the things that may be excepted from 
the operation of this rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment may be read for in- 
formation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. No, I just announced it. I do not care to have it 
read. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] desires to announce 
an amendment, and I yield to him for that purpose. 

Mr. CRAIN. It is the same amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield to me for five 
minutes ? 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentleman three minutes. I would 
yield five if I could. I have but ten minutes remaining, and I have 
promised to yield to two or three others. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Illinois has twenty 
minutes yet remaining. 

Mr. CANNON, Very well; I will yield to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr, HATCH] five minutes. 

0 BLOUNT. This is the equal division“ that we were told 
about. 

Mr. HATCH. I do not want to interfere with the division of time. 

Mr. CANNON. Gentlemen upon the other side claim their time, 
and therefore I can not keep my word to others to whom I promised 
to yield, ir I yield to the gentleman from Missouri more than three 
minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I claim my time, if I can get it by claiming it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] give his attention? The gentleman from Illinois consumed 
twenty minutes in opening. The opposition have had twenty minutes 
in reply. Out of the hour the gentleman still retains twenty minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely; but I want to be fair to the gentlemen on 
the other side. If I take ten minutes I feel that I ought to allow the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] ten minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think so. 

Mr. CANNON, I will yield now to the gentleman from Georgia 
eight minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] 
may be allowed to proceed now. N 

Mr. CANNON. -I have no objection. 

15 HATCH. I will be glad to take the floor at any time that I can 
get i 

Mr, CANNON. I will yield three minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. HATCH. I want to say a word to this side of the House 

Mr. CANNON, My friend, as I know, wants to save me trouble, 
and I would be glad if he would give me back those three minutes. I 
will give the time to him a little later. 

Mr. HATCH. I will yield it with pleasure. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had , With amendments in which concurrence 
was requested, the bill (H. R. 11439) making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1890, and for prior years, and for other pu: 

The message also announced that the Senate had with amend- 
ment, in which concurrence was requested, the bill (H. R. 526) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to procure and submit to Congress 
a proposal for the sale to the United States of the western part of the 
Crow Indian reservation in Montana. 

The message further announced that the Senate agreed to the amend- 
ments of the House to the bills (S. 1502) granting a pension to Mary 
Ellen Fitzgerald, and the bill (S. 3127) amending an act entitled An 
act to constitute Lincoln, Nebr., a port of delivery, and to extend tho 
provisions of the act of June 10, 1880, entitled An act to amend the 
statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and 
for other purposes, to said port of Lincoln.“ 
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The message further announced that the Senate agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Honses on the amendments of the House to the pill (S. 3163) to reor- 
ganize and establish the customs collection district of Puget Sound. 

The message further announced that the Senate had a bill 
(S. 4229) granting a right of way through certain lands of the United 
States in the Territory of Utah, in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested. ' 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CANNON. Iyield two minutes to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. Funston]. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, nine months of this session have 

. The Committee on Agriculture have faithfully attended to 
their duties, They have conceded to other committees of this House 
time for the consideration of other measures, and now, when the reso- 
lution is brought before this House for the taking up of agricultural 
measures, we find gentlemen on the other side of the House endeavor- 
ing to weight down the resolution with other matters in order to drive 
us from the field. I want to say to you, gentlemen of the river and 
harbor bill, if you knock out the Agricultural Committee at this time 
we will knock the river and harbor bill so high that you will never see 
it again. [Laughter. ] 

It seems to me that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] and 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN ],in view of the general 
uprising in their own States, should concede to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture a day or two at least for the consideration of measures in 
which the agriculturists are most interested; and I say to you now, 
whatever may be your motives, we take your acts as having in view a 
design to consume the time given to the Committee on Agriculture. 
The Committee on Agriculture, I say, have waited nine months and 
we do not propose to wait any longer. If we are defeated, it will be 
by the very men that have been crying out upon this floor that justice 
has not been done to the agriculturists of this country and that time 
has not been given to the Agricultural Committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. HATCH]. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, every member of the House knows that 
I have been a very earnest and consistent opponent of special rules that 
have been brought in here from time to time for the consideration of 
certain-named bills. I have opposed these rules because I was opposed 
npon principle to the adoption of the code of rules adopted by the 
House. I have been most earnest in my opposition to them. For the 
first time, as the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture states, in 
nine months, it is proposed by the Committee on Rules to give to the 
Committee on Agriculture the only means by which important bills 
reported by that committee can be considered at this session. Grouped 
in this order are four of the most important bills considered by that 
committee during this Congress or of any that will be presented by any 
committec in the Fifty-first Congress for consideration. 

Behind these bills to-day are more voting thousands of earnest citizens 
than favor every species of legislation upon your calendar [applause]; 
restless, excited, and anxious, irom one end of the country to the 
other to-day, simply because they have been shut out by the consid- 
eration of other matters from the consideration of measures reported 
in their interest just like those reported from the Committee on Agri- 
culture, and I warn my friends upon this side of the House to-day to 
make no mistake in their votes upon the adoption of this rule. While 
it is not all we are entitled to, it is the best we can do, and the Dem- 
ocrat representing an agricultural district in the House of Representa- 
tives to-day who throws an obstacle in the way of the consideration of 
these bills will rue it before the snow flies in November. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

It is pretty near time that this important committee, which has con- 
sidered bills here from the beginning of this session, shall have time to 
present them to the House for consideration. I would greatly prefer 
that each one of these bills should be brought forward as we brought 
forward the oleomargarine bill, when we stood here for ten long days 
and fought that bill to a conclusion, and won it by one of the largest 
votes ever cast in the House of Representatives. [ Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 


pired. 
Mr. CANNON, Before I give the time to the gentleman from Geor- 


Mr. HATCH. Just give me one minute more. 

Mr. CANNON, I yield the gentleman one minute more. 

Mr. HATCH. I want to say this: I want to reiterate what the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. Funston] said in regard to the river and 
harbor bill, that if the consideration and passage of the conference re- 
port on that bill is to stand in the way of the passage of this rule and 
the consideration of these bills, let the river and harbor bill wait until 
December next. [Applanse. ] 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say a single word. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Just here or before you close? 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say a single word before I yield to the 
gentleman from Georgia. This order will not interfere with the con- 


sideration of the river and harbor bill before the morning hour, Dur- 
ing the morning hour the river and harbor bill can be called up as a 
privileged question, and on Friday next or on Monday next it could 
be called up. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will my friend permit me right there? 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I want to say that there is no an 
nor intention to antagonize these bills so as to bring in any antago- 
nism here. Now I yield to the gentleman from Georgia eight minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ten minutes, the gentleman said. 

Mr. CANNON. No, I did not. LI yield the gentleman eight min- 
utes, 

Mr: MCMILLIN. 
will permit me, I want to ask the gentleman from Illinois this ques- 
tion: He says the riverand harbor bill is privileged. Does he not know 
that in its present status itis not privileged? It is now before the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and has no more privilege than any 
other bill, and would have to be considered in Committee of the Whole 
if any one should make the point of order against it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE]. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. If my friend will allow me—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. I can not yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I want to state to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MOMILLIn] that that is not conceded by any 
manner of means. It will be 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ENLOE] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, as I understood the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr.Haren], he raises the issue entirely upon the considera- 
tion of the river and harbor bill, and he says that the farmers of this 
country have risen up and have disturbed the old political organiza- 
tion because these questions have not been considered that are to be 
heard under this special order. I want to say to the gentleman from 
Missouri that there is no farmers’ organization in this country that is 
disturbing any political organization on account of the kind of lard 
that shall be used. It is not an issue of the negro and the heg’’ 
that has disturbed the political organizations, but it is the infernal 
financial and revenue system of this country that has caused the farm- 
ers to rise up in their might and threaten to overthrow the political 
organizations; and I want to say—— 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him there 
by stating that the bill that he has advocated in committee—the option 
bill—is one of the bills to be considered under this order ? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, sir; and the option bill is placed in this order in 
such a way as to indicate that it has been selected as a victim. It has 
been placed in the rear end of this order, when it is known that the 
time will be consumed and the bill thus defeated. Why do you not 
place that bill before the lard bill, as it involves a much more impor- 


The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 


In the time of the gentleman from Geo: if he 


tant question? But you have put it after the hogs, when you know that 


the consideration of the lard bill will consume all the time, and it will 
have to be disposed of first. 

Mr. CONGER. But the option bill has two full days. 

Mr, ENLOE. I know it gets two days, but it gets the last two days, 
and the bills considered in that order may not be disposed of, and the 
time for its consideration will thus be used. The gentleman did not 
want, and I predict right here and now that there will not be in tho 
House or in the Senate, a vote to sustain the Butterworth option 
bill, and it has been so placed in this order that it can not be consid- 
ered and disposed of under this order. 

Now, as to Friday. The gentleman from Illinois says that the river 


and harbor bill being privileged may be considered on Friday or Mon- 


day. He says that so as to get gentlemen who want to have the river 
and harbor bill considered not to vote against this order; and I am jus- 
tified in saying that no one who has watched the progress of this fight 
can doubt that the Committee on Rules and the majority party upon 
this floor have determined that there shall be no time devoted to the 
consideration of private claims, notwithstanding they make an excep- 
tion of Friday in this order. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon], in the 
outset of the debate, as I understood him and as be was generally un- 
derstood, declared that this order did exclude the consideration of the 
river and harbor bill. His last statement was a modification of that 
and was to the effect that the river and harbor bill might possibly get 
in in the morning hour in spite of the order. That this order will in- 
terfere very largely with that measure is quite patent from the refusal 
on the part of my friend from Illinois to allow me to offer my amend- 
ment. The order was intended to be a distinct exclusion of the river 
and harbor bill. Now, the bills to which the order applies are im- 
portant, I may differ with some gentlemen as to whether they ought 
or not to be passed, but at the same time I am content for them to have 
a fair consideration under the rules of this House. 

I have been contending for that all along, but for the simple reason 
that I have proposed an amendment the chairman of the Committee 
on iculture [Mr. Funston] and the ex-chairman of that commit- 


tee [Mr, HATCH] have discovered a purpose to defeat the considera- 
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tion of the measures included in this order coming from the Commit- 
tee on Rules, and have made a threat that, if it shall so happen, we 
are to understand that the river and harbor bill, designed for the im- 
provement of the rivers and harbors and the reduction of freight rates 
throughout the country, is to be defeated -—— 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman does not mean to say that I have 
made any such threat? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, I will withdraw the statement as to the gen- 
tleman, if he disavows the threat, 

Mr. FUNSTON. Allow me to say— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Not in my time. The gentleman is on record, and 

i his statement and mine do not correspond the record will show it, 
and he can take care of himself later. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Very well. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now, there is nothingin my amendment proposing 
to include the river and harbor bill that would interfere with these 
other measures, and if the previous question shall be voted down and 
this amendment shall be included, it will then be quite competent to 
adopt an amendment allowing as much additional time as may have 
been consumed by the consideration of the river and harbor bill. The 
House can take another day or they can take as much additional time 
as may be necessary. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Funston] 
has referred to the fact that these measures are farmers’ bills, and he 
says that down in Georgia and Tennessee there is a good deal of inter- 
est felt in our legislation here in relation to agriculture. That is true, 
sir, but it is likewise true that the very bill which so stirs the soul or 
the gentleman from Kansas and of my excellent friend from Missouri 
[Mr. Harca], the lard bill, excites quite a contrary sentiment in the 
sertion to which the gentleman from Kansas directs our attention, and 
therefore I am not at all disturbed by the scarecrow that he has set up. 

I hope that the previous question will be voted down. If the House 
is bent upon the consideration of these bills under this order, I trust 
that the order will be amended to the extent of allowing the river and 
harbor bill to stand on the same footing with the other appropriation 
bills. I can see no objection to-that, and I trust that the House will 
vote down the previous question and allow the amendment I have sug- 

to be voted upon. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON ] has five minutes remaining. 

Mr, OATES. I will ask the gentleman from IIIinois 

Mr. CANNON. I can not yield now, as I have promised to yield 
three minutes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY]. 

Mr. OATES. Then I will ask my friend from Ohio [Mr. MCKIN- 
LEY ] if he can give me an explanation of why a day is not assigned for 
the consideration of what is known as the alien land bill. 

Mr. McKINLEY. The gentleman from Alabama inquires why the 
Committee on Rules have not given to his alien land bill a day in the 
resolution now under consideration. I want to say to the gentleman 
that, if he will only be patient and will help us to sustain and adopt 
these various resolutions and orders that we are bringing into the House 
to do the important business of the country, we will, I am sure, be- 
fore the end of the session, endeavor to supply an opportunity for the 
consideration of his bill. 

Mr. Speaker, there is no public business the consideration of which 

EUAN EFENA side ACTAE tad tx giving S ATADA bs T 
resolution re is n giving these five days for leg- 
islation relating to agriculture, the Committee on Rules have but re- 

to the agricultural sentiment of the country, both North and 
mth, 


Mr. Speaker, we have given to the Committee on Agriculture, for the 
bills which they propose to have considered, all the time that they 
have asked, and no gentleman on the other side has claimed in this dis- 
cussion that we have not given to those bills all the time required for 
their full consideration. Again, Mr. Speaker, this rule of ours is not 
intended to antagonize the river and harbor bill. Nobody ever thought 
of that. No tleman of the minority of the Committee on Rules 
ever su, it when we were considering this rule in the committee 
this morning. No gentleman there asked, in my hearing, to have the 
* river and harbor bill excepted. 

i Mr. BLOUNT. Icertainly heard the question asked, and I submitted 

t myself. g 

Mr. MCKINLEY. So far as I have heard there was not a single 
suggestion before the Committee on Rules that the passage of this rule 
would in any wise interſere with the consideration of the river and 
harbor bill, and for one, if I had supposed that this rule would interfere 
with the river and harbor bill and its consideration at this stage of the 
session, I myself would have been willing to make that exception. 
But the river and harbor bill will take care of itself. It always has 
taken care of itself and it always will take care of itself at any stage 
of any session of Congress. Gentlemen on this side of the House who 
take the responsibility of passing this rule will also take the responsi- 
bility of passing the river and harbor bill before we adjourn this session 
of Congress, [Applause on the Republican side.] 

‘Therefore the appeal made upon the other side upon the ground that 
We propose to exclude the river and harbor bill is made not because 
they love that bill, but because they propose to stand in opposition to 


every rule that is brough 
ness, Tiy is 3 in the opposition which comes from that 
marter. ota 

ules that has not been opposed in precisely the same spirit that has 
been manifested here this morning in the opposition to the pending 
rule. So I say, Mr. Speaker, that the previous question should be 
sustained and this rule should be adopted, so that these important 
agricultural bills which are demanded by theagricultural interests of the 
country may be y disposed of. And while Iam on my feet I want 
to say further that the Committee on Rules, in suggesting the work for 
this week and a part of next week, have authorized a report of a rule 
to give the Committee on Labor two or three days to consider impor- 
tant labor bills pending before that committee or already repo to 
the House, and which the laboring interests of the country are justly 
pressing upon the attention of Congress. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. What have you done with the shipping bill ? 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York asks 
what we have done with the shipping bill. If the gentleman will give 
us time and will send a resolution to our committee, which he might 
have done —— 

Mr, FARQUHAR. The resolution is there. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I can say, speaking for myself and myself alone, 
that I am ready to join in reporting a rule to give this House the right 
to consider not only the steam-ship bill, but the tonnage bill, which 
bears the gentleman’s name. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. CANNON, I now move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; there being—ayes 103, noes 45. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the adoption of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. FRANK. I demand aseparate vote upon one of the propositions 
involved in this order 

Several MEMBERS. Too late. 

Mr. FRANK. I refer to that clause which provides that the previ- 
ous question shall be taken on Saturday next upon the bill defining lard. 
I demand a separate vote on that proposition, 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not think that is a distinct proposition upon 
which the gentleman is entitled to a separate vote. order, which 
is so drawn as to dedicate a certain number of days for the considera- 
tion of certain business, must stand or fall as a whole. 

Mr. FRANK. That will be for the Chair to determine upon the 
reading of the resolution. I think I am entitled to a separate vote 
under the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the test to be applied in 
such a case as this is whether after the matter on a division is asked 
2 been separated trom the rest there will remain a substantive 

roposition—— 

Mr. FRANK. Precisely; and I think this case will successfully 
meet that test. 

Mr. BLAND. Do I understand that my colleague [Mr. FRANK 
does not desire to fix any day at all for the consideration of the bi 
which he has named ? 

Mr. FRANK: No, 25 I desire 5 5 ig 

. BLAND. i may agree with my colleague as to the par- 
ticular bill pending, I would like to have the question considered. 

Mr. FRANK. I desire the consideration of that bill. But the prop- 
osition on which I desire a separate vote is this: $ 

House bill 11568 defining lard, on which the previous question shall be con- 
sidered as ordered at 4 o'clock p. m., Saturday, August 23. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman consider the words ‘‘on which 
the previous question shall be considered as ordered, ete., as a sub- 
stantive proposition? 

Mr. FRANK. I do unquestionably. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Does this order 
cut off all amendments and substitutes? Are we bound to vote onthe 
bill only or can amendments be offered ? 

The SPEAKER. Amendments can be offered. The gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. FRANK] will perceive at once that if the proposition he 
has indicated should be voted down, there would remain no substan- 
tive proposition 

Mr. FRANK. If the part of the resolution which provides for the 
previous question were voted down, thre would still remain 

The SPEAKER. But the questions must be taken in their order. 

Mr. FRANK. Very good; then I d mand a separate vote on that 
part of the report which is embraced in these words: 

That after the disposition of said bill the House proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 11568, defining lard, etc., o Which previous question shall 
be considered as ordered at 4 o'clock p. m., Saturday, August 23. 

I demand a separate vote on that proposition, if I am entitled to it. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition for the consideration of the lard 
question ? 

Mr. FRANK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. I still think that this order must stand or fall as a 
whole. The Chair will notice that it sets aside certain days for the 
consideration of business of the Committee on Agriculture. It pro- 
vides first for the consideration of a certain bill; and, after that is con- 
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sidered and disposed of, the consideration of another; and so on, each 
one hingeing on the others. If you strike out any part of this the whole 


falls. It seems to me that, this being a proposed order or rule—really 
you may call it a rule—covering certain days and dedicating those days 
to the consideration of these bills, you can not strike out one clause 
without destroying the rest, because one hinges upon the others. The 
resolution stands or falls as a whole and was so intended. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I do not see why the gentleman from 
Missouri has not a right to demand a separate vote on the proposition 
in relation to compound What is this order? Let us not be so 
very technical that we can not do what the rules intend we should do, 
What is this order? It is intended to allow the consideration of vari- 
ous bills which are named, with a particular time assigned to each. 
That is tae whole of it. Now, if the gentleman wants to raise a ques- 
tion as to the allowance of time to one of these bills, I can not see why, 
if that clause should be struck out, there would not remaina substan- 
tive proposition. There is still left the order relating to the time for 
the consideration of the other bills. There will be no confusion. If 
the House should determine to strike out this clause, then what? 
The order provides for the consideration of the several other bills with 
the time assigned to each 

The SPEAKER. This order provides an order of business for a cer- 
taiir number of days. The first part of the proposition contains a dec- 
aration that a certain number of days shall be devoted to the consid- 
eration of a designated bill—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, that is not all. 

The SPEAKER. This is a proposition rather to strike out than to 
divide. That could have been got at by voting down the previous 
question and making a motion to strike out. 

* yi BLOUNT. The declaratory part of this is qualified by what 
ollows. 

TheSPEAKER. Precisely; that is just it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then what follows is as to a given time to be de- 
voted to the agricultural aid bill, and a given time to the inspection 
of meats, and a given time to the lard bill, and also a given time in 
relation to the bill defining options. That is really the purpose of it, 
and the declaration of time in the beginning is a mere summing up. 
The rule assigns to these bills or undertakes to devote so many days 
to their consideration and simply sums up the time which the bills 
will consume. Now, if you take out any one of the bills you simply 
reduce the time to that extent. 

If you vote out the time to any one of them, and then execute the re- 
mainder of the order, you will use no more time than that assigned in 
the order to the other bills, and the declaration in the early part of 
the order in relation to the lapse of time which is to be consumed will 
be modified. to conform to any construction the House may make of 
the order in that regard. It does seem to me that that is a practical 
view of the question, and that any other view of it is a violent mode 
of reasoning. 

Here is a proposition to consider various bills and one of them a bill 
of great importance to the gentleman from St. Louis. He wants the 
House to say whether as to this particular bill it will consider it at all. 
That is all that his demand presents. It is the ordinary way ofapply- 
ing the rule; and to attempt now by a strict, unreasonable construc- 
tion of the rule to deny to the gentleman the right of allowing the 
House practically to say whether it will take up the bill or not, seems 
to me to bea most unreasonable construction. If that is the rule of 
the House, if that be the true construction of the rule, it is about time 
that we were taking a larger view of business here by amending the 
rules themselves. 

Such a construction was nevercontemplated and I do not think that 
anything can justify it. The rules ought not to be construed to deny 
rights which are proper to any gentleman on the floor. They ought 
to be construed in their broadest sense. The gentleman from Missouri, 
by the practices of the pastand by the constraction of the very rule of 
the House itself, has undoubtedly the right to exercise it now, and 
here so far as I know in the history of this House is the first time that 
a member is to be denied a right which is unquestionably. his, by a 
technical, strange, unprecedented construction of the rule. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, the previous question operates to shut 
off debate and to bring the House to a direct vote on the question, but 
it does not interfere with the right of a division of the question, where 
it can be divided. 

The SPEAKER. No; but the gentleman does not state it quite ac- 
curately. It is where the question can be divided so that a substan- 
tive ition will remain. 

Mr, DIBBLE. Certainly; Iam coming to that, Where the ques- 
tion can be divided and where a substantive proposition remains after 
excluding the part on which a separate vote is demanded. 

TheSPEAKER. But the gentleman from South Carolina must bear 
in mind that the lan ol the rule is that the question can be di- 
vided. It is not a proposition that a separate vote can be taken on one 
part, but that the question can be divided so that a vote can be taken 
on the remaining part as well. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Certainly; and I propose to show by the order that 
that is entirely practicable in the case now under consideration. 


Now, if a separate vote be taken first on the agricultural college aid 
bill—suppose the House should defeat that part of the order—then the 
order will read with a substantive proposition remaining: 

8 to the consideration of Senate bill 2594, inspection of meats for expor- 
on. 

The SPEAKER, Would that be a substantive proposition? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Yes, sir. It might occupy the same time that the 
rule fixes for it. The effect of it would be that the time that the 
agricultural college aid bill was to take up of these days at the begin- 
ning shali be taken up first by Senate bill inspection of meats; 
then the lard bill, and the other bills following in their consecutive 
order, and in the same way any one of the bills and each of the bills 
could be taken out of the resolution. P 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina gets over the 
difficulty the Chair hasin mind by not paying attention to what would 
be left after the division of the question, Will the gentleman strike 
out the first proposition and see what would be left? Read what 
would be left for the House to vote upon. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I will do so. I will take the resolution itself. It 
provides — 

Resolved, That Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and Saturday, August 19, 20, 
21, and 23, and Tuesday and W. „August 26 and 27, after sixty minutes 
of the morning hour, be fixed for the consideration in the House; 8 

First, To the consideration of Senate bill 2594 (inspection of meats for T 
tation), on which the previous question shall be considered as ordered after 
hours— 

And so on. 

Mr. SPEAKER. That you purpose fo strike out. 

Mr. DIBBLE. No; I purpose to strike out the clause relating to the 
first bill, if that was the one on which a separate vote was demanded, 
and I have read the resolution leaving out the first bill and reciting 
the second. 

The SPEAKER. That is to say, all of the resolution down to that 

int. 

Por, DIBBLE. Yes, all of the resolution that relates to that bill. 
That is, all relating to the agricultural college aid bill. Now, if you 
strike out all relating to the inspection of meats bill which follows, 
then it will leave the substantive proposition again that the House 
will proceed ata certain time to the consideration of the bill defining 
lard; and then you go on to the bill defining options, And in the 
same way you can take up the bill defining lard, which is the third 
mentioned here and leave asubstantive proposition grammatically ex- 
pressed occupying the whole of the remaining time, which would be 
the consideration of the options bill, 

It is the House deciding to devote the time to three of the bills in- 
stead of four of the bills, and the order with that eliminated reads 
grammatically, sensibly, and correctly. Therefore a substantive prop- 
osition is left, and therefore the question is capable of four divisions, or 
any one of the four, at the demand of a member, under the rules. 

Mr. FRANK. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard for a moment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. FRANK. The demand that I have made has been made under 
subdivision 6 of Rule XVI, which reads as follows: 


6. On the demand of any member, before the question is put, a question shall 
be divided if it include propositions so distinct in substance that one being 
taken away a substantive proposition shall remain, 


Now, Mr. Speaker, what is the question upon which a vote is to be 
taken? It is upon this—— 2 

The SPEAKER. Where does the gentleman purpose to make the 
division? 

Mr. FRANK. Iam coming to that. 

TheSPEAKER. Between just what words? 

Mr. FRANK. I propose to make the division after the consideration 
of Senate bill 2594 has been finally determined by the previous question, 
3 3 That is the first division, after the word ' ques- 

Mr. FRANK. No; the last words of that proposition are the words 
‘after two hours.“ 

The SPEAKER. Now, will the gentleman start at the beginning of 
that proposition and read it? 

Mr. FRANK (reading): 

First, after the adoption of this order, of Senate bill 

The SPEAKER. No; will the gentleman begin at the beginning of 
the proposition ? 

Mr. FRANK. Very well, I will do that, 


Resolved, That Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and Saturday, August 19, 20, 
21, and 23,and Tuesday and Wednesday, August 26 and 27, after sixty minutes of 


the morning hour, be fixed for consideration in the House, namely, first, after 


the adoption of this order, of Senate bill 3714, the agricultural aid bill, on which 
the previous question shall be considered as ordered after two hours. 


That is the first substantive proposition. 

The SPEAKER. That is the first substantive proposition. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, omit that. 

Mr. FRANK (reading): 

And that after the disposition of said bil 

The SPEAKER. After the disposition of what? 
stricken out, on the supposition of the gentleman. 


All that has been 
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Mr. FRANK. It would be taken away only temporarily. 

The SPEAKER. Does not the gentleman see that he has not a 
substantive p tion left? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Read your substantive proposition. 5 

Mr. FRANK. The substantive proposition is: 


First, to the consideration of Senate bill 2504, the inspection of meats for ex- 
portation, on which the previous question shall be considered as ordered after 
two hours 


The SPEAKER. That depends upon the disposition of the other 
one, and the other one will not be disposed of, on the gentleman’s hy- 


pothesis. : 

Mr. FRANK. If you take away one substantive proposition, does 
not the substantive proposition remain that we shall then proceed to 
the consideration of the next proposition? 

Mr.GROSVENOR. When? 

The SPEAKER. No, the next proposition is, after the otherone 
been disposed o. 

Mr. FRANK. Then the rule has no sort of sense in it. 

The SPEAKER. It has no sort of sense in its application to this, 

haps. That is precisely what the Chair was trying to point out to 

e gentleman, 

Mr. FRANK. Then, can the Speaker give us an illustration of a 
case where it would have application? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly; in the well known instance of an elec- 
tion case, where there are substantive propositions which can be sep- 
arated. ‘There are two ways of getting at a matter of this sort. One 
is by amendment. That the House has decided not to do. 

„ FRANK. Well, then, Mr. Speaker — 

The SPEAKER. The House is deprived of no power whatever; only 
the House has determined not to separate this, and not to modify it, 
and not to amend it, but to accept it or reject it as it stands. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the 

tleman from Missouri is entitled to the floor without interruption. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Is it not a fact that this resolution, as it now 
stands, is indivisible ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The point I make is that the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. FRANK] is entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled tothe floor. The Chair 


is asking him questions. 
Mr, McCLAMMY. I think we should have order while the discus- 
sion is going on. 


Mr. FRANK. I desire to present this matter in such form as that 
the House may act upon it, and i desire to move to recommit this re- 
port to the Committee on Rules with instructions that they report the 
same with this alteration: That the option bill precede the considera- 
tion of the bill defining lard, and that they report this resolution with 
that change. $ 

The SPEAKER. Thatmotion thegentleman can make. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. FRANK] 
to recommit with instructions to strike out 

Mr. FRANK. No; not to strike out, but to change the sequence of 
consideration, namely, that the option bill shall be considered before 
the lard bill; that they just change places. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Tra ing the two propositions. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missonri must indicate more 
definitely than that what his proposition is. ‘The Chair does not be- 
lieve it would be possible for the committee to know what the order of 
the House was under that statement. + 

Mr. FRANK. That the order be recommitted to the Committee on 
Rules with instructions that they report this resolution back, making 
this change: That after the disposition of the bill for the inspection 
of meats they proceed to consider House bill 5353, defining options, 
on which the previous question shall be considered as ordered at 4 
o'clock p. m., Saturday, August 23, and that on Tuesday, August 26, 
the House shall proceed to the consideration of House bill 11568, de- 
fining lard, etc., on which the previous question shall be considered 
as ordered on Wednesday, August 27, at 3 o’clock p. m. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri as stated by him. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, the question is not understood here. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The question has not been stated. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Missouri has stated the prop- 
osition that the option bill be substituted for the lard bill and the 
lard bill for the option bill in the order of consideration. 

Mr. CANNON. And the time will be broken up and the order 
broken up. 

The question was put on the motion of Mr. FRANK; and the Speaker 
announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. FRANK. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 46, noes 103, 

Mr, ENLOE. Yeas and nays. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I make the point of no quorum. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Twenty gentlemen have arisen in support of the 
demand for the yeas and nays—not a sufficient number. 

Mr. ENLOE. The other side, Mr. Speaker. 


The SPEAKER (after counting the other side), One hundred and 
nineteen gentlemen have arisen in opposition to the demand for the 
yeas and nays, and the yeas and nays are refused. The yeas are 46, 
the noes 103, and the motion to recommit is lost. The question now 
is on the adoption of the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 


AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the first bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 3714) to apply a portion of the proceeds of the public lands to the more 
complete endowment and support ot the colleges for the benefit of care 
and ee . arts established under the provisions of an act of Congress 
approved July 2. 1862. 


* 
That no money shall be paid out under this act to say State or Territory for 
nction of race or color 
e in the admission of students, but the establishment and maintenance 
of snch colleges separately for white and colored students shall be held to be a 
compliance with the provisions of this act if the fundsteceived in such State or 
Territory be equitably divided as hereinafter set forth: Provided, That in any 
State in which there has been one college established in pursuance of the act 
of July 2, 1762, and also in which an educational institution of like 
hasbeen established, or may be hereafter established, and is now aided by such 
State from its own revenue, for the education of colored students in agriculturs 
and the mechanic arts, however named or styled, or whether or not it has re- 
ceived money heretofore under the act to which this act is an amendment, the 
Legislature of such State may propose and report to the Secretary of the Interioz 
n just and equitable division of the fund to be received under this act between 
one college for white students and one institution for colored students estab- 
lished as aforesaid, which shall be divided into two ont) and paid accordingly, 
and thereupon such institution for colored students shall be entitled to the bene- 
fits of this act and subject to its provisions as much as it would have been if it 
had been included under the act of 1862, and the fulfillment of the foregoing pros 
visions shall be taken as a compliance with the provision in reference to sepa- 
rate colleges for white and colored students. 

Sec. 2. That the sums hereby appropriated to the States and Territories for 
the further endowment and support of colleges shall be annually paid, on ot 
before the 31st day of July of each year, by the Secretary of the Treasury, upon 
the warrant of the Secretary of the Interior, out of the asury of the United 
States, to the State or Territorial treasurer, or to such officer as shall be desi; 
nated by the laws of such State or Territory to receive the same, who sha 
upon the order of the trustees of the college or the institution for colored stus 
dents, e ee pay over said sums to the treasurers of the respective col- 
leges or other institutions entitled to receive the same, and such treasurers shall 
be required to report to the Secretary of Agriculture and to the Secretary of the 
Interior, on or before the Ist day of September of each year,a detailed states 
mentof the amount so received and of its disbursement. The grants of moneys 
authorized by this act are made subject to the legislative assent of the several 
States and Territories to the purpose of said grants: Provided, That payments 
of such installments of the appropriation herein made as shall become due to 
any State before the adjournment of the regular session of the Legislature meet- 
ing next after the of this act shall be made upon the assent of the gov- 
ernor thereof duly certified to the Secretary of the Treasury, 

Src. 3. That if any portion of the moneys received by the designated officer 
of the State or Territory for the further and more complete endowment, sup- 
port, and maintenance of colleges, or of institutions for colored students, as pro- 
vided in this act, shall, by any action or contingency, be diminished or lost, or 
be 8 it shall be replaced by the State or Territory to which it belo: 
and until so replaced rai yoeag appropriation shall be apportioned 4 
to such State or Territory; and no portion of said A A 4 shall be applied di- 
rectly or indirectly, under sy pretense whatever, to the purchase, erection, 
preservation, or repair of any building or buildings, An annual report by the 
president of each of said colleges shall be made tothe Secretary of Agriculture, 
as well as to the Secretary of the Interior, regarding the condition and progress 
of each college, including statistical information in relation to its receipts and 
expenditures, its library, the number of its students and professors, and also 
as toany improvements and experiments made under the direction of any ex- 
periment stations attached to said colleges, with their cost and results, and such 
other industrial and economical statistics as may be regarded as useful, one 
copy of which shall be transmitted by mail free to all other colleges further en- 
dowed under this act. 

Sec. 4. That, on or before the Ist day of July in each 12 after the passage of 
this act, the Secretary of the Interior shall ascertain and certify to the Secretary 
of the Treasury asto each State and Territory whether it is entitled to receive 
its share of the aunual appropriation for colleges or of |for] institutions for colored 
students, under this act, and the amount which thereupon each is entitled, re- 
spectively, to receive. If the Secretary of the Interior shall withhold a certifi- 
cate from any State or Territory of its appropriation the facts and reasons there- 
for shall be reported to the President, and the amount involved shall be kept 
separate in the Treasury until the close of the next Congress, in order that the 
State or Territory may, if it should so desire, appeal to Congress from the de- 
termination of the Secretary of the Interior. If the next Congress shall not di- 
rect such sum to be paid it shall be covered into the Treasury. And the Secre- 
tary of the Interior is hereby charged with the proper administration of this 
law. 

SEC. 5. That the Secretary of the Interior shall annually report to Congress 
the disbursements which have been made in all the States and Territories, and 
also whether the appropriation of any State or Territory bas been withheld, 
and if so the reasons therefor. 

Sxc. 6. Congress may at any time amend, suspend, or repeal any or all of the 
provisions of this act. 


Mr. McCOMAS. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JOSEPH 
D. TAYLOR] to offer an amendment, which I accept. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as tollows: . 


In section 1, line 17, after the word “dollars,” insert: “To be applied only to 
instruction in agriculture, the mechanic arts, the English language, and the 
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various branches of matheniatical, physical, natural, and economic science, with 
al reference to their applications in the industries of life, and to the facili- 
ties for such instruction.” 


Mr. McCOMAS. ‘There should be some arrangement made as to the 


consumption of the time, there being two hours’ debate, so that the |, 


disposition of the bill may not conflict with the other orders. I shall 
ask the House for a vote after two hours’ discussion, I suppose the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARUTH], my colleague on the com- 
mittee, will be Saja iSS to control the time on that side. 

Mr. CARUTH. Is it proposed to take a vote on this bill this even- 
ing? 

Mr. McCOMAS. It is. 

Mr. CARUTH. That would bring it to a quarter of 6 o'clock, and 
I would therefore suggest that the vote take place the first thing in the 
morning. We would not have a quorum ut 6 o'clock, and the conse- 
quence would be that the vote would fail. 

Mr. McCOMAS. But it may be that the debate will not take two 
hours, The House may consent to take a vote before that time, as it 
may shorten the debate. We can not tell. 

Mr. CARUTH. I know the gentleman from Maryland is very long- 
winded, and it may not be possible to shorten the time, 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the gentleman from Kentucky, my colleague, 
will help we wiil be able to reach a vote this evening. 

Mr. CARUTH. I think you had better agree to take the vote in the 
morning. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent that debate be 
limited to one hour and fifteen minutes. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If we can get unanimous consent to shorten the 
time of debate—— 

Mr. CARUTH. Oh, no; I will not agree to that. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Then we will try to get a vote if gentlemen donot 
exhaust the time. 

Mr. CARUTH. I do not know that debate will exhaust the time, 
but I am afraid that debate may exhaust the House, and at the close 
of debate there will not be a voting quorum present. 

Mr. McCOMAS. We can probably get a vote this evening, [Cries 
of “Vote!” Vote! ““] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. ADAMS. I hope the gentleman will allow me to offer an amend- 
ment to that amendment. The word political ’’ should be inserted 
in that amendment betore the word ‘* economic; ™ so that it will read, 
‘* Political and economic sciences.” I do not believe in any institution 
of learning supported by Government money in which the nature of 
the Constitution of the United States and the laws of the United States 
are not part of the instruction, and I moye to amend the amondment 
by inserting the word politienl before the word economic.“ 

Mr. BLAND. What sort of politics does the gentleman want 
taught? 

ir. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I think if the amendment be read again 
it will be apparent to everybody that the Constitution of the United 
States is embraced. Ido not know how yon could know very much 
about economic sciences without understanding the Constitution of the 
United States, and therefore I ask that the Clerk report the amend- 
ment again. 
ENROLLED Biki» 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to lay before the 
House a report of the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H, R. 6451) 
to establish a national military park at the battle-field of Chickamanga; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 


AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, the word dollars“ does not occur 
in line 18 of the bill, as stated in the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think it must be section 2. 

Mr. McCOMAS, It is right in the bill, after “dollars,” in line 17. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In what section? 

Mr. McCOMAS. In section 1 of the bill, on page 2. 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘The word dollars?“ is not in that line. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will report the amendment 
as it will occur in the original bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What page is it on? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Page 2. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The word dollars“ is not in that section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill as read by the Clerk has not 
been printed. The Clerk is reading from the Senate bill. 

Mr. McCOMAS. ‘The amendment was offered by my colleague with 
the consent of the whole committee, with the understanding that his 
amendment is to come in after the word dollars,“ in line 17 of the 
first section of the bill. 0 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. In line 18. 

Mr. McCOMAS. No; in line 17. I hold the bill in my band. 
After the word“ dollars,“ in line 17, the amendment comes in. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. It is not that way in the bill that 1 
hold in my hand. The word “dollars” is in line 18, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like toask the gentleman if that is the 
bill as it passed the Senate? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Ihave the bill as reported to the House, and my 
colleagues have the bill as it was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why can not we get the bill as reported? 

Mr. McCOMAS. My colleague from Ohio has the right bill, but 
the wrong print. I have the House print of July 12, 1890, accompa- 
nying my report, from the Committee on Education, 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman from Maryland will allow me, I 
understand that the bill as reported to the House has never been 

rinted. 
-i Mr. McCOMAS. The bill has been printed, but itisexbausted, I 
had great trouble in getting a copy myself yesterday. The amend- 
ment which my friend from Ohio [Mr. Josepm D. Tay or] offers 
comes in line 17, after the words “twenty-five thousand, 

Mr. BLOUNT. As we have not the bill, I hope my friend from 
Maryland will give us some explanation of how this differs from the 
Senate bill. 

Mr. McCOMAS, Iam very sorry that my friend has not the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT, Iam not the only gentleman that has been unable 
to geta copy of the bill, and, as there are so many in the same situa- 
tion, I think the gentleman ought to supply the defect by explaining 
the difference between this and the Senute bill. 

Mr. MoCOMAS. Tue difference is that in the Senate print, at the 
bottom of the first page, the word ‘‘ thirtieth’? occurs, and on the 
second page of the Senate print the word “ dollars“ comes in the 
eighteenth line, while in the House print it comes after the words 
“twenty-five thousand, in the seventeenth line. The bills are word 
for word alike. 

The SPEAKER pro (mpore (Mr, Burrows). If there be no objec- 
tion the amendment proposed by the gentleman trom Ohio will be 
agreed to. 

Mr. ROGERS. I think the amendment ought to be explained. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If I am recognized in my own time I will make 
a brief explanation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
informs me that the House bill is the same bill that was reported to 
the Senate from the committee, but was not passed by the Senate. Is 
that correct? 

Mr, McCOMAS. I repeat that the proper bill (which I am sorry is 
exhausted, but of course I have no control of that matter) is Senate 
bill 3714, upon which I had the honor to make a report (No. 2697) 
from the House Committee on Education. Coming from the Senate, 
the bill was read twice and referred to that committee June 24, 1890, 
and on July 12, 1890, was reported back favorably, and the bill Inow 
hold in my hand is the proper print. The bill as reported to the Senate, 
which is probably the bill now in the hands of the gentleman from 
Georgia, is not the bill that passed the Senate. 

First, in answer to the inquiry of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
Rod kus] theamendmentoffered by my colleague on the committee is one 
that is concurred in by all the members of the House committee, as I 
understand, and is intended to limit the expenditure of the money 
which will be appropriated by this bill to agricultural education and 
education in the mechanic arts and the English language, so as to pre- 
vent the money being expended in the ordinary college training in 
belles-lettres and the dead languages, but to more nearly confine these 
schools to industrial training and agricultural education. 

Mr. McCREARY. ‘The Honse bill has been exhausted, and a good 
many of us have the Senate bill, Now, will the gentleman, before he 
proceeds with his speech, kindly tell us the exact difference between 
the House bill and the Senate bill? 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Wich pleasure. The only difference isin the num- 
bering of the lines. The bills are the same, in totidem verbis, 

The amendment which is offered by the gentleman from Ohio comes 
in the House print after ‘‘twenty-five thousand dollars,“ in line 17, 
and it comes in the bill which the gentleman from Kentucky probably 
has, in line 18, after the same words, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, As the proceeds of the sales 
of the public lands diminish, will that lessen the amount appropriated 
by the bill? Or, if not, how is the fand to be made up? 

Mr. McCOMAS, This bill when it reaches the maximum expendi- 
ture of $25,000 perannum, if there be then forty-eight States and Ter- 
ritories, will require $1,200,000 annually, It will require, if passed 
now, about $700,000 annually, rising $48,000 each year. Now, the 
proceeds of the sales of the public lands were, in 1889, eight million 
one hundred and seventy-five thousand and odd dollars; in 1888, $11,- 
595,000; and so on back for a series of years, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But every year the proceeds 
of the sales of public lands will be decreased, both by the diminution 
of the amount of public lands for sale and by the increase of settlement 
under the homestead law. Now, is there provision anywhere in the 
bill—I have been unable to find it if there is—as to where the differ- 
ence is to come from between the proceeds of the sales of public lands 
and the amount appropriated by the bill? Is there any mode pointed 
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out by which any sumof money needed under this bill greater than 
the amount derived from the proceeds of the sales of public lands can 
be obtained? 

Mr. MoCOMAS, Not by this bill. This bill itself is supplemental 
to the act of July 2, 1862, which, as the gentleman well knows, was 
the college land-grant act of that eminent man, Senator MORRILL, 
based npon the annual sales of publio lands, and in another body, in 
a discussion lasting for some time, there seems to have been a very 
confident belief, re-enforced by the statement of the Commissioner of 
the Land Office, that inthe nature of things for a long reach ahead 
there would be more than ample fands derivable from the proceeds of 
the sales of public lands (the arid lands and others being in time, of 
course, brought into play) to carry on this work indefinitely. 

Now, if it be not so, the original bill provided that the railway pro- 
ceeds and the proceeds of the public lands should be coupled together. 
It was thought that for a long time the proceeds of the public lands 
so long as they may last should support these institutions; and the 
evident sentiment in the other body, and perhaps here, is that the pro- 
ceeds of railway land-grant acts enhanced, as they will bein later years, 
should be another source so far as may be from which this fund shall 
be supplied. While the indication is that the fund shall be derived 
from the source I have referred to, the appropriation in the billis “out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,’’ and if 
this fund should fail the appropriation would doubtless be made. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, On that very point I ask 
the gentleman's attention. The language of the bill is: 

That there shall be, and hereby is, annually appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated arising from sales of public lands, 

Now, is not this appropriation limited to the funds now in the Treas- 
ury or which may hereafter come into the Treasury from the proceeds 
of the sales of public lands? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Even if that be so, the provision reaches forward 
for many y because when we consider the vast amount 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. As to the other source of 
revenue which the gentleman suggested, the proceeds from railroads, 
there is nothing about it in this bill; and if the gentleman will con- 
sider carefully the provisions of the act ot 1862 it must be evident to 
him that that act does not permit the application of any funds that may 
arise under it to this particular appropriation. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Undoubtedly not. But so far this bill enlarges 
that act. Let me call the gentleman’sattention to the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands for a number of years as exhibited in a state- 
ment which I have beſore me. In 1890 this fund amounted to $1,300,000; 
in 1881, $3,300,000; in 1882, $6,500,000; in 1883, $9,600,000; in 1884, 
$10,300,000; in 1886, $6,300,000; in 1887, $6,250,000; in 1888, $11,- 
595,000; in 1889, $8,175,000. These figures show the net proceeds 
i deducting expenses) of the disposition and sale of the public 
lan 


S. = 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Tam not very familiar with the 
public-land’system; but my information is that after a very few years 
the appropriation carried in this bill could not be paid out of the pro- 
ceeds of the public lands. I speak in the presence of the chairman and 
other members of the committee, who will correct me if Iam mistaken. 
I call attention to this matter becanse we might find ourselves here- 
after in this dilemma: having organized these colleges upon a basis re- 
quiring the expenditure of this annual sum, the fund out of which the 
money is to come might be impaired or destroyed; and that would be 
a very unfortunate condition for these institutions. 

Mr. McCOMAS. It seemed wise to the committee—and I think my 
friend from Kentucky, who, I hope, is a friend of this measure, will 
concur in the wisdom of this yiew—to make this act conform as far as 
practicable to the existing system, This bill simply enlarges the ap- 
propriation for the existing institution in each of the States, avoiding 
to a large degree the contention which might arise with respect to the 
appropriation of money for the aid of education in the States. Doth 
sides of the House agreeing generally that the proceeds of the public 
lands can be properly applied to this purpose, the bill has been framed 
in accordance with that view and in conformity with the existing sys- 


tem. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. As this debate is so short, 
with no chance for amendment, I simply desired to call the gentle- 
man’s attention to this matter because it may become very important 
hereafter. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwish to ask the gentleman from Maryland whether 
any examination which he has had occasion to make enables him to 
say that there is no present charge on the proceeds of the sales of the 
pente lands other than that relating to the experiment stations in the 

tates. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I can not speak of that with perfect accuracy; but 
I am safe in the statement that the proceeds of the public lands have 
been for a decade and will probably be for many years to come (with- 
out reference to any other charges upon the fund) considerably in ex- 
cess of the total called for by this bill. 

Mr. McRAE, If the gentleman will allow me, I would like to make 
a statement in this connection and ask him a question or two. He will 
remember that the last Congress passed an act repealing all provisions 


of law for the sale of the public lands, except to actual settlers under 
the pre-emption law and the commutation section of the homestead law. 

The Commissioners of the General Land Office and the Secretaries of 
the Interior have for ten years recommended the repeal of both these 
laws. The Committee on Public Lands reported in favor of such re- 
peal during the last Congress; and this House has frequently voted for 
it. It is to be hoped that both these enactments will be repealed. 
Now, if this just legislation should be carried into execution, there 
will be no lands from which revenue can be derived for the purpose 
contemplated in this bill. The public lands should be held for and 
given to the homeless, and not sold. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I remind the gentleman that the commutation 
feature of the homestead law still remains; and I find by a letter from 
the Treasury Department now before me that during the fiscal year 
last ended, 1890, the proceeds of sales of public lands amounted to 
$7,500,000. - 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, seven million five hundred thonsand. But you 
must remember that while the pre-emption law and the commutation 
clause of the homestead law are both in operation they are likely to be 
repealed. They are recommended for repeal, and there is a strong senti- 
ment in favor of the repeal of both, I hope they will be. Now, it 
this is done you will not be able to draw from the proceeds of the pub- 
lic lands exceptas to the fees, which will, perhaps, not be sufficient to 
meet the requirements of the bill. 

Mr. McCOMAS. That question has been considered very thoroughly 
elsewhere; and under existing law this bill, which has received two 
days’ consideration in another body, was so modified, and for the very 
purpose of providing this public-land basis, excluding railways. It is 
believed to be the best mode that could be devised, and thatit will for 
years to come prove a satisfactory basis for these institutions. 

Now, if I may be allowed to make a brief statement in regard to the 
scope of the bill and its provisions it will probably prevent many ques- 
tions from being asked; and I will do it because members of the Honse 
do not have the print of the bill at hand, which has been exhausted; 
and it may enable the measure to be more clearly understood if I enter 
into a detailed explanation of it, I will therefore confine myself more 
particularly to astatement of the provisions of the bill itself than to an 
exhaustive argument in regard to the merits of the proposition pre- 
sented. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let me ask the gentleman, before he proceeds, if 
the House committee has not reported the Senate bill without amend- 
ment, 

Mr. MCCOMAS. That is correct. 

Mr. BLOUNT. So that if we have the Senate bill before us we have 
substantially the House bill? 

Mr, McCOMAS. The Segate bill is precisely the same; but we have 
had offered, by concurrence of the committee, an amendment, which 
5 read from the desk. I indicated its scope in my report on the 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Maryland that a number of the bills have just been sent in from 
the document-room, 

Mr. McCOMAS. Iam very glad to hear of it, for it has been rather 
embarrassing to undertake to discuss and explain a measure of this kind 
with only a single copy of the bill before the House. 

Now, this bill, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Before the gentleman proceeds will he 
allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. In theevent of the repeal of the laws 
to which reference was made by the gentleman from Arkansas a few 
momeuts ago might it not be well to insert an amendment, to come in 
after line 5 of the bill, to the effect to modify the clause so as to read: 
“not otherwise appropriated, arising from the sale or proceeds of the 
public lands?’’ This, of course, would include the fees. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, while ordinarily I would be very 
glad to accept that amendment at this stage of the session, I would 
rather take the bill in its present shape than to subject it to the possi- 
bilities which might arise from such an amendment. It is an amend- 
ment which led to a great deal of discussion elsewhere. 

This is a bill, as its title shows, to apply a portion of the proceeds 
of the public lands to the more complete endowment and support of 
the colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts estab- 
lished under the act of July 2, 1862. It appropriates out of the money 
arising from the sale of public lands, to be paid to each State and Ter- 
ritory for the endowment and maintenance of colleges: for the benefit 
of agriculture and the mechanic arts, now or which may be hereafter 
established in accordance with that act, $15,000 for the year ending 
June 30, 1890, and an annual incrense of the amount of such appro- 
priation thereafter for ten years by an additional $1,000; and there- 
after an annual payment to eich State and Territory of $25,000, 
These sums are required by theamendmentI have offered to be applied 
only to instruction jn agriculture, the mechanic arts, the English lan- 
guage, and the branches of science with special reference to their appli- 
cation in the industries of life. 

The bill provides that none of the money shall be paid out toa State 
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where a distinction of race or color is made in the admission of students, 
but separate colleges for white and colored students, if the funds be 
equitably divided, shall be held a compliance with this provision. 

It is further provided that in a State where there is a college estab- 
lished under the act of 1862, and an institution of like character may 
be herealter established, or has been established and is now aided by 
State revenues, for the education of colored students in agriculture and 
the nsechanic arts, however it may be named and whether or not it 
has received money under the act of 1862, the Legislature ofsuch State 
may propose and report to the Secretary of the Interior ajust and equit- 
able division of the fund, under this bill, between one college for white 
students and one institution for colored students, which sums shall be 
paid accordingly, and such institution for colored students shall be en- 
titled to benefits just as colleges for white students under the act of 
1862 are. 

The sums appropriated are to be paid by July 31, annually, by 
the Secretary of the Treasury on the warrant of the Secretary of the 
Interior to the State or Territorial treasurer or to the officer designated 
by the State or Territorial law to receive it. He shall, upon the order 
of the trustees of the college or institution for colored students, pay 
over such sums to the treasurers of the same, and these treasurers shall 
report to the Secretary of Agriculture and to the Secretary of the In- 
terior by September 1 in each year a detailed statement of the amount 
received and of its disbursement. 

These grants of money are subject to the assent of the Legislatures 
of the several States to the purpose of such grants. Installments be- 
coming due to any State before the adjournment of the Legislature 
meeting next after the passage of this act shall be made on the assent 
of the governor. 

Any portion of such moneys which shall be diminished, lost, or mis- 
applied shall be replaced by the State or Territory to which it belongs, 
and no part of itshall be applied to purchase, erect, or repair buildings. 

The president of each institution benefited must report to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior the condition and progress of each college, includ- 
ing statistical information as to its receipts and expenditures, its li- 
brary, the number of its students and professors, and as to experiments 
and improvements made by the experiment station attached to the 
college. 

The Secretary of the Interior must ascertain and certify by July 1, 
annually, the right of each institution to receive such money. If he 
withholds a certificate, the Secretary must report to the President his 
reasons therefor and the State may appeal to Congress from the de- 
termination of the Secretary. If the next Congress shall not direct the 
payment of such sum thus withheld it shall be covered into the Treas- 


ury. 

The Secretary of the Inferior is to administer the law if enacted, and 
he must report to Congress fully. This is the whole scope of the bill, 
stated more in detail than would be necessary had not the print of the 
bill been exhausted. 

Now I will yield to the gentleman from Texas for a question. 

Mr. LANHAM, The question I desired to ask is this: Why the ap- 
propriation for the endowment and maintenance of these colleges is not 
made directly out of the general fund from the Treasury, instead of be- 
ing made by appropriating the sales of the public lands? 

Mr. McCOMAS. As I have already said, this act is in the nature of 
a supplement to the public-land act on which these colleges were orig- 
inally based. 

Mr. LANHAM. But what is the distinctive difference in appropri- 
ating directly from the Treasury and appropriating the proceeds of the 
sales of the public land ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. For myself, I seeno difference. But if the gentle- 
man will recur to the debate which took place elsewhere upon this sub- 
ject he will find a great deal of vigor introduced in regard to that par- 
ticular branch of the subject. There were many constitutional scruples 
and opinions discussed 

Mr. BLOUNT. And always have been. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And always have been in regard to the subject. 
But finally, after much discussion, there was a general agreement to 
appropriate the proceeds of the public lands. 

Ir. LANHAM. In thts connection will the gentleman allow me 
just one moment to ask unanimous consent to print in the RECORD a 
veto message of President Buchanan in 1859 upon a bill proposing to 
devote the sales of the public lands 

Mr. McCOMAS. Iwould much prefer not to have this interpolated 
into the body of my talk, but will yield to the gentleman hereafter to 
ask the consent he desires. 

As I have already said, there is a further proviso that iu any State 
where there has been established a college, or where there may be one 
hereafter established or added for the education of colored students in 
agriculture and mechanic arts, whether it has received money here- 
tofore or not, the Legislature of said State may propose, by a report to 
the Secretary of the Interior, some just and equitable division of the 
funds between the white college and the colored school—the two dif- 
ferent colleges—and thatthis being divided into two parts may be paid 
accordingly to each of the different schools, which division of payment 
shall be a satisfactory compliance with the provisions of the act and 


entitle the State to this fund for the education of the white aud colored 
students in agriculture and the mechanic arts, 

Mr. HAUGEN, Is that leit optional with the State? 

Mr. MCCOMAS. The State can provide the method, but it must be 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior before the money-will be paid 
out. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to interrupt the gentle- 
man for a moment. I have not kept up with the history of this legis- 
lation. There is a division in some of the Southern States now. 

Mr. McCOMAS. There is a division now in some of the States, 
There are some prosperous colored schools, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is this intended to require additional action on the 
part of those States? 

Mr. McCOMAS. The gentleman would find,if he had the right 
bill, that where they have been established heretofore, and are now 
aided, those are ineluded; and where they are not the bill provides that 
they may beestablished. There are two provisions upon that subject. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. You say there are forty-five colleges to which 
this will apply in the various States and Territories? 

Mr. MCCOMAS. At present, yes. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Are you aware how many students there arein 
those colleges ? 

Mr. MCCOMAS. At present the total number, up to the lastinfor- 
mation on that subject, is 808 teachers and 14,692 students. 

Mr. DONNELL. Then the first year this bill would give $675,- 
000 to the 14,000 and odd students, 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Some of these schools are rapidly increasing. Un- 
der this act new ones will be rapidly formed, and that 14,692 is byno 
means the number, I apprehend, for whose benefit this law weuld op- _ 
erate the next year, 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I would ask the gentleman from Maryland, could 
not an amendment be offered to this bill which would cover the States 
which have biennial meetings of their Legislatures? I willsay tothe 
gentleman that it will be impossible for the State of Louisiana, under 
this proviso, to accept the grants of money under this bill before April, 
1892. The 3 College of Louisiana is very much in need of 
this money. It needs it now. Every other college in this country will 
receive it, will be a little more fortunate in the tact that the States have 
annual rather than biennial sessions, and I will ask the gentleman, 
when the proper time comes, to accept an amendment which I shall 
offer, providing for this contingency. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Now, I hope the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
ROBERTSON | will frame that amendment cautiously, so as not to affect 
this matter, and I will look at it before expressing an opinion; I appre- 
hend it is not needed, 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I will attempt to do so. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will agree if he presses it that he may have a 
separate vote on that amendment, Iam not authorized to accept the 
amendment, 

Mr. BLOUNT. That was done in a casein Georgia, where a special 
provision was made, and it seems to me that it might be done here. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I hope tie gentleman will frame the amendment 
carefully. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Iwill do it as carefully as I can. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Such an amendment, if needed, should apply not 
only to that State, but also to any State where there is no Legislature 
in session prior to Jannary, 1891. I would suggest that you make 
your amendment that in that case the assent of the governor will be 
sufficient compliance with the act, and that there may be a separate 
vote upon that amendment. I am not authorized to accept your 
amendmentand do not admit that it is needed. 

Mr. CARLTON. That same provision, that where Legislatures fail 
to act the governors might assent, wasin the act of 1862. Georgia re- 
ceived her proportibn under the provisions of that act. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Now, Mr. Speaker, this annual report which is 
here required with respect to the receipts and expenditures, the ne- 
count of the library, the number of students and professors, the ex- 
periments in the experiment stations attached to these colleges, their 
cost and the result of them, and all other statistics of an industrial 
and economic nature, are required to be made and sent to all the col- 
leges and schools in all the States for the advancement of agriculture 
and the mechanic arts. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is that the law now? 

Mr. McCOMAS, It isa supplement to the act of 1862. It is the 
act of 1862 amplified. Now, this whole subject is under the control 
of the Secretary of the Interior, to whom reports are to be made. The 
expenditure of the funds is entirely under the control of the States. 
The report as to the expenditures will come, under this act as under 
the act of 1862, from the States. The gentleman from Tennessee, whom 
I do not see now in his seat, is in error in saying that this act makes 
any new law with respect to the report as to the expenditure of the 
funds to be made by the States. 

The object of this bill is to place the system of colleges for teaching 
agriculture and mechanic arts upon an enduring basis. 

The expenditure is liberal, but the interests of the farmers and in- 
dustrial people are larger still. 
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The educators in these coll officers of the Farmers’ Alliance, and 
representatives of the National Grange appeared before the committees 
of the House or Senate in behalf of this bill. 

Theincrease of acreage actually cultivated in staple crops, from 113,- 
412,764 acres in 1874 to 211,000,000 acres in 1889, warrants this annual 
expenditure for colleges to train farmers and improve the cultivatio 
of this vast e now tilled. + - 

In the fourth clause of section 5 it provides that— 


An annual report shall be made 3 the progress of each college, re- 
cording any improvements and ex ents made, with their cost and results, 
and such other matters, including State industrial and economical statistics, as 
may be sup) useful, one copy of which shall be transmitted by mail free by 
each to all the other colleges which may be endowed under the provisions of 
this act, and also one copy to the Secretary of the Interior, 


Now, I shall not, in the temper of the House, as I understand it, en- 
large upon this subject or discuss it fully on its merits, 

Mr. ROGERS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question right 
there. What difference does he see between this bill and the Blair 
bill? 

Mr. MCCOMAS. This is an out-and-out appropriation of the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of public lands. 

Mr. ROGERS. But whatis thedifference in principle between them? 

Mr. MCCOMAS. ‘There are a great many. 

Mr. ROGERS. You say that you do not object to it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I favor both. I earnestly contended for the Blair 
bill and moved to report it favorably to the House, It is on the Cal- 
endar, 

Mr. ROGERS. Do you not think that if we are to appropriate money 
for educational purposes we ought to appropriate it for common schools 
instead of for colleges? 

Mr. McCOMAS, I confess for myself that my sympathies are in 
favor of both, and more with the Blair bill, because it reaches the poor 
illiterates, 

Mr. ROGERS, I supposed that your side of the House had the 
management of this matter and would take that 4 

Mr. MOCOMAS. I will try to bring it up and have tried. So far 
as this bill goes, it is agreed to by gentlemen on the committee and 
has received support on both sides of this House, and it does not con- 
flict with constitutional scruples which many gentlemen might enter- 
tain as to the Blair bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me to say in reply to the 
last suggestion, as to the constitutionality of this question, is not that 
a thing of the past? And I would also ask if there is Wan nt in this 
bill providing for this system except what has already Been anticipated 
and is existing law to-day? 

Mr. McCOMAS. That is the whole of it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. For instance, you have got your colleges based on 
the land scrip of 1862, and you have your experiment stations based 
on the act of 1887; and as [ understand it, the effect of this bill is sim- 
ply to increase the amount 9 from $15,000 to $25,000. 

Mr. McCOMAS. That is the whole scope of this bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘Therefore we are not confronted here with the ques- 
tion as to whether we are adopting this or that system, but we have it 
now, and this is just to extend its operation. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And that is all. It is to appropriate more to secure 
some more schools in the new States. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But the principle is already in the law. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. And not only the principle, but the practice, the 
practice of all the States in the Union, and this simply increases the 
amount and adds to the number of schools of like character. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The gentleman speaks about constitutional 
scruples. Does the gentleman have any constitutional scruples about 
levying taxes on five millions of people in the State of New York and 
upon one hundred and fifty thousand in theState of Delaware upon the 
basis of population and then appropriating money to the amount of 
erg to the State of Delaware and only $25,000 to the State of New 
Yor 

Mr. McCOMAS. That is not a constitutional question. 

Mr. HEARD, If the gentleman from Maryland will allow me, I 
would like to know where the gentleman gets his idea and if he pro- 
poses to support these institutions by a direct tax. 3 

Mr. McCOMAS. I would be glad to answer all questions, but I do 
not wish to enter into elaborate constitutional arguments and consume 
the whole time. The question of the gentleman from Iowa I have suf- 
ficiently answered. 

Mr. HEARD, I was trying to get the gentleman out of a hole that 
he does not seem to know he got into. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will yield a moment to my friend from Texas 
[Mr. LANHAM], who desires to offer a paper. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I will not undertake to discuss the 
bill under consideration. I shall take the time given me to ask unan- 
imous consent to have published in the RECORD some literature bear- 
ing on this question. I ask to have printed the veto m of Pres- 
ident Buchanan, on February 24, 1859, upon the bill entitled ‘‘An act 
donating public lands to the several States and Territories which ma; 
provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanicarts,”’ 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
none, 
The message is as follows: 


Is there objection? The Chair hears 


JAMES BUCHANAN—IM. 
February 24, 1859. 


To the House of Representatives of the United States: 3 

I return, with my objections, to the House of ing show po tp in which it 
originated, the bill entitled An act donating public lands to the several States 
and Territories which may provide coll for the benefit of agriculture and 
the mechanic arts,” nted to me on the 18th instant. 

This bill makes s donation to the several States of 20,000 acres of the public 
lands for each Senator and Representative in the present Congress, and also an 
additional donation of 20,000 acres for each additional Representative to which 
any State may be entitled under the census of 1860, 

According to s report from the Interior Department, based upon the present 
number of Senators and Representatives, the lands given to the States amount 
to 6,060,000 acres, and their value, at the minimum Government price of $1.24 
per acre, to $7,575,000. 

The object of this gift, as stated by the bill, is “the endowment, support, and 
maintenance of at least one college [in each State] where the i ng object 
shall be, without excluding scientific or other classical studies, to teach such 
branches of learning as are related to agriculture and the mechanic arts as 
the Legislatures of the States may 5 prescribe, in order to promote 
the liberal and practical education of the industrial classes in the several pur- 
suits and professions in life," 

Asthere does not appear from the bill to be any beneficiaries in existence te 
which this endowment can be applied, each State is required “ to provide, 
within five years at least, not less than one college, or the grant to said State 
shall cease.” In that evert the “said State shall be bound to pay the United 
States the amount received of any lands previously sold, and that the title to 
purchasers under the State shall be valid.“ 

The grant in land itself is confined to such States as have public lands within 
their limits worth §1,25 per aore, in the opinion of the governor. For the res 
maining States the Secretary of the Interior is directed to issue “land scrip ta 
the amount of their distributive shares in acres under the provisions of this act, 
said scrip to be sold by said States, and the proceeds thereof applied to the uses 
and purposes prescribed in this act, and for no other use or purpose whatso- 
ever.” The lands are granted and the scrip is to be issued in sections or sub- 
divisions of sections of not less than one-quarter of a section.” 

According to an estimate from the Interior Department, the number of acres 
which will probably be accepted by States having publiclands within their own 
limits will not exceed 580, acres, and it may be much less, leaving a balance 
of 5,480,000 acres to be provided for by scrip. These grants of land and land- 
scrip to each of the thirty-three States are made upon certain conditions, the 
principal of which is that if the fund shall be lost or diminished on account of 
unfortunate investments, or otherwise, the deficiency shall be replaced and 
made good by the respective States. 

I shall now proceed to state my objections to this bill, I deem it to be both 
inexpedient and unconstitutional. 

1, This bill has been passed at a period when we can with great dificult: 
raise sufficient revenue to sustain the expenses of the Government. Should it 
become a law the Treasury will be deprived of the whole, or nearly the whole, 
of our income from thejsale of public lands, which, for the next fiscal year, has 
been estimated at $5,000,000, 

‘A bare statement of the case will make this evident. The minimum price at 
which we dispose of our lands is $1.25 per acre, At the present moment, how- 
ever, the price has been reduced to those who purchase the bounty-land war- 
rants of the old soldiers to S cents per acre, and of these warrants there are 
still outstanding and unlocated, as appears by a — 4. 1 nf Me 1859) from 
the General Land Office, the amount of 11,990,391 acres. This has already 
greatly reduced the current sales by the Government and diminished the 
revenue from this source. If, in addition, thirty-three States shall enter the 
market with their land-scrip, the price must be 8 reduced below even 85 
cents per acre, as much tothe prejudice of the old soldiers who have not already 
parted with their land-warrants as to Government, 

It is easy 5 that with this glut of the market Government can sell Jit- 
tle or no lands at $1.25 per acre when the price of bounty-land warrants and 
scrip shall be reduced to half this sum. This source of revenue will be almost 
entirely dried up. Under the bill the States may sell their land-scrip at an 
price it may bring. There is no limitation whatever in this respect. Indeed, 
they must sell for what the scrip will bring, for without this fund they can not 

roceed to establish their colleges within the five years to which they are lim- 

ted. Itis manifest, therefore, that to the extent to which this bill will prevent 
the sale of Boh pa lands at $1.25 per acre, to that amount it will have precisely 
the same effect upon the Treasury asif we should impose a tax to create a loan 
to endow these State colleges, 

Surely the present is the most unpropitious moment which could have been 
selected for the passage of this bill. 

2. Waiving for the present the question of constitutional power, what effect 
will this bill have on the relations established between the Federal and State 
Governments? The Constitution is a grant to Congress of a few enumerated 
but most important powers, relating chiefly to war, peace, foreign and domestio 
commerce, negotiation, and other subjects which can be best or alone exercised 
beneficially by the common Government. 

All other powers are reserved to the States and to the people. For the efi- 
cient and harmonious working of both, it is necessary that theirseveral spheres 
of action should be kept distinct from each other. This alone can prevent con- 
flict and mutual hey dee! Should the time ever arrive when the State govern- 
ments shall look to the Federal Treasury for the means of supporting them- 
selves and maintaining their systems of edu on and internal policy, the 
character of both governments will be greatly dtteriorated. The representa- 
tives of the States and of the ple, feeling a more immediate interest in ob- 
taining money to lighten the burdens of their constituents than for the pro- 
motion of the more distant objects intrusted to the Federal Government will 
naturally incline to obtain means from the Federal Government for State pur- 
poses. ir a question shall arise between an appropriation of land or money 
to carry into effect the objects of the Federal Government and those of the 
States, their feelings will be enlisted in favor of the latter. This is human nate 
ure; and hence the necessity of keeping the two governments entirely dis- 
tinct, The preponderance of this home feeling has been manifested by the 
passage of the present bill. The establishment of these coll has prevailed 
over the pressing wants of the common treasury. No nation ever had such 
an inheritance as we possess in the public lands, These ought to be managed 
wate the utmost care, but at the same time with a liberal spirit toward actual 
settlers, 

In che first year of a war with a powerful naval nation the revenue from cus- 
toms must. in a great degree, cease. A resort to loans will then become neces: 
sary,and these can 3 be obtained, as our fathers obtained them, on ad- 
vantageous terms. by pledging the public lands as security. In this view of the 
subject, it would be wiser to grant money to the States for domestic purposes 
than to squander away the publiclands and transfer them in large bodies inte 
the hands of speculators, 
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A successful struggle on the epee of the State governments with the General 
w 


Government for the public lan: ould deprive the latter of the mesns of per- 
forming its high duties, especially at critical and dangerous periods, Besides, 
it would operate with equal detriment to the best interests of the States. It 
would remove the most wholesome of all restraints on legislative bodies—that 
of being obliged to raise money by taxation from their constityents—and would 
lead te extravagance, if not to corruption. What is obtained easily and with- 
out responsibility will be lavishly expended. 

3. This bill, should it become a law, will operate poly to the injury of the 
new The progress of settlements and the increase of an ustrious 
population, owning an interest in the soil they cultivate, are the causes which 
will build them up into t and flourishing commonwealths. Nothingcould 
be more prejudicial to their interests than for weaithy individuals to acquire 
large tracts of the public land and hold them for speculative purposes. The 
low 1 — to which this land-scrip will probably be reduced will tempt specula- 
tors to buy it in large amounts and locate it on the best lands belonging to the 
Government, The eventual consequence must be that the men who desire to 
cultivate the soil will be compelled to purchase these very lands at rales much 
higher than the price at which they could be obtained from the Government. 

It is extremely doubtful, to say the least, whether this bill would contribute 
to the advancement of agriculture and the mechanic acts, objects the dignity 
and value of which can not be too highly appreciated. 

The Federal Government which makes the donation has confessed) y no con- 
stitutional power to follow it into the States and enforce the application of the 
fund to the intended objects. As donors we shall possess no control over our 
own gift after it shall have passed from our hands. It is true that the State 

siatures are required to stipulate that they wiil faithfully execute the trust 
in the manner prescribed by the bill. But should they fail to do this what 
would be the consequence? The Federal Government has no power, and 
ought to have no power, to compel the execution of the trust. It would be in 
as helpless a condition as if even in this, the time of great need, we were to de- 
mand any portion of the many millions of surplus revenue deposited with the 
States for safe-keeping under the act of 1835, 

5. This bill will injuriously interfere with existing colleges in the different 
States, in many of which agriculture is taught as a science and in all of which 
it ought to be so taught. These institutions of learning have grown up with 
the growth of the country under the fostering care of the States and the mu- 
nificence of individuals to meet the advancing demands for education. They 
have proved great blessings to the people. Many, indeed most of them, are 
poor and sustain themselves with difficulty, hat the efect will be on these 

nstitutions of creating an indefinite number of rival colleges, sustained by the 
endowmentof the Federal Government, it is not difficult to determine. 

Under this bill it is provided that scientific and classical studies shall not be 
excluded from them. Indeed, it would be almost sgn gern to sustain them 
without such a provision, for no father would incur the expense of sending a 
son to one of these institutions for the sole pu of making him a scientific 
farmer or mechanic. The bill itself negatives this idea, and declares that their 
object is “to promote the liberal and practical education of the industrial classes 
in the several pursuits and professions of liſe.“ This certainly ought to be the 
case, In this view of the subject it would be far better, if such an appropriation 
of lands must be made to institutions of learning in the several States, to apply 
it directly to the establishment of professorships of agriculture and the me- 
chanie arts in existing colleges without the intervention of the State Legisla- 
tures. It would be difficult to foresee how these Legislatures will manage this 
fund. Each Representative in Congress for whose district bed oh riion of 
20,000 acres has been granted will probably insist that the proce s be ex- 
pended within its limits. There will undoubtedly be a struggle between differ- 
ent localities in each State concerning the division of the gift, which may end in 
disappointing the hopes of true friends of agriculture. For this state of things 
we are without remedy. Not so in regard to State colleges. We might grant 
land to these corporations to establish agricultural and mechanical professor- 
ships; and, should they fail to comply with the conditions on which they ac- 
cep’ the grant, we might enforce specific performance of these before the 
ordinary couris of justice. 

6. But does Congress possess the power, under the Constitution, to make a 
donation of public lands to the different States of the Union, to provide colleges 
for the purpose of educating their own ie? 

I presume the general proposition is undeniable that Congress does not pos- 
sess the power to appropriate money in the Treasury, raised by taxes on the 
people of the Unit tes, for the purpose of educating the people of the re- 
spective States. It will not be pretended that any such power is to be found 
among the specific powers granted to Congress, nor that it is necessary and 
proper for carrying into execution”’ any one ofthese powers. Should Con 
exercise such a power, this would be to break down the barriers which have 
been so carefully constructed in the Constitution to separate Federal from State 
authority. We should then not only lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 
excises” for Federal pur, but for every State purpose which Congress might 
deem expedient or useful. This would be an actual consolidation of the Federal 
and State Governments, zo faras the great taxing and money power is concerned, 
and constitute asort of partnership between the two in the Treasury of the 
United States, equally ruinous to both. 

But it is contended that the public lands are placed upon a different footing 

from money raised by taxation, and that the proceeds arising from their sale 
are not subject to the limitations of the Constitution, but may be appropriated 
or given away by Congress. at its own discretion, to States, corporat or in- 
dividuals, for any 3 they may deem expedient. 
The advocates of this bill attempt to sustain their position upon the language 
of the second clause of the third section of the fourth article of the Constitu- 
tion, which declares that “the Congress shall have power to dispose of, and 
make all needful rules and regulations respecting, the territory or other prop- 
erty belonging to the United States,” They contend that by a fair interpreta- 
tion of the words “dis of” in this clause Congress possesses the power to 
make this gift of public lands to the States for erp of education. 

It would require clear and strong evidence to induce the belief that the fram- 


“to provide and maintain a navy,” nor to accomplish any one of the other great 
objects enumerated in the Constitution, but be diverted from them to pay the 
debts of the States, to educate their people, and to carry into effect any other 
measure of their domestic policy, This would beto confer upon Congress a vast 
and irresponsible authority, utterly at war with the well known jealousy of Fed- 
eral power which prevailed at the formation of the Constitution. The natural 
intendment would be that as the Constitution confined Congress to well defined 
pores the funds placed Rt their command, whether in land or money, 
ould appropriated to the performance of the duties corresponding with 
these powers. Ifnot,a Government has been created with all its other powers 
carefully limited, but without any limitation in respect to the public lands. 
But I ean not so read the words“ dis of” as to make them embrace the 
idea of “ giving away.“ The true meaning of words is always to be ascertained 
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by the subjectto which they are applied, and the known general intent of the 
lawgiver. isa trustee under Constitution for the people of the 
United States to“ dispose of’ their public lands, and I think I 


„ would 
venture to present such spe in his deſense. The true meaning of words 
is clearly stated by Chief-Justice Taney, ip delivering the opinion of the court (19 
Howard, page 436). He says, in reference to this clause of the tution: It 
begins its enumeration of powers by that of disposing; in other words, makin, 
sale of the lands, or raising money from them, which, as we have already said, 
was the main 1 of the cession (from the States), and which is the first thing 
provided for in the article,’ It is unnecessary to refer to the history of the times 
to establish the known fact that this statement of the Chief-Justice is perfectly 
well founded, That it never was intended by theframers of the Constitution 
that these lands should be given away by Congress is manifest from the conclud- 
ing portion of the same clause. By it Congress has power not only “to dispose 
of” the 3 but of the other property of the United States.“ In the 
language of the Chief-Justice (page 437): And the same power of making needful 
rules respecting the territory is in precisely the same language applied to the 
other property ofthe United States, associating the power over the territory in 
this respect with the power over movable or personal property; that is, the 
ships, 215 or munitions of war which then belonged in common to the State 
sovere jes.” 

The question is still clearer in regard to the publie lands in the States and 
Territories within the Louisiana and Florida These lands were 
pn for out of the public Treasury, from money raised by taxation. Now, if 

m. wero 


new power over the disposition of land which they had not over 
y.. ebaracter of the fund in- 


tage. 

Now, no consideration could be presented of a stronger character to induce 
the American people to brave the difficulties and hardships of frontier life, and 
to settle upon these lands, and to purchase them ata fair price, than to give to 
them and to their children an assurance of the means of education. If any pru- 
dent individuaPhad held these lands he could not have adopted a wiser course 
to bring them into market and enhanee their valve than to give a portion of 
them for parce of education, Asa mere speculation, he would pursue this 
course. No person will contend that donations of land to all the States of the 
Union for the erection of colleges within the limits of each can be embraced by 


this principle. 
It can not be pretended that an agricultural college in New York or Virginia 
ic lands in Minnesota or 


would aid the settlement or facilitate the salo of pu 

California. This can not possibly be embraced within the authority which a 

prudent proprietor of land would exercise over his own possessions. I pur- 

ly avoid any attempt to define what portions of land may be granted, and 

or what purposes, to improve the value and promote the settlement and sale 

of the remainder without violating the Constitution. In this case I adopt the 
rule that “sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.” 

JAMES BUCHANAN, 


Mr. McCOMAS. I reserve the balance of my time. How much time 
have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has eleven minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Havel only got eleven minutes left out of the hour? 

Mr. PAYSON, You have been talking about that time. 

Mr. CARUTH. My colleague sees that I gauged him accurately. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I yielded to answer questions on every side. 

Mr. CARUTH. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Kerr]. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, there does not seem to be any 
justice in the provisions of this bill. The bill provides that the sum 
of $15,000 be paid the first year, increased by $1,000 the second and 
succeeding years till it amounts to $25,900 in ten years, to be paid to 
each State for the purpose of securing additional instruction in the 
colleges in that State; and after the ten years for all time it proposes to 
appropriate $25,000 a year to each of the States without regard to pop- 
ulation or taxes or wealth for the purpose of sustaining institutions of 
learning in those States; and it does not seem to me that there is any 
justice in such a proposition. The Constitution of the United States 
provides that direct taxes shall be apportioned among the States ac- 
cording to their respective numbers, and practically all other taxes are 
apportioned in the same ratio, and when expenditures are to be made 
justice would seem to require that for general purposes they should be 
appropriated in the same proportion. ; 

The Blair educational bill proposed to distribute the money on the 
basis of illiteracy and to provide for the education of the e where 
there was a great amount of illiteracy by the aid of the 8 Gov- 
ernment, basing the appropriations upon the necessities of the situa- 
tion. There was some reason in that, Bat this bill proposes to dis- 
tribute an amount of money to be raised every year by general taxa- 
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tion among the States without regard to their needs, without regard 
to anything except the fact of statehood. I do not think that propo- 
sition is constitutional. If it was constitutional I do not think it would 
be reasonable, I do not think it is right to tax the people of theState 
of Iowa on the basis of its population, with eleven Representatives, to 
raise money and then to give to other States ten times as much of that 
money, in proportion to their taxation, as is given to the State which 
I represent. ` 

Under this bill the State of New York, with thirty-four Represent- 
atives, would get only $25,000, while the State of Delaware, with one 
Representative, the State of Rhode Island, the State of Vermont, each 
with two, would get $25,000, Thesix new England States, with twenty- 
four Representatives, would get $150,000, while New York, with thirty- 
four Representatives, would only get $25,000. There is no justice in 
any such legislation, and, with due respect to the distinguished gen- 
tleman in another body who introduced it, I say that it is not at all in 
harmony with thespirit of the Blair educational bill or with the spirit 
of any other proposition that I have ever known to be put forward for 
the distribution of public money for educational purposes. 

Mr. HEARD. Does not the same injustice obtain with regard to 
the payment of the salaries of United States Senators? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. But that is under a provision of the United 
States Constitution that can not be avoided. The Constitafjon ex- 

y provides that there shall be equal representation ofthe States 
in the Senate, and the Constitution can not be changed in that respect. 

Mr. HEARD, I thought the gentleman wasarguing in regard to the 
injustice of the proposition. 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. Well, the injustice to which the gentleman 
refers in relation to the pay of United States Senators is one that we 
can not avoid; but we ought not to create a new injustice by our own 
act. We ought not to undertake to raise money from five millions of 
people and then appropriate it on the basis of population to others with- 
out regard to the ratio on which it was paid. 

Mr, McCORMICK. Is there anything to prevent an agricultural 
college in the State of Iowa from taking students from the State of 
Maine, the State of Rhode Island, the State of Delaware, or the State 
of Vermont? 

Mr. O'DONNELL, Or the State of Michigan? 

Mr. MCCORMICK. Or the State of Michigan? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The agricultural-college act of our State pro- 
vides how the students shall be received, and it provides that they 
shall be received into the institution on recommendations from the 
officers of tlie various counties of the State. 

Mr. McCORMICK. But is the institution limited to students from 
the State of lowa ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I do not know; but the recommendations 
have to come from the officers within the territory of the State and from 
the different portions of the State. But even it the gentleman’s sug- 
gestion were correct, why should we enact legislation here that would 
gf usin the State of Iowa, in order to secure a fair distribution 
2 * to send our students to Delaware, Vermont, and Rhode 

D 

The claim that it is for agricultural instruction is a very seductive 
argument, but I will not consent to such an unfair distribution of the 

ublic funds simply because it is asked in the name of agriculture, 

e distribution, if made at all, should be on the basis of population. 

Mr. CARUTH. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. DUNNELL]. s 

Mr. DUNNELL. I desire to state some of my objections to this bill. 
One of the objections which I intended to name has been shadowed 
forth in the remarks of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE]. 
This bill, stripped of all verbiage, is simply a proposition to go to the 
Treasury of the United States for $15,000 for each State in the Union 
to help support an agricultural college in that State. We all of us, or 
nearly all, have voted for the repeal of the pre-emption law. Thein- 
terests of the country demand the repeal of that Jaw. A repealing act 
has passed through this House many times and it onght to become a law. 

The time has come when there should be simply the naked home- 
stead law, without any commutation clause or provisionin it. When 
that legislation takes place where will be these resources that are now 
so much talked about? No matter whether we get ten millions to-day 
or eight millions or five or six millions, the outcome of this legislation 
will be that we shall henceforth have to pay ont of the Treasury of 
the United States fifteen, sixteen, seventeen, or eighteen thousand dol- 
Jars per annum to each State and Territory for the support of a State 
agricultural school. 

Mr, BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. DUNNELL. I can not yield. Mr. Speaker, I have never yet 
fallen into the theory that the Federal Government should assume 
educational functions in the different States. I did not vote for the 
Blair bill. F have never yet been converted to the theory that the 
Federal Treasury should take care of education in the several States. 
I have always believed it better for each State to rely upon its own re- 
sources, to develop its own intelligence, to build up its own State in- 
stitutions rather than to rely upon the Federal Treasury. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 


Again, Mr. Speaker, suppose there is that provision in this bill, or 
suppose that Congress should fail in a given year to appropriate this 
money; if we begin, we have got to go through. If we give $15,000 
for two or three years, what havoc and ruin we shall work if in the 
fifth or sixth year we fail to keep up this . Here is a new 
school proposed to be supported on $15,000, e gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. McComas] knows nothing about the cost of an institution 
of learning if he supposes that $15,000 will bring into existence a new 
school. Again, why should the State of Massachusetts take $15,000 
from the United States Treasury? She is loaded with wealth. Why, 
then, give her $15,000 to help carry on her educational institutions? 

I suppose our State University would be glad to have $15,000; Ihave 
not been asked to vote for such an appropriation; but my constituency 
would be better pleased by a repeal of the pre-emption law and the 
assistance which would thereby be given to the development of the 
State at large than by receiving $15,000 in this way. We have hada 
large income already in connection with our schools. Our State Uni- 
versity has absorbed the Agricultural College, the latter being now sim- 
ply a subordinate branch of the university. So itis in a great many 
ot the States. 

In fifteen of the States in this Union we have not a distinctive agri- 
cultural college as the outcome of the act of 1862. This pittance, asI 
may call it (though in some respects it may appear a large sum), will 
not create new schools; and those already in existence, if they have 
made wise use of their money, are able to go on in the future as they 
haye done for the last twelve years. This proposition means simply to 
take so much money out of the Treasury, though professedly it is an 
appropriation of the proceeds of the public lands, Those proceeds go 
into the Treasury directly in the first instance; and this bill proposes 
to take the money out. It does not change the nature of the proceed- 
ing to call it an appropriation of the proceeds of the public lands, 

But, sir, the proceeds of these sales will very soon—. hape within tho 
next ten years—become a cipher in this country. We should hold every 
remaining acre of agricultural lands belonging to the United States for 
tbe actual settler under the homestead law. The t wrong which 
will flow from this proposed law is that the same influences which will 
enact it here to-day will prevent the repeal of the pre-emption law. 
They will do itso that we may have proceeds from the sales of public 
lands.” These sales are the prices which the settlers will have to pay 
to obtain homes. If these colleges are in want, let us go to the Treasury 
and take the money and call it by the right name. We should not 
doom the remaining public lands to aid in the support of agricultural 
schools or any other schools. They should be free and open to the 
people. These are my reasons for my vote in opposition to this measure. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CARUTH. I yield five minutes to the tleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Josxrn D. TAYLOR], who desires to explain his amendment. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, at the time this bill was 
considered by the Committee on Education and when it was agreed 
that it should be favorably reported by the committee, it was also 
agreed that I should have the right to amend the bill restricting the 
use of the money to agricultural education, if I so desired. There hap- 
pened to be on that occasion a very fall meeting of the committee, and 
a majority of the members were unwilling to defer the disposition ot 
the bill to a subsequent day for the purpose of considering this amend- 
ment, as it is difficult at times to have a quorum present. Therefore 
the amendment I have proposed was never considered in the commit- 
tee; but it was agreed, as I have stated, that I should have the right to 
submit an amendment of this character in the House if I so desired, 
after giving the matter further consideration. 

Afterward, when it became known that I expected to propose this 
amendment in the House a number of gentlemen connected with the 
agricultural colleges of the country, and also a number of gentlemen 
representing the agricultural interests of the country came here for the 
purpose of agreeing, it possible, as I understand, upon some amendment 
which would not defeat the bill and which would be satisfactory to all of 
the friends of the measure. There was at first great anxiety that the 
bill should pass the House as it came from the Senate, as the Senate 
might not agree to the amendments that the House wonld make, in 
which event the bill would fail. I said to these gentlemen that I 
should insist on making an amendment, and after considerable consul- 
tation the amendment which I have proposed was agreed upon and I 
was to make it. 

The amendment I have proposed has the approval of Henry E. Alvord, 

ident Maryland Agricultural College; W. H. Scott, president Ohio 
Beate University; H. H. Goodell, president Massachusetts Agricult- 
ural College; George W. Atherton, president of the Pennsylvania State 
College; John Trimble, secretary National Grange and member of leg- 
islative committee; Mortimer Whitehead, lecturer National, Grange 
and member of committee on national legislation of New Jersey State 
Grange. 

I hold in my hand a paper prepared and signed by all of these gen- 
tlemen approving the amendment I p : 

I have also received some telegrams on this subject, including one 
from the president of the Ohio Grange, J. H. Brigham, strongly ap- 
proving the amendment, but I must say that it was Mr. Brigham’s de- 
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sire that this bill should not be considered at the present session. I 
have several letters from him requesting that it be deferred until the 
next session of Congress, and while I shall cheerfully support the bill 
if it is amended as I propose, I would have been better satisfied to 
postpone its consideration until the next session in order to hear further 
from the farmers in regard to it. 

After we had agreed upon the wording of the amendment, I carried 
it to most of the members of the committee—not all of them. I at- 
tempted to find all of them, but failed. I believe, however, that all 
the members of the committee to whom I showed the amendment as- 
sented to it; and I think it has the approval of all who are favorable 
to the passage of the bill. - 

The bill as it passed the Senate gave all of this money to the agri- 
cultural colleges, to be used as they saw proper. If they want to use 
it to give instruction in Latin or Greek or Hebrew, they can do so, 
The objection has been made that our agricultural colleges educate 
young men to be lawyers and doctors and preachers and teachers and 
disqualify them for the farm; that, in fact, they educate them in such 
a way as to prevent their ever being farmers; and I am satisfied that 
in some instances there is too much truth in this, and the object I have 
in presenting this amendment is to limit the use of this money to in- 
struction in agriculture and the mechanic arts, and to such branches of 
education as will benefit labor and prepare young men for the various 
industries of life, and my amendment is broad enough to embrace all 
kinds of labor and all kinds of empioyment in this line. . 

It embraces just those branches which fit young men for entering 
upon a successful career of industry. This is what we want. Young 
men need to be taught the science of every-day life, how and when to 
plow, how and when to reap, the composition of the soil, and the 
needs of plants and fruits and crops, the use of machinery, ete. These 
are the mysteries into which they should delve, and if they are led in 
these paths they will become interested and duty will also be pleasure. 

Mr. Speaker, there is another amendment which I think. ought to 
be made, thongh it may not be n I did not feel at liberty to 
change the language of this amendment, for the reason that it had been 
agreed upon by gentlemen representiug different colleges and different 
agricultural organizations. 

But Lam going to ask unanimous consent that the amendment be 
modified by the addition ol one word in the first line of the amend- 
ment, so it will read: to be applied only to additional instructions in 
agriculture, mechanic arts, the English language,” etc. The word I 
propose to insert is d additional.“ 

Mr. HEARD. Will this require any change in the course of study, 
any addition to the course ? 

Mr, JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I think not. My object in asking 
unanimous consent for this modification is this: In my conferences 
with these college presidents I learned that a certain amount of mongy 
in each institution is applied to agricultural education, that is, what 
they consider instruction ofa purely agricultural character, especially 
intended to fit young men for the farm or the shop or the mill orsome 
of the other practical industries of life, and I think that the addition 
of this word would limit the appropriation to additional instruction in 
these lines. 7 

If a certain sum is now used in any college for purely agricultural or 
mechanical instruction I do not want that money withdrawn and a part 
or all of this substituted in its place. If this is done we will not be 
providing anv more instruction or not much more than we now have. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have a Jettdr from Professor Cham- 
berlain, the president of the Iowa Agricultural College, who strongly 
urges the adoption of the amendment as offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio, and saying that Mr. Brigham favors it in this form. I would 
therefore caution the gentleman in regard to changing the proposition 
unless he has consulted with these gentlemen who are the authors of 
the bill. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Ihave consulted with some of them 
and they are in favor of the amendment as modified and preferit to the 
original form. My reason for not introducing the amendment in this 
form in the first instance was that some of the men to whom I have 
referred had given their assent to this amendment in the language in 
which I first presented if, and have never been consulted as to the 
change I now propose, and hence I propose this additional word for 
your consideration and for your judgment. 

Let me explain the object of this additional amendment a little fur- 
ther. The trouble is that in some of the States there is very little 
difference between an agricultural college and a literary college. I 
made this objection to these college presidents who came here in the 
interest of the Senate bill, and I told them that I should vote against 
the bill as it came from the Senate, but would be willing to vote for it 
if it could be framed so as to subserve the interests of the farmers and 
mechanics of the country, I inquired of them how much money, asa 
matter of fact, was annually expended by them in what they call agri- 
cultural and mechanical education, and they gave some amounts, 

Suppose a college now expends $25,000 in this kind of instruction 
and we pass this bill without adding the word additional“ before 
$ ion,” what will preventa college from using the $25,000 appro- 
priated by this bill in lieuof theother $25,000? Or what will prevent 


the college from taking $15,000 of the $25,000 they now use and ad 
this $25,000 to the $10,000 that would be left when the $15,000 is 
transferred to some other college instruction? 

I do not know that any college would do this, but it might be done 
if we do not provide that this money shall be used for additional in- 
straction in those branches in the interest of which we now propose to 
have this money expended. I do not wantany ofthe money now used 
in the interests of agrieulture diverted to instruction in Latin, or Greek, 
or Hebrew, or to any other instruction foreign to the work of an agri- 
cultural college as I think these institutions should be managed and 
employed. 

I want it understood, Mr. Speaker, that this appropriation shall be 
an additional sum to be used to fit young men and young women for 
the various industries of life. If any agricultural college is now em- 
ploying annually $25,000 for such educational p as are contem- 
pee in my first amendment, I want this $25,000 added to it, and 

want to be able to hold these colleges responsible so that we can call 
upon them from year to year and know for ourselves whether this 
money is expended for additional education in agriculture, the me- 
chanical arts, etc., or not. 

I now ask unanimous corsent, Mr. Speaker, that the word addi- 
tional“ may be added before the word instruction.“ There can not 
be any objection to its insertion in this connection, as it seems to me, 
and I desire in any event to present it. 7 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The amendment agreed to covers the whole busi- 


ness. 

Mr. CARUTH. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. O'DONNELL], chairman of the Committee on Educa- 
tion. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, this bill has not been asked for by 
the farmers, that I know of. I have carefully looked over my corre- 
spondence and I find but three letters in its favor: one from a graduate 
of the Michigan Agricultural College and two others from two profes- 
sors in that institution, all worthy gentlemen. ; 

This bill starts off giving an appropriation of $15,000 “ to colleges for 
the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts,“ forty-three in num- 
ber, amounting to $645,000 the first year, and every year 
the appropriation increases $1,000 annually for ten years, when it is 
fixed at $25,000 each year, making a magnificent ent endow- 
ment for these colleges of $1,075,000 per annum. If it is for the benefit 
of agriculture, why not confine its provisions to the purely agricultural 
colleges, instead of bestowing a portion of these large sums upon insti- ' 
tutions that have established an agricultural chair to comply with the 
forms of law? Heretofore 10,000,000 acres of land have been appro- 
priated for the benefit of agricultural colleges: ~~ 

The farmers appear content with this and have not asked for the 
passage of this bill. I believe several college presidents have shown 
some interest in the measure and haye sought to impress their view 
upon the Committee on Education, to which this bill was referred, 
I think my colleagues on that committee will bear me out in this as- 
sertion. The farmers ask this Congress to take up and pass the Con- 
ger lard biil, the pure-food bill, the Butterworth bill to prohibit gam- 
bling in grain, and the bill to save us from alien landlordism. 

These are the bills the farming community are demanding action 
upon, and I am glad to know their wishes will soon be granted. They 
are willing that the bill now under consideration should wait until 
these other measures, vital to their well-being, are enacted. into law. 
The amendment offered for the committee by Mr, TAYLOR was a 
portion of the bill as originally presented by the Senate, but for some 
reason was stricken out. 

I have here, Mr. Speaker, letters from the ex- master of the National 
Grange, the present master of that body, the master of the Mississippi 
State Grange, the Ohio State Board of Agriculture, the Schoharie 
County (New York) Farmers’ Association (fourteen hundred mem- 
bers), the farmers of Niagara County, New York, all demanding, in 
the interest of agriculture, that this amendment be made a part of the 
bill. T also have a petition to the Committee on Education, signed by 
the officers of the National Grange, Patrons of Industry, and four col- 
lege presidents of the National Association of Agricultural Colleges, 
asking for the insertion of the amendment. : 

These papers did not reach the committee until after it was agree 
to report the bill as it came from the Senate. I can vote for the bill 
with the amendment, but not withontit. I could wish that a bill to 
encourage general education all over the land could be considered. As 
I have never voted against auy measure in favor of education I shall 
support this bill if the amendment is adopted. 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Speaker, the presentation of the questions in- 
volved in this bill at this time is an apt illustration of the uncertain- 
ties of legislation in this body. : 

I understood from the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] 
that it was his purpose on yesterday to move a suspension of the rules 
oe 5 on eee phew ve in 3 that this 

d i t be consid an under a sus- 
ade of toga When the hour of Lemna ner peels and the 
committee had not been reached I supposed that this matter had been 
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passed over, at least forawhile. But judge of my amazement, judgeof rad 
astonishment, if you can, when I found this morning upon entering th 

Hall that it was the design of the gentleman from Ohio, the chairman 
of the Committee on Rules, to pull out of his inside pocket a resolution 
of the committee fixing a time for the consideration of this bill amongst 
others. 1 came to the conclusion that it was indeed true of this, as ot 
all other things human, that no man can tell what a day or an hour will 
bring forth. 0 

I come in here with no prepared speech to make against this measure, 
but I come, Mr. Speaker, with the sentiment, and in the name, and 
under the principles of the party I uphold, to enter my solemn pro- 
test against the passage of this bill by Democratic votes. I have been 
told that this measure is not akin to the Blair education bill. If the 
same principle that gave birth to the one measure did not give birth 
to this also, then I am unable to determine trom what source this bill 
has sprung. 

Mr. Speaker, permit me to say that the man who can take this bill 
and show its distinction in principle, or any difference that exists in 
the principle it embodies, from that embodied in the Blair bill is a man 
of so fine an intellectual mind, so endowed with intellectual acumen 
as would enable him ‘to divide a hair into two parts and to determine 
its west from its northwest side. [Laughter.] 

Here is a proposition submitted by the Committee on Education, 
supporting a pill that passed the Senate without discussion, to appro- 
priate the money of the people of this country to the extent of $1,100, - 
000 per annum for an indefinite period for the support of these agricult · 
ural and mechanical colleges. 

Far be it from me, Mr. Speaker, to put a single obstacle in the way 
of education. Such education as I myself possess was given to me as 
a free gift from the publicschools of this country. I have always been 
a firm and devoted advocate of our public-schoolsystem. But, sir, I am 
unwilling to undertake by any legislation we may adopt to carry the 
authority of this Government into the various States of this Union and, 
by a proposition of this character, make our Government an eduéational 
institution. I am unwilling to take the money that is derived trom the 
tax-payers of this country out of the Treasury of the people and apply 
it to this matter of education in the States. And when I lift my voice 
in opposition to it I have good Democratic sentiments and good Demo- 
cratic principles behind me on which to sustain my opposition. 

We Democrats look back to the great apostle of our faith, Andrew 
Jackson, with a species of reverence; and when the Congress of the 
United States passed a bill away back yonder in 1833, when the Gov- 
ernment was young, to appropriate for a limited time the proceeds of 
the sales of the public lands of the United States, and for granting 
public lands to certain States for educational purposes, Andrew Jack- 

“aon, the great apostle of Democracy, laid down then what I believe to 
be the cardinal principles of the party in that regard, that— 

If the mopey of the United States can not be applied to local purposes 

Says he— 
through its own agents, ay little can it be appropriated to these institutions 
through the agency of the State goyeruments, 

And he vetoed that measure. 

Coming down the line of Democratic precedents, we find that this 
measure that became a law in 1862, which this bill amends, originally 
passed in 1859, and that James Buchanan, the Democratic President 
of the United States, stamped his veto upon itand it failed to be passed 
over that veto by the then Congress of the United States. 

Mr. GEAR: Have you not any better backing than James Buchanan? 

Mr. CARUTH. I will attend to the question that is before me now. 
Y say that Democratic authority stands back of me. James Buchanan 
in that veto message of 1859 vetoed the same bill which passed in 
1862. 

Mr. GEAR. Yon need better backing than that. 

Mr. CARUTH. That is pretty good backing. 

Mr. GEAR, Fora Democrat. 

Mr. CARUTH. Andrew Jackson was a Democrat, and James Buch- 
anan was a Democrat who had some regard for the Constitution of his 
country, whatever the gentleman from Iowa may say against him. 

Mr. GEAR. Ho said that there was no law by and under which re- 
bellion or secession could be put down. 

Mr, CARUTH. But lie never proclaimed that there was any higher 
law in this couniry than the Constitution of the United States that 
you and I are sworn to maintain, [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
And it is because of my devotion to that instrument, which I took an 
oath to support, that I am here to enter my solemn protest against 
the passage of this bill. 

Mr, GEAR. Inever knew one of my Democratic friends who conld 
not find a warrant in the Constitution for anything. 

Mr. CARUTH. AndIneyer knew one of my Republican friends 
who regarded the Constifution of this country as our fathers made it. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] I say that aside from the con- 
stitutional objection which presents itself to my mind there is another 
. objection to this bill that ought to be urged in this presence. I have 
heard a good deal upon the subject of lobbies. My eloquent and dis- 
tinguished friend from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON], to whom the name 
of a railroad corporation is as a red flag ina bull's face—whenever the 


—— 


word ‘‘lobby’’ is used that gentleman rises upon his hind legs and 
howls; I have heard him and other members in this House talk about 
the existence of a lobby for the purpose of influencing legislation; but 
I tell you, Mr. Speaker, that the only lobby I have seen at this session 
of Congress was the educational lobby, composed of the presidents of 
the agricultural institutions. They have haunted the corridors of this 
Capitol; they have stood sentinel at the door of the Committee on 
Education; they have even interrupted the solemn deliberations of 
that body by imprudent and impudent communications, 

I want to you one. On the 25th day of June, 1890, the Com- 
mittee on Education was in session, presided over by its distinguished 
chairman, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. O'DONNELL], a good 
man and true, considering his politics [laughter on the Democratie 
side], a man devoted to the interests committed to his keeping, and 
to him came this communication, which was read in the presence of 
the committee: 


Hon, James O'DONSELL, 
Chairman of the Committee on Education : 


Dean Sm: May we respectfully represent to your committee that gentlemen 
from Dakota, Kansas, Maine— 

My God, think of his being here !— 
Tennessee, Iowa, New Jersey, and Maryland are waiting at Washington, un- 
able to see intelligently the members from their States until Senate bill 3714 is 
reported or acted on by your committee. We dislike to appear too eager— 

My God, if there is any eagerness in the world it is possessed by these 
gentlemen who are presidents of these agricultural colleges— 
but it seems to many of us that the absence of one member of a committee so 
strong as yours— 

How did he expect the Committee on Education to get along in the 
absence of its distinguished member from Ohio, Judge TAYLOR ? 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Colonel TAYLOR. 

Mr, CARUTH. Colonel TAYLOR— 
ought hardly to detain the many friends of this measure longer. Can not 
some progress be made to-day? : 

And from that hour to this they have haunted the halls of this 
Capitol with their presence. They have buzzed in your ears, sir, and 


‘in yours, and in the ears of every member of this House. It has been 


an organized, strong, combined lobby for the benefit of the agricult- 
ural colleges of the country. Now, what do they propose to do if you 
give them this money? Do they propose to go out into the highways 
and byways and take the poor boy by the hand and lead him to the 
institution of learning? Do they throw wide open their portals for 
any boy to enter there who may desire? No, there is a golden knocker 
on the door. There is but one open sesame to admission there, and 
that one word is money.“ They are paid institutions, and not free. 
They do not afford the blessings of free education for the children of 
the people. No boy can afford to go there and be supported unless 
there is a rich parent behind him. But we are asked to give $100 a 
year to each one of these students, shutting our eyes to the Constitu- 
tion, shutting our eyes to the infamy of this measure. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. When they put down tho tuition 
they make it up on the board, e : 

Mr. CARUTH. Yes, they make it up on the board. I received a 
circular the other day—I think it was from Georgia—asking me to ap- 
point a cadet to a certain school. 

Several MEMBERS. Alabama. à 

Mr. CARUTH. Algbama, the State of my friend, Colonel OATES, 
In that circular they asked me to appoint a cadet to that institution, 
and they told me in that bill that the board was free, but the tuition 
was $130 per annum, [Laughter.] 

A MEMBER. Just the other way. 

Mr. CARUTH. The board was free and the tuition was $130 a 
year. 

Mr. MORGAN. Two hundred dollars. 

Mr. CARUTH. I did not nominate the cadet; I do not propose to 
nominate the cadet; but I do know that, as the distinguished gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] says, when they put it down on 
the tuition they put it up on the board. [Laughter.] 

Now, I see that out of all these fifty-five colleges, employing 808 
teachers, educating but 14,000 children, not one of them offers us 
knowledge without money and without price. 

Mr. OATES, Does my friend remember what school that was? 

Mr. CARUTH. I do not. $ 

Several MEMBERS. Huntsville. 

Mr. CARUTH. Huntsville, I am told on all sides. 

Mr. OATES. The agricultural college is in the district which I have 
the honor to represent, and students there get free tuition. 

Mr. CARUTH. I am glad to hear that. How much are they 
charged for board? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Does the gentleman refer to the 
school at Huntsville? 

Mr. CARUTH. I do not know anything about the institution. I 
know that the tuition is $130, 

Mr, WHEELER, of Alabama. I want to say to the gentleman that 
at the school at Huntsville, Ala., the best gentlemen in Northern Ala- 
bama are being educated, and will also inform him that a number o‘ 
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the best people of North Alabama subscribed their money and estab- 
lished the excellent military academy to which he refers. In a spirit 
of generosity they have extended to each member of Congress the privi- 
lege of sending one cadet to that institution at less than half the usual 
rates, I am astonished that the gentleman receives the commendable 
generosity of these good people in such a spirit. 

Mr. CARUTH. And nobody but a gentleman or the son of a gen- 
tleman can get the advantages of it. No man but a rich man’s son can 
afford to be educated in one of these institutions, 

Mr. LEWIS. Will the gentleman from Kentucky permit me tosay 
that in the agricultural college of the State of Mississippi there are 
students who earn their own expenses by manual labor? 

Mr. CARUTH. Will the gentleman allow me to state to him that 
at Yale College, at Harvard College, at Cornell University, and other 
institutions of learning throughout this land there are students who 
earn theirown expenses during tuition? 

Mr. MORGAN. Is not Cornell University an agricultural college? 

Mr. CARUTH. I do not know. I do not think it is in that list. 

Mr. GEAR. I will state to the gentleman from Kentucky that there 
is no limitation in Iowa in regard to the pecuniary condition of the 
students. A student in any rank of life can go into that State institu- 
tion; and I know of my own knowledge that the sons of Iowa farmers 
are being educated there, their expenses being limited simply to their 
board, which is less than $1.80 a week. My friend says they are not 
educated. I beg to say that they are taught not only practically about 
agriculture and farming, but also in the highest branches of scientific 
knowledge relating to farming. 

Mr. CARUTH. Ido not want to detract from the State of Iowa. 
That it has large educational advantages I do not doubt. That it has 
learned men I do not doubt; and if I had a doubt upon this subject, it 
would be removed by the presence of these distinguished Representa- 
tives from that State upon this floor, [Laughter. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr, Speaker, I wish to ask the gentle- 
man from Kentucky to except the agricultural college of the State of 
Michigan and the university of that State from his charge. 

Mr. CARUTH. The university? Whereis it? Where is the in- 
stitution? Is it Ann Arbor? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 
other is at Lansing. 

Mr. CARUTH. That is one of the reasons why I do not want to vote 
for this bill, because this appropriation is obtained, not for the purpose 
of sustaining separate institutions of learning, but for the purpose of 
making annexes to and adjuncts of some established university. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. If the gentleman will allow me—— 
8 CARUTH, And this is one of the reasons why Iam opposed to 

bill. 

Mr, ALLEN, of Michigan. 
right there? 

Mr. CARUTH. Yes; I will yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. The Agricultural College of Michigan is 
one that has been established there for thirty years, and was founded in 
the State by re 4 aa made by the Congress of the United States, 

Mr. CARUTH. Then it has been founded upon the money of the 
United States, when the people of Michigan ought to sustain it them- 


selves. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. In the Agricultural College and Uni- 
versity of Michigan, the same as in every other college in other parts 
of the United States, there are students from all over the country, and 
some of the students come from the State of Kentuckyalso. [Laughter 
and applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. CARUTH. You can not make a speech in my time. I yielded 
to you for a question, but not for a speech. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the gentleman from Kentucky 
yield to me for a question? 

Mr. CARUTH. I will. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I would like to say to the gentleman 
from Kentucky that the State of Kansas has an agricultural college 
where there are five or six hundred students to-day in which no tuition 
is charged, and there they are taught that which pertains purely to 

iculture. 

Mr. CARUTH. Are you president of the college? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I was president of the Kansas Agri- 
cultural College for nearly five years, and I think I know more about 
agricultural colleges than the gentleman seems to. 

Mr. CARUTH. Did you leave the college for the college’s good? 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, No; I came here forthe benefit of the 
farmer. 

Mr. CARUTH. Now, Mr. Speaker, if there is any other State in the 
Federal Union that has not been heard from, I pause in order that it may 
proffer proof of the excellency of its institution here and now—— 

Mr. CARLTON rose. 

Mr, CARUTH. Except the State of Georgia. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CARLTON. I want to state that there is an agricultural col- 
lege in my State and in the town where I reside. In it tuition is abso- 
lutely free, and board is not allowed to be more than $12.50 a month. 


We have one at Ann Arbor and the 


Will my friend allow me a question 


Mr. CARUTH. And that is another reason why Iobject to this bill. 
Every man on the jury is to get a little of the pork himself, [Laugh- 
ter.] But let us rise, my friend from Georgia, above any such a sor- 
did and selfish principle as that. Let us get above such a thing as that 
and not tax the people of this country to sustain institutions of this 
character, founded at least upon doubtful constitutional right. 

Now, if these institutions of learning of which gentlemen speak are 
doing so well, why do they come before Congress and ask for this 
money? Why do they besiege the corridors of this Capitol? Why do 
they hang around the committee-rooms of this House? Why should 
the United States Government enter upon a wholesale scheme of edu- 
cation? Why should it assist pay schools when it will not assist free 
schools? Mr. Speaker, upon every view of this bill, upon os 
Toppose its passage. [Applause on the Democratic side]. ow much 
of my time remains? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
maining. 

Mr. CARUTH. I yield seven minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. TURNER], and I will yield the three minutes remaining to 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. KELLEY]. 

Mr. KELLEY. I yield my three minutes to the gentleman from 
New York, 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Now give us a good one. [Lavghter.] 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. My friend from Iowa must be of the 
same grasping spirit that the eloquent gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
CARUTH] has ascribed to those college presidents if, after the eloquence 
and the logic he has already heard upon my side of the question, he 
still wants more. [Laughter. ] , 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will tell you how thegentleman from 
Iowa feels. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I trust that the gentleman will kindly 
take his own time to tell us that. 


Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let me tell you how I feel. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. In your own time. Mr. Chairman, 
I can conceive no good reason why a million dollars a year should be 
appropriated to teaching the sons of farmers agriculture any more than 
a like sum should be appropriated to teaching the sons of the men in 
my district bricklaying or carpentry or any other useful employment. 

Mr. McCOMAS. This bill providesforthat. It provides for teach- 
ing any industrial or mechanic art. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York, Oh, yes; bnt does any one of these 
agricultural colleges teach carpentry or masonry or any other thing 


but agriculture? 
Oh, yes; they teach them all. [Laughter and 


Several MEMBERS, 
confusion, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. The gen- 
tleman’s time is being consumed by the House itself. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I appeal to the House, Mr. Speaker, 
that that is hardly fair treatment. Now, I have had some little experi- 
ence in my early days in this matter of agricultural colleges, at- 
tempted once to become a student in an agricultural college which was 
endowed by my native State. 

Mr. KELLEY. What State is that? 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. TheState of New Hampshire. 

That institution was ot the same order as those which the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. CARUTH] describes, It requires as much 
or nearly as much money,to become a student there as at any other 
institution of learning, and I never heard of any handicraft school, if I 
may be allowed that expression, in connection with any of those agricult- 
ural colleges. I never supposed there was any such thing, nor am I in- 
clined now to credit the statement that any class of artisans are edu- 
cated at any of these agricultural colleges. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the real animus, the real purpose of this legisla- 
tion is simply this: The agricultural classes are in a state of unrest, 
and the great agricultural communities that have given Republican 
majorities year after year are asking themselves to what end they have 
given those majorities. Now, I say to gentlemen on this side of the 
House—for I know that an appeal to those on the other side would 
fall npon deaf ears—I say to gentlemen upon this side of the House, 
if you will give the American farmer the same chance that you give to 
the manufacturing class, if you will remove from him the burden of 
unjust tariff taxation that has weighed heavily upon him for a quarter 
of a century, he will be able to educate his own sons in his own way 
without governmental aid. 

It is very well for gentlemen to talk as though this were a trifling 
matter, this fastening an additional tax of $1,000,000 a year upon a 
people already overburdened with taxation; but this Congress, one 
branch of which defeated a bill which, however wise or unwise it may 
have been, proposed to give governmental aid to common schools, and 
this party, charged by the people at the last election with the duty of 
legislation, which defeated the Blair edncational bill in defiance of its 

emn pledges, can hardly atone to the people who asked for common- 
school education free to everybody by offering an ornamental education 
to those who shall have succeeded in obtaining enough preliminary ed- 
ucation to enter these colleges, 3 


The gentleman has ten minutes re- 
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Why, sir, boys are fairly equipped for the race of life when they have 
the education necessary to enter most of these institutions; and so long 
as there is in any part of this country a lack of elementary schools for 
the education of any considerable number of children so that they may 
understand the institutions of the country and the Value of the ballot, 
that they may read and write the English language, and beable to un- 
derstand a simple legal instrument, I believe that the public money 
might as well be spent in founding a great art academy, a school of 
sculpture or a college of mining or engineering, as to devote money raised 
by taxation to the support of an agricultural college, especially as such 
colleges have in almost every instance proved such conspicuous failures 
that they could not support themselves. I believe it to be a very good 
rule 

Mr. HOUK rose. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York (to Mr. Houx). You have taken most 
of my time in ‘‘ bowling’ and yon can not use up the rest of it in 
questions, [Laughter.] I decline to yield. 

I believe it to be a very good rule that when a business will not pay, if 
undertaken on a self-supporting basis, it is not a good business for the 
American Government to engage in. If there is any great demand for 
this character of education it is very wonderfal that among all the in- 
stitutions spread over this land there should not be some established 
by private enterprise Lo meet this long-felt want, and that such private 
institutions shonld not be thronged with students paying their on 
expenses. 

P believe that every man who is taxed to support an institution of 
this kind, in which he himself or his children can have no interest, may 
well protest, and ought to protest, against this wholesale voting of 
money for the support of a particular class of educational institutions. 
If you want to assist the farmers, give them a fair chance to buy and 
sell in the markets of the world. I believe that any measure of this 
kind, purporting to be in the interest of the farmer, is simply a sop 
thrown to him that he may slumber still longer under our present in- 
iquitous tariff legislation. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I have eight minutes left, of which 

I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, in order that members may have a 
per understanding of this question, I shall take the liberty of print- 
Fe with my remarks the act of July 2, 1862, providing for the estab- 
lishment of ‘‘colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic 
arts,” and also the act of March 2, 1887, providing for the establish- 
ment of agricultural experiment stations in connection with these col- 


leges. 
An act donating public lands to the several States and Territories which may 
provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and Houseof Representatives of the United States of 

America in Congress assembled, That there be granted to the several States for 

the purposes hereinafter mentioned an amount of public land, to be 7 

tlonod to each State a ee equal to 30,000 acres for each Senator and Kep- 

resentative in Congress to which the States are respectively entitled by the ap- 

portionment under the census of 1860: Provided, That no mineral lands shall be 
or purchased under the provisions of this act, 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That the land aforesaid, after being surveyed, 
shall be apportioned to the several States in sections or subdivisions of sections 
not less than one-quarter of a section; and whenever there are public lands in 
a State subject to sale at private entry at $1.25 per acre the quantity to which 

be entitled il be selected from such lands within the limits 
of such State; and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to issue to each 
of the States in which there is not the quantity of public Jands subject to sale 
at private entry at $1,25 per acro, to which may be entitled un the pro- 
visions of this act, land-serip to the amount in acres for the deficiency of its dis- 
‘tributive share, said scrip to be sold by said States and the proceeds thereof 
applied to the uses and purposes prescribed in this act, and for no other use or 
purpose whatsoever: Provided, in no case shall any State to which land- 
scrip may thus beissued be allowed to locate the same within the limits of any 
other State, or of any Territory of the United States, but their ass may 
thus locate said Jand-scrip upon any of the unappropriated lands of the United 
States subject to sale at private entry at $1.25, or less, per acre: And ided 
further, That not more n 1,000,000 acres shall be located by such assignees in 
any one of the States: And provided further, That no such location shall be 
made before one year Irora EOR pees of this act. 

Seo, 3. Aud beit further on „ That all the expenses of management, r- 
intendence,and taxes from date of selection of snid lands, previous to their 
salos, and all expenses incurred in the management and dis ment of the 
moncys which may be received therefrom, shall be paid by the States to which 

may belong, out of the treasury of said States, so that the entire proceeds 
oH of said lands shall be applied without any diminution whatever to 
tho purposes hereinafter mentioned. 

Sec, 4. And be it further ena That all moneys derived from the sale of the 
lands aforesaid by the States to which the lands are apportioned, and from the 
sales of land scrip hereinbefore provided for, shall be invested in stocks of the 
United States, or of the States, or some other safe stocks, yielding not less than 
5 per cent. upon the par value of said stocks; and thatthe moneys so invested 
shall constitute a perpetual fund, the capital of which shall remain forever un- 
diminished (except so far as may be provided in section 5 of this act), and the 
interest of which shall be inviolably appropriated by each State which may take 
and claim the benefit of this act to the endowment, support, and maintenance 
of at least one college where the leading object shall be, without excluding other 

tific and classicn! studies, and including military tactics, to such 
branches of learning as are related to agriculture and the mechanic arts in such 
manner as the Legislatures of the States may respectively prescribe in order to 
promote the liberal and practical education of the industrial classes in the sev- 
eral pursuits and professions in life. 

Src, 5. And be it further enacted, That the grant of land and land scrip hereby 
authorized shall be made on the following conditions, to which, as well as to 
the provisions hereinbefore contained, the previous assent of the several States 
shall be ified by legislative acts: 


any portion of the fund invested, as provided by the foregoing sec- 


portion of the interest thereon, shall, by any action or contingency, 
ed or lost, it shall be replaced by the State to which it belongs, so 
that the capital of the fand shall remain forever undiminished; and the annual 
interest shall be regularly amples without diminution to the purpose men- 
tioned in the fourth section of this act, except that a sum, not exceeding 10 
per cent, upon the amount received by any State under the provisions of this 
act, may be expended for the purchase of lands for sites or experimental farms, 
whenever authorized by the respective Legislatures of snid States, 

Second, No jon of said fund, nor the interest thereon, shall be applied, 
directly or indirectly, under any tense whatever, to the purchase, erection, 
preservation, or repair of any building or buildings, 

Third. og State which may take and claim the benefit of the provisions of 
this act shall provide, within five years, at least not less than one co „as de- 
soribed in the fourth section of this act, or the grant to such State cease ; 
and said State shal: be bound to pay the United States the amount received of 
any 5. 25 previously sold, and that the title to purchasers under the State shall 

valid. 

Fourth. An annual report shall bo made regarding the progress of each col- 
lege, recording any improvements and experiments made, with their cost and 
results, and such other matters, including State industrial and economical sta- 
tistics, as may be supposed useful, one copy of which shall be transmitted by 
mail free, by each, to all the other colleges which may be endowed under the 
provisions of this act, and also one copy to the Secretary of the Interior. 

Fifth, When lands shall be selected from those which have been raised to 
double the minimum price, in consequence of railroad grants, they shall be com- 
Le tig hea lng a at the maximum price, and the number of acres proportion- 

y dimin k 

Sixtb. No State while in a condition of rebellion or insurrection the 
Government of the United States shall be entitled to the benefit of this act. 

Seventh. No State shall be entitled to the benefits of this act unless it shall 
e its acceptance thereof by its Legislature within two years from the date 
of its approval by the President, 

BSEC, 6. And be ü further enacted, That land scrip issued under ae provinces 
a act shall not be subject to location until after the Ist day of January, 


Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the land officers shall receive the same 
fees for locating land scrip issued under the provisions of this act as is [are] now 
allowed for the location of military bounty-land warrants under oxi. laws: 
Provided, Their maximum compensation shall not be thereby 3 

Seo, 8. And be it further enacted, That the governors of the several States to 
which scrip shall be issued under this act shall be xe Save to report pasang 
to Congress all sales made of such scrip until the whole shall be disposed 
the amount received for the same, and what appropriation has been made of 
the proceeds, 

Approved, July 2, 1962, 

An act to establish agricultural experiment stations in connection with the col- 
leges established in the several States under the provisions of an act approved 
July 2, 1862, and of the acts supplementary thereto, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Re; s of the United States of 
ulring and diffusing 


tion, or 
be dimin 


ipresentative 
America in Congress assembled, That in order to aid in 
among the people of the United States useful and practical information on sub- 
jects connected with agriculture, and to promote scientific investigation and 
experiment respecting the principles and rs gence of agrioultural science, 
there shall be established, under direction of the college or coll or agricult- 
ural department of colleges in each State or Territory established, or which 
may hereafter be established, in accordance with the provisions of an act ap- 
proved July 2, 1862, entitled An act donating public lands to the several States 
and Territories which may provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture and 
the mechanic arts,” or any of the supplements to said act, a department to bo 
known and designated as an “agricultural experiment station: Provided, That 
inany State or Territory in which two such colleges have been or may be so 0s- 
tablished the 8 tion hereinafter made to such State or Territory shall 
be equally divided between such colleges, unless the Legislature of sı State 
or Territory shall otherwise direct, 

Sro. 2. That it shall be the objectand duty of said experiment stations to con- 
duct original researches or fy experiments on the physiol of plants and 
animals; the diseases to which they are severally subj with the remedies for 
the same; the chemical composition of useful plants at their different stages of 
growth; the comparative advantages of rotative cropping as pursued undera 
very ing eerie of crops; the capacity of new plants or trees for acclimation; the 
ana ofsoils and water; the chemical composition of manures, natural or arti- 
ficial, with experiments designed to test their comparative effects on crops of dif- 
ferent kinds; the adaptation and value of grasses and forage plants; the com- 
position and digestibility of the different kinds of food for domestic animals; 
the scientific and economic questions involved in the production of butter and 
cheese; and such other researches or experiments . on e apr 
cultural industry of the United States as may in each case be deemed ad le, 
having due regard to the vàrying conditions and needs of the respective States 
or Territories. 

Sxc.3. That in order to secure, as far as practicable, uniformity of methods 
and results in the work of said stations, it shall be the duty of the United States 
Commissioner of Agriculture to furnish forms, as far as practicable, for the 
tabulation of results of investigation or experiments; to indicate, from time to 
time, such lines of inquiry as to him shall seem most important; and, in gen- 
eral, to furnish such advice and assistance as will best promote the p of 
this act. It shall be the duty of each of said stations, annually, on or before the 
Ist day of February, to make to the governor of the te or Territory in which 
it is located a full and detailed report of its operations, including a statement 
of receipts and expenditures, a copy of which re shall be sent to cach of 
said stations, to the said Commissioner of Agriculture, and to the Secretary of 
the Treasury of the United States, 

Sud. 4. That bulletins or reports of progress shall be published at said stations 
at least once in three months, one copy of which shall be sent to each news- 
paper in the States or Territories in which they are respectively located, and 
to such individuals actually engaged in farming as may request the same, and 
as far as the means of the station will permit. Such bulletins or reports and 
the annual reports of said stations shall be transmitted in the mails of the United 
States free of charge for postage, under such ons as the Postmaster- 
General may from time to time prescribe. s 

Sec. 5. That for the purpose of paying the necessary expenses of conducting 
investigations and experiments and printing and distributing the results as 
hereinbefore prescribed, the sum of $15,000 per annum is hereby appropriated 
to each Btate, to be s lly provided for by Congress in the appropriations 
from year to year, and to each Territory entitled under the provisions of sec- 
of this act, out of any money in the Treasury proceeding from the 
sales of public lands, to be paid in equal quarterly payments, on the Ist day of 
January, April, July, and October in each year, to the treasurer or other o 
duly appointed by the governing boards of said collewes to receive the same, the 
first payment to be made on the Ist day of October, 1887: Provided, however, That 
out of the first annual appropriation so received by any station an amount not 
exceeding one-fifth may be expended in the erection, enlargement, or repair of 
a building or buildings necessary for carrying onthe work of such station; and 
thereafter an amount not exceeding 5 per cent. of such annual appropriation 
may be so expended. 
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Sec, 6. That whenever it shall appear to the Secretary of the Treasury from 
the annual statement of receipts and expenditures of any of said stations thata 
portion ofthe precedingannual appropriation remains unexpended,such amount 
shall be deducted from the next succeeding annual appropriation to such sta- 
tion, in order that the amount of money appropriated to any station shall notex- 
ceed the amount actually and m y required for its maintenance and sup- 


port. 

Src. 7. That nothing in this act shall be construed to impfir or modify the 
legal relation existing between any of the said colleges and the government of 
the States and Territories in which they are velx located. 

Sec. 8. That in ving colleges enti under this section to the bene- 
fits of this act and having also agricultural experiment stations established b 
law separate from said colleges, such States shall be authorized to apply s 
benefits to riments at stations so established by such States; and in ense 

State shall have established, under the ons of said act of July 2 atore- 
d. an tural department or mental station, in connection with 
any uni ity, college, or institution not distinctively an agricultural college 
or school, and such State shall have established or shall hereafter establish a 
separate agricultural college or school, which shall have connected therewith 
an experimental farm or station, the Legislature of such State may apply in 
whole or in part the appropriation by this act made to ruch separate agricult- 
ural college or school, and no Legislature shall by contract, express or implied, 
disable itself from so doing. 

Sec, 9. That the grants of moneys authorized by this act are made subject to 
the legislative assent of the several States and ‘Territories to the purposes of 
said grants: Provi That payment of such installments of the appropriation 
herein made as shall become due to any State before the adjournment of the 
regular session of its Legislature meeting next after the of thisact shall 
ps maca upon the assent of the governor thereof, duly ce to the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

Sec, 10. Nothing in this act shall be held or construed as binding the United 
States to continue any payments from the ury to any or all the States or 
institutions mentioned in this act, but Congress may at any time amend, sus- 
pend, or re any or all the provisions of this act. 

Approved March 2, 1887. 


Mr. Speaker, we have heard declamation here against the furnish- 
ing of aid by the Federal Government to educational institutions. But 
that proposition is not before us at the present time. The act for the 
establishment of these agricultural colleges was passed in 1862; and 
under it the State of Georgia has received some $243,000. The State 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARUTH], who has declaimed 
so loudly against this policy, has received some $200,000. In addition 
to that, Georgia, Kentucky, and various other States of this Union, in 

nance of the act of 1887, have been receiving from the Federal 
. — annual appropriations of $15,000 each for agricultural experi- 
ment stations. 

You have then these agricultural colleges already created; the States 
have accepted them; have been endowed by appropriations of 
public lands. ‘You have also your agricultural experiment stations in 
the various States, each of which, under the act of 1887, is to receive 
its annual appropriation of $15,000; for, although the appropriation 
was not made for the last year, there is in the act the declaration of 
this system of annual appropriations as a permanent policy. This be- 
ing the situation, what does this bill propose? Simply-toincrease the 
amount appropriated to each of these stations by the sum of $1,000 an- 
nually until it shall reach $25,000. r 

That is all there is in the proposition. How is there any question 
of constitutionality involved? How does there arise any question as 
to the propriety of this general policy? The acts referred to have al- 
ready been passed; these colleges and agricultural stations have been 
established. Coming now to the consideration of this question, we find 
these conditions existing; and this proposition, as I have said, is sim- 
ply to increase to a limited extent the amount of the annual appro- 
priations—that and nothing more, 

Some question has been raised whether under a possible change of 
our land system we may not reach a time when there will be no money 
arising from the sales of public lands, and whether there might not 
then be a continuation of these appropriations. Why, sir, the very 
language of this bill provides distinctly that this money shall be taken 
from the sales of the public lands, and from that source only. The 
very instant you shall have changed your land laws, so that there is 
no longer any fund arising from this source, then, by the very force of 
the language of the act, the appropriation ceases. 

The official figures show that during the last fiscal year we received 
from the sales of the public lands the sum of $8,018,000. I under- 
stand from the chairman of this committee and from other gentlemen 
that the estimate of increased expenditure when you shall have given 
to these institutions the amount provided for in this bill, is only $1,200, - 
000, Hence, unless you shall hereafter deliberately change your legis- 
lation in reference to the public lands, there is no possibility of there 
being any deficit in this direction, 

If, however, Congress should see fit to change the existing system, 
then a new question would present itself, whether we would under- 
take to appropriate directly from the Federal Treasury for this pur- 
pose, When thatcontingencyshall arise, and not till then, we shall be 
called upon to meet the question whether there is any more propriety 
in expending for this purpose money taken from the sales of public 
lands than money from the general 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MoCOMAS. I yield the remainder of the time to the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON ]. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, it happened that I was 
not presentat the moment when my friend from Kentucky made ref- 
erence to me as one getting up on his hind legs and howling against 


corporations.’’ A féw presidents of agricultural colleges come here 
in the interest of what? of colleges designed to give a special education 
to those who labor on the farm and to mechanics in the shops. There 
is an immense difference between such gentlemen coming in the inter- 
ests of such institutions and lobbyists paid 8ᷣ10, 000 year and kept here 
all the time by railroad companies to look after their steals, The dif- 
ference between my friend and myself is as to the class of bills which 
we antagonize. I antagonize railroad bills; he antagonizes agricult- 
ural bills. I am endeavoring to advance the present and future inter- 
ests of farmers and am heartily in favor of this bill. He opposes it. 
We are alike, in both ‘‘getting up on our hind legs and howling.” 
{ Laughter. ] 

I wish to say a word, Mr. Speaker, on the bill, for the reason that 
during a presidency of five years of an agricultural college I necessarily 
acquired some knowlege of the agricultural college question. During 
the first half of that period since the agricultural grant was made, 
1862, the colleges organized in it were entirely and naturally devoted 
to the professional curriculum, and necessarily turned out lawyers, 
doctors, preachers, and teachers. During the latter half of the period 
the agricultural colleges, finding that they were not giving a satisfac- 
tory education to the farmers, devised a um for the purpose of 
affording specific technical knowlege and more satisfactory and practi- 
cal results to those persons engaged in farming or mechanical occupa- 
tions. . 

The object of this bill is to cause those colleges which have been 
absorbed by professional educators and which have turned 2 
sional men only to adopt and apply a modern curriculum applicable 
to the mechanic arts and agriculture alone; and I give my hearty sup- 
port to this measure, forthe reason that it will in future give to the 
sons and daughters of farmers that power derived from specific knowl- ` 
edge which will be of inestimable value to them in the prosecution of 
their business. 

I hope the House will adopt the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio and also the insertion of the word ‘‘additional’’ before the word 
instruction,“ so as to prevent the agricultural colleges which have 
been already absorbed by the universities throughout the country from 
using this fund for professional education only, and that the House will 
condition all of the bill on the distinct proposition that the education 
furnished must be industrial, a practical one, out of which the farmers 
of the country can make more money than they do, or out of which the 
girl or woman who is compelled to support herself by her own labor can 
make more money as a telegraph operator or printer or in other direc- 
tions than without it. 

I hope the House will adopt the bill and also the amendment. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the order of the House the pre- 
vious question is considered as ordered, and the pending question is 
on the amendment to the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Josepu D. TAYLOR]. 

Mr. CARUTH. I move to recommit the bill with instructions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not in order at this 
time. The Clerk will report the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Nes the word additional“ before the word “‘instruction” in the th 
ne. K 

Mr. McCOMAS, That amendment was not agreed to. 

The question being taken on the amendment to the amendment, the 
House divided; and there were—ayes 48, noes 75. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on the ameud- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and was accord- 
ingly read the third time. 

question recurred on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CARUTH. I believe I have arrived now at the proper place in 
which to move to recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman can now submit the 


motion. 
Mr. CARUTH. I move to recommit the bill with the instructions 
I send to the desk. 4 

The Clerk read as follows: 

7171717... 
Ona O PrO OOR rO — withholding of the funds by the — 
of the Treasury. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 53, 
noes 95. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the yeas and nays on the motion to 
recommit. > 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question recurred on the passage of the bill. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 135, noes 39. 

So the bill was passed. 7 

Mr. MCCOMAS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 


= 


8840 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Aveust 19, 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
And then, on motion of Mr. McComas (at 5 o’clock and 43 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
S — (S. 3477) for the relief of Neil Neilsson—to the Committee on 
ons. 


SENATE RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate resolution was 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of resentatives concurring), That 3,000 copies 
of the testimony taken = Select Committee on Relations with Canada be 
printed, 1,000 of which shall be for the use of the Senate and 2,000 for the use 
of the House of Representatives; 


to the Committee on Printing. 


HOUSE BILL WITH SENATE AMENDMENTS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a House bill of the following title, with 
Senate amendments, was taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 11459) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Appropriations, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clanse 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and di of as follows: 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3719) to provide for the inspection 
of live cattle and beef products intended for export to foreign countries, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2985)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr, MASON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported favorably 
the bill of the Senate (S. 885) authorizing the Lexington Ponton Bridge 
Company to construct and maintain a ponton bridge across the Missouri 
River, and to legalize the bridge already constructed at the city of 
Lexington, in the State of Missouri, accompanied by a report (No. 
"2986)—to the House Calendar. ; 

Mr. SWENEY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with 
amendment the billof the House (H. R. 5680) to constitute Des Moines, 
Towa, a port of delivery, and to extend the provisions of the act of June 
10, 1880, entitled An act to amend the statutes in relation to im- 
mediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other p to 
the said port of Des Moines, accompanied by a report (No. 2987)—to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, reported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 2828) to ratify and 
confirm certain agreements with the Coeur d’Aléne Indians in Idaho 
Territory, and to make the necessary appropriations for carrying the 
same into effect, and for other seo therein named, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2988)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. SKINNER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 3076) for the relief of Russell 
S. Newall, accompanied by a report (No. 2089)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 11050) to grant a pension to 
Mrs. Etta Hubbs as an army nurse, accompanied by a report (No. 
2990)—to the Committee of the Whole House. y 

Mr. MASON, from tb nmittee on Commerce, reported with amend- 
ment the bill of the use (II. R. 10841) authorizing the city of 
Albany, Oregon, to construct a bridge across the Willamette River, in 
Oregon, accompanied by a report (No. 2991)—to the House Calendar. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and joint resolutions of the fol 
sowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 
ows: 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill (H. R. 11779) to prohibit the sale or sup- 
plying of intoxicating beverages in military and naval institutions and 
branches of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and for 
Lure purposes —to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 

rainic. 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania (by request): A bill (H. R. 
11780) regulating the rate per annum of telephone service in the cities 
of Washington and Georgetown, in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 11781) to authorize the Corpus Christi 
and South American Railway Company to construct a bridge across 


the Rio Grande at or near Brownsville, Tex.—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. CASWELL: A bill (H. R. 11782) to limit the effect of the 
regulations of commerce between the several States and with foreign 
countries in cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORRILL: A joint resolution (H. Res. 213) amending and 
construing the act approved July 1, 1890, in relation to oaths in pen- 
sion and other cases to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROWELL: A joint resolution (H. Res, 214) extending the 
act fixing the rate of interest to be charged on arrearages of general 
and special taxes now due the District of Columbia if paid within a 
time specified to October 31, 1890—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. FEATHERSTON: A bill (H. R. 11783) for the relief of M. 
B. Woodyard, Mrs, Alice N. Rush, Mrs. Sue T. Smox, and Joseph N. 
Woodyard, heirs of Col. Humphrey M. Woodyard—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 11784) for the relief of Andrew J. 
Plough—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11785) for the relief of Francis M. Price—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11786) increasing the pension of Edward T. Wolfe— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 11787) for the relief of Ira W. Center— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11788) to increase the pension of Henry A. Rout- 
zong, of Aurora, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HANSBROUGH: A bill (H. R. 11789) granting a pension to 
Frank C. Myrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 11790) for the relief of Kate K. Par- 
sons, of Mayo, Knox County, Tennessee—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 11791) granting a pension to James 
S. Maratta—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REED, of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 11792) for the relief of Denis 
Kelly—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11793) for the relief of Peter Smith—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H, R, 11794) for the relief of David H. Thompson—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE (by request): A bill (H. R. 11795) for the re- 
lief of the estate of Joseph Bontura—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11796) for the relief of 
Joseph Collins, of St. Landry Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee 
on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11797) for the relief of the estate of Ludger Le- 
melle, deceased, late of St. Landry Parish, Louisiana—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11798) for the relief of the estate of Jacob Oates, 
deceased, late of Warren County, Mississippi—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11799) for the relief of Adelaide Oliviere, of 
Iberia Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11800) for the relief of Alfred A. Taylor, of St. 
Landry Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of New York: A bill (H. R. 11801) for the re- 
lief of Mary B. Cole, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. George W. Cole—to 
the Committee on Invalid Penslons. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition for reference of papers in the claim of 
Henry Hake—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of P. 8. Whittaker, for pay for horses—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FEATHERSTON: Protest of S. P. Willford, Pinkney, Ark., 
against passage of the Conger lard bill (H. R. 283)—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of colored cotton farmers and planters, and Farm- 
ers’ Alliance and Industrial Union, Little Rock, Ark., against same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, protest of S. Hornmell, of Portia, Ark., against same measure— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Fort Smith, Ark., 
against same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Exchange of Memphis, Tenn., against 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of the Memphis Cotton Exchange, against same meas- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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Also, petition of 80 citizens of St. Francis County, Arkansas, against 
same measure to the Committee on Agriculture. q 

Also, petition of 129 citizens of Lee County, Arkansas, against same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 147 farmers and citizens of Phillips County, Arkan- 
sas, against same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of colored planters and farmers, adopted March 24, 
1890, and the Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union, of Arkansas, 
against same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition from 103 farmers of Lee County, Arkansas, against 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 34 farmers of Phillips County, Arkansas, against 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 57 colored farmers and laborers of Lee County, Ar- 
kansas, against same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of 70 colored farmers and farm laborers of Phillips 
County, Arkansas, against same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, petition of 390 colored farmers and farm laborers of Phillips 
repped Arkansas, against same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of 30 members of Phillips County Wheel, Phillips 
8 Arkansas, against same measure to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, petition of 16 members of the Agricultural Wheel of Phillips 

Pee Arkansas, against same measure to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of 55 members of Lee County Wheel, Lee County, 
Arkansas, against same measure to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, protest from Hon. J. P. Jones, county judge of Desha County, 
Arkansas, against same measure —to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Jacob Trieber, of Helena, Ark., against passage of 
House bill 283, known as the Conger bill, and House bill 679, known 
as the Butterworth bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GEST: Petition and proof upon the bill for the relief of Ira 
W. Center—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition and communication in reference to eight 
12-pound brass howitzers unearthed at Albuquerque, N. Mex., August 
12, 1889—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLS: Memorial of J. C. Allen & Co. and others, citizens 
of Corsicana, Navarro County, Texas, protesting against legislation by 
Congress compelling railroads to transport petroleum barrels free—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MORSE: Memorial of E. O, Fuller and others, citizens of 
Canton, Mass., protesting against legislation by Congress compelling 
railroads to transport petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts: Memorial of D. P. Morrison and 
others, citizens of Massachusetts, protesting against legislation by Con- 
gress compelling railroads to transport petroleum barrels free—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PAYSON (by request): Petition of S. C. Clarke and others, 
citizens of the District of Columbia, fora municipal government, ete.— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition, affidavits, etc., in case of William 
A. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, August 20, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a, m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I ask leave of absence, beginning 
to-morrow, for six days, on account of health. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks to 
be excused from attendance upon service in the Senate for six days 
from to-morrow, on account of his health. Unless objection is made, 
leave will be granted. ; 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of Al- 
mena, Kans., praying for the prompt payment of pension claims to re- 
lieve the wants of the veterans on account of the total failure of crops 
in Western Kansas and Nebraska; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. * 

He also presented a petition of the Mart. Armstrong Post, No. 202, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Lima, Ohio, praying for the appoint- 
ment of S. S. YODER as one of the managers of the soldiers and sailors’ 
homes of the United States; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions of gratitude adopted by the Youn 
People’s Society ot Christian Endeavor of the First Congregati 


Church of Washington, D. C., for the passage of the original-package 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Vinland Farmers’ Alliance, Vinland, 
Kans., praying for the removal of the restriction imposed by the Brit- 
ish Government on the importation there of cattle from the United 
States; which was ordered to Jie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Society of Friends, 

Ohio, protesting against use of the United States mails by lotteries, 
etc.; Which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 3857) to provide tor fhe disposal of a portion of 
the United States military reservation at Baton Rouge, La., reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4313) granting an increase of pension to Stephen D. Smith; 
and 

A bill (S. 4320) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary E. Dickey. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: N 

A bill (H. R. 10208) granting an increase of pension to Moses Graham; 

A bill (H. R. 8890) granting an increaseof pension to Lewis Solomon, 
a private in Company A, First Indiana Infantry, Mexican war service; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 5712) granting a pension to J. G. Fetherstone. 

Mr. MOODY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 7914) granting a pension to Jay Marvin, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 4336) granting n paon to 
Mary A. Irving; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES. By request of the Wage-Workers’ Political Alli- 
ance I introduce a bill and ask its reference to the Committee on 
Printing. 

The bill (S. 4337) to provide for the publication of a odical 
which shall be known as The Congressional Petition-Box,’’ and for 
other purposes was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. ; 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 4338) to provide the assessor 
of the District of Columbia with plats of subdivisions outside the cities 
of Washington and Georgetown; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. x 

Mr. MOODY introduced a bill (S. 4339) for the relief of William 
Tarrant and Lyman IL. Hatch, who allege loss of property by Indian 
depredations; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Select Committee on Indian Depreda- 
tions. - 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had the bill (S. 3714) to 
apply a portion of the proceeds of the public lands to the more com- 
plete endowment and support of the colleges for the benefit of agricult- 
ure and the mechanic arts established under the provisions of an act of- 
Congress approved July 2, 1862, with an amendment in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


BUSINESS OF THE SESSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution offered by the Senator from dvania [Mr. Quay], com- 
ing over from a previous day. It will bë 5 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. QuAy on the 
18th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the following orders be adopted for the government of the 
Senate during the present term of Congress: 

Ordered, 1, That during the 2 session of Congress the Senate will not 
take up for consideration any legislative business other than the pending bill 
(H. R.9416); conference reports; general appropriation bills; pension bills; 
bills relating to the public lands, to the United States courts, to the postal service, 
— ee and forestry, to public buildings; and Senate or concurrent reso- 

utions, 

Ordered, 2, That the consideration of all bills other than such as are mentioned 
in the foregoing order is hereby postponed until the session of Congress to be 
held on the first Monday of December, 1890. 

Ordered, 3, That a vote shall be taken on the bill (H. R. $416) now under con- 
sideration in the Senate and upon amendments then pending, without further 
debate, on the 30th day of August, 1890, the voting to commence at 2 o’clock p. 
m. on said day and to continue on that and su uent days, tothe exclusion of 
all other business, until the bill and pendingamendments are final] as tree 

For the foregoing-stated pu the following rules, namely, VIII, IX, 
X, XII, XIX, XXII, XXVII. X III. XXXV, and XL, are modified. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 
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Mr. HOAR. I ask for the yeas and nays on the adoption of the res- 
olution. : 
The — and nays were ordered. 
Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the resolution by substituting what 
I send to the desk. ~ : 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The proposed substitute will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the rules of the Senate be amended by adding the following: 
When any bill or resolution shall have been under consideration for a reason- 
able time it shall be in order for any Senator to demand that debate thereon be 
el If such demand be seconded by a an, bean of the Senators present, the 
* question shall forthwith be taken thereon without further debate, and the pend- 
ing measure shal! take precedence of al! other business whatever, If the Sen- 
ate shall decide to close debate, the on shall be put upon the pending 
amendments, upon amendments of which notice shall then be given, and upon 
the measure in its successive stages according to the rules of the Senate, but 
without further debate, except that every Senator who may desire shall be per- 
mitted to speak upon the measure not more than once and not exceeding one 


r. 

After such demand shall have been made by any Senator no other motion 
shall be in order until the same shall haye been voted upon by the Senate, un- 
less the same shall fail to be seconded. 

After the Senate shall have decided to close debate no motion shall be in order 
but a motion to adjourn or to take a recess, when such motions shall be sec- 
onded by a majority of the Senate. When either of said motions shall have been 
lost or I have of a second, it shall not be in order to renew the same 
until one Senator shall have spoken upon the pending measure. or one vote 
upon the same shall have intervened. 5 

For the foregoin. ted pepo the following rules, namely, VII, VIII. IX. 
X, XII. XIX, XXII. XXVII, XXVIII, XXXV, and XL, are modifed. 


Mr. HOAR, I also move, with a view of perfecting the pending 
resolution, to amend the matter to be stricken out by inserting what 


I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 


moves to amend the part proposed to be stricken out as will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the resolution by inserting, after the words “ the pending bill (EL R. 
X “the bill to amend and supplement the laws of the 
United States (H. LO} and A adding at the end of the resolutions the 
words: “And immediately th the bill to amend and supplement the 
election laws of the United Statesshall be taken up for consideration, and shall 
remain before the Senate every day for three days, after the reading of the 
journal, to the exclusion of all other j enna and on the áth day of September, 
at 2 o'clock, voting thereon, and on the then pending amendments, shall begin 
and shall continue from day to day, to the exclusion of other business, until the 
same are finally disposed of.” 


Mr. QUAY. Upon that amendment I give notice that at the proper 


time I shall demand a division of the question. 
Mr. GORMAN. We could not hear the Senator from Pennsylvania 


on this side. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania gave 
notice that at the proper time he will ask for a division of the question. 
Mr. HOAR. The two amendments are proposed separately, not to- 


er. 
ar PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair understands. 

Mr. QUAY. The major proposition in the second amendment is that 
the election bill shall be included in the schedule of business contained 
in the order proposed. A second provision in the same amendment is 
that the bill shall be made a special order when taken up. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I suppose that ordinarily it would not 
be necessary to discuss at all the merits of a measure which is proposed 
to be inserted in an order of business. But this amendment which I 
have offered, to include one of the most important subjects before the 
Senate and before the country among those to be dealt with at the 
present session, requires, as it seems to me, a compact statement of the 
purpose, the mechanism, and the necessity of the bill which I have 

to place in this list of subjects. 

There was never a measure so much misrepresented or so much mis- 
understood as this. While it has been sent to us from the House of 
Representatives, carefully considered by a committee of the Senate, 
demanded by certainly a very large and respectable portion of our 
fellow-citizens, I think nothing has been heard about it here except a 
threat from one highly honored Senator of bloodshed if its provisions 
should be adopted or attempted to be put in force. 

I think therefore it is proper to call the attention of the Senate for 
a few moments to a proposition which is nothing more nor less 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. Allow me to finish my sentence, and then I will yield 
to the Senator. I propose to call attention to a proposition which is 
nothing more nor less than a proposition to remove force and fraud 
, from the election of members of our great representative Chamber, 
and to substitute for the election processes with which we are all un- 
happity too familiar, the peaceful arbitrament of the courts of the 
United States. I will yield now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. HOAR. Ido. 

Mr. PUGH. I desire toinquire of the Senator if he alluded to what 
I said at the time he reported the bill from the Committee on Privi- 
225 ane Elections in relation to the effect of an attempt to execute 

t bi 


Mr. HOAR. Idid. I have it here. 
Mr. PUGH. I desire to say, sir, that I made no threat. What I 


said was a mere prediction, a mere expression of opinion, which has 
been repeated in the other House and in the press, that the effect of 
an attempt to execute such a law would lead to bloodshed. I made 
no threat. It is an utter perversion—I am bound to say it is a willful 
perversion—of the language I used at the time of the reporting of that 
bill from the committee when it is said that I made any threat that 
that should be or would be the consequence of the execution of such a 
law. It was a mere prediction, a mere expression of opinion. It was 
the expression of a fear and not a desire or an intent that that would 
or should be the consequence of an effort to execute the law. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the difference between a prediction and 
a threat, coming from the leaders of gentlemen who have managed elec- 
tions in some parts of the country, has unhappily been found in the 
experience of some people a pretty thin and narrow one. But if the 
Senator does not like that p I will withdraw it, and I will read 
to the Senate what he did say; and upon that we shall both stand. 

Mr. Poen., It prostitutes the judiciary of the United States to political and 
partisan uses, and it is subversive of the fundamental principles of local self- 
government, If the bill becomes a law, its execution will insure the shedding 
of blood —— Trapas — Ne ae! the ee good mh nigh’ pias 58 
lowed by the Constitution. ot the Pnited States. oe 

I suppose the Senator does not question the accuracy of that report, 
and the country will determine whether that be a threat. That wasin 
the debate on the 24th of April and appears in the RECORD of the 25th. 

Every Senator, when he enters upon his office, takes an oath to sup- 
port the Constitution of the United States and to defend it against all 
enemies, foreign and domestic. The obligation of this oath attends 
him through his whole service. It is his first, last, constant, and 
fundamental duty. It is the supreme law of his greatoffice, It is the 
chief purpose for which the legislative power is placed in his hands. 
Iseek to impose no law upon the conscience and understanding of other 
men. But I must keep that oath myself, as I understand it. The 
duty to use that power for that end is as binding on me, on all fit oc- 
casions, as is the duty of the President to use the executive power or 
of the soldier to use his sword. The failure so to use it, on fit occasion, 
from timidity, from selfish ambition, for personal advantage or for per- 
sonal ease, is as ignoble for me as a like failure of the soldier in the 
hour of battle. 

This bill undertakes to defend the Constitution of the United States 
against an attempt to overthrow it by depriving the majority of the 
people of their right honestly and freely toelect Representatives in the 
other House of Congress and by substituting for such election proc- 
esses of fraud, intimidation, and bribery. 

It relates to a matter of purely national concern. The national 
House of Representatives is the final judge of the election of its meni- 
bers. The main object of this bill is to provide for obtaining the eyi- 
dence upon which the House can safely proceed in rendering thatjudg- 
ment. 

The function of the Representative is wholly national. Upon that, 
as upon scarcely any other, depends the continuance of the national 
life itself. In case of failure by the people, the House of Representa- 
tives elects the President, It alone can set in motion the great mech- 
anism of impeachment, by which, in the last resort, every national of- 
ficer is kept to his duties. The power of taxation and the power of 
expenditure can be initiated only with its consent. It only can open’ 
the Treasury of the nation. It only can open the purses of the people. 
It is the immediate depositary of the people’s will. Itis the only branch 
of the Government which, in the original scheme of the Constitution, 
was made immediately dependent on the people alone. 

The House of Representatives is so constituted— 


Says Alexander Hamilton, in his masterly treatise— 


as to support in the members an habitual recollection of their dependence on 
1 * people. Duty, gratitude, interest, ambition itself, are the co by which 
they wi 


be bound to fidelity and sympathy with the great mass of the people. 
Tadmit and 


Are they not all that government wil that human nce can de- 


vise? Are they not the genuine and the characteristic means by which repub- 
lican government provides for the liberty and happiness of mankind, 

When the foundation of this Chamber was laid in 1851, Daniel Web- 
ster declared as the fundamental princip!es on which our system rests, 
first, the principle of popular represen ation“ and, next, that the 
will of the majority, fairly expressed through the means of ta- 
tion, shall have the force of law; for it is obvious that there can be no 
other foundation for law to rest on.“ 

History, Mr. President, has already vindicated the wisdom of our 
fathers in their conception of the House of Representatives. In it the 
American people may see itself as ina mirror. It has partaken, doubt- 
less, in fullest measure of the faults and imperfections of the communi- 
ties from which it springs. A republican government is a government 
where human nature shows itself as it is. But still its history has 
been, in large degree, the epitome of the history of the country. As 
we think of that great assembly, its first stormy century just gone 
by, the generations are brought together, and the historic figures seem 
to stand side by side, still deliberating, still speaking to each other and 
tous. Herethe consummate wisdom of Madison ever guides the peo- 
ple in the paths of that Constitution which it did so much to create, 
The trumpet voice of Clay seems again to stir in the veins of his 
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countrymen the spirit of their rising nationality. Here the figure of 
Adams, his four-score years resting as a crown of glory upon his head, 

breasts the tempestuous sea of slavery and datih. thus far 
shalt thou come and no farther; and here shali thy proud waves be 
staid.” Here Stevens, the great commoner, breaks through the tram- 
mels of a strict and narrow construction and accomplishes constitutional 
ends with little regard for constitutional restraints. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that it is the most important single 
object of legislation that this spring of liberty should be kept pure. 
The House sends to the Senate for its concurrence a measure which it 
deenis essential to its own preservation. That House has ever been 
jealous of its authority and its prerogative. We may well believe that 
when it asks the aid of any other power than its own to secure its con- 
stitutional integrity a serious crisis has arisen. i should be the last 
man to undervalue the great conservative fanctions of the Senate. 
This body represents, as no other, the purpose of the States and the 
sober second thought of the country itself. But when after twenty 
years’ constant discussion and constant complaint the House of Repre- 
sentatives spoke upon this subject, it pronounced the people's mandate 
that we should secure the honest expression of the people’s will. 

The provisions of this bill are the result of a most satisfactory ex- 
perience in this country and in England. There is nothing in it that 
isnew. Itis simply blending the provisions of a law which has been 
in operation in England for twenty-two years with general public 
satisfaction, with the provisions of a law which has been in operation 
in this country for nineteen years with general public satisfaction. 

The only change which has been made in either 3 restriet, 
and guard them against the possibility of partisan abuse. 

It is said that this measure imputes dishonor to one part of the 
country. I shall show presently that it takes for granted no condition 
of fact there which its own authorities and leaders have not again and 
again declared toexist. But itstrikes atevil inall parts of thecountry 
alike. 

It only applies to the whole country with especial precaution and 
safeguard what the North has applied to itself for nearly twenty 
years. Unhappily, popular elections are attended with these abuses. 
The passion for political power, even in free countries, is with many 
men the strongest passion of the soul, too often overcoming the love 
of country itself. The national power has again and again, even at 
the present session, been invoked by the representatives of the South 
to protect their people against money-making combinations, burdening 
and engrossing the necessaries of life, which the States find themselves 
unable to control. 

How are they dishonored when the power of the country comes to 
their aid against a still more powerful combination, whose object is to 

the political power of this country in a vast private trust, and 
so to plunder the American people of that primal necessary of life of 
all, the right to their equal share in their own Government ? 

In proposing this measure we are doing exactly what the framers of 
the Constitution of us. I shall not to-day enter into any 
elaborate vindication of the constitutionality of this bill. The Con- 
stitution declares, Article I, section 4: 

‘The times, places, and EOE RE of 8 elections for Senators and Repre- 
sentatives shali be prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof; but the 
Congress may at any time, by law, make or alter such regulations, except as 


to the 3 of choosing Senators. 
. s * 


Sro. 4 Each House shall be the judge of the RSA nately and qualifica- 
tions of its own members, 


The manner of the election and the ascertainment of the result are 
reserved to the final and absolute discretion of the National 
ture. It may borrow, for the time being, for its convenience, the 
mechanism of the State; it may modify or alter that mechanism to 
effect its purpose, or it may take the whole matter into its absolute 
control, if the interest of the people require. 

The purpose of this provision has been declared again and again, not 
only by the men who enacted it, but more recently by the Supreme 
Court of the United States itcelf. 

I give from the very able report of my colleagne in the other House 
[Mr. Loner] the language of Mr. Madison, taken from his own notes, 
when this clause was under discussion in the convention, as also that 
of Rufus King and of Gouverneur Morris, who I believe was chai 
of the committee that reported it: 

Mr. Mapison. The necessity of a General Government supposes that the State 
2 will sometimes fail or refuse to consult the common interest at the 
pense of their local conveniences or prejudices. The policy of referring the 
Appointment ot the House ot Representatives to the people, and not to the Leg- 
ures of the States, supposes that the result will be somewhat influenced by 
the mode. This view of the question seems to decide that the Legislatures of 
the States ought not to have the uncontrolled right of regulating the times, 
7 and manner of holding 8 These were words of great latitude. 
was impossible to foresee all the abuses that might be made of the discretion- 
ary power. Whether the electors should vote by ballot or viva voce; should 
í should bod be divided into districts or all meet 


other —— would de- 
intments. 


Legisiat a favorite — to carry they would 

— care PAs to mold their 8 as to favor the candidates they wished to 
the Fora coy 8 the res of 

Petioulat — d produce a like inequality in their representation in the 
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National 


as it was presumable that the counties r 
in the ſormer case would secure it to themselves in the latter. 
could there be in giving a controlling power to the National 


Legislature? Of 
whom was it to consist? First, of a Senate to be chosen by the State la- 
tures. If the latter, 8 could be trusted, their representatives co not 
be dangerous. Secondly, of Representatives elected by the same people who 
elect the State Legisiat ures, Surely, then, if confidence is due to the latter it 
must be due tothe former. It seemed as improper in principle, 5 
be leas inconvenient in practice, to give to >the State tate Legislatures this great au- 
thority over the election of the Representatives of the people in the General 


Legislature as it would be to give to the latter a like power over the electionof - 


their 6 in the State Legislatures. 
G. If this power be not given to the National Legislature, Abele 

of judging of the returns of their members may be frustrated. No —— 
has been suggested of its being abused by — Although this scheme 
erecting the General Government on the rarer f of the State Legislatures has 
been fatal to the Federal establishment, it woul 
still foster the dangerous idea. 

Mr. Gouverneur Morris observed that the States might make false returns 
andthen make no provisions for new elections.—The Madison Papers, volume 
3, pages 1280, 1281. 


Hamilton says (Federalist, No, 59), speaking of the power of Con- 
gress to regulate, in the last resort, the election of its own members: 


Iam greatly mistaken if there be any article in the whole plan more completely 
defensible than this. Its propriety rests upon the evidence of this plain prop- 
osition, iret ta government ought to contain in itself the means of its own 
preserv: 


The purpose, scope, meaning, and extent of this power have been dealt 
with by the Supreme Court of the United States in two most elaborate 
judgments, one delivered by Mr. Justice Bradley in Ex parte Siebold, 
100 U. S., 371, the other by Mr, Justice Miller in Ex parte Yarborough, 
110 U. 5 651. The latter was the unanimous judgment of the court. 


In the case of Siebold (Er parle Siebold, 109 U. S., 371) Mr. Justice Bradley de- 
livering the opinion of the court, Justices Clifford and Field dissenting, the fol- 
lowing passages give the views of the court upon this important power of Con- 


gress: 

“It seems to us that the natural sense of these words is the contrary of that 
assumed by the counsel of the petitioners. 

re first authorizing the States to prescribe the regulations, it is added, the 

Congress may at any time, by law, ke or alter such regulations.“ or 

alter! What is the plain meaning of these words? H not under the 
session of some al theory of the relations between the Stateand National 
Governments, we should not have any difficulty in understanding them. There 
is no declaration that the nin esr — be made either wholly by the State 
Legislatures or wholly Congress does not interfere, of course 
cain Poss ae made wholly oe e . but, if it chooses to interfere, there is 
nothing in the words to prevent its doing no, ‘either wholly or Onthe 
contrary, their necessary implication is that it may do either. It may either 
make the regulations or it may alter them. If it only alters, leaving, as mani- 
fest convenience requires, the general organization of the polls to the State, 
there results a necessary of the two governmentsin regulating the 
subject. But no repugnance in the system of regulations can arise for 
the power of 88 over the subject is paramount. It ef be as 
and when Co sees fit to exercise it. When exercised, the action of Con- 
erinti Reape t extends and conflicts with the the regulations of the State, neces- 
a re ms cia Thisisimplied in the power to ‘make ox alter.“ (Pages 


t, and no r. 


harmoni- 
rae system uch cond capable of being administered and carried ont as such, 
“The objection that the laws and regulations, the violation of which is made 
3 by the acts of Congress, are State laws and have nut been 
is no sufficient answer to the power of Congress to impose punish- 
tient t is true that Congress has not deemed it eee to interfere with 
the duties of the ordinary officers of election, but has been content to leave 
themas prescribed by State laws, Ithas only created additional sanctions for 
their performance, and provided means of s in order more effect- 
ually to secure such performance. Theimposition of 8 implies a pro- 
—— of the act punished. The State laws which Derea soss bers o occasion 


to alter, but which it allows to stand, are in effect ado y It 
simply demands their fulfillment. Content to leave the laws as t are, it is 
not content with the means provided for their enforcement. It des addi- 
tional means for that purpose, and we think it is entirely wi its constitu- 


tional power to do so. It is simply the exercise of the power to make addi- 
tional regulation.“ (Pages 383, 399. 

The Supreme Court also discussed this clause of the Constitution still more 
fully in Be parte Yarborough (110 U. S., 651), when Mr. Justice Miller delivered 
the opinion of the court, and no dissent was noted: 

That a government whose essential character is republican, whose execu- 
tive head and legislative body are ay elective. whose most numerous and 
powerful branch of the Legislature is elected the people directly, has no 
power by e were secure this election the influence of violence, 
of corruption, and of fraud is a proposition so startling as to arrest attention 
and demand the gravest consideration. 

“If this Government is maarag more than a mere aggregation of delegated 
agents of other States and Governments, each of which is superior to the Gen- 
eral Government, it must have the power to protect the elections on which its 

existence depends from violence and corruption. 

Ait has not this power, it is lett helpless before the two great natural and 
1 N of all republies. open violence and insidious corruption. 

Will it be denied that it is in the power of that pr bled to teeside laws forthe 
proper conduct of elections? To provide, if n apeos ia who 

| conduct them and make return of the result? etic 
inan election held under its 28 authority ſor — of 3 to Pisce 
voter while in the exercise of this function. Can it be doubted Congress 
can by law protect the act of voting, the place where it is done, 3 man who 
votes from 1 violence or intimidation and the election itself from cor- 
ruption and frau 

“If this be so, and it isnot doubted, are such powers annulled because an elec- 
tion for State officers is held at the same time and place? Is it any less 
tant that the election of members of should be the free choice of all 


seem as if many gentlemen 


the electors because State officers are to be elected at the same time? (Ew parte 


Siebold, 100 U. S., 371.) 
These questi ons answer themselves; and it is only because the Congress of 


the United States, through long habit and long years of forbearance, has, in de- 


. 
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ference and respect to the States, refrained from the exercise of these powers 
that they are now doubted. _ 

But when, in tne pursuance of a new demand for action, that body, as it did 
in the cases just enumerated, finds it necessary to make additional laws for the 
free, the pure, and the safe exercise of this right of voting, they stand upon 
the same ground and are to be upheld for the same reasons, (Puges 661, 


62, 

he this were conceded, the importance to the General Government of having 
the actual election—the voting for those members—free from force and fraud is 
not diminished by the circumstance that the qualification of the voter is deter- 
mined the law ot the State where he votes. It equally affects the Govern- 
ment; it is as indispensable to the proper discharge of the t function of legis- 
lating for that Government that those who are to contro! this legislation shall not 
owe their election to bribery or violence, whether the class of persons who shall 

vote is determined oy the law of the State or by the law of the United States, or 

by their united result. f 663.) 

“Ifthe Government of the United States has within its constitutional domain 
no authority to provide against these evils, if the very sources of power may be 
poisoned by corruption or controlled by violence and outrage without legal 
restraint, then, indeed, is the country in danger, and its best powers, its high- 
est purposes, the hopes which it inspires, and the love which enshrines it are 
at the mercy of the combinations of those who respect no right but brute force 
on the one hand and unprincipled corruptionists on the other. 667.) 

“It is objected that Con has no power to enforce State laws or to punish 
State offi and y has no power to punish them for violating the laws 
te. Asa general proposition this is undoubtedly true, but wren 
formance of their functions State officers are called to fulfill duties 
which they owe to the United states, as well as to the State, has the former no 
means of compelling such fulfillment? 

“In view of the fact that Congress has plenary and paramount jurisdiction 
over the whole subject, it seems almost absurd to say that an officer who receives 
or has e y of the ballots given for a Representative owes no duty to the Na- 
tional Government which Congress can enforce, or that an officer who stuffs the 
artes ber can not red eres 8 to > United 3 1 has nt, 
prior to the the present laws, imposed any pe es to prevent an 

unish frauds and violations of duty committed by officers of election it has 

n because os exigent has not been deemed sufficient to require it, and 

not because Con as not the requisite power. (Pages 337, 388. 

“The counsel for the petitioners concede that Congress may, if it sees fit, as- 
sume the entire control and regulation of the election of Representatives, This 
would necessarily involve the appointment of the places for holding the polls, 
the times for ng, and the officers for holding the clection; it would require 
the regulation of the duties to be performed, the custody of the ballots, the 
mode of D Ne result, and every other matter relating to the subject. 
Is it possible that ogress could not, in that case, provide for keeping the 

atsuch elections and for arresting and punishing those guilty of break- 
ngit? If it could not, its power would be but a shadow and a name. But if 
Con can do this, where is the diference in principle in its making provis- 
ion for securing the preservation of the pence, so as to give to every citizen his 
free right to vote without molestation or injury, when it assumes only to super- 
vise the regulations made by the State, and not to supersede them entirely? In 
our judgment there is no difference; and if the power exists in the one case it 
exists in the other.” (Ex parte Siebold. page 396.) 


No political opponent will now impute to either of these great mag- 
istrates any purpose of wresting the Constitution to political ends, 
They both concurred in the judgment which limits the power of Con- 
gress to interfere by legislation for the protection of civil rights to the 
case of an express denial of those rights by affirmative legislation of 
the States, thus sweeping away at one blow the carefully prepared 
frame-work of Republican legislation. That decision has been hailed 
by Southern Democratic orators, on this floor and elsewhere, as giving 
anew birth tothe doctrine of the rights of the States. What Repub- 
lican, what Democrat, what Senator, what loyal and law-abiding citizen 
will stand up here to deny the constitutional power of Congress or to 
threaten revolution in the face of this unanimous judgment of our 

hest constitntional tribunal ? 

ut it is said that this power is given to Congress only that it may 
be used when the States neglect to provide for an election and in order 
to prevent a vacancy. Let me answer by repeating once more the lan- 
guage of the Supreme Court in r parte Yarborough, which I have just 


It is indispensable to the proper discharge of the great function of legislat- 
ing for that Government that those who are to control that legislation shall not 
owe their election to bribery or violence. 

If the Government of the United States has within its constitutional domain 
no authority to provide aguinst these evils, if the var sources of power may be 
poisoned by corruption or controlled by violence and outrage without legal re- 
straint, then indeed is the country in danger, and its best powers, its highest 
purposes, the hopes which it inspires, and the love which sustains it are at the 
mercy of the combinations of those who respect no right but brute force on the 
one hand and unprincipled corruptionists on the other. 

Undoubtedly the States should not be permitted so to legislate orso 
to refrain from legislation that their seatsin the House of Representa- 
tives shall be vacant. That was one great reason for this constitutional 
provision. 

Bat is that seat any less vacant, in any genuine and constitutional 
sense, when the man entitled to it is kept out of it because a usurper 
has got into it? If the man whom Massachusetts has commissioned 
to express her will is defranded of his authority, is she any the less 
deprived of ib: piacere that somebody pretends to speak for her 

inst her will, contrary to her desire, and imposes upon her the 

i g she would not have? In that it seem to me, the law is 
doubly overthrown and justice is twice slain, 

Mr. President, Congress has exercised this power repeatedly, over and 
over again, from the very foundation of the Government. 

The whole manner and time of electing Senators is regulated by the 
act of Congress of 1868. Wecompel by national law the two branches 
of the State Legislature, at a time which we determine, to lay aside all 
other business, to merge themselves into one and devote themselves 
to the choice of a Senator tillit is accomplished. We fix the hour of 
their meeting, determine what they shall enter upon their journals, 


and compel the executive and the secretary of the State to sign and 
22 the certificate. 

n to Representatives we provided lon: very mucha 
the will of some af the States— ey nip iid 2 

That they should be elected in single districts; 

That these districts should be of contiguous territor 

That all votes shall be by written or printed ballot; 

That elections shall be on a day fixed by national law uniform 
throughout the country, leaving to the States only to prescribe the 
time for filling vacancies, 

We have clothed the circuit courts with the power to enforce the 
right of citizens to vote for members of Congress. We have provided 
severe penalties for interference with that right; for the punishment 
of frandulent voting and of intimidation of voters; for supervising 
and guarding elections by national officers; for the trial of election of- 
fenders in national courts; for the punishment of State election officers 
for misconduct or neglect of duty. 

The only important feature of this bill not found in existing law, 
besides a carefully drawn penal section against bribery, is the provision 
that the judgment of the circuit court shall decide the question of the 
right to be placed on the roll of the House of Representatives, subject 
always to the final jurisdiction of the House itself. As was felici- 
tously said in a report laid before us from the other House, the only thing 
to be determined here is ‘‘ whether a prima facie title to a seat in the 
House of Representatives shall rest on fraud and murder or on the 
judgment of a court.” 

This bill strikes at the North quiteas muchasatthe South. Idonot 
think bribery is generally believed to be a Southern offense. It is the 
offense of large cities, of old communities. I can not affirm that my 
own Commonwealth has wholly escaped from it. Unless well informed 
men much mistake, there has been at least one election where it rained 
shekels, even under the very shadow of Harvard College. 

In England for more than eight hundred years the House of Com- 
mons has been the judge of the election of its members, Its contested- 
election cases have been the scanda's of legislative history. During 
all these centuries the people of Great Britain struggled in vain to se- 
cure honest elections and honest decision of election cases. There was 
but one thing under their constitution more scandalous than an English 
election: that was the decision of an election case by the House of 
Commons. At last they committed this dearest of their rights to the 
protection of the courts, where every other right, in the last resort, finds 
— vindication. There has been no syllable of complaint from that 

our. 

The great reform bill, 2 and 3 William IV, chapter 45, was followed 
by provisions for revising the registration and for trying the title to 
the seat by judicial process, which at last culminated in the registra- 
tion act of 1863, poras that the lord chief-justice of the Queen’s 
Bench shall, for the city of London, the city of Westminster, and the 
several boroughs of the county of Middlesex, and the senior judge for 
the time being in the commissions of assize for every other county shall, 
during the summer circuit in every year, appoint as many barristers as 
heshall deem necessary torevise the list of voters for every such county, 
or for the ridings, parts, and divisions of every such county, and for the 
several cities and boroughs in every such county, and for every city 
and town, and county of a city and town next adjoining to any such 
county. These revising barristers have authority to add to the regis- 
tration any name omitted on the application of the voter, and to ex- 
punge any name from the voting-lists on the application of any other 
yoter. From their decision an appeal lies in every instance to the court 
of common pleas, This system was built up by the statutes 6, 26, and 
28 Victoria, of the years 1813, 1863, and 1865. 

The honesty of the registration thus secured, provision is made for 
the trial of election contests by statute 31 and 32 Victoria, 1868, chap- 
ter 165. Under this statute, the members of each of the Courts of 
Queen’s Bench, exchequer, and common pleas select respectively one 
of the puisne judges from among their number, who sits in open court 
without a jury for the trial of election contests. 

The judge trying the cause certifies the result to the speaker, and 
his decision is final. Ifa question of law arise which seems to him of 
sufficient importance, he may withdraw the certificate until the de- 
termination of that question by the court of common pleas. 

It is curious, Mr. President, tosee how many good men dreaded the 
effect of this legislation, as likely to drag the judges into politics 
and destroy the confidence of the people in the judicial office. You 
will observe that under the English system the decision of the judge 
is conclusive upon the title, while here it can only give a right to be 
placed upon the roll, subject to the opinion of the House itself. 

Mr. Markham Spoffort in his testimony before the Select Commit- 
tee on Corrupt Practices Prevention and Election Petitions Acts,“ April 
23, 1875, read from a letter of Sir Alexander Cockburn, Lord Chief- 
Justice of the Queen’s Bench, to the Lord Chancellor, February 18, 
1868, showing the apprehension which the judges felt before the enact- 
ment of this measure, which I should like to have the Clerk read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


I have consulted the j and I am charged by them, one and all, to con- 
vey to you their strong and unanimous feeling of insuperable repugnance to 
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having these new and objectionable duties thrust upon them. Weare unani- 
mously of opinion that the inevitable consequence 9 to try 
election petitions will be to lower ana e the judicial office and to de- 
stroy, or, at all events, 8 impair the confidence of the public in the 
thorough impartiality and inflexible integrity of the ju when in the course 
of their ordinary duties political matters come incidentally before them. This 
confidence, which does so much to maintain the res for the administra- 
tion of justice and to uphold the salutary influence of its ministers, has, in 
great measure, arisen from the Jaayen, being in no way mixed up eh acs ical 
matters, except when, as was just rved. such matters are unavoidably in- 
vol ved in ordinary t This confidence will speedily be destroyed if, after 
the heatand excitement of a contested election, a judge is to proceed to the 
seene of recent conflict, while men’s passions are still roused, and in the midst 
of eager and violent partisans is to go into all the details of electioneering 
practices, and to decide on questions of general or individual corruption, not 
unfrequently supported or resisted by evidence of the most questionable char- 
acter. Reports from Committees, volume 8, 1875, page 98, minutes of evidence. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the duty which the judges so dreaded 
has been performed to the full satisfaction of everybody. No man in 
England would now go back to the old methods. Even as early as 1875 
this was made apparent by a thorough parliamentary inquiry. When 
it was ordered both sides bore testimony to the excellence of the exist- 
ing system. 

In the House of Commons, February 23, 1875, the attorney-general, 
Sir Richard Baggallay, said, on a motion by Mr. Sergeant Simon 
t that a select committee be appointed to inquire into the working of 
the parliamentary electionsact, 1868, and to report, What if any, amend- 
ments are necessary: 

There was one thing, however, that he was glad to hear from the right honor- 
able aud learned member from Clare (Sir Colman O Lopen, and that was that 
he had no desire to alter the character of the tribunal by which election peti- 
tions were to be tried, a tribunal which he [the attorney-general] thought had 
given general satisfaction,— Hansard’s, third series, volume 222, page 770. 

Mr. Disraeli, prime minister, said, February 9, 1875, speaking of the 
election petition act of 186822 

Tam not pre however. in any way to supersede or abrogate that act. I 
believe that it worked well for the country and for the House of Commons. 
Itis 21 that in some of its details it may be improved—and that is a point on 
which itis unnecessary to en but the general spirit of that act is good, 
and it will be well for the House of Commons always to support it. 

Baron Bramwell, who had twice been an election judge, said before 
the committee to inquire into the corrupt practices, prevention, and 
election petitions acts, in reply to the question: 

In general, what is your opinion of the success of the act which was passed in 
1868 transferring this jurisdiction to the judges? 

I think it has been successful. I dare say it has not been perfect; it would 
be avery remarkable thing if it were so; but if I compare the results with what 
I have heard of the results of the former tribunal, I should say that the present 
tribunal is the preferable one, I scarcely know of any fault to find with it; 
there may have been mistakes made, but I declare Iam not cognizant of one 
at the present moment. 

With this judgment the witnesses at the hearing, including several 
judges, with one possible exception, concur, 

This system remains, as I understand it, in substance unchanged, 
except so far as the reconstruction of the judicial system has changed 
the style and jurisdiction of the judges. It gives, as I have said, ab- 
solute satisfaction, Are the English judges more trustworthy than 
ours? Are the learned and able men who adorn our bench incapable 
of the judicial function when the dearest rights of their countrymen 
are at stake? Can not Republican liberty be preserved under the 
forms of a republic and by the judicial tribunals which are within its 
reach as well as under the form of a monarchy? 

But we need not invoke English exaimple to vindicate the wisdom of 
this measure. Let its enemies praise it. Within a year or two of the 

of the statute 31 and 32 Victoria, Congress passed the act in re- 
lation to the election of members of Congress which is now the law, 
with that exception, save that the present measure provides that the 
national election commissioners, subject always to the authority and 
scrutiny of the circuit courts and to the final judgment of the House, 
shall make the certificate which gives title to a place on the Clerk’s 
roll. It differs from that law chiefly in its stringent penalties for 
bribery, for offenses by the election officers themselves, and in careful 
guarding against excessive fees. Otherwise, it is even more moderate 
and conservative than the law now in force. 

The Senate is familiar with the condition of things that called for 
the law of 1870. New York wasstill struggling with Tweed. He had 
just boasted that so long as he did the counting he did not care who did 
the voting. There had been issued in the city of New York alone 
64,000 fraudulent naturalization papers, all but about3,500 purporting 
to be issued in October. These papers, large numbers of them being in 
blank, were scattered broadcast over New York and the neighboring 
States. Not only fraudulent naturalization, but repeating, false per- 
sonation, bal!lot-box-stufling, false counting, and other kindred crimes 
upon the suffrage prevailed to such a degree that the return of the vote 
in that city bore no more relation to an honest vote thau to the calcu- 
lation of an eclipse. 

The act of 1870 provided for a suppression of these evils so far as 
related to the election of members of Congress by stationing at the 
polls officers of the United States to be appointed by the circuit courts, 
who should witness and scrutinize the elections. It needed but two 

titioners to set the act in motion in cities or towns of 20,000 in- 

bitants, and but ten elsewhere. 

That law was encountered, as this is, with an outery from the whole 


Democratic party. I will read one specimen from The New York 
e We I ask the careful attention of Senators, especially on 
the o sire? 


Register! if you mean to be your own masters 
York in the November elections against the Radicals, who threaten to bayonet 
New Yorkers at their own polls. 


October 24 it made the following flaming announcement, accompanied 


with an open incitement to armed resistance to the Federal Govern- 
ment: ? 


We have information that battalions and regiments stationed at various 
points in the South and Southwest arcon their way to this 5 75 be encamped 
on Governor's Island and other 5 forts, in readiness to march through 
our streets and shoot down our citizens on election day. Wo have in this State 
arsenals and arms and a gallant militia powerful enough to resist and easil 
aoe out any force that General Grant can send against us. But this force 
not be used. 


The next day, in an article upon a Democratic ratification meeting, 
it made even a plainer threat: 


A hundred thousand Democrats will keep step to the music of their respective 
bands and concentrate with some approach to military precision and order in 
and around Union Square. A large portion of the men who will bear festive 
torches in peaceful processions have borne muskets on the field of battle, and 
all of them are equally capable pod ele eae either the military or the political 
parts of the duties of freemen. o Democratic voters of New York are three 
times as numerous as the present Federal Army. All the soldiers that General 
Grant can assemble on Governor's Island would make a poor show if confronted 
against the citizens who could any day be put under arms in this city, 


Now, Mr. President, see the result, I am told on good authority 
that since the passage of the act of 1870 there has been no contested-elec- 
tion case in New York City in re; toa member of Congress, and but 
one in the even year, when the State and national elections were held 
tdĦether, in regard to a member of either branch of the New York Legis- 
lature. That one was not because of any doubt as to the vote, but only 
to expose the invalidity of fraudulent naturalizations, 

The election system of the act of 1870, as it operates in New York, 
was fully investigated by the Democratic House of Representatives in 
1877, through a committee of which Samuel S. Cox was chairman. 
Their report is written by Mr. Cox and signed also by A. V. Rice and 
A. M. Waddell. Mr. Cox says: 


CREDIT TO OFFICIALS, 


Whatever may be said about the United States law as toelections or their su- 
pervision by United States authority; whatever may be said as to the r of 
a State to regulate in all ways such elections, this must be said, that the in- 
istration of the law by Commissioners Davenport, Muirh and Allen, the 
United States functionaries, and their subordinates, was eminently just and 
wise and conducive to a fair publicexpression ina Presidential year of unusual 
excitement and great temptation. Thetestimony of Mr. Davenport, the United 
States commissioner for the southern district of New York, is a remarkable 
statement, which the committee would adopt as the basis of their report as to 
the three cities, x S $ 5 
There never was an election where such thorough preliminary VOAR 
was required or bad as to the registration or as to the ballots, or the poll-lists, 
tallies, check-books, certificates, statements, and returns by the State and other 
officers. No interference was allowed so as to defraud the honest voter of his 
right, except in a few instances, and no frandulent votes were given except on 
5 : ; : j ; 

The political organizations concurred with Mr, Davenport in this 
ment. It proved a decided success, and the result was, what all who have any 
knowledge of this New York election have concurred in confirming, that there 
was comparatively no fraud, and the attempts made to repress it were wel- 
eomed by both parties and carried out in good faith. 


A PATTERN FOR IMITATION, 
The committee wonld commend to other portions of the country— 
Bloodshed, as my honorable friend trom Alabama suggests? This 
Democratic committee would commend to other portions of the coun- 
try— 
and to other cities this remarkable system, developed through the agency of 


both local and Federal authorities acting in harmony for an honest purpose. 
In no portion of the world and in no era of time, where there has been an ex- 


pression of the popular will through the forms of law, has there ever been amore 


complete and thorough illustration of republican institutions. Whatever may 
have been the previous habit or conduct of elections in those cities or howsoever 
they may conduct themselves in the future, this election of 1876 will stand asa 
monument of what good faith, honest ende=vor. legal forms, and just authority 
may do for the protection of the electoral franchise. 

I find in the Recorp which is laid on my table this morning the 
report of the eulogy upon Mr. Cox made by my honorable friend from 
New York [Mr. EVARTS], as beautiful and exquisite a portrait as ever 
was carved by Italian artist in costliest shell or stone. And in that 
matchless portrait he says of Mr. Cox that perhaps there were other 
men who did some one thing better, but there was no man who did so 
many things so well. Among all the things that were well done by 
that eminent Democratic statesman the best thing he ever did was this 
commendation to the other portions of his country and the other por- 
tions of his countrymen of the system which had rescued the fair city 
of New York from the dishonor and disgrace of fraudulent elections. 

It is not I, it is not Republicans, it is not the Republican party, it 
is the dying voice of this eminent Democratic statesman that calls upon 
his countrymen for the adoption of this system. ; 

Let us go a little farther, Mr. President. Mr. William C. Whitney 
is probably a gentleman of whom some people in this Chamber have 
heard—if I mistake not, the Secretary of the Navy in the last Demo- 
cratic Administration—a man as familiar with New York politics, with 
New York habits, with New York laws, as lives upon the continent, 


in your own city of New ` 
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He was, I believe, indeed I know, for he says so in his testimony, cor- 
poration counsel for the city of New York undera Democratic adminis- 
tration at the time when this election law of 1870 was put in force. 
No other man had larger opportunity to judge of the fairness of the 
election and the operation of the national election law. He explained 
to the committee the operation of the statute which we propose to con- 
tinue with little substantial change. I will read twoor three extracts 
from his testimony. This testimony of Mr. Whitney was before the 
examining committee of the House of Representatives, evidence given 
by a Democrat to Democrats. Now hear what he says: 


explain to you, if you intend to ask him in regard to that, the elaborate ma- 
nery for detecting frauds upon the franchise in New York City which he has 
vised and setin motion, you will see plainly that security against frauds of this 

character in New York City is greater than any where else in the United States, 

Q. What is ROE. 1 erie as to the fairness of the election for electors and 

men in tl ty? 

A. Of course my judgment is not as important, perhaps, as thatof some other 

ple might be; and from what I have seen of the preparation that wasmade 
prevent fraudulent voting, with which Mr. Davenport is justly to be credited, 
Ido not believe that there is as honest an election in the United States as is 
held in New York City. If that is not so [have never seen evidence to the 
contrary. 
Q. Have you heard any prominent gentlemen of either party challenge the 
correctness or purity of the ballot at this last election? 

A. I nover heard anybody that knew anything about it challenge it. 

Q. Yon think that the supervision of the election under the system of Mr, 
1 te lias had a tendency to prevent illegal voting and to give a fair elec- 

on? 

A. I think it has. Yes,sir. I think Mr. Kelly satisfied himself in some way 
that no abuse of power was intended, and I know that I have heard him sigce 
express to the organization with which he is connected, and in one place Md 
another, the same opinion I have expressed here, that Mr. Davenport has been 
a very important accessory in preventing fraudulent voting in New York City. 

know further that there was nothing but perfect ch singe on the part of 
the local authorities of the city with the Federal authorities, and an earnest de- 
sire that there should be an honest election, 


That measure can be put in operation upon the application of two 
persons in any city or town above 20,000 inhabitants, or upon the ap- 
plication of ten in any other place, while this measure requires, re- 
spectively, the application of fifty and one hundred. 

The statute of 1870 was designed specially to affect cities having a 
population of 20,000 or upward. There were 99 such cities by the 
census of 1880, all but 22 of them in the North. The law has been 
enforced in 57 of these cities, of which ail are in the North save 16. 
How idle, then, to speak of this as a sectional measure, or to threaten 
bloodshed, or not to threaten bloodshed, like my good friend from 
Alabama. 

How idle to tell us that we are reviving the issues of the war, which 
I have seen in one Southern newspaper of highauthority. Was cheat- 
ing at elections an issue of the war? Did Jackson die; did Lee go 
through that struggle more bitter than death, between his allegiance 
to his country and his love for his State, that ballot-boxes might be 
stuffed, that naturalization papers might be forged, that returns might 
be altered, and that votes might be falsely counted? It is a foul wrong 
upon the authors of this bill to say that it reopens the issues of the 
war. It is a fouler calumny upon the mighty shades of the Confed- 
erate dead. 

‘The necessity for some extension of the provisions of the existing law 
to places where it has not heretofore been in operation is easy to show. 
Even Mr, CLARKE, of Alabama, in an earnest speech against this bill 
in the other House, declares: 

The ne vote has not been wholly free inthe South. In some precincts it 
has been kept from the polls by the domination of the whites. In others it haas 
not been counted as cast. 

He goes on to say that he thinks that the evil is narrowing, but 
that the vote will still be suppressed in some measure; but that elec- 
tions in the North and West are as bad and that in many Republican 
districts votes are notoriously bought. 


The Charleston News and Courier, the leading Democratic paper of | 7th 


the South, has again and again admitted, sometimes excusing, some- 
times deploring, the criminal processes by which élections have been 
carried in South Carolina. 

Henry Watterson, formerly a Democratic member of the other House, 
editor of the Louisville Courier-Journal, makes this statement in an 
article in the April number of The Forum, 1838: 

I should be entitled to no respect or credit if I pretended that there is either 
a fair poll or count of the vast overflow in States where there is a negro ma- 
fority, or that in the nature of things present there can be, 

The governor of West Virginia, E. Willis Wilson, says in his bien- 
nial message to the Legisla ture in 1889: 


Reproach has been cast upon our State as never before by ill: , fraudulent, 
and corrupt voting in almost every county within itsborders, This isso palpa- 
ble that “he who runs may read.“ The capitations— 


I suppose he means by ‘‘capitation’’ a sort of census, per capita I 
suppose, of the voters— 
‘The capitations of 1884 were 133,522; and the entire vote, after the most active 


gree FF The capitations of 1888 were 
47,408, and vote 150,440. The difference in the capitation and the vote in 
1884 was 4,065; in 1838 it was 12,032. This shows an increase of votes in four years 


of 21,853, which, if legitimate, would indicate a population of 900,000, and an 


increase in four years of much more than 100,000. It is certain that no such in- 
crease has taken place. 

That is, of course, not the gentleman of the same name who so ably 
represents that State in the other House. 

But the decisive testimony is found in the reports of contested -elec- 
tion cases in the other House. From the Thirty-eighth to the Fiftieth 
Congress there have been two hundred and seven election contests, If 
the evidence in those cases shall be ed to Jater generations if 
will fill the hearts of our posterity with horror and shame at its picture 
of republican government in our day. In many of the cases the an- 
swer is nation rather than denial. A majority of the people 
firmly believe to-day that for fourteen years the House of Representa- 
tives has been a usurpation, and that for four a usurper got in the ex- 
ecutive chair. When we seek to transfer the ascertainment of the will 
of the people from these processes to the courts, we are met by the cry 
that we are raising a race issue and that this is a force bill. 

There was never a more senseless utterance than to call that a force 
bill which transfers the settlement of a great public question from the 
shotgun to the court, unless it be that which calls this a bill to pro- 
mote negro domination or to oreate a race issue. This bill only touches 
elections for Con The negro is in a large minority in every State 
in the Union but four. In the days of Republican government in the 
South, with one hundred and twenty-one Southern Representatives 
there were never but eight negroes at once in the House and never 
but two in all in the Senate. What tendency has it to put any State 
under the dominion of the African to provide that in a national as- 
sembly to be forever composed in a proportion at least of 50 to 1 of 
men of the Caucasian race, the vote of 1,500,000 negroes shall have in 
the election their proportionate weight, and no more, to that of eight 
times their number of white men ? 

The Board of Trade of Brunswick, Ga., July 11, 1890, in resolutions 
opposing this bill, which they declare are united in by men of both 
parties, but say would be equally appropriate if they were all Demo- 
crats, go on to say: 

That it is the sense of this body that there is no race problem to solve. 

That the conduct of elections is fair, and if it were not the remedy, if it exist, 


is in a division of colored men u: honest and patriotic lines of differ- 
ence, which will ineyitably result in honest division upon the part of all classes 
of our people. 

Let us take these worthy gentlemen at their word. Elections are fair 


in Georgia. There is no race problem to solve. The colored men are 
voting the Democratic ticket. 

I ask attention to the following table of figures, showing, first, the 
majority of colored voters over white voters in the black districts of 
Georgia and, second, the Congressional vote in the same districts, by 
virtue of which six Democratic members of Congress from Georgia now 
hold their seats, 

I should like to have the Secretary read the number of votes and the 
Democratic majorities in the six Georgia districts known as the black 
districts, where the preponderance of colored votesis greatest—where it 
exists at all, I mean. 

i es PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read, if there be no ob- 
jection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Congressional districts of Georgia known as the black districts, 


Second district: majority of colored yoters over white voters in this dis- 
trict as shown by the last census . . . .... . covers anerenseseesenceneees 3,763 
Official majority for TURNER, Democrat... 
Third district: majority of colored voters 
trict as shown by 


Official majority for CRISP, Democrat..... 6,124 
Fourth ct: majority of colored voters over white voters in this dis- 

trict as shown by the last census . . . . .be eee, 2, 947 
Official majority for GRIMES, —— > 


ority of colored voters ove 
trict as shown by the last census......... 
Official jority for BLOUNT, Democrat... — 
Eighth district: majority of colored voters over white voters in this 
trict as shown by the last census . — 
Official majority for CARLTON, Democrat... 
nth dist: : majority of colored voters o 
trict as shown by the last census os n — 
Official majority for BARNES, Democrat... -= 57 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, this is not a question of the domination 
of a negro majority over you; it is the question of the domination of a 
white man’s minority over us that we are called upon by a just regard 
to our own rights and for constitutional liberty to consider. 

Is it not then clear that this bill can create no possible friction be- 
tween the races and can only result in proving to the whole country 
what the Brunswick Board of Trade know so well? 

Among the precedents of Congressional exercise of authority over 
this subject I alluded to the act of Congress which compels the States 
to elect their Representatives in single districts. Before, some of the 
States elected their Representatives on joint ballot, so that if the State 
of New Hampshire elected three Representatives on a single ticket and 
chose them, as of course she would, all of one political party on joint 
ballot, and the State of New York elected forty Representatives by 
single districts, with twenty-one of one political party and nineteen of 
the other, the result was that the State of New Hampshire outweighed 
with her three Representatives the great State of New York with her 
forty on all the great questions upon which the political parties in this 
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country were divided. That is the operation of this gathering into the 
power of one political party by these the entire representa- 
tion of these Southern States. Sonth Carolina, with her five Repre- 
sentatives, if that be the number, or seven, Naas electing them 
all on one ticket, practically effecting their election all by a single will, 
outweighs in her political power in the House of Re tatives the 
great State of New York, or of Ohio, or Illinois, where they are fairly 
and evenly divided between the political parties. 

Mr. President, it is needless to accumulate the proof that the Repub- 
lican party, by everything which can bind a party, is pledged to this 
policy. I will cite a few of its many promises. 

I will ask the Secretary to read a few extracts from the inaugural 
addresses of our Presidents and of the resolutions of different States. 

The Chief Clerk ed to read as requested. ö 

Mr. HOAR. With leave of the Senate, in the great heat, I will 
omit the reading of those yarious declarations and will have them 
printed as a part of my remarks. They contain the earnest, emphatic 
pledges of President Harrison and of the successive Republican national 
conventions, of the platforms of great States, including New York, Illi- 
nois, and other States; and I will proceed with my remarks. 

I will insert the extracts to which I referred in the RECORD without 


reading. 
President Harrison in his inaugural said: 

It is very gratifying to observe the general interest now being manifested in 
the reform of our election laws. Those who have been for years calling atten- 
tion to the pressing necessity of throwing about the ballot-box and about the 
elector further safeguards, in order that our elections might not only be free 
and pure, but might clearly appear to be so, will welcome the accession of any 
who did not so soon discover the need of reform, The national 8 has 
not yet taken control of elections in that case over which the Constitution gives 
its jurisdiction, but has acce; and adopted the election laws of the several 
States, provided penalties for their violation, and a method of supervision. 
Say the inefficiency of the State laws or an unfair or partisan administration 
of them could su; ade ure from this oe 

It was clearly, however, in the contemplation of the framers of the Consti- 
tution that s an exigency might arise, and provision was wisely made for it, 

freedom of the ballot is a condition of our national life, and no power 
vested in Congress or in the Executive to secure or perpetuate it should remain 
unused upon occasion, The people of all Cong: onal districts have an equal 
interest the election in each shall truly express the views and wishes of a 
majority of the qualified electors residing within it. The results of such elec- 
tionsare not} , and the insistance of electors residing in other districts that 
they shall be pure and free does not savor at all of impertinence. 


President Harrison, in his first annual message, said: 


In many parts of our country, where the colored population is large, the peo- 
pe of that race are by various devices deprived of any effective exercise of 

eir political richts and of many of their civil rights. The pone does not 
expend itself upon those whose votes are suppressed, Every co: tuency in 
the Union is wronged. It has been the hope of every patriot that a sense of 
justice and of for the law would work a gradual cure of these flagrant 
oe ee no one supposes that the present can be accepted as a permanent 
condition, 

If itis said that these communities must work out this problem for them- 
selves, we have a right to ask whether they are at work a it. Do they sug- 
gest any solution? hen and under what conditions is the black man to have 
a free ballot? When is he in fact to have those full civil rights which have so 
long been his inlaw? When is that equality of influence which our form of 
government was intended to secure to the electors to be restored? This gen- 
eration should courageously face these grave questions, and not leave them as 
a heritage of woe to the next. The consultation should proceed with candor, 
calmness, and great patience, upon the lines of justice and humanity, not ot 
ba) tae: and cruelty. No question in our country can be at rest except upon 

e firm base of justice and of the law. 

Tearnestly invoke the attention of Congress to the consideration of such meas- 
ures within ita well defined constitutional powers as will secure to all our peo- 

le n free exercise of the nen of suffrage and every other civil right under the 

ustitution and laws of the United States. No evil, however deplorable, can 
justify the assumption, either on the part of the Executive or of Congress, of 
powers not granted; but both will be highly blamable if all the powers granted 
are not wisely but firmly used to correct these evils. The power to take the 
whole direction and control of the election of members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives is clearly given to the General Government, 

A partial and qualified supervision of these elections is now provided for by 
law, and, in my opinion, this law may be so strengthened and extended as to 
secure, on the whole, better results t can be attained by a law taking all 
the processes of such election into Federal control. The colored man should 
be protected in all of his relations to the Federal Government, whether as liti- 
gant, juror, or witness in our courts, as an elector for members of Congress, or 
as a peaceful traveler upon our interstate railways. 


President Hayes, in his second annual- message, December 2, 1878, 
said: 

I respectfully urge upon your attention that the Congressional elections, in 
every district, in a very important sense, are justly a matter of political inter- 
est and concern throughout the whole country. Each State, every political 
party, is entitled to the share of the power which is conferred by the legal and 
constitutional suffrage. It is the right of every citizen possessing the qualifica- 
tions prescribed by law to cast one unintimidated ballot and to have his ballot 
honestly counted. 


President Garfield in his inaugural said: 


It should be said with the utmost emphasis that this question of the suffra; 
will never give repose or safety to the States or to the nation until each, within 
its own jurisdiction, makes and keeps the ballot free and pure by the strong 
sanctions of the law. 


Republican national platform of 1888: 


We hold the free and honest popular ballot and the just and equal representa- 
tion of all the people to be the foundation of our republican government. and de- 
mand effective legislation to secure the integrity and purity of elections, which 
are the fountains of all publie authority. 

Republican platform, 1884: - 

We extend to the Republicans of the South, regardless of their former 

affiliations, our cordial sympathy, and pledge to them our most earnest 
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to promote the of such . secure to every citizen, of 
whatever race and color, the full and complete recognition, possession, and ex- 
ercise of all civil and political rights, 


From General Logan’s letter of acceptance: 


In the mean time it is the duty of the National Government to go beyond 
resolutions and declarations on the subject and to take such action as may lie 
in its power to secure the absolute freedom of national elections everywhere, to 
the end that our Congress may cease to contain members representing fictitious 
majorities of their people, thas misdirecting the ular will concerning na- 
tional ion, and 1 to the end that in Presidential contests the 
great business and other interests of the country may not be placed in fear and 
othe ual 5 an unscrupulous minority should succeed in stifling the wishes 
of the ority. 


From the Massachusetts platform of 1889 (Republican): 


To our Senators and Representatives in Congress we would say that the Re- 
publicans of Massachusetts look to them to strive without ceasing to secure a 
national election law which shall give protection to the national ballot and to 
the citizen in casting it. 


From the Nebraska Republican platform of 1889: 


We condemn any theory of States’ rights which shall be held to preyent the 
Government from protecting allits citizens in the enjoyment of all their civil 
and political rights, 

Pennsylvania Republican platform of 1889: 

We cordially 

because 


indorse the Administration of President Benjamin Harrison 
it aims to secure, by adequate legislation, protecti 7 


ion against 
the offenses of suppressed and m nted ballots, of perverted returns and 
false certificates of election, and of m 


us methods of maintaining the in- 

sufferable wrongs which now stain the records of Southern States and touch 

the honor of the Southern people, making elections in most of them a fraud or 

farce, whose fruits are a large body of Democratic usurpers now assuming to 

represent those States in the legislative halls of the nation. e 
From the New York Republican platform of 1889: 

We emphasize our approval of * a national election law to secure the 
honest choice of Representatives in Congress, 

From the Mississippi Republican platform, 1889: 

We demand that national elections shall be held by national officers, and to 
this end, if no better plan can be adopted, we ask an amendment to the present 
laws, so that the on of voters shall be made, the election held, and the 
returns certified by officers appoi as supervisors of election are now ap- 
pointed in any Congressional district where petitioned for by a specified num- 
ber of voters. We regard this as the paramount issue in politics. 

Republican convention of Alabama, 1888; 

We favora national law to regulate the election of members of Congress and 
Presidential electors, 

Republican conyention of Missouri, 1888: 


We demand a free vote and an honest count of rey 1 5 ballot; that one 
vote in the South should count as much as one vote in the North, East, or West, 
and no more; that one vote in the North, East, or West should count as much 
us one vote in the South, aud no more. And wedo especially denounce the 

in the ballot-box in the Southern States as publicly admitted by the leaders of - 
the Democratic party. ' 


I suppose no man doubts that the pu of this resolution is to de- 
feat for this Congress the bill of which I am speaking, The next ses- 
sion will last but thirteen weeks, from which the Christmas holidays 
must come out. There will be thirteen great appropriation bills to 
pasts besides the apportionment bill and all the other business Which 

n the closing session of Congress presses upon our attention. That con- 
sideration should be enough to defea 

But there is one thing to be said. | Every man who votes for it com- 
mits himself forever to the principle that the Senate has the right to 
cut off debate and to order the question to be taken at its discretion. 
He merely declares that he will not apply that to a bill to secure hon- 
est elections, and that if there be any time left of the session after the 
tariff is disposed of it shallin no case be devoted to that subject. 

Those gentlemen, if there be any, who have once thought they could 
not conscientiously vote to limit debate in the Senate, and that every 
State has the constitutional right to be heard there at its own discre- 
tion, are now invited to say that they will, ten or twelve days before- 
hand, make a despotic order that debate shall cease, although they 
can not then know what amendments may be pending ox what shape 
the bill may have assumed five minutes before the vote. 

What consideration does this resolution hold out t em for this 
wonderful change of policy or of opinion? It is this, and it is this 
only: that the national election bill, to which their Administration, 
their associates in the other House of Congress, their in national, 
in State, and local conventions, are a hundred times solemnly pledged, 
shall be slain. If you have a right to order a vote on the tariff to be 
taken on the 30th of August, you have a right to order a vote to be 
taken on the election bill on the 4th of September. If you can vote 
with the Democrats to do this thing and exclude the election bill, you 
ean vote with the Republicans to do this thing and include the election 
bill, Ifyou can vote to occupy the rest of the session with public 
buildings, you can vote to occupy the rest of the session with the rights 
of American citizens. If you can vote that the expenditure for — 
offices and custom-houses shall be in some measure equal in the — 
aai adn of the country, you can vote, if you care to, thata white man 
in Maine or in Kansas shall count at least a quarter part as much as a 
white man in Georgia or Alabama. 

No man, I think, will question the sincerity of my devotion to the 
protective system. I have agreed with the Republican. party in its 
financial policy. I have rejoiced in the popular vindication of the 
tarif. I have been grateful to the Committee on Finance for the wis- 
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-dom and fidelity they have devoted to the pending measure, which I 


ex will bring so large prosperity to the whole people, especially 
pad shag who work in shops and the men who work on farms, I 
think it will stimulate the health of the country in every nerve. But 


-~ I shall take little satisfaction in it if it is to be the price of the dis- 


honor of my country orthe broken pledges of my party. 

The protective tariff, as I understand it, is a measure to increase the 
wages of American labor, that thereby American citizenship and Ameri- 
can manhood may be exalted. Our fathers did not devise this policy 
and their sons do not enact it that wealth may have larger returns, 
that capital may be gathered to capital, and that this country may ex- 
hibit to the world the spectacle of palaces where a few rich men spend 
we of sumptuous ease, surrounded with the splendors of architecture 
and art, 

We can not excel or so much as equal other countries in these things. 
But we can bring it to pass that the American workman shall live ina 


comfortable dwelling; that his wife shall be at church and his child 


$ 


this vote is taken. 


shall be at school; above all, that he shall have his equal share in the 
government of his country, and everywhere through the whole land 
cast his vote in freedom and in honor, Whatever else of her handi- 
work the United States may show or fail to show in the great competi- 
tive exposition of the world, let her at least give an example of the 
Republie's power to cause the arrogancy of the proud to cease and to 
lay low the haughtiness of the terrible; to make a man more precious 
than fine gold; even a man than the golden wedge of Ophir.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts to the 
part proposed to be stricken out. . 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to refer the resolutions and pending amend- 
ments to the Committee on Rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
to commit the resolution and the amendments to the Committee on 
Rules, Is the Senate ready for the question on that motion? 

Mr. QUAY. Let us have the yeas and nays on that. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On this motion the Senator fro 
Pennsylvania asks that the yeas aud nays may be entered on the 

Journal. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr, FRYE. Mr. President, I desire to say but a word or two before 
I sympathize with the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HoAr] in all of the utterances of this great speech, 
one entirely worthy of him. It was my fortune, or misfortune, early 
in my public career in Washington, to be compelled to investigate into 
election methods in the South and also in the State of New York. 

The barbarities inflicted, the outrages perpetrated, the injustices done 
to a harmless and innocent body of American citizens in the South for 
no reason under the sun except that they desired to exercise their rights, 
which the Constitution of their country gave them, so impressed my 
mind and my heart that for years I never have permitted myself and 
my conscience has never allowed me to address my fellow-citizens from 
public platforms without undertaking to incite and quicken their con- 
scienceson this subject which has to-day been under discussion. I knew 
perfectly well as they did that the Republican party had neglected its 
opportunities when it had unlimited power almost in both Houses of 
Congress, and I have assured these people and promised them again and 
again and again that if the Republican party, under God, was ever per- 
mitted to be in power again in this Republic something should be un- 
dertaken at least to right the terrible wrongs which were being com- 
mitted. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Senator from Maine will sus- 
2 one moment. The Chair admonishes the occupants of the gal- 

eries that expressions of approval or disapproval are in violation of 
order and are expressly forbidden by the rules. The Chair is confident 
that this suggestion will be sufficient to prevent a repetition of the 
disorder that has just occurred. The Senator from Maine. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the Republican party is once more in 

wer. Will those promises be redeemed? We are confronted in this 

te not by a theory to-day, but byacondition. If there are forty- 

three Republican Senators who will waive for a few days their conven- 
ience and their comfort, their private business and their pleasure, 
and remain in their seats in this Senate Chamber from 10 o'clock in 
the mo until 6 o’clock at night, and ali night long if it may he 
necessary; if there are forty-three Republican Senators who believe in 

rotecting American citizens within our own borders, as they do be- 

eve in protecting them everywhere else in the world; if there 
forty-three Republican Senators who believe in a protective i 
there are forty-three Republican Senators who believe in enacting au 
election law, and if those forty-three Republican Senators will 
first that a previous question shall be adopted as one of the rules of 
the Senate, then in three days’ time that rule will be adopted, and in 
ten days’ time a tariff bill will be passed by the Senate, and in ten 
daps thereafter an election bill, too, will be passed. 

, if on the contrary there are Republican Senators enough so wedded 
to the old rules of the Senate that under no circumstances will they 
vote for a previous question, then, sir, you might as well bid good-bye 
to this election bill now and forever. 


ere is not a Senator upon this 


floor who does not know that it is absolutely op aig to pass a pro- 
tective tariff bill through this Senate with an election law, a menace 
to the other side, behind it. There is not a Republican Senator here 
who does not know that between now and December time enough can 
not be found to pass both the tariff bill and an election bill. There is 
not a Republican Senator here who does not know that with the elec- 
tion bill behind the tariff bill there is not time enough between now 
aud December to the tariff bill alone. 

Mr. President, I do not place the responsibility of the defeat of the 
élection bill upon Senators who to-day are proposing that it shall be 
postponed. I place it upon those Senators who early, in a Republican 
conference, declared that they would not support a previous question. 
Iwas at thatconference. I advocated a previous question for the Sen- 
ate. When I first came into the Senate, as chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Rules Ireportedarule for a previous question. In that first con- 
ference I became entirely satisfied that there were Republican Senators 
enoygh who would never consent to the adoption of a previous question 
evei though the whole Republican majority was here in the city ready 
for action. I have been to no Republican conferences since, for I saw 
that conferences were utterly in vain. 

Mr. President, if the Republicans, dropping their old-time prejudices, 
would determine that a previous question should be the rule of the 
Senate, then agree in conference that the tariff bill should be passed, 
and that the election bill should become a law, there would be a re- 
vival in the Republican in this country such as has not been seen 
since the war.\ It wonld become, in my judgment, in its power abso- 
lutely unconyfuerable. ‘‘Cowardice ne’er yet won a battle and never 
yet retained a friend. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, I desire to supplement the remarks 
made by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] with this suggestion: 
We have all the propositions now before us. A reference of these 
propositions to the Committee on Rules, in my judgment, is to result 
in further delay. There is nothing that can come from that committee, 
in my opinion, which will either elucidate or solve the situation. We 
have the propositions here. Let us then consider them in due time 
and yote upon them and acquiesce in the final result. I am opposed 
to anything in the nature of delay, and therefore I shall vote against 
the motion to postpone, or rather to commit these propositions to the 
Committee on Rules, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine has, ac- 
cording to what the newspapers have said, made it desirable that I 
should say a word. 

Tagree with him that cowardice never won a battle and I agree with 
him that cowardice never robbed a man or never did a forcible injus- 
tice to anybody. That is not what it does. There are two kinds of 
courage, Mr. President. One is, having made up your mind that you 
want another man’s property, to go and take if and not be afraid about 
it, Another is, that having made up your mind that you want to put 
a muzzle upon everybody at any time that it pleases your sweet will, 
you put it on in advance without any question having been raised to 

et the power to do it. That is not my kind of courage, Mr. President. 
Tare that kind of courage as applied to this particular situation, that 
I shall vote with the greatest satisfaction for the proposition of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, aided as I hope by the votes of gentlemen 
of different political opinions from mine, with the addition that we 
will consider one other great public measure, greater than the tariff 
measure, more necessary to be disposed of than the tariff measure. If 
it be evil, defeat it; if it be pass it, and provide, now that we 
have seen and know that somebody and enough people in this Senate 
intend to defeat both measures by obstruction and delay, who are will- 
ing to let one passif they can avoid any discussion of the other—to make 
it just and proper, against obstruction and undue delay, that applied 
to the particular cases we have in hand they shall be brought to an end. 
And in saying that 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 12 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays betore the Senate the unfinished business the title 
of which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and 
equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

Mr. QUAY. I hope the Senator in charge of this bill will allow the 
vote by yeas and nays to be taken on the motion to refer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to allowing the Senator from 
Vermont to finish his remarks if he desires to do so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will finish them when this question is ready to 
be voted upon, now, or at any other time. 

Mr.QUAY. ThenIhopetheSenator from Rhode Island will give way. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I can not give way to anything. 

Mr. QUAY. Not for the call of the yeas and nays? 


Mr. ALDRICH. Not for anythin. g 

Mr. CULLOM. Before the vote is taken I desire to submit some 
remarks myself. 

Mr. QUAY. Before the vote is taken on the motion to refer? 

Mr. CULLOM. Les, sir. : 

Mr. EVARTS. A great many remarks will be made on this floor 
before this measure takes any shape of smothering the election bill. 
Mr. President, I hope that the measure now before the Senate 
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Mr. ALDRICH. What is before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair announced that the Sen- 
ate resumed the consideration of the unfinished business and the Sen- 
ator from New York is entitled to the floor. 

Mr, EVARTS.* I rise to that question. I ask that this bill, the 
tariff bill, may be laid aside until the now pending measures for the 
adoption of the Senate looking to the passage of an election bill shall 
be concluded. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I object to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York [Mr. 
Evanrs] asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be 
laid aside for the purpose of proceeding with the consideration of the 
resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAy] and the 
amendments thereto, Is there objection? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Rhode Island oh- 
jects. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment will be re- 


ported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 38, line 7, in paragraph 159, after the 
word manufactured,“ it is proposed to strike out all down to and in- 
cluding the word fifty,“ in line 16, as follows: > 


Valued at not more than 50 cents per dozen, 12 cents per dozen; valued at 
more than 50 cents per dozen and not exceeding $1.50 per dozen, 50 cents per 
dozen; valued at more than 81.50 per dozen and not exceeding $3 per dozen, 81 

r dozen; valued at more than 8 per dozen, $2 per dozen; and in addition 

ereto on all the above. 50. 


And in lien thereof to insert 45.“ 

Also, in line 17, after the word ‘‘unfinished,’’ it is proposed to strike 
out down to and including the word thirty, in line 22, as follows: 

Valued at less than $4 per dozen, $1 per dozen; valued at & or more per dozen, 
$1.75 per dozen; and in addition thereto on all the above razors and razor- 
blades, 30. > 

And in lien thereof to insert 45 per cent. ad valorem.” 

So that the paragraph when amended will read: 


Paragraph 159: Pen-knives or pocket-knives of all kinds, or parts thereof, 
ane: re ra or parts thereof, wholly or partly manufactured, 45 per cent, ad 
N and razor - blades, finished or unfinished, 45 per cent. ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been 
ordered, they will be taken upon the different amendments us one ques- 
tion, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, yesterday some statements were made 
in regard to the increased amounts of importations of foreign cutlery 
into the United States. I have before mea table coming from what 
will be considered a very irresponsible source upon the other side of 
the Chamber, from the importers of the United States, who claim to 
represent $60,000,000 of capital invested in the importing business as 
to cutlery and hardware, and they make this exhibit in regard to the 
amount of importations, for the last few years, of cutlery. 

According to the table of the manufacturers, contained on page 72 
of the hearings before the Ways and Means Committee, this showing 


appears: 


Pocket-knives, 
1882, American product as per their table, page 72. . . . . . , $1,320, 000 
Imports as per Government statistics. $1, 235, 198 
Add duty, 50 per cent. . . . . .. . sees 619, 099 
1, 857, 297 
Dotat for UBER: haaa e a BATT AT 
Add for estimated increase of consumption from 1882 to 1837, inclu- 
sive, six years, at 21 per cent. per annum = 15 per cent. . . ... 476,593 
c TTT bh decane 3, 653, 890 
9 to manufacturers’ table on page 72, 1887 figures out as 
follows : 
1 FFPFPVVVVVVV I OAE 9 81, 419, 861 
uct estimated razors, which are included. . 250, 000 
1, 169, 861 
rr rinpis ssssna seses 584,930 
1,754, 791 
American product for 1857, as per their table on page 72... 815, 000 
— 2,569,791 
Amount unaccounted for by American manufacturers . 1,084,099 


Now, say the importers: 

The figures in the above statement are not ours, with the exception of the esti- 
mated natural increase of consumption for the six years. With this exception 
the statement is entirely made up of Government statistics and the American 
manufacturers’ statements, and there is no other possible deduction to be made 
from this statement and these figures but the one, that the million dollars un- 
nocounted for must be added to the manufacturers’ statement of product for 
1887, making that amount $1,899,000, instead of $815,000, as stated by them. We 
say there is no other possible deduction to be made than the above, unless it 
can be shown that the consumption of these goods for the six years from 18892 
to 1887 declined to the extent of over $600,000, which is simply preposterous. 

We are informed by the chief jobbers of cut! that the estimate of 2} 
cent, 5 for natural increase of consumption is distinetly — — 
and that in their experience and opinion it is considerably over this estimate. 
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This table, in my judgment, is conclusive, and it shows beyond any 
doubt that the statement that the importation has largely increased - 
and that the result of this importation has been to force into bankruptcy 
many of the manufacturers of cutlery in the United States is absolutely 
without foundation. 

We heard yesterday from the senior Senator from Connecticut the 
same old charge that was made here and that was made in 1888, that 
the importers were engaged in placing fraudulent labels upon the for- 
eign product in order to avail themselves of the reputation of Ameri- 
can manulacturers. 

Mr. PLATT. I made no such statement. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould have said possibly the junior Senator from 
Connecticut; I meant General HAWLEY. All this matter was fully 
discussed two years ago in the tariff debate, and I then produced here 
the labels showing that the statements were greatly exaggerated, if 
not absolutely untrue, and per contra I exhibited the labels used by the 
manufacturers fraudulent as to English goods, and it was admitted 
yesterday by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], who has just 
addressed the Chair, that in one instance that charge was true and that 
the brand of an English manufacturer with the lion rampant and the 
words ‘‘Cutlers to the Queen“ upon it had been used to put these 
American goods upon the American market as English. 

Although Iam charged with being a free-trader, I take as much 
pride in the fertility of resources, in the ingenuity, in the mechanical 
skill of the people of the United States, whether they live in one por- 
tion of the country or in another, as Senators upon the other side; but 
we enter upon different roads when we come to that limit in the pro- 
tective system where protection is the sole object of tariff taxation, 
When it is proposed to put such duties upon importations coming from 
any foreign country as to exclude them absolutely because they are 
foreign products, I differ with our friends upon the other side of this 
Chamber. I need not repeat that the position of the Democratic party 
isin favor of a tariff limited to the necessities of the Government for 
revenue and so imposed as to encourage American industry, and place 
the taxation upon luxuries as far as possible, and not upon the absolute 
necessaries of life. - 

Personally I know nothing about this question as to labor. Irepresent 
an agricultural State, and yet a State with large manufacturing in- 
terests, but not in the line of cutlery, although there is to-day in the 
city of St. Louis a hardware and cutlery establishment larger t any 
other in the United States. I refer to the Simmons Hardware Com- 


pany. 

Mr. PLATT. Do they manufacture? 

Mr. VEST. No. I stated that they were engaged in the sale of cut- 
lery and hardware. They buy from American manuiacturers and they 
buy from foreign importers, They differ from me politically, but I 
claim for them as American citizens the right to buy wherever they 
please in accordance with their own judgment and as to their own in- 
terests. Senators upon the other side seek to confine them to Ameri- 
can manufacturers and say that they shall not buy from foreign im- 
porters if tariff taxation can bring about that result, That is the issue 
between us, and I hail it with joy, and am willing to go before the 
American people year after year so long as I live upon that issue, and 
I have no doubt as to the resnlt. 

But, Mr. President, no Senator has a right to say that a man makes 
a false statement simply because he is an importer. There is nothing 
illegitimate about the business of animporter. It is as honest and up- 
right a calling as any other in this country, and it ought to be pro- 
tected by law, and not discriminated against, as is attempted now by, 
the party in the majority in this Chamber. 

Now, what is the evidence? There is none against it since 1888, 
when the charge was made on this floor. I have searched these vol- 
umes, and I have found no testimony to the effect that the importers 
were en; in placing fraudulent labels upon their goods in order to 
avail thentselyes of the reputation of American manufacturers, Ihave 
before me the testimony of Mr. Boker before the Ways and Means 
Committee of the House. He was asked by Governor GEAR: f 


Is it the habit of some German manufacturers to stamp their goods with 
American names? 

Mr. Boxer. They may stamp them with some American firms’ names, be- 
cause some American houses want their own mark on their own gooda, 

Mr. Gran. Is it the custom among Germans to stamp the name of some 
American firm and send them to this country? 

Mr. Boxer. We do not sell them as American goods. We have very little 
to do with that, because we stamp our goods mostly with our own name. 

Mr. FLOWER., Aud many goods made in this country are stamped with 
English names. 

r. Boxer. That is because it finds a market. 


That is the testimony which I find, and the only testimony in the 
report of the Committee on Ways and Means upon this question. £ 

Mr. HISCOCK, Mr. President, I hold in my hand a comparison 
of pocket cutlery imported with amount manufactured in the United 
States,” furnished by the manufacturers, which I will read, and which 
I have no doubt is entitled to full credit and belief, In 1882 the for- 
eign value of cutlery imported here was $975,000, - 

This is taken from the statistics in respect to the importation of for- 
eign The value of American cutlery produced was $1,320,000. 


goods. 
With the duty added to the foreign importation, it was $1,462,500. 


. 


, ceeding $1.50 per dozen, 50 cents per 
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In 1887 the foreign value of the importation was $1,200,000; duty 
added, $1,800,000, and the American product was $815,000, In 1888 
the foreign value of the imported goods was $1,245,900; duty added, 
$1,868,850, and the total American product was $795,000. In 1889 
the foreign value of the importations was $1,337,450; duty added, 
$2,006,175, and the total American product was $750,000. 

The above correct figures show a steady increase in the importation of fore 
pocket cutlery, and a corresponding decline in the amount manufactured in 
the United States. ~ 

Mr. President, I have one word more to say in respect to the duty 
which will be imposed under the provision which we are now consid- 
ering. You can take a particular knife which is imported of a partic- 
ular grade, making your own selection, and doubtless the duty which 
has been stated would be imposed upon that particular knife. The 
bill for the purpose of an honest administration classifies imported cut- 
lery according to its value. Take pen-knives or pocket-knives of all 
kinds, or parts thereof, and erasers, or parts thereof, wholly or partly 
manufactured, valued at not more than 50 cents per dozen, 12 cents 


per dozen. 

Now you take, valued at more 3 cents per dozen and not ex- 

ozen. 

Now you take the very lowest cost or value in that provision and 
the duty imposed appears to be very large, and.I have no doubt as to 
the statements made by importers, in respect of charging excessive 
duties, that they took the lowest valuations in one or the other of these 

es, That is not fair. Assuming that these goods are all imported, 

t is proper to take the average to ascertain the amount of duty which 
is imposed. ing that average which has been ascertained and it 
amounts to 73 per cent, ad valorem; it has been carefully figured out. 
And it must be borne in mind in this connection that upon nearly all 


the raw material which enters into cutlery there isa fair protective 


tariff, and I insist that, compensating for that and the additional labor 
that is bestowed upon pocket cutlery, there are few articles the prod- 
ucts of American industry which are protected less than pocket cut- 


lery. 

Now, what will be the operation under the law? and I call the at- 
tention of Senators to that. The moment that this provision goes 
upon the statute-book the importations here are to be with reference 
to this provision of the law, and the result of it will be that the knives 
which will come in here will be as near as possible to the upper limit 
of one of these divisions, and not of value enough to carry them over 
the line and put them above the lower limit in the next division; and 
the consequence will be that under the administration of this provision 
this 73 per cent, will be largely reduced. I am not prepared to say 
what the result would be if it was worked ont and all the importations 
were to come just below the higher limit in these divisions, but I 
imagine it would not be far from 60 per cent. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr, President—— 

Mr. VEST. I want just a moment, if my friend from Kentucky 
will permit me. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Go ahead. 

Mr. VEST. Before we pass from this question of increases by this 
bill I wish to ask the Senator from New York aquestion. I understand 
him to say that the increase averages 73 per cent. > 

Mr. PLATT. No, the whole duty imposed. 

Mr. VEST. I did not so understand him. What was the Senator's 
statement as to 73 per cent.? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Worked out under this provision there would be 
an average 8 duty upon all the importations, provided the aver- 
age through these different subdivisions in respect to quantity was 
maintained, which would amount to 73 per cent. It is now 50 per 
cent. What I said, which I supplemented that with, was this: That in 
all human probability the importers, the foreign manufacturers, will sell 
these goods here with reference to their reaching our market at the 
least possible protection that can be imposed, and therefore they will 
be as near as possible to the upper value or the upper limit, the higher 
limit in these classifications, which, as I said before, while I have not 
worked it out, and I have not seen that it has been worked out care- 
fully, will be not far from 60 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. Does that apply alone to paragraph 159 ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. We are on that alone now. I say this to the Sen- 
ator, that, in all cases where there is a division made in the amount of 
duty that is imposed in respect to the value of the goods, thatis between 
certain values to be so much, and between certain higher values or the 


higher in one division and a still higher one in another, the result will 


doubtless be worked out in reference to all importations of that kind 
under the bill, but the foreign merchant, the importer here will adapt 
himself to the law, and the goods that he brings in here will be of a 
value which will just come in above the higher limit in one classifica- 
tion, and not just above the lower limit in the next. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I find tables prepared by the importers 
marked C, D, E, F, G, H, I, and J, in wh the different grades of 
pocket cutlery, together with razors and butcher-knives, are classified 
and put in these respective tables. For fear that there might be some 
mistake about these tables, as they were made up by interested parties 
(because there are two distinct sides to this co one being the im- 


porters and the other the American manufacturers, and their state- 
ments are always contradicted by each other), I submitted these tables 
to the most reliable expert I have ever found in the city of Washing- 
ton from actual experience, and that is Mr. Talbott, formerly clerk of 
the Committee on Ways and Means of the House, and now clerk of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, and one of the most valuable officers 
this Government has ever had. 

Mr. PLATT. A clerk where? 

Mr. VEST. He is now a clerk of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion. He was formerly clerk of the Ways and Means Committee; and 
during the debate of 1888 I had to rely on him almost exclusively for 
information and he never misled me, I am happy to say. 

I had him go over these tables carefully, and he says they are cor- 
rect with very slight variations between his calculation and that made 
by the importers. I ask that these tables be made a portion of my 
remarks, because they ought to be put in permanent form for future 
discussions, of which I hope we shall have a great many. Table A is 
oue-blade pocket-knives. Here is the foreign cost per dozen, the cost 
under the Senate substitute, which we discussed in 1888, then under 
the Senate amendment to this bill and the proposed duty now before 
the Senate, and the average of the proposed duty is 103 per cent. 

The Senate substitute of 1888 made it 148 and the Senate amend- 
ment now 95. The proposed duty is 103 per cent. That is one-blade 
knives. Table D is two-blade pocket-knives. The Senate substitute 
of 1888 made it 135 percent., the Senate amendment 82 cent., and 
the proposed duty now 100 per cent. Table E is three- e pocket- 
knives. The Senate substitute made it 125 per cent., the Senate 
amendment 76, and the proposed duty now is 98 per cent, Table F, 
four-blade pocket-knives. The Senate substitute made it 97 per cent., 
the Senate amendment 674 per cent., which is increased now to 94 per 
cent. Table G shows the present and proposed rates of duty on pocket- 
knives, Table H gives the duty upon razors. Under the Senate sub- 
stitute it ran from 35 to 95 per cent.; under the Senate amendment 
it runs from 77 to 190 per cent.; and at 50 per cent. ad valorem added 
under the McKinley bill it rans from 67 to 170 per cent. Table I is 
for carving knives and forks. Under the Senate substitute the average 
was 49 per cent.; under the Senate amendment it is 49 per cent.; the 
proposed duty is 67 per cent. The next gives butcher-knives, with an 
average of 68 per cent. against 35 per cent. at present; but the princi- 
pal knives, 6 inches long, will have to pay 80 per cent. duty. 

I state that these tables are absolutely correct, and yet the Senator 
from New York tells us that there is an average duty of 73 per cent. 
I deny it; I absolutely deny it; and I will put the estimate of these 
importers, backed by that of Mr. Talbott, against those of any other 
experts in this city oranywhere else. If any Senator who knows any- 
thing about it will go through one of these tables he will see that they 
are correct. They are published here by all the importers of the United 
States, including the Simmons Hardware Company of my own State, 
who stand as high as any gentlemen engaged in any business in all this 
country. I want these tables put into the RECORD so that the people 
of the country can see what is the real increase upon cutlery. Instead 
of 73 per cent., the lowest here is over 95 per cent. 

The tables referred to are as follows: 


TABLE C.—One-blade pocket-knives. 
Present duty, 50 per cent.] 


Senate | Senate | 


substi- | amend- | Pro rates, 
per dozen. | tute. RA duty. posed 
| Per cent. | Per cent, | Per cont. 
$0. HH — 302 117 1712 — per dozen and 50 per cent. 
27 5 
“ot 50 ae dozen and 50 
61. cents per an recent, 


Do. 
Do. 


These averages are made up for like quantities ofeach price. The proportion 
sold is always of the chea grades, which would bring the actual average 
much higher than above given. 


TABLE D.—Two-blade pocket-knives, 
[Present duty, 50 per cent.] 


Proposed rates. 


12 cents per dozen and 50 per cent. 
50 cents per dozen and 50 per cent, 
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TABLE D. To- blade pocket-knives—Continued. TABLE G,—Showing the present and proposed rates of duty on pocket- : 


[Present duty, 50 per cent.] 


Foreign cost, per | Proportio auty op p 
ore per — n du per 2 
amend- ozen. of imports.| cent. ad duty. y 
ment. | duty. valorem), T valorem; 
Per cent. Per cent. cent. 
83 % | Scents per dozen and 50 per cent. go, $0.12 $0. 24 00 100 
80 91 Do. 2 -76 190 150 
2 87 Do. x .37 -8T 135 120 
75 8¹ Do, 1. 50 1.00 100 100 
73 113 | $1 per dozen and 50 per cent. L 61 1.11 80 91 
7L 109 Do. 1. 79 1.79 15 113 
69 1065 Do. 1. -91 1.91 110 105 
Sy i 1 % B i 
22 | 100 | 5. 2.50 4.50 80 90 
6. 3.00 5.00 66 — 
These averages are made up ſor like quantities ofeach price. The are 1 co mins — 75 
sold is always of the cheaper grades, Which would bring the actual average | 9. 4.50 6.50 45 72 
much higher than above given. 10. 5.00 7.00 40 70 
TABLE E.—Three-blade pocket-knives, Figured out at tho proper proportion of imports for each grade the duty is 
[Present duty, 50 per cent.] over 110 per cent, ad valorem, 
TABLE H.—BRazors. 
[Present duty, 50 percent. ad valorem. } 
substi- 
tute. 
dozenan: 
— conte per per cen ER, 
2 Do. %5 190 
87 Do. 78 
83 Do. 68 133 113 
7 2 S| 2 
Do. 
2 j 5 1 5 $1 per dozen and 30 per cent. 
1 
a $1 a pre and 50 per cent. 45 re 23 
68 Do, H 83 68 
77 Do. 
Pete 76 Do. 36 77 $1.75 per dozen and 30 per cent, 
2. 43... 75 Do, 35 75 95 
2.56.. z — 5 
68. > 5 
2 70 $2 per dozen and 50 per cent. TABLE I.—Carving knives and forks. 
2 5. 2 =~ [Present duty, 35 per cent.] 
4.50 63 Do. 
5.09.. — 62 Do. 
6.00. ia | 60 Do. Proposed rates (page 79). 
Average rate 76 


These averages are made up for like quantities of each price. The propor- 
tion sold is always of the cheaper grades, which would bring the actual average 


much higher than above given. $l per dozen and 30 per cent. 


TABLE F.—Four-blade pocket-knives. 2 11. 
Present duty, 50 per cent.] 9.8 — $2 per dozen and 90 per cent. 

7,79. 

8.76 
Proposed rates. 12 $3 per dozen and 30 per cent, 

12.00 
1488. $5 per dozen and 30 per cent. 


3 


Do. 
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Avaust 20, 


Mr. CARLISLE.. Mr. President, I rise merely for the purpose of 
calling the attention of the Senate to the statistics just read by the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] in relation to the production 
of cutlery in this country and the importation of cutlery from abroad, 
beginning with the fiscal year 1882 and ending with the fiscal year 
1889, ` 


Mr. PLATT. The statistics that I read are for the calendar year, 
from January 1 to Decemher 31, and not for the fiscal year. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then I will correct my statement by saying the 
calendar year. I supposed it was the fiscal year. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It was necessary for them to take, as I understand, 
the calendar years because their statistics with reference to home or 
American manufacture were by the calendar year. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I make no complaint about that, The statistics 
of both Senators show that during the calendar year 1882 the foreign 
importations of cutlery, with the duty added, amounted to $1,462,500, 
and that the domestic production was $1,320,000, making in the ag- 
gregate $2,782,500 worth of cutlery consumed in this country that 
year. The same statistics show that during the calendar year 1889 the 
value of the cutlery imported from abroad, with duty added, was 
$2,006,175, and that the domestic production was $730,000, making an 
aggregate of $2,736,175. L have looked over the intervening years also, 

the courtesy of the Senator from New York, and I call his atten- 
tion to the fact that from these statistics it appears that there has been 
an actual decline in the consumption of cutlery in this country from 
1852 to 1889, notwithstanding the enormous increase in our popula- 
tion and the great prosperity of the country, as depicted by Senators 
upon the other side. 

I think, therefore, that there must be some mistake in the Senator’s 
figures. think it can not be possible that the consumption of cut- 
lery in the form of pocket-knives, razors, erasers, table-knives, etc., 
could have steadily declined in this country from 1882 to 1889, and 

- yet if the Senator’s statistics are correct that is the fact. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Let me suggest this to the Senator from Kentucky: 
The tables that I have given, as I understand, do not include table- 
cutlery, do not include razors; they simply include pocket-cutlery, 

et-knives, etc. c 

Mr, CARLISLE, Very well; then I will modify my statement ac- 
cordingly, and say that according to these statistics there has been a 
decline in the consumption of pocket-cutlery in-this country from 
1882 to 1889. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to call the Senator’s attention, if it will 
not interrupt him, to the fact that we have had an exhibition, or some- 
thing of that kind, with respect to a certain other class of goods which 
proves that there has been a large increase in use while there had not 
been a large increase in the value. There had been a large increase 
in the yolume, due to a lower price both at home and abroad. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ican understand that it is sometimes the case that 
the quantity is increased while the value may not increase and in fact 
may diminish, and it is possible that such may be the case here. But 
the Senator quoted these statistics for the purpose of showing that the 
importations from abroad were being greatly increased while the do- 
mestic production was decreasing. I suppose that the price has fallen 
abroad as well as here, and that whatever reduction has taken place 
in the price of this article, either here or abroad, onr citizens haye re- 
ceived the benefit of. 

But then the Senator says that under this provision the importers 
will bring into this country for sale that class of cutlery which comes 
just below the limit fixed as a dividing line between the two rates of 
duty, and that therefore the average rate of duty upon actual importa- 
tions will not be so high as the rate of duty will appear to be if we 
select now a particular article costing a particular sum of money and 
base the calculation upon that, There is some truth in that, Mr, Pres- 
ident, also. 

I think that is the case now and will continue to be the case for all 
time to come, at least so long as we maintain this vicious system of 
compound rates of duty. It is one of the chiefobjections to the changes 
which the Senator from New York aud his colleagues upon the com- 
mittee now propose to make, that the rates of duty upon pocket-knives 
and other cutlery afford the amplest opportunity and therefore the 
greatest temptation to the commission of frauds. Under a pure ad va- 
lorem rate of duty the undervaluation of the article to a small extent 
will scarcely make any difference whatever in the aggregate amount of 
duty to be paid upon it; but with the compound rate as fixed in this 

ph 159, that is so much per dozen specific upop the article and 
so much ad valorem in addition, the lines drawn fixing the different 
values to which these various rates shall apply, the temptation to fraud 
isenormous, Tuke, for instance, the first clause: f 

Pen-knives or pocket-knives of all kinds, or parts thereof, and erasers, or 
parts thereof, wholly or partly manufactured, valued at not more than 50 cents 
per dozen, 12 cents per dozen; valued at more than 50 cents per dozen and not 
exceeding $1.50 per dozen, 50 cents per dozen. 

Twelve cents per dozen if valued below 50 cents and 50 per cent. ad 
valorem; if valued at more than 50 cents, 50 cents per dozen and 50 
percent. ad valorem. : 

Now, what is the consequence? If the importer can undervalue his 


article to the amount of 1 cent and pass it through the custom-honse 
at 49 cents per dozen, he will pay simply 12 cents per dozen upon the 
article and 50 per cent. ad valorem, whereas if the correct and honest 
valuation of 50 cents or 51 cents per dozen is put upon it he will be 
compelled to pay the 50 cents per dozen and 50 per cent. ad valorem. 
That shows clearly and conclusively, in my judgment, the value of ad 
valorem duties pure and simple upon articles of this sort. 

Take, for instance, the pen-knives imported and valued at 48 or 49 
cents per dozen when worth clearly 50 cents per dozen. Under a purely 
ad valorem rate of taxation the aggregate amount of difference in duty 
upon them would be so small as to be almost incalculable; but when 
you draw the line at 50 cents, as I have just stated, the undervalua- 
tion in amount of 1 cent or one-half cent makes a very great and ma- 
terial difference in the amount ot duty to be paid, and hence the temp- 
tation continually held out to dishonest importers, of whom there are, 
of course, many engaged in the business, to commit frauds upon the 
revenue and frauds upon honest importers engaged in the same line 
of business. 

Therefore, I say that one of the vices in the proposed increase of du- 
ties upon pocket cutlery is this feature of compound duties, y 
specific and partly ad valorem. If the Senator from New York believes 
that the average rate of duty upon these articles under the paragraph 
now under consideration would not exceed 60 per cent., let us take 
away this opportunity and this temptation to commit frauds upon the 
revenue by saying 60 per cent. ad valorem,” and not leave this temp- 
tation to commit frauds, injurious to the revenue, injurious to honest 
importers engaged in the same business, and injurious to the American 
producers of the same article. Let us have, in other words, a purely 
ad valorem rate or a purely specific rate, classifying the articles as best 
we can according to their value and imposing rates accordingly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I want to make a single suggestion in reply to the 
appeal of the Senator from Kentucky for us to adopt a uniform ad valo- 
rem rate. I believe, under the operation of the administrative bill, 
drawing the lines of valuation as to different goods, with the value to 
be stated in the invoices, with the penalties provided under the ad- 
ministrative bill, whatever the temptation may be upon the other side 
to undervalue, they will not yield to them, and it is therefore that 
in this bill with respect to this and with respect to some other items 
we have adopted this division. 

Mr. CARLISLE. And yet the Senator from New York has during 
the present discussion made more than one argument toshow the great 
advantage of specific duties over ad valorem duties. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is for the purpose of getting as near to specific 
duties as we can. That is the purpose of it, making it so much per 
dozen and letting them take the risk of an undervaluation—so much per 
dozen, I repeat, upon goods of a certain value and letting them take the 
risk upon the other side of undervaluing their goods. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Does not the Senator from New York concede that 
the classification of the articles in this way and the imposition of cer- 
tain specific rates upon different grades, with an ad valorem rate also 
5 . affords the greatest opportunities for the commission of 

rauds ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I think not, I should prefer if it was otherwise, 
bnt it is the best that can be done. g 

Mr. CARLISLE. Let me complete my statement. The Senator 
says that, under the administrative act, in his opinion ample provision 
has been made to detect and prevent undervaluations. Now, I submit 
tothe Senator from New York that in a vast majority of cases, per- 
haps in all cases, it will be almost impossible to determine whether a 
given character of knives is worth 49 cents per dozen or 49} cents per 
dozen or 50 cents per dozen, and a difference, as I have said, of halfa 
cent upon the cost of a dozen will make a vast difference in the amount 
of duty which the importer iscompelled to pay. I do not believe there 
is an expert in the United States (and I am quite certain that the Presi- 
dent has not succeeded in finding one to put upon the board of general 
appraisers under the administrative act) who could determine with ac- 
curacy and with certaioty when there was a difference of only half a 
cent or I cent a dozen upon the cost of these knives; and yet that differ- 
ence would make, as I have said, g very great difference in the amount 
of duty they are required to pay. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I desire tosupplement by a little 
explanation some remarks made by the Senator from Missouri, and 
also to call further attention to the table he asked to have inserted in 
the RECORD. 

This table, it appears, is found in the protest of the Wholesale Hard- 
ware Association against any increase of duties on cutlery and guns. 
It comes to us here with an affidavit attached as to the truthfulness of 
the statements therein contained. 

In Table G, on the twenty-eighth page, they give the proportion of 
imports of the different kinds of knives which have been imported 
during the past year, and it seenis to be an answer complete and perfect 
to the statement made by the Senator from New York. We find here 
that the proportion of imports under a class of knives costing 24 cents 
per dozen is 17} per cent. of all the imports. Under a class of knives 
costing between 52 cents and $1.22 per dozen, 50 per cent. of all the 
imports, Running from a cost of $1.58 per dozen to $3 per dozen, 30 


— 
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cent, of all the imports. Hence, we find that between 24 cents per 
and $3 per dozen there were 97} per cent. of all the imports of 
penknives or pocket-knives any the year 1889, leaving but 2} per 
cent. of all importations at a costof from $4 up to $10, as found in this 
schedule. 

Mr. President, let us look at the percentages. On those coming in 
under 24 cents per dozen cost it is 100 per cent. ad valorem; on those 
coming in at 52 cents per dozen it is 150 per cent. ad valorem; on those 
under 74 cents per dozen it is 120 per cent. ad valorem, and soon. You 
will find no single importation comingin within the limit I have men- 
tioned of less than 91 per cent. ad valorem, and yet the Senator from 


New York, in the face of this statement, showing that 974 per cent. of | H 


all the knives imported in 1889 were ranging from 91 to 150 per cent., 
says he does not think they will exceed 60 per cent, 

Now, sir, I assume that this statement is made upon a close investi- 
gation as to the amount of importations, and I simply wanted to call 
attention to it as an answer full and complete tothe Senator from New 
York and to any other statements that have been made touching the 
duty upon these importations. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from New Jersey allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does he think that the gentlemen he represents— 
I do not mean this in an offensive sense, but the gentlemen whose brief 
he is now reading—in a case which I will put to him, namely, that 
knives worth 51 cents a dozen, say, ata fair valuation abroad, invoiced 
at 51 cents, would be obliged to pay 50 cents a dozen and the ad valorem 
duty and if invoiced at 49 cents they would have to pay 12 cents per 
dozen and the ad valorem rate—does he think their hone«ty would be 
sufficient to withstand the temptation to undervalue to the extent of a 
cent a dozen or 2 cents a dozen? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, when this specific rate of duty 
is put here, which of itself upon all the low classes of knives is a rate 
of duty even then in excess of what it ought to bear, it is useless for 
the Senator and myself to contend as to what would be done if theim- 
porter was honest or dishonest. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr, President, I do not know that this matter ought 
to be further discussed, I am very anxious to get along with the tariff 
bill and with votes upon it, but I think I may say one or two things. 

It is admitted on the other side that here has been a contest and that 
different statements of fact have been presented by the manufacturers 
and the importers. I believe myself that all the statements made by 
the manufacturers have been made after careful study and with a full 
intention to give accurate and fair statements. Gentlemen on the 
other side believe the same of the importers. There is a wide differ- 
ence between their statements, and we can not well settle this ques- 
tion by going into the details of those differences. But there are some 
things which seem to me to make it pretty certain that foreign impor- 
tations are in some way getting the better of American production in 
this business. If the suggestions of the importers were true these 

et-cutlery manufacturers would be making something. If those 
statements are true the pocket-cutlery manufacturers are making a 
great deal. 

Now, what are the real facts? Ido not stop here to advert to the 
amount of capital invested in the business as compared with the cap- 
ital invested in importing. It has been rather boastfully stated on the 
other side that the persons making these statements here against the 
manufacturers represent $60,000,000 in the importing business, and it 
has been argued that because they did their statements must be taken 
as true, whereas these poor manufacturers have notall told got $3,000,- 
000 invested in the bnsiness, and therefore inferentially what they say 
about it must not be taken as true. 

I do not wish to dwell upon that. However, I am glad that in this 
case there is uone of the talk about the immense profits of manufact- 
urers, about immense corporations, about monopolists, about immense 
profits, about men who have grown rich in the business, about trusts, 
about combinations, about agreements as to prices. That is out of 
this case, and I am glad of it. 

But, as I was saying, it seems to me certain facts must settle the 
question as to whether there is money made in this cutlery business 
and whether it can stand against the foreign importation, and must 
settle the question as between the manufacturers and importers as to 
the amount of importations and the amount of American production. 

The importers came over here in a special train from New York and 
had a hearing before the Finance Committee, and it was boasted in the 
New York papers that that train contained importers representing 
$350,000,000, and yet these manufacturers were denied the right to 
appear before the committee and make an answer, which they asked, 
and they say right here in the statement they made that they had to 
puton paper: 

This industry bad exhaustive hearings before the Ways and Means Committee 
and was recklessly opposed by a up of New York resident agents of foreign 
cutlery manufacturers, who use the nume Wholesale Hardware Association ; 
A. H. Saxton, president,” for tariff purposes only. 

By exhibits of goods, costs, and market prices, we refuted Mr. Saxton’s slan- 
ders on reputable imeriom manufacturers. Denied a hearing before your 


committee (which privilege was acoorded Mr. Saxton for the importers), we 
address you in Sprit: a 3 


If additional information is 1 to prove the measure of 
needed by the pocket-cutlery business, it wil be cheerfully furnished. 
Signed by the Committee representing American Pocket-Cutlery Manufact- 


urers.“ 
Will the Senator yield to me for a question? 


Mr. McPHERSON. 

Mr. PLATT. I will. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Isit not the exact truth taken from the state- 
ment there made, where they speak of additional information, that 
they had already appeared, before the importers came here, and upon, 
the Dirt rag made by the manufacturers the committee had framed 
their bill? 

Mr. PLATT, They had appeared before the committee of the other 


ose. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Theimporters came here to protest against what 
the manulacturers had already succeeded in doing, which was in sat- 
isfying the committee that a great increase of duty was necessary. That 
seems to be the exact fact from the statement read by the Senator, be- 
cause they say if additional information is needed.“ and seemingly 
they had been here and given some information, 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to put in here their statement as to the condi- 
tion of this industry since its inception in the United States, and it is 
not denied by anybody. This is addressed to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance of the United States Senate, and it says: 

In Ohio, four separate pocket-knife manufactories have operated; only one 
is in existence. 

In New Jersey, four have operated; only one remains. 

In Illinois, two have operated; both are silenced. 

In Pennsylvania, five have operated; asemblance of one may still exist. 

In Massachusetts, two have operated; one is dead. 

In New York, twelve have operated; five have been wiped out; of the re- 
maining seven, four sunk their original capital, failed or suspended, and reor- 
ganized with fresh capital. 

In Connecticut, twenty-four have operated; eleven perished; of the remain- 
ing 3 four have sunk their original capital, failed, or suspended and re- 
"Or fity-three separate ventures, thirty have been completely wiped ont; 
nine have sunk their original investment and reorganized with new capital; 
most of the remaining fourteen have auxiliary business, 

I read yesterday a letter from a gentleman representing them who 
had come to have an interest in one of the remaining concerns which 
are spoken of here as being in operation, in which he gave the condition 
of that concern, showing that that has got to go out of business very 
soon unless some relief is afforded. 

Now, with reference to the amount of American production, because 
that is a matter upon which the American manafacturers are contra- 
dicted by the importers, on 72 of the Waysand Means Committee 
Hearings a list was given of every manufacturer of American pocket- 
cutlery in 1882 and their business in 1882 and in 1887, the amount or 
dozens and the value made by each was given, and these manufacturers 
gave it themselves from their own books and a knowledge of their 
own business. The amount produced in 1887 was in value $815,000, 
just what is given here in the table which has been introduced, and a 
decline for 1888 and 1889 is given, being in 1838 $795,000 and in 1889 
$730,000. I submit that those men know how much they have pro- 
duced. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Connecticut is too sensible a man, 
too well informed, to assert as conclusive evidence of the lack of proper 
duty for the protection of persons manufacturing knives in this country, 
that some of them have failed. I could name to him, with a little 
time, filty manufacturing establishments in Kansas that have failed 
during the last five or ten years, whose failure had no relation what- 
ever to protective duties or to any duty. He must certainly agree that 
there is something due to mismanagement and to other conditions be- 
sides the duties. I think he will agree also (because I know how fair 
he is) that there is nothing in the situation that puts upon the United 
States the compulsion to give to everybody who engages in manufact- 
uring a duty which will enable him to prosper, no matter whether 
other people prosper or not and no matter whether he manages his 
business right or not. I take it there are a good many things, in the 
discovery of metals, and in the discovery of new methods, and so on, 
which are constantly working changes in manufacturing as in commerce 
and in all other lines of business, z 

Mr. PLATT. ‘That is very true; and the Senator could not have uu- 
derstood me as not taking note of that fact, that the usual conditions 
which affect business may have affected this business, matters of man- 
agement or mismanagement, matters of markets, and soon; but! venture 
to say that there is no other line of manufacturing in this country which 
cau show so unfortunate a result, so far as success is concerned, as the 
pocket-eutlery business. I am speaking of pocket cutlery alone now. 
I venture to say that there is no other branch of manufactaring in which 
capital has been sacrificed as it has in that branch of business in the en- 
deavor to maintain the industry in the United States. That is all Isay 
about it. 

I want to say one other word. I have not intended to discuss at all 
the principles upon which this matter of protection is founded. I do 
not sympathize with that feeling which believes that we must not re- 
duce duties in any case. My idea of protection is that if the duty is 
not required we ought to reduce it; that if it is not suſſicient we ought 
to increase it, my view being that itis better to have the industry car- 
ried on in this country than abroad. 
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Mr. PLUMB. I wish the Senator would explain what he means by 
that which is a sufficient duty. Does he mean that which meets the 
demand of the manufacturer or that which meets some other condition 
that may be determined by somebody else or applied outside of the de- 
mands of the manufacturers ? : 

Mr. PLATT. Iam sorry to observe what seems to me to be—and 
the Senator will excuse me for saying it—a prejudice on the part of the 
Senator from Kansas the manufacturer. Atleast I wish he 
would have a little of that prejudice against the importer and not di- 
rect all his criticisms toward the manufacturer. What I mean by suf- 
ficient protection is a protection sufficient to equalize the conditions ot 
production between this country and another country, whatever those 
conditions may be, and to compensate in this country for the disad- 
vantage under which the industry is conducted here, whatever that 
disadvantage may be, provided only that there is a fair and reasonable 
opportunity to carry on the business in this country, and that climatic 
and natural conditions are not against us. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Mr, President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Connecticut 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. CARLISLE. For a question only. 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. As I understand the Senator, then, he is not con- 
tending simply for a duty which will compensate, to use a common-ex- 

ression, for the difference between the cost of labor here in the pro- 
Anetion of the article and the cost of labor abroad in the production of 
the same article, but he wauts to equalize all the conditions as to cap- 
ital, natural advantages, and everything else. 

Mr. PLATT. No; I expressly excluded natural advantages. 

Mr. CARLISLE. ‘Then does the Senator expressly confine himself 
= the difference in the cost of labor, which has been claimed hereto- 

ore? 

Mr. PLATT. No, I do not. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is what I supposed. 

Mr. PLATT. As I said, I do not want to go into a discussion of this 
question, I shall do so perhaps before this bill passes, but I think I 
have stated very clearly what I do think the doctrine of protection 
rests on. If our natural conditions here are such that an industry can 
be reasonably pursued in this country without violating climatic or 
natural conditions, I think it ought to have all the protection which is 
9 to enable it to be pursued in this country. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. PLATT. Let me make this statement, because it is a state- 
ment. I think it better that that business shall be conducted in this 
country than in a foreign country. I think it better that the men who 
work in that business shall work in this country rather than in a for- 
eign country. I think it better that the farmer who supplies those men 
should supply them in this country than to attempt tosupply them in 
a foreign country with their agricultural necessaries, I think nation- 
ally, morally, financially, and in every possible view, it is better that 
that industry should be pursued in this country than in a foreign 
country. Ithink it would be calamitous not to afford a protection 
which would enable the industry to live in this country. I think you 
can have no greater calamity for the farmer in this country than a 
closed factory because needed protection is withheld. 

Where is the farmer going to sell his agricultural products except in 
this country? He can not sell them abroad without coming into com- 

tition with the cooly labor of the world. It is nonsense to make the 

er think that he cansell his grain abroad to any great extent. He 
has to come in competition there with India and Russia and the Argen- 
tine Republic, and with cheap labor everywhere, which has brought 
down the price to a point where the raising of agricultural products for 
export is no longer profitable. Where then is he going to sell his prod- 
ucts, his wheat, and his corn, and what they are turned into, unless 
he sells them to men engaged in other occupations in thiscountry? A 
factory closed because protection is withheld means so many fewer men 
to buy é 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President 

Mr. PLATT. Waitonemoment. It means so many fewer men to 
buy the farmers’ products or so many more men going into the produc- 
tion of agricultural products to compete with bim. 

I have been betrayed into making this statement of my idea of the 

und on which protection rests, and I shall not pursue it unless some 
tor tempts me further. 

Mr. PLUMB. I only want to say one word. 

Mr. PLATT. I yielded to the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. PLUMB. I beg pardon. 

Mr. DANIEL. I only wish to ask the Senator a question: why itis 
that the American minister to France is seeking to get France to ad- 
mit our meat products and to repeal her restrictive laws and why it is 
that the American minister to France is trying to indoctrinate the 
French Republic with the views of free trade if there are no markets 
to be found abroad for our products? 

Mr. PLATT. In the first placa, I do not think that the American 
minister has been trying to indoctrinate France into the doctrines of 
free trade, I think the Senator is mistaken about that. As I under- 
stand it, his contention is against the prohibition of American products 


founded upon what he claims is an unjuststatement as to their quality, 
That is what I understand to be the American minister’s contention 
abroad, and not against France putting any tariff upon them if she 
chooses to do so. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then I wish to ask the Senator 

Mr. VEST. Will theSenator from Virginia permit me just a second 
to reply to the statement made by the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. I have Mr, Reid’s statement here somewhere, but it 
amounts to this—I state it from memory, but I think accurately: In 
the first place, he makes the contention that American pork is not un- 
sound and therefore that France ought not to exclude it for sani 
reasons, Then he goes further and undertakes to convince the Fren 
that it is to their interest to admit the pork and not to put an exclusive 
tariff upon it. He puts it upon two grounds, first, that the pork is 
sound and, in the second place, that we can produce it and sell it to 
the French more cheaply aban their own people can produce it. 

Mr. PLATT, If that is true, and I do not recollect the text ot the 
letter, it may be a very good Yankee way of trying to make trade. 

Mr. VEST. That is his contention; it is based upon two grounds. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator from Virginia desire to ask me a 
question? 

Mr. DANIEL. I was going to extend my question a little and ask 
the Senator how it was that the Secretary of State is trying to get 
South America to open her ports to our products and the American 
minister is trying to get France to open her ports to our products, 
when the Republican party on the floor of the Senate, at war with their 
foreign and domestic representatives, urge the country that there is 
nothing in the idea of the foreign market, while their Administration 
is, at least apparently, trying to obtain the trade. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, this Senate is the queerest debating 
body that I ever happened to get into. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I think this is disrespectful to the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. PLATT. One moment. I have the floor. 

Mr. BLAIR. I know; and I call the Senator to order; he ought to 
be elsewhere. 

Mr. PLATT. I have learned this, that whenever a Senator is driv- 
ing home a point which disturbs anybody on either side of the Cham- 
ber who does not agree with him, immediately it is courtesy to stand 
up and ask him some question entirely remote from the point he is 
trying to make, intended to divert the discussion, and extremely dis- 
courteous in him not to listen to that and turn the discussion into an- 
other channel. 5 

Now, I do not propose to be drawn into a discussion of the question 
of reciprocity as to certain articles with foreign countries. I shall be 
very glad to express my opinion upon it when the proper time comes; 
but soe polas I was making is this, and it can not be challenged or de- 
nied: The American farmer has nowhere to sell his wheat outside of 
this country, except in competition with the cheapest labor in the 
world, which has brought down the price of wheat to a point where there 
is no profit in growing it for ex ion; and, thereforeif he is going 
to have a market he has got to have it within our own borders mainly; 
and none of this talk about the tariff having interfered with the profits 
or the prosperity of the farmer will blind him long as to the real truth, 
It is as idle to lay the agricultural depression in this country to the 
protective tariff as it was for Pope Calixtus in the fifteenth century to 
lay the condition of Europe to the comet and to issue, as he is said to 
have done, a bull excommunicating the comet, and to put a new prayer 
into the litany praying the Lord to deliver us from the Turk, the 
comet, and the devil. It is as idle to talk about it as it was the other 
day in China for the soldiers, with the populace, to tear up the rail- 
road because they thought it was the occasion of afreshet in the river, 
the authorities standing by and looking on and seeing it done. 

Mr. President, I was saying before T was diverted that my idea is 
that it is better to afford sufficient protection to an industry in this 
country which could reasonably be profitable here and to give it the 
opportunity to live. That is all we ask in this matter. There are other 
conditions besides labor, though the ad vantage in labor is the great con- 
dition. The proposed increase of duty on this cutlery will not com- 
pensate for the difference between the price of labor in this country and 
the price of labor in Belgium, which is four times greater in this coun- 
try than it is in Belgium. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President 

Mr. PLATT. I wish the Senator would let me state one other idea 
I have in my mind, and then F shall listen to him. I want to say that 
the Democratic party stand committed to all the protection that is 
necessary to equalize the disadvantages which labor suffers under in 
this country; and when they tell the farmer that the protective tariff 
is a thing under which he suffers, I commend to them their own deelara- 
tion, that so far as protection is needed to equalize the cost of labor in 
this country and abroad and to compensate for the disadvantages under 
which labor finds itself in this country, they are for protection. This 
was the resolution on protection to American labor in the national 
Democratic platform of 1888: 


Our established domestic industries and enterprises should not and need not 
be endangered by a reduction and correction of the burdens of taxation. On 
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the contrary, a fair and careful revision of our tax laws, with due allowance for 


the difference between peel pe pr American and 
and encor: every branch of such industries and enterprises by giving them 
assurances of an extended market and steady and continuous operation. 


Directly arene | that protection sufficient to compensate for the 
difference between labor in this country and labor abroad should be 
afforded. Labor in these pocket cutleries averages $2 a day, in this 
country. It is 50 cents a day, and less than 50 cents a day, in that 
country from which this worthless trash is being imposed upon the 
people of this country. I want to do a little sum in arithmetic to 
see how much protection is needed. The Iabor-cost in cutlery in this 
country is affirmed to be 80 per cent. of the whole. Theimportersun- 
dertake to contradict that, and the gentlemen had their books exam- 
ined. An establishment in my city called in the Democratic collector 
of the port of New Haven, the Democratic postmaster of Meriden, and 
the Democratic Representative in the other House of Con and 
asked them as a favor to go through their books and see whether labor 
was 80 per cent. of the cost or not, and they gave a statement which I 

‘have before me and which I will read if my statement is questioned 
that that was correct. 

Now, I want to put a little sum in arithmetic. The labor-costis 80 

r cent, and the labor is $2 a day in this country. Suppose a dozen 
2 cost n dollar, the labor - cost here is 80 percent. That is 80 cents 
that goes to labor in the cost of that dozen knives worth a dollar. How 
is it in Germany? We will say that the materials cost them just the 
same—20 per cent. for materials and other matters —and labor there is 
one-quarter what it is here, 50 cents a day instead of $2. The labor- 
cost there is then 20 cents on this dollar, and the actual cost of the 
knife abroad 40 cents instead of $1. 

Now, can you tell me how much protection would be needed to equal- 
ize the difference between labor in this country paid at $2 a day and 
the labor in Germany or Belgium paid at 50 cents a day? No percent- 
age which has been given on the other side will equalize that differ- 
ence, and we do not expect it will, but we do expect it will make these 

foreign knives cost enough more to the dealer in them so that there will 
not be such an inducement to him to handle them against American 
knives as there is now. That is all we expect. : 

One word more and Iam through, The Senator from Missouri said 
it was claimed that foreign manufacturers put the names of American 
manufacturers on their goods, That is not claimed precisely. If they 
did that they would be liable to the law of trade-marks; it could be 
Kopp Wherever they were sold in the United States they would 
be liable for the infringement of a trade-mark. But this is what they 
do: They put on pocket-knives a name which sounds American and 
which makes the man who buys the knife think the knife was made 
in the United States. I will give an illustration. The pocket-knife 
factory in my city is called the Miller Brothers Cutlery Company. 
Their product is called familiary in the market the Meriden knives. 
The foreign manufacturer does not copy that trade-mark; he does not 
eae on anything which can in law be said to be a simulation of it; but 

e puts on the box in which he sends the knives over here, having 
made them in Germany, ‘‘ Meriden Knife Company's celebrated pocket 
cutlery. Manufactured of best quality steel.“ 

There is no Meriden Knife Company, but when that box goes into 
market and a customer wants to buy an American knife it makes him 
believe that the knife which is in it is an American knife, with the 
good reputation which American knives have, and he will take out his 

iſe and open it and he will find stamped on the blade, ‘‘ Meriden 
Knife Company,” and he will be deceived and deluded into the idea 
that that knife is the knife he wants, made in America, in the United 
States, in Meriden, by the well known kniſe- manufacturers there, 
whose knife he wants to get, when in fact it was made in Germany, 
and when, in fact, I venture to say, without trying the experiment 
upon it [exhibiting], he can take that blade and bend it with his fin- 
gers so that it would be of no earthly use as a knife. 

The American manufacturers do not ask protection enough to com- 
pensate the difference in labor and the difference in the quality and 
cost of these knives, but they do ask enough so that they can have a 
fair chance to go in competition with them in the American market 
with a better knife. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Connecticut proposed a little sum 
in arithmetic just now, and, as this is an educational campaign, I 
think the Senators present might as well exercise themselves a little 
in the ratiocination he proposes. He says that the labor-cost of pro- 
duction in the cutlery business in this country is 80 per cent. of the 
procent I hope if I am stating the terms of his problem erroneously 

will correct me. 

Mr, PLATT. Eighty per cent. of the cost. 
Mr. GRAY. Eighty per cent. of the cost. 
the product, I suppose. That is what I meant, 

Mr. PLATT. Yes. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator said that in Belgium or Germany the 
labor-cost of the product was 20 per cent.; and then he compared this 
20 per cent. ratio of labor in the cost of the product in Germany to the 
80 per cent. in this country, assuming, as it seems to me he has done 
unconsciously, that the unit of value in both cases is the same, and 
that both the 80 per cent. and the 20 per cent. are calculated upon the 
same unit of cost, whereas itis manifestly true, as I think the Senator 

9 


labor, must promote 


He means the cost of 


from Connecticut will admit when he comes to reflect upon it, that 
the 20 percent. of the labor - oost in Europe is estimated upon the cost 
of the product there, and is not 20 per cent. of the cost of the product 
here. The 80 per cent. here is based upon conditions that belong to 
the industry and the cost of labor here, while the 20 per cent, is based 
upon conditions that belong to Germany. Assuming it to be 20 per 
cent., he has confused his problem by confusing these two articles of 
product value, and therefore no good result and no rational answer 
can be given to his problem that will throw any light on the matter 
we are discussing. 

Mr. PLATT, Not at all, Mr. President. I take a dozen knives, 
which I assume cost $1 here, The labor on those was 80 per cent., or 
80 cents; and the other was 20 per cent., or 20 cents—— 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will excuse me, I want to be entirely 
fair, and if Iam wrong I will freely admit it. Imay have misunderstood 
the Senator. He said that the labor-cost in this country was 80 per 
cent. of the cost of the product with labor at $2 a day, but he said in 
Germany the labor was 50 cents a day, which was one-fourth of the 
cost of labor here per diem, and that, therefore, the cost of labor in- 
Germany was only 20 per cent. of the cost of the product there. : 

Mr. PLATT. No, not at all. 

Mr.'GRAY. That is what I understood. Unless I am mistaken, 
that is just what the Senator from Connecticut said, 

Mr. PLATT. No, not at all; that is, I did not intend to say that. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well; the Senator will correct it, then. 

Mr. PLATT. L intended to make this proposition, and I think I did; 
if the Senator will give me his attention: I assume that a dozen of the 
knives cost to produce them in this country $1, and of that cost 80 
cents goes to labor and 20 cents to other things. I assume that that 
same style of knife produced in 88 would cost but 40 cents per 
dozen, because only one-quarter as much would be paid for labor in 
Germany as is paid here. If 80 cents was paid here, 20 cents ony 
would be paid in Germany for the labor to goon the dozen knives. 
agree that the other conditions shall be the same. The labor will be 
20 cents, and the cost in Germany will be 40 cents instead of a dollar 
here, and to equalize those conditions you have got to have a good deal 
more than a hundred per cent. ad valorem duty. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Connecticut has now restated his 
problem and restated it a little more accurately, I think, with all re- 
spect to him. 

Mr. PLATT. It is just as I intended to state it before, and I think 
as I did state it. a 
Mr. GRAY. The Senator stated it first that a given product here 
being worth a dollar the labor was 80 cents, which was 80 per cent. of 
the cost of the product, with labor at $2 per day; but in Germany 
where the labor was 50 cents a day he said that necessarily the labor 
cost then was only 20 per cent., being one-fourth of what it was in 
this country, but 20 per cent. of the same dollar’s cost of product here, 
and therefore he had confused the terms of his problem and had car- 
ried the dollar’s worth of the product from America to Germany, and 
there calculated the per cent., although the cost was upon the Ameri- 
can value of the product here. Now, he says, or assumes (for that 
was the word he used), that the labor-cost of the same product there 

was 40 cents. 

Mr, PLATT. The cost on the same product was 40 cents. 

Mr. GRAY. The whole cost? 

Mr. PLATT. The labor-cost there, of course, would be half of it, if 
you putit in that way. 

Mr. GRAY, Very well, the labor-cost was 40 cents, and what was 
the value of the product? 

Mr. PLATT. Oh, no, the labor cost would be only 20 cents, 

Mr. GRAY. And the value of the product 40 cents? 

Mr, PLATT. Forty cents. 

Mr. GRAY. Exactly; that is what I tried to state; and therefore the 
labor cost was 50 per cent., and not 20 per cent. 

Mr. PLATT. I intended to say 20 cents. ` 

Mr. GRAY. But I think it is very likely the Senator from Connec- 
ticut did not. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not think I said 20 per cent.; I think I said 20 


cents. : 

Mr. GRAY. However, the Senator did make the other day a state- 
ment; but now he states that the value of the product was 40 cents and 
the value of the labor 40 cents, which is 50 per cent. ot the product; and 
he says he assumes that the value of the product is 40 cents FAN poe 
with the American, taking in all the elements of cost; and I should like 
to know what the ground of that assumption is. 

Mr. PLATT. It must beso if the labor only costs a quarter as much 
there as it does here to make the same product. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, Does the Senator assume that high-priced 
American labor is no more efficient than low-priced German labor? 

Mr. PLATT. No; Ido not. Ithink something ought to be allowed 
for that; but, on the other hand, I have not allowed them anything 
for the cheapness of their material, and I have a very wide margin for 
an ad valorem duty over what we have now. 

- Mr, CARLISLE. I want to call the Senator’s attention to the fact 
that in the statement he has just made (which may or may not be very 
material in this discussion) he assumes that the labor-cost in this coun- 
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try is 80 per cent. of the total eost of production, while in Germany he 
assumes that the labor cost is only 50 per cent. of the total cost of pro- 
duction. What authority is there forthat assumption? I understand 
from the statistics which have been furnished us by the Commissioner 
of the Department of Labor and in the arguments in relation to the ar- 
ticles mentioned by him, the percentage of the labor cost abroad is 
about the same as the percentage of the labor cost here; that is to say 
the cost of labor abroad, where wages are lower thau they are here, 
bears about the same relation to the total cost of the product that the 
cost of labor here bears to the total cost of the product. If I am mis- 
taken in that, I should like to be corrected. The Senator has assumed 
a very different state of affairs 

Mr. PLATT. There is just the fallacy of the other side of the Cham- 
ber. You may make the proportion of the labor-cost of an article just 
the same ina foreign country as in this country, and then you can not 
jump from that to the conclusion that there is no protection required 
in this country. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I concede that, 

Mr. PLATT. I have no statistics as to what the labor-cost of cut- 
lery abroad is, 

Mr. CARLISLE, But the Senator’s assumption I think destroys 
the value of the suggestion made by him and the problem he puts to 
the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. Ithink not. I know how they work there. I know 
what pay they get there. I know that we can not, without a high pro- 
tective tariff, contend in this country with the foreign production if the 
amount paid for labor is so low abroad that the article only costs 40 
cents there where it costs a dollar here. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I did not press my inquiry on the 
Senator from Connecticut because it apparently worried him to have 
such questions as were suggested to my mind propounded to him, and 
it was very natural that he should desire to answer them on some other 
day. 

Mr. PLATT. No, I beg the Senator's pardon. I simply declined to 
he drawn aside from the discussion in which I was then engaged intoa 
discussion of the question of reciprocity or trades with other countries, 
to takesomething from them freeand let them take something from us 
free, which I suppose will come up ata later stage of this discussion. 
That was all. 

Mr. DANIEL. I did not like to interrupt the Senator in his re- 
marks, for I know it is sometimes disturbing, even where you may have 
a thorough answer as you conceive, to be broken in when you are upon 
one line of thought. ButIshould like to suggest for the Senator’s con- 
sideration and for all of those who, as it seems to me, argue in a circle 
as he does, the inconsistencies and incongruities and contradictions of 
the positions which they assume. The various schedules of this bill 
seem to be divided into compartments. Oue theory is advocated for 
the purpose of sustaining one schedule, another theory to sustain an- 
other, and there is always a new theory invented whenever the emer- 
gency arises to call for it. 

NO PROTECTION FOR FARMERS AGAINST PAUPER FOREIGN LABOR, 

When it is argued, for the protection of the American manufacturers, 
that it is necessary to put such a high and unreasonable rate as this bill 
in many cases calls for, it is said that you must prevent the competi- 
tion of the foreign and pauper labor of Europe and other countries. 
When the largest class of our industrial population—the farmers—look- 
ing at the question as in that manner stated, reply, Why, we have 
on hand infinitely more than you can consume at home and must find 
a foreign purchaser or have none,’’ they say, ‘‘Oh, no; we will so ar- 
range our tariff schedules that you shall not go out of the country to 
get a customer, because then you would come in competition yourself 
with the foreign and pauper labor of Europe.“ In other words, even 
though the American with his better wages may conceive that he can 
come in competition with unskilled and pauper labor and beat it in 
its own-market, he is to be told that an impediment is to be putin the 
way, because coming in competition with pauper labor is of itself an evil. 
If high-paid labor can not beat poor-paid labor, if skilled labor can 
not beat ignorant labor, then there is nothing in high wages and in 
education. 


THE AMERICAN MINISTER TO FRANCE BEGGING THAT COUNTRY TO OPEN ITS 
MARKETS TO AMERICAN PRODUCTS, 


Mr. President, on yesterday, when the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. Haw Ley] looked over this way, he wanted to know what kind 
of people we were, anyway. While the junior Senator from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. PLATT] was upon his feet I felt like inquiring what sort of 
people they, the Republicans, were, for I can not understand their posi- 
tion, and it shifts so often that when you prepare to meet it in one loca- 
tion it has ſlitted away to another. There has never been inour political 
history as many-headed a party as the Republican party is to-day upon 
this tariff question. It has got an embassador to France who, ns asort of 
missionary to the heathen, is now struggling to indoctrinate the French 
Republic in the ideas of free trade, and is clamoring betore the civilized 
world that France is immensely unjust to the American people because 
it will not admit their meat products to the French market. It mat- 
ters not in what way France has put this impediment, whether by a 
high tariff or whether by pretended sanitary regulations or not, the 
complaint that the American minister addresses to the French Republic 


is that it has closed its markets to our meat products, anil he is at- 
tempting with all the eloquence of his polished and experienced pen to 
show the French Republic that there is great benefit to be derived from 
intercommerce between nations and their reciprocity in trade. 

THESECRETARY OF STATE PLEADING FOR OPENING OF SOUTH AMERICAN MARKETS, 

Then, Mr. President, the Republican party has another great ex- 
ponent of its thonght and principle. Thepremier of the present Ad- 
ministration sees at a glance when he picks up this bill that it does 
not open a foreign market toa single bushel of wheat or a barrel ot pork, 
and at once he turns around to school his Republican brethren who are 
adopting Chinese principles, and says there is immense benefit to be 
derived from foreign commerce and from the reciprocities of nations in 
exchanging articles which they best produce, and pleads with them 
not to let this bill go through, as it stands now, without doing some- 
thing somewhere in it that will open foreign markets to the glutted 
agricultural produce of the United States. 

CONGRESS SURSIDIZING SHIP-OWNERS TO CARRY PRODUCE TO FOREIGN MARKETS 
AND THEN DENOUNCING THOSE MARKETS, 

This bill, howeyer, is not only absolutely inconsistent with what our 
embassadors are teaching in Europe and what the premier of this Ad- 
ministration is attempting to teach his fellows, but it is equally incon- 
sistent and contradictory with the principle of the measures which 
have just emanated from the brains and the pens of its own creators. 

But a week or two ago and we were called on to subsidize ship-owners. 
Ont of the pockets of the producers of the United States are to be 
taken untold millions of money to pour into the ever-ready hand of a 
shipping monopoly which is to rise upon the ocean and which is to 
be paid to carry the old flag with an appropriation.” But the mo- 
ment we turn to this bill and say No give us a chance to get to these 
markets which you are prying open as it were with your Secretary of 
State, with your French minister, and witha hired merchant marine,” 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] gets up and says: Oh, 
no; we do not care anything about these foreign markets, for there our 
agriculture comes in competition with the pauper labor of Europe.” 
Why did not the Senator from Connecticut think abont that before he 
voted to pay ont the people’s money to hire these ships to take it there? 
The money is gone now and we do not want the market that we paid for! 
GREAT BRITAIN OUR GREAT FOREIGN MARKET AND SOUTH AMERICA A POO 

MARKET. 

The Senator from Connecticut does not seem to have read our sta- 
tistical reports. If I were to judge by his speech and not by his well 
known character I should suppose that he was utterly ignorant and 
darkened in his mind as to the condition of our exchanges with for- 
eign nations. Does not the Senator from Connecticut know that Great 
Britain pours annually into this country about $200,000,000 in British 
gold which is chiefly derived from our agricultural produce? Does 
he not know that our exchange with South America, which is the land 
foreshadowed to be cultivated through shipping subsidies in order to 
manufacture an artificial foreign market—that theconsumption of all 
our agricultural produce there is not 5 per cent. of what amounts to the 
balance of trade in our favor with Great Britain? 

Mr. HISCOCK, May Task the Senator from Virginia what is our 
balance of trade? 

Mr. DANIEL. With Great Britain? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DANIEL, I think it is something like $200,000,000 in out 
favor. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator is mistaken, I think. I believe it is 
less than $70,000,000. 

Mr. DANIEL. I could give the Senator the exact figures by a ref- 
erence easily accessible. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I think it proper that in this debate the Senator 
should give what would appear to be somewhere near the amount and 
not overstate it. My recollection is that it was a little less than $70,- 
000,000 the last year. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will answer the Senator in a moment. Be that 
as it may, it is not a matter of a few figures or a few millions one way 
or the other. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is not a few millions, There is a great differ- 


ence. 

Mr. DANIEL. I accept the correctness and pertinence of the Sen- 
ator’s suggestion, but I know our favorable trade balance with Great 
Britain is enormous; that it is an immense factor in American pros- 
perity, and that is the fact which I wish to put before the Senator from 
Connectient, and all of those gentlemen who are attempting to destroy 
this market for American agriculturists; and the necessary and the 
inevitable sequence of their course, logically and politically, I also wish 
to point out. 

Does the Senator from Connecticut [ Mr. PLATT] or theSenator from 
New York or any Senator who stands here to speak against commerce 


and to tell us as the senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] 

told us yesterday, that transportation was an evil that everybody 

should try to get rid of ? 

WILL THE FARMERS EVER SUBMIT TO PAYING BOUNTIES AND GETTING NONE? 
Do they suppose that the greatest body of our workersin the United 

States are forever going to submit to paying bounties to other people 
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who live on them, without asking some bounty for themselves, when 
every statement of your position would lead to the giving of bounties to, 
them as well as to others? 

When you put sugar upon the free-list it is answered upon the other 
side, Well, sugar is a necessity and we can not here produce enough 
sugar for the American people, therefore protection can not work out its 
perfect work in making enough sugar for us, and we will put sugar on the 
free-list.’? We thensay, How is it about cotton?“ Oh, well, cotton 
is not ‘short’ like sugar; it is long; you are already making too much 
cotton for the people of the United States.“ We will not protect sugar 
because there is too little of it, and will not protect cotton because 
there is too much of it! How about hides? If there is not too much 
of them, as there is of cotton, there need not be too little of them, ac- 
cording to your theory, if you would protect the beef-owner as you pro- 
tect others, 

The true reason why you will not protect these interests is because 
the Republican party is at the beck and call of monopoly, and it will 
shift its position not once, not twice, not thrice, but a dozen times in 
one schedule, if only monopoly shakes its finger at it and says, Come 
down.’? You want to fry the fat out of the manufacturers and you 
must put the fat in first in order that you can get it out when you want 
the fry. That is the principle of protection which governs this bill. 
WHY NOT PAY THE FARMER THE DIFFERENCE IN COST OF AMERICAN AND FOR- 

EIGN AGRICULTURAL LABOR? d 

Now, one other question. You tell the American farmer that he 
comes in competition, if he goes abroad, with the pauper labor of 
Europe. You tell the American manufacturer that he will come in 
competition with the pauper labor of Europe if you let foreign manu- 
factures come here. Now, if you are going to give the manufacturer 
a great bounty over and above the difference in the cost of Jabor in 
order to protect him against the pauper labor of Europe, why do you 
not put another bounty in the bill so as to pay the American farmer 
the difference in the cost of his farm produce and the cost of the pauper 
labor of Europe? 

I did not expect that the Senator from Connecticut would answer 
that question. I do not expect that any champion of monopoly who is 
attempting to carry through this bill will answer that question. There 
will be a little sham protection put on wheat and oats and rye, and 
great platitudes will be sung to the American agriculturist, and he 
will keep on paying bounties to others and getting none for himself 
just as long as he is willing to be the hewer of wood and the drawer 
of water. 

OUR TRADE BALANCES WITH ENGLAND VERIFIED. 

Mr. President, the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] asked 
me what was our balance of trade with England. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will say to the Senator that I misunderstood his 
statement. I understood him to make the expression that our foreign 
balance of trade, not with England alone, amounted to so much. 

Mr. DANIEL. I answered in round numbers that according to my 
recollection England was sending to us every year about $2U0,000,000 
in the balance of trade in favor of our country,and the Senator replied 
that he thought it was about seventy millions. Now, sir, I have the 
table which I will read. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator will understand me to state that I 
supposed he, in making his expression, spoke with reference to our for- 
eign balance of trade with all the world. 

Mr. DANIEL. I was speaking of Great Britain only. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I made my reply having misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. DANIEL. Itis aprepos to my remarks that I should furnish 
this statement, and from the statement which I have before me it ap- 
pears that our balance of trade with Great Britain was $204,712, 607 for 
the year 1889, and that the balance of trade has been in our favor ever 
since 1856 with the exception ofone single year, and yet this tremendous 
item, the greatest single fact in the history of the status of our foreign 
commeree, is one that the Republican party entirely ignores in its poli- 
cies and in its treatment of these questions; and whenever allusion is 
made to anything that is English the American eagle is brought ont, 
and the British lion, and the two are pitted inan imaginary fight with 
each other, with of course the results, as usual, in favor of the Ameri- 
can eagle. 

Fere is the table verifying my statement: 


Table showing the value of the exports of merchandise from the United States 
to the United Kingdom and the value of the imports of merchandise into 
the United States from the United Kingdom during each year ending 
June 30 from 1850 to 1889, inclusive. 


Year Exports to the United Kingdom. | Imports 
ended from the Excess of E x ces of 
June | United exports, | imports. 
30— | Domestic. Foreign. Total. Kingdom. 
2 $48, 385, 073 | 271,115 | $70, 636,188 | $74, 632, 158 . . | $3,995 970 
1881 97,959,004 | 2, 887,930 | 100, 848. 934 $8, 097,715 | 
1882 78,675,676 | 2,592,015 | 81, 267, 691 Bits 
1853... 99,872, 415 | 2,797,956 | 102,670, 371 
1854 112,849, 988 | 4,279,588 | 117,129,576 


Table showing the valueof the exports of merchandise from the United States 
to the United Kingdom, ete:—Continued. 


Exports to the United Kingdom. 


1855 .....| $36, 691, 613 S, 043, 241 | 891, 734, 854 8108. 435,710 gr 
1856 .....| 127,039, 659 | 1,160,186 | 128, 199, 121,844,811 | $6,255,434 
1857 .....| 132, 646, 981 | 2,308,535 | 134,955,516 | 126,734, 8, 221, 477 
1858 ......| 121, 417, 055 | 8,042,792 | 129,459, S47 | 88,966,301 | 40,493,546 
1859......) 181,658,531 | 1,466,271 | 133,124,802 | 125,607, 7,517, 764 
1860.....) 166,025, 646 | 2,934,700 | 168,960,346 | 138,495,113 | 30,465, 233 
1861. 106,051, 422 | 3,319, 691 | 108,371, 113 | 104,917,910 | 3.453, 203 
1862,....| 83,227,782 | 2,641,373 | 85,869,155 | 74,759,710 | 11, 109, 445 
1883 . 121, 347, 218 | 7,090,037 | 128, 437,250 | 112,898,201 | 15,689, 049 
1864 „ 92,087,193 | 4,787,248 | 96,874,441 | 142, 204, — AEE 
1565 ......| 89, 295, 877 14. 184, 145 | 103, 480,022 | 85, 182,367 | 18, 297, 655 |.. 
1866 . 253, 644,365. | 3,871,293 | 287,515, 668 275, 85, 240, O18 |.. 
1867 219, 915, 124 | 5,175,100 | 225,090,224 | 172,398,128 | 52,692, 096 
1868... 105,085, 084 | 3,250, 406 | 198,365, 490 -| 132,012,522 | 66, 352, 963 
1869.....| 182, 605,560 | 2,448,125 | 185,063,685 | 158,890,015 | 26, 163, 670 
1870 „ 243, 316, 828 | 4,868, 814 | 248,185, 642 | 152,006,269 | 96, 119,873 
1871 270, 116,075 | 3,086, 465 | 273,202,540 | 220,768,371 | 52,434, 166 |.. 
1872. 261,444, 251 | 4,052,584 | 265,496,835 | 248,772,324 | 16,724,511 
1873.....} 812, 347, 848 | 4,514,026 | $16,861,874 | 237,258,218 | 79,563,656 
1874 „, 341,024, O49 4, 235,535 | 345, 359, 584 | 180,012,813 | 165,316, 771 
1875 . 313,541, $49 | 3,569,293 317. 111. 142 155, 297,449 | 161,813, 198 
1878 331,387, 126 | 4,664,924 | 336,052,050 | 123,373, 281 | 212,678, 769 
1877, S40, 851, 634 4. 109. 421 | 345,961,055 | 113,734, 25S | 232, 226,797 |.. 
1878.....| 333, 606, 911 | 3, $23, 819 | 387, 430,7 107, 290, 677. | 280, 140, 053 
| . 2.342.558 | 348, 828, 108,538, 812 | 210, 289, 627 |. 
— 2. 802, 253 | 453,796, 497 | 210, 613, 694 | 243, 192, 803 |.. 
8 3, 684. 459 481, 135,078 174. 408. 738 306, 641, 340 |.. 
4,009,124 | 48, 347, , 588, 212, 758, 463 |.. 
4,990, 701 | 425,424, 174 | 188,622,619 | 236,801,555 |.. 
32. 717, 159 | 3,521, 227 238, 162, 549,608 | 223, 688,778 
1885 .....| 394, 925,925 | 3,177,278 | 898, 103,203 | 136,701,780 | 261, 401, 423 
1836 .....| 844,927,973 | 3,525,727 | 349,453, 700 | 154,254, 194, 199, 46 
1887 .....| 353, 101, 143 | 3,209,535 $10,679 | 165,067 443 | 201, 243, 236 
1888....,.! 358,238,790 | 3,276,913 | 361,515, 703 | 177,897,975 | 183,617, 728 |... 
1889.....| 379,990, 131 | 2,991,543 | 382,981,674 | 178,269,067 | 204 


S. G. BROCK, Chief of Bureau, 
BUREAU or STATISTICS, TREASURY DEPARTMENT, May 9, 1889. 
AGRICULTURE AND COMMERCE HAVE ACHIEVED THIS RESULT. 
What I wish to point out and emphasize in this statement is that 
our balance of trade with Great Britain is the indication of the great 
conquest of America over Great Britain, and that it is a conquest ef- 
fected not by your subsidized monopolists, but by your plain people who 
toil in the Western corn-fields and wheat-fields and in the cotton and to- 
bacco fieldsoftheSouth. Ifthe American eagle is plumingits wingsover 
that tight little isle’ and if the genius ot America is extracting from 
it $200,000,000 a year of gold, a thankless country is utterly ignoring 
the men who areachieving this thing and is ridiculing and denouncing 
in debate the two instrumentalities, agriculture and commerce, which 
almost alone have done it. 
OUR TRADE WITH LATIN AMERICA. 

How insignificant in comparison is our South American trade, In 

1889 our shipments of breadstuffs to Latin America were as follows: 


Population.| Exports, 


Nie seeentesscascibaiensss 12, 000. 000 $345, H8 
Central America... 2, 800, 000 821, 318 
Colombia...... 8. 900, 000 821,318 
Venezuela. 2. 200, 000 766 
Brazil..... 14, 000, 900 2,812, 281 
Uruguay 600, 000 2, 083 
Ecuador. 1,000, 000 None, 
Argentine Republic 3. 906, 000 Do, 
Bolivia. . 1, 200, 000 Do. 
Chili 2, 500, 000 Do. 
Pa: 250, 000 Do, 
Peru 2, 600, 000 46, 284 
a — 
// han AT I E 46, 980, 000 | 5,136, 


Our shipments of provisions to the same countriesamounted to $2,507,- 
375, making in all $7,643,903, of agricultural produce. . 

At the same time we shipped to them $2,948,149 of refined petro- 
leum, and $5,039,886 of wood and the manufactures thereof, an ag- 
gregate of $8,088, 035, 

NEW ENGLAND NOT AN AGRICULTURAL SECTION, 

I can well understand why the Senator from Connecticut shall at- 
tempt to run down and ridicule the men who cultivate the plantations 
of the South and the farms of the West, but I do not exactly appreciate 
the logic with which he does it. He says that England does not feed 
herself, and therefore he ridicules England because she does not grow 
her own breadsiufis. If you would just rub ont England and substi- 
tute Connecticut in his remarks you would find that his ridicule would 
have abundant occupation if, like charity, it staid at home. The six 
New England States do not produce more than about a million bushels 
of wheat and are not feeding themselves except upon the victimized 
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bodies of the Western and the Southern plantations, and ha fattened 
upon them by getting the cheapest kind of agricultural uce they” 
stand here to make lawsin order to make it cheaper, and then say cheap- 
ness is a poor thing and that they are opposed to all kinds of cheapness 
whatsoever, 


IP HIGH TARIFF. LOWERS MANUFACTURING PRICES, AS CONTENDED, WILL IT 
NO ALSO LOWER AGRICULTURAL PRICES? 


One other suggestion. The great argument which is made here in 
behalf of the tin-plate monopoly that is to be created, of the cotton-tie 
monopoly that is to be created, and of all the tribes of monopolies 
which are being generated in this bill, the pleasing seductive idea with 
which it is attempted to humbug the present generation of Americans 
is that if you will put on these high taxes you will lower the price of 
the manufactured ucts, and that as the result of this protection 
manufactured ? ucts will get cheaper and cheaper. Now, gentle- 
ae eat stand to that theory until you get to the next schedule of 
this bill. 


With a flourish of banners and blow of trumpets, it is announced 
to the American farmer that you propose to protect him in the same 
way that you have been protecting the manufacturer, and you are going 
to have a high tariff on his products, so that even the few grains of for- 

wheat that come here can come no longer, and so that the triv- 

ity of corn and oats and barley and other farm products that come 
here can come no longer. Ifyour theory that these high taxes cheapen 
the manufactured products is true, are you not trying to cheapen the 
agricultural products by applying a schedale to them of which you 
rophesy the same result? It is because you can not hold the same 
ae on any two schedules of this bill; it is because you are all things 
to all men and not much to any man except a monopolist, who is get- 
ting rich and richer every day and being better prepared to return your 
compliments to him by getting up a handsome campaign fund for you. 


WHY NO MILLIONAIRE FARMERS? 


While Senators are explaining, too, the different clauses of this bill, 
will they please in to me another feature in our sociology? If 
they are the friends of agriculture, which constitutes our chief indus- 
trial class, if they have been for the last twenty-five years, during which 
period they have had the sole control and direction of the fiscal affairs 
of the Government, its friends, will they please inform me how it is 
that, while America would be the paradise of agriculture but for the 
oppressions upon the toiling millions engaged in it, none of the mill- 
ionaires and monopolists who have turned up have turned up in that 


line? If their policy has been equal and exact justice to all men, how 


is it that the rich men continuously come to the front with their count- 
less millions in their plethoric purses ont of the other classes, and that 
do not hear of a plantation cotton king, or of a western wheat 
King, or of a western corn king, or of an oat king, or of a tobacco 
king, or of any other kind of a king who has won his kingship by toil, 
but only kingships won out of those classes which you have protected 
in manipulating the articles after labor had parted with them and had 
no longer Cree, to profit by them? 
aie HAWLEY. Will the Senator kindly allow mea single remark 


Mr. DANIEL, Certainly. 

Mr.HAWLEY. Therearevariouscuriousstatistical books to be found 
in the Congressional Library and elsewhere, biographical books and so 
on, Now, I invite the Senator to look a little into that matter which 
he has been talking so confidently about, and I tell him that the men 
who get to be millionaires outside of manufacturing are ten or fifteen 
to one. Where did Vanderbilt ake his money? Where did Jay Gould 
make his money? Notin maiacturing of any kind. 

Mr. DANIEL. Is the Senator through? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I beg pardon. That is enough. I just took that 
point. I want you to get over it. 

Mr. DANIEL. I am perfectly well aware of that, and in my state- 
ment I included it. et the millionaires did not come from those 
classes who were engaged in primary toil, but those who had manipu- 
lated the fruits of toil afterward. Lord Bacon says that the sciences 
dwell sociably together. So do the monopolies. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understood the Senator 

Mr. DANIEL. Let me get through with my sentence, if the Sena- 
tor pleases. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understood the Senator to say that manufactures 
made the millionaires of the country. 

Mr. DANIEL. Largely, but not altogether; they have their allies. 
For instance, they bave the shipping monopoly which you have just 
created to hie to the foreign market which the honorable Senator in- 
formed us yesterday he did not want to go to. Theshipping monopoly 
can get rich, and you have railroad monopolies and bank monopolies. 
Why, sir, this Government has given to the railroads of this country 
many times the whole size of the State of Connecticut in order that we 
might do what the Senator from Connecticut says is a hateful thing to 
be done. Transportation is a very injurious thing, he says; but the 
oe party did not discover that it was very injurious until it 

given empires away to monopoly in order to create it. Having 


f 


created it, it tells the farmer now, when it has given the 8 

und the people's domain to furnish ant, PPO ET that thing of 
transportation is a very poor thing after all, and the real th is to 
stay at home and get rich there. That is the idea, and if they have to 


burn a little corn, why it is perfectl, timate, and nobody complains 
of it who is not burning it! * * 


DIVIDE BOUNTIES WITH THE FARMERS, IF DOUNTY 15 TO BE GIVEN. 


Mr. President, one thing is as clear to my humble comprehension as 
any proposition can be, and that is that the toiling millions of the 
United States who are engaged in agriculture are not going to submit, 
and ought not to submit, to the perpetual paying of rich bounties to 
other people without getting some of the bounties themselves. And I 
shall put the question to yon again and again, as long as I shall have 
the honor to occupy a seat upon this floor, why is it that you get up 
and argue that every American workman ought to bave a bounty in 
the shape of tariff or otherwise to the extent of the difference between 
the American labor and the pauper labor of Europe and yet never once 
propose to apply your principle after you get out of the workshops of 
your own community. 

Why not give these Western corn-burners a little bounty on their 
corn? Why not give to the men of the Dakotas and Nebraska and Iowa 
and Wisconsin 2, 3, 4, 5, or 10 cents bounty per bushel on their pro- 
duction of wheat and corn and other articles, the difference in the 
cost of their labor and the labor of the ryot in India and of the peon 
in Mexico and of the Indian of South America? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLAIR in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Virginia yield to the Senator from Rhode Island ? 

Mr. DANIEL. Oh, yes. 2 

Mr. ALDRICH, That, as I understand and believe, is exactly the 
purpose of a protective tarii, to give to the corn-burners and other agri- 
eultarists of the West a bounty upon their products. 

Mr. DANIEL, Mr. President, that may be the very purpose of this 
bill, but hke other purposes of this bill it gives no indication of its 
existence in the text. 

Mr. HISCOCK. May I ask a single question? Have you ever in- 
vestigated to find out the difference between the rates of wages paid to 
agricultural laborers and the manufacturing operatives in the same 
neighborhood, where they work side by side or within a few miles of 
each other, in any manutacturing State? I will take Iowa, though it 
is not a large mannfacturing State. Are you aware of the difference 
and how slight a difference there is between the wages paid to the ag- 
ricultural laborers and the laborers of the shop? e labor there 
equalizes itself, and the effect of increasing the price of labor in the 
shop is to appreciate it on the farm. Have you ever investigated that 
question? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir. I have investigated those subjects, but I 
do not think it necessary for me to tell the Senate every subject I have 
investigated when I am speaking upon a certain point. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The line of your argument was that there was a 
discrimination in favor of one class as against another in respect of pro- 
tecting labor. The theory of a tariff bill, or the theory of establishing 
manufactures, is that wherever you establish them the result is to ap- 
preciate all forms of labor to the same value so far as wages are con- 
cerned. That is the effect. 

Mr. DANIEL. I understand the various theories 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is the effect. 

Mr. DANIEL. I understand the pretended effect; but I should like 
to suggest a little change in the way of bringing about that effect, 
which, appreciating it as the Senator does, I should look for him to 
jump at, that is te say, if ever those gentlemen of the iar theories 
which he advances follow logie to its legitimate conclusion. The propo- 
sition which the Senator makes is this: That if out of the people's 

directly, as it is proposed to do with respect to sugar, as it was 
done as to shipping lines, and it has been suggested to do to other 
things, you increase the wages of the manufacturing laborer, the wages 
of the man who is upon the ship, and the profits of the owner of the 
shipping lines, you build up industries of one sort or another, and that 
these men who get the money spend it in those communities and by 
so spending it share the benefit with those engaged in other occupa- 
tions. That is the theory, is it not? 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is a part of it. 


SUPPOSE YOU GIVE BOUNTI£ES TO THE FAR). ERS AND THUS BUILD UP A NOME 
MARKET FOR THE MA) UFACTURERS. 


Mr. DANIEL. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] as- 
sents that that is the theory. Well, now I want toshow the honorable 
Senators who assent that that is the theory how they can carry out their 
theory and have a little leit of it. Let us take these bonuses off the 
manufacturers and let us give them to the largest class of our industrial 
people, who have not been getting them, and let the producer of wheat 
get his direct bonus in his hand of 10 cents a bushel; let the producer 
of corn get his bonus in his hand of 10 centsa bushel; let the beef man 
and sheep man have his bonus direct of so much per head for the sheep 
and for beef, and then, gentlemen, you take the indirect benefits of 
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having him spend his money amongst the manufacturers. Why not 
do that? 

I would say, then, with the Senator from New York the th of this 
bounty is that I am going to elevate all the manufacturers to the same 
level upon which I have put the sheep man, the beef man, the wheat 
man, the oat man, and the barley man. Now, why will the Senator 
from New York resist this proffer of Democratic ald to elevate the el 
for which he speaks so ably and so logically? Turn about is fair play,” 
gentlemen, and you have been having the direct bounty all the time 
and telling us that the indirect benefits werea magnificent thing for the 
American agriculturist, Now, they are suffering and you are not suf- 
fering; so give them the direct bounty for alittle while and enjoy your- 
selves in the delights of the indirect. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DANIEL. One moment, if you please. 

You tell us that these agriculturists come in competition with the 
pauper labor of Europe. That is the argument which you have been 
using to get a bounty for yourselves. Now, take our argument and 
give them a little bounty for themselves. 

Now I will hear the Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Do I understand that the Senator from Virginia 
is making a plea in favor of increased duties upon agricultural products? 

Mr. DANIEL. I can not tell how the Senator from Rhode Island 
understands me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What does the Senator mean by bounty? 

Mr. DANIEL. Give to each wheat producer 10 cents a bushel for 
the wheat he produces or 5 cents a bushel. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Does any manufacturer get any such bounty? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir, and much more. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ina direct form? 

Mr. DANIEL. Not in a direct form; but, if you are doing the 
thing indirectly, why not do it directly? A straight lineis the short- 
est between two points. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But there is no analogy in the Senator’s statement. 
The Senator says because we have a protective duty it is therefore a 
bounty to manufacturers. If that is true and he desires to havea 
bounty upon agricultural products, why not follow the same reason- 
ing and give an increased duty to agricultural products? 

Mr. DANIEL. Simply because there are four points to the compass, 
and not one. There is a north, anda south, and an east, and a west, 
and you can not locate manufacturing or agricultural industries at the 
center of gravity. If you have more than you want and want to sell 
without a home market, you must be given a bounty on the ship going 
out. If you like to keep out what is coming in, the bounty must 
work the other way, in the form of duty on thethingcomingin. You 
must lock your gate while the horse is in the stable and not after he 
is out. 

Your protection works in the wrong direction for the agriculturist. 
Would the Senator from Rhode Island pretend that it was protection 
to the American wheat-grower to put a protective tariff on foreign 
wheat when our barns are bursting and we are vainly seeking to get 
out and sell? Does he propose to play upon the American farmer with 
this trick of words, and after he has filled the plates of oie with 
the rich viands of bounty upon which they are fattening and batten- 
ing, bring up the empty plate and say, ‘‘ Here, Mr. Farmer, we will 
give you the same sort of thing?“ 

A REPORT WHICH IS FRAMED SO AS TO FOOL THE FARMERS, 


Mr. President, while I am upon my feet I will give the Senator 
from Connecticut another question to answer. There is no report with 
this bill. The committee which sentit into the Senate has not honored 
the Senate by an explanation of its provisions, I find, however, are- 
port which came along with this bill when it emanated from the House 
of Representatives. Of all the shallow devices to deceive the people, 
I venture to say that the archives of this Government from the time it 
was founded to the present day do not contain a device so shallow and 
preposterous as that which appears in that report. 

We have had various discussions upon the floor of the Senate as to 
what was the matter with American agriculture. That something was 
the matter nobody seemed to question. With the beautiful virgin 
West piastered over with mortgages and the yeomanry of that fair land 
wearing the yokes of 12 per cent. interest to Eastern capital 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator yield to me a moment to allow 
me to say what I think is the matter with the farmers of Virginia ? 

Mr. DANIEL. I shall be very glad to hear it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is that there are too many people engaged in 
farming in proportion tothe few engaged in the development of your 
mines and of your magnificent mineral resources. 

Mr. DANIEL. Now, would the Senator be kind enough to tell me 
what is the matter with those of Connecticut and Pennsylvania ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Nothing is the matter with the farmers of Con- 
necticut and Pennsylvania that I am aware of. 

Mr. HAWLEY. When the Senator from Virginia gets through I 
will show Dim what is the matter with the farms of Connecticut. The 
land is worth jour times as much an acre as Virginia land now, and 
here are the tables. It is worth four times as much. 


Mr. DANIEL. One ata time, Mr. President. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think that is enough. 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir; I have no doubt yon do. I will examine 
the prescriptions of the doctors as they give them. There may be 
nothing the matter with the farmers of Connecticut, and I think one 
reason is that they have been pretty much killed out; they have been 
cured of their disease, and all New England to-day is not producing 
enough wheat to sustain the city of Hartford. You are not an agri- 
cultural community, but because thou art virtuous, shall there be 
no more cakes and ale?“ Are the people who are agriculturists to be 
brought in to make a Connecticut holiday? I do not envy the people 
of Connecticut. Iam glad they are so well off. I wish their lands 
were worth ten-fold what they arenow. But because they are rich 
and prosperous and are holding Western mo and collecting their 
12 per cent. interest, is that any reason why they should not give the 
man who has got the mortgage on his place a chance to earn enough 
to pay it? 

Tak well understand, too, why the Senator from Connecticut, who 
stands as the representative of this capitalistic class which has got its 
golden yoke upon the shoulders of the clod-hoppers, as he would call 
them, does not want to see the agricultural land rise in price, for if 
they can foreclose their mortgages again, as they did when the Repub- 
lican party once contracted the currency, they can buy them up at a 
cheap price, and if they have bought them then they can come out with 
their new evangel of protection to the American farmer. 


ALLEGED CAUSES OF AGRICULTURAL DECLINE, 

Mr. President, I was discussing what has been alleged here as the 
cause of the decline of American agriculture. There is no man who 
will not acknowledge that it has declined. One tells us that it is the 
building of railroads; another tells us that it is the trust and combine; 
another tells us that it is the dealing in options in the gambling-honses 
and stock exchanges of the country. More frequently we hear from 
the other side that it is overproduction. 

Now, gentlemen, so far as wheat and corn are concerned I have the 
mathematical demonstration that it is not overproduction, 

The following table shows the total production, area, and value of the 
wheat crop of the United States from 1880 to 1889, with the average 
value per bushel, yield per acre, and value per acre for each successive 

eur. A 
$ Table showing production, area, eic. 


> Total pro- | Total area | Total value 
Years. duction. of crop. of crop. 
Acres. Bushels, 
87, 986,717 '4, 201, 850 95.1 13.1 $12.48 
37,709,020 | 455, 880, 427 119,3 10,2 12,12 
37,067,194 | 444, 602, 125 88.2 13.6 11.99 
36, 455, 59S | 383, 649, 272 91.0 11.6 10.52 
39, 475, 885 | 33u, 862, 260 64.5 13.0 8.38 
34, 189, 246 | 275,320,390 77.1 10.4 8.05 
80, 806, 184 | 314, 226, 020 68.7 12.4 8.54 
37,641,783 | 310, 612, 960 68.1 12.1 8.2 
87, 336, 138 | 385, 248, 030 92.6 11.1 10.82 
88, 123, 859 | 342,491, 707 69.8 12.9 8. 98 
$72, 701, 619 |3,718,095,041 f.. .. l 
———___—— 


37, 279, 162 | 371, 809, 504 


erage ....... 
Annual ay- | 


erage for 
preceding 
ten years..| 312. 152, 728 | 


25, 187, 414 | 327, 407,258 104.9 


Here the tale is told. 


FIFTY MILLIONS OF PEOPLE PRODUCED MORE WHEAT IN 1880 THAN SIXTY-FIVE 
MILLIONS PRODUCE NOW. 
In 1880 


e had only 50,000,000 of people in the United States; now 
we have 65,000,000. The 50,000,000 of le then produced 498, 549, - 
868 bushels of wheat, or about 10 bushels per capita; whereas now 
65,900,000 of people produce but 490,560,000 bushels of wheat, or 
about 8 bushels per capita. Here, in ten years, there are an increase of 
10,000,000 in population and a decrease of 8,000,000 bushels of wheat 
product. 


NO OVERPRODUCTION OF CORN. 


Neither is it the overproduction of corn. There are not as x 
bushels of corn per man produced to-day in the United States as there 
were ten years ago. ‘There is a decrease in the number of bushels of 
corn per capita, and with all the vast resources of this country, with 
all the fayorable conditions under which man earns his bread in the 
sweat of his brow, your corn production and your wheat production 
have not kept pace with the increase of population. So you can not 
rely upon that figment of your brain upon which to delude these toi 
ot the land. : 

In 1888 the United States produced 1,987,790,000 bushels of corn ` 
worth $677,561,580. In 1889 they produced 2,112,892,000 bushels, 
worth 5597, 918, 829, a loss of over $80,000,000 to our farmers on corn 
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alone. In 1888 corn was worth 34. 1 cents per bushel; in 1889, 28.3, a 
loss of over 5 cents a bushel. 


Population.“ 


Years. Corn crop. per 

pita. | bushel 

Bushels. Cents. 
1,717, 434, 543 34.2 39.6 
1, 194, 916, 000 23.1 63.6 
1, 617, 025, 100 30.3 148.4 
1, 551, 066, 895 23.2 42.4 
1,795, 528, 000 31.8 35.7 
1, 936, 176, 000 33.4 82.8 
A 1, 665, 441, 000 28.1 36.6 
— * 1. 456, 161. 000 23.9 44.4 
i 5 od . 1, 987, 790, 000 81.8 31.1 
eee 64,082,064 | 2,112, 894, 000 33.0 28.3 


* The population is estimated except for 1880, 
MISSTATEMENTS OF THE CAUSE OF TROUBLE. n = 

Mr. President, I have high Republican authority for stating what is 
the trouble. If you will read the report upon which this bill was 
based when it emanated from the committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, you will find that you gentlemen of the Senate differ in 
some degree from the learned doctors who preceded you in compound- 
ing this prescription as a cure. You may be amazed at the statement 
when you see it, but take up the report that came from the commit- 
tee of the House and you will find a startling proposition announced, 
I will read it that I may be sure of quoting it accurately. Here it is: 

A critical examination of the subject will show that agriculture is suffering 
ehiefly from a most damaging foreign competition in our home market. The 
increase in importations of agricultural products since 18% has been enormous, 
mounting from $40,000,000 to more than 5,000,000 in 1889, This is an increase 
of nearly 900 per cent., while the population increased for the same period less 
than 200 per cent. During the past ten years this growth in importationus has 
been most rapid, and has been marked by a significant and corresponding de- 
eline in prices of the home-grown product, (See page Ii of the House report.) 

Let the Senator from Connecticut cross his fingers and he will have 
an emblem before him of the contradiction of positions occupied by 
the advocates of monopoly upon this floor and by those who stood spon- 
sor at the baptism of this great child ot monopoly which you are at- 
tempting here to clothe with the cloak of manhood. Why, sir, instead 
of being overproduction at home that has occasioned the distress of the 
American agriculturist, you have it from those able defenders of the 
faith that it is the importation into our country, and that it is not our 
home product that has exceeded the growth of our population. But 
you have the statement here for you to ponder upon gentlemen, when 
you take their work in your hands and adopt it as your own. that while 
our population has increased 300 per cent. our importation of foreign 
agricultural products has increased 900 cent. 

Mr. President, that isa tale which is told to the American farmer 
in a state paper that is the shibboleth under which the Republican 
party is going forth into the devastated corn-fields and wheat-fields of 
the Western and the Southern country and of all these Middle States, 
and saying to the farmers, “Gentlemen, we know what is the matter 
with you; you are suffering chiefly from the importation into America 
of 900 per cent. increase of agricultural products, amounting to $356,- 
000,000 in 1890, and in order to relieve this ache and pain which has 
given you a sort of social neuralgia or rheumatism, we are going to put 
up a high protective tariff wall and say to these imports, ‘ You shall 
come no longer, ' and then these farmers, who, like Wellington at 
Waterloo, as we have been told, have been standing so firmly against 
the charges of the allied monopolies of the Republican party, will find 
scarcity and happiness together in America. 

BOGUS PARADE OF IMPORTED AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS, 

The truth of the business is that this production of the committee 
to be palmed off upon the ears of the American farmers is as mislead- 
ing a statement as the wit of man could possibly concoct. What do 
you suppose, sir, these $356,000, 000 of agricultural products consist of 
which, pouring into America, have prostrated the American farmer? 
Why, $93,000,000 of the $356,000,000 is sugar and molasses, and in- 
stead of applying to thatitem the principle of protection which you 
2 ie a remedy, you say sugar and molasses go to the free - list, and you 

eoffall duty. Eighty-nine million dollars consists of cocoa, tea, and 
coffee, Theimportation to America of $39,000,000 worth of coffee, tea, 
and cocoa is the great thing that is distressing the American farmer, it 
is said, and you have put them upon the free-list and have had them 
there many, many years. Hides come in as one of these agricultural 
products to the extent, I believe, of some $20,000,000 or $25,000,000, 
and you have placed hides upon the free-list. 

I would like to ask you Senators, and especially the Senator from 
Connecticut, who yesterday wanted to know what manner of men we 
are, to tell us what manner of men you are and what manner of men 
your compatriots are when, through their state papers, they tell the 
American farmer that the chief cause of his suffering is the importa- 
tion of $356,000,000 worth of agricultural products, and that a high 
tariff upon them is the remedy, when you take, in three items, more 
than half of these products and put them upon the free-list, and when 
a large portion of them are articles which we do not produce at all. 


— 


Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to ask the Senator whether it is any- 
body's doctrine that there should be a duty upon coffee, an article we 
do not expect to be able to uce, and whether it is anybody’s doc- 
trine but the free-trader of Great Britain, and he does it because in that 
way he can catch the poor man and the rich man alike and make him 
pay a per capita tax. 

Mr. DANIEL, Oh, let us have a free ballot and a fair count. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is what I say. 

Mr. DANIEL. Do not count coffee and tea, $89,000,000, as the im- 
ports that are ruining the farmer on one page of your political philoso- 
phy and then tell us on the next that nobody wants a duty on it. 
Stand long enough in one place to be counted yourselves [applause in 
the galleries], and do not be running abont making another point when 
your party is in the false pretenses which it has engraved 
upon a state paper and sent forth for the delusion and deceit of the 
American people. 

REPUBLICAN EXPOSURE OF REPUBLICAN PRETENSES FOR FOOLING THE FARM- 


ERS, 

Mr. President, let me read a piece from a Republican paper, and then 
perbaps the Senator from Connecticut can tell us better what sort of 
people those are he is training with. 

Of all the silly things Mr, McKixitey— 

I beg on, sir; I ought not to call the name. 

Mr. ALDRICH, What paper? 

Mr. DANIEL. The Philadelphia Evening Telegraph of April 18, 
I beg to withdraw the name referred to, because I am in earnest in say- 
ing that I do not think the name of a gentleman in one House ought 
ever to be called in the other, and I will say—being allowed the priv- 
ilege—‘* the Republican tariff bill.“ 

Mr. PADDOCK. Say somebody somewhere else.“ 

Mr. DANIEL: 

Of all the silly things Mr. —— has yet done in connection with the tariff ques- 
tion, his report tothe House in favor of the Ways and Means Committee bill is the 
most grotesque. What possible sense is there in trying to fool the farmers of the 
United States by the statement that their industry is being prostrated on ac- 
count of the crowding of American markets with forei, cultural products? 
In order to back up this utterly absurd declaration Mr. —— is driven to quote 
the importations of sugar, tea, coffee, fruits, tobacco, animals, and fibers, the lat- 
ter including wool, hemp, jute, ete. What does the sugar industry in nine-tenths 
of the United States amount to? It is practically unknown in thirty-six of the 
forty-two States. How much tea and coffee are raised in this 8 ? The 
importation of animals, as everybody knows, is chiefly confined to first-class 
breeding-stock brought in by fancy farmers. The carpet men have clearly 
shown that the class of wool most needed in this country is not and can not be 
grown here profitably. 

The next thing I shall expect to hear from the Senator from Con- 
necticut is that the wooden nutmeg is the great agricultural produc- 
tion of the Western farmers Kepin in the gallery], and that unlim- 
ited protection on that would be a panacea for all the ills that agri- 
cultural flesh is heir to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator will please suspend. 
The Chair will admonish the galleries that silence must be preserved. 
The Sergeant-at-Arms will see that this order is complied with. 

Mr. DANIEL: 

The fact of the matter is— 

Continues the Republican editor— 
and no man knows the truth more clearly than Mr. himself—that when 
he puts our total agricultural imports at nearly $356,000,000— 

I do not know that this language is exactly parliamentary— 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think the Senator is under no necessity of refrain- 
ing from saying anything now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator trom Virginia will please 
suspend a moment. The Chair will remind Senators that under the 
rules of the Senate, when a Senator desires to interrupt another he must 
address the Chair and be ized in his right of interruption before 
proceeding. The Chair will further state to the Senator speaking that 
when addressed by the Chair to know if he yields to an interruption 
he should respond. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg the Chair’s pardon, I responded, sir, and 
yielded with pleasure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. DANIEL. I continue the quotation: 
that when he puts our total agricultural imports at nearly $356,000,000 he is 
guilty of the most idiotic deception, 

Idiotie deception’’—that is the language of Republican compli- 
ment, one to another. When the Senator has studied out what sort of 
people the Democrats are, I hope he will explain to us what sort of 


people these are: 


This statement is made for ihe fp han of carrying with it a false impression, 
Until Mr. s report appe: the friends of the so-called * farmers' tariff” 
bill were quite content in speaking of agricultural imports coming into compe- 
tition with American productions in placing the amountin the neighborhood 
of $75,000,000. This, too, is an outside figure, and is at least very largely the re- 
sult of trade with Canada. When this argument was quickly met and demol- 
ished, in these columns and elsewhere, Mr. and his friends shifted their 
ground and made a hold advance that must make them ridiculous in the sight 
of intelligent men everywhere. It being clearly shown that this $75,000,000, 
even if the farmers got the full benefit of it, would be more than swallowed up 
under this tariff bill, in the increased cost of clothing and other necessaries of 
life, it became necessary to swell the figures and to pull the wool, if possible, 
still further over the eyes of the doubting agriculturists. Mr. s report in 
this respect will prove a boomerang of the most destructive sort. 


1890. 
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It does not pay to indulge in this kind of deception at any time, The bill is 


ouse and before the country, and it must stand or fall u its 


COMPLAINTS OF FOREIGN RESTRICTIONS. 


One other item, Mr. President, and then I shall close. There is an 
allusion here in this same report which shows the faint outcropping of the 
free-trade disposition when it turns its face away from the monopolistsof 
America. This same report from which I have read has the following: 
Wich the foreign grain market under the sway of such oppressive competi- 
tion, with the foreign cattleand k market depressed and obstructed by vari- 
ous ruinous measures of restriction, with foreign agricultural products crowd- 
ing our home market, your committee have recommended an increase of rates 
upon agricultural products, 

Here is a complaint of the various restrictions of foreign nations. 
Germeny has got a protective tariff which is denying to you a market 
for your meat. France is cutting off a market forsome portion of this 
agricultural produce. And the Republican party, which the Senator 
from Connecticut describes as standing for something clear-defined and 
distinct, has got its embassadors at the courts of Europe pleading for 
commerce and for trade and attempting to argue into the heads of 
those old dynasties and nations that if they will just let down the wall 
and let us trade a little, what a happy thing it would be for them and 
how happy it would be for us! 

Furthermore, Mr. President, it is a conspicuous and leading fact in 
the present political situation which I do not wonder that the Senator 
from Connecticut does not care now to discuss—— 

Mr. HAWLEY, I should like to know—— 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam speaking of the junior Senator from Connecticut 


now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am not aware of anything that I am not ready 
to discuss any where. 

Mr. DANIEL. I never suspected the Senator of not being willing 
to discuss anything, but I heard him yesterday denounce the commerce 
and transportation idea which his minister is indoctrinating Europe 
with, and I wondered what manner of man he was to be pretending 
to hit at his Democratic brethren on this side of the Chamber when he 
was stabbing his own Administration with sach fell blows. I wonder 
if the Senator has not got an idea of coming back to the Democratic party 
when he hits the Republican Administration over the head with such 
a powerful club as he wielded yesterday. 

Your Secretary of State, however men have differed about him, is 
known to be oneof the most brilliant men in America, and is the man 
of all others who has achieved reputation as a defender of the protect- 
ive tariff. It is no matter of hearsay from committee-rooms, and it is 
no matter of mere rumor on the streets, but it is a fact, that thereis the 
first epistle of James G. Blaine to the people of Connecticut and Maine 
in which he holds up this bill to the denunciation of the American pro- 
ducers and, with a single sentence of light let in upon its darkness, 
utterly exposes the false pretenses of the report which brought it into 
boing and the false theories under which it is attempted to be sup- 
ported. 


LOSS OF OUR FOREIGN MARKETS, 


Eut, Mr. President, to crown all, you need not dispute with the 
House of Representatives as to what is the cause of that decline ot 
American agriculture. You need not call in a dozen different doctors 
from a dozen different directions, to give you a diagnosis. Your own 
Administration has diagnosed it for you, and the Department of Agri- 
culture has told you that the cause does not remain in doubt. It not 
only assigns a cause as its own diagnosis, but it teils you that that cause 
exists without adoubt, and that that cause is the loss of your foreign 
markets. 

Do you know how you have lost them? You have lost them by do- 
ing that thing which your forefathers a hundred years ago complained 
of against the British Crown, the cutting off of our trade with all parts 
ol the world. The magnificent market which we had in Great Britain 
for corn and wheat, which was bringing to this land British wealth 
and which was pouring the gold from the mouth of the British lion at 
the feet of the American eagle, you have cut off. It is you who have 
built up the pauper labor of India by stimulating this production of 
wheat. It is your policy to-day that is building up the Argentine Con- 
federation and making it the rival of our American producers. Your 
protected manufacturers are selling their improved machinery cheaper 
than it can be bought in Dakota and Nebraska. And, to complete the 
work of the devastation, ruin, and impoverishment of the people who 
have given to it its stamina and character from the foundation of this 
Government to the present day, you have now gota bill to hermetically 
seal your ports against foreign trade, to cut off farther those foreign 
markets, and to turn monopoly loose to plunder and fatten upon these 

ucers of onr country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Virginia yield to me a mo- 
ment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia yield 
to the Senator from Rhode Island ? 

Mr. DANIEL, With pleasure. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator be kind enough to tell the Sen- 
ate how we are stimulating the product of wheat in India and the 
Argentine Republic? 5 

Mr. DANIEL. With pleasure. The Republican policy has done it 
in three ways: First, by demonetization of silver; second, by your 
bogas protective tariff; and, third, by making monopolistic tariff duties 
so high that you cut off the competition of ee ae which 
Garfield taught you was a most nnwholesome thing and left the Ameri- 
can farmer to pay higher prices at home, while he could not get the 
high prices abroad to which he was accustomed for his products, 

Mr. HIGGINS rose. 

Mr. DANIEL. In one minute. You built up India because when 
Great Britain could not find the same advantages of reciprocal trade 
with America which she would otherwise have derived, she looked to 
India for cotton and for wheat; and, if you will look at a table which 
I have here, from that record you will find that jast in proportion as 
the American wheat ceased to flow to Great Britain India wheat went 
in in its stead. 

Mr. President, so far as that demonetization of silver is concerned, I 
congratulate the honorable Senator from Rhode Island that, either un- 
der the indoctrination of Democratic speeches or some other thi 
that transpired after he made his own and notable and able s 
upon the currency, he himself became a complete convert, that 
that very distinct measure of currency which he denounced and dis- 
sected in his able speech was the one to which he gave the most cordial 
support before this session was more than three-fourths expended. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from Virginia allow me to ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. DANIEL. In one moment, with pleasure. 

Mr. President, I do not despair of yet seeing the Senator from Rhode 
Island a convert, perhaps, to a little more Democratic doctrine if he 
learns as rapidly as he did recently between the speech he delivered 
against the bill that the Republican party, himself co-operating, passed, 
and the taking of the vote referred to. 7 

Why, Mr. President, that Republican demonetization of silver and 
its stern adherence to the single gold standard for many years was one 
of the causes of the devastation of American agriculture is no Jonger the 
speculative opinion of one man or one party; and that monopoly will 
finally go down before the determined effort of a free people, who know 
their rights and dare maintain them, was never more splendidly illus- 
trated than during this very session of the United States Congress. 

REPUBLICAN LEADERS FALLING INTO DEMOCRATIC NOTIONS, 

Why, Mr. President, a few months ago we saw the distinguished 
leaders of the Republican party upon that side of the Chamber de- 
nouncing silver men in polite and parliamentary phrase as lunatics, 
We had all manner of derision showered upon our heads, and were 
called *‘80-per-cent.-dollar-men,’’ 75- per- cent.-dollar- men,“ and all 
the cheap things which the Senator from Connecticut so much de- 
spises; we were scouted and were condemned by that same coterie who 
are now pleading for monopoly in another form. i 

THE WEST AND THE SOUTH RESCUED SILVER, 

But a few wise and earnest men from the Western country, joined 
with the bulk of the Democratic party who were here their friends and 
allies, stood up just as long as there was any hope; and now these very 
men, including the Senator from Rhode Island, are boasting of that 
which they did, with Democratic coals of fire on their backs, as the 
great financial achievement ofthe Republican party. Iwish you well, 
gentlemen, ofall such achievements. 

And when, a little later, you who stand in the solid phalanx of 
monopoly to-day shall be clamoring for tariff reform with the angry 
voices of your constituents at your backs, we will welcome you once 
more upon the same lines with your Democratic brothers, and you may 
again put their plumes in your hats and boast loudly of the renewed 
achievements of the grand old party of the country. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from Virginia now yield? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I would like the Senator from Virginia to ex- 
plain to the Senate how it is that a protective tariff on wool—I believe 
he referred to that a few moments ago—has had a tendency to develop 
the wool industry in the Argentine Republic. 

Mr. DANIEL. I did not say that it had developed the wool indus- 
try in the Argentine Republic. I said it had developed the wheat in- 
dustry in the Argentine Republic. 

Mr. MITCHELL. How? 

Mr. DANIEL. I will tell how. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understood the Senator to reter to the wool in- 
dustry; he certainly referred to the wool industry. : 

Mr. DANIEL. I did. 3 

Mr. MITCHELL. He spoke of the sham protective tariff on wool. 

Mr. DANIEL. I did. 

Mr. MITCHELL. And referred tothe development of the industries 
of the Argentine Republic in connection with the policy of the Repub- 
lican party of the United States. 

Mr. DANIEL. I did. 

Mr. MITCHELL, That being so, I should like to know how it is 
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that our tariff has had a tendency to develop the wool industry or any 
other industry there. 

Mr. DANIEL. Wheat I said. I will explain to the Senator. 

We imported wool from the Argentine Republic to mix with our 


wools, but your tarift got so high that to a degree it depreciated the 
wool production, and they then turned their lands to wheat-growing. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Why, Mr. President 

Mr, DANIEL, One moment. And that competition which disap- 
peared in one shape appeared in another. ` 

Mr. MITCHELL. Does not the Senator know that the wool in- 
dustry of the Argentine Republic, instead of having been diminished, 
is gradually increasing all the while, and that they have nearly 100,- 
000,000 sheep now in the Argentine Republic, whereas they had but 
30,000,000 a few years ago? 
` Mr. DANIEL, Thatindustry there may still increase, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and be prosperous; and yet when you lose a portion of your wheat 
market and make it less beneficial as a wool market, to that degree you 
give an impulse to the beginning of the building up of that other in- 


Mr. MITCHELL. If there had been no tariff at all on wool, would 
not the market have been still better for the people of the Argentine 
Republic, and would not that have had a tendency to build up a wool 
industry in that Republic? 

Mr. DANIEL. I think it would have been better for all, both for 
America and for the Argentine Republic, as well as for all nations. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It would have been better for them, there is no 
doubt about that. 

Mr, DANIEL, I think better for us also. 

Mr. President, I had not risen for the purpose of speaking upon the 
wool tariff, which has manifold ramifications and would take a long 
argument te expound. But, in my judgment, the wool tariff has been 
2 the people of the United States, and I will briefly explain why 

think so. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

Mr, DANIEL, I yield to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was about to ask the Senator whether, in his 
judgment, the people of the Argentine Confederation are obliged to pay 
the amount of our duty on the wool they sell to us or whether the 
consumers of wool, the manufacturers of our own country, pay the 
duty. 

Mr. DANIEL, I think our people pay the duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then onr tariff does not affect the wool industry 
of the Argentine Confederation one way or the other. 

Mr. DANIEL. It checks importation. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, I would like to ask the Senator another 

mestion. 
8 Mr. DANIEL. The Senator knows as well as I do that it checks 
importation. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would be glad to know why it is that Great Brit- 
ain, that lets all wool come in free, is the smallest purchaser of Argen- 
tine wool of all the European countries. z 

Mr. DANIEL. Because she gets an abundant supply of wool that 
suits her better from other places, no doubt; from Australia and some 
other countries. 

Ihave not gone into the minutie of that, and do not know that I 
could explain to the entire satisfaction of the Senator. But we need 
wools to mix with our wools in order to make perfect fabrics. The 
Senator knows that, and I think he has made some observations in 

years, if I mistake me not, on the wool tariff, very much in the 

ine of thought which I am now less ably presenting. I refer the 

Senator from Iowa of to-day to the Senator from Iowa of yesterday for 

rather more satisfactory explanations than I would like now to under- 
take to consume time to give. 


FOR MEN OR SHEEP? 


One word more, Mr. President, since I haye been interrogated upon 
the wool tariff. There are 44,000,000 sheep in the United States and 
there are 65,000,000 people, Each of those 65,000,000 people wants 
about 10 pounds of wool for his clothing, and the 44,000,000 sheep do 
not produce half enough wool for the 65,000,000 people. Mr. Presi- 
dent, if you could arrange human heads on one side and sheep heads 
on the other side, and if all the sheep’s heads were to vote for high 
wool on sheep’s backs, and all the human heads were to vote for cheap 
wool ou the human hacks, human suffrage would beat sheep suffrage 
by 20,000,000 majority. [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, when I am consulting the interests of animated nat- 
ure I prefer the sentiment of the Roman poet of centuries ago—that 
“Tamaman and am not indifferent to what is human;’’ and I leave 
it to those who think more of sheep to take sides accordingly. 

Why, Mr. President, when you make the simple analysis of this case 
you prove utterly the fallacy, the absurdity of it, and you insult the 
understanding of the human race with the idea that it isa benefit to the 
65,000,000 of people to make them pay high prices for ten pounds of 
wool apiece in order to enbance the price of wool on the backs of 44,- 
000,000 sheep which belong only to some 1,000,000 of people. 

Mr. President, your tariff laws have utterly failed to achieve that 


` 


benefit, éven if it werea benefit. Lookat the State of Vermont, whence 
comes the great champion of the wool tariff, and you will find that the 
number of sheep is decreasing and the value of woolisdecreasing. You 
have not benefited the sheep men and you have extorted doubly out 
of the human men. 

In order to keep up this hopeless protective tariff on wool you have 
got to extort from the great body of the people, to extort from your 
manufacturers, and to make a complicated system of tariff laws which 
keep the commerce and manufactures of the United States in continu- 
ous hot water. Have you ever seen the day when either the manu- 
facturers or the producers were satisfied with the wool tariff? It is ut- 
terly impossible tosatisfy them. If you makeitone thing to-day, they 
want it another thing to-morrow; and it issimply and only a perpetual 
triangular game of battledore and shuttlecock between the people, the 
manufacturers, and the sheep-men. If you puta high tariff on the 
raw-wool products your manufacturer says, Why, here, you have got 
to protect me upon the cloth. 

The woolen manufacturers of Great Britain can draw their wool sup- 
ply from all the quarters of the earth free and can clothe their people 
with the best goods at the cheapest rate. Having put this high tariff 
upon wool, to the crippling of the New England and Middle States 
woolen manufacturers and to the detriment of your carpet industries, 
the men who make those things say, Here, you must now put another 
tarif upon the ready-made clothes and the textiles that produce them 
in order to protect us.“ 

Mr. President, for the sake of the 44,000,000 sheep, owned by about 
1,000,000 men, 65,000,000 people are paying annually for their woolen 
clothes and outfits just about the value of the whole number of sheep in 
the United States. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, yesterday I made some feeble ob- 
servations concerning the curse of labor, and had occasion 
to explain them, and now I must explain them again. When I speak 
of the curse of labor I refer to transportation as one of the curses, the 
particular curse in question. 

Thinking men have been trying by every process imaginable to re- 
duce the quantity of labor to be putin any product. That is legiti- 
mate. That is the work of civilization. The part of labor that in one 
sense is absolutely useless is the lugging of things about from one part 
of the world to another. Now I think I have made that clear so far 
to the Senator from Virginia. I want to make it plain and clear to the 
comprehension of any farmer in the United States. 

Take the case of the farmer who used to carry his wheat 40 miles 
to a grist-mill. The neighbors get together and get up a subscription 
to buy him water-power, and tell him that now he has a protected in- 
terest, having the mill in their particular neighborhood, and instead 
of having to haul their wheat 40 miles to mill they now only have 
to haul 5 miles on the average. That is where transportation was in- 
jurious. That is where transportation was measurably a calamity. 
On the other hand, by not having to carry the wheat 40 miles, if they 
find that they can easily make a great improvement in the roads, by 
runningaround certain hills and getting through certain swamps easily, 
that will be a good thing. 

If I have to transport my products all over the world, I want to carry 
them in the easiest and quickest way possible. But my general prin- 
ciple remains perfectly correct, 

Mr. President, I say that carrying things around is no particular 
blessing of itself; but if you ean get the producer and consumer toler- 
ably close to each other it is a good thing. That is my doctrine, and 
that is one of the things at the bottom of the whole protective policy, 
to bring producer and consumer near together; and then, if you have 
not consumers enough, and you have produced enormously, it is a 
very good way to help the producers to bring in some more consumers, 
That is perfectly clear to the meanest comprehension, and I do not 
think I shall ever explain that again to the Senate if I sit here ten 


ears. 

The Senator from Virginia says that I was inconsistent, that the Re- 
publican party was inconsistent in various ways, by giving large quan- 
tities of public lands to railroad companies—in some way inconsistent, — 
I suppose, because we were helping transportation, and that trans- 
portation was a calamity. But by bringing two places a hundred miles 
apart closer together in time by railroad, so that the products of the 
country could be carried more easily than by carrying them in Con- 
estoga wagons, we were reducing the burden and cost of transportation. 

But we were doing another thing. We were protecting the great 
agricultural interests by practically enormous bounties. By every hun- 
dred miles of railroad that was opene! we opened a wide area of agri- 
cultural land and blessed the people in that way. And we protected 
ourselves in another direction. We enormously increased the value of 
the public lands that we held. There never has been an interest in 
the United States protected as has agriculture, nothing approaching it. 

For a long generation we have given every man a farm who would 
go West and locate, and stay upon a farm of a hundred and sixty acres 
for five years, and he might take out of that period of five years the 
time he had served in the Army. These lands were granted to people 
who had not washed themselves from the voyage coming here, if they 
would only declare that they were going to be American citizens, The 
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people of Virginia had only to leave their pines and go out West and 
get a farm for $15, which was only the amount of the surveyor’s fee, 
and no more, Is not that protecting an interest? 

The tarms in Connecticut, on an average, are worth $50 an acre, If 
a farmer there has a 100-acre farm, that is worth $5,000. But he can 
go West and get a 160-acre farm, as I said, simply by locating upon it 
and paying the surveyor’s fee. Does not that bring up an extraordi- 
nary competition between Connecticut farming and that out West? 
And when you have reduced the cost of transportation from 2 cents 
a mile down to less than half a cent a mile on the products of the 
western farms going eastward, do you suppose that the Connecticut 
farmers can compete with the Western farmers in raising wheat and 
corn and the great staples? Not at all. We have had to turn our in- 
gennity in another direction. But we have been growing, and grow- 
ing, and growing. We have had to find a great and extraordinary 
range ior a small number of people in our State in productive indus- 
tries in order that we might live. 

We furnish a market for some 5,000,000 bushels of wheat, for we eat 

bread made of flour there and live well. We pay for that by our 
manufactures, I do not know of 10 acres of wheat in my State. We 
can not raise it there cheaply. We are furnishing a market, however, 
for the produce of the Western farms. If Connecticut were set down 
between three or four of these great agricultural States, with just the 
roportion of industrial and agricultural classes that she now has, we 
would get all our agricultural products more cheaply than we can at 
present and the producers would get more for them than at present, 
and they would 1 pay less for what we produce in our factories. It 
would be a splendid bargain all around. 

Now, a protective policy tends to develop manufacturing in certain 
sections of these great States, in portions of the great West, and in 
that way truly and beyond all question no class of men in the United 
States have so much to expect from a reasonable, philosophical, and 

tive policy as the Western farmer. 

What is the matter with farming? says the Senator from Virginia. 
I do not think there is anything especially the matter with farming. 
Temporary troubles that come from dronght, the temporary troubles 
that come from the depression of the prices of the great staples, ean be 
cured neither by a protective tariff nor by free trade. Thoseare things 
that affect the whole world; they do not know states; they do not 
know kings; they do not know republics. The great ocean of indus- 
try has its fluctuations. We must all take our chances. I do not 
know that there is anything very serious the matter with agricult- 


ure. 

Men have rushed into it. How they crowded into the Dakotas and 
others of the Western States! Men dropped their professions in the 
East; the doctor, the lawyer, the preacher, the teacher, dropped their 

rofessions and becamefarmers. Isitat all unnatural thatthere should 
something like overproduction there? Is it at all unnatural that 
the market for wheat in that region generally should drop for a time? 

The remedy is not a discouragement of the manufacturing industries, 
because that makes more farmers and still fewer consumers, and ag- 
gravates the very difliculty of which the gentleman complains. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connecticut 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr, HAWLEY. With pleasure. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was going to suggest to the Senator that the line 
of remarks indulged in by him in regard to the depression of the agri- 
cultural interest reminds me of a statement made by his colleague 
yesterday when he was referring to the depression in the cutlery inter- 
est, the manufacture of pocket-knives, I believe, and he proposed as a 
remedy for that a higher protective tariff. Now, if that is good for 
that particular line of industry, it would seem to me that the farmers 
would have just the same rignt to come to the Government and ask 
relief when this temporary depression meets them. Where is the in- 
consistency of it? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I see the point precisely. The Government has 
been exerting all its imaginable power to relieve the agricultural in- 
terest, and there never will be a government on tnis continent that 
will not do it, for agriculture is the controlling and dominating inter- 
est. It is done, as I have shown you, by running great railways to 
that country and opening up empires of fertile lands and inviting agri- 
culture to come in there. The interests of manufactures and of agri- 
culture will sway back and forth, to and fro. No tarif will help that. 

Now, the Senator irom South Carolina is one of the most courteous 
and chivalrous gentlemen in the world, but why did he refer to the 
clod-hoppers, as he would calithem? I never used a ai ng epi- 
thet with reference to the agricultural interests from the time Samuel 
Hawley settled at Stratford, in Connecticut, in the year 1639, to this 
ay Our people have tilled the soil, and no one of them ever went to 
jail and no one of them ever had a mortgage on his farm, to the best 
of my knowledge and belief. 

I am tempted to spend just about five minutes more on this matter, 
not because I intended to attempt to go into any full ment upon 
any one branch of the subject. I understand the object of the gentle- 
men on the other side; it isto aggravate us. [Laughter.] 


Mr. BUTLER. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. HAWLEY. You know we are full of whole volumes of facts. 
You gentlemen on the other side know that we believe from the bot- 
tom of our souls in the truth of our cause. You know we can prove 
it. The gentlemen on the other side do not care for being beaten in 
argument if they can defeat the bill by talking about it until next 
March. 


Now, let us go out to Iowa or Minnesota, or any one of these States, 
and then come back to Pennsylvania, and we shall not consume more 
than five minutes in the journey. Three or four or half a dozen coun- 
ties raise corn and wheat and beef and pork, and nothing else. There 
you meet young men who find no field for their taste. The farmers 
have many idle months. Their surplus products do not go to Europe; 
do not even go down to Connecticut, They are idle le. 

The statistics, if I were to take time to prove it, would show that 
such a country does not produce per capita anything like what it pro- 
duced in a country where there is a mixture of manufacturing and 
other general industries so that the people are more uniformly and 
continuously employed. The statement of that demonstrates itself, 
and the census is loaded with the figures that prove it, Precisely in 
9 to the prevalence of man ing in the United States, in 

tates or counties, is the higher price of farming lands. The more the 
manufacturing in a State, the higher the farmer’s land standsin price, 

It is all tabulated. I have it here, classified by States in four dif- 
ferent groups. I am not going to bother you with statistics, however. 
I know the distaste that gentlemen have to listening to them. The 
percentage in the different classes is 18 and under, 42 and under, 58 
and under, and 77 and under. Here is a small class of mannfactur- 
ing States, from eight to twelve, where agriculture is 18 per cent. or 
less. The lands there are worth $38.65 an acre. The precentage of 
people engaged in agriculture issmall, Thereismuch manufacturing 
there. 


In the next class, where there is a large percentage of agriculture, 
between 18 and 42, the lands drop to $30.55 an acre. The third class 
of States, where the percentage of le engaged in agriculture 
between 42 and 58 per cent., the |: are worth $13.53 per acre. In 
the States, of which there are several, where the percentage runs up 
to 77 and under the lands average $5.18 an acre. 

Mr. GRAY. Will not the Senator from Connecticut, for our learn- 
ing, tell us in which class the States of Vermont and New Hampshire 
are grouped ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, sir. I have gone over the list. I touched on 
Connecticut first because I have a big black mark against that. In 
Connecticut there is 18 per cent. engaged in lture, and the rest 
of us are by no means idle. We have to work in that rocky country, 
and our lands are worth $49.34 an acre. There isa market right close 
by for all that we produce. i 

Mr. BUTLER. My friend will remember, of course, that Connect- 
icut is a very small State and that lands are scarce there. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, yes; it isa small State, but it is pretty well 
settled; I know that. Take a big State and not very well settled, and 
see how that 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from North Carolina is the last man 
to attempt to bring up this subject. : 

Mr. VANCE. wanted to ask the Senator if he had any statistics 
about pauperism in Connecticut. : 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, yes; I have got them pretty near allin the 
library. Weare notashamed. We take good care of our pau 

Mr. BUTLER. Bear in mind another condition, that cheap lands 
are where the people go to buy homes. G 

Mr. HAWLEY. Land that is worth $2 an acre where you can not 
sell your products at all is very costly land; that laud worth $5 an 
acre may be enormously high, while land at $200 an acre or $500 an 
acre, close by a city where you can sell everything you raise, every 
chicken, every egg, and all yourcorn and fruit, is not high-priced land. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, yes; if we had large cities all over the country 
that might be true. 

Mr. WLEY. How can you have profitable agriculture without 
having large cities? 

Now I will turn to Virginia. Virginia has 51 per cent. engaged in 
agriculture. We know she is just learning to manufacture just going 
to school, begging Northern F ssp to come down and open up her 
bountifully rich treasures; and her lands are worth 5810.89 an acre by 
the census. Connecticut lands are worth $49.34, nearly five times as 
much as Virginia lands. Our stony lands, with strips of fertile val- 
leys between, are worth in Connecticut nearly five times as much as in 
Virginia because you can not fire a rifle without danger of hitting some 
manufacturer, and you can not travel 10 miles anywhere without en- 
countering a manufacturing village, little or big. 

Mr. GRAY. Has the Senator forgotten the question I asked him 
awhile ago? 

Mr, HAWLEY. What was it? 

“Mr. GRAY. In which group were the States of Vermont and New 


Hampshire included ? 
Mr. HAWLEY. Now the Senator will be surprised. [Laughter. ] 
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Ihave Vermont and Virginia here together somewhere, and Vermont 
beats Virginia. Here is Vermont with 47 per vent. in agriculture and 
lands worth $22.40 an acre; twice as much asin Virginia, That is up 
in rocky and cold Vermont. Now let us see if I can find New Hamp- 
shire. Yes, here is New Hampshire, with 31 per cent. in agriculture, 
less than Vermont has, because she has some very lively manufactur- 
ing regions, and her lands are worth $20.38, twice as much as Virginia 


Mr.GRAY. Ifit doesnot interrupt the Senator from Connecticut— 
and I do not want to ask him the question if it does—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. You are welcome. 

Mr. GRAY. I would like to ask the Senator from Connecticut why 
itis that as to the State of New Hampshire and the New England 
manufacturing States generally we were entertained yesterday by the 
Senator from New Hampshire with a long list of abandoned farms for 
sale, some fourteen hundred and odd, ranging from 75 acres to 400 
acres, as he told us, I think. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is all a part 

Mr. GRAY. One moment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is all a part of the inevitable. 

Mr. GRAY. Why is it that in that State and in the State of Ver- 
mont, which are both of them included in a manufacturing region, 
Sel arcs in regard to abandoned farms is more rife than anywhere 
else 


Mr. HAWLEY. And atthe same time we manage, in spite of all 
difficulties, to keep our lands more valuable than in States where they 
have no manufactories. Perhaps the Presiding Officer—if he will allow 
me to ask—being a New England neighbor, can give us some informa- 
tion about that, especially at the southern end of his State. At the 
northern end of New Hampshire, up towards Canada, I presume there 
is next to no manufacturing. Is not that so, Mr. President? 

Mr. BLAIR (in the chair). They get rich there from the money 
spent by the summer travelers. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HAWLEY. They get rich there out of the summer travel, but 
there is very little manufacturing. 

Now, I will go back to Iowa, because I started there. I was speak- 
ing of counties that had no manufactures, where they were idle for a 
time, or at least a portion of the people were. There is no chance for 
all kinds of work. But if you go down to the vicinity of Philadelphia 
and seek some of the farm lands around there, you will find that they 
are worth from $50 to $150 and $200 an acre. Why? Because 10 
acres will be enough, perhaps. 

It is not like working in the West, where the husband and the one 
son can only work six months, on the average, during the year; butin 
the vicinity of Philadelphia everything is raised in those fertile gar- 
dens, all the roots, beets, rutabagas, carrots, and so on; and there are 
other things besides those that are raised in the gardens, turkeys and 
chickens, ducks and eggs; every imaginable line of produce is raised 
upon that land and brought down to a great manufacturing city, where 
it finds a ready market. There the feeble man who can not cradle 
grain, the girl or boy who is worth nothing upon the great Western 
farm, every one of the family has something to do, and they are en- 
gaged nearly every month of the year in some profitable work about 
the house. There a little farmof 10 to 50 acres, upon which a family 
of six or eight can practically be all at work, almost the childin arms, 
will be worth $200 an acre. But you go down in the Southern States 
and in some of our Western States, where manufacturing has not yet 
come, and you will find laud worth otherwise four times as much as 
that which will not sell for one-quarter as much. That is all true. 

Now, these gallant, chivalric gentlemen must lug in an old cheap 
joke about the wooden-nutmeg State. Why, Mr. President, I never 
saw but half a dozen wooden nutmegs in my life, and they were cut 
from the wood of the Charter Oak tree, which is one ofour glories. Even 
if we did make wooden nutmegs there was not a fool in New England 
that would buy them; they were sold elsewhere. [Laughter.] Mr. 
President, this is an old story. I suspect these wooden-nutmeg stories 
originated in Virginia or somewhere along down there, because one of 
the citizens bought one of the wooden nutmegs and cracked it and tasted 
it, thinking it was a walnut, and then got mad and charged the wooden 
nutmegs to us. 

But the intimation is that we are false in our goods. That is thought 
to be a joke, you know, to bring down cheap applause from the gallery. 

Mr. FRYE. It was a joke a hundred years ago. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It may have been a joke the first time it was ut- 
tered, but history has no record of that. It is a very old story. The 
wooden nutmeg is a ‘‘chestnut.’’ But the intimation is that we are 
false in our goods. Shall I sit right down here with my colleague and 
in ten minutes give you a long list of manufacturers whose names are 
known in New York, in Chicago, and the Western country, aud who are 
8 to stamp their name and date upon every article eos make, and 

f you make anything like it and attempt to sell it you will be hauled 
into the courts? 

Their honor is just as dear to them as the honor of the knight that 
charged with Charles in England or with Lee in Virginia. They have 
fought for honor. Honor is not found alone among the men who live 
upon the unpaid toil of their fellow-citizens. It is found among the 
men who are proud to be known as the people of Connecticut. : Con- 


necticut was never idle by land or by sea from the time of Hull, who 
commanded the Constitution in the war of 1812, down to the time Ad- 
miral Foote fought in our late war. We sent sailors who fought for 
the flag and we sent soldiers who marched at the tap of the drum. 
She is full of chivalry. The records of adventure are full of tke names 
of her men who have gone from one pole to the other and all around 
the world. She answers to every call. There is no richer field, as the 
annually published records will show, for the development of industry 
in time of of honor and courage in time of war, and none in the 
world can beat it. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam sorry that the Senator from Connecticut thought 
that I meant ee malicious 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not think the Senator meant anything very 
ugly; it was such an old joke. 

Mr. DANIEL. I acknowledge that there was not any wit in it, and 
perhaps I only used it because I wanted to aggravate the Senator, who 
dislikes cheap things so much. 

Mr. President, I will ask permission, if there be no objection, to 
print with my remarks the tables which I referred to. I did not like 
to read the figures. I suppose there will be no objection, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DANIEL. And, further, Mr. President, just a little remark about 
Old Virginia. Our lands are not as high in price as those of Connect- 
icut; and there are very good reasons why they should not be. Two 
armies did not live on Connecticut for four years, did not burn down 
all the timber and in many cases the houses, and leave Connecticut to 
start afresh in life. The figures which the Senator gives are how old? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Of course they are ten years old, but the compari- 
son is just as good; and let me say, since the Senator has kindly asked 
me the question, that these “lisclosures do not apply alone to the South- 
ern States, do not arise there alone; they arise measurably in all States 
where there is no manufacturing. 

Mr. DANIEL. I understand. There is nothing intended as invidi- 
ous in any of our remarks. 

If the Senator will look at the next census, however, I think he will 
find that perhaps the appreciation of population and values in that sec- 
tion has been as great as in many portions of New England. 

We do not beg Northern capital to come down our way, but we 
are exceedingly glad to see it come, and a great deal gladder when the 
Northern man brings it with him, for we find that he makes an excel- 
lent addition to our population, and that the people from New England 
know the very things that fit into our present condition and situation. 

Furthermore, I would say to the Senator that we are very glad, for 
another reason, to see them, for after they have been down there for 
about three or four weeks, they come to be the worst Democrats in the 
community [laughter] and add to the great body of people who do not 
want to pay too much for their whistle. 

Mr. HAWLEY. They are not troubled about paying the debt of 
the State? 

Mr. DANIEL. They are not. 

Mr. HAWLEY, Not seriously troubled. 

Mr. DANIEL. From whom did the Senator get that information? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think there ought to be some ehange in that re- 
spect, judging by the reports concerning the scaling down of the debt. 
I think there ought to be some municipal taxation for debt p 

Mr. DANIEL, When the Republican party can scale a State by cut- 
ting it in two and setting up two States instead of one, is it nota little 
equitable to scale the debt, too? 

And furthermore, if I am not mistaken, the Senator is one of the 
conspicuous members of that organization that insisted here on having 
it done, and sustained in this Senate the man who did it. 


Thou canst not say I did it: never shake 
Thy gory locks at me. 


[Laughter.] 

But, as Nathan said to David, I can say, Thou art the man.“ 

Why, Mr. President, there was a day in the Senate when the whole 
Republican party bere, with all its grand moral ideas, adopted and 
sustained and gave office, power, emolument, and place to the men who 
did what the Senator would reproach me or my State for having acqui- 
esced in. What manner of man is the Senator that he thus turns back 
upon his own work and holds up to public scofling the deeds in which 
if wrong he himself has been particeps eriminis? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Shall I answer that? 

Mr. DANIEL. If it does not aggravate the Senator. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I believe there has never been a time when I did 
not hold that the repudiation of the debt by Virgina was a disgrace, 
I continue to do so; and the Republicans did it and the Democrats 
adopted it. 

Mr. DANIEL. And the Senator continued to uphold the men who 
did it. x 

Mr. HAWLEY. I voted for somebody. We tried for four months 
to makea Virginia Republican, an ex-Confederate soldier, Sergeant-at- 
Arms of the Senate. But I never was identified with those schemes. 
Iam very sorry I voted for him in spite of all that, and I never failed 
to tell him and the others. But it would be instructive to tell the rest 
of the history of that transaction, which was wild. The Democratie 
party, with that unconscious inclination which leads it towards nulli- 
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fication and treason, forbade us for four months to take even a vote 


upon whom we would have for Sergeant-at-Arms. Ku Sherman. 
Ait. DANIEL. But you were so anxious to vote for a man whom | Celia, — ripetia iiag : Stanford, 
you now tell the Senate was disgracing his State that you call it on Gorman, Payne, Biever 

— Harris, tigrew, hees, 
treason Dawes, Hearst, Wolcott. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the Senator will not say I did not venture 
to say disgracing the State, because the Senator himself adopts the old 
rule Riddleberger did. 

Mr. DANIEL. I am answering what you said about him; and 
when you support me I shall look very cautiously to see if I am not 
disgracing my State also. 

Mr. President, the Senator may hate cheap things, but he does not 
hate Cheap John arguments if he can make a fling at a Senator who has 
aggravated him by his questions in the tariff discussion. I have made 
no reflection upon him or upon his people. I have no reasoa to do so. 
But I will say this about Virginia—and I doubt not that in his heart the 
Senator knows it—there is not a people upon God's green earth who 
more keenly feel the obligation of honor, be it pecuniary or otherwise; 
and there is not an American State, North, South, East, or West, that 
in the face of powerful opposition has ever so sternly and so steadily 
maintained the principles which it believed to be right. If it has ac- 
quiesced in the result of frequent decisions in which allied powers of 
different parties were opposed to it, it has but done what is right and 
just and moral and honorable among men to-day in submitting to 
those courts of arbitrament which the constitution of a country has 
appointed to decide. 

am sorry that the Senator should interlard into this debate a thing 
so foreign toit. I am sorry that he should be aggravated by the thrusts 
which have been made at a theory to reply to an neh, aera with an in- 
nuendo against a State. I am sorry also that he should see fit to de- 
nounce a thing which he and his own party persistently did, in order, 
over his own head, to strike momentarily a political opponent; and if 
he would address himself, instead of to these subjects, to nae to 
the great body of the American people how they who are m- 
poverished by his theories can remedy it, I humbly think that the 
Senator would be more profitably employed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. TI appeal to Senators upon both sides of the Cham- 
ber to let a vote be taken upon the pending proposition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 
dered on the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mc- 
PHERSON], is the Senate ready for the question? The Secretary will 
call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PASCO (when Mr. CALt’s name was called). I wish to state 
that my colleague [Mr. CALL] is absent and is paired with the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE]. 3 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MOREILL]. I should vote yea if he 
were here, 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called), Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, I should vote 

‘yea. 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. If he were present, I should 
vote nay. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. KENNA] 
is detained from the Senate by sickness and is paired with the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. Wotcorr]. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I desire to announce that the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. Gorman] is paired with the senior Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Dawes] for the rest of the day. 

Mr, CASEY, My colleague [Mr. Prerce] is necessarily absent and 
is eae with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. 

. TELLER. My colleague [Mr. WoLcott] is detained from the 
Senate by sickness. He is paired with the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. KENNA 6 

Mr. DAN I wish to state that I am paired with the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. - 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 32: as follows: 


So the amendment was rejected. 


out 50 and insert “‘35;’’ so as to 

And in addition thereto on all the above, 35 per cent. ad valorem, 

The duties provided by this paragraph are widely varying. If all 
the knives in the first class were worth 50 cents per dozen, the specific 
duty would be practically 25 percent. Adding to that the 50 per cent. 
ad valorem provided for in the clause which I propose to amend would 
make a duty of 75 cent. But some of the knives in this classifica- 
tion are worth as low, I am told, as 17 cents a dozen. As to those 
the specific duty is about 70 per cent. Adding that to the 50 per cent. 


duty which I propose, which will amount to an average of over 70 per 
cent. on the entire schedule, should be enough, and in saying so I take 
into account the duty now imposed, which is 50 per cent, è 

Every one knows that the specific duty is more certain and is on an 
average larger than what might be called the equivalent ad valorem 
duty, because it is not modified by possible undervaluations. I have 
also been told by a manufacturer, who probably would not want me 
to quote him, that 20 per cent. added to the duty now imposed would 
be sufficient for the product of his factory and would satisfy him. My 
amendment meets that case. 

Now, Mr. President, one word in regard to what the senior Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] said a few moments ago. He said that 
I complained of the manufacturers, and thought I might complain of 
somebody else. I do not know that I have complained of the manu- 


think on the whole we may have a right to complain of them, 

If we think a class of people whom we are benefiting directly by the 
imposition of duties do not properly respond to the obligations of the 
situation, we may reasonably complain of them. We give them duties, 
of course not solely for their benefit or not designed to be primarily 
for their benefit, but they get the first benefit in any event; and what- 
ever the remaining portion of the people of the United States get out 
of it is indirect. The indirect benefit may be as great as the direct 
benefit; in many cases it undoubtedly is. 

I do not except at all to the proposition which the Senator states is 
involved in what would be known as a proper protective policy. In fact 
I stated myself in some remarks I made on the last day of last month, 
in almost the same language, that I favor such an imposition of duties 
upon articles imported into the United States as will equalize the con- 
ditions existing between the manufacturer in this country and his com- 
petitor abroad; and I take into account everything that goes to make 
up that difference, just as the Senator from Connecticut dil 
if there were an ofiset in the shape of greater advantages on account of 
the greater skill of the laborer, or the cheapness of the raw material in 
this country, or anything else of that kind, I should want to take that 
into account also for the purpose of diminishing the rate of duty. 

I have 3 in a measure of the manufacturers of the United 
States, that they did not take possession of the market which we had 
given them when they might readily do so, but have chosen in.a large 
measure to manufacture those articles which brought them the highest 
profit, and have deliberately abandoned to the importer that class of 
articles which they could manufacture with a reasonable profit, and 
have thereby not filled the American market, as they ought to have 
done. I think also they have been lacking in enterprise in regard to 
our foreign markets, and that we may reasonably complain in that re- 


I have before me the report of the Central and South American Com- 
mission appointed by the late President Arthur, and I turn to the 
special report on Guatemala and among other things I find the fol- 
lowing: 

He 


IEA 25 way of an increased trade between G and the United States were: 
2 8 R The lack of knowledge on the part of our merchants and manufac’ of 
Barbour, Coke, | MePherson, Vance, the wants of the market, anda disinclination to comply with them. 
Bate, me: Ln Morgan, Wonks 2. The assiduity with which Eur merchants and manufacturers culti- 
N 5 —— ner, Paddock. Walthall, vate trade, not only here, but in all the Central American States, and the fay- 
rn, 88 Pugh, Wilson of Md. orable terms which they are willing to offer purchasers. 
Blodgett, 3 a, ae The by emi of the roata of abe nied States in packing posas for 
La +, ' Reaga: „ en here, carelessness iz the constant source o and loss 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, to the importer, a fault of which their European rivals are not . 

5 NAYS—32, In one way and another that is repeated in a number of special re- 
Adii, —— os sonn TERN bao ports and is also in the general report. Our people have had so richa 
‘Allison, ee ? MoMillan, OY me market at home, have been so favored in having this rich market, and 
Bisir, Frye, Manderson, Spooner, it having been given to them with such a comparatively lavish hand, 
Cameron, — 1 oaks „ that they have not chosen to extend the trade of the United States out- 
Cullom, Higgins, Plate.” —— side ofits limits to foreign countries, as they might and as I think they 
Davis, Hiscock, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa. would have done if they had been a little less generously protected. 


X— 555 


Mr. PLUMB. I move, in line 16, page 38, paragraph 159, to strike 


makes a duty of 120 per cent. ad valorem. It seems to me that the 


facturers in any sense that might be called offensive to them; but - : 


Of course 
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I have not myself proposed to reduce a single duty so far in the con- 
sideration of this bill below what it is now established by law; but I 


have resisted increases, because I have a general belief that the ‘law as 
it stands at 9 — es 3 enough, although of course admit- 
ting that there may tions; and because I believe that this con- 


dition of things having hen established, whoever sought to changeit, 
upon him was the onus; that when the manufacturer demands more 
than the law gives him—a law framed after a Tariff Commission the 
members of which were all protectionists in the proper sense of the 
term and which, after thorough investigation, recommended substan- 
tially the enactment that is now on the statute-book, known as the tariff 
law of 1883—we might stand upon that unless the manufacturers could 
demonstrate to us that by reason of changed conditions additional duties 
were necessary. If the onus is not upon the manufacturer upon whom 
isit? If the Senator from Connecticut is willing to say that the onus 
is not upon the manufacturers, so faras he is concerned, and thata mere 
suggestion of the manufacturers is enough for him, I beg him to ob- 
serve that when he espouses their cause here and asks that these duties 
be increased, the onus is upon him then. 

Mr. PLATT. I think I have met it. 

Mr. PLUMB.. Very well; the Senator has; that is only in 
response to the demand which I have made that that should be done, 
and in demanding that I can not besaid to be complai of the man- 
ufacturer; but if I do, as I think I do, at least I intend to do, repre- 
sent, , to some extent at least, the consumer, I claim that those 
for whom I thus or assume to speak have a right through me, if 
through nobody else, to demand that if an additional burden is to be 
den upon them it shall be consistent with the public interest and that 

3 shall be made before the additional duties are conceded. 

he Senator spoke about the art with which the importers disguise 
tas foreign goods and deceive the alert American 3 into the 
belief that he is buying an American knife. That not sound very 
well coming to me from the representative of the keenest of all the 
Yankees on this continent, those of Connecticut. But that, Mr. Presi- 
dent, whatever else it may be, is not an argument for the increase of 
duty. That ought to be met by a specific provision here to the effect 
that whoever does commit, by labeling or designation of his goods, a 
3 upon the purchaser shall be prohibited from entering his goods 
at 

Lear pine ETNOS Or vig euler etl ang Ai en the adultera- 
tion of food, the deception to purchasers by labels and ad- 

- vertisements, and so on, and a bill is on our Calendar now proposing 
to enact from the standpoint of the Government of the United States 
something similar in regard to articles of food, If the American man- 
ufacturer of knives is being imposed upon because his more acute ad- 
versary on the other side makes goods in the similitude of those of the 
American manufacturer for the purpose of deceiving, and labels them 
in sucha way that the American purchaser is deluded into buying the 
German knife when he intended to buy the American knife, that 
ought to be met by something more effective, something more just to 
the consumer than the imposition of an additional duty. 

I make the proposition for the modification of the duty as proposed 
bythe committee, believing that it is ample, and AON M not less 
than 10 and in most cases fully 20 per cent. higher than the existing 


du 
; vf Mr. CARLISLE. 7 of having goods 


lishment put upon them, I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Kansas to the sixth section of this bill as reported, on page 137: 
‘That no watches, watch-cases, watch-movements, or of watch-move- 
ments, or any other articles of foreign manufacture w) shall copy or simu- 
Jate the name or trade-mark of any domestic manufacture or manufacturer, 
Bball be admitted to entry at the custom-house of the United States except for 
exportation, unless such domestic manufacturer is the importer ot the same. 

That is to say,all the other er poopie, of the United States are to be pro- 
hibited by the sixth section of this bill from having any articles manu- 
factured abroad and their names or the names of any American estab- 
lishments put upon them except our domestic manufacturers, and they 
may have articles manufactured abroad and have the name put upon 
them to show that they have been manufactured in this country. 

a PLUMB. That is to say, he may not only defraud the Ameri- 

purehaser, but he may defraud himself? 

vie CARLISLE. Tes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. That provision has been on the statute-books since 
1871. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes, but that does not make it right. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, it only makes it worse. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The committee will have some modification to of- 
fer to that section when it is reached. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I have been very much impressed 
with the statement made now the second time by the Senator from 


tcan be made in the manufacturing 
Jee ruackct ta ! apes cee daemennd aden 


allied to them; and the Senator has very justly indeed complained 


that that is a practical frand upon the law. 

Since he made that statement some days ago I have been trying to 
find out, if I could, whether this subject had been inquired into, 
whether any report had been made which would indicate particular 
articles that had been subjected to this kind of treatment, and I have 
not been able to make any discovery about it of any specific fact at all. 
But everybody says (and I suppose there is no gentleman on the com- 
mittee who is prepared now to deny it) that this fraud, for such it is 
in a certain sense, has been committed under several tariff laws, and I 
regret to say that I believe the proposed law we are now considering 
furnishes a number of opportunities for its repetition. 

For instance, take the articles mentioned in paragraph 159, the arti- 
cle of pen-knives, ete., razors, and razor blades, where the differences 
in the articles imported are very slight and where the general rate of 
duty is put at 50 per cent. ad valorem, but where 12 cents a dozen is 
put upon one class, and 50 cents upon another, and $1 a dozen on 
another, and 82 on another, all included, however, in one bracket in 
in this report. It seems to me that an opportunity is here furnished 
to carry out the very evil the Senator from Kansas has several times 
ae to, and I think that the attention of the Senate ought to be 

y drawn to this subject, for the manufacturers as a class in the 
United States certainly have not the right to have duties put up upon 
those classes of goods which they themselves manufacture, and no cor- 
responding increase in the rate of duty upon those goods nearly allied 
to them which they do not happen to manufacture, but which they 
leave open to the importer. 

Here are large importations made into the United States of foreign 
manufactured productions, notwithstanding we have upon the same 
classes of goods what might be considered a prohibitory tariff, or vi 
nearly prohibitory, and the question is, how is it that under the classi- 
fication, for instance, of paragraph 159 there should be very large im- 
portations from foreign countries, notwithstanding the average high 
rate of the tariff upon the w. hole list of articles embraced in that classi- 
fication and inclnded in this report by a bracket? It must be that these 
importations come in precisely in the way the Senator from Kansas has 
indicated, by the American manufacturer seizing upon those particu- 
lar items of protected industry where he can make money and giving 
up the market to the importer as to the others, nevertheless making 
the people of the United States foot the bill. 

Large importations come in here and we are astonished to find that 
that is the case, notwithstanding the high protective tariff that we have, 
notwithstanding the strenuous effort that we are making to shut out 
competition. I suppose it is this factwhich accounts for the other fact 
that is constantly apparent upon the face of this report and upon the 
action taken upon it here in the Senate, where the duty is advanced, as 
is asserted, for the mere purpose or the mere sake of keeping downcom- 
petition, which means, of course, when reduced to its true significa- 
tion, that we are preparinga new market for a new series of manufact- 
urers to come in and take hold of a subject and make money out of it 
that heretofore has been given up freely to the importer. 

Now, there is no use, it seems to me, of our burdening the le of 
the United States by thus creating new industries in the United States 
which our men mae not found sufficiently profitable heretofore to take 
hold of. I think that it is a subject the Senate ought to consider in 

respect of all these schedules. I am told that this fact is more appar- 
ent perhaps in the woolen schedule than in any other. 

I trust that the Senators in charge of this bill on both sides will give 
some attention to this subject and be able to inform the Senate whether 
the opinion stated by the Senator from Kansas is justified by the facta, 
for, if it-is, a great wrong has been perpetrated and is still to be per- 
petrated under this bill. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I want to call attention to one matter 
which has been alluded to in the debate in connection with this sched- 
ule, and that is the manner in which the tariff duty is imposed. It is 
not the ad valorem system or the specific system, but a combination ot 
both, so much ad valorem and then so much c duty, or a com- 
pound duty. As a matter of course the great object of the Senate 
heretofore, I believe on both sides, has been to prevent frauds by un- 
dervaluation, and there was no party alignment in regard to that ques- 
tion.. The customs-administration bill received the support of both 
Demecrats and Republicans. 

It is alleged that, in regard to cutlery, undervaluation is much more 
easily carried out than in regard to other articles of imported merchan- 
dise. Now, let us look fora minute at the modus operandi of the 
tem which is recommended by the Finance Committee. Take, for 
stance, a knife costing abroad 52 cents per dozen. The proposed duty is 
50 cents per dozen and 50 per cent. ad valorem, makinga compound duty 
or an te duty of 76 cents. Now, suppose the importer invoices 
this knife at 50 cents a dozen instead of 52 cents, being 2 cents less 
than the cost, he pays a duty of 12 cents a dozen and 50 per cent. ad 
valorem, or 37 centsinstead 76 cents. My friend from Kentucky [Mr. 
CARLISLE] tells me that the specific duty is four times as great in one 
case as in the other. The dishonest importer by simply lowering 2 
cents upon the cost of the article pays 37 cents, while the honest im- 


porter, putting it at its original cost, pays 76 cents. 
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Now, take another knife in this table, a knife costing $1.54 a dozen. 
The duty is $1 a dozen and 50 percent. ad valorem, or $1.77, 
All the dishonest importer need do is to invoice his knife at $1.50 a 
dozen, or 4 cents less than the actual cost, and gr pays a duty of 50 
cents a dozen and 50 per cent, ad valorem, or a d 
duty instead of $1.77. So you can carry it all through these compound 
duties, and that is the result. It is an invitation to undervaluation; 
it is a temptation which none but a strictly honest man would be able 
to resist. 

Mr. President, the only fair way 8 duty is by ad valorem 
rates, If a specific duty be adopted it most heavily upon the 
cheaper grades and is, therefore, to that extent unjust; butan ad valo- 
rem duty would be an honest, fair imposition, and would operate on 
all importers alike; whereas under the system adopted by the Finance 
Committee we throw open the door and bring about exactly the state 
of things to prevent which we passed the customs-administration bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agering to 

the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

, ‘The amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 
The Chief Clerk read paragraph 160, as follows: 

160, Swords, sword-blades, and side-arms, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I have no amendment to propose 
there, but I simply want to call the attention of Senators and of the 
country, as far as I can, to the fact that the sword-blades, side-arms, 
dirks, and things of that sort we let in at 25 cent. duty, and on 
the trace-chains that pull the plow we charge 43} per cent. duty, which 
is for the encouragement, I suppose, of agriculture ! 

Aies r. BLAIR, Our Southern friends do not complain of that, do 

9 


ey? 
Mr. BUTLER. Yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam astonished at that. I supposed they use the for- 
mer more than they do the latter. 

Mr. BUTLER.. Ah, that is a great mistake, 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 161, as follows: 


161. Table knives, forks, vo and all butchers’, hunting, kitchen, bread, 
butter, bie, fruit, cheese, plumbers’, painters’, Larre Ererig cad knives, 
of all sizes, finished or unfinished,valued at not more than 51 per dozen pieces, 
10 cents per dozen; valued at more than $I and not more than $2, 35 cents per 
dozen; valued at more than $2 and not more than $3, 40 cents per dozen; valued 
at more than $3 and not more than $8, $1 per dozen; valued at more than $8, $2 
per dozen; and in addition upon all the above-named articles 30 per cent. ad 
valorem. All carving and cooks’ knives and forks of all sizes, finished or un- 
finished, valued at not more than $4 per dozen pieces, $1 per dozen; valued at 
more than $4.and not more than $8, & per dozen pieces; valued at more than 
$8 and not more than — — per dozen pieces; valued at more than $12, $5 per 
dozen pieces ; and, in addition upon all the above-named articles, 30 per cent, 
ad valorem. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I move to strike out the paragraph and sub- 
stitute what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. Strike ont the paragraph, being from lines 1 to 
24, inclusive, on page 39, and lines 1 and 2, on page 40, and insert in 
lieu thereof: 


all sizes, finished and unfinished, 39 per cent. ad valorem. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment pro by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, my amendment proposes to 
leave the paragraph exactly where the existing Jaw is. 1 have men- 
tioned all of the different kinds of knives used in ph 161, and 
have stricken out all which relates to the cost and the specific duty to 

levied, and simply made a duty of 35 per cent. ad valorem, exactly 
where the existing law leaves it. 

I wish to call attention to the fact that in the ad valorem column, 
in the total on page 39, they make the existing rate of duty 35 per 
cent., and they carry itout at 35 per cent. in their computation. They 
say in explanation that 

The ange in t! A 
W pet om — his paragraph is made necessary for the reason sug: 

We turn to paragraph 159 and we find that— 


This is a change from ad valorem tospecific rates. This industry is graduall 
being destroyed by undervaluations of foreign importations and 2 
protection. The average of proposed rates 

Say the committee 
is believed to be not greatly in excess of existing ad valorem rates. 


Mr. President, this requires some explanation. A comparison of the 
present ad valorem rates, as stated here by the committee, with the 
real ad valorem rates, as will be found to exist when you come to dis- 
sect the whole paragraph, as it is printed on page 35, shows no increase 
whatever on the existing rates, and yet the rate on some of the knives 
and forks is as high as 80 per cent. and none lower than 40 per cent.; 
and yet the compiler of the comparative statement gives the percent- 
age of the whole paragraph at 35 per cent., while in reality there is not 
8 the whole list that pays less than 40 per cent., and some 
as high as 80. 


* 
; all carving and cooks’ knives and forks of - 


First we take— 
Knives and forks. 


We come now to the next grade: 


Valued at— Duty. 


cent, 
$1.25 per dozen. .... . ee. 58 
$1.50 per dozen — 


$1.75 per dozen........ 
g dozen. 


4 dee 


Valued at 


$5 per dozen .... 50 
$6 per dozen se 47 
per dosen. eee eee esse eee 44 
e per dozen 53} 
10 per dozen 8 


On carving knives and forks the following table is also of impor- 
tance: 
Carving-Kenives and forks. 


Valued at— 


i 
f 


3 


$2 per dozen. 80.00 
$2.50 per dozen 70.00 
d ae 63, 33 

55,00 

70.00 

63.33 

4 55.00 

per doze 63.33 

10 per dozen 60.00 
$U per dozen 57.25 
$12.50 per dozen 70.00 
15 per dozen. 63.00 
per dozen 55. 00 
$24 per dozen 50 80 


You gothrough this whole listand you find here that the average rate 
of duty proposed, as I take it from a paragraph that I find in the report of 
the im rs who appeared before the committee, upon carving knives 
and forks is 67 percent., whileit is carried out here in the computation 
in the table of the committee at 35 percent. I find it to be about the 
same in my computation. In butcher-knives these gentlemen state 
that the average rate of duty is 68 per cent., as against the 35 per cent. 
here given in the computation of the committee, and that nearly agrees 
with my statement, although I will say that thiscomputation made by 
the importers has been made from actual invoices, while mine has been 
— A ag assumed invoices within the range of prices mentioned in 

e 

Mr. VANCE. I wish to ask the Senator from New Jersey, with his 

if the proper discrimination is preserved in this schedule 
against the cheaper articles, i 


_ 
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Mr. MCPHERSON. Of course it is. 

Mr. VANCE. They are taxed higher than the higher-priced articles? 

Mr. MCPHERSON, Most assuredly. 

Mr. VANCE. That is all I wanted to know. Iam satisfied with that 
assurance, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It could not do anything else but happen that 
way. With this high t rate of duty it will be impossible that 
the lower-priced goods shall not represent the highest ad valorem rate. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT. The table which the importers present and which the 
Senator is reading from does not claim that. If he will notice in that 
very table the 14-inch knife, which of course is higher priced than the 
41-inch knife, has a lower per cent. of duty put upon it; while the 
12-inch has a higher one, and the 10-inch knife has a higher one, and 
the 4}-inch knife is at practically the lowest duty. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator will find out if he will look at the 
table, if he has it before him, on page 475 of this report, ‘‘ carving 
knives and forks,” that where a knife costs $1.46 per dozen the pro- 
3 rate of duty under the bill is 99 per cent., and when you get 

wn to where they are $9.73 per dozen the rate of hes 2 is only 61 per 
cent. As I stated before, this computation made by the importers is 
taken from actual invoices at cost. The Senator will observe that in 
my computation I go from $2 to $2.25, $2.50, $3, $3.50, and $4 cost, 
but I do not take the actual invoices, 

Now, I turn to the statement of the importer and here we find in the 
actual invoices a cost of $1.46 per dozen, $2.19 per dozen, $3.65 per 
dozen, $5.11 per dozen, and so on, proving that these were actual in- 
voices from which the computation was made. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, in answer to the inquiry 
of the Senator from Connecticut, he will see that the carving knife and 
fork which costs abroad 51.46 bears under this bill a duty of 99 per 
cent., and the duty on the $15 cost is only 63 per cent. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I stated that, and I have further stated that 
under the computation made by the importers, butcher-knives, in Table 
J,on the seventy-first page of the hearing before the Committee on 
Finance, they state in an explanatory live at the foot of that table that 
bd per cent. will be the average on the articles found there. They de- 

these articles by some commercial designation. For instance, 
there are articles known to the trade as 4}-inch, 5-inch, 6-inch, 64-inch, 
and so on, and they give the rate of duty on those particular knives 
and give the current value. Now, here is the value of a 6-inch knife, 
foreign value $1.22 per dozen, and the duty is 80 per cent. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator permit me right there to state (be- 
cause of course neither he nor the importer desires to carry any false 
impressions about it) that if he will examine the table he will see that 
they have made a mathematical error there? The duty according to 
their own figures is only 703 per cent. or about 71 per cent, instead of 
80. I call attention to it because it is manifestly an error and ought 
not to go out in that way. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I want to say to the Senator from Connecticut 
that I have not verified this statement made by the importers, I did 
not think it necessary to doso; butas I intended to putin the Recorp 
a computation which I have verified, and which I will vouch for, it 
will answer all my purposes. Lask leave to put in the RECORD a table 
in 8 with the statements that I have made touching this par- 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To which the Chair hears no ob- 

ection. 
; Mr. MCPHERSON. The figures do not differ very materially from 
other. 

The table referred to is as follows: 


45 


4 Rates of duty under— 

£ Increased ad 
valorem rate 

i Existing H. R. 9416. from— 


Table-knives, etc. 


10 cents per dozen and 30 per cent.. 
85 cents per dozen aud 30 per cent. 
40 cents per dozen and 30 per cent.. 
$1 per dozen and 30 per cent. 
$2 per dozen and 30 per cent. . .be e. 


161 | 35 p. ct... Carving, ete. 


7c 0 

$2 per dozen and 30 per cent „| 59k to 70 
= per dozen and 30 per cent. ..| 57.25 to 63.33 

per dozen and 30 per cent „50. 80 to 70 


Mr. PLUMB. I wish to move an amendment to the 
roposed by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] 
Feet of tin-plate and to have the amendment as it would 
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amendment to it were adopted printed in this connection in the Rro- 
ORD. : 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be received. 
Mr. CULLOM. Let it be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to Mr. SpooNER’s amend- 
ment the following additi proviso: 


Provided further, That pending said proclamation by the President all iron or 
steel sheets or plates, or rs iron, coated with tin or lead, or with a mixture 
of which these metals or either of them is a component part, by the dipping or 
any other prones; and commercially known as lates, terne-plates, and tag- 
gers tin, ll pay a duty of I cent pound, care in addition there shall be 
paid to the manufacturers of platas terne-plates, and rs tin in the 
United States from the Treasury, out of any money therein not otherwise ap- 

ropriated, a bounty of I cent per pound, under such rules and regulations as the 
‘commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, may prescribe; 


So as to make the amendment proposed by Mr. SPOONER read: 


Provided, That on and after October 1, 1896, tin-plates and terne-plates lighter 
in weight than 63 pounds per hundred square feet shall be admitted free of duty. 
unless it shall be made to appear to the satisfaction of the President (who shal 
thereupon by Jamation make known the fact) that the te quantity of 
such plates! A shes than 63 pounds per hundred square feet produced in theUnited 
States during any of the five years preceding June 30, 1896, has equaled one-third 
the amount of such plates perros and entered for etre during — 
fiseal year after the pasaga of this act, and prior to said October 1. 1896 : Provided, 
That the amount of such plates manufactured into articles exported, and upon 
which adrawback shall be paid, shali not be included in ascertaining the amount 
of such importations: And provided further, That wares tinned in the United 


States, and manufactured from black sheets of said weight made in the United 
States, shall be considered tin-plates produced here within the meanin 54 rey) 
en 


provision : Provided further, That pending said proclamation by the 
ron or steel sheets or plates, or siron, coated with tin or lead, or with a mix- 
ture of which these metals or either of them is a component part, by the dipping 
orany otber and commercially known as tin-plates,terne-plat and? a 
gers tin, shall pay a Auty of 1 cent per pound, and in addition there shall be paid 
to the manufacturers of tin-plates, terne-plates, and t. rs tin in the United 
States from the Treasury, out of any money therein not otherwise appropriated, 
a bounty of 1 cent per pound, under such rules and lations as the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the S tary of the Treas- 
ury, may prescribe. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask that my amendment may be printed in con- 
nection with the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed to be 
offered by the Senator from Kansas to the amendment heretofore of- 
fered by the Senator from Wisconsin will be printed in the RECORD in 
connection therewith, and it will beseparately printed also. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] as a substitute for paragraph 161. 

Mr. PLATT, The manufacturers of table cutlery filed an answer 
to each claim made by the importers, showing, as I think, very de- 
cided error and misapprehension, to say the least, in the statement 
made by the importers. Iam not going through with that; but with 
regard to the particular table which the Senator from New Jersey last 
alluded to, the answer quotes the table (Table J,“ butcher-knives) 
as submitted by the importers, where they say average 68 per cent. 
against 35 per cent. at present; but the principal knife, 6-inch, will 
have to pay 80 per cent. duty;“ and the answer says: 

It is simply astounding that the above should be submitted. 

Note the errors: 

Note arithmetical error in line 4, which should be 71 per cent. instead of 80 
per cent., and which makes average di per cent. instead of 68 per cent. 

This is presuming the duty to be correotly stated. 

But in addition to above error the duty is stated incorrectly. 

Mr. McPHERSON, What is the Senator reading from, may I ask? 

Mr. PLATT. Iam ing from an answer submitted to the Fi- 
nance Committee to this table of the importers, Table J. They say in 
addition: 

The specific duty in the table is the duty originally asked for by the manu: 
facturers, but which the committee reduced on the three lower grades— 

That is, they have taken, not the duty which is in the bill, but the 
duty in the paragraph submitted to the Committee on Ways and Means 
in the House— 
correcting simply errors, assuming the estimate of importations to be torrect, 

The average is 55 instead of 63 per cent. 

The 6-inch is 59 instead of 80 per cent. 

And, furthermore, the table includes only cheap beech-handie butcher-knives, 
and omits entirely the line of higher-priced butcher-knives, which the yery 
party who presented this table imports by the thousands of dozens. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Mr, President, I do not propose to enter at length 
into the discussion of this paragraph, but we have reached a point of 
this bill which aftects every household in the whole country. These 
articles are used in every mansion, cottage, and eabin from one end of 
this land to the other; and we onght not to increase the duties upon 
them unless some good reason can be given for it. 

T have no information on the subject as to what the present profits 
of the manufacturers of these articles are upon their sales made in this 
country; but I do know that they are able to export them and sell 
them abrbad in competition with like wares made elsewhere, and Tbe- 
lieve, and think it can be established, that they are selling them 
abroad cheaper than they are selling them at home; that under the 
protection afforded them by the present rate of duty, 35 per cent. ad 
valo they are able to sell to their own fellow-citizens in the United 
States at a higher price, and do sell them at a higher price, than they 
sell to foreigners, 
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I have here the Illustrated Australasian and South American, de- 
voted to the extension of commerce between the United States and- 
Canada and Australasia, South America, South Africa, Mexico, India, 
China, and Japan, and on page 17 of this edition, which is is May 1, 
1890. I find the advertisement of the Northampton Cutlery Company, 
which I believeisoneof the largest cutlery establishments in the United 
States, with illustrations of their goods and the prices at which they 
propose to sell them for export. I furnished this paper to an expert, 
a dealer in these articles, and asked him to take these prices and com- 
pare them with the prices at which these articles are sold here to our 
own people. 

He procured through a friend from the Northampton Cutlery Com- 

y their own price-list for the home market and the catalogue which 
Tbold i in my hand, and which the Senator is at liberty to examine 
[handing the paper to Mr. PLATT], and made the comparison which I 
have here, and to which I call the attention of the Senate, remarking, 
in the first place, however, that there is a discount of 4 per cent. from 
these prices, both at home and abroad, so that that makes no difference 
when we come to compare them, there being exactly the same discount 
in each case. 
` These knives are known to the trade by their numbers and by the 
character of the handles which they have upon them, bone, ebony, 
iron, ete. No. 942, which the Senator from Connecticut will find on 

that list, is advertised to be sold abroad for $14 per gross. It is sold 
here at $16 per gross, less 4 per cent. discount in each case, making a 
difference of 15 per cent. against the American purchaser and in favor 
of the foreigner. No. 742, which the Senator will find on the list, is 
aoa abroad at $14.50 per gross and here at $17 per gross, a diference 
at r cent. No. 542, which the Senator will also find there, is sold 
at $19 per gross and here for $22 per gross, being a difference of 

15 per cent. 

I will not consume the time of the Senate in reading all these items 
but will take a few only for illustration. I desire to say once for all 
that all these numbers are contained in this price-list and illustrations 
of the wares are given in the catalogue. No. 802 is sold abroad for $4 
per gross and here for $4.50, a difference of 12 per cent. No. 402 is 
sold abroad for $5.75 per gross and here at home for $6.75 per 3 a 
difference of 18 per cent. No. 802 C is sold abroad for $4.50 per gross 
and here for $5.25, a difference of 17 percent. No. 402 C is sold abroad 
for $6.25 per gross and for 87. 25 here, a difference of 16 per cent., and 
80 on all through the list of these artieles. 

That price- list came directly from the company, accompanied by a 
letter which I have here upon my desk, showing a difference between 
the price at which they sell these articles to their own fellow-citizens 
and the price at which they sell them abroad, ranging from 10 to 20 
and 25 per cent. I believe as high as that in some cases. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish simply to supplement what the Senator 
is saying by asking him a question, if he knows anything about the 
fact, which is alleged to be a fact, that nobody could get these prices 
from the home producers of the articles unless he is known to be en- 
gaged in the foreign trade; that no member of this Senate can go to 
that producer of these knivesand get an option upon a certain number 
of knives for a foreign market, unless he is known personally or vouched 
for by somebody who was known, before the price-list would be given 
him, so secret are they keeping it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iam not advised upon that subject, and of course 
Iam not prepared to make any statement about it. When we come 
to butcher-knives, No. 890, the knives being known to the trade as I 
stated, by their number, we find that the home price upon one size, 
one length of blade (it is not necessary for me to read the various 
lengths), is $1.20, and for export $1, a difference of 20 per cent., and 
running up to another size where the home price is $4.25 and the price 
for export is $2.80, or a difference of 52 per cent. in favor of the for- 
eign purchaser against the American purchaser. In No. 955 the dis- 
crimination against the domestic purchaser and in favor of the foreign 
one ranges from 30 per cent. up to 70 percent. in one case, 58 per cent. 
in another, 53 in another, 55 in another, 41 in another, 38 in another, 
etc. 

Mr. President, as I said, without having any knowledge upon the 
subject as to what profits these gentlemen are making upon theirsales 
to our own people, I think it is a fair conclusion that if they can ship 
these goods abroad and sell them at the prices advertised in this paper 
they do not need any additional protection to say the least, and might, 
for the benefit of the American consumer, submit to at least a reason- 
able reduction in the rates of duty. 

Ifthere be no objection, Mr. President, I will ask to have these 
tables, although they are somewhat long, printed in the RECORD, so 
that not only Senators, but other gentlemen outside who feel interested 
in this subject and who may desire to examine them and controvert 
them may have an opportunity to do so, because if these statements 
are not true I want the facts to be known. All we want here, or at 
least all we want in the discussion of this question, is the actual facts 
as they exist; and when the Congress of the United States is called 
upon to legislate concerning a private business of the people I insist 
that we have a right to know what the condition of that private busi- 
ness is; and that no man has a right to screen himself from investiga- 


tion when he comes here and asks an increase in 5 
saying this is a private matter and relates to my private affairs. 


he asks us to legislate for the purpose of increasing his private profits, 
we have a tto know what his private profits now are re we 
comply with his demands. I will send these tables to the desk and 


ask that they be printed in the RECORD. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 

printing of the tables in the RECORD. x 
The tables referred to are as follows: 


Comparison of home and export prices of Northampton Cutlery Company 
(see the Australasian, May 1, 1890, page 17). 


[Both home and rg ti prices are subject to cash discount of 4 percent. This 
is not 9 in following calculation, as it does not affect the com- 


TABLE-KNIVES. 


No. ola No. 742. No. 542, 


Home price. .. . 4e per gross. 
Export pee do. 


Home price higher than export prioe“ per cent. 


FF ( KTK per gross. 84.50 $6. 

rr ses scccncces ct casrensebbaces OO isvese 4.00 5. 

Homepricebigherthanexportprice’.perct.| 12 12 | 
“Average, 16 per cent. 


| 
| 


Fors ne pride; pes 
Export price, per 
gross. 


$9.25 
7.50 


$10.25 | $11.75 
8.50 


10.00 


— Q L 


Home price higher 


than export price, 
per cent. . 
Average, 231 per cent. 
Home pries eee eee per gross... 
Dr csosesasosktáad do. 


Home price higher than export price“ . .. per cent... 


*Average, 14f per cent. 


Home price, per 


Home price higher 
than export price, 
per cent.“ . . . 


Home price... — — Sepper gross... 
Export price... ENEE EREA AA do. 


Home price higher than export“ 


per cent... 


*Average 17 per cent, 
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OMO pries. ee eee ee cnsres dozen 180 3.00 
. eee eee eee d. 1.50 2.75 
I 
Home price higher than export. ... per cent... 20 | 9 
BUTCHER-KNIVES, 
No. 013. 

inch. 5-inch. 7-ineh. 
e price ........-...per dozen...) $1.45 $2.40 
—.— price ROPRET —.— 1.10 1.80 

Home price higher than export, 
per cent*...... ene 33 


Finch. | 9-inch. 10-inch. I- inch. IL inch. 


Home price 


Home price higher than export, per 
dent. —— anageceaness sstees 


— — wee: 


“Average, il per cent. 
No. 890, 


Home price higher than ex- 
port“ . . . . .., per cent. 


17 
25 
besse 80 
40 52 


9-inch, I0-inch. 
$3.25 | H. 
2.35 2, 
* Average, 32 per cent. 
No, 955. 


Home price higher than ex- j 
port“... . . per CENT.. 


Average, 46 per cent. 


Mr. PLATT. To show that there is not a great deal of this busi- 
ness done, it may be well to refer to the amount of cutlery that has been 
exported from the United States during the past fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1890. The entire exportation of cutlery of all kinds was 
$102,851, and no more. For the year previous it was practically the 
same, $102,252. That includes, I suppose, axes and edged tools, which 
it is known we export in considerable quantities, the Collins Company 
having established such a reputation for their axes and edged tools as 
that they have quite a market abroad for them. So the whole expor- 
tation of cutlery, including, as I suppose, edged tools, has been only a 
trifle over $100,000 in the past year. That answers the suggestion that 
the manufacturers here were able to export cutlery to a considerable 
extent. 

Now, it is impossible for me to answer on the moment the statements 
made by the Senator from Kentucky with reference to the discounts 
allowed by this concern in Massachusetts, which I know nothing about, 
to foreign purchasers; but I submit that it is simply ridiculous to say 
that they propose to sell to a foreigner at one- what they actually 


sell to Americans for. I think that statement refutes itself, and that 
nobody will doubt that there is some mistake either about the foreign 
price or the price in the United States, 

I know that very many of these cases where it is said that American 
goods have been advertised to foreign customers at cheaper rates than 
they were advertised to American customers have come about in this 
way, that the American manufacturer or American dealer has a price- 
list, and from that price-list he makes certain discounts to wholesale 
dealers, and ind very often to smaller dealers, so that large pur- 
chasers like the Simmons Hardware Company in St. Louis, and Hib- 
bard, Spencer & Co. in Chicago, get a considerable discount upon their 
large purchases over what small dealers do. That is a part of trade 
every where. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me just there? 

Mr. PLATT. Allow me just to finish the ideas I have in my mind. 
I know that is the custom with regard to a good many articles and 
with regard to some cutlery establishments. 

Mr. VEST. “Mr. President, I have in my hand The Engineering and 
Mining Journal with the following statement : 

NEW YORK PRICES-CURRENT. 
May 3, 1800.— Discounts are for export only. 

Discounts are not to the American purchaser, hut for export only.“ 
Then follow all these different articles, In connection with what 
Just been said by the Senator about axes, here is the Collins ax, with 
the price to the American purchaser and with the discount to the for- 
eign purchaser. Here is the statement: 


In the interest of the extension of the markets for American manufactures The 
Engineering and Mining Journal has secured the services of gentlemen thor- 
oughly acquainted with the export trade and with foreign markets, and it of- 
fers its services to foreign buyers who may desire information concerning any 
article whatever of American manufacture. No charge will be made for these 
services, either directly or indirectly through commissions on goods purchased. 
The proprietors of The Engineering and Mining Journal are neither commission 
merchants nor exporters, but they have many sources of information, both at 
home and in foreign countries, and place these at the service of manufacturers 
and exporters and of importers and consumers in other countries, 


Here are photographs of the Collins ax, of the adze, of the shin = 
hatchet, and a number of other articles of that kind, together wi 
butcher-knives, table-cutlery, spoons, bellows, claw-hatchets, etc. 

Mr. PLATT. Who puts out that advertisement? 

Mr. VEST. Who puts it out? 

x = PLATT. Who is responsible for it, the manufacturer or the 
ealer? 

Mr. VEST. Isuppose the manufacturer. I do not take it that these 
people are doing this for love, for nothing. Here is a reputable paper, 
as reputable as there isin the United States, the Engineeringand Min- 
ing Journal. I have got two more papers here. Here is a copy of the 
American Mail, a journal containing the American prices, together with 
photographs of the identical articles, agricultural implements and three 
hundred and fifty-odd other articles, together with the foreign edition 
of the same paper, published in Spanish, which I got in Buenos Ayres, 
and they are identical—the same numbers, the same photographs—with 
discounts of from 25 to 75 per cent. in favor of the foreign purchaser. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr, President, I will proceed now with the statement 
I was about to make. It is a well known habit of the trade in all ar- 
ticles to have a list price from which discounts are made to customers. 
I know manufacturers who have list prices from which they make 20, 
80, 40, or 50 per cent. discount, and sometimes even greater. They rep- 
resent what the prices were once, and the discount represents the prices 
to which the article have fallen, but the list price has been continued 
the same. 

Mr. VEST. That will not do. These are of the same date. 

Mr. PLATT. That is a habit well known and well understood in 
the trade. I do not say that it accounts for the advertisements that 
occur in these papers, because I do not know anything about them. I 
have never yet in any of these papers found such an advertisement 
which had a responsible name attached to it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Is not the Northampton Cutlery Company a re- 
sponsible institution? 

Mr. PLATT. I have not seen that statement, but the papers which 
I have seen have been the prices at which the papers stated these ar- 
ticles could be sold to foreigners. I understand the advertisement of 
the Northampton Cutlery Company does not speak of discounts to for- 
eign purchasers, but that is gathered by getting the American price. I 
only know that I have seen the statement made that this discount was 
given to foreign purchasers of articles manufactured by different manu- 
facturers with whom I was acquainted, and I sent to them and asked 
them whether they had authorized any such advertisement or made any 
such difference in prices to foreign and American purchasers, and in 
every instance where I inquired they said that they knew nothing about 
this advertisement, stating that the prices at which the goods were of- 
fered to foreigners were higher than those at which they were sold to 
large wholesale dealers in the United States. I simply know that as 
to the manufacturers of whom I have inquired I have received that an- 
swer. 

With regard to the price of table-knives to the consumer, knives 
that are used by the masses of the people, well known in trade as No. 
1878, wood handles, and No. 900, iron handles,“ the price per gross in 
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1872 was $9.75, in 1880 it was $6.32, and in 1890, $4.34 per gross. 
These are the common knives, the cheap knives, such as are used by 
the masses of the people, and there was a fall of morethan 50 per cent. 
in the price of those articles made by American manufacturers since 
1872, or, if you take it the other way, the price in 1872 was more than 
100 per cent. higher than is the present price. 
I have heard a great deal of this talk about discounts made to foreign 
urchasers. So far as cutlery is concerned, the cutlery establishments 
Baws only managed to sell abroad $102,000 worth, and that includes 
axes and edge-tools. What the secret is of these offers abroad I do not 
know, but I know that we were just told by one of the Senators, the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], that the American manufacturer 
ought tostruggle for the foreign trade, and then we are told if he offers 
to sell to the foreigner any cheaper than he does to the American he 
is doing a very wicked thing. 

It may be possible that, for the purpose of carrying out the advice 
ol che Senator from Kansas and acting upon the theory which has been 
so often acted upon by foreign manufacturers, the American manutact- 
urers have in some instances offered to sell their goods in foreign mar- 
kets below cost. But I submit that any statement which pretends to 
show that any American manufacturer offers to sell in a foreign mar- 
ket 50 per cent. less than he would sell the same goods in an Ameri- 
can market must have something behind it which, if known, would be 
a full explanation. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish toask the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CAR- 
LISLE] a question. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT] to a statement which he has just made that in 
1872 the prices of cutlery were more than 100 per cent. greater than at 
the present time. I have here the letter from Governor Goodell, the 
governor of our State, and a practical manufacturer, which I read yes- 
terday, and in which he says: 

In 1872, when [commenced the manufacture of cutlery, the prices were just 
about two uud one-half times what they are to-day. 


Mr. PLATT. That was pocket cutlery and this is table cutlery. 
Mr. BLAIR. Both pocket and table cutlery. He manufactures 


both. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the Senator from Kentucky will yield to me, I 
beg to ask him a question or two bearing on the statement he has 
made. 

Mr. CARLISLE. A question of me? j 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes. I wish to call the Senator's attention tocer- 
" tain facts and provisions of law. Of course on the question of the dis- 
crimination which has been referred to by the Senator from Kentucky, 
I was not acquainted with this advertisement until I sawit here, but I 
have seen what doubtless other Senators have seen, publications of 
the same character relative to agricultural implements, showing that 
our manufacturers of agricultural implements were disposing of them 
to consumers abroad at quite heavy percentages less than they did to 
consumers here. This ison the same line as that. Now, then, I call 
the Senator’s attention to this provision of the law, and I ask him 
deferentially whether he supposes it mayin any way account for these 
differential rates in favor of the foreign consumer. Section 3019 of 
the Revised Statutes provides: 

‘There shall be allowed on all articles wholly manufactured of materials im- 
ported, on which duties have been paid when exported, a drawback equal in 
amount to the duty paid on such materials, and no more, to be ascertained 
under such regulations as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

All this entlery may be made from steel imported. Knives may be 
made from imported goods for the purpose of exportation. I do not 
know that they are and I do not know that they are not. I simply 
suggest, if that is the case, whether this law would not account for the 
ability on the part of one manufacturer to discriminate in favor of the 
foreign purchaser. 

Now, referring a little farther on to the statements which have been 
made with respect to agricultural implements, I see that section 3020 
of the Revised Statutes provides: 

scales, balances, e axes, hatchets, hammers, 

plows, cultivators, mowinynachines and „ stocks or 

dies made of grown in the United States, are exported for benefit of 

drawback under the preceding section, such articles shall be entitied to such 

drawback in all cases when the imported material exceeds one-half of the value 
of the material used. ; 

I read these two sections as bearing upon the manufacture of agri- 
cultural implements here and the sale of them abroad and as bearing 
on the question of table-cutlery, and I ask whether it would be possi- 
ble, under the operation of the first section I read, to account for the 
discrimination which has been referred to in favor of the purchaser 
abroad as against the consumer here. > 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, the Senator from New York asks 
me along question, and, inferentially at least, gives this as an expla- 
nation 

Mr. HISCOCK. No, I did not undertake to give it as an explana- 
tion. I was stating the law. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then, why, sir, if it is not an explanation, is the 


question pertinent at all? Ofcourse, under the policy which has been 

adopted, and which is to be extended under this bill if it should be- 

come a law, our manufacturers who choose to send abroad and import 

into this country the products of pauper labor as materials to be used 

in their factories, may export their product and sell it to the foreigner 

cheaper than they sell it to the American, That is a part of the policy 

of your tariff law as it stands now. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the Senator will pardon me—— 

Mr. CARLISLE, Certainly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It seems to me that he is getting away from the 
on. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I will stick to the suggestion. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The suggestion, or the question, rather, which I 

asked was to see whether the section which I have read might not ac- 

count for this remarkable state of facts that has been developed. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I was coming to that, and I was going to say, if 
that will satisfy the Senator, that these patriotic gentlemen, whose 
representatives on this floor have denounced us on this side as being the 
advocates of the products of pauper labor from abroad, are themselves 
engaged in the business of bringing to this country the products of pau- 
per labor and then putting them into manufactured articles and 
them abroad, and they can sell them to the foreigner cheaper than they 
sell them to the American, and they will do it under your tariff laws, 
under the very policy which you have adopted and which you propose 
to extend by this bill, because heretofore, under the sections which the 
Senator from New York has read, the exporter of the finished products 
made from imported raw material received a drawback of only 90 
cent., but you propose in this bill to give him 99 per cent. to enable 
him to sell still lower in the foreign market than he can sell now. 

Mr. HISCOCK. [still insist that the Senator from Kentucky does 
not entirely meet the question which I put to him or give me the in- 
formation which I sought. As I understood him and the Senator from 
Missouri, they were reading here some advertisements which indicated 
that the manufacturer, making his goods from the same raw material, 
was selling thein abroad cheaper than here, thus cheating the Ameri- 
can consumer, and that here was something which should be 

The idea was. Are you going to put on this increased duty, this in- 
creased protection to these people if they can sell these things abroad 
lower than they can sell them at home; or if they can sell at this low 
price abroad, why increase this duty, why raise it?“ It was in an- 
swer to that argument which the Senator from Kentucky made—and 
the same argument, I think, was made by the Senator from Missouri 
the other day on agricultaral implements—that the manufacturers did 
not need this increased protection when they could afford to sell these 
implements abroad 10, 15, and 20 percent. cheaper than they were sell- 
ing them for here. Iam not now arguing the policy of this provision; 
Isimply say it is the law. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I will answer if the Senator will give me an op- 
portunity. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And I want to know whether this provision of law 
does not account for the sales of these goods at a less price abroad than 
the manufacturers are compelled to charge here, by reason of the draw- 
back or on accountof the duties which are imposed upon the materials 
used in the manufacture of goods exported abroad. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have answered the Senator once, clearly and 
distinctly, in my judgment, that if these people are importing the 
products of pauper labor and manufacturing them here, they can, under 
this Republican tariff act of 1883, send their finished products abroad 
and sell them to the foreigner cheaper than they sell them to the 
American people. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I asked 

Mr. CARLISLE. I insist now, with all deference to the Senator, 
that I shall be allowed to complete a sentence. 

But there is nota particle of evidence here, and I venture to say 
that none can be produced, to show that these knives are made from 
imported steel. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now the Senator is in the realm of speculation. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Where is the Senator from New York? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam without it, because I have exhibited to you 
a provision of law, and manufacturing under this the manufacturers 
are enabled legitimately to sell these goods abroad cheaper than they 
can sell them here. Your argument was that there was no reason 
why they could sell the goods abroad cheaper than they could sell 
them here, and therefore there should not be this increased duty, 

Mr. CARLISLE. I said there was no reason stated, and Isayit _ 
again. The Senator from New York when he puts the question now 
based upon section 3019, or whatever the section’ is, of the Revised 
Statutes, should accompany. that with a statement that they do import 
their materials, and then I could answer him. I havealready answered 
that if they import all of their materials, the steel, the bone, if it is 
a bone handle, the ebony, if it is an ebony handle, or the pearl, if it 
is a pearl handle, and all the rivets, and everything that goes into the 
manufacture of the article; if they can do that they can, under this 
law, send their product abroad and sell it cheaper than they can sell it 


Mr. HISCOCK. That answers my question. 
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Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator does not say they have.done that. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I simply say this 

Mr. CARLISLE, I must insist upon being allowed to make a state- 
ment. At least I must be allowed to finish a sentence, but I will now 
yield to the Senator from New York entirely, if he desires. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I beg pardon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
decline to be interrupted ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. For the ent. é 

I was about to say that this bill which we now have before us pro- 
poses to still further extend this policy and put it still more in the 
power of the domestic producer to export the products of his industry 
and sell them abroad lower than he can sell them at home. 

If itis good policy to allow our manufacturers to import their raw 
material and convert it into the finished article and receive a drawback 
of 99 per cent, of the duties paid, which is almost equivalent to the 
whole, it amounts to almost free trade in that article, and why is it 
not good policy for the American people to give them free raw mate- 
rials to manufacture for sale to our own fellow-citizens, so that they 
can sell them here to our own people as cheaply as they can send them 
abroad and sell them to others? 

But we are told, I will say in further response to the Senator from New 
York, that we are making as good steel in this country as can be made 
anywhere in the world, and the gentlemen who appeared before the 
Committee on Ways and Means during the present session of Congress 
stated that the steel made in this country was superior to that made 

abroad. I do not believe, therefore, that the manufacturers of cutlery 
made in this country import either their steel which goes into the knife 
or the bone or the ebony which constitutes the handle; and they must 
import every part of the material before they can receive one cent of 
drawback. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] states, in response to 
what I said a few moments ago, that the manufacturers of American 
cutlery have sold very little abroad, and that, he says, is a complete 
answer to mystatement. But, sir, it would make no difference what- 
ever if we had not sold one dollar’s worth abroad and if we never had 
sold one dollar’s worth abroad. I have shown, if this advertisement 
be a genuine one—and that has not been disputed—that they are offer- 
ing to sell abroad at these prices, and they would not offer so to sell 
unless they could afford to do it. The fact that the foreign purchaser 
has not accepted their offer and has made no purchases from them is 
wholly immaterial. The question here is, for what price can these 
men afford to sell their products? and, as to the question of discount, I 
stated that the discount was 4 per cent. 

Mr. PLATT. That is for cash. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Four per cent.—I have the letter here—for ten 
days, and 2 per cent. for thirty orsixty days; and this discount is made 
by them upon the prices stated here in this advertisement and upon 
the prices for the home market. So there is no difterence whatever in 
that respect. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Mr. President, I should like to have the Senator 
farnish the authority for the statement that the same discount is made 
upon sales both at home and abroad, because that is one of the im- 
portant elements in this discussion. 

Mr. CARLISLE. My authority is a gentleman largely engaged in 
the hardware business in the city of New York. I am not authorized 
to state his name at this moment, but I have no doubt that the gentle- 
man will give me full authority to do so as soon as I can communicate 
with him. He isa gentleman who deals in those articles, who buys 
them from this very company and other companies in the United States, 
and knows, I think, what he is talking about and understands the 
prices and the course of trade in regard to these articles, That is all, 
Mr. President, that I desire to say. 

Mr. PLATT. I have now The Engineering and Mining Journal, 
which the Senator from Missouri read from, of May 3, 1890. This 
journal is responsible for these statements, and nobody else. I will 

read what it says: 

Discounts are for export only, 

Then it says: 


In the interest of the extension of the markets for American manufacturers 
The Engineering and Mining Journal secured the services of gentlemen 
thoroughly acquainted with the export trade and with foreign markets, and it 
offers its services to foreign buyers who may desire information concerning any 
article whatever of American manufacture, No charge will be made for these 
services, either directly or indirectly, through commissions on goods purchased. 
The proprietors of The Engineering and Mining Journal are neither commission 
merchants nor exporters, but they have many sources of information, both at 
home and in foreign countries, and place these at the service of manufacturers 
and exporters here and of importers and consumers in other countries. 


So that the only persons responsible for the statement that dis- 
counts are for export only’’ are the people who publish this journal. 

Jam not a merchant, but I think I do know something about some 
of the lines of goods which are advertised here; and here is what is 
called flat ware,“ or silver-plated ware, with a discount of 60.2 per 
cent. I undertake to say, without speaking accurately, that the prices 
given are the list-prices of the manufacturers, and that the discounts 
are the prices which the manufacturers sell for in this country. Take 
another article, which is made near my home—laundry appliances, 


wringers, The Empire wringer I notice in this publication is put at 
a discount of 40 per cent. 

I think I am not mistaken in saying that thatis the regular discount 
from the list-price which that manufactory makes, and I think, if these 
advertisements were examined, it would be found that the discounts 
here are siniply the discounts which the manufacturers offer to Ameri- 
can purchasers, and that neither the manufacturers nor the dealers in 
these articles are responsible for saying that the discounts ‘‘are for ex- 
port only.“ I know as well as I can know anything without being in 
the business that some of the discounts eee here are not dis- 
counts“ ſor export only.“ 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the statement of the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Hiscock], that these manufacturers are enabled to sell so 
much more cheaply abroad by reason of the deduction on account of 
using material from abroad, is simply the expedient of desperation. 
Three weeks ago I made this statement in the Senate, giving thenames 
of some of these companies, and I have it in my printed speech now 
before me. I charged these facts then, and there has been no denial 
and no pretense or attempt at denial. I stated then that there were 
one hundred and sixty-six American manufacturers who were making 
these enormous discounts to the foreign trade and selling for much 
less to the foreigner than to the American consumer. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator yield to me a moment? 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I heard the Senator from Missouri make the state- 
ment, which he now repeats, and there being a large manufactory in 
my State that exports reapers to the Argentine Republic, I had a friend 
in the House of Representatives, who lives in that district, write to 
that establishment and ascertain the truth of that statement as applied 
to them, Ihave their letter in my committee-room, in which they 
state that their price to the people in the Argentine Confederation is 
precisely the home price, with freight and commissions added. So 
there is at least one establishment that manufactures agricultural im- 
plements which does not charge less to foreigners than it does to our 
own people, and I will say in that connection that this establishment 
has two thousand eight hundred reapers, made in my ownState, which 
are now in use in the Argentine Republic. 

Mr. MORGAN. Do they pay the freight on these goods as they go 
out? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; that is paid at the other end. The prices 
are the same to the people who e acre these reapers in the Argen- 
tine Confederation as they are to the dealers in this country. I merely 
wanted to state that in connection with the statement of the Senator 
from Missouri that there is no denial of it, 

Mr. VEST. That is no ent. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know that is no argument. I am stating a fact. 

Mr. VEST. And it is no denial of the statement I made this after- 
noon or of that which I made three weeks ago. 

Mr. ALLISON, It is an absolute denial, which I repeat, as affect- 
ing one branch of manufacture that deals in a foreign country. 

Mr. COCKRELL. One firm, not one branch. 

Mr. VEST. One firm, and that does not disprove our statements 
any more than one swallow makes a summer, One firm may not do 
it, but this discount, as I showed in my speech before and can show 
again, marked ‘‘f. o. b.,“ is the discount on board the vessel in the city 
of New York. To put this matter beyond any sort of doubt, so that 
there can not be any quibble about it hereafter, except from the blind- 
est sort of partisan feeling, I propose now to put in evidence as I did 
before, but more distinctly, the absolute p upon it, 

I did not choose to bring in anything in the way of extracts from 
newspapers, but calling for the original documents themselves, I pro- 
cured with very considerable expense and trouble, considering the size 
of the pamphlet, a copy of the Suplemento“ of the American Mail 
and Export Journal, sent to Buenos Ayres and distributed there and 
published in Spanish, of exactly the same date of the home edition, 
which I have in my hand. This is published in New York, April, 
1890, whole No. 155,’’ and the foreign edition is published with this 
at the head of it, as the Spaniards write it: Abril de 1890, Suple- 
mento No. 155. The American Mail and Export Journal. Precio Cor- 
riente Ilustrado de Manufacturas y Productos Americanos. Para Ex- 
portacion.’’ 

It gives the price-current and is illustrated with the identical pho- 


.tographs and the same numbers, of the Ann Arbor Agricultural Com- 


pany, and not only the same numbers and the identical photographs, 
but the same patent marks upon the representations of the implements, 
Of course, they could not change the patent marks into Spanish, and 
with that exception they are identical in the two publications. Here, 
for instance—and any Senator can see for himself, if he wants the truth 
is No. 30, instrumentos de agricultura, Ann Arbor Agricultural Com- 
pany, $4.” This is the export price of The Advance plow, No. 30,’’ 
and by the home edition it is shown that the same plow is sold to the 
American farmer at $8, just double. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish the Senator would explain what is the sit- 
uation, because I think this is a very important matter. 
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Mr. VEST. Yes, it is. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is it true that our manufacturers are so prosperous 
in this country that they can afford at a profit to manufactureand sell 
articles in foreign countries at a less price, and, as stated, a largely less 

rice, than they doat home? If so that is an argument of weight, and 
Feubmit that thus far in this statement neither the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. CARLISLE] northe Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] now 
shows that the price to a class of dealers in a foreign country is less 
than it is to the same class of dealers in this country. Of course where 
a manufacturer sells to a great merchant, who in turn sells to another 
merchant, and he in turn to a customer, there is a profit upon each 
of these sales. 3 

It seems to me that, in order to establish this difference in price, it 
must be shown that the sale is identical in both cases. Now, Isay 
very frankly to the Senators, if they can show to me an instance where 
a manufacturer is so prosperousin this country that he can sell toa 
wholesale foreign dealer at a price, and make a profit, largely less than 
he sells to the wholesale dealer in this country, that then they have 
made an argument which makes against the increase of duties upon 
that particular article. 

I submit to the Senator from Missouri that his statement does not 
show that, because evidently these sales are made to men who are 
great dealers in the Argentine Republic, if you please, or any other 
country, and they sell there as they sell here. If the Senator can es- 
tablish that the manufacturers sell to the same character and class of 
33 abroad at a less price than they do here, then I think he will 

ve made an argument that ought to be answered, but I submit that 
the statements thus far do not show that. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, what evidence is there that they are not 
selling to exactly the same sort of people in the Argentine Republic as in 
the United States? - 

Mr. ALLISON. That is what I want the Senator to show. 

Mr. VEST. Is there anythingin the advertisement to show chat 
they sell to large dealers only? Here is the identical advertisement 
[exhibiting], with photographs of the agricultural implements and 
with the numbers and patent marks upon them, and a juryman who 
would hesitate to render a verdict upon this evidence ought to be dis- 
12 and shut out from jury service for the remainder of his 

e. 

Mr. ALLISON. As I understand from the statement made by the 
Senator and the argument he produces, he gives the wholesale price in 
one instance and the retail price practically in another. 

Mr. VEST. Ido no such thing. On the contrary, I give the same 
paper with the foreign and the American edition, with the same arti- 
cles photographed, the same numbers of the same agricultural im- 
plements, and nothing is said about wholesale or retail, and no pre- 
3 of it, and it exists alone in the imagination of the Senator from 

owa. 

The Senator says, and undertakes to make an argument upon it, that 
if the manufacturers can sell so much more cheaply abroad, then it is 
an argument in favor of the protective system. 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh, no. 

Mr. VEST. The question is not what they can afford to do, but 
what they aredoing. Here we are putting 45 per cent. duty upon ag- 
xivultural implements, and then so much upon iron, and so much upon 
steel, and so much upon lumber, that goes into these implements, and 
yet they are not satisfied with these duties; and they are not only to be 
continued, but they are to be increased, and when we come here and 
show by proof as ‘‘strong as proofs of Holy Writ” that they are sell- 
ing in the foreign market for one-half of what they are selling for at 
home, that Senator says, ‘‘ You have not made out the case.” 

Take plows. Here is the photograph of plow No. 30 [exhibiting], 
identically the same as that which is sold in this country, and that 
plow is sold in Buenos Ayres for $4 and sold in my State for $8. 

Mr. ALLISON, To whom in your State? 

Mr. VEST. To anybody, black, white, or red, anybody who wants 
it and has got the money to pay for it; and I challenge the Senators to 
show any distinction as to purchasers. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Missouri 
whether these advertisements say that these implements must be sold 
in any numbers or whether they do not simply designate that one of 
these articles may be bought for that price, with not a word said about 
wholesale or retail. 

Mr. VEST. There is no limitation. 

Mr. VOORHEES. But each article can be bought for that amount 
of money in Buenos Ayres? 

Mr. VEST. rtainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Indiana a 
question. Does he suppose that these manufacturers go into South 
America and move around through the interior of the country to sell 
these plows to the farmers? 

Mr. VOORHEES. No, but if they were advertising to sell by 
wholesale they would sayso. Who ever heard of anybody advertising 
for sale an article at a price that he could not retail it at, without say- 
ing so? Such a thing is absurd to my mind. Their advertisements 
go all over the country. Their advertisements would have no mean- 


ing, according to the Senator from Iowa, but they sell by them and 
they are ene DT, them. - 

Mr. VEST. . President, here in the foreign edition of the same 
date, = supplement to the same paper published in New York, is a 
note in 
tion apply to Howard Lockwood & Co., New York;’’ obviously the 
agent of the Ann Arbor Agricultural Company, and they are prepared 
to furnish at these prices. No. 34, for instance, is a plow. There is 
the photograph of it [exhibiting] sold in Buenos Ayres or anywhere in 
South America for $9, and here [exhibiting] is a photograph of the 
identical plow, with the same marks, the same number, and identi- 
ae same in every way, sold in the United States for $18—just 

ouble, 

So it is all through the entire list. Here is what iscalled the Clip- 
per,“ a celebrated agricultural implement manufactured at Ann Arbor, 
which is sold abroad for $9.50, marked Clipper. I have seen them 
in my State with the metallic mark upon them, and here is the identi- 


cal duplicate of it, a Clipper“ with the same mark upon it, which 


sells in the United States for $18, 

Mr. BLAIR. TheSenator supposes the United States prices to be the 
retail prices, does he? 

Mr. VEST. It is just the price to anybody who wants to buy. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is the retail price. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, I have no doubt itis the retail price there and here, 

Mr. BLAIR. That is the retail price in the United States the Sena- 
tor is giving, and he assumes that. It seems to me that it is a little 
absurd to suppose that in New York they are sending a circular abroad 
that is to reach the individual consumer. They can only reach thein- 
dividual consumer through a foreign retail dealer, who knows that in- 
dividual and is able to deal with him in his own language. 

Mr. VEST. I want to anwer that proposition—if you can dignify 
it by calling it a proposition—by reading from the Ann Arbor Agri- 
cultural Company’s advertisements, and they are published as regular 
advertisements in this journal: 


Ann Arbor Agricultural Company, manufacturers of the Advance iron mower 
for one or two horses; Advance chilled plows, Advance middle-breaker plows, 
Advance hay-tedders, for one or two horses; Ideal balance-dump rakes, for one 
or two horses; six sizes of Improved Cammings’ and Clipper cutters, three 
sizes, with or without masticator attachments; horse powers and eon two- 
5 cultivators; Neeb’s patent Tiger hay and cotton presses, wh have no 
equal 


these agricultural implements. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. : 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator quotes this plow company as selling 
a plow for $9 to the people of the Argentine Republic, while the home 
price is $18. I want to ask him if he believes that the manufacturerg 
of plows are making an actual profit of 100 per cent. upon agricultural 
implements sold to farmers in this country ? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, here are the facts. Why have not these 
gentlemen explained the matter before? These agricultural implements 
here — 

Mr, ALLISON. Ihave tried to explain in relation to one factory 
that I know of in my State. 

Mr. VEST. But the Senator has not brought one single fact here. 
He comes here with far-fetched, imaginary things, and says Why can 
not this be so and why can that not be so? 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask the Senator if he believes that all the manu- 
facturers of plows in the United States to-day are making 100 per cent, 
upon the plows they sell in the United States, assuming that they are 
selling to these foreign people at cost. 

Mr. VEST. Imake no assumption about it. Nor am I required log- 
ically to auswer any such proposition. Iam simply directing myself 
and I do not propose to be switched off from it to one single assertion 
T have made, and which I have proved, and that is that these agricult- 
ural-implement-manufacturers in the United States charge our people 
double what they do the foreigner, and they do it to make money, and 
they are able to do it, and yet they say because of this 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well, then; they make 100 per cent. upon 
every article they sell to the people of this country ? 

Mr. VEST. Very good. Let the Senator settle that with them. 

Mr, ALLISON. I want the Senator to settle it. 

Mr, VEST. I am not called upon to settle it. Here are their ad- 
vertisements and they show these prices, and there can be no question 
in regard to it. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will allow me 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, TheSenator from Missouri can only 
be interrupted by his own consent. Does the Senator consent? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR, I was going to make a suggestion to the Senator that 
I believe one reason why these people have never explained this matter, 
although brought before the attention of the country three or four 
weeks ago, was because they thought it was a joke. 


Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from Missouri will permit me one 


moment, I should like to call the attention of the Senator from New 
Hampshire to the circumstance that these facts have been substantially 
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, of which I happen to know very little: For informa- ` 


Then follow the prices in the United States attached to each one of 


5 in The New York World for weeks and weeks and weeks at 
a time. 
Mr. VEST. Ihave just got a paper here that shows the same. 
Mr. BUTLER. And have never heard any denial of them, and it 
en seems to me a little late to attempt to meet this proof by mere imag- 
inary and conjectural propositions, such as have fallen from the Senator 
from Iowa and the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have stated as an absolute fact asrespects one im- | HAbO% ----issrssersseeeerensee 25 

portant establishment, from most reputable men in my State, who say 
that they charge the same price for the articles they manufacture to the 
abroad as they do to the people at home. 

Mr. BUTLER. So far so , Mr. President. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the only thing I stated here. 

Mr. BUTLER. That relates to but one single establishment in this 
2 and the public press have been advertising for months this 

proposition, and I have heard no denial of it; and it isso well 
understood that I did not suppose anybody would attempt to deny it. 
I have not the proof here 
Mr. . Here is the proof [exhibiting papers], 
Mr. BUTLER. I want to make another statement. I think it is 
thoroughly well understood that you can cross the line into Canada 
oe and ey anos any agricultural implement manufactured in the 
23 United States cheaper there than you can buy the same implement here. 
I do not think that is questioned by anybody. I have heard it stated, 
and I have never beast it denied, that you can go to Mexico or go to 
Canada and buy the identical article very much cheaper than it can be 
bought in the United States, 

Mr. VEST. I read in 1888, in the tariff debate, the testimony of a 
circular-saw-manufacturer, Mr. Emerson, and I have got it here to read 
again when we reach that item in the bill, in which he testified before 

committee that he exported his circular saws to Canada and paid 

15 per cent. tariff duty and sold them for 15 per cent. less than he did 

in the United States, and he said he made money, that he sold at a 

fit. The Disston saws, that are made in Philadelphia, are sold in 

d cheaper than in the United States; so are sewing-machines, 

all those machines in which iron and steel are the largest component 
materials. 

And this is a subterfuge that was not known to these people. I 
hold in my hand The New York World of June 13, 1890, with exactly 
the same photographs and the same charges, making these same state- 
ments, and they were sent all over this country, for that is a paper of 
the largest circulation of any in the United States, and yet we are 
told this is a new thing and these manufacturers have been caught 
unawares. The truth is icf are plundering the eof the United 
States under the cover of protective tariff. ey come to us and 
say, Give us additional duties in order that we may pay better wages 
to American labor and sell more cheaply to the. American consumer,”’ 
and yet they furnish the American consumer at this enormous price, as 
it turns out to be, and I care not whether it be wholesale or retail, it 
does not change the proposition, and they are able to go abroad and 
sell in South America at one-half the price and make money, or else 
they would not do it. 

It was said in another branch of Congress that this could be ac- 
counted for because they sold old and useless agricultural implements 
under patents which had gone out of use, where there had been such 
improvements as to render the implements made at first almost value- 
Tess, but I produce ty wee showing the same patents, the same 
implements exactly, t is exploded, and the naked, bald truth 
in all its enormity stands out before the people of the United States 
for their action upon it. 

Mr. HAWLEY and Mr, PLATT rose. 

Mr. VEST. A word more and the Senators can both take the floor. 
Returning to this clause of the bill which has been ander debate, nine- 
teen-twentieths of the table cutlery used in the United States is made 
in this country, and the tables show that, out of $3,000,000 worth for 
consumption, only $200,000 worth was imported, and the American 
manufacturers absolutely control the market, and but for a few brands, 
Which are sold upon the brands alone, they are absolute owners of the 

- entire market for table cutlery. As to the profits they have made, if 
the Senators will turn to the latter part oftheir pamphlet, which was 
furnished by the importers, they will find the following: 


Treasurer's report of the Lamson & Goodnow Manufacturing Company, January 1, 


Total Iinbilities. 


Net assets, January 1. — 
Net assets reported January 1. 1, 1880. 


15, 822. 58 

That is one of the largest establishments in this business in the 
United States. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I will say for the informationof the Senator from 
Missouri that the concern to which he alludes was in bankruptcy at 
the time the statement was made, and this is the statement of the 
assignee or the receiver of that concern. It is not the earnings upon 
the capital of the company, but the earnings upon the debts of the 
company, for they were, at the time the statement was made, in bank- 
ruptey. 

Mr. VEST. If that is bankruptcy, it would be a good thing for 
every man in the United States to be in debt and in the hands of a re- 
ceiver. If that is the sort of bankruptcy that obtains in Rhode Island, 
it is a new phase of that question. This receiver must have been the 
most agile and successful business man ever known on the face of the 

earth, if he could make that exhibit as a receiver and still claim that 
the cestui que trusts were bankrupt. No, Mr. President, that will not 
do. Thesimple statement of the fact that nineteen-twentieths of all 
the table cutlery used in the country is manufactured in the United 
States shows that no additional duty is necessary, for the American 
manufacturers have absolute control of the market. 

Mr. PUGH. The hour is approaching when we usually adjourn, 
and I have a bill to which I desire to the attention of the Senate 
for five minutes. It is purely a local bill, which has once passed the 
Senate, and I ask the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to 
allow the tariff bill to be temporarily laid aside, in order that the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. Vest] who reported this bill from the Com- 
pre on Commerce may have it passed. It will not take five min- 


mr. ALDRICH, Ishould like very much if we could have a vote 
upon the pending 8 as I think the discussion has been ex- 
hausted, and then I will yield to the Senator, 

Mee PUGH. Ifwe can get a vote, I will not urge the request at 
present. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
McPrerson] ? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Let the amendment be again reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 161, and 
in lieu thereof to insert: 

Table knives, forks, steels, and all butchers’, hunting, kitchen, broad 
vegetable, frait, cheese, plumbers’, painters’ „palette. and artists’ kn ‘of all 
sizes, finished and 2 — all ‘carving and cooks’ knives and — of all 
sizes, finished and unfinished, 35 per cent. ad valorem, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MOPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 2594) pro- 
viding for an inspection of meats for exportation. prohibiting the impor- 
tion of adulterated articles of food or drink, and authorizing the Presi- 
dent to make proclamation in certain cases, and for other purposes, 
with amendments in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

SCIENTIFIC AND INDUSTRIAL EDUCATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid beiore the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (8, 3714) to apply a portion 
of the proceeds of the public lands to tle more complete endowment 
and support of the colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the me- 
chanic arts established under the provisions of an act of Congress, ap- 
proved July 2, 1862; which was, on page 1, line 15, after the word 
dollars,“ to insert: 

lied only toi 

eraris ant the various teantnes ¢ftenthen deat piesioataannatond aoe. | 


nomio science, with lal reference to their applications in the industries of 
life, and to the for such i 


Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives. 
The amendment was concurred in. 
MEAT EXPORTATION AND INSPECTION, ETC. 
Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to ask the Senator from p reiasa or 
Puan] to yield for a moment until a message from the House of Rep- 
resentatives can be laid before the Senate. 


1890. 


Mr. PUGH. I yield for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representative to the bill (S. 2594) providing for an in- 
spection of meats for exportation, prohibiting the importation of adul- 
terated articles of food or drink, and authorizing the President to make 
proclamation in certain cases, and for other purposes. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were read, as fol- 
lows: 

Pu ge 2, line 9, after “ food,” insert or drug.” 

Page 2, line 9, after “ or’? where it appears the second time, insert any.“ 

Page 2, line 13, after the word “food,” insert “or drug.” 

Paye 4, line i7, after the word “importation,” * with the knowledge of 
the master or owner of said vessel or vehicle that such importation is diseased 
or has been exposed to infection. as herein described.” 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments 
ot the House of Representatives. 

The amendments were concurred in, 

MOBILE AND DAUPHIN ISLAND RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. PUGH. I ask that the Senator from Missouri be allowed to call 
up the bill to which I have heretofore referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has the bill been reported? 

Mr. VEST, The billis upon the table. 

Mr. PUGH. It is on the table. It has passed the Senate and 
went to the House. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the order of business and what is the bill? 

Mr. PUGH. It is not on the Calendar. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Will the Senator state the order of 
business? 

Mr, VEST. It is a bill authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across Grant’s Pass by the Mobile and Dauphin Island Railroad. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it on the Calendar? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir; itis on the table. The bill came back from 
the House of Representatives and is lying upou the table, to grant to 
the Mobile and Dauphin Island Railroad and Harbor Company a right 
to trestle across the shoal water between Cedar Point and Dauphin 
Island. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it a Senate bill passed with House 
amendments ? 

Mr. PUGH. No, sir. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chief Clerk has found the mes- 
sage from the House of Representatives returning the bill, which he 
will read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ix TEE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 9, 1890, 

Ordered, That the Clerk be directed to return to the Senate, in compliance with 
its request Senate bill 3751, to grant to the Mobile and Dauphin Island Railroad 
and Harbor Company a right to trestle across the shoal water between Cedar 
Point and Dauphin Island. 

Mr. VEST. I offer the amendments which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be necessary first that the 
yotes by which the bill was ordered toa third reading and passed be re- 
considered. It will beso ordered, ff there be no objection. The Chair 
hears none. The bill is open to amendment in the Senate, and the 
amendments offered by the Senator from Missouri will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendments submitted by Mr. VEST. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 9, after the word cross,“ 
to insert the words ‘‘Grant’s Pass and; in the same line, after the 
word ‘'Hérons’’ to insert ‘‘each;’’ in line 11, after the word that, 
to strike out said and insert each such;’’ in line 14, after the word 
‘fon’? to insert the word each, and at the end of the section to in- 
sert the following proviso: 

And 7 further, That if the United States shall at any time acquire the 
absolute and satisfactory title to Grant's Pass, the Secretary of War shall be au- 
thorized upon satisfactory proof to him of such investment of title, and if, in 
his opinion, the interests of the Government shall not then uire a draw- 
bridge to be constructed or maintained at Passaux Hérons, to relieve said com- 
pany from building or maintaining said draw-bridge, but said company shall 
thereupon maintain a draw-bridge at Grant’s Pass in all respects as hereinbe- 
fore prescribed. 

So as to make the section read: 


That the Mobile and Dauphin Island Railroad and Harbor Company, a cor- 
poration duly organized under a charter 8 by the General mbly of 
the State of Alabama, may extend its line, by means of trestie-work, from Cedar 
Point to Dauphin Island, across the intervening shoal water between Mobile 
Bay and M ippi Sound: Provided, Thatsaid company shall cross Grant Pass 
and Pass aux Hérons each witha draw- bridge of such width, character, and con- 
struction as the Secretary of War shall prescribe: Provided also, Thateach such 
draw shall be opened promptly, upon reasonable signal, forthe of boats, 
and that said company shall maintain at its own expense such ii hts, from sun- 
set to sunrise, on each such draw as the Light-House Board AT prescribe: 
And provided further, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 3, after the word “ with- 
in, to strike out one year and insert two years;’’ so as to make 
the seetion read: 

Src. 4. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the brid 
herein authorized be not commenced within two years and completed within 

years from the date hereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. si 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
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TENNESSEE RIVER BRIDGE AT KNOXVILLE. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate for the con- 
sideration at this time of Senate bill 4278, from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, a bridge bill that it is important should be passed 
now. : A 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee 
unanimons consent that the unfinished business be laid aside 
to proceed to the consideration of a bill the title of which will be 
stated. ; 

The Cater CLERK. A bill (S. 4278) authorizing the construction ot 
a bridge over the Tennessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. f 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 6, after the word ‘* pur- 
poses,” to strike out that“ and insert “and ;’’ in line 12, after the 
word ‘‘upon,’’ to strike out the; and in line 13, after the word 
reasonable, to strike out signals“ and insert ‘‘signal;’’ so as to 
make the section read: 

Src. 2. That any bridge built under this act, and subject to its limitations, 
„„ taut it sim SESA R CANN ANA privilegis of 
ronds in the United States; and the nited States shall have of way 
across said bridge for postal-telegraph purposes; and the said bri shall be 
so constructed, either by draw, span, or otherwise, thatafree and unobstructed 
passage-way may be secured to all water-craft pear he “ary Lag river at the point 
aforesaid: vided, Thatif said bridge authorized to constructed under 
this act shall be constructed asa draw-bridge the draw shall be opened promptly 
upon reasonable signal for the passage of boats or vessels; and said co n 
shall maintain, at its own ex , from sunset to sunrise, such lights or other 
signals on said bridge as the LightHouse Board shall prescribe. 

The amendment was agreed to. ~ 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 9, after the word the, 
to strike out ‘‘topography of’? and to insert high and low water 
lines upon; in line 10, after the word river,“ to strike out “the 
shore lines at high and low water;’’ in line 12, after the word a 
to strike out the word and and insert ‘‘with;’’ in line 13, after 
word stream“ to insert and; and in the same line, after the word 
bridges,“ to insert such map to be sufliciently in detail to enable 
the Secretary of War to judge of the proper location of said bridge;’’ 
so as to make the section read: 

Sxc. . That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be 
built and located under and subject to such regulations for the security of navi- 
gation of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that 


object the said company or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War, for 


his examination and roval, a and drawings of the bridge, and a map 
of the location, giving, for the space of 1 mile below and 1 mile above the pro- 
location, the High and low water lines upon the banks of the river, the 
direction and strength of the current at all stages, with the accu- 
rately showing the of the stream, and the location of any other or 
bri such map to be sufficiently in detail to enable the Secretary of War to 
judge of the proper location of anid bridge, and shall furnish such other infor- 
mation as be uired for a fall and eee of the ol 
ject; and until the said plan and location of the bri are appro by the 
retary of War the bridge shall not be built; and should any chan; 
the plan of said bridge during tho progress of construction 
be submitted to and subject to the approval of the Secretary of War. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 5, line 2, after the word act, 


to strike out so as to prevent or remove all material and substantial 
obstruction to the navigation of said river by the construction of the 
said bridge“ and insert or any part thereof; in line 9, after the 
word within,“ 0 strike out two and insert one year; and in 
line 10, after the word ' within,“ to strike out four“ and insert 
**three;’’ so as to make the section read: 


and completed within three years after the passage of this act, all privileges 
confe hereby, and this act, shall become null and void, á 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
SETTLERS ON NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD INDEMNITY LANDS, 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of Order of Business 1695, being a bill for the relief 
of settlers on Northern Pacific Railroad indemnity lands. The bill has 
passed the House and has been reported with an amendment. It is 
desirable that it should be passed as early as possible. 

The PRESIDENT pro The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 5839) for the relief of settlers on 
Northern Paeifie Railroad indemnity lands. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That those persons who, after the 15th day of A) in the year of our Lord 
1887, and before the 1st day of January, in the year setiled upon, improved, 


and known, andis hereby ' 
5 
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= d made final proof on lands in the so-called second indemnity belt of the 
Northern Pacifle Railroad Companyia grant under the homestead and pre- 
— rey ee of the United States,or heirs, may transfer their said entries 


That no 


Sec.2. That all persons possessing the uisite qualifications under the pre- 
emption or homestead laws, who in ‘good falth settled upon and improved land 


tract to which the transfer is made: pe 
mitted, except upon proof of continuous residence upon the land, the subject 
of such new entry, for a jod of not less than six months prior thereto, Pay- 
ment for said final selection shall be made as under existing laws. The provis- 
ions of this act shall be carried into effect under such rules and regulations as 
may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLUMB. This is a House bill which has been amended, and I 
move that the Senate insist upon its amendment and ask for a confer- 
ence with the House of Representatives thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is so ordered, if there be no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 8 minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, August 21, 1890, at 10 
o'clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, August 20, 1890. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will cause the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of the last session to be read. 

Kir. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I do not think there is a quorum 
present. I make the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the point is well taken. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; when the following members 

failed to answer to their names: 


Abbott, Butterworth, Edmunds, Lane, 
Adams, Bynum, Ellis, Laws, 
Alderson, Caldwell, Enloe, Lee, 

n, Mis 8. Campbell, Ewart, Lehlbach, 
Anderson, Kans. Candler, Ga. Farquhar, Lester, Ga, 
Anderson, Miss. Candler, Mass, Finley, Lind, 
Andrew, Cannon, Fitch, Lodge, 
Arnold, Carlton. Fithian, — 5 8 
Atkinson, Pa. Carter. Fl h, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Caruth Flower, Mansur, 
Bankhea Caswell, Fowler Martin, Tex 
Banks, Catchings, Frank, McAdoo, 
Barnes, Cheadle, Funston, MeCarthy, 
Bartine, Cheatham, Gear, MeCiellan, 
Barwig, Clancy, Geissenhainer, McComas, 
Bayne, Clark, Wis. est, McCord, 
Beckwith, Clements, Gibson, McCreary, 
Belden, Clunie, Gifford, McDuffie, 
Bergen, Cobb, Greenhalge, McKenna, 
Biggs, Coleman Grimes, Me $ 
Bingham, Co 4 Grout, Miles, 
Blanchard, Connell, Hall, Milliken, 
Biand, Cooper, Ohio are, Mills, 
Blount, Co i Harmer, Montgomery, 
Boatner, Covert, Hateh, Morey, 
Boot Cowles, Hayes, Morrow, 
Boutelle, Craig, Haynes, Morse, 

W. in, Hea: Mudd, 
Breckinridge, Ark $ Hemphill, Norton, 
y. Culbertson, Pa. Henderson, Iowa Nute, 

Brewer, Cummings, ill, O’Ferrall, 
Brickner, Cuteheon, Hooker, O'Neall. Ind 
Brower, Dargan, Hopkins, Osborne, 
Brown, J. Darlington, Houk, Outhwaite, 
Browne, T. M. Davidson, Kelley, Owen, Ind, 
Browne, Va. De Haven, Kerr, Iowa Parrett, 
Brunner, Lano, Kerr, Pa. yne, 
Buchanan, Va. Dibble, Ketcham, Penington, 
Buckalew, Dickerson, Kilgore, Perkins, 
— Dingley, Kinsey, Perry, 

Do! = „ Peters, 
Burrows, Dunnell, Phelan, 

Dunphy, La Follette, Pickler, 


AUGUST 20, 

Pierce, Sherman, 2 Wheeler, Mich. 
Post, Shively, Thompson, Whiting, 
Price, Skinner, Tillman, Whitthorne, 
Pugsley, Smith, III Townsend, Colo. W s 
Quackenbush, Smith, W. Va. cey, Wike, 
Ran ider, Tucker, Wiley, 
Ray, Spinola, Turner, Ga. Wilkinson, 
Saronni Spooner, 88 — . — 1 

n, nger, Turner, N. iams, 
Robertson, Sieber, Van Schaick, Williams, Ohio, 
Rockwell, Stephe Vaux, oh pea“ 
Rusk, Stewart, Ga, Venable, Wilson, Wash 
Russell, Stewart, Vt. Waddill, Wilson, W. Va. 
Sanford, Stivers, Wade, W. 
Scranton, Stockbridge Wallace, Mass. Yoder. 
Scull, Stockdale, Washington, 
Seney, Stump, Watson, 


During the call of the roll the following members appeared and had 
their names recorded at the Clerk’s desk under the rule: 

Mr. ADAMS, Mr. CANNON, Mr. ANDERSON of Kansas, Mr. BROSIUS, 
Mr. CHEATHAM, Mr. BLAND, Mr. BAYNE, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Ken- 
tucky, Mr. CLEMENTS, Mr. ENLoE, Mr. CARUTH, Mr. Burton, Mr. 
Funston, Mr. KI NSEkx, Mr. LANE, Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa, Mr. 
DINGLEY, Mr.GRIMES, Mr. BROWER, Mr. SPRINGER, Mr. MCCLELLAN, 
Mr. BrRicKNER, Mr. Lacey, Mr. Binauam, Mr. Comstock, Mr. 
CLANCY, Mr. MANSUR, Mr. BANKHEAD, Mr. HAYNES, Mr. BYNUM, 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, Mr. BooTHMAN, Mr. WIKE, Mr. CHEADLE. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk reports 120 members present—not a 
quorum, 

Some time subsequently the following additional members appeared 
at the Clerk’s desk aud had their names recorded under the rule: 

Mr. WILLCOX, Mr. GEAR, Mr. Houk, Mr. WILLIAMS of Ohio, Mr. 
THOMPSON, Mr. O’FERRALL, Mr. KERE of Iowa, Mr. WADDILL, Mr. 
FOWLER, Mr. CASWELL, Mr. ROBERTSON, Mr. CATCHINGS, Mr. PEN- 
INGTON, Mr. CONNELL, Mr. BARTINE, Mr. CANDLER of Georgia, Mr. 
MONTGOMERY, Mr. Eris, Mr. ATKINSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. WILL- 
IAMS of Illinois, Mr. WRIGHT, Mr. QUACKENBUSH, Mr. Ray, Mr. 
BLOUNT, Mr. McCreary, Mr. ANDREW, Mr. ROCKWELL, Mr. GEST, 
Mr. Price, Mr. TURNER of Georgia, Mr. TARSNEY, Mr. FARQUHAR, 
Mr. Carrer, Mr. DUNNELL, Mr. BERGEN, Mr. MCDUFFIE, Mr. TUR- 
NER of Kansas, Mr. MCKENNA, Mr. Crary, Mr. CARLTON, Mr. DAR- 
LINGTON, Mr. RUSSELL. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. 
LEHLBACH, is absent to-day, as he has been for several days, on ac- 
count of illness, 

Mr. YARDLEY. My colleague, Mr. ScuLL, was compelled to go 
home this morning on account of illness. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I offer the following resolution, which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and brin 
the House such of its members as are absent without the leave 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania.” Mr. Speaker, may I state during 
this interregnum that it is evident the House does not desire to meet 
at 11 o’clock in the day yet awhile for any purpose? Now, I am de- 
sirous to see the public business go along as rapidly as possible, but 12 
o'clock seems to be the hour in the minds of the members at which 
the House should meet. [Cries of Regular order!“ 

TheSPEAKER. The desire of any onemember to have the public 
business go on is not sufficient. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. That is, I suppose, as against 
the desire of some one member that business should not go on. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not sufficient. 

Mr. ENLOE, Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a motion that the 
door othis side be opened, so as to give ventilation. Weon this side 
of Chamber are not responsible for the absence of a quorum on 
the other side, and we should like to have the air through that door. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order. 

Mr. ENLOF. II it is not in order, then I move to dispense with all 
further proceedings under the call. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. Š 

Mr. ENLOE. Division. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire if the pres- 
ence of a quorum is disclosed. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum has not appeared. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Some gentleman might intimate that there was 
probably a quorum in the vicinity of the Capitol. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. It might be some gentleman in whom the House 
had confidence, and the House might act upon it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the Speaker make that intimation, and then 
we will all believe it—excepting those who do not. [Langhter. ] 

The House divided on the motion of Mr. ENLOE to dispense with all 
further proceedings under the call, and there were—ayes 30, noes 64. 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. ENLOE. I make the pointof order that the rules of the House 
are not being complied with. Paragraph 2 of Rule XV says: 


2. In the absence of a quorum, fifteen members, including the Speaker, if thero 


to the bar of 
the House, 


` 
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is N be authorized to compel the attendance of absent members, and in 
all of the House the doors shali be closed. 

Now, I make the point of order that the doors on that side are not 
closed, while the doors are closed on this side. If the Speaker holds 
that the door on this side can not be opened, I make the point of order 
that the Speaker shall order the door on the otherside to be closed, and 
I ask the Chair to rule on it. 

The SPEAKER, The position of the gentleman from Tennessee is 
not absolutely consistent. The other day he was very indignant be- 
cause the doors were closed at all. _[Laughter. ] 

Mr. ENLOE. I notice, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER (continning). The gentleman will at once see that 
to hold the Chair responsible for opening and closing the doors might 
get him into difficulty with some members. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ENLOE. I observe, Mr. Speaker, that there is some difliculty 
in getting the Chair to assume the responsibility of the order. I be- 
lieve he shifted it upon a subordinate the other day; but 1 notice that 
the door has been closed since I called the attention of the House to 
the matter. 

TheSPEAKER. It is always difficult to get the Chair to assume 
any unnecessary responsibility. 

Mr. ENLOE. That is very true, but at the same time the Speaker 
very frequently does assume unnecessary responsibility. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. But it is difficult to get him to do it. 

Mr. ROGERS, L appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. The gentleman might try the door to 
see whether it is closed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Arkansas has appealed from 
the decision of the Chair, and the Chair ought not to ignore that fact. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposed if would be the turn of the 
gentleman from Illinois next. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. McCREARY (at 11 o'clock and 58 minutes). Mr. Speaker, 
while the House is operating under a call, only a motion to adjourn 
and motions in connection with the call will be in order. I am informed 
that a motion has been made to dispense with further proceedings under 
the call some time ago, I think there is a quorum now present. If it 
is in order, I would Tike to move to dispense with further proceedings 
under the call, as it has been some time since that motion was made. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk reports that but six are lacking to make 
a quorum. I think if the gentleman will be patient a quorum will be 
obtained in a short time. 

At 12 o’clock and 3 minutes— 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk informs the Chair that there are now 
166 members present—a quorum. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move to dispense with further proceedings 
under the call. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


UNITED STATES MILITARY RESERVATION AT CHATTANOOGA, TENN. 


Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res, 169) to authorize the 
use of a portion of the United States military reservation at Chatta- 
noaga for a park by the city of Chattanooga, Tenn. 

ejoint resolution was read at length. 

Mr. ROGERS. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. Does this 
come up in the morning hour or by unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. It comes up on a request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. ROGERS. I demand the regular order, 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the morning hour, which 

ns at 12 o’clock and 15 minutes, and the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. CHIr AN] the Chair understands has the floor. 
ALIEN LAND-OWNERS. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I xield as much of my time as the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] may require. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Speaker, I will occupy but a few minutes of 
the time of the House. I was anxious that there should be a quorum 
present when this subject was considered, and especially that a quorum 
should be present when a vote was to be taken on the bin, for I regard 
if as one g the most importaat measures we have had occasion lately 
to consider, and for that reason I called for a quorum. I find on look- 
ing over the remarks of my friend from Montana [Mr. CARTER], made 
yesterday, the following language: 

The gentleman from Indiana me HoLmaxj and the gentleman from Illinois 
Mr. Payson] were members of the Public Lands Committee, which, through the 
gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN], reported so strongly in favor of a like 
amendment of this law. I leave them to explain their positions as best they 
can, 
I understood the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] when that 
language was uttered to promptly state that there was a misapprehen- 
sion on the part of the gentleman from Montana; that both he and I 
had uniformly opposed this measure, but I do not find it incorporated 
in his remarks; and I take the very earliest moment in my power 
to state that the gentleman labors under an entire misapprehension 
as to the facts. The subject was before the Committee on Public 
Lands during the last Congress. The original bill of the Forty-ninth 
Congress came from that committee and was reported by the gentle- 


man from Illinois [Mr. Payson]; but as to this bill being concurred 
in by the gentleman from Illinois and myself, the page is en- 
tirely mistaken. Mr. PAYSON as well as myself opposed this 
measure from the i haa sagan akin’ ga Piae aa jurio 
measure, tending to im tly the value of the act of the F 
ninth Congress, which prohibited the ownership of lands by aliens 
the Territories or the District of Columbia. 

ae CARTER. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him 
there? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CARTER. I will ask the gentleman if both himself and the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] were not members of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands at the time this favorable report was made 
on a bill identical with the present in the first session of the Fiftieth 
Congress? - 

Mr. HOLMAN. Both of us were. 

Kr CARTER. I will ask the gentleman if any minority report was 
made? 

Mr. HOLMAN, Noz; a minority report was not made. - 

Mr. CARTER. Iwill ask if any word was uttered by either gentle- 
man on this floor in opposition to that report? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, I believe not, from the fact that the measure 
never came up in the House for consideration. It never was considered 
in the House. It never was reached until it was brought up in the 
present Congress from another committee, the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Will the gentleman permit me right there? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Excuse me just a moment. I will say further that 
a majority of the Committee on Public Lands did not agree to this bill. 
My recollection is that in the last Congress it did not receive the sup- 
port of a majority of the Committee on Public Lands. It was per- 
mitted to be reported at a comparatively late hour, if I recollect, as a 
matter of courtesy to the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN ]|—— 

Mr. PAYSON, As a matter of courtesy to the gentleman from Ore- 
gon [Mr. HERMANN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN, But without any possible chance of its being con- 
sidered, and if it had been possible to have it considered it would have 
been very strenuously opposed. I have been unalterably opposed to 
this bill ever since its first appearance. Now, I will yield to the gen- 
tleman from Arizona. ' — 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. At the time that this act went into effect 
limiting the holdings of public lands to citizens of the United Stateg 
and parties who had í d their intention to become such, was no 
the purpose of that act then simply to prevent the holding of large 
tracts of agricultural land by foreigners, and did the report made at 
that time have one word to say other than as to agricultural lands be- 
ing held by foreigners ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I donot remember what the terms of the 
were on that subject. The report was made by the gentleman 
Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Nota word about mining lands was there, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Whether mining lands were y referred to in 
the report I will not say, for I do not remember. I know it was con- 
sidered a very important feature of that bill, and the bill was made 
broad enough to embrace them and all other lands. It would have 
been regarded as a fatal defect in that bill if it had not embraced min- 
eral lands. If the committee had not offered in terms to embrace them 
an amendment for that purpose would have been offered in the House, 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Does any gentleman here know of two 
mines that were held by foreigners? If thereare, I would like to hear 
them state where they are. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the foreigners do not seek these lands then the 
present law will certainly do no harm. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. There were thirty-five or forty years in 
which they could have gotit, and they did not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then there is no benefit to be derived from the 
passage of this bill. If these foreigners have not purchased these landg 


when they could and were not seeking this form of our wealth when * 
they could do so, what can you gain by this bill? The act of the Forty- 


ninth Congress of course did your Territory no 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. The gentleman does not suppose that be- 
cause they did not do it thirty-five or forty years ago, therefore there 
is no possibility of their doing it now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It could have been done up to the Forty-ninth Con- 


Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Arizona, Utah, and New Mexico are the 
only subdivisions of this country that are now legislated against by 
this act, as every one of the new States is absolutely free from its pro- 
visions. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, certainly. Co has simply gone as far 
asitcould. The act of the Forty-ninth Congress applied to all the 
Territories and the District of Columbia. 


Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. It should go as far as it can, and give 
these advantages to us, x 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Holland Land Company, I believe, is in your 
Territory. 
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Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. No, sir. 

Mr, HOLMAN. No, I remember, it is in New Mexico. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, 1 have said this much simply for the purpose of 
— correctly the record as to the attitude of the members of the 
Committee on Public Lands on this subject. That committee believed 
that the law of the Forty-ninth Congress was a wise one, and I believe 
that a majority of the committee would be glad to see the end sought 
by the Committee on the Judi in this bill reported by the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES], accomplished if it can be done 
under the Constitution of the United States; that is, a complete aboli- 
tion of foreign ownership of lands in the United States, not only in the 
“Territories and the District of Columbia, but also in the several States, 
I believe that such a law would be a wise measure and it isin har- 
mony with the policy of all other nations of the world so far as I am 
aware, A few years ago I submitted a statement to the House in rela- 


tion to the foreign ownership of agricultural lands showing the owner- 


ship of those Jands by foreigners in this country toan amount in the 
public land States and Territories of over 17,000,000 acres, as large 
as the territory of an average State. Certainly it was time to legislate 
upon the subject. These lands were held by foreign corporations and 
barons and lords who never ex to become citizens of our country. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. obody disputes that, 

Mr. HOLMAN, Now, Mr. Speaker, as to public sentiment—and 
that, of course, is always regarded with respect by Congress or atleast 
by the House of Representatives—there have been no expressions in 
favor of the legislation which my friend advocates, The act of the 
Forty-ninth Congress was never condemned by any public body or by 
any class of people; aliens who did not intend to become citizens, seek- 
ing to make investments and speculate in our lands, alone condemned 


it. That act was universally approved by our people as wise and 


prudent, and no public body and no private body has ever asked the 
passage of this pending to enable foreigners to become owners of 
our mineral lands. On the contrary, every ex on u the sub- 
F from that large body of men 

own as the Farmers’ Alliance and the other grange organizations, 


have protested t allowing investment in our lands by foreigners 
who never in to become citizens of this country. 
Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. In mineral lands? . 


Mr. HOLMAN. In our lands generally. 

- Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. If they protested against allowing foreign- 
ers to buy our mineral lands, that only shows how little they know about 
mines and ae 

Mr. DOCKERY. The protests refer to foreign land ownership gen- 


erally. 

Te HOLMAN. Yes; including every kind of land. Besides, we 
have adopted a most liberal pape in regard to our mineral lands, the 
most liberal wey that any nation ever adopted. Every other Gov- 
ernment, so far as Í know, makes its mineral lands a source of revenue, 
but we sell our mineral lands at a nominal price without any reserva- 
tion, no royalty, no per cent, of the profits. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. What does Mexico get for her mineral 
lands? Our sister Republic, with more mineral lands than we have 
what does she get? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the gentleman will find that all the other 
Governments in North and South America have made their mineral 
lands a source of national revenue. Not so with us. Heretofore ourown 
citizens and all who have declared their intention to become such, and 
foreigners as well, have been at liberty to purchase those lands at a 
nominal price; no bonus or royalty has been exacted by the Govern- 
ment, but the lands have been practically given away; and if they 
are to be a free gift they ought to be given to American citizens. Of 
course foreigners purchase second-hand, for we have never allowed 
foreigners to enter land; that right is reserved to citizens; and foreign- 
ers who have declared their intention to become such stand on the 
same footing. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Is it not true that the policy of Mexico 
in that respect is much more liberal than ours? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think not. So far as I have been able to learn 
there is not a nation south of the Rio Grande that does not make its 
mineral lands a source of national revenue. 

Mr. REILLY. The Government has a royalty. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; they make their mineral lands a source of 
revenue by imposing a royalty, as my friend from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
REILLY] suggests. . 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I hope that the House will not pass this bill, and 
if an ae shall offer I shall move the House to lay it upon the 
table. ith the wealth of our country so rapidly centralizing into 
great fortunes in Europe, derived from investments made by foreign 
capitalists in all the States and Territories of this Union, owning as 
they do a large part of our system of especially the land- 

t d away our wealth, and anticipating the time 

the early future when our own energies would accomplish the same 
adden araprol with this work going on with such startling rapidity, I 
hope that there will be no step backward in our J upon this 
subject, and, if it cam be done in conformity to the Constitution of 
the United States, I trust that the proposition of the Judiciary Com- 


mittee will become a law, so that all lands of the United States, agri- 
cultural and mineral, all the solid wealth of this country, shall be 
owned by American citizens. Our policy in relation to foreigners who 
come to our shores to become citizens has always been and always 
will be liberal. It is the ownership of our lands by aliens who do not 
intend to become citizens of which I complain. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What number of acres of the lands of the United 
States have been taken up by aliens? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The list that I panema several yearsago showed 
something over 17,000,000 acresin large estates, but, as I stated atthe 
time, that was only a partial list. The extent to which this wealth, 
which is to become so valvable in the near future, was being monopo- 
lized by aliens was so startling that the law of the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, which it is now proposed to modify, was imperatively demanded. 
All the men that I have come in contact with who have been asking 
for the repeal or modification of that law—and I have met quite a 
number of them; a session or two ago there was a regular lobby here 
for that purpose—have been aliens who were seeking an opportunity to 
appropriate out national wealth in mineral lands. They were mostly 
agents of foreign capitalists, 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Does the gentleqan refer to persons ask- 
ing for the modification of the law with reference to agricultural lands? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Those who came to see me on the subject were 
gentlemen from Chicago, and they had special reference to mining lands. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Do you remember where? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not attempt tomention any names. It was 
last winter or the winter before last. I said to them, I am told that 
you have heretofore purchased these mineral lands at a mere nominal 
price and have actually shipped the ore to Europe to be there reduced 
by European labor;’’ and that could not be denied. Now, shall we 
adopt a policy that will facilitate that? Gentlemen talk about bene- 
fiting the laboring men of this country; in this way you are taking the 
national wealth, raw ores, valuable in themselves, but which would be 
made still more valuable by their labor, and transporting them to Eu- 
rope, to be there reduced and have the precious metals extracted from 
the ore by European labor. 

I trust there will be no hesitation on the part of the House in laying 
this bill on the table. I trust that we shall take no step backward in 
this matter, but shall so legislate that the lands of this country in the 
Territories, and in the District of Columbia at least, as far as Congress 
can legislate, shall be owned by the American people, citizens by 
birth and citizens by adoption, our own people. ith our rapidly 
increasing population we will need all of our resources ab an early day. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I had somewhat largely to do with 
passage of the act known as the alien land act, in the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, That act, as gentlemen will remember, prohibits absolutely any 
alien or foreigner from acquiring any real estate in the Territories. 
This bill proposes to amend that act by permitting foreigners to ac- 
quire, by purchase or otherwise, mines of the precious metals, as well 
as tin and cinnabar, or quicksilver. 

I am opposed to this bill. 

Thealien land act passed this House under my charge, and my labor 
in committee with it has afforded me as much satisfaction as any that 
I have done since I have been in public life. By the principles in- 
volved in that legislation I stand to-day, to defeat, if possible, the 
pending bill. ‘ 

I profess familiarity with the situation when that act passed, and I 
do not deem it inappropriate at this time to correct. some misapprehen- 
sions which may have arisen from the somewhat elaborate statement 
made by the gentleman from Montana [Mr. CARTER] in his address to 
the House yesterday. His statement that the subject of the alien 
ownership of mining properties was not considered by the Forty-ninth 
Congress or by the Committee on Public Lands in that Con; is one 
that is entirely gratuitous, I state as part of the history of that legis- 
lation that the subject was earnestly pressed upon the attention of the 
Committee on Public Lands in that Congress by Mr. Toole, at that 
time representing the Territory of Montana, by the ey wee from 
Idaho (Mr. Dvusors], and by several gentlemen not then blic 
life, who were representing this interest; and the Committee on Public 
Lands at that time, as I recollect, were unanimous in opposjtion to the 
Tins announced in the present bill coming from the Committee on 

ines and Mining. 

More than that; while it is true that the principal matter which wis 
investigated by the Committee on Publie ds in that Congress an: 
the exigency which called for legislation at that time was the alarm- 
ing acquisition of agricultural lands in this country by foreigners— 
while that was the exciting cause of the legislation—it is equally true 
that this subject was then considered. Moreover, I think I speak with 
entire accuracy when I say that the report made from the committee 
in the last Congress on this subject was not the expression of the opin- 
ion of the majority; but, as a matter of courtesy, the gentleman from 
Oregon [Mr. HERMANN ]—it being well understood that owing to the 
lateness of the session nothing would be done with reference to the 

nestion—was permitted to make the report to which the gentleman 
—— Montana has alluded. 
The act which passed the Forty-ninth Congress was general in its 
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character; it prohibited the acquisition, in any way, of any real estate 
in the Territories by aliens. It was passed in obedience to a public 
sentiment quite universal and had the earnest support of every public 
newspaper in the Union which was representative of foreigners resid- 
ing among us, as I remember. 

This country, then as now, offered a vast field for foreign invest- 
ment; vast holdings of property could be acquired as a basis of perma- 
nent income, derived from our soil, to be sent abroad to opulent own- 
ers, not a dollar of the income to be expended here for the advance- 
ment of the national good; nothing for school-houses, churches, roads, 
bridges, and local improvements; but all the net income, rents and 
profits, to be sent abroad, out of the country, an exhausting process. 

With mineral lands, such as this bill proposes to open to these for- 
eigners, the process would be precisely the same. Under this bill, the 
streams of wealth sent out of our hills and mountains may be poured 
out into the laps of aliens, who see our land only to profit from it, with- 
out incurring any of its burdens. The only practical argument ad- 
vanced is that more speedy and immediate development may be ex- 


Mr. Speaker, this may possibly be so, but this immediate develop- 
ment is purchased at too dear a price if the profits of the transactions 
are to go to foreigners. But there is another phase of the question. 

Mr. Speaker, there is an underlying principle not yet adverted to in 
this discussion which animated me in my conduct in reference to that 
legislation, and which will control me herein this, and that, Mr. Speaker, 
is the assertion of an American policy with reference to the holding of 
real estate in this country; that is to say, if I and others, feing as I 
felt then and feel now, could have had our way, not an acre of real 
estate, not a dollar’s worth of real property under the flag that floats 
over yor and me should be under the ownership of a foreigner. [Ap- 

lause, 
p I stand, sir, by the principle—keep every source of wealth the God 
of nations has blessed us with to be developed by Americans for Ameri- 
cans only, 

I mean, America for Americans! [Applause.] 

By Americans I mean to include with the native-born those who 
come among us from abroad, with intent to become of us and toas- 
sume the burdens and responsibilities of citizenship and be entitled 
to its blessings and privileges in all thatthatimplies. Outside of that, 
I want no more of aliens, of the pauper and criminal classes of the Old 
World, as well as that other, and, if possible, worse class, adventurers 
and political outcasts. who, from their nests and dives in our large 
cities, breed and swarm out as anarchists. We have now too many. 
Not another should be permitted to land. Equally dangerous to the 
safety of the nation, but in another line, would be the acquisition by 
vast investments and control by ownership of our mines by foreigners. 

So I stand by the alien land act of 1887 in all its comprehensiveness, 
and never by any vote of mine shall any one be permitted to own a 
foot of land to be protected by the flag except by him who will ac- 
knowledge allegiance to the nation it represents. [ Applause. 

It is not a question of dollars and cents with me; it is absolutely a 
question of principle higher than soy Anina consideration, one of 
nationality in the ownership of the 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman will allow me to ask a ques- 
tion. Since the passage of the law to which he refers has it been pos- 
sible for aliens to acquire any of those lands? 

Mr. PAYSON. It bas not been. The passage of the alien land act 
by the Forty-ninth Congress has rendered it impossible for an alien to 
acquire any interest in real estate where the General Government bad 
sole jurisdiction. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. Then the act has been effectual. 

Mr. PAYSON. It has been perfectly effectual, and hence the clamor 
that has been made on the part of those represen foreign invest- 
ments in this country to open up a new avenue for the investment of 
foreign capital, so that s yand profitable returns may be made, and 
for modification of that law for the benefit of foreign money-lenders on 


mortgages. 
Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. The gentleman has alluded to persons 
coming here and representing foreign syndicates 

Mr. PAYSON. Oh, I do not refer to any gentleman in public life. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, Of course the gentleman does not refer to 
any one on this floor; but I would like him or others who make simi- 
lar statements to give some indication as to who those gentlemen are 
who represent foreign syndicates and are attempting to secure the 
passage of this legislation. 

Mr. PAYSON. Why, sir, if the gentleman had been a member of 
the Committee on Public Lands he could hgve seen them in person. 
It is utterly useless to give any names; but there have been gentle- 
men here during this very Congress—and they have been at my house; 
they have sat under the light of the chandelier in my parlor—who 
have asked me as a matter of public policy to allow the alien land bill 
to be modified; others, to allow this bill to go through, so far as the 
little influence I have is concerned. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Foreigners? 

mite No; but representatives of foreigners living in this 
country. 


- Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I never saw any of them. 

Mr. PAYSON. That may be. They were not acting improperly, 
They believe, as the gentleman from Arizona doubtless believes, that 
the speedy improvement of the Territories by large investments of 
foreign capital would be of immediate advantage to those Territories. 
That may be so, but I do not believe it, and, as I said a moment 
ago, I put ay oes to this bill more largely upon what I believe 
to be higher roader grounds, Iam for Americans only in every- 

pertaining to the real estate of this country. I wish to state 
that principle as broadly as lan, can express it. [Applause,] 

The gentleman from Montana said yesterday that there was a dis- 
crimination in favor of citizens of the different States of this Union, be- 
cause this legislation applies only to the Territories. The gentleman 


ought to know—I am inclined to think he does know—that the reason 


the States of the Union were not included in the legislation which for- 
bade the alien ownership of land, was because the Committee on Public 
Lands in the Forty-ninth Congress believed, with the exception of one 
member the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. Oates I- that has 
no power under the Constitution to regulate the tenure of the holding 
or transfer of title of real estate in the different States of the Union. 

I concur in that judgment. I do not believe that Congress has that 
power under the Constitution. I believe that the question of the title 
of real estate, the various questions relating to its acquisition, its dis- 
position, transfer, descent, and all that sort of thing—every question 
connected with real-estate holdings in the different States of this 
Union, is purely and absolutely a matter of State control. I may be 
wrong in that judgment. Iam simply stating my belief as a lawyer; 
and because of such a belief on the part of members of the Committee 
on Public Lands in the Forty-ninth Congress, the bill which was then 
before the committee, represented very ably by the gentleman from 
Alabama whom I now see before me, was defeated in that committee. 

A bill to the same effect is now on the Calendar, coming from the 
Judiciary Committee of the House. Whatsupport it may receive from 
that committee I am unable to say; but I am explaining the situation 
with reference to that proposition in answer to the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Montana in his observations yesterday. That is the 
reason the bill was made operative only in the Territories. 

Mr. OATES. I hope the House will soorhavean opportunity to act 
on that measure. 

Mr. PAYSON. So do I. It is a question which ought to be dis- 
cussed, and if the consensus of opinion here among the lawyers and the 
members of this body shall be that the matter in the bill of which the 
gentleman from Alabama has charge, prohibiting the acquisition or 
holding of real estate by aliens in any State of the Union, is a proper 
matter of Congressional control, I shall be glad to record my vote fur 
it at the very earliest opportunity. But at present I am not satis- 
fied of the existence of such a power in Congress, The Committee on 
Public Lands in the Forty-ninth Congress went as far as it could go 
in this direction. That is the reason the bill then reported and passed 
was restricted in its operation to the Territories of the United States, 
because the Committee on Public Lands, with substantial unanimity, 
believed that the power of the Federal Government over this subject 
ends with the Territories, where it has exclusive jurisdiction. 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PAYSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. HERBERT. Does not the gentleman believe that the Federal 
Government has power over the public lands lying within the limits 
of the States? 

Mr. PAYSON. Well, I hardly know what the gentleman means by 
the question in that form. 

Mr. HERBERT. WhatI mean is, in the judgment of the gentle- 
man, could not the General Government limit the tenure of the public 
lands 

Mr. PAYSON, It might, as to the first owners, limit the tenure in 
regard to them, as it does in fact now; because every public-land law 
we have to-day provides in terms that the title to the public Jands shall 
only be acquired by citizens of the United States or those who have in 
good faith declared their intention to become such. But aſter going into 
the hands of the first grantee from the Government the General Gov- 
ernment never has assumed to exercise control over the disposition of 
that land to other persons, whether citizens or aliens. 

I-may say, Mr. Speaker, in furtherance of the same idea which I 
was expressing when the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] 
interrupted me, that several States of the Union adopted the principle 
of excluding alien ownership. The State of Illinois was the pioneer, 
if I recollect aright. It grew out of the discussion which took place 
here, in the Committee on the Public Lands, and through the news- 
papers of the country, and by conversations of gentlemen here and there 
more or less of an informal character on the alien land act. The 
lawyers of my State came to the conclusion that the power was with 
the State, and so Illinois, to the credit of our Legislature be it said, 
passed a law which is now in foree, whereby any foreigner or alien 
2 is prohibited from holding a foot of land within the limits of 

t State. 

And more than that, Mr. Speaker, it provides further that as to 

present title unless that is disposed of within the time fixed by 
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statute the land is escheated to the State. That is the policy that I 
stand in favor of to-day. I have advocated it all along and I advocate 
it now. I do not stop to inquire, for I do not care, whether the invest- 
ment of a few millions of dollars of foreign os e ant or any- 
where else will give a boom temporary in its to the business 
enterprises of the Territory. I would not sacrifice what I believe to 
be a great and important principle in national legislation for a mere 
temporary advantage of that character. Have gentlemen considered 
for a moment the political influences that may grow out of the in- 
vestment of n few millions of dollars in a special locality? 

Shall it be said that this Congress stands here, devoting its time to 
rendering adecision that a man living across the water, alien to every- 
thing here, except the profits he seeks, shall have power to go on to 
our public lands and make investments on this continent, and shall 
through that exercise a political influence that may at some time here- 
after make itself felt in this and in the other Chamber to the detri- 
ment of the people of this country? 

Do you remember, gentlemen, that there are single mining camps 
in the West that hold the balance of political power in the Territory 
where they are located? 

And am I to be asked to permit it to be made possible for an aggre- 
gation of foreign capital to control such a locality, and possibly affect 
the legislation for our country? 

I shall never do it; never. 

I shall vote cheerfully for the proposition of the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN], which is proposed to be presented not much fur- 
ther on in this discussion, to lny this bill upon the table; and when it 
goes npon the table I venture to express the hope that it goes to its 
grave, never to be resurrected iu the House of Representatives! [Ap- 


pis} 
Mr. CHIPMAN. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr. GROSVENOR]. The gentleman has 
twenty-five minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say, with much 
respect to the gentleman who has just taken his seat, and who paid 
that high tribute to Americanism in regard to our land laws, that in 
my part of the country we have just about as much of it as they have 
here. We are fully as patriotic there as are the people of Indiana, or 
of Illinois, or of any of the States of the Union, and it is not a ques- 
tion of Americanism in the United States as much as aquestion of jus- 
tice to a part of this country. It is a question whether the people of 
New Mexico or Arizona shall be deprived of those privileges and rights 
which amanin Montana, or in Idaho, or in Wyoming might exercise, 
having less population than they. 

It is a question whether you will do justice to all alike and pass the 
bill. i I may say, would raise no objection here to the passage 
of the bill in charge of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] to 
which reference is made. But to make an equality of the law, to put 
all upon an equal footing, it seems to me is true Americanism as much 
as the policy of which the gentleman speaks, that none save Ameri- 
cans shall hold any interest in mining claims. It is un-American to 
say to the people who are kept out of the Union that they shall not 
have the same rights and privileges (except the right to vote in this 
Chamber) that the other people in the Union have; and if the mem- 
bers of this House knew what a mining claim was I would not lose the 
vote of a man on this floor who would know one if he saw it coming 
down P. lvania avenue. They simply do not know what it is. 
You can not hold land under a mining claim, for as soon as the mine 
is the land is not worth a nickel. 

o man ever saw a piece of land on which there was a mine, worth 
acent; that was worth a cent for anything in the world except for the 
mine. Besides that, it is different from public lands in every other 
way, becoming less and less valuable as it is worked. The limit of a 
mining claim, that is to say the area covered by it, is 1,500 feet by 600 
feet, and can not be larger under act of Congress, while in some local- 
ities they are very much smaller by local regulations. It takes hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars to put any mine, no matter how valuable 
it ney be, in a position to assume a paying basis. It has been deter- 
mined wherever a mine was offered to American capitalists that there 
is great doubt and uncertainty about taking hold of it, notwithstand- 
ing the fact that in some cases they do offer a temptation to enterpris- 
ing men; a premium must be offered, for the business is necessarily 
hazardous, and few persons are willing to invest in them notwithstand- 
oy be fact that a fortunate find of minerals may succeed in yielding, 
as is occasionally the case, very large profits. 

And what is the result? Take, for instance, the copper mines of 
- Clifton in Arizona. IfI am not misinformed,some $6,000,000—$4, 000, - 
000 that I know of—were expended in the plant; and yet they have 
not paid, as I am informed, over 4 cent. interest on the investment. 
Yet they have bg teri hund of American laborers, and they 
support the little ing localities in the neighborhood, and have 
. and there has been no great rush 
of 3 from the United States, but they have put $100 here where 
they away $10 in clear profits. And it generally follows in all 
these cases. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from Ari- 
zona has expired. 


Mr. FRANK. I hope he may have more time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the time of the gentleman 
from Arizona may be extended. : 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I was recognized in my own right, and 
I will yield to the gentleman from Arizona such time as he may desire. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Now, Mr. Speaker, while this is happen- 
ing in several localities that I know of, where the same conditions have 
existed, tbe there has been no complaint before the Public Lands Com- 
mittee of this or any other Congress by any reputable man from the 
Western country, aiming directly at the mines and mining interests, 
where they have asked the passage of any such act, If there be such, 
I would like to hear of it. 

Mr. PAYSON. I will be very glad to state it. I think in the room 
of the Committee on Public Lands now, from the old files of the Forty- 
ninth Co: and some from the Fiftieth Congress, I can resurrect a 
bushel-basketful of resolutions from Farmers’ Alliances 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Oh, I do not doubt that. 

Mr. PAYSON. From societies composed largely of foreigners in 
character, Knights of Labor, etc., and all that sort of thing, asking for 
and complimenting the passage of the alien land bill, as broad and 
comprehensive as it was, and as broad as language could make it, ask- 
ing for it first and complimenting its passage afterward; all against 
any alien ownership of land in the Union. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. That is just exactly what I know, and I 
have no doubt that we could have got an equal number of resolutions 
from the Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals; but those 
Farmers’ Alliance resolutions and those petitions of which the gen- 
tleman speaks have no more reference to mines than I have when I 
mention the Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, You 
can not show me where any mine has been held by foreign capital, 
where any complaint was made about it at the time by any individual 
from anywhere. 

I say that these societies did do it in relation to agricultural land, 
and I say that the Western people heartily agree with them. My 
ple are in just as strong sympathy as possible with the people of Illi- 
nois or Missouri on this subject, they are just as much opposed to alien 
holding of agricultural lan They understand the principles that led 
to the enactment of that law and thoroughly sympathize with them, 
but what has that to do with an estate which for a long time was con- 
sidered personal property in this country? 

Mr. HILL. ill the gentleman yield for a question, for informa- 
tion? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HILL. Is there anything in the law to prevent capitalists and 
corporations from owning a large number of these mining claims you 
have mentioned ? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. None in the world; but there isa physical 
fact about that that confronts him. The more mining claims a man 
holds the worse off he is, 

Mr. DOCKERY. And therefore you want to unload them on for- 
eigners. [Laughter. 

Mr. SMITH, of na. No, not at all, unless foreigners want to 
be loaded. That is their business, not ours. 

Mr. HILL. The more money, the more misery. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. No, not at all, but a man is worse off for 
this reason: You do not know when you have gota mining claim un- 
til you have gone a considerable depth into the earth. You do not 
know it then until it has proven itself by returns to be a mining claim. 
Now, in order to hold a mining claim you have to d money, 
and you never find a fl of mining claims together which are prox 
ductive. They do not go in flocks like geese. 

Mr. HILL. Is it not a fact that a large of the valuable min- 

claims are held by tions and thy capitalists ? 
. SMITH, of Arizona. Most assuredly. You can not find a 
claim, iita cage ener that is held by a poor man; for the minute 
t, if itis 


he gets hold of for anything, he is not poor any longer. 
[Langhter. He is bound to be rich, He is bound to be a capitalist 
when he has got a mine, 


Mr. HILL. In own imagination. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. But in order to start it, so that it can 
ever become productive, it is necessary to expend large sums of money, 
and consequently many of them are corporations to start with; butas 
I say, I do not know of a single mine held by foreign capital that has 
ever done one-twentieth the good to the è of the foreign country 
that it has done to the laboring people of the United States, ee Jo 
the laboring man $3 and $4 day for his labor and supporting 
through the hoary Ruy giving a very small profit to those who 
make the original investment of these vast sums of money in the en- 
terprise. Therefore, it seems to me that if the House un the 
actual condition there would be no opposition to the passage of this 
bill. 

There can not be any monopoly in it. You can not monopolize it, 
A man does not want more than one good one. He has no need for 
it; and if he has one good one, he can not buy another good one, for 
the other man does not want to sell his. vast 
distances a 
together, 


not running, as I said, in to be found anywhere 
t takesa lifetime to find one, and then often it is not found. 
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Large amounts of money have to be expended to employ American 
labor. American machinists and American farmers derive a profit far 
in excess of any injury that could possibly result from that un-Amer- 
ican thing” a foreign holding of title to real estate in this country. 

There is no title to real estate in it, nothing but the ore in the 
ground that is worth a nickel, and when the mine is abandoned the 
ground is worth no more for any purpose than the top of this desk at 
which I am standing. Now, Arizona, New Mexico, aud Utah are the 
only Territories left to-day under the operation of this act. A manin 
Arizona can not sell to anybody in the world except an American citi- 
zen, Go across the line into Idaho, Nevada, or California or old Mex- 
ico and they sell to anybody. With reference to these three particu- 
lar Territories, Arizona, Utah, and New Mexico, there is a direct and 
positive enactment, and yet there can be no fear ofany harm to anybody 
resulting from the re of this law. 

Certainly no harm can result between this and the time when these 
States will surely be admitted into the Union, leaving them all on the 
same broad proposition, and leaving the bill of the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. oe to pass. We will raise no objettion when it 
becomes a law. It will be equal in its burdens and equal in its advan- 
tagos: That is all we have asked. I have no claimants to ask it for. 
I, for one, have not seen any man representing foreign capital who asks 
this legislation. I have done it from the demand of the people who 
are in the hills, who go to the mountains, and spend their lives in dan- 
ger, those men who, when they have found something, say, We do 
not want to be compelled to go to Mr. Ryan, who owns a good mine 
next to us, but we want a fair chance in the open market (as the States 
of this Union have) to dispose of property which persons in these Ter- 
ritories have acquired at so much larger expense of time and labor.” 
That is all they ask and that is all I ask; and this is all I have to say. 

Mr. CARTER. I think, as the time has been about equaily divided 
on each side in the diseussion of this bill, I shall move the previous 
question on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to lay the bill on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman from Montana demands 
the previous question on the passage of the bill and the gentleman from 
Indiana moves that the bill be laid on the table. The motion to lay 
on the table has precedence over the former motion, and the question 
is on laying the bill on the table. 

The question was put; and the Speaker pro témpore announced that 
the ayes“ seemed to have it. 

Mr. CARTER. Division, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 27. 

So the bill was laid on the table. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
laid on the table; and also moved thatthe motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call rests with the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The Committees on Pacific Railroads, Levees and Improvements of 
the Mississippi River, and Education were called, 

ADJUSTMENT OF ACCOUNTS UNDER THE EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

When the Committee on Labor was called, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, said: I call up for consideration 
the bill (H. R. 11120) providing for the adjustment of accounts of la- 
borers, workmen, and mechanics arising undef the eight-hour law. 

The bill was read, as follows: à 


Be il enacted, etc., That whoever, asa laborer, workman, or mechanic, has been 
employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States since the 
25th day of June, 1868, the date of the act constituting cight hours aday’s work, 
and has not been paid the full price of a day's work for each eight hours he 
has been so employed, shall have the right to bring suit in the United States 
Court of Claims to recover such deficiency; and the said court is hereby au- 
thorized to take jurisdiction of sl] such cases without regard to the lapse of 
time; and if, in the opinion of the court, he was, under the said act of June 25, 1868, 
or any other existing law, entitled to the full Bes of a day's work for eight 
hours’ labor or service, adjudicate them upon the basis that eight hours consti- 
tute a day's work, and for that length of service the claimants shall be entitled 
to recover the full price of a day's work, whatever that may be, less the amount he 
has already received, and in that ratio for any fraction of a day, if in the opin- 
jon of the court such was the meaning of the said act of June 25, 1868, or any 
other existing laws, and, if anything is found to be due, judgments shall begiven 
against the United States in favor of each claimant 3 

Sec, 2. That no payment heretofore made of a less sum 2 y than the full 
price of a day’s work, as provided in the first section of this act, shall affect the 
right of recovery; nor shall any terms submitted to by any such laborer, work- 
man,or mechauic, whether for piecework, stint-work, task-work, or any other 
kind of work, affect such right: Provided, That the said court shall find that 
such terms, either in the number of hours required to be performed in a calen- 
dar day or in the rate established for such piecework, stint-work, task-work, or 
any other kind of work, required the performance of more than eight hours’ 
labor in each calendar day to earn the full price of aday’s work, as set forth in 
the first section of this act, and that such terms were made since the passage of 
the act of 25th of June, 1868, constituting eight hours a day’s work, and are in- 
consistent with the first section of this act, and exacted by any officer of the 
Government as a condition of employment or retention in the public service : 

That all suits under this act shall be commenced within two years 
from and after bpd pastajo; and any number of claimants ee in the same 
suit: And prov further, That whenever a suficient number of claimants of 
any one class shall join in the same suit, so that the amount claimed shall in 
the aggregate exceed the sum of $5,000, the said claimants shall have the right 
to appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. = 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I raise the point of order that 
this bill ought to go to the Committee of the Whole; that it is a bill 
which contemplates and provides for a judgment against the United 
States. Itis not simply for a right to bring an action, but says that 
the court sball render a judgment; and under the provisions of the rules 
it seems to me that this bill, which might create a charge 
the Treasury and necessitate an appropriation, is therefore liable to 
the rule which requires the consideration of such bills in Committee 
of the Whole, 

Mr. DINGLEY. I want tosuggest to the gentleman from Kentucky 
that precisely this point was decided by the Speaker a few days ago, 
and the decision of the Speaker was sustained on appeal by the Honse. 
This involves the same principle as was involved in the McKay bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not recollect whether the 
McKay bill carried with it the right to entera judgment. This bill 
expressly declares—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. It was precisely the same. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That the court shall render 
a judgment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Whatever thatjudgment may be. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Upon the point of order I havea 
few precedents which I desire to offer, and which I will print in the 
RECORD. The matter is a perfectly plain one which has already been 
decided by the Speaker. 

SPEAKER EANDALL’S RULINGS. 
{Second session Forty-fifth Congress, April 9, 1878, Journal, page 819.] 

The point of order being raised that H. R. 4247, to retire the circulation of the 
national banks, must go to the Committee of the Whole, Mr. Randall overruled 
the point of order on the ground that the bill, though requiring action to be 
taken that would ultimately involve an appropriation of money, did notcontain 
such appropriation, 

[Third session Forty-fifth Congress, January 21, 1879, Journal, page 244,] 


The point of order being raised that House bill 6130 must go to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, Mr, Randall overruled the same on the ground that the bill 
referred the claim to the Court of Claims, which might or might not give judg 
ment in behalf of these claimants, and that in event of judgment being in ’ 
favor the money to pay the same was rat typ in one of the ——— pro- 

3 in accordance with section 1089 of the Revised mies. of the 

Init tates. . 


SPEAKER CARLISLE'S RULINGS. 
First session Forty-eighth Congress, May 17, 1834, Journal, page 1247.] 
The 5 N of order being made against H. R. 6074, to change eastern and north- 


required one to be made, the rule quoted did not apply, the fact that execution 
of the law might involve an additional expenditure of money not being sufi- 


cient to carry the bill to the Committee of the Whole. 


(First session Forty-ninth Congress, April 24, 1886, Journal, page 1373.] 

The point of order being made against H. R. 2929, to divide Missouri into two 

judicial districts, etc., Mr. CARLISLE overruled the point of order on the ground 

that it did not appear with certainty that an additional appropriation would be 

uired to execute the law if the bill became one. He further held that where 

it does not appear on the face of the bill that additional appropriations would 

be required, but the matter is one of argument or conjecture, the Chair could 
not decide that such necessarily would be the case. 


[Second session Forty-ninth Congress, December 13, 1886, Journal, pages 86, 87.] 


The point of order being made against H. R. 9125, to create a school board for 
the District of Columbia, ete., that it must go to the Committee of the Whole, 
Mr, CARLISLE overruled the same on the ground heretofore held that unless the 
bill on its face made an appropriation, or plainly required one to be made to 
3 ia provisions, it was not subject to the requirement of clause 3 of 
Rule XXIII. 


SPEAKER REED'S RULING. 
[First session Fifty-first Congress, March 7, 1890, page 2046 CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp.] 


The ruling of Speaker REED on bill H. R. 2390, referring to the Court of Claims 
the claim of William E. Woodbridge for compensation for the use by the United 
States of his inventions relating to projectiles. 


The point of order was made against this bill, that it was a proposition involy- 
ing a A seh or a tax upon the 8 and that it necessitated an as 
of money. The Speaker overruled t he point of order, using the following lan- 


ihe principle which governs the queen is that, ifthe bill does not itself evi- 
dently require an appropriation or if it can be executed without an 88 
tion, the rule does not require its first consideration to be had in the Committee 
of the Whole.” 

To these may be added the ruling recently by the present Speaker on 
the McKay bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is unable to see any differ- 
ence between this bill and the bill upon which the same point of order 
was made in the Fifty-first Congress, on the 7th of March last. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The provision to which I call 
the attention of the Speaker is clause 3 of Rule XXII. Of course we 
all agree that if this bill ought to go to the Committee of the Whole it 
is not in order at this hour. There is no doubt, and can be none, that 


in the morning hour it is not in order to consider a bill that should go 
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to the Committee of the Whole. Now, clause 3 of Kule XXIII is as 


follows: 

3. All motions or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the people; all 
proceedings — Cos appropriations of money, or bills making appropriations 
of money or property, or requiring such appropriation to be Sala. or author- 
izing payments out of appropriations already made, or releasipg 5 
to the Wye States ſor money or property; shall be first considered in a Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and a point of order under this rule shall ba gvod at any 
time before the r of a bill has commenced. 

Of course, bills to be considered in this hour are bills which prop- 
erly are on the House Calendar and would have to be considered in 


Committee of the Whole. 


Now, this bill indubitably contemplates an appropriation. It is a 
proceeding —— 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. If the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky has concluded 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I did not hear what the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey said. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Iasked, Mr. Speaker, if the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky had concluded. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No. This is a bill which 
has no other object than to appropriate maney, and if it has no other 

it wo 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Suppose the court finds that there was 
no claim. Then is not the provision of the bill executed by the judg- 
ment of the courtin favor of the Government and against the claimant? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is absolutely impossible 
that that can occur under the provisions of this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not assume that to be 


true. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It might not be true as toa 
particular case, but it is indubitably true, andthe House of Represent- 
atives knows and the country knows the fact that this bill is for the 
purpose of appropriating money; that it is a bill which creates a charge 
mpar ee Treasury, a bill the object of which is to take money out of 

ublic Treasury. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The object of the bill is to take cer- 
tain steps which may or may not result at some future period in the 
necessity for au appropriation, and the test which the Speaker applied 
upon a similar question is stated in the extract from the Journal, which 
the Chair will have the Clerk now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘The said bill having been read, Mr. Hotman made a point of order that the 
same must receive its first consideration in a Committee of the Whole under 
clause 3 of Rule XXIII. 

The 1 overruled the point of order, on the ground that it had been 
uniformly held that bills of this class did not come within the requirement of 
the clause cited, and that the principle which governed the question was that, 
Ae N nee not require an a e Err e orif it could beexceuted without an 

ristion, then the rule did not apply. For these reasons the Chair held 
9 order not well taken and stated that the question was on the third 
rat wen of the bill, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair be- 
lieves that the question now presented is the same as the question pre- 
sented in that case, as well as in formercases of which the Chair takes 

‘notice, and therefore overrules the point of order. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Will the Chair state what bill it was that the 
Chair made that ruling upon? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr, Smrosns, by direction of the Committee on War Claims, called up from 
the Speaker's Sod ies the bill (S. 235) referring to the Court of Claims the claim of 
William E. Woodbridge for compensation for use by the United States of his 
invention relating to projectiles. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question in that case, as the Chair 
has already stated, was identical with the one now presented. The 
fact that one claim goes to one court and the other to the other, makes 
no difference in the principle involved. The bill pending before the 
House can be fully executed withont any appropriation. The Chair 
overrules the point of order made by the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Can the gentleman in charge of this 
bill tell us what is the probable amount involved in these claims? 
Claus 5 Nothing, according to the decision of the Chair. 

ughter. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. That question can be answered 

as soon as the bill comes up for consideration. I understand, Mr. 

Speaker, that the point of order is overruled. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is overruled. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I therefore take the floor now in 
S of the bill, and I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 

‘EST 

; Bmp amines Will the Chair please state when the morning hour 

ex 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The morning hour will in seven 
minutes. E Spur TNO desire to pike 

Mr. GEST. I can not make a C 
in seven minutes. I ask unanimous consent that the morning hour 
expire at this time 


The Clerk will read the statement of 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent that the morning hour expire at this time. 

Mr. ROGERS, I object. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, Inasmuch as the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Gest prefers not to go on at present, I 
will state briefly the character and purposesof this bill, giving a short 
history of the legislation which has heretofore been passed by Congress 
and which necessitates the present bill. 

There have been three bills upon this general subject reported at dif- 
ferent times from the Committee on Labor. 

The bill which is now called up is bill No. 11120, which was reported 
on the 50th day of last June. Gentlemen will finda full résumé of the 
legislation precedent to this bill in report No. 489, which accompanied 
one of the earlier bills reported upon this subject, and by an examina- 
tion of that report they will find the acts set out at length, the rulings 
of the Departments under those acts, and the equities which have arisen 
under those rulings, or at least such equities as are supposed to have 
arisen under those rulings, and which this bill proposes to refer to the 
Court of Claims for the determination of that court. This bill does not 
carryany appropriation.. Thebiliis capable of being pertectly executed 
withonta dollar being drawn from the Treasury, because, if the decision 
of the Court of Claĩms is ad verse to these equities, that ends the matter. 
The bill simply seeks to submit these equities to the determination of 
that court. 

On the 25th day of June, 1868, the Congress of the United States 
passed what is generally known as the eight-hour law, which provided 
in substance that no mechanic, laboring man, or workingman em- 
ployed by or on behalf of the Government should be compelled to labor 
more than eight hours each day, The substantial enactment was this: 
That eight hours shall coustitute a day’s work for all laborers, work- 
men, and mechanics now employed or who may hereafter be employed 
by or on behalf of the Governmentof the United States. It would seem 
as though that was as plain, simple, and direct a proposition as — 
be put into shape in the English language. It is not necessary, no 
to go back and detail the circumstances which gave birth to that cane 
It is suflicient for the present purpose to say that the law was enacted 
by Congress and was placed upon the statate-book, and that from that 
time torth it became an absolute rule for every executive officer of the 
United States Government to observe. It was the law of the land and 
it was the duty of every executive officer to observe it. It was not, 
however, observed in some of the Departments. This fact came to the 
attention of General Grant, then President of the United States, where- 
upon he issued this proclamation: 

Whereas the act of Congress approved June 235, 1868, constituted, on and after 
that date, eight hours as a duy's work for all laborers, workmen, and mechan- 
ica employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States and re- 
pealed acts and parts of acts inconsistent therewith : 

Now, therefore, I, Ulysses S. Grant, Presidento of the United States do hereby 
direct that from and after this date no reduction shall be made in Aas ee, 
paid by the Government by the day to such workmen, laborers, and cs 
on account of the reduction of the bours of labor. 

Still the law wasevaded. Notwithstanding the plain termsin which 
it stood upon the statute-book, notwithstanding the plain direction of 
the President of the United States to his subordinates in charge of the 
different Departments, the law in some instances was still evaded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GROSVENOR). The morning hour 
has expired. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I understand, Mr. Speaker, I 
shall be entitled to resume the floor when we next have a morning 
hour, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 4312) to provide American registers for the steamers Stroma 
and Marco Aurelia; and 

A bill (8, 4335) to change the time of the sessions of the circuit and 
district courts of the western district of Missouri. 


JEWS IN BUSSIA. 


Mr. HITT. Before the House enters upon the consideration of the 
order, I ask consent to take up a resolution reported from the 

Committee on Foreign Affairs calling upon the President for informa- 
tion in regard to the reported threatened expulsion, harsh treatment, 
and sad condition of the Jews in Russia—a matter in which many 
American citizens are said tobe involved. The Committee on pea a 
Affairs recommend the adoption of the resolution which I send to 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate to the House of 
Representatives, if not incompatible with the public interest, any information 
in his possession concerning the enforcement of 3 edicts inst the 
sena in Russia recently ordered, as reported in the public press, and whether 

American citizens have, because of their religion, been ordered to be ex- 
pe led from Russia or forbi:iden the exercise of the ordinary privileges enjoyed 
yy the inhabitants. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the resolution; which was adopted. 
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INSPECTION OF MEAT FOR EXPORTATION, ETC. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The business before the Honse under the special 
order is the consideration of Senate bill No. 2594, which will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill providing for an inspection of meats for . prohibiting the im- 
ortation of adulterated articles of food or drink, and authorizing Presi- 
Bent to make proclamation in certain cases, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and Houseof Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of Agriculture may cause to 
be made a careful inspection of salted and bacon intended for exportation, 
with a view to determining whether the same is wholesome, sound, and fit for 
human food, whenever the laws, regulations, or orders of the Government of 
any foreign country to which such k or bacon is to be exported shall require 
inspection thereof relating tothe importation thereof into such country, and 
also whenever any buyer, seller, or exporter of anysuch meats intended for ex- 
portation shall request the 1 ón th 3 

Suoh n shall be eat the place where such meats are packed or 
boxed, and each ‘kage of such meats so inspected shall bear the marks, stamps, 
or other device for identification provided for in the last clause of this section : 
Provided, an inspection ofsuch meats may also be made at the place ofex- 
ede pe if an inspection has not been made at the place of packing, or, if in 

e opinion of the Secretary of Agriculture, a reinspection becomes necessary. 
One copy of any certificate issued by any such inspector shall be filed in the De- 
partment of Agriculture; another copy shall be attached to the invoice of each 
separate suppan of such meat, and a third copy shall be delivered to the con- 
signor or shipper of such meat as evidence that of salted pork and ba- 
con have been in: in accordance with the 


packages 
rovisions of this actand found 
to be wholesome, sound, and fit for human food; and for the identification of 


im nt not 
cretion of the court, 

Sud. 2. That it shall be unlawful to import into the United States any adulter- 
ated or unwholesome food or vinous, spirituous, or malt liquors adulterated or 
mixed with any poisonous or noxious chemical, drug, or other ‘ingredient in- 
1 to health, Any person who shall knowingly import into the United 

any such adulterated food or drink knowing or having reasons to be- 
lieve the same to be adulterated, being the owner or the agent of the owner, or 
the consignor or co ce of the owner, or in privity with them, assisting in 
such unlawful act, be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and liable to pros- 
ecution therefor in the district court of the United States for the district into 
which such perty is imported; and, on conviction, such person shall be fined 
in a sum not ex ing $1,000 for each separate shipment and may be impris- 
— 2 by berg court for a term not exceeding one year,or both, at the discretion 

è cou 

Sec. 3. That any article designed for consumption as human food or drink, 
and any other article of the classes or description mentioned in this act, which 
shall be imported into the United States contrary to its provisions, shall be for- 
felted to the United States, and shall be proceeded 3 under the provisions 
of chapter 18 of Title XIIIof the Revised Statutes of the United States; and such 
imported property so forfeited may be destroyed or returned to the 
importer for exportation from the United States after the payment of all costs 
and expenses, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
prescribe; and the Secretary of the Treasury may cause such imported articles 
to bei or examined in order to ascertain whether the same have been 
so unlawfally imported. 

Szo. 4. That whenever the President is satisfied that there is good reason to 
believe that any importation is being made, or is about to be made, into the 
United States, from any foreign country, of any article used for human food or 
drink that is adulterated to any extent dangerous to the health or welfare of 
the people of the United States, or any of them, he may issue his proclamation 
suspending the importation of such articles from such country for such period 
of time as he may think necessary to prevent such importation; and during 
such iod it shall be unlawful to import into the United States from the coun- 
tries ede in the proclamation of the President any of the articles the im- 
portation of which is so suspended. 

Sec, 5. That whenever the President shall be satisfied that unjust discrimina- 
tions are made by or under theauthority of any fore state against the impor- 
tation to or sale in such foreign state of any product of the United States, he may 
direct that such products of such fore state so discriminating against any 
product of the United States as he may deem proper shall be excluded from im, 

tion to the United States; and in such case he shall make prociamation of 
is direction in the premises and therein name the time when such direction 
against importation shall take effect, and aftersuch date the importation of the 
articles named in such proclamation shall be unlawful, The President may at 
ony time revoke, modify, terminate, or renew any such direction as, in his 

opinion, the public interest may require, 
Sec.6. That the importation of neat cattle, sheep, and other ruminants and 
swine whichared or infected with any disease or which shall have been 
exposed to such infection within sixty days next before their exportation is 
hereby prohibited; and any n who shall 2 violate the foregoing 
ion shall bedeemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall. on conviction, be 
punished by a fine not exceeding $5,000 or b; oak gees notexceeding three 
and any vessel or vehicle used in s unlawful importation shall be for- 

ted to the United States, 

Suc. 7. That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and is hereby, authorized, at 
the expense of the owner, to place and retain in quarantine all neat cattle, 
sheep, and other ruminants, and all swine imported into the United States, at 
such ports as he may designate for such purpose and under such conditions as 
he may by regulation prescribe, respectively, for the several classes of animals 

ve described; and for this purpose he may have and maintain possession 
of all lands, e animals, tools, fixtures, and bo Saget now in use 
for eee o Ped cattle, ana See purchase, 5 8 as 
ma: necessary, and he may appoint v inary surgeons, inspectors, officers, 
and SATI OOA by him deemed necessary 


ntain such quarantine, and pro- 
vide for the exeoution vf the other 


to 
rovisions of this act. 
animals described in this act into meg dg 
Ag- 


but 
culture and owners 


persons familiar with the character and value of such property, to be 


inted 
y the of Agriculture, whose decision, if they agree, shall final; 
otherwise, the of Agriculture decide between them, and his de- 
cision shall be final; and the amount of the value thus ascertained shall be paid 
tothe owner thereof outof any money inthe Treasury appropriated for the use of 
the Bureau of Animal Industry; but no payment shall be made for any animal 
imported in violation of the provisions of this act. If any animals subject to 
narantine according to the provisions of this act are brought into 7 port of 

United States where no quarantine station is as ropan hen collector of 
such port shall require the same to be conveyed by the 
=< . or ars found to the nearest quarantine station, at the expense of 

© owner, 

Sec. 9. That whenever, in the opinion of the President, it shall be necessary 
for the protection of animals in the United States nst infectious or con- 
tagious diseases, he may, by proclamation, suspend the importation of all or 
any class of animals fora limited time, and may change, modify, revoke, or 
renew such proclamation, as the publicgood may require; and during the time 
of such 2 N the importation of any such animals shall be unlawful. 

Sec.10, That the 3 of Agriculture shall cause careful a pea tobe 
made by asuitable officer of all imported animals deseribed in this act, to as- 
certain whether such animals are infected with contagious diseases or have 
been ex to infection so as to be dangerous to other animals, which shall 
then either be placed in quarantine or dealt with according to the regulations 
of the 8 of Agriculture; and all food, litter, manure, clothing, utensils, 
and other appliances that have been so related to such antmals on ship 
as 5 to e e . bs Boys with ings gre hd — 

ons o! Secretary of Agriew 5 8 
— Sania inspection to be made of all animals described in intended 
for exportation, and provide for the disinfection of all vessels engaged in the 

rtation thereof, and ofall barges or other vessels used in the conveyance 
of such animals intended for export to the ocean steamer or other vessels, and 
all attendants and their clothing, and of all 8 and other appliances 
used in such exportation, by such orders and regulationsas he ma; ; 
and if, upon such inspection, any such animals shall be adjudged, under the 
regulations of the 5 Agriculture, to be infected or to have been ex- 
3 to infection so as to be dangerous to other animals, they shall not be al- 
owed to be paaa upon any vessel for exportation, the expense of all the in- 
spection and disinfection provided forin this section to be borne by the owners 
of the vessels on which 5 imals are exported. 

Passed the Senate April 5, 1890, 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Agriculture were 
read, as follows: 

Insert the words or drugs after the word “food,” in second line of section 
2, and before the word! knowing“ in seventh line, section 2; also the words 
“or any drugs” after the word drink,“ in fifth line, section 4. $ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendments reported by the committee, If there beno objection, they 
will be considered as adopted. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Before the vote is taken on those amendments I 
desire to propose, by authority of the committee, another amendment: 
to strike out in line 2 of section 2 the words ‘‘or drugs” and insert 
the word drug after the word ‘‘adulterated ” in the same line; go 
as to make it read: 

3 shall be unlawful to import into the United States any adulterated 
rug, etc, 

Mr. ADAMS. Has the gentleman considered whether the amend- 
ment he now proposes would not exclude from the operation ot the 
bill adulterated food? It seems to me it would. The bill as he pro- 
poses to amend it would provide that it shall be unlawful to import ` 
“any adulterated drug or unwholesome food.’? Now, you want to in- 
clude in the operations of the bill adulterated food as well as adulter- 
ated drugs. 

Mr. FUNSTON. It does include both. _ 

Mr. ADAMS. The effect of the provision as proposed now to be 
amended would be to prohibit the importation of unwholesome food; 
but we want the prohibition to apply to adulterated food, whether it 
be unwholesome or not. That I understand to be the purpose of the 
bill. : 

Mr. FUNSTON. What would the gentleman propose ? 

Mr. ADAMS. I would leave the language just as it is. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. As I understand, this clause of the bill is 
intended to make it an offense to import into the United States any 
adulterated or unwholesome food or drug. Then the clause goes on— 

Orvinous, spirituous, or malt liquors, adulterated or mixed with any poisonous 
or noxious chemical, drugs, or other ingredients injurious to health, 

Ought not the word any to be inserted after the word ‘‘or’’ and 
before the word ‘‘ vinous?” 

Mr. FUNSTON. Not necessarily. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand the object is to prohibit the 
introduction of any adulterated or unwholesome food or drugs or any 
vinous or other liquors adulterated in a certain way. As the clause 
now stands the word ‘‘adulterated,’’ used generally near the beginning 
of the second line, applies to all the classes of articles subsequently re- 
cited. I understand, however, that the section is not intended to ap- 
ply to vinous, spirituous, or malt liquors, unless adulterated in a cer- 
tain way. Isubmit, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. FUNSTON. As there appears to be some difference of opinion 
among the friends of the bill as to the form of the amendments which 
should be adopted, I suggest that we proceed with the general discus- 
sion, and before we vote upon the amendments such cha as may 
meanwhile be decidgd to be proper can be made by ous con- 
sent. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then, before the gentleman proceeds to dis- 
cuss the bill I would move an amendment to insert after the word or, 
and before the word “‘ yinous,’’ in the second line of section 2, the word, 

any. 


Mr, FUNSTON. Very well; we will consider that hereafter. 


= The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendments will first be con- 
dered. : 

Mr. FUNSTON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that it is 
the design to ask a vote on these various amendments before the gen- 
eral features of the bill have been discussed. Am I right? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair wouldsuggest this, thatthe 
amendments proposed by the Committee on Agriculture be considered 
as adopted by unanimous consent. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Iam perfectiy willing 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, that course 
will be pursued. 

Mr. MORGAN, I object for the present. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the first section of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will have the right to 
offer the amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection the amend- 
ments proposed by the committee will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 

Mr. FUNSTON. There will be an opportunity to offer amendments 
hereafter, I will state to the gentleman from Mississippi, but he can 
offer it now if he desires and have a vote at the close of the discus- 


sion. 

Mr. MORGAN, Then I will offer it now and discuss it at the proper 
time, 

I move to amend line 4 of the first section by inserting the word 
“Jard,” after the word of:“ so that it will read if amended: 

That the Secretary of Agriculture may cause to be made a careful inspection 
of lard, salted pork, etc. 

And if that is successful I shall move to insert the same word at all 
other proper places in the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
pending. 

The Chair will state before the gentleman from Kansas begins that 
there are fifty-one minutes on each side for discussion remaining. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, it is with more than an ordinary 
degree of interest that I call up this bill for consideration, for I believe 
upon its passage depends the removal of restrictions and embarrass- 
ments which in a great degree have contributed to the present depres- 
sion in the whole agricultural interest in this country. Mr. Speaker, 
the meat industry is one of the greatest sources of wealth that Amer- 
ica possesses, being next in importance, I believe, to the breadstuffs. 
cotton being the first; and now, when a number of ports in foreign 
countries are closed against our meat products, where we might be reap- 
ing that wealth, it is proposed by this bill to open these ports by a 
proper inspection of American meat products before being shipped. 

Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman pardon an interruption for the 


The amendment will be considered as 


rpose of asking a question ? 
Mr. FUNSTON. I can not yield just now. I will further on with 
pleasure, 


Mr, CRAIN. I would like to ask the gentleman a question in con- 
nection with his remarks. 

Mr. FUNSTON. After I am done I will answer the gentleman any 
question. 

Mr, CRAIN. It will he useless then to yield for a question. 

Mr. FUNSTON, I say, Mr. Speaker, that by opening these ports 
as they should be by proper legislation on our part millions and 
millions of foreign gold can be brought here and converted into Amer- 
ican money to relieve the embarrassed condition, not only of the farm- 
ers, but of all classes of industries in all sections of the country. 

Up tothe year 1881 our pork products had access to all foreign ports, 
of course subject to their revenue laws; but in that year the French 
and German Governments declared against the admission of American 
pork and hence shut us out entirely; and up to 1834 the markets of the 
world were open to the shipment of American cattle; but in that year 
the British shut us out of their ports of entry except on the condition 
that we slaughtered our stock within ten days after they reached their 


port. 

The result of this has been that where the amount of exported pork 
product of this country had reached the sum of $104,000,000 annually 
it immediately fell off to $59,000,000 and where the exportation of 
cattle amounted annually to $17,000,000 it immediately fell off to 
$10,000,000, thus making an absolute reduction in the exportation of 
our meat products of over $52,000,000 annually. This, Mr. Speaker, 
makes an te during the time that our pork and cattle products 
have been shut out of the foreign market of not less than $450,000,- 
000, which amounts to more than the largest volume of greenbacks at 
- any time since their issuance. 

ow, under the provisions of this bill we make our own pork in- 
spection for shipment under the direction of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, and which inspection is made at the place of packing, if re- 
quested by the packer or demanded by the foreign government to which 
it is to be shipped; and when that inspection is made by a competent 
chemist and it is ascertained that it is clean and good and not infected 
with trichinæ, certificates are to be given, one to the shipper of the 
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pork, one to the Secretary of Agriculture, and the other to whomsoever 
the shipment is made; and when that shipment of pork reaches its 
destination we will be enabled to insist that it be accepted as 
pure and healthful; and in case its admission is refused the President 
is veo were to declare our ports shut against everything such country 
produces. 

Also, Mr. Speaker, it provides an inspection for our export cattle, 
so that when they reach foreign ports the shipper will not be com- 
pelled to slaughter them, as now, within ten days, thus absolutel 
destroying a large per cent. of their value; but when they are inspec’ 
and the inspector declares that they have not pleuro-pneumonia, nor 
any other contagious disease, they can be shipped into England or any 
other foreign country and held indefinitely, so that they will have time 
to recover from shrinkage and bruises incident to a sea voyage; thus 
not only providing a market for our fat cattle, but for our stock cattle 
also; and in case England or any other country refuses us that privilege, 
we can say by the proclamation of the President, Until you do this, 
we shall shut out everything that England desires to ship into this 
country.’ 

In other words, Mr. Speaker, it is an effort in the direction of lifting 
this great country up out of the dust and enabling it to stand upon its 
feet, and not have to beg like a medicant of other countries to accept 
our produce, but to enable our Government to say to them, If you 
unjustly condemn the farm products of this country, we will cease to 
haye any commercial intercourse with you until you do cease that un- 
fair discrimination.’’ By this, Mr. Speaker, we will be enabled to do 
something material for the agricultural interests of this country. We 
will open the markets in all parts of the world. Why, sir, I forgot to 
say while dwelling upon that point that this charge of trichinæ in 
American pork is false. There are more persons in America who die 
from stroke of lightning than ever die from trichinz. 

There are no trichine in American pork; and, in my judgment, it is 
only a pretext that they make this decree. As to pleuro-pneumonia, 
it has been almost eradicated. There is scarcely a case of it in exist- 
ence, and yet we are compelled, when we ship our cattle into Europe, 
to be subjected to laws and regulations the same as if every herd were 
infected with it. Why, Mr. Speaker, there is no pleuro-pneumonia 
among the cattle that we ship to-day. In my mind the decree is a 
makeshift of the British people, who have declared themselves to be 
free-traders, to substitute something instead of a tariff to protect their 
own farmers and producers against American competition; and, in my 
judgment, it is an effort on the part of the German and French Goy- 
ernments to protect the producers of swine in those countries from the 
competition of American producers, 

By the passage of this bill we will force them to remove the ban of 
condemnation ander which they have pas our products and to ad- 
mit them to their shores upon fair and reasonable terms. After the 
enactmentof this bill into a law we can say to them, Our pork is in- 
spected and our cattle are inspected; we bring you pure food, and lay 
it down in your country, and we ask, yea, we demand, the considera- 
tion that any other respectable Governments are receiving.” 

Now, in addition to this, Mr. Speaker, it also makes provision for 
the inspection of all animals brought into this country, in order that 
it may be ascertained whether they are not infected with some conta- 
gious disease, and it provides for the inspection of drugs and food and 
drink, 

It isa bill in fact in the direction of pure food to all this country 
and all the world; and I will say to you this is what the farmer asks 
most of everything. He asks that when he produces a good and una- 
dulterated article upon his farm, that when he produces an article of 
pork that is superior, when he has produced an article of beef that is 
superior, these articles may go into the market and command all they 
are worth, and that they may not be unjustly condemned. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think I have said all I desire to say at this 
time, and I will therefore reserve my time. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, before my friend takes his 
seat, I would like to ask him if the provisions of this act may not be 
extended a little with great advantage to the agricultural interests. I 
see that it provides for the inspection of salted pork, bacon, etc. The 
gentleman knows that one of our largest exports, or an export which 
was among the largest, waslard. Why not insert an amendment cover- 
ing lard? 

Ar. MORGAN. There is an amendment pending, which I have 
offered, covering that subject. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I was not aware of that. It seems to be 
thoroughly appropriate here. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam glad to have the suggestion from my friend. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Iam glad to have the gentleman put the question 
at this time, because I wanted to speak of that matter and of general 
legislation upon the subject. ‘There are a number of things that you 
might attach to this bill apparently to the advantage of the farmer, but 
I want to say to you now that whenever you begin to attach this thin 
and that thing you will load down the bill and sink it and that wi 
be the end of it. Now, I want to say that we have a good bill here, 
It has come.from the Senate reduced to a point which meets just ex- 
actly the issues of to-day, salt pork and the live cattle of this country. 


— 
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And if you attempt to load the bill down with everything else you 
will destroy it. ; 

Now, as to the question of lard, that is a different question. Neither 
the English people nor any foreign nation have declared against the 
lard of this country. They have declared against cattle because of 
pleuro-pneumonia, and they have declared against pork because of 
triching. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Alleged. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Alleged, I mean, of course; but there is no pleuro- 
pneumonia worth mentioning among our cattle and no trichine in our 
pork, It is utterly impossible for lard to be infected with trichine, be- 
cause, as every man knows, when lard or pork is subjected to heat 
that insect is destroyed. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I was very glad indeed to have the 
gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. BUTTERWORTH ] suggest the amendment that 
I have already presented, and which Iam glad to know will receive 
his support. Now, sir, when we come to the consideration of this 
measure I will say that I hope it will have the 9 2 of every mem- 
ber of this House, or at least it ought to haveit. I hold in my hand 
the last report of our statistician, and ont of $845,293,828 of exports 
this year $629,785,917 were agricultural products, or 72.87 per cent. 
of all the exports of this country are agricultural products, 

It is gratifying also, Mr. Speaker, to look at the reports in regard to 
our hog product, especially under consideration in this bill, because it 
applies only to pork and bacon. I find that in the year just closed 
531,899,677 pounds of bacon were exported, as against 357,397,399 
pounds last year. We sold abroad this current year in round numbers 
76,000,000 pounds of hams in addition. We sold of lard 471,345,000 
pounds, as against 318,240,000 pounds last year. Here we have, Mr. 
Speaker, exchanges upon which nearly the whole of our revenue is 
dependent. From agriculture and from its products comes the revenue 
principally which supports this Government; $629,000,000 of our ex- 
ports of 8845, 000, 000 come from the farms of this country, 

This raises the question here presented in this bill, and Ido not make 
the assertion in the spirit of exaggeration when I say that we practi- 
eally clothe and feed the world, and if not at present, if given a fair 
chance, will soon do so; and if this be true I ask if it is not our 
highest duty, when we send forth agricultural products, that weshould 
give them a certificate of good character; and what I have said as to 
these products, our bacon, our lard, and our pork, that I have enumer- 
ated, also holds good as to our breadstuffs and our beef products. 
When we come to look into our methods in the advanced stage of man- 
ufacturing these products, does it not behoove us to have the same law 
that we apply to pork and bacon apply to lard as well? 

Mr. Speaker, we have had the subject of pure lard before the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture for a number of years, for at least three years; 
not this particular bill, because it is of recent origin, but the subject 
of lard. We have had it before us and have given it great considera- 
tion, greater than any other one subject considéred by that committee. 
Everything that can be said about it, everything that would affect its 
market value at home or abroad, or show its cleanliness, has been said 
to that committee. 

The evidence is allin. I am prepared to say that the people of this 
country demand pure food in all its branches, and that a certificate of 
good character should accompany it to every household, if that could 
bedone. I ask gentlemen why lard should be singled out and made an 
exception df, and why should they prefer one branch of industry against 
another? I am told by my friends that these two branches are sepa- 
rate; that lard is a separate subject; but how can you say that lard is 
separate from bacon and pork? 

Mr. FUNSTON. If the gentleman will permit me. There is no 
necessity for this amendment about lard, and we have received no pe- 
titions in that connection. 

Mr. MORGAN. There are thousands of petitions. The RECORD is 
full of them. Now, sir, I hold in my hand the petition of the Board 
of Trade of the city of Chicago. Mr. Hately appeared before the Com- 
mitteeon Agriculture, and in his own statement says that this organiza- 
tion numbers 1,900 members, and that they purchased in the last year 
actual farm products of the value of $350,000,000 or $400,000,000. 
Here is the petition: 


Whereas rendered fat from the hog, in its pure state, has always been branded 
and known as lard, and under this name has become one of the necessities of 
lite, universal in its use, unquestioned in its quality, and has grown to be one 
of the most important articles of export; and 

Whereas during the last few years competition among refiners and dealers 
has caused them to seek for cheap fats with which to adulterate lard for the 

se of underselling each other, thus causing large quantities of a compound 
made from the fats of various animals and vegetables to be placed on the home 
market, shipped abroad, and branded lard; and 

Whereas such adulteration of lard has grown to be a national scandal, and 
has seriously damaged the good name of American lard, both in this country 
and abroad; and 

Whereas a few years ago shippers and curers, in their anxiety to get busi- 
ness by underselling each other, made shipments to Europe of partially cured 
meats which were branded “tally cured,” thus giving a pretext to France and 
Germany to prohibit the importation of American hog meats, on the ground 
that they were infi with trichina, thereby ee an unjust stigma upon 
American meats, resulting in great loss to our agricultural interests and to our 
export trade; and 


Whereas, judging trom the action of France and Germany against our meats, 
we fear the ners abroad may induce foreign governments to prohibit the 
importation of all American lard, thus damaging the export trade diminishin; 
the consumption of honest lard at home, to the financial detriment of the — 
cultural interests of this country, which 3 own about 50,000. 000 hogs, worth 
Fires 3 and further damaging America’s good name in the commerce 
of the world: 

Therefore the board of directors of the Board of Trade of the city of Chicago 
hereby petitions the Con of the United States to pass such laws and regu- 
lations as will compel all refiners and dealers to brand all adulterated Jard 
“compound lard,” or with some brand such as will plainly distin: the pure 
from the impure article, in order that the consumers at home and abroad may 


know the one from the other. 
O. L. HUTCHINSON, President. 
GEO. F. AMES, Secrelary. 


Mr. CONGER. Then you had better pass the lard bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; but we ought to take lard and place it in this 
bill. 

Mr. FUNSTON. We take it up in the next bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Weshould take it up in this branch of the sub- 
ject. You do not propose in that bill to have anything to do with 
foreign commerce, and that is one of the points you make, In that 
bill you propose to take up compound lard, which is only one part of 
the lard product of this country, and you propose to put upon it the 
stamp of condemnation. 

I say that we are here as representatives of the people, deman 
that a certificate of good character should be put on those articles whi 
are sent abroad, a certificate upon which you can get the trade of the 
countries of Europe, and not have our trade damaged there, They de- 
mand that the same protection that is given to salted pork should be 
given to lard, and itis because there has been such a fight between 
those interested parties that our meat has received such condemnation 
abroad. 

Mr. BLISS. Where is this petition from? 

Mr. MORGAN. It is from the Board of Trade of the city of Chicago, 
representing 8350, 000, 000; and they are in favor of the Conger bill. 

Mr. BLISS. That is the trouble. It is wealth that is behind this, 
and not the farmers. A 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, I have petitions here, and I could stand and 
read them by the hour, and not one of them is in favor of having it 
discriminated against. If you are to havea certificate of good charac- 
ter placed upon the meat products of the country, why do you stop and 
leave out lard? Gentlemen come here and denounce lard compound 
asa fraud. If you want to protect these products and give a certificate 
of good character to the meat the inspector of the Government should 
go and inspect the slaughter-houses, the lard-kettles, and place a cer- 
tificate of good character upon their products; and I ask only that it 
be placed where that certificate of good character can be given. 

If lard compound can not stand the test let it go to the world con- 
demned. But its friends challenge its enemies to meet it in any con- 
test with American-made lard before any board of health or school of 
morals or tribunal on common decency in the world without any fear 
of the result. Lard compound demands the right to be placed in this 
bill, and challenges its competitor to the test provided by the bill for 
the benefit of the consumers of the world. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 5 

Mr. CON GER. Is there any foreign Government which, by edict or 
legislative enactment, or anything of that kind, has ever discriminated 
against American lard ? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; but it is said they will do it unless this thing 
is done. 

Mr.CONGER, They have, however, discriminated against our pork. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir; and why have they done it? Has not 
France put a tax of five-eighths of a cent a pound upon our lard? 

Mr. CONGER. What for? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not know, unless it is to 
putting taxes here upon some of her products. 
reasonable, would it not? 

Mr. CONGER. They have not discriminated against our lard, 
though ? 

Mr. MORGAN. That is not an answer to the proposition. These 
gentlemen bring forward their petitions, and it is the basis of the ar- 
gument in favor of the Conger bill. that you are using lard compound 
as an export and that it is damaging to us abroad, that it gives usa 
bad name. Now I not only want this inspection on account ot the com- 
pound-lard-makers, but I want it in order that the facts may be sent 
out to the world, and I want it for the purpose of contrast with this 
nasty lard that is rendered“ from everything in the world that isin 
a hog, from his snout to the end of his tail. { Laughter. ] 

Mr. HEARD. I understand that the gentleman’s opposition to the 
Conger bill is because it does not provide a guaranty of inspection of 
this article for our foreign customers. 

Mr. MORGAN. It provides for nothing except taxing compound 
lard out of existence as a competitor. It is an appeal to Congress to 
suppress a competitor. 

Mr. HEARD. Am I correct in my understanding that the 


t even with us for 
uch would be very 


entle- 
id not 


man said that one objection he had to this bill was that it 
provide for inspection for the benefit of our foreign customers? 
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Mr. MORGAN. The gentleman from Iowa asked me if there had 
been any condemnation of American lard abroad 
- Mr. HEARD. I understood the position of the gentleman from 
Mississippi to be as I have stated it, and I desire to ask him, would it not 
be easy to so amend the Conger lard bill as to guaranty the inspection 
which he desires? f 

Mr. MORGAN. Is not that a way of fighting us off? How much 
easier would it be than placing the provision right here? 

4 HEARD. But the other bill applies directly to lard, and this 
not. 

Mr. MORGAN, And this applies to our exports of salted pork and 
bacon. What objection has my friend from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] 
to inserting lard right here? He is the author of one of those bills. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. None whatever. My friend has said that 
there has been no edict against our lard on the other side of the ocean. 
That is true. But there has been an edict against that which purports 
to be lard. ‘That my friend knows. 

Mr. MORGAN. No. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, Iknow it is a fact. It has been ban- 
ished from Antwerp, from Liverpool, and from many other of the great 
markets of Europe. Now, I am perfectly willing, in order that each 
article may stand upon its merits as my friend suggests, that that shall 
be ke, here, and then everybody will know what he is buying and 
what he is paying for. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is exactly what Iam after. Now, when my 
friend says here that the edicts of Germany and of France are based 
upon the idea of trichinosis, I say that is not correct. The trueground 
is set forth in the resolutions of the Chicago Board of Trade, and it is 
that these meats are impure and ill cured. 

Neither has lard compound been banished from the countries named 
by my friend BUTTERWORTH. In those countries their laws require 
these articles to be sold as and for what they are by description, as 
mixed or otherwise; and no country in the world hasever pronounced 
against the wholesomeness of lard componnd, and we challenge the 
scientists of the world to test the article, and we invite the consumers 
ot the world to try it. We defy all enemies to meet us in the light of 
day on equal terms, 

Because of the fear of unwholesomeness our meats have been con- 
demned in the 1 8 markets, and the correspondence of our min- 
ister to France, Mr. Whitelaw Reid, recently published, shows that to 
be the fact. That correspondence shows that it is not true that our 
meats are kept out because of trichinosis, bnt that the real reason is 
their want of the assurance that Government inspection would give. 
Why, it would make the cold chills run through gentlemen to read 
the testimony in regard to this matter. Turn to the testimony of Mr. 
William G. Bartle, long a member of the St. Louis Board of Trade, 
Can any man doubt the truth of his statements? He came before the 
Committee on Agriculture, and I have his testimony here, in which he 
gives a graphic account of the mode and manner of the manufacture 
of bacon in this country. When he bad delivered his testimony, all of 
the pork-packers of the country assailed him, and the new: rs were 
flooded with denunciations of him from one end of the land to the 
other. He was threatened with expulsion from the St. Louis Board of 
Trade, and they went to the extent of preferring charges against him be- 
fore that board. What was the result? He defiantly walked in and 
told them that what he said was the truth, and he would stand by 

it before the world, and he challenged them to a trial. 

What was the further result? The charges were preferred on the 
statement of Mr. Whitaker, a very prominent packer there. ‘The 
Board of Trade decided that they had no jurisdiction, and they were 
about to dismiss the matter when Mr. Bartle, by his counsel, walked 
in and waived the question of the jurisdiction of the board and de- 
manded a hearing, and he forced them to back down in order to pre- 
vent the disclosure of the truth, for he said he had witnesses tosustain 
all that he had charged. This gentleman stated that he knew of as 
many as 2,240 smothered hogs to go into the lard tank at one deal. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish toask the gentleman another question. Did 
you believe the testimony of Mr. Bartle before that committee? 

Mr. MORGAN. I state to this House that I did believe the testi- 
mony of Mr. Bartle before that committee, and I believe it now. He 
challenged the world to contradict it and he refused to take back a 
syllable of what he said. They threatened to dismiss him from the 
St. Louis Board of Trade, but he appeared there with his witnesses 
and they conveniently found themselves without jurisdiction. He 
waived the question of jurisdiction, as I have stated, and demanded a 
trial. The result is he is still a member of the board and the whole 
agitation has died out, but his testimony stands unimpeached and his 
accusers stand mute. 

Mr. CONGER. Did he not testify that he himself had been practic- 
ing the same things that he described; that he had been killing smoth- 
ered hogs and selling them for pure meat? 

Mr. MORGAN. I will read his testimony. 

Mr, CONGER, Did he not say that? And if he did say that, I do 
not believe that the gentleman from Mississippi or any other man in 
this House would believe such a man’s statements. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Bartle stid this. And when I tell this Con- 


gress what Mr. Bartlesaid, Isay every member on this floor who knows 
that man is descended from the loins of Adam, who knows that the 
heart of man is “‘deceitfnl above all things and is desperately wicked, 
must consent to the truth of his statement.. Mr. Bartle says that no 
man but an ex can tell whether a hog is afflicted with cholera or not. 
He says that whenever cholera breaks out in any portion of a State where 
hog-raising is carried on, those hogs are rushed to market. And 

ean not tell whether they are infected with the cholera or not un 
they have been killed, and opened; and then you will see the 
little traces of the cholera infection. But, as he says, those hogs go 
into bacon; and the question with the man who has those 
hogs is whether he will throwthe bacon away or not when he discovers 
these traces of disease, 

Mr. SWENEY. Will the gentleman allow me a word? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SWENEY, I represent a district that produces a great many 
hogs, and I come from a State that produces more hogsthan any other 
State of the Union. I wish to say that I know the statements made 
by the gentleman are untrue, 

Mr. MORGAN. I refer to the statement of this gentleman who de- 
fied the whole Board of Trade of St. Louis to meet him. 

Mr. SWENEY. As quoted by you. 

Mr. MORGAN, I have quoted it correctly. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Why did not the board before whom he made 
that statement turn him out? 

Mr. MORGAN. He said, ‘‘I stand here with my witness; I waive 
the question of jurisdiction; turn me outof the Boardof Trade, if you 
can.“ He stood there in the face of those stock raisers and dealers 
and he defied them, saying that he would meet them with the pee: 
He said further, that whenever you see a drove of hogs come on in the 
cars with an order to sell them on delivery, youmay look out ſor cholera 
in that neighborhood, and no human being can whether those hogs 
are infected with it or not. 

After slaughtering the hogs the taint of cholera could be detected, 
and then the question would be whether the meat should be thrownaway 
or whether it should go into bacon; and he said that the packers under 
such circumstances would let it go into bacon, and did and do letit go 
into bacon. He did not say that men would take hogs that died of 
cholera and sell their flesh as bacon, but he says that these smothered 
hogs were rendered into lard and those discovered after slaughter to be 
infected went into bacon. 

But there are other witnesses. Mr. Fairbank, the largest manu- 
facturer of compound lard in the United States, tells us exactly how 
this lard is made; and we have also the testimony of Mr. Armour, Mr. 
Sperry, Mr. Jewell, Professor Wiley, of the Agricultural Department, 
and a number of other gentlemen, who tell us how lard is made and how 
compound lard is made, One of these tells you that for more than 
twenty years the article known as prime steam lard has been adul- 
terated, the leaf lard being taken from it and sold to butter-makers, 
the remainder being sold as prime steam lard. 

Mr. Mixer, the inspector at Chicago for a number of years, made a 
statement, which I hold in my hand. He was asked in regard to the 
different grades of lard. He said there were just two grades: the 
choice Jard, then the prime steam Jard. He was asked how the rule 
of the trade required choice lard to be made. He said it was made of 
the leaf of the hog and the trimmings. He was then asked how prime 
steam lard was made, and he said it was made from the fat, from the 
offal, from the feet, the head,and the trimmings. He wasasked whether 
there was on the market any choice lard made out of the leaf. He 
answered, Not a particle.“ 

He was asked by one of the counsel, Mr. Fox, whether a family de- 
siring leaf lard or choice lard could buy such-inthe market in Chicago, 
and in reply to that question this inspector stated that he had not seen 
a sample of such lard in the city of Chicago for two years. He was 
asked whether he could not get it there. He said, “Yes, youcanget it 
if you will go to the packer, buy the leaf, take it home and render it; 
then you will have some choice lard, but not otherwise. 

A MEMBER. If the hog has the cholera will it be choice Jard? ” 

Mr. MORGAN. I should say not. But it is stated they render such 
into lard; and that is another reason why there should be inspection. 

Mr. Hately was also bronght forward in the interests of the refiners 
and packers of lard. He was placed upon the standin connection with 
Mr. Mixer with regard to this manufacture. Mr. Fairbanks had said 
that the different parts of the hog, the leaf and trimmings excepted, 
were put in intact; that the feet were put in without taking the hoofs 
off, that the heads are putin with the ears on, that the entrails are 
putin, having been ripped open and washed around in a trough, and 
out of this they get lard; that when he bought a hundred tierces and 
refined it he would frequently get as much as a tierce or two of mud 
as black as your coat. 

Are you not willing, then, as our prime steam lard goes to the con- 
tinent of Europe, tbat these operations should be inspected? Would 
not these gentlemen who sell this product upon the market be bene- 
fited by having the stamp of the Government placed upon it? Does 
not the character of the American farmer abroad, that my friend here 
and all of us are so willing to defend, demand that the product of his 
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hog should be neat and clean and branded by the Government and its 
purity in this way guarantied? 

I will say to my friend from Iowa that I can vindicate every farmer 
in his district, every single one of them, and by his own testimony here. 
He knows that when he and I were boys we used to stand around at what 
was called ‘‘ hog-killing’’ time to see the hogs slaughtered, and then 
we consumed or sold our own pork, and we baconed it ourselves, and 
made our lard, sent it off, and sold it. To-day you simply killenough 
for your own use and every hog in the State of Iowa is sold to the pack- 
ers on its feet and you have no control whatever over the business of 
making bacon and lard except for your own household. SAGE Taha 

Mr. SWENEY. I want to say to the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. MorGan] that by the law of Iowa under severe penalties the 
tranzportation of a hog dead with disease is prohibited over any part 
of the State. And cholera hogs do not go into the slaughter-houses, 
as has been stated in the testimony to which the gentleman refers. 

Mr. MORGAN. Weare not talking about dead hogs at home. Your 
hogs that leave the State leave there, as your farmers believe, in a 
healthy condition. By the time they reach the market they may be- 
come infected with disease. They may become diseased on the way 
from the farm to where the packers slaughter the animals; and when 
they reach the packer, if it happens that they are diseased, the packer 
never steps to consider the question or have an investigation made, but 
he simply slaughters them and puts them into bacon. 

It is atthe packing-houses, therefore, that the examination should be 
made, noton the farm. The farmers do not know whether they are 
diseased or not when they are shipped. He sends them off for fear ot 
disease. Possibly they may be, but they are unable to determine. But 
yet, Mr. Speaker, when the cholera breaks out among the hogs it is 
only human nature for the man to get his stock off, to getit away from 
his farm as soon as possible, sent to the market to avoid danger. 

What does Mr. Fairbank say in his testimony on this point as to 
the manufacture of a pure-lard product? Here is the testimony; itis 
of a character that I could not undertake to read now. A reading of 
that character of evidence in this presence would empty the gallery of 
ladies. It is enough to say that it is taken from every part of the hog. 
Here is a part of it: 

Th ki t til th to put in hole hog; tri ings, 
pont, Murad creeping went take e bee Kerr 
steamed lard. A prime steamed lard was the product, 

That process uced the quality of prime steamed lard, and it got it to such 
a p 2 the people began to complain of a bitter taste in it. 

ow, in the great packing-houses of the West they do not stop to clean the 
guts or make sausage casesofthem. There are only certain particular entrails 
used for that purpose, and all of the gut fat. They just wash around, not thor- 
oughly, and then throw all into the tank. 
By. Mr. GEORGE: 

T Gan Nee t, d everythi: The lard tank to-day in a packin 
house pairs . pee everything in the shape of peated To-day 
there is not a packing-house that makes—I will not say a tierce—but there 
no such thing as white grease from = packers on the market. 

Q. That is worked up into the lard? 

A. Itali into the lard; all the product that we used to buy as white 
grease. There is no such thing as No. llard any more. Itall goes in, and is 
ali prime steamed lard. The quality of it had deteriorated to such an extent 
that we had to get something to mitigate it, to do away with the taste and the 


smell. 

Out of 100 tierces of lard we took out a tierce or two of mud. It was as black 
as your coat. There were one or two tierces of those settlings, of impurities of 
that kind. That is what we call refining. 

By Mr, PLUMB: 

Q. The packers’ lard produces that result? 

A. Yes, sir; all the packers’ lard made is made in that way; it contains all 
of this filth necessarily from the throwing into a tank of guts and everything, 
and steaming it all together; it is then allowed to precipitate itself, and then 
the impurity is drawn off. 


Axain, in reference to the dirt, the black stuff settling to the bottom, 
Mr. Hately, Fairbank’s adversary, testifies: 


Q. Mr. Fairbank spoke about dirt settling to the bottom; thata very large 
amount of it settled there. You say the same thing happens in your manufact- 
ure, that the dirt settles on the bottom? 

A. Yes, sir: beforeit goes into the prime steam lard. 

2 = g says he gets his lard from the packers. 

Ves. sir. 

Q. He says it settles in that way. You say your dirt settles in that way? So 
I say the mere fact of the dirt settling is not material, if there is a proper render- 
e because that eliminates the dirt. The fact that the dirt has been 
in it does not make any difference. 

Q. Suppose you take out the dirt, would it be possible to make out of the fat of 
the oy Bho it all—such an article as Mr. Fairbank describes, an article that 
* oe a hoggy smell and be offensive to the taste? 

Ves, sir. 


What does Mr. Hately say about it, in answer to a question by Mr. 
PLUMB, I believe? 7 


Q. Does not this process take place: Instead of the fat pulled from the 
gut, is not the gut split open and the ordure pulled out, and the entire thing 


put into the tank? 
A. Thereare certain guts that are cut open in that way that can not be voided. 


They are not used by the sausage-maker, Well, there is no other way to use 
them. You can not afford to lose them. The guts are thoroughly washed and 
just as wholesome as the sausage we eat, 

So you see they have been putting the whole entrails of the animal, 
all of the guts right in the kettle, And this question was asked: 

Does the gut go into the tank? 

A. Yes, sir. 
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Now, 3 ing, if gentlemen will take time to ex- 
amine it, upon this subject, for those gentlemen who are attacking com- 
pound lard and seem opposed to having an inspector, They want to 
confine the article at home, I suppose, and let these tlemen 
go with their compound lard, cotton-seed oil, etc., and all of that into 
a foreign market. This question is asked by Senator PLUMB: 

From what part of the hog do you get what is called white grease? : 

White grease is an article formerly known, I will say for the infor- 
mation of those present, among pork-packers as alow gradeofoil. It 
was used for lubricating oil, made from the entrails and the unnamable 
parts of the hog. 

Here is the testimony: 


Q. From what part of the hog do you get what is called white ? 

A. There is no such thing as white grease made in the seine cong att now. 
In the march of events the progress in packing has been just as great as it has 
been in almost any other industry. 


In the advance in the making of lard, having eliminated the whole , 
of the substance that is worth anything to make butter ont of, then 
comes the refuse, and that is all brought down to prime steam lard, 
and the white grease that was known in years gone by has become un- 
known in the progress of the manufacture of lard. š 

Here is the statement of Mr. Hately, the gentleman who has comè 
bere from the Chicago Board of Trade to break up compound lard as the 
official representative of pure lard: 

Q. From what part of the hog do you get what is called white grease? 

A. There is no such thing as white grease made in the packing-house now. 
In the march of events the progress in packing has been Just as great as it has 
been in almost any other industry. It has not been a great many years ago 
since the whole entrails as they were taken from the hog—the 18 portion 
of the fat on them were taken awny, carried out and buried. It bas not been 
many years ago since some packers on the Mississippi River thought the head 
or feet or anything of b kind was of no value whatever. They only killed 
in the winter time, and one packer remarked to me: “Whata fool we were. 
We had big profits in those days if we had only known it. We used to take 
the heads and feet and guts and run them outon the Mississippi River and pile 
them up there, and when the ice broke up in the spring away they went.” 

Q. Then, what was calied white grease now goes into the manufacture of 


A. Yes, sir, The lard system is now so entirely different that we could not 
make white . 

Q. Then, e formerly known as white grease now becomes lard by the 
process of manufacture? 

A. Yea, sir. It never was really white grease at all. It was really only the 
lard, but nota product that would pass inspection. 


All of the leaf-lard has gone into butter. Mr. Fairbank says that 
in one of his houses he has the names of fifty dairymen in the United 
States who buy oleo and this leaf-lard productfrom him. And soevery 
particle of the entire leaf of the American hog that isslaughtered is, 
according to this testimony, sold in the shape of vleomargarine, but- 
terine, and butter, and the statistics in reports show that 68,218,098 
pounds of it were shipped abroad last year inaddition tosupplying the 
home market. 

Mr. Mixer says if you want any genuine leaf-lard now, you have 
got to buy the leaf yourself and render it yourself. He is the inspector 
for the city of Chicago and knows what he is talking about. 

Hately further says: 

Now, as soon as the hog is killed and comes down on the bench and the hair 
is scraped off of it, it is put ontoa rail and hung by the hind A man takes 
a knife and cuts down the stomach and takes out the entra Then,as that 
drops out, he catches hold of bum-gut, and that is out out and thrown toa man 
whotakes care of it, and it is then sold to people who prepare sausage-cases for 
sausage-makers. — 

He also says: 


I think there has been something said about the heads. After the guts are 
taken out the head is cut off and the tongue taken out. The bl is then 
washed from the head, and it is also putinto the tank. Then the lard from the 
fat of the head goes in with the rest. Any sinew or gut or skin, or 88 
that descri that may into the tank—and a large uantity of skin does 
get in on the fat pieces of the meat—under the action of the heat is rendered 

own to a gluey substance that will not remain in the lard, It settles right 
dowpin the water. In fact, it wil] go as low down asthe dirt that is in 
the lard at that time, because it is merely a vegetable matter. This bum sub- 
stance will usually settle lower than the dirt. That is carried oft and is made 
into the packing-house fertilizer that we know of in commerce, 

That is the way lard is made. 


Here are Mixer’s words: 


“ Choice lard.—Choice lard to be made from leaf and trimmings only, either 
steam or kettle rendered, the manner of rendering to be branded on each tierce.” 

“Prime steamlard,—Standard prime steam lard shall be solely the product 
of the trimmings and other fat parts of hogs, rendered in tanks by the direct 
application of steam, and without subsequent change in grain or charactor 
the use ofagitators or other yee TN except as such change may unavoi 
ably come from transportation. It s have proper color, flavor, and sound- 
ness for keeping, and no which has been salted shall be included. The 
name and location of the renderer and the grain ofthe lard shall be plainly 
branded on each package at the time of packing.” 


By Mr, Fox: 
Q. wat you please tell me whether or not this choice lard Is often seen on the 
marke 


A. No, sir; it is not often called for. 

Q Is it ever delivered on future contracts? 

A. No, sir. 

Q 8 steam lard is the lard of commerce? 

. es, Sir. 

Q. The choicest part of a hog is rendered out and sold at a higher price 
prime steam lard? 

A. I bave not seen a lot of it in 8 

Q. Asa matter of fact, is not the leaf randered separately and sold for 
purposes? Could I, if I were a family man living in Chicago, get pure 


lard? 


1 
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A, Yes, sir; but I think you would have to go and buy the leaf yourself and 

it rendered. It is not, commercially speaking. in the market. It is not 

e; there is no demand that calls for the making of it. 

Now, my friends who are in earnest about this thing, I ask you, when 
the representatives of the pork-packers of Chicago, Hately and Mixer, 
representing over $50,000,000, come and give this testimony before 
the Committee on Agriculture, and, representing that interest, come 
and state to you what Mr. Fairbank says, that no less than a tierce of 
mud in refining is taken ont of a hundred tierces of this stuff, and 
Hately tells you where it comes from and calls it bum substance, and 
says it is taken from the bottom, where it has settled, and carried off for 
fertilizer, can you hesitate for a moment to insert the word ‘‘lard’’ 
here, and let us inspect these tanks also? 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD. Does he think we can do justice to the consumers of 
American lard on this statement by simply inspecting the lard which 
is exported ? 

Mr. MORGAN. When we come to the consideration of the Conger 
bill we will offer amendments and take in the whole subject. Can I 
have your support for that? 

Mr. HEARD. Lou certainly will. Now, one word further. Ihave 
no objection to the inspection of lard. I think it ought to be made as 
rigid as possible, but this inspection ought to protect our people at 
home as well as abroad. 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD. Therefore, if the amendment is put in the right bill, 
which is the lard bill, it will protect our own people as well as the for- 
eigners. 

. STOCKDALE. Do you not want to protect the foreigners ? 

Mr. HEARD. ‘The other bill will protect them, too. 

Mr. MORGAN. Here is the place to put it, Mr. Speaker. Here you 
have got the constitutional power. Here you offer a premium to every 
manufacturer in the United States to invite you to inspect his tanks 
and give him a certificate of character, and every packer who declines 
the invitation will stand branded with infamy and his goods will be 
covered with suspicion on the ground that he is a man who is afraid to 
stand the test. You can not reach it inany other way. Congress can 
not invade the States to inspect these of its own will. 

Here we are seeking at this moment reciprocity with South America, 
and as we are seeking trade with all the world why shall we not send 
a certificate along under the seal of the Government that the article 
-~ weseek tosell is pure and wholesome? You can get no such certificate 

elsewhere, Why should you neglect this opportunity? Why should 
you allow the products of our country to be debased and degraded be- 
fore the world when you have the opportuuity to place them in the 
highest rank? 

Mr. FUNSTON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a question? 

Mr, MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Are you willing to add, after the word pure, 
the words ‘‘wholesome and unadulterated? ”’ 

Mr. MORGAN, It depends upon what you say is adulteration. Do 
you adulterate coffee by putting sugar and cream into it? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. FUNSTON. Are you willing to have those words put in? 

Mr. MORGAN, Iam willing to have the food inspector of the Gov- 
ernment inspect it at any time in the world, from the time that the 
cotton-seed oil goes in until the time it goes into the market. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Are you willing that the words ‘‘unadulterated 
with any other substance shall go in there? Will you answer my 
question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Directly; and, while it is not necessary, I am will- 
ing to put the whole business in if you will say that there has been 
nothing extracted from Jard. Are you willing to say that it shall not 
have extracted from it the leaf, and that nothing has been taken from 
it to adulterate it by reducing the value of its properties? 

Mr. FUNSTON. Tou are not willing to answer my question. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam willing to make this bill apply to it in this 
or any other part of the world. Will you say that when you take 60 
per cent. of lard such as I have described, 30 per cent. of the cotton- 
seed oil and 10 per cent. of the stearine of the leaf fat of the hog or 
beef, that such product is an adulteration ? 

I want an examination by the Government of the United States. I 
want the Government to say whether this is an adulteration. I want 
it inspected, so that we can make it become a part of the commerce of 
the world, as I know this will be the result. Our whole country is be- 
ginning to feel the necessity for such action. Our Secretary of State, 
and if my friend from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] will permit me to as- 
sociate him in that matter, I will say he, too, are responding to the views 
of the people requiring that there shall be commerce with the whole 
world with proper restrictions and that there shall be reciprocity; and 
in answer to it we are seeking a market for our agricultural products 
and agricultural machinery. 

I say, let us send them out to the world with the stamp of the Ameri- 
can Government upon them, and declare that it is what we say it is, 

and then when we have had it i or caused it to be inspected 
under our Jaws, we will make it to the interest of every manufacturer 


to have inspected both his meat and his lard; and if we do so we will 
have a further increase over the six hundred and twenty-nine million 
of this agricultural product that enters into our commerce with the 
world, because it will have the stamp of this great Government upon 
it. Every article will bear official assurance of purity, and then we 
will receive in exchange the commerce of other countries, : 

Then, all this petty trifling, all this petty swindling and petty thiev- 
ing will be brought to an end and we will have a plane upon which 
the packers and refiners can all stand. Then every pound of lard will 
have upon it the stamp of the Government and it will go into this 
branch of commerce with its kindred pork and bacon. We are now to 
say whether the Government of the United States will put its stamp 
upon it or not. The poor of foreign countries have to be fed, and the 
paa controls everything. That is the reason why our exports of lard 

a ve increased from three hundred and twenty million to four hundred 
and seventy-one million. That has brought about these enormous de- 
mands from abroad for our agricultural products. 

We talk about the pauper labor of Europe. It has to be fed, and we 
have got the bread and the meat products to doit. We are told that 
they have meat only for their breakfast on Sundays. It is the reduc- 
tion in the price that makes the demand, and we have got the articles 
here cheaper than they have got them. We have got corn burning in 
Kansas, The people there want to have that corn fed to hogs and beef 
cattle and then exported. 

Mr. FUNSTON. If the gentleman will permit me I will state to 
him that corn is not being burned in Kansas, but that it is now selling 
at 50 cents per bushel. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am glad to hear it. I am glad to know that the 
winter is over. [Laughter.] I hope that it was not all burned up 
lastwinter and the farmers are now buying at 50 cents. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would like to make a statement right there, and 
that is that the greatest advance in the price of corn has taken place 
since the silver bill was passed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam very glad to know that something bas done 
it. Wherever we have got any testimony before the committee it shows 
that the man who makes corn ought to feed it to his hogs, rather than 
burn it for fuel, if he can, and be enabled to buy his fuel and have 
money left. It is unnatural and sinful to be forced to burn corn with 
millions hungry tor meat and bread. And now when we come to this, 
I ask you if you can not rise above all this contemptible fight between 
the packers and the cotton-seed oil men and take the whole of this 
great subject into consideration and let the Conger lard bill go to the 
hogs.” 1 N That is a fight between the hog and the negro; 
between the packers on the one side and the cotton-seed-oil men on 
the other. Iam for the negro. 

Mr. FUNSTON. But we have not gotten to lard as yet. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am giving you a little foretaste of what we will 
have when we come to that subject. 

We brought before our committee one of the most distinguished men 
in the United States, so far as the manufacture of lard is concerned, Mr. 
Abraham S. Jewell, a gentleman who is the father of the refiners, who 
originated the process of refining lard forty years ago. He stated in 
his testimony that in the year 1850 he was manufacturing lard and he 
found that it was rendered“ in the country everywhere in different 
ways, so that he never could get as much as a hundred tierces that 
would give a like run. 

It was of every shade of color, some of it being burned a little and 
some not sufiiciently cooked, and he conceived the idea of buying up 
that lard, bringing it together and remelting it and making a lard of a 
uniform consistency and color. He says he did that, and he brought 
out an article of which he could ship as much as one hundred tierces 
all of the same quality and the same brand. He said further that to 
his very great surprise he found there was a demand for it in the Eu- 
ropean markets, but hesoon discovered that this lard melted, or at least 
became softened, at about 75 or 80 degrees, and therefore he was com- 
pelled to look for a remedy to fit the lard for use in southern cli- 
mates. 

At that time there was, he said, a great quantity of lard oil in use, 
and the stearine, which is the fiber left after 50 per cent. of the oil has 
been expressed from the leaf, was the substance that he made use of. 
He cooked that in with his lard and rendered the whole together, 
t to make it stand up,” and when he got through be found that he 
had made a brand that in the European markets commanded from 1 to 
2 cents a pound more than any other brand of lard. That is how the 
business of lard refining began, and he said that it went on until the 
competition grew so active and so great and the profits were so close 
that some adulterant had to be sought for in order that the refiners 
might make money, and they commenced using water, and he said that 
he had known as much as 35 per cent. of water to be injected into lard 
in that way. Iasked how much it would carry 

Mr. HILL. I will ask the gentleman whether that same sample of 
lard in which 35 per cent. of water was found did not contain also 
some cotton-seed oil, showing that it was really what is called com- 
pound lard.““ = 

Mr. MORGAN. My friend is right as to that sample examined 
by Professor Wiley, of the Agricultural Department, but I am speak- 
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ing of the subject as testified to by Mr. Jewell, before the use and value 
of cotton-seed oil were known. Here is what he said: 


The competition in the manufacture of lard grew so rapidly that refiners,as 
they were called, sought to get oe to cheapen the product, and many 
used water; they made the lard pure,and then added water to it to cheapen 
the price. This went on for a number of years, but finally the practice fell of 
its own weight. There was so much water in the mixture that the buyer re- 
jected it, and then, of course, they had to come back to pure lard, Then the 
effort was to find some other article that would answer the purpose. About 
ats puas cotton-seed oil came upon the market, and that seemed to be just the 
article. 


By Mr, BURNETT: z 

Q. You spoke about the lard 3 a er deal of water. How much 
percentage of water has ever been forced into lard? 

A. I don't know that more than 35 per cent. has ever been put in, though 
some claim more. It is well known that 35 per cent. has been added. 

Q. This la:d that you are speaking of was known in the trade twenty-five or 
thirty years ago as packer’s lard, and it is now called prime steam lard? 

A. It is called prime steam lard. 

Q- Packers in those days adulterated it toan extent that the trade revolted 
and rejected it? 

A. No, sir; not nt all. It was not the packers; it was the lard refiners, 

Q. Now, I understand you that the introduction of cotton-seed oil and stenr- 
ine has taken the place of gyvater? 

A. That is the point exactly; to cheapen the price of lard. s 

Q. Then it isa continuation of the same class of business in that direction, and 
the effect is to cheapen the price of lard? 

A. That is the object. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MORGAN. Lask unanimous consent to proceed a little longer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The whole of the time on the gentle- 
man’s side has been occupied. Any further time which he may occupy 
must come out of the time of the other side. 

Mr. MORGAN. We were entitled to an hour, I believe. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That side was entitled to fifty-one 
minutes, and the time has all been used. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, I ask for unanimous consent for time to 


answer the question of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] more 


fully. 

Me . FUNSTON. I object. The gentleman from Mississippi has 

certainly occupied as much time as this House can afford to give him 
„for that kind of talk. [Laughter.] I will now yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr, Hrrr]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Lask the gentleman to yield to me a moment in 
order that I may offer an amendment and have it pending. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I will yield to the gentleman to offer his amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend section 6, line 10, by inserting, after the word importation,“ as fol- 
lows: With the knowledge of the master or owner of said vessel or vehicle 
N is diseased or has been exposed to infection, as herein 

esci 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that this amendment 
receives the assent of the committee. It is simply designed to carry 
out what was undoubtedly the intention of the framers of the bill. As 
it stands the bill provides that any vessel or vehicle used for such un- 
lawful importations shall be forfeited to the United States. Of course, 
the intention was that that should apply only to a vessel or vehicle 
used for such purposes with the knowledge of the master or owner; 
but the bill does not say so. 

Mr. FUNSTON. The amendment is satisfactory. 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hitr]. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, the inspection of meats for exportation, 
which this bill provides, is timely and prudent. It will complete the 
vindication of our large meat export from the charge or pretense that 
it is unhealthful or poisonous and dangerous from trichina. Upon this 
unjust pretense American meats have been excluded from several coun- 
tries, and our foreign trade has seriously fallen off. Weshipped and 
sold to France in 1880 over 68,000,000 pounds of pork, but last year 
only 82,000 pounds, say $5,000 worth. This falling off is not because 
American pork is burdened by France with a too heavy duty, but be- 
cause it is entirely excluded. It can not be imported, no matter how 
high a duty the importer might be willing to pay. 

This war upon American pork was begun about ten years ago under 
the influence of those interested in French pork, which could not stand 
competition in the market with the cheaper and better American prod- 
uct. The pretense made to justify the exclusion was that the Amer- 
ican pork was unhealthful and dangerous as compared with theirs, 
This has long since been shown to be utterly untruthful, but the false 
charge was not withdrawn. They were not willing todeal with our 
pork by putting it under their tariff, and if they put a special duty on 
American pork, of course prompt retaliation would meet snch discrim- 
ination. Nor is it in accord with ordinary treaty stipulations or the 
usage of friendly nations. So they kept up the claim that it was for the 
national health, the safety of lite. 

What makes this specially offensive to Americans is, not only thatit 
is untrue, and we believe pertectly known to be untrue, but it is a 
kind of defamation; it is an injurious and continuous slander, impair- 
ing, and intended to impair the commercial standing of an extensive 
product which once largely entered into our foreign trade, andin which 
our farmers, who all raise pork, are deeply interested, 

The inspection system provided in this bill will have its virtue, in 


I now yield to 


that if will remove by official proof of incontrovertible character the 
last vestige of the pretense upon which pork is excluded. It will clear 
the way for a speedy change of the present situation by a removal of 
the prohibition or by retaliation from our side; beginning on wines, 
for instance. The farmers who produce pork to send abroad do not 
question the right of any and every nation to subject it to an import 
duty, no more than they permit any other Government to question us 
as to the tariff we choose to adopt for the interest of our own 2 f 
not in the interest of English manufacturers or French wine and s 
merchants, But we do it on honest grounds, in straightforward fashion, 
not on a commercial slander and a baseless pretense of regard for some 
one’s health, when it is really for some one’s profit; not by total ex- 
clusion, but by a duty which we deem proper, and upon paying which 
all men can enter and trade. 

We will not complain of any duty imposed on pork from this coun- 
try as from other pork-exporting countries; but our people str 
feel that total exclusion is a wrong, made worse by resting on an in- 
jurious and unjust pretense of the unwholesomeness of American pork. 
Congress does well to give this attention to the farming interest, the 
largest in the country, and provide an inspection which will give the 
final answer to that accusation against an immense product. The 
pressure of fact has been so strong already upon the French Govern- 
ment that the minister of foreign affairs, I learn with pleasure, has 
intimated that he would propose to the Parliament the repeal of the 
prohibition. > 

As the latest word on this important subject I will ask the attention 
of the House to a dispatch, clear, cogent, and in excellent spirit, b; 
Minister Reid, our representative in Paris, to M. Ribot, the Fren 
minister of foreign affairs, an enlightened and able statesman. 

The whole subject is well covered in this dispatch, especially the 
point that we object, not to a tariff, high or low, but to exclusion; and 
the point that the hour is close at hand to consider the exclusion of 
wines, which even French experts say are adulterated and deleterious 
to health. 

Several MEMBERS. Let it be read. > 

Mr. HITT. I am reluctant to take up too much of the time the 
gentleman so kindly has yielded me. 

Mr. FUNSTON. How much time will it occupy? 

; Mr. HITT. Probably ten minutes. Mr. Reid’s dispatch is as fol- 
ows: 


LEGATION OF THE Unrrep Srates, Paris, July 3, 1890. 


Sin: Referring to previous correspondence concerning the French prohibi- 
tion of American pork, and to recent conversations on the subject, I venture to 
remind Your Excellency that my Government is attentively waiting for the ful- 
fillment of the assurance unofficially given to M. Vignaud, in response to my 
reply, sent last April from Washington, to your representations about the 
McKinley administrative bill. You will recall that, while advising you of my 
earnest efforts to poas the desired removal of needless or unjust restrictions 
upon your trade, Í pointed outonce more that the greatest obstacle arose from 
what our people consider the persistent injustice of France in continuing the 

rohibition of a great staple American product on the indefensible ground that 

tis unwholesome. Your Excellency was good enough then to intimate that 
the Government would be willing to propose the repeal of this prohibition. 

Such a step now would be most timely and could not fail to have a beneficial 
effect. While the belief was current that this course would be speedily taken, 
the House of Representatives voted to remove the existing duty of 30 per cent, 
on pictures and statues. Seeing now that it is not taken, and beginning to be- 
lieve that it will not be, the Senate committee has already amended the tarif 
bill by reimposing this duty, and there is danger that the Senate will approve 
their action, Itis only candid to explain that the majority of the Senators and 
Representatives, including especially those from the great corn-growing and 
pore- aM gabe tha! States, regard the attitude of France as without warrant in 
fact, and unfriendly. This old and growing feeling arises, unlike your recent 
complaints about our tariff bills, from no mere objection to the size of the io 4 

ou choose to impose, although within recent years you have greatly i 
t, or to minor details in your oustom-house methods, Itsprings froin a griev- 
ance more serious and dee ted: your persistent discrimination in favor of 
the produets of Germany, Italy, England and other countries against those of 
yone 5 friend, which you absolutely prohibit on the charge of their bad 
quality. É 
ASKED AS AN ACT OF JUSTICE, 


We ask the repeal of this prohibition as an act of naked justice, too long de- 
ferred. It has m excused only by aileging unhealthfulness of American 
perk. Now, this product is perfectly known not to be unhealthful, and we 
jonger hear of any serious belief in any quarter that it is. Your academ ps 
medicine long since decided in its favor. Yourown exposition gave it the h 
estaward last year, in competition withall the world. After that award, throu 
a letter which | had the honor to address to your predecessor, M. Spuller, we 
challenged and invited a most rigorous examination by your scientific experta, 
and it was made, to their apparent satisfaction. We forwarded all the . — 
mation that was then asked, and have never been told that it was insufficient 
or that any more was desired. Certainly, it seems to us that there is no reason 
toseek for more, 

This pork is cheap and wholesome, and enormously used; but nowhere so 
much as by our own people, They are the 8 pork-consuming nation in 
the world, and yet, from the time the disease of trichinosis was first observed 
down to this day, it is believed that there have not been in the United States so 
many actual deaths from it altogether as there have been in a single year from 
strokes of lightning, There is not an authentic case of the disease known to be 
recorded except when the pork was eaten raw. If it were a question of impor- 
tation among a nation of savages, possibly here might be a valid reason for its 
8 but not in the nation which marches at the head of the civilization 
of Europe! 

Relations between governments are best and most enduring when they rest 
upon a basis of mutual good will and mutual interest. Of the mutusi good 
will in the case of our countries there is happily no doubt; the world has seen 
more than acentury’s evidence of it. But I would like to show thatthe action 
wenow ask isin the mutual interest of the two countries, that it is greatly to 


the benefit of France, and that it is specially in the interest of the very classes 
in France for which a wise government dlways cherishes the most solicitous 
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care, and to which a republican government is especially bound. This m 
seem to tend towards a questionable diseussion of your domestic a airs. nye 


the courteous 
pursue this phase of the u to believe that, even this per- 
mission, I only do so raf ay pny re Fey the facts demonstrate your inter- 


can salt pork is used for boii ahaa tna ye try piae N urpose is highly 
by poor families, parti the 1 the working classed 
are the people who have felt the d m most keenly. ith the 
same mo atoy could formerly have meat twice as often as at present, and 


could have itin many where the French salted pork, ly in the 
ests and ours to be harmonious, aud not conflicting. summer, is not le. American pork, being dry sal is easily carried 
peddlers, and, a the praana 


to sre s by traveling 5 
freely retailed aroni The competition among these grocers’ shops 
insures sale at a 55 maguitu le of the business makes it a 
8 pr asaan to their gence SP5 kine 5 
ave ventured upon no w 3 uty on „Which 
y led. We fix our own d from our 
ową View of the publie need and can not take cxception to your doing a 
But, considering the large advance which you have already made, you will al- 
low me to suggest that in our varied experic nee on this su t has been 
found that lower duties often produce greater ;evenues than h ones. They 
2 a liberal importation which an excessive duty checks or destroys. Pre- 


that 
countries what you have lost in duties from the United States. That 

at the old rate of duty and assuming that there would have been no nat- 
growth in the business—a most unlikely supposition—would still have 
— for the past nine years of exclusion, in round numbers, twelve and a quar- 
millions of francs. Atthe present rate of duty, and assuming that the ad- 


Vance was not too to check importations, even if it did prevent the natu- | certain duties, to reduce an excessive revenue. In view of the facts that the 
zal À of the anion 2 saa been e . . Her Kerhich or, | production of salt pork in France does not meet the demand and that your 
nine years of ex on, ia round numbers, 26,000,000 francs, w. we | revenue is not excessive. it can not in this case be in your interest any more 


should have into your treasury. 

oe halt aac kaaya auraro hed it would appear to be the smallest part 

of your actual joas, for, besides— 
ou have deprived your French steamers of a valuable line of freight; 

You have deprived your grocers and country peddlers throughout France of 
a staple and useful trade; 

And, aboveall, you have deprived your people, icularly the rT laborin; 
classes, of a cheap and highly prized article of fi which they largely, an 
for which you have been able to furnish noadequate substitute. Statistics ot your 
importations and the regular quotations of your domestic prices show that 
what you shut out from us you have not plied from other sources, Surely 
an abundant and cheap supply of healthful food for the laboring classes is one 
pf the most important essentials for the happiness of a people, the growth of 

roductive energies in competition with neighboring and rival countries, 
andt the development of the national prosperity. 

These, then, are some of the sunga the exclusion of American pork has cost 
France, In return, what good has it done France? 

Has it helped the natioual health? There has been no more disease from eat- 
ing pork in England or Belgium, where the American product is freely used, 
than in France, where you deprive yourselves of it. 

Has it hel the French farmer? He can sell the swine he grows for no 
more now than he could before the prohibition—not even for as much. 


NO HELP TO THE FRENCH CONSUMER, 


Has it helped the consumer? He can buy French pork no cheaper now than 
before the prohibition, 5 
The figures on these points are most suggestive. In June, 1889, before prohi- 
bition, and when, according to theories now advanced in some quarters, the 
French pork-grower suffered from the American competition, French swine 
sold, live weight, Paris, at 138.61 francs per 100 kilograms. The same quality is 
y Gort now at 114 franos per 100 1 Taree The average price of 
French swine for 1889 was from 25 to recent. higher than in 1889. 
In 1880. the French laborer, if he bo t French salted pork at all, paid for it 
the retailers’ varying a nape pan nowy wholesale price of from 160 to 500 francs 


than in ours to impose a duty which would check importation from the country 
which has the largest supply and can furnish it at the lowest rate. 

It is hoped that, in any case, the facts and considerations here set forth may 
be found safficient to convinces AATA Tp wees that the early withdrawal of the 
existing decree would be anactalike of friendliness, of duty,and of policy. At 
the outset I ventured to n that our people, from point of view, 
thought the prohibition u yand unjust. Will you permit me to add one 
— reason why it seems to them to be also from your point of view—un- 
wise? 

A SUGGESTION OF RETALIATION, 

Yon have a product—to take one example out of many—more important to 
France than pork is to the United States. We import it more largely than you 
ever imported our pork. Nobody in the United States saya that our pork is 
di: but your own public men have again and again admitted the adulter- 
ation of French wines. Never in late years, in the Senate of the United States, 
has such a whisper been heard about our pork ; but it is less than a month since 
the French Senate has been debating a bill to prevent a percentage of sulphates 
or of soda in French wines which the French Academy of Medicine pronounced 
deleterious to health; and in the course of that debate it was openly admitted 
that other drugs were used, against which it was not so easy to guard, 

There is a growing and already successful wine industry in the United States. 
Surely it is not wise for French statesmen, by persistence in what our people 
think a calumniation of our product, to drive American statesmen to listen to 
French exposuresof their own snd to consider whether, if France still prefers 
prohibition to duties, the United States has not greater reason to do the same, 

But I refuse to follow that thought. Keenly as we feel the indefensible nat- 
ure of your decree, we are most anxious to avoid even a s of possi- 
ble retaliation. Thatis a path not to be entered lightly or without full consid- 
eration ef the mutual injuries to which it may lead. The business of diplo- 

atany rate is to make trade easier and national relations more cordial, 
not to imbitter them. We a to present the facts and rely upon French 
will, French justice,and French sagacity. 

I avail myself of this occasion to renew the assurance of the high consider- 
ation with which I have the honor to be, 

Your Excellency's most obedient servant, 


To His Excellency M. RIBOT, 
Minister of Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. ADAMs]. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, this bill, although it comes from the 
Committee on Agriculture of the House and was prepared after con- 
sultation with the Committee on Agriculture of the Senate, wasin the 
Senate reported and taken in charge by the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. The reason why it came from that committee was that ib re- 
lated to foreign affairs. The purpose of the measure is to strengthen 
the hands of our Government in certain diplomatic correspondence 
with several foreign governments that has been going on for the last 


ten years. 

We ought to bear this in mind in considering proposed amendments 
of the bill. It will be a stronger piece of legislation for the purpose 
for which it is designed if we see to it that it is kept within the scope 
of the international questions to which I have alluded. If that is so 
we ought not to include lard as one of the articles made subject to in- 
spection. I think we ought not to include drugs either. e ought 
to include merely those articles in regard to which Germany, France, 
and England have discriminated against the products of the United 

pest States or havesubjected the importation of those products to unreason- 
of American salt pork, wholesaling at 75 to 78 francs per hundred kilograms | able restrictions. 

Another thing, there ought to be a slight change in the wording of 
the second line of section 2. It will be observed that the bill covers 
not merely inspection of American products intended for export. It 
provides also for a restriction upon the importation into this country 
of certain products of foreign countries. 

This applies mainly to French and German wines and brandies. 
They are believed to be adulterated toa very great extent. It readily 
occurred to our diplomatic and consular officers that if Germany and 
France exelude our wholesome American pork on the allegation that 
it is unwholesome or likely to be unwholesome we might very prob- 
ably exclude the wines and brandies of France and Germany, which 
are admitted to be very largely adulterated, without raising the ques- 
be E tion whether they are unwholesome or not. 

The President ought to bave the right to exclude them by way of re- 
taliation, if you choose to put it so, on the ground that they are do- 
tored or adulterated, whether they are believed to be unwholesome 
or not—without raising the question of their unwholesomeness at all, 

Therefore I believe, and I am confirmed in this view by the judgment 
of my friend from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH], that the second line of 


WHITELAW REID, 


į e., French health has not been benfited. 
French swine are lower than before prohibition; i.e., French farmers have 


been benefited. 
‘The retail prices of French pork are nolower ; íe., French consumers have not 


Who then has been? Only the small class of middlemen, who are enabled to 
exact yot larger profits, in the absence of American competition and of an ade- 
quate domestic supply at the season of scarcity, namely, the summer months. 
Bat be thought, in of all this, that a return to the old order of 
things would now injure the ch farmer. To that suggestion the current 


French swine, with acute ata oe ee. are now selling in Paris for 86 
centimes at 


ray ey Ee American pork ly admitted, are now selling in Lon- 
don for 2s. 6d. to 4s. 2d. per 8 pounds, or 82} centimes to 1 fraue t centimes the 


* 
E 


por oe and retail, of French salt K and the correspon wholesale 

prices of American salt pork delivered in France, with an estimate of what the 

retail prices would now be, at the same advance upon the wholesale price which 

the retail dealers e in 1880, Tue figures include the present wholesale 
of pork in A ca, the 


Wholesale, | Retail, per 
os. kil 


Wholesale, | Retail, per 
per 100 kil 0. . 


per 1¢0 kilos. kilo. 


Salt 1890: 


— 88 ——.— 


4.00 
wr sinat sessa sseeee| 1.90 to 2,10 


XO COMPETITION WITH THE FRENCH PRODUCT. 

It should be further noted that there is no real competition between the 
salted pork and the French fresh pork. They are sold to entirel 
different And the statistics do not show thas the price of French pork 
has any time been affected by the presence or absence of the American impor- 
tation. French fresh pork is consumed only roasted or broiled. The Ameri- 
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section 2 ought to receive a verbal change. Before the word vinous” 
the word any ought to be inserted. Then the clause would read: 
That it shall be unlawful to import into the United States any adulterated or 
unwholesome food or drug— 
That is one proposition; here comes the other— 
or any vinous, spirituous, or malt liquors, adulterated or mixed, ete. 


If we do not insert any the words “‘ vinous, spirituous, or malt 
liquors” have a connection with the words which go before that I 
think they had better not have. 

Mr. CONGER. Ought not the word any to be put in before the 
word drug?“ 

Mr. ADAMS. I think the word drug“ ought not to go in. I do 
not know how you can define with certainty an unwholesome or adul- 
terated drug. But if the word ‘‘drug” is inserted, the clause ought to 
read: 

Pron adulterated or unwholesome food, or any adulterated or unwholesome 
K. 


Mr. CON GER. There are a great many people who insist that all 
drugs are unwholesome. 

Mr. ADAMS. Then you ought to leave out the word altogether. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I desire to explain the words ‘‘adulterated or 
unwholesome do not now apply to the word drug.“ We have 
submitted an amendment to insert the word drug after adulter- 
ated,” so as to read, It shall be unlawful to import into the United 
States any adulterated drug or unwholesome food,” etc. 

Mr. ADAMS. I hope that change will not be made. 

Mr. CONGER. If you put it in that way, the word ‘‘adulterated”’ 
does not refer to food at all. 

Mr. ADAMS. Therefore it ought not to be put in that way. That 
is not the real meaning of the committee, I am sure. I think it should 
be any adulterated or unwholesome food or drug ” (if you choose to 
put in the word ‘‘drug’’), and then it should go on or any vinous, 
spirituous, or malt liquors adulterated or mixed with any poisonous or 
noxious chemical, drug,“ etc. I move to insert the word any be- 
fore ‘‘vinous’’ in line 2 of section 2. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Theamendmentof the gentleman from 
Illinois will be considered as pending. 

Mr. FUNSTON. 1 think I can say that the committee do not object 
to the insertion of the word ‘‘any.’’ With the consent of the House 
that amendment may be considered as adopted. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to its insertion, unless it be put in before 
the word “ drug.“ I think there is where it ought to be placed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question on the amendments is 
not to be taken at this time. 

Mr. FUNSTON. How much time is left for debate on this side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Twenty-seven minutes. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I yield now five minutes to the gentleman from 
r Brostvs]. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to direct the attention of the 
House, and particularly of my friend from Mississippi [Mr. MORGAN], 
to the fact that his whole argument has proceeded upon a very gross 
misconception of the facts of this case. Ifhe had been dealing with 
facts, rather than with assumptions that are without foundation, his 
argument would have been very conclusive and convincing. The fact 
is, and I state it after some investigation, that no European that I am 
aware of has ever complained of American lard on the ground of the 
impurities contained in it. 

The complaints which have been made of the American lard were 
distinctly upon the ground that it was adulterated, and the very com- 
modity manufactured in Chicago and called the steam-rendered lard 
of commerce, the manufacturers of which have been animadverted upon 
with such severity by the gentleman from Mississippi, that very lard 
is subjected, as I understand it, to an inspection in Chicago, and it 
uniformly passes the tests to which it is subjected by them and goes 
upon the markets of the world with the certificate of the inspector upon 
it. Theretore it happened, I apprehend, that when the Senate com- 
mittee and the Senate considered this question they did not put the 
word lard into the bill, because the insertion of that word could 
subserve no useful purpose, 

There was no evil existing of which complaint was made requiring 
such a remedy, and, after due consideration, they the bill as it 
now stands. And I am quite certain, I may say for the committee, 
eee we attached little importance to the omission or insertion of the 
wor 

If it was inserted what would become of compound lard? Would 
it stand the test of the inspection or go down and the whole industry 
be destroyed by the insertion of that one little word in the bill? It 
is a misconception, I think, to suppose that because in the process of 
manufacturing a commodity there are impurities involved (assuming 
a portion of the statement of my friend from Mississippi to be correct 
it is a misconception to suppose that these impurities follow and in- 
fect the completed commodity. 

The lard manufactured—I do not care how much dirt goes into it in 
the large caldrons in which its boiled—when the lard comes out, I 
understand, it is pure enough and sweet enough to answer all of the 


tests of color, odor, and taste demanded by the ae ee at Chicago. 
It is just like refined sugar or many other commodities that I might 
name, which, in the course of their progress in the various stages of 
manufacture, present such a filthy and nasty appearance that none of 
us, Lapprehend, would care to put them to our tongue, and yet the com- 
pleted commodity is pure and white, and we are very glad to getit for 
consumption. 

Mr. FRANK. What is to become of this lard compound in the event 
the amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi is adopted? 

Mr. BROSIUS. I say to the gentleman that I cannot answer that. 
Ido not know. That is for the gentleman to say. 

Mr. FRANK. You propounded the inquiry. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Yes, I did propound the inquiry in order to p 
somebody to answer it, if it could be answered. Iwas asking for in- 
formation simply. 

I was asking whether the compound lard would answer the condi- 
tions of that inspection. Whether it is able to do so or not I am not 
able to say. But it is not on the ground of impurities that the com- 
pound lard complaint is made, but on the ground that it is adulter- 
ated, that it is masked, concealed, that it is a fraud, and goes on the 
market to the world under a mask as something which it is not, and 
goes Gown the throats of the people who have no means of knowing 
what there is in it. That is the objection that is made to it. 

Lask, Mr. Speaker, permission to print, in connection with this mat- 
ter, a very interesting and importantitem, taken from the reports ofour 
consuls. This is of great interest and would illustrate some facts in 
regard to this subject. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BROSIUS. This bill, Mr. Speaker, derives its importance from 
the fact that not only the reputation of the food products exported, but 
the reputation of Americans for honor and commercial integrity is in- 
volved in this legislation. Too long have we been careless of the esteem 
in which we are held by our neighbors on the other side of the sea. 
The preservation of a clearcommercial characteramong the nations with 
whom we trade is an object worthy tbe solicitude of an honest people, 
Whether justly or unjustly, a suspicion is widely prevalent in Euro- 

countries that American pork is inferior in quality, and not in- 
uently infected so as to be eee to health. The evidence of 
this attitude of the European mind toward American pork products is 
found in great abundance in the newspapers, legislative discussions, and 
consular reports during the last decade, 

Among recent instances I have observed two are from Sweden and 
Germany. In the former case in the Swedish legislature in May last, 
on a motion to remove the duty on American pork not smoked, one 
member ed strenuously that all American pork sent to Europe was 
bad and that the good pork was consumed at home. (Consular Re- 
port No. 116, May, 1890, page 135.) 

In the latter there was a rumor in circulation in Germany that the 
law in regard to the prohibifion of American pork was to be modified 
or repealed under circumstances. That bare rumor produced great 
alarm and corresponding commotion among the German agricultural 
classes. Their great argument was that if we export adulterated lard 
we will deceive them in pork. 

The following is from report of Consul Fay: 


AMERICAN LARD IN GERMANY. 
[Report of Consul Fay, of Stettin.] L 

I 88 inclose herewith a clipping from an agricultural journal printed in this 
neighborhood relative to the adulteration of American lard, 

It appears, since the report was circulated to the effect that the law in regard 
tothe prohibition of American pork was to be modified or repealed under cer- 
tain circumstances, that there is and has been a great deal of comment, both 
favorable and unfavorable to the proposition. The cultural classes, as might 
‘an unwarrantable meas- 


“As we have already made reference last year to this subject, we again quote 
the following: ‘According to the Revue internationale des 5 the 
adulteration of lard in North America is expanding to horrible portions. 
Formerly they restricted themselves to 1 to 20 per cent. of water with 
the lard, and thus sold water at lard prices, Now ey pate lard made from 
cheap cotton-seed oil, with a sufficient quantity of e to form the same 
co ney as pure lard. According to the inglish chemist, Dr, Hehmer, 35 
—5 cent. of the lard produet of America, namely, 2,700,000 ewt., is adulterated. 

he house of Armour & Co. produces yearly 270,000 cwt., and uses therein 120,000 
cwt. of cotton-seed oil, with 30,000 cwt. of stenrine. The lard is then sold under 
the beautiful name of pure refined lard,” A health commission in a canton 
in Switzerland has given especial attention to the subject and eonfirmed the re- 
sults before mentioned of this extraordinary percentage of adulteration.’ 

“In accordance with this state of affairs, the chemist, Dr. Ambulil, suggests 
that the State authorities should, without delay, either prohibit the importation 
or place such a high duty thereon that the lard would soon disappear from the 


markets." 
ANDREW F, FAY, Consul. 
Unrrep STATES CONSULATE, 


Stettin. February 10, 1890. z 
It is quite possible, if not highly probable, that the prejudice ex- 
ing abroad against onr meats arose more from a sentiment in favor 
of the protection of their domestic products from American competi- 
tion than from any actual discovery of the inferior quality or deleteri- 
ous character of our goods. The latter, however, is the ostensible 


ground of their prohibitory measures, and whether fact or fancy, it is 
our duty to remove any real cause of complaint, if any exist, and, if 
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not, toestablish such safeguards as will keep our export products above 
suspicion. 

Itisnoteworthy in this connection that the sentiment against Ameri- 
can pork products assumed an epidemic form and spread like a con- 

tagion over Central rh after it was once started. 

Italy was perhaps in advance of other countries in prohibiting the 
importation of the American hog. This was in February, 1879, and 
within two years, Germany, France, Austria, Hungary, Switzerland, 
Spain, and the Ottoman Empire. 

The act of interdiction in Germany preceded that of France and 
arose from the supposition that a number of persons kad been taken 
seriously ill with unmistakable symptoms of trichinosis, after eating of 
an American kam. The circumstance derives some interest from the 
fact that the sequel showed tbat the ham was not an American but a 
German product. 

4 The incident is described by the United States consul at Crefield, as 
follows: i 


On the Bth of December, 1880, an upholsterer by the name of Hermann The- 
len, purchased in Dusseldorf a ham from a grocer by the name of Joseph Brors, 
The flesh of this ham (which had been smoked and was called sugar-cured”’) 
was eaten, uncooked, by the members of Thelen's family, and by others living 
in his house, and also by relatives who called upon him on Christmas day, In 
all eighteen persons partook of the meat and were all soon afiertaken ill, some 
the day after eating the ham and others from five to ten days later, but all with 
unmistakable symptoms of trichinogis, Of these eighteen persons five have al- 
ready died and seven are still very ill, with little hopes of their recovery, und 
six are considered out of danger. 

Joseph Brors, the person from whom the ham was bought, stated that he dealt 
only in American hams, and that he purchased the lot from which this was 
taken of Messrs. Isambart & Co., American provision merchants, in Antwerp, 
and with whom he has 8 and who are known as selling only first-class 
goods, The barrels in which the hams were packed were examined, and on 

pi the name of Jones & Stiles, Chicago. ‘here were nineteen hams 

in this rel, weighing together 300 pounds, and of these he sold several. One 
he sent to his parents as a present and some were cut up and retailed in his 
Of these himself and wife partook repeatedly without any ill effects, and, 

with the exception of the one sold to Thelen, he has not heard of any com- 


2 on as the case of the Thelens became known, all the hams then in his 
possession, nine in number, were seized by the police, des a number of 
others in the hands of a dealer by the name of Mauser, which were bought at 
the same time from the same house in pay ieee and all were submitted toa 
Strict examination, but without finding the slightest trace of trichina. So it 
was proved that only the ham sold to Thelen was in any way affected, and 
this, Thelen declares in his evidence before the police, was sold to him as a Hol- 
stein (German) ham, 

The decree of prohibition in France was put upon the ground that 
American pork was so pervaded with triching as to be injurious to the 
public health, Here, too, as in Germany, it is said an outbreak of 
trichinosis in a family who were supposed to have eaten American 
pork occurred, and affected the nation with alarm, and hurried the 
Government needlessly into an act of prohibition which was not only 
extremely discourteousto America, but put a very grave indignity upon 
the American hog. It turned ont that the infected meat was not an 
American export, but a genuine French production—home-bred—and 
eaten raw. 

Those Europeans who eat pork raw and get sick can not make very 
effective appeals to our sympathy; still I would like to know that our 
pork sent abroad is so pure and sweet that it might be eaten raw or 
cooked, in large portions or small; that indeed the whole hog might be 
swallowed without danger to health. 

It is open to grave doubt whether any trichina-infected pork from 
the United States ever entered a European port. I have not found a 
single well anthenticated case of trichinosisoriginating in any European 
country from the consumption of American salt pork. 

Negative evidence in support of this view of no inconsiderable weight 
is found in the action of the House of Representatives of Belgium, 
which, after a full investigation and a report from the minister of the 
interior, declined to take any precautionary measures, on the ground 
that no cases of trichinosis had been known in Belgium. 

The existence, however, of the belief, however destitute of founda- 
tion it may be, among the people of Central Europe is just as deadly 
in its effect upon our pork exports as though the accusation was sup- 
ported by the fact. 

Under such circumstances we owe it to ourselves that hereafter not 
one pound of the suspect goods shall be suffered to leave our shores 
without a certificate of character from an inspector under the seal of 
the United States. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was cut off in the midst of an inquiry addressed 
to me by my friend from Illinois a few moments ago. I ask unani- 
mous consent to be permitted to insert the answer in my remarks. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I believe there is but little more to be said on this 
question, and I will make only a few remarks, and we will then have a 
vote upon it. 

Now, Iam very sorry that the discussion of this question has led 
in this direction, and that it has brought up the manufacture of lard, 
with all the filth that can possibly be heaped upon that article. There 
was no design to discuss that question to-day and it was certainly 
reaching ahead considerably to bring it up now. I only deem it proper 
at this time to say to the gentleman from Mississippi who makes these 


t that industry in this country that he slanders a class 
of men who are as pure and clean as he is himself. 


I only go out of my way to say that the testimony you refer to as 
given before this committee was given by men who themselves ad- 
mitted that they had been engaged in thissame work. I asked the 
question of one of these men myself, whether he had been engaged in 
that kind of business, and he said he had been for a number of years. 
I believe him to be a villainous perjurer, a liar, a scoundrel unworthy 
to be an American citizen. 

Mr. FRANK, What for; for telling the truth? 

Mr. FUNSTON. The man who would engage in that business, and 
who justifies it before an intelligent people, deserves to be considered 
as not only being a scoundrel, but one who has the impudence of the 
devil when he admits it; and his evidence ought not to be quoted, 
even before this body. 

Mr. MORGAN. Why did they not turn him out of the St. Louis 
Board of Trade? 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to discuss that ques- 
tion. Suffice it to say that it will be discussed by other gentlemen whe 
are ready for it when the proper time comes, All I desire to say is that 
if you begin to add other articles to this bill there will be no end to it. 
What is the gentleman’s design in adding lard? He simply hopes ta 
have some inspecting board say it is good and pure food, when no board 
would declare that it is lard at all. I object to adding this amendment 
for the same reason, that if we begin by adding one article we will add 
twenty more, and there will be no end to it but the destruction of the 
bill. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the amendments be taken up and 
considered in their order, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GROSVENOR). The Clerk will re · 
port the first amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

By Mr. MORGAN: 
Insert the word lard“ in line 4 before the word “salted,” making it read 
“careful inspection of lard, salted pork, and bacon.” 

The question was taken upon the amendment; and the Speaker pre 
tempore announced that the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Division. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 31, noes 69. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would like to have the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and there were—ycas 44, nays 131, not vot- 
ing 152; as follows: 


YEAS—H. 
Bland, Elliott, Lewis, Sayers, ~ 
Blount, is Mason, Skinner, 
Brickner, Featherston, McClammy, Stewart, Tex. 
Burton, Forney, McRae, Stockdale, 
Candler, Ga. Frank, Moore, Tex. Stone, Ky. 
Carlton, Grimes, Morgan, Tillman, 
Catehings, Hayes, Peel, Turner, Ga. 
Cheadle, Henderson, N. C. Penington, Turner, N. Y. 
Chipman, Kelley, Price, Wheeler, Ala. 
Clements, Kerr, lowa Richardson, hiting, 
Crisp, Kinsey, Rowland, Wilkinson, 
NAYS—131. 

Adams, Connell, Laidlaw, Reed, Iowa 
Allen, Mich. Culbertson, Pa, Lane, Reilly, 
Anderson, Kans. Cummings, Lansing, Rife, 
Atkinson, Pa, Dalzell, Lawler, Rockw. 
Baker, Darlington, Lester, Va. Rowell, 
Bankhead, Dingley, Martin, Ind, Russel 
Banks, Dockery, McClellan, Sawyer, 
Bartine, Dorsey, McCord, Simonds, 
Barwig, Dunnell McCormick, Smith, III. 
Bayne, Edmunds, McDuffie, Smyser, 
V 

rgen, Marquhar, Kinley, tock br. 
Bingham, Flick, McMillin, Bloons. Mar” 

l iaj Forman, Moffitt, Struble, 
Boothman, Fowler, Montgomery, Sweney, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Funston, Moore, N. H. Tarsney. 
Brookshire, Gear, Morrill, Taylor, E. B. 
Brosius, Gest, Morse, Taylor, M. 
Brower, Goodnight, Mutehler, Taylor, J. D. 
Brunner, Grosvenor, Niedringhaus, Taylor, Tenn, 
Buchanan, N.J. Hatch, Vorton, Townsend, Pa. 
Butterworth, Haugen, O'Donnell, Tucker, 
Bynum, Haynes, O’ Ferrall Vandever, 
Cannon, Heard, O'Neil, Mass enable, 

3 Henderson, III. O'Neill, Pa. Waddiil, 
Caruth, Henderson, Iowa Owen, Ind, Walker, 
Caswell, Hill, Owens, Ohio Wike, 
Cheatham, Hitt, Paynter, Williams, Ohio 
Clancy, Holman, Post, Wilson, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala, Houk, Pugsley, Wilson, Wash 
Cogswell, Kennedy, Quackenbush, Wright, 
Comstock, Lacey, Raines, Yardley. 
Conger, La Follette, Ray, 

NOT VOTING—152, 

Abbott, Boatner, Burrows, Cowles, 
Alderson, Boutelle, Caldwell Craig, 
Allen, Miss. Bowden, 8 % Orain, 
Anderson, Miss, Breckinridge, Ark, Candler, Mass, Culberson, Tex. 
Andrew, Brewer, Clark, Wis. Cutebeon, 
Arnold, Brown, J. B. Olunie, Dargun, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Browne, T. M. Cobb, Davidson, 

Browne, Va. Coleman, De Haven, 
Beckwith, Buchanan, Va. Cooper, Ind. De Lano, 
Belden, Buckalew, Cooper, Ohio Dibble, 

Bullock, ran, Dickerson, 
Blane Bunn, Covert, Dolliver, 
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Dunphy, ` Lanham, Parrett, Stephenson, 
loe, ws, Payne, Stewart, Ga. 
H wart, Pa: Stewart, Vt. 
Finley, Lehlbach, Perk ens, vers, 
Fiteb, Lester, Ga. Perry, Stump, 
Fithian, Lind, i Peters, Thomas, 

i Lodge, Phelan, Thompson, 
Flower, Magner, Pickler, Townsend, Colo. 
Goissenhainor, Maish, Pierce, Tracey, 
Gibson, Mansur, Quinn, Turner, Kans, 
Gifford, Martin, Tex. 1, an Schaick, 
Greenhalge, MeAdoo, Reyburn, Vaux, 

Grout, MeCarthy, Robertson, Wade, 

Hall McComas, Rogers, Wallace, Mass, 
Hansbrough, McCreary, Rusk, Wallace N. Y. 
Hare, Mil Sanford, Washington, 
Harmer, Milliken, Seranton. Watson, 
Hemphill, Mills, Seull, Wheeier, Mich, 
Herbert, Morey, Seney, Whitthorne, 
Hermann, Morrow, Sherman, Wickham, 
Hooker, Mudd, Shively, Wiley, 
Hopkins, Nute, Smith, W. Va. Willcox, 

Kerr, Pa. Oates, Snider, Williams, III. 
Ketcham, O’Neall, Ind. Spinola, Wilson, Ky. 
Kilgore, Osborne. Spooner, Wilson, W. Va. 
Knapp, Outhwaite, Stahlnecker, Yoder. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Ihe following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. Stump. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK with Mr. PARRETT. 

Mr. LEHLBACH with Mr. CoTHRAN. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. MAGNER. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. P&rers with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. Grout with Mr. FITCH. 

Mr, BouTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. Tuomas M. Browne with Mr, WASHINGTON. 

Mr. BAKER with Mr. ELLIOTT. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 

Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. BIGGS. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. PERRY. 

Mr. SPOONER with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. McKenna with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. De LANO with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr. SANFoRD with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. Linp with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. Nuve with Mr. BARNES. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. BLANCHARD. 

Mr, PERKINS with Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. SMYSER with Mr. SEN Ex. 

Mr. FIxLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. Morey with Mr. GEISSENHATINER. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. VAUX. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. LEE. 

Mr, BELKNAP with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. Coss. 

Mr. BowDEN with Mr. MCCARTHY. 

Mr. McCoMAs with Mr. GIBSON. 

Mr. Morrow with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. BREWER with Mr. HOOKER. 

Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. HARE. 

Mr. Watson with Mr. MCADOO. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. GREENHALGE. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. COLEMAN with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 

Mr. SNIDER with Mr. BOATNER. 

Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. COWLES. 

Mr. CRAIG with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. LODGE with Mr. ANDREW. 

Mr. PAYNE with Mr. BocHanan, of Virginia. 

Mr. SMITH, of West Virginia, with Mr. BULLOCK. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, with Mr. ENLOE, 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. TRACEY. : 

Mr. Stivers with Mr, Covert, on all political questions, until Friday 
next, = 

Mr. OSBORNE with Mr. MILLS. 

Mr. HALL with Mr. SHIVELY. 

Mr. PicKLeR with Mr. DICKERSON. 

Mr. MILES with Mr. SPINOLA. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. CUTCHEON with Mr. HEMPHILL. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. CAMPBELL, 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. 

Mr. WICKHAM with Mr. YODER. > 

For the rest of the day: 

Mr, ScuLL with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania, 

Mr, HERMANN with Mr. QUINN. 


` 


Mr. HANSBROUGH with Mr. LANHAM. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. Crary, for this day. 

Mr. Hopxrys with Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, for this day. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. DIBBLE, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next amend- 
ment. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker 

y The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. FUNSTON. I desire to ask unanimous consent to make some 
changes in section 2. I will say that in section 2 there has been some 
dispute as to what the language should be, and in order to avoid con- 
troversy about the matter it has been agreed that there shall be no 
amendment made in line 2 of section 2except to insert the words “or 
drug“ after the word ‘‘food’’ and the word ‘‘any”’ after the word 
or,“ before the word ‘‘ vinous;’’ so that it shall read: 


That it shall be unlawful to import into the United States any adulterated or 
unwholesome food, or drug, or any vinous, spirituous, or malt ors, eto. 


I ask unanimous consent that it may be so amended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 6, line 10, by inserting, after the word “importation,” thefol- 
lowing words: 

“With the knowledge of the master or owner of said vessel or vehicle that 
Leet jennie is diseased or has been exposed to infection as herein de- 
sc 6 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, and was accordingly 
read the third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the passage of 
the bill, 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ‘‘ayes’’ appeared to have it. 

Mr, SAYERS. Division, 

Pending the division, 

Mr. SAYERS said: Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent 
of the House simply to call the attention of the House to one provision 
in that clause of this bill. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. 1 There is. [Cries of Oh, no.“ Let him have 
time.“ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. On page 8, Mr. Speaker, I find the following lan- 
guage: 

And the reo yi of Agriculture inspect: z 
mals described in this AAA „ sme arias nee the alisha: 
fection of all vessels engaged in the transportation thereof, and of all barges or 
other vessels used in the conveyance of such animals intended for ex to the 
ocean steamer or other 8 and of all attendants and their clothing, and of 


all head-ropes and other appliances used in such exportation, such orders 
ona pi seer as he may prescribe; and if, upon such in: 
anima 


n, any such 
s shall be adjudged, under the regulations of the Secretary of Agricult-- 


ure, to be infected or to have been exposed to infection, so as to be 

to other animals, they shall not be allowed to pe payan upon any vessel for 
exportation, the expense of all the inspection and disinfection provided for in 
this — to be borne by the owners of the vessels on which such animals are 
expo! . 

This clause confers upon the Secretary of Agriculture most extraor- 
dinary powers in regard to the exportation of cattle. It is well known 
to many members that Texas cattle are charged with having the effect 
of communicating to other cattle what is known as Texas fever, a 
splenetic disease, while at the same time the Texas cattle are just as 
healthy as any other cattle for food, and what I desire is that a clause 
be put in this bill which shall except Texas cattle unless affected with 


pleuro-pneumonia or diseases of that kind. I only ask that the same ` 


provision be put in this bill that is in the animal-industry bill which 
has been reported to this House. It may be readily seen that the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture, under this clause, can exclude Texas cattle from 
exportation altogether. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman from Texas permit me to make 
asuggestion? The bill is intended to help the Government in certain 
diplomatic correspondence now going on. It is not a question as to 
Texas cattle, but a question of difference with the English Government. 

Mr. SAYERS, But suppose the Secretary of Agriculture may de- 
5 that ‘Texas cattle shall not be exported under the clause of 

is bill? 

Mr. ADAMS. Why, you can not presume that the Secretary of 
Agriculture in this country will take action against the exportation of 
an American article. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then the gentleman should not object to having a 
clause inserted which I think will be entirely satisfactory to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, because they have reported the same clause in 
the sage er ead bill. 

Mr. ADAMS. will say to the gentleman that for my part, not 
being a member of the Committee on Agriculture, I should not object, 
but I want to remind him that we want to give the Secretary all the 
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power we can, because we do not know exactly how much power he 


req 

Mr, SAYERS. Iam willing to give the Secretary all proper power, 
but at the same time I do not want to give him a power whic will 
enable him to cripple one of the greatest industries we have in Texas, 
I hope gentlemen will look into the question and be willing to make 
this exception in favor of Texas cattle. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Will the gentleman please read from the animal- 
industry bili the words he wishes to insert in this bill? 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman propose his amendment so that 
we can see what it is? : y 

Mr. SAYERS. The amendment is this: 

Provided, That the so-called splenetio or Texas fever shall not be considered a 
contagious, infectious, or communicable disease in the meaning of this act. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me ask my friend right there, is not the object 
of this bill so to legislate as to bring about largely the exportation of 
cattle alive, so that we can ship them to Great Britain and other coun- 
tries where they may be slaughtered, instead of being slaughtered as 
now at the port of entry? and if the exception that the gentleman asks 
shallcome in, would not the result be that they would know as we 
know that splenetic fever is injurious and communicable to cattle on 
entrance in Great Britain as it is on entrance into Illinois? If that be 
true, then the amendment of the gentleman from Texas would defeat 
the very object of this bill, which is the development of that industry. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, under the operation of this bill, if it 
should become law, it may be within the power of a hostile Secretary 
of Agriculture to strike down the cattle that are bred in Texas, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Not unless they are diseased 
cattle. 
` Mr. FUNSTON. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Do you admit that Texas fever is a disease before 
it is developed? 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. FUNSTON. What objection have you to letting it go, and have 
them inspect it as other cattle? 

Mr. SAYERS. I have the same objection now that I urged before 

r committee when they were preparing the animal-industry bill. 
You listened to those objections and inserted a clause in that bill which 
tected Texas cattle against the exercise of arbitrary power by the 
Rooney of Agriculture, or any of his subordinates, in shipments from 
Texas to any other State or Territory. If you allow that exception 
' with reference to the exportation of Texas cattle to the States and Ter- 
ritories of this Union, why should you not allow the same exception 
in favor of the shipment of Texas cattle abroad? 

Mr. CONGER. Because we are on the ground and understand that 
and they do not, 

Mr. FUNSTON. The gentleman, unintentionally, no doubt, is not 
correct in the statement of the object of the bill. We were legislating 
then to prevent diseased cattle, such as pleuro-pneumonia cattle, from 

~ being shipped and the disease being spread. 

Mr. SAYERS. Which is quite right. 

Mr.FUNSTON. Which is right enough. We provided thatsplenetic 
fever, known as Texas fever, should not go in this bill. We provided 
that certain rules and regulations should be made; that they should 
be watered and fed atcertain places along the line, provided for in the 
law. Now, that is the reason for making such an exception; but yon 
can not make this exception in cattle that are being shipped abroad, 

«You can not have them fed and watered at certain places when you 
ship them to another country, and therefore the case is not parallel. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will show the gentleman the parallel. 

Mr. CONGER. Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CONGER. Consent was given to the gentleman from Texas 
aay. to make a statement and not for a discussion of this matter. 
22 SPEAKER pro tempore. This discussion has all proceeded out 

er. 

Mr. SAYERS. I trust gentlemen will give me an opportunity to 
make my statement. 

Mr. CONGER. Well, then, make your statement, but we do not 
want to spend time discussing the question. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to offer 
this amendment, to come in on page 9, at end of line 28: 

Provided, That so-called splenetic or Texas fever shall not be considered a 
; contagious, infectious, or communicable disease within the meaning of this act, 

Mr. FUNSTON. Ishall have to object to that, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HATCH, I want to ask the gentleman a question. Do you 
export any cattle now from Texas to other countries? Do not all the 
Texas cattle that are sold go to the other States? 

Mr. SAYERS. We are endeavoring to obtain deep water upon the 
Texas coast, and just as soon as that is obtained we shall be able to 
ship our cattle and all other products directly to Europe, and we do 

not desire to be cut off from the shipment of our cattle directly from 
our own ports. 

> Mr. HATCH. I do not share the gentleman’s views as to the force 

ol the language of that section. I think he is unnecessarily alarmed 


about it. My own impression, however, was that the Texas cattle 
were all first sent to the other States farther north and there fattened, 
and thatif they were exported at all it was only after they had been 
acclimated in those States. ; 

Mr. SAYERS, Lask unanimous consent to offer my amendment and 
have a vote upon it. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, as we came to a halt in the middle 
of a vote I ask that the affirmative vote be again taken. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Without objection, the Chair will again 
put the question upon the passage of the bill. 

The question was again taken; and there were—ayes 107, nozs 15. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, unless the gentleman will allow me 
to present my amendment and havea vote upon it I shall have to make 
the point that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (having counted the House). 
a quorum present; the ayes have it and the bill is passed. 

Mr. SAYERS. I appeal to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. FUN- 
STON] to let me offer my amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will now proceed to the 
special order, which is the bill the title of which the Clerk will read, 

Mr. FUNSTON. Before we proceed with that bill I move to recon- 
sider the vote by which the last bill was passed. 

Mr. SAYERS. Before that motion is put I ask the gentleman in 
charge of the bill to allow the House to take a vote upon my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. FUNSTON. As far as Lam concerned, if nobody else objects, 
I shall not object to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is passed, and the question 
now is upon the reconsideration of the vote by which it was passed. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent that the vote be reconsid- 
ered and that I be permitted to offer my amendment and have a vote 
upon it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAY- 
ERS] asks unanimous consent that the vote by which the bill was 

be reconsidered. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and the question recurs on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, I ask unanimous consent to offer my amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAY- 
ERS] asks unanimous consent to offer an amendment to the bill, which 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 28, page 9, insert the following words: 


“ Provided, That the so-called splenetic or Texas fever shall not be considered 
a contagious, infections, or communicable disease within the meaning of this 
act. 


There is 


Mr. HILL. Does the gentleman from Texas propose to have a yea- 
and-nay vote upon that? 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

The question was taken upon the adoption of the amendment of Mr. 
SAYERS; and the Speaker pro tempore declared that the noes seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask for a division, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 52, noes 97. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the bill be put 
upon its passage. 

The question was again taken, and the bill was passed. 

Mr. FUNSTON moved to reconsider the yote by which the bill was 
paned; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INVESTIGATION OF THE PENSION OFFICE. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the special committee to investigate the charges aguinst Gen- 


eral G. B. Raum, Commissioner of Pensions, have leave to sit during the ses- 
sions of the House. 


The resolution was adopted. 
COMPOUND LAED, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The next business under the special 
order is House bill 11568, which the Clerk will read, 

Mr. BROSIUS, Lask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 
ing of the bill, so that there may be more time for the discussion. 

Several members objected. 

The Clerk read as foilows: 

R. 11568) detining “ by regulati 

r ͤ . of eompotea lake 


Be it enacled by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
America in Congress That for the purposes of this act the word “lard” 
shall be understood to mean the food product usually known as lard and which 
is made exclusively from the fresh fat of slaughtered swine, 


Is there objection to the request of the 
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Sud 2. That for the purpose of this act any article manufactured or com- 
pounded in imitation or semblance of lard as defined in section 1 of this act, 
which shall be made of any ingredient or ingredients other than lard, or which 

be composed of any other ingredient or ingredients in combination with 
Jard, shall be known as compound lard,” and it shall be unlawful to manu- 
facture, sei], export, or import the same except in accordance with the provis- 
ions of this act, ` 

Sr. 3. That before ay person, firm, association, or corporation shall manu- 
facture for sale within the jurisdiction of the United States any compound lard, 
as the same is defined in section 2 of this act, such person, firm, association, or 
corporation shall procure a license from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
who Is bereby authorized to issue the same and to make all necessary rules and 
regulations in that behalf. Such license will continue in force from the date 
thereof to the Ist day of tar following; but the said Commissioner may re- 
voke the same for any violation of any of the provisions of this act. Any per- 
son, firm, association, or corporation desiring to manufacture compound lard 
for sale shall make application in writing to said Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, setting forth the name of the applicant, the place in which and at 
which the said compound is to be manufactured, and the names of all the in- 
gredients of which such compound is to be composed. If none of the ingredi- 
ents to be used in such manufacture are deleterious to health, then, upon the 
payment by such npplicant, under such regulations as the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue may prescribe, of the special tax hereinafter provided for and 
the execution of the bond hereinafter provided for, the said Commissioner shall 
issue to such applicant a license authorizing the said applicant to man ure 
such compound of the ingredients named in such application (which ingredi- 
ents shall be specified in such license) at the place named in such application, 
which fcr ee also be specified in such license. 

Src. 4. That taxes are imposed as follows: Manufacturers of compound 
Jard shall pay Every person who manufactures compound lard for sale 
shall be deemed a manufacturer of compound lard. Wholesale dealers in com- 
pee lard shall pay $24. Every person who sells or offers for sale compound 

in quantities of not less than 50 pounds at the same time shall be deemed 
a wholesale dealer in compound lard. But any manufacturer of compound 
lard who has given the required bond and paid the required special tax and 
who sells only compound of his own production at the place of manufact- 
ure in the original packages to which the tax-paid stamps are affixed shall not 
be required to pay the ial tax of a wholesale dealer in compound lard on 
accountof such sales, tail dealers in compound lard shall pay $1.92. Every 
person who sells or offers for sale compound lard in quantities less than 50 
pounds at one time shall be regarded as a retail dealer in compound lard. And 
sections 3232, 3233, 3234, 3235, 3236, 3237, 3238, 3239, 3240, 3241, and 3243 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States are, so far as applicable, madeto extend to and in- 
elude and apply to the special taxes im by this section, and to the persons 
upon whom they are imposed. 

Seo. 5. That person who carries on the business of a manufacturer of 
compound lard without having procured the license = by this act and 
without having paid the special tax therefor, as requi by law, shall, besides 
being liable to the payment of the tax, be fined not less thun two hundred and 
fifty and not more than five thousand dollars; or who, having procured snch 
license, uses in such manufacture any ingredient not eg is such license, 
shall be fined as last above provided; and every person who carries on the busi- 
ness of a wholesale dealer in compound lard without having paid the special 
tax therefor, as required by law, shall, besides being liable to the payment of 
the tax, be fined not less than one hundred nor moret two thousand dollars; 
and every person who carries on the business of a retail dealer in compound 
Jard without having paid the special tux therefor, as required by law, shall, be- 
sides being liable to the payment of the tax, be fined not less than fifty nor 
more than five hundred dollars for each and every offense. 

Sec. 6. That every manufacturer of compound lard shall file with the col- 
lector of internal revenue of the district in which his manufactory is located such 
notices, inventories, and bonds, shall keep such books and render such returns 
of materials and products, shall put up such signs and affix such number to 
his factory, and conduct his business under such surveillance of officers and 
agents as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, may by regulation require, But the bond required of 
guch manufacturer shall be with sureties satisfactory to the collector of inter- 
nal revenue, and in a penal sum of not less than $5,000; and the sum of said 
bond may be increased from time to time, and additional sureties required, at 
the discretion of the collector or under instructions of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue. And any wholesale dealer in compound lard shall keepsuch 
books and render such returns as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with 
the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, may by regulation require, 
And any manufacturer of or dealer in compound lard who fails to keep such 
books or to render such returns, or who fails to enter the article subject to tax 
under this act by name as compound lard in all books of account, bills of sale, 
other bills and invoices, shall be liable to a penalty of not more than $1,000 for 
every such failure. And any agent of any railroad, and any officer or agent of 
any common carrier who shal! fail to enter said article by name as compound 
lard in his books of account, bills, manifest, way biils, and bills of lading, shall 
be lluble to a penalty of not more than $500 for each offense or failure. 

Sud. 7. That all compound lard shall be packed by the manufacturer thereof 
in tierces, barrels, hat{-barrels, firkins, tabs,or tin pails not before used for the 
| ted ger ee containing not less than 3 pounds, and marked, stamped, and 

randed in a conspicuous place thereon by burning in the letters, if the vessel 
be of wood, and by stamping in the metal of the vessel, if the veasel be of tin, 
in letters of such size as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the ap- 
3 of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe, the words Compound 

v" together with the name of the manufacturer, and the name of each 
ingredient used in such com nd, which names shall correspond with the 
names specified in the manufacturer's license; and all sales made by manu- 
facturers of compound lard and wholesale dealers in such compound shall be 
in original stamped kages. Retail dealers in compound lard must sell in 
quantities not ex ing 50 8 such sales to be in original stamped pack- 
ages when the quantity sold is not less than 3 pounds, and from original 
stam packages when the quantity sold is less than 3 pounds, and when the 
sale is from an original stamped package they shall pack the said compound lard 
go sold by them in suitable wooden, tin, or paper packages, which shall be marked 
and branded as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of 
the of the Treasury, shall prescribe. Every person who knowingly 
selis or offers for sale, or delivers or offers to deliver, any such compuund 
in any other form than in new wooden, tin, or paper packages as above de- 
scribed, or who packs in any package any compound lard in any manner con- 
trary to law, or who falsely brands any package or affixes a stamp on any pack- 
age denoting a less amount of tax than that required by law, shall be fined for 
each offense not more than $1,000 and be imprisoned not more than one year. 

Whenever any person ships, transports, or removes, or causes to be shipped, 
transported, or removed, any compound lard in any package on which the 
marks, brands, and stamps required by the regulations of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue are not affixed, or on which any of such marks, brands, or 
praen 1» are illegible or defaced, or are wholly or partially concealed from view, 
or ps, transports, or removes any compound lard, in any package incased in 
3 bale, bag, or any inclosure whatever, he shall forfeit the 
compo Biber an se Sec aarp cir Soy or re- 
moved, and be subject to pay a fine of not more than : ed, That this 


section shall not be construed to prohibit the rtation of compound lard 
on any vessel as defined by section 3 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
or in any closed car or vehicle as defined by section 4 of said statutes, 

Sec. 8. That every manufacturer of compound lard shall securely affix, b 


ing on each kage thereof man by him, a label, on which 1 
prin besi the branding required in section 7 of this act, the number of 
the manufacturer’s factory and the district and State in which it is situated, 


these words: ** Notioe.—The manufacturer of the compound lard herein con- 
tained has complied with all the requirements of the law. Every person is 
cautioned not to use either this package or the stamp thereon again, nor 
to remove the contents of this package without destroying said stamp, under 
the 8 provided by law in such cases.” Every manufacturer of such com- 
pound lard who neglects to affix such label toany 8 Nie reg toe com- 
pound mado by him, or sold or offered for sale by him or for him, and every per- 
son whoremovesany such label soafiixed from any such package, shall be fined 
$50 for each package as to which such offense is committed, 

Sec. 9. That upon compound lard which shall be manufactured and sold, or 
removed for consumption or use, there shall be assessed and collected a tax of 2 
mills per pound, to be paid by the manufacturerthereof; and any fractional 
of a pound in a package shall be taxed asa pound. The tax levied by this sec 
shall be represented by coupon stamps; andthe provisions of the existing laws 
governing the engraving, issue, sale, accountability, effacement, cancellation, 
and destruction of stamps relating to tobacco and suulf, as far as applicable, 
are hereby made to apply to stamps provided for by this section. 

Sec. 10. That whenever any manufacturer of compound lard sells or removes 
for sale or consumption any compound lard upon which the tax is required to 
be paid by stamps, without the use of She proper stamps, it shall be the duty of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, na period of not more than two 
years after such sale or removal, ne awe tory proof, to theamount 
of tax which has been omitted to be paid, and to make an assessment therefor 
and certify the same to the collector. The tax so assessed shall be in addition 
to the = imposed by law for such sale or removal, 

Seo, II. That upon all compound lard imported from countries, in ad- 
dition to any import duty imposed on the same, there shall be assessed and col- 
lected an internal revenue tax ot 2 cents per posou such tax to be ted 
by coupon stamps, as in the case of compound lard manufactured in United 
States. The — shall be affixed and canceled by the owner or importer of 
the same, while it is in the custody of the 7 custom-house officers; and 
the said compound lard shall not pass out of the custody of said officers. until 
the stamps have been so affixed and ennceled, but shall be put up in wooden or 
tin packages, each 93 not losa than 3 pounds, as prescribed in this act for 
compound lard manufactu in the United States before the stamps are affixed ; 
and the owner or importer of such compound lard shall be liable to all the pen: 

rovisions of the act prescribed forthe manufxeturers of compound lard manu- 

tured in the United States, Whenever it is necessary to any such com- 

und lard so imported to any place other than the public storesof the United 

tes for the purpose of affixing and canceling such stamps, the collector ofcus- 
toms of the port where the same is entered shall designates bonded warehouse to 
which it shall be taken, under the control of such customs officers as such col- 
lector may direct; and every officer of customs who permits any such compound 
lard to pass out of his custody or control without compliance by the owner or 
importer thereof with the provisions of this section relating thereto shall be 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be fined not less than $1,000 nor more than 
$5,000 and imprisoned not less than six months nor more than three years. 
Every person who sells or offers for sale any imported compound lard, or com- 
pound purporting or claiming to have been imported, not put up in pack- 
ages and stamped, as provided by this act, shall be fined not less than $509 nor 
more than $5,000, and be imprisoned not less than six months nor more than 
two years, 

Sec. 12. That every 


n who 1 purchases or receives for sale 
compound lard which 


as not been branded or stam according to law shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, ll be liable 
to a penalty of for cach and every offense. 

Sec. 13. at every person who knowingly purchases or receives for sale 
any compound lard from any manufacturer who has not paid the said special 
tax shall be liable for each offense to a penalty of $100, and to a forfeiture of all 
articles so purchased or received or of full yalue thereof, 

Src, 14. That whenever any stamped agg oA Sonina big poaa lard is 
emptied it shall be the duty of the person in whose hands same is to destroy 
utterly the stamps thereon; and any person who willfully neglects or 
so to do shall tor each such offense be fined not exceeding $50, and be impris- 


oned not less than ten days nor more than six months. And any person who 
fraudulently gives away or accepts from another, or who sells, buys, or uses 
each such 


for packing compound lard any such stamped pac! 

offense, be fined notexceeding $100 and be imprisoned not more than one year. 
Any revenue officer may destroy any emptied compound-lard package upon 
which the tax-paid stamp is found. 

Sec. 15. That there shall be in the office of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue two assistant chemists, who shall beappointed by the ofthe 
Treasury, whose duties shall be prescribed said Commissioner and who 
Shall receive a salary of $1,200 per annum; the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue may, whenever in his judgment the necessities of the service so re- 
quire, employ chemists. and microscopists, to be paid such compensation as he 
may deem proper, not exceeding in the gate any appropriation made for 
that purpose. And the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may lease, at a rent 
not exceeding $1,200 per annum, such room or rooms as may be necessary to 
the proper and efficient discharge of the duties of the analytical chemist, the 
microscopists, and the two assistant chemists in his office, and said Commis- 
sioner shall be entitled to purchase such chemical apparatus and supplies as 
may be necessary to the proper and efficient discharge of the duties of such offl- 
cers, the cost of such apparatus and supplies aud the rent of such rooms to be 
paid monthly by warrant of theSecretary of the on the Treasurer of 
the United States out of any money arising from internal duties not otherwise 
appropriated. And the said Commissioner is authorized to decide what sub- 
stances or compounds which may be submitted for his inspection in co: 
cases are to be taxed under this act, and his decision in matters of taxation 
under this act shall be final. The said Commissioner may devide whether any 
substance or ingredient mentioned in the ——— for license, to be used in 
the manufacture of such compound lard, is deleterious to health; but, in case 
of doubt or contest, bis decision in this class of cases may be appealed from to. 
a board hereby constituted for the purpose, and composed of the Surgeon-Gen- 
eral of the Army, the Surgeon-General of the Navy, and the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, and the decision of this board shall be final in the premises, 

Sec. 16. That all packages of compound lard Leer ba to tax under this act 
that shall be found without stamps or marks as herein provided, and all com- 

und lard intended for human consumption which contains in; ts ad- 
Rie d, as hereinbefore provided, to be deleterious to the public health shall be 
forfeited to the United States. Any n who shall willfully remove or deface 
the stamps. marks, or brands on . lard taxed 
as pro herein shal! be guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be punished by 
a fine of not less than $100 nor more than $2,000 and by imprisonment for not 


less than thirty days nor more than six months, 

Sec. 17. That compound lard may be removed from the place of manufacture 
poet pe patas te ng Ey ag alos mera clas map ‘ing stamps thereto, 
under such regulation and the filing of such bonds and other security as the 


` 
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tion 7 of this act. 
18. That whenever an n engaged in carrying on the business of 
manufacturing compound “4 3 oe to defraud, the United 
of the tax on the compound lard uced by him, or any part thereof, he 


apparatus used by him, and all com- 
d all raw material for the production of compound lard found in 
the factory and on the factory premises, and shall be fined not less than nor 
more than $5,000,and be — not less than six months nor more than 


three years. 
Sec, 19. That if any manufacturer of such compound Leyte fr dealer therein, 


or any importer or exporter thereof, shall knowingly or wi omit, neglect, 
or to do, or cause to be done. any of the things eles yas law in the 
ing on or conducting of his business, or shall do any by this act pro- 


carry 
hibited, if there be no s 


fic penalty or punishment imposed by any other 
section of this act for n 


ecting or omitting or refusing to do, or for the doing 
or causing to be done, the 3 uired or prohibited, he shall pay a penalty 
of $00; and if the person so offending be the manufacturer of or a wholesale 
dealer in compound lard, all the componnd lard owned nf Bary or in which he 
has any interest as owner shall be forfeited to the United es. 

Sec. 20. That all fines, ties, and forfeitures imposed by this act may be 
recovered in any court of competent jurisdiction. 

Sec, 21. That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the „may make all needful regulations for the carry- 
ing into effect of this act. 


Ec, 22, That this act shall go into effect on the ninetieth day after ils pas- 
sage; and all wooden or ttn packages containing three or more pounds of com- 
pound lard found on the premises of any dealer on or after the ninetieth day 
succeeding the date of the passage of this act shall be deemed to be taxable un- 
der section 9 of this act; and shall be taxed, and shall have affixed thereto the 
stamp, marks, and brands required by this act, or = regulations made pursu- 
ant to this act; and for the purpose of securing the affixing of the stamps, 
marks, and brands required by thisact, the said compound shall be regarded as 
—.— been manufactured and sold, or removed from the manufactory for con- 
sumption or use, on or after the day this act takes effect; and such stock on 
hand at the time of the taking effect of this act may be stam „ marked, and 


nder special ar of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 


Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, before the discussion begins, I wish to 
ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
Bnostus] who made the majority report and the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. McCLamMy] who made the minority report may have 
charge of the time to be occupied in debate. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection—— 
Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 


from Arkansas rise? 

Mr. McRAE, H have no objection to the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. ConGER]; but before we proceed further I want to 
offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Without objection, the time for discus- 
sion will be equally divided between the friends and the opponents of 
the bill, the time in favor of the bill to be controlled by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Brosrus] and the time in opposition by the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. McCnamMy]. The Chair hears no 
objection. 

Mr. MASON. I desire to offer a substitute for the pending bill; and 
I understand it is desired by the friends of the bill that the substitute 
may be considered as pending, reserving all questions of order. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I wish to reserve all points of order, whatever they 
may be, against the substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked that a 
substitute submitted by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mason] may 
be considered as pending to be printed in the RECORD, as the Chair un- 
derstands, for the information of the House, all questions of order to be 
reserved. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

‘The substitute of Mr. MASON is as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That, forthe 4 ce protecting the commerce in food products and drugs 
between the several and Territories of this Union and foreign countries, 
the Secretary of Agriculture shall o ize in the Department of Agriculturea 
division to be known as the food division, and make necessary rules governing 
the same to carry out the provisions of this act, and appoint a chief thereof, at 
a salary of $3,000 per annum, whose duty it shall be to procure from time to 
time, under rules and ulations to be preco by the Secretary of Agricult- 
ure and cause to be analyzed or examined, samples of food and drugs sold or 
offered for sale in any State or Territory other than where manufactured, The 
Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized to employ such chemists, ir 
— 8 888 and other employés as may be necessary to carry out the provis- 

ions o act, 

“Sec. 2. That the introduction into any State or Territory from any other State 
or Terri or foreign country of any article of food or drugs which is adul- 
terated within the meaning of this act is Serur ohne: and any person 
who shall willfully and knowingly ship or deliver for shipment from any State 
or Territory or foreign country to any other State or Territory, or who shall 
knowingly receive in any State or Territory from any other State or Territory 
or foreign country, or who, having so received, shali deliver, for pay or other- 
wise, or offer to deliver to any other person, any such article so adulterated 
within the meaning of this act, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and for such 
offense be fined not exceeding $200for the first offense, and for each sul uent 
offense not exceeding $300, or be imprisoned not exceeding one year, or both, 
in the discretion of the court. 

“ Sec. 3. That the chief of said food division shall make, or cause to be made, 
under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture, 
examinations of specimens of food and drugs which may be collected trom time 
to time under rules and 3 to be prescribed by the Secretary of Agri- 
cultare under its direction in various parts of the country, and publish in bul- 
let ins the result of such analyses. But the names of manufacturers or venders 
of such food or drugs analyzed shall in no case be published in such bulletins 
until atter conviction in the courts of violation of act. If it shall appear 


from such examination that any of the provisions of this act have been vio- 
lated the Secretary of Agriculture shall at once cause a report of the fact to be 
made to the popor United States district attorney, with a copy of the results 
of the analy: uly authenticated by the analyst under oath. 

„Spo. 4. That it shall be the duty of every district attorney to whom the food 
division shall report any violation of this act to p ings to be com- 
menced and prosecuted without delay for the fines and penalties in such case 
provided, unless, upon inquiry and examination, he shall decide that such pro- 
ceedi ean not probably be sustained, in which case he shall report the facts 
to the food division. 

“Seo, 5. That the term ‘drug,’ as used in this act, shall include all medicines 
for internal or external use. The term food,’ as used herein, shall include all 
articles used for food or drink by man, whether simple, mixed, or compound. 

“Sego. 6. That for the purposes of this act an article shall be deemed to be 
adulterated— 

In the case of 3 

First. If, when sold under or by a name recognized in the United States 
Pharmacopceia, it diflers within the knowledge of the seller from the standard 
of strength, quality, or purity, according to the testa laid down therein. 

“Second. If, when sold under or by a name not recognized in the United 
States Pharmacopeeia, but which is found in some other pharmacopoia or other 
standard work on materia medica, it differs within the knowledge of the seller 
materially from the standard of strength, quality, or purity, according to the 
tests laid down in said work. 

i 5 If its strength or purity fall below the professed standard under which 
it is od. 

In the case of food or drink: 

“First. If any substance or substances has or have been knowingly mixed 
and packed with it so as to reduce or lower or injuriously affect its quality or 
strength, so that such product, when offered for sale, shall be calou and 
shall tend to deceive the purchaser. 

“Second, If any inferior substance or substances has or have been knowingly 
substituted wholly or in part for the article, so that the product, when sold, 
shall be calculated and shall tend to deceive the pu ` 

“Third. If any valuable constituent of the article has been knowingly wholly 
orin abstracted, so that the product, when sold, shall be calculated and 
shall tend to deceive the purchaser, 

“Fourth. If it be an imitation of and knowingly sold under the specific name 
of another article, 

* Fifth, If it be knowingly mixed, colored, powdered, or stained in a manner 
whereby damage is concealed, so thatsuch product, when soid, shall be caleu- 
lated to deceive the purchaser. 

“Sixth. If it contain within the knowledge of the seller any added poisonous 
ingredient or any ingredient which may render such article injurious to the 
health of the person consuming it. 

“Seventh. If it consists within the knowledge of the seller of the whole or 
any part of a diseased, filthy, decomposed, or putrid animal or vegetable sub- 
stance, or any portion of an animal unfit for food, whether manufactured or not, 
or if it is the product of a diseased animal, or of an animal that has died other- 
wise than by slaughter: Provided, That an article of food or drug which does 
not contain within the knowledge of the sellerany added poisonous ingredient 
shall not be deemed to be adulterated— 

First. in the case of mixtures or compounds which may be now or from time 
to time hereafter known as articles of food under their own distinctive names, 
and not included in definition fourth of this section; 

“Second, in the case of articles labeled, branded, or tagged so as to plainly 
indicate that they are mixtures, compounds, combinations, or blends; 

“Third, when any matter or ingredient has been added to the food or drug 
because the same is required for the production or preparation thereof as an 
article of commerce in a state fit for carriage or consumption, and not fraudu- 
lently to increase the bulk, weight, or measure of the food or drug, or conceal 
the inferior quality thereof; 

“Fourth, where the food or ey J is unavoidably mixed with some extrane- 
ous matter in the process of collection or preparation. 

“Sec. 7. Thatevery person manufacturing, offering, or ex ng for sale, or 
delivering toa 118 — 9 drug or article of food included in the provisions 
of this act shall furnish such drugs or article of food to any person interested 
or demanding the same, who shall apply to him for the purpose, and shall ten- 
der him its value of a sample sufficient for the analysis of any such article of 
food which is in his possession. And upon the presentation of such drug orar- 
ticle of food to the proper officer of the food division by a responsible person, 
with a request from such person for an official analysis of the same, the chief 
of such division shall make, or cause to be made, such analysis of the drug or 
article of food so presented, under rules and regulations to be prescribed, by 
the Secretary of Agriculture. 

“Sec. 8, That whoever refuses to comply, upon demand, with the require- 
ments of section 7 of this act shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon con- 
viction, shall be fined not exceeding one hundred nor less than ten dollars or 
imprisoned not exceeding one hundred nor lessthan thirty days, or both. And 
any person found guilty of manufacturing, offering for sale, or selling an adul- 
terated article of food or drug under the provisions of this act shall be adjudged 
to pay, in addition to the penalties heretofore provided for, all the necessary costs 
and expenses incurred in inspecting and analyzing such adulterated articles of 
which said person may have been found guilty of manufacturing, selling, or 
offering for sale. 

Sud. b. Thatin prosecutions for violations of this act proof of the act done 
shall be held toimply knowledge and intent on the part of the accused, unless 
such knowledge and intent shall be disproved on the trial. 

“Sec. 10. That this act shall not be construed to interfere with commerce 
wholly internal in any State, nor with the exercise of their police powers by 
the several States.“ 


Mr. MCRAE. I desire to offer an amendment, to add to section 1 
the following: 

And rendered in open kettles, the process used by farmers and butchers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendment 
for information. 8 

Mr. MCRAE. Can we not now move amendments and have them 

nding? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not at this time. 

Mr. HATCH. We have not yet had the general debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that at this time 
amendments can only be offered by unanimous consent, and for the in- 
formation of the House they can be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. MCRAE. Why is t? I trust it is not the intention to oc- 
eupy all the time in debate and allow no opportunity for amendments. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to know whether any gentleman obtaining 
the floor can offer amendments to this bil] or whether we are to be cut 
off from that opportunity by the previous question ? 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Amendments which may be offered 
will be considered as pending at the close of the general debate. They 
are covered by the order of the House. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, I have not yielded the floor for any 
purpose of this kind. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair did not understand that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brosrvs] had taken the floor. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Why, sir, 1 had the floor 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman took the floor for the 
purpose of reserving questions of order upon the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Masonj, who had been recognized. 

Mr. MCRAE. That was all; the gentleman from Pennsylvania re- 
served points of order, and then the Speaker recognized me to move my 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER pra tempore. 
is pending. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 
pending? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes it as pending. 

Mr. CONGER. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CON GER. Is not the gentleman who reported the bill entitled 
to be first ized ? 

Mr. MASON. That is the intention. I have no intention of assum- 
ing either the opening or the closing of this case. I simply want to 
know in advance what my rights are. I have offered a substitute for 
the hill; the gentlemau from Pennsylvania has reserved all points of 
order on it. I desire no legislative trick; I wish to have this matter 
properly understood, so that I can have a direct vote on this substitute 
at the proper time. That is all I ask. With that understanding, I 
am perfectly willing to yield the floor or do whatever may be proper 
in the matter. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempare. The Chair will say to the gentleman 
feom Illinois [Mr. Mason] that his substitute is pending and will be 
a pending question at the time the general debate upon the bill termi- 

ates. 


n 

Mr. MASON. That is all I desire. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, It will be in order to be voted on under 
the order of the Honse, subject, however, to such points of order as 
may be made hereafter, 

Mr. MASON. T understand that. Now, I wish toaskaparliament- 
ary question. I understand (aud I address the remark to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania) that we have now the right, after his opening 
argument, at any time between this and the close of the debate, to 
offer amendments, and have those amendments discussed and voted on, 
regardless of the amendments offered by the committee. In other 
words, I wish it understood that the committee is not to offer all amend- 
ments or control the offering of all amendments to this bill. 

I will state to the gentleman that I expect to offer no amendment 
for the purpose of delaying the bill, and I have not attempted to do 
that. f wanta full, free, and fair discussion of the whole bill and to 
have it perfected as nearly as in my judgment it can be perfected be- 
fore it is passed. I offer no amendment, therefore, for the purpose of 
delay; and inasmuch as I have offered this substitute soy for the pur- 
pose of getting the sense of the House upon it, if it can be considered 
as pending I am perfectly willing that the gentleman shall proceed 
with the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I regret exceedingly, Mr. Speaker, that my friend 
from Illinois has placed me in a position which forbids any further con- 
sent in the course of the management of this bill on my part. The 
last understanding, I am constrained to say, that I had with my friend 
from Illinois, only a few moments ago, was to the effect that he would 
withhold his substitute until to-morrow morning, and when I took my 
feet I expected to offer two small amendments, which I had been di- 
rected to offer by the committee, and then proceed with the discussion 
of the case. But my friend from Illinois took the floor first and sub- 
mitted the substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ments now. 

Mr. MASON. Before that, Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman does 
me a great deal of injustice in this matter. I did not understand that 
I was to hold the substitute back until to-morrow. If he wishes that, 
or if the House wish it, or the friends of this measure, Lam perfectly 
satisfied to do so. But to insinuate that I have broken faith with him 
is unjust and unfair to me. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Allow me to say that if the gentleman from Illi- 
nois says that that was not his understanding of course I do notintend 
to impute anything improper to him. . 

Mr. MASON. Very well; and I repeat, if offering the substitute 
will interfere in any way with hisamendments I shall not ask to doit. 

.TheSPEAKER pro tempore. It does not. 

Mr. BROSIUS. The gentleman from Illinois can appreciate my sur- 
prise when he rose and offered the substitute. 
ars MASON. I did not understand that I was expected to with- 

it, 


The amendment has been offered and 


Is the amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas 


The gentleman can offer his amend- 


XXI——557 ` 


Mr. BROSIUS. And I am glad to know that it was offered through 
a misapprehension on the of my friend from Illinois, 

Mr. MASON. I did not understand the agreement to be anything 
different from that, + 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. ~ 

Mr. MORGAN. One moment. I wish to ask, Mr. Speaker, first, 
whether in the offering of these amendments the House is to be con- 
fined to the strict rule of parliamentary procedure, If amendments 
are to be offered now and voted on hereafter, I desire to offer an 
amendment. 1 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tllinois rises to a 
question of order, which he will state. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a question of order in regard to the pri- 
ority of the order of amendments that can be submitted and accepted 
under the order of business as laid down in the rale under which-we 
are proceeding. 

That order, as I understand it, is simply to consider the bill from 
this moment until 4 o’clock on Saturday, excluding Friday, and be- 
tween now and then the order of business is just the same as durin 
the consideration of any other bill, namely, if a substitute is offered it 
is in order for the friends of the bill to first perfect by amendments the 
text of the bill, and they must be considered before the House can 
proceed to the substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is sustained. The 
order under which we are operating does not affect the rule of the 
House relating to amendments, but the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has procured the floor and says he desires to offer two amendments. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I have already sent them to the desk. 

Mr. McRAE. But, Mr. Speaker, I have sent an amendment to the 
desk also. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That shall not be lost sight of. 

Mr. McRAE. The gentleman from Pennsylvania can only offer one 
amendment, then, if mine is pending. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr, BLOUNT. I wish to know ifany gentleman who is recognized 
and gets the floor may offer an amendment subject to the rules that 
there can be but a certain number of amendments pending, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By unanimous consent, I suppose any 
amendment may be offered and printed in the RECORD. The rule au- 
thorizes a certain number of amendments to the text of the bill and 
then a substitute for the whole. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But I understood the Speaker of the House to rule 
upon this question some time ago under a similar order that where a 
gentleman obtained the floor for debate he might offer an amendment 
to the bill and demand the previous question; this, of course, to be 
subject to the rule that there can be only a certain number of amend- 
ments pending. 

The SPEAKER (having resumed the chair), The Chair thinks the 
gentleman from Georgia states it correctly. There can be but one 
amendment pending to the billatatime. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has presented two amendments, either of which can be con- 
sidered now. The Clerk will report the first. 3 

Mr. McRAE. But I have an amendment also, Mr, Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Pennsylvania was en- 
titled to the floor under the practice of the House, and after his amend- 
ment is disposed of then, if the gentleman obtains the floor, he can offer 
his amendment. 

Mr. McRAE. But the gentleman did not have the floor to offet his 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that was a mistake. In the con- 
fusion he was not recognized, but being in charge of the bill it is the 
invariable custom of the House that any amendments he may desire 
to offer shall be first offered by him and the usual methods 
with to perfect the text of the bill, after which other members may 
obtain the floor. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Arkansas will 
acquiesce in that statement. 

Mr. McRAE. Ofcourse he may be entitled to that privilege, but he 
did not exercise it. ` 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 2 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 5, in line 19, of section 6, insert Wholesale before the word “dealer,” 
making it read: 
“And any manufacturer or wholesale dealer in compound lard, ete,” 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that perhaps the ques- 
tion could be put on the amendment now. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has suggested that perhaps the ques- 
tien could be put and the amendment disposed of. j 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, then I ask unanimous consent that a 
vote may be taken nyon this amendment at this time. It isa mere 
verbal correction, and I do not think there will be any objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report the next amendment. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 13, section 15, strike out all between the word “rooms,” in line 19, 
and the word “and,” in line 22, and insert in lieu thereof the words: 

“ Not to exceed any appropriation made for those purposes.“ 

Mr, SPRINGER. Let the words proposed to be stricken out be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the following words: 
“To be paid monthly by warrant of the Secre 
—.— the United States out of any money a 
erwise appropriated.” 
The CLERK. That is tu be stricken ont and the following inserted: 
Not to exceed any appropriation made for those purposes, - 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, I will say just a word in explanation 

of that amendment. 

Several MEMBERS That is all right. [Ories of Vote!“ **Vote!’’] 
Mr. BROSIUS. Then I ask unanimous consent that a vote may be 
taken upon the proposed amendment at once. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania asks unanimous 
consent that a vote be taken at this time upon this amendment. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McRAE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that my amendment may 
be considered as pending. I do not desire a vote upon it at this time, 
because I wish to discuss it, and I do not wish to interrupt gentlemen 
by asking to discuss it now. 

The SPEAKER. That can be done by unanimous consent. Is there 
Objection to the pendency of the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arkansas? Is it au amendment to the original bill? 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, to the original bill. 

The SPEAKER (after a pause}. ‘The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Let the amendment be reported. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: _ 

Add to section 1 the following: 

“And rendered in open kettles, the process used by farmers and butchers.” 

Mr. BROSIUS. There is no objection to the amendment being con- 
sidered as pending. That is all that is asked, I suppose. 

Mr. MCRAE. That is all that I ask at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is recognized. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, in opening the debate upon this leg- 
islation, I do not design consuming the time of the House in making 
any observations upon the form of the legislation, further than to ob- 
serve that the bill is drawn to conform to the existing revenue legisla- 
tion of the country. That has been in the experience of the country 
fairly effective and satisfactory and has met the convenience of the 
revenue officers. I therefore desire in my feeble way to direct the at- 
tention of the House to the broader question of the necessity and ex- 
pediency of the proposed legislation, And in doing so, Mr. Speaker, I 

‘oceed upon the assumption that what needs to be made clear to the 
5 is the reasons which justify the measure, arising either out of 
the needs of the Government, the duty of suppressing commercial 
frauds, of protecting the people from the use of deleterious food, or re- 
lieving useful and necessary industries from depression caused by fore- 
stalling the markets with counterfeit commodities. 

EQUALITY OF BURDENS. 

It is easily seen that consumers of lard, manufacturers and dealers 
in the genuinearticle, and farmers who derive a profit from producing 
the ned 5 together aggregating a large per cent. of our population, have 
a deep stake in any legislation which protects them from the competi- 
tion of imitators, impostors, frauds, and all classes of pirates on our 
food markets. 

It goes without saying that all classes engaged in legitimate busi- 
ness have equal claims upon the consideration and protection of the 
Government under which they live and to whose support they con- 
tribute, Legislation which imposes unequal burdens can only be tol- 
_ erated upon grounds of the clearest necessity supported by a wise public 
policy, the demands of justice and right, and the advancement of the 
common weal. That it may appear that the necessity which we affirm 
calls with extreme urgency for this legislation, answers all the condi- 
tions named, and presents a perfect title to the protection and benefits 
claimed, let me direct your attention for a moment to the origin and 
history of the compound-lard industry. 

HISTORY OF COMPOUND LARD, 

Forty years ago the manufucture of refined lard ” was commenced 
in this eee It contained nothing but the fat of the swine, was 

a superior article, and commanded a higher price than ordinary lard. 
It was made by expressing from pure lard a portion of the oil and mix- 
ing the residue with unpressed lard, making an article of better con- 
sistency, firmer and stiffer, capable of resisting a higher temperature. 
It assumed its rank at once in the commercial world as refined lard.’’ 
Mr. Fairbank says: 


It was known all over Europe and this country by that name and sold in all 
the markets of the world at one-half cent above the ordinary Jard. 


A few ago the manufacturers of this superior commodity, by 


ofthe Treasury on the Treas- 
ing from internal duties not 


years 
-the aid of their chemist, discovered that an imitation article could be 
compounded of foreign ingredients so closely resembling ‘‘ refined lard” 


in taste and appearance that unskilled consumers could not distinguish 
the spurious from the genuine article, The ingredients used were 
lard, cotton-seed oil, beef, stearine, and water in varying proportions 
to snit the mercenary taste of the manufacturer. Stearine is what is 
left in the filter-bags after the oil is pressed out of beef fats for making 
oleoma ne. What is not used in making compound lard goes into 
soap and candles. (Internal Revenue Report, 1888, 141.) The 
ſollowing testimony by the chemist connected with the Agricultural 
Department throws much light on the mystery of the compound: 
TESTIMONY OF PROFESSOR H. W. WILEY. : 

Q. Take your tabulated statement and give us the results of the samples that 
were manufactured by Fairbank & Co. Do that without my interrupting you 
with questions. I sball be glad to have you do all that in order to expedite mat- 
ters. And in your answers please give the ingredients, so far as you know 
them, of these samples made by Fairbank & Co. 

A. We have twelve of Fairbank’s samples tabulated, and there are three or 
four more that have not yet been tabulated. Of the twelve that have been tabu- 
lated all contain cotton-seed oil. 

Q. Give the different brands of those samples. 

A. Eight are branded“ Prime refined family Iard,” one is branded “Choice 
refined family lard,” and one is branded “ Pure refined family lard, Prime re- 
fined family lard,” and one is branded "Compound lard.” 

2 Pate Fos any of Fairbank’s that do not contain cotton-seed oil ? 

> O. SIr. 

Q. Where were these manufactured? 

A. They were manufactured in Chicago. 

Q. How many samples have yon from Armour & Co.? 

A. I have twelve samples from Armour & Co. 

Q. Tell us how they are branded. 

A. Seven are branded “Pure refined family lard.” One is branded! Kettle 
refined lard.” Three are branded “Choice refined family lard," and one is 
branded Superior compound lard.” 

Q. State what those lards are composed of, so far as you know. 

A. Ten of them contain cotton-seed oil and two of them are pure lard. 

Q. Take the next sample. 

A. Another lard manafactured by Adam H. Wortheman & Co., of Philadel- 
pin; contains 17,4 per cent, of water, and another sample manufactured by C. F. 

iejen, of New York, contains 35.5 per cent. of water. Those are the only sam- 
pies that contain any notable proportion of water. Some have as high as 1 per 
tent., but very few, and I would not call that added water, 

Q. State what those two specimens, 742 and 7405, are. State whether you 
have subjected them to tests, -4 

A. I subjected them to tests and found that they both consisted largely of 
beef fat and cotton-seed oil. 2 

Q How much lard did you find in them? 

. — I have not yet succeeded in finding any lard. I found no trace of lard in 
m. 

x BRAND COUNTERFEITED. 

This compound, as varied in its constituents as Joseph's coat in its 
colors, was substituted in the markets of the world for the genuine re- 
fined article in whose manufacture these gentlemen who have made 
these notable conqnests in the laboratory, and these celebrated discov- 
eries in the field of food, for revenue only ’’ had achieved a reputa- 
tion so well deserved that their brands gave credit to any commodity 
in any market. To send the compound, swift-footed, into the markets 
of the world, to give it currency and value, they put upon it the stamp 
and brand of the established superior commodity. Christened Re- 
fined lard’? “ Pure refined lard,”’ Choice refined family lard,” it was 
sent forth to seek the honest tables of honest consumers on two conti- 
nents, What a good illustration of the devil’s trick of hiding behind 
the altar, 

These manufacturers with unabashed foreheads and shameless cheek 
continued to sell this counterfeit as the sound coin of the realm until 
1883, when a diminished market for pure lard and for the farmers’ 
swine revealed the ravages this spurious commodity was committing 
npon the honest domain of agriculture. The farmer and manufacturer 
of lard, and consumers at the mercy of counterfeiters, were seized with 
alarm. Dismay spread like a cry of fire. The people assembled, con- 
sulted, and debated until a tide of indignation rose that carried the 
representatives of the people upon its swelling flood, until a bill was 
on the Calendar of Congress to suppress the fraud, arrest the ravages 
to farm and factory, and strike the mask of truth from the face of false- 
hood. Then, like wise sailors, finding they had too much sail on for 
ihe coming storm, they began to haul in their white wings. They 
changed their brand; they gave their bantling a new name, and called 
it Pure refined lard compound. Ah, that deceit should steal such 
gentle shapes to practice in.“ 

FAIRBANK’S CIRCULAR. 


In their circular announcing the change (I hope with the change of 
name there came also a change of heart) Mr. Fairbank says: 

The question has been now raised as to the advisability of retain the name 
of refined lard for a product that is in reality a pr ration blended by the ad- 
mixture of several different materials so as to obtain the very highest standard 
of quality. And we have decided tochange our brand and substitute the name 
“Refined lard compound” in place of the word “Iard.” On and after this date 
all of our entire product heretofore sold under the name of refined lard will be 
branded N. K. Fairbank & Co.'s refined lard compound.“ 


THE REFINING PARADOX, 

Torefine is tomakepure. So you refine butter by putting lard init; 
cheese by mixing oleomargarine with it; coffee by putting in it chicory, 
pease, beans, rye, etc., and canned vegetables by sulphate of copper to 
make them look green. Olive-oil is refined by mixing with it other 
vegetable oils, and lard is refined by mixing it with cotton-seed oil and 
beef stearine. Sugar is sometimes refined by putting sand in it, just 
before the goes to prayers; thatis to say, commodities are refined 
by mixing with them extraneous and inferior ingredients. From this 
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mode of refining, common to all adulterators, it isa short step soon taken 
to that moral adulteration by which truth is sought to be refined by 
the introduction of falsehood and honesty by mixing it with fraud. 
Such adulterators are not as wicked as adulterers, but they are wicked 
enough to be placed under the ban of the law and to have their trade 
regulated by legal enactment. It is little wonder that this refining 
paradox su ed to a wit in an English police court the conundrum, 
“When is not lard? When it is refined.“ 
AN AWAKENED CONSCIENCE. 

This “question” referred to in the cireular was evolved out of the 
inmost depths of their moral consciousness after the bill to regulate 
their Tana was on the Calender. What a splendid thing is an awakened 
conscience! 

But even now, that conscience, the great detector that flashes upon 
a rogue and lights up a rascal like a policeman’s lantern, has turned 
its blaze upon them, they insist upon mixing only enough truth with 
their falsehood to make it go. A liar is never so successful as when he 
baitshis hook with truth. The word ‘‘compound”’ they think redeems 
their goods and entitles them to absolution for the past and plenary in- 
dulgence for the future, to place annually upon the market 320,000,000 

unds of this spurious grease to take the place of that amount of the 

t of the farmer’s swine. 

The pretense that this commodity is already sufficiently branded to 
identify it as something different from genuine lard is the baldest sub- 
terfuge. There is no evidence anywhere that any of the numerous man- 
ufacturers of this counterſeit, excepting Fairbank & Co. and Armour & 
Co., have ever adulterated their lard with even the infinitesimal ingre- 
dient of honesty conveyed by the use of the word compound.“ But 
of what use to the consumer is the word compound stamped upon 
the vessels containing this commodity by the manufacturers? It con- 
veys no intelligence to him, for he never sees it. The goods are sold 
out of the large vessels by retailers as lard, and there is nothing even 
to put the consumer on his or to excite his suspicion. I am 
told, in the South, that storekeepers sell out of the large tierces at 15 
cents per pound what costs them 5 cents wholesale, and the poor illiter- 
ate negro is eating cotton-seed oil when he thinks he is consuming the 
fat of the hog. 

THE BOAR'S HEAD. 

Butit is further noteworthy that they still work the boar’s head on 
all their packages and pails. Out of the depths of their awakened 
consciences has not yet been evolved the cotton-plant or the bull’s 
head as a trade-mark, indicative of the ingredientscompounded. The 
boar’s head alone still proclaims the cheat, and his sharp, projecting 
tusks fitly symbolize the fraud and cover, which flesh their venomed 
teeth in the sides of the farmer’s honest industry. This is the kind ot 
a commercial conscience possessed by these manufacturers, This is par- 
alleled by a case Professor Perry tells about in his Political Economy. 
The professor met the manufacturerand asked him, What are you run- 
ning on now?” On these knit goods,“ he said. I thought you 
worked cotton,” said the professor. I do,“ he said. Are not knit 
goods woolen ?” said the professor, ‘‘Oh,’’ said the honest manufact- 
urer, we put the figure of a sheep on every piece we make, but 
every fiber of it is cotton.“ 

Enough of the history of this interesting commodity. Let us now 
inquire what effect it has had upon honest trade. As a preliminary 
to this inquiry, let me subjoin a tabulated statement illustrating the 
character of the industry to be affected and the fluctuations in the 
market. 


Number and value of hogs in the several States and Territories in 1888. 


States and Territories. Number. Average Value. 


price. 
$9.13 $667, 917 
10.93 391.311 
688, 335 
672, 862 
125,978 
561, 


ŽRE 
ESSEE 


Be 
882 


8 
. 
222 


gg 


EERE 


POP PPA AMPH EMER om Rompe Sess 
BALSUNERASRSSAGHSELSSSSSSRE 


SEER seep pps 


072 

083 

s40 

014 

734 

663 

2, 279, 082 128 

1,538, 360 202 

an — ee eee SA NINO eng eee 1. 8 un 475 825 
TID 2. sanseeracsoversnngpooreenanrancesrssperenneas 7 19. 744 
Kentucky — — 1,718,173 329,727 
— — 2,668, 384 261,021 
Michigan... 906, 255 789, 700 
eee eee 2,371, 085 082, 249 

Paty — ͤ — 3. 102, 945 088, 468 
W. mne ene 1, 123, 866 706, 708 


Number and value of hogs in the several States, etc. Continued. 
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LARD COMPARISONS, 


‘The statistics ot lard production in the United States for the past year are not 


yet completed, but a close approximation can be reached, so far as relates to |- 
uct from reported king operations in the West and East and from slaughter- 
ings otherwise at New York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore, The Cincinnati 
Pulse Dursentanhoaite the following as indicating the production of lard for 
ending October 31, based on Westernand Eastern packing returns ret esti- 
mates for other production, with also the number of thus represented and 
the quantity of exported from the United States for the same periods: 
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For the late year the production of Iard is shown to have exceeded any 
vious year in quantity. Fora period of ten years tho average yearly product! 
bas been about 430,000,000 pounds, from the slaughterings indi It is im- 
3 to undertake an estimate of all other prod on farms and by 

uutchers in small towns throughout the country. Nor can a reliable 
be given as to the proportion of the indicated production which enters co: 
cial channels, As compared with the production shown, the exports for a 
riod of ten years have been equivalent to 63 per cent, 


Exports from 1873 to 1889, 


3 


355555 


Years. Lard exported. | Years. 
pats Ss — 
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549,798 | $5.93 | $3,254,775 
4,148; 811 6.74 | 27,969, 624 
3,798,799 8.96 | 15,013, 46 
2, 377,561 5.66 | 13, 457,469 
2, 834,525 5.72 | 13,341,813 
1, 047, 842 4.62 | 4, 836, 000 

220, 723 2.01 819 

21, 087 5.30 111,846 
23, 419 6.54 153, 103 
16, 441 5.75 94, 536 
533, 970 8.94 3,173,918 
42, 150 6.00 252, 900 
22, 289 6.71 150, 898 
19, 941 5. 64 112) 466 
40, 118 7.18 288.840 
91,054 5.01 455,997 
2 613 6.64 17,358 | 
s41, 500 2.50 2,108,750 


hogs. Ka } lard. lard. gate lard. ported. 


Years. 


1883...... 
1881. 
189. 
1888. i. 


the average ex- 
pound and approximate n at Chicafo, are shown in 


The exports of lard, and valuation, for ten calendar years, 
port price 


the follo g compilation by the Cincinnati ce Current: 


Years. Exported, | Value. 


E rt | Chicago 
pelos: price. 


Pounds, Cents. Cents. 
293, 000, 000 | $30, 400, 000 7.60 6.50 
270, 000, 000 23, 500, 000 8.70 8.40 
300, 000, 000 21, 900, 000 7.30 6.75 
331, 000, 000 22, 500, 000 6. 80 6.25 
297, 000, 900 22, 200, 000 7.50 6,50 
228, 000, 000 20, 100, 000 8. 80 7.95 
280, 000, 000 23, 600, 000 10,20 9,65 
234, 000, 000 27, 800, 000 11.80 11,45 
312, 000, 000 33, 700, 000 10. 80 10.90 
415, 000, 000 33, 600, 000 8.10 7.85 


- DECLINE IN PRICE. 

It will be seen from the foregoing that the decline in the price of 
swine began about the time the compound-lard industry was fully 
launched, and continued, with one exception, explicable on other 
grounds, until the present time. There was a reaction early in 1889, 
produced doubtless by the expectation that the bill then on the Cal- 
endar would become a law; but with the disappointment came a 
grievous fall of over $1 for every hog in the land, a loss to farmers in 
one year of nearly $50,000,000, That this steady decline in the swine 
market was due in part at least to the invasion of the imitation com- 
pound can not be doubted by any intelligent observer and practical 
student of our markets. 

Mr. HERBERT, Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BROSIUS. Iam trying to get through the opening of the de- 
bate, and, if my friend will indulge me, I prefer not being interrupted. 
I mean no disco at all, and at some other time I shall be pleased 
to aawer the gentleman’s question, but just now I shall be glad to be 
excused. 


EXTENT OF THE ISJURY. 


The extent of the injury must be left to conjecture. Accessible data 
are not accurate enough to determine it with scientific exactness. That 
it is considerable is demonstrably clear. Wells, in his Recent Eco- 
nomie Changes, says: 

Cotton-seed oll is now equivalent to 70,000,000 8 of lard, and it has con- 
tributed to notably reduce the price and place of that important product in the 
world’s markets, | 

The statements subjoined of intelligent men long engaged in the 
manufacture of pure lard remove all doubt upon the subject. Their 
testimony shows that this notorious compound is ruining the pure-lard 
business and injuring the farmers to the extent of millions.of dollars. 

Pure lard can not now, say the witnesses, be produced and sold at a 
2 Before the compounding began, refined lard was half a cent 

igher in the market than the steam-rendered lard of commerce, but 
what is now sold as refined lard is a half cent lower than“ prime steam 
lard.“ Thespuriousarticle, credited by an honest name, like a“ damned 
error blessed with a text,’’ goes upon the markets with an advantage 
of half a cent a pound over the honest product. It is easily seen how 
this, if continued, would compel honest dealers either to abandon busi- 
ness or use similar materials and enter into a shameless rivalry in the 
production of this necessary commodity out of the cheapest ingredients 
the chemist’s laboratory can furnish. The subjoined extracts from 
the testimony of witnesses examined bear with great directness upon 
this subject: 

EXTRACT FROM JONN C, HATELY'’S STATEMENT. 
FEBRUARY 25, 1888. 


{Extract from statement of Mr. John C. Hately, of the Chicago Board of Trade, 
before the Senate Committee on Agriculture.] 


pound for ribs, and la 


the year. 
In 1884, since this adulteration of lard 5 to be generally known and prac- 
ticed, the condition of things was this: In 1881, ribs sold at 10.20 and lard at 10 


cents; in 1885, ribs at 6.65 and lard at 7.10; in 1886, ribs at 7.65 and lard at 7.50; 
in 1887, ribs at 8.95 and lard at 7.925. That shows the difference between the 
meatand tholard boa Somes 3 The real interest of live- stock exchange 

e of hogs is not entirely regulated by any one 
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ders, 5 centse—making 45 cents; short ribs will yield 38 pect —present price 
of green short ribs,7 cents—that is $2.66; lard will yield 14 —. cent, —presen 
price loose mig tf cents—making 98 cents; 73 per cent. of the live hogs will, 
C labor and fit, he K he 
0 ete., for and profit, he knows he can pa: 
$5.1 per 100 unds live hog. But instead of being the same price oY 
lave figured it here, suppose it was as it was previous to 1880, when it was sell- 
ing more than I cent a pound above the price of the ribs; thatwould enable him to 
ry bem per 100 pounds for live hogs. Take this on about the average weight 
of received in Chicago during the whole of the season of 1586 of, say, 
and it would make a of over 32 cents per or a 
$2,000,000 more for the that were received in Chicago in 
The commission men would thus have been able to pay, but for this adultera- 


tion, $2,000,000 per annum more than during the last few years to the ple who 
ship the hogs forsale. If you take this on the entire hog crop of the coun- 
try, it would amountto $13,000,000 to $15,000,000, or a sum nearly three times 


as as the entirecotton-oil production. Thus the farmers could afford to 
buy the oil crop of the nation and pour it into the sea and be millions of dollars 
in ket. Therefore, they petition you, according to the last clause of their 
petition, that the Congress of the United States should pass such laws ahd reg- 
ulations as will compel all refiners and dealers to brand all adulterated lard 
“compound lard,” or with some brand such as will plainly distinguish the 
pure fromthe impure article, in order that the consumers at home and abroad 
may know the one from the other, 
. * * * * * 


* 
By Mr. Bate: 
is How do the statistics compare there with the refined lard and the lard you 
1 


A. We can only estimate it. In 1879 there was received in Chicago 75,000,000 
pounds of lard, and according to the returns made the yield of pure Jard that 
the packers make amounted to 191.000, 0% pounds. That is 266,000,000 pounds 
of lard that was received and made in Chicago. We shipped from Chicago 
231,000,000 pounds. That is leaving about 9,000,000 pounds for the city use, That 
was in 1871. In 1882 we received forty-odd million pounds of lard and we made 
in Chicago 183.000, 000, mak ing 223,000,000 pounds. We shipped 235,000,000 pounds; 
that is about the time when the adulteration commenced, Now, in 1886—I have 
not the 1887 statistics yet, as they are not out—but in 1886 we received 88,000,000 
pounds of lard and we made 149,000,000, making 237,000,000 pounds, Weshipped 
310,000,000, making a difference of 70,000,000. 

* * — * = * ` 
Representative DUSHAM: 

It it is true, as these figures seem to show, the reduction of all kinds of con- 
tract Jard in Chicago, and what is known as other lard under our Board of 
e rules, was about 52,000 tierces. That would account for about how much 

ard? 


A. About 15,000,000 pounds ? 
Q. Then it would show that fully 55,000,000 pounds of lard were shipped, really 
moss oe we have? 
. Yes, sir, 


The contemplation of these facts in connection with the superadded 
su tion of the well known agency supply has in fixing the 
market price produces an invincible conviction that if several million 
pounds of cotton-seed eil and beef stearine mixed with lard can be 
sold as pure lard the value of the latter must suffer and the producer 
be injured, Upon this conclusion any unbiased mind can rest with 
satisfaction. : 

It may be that all communities are not equally affected by this trick 
of trade. Pennsylvania’s 1,000,000 swine, worth $8 per head, may 
not have suffered so much as North Carolina’s 1,200,000 at $3.53; 
or as Alabama’s 1,400,000 head, at $3.30; or as Arkansas’s 1,500,000, 
at $2.61. But who can fix limits to the extent or bounds to the dura- 
tion of the possible injury if no restraint is imposed? I shall not per- 
mit this child of the witches’ caldron to compete with honest Penn- 
sylvania lard without a protest. I will not in silence suffer this fraud 
to prosper until its mildew blights the pure snowy flakes of the hog of 
the garden of the Keystone State, whose poopie trained to honest in- 
dustry, are unacquainted with the wicked arts of knaves ‘‘ who thrive 
and fatten when honest plainness knows not how to live,” 


EFFECT ON FOREIGN COMMERCE. 


Of the effect of this frand upon our foreign commerce we have had 
abundant admonitions from abroad. Foreign governments exceed us 
in the care they take in guarding the purity of food products.“ In 
some European countries their legislation is ample and effective. 

The following letters from Antwerp and Hamburg are samples of a 
great number from the commercial centers of Europe which have 
brought kindly admonitions to our shores. 

ANFrwEnr, November 15,1887. 


To the presidentand members of the Board of Trade of Chicago 
and the Produce Exchange of New York: 


GENTLEMEN: In consequence of a communication of our department of lard 
and bacon, we beg to draw your serious attention upon the quality of refined 
lard which has lately been shipped from your side to our port, 

The quality does not correspond any more to that which your different re- 
fineries were accustomed to deliver. In fact, the article seems to have become 
more a mixture of different kinds of greases and oils than to deserve any more 
the qualification of lard. 

We consider it to be the interest of your refiners to pub an end to this fraud 
because the consumer would take a real dislike to it and the lard trade would 
pat} 2 great depreciation if buyers could not obtain any more what they are 
entitled to, 

Moreover, we are afraid that the neighboring Governments, which have al- 
ready rohibited tho imports of bacon, having their attention drawn on the 
above bad quality of lard, might equally prohibit this product, 

The disastrous consequence of this tothe trade in general may easily be appré- 
ciated, and we trust, gentlemen, that you will,in any way you think proper, 
communicate our complaint to the different lard refiners of your country, giv- 
8 to understand that in this occasion we speak as well in their interest 

n in ours, 
We are, gentlemen, yours, obediently, for the society, 
1225 i Y ROELS, Président. 
CT, SANO, Secretary, 
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Eno SANDERS, GR. REI 


Telegram address: Sandares.“ 
ges Sins: I confirm my respects of yesterday, and have none of your favors 

reply to. 

Lard,—Our market is firm; we quote: Choice Western steam, at M., 39}; Fair- 
bank refined, at M., 37}; Armour packing refined, at M., 37}. 

A brand, Page & Co., of Chicago, was offered a few days at 34 cif.; but the 
quality of this so-called lard is too miserable. I have not able to sell of 
your Jard, owing to the 8 offerings of the various adulterated lard. Well, I 
trust the bill which is to be brought re your Congress to enact a Jaw against 
abominable adulteration of lard will be adopted by your legislators. If it were 
not for the fear which I have that our Government might prohibit importation 
of American lard altogether, I should undertake some to have ibited in 
our market the sale of these mixtures for pure hog lard, I have seen of late dif- 
ferent brands of these adulterated lards, which were sold as refined lard, and 
which were composed to the greatest extent of mutton tallow, ete., and cotton- 
seed oil; it was a miserable stuff, and, in my ju ent, not wholesome food. 
It is not only in our mutual interest, but in favor of the entire pork-packing in- 
dustry in your country, that your legislators should enact a bill inhibiting the 
shipment of such stuff to foreign countries, and especially to Germany, as our 
Government is one watching diseases and adulterations. 

The recent prohibition to import Danish hog products into Germany speaks 
for it. I fully believe that our Government knows already of these lard adul- 
terations; and if your legislators do not hasten to stop these frandulousand dis- 
honest manipulations, in every instance, no doubt, even injurious to health, 1 
should notbe surprised to see ere long the importation of American lard into 
Germany simply prohibited, the same as it was the case with American meats. 
Our legislatory body (Reichstag) is in majority favoring the agriculture, and 
would only be glad to adopt such a lead. Now. I hope that your legislators 
will have the good sense to enact a law which will not only protect producers 
and consumers in your country, but also avoid measures of our Government, 


81.1. 
rg, January 4, 1888. 


which might tly injure the whole American pork-packing industry. 
Trusting to hear from you soon, I remain, dear sirs, yery truly you 
EMIL SANDERS. 


Measrs, Jonn P. Squire & Co., Boston. 


I find an article in the New York Journal of Commerceof March 28, 
1888, which expresses such sound views on this subject that I will 
read it: 

[From the New York Journal of Commerce of March 29, 1888.] 
ADULTERATED FOOD. 

We have received s number of communications, the writers of which com- 
plain that the public investigations concerning the adulteration of food prod- 
ucts is doing a great injury to the export trade. To which we reply that if 
the articles exported will not bear a public exposure of their contents it is high 
time that the trade in them should suffer the odium itdeserves, Not longsince 
an official body at 1 addressed the New York Produce Exchange com- 
plaining of these adulterations, and es; ally of the mixtures sold as lard. To 
this the Exchange here replied somewhat sharply that it was because the for- 
eign dealer demanded such adulterations, or at any rate preferred to purchase 
the mixed stuff at a lower rate to paying the higher price for a pure article, that 
the exporters dealt so largely in the brands of which complaints had been made. 

Following this correspondence the London Exchange sent over to the New 
York Exchange a communication upon the same theme, calling attention to 
the fact that if the British laws against the importation of adulterated food were 
strictly enforced, these mixed articles would be confiscated. The members of 
our Exchange, in considering this appeal, put themselves on record as in favor 
ofa proper brand for all articles of export, but in the disoussions of the subject 


they persisted in the assertion that the fault lay far more with the fore pur- 
Sasan r than with the American producer, who furnished what was requ of 
m, 
We do not deem this a sufficient, nor even a proper, reply to the a Be- 


cause there are dealers in Europe who prefer to have aspurious or adulterated 
product stam as pure and genuine, on account of the lower price at which it 
can be sold, the American manufacturer can not justify himself in becoming a 
party to the fraud. Nor will he find it profitable in the long run to lend himself 
to any such compromise. A sturdy blacksmith in Connecticut made first-class 
axes, tempering each one with his own hand, and stamped his initials, “ A. T.,“ 
on every ax. A company was formed tomake axes by machinery, and they were 
much cheaper than the axes made by A. T.; but he had orders for as many as 
he could turn out, even at the higher care Then thecom y hired him, paid 
for the use of his name, and stamped his initials on all their axes. The quality 
was inferior, the difference was found out, and the company went into bank- 
ruptey. Poor A, T. went back to his country shop, which was only a mile from 
our own birth-place, and died in poverty. 

The fact that foreigners do not discriminate as they should in favor of genuine 
goods, and show their willingness to pay the higher price demanded for a pure 
article, is notas much to their discredit asclaimed by our dealers. For instance. 
an ea AT Pa sent out a provisional order for pure lard. He was answe 
by cable that an article wholly pure would cost half a cent a pound more than 
the quotation. He pepaes that he could purchase at his own door “pure leaf 
Jard” for the lower price. This is quoted as showing that he preferred to buy 

mixed lard at that price to paying half a cent more fora pure article. But there 
is another possible interpretation of his action: He may have believed that the 
brand pag ae “pure,” and offered him there, was as likely to be freefrom im- 
purities as the article offered here at the higher rate. 

Our readers know the position we have always taken on this subject. We 
protest against ev form of adulteration, unless the brand shows its true char- 
acter. If any one likes to eat oleomargarine on his bread, we have no objec- 
tion; but no dealer shall sell it to him under the name of butter. Ifa gourmand 

refers cotton-seed oil to the golden product of the olive, he may have it to his 

eart’s content; but we would punish severely every dealer who offers the cot- 
ton-seed product with a French or Italian label and swears that it is the pure 
olive-oil. According to the testimony taken at Washington, the product of one 
establishment was labeled “pure leaf lard,” or in similar terms, which was 
made of cotton-seed oil and possibly some other greasy matter, and had not in 
ita particle of the hog product. The man who put up that manufacture and 
thus branded it ought to go to state prison for ten years, 

We are not waging a crusade against oleomargarine, cotton-seed oil. a cotton- 
seed substitute for lard, split pease to supersede coffee, or any of the common sub- 
stitutes ſox the spices. Our protest is against the sale of any of these under another 
name, whereby the consumer is cheated into the belief that he is eating some- 
thing very different from the articles of which it is com . Jt has been said 
that so much capital is now invested in these huge swindles that it is impossible 
to apply any corrective, and the public may as well accept the inevitable and 
eat what is set before them, asking no questions. We do not believe that state- 

mont. Itis ible to detect and expose these mixtures and adulterations, and 
it will bave to be done for the protection of trade. 

Already the export business been greatly hurt by the false brands put on 
the products sent to foreign countries, Millions upon millions of dollars have 
already been lost to the country through these frauds, and the falling off in busi- 

ness will be more and more apparent with each returning season. We must 
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be honest to make a ent success in any enterprise. The laws of trade, 
if they are laws at 7 the laws of God, for He is the only lawglver in the 
universe. Itisalibelon His character to claim that business success can be 
founded, built up, and ar panee in fraud. The evil may not be speedily ar- 
rested, but if it is not i work, sooner or later. the ruin of all concerned, 
doubt that honesty is the only foundation of ajtrue prosperity is to deny 
sovereignty of the Almighty. Those who have ed His rule have in all time 
ee a perilous path, whose end is always destruction, and that without 
remedy. 
The following from the report of the consul of the United States at 
Nantes for February, 1890, further illustrates the situation: 
~ Nantes, May 21, 1889. 
Mr. President, members of the Chamber of Commerce : 
GENTLEMEN: We have qoa called your attention to a fraud which is com- 
mitted on a large scale and entails a considerable loss to our agriculture, 
In fact, almost the entire quantity of American lards which are imported into 
ce and our colonies contains an average of 50 per cent. of cotton-seed oll. 
To be convinced of this fraud it is only u to refer to the lawsuit which 
took place recently in England, (See Union brétonne, 9th August, 1888; Espé- 


rance du le, 27th August, 1888. 

Itisevidently im ible for the French manufacturers to meet such dishonest 
competition, so, while the average price of lard is about 145 francs per 100 kil- 
udulent lard can be fixed thus: 


ograms, the selling price of this 
50 kilograms pure American lard, at 120 francs per 100 kilograms 
50 kilograms cotton-seed oil, at 80 francs per 100 kilograms... 


That is to say, a difference of 45 francs per 100 kilograms, 

Viewed from the point of commercial morality, one can not but be astonished 
to see the Government tolerate such a fraud in lard, since, per contra, there ex- 
ists a law of recent date which condemns the adulteration of butter and com- 
pels the dealers to stamp upon every package, the contents of which are adul- 
terated, the label “ Graisse alimentaire." 

Thanks to these proceedings, the market of our colonies is entirely supplied 
by American lards, and that of France also to a great degree. At different 
times we have furnished you numerous documents ineontrovertibly substan- 
tiating these facts; we content ourselves now with calling your attention to the 
following figures. There was exported from France— 


Martinique 
Guadeloupe 
Reunion. 


Without speaking of the loss of freight to our merchant marine, see the con- 
sequences which must likewise result to our ioulture. 

In view of this condition of affairs the manufacturers of salted provisions and 
lards will only buy those hogs which will yield the smallest quantity of lard, 
that is to say, those weighing from 60 to 80 kilograms, and reject those weighing 
more, from 85 to 120 kilograms. This will evidently result in a decrease in 
the meat procu: for premiums won at fairs can not destroy the effect of re- 
strictions opona by commerce. 

The rem for thissad condition of affairs would be to tax American lards 
30 franes per 100 kilograms; in a word, to protect our native production as other 
countries do theirs, 

All commercial correspondence shows beyond contradiction that the enor- 
mous outlay which we make for our colonies only serves to makea market for | 
foreign products. 

By referring elsewhere to the duties which are levied on French products on 
their entry into America, it would be seen that 30 francs is a moderate 

MELLINET, DESBOIS & CO., 
Boguien Bardon, etc, 


[Extracts from newspapers. ] 

We find in The Liverpool Evening 8 of June 30, 1888, the synopsis of a 
trial which we deem it advisable to publish. 

It treats of the frauds which are perpetrated in American lards, It partic- 
ularly concerns a branch of trade most important in our city, as well as ma: 

rs, and, above all, the consumers themselves, and consequently — pe 0 
Raich. Why, then, should we refrain from saag our ers’ attention to 
this grave question? Below is a résumé of the trial: 

FRAUDS IN LARD—IMPORTANT PROSECUTIONS, 

Several wholesale dealers and importers of Liverpool have been summoned 
before the court of that city for selling American lards which did not conform 
to the requirements of the law, either in character, substance, or quality, 

Mr. Marcks, as a member of the health committee, conducted the proseeu- 
tion. He said that on May 11 Inspector Baker, whose duty it is to supervise 
the sale of all food products, visited the establishment of the defendants. He 
secured a sample and submitted it for analysis to Dr. Campbell Brown, who 
gave a certificate to the effect that the lard he analyzed (bearing the brands of 
Armour & Co, and Fairbanks Brothers, of Chicago) contained considerably more 
than 40 per cent. of a mixture of cotton-seed oil, stearine, and mutton or beef 
suet. 

Dr. Brown, being called, said that he believed that the lard he analyzed con- 
tained even more than 50 per cent, of the mixture. He added that the produc- 
tion of cotton-seed oil in the United States amounts annually to between 180,- 
000,000 and 200,000,000 pounds, and that one half of it is used to adulterate the 
product which is sold under the name of *‘refined lard.” 

Dr. Brown still farther added that, while genuine lard is worth 42s. 6d. per 100 
pounds. cotton- seed oil is only worth 22s. 6d. and beefsuet 30shillings. The fraud- 
ulent manufacturers reap an enormous profit, which is a grievous blow to the 
honest manufacturers who sell the genuine article, and at the same time the con- 
sumers are buying a commodity which is fraudulent, defective, improper. 
The defendants were convicted. 

The reading of this trial reminds us that Le Soleil, of July 7, mentions a case 
where one hundred soldiers of the One hundredth regiment, at 
were poisoned, itis said, by the use of American grease in p 


Now, Mr. Speaker, it must be demonstrably clear that we can not 
foreyer cheat the commercial world, and it is inevitable that hostile 
action will be taken abroad unless honest action is taken at home. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will my friend permit me to ask him a question? 


Mr. BROSIUS. I would be very glad to indulge my friend under 
other circumstances; but he knows what a thief of time these ques- 
tions are. [Laughter] z 
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HOW THE EVIL Is TO BE PREVENTED, 

Mr. Speaker, I want to direct the attention of the House very briefly 
to another inquiry, very important: 

Will the 5 legislation remedy the evil? The passage of this 
bill will at least suppress that portion of the ronan. trade 
which is fraudulent and pirati: The honest residue is entitled to 
remain under such restrictions as will guaranty the public against its 
reversion to the original sin. Before the passage of the oleomargarine 
Jaw, it was estimated that 200,000,000 pounds of bogus butter was pro- 
duced in the United States to compete with the pure product of the 
cow. The year 1888, ending June 30, the product was 34,525,527 
pounds. In 1889, to June 30, it was 35,664,026 pounds. The differ- 
ence in the figures before and after measures the amount of consump- 
tion due to the imposition involved in the spurious manufacture. 

It has already been observed that the product of compound 
lard Jast year reached the enormous amount of 320,000,000 pounds. 
What portion of this is due to the disguise which cloaks the villainy 
and enables it to masquerade in the markets of the world as the gen- 
nine rendered fat of the hog will appear from the residue which sur- 
vives after the fraud has been touched by the Ithuriel spear of this 
law and the commodity stands unmasked upon its merits, 

Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to detain the House after the ordinary 
hour of adjournment; and as it is now 5 o’clock—— 

The SPEAKER prot The gentleman will be entitled to re- 
sume the floor when this order is again taken up. 

Mr. MORGAN, Unless the gentleman is fatigued, I hope he will 
conclude his remarks this evening, as the time appropriated to this 
question is limited. 

Mr, BROSIUS. ‘Very well, Mr. Speaker, I shall be glad to continue 
for a very few minutes, if agreeable to the House, as I can within that 
time conclude all I care to say in opening this debate. i 

The total lard product last year was a ERS at 600,000,000 pounds. 
Deducting 320,000,000 pounds of this imitation article and there re- 
main 280,000,000 of genuine lard as against upwards of 500,- 
000,000 pounds annually produced, without laying under contribution 
either cotton or cattle or the cistern prior to the introduction of the 
spurious commodity. This displacement is enormous. 

That any of the ingredients used in the compound lard are deleteri- 
ous does not appear, The man are unwi to give away 
their formula, and the exact truth has been designedly No 
means are known of ascertaining with accuracy the proportions of the 
‘various ingredients used. No admittance ”’ is the Cerberus which 

with unrivaled fidelity the factory doors which shut in the 
secrets of this manufacture. It is, however, shown by the Government 
chemist that in some of the samples analyzed no lard was discovered. 
The facilities for imposition in this occult business are immense. The 
possibilities of the laboratory have never yet been exhausted. Those 
who do not scruple to putan adulterated article of food on the mar- 
ket under the name and brand of a pure, refined article are of too easy 
-virtue to withstand the temptation to extend their conquests to dele- 
terious ingredients if the resources of chemistry could supply them. 

FAIRBANK UNMASES, 

Mr. Fairbank shows the flexibility of his commercial conscience in 
his testimony before the committee, as follows: i 

If we consider that we can make an article that meets the demands of our 
trade, fulfills the wants of the trade, and is pure and wholesome and valuable, 
and can put in 50 per cent. or 60 per cent. of cotton-seed oil, and harden it with 
20 per cent. of lard to make it firm, it meets the demands Si is 
—— (consumers) want. We know what they want better than they do them- 

ay Mr. GEORGE: 

’ Do you think if there was only 20 per cent. of lard that it would be right 
to d that as refined lard? 
A. Yes, sir; if we choose to use our brand, which is our capital in business, 
the our money out of, which is our reputation ; 
are able kn brand all over the country in larger 
quantities than any other concern in the world, of refined lard, very much 
ve been a Oe years. If we choose to say 
iling to put in our brand of refi: lard only about 20 per cent. of lard 
we consider it perfectly fair to do it. 

I read this, Mr. Speaker, with great reluctance, as these manufact- 
urers are American citizens. 

Here Mr. Fairbank unmasks himself, yet he seems to still lack the 
courage to take the mask from the commodity in which he deals, and 
give consumers an opportunity of selecting between the oil com- 
pound” and the fat of the hog. I donot believe there is any intention 
to assail the health of the people, but their pockets. It is not to poison, 
but to pilfer, that these arts of concealment are employed. Nor is 
their insensibility to the obligations of commercial morality limited to 
domestic trade. They press their ad vantage abroad as well as at home, 
and have seemed willing to smuggle their goods into foreign countries 
in violation of their revenue laws by concealing their constituents, 
—_ W. Webster, representing Armour & Co., in his testimony, 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question if 

he will permit an interruption. 
Mr. BROSIUS. Well, now, if my friend would oarak mea ques- 
tion I would be very glad to accommodate him; but I know if I yield 


3 


to him what would follow, and hence I must decline to yield. 


I ask the Clerk to read in this connection an extract from the testi- 
mony of Mr. Webster, who represented the Armour Company and which 
speaks for itself. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


There is another point in connection with this subject which lies particu- 
larly to this country and to which en lard 8 
no duty coming into France; eotton-seed oll is taxed 7 francs per 100 kilos. The 


lard, { e-eigh 
have to come off the mira 8 — ie for hie ia Jard. annain 

Mr. BROSIUS. It would seem that nothing stands in the light of 
these people so long as the devil holds the candle for them.“ 

This, Mr. Speaker, is appalling, and every American should blush 
who reads it. 

And this compound does not seem to be amenable to the chemist’s 
law of definite combining proportions, by which a certain amount of 
each of different ingredients combines to produce a given compound, 

THE WITCHES’ CALDRON. 

It isa formula of marvelous flexibility and has all possible T- 
tions, if not all possible ingredients, for its own. — 

What the people have been consuming in the past no history relates, 
and what they may be fed on in the future, if this imposition is not 
curtailed, baffles the utmost resources of prophecy. What compound 
essences and superrefined quintessences may be used in this conscience- 
less race for the markets no mortal can tell. The witches’ caldron 
may be pos under contribution, and under the wand of the lard magi- 
cian made to yield the essences of its manifold and varied contents. 

I beg to reproduce in this connection Shakespeare’s description of 
this incomparuble stew, that we may keep abreast with the progress 
of food transformations in this enlightened age. 

The Clerk read as follows, from Macbeth: 

A dark cave, In the middle, a caldron boiling, 
Thunder. Enter three witches. 


1 Witch. Round about the caldron go; 
In the poison'd entrails throw. 
Toad, that under coldest stone, 
Days and nights hast thirty-one 
Swelter’d venom ing got, 
Boil thou first i’ the pot! 

All. Double, double toil and trouble; 
Fire, burn; and, caldron, bubble. 

2 Witch. Fillet of a fenny snake, 
In the caldron boil and bake : 
Eye of newt, and toe of frog, 
Wool of bat, and tongue of dog, 
Adder's fork, and blind-worm's sting, 
Lizard's leg, and owlet's wing, 


Fora charm 1 trou 
Like a hell-broth boil and bubble. 

All, Double, double toil and trouble ; 
Fire, burn; and, caldron, bubble. 

3 Witch. Scale of dragon, tooth of wolf; 
Witches’ mummy; maw and gulf 
Of the raven’d salt-sea shark; 
Root of hemlock digg’d i’ the dark; 
Liver of blaspheming Jew; 
Gall of t. and slips of yew, 
Sliver'd in the moon's “ 


All, Double, double toil and trouble; 
Fire, burn; and, caldron, bubble. 

2 Witch, Cool it with a baboon's blood, 
Then the charm is firm and good. 


[anghen] 

2 N I ask that the gentleman’s words be taken down. 
ughter. 

ier BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. In other words, This is grease, 

but living grease no more. 

Mr. HATCH. Ifit would suit the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
I would ask him to yield-and permif the motion ted by the gen- 
3 from Iowa [Mr. ConGER] that the House adjourn. It is now 
5 o'clock. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Iam perfectly willing to do so if it be the wish of 
the House. But I will state that I shall conclude what I desire to say in 
the opening of this discussion in afew moments. [Cries of ‘‘Goon!’’] 

Mr. HATCH. Very well; I withdraw the suggestion. 

REVENUE. 

Mr. BROSIUS. In estimating the revenue derived from this bill it 
is fair to assume that there will be about as many manufacturers, 
wholesale dealers, and retailers as there are under the oleomargarine 
law, which, according to the report of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue for 1889, was as follows: 
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At these figures the aggregate annual fees would be 514, 102. The 
tax at 2 mills per ponad would depend on the production. 

The revenue collected under the oleo law for 1889 and 1890 
is shown in the following statement furnished by the Commissioner 
of Iuternal Revenue: 


Total. 


Year ended June 30, 1889. 
4 Year ended June 30, 1890. 


$677,202.40 | $216,945.51 | $894, 247. 91 
619, 205,72 167,086.00 | 786,291.72 


58,098.68 | 49,859.51 | 107,950.19 


In view of the extremely low tax imposed in the bill and the merely 
nominal license fees required, the business would probably yield about 
one-tenth the revenue collected under the oleomargarine law, or about 
the sum of $75,000. 

It is said we do not need this revenue. It is too obvious to need to 
be stated that we can profitably use it. If we should at any time have 
an excess, we can relieve some honest trade and lay undercontribution 
those who need restraint and regulation. Noman has ever questioned 
the right of the Government to select the subjects of taxation, and in 
doing so Congress will, if practicable, secure incidental benefits in con- 
nection with revenue, Weare not required by any constitutional man- 
date to lay our revenue duties so that no benefit to the public will ac- 
company the collector on his rounds. Thatit brings a double blessing 
is greatly in its favor. Tariff, with incidental protection, is a doctrine 
which encounters no dissent from the most conservative statesman, 
We select the subjects of impost with reference to the incidental bene- 
fits secured. Similarly, in imposing revenue taxes we should secure 
the maximum benefit with the minimum cost. The most of the best 
and the least of the worst results should be the aim of Government in 
its administration under all circumstances. ‘‘Is it to be said,’’ once 
retorted the greatest constitutional expounder this country ever knew, 
that we have the clear and nndoubted power to take so much money 
out of your pockets and apply it to public purposes, but God forbid 
that in doing so we would do you any good at the same time? 


PRESIDENT CLEVELAND'S VIEWS. 


Some suggestions of President Cleveland, in his message accompany- 
ing his approval of the oleomargarine act, are so apropos that I take 
the liberty of reproducing them in this connection: 


Tf this article has the merit which its friends claim for it and if the people of 
the land, with fall knowledge of its real character, desire the purchase and use 
of it, the taxes reached by this bill will permita fair profit to both manufacturer 
and dealer, If the existence of the commodity taxed and the profits of its 
manufacture and sale depend upon disposing of it to the people for something 
else which it deceitfully imitates, the entire enterprise is a fraud, and not an 
industry; and if it can not endure the exhibition of its real character, which 
will be affected by the inspection, supervision, and ä this bill 
directs, the sooner it is destroyed the better, in the interest of dealing. 
* s . * s e ha 

Nor should there be opposition to the incidental effect of this legislation on 
the part of those who profess to be engaged honestly and fairly in the manu- 
facture and sale of a wholesome and-valuable article of food which by its pro- 
visions may be subject to taxation. As long as their business is carried on under 
cover aud by false pretenses such men have bad companions in those whose 
manufactures, however vile and harmful, take their p! without challenge 
with the better sort in a common crusade of deceit nst the public. But if 
this occupation and its methods are forced into the light, and all these manu- 
factures must thus either stand upon their merits or fall, the good and bad must 
goon part company and the fittest only will survive. i 

Not the least important incident related to this legislation in the defense 
afforded to the consumer — 1 25 the fraudulent substitution and sale of an 
imitation fora genuine article of food of very general household use. Notwith- 
standing the immense quantity of the article described in this bill which issold to 
the people for their consumption as food, and notwithstanding the claim made 
that its manufacture supplies a — substitute for butter [we venture to sub- 
stitute the word lard for butter in this connection], I venture to say that hardly 
u pound ever entered a poor man’s house under its real name and in its true 


[And we assert that this is true in regard to the articles with which we are now 

dealing. : 

Whi =" its relation to an article of this description there should be no gov- 

ernmental regulation of what the citizen shall eat, it is certainly not a cause of 

regret if by legislation of this character he is afforded a means by which he may 

eect ed himself against imposition in meeting the needs and wants of his 
y 


o. 

Having entered upon this legislation, it is manifestly a duty to render it as 
effective as possible in the accomplishment of all the good which should legiti- 
mately follow in its train. x 


THE DUTY OF CONGRESS. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, it is high time this nation was doing something 
to put commercial piracy under the ban of the law. When dishonest 
traffic shall cease; when we can curtail the rs of the monopolist, 
who usurps and controls the markets, as the Big Four have controlled 
the beef market of the country, and as the compound-lard fraud is at- 
tempting to control the lard markets of the world; when we can pro- 
tect honest trade from commercial brigands and mon knaves, who 
corner and pool until the phantom wheat and the spectral hog fix the 


price of the real wheat of the field and the swine of the pen, and every. 
poor man’s breakfast table pays tribute to some clique or pool or monop- 
oly or syndicate, then will a ray of light flash across the darkened path- 
way of our depressed industries, To this end it isnot too much to ask 
Congress to give the stricken and the struggling such assurance as the 
pane of this bill will convey, ‘‘That what the canker-worm hath - 
eft, the caterpillar shall not take.“ 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
not consumed the whole of his time. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I reserve the remainder of my time, and I move that 
the Housedo now adjourn. . 

Pending the announcement of the vote, the following occurred: 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries, announced that he had approved and signed acts 
of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 3018) granting a pension to J. Phil. Hurlbut; ‘ 

An act (H. R, 4427) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Mrs. 
Mary E. Boeke; 

An act (H. R. 9008) to increase the pension of Zo S. Cook, of Wilcox 
County, Alabama; E 

An act (H. R. 8391) making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, forthe armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy 
ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 7058) to ratify and confirm an agreement entered into 
by commissioners on the part of the States of New York and Pennsyl- 
vania in relation to the boundary line between said States; 

An act (H. R. 4167) granting a pension to Lorenzo D. Whitford; 

An act (H. R. 7885) granting a pension to R. Allen McCormick; 

An act (H. R. 5107) for the relief of David L. Truex; 

An act (H. R. 6454) to establish a national military park at the bat- 
tle-field of Chickamauga; and 

An act (H. R. 10726) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 
1891, and for other purposes. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. CRAIG, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. GEISSENHAINER, indefinitely, on account of sickness, 

To Mr. GIFFORD, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. Hooker, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr, PICKLER, for ten days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. YODER, for two weeks, on account of sickness and important 
business. 

NATHANIEL M’KAY ET AL. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following: 

Mr, Tuomas asks leave to withdraw from the files of the House without leav- 
ing copies papers in the case of Nathaniel McKay et al. 4 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is that request about the McKay case? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is for the withdrawal of the papers 
in that case without leaving copies. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is a rule of the House on that subject 
The papers can be withdrawn by leaving copies with the Clerk. : 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The request is that they may be with- 
drawn by unanimous consent without leaving copies. 

Mr. SPRINGER. LI object to that. The rule is that copies shall be 
left with the Clerk. 

The motion of Mr. Brostus was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 
o’clock and 18 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
A bill (S. 4229) granting a right of way through certain lands ot the 
United States in the Territory of Utah—to the Committee on Military 


HOUSE BILL WITH SENATE AMENDMENTS REFERRED, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a House bill of the following title, 
with Senate amendments, was taken from the Speaker’s table and re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 526) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to pro- 
cure and submit to Congress a proposal for the sale to the United States 
of the western part of the Crow Indian reservation, in Montana—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. ; 


RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas: 

Resolved, That Rule XV, section 2, be so amended as to provide that when the 


` 
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roll is called under a call of the House, and when a member * Fag 
pears and reports himself before the call of the roll shall be concluded, h 
name shall appear on the roll as if he had answered to his name; 


to the Committee on Rules. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, a report of a committee was delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr, BINGHAM, from the Committee on Merchant Manne and Fish- 
eries, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11654) to provide 
an American register for the steamer Neptuno, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 2992)—to the House Calendar. 


` BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill and a joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 


lows: 

By Mr. RICHARDSON (by request): A bill (H. R. 11802) to repeai 
the law entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company, 
of Nicaragua,” approved February 20,1889—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: A joint resolution (H. Res. 215) 
to print the eulogies upon Samuel J. Randall—to the Committee on 
Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 11803) to grant a pension to Samnel 
P. Smith, late of Company A, Kentucky Battalion, Volunteer In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TURNER, of New York: A bill (H. R. 11804) granting a pen- 
sion to Harriet Fawpeli—to the Committee on Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BERGEN; Protest against the McKinley bill and suggestion 
from Camden County (New Jersey) Single-Tax Club—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DARGAN (by request): Petition of Martin Quick, of Marl- 
borough County, South Carolina, praying that his war claim be re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims under the provisions of the Bowman act— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. ELLIS: Proofs to be filed with House bill for the relief of 
Jeptha Williams—to the Committee on Pensions. 

y Mr. FUNSTON: Petition asking for pension for William Dar- 
nell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GRIMES: Petition of A. H. Hensley and 10 others, of Car- 
roll County, Georgia, in favor of House bill 8648—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

- By Mr. KINSEY: Protest of 105 employés of Page & Krausse, of 
_ 8i employés of the J. H. Pocock Can Company, of 31 employés of the 
Chester-Keller Manufacturing Company, of 18 employés of Wolff-Kra- 
mer Fur Company, and of 131 citizens of South St. Louis, Mo., against 
the passage of the Conger componnd-lard bill—to the Committee on 
lture. 
y Mr. MCKENNA: Protestof Single-Tax Club, against the McKin- 
ley bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS: Protest of 25 employés of the Moser Box 
Company, 30 employés of the Kupperle Bros. brass foundry, 40 em- 
ployés of the Felber machine works, and 11 employés of Glover & 
Finkenour, all citizens of St. Louis, Mo., against the passage of the 
Conger compound-lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

‘Also, protest of 139 employés of the J. H. Conrades Chair Company 
and 18 employ¢s of the Hamilton Brown Shoe Company, all citizens of 
pas Louis, Mo., against the same measure—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. . 

By Mr. POST: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Peoria, Ill., rela- 
tive to the improvement of the Mississippi River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WADDILL: Protest of 476 citizens of Richmond, Va., against 
the e of the Conger compound-lard bill declaring that the legis- 
lation sought will throttle the cotton-oil industry, impoverish the 
1 N ſor the pou of creating a monopoly of the hog-lard business 

n the hands of a few large ers, who with immense capital and 

houses already established can crush ont all small competi- 
tors—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of J. W. Bumpass, of Lawrence 
County, Tennessee, for compensation for property taken by the United 
States Army—to the Committee on War Claims, 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, August 21, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


PRIVILEGES OF CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 116) ex- 
tending the privilege of the Library of Congress to the members and 
secretary of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which were, in line 
4, after the word Commission,“ to insert and the Chief of Engi- 
neers of the Corps of Engineers, United States Army.” 

Amend the title so as to read: Extending the privilege of the Li- 
brary of Congress to the members and secretary of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission and the Chief of Engineers of the Corps of En- 
gineers, United States Army.” 

Mr. EVARTS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments 
made by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of the Wage- 
Workers’ Political Alliance, of Washington, D. C., remonstrati 
against the ge of the House antilottery bill; which was refe 
to the Committee on Post-Officesand Post-Roads. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of 
Detroit, Mich., remonstrating against renting the north pier at Buffalo, 
N. Y., to private individuals or corporations; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. QUAY (by request) presented resolutions adopted by the Phila- 
delphia (Pa.) Tariff Reform Club, remonstrating against the passage of 
the Federal election bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. . 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a petition of the Wage-Workers’ Political 
Alliance, which is a derisive piece of ridicule of the ion system of 
the United States, praying that pensions be 3 to all over sixty 
and less than twenty years of age, among other things. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE presented a memorial of a committee of the Chamber 
of Commerce and Industry of Raleigh, N, C., remonstrating against 
the passage of the Federal election bill; which was ordered to fie on the 
table. 

Mr. REAGAN. I present a petition from the Commercial Club of 
Albuquerque, in New Mexico, praying for the confirmation by Congress 
of the Albuquerque town grant; and I desire to read a passage from 
the petition and to make a remark in reference to the necessity of ac- 
tion: 

Your petitioners respectfully represent that said 4 contains only 4 square 
leagues and nearly all of which has long been held in severalty and in actual 
occupancy; that this bill, if passed, will materially aid in perfecting the title 
to such property; and that such portion of said grant as remains common 
lands of the whole community is constan ly being occupied by trespasse 
seeking to acquire title thereto for speculative popes und at present, sai 
grant being uncontirmed, no public oficial or 2 s charged with the protec- 
tion of the same against such trespassers; and delay in confirmation of the 
said pon will increase the causes for vexatious litigation and loss to said com- 
munity, 


I beg leave to mention that under the policy of the Mexican Gov- 
ernment in establishing new towns provision was made to endow them 
with 4 leagues of land, requiring the center of the town to be the centerof 
the 4 leagues of land. The papers which are before the committee now 
upon this subject show that this town was founded, I think, about one 
hundred and sixty or one hundred and seventy years ago. It is acon- 
siderable city now. In a revolution before the beginning of this cen- 
tury the paper evidences of their title from the Government of Mex- 
ico were lost, but we are advised by the papers which they present 
that there are numerous other papers going to show that such title did 
exist, besides which we know that that was the poliey of the Repub- 
lie of Mexico. I mention this with a view to suggest that it would be 
a matter of very great interest to the people of Albuquerque if the 
Committee on Private Land Claims would act upon this matter as 
early as they can, I move that the petition be referred to that com- 
mittee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPURTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6084) for the relief ot Thomas Nelson, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 1563) granting a pension to Mrs. Delphina P. Walker, 
re it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 


ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (i R. 10951) granting a pension to Lucinda Rawlingson; 

A bill (H. R. 6853) for the relief of Allen Morris; 

A bill (H. R. 10334) granting a pension to Wiatt Parish; 

A bill (H. R. 10234) restoring Rebecca Young to the pension- rolls; and 

A bill (H. R. 9135) granting a pension to Elizabeth Gushwa. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5736) granting a pension to John L. Lindel; and 

A bill (H, R. 4688) granting a pension to Rev. Thomas James. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 10083) for the relief of George Murray, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


JAMES AND JULIUS LANSBURGH. 


Mr. HOAR. I have been authorized informally to report, with 
amendments, by order of the Judiciary Committee, the bill (S. 2780) for 
the relief of James Lansburgh and Julius Lansburgh, and I ask to have 
it put on its The bill will commend itself to every member 
of the Senate, I believe, without any exception. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length, sub- 
ject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. These were two young men who came over here—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendments of the committee be read. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendments be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first amendment reported by 
the committee will be stated. : : 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 1, line 6, strike out the word ex- 
cepted ” and insert exempted; so as to read: 

That all real estate lying in the District of Columbia heretofore purchased by 
and conveyed to James Lansburgh or Julius Lansburgh, or either of them, of 
said District, prior to the passage of this act, be relieved and exempted from the 
0 tion of an act entitled An act to restrict the ownership of real estate in 

Territories to American citizens,” etc., approved March 3, 1887. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the reason for this? 

Mr. HOAR. Let the next amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The committee also report to strike out section 
2, and to insert aſter section 1 the following : 

And all forfeitures incurred by force of said act are, in respect of auch real es- 
tate, hereby remitted. 

Mr. HOAR. These were two young men who came to this country 
with their father just before they-were of age. I think they are Ger- 
mans. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] knows the na- 
tionality. Atany rate, it seems that their father was never natural- 
ized, and they have acquired considerable real estate by industry and 
thrift, which is subject to be forfeited by the United States coming in 
on the ground that it is held by aliens, 

Mr. BUTLER. Are they citizens now ? 

Mr. HOAR. They are now citizens, I suppose. 

Mr. HARRIS. They came here as minors and supposed themselves 
to have been citizens, as I understand. I do not personally know either 
of them, but I know they are business men here of very high character, 
and have acquired a great deal of real estate in the District of Colum- 
bia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. : 

Mr. DOLPH. I have no objection to this bill, but it seems to me 
that it is a precedent which may cause a good deal of trouble to the 
Senate. The designof the act to prevent alien ownership in the Terri- 
tories no doubt was good. If it had been restricted to the ownership 
of agricultural lands, I think that would have been sufficient. I do 
not think it ever should have been extended to the ownership of lands 
held for purposes of trade or manufactures, and I think it quite likely 
we shall be called upon to grant relief in numbers of cases, because I 
do not think the case of the persons mentioned in this bill is the only 
one by any means in this District. 

This bill comes from the Committee on the Judiciary, I believe. 
The Committee on Public Lands has had before it from time to time 
bills introduced proposing to amend the original act. It seems to me 
it would have been better for the Judiciary Committee, if it is going to 
take jurisdiction of this matter, to report some amendment to the 
original act that would have cured all similar cases. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me for one second? These 
men are now old men. They supposed they were citizens and have 
supposed so for a long time; but they arrived in this country minors, 
and it turns out that their father was never naturalized, so far as can 
beshown. They have acquired property; they are large and respected 
property-owners here. So it is a case of relieving really against a mis- 
take on the part of these men. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They have been actually exercising the rights of 
citizens for years? > 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, all the time, 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill having been read at length, 
the further reading as in Committee of the Whole will be waived, if 
there be no objection. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ments proposed by the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The amendments were to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, it was 


Ordered, That Nathaniel McKay and the executors of Donald McKay have 
leave to withdraw their papers from the files of the Senate by conforming to 
the rales of the Senate. 


` 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLAIR. I introduce a bill at the request of the National Alli- 
ance and Industrial Union, providing for the establishment of banks 
of deposit, aud tor other purposes. The Alliance send me a letter in 
which they ask that the bill may also be printed in the RECORD as well 
as referred to the Committee on Finance and printed in bill form. 

The bill (S. 4340) to provide for banks ot deposit, and for other pur- 
poses was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. t 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask also that the bill may be printed in the RECORD, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill be printed in the daily 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD? Isthereobjection? The Chair hearsnone. 

The bill is as follows: 

A bill to provide for banks of deposit, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That ten or more citizens of the United States 
may enter into articles of association for the purpose of banking, under the pro- 
visions of this act,and adopt such rules and regulations for conducting the af- 
fairs of the association as they may deem best; but such rules and regulations 
ehall not conflict with the provisions of this act. ‘ 

Sec. 2. That the term “first mo; as used in this act, shall mean a lien 
on the lands of the mortgageor and prior to anx and all other liens in existence 


| atthe time the first mortgage was given, and thata judgment by any court 


having jurisdiction, deeds of trust, homestead exemptions, annuities, mortgage 
bonds, or any other form of lien shall prevent the acceptance by the Treasurer 
= ‘ced pater States of any mortgage offered as security by any association under 
this ac’ 

Sec, 3. That every association shall, after the organization and election of a 
board of directors, who shall be stockholders in the association, publish in a 
newspaper in or circulating in the county in which the association is formed, 
in which official notices are published, setting forth the name of the association, 
the amount of its capital stock, the names of the officers and directors, 
with the name of the owner of the lands and their assessed value on which 
mortgages have been taken by the association for deposit with the Treasurer of 
the United States under this act, the amount of the mortgage, and place of busi- 
ness of the association: Provided further, That the directors and officers shall 
make oath that the statements made in reference thereto are correct, 

Sec. 4. That under the provisions of this act the maximum and minimum 
amount of capital shall be not less than $5,000 nor more than $200,000: Pro- 
vided, That in no case shall the Secretary of the Treasury issue more than $25 
per capita to any city or county in the United States, and the last decennial cen- 
sus shall be used as the official guide of the Secretary for all cities and coun- 
ties under this act. 1 

Sec. 5. That every association having complied with the provisions of this 
act, preliminary to the commencement of banking and fore it shall be au- 
thorized to commence business, shall transfer, deliver, and deposit with the 
Treasurer of the United States, who shall oe the association for the same, 
first mortgages on real property, duly authenticated by the clerk of the county 
court where such real estate js situated, that there are no mortgages, liens, judg- 
ments, annuities, or any other incumbrance of any kind whatsoever against 
real preperty mortgaged to the association, and that the shareholder who has 
mortgaged his or her property owns in his or her own right in fee-simple the 
8 mortgaged to the association for deposit with the Treasurer of the 

Inſted States, and that under the laws of the State in which such association 
desires to do a banking business the said shareholder hasthe right to mortgage 
said lands and that the 8 is given according to the laws of the State 
where such association is located: Provided-further, That no mortgage will be 
received for deposit for more than 75 per cent. of the average assessed value of 
the real estate mortgaged, asshown by the assessed value for the three years pre- 
ceding the time when the mortgage was given: Provided further, That the value 
of the buildings situated thereon be also deducted therefrom. 

SEC. 6. That, whenever the president ofthe association shall have deposited 
with the Treasurer of the United States first mortgages as provided for in this 
act, then the Treasurer shall issue to the association United States Treasury 
notes of different denominations to the amount of the mortgages deposited. 

Sec,7. That the Treasury notes issued to the associations shall be of the fol- 
lowing denominations: one, two,five, ten, twenty, fifty,and one hundred dol- 
lars, and the Treasury notes so issued under this ye all be receivable for all 
taxes, dues, imports, and in payment of all debts, public and private, within the 
United States, and they shali be received the same as silver or gold coin, at their 
par value, in payments for all loans that may hereafter be sold or negotiated by 
the Secretary of the ury, and may be reissued from time to time in ex- 
change for mutilated notes, but in no case to exceed the per capita amount pre- 
scribed in this act. 

Sec. 8. That every association may take, receive, and charge on any loan or 
discount made interest at the rate of 3 per cent., and no more, and such interest 
may be taken in advance, reckoning the time for which the note, bill, or other 
evidence of debt has to run: And provided further, That the merge ea r | 
reserving, or charging a rate of interest greater than aforesaid 1 be 
and adjudged a forfeiture of the entire interest that the evidence of debt car- / 
ries with it, and further that an action to recover interest paid, if sustained, 
shall, upon notification, cause the Secretary of the Treasury to demand from 
the president of the association an equal amount of Treasury notes furnished 
the 8 Boones ee. the amount — eae re} ce — a3 the 
T reasury urn e first mortgages posi m e associ: on 
and take u eta ey ven for the same; and in the event the president shall 
fail oF neglect so to o, the Secretary of the is au! to fore- 


7 


deposited by the 


Treasury shall deduct the amount of Treasury notes furnished the association 
a and the residue shall be turned over to the president of 
led, That all actions to recover usury association 


must be commenced within two P oras from the time of the n. 
Sxo. orm: 


paid an 
transactio: 
ry association ed under this act shall at all times have on 


natural ns, 

Sro. 11. That on the Ist day of January and July of each year the president 
of the association shall make a correct report of the condition of the association 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, showing the amount of capital stock, assets, 
liabilities, discounts, and deposits; and these reports shall be sworn to beſoren 
notary public in the usual manner: Provided, That for each failure to so report 
there shall be adjudged against the association a fine of one-fourth of I per cent.. 
to be collected by the Secretary of the Treasury from the interest on the mort- 


gages deposited. 
SEO. 12 That the Sec of the Treasury shall have power to send exam- 


iners to ascertain the condition of any association, and if at any time there is a 
failure to keep the reserve vided for the benetit of the depositors the Secre- 

Sass the association and sell as provided the mort- 
gages deposi 


Src, 13. That when two-thirds of the stockholders vote in favor of liquidation 
the president shall cause a notice to be inserted in the paper in which official 
notices for the connty are usually published, stating when the association will 
close up its business: Provided, t the notice must haye been inserted at least 
thirty days before the liquidation of the said tion, 

SrO. 14. That, when any depositor of iawful money of the United States shall 
make a demand for his deposit and the association shall fail to pay the depositor 
the amount due him, the depositor shall notify the Secretary of the Treasury, 
whoshall send an t to take charge of the assets of the association, and after 
the Treasurer shail bave received for the United in Jawful money, the 
Secre! of the Treasury, then the 


` to 
inthe months of January and July a duty of one-fourth of 1 cent. on the 
amount of Treasury notes issued associati ee of the 
De to pay the taxes aforessid the Secretary of the 
Treasury may collect the interest from the mortgages deposited. 
SEO. 18. these associati 


perty and be taxed b; Stia State on otter DOGONI eel rty. 
PS; That ev 4 1 


ted ee eee 
amount of the mortgages given under this act, and that the land so mort 


93 That all titles to real or personal property in which the Government 
has an interest shall be warranted to the purchaser. 

Sxc, 22. That no person shall be allowed to take stock in any association in 
the m: given by the stockholder to the association. 

Sec. 23. That this act repeals all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with this act 
and that it be in force from and after its passage. 

Mr. SANDERS introduced a bill (S. 4341) granting a right of way 
across the Fort Assinniboine military reservation to the Great Northern 
Railway; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the concurrent 
resolution of the Senate to print for the use of the Director of the Mint 
1,000 additional copies of the report on the production of the precious 
metals for the year 1889. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
4335) to change the time of the sessions of the circuit and district courts 
for the western district of Missouri. 

‘The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 2979) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missis- 

. sippi River at some accessible point between the mouth of the Illinois 
and the mouth ot the Missouri Rivers, with an amendment in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (H. 
R. 3715) to amend an act entitled An act authorizing the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Red River of the North,” approved July 
16, 1888, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

LIQUORS IN THE CAPITOL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 


resolution offered by the Senator from Kansas | Mr. PLUMB], coming 
over from a previous day, to be considered in the morning hour. 
resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. PLUMB on 
fhe 18th instant, as follows: i 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be directed to make such order as shall 


The 
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wholly prevent the sale and drinking of spirituous, yinous, or malt liquors in 


the Senate wing of the Capitol. 
The PRESIDENT pro e. The amendment proposed by the 


tempor 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] will be read. « 


: The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the resolution the fol- 
owing: 
And that the t-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 


ituous, vinous, or malt liquors in the same, or any of them, and that Com- 
mittee on Rules shall preserve said reports for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. GIBSON. Isuggest to the Senator from South Carolina thatthe 

t-at-Arms be also directed to inspect the cloak-rooms and the 

desks of Senators. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will accept that amendment. 

Mr. BERRY. Was there not a motion by the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GorMAN] to refer the resolution to the Committee on Rules? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There was. 
Mr. BERRY. I if the amendment offered by the Senator from 
New Hampshire—— 


Mr. BUTLER. We can not hear a word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Business will be suspended until the 
Senate is in order, 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will pause until the 
Senate is in order. When Senators are in their seats and conversation 

business will proceed. [A pause.] The Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. BERRY. The resolution was introduced by the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] and an amendment was offered by the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR], and I wish to know whether or 
not that amendment was adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was to. 

Mr. PLUMB. The RECORD does not so disclose; at least I have not 
been able to find it in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the recollection of the Chair, 

Mr. PLUMB. I think an inspection of the RECORD will show that 
the question was on the adoption of the amendment when, on the ob- 
jection of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN), the resolution 
went over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless it appears in the RECORD 
and the Journal that the amendment was agreed to, the recollection of 
the Chair would not prevail. 

Mr. BERRY. The Recorp does not show that it was agreed to, I 
think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will have the Journal 
examined to ascertain. The RECORD, on page 9529, concerning this 
subject, reads as follows: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unanimous con- 
sent that his resolution may be now considered. Is there objection? 

Mr. gia ee I surut thet the words and drinking” be inserted after the 

Mr. Piumn. I have no objection to the amendment offered by the Senator 
from New Hampshire, 

Mr. PLUMB, The Chair does not read it all. The Chair should 
read a little further. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The RECORD continues: 


area I — puo insertion of those ee i 
PRESIDENT pore. The Senator from New Ham re mo 
E pa me 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend the resolution so that it shall 


safle, Tht the Committee on Balos be drole to maske euch order at 
w ven u 0 
in the r of the Capitol.“ es qa = 

Mr. PLUMB. That is to say, the question then pending was on the 
8 proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BLAIR]. 

I want to say that I made a side remark to the Senator from New 
Hampshire which the Reporter, with more than his usual facility, seems 
to have caught, for I did not accept the amendment, and did not so 
design and the Senate did not so take it: and, asthe RECORD expressly 
discloses, the question was stated by the Chair to be on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Hampshire; and while that was pending the 
Senator from Maryland made objection snd the resolution went over. 

I may say that so far as I am concerned, though I did not personally 
care about the remark being published, all I did say was to the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshirein a remark to him and not to anybody else, 
although of course any one within reach could have heard it, It was 
not in the terms named there; I said simply I have no objection to 
that, but there was no formal spreading out of the terms as contained 
in the remark put down by the Reporter. 

I do not personally care anything about that; but I do believe that 
the effect of adding either the amendment of the Senator trom New 
Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] or that of the Senator from South Carolina 
(Mr. BUTLER] would be to belittle or to hurt the resolution and the 
object which I had in view in offering it, which 1 will briefly state. 

It is known that for a long time under permission given by the 
Committee on Rules, of which I think the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Frye] is chairman e 


1890. 


Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Maine has not that honor and has 
not had it for a long time. 

Mr. PLUMB. He was for a long time its chairman and he ought 
to be now. [Langhter.] Permission has in some way been given to 
sell intoxicating liquors in the Senate wing of the Capitol. I do not 
speak of that to criticise the practice heretofore, but moe gud tosay that 
it has gone to a point now where it ought to be stop Perhaps it 
may be proper to go further and to say that it never ought to have been 
begun; but on that I express no opinion. 

It is very easy to be wise after the fact; but I do not think there is 
a single member of this body who has been observant of the transac- 
tions in the Senate restaurant in the few weeks who has not made 
up his mind that the extent to which the traffic is carried on down 
there is hurtful, irrespective of the question of example which onght 
to be reasonably set by a legislative body. 

I do not believe there is another legislative body in the world, cer- 
tainly not one in the United States, in my judgment, that would permit 
the sale of liquor in the building in which it sits. This is certainly apart 
from all question of taste, habit, and everything of that kind, and goes 
to the exercise of that responsibility as legislators which we are here 
to exercise, and which I think demands, in deference at least to a de- 
cent public opinion and a sense of the proprieties of the case, that this 
trafic should be eliminated from the Capitol. I might say further that 
I have personal knowledge that it has been carried to an extent which 
has been demoralizing in quarters where the Senate has ifie respon- 
sibility, In addition to that, persons who come to the Capitol, in 
looking about it are under constraint almost to go into the vicinity 
and often through the restaurant, and what they see there is not edi- 
fying, but, whether edifying or not, it is wholly and entirely improper. 

Now, whether any individual may with propriety orimpropriety bring 
a bottle of liquor or wine into the Capitol and drink it himself in his 
own way and his own place, without any public exposition, is a thing 
Iam entirely willing that each one shall consider for himself. The 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire, which I did not de- 
sign to accept, as well as that of the Senator from South Carolina, is 

culated to befog the real issue and introduce into this matter consid- 
erations which are entirely foreign not only to the 2 of the res- 
olution, but, in my judgment, to the proper consideration of the re- 
bility for the condition of things which exists now in the Capitol. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, my recollection is very elear and dis- 
tinct that the words which I suggested to the Senator were inserted 
and inserted by the assent of the Senator, though the Chair put the 
question to the Senate and announced that the amendment was agreed 
to and the Chief Clerk made his record accordingly, and the resolution 
was printed with these words as an integral part of the resolution and 
it should beso now. I suppose they are in the body of the resolution 
now. I am not concluded in my recollection by the RECORD; the 
RECORD is frequently inaccurate, as we all know, and to a very con- 
siderable extent; and I think it is so in this case. I had occasion not 
long since to look up that question, and I found that an entire colloquy 
in which I was personally interested of some ten or twenty lines was 
omitted, and the excuse given that the reporters were not able to hear 
it and soomitted it. It is not right that the recollection of Senators 
on this floor and it may be the reputation of Senators on this floor and 
others should be concluded by the record which is kept here of the 
conversations which occur in the Senate. 

Now, the Chief Clerk, the recording officer of the Senate, recorded 
these words as having been accepted and adopted as a portion of the 
resolution, and it is a question whether the record of the authorized 
officer of the Senate, who makes his record upon which we all stand, is 
to be depreciated and to be defeated by what may happen to be caught 
by the stenographer. 

I am not particular about this matter, only as a question between 
the authorized officers of the Senate, upon whose record we have stood 
from the foundation of the Government, and this CONGRESSIONAL RFC- 
ORD, which I know and we all know, probably as a matter of necessity 
and certainly as a matter of fact, is often quite inaccurate in its account 
ofthe words that are used in the transactions of the Senate. 

If the Senator from Kansas, who assented quite clearly to the inser- 
tion of these words at the time, as I understood him—and it was no pri- 
vate matter—does not wish them to be considered a part of his resolu- 
tion, Iam perfectly willing either that they should be stricken out or 
that there shonld be a vote taken upon them. I have not the slightest 
feeling in regard to that matter, but I do think the other point to which 
I have called attention is one that onght to be stated in precisely the 
way I now do state it. 

Mr. PLUMB. The RECORD clearly disputes both the Clerk and the 
Chair, and also the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. What record ? : 

Mr. PLUMB. The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 

Mr. BLAIR. The record is what the Clerk does; that is, the rec- 
ord of the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, a 
tolerably familiarly known newspaper, which contains the following: 


The Prestprest pro tempore, The Senator from Kansas asks unanimous con- 
sent that this resolution may be now considered. Is there objection? 
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Mr. BLAIR. I suggest that the words and drinking " be inserted after the 
word “sale.” [Laughter 

Mr. Prumm. Ihave noo! ion to the amendment offered by the Senator from 
New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. | suggest the insertion of those words. 

In other words, the Senator from New Hampshire himself did not ac- 
cept the side remark I made as fixing the question, and renewed the 
motion or made it in a more formal way. 
sinus ee pe 3 The Senator from New Hampshire moves to 

If Thad stated that I accepted the amendment it would thereby have 
become a part of my proposition, but the Chair stated that the pend- 
ing question was on the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire, 
astatement made after the remark which I have quoted, thus going to 
show that I did not make the remark in a formal way nor with the 
purpose or design of its going into the RECORD. The report contin- 
nes: 


Kha Curer CLERK. It is proposed to amend the resolution so that it shall 
read, 


Now, mind you, that was the only resolution suggested, and the 
proposition was on amending it by incorporating the amendmenf of 
the Senator from New Hampshire. There was no other amendment 
pending, and no other thing that could be before the Senate except 
the adoption of that amendment to the resolution. If the amend- 
ment had been incorporated the question would be on the adoption of 
the resolution as amended, and not on amending it, because no other 
amendment had been proposed; and pending that the President pro 
tempore said: 

The PREsmENT pro tempore. Is the Sen for the question? 
. By the ened the — 3 have ite event 

Not on the adoption of the resolution, but on the adoption of the 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire, and I appeal to the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], to whom I have spoken on this 
question, if he did not understand at that time, and following the | oe 
pose of his motion, that the amendment of the Senator from New 
Hampshire was the proposition under consideration. Then the REC- 
ORD continues: 

Mr. PLUMB. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The and nays were ordered. 
Mr. Gorman. Mr. President, let the resolution go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. GORMAN. My recollectiou is in accordance with the statement 
of the Senator from Kansas, My belief was that the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from New Hampshire was pending when I objected 
to the consideration of the resolution, I objected to its consideration 
for the moment. I thought that the matter had better go to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, not that I desired to obstruct the passage of the res- 
olation or the passage of any order preventing the sale of intoxicating 
drinks in the Capitol, but I believed then and believe now that it 
would prohably be better to permit the resolution to go to the Com- 
mittee on Rules and let them take into consideration the entire matter 
and give such instructions as they and the Vice-President unquestion- 
ably have the right to do, to stop this business iu the Capitol. 

I think the Senator from Kansas is correct in his statement. The 
question turned on the amendment offered by the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 

Mr. GRAY. I was sitting very near both the Senator from Kansas 
and the Senator from New Hampshire when this matter was brought 
up and, interested in the subject-matter of the resolution, I was very 
attentive to what was said on both sides of that aisle. I am as sure as 
I can be of any negative that the Senator from Kansas did not accept 
the amendment of the Senator from New Ham 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not say that the action of the Senate was by the 
acceptance of the Senator from Kansas. He assented that he had no 
objection, and the Chair put the question and said if was agreed to, 
and the Chief Clerk made the record accordingly, and it is in the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is not so in the RECORD. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is in the resolution as printed. 

Mr. GRAY. I understood that the pending question, when the reso- 
lution went over, was on the amendment of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, and not on the resolution with the amendment incorpo- 
rated in it. 

Mr. VEST. I want to state that my special attention was called to 
this matter at the time. I was near to both of the Senators, and, as I was 
emphatically opposed to the amendment of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire and desired to take the floor to give my reasons for the opppositi 
I must say that it is simply impossible that I should have overlooo! 
the fact that the amendment was agreed to by the Senate. 

I stated at the time to the Senator from Maryland, as heewill re- 
member, that, as to the original resolution, that was a question of police 
regulation for the Senate about which we could nothave any difficulty, 
but that the amendment would receive from me strenuous opposition; 
that the principle involved in it to undertake to say to Senators that 
they should not bring on their own persons and to their committee’ t 
rooms any sort of alcoholic stimulants was so odious to all of my ideas 
of liberty that I never would consent to it. 


personal 
The Senator from Kansas states this matter exactly as it occurred. 
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I do not think there can be any doubt about it. I never would have 


consented to that amendment being in in the resolution with- 
out stating my objection in the most public and emphatic manner to 
the adoption of the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire, 
and I understood the matter went over withont the action of the Sen- 
ate upon the amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. The question is not at all what occurred at this desk 
and at my right and what the Senators close by heard or understood. 
T said clearly that I did not understand that the adoption of the amend- 
ment depended on the assent of or anything that was said by the Senator 
from Kansas. although he did say that he had no objection to its be- 
ing made a part of the resolution; but the fact depends upon what oc- 
curred opposite to where I stand. 

The Chair did submit the question on the adoption of those words 
as part of the resolution, and declared that they were agreed to by 
the Senate. Thatis my clear and distinct recollection of the occur- 
rence of which I was observant, and if other Senators did not so under- 
stand it they simply failed to understand something which I observed 
and did understand at the time, and the Chair recollects it in thesame 
way, or the Chief Clerk, who was interested to know at the time, 
made a record that that was the action of the Senate, and the resolu- 
tion was printed accordingly, and so appeared upon our desks the next 
morning. 

As I said before, it is a question of accuracy as between the Reporter 
of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and the sworn clerk of this body, and 
I say that the preponderance of the evidence of the record that we are 
bound by is that of the clerk of this body, but if there be a misap- 
prehension 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BLAIR, The Senator will pardon me fora moment. If there 
be any misapprehension on the part of the Senate, I have not the 
slightest objection to the words being considered as stricken out and 
that there be action upon the resolution as though they were never 
in—not the slightest; but Eclaim that the reputation of a Senator is 
not to be left to this inaccurate CONGRESSIONAL RECORD which is 
kept here and which is of necessity, as the Reporters havetold us time 
and again, because there is oftentimes such confusion in this body that 
it is impossible for the human ear to catch exactly the words that are 
said. But what the Chair stated in regard to the action of the Senate, 
as declared by the Chair at the time, and the record which the clerk 
made, is, as I recollect it from very distinctly noticing what was done 
at the time, correct. 

Mr. HARRIS. The question E wish to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire is if his contention is that hisamendment was agreed toas 
an amendment or accepted by the Senator from Kansas, 

Mr. BLAIR. It was agreed to as an amendment and was declared 
so to be by the Chair. r 3 

Mr. HARRIS. Then, that being true, the Journal must show it, 
and J ask that the Journal be referred to first, and that will settle the 

nestion. 

: The PRESIDENT protempore. The manuscript of the Journal is at 
the printer’s and is not now accessible. 

Mr. HARRIS. It must be journalized if it was agreed to as amended. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is the Chair able to state from the recollection of the 
Clerk or in any way how that is? 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me to 
make a statement? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before the Senator proceeds, the 
Chair, adverting to the alleged inaccuracies of the RECORD, would call 
attention to the fact that the confusion at this moment is so great that 
it is practically impossible for the Chair to hear what is going on. The 
wonder is not that there are so many mistakes in the RECORD, but that 
it is generally so accurate. Senators converse in an andible tone, so that 
they can be uently heard by the Chair from the seats in the rear 
of the Chamber. The fault is, in the opinion of the Chair, very largely 
with the Senate in not observing the rules of order. 

Mr. CULLOM. I want tosuggest another fact, and that is that there 
is a great deal of debate that is mere conversation between Senators. 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to state to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that not only the resolution as printed contains the words and drink- 
ing, which was the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire, 
but, as first printed, it contained also the memorandum of the Chief 
Clerk with the word agreed“ printed in the body of the resolution 
after the word ‘‘of;’’ so as to read: 


Drinking of agreed spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors in the Senate wing 


of the Capitol. 


That is the memorandum of the Chief Clerk that the amendment 
had been agreed to, and by mistake it was printed in the resolution 
which was laid on my table. 

My attention was called to it by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ÄLDRICH], and I just now sent to the document-room to get a copy 
of that pon of the resolution, but I am informed by the superintend- 
ent of the document-room that that was a mistake and that he had 
destroyed all the copies containing the word agreed, and only had 
copies of the corrected resolution, which contains the amendment, 


2 BLAIR, Jt contains the memorandum made by the Clerk orig- 
y, 

Mr. DOLPH. The Clerk had made the memorandum on the reso- 
lution, agreed. That is, that the amendment was agreed to, and the 
Clerk’s memorandum was printed by mistake as a part of the resolu- 
tion and so laid on the desks of Senators. My attention was called 
to it, and now I am informed by Mr. Smith, the superintendent of the 
document-room, that because that was a mistake he had destroyed the 
copies which were printed containing the word agreed and had the 
resolution reprinted. 

Mr. BLAI That agrees with the information which I had pre- 
viously received from the Clerk, that he had made such a record at the 
time, and I remember distinctly that the Chair pronounced the words 
‘ta to, and there can be no mistake in regard to the record as 
made by the Chief Clerk. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, I call the attention of the Senate to 
Rule X of the Rules for the regulation of the Senate wing of the 
United-States Capitol, which states that 


No splrituous liquors shall be sold, furnished, or kept in the restaurant, 


That shows that if there is any evil to be remedied it is not legisla- 
tion which we need, but the enforcement of the rule which is already 
in existence. I would suggest, as it is impossible to tell in the absence 
of the Journal what the status of the pending resolution is, that the 
matter go over without prejudice to its standing upon the Calendar 
and that we proceed with some other business. A great deal of time 
has been consumed in this discussion, and, as I have just shown, the 
legislation of the Senate is ample and sufficient already. It only re- 
quires the enforcement of the regulation which I have read to prevent 
such evils as the original resolution seems to be directed nst. 

So far as the amendment inserting the words and drinking” is con- 
cerned, that matter isin doubt in the absence of the Journal, and I 
move that the resolution go over without prejudice, to be taken up in 
the morning hour hereafter, when the Journal is before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida asks unani- 
mous consent that this subject may pass over until to-morrow, subject 
to be called up in the morning hour, retaining its place without preju- 


dice. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before that action is taken, in view of the ob- 
servations made by the Senator from Kansas, it seems to me that I 
should make a statement for the Committee on Rules. 

The rule which has been read by the Senator from Florida [Mr, 
Pasco] was adopted by the Committee on Rules when I was not a mem- 
ber of it, in March, 1884, and was submitted to the Senate at that time. 
It has been the subject of discussion at several times in the Senate 
since, and the Senate by a vote refused to insert in the rule the words 
ti vinous or malt liquors,” the understanding being that this refusal was 
anauthorization to the caterer who had charge of the restaurant to sell 
beer and wine. The rule which the Senator from Florida has called 
attention to distinctly forbids the sale of any spirituous liquors in the 
restaurant. 

Now, so far as I know—and I think I can speak with ample author- 
ity— no member of the Committee on Rules has been complained to in 
regard to violations of this provision of the rule of 1884. I will say 
that no authorization has been made by the Committee on Rules, as 
at present constituted, in regard to this matter whatever. The rules 
as printed in the Manual forbid the sale of liquors in the Senate res- 
taurant. 

Mr. PLUMB, I want to say now, in respect to that, that I did not 
design to make any complaint against the Committee on Rules. On 
the contrary, they are perfectly entitled to the benefit of the statement 
made by the Senator from Rhode Island. They have had, of course, 
a delicate question to deal with, and one in which they have undoubt- 
edly gone along to some extent with the times, but we have simply 
gone too far, and it only illustrates how impossible it is in a case of 
this kind to go on at all without going too far, but it has come to that 
point now that inevitably this practice ought to be stopped. I have 
no doubt the Committee on Rules will co-operate just as heartily to 
that end as any other members of the Senate. If I have said anything 
which could in any way be construed as reflecting upon them, I wish 
to say distinctly that it was not so designed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I offered an amendment to this resolution providing 
for the examination of the committee-rooms by the Sergeant-at-Arms. 
I did so because we have this periodical exhibition of virtue and tem- 
perance in the Senate, until I am sick and tired of it. I do not know 
how far the Committee on Rules are authorized to go under the pro- 
vision of the Senate rules read by the Senator from Florida, but the 
matter seems to be entirely covered by that rule now. The resolution 
offered by the Senator from Kansas upon the assumption that 
that rule has been violated. 

It would seem, to me if there is any complaint or any cause of com- 
plaint, the proper remedy would be to instruct the Committee on Rules 
to investigate and report to the Senate if its rnles have been violated, 
and, if so, by whom. For one, Ido not intend to pose before the pab- 
lie as having an excessive amount of virtue upon this subject and re- 


1890. 


serve to myself rights which I am not willing accord to other people. 
We get up here and indulge in lectures and homilies upon the subject 
of temperance, and notably when the Army appropriation bill was 
under di on inveighing against the custom and habit of army offi- 
cers in getting drunk, and refused to allow anything to be sold except 
beer in the canteens, and I believe that waseven prohibited in the last 
army bill; and, waiting now until the session is nearly over, we go 
through with this performance. For one, I take very little stock in 
it. I think the rules of the Senate are ample to protect us against any 
infraction of propriety, and if the present keeper of the Senate restau- 
rant has violated those rnles the proper remedy is, as I have stated, 
that a committee of investigation should be ordered, and if he has done 
so he should be held amenable, and not other people. 

This debate which comes on here periodically, as I have stated, cre- 
ates the impression all over the country that this body is composed of 

tlemen who indulge too much in spirituous liquors, as if we were 
all in the habit of drinking, when the truth is, I think I can say with 
safety, that there is as much abstinence in this body as in any similar 
body in the world. That has been my experience here. These dis- 
cussions give currency to the opinion that we are all constantly in- 
dulging too uently in spirituous liquors, I have said, over and 
over again, sir, t with the same number of men anywhere in the 
world, I do not believe you will find as much temperance as thereis in 
the Senate of the United States to-day; and I repeat, if the rules have 
been violated, the proper remedy is to appoint a committee of investi- 
gation or instruct the Committee on Rules to investigate and report to 
the Senate, and see in what respects and how the rule has been vio- 
lated; and if we are going to enforce it as to other people we ought to 
enforce it as to ourselves, Ifthe habit of keeping spirituous liquors in 
committee-rooms prevails, that ought to be stopped. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I quite agree with the sentiments of 
the Senator from South Carolina, but I never at any time introduced 
any resolution or intermeddled with any movement calculated to cast 
a reflection upon the personal habits of members of this body, and I 
do not believe that it properly can be done by anybody in this country. 

So far as I personally have any quarrel with the business of intoxi- 
cation, it is with it as a mass, and not with individuals at all. Ido not 
believe that what we call the temperance reform is promoted by the 
effort to assail individuals, whether their habits may be faulty tosome 
extent or otherwise. It is a great evil which concerns the whole country 
and the whole world, and it has to be fought en masse, aud will have 
to be removed by reaching the fundamental principles involved and 
destroying the traflic at its foundation, which is in the manufacture 
and distribution of the poison. But when others have introduced rego- 
lutions of this kind, which I have sometimes thought were unneces- 
sary, in the nature of a bird befouling its own nest, I have voted one 
way or the other, as the case might be. 

When the Senator from Kansas introduced this resolution upon a 
subject in relation to which I thonght there was plenty of stringent 
law already—and I was not aware of any great and growing abuse in 
this end of the Capitol—it occurred to me that it was time to make 
thorough work and do something and stop posing, and therefore I 

the insertion in that resolution of the words and drinking,“ 
for after all it is the drinking of these liquors which does harm, and 
the words were accepted. Now, those words are somewhat searching, 
taken in connection with the other language of the resolution, for they 
apply to the whole of this wing of the Capitol, including committee- 
rooms and all, and I quite agree with the Senator from South Carolina 
that if there be an evilin the committee-rooms it as much concerns 
the reputation of the Senate and the welfare of the country, and that 
the use of liquor in the committee-rooms should be abolished, because 
what occurs in the committee-rooms is liable to be reflected in the legis- 
lation of the country. It is of comparatively slight importance whether 
a gentleman coming from a distant part of the country, footsore, dusty, 
and weary, comes to the Senate restaurant and partakes of a little of 
that which is to him an invigorating beverage, but it is of importance 
when a Senator of the United States with a befuddled head takes into 
consideration the Federal election bill. 

So, Mr. President, if it is necessary to adopt this resolution at all, I 
submit that the thing to do is to prohibit the drinking and to prohibit 
it in the whole of this wing of the Capitol, and then to reach the Sen- 
ate, and if the Senate is not drinking no harm will be done. But if 
the Senate or any portion of the Senate is drinking, this resolution will 
give us temperance in all legislation, and King Alcohol will not be a 
member of this body, and will not be casting his vote and indulging 
in debate and helping perhaps to bring about that perpetuity of de- 
bate of which we are all so much complaining when we want to pass 
certain bills at the present time. 

I had no idea of undertaking, if it were possible, or of trying to have 
the Senate act on this resolution as though the words I suggested 
were a of it. They were made so, and the record proves it; but 
if any tor misunderstood the action of the Senate, I am perfectly 
willing that they should be stricken out, and whatever action the body 
sees fit to take I shall be entirely satisfied with it, 

Mr, HOAR, I do not know the actual position of this resolution 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Pasco] has asked unanimous consent that it may lie over until to- 
morrow for consideration, on account of the absence of the Journal. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to say a word if the Chair and the Senate 
are willing. I rise simply to express my concurrence with the state- 
ment which the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] has made 
in regard to the Senate. I do not believe you could find in this coun- 
try the same number of men in mature life chosen 

Mr. PLATT. I wish we might bave order. I can not hear the Sen- 
ator, although I am sitting so very near him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts will 
pause until order is restored, The Chair has repeatedly called upon 
Senators to observe order and refrain from conversation. Business will 
cease until silence is restored in the Chamber. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think the principal cause of the disorder is the 
collapse in the roof of the Senate which occurred just now. I do not 
think anybody in the Senate is responsible for that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The disorder has been continuous 
since the gavel fell at 10 o’clock, The Senator from Massachusetts 
will proceed, 

Mr. HOAR, Ido not believe there can be found in the country the 
same number of men of mature or advanced age, chosen on any prin- 
ciple of selection anywhere, whose habits of life are more temperate 
and austere than those of the men who constitute this body. I have 
been an observer of this body and the other House now for a period 
considerably exceeding twenty years, and the habit of hard work, 

to the growth of the country, has been constantly increasing, and 
work with which habits of personal intemperance or self-indulgence 
are totally inconsistent. I have known men—I could name men who 
I think would be willing I should name them, although of course if 
would not bein taste to do so, and I certainly shall not do it— 
who have brought from the activities of life in other pursuits habits 
of self-indulgence in to the matter of the use of ardent spirits 
and who when they came here have abandoned those habits, although 
they were the habits almost of a lifetime. Names will occur of men 
whom we all value and whom we are all so fond of on both sides of the 
Senate, in the present and in the past, to whom the Senate has been & 
place of reform, of change of life in this particular, and any suggestion 
anywhere that the life here is a life of self-indulgence in this respect 
is, according to my observation and belief, absolutely without founda- * 
tion, and I am obliged to the Senator from South Carolina for his em- 
phatic and spirited assertion of that fact. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Floridaasks unan- 
imous consent that the pending resolution and amendment may lie over 
until to-morrow, subject to be called up in the morning hour. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. 


TRIAL OF LIEUTENANT GUY. 
The PRESIDENT pro iempore laid before the Senate the following 
resolution, offered by Mr. PLUME on the 18th instant: 


Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby di- 
rected to make forthwith to the Senate a full and complete report, containing 
copies of all s and complaints, and by whom made, 55 550 Lieutenant 
Guy, of the police force, and of all testimony and statements taken by or made 
to said commissioners, or either of them, concerning such charges, and whether 
said Guy in his trial was informed of all the cl and complaints made 
against by any and ali porous to said commissioners, or ej of them, 
and, if not, the reason therefor, and what action has been taken in said trial or 
otherwise concerning said charge. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. : 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to refer the resolution to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator insists upon that motion I shall not 
object to it, but I want to say to him, as he is amemberof the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, that it was not with any design of eva 
the jurisdiction of that committee that the resolution was offered. 
was told by what I considered to be good authority that one of the 
commissioners, for some purpose not understood, had received certain 
charges against the officer on trial which he declined to let that officer 
see, and there were some other things in connection with it, some of 
which have been uttered in the public prints and others of which have 
been more or less talked about by persons familiar with the affairs of 
the District, which seemed to indicate that some little publicity in re- 
gard to the matter might be good, not only for the case at bar—if I 
may use that term—but for the purpose of the general consideration 
of the question which relates to the reorganization of the police force 
of the District of Columbia and to the relations of the commissioners, 
and more especially the engineer commissioner, to that force as well 
as to the other operations of the District. If the Senator thinks no 
harm will come from the delay I have no objection to the reference, 
but I beg to say to him that if it is to result in anything the resolu- 
tion ought to be passed very soon. : 


ery 

Mr, HARRIS, I desire to ask the Senator from Kansas if he is sat- 
isfied from the information he has received that an officer of 8 
force has been put upon his trial upon charges that he is not allowed 
to see and does not know what they are, 
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Mr. PLUMB. That would be the practical result of it, as I under- 
stand. While it is true that he has been formally upon trial in 
to certain charges, at the same time certain other charges which are 
liable to have their weight in considering the charges upon which he 
is formally on trial have been withheld from him, and there is danger, 

“according to my informant, who is a gentleman of high character, that 
the lieutenant may be impaled nominally upon the horns of the di- 
lemma of charges upon which he is being tried, but really upon those 
which are withheld from him. 

Mr. HARRIS. My question looks to the confidence the Senator may 
have in the information he has received. If he is satisfied from the in- 
formation which he has that the fact as stated a moment since was 
proved, then I shall not ask the reference of the resolution. 

~ Mr. PLUMB. I was thoroughly satisfied with it at the time I 
offered the resolution, and nothing has occurred since to change my 
mind. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw my motion. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The motion to commit the resolution 
is withdrawn, and the question recurs upon agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


SETTLERS ON NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD INDEMNITY LANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed as the conferees on the part 
ot the Senate on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5839) 
for the relief of settlers on Northern Pacific Railroad indemnity lands 
Mr. PLUMB, Mr. DOLPH, and Mr. BERRY. 


THEODORA M. PIATT, 


Mr. TURPIE. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions to re- 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1284) granting a pension to Theodora M. 
Piatt. I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be now considered. 
Mr. HARRIS. Let it be read for information, subject to objection. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for information, 
subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. TURPIE. This bill passed both Houses of Congress at the last 
session and for some reason did not reach the President or receive the 
Executive approval. A Senate bill passed the Senate two or three 
months ago and is still pending in the House. The easiest way and the 
quickest way, under such circumstances, to relieve a case like this, and 
is very much needed, and it will relieve the relict of a very meritorious 
officer and afford relief to a very large family of children, is to pass the 

+ bill. Then we can recall the Senate bill from the other House. 
therefore ask the courtesy of the Senate to consider this bill now. It 
is very brief. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 1284) granting a pension to 
Theodora M. Piatt was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It 
proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Theodora M. Piatt, 
widow of Benjamin M. Piatt, late a captain and assistant adjutant- 
general of United States Volunteers, at $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ADDITIONAL CLERICAL FORCE. 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disa; ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11380) making appropriations 
for additional clerical force and other expenses to carry into effect the act enti- 
tied An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are in itated for 
the formance of manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor 
pear ashi and dependent parents, from July 20, 189), for the balance of the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1891, having met, after full and free conference have 

to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
hat the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 15. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1. 2, 4,6, 10, 11, 12,13, 16, and 17, and agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its d ment tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“Three clerks of class 4; three clerks ofelass 3; four clerks of class 2; and the 
Senate saree to thesame, 

That the House recede from its d ement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the number proposed insert “138; “ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the 


And thechief clerks of the several Executive Departments and of the various 
bureaus and o thereof in Washington, D.C., are hereby authorized and di- 
rected, on application and without compensation therefor, to administer oaths 
of See pcan paar tobe taken on their appointment or promotion.” 

© 


agree to the same. 
Pee W. B, ALLISON, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senalc. 
BENJ. BUTTERWORTH, 
J. G. CANNON, 
Mi 2 Miho part of the Hi 
lanagers on louse. 
The report was concurred in. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE. _ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Moopy in the chair) laid before 
the Senate the amendment of the Honse of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 2979) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi 
River at some accessible point between the mouth of the Illinois and 
the mouth of the Missouri Rivers, which was, on page 1, line 3, to 
strike out the words ‘‘assigns of.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment 
of the Honse of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REMAINS OF GENERAL GRANT. 55 


Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I have received from the Grant 
Monument Association, in New York, a communication in the nature 
of a memorial, and considered so pressing in character that it is sent 
by telegraph. I ask, as it relates to a bill which has already passed 
this House and is pending in the other House, that it may be read, 
and thus go into the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TURPIE in the chair), The 
memorial presented by the Senator from New York will be read, if 
there be no objection. The Chair hears none, and it will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Hon. WILLIAM M. EVARTS, 
Uniled States Senate, Washington, D. C. : 
Whereas the members of the Grant Monument Association lore the re- 
cent action in the Senate of the United States, which if carried to the end would 
result in the removal of the remains of General Grant from the spot approved 
of by him, dedicated by the city of New York and accepted by his Tamils as his 
final resting place; and 
Wheress this committee would respectfully call attention to the fact that the 
remains of General Grant were formally and finally interred at the Riverside 
Park under the most impressive and solemn ceremonials, the President of the 
United States and the Army and Navy officially assisting, it would seem that 
the people of the entire country would look upon an 
moval of the remains as a desecration of the grave of General Grant: T. 


fore, 

Be it resolved, That this committee, in the name of the Grant Monument As- 
sociation and in behalf of the people of the State and city of New York, sol- 
emply protest against this proposed action 8 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded to the Senators from 
the State of New York and to each member of the Congressional delegation. 

W. R. . e 

C. H. T. COLLIS, Chairman Executive Committee, 
R, T. GREENER, Secretary. 

H. L. HOTCHKISS, Treasurer. 


THE REVENUE BILL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there further morning business ? 
If there be none, that order is closed. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of House bill 9416. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce 
the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other x 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed, 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 162, as follows: 

162, Files, file-blanks, rasps, and floats, of all cuts and kinds, 4 inches in length 
and under, 35 cents per dozen; over 4 inches in length and under 9 in 75 
cents per dozen; 9inches in length and under 14 inches, $1.30 per dozen; 14 
inches in length and over, $2 per dozen. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I do not rise to discuss this ticular 
paragraph, but to make some general observations with reference to 

e bill. 

The revenues for the support of the Government are derived mainly 
from duties paid at our custom-houses on foreign goods imported into 
this country, and the laws which fix and prescribe the rates of duty 
to be so paid are called our tariff laws. The tariff bill now before the 
Senate, which the Republican party proposes to enact into law, will, if 
passed, supersede and supplant our existing tariff laws and be the law 
governing the subject. Before going into the discussion I propose to 
present of the merits of this bill, in order toa proper understanding of 
the general subject I will read from a pamphlet of remarkable ability, 
published in 1843 by Governor James Whitcomb, of Indiana, one of 
the most distinguished men of his day and at the time of his death a 
member of this body. Says Governor Whitcomb: 


WHAT IS A TARIFF? 


It is a law of Congress which requires goods landed in our ports or bro’ 
into our country to pay a tax, aud this tax is called a duty. The obj 
such a law is to raise money for the national Treasury, to pa; 
the Government. The goods, when landed, pass through customs hornees ab the 
ports, where they are examined, weighed, measured, or counted by the 
ment officers, who receive the amount of the tax. 

But this tax, although at first paid by the importer of the goods at the custom- 
house, is at last paid by the people. use the higher the tariff or tax isona 
particular kind of goods, the higher must the wholesale importer sell it after- 
wards to makes profit in his business. For instance, if the importer brings in 
cloth for which he gave $l a yard and he wants to make 10 per cent. profit on it, 
he must sell it for $1.10. If the tariff duty, or tax, on it is 100 per cent., that is 
another dollar on the vard, and as he wants to make 10 per cent. on all his out- 
lay, he must sell it for $2.20. This he sells to the Indiana merchant, and the 
8 also wants to make his profil 
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profit on that also, And an additional profit is charged on both cost and tax by 
every merchant through whose hands they afterward pass, until they are at 
last bought for actual use of the retail me: t, who charges his profit at, say, 
from 33 to 100 per cent. on the whole. 

In this manner it is clear that the tax caused pris tariff is always paid by the 
consumer; and that, too, with the addition of profits on the amount of the 


tax al every step. e further the consumer lives from the seaboard, the — 
are the profits which he is compelled to paroa the tax, besides refun g it. 
Fen tax, 3 is swelled much larger to the people of the new States 

to those of the old. 


Hence it is clear that a tariff makes the goods just so much dearer to the peo- 
ple as the tax amounts to, with all the profits added to it. > 

That this is the nature and result of a tariff. all parties admit; and they are 
only mentioned here that what we may say hereafter may be fully understood 
by every person. It is our intention to guard the le against the deceptions 
too uently practiced on this subject, and to enable them to be their own 
judges in a matter which so nearly concerns them. 

To apply this to our own State revenue. If the law of Indiana were to require 
that all the taxes should be paid by the merchants of the State for the privilege 
of selling their goods, it is plain that in selling their goods they would charge 
a profit not only on their first cost and carriage, but on the taxes also. And if 
they charged but 50 per cent. profit, the purchaser or consumer would thus have 
to refund to the merchant not only the taxes by him paid, but 50 per cent, or 
one-third more than the buyer would have had to pay if called on by the col- 
lector. And this is precisely the operation of a tariff tax, excepting that in the 
latter case the goods generally pass through more hands beforethey are finally 
bought for use by the real tax-payer, and there is a fresh profit charged at every 


step. 

very tax is an evil. But so far as a tax is necessary to defray the expenses 
of Government, it isa necessary evil. When such expenses become extrava- 
gant, the additional tax thereby created is an unnecessary and unmitigated 
evil. Itis the duty of Government, therefore, to cut down and retrench its ex- 
penditures as much as possible, so as to lessen the burden of the taxes. 

There has always been a tariff law in the United States, of some kind or other, 
since the first Congress under the Constitution. Noserious proposition has ever 
been made in Congress or by the Government to abolish it. The only contest 
has been between those who are for a high, or (as it is sometimes called) a pro- 
tective tariff, aud those who are for a low or revenue tariff. 


The principles applicable to tariff taxation as expounded in this ex- 
tract are as pertinent to-day as they were when Governor Whitcomb 
wrote in 1843. It will be seen from this clear and logical exposition 
of the subject that the consumers of imported goods, and, as will be 
hereafter shown, of the corresponding goods of domestic manufacture, 

y a price for them enhanced not only by the duty paid at the custom- 
8 but by the profits added by every hand through which they pass 
before reaching them. 

While the duties collected in our custom-houses on foreign goods im- 
ported into this country gre ins into the national Treasury, the price 
to our people of the same articles of domestic manufacture is jncreased 
to the extent of the duty on the foreign article, swollen by the profits 
of all who handle them. The cost of the foreign article wi$h the tariff 
duty added, as well as the intermediate profits, fixes the price of the 
corresponding home- manufactured article to the consumer. On this 

int I read from the celebrated report on manufactures, made in 1832 

John Quincy Adams: 

The doctrine that duties of import cheapen the price of the articles upon which 
they are levied seems to conflict with the first dictates of common sense. The 
duty constitutes a partof the price of the whole mass of the article in the market. 
It is substantially paid upon thearticle of domestic manufacture as well as upon 
that of foreign production. Upon one itis a bounty, upon the other a — — 
and the repeal of the tax must operate as an equivalent reduction of the price 


of the article, whether foreign or domestic. We say. so long as the importation 
continues, the duty must be paid by the purchaser of the article. 


The incidental effect of competition in the market, excited, on the part of the 
domestic manufacturer, by the . — of duty upon the corresponding 
article imported from abroad to reduce the price of the article, must be transient 
and momentary. The general and permanent effect must be to increase the 
price of the article to the extent of the additional duty, and it is then paid by 
the consumer. If it were not so, if the general effect of adding to a duty were 

n which it is levied, the converse of the 
the a for increasing the price of the 
the duty upon the same article imported 
of our internal industry will not be desirous 


to reduce the price of the article u 
— abate would ve to tops 
an experiment which the frien 
of making. Wecan not subscribe, therefore, to the doctrine that the duties of 
import protective of our own manufactures are paid by the foreign merchant or 
manufacturer. 

During the fiscal year ending Jane 30, 1889, $223,832,741.69 were 
collected under our tariff laws at the custom-houses on foreign goods 
imported into this country. This is the entire revenue realized by the 
Government from tariff taxation for that, the last fiscal year. By the 
census of 1870 it was estimated that $4,000,000,000 worth of manu- 
factured products were annually consumed in the United States. In 
1880 it was estimated that between five and six billions of dollars“ 
worth of manufactured products were consumed. The estimate for 
1890 is that the annual consumption of manufactured products in the 
United States is not less than $7,000,000,000 worth, and probably 
more. All these manufactured products, except a little more than 
$400,000,000 worth, which are annually imported from foreign coun- 
tries and on which the duties I have referred to are paid, are home- 
made or domestic manufactures, which I have shown are largely in- 
creased in cost to the people by our excessive tariff duties, which 
increase is received by the manufacturers. 

What is the amount of this increase, this addition te the price of 
our domestic manufactures paid by our people and thus received by our 
manufacturers? While it is impossible to state exactly what it is, an 
estimate which shall approximate correctnessis easily made. In order 
that the calculation may be indisputably within bounds, instead of 
assuming the entire seven billions of manufactured products consumed 
in the United States during the last year, I will take four billions as 
the basis, and, instead of 47 per cent., the average of duties under the 
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exis tariff, I will estimate on the basis of 25 per cent. increase. 
These discounts will meet all the offsets and drawbacks that can 
possibly be claimed; and on this basis the manufacturers received an- 
nually under the tariff a bounty on products of domestic manufacture, 
collected from the people of the United States of $1,000,000,000. On 
this basis for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, the results of taxa- 
tion sone the tariff and the distribution of its proceeds may be thus 
tabulated: 

Revenue received by the Government. $223,832,741. 

Bounty received by manufacturers, 81, 000, 000, 000. 

It follows, Mr. President, that for every dollar paid into the national 
Treasury under the operation of the tariff, about four and a half dol- 
lars go into the pockets of the manufacturers, This vast sum of money 
collected by American manufacturers under the tariff, amounting to 
nearly $3,000,000 for every day in the year, is bounty, is tribute, is 
royalty paid by six-sevenths of the American people to the manufact- 
urers, who, with their employés, constitute the remaining seventh. 
The $1,000,000,000 received annually under existing laws by the man- 
ufacturers as bounty, to be greatly increased if the pending bill is 
passed, is nearly three times as great in amount as the annual sum nec- 
essary to pay all the expenses of every character and description, ordi- 
nary and extraordinary, of the United States Government, including 
pensions, interest on the public debt, and all other liabilities, 

The great war debt of the United States, which reached its highest 
figure on the 31st of August, 1865, amounting at that date to $2,846,- 
020,742.04, is not three times as great as the amount thus annually 
given as a bonus, a bounty under the tariff to the manufacturers, and 
this bounty is increasing as the population, wealth, and resources of 
the country increase. The safety of those who receive this bounty 
lies in the fact that the money is not collected directly from the people 
by the tax-gatherer. If this vast sum was collected annually from the 
people and paid over to a class already the richest and most opulent in 
this country, its monstrous iniquity would be so apparent that its de- 
feat would be assured. It is collected indirectly, but with absolute 
certainty, in the increased prices paid by the people, under the opera- 
tion of the tariff, for every article of manufacture used or consumed 
by them, without exception. No man can or does escape the pay- 
ment of this tax. The Government may fail, by an evasion of the 
revenue laws, by smuggling, by the dishonesty of officials, to receive 
its tariff dues, but the tax for the manufacturer’s benefit is paid as 
certainly as a manufactured article is bought or consumed. 

A system of taxation producing results such as these is an anomaly 
under a Government like ours, which is based on the fundamental prin- 
ciple that all men stand equal before the law, and which has for one of 
its maxims, ‘‘Equal rights forall, special privileges ſor none.“ Anequal 
and just system of taxation which shall distribute the burdens of Gov- 
ernment fairly andindue proportion among the peopleof the whole coun- 
try is the only system which accords with the genius, the spirit, the 
theory of our Government. A law which, like the existing tariff law 
on our statute-book and the still more obnoxious law proposed in the 
pending bill, makes so-called protection,” that is, the payment of 
unearned bounties to manufacturers, the principal and the raising of 
revenues to support the Government a merely incidental is vio- 
lative of every principle of free government, destructive of that equality 
before the law guarantied by the Constitution to American ci 
and subversive of the foundations of popular liberty, in that it enslaves 
the great body of the people to the unrequited service of the manutfact- 
uring class, 

Mr. President, in the construction of the pending bill, the controlling 
consideration seems to have been, not a careful conservation of all the 
great interests of the country, not an equal distribution of the burdens of 
taxation among all the people, not to raise asufliciency of revenue and 
no more than enough for the support of the Government, but, ignoring 
all these, to so use the taxing power of the Government as to build up, 
at any cost orsacrifice to the whole people of this country, the private 
and personal fortunes of that small proportion of the American e 
engaged in manufacturing. The laws on our statute-book were 
placed there in obedience to requirements for revenue of a great war. 
Its authors, as the congressional record shows, repeatedly assured the 
country pending its passage that it was intended to be only tem 
while the pressure of war continued, and would be swept from 
statute-book so soon as the great military and naval operations then 
necessary. would permit. 

More than a quarter of a century has elapsed since the last gun of 
the war was fired, the great army disbanded, and the navy dismantled, 
since profound peace commenced her beneficent reign over our 9 
and yet the American Senate is now considering a tariff bill, 
passed through the House, which raises the taxation of the war tarit 
irom an average of 47 per cent. ad valorem to thatof 51 per cent., 
which is increased to an average of 62 per cent. by the customs ad- 
ministrative bill. The legislative history of this country will be 
searched in vain for any parallel to this bill, not only in the-oppress- 
iveness of the rates of taxation, but in di tions against the 
laboring people, the agricultural class, and the poor, the needy, and 
the humble, and in favor of the rich and powerful. From the first 
schedule in the bill to the this characteristic is found naked and _ 

i An examination of the bill will show universally, almost, 


` 
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that low-priced goods, Aah pa ATA geet fond cele soap e DAN 

le, are selected for the highest and most exorbitant rates of taxation. 
In proof of this, and as a fair portraiture of the bill in this respect, I 
will read from the statements of a number of importers and merchants, 
made before the Senate Finance Committee, all or nearly all of whom 
are Republicans and protectionists and all of whom are experts in the 
matters about which they testify. 

Here is the statement of James M. Constable, of New York, acting as 
chairman of the committee which ap before the Senate Finance 
Committee. Following his statement is that of Henry W. Curtis, of 
New York. Speaking of silk, he says: 5 


We represent $500,000,000 of capital employed in domestic mills, and the em- 
ployment of thousands and handreds of thousands of operatives. 

* * * * * * * 

It is a well known fact to every manufacturer of silk that if a lot of raw silk 
is sent Lo the dyer for the purpose of the production of cheaper articles in silk 
goods, it will return, after that dyeing, from 28 to 30 ounces to the pound; 
whereas that same silk sent to the dyer for the purpose of the production of 
the finer es of silk will be returned at 18 ounces to the pound, ‘Therefore, 
this bill imposes upon the poor le, who use the lowest grades of silk, a 
difference in duty between 30 and 15 ounces to the pound, that diflerence being 
re aa and dye-stuffs, In that feature alone the bill is most irregular and 

ust. 


* 2 „ * - 


Takethe matter of silk and cotlon, Silk and cotton velvet, costing 93 pfen- 
nigs a meter, pays 50 per cent. duty at the present time, and will, under the 
McKinle bill, pay peed per cent. A silk velvet costing 8 francs 25 centimes pays 
to-day 50 per cent., snd under the McKinley bill it will pay 54 per cent. This 
illustrates to you the point that the McKinley bill bears the hardest upon the 
people who can afford it the least. 

Take the item of piece-dyed cotton-back satin, an article which is used almost 
entirely by the poorest classes and gives the Sunday attire to our working girls, 
the r woman's luxury. You take a sixteen cotton-back satin, costing 70 
— naaa to the meter, and to-day it pays 50 per cent. duty, while under this bill 
3 will pay 73 per cent. That is an increase of 45} per cent. in the amount of that 

uty. 

Now, take another article in the same line, costing 1 frane 35 centimes to the 
meter, and it pays 60 per cent. As you go up in value you go down in duty. 
The samo is true of the 24-inch satin now paying a duty of 50 per cent., which 
would be raised to 73} per cent., while the same goods, costing 1 franc 19 cen- 
times, would pay si per cent, under the McKinley tarif bill. 

You take the ordinary ners Hee silk, selling for from 55 to 60 cents a yard, 
costing 1 franc 80 centimes, and it will pay, under the McKinley bill, 60 per cent. 
duty, You take that same article, costing $1.25 a yard, and it will pay 56 percent, 
duty under the McKinley bill, So I might go on through this whole schedule. 
If it is the pleasure of the committee, I canin a very few minutes have prepared 
for them another schedule covering the higher grades of silk, running from 
$1.50 to $2 a yard, which will show that this bill raises, in many instances, the 
duty not at all, and in some cases even decreases the duty. 


Again, a question by Mr. Vance: 

Will you allow me to ask you if you have examined all these schedules, and 
ifthe discrimination against cheaper goods runs all the way through? 

Mr, Curtis, Yes, sir, $ 

Mr. Vance. The ee the price of the goods the lower the duty, and the 
lower the price the higher the duty, all the way through? 

Mr. Curtis. Yes, sir, 


Mr, Isador Straus, of New York City, addressed the committee. He 


says: 
a the McKinley administrative bill, restoring the duty on packages, etc, — 


That is speaking of China and glass and earthenware— 
these industries receive an additional tection to that which they succeeded 
in procuring in the former tariff bill of from 11} to 15 per cent., or, in other 
words, paying a duty of 55 per cent, to-day will have to pay from 66} to 
70 per cent., and goods paying 60 per cent. to-day from 68 to 7 r cent., the 
heavier rates in every case falling on the cheaper goods used by the poorer 


Again, on the same subject, he says: 


Why a specific duty should be levied on articles of the direst necessity which 
are not consumed to any extent by the richer ple in cities who have 2 
o de- 


their disposal, but on the rer classes in the city and the country w 
pend upon a lamp for their fight, ranging from 72 to 450 per cent., certainly de- 
serves explanation. 


Again, says Mr, Strauss, speaking of silver glassware: 
I have alwaysreferred to it as by the dozen. Here is anarticle of silver glass- 


ware which is only bought by the very poorest ple for the purpose of deco- 
rating their mantels for Christmas presents, It is a ridiculously low-priced 


Mr, SHERMAN., What is that worth? 

Mr, Strauss, Thatarticle costs to import it to-day 8 cents a dozen. It would 
cost to import it under the McKinley bill (provided wo have interpreted it cor- 
rectly, and that is doubt, because it does not say whether it is net 
weight or gross weight upon which the duty will be levied, but we have figured 
it both ways), if the duty of 10 cents per pound be on the net weight, that piece 
will cost $1,72 instead of 8 cents a dozen. 


Then he on to show that Jamp-chimneys used by the poorer 
class of people have an enormous duty placed on them under the Mc- 
Kinley 


Statement of Mr. Ernest Werner: 


Mr. Hiscock, Are you a woolen importer? 

Mr. WERNER, No, sir; I am a dealer in woolen goods, domestic and imported. 
My remarks refer entirely to the im: ion of woolen cloth, cassimeres, ete, 

The proposed woolen schedules (H. R.9416) will establish absolutely prohib- 
itive rates on all for men’s wear worn by the masses. 

The turo —— ractically — 5 asy woolen Goth; E parand ete. 4 
costing leas than 80 cents per poun: a 35 cen pound an r cent, a 
valorem), of which there were imported in round ps 


.... NN $713, 000 
—— sevenses: — 214,000 | 1888... 983, 000 
129 314,000 1889. s „+. 1, 000, 000 


paying an average rate of d of 93 cent., the importations of clot 
eassimeres, ete,, costing above SÒ cents rx pound in sp ** 


Statement of Mr. James H. Thorp. He says: 


I desire to call your attention to Schedule L, section 413. The article of silk 

album rings, and in various oth ays, th de 3 
cove! us other w now e Government a 

* the McKinley bill will 

from 73 to 148 per cent., and the latter increase upon the 


giving the control of prices to two or 

Mr. Daniel McKeever, of New York City, makes the following state- 
ment: 

I desire to say a few words to you on the subject of goods for men and 
women’s wear, Schedule K, section 394. Coat-linings are one of the necessary 
things for people who think they have to wear a coat. I present here, and 
will leave with the committee, two samples, both made of the same material 
and both costing the same in England. They cost 10 cents a yard. They are 
32 inches wide. The rate of duty is 78} per cent. at present. One of the arti- 
cles they proposi to raise to 102 per cent., and the other one, under tho Mo- 
Kinley bill, to 155 per cent.; in one case 50 per cent. and the other 100 per cent, 
more than the present duty on precisely the same thing. 

In the summer, or in warm weather, we wear a light coat and we want a 
light lining. In winter time we want a heavy lining. One of the samples here 
weighs 3} ounces to the running yard and the other 3.8 ounces, The extra 
weight is simply to give more warmth to the poor man, because gentlemen who 
ean afford a vey tine coat will not buy a 10-cent article. This addition is made 
by making g s that are over 4 ounces in weight pay 44 cents and 20 percent. 
ad valorem. There is no difference whatever in the samples . 
difference in the weight, and both cost 10 cents a running yard. One is ad- 
vanced from 78} to 102 per cent. and the other from 78} to 155 pos cent. Mr. 
McKINLEY has evidently made up his mind that the poor man, if he wants to 
wear any clothing, shall pay very heavy for it. x 5 1 

The next question to which I wish to call the attention of the committee is 
paragraph 348, relating to cotton corduroy, Of course you gentlemen are aware 
that there is no duty on cotton in this country; but there is a protection in this 
way : Cotton bas got to be shipped away and reshipped here manufactured, 
and that, together with the matter of freight, insurance, etc., equals a duty of 35 
percent, on those goods. It is proposed to make a specific and ad valorem duty, 
so that an article costing 11} cents is raised from 35 per cent. to 70 per cent. an 
increase of 100 percent. ad valorem. As we go along from goods costing 15} 
cents to 17 cents we find that the duty is raised from 35 per cent. to 64 per cent. 
These are cheap goods. When we come to something costing 36 cents, the rate 
is only increased from 35 per cent. to 41 per cent. 


Continuing the discrimination against the poor. 

i now come to Section K, ph 415, relating to velveis, plushies, or other 
pile fabrics in the piece. hese are s that are used for women’s cloaks, 
A mechanic whose wife can not afford a sealskin garment wants to have the 
next best thing she can get. Here is an artiele in which a garment retails for about 
$15 or $16. It isa very good imitation of regular seal. The completed garment 
retails for about $15 or 816. The cost of that in England is $2.50 a yard, and 
the present duty 50 per cent. It is proposed to raise that duty to 225 per cent., 
an increase of 350 per cent, 

* * * * >. * 

The duty is increased from 50 to 90 per cent, in one case and in the other one 
from 50 to 225 per cent. In other words, a man ora woman who can only afford 
to buy a $15 cloak would be compelled to pay a 225 per cent. duty. 


Then again: 
Vere is an article in astrakhan goods, costing 50 cents a yard. It comes under 
paragraph 392. 
Being worsted goods, 
The present duty— 
Says Mr. McKeever— 


The present duty on that is 74 percent. I understand that these goods are 
not made in this country. 


Mr. McKeever says again: 


They are Y generaly worn by the poor consumers throughout this country, 
where they n warni garmenw. They weigh from 24 to 25 ounces per yard. 
They are a heavy, coarse fabric. They have ae duty heretofore, as i say, 
— 72} to 74 per cent., and it is proposed to raise it to 160 and 165, 

ow— 


Continues Mr. McKeever— 
when you get into finer goods costing $2.50, alsoa ph | goods, but used by the 


better class of consumers, on which the duty to day is 61 per.cent., th ropose 
to raise it to 100 per cent., thus discriminating against the eee 


He says: 
I respectfully submit that the rate of duty provided in bill H. R. 9116 on 


plushes, ete., under section 348, is unnecessary, prohibitory in many inst: i 
and discriminates against the poor consumer, ` zá z Wr 
* 


od kd * 

At present the duty on this class of goods (section 348) is from 35 to 40 per cent. 
ad yalorem, which, in the posed rates, will run from 80 per cent. 8 toa 
little over 30 per cent., but here is whore the discrimination comes in, because 
the lower rates would be assessed on the finer goods, while the higher rates 
would be levied on the poor man. 


Again he says: 
rano call your attention tosamples of astrakhan, which T submitted, covered 
y section 

These goods are not made to-dayin this country, although their protection 
is dag! cent. and it is proposes to increase this just 100 8 N 

This class of goods is used altogether by the laboring man, mechanic, or 
farmer, and the same discriminations, previously referred to, apply here. Hence 
the present rate of duty should not be increased. 

I submitted samples of a silk-plush that are dutiable under section 415, 

Tho samples I submitted show that it is N N to raise the rates of duty 
on the lower grade from 50 to 225 per cent., while the finer the goods the less in 
proportion is the duty. 

You will observe here the same discrimination against the workingman, and 
I would respectfully submit—— 


He goes on to propose certain amendments to the section which I 
pause to say have not been made. 

Mr. P. B. Worrall, of New York City, speaking of the matter of 
dress-goods, says: 

This is what we call a cotton-warp cassimere and the woof is made from wool. + 


` 


> * 


1890. 


I 
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which is yo largely from Australia. This is a piece of merchandise, It 
is 45 inches in width and st present costs 18} cents a yard. The present duty is 
68 per cent. and . duty is 104 per cent. t represents a very large 
class of merchandise that is almost universally worn. 

Mr. VOORHEES, a member of the committee, said: 

These tremendons increases are a surprise to me. What reason is assigned 
in the trade, that is, in the business, to —.—— them? 

Mr. WORRALL. It is nothing bat prohibition, It is not protection. 

This gentleman continues: 

Now, there is one extract that I am going to read to you, gentlemen, made by 
aman who is our strongest competitor in the manufacture of these articles in 
the United States of America, e stated to his stockholders in the latter part 
of March, I think—I have no hésitation in giving you the name; it is Mr. 
Whitman, treasurer of the Arlington Mills. At a special meeting of the stock- 
holders held on the 29th of March, 1890, he said: 

“I have been your treasurer for a consecutive period of twenty years. Dur- 
ing this period the average earnings have been 20.8 per cent. upon the capital, 
The earnings of last year were nearly three and a half times those of the 1774 
previous, and there is every indication that the coming year will be one of the 
most profitable in the company’s history.” 


And yet, Mr. President, upon the goods manufactured by this firm 
a great increase of duty was made in this bill. 

There is but one other article— 

Says Mr. Worrall— 


Mr. Vanhorne, of New York City, addressed the committee on the 
subject of common window-glass, which this bill raises from 106 per 
cent. to 120 per cent., an article of universal use and consumption, 
and especially among the poorer and laboring classes of our people. 
Mr. Vanhorne further says: 

We pay better wages than any manufacturer, and employ our men twelve 
months in the year, while no glass factory runs over ten months and few over 
eight months in the year. 

The glass manufacturer needs no further protection, as the present duty is 
moret the total cost of labor. 

Under these circumstances we protest against any increase of duty or any 
further complication in the manner of collecting it. 

Weask,as American citizens, the privilege of embarking in any line of legiti- 
mate conimerece, without having laws enacted with thesole purpose of hamper- 
ing ua for the benefit of any other citizen who does not choose to display our 
enterprise, but who is content to de business only when protected from com- 
petition by the power of the Government. 

We ask that no article be taxed over 100 per cent, on its foreign value. 

Mr. John Gibb, of New York City, also addressed the committee to 
protest against the proposed increase in the rate of duty from 40 to 60 
per cent. on laces, curtains, and embroideries, as provided in the Mc- 
Kinley tariff bill, now before Congress. He says: 

In these goods there is no existing industry to be protected, and in the nature 
of things there can not be any for a great many years to come, 

Mr. Gustav Blumenthal, representing the New York and Philadel- 
phia importers of buttons, says: 

These domestic manufacturers of buttons were, however, smart enough not 
to ask for an average duty of 250 to 800 per cent. on all the buttons imported, 
because this would show how outrageously high this duty would be; but by 
proposing a line of duty of only 1 cent per line, which sounds small, and 25 per 
cent. ad valorem on all hard buttons, and 4 cents per line on all pearl buttons, 
they have succeeded, nevertheless, in putting the average ad valorem duty on 
buttons, as now imported, from 250 to 300 per cent., if not more. Of course 1 
may add that no one expects to import buttons if this bill should pass as it now 
reads. 


He continues: 3 

Ihave a button manufactured in France and on which thead valorem duty 
from Is to 24 line averages 640 per cent. Of course the proposed duty of 4 cents 
per line will stop the importation of any pearl buttons of whatever kind or 
nature, 

A number of large manufacturers of clothing and other articles, rep- 
resented by a committee, appeared before the Finance Committee, from 
whom I will read. Alluding to the duties on spectacles and eyeglasses, 
raising the duties from 45 per cent. to $6 per gross and 35 per cent. 
ad valorem, they said: 

This will make the duties on— , 

Articles costing 10 francs per gross, 335 per cent. instead of 45 per cent. 
Articles costing 15 francs per gross, 235 per cent. instead of 45 percent. 
Articles costing 20 francs per gross, 185 per cent. instead of 45 per cent. 
Articles costing 30 francs per gross, 135 per cent. instead of 45 percent. 
Articles costing 45 francs per gross, 110 per cent. instead of 45 per cent. 
Articles costing 60 francs per gross, 85 per cent. instead of 45 per cent. 


Showing a regular rate of progression from the cheapest article, cost- 
ing 10 franes per gross 335 per cent., down through the higher-priced 
articles, falling as it goes, the highest-priced article bearing the lowest 
duty and the lowest-priced article bearing the highest duty. 

Mr. S. W. Thomas, who appeared before the committee, said: 

The range of duty is from 5i per cent. on the highest-priced goods up to 188 
per cent. on the lowest priced. 

Another witness, referring tospectacles and eye-glasses, gave the same 
testimony that was given by the gentleman from whom I have just 
read. 

Protest of New York importers and merchants against the McKinley tariff bill, 

Among other things they say: 


We contend that the proposed tariff bill in almost all its sections des for 
a higher rate of duty on low-priced and staple articles necessary to the well- 


being and comfort of the people, and thus materially increasing the cost of liv- 
eroan artisan and producer 


jeopardy the sales of our breadstuffs, pro 
manufactures in the markets of the world, thus working an injury which would 
not be felt the merchants alone, but as well by the banks, the business com- 
munity, the ring classes, and the consumers of the country at large. 


The subcommittee on woolens state to the Senate Finance Commit- 


In connection with the foregoing tabulated statement, we wish to say that the 
proposed woolen schedules will establish absolutely prohibitive rates on all 
goods for men’s wear worn by the masses. 


And when these rates are established upon thése worn by the 
masses of our people and foreign competition is excluded, then comes 
the inevitable trust and combination among the manufacturers to put 
the prices up and keep them up. 

The tariff of 1883 was practically prohibitive on woolen cloths, cassim 


eres, 
etc., costing less than 80 cents per pound (rate 35 cents per pound and 35 per 
cent. ad orem), of which there were imported, in round figures— 


Giving a table which I shall not read. After reviewing this subject 
the subcommittee say: 5 2 


Thus it appears that the cheaper e of goods will suffer the worst from 
the proptesd balk: Its provisions will bear with greatest weight on the labor- 
ing classes and will lay its greatest burden on the poor man, 


The subcommittee on hosiery, among other things, state: 


The claim has been for a tariff sufficient to offset the lower wages paid in 
Europe. The rate propo@#ed in the bill in 8 is more than the entire 
inal cost of the material, waste, wages, mill and other expenses of the dom: 
article of average value, 

An increase— 

Say they— 
of the duties on all these goods will produce possibly higher prices for the 
stock on hand fora short while or perhaps for a longer period of time, if the 
Peony manufacturers here form a trust excluding all new mills, and preventing 
them, by reducing their own goods under cost for some time, m pros ng. 
The members of the trust, say ten or twenty, will make handsome p ts, per- 
haps $50,000 each a year, Which would put at best $1,000,000 into their treasury, 
which with most of them is overflowing already. For this one million coming 
to at most twenty men, the whole population of the United „ men, Women, 
and children, would be taxed from 25 to 40 cents a head a year, say 60,000,000, 
supposing that 10,000,000 do not wear any stockings, $15,000,000 to $24,000,000, 


Only twenty menin a concern now interested in this manufacture. ; 


and a tax of from 25 to 40 cents a head per year is levied on 60,000,000 
people to put into the treasury of these twenty men from fifteen to 
twenty-four million dollars per annum ! 

Mr. President, these gentlemen from whose testimony I am reading 
are experts. They know what they are talking about. They are man- 
ufacturers; they are importers; they are wholesale dealers; they are 
merchants of great capital and great experience in trade and commerce, 
and I have been reading what they have said abdut this bill. 

Mr. GRAY. What page is the Senator reading from? 

Mr. COKE. I have been reading from a good many pages, but this 
particular one is page 116, at the top of the page. 

Another gives the rate or per cent. of duty on buttons. He says: 


Pearl buttons (No. 3) which have been 50 per cent, on the proposed new tariff, 
have now, according to an amendment which passed the Haase been putdown 
at 4 cents per line, button measure, thus making the following rates of duties 
on the most important item in the button business, Ona 20-line button of the 
following five qualities, of which the largest quantities are sold, the rates of 
duty would be as follows; 


Superfine, white, two-hole pearl button. 
Fine two-hole pearl button 3 — 
Three-quarters fine, white, two-hole pearl button... 
Half fine, white, two hole pear! button. . 222 
Third quality white, two-hole pearl button z 500 

It is thus, Mr. President, and I challenge any man to deny the asser- 
tion, that we find in every schedule of this bill the very highest prices 
placed upon goods which must be consumed by the poorest people in 
this country. 

Thesubcommittee appointed by the body of merchants from whom I 
have been reading, in reporting on the subject of braid and braid yarns, 
among other things, say: 

Th t forth in th rapae bill 
8 Pealds of the havis kod ower- pelad — r 

On the heavier and lower-priced qualities the rates of duty are pro- 
hibitory absolutely, they say, and what does that mean? It means 
that foreign competition being excluded, the poor people Who consume 
these articles are deliberately bound hand and foot to the trusts and com- 
binations of American manufacturers. 

The rates as set forth in the proposed bill are entirely prohibitory on manu- 
factured braids of the heavier aad lower-priced qualities, which are used en- 
tirely for low-priced goods for the poorer and working classes; the lighter 
den n fine goods are not advanced to any extent to compare with the lower 
grades. 

And the committee file a table with their report to verify what they 
say. 

The enormity of the proposed tariff strikingly appears— 

Says this committee— 
in an item like that of silver vases—in the above table. A glass vase, 2 — 

een 


to resemble a fine china article, will be taxed under the new tariff 334 
while fine china vases will come in under a duty of only 60 per cent. Moreover. 


. 
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the der the indefinite 

Sea save MAS be A 

be specially injured by the change. 
The subcommittee, reporting again on spectacles and eyeglasses, says: 


It will be seen that the cheaper articles; not made in this country, and used by 
the working classes, will be taxed to an extent nearly — 12 Bh ir cost and 
ibiting their sale, whilst as the prices increase the wealthy buyers are taxed 


The committee for the Wholesale Hardware Association say, among 
other things: 

Permit us to call your attention to the discrimination between the weapon 
of the wealthy” and the shotgun ofthe masses, The fine hammerless guns from 
Birmingham and London, costing $60 to $200, will pay from 38 to 45 per cent, 
duty, as against 70 to 100 per cent. on the cheap but reliable breech-loader, 
On tin-plate there is an increase, say this committee, of over 125 per 
‘cent. in the amount of duty to be paid, with not one pound of tin-plate 
ever manufactured for sale in this country and not a manufactory of 
tin-plate in the United States. I mean that not one pound of the tin 
metal has ever been dug ont of the earth and placed in shape for sale 
and exposed to sale in the United States, and there is to-day not a manu- 
facturer of tin-plgte in the United States. One hundred and twenty- 
five cent. duty is to be paid on tin-plate, and then we are informed 
by the Senator from Rhode Island that a duty of 4 per cent. is to be 
added on the im ion of block-tin. 

Mr. ALDRIC Would I trouble the Senator if I interrupted him 
at that point? n 

Mr. COKE. Not at all. a 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish to ask him what authority he is giving for 
the statement that the duty on tin-plate would be 125 per cent. 

Mı. COKE. That is what this committee say. It is an increase, I 
should have said, of over 125 per cent. 

Mr. PLATT. On the present duty? 

Mr. COKE. That is the increase over the prosent rate of duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH, That is not mathematically correct, evidently. 

Mr. COKE, That is the increase over the present rate of duty. 
Some put it at 120 and others at 125 over the present rate of duty. 
There is not a manufactory of tin-plate in the United States and not a 
tin mine that has ever been worked in the United States. 
There is not an article of more universal consumption on the tariff list, 

Mr. President, than this article of tin, and this duty upon it, which 

throws the consumers of tin into the hands of combinationsin the United 
States to put up and keep up its price, is a direct blow at the agricult- 
ural and all other interests of this country. There is no article so uni- 
versally used in this tariff lisz, as L said before, as tin. Every poor 
family in this country uses it. There is nota family in the United 
States, I presume, which in some form or other does not directly or in- 
directly use tin vesseJs of some sort. Our meat canneries, fruit and 
vegetable canneries, and fish canneries use immense quantities of it, 
while it is a material of the first importance for roofing and guttering 
throughout the country. You tax it to exclude foreign competition 

80 that the monopolists can put their price upon it. You tax every 

man, woman, and child in this whole country; you tax every interest 

in this country, in this tax on tin. This report says: 


It seems that the tax of l cent per pound is to be retained until the Ist of July, 
1891, and after that time all gauges from 25 to 20 are to be taxed 21 cents per 
pound, and, as nearly all tin and terne plates come within those gauges, sub- 
stantially that will be the rate of the whole product, Without any increase in 
the consumption, this difference would make an addition to the tin-plate duty 


4 ge me r annum, which would make a total tax of $15,750,000 per annum 
for tho tin-plates needed for this country’s welfare, and, judging from the past 
increase in the consumption, the amount must be lurgely in excess of even these 


enormous figures. This amount isto be drawn from the pockets of the people 
without being needed for Government expenses, and upon the sole proposition 
that by it we shall be enabled to establish a new industry, and eventually su 
ply ourselves with tin-plates manufactured inthis country. Now. multiply this 
amount by the ten, twenty, thirty years or more that these duties will be de- 
manded by the manufacturers, and judge ifitbe wise to buy the industry at such 
a price. 
The report further says: 

The present duty on tin and terne plates is 1 cent per pound, yielding the 
Government from $7,000,000 to $8,000,000 annually. This large amount is taken 
from the pockets of the le unjastly, there being not a box of,tin or terne 
plate manufactured in the Uni States and not one dollar invested for its 
manufacture. : 


In the summary of the objections to the bill by one of the commit- 

tees which appeared before the Finance Committee of the Senate it is 
, said, alludjng to the House bill then before the committee: 

Third. It is unjust. The provisions of H. R.9416 directly discriminate in favor 
of the rich against the poorer classes. This isapparentin almost every schedule. 
Take, for instance, low-priced dress goods. e proposed duty is 120 per cent., 
and the cheapest grades of hosiery would pay about double present rates. The 
farmer and the workingman would be heavily taxed forthe benefit of a com- 
paratively few manufacturers who produce more goods than this country can 
consume, but not cheaply enough to sell to other countries. 

Fourth, It handicaps our trade. 


And it goes on and shows in what way it does this. 

There is a great desl more in this pamphlet that I shall not detain 
the Senate to read. 

Mr. President, the extracts I have read from the statements of these 
experts give a fair sample of the general tenor of this bill in respect to 
its enormous and, for the most part, prohibitory rates of taxation, and 

- in respect to the outrageous discriminations in piling up these rates 


upon goods used in the daily life of the masses of the people, and es- 
pecially of the poorer classes of them—least able to bear the oppres- 


sion. The paradox in this bill is that the only pretext relied on in 
justification of the unprecedented rates of taxation it imposes is that 
they are necessary for the protection of American laboring people, 
when in truth these same ring people are more mercilessly fleeced 
and robbed under its provisions than any other class. Senators who 
support this bill utterly refuse to give any reason for this feature of it, 
and stand mute under the charge made and reiterated daily in this de- 
bate that it loads down the poor with taxation while its burdens on 
the rich are comparatively light. ~ 

` Mr, President, the assertion that the American laboring people are 
the beneficiaries of the high tariff duties is the most transparent pre- 
tense, the most groundless and baseless fabrication, ever invented in 
the interest of greed and avarice. For every dime received by labor 
under the tariff capital receives one dollar. The rich, and not the 
poor, receive the tariff bounties. The increased cost of living by rea- 
son of tariff taxation more than consumes every penny received by the 
toiler under the provisions of the tariff. This has repeatedly been dem- 
onstrated in this debate on the highest official authority and remains 
unanswered. 

As a fair illustration of the operation of the tariff in this regard, Mr. 
Carroll D. Wright, Commissioner of Labor, a most thorough, exact, 
and eminent statistician, a gentleman of the highest character, a Re- 
publican and protectionist, appointed from the State of Massachusetts, 
where he held under the State government the same responsible office, 
he now holds under the Federal Government, who was charged by act 
of Congress with the duty of investigating and reporting upon this sub- 
ject, has reported, after an exhaustive investigation, that all the 
paid in the production ofa ton of steel rails to labor is $1.58, while the 
tariffdaty is$17 perton. Thus while labor receives the pittance of $1.58 
the ¢apitalist who employs the labor receives $15.42. In the pending 
bill the duty on steel rails is reduced to $11 per ton, and if it becomes 
law the laborer will receive 81. 58, while capital will receive $9.42. In 
woolen manufactures the average duty under the existing tariff is 60} 
percent. ad valorem, which is increased through the entire schedule an 
average of more than 50 per cent. in the pending bill, while labor re- 
ceives as wages in this industry an average of only 18 per cent. 

In cotton manufactures, the average duty being 35.64 per cent. ad 
valorem under existing law, it is increased to an average of 38.28 per 
e in the pending bill, while labor receives in wages 21.62 per cent. 
only. 

In metals and the manufactures thereof, the average ad valorem 
duty under existing law being 38.24 per cent., is increased to 51.06 
per cent. in the pending bill, and labor receives 18.77 per cent. in 
wages, i 

In silk manufactures, as was to be expected, as these products are 
almost entirely for the use of the rich, we find in the pending bill the 
smallest increase made in any schedule in the entire tariff list, being 
from 49.61 average ad valorem per cent. under existing law, to 51.01 
percent. In this industry labor receives 22,84 per cent. in wages. 
The figures showing the amount of wages paid inthe industries named 
are taken from official sources, as I will presently show. ‘These lead- 
ing schedules of this bill are mentioned as illust rative of the character 
of the bill throughout, and the simple recital of the facts and figures 
Ihave given exposes and refutes the pretense that its purpose is to 
protect American labor, and shows conclusively that it is a bill framed 
with an eye single to building up the private interests and personal 
fortunes of the owners of capital engaged in manufacturing. 

Indeed, Mr. President, in the discussion of this bill it has been 
boldly announced by those having it in charge that the purpose of the 
bill is to check importation, to exclude foreign goods from competition 
with American products, and that the raising of revenue for the sup- 
port of the Government is a mere collateral incident, that protection 
is its prime moving purpose; and the English and meaning of this is 
that the American manufacturers, combined into trusts which destroy 
competition at home and protected by the tariff against foreign com- 
petition, are left free to compel the payment by our people of any 
price they may choose to place on their products, and to dole out to 
their laborers such wages as their pleasure may dictate. 

Not a day Has passed since this bill has been under consideration that 
Senators on the other side of the Chamber have not been warned that 
when the high and for the most part prohibitory duties of this bill shall 
(as they necessarily will) exclude foreign competition, our people who 
consume manufactured products will be left at the mercy of soulless 
trusts to be plundered at will; but they have been deaf to argument, 
logic, and entreaty alike, as they have adopted paragraph after para- 
graph of the bill in the interest of trusts and monopolies, Non-consum- 
ing labor-saving machinery, the most perfect in the world, admitted 
to be greatly superior to any in 3 turns out 954 per cent. of our 
manufactured products, while only 4} per cent. of them is the product 


of manual labor; yet 62 per cent. ad valorem is the average rate of taxa- 
tion under the tariff and the customs administrative bills, which we are 
informed by the advocates of this bill is levied for the protection of 
American labor against the pauper labor of Europe. 

A continuous stream of 


this same pauper labor is now and has been 


1890. 


for years pouring through our ports at the invitation of our manu- 
facturers to compete in our mills and factories with American labor, 
until the American laborer is a rare exception among the workers in 
these industries. While free trade in labor exists to the fullest and 
freest extent, tariff duties are piled mountain high upon foreign goods 
for the protection of American manufacturing capital. Not one dollar's 
worth of foreign goods can come into this country from abroad without 
paying an exorbitant tariff tax, but laborers by the hundreds of thou- 
sands to displace American Jaborers pour in, The exclusion of the 
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competition of foreign with American capital, while foreign labor is ` 
free to come in, enslaves not only labor, but all the consumers of 
manufactured goods, to the owners of American manufacturing capital. 

I will read some extracts irom a speech made by me in April, 1888, 
in this body on the subject of the wages of labor, which I think will 
show conclusively the falsity of the pretense that this tariff is con- 
structed for the purpose of protecting American labor. I will com- 


mence With a table furnished me by Hon. William F. Switzler, then 
Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, as follows: 


Table of specified manufactures, showing amount of capital, value of materials, amount of wages, and value of product, with the per cent. of material 
and wages, also the average ad valorem rate of duty on similar importations for the fiscal year 1887. $ 


[Compiled from the United States census of 1880,] 


Manufactures. 


— 


Cotton manufactures e... rres serer 
ae manufactures (specific). 
Iron and steel manufactures., 
Hosiery and knit goods. 


Silk and silk goods... 
‘Woolen goods 


Worsted goods, 

Mixed textiles 
‘Woolen and worsted ise 
‘Woolen goods and mixed ma 
Woolen goods, mixed materials, 


a 
„and wo. 


* Cotton cloths, 


+ Woolen hosiery, 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, January 25, 1888. 


Hon. RICHARD COKE, United Slates Senate, Washington City, D. C. 


The figures given in this table may be relied on as being as nearly perfect in 
their accuracy as they can be made, They are compiled from the Census of 
1880, which was taken by Republican officials under a Republican administra- 
tion; and, as is well known, the reports of census were, so far as manufact- 
ures were concerned, furnished by the manufacturers themselves in the differ- 
ent branches of manufacture, just as experts in all other forms of industry 
furnished similar reports, The table embraces the leading articles in the prin- 
cipal manutacturing schedules, and fairly exemplifies the average operations 

the tariff. What do these well-Verified figures furnished by the manufact- 
urers themselyes show? By comparing the per cent. of wages in each of the 
specified articles of manufacture with the ad valorem rate of duty on similar 
articles of foreign manufacture, as exhibited in the two right-hand columns of 
the table, it will be seen that the per cent. of tariff tax or duty on the foreign 
article is from one and a half to four times as great as the per cent. of wages 
expended in the manufacture of the domestic product. If, as is unquestionably 
true, the duty on the foreigu article is added to the price of the corresponding 
domestic product when sold to our people, then the capitalist, the manuſact- 
urer, the men who bire and employ labor realize through the tariff from one 
and a half to four times as much as the laborer receives. They become rich, 
while the laborer remains poor. 

Take the article of cotton cloth, the second item in the table just read—wages 
21.88 per cent. and the tariff duty 45.49 percent. A lot of cotton cloth of the 

me cost of $100 would represent for the wages pai out in its manufacture 

88, while the tariff duty on the corresponding foreign article would enable 
the owner lopys the domestic product on the market at $145.49, Again, take 
iron and steel manufactures. As stated in the table, wages nre 18.77 per cent.; 
duty on the foreign article 40.92 per cent. A lotof iron and steel, or either, of 
the prime cost of $100 would represent, according to these figures, $18.77 for the 
wages paid out for its manufacture, while the tariff duty on the foreign article 
ofthe same quality would enable the manufacturer to sell the domestic product 


at 8140.92. 
So with woolen goods and worsted Ronde per cent, of wages 16,08, tariff duty 
.21, Woolen goods of the cost value of $100 would repre- 
sent $16.08 of wages paid out for their manufacture, whiie the tariff duty on the 
foreign article would enable the owner of the domestic product to price it to cus- 
tomers at $167.21; and so on through the more than four thousand duty-paying 
articles on the tariff-list we find the per cent. of duty on the foreign article, 
which fixes the price at which the corresponding domestic article is sold to our 
people, from one and a half to four times, running as high frequently as seven 
or eight times; us greatas the per cent. of wages expended in the manufacture 
of the domestic product, I repeat that the figures from which these conclusions 
are drawn were furnished to the officials who took the last census by the manu- 
facturers Ives, aud can therefore not be charged to have come from an un- 
friendly source. : 

I have before me a table made in 1878 by Hon. H. O. Burchard, then a distin- 
guished member of Congress from Ilinois, and afterwards Director of the Mint, 
and a life-long Kepublican, which places the per cent. of wages paid out in the 
manufacture of the following products as follows: 

“Textiles, 19}; cottons, 22; woolens, 172; silk, 16; steel, 17." 

The table furnished from the Bureau of Statistics which I have commented 
on, although compiled from the censns reports of 1880, it will be seen is almost 
identical in its statements of ths per cent. of wages in manufactured products 
with that of Mr. Burchard, made two years before the census of 1880 was taken, 
afact thoroughly corroborative of its accuracy and correctness. 

There is no rale of reason, no principle of right, no consideration of expe- 
diency which under any theory of government or political economy, without 
reference to the question of revenue, would justify, for protection of manufuct- 
urers, an peeve of tariff duties greater than the difference between the wages 
paid by American manufacturers and those paid by their loaning prinipali 
competitors in Euro; And it is upon the proposition to so ust the 
tariff duties as to enable the manufacturers to pay this difference that the high- 
tariff people have planted themselves in their d of the question 
fore the country. Our first tariſflaw, passed in 1789, with an average ad valorem 
duty of St per Sens N Yapoveny to ra per aal by = enactment of the 
following year, and in to per cent., was confessed jeated upon 
the idea cee between 


on foreign article 


simply g up to our manufacturers the 


Per cent. 
$113, 765,537 | $45,614, 419 | $210, 950, 383 40.17 
102,206,347 | 42,040,610 192, 090, 110 45.40 
8, 028, 621 9, 144, 100 21, 154, 571 59.14 
191,271, 150 | 55,476,785 | 296.557, 685 40.92 
13,210,951 | 6,701,475 29, 167,227 { — 
af * „ * 
22. 407. 101 9,146,705 40. 088, 045 60.00 
100,845,611 | 25,836,392 180.606.721 e 
23.012 8.688.027 33.540.542 i 
37.227.741 | 13,316,753 | 66.221. 708 254.20 
123,658,239 | 31,519,419 156, 67,21 
073,362 | 39, 153, 145 70 


i 
f 
i 


WM. F. SWITZLER, Chief of Bureau. 


American and European wages, and the successive increases of the average 
from that day to this simply represent the success which organized al- 
achieves through log-rolling processes in legislative bodies. our 
early tariffs were our industries were in their anay. We had neither 
eapital, machinery, nor skilled labor, and were surrounded by all the hard con- 
ditions which usually attend infant beginners, yet average duties of 8}, 11, and 
13} per cent. on foreign imports were considered amply protective of our 
incipient industries in affording to our manufacturers abundant means of reim- 
bursing themselves for the difference between the high American and low Eu- 


ropean wages. 
Since that time all the conditions bave changed. Our industries have grown 
into the most robust and vigorous maturity, In 1880 it was admitted Ey the 
London Times that the agrregme value of American manufactured products ex- 
ceeded the te of British manufactures by more than one thousand mill- 
ions of dollars worth, and the proportion must be m now. The con- 
centration of capital in the United States is now confessedly as great as in 
England, and greater than in a other country in the world except England; 
and this means that the productive capacity of our ple, that is, of our lahor, 
is the greatest of any country in the world, and while nominally higher wages 
may be paid here than elsewhere, that capital reaps a r re bere than 
in any other 8 because the labor is the most efficientand produces greater 
results than any other in the world. 

In a letter written by Hon. Wictiam M, EVARTS, then Secretary of State, and 
now à distinguished member of this body from New York, dated May 17, 
transmitting the reports of American consuls on the state of labor In Europe, 
the honorable Secretary, in an enumeration of his conclusions drawn from these 
reports, on page 36, says: 

“9. Thattheave American workman performs from one anda halfto twice 
as much work as the average European workman, This is so important a 
point in connection with our ability to compete with the cheap manufactures 
of Europe, and it seems on first thought so strange, that I will trouble you with 
somewhat lengthy quotations from the reports in support thereof.” 


The honorable Secretary then proceeds to quote at len from the various 
consular reporis in support of his 8 and establishes it conclusively. 
The conclusion of the tary 


broad and Gr and embraces every 
branch and character of industry. On the same line an In veridcation of the 
opinions of Secretary Evarts, I read from the letter of Hon. James G. 
introductory to the report of consuls in Europe on the cotton-goods trade of the 
world, atos June 25, 1881, when Mr. Blaine was Secretary of State. He said, 
on page 95: 
“In commenting on the strikes then imminent in Manchester, Consul Shaw, 
in the report transmitting the foregoing table, says: 
»The plea that the factory operatives are now receiving higher wages in 
proportion to the time they work than American operatives is 9 made 
y manufacturers here, and this, together with increasing financial distress 
among mill-owners, is gradually allaying the discontent among operatives.“ 
Again the honorable Secretary says: 
The hours of labor in the Lancashire mills are 56, in the Massachusetts mills 
6) per week. The hours of labor in the mills in the other New England States, 
where the wages are generally less than in Massachusetts, are usually 66 to 69 


per week. 

“Undoubtedly the brs oa in the wages of English and American opera- 
tives are more than equalized by the greater efficiency of the latter and their 
longer hoursof labor. If this should prove to be a fact in practice, as it seems 
to be proven from official statistics, it would be a very important element inthe 
establishment of our ability to compete with England for our share of the 
cotton goods trade of the world. 

“In the two prime factors which may be said to form the basis of the cotton 
manufacturing industry, namely, raw material and labor, we hold the advan- 
tage over England in the first, and stand upon an equality with her in the second, 

~ Having the raw materials at our doors, it follows that we should be able to 
oonvert it into . things else being equal. with 


more economy and 
facility than can be done 


gland, which op emi dear cotton and then manu- 
din, 


factures it in her mills, The ex ot han: , transportation, and commis- 
sion must be an important item in this regard as compared with our turning in 
the fiber from the cotton-fields to our mills and shipping it in the advanced form 
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of manufactured goods. Add to this the fact that it costs us no more 
to handle and manufacture the same than it costs in England, and we stand on 
an undoubted equality thus far in the race of competition.” 


And yet, Mr. President, this bill imposes, I believe, an average dut: 
of 50 per cent, ad valorem upon the importation of cotton goods. Ias 
the Senator from lowa if that is not true? 

Mr. ALLISON., On cotton goods? 

Mr. COKE. On cotton goods. 

Mr. ALLISON. On some few classes. 

Mr, COKE. I think it is an average of 50 per cent. 

Mr, ALLISON. No, I think not. I think it is not so high. 

Mr. COKE: 


These opinions of Mr. Blaine, as well as those of Mr. EvArts, both high pro- 
tectionists, are elaborated in letters exhaustively reviewing the statistics of 
labor in Europe furnished by consular experts under their immediate super- 
vision and control. It does seem that the testimony of these great Republican 
lea , possessed of the highest and most authentic information, ought to be 
conclusive as to the point on which they speak. superior intelligence, 
alertness, and efticie: of American labor are confessed frankly in Europe, 
and nobody, either in Europe or America, controverts the fact that in a given 
number o! days’ or hours’ work the American laborer 8 for his em- 
pore much greater results than the European laborer. his fact being borne 

n mind in determining the difference between Euro and American wages, 
it will be seen that in many instances the difference is in favor of the European 


hi, vp eni given by Mr. Blaine in the cotton goods manufacture is only 
one of hundreds that can be cited to the same effect, and it is the deliberate 
judgment of many thoughtful men who have given great study and investiga- 
tion to this subject that, judged by its value in the products it turns out andthe 
time for which it is paid, American labor, on an averago, is no better paid than 
the English. Wages in England, whence comes the only competition feared 
by our manufacturers, are stated by Mr. David A. Wells,and the statement was 
indorsed as correct by General N. P. Baxxs, of Massachusetts, and Mr. Burch- 
ard, of Illinois, both distinguished Republicans and protectionists, to be lower 
than the wages paid in the United States by from 25 to 50 per cent. 7 

While I believe this statement utterly disproved by the testimony already 
read of Secretaries Blaine and Evarts and much other testimony that can 
be produced, and notably by that of Robert Howard, of Fall River, Mass., an 
expert of the highest character, intelligence, and experience, and that of Will- 
iam Mather, of Manchester, England, who was in this country on the authority 
of the royal commission on technical education prosecuting inquiries into the 
facilities of our people for industrial training, both of whom were examined 
by the Senate Committee on Education and Labor in 1885, and whose testimony 
may be found in the third volume of testimony published by that committee, I 
will for the urpose of this argument assume it to be true, Recurring to the 
table froin t ureau of Statistics, 21.62 per cent, of the entire cost of cotton 
manufactures represents the wages paid out for labor expended in the manu- 
facture, Ifthissum is 50 per cent. greater than is paid in England for the manu- 
facture of the same goods, then one-half of that sum, or, discarding fractions, 
II per cent. of the entire cost of the goods would pay the difference between 
the American and English wages. 

By the same table 18.77 per cent. is represented to be the proportion of wages 
paid in the manufacture of iron and steel. If this proportion of wages exceeds 
the proportion of wages paid in England for the manufacture of iron and steel 
by 50 per cent., then one-half of that per cent., or, discarding fractions, eee 
cent, would pay the difference between American and English wages, The 

roportion of wages, as shown in the same table, to be paid out in the manu- 
— of woolen goods being 16,08 per cent., one-half of that per cent., or 8 
38 of the value of the goods would pay the 50 per cent, difference be- 

ween English and American wages,and so through the tariff-list. It is per- 
fectly clear that a tariff averaging 10 per cent. would abundantly reimburse our 
manufacturers the alleged difterence between American and European wages. 
A tariff of 15 per cent. average would be highly protective, while a tariff aver- 
aging 20 per cent. would pay back to the manufacturer every dollar he pays out 
for wages and more, besides equalizing in the matter of interest American 
with English capital, if not already equal. 

If the testimony of two such eminent ministers of state as were Mr. Blaine 
and Mr, Evarts, both speaking inst the interest of their party and against 
the policies which as h gh protectionists they advocated before and have advo- 
cated since, is worth anything, there can be no question that my conclusions are 
greatly more favorable to the manufacturers than they should be; and these 
show that of the 46 per cent. average tax paid by our people under our tariff the 
American laborer receives at the furthest only 10 per cent., while the manufact- 
urer pockets the other 36 per cent. The laborer who consumes his wages in 
living and never’has anything left over at the end of the year, while he receives 
10 per cent. of the tariff subsidy, finds the cost of his living increased 46 per cent. 
by the tariff, 

$ * ` * * * 


. 
In senang the difference between American and European wages, it must 
be borne in mind that only 44 per cent. of our manufactured products are made 
by hand labor, the balance being made by steam and machinery. England is 
the only country in Europe making the same low per cent. by hand labor, 
while Austria makes 29 per cent., Italy 34 per cent., Spain 23 per cent., and 
Portugal 42 per cent, by hand labor. 

It is admitted on all sides that we are twenty-five years ahead of the most ad- 
vanced nations in Europe in mechanical! appliances and labor-saving machinery, 
through which manufactures are so much cheapened, Nor must the fact be 
overlooked, adverted to a moment ago, that England is the only other country 
in the world possessing an equal concentration of capital with this, on 
this point from Wealth and Progress, by Mr. George Gunton, a recent publica- 
tion of great ability and merit, as follows: 

“In this country and in Bopand, where the concentration of capital is the 

in the world, the productive capacity per oe is nearly two anda 

f times that of the average in continental countries, five times as large as that 

taly, Spain, and Portugal, and twelve times that of China and Indis, and 

the income per capita is about thirteen times as great as that of India and China, 

six times that of Italy, Spain, and Portugal, and more than twice that of the 

average on the Euro Continent, and the general rate of wages in England 

is ten times that of Asia, and nearly double that of continental Europe, while 

in this country it is about fifteen times that of Asia, and within a fraction of 
three times that of the average on the Continent.“ 


Mr. President, England’s wages are ten times those of Asia, nearly 
double those of continental Europe, while ours are fifteen times 
those of Asia, and within a fraction of three times the average on the 
Continent. England scours all the seas of the world for her raw ma- 
terial and carries it home in her ships. She sends to America for our 
cotton, she searches the world for the bread and meat to feed her opera- 


tives, and pays the wages I have stated in the midst of the pauper 
labor of Europe, and undersells all Europe in their own markets. 


wages at $3.84, it is $40 per capita. In ce, with wages at $5, the pos bo in- 
vested is about $1,010 per capita; and in England, with wages Curie per weck, 
it is $1,300 per capita, d lives under absolute free trade, poys the bhigh- 
est wages of any count n the world outside of the United States, and 
reason of her concentration of capital and her machinery, in the first of whi 
she is fully equaled and in the last greatly su by the United States, in- 
stead of asking protection against the pauper labor of her neighbors, undersells 
them in their own markets. 


In 1880 the London Times admitted that the manufactured products 
of the United States exceeded those of the United Kingdom more than 
one thousand millions of dollars’ worth annually, and this excess must 
since that time have doubled or trebled, yet the Republican party con- 
tinues, on the false and frandulent plea of a necessity for the protection 
of American manufactures against European competition, to raise our 
tariff duties higher and make the prices of all manufactured products 
dearer to the American people who are compelled to buy them. The 
infant industry“ argument, through which for one hundred years 
Government bounties to manufacturers were sustained, having become 
palpably absurd in view of the undenied fact that this is the greatest 
manufacturing country in the world, the advocates of a high tariff next 
fell back upon the position that high protective duties were needed to 
reimburse the manufacturers for the difference between the alleged high 
wages paid in this country and thelow wages paidin Europe; and when 
met upon that ground with indisputable evidence that average duties 
of 15 per cent. would more than make good this difference, and that a 
tariff of 20 per cent. average duties would more than pay back all the 
money paid out as wages by our manufacturers, boldly throw off the 
mask, and claim the right to make a prohibitory tariff to exclude the 
competition of foreign goods and subject the whole population of the 
country to the unrestrained power of manufacturers and their combi- 
nations and trusts, which destroy internal competition, to make such 
exorbitant and extortionate demands for manufactured products as they 
see fit to dictate. 

Securely intrenched behind the power to extort from the American 
people unearned tribute of more than one thousand millions of dollars 
annually, rolling in wealth of which they have robbed the people un- 
der the forms of law, the manufacturing plutocracy have been able 
with their enormous gains to furnish the money with which the ballot 
has been corrupted, the will of the people overthrown and suppressed 
and the party which legislates in their interest has been maintained 
in power, It is believed that the history of the world shows no in- 
stance in which the powers of government have been so perverted to 
the enrichment and aggrandizement of a favored class 5 the spolia- 
tion and oppression of the great mass of the people so open, so glaring, 
so defiant as this. In defiance of that great maxim of free govern- 
ment, that no tax can be lawfully imposed except for a public purpose, 
the manufacturers are made gatherers of taxes without limitation as 
to amount from the whole people for their own private and individ- 
ual benefit. They claim the right and assert the power, which a Re- 
publican Congress yields unhesitatingly to them, to tax all the people 
of the United States for their own enrichment and to insure the suc- 
cess of their private business. 

In order to exclude foreign goods and prevent any interference with 
a monopoly of what they call their home market,” at their demand 
Congress has by tariff legislation built a Chinese wall around the - 
country, and the pending bill is intended to make that wall higher, so 
that it can not bescaled. They claim that American people are their 
own,” that the right to sell manufactured products at such prices as 
they choose to put on them to the 65,000,000 of people in this coun- 
try belongs of right and inalienably to thenf, and is not to be inter- 
fered with by foreigners who weuld sell our people cheaper goods. 
The tariff wall built around this country, while keeping foreign goods 
out, at the same time keeps our productions in. In order to sell we 
must buy, and if we would buy we must sell. International com- 
merce is barter, is exchange of commodities, It would drain the rich- 
est country on earth of its money and leave it in a condition of finan- 
cial collapse to have to pay for its imports from other countries with 
gold and silver, because the gold and silver, the money in any named 
country, is just what its own people need in domestic commerce, 

Hence the necessity, if we would sell our products, that we must be 
willing to buy something of what weneed from others. Our tariff for- 
bids this in a great degree, for it is in many respects prohibitory. It 
does not permit us to barter or exchange products with other countries, 
If a ship-load of cotton or corn or wheat is sent, say, to Liverpool, we 
mustsell for money, because, if we exchange for English products, when 
we bring them home we must pay a penalty of 62 per cent. ad valo- 
rem at our custom-house before we can land them. e can not afford 
the loss this would entail, and therefcre would have to demand money, 
which would not be paid if it were possible for the Englishman to get 
along without our produce, or if he could find anybody elsé ha 
such produce for which he could exchange or barter his own products. 
Our tariff legislation makes barter or exchange between our country 
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and other countries in great part impossible. The high - tariff advocates 
not only admit but boldly declare that they seek to check importation 
of foreign goods, and have constructed the pending bill with an eye 
single to this purpose, 

So flagrantiy apparent and obvious is this, that all Europe, in every 
ible manner, is devising ways and means of retaliating upon us, 
use the pending bill is universally regarded as a declaration of 

commercial war against the worid, of non-intercourse with the other 
nations of the earth. There is not a nation in the world that is not 
now and bas not been, since the imposition of our high and almost pro- 
hibitory war tariff, straining every nerve to make itself independent 
of us for bread and meat and other agricultural supplies, and the suc- 
cess of the effort is seen in the constantly decreasing amount of our 
agricultural exports and in the low prices they command in the mar- 
kets of the world. Between 75 and 80 per cent. of our exports are 
agricultural products, For all they buy the farmers are compelled to 

y prices advanced by 47 per cent. under existing tariff taxation, and 
F ihis bill is passed this advance is to be increased to 62 per cent. ; and 
while thus fleeced at home their products alone bear the whole brunt 
of European retaliation brought about by the high protective tariff. 

Is it wonderful that unparalleled depression should exist in the prices 
of farm products and the value of farm lands under conditions like 
these? The manufacturer may with perfect impunity declare com- 
mercial war and non-intercourse with the world, for he has his home 
market,’’ where he holds with his trusts and combines an undisputed 
monopoly, where under this bill his products may be marked up to 62 

cent. above all cost and a reasonable profit on that; but the farmer, 
The price of whose surplus product in the foreign market fixes and es- 
tablishes the price ot that sold in the home market, is very differently 
situated, as he has long since discovered. The manufacturer profits 
by the mistortunes of the farmer, whose products he has by the high 
tariff in a great measure cut off trom a foreign market and thrown back 
on a glutted home market, in having cheap food furnished his em- 
ployés and their families; and while he gains on all sides by the tariff 
the farmer loseson all. Compelled as he is to sell his products in com- 
petition with those of the lowest-priced laborin the world and not per- 
mitted to buy except in the highest-priced market in the world, the 
farmer finds himself bowed down with burdens almost too great to be 
borne. 

Mr. President, the robbery of a high tariff and that of silver demon- 
etization, both perpetrated and maintained by the Republican party, 
have together reduced the American farmer from his former high posi- 
tion to the hard conditions which now surround him. The silver bill 
passed at this session of Congress, which distinctly completes the de- 
monetization of silver in repealing all law providing for itscompulsory 
coinage and relegates silver to the condition of a commodity to be 
bought and sold in the markets and stored in warehouses, and this 
in defiance of a universal demand by the American people for its free 
and unlimited coinage into money to impart value to property and all 
the products of labor, together with the pending tariff bill about to be 
passed, is a bold avowal that the American farmer is to remain in his 
present condition of vassalage, and continue to raise cheap food for our 
protected manufacturing nabobs and their employés, and that, how- 
ever overstocked and glutted the home market may be with his prod- 
ucts, he is to be forbidden to carry them to a foreign market. Let the 
farmers of America listen to what the report of the Senator trom Rhode 
Island accompanying the tariff bill of 1888, made by direction of the 
Senate Finance Committee, has to say on the subject, and answer if I 
have overstated the deplorable results to follow the line of policy being 

ursued towards them. I read from Part I, Tariff Testimony, Finance 

‘ommittee United States Senate, 1888-189, page 24, as follows: 

The competition e e Adaren has been developed in India, South 
America, Australia, and in the British ions in North America is likely 
to make unprofitable the production of this cereal for exportation by our peo- 
ple, and to cause the wheat-grower of the Northwest to look toan enlargement 
of the certain and remunerative home market. This enlarged and protitable 
market can only be secured by increasing the number of ple engaged in 
other than agricultural pursuits and by furnishing to all increased employ- 
ment without diminution of wages. To cripple our manufacturing interests 
and reduce the purchasing power of our workingmen will result in augment- 
ing the number of competitors in the field of agricultural production, and the 
increased supply could in that event only find a market in Europe by enforced 
competition with India at ruinous prices. Wheatcan now be laid down in Liv- 
erpool from the central provinces of India at as low a cost for transportation as 
from Chicago, and Indian wheat can be delivered in New York at less cost for 
transportation than from the wheat-flelds of Dakota. 

It is for the highest interests of the American farmer that the number of our 

food consumers rather than of food producersshould be increased and that the 
general prosperity of all should be secured, It is true that the decline in prices 
of icultural products has been very great, but the value of these when meas- 
u by the value of clothing, farming utensils, or other necessaries of a farmer's 
life is much greater now than in any of the years preceding 1369. 


This deliberate declaration of the Finance Committee of the Senate 
needs no comment. It throws up the sponge for the American farmer. 
It says there are too many of them; that they overproduce; that wheat- 
raising is unprofitable; that our farmers can not stand the competition 
of South America, Australia, India, and the British possessions of 
North America, where there has been of late great development in 
wheat-growing, and declares that India can furnish wheatin New York 
ata smaller cost of transportation than can the magnificent wheat- 


fields of Dakota. It declares that the days of wheat exportation to 

foreign markets are numbered, and that American farmers must look 

hereatter only to the overstocked home market for the sale of their 

surplus wheat, and this means that they must pay 62 per cent. average 

advance upon all the manufactured products used by them and raise 

coc pence for the manulacturers at prices far below the cost of pro- 
uction, 

As it is with wheat, so it must logically be with corn and beef, pork, 
ete. Our meats are on one pretextor another virtually tabooed in 
England, France, and Germany through the onerous and almost pro- 
hibitory restrictions imposed upon theirimportation. The tive 
Assembly of France within three months past had pending before it 
and under discussion (with what result I am not informed) a bill im- 
posing a heavy duty on corn meal; and has now under discussion, as 
we were informed by the press, a bill virtually prohibiting the importa- 
tion of our pork and beef. Everybody knows that the crowded popula- 
tions ot the European states need our meats and breadstuffs, and in- 
stead of prohibiting and hindering their importation, as they are now 
and have for a number of years past been doing, would encourage it in 
every possible way if we were willing to make fair exchanges with 
them. 

Our neighboring Republic of Mexico, in which a fine market for agri- 
cultural as well as manufactured products has been growing up, in con- 
sequence of the illiberal tariff policy of our Government under the 
present Administration in respect to the admission of her lead ores so 
much needed by our smelters, which policy is reaffirmed in the pend- 
ing bill, has retaliated upon us, as we are informed by the public press, 
by the imposition of prohibitory duties upon our agricultural Sak aeng 
No country in the world will take our agricultural surplus, our meats, 
and breadstuffs, badly as they are needed, unless driven to it by inex- 
orable necessity, while our prohibitory tariff establishes almost an em- 
bargo on all importations from abroad. 

The unprecedented development of wheat production in India, Aus- 
tralia, South America, and the British North American ns 
in the last fifteen years, referred to in the report of the Senate Finance 
Committee, is one of the direct results of our high-tariff poliey, which; 
while our country was the granary of the world, ruthlessly sacrificed 
the interests of our farmers, and drove from our shores the ships which 
came to take at high prices all their surplus, and compelled their cus- 
tomers to seek what they were bound to have in other countries, Our 
high tariff and the demonetization of silver, both passed in the inter- 
est of the capitalistic and manufacturing classes, made possible and 
rendered a necessity the independence ot the world of our farmers for 
food products. India, whose wheat-producing developments is so con- 
spicuously mentioned in the report I have read from, never exported a 
bushel of wheat to England until 1874, one year after the demonetiza- 
tion of silver in the United States, and then less than 100,000 bushels. 

The United States was then exporting more than 150,000,000 bushels 
of wheat at an export value of $1.20 per bushel; whereas India now 
exports 50,000,000 bushels annually, while the wheat exports of the 
United States have fallen to about 44,000,000 bushels, at an export 
value of 90 cents, and are still decreasing. The superiority of the 
wheat produced in the United States over that produced in India and 
South America, is such that under the equal conditions which would 
be brought about by a tariff constructed for the sole purpose of raising 
revenue for the support of the Government our farmers would at once 
regain their former precedence in the markets of the world. If the 
embargo upon the exportation of their products created by our excess- 
ive and oppressive tariff legislation were removed, and fair trade and 
friendly exchange with foreign countries restored as they existed under 
Democratic rule, and our farmers given a chance to reap in the markets 
of the world the just reward of their labors, their old-time prosperity 
and independence would return to bless and build up our country and 
distribute more equally its wealth. 

The farmers are gravely informed in the Senate committee report 
from which I have read that they overproduce. Do not the manu- 
facturers overproduce? Do they not every year, in order to prevent a, 
reduction of prices in the market from overproduction, cease tions 
for sixty or ninety or a hundred and twenty days, and frequently more? 
Do they not combine and agree to produce far short of their capacity 
for the same purpose? Is it not notorious that the excess of th 
duction over the demands of the home market is constantly shipped 
abroad and sold largely under the prices exacted from the American 
people? If these things be true—and nobody doubts them; they are 
admitted to be true—why continue to tax the people oppressively to 
encourage still further and more excessive production of manufactures? 
Why not reduce the tariff tax and give the farmers a breathing spell? 
The farmers are advised in the report reterred to that they are not able 
to compete with foreign countries in wheat-growing, and their only 
hope is to rely on the home market.“ 

Coming from a political party whose tariff and money policy com- 
bined bas utterly destroyed the farmers’ foreign market for that portion 
of his production which the home market can not consume and will 
not take, this advice reaches the very climax of audacity. The home 
market” has for fifty years been the broken promise of high-tarift ad- 
vocates, and seems as far off as ever. Under the restrictive and exclu- 
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sive tariff policy of the Republican party, if it is ever realized, it will | ‘The farmer is therefore put in this crushing dilemma, that he has to sell his 
be at some indefinite time in the dim and distant future, after the Gots at the lowest word's prices, while he has crete aa e Eai 


farmers have been stripped of their ons, after farm mortgages 
have been toreclosed, and their lands have passed into the handsof the 
tax-gathering plutocracy and their sons have become mere tenants on 
the broad acres they should have inherited from their fathers. Ask 
the farmers of New England, of New York, Pennsylvania, and New 
Jersey, . and in the midst of every ſorm of manufactur- 
ing industry, what the ‘‘ home market of the high-tariff protection- 
ists means. They will point you to land values decreased from 25 to 

4 50 per cent., to m ged farms, and in the New England States to 
farms which can not be sold for the cost of the buildings on them—to 
farms with the best of improvements on them which are vacant and 
untenanted, and can not be sold at any price. 

Let our American farmers read the official reports of the condition of 
agriculture in New England, and remember that the farmers there 
were deluded with the hope of a home market while being taxed to 
build up and support manafactures, exactly as our farmers are being 
deluded now, and after fifty years of high protection the manufacturers 
‘are found in possession of all the wealth of the country, while the im- 
poverished farmer is eking out a bare subsistence, or has been forced to 
go West, leaving his farm vacant, because nobody wants it and he can 
not sell it, It gives me no pleasure, Mr. President, to refer to these 

x well-verified facts, but justice to the people ef our country requires 
that they be known. The policy which through the torms of law sys- 
tematically takes the hard earnings of six-sevenths of the people and 
bestows them as bounty upon the remaining seventh is rapidly trans- 
ferring the perty and values of the country from the many to the 
few; and, if adhered to, as the Republican party proposes shall be done, 
will eventuatein the destruction of our republican form of government 
and placing the great mass of our ple under the iron heel of an or- 
ganized moneyed aristocracy, which through the corrupting power of 
money will debauch the ballot and control the Government. 

‘ Already vast sums of money are expended in our elections, especially 
: the Presidential elections, and it is easy to see that in the near future 
8 the immense accumulations of VOAN ie a few paa, which is pro- 
` under the tariff, will control the elections, and con- 
eyes ny ng Lag Pore of the y which will legislate for the ben- 
efit of capital and the continued spoliation of the people. The safety 
and perpetuity of our Government and the preservation of the liberties 
of our people have their stanchest security in an independent, thrifty, 
R and prosperous rural yeomanry, whose great conservative influence 
: counteracts the corrupting elements always found in the large and pop- 
F ulous cities. It is this great class which the tariff policy of the Re- 
publican party is making war on and driving to deaperation. These 
are the people who by enormous taxation and the wicked destruction 
of the market for their surplus products abroad are being made hew- 
ers of wood and drawers of water,“ and their eyes are being opened 
to the causes which are oppressing them. 
These people are in a condition of unrest, in an almost revolutionary 
frame of mind, such as they have never known before; and it will be 
- asad day for the country if it shall come to pass that this great class, 
the mainstay and support of our Constitution, our Government, and 
our liberties, of social order and material prosperity, are driven by op- 
~ pression and legalized robbery to seriously doubt the beneficence and 
1 tor good of our ſorm of government. 
r. President, I make no apology for reading here an able and 
paren editorial from the New York Commercial Bulletin on this 
su "4 


obe, His industrial copartners get his products at the lowest normal cost ex- 
the highest 


enacted, 
This grossly inequitabie relation between one-half of the community and the 
other is the greatest marvel of incongruous legislation perpetrated under the 
boasted enlightenment of this nineteenth century. The injustice of the un- 
paralleled mulct, however, is not its worst fault. The can only end in 
the ultimate virtual ruin of the farming industry of the United States, when 
the protected“ muletors will find little to feed upon but the fleshless 
ot the victim industry. 

Let us inquire, with as much closeness as the imperfections of the data may 
permit, what is the measure of the impoverishment thus arbitrarily inflicted on 
the agricultural class. In attempting the estimate we have to depend mainly 
= the ae of the census of 1880, with due allowance for the subsequent increase 
of population, 

In 1880 the total population 8 in“ gainful occupations,” as the census 
phrases it, was 17,392,009; of which 44.1 per cent. was credited to agricultu: 
23.4 per cent. to professional and personal services, 10.3 per cent. to trade ani 
transportation, and 22.2 per cent. to manufacturing, mechanical,and mining 
industries; the remainder of the population consisting of children or those who 
could not be considered as e in productive or otherwise gaintul occupa- 
tions. It will thus be seen that the farming „ its direct dependents, 
covers within 6 per cent. of one-half of our popu n, 

To what extent are this class consumers of domestie manufactures? Below 
we appena a statement of the value of the productions of seventy-four of the 
principal branches of home manufacture, not including agricultural products 
nor raw materials, but mainly completed productions in the form in which they 
are taken by the consumer. They are the moststaple kinds of articles, and the 
farmer takes hisdueshareofthem, The total value of these seventy-four prod- 
ucts in the year 1879-'80 was 83, 188.371. 000, whilst the value of all the mechanical 
and manufacturing industries was $,369,579,000, Assuming the increase of the 
population for the last ten years to have been 30 per cent., which is a low esti- 
mate, it would follow that the value of the like seventy-four products for the 
past year would be $4,100,000,000, or probably considerably more. 

As a rule, the cost of this mass of products has been, relatively, largely en- 
hanced by 0 tion of the tariff. What the measure of that may 
be there is no data to show with entire exactness. We shal) assume it to 
average not less than 25 per cent.; and for the reasons, first, that our rate of 
wages, which in the final analysis constitute nearly the whole cost of produc- 
tion, is even more than that percentage above the rate current in best 
organized industries of competing foreign nations; and, second, because the 
currentaverage rate of 45 per cent, duty on ourdutiable imports is affirmed by 
our manufacturers to be necessary, under the existing cost of labor, machinery, 
and raw materials, to enable them to compete with foreign producers; a fact 
which would seem to justify even a higher ratioof estimated relative artificial 
enhancement of prices than we bave adopted. 

Assuming, then, that the cost of domestic products has been relatively in- 
creased, on the average, 25 per cent., through the direct and indirect operation 
of the tariff, it would follow that of the $4,100,000,000 valuation of the current 
production of the seventy-four enumerated articles no less than $820,000,000 con- 
sists of artificial inflation due to these causes, Of this spuriousenhancementof 
cost 44 per cent., or $360,800,000, is the share falling upon the agricultural inter- 
ests, that being the proportion of that class to the whole population. It must 
be kept in mind, however, that this estimate is limited to the seventy-four se- 
lected industries above referred and that the figures would be much 
larger — at least $100,000,000) if the estimate rested upon the $5,369,597,- 
000 valuation of all our mechanical and manufacturing products, 

In addition to this burden upon the farmers and planters must be reckoned 
their due share of the duties on imports, which, upon last year’s customs rey- 
enues of $218,701, would represent about $96,000,000, 

Beyond these items there is a fixed indirect tax upon farming industry, aris- 
ing from the cost of our railroads having been increased probably 40 per cent. by 
the oppressive duties on iron and steel and by other bearings of the tariff, for 
which the roads compensate themselves by higher rates of freight, which have 
to be paid by the ucerand not by the consumer. Taking, however, no note 
of this item and confining our estimate to the 5 ending items, it is 
evident beyond — question that the agricultural interesi ys upon 

ported ucts 


above referred to inflation of cost amounting to 9 directly or indi- 


through corresponding! a their charges for their services or their 
prod griculturist is deprived of all remedy, from the fact that 
the price of his products is determined by the normal prices that prevail in for- 
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about $550,000,000 as the direct result of the tariff, against which they obtain none 
of those compensations that are received by the other classes subject to the like 
burden. It is therefore literally the fact that this 44 per cent, of our ulation 
is subjected to this enormous mulot merely to supporta peretrert nflation 
of values; and this result is the less excusable from the fact it can bring no 
real industrial ad vantage to the mulcting party, because protective duties, as a 
3 the costs of production in the same proportion as they enhance 


f implem: 
as Te can make his exchanges with those on whom he is dependent for his nec- 
- p 


self against uneq and itis his own fault if he does not succeed. | This annual sacrifice is more than equal to one and a half times the value of 
But so soon as unequal conditions of ox are enforced him by ex- | the largest cotton ever raised,and equivalent to that of two wheat crops 
traneous authority, he is at the mercy of his copartners in the community of | valued at the point of production. Ts it then a matter of wonder that farmers 


have made no progress, that their farms are — to the point of bank · 
ruptey. and that they are in a generally impoverished condition? Had they 
not been favored by natural conditions far surpassing those environing the best 


create an artificial elevation of prices, as com ose that would have | situated farmers of other countries, they must have been ruined Jong since; 
72 5 of the tariff. It has in that relative sense in but now that they are being pressed by new foreign sources of competition, they 
e cost o and the correspondingly advanced tbe rate of 80 | can no longer support these burdensand live. The only alternatives are relief 


or ruin. 


VALUE OF PRODUCTS OF SEVENTY-FOUR LEADIXG ARTICLES OF DOMESTIC MANU- 
FACTURE IN 1880. 
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$33,714, 

12, 492, 000 

210, 950, 000 

11. 661, 000 

323,650, 000 

5, 736, 000 

- 214, 378, 000 

11, 506, 000 

ZE 194, 000 

7, 370, 000 

4,551, 000 

12, 730, 000 

22, 653,000 

21, 303, 000 

Hosiery an 29, 169, 000 
Tron forgings... 6, 492, 000 
Iron pipe 13, 292,000 
Jewelry. 22, 201,000 

mps, 3, 357, 000 
Liquors, distilied 41,063 000 

iquors, i f + 

nors, malt.. 101,058,000 

m 270, 072, 000 

20, 586, 000 

4, 665, 000 

5, 288. 000 

9,577,000 

66, 221, 000 

4 752,000 

22, 457, 000 

23, 390, 000 

55, 109, 000 

14, 682, 000 

Ware. 8. 596, 000 

Printing and publishi 90, 759, 000 

Roofing and materials ... 6, 227, 000 

Rubber — 18, 751,000 

Saddlery and harn 38, 081, 000 

Sal. 5, 191, 000 

Sash, 13, 863,000 

Shirts. . 20, 130, 000 

Silk goods 41, 033, 000 

Soap and can: 26, 552, 000 

Straw goods 9,345, 000 

Statione 5, 898, 000 
rand mo. 

2 48, 096, 000 
Tobacco an 16, 772, 000 
Tools. 4, 236, 000 
Umbrellas 6,917, 000 
Scena y ers 7, 15+, 000 

heelwrighting 18, 892, 000 
Wire and wire-wo 19, 964, 000 
Wooden ware ... 5, 235, 000 
Woolen goods. 160, 606, 000 

oolen s. 

Worsted goods 33, 550, 000 
Total... EANA . 3, 153, 371, 000 
ͤ —— 

Total of all domestic mauufactures. . . coer .. 5,369, 579, 000 


Mr. President, thirty-two years ago 80 per cent. of the carrying trade 
of the United States was done in American bottoms and under our na- 
tional flag. Now the American merchant marine is only a reminis- 
cence, is a thing of the past, is absolutely extinct. The commerce of 
this country is carried in foreign vessels and under alien flags, and our 
pos pay $120,000,000 per year for carrying it. American shipping 

ws, American restrictive and obstructive policy, as has been well said, 
has protected“ the American merchant marine out of existence and 
no vestige of it is left. American genius and aptitude for the sea, 
which in the earlier days of the Republic, in naval warfare and com- 
mercial enterprise, filled the world with the fame of its achievements, 
has been repressed by national legislation for the protection of 
American ship-builders, until American sailors could not now be found 
to man American vessels if we had them. 

Ships are the necessary instrumentalities of commerce, and we have 
none of them, for they can not live under the American flag and Ameri- 
can legislation. As well may the mechanic attempt to build a house 
without tools, as for a nation tocompete among the nations of the earth 
for commerce without ships. To the Republican party and its policy 
belongs the responsibility of having arrested in its splendid career and 
wantonly destroyed our merchant marine, the rightarm of the national 
defense in war and the guaranty of commercial greatness in 
The same malign policy which has operated so destructively on our 
commerce is doing its fatal work on our great agricultural interests, 
and producing the depression which by common consent and admission, 
if not removed, bids fair to bankrupt our people engaged in agricult- 
ural pursuits. 

The pending bill in its obstructions to commerce through excessive 
duties, which will go far towards closing our ports to importations from 
foreign countries, which have been the heaviest buyers of our agricult- 
ural products, will aggravate instead of removing the burdens on our 
farmers, in depriving them of the limited market they now have for 
their surplus. Thus does the manufacturing plutocracy, whose wealth 
wrung from an overtaxed people enables them to control all the de- 

_ partments of the Government and dictate legislation, make war upon 


000 | manufactures are the great factors whose harmonious and co-o 


the other great interests of the country. Agriculture, commerce, and 
erative 
action is essential to the healthy growth and development of thecountry. 


The interests of these great forces when in a natural and normal con- 


dition of growth and progression, each being being helpful, indeed in- 
ble, to the other the three when working each in its own sphere 

er just and equal laws constitute the great developing and propel- 

ling power of national progress. 
the earlier history of the country, and Notably under Demo- 

cratic administrations and low-revenue tariffs from 1846 to 1860, agri- 
culture, commerce, and manufactures prospered and flourished toge 
and p with equal pace in unfolding and developing na 
wealth on both land and sea, and the sun has never shone on a happier, 
more contented, more independent, more prosperous or a thriftier peo- 
ple than were the people of the United States of that era. Our farm- 
ers rejoiced in abundant harvests for which they reaped golden returns, 
Our merchantmen roamed every sea and were the carriers of the prod- 
ucts of every clime and rode at anchor in all the ports of the world, 
flying at their mastheads our national flag, now almost unknown ont 
of sight of our on coast. Our manufactures were healthy, and while 
they did not command exorbitant profits as now, they made sound and 
steady progress and afforded an opportunity for highly remunerative 
investment. 

The wealth of no country in the world was ever distributed more 
equally among its inhabitants than was that of the United States, 
With the breaking out of the civil war.came the change. High tariff 
taxation was necessary to produce revenue to meet the tremendous ex- 
penses of the greatest war of modern times. As the debates of that 
period show, no thought was had or mention made of inſant industries, 
of the protection of American labor,” but tariff rates were made to 
raise revenue, and revenue only, Then it was that the manufacturers 
obtained the vantage-ground, which they have stubbornly held to this 
day, maintaining war-tariff rates and in the pending bill seeking to 
heavily increase them. The equal protection of the laws,“ under 
which agriculture and commerce prospered in common with manu- 
factures, no longer exists; and instead we have tariff legislation, which 
oppresses all the people of every class and vocation in order to pay sub- 
sidies and bounties to the already inordinately rich manufacturing 
class. 

Commerce, which under the protective policy can not own or run 
3 the American flag, lies prostrate; and agriculture, the bed - 

and foundation of all prosperity, is in the very lowest stage of de- 
pression, while the class who manufacture are rolling in wealth and 
developing millionaires by the tens of hundreds. The Andrew Carne- 
gies, who count their incomes by hundreds of thousands and millions, 
are the men who are behind this bill clamoring for an increase of taxes 
in order that they may become still richer, while the masses of the peo- 
ple who pay the taxes are daily becoming poorer. Hundreds of syndi- 
cates of foreigners, tempted by the almost fabulous wealth to be real- 
ized from the system of bounties paid to manufacturers under our tariff 
laws, are buying the manufacturing plants in this country at enormous 
prices, and tor whose protection and to add to whose profits our farmers 
and other producers, so much overburdened already, are to be still fur- 
ther taxed, they to become in turn the advocates ot yet higher tariff 
taxation, and to succeed in the lobbies of Congress those from whom 
they bought. 

In 1789 the first tariff law was passed with an average ad valorem 
duty of 8} per cent., avowedly to give our infant industries a 
start,’’ and limited in its operation to 1796; and now, in the year of 
our Lord 1890, when this has grown to be not only the greatest manu- 
facturing, but in all other respects the most powerful, country in the 
world, the American Congress is in the act of passing a tariff bill 
which, in conjunction with the customs administrative bill already 
passed, will carry an average ad valorem duty of 62 per cent. Hasa 
manufacturer ever demanded a reduction of duty? Never that I have 
heard of. Has a manufacturer ever failed to demand, when he speaks 
at all, an increased duty? Never that I know of. With the vast 
power in the hands of this class, with the subserviency of the dominant 

y to its demands, with its aggressive organization backed by un- 

imited wealth and a large proportion of the best talent ot the country 

at its command, in view of its past who can fix the limits of its con- 
quests in the future? — = 

Who can say when the taxing power of this Government shall no 
longer be wielded for the enrichment of the manufacturing class, and 
be used only to raise the revenues necessary for the support of the Gov- 
ernment? What body of men, intrenched in power as these are, ever 


voluntarily surrendered it? History tells of no instance of it. Armed 


with the taxing power of the Government and licensed to levy and 
collect for their own private and personal benefit from 65, 000, 000 of 
such people as ours, inhabiting such a country as this, bounties with- 
out limit except that imposed by the last penny of the tariff duty Which 
excludes foreign competition, the manufacturers will themselves 
with plunder as long as the people will submit. The history of tariff 
legislation in this country shows a constant, unremitting: le for the 
imposition of higher and higher and still higher tariff taxes as the wealth 
resources of the country increase, and I am justified by the ex- 
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perience of the past in saying that the day will never come when the 
beneficiaries of that tax will let up, will release their hold, will cease 
to clamor for increased and higher taxation, until a great popular up- 
rising shall overthrow them. 

We have a grand country and it is inhabited by the most masterful 
people in the world, our manufactured products annually exceeding 
those of our great rival England $2,000,000,000 worth. We have the 
raw material for every variety of manufactures in marvelous profusion. 
We are twenty-five years ahead of the most advanced country in Europe 
in labor-saving machinery. We have a greater abundance of cheap food 
for our operatives than any other country, and our laboring people are 
conceded to be the most active, intelligent, and effective laborers in 
the world. We have untold millions of capital seeking investment at 
3, 4, and 5 per cent. We have the protection of over 3,000 miles of 
ocean between us and the so-called pauper labor of Europe, and in ad- 
dition to all this a tariff constructed solely to raise revenue for the 
Government would give incidental protection far beyond the differ- 
ence between American and European labor. 

With all these advantages, it is alibel on the American people tosay 
that they would be unable to meet foreign competition in their home 
markets without a tariff averaging 62 per cent, for their protection. 
With these advantages, if all protection except that incident to a 
strictly revenue tariff were withdrawn and the manufacturers were leſt, 
as all our other people are, to take care of themselves, the reduced cost 
of their products would enable them to hold not only the home mar- 
ket, but to meet successfully the competition of the world in foreign 
markets. The false and fictitious prices placed on our manufactured 
products by reason of the fact that everything entering into their com- 

tion and into that of the machinery which makes them has been 

unnaturally increased in cost by our tariff tax—prices which prevent 
the exportation of our goods to foreign markets, where products are 
not inflated by taxation as ours are— would come down to a normal and 
natural level, opening the markets of the world to our manufactures, 
decreasing the cost of living to our laborers, and thereby increasing the 
purchasing power of their wages and insuring them the constant em- 
ployment which the markets of the world, rather than a glutted home 
market, would open to their products. 

`The vast consuming mass of our people, who, if they have any right 
to the consideration of Congress, are entitled to be relieved of the burden 
of taxation levied not for the support of the Government but for the en- 
richment o! private individuals, would breathe a new economic atmos- 
phere, and their splendid energies would give new life to all other avo- 
eationsand pursuits, Our dea! commerce, as if touched by a magician’s 
wand, would again spring into life and reassert the supremacy of the 
American flag on American ships over the oceans of the world; while 
our farmers, with the markets of the world open to their products and 
ships to carry them wherever needed, would again rejoice in a return 
of the old-time prosperity to which they have so long been strangers; 
and agriculture, commerce, and manufactures, prospering alike under 
equal laws, would contribute with common effort, each in its fullestand 
unhindered development, to the national greatness and prosperity. 

Mr. President, this grand consummation can only be reached by a 
return to the fundamental principle that no tax shall be levied except for 
public purposes, and an overthrow of the class which claimsand exercises 
the right to tax all the people of this country for its private benefit, 
To accomplish this we must and will again appeal to the intelligence, 
the patriotism, the sense of justice, and the manhood of the American 


ple. 

Per FAULKNER. Mr. President, I engage in the discussion of the 
measure now pending before the Senate fully realizing its vast import- 
ance not only to the people of the State which in part I represent, to 
the sixty-four millions who compose our population and yield obedience 
to our laws, but also to those who, though alien to its institutions and 
beyond the limits of its territorial jurisdiction, have watched with 
amazement the marvelous progress and unexampled development of our 
conntry, and who, recognizing it as one of the leading nations of the 
world, will be influenced by its declared policy touching the ‘great 
economic questions involved in this measure, 

It is not my purpose to question the wisdom of Washington, who 
advised his countrymen that the great rule of conduct for us in re- 
gard to foreign nations is, in extending our commercial relations, to have 
with them as little connection as possible,“ but to urge upon the Sen- 
ate to e the distinction made by him in that memorable address, 
and while ayoiding all entangling political alliances with foreign nations 
to go no further in a direction that will tend inevitably to restrict and 
weaken our commercial relations. 

Our interests as a people will induce us to avoid political alliances 
with powers whose institutions, customs, habits, and destinies are con- 
trolled and directed by influences which have nothing in common with 
the aspirations of the American people; but the interests of a favored 
class, small in numbers, powerful in wealth and organization, have, 
during the last thirty years of our national existence, so shaped our 
legislation and controlled our foreign policy that we have lost the rank 
we formerly occupied among the commercial nations of the world, un- 
til to-day there are but one or two lines of steamers engaged in the for- 
eign trade that carry the American 
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This is a humiliating admission to be made in the presence of the 
American people, but it is nevertheless true. 

This humiliation is intensified when we recall the fact that as far 
back as 1823, with a population of only 9,633,822 people, Congress and 
the country were electrified by that famous message, which declared 
to the allied powers of Europe that ‘‘ We owe it, therefore, to candor 
and to the amicable relations existing between the United States and 
those powers to declare that we should consider any attempt on their 
part to extend their system to any portion of this hemisphere as dan- 
gerous to our peace and safety, and which, without treaty obligations 
placed the Government ot the United States before the civilized world 
as assuming a protectorate over the Western hemisphere. 

It is true we did not question the right of the parent country to en- 
force obedience in its colonies to its decrees, but we boldly and firmly 
announced to the combined monarchical governments of Europe that 
any assistance offered to the parent country to enforce its laws in the 
colony, or any attempt by those governments, singly or together, to 
conquer colonies that had declared their independence of the mother 
country, would be regarded as an act dangerous to our peace and 
safety. 

The broad views of public policy and the foresight of the wise states- 
manship which dictated this message gave to the United States, 
among the nations in the Western hemisphere, a commanding and in- 
fiuential position. 

Gradually, as they have asserted their independence of the mother 
country and organized independent governments, they have been in- 
finenced by the position occupied by this country, and have modeled 
their constitutions from our organic Jaw, and declared the rule of action 
for their citizens by laws based on our legislative enactments, 

From the Rio Grande to Cape Horn republican formsof government 
have been established, and the present year witnessed the representa- 
tives of all those rapidly developing countries assembled in the Fed- 
eral capital to deliberate upon the means that would best promote 
the commercial relations and bind more firmly the interests of the peo- 
ple of all these countries. 

No longer bound by the shackels which for so many years had para- 
lyzed their energies and smothered their aspirations, we should recog- 
nize that in the great national conflict for supremacy we can not 
afford by unwise laws, passed for the benefit of a privileged few against 
the interests of the common mass of our people, to retard the growth 
of any industry or set an example to our southern neighbors that 
would encourage the formation of classes among their people resting 
upon the unnatural development of a single great Yadustry that with 
others goes to make up the wealthof a nation, and encourage the estab- 
lishment of a fiscal system that would tend to exclude our own ex- 

rts. 

POM, President, I am impressed deeply with the belief that the fiscal 
laws which we formulate for the government of the people subject to 
the jurisdiction of the Congress of the United States will not only pro- 
mote the prosperity or retard the development of our own people, but 
will have a strong influence in shaping the policy, in determining the 
material development, and in hastening or retarding the commercial 
intercourse between this country and those republics south of us who 
have watched with confidence the practical workings of our laws, and 
have attributed the marvelous development and growth of ourcountry 
to the wisdom of the statesmanship which has guided its course for 
more than a century. 

We can not afford, through the operation of bad laws, to segregate 
our country from the commercial nations of the world as China did 
for centuries, The interests of our people demand that we shall take 
ad vantage of the position conceded to us by the nations of both hem- 
ispheres, that the vast and varied resources which we may be 
developed, our general prosperity promoted, and all of the great indus- 
tries of the country encouraged, not by concentrating its wealth in the 
hands of one in every five hundred of our population, but in diffusing 
it among the great mass of our citizens, recognizing that the strength 
of a people is measured by their peace, good order, and contentment, 
and not by theluxuriousrioting of classes in the ill-gotten gains wrung 
through unjust and inequitable laws from the brain and muscle of 
the toiling millions. 


IS A TARIFF FOR PROTECTION, REGARDLESS OF REVENUE, CONSTITUTIONAL? 


Mr. President, to enable us to consider the pending measure in the 
spirit which its importance demands we must immolate the spirit of 
greed—which is generally the life and vitality of such a bill—upon the 
altar of justice and fatr dealing; we must extend the horizon of our 
vision beyond the mere boundaries of our personal locality and interests; 
we must realize that when the Government assumes to control and reg- 
ulate the natural rights of the citizen, that power only extends to the 
point of promoting the general welfare and not to the extent of ad- 
vancing the interests or increasing the wealth of a segregated few in 
the community. Wemust consider the needs of a public service, ana- 
lyze the estimates on which appropriations are asked, and limit the ex- 
penditures to the needs of the Government economically administered, 
and in the extent of the exercise of this Federal power we must find 
our authority in the law of its creation. 
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Mr. President, I appreciate the fact that a constitutional argument 
against any measure proposed is frequently considered by members of 
this body as a useless and unnecessary consumption of time; but, sir, I 
am not willing to yield to such a criticism in the discharge of the im- 
portant duties of the office which I have the honortohold. The Con- 
stitution is our chart, and in reference to every measure which is 
brought before Congress for its consideration it should be our guide, 
as in law it is the limitation of our power. I prefer to follow in such a 
case the sound advice of Cicero rather than to acquiesce in that sen- 
timent which seeks to extend the powers of the Federal Government 
by disregarding those limitations which the wisdom of the fathers im- 
posed when they created this governmental structure. He said: 

It isnecessary fora senator to be thoroughly acquainted with the constitution; 


and this is a knowledge of the most extensive nature, a matter of science, o 
es, of reflection, without which no senator can possibly be fit for his 
ice, 


What a contrast, sir, between this utterance, which has survived its 
author nearly twenty centuries, and that of the distinguished Senator 
from Kansas, made upon this floor, that the Constitution of the United 
States means anything which a majority of the people want it to mean. 

The sentiment of the Roman orator and statesman is worthy of per- 
petual remembrance, while that of the American Senator merits for- 
getfulness and oblivion. 

Mr. President, I shall assume in the discussion of this measure that 
it is the settled policy of Congress (with the exception of the revenues 
derived from the internal-revenue laws and from the sale of public 
lands) to raise the means necessary to meet the expenditures of the 
Government by duties on imposts, levied under authority conferred by 
the first clause of the eighth section of the first article of the Constitu- 
tion, that— ‘ 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 
excises; to the debts and provide for the common defense and general wel- 
fare of ine n ted States; but all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform 
throughout the United States. 

To comprehend fully the scope of the eighth section it is proper to 
refer to the seventh section of the same article, which provides that— 

All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives; 
but the Senate may propose or concur with amendments, as on other bills. 

These sections must be construed together to enable us to clearly 
understand the purpose and intention of their insertion and the lim- 
itation upon the power granted to Congress under the eighth section 
of the first article. When the seventh section is read in connection 
with the eighth e find that the framers of the Constitution have placed 
two limitations upon the exercise of this grant of power: First, it lim- 
its the right to originate such bills to the popular branch of Congress, 
which, by reason of biennial elections provided for in the Constitution, 
makes its membership more directly and immediately responsible to 
the people than the Senate is; and, secondly, it specifically defines the 
object for which the expressed power may be exercised, and limits it 
to bills the object and purpose of which is the raising of revenue. As 
the Federal Government is a government of limited powers, exercising 
such only as are expressly granted, incident to, or necessarily implied from 
those exp „we can not, as in other forms of government, seek 
authority for a given act ot Congress by referring to the inherent pow- 
ers that usually reside in all governments, but must trace our author- 
ity to the express grant or satisfactorily show that the power sought 
to be exercised is necessarily implied from that 55 

This limitation, found in the seventh section, in fact declares nothing 
more than the general common-law principle which is universal in its 
application under all forms of constitutional government. Its meaning 
is that the granted powers of taxation shall be exercised for public pur- 
poses in promoting the general welfare, and shall not be employed with 
a view of advancing private interests. 

Mr. President, this construction of the Constitution is strengthened 
when we remember the limitation imposed by the fifth amendment to 
that instrument upon the right of the Government in exercising its 
sovereign right of eminent domain, which limitation is the expression 
of the common-law principle and made a part of the organic law of the 
country. It provides— 

F akeg shall private property be taken for public use without just compensa- 
on. 

This fundamental declaration, contained in the bill of rights of al- 
most every State in this Union as a restriction upon the inherent right of 
government, conclusivelyshows that when those great principles of the 
limitation upon the arbitrary powers of absolute government were for- 
mulated, and at a time when constitutional governments originated, the 
thonght had never been conceived by those who then guided and con- 
trolled the destinies of nations that there existed either an inherent 
or other governmental power by which private property could be taken 
forprivate use. Consequently we find that the only limitation upon the 
exercise of this sovereign attribute is, that just compensation shall be 
paid when private property is taken for public use. As a result, sir, of this 
construction, if there exists such a power in this Government, or that 
of any of the States, to take private property for private use, we have 
the strange anomaly presented in both State and Federal Governments 
that, although there is a restriction upon the power when exercised for 


* 


public purposes, yet there is no limitation upon those governmental 
exactions when exercised for private objects. ; 

I can not, for one, sir, conxent to the proposition that would be in- 
volved in so absurd a construction, but prefer to follow the expression 
of opinion of the learned court in 50 Maine, 590, which declares: 

No public exigency can require private spoliation for the private benefit of 
favored individuals, If the citizen is protected in his property by the Constitu- 
tion against the public, much more is he against private rapacity. 


This, Mr. President, is no longer an open question. Both the State and 
Federal courts have with absolute unanimity applied the common-law ` 
principle, under the constitutional guaranties, in favor of the citizen, 
and denied the power of taxation as an incident to the powers of goy- 
ernment, when exercised to promote private interests. The courts 
have gone further, and have met the arguments advanced by those who 
assert the doctrine that because the establishment of mandtactures is 
a public benefit, therefore the Government is authorized, in the ex- 
ercise of its taking power, to levy a tax to promote the enterprise, and 
in clear and vigorous Janguage, illuminated by illustrations so con- 
vincing that he who runs may read, have denied the existence of such 
a power. In the case of the Loan Association vs. Topeka, 20 Wall., 
657, Judge Miller, in announcing the opinion of the court, says: 

If it be said thata benefit results tothe local public of a town by establishing 
manufactures, the same may be said of any other business or pursuit which em- 
ployseapitalorlabor. The merchant, the mechanic, the inn-keeper, the banker, 
the builder, the steam-boat owner, are equally promotors of the public good, 
and equally deserving the aid of the citizens by forced contributions. No line 
can be drawn in favor of the manufacturer which would not open the coffers of 


the public Treasury to the importunities of two-thirds of the business men of 
the city or town. 


And in speaking further on the general power of taxation he uses 
this language: 

The power to tax is, therefore, the strongest, the most pervading, of all the 
powers of the Government, reaching directly or indirectly to all of the 
people. It was said by Chief-Justice Marshall, in the case of McOulloch rs. The 
State of Maryland, that the power to tax is the powertodestroy. A striking in- 
stance of the truth of the proposition is scen in the fact that the existing tax of 
10 per cent. imposed by the United States on the circulation of all other banks 
than the national banks drove out of existence every State bank of circulation 
within a year or two after its passage. This power can xs peta fi be emplo: 
against one ciass of individuals and in favor of another soastoruin the one 
and give unlimited wealth and prosperity tothe other if there is noimplied lim- 
itation of the uses for which the power may beexcercised. To lay with one hand 
the power of the Government on the property of the citizen and with the other 
to bestow it upon favored individuals to aid private enterprises and build up 

rivate fortunes is none the less robbery because it is done under the forms of 
aw and is called taxation. This is not legislation. It is a decree under 
lative forms, Nor is it taxation. 

“A tax,” says Webster's Dictionary, is a rate or sum of money assessed on 
the person or property of a citizen by government for use of the nation or 
state.“ Taxes are burdens or charges imposed by the . per- 
sons or property to raise money for public pu * Coulter, J., in Northern 
Liberties vs. St. John’s Church, says very forcibly: "I think the common mind 
has everywhere taken in the understanding that taxes are a public imposition, 
levied by authority of the government for the purpose of carrying on the 
government in all its machinery and operations—that they are imposed for a 
public purpose.” 


If possible, however, a more striking judgment in its application to 
the measure now before the Senate has been rendered by the supreme 
coprtof Maine. Under the constitution of that State the ture 
may submit to its supreme court questions of law for its adjudication, 
and in conformity with that constitution the following propositions 
were propounded to the court: 


Has the Legislature authority under the constitution to pass laws enabling 
towns, by gift of money or loan of bonds, to assist individuals or corporations 
to establish or carry on manufacturing of various kinds within or without the 
limits of said towns? 


The answer to these propositions may be found in 58 Maine, 590, 
from which I quote: 


Taxes are the enforced proportional contribution of each citizen out of his 
estate, levied by authority of the State for the support of the governmént and 
for all public needs, They are the property of the citizen taken from the citi- 
zen by the government, and they are to be disposed of by it. 

There is nothing of a public nature any mo-e entitling the manufacturer to 
public gifts than the sailor, the mechanic, the lumberman, or the farmer. Our 
Government is based upon equality of rights, All honest employments are 
honorable. The State can not rightfully discriminate amon, 98 for 
a discrimination in favor of one branch of industry is a discrina n adverse 
toall other branches. The State is equally to protect all, giving no undue ad- 
vantage or special and exclusive preference to any. 


The same court, in 60 Maine, in the case of Allen vs. The Inhabit- 
ants of Jay, had their attention directed again to this question, and 
the opinion delivered by the chief-justice, who states briefly a num- 
ber of cases, fully sustains the principles announced in 58 Maine. 

The judge said in that case: 


Taxation, by the var meaning of the term, implies the rang of money for 

public uses, and excludes the raisingof it for private objects an eee ey “I 

concede,” says Black, C. J., in Sharpiess vs. Mayor. 21 Pennsylvania, 67, that a 

law authorizing taxation for any other than public purposes is void.” A tax,” 

remarks Green, C. J., in Camden vs. Allen, 2 Dutch., 839, is an impost levied by 

<r of government upon its citizens or subjects for the support of the 
tate.” 


No authority or even dictum can be found,” observes Dillon, C. J., in Han- 
son vs. Vernon, 27 Iowa, 28. which asserts that there can be any legitimate tax- 
ation when the money to raised does not go into the public treasury, or is 
not destined for the use of the government or some of the governmental divis- 
ions of the State. 

“If there is raay proposition about which there is an entire and uniform 
weight of jud authority, it is that taxes are to be imposed for the useof the 


people of the State in the varied and manifold purposes of government, not 
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e town in which such industry is employed. 
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a or omaa anyare y ea piiga e samy bi ea . But because all use- 
labor, all 


Soh toe poe are to be taxed for the benefit of one man or of one special kind 
of man ing? $ 
“Tbe sailor, the farmer, the mechanic, the lumberman, are equally entitled to 
the aid of coerced loans to enable them to carry on their business with Messrs, 
Hutchins & Lane. Our government is based on equality of right. The State can 
not discriminate among occupations, for a discrimination in favor of one is a 
discrimination adverse to all others. While the State is bound to protect all, it 
ceases to give that just protection when it affords undue advantages, or gives 
and exclusive preferences to particular individuals and particular and 
industries at the cost and charge of the rest of the community. 
“ Where is the difference between the coerced contribution of the tax erer 
to be loaned to individuals for their benefit and those of the conqueror from the 
inhabitants of the conquered country?“ 


Mr. President, if these decisions, made by the highest courts, both 
of Federal and State jurisdiction, mean anything, they announce clearly 
and distinctly the doctrine, that the power of taxation conferred upon 
the Government constitutionally extends no further than the right to 
exact from the citizen forced contributions for the purpose of meeting 

vernmental needs with a view of carrying out the public purposes 

for which they were created. 
In the light, therefore, of these decisions it may not be unprofitable 
to direct the attention of the Senate to the declaration of principles on 
this subject made by the two great political parties seeking the as- 
cendency in this country. 

The Chi convention of 1888, ignoring these just and funda- 
mental principles of governmental limitation, in behalf of the Repub- 
lican party declared: 


E 


articles as are produced oror 3 production of which gives employment 

. m 22 duties those articles of foreign production 
except luxuries, the like of which can not be produced at home, Ifthere shall 
still 3 r revenue than is requisite for the wants of the Government, 

we favor en 


manufacturers. 


of that platform the Republican party announced to 
people that, rather than surrender any part of the pro- 
tective system, its policy would be to re the entire internal rev- 
enue tax upon tobacco and whisky, and in the revision of the tariff 
Jaws seek to reduce the revenue trom customs imposts by increasing 
the duties, and check imports of such artieles as are produced by our 
people.“ No other limitation upon this vicious, unconstitutional 

of taxation was made in that platform, 

Whether the article was one of luxury or one of prime necessity, 
entering into the daily consumption of the great mass of the people, 
in both instances, if either or all came in competition with home pro- 
duction, their costs were to be increased that their importation might 
be decreased. Its pledge to the country was, that if placed in power 
it would formulate a bill the foundation of which would be protection 
2 se, and not one having for its object the raising of revenue with 

cidental protection to Americanindustries. In other words, that the 
legislation of Congress should be framed for the sole p and object 
ofadvancing the interests of one-thirteenth of the population of the coun- 
try, imposing upon the other twelve-thirteenths the burdens of forced 
contributions in the interest of a favored class of our citizens. 

The Democratic party, through its chosen representatives, did during 
the same year, in the interest of the whole ple, announce those 
principles which have for a century given vitality to its organization, 
and w have been the cohesive power that enabled it to meet defeat 

without disintegration, and to use its victories in promoting the inter- 
ests ofa common country. It declares: 

Knowing full well, however, that legislation 

people should be cautious s7 err — method, Bot etna Fable 
ve de x 
vise the tarit'in a epirot fairness to ail interests. e RES N 
makin: msin taxes it n 
industries, but —— r to promote their 3 6 
_ of this Government taxes collected at the custom-house have been the chief 
source of Federal revenue, Such — pa continue to be. Moreover, many 
industries have come to rely upon | lation for successful continuance, so that 
any change of law must be at every step regardful of the labor and ca 
8 The process of reform eors 5 subject in the execution to 


justice, p 
All taxation shall be limited to the requirements of economical 
The u reduction in taxation can and must be effected wi 
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ital thus 
plain 


vernment. 


cost of uetion which may exist in consequence of the r rate 
of wages prevailing in this country. Sufficient revenue to 
the Federal Government, economically administered, including pensions, inter- 
est and principal of the public debt, can be p under our present m 
taxation, from eustom-house taxes on fewer imported art bearing heaviest 


on articles of luxury and beari 


We therefore denounce the of the existing ` subject to the 
we demand that Federal ö exclusively 


for public purposes, and shall not exceed the needs of the Government, eco- 


Mr. President, the platform of the Republican party of 1888, on the 
subject of tariff taxation, was a departure from the declared leg 
which have guided and directed its policy from its organization to 
2 It in terms repudiates the platform of 1872, Which announ 
The annual rev curren! ditures, pensi 
interest on the ‘public. pd vag hon d furnish a 3 balance pag mayen ore 
tien of the principal; and that revenue, except so much as may be de 
from a tax npon tobacco and liquors, should be raised by duties upon importa- 
tions, the details of which shou A be an adjusted 000000 
alive wages to labor and promote the indus ries, prosperity, and growth of 
the whole country. — 

At this time we find that it distinctly declares that tobacco and 
whisky shall be two of the sources of revenue, and that the growth 
and prosperity of our great manufacturing interests shall be promoted 
by giving to them that incidental protection which a fair adjustment 
of the details will secure. 

Its platform of 1876 rests upon the same constitutional theory; 

The revenue necessary for current expenditures and the obligations of the 
ublic debt must be largely derived from duties upon importations, which, so 
as ible, should be adjusted to promote the interests of American 
and advance the prosperity of the whole country. 

And that no doubt should arise or misconstruction exist of the dec- 
laration made by it in 1876, in 1880, after four years of reflection, its 
conyention declared: 

We reaffirm the belief avowed in 1876, that the duties levied for the purpose 
of revenue should so discriminate as to favor American labor. 

Mr. President, for the first time in the history of our Government a 
political party in 1888 announced to the American people the constitu- 
tional power of Congress to so frame a revenue bill that protection 
should be its object and revenue a mere incident. 

The reasons which induced so radical a change of policy by a party 
that had controlled the destinies of this country for twenty-seven years 
must have been very potent. A reference to the political condition 
which confronted the Republican party at the time of that declaration 
may throw some light upon the influences which dictated it, 

The Democratic party in 1884 had elected Grover Cleveland upon a 
platform that demanded a wise and conservative revision of the tariff 
and a reduction of the Federal revenues. A Democratic House of 
resentatives had framed a bill in the spirit of that platform, which, 
while reducing the taxes of the people $72,000,000, would not have 
impaired or injuriously affected the prosperity of American industries. 
The record of the Democratic administration was marked by ability, 
purity, economy, and patriotism. 

The Republican party realized the condition that confronted it and 
appreciated the necessity of making an issue which would bring to its 
support not the popular sentiment of the country, but the powerful 
organization and the unlimited means of a small but influential class 
o! citizens who, prompted by self-interest and stimulated by a prom- 
ise of higher profits, would turn the tide in favor of Republicanism 
and protection“ by imposing more onerous burdens than then existed 
upon agriculture and other unprotected laborers, 


-> PARTNERSHIP BETWEEN THE REPUBLICAN PARTY AND MANUFACTURERS, 

Mr. President, with this object in view the Republican party, which 
had originated in sectionalism, chose rather to rely u a class for its 
support than upon those governmental! principles which would com- 
mend it to the approval of the bod of the people. Ignoring its history 
and traditions, made during the thirty years of its brief life, it delib- 
erately entered into a partnership with the ntatives of theman- 
ufacturing interests of the country in consideration of liberal contribu- 
tions, which were to be used to defeat the purity of the ballot; to 
reverse the honest sentiment of a majority of the people; to shake the 
confidence in popular sovereignty and universal suffrage; to disgrace a 
Government whose foundation must rest upon the intelligence, integ- 
rity, and incorruptibility of the people, and to place in high und re- 
sponsible executive position in the public service men bearing the in- 
effaceable stains which disfigure the character of those through whose 
agency the ballot is debauched and the suffrage of a free people cor- 
rupted. 

The fact that this partnership exists is sufficiently proven by the 
legislation upon all of these great economie questions which has char- 
acterized the proceedings of a Republican Congress. It is also a mat- 
ter of general reputation, easily susceptible of proof, but being circum- 
stantial in its character I prefer to rely upon the free and voluntary 
confession of the parties in interest rather than to detain the Senate 
by welding each link in the chain of circumstantial proof. 

In the light of this evidence the Republican platform of 1888 is 
easily understood and should excite no surprise. 

I will call to the stand the editor of the Tariff League Bulletin, 
whose paper represents the great protected industries of the country, 


of | and which I am informed is scattered broadcast throughout the land 


by the aid of funds furnished through an association composed of these 
pampered favorites of class legislation. 
This editor, in criticising the language of the confidential circular’’ 


— 
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sent to the manufacturers during the campaign of 1888 by the Repub- 
lican League of the United States, observed: 

harges, ipped discreditable verbiage, are, that 
2 Beaten e ai an will —— more 1 “seg 


else the manufacturers of the country,” “men who are tog praon fog 


le benefits, or at least the most di important bene: 
— Resend, that while reaping the Rolis of the tariff icy have been 
very laggard in their contributions to the IS pR, cause,” conduct is 
called “cravenal parsimony.” The New Eng! manufacturers, it is said, have 


man- 
ufact janguage both vigorous and picturesque: 

241 kad tay Wey abont it would wat them under the fire and fry all the fat 
out of them.” : 8 

This extract shows the honest indignation of this true representative 
of monopoly, who recognized, however, that the specific cliarge made 
by the authorized agent of the Republican party demanded trom him a 
specific reply. He did not attempt to repudiate the obligations which 
had been assumed by those he represented; he virtually admits that 
they had agreed to furnish the cash capital, and the other partner the 
experience, in manipulating elections and in enacting laws in their in- 
terest; he realized the great demands made upon the social assets, and 
that unless the treasury was replenished bankruptcy would be inevit- 
able, and the inordinate anticipated profits would not materialize. 

Self-interest suggested a prompt response, and while his employers 


‘hurried to their counting-rooms to sign their checks in favor of the 


treasurer of the Republican League of the United States, this honest 
and trasty, but indignant editor, sought the privacy of his sanctum, 
where he might pen a few plain traths in vindication of the conduct 
of those silent partners. 

In the following terse and pointed language he answers the allega- 
tions of the confidential circular:’’ 


But while manufacturers derive no greater advantages from protection than 
other classes in proportion to the magnitude of their enterprises, they never- 
theless do . ea far more than all other classes to its support. The records 
of the Republican party prove it. Those who have been engaged in collecting 
funds for its defenso will testify to it. 

We therefore deny the assertion of the Senator whom the Republican League 
has chosen for its mouth-piece, and we affirm that more than three-fourths of 
all the money used in support of Republicanism and protection has come from 
men directly or indirectly engaged in manufactures. 


The next witness which I shall call to the stand tosustain the propo- 
sition that the representatives of the Republican party upon the Fi- 
nance Committee of the Senate interpreted their platform as pledging 
them to the doctrine of a prohibitory tariffin the interests of the manu- 
facturer is the distinguished Senator from New York, Mr. HISCOCK. 

In a colloquy which occurred on the floor of the Senate between him 
and the Senator from Kansas, Mr. PLUMB, he frankly admitted that, 
in arran; the details of the bill, he voted on the rates of duty im- 
conse a out the slightest regard to whether it would increase or 

the revenue, wherever he believed that the effect of the duty 
was to create or foster a healthy industry here and give a market for 
our own manufnetures.“ g 

The colloquy refers more especially to the duties imposed upon tiles 
and bricks, but was made general in its application by a question pro- 
pounded to the Senator from New York by the Senator from Kansas, 
which was as follows: 


Mr. Pluxn. I notice that with reference to paragraph 95 the committee use 
the same expression: 

“The proposed specific rate in place of the present ad valorem is thought to 
be no more than is necessary to protect domestic industry.” 

Now, if that is the theory, then of course if there is any revenue derived from 
the im tion of the duty the committee will be disappointed. 

Mr, Hiscock, Ishall be, yes; but I trust there will be no occasion for such 
disappointment. 

Mr. Pluun. The idea is one of exclusion, but if we get revenue we shall just 
be that much ahead, 

Mr. Hmcock. I beg the Senator’s pardon. On this subject of exclusion I 
would be entirely ified and pleased, if it be the fact—and I hope that will be 
the if we shall be able to supply the home market by our domestic pro- 
duction; and if it has that effect I grant that the effect will be rather to reduce 
than increase the revenue. 

Mr. Pioums. Then, if it should happen that in the imposition of duties the 
foreign manufacturers should continue to bring in oo and pay the duty, 
while we should be that much ahead it would not be what the committee an- 
8 and we should have failed of our purpose in excluding foreign man- 
ufactures, 

Mr. Hiscock. We should have failed to accomplish our purpose in transfer- 


ring the industry wholly and completely. so far as the supplying of our domes- 


tic wants is concerned, to this country. 

Mr. Piums. Well, Mr. President, it becomes evident that, so far as these ideas 

are concerned, they do not relate to the general subject of revenue resulting 
from the imposition of tariff duties. Is the Senator willing to state whether 
that was the idea which obtained with him in other cases w. 
son is urged for the imposition of higher duties? 
. Mr. Hiscock, Isay very frankly to the Senator that, speaking for myself, in 
all cases where I believed that the effect of the duty was to create or ra 
healthy industry here and give a market for our own manufactures, I voted for 
the rate of duty that would accomplish that; and believing, as I do, that that 
always has the effect to reduce the price, I voted to accomplish that without the 
slightest regard as to whether it would increase or decrease the revenue, 


Mr. President, the Republican party has been shown by direct as 
well as circumstantial evidence to have surrendered unconditionally 
to the direction and dance of those whose interests are identified 
with the protected industries, and who are seeking, by an increase of 
rates of duty, to put it in the power of ing monopolies, through 
trusts and combines, to control the markets in which the people are 


a similar rea- 


bound to purchase. These ties of reciprocal interest have grown so 
strong that but little hope can be entertained that they can ever be 
sev 

The energies of the Republican party are directed, its aspirations are 
stimulated, and the wat om of its statesmen is guided by those who 
have contributed more than three-fourths of all the money used in the 
support of Republicanism and protection.“ This arrogant, aggres- 
sive, and domineering partner, in consideration of the personal emolu- 
ments and private benefits which were to follow success, liberally con- 
tributed to the fund to be used in selecting, controlling, and voting 
those blocks of five” that victory might cement the bonds of this 
“unholy alliance.“ Through the sacrifice of cash and principle that 
party to-day controls every branch of the Federal Government, 

The partnership thus formed has been temporarily successful; the 
cash partner now demands a settlement of the partnership and a re- 
demption of the outstanding promises. The bill now before us for 
consideration is an evidence of good faith on the part of the partner 
whose capital was experience and promises. The pledge then made 
must be redeemed, though in doing so the Constitution be violated. 
The tariff must be revised, not with a view to raise revenue, but to 
check imports of such articles as are produced by our people.“ Terri- 
tories with a population one-third less than sufficient to entitle them 
to representation in the House of Representatives must be admitted 
into the Union and clothed with all the functions, 83 and 
powers of a State, that the fruits of this compact may be indefinitely 
enjoyed. In a few days we will witness the final consummation of 
this agreement, which will bind the arms of labor more tightly and 
leave the interest of agriculture in a more deplorable condition than 
we find it to-day. 

REVIEW OF TARIFF LEGISLATION, 


Mr. President, a review of the tariff legislation since 1857 must con- 
vince the most-incredulous that the revenue laws framed by Repub- 
lican Congresses have been so designed that the interests of the great 
mass of our ple, who represent the consumers of all the various 
products of this country, have been forgotten or purposely ignored in 
the interest of those few who have reaped the benefit of those laws 
= have discriminated against labor and in favor of accumulated 
capital. 

The average ad valorem rate under the revenue tariff of 1846 did not 
exceed 24 per cent., which average was reduced by the tariff of 1857 to 
19 per cent. The Morrill tariff of 1860 was introduced with theavowed 
purpose of restoring the average ad valorem rates of the tariff of 1846. 
In 1862 the rates were increased to 32 per cent., and in 1864 there was 
a further increase to 47 per cent., and trom that period until the gen- 
eral revision of 1883 there were numerous acts passed which affected 
particular subjects embraced in the several schedules of the tariff, but 
none that materially changed the ad valorem average under that tariff, 
In 1882 the popular clamor for a revision and reduction of tariff taxa- 
tion became so strong that the advocates of a high protective tariff 
found it necessary to apparently yield to the wishes of the le by 
the appointment of a commission composed of the representatives of 

ted capital, some of whom had large interésts invested 
in American manufactures; and yet, sir, they were forced to admit in 
their report, found on page 5 of the first volume, that 


3 in its deliberations the commission became convinced that a substan- 
tial netion of tariff duties is demanded, not by a mere indiscriminate pop- 
ular clamor, but by the best conservative opinion of the country, including that 
which has in former times been most strenuous for the preservation of our na- 
tional industrial defenses, Such a reduction of the existing tariff the commis- 
sion ee not only as a due recognition of porua sentiment and a measure 
of justice to consumers, but one conducive to the general industrial prosperity, 
and which, though it may be temporarily inconvenient, will be ultimately bene- 
ficial to the special interests affected by such reduction. No rates of defensive 
duties, sai for the establishment of new industries, which more than equal- 
ize the conditions of labor and capital with those of foreign competitors, can be 
justified. Excessive duties, or those above such standard of equalization, are 

itively injurious to the interest which they are supposed to benefit. * * * 

cessive duties generally, or n high duties in particular cases, 
discredit our whole national economic system and furnish plausible arguments 
for its complete subversion. * * * 

It would seem that the rates of duties under the existing tariff, fixed for 
the most part during the war, under the evident necessity at that time of 
stimulating to its utmost extent all domestic production, might be adapted, 
through reduction, to the present condition of peace, hiring no such extraor- 
dinary stimulus, And in the mechanical and manufacturing ind es, es- 
pecially those which have been long established, it would seem that the im- 
provements in machinery and processes made within the last twenty years, 
and the high scale of productiveness which has become a characteristic of their 
establishments, would permit our manufacturers to compete with their foreign 
rivals under a substantial reduction of existing duties. 

Entertaining these views, the commission has sought to present a scheme of 
tariff duties in which substantial reduction should be the distinguishing feature. 
The average reduction in rates, including that from the enl ment ot the free- 
list and the abolition of the duties on charges and co s, at which the 
commission has aimed, is not less on the average than 20 per cent., and itis the 
opinion of the commission that the reduction will reach BB per cent. The re- 
duction, slight in some cases, in others not attem is in many cases from 40 
to 50 per ent. * Ifthe reduction reaches the amount at which the com- 
mission has aimed, and if there is any truth in the allegations of the opponents 


of the present economic system that a duty on articles such as are produced in 
this country, whether in manufactures or agriculture. enhances the price to the 
consumer not only of what is imported, but of the whole domestic production, 
to the amount of which the duty is a measure, the reduction proposed by the 
aac would benefit consumers to the extent of hundreds millions of 
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Mr. President, the recommendation of the commsision that the re- 
duction should on an average equal from 20 to 25 per cent. had but 
little influence on Congress, as the reduction made by that bill as it 

Congress was but 4 per cent. less than the war tariff of 1964. 
any of the most important schedules, such as those relating to cotton 
cloths, ready-made clothing, and iron, were materially increased. 

The work of this commission is entitled only to such credit as is 
usually given to the evidence of witnesses who testify against theirown 
interests. It was constituted fora particular purpose, and represented 
but a single interest to be affected by its recommendations. 

This criticism is not only warranted by the results which have fol- 
lowed their recommendation, but its influence upon Congress is clearly 
illustrated by the following observation made by the distinguished 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who on February 3, 1883, said: 


Now I want to say one word in regard to the Tariff Commission report upon 
the cotton schedule. The truth is that the Tariff Commission did not examine 
this cotton matter at all; it may as well be said onthe floor of the Senate; nor 
did they make this schedule that is called the Tariff Commission report sched- 
ule. It was made by a cotton manufacturer from Boston, with an expert ap- 
praiser in New York, and the Tarif Commission accepted it. When the knowl- 
edge of that fact came to me I had no particular faith in the Tariff Commission 
report on this cotton schedule, and therefore I examined it as best I could for 
myself, hearing the witnesses, reading the testimony, and hearing people who 
J supposed knew something about it and in whom had faith, 


Jn this, as in all other instances in which the public have been taken 
into the confidence of those who have managed and controlled the 
policy of our tariff legislation, we find that the arrogant demands of 
the representatives of those interests, and the agents employed by them, 


are the instruments which dictate the details which fasten upon the 


people this burdensome taxation. 3 

Mr. President, again the public sentiment which demanded a reduc- 
tion of taxation was defeated by the manipulations of those in the 
interests of the protected industries. For seven years the people have 


. borne this onerous taxation; the accumulations of their labor have 


been taken from them by forced exactions under authority of Jaw when 
the public needs did not require this sacrifice; an enormous surplus was 
annnally being accumulated in the vaults of the Treasury, until the 
administration, with a view of restoring to the circulation of the country 
the money unnecessarily withdrawn from it, was forced, in addition to 
the amount required for the sinking fund, to purchase at a premium 
bonds that were not due or payable, and which could only be obtained 
by the payment of the price demanded by the holders, 

For twenty-five years, sir, the powers of this: Government bave been 
used by a small minority of its citizens to check by artificial means 


Articles. 


Importations for fiscal year 
1889, 


the growth, prosperity, and development of agriculture in the interest 
of the mannfacturers of the country. : 

The taxes paid to the Government by consumers of the imported 
articles and the bounties paid to the manufacturer by the consumer 
under the tariff rates for this period would average over a billion of 
dollars annually, and furnishes sufficient explanation why the great 
agricultural industry is now in so ‘‘ deplorable a condition,” why those 
great agricultural States of the West have their lands plastered with 
mortgages, and why the wealth of the country has been transferred 
from that class of its people and concentrated in the hands of a few 
in the great. manufacturing States of the East; and yet the greed of 
these classes, who have been the pets of class legislation and the pam- 
pered favorites of this undemocratic system, is not satisfied. 

Perhaps there is a Providence which is controlling this grasping 
spirit in the interest of the people. I hope at least that the philoso- 
phy of the poet may be true in this case, that whom the gods de- 
stroy they first make mad,’’ for we find in the bill now before us for 
consideration that the Republican party, acting under the influences 
which I have heretofore described, through its Committee on Ways and 
Means of the House, have, by its provisions, increased the burdens of 
taxation on the prime necessities of life by an average ad valorem duty 
of 20 per cent. in excess of that paid upon similar articles under the 
tariff law of 1883. 

Mr. President, if the statement of the Tariff Commission to Congress 
is true, that a reduction of from 20 to 25 per cent. (which they recom- 
mended) would “‘ benefit the consumers to the extent of hundreds of 
millions of dollars,“ will not the reverse proposition be equally true, 
that an increase of 20 per cent. will injure the consumers to the extent 
of hundreds of millions of dollars ? 

This, however, is not the only bill which has been passed by this 
Congress with a view of protecting American industries and increasing 
taxation. No allowance will hereatter be made for damages to good: 
wares, or merchandise imported into this country. Hereafter “al 
cartons, cases, crates, boxes, sacks, and coverings of any kind, and all 
other costs, charges, and expenses incident to placing the merchandise 
in condition, packed ready for shipment, will be required to pay a duty,“ 
which increases the ad valorem rates upon imported articles from 5 to 
15 per cent., making the aggregate increase of taxation under the two 
bills from 25 to 35 per cent. in excess of the tariff of 1883. 

The following recapitulation of the thirteen schedules by the Finance 
Committee of the Senate will fully sustain the position I have taken as 
to the increase of taxation under the provisions of this bill: 


Estimated duties under pro- | Equivalentad valorem rate 
posed rates by— under— 


| Schedule. 


Values. Duties. H. R. 9416, 

A | Chemicals, oils, and paints. ........- 028,766.89 | $5,466,702.96 85, 553. 892. 70 $5,554,577.92 | 34.60 37. 30 37.05 
B | Earths, earthenware, and glasswa: 18,420, 634.57 | 9, 410,603.64 | 9. 717,467.49 | 9,314,387.04 | 51.09 52.75 50.50 
C | Metals, and manufactures of. 50. 409,513.14 | 19,239, 102.65 28. 518.3 6.15 29,04. 755.18 38.21 52.61 51.76 
D | Wood and manufactures of. 9,570,860.79 | 1, 761,252.01 | 1. 828. 735. 07 1,825,785.07| 18.40 19.60 19.16 
cc 287, 788. 28 243, 206. 82 25, 263, 22 39/156.96 | 98.90} 36.17 17.08 
F T. and manufactures of 11. 194, 488.68 20. 948. 556. 27 20, 948. 530.27 581.50 182.46 152.46 
G | Agricultural products and provisio 11,319, 797.84 | 19. 838. 600. 88 17.87, 705.25 24.51 40.39 40 
H | Spirits, wines, and other beverages 8, 104,770.39 | 8, 180. 198. 25 7,7. 611.59 27.83 77.58 20 
I | Cotton manufactures . . 7, 230, 434.50 | 7.722, 207.44 | 7.766, 018. 61 85.64 38.06 28 
J hemp, and jute, and manufactures of.. 13, 437, 235.62 | 16, 959,022.12 | 15,955,162.64 | 33.51 42.36 79 
K | Wool, and manufactures of. . . . . ... 41. 379, 082. 21 35. 6, 319. 11 55. 791. 785. 44 58.98 78.50 ål 
L | Silk, and silk goods 17, 342,571.54 | 17,830,702.75 | 17,830,702.75 | 49.61 | 51.01 -01 
M 104. 1, 627,506.43 | 1.627, 500. 43 19.81 23.57 57 
N È 13.791, 169,89 | 13.666,300.96 | 26.25 | 26.02 82 

Total dutiable ..... | 390, 437,117.07 | 161, 408, 846. 49 41,34 52. 80 | 51.97 


Mr. President, an examination of this measure will develop these 
facts, that, with the exception of sugar and molasses, the articles trans- 
ferred to the free-list under the provisions of this bill, bave yielded a 
revenue of only $4,841,122.71 and consist of acorns, books in languages 
exclusively other than English, feathers and down, currants, dates, 
opium unmanutactured, green-house plants, paintings in oil or water 
colors, and statuary, other articles transferred being such as are used 
in the manufacturing industries of our country. The free-list under 
this bill tends to reduce the cost of manufactures, while the dutiable 
list is formed with a view to increase the protection of the manuſact- 
ured products. It puts no article of universal use and absolute neces- 
sity upon the free-list, being more generous to the rich than to the poor 
in allowing them to import their greenhouse plants and their paint- 
ings and statuary free of duty, while it requires the laborer to pay an 
increased tax upon his blanket, his tools, tin-bucket, knives and forks, 
woolen goods, etc. Upon every article that enters the country, used 
by the great body of the people, it demands from the agriculturistand 
the laborer and from every other consumer a higher bounty and a more 
onerous tax than the present tariff. s 

On all articles composed entirely or in part of iron or steel, it in- 
creases the rates of duty from $38.24 on the $100, to $51.76; on all cot- 


| 


ton goods from $35.64 on the $100 to $38.28; on all woolen manufact- 
ures, from $58, 98 on the $100 to $78, 41; on paper boxes, etc., from $19.84 
on the $100 to $23.57, making an annual increase, based upon the im- 
ports of 1889 upon those articles which enter into the daily use and 
consumption of the people, of $40,281, 060. 59. : 
As an example of the great increase under the McKinley bill I will 
quote from the statement of Gustay Blumenthal before the Commit- 
tee on Finance of the Senate, who, after making a full statement of the 
effect of the provisions of that bill upon the tariff on buttons, said: 


In conclusion, I herewith hand you a statement of a small invoice of buttons 
which arrived yesterday and was entered at the custom-house at New York 


to day, the market value of which is $1,600.80 and the present duty $100.20, while 
22 * the rates as proposed the duty on the same invoice would amount to 
„187. 
Mr. J. W. Riglander, referring to the increase of duty on spectacles, 
gives the following table: 


* 
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Mr. Walter Fletcher shows the increase of duty on cashmere shawls 
under this bill to be as follows: 

These goods which I now show you are what we call cashmere shawls, and 
they are very cheap. Here is an article that costs about74 cents. There is sl- 
ready 71 per cent, duty on it now. Under the present bill they propose to make 
it a hundred more per cent. It is pretty much the same thing all the way 
through this line of goods which I have indicated in the table, There is about 
33} per cent, These goods are not made in this country at all, 

And Mr. John Egington, in referring te the increase of taxation on 
liquid extracts of beef, which are manutactured only to a limited degree 
in this country and which are used largely as a medicine, said: 


On a late Invoice this would show a difference of $803.55; proposed duty, 
$1,202.55, old duty $399.55, or an advance of 200 per cent. 


THE CONDITION OF THE COUNTRY, ESPECIALLY AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. President, it may be trae—and it is not my purpose to question 
the fact asserted by Senators during the progress of this debate—that 
the business interest of the country is prosperous and that no fears are 
entertained of a change of this conditionvof affairs. This is not true, 
however, of the greatest of all our industries, agriculture. The low 
prices of agricultural products and the enhanced cost of all articles of 
prime necessity is affecting most injuriously this large class of our 

pulation, and as a result the value of the farms has depreciated, 
ties indebtedness has been accumulated, hopes that were entertained 
that relief would be given by at least reducing the burdens of taxation 
have been disappointed, and if this class is not in a deplorable condition 
those engaged in it fully realize the fact that, in the settlement of the 
annual balance of debit and credit, each succeeding year finds them in 
a worse condition than they were at the end of the preceding year. 

The magnitude of the agricultural industry must be appreciated 
when we recall the fact that at least forty millions of our population 
are dependent on that pursuit; that the value of the annual product 
reaches over two and one-half billions of dollars, of which amount 
nearly $2,000,000,000 worth is consumed in this country and over 
$500,000, 000 of its product is exported. 

With these facts fully understood and known by the leaders of the 
Republican party, who have controlled the legislation of this country 
for thirty years, no effort has been made by them to advance the de- 
velopment or promote the prosperity of this the greatest of all indus- 
tries. The legislation which they have formulated and the laws which 
they have enacted, which in any way could affect it, have operated as 
restrictions upon its growth and of limitations upon its expansion, 
The bill under discussion furnishes no hopes of relief, although the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways aud Means of the House admit- 
ted, in reporting it to that body, that there was a widespread de- 
pression in this industry, and yet its provisions but tend to aggra- 
vate the evils which have produced the conditions under which it is 
now suffering. 

Their appeals to Congress for the passage of fair and equitable laws 
have been unheeded; the arrogant demand of the capitalist, the man- 
ufacturer, and the monopolist, and the persistent working of their rep- 
resentatives in the corridors of this Capitol, whose cry is always give, 
give, give, have been promptly heeded, duly considered, and favorably 
answered by the Republican majority by the introduction of u bill in- 

` creasing the burdens of the agriculturists from 25 to 35 per cent. and 
enhancing the value of the products of the manufactories in almost 
the same proportion. 

I know, sir, of no consolation that can be offered to the farmer or 


the laborer, so long as the Republican party controls the destinies of | Sales 


this country, but the philosophy contained in the old Italian proverb, 
“ You can’t strip two skins off of one cow,” 

Mr. President, the Republican party in 1883 refused to give to the 
people the relief they demanded from the burdens of war taxation. 
It refused to surrender more than 4 per cent. of the war taxes. Itat- 
tempted to deceive by a revision and not a reduction of tarift duties, 
and again in 1888 the same influences defeated the relief demanded. 
To-day, every department of the Federal Government is controlled by 
that party, but the obligations assumed during the last campaign were 
such that even the unrest of the people has failed toimpress upon them 
the necessity of listening to their appeals. ‘Taxation must be increased 
in the interest of those who contributed three-fourths of the funds for 
“ Republicanism and protection.“ 

NECESSITY FOR AN INCREASE OF TAXATION, 

Sir, I would ask those who are responsible for the administration of 
the Government whether the public necessities require that additional 
burdens shall be laid upon the labor of the country. 

The Democratic Administration left your finances in a healthy condi- 
tion. Your balance-sheet showed a large surplus subject to the draft 
of your Treasurer when Mr. Harrison was inaugurated. Has the ex- 
travagance of the Republican party, during eighteen months of its ad- 
ministration, rendered it necessary that the duties should be raised from 
25 to35 percent.? Is it true that the appropriations of the presentses- 
sion will exceed, not only the estimated receipts, but the surplus of the 
preceding year and the $54,207,975.75 of trust funds covered into the 
Treasury under the act of July 14, 1890? 

Ifsuch waste of the public funds has been the result of placing in power 
a Republican administration and Congress, the country should know it. 

Unless you fear a deficit, can any reason be given for this extraor- 


dinary bill but the one frankly admitted by the distinguished Sen- 
ator from New York, that the purpose of the committee in framing it 
was to fix the duties so high as to give the American market to the 
American manufacturer ? 

Mr. President, when we com the demands on the Treasury at the 
end of our great civil war and those which we now have to provide 
for, it is almost impossible to believe that there is any justification for 
an increase of taxation on those commodities which are essential to 
the comfort and well-being of the people. 


In 1866 our annual expenditures amounted to $519, 022, 356 
The interest account included in this sum was 133, 067, 625 
Leaving the ordinary expenses 385, 954, 731 
In 1889 our annual expenditures were 281, 996, 615 
Including interest account o. 41, 201, 484 
Leaving the ordinary expenses 240, 795, 131 
The public debt in 1866 Wwas 2, 773, 236, 173 
The public debt, July 1, 1890, less cash in the Treas- 
RUF WES on T pe NTE EEE AN — 876,386,113 
Amount of debt paid in twenty-four years 1, 896, 850, 060 


Sir, our annual ordinary expenses between 1866 and 1889 have de- 
creased $237,029,741, our debt has been decreased $1,896,850,060, 
and yet it is proposed to increase the average ad valorem rate of 
taxation from $41.34 on the $100 to $51.97 on the $100. But, Mr. 
President, our friends on the other side of the Chamber will claim that 
in the course of the last twenty years they have reduced the revenue 
by relieving certain subjects that were formerly taxed. This is true; 
but in repealing those taxes they but illustrate the policy which has 
controlled the Republican party when legislating in reference to this 
subject. 

In 1866 the internal-reyenue receipts from taxes on capital, luxuries, 
whisky, etċ., amounted to $309,226,863; in 1889 they amounted to 
$130,881,513, leaving an excess of internal-revenue taxes in 1866 over 
those in 1889 of $178,345,350; in other words, there has been a reduc- 
tion of taxation on capital, luxuries, and whisky, of $178,345,350, while 
at the same time there was an increase of taxation from ¢ustoms duties, 
within thesame period, of $44,786,089. 

The extent of the burden transferred by a repeal of taxation under 
the internal-revenue laws to the shoulders of the laborer is more fully 
shown by a recapitulation of the amounts, contained in a letter from 
the former Commissioner of Internal Revenue, Mr. Miller, addressed 
to Mr, BRECKINRIDGE under date of May 2, 1888, in which he shows 
that, taking into consideration the growth of the country, the loss ot 
revenue in 1888 by the repeal of these laws amounted to $247,703, 452. 


Recapitulation of taxes repealed under the foregoing-named acts, 


Taxes repealed on— Amount, 

609. 00 
430.00 
395. 00 

418.00 ' 
159. 00 
Legacies and successions ... 091, 825. 00 
Articles of luxury kept for use 116, 674.00 
Slaughtered animals. 291,571.00 
Passports,,.... .. 31, 149. 00 
Total abolished...... 240, = 230, 00 
Add stamp taxes reduced 722.00 
And for increase on gas from 1866 to 1872 989, 076. 00 
And for increase on raw cotton from 1866 to 1867 5, 359, 424. 00 
Total repealed and reduced. . . . 8 247, 703, 42. 00 


The Senator from Rhode Island, who had charge of the Senate bill 
in 1888, which was offered as a substitute for what is known as the 
„Mills bill,“ on the 5th day of October of that year, in advocating 
that measure, advanced the argument that, had the rates of duty in 
force prior to the act of July, 1870, been applied to the importations of 
1887, the amount of duties collected would have exceeded the receipts 
of that year from customs by $139,596,693. Even assuming, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that this estimate of the distingnished Senator is correct, what 
does it prove? Simply that a Republican Congress has relieved capi- 
tal, luxuries, and whisky of taxation to the amount of $101,106,739 more 
than they have taken from the shoulders of agriculture and labor. 

COMPARISON OF STATE AND FEDERAL TAXATION. 

Mr. President, in considering so important and far-reaching a meas- 
ure as this, the practical operation of which affects indirectly every citi- 
zen of the country, it may not be unprofitable to call attention to the 
aggregate of direct taxation imposed upon the people for State and 
county purposes, with a view of comparing the cost with that of the 
Federal administration, 
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We find to some extent that even under the system of direct taxa- 
tion in the States an inequality exists in the imposition of taxes. upon 
the wealthy and those in medium circumstances, Under the Federal 
system the poor pay as much as the rich, as taxes are paid upon con- 
sumption, and not upon wealth. In the States it is paid upon wealth 
bya tax upon real and personal property, but even in thiscase, sir, there 
are thousands ol wealthy men who, as the owners of personal securities, 
non-taxable bonds, etc., avoid that equality of taxation which should 
exist in every system which provides a revenue for public purposes. 

A comparison of taxation for these purposes will reveal a vast ex- 
travagance of Federal expenditures: 
Estimate of State tax paid per capita 
Estimate of county tax paid per capita 


Aggregate for State and county purposes 
For a family of five persons .........--.----.--.--..------.- 
Assuming the population of this country to be 64,000,000 and the 

annual expenditures for 1890 to reach the sum of $460, 000,000, it would 
be $7.19 per capita, or $35.95 per family of five persons, which is within 
a fraction of three times as much paid to the Federal Government as 
is necessary to defray all the expenses of State and county administra- 
tion. 


. 5 

Assuming the population of West Virginia to be 775,000, the people 
of that State would, under that estimate, pay in Federal taxation an- 
nually the sum of $5,472,250. 

This estimate of the cost per capita of taxation for the support of the 
Federal Government does not include that immense sum paid in boun- 
ties by the consumer to the manufacturer of articles so highly protected 

Federal legislation, and which, under the estimate of the distin- 
hed statistician, Prof. Arthur L. Perry, amounts to the sum of 
„159,572, almost $14 per capita of population, in addition to the 

$7.19 per capita contributed for the support of the Federal Government. 
CONDITION AND PROFITS OF MANUFACTURES. 

Mr. President, is it surprising that, after thirty years of legislation 
framed and administered in the interest of a single class in our country, 
all should concur with periect unanimity in the admission of the fact 
that there is a widespread depression“ in the agricultural industry 
that has been made to bear these burdens for so long a time? or is 
- it surprising that the admission is made with equal unanimity that 

the t manulacturing industry, the pampered favorite of this class 
e „is in a prosperous and growing condition? 

ith these two admitted facts confronting us, I would ask, sir, 
whether it is the part of wisdom or the evidence of a patriotic states- 
manship that we should by our legislation further widen the breach 
between these two great industries of our country by artificially stimu- 
lating the prosperity and profits of the one, while by the same meas- 
ure we increase the burdens and restrict the markets of the other, thus 
extending this already “widespread depression.” 

Were our manufacturing industries prostrated, as agriculture is, at 
least a plausible excuse could be offered in justification of this unpar- 
donable injustice to three-fifths of our population; but such is not the 
case; no such plea can be advanced by the advocates of this bill. The 
excuse for its passage can rest upon no higher ground than that given 
by the plunderer having the desire to appropriate his neighbor’s prop- 
erty and the power to carry into execution that inclination. Congress 
is asked to give its sanction to the transfer of the property of the con- 
sumer to the vaults of the Treasury in the one case and to the coffers 
of the manufacturer in the other. 

To show, sir, that the manufacturing industry of this country is not 
a subject of charity, let us examine the statistics furnished by the cen- 
sus of 1880: 


VS EN icc case Sh ae aca hanna tos cane dans LANNS EPT EFO RAS ACEDA 88, 3609, 667, 706 
Value of material nh „ $3,394, 340, 029 
Value of annual wages . . 947, 919, 674 

— — — 1.342, 259, 70 


Excess of value of product over material and wages .. 1,027,408, 003 

As the capital invested in this industry aggregates $2,790,223, 506 
and the receipts exceed the cost of wages and material $1,027,408, 003, 
or 37 per cent. upon the capital invested, from which are to be deducted 
taxes, insurance, wear and tear, ete., in comparison with the profits on 

culture we find it would leave an exorbitantannual dividend, the 
result of inequitable laws, which permit excessive prices to be charged 
by destroying the natural competition of trade. 

To illustrate more particularly the high profits received by these 
beneficiaries of an unconstitutional and unjust system of legislation, I 
will take the liberty of reading an extract from the able h deliv- 
ered by the Hon, BENJAMIN F. SHIVELY, of Indiana, in the House of 
Representatives on May 16,1888. He said: 


‘was in 1883 worth $1,500,000, An average annual dividend of 89} per cent. for 
twenty years and an addition of 400 per cent. to the value of the opna plant 
in the same time show the languishing condition of an "infant industry,” 
which all this time was clamoring for protection against the pauper labor of 


The Quincy Copper Mining Company, of Michigan, an average annual 
dividend of 50 per cent, for the ten years preceding 188l,and the Calumet and 
Hecla Mining Company paid in dividends last year $2,250,000 on an Investment 
of less than $1,000,000, It will be remembered in this connection that copper had 
a war tariff of 2 cents per pound and now enjoys a peace tariff of 4 cents per 

und. A member of the Edgar A, Thomson-Steel Works, located at Brad- 
ook, Pa., admits ton member of the Committee on Ways and Means of this 
House that he drew out of that establishment as dividends in a single year the 
sum of $1,500,000, or $5,000 per day, to say nothing of the undivided profits. This 
firm is protected by a tariff of $17 per ton on steel rails and $27.50 per ton on steel 
beams, and yet their works are at this hour surrounded by a cordon of Pinker- 
ton's brass-buttoned mandarins to prutect imported foreign labor inside, shoot 
— 3 77 15 of struggling American workmen outside, and guaranty absolute 
ree tfade in labor! 


15 LABOR BENEFITED BY TIIE TARIFF? 

Mr. President, the advocates who seek to perpetuate this system of 
legislation, appreciating their inability to arouse the interest or stim- 
ulate the philanthropic sentiments of the American people in behalt 
of the beneficiaries of this great public wrong, endeavored to divert 
attention from the true reasons which prompted their zeal in behalf 
of protection for protection’s sake, by assuming the disinterested rôle 
of the champions and protectors of American labor against the low- 
priced pauper labor of Europe, 

Such an appeal, coming from the source that it does, should excite 
suspicion, The experience of the past has demonstrated that there are 
but two members that compose this partnership. Labor is not one of 


em. 

The power of the Republican y results from the magnificent or- 
ganization, the cohesive force of mutual interests, and the unlimited 
means of the protected manufacturers. So long as its policy is con- 
trolled by the capitalist it can not champion the cause of labor. 

The value of this argument in the political market is rapidly depre- 
ciating in recent years. Education, experience, the study of these 
economic questions and their practical operation, are rapidly convincing 
the American laborer that between him and capital there is such a 
conflict that, in the language of the Republican John Jarrett, before 
the Senate Committee on Labor and Capital, wages of labor can only 
be maintained at a living standard by the workingmen belonging to 
labor organizations. The advance in prices did them no good; the 
manufacturer took it all.“ 

The Republican party, through whose legislation these t mo- 
nopolies have been enabled to concentrate the wealth of the countryin 
a few States in one of its sections and who are the authorized repre- 
sentatives of the wealthy and creditor classes, which division among 
the people of the United States has been the natural outgrowth of the 
policy enforced during the last thirty years by that party, can not con- 
vince the American laborer that his interest is safe in its keeping, by 
declaring that high custom-duties must be imposed upon commodities 
of prime necessity, that labor may be fully and justly rewarded, 

The statistics of the increase of the value of labor during periods of 
high and low tarifis conclusively demonstrate that labor does not reap 
the benefits that should flow from the sacrifices made by the consumer 
(of which he is the largest element), and none know this better than 
those who cry the loudest for protection to American labor, 

Mr. President, experience teaches all who will stop to reflect upon 
this subject that there are two great questions entering into and deter- 
mining the price of labor: First, the demand and supply and, second, 
the efficiency of the labor. 

It would be useless to consume the time of the Sennte in discussing 
the first of these propositions, that the extent of the demand and the 
number of efiicient laborers seeking employment must to a great ex- 
tent be the measure of the value of the services rendered, The history 
of the price of labor in all the great and varied industries throughout 
the length and breadth of our country, from Maine to California, con- 
clusively shows that these two elements, more than any other questions, 
tend to establish the value of labor, 

The difference in price for the same class of laborers between the North 
and the South and between the East and the West fully sustains the 
correctness of the first proposition. 

That an increased value to labor is not given by an increase of 
customs duties, even to the workmen in protected industries, is 
clearly shown by the bureau of statistical information of the State of 
Illinois: 


Weekly wages. 7 

Protected occupations, — Eee iy 
1580. 1388. 8 E 
. 5 

k 20- 

$ 33 
` 33 
$ 11 
8 12 
Organ-builders. 5. 2⁰ 
Paper-mill ope: 12. 00 . 16 
Salt-laborers ..., 13.20 | 12.00 9 
Shoemakers. 12. 80 9. 90 19 
Tioners ..........-. 12.90 | 11.25 12 
BiN FBI ooy aitoja esi so insis osinean isi aso 25.00 | 18.75 2 


The above table shows an average decrease of 18 per cent. 
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This view is more conclusively demonstrated to be correct when we 
find from the same source of information that, whereas there wasa de- 
crease between 1880 and 1886 in the price of wages in protected occu- 
pations, there was a large increase of wages during the same period in 
the unprotected occupations: 


á 

2 

Unprotected aag gerze 8 
7 5 2 
mS 
Bricklayers and stone-masons .. $20.10 l4 
Elect rotypers — 19. 15 a 
od aoe 11.50 27 
Slate-roofers .. 15.75 10 
fi a 8.50 21 
Stair-builders...... 15.75 17 
Steam-fitter helpe: 12. 00 33 
Stone-block pavers 24.00 33 
Stone-cutters.............. 21.60 20 
Street-railway employés... 13.01 27 
Wooden-block pavers.... 23.50 30 
WCE OE . ᷣ cosets doods secede 14.25 19 


This is an average increase of 24 per cent. 

The Commissioner of Labor concurs in this view in his report of 1883, 
in which he states that ‘‘in 1875 the per cent. of wages paid to the 
value of production in over two thousand establishments was 24.68 
and that in 1880 it was only 20.23, a decrease of one-sixth in five years. 

It is equally true that in considering the value of labor we should 
take into consideration its efficiency, or, in other words, its capacity to 
inerease production. 

A superficial examination of the relative cost of labor per day in 
America and England would at once suggest the conclusion that the 
price of labor is much higher in this country than abroad; but when 
we take into consideration the efficiency of the American laborer and 
compare the relative value in price, measured by the value of the prod- 
uet of the two, we at once ize that there is little if any difference. 

Mr. EVARTS, then Secretary of State, in presenting to Congress the 
reports of the United States consuls in relation to the state of labor in 
Europe, in a letter dated May 17, 1879, sums up the information em- 
bodied in these numerous reports, and in referring to the relative value 
of work periormed by the American and European workmen he says: 

The average American workman performs from one and a half to twice 
as much work in a given time as the average European workman, This is so 
important a point connection with our ability to compete with the cheap- 
Jabor manufactures of Europe, and it seems, on first thought, so strange, that I 


will trouble you with somewhat lengthy quotations from the reports in sup- 
port thereof, 


And on page 37 he suggests the reasons for this difference in efficiency 
in favor of the American workman. He says: 

There is something in the Republic which gives an individuality to the peo- 
ple of the United States possessed by no other people to such a degree. Out in- 
ventive genius in mechanical appliances is original and at least twenty-five 
years ahead of Europe. Our people accept innovation, are peo red for it by 
anticipation. Europeans do not. One workman in the Un States, as will 
be seen from the foregoing extracts, does as much work as two workmen in 
most of the countries of Europe; even the immigrant from Europe attains this 
N spirit by a few pean association with American workmen. We 

ave no oppressed and stupid peasantry, little more intelligent than the tools 
they handle. All are self-thinking, self-acting, and self-supporting. k 


Mr. Blaine, while occupying the same position, in transmitting simi- 
lar reports to Congress, refers to the subject of wages in the cotton fac- 
tories in the following language: i 

Undoubtedly the inequalities in the wages of English and American operatives 
are more than equalized by the greater efficiency of the latter and their longer 
hours of labor. If this should prove to be a fact in practice, as it seems to be 

ven from official statisties, it would bea rot important clement in the estab- 
Fisnment of our ability to compete with England for our share of the cotton-goods 
trade of the world. 

Mr. Frelinghuysen, in transmitting a similar report, in referring to 
the cost of labor for weaving and printing cloths in England, remarks: 

Your readers will gather from the figures given in the foregoing table of costs 
that, in the matter of wages, America is as cheap as England. 

The correctness of the conclusions reached by an analysis of the re- 
ports of our consuls in Europe is confirmed by an examination of the 
estimates as to the number of hands employed in the manufacturing 
industries in England and America and the value of the product turned 
out by them: 


$ ai 
| United States. Great Britain. 


— j Pao 
Hands em „ i 5,250,000 | 
1 


5. 140. 000 


Value of T 88. 000, 000, 0% | $4, 000, 000, 000 


The utterances upon this subject to which I have referred are the 
mature judgment of leaders of the Republican party after a careful 
investigation of the facts, and made in their official character to Con- 
p upon a subject that would necessarily enter into its consideration 

framing legislation bearing upon these economic questions. 

No element that composes our great population has given more anx- 


ious and eareful consideration to the effect of the tariff on wages than 
the laboring masses. The organizations which have sprung up through- 
ont the whole country have tended to educate those directly interested 
in the subject in the practical effects of 3 The day has 
passed when the American laborer can be mi by the catch-words, 
Protection for American labor.“ y 

The address issued by the Workingmen's Tariff-Reform Association 

of Philadelphia to the workmen of the United States shows a keen 


appreciation of their relations to a high tariff and boldly proclaims 
who in fact are the beneficiaries of this legislation. It declares: 


LABOR’S SHARE, 


The wages of labor in the manufactures are but little more than 17 per cent, 
of the product. In other words, the amount that falls to labor out of the total 
value of the 8 is only $17 out of every $100. Now, does it not stand to 
reason that if a tariff be at all necessary an average tariff duty of 17 cent, - 
would he amply sufficient to protect American labor against foreign r, even 
if the latter got no wages at all? Yet the average of tariff duties now is 47 per 
cent., although the difference in the wages between this and other countriesis not 
5 per cent. calculated upon the relative 3 of labor. Why, then, is 
this extra 30 per cent, put ou? Wo see ſt can not protect labor. It does protect 
the manufacturers not merely inst foreign oo tion, but most eff 
against all our efforts to compe! them to treat us justly. It is this 30 


ſectually 
pee cent. > 
extra that secures to them ali the benefit from protection and makes it impos- 


sible for us to even wring from them a share of it. It makes them 
competition and fortifies them against our just demands, and it yet leaves them 
free to draw their labor freely the markets of the world, and the inevit- 
able and natural result is cheap Jabor and dear goods. 

Mr. President, manufacturers should not present themselves to the 
public as philanthropists; if they do, the facts of history would over- 
throw the claim. Until a Democratic House originated a law which 
prohibited it, they hesitated not to import the pauper labor of Europe, 

y contracts made abroad, with mortgages upon its future earnings, 
place it side by side with the American labor, with no other purpose in 
view than to reduce its value. 

Before the of this law, strikes were far more numerous than 
now. ‘Then, the laborer was in the power of the capitalist; he could 
be turned out of employment. his family reduced to a state of starva- 
tion, and himself to that condition of desperation that would make him 
yield to the demand of his employer; for, if he refused to accept the 
wages offered, the markets of Europe were open, and they could be 
drawn on to supply his place. Thanks to a Democratie House of Rep- 
resentatives, this can no longer be done, and labor may now treat with 
capital upon a more equal footing. : 

The information furnished us by the Government shows that the 
view taken by the Workingmen’s Tariff Reform Association as to the 


per cent. of labor in the protected manufactures is true; and those sta- 


tistics further show a serious depression in the value of labor under the 
protection given to the manufactured commodities since the war. 

The census of 1880 shows that the value of the manufactured prod- 
uct of this country in 1860 was $1,885,861,676, and the wages paid to 
produce those commodities amounted to $378,878,966, or 20 per cent. 
of the product. We learn from the same authority that in 1880 the 
value of the manufactured products was 85.369, 667, 706 and the value 
of the wages paid was $947,919,674, a fraction over 17 per cent., after 
twenty years of high protection, The wages in 1860 under one of the 
lowest tarifis this country has ever known, if being lower than the 
rates fixed by the revenue tariff of 1846, reaching only $19 on the $100, 
were 3 per cent. higher than those paid during the period of twenty 
years when a high protective tariff was in force, the low tariff during 
that time enabling the manufacturers to keep wages at the higher 
figure. 

In considering the value of wages for workmen in England and 
America, the question is suggested whether the higher prices paid for 
labor in this country are not neutralized by thein ied cost of living, 
caused by the enhanced prices given to articles ol universal use, by 
the high duties imposed upon their production or importation by the 
tariff act. 

We must not forget, sir, that the laborer is a consumer, and one of 
the largest class of consumers of those commodities which are highly 
protected. He consequently pays his full share of Federal taxation, 
and far beyond his equitable proportion of the bounties to the manu- 
factyrers. Every article of clothing purchased by him or by his fam- 
ily, whether it consists of woolen or cotton the tools of his trade, 
the china, crockery, and glassware used in his kitchen or placed on his 
table, his knives and forks, the stove on which he cooks his meals, the 
skillets and pots in which they are prepared, the tin-bucket in which 
he carries his dinner, every article that adds to his comfort is taxed 
from thirty-eight to eighty dollars on the 5100. This necessarily re- 
duces the value of his labor, which is sold in a free market with no as- 
sistance by artificial means of in its price. 

Inestimating therefore, the value of labor between two countries, 
the cost of living is an essential element, and between England and 
the United States it is one that tends largely to equalize wages. 

HAS THE TARIFF BENEFITED THE FARMER? 

But, Mr. President, has the high tarift from 1861 to the present time 
been beneficial to that largest class of our population, those who are 
engaged in and are dependent upon our agricultural industry? Have 
the accumulations of the farmer been as rapid in proportion to the 
capital invested as those of the protected classes? 
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These questions have been frankly answered by the Committee on 
Ways and Means of the House in the negative. It must therefore be 
assumed as an admitted fact, in the discussion of this measure, that 
the agriculturists, composing three-fifths of our population, are not 
keeping pace, in growth, wealth, and development, with those engaged 
in our other great industries, but are in fact yearly losing the position 
they held when the Republican party assumed control of this Govern- 
ment in 1861. 

Including the value of farms, stock, implements, and machinery, 
there is invested in agriculture the enormous sum of $12,104,085, 440, 
The magnitude of the investment and the number of people depend- 
ing upon it for their support demand of those who are commissioned 
to frame legislation that may affect its prosperity the most careful 
consideration; and yet, sir, the most critical analysis of the provisions 
of this bill will disclose no effort made by its framers to remove the 
depression which now rests upon it, but, on the contrary, a familiarity 
with its declared policy must convince the most biased and prejudiced 
that in arranging its details there has been apparently a deliberate 

urpose and intention to increase the excessive burdens under which 
it labors. This evidences neither a spirit of wisdom nor patriotism 
on the of those who are responsible for it. 

Mr. President, those engaged in the occupation of farming lead the 
most laborious lives of any of the citizens of the Republic, at work 
betore the rays of the morning sun gild the eastern horizon and found 

iding the plow through its furrow when the twilight of evening 

lends into the darkness of night. Though the largest in numbers 
and the most influential in the exercise of political power, if once or- 
ganized, they have had no paid lobby to urge the consideration of their 
interests or to threaten political destruction to the party that failed 
to respond to their demands. 

Congress has shamefully and cruelly, in the legislation which it has 
formulated, betrayed their interests, assisted in prostrating their in- 
dustry, and heaped burden after burden upon them at the demand 
and under the dictation of a haughty, arrogant, and pretentious class, 
until at last patience has ceased to be a virtue, and you witness for the 
first time a powerful, indignant, and aggressive movement of this great 
agricultural class, whose potent influence will hereafter be felt in shap- 
ing the course of Federal legislation. . 

It was once the proud boast of the farmer, that he who plows his 
land and tends cattle spins gold,” but, sir, that was in the days of 
equal rights to all and special privileges to none, when the voice of 
the people was reflected in the laws that were enacted, before the in- 
fluence of Wall street fashioned and directed the financial policy of the 
Government, before the party which now controls the destinies of this 
country yielded to the baneful influences which first sought to quiet 
opposition, then to convert, and afterwards to guide and control. 

For thirty years the protected producers have dominated the legisla- 
tion of Congress on all great economic questions. Its aggressiveness 
has overcome all obstacles and placed on the statute-books most un- 
just and inequitable laws. 

Stimulated at last into vigor and energy by the consciousness of im- 
pending financial ruin, this great army of workers ’’ has aroused itself 
to action. It has formulated a platform, the fifth plank of which de- 
clares: 

Believing in the doctrine of equal rights to all and special favors to none, we 
demand that taxation, national or State, shall not be to build up one interest 
or class at the expense of another. We believe that the money of the country 
should be kept as much as possible in the hands of the Ne and hence we de- 
mand that all revenue, national, State, or county, shall be limited to the neces- 
sary expenses of the Government, economically and honestly administered. 

The demand of the people, as expressed in that platform and as heard 
through nominating conventions, has at last attracted the attention of 

the country and we find already its influence manifesting itself in the 
Federal haka of legislation. As its power is more fully developed its 
influence will become more potent, and I am satisfied that before long 
its voice will be heard, its counsels heeded, and its reasonable demands 


ted. 
15 55 President, the object of this measure, when considered in its effect 
upon the American farmer, is mostiniquitoas, His appeals are heard 
with contempt and his interests are treated with a cool brutality that 
is the offspring of unnatural greed and unexaimpled selfishness, which 
finds a parallel in no other period of the history of tariff legislation. 

The language of the Tariff Commission in its report to Congress aptly 
expresses what will be the popular judgment of the measure now pend- 
ing before this body when its provisions are fully understood and 
their effect fully comprehended. It said: 

Excessive dulies generally, or exce i ic cases, 
discredit our * recourse DIE A ANo paronia oases: 
for its complete subversion. 

It is the means through which you seek to destroy the international 
commerce of the country; to build high the wall of exclusion and non- 
intercourse; to close the foreign markets to our exports, 73.24 per cent. 
of which consists of agricultural products; to force still lower the price 
of the products of the farm by compelling the producer to sell in the 
home market, already glutted with his products, and to suffer an an- 
nual loss of over $500,000,000 which heretofore has been received in 
exchange for his products; for is it not true that with no increase of 


production it would require at least ten million additional population 
to consume the yield {rom our farms? 

The Republican party no longer aspires to be national in its policies 
or in its aspirations. It is content, like its prototype, the Tory 4 810 
of England, to rest its hopes for future power upon the approval of a 
small elementof the citizens that compose n of this great 
and rapidly expanding country. It is warmed into life and vigor by 
the flames of sectionalism, and will pass from the arena of national 
politics when the patriotic impulses of the people of the common coun- 
try, forgetting the bitterness of the past, shall realize that their future 
safety depends upon the enactment of laws that will be just in their 
operation and equitable in the burdens im 

Mr. President, the contributions of the farmers to the Treasury of 
the Government or to the cofters of the manufacturers can not be less, 
even under the existing law, than $450,000,000 annually. This drain 
upon their resources is gradually but surely surrounding them with 
conditions that will compel them to take advantage of the bankrupt 
law (which our Republican friends are urging shall be passed) to re- 
lieve the distress which their unwise legislation is producing. 

Mr. President, the year 1890 will not soon be forgotten by the agri- 
cultural classes. The recklessness of the public servants of the peo- 
ple in their efforts to pass the measure we are now considering, united 
with the impenetrable dispensation of Providence, which is now bear- 
ing so heavily upon them in almost every section of the country, will 
sorely test their fortitude and shake their confidence in their ability to 
meet the impending losses which threaten them. 

Prices have fallen; the seasons have been unpropitious; indebted- 
ness has accumulated. Nothing, sir, but that spirit inherent in the 
American character has enabled him toovercome all natural obstacles 
and to resist the influences of an unwise policy which for thirty years 
has made him the burden-bearer of a class of ‘‘infant industries,” 
the petted and pampered favorites of Federal legislation. 

Mr. President, a knowledge of the facts to which I have referred 
will, to some extent at least, prepare the mind for the startling reve- 
lations disclosed by the official statistics of the Government, showing 
the gradual yet unchecked decline of the agricultural industry from 
the hour that the Republican party was placed in power and a Repub- 
lican Congress framed a revenue measure the essential element of 
which was an unjust and inequitable discrimination in favor of the 
manufactured products of the country. 

From that period we can trace the rapid decline in the relative 
wealth of the agriculturist. 

It was bone and sinew, honest toil and daily sacrifice, competing in 
the race forsupremacy with the power of aggregated capital stimulated 
into unnatural activity and unhealthy development by the artificial 
encouragement of Federal legislation in the interestsof a class. In 
such an unequal contest the result could easily be predicted. Fortu- 
nately, we do not have to rely upon prophecy. The recorded facts of 
history leave nothing to speculation. Statistics show that the value 
of the wealth of the country in 1850 was $7,000,000,000, and of this 
amount the investments in the agricultural industry amounted to $4,- 
000,000,000. In a period of ten years, under a purely revenue tariff, 
between 1850 and 1860, the value of the wealth of the country had 
increased to $16,000,000,000, of which sum the farmer still owned one- 
half, or $8,000,000,000, From 1860 to 1880, a period of twenty years 
of high protection, the value of the wealth of the country had in- 
creased to $43,600,000,000, of which amount the farmer owned but 
$12,104,085,940, or a little less than one-fourth of the wealth of the 
country. 

These figures, Mr. President, furnish food for reflection. They clearly 
indicate that the great agricultural industry which in 1860 occupied 
the tront rank is rapidly losing the position it then held. Its energies 
have been paralyzed, its growth retarded, and its accumulations checked 
by the policy persisted in by the Republican party, which ignored its 
claimsin the inauguration of an economic system, the object and pur- 
pose of which was to build up one section at the expense of the other 
and to create an aristocracy of wealth in the States of the East. 

An examination of the report of the Comptroller of the Currency 
will strikingly illustrate the injustice to the great agricultural States 
of the West and South of the fiscal system whieh has been persisted 
in by the Republican party at the dictation and in fear of the threats 
of the money power of the East. These figures will further show the 
inequality in the distribution of the wealth of the country and the 
terrible drain which has been made upon the resources of the agricult- 
ural States. 

The capital and deposits in the nine manufacturing States of Maine, 
New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, 
New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania aggregated $3,378,295, 000, | 
and in all the other States and Territories but $1,823,376,000. This 
gives to the nine manufacturing States per capita $198, whereas the per 
capita in the other States and Territories amonnts to but $40. These 
nine States, with not over one-fourth of the population of the country, 
possess three-fifths of the banking capital and deposits. It is true 
that a larger portion of the capital in the agricultural States is in- 
vested in farms, etc., than inthe manufacturing 

| 
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States, but it is equall 
true that the real property in those States is heavily mortgaged 
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- capitalists of the East, and that a large proportion of the annual profits 
of the farmer in the West and South is required to pay the annual in- 
terest upon this mortgage indebtedness, 

This indebtedness is estimated by The New York Times at $3,422,- 
000,000; by the St. Lonis Republic at $4,531,000,000; by the Missouri 
Republican at $4,521,000,000. These estimates, made by reliable pub- 
lic journals after thorough investigation, we must hope are exagger- 
ated, but their accuracy, however, has not been disputed by the pres- 
entation of any evidence sufficient to overthrow them; we will have 
to wait until the returns of the present census either verifies or denies 


them. 

In king of the Western States especially, the Missouri Repub- 
lican closes an articleupon this subject in the following strong and vig- 
orous language: 

The Western States are, in fact, being bied to death. Western farmers are 
actually becoming poorer and poorer every year. Asa body they do not make 
a living, and the convincing proof of this fact is that their farms are fast passing 
under mortgage to the money-lending, manufacturing States of the East. 
Twenty-five years ago these mortgages were few in number and small in 
amount; now they number millions and cover an aggregate value of thousands 
of millions, andali bear 6 to 8 per cent. interest. 

The West does not own itself. It is owned by the industrial States. Twenty- 
six years of the malign, sectional, and oppressive policy of bigh tariff has done 
the work and done it effectually. The industrial States of the East, enriched 
beyond estimate by the annual tribute of $600,000,000 exacted for a quarter of. a 
century from the other States under the false pretense of building up home 
manufactures, own all Western railroads, telegraph lines, and bridges, and 
hold mortgages on nearly ali farms, their cities, and towns. 

Mr. President, the great mass of the people of the country who re- 

ceive none of the benefits of protection, including those engaged in 
` agriculture, those performing professional and personal services, and 

those employed in trade and transportation, but who bear all of its 
burdens as consumers, have at last awakened from the lethargy which 
for thirty years has enabled this iniquitous system of unnecessary tax- 
ation to be continued, not for the purpose of meeting the expenditures 
of the Federal Government, economically administered, but with a view 
of increasing the inordinate profits of a few, for political purposes. 

Though Democracy was defeated in the campaign of 1888, and a ma- 
jority in the electoral college was cast for the representatives of Re- 
publican principles, that great educational campaign will in afteryears 
be regarded as an epoch in the political history of this country. 

For the first time in forty years, the great underlying principles in- 
volved in a bill similar to the one before us for consideration were fully 
and elaborately discussed before the people. Organized labor promptly 
showed their appreciation of the eftorts of the Democratic party to re- 
lieve them from some of the burdensimposed upon them by a war tariff, 
by rallying to its support. The agriculturist, by reason of that con- 
servative spirit which has always been one of the characteristics of the 
American farmer, failed then to fully realize the importance to him of 
this great reform movement, and many were misled by the plausible 
arguments advanced by the representatives of class legislation; but, sir, 
the leaven deposited in the body politic has at last demonstrated its 
vitality and cy. From a disorganized mass has sprung, in the 
South and West, a disciplined and o army, whose union is 

- cemented by the strongest ties of self-interest and whose object and 
purpose is to throw its power and influence in favor of those true prin- 
ciples of governmental exactions which have given vitality to and pre- 
served the existence of the Democratic party during a century of our 
country’s history. 

The declaration of principles announced by the Farmers’ Alliance 
and the Knights of Labor in their national convention, and by the 
Grange organization, furnishes convincing proof that they now fully 
understand the limitations on the power conferred upon the Govern- 
ment through which it may extort contributions in the form of taxa- 
tion from the citizen. 

HOME MARKET, 

Mr. President, the advocates of excessive duties on imported articles 
find it necessary, with a view to divert the attention of the consumer 
from the consideration of the unjust and inequitable principle on which 
such a bill must rest, to invent some phrase that will tickle the ear 
and eyen appeal to the patriotic instincts of the citizen. They tell us 
that these onerous burdens and shameful extortions upon the labor of 
the country must be borne that the American home market may 
be preserved for Americans. 

We might partially answer such an argument by calling attention 
to the fact that it is not the American manufacturer who, in all cases, 
is protected undertheselaws. It is a part of the current history of the 
country that English capitalists are investing in all of our manufact- 
uring industries immense sums of money, knowing that should this 
bill now under consideration become a law this country would fur- 
nish an opportunity for the largest profits upon the investment made 
of any country in the world. Prices are offered for manufacturing 
plants by these English capitalists far in excess of their actual or real 
value, relying, as they evidently do, upon the Republican majority in 
Congress to enact such a law as will enable them to compel the Ameri- 
can citizen to pay tribute to British investors. 

This appeal, in the interest of greed, to the highest and noblest im- 
pulses of the American people, is now fully understood by them, and 
when heard in the present campaign will fall upon unsympathetic ears. 
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Like the appeal for the protection of the American laborer, it has been 
worn threadbare, and before an intelligent audience will excite senti- 
ments of derision and contempt. 

The question is not narrowed down to whether the American farmer 
would prefer to purchase a high-priced ‘‘American tin engl ” oralow- 
priced British tin lion.“ It involves far graver considerations, es- 
pecially to the American farmer. Itinvolves the propositions whether 
he will approve that policy which will still further restrict and limit 
his opportunities to dispose of his surplus products in the world’s mar- 
kets of distribution; whether he will approve that system of legislation 
the tendency of which will inevitab] ts to stimulate the international 
commerce of the civilized world, with countries other than hisown, and 
the practical effect of which would be to deny him the opportunity of 
exchanging his surplus products for the products of other nations, and 
compel him to either reduce the sum of production or helplessly stand 
by and witness the decomposition of his annual surplus stored in his 
barns and cribs. 

Mr. President, the iniquity of the present measure could not be more 
fully illustrated than when considering it in its relation to the agri- 
cultural industry. With an impertinence that would be grotesque, . 
were it not for the serious results which will follow, asmall but - 
ized band of now highly protected citizens demand that there shall be 
paid an increase of taxation of from 25 to 35 per cent. beyond the 
present war rates by the farmers, who compose the largest element of 
the productive classes of our country, while in the same breath the 
advocates and promoters of this class of legislation tell him that he 
must confine the sale of his products to the American market, althi 
his annual production exceeds the demands of that market by - 
000,000; in other words, sir, the American farmer is told that the 
economic theory of the Republican party which they intend perma- 
nently to establish as a part of the domestic fiscal policy of this coun- 
try, shall give to the manufacturers the right to compel the American 
consumer to purehase his commodities at a price to be fixed by him- 
self, and at the same time deny to the American farmer even the poor 
privilege of selling his annual surplus of production in the markets of 
the world’s distribution in competition with the low-priced labor of 
Egypt, India, and Russia. 5 

The Republican majority, by the passage of this measure, boldly de- 
clare to their constituents that the excessive and inordinate profits upon 
the investments in a vale industry must be increased, and that the 
value of agricultural production must be decreased to an extent equal 
to the difference between the home demand and the surplus now pro- 
duced, or that the value of the surplus must bea total loss to the agri- 
culturist, by excluding his exports from the foreign market. 

Mr, President, I have not exaggerated the results which will fow 
from this policy should it be adopted by the American Congress. Itisin 
its power by legislative favoritism to stimulate the abnormal 
and to increase the excessive profits of one of these branches of industry, 
that with others compose the wealth of the nation; but the friends of 
this system, in doing so, show neither wisdom nor prudence. Espe- 
cially is this true when the effect of such legislation is to hamper and 
paralyze the energies of that large element of the population that de- 
pends upon our agricultural industry for its support, its comforts, and 
its happiness. 

If the demands you made were reasonable and the necessities of the 
country required the sacrifice, the patrioticsentiments of the American 
people might be successfully appealed to; but, sir, this bill ts in 
all its naked deformity, without the slightest attempt at concealment, 
the true object of those who framed it and justifies a suspicion that 
the motives which prompted it originated, not in a desire to promote 
the public welfare, but rather to redeem a promise given in a moment 
of political desperation. 

Mr. President, the agricultural exports since 1870 have exceeded on 
an average $500,000,000 annually, and you offer che farmer, in ex- 
change for the foreign market which has purchased and consumed 
these products, a home market. Has not the home market during 
these twenty years been amply supplied, and only the surplus has - 
sought a sale beyond its limits? If agricultural production did not 
increase, but remained stationary, would it not require over ten mill- 
ion additional population to consume this surplus? If the ! 
you propose to enact tends to restrict these agricultural exports, will it 
not result in overstocking the home market and in still further re- 
ducing the price of agricultural products ? 

Sir, the increase of production in this industry has for many years 
been in excess of the increase in population. Under these circum- - 
stances how do you propose to increase home demand, to keep pace 
with the increase of production? It is to be hoped that it is not your 
purpose to violate those wise provisions of the law which originated 
in a Democratic House of Representatives, and its passage insisted u 
in a Republican Senate by an earnest, united c mini A 
supported by the power and influence of organized labor, which pro- 
hibits the importatidn of laborers under contract to work in these in- 
dustries, and thus to increase population; nor will it be claimed that 
the simple transfer of the rural laborer to the manufacturing centers 
will increase the demand for agricultural productions, 
air of the manufactory, the fetid atmosphere of the crowded tenement- 
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house, the price of wages, when balanced against the cost of living, 
will not tend to stimulate the ap) or increase the ability of this 
class of our deluded population who surrender the purity and content- 
ment of a rural life to the fascinations and temptations w. are found 
in a manufacturing city. : 

This neither increases the demand nor enlarges the population. We 
have the same mouths to feed, the same backs to clothe, the same feet 
to be shod, and the same heads to cover. To the farmer a home mar- 
ket in this country would mean a loss of over $500,000,000 annually, 
the absolute prostration of the agricultural industry, and the transfer 
through mortgage sales of the home of his family to the possession of 
the Eastern creditor. To the manufacturer the home market is not a 
delusion, but a reality. So long as the product of our mills is not 
equal to the consumption by our people of their production, prohib- 
itory duties will enable them to fix the price of their commodities and 
will continue to increase their accumulations. 

Althongh protection can not benefit in any way the farmer who is 
compelled to sell his products at the price fixed in the free markets ot 
distribution in competition with the lowest-priced labor known to any 
other industry, yet he has not complained that other citizens of his coun- 

received the benefits which must necessarily result from the passage 

a tariff bill the object of which is to raise a sufficient revenue for the 
economical administration of the Government, but he doesdeny the right 
of Congress to discriminate against his industry, lessening the value ot 
his products by imposing excessive burdens upon the value of his labor, 
done, not for the public welfare, but to promote the private interests of 
individuals or corporations. 

In the campaign of 1888, eg ct labor repelled the pretended 
sympathy offered them by the Republican party, and to-day the farm- 
ers of the country fully realize that the elena of their industry de- 
pends and that the value of their labor will be enhanced by opening 
wider the doors of commercial intercourse, by repealing our unwise 
and restrictive navigation laws, by minimizing the limitations on our 
international intercourse, and by reducing our excessive and prohibi- 


- tory duties. They are looking forward with hope to the hour when an 
American will 


Congress recognize the wisdom and the patriotism of the 
suggestion made by the distinguished Secretary of State, in favor of en- 
tering into treaties for the exchange of the products and manufactures 
-of this country with those of the Central and South American Republics 
and the Island of Cuba. 

No stronger argument could be addressed to the public in favor of a 

market for agricultural products than that penned by the most 
distinguished leader of the Republican party. He fully realizes the 
fact that a glut in the home market could only be relieved by throw- 
ing down the barriers and removing the restrictions now paralyzing 
the trade of the country. From a party standpoint he showed a wise 
appreciation of the iniquities of a bill that imposes such onerous bur- 
dens upon the farmer and which does not seek to mitigate its injustice 
or attempt to offer him any relief. He sums up the effect of the pro- 
visions of the bill under consideration upon the interests of the farmer 
in the following terse but comprehensive language: 
There is not a section or a line in the entire bill that will open a market for 
another bushelof wheat or another barrel of pork. 

Mr. President, the statistics of our Government furnish the strongest 
evidence to overthrow the appeal of the protected industries that a 
home market which builds up their enormous profits is in any way 
beneficial to the agricultural interest. The loss in the values of farms, 
animals, implements, and machinery in the man ing States of 
New Hampshire, Maine, Vermont, Connecticut, New York, New Jer- 
sey, and Pennsylvania in the decade between 1870 and 1880 aggregated 
$517,000,000, and as shown in the remarks of that distinguished Rep- 
resentative from Texas, Mr. MILLS, made during the present session, 
the loss in value by reason of the. depreciation in price of agricultural 

ucts, based on the crop of 1889, aggregated the enormous sum of 
1,570,629,118, while, under the influence of a high protective tariff 
that furnished to the manufacturer a home market for his products, 
the manufacturing industries of the country rapidly developed and 
those interested in them amassed great wealth. 

During the same period the value of agricultural products was 
steadily falling; beef fell from $9 per barrel to $7; corn from 44 cents 
per bushel to 35 cents per bushel; flour from $3.60 per barrel to $1.80 
per barrel, and wheat from $1.10 per bushel to 78 cents per bushel. 

This fall in the price of agricultural products has not resulted from 
overproduction. The wheat crop of 1880 amounted to 459,479,565 
bushels, with a population contained within the limits of the home 
market of 50,000,000. The crop of 1888 amounted to only 415,868,000 
bushels, while the population contained within the home market had 
increased to 62,000,000. These figures disclose the fact that, although 
we produced in 1888 43,611,000 bushels less than we did in 1880, and 
the demand in the home market was increased by the addition of 12,- 
000,000 consumers, yet the price fell from $1.10 to 78 cents per bushel, 
which. shows a loss to the farmers of this coufitry on the wheat crop 
of 1888 of $133,077, 760. 

Mr. r the loss suffered by the farmers by remon of this fall 
in price of the single article of wheat was not caused by o uc- 
tion, It resulted from the competition in the markets of distribution, 
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and this active competition that has reduced the Rane of breadstuffs in 
those markets has been fostered and stimulated by the unwise policy 
of exclusion of foreign commodities from the spent Fic market. Eng- 
land has been our heaviest purchaser, the balance of trade with her 
being largely in our favor. Her statesmen have watched the growing 
tendency on the part of the Republican party, in the interest of a few 
of the citizens of this country, to frame our revenue laws with a view 
of excluding the products of her manufactories; and this conviction 
upon their part has induced them to lend encouragement to the devel- 
opment of the great wheat area of India and to stimulate the produc- 
tion of this article by extending the lines of transportation further into 
that territory. 

They did not intend to be dependent for their breadstuffs upon a 
country whose avowed policy it was to endeavor to exclude the prod- 
ucts of other countries. Through her commercial supremacy on the 
seas she has been enabled to foster the development of agricultural 
products in other nations who are willing to trade with her, and the 
result of this policy has been that, whereas in 1879 the Argentine Re- 
public exported no wheat, in 1889 she exported 4,000,000 bushels; In- 
dia increased its export from 2,000,000 to 42,000,000 bushels, and 
Russia, from 36,000,000 to 126,000,000 bushels, thus increasing the 
world’s supply in the markets of distribution 134,000,000 bushels. 

With these facts staring us in the face we should not be 
that our exports of wheat, which in 1879 amounted to 122,352,936 
bushels, in 1888 fell to 56,563,675 bushels, and the loss to the Ameri- 
can farmer on that single crop in the foreign market amounted to the 
sum of $74,459,611. 

The high tariff and unwise navigation laws passed by Republican 
Congresses have turned over to England the carrying trade of this coun- 
try by destroying our merchant marine. In 1860 American vessels car- 
ried 66 per cent, of that trade. ‘To-day but 13 per cent. is carried in 
American bottoms. The Republican party, through its legislation, is 
responsible for England’s supremacy upon the seas. It has been her 
most active ally in building up her commerce and has been the most 
persistent and inveterate foe to the development of the American ship- 
ping industry. 

With a country whose resources are unequaled by those of any other 
nation, a population larger than thatof any other of the rich and 
gressive countries that meet us in competition, a people whose robust 
energies, inventive genius, and marvelous promptness in adapting them- 
selves to all innovations have excited the interest and commanded the 
admiration of the world, with all these advantages possessed by the 
American people, and with a fair lead among the commercial nations, 
they have found it impossible to surmount the obstacles and break 
down the barriers which a vicious system of legislation in the interest 
of a class (who sell their products to the American farmer from 10 to 
30 per cent. higher than they do in the foreign markets) had placed in 
the path of their onward march for sup y 

To-day, with numerous ports on two great seas and with a coast- 
line covering thousands of miles, the humiliating admission must be 
made that our foreign carrying trade in American bottoms no longer 
exists. It, like all of our other great industries, has been forced to 
succumb, that a higher tribute may be levied on the intelligence, 
genius, inventive skill, and the labor of a whole people, that one- 
thirteenth of the population may be made richer, more arrogant, and 
more pretentious, 

DOES THE TARIFF REDUCE THE COST OF THE ARTICLE? 

Mr. President, the advocates of high protection and prohibitory du- 
ties attempt to convince the people that the tendency of such legisla- 
tion is to reduce the cost of the manufactured article. They tell us 
first that it is necessary to impose these duties to protect American 
labor against the pauper labor of Europe and in the next breath they 
inform us that by imposing these high duties the American consumer 
will be enabled to obtain these commodities at a lower price than they 
can be furnished by this European pauper labor. 

These arguments being inconsistent, the one answers theother. The 
theory upon which the proposition rests is that high protective duties 
encourage capitalists to invest in protected manufactures, and that com- 
petition between home producers lowers the price of the article, 

This view of the question fails to take into consideration the prompt- 
ing of self-interest which suggests a remedy that will enable two or more 
to defeat and control the natural and usual course of trade, Experi- 
ence has demonstrated that through the assistance of the tariff this 
difficulty can be met and successfully overcome, Trusts, combines, 
and combinations are formed by those engaged in producing similar 
articles under agreements which it is almost impossible to reach 
through thecourts, The value of the plants is estimated; trusteesareap- 
pointed to manage the interests of the several owners; trust certificates 
showing the interest of each in the business are issued, and 
an executive committee regulates the production and controls the price 
of the commodity; competition is destroyed and a monopoly created. 
The only restriction that influences the price of the article is the duty 
imposed on the competing imported article. 

If of equal quality with the foreign production the value can be fixed 
on the domestic commodity within a fraction of the cost of the im- 


portation after paying all charges, costs, transportation, and duty. 
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Without the protection to the home manufacturer the price could never | showing 


exceed on the same quality of goods the cost in Europe plus the costs, 
and transportation to the port of entry. To this exient the 

is a potent factor in encouraging these unlawful combinations 

and in protecting the guilty conspirators from that free and equal com- 
Carey which under the Jaws of trade would otherwise restrain their 


greed. 
This method of conducting business in the diversified industries of 
the country that come within the influence of our high protective tariff 
is the rule, and not the exception. The following table, which shows 


the trusts that have been formed and the protection extended to each 
class of commodities manufactured, will fully illustrate the correctness 
of this statement: 


Protected by 
duties aver- 
aging— 


F 
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Mr. President, the argument that the tariff reduces the price of the 
protected article must strike those who are familiar with the occurences 
which happened within this Capitol as exceedingly ludicrous, If it be 
true that such is the practical effect of a high protective tariff, why is it 
that whenever this subject is under consideration by Con, the cor- 
ridors of this building are filled with skilled experts and able repre- 
sentatives of our t protected industries? What motive influences 
them to besiege the Committee on Finance and seek to impress upon 
individual members of Congress the importance of giving to each par- 
ticular industry the highest possible protection? 

Generally these representatives are liberal livers and generous enter- 
tainers. Their salaries are bigh, their expenses great. 

Is this extravagance upon the part of those whose products are to be 
protected the result of an earnest and anxious desire to reduce the cost 
of the manufactured article in the interest of the consumer? If, sir, 
this is the pure and patriotic motive which influences their expendi- 
tures, the unjust and unfounded opinion of the people should be cor- 
rected. If the fortunes amassed in a few years by these public bene- 
ficiaries are the result of their business sagacity, and should not be 
attributed to that system of legislation which, the people understand, 
has within the last thirty years divided our population into classes, 
the delusion should be dissipated. If such is the true character of the 
beneficiaries of a high protective tariff and these the motives which 
have induced their generous expenditures, the country has not appre- 
ciated these estimable philanthropists and unselfish patriots, but has 
misunderstood the noble impulses which prompted such sacrifices in 
the interest of the people. 

The advocates of this system base their confidence of its permanent 
success upon the credulity ot the people, but even they should remem- 
ber that their cause will be weakened should they continue to insist 
that there exists in the practical affairs of life a being that could exist 
only in the domain of imaginatjon. 

Mr. President, those who advance this argument ignore the facts of 
history and discount too. heavily the skill, intelligence, and inventive 
genius of the American workman. They fail to appreciate the great 
strides which have been made in the application of steam, and in the 
1 of machinery in the methods employed in production, 
and must be totally oblivious of that marvelous displacement of labor 
which has occurred during the last thirty years. 

During that period the whole labor system has been revolutionized. 
From the bureau of statistics in Berlin we learn that the power of the 
steam machinery in existence in 1887 was equivalent to 46,000,000 
horse-power, representing 1,000,000,000 laborers, which is estimated 
Hac Wells to be three times the working power of the earth.” 

is same able Writer discusses with won Jerful lucidity and with rare 
ability the causes which have tended to reduce the cost of production, 
the most potent of which has been the ingenious application of ma- 
chinery in the displacement of labor. He gives numerous illustrations 
of its marvelous increase of production resulting from improved methods 
and machinery and the increase of intelligence of the workmen, He 
Bays: 
In 1840 an operative in the cotton mills of Rhode Island, working thirteen to 
. — hours a day, turned off 9,600 yards of standard sheeting in a year; in 


~ sdn operative in the same miil made sbout 30,000 yards,working ten hours 


The report of the United States Commissioner of Labor for 1886 fur- 
nishes the following additional illustrations: 
In the manufacture of agricultural implements specific evidence is submitted, 


that 600 men now do the work that fifteen or twenty years ago would 


that it would require 500 persons, working by hand to make as man 
women’s boots shoes as a hun persons now make with the aid of ma- 
chinery, a displacement of 80 per cent. 

An engaged in the manufacture of children's states that the 


other 

TTT within the past thirty years has laced about 
six times the amount of hand-labor required, and that the cost of the product 
has been reduced one-half. : 
On another grade of goods, the facts collected by the agent of the bureau show 
that one man can now do the work which, twenty years ago, required ten men. 

In the manufacture of flour there has been a displacement of nearly three- 
fourths of tho manual labor necessary to produce the same product. In the 
manufacture of furniture, from one-half to three-fourths only of the old num- 


ber of persons is now required. Inthe manufacture of baa ay at the best evi- 
dence puts the displacement in the proportion of 100 to L. the manufacture 
goods, long established firms testify that machinery 
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tion, under the then existing conditions of manufacturing, of 1.52 
for each working day. In 1885 each smpioyé in the State made on an average 
4.2 pairs daily, while at the present time in Lynn and Haverhill the daily aver- 
see Sen ponon hain pata per day, showing an increase in the power of 
n forty years of 400 per cent. 

In the manufacture 3 one skilled workman, paid at the rate of $2.50 
to $3 per day and working according to an ne methods use afew 
years ago, could make up three dozen pairs of sleeve-buttons per day. Now, 
one boy, paid $5 per week and working on the most modern machinery, can 
make up nine thousand pairs in s day. 

In other words, in the time of Adam Smith it was regarded as a wonderful 
achievement for ten men to make 8 thousand pins a day, but now 
three men can make seven million five hundred thousand pins of a vastly su- 
perior character in the same time. 

Mr. President, in the opinions of many of the advocates of the pro- 
tective system, these causes are entirely lost sight of. They refuse to 
credit these marvelous results to the skilled workmen and inventors. 
They are not content that this mighty revolution in the capacity to 
multiply production should be attributed to any other cause than to 
the cold, lifeless, and unintelligent enactment commonly knofyn as the 
tariff, but technically designated as a bill to reduce_ revenue by 
i taxation, and for other purposes. 

Sir, with the purpose to deceive, they point the people to the reduc- 
tion on those commodities which in the last thirty years have been 
highly protected, but they fail to call their attention to the fact that 
throughont the civilized world, both in free-trade and highly protected 
countries, the price ofall commodities has fallen. They ingeniously con- 
ceal the real causes which have. produced this decline. They give no 
explanation that is satisfactory to the intelligent mind why the cost 
of the article has fallen while at the same time the value of labor has 
risen by reason of increased production, resulting from a larger con- 
sumption. 

The illustrations which I have given furnish a full explanation why 
those contradictory facts exist. The reduction in the cost of production 
pu solved the problem in the interest both of the consumer and the 

borer. 

Human labor, the most essential element in the cost of production, 
has been displaced by machinery to an extent that can only be real- 
ized by careful analysis of the statistics on that subject. Indifference 
to the local tastes and idiosyncrasies of the consumer has givén place 
to a skillful and intelligent course of industrial training, by w the 
popular demand is supplied. Cargjessness and extravagancein methods 
have yielded to sagacity and economy, and the cost of transportation by 
land or sea of the raw or finished article has been marvelously oysir § 

These, sir, among others, have been the pal causes which have 
produced the decline in prices throughout the world and which have 
been fully taken advantage of by the intelligent workmen and thor- 
oughly educated business men of this eountry. Competition may have 
contributed to some extent in producing this result, but its influence 
has been so slight as to be almost imperceptible when contrasted with 
the causes which I have mentioned. The higher the protection, the 
less influence will competition have in the reduction of the value of the 
article, for as you increase the duties on the im article you fur- 
nish an additional incentive to the producers of that class of commodi- 
ties to form trusts and combinations, which will limit the production 
and regulate the price, thus eliminating one of the elements of value, 
the influence of competition. 

As stated by Mr. Hoyle, in his work on Our National Resources and 
How They Are Wasted, in referring to the displacement of labor and 
the development of the capacity for production— 

One individual, aided by the machinery of the present day, will produce as 
much yarn as 750 persons could have done a little over one hundred years ago. 

CONCLUSION. 0 


Mr. President, neither the Democratic party nor the great body of 
consumers in this country have asked that its business interests 1 
be imperiled or that the artificial stimulus given to its manufacturing 
industries during the last thirty years shall be suddenly withdrawn. 


They realize that such legislation, in view of the history of the Past 
would cause a prostration of those industries and a paralysis of 
those business interests so intimately connected with them; but, sir, 
the Democratic party and that large class of consumers whose interests 
it has 2 
terests of the farmer, 


that the time has now come when the in- 
laborer, and consumer must be considered by the 
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Congress of the United Statesin the arrangement of ihe details of a rev- 
enue measure, and not solely the interests of the manufacturer and the 
importer; that, instead of increasing the war taxes which now bear so 
heavily upon labor, with a view of giving to other interests increased 
protection and higher profits, there shall be not only a revision, but a 
Conservative reduction of the onerous burdens of taxation which now 
press so heavily upon the consumer. z 
It is agreed by all parties that it is the settled policy of this Gov- 
ernment that the principal part of its revenue shall be collected by 
the tax upon imports, and no change in this policy: is desirable; but, 
as declared by President Cleveland, in his message of December, 1887: 
Tn readjusting the burdens of Federal taxation, a sound public policy requires 
that such of our citizens as have built up large and important industries under 
present conditions should not be suddenly, and to their injury, deprived of ad- 
vantages to which they have adapted their business; but, if the public good re- 
quires it, they should be content with such consideration as shall deal fairly 
and cautiously with their interests, while the just demand of the people for 
relief from needless taxation is honestly answered. 
A reasonable and timely submission to such a demand should certainly be 
possible without disastrous shock to any interest; and a cheerful concession 
som es averts abrupt and heedless action, often the outgrowth of impatience 
and delayed justice. 
Mr. President, the Democratic party, through its authorized repre- 
sentatives, has at all times denied the constitutional or moral right of 
paris des to use the power of taxation for the purpose of creating or 
lishing an industry by so adjusting the details of a revenue meas- 
ure as to prohibit the introduction of the foreign commodity; or, in 
other words, it denies that there exists the power in Congress to frame 
a tariff bill the object and purpose of which is protection, with reve- 
nue simply as an incident. Recognizing its power and authority to 
frame a measure for raising revenue, it has always sought in the ad- 
justment of the details of similar bills to furnish to American indns- 
tries such incidental protection as would encourage their development 
and equalize the difference in cost in production between this and other 
countries. 
To ask more than this is unfair to the consumer, unnecessary in the 
interests of the laborer, and tends to build up in our country favored 
classes, who are educated to look to the Federal Government, not for 
the permanency and success of their business enterprises, but for an 
inordinate and excessive profit on their investment, which they know 
will follow class legislation. 
Such a system ignores the rights of the great body of the people, 
tends to uce corruption in the body politic, and encourages unlaw- 
fal combinations which affect injuriously the interests of the citizen. 
The Democratic party insists that only such taxation shall be im- 
posed as will yield a sufficient revenue to meet all the ordinary and 
current of the Government, including a reasonable annual re- 
duction of the public debt and the payment of fair and just pensions 
to the disabled veterans of our wars. It further demands that the rev- 
enue so raised through taxation shall not be squandered, wasted, or 
extravagantly used, but that in the administration of the affairs of the 
Government honesty and economy shall dictate and control the ap- 
propriations of such funds. 
Mr. President, the refusal of the Republican party in the present 
. Congress to meet these fair, just, and reasonable demands may con- 
tinue for a time the burdens now imposed upon the people and those 
additional ones which it is the purpose and intention of that majority 
to inflict under the provisions of the bill now before us for considera- 

tion. That majority has the power as it has the inclination to add to 
the wealth of those capitalists who were its friends, and through whose 
liberal expenditures it succeeded in the election of 1888, but, sir, per- 
mit me to say to the advoeates of this vicious economic system which 
they are fo upon the country, that the passage of this bill will not 
remove this vital issue from the arena of politics. 

The victory secured through corrupt means and methods two years 
ago will not silence the demands of the farmer and the laborer for 
equal and exact justice and an equitable adjustment of those rates in 
the interest of the whole people; for, sir, so long as the Democratic 

shall be true to the principles which gave it birth; so long as it 
is faithful to the interests of the great mass of the people of this country; 
so long as it is influenced by its traditions and its history, and so long 
as it follows the teachings of its founders and those whose records fur- 
nish the brightest pages in the history of American statesmanship, it 
will keep before the public mind this economic question, the in- 
tinence of which is felt in the marts of trade and in every rural district 
throughout the length and breadth of our country—yes, sir, in every 
home and hamlet in the land; for on its proper solution depend the 
material prosperity, the wealth, the contentment, and the happiness, 
— of a i and pampered few, but of the great body of the Amer- 
can people. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lask that the reading of the bill may be continued. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be con- 
tinued. 
scone MCPHERSON. Do I understand that paragraph 162 has been 

? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been read. 


Mr. MCPHERSON, I then desire to offer an amendment, which I 
send to the desk to have read. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey will be stated. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire to strike out the whole paragraph and 
8 for it what I 1 to the desk. 1 
e CHIEF CLERK. It posed to strike out ph 162, on 
page 140, and insert in lien thereof the following: eee 
Files, file-blanks, rasps, and floats ofall cuts and kinds, 50 per cent. ad valorem, 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not know but that is a very high rate of 
duty, and I will reserve the right to alter 50 per cent. ad valorem, and 
wako la aeaio T Dha ao comae ie 

wish to say only a few words in respect to paragraph. It will 
be noticed that the description which is found in this 5 is: 

Files, file-blanks, rasps, and floats, of all cuts and kinds, 4 inches in length 
and under, 35 cents per dozen. 

A file-blank, which is simply a piece of steel made in correct form for 
cutting as a file, is subject here to exactly the same rate of duty that it 
would be if the file was completed. In other words, the labor that is 
to be employed in completing the file is to receive no measure of pro- 
tection whatever, because the file may be brought in just as cheaply 
as the file-blank. 5 

I have some few statistics with reference to that matter which have 
been obtained from actual invoices. 

Files, file-blanks, rasps, etc., 4 inches in length and under, 35 cents 
per dozen. The ad yalorem in Senate column is deceptive and is based 

upon the average of 63] cents per dozen. 

Files are sold in this country of 3 inches in length at 30 cents per 
dozen on them, duty 35 cents per dozen, an equivalent of 116.66 per 
cent; 4-inch files worth 75 cents per dozen, at 35 cents per dozen, 
equal to 45.66 per cent. ad valorem. 

To test the real value of that column, free from deceptive percent- 
ages, it is necessary to make a calculation including the lowest as well 
as the highest grades. 


Files, 


| 
| — 
| 

2inches . | 


8 inches 
Do 


cents per dozen... 
C ANER A 


Do 


File-blanks, cast-steel, shape of a file, smooth surface, in fact an un- 


cut file: 


Valued at— 


z inona 7 20 cents per dozen 
% inches .. Pee nae eee D 
inches B cents per dozen 


From the aforementioned tables and the general average of invoices 
from 20 cents per dozen to 75 cents per dozen in file-blanks, it will be 
seen that the uncut files, mere cast-steel in forms of files, in fact uncut 
files, under this 35 cents per dozen duty pay a higher ad valorem duty 
than the cut files. Here, too, as soon as labor comes upon the field of 
usefulness the percentage of ad valorem decreases. 

File-blanks worth 20 cents per dozen are when cut worth 45 cents 
per dozen, yet the importer who brings in file-blanks to be cut herein 
this country pays 35 cents per dozen or 175 per cent, ad valorem, while 
the importer wko brings them in cut and ready for use and on which 
25 cents’ worth of labor has been expended pays no more, namely, 35 
cents or 77 per cent. 

Mr. President, I am in receipt this morning of a statement made by 
a gentleman with whom we are all familiar in the Senate. I speak of 
Mr, Saxton, of Alfred Field & Co., who has furnished the Senate very 
much valuable information touching many paragraphs in this bill. 
His letter is a very valuable contribution to this schedule and I desire 
that the Senate shall pay careful attention to what he’says. 
as follows: 

Dran Sin: Linclose you some tables which show the 
foreign files as compared with the Ameri e You will see by one 
of these tables that the American files are selling very considerably less than 
the cost of foreign files on the other side, and this is from a com: n of the 
best make of English files. If we should take the lower grades of fore’ files, 
which would more pepe ee with the American quality, the difference 
would be much greater in favor of the American files, 

‘There ean be no fair information obtained as to the ad valorem rates on many 
bulk 3 r han Syn ky portion 1 —.— oe hb 

“u 
the tariff bears the least heavily. Take chains, paragraph . 


I call the attention of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] 


He writes 


present status of the 
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to this criticism upon a paragraph we have passed over, and he will not 
forget the discussion upon the paragraph as we passed it— 

Take chains, paragraph 158. The Senate bill made the ad valorem rate equiv- 
alent to about 44 percent., whereas if general imports of chains were allowed 
the rate would be nearer 100 per cent, average ad valorem. 

Take cut tacks, paragraph 171— 

Which we have not yet reached— 

Take cut tacks, parigraph 171. The ad valorem rate given in Senate bill is, 
say, 23 per cent, ad valorem, whereas the fact is the pi r ad valorem rate on 
these goods, if they could be imported, would be over 100 per cent, I think the 
average is exactly 110 per cent. 

I think the average is exactly 110 per cent. 

Take screws, paragraph 178. The actual ad valorem rate of allsizesimported 
3 be over 100 per cent., and so it is on most paragraphs in the metal sched- 
ule, 

Saws, files, and screws are to-day being exported in competition with the En- 

lish-made and there is no question that if these goods were put on the 
ree-list not a dollar could come in, 

Regretting that I am unable to give you more information at this time, which 
I aana be 55 lad to do it in my power, 

very (ru 
R A. H. SAX TON. 
This gentleman sends me a table 
Mr. PLATT. Whom is the letter ſrom? 
Mr. McPHERSON. From Mr. Saxton. He sends me a table giving 
descriptions of files sold in the United States of English manufacture. 
They go by the following trade designations: 


Leading descriptions of files sold in the United States. 


FLAT, FLAT WARDING, HALF ROUND, MILL, SQUARE, AND ROUND BASTARD; FLAT 
AND HALF ROUND WOOD RASPS; HORSE RASPS, 


Size. 


35 & 
35 65 
35 6&5 
75 125 
75 us 
75 of 
75 77 
75 62} 
40 . 4560 35 7 
40 «4560 35 7e} 
40 . 4560 35 78} 
46 -5130 35 68} 
5 0 5700 75 1314 
5 6 6270 75 119} 
6 6 +7410 75 1013 
7 6 8550 75 871 
9 6 1.0800 75 694 


- Mr. Saxton states in an appendix to this table as follows: 


The above English files are W.&S. Butchers’ make,Sheffield,which we consider 
much superior to the American, There are files made in England that fairly 
compare with American quality that are sold at 69 + 10 per cent. discount 
from above sterling list. 


If you were to take 60 and 10 per cent, discount from the above ster- 
ling list instead of 50 and 5 per cent. the result would be that the ad 
valorem rate of duty would be very greatly increased. 

Therefore, Mr. President, this whole paragraph, like all the other 

phs which we have passed in this bill, is deceptive. The im 
sition of the specific rates of duty here is intended and can be intended 
for no other purpose except to get the highest possible rate of duty for 
the manufacturers, and we are left here to seek and to delve and find 
out somewhere as to the market value of the goods upon which this 
duty is to be levied. 

Here is a gentleman in this occupation. He is an importer. 
He represents the manufacturers abroad, Icon ſess it boldly and openly; 
but he gives here the market values of the goods abroad and he sells 
them to agents, to the public, and he isan agent himself. Here is the 
advertised rate which is translated from sterling money into American 
money, and then the discount is taken off, and then your specific rate 
of duty isapplied. This gentleman states that these goods are of the 
highest character of goods both in Great Britain and in America, for 
none but goods of the highest quality and character could be imported 
at all under the present rate of duty. 

We here show them from a regular invoice of goods covering five or 
six different varieties; in short, all the sizes mentioned in paragraph 
162 of the bill. 

It is unnecessary, Mr. President, for me to pursue this matter any 
farther with respect to these phs. I will ask leave to insert in 
the Recorp the table which been furnished me as well as the let- 
ter sent to me by Mr. Saxton. : 


The PRESIDENT pro re. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, the paragraph under consideration 
proposes to make a slight reduction in the rates of duty npon two classes 
of the articles embraced in it, leaving the other two to bear the rate 
imposed by the existing law. It may be considered that this is not a 
very important matter, but it must be remembered that these are tools 
which every worker in iron orsteel is bound to have, and in wood 2 
for that matter; or at least one of them, the rasp, is to a large exten 
used by workers in wood. They are tools which, according to my in- 
formation, the mechanic or workman furnishes for himself, because I 
believe the rule in our shops and factories is that the mechanie shall 
furnish his own kit of tools, Therefore, it is of some importance to 
him at least that he should get these articles as cheaply as possible 
and that a condition of affairs should not exist which would enable 
the domestic producer to put up the price whenever he saw proper. 

Now, I submit to the Senator from Rhode Island that the rates of 
duty proposed in this paragraph are not necessary either for the pur- 
pose of revenue or for the purpose of protection. The Government de- 
rives in fact but very little revenue from the importation of these arti- 
cles, and nearly the whole of what is received is collected upon the 
two classes first mentioned in the paragraph; that is, 4inchesin length 
and under, and over 4 inches and under 9 inches. On the first class 
there was collected during the year 1889 nearly $26,000 and on the sec- 
ond class nearly $26,000. 

It is true, as stated by the Senator from New Jersey, according to 
the best information I can obtain, that the American file is selling here 
for less than the foreign file can be purchased for; I mean to say files 
of the same length and purporting to be of the same character; and we 
are actually exporting files and selling them abroad. I have on m 
desk a letter dated Caverhill Building, St. Peter street, Montreal, 
July 2, 1890, from Caverhill, Learmont & Co., hardware dealers in 
the city of Montreal, in which they say: 


We handle almost equal quantities of American and English files, and about 
four times the quantity of both alone in Canadian-made files. 


Showing that the manufacturers of these files in the United States 
can send them to Canada and after paying the Canadian duty upon 
them can sell them in that market in competition with the Eng 
files; and yet this bill proposes to give them in one case a duty of 55.20 

rcent.; in the next, 65.62 per cent.; in the next, 47 per cent., and 
in the next, over 53} per cent., to enable them to sell their files in their 
own home market in competition with the same English files. 

Mr. President, the lists of prices for which the American manufact- 
urers of files sell their goods in this country show that if files were ab- 
solutely free of duty the English file would not compete with them in 
this country as to prices. I concede that a few English files are im- 
ported, as shown by the statistics, and are sold here with the duty 
paid, but it is because some of our mechanics prefer that class of files, 
not because they get them cheaper than they get the American file, for 
they do not, but simply because they consider it a better tool than 
that produced in this country. I submit that the mechanic ought to 
have the right to make the choice for himself, especially when by mak- 
ing the choice and purchasing the English file he is not bringing down 
the price of the American file to the extent of a single cent or a single 
mill, because he pays more for the English file than he would pay for 
the American file, and he will continue to buy and pay the duty simply 
because in his judgment & is a more useful tool for him in the prose- 
cution of his work. 

The duty upon these articles, in my opinion, ought not to be more 
than 25 per cent. ad valorem, and, as I have already said, it would work 
no injury whatever to the American manufacturer if they were abso- 
lutely free. 

I have here a table, which I shall not trouble the Senate to read and 
shall not ask even to have inserted in the RECORD, because it is somewhat 
lengthy, showing that on every class of these files and on every size, 
beginning with the paper-saw files, single-eut, mill, and round bastard 
files, the flat and square bastard files, including, as I say, every size of 
these different kinds of files, they could not be brought here from 
abroad and sold in this market in competition with the American file 
at all, our prices on one class, I think on the paper-saw files, single-cut, 
being from 40 to 61 per cent. lower than the foreign price; on the mill 
and round bastard files ranging from 17 to 72 per cent. lower than the 
foreign price; and on the flat and square bastard files ranging from 5 
per cent. to 42 per cent. lower than the foreign price. So the importa- 
tion of foreign files does not injuriously compete with the domestic prod- 
uct by bringing down the price for the reason that the foreign file 
sells for more, which would have a tendency, if it could have any effect 
at all, to bring up the price of the article in this country. 

Now, sir, on behalf of the mechanics and laborers in the factories and 
shops who are compelled to purehase these tools for themselves, and 
who in my judgment have a right to purchase an English file if they 
think it is the better tool, and pay a higher price for it than they pay 
for the American, I appeal to the Senator from Rhode Island to allow 
this duty to pe rere at 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. McPHE N. I wish to modify my amendment by striking 


out the word fifty and inserting “twenty-five.”’ I would prefer 


~ — 
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to place files on the free-list, but I d r of having any success in 
moving an amendment any more 1 than the one that I do now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Strike out paragraph 162 and insert: 

3 — Files, file-blanks, rasps, and floats, of all cuts and kinds, 25 per cent. ad 
orm. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I do not intend to prolong the de- 
bate upon files, but I wish merely to remind the Senate that this rate 
was placed npon files in 1883 on my motion, and I then made a state- 
ment and promised that if this specific duty was placed upon small 
files the file-manulacturers of the United States would not only take 
the market, but would reduce the price of files to the American me- 
chanic. Both of those promises have been kept beyond any hag 81715 
tions of mine. The amount of importations was reduced from $240,- 
493 of value in 1883 to $65,107, and the price of files has been reduced 
upon all sizes. The price at this moment is lower on the larger sizes 
in the United States than it is in Great Britain. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will not the Senator from Rhode Island admit 
that if the American mechanic now desires to buy an English file for 
use in the prosecution of his work he will be compelled to pay, with- 
out duty at all, a higher price for it than he would pay for the Amer- 
ican file? And, it that is true, why impose a duty and compel him to pay 
that in addition? Why fine him, in other words, for purchasing this 
better tool, or a tool at least which in his judgment is better? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I deny in the first place that any American me- 
chanic desires to buy the English files. 

Mr. CARLISLE. He does buy them. 

Mr.ALDRICH. He buys them because he may be able to buy some 
kinds of fine files cheaper there to-day than wecan make them. There 
are some kinds of Stubb’s files, some of the very finest files for jewelers 
and other uses that even now, owing to the vast amount of labor that 
goes into them, the English producer can make cheaper than we can, 

Why are the gentlemen on the other side so anxious to have this 
duty reduced? Why is Mr. Saxton here with this long harangue 
which the Senator from New Jersey has read? Why are all the im- 
porters so anxious about this matter if we can make files cheaper than 
the Englishean? If this duty does not hurt anybody, let it remain. 
If we make files cheaper than the English can, why do they show this 
great anxiety upon the subject? The fact is, as T said before, upon 
some of the smaller sizes 

Mr. VANCE. If the Senator will allow me to ask him a question, 
I should like to ask him why the manufacturers show this great anx- 
iety to have the duty put up. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We are not asking to have the duty put up. 

Mr. VANCE. Why do you keep it up? 

Nr. ALDRICH. We are pro to reduce the duty. 

Mr. VANCE. Why do you keep it so high? Why not take it alto- 
gether away? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Because we are satisfied with the t condi- 
tions and because I am not ready, if the Senator from Kentucky and 
the Senator from North Carolina are, to say that the people of this 
country shall havea right to buy English files or English manufactures 
of any kind free of duty. 

Mr. VANCE. Why is the Senator satisfied with the present condi- 
tions if the tax does not do him any good ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam satisfied with the present condition of things 
in this country, but the manufacturers of files in this country are will- 
ing to have the duty reduced. The Senators have been looking for a 
long time for a manufacturer willing to have duties reduced. Here is 
a case where they are willing to have the duty reduced and we pro- 

to reduce it. 

Mr. VANCE. Why not change the language and say the American 
mechanie has not sense enough to judge of files and declare that no 
English files shall come in? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If we were making up on this side of the Chamber 
a tariff bill to allow Americans to buy any products without duty, we 
should do that, but we are not making up a tariff bill from that stand- 

int, 

Per. VANCE. So I aminformed, that that isnot what you are after, 
I understand that very well. 

Mr. CARLISLE, The Senator from Rhode Island says the manu- 

facturers are willing to have the duty reduced, and therefore the bill 

poses to reduce the duties upon two classes of these files; but if 
Benators will look at the bill and at the table submitted they will find 
that there are no importations of any consequence whatever of these 
two classes, the whole duty collected on both amounting to about $4,- 
000 per annum. 

Mr. ALDRICH, It is not the purpose of the committee to increase 
importations. We acknowledge that very freely. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But the Senator says that this duty hurts nobody 
and he concedes that at present it helps nobody. Now, I differ from 

him in his statement that it hurts nobody. It certainly hurts these 


people who buy the first and second classes of these files and pay the 
uty upon them, paying for the file itself without the duty more than 


— 


they would have to pay for the American file. So their purchase of 


that file does not hurt the American manufacturer a particle; it does 
not bring down the price of his product, as I said before, a single cent 
or a single mill; it is a higher-priced article than he makes which they 
purchase, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Kentucky mean to state 
that the mechanics of this country pay more for an English file than 
the same grade of an American file can be bought for? 

Mr, CARLISLE. I do; that is my information. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I deny that statement most emphatically, and I 
challenge the Senator to bring any proof. I will not accept as proof 
the statement of an agent of a foreign house in this country; I will not 


accept Mr. Saxton’s statement upon that or any other subject; but if 


the Senator will bring me here the testimony of any unprejndiced, in- 
telligent witness, I shall be very glad to modify this paragraph in ac- 
cordance with his suggestion. 

Mr. CARLISLE. My information is—and I will repeat it, so that 
the Senator can understand the statement—that there are importations 
of English files of the same class as the files made in this country, and 
they are purchased at a higher price than the same size and the same 
class of files can be purchased here, simply because there is a prefer- 
ence for a certain brand made abroad; and that we all know, the Sen- 
ator as well as I, is frequently the case. It is a matter of taste. It 
runs through all your woolen goods, and your silks, and your cottons, 
and hundreds of other things embraced in your tariff, where a higher 
price is actually paid for an article which may be not a particle better 
than the American article, bnt simply because the party prefers a cer- 
tain brand or a certain fashion, as the case may be. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I repeat that in 1883, when this specific duty of 35 
cents a dozen was put upon files less than four inches in length, the 
English and Swiss manufacturers had the entire American market; 
there were no files produced in the United States of the kind to which 
Iam now alluding. All the jewelers’ files, all the fine files of every 
description, were made by foreign manufacturers. Under the stimulus 
which was given by the duty imposed in 1883 the American manu- 
facturers have to-day more than three-quarters of the American market, 
and if this duty is allowed to continue, as I am sure it will be, five years 
from now they will have it all. 

There is no such thing as a preference given to the English makers 
of files. There may be some people yet who are buying Stubb's files and 
Swiss files paying possibly slightly more than the American price, but 
their number is diminishing day by day, and the American mechanics 
by their skill, by their industry, by their energy, are fast conquering 
the American market. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Rhode Island made a most re- 
markable statement a moment ago. If I understood him correctly, he 
said he would not take the statement of Mr. Saxton or any other im- 
porter upon this question or any other question involving the rate of 
import duties. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I confined my statement to Mr. Saxton. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator said he would not take Mr. Saxton’s 
statement, and yet the Senator takes as gospel truth every statemenc 
made by manufacturers in regard to these schedules, 

Mr. ALDRICH, Oh no; that is not so. 

Mr. BUTLER, Well, I have not yet heard the Senator once question 
a statement made by a single manufacturer in regard to this tariff bill; 
and yet he says that Mr. Saxton is unworthy of belief. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no, 

Mr. PLATT. He does not ssy that. 


Mr. ALDRICH, Oh, no. 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, this is most extraordinary. The 
Senator says Oh, no; Oh, no.” He stated a moment ago that he 


would not take Mr. Saxton’s statement upon this or any other question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Affecting the rates of duty upon merchandise that 
he is importing. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is not what the Senator said; but that of itself 
is a pretty serious charge. That Mr. Saxton is going to come before 
the Senate of the United States and perpetrate a deliberate fraud and 
mislead the Senate deliberately is a pretty serious charge. It is a 
pretty serious charge to make against anybody. 

Mr. PLATT. He has not made it. 

Mr. BUTLER. The manufacturers, like the Father of His Country, 
are incapable of telling a lie or of making a misrepresentation, but the 
importer, however honorable he may be, however above reproach he 
may be, is not to be believed in thisSenate when he makes a statement 
about this schedule, for that is practically what the Senator from Rhode 
Island has said, and what the Senator from New York has said over 
and over again. ö 

Sir, I do not know Mr. Saxton. He appears to be a very intelligent 
man, and I take it for granted the Senator from New Jersey would not 

roduce a statement made by him unless he was aware of the fact that 
he is a credible witness and entitled to be believed before any jury 
in this country upon any subject; and I can not quite comprehend the 
philosophy of the position of the Senator from Rhode Island. As has 
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been suggested, I should be very glad if the Senator from Rhode Island 
would point out a single witness who has contradicted Mr. Saxton in 
any statement he has made, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] pointed 
out several yesterday. 

Mr. PLATT, Mr. President 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Connecticut ? 

Mr. BUTLER. I yield to the Senator from Connecticut if he will 
answer that question. 

Mr. PLATT. I rose simply with reference to the statement which 
was made by the Senator from Rhode Island and the construction put 
upon it by the Senator from South Carolina. I do not see anything in 
the statement of the Senator from Rhode Island which justifies exactly 
the criticism which the Senator from South Carolina has made. I un- 
derstood the Senator from Rhode Island to say, upon a point which 
was made by the Senator from Kentucky, giving Mr. Saxton as au- 
thority —— 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator from Kentucky did not give Mr.Saxton 
as authority for any statement he made. I made no statement based 
upoa any information derived from Mr. Saxton. 

Mr PLATT. It was while the Senator from Kentucky was on his 
feet. The Senator from Rhode Island said he would not take the tes- 
timony of Mr. Saxton or that of the agent of any other foreign house 
as decisive on this subject, but if the Senator from Kentucky would 
bring him the evidence of disinterested persons he would modify the 
rate of duty. Now, that is what he said, He simply spoke of Mr. 
Saxton as an interested witness in the matter. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, an interested witness can teli the 
truth. Ishould like to know if a manufacturer is not an interested 
witness. Adopting the standard of the Senator from Connecticut and 
the Senator from Rhode Island, the manufacturers are not entitled to 
be believed in this body or anywhere else where they are interested. 
It has been the case throughout this entire debate that whenever the 
statement of an importer has been presented to the Senate it has at 
once been assailed by Senators on the other side. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. BUTLER. Les. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator from South Carolina awhile ago said 
that I over and over again had stated that these importers were not to 
be believed. 

Mr. BUTLER. Not exactly in that language, but impliedly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have no recollection of ever having questioned 
their statements. Ido not recall now when they have been under re- 
view by me in that way, except that incidentally I pointed out that 
the tables which they had made were not always quite disingenuous; 
that is, showing that, where there was a chance to make selections in 
figuring out the rate, they had made selections to give the highest 
rate. I do not think [have ever questioned their statements. I rose, 
however, also for this purpose 

Mr. BUTLER. I can not hear a word, Mr. President. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I rose also to ask the Senator this 

Mr. BUTLER. I can not hear a word. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is the Senator acquainted with Mr. Saxton ? 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not hear the Senator. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is the Senator from South Carolina acquainted with 


Mr. Saxton ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not know that I ever heard of him before. 

Mr. HISCOCK Is hean importer? Where does he live? 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam not informed on that subject except what I 
get from the Senator from New Jersey. He stated that Mr. Saxton 


‘was an importer, and read a letter from him and a statement; and I 


supposed 

3 e Does the Senator from New Jersey know where he 
resides 

Mr. McPHERSON. I do; and I will give 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do you know him personally? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I know him, and I know the firm with which 
he is identified, the firm of Alfred Field & Co., and I will tell the Sena- 
tor who they are. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Where does he reside ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. They are ‘‘ exporters, manufacturers, and im- 
8 of Birmingham, Sheffield, and German hard ware —eutlery, 
guns, chains, anvils, and metals.“ Their place of business 

Mr. HISCOCK. He is not a citizen of the United States? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Les, sir. Their place of business is 93 —— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the Senator know that he is a citizen of the 
United States? 

Mr. MoPHERSON. . I do not know that he is. 3 that he is. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The firm that he represents is a foreign firm. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Ifthe Senator from New York has got into that 
e strait that he has to deny or attempt to deny that the man 

a citizen of the United States to determine the question as to his 
reliability, then he is in a pretty narrow compass. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I was a little curious in respect to this gentleman, 
Mr. Saxton, and I was a little curious to know in respect to this par- 


ticular—— 72 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator has asked me a question. Will 
he please wait and let me answer it? Now, I will proceed to answer 
his question, if he will permit me. The place of ee is 93 Cham- 
bers street and 75 Reade street, New York City. It was established 
in the year 1836. They are the agents for Isaac Greaves, sheep and 
garden shears, etc. ; Joseph Elliot & Sons, celebrated razors; Eley Bros., 
Iimited, caps, wads, etc.; Western File Company, the best American 
files made; Webster & Horsfall, steel wire of every description.” 

Mr, HISCOCK. Will the Senator gratify me by giving the place of 
manufacture? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. They are importers, manufacturers, and ex- 
porters. I will assume from this that they have a factory upon -the 
other side; and so far as I know to the contrary on this side as well. 


Mr. HISCOCK. Does the circular state where they manufacture? 
Mr, MCPHERSON. It states where their place of business isin this 
country? 


Mr. HISCOCK. Does it state where they manufacture? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Oh, no. Iam reading their letter-head. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam asking for information. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not know as to that; but this states cer- 
tainly all the Senator can require to know, because they are a firm es- 
tablished in the city ot New York. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iinquired of the Senator if it stated the place of 
manufacture. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It does not. It says that they are ‘‘export- 
ers, manufacturers, and importers of Birmingham, Sheffield, and Ger- 
man hardware,” 

Mr. HISCOCK. Thatisright. That is what I wanted to know. I 
wanted to know precisely who was appearing here now on the floor of 
the Senate with respect to this tariff, who the client was in this par- 
ticular instance. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. This gentleman’s table ap here upou the 
floor of the Senate with a list of sizes of files which are described in 
this bill. He begins with a file 2} inches in length and runs up toa 
file 16 inches in length. He gives the sterling English cost of that file, 
and he is willing to sell, Isuppose, all that the Senator from New York 
may want to buy at the prices he gives here. He translates that En- 
glish sterling cost into American cost in American money, giving the 
discount, which is upon the tables that I have read, which is 50 and 5 
per cent. He states here in a note appended to his ‘table: 


The above English files— 


Which he here advertises and is ready to sell at those prices unques- ` 
tionably— 
are W. & S. Butchers and Sheffield, which we consider much * to the 
American. These are files made in England that fairly compare with American 
quality that are sold at 60 and 10 per cent. discount from above sterling list. 

‘These are then considered superior to the American file and they are 
sold at the prices named; and the ad valorem rate of duty upon the 
rates you impose here in your specific rates in the bill are almost dou- 
ble the rate you have carried out here as the average ad valorem rate. 
Therefore there can be no mistake about it. 

I do not know any higher authority to go to than the man who has 
the goods for sale, engaged in that business, who desires to sell them” 
and tells exactly what they cost in England and what they cost here 
and tells what the duty would be when your tariff bill comes to be ap- 
plied to the goods. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, the point that I was making was to 
find out who this witness was who was being paraded here in the in- 
terests of our oppressed industries, and taxation upon the masses, and 
the oppression of the people generally. I assumed asa matter of course, 
or I had a right to assume, that it was some one of those oppressed 
subjects of the Republic for whom the Senators on the other side were 
speaking, and I was curious to verify what I had a right to suppose. 
Therefore it was that I attempted to fix the domicile of this gentleman 
that so much had been said about, and who was so strongly indorsed, 
and of whom so many good things were said, and who claimed so much 
attention from the Senate of the United States, 

For that reason, if I may add farther, I sent to the Senator from New 
Jersey and he very courteously sent me this communication that he 
has, and from which, of course, it appears that a foreign manufacturer 
is making his argument here before the United States Senate in favor 
of the reduction of duties. That is the spectacle that is presented. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. He is obliged to come hereto the truth to 
the Senator from New York. 

Mr, HISCOCK. I do not care why he is obliged to come here; it is 
certainly a fact which is worthy of note that a house that is simply the 
agent of a manufacturing industry upon the other side finds two such 
able spokesmen as the distinguished Senator from Kentucky and the 
distinguished Senator from New Jersey, and they need not wonder if, 
upon this question, we represent the American manufacturers. It is 
quite as respectable, I trust, to represe 


nt an American manufacturer 
as an English manufacturer. Is it not? Then, when their interests 


<’ * 
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are brought in conflict in this way, it is extremely proper that we should 
call for some proof besides the bare statement. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, it is no part of my duty, and I 
shall not assume the task of defending or in any manner vindicating 
Mr. Saxton; but if it will add anything to his credibility in the esti- 
mation of the Senator from New York I will state that he is the presi- 
dent of the Wholesale Hardware Association at New York. 

Mr. BUTLER. American? : 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes, sir. He seems to have enough reputation 
among the gentlemen who are engaged in dealing in that character of 

to be selected for that position by them, 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Kentucky 
if he is sure that he is anything else than the president of a wholesale 
importers’ association, with all of their manufactured goods made upon 
the other side. 

Mr. CARLISLE. All made upon the other side? Does the Senator 
make that statement? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask the Senator the question, if he has any in- 
formation bearing upon the subject, whether the goods which they offer 
and which they put upon the market are not all made upon the other 
side, Lask where they have a factory. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Let me see if I understand the Senator’s question. 
I understand the Senator to ask me if I do not know thatall the goods 
offered for sale by the Wholesale Hardware Association, of which this 
gentleman is president, are manufactured in a foreign country, 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, no. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What is that? 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator asks me if I do not know that all the 
goods offered for sale by the Wholesale Hardware Association, of which 
Mr. Saxton is president, are manufactured abroad. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, no; I did not intend to ask that. 

Mr. CARLISLE. What is the Senator’s question, then? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I did ask this: I asked where their factory is. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Where whose factory is? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Where the factory of this association, where the 
manufacturing establishment of this association is; where there is one 
that is located in the Kepublic. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator assumes that this hardware associa- 
tion represents but one factory or one honse. It is an association con- 
stituted, as I understand, of a great number of the wholesale dealers 
in hardware in this country, and Mr. Saxton is their president. Where 
all their wares are made of course I can not tell. Some of them are 
made abroad doubtless. In fact I know they are from information 
upon which I can rely. Other parts of their goods are made at home. 

ese wholesale hardware dealers in the United States buy and sell 
both imported and domestic goods. They deal in all kinds of hard- 
ware, no matter where it was made, if they can buy at a price and sell 
it at a price which will yield them a reasonable profit. 

Now, sir, I have no prejudice against manufacturers, I have never 
stood here or elsewhere and disputed a statement made by a gentle- 
man simply because he was engaged in any particular kind of legiti- 
mate business. I would believe the statement of a reputable gentle- 
man engaged in manufacturing just as soon as I would believe the state- 
ment of a reputable gentleman engaged in any other business. Of 
course we must sometimes makean allowance for the bias produced by 
self-interest; but I respect and admire these enterprising gentiemen all 
over the country who have invested their money in manufacturing and 
mining industries and who have by that means developed the natural 
resources of the country and contributed immeasurably to the comfort 
and prosperity of the people. 

I have no prejudice against them. On the contrary, I want to see 
them prosper; but I want to see them do it, if possible, by means of 
their own honest efforts, and not at the expense of the other people in 
this country. I want them to have a fair chance, a fair and open field for 
competition in the production and sale of their goods; and if any ad- 
vantage is to be secured by law to any class of producers, I want that 
advantage to go the American producer, and not to the foreign one. 

That is my position upon this sabject; and when I advocate the reduc- 
tion of duties here I do it because, in my opinion, the interests of the 
consumers require it and the manufacturers wiil not be injured by it; 
or, if it does diminish their profits, itis simply taking away from them 
a part of their gains which they have no right to claim at the expense 
of other people. 

When Senators rise upon this floor and declare that they will not 
believe the statement of a gentleman simply becanse he is engaged ina 
particular kind of business, a business as honorable and as reputable 
and as legitimate as the business of manufacturing, I confess I can not 
appreciate such a sentiment. I can not appreciate that feeling which 
prompts gentlemen to denounce the statement of a man simply because 

ne is engaged in a particular business or has an interest in a cular 
matter in controversy, without showing that the statement is in some 
respects false. 

Mr, VEST. Mr, President, in 1888, when the last tariff debate oc- 

-curred in this Chamber, an attack similar to that made to-day was made 
upon Mr. Saxton. He was charged then with having been engaged in 
a disreputable transaction as to undervaluation. He made the proffer 


immediately, as soon as he heard the charge, that he would pay $10,000 
to any man who would offer the proof that his firm or himself had ever 
been engaged in any transaction which reflected upon him or his firm 
in the slightest degree. ; - 

Anticipating the attack that has been made here to-day, Mr. Saxton 
sent me some weeks ago (for I have a very pleasant acquaintance with 
him) a number of affidavits and statements from the largest hardware 
and cutlery establishments in the United States, including the Sim- 
mons Hardware Company of St. Louis, the members of which I know 
personally, all testifying to his high character, his unquestionable in- 
tegrity, his standing as a business man, equal to that of any other man 
engaged in any business in the United States. There is not one parti- 
ele of foundation for any of the charges that have been made against 
Mr. Saxton here to-day, The statements to which I refer are among 
my papers at my residence, and I shall take occasion to place them be- 
fore the Senate. They come from houses of unquestioned respectabil- 
ity, American houses, 

The intimation that Mr. Saxton is a foreigner is absolutely false and 
without foundation. He was born in this country. His father was 
born in this country. His grandfather was born in this country. The 
family has been here for generations. There is not one scintilla of 
proof of any such statement as has been made here. If it be a crime 
to be a foreigner, heis not guilty. He is as much a native of this coun- 
try as the Senator from New York or myself, and comes from as good 
a family as his or mine, and isas reputablea man as the Senator from 
New York or myself; and I am prepared to show all this by absolute 
proof. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Havel said anything against Mr. Saxton? Have 
I challenged Mr. Saxton’s assertion ? Have Isaid that he belonged to 
a poor family, or a low family, or a good family, or a high family? I 
do not know when. 1 

Mr. VEST. I understood the Senator from New York, although my 
attention was distracted to some degree—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have not said a word about his family. 

Mr. VEST. I understood the Senator from New York to state, at 
least by implication, that he was a foreigner; that he was acting in the 
interest of importers alone, and he went on in an eloquent intimation, 
if nothing else, that we on this side were engaged in defending this 
foreign interest, represented by a foreigner, against domestic manufact- 
urers. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I did this: I inquired of the Senator from New 
Jersey, in connection with the paper he was reading from, what manu- 
facturing establishment the gentleman represented, where he lived, 
and all of that, as I had a right to do, for I did not know. I did it 
without a single insinuation that he was not, as compared with myself, 
in point of ability, respectability, honesty, and integrity, immeasura- 
bly above me, I did not put my character or that of the Senator from 
Missouri against his. e 

Mr, BUTLER. But the Senator from New York can not have for- 
gotten not only his own statement in regard to Mr. Saxton, but the 
statement of the Senator from Rhode Island in reply to : 

Mr. HISCOCK. But the Senator — 

Mr. BUTLER. Wait one moment. He can not have forgotten the 
statement in reply to an observation that I made, in which one of those 
Senators remarked that this gentleman was an interested witness, and, 
if not in terms, atleast impliedly, the intimation was made that he was 
unworthy of belief because he was an interested witness. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did. I believe that Mr. Saxton is himself not 
only an interested witness, but the most interested witness in my opin- 
ion upon this very question now before the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. That Mr. Saxton is? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, and he will admit it himself. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely; nobody has denied that. I did not deny 
that. I do not know Mr. Saxton; but what surprised me, and what 
surprises me now, is, when a Senator rises in this Chamber and upon 
his own responsibility reads a letter from a citizen of this country, that 
he should be assailed, by innuendo at least, if not directly, as being a 
man unworthy of belief. I would submit to any impartial jury in the 
United States that that was the import of what was said by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island and by the Senator from New York. As the 
Senator from Missouri has remarked, the Senator from New York went 
further and said that this foreign house was being represented upon 
this floor. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. By Senators. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That I do not withdraw. 

Mr. BUTLER. That this foreigner was being represented by Sen- 
ators on this floor. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That I say, and that I do not withdraw. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, all I can say in reply to that 

Mr. HISCOCK. What I meant was precisely this—my explanation 
should go with my statement: It has been the custom in the course of 
this debate to speak about the rapacity of the manufacturers, the mo- 
nopolists, the greedy iron men and steel men, whom we represented on 


this side. 
Mr. HOAR. ‘‘ The robber barons.“ ’ 
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Mr. HISCOCK. The robber barons.” They have coined and ut- 
tered phrases constantly over them, and when this subject was up a 
little while ago I thought it was an extremely good oceasion to dis- 
cover to the Senate and the country who furnished the literature; and 
the ideas, and the arguments, and the facts, and I may add the pict- 
ures and the fictions—— 

Mr. VEST. T hope the clerk of the committee will make no sug- 

tion. 

2 5 HISCOCK. All those things which the other side use in the 
course of this argument; and I asked where their manufactories are, 
for I believe these people Mr. Saxton is associated with are practically 
a syndicate or board of importers, commission merchants of foreign goods 
in this country. I say again to the Senator from Missouri thatI have 
not the slightest doubt about the highly respectable character of the 
family of Mr. Saxton. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from New York says he did state that 
foreigners were represented on this floor by Senators in this debate, I 
want to say to the Senator from New York that so far as that remark 
applies to me it is not true. I do not know any importer who isa 
foreigner; and the Senator has made a statement which is not sustained 
by the facts. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now, if the Senator will allow me—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield? 

Mr. BUTLER. Not for the present. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I only want. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators on the floor can not be in- 
3 without their consent, which must be first obtained by ad- 
dressing the Chair. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am on the floor by the courtesy of the Senator from 
Missouri and simply desired to make that statement. All that IL have 
done and all that auy other Senator has done in regard to Mr. Saxton 
or Mr. Anybody- else is to present facts or statements to the Senate; and 
I would sug gest to the Senators on the other side that the legitimate and 
courteous manner of conducting this debate, so far as those statements 
are concerned, would be to produce proof in rebuttal of those statements 
rather than by assailing the witnesses who are presented and indirectly 
assailing the Senators who represent them. 

That to me, sir, would seem to be the better manner of conducting 
this debate. The Senators from Rhode Island and from New York 
have not vouchsafed to anybody on this side any information which 
they may have acquired by reason of their connection with the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and have dismissed with a sneer almost every in- 
quiry, and have thrown themselves back upon their own infallible posi- 
tion on these subjects, the great I ams’’ of finance, who say, This is 
correct,” and therefore it must be correct ! 

The Senator from New York very modestly suggested that he had 
been controlled and influenced by exalted statesmanship. F have not 
the slightest objection to the Senator from New York complimenting 
himself in that way, but I do submit that when Senators make state- 
ments upon the authority of respectable people, whether they come 
from abroad or from America, it would be rather more becoming, if I 
may express an opinion, that those statements should be met by coun- 
ter statements instead of by intimations of improper conduct. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, there is no necessity for any excitement 
about this matter. It is simply a question of evidence. If the Sen- 
ator from New York has made no attack upon Mr. Saxton, there is no 
kano erore the Senate as to that gentleman. I should be ashamed of 
myself—— - 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ido not hear the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. Isaid if you have made no attack upon the character 
of Mr. Saxton, there is no issue before the Senate as to that matter. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I say to the Senator that I do not recall that I made 
any attack whatever upon Mr. Saxton or his family or any one associ- 
ated with him. So far as I know, they are all eminently respectable. 

Mr. VEST. Now, I simply want to dismiss another statement of 
the Senator in the calmest and most dispassionate way. Any intima- 
tion or assertion that I represent any interest here except that of the 
consumersisabsolutely false. Iam here representing my constituents, 
who are consumers, and I am representing the people of the United 
States, whether importers or manufacturers. Every man, woman, and 
child in this country, as a Senator of the United States, is my constit- 
uent as to this bill, and I do not propose by any sort of innuendo or at- 
tack from the Senator from New York or his adjutant-general, the clerk 
of the committee, to be deterred from doing what I conceive to be my 
duty; and I will do it. 

Now, Mr. President, as to Mr. Saxton’s business connection, if the 
Senators had simply turned to the evidence taken before the Ways 
and Means Committee they would have found this statement, which 
disposes of that matter, I take it: 

The CHAIRMAN. I do not remember that you stated your business, 

Pract Saxton. Iam an exporter and importer of hardware, general mer- 


t. 
Mr.BAY NE. Do you necu tothe American Wholesale Hardware Association? 
Mr. Saxrox. To the Wholesale Hardware Association; yes, There are so 
many American associations we did not want to get mixed up 
Mr, Bayxx. How many firms are in there 


Mr. Saxrox. There are about twenty. It is simply a local organization in 
New York. 
Mr. Bayne. All in New York? 


Mr. Saxrox. All in New York. The organization is simply for the purpose 


of stating our status in reference to the tariff. 
Mr. BAxxx. For no other purpose? 
Mr. Saxton. For no other purpose whatever. 
davits in this book. 


This gentleman made that statement openly before a committee of 
Congress; he was there for no surreptitious purpose; and yet, as I 
stated the other day, he was treated as if he had been almost a crimi- 
nal or certainly a suspicions witness; and if Senators will turn to the 
testimony they will find what I stated to be absolutely true, He had 
testified buta short time when the chairman of the committee said: 


The CHAIRMAN. There are a number of men who wish to be heard here this 
mornirg, and, although Ido not wish to hurry you, we should give them a 
chance to be heard, If you haves written statement you can have it printed. 


And so on. 
Mr, MiIIs. I recollect the Barlow knife used to be very good metal. 
‘This was about the second questiou afterwards, 


The CHAIRMAN., Have you concluded your statement? 

Mr. Saxros. I was trying to illustrate that the body, the great number 
of dozens and grosses are largely made up of little boys’ knives that come in 
thousands of grosses and that make no point at all. ey occasionally to 
work and make a great lot of those and then a great many of them l be 
handled because 

The Cuatemay, I would remind Mr. Saxton that we have a great number of 
gentlemen here who wish to speak to-day. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I do not think the gentleman should be hurried, as he is 
speaking by the consent ofall the gentlemen present, We did not hurry 
who spoke on the other side, and there is plenty of time yet. 

The CHAIRMAN. You underst: that these hearings were closed long ago. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Yes; but these gentlemen have been granted a hearing 
to-day, and I think the gentleman should be permitted to . 

The CHAIRMAN, They had an opportunity to be heard before, 

Then, again, in a minute afterwards: > 
Mr Bayse. He jis simply going over former statements put in by them [read- 
ing] “ selling at $1.65, per affidavit well known buyers,” 
r.Saxtox, We aresimply refuting their statement. 
Mr. BAyne. But you are simply reading your own argu 
Mr. Saxtox. Here is their statement, cost $1.90 pe: 


We have these original afi- 


ment, 

r American manufacturers,” 
Here is our statement, selling $1.50 per aflidavitof well known buyers,” 

Mr. Bayse. But this has all been put in before, 

Mr. Saxrox. Yes, in a written form. 

The CHarmxay. You have already submitted this whole thing in —— 

: 3 Yes, sir; but Iam endeavoring to show you gentlemen how 

this thing 

M 4 Bayse. You have stated all these facts before and you are now dilating 
on them. 

Mr. LA FoLLETTE, He is expanding and explaining his statement. 

Mr. FLOWER. These samples of knives are very instructive to you gentle- 
men, 

Mr. Saxrox. Our statements are all backed up by affidavits, and we do not 
ask you gentlemen totake these unless they are so backed up. 

Mr. Bayr. Are the affidavits in print? 

Mr. Saxrox. Yes, sir; they are all in print. 


Mr. FLOWER. You have invited these gentlemen here, and if this is distaste- 


ful to you you ought to hear it; this is an object lesson you haven't had. 
r e Is there anything now which you wish to say which is not 
prin ? 

And so on. ; 

The whole of this statement shows that this man was treated as if 
he were a hostile witness, representing not an American interest and 
not there as an American citizen, but as if he were an en to the 
American people and was entitled to no other consideration than would 
be given to a suspicions witness in a police court. 

Mr. ALDRICH rose. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator want to interrupt me? 

Mr. ALDRICH, When the Senator has concluded Ishall have some 
remarks to make. 

Mr. VEST. I shall take occasion, if there is any doubt in re to 
the character of this gentleman, to bring the aflidavits here, which I 
stated are at my residence, which he sent me because I happened to 
take a prominent part in the debate of 1888 when the charge was made 
against him to which I have alluded of undervaluation. ` 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I certainly have made no charges 
against Mr. Saxton, nor have I made any attack upon Mr. Saxton. I 
have no doubt that Mr. Saxton’s family is good and I have no doubt 
that he is a man of respectability-and a reputable man; but Mr. Sax- 
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ton is the president of the Hardware Association of New York, a com- 


bination of importers of hardware for the purpose of breaking down 
the American tariff and destroying American industries, and nothi 
else. It has no other purpose. He is the leading spirit in the o; - 
zation. He is the most active, persistent, and I do not think I shall 
overstate if Isay malignant opponent of American manufacturers of 
all kinds of hardware, 


Now, I say for myself that I require some collateral evidence about 


some statement which he makes where his own interests are concerned. : 


That is all I have said, and that I now repeat. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I wish to say a word in vindi- 
cation of Mr. Saxton, whom I think the Senator from New York did 
not treat very courteously, although I make no in that respect 
except this: If the Senator from New York did not intend to cast some 
discredit upon Mr. Saxton he was very unfortunate in his lan in 
his manner, and in his emphasis. The simple inquiry that he made as 
to whether Mr. Saxton was an American citizen, or a subject of Queen 
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Victoria, or something to that effect was sufficient of itself to show 
that he was insinuating what he was ashamed to charge openly. 

I wish to say for Mr. Saxton that he is not before the Senate to-day 
with this letter by his own volition. It is not a volunteer act of Mr. 


_ Saxton that this information has been vouchsafed and presented to the 


Senate. Some two weeks ago I caused a letter to be addressed to Mr, 
Saxton asking for some information with regard to this metal schedule. 
I received his reply this morning, apologizing for his delay, and stat- 
ing that he had been ill at home for two weeks and had been unable 
to attend to any business, and submitted to mea table giving the En- 
glish cost-price of files in order to aid me in arriving at a just conception 
of what the proposed specific duties would be when translated into ad 
valorem duties. He gave me the translation of the English cost-price 
into American currency, and then stated what the discount would be. 
He gave me the American cost in dollars and cents, and then showed 
what the ad valorem rate of duty would be as compared with the rate 
of duty proposed by the Senate committee. 

Mr. President, there is something more of this case than has been 


presented here. It will be noticed that the lowest-size file which is 


mentioned in paragraph 162 isa file 4 inches in length. Turning to 
the table presented by the committee you see thatnearly two-thirds of 
all the files imported into this country last year were files of 4 inches 
and under. 

When you come to take a file of 3 inches in length, 2 inches in length, 
2) inches in length, or 1 inch in length, a dozen files 1 inch in length 
will hardly cost as much as a dozen files 4 inches in length, and as they 
are governed entirely by the lengths as to the amount of duty they are 


to pay (because the file 4 inches in length may be almost as fine as one an 
ine 


in length) and inasmuch as the bill makes no difference between 
the file itself and the file-blank, which is nothing in the world but a 
piece of steel an inch long or 2 inches long, as the case may be, and not 
cut at all, therefore it is that there can be no argument urged upon that 
side in support of the proposition they have made. If a dozen files 1 
inch long cost as much as a dozen files 4 inches long, then there might 
be some reason in the proposition of Senators upon the other sido; but 
it is not true. 

Mr. HISCOCK, Mr. President, I wish to say one word in reply to 
the Senator from South Carolina and the Senator from Missouri, who 
deny that they represent here the foreign importers or the foreign man- 
ufacturers. 

It is a fact well known that this tariff bill is regarded with great 
hostility by the manufacturers abroad, because it will be a curtailment 
of their market; and so hostile are they to it thatit has even been 
talked of that there may be reprisals, and it has been talked of on the 
other side of the Chamber that foreigners would decline to buy of us, 
and so on. 

The manufacturers abroad are hostile to this bill. The importers 
here, pure and simple, represent them, and we find this spectacle pre- 
sented of the agents, the representatives of foreign manufacturers upon 
the floor of the Senate, furnishing the evidence upon the floor of the 
Senate that this bill in its effect will cripple foreign industries, because 
it will foster American industries. That is the issue which is fairly 

ted as between this bill and the present law. 

It will strengthen our industries—they concede it upon the other side 
of the water—and it will weaken and cripple their industries to the ex- 
tent that they now enjoy our markets; and they are here fighting it 
persistently and furnishing the ammunition—I will withdraw that re- 
mark—furnishing the testimony, the facts and figures, all that are 
available, I will not say in the hands of their friends—not by any 
means—but all that are available with which to put down, if possible, 
this 2 5 to defeat it. That is the attitude, and that is the issue 

ere. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, there are various reasons, I have no 
doubt, which have influence with the manufacturers abroad to try to 
break down this tariff; and if I were a foreign manufacturer I think 
I should feel interested in trying to break it down, particularly- when 
this bill proposes to give a drawback to the American manufacturer of 
99 per cent. of the duties that are paid upon imports into this country 
on all material used here in the manufacture of articles exported abroad 
for sale. They have an interest, of course, in keeping our manufact- 
tres out of competition with them in the foreign markets, and I do not 
wonder that they assail this tariff. They are like all the people in the 
world; they like to make money by trade and commerce and enter- 
pr: and it is very natural, indeed, that they should be opposed to 

tariff; and if this tariff is enacted I expect that our commercial 
intercourse with foreign countries will be very much obstructed by it. 

That is not an idea which suits my fancy or gratifies my taste or even 
my patriotism, for I like to see as unobstructed a commerce with foreign 
countries as is compatible with the wellareof our own, for I believe that 
a very unobstructed commerce is more compatible with our welfare 
than when it is very much obstructed. The example is found here in 
the contiguous States and in all of these forty-four States and four 
Territories that we have now in the American Union, covering a coun- 
try very nearly as large as all of Europe and a third of Asia. 

- We havean unobstructed commerce between the people of the United 
States, and that commerce is anistor, perhap, by five or six times than 
the commerce with all the countries of the world that we conduct, and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1 i A < 


AVGUST 21, 


that cómmerce has been the cause of greater wealth and prosperity to 
the people of the United States than anf other thing connected with 
our whole financial and commercial condition. 

So I believe, in virtue of the example we have set to ourselves and 
which we have practiced with so much success, a commerce that is ag 
little obstructed as is consistent with the support of the Government 
of the United States by a proper revenue system is the best commerce 
that we can have. 

Tn that line we are having the support now of one great Republican 
statesman of the United States, who p to have an unrestricted 
reciprocal commerce with all the South American States and very many 
other States. In that connection we also have the bright example of 
General Grant, whom I regard as one of the wisest men who ever be- 
longed to the Republican party and one of the most patriotic. 

Mr. HOAR. Or any other? 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘‘Orany other’’—oneof the most wise and patriotic 
men who ever belonged even to the Democratic party. General Grant 
came before the Congress of the United States with a treaty that he 
and Mr. Trenholm negotiated with Mexico, which very much 
the freedom of commerce between these two contiguous Republics, and 
I have not a doubt, in fact I know from his own personal expressions 
to me, that he would have been very glad to see the provisions of 
that treaty, or something like it, extended to Canada, and there are 
other liberal-minded men who rank as statesmen in this country who 
feel that the time has arrived when there shall be greater reciprocity 
and greater liberality. 

The treaty which Mr. Arthur negotiated with Spain was a treaty of 
great liberality and reciprocal interchange of commercial goods, I 
have regretted that the Senate of the United States did not have an 
opportunity to pass upon that treaty, because if we had it would not 
have been necessary for Mr. Blaine at this day to su t, after a 
tariff bill had been matured and had come from the — of Rep- 
resentatives to the Senate, that that tariff bill in none of its provisions 
would make room for the sale of another bushel of our corn or wheat 
in any part of the world, and that it was necessary in order that we 
should secure to our people the proper advantages of a reciprocal trade 
that we should have reciprocal arrangements with foreign countries, 

I regarded the suggestion of Mr. Blaine as coming a little late, be- 
engage he has had a year and a half in which to make reciprocity treat- 
iec, and I am not informed that he has made any effort to get them at 
all. Perhaps with due diligence upon his part we might have had the 
treaties here ready for ratification, and after ratification we should then 
have had the high duty, and the noble opportunity, too, of enacting 
laws for carrying those reciprocal arrangements into effect, which of 
course we must do before they can have any effect. 

Therefore I do not feel at all embarrassed when any one accuses me 
of desiring to have a large, free, liberal commerce with the people of 
this world. I should feel very much embarrassed and I should feel 
mean if I were to advise the farmers of the United States to shorten 
the production of cotton and to shorten the 8 of wheat and 
corn and pork and provisions of different kinds in order that we might 
raise the price, preying upon the necessities of even the paupers of 
other countries. Besides this, I should feel mean if I were to bring 
forward a suggestion of that kind, for I should think that I was flying 
in the face of a merciful and all-wise Providence, who has given the 
earth as an inheritance to man, and whose command to him in the 
very first instance was that he should go forth in the fields and earn 
his bread by the sweat of his face. : 

So, Mr. President, I have nothing at all to conceal, nothing at all to 
deny in respect to my being liberal-minded upon the subject of interna- 
tional commerce, and I feel just as comfortable in the company of the de- 
ceased patriotand hero, General Grant, and of the present leading, promi- 
nent, influential, powerful, the most powerful man in the Republican 
party, Mr. Blaine, who at last has seen that it has become necessary 
that the people of the United States should have larger trade, freer 
trade, in order to promote their own prosperity. I am in as good com- 
pany in that regard as if I were tied or chained to the Senator from 
Rhode Island and the Senator from New York, and had to keep com- 
pany with them all my life, and Ishould feel more comfortable in that 
situation, I have no doubt, than any one would suppose. 

But in the debate on this question they took occasion to say to the 
Senator from New Jersey t this gentleman, who they assumed 
was a foreigner and is conducting foreign trade, was his client. I 
regretted very much to hear that said here. That is not a worthy 
way to present a question to the minds of the Senate of the United 
States. Who is my client? Who does not know who my client is? 
Turn your eyes to those people in the South who make $300,000,000 
of money annually out of a single crop for the benefit of your com- 
merce. They are my clients who are now making irons cheaper and 
better than they can make them in England. They are my clients 
who get the timber from the only yellow-pine belt in the world and 
convert it into commerce. They are my clients, they are my constitu- 
ents, my friends. Not one of them has ever been consulted about this 
tariff. No man here ever thought of turning his eyes from the cham- 
ber of that committee to the South and inviting any man to come here 
to ask him what the South needed or wanted upon this question. 

We are used to being tabooed. We are not hurt or insulted about 
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it. We have got our natural resources and we have got the resources 
of genius that are quite equal to any which are possessed anywhere 
else, and greater, for, when we had sent into the field 600,000 troops in 
the South and every port in the country was blockaded, we went to 
the mines and dug the ores that made our guns, and cut the willow 
switches from the sides of the streams and made the charcoal, and dug 
the saltpeter from the caves, which made our powder, and we impro- 
vised in our laboratories the stuff that made the fulminating powder 
for the caps, and we obtained mixed metal for the caps and made them. 
We built artillery trains, vast numbers of wagons, bridges, railways, all 
built by a merely agricultural people during a time when every man’s 
house had to give up at least one or more of its members into that 
army. 

Our genius improvised the whole business and we succeeded in keep- 
ing two millions of the enlisted soldiers from the North, with all the 
resources of war, four years in deadly conflict, and our material was 
dug out of the ground with which we did it. Do not mistake your- 
selves when you suppose that the people of the South have not got any 
genius for industry, enterprise, and invention. Go to your nt lists 
here and you will find that some of the best inventions of the whole 
country come from the South. So you need not have disdainfully 
turned your attention away from those people. I do not complain of 
it, for they will prosper in spite of you. But none of them have been 
called here to ascertain by this committee what it is that they need or 
how their prosperity might be advanced. No man turns hisattention 
to that great region ot the land which, after all, supplies the true 
wealth to the commerce of the United States and enables you to buy 
from abroad that which you could not buy without it. 

I regret that the debate up in the Northern States amongst Senators 
who represent New Jersey, New York, and Rhode Island, the focal 
point of commercial prosperity, importation, and exportation, where 
we all have to make our exchanges from our part of the country—I 

t that these Senators should find themselves by the ears in quar- 
ining over the private character of one of their own constituents. I 
have not any interest in that quarrel, except that it is an unpleasant 
thing to find any party driven to the necessity of rising upon the floor 
of the Senate and in the person of a Senator from some great State, 
for instance, an empire State, making a question as to the veracity of 
a gentleman who has been for many, many years engaged in business 
in the very city the Senator represents. That looks to me, Mr. Presi- 
dent, as being unnecessary, unwise, unkind. 

The Senators on the other side are in a dilemma, and let the country 
understand it, for in fact they can not conceal it from the country. 
There are two great propositions which they have had to confront in 
the last twenty-four hours of debate which they are unable to answer 
except by making an assault either upon Senators or upon gentlemen 
who come here to give their statements and testimony in regard to ex- 
isting facts. 

The first of these points was suggested by the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr PLUMB]. He suggested it three weeks ago. He dwelt upon it 

n and he elaborated it still more fully yesterday. That wasa prop- 
osition that there must be an understanding between the importers 
and the manufacturers whereby one part of the market is given up to 
the importers and another partis occupied by the manufacturers in or- 
der that they shall not come in competition in their products and in 
their imports, and that fact accounts, as no other fact can account, for 
the large importation from abroad. 

The Senator from Kansas has twice brought this to the attention of 
the Senate, and the honorable Senators on the other side who feel con- 
cerned about the attitude that they occupy toward the country would 
do very much better to attack that proposition and statement than they 
would by attacking the private character of any man who happens to 
come here as a witness, either a manufacturer or an importer. 

The country will not permit these gentlemen to try this ease upon 
aside issue. They must have the real issue joined, and they must 
have the facts that bear upon it. Now, take issue with the Senator from 
Kansas; he is a Republican and you are Republicans; he is a broad, 
big-spirited man, and so are you. He represents a vast and growing 
constituency; you represent a shrinking one, one that is losing every 

\ pe 

Mr. HAWLEY. Who? 

Mr. MORGAN, You. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I represent a State that has increased 122,000. 
That is doing pretty well for a small State. 

Mr. MORGAN. How does that compare with the growth of Kansas? 
Where is your percentage? Of course you are shrinking. I am sorry 
for it, I wish that Connecticut and all New England could grow very 
much more rapidly than they do, and then their people would stay at 
home and they would not go off to pester other people. [Laughter.] 

But the Senator from Kansas has made that issue, and I invite gen- 
tlemen to meet it, and the country invites you to meet it, and you 
have got to meet it, or else you have got to retreat, one of the two. 

What is the next dilemma you are in? Ah! that is too sad. It has 
been ascertained that your manufacturers in the United States, in very 
large numbers and in a great diversity of manufacturing interests, sell 
their goods to foreign countries at from 30 to 70 per cent. cheaper than 


they sell them to the people of the United States, The newspapers 
came out—The New York World came out and presented these facts 
months and months ago and challenged contradiction and chal 

prooi—the proof that we hear about it; and the contradiction that we 
hear so far is only that urged by the Senator from New Yorka moment 
ago, when he referred in a derisive way to the fact that we were produc- 


eps ge ga here. 

es, sir; we produce pieture- pa That great historian, the pho- 
tograph, does not tell any lies. It can not tell a lie, thank God, and 
it is about the only instrumentality that conveys an idea iu the United 
States left to-day that can not tell a lie. I think every man ought to 
worship at the shrine of the photograph, so far as the truth is con- 
cerned. That instrument, the photograph, was applied to the machines 
and knives and the various instruments of commerce which are sent 
from here to South America and other countries, and it took a faithful 
copy, and one copy is printed in the American paper of the same date, 
edited and issued and sold and given out by the same company, and 
another copy is printed in Spanish as a supplement of that same paper 
on the same date, printed on the same press and both containing the 
photographs, and not only so, but the photographs have not ited 
the English names into Spanish of the trade-marks upon these produc- 
acres but give the raw English or the raw American to show its truth- 

ness. 

Here isan unimpeached and an unimpeachable witness. There is 
not a Senator on this floor who would dare rise and risk his reputation 
upon the proposition that that photograph lied about the business, 
They will accuse one of their own constituents doing a thing of that 
sort, but they will not accuse a photograph of it. 

So the fact has been established by incontrovertible, irrefragable proof 
introduced here four weeks ago or nearly that long—quite a long while 
back—by the Senator from Missouri, who explained the pains he had 
taken to havea copy of these price-lists sent from Buenos Ayres to him 
in the United States and his getting one in the city of New York and 
comparing them together, and there they stand and there they tell the 
whole undeniable truth, 

Now, that is either a fact or it is not a fact. If it is a fact, these 
very manufacturing companies whose names are given and of 
residence, have had weeks, yes months, in which to contradict it; these 
Senators who represent the people of the United States upon that lofty 
Committee on Finance have had the right and the opportunity to con- 
tradict it, but they have not dared to attempt to doit. They can po 
up here and make remarks of a sinister character calculated to br 
down the weight of their contemptuous disdain upon facts like these. 
I would say to the honorable Senators that they can no more laugh 
these facts out of the Senate than they can laugh the people ot the 
United States into good humor with them for concealing them 
what they know to be true. 

There is that dilemma. The Senator from New York said that that 
probably could be answered upon the proposition that there was a 90 
per cent. drawback in favor of the manufacturer who brought his ma- 
terial from abroad and manufactured the goods here and sent them 
abroad and sold them there. Thatis a mere suggestion from the Sena- 
tor from New York. There is no fact to sustain it; there is no evi- 
dence or statement presented to the Senate to show that any manu- 
facturer of the goods which are sold at these low prices in foreign 
countries has imported the material from abroad and manufactured 
that material here and has exported the product from this country and 
has got the drawback. : 

Now, there are four facts in concatenation that have to be made out 
to establish the suggestion of the Senator from New York. Well, it 
would not stand a second before a negro justice of the peace in the 
South. Every man of ordinary common sense in the world knows that 
that is a subterfuge. Those goods that are sent to South America are 
manufactured out of American wood and iron and steel and rivetsand 
wheels and bands, and the like. If they were not it could have been 
shown here, and that excuse would have been given for getting back 
the 90 per cent. drawback, and getting the opportunity to sell the goods 
cheaper abroad than they are sold in this country. No; that is not 
true. The country will not accept it from the Senators as true. There 
is no use of trying to stuff that down their throats, for they will not 
believe it and can not believe it. 

The Finance Committee, representing the people of the United States, 
would honor themselves and the Senate of the United States if, in- 
stead of quibbling and chaffing about the reputation and respectability 
of witnesses, and instead of presenting insane suggestions—for they 
are scarcely less than that—upon a matter of this kind, they would 
come out and say: Ves, that is true; our manufacturers of certain 
goods in the United States are able to export their goods to foreign 
countries and coming in competition with manufactures from Europe 
they are able to sellon a parity with them or even to undersell them, 
and when you add the peculiar skill of American genius applied to 
manufactures you will find your goods will float in the markets where 
German, English, and French goods will sink. I would feel pride in 
a statement of that sort. Would to God that that day could come when , 
Senators on this floor could so far forget the chains tliat bind them to 
their party policy as to be able to lay before the American people an 
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honest, square, fair, undeniable statement of facts upon which we have 
got to legislate. 

How am I to vote vy ons be of this kind, how is any man 
to cast his vote in the ot - box upon a proposition of this kind, when 
Senators can not deny and can not disprove what the Senator from 
Missouri has established by incontrovertible evidence? We must have 
the facts to vote on or else we are deceived and wronged, for whoever 
undertakes to cause me to legislate upon a statement of facts which 
is not trne causes me to violate my duty to my country. 

Now, here are these two dilemmas, This tarift bill has progressed 
in debate until we have come across these things, and when we bring 
the proof up gentlemen fly off on all manner of side issues, and every 
man’s character who happens to have been before a committee is 
brought in here and he is put on trial as if he were being tried as a 
thief in the Tombs court. 

That is the situation the Senate is in to-day in trying this great 
uestion of tariff. Come out, Senators, and say, Les, that is true.” 
ou know whether it is true or not that our manufacturers can sell 

cheaper to South Americans than they will to the people of the United 
States. You know whether that is true or not. Come out and say. 
If it is not true, disprove what the honorable Senator from Missouri 
has staked his reputation upon in producing these facts before the Sen- 
ate. He does not hesitate; he comes up with his proof; he submits it 
to the Senate and the country, and the country is going to read and 
look at it. 

I have been told by a gentleman whois very familiar with this book 
bound in Russian red or whatever it is [indicating the bound report of 
the Committee on Finance]—I have been told that when we reach the 
wool schedule the suggestion made by the Senator trom Kansas on 
these two occasions that I have referred to will come out in the proof 
very strong. 

Am I not entitled to know, asa Senator on this floor, from those who 
represent manufacturers and live amongst them and those who are 
familiar with their business to that degree that they are actual experts 
upon every question you can state—am I not entitled to know whether 
it is true that the importers of goods are given the right of way upon 
certain articles, while the manufacturers take charge of certain other 
articles of very like description, almost the same in appearance, and 
the uses being generally the same, and that the importers come into 
the United States and bring masses of goods here and take the home 
market that they aretaxing the people so heavily to pay for? I think 
I have the right to know it, 

When the Senator from Kansas presents this question to the consid- 
eration of the Senate of the United States, it is not a child playing 
with a toy ora bauble; it is a full-grown man handling great and strong 
and terrible facts, and they are not to be escaped either. 

The other dilemma which we are N just now, and getting 
into the twilight of that subject, is the 99 per cent. drawback upon 
exportation. e have had no indication yet of the personal opinions 
of Senators upon a question of that kind. But now let me put to you 
and to the country this proposition: A manufacturer in the United 
States is permitted to go abroad to buy material and bring it in under 
duty. He pays the duty on the material and he is permitted, of course, 
to manufacture it in his own shop along on the seaboard and conven- 
ient to the transportation of coal and the like, to water, and possibly 
cheap land. He then is permitted to export that product to a foreign 
country and to get 99 per cent. of the duty refunded to him that he 
had to pay upon his material in bringing it in. 

Let me ask the question, what else is that than a bounty paid to 
him out of the Treasury of the United States? When he brings his 
material in here, he pays the tariff duty upon it. He can not enter it 
as a consumer or in any other way without paying the duty, and that 
goes into the Treasury and it is 100 per cent.; it is a full dollar upon a 
paruen given article or a particular quantity of an article. After 

t has gone into the Treasury he takes his leisure about manufacturing 
it. It may be eight months, or ten months, or a year, or two years, 
whatever the law or the regulation may be in that regard. When he 
has made up his articles out of this sapere material and shipped 
them abroad, he comes to the Treasury of the United States and says, 
Pay me 99 cents of that dollar out of the Treasury.“ What for? 
He calls it a drawback. It is a bounty. Whatever you may call it, it 
is a bounty to that man to take his money and put it into an establish- 
ment and import his material from foreign countries, manufacture it, 
and send it out and sell it somewhere else to some foreign country. 
That is a bounty and it can not be proven to be anything else but a 


bounty. 
Mr, ALDRICH. Is the Senator willing to yield? I should like to 


get a vote on this p: ition. 
Mr. MORGAN. Senator wants to adjourn. I know what he 
wants to do. 


Mr. ALDRICH, I should like to get a vote on the pending propo- 
sition, and then I shall make a motion to adjourn, 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam pushing this bill through. Iam told there 
is a great state of agitation in New York City about it and that the 
money market there to-day is perhaps 169 per cent, perannum. There 
is great agitation, and I want to get the bill through. If the agitation 


is all on account of the bill, for God's sake let us pass it! Let us get 
through with it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wanta vote. Is the Senator willing to take the 
vote now on this proposition ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Not instantly—not until I getthrough. I will get 
through with you first, and then I will yield the floor. I want to know 
from the Senator from Rhode Island and from that committee why if 
is that they pay a bounty of 99 per cent. on all the duties that have 
been paid on all the raw material brought in to make a certain article, 
and it does not make any difference what it is. 0 

Why will they do that, except that they want to enable their man- 
ufacturers in the United States to go abroad and compete with Europe 
in prices? When you go to the Treasury to get your bounty, you go 
to money already paid in. You do not take out a part of the money 
that you paid into the Treasury, but yon come to me and ask me to con- 
tribute out of my taxes, to pay 99 cents bounty to that man because 
he ships an article that he has made in the United States of material 
which he imported from a foreign country. That is the whole story. 

Mr. President, how can we say that we are treating American citi- 
zens fairly, the consumers, the producers, orany other class of the peo- 
ple of the United States who have any sort of need for articles of wear, 
and shelter, and food, and the like—how can we say we are treating 
them fairly when we are merely enabling the manufacturers under this 
99 per cent., the drawback feature, to go into foreign countries and sell 
their goods to foreigners, to say the least of it, that much cheaper than 
they can afford to sell them to the people of the United States? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senator allow me to make a motion to go 
into executive session ? 

Mr. MORGAN: If I yield at all, I shall yield to an adjournment, 
We ought to go home. 

I do not wish to keep the Senate here, Mr. President. I was jest- 
ing with the Senator from Delaware. I wanted to put these facts on 
record, and when we meet again in debate I want Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber to bring up something to refute the evidence 
brought here by the Senator from Missouri and refute the statements 
made by the Senator from Kansas, because, if you can not doit there 
is a desperate, desperate mischief in this act, and the people ought to 
know it. You can not cover it up. If it be true, ashe states here and 
proves, as I think he has established, and it can not be answered, then, 
Mr. President, there is a fatal infirmity in the very body and system 
of this whole bill of tariff legislation. 

Now I yield the floor. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from 
the Secretary of Agriculture transmitting a report on the preliminary 
investigation to determine the proper location of artesian wells within 
the area of the ninety-seventh meridian and east of the foot-hills of the 
Rocky Mountains; which was referred to the Committee on Printing 
with the accompanying maps. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. $ 

The bill (H. R. 3715) to amend an act entitled An act authorizing 
the construction of a bridge across the Red River of the North,” ap- 
proved July 16, 1888, was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. HIGGINS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After two minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o'clock and 5 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, August 22, 1890, at 
10 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 21st day of August, 1890. 
UNITED STATES CONSUL. 
William E. Sims, of Virginia, to be consul of the United States at 
Colon (Aspinwall), vice Victor Vifyuain, recalled. 
REGISTER OF WILLS. 
Levi P. Wright, of the District of Columbia, to be register of wills 
in the District of Columbia, vice Dorsey Clagett, resigned. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Wright P. Hall, of Susanville, Cal., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Susanville, Cal., vice Allen Wood, deceased, 


CONFIRMATION. 


Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate August 21, 1890. 
UNITED STATES CONSUL. 
William G. Riley, of Virginia, to be consul of the United States at 
Puerto Cabello. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, August 21, 1890. 


The House met at 11 o’clocka.m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. D. 
APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL, 


The SPEAKER, The Clerk will cause the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of the last session to be read. 

Mr, ROGERS. Mr, Speaker, I make the point of order that there is 
no quorum present this morning. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman insists upon the point, the Chair 
will be obliged td say that there is no quorum present. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move a call of the House. 

A call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; when the following members 
failed to answer to their names: 


Abbott, Cooper, Ohio Ketcham, Reyburn, 
Alderson, Cothran, Kilgore, Rie! - 
Allen, Miss. Covert, coer e, 
Anderson, Miss. Cowles, La Follette Robertson, 
Andrew, Craig, Laidlaw Rusk, 
Arnold, Crain, Lansing, Russell 
Atkinson, Pa. Crisp, Lawler, Sanford, 
Atkinson, W.Va, Cummings, Laws, Sawyer, 
Baker, Cutecheon, ee, Scranton, 
Bankhead, Hi, Lehlbach Scull, 
Barnes, s wis, Seney, 
Barwig, Davidson, Lind, She: 

Bayne, De Haven, r, Shively, 
Beckwith, De Lano, Magner, Smith, W. Va. 
Belden, Dibble, Maish, Smyser, 
Belknap. Dickerson, Martin, Tex. Snider, 
Bergen, Dockery, McAdoo, Spinola, 
Biggs, Doutre; 1 pocot; 
Bingbam, unphy eComas, Springer, 
Binsohard, Edmund McCord, Stahinecker, 
Bland, Elliott, McCormick, Stephenson, 
Boatner, Ellis, McCreary, Stewart, Ga, 
Boutelle, fuloe, NMebuflie, Stewart, Vt. 
Bowaen, Evans, MeMillin Stivers, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ewart, Miles, Stockdale. 
Brewer, Featherston, Milliken, Stump, 
Brower, Finley, Mills, Taylor, J. D. 
Brown, J. P. Fitch, Montgoniery, Thompson, 
Browne, T. M. Flood, Morey; Townsend, Colo. 
Browne, Va. Flower, Morgan, si 
Brunner, Forney, Morrill, Tucker, 

0 Fowler, Morrow, Turner, Kans. 
Backalew, Funston, Morse Turner, N. X. 
Bullock, Geissenhainer, Mudd, Van Schaick, 
Bunn, Gibson, Nute, Vaux, 
Burrows, Gifford, tes, Venable, 
Burton, Goodnight, O' Ferrall, ade, 
Butterworth, Greenhalge, O'Neall, Ind. Walker, 
Bynum, Grosvenor, Osborne. Wallace, Mass. 
Caldwell, Grout, Outhwaite Washington 

U. Hansbrough, Owen, Ind. Watson, 
Candler, Ga. are, tt, Wheeler, Ala. 
Candler, Mass. Hatch, Payne, Wheeler, Mich, 
Cannon, Hayes, Paynter, Whiting, 
Carlton, Haynes, Peel, Whitthorne, 
Carter, Heard, Perkins, Wike, 

ie, Hemphill, Perry, Wiley, 
Cheatham, Herbert, Peters, Wilkinson, 
Clancy, Hermann Pi Williams, III 
Clements, Hill, Pickler, Wilson, Ky. 
Clunie, Hitt, Pierce, Wilson, Wash 
Cobb, Holman, ‘ost, Wilson, W. Va 
8 i, Hooker, P Yoder. 
Coleman, Hopkins ene, 
Comstock, Kelley, d 
Cooper, Ind. Kerr, Ray, 


During the roll-call the following members appeared and had their 
names recorded at the Clerk’s désk under the rule: 

Mr. BANKHEAD, Mr. BROWER, Mr. CHEADLE, Mr. Burton, Mr. 
BELKNAP, Mr. DALZELL, Mr. CANDLER of Georgia, Mr. BARWIG, 
Mr. BLAND, Mr. ELLIOTT, Mr. Crisp, Mr. BAKER, Mr. COVERT, Mr. 
ArkINsON of Pennsylvania, Mr. COMSTOCK, Mr. HERBERT, Mr. DIBBLE, 
Mr, MONTGOMERY, Mr. BUNN, Mr. Dockery, Mr. CumMines, Mr. 
QUACKENBUSH, Mr, CARLTON, Mr. ANDREW, Mr, GROSVENOR, Mr. 
HANsBROUGH, Mr. CLANCY, Mr. Hatou, Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, 
Mr. ENLOE, Mr. Bynum, Mr. MCCORMICK. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk reports 139 members present not a 
quorum. 

: Some time subsequently the following members appeared and an- 
swered to their names: 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas, Mr. FORNEY, Mr. TURNER of 
New York, Mr. WALKER, Mr. TuckER, Mr. Lewis, Mr. LANSING, 
Mr. MORGAN, Mr. MORRILL, Mr. ROBERTSON, Mr. GOODNIGHT, Mr. 
Sawyer, Mr. COOPER ef Indiana, Mr. SMYSER, Mr. CARTER, Mr, 
RUSSELL, Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. MORSE, Mr. CLEMENTS, Mr. Morrow, 
Mr. Crary, Mr. Hirr, Mr. Haynes, Mr. LAWLER, Mr. BUTTER- 
WORTH, Mr. CANNON, Mr, BERGEN, Mr. SPRINGER, Mr; EVANS, Mr. 
WILRINSON, Mr. ATKINSON of West Virginia. 

Mr. McKINLEY. TI offer the following resolution, which I ask the 
Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into 


8 to the bar 
of the House such of its members as are absent without leave 


the House. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama (at 11 o’clock and 35 minutes). Mr, 
Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. How are the gentlemen re- 
corded who have come into the Hall since their names were called? 

The SPEAKER, They are entered as present. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Are they recorded as present, or as 
having entered the Hall after their names were called, and consequently 
as not having answered to their names? 

The SPEAKER. They are entered as present under the rule. 

Mr, WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I want to make the 
point that I think the spirit of the rule requires that the roll be called 
twice. Now, take the gentlemen whose names head thelist, who may 
happen to be in the lobby when their names are called. They are 
therefore reported as not answering. Now, I read the rule once 
and the Speaker in effect, I think, ruled that I was right. It provides 


positively that the roll shall be called twice on all roll-calls. I read 


the Rule, No, XV, which says: 

1, Upon every roll-call the names of the members shall be called alphabet- 
fealty by surname, except when two or more hare the same surname, in w 
ease the name of the State shall be added; and, if there be two such members 
from the same State, the whole name shall be called; and after the has been 
once ee the Clerk shall call in their alphabetical order the names of those 
not voting. 


This certainly is a roll-call, and the rule is emphatic that— 

Upon every roll-call the names of the members shall be called. * * And 
after the roll has been once called the Clerk shall call in their alphabetical or- 
der the names of those not voting. 

Now, Jefferson’s Manual, section 7, page 13 of the Digest, which we 
have adopted and printed with our Rules, under section 7, ‘‘ Call of the 
House, says: ; 

On a call of the House, each person rises up as he is called, and answereth; 
the absentees are then only noted, but no excuse to be made until the House be 
fully called over. Then the absentees are called a second time, and if still ab- 
sent, excuses are to be heard. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that being the spirit of the rule, that the roll 
shall be called twice, the House can see the great injustice that is done 


i 


to certain members. Take, for instance, the name of Mr. ABBOTT, the 


first name on the list 

The SPEAKER. No injustice is done to any member who is present. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. But if be does not e to be in 
his seat at the time and neglects to answer because he u 
the Speaker to enforce the rules and require the roll to be called the 
second time 

The SPEAKER. Then it would be a great injustice not to call the 
roll a third time, for he might not be here on the second call. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. No; the rule does not say the roll 
shall be called a third time, but it says it shall be called asecond time; 
aud what I insist npon is that the rule be fully complied with, 
then no injustice will be done to any one; but I say it is a great injus- 
tice not to comply with the rule and not to have the roll called a sec- 
ond time, and thus subject a member to be reported as absent when he 
is actually here attending to his duties in the House. 

The suggestion of the Speaker, or rather his answer to my argumen 
that it would be as great an injustice not to call the roll a third time,’ 
has no application and is devoid of any force whatever, because neither 
the rules of this House nor the custom of this House nor the rules of 
parliamentary law, nor the rules of the House of Commons, nor the 
rules of any parliamentary body on earth provide for calling names a 
third time. 

I will further state that neither Jefferson nor Cushing nor any other 
author of a manual or other work on parliamentary law suggests the 
propriety of a third call of the roll, but the rules of all these bodies 
and the rules laid down in all the books I have mentioned do prescribe 
that the roll shall be called twice, and the members of this House ex- 
pect it and conform their action to it, and they do not expect a third 
roll-call; but in addition to all this the present Speaker 33 
upon calls of the House, orders the roll to be called a Second time, 
it is certainly of importance to have uniformity of action on such a 
question. 

Again, a call of the roll when a call of the House is ordered is the 
only roll-call which, if called twice, will in nowise whatever delay 
proceeding. 

It is only because a quorum is not present that a call of the House 
is permissible. 

It is almost invariable that the call develops and confirms the truth 
of the absence of a quorum, and then it is invariable that the House 
does nothing whatever, but awaits the coming in of members, and dur- 
ing that interval when any other business is absolutely impossible 
there certainly can be no question of the propriety, feasibility, and ad- 
visability of having for once the rules complied with and the names of 
those members called who failed to answer on the first call. 

I therefore respy:tfully submit that the orderly and parliamentary 
conduct of business and the propriety of conforming to our rules as 
well as the rules laid down by all the works upon parliamentary law 
which we profess to follow and adopt as our codes of procedure require 
that the roll be called a second time, and I therefore trust that it will 
be so ordered, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks the rule of the House is very 


‘ 
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simple, that one call is all that the rule requires, and then that ex- 
cuses may be offered for absentees. The rule is very explicit and the 
Chair has repeatedly ruled on it. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. The Chair has repeatedly cansed the 
roll to be called a second time. 7 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has once done so, but it was by inad- 

vertence. 

At 11 o' clock and 35 minutes 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk reports 166 members present a quo- 
rum. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move to dispense with all further proceedings 
under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
CHANGE OF TIME OF HOLDING COURTS IN THE WESTERN DISTRICT 
OF MISSOURI. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I desire unanimous consent to make 
a statement to the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. In the early part of the session we 

a bill to regulate the times of holding courts in a Missouri dis- 

trict. By mistake we required courts to be held at two places on the 
same day in the same district. The Senate has passed a bill to correct 
the error, which is now on the Speaker’s table. I ask unanimouscon- 
sent that it be taken from the Speaker’s table and put upon its passage, 
as the present situation is creating a great deal of inconvenience to the 
people of that district, 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill, after which the Chair 
will submit the question of granting unanimous consent, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 4335) to change the time of the sessions of the circuit and district 
courts for the western district of Missouri. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the terms of the circuit and district courts of the 
United States for the western division of the western district of Missouri shall 
begin and be held at Kansas City, in said State, on the first Mondays in March 
and September annually. 
the terms of the circuit and district courts of the United States for the 

division of the western district of Missouri shall begin and be held in 
St. Joseph, in said State, on the first Mondays in April and November annually. 

That the terms of the circuit and district courts of the United States for the 
central division of the western district of Missouri shall begin and be held at 
en City, in said State, on the third Mondays in April and November an- 

ual 


That the terms of the cirouit and district courts of the United States for the 
southern division of the western district of Missouri shall nand be held at 
Springfield, in said State, on the third Mondays in May and October annually, 
Seo, 2. That all process issued and returnable to either of said courts, in pur- 
suance of 3 law, shall be deemed returnable to the terms in this act es- 
ished, and all recognizances for appearances at any of said now existing 
terms shall be deemed and taken to have reference to and legal effect in the re- 
spective terms in this act established, all with the same force and effect as if this 
act had been in force at the time such process was issued and such recognizance 
1 3. All acts providing for holding either of the courts in the first section 
of this act mentioned at times other than those in said first section mentioned 
are hereby repealed. 
The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears none. : 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. : . 
Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 5 : 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the House bill of a similar 
character will be laid on the table. 
There was no objection. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. 


Mr. HALL, ~ I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 3715) to amend an act entitled An act authorizing 
the construction of a bridge across the Red River of the North,” ap- 
proved July 16, 1888, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacled, elc., That section 5 of the act entitled An act authorizing the 
construction of a bridge across the Red River of the North,” approved July 16, 
1888, be, and the same hereby is, amended so as to extend the time for complet- 
ing said bridge to four years from the date of passage of said act, instead of two 
years as specified therein. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Will any debate be required on this bill? 

Mr. HALL. None whatever, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr, HALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER BETWEEN THE MOUTHS OF 
THE ILLINOIS AND MISSOURI RIVERS. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of a bridge bill (S. 3979), to authorize the construc- 


tion of a bridge across the Mississippi River at some accessible point 
or the mouth of the Illinois and the mouth of the Missouri 
vers. 

I will state to the House that this is a Senate bill which has passed 
the Senate and has been unanimously by the Committee on 
Commerce of the House and, as the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BAKER] knows, has been submitted to the Secretary of War. It con- 
tains all the usual provisions of a bill of this character, and I ask 
unanimous consent that the reading of the bill may be dispensed with 
and that it be published in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER: The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To authorize the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at some 
8 point between the mouth of the Illinois and the mouth of the Mis- 
souri Rivers. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? The Chair hears none. Is there objection to the request 
to dispense with the reading of the text of the bill and that it be 
printed in the Rxconp. The Chair hears none. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the St. Clair, Madison and St. Louis Belt Railroad 
Company, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of Illinois, ita 
successors, is hereby authorized to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Mississippi River, at such point as may be hereafter selected by said corpora- 
tion, between the mouth of the Illinois River and the mouth of the Missouri 
River, as shall best promote the public convenience and welfare and the neces- 
sities of business and commerce, That said britige shall be constructed to pro- 
vide for the passage of railroad trains, and, at the option ot the corporation b. 
which it may be built, for the transit of foot passen; animals, wagons, an: 
vehicles of all kinds for such reasonable rates of toll as may be-approved from 
time to time by the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 2. That such bridge shall be constructed and built without interference 
with thesecurity and convenience of navigation of such river beyond what is 
necessary to carry into effect the rights and privil hereby granted; and in 
order to secure that object the said corporation submit to the See of 
War, for bis examination and approval, a design and drawings of the bridge, 
anda map of location, giving for the of 1 mile above and | mile below the 
pe ocation the topography ot the banks of the river, the shore-lines at 

igh and low water, the location of any bridge or bridges, and shall furnish 
such other information as shall be required for a full and satisfac! under- 
standing of the subject; and until the said plan and location of the bridge are 
sopoae {bore Secretary of War the bridge shall not be commenced or built : 

vided. t if the said bridge shall be made with unbroken and continuous 

ns it shall have one chann span of not less than 350 feet in len 
elevation not less than 55 feet above high-water mark as understood at the pojnt 
of location to the lowest part of the superstructure, and the clear head-room of 
other than channel spans may be less than 55 feet: And provided, also, That if 
said bridge shall be made with unbroken and continuous spans there shall, 
during the season of navigation, be ted in a conspicuous place on or near the 
bridge the clear head-room under the channel span on that day, the figures ex- 
pressing this height to be readily visible to the naked eye from any point in the 
channel of the river for astretch of 4,000 feet, of which 3,000 shall be above and 
1,000 shall be below the channel span of said bridge, and the piers of said bridge 
shall be parallel with the current of the river: And provided, also, That if any 
bridge built under this act shall be constructed asa draw-bridge the same shall be 
constructed as a pivot draw-bridge, with a draw ata point accessible and conven- 
ient for navigation, and with spans of not less than 200 feet in length in the clear 
on each side of the central or pivot pier of the draw, and the next adjoining span 
or spans shall not be less than 350 feet in length, and the head-room under auch 
spans shall not be less than 10 feet above high water: And provided, also, That 
ifany bridge built under thisact shall be constructed as a draw-bridge the same 
shall be proviaed with such protection piers and guide piers as the Secretary of 
War shall require, and there shall be fee F be at a point plainly visible to 
ts passing through the draw a record showing the stage of water and 
whether the river is rising or falling: Provided also, That said draw shall be 
opened promptly upon reasonable signal for the passage of boats, and said cor- 
poration shall maintain at its own expense from sunset to sunrise such lights 
or other signals on said bridge as the Light-House Board shall prescribe: — 
vided, also, That all railroad 8 desiring the use of such bridge shall 
and privileges relative to the passage of 


have and be entitled to equal 
over the approaches thereto upon payment 


and ofan 


railroad trains over the same an 
of a reasonable compensation for such use; and in case the owner or owners of 
said bridge and the several railroad companies or any one of them desiring 
such use shall fail to agree upon the sum or sums to be paid, and the rules and 
conditions to which each shall conform in using said bridge, all matters at issue 
between them shall be decided by the Secretary of War upon a hearing of the 
allegations and proofs of the parties. 

Sxc. 3, That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed upon re- 
ceiving such plan and map and other information, and upon being satisfied that 
s bridge built upon such plan and with such accessory works and at such local- 
ity will conform to the prescribed conditions ofthis act, to notify the company 
that he approves the same; and upon receiving such notification the said com- 
pany wef proceed to the erection of the said bridge, conforming strictly to the 
approved plan and location; and should any change be made in the plan ofthe 
bridge or said accessory works during the progress of the work thereon such 
change shall be subject likewise to the approval of the Secretary of War; and 
in case of any litigation arising from any obstruction or alleged obstruction to 
the free navigation of said river, caused or alle; to be caused by said bridge, 
the case may be brought in the circuit court of the United States for the district 
in re tg jurisdiction any portion of said obstruction or bridge may be lo- 


Sec. 4. That the said bridge, when built and constructed under this act and 
according to the terms and limitations thereof, shall be a lawful structure; and 
said bridge shall be recognized and known as a post-route, upon which also no 
higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the same of the mails, 
the troops, and the munitions of war of the United States than the rate per mile 

id for the transportation over the railroads or public highways leading to said 
ridge; and said bridge shall enjoy the rights and-privileges of other post- 
routes in the United States, — 

Sec. 5. That the United States shall have the right of way for such postal an: 
te ph lines across said bridge as the Government may construct or control, 
and ail telegraph and telephone companies shall have egon rigħts and privi- 

es in constructing and maintaining their lines over bridge. 
6. That have at any time to alter, amend, or 
this act whenever in its judgment the public interests so require; and all alter- 
ations of said bridge or its entire removal be e at the expense of the 
owners of or — par controlling such bridge: Provided further, That nothing in 
this act shall be so construed as to repeal or modify any of the provisions oflaw 
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now 
this from the ion of the 

won Sec. 7. That his not shall be null and void if actual construction of the 

herein authorized be not commenced within two years and completed wi 

four years from the date hereof. 


Mr. HATCH. There is an amendment reported by the Committee 
on Commerce; but the gentleman from New York, the chairman of the 
committee (Mr. BAKER 55 will bear me out in the statement that as re- 
ported there is an error in the amendment, which was to strike ont the 
word ‘‘assigns’’ and not ‘assigns or successors.” The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. MAson] reported the bill. 

Mr. MASON. The committee voted to strike out the word ‘‘as- 

+ n 
The SPEAKER, ‘‘Assigns or are the words stricken out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
spt read the third time, and passed. 

„Ralf moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved to Jay the motion to reconsider on the table, 
Pete latter motion was agreed to. 


CAPT. CHARLES B. STIVERS. 


gone WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I desire to ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of House resolution 39, joint resolution de- 
darag the retirement of Capt. Charles B. Stivers, of the United States 
y, valid, and that he is entitled as such retired officer to his pay, 
Ar. "BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr 
Speaker. Do these matters come out of the morning hour? 
The SPEAKER. They do not come out of the morning hour. They 
come out ot the day. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Jhe eon CI of the navigation of rivers or to ex- 


United States “Army. upon the finding of a retiring board on the 30th December, 
1864, under pro of the of Congress of August 3, 1961, is a legal and 
valid retirement; second, that said Capt. 8 B. Stivers is and always has 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not like to object if I 
can help it; but I would like to have a statement as to whether this 
carries some twenty-six years’ pay. If it does so, I do not think it 
ought to pass. 

Nr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Idid not catch the statement of 8 
tleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. My question was whether 
this carried with it twenty-six years’ pay. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. No, sir; this officer has drawn his pay 
up to the present time; but this legislation is made necessary on ac- 
count of the question that was raised in the Runkle case and others. 
He was dismissed for absent without leave. Upon investiga- 
tion they found that he was not absent without leave. He was rein- 
stated within a month afterward and served for eighteen months sub- 

uent thereto, and was then retired on account of disability. 
Jr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The bill seems to validate 
an order of retirement made in 1864 and also declares that he was en- 
titled to pay as such officer. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. He has drawn his pay. It was on ac- 
count of a question raised by the last Administration in to 
Runkle and others. The court held that the President had the power 
to dismiss an officer, but he had no power to reinstate him. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isubmit that the report bad better be read. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I hope the reading of the report will be dispensed 
with. 

The report was read, as follows: 

on Osnonxx, from the 5 on Military Affairs, submitted the follow- 

ing report (to accompa ny a Res. 39) : 

‘The Committee on ett itary Affairs, to whom was referred House Resolution 
39, declaring the retirement of Capt. Charles B. Stivers of the United States 
Army, valid, and that he is entitled as such retired officer to his pay, have duly 
considered the same and submit the following report 

Capt, Charles B, Stivers was dismissed the service by order of the President 
of the United States, July 14, 1963. 

It was almost ey ascertained that the supposed ground of his dis- 
missal was without foundation in fact, and the President, on the | llth of August, 
1863, Kovos his former order and restored Captain Stivers to his former rank 

and d December 30, 1864, Captain Stivers was retired pursuant to the rec- 
— ation of a retiring-board, and continued to draw his as such re- 
tired officer until a recent date. It has been ascertained by a ion in the 
Court of Ciaims that while in 1863 the President had power to summarily dis- 
miss an officer he had not the power to revoke such order of „eren 
when improvidently made, 

The bill in this case seeks to cure the defect in the authority of the President 
restoring Captain Stivers, and will simply continue him on the roll of retired 
aes with the same rank and pay as though the act of the President had been 

Ar. 
our committee attach hereto the report of the Secretary of War and recom- 
nat the passage of the bill, 


Wan DEPARTMENT, Washington, April 7,1890. 
Sın: I return herewith House resolution No. 39, “ declaring tof 


Capt. Charles B. Sti f the U ited, States Arm valid, hand that be i 
es vers, of the Un an 
Ad ac such retired officer to his N oth 


ultimo, —— invite your aitontion to tke incloved copy of 8 —— Acting 
Adjutan: © 29th ul „ 
K C 
respondence referred to in that report. = 


The letter to youfrom Hon. Sete Dates, EOE Oo EN a SSN, on the 
bape imi is herewith returned. f 
Nr * REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
Secretary of ar, 


Hon. B. M. OUTCHEOX, 
Chairman Committee on Military — House of Representatives. 


War 8988 ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, “arch 29, 1850. 
Statement of the military service of Charles B. ar paring 2 the United States 
Army, compiled from the records of this office. 

Cadet at the U.S. Military Academy, from July 1, 1852, to July 1,1855; second 
lieutenant, Seventh Infantry, July 1, 1856; first lieutenant, April 20, 1881 ; cap- 
tain, stated ig 1861; ss sed, July 1 14, 1863. 
sinstated, A „ 30, 1864; regimental quarter- 


d as r of military science and tactics at the Western Military Insti- 
tute near Dayton, Ohio, from December 21, 1865, to March, 1869. 
UNCEY M McKEEVER, 
ching Adjutant-General, 


[Special Orders, No. 313. 
Wan DEPARTMENT, VMS coe ington, July 15,1888, 


6. By direction of the President, Capt. C. L. pat tency Seventh United ‘States 
Infantry, is hereby dismissed the service of the U 5 disobedience 
of orders and absence without leave, to date July 14, 1863. a 


By 70 of the 8 of War: 


E. D. TO 
Assistant enl. 
~ [Special Orders, No. 356.] 
WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, August 1, 1863. 


* 


By o „ 


{Special Orders, No. 474. 
War DEPARTMENT, ApsuTant-GENERAL’s cng PO 
* * + ~~ Wash * 20. 
57. Capt. C. B. Stivers, Seventh United States 1 having been found by 


of examination to be Caton fg ward incompetent to 3 — oe. 
his norn poa and fre findi: been approved by the Presi 


will be n the | . officers of that class in which bye 
ity res its 28 ong and faithful service or some 2 injury incide nt thereto. 
By order of the Secretary of War. 22 0 
Assistant 8 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, cee 1885. 
IR: Ihave the honor to request your opinion as to the legal status, in respect 
to — iredi to hold aj pa ee and Nop tes pay as officers of the Army on 
the retired-list, of the Totiowing-named ı persons: 


Charles B. Stivers, now borne on the, „Army Register as captain, retired. 


The facts in suki to a of these 1 upon which my sparen for your 

opinion i is based, are as follows: ; 
+ = z 

Capt. Charles B. Silver then of the Seventh Infantry, was summarily dis- 
missed July 15, 1863, and restored to his postion by the revocation of the —— — 
of dismissal August 11, 1843. Copies of the orders of dismissal and revoca- 
tion, issued in the name of the President, are herewith. The dismissal was re- 
voked on the ground that the actual facts, as subsequently ascertained, did not 
justify so severe a punishment. Cuptain Stivers returned to the position from 
which dismissed (the vacancy not having been filled meantime) and oe 
to serve in that position until December 30, 1844, when, upon the 
retiring board, 2 — 5 retired from active service under e provisions 80 0 the 
act of August 3,1 6 y > R 


aoe of the — hereinbefore named were (assuming that they were le- 
Mos eres from the Army for s time) restored to the Army by and with 
— 2 nd consent of the Senate, and on this fact rests the doubt whether 
they, or such of them as were legally’ out of the service, were legally 
to or now legally hold their present recognized positions as officers of the 
Army on the retired-list. 

This question arises in view of the recent decisions of the Court of Claims in 
the cases of Benjamin P, Runkle, John H. McBlair, and Charles P, Miller, which 
I = ios have been recently taken to the Supreme Court. 

An early hearing before that tribunal of these ap is desirable for the rea- 
son that the officers above named are on the pay-rolls of the Army, 
I have the honor to be, your obedient servant, 
WM. C. Secretary af W 
Secretary ‘ar. 
Hon, A. H. GARLAND, 
Altorney-General, Washington, D. C. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, December 3, 1888. 


ght of certain persons uest, made some time for an opinion as to 
2 persons to be bern cn th the retired-list of the Army, namely 


= z 1 
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Aveust 21, 


Charles B. Stivers, as captain, retired, * I now have the honor to sub- 


mit the following ; = 7 = 


* a 

The case of Capt, Charles B. Stivers is as follows: 

While holding a commission as captain in the Seventh Infantry he was 
marily dismissed the service by direction of the President, to date salya 
per Special Orders, No. 313, issued from the War Department, dated 
ton, July 15, 1803. Of this order he was notified, we nepeers xA letter from him 
to the utant-General dated at Rouse's Point, N. V., July 28, 1863, wherein he 
writes: “I have been dismissed the service for not joining my regiment. My 
health has been so feeble that I could not do so. I respectfully ask that my case 
be reconsidered, and that if consistent with the interests of the service that I may 
be reinstated to my former rank.“ Afterwards, on reconsideration of his case, 
the order of dismissal was revoked by Special Orders, No, 356, issued from the 
ent, dated . 11,1863. Thereupon Captain Stivers 
returned to the position from which he was dismissed (the vacancy not having 
been filled in the mean time), and continued to serve in that position until De- 
cember 30, 1864, when, upon the finding of a retiring board, he was retired from 
active service under the provisions of the act of August 3, 1861. 

At the time of the dismissal of Captain Stivers, as above, the President was 
invested with power to summarily dismiss from service a commissioned officer 
of the Army, is power (ifnot already posse.sed by him) was given by section 
17 of the act of July 17, 1862, chapter 200, 

In the case of the United States rs. Corson (114 U. S. Rep., 619) the effect of an 
order of dismissal by the President, issued while clothed with that power, and 
also the effect of its subsequent revocation by him, were considered by the 
Supreme Court. 

ere an officer hounga commission as captain and assistant quartermaster 

of volunteers was, by order of the President, dated March 27, 1865, summarily 
dismissed the service. On June 9, 1865, an order was issued by the President 
revoking the order of dismissal and restoring him to his former ition in the 
service. Between the date of dismissal, March 27, 1865, and the date of revoca- 
tion, June 9, 1865, it does not appear that the vacancy was filled by another ap- 
tment. By an order issued from the War Department under date of June 

9, 1865, he was assigned to duty as division quartermaster of the First Division, 
First Army Cores, with the temporary rank of major in the Quartermaster’s 
Department, under the act of July 4, 1864, and served in that tion until Octo- 
pad 7, 1865, when he was honorably mustered out of the service of the United 


tos. 

The court held that the effect of the order of March 27, 1865, dismissing the 
officer from the service, was to sever his relations with the Army; that hence- 
forward, and until in some lawful way again appointed, he was disconnected 
from that branch of the publie service as completely’as if he had never been 
an officer of the Army,and that he could not regain his position and become 
entitled to its emoluments by means of a subsequent order revoking the order 

dismissal and restoring him to the tion. 

This decision of the Supreme Court is clearly S the case of Captain 
Stivers, and must be rded as conclusive of it. According to the doctrine 
there laid down the order of July 15, 1863, dismissing that officer from service, 

a vacancy which could not otherwise be filled than by an appointment 
with the advice and consent of the Senate (97 U. S., supra); and consequently 
the subsequent order of August 11. revoking that order was ineffectual to 
restore him to his former position in the Army, although it had in the mean 
time remained vacant. 

It follows that when afterwards Captain Stivers was pas upon the retired-list 
he was nota commissioned officer of the Army, and for that reason was not 
eligible to a place on that list. The finding of the retiring board (upon which 
he was placed there) that he was incapacitated for active service was not con- 
elusive ne the question of his eligibility, the jurisdiction of the board being lim- 


sum- 
1863, 
ing- 


ited to determination of “the facts as to the nature and occasion of the dis- 
ability’ of the officer, and not including within its scope the validity or inva- 
lidity of his commission. k 

I am therefore of the opinion that Captain Stivers is not entitled to be borne 
on the retired-list of the Army. 

* * „ * * * e 
Tam, sir, very respectfully, 
$ = A. H. GARLAND, Allorney-General. 
The SECRETARY or War. 


DECEMBER 6, 1888. 


“pred to you with his opinion. 
am the attorney for Captain Stivers, and respectfully ask to be heard on 
of Attorney-General is adverse to Captain Stivers. 


Your obedient servant, 
EPPA HUNTON 
37 Corcoran Building, City. 
Hon, W, C. EXDICOTT, 
Secretary of War, 


Wan DEPARTMENT, Washington City, December 13, 1888. 

Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 6th in- 
stant, requesting to be heard if the opinion of Attorney-General on the 
282 whether Capt. Charles B. Stivers is properly on the retired-list of the 

iy is adverse to Captain Stivers. 

In reply, and inaccordance with my promise to you, I inclose an extract from 
so mu of my letter of October 29, as requests an opinion of the Attorney- 
General in regard to the legal status of Captain Stivers,and also an extract 
from so much of the opinion of the Attorney-General dated December 3, 1888. 
as ig to n e 

Very respectfully, = 
WM. C. ENDICOTT, 
i Secretary of War. 
Hon. Erra HUSTON 
87 Corcoran Buildiag, Washington, D. C. 


— - 


War DEPARTMENT, Washington Oily, January 18, 1889, 
Sin: Referring to my letter of the 13th ultimo on the subject, I beg now to in- 
form you that the ent does not feel at liberty to ! delay action on 
the opinion of the Attorney-General in the case of Capt. arles B. Stivers, 
United States Army, reti. and that unless reason is shown to the contrary 1 
be constrained shortly to act in conformity with that opinion. 


Very respectfully, é x 


5 


Hon. Erra HUNTON, 
37 Corcoran Building, Washington, D, C. 


A Becretary sf iar. 95 


Wan DEPARTMENT; ADJUTANT-GESERAL’S Orrr 
Washington, March 22, . 
Sin: Referring to your letter of the 16th instant in re to the case of Capt. 
Charles B. Stivers, United States Anay retired, I have the honor to inform you 
that further action by the Departmen in this case shall be deferred until Con- 
8 —— „ 
ery y, Your ent servant, 
: : R. ©. DRUM, Adjutant-General, 
Hon, Erra HUNTON, 


Room 37, Corcoran Building, Washington, D. C. 


Copy of indorsement on letter from the chairman Committee on Mili Af- 
rs, House of representatives, dated the 27th ultimo, transmitting House 
resolution 39, joint resolution declaring retirement of Capt. C. B. Stivers valid. 
and that he is entitled as such retired officer to his pay. 
| First indorsement.] 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL's OFFICE, March 29, 1890, 

3 returned to the Secretary of War, inclosing a statement of the 
military services of Capt. Charles B. Stivers, United States Army, retired, and 
inviting attention to the indorsement of this officer of the 28th instant upon 
Mr. Hunton’s letter of the 26th instant respecting this case, and the papers re- 

to in that indorsement herewith. 

No objection whatever is known to the enactment of any law which shall se- 
cure to Captain Stivers his -presans ition of captain on the retired-list of the 
Army in case there is any danger of his losing that tion. Itis suggested, 
however, that if the dismissal of Captain Stivers in 1863 was valid it legally put 
him out of the Army, and that a person not in the Army can be m an officer 
therein in one way only, namely, by appointment of the President, with the 


consent of the Senate. 
C. McKEEVER, 
Acting Adjutant-General, 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentacky. This does not carry with it 
any charge or appropriation, but is to validate the present pay ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Yes; that is all. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This officer has never been off the retired-list at 
any time. It simply settles a question of doubt. That is all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to have the bill read again. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution has been read, but the Clerk will 
read the resolution again without there is objection. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at 12 o'clock and 

Mr. BROSIUS. I withdraw the call for the regular order, on the 
understanding that it will not take more than five minutes to pass the 
joint resolution. ; 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. KERR, of I 


Is there further objection? 
a. Lrenew the demand. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
Mr. HEND ON, of Illinois. I desire to present a privileged re- 
rt. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to whom was referred the bill (H. It. 
9680) making appropriations forthe construction, repair, and preservation of 
certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other . together 
with the amendments of the Senate thereto, having considered the same, beg 
leave to report as follows: 

They recommend non-concurrence in all of the amendments of the Senate 
numbered from 1 to 236, inclusive, and that the request of the Senate for a con- 
ference be agreed to. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order that that report re- 
quires its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I submit that this is 
a privileged question, but in view of the fact that it may take some 
time to discuss it, and as I do not wish to interfere with the special 
rule under which the House is operating, I ask leave to withdraw the 
report until to-morrow morning, giving notice now that I shall press it 
at that time. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws the report. The morn- 
ing hour begins at 11 o’clock and 6 minutes, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have the amendments to the river and harbor bill printed in the 
RECORD to-morrow morning, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous con- 
sent that the reading of the amendments be dispensed with, and that 
the same be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. CANNON. Have theamendments been numbered and printed ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Dof understand 
that the effect of the unanimous consent just asked will be to dispense 
with the reading of the amendments when the bill comes up for consid- 
eration ? 

The SPEAKER. It will dispense with the reading of the amend- 
ments. 

Mr. ROGERS. At any time before the consideration of the bill? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The amendments are as follows: 

Improving harbor of refuge at Little Harbor, New Hampshire: Con- 
tinuing improvement, (1) [twenty] fifty thousand dollars. 

Improving harbor at Burlington, Vermont; (1) [Continuing improve- 
ment] For repairs, (3) [fifteen] twenty thousand dollars. 

Im g harbor at Gordon's Lake Champlain, Vermont: 
) [Completing improvement] To complete breakwater, six thousand 
ollars. 
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Improving harbor at Boston, Massachusetts: Continuing improve- 
ment, one hundred and (5) [twenty-five] 3 thousand dollars. 
of which sum seven thousand dollars to be in widening Nantasket 
Beach Channel (6), [and]; twenty-five thousand dollars in extending 
main ship channel trom its termination at the southeast corner of 
Grand Junction Wharf eastwardly toward Jeffrey’s Point, (7) and 
twenty thousand dollars for continuing improvement of Charles River; Pro- 
vided, That no expenditure of this money shall be made until the draws in 
the Arsenal street and Market street bridges shall be made to conform to the 
projected channel without cost to the United States. 

Improving harbor at Nantucket, Massachusetts: Continuing im- 
provement (8) [twenty] twenty-five thousand dollars. 

Improving harbor at Provincetown, Massachusetts: (9) [Continuing 
improvement] Completing existing project, seven thousand five hundred 
dollars, 

Improving harbor at Manchester, Massachusetts: Continuing im- 
provment, (10) [two thousand five hundred] five thousand dollars. 

Improving Salem Harbor, including South River, Massachusetts: 
(11) [ten] e thousand dollars. 

(12) Constructing national harbor of refuge at or near Point Judith 
Rhode Island: Commencing construction, one hundred thousand dollars. 

Improving harbor at Bridgeport, Connecticut: Continuing improve- 
ment, twenty thousand dollars (13), of which fifteen thousand dollars shall 
be expended in constructing breakwater between the Tongue and inner bea- 
con, and five thousand dollars to complete improvement above the bridge. 

(14) [Improving breakwater at New Haven, Connecticut: Contin- 
uing improvement, one hundred thousand dollars. ] 

(15) Constructing breakwaters at New Haven, Connecticut, in accordance 
with the plans submitted by Chief of Engineers in report for eighteen hun- 
dred and eighty-nine, page six hundred and seventy-eight: Continuing im- 
provement, one hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars. 

(16) Improving harbor at Wilson's Point: For widening and deepening 
channel, thirty-seven thousand five hundred dollars. 

(17) Improving harbor at Clinton, Connecticut: Continuing improve- 
ment, three thousand five hundred dollars. 

Improving channel at Gowanus Bay, New York: Continuing im- 
provement by deepening to twenty-one feet mean low water and widen- 
ing the channel to four hundred feet on the (18) [notherly] northerly 
side from the foot of Percival street, along the wharves to the twenty- 
three foot curve, opposite the entrance to the Erie Basin, sixty thou- 
sand dollars, = 

(19) Improving Bay Ridge Channel in Gowanus Baff, New York Har- 
bor, by dredging out and opening the same from a poirt at its junction with 
the Gowanus Creek Channel (near Twenty-eighth street) southerly therefrom 
along and in front of Gowanus Bay and Bay Ridge to a point where the said 
Bay Ridge Channel so to be opened encounters a twenty-one-foot contour or 
depth of water, so that the channel so to be opened shall be of a uniform depth 
of twenty-one feet and width of four hundred feet at low water, one hundred 
and ninety-eight thousand six hundred dollars. 

(20) [Improving harbor at Wilson, New York: Continuing improve- 
ment, five thousand dollars. ] 

(21) [Improving harbor at Sheep’s Head Bay, New York: Continu- 
ing improvement, five thousand dollars. ] 

(22) N harbor at Huntington, Long Island, New York, ten 
thousand dollars. 

(23) [Improving harbor of refuge at mouth of Salmon River, Lake 
Ontario, New York, ten thousand dollars. ] 

Improving harbor at Raritan Bay, New Jersey: Continuing improve- 
ment, (24) [thirty-five] forty thousand dollars, (25) [part] one-half of 
which may be used in dredging bar between South Amboy and Great 
Beds light. 

Improving harbor at Erie, Penusylvania: (26) [Continuing improve- 
ment, forty] Completiny existing project, twenty-four thousand dollars. 

Improving the harbor of Philadelphia: For removal of Smith's Island 
and Windmill Island, in the State of Pennsylvania, and Petty’s Island, 
in the State of New Jersey, or such parts of them and the shoals adja- 
cent thereto as may be required, and for the improvement of the har- 
bor between the cities of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, and Camden, 
New Jersey, (27) [two] four hundred thousand dollars: (28) [Pro- 
vided, That no part of this sum shall be expended until the title to the 
lands forming said islands shall be acquired and vested in the United 
States without charge to the latter, except as heretofore provided in 
the act of August eleventh, eighteen hundred and eighty-eight. ] 

(29) The Secretary of War is directed to appoint a commission of three 
persons, one of whom shall be a civil engineer of experience in the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors, who shall proceed to make an accurate survey 
of the tidal streams which form the harbor of Wilmington, Delaware, 
making all necessary observations to obtain all the data required for a 
plan for the permanent improvement of ihe harbor to suit the present and 
prospective wants of commerce and navigation; and that said commission- 
ers shall, as soon as possible, make to the Secretary of War a report, sub- 
mitling with it a plan for the improvement of said harbor. 

Improving harbor at Baltimore, Maryland: Continuing improvement, 
(30) [three] fire hundred thousand dollars, 

Improving harbor at Breton Bay, Maryland: Continuing improve- 
ment, (31) [three] five thousand dollars. 
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(32) [Improving harbor +b Cape Charles City and approaches by 
ae et, Virginia: Twenty-five thousand dollars, tor dredging 
only. 

Improving harbor at Charleston, including Sullivan’s Island, South 
Carolina: Continuing improvement, three hundred and (33) [fifty] sev- 
enty-five thousand dollars, of which five thousand dollars shall be ex- 
paa on Mount Pleasant shore of inner harbor of Charleston, South 


Improving Cumberland Sound, Georgia and Florida: Continuing im- 
provement, one hundred und (34) [twelve thousand five hundred] fifty 
thousand dollars. 

Improving harbor at Apalachicola Bay (35) and the mouth of the river, 
Florida: Continuing improvement, twenty thousand dollars. 

Improving harbor at Cedar Keys, Florida: Continuing improvement, 
two thousand five hundred dollars, (36) a part of which may be expended 
at Derrick Island Gap on the inside channel from Sutcanee River. 

(37) Improving, dredging und deepening the channel of Charlotte Harbor 
and Pease Oreck, Florida, to the pier at Punta Gorda, the terminus of the 
Florida Southern Railroad, fifty thousand dollars, 

(38) Improving harbor at St. Augustine, Florida: To complete protec- 
tion from erosion, according to the estimate of Captain W. M. Black, under 
date of May twenty-fourth, eighteen hundred and ninety, thirty thousand 
dollars. 

(39) Improving entrance to Galveston Harbor, Texas: Continuing im- 
provement, five hundred thousand dollars: Provided, That contracts may be 
entered into for such materials and work as may be necessary to carry out 
the plan contained in the report of the Cief of Engineers for eighteen hun- 
dred and eighty-six for the improvement of that harbor, to be paid for as ap- 
propriations may from time to time be made by law. 

Improving harbor at Ashtabula, Ohio: Continuing improvement, 
(40) [twenty] forty thousand dollars. 

Improving harbor at Fairport, Ohio: (41) [Continuing improvement, 
thirty thousand dollars], Tọ complete existing project, twenty-one thou- 
sand three hundred dollars. i 

The owners of dock property abutting on the East Government pier 
on Grand River shall have the right to load and unload coal, ore, and 
other freight over so much of said pier as lies north of the innershore- 
line represented on map in the report of the Chief of Engineers of 
eighteen hundred and eighty-one, (42) [under such limitations as to 
time and use as shall be approved by the Secretary of War, and in 
consideration thereof the owners of such dock property shall, at their 
own proper cost and expense, sufficiently repair, renew, and protect the 
portion of said pier so used, and do all necessary dredging in Grand 
River, in front thereof, all sach repairs, renewals, and dredging to be 
done under the supervision of the Chief of Engineers of the United 
States Army] on payment of such rent therefor and under such limitations 
as to time and use and such other conditions of such right as shall be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of War and always revocable by him. : 

Improving harbor at Huron, Ohio: Continuing improvement, in 
amended project to give sixteen feet depth at low water, sixteen thou- 
sand dollars. (43) The owners of dock property abutting on the old 
Government pier on the east side of Huron River shall have the right to load 
and unload coal, ore, and other freight over so much of said pier as lies 
south of the shore line of Lake Erie, under such limitations as to time and 
use as shall be approved by the Secretary of War, and in consideration thereof 
the owners of such dock property shall, at their own proper cost and expense, 
sufficiently repair, renew, and protect the portion of said pier south of said 
shore line, and do all necessary dredging in Huron River in front thereof; - 
all such repairs, renewals, and dredging to be done under the supervision of 
the Ohief of Engineers of the United States Army. 

For ice-harbor at the mouth of Muskingum River, Ohio: For re- 
pairs, (44) [thirty] fifteen thousand dollars, 

Improving harbor ut Vermillion, Ohio: For preservation of piers, 
(45) [four] two thousand dollars. 

Improving inner harbor at Michigan City, Indiana: Continuing im- 
provement, (46) [five thousand dollars] seven thousand five hundred dol- 
lars, of which two thousand five hundred dollars may be expended for a new 
dump scow, 

Improving harbor at Black Lake, Michigan: Continuing improve- 
ment, (47) [five] ten thousand dollars. 

Improving harborat Muskegon, Michigan: Continuing improvement, 
(48) [fifty ] twenty thousand dollars (49), | thirty-four thousand dollars of 
which to close gap as recommended by engineer in charge. ] 

Improving harbor of refuge at Sand Beach, Michigan: (50) [Continu- 
ing improvement, seventy thousand dollars. For repairs, custody, and 
control of harbor and dredging the same, thirty thousand dollars, 

Improving harbor at South Haven, Michigan: Continuing improve- 
ment, (51) [fifteen] ten thousand dollars. 

Improving harbor at Marquette, Michigan: Continuing improve- 
ment, (52) fiwenty-five] fifty thousand dollars. l 

Improving harbor at Ahnapee, Wisconsin: Continuing improvement, 
(53) [four] six thousand dollars. 

Improving harbor at Kenosha, Wisconsin: Continuing improvement, 
seventeen thousand five hundred dollars (54) [two thousand five hun- 
dred dollars of the above appropriation to be expended in dredging the 
inner harbor]. 
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Improving harbor of refuge at Milwaukee, Wisconsin: Continuing 
improvement, (55) [seventy] eighty thousand dollars. 
mproving harbor at Superior Bay and St, Louis Bay, Wisconsin: 
Continuing improvement, (56) [fifty] sixty-five thousand dollars. 

Improving harbor at Duluth, Minnesota: Continuing improvement, 
(57) [eighty] one hundred thousand dollars, of which sum (58) [one- 
half] forty thousand dollars shall be expended on the harbor basin and 
new channel east of Rice’s Point and in the preservation and mainte- 
nance of the canal and piers at the harbor entrance, and (59) [the other 
half of said sum] sixty thousand dollars shall be expended on the chan- 
nel west of Rice’s Point and from thence along the northern shore of 
St. Louis Bay to Grassy Point. 

(60) The Secretary of War is hereby authorized to accept from the city 
of Duluth the grant and conreyunce of the following-described real estate, 
to wit: All the tract or parcel of land lying and being in the county of St. 
Louis and State of Minnesota, described as follows, to wit: Lots two un- 
dred and forty-seven, two hundred and forty-eight, two hundred and forty- 
nine, two hundred and fifty, two hundred and fifty-one, two hundred and 
fifty-two, two hundred and fifty-three, too hundred and fifty-four, two 
hundred and fifty-five, two hundred and fifty-six, two hundred and fifty- 
seven, two hun and fifty-cight, two hundred and fifty-nine, two hun- 
dred and sixty, on Lake avenue, Upper Duluth, together with all that part 
of Lake avenue, Minnesota avenue, and Portage street lying under the 
bed of the canal, under the piers or crib-work on sides of the canal at the 
entrance to the harbor of Duluth and adjacent thereto, as shown between 
lines A D and B C on map showing the canal through Minnesota Point, 

in the office of the Chief of Engineers, United States Army; subject 
to the conditions under which certain other lots at Duluth were accepted 
by the Government of the United States in the river and harbor act which 
became a law August eleventh, eighteen hundred and eighty-eight. 

Improving harbor at Grand Marais, Minnesota: Continuing improve- 
ment, (61) [fifteen thousand dollars] twenty-two thousand three hundred 
and fifty dollars, 

proving harbor at Agate Bay, Minnesota: Continuing improve- 
ment, (62) [twenty] thirty thousand dollars, 

Improving harhor at Oakland, California: Continuing improvement, 

two hundred and fifty thousand dollars (63), one-half of which may, in 
the discretion of the Secretary of War, be expended in dredging the entrance 
to the harbor. 
(64) That the Secretary of War is authorized and directed to appoint a 
board of three engineer officers of the United States Army, whose duty it 
shall be to examine the Pacifie coast between Points Duma and Capistrano 
with a view to determining the best location for a deep-water harbor. The 
said board shall report to the Secretary of War a project for said harbor, 
with the estimated cost of the same, who shall lay said report before Congress 
at its next session, with the views of the commission and of the Chief of En- 
gineers of the United States Army thereon; and the sum of fire thousand 
dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated for 
the purpose. 

Improving harbor at Yaquina Bay, Oregon: Continuing improvement, 
one hundred and (65) [twenty-five] eighty-five thousand dollars. 

(66) The Secretary of Waris authorized and directed to appoint a board 
of three officers of the Corps of Engineers, United States Army, whose duty 
it shall be to re-examine the harbor at Port Orford, in the State of Oregon, 
with a view of minimizing the project and estimates of the proposed im- 
eee a Sor a harbor of refuge at that point to such proportions as will 

gely reduce the original estimate of the cost of such improvement here- 
tofore made under the direction of the Secretary of War in pursuance of 
the sious action of Congress, and to report fo the Secretary of War, on 
or before the first Monday in December next, the result of such re-erami- 
nation, together with the reduced estimate of the cost of such improrement, 
in the event that such board shall determine that the same can be made on 
a less expensire scale than originally recommended, and the cost of such 
re-examination and re-eatimate shall be paid by the Secretary of War out 
of the one hundred and fifty thousand dotiars heretofore appropriated for 

e commencement of a breakwater at such point: Provided, however, That 
such expense shall not exceed the sum of five thousand dollars. 

(67) For the purchase of the tico canals known as the Portage Lake and 
River Improvement Company Canal, from Keweenaw Bay to Portage 
Lake, and the Lake Superior Ship-Canal, Railway and Iron Company 
Canal, from Portage Lake to Lake Superior, being the water communica- 
tion across Keweenaw Point, Lake Superior, from Keweenaw Bay to Lake 
Superior, in the State of Michigan, by way of the Portage River and Lake 
and the artificial cut made by said companies to render them available to 
commerce and navigation, together with the works of improvement on Por- 
tage Lake; the harbor works upon Lake Superior and Keweenaw Bay, 
with all lands and franchises connected thergwith, free from all incum- 
brances, three hundred and fifty thousand dollars: Provided, That for the 
purpose of preserving and continuing the use and navigationof said canals, 
the sum of ten thousand dollars for each of the present and the next fiscal 
year be appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to pay the actual 
expenses of operating and keeping said canals in repair; and that an 
itemized statement of said expenses shall accompany the annual report of 
the Chief of Engineers: And provided further, That no money cy pity he 
ated for Aar fete shall be available until a valid title to all of said 

mises shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of Mich- 
n shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the 
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same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner 
thereof, for all perpe except the administration of the criminal laws of 
said State and the service of ciril process on the lands and right of way 
80 conveyed. The balance of the appropriation, to wit, five thousand one 
hundred and twenty-eight dollars and seventy cents, for examination of 
Portage Lake and TLałe Superior Ship-Canals, contained in the river and 
harbor act of August fifth, eighteen hundred and eighty-six, is hereby made 
available for each and every purpose connected with the establishment of 
new harbor lines in Portage he under the provisions of the act of June 
twentioth, eighteen hundred and ninety, authorizing and directing said es- 
tablishment. 

Improving Penobscot River, Maine: Continuing improvement, (68) 
and for dredging near Stern's mill, twenty-five thousand dollars, 

(69) Improving Kennebunk tiver, Maine, at or near its mouth, twenty 
thousand dollars, the entire amount to be expended in repairs if necessary. 

Improving Pawtucket River, Rhode Island: Continuing improve- 
ment, (70) [twenty] thirty thousand dollars, 

Improving Green Jacket Shoal, Providence River, Rhode Island: 
Continuing improvement, (71) [twelve] twenty-five thonsand dollars. 

(72) [Improving Harlem River, New York: Continuing improve- 
ment, three hundred and fifty thousand dollars; and the Seeretary of 
War is directed to canse the low bridges now crossing said Harlem 
River to be replaced, at the expense of the owners thereof, by other 
bridges which shall leavea clear space of twenty-four feet between the 
high water of spring tides and the under side of said bridges, and which 
shall be provided with draw-spans and draws of the width and length 
to be determined by the Secretary of War: Provided, That the plans 
of said new bridges shall in all respects conform to the requirements of 
the Secretary of War: And provided further, That the Secretary of 
War shall prescribe proper and reasonable regulations for the opening 
and operating of the draws in said bridges. ] 

Improving Schuylkill River, Pennsylvania: Continuing improvement, 
(73) [twenty-five] fifty thousand dollars. 

(74) [The Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to negotiate for and purchase, at a cost not to exceed one hun- 
dred and sixty-two thousand dollars, lock and dam number one and 
its appurtenances, of the Monongahela Navigation Company, a corpo- 
ration organized under the laws of Pennsylvania, which lock and dam 
number one and its appurtenances constitute a part of the improve- 
ments in water communication in the Monongahela River between 
Pittsburgh, in the State of Pennsylvania, and a point at or near Mor- 
gautown, in the State of West Virginia. And the sum of one hundred 
and sixty-two thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, for consuming said purchase, the same to be paid on 
the warrant of the Secretary of War, upon full and absolute convey- 
ance to the United States of the said lock and dam number one and 
its appurtenances, of the said Monongahela Navigation Company. ] 

(75) [In the event of the inability of the Secretary of War to make 
voluntary purchase of said lock and dam number one and its appurte- 
nances for said sum of one hundred and sixty-two thousand dollars, or a 
less sum, then the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed 
to institute and carry to completion proceedings for the condemnation 
of said lock and dam number one and its appurtenances, said con- 
demnation proceedings to be as prescribed and regulated by the pro- 
visions of the general railroad law of Pennsylvania, approved Febru- 
ary nineteenth, eighteen hundred and forty-nine, aud its supplements, 
except that the United States shall not be required to give any bond, 
and except that jurisdiction of said proceedings is hereby given to the 
cireuit court of the United States for the western district of Pennsyl- 
vania, with right of appeal by either party to the Supreme Court of 
the United States: Provided, That in estimating the sum to be paid 
by the United States, the franchise of said corporation to collect tolls 
shall not be considered or estimated; and the sum of five thousand 
dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropri- 
ated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to pay the necessary costs of said condemnation proceedings; and upon 
final judgment being entered therein the Secretary of War is hereby 
authorized and directed to draw his warrant on the Treasury for the 
amount of said jadgment and costs, and said amount for the payment 
thereof is hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. And when said lock and dam number one 
and its appurtenances shall have been acquired by the United States, 
whether by purchase or condemnation, the Secretary of War shall take 
charge thereof, and the same shall thereafter be subject to the provis- 
ions of section four of an act entitled An act making appropriations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation for certain public work 
on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” approved July fifth, 
eighteen hundred and eighty-four: Provided, That no proceedings 
shall be instituted for the acquisition of this lock and dam pending 
the legal proceedings now undetermined between the United States 
and the Monongahela Navigation Company with respect to dam and 
lock number seven. ] 

(76) Improving Appoquinnimink River and the mouth of the same, Dela- 

thousand dollars. 


| ware, five 


Improving Patuxent River, Maryland, continuing improvement, (77) 
[four] siz thousand dollars. s 
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2 River Maryland, (78) [five] ten thousand dol- 


Improving Elk River, Maryland, (79) [five] ten thousand dollars.- 

Improving Potomac River at Washington: Continuing improvement, 
(80) [two hundred and forty] three hundred thousand dollars, (81) of 
which twenty-five thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
may be expended on the channel in the Eastern Branch between the navy- 
yard and Giesborough Point, 

Improving York River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, (82) 
[twenty] thirty thousand dollars. = 

Improving by dredging and otherwise the inland water way from 
Chincoteague Bay, Virginia to Delaware Bay at or near Lewes, Dela- 
ware, to be used from Chincoteague Bay to (83) [Indian River] Dela- 
ware Bay: Continuing improvement, fifty thousand dollars. no part of 
which shall be expended until the right of way is secured free of cost 
to.the United States, 

Improving Hampton Creek and Bar, Virginia: To complete improve- 
ment, (84) [ten] five thousand dollars. 

Improving Great Kanawha River, West Virginia: Continuing im- 
pon (85) [two hundred] three hundred and forty thousand dol- 


(86) Improving Monongahela River, West Virginia, above Morgantown: 
Continuing improvement, twenty-five thousand dollars. 

Improving Little Kanawha River, West Virginia, (87) [Continuing 
improvement, fifteen] To complete projected lock and dam, forty thousand 
dollars, but no toll shall be collected by any person or corporation for 
this improved navigation, and such right, if any exist, shall be relin- 
quished in a manner satisfactory to the Secretary of War before the 
expenditure of any of the money herein appropriated for this work. 

Improving Cape Fear River at and below Wilmington, North Caro- 
lina, (88) [one] zwo hundred thousand dollars. 

Impro Conteutnia Creek, North Carolina: Continuing improve- 
ment, (89) [five] seren thousand dollars. 

Improving Neuse River, (90) up to Smithfield, North Carolina: Con- 
tinuing improvement, (91) [twelve] twenty thousand dollars, 

Improving Roanoke River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, 
— its mouth to Clarksville, (92) [twenty] twenty-five thousand dol- 


Improving Mackey’s Creek, North Carolina, (93) [ten] fifteen thou- 
sand dollars (94) [for dredging only] to complete the project for nine feet 
depth of channel. 

(95) Improving Pasquotank River, North Carolina, three thousand dollars. 

Improving Salkiehatchie River, South Carolina: (96) [Continuing 
improvement] Tọ complete existing project, five thousand dollars. 

Improving Flint River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, twenty 
thousand dollars, of which five thousand (97) dollars are to be expended 
between Albany and Montezuma, and fifteen thousand below Albany. 

Improving Ocmulgee River, Georgia: Continuing and extending im- 
provement, thirty thousand dollars, of which fifteen thousand dollars 
are to be expended between Macon and Hawkinsville and fitteen thou- 
sand (98) dollars between Hawkinsville and its mouth. 

Improving Apalachicola River, Florida: To maintain existing works, 
(99) including Lee’s Slough, two thousand dollars. 

Improving Manatee River, Florida: Continuing improvement, (100) 
[five] siz thousand dollars. 

Improving St. John’s River, Florida, (101) [from Jacksonville to 
the ocean, ] including the channel over the bar at the mouth: Continu- 
ing improvement, one hundred and (102) [filty] seventy-five thousand 
dollars. 

Improving Suwannee River, Florida: Continuing improvement, three 
thousand dollars (103), a part of which may be expended on the inside chan- 
nel to Cedar Keys. 

Improving Big Sunflower River, Mississippi: Continuing improve- 
ment, five thousand dollars, of which one thousand five hundred (104) 
doliars is to be used between Woodburn and Lehrton. 

Improving Arkansas River, Arkansas, Indian Territory, and Kansas: 
Continuing improvement from Wichita, Kansas, to its mouth, (105) 
[one hundred and fifty] two hundred thousand dollars. 

Improving Cumberland River, Tennessee and Kentucky, below Nash- 
ville: Continuingimprovement, forty thousand dollars, thirty thousand 
dollars of which to be used in improving the mouth of the river, (106) 
The fice thousand dollars heretofore appropriated by act af second of August, 
eighteen hundred and eighty-two, for ‘improving the Cumberland River 
above the mouth of Jellico, Kentucky,” which said sum of fice thousand dol- 
lars is yet held over under said act and not expended, be applied to the re- 
moval of snags and sand-bars in the said Cumberlaud River above Nush ville, 
Tennessee, said amount to be thus expended under the direction of the engi- 
neer in charge of that work and with the approval of the Secretary of War. 

Improving Hiawassee River, Tennessee: (107) [Continuing] 7o com- 
plete improvement, fifteen hundred dollars. 

Improving Tennessee River, below Chat: Tennessee, includ- 
ing Colbert Shoals and Bee Tree Shoals: Continuing improvement, (108) 
[four hundred and twenty-five] five hundred thousand dollars, out of 
which twenty-five thousand do may be used at Livingston Point at 
the mouth of said river, in accordance with the recommendation of the 


engineer in charge of that portion of the river. 


Improving the Ohio River: e three hundred 
thousand dollars, of which sum seven thousand five hundred dollars 
shall be expended in constructing an ice-pier pursuant to the present 
or prospective plan of the Chief of Engineers, at or near the mouth of 


Kerr’s Run, in Ohio: Provided, That the Secretary of War is hereby ` 


authorized and directed to obtain, if he can do so without cost to the 
United States, a perpetual lease or conveyance of the riparian rights of 
the property-owners at said locality, in the event said ice-pier shall be 
located where there is nolanding-place: And provided further, That at 
said locality, if it be an improved landing, he shall first obtain a re- 
linquishment of wharfage right and dues in favor of water-craſt seek- 
ing protection from damage by ice; and no part of this appropriation 
shall be used for such purpose until the foregoing conditions are com- 
plied with; and a like sum for like purposes upon similar terms in all 
respects may be used in the discretion of the engineer in charge of the 


Ohio River at Ripley, Ohio, and at Portsmouth, Ohio; and twenty thou- ~ 


sand dollars of said Ohio River appropriation may be used for contin- 
uation of harbor improvement at Madison, Indiana, according to the 
plans heretofore submitted by Lieutenant-Colonel Merrill; thirteen 
thousand (109) two hundred and fifty dollars may be expended in the 
completion of the construction of the embankment on the south side 
of the Great Miami River near its junction with the Ohio to confine 
the waters of said Miami River in great floods to the general course of 
its channel at or near the Ohio, to the end that the formation of the 
bar in the Ohio now obstructing navigation may be arrested; and fif- 
teen thousand dollars may be expended in completing the embankment 
at Shawneetown, already partly constructed for the preservation of the 
harbor at that place; the further sum of twenty thousand dollars may 
be expended for the removal of rock obstruction at the mouth of Lick- 
ing River, Kentucky. 

110) The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and empowered to 
grant leases or licenses for the use of the water-power on the Green and Bar- 
ren Rivers at such a rate and on such conditions and for such periods of 
time as may seem to him just, equitable, and expedient ; said leases not to 
exceed the period of twenty years: Provided, That the leases or|licenses shall 
be limited to the use of the surplus water not required Ades navigation. And 
he is also empowered to grant leases or licenses for occupation of such 
lands belonging to the United States on said Green and Barren Rivers as 
may be required for mill-sites or for other purposes not inconsistent with 
the requirements of navigation; said leases or licenses not to extend beyond 
the period SA twenty years; and all moneys received under such leases or 
licenses shall be turned into the Treasury of the United States, and the 
itemized statement thereof shall accompany the annual report of the Chief 
of Engineers. But nothing in this act shali be construed to affect any 
vested right, if such there be, of any lessee of water-power on said river. 

Improving Saginaw River, Michigan: Continuing improvement, (111 
[fifty-five] seventy-fire thousand dollars; (112) [twenty-five thousand 
thirty-seven thousand five hundred dollars of which shall be expend: 
above Bay City. 

(113) Improving St. Mary's River at the Falls, Michigan: Continui 
improvement on new locks and approaches, nine hundred thousand dol- 
lars: Provided, That such contracts as may be desirable may be entered 
into for materials and labor for the entire structure and approaches, or 


any part of the same, to be paid for as appropriations may from time io 


time be made by law. 

(114) hg, Hoye Hay Lake Channel, Michigan: Continuing improve- 
ment, four hundred thousand dollars: Provided, That such contracts as 
may be desirable may be entered in to for materials and labor for the entire 
work, or any part of the same, to be paid for as appropriations may Jrom 
time to time be made by law. 


Improving (115) [Menominee] Menomonee River, Michigan and Wis- 


consin: Continuing improvement up the river from termination of old 
work, fifty-four thousand dollars. 

Improving Red River of the North, Minnesota: Continuing improve- 
ment, (116) [twenty] twenty-five thousand dollars. 

If the conditions of this act have been complied with, the collector 
of the port of Galena and the local inspectors of steam-boats for that 
district shall certify to the fact. Upon the receipt of this certificate 
by the Secretary of War he is hereby authorized and directed to draw his 
warrant on the Treasurer of the United States in favor of the city of Ga- 
lena, her assigns or legal representatives, in payment of the aforesaid 
amount: Provided, That in no case shall the Government of the United 
States be liable for any losses (117) or damages incurred by said city of 
Galena, or its representatives, in the performance of the work herein 
mentioned, por shal! any payments thereon be made in excess of the 
sum nor contrary to the terms hereinbefore prescribed. 

Improving the Kaskaskia River, Illinois, from the mouth to Baldwin 
Bridge, (118) [eight] six thousand [five hundred] dollars. 

For the construction of the Illinois and Mississippi Canal to connect 
the Illinois River at a point near the town of Hennepin with the Mis- 
sissippi River at the mouth of Rock River, together with a branch 
canal or feeder from said Rock River tothe main line of said canal, five 
hundred thousand dollars. Said canal and feedershall be known as the 
Illinois and Mississippi Canal, and shall be constructed on the route 
located by the Secretary of War in pursuance of the provisions of “An 
act making ap) iations for the construction, repair, and preserva- 


tion of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other pur- 
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poses,” which act became a law August eleventh, eighteen hundred 
and eighty-eight, and said canal and feeder shall be eighty feet wide at 
the water line and seven feet deep, the locks one hundred and seventy 
feetin length and thirty feet in width, and shall have capacity for vessels 
of at least two hundred and eighty tons burden, with quent gates, waste- 
weirs, locks, lock-houses, basins, bridges, and all othere ons and fixt- 
ures that may be necessary for safe and convenient navigation of said 
canal and feeders, and shall be constructed on plans and specifications to 
be approved by the Secretary of War (119): Provided, That the Secretary of 
War shall, in his discretion, change or alter the dimensions of the locks of, 
said canal and feeder if in his opinion the cost of said improvement is not 
thereby increased, 

For continuing operations upon the reservoirs at the head waters of 
the Mississippi River, (120) [ 1201 eighty thousand dollars, to be ex- 
pended in accordance with the (121) [recommendation ] recommendations 
of the (122) [Board] Chief of Engineers in (123) [their report to the 
Chief of Engineers, dated May twenty-fourth, eighteen hundred and 
eighty-seven] his annual report for the year eighteen hundred and eighty- 


nine. 

8 the Mississippi ſrom the landing on the west bank below 
the Washington avenue bridge, Minneapolis, to the Des Moines Rapids: 
Continuing improvement, five hundred thousand dollars, of which sum 
thirty thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall 
be expended by the engineers in charge in removing the sand-bars and 
other obstructions to navigation in the East Channel of the Mississippi 
River opposite the prairie, on which the city of Prairie du Chien, in 
the State of Wisconsin, is located, the same being between Minneapolis 
and Des Moines Rapids; (124) of which sum also fifty thousand dollara 
shall be nded between the Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis and Omaha 
Railroad bridge at St. Paul and the Washington avenue bridge, Minne- 
apolis, in dredging, removal of gravel, bowlders, and broken rock and the 
construction of dams and revetmenis; and, in the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of War, the sum of five thousand dollars, or so much thereof as 
ma necessary, shall be expended iu removing the bar in the river 
at Port Byron, in the State of Illinois; five thousand dollars at Bur- 
lington, Iowa, and two thousand dollars at Montrose, Iowa (125), [And 
the Secretary of War is hereby directed to pay, out of said sum to M. 
J. Adams five thousand dollars, in fullof all claims and demands grow- 
ing out of the test made by him of what is known as the Adams Flume, 
on the Upper Mississippi River, the said test having been authorized 
by Congress.] 

Improving Mississippi River, from Des Moines Rapids to the mouth 
of the Illinois River, one hundred and sixty-five thousand dollars, out 
of which twenty-tive thousand dollars shall be expended in continuing 
the dredging in Quincy Bay, in the State of Illinois, and the Secretary 
of War is authorized and directed to cause an examination and report 
to be made by a competent engineer upon the advisability of reopen- 
ing Willow Slough, or some other channel, from the Mississippi River 
to Quincy Bay; and also fifteen thousand dollars of said sum shall be 
used in the rectification of the river at Clarksville, Missonri, as sug- 

ted in the report of Captain Ruffner; and also twenty-five thousand 
ollars of said sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, may be 
expended at the discretion of the Secretary of War to protect the banks 
of the river from erosion and prevent the destruction of the embank- 
ment of the (126) [Suy] Sny Island levee. 

(127) [Improving Mississippi River from Head of the Passes to the 
mouth of the Ohio River, including salaries and traveling expenses of 
the Mississippi River Commission: Continuing improvement, one mill- 
ion dollars, which sum shall be expended, under the direction of the 
Secretary of War, in accordance with the plans, specifications, and rec- 
ommendations of the Mississippi River Commission: Provided, That 
no portion of this appropriation shall be expended to repair or build 
levees for the purpose of reclaiming lands or preventing injury to lands 
or private property by overflows: Provided, however, That the Com- 
mission is authorized to repair and build levees, if in their judgment 
it should be done, as part of their plans to afford ease and safety to 
the navigation and commerce of the river and to deepen the channel. 
Ont of the sum appropriated for this reach of the river twenty-five 
thousand dollars shall be expended in the protection and preservation 
of the harbor at New Madrid, Missouri. ] 

(128) Improving Mississippi River from the Head of the Passes to the 
mouth of the Ohio River, including salaries, clerical, office, traveling, and 
miscellaneous expenses of the Mississippi River Commission: Continuin 
improvement, three million fice hundred thousand dollars, which sum shall 
be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War in accordance with 
the plana, specifications, and recommendations of the Mississippi River 
Commission, for the general improvement of the river, for the building of 
levees, for surveys, for work at the harbors at Hickman, Kentucky, at New 
Madrid, Missouri, at Helena, Arkansas, at Greenville, Vieksburg, and 
Natchez, Mississippi, at New Orleans, Louisiana, at the head of the Atchaf- 
alaya and the mouth of the Red. River, and at other localities, in such 
~“ manner, to such extent, and in such proportion as in their opinion shall 
best promote the interests of commerce and navigation. 

(129) [For survey of the Mississippi River from tke Head of the 
— , its headwaters: Continuing survey, seventy-five thonsand 

ollars. 


(130) [For work in accordance with the plans and specifications of 
the Mississippi River Commission. ] . 

(131) [At Greenville, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, one 
hundred and twenty thousand dollars, ] 

(132) [At Vicksburg, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, one 
hundred and twenty thousand dollars. ] 

(133) [At New Orl Louisiana: Continuing improvement, one 
hundred thousand dollars. : 

(134) [At the head of the Atchafalaya and the mouth of Red River, 
Louisiana, for the rectification thereof, by preventing further enlarge- 
ment of the Atchafalaya and restricting its outlet capacity, and for 
turning the waters of Red River in the north or upper channel around 
Turnbull's Island, and for keeping open a navigable channel through 
the mouth of Red or Old River into the Mississippi, two hundred and 
fifty thousand dollars. ] 

Improving St. Francis River, from Greenville to the Arkansas line: 
Continuing improvement, ten thousand five hundred dollars; and the 
Secretary of War is hereby authorized (135) [and directed] to purchase 
the Cut-off Canal now owned and controlled by the Dunklin County 
Transportation Company, of Dunklin County, Missouri, if, in his judg- 
ment, (136) [Government ownership of said canal would be the best 
or the most economical route by which the free navigation of the St. 
Francis River can be completed, and the sum of eight thousand dol- 
lars of the sum hereby appropriated, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary to make such purchase, is hereby appropriated] the interests 
of commerce require the purchuse to be made, and the sum he finds to be rea- 
sonable for the purpose may be taken from the money herein appropriated. 

(137) [Improving Missouri River from its mouth to Fort Benton, in- 
cluding office and traveling expenses, salaries of commission, surve; 
permanent bench-marks, gauges, and so forth, nine hundred thousan 
dollars, to be expended in the systematic improvement of the river 
from its mouth up: Provided, That in the discretion of the Secretary 
of Warsuch portion ofsaid sum ashe may deem proper may be expended 
in the protection of harbors and localities on any portion of said river; 
And provided further, That one hundred thousand dollars of said sum 
may be expended, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, on the 
river above Sioux City; fifty thousand dollars of said sum between 
Sioux City, Iowa, and the north line of the State of South Dakota on 
said river, and fifty thousand dollars, the balance of said sum above the 
north line of South Dakota.] 

(138) Improving Missouri River from its mouth to Sioux City, Iowa, in- 
clusive, embracing office, clerical, traveling, and other expenses of the Mis- 
souri River Commission, surveys, permanent bench-marks, and gauges, nine 
hundred thousand dollars, to be expended by the Secretary of War in the 
systematic improvement of the river from its mouth up to Sioux City, inclu- 
sive, according to the plans and specification of the Missouri River Commis- 
sion, to be approved by him: Provided, That in the discretion of the Commis- 
sion such portion of said sun and of all unexpended balances from former 
appropriations during the last four years for the improvement of the Missouri 
River below Sioux City, or any part thereof, not exceeding two hundred and 
three thousand dollars, as they may deem proper shall be expended in the pro- 
tection of harbors and localities on any part of the river within said limits. 

(139) Improving Missouri River between the foot of the Great Fails of 
the said river in Montana and Sioux City, three hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars, to be expended in the discretion of the Secretary of War, and he is 
authorized to use so much thereof as may be necessary for the providing of 
two ice harbors, to be located by him. 

Improving canal at the Cascades, Oregon: Continuing improvement, 
four hundred (140) and fifty thousand dollars. 

Improving the mouth of Columbia River, Oregon: Continuing im- 
eee [four hundred and twenty-five] jive hundred thousand 

ollars, 

Improving Lower Willamette and Columbia Rivers in front and be- 
low Portland, Oregon: Continuing improvement, (142) [eighty] one 
hundred thousand dollars. 

Improving Coquille River, Oregon: Continuing improvement thirty 
thousand dollars (143), not exceeding three thousand dollars of which may, 
with the approval of the Chief of Engineers, be used for snagging. 

(144) Improving Columbia River from the head of Rock Island Rapids 
to the foot of Priest Rapids, Washington, seventy-nine thousand dollars, of 
which ten thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary, may be 
used in the survey of the Columbia River from the international boundary 
to Rock Island Rapids, 

Improving Cowlitz River, Washington: Continuing improvement, 
(145) [four] eight thousand dollars. 

(146) The Secretary of War is authorized and directed to appoint a 
board of three officers of the Corps of Engineers of the United States Army, 
whose duty it shail be to select and survey the most feasible location, a es- 
timate the expense of construction of a ship-canal to connect the waters of 
Lakes Union, Washington, and Samamish with Puget Sound; and the sum 
of ten thousand dollars, or as much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated for its expenses. 

Bro. 2. That (147) it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to apply 
the money herein and hereafter appropriated for improvements of rivers 
and harbors, other than surveys, estimates, and gaugings, in carrying on 
the various works, by contract or otherwise, as may be most economical and 
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advantageous to the Government. here said works are done by contract, 
auth contract shall be made after sufficient public advertisement for pro- 
posals, in such manner and form as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; 
and such contracts shall be made with the lowest responsible bidders, ač- 
companied by such securities as the Secretary of War shall require, con- 
ditioned for the fuithful prosecution dud completion of the work according 
to such contract; but nothing contained in section thirty-seven hundred 
and seventeen of the Revised Statutes of the United States, nor in (148) 
this section (149) [three of the river and harbor act of August eleventh, 
eighteen hundred and eighty-eight] shall be so construed asto prohibit 
or prevent the cumulation of two or more works of river and harbor 
improvement in the same proposal and contract, where such works are 
situated in the same region and of the same kind or character. 

The term South Pass,” as herein employed, shall be construed as 
embracing the entire extent of channel between the upper ends of the 
works at the head of the Pass and the outer or sea end of the jetties at 
the entrance from the Gulf of Mexico; and any willful violation of any 
rule or regulation made by the Secretary of War in pursuance of this 
act shall be deemed a misdemeanor, for which the owner or owners, 
agent or agents, master or pilot of the vessel so offending shall be sepa- 
rately or collectively responsible, and on conviction thereof shall (150) 

y | be punished bya fine not exceeding two hundred and fifty dollars 
or (151) [undergo an] by imprisonment not exceeding three months, at 
the discretion of the court. 

That whenever the Secretary of. War shall have good reason to be- 
lieve that any railroad or other bridge now constructed, or which may 
hereafter be constructed, over any of the navigable water-ways of the 
United States is an (152) unreasonable obstruction to the free navigation 
of such waters (153) [by reason] on account of insufficient height, width 
of span, or otherwise, or where there is difficulty in passing the draw 
opening or the draw-span of such bridge by rafts, steam-boats, or other 
water-craft, it shall be the duty of the said Secretary (154) first giving 
the parties reasonable opportunity to be heard, to give notice to the ns 
or corporations owning or controlling such bridge so to alter the same 
as to render navigation through or under it (155) reasonably free, easy, 
and unobstructed; and in giving such notice he shall (156) [prescribe 
in each case a reasonable time in which such alteration is to be made] 
specify the changes required to be made, and shall preseribe in each case a 
reasonable time in which to make them. If atthe end of such time theal- 
teration has not been made, the Secretary of War shall forthwith no- 
tify the United States district attorney for the district in which such 
bridge is situated, to the end that the criminal proceedings mentioned 
in the succeeding section may be taken. 

. Src. 5. That section ten of the river and harboractof August eleventh, 
eighteen hundred and eighty-eight, be amended and re-enacted so as to 
read as follows: 

(157) [That the owner or owners, or manager or managers of any rail- 
road or other bridge obstructing the free navigation of any navigable 
water way of the United States who shall willfully fail or refuse to re- 
move the same, or to cause the necessary alterations to be made in the 
same so as to render navigation through or under it free, easy, and un- 
obstructed to rafts, steam-boats, or other water-craft, after receiving 
notice to that effect from the Secretary of War and within the time 
prescribed by him, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction 
thereof shall pay a fine not exceeding ten thousand dollars and undergo 
an imprisonment not exceeding two years, at the discretion of the court ; 
and every month he or they shall remain in default in respect to the 
removal or alteration of such bridge shall be deemed a new offense and 
subject to the penalties above prescribed.] 

(158) That if the persons, corporation, or association owning or con- 
trolling any railroad or other bridge shall, afler receiving notice to that 
effect ashereinbefore required from the Secretary of War and within the time 
prescribed by him, wiilfully fail or refuse to remove the same, or to com- 
ply with the lawful order of the Secretary of War in the premises such per- 
sons, corporation, or association shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor 
and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished by a fine not exceeding five 
thousand dollars, and every month such persona, corporation, or associa- 
tion shall remain in default in respect to the removal or alteration of such 
bridge shall be deemed a new offense and subject the persona, corporation, 
or association s9 offending to the penalties above prescribed. 

(159) Sec. 6. That every obstruction, not affirmatively authorized by 
law, aud not huving existed more than twenty years, to the navigable ca- 
pai of any waters in respect of which ihe United States has jurisdiction, 

hereby prohibited. Each days continuance of any such obstruction 
shall be deemed a separate offense. Every person and every corporation 
which shall be guilty of creating or continuing any such obstruction in 
thie section mentioned shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on 
conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine not erceeding one thousand 
dollars, or by imprisonment (in the case of a natural person) not exceed- 
ing one year, or by both such punishments, in the discretion of the court. 

creating or continuing of any obstruction in this section mentioned 
may be pened by the injunction of any circuit court exercising juris- 
diction in any district in which such obstruction may be threatened or may 
exist ; and proper proceedings in equity to this end may beinstituted under 
the directiou of the Attorney-General of the United States, 

So. (160) [6] 7. That section twelve of the river and harbor act of 


August eleventh, eighteen hundred and eighty-eight, be amended and 
re-enacted so as to read as follows: - 
Where it is made manifest to the Secretary of War that the estab- 

lishment of harbor-lines is essential to the preservation and protection 
of harbors, he may, and is hereby autho: to, cause sach lines to 
be established, beyond which no piers, wharves, bulk-heads or other 
works shall be extended or deposits made, except under such regula- . 
tions as may be prescribed trom time to time by him; and any person 
who shall willfully violate the provisions of this section, or any rule 
or regulation made by the Secretary of War in pursuance of this sec- 
tion, shall be (161) deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on convic- 
tion thereof, shall (162) [pay] be punished by a fine not exceeding one 
thousand dollars, (163) [and undergo] or imprisonment not exceeding 
one year, at the discretion of the court for each offense, 

Sec. (164) [7] 8. That for the purpose of securing the uninter- 
rupted work of operating snag-boats on the Ohio River and removing 
snags, wrecks, and other obstructions in said river, the Secretary of 
War, upon the application of the Chief of Engineers, is hereby author- 
ized to draw his warrant or requisition from time to time upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury for such sums as may be necessary to dosuch 
work, not to exceed in the aggregate for each year the sum of twenty- 
five thousand dollars: Provided, however, That an itemized statement 
of said expenses shall accompany the annual report of the Chief of En- 


gineers. 

Sec. (165) [8] 9. That the dry-dock constructed at the Des Moines 
Rapids Canal under the provisions of acts of Congress approved August 
second, eighteen hundred and eighty-two, July fifth, eighteen hundred 
and eighty-four, August fifth, eighteen hundred and eighty-six, and 
August eleventh, eighteen hundred and eighty-eight, shall be consid- 
ered an integrant part of the Des Moines Rapids Canal, and the act of 
Congress approved March third, eighteen hundred and eighty-one, 
which provides for expenses of operating and care of Des Moines Ra 
ids and other canals, and the act of Congress approved July A 
eighteen hundred and eighty-four, which provides penalties for viola- 
tion of rules and regulations prescribed by the Secretary of War, shall 
also apply to the said dry-dock. 

Src. (166) [9] 10. That in determining the mileage of officers of the 
Corps of Engineers traveling without troops on duty connected with 
works under their charge, no deduction shall be made for such travel 
as may be necessary on free or bond-aided or land-grant railways. 

Src, (167) [10] 11. That whereas the United States, in compliance 
with its obligation to the Buffalo Bayou Ship-Channel Company, has 
constructed a ship-channel through Galveston Bay from the Bolivar 
Channel to the channel constructed by said Buffulo Bayou Ship-Chan- 
nel Company, known as Morgan’s Cut, for vessels of twelve feet draught, 
it is therefore declared that the ship-channel through Galveston Bay 
from Bolivar Channel to the point where the San Jacinto River enters 
what is known as the Morgan Channel, excavated through Morgan’s 
Point, is now the property of the United States and is declared to be 
free to navigation; and the Secretary of War is hereby directed to keep 
said ship-channel free to navigation: Provided, That the Secretary of 
War shall first ascertain by a commission of United States engineers 
to be by him designated for that purpose, and whose report shall be 
subject to his approval, the present value of any portion of said chan- 
nel which may have been constructed by the Buffalo Bayon Ship-Chan- 
nel Company, agreed to be paid for by the United States in the act of 
Congress of March third, eighteen hundred and seventy-nine, but in 
appraising the value thereof no account shall be taken of the charter 
granted to said company by the Legislature of Texas, or of any fran- ` 
chise rightclaimed thereunder, and the amountso ascertained and cer- 
tified to be correct by the Secretary of War shall be paid to said Buf- 
talo Bayou Ship-Channel Company, and (168) the sum of one hundred 
and seventy-nine thousand six hundred and fifty-eight dollars, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Sec. (169) [11] 12. That the Secretary of War is hereby directed, at 
his discretion, to cause examinations or surveys, or both, to be made, 
and the estimated cost of improvement to be estimated, at the follow- 
ing localities, to wit: i 

Clarendon (170) ana the lower White River, to determine the effectof 
back water from the Mississippi River (171) and its cause, and the means 
and cost of preventing injury therefrom. 

Alabama River, to ascertain cost o! securing a six-foot channel at low 
water from month (172) [of] to Wetumpka. 

(173) San Simeon Bay. 

(174) Stamford Harbor, Stamford. 

(175) Broad Creek River. 


(176) FLORIDA, 


(177) Channel lying north and west of the town of Cedar Keys, known 
as Boat or Number Four Channel > 

(178) Indian River between Melbourne and Jupiter Inlet. 

(179) St. John's River, from Jacksonville to Sanford, to obtain an 
estimate of the cost of deepening the channel so as to secure navigatiom for 
occan steamers, and to report separa/ely the cost of opening the channel of 
the river in the vicinity of Orange 22 ö 
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180) The u; tof the St. John’s River from Lake Monroe south- 
55 or Bart ytet direction through the f ie and connecting lakes 
to the head of stoam-boat navigation, 
181) Slough at Hamilton, with a view to dredging out the same. 
is River from La Salle to the Mississippi River, as recommended 
by Captain W. L, Marshall, Corps of on Ae in his report dated 
March ten, eighteen hundred and ninety, with a view to ascertaining 
what lands would besubject to overflow by the construction of a navi- 
e waterway between Lake Michigan and the Mississippi River, (182) 
not more than twenty-five thousand dollars of the money appropriated for 
surveys shall be allotted to this river. 


INDIANA. 
Wabash River from Terra Haute to La Fayette with a view of remox- 
888 of (183) [Snags] snags and bars and (184) [re-estab- 
] re-establishing the navigation of said river between these (185) 
Cities] cities. 


(186) IDAHO, 


The Upper Snake River, between the Huntington Bridge and Seven Devils 
Mining District in Idaho, with a view of overcoming obstructions to steam- 
boat navigation, 

(187) Green River above the mouth of Big Barren River. 

(188) Green River, Kentucky, above the mouth of Big Barren River, 
completing survey with a view of extending slack-water navigation on 
Greon River. 

(189) Big Barren River, Kentucky, above Bowling Green, with a view 
of extending slack-water navigation by additional locks and dams. 

f 101 Bayou Black to connect with Terre Bonne. 

F. 47 Berwich’s Bay to the Gulf, with a view of obtaining a deeper 
annel, 


192) St. Jerome Ban. 

193) North River, Salem, from Beverly bridge to the North street bridge. 
94) Weymouth Back River. ` 

195) Essex River. 

196) Harbor of Biuehill, with especial reference to the removal of the 

known as Middle Ground, eastern and western. 
188) Penobscot River. 
198) Pepperell Core, forming the eastern boundary of Portsmouth Lower 


The American channel of the Detroit River, beginning at the west- 
ern boundary of the city of Detroit, and from thence continuously in 
American waters to Lake Erie, with a view to deepening said channel 
to the same depth as has been attained and is contemplated under 
pans plan in the Canadian channel of said river, the said survey to 

- be made in the channel of said river fronting the towns of Springwells, 
(199) [Ecord] Ecorse, Monquagon, (200) and Brownstown, (201) [Non- 
quagon, and Trenton], and the American shore of said river to such 
a point in Lake Erie as may be necessary to reach a proper depth of 
water in said lake to correspond with the increased depth of the river 
contemplated by this bill. 

Grand River, (202) below Grand Rapids, with a view of determining 
the existence or non-existence of underlying rock, the hydraulics of 
the river and the detailed topography of the valley subject to overflow. 

Red River and tributaries above Fergus Falls and Crookston, and of 
Big Stone Lake, (203) with a view to improving navigation thereon by 
the eroction of suitable dams or by such other means as may be deemed 
best, together with an estimate of the cost. 

(204) The St. Louis River from Grassy Point in St. Louis Bay to Fond 
du Lac, or the State line between Minnesota and Wisconsin. 

(205) Missouri River, between Sioux City and Fort Benton. 

Missouri River, between Great Falls and (206) canyon next below 
Stubb’s Ferry. 

(207) Yellowstone River, from its mouth to the mouth of Tongue River. 

(208) Clark’s Fork of the Columbia River (by whatever name called) 
From the international boundary line to the mouth of the Big Blackfeot 
‘River, in the State of Montana. 

(209) Huntington Harbor, Suffolk County, for improvement, 

(210) Champlin’s Creek, in town of Islip, 

(211) Harbor of Washington, Pamlico River. 


(212) OHIO. 


led 


213) Conneaut Harbor. 

214) Grand River between Richmond and the mouth. 

215) Alsea Bay and River. 

216) The Lower Willamette and Columbia Rivers, with a view of se- 
praca ait ett Jeet at low water from Portland to the mouth of the 
Columbia. 

(217) The Yamhill River fromits mouth to McMinnville, with a view 
of improving the same by removing has, ig other obstructions. 

(213) Young's Bay channel from the ship channel of the Columbia 
River to the head of Young's Bay, a distance of one and one-half miles, 
with a view to improving the same by dredging, 80 as to securo a depth of 
eighteen feet at low tide. 

Delaware Bay, with a view of determining the best site near the 
mouth of the same fora national harbor of refuge suitable for deep- 
Araught vessels. The examination to be made by a commission of 
three engineer officers, who will make the examination, and submit to 
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the Secretary of War a report thereon, with a project and estimate of 
cost of construction (219) [of construction] of such a harbor of refuge, 

(220) Narragansett Bay Channel between Starve Goat Island and the 
main-land, with a view of deepening the same. 

(221) Memphis Harbor, especially for the removal of the bar forming op- 
posite the upper part of the city or the prevention of the river bank taking 
the form that the natural forces are now giving it, 

Brazos River from its mouth to (222) [where said river is crossed by 
the International Railway, near Hearne, in Robertson County]. 

(223) Trinity River from its mouth to Dallas. - 

(224) Orane’s Creek. 

220 Nandua Creek. 

226) Piscataway Creek. ; 

Nooksack River, (227) Skagit, Snohomish, Di Wamish, Black Puyallup, 
Nasel, North, Gray's, Deep, Skamakawa, and Crooked Rivers. 

Gray’s Harbor and Bar, (228) [survey of harbor to Cosmopolis] and 
extending up Chehalis River to Montesano. 

(229) Shoalwater Bay, from and including its entrance, to South Bend, 
about two miles up the Willapah River, and from said South Bend, about 
ten miles up said river, to Woodward's Landing, with a view to improving 
the same for navigation. 

Columbia River, (230) [below the city of Vanconver, with the view 
of removing the bar in said river] from the mouth of Willamette River 
to the upper limits of the city of Vancouver, with a view of establishing a 
ship-channel. 

9 For a ship-channel between Port Townsend Bay, Puget Sound, and 
e Bay. 

(232) Harbor at Hudson, with a view to prevent the cily being cut off 
from the navigable channel of the St. Crois Lake, as a result of the Gov- 
ernment dike now constructed at that point, and with a view to the feasi- 
bility of conducting the waters of Willow River past the city of Hudson 
into the navigable channel of the lake. 


; (233) DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, S 
Rook Creek, District of Columbia, with a view to its preservation and 
improvement. 

Src. (234) [12] 13. That for examinations, surveys, and contingen- 
cies, and for incidental repairs, for which there is no special appropri- 
ation, for rivers and harbors, two hundred (235) and twenty-five thou- 
sand dollars: Provided, That no survey shall be made of any harbors 
or rivers until the Chief of Engineers shall have directed a preliminary 
examination of the same by the local engineer in charge of the district, 
or an engineer detailed for the purpose, and such local or detailed en- 
gineer and the division engineer of the locality shall report to said Chief 
of Engineers whether, in their opinion, said harbor or river is worthy 
of improvement, and shall state in such report fally and particularly 
the facts and reasons on which they base such opinions, including the 
present and prospective demands of commerce; and it shall be the duty 
of the Chief of Engineers to direct the making of such survey, if, in his- 
opinion, the harbor or river proposed to be surveyed be worthy of im- 
provement by the General Government; and heshall report to the Sec- 
retary of War the facts, and what public necessity or convenience may 
be subserved thereby, together with the full reports of the local engi- 
neer: And provided further, That no survey for new works other than 
those designated by law shall be made, and the Government shall not 
be deemed to have entered upon any project for the construction or 
improvement of any water way, harbor or canal mentioned in this 
act unless or until the work of construction shall have been actually 
appropriated for. Said reports of preliminary examinations and sur- 
veys shall be made to the House of Representatives, and are hereby 
ordered to be printed when so made. 

(236) (Sec. 13. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized, if 
in his judgment the interests of the Government would be subserved 
thereby, to extend the contract under which work on the Vicksburg 

Harbor is now being done, so as to cover the additional appropriation 
herein made for said work by asupplemental contract, without further 
advertisement for bids for such work.] 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I understand that 
the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. RUSSELL] desires to mt a 
concurrent resolution from the Committtee on Printing which will 
take but little time, and I yield to him for that purpose. 


PRECIOUS METALS. 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Printing, reported a Senate 
concurrent resolution, which was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed for the use of the Director of the Mint 1,000 additional copies of the re- 
port 7 production of precious metals in the United States for the calendar 
year . 

The concurrent resolution was adopted. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 1284) 
granting a pension to Theodore M. Piatt. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with an 
amendment the bill (H. R. 5939) for the relief of settlers on Northern 
Pacific Railroad indemnity lands, asked a conference with the House on 


A. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.. 


1890. 


8951 


the bill and amendment, and had appointed Mr. PLUMB, Mr, DOLPH, 
and Mr, BERRY conferees on the of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the di votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11380) 
making appropriations for additional clerical force and other expenses 
to carry into effect the act entitled An act granting to soldiers 
and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, 


and providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent 
rents,” from July 20, 1890, for the ce of the fiscal year ending 
une 30, 1891. 


The message further announced that the Senate agreed to the amend- 
ments of the House to the bill (S. 3714) to apply a portion of the pro- 
ceeds of the public lands to the more complete endowment and support 
of the colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts es- 
tablished under the provisions of an act of Congress approved July 2, 
1862; anda bill (S. 2594) providing for an inspection of meats for ex- 
portation, prohibiting the importation of adulterated articles of food 
or drink, and authorizing the President to make proclamation in cer- 
tain cases, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the Senate agreed to the amend- 
ments of the House to the joint resolution (S. R. 116) extending the 

ivilege of the Library of Congress to the members and secretary of 

e Interstate Commerce Commission. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 


quested: 

A bill (S. 2780) for the relief of James Lansburgh and Julius Lans- 
burgh; 

A bill (S. 3951) to grant to the Mobile and Dauphin Island Railroad 
and Harbor Company a right to trestle across the shoal water between 
Cedar Point and Dauphin Island; and 

A bill (8. 4278) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
Tennessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn. 


THE EIGHT-HOUR LAW, 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I now call wp the 
unfinished business of yesterday's morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour commences at 12 o’clock. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, when interrupted 
yesterday by the expiration of the morning hour, I had called atten- 
tion to the statute passed in 1868, providing that thereafter, in the case 
of workmen, laborers, and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the 
Government, eight hours should constitute a legal day’s work, and to 
the proclamation issued thereunder by the then President of the United 
States, General Grant. This morning I desire to resume my remarks 
at that point and to call attention to the further fact that on the 11th 
day of May, 1872, the same President issued a further proclamation, in 
which he called attention to the fact that it had been reported to him 
that that law was not strictly observed by officials of the Government, 
and in that proclamation he used these words: 


Now, therefore, I, UI S. Grant, President of the United States, do hereby 
in call attention tothe act of Congress aforesaid, and direct all officers of the 
ecutive Departments of the Government having charge of the employment of 
laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Govern- 
ment of the United States to e no reduction in the wages paid by the Gov- 
ernment by the day to such laborers, workmen, and mechanics on account of 
the reduction of the hours of labor. 


It would seem that the language of the statute, supplemented by the 
language of these proclamations, would make a contract as clear and 
explicit as it is possible for any contract to be made between the Gov- 
ernment and the laborers, mechanics, and workmen employed by or 
on its behalf. And that this was the understanding of Congress is ap- 

nt from section 2 of the appropriation act approved May 18, 1872 
TStatutes at Large, volume 17, page 134), in which the proper account- 
ing officers of the Government were directed to take into account in 
the settlements between the Government and these laborers, mechanics, 
and workmen the difference in the pay which they had received for 
working eight hours as against the pay they had received theretofore 
for working ten hours, And that statute goes on to provide that— 


The accounting officers shall settle and pay for the same without reduction 
on account of the reduction of hours of r by said act when it shall appear 
that such was the sole cause of the reduction of wages. 


And the act appropriates a sum sufficient for such payment. That 
was the construction which was placed upon the act by the Congress 
of the United States. And in pursuance of that act the accounting 
officers of the Government did audit these accounts and in almost every 
instance, I believe, paid the difference to the men. 

Thus the matter ran along, the Government paying the full amount 
of wages, until 1877. On the 30th of June, 1877, Hon. R. W. Thomp- 
son, Secretary of the Navy, issued an order in which he states: 

The Department bas fixed the rate of labor for mechanics, foremen, leading 
men, and laborers on the of ten hours aday. All workmen electing to 


labor only eight hours per day will receive a proportionate reduction of their 
wages, 


That order was made directly in the face of the statute and directly 
in the face of the construction of that statute by the Congress of the 
United States as embodied in the act of 1872, Secretary Thompson 


ver th 


supplemented that order by another dated October 25, 1877, in which 
nired more than eight hours of labor, and still another order 


March 21, 1878, in which he uses to which I call the 
particular attention of members of the House, because, in my judg- 
ment, upon this language is based, to a large extent at least, the founda- 
tion for these claims: 


The De nt will contract for the labor of mechanics, foremen, leading 
men, and laborers on the basis of eight hours a day. All workmen electing to 


labor ten hours a day wili receive a proportionate increase of their wages. 
The commandan: 


ts will notify the men employed, or to be —— ot these 
conditions, and they are at liberty to continue or accept employment under 
them ox not. 

Under that order the men were still worked ten hours per day; and 
notwithstanding the fact that in the order I have cited he promised that 
in such cases the men should receive a proportionate increase in their 
pay, they have not received one dollar of such increase. 

The next step in the history of this affair is to be found in the joint 
resolution introduced in this House and passed by it May 9, 1878, but 
which failed of action in the Senate. That resolution, referring to the 
true intent and meaning of the original act, says it is the true intent 
and meaning that eight hours shall constitute a day’s work for all 
such laborers, workmen, and mechanics, and then it goes on to say 
in terms as emphatic as it is possible to write them in the English lan- 
guage— 

And while the act remains upon the statute-book no reduction shall be made 
in the wages paid by the Government by the day to such Jaborers, workmen, 
and mechanics on account of the reduction of the hours of labor, and all the 
heads of De ments, officers, and agents of the Government are hereby di- 
rected to enforce said law as long as the same is unrepealed. 

This was a construction by the House of Representatives of the terms 
of the original act and of the resultantrights of the workmen, laborers, 
and mechanics employed thereunder. But no attention was paid by 
some of the Department officials to this action; and I will say that these 
abuses arose almost entirely in the War and Navy Departments, where 
the officers in are from the Army and Navy and not from civil life, 
Things ran along in this way, these men working extra hours without 
receiving the extra compensation pledged to them by the Secretary of 
the Navy, until 1883, when Secretary Chandler issued this order, under 
date of March 28, 1883: 


The Department confirms its telegram to you of the 20th instant, which was 
in the following words: Continue the present eight hours of labor until other- 
wise ordered.“ The hours of labor should be from 8a. m. to 12 m., and from 1 


to5 p. m. 
W. E. CHANDLER, 
Becretary of the Navy. 

On the 26th of December, 1883, Robert Lincoln, then Secretary of 
War, issued an order in which he uses these words: 

It is, however, my opinion that in the absence of a public exigency, the con- 
tinuance of active work at the Government manufacturing establishments 
for more than eight hours a day is a violation of the intent of the statute, and 
basa Piense to instruct the commanding officers of the above-named arsenals ` 

It is from this legislation, taken in connection with these orders, with 
these contracts of employment, I may call them, that these equities 
in behalf of these workmen, laborers, and mechanics are claimed to 
arise. They are claimed to arise, so far as the men employed in the 
navy-yards are concerned, first, upon the express terms of the law of 
1868; second, upon the proclamations of President Grant e be 
the terms of that statute and directing in explicit terms what shoul 
be done under it; third, under the contract with the Secretary of the 
Navy, dated March 21, 1878, issued, as I have said, by Hon. R. W. 
Thompson, then Secretary of the Navy; and, fourth, upon the con- 
struction placed on that statute by the House of Representatives in the 
resolution which passed May 9, 1878. 8 

There are to be deducted from these claims the sums which were 
paid under the act of 1872, and to which I have already referred. 

As to the men employed in the arsenals, they claim their equities 
under the act of 1868, under the two proclamations of President Grant 
and under the resolution of interpretation of 1878. 7 

In December, 1883, Secretary Lincoln issued his orđer for full pay- 
ment to them. As to the other features of the claims of the men em- 
ployed in the arsenals the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. GEST] will en- 
lighten you further. ; 

These, Mr. Speaker, are the claims and this is the legislation under 
which these claims have arisen. We come now to the question as to 
what will be the aggregate amount of the claims if the conrt shall find 
that the construction placed upon this statute by President Grant, by 
Secretary Chandler, and by Secretary Lincoln, as well as by the House 
of Representatives, is the true construction. 

The committee have been at great pains to ascertain what the aggre- 
gate amount would be in such a case. Statements have been made 
upon this floor as to the vast amount of the sums that will berequired 
for this purpose. These statements have been made as the merest con- 
jecture, as the wildest guesses. The committee have relied upon no 
conjectureand no guesses, They have received official communications 
from the different heads of the Departments of this Government afford- 
ing all light in their power upon the subject; and whilst they are not 
able, without a careful examination of every one of the pay-rolls, to 
give the exact amount that will be required, yet they give it in an ap- 
proximate degree, and, as we believe, nearly accurate, 
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The late Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Whitney, has told us that it 
will probably cost to right these wrongs done to laborers, mechanics, 
and workmen employed in the various navy-yards of the country the 
sum of about $3,000,000. The Secretary of War tells us it would re- 
guire for his Department, a3 nearly as he can approximate it, $800,000, 
and the Postmaster-General informs us that it would require for his 
Department, as nearly as he could ascertain, $175,000. e Depart- 
ments of the Interior and of Justice report that they have no claims, 
These sums egate $3,975,000. If these claims are allowed by the 
eourt and if they are paid in full ne man on this earth possesses a scin- 
tilla of evidence that it will cost a single dollar above thatsum to meet 
and liquidate every claim. It may cost less, 

It must be remembered also that the time upto 1872 has already 
been settled for and paid by the Government under the law of 1872. 
It must be remembered also t hat for a portion of the time subsequent 
io 1872 the law was observed in these Departments; for instance, in the 
War Department the claims will be substantially from June 1, 1877, 
to December 26, 1883, and in the Navy Department from June 30, 1877, 
to March 20, 1883. And even in the Navy Department this payment 
would be only for one-half of the time, because by the terms of the 
Secretary’s order the men worked over this time for only one-half of 
each year. 

Now, what does this bill propose todo? Aud I invite the special 
attention of the House tothe terms of the bill, because its terms differ 
widely from the terms of preceding bills which have been offered to 
this House by committees in the past. And here let me say that from 
time to time seven different committees of the House have recommended 
the consideration of bills like this in general character, but far more 
stringent against the Government in detail. $ 

The bill provides, in the first place, that whoever as a laborer, work- 
man, or mechanic has been employed under the terms of the act of 
1868 shall have the right to go before the Court of Claims; and if in 
the opinion of the court he shall, under that act or any existing law, 
be entitled to the full price of a full day’s work for eight hours’ labor 
or service, the court shall adjudicate his claim upon the basis that 
eight hours constitute a day’s work, and that the man who performed 
the service and presented the claim is entitled to recover the full price 
for his work (deducting all that he had already received), if in the 
opinion of the court—and here is new matter introduced into this bill— 
such was the meaning of the act of June 25, 1868, or any other exist- 


ing law. 

15 leaves the whole matter to the construction to be placed by the 
court we have erected as to the meaning of the statutes placed upon the 
statute-books of the country by the Congress of the United States, In 
other words, these men simply ask this: To be permitted to go to our 
court in order to have our own court construe our own laws. Wein 
this section of the bill formulate no basis whatever to restrict the court 
in its construction. We leave it perfectly free to construe the original 
act according to itsown judgment and bound only by the terms of that 
act. 

In the second section provision is made in reference to receipts, as to 
which, as I have already intimated, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Gest] will speak. 

What, then, can be the objections to this bill? I will state, Mr. 
Speaker, in the first place, that the objections heretofore made have 
been that this bill if enacted into law would costa large sum of money. 
I have told you how carefully the committee have endeavored to be as 

' necurate as possible about the estimated amount of these claims. But 
there is a principle which lies behind and beyond all this. Justice 
should never be measured by dollars and cents. If these men are en- 
titled to anything, they are entitled to whatever the amount may be, 
be that amonnt large or small. 

But it has been said that there has been a decision by the Supreme 
Court of the United States which is right in the teeth ofthis bill. How- 
ever much it may have been in the teeth of preceding bills, it is not 
in the teeth of the bill which the committee to-day presents to you and 
asks you to consider. The decision to which reference is made is to be 
rns in 4 Otto, page 400, in the case of Martin vs. The United 

tates. 

That was the case of a man employed to do special work at Annap- 
olis, and in that case the court found that there was a special agree- 
ment made between Martin and the officers of the Government by which 
he was to receive $2.50 per day, which amount he received and re- 
ceipted for in full, and when the court found that fact it found all that 
there was of the case. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Is there anything of that kind in the cases you are 
now discussing—an agreement as to a certain number of hours per day 
for certain pay ? 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Asto the employés in the navy- 
yard there is not only not that, but there is an express promise of 
the Secretary of the Navy that they shall have the full amount, and 
which they have never received. As to the men in the arsenal, in some 

' instances receipts were exacted from them under circumstances which 
amounted, I am compelled to say, to absolute duress; but as to those 
matters my colleague upon the committee [Mr. GEST] will speak. 

4 — CANNON. May I ask my friend a question there tor informa- 
on 


Mr. BUCHANAN, òf New Jersey. Certainly. : 

Mr. CANNON. Where receipts were not given, why have not these 
parties brought action in the Court of Claims? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. In the first place they made a 
mistake. They de ed upon the Representatives of the people to do 
them justice; and in the next place these claims began, as I stated, in 
1877 and they ended in 1883, and there is not one of them as against 
which the statute of limitations does not now run. 

Mr. CANNON. What is the statute of limitations; six years? 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Six years. 

Mr. CANNON.. Then at any time within six years of the time when 
they did the work they could have brought the action and had the 
question decided in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. As I have said, they mistak- 
enly relied upon the justice of Congress. They were poor, and were 
not swift to enter courts or employ lawyers. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I would like to ask my friend from New 
Jersey if it is not the fact that some of them did bring suit and were 
defeated ? 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. No, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. No, sir; not at all. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I understand there is such a decision. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I have the decision the gentle- 
man refers to and have already called attention to it. It was this: 
One man brought suit under the circumstances I have stated, and it 
was shown in that case that he had made a special contract with the 
officers of the Goverument and received more already than his fellows 
in similar employment. 

Mr. STRUBLE. It has been suggested to me to inquire of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey whether it is true that at the time these men 
were paid, or any of them, they signed pay-rolls showing the extra 
hours of labor performed by them? Is that true within the knowledge 
of the gentleman that they did this, in that way attempting to pro- 
test against the action of the Department in holding them to more than 
eight hours per day? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. So far as the men in the navy- 
yards are concerned they have always protested against this treatment, 
As to the exact form of the pay-roll I can not say, but I understand 
duplicate or “protesting pay-rolls’’ were used; but I will say this, 
that all the pay-rolls are every one of them in the possession of the 
Government and can be produced at the trial of the causes, and what- 
ever effect these pay-rolls may have against these claimants or in their 
favor can be given full force. 

Mr. MU'TCHLER, Will the gentleman from New Jersey allow me 
to ask one question ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Certainly. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I want to know whether, in his opinion, under 
this bill a laborer who, signed a contract for a certain amount per day 
can recover. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I do not understand that it is 
the course of the Government to compel men to sign contracts of that 
kind in advance. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Does not the second section of this bill provide 
that such contracts shall be a nullity? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I have already stated that I am 
not discussing the second section, but that I leave that for my colleague 
on the committee [Mr. Gest]. I desire to devote all the time that I 
can possibly spare to other features of the bill, but will say that such 
contracts are only to be treated as nullities in certain cases. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Does the court have any discretion at all in pass- 
ing upon these claims under this bill? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Why certainly it does, 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Read the second section and let us see. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, ot New Jersey, This second section, I will say, 
only covers in fact the arsenal men, because those were the only in- 
stances in which these contracts were exacted, and it says that they 
shall not stand in the way of recovery when, and only when, they are 
found by the court to be inconsistent with the first section of this act 
and to have heen exacted by the officers ofthe Government as a con- 
dition of employment or retention in the public service, and that fact 
must be found by the court as a separate and independent factin favor 
of the claimants, or else the court must give full force to those contracts. 

Mr. HILL. Will it interrupt yon if I ask you a question? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Iam trying to get through with 
my portion of the discussion in the limited time I have, but I will 
yield fora moment. 

Mr. HILL. I vant to know whether this bill reported here covers 
these special contract cases; that is, seeks to reimburse them where 
they were employed under a special contract? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I will hand the gentleman the 
bill and Jet him read the second section, especially that portion I have 
just referred to. Weclaim that whatever might have been the opinion 
in the ease in 4 Otto, that case does not apply to the cases covered by 
the first section of this bill at least, because the contract made with 
the men by Secretary Thompson has not been lived up to by the Gov- 
ernment, and on the faith of which contract the men ed the 
service. But suppose I take the other alternative, and admit that the 
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Martin case is in point and decides that these men have no claim. 


What is the result? The result is that under the provisions of this 
act the Government will not suffer. If they have a legal case, they 
should be allowed to go to the court. If they have no case, the court 
will so decide, By the terms of the bill the court is left, as I have said, 
without trammel, let, or hinderance in the construction of this law. If 
the case be a precedent against these men the court will know it; but 
Iclaim it is not a precedent. It was a case which arose under differ- 
ent circumstances, and when the court had determined those facts its 
function ended. All else it said was outside the case. But I must 
hasten on. Iam taking more time than I intended to. 

It has been suggested that these claims have been very largely as- 
signed and are now held by others, 

I want to say that for fve years I have been making as careful an in- 
quiry into this matter as It is possible for any member of a committee 
to make, and I have yet to find a single instance in which these claims 
have been parted with by the original owners. I do not say that such 
cases do not exist. I have not discovered them; but, on the contrary, I 
have met dozens and scores of these claimants, and in every instance 
where I put the question they had not parted with one dollar’s interest 
in theirclaims, Itissaid thatthey are represented by a powerful lobby. 
Itis not true. They have had their own committee of workmen here 
at the Capitol for five years to my knowledge knocking at the doors of 
this House for permission to go to a court we have erected and have their 
cases heard, ese workingmen have been paid by the men who sent 
them here. They lived here iu a quiet, humble way, as they were com- 
pelled to. They are not able to employ expensive lobbyists. They are 
poor men sent here by other poor men. 

These claims vary from $50 to $300 in amount in each case. The 
claimants are all poor men, and can not afford the appliances which 
sometimes seem to be so powerful in pushing matters through Con- 


The Government’s interest can not be harmed. This is not a case 
where the attorney of the United States will be compelled to go out 
and hunt for his testimony through a dozen different States to offset 
the claims. Every pay-roll, with the name of every man employed, 
with the record of every day and hour he has worked, with the record 
of every dollar that was paid him, is to-day in possession of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Assuming that statement of facts to be true, why 
do you send these claimants to the Court of Claims if the Government 
is in possession of the information? What is the use of having this 
suit? 8 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Because the Government does 
not pay. And you know, because you are on the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, that there is no appropriation out of which the officials of 
the Government can pay it. = 

Mr. BLISS. And the statute of limitations has run. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The statute of limitations has 
run. I stated that a long time ago. 

As I have said, these claimants are poor men. Do not let it go out 
to the country that you deny to the workingmen, laborers, and me- 
chanics of this land access to your courts for the construction of an act 
intended for the benefit of workingmen, laborers, and mechanics of this 
country, and at the same time afford ready access to those courts to the 
wealthy contractors of this country. 

Give these men the same opportunity to be heard in court that would 
be given to any other man. That is all they ask, and witb less than 
this they will never be content. 

Even as this debate goes on there comes to me this note from a black- 
smith in this city, one of these claimants. He says: 

We have walted and hoped for many yearsin vain. Tomany of us it will be 
but little, but that little a great help toa poor mechanic with a large family to 
Sup) 

Do not deny to these men the right to test their claims in the courts. 
If the claims are legal and proper they should be paid. If illegal, if 
not warranted by the law, the court willsodecide. I now yield to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Gest] such time as he may desire. 

Mr. GEST. Mr. Speaker, I will endeavor to be as brief in my re- 
marks as possible, for the reason that other gentlemen on both sides of 
the House, as I understand, desire tospeak on this bill. The scope ot this 
bill issimply to send what are called claims under the eight-hour law of 
workingmen, laborers, and mechanics to the Court of Claims for an 
adjudication of such rights as they may be found by that court to have. 
That is as little as can be asked, and it ought not to be refused. 

From day to day, time after time, we send people with their claims 
to the Court of Claims. We have scores, and I do not know but that 
we have hundreds, of bills now upon the Calendar of this House pro- 
viding that the parties named may be permitted to go there. This 
bill is not the outgrowth, but the outcome, of the eight-hour law of 
June 25, 1868. The bill only contains three lines, and I will read it: 

That eight hours shall constitute a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics in the employ or who may hereafter be employed by or on behalf of 
the Government of the United States. 

It is perhaps not worth while now to inquire as to what the intent 
of the Jaw was. The history of the last twenty-two years of this coun- 


try shows very clearly what its intent was. The terms of the law 
itself show what the intent was: 

Eight hours shall constitute a day's work for all laborers, workmen, and me- 
chanics employed by or on behalf of the Government. 

What do men work for? They work for money. They work for 
bread. Is there any sense in saying toa man that you will cut his 
time down to eight hours instead of ten or twelve, or cut it down to 
four or any other number, and then reduce his wages proportionately ? 
There is no sense in it. The terms of the law itself must demonstrate, 
it seems tome, to any man that the intent was to reduce the hours 
worked, to give time for recreation, time for a man to be with his 
family, time for him to read, time for him to become a man instead 
of remaining a working slave, and at the same time keep his wages at 
the same sum that had been theretofore received by him. But we 
are not left to the terms of the law to demonstrate that. At the very 
time that this bill was betore the United States Senate an amendment 
was proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] which is in 
these words: 


And, unless otherwise provided by law, the rate of wages paid by the United 
States shall be the current rate for the same labor for the same time at the place 
of employment. y 

That proposed amendment was discussed very fully and at large in 
the Senate. No man spoke in its favor. Senator Morton, Senator 
STEWART, Senator Sumner, and many others spoke in opposition to it, 


and stated that the ground of their opposition was the fact that cutting 


down the time of the laboring man and cutting his wages proportion- 
ately was not doing anything for the laboring man; and so the bill 


passed. | 
It was fully understood in both the House and the Senate at the - 


time the bill was passed that the hours of labor should be reduced 
to eight and that the wages should stand unchanged. In five days 
alter that bill was passed the Senate o! the United States adopted a 
resolution requesting the President of the United States to direct all 
the officers of the Government to comply with it. In fifteen days after 
that the Secretary of War did issue his order. He understood what 
the law meant. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman turn to that order? 

Mr. GEST. Yes, sir, It is General Order No. 46 of the War De- 
partment, which I will read: 

Congress having enacted, June 25, 1868, that “eight hours shall constitute a 
day's work for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics now employed. or who 
may be hereafter employed, by or on behalf of the Government of the United 
States, and that all acts inconsistent with this act be, and the same are hereby, 
urease all the officers of the Army and others in the military service having 
erned accordingly. Hours shall be so regulated as to agree, as far as ble, 
with the hours established in civil work in each locality. Watchmen, clerks, 
messengers, and others whose services may be necessary at any and all hours 
are not considered to be embraced within the terms of the law. In cases of 
great necessity, as in military operations. where men are on extra duty, they 
must perform the necessary service rdless of hours; but, in estimating their 
extra-duty pay, eight hours will constitute a working day. 

That is the order of the Secretary of War issued in 1868. 

Mr. HILL. Was that law supposed to be applicable to soldiers and 
sailors enlisted in the Army or Navy, or only to others employed by 
the Government? 

Mr. GEST. I have not understood it so at all, but I can not say as 
io that. The gentleman himself and other gentlemen here can con- 
strue the language of the law aswell as I can. The law says work- 
men, laborers, and mechanics,“ Now, twenty days after this order of 
the Secretary of War was issued not the least particle of attention had 
been paid to it in any arsenal throughout this country. Soon the 19th 
of May, 1869, the matter having been called to the attention of the 
President, he issued a proclamation on the subject. I believe that 
proclamation was read by my colleague on the committee, the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN], but I will read a portion of it 
again. It recites the fact of this law having been and of its 
violation, aud then it goes on to say: 

Now, therefore, I, Ulysses S. Grant, President of the United States, do hereby 
direct that from and after this date no reduction shall ne made in the 
paid by the Government by the day to such workmen, laborers, and N 
on account of the reduction of the hours of lahr. . 

That is President Grant's construction of it. The same suhject was 
presented to the Attorney-General of the United States, now a Senator 
from New York [Mr. Evarts]. His opinion on the subject will be 
found in the report, and it is to the effect that there should be no re- 
duction of wages by reason of the reduction of hours of labor; that that 
was the intent of the law. 

In May, 1872, General Grant, then President of the United States, 
was compelled toissue another proclamation, again calling the attention 
of the military authorities throughout the country to the infraction of 
this law, and reiterating what he had said in his proclamation of May 
19, 1869. Up to the date of this second proclamation in 1872 these 
understrappers, these gilt-edged, brass-mounted martinets of the Army 
[laughter] had defied the Congress of the United States and the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and had compelled the men under their 
direction at all these arsenals to work ten or twelve hours a day instead 
of eight hours, the day’s work established by the law. A few days 
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after that second proclamation both Houses of Congress passed a bill 
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to pay the men the money which they had earned and of which they 
been robbed. 
Mr. McCORMICK. Will the gentleman permit a question for in- 
formation? rá 
Mr. GEST. Yes, sir. 
Mr. McCORMICK. Are we to understand by the provisions of the 


second section of this bill thatitis to have the of abrogating con- 
tracts between the employer and the employés? 

Mr. GEST. . If the gentleman will call my attention to that point 
later I shall be very glad to answer his question. The act that was 
passed by Congress on the 18th of May, 1 was in these words. I 
Tead it, so that every member present may have it fully in mind: 


Suc, 2. That the proper accounting officers be, and are hereby, authorized and 
uired,in the settlement of all accounts for the services of workmen, laborers 
and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United 
States between the day of June, 1868, the date of the act constituting eight 
hours a day's work for all such laborers, workmen, and mechanics, and the 19th 
day of May, 1569, the date of the proclamation of the President concerning such 
„to settle and pay for the same without reduction on account of the reduc- 
Bon of the hours of labor by said act, when it shall be madeto appear that such 
was the sole cause of the reduction of wages, and a suMcient sum for said pur- 
pose is hereby a riated out of any money in the ury not otherwise 
priated. (Bee Statutes at Large, volume 17, page 134.) 
ppropriation act, approved May 18, 1872. 

This is the bill that was passed by both Houses of Congress and signed 
by the President of the United States to rectify the wrong that had 
been committed and to pay these workmen, laborers, and mechanics 
the money out of which they had been defrauded. The bill provides 
that these men shall be paid up to ayy 19, 1869, the date of the Pres- 
ident’s proclamation, because evidently Congress thought that after 
. the President's proclamation these men who run the Army and the 
Navy, these men whom the Government of the United States has fed 
and educated and paid, would obey the proclamation of the President. 
That doubtless was the reason why the bill was limited to that date. 

But those officersdid notobey thelaw. They wenton until, in 1872, 
three years afterward, the President was compelled to issue another 
proclamation and instruct these men, these officers, these agents, these 
creatures whom we have made, toobey the law. Aud a few days after- 
ward the bill was 

That is not all. On May 9, 1878, this House passed a joint resolu- 
tion in these terms: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That according to the true intent and meaning of the act 
approved June 25, 1868, entitled “An act constituting eight hours 
a legal day's work for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed by or 
on behalf of the Government of the United States,” eight hours constitute a 
day's work for all such laborers, workmen, and mechanics; and while the act 
remains upon the statute-book no reduction shall be made in the wages paid 
by the Government, by the — Sh such laborers, workmen, and mechanics on 
account of the reduction of the hours of labor; and that all the heads of De 
ments, officers, and agents of the Government are hereby directed to enforce 
said law as long as the same is unrepealed, 

That resolution was passed in 1878, after the so-called Martin case 
had been decided. It is true this joint resolution did not pass the Sen- 
ate; but it indicates the intent of this House. Why it did not pass 
the Senate I do not know; I bave not followed up the matter to find 
out; but it indicates the sense of the House of Representatives on this 
subject: that these men should be paid for the time that they had 
worked above and beyond eight hours a day. 

We will go along further in this matter. In 1886 a bill of this char- 
acter was before the Committee on Labor. Hon. John J. O'Neill, who 
was then chairman of that committee, appeared before President Cleve- 
land and asked him what his views were on the „ the 
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President responded January 23, 1886, in the following 

I believe that the law is a sound one and a good one, and that it should be 
enforced to the letter. I have no information regarding instances of its viola- 
tion or evasion, but if such instances are presented to me I will see that the 
abuse is remedied and the full spirit of the law is enforced, which I understand 
to be to pay workmen in the Government employ for eight hours’ work, daily, 
what is paid outside of the Government employ for a full day's work. The 
Government can not afford to set the example of non-enforcement and non-ob- 
servance of its own enactments. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey (interrupting Mr. GEST). Mr. 
Speaker, I shall be compelled to reserve one minute of my time. I 
will inquire how much time I have remaining? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks there are only two minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey (to Mr. Gest). You have one 
minute more. 

Mr. GEST. Mr. Speaker, up to the present time I have talked only 
about the intent of this law. This is the first occasion during the 
present session on which I have occupied any time. 

A MEMBER. You can not help that. 

Mr, GEST, No, that can not be helped. [Laughter.] I do not 
want to occupy time unless I have something to say; and I have some- 
thing to say on this question. If I had the time, I could show the 

House that this bill is correct, that it is honest and right. The men 
in the navy-yards have been cheated and defrauded. You have heard 
my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
BUCHANAN], read the order of a former Secretary of the Navy, show- 
ing that men were employed with the express stipulation that t 
should work for eight hours a day; but they were compelled to w 


ten hours a day and have not received a dollar for the extra two hours 
of daily work. The same thing was true at the arsenals. The men 
were com to sign a so-called contract. They were told in sub- 
stance, ‘‘ You sign this contract or get out; notwithstanding the a 
that the President and the Congress of the United States have said 
that in all Government employment eight hours shall constitute a day’s 
work, you must sign this contract.” 

Mr. MASON. As I understand, they had to surrender and sign the 
contract or else lose their places. 

Mr. GEST. Yes, sir. Now, does the Congress of the United States 
propose to stand here and permit the officers and agents of the Govern- 
ment to commit such acts of fraud and tyranny ? 

It has been said, Oh, well, they got good pay—just the same pay 
as other men in similar employment.“ That is no answer. If you as 
an individual had said to your agent, Employ men for me at eight 
hours a day and give them a full day’s pay,“ would you sustain him 
in disregarding your orders? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
BUCHANAN ] has expired. 

Mr. BUC AN, of New Jersey. But, Mr. Speaker, I said ex- 
pressly I desired to reserve one minute of that time. 

ae SPEAKER, The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] is recog- 
nized. 

[Mr. KERR, of Iowa, addressed the House, See Appendix.) 

Mr. LACEY. Before leaving this subject, Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to offer an amendment to the bill, simply to be pending, and have it 
printed in the RECORD without reading. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that will be done. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, there is an amendment pending al- 
ready to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment the gentleman refers to relates 
to the bill in the morning hour. 

Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. GEST. I would like to have the amendment read. 5 

The SPEAKER. The consent renders it a pending amendment, the 
Chair will state. 

F of New Jersey. Let it be printed, so we can see 
what it is. 

The SPEAKER. Consent, then, is given only for printing in the 
RECORD, but not that the amendment shall be pending. It is printed 
as an amendment to be offered hereafter. 

The proposed amendment is as follows: 

Add 4 75 bill the following proviso: 

* That it shall be unlawful for any attorney to demand or receive an 
fees for services in such suits or collecting of such s exceeding 5 per pf 
of the amount of any such claims; and payment of such judgments shall only 
be made to the claimant in person and not to any agent, assignee, or attorney.“ 

x COMPOUND LARD, 

The SPEAKER. The House resumes control of the special order. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania is recognized. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has twelve 
minutes of his time remaining, 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Mr. Speaker, I had fully intended to reply in 
extenso to the eloquent remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Brosrus],who addressed the House in his opening speech on yes- 
terday afternoon. 

Mr. LANHAM, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LANHAM. We are very desirous of hearing the gentleman 
from North Carolina, but there is so much confusion. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Why, I moved down here because I wanted you 
to hear me. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CARUTH. Get a little farther towards the middle of the Hall 
and we all can hear you better. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Well, there are so many converts following me 
around I do not know where to stop. [Laughter and applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will stop until we procure order 
on the floor. [Renewed langhter. 

Mr. McCLAMMY,. Now, Mr. Speaker, beginning anew, it was my 
intention to follow the distinguished gentleman from P. lvania in 
the fervent appeals he made on the floor of the House on yesterday 
afternoon when hedisplayed the flags in behalf of the American farmer. 
But Iam knocked out. [Laughter.] I spent a very restless night 
and I find myself physically unable to answer him. I wooed the gen- 
tle goddess of sleep, and she would not come tome. [Laughter. 1 7 
staid awake all night. 

I knew this was going to be a big question; I had comprehended 
that from the hye Dig oo gsc I was aware that it was the most im- 
Inense question that had been presented to the consideration of the 
American Congress. 

A MEMBER. Excepting the election bill. : 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Oh, yes; the componnd-lard bill-is vastly big- 
ger. [Langhter.] I knew that in the consideration of this question 
the Lodge bill would pale into insignificance, I hate to say this, Mr. 
Speaker, and I hope you will excuse me, but I honestly, religiously, 


conscientiously, scrupulously believe that when the American people 
come to consider the question presented by this bill that even the rul- 
ings of the Chair aa the counting of a quorum will be forgotten. 
ughter.] But I did not know that it was as broad asit is until my 
friend from Pennsylvania dropped out all the sweet eloquence 
that fell from his lips on yesterday evening. [Laughter.] Why, sir, 
there are times in the history of every man in which language and 
thought equally fail him as means for expressing not merely the senti- 
ments of his heart, but his surprise. 

My friend over there sa; d that was the burden of his so 
that thirty years ago these people that made pure refined lard adopted 
as a trade-mark the head of the boar, and that two years ago they were 
knocked completely out, but still kept as their trade-mark the sign of 
the boar. That is what knocked me out altogether. [Laughter.] 
Years ago down in the State of North Carolina - God's favored country 
proshe and applause]—when they manufactured tobacco, in their 

iquity—and I must here recall to myself the poetic, religious, true 
language of Bill Arp that, In Adam's fall we sinned all' 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. That is Dr. Watts. 

Mr. McCLAMMY (continuing). 
fact, adopted as a trade-mark and sign of the Durham tobacco the head 
of the bull, and that is what kept me awake. [Laughter.] I want 
to know if this thing is so sweeping in its character that when they 
knock out the boar the bull has got to follow. Iam not prepared to 
speak to-day, because I did not sleep last night. But the gentleman 
concluded in poetry, and I am not prepared to repeat poetry to-day. 
[Laughter. ] 

I wooed the muse; I knelt to her. 
but what I got I will give you: 


You may break, you may shatter the lard-tub if you will— 


But if you just listen to the argument before the Agricultural Com- 
mittee in the Fiftieth Congress and find out what lard is, what it is 
made of, how it is made, and the manner of things that enter therein, 
returning to poetry again, you will find that— 


The scent of the whole hog will hang round it still. 


[Laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, before this discussion closes I am going to con- 
vince this House that this bill ought to pass. I will takeno more tim 
but ae yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mason]. [ 

lause, 
5 I reserve the balance of my time. z 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, this is a serious question to 
the people whom I represent on this floor. There are very few times 
in my life when I can not afford to smile, but on this occasion I desire 
to present to the House of Representatives, the body of which I have 
the honor of being a member, some serious questions for fair play and 
fair consideration. This isa fight between the packers of impure laid 
and the packers of refined compound lard. It is a trade fight and has 
no place in Congress. And before I enter into the full discussion of 
that question I wish it understood now that I am in favor of branding 
every article in the market for what it is. I am as much opposed to 
food adulteration as any man on the floor of this House. 

There is hardly anything that is brought into my family and put 
upon my table, from the sugar and the pepper and the vinegar, but 
what is adulterated more or less, filled up with cheaper substances; and 
when they charge us with standing here defending fraud and counter- 
feiting, they charge us with what they know to be false. The statutes 
of Illinois compel the marking of the article we make. Millions of 
pounds of it are made each year and sent into other countries, and they 
make a market for the farmer’slard of thiscountry. And yet this bill, 
if it and becomes a law, strikes down every possible chance to 
export lard or lard compound from this country. And I want it under- 
stood now and for all time to come that I am not hereto defend counter- 
feiting, but I am here to defend the man who manufactures an article, 
and I am here to defend the people who want to eat that article, aclean, 
healthful food product. And the more hog's lard you take out of it 
and the more cotton-seed oil you put into it, the finer and purer it is 
for the human stomach. 

The fact of this adulteration has taken possession of the people with 
regard to food products and has raised a great cry, and properly so. 
There is indignation all over this country that our food is being adul- 
terated and the people deceived; and these gentlemen who are manu- 
factarers of lard, who find a competitor in compound lard, join in the 
cry of Stop thief!" to hide their own iniquities, in the pressing and 
the passage of this bill. I want to say further, before taking up this 
bill, that I am in favor and my constituents are in favor, not only 
of regulating, but of prohibiting the sale of articles of food that are 
deleterious to health; but no man dare rise upon this floor, in the 
light of the evidence of the last ten years of this century, and say that 
cotton-seed oil, a pure, healthful vegetable oil, is not one of the best 
articles of food that have been discovered within the century. We have 
here certificates from physicians saying that they give it to patients 
whose stomachs are unable to assimilate other food. Gentlemen are 
inclined to smile about that, but that is true. It is a mere prejudice 


I got mighty little ont of her, 


| CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


They actually, and as a matter of | else 


that some of you people have against it who have not been far 
from home and do not know the size of the sky. [Laughter.] 

Cotton-seed oil is a healthful food product. It is found that mixingit 
with lard makes a healthful food product, The lard sustains it, and 
so does beef stearine. I have used it in my family for more than two 
years and would prefer cotton-seed oil; and it has become the poor 
man’s food. It is marked for what it is, and I want you gentlemen 
who are getting your speeches ready to howl for the laboring man in 
the next four days to understand that the working people are not ask- ' 
ing for this bill. They are opposed to placing a tax upon a clean, 
healthful food product. It has been one of the songs that have been 
sung here since the opening of Congress, about the poverty of the farmer. 
You would think, to hear some of these tlemen talk, that the farm- 
ers were a set of serfs in this country. F risited one not long ago and 
he was kicking about hard times. His cellar was full of apples and - 
potatoes and he had plenty of grain in the barn; and when I asked 
him what was the matter, he said. Well, times are hard.“ 

Mr. HEARD. What part of the country was my friend visiting this 
year where he found good crops of apples and potatoes or anything 


? 

Mr. MASON. Iwas not visiting him this fall. [Laughter.] No 
man ought to try to spoil a good story in that way. People talk about 
the poverty of the farmer, and they are going to tax the poor laboring 
men of my district to help the farmer. Gentlemen, have you ever seen 
a farmer, or known of any, who went to bed hungry? Have you known 
them to stand with their wives and children out in the storm, with 
the landlord and the constable after them? Have you ever seen them 
take a little coffin in their laps and go alone to bury their only child 
because they had no friend to hire a carriage for them? Yetthe farmer 
is the only poor man in the country, we are told. > 

The man who stands at the wheel, far away from the sunshine, away 
from the free air of heaven, the man who works ten or fourteen hours 
a day, the man who leaves his children before daylight and only sees 
them again after the sun has gone down, that man must be taxed for 
a clean, cheap food product to help the farmers of this country, when 
there is not a farmers’ organization in the country that asks it or de- 

it, vou friends“ of the poor man are taxing his food, rais- 

the price of the thing that lets his children live, not to protect man- 

facturers from the competition of foreigners, not in justification of 

any tariffsystem, but taxing the home productions, saying that the peo- 
ple in my district shall not eat the product of the Southern farmers. 

We have been charged with sectionalism that we have felt we were 
not guilty of. We feel it now. Not a single farmer of the South asks 
for this bill; but by this bill you propose to tax out of existence one 
of the cleanest and healthiest products known to civilization, and force 
people to buy the filthy and disgusting products of the vats of Chicago, _ 
St. Louis, and Boston. You talk about Chicago having an interest in 
this. It is not Chicago, but it is the principle of the thing. The manu- 
facturers of lard in Chicago who use dead pigs that died on the way to 
the slaughter-pens are not here opposing this bill. They are rather 
friendly to this legislation, and when we ask you to put in the regu- 
lation for all lard, you say Oh, no; only the kind of lard that comes 
into competition with the lard lobby that stands back of this bill press- 
ing it to an issue.” 

Now, let me say to you, and I desire, Mr. Speaker, to emphasize but 
one fact, we want to regulate all this. We believe it should be — 
lated. The State of Illinois has a statute already saying that 
any man who makes lard with any other article must call it com- 

und lard.” This law proposes that we shall call it compound lard.” 

t says that we can pay $25,000 or $30,000 for changing our brands, 
and when we mark lard compound to keep ous of the peniten 
under our statute in Illinois your statute will drive us into the — 
tentiary because we have done what the law compels us to do. The 
people demand a regulation, and it can be done by a very simple bill 
the bill that I have offered as a substitute, which gives pure food and 
which does not marshal the Republican party nor the Democratic party 
in favor of any adulteration in food. 

We have in our State passed a law which says that things must be 
marked for what they are; that there shall be no more masquerading 
in vinegar, that there shall be no masquerading in sugar, and that 
skimmed milk no more shall masquerade as cream; but that i 
must stand before the people for what it is; and you, by this report of 
the Committee on Agriculture, say, ‘‘Stand back! We defend the 
adulteration of every article that goes on the table of the American peo- 
ple except the adulteration of lard.“ ‘‘ Consistency is a jewel,” but 
I have not found it ta the room of the Committee on Agriculture. 

Not a single pure-food bill has been recommended by that committee, 
and not a single petition is on file in that committee that does not call 
for a pure-food bill; but instead of that they have reported a bill which 
is for the benefit of the four or five lard-makers in Chicago, St. Louis, 
and Boston. ~ 

I was very much surprised that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
felt obliged to attack the personal character of Mr. Fairbank. It 
ought to be enough to destroy that gentleman’s business, and his pro 
erty, which cost him his life’s work, and make it worth Dool ee 
nothing, without trying to tear down and destroy the reputation for 
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commercial honor that Mr. Fairbank enjoys in all the markets of the 
world. $ 

The evidence of Mr. Fairbank that he read from, taken by itself, 
may look badly, but it is garbled in this, that the context was not read. 
This lard was sold as refined lard for years, and all the people who 
bought it understood, in all the markets of the world, what it was; 
and when a protest went up from the packers of this country Mr. Fair- 
bank destroyed his trade-mark, destroyed the dies that were worth 
over $20,000, and that, too, without any law to compel himto. It is 
enough to destroy his trade, without endeavoring to destroy his char- 
acterasaman. Hestands with his trade destroyed and his trade pros- 
pects impaired. He marked his goods as lard compound,” cae 
what they are, and these gentlemen whocame here to support this bill 
two years said to the three or four men who manufacture this com- 
pound: Gentlemen, if you will go and change your brands and mark 
this lard ‘compound,’ we will pack our grip-sacks and go home.”’ 

Mr. Fairbank proceeded to doso. He went home. He changed his 
brand. He marked the product lard compound.“ It is right also to say 
that I believe that that change was made byreason of the agreement with 
the people who were before the Committee onAgriculture; but there had 
not been a law passed at that time in Illinois, and no law had been 
passed here at the time he agreed to make that change. It ought to be 
enough for his character and standing to know he did that without 
being compelled to do it, and that he marked his goods exactly for what 
they are and never has tried to deceive the trade. 

Now, if I had time I would like to read some of the evidence of Mr. 
Fairbank on that subject, but I do not care to take up the time of the 
House. [hardly know the gentleman when I see him. I donot think 
he would know me if he were to meet me on the streets of the city of 
Chicago. He does not live in my district. He has no votes in my dis- 
trict that I know of; but I do know that he has a standing and repu- 
tation in Chicago as asplendid business man and christian gentleman. 
It is a very easy thing for the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Brosius], surrounded by the protection given members of Congress, to 
assail the moral character of men who have not a chance to reply. 

That is a wonderful power that is placed in the hands of a member 
of Congress, and it seems to me that a delicate use of that power would 
be much more becoming to the gentleman who used it so badly yester- 
day. It is an easy thing, I say, to strike a man whose hands are tied, 
but it is not a brave thing to do. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Before the gentleman passes from that 
point will he state when the Illinois law to which he referred was 
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Mr. MASON. It was passed at the last session of the Legislature. 
I have à copy of it here. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Does it prohibit false branding? 

Mr. MASON. Yes, sir; it says that the article must be branded 
“lard compound;’’ and it provides a severe penalty for failing to com- 
ply with the law, when anything is mixed with the lard. Our manu- 
tacturers do comply with that law, but it does not add to the price of 


the article in the market. 


Mr. BROSIUS. Will the gentleman state whether the Illinois law 
does not also require the percentage of the ingredients to be stated? 

Mr. MASON. Ido not know but it does. I am willing that a pro- 
vision of that kind shall be put in this bill. Iam willing that a law 
shall be requiring Mr, Fairbank aud every other man engaged 
in this business to mark on the outside of the package what percent- 
age is cotton-seed oil, what percentage is beef, and what percentage is 
lard, or any other ingredient, with a severe penalty if it is not done; 
but there is no necessity for taxing this article. The Governmentdoes 
not need the tax, and the only effect of it will be to destroy the busi- 
ness or to greatly increase the cost of this article to the consumer. 

Mr. HILL. What power has the Government, except under the in- 
ternal-revenue law, to regulate this matter? 

Mr. MASON, Why, that is the simplest thing in the world, if my 
coll e will permit me to explain it to him. Each State regulates 
its police matters for itself; or if any State has not pride enough, or 
energy enough, or wisdom enough to make its own police regulations, 
certainly Congress is not the place to make them forit. But this object 
can be attained by an amendment to the interstate-commerce law pro- 
hihiting the shipping from one State to another of any goods that are 
not marked for what they are. I will support a bill of that kind. I 
will support a bill which will allow the Government to have supervis- 
ion over all these things, but not any proposition which puts an inter- 
nal tax upon a home product which tax must eventually come out of 
the poor people who consume that product. 

Mr. ADAMS. So far as the article is produced in our State, it is al- 
ready under the regulation of the Illinois statute. 

Mr. MASON, Yes; and I think 90 per cent. of this article is pro- 
duced in Illinois and Missouri. I do not know whether they have 
any law regulating the matter in Missouri, but if they have not they 
ought to have and they can have. 

Mr. MORGAN, It is estimated that at least 90 per cent. of all the 
compound?“ lard produced in the country is so branded. 

Mr. LACEY, Will the gentleman from Illinois tell us how the IIli- 
nois statute can protect the people who use this article in other States ? 


Mr. MASON. Weare willing to pass a law here that will protect 
the people in other States, just as you did with your “ori -pack- 
age” bill. Weare willing to pass a law providing that no article manu- 
factured in one State shall be shipped into another unless it is marked 
or branded for what it is, But you gentlemen are not satisfied with 
that. You want to destroy this business by taxing it out of existence. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let me call the attention of the gentleman from 
Illinois to another feature of this bill, which has the same design. The 
bill provides that this article shall be put up in certain prescribed pack- 
ages of prescribed sizes, the object being to prevent it from being shipped 
in boxes or crates. 

Mr. MASON. Yes, I am glad the gentleman spoke of that. That 
provision is for the sole purpose of preventing this article from being 
shipped in boxes and crates; its object is to break up the business. 

Mr. HEARD. According to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mason], if the interstate-commerce law were amended as 
he suggests it would have the effect of preventing the shipment of this 
product from the State where it is manufactured into any other State. 

Mr. MASON. Unless it was marked for what it is, and that is all 
you gentlemen pretend to want. 

Mr. HEARD. Of course you do not claim that such an amendment 
would have any effect upon the product when used in the State where 
it was manufactured. 

Mr. MASON, Certainly not; and weshould not try to regulate that 
matter here. Every State should be allowed to make its own police 
regulations, That is our theory in all other matters; why should it not 
apply in this case? 

Mr. HEARD. I only wanted to know how far the gentleman claimed 
that the purpose of this bill could be carried out by an amendment to 
the interstate-commerce law. 

Mr. MASON. The substitute that I have offered, which is known 
as the Paddock pure-food bill, does for every article of food what this 
bill pretends to do for lard. It establishes a bureau in the Agricult- 
ural Department, and there are more petitions from the farmers of this 
country for the passage of the pure-food bill than there are for the 
passage of the Conger lard bill. 

Mr. HILL. As I understand my colleague's position it is this: He 
has no objection to any law that will apply alike to all industries or 
to all commodities, but what he objects to is having this article singled 
out and placed under the internal-revenue system. 

Mr. MASON. Yes; but I am willing to go further than that. Iam 
willing that Congress shall single out compound lard and, while allow- 
ing each State to make and to enforce its own police regulations, shall 
so amend the interstate-commerce law as to prohibit the shipment from 
one State to another of any such article unless it is branded for what 
it is. 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman admits, then, substantially, that com- 
pound lard should be placed under the internal-revenue system together 
with other food products. 

Mr. MASON. Notatall. Itisnotnecessary to tax this commodity. 
The Government does not need the tax. 

Mr. MORGAN, Put it under the commerce clause. 

Mr. MASON. Put it under the commerce clause. Let each State 
provide that manufacturers of compound lard’? must mark it for what 
itis. In Illinois we have already passed such a law. That is the first 
step. Second, if we try to ship it from Ilinois to Iowa, or to New 
York, or any other State, let the United States law intervene and pro- 
hibit such shipment unless the article is properly stamped and branded. 
That we have a perfect right todo. The Paddock bill, which I have 
introduced here, provides that it shall not interfere with the police reg- 
ulations within the States, but shall simply apply to articles of food 
manufactured in one State and shipped to another. In that way you 
can have a complete regulation of this whole trafic without raising the 
price of the product to the poor people who wish to consume it. 

Now, I wish to refer for a moment to these brands. The law of Mi- 
nois prescribes the length of the letters which must be used; and when 
my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brostus] yesterday held up this 
label [exhibiting a label] he said, with tears in his voice: But they 
retain the hog’s head. That Mr. Fairbank always used. He sacrificed 
everything except his trade-mark; and there is not a gentleman on the 
other side of the House who can not read the words lard compound?’ 
in this label farther than he can see the hog’s- head. That is another 
evidence that Mr. Fairbank is a pirate and that the people engaged in 
this business are thieves, because voluntarily they mark the product 
for what itis! Mr. Speaker, reputation is not character; and if the 
reputation of Mr, Fairbank as painted yesterday by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brostus] were wandering around the streets 
of Chicago, nobody who knows the character of Mr. Fairbank would 
recognize it, 

But enough of that. I want now to call the attention of the House 
2 proper amendments, which I think ought to be allowed to this 

ill. 

Mr. CONGER. Before you leave this matter of the label, will you 
allow me a question ? 

Mr. MASON. - Certainly. 

Mr. CONGER. I understood you to say that the statute of Illinois 


compels these dealers to brand this cotton-seed lard as ‘‘Iard com- 
und.?“ i 

Mr. MASON. Yes, sir; that is it exactly, 

Mr. CONGER. How does it compel them to brand the article which 
is sold as lard compound,“ but which has no lard whatever in it? 

Mr. MORGAN. That is cottolene. 

Mr. MASON. Yes, that is cottolene. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman explain to the House why it is 
that Mr, Fairbank is selling all over this country a product branded 
“lard compound” when it has not a particle of lard in it? 

Mr. MASON. He is not doing anything of the kind. 

Mr. CONGER. I can show that he is, 

Mr. MASON. I can show that he is not; and that ends the question 
for the present. 

Here is the brand [exhibiting a label] that is used on the product 
known as ‘‘cottolene.’’ Here is the beef in the cotton-field ! 

Mr. CONGER. There is not a pound of lard, I suppose, in the pack- 
ages that are marked in that way. 3 

Mr. MORGAN. Nota particle. 

Mr. MASON. And theretore it is a cleaner and healthier product. 
[Langhe] These gentlemen here should go back and study this 
question. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire that these amendments shall be considered as 
pending so that I can speak to all of them. I ask unanimons con- 
sent; I suppose there will be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAson] asks 
unanimous consent that certain amendments which are at the desk be 
considered as now pending. 

Mr. MASON. I can make my speech much shorter in this way; 
the amendments can be voted on whenever the House is ready. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the amendments will be 


read. 

Mr. MASON. I do not care to have them read. I want to speak 
to them and have them pending, so that they can be voted on when 
the House is ready. I will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that there is not one of these amendments that is not calculated, in my 
belief, to perfect the bill. Some of them, Iam satisfied, the gentleman 
will consent to. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I can not know—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois can reach the result 
he desires by having the amendments voted on. ‘The Clerk will read 
the first amendment. 

Mr. MASON. Wait a moment; that is not my request. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair so understood the gentleman’s request. 

Mr. MASON. The Chair misunderstood me. I wish to have the 
amendments pending, with leave to address my argument to them. In 
this way I can condense what I have to say and save the time of the 
House. I do not propose to make any dilatory motion or to do any- 
thing for the purpose of delay. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Idesire to reserve any points of order on the amend- 
ments. There is an amendment already pending to the biil, and per- 
haps—— à 

The SPEAKER. If the point of order is reserved, it excludes the 
amendments for the present. 

Mr. MASON. I ask unanimous consent to have the amendments 

nding. I can not see the least objection to that. 

Mr. BROSIUS. TI can not tell-whether I desire to make a point of 
order on the amendments unless I know what they are. 

The SPEAKER, Any amendment which maybe pending will have 
to be voted on after the previous question is ordered, unless the House 
should vote on it previously. 

Mr. CONGER. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. If unanimous 
consent should now be given to have these amendments pending, then 
I would like to know whether when we reach the hour of 4 o’clock on 
Saturday afternoon it will be in order to have a vote upon each of 
them. 

The SPEAKER. Each amendment pending would have to be voted 


upon. 
IMr CONGER. That might necessitate the calling of the roll forty 
or fifty times. 

Mr. MASON. Oh, no; I do not want anything of that kind. 

Mr. CONGER. For that reason I should object. 

Mr. MASON. Very well, then; return the amendments to me. 

Mr. CONGER, The offering of these amendments to the pending 
bill would afford an opportunity to the opponents of the bill to keep 
us here voting two or three days, There would be no limit to the 
time that they could delay its passage. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I give notice now that I desire to offer 
the following amendments, and I wish to be heard on them. I do not 
understand, in the first place, by what rule I am excluded from offer- 
ing them. I understand the ruling of the Chair to be that only one 
amendment can be pending. 

TheSPEAKER. Only onecan be pending. There is one now pend- 
2 It can be voted on, however, aud of course will give room for 
another. 


Mr. ADAMS. With the indulgence of my colleague, I desire to 
submit a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. MASON, Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS. By what proceeding can my colleague insure the right 
to have a vote on any one of these amendments ? 3 

The SPEAKER. By getting the House to sustain him, 

Mr. ADAMS, In what? 

The SPEAKER. Bysecuringa voteon theamendmentalready pend- 
ing, disposing of that, and then take up the next one, and so proceed- 
ing until he has disposed of the various amendments he wishes to offer, 

Mr. ADAMS, Then it would be necessary for my colleague to move 
the previous question on the pending amendment or else lose all chance 
of getting a vote on any one of these amendments, in case the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania in charge ot the bill chooses to shut him out 
by keeping the proper number of amendments pending so as to pre- 
vent any new ones from being offered. 

The SPEAKER, But the House has absolute control of the mat- 


ter by a vote on the amendments under the operation of the previous 


uestion. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then would not that occupy all of our time set 
apart for debate in voting on amendments? I hope the House will 
consider the amendments of the gentleman as a whole and let us goon 
with the debate. 

TheSPEAKER. Objection has been made to that. 

Mr. MASON. Well, Mr. Speaker, I propose to offer these amend- 
ments, and I trust to the fair play and sentiment of common honesty 
in this House to give me an opportunity to be heard on them, and also 
to give me a chance to haye the members vote on them before the bill 
is finally put upon its passage. Suppose we do take another day in its 
consideration; we are going to be heard, and the House ought to give 
me an opportunity when I say that I have important amendments to 
be offered in good taith to get them before the House for consideration 
and not suppress in this manner the right of amendment. I consider, 
Mr. Speaker, that any man who has got an ounce of gray matter in 
the upper part of his anatomy will concede the fairness of my prope- 
sition. [Laughter.] i 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Let mesuggest to the gentleman this plan: 
That of course if he offers his amendments now the House will have 
an opportunity of hearing them and also his discussion and explanation 
of them; and if they commend themselves to the favor of the House, 
there is no doubt that during the consideration of the bill they will 
be voted in. 

Mr. MASON. That is just what I want to do. I propose to sub- 
mit the amendments to the House as a part of my own remarks, 

In regard to the amendments I shall offer I would say this: That 
without any intention of flattering the Committee on Agriculture this 
is probably the most bungling piece of legislation that has ever been 
brought out from any committee-room of the House within my knowl- 
edge and experience; and I say this not because the gentlemen upon 
the floor who bring it forth are not able and competent, but because 
they have been too busy in attending to other matters of more impor- 
tance—the silver bill, for instance. [Laughter.] 

Several members rose. 

Mr. MASON. Have I the floor, Mr. Speaker? [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has had it nearly an hour. 

Mr. MASON, Well, I did not think I had it so long. 

I propose the following amendments, Mr. Speaker; but first let me 
state something of the pendency of this bill before the committee and 
the House. I did not know it was pending in the House until after 
it had been reported from the Committee on Agriculture, 

A MEMBER. It was not. 

Mr. MASON. The bill was pending when it was introduced. A 
bill was introduced some months ago. Now give me your attention 
and let me show you how it came out of the committee. It was intro- 
duced some months ago, what is known commonly as the Conger lard- 
bill. We had repeated hearings before the committee in regard to it. 
We were prepared to fight that bill at every step. We were ready in 
case the child should ever be born to meet the issue presented and 
prevent it from becoming a fall grown man. It came out of the com- 
mittee. This bill was introduced on the 28th of July by the gentle- 
man from Iowa, read twice, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, 
and ordered to be printed. On the 30th of July it was reported back 
to the House from the committee. — 

I have stood here all winter ready to meet and anxious to meet 
that bill, not only myself, but fifteen or twenty other gentlemen who 
occupy the same position in regard to it, and the first intimation that 
I had that the committee had shifted their plans and changed the bill 
was presented by the fact that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Brosius] reported the bill to the House of Representatives, having 
taken down to the committee-room a quorum and passed the bill out. 

And we now have it, gentlemen, before us, although we have never 
had an opportunity in the committee to offer an amendment to it. 
They went to the Internal Revenue Department (and by a mere chance 
I heard they were there) and got the Commissioner to take it up and 
hear the questions presented and decide them; and the opponents of 
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the bill were never heard at all. A more perfect star-chamber pro- 
ceeding was never had in any piece of legislation on this floor. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman yield for an inquiry? 

Mr. MASON. Well, my time is rather limited. The gentleman 
will have his own time. 

Mr. CONGER. I will let this come out of my own time. 

Mr. MASON. Very well. i 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to ask if you have not had the same oppor- 
tunity to meet this bill that you had to meet the bill No. 283? 

Mr. MASON. We haveif you give it; butif you order the previous 
question at 4 o'clock on Saturday and do not give a chance to offer 
amendments, then I say that we have had no chance to meet you in the 
Agricultural Committee; we have had no chance to meet you in the 
committee-rooms of the House of Representatives; we had no oppor- 
tunity of a hearing before the Commissioner of Internal Revenue; we 
have no opportunity before the House of Representatives; and the men 
who are opposed to the act had no opportunity whatever to know any- 
thing about what was being done with it, not one, and the only people 
who passed upon its merits were the two or three who had it in charge 
and the gentlemen interested in lard manufacture in the large cities 
throughout the country. 3 

Mr. CONGER. But, so far as the Committee on Agriculture was con- 
cerned, you had the same opportunity to mend this bill before the 
House that you would with reference to the other bill. 

Mr. MASON. Certainly; but it is a different bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. If you will allow me to make the suggestion, this 
bill was brought into the Committee on Agriculture with the report 
ready, before it had ever been submitted, that I was aware of, and was 
put through in five minutes. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. And came out again with the force and effect of 
a committee report. 

Mr. CONGER. There were no changes in the bill at all. 

Mr. MORGAN. There was no opportunity given to consider or dis- 
cuss the matter. 

Ax. MASON. I will have to decline to yield any further, as my time 
is already too short. I desire to offeranotheramendment. I desire to 
take the bill out of the license plan. In a bill knowu as the McKinley 
bill we have abandoned the license system. I have a letter here from 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue who recommends that the whole 
license system be taken out. This is what he said in his letter to me: 

Tt has been su that section 3, relative to licenses, be stricken out as in- 
consistent with the present internal-revenue system. 

Now, I want avoteuponthat. There are lots of gentlemen who may 
be in favor of this bill, who will vote to amend it to strike out the license 
system. The tax that you put upon it in the way of a revenue stamp 

is bound to protect the people against any fraud. This license system 
is simply to annoy the small merchants. To be sure the licenses are 
small, but the idea is simply to keep the retail merchant from going 
into the business at all, for the reason that they will bave to procure 
these licenses. I shall ask for a vote upon that amendment. 

I want an amendment to the first section of the bill, inserting the 
word healthy.“ I do not believe any one will object to that, in the 
definition of lard. The bill provides, that for the purposes of this act 
the word “‘lard’’ shall be understood to mean the food product usually 
known as lard, and which is made exclusively from the fresh fat of 
slaughtered swine. I desire to insert there the word“ healthy.“ 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Healthy swine instead of slaughtered swine? 

Mr. MASON. I do not mean to insinuate that the swine can be 
healthy after it is slanghtered; but I think we all understand by that 
that the pork must be from swine that are healthy before they are 
slaughtered. I believe that the members of this House would be will- 
ing to insert the word healthy and I believe that the manufact- 
urers of lard would be opposed to it. 

Now, to show some of the other inconsistencies of this bill, Mr, 
Speaker, I wish to have the bill amended, if it is bound to pass, so that 
it may conform to the Illinois statute. The Illinois statute says the 

must be marked lard compound,“ and to change these 
ds would cost thousands of dollars. Is there any justice in that? 

Mr. BROSIUS. Will my friend allow an interruption right there? 

Mr. MASON. Certainly. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I think the gentleman does not intend to be unfair 
in his interpretation of the statute of Illinois. Will he permit me to 
read the statute of Illinois? 
= Mr. MASON. Lou ean read it in yourown time when you have the 

oor. 

A MEMBER. Let him read it now. 

Mr. MASON. Very well; read it now. 

Mr. BROSIUS [reading]: 

In Illinois it is a penal offense to mix foods or compound them, except under 
the app name and notice that it is mixed is stam on each package, 
roll, or parcel. Butter must not be mixed with oleo, suine, beef-fat, lard, or 
other foreign substance, without pega a m the article with the true and appro- 

name and the percentage in wi ingredients enter into the composi- 
(Revised Statutes, pages 449-30.) 

Mr. MASON. That is not the statute I refer to at all. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Then I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. HILL. Will you read the Illinois statute if you have it there? 


1" 


Mr. MASON. Ihave sent for a copy of the Illinois statute, I had 
a copy of it a few days ago, but I have not the Inst edition here. I had 
a printed pt Sap an argument which was cited from the last revision, 
and it provides that when you mix any article with lard it shall be 
marked ‘‘lard compound.” That is the statute. If I am mistaken 
about it I have been misled by others who sent me a copy of the stat- 
ute, But I have no doubt that I am correct. 

Then, Mr. Speaker, suppose there was no statute upon the subject; 
what fairness, what honesty is there in saying that we must change 
our brands, and call it compound lard,” when we already call it 
“lard compound?“ Does it look likea fair, honest effort to compel us 
to obey the law? These things were known to this committee, at 
fairness or justice is there in that? Does it advise you any better as 
to what you are buying because it says compound lard’? than it would 
ifit said "lard compound? Is it not simply to levy blackmail upon 
the men that are running this business, to compel them to pay out 
money without any necessity? 

Mr. Speaker, Iam more anxious to get an expression of the House 
eee the amendment which I have offered, and which I think will be 

opted, than I am to continue my argument further, and for the pur- 
pose of getting a vote on the amendment I desire to move the previous 
question upon the pending amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE]. 

The SPEAKER. If no gentleman desires to debate the amendment 
the question can be taken without ordering the previous question. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. I have no 
disposition to offer obstruction to what is in accordance with order. 
My inquiry is whether it is in order to move the previous question on 
the pending amendment before the time comes when the previous ques- 
tion is ordered on all amendments under the rule, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks if is, 

Mr. BROSIUS. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas, if no one desires to debate it. 

Mr. MCRAE. I desire to say one word on theamendment before the 
previous question is ordered. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I would like to have the amendment read. 

The SPEAKER. Withont objection, the amendment will again be 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Add to section 1, the following words: 
“And rendered in open kettles, the process used by farmers and butchers.“ 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 
If no gentleman desires to debate it, the question can be put without 
ordering the previous question. 

Mr. MCRAE. I desire to say one word with reference to it, but I 
ean do so after the previous question is ordered. I do not desire to 
take up time by ordering the previous question, if I may be allowed to 
make a short statement. 

Mr. BROSIUS. If a vote is to be taken upon this amendment, I 
desire to say a word in opposition to it. 

Mr. McRAE. Say that ten minutes be allowed on each side. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I enre for but one moment. I think it is hardly 
to be expected that such an amendment as this would pass. 

Mr. McRAE. You are mistaken. 

Mr. BROSIUS. If such an amendment was made to this bill it 
would exclude all modes of rendering lard except one mode that was 
in use a hundred years ago, and will exclude all modes that may be 
discovered hereafter-—— 

Mr. McCLAMMY. And would be in the interest of the American 
farmer. 

Mr. BROSIUS.. I therefore do not think it ought to pass. 

Mr. CANNON. Inother words, if such an amendment as this goes 
on this bill it gives no chance for any regulation whatever. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Will the gentlemanallow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. BROSIUS. Yes, sir; if it is pertinent. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. If this amendment is adopted, does it 
not inure to the benefit of the farmer, who makes his lard in open 
kettle? 

Mr. BROSIUS. Oh, not at all. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understood the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mason] to have the floor for an hour to discuss this bill, and he 
moves an amendment, and this discussion isin that hour. Now, does 
this come out of the time of the gentleman or is it to oscillate and 
ricochet about and he hold the floor? Now, he wants a vote on this 
amendment, and I want to know whether or not this comes out of the 
gentleman’s time. 

Mr. MASON. I a not. 

Mr. BUTTERWORT I understand it does. 

Mr. MASON. J am willing to admit that it does not. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I have control of the time, and I would give 
him such time as he needs. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I would like to havea ruling u that 
point. The Chair will see thatit places the matter in a peculiar situ- 
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ation, as the gentleman could have an hour and could pursue this 
course, indefinitely extending his time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois announced that rather 
than go on with the discussion he would be willing to have a vote on 
the amendment. That indicated a willingness on his part to do busi- 
ness and to cease debate. The Chair so understood it, and in endeav- 
oring to facilitate his wishes the present status bas arisen. The gen- 
tleman from Arkansas desires to be heard in regard to hisamendment, 
and suggests that ten minutes be allowed on each side for debate, the 
previous question to be considered as ordered upon that amendment. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I do object. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. With the understanding that it comes out 
of the hour of the gentleman from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER, His hour has expired. 

Mr. MASON. I did not have an hour. I had as much time as I de- 
sired. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. And he can have all I can give him, if neces- 


925 5 BRPSIUS. Lam willing for a vote on the amendment, but I 
object to the ten minutes’ discussion. 

Mr. MASON. If the gentleman does not want to allow this amend- 
ment to be discussed for ten minutes on each side how can it be under- 
stood ? 

Mr. BROSIUS, A parliamentary inquiry, Mr, Speaker. This par- 
liamentary situation might ensue if we proceeded in this way, namely, 
an amendment is offered, and as only one can be pending at a 
time the previous question is moved upon that amendment. Debate 
is had upon it and an hour consumed, When that is over, another 
amendment may be offered. There being no amendment then pend- 
ing the previous question may be moved upon that amendment and 
another hour consumed in discussion; and thus, in offering amend- 
ments, one at a time and debating them, though briefly, may consume 
the entire time between this and 4 o’clock on Saturday afternoon. 

The SPEAKER. That would involve a discussion of the bill, which 
would be consideration of the bill. 
a bill to amend it or to offer to amend it. 

Mr. BROSIUS. That is very true. I made the inquiry simply for 
information, 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman from Illinois permit me to 
make a suggestion? 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the proposition for ten min- 
utes’ debate upon this question and then a vote? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this bill, and I hope it 
will be defeated unless materially amended and changed. Its friends 

talk long and loud against fraud and deceit, and yet the bill itself is a 
fraud in that it pretends to be a revenue bill, when in factitis a bill to 
suppress the manniacture of “lard compound“ or “ compound lard.” 
It is an effort to use the taxing power of the Government to strike 
down one industry, that of “‘lard compound,“ manufactured from 
lard. beef fat, and cotton-seed oil, admitted to be a pure food product, 
and buildup its rival that of ‘prime steam lard,” which, itis alleged, 
is sometimes made from hogs which were diseased or in a state unfit 
for slaughter, and that as a rule, it is charged, is made from the filthy 
and objectionable portions of the hog, which no one would eat with 
a knowledge of the facts. These two great industries have been heard 
at great length by the Committee on Agriculture. 

The testimony was reduced to writing and has been printed. I 
have it here, and if the half of it is to be believed there ought to be 
some system of inspection over both, so as to protect the people against 
the alleged cheats and swindles. I think the States are able to give 
all the necessary protection, but I would not object to so modifying this 
bill as to prohibit the transportation from one State to another of either 
“Jard compound?“ or“ prime steam lard ” until branded and marked 
so as to show what itis and what it is made of. We have the nu- 
donbted right to do this under the commerce clause of the Constitution. 
I ani inclined to think that we ought to do it, and we might embrace 
any other food product or article of commerce between the States 
where fraud in the manufacture is alleged. I am opposed to all kinds 
of frand and deceit and will go as far as anyone to suppress them, but 
we should be fair and treat all the industries alike. 

I am informed that the manufacturers of lard compound are 
fectiy willing and, in fact, do brand their manufactures so as to 
jast what they are. If they do not theyshould be made to doso. We 
know that cotton-seed oil is a pure vegetable oil and will stand the 
test of the closest inspection. It has never been condemned by any 
fair board of health or competent physician as unhealthy. That is all 
the mannfacturers of steam lard ought to want. It is all they pre- 
tended to want during the Filtieth Congress, as will appear from the 
statement of their representative before the Committee on oe 
of the Senate which I-will here quote: 


Senator Pluun. Your law in Massachusetts is all right so far as that State is 
8 vou are satisfied with that as I understood ? 

r. KIMBALL, Yes, sir. I want to say emphatically to the gentlemen on the 
ines side that if we could have these goods branded: what they are, if I could 
spo Lore . I would take the next train for Boston, and not spend another min- 

there was not a cent of tax. We have to have a bill for a starter, 


It is a part of the consideration of 


but we do not care a penny for the tax ifevery individual who sells these goods 
N them for what they are. (See record of hearings, Fiftieth Congress, 

It this be true, there is no use for this bill with its system of licenses, 
taxes, and penalties. Since that time I understand that the principal 
manufacturer of ‘lard compound” has changed his brands trom re- 
fined lard ” to lard compound,” at a cost of $20,000. The people still 
use it and, in many instances, prefer it to the product called ‘‘primesteam 
lard;“ and because of this fact the fight, supposed to have been settled 
by the branding, has been renewed, and it is said that it is done in the in- 
terest of the farmers. I emphatically deny that the fight is made by or 
for the farmers or that itis in their interest. It will not benefit them 
and they have not asked for it. It is the pork packers who have asked 
forit. The farmers of my section of the country, both black and white, 
have sent numerous petitions here against it. They know what it 
means. The colored cotton-growers, who now have a ready market for 
their cotton seed, are more interested in the defeat of the bill than any 
other class of farmers. . 

It will ruin this market for the sale of cotton-seed and deprive them 
of a cheap, wholesome food product. Besides, I hold that the farmers 
who grow cotton have justas much right to protection as those who 
raise hogs. If the Government needs the money—and I am inclined 
to think that if this Congress goes on much longer at the rate it is now 
increasing expenditures it will need it—then let us tax both indus- 
tries for the raising of revenue. I am. convinced that the manufact- 
urers of prime steam lard ” are imposing upon the country in attempt- 
ing to make their fight in the name of the farmers, Nobody knows 
better than these manufacturers that they, and they alone, will be 
benefited by the passage of this bill. I have proposed the pending 
amendment for the purpose of testing the sincerity of those who favor 
the bill and pretend to be the friends of the farmers. 

Their votes upon this amendment will settle the question as to 
whether they want to aid the farmers who raise the hogs or the rich man- 
ufacturers who make prime steam lard’? out of the whole hog, The 
effect of the amendment if adopted will be to require all imitation of 
lard, lard compound, and prime steam lard to be subject to the provisions 
of this bill so far as the tax, license, and branding are concerned, but will 
exempt all lard rendered in open kettles by the process used by farmers 
and butchers. No one charges that the farmers and butchers, who make 
after the old way much of the lard for our home market, have ever been 
guiltyof any fraudinrenderingit, I mean by this amendment to make 
lard rendered after the old method, from the leaf and other pure fat of 
the hog, the standard for pure lard and so faras we can to give a prefer- 
ence to it. 

Nobody fears that the ladies of our country who make lard for our 
farmers will ever be guilty of such frand as is charged against these 
rival corporations; they will never consent to use the fat of diseased 
hogs or anything else unwholesome. Adopt this amendment and thus 
eliminate the hog-grower from this fight. When that is done, let the 
war go on, if necessary, each fighting under his own colors. If the ver- 
dict of the people in the end is against the use of cotton-seed oil, then 
I shall not complain and the farmers from the cotton States will not 
complain. Allthey want is an open field and a fair fight. I do not 
know anything about either of the manufacturing concerns referred to 
in this debate and I take no stock in the abuse that they heap upon 
each other, but I do want the farmers to understand that itis a fight 
between rival industries inspired by avarice, the basest and most 
selfish of human passions.” 

Let us make haste to assure the farmers that they may go on in the 
future as they have in the past, making the fat of their hogs into lard 
without interfereuce on the part of any internal-revenueofiicer or with- 
out license, and that they are not at the mercy of any set of men or 
corporations fora market. Let usin fact protect them against all fraud 
and impurities in the manufacture of lard compound and prime 
steam lard’’ which may come in competition with the pure lard which 
they make for sale. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Your amendment isin their interest and will 
accomplish what they ought to have. 

Mr. MCRAE. I think it will, and for that reason I have presented 
it and hope it will be adopted by the House. I reserve the remainder 
of my time until I hear from the other side, 

Mr. BROSIUS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Harcr]. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I do not think it is necessary to occupy 
five minutes, or more than one minute, to show the effect of thisamend- 
ment. Thegentleman started out with the declaration that the amend- 
ments he intended to offer were to be offered in good faith. If the 
rest of bisamendments are like this he might simply have confessed —— 

Mr. MCRAE. I have at present none but this, 

Mr. = pa Iam speaking of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MASON 

Mr. MASON. I wish the gentleman to understand that I did not 


offer the pending amendment. I have been busy preparing my own 


amendment while this discussion has been going on. 

Mr. HATCH. I misapprehended the situation. I understood that 
the amendment just read was an amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GROSVENOR). It was offered by 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] and printed in the REC- 
ORD yesterday. x 

Mr, HATCH. Well, the effect of it would be simply this: It is an 
amendment which, if adopted, would not only kill the bill, but the 
bill as passed by the House would prohibit the manufacture of lard 
in the United States except in open kettles, and the gentleman 
knows, if he knows anything on the subject, that not 10 per cent. of 
the lard that is made in this country is made in open kettles. 

Mr. MCRAE. It does not prohibit the manufacture of any kind of 
lard, but will subject to a tax prime steam lard,” just as you pro- 
pose for ** lard compound. 

‘ane HATCH. The gentleman has not read the first section of the 

Mr. McRAE. Yes, I have. . 

Mr. HATCH. Or he does not understand its language. In that sec- 
tion pure lard is defined; and the gentleman proposes to add to that 
definition the words rendered in opon kettles, so that nothing can be 
considered pure lard unless it is rendered in an open kettle over the fire. 
Such a provision would not only prohibit the manufacture of lard, but 
would destroy absolutely the value of the hog product in the United 
States, because the most valuable part of that product that we export 
is the lard; and that is made by the steam process in every packing estab- 
lishment in the United States. _ Ninety per cent. of all the lard product 
of the country is made by the steam process, and every particle of your 
compound lard is made in the same way; not one ounce of it is made in 
a kettle. You might just as well prohibit the manufacture of lard as 
put on an amendment which will absolutely destroy the value of the 
hog product of the United States. 

The gentleman talks about protecting the farmer by this amend- 
ment. He could not strike a more deadly blow at every tarmer in the 
United States who raises a hog forsale. It is absolutely absurd to 
talk about the House entertaining for a moment the gentleman’s prop- 
osition. Defeat this bill if you please; but as to the idea of putting 
this amendment on, I have really no patience to discuss it further. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Before the gentleman takes his seat will he par- 
don a question? 

Mr. HATCH. Certainly. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Does the farmer export or does the packer? 
That is one question; and, further, I would like to know whether the 
poes of butter heed higher now than it was before the passage of the 
oleo: ine bill. 

Mr. TCH. The gentleman has already confessed to the House 

“that he is not himself this morning, either mentally or physically, as 
he did not sleep last night, and therefore he can not understand 

Mr. McCLAMMY. 1 want you to help me. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman knows that the market which the 
farmer has for his hogs is with the packer, and without that market 
hogs would not be worth the acorns that they eat. 

r McCLAMMY. And the packer buys just as low ss he can 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Haro] as usual questions the right of anybody else except himself to 
speak for the ſarmers. Iam not surprised at the statements made by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brostus] as to the pending amend- 
ment, but I am surprised at the statement of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri. He ought to know better; but he either does not understand 
the purpose and effect of it or misrepresentsit. He has evidently given 
but little attention to it, although it was offered on yesterday and was 
printed in to-day’s RECORD. Whether he has patience to discuss it or 
not we will see that he has an opportunity to vote upon it. 

I repeat that the effect of it, if adopted, will be to exempt from in- 
spection, branding, and taxation all lard made from the fat of hogs 
rendered in open kettles as is usual by farmers and butchers. It will 
not have the effect to prevent the manufacture of any kind of lard what- 
ever. All other substitutes and compounds will be subject to the re- 
maining provisions of this bill, modified as they may be so as to make 
them applicable to all alike. The tax may be reduced or the bill 
changed so as to only provide for the branding. These matters can all 
be looked after when this amendment has been adopted, if it is. I can 
only move one amendment at a time, and it is hardly fair to say that 
it is not consistent with some other section of the bill. We will make 
it so if it is agreed to. Gentlemen complain that it destroys the pur- 
pose of the bill. As I understand the purpose—the destruction of a 
great ey = does. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] 
in effect admits that any industry coming within the provisions of the 
bill would be destroyed. 

The trouble about the bill is that its purpose is wrong, and unless it 
can be made just and fair ĩt ought to be destroyed. Gentlemen tell us that 
the process used by farmers is old and to somè extent out of use. That is 
true, but it is clean and free from fraud. All of us who know anything 
about the farms know that much of the lard used by our own people is 
made in this way and is sold in jarsand tin buckets to the country mer- 
chants and to the grocers of the towns and cities, and by them retailed 
to theircustomers. The people know that it contains no filth and that 
it is just what it is sold for. They know that it has been made from 


the pure leaf fat of the hog and is fit for biscuits and the best of bread. 


They do not use it with the dread that it has come from the vats of 
some heartless corporation. If we will compel these rival corporations 
to brand their own products we will have.more of such lard. The 
time was when we had no other, and then there was nocomplaint. If 
youare forthe farmers in fact showit by voting for this amendment. If 


you do not, then let us hear no more from you about them in this con- 
test. 


Mr. REILLY. I ask that the first section of this bill be read with 
the words proposed to be added by the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. 
McRae]. I think this will demonstrate that the argument of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] is correct. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be il enacted, etc., That for the purposes of this act the word “lard” shall be 
understood to mean the food product usually known as lard, and which is made 
exclusively from the fresh fat of slaughtered swine and rendered in open ket- 
tles, the process used by farmers and butchers. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, in the five minutes re- 
maining for the discussion of this question I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the weakness of the amendment of my friend from 
Arkansas [Mr. McRar]—I was going to use another word. That 
amendment would make this first section apply, as I understand, to 
lard rendered by farmers and butchers. Now, my friend must know 
that in his own district there are a great many people who are neither 
farmers nor butchers, but who occasionally kill hogs and render, the 
3 the gentleman's amendment these persons would not be 
reached. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh; that is a mistake. 

Mr. McRAE, The amendment does not require that the 
rendering the lard shall be a farmer or a butcher, but simply 
shall adopt the process of farmers and butchers. ` 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. The object of the amendment is plain 
enough. It is to kill the bill. The farmer does not render his s 
he sells his pork after the hog is killed to the packer or dealer, and the 
lard is made, not by the farmer, but by others. The farmer simply 
asks that in selling that which is pure and wholesome he shall not be 
compelled to compete with people who are banking upon his pure prod- 


ucts, 

Mr. MCRAE. And he wants to be protected against Squires & Co., 
as well as Fairbanks & Co. 

Mr. KELLEY. Iwould like to ask if the gentleman from Arkansas 
would not permit an amendment to his amendment, aud make it read 
“iron kettles.” My friend from Iowa here says that it is unbealthy 
to render fat in brass kettles, and there may besome mistake by these 
tailors, lawyers, and others that the gentleman from Michigan speaks 
about that might get them into trouble. 

Mr, STOCKDA The gentleman from Iowa is not a very good 
chemist, I apprehend. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Arkansas. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 50, noes 
61. 

Mr. MeRAE, Mr, McCLAMMY, and others demanded the yeas and 


rson 
at he 


nays. 

The SPEAKER, As many as are in favor of ordering the yeas and 
nays will rise and stand until counted. 

Mr. MASON. I hope the gentleman from Arkansas will let us have 
a vote on the other amendments—— 

Mr. McCLAMMY. No; this is the important amendment, This is 
the proof of the pudding. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I give notice that we are not going to 
have the time of the House consumed in voting on amendments, and 
that we are going to treat this bill as others have been treated under 
the special order of the House. 

Mr. MASON. Well, I do not know that you have any special right 
toserve notice on me. 

Several members rose. 

The SPEAKER. If gentlemen will reflect for a moment they must 
understand that debate can not go on while the demand for the yeas 
and nays is being considered. 

Mr. MASON. Iam not debating, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not address himself particularly to 
the gentleman from Illinois, but several other gentlemen were discuss- 
ing the question. 

The question is on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 65, nays 102, not 
voting 160; as follows: 


YEAS—65, 
Adams, Catchings, Forney, McClammy, 
Bankhead, Cheatham, Frank, McCreary, 
ig, Clarke, Ala, Gibson, McDuffie, 
Belknap, Clements, Hayes, MeMillin, 
Bland, Crain, Henderson, N.C, McRae, 
Blount, Kelley, Moore, Tex. 
ickner, Culberson, Tex. Kinsey, Morgan, 
n, Dockery, Lanham, Mutchler, 
3 Elliott, Leblbach, 

Candler, Ga. Ellis. Lester, Ga. O'Neill, Pa. 

ton, Featherston, Mason, en, In 
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Peel, Skinner, Tucker, 
Price, Stewart, Tex, Turner, Ga, 
Robertson, Stockdale, Turner, N. Y, 
Rowland. Stone, Ky. Vandever, 
Sayers, Taylor, III. allace, Ñ. 
Shively, Ti if Wheeler, Ala. 
NAYS—102. 
Allen, Mich. Co Houk, 
Anderson, Kans, Connell Kerr, Iowa 
Atkinson, Pa. Cooper, Ind. Lacey. 
Atkinson, W. Va. Culbertson, Pa. Laidlaw, 
Baker, Darlington, Laos, 
Dingley, 1 ig 
Dunnett Martin, Ind 
wi une n, Ind. 
8 Evans, MeCormick, 
ingham, 8 McKenna, 
Bliss, Flick, McKinley, 

n, Forman, offitt, 
Bowden, Fowler, Moore, N.H 
Brookshire, 233 ee 
Brosi ear, Morse, 
BDA Va. Gest, Niedringhaus, 
Butterworth, Grosvenor, Norton, 
Bynum, Hall, O'Donnell, 
Cannon, Hansbrough, O’Ferrall, 

2 Hatch, S wens, Ohio 
Caruth, Haugen, 
Caswell, Haynes, Pugsley, . 
Clancy, Heard, Quackenbush, 
Clark, Wis. Henderson, Iowa , Raines, 
Cogswell, Hill, Randall, 
Comstock, Hitt, Ray, < 
NOT VOTING—160. 
Abbott, Dalzell, Lee. 
Alderson, Dargan, Lewis 
Allen, Miss, Davidson Lind, 
Anderson, Miss. De Haven, Lodge, 

, Dibble.” Mats, 
Arnold, Dibble, Maish, 
Barnes, Dickerson, Mansur, 

e, Dolliver, Martin, Tex 
Belden, Dunphy, McAdoo, 
x Edmunds, McCarth; 
Blanchard, Enloe, McClellan, 
er, Ewart, McComas, 
Boutelle, niey, McCord 
reckinridge, Ark, Fitch, Miles, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fithian Milliken, 
Brewer, lood, Mills, 
Brower Flower, Montgomery, 
Brown, J. B. Geissenhainer, 1 
Browne, T. M. Gifford, Morrill 
Brunner, Goodnight, Mudd, 
Buchanan, N. J. Greenhalge, Nute, 
Buchanan, Va. Grimes, O’Neall, Ind. 
Buckalew, Grout, O'Neil, Mass. 
Bullock, Hare, borne, 
Burrows, Harmer, Outhwaite 
Caldwell, Hemphill, Parrett, 
N Henderson, III. Payne, 
Candler, Mass. Herbert, Paynter, 
©, Hermann, Payson, 
Chipman, Holman, Penington 
Clunie, Hooker, rkins, 
b, Hopkins, rry. 
Col Kennedy, rs, 
Cooper, Ohio Kerr, Pa Phelan, 
Cothran, etcham, ickler, 
Covert, Kilgore, Pierce, 
Cowles, 2 Quinn, 
Craig, La Follette, Reyburn, 
Cummings, Lawler, son, 
Outcheon, Laws, Rife, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Whiting, 
Wilkinson, 
Wilson, W. Va. 


Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
TOVO, Pa. 


The following pairs were announced until further notice: 


Mr. OSBORNE with Mr. MILLS. 


Mr. PICKLER with Mr. DICKERSON: 


Mr. MILES with Mr. SPINOLA. 


Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBOTT, 
Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. CAMPBELL. 
Mr. REYBURN with Mr, TRACEY. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, with Mr. ENLOE. 
Mr. PAYNE with Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia. 


Mr. LODGE with Mr. ANDREW. 


Mr. Craic with Mr, OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. SNIDER with Mr. BoATNER. 

Mr. COLEMAN with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 
Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. WILEY. 


Mr. GIFFORD with Mr, HARE. 


Mr. BREWER with Mr. HOOKER. 


Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 


Mr. Morrow with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

Mr. McCo: with Mr. GIBSON. 

Mr. W. ER, of Michigan, with Mr. Conn. 
Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON, 


Mr. Ewart with Mr. Stump. 


Mr. VAN SCHAICK with Mr. PARRETT. 
Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. MAGNER. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 
Mr. TUCKER with Mr. GREENHALGE. 


Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. 


Mr. Grout with Mr, FITCH, 5 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. Perry. 

Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. CLUNTE, 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. De Laxo with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. LIND with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. Nurk with Mr. BARNES. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. BLANCHARD. 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. SMYSER with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. MCADOO. 

Mr. Josern D, TAYLOR with Mr. BRUNNER. 

Mr. HorkIxs with Mr. COWLES. 

Mr. SANFORD with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. Morey with Mr. MCCARTHY. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr, GEISSENHAINER. 

Mr. THomas M. Browne with Mr. WASHINGTON. 

Mr. FLoop with Mr. DARGAN. ; 

Mr. DE HAVEN with Mr, Brads, on all questions except bankrupte 
and national-bank legislation. 

Mr. STIVERS with Mr. Covert, until Mriday next. 

Mr. ScuLL with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. for the rest of this 
week. 

Mr. WADE with Mr. PAYNTER, for the rest of this day. 

Mr. ROCKWELL with Mr. COTHRAN, on this vote. 

Mr, WADDILL with Mr. VAux, on this vote. 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. LEF, on this bill. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, on this vote. 

Mr, CALDWELL with Mr, YODER, on this vote. z 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, with Mr. MONTGOMERY, on this vote. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, 
for the rest of this day. 

Mr. FLICK with Mr. FITHIAN, for the rest of this day. 

Mr. Evans with Mr. RICHARDSON, for the rest of this day. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired with my colleague [afr 
CLUNTE], but in accordance with an understanding with him I have 
voted upon this question. 

Mr, ATKINSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with 
my colleague [Mr, ALDERSON], but, not regarding this as a political 
question, I have voted upon it. I believe if he were present he would 
vote as I do. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr, MASON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer another amendment 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire as to the di- 
vision of time and as to the order of recognition. 

The SPEAKER. Any gentleman in favor of the bill who desires to 
be recognized will be recognized first. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I yield half an hour to the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, the questions involved in 
oe ainsa of te bill pro a new. 3 was 3 the 

iftieth Congress fully to the subject-matter of this proposed legisla- 
tion. Congress gave heed to the question not fom, an se 
the part of men engaged in the trade, but because of the deliberate 
and thoughtful action of the farmers of this country as formulated 
in their various organizations; and this bill is the result of their 
action, as shown by such organizations, notably the National Gran 
which called for this legislation years before it was agitated here. 

So much for the reason why the bill is here. We are told by my 
friend from Illinois [ Mr. Mason] that there is no demand for this leg- 
islation, and instead of being a benefit to the farmer it would prove 
and is intended to be a curse to the consumers, who are his constitu- 
ents, He refers to the tax of 2 mills a pound upon all compounds 
of lard. In answer to that, sir, I say that the lard compound can be 
produced and sold at a profit for two-thirds of what lard can, or at 
the outside three-fourths. The article can be put on the market at 
three-fourths the cost of the pure lard and pay the tax besides. Hence, 
if gentlemen engaged in this business are desirous of ‘feeding the 
constituents” of my friend, who are not able because of their weak- 
ness “to carry the coffins of their little ones to the cemetery,” all in 
the world he has to do is to get his other constituents to “‘come 
down” with a part of their 100 per cent. profit upon their goods. 

Now my friend states that this is intended as 8 aga 
the Southern farmer. He “pleads guilty” to such adverse legisla- 
tion and calls a halt. In other aaah: he is “‘ marching to the music 
of the Union” upon all bills until he reaches one where somebody in 
Chicago wants him to go the other way. 

5 LAND. Perhaps he thinks the South is not a part of tha 
nion. : 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan declines to yield. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I would g yield. 


ladi 
but I decline for two reasons. First, I am easily nonplused Tiugh: 
ter]; secondly, I have but little time. 
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Mr. Speaker, it is not true that this bill ean in any way, shape. 
or manner affect the man who 1 cotton if what is claim 
for a is Regs int —— ore the evidence 575 ex- 
perts all over the country, introdu y gentlemen engaged in its 
production, that cotton-seed oil is in all respects superior as an arti- 
cle of food to hog’s lard, and hence it is absurd to suppose, if these 

entlemen have brought this article, raised upon Southern farms, 
o such a perfect state, that by any ibility we can injure the 
Southern farmers by compelling the pepis of the Uni States 
when they nse cotton-seed oil to use it without the adulteration of 


hog’s 5 
But that is not all my friend finds fault about. He charges here 
that the packers of lard make use of the hogs that die in transit upon 
the cars and that they are made into lard for consumption. at 
proof have we that ‘lard compound” does not contain the same 
unfit in ient? What evidence have we that it also is not made 
from animals dying in transitu? It is absurd to make such an argu- 
ment and undertake to defeat this bill upon any such proposition. 

Another argument my friend uses at this point is that we ought 
not to undertake to ruin Mr. Fairbank. Mr. Speaker, I do not think 
we onght to use names here. I do not, except as I am compelled to 
by what the gentleman has said. I have not a derogatory word to 
say about them; but when my friend talks about “impoverishing” 
a great firm, because forsooth they may have to pay something to 
change the brand on their goods and because they may have to pay 
2 mills a pound tax upon their products, is to talk an absurdity to 
intelligent men. 

Now there are two parties to this contention, and the object of 
this bill is to protect one against the other. First, are these men 
who are en in making lard compound, a 9 made up 
of lard, cotton-seed oil, stearine, and possibly other in ients. 
That is the one party, and they brand their product “ com- 
pound” solely and only for the purpose of having the people of this 
country buy it as and for lard. On the other hand are the producers 
of the ogs in this country. Fifty millions in number is the product 
yearly. It is an industry that as far as dollars and cents are con- 
cerned outranks the business of cotton-raising. 

This industry lies at the foundation of the prosperity of the farm- 
ers north of the Ohio and west of Buffalo. It is a question of some 
8 to them, then, whether it shall be interfered with by 
unfair aud misleadin competition. Now, we are told that this 
cotton-seed oil is health . We are told furthermore that the farm- 
ers who favor this legislation do not know what they want. One 
witness in the Fiftieth Congress in his testimony laid down this 
proposition relative to the men for whom I speak, the farmers of my 

istrict and State and the Northwest, to wit: 

If we consider that we can make an article that meets the demand of our trade, 
fulfills the wanta of trade, and is pape and wholesome and valuable, and can put 
in 50 to 60 per cent. of cotton-seed ofl, and harden it with 20 per cent. of to 
make it firm, it meets the demand of our trade. That is all they (the con- 
sumers) want. We know what they want better than they do themselves. 

Again: 

If we choose to say we are willing to put in our brand of refined lard only about 
20 per cent. of lard, we consider it perfectly fair to do it. 

If that is true that the compound is 80 per cent. cotton-seed oil 
ånd only 20 per cent. lard, why do they not brand it, if they propose 
to be honest with the people, as ‘‘cotton-seed oil compound?” 
Why do they attach the word ‘‘lard” to it? It is done, sir, for the 
purpose of selling the commodity as and for lard, and by so doing 
they are defran the farmers of this country of a market they 
otherwise would have. 

‘The farmer can not afford to pay a tax upon hislard. That is the 
“ raw material,“ so to speak. It must go from him to the consumer 
as cheaply as possible in order to bring him any profit. If it is true 
that we are bound to protect the industries of the United States, it 
follows that this industry, which is so important a factor in the 

rosperity of all farmers, is entitled to protection first, Sir, he, the 

armer, for years has been cheated by putting upon the market that 
which is not lard for lard, and the product he had to sell illegiti- 
mately depressed in price because of such competition. 

In the Fiftieth 9 Pie the men engaged in manufacturing this 
compound took the bold ground that they had a perfect 2 to put 
this article upon the market as lard, and if the people found ont 
there was anything else in it, it was becanse those people were 
shrewd enough to do so; and they, the manufacturers, were not 
bound to disclose it. But after the investigation that took place 
then, when the attention of the country was called to the fact that 
this compound had superseded the pure article to the extent it had 
and when public indignation began to manifest itself, then they, in 
order to avert the threatened legislation, said, “We will brand 
this as ‘lard compound.’” Up to that time, Mr. Speaker, these very 

rties had branded that compound as refined lard.” Will my 

riend from IIlinois dispute that? 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. I decline to be interrupted. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. They had branded what was not lard 
as refined lard” and sold it to the people of this country for what 
it was not. Did that affect the farmer? Certainly; because the 
product that they called Refined lard” was made far more cheaply 
than pure lard could be, and by that the farmer was cheated. It is 
exactly as every farmer in the United States who raised wool was 


cheated oo false and fraudulent invoices made of woolen goods 


imported into this country under another name, the tariff upon which 
was lower than the law permitted on woolens, and we were com- 
pelled here to pass a law to correct the evil that had depressed the 
price of every pound of wool grown in this country for years and 
years. This is but another example of how the farming communit 
has been swindled and robbed and cheated by taking that whic 
they produce or have the oe to produce and making an imitation 
an pasing it upon the market for the genuine. 

Take cotton-seed oil. Why, gentlemen from the South, you know 
that every quart of cotton-seed oil to-day is controlled by the cotton- 
seed-oil trust, and the farmer of the South takes just exactly what 
this “combine” gives him and no more, You are doin Sim no 
justice by fighting this bill. And, Mr. Speaker, the National Grange 
of the United States, representing the farmers of every State in this 
Union save two, in its annual convention, after deliberate discussion 
of this whole question, has for years demanded this legislation. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman how tho na- 
tional granges could have asked for the p: of this bill for the 
last two or three years, when it was only introduced in this House 
on the 26th of last July. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. If my friend had paid attention to what 
I said in the be inning, he would have understood that 1 told him 
and the House that this bill is the result of agitation and discussion 
upon this whole question by the farmers themselves for years before 
the bill was brought into the House. They are the authors of this 
bill, not we, They demanded this legislation before the gentle- 
man himself knew the difference between lard and cotton-seed oil. 
[ Leaguer] 

Mr, KELLEY. Ido not know it yet. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. And any man who thinks that the farm- 
ers do not know what we are doing in this Congress upon this 

uestionis wofully deceived. What do we ask in this bill? Simply 
that a man who proposes to sell ‘‘lard compound” shall label it, so 
that people shall know what they are buying. We simply say that 
the great industry upon which the prosperity of the farmers of this 
country s0 largely depends shall not be imperiled by false 8 
thrown upon the market; that people shall not be inveigled into 
buying for lard that which is not lard; that there shall be no “false 
lights along the shore” to lure the consumer or wrong the producer, 
if by legislation we can prevent it. 

When men sell something for lard whichis not lard, they thereby, 
to that extent, wrong the man who sells pure lard or fattens pork 
for the p of selling it to manufacture into lard for the market. 
They deceive the public also to that extent, and this law steeply. 
steps in and not only says that any man who engages in that basi- 
ness shall let the people know what he is selling, but also in order 
to enforce the law itis further provided that he shall pay enough 
tax upon thisarticlé to pay allexpenses and bring the matter within 
our jurisdiction, for that is all the tax is levied for, and gentlemen 
know it very well. A 

It is in evidence, Mr. Speaker, by the experts who have testified 
in relation to the subject, that this compound can be produced from 
5 to 10 per cent. cheaper than pure lard can, and is it any hardship 
to compel these men to label their goodsas what they are, and re- 
quire that after labeling them they shall pay the expenses that may 
accrue because of the necessity of having laws to protect consumers 
wie want honest goods? $ E i : 

t is not necessary, sir, to expend much time upon this question. 
will say to members of the anre, as I have already said to my 
friend from Kansas [Mr. KELLEY], that this bill is not of our orig- 
inating. In 8 it the House of Representatives will be but keep- 
ing pace with the demands of the people, who run ahead of us in 
this as they do upon all the t questions affecting the entire 
country; for to- ay) Mr. Speaker, it is the rule and not the excep- 
tion that the people of this county who are engaged in farming, 
while they lead isolated lives, are as well read and understand what 
is going on and what they want as well as the denizens of the city, 
and oftentimes a good deal better. Although gentlemen who oppose 
this bill may claim that they know better than the farmer what he 
wants, I deny it. The farmers not only know what they want, but 
they are not very backward in expressing their wants this year. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. Speaker, agriculture has been depressed. That is true. But 
in spite of all the obstacles the farmer has had to contend with, in 
spite of all the various combinations that have been made against 
him, the census will show that he has been able, by his increased 
knowledge, by his industry, by his thrift, to forge ahead many de- 
grees beyond the point where he stood in 1880. But, sir, that does 
not absolve us from the duty we owe him to lift any burden that 
unfairly rests upon his shoulders, and when you allow any combina- 
tion to be put upon the market that is an imitation of his products 
and permit it to be sold without putting the buyer upon his guard, 

ou are to that extent cheating the farmer of that which belongs to 
him, If agricniture becomes sweat the evil effects are felt every- 
where, and it should not be subject to competition from imitation 
products sailing under a false and assuming a false name. 

In conclusion, I want my friends who are op to this bill in 
the interest of ‘lard compound” to tell me tell the country, if 


> 
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this product is so superior an article, why they do not brand it“ cot- 
ton-seed-oil compound.“ Why do they stick to the name “lard,” 
unless by so doing they are improving the chances of selling their 
wares? Is it not clearly an attempt to get the trade of those who 
want lard 8 that this compound” is lard when it is 
something else? 

It is for these reasons, sir, that this bill should receive the sanc- 
tion of the House of Representatives. It is because this 3 is 
yitally necessary to the welfare and prosperity of the farmers. Itis 
because he, isolated as he is, can not compete with vigorous organ- 
ized opposition with great capital behind it. It is because the peo- 
ple of the United States when they purchase an article of such uni- 
versal use as lard are entitled to know what 1985 are buying. 

Gentlemen talk about the cost of the label. y dear friend from 
Chicago [Mr. Mason] trots out this label of Fairbank & Co. and 
pleads with us not to pass this bill because of the expense to which 
it will subject this great firm to changeit. Shades of Croesus, the 
elder Rothschild, and Commodore Vanderbilt! The idea of t g 
about any little expense of that kind affecting men who are wort 
their millions and who have increased those millions by bringing 
into competition with the product of the farmers of this country a 
commodity that is not represented to be what it is. For these rea- 
sons, Mr. Speaker, I ask that this bill shall be passed as reported by 
the committee. [Applause. ] 

Mr. MASON. Will the gentleman tell me how anybod 
8 by changing the words * compound lard ” into“ 

un * 

1 5 ALLEN, of Michigan. That is not all there is in the bill. 

Mr. MASON. That is one of the pungs. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Yes, that is one of the things; and so 
far as that provision goes it is good enough. The benefit to the 
farmer from the passage of this bill will be that his product will be 
taken out of the field of competition with a bogus commodity which 
is gaining place and favor by eee, ge a name which belongs to 
the farmer's product alone, lard. That is the way the farmer will 
be benefited. We simply want you to abandon your false pretenses 
so far as this commodity is concerned. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that a number of 

tlemen on both sides desire to make remarks on the pending bill, 

ask unanimous consent that we take a recess at 5 o'clock this even- 

ing until 8 o’clock, and that the evening session be exclusively for de- 
bate on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BROSIUS} 
asks unanimous consent that at 5 o’clock to-day the House take a recess 
until 8 o’clock, the evening session to be for debate only upon the 
pending bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I now yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. HENDERSON]. 

Mr. MASON. Before the gentleman from Iowa proceeds I desire 
the Chair to answer a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to offer amend- 
ments to this bill, and are we to understand now that the offering of 
amendments and the discussion for and against those amendments will 
come out of the time allowed to the opponents of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. Discussion of the amendments is a part of the dis- 
cussion of the bill. 

Mr. MASON. Iam perfectly willing that the time oceupied by the 
opponents of the bill in discussing these amendments should come out 

the time in opposition to the bill; but the time occupied by mem- 
bers in opposing the amendments should not come out of the time al- 
lowed to the 2 of the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. According to the custom of the House, the time 
would be equally distributed 

Mr. MASON. Very well; that is all right 

The SPEAKER, Or rather the distribution of time might have some 
reference to the number of persons wanting to speak —the amount of 
opposition. The Chair supposes that the object of the distribution of 
time in an assembly like this is that, so far as possible, all views may 
be represented in the discussion. 

Mr. MASON. Thus far, Mr. Speaker, I have had no chance to have 
one of my amendments voted on, Now, I ask, when will the time 
come when I can present an amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brostus] 
had one hour, which he employed in favor of the bill; the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. McCiamary] had an hour, which was occu- 
pied against the bill. At the end of that time, the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Mason] suggested that he would like to offer some amend- 
ments; and the Chair, in order to facilitate the proceeding, suggested 
that the amendments already offered should be voted on. After that, 
the other side claimed the floor, on the ground that they were entitled 
to their second hour; the Chair accorded that to them; and after‘that 
he Chair will recognize the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Mc- 
CLA rx] who, by consent of the House, is entitled to control the de- 
bate on that side of the question. 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mason] 
allow me a ion? k é 

Mr. MASON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HERBERT. The parliamentary difficulties in which we are 


will be 
com- 


involved show simply that any bill which we really want to consider 
properly ought to be considered in Committee of the Whole; I there- 
fore suggest that the gentleman move we go into Committee of the 
Whole, so as to consider this bill as it ought to be considered. 

Mr. CONGER. Regular order! g 
+ Mr. BROSIUS. I have the floor, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROSIUS. _ I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HENDERSON]. 

Mr. MASON. Justone moment. Asa question of privilege I wish 
to correct a statement I made; it will not come out of the time of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. In referring to the statute of the State 
of Illinois I fell into an inaccuracy. While I stated the substance of 
the statute—— 2 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. MASON. I consider that I have the right to make this correc- 
tion as a matter of personal privilege. 

Mr. BROSIUS. If it does not come out of my time I do not object. 

Mr. MASON. Ido not intend to enter into any discussion, but onl 
to make an Seen for one moment, Š 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. MASON. The Illinois statute provides that the mark on the 
package may be either compound lard ” or “‘lard compound.” Qaot- 
ing the act from memory, I said that the dealer was confined to the 
words lard compound.” LI only wished to call attention to this slight 
inaccuracy into which I fell, not then having the statute before me. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. What is the date of that act? 

Mr. MASON. June 3, 1889. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, in the consideration of 
the pending bill no question is raised as to the power of Con to 
enact the law presented by the Committee on Agriculture, That mat- 
ter was thoroughly gone over in the consideration and of the 
oleomargarine act, which, so far as it has been tested, he been sus- 
tained by the courts of the land. It is only a question of polic 
whether Congress should or should not exercise this power 2515 lard y 
adulterations and false branding. I believe, sir, that this is a case 
that demands the exercise of our legislative functions in the manner 
contemplated in the bill before us. 

Mr. Speaker, all nations, especially back in the Dark Ages, have 
plundered each other without regard to the ethics involved. The 


further back in history you go the more freedom you find in the 
plundering of each other by nauona and often with pecuniary ad- 
vantage. nancially when he relieves the 


The oe 8 acs profits 
honest traveler of his pocket-book and appropriates the contents; 
but when it comes to citizens ofa common country plundering each 
other I can not see where it is in any degree defensible; and when 
it is demonstrated that high-handed plunder has been going on here 
between our own citizens for years past, it is no wonder that we find 
ourselves flooded with petitions asking for redress and demanding 
protection. Iam against the highwaymen in any form. 

My friend from Illinois (Mr. Mason), whose gifted powers of 
speech I never appreciated more than I have done this afternoon, 
when he would actually tear the clouds from the heavens and make 
sunshine when it does not exist, becomes pathetic in his denuncia- 
tion of food adulteration. I wish that those for whom he appeals 
felt as he does upon the question. I wish that they acted on that 
line of thought. But they do not; they have not done so. 

The gentleman tells us that they have abandoned their false brands 
and now sell these commodities under their true colors. When did 
they experience this wonderful change of heart? Not, Mr. Speaker, 
until the American Congress had the whole fan of them by the 
throat, choking them until they were turning lack in the faces and 
until the Illinois legislature had the paddle raised to pummel them 
in the reaz did they experience this conversion. 

Mr. GEST. That is so. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is the truth of it. But for the 
movement demanding the putting down of this highway robbery, 
for I will call it nothing else, these new brands, wonderfully new, 
would not to-day have been exhibited in their perfection and beant 
by the gifted gentleman from Illinois. But the farmers of this 
country, the consumers of this country, and their Representatives 
on this floor do not intend, Mr. pay to be deceived or driven 
from this present line of action by this exhibition of the brands that 
these parties are now using. We intend that they shall continuets 
use them, and that no masked highwaymen shall again take the 
road of commerce to plunder the people who wish to use pure lard 
or the farmers who produce it, 

But my friend from Illinois pleads for the laboring men, and puts 
them eloquently in antithesis tothe farmers. That was entirely un-- 
necessary. It occurred to me as he drew that beautiful picture of 
the laboring man and how he was suffering, if he referred to the 
Armours and the Fairbanks and other men of that class engaged in 
this business who have in years past amassed millions upon millions 
at the expense of the people and the laboring peuple of the country, 
how they would chuckle over that description of them as laboring 
men. he did not mean them, but had reference to the toilera in 


Chicago, in Dubuque, and in other cities, then I say to my friend from 
Illinois, reserve your tears and your eloquent and pathetie appeals, 
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for they are out of place in defending men who have been charging 


pound more than the 


your laborers and mine from 3 to 43 cents per 8 — 
re these the men or the 


vile compound offered for sale was worth. 
privileges that my friend defends here! 

Bat he says this legislation is not demanded by the farmers of the 
country ; that they want the pure-food bill. I don't know how it is 
with the other ey Tp of the people, but I have had peti- 
tions from over fifty Alliances from the Third district of lowa, from 
which I come, and in every instance, I believe, they named in con- 
nection with the words“ pure-food bill” the Con er bill, and they 
know what it means. They are not asking to load us up with all of 
the evils that confront us, and there are plenty; but here is a high- 
Wayman, armed and equipped with deadly Wappen? from top to toe, 
and they want us to throttle him. We will take care of the other 
villains as we proceed. 

This is the bill that my farmer constituents have petitioned for, 
and the petitions themsclves will verify the statement. And that is 
not all. Mr. August Post, secretary of the Farmers’ Alliance of my 
State, and secretary also of the National Alliance of the United States 
was here but a few days ago in the interest of this legislation, an 
he told me with his pun ipa that it was this Conger bill that the 
farmers he represented were for and wanted. Don't let my eloquent 
friend from Illinois throw dust in the eyes of any Representative. 
This bill now before us is whatis petitioned for, is what is demandea 
by the farmers, and is what is needed by the country. 

But, Mr. Speaker, how quickly the time flies. I wanted to touch 
upon the frauds upon the ‘ brands,” to describe the articles that 
enter into this article; but I see that I will have no time to enter 
into theso details. I will take the liberty of incorporating into my 
ig something on this subject, but I want to refer here to the 
brands. 

Now, all that we want is fair play. I do not care who meets me 
for a business duel or a friendly attack or an intellectual battle; I 
want him to come in his own face and form, aud I will measure 
_ swords with him as best I may with what poor powers nature bas 
given me. 

My farmers do not ask to injure the cotton-seed interests of the 
South. They welcome the prosperity of the South. They hear with 
joy the announcement made before the Committee on Agriculture by 
the gentieman from Alabama [General WHEELER] that twenty-eight 
millions annually come into the pockets of the Southern farmers from 
the demand for cotton-seed oil; but when he said that that demand 
was created by the lard-makers, the farmers open their ears and are 
startled, Twenty-cight million dollars of cotton-seed oil going into 

the lard of the North, and that, too, under false colors, concealed by 
false brands. 

Professor Wiley, the chemist of the Agricultural Department, says 
that of twelve different packages, which came I believe from Ar- 
mour or Fairbank, 1 forget which, eight of them were branded 
„Prime refined family lard.” What delicious adjectives they get 
hold of! “Prime,” ‘‘refined;” and in order to touch the hearts of 
the people they call it “family” lard. One of them was branded 
„Choice refined family lard.” It makes your mouth water almost 
to read it. Ono was called “Pure refined family lard,” another 
“Prime refined leaf lard,” and one of them was labeled ‘‘ Compound 
lard.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker and fellow Representatives, it is this mask that 
we object to. Put your tub on its own bottom, and if it can cross 
the sea well be it for you, and we will rejoice; but do not come and 
turn our tab over when we are paddling along the best we can. 
That is what we demand; only that and nothing more. Here we are 
told in the evidence that of the 50,000,000 of hogs raised in this 
country it is estimated that their value is depreciated 80 cents a hog. 
Some put it as high as $1, some as low as 40 cents. 

I have the testimony here of William Ryan & Sons, of my own 
city and State, pork-packers, and most honorable and well informed 
men, My friend from Illinois [Mr. Mason] says it is only a fight 
between the pure-lard men, tho leaf-lard men, and the compound- 
lard makers, That may be so from his 1 but Ido not 
know anything but the farmers and consumers in this contest, and 
the hola the whip that will lash me to duty if I am derelict in it, 

and they are not compound-lard makers, Hereis what Messrs. Ryan 
& Sons say: 

Tt will take from the value of the hogs of Iowa 

year will cost the hog and corn raisers of Iowa $2 


I do not intend to remain silent and see hands now worn with 
cutting coupons by the million wringing this amount out of the 
farmers of my State without entering my solemn protest and ap- 
pealing to my colleagues in this House to stand by me for their pro- 
tection. I want to say to the gentleman from Illinois, and to all of 
you, that the time has gone by for sneering about the farmers. The 
farmers of this country are readers and thinkers and they are or- 
ganizing, and I am glad of it. I tell you that with every form of 
capital orgavized—the dressed-beef combine, the national-bank as- 
sociations, the railroad combinations, the shoe-makers, the laborers, 

- those om agi in the Government Printing Office, most of them 
meeting in secret—it is time for agriculture to organize, and for 
years I haye advised them to do it; and the good effect of their or- 


eighty cents apiece, and in one 
400 000. 


ganization is being seen to-day and felt in this Capitol. You can not 


snuff it out, and neither can you arraign the laborers in the shops 
against the farmer in the field. They both want fair play and just 
treatment, and they intend to have it. 

My friend from Illinois Mr. Mason] says that the cotton-seed-oil- 
compound lard is the food of the poor man. If the poor men of my 
city want to buy that lard who objects. Idonot, bat I want them 
to know what they are buying, and so do they. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell.) 


INCORPORATED DATA REFERRED TO BY ME. HENDERSON IN HIS REMARKS. 


Some of the articles used in the so-called “pure refined family 
lard,” as proved before a committee of Con $ 

Cotton-seed oil, sesame oil, vogetahle o mineral oils, starch, 
caustic lime, alum, carbonate of potash, salt, potatoes, potato flour, 
chalk, plaster-of paris, baryta. 

Water is used as high as 35 per cent. in the adulterated compound, 
while in pure leaf lard there is but three-tenths of 1 per cent. 

Mr. Fairbank admits that he uses from 50 to 60 per cent. of cotton- 
seed oil and only 20 per cent, of lard, and complacently told the 
committee that he knew better what the consumers want than they 
do themselves. 

It was also shown in evidence before the commit as proof of 
the nse of false mixtures, that in 1886 Chi ship “Jard” (80 
called) in excess of roceipts 267,500,000 5 

Amaunt of bogus lard made in United States, 320,000,000 pounds 
annually, 

Mr. BROSIUS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Hop]. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, I never dreamed that I would live to see 
the day when so much eloquence could be evolved from the hog and 
cotton-seed oil. Ishall vote for this bill somewhat on the principle of— 


Tdo not like thee, Dr, Fell 
The reason why I can not tell, 


There are some things in it which I do not like very much, and 
which I shall mention. I refer to the machinery of the bill. I very 
much regret to cast any vote in this House which continues to enlarge 
and fasten upon the country the internal-revenue system that now 
exists. 

The necessities for revenue with which to pay pensions and other 
obligations of the Government seem to require its retention for the 
present. I prefer to bear the ills of its temporary existence rather than 
fly to others of a more aggravated character. However, the system 
has ceased to bear so heavily on the people since they bave become ac- 
customed to its manner of execution. I had hoped when this Con- 
gress came into being that before it should have concluded its labors 
the entire machinery of the internal-revenue system, together with its 
seemingly inconsistent laws, would be wiped from the statute-books of 
this country; but as it now appears, for the reasons which I have stated, 
there is no possibility but that this policy must be maintained at least 
for some years to come, therefore I waive the objection which I have 
stated, and shall support this bill, notwithstanding I would prefer to 
see its provisions involving the main purpose carried out through some 
other policy or process of machinery. 

It has been suggested, in fact stated, on the floor of the House that 
this was somewhat of a fight between the negro and the hog, because, 
as is claimed, the interest of the negro in the cotton-growing portions 
of the South is to raise the value ofcotton-seed oil as against the nat- 
ural lard of the hog, and I have been privately upbraided for taking 
sides with the hog, that is, pure lard of the hog, against the colored man. 
The explanation has been that about all the colored man had down 
South was his cotton-seed; that his employer or his Jandlord usually 
had a mortgage on everything else that he had except his cotton-seed, 
and if we enacted this law we would destroy the last vestige that was 
left him. Now, is that true? If it is, God pity your policy down 
South in the cotton-raising regions. If that is true, then 5 the 
moment you legislate cotton-seed into a valuable commodity the land- 
lord will place a mortgage on that, and the negro will not have eyen 
cotton-seed to call his own. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Do you mean to say that what you have stated 
is true in the cotton-raising States? 

Mr. HOUK. I donot know; I have been privately told that it was, 
and that if I voted for this bill I would vote to ruin the colored man. 
I have devoted more than a quarter of acentury of my life in trying to 
better his condition, and God forbid that I should do anything against 
him at this time. I only refer to that because I have keen informed 
that I was placing myself in that attitude, and I am only answering in 
advance the argument which is to be made against those who vote for 
this bill. But there is another matter that I desire to mention in this 
connection. That there is t discontent among the farming classes 
of this country there is no doubt. That there is much good reason for 
it I am ready not only to admit, but claim as an established fact. 

That there is real cause for much of it there is no doubt. But do 
gentlemen consider? I hope if they have not already considered they 
will take it under serious and pragen consideration, that during the 
discussion of the tariff bill on floor there was not a made 
on the Democratic side that did not tell the farmer that he was a bank- 
rupt and ruined man. While there is some truth in what was so often 
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dwelt upon it was exaggerated to unreasonable proportions. I want 
to suggest to some of my friends on the Democratic side that the ser- 
mons which they preached during the discussion of the tariff bill have 
caused such a state of things in some instances and in some localities 
that the places that know some of them now will soon know them no 
more forever—certainly not in the next Congress. The cry of mort- 
gaye, of poverty, of distress by our Democratic friends throughout that 
discussion has had very much to do with the exaggerated condition of 
the farming interests of this country. You Democrats agitated, 
agitated, you exaggerated, and the farmers have taken you at your 
word, You sowed the wind and the country is now reaping the whirl- 
wind. 3 

The exciting and delusive subtreasury scheme of folly and deceit 
was introduced in the United States Senate by aseemingly solemn and 
sedate Democratic Senator, who, after he had set the leaven to work, 
rushed forward to try and stop its fermentation. 

But I am for the hog, and we have a variety of them in my part of 
the country. I always have a fellow feeling for the hog, even when I 
see him in bad associations. We have the Woburn hog, the Berkshire, 
the Poland-China, the Red Jersey, the Mountain Ranger, the Guinea- 
pig, the Razor-Back, and the wild hog. This last class, I presume, 
sprang from the herd part of which ran down a steep place into the sea 
and were choked. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. They were drowned; not choked. 

Mr. HOUK. They were not drowued; they were choked. 

Mr. MORSE. They were not electrocuted, then? 

Mr. HOUK. No, sir; that highly civilized method had not then 
been invented. But to the question of the real troubles of the farmers. 
I have very great sympathy with the farming class of this country. 
I have engaged in every character of labor almost known to mankind. 
I have hoed corn; I have plowed in the field; I have lived among 
farmers; I was partly raised on a farm, and have been somewhat fa- 
miliar with the farming interests all my life; and in my deliberate judg- 
ment, while we may pass this bill and the several bills which have 
already been and will be passed in their interest, not a single one 
of them will accomplish that for the farming elements of this country 
which the legislation of the Republican party in other branches and 
on other measures will accomplish if you will give it a little time in 
which to work out its results. 

Already the silver bill is enhancing prices both of silver bullion and 
all other products of the earth. The Treasury notes with which the 
bullion is purchased, a legal tender for all debts, public and private, 
and the gold and silver which itis provided shall be coined with which 
to redeem these notes, will soon be forced into circulation and be found 
among the people in the various channels of trade and commerce, This 
will make money plenty, and its effects will be equally potent and bene- 
ficial in furnishing a market to the farmer and in moving his crops, 
leaving plenty of currency in every community where a surplus has 
been e to enable the debtor to meet the demands of his cred- 
itors and restore prosperity where depression now prevails, 

Mr. Speaker, in my opinion the tariff bill—which I hope will mate- 
rialize before long and become law—when it shall have been passed into 
law and business shall be adjusted according to its provisions, will, in 
conjunction with the silver bill and other legislation, accomplish very 
much more towards removing the evils of which the farmers complain. 
The e of the river and harbor bill, the anti-trust bill, the anti- 
lottery bill, the meat-inspection bill, and this bill, in addition to those 
I have mentioned, coupled with the passage of three hundred public 
acts, fifty of which are of national importance, not tospeak of the many 
hundreds of private bills which have sent millions of dollars from the 
Treasury into circulation among the people—the effect of all this will 
soon be felt by the depressed farmers, and contentment will reign where 
discontent now exists, 

Why, Mr. Speaker, the silver legislation that the Republican party 
has enacted during this Congress, if it were to do nothing else, would 
stand as a monument te the patriotism, the wisdom, and statesmanship 
of the Republicans for a generation to come, in contrast with the short- 
sightedness and want of policy on the part of our opponents on the other 
side of this Chamber. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this bill is simply intended to draw the line be- 
tween pure hog-fat lard and that bogus compound made of cotton-seed 
oil, perhaps a little lard, and other ingredients, and imposed on the 
public as refined lard,’’ when the only element of refinement which 
it possesses is that it consists of a mixture of interior elements of grease 
and cotton-seed oil. 

If these greases must be compounded and sold, Jet their true char- 
acter be known to the purchaser by a brand showing just what they 
are, My constituents raise hogs and produce pure lard, and among 
other reasons why I shall vote for this bill is, because I believe it isto 
their interest and in accordance with their wishes, as expressed in their 
petitions which they have forwarded to me,and I have had properly re- 
ferred, praying for its x 

In order to define my position towards the farmers and their organi- 
zation I here reproduce a letter which I recently had occasion to write 


to the secretary of an Alliance in the district which I have the honor 
to represent. It is as follows and speaks for itself: 


KNOXVILLE, TENS., August 4, 1890, 
W. A. Siursox, Esq.: . 

My DEAR Sim: Your note and circular letter containing certain resolutions 
of the Farmers’ Alliance of Loudon County, though bearing date some time 

O, only reached me yesterday, having been fo from Washington. 

y . at present must be informal and somewhat general, partaking very 
much of a personal letter toa personal and political friend. This is the case 
for the reason that I have been nominated by the Republican party as its can- 
didate in the Second district of Tenuessee for the Fifty-second rei pe The 
Farmers’ Alliance was no doubt 1 and has for its objective purpose 
the betterment of the agricultural industries of this country, aud, if kept in 
the sphere originally intended, there can be no question of its bilities for 
good to that noble class on whose wisdom, intelligence, and industry rests the 
prosperity of every one of the diversified business interests of the whole peo- 
ple every where in this land. 

Agriculture is the basis of every other industry, but is nevertheless interae- 
pendent on the other industrial developments which have made this the richest 
and most prosperous nation on the face of the earth. What would become of 
agriculture if we had no manufactures, no mining developments, no railroads, 
no steam-boats, noships or ship-building, no traffickers, no mercantile establish- 
ments, no one engaged in any of the innumerabie channels of trade and com- 
merce? Need I pause to draw a picture of the stagnation, yea, the revolution, 
in the march of Progress which such a state of things would 3535 
itate? Iam one of those who believe that every class of labor, every trade, and 
every avocation now existing or likely to be evolved from our untold and illim- 
iaboro 0 urces should have absolutely equal opportunities under fair and im- 
partial laws. X 

The laws should apply alike to the owner of the soil and the hired man who 
may plow in his fleld. The laborer inthe mine and workshop should have the 
equal protection of the law with the members of the company which gives him 
employment. And so of all the multitudes of vocations and. business pursuits 
which make up the life-work of the American people. pacha as I do that 
the opasan party has demonstrated, 1 5 lee long course of administra- 
lion of the National Government, that it rules in the interest of the ple, I 
have given it my unqualitied allegiance and point to its platforms and the ful- 
fillment of its pledges by wise and judicious legislation as the guide-board for 
my political action. While I have great respect for the farmers who compose 
the membership of the Alliance, and have no objection to or war to make on 
that organization so long as it adheres to what I understand to be its original 
design, to wit, the promotion of agricult I can not nevertheless make any 
pledges inconsisient with the principles of the Republican party. : 

In my deliberate 9 the settlement of the silver question by the Re- 
publican paw over the bitter aud persistent ba earn of the Democratie 

rty, wil result in remedying most, if not all, of the evils to avert which the 

armers Alliance sprang into existence. The recent silver bill by the 
Republicans stands out as the one and the only piece of on in all his- 
tory whereby the people of any country were to be suppl month by month 
witha currency equal 2 in constantly increasing quantities. commensurate 
with the demands of eand needs of the people,and providing to force into 
8 ure, dollar of silver produced in the inexhaustible mines of the 
Init ta! 

The wise and equitable legislation of the Republican y in building up and 
establishing the policy of a protective tariff and the revision of our tariff laws 
and reduction of revenue now in process of accomplishment on the lines ofthe 
McKinley bill will supplement, strengthen, and enlarge the beneficial results 
ot the settlement of the silver question, and greatly add to the general prosper- 
ity of the people. 

The liberal and patriotic pension legislation of the Republican party, the 
anti-trust law, and the many other wise measures to which £ can not now take 
time to refer, will prove the cap-stone to the pyramid of Republican financial 
policy, which will give to the ple an abundance of money, the circula- . 
tion of which will remove the depression in ltural products which caused 
the organization of the Farmers’ Alliance, believe the Republican party is 
the best and only political organization in existence which can promote the 
welfareand build up the interests of the farmers, I believe the Republican y 
has done, is doing, and will continue to do more for the promotion of cult- 
ure than it is ible for any other political organization to on 

While I fully recognize the possible usefulness ofthe Farmers’ Alliance, and 
commend the farmers for striving to better their condition, I do not ize 
the wisdom of permitting Democratic demagogues to 1 meg that noble or- 

nization to the base use of restoring, maintaining, an — dono Bourbon 

mocracy, which otherwise would fall to pieces by reason of imbecility and 
corruption. And jnst here I would call — attention to an important fact. 
For more than a quarter of a century the mocratic leaders have from time 
to time resorted to every cunning and device known to the ingenuity of the 
human mind in order to eap the foundations, undermine, and if ble make 
inroads upon and destroy the magnificent Republican majority of East. Tennes- 
see. In all their efforts of the past åtter failure has rewarded their labors. 

God forbid that it should be sald that the Republican farmers of EastTennessec, 
siter making a history for devotion to principle which has immortalized them 
in story and in song, at lelded to the deceitful wiles and h tical 
blandishments of Democratic demagogues, and blotted out their glorious reco 
by giving allegiance as they supposed to the Farmers“ Alliance, when in fi 
it had been distorted into a recruiting camp for the Democracy. Whatever dis- 
satisfied Democrats may do in other sections, there is certainly no occasion for 
Republicans to forsake their party and contribute to the success of the o- 
racy in Tennessee. It is natural that Democrats in South Carolina and other 
Bourbon States and sections should seek to reform or overthrow the regular 
Democracy. Whereverthe Democratic party has ruled it has been unwise, un- 
patriotic, oppressive, extravagant, and corrupt. 

Eight Democratic treasurers have but 3 plundered their people. Nor 
should the stealing of the Democratic cashier of the House of Representatives 
be forgotten. Democratic Legisiatures havo enacted unjust and infamous aot 
such as the registration law, the Dortch law, requiring a literary and educatio 
qualification for voters, and the Buchanan policy of exacting the prepayment 
of a poll-tax in order to exercise the right of suffrage. The Democratic 
has placed burdens of taxation onthe poopie and plundered them of their ts 
uatil they have become grievous to be borne. Long suffering and impationt in 
submission to wrong, the Democratic masses have become restless and discon- 
tented with their party. Hence it is natural for them to seek to throw off the 
yoke of poen bondage and assert their independence of the Bourbon Demo- 
cratic oligarchy. 7 

But the Republican masses are satisfied and contented with the legislation 
and administration oftheir party. Indeed the Republican masses are not only 
satisfied, but are weil pleased with the policy and rule of their party. Hence 
eri is noreason or occasion for them to seek some other ental 
po 
stan 


icted upo: Democratic rule is to place 
the Republican party in power in those States and sections where Dem 
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maladministration has wrought ruin and brought distress. - Give to Tennessee 


Republican rule to co-operate in harmony with the national Administration in 
lying Republican principles and policies to the varied business interests and 
— . — of the people, and thereby will be found a remedy for whatever evils 
exist and retard our material prosperity. Now. my dear sir, this is not intended 
as a specific response to the resolutions inclosed with your note, because, hav- 
ing been nominated and thereby made a partisan Republican candidate, it be- 
comes my duty to discuss all public questions involyed in the contest and im- 
plied in my acceptance of a Republican nomination, 
It is my purpose, when the campaign shall have opened, to publicly discuss 
from 8 and otherwise all the vital and living issues in controversy be- 
fore the people. However. I wish to congratulate you and the Farmers’ Ali- 
ance of n County on the eral conservative tone pervading your resolu- 
tions, a a ii ol which, at least, I have advocated ever since I have been in 
patel Your alliance is to be commended for not insisting on the ex- 
bie measures in its resolutions, as has been the case in some 


Whenever the farmers’ interests have been involved in any measure pending 
before Congress since I have had the honor of being a member I have invariably 
cast my vote in the way that my judgment taught me was the best calculated 
to promote his interests, and if re-elected I 1 continue to labor and vote in 
the same way. Iam ready to answer for any vote which I have given on any 
Measure and give the reason for my action. ; 

I believe, however, that the interest of no one class can be ry ene from and 
be made independent of all others; nor do I believe that the Farmers’ Alliance 
Would attempt to expect a policy detrimental to the general interests of the 
mass of the people, composed of all classes of the diversified business of the 
country. 


A few days ago I received a letter from a prominent member of the 
Farmers’ Alliance whom I personally know to be a man of sense and 
character while what he writes shows him to be possessed of a spirit 
of fairness and to be guided by a genuine patriotism. I insert it here 
to show the sentiments of the representative members of the Farmers’ 
Alliance in loyal and patriotic East Tennessee. It is as follows: 


TWISVILLE, TENN., August 16, 1890, 
Dear Sir: I have just — i our letter to Mr. Sim , of Loudon County, 
to matters con with the Farmers’ ce, - 

Ot course I can only guess at the contents of Mr. Simpson's letter, but if he 

supposes that members of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union are under any ob- 
* to any church or political party he is woefully behind. 

am a charter member of one of the oldest unions in Anderson County, and 

challenge any man or set of men for the merest speck of proof that a Repub- 

lican is under any obligations, for instance, to support Mr. Buchanan for goy- 


ernor. 

On the same principle no Democrat will be expected to oppose Mr. B. 

There is no polies in the order and we all understand it. I think I voice the 
sentiments of the Republicans who belong to the union when I say they will 


with hardly any exception, vote the strai E Republican tloket In Novem- 
— —.— “that | T 


ber. When the time comes that I am ex 
because I am a member of the order I shall sever my connection with it, which 
Iean honorably do. 

Iam aware of the fact that certain Democrats who live in this Congressional 
district and who never felt the pl effects of a victory in their lives are fiat- 
tering themselves with the vain hope that they can use the Farmers and Labor- 
ers’ Union to mar the handsome, rotund majority which the Republicans of this 
district always manage to secure and which brought so many pangs of distress 
to the Democratic heart. 

Success to the Farmers and Laborers’ Union while it keeps aloof from poli- 
tics, and may God destroy it when it seeks to further the interests of the Dem- 
ocraticparty! Always an unflinching Republican. 


This letter, and others like it which I am receiving daily, shows the 
conservative and patriotic sentiments of the leading Alliance and farm- 
ing elements of my section of the siani and as long as that organ- 
ization operates on these lines it is capable of great good. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Mason). The time of the gentle- 
man has expired. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Lask unanimous consent that all gentlemen who 
have spoken or who may speak upon the bill have permission to extend 
their remarks in the RECORD, 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I hope that this request will be 
extended so that gentlemen who may not have the opportunity to ad- 
dress the House may have ission to print remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I will be glad to modify the request to that extent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
asks unanimous consent that all gentlemen desiring to print remarks 
in the RECORD upon the pending bill may have permission to do so. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I rose to object, and I do object unless the 
remarks be printed shortly. I do not think that they should be al- 
lowed to come in four or five months after the debate, as I have seen 
in some instances. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I will modify the request so that they shall be 
printed within five days after the close of debate. I now yield ten 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Forman]. 


[Mr. FORMAN addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. McCLAMMY. I now yield twenty-five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. STEWART]. 

Mr. MASON. Will the gentleman yield to me to offer an amend- 
ment to be voted upon some time to-morrow, with the understanding 
that we shall not vote upon any of the amendments this afternoon ? 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. I understand that the gentleman simply 
wishes to offer an amendment so that it will be pending, and I yield 


to him for that only. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: ; 


à Amend section 7, line striking out the following words: Not before 
used for the purpose.” Sr 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, this amend- 
ment will be considered as pending. 

Mr. HILL. Do I understand that that will come up this afternoon 
to be voted upon ? 

Mr. MASON. Iask unanimous consent that it be regarded as pend- 


ing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment is pending and can be 
voted upon whenever the House so decides. 

Mr. CONGER. I suppose that if anybody gets the floor and moves 
the previous question it can be voted upon this afternoon? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can be voted upon at any time the 
House may order. i 

Mr. MASON. Iasked unanimous consent that it be considered as 
pending, not to be voted upon this afternoon. 

A MEMBER. _I object to that. 2 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEWART] 
has the floor, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I should like to know whether the 
amendment is pending or not, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is pending, to be voted upon when- 
ever the House shall so order. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. This bill may properly be called the 
First fruits of a great error,” for it is certainly a sequence of that 
anomaly in Congressional legislation knownas the oleomargarine bill,“ 
of which it may be said no more outrageous perversion of the taxing 
power of this Government has ever been perpetrated by Congress. This 
bill, however, is far worse than the precedent which has been established 
for its authority. The oleomargarine bill doubtless gave protection 
to the farmers to some extent, for butter is almost exclusively made 
upon farms, but this bill will give no protection to the farmers, and 
wit only inure to the benefit of those engaged in the manufacture of 

s lard. 

f I had previously entertained any doubt about this bill not being 
in the interest of the farmer, but solely in the interest of the manu- 
facturers of lard, that doubt would have been removed by the discus- 
sion and vote upon the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE]. It is not in the interest of the farmer, but 
is in the interest of pork-packers and manufacturers of lard. 

And again it was charged, and perhaps with truth, that oleomar- 
garine contained ingredients which were unclean and injurious to 
health; but!“ compound lard,” I understand, is composed of pure lard, 
beef-fat, and cotton-seed oil, and no one claims that either of those 
articles is unclean or deleterious to health. But if compound lard ’” 
was injurious to health or unfit to be used for food, the remedy should 
be found in the police powers of the States, and not in Congress. 

The friends of this measure know this to be true, and in order, if 
possible, to confer upon Congress jurisdiction they have made it a reve- 
nue measure, a matter of additional taxation upon the people. They 
claim that the mingling of cotton-seed oil and beef-fat with lard is a 
great fraud, and that the taxing power of this great Government should 
be invoked to prevent and suppress it. 

In every debate upon the tariff that has been had in this House for 
many years past, some one has adverted to what the great jurist, John 
Marshall, said about the taxing power—how it may be so used as to 
destroy the rights of property and to rob persons of the fruits of their 
labor—but I venture to say that John Marshall, with all his well 
grounded fears of the abuse of that power, never once conceived that 
it could be used for the purpose of preventing or suppressing a fraud. 
That discovery was made by that distinguished body of constitutional 
expounders, the Committee on Agriculture. This bill not only pro- 
poses to levy a tax, but a protective tax. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr, STEWART, of Texas. No, I can not yield now. The gentle- 
man must excuse me. I have but a few minutes allowed me, and I 
have not the time tospare. I say it is a protective tax, and what does 
it protect? It is a tax upon one American industry for the protection 
of another American industry, and, worse than all, it proposes to levy 
a tax for the protection of an industry of one section of this Union to 
55 prejudice and detriment of an industry of another section of the 
Union. 

The report of the Committee on Agriculture which accompanies this 
bill boldly asserts that the tax imposed may be used for the benefit of 
one industry to the damage of another. I read from the report as follows: 


It was also insisted before your committee that revenue is not now needed, 
and the passage of the bill can be justified on no other ground. It is believed 
that the revenue derived from such a law can be profitably used, If we have 
an excess we can relieve some honest trade and lay under contributon those 
who need restraint and lation. Congress, in selecting subjects of taxation, 
will, if practicable, secure incidental benefits in connection with revenue. We 
are not required by any constitutional mandate to lay our revenue duties so that 
no benefit to the public will accompany the collector on his rounds; that it 
brings a double blessing is greatly in its Sever: and your committee believe it to 
be a wise policy to collect revenue where regulation is needed for the public 
protection, 


This is candid to say the least; but whoever dreamed that such a 
system of taxation should be devised and carried into effect by Con- 
gress? Where it will lead no man can foretell. ~ 


~ 
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For the imposition of this tax the well worn and thread-bare excuse 

iven by protectionists will not avail, for it can not be said that it is for 

the protection of American labor against the pauper labor of Europe.“ 
Such is not the case. 

It can only be for the protection of invested capital in one section 
against invested capital in another section, for the protection of the 
labor of one section, and discriminates against the labor of another sec- 
tion. Howanyone on this side of the House who maintains that taxation 
should be levied for revenue only can vote fora bill of this kind and 
maintain his Democratic record is a mystery perfectly incomprehensi- 
ble to me. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I do not know how much revenue this bill, if it becomes a law, will 

eld, From the last annual report of the Commissioner of Internal 

enue I find that the oleomargarine tax in one year brought into the 
vaults of the Treasury $894,247.92, nearly one million of dollars, and 
not a dime of which was paid by the manufacturers or vendors of oleo- 
margarine, but every cent of which was paid by the consumers, by those 
whose throats were greased by the compound. Lard is an article of 
far greater necessity than butter or oleomargarine. It is more largely 
used and will produce a much greater revenue, and it is sad to think 
that the greater portion of the tax provided for by this bill will be ground 
out of the poor—those least able to payit. Instead of doing them good, 
the supporters of this bill propose to tax the bread in their months, to 
take from their earnings several millions of dollars to benefit a few 
wealthy manufacturers of lard. 

In the very able and exhaustive report made upon the pending bill 
by Hon. Joun H. WILSON, of Kentucky, it is shown that this measure 
did not originate with the farmers. He says: 

Who first proposed any legislation in Congress upon the 3 oflard? The 
earliest known bill Mei prosenten by Hon. Mr. Dawes, in the United States 
Senate, December 19, , Fiflieth Congress, first session (S. 650), by request of 


John P. Squire, a pork-packer in Boston. (See page 49 of the hearings of the 
Fifty-first Congress. he proceedings before the committees of both Houses 
show that the prominent advocates of lard legislation appearing before said 
committee as moters of were as follows: 

Page 47, Mich. Ryan, pork-packer, Cincinnati. 

Page 61, Joel A. rry, pork-packer, New Haven, Conn, 

Pages 68 and 266, John Whittaker, pork-packer, St. Louis, Mo. 

Page 101, E. A. Bartman, pork-packer, Bridgeport, Conn, 

Page 230, William S. Harvey, pork-packer, Kansas City, Mo., and Philadel- 


phin, Pa. 5 
Page 102, U.S. 7 —— pork-packer, Kansas City, Mo. 
Page 246, O. W. Thomas, pork-packer, Louisville, Ky. 
ge 265, Mr. Morrison, pork-packer, Cincinnati, Ohio. 


Pa 
Page 247, W. W. Kimball, pork-packer, Boston, Mass. 
— cker, Baltimore, Md. 


Page 258, C. G. Cryer, pork 
Pages 119 and 277, W. L. Hill, pork- er, Boston, Mass. 
Page 330, John C. Hately, pork-pac 


er, ObinagS. 
$48, William Kirkwood, pork-packer, Chicago. 
Among the prominent petitions, letters, resolutions, statements, ete., favoring 
the bill we also note: 
` Page 8, Cincinnati Board of Trade. 
Page 8, Chicago Board of Trade. 
Page 15, Francis Whittaker & Sons, pork- 
Page 1f, St. Louis Live-Stock Exchange, 
Page 107, Louisville Board of Trade. 
Same page, Boston Chamber of Commerce. 
Page 116, Plumb & Winton, pork-packers, Bridgeport, Conn, 
Page 108, William Ryan & Sons, pork-packers, Dubuque, Iowa. 
Also, John P. Squire & Co., Boston, Mass. . 
Des Moines (Iowa) Packing Company. 
ternational Packing Company, New York City. 
Chicago Live-Stock Exchange. 


kers, St. Louis, Mo. 
St. Louis, III. 


on every drove of hogs they buy, and these are the men who appear 
Congress of the United States as manufacturers of “ prime steam lard, as ex- 
plained in the fo ing pages, which they say the Government must not touch, 
and as advocates for the enactment of this particular measure which they say 
is solely in the interest of the downtrodden farmers. 
The object of this report is to state as distinotly and 1 
mistrust and suspicions concerning the ultimate results which may accrue if 
this bill (H. R. 283) becomes a law. We are free to say that we hesitate to be- 
Neve a bill which will benefit the agricultural interests of the United States, the 
er, and the hog-raiser can emanate from such a source, If there is any 
possible chance of any lard legislation of this kind adding 32 cents to the value of 
every bog in the United States, we are satisfied in our own mind that that 32 
cents accrue to these gentlemen of the slaughter-houses and of the stock- 
yards, and notone cent of it will ever reach the farmer, in whose interests it is 
claimed this bill is proposed. 


I know it is said that the farmers are clamoring for the passage of 

this bill. How clamoring? By means of petitions gotten up by the 
rk-packers and manufacturers of prime steam lard, with printed cap- 
ions. Here is one of them, which I will insert in the RECORD: 


Petition in favor of pure lard. 
To the American Congress: 


as possible our 


in county (—— Congressional dis- 
„would respectfullyeurge na earliest 


These petitions, coming from different States and from all parts 
of the country, are precisely alike and must have emanated from the 
same source. They were made to order, and doubtless at the instance 


of the manufacturers of lard, and were circulated among the farmers, 


many of whom have been beguiled into signing them because of their 
seductive title, which reads: Petition in favor of pure lard.’’ 

The farmer naturally favors pure lard as he favors all pure food 
products. Farmers live by honestindustry. They are honest people 
and believe in pure food, and in signing these petitions they doubtless 
thought they were advocating pure food. They acted honestly, but they 
little knew, at least in my section of the country, that the greatest in- 
jury inflicted upon the farmer comes from the pork-packers and lard 
manufacturers of this country. 

I quote again from the report of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILSON], a member on the other side of this House, He says: 

In our opinion the greatest injury to the farmer and his hog crop comes from 
the unscrupulous methods of the packing-houses and stock-yard buyers, meth- 
ods which the honest farmer would not employ and could notif he would. A 
considerable proportion of the lard consumed in this country is pu di- 
rect from the farmers and from the small butchers. Such lard is, as a rule, 


pure, sweet, and clean, prepared only from suitable parts of the animal, and 
rendered in an open kettle. Bat when the farmer offers itfor sale he is met at 


once by the competition of the prime steam lard, made by the proxies bo 
in large tanks under high steam pressure, in which ically the whole hog 
is stewed up, This method of manufacture injures farmer in atleast three 


ways: 
L It competes with and limits the sale and depresses the price of his home- 
made lard. 


e 

2, It degrades the standard of American lard, to the injury of our foreign 
commerce. 

3. It transforms into so-called “lard” those portions of the animal which 
ought to be thrown away or sent to the glue factory or soap factory or fertilizer 
factory, or perly branded so as to enable the purchaser to know what kind 
of so-called lard he is 8 5 

It is evident that if lard were made by the packers as it always used to be 
made, and as it is now made by the farmers, more hogs would be required to 
supply the present demand for lard, and the price of hogs would be higher, 


I can add nothing to what the gentleman from Kentucky has said in 
his report. His statemeuts are true, This bill isnot intended for the 
protection of the farmer, but for the protection of those who are en- 
gaged inthe manufacture of what is called ‘‘prime steam lard,” the 
most villainous stuff that ever entered the stomach of a civilized haman 
being. I never knew until I investigated this bill how the article 
known tocommerce as lard was made. I had su that it was clean, 
but now my stomach sickens at the sight of any article of food which 
I may t contains or has been about lard. In Bulletin 13 of the 
United States Department of Agriculture, division of chemistry, part 
4, page 406, we are told how the toothsome delicacy lard is made. It 
Says: 


Prime steam lard.—The prime steam lard of commerce is made as follows: 
The whole head of the hog, after the removal of the jowl, is used for 3 
The heads are placed in the bottom of the rendering tank. The fatis pulled 
of the small intestines and also placed in the tank. Any fat that may be at- 
tached to the heart of the animalis also used. The back fat and trimmings are 


also 5 

This lard is —— solely on inspection, the inspector having no authority to 
supervise rendering establishments in order to secure a proper contro] of the 
88 to the printed regulations any part of the hog containing 
3222 ——.. POLND 

e guts of the A ve e su carefully in 
are the results of the study: ‘ 

Man i ling excapt the TEDEN nA beats 2E, Ia ORGE Gorda tne abana 
of a hog exce; ungs or, in other wo: 
cera complete, The material is handled as follows: 

When the hog is split open the viscera are separated by cutting out the por- 
tion of flesh surrounding the anus and taking a strip containing the externa 
urino-generative organs, The whole viscera are thrown on a table and divided 
as follows: heart is thrown to one side and the 3 trimmed off 
for lard. The rest goes into the offal tank, or sa’ e lungsand liver go 
into the offal tank, or sausage. The rectum and ago intestines are pulled 
from the intestinal and peritoneum, and, along with the adhering flesh and 
genito- urinary organs, sent tothe trimmer. All flesh and the above-mentioned 
organs are med off, and the intestine proper is used for sausage casings, 
The trimmings, including the genito-urinary organs, are washed and dumped 
into the rendering tank. 

The small intestines is also pulled frorh the fatty membrane surrounding it 
and saved for sausage The remaining material, consisting of the per- 
itoneum, pg See Po stomach and adhering membranes, ther with the in- 
testinal fat, constitute the guts.“ which are seen unde ng the process of 
washing, which is usually conducted in three or four different tanks. As the 
“guts” pass into the tirst tank the stomach and peritoneum are split open, and 
also any portion of the intestines which sometimes adhere to the peritoneum, 
After receiving a rough wash they are from tank to tank, when, after 
the third or fourth wash, they are ready for the rendering tank. The omentum 
fatis cut from the kidneys, and the kidneys, with a little adhering fat, go into 
the rendering tank. leen and pancreas go into the rendering tanks, as do 
also the trachea, vocal chords, and msophagus. 


This statement is made by a Government officer, one who is disin- 
terested and who had investigated the subject in the discharge of offi- 
cial duty, and for no other purpose than to ascertain the truth. It is 
not such testimony as the chairman of the Committee of Agriculture 
on yesterday branded as false. 

Mr. MORGAN. Which Mr. Bartel stated in his testimony and for 
which he was so bitterly denounced on the floor of this House during 
this debate. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Yes, that is so, and he is confirmed and 
corroborated by the report from the Department of Agriculture. 

Nor does this re from the Department of Agriculture stand alone, 
for it is abundantly sustained by other testimony, by the sworn state- 
“prime lard’? 


in- 
vis- 


banishment of lard from every kitchen in the land, I would greatly 
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prefer ‘‘cotton-seed oil“ to prime lard or prime steam lard or any 
other Jard except that made by a farmer. : 

Mr. CON GER. But you want to brand it, do you not? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. McCLAMMY, I yield three minutes longer to the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. With these authentic reports going out 
to the world is it any wonder that France, notwithstanding the efforts 

of our minister, Mr. Reid, should retuse to use the hog ucts of this 
country? Is it any wonder that Bismarck recently, and the German 
Government now, should object to the introduction of these products 
into Germany? 

I repeat, what the farmer most needs is protection from the packing- 
houses and the manufacturers of lard so called, and I feel that all the 
people in this country need such protection. If it were indeed the 
object of this bill to protect pure lard from fraudulent compounds sold 
as lard, why does it not contain some provision requiring such packing- 
house products as steam lard or prime steam lard to be marked and 
branded, so as to inform the consumer of the nature of the article he 
purchases? 

I believe the McClammy bill does make such a provision, but this 
bill does not so provide; it only makes war upon cotton-seed oil—a far 
cleaner and more wholesome article than the fat of any animal. 

Mr. Speaker, the cotton plant is the most wonderful production in 
the vegetable kingdom; it farnishes raiment for man and food for both 
man and beast, and discoveries are being frequently made showing 
that it has some new value. But I have not time to speak of the 
uses to which it may be applied; but if its use can be made the cause 
of taxation, and it be subjective to such burdens under the pretense 
of preventing a fraud, the adulteration of food, it may be expected 
that the wool-growers of this country will complain of its mixture 
with woo]. Those who wish to buy all woolanda yard wide” will 
seek protection by taxation against such a fraud. 

If this Government must by taxation protect the stomachs of the 

people, why not by the same means protect their backs? So after all 
it may be that cotton will cease to be king and become the serf of the 
grunting hog and bleating sheep. [Applause.] There is no necessity 
for this bill. It is not demanded by the farmers of this country, and 
it is unjust in all its provisions and has not one single reedeming clause 
in it. 
If notin violation of the letter of the Constitution, it is certainly 
violative of the spirit of the Constitution. The framers of our organie 
law never once thought of conferring upon Congress the taxing power 
for any such purpose, and to pass this bill is simply to follow a bad 
precedent for a bad purpose. I say that it is time to call a halt upon 
this character of legislation; that we should leave such matters to be 
regulated by the police powers of the States. 

We ought to obey the Constitution. We ought to call a halt in this 
character of legislation, and return not only to the letter but to the 
spirit of our organic law. And I appeal to men who sit with me on 
this side of the Chamber, the bed-rock of whose political faith is strict 
construction of the Constitution and adhesion to it under all circum- 

` stances, to oppose this bill. In tariff discussions and in other contests 
you have often boasted of this faith. Adhere to it now; let not a mis- 
erable hog cause you to depart from it. I can not understand the De- 
mocracy of the man who supports this bill, and I fervently hope that I 
may never understand such Democracy. [Applause. ] 

Mr. McCLAMMY,. I now yield to the gentleman from Alabama 
(Mr. OATES}. 

Mr, OATES. Mr. Speaker, it is alleged that the manufacture of 
compound lard is an evil of such stupendous magnitude and impor- 
tance as to invoke action by Congress and legislation to depress it, orat 
least to put it under the control of the Internal Revenue Bureau of the 
Federal Government, and by this means practically to suppress it as a 
competitor of hog lard in the markets of this country. From what 
source emanates this complaint? Evidently from those who are in- 

. terested in producing hog lard. 

This compound has me a competitor in the markets of the world 
with the hog lard; and because of that competition the hog-lard men 
of the country seek the enactment of this legislation. It is claimed 
that every article of commerce, every food product which is put upon 
the market, ought to be sold for just what it is, and no fraud per- 
mitted to be perpetrated upon the public by selling adulterated com- 
pounds under the name of pure food products. I agree to that prop- 
osition. Is this bill the best aethod | of preventing that? Is it the 

‘only method of dealing with it; to discriminate against the com- 
pound by putting a tax upon it? 

Let us examine this question. It it said by some that the tax is 
small. That is true; but in the aggregate it is considerable. Is it 
not competent for Congress to devise other means to require the 
manufacturers of compound lard, or any other food product, to brand 
it for what it is, stating its ingredients, so thut there is no imposition 

Possible to be 8 upon the public, aud in this manner remedy 
the complaint without imposing any tax? To be fair to all of our indus- 
tries you must not put a rider on one and make it 8 weight in 
the race with all of the rest b paying a duty? It is as unfair as it 
would be in a race between a thorough 


red aud a scrub to require the 


latter to carry a two hundred pound rider while the thoroughbred car 
ries but a feather-weight or no rider at all. Such unfairness would be 
hooted off of the race course, If there is one thing more shocking to 
the average American than another it is partiality and unfairness. 
This bill is an utterly unfair discrimination. 

Every industry of the country is entitled to a fair chance in com- 
petition with all of its rivals. I voted and spoke against the bill 
imposing a tax upon the manufacture of oleomargarine for the same 
reasons which impel me to oppose this. It did not have the effect of 
increasing the price of dairy butter to the Lagoon: as was ex- 
pected by its friends, and I am satisfied tlie result has clearly shown 
that. It has only had the effect, with reference to the manufacturers 
of oleomargarine, of crushing ont all of those who are not able to 
stand up under the tax, and has caused a great monopoly to be estab- 
lished in the manufacture of this article. 

Now, here is a 8 repetition of the same or similar legisla- 
tion, the inevitable effect of which will be, if enacted into law, not 
to totally destroy the manufacture of compound lard, but to crush 
the smaller establishments now in ihe competition; and the whole 
business will be left inthe hands of one firm, In other words, you 
establish a monopoly which will increase the price of their compound 
to cover ihe tax and increased expenses which this bill makes neces- 
sary to the manufacture. 

All excessive taxation, all taxation which has for its object the 
protection of an industry beyond legitimate competition, finally cul- 
minates in, if it does not immediately establish, a monopoly. This 
favoritism, this class legislation, is the cause from which the 3 
is now suffering in many respects, and it is the source from whic 
emanates much of the jast complaint that we hear from the farmers 
of the country. 

Mr. HILL. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that 90 per cent. of 
the compound lard manufactured is manufactured by two firms, Ar- 
mour & Co., and Fairbank & Co. 

Mr. OATES. I know there are not many. Icannotconsent to be 
interrupted, for the reason that I have not time. I like to be inter- 
rupted when I have time. It is a courtesy I like to extend to gentle- 
men. 

Now, Mr, Speaker, the people of my State are principally an agri- 
cultural penile: I believe some petitions in favor of this bill Ars 
been obtained from them, as they can be from any country, from any 
State, for any proposition however absurd. But, sir, these petitions 
which seem to have been procured by Mr. Wedderburn of the Grange 
organization, in the main from thoughtless persons or those who are 
indifferent to results, I know do not represent the wishes of the sub- 
stantial citizens of Alabama, of either the white or the colored race. 
I hold in my hand a dispatch of recent date which speaks for the 
agricul association of my State, which is composed of the most 
intelligent, enterprising, and representative farmers. It rends as 
follows, viz: 


Usion SPRINGS, ALA. 
Hon. W. C. OATES: 


We tfully request that you will bring every possible influence to bear to- 
wards defeating the Conger bill, but Pequest that you will not oppose Senator 
Paddock's pure-food bill. 


88 I. F. CULVER, 
President Alabama State 5 Society. 
J. WEEMS, 


President Bullock County Farmers’ Alliance. 


I previonsly received a similar e from the convention of the 
Farmers’ Alliance of the district IL have the honor to represent. 

I also have quite a number of petitions, as well as resolutions 
adopted at a meeting of colored citizens in the county of Dallas, 
which has perhaps the largest colored population of any county in 
the State of Alabama, protesting against the passage of this bill. I 
have petitions here from that race, men who are voters, in the coun- 
ties of Limestone, Morgan, Lawrence, Colbert, Dallas, and Mont- 
gomery, numbering a oat many hundreds. In order to show the 
House that these petitions are not gotten up in the ordinary way, 
we find here a * I never saw in a petition before; attached to 
this batch is an affidavit made by the man who was most active in 
getting these up, to the effect that he either had the signers read it 
or he carefully read the petition to them, and explained it before 
any of them signed it. is is duly sworn to and subscribed before 
a United States commissioner and has the seal of his office attached, 
so that there is nothing bogus about these petitions. 

I desire to incorporate in my remarks the body of one of these peti- 
tions, which will speak for itself in a most intelligible manner, It 
snang that these people understand their interests in opposing this 

ill: 


To the honorable House of Representatives, 


United States „ Washington, D. C.: 
Your petitioners to show that they are colored citizens of the county of 
——, State of Ala en; almost entirely in agricultural pursuits, and 


gagi 

dependent on the results of their own labor, either as renters or share Shop pene toe 
the meager returns pertaining to the laboring people in this country. er- 
more, that their principal crop is cotton, and that after the landlord's lien for land 
rent and supplies for making the is paid there is little if anything left for 
the poor farmer exeept the which custom has 5 permitted them to sell 
for their own benefit, its supplying the little y money they have for 
the purchase of any of the comforts and y many of the necessaries of life. 

Your petitioners farther show that the Arrapa Baer industry of this section af- 
fords a ready and remunerative market for their cotton and that any legis- 
lation that in any way hampers or hinders the cotton-seed oil industry must and 


* 
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will bear harshly u them as producers, and they therefore most strenuous) 
and earnestly protest against the pending legislation proposing a tax on what D 
known as compound and of which cotton - seed oil is largely a component 


part. 
Your tioners are large) . and adverse 
N and feel that oy haves right to of an American Con; legis- 
imposing an excise tax 


your pe 

These poor colored laborers are quite right when they say that the 
cotton seed yields to them the greatest measure of clear profit. It 
costs the greater part of the fiber at present prices to pay the ex- 

nse of its cultivation, gathering, and marketing, especially if the 

borer has to rent the land on which it is produced. 

This bill proposes to tax compound lard, and cotton-seed oil peng 
very largely used in its manufacture will be correspondingly taxed, 
N compound, which is cleaner, more healthful, and less expen- 
sive than hog lard, will thereby be made to cost the poor men who 
use it more Shan it costs them now. Here is presented a test of the 
sincerity of the friendship of the Republican members of this House 
who voted for the Lodge-Davenport election bill under the pretext 
that it was nec to secure to the negro the right to vote and 
have his vote counted. This bill affects his materialinterests. Itis 
a meat-and-bread question with him, and of far greater importance to 
him thau voting. Republican members will secure his right to vote 
the Republican ticket, but when his material interests are involved 
he appeals to them in vain for assistance. In a contest between the 
negro and the hog they take the side of the hog with a few honora- 
ble exceptions. 

Mr. CONGER. Does that petition say anything about any bill 
except the lard bill? Does it include the Butterworth bill too? 

Mr. OATES. No; it does not. 

Mr. Speaker, they know fall well that one of the most important 
constituents of compound lard is cotton-sced oil, and that when a 
tax is imposed upon that product it necessarilly falls npon cotton- 
seed oil just to the extent that it goes into the compound. And it 
is nonsense to tell those people that a tax imposed upon cotton-seed 
oil adds to the price and puts money into their pockets. They do 
not believe it. I do not believe that the taxation of an article 
renders it more valnable or cheaper to him who has to buy it or con- 
sume it or use it. 

This food product has been proved by the very 8 authority 
to be a most healthful aud cleanly product. It is sold cheaper than 
the pure lard, and these poor laboring men in Alabama and all over 
the South engaged in raising cotton desire the compound and wish 
to get it as cheaply as they can. They do not want it taxed and the 
tax added to the price at which they could otherwise buy it, and 
that is the necessary result when the taxisimposed. It is all wrong, 
wherever there is competition, for Con to interpose in our do- 
mestic industries in favor of one and against the other, Now thatthe 
precedent has been set in the case of oleomargarine, if this bill be 
passed there will not be two sessions of Congress before some other 
rival industries will appeal to Congress to take sides and enact a 
similar law, and it will go on ad infinitum. It is internal protection, 
or rather internal partiality, as between rival industries. 

Here men are governed by their interests as elsewhere, and we 
find members representing districts where there are large products 
of hog lard in favor of the bill, and the consumers where it is not 
produced, who desire the componnd, which comes cheaper, opposed 
to the bill 

And you will find this true in every case where there is a conflict 
between industries when Congress is called upon to act; and the 
result will depend entirely upon which industry has the greater 
number of friends on this floor. The question will not be decided 
upon principles of justice and e uitg at all, but interest. Interest 

one will devide it. This fact should make thoughtful members of 
Congress hesitate to enter upon this character of legislation, 

In my judgment, Mr. Speaker, it is contrary to the soundest prin- 
ciples of legislation for the Congress to interpose and take sides in 
any such conflicts. Itis not consistent with the soundest principles 
of the party to which I belong. I have here a paper furnished to 

e by a member of this House, but emanating from one of the 
rivals, Messrs. Fairbank & Co., manufacturers of compound lard, 
containing some most excellent extracts from various platforms 
adopted in the State of Missouri. It does not make any difference 
from what source they emanate if they are true and sound. I wish 
to read some of them asa part of my remarks, for I fully indorse 
the sentiments they express. It strikes me that the same are strictly 
applicable to the measure now before the House. In the platform 

opted by the Seventh district of Missouri (represented by Mr. Nor- 
TON), August 8, 1890, it is said: 

We declare that the power of Con, 
the Constitution to the needs of 


to levy and collect taxes is limited by 
Government, administered upon 
denounce all taxa- 


of the strictest economy and the most rigid honesty, and we 


tion im for other than governmental whether throngh the tariff or 
apatie enve 4 as — unnecessary, — oppressive, 
and destructive of individual rights, legitimate business enterprises, and com- 


This also, in the district so abiy represented by my friend [Mr. 
Hion; adopted on June 17, 1890. The fifth clause reads as fol- 
ows: _ 


timate 
requirements of the Government economically adm: wo fmm 
aay. and all 1 Sgt eas — take from the labor of on goes Bos revenue — 
sū for timate uirements as unjust, un oppressive, 
destrucsive of individual rights, hashis enterprises, and arsam B H prosperity. 

And then, in 1888, a resolution adopted in the Eighth and Tenth 
Congressional districts, reads as follows: 

We declare onr opposition to all attempts at taxation by the strong arm of the 
Government, under any pretext whatever, no matter whether through a system 
of tariff or the internal revenue system of taxation, which has for its object the 
building up of one industry by crushing out another; the robbing of one in order 
to enrich another—it being a perversion of the Constitutionjof our country, in 
which all citizens are p on an equal footing. 

In the State platform of 1886 the following language appears: 

Mr. MeCORMICK. What State? 

Mr. OATES. The State of Missouri. 


That we demand that all taxation be confined to and kept within the! 
inistered; and 


ent. - 


up of one industry by a taxation or at the expense of another, is foreign to the 
true aimsof a free government, in which all the people, as to their legal rights, stand 
on an absolutely equal footing. r 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has oo pase 

Mr. OATES. ill the gentleman from North Carolina yield me 
abont five minutes? ; 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman 
from Alabama, = 

Mr. OATES. In the State platform adopted at St. Joseph, Mo., 
on June 12, 1890, the following language is used: 

The Democratic pariy of Misso in convention assembled, declares its re- 
newed and unfaltering faith in the principles of the party aa the only security of 
republiean government, the perpetuities of the liberties of the people, the su - 
acy of the General Government in the exercise of all the powers 7 to it 
by the Constitution, the reserved rights of each and every State in the Union, as 
to all such powers not so delegated, or by the Federal Constitation prohibited to 
the States; Be, beatae to class legislation, pp oy and trasta; equal not jan 
taxation of all classes, without favor or distinction, for the mere suj the 
Government, which shonld protect life, liberty, and property alike. the main- 
tenance of thess just principles depend the perpetuity of our free and enlightened 
republican form of government, and the general welfare and the happiness, pros- 
perity, and freedom of the people. 

These are very sound Democratic principles, and, in my judgment, 
they are not only applicable to the Prop legislation before the 
House, but denounce it as wrong and undemocratic. Here is aprop- 
osition, not for the yal oo of raising revenue, yet it is an exercise 
of the taxing power. The taxing power is invoked for a pu Š 
What is that purpose? To raise revenue? Why, it was not eee 
to raise revenue, but to protect hog lard against injurious competi- 
tion, and to secure the people against imposition in the sale of com- 
pound for hog lard. 

The adyocates of this undemocratic bill confess that Con 
jurisdiction and power to pass it only because it comes under the tax- 
ing power, which the Constitution confers on Congress, For what 
was that power conferred? There can be but one answer, and that is 
expressed with great force and perspicuity in the Democratic plat- 
forms I have just read—to raise revenue necessary to the pro 
administration of the Government. The exercise of the taxing 

ower for any other purpose than the raising of necessary revenue 
is therein denounced asa . of the power. The Democracy 
of Missouri did itself the honor of proclaiming a pre-eminently wise 
and patriotic principle in the following language: “The buildin 
up of one industry by a taxation, or at the expense of another, 
foreign to the true aims of a free government, in which all the peo- 
ple, as to their legal rights, stand on an absolutely equal footing.” 
I, sir, favor equal rights to all and special privileges to none, 

I do not see how Democrats who favor this bill can escape from the 
dilemma in which this doctrine of the party places them. This bill 
invokes the taxing power; and if there is no necessity for it, if the 
revenues of the Government be snfficient, then it is an abuse of 
that power. I believe that it is conceded by all—the facts are star- 
ing all men in the face—that there is no necessity for an increase in 
the amount of revenue. The most difficult problem has confronted 
us for years of how to get rid of the surplus revenues annually col- 
lected. This bill is o 
but if there be no necessity, as I have already shown, for raising rev- 
enue, then it is au abuse of the constitutional power; it is a prosti- 
tution of it to the worst of purposes. The power is invoked and 
used deceptively contrary: to the spirit of the Constitution. Such 
legislation, wrong ini makes a precedent to mislead and trouble 
our successors for all time. The bill onght, therefore, never to pass. 

Now, there is another way of reachin this evil, if it be an evil. 
The substitute which has been offered” I believe is Senator PAD- 


has 


early within the letter of the Constitution; 
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Dock's bill. It is infinitely better. It might be modified, abbrevi- 
ated, and improved. A proposition not covering half the ground 
might be matured which would compel, under proper pains and pen- 
alties, the honest branding of these food P ucts that are used in 
interstate commerce. It would not apply when sold within the 
State where manufactured, but the Legislatures of the respective 
States have the power and capacity to deal with it there. I hope 
the bill will be defeated. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. How much of the hour have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has fifteen minutes re- 


maining. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I yield that time to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

[Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, withholds his remarks for revision. 
See Appendix. ] 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN VIRGINIA. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. Lask unanimous consent to report from the 
Committee on the Judiciary and put upon its passage the bill (H. R. 
11206) to amend section 572 of the Revised Statutes so as to pro- 
vide for the holding of the regular terms of the circuit and district 
courts for the western district of Virginia, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Bo it enacted, etc., That section 572 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as 
to provide for the holding of the regular terms of the cirenitand district courts 
in the western district of Virginia as follows: At Danvilleon the Tuesday after 
the second Monday in April and November; at Lynchburgh on the Tuesday 
after the second Monday in March and September; at Abingdon on the Tues- 
day after the first Monday in a and October, and at Harrisonburgh on the 

after the first Monday in June and December. 


There being no objection, the bill was reported by the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and the Honse proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa, moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGES OF MACON AND ATLANTIC RAILWAY. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 11240) to authorize the construction of bridges 
over the Savannah, Ocmulgee, and Oconee Rivers by the Macon and 
Atlantic Railway Company. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill, which the Clerk proceeded to read, when—— 

Mr. BLOUNT said: I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
further reading. This is a bridge bill in the ordinary form, and has 
been favorably by the Committee on Commerce. 

There being no objection, the further reading of the bill was dis- 
with. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
‘was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
po and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
ble. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that the committee had examined and found truly en- 
rolled the bill (H. R. 1284) granting a pension to Theodora M. Piatt; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 

The SPEAKER announced that Mr. DINGLEY would preside as 
Speaker pro tempore at the evening session of the House. 

And then, the hour of 5 o'clock having arrived, the House, in pur- 
suance of its previous order, took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o'clock p, 
m., Mr. DINGLEY in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 


COMPOUND LARD. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to order, the House meets 
this evening for debate only on the bill (H. R. 11568) defining“ lard,”’ 
_ also im: a tax upon and regulating the manufacture and sale, im- 
portation an apee of compound lard. 
Mr BROSIUS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. SWENEY]. 
Mr. SWENEY. Mr. Speaker, those who favor this bill declare for 
honesty and good morals; good morals in commercial transactions. 
There are hogs Wa tA Iowa produces a greater number of four- 
footed hogs which fi the pork and lard for the world than any 
other State in the Union. Iowa's hogs often attain great size and 
t. Ihave very great admiration for the cities of St. Louis, Kan- 
and particularly Chicago. One of the committee of able and 


interesting gentlemen from that city, who were endeavoring to make 
it so pleasant for us in the early part of this session, informed me that 
I was the first member of this body, outside the State of Illinois, who 
declared a preference for that city as the place for holding the World’s 
Fair. 

It is indeed a great city, and one of which Americans can well be 
proud. In the bogus-lard business Chicago is the chief offender, and 
in criticising the fraudulent practice of some of its citizens I cast no 
reflection on the city’s general reputation for commercial honor. One 
of its Representatives years ago said on this floor that his district, be- 
ing in the city of Chicago, raised more wheat than any other district 
in the United States. It is raised in elevators,” said he. Some of 
the Representatives from that city might also say that their districts 
produce or raise more lard than any other district in the United States. 
They produce much of it, however, from substances entirely foreign to 
the anatomy of the honest four-footed hog of the farm. They raise 
lard by a process similar to that by which the expert penman raises a 
$4 check on the bank to $400. The rich and succulent of the farm 
can usually take care of himself and look out for his own interest, but 
when he meets the twenty-million-dollar thoroughbreds of his species 
walking on their hind legs about the city of Chicago or elsewhere he 
gets knocked ont. 

Mr. Speaker, a large proportion of the farmers in Iowa and in other 
corn-growing regions depend largely upon the sale of their hogs for 
legitimate returns for their industry. In the purchase, the slaughter, 
packing, and shipping ot the nineteen millions of hogs annually ki 
in the slaughter-houses, as shown by the Cincinnati Price Current’s 
annual statistical report, there is abundant room and o nity for 
legitimate commercial transactions with fair profit, which have in —— 
past given ample fortunes to many men engaged in that line of = 
ness. 

Human ingenuity and greed for money have called to their aid in- 
genious mechanical contrivances and the science of chemistry with 
which to plunder the producers of hogs of a large proportion of their 
legitimate vaine, and at the same time to palm off a fraudulent prod- 
uct upon the millionsof purchasers of what they eco. to be 
not only in this country, but in every country to which American lard 
is shipped and sold. 

I do not propose to enter into a discussion of the question of whether 
or not cotton-seed oil isa wholesome substitute forlard. If it is, then 
let it be used by those who want it. Iobject to its being sold as lard 
in fraud of raisers of hogs and of purchasers of supposed 

If we were to concede for the time being that what is known as 
compound lard—a mixture of lard,cotton-seed oil,and other substances, 
including sometimes beef fat, with which the art of chemistry com- 
bines sometimes from about 14 to 30 per cent. of water, and which 
costs less than one-half of what it actually costs the farmer in labor to 
produce pure lard—was just as pure, nutiitious, and healthful a product 
as lard, yet being sold as it has been by the practice of deceit apen the 
purchaser, one of two things is inevitable—either the purchaser is swin- 
dled in the price which he is required to pay for what he supposes to 
be an honest farm product, or the price of the product is so broken 
down as to entail enormous loss upon the farmer who produces the 
honest article of food. 

Without doubt both of these and other resultsoccur. The producer 
of cotton-seed oil possibly receives a little advance upon the price of 
that commodity by reason of the fraud; the lard compounder receives 
a larcenous percentage of profit; the producer of the hogs has the market 
for his produce curtailed by the substitution, fraudulently, of a spuri- 
ous article costing less than one-half what it does to produce lard, and 
he finds his legitimate market supplied to the extent of one-third by 
this substitution, and the price of his product is broken down. I read 
from the same standard authority last quoted by me, from page 6: 


Calendar year exported lard and valuation for ten years, and the average 
export price per pound and approximate average at Chicago. 


Pounds, 
000,000 | $30,400, 000 7.00 6.50 
000, 000 | 23, 500, 000 8.70 8.40 
000,000 | 21; 900; 000 7.30 6.75 
88 22. 500, 000 6.80 6.25 
000,000 | 22,200, 000 7.50 6.50 
, 000,000 20. 100, 000 8.30 7.95 
000,000 28. 600, 000 10.20 9.65 
000,000 27,800,000 11.80 11.45 
000,000 33, 700, 000 10.80 10. 90 
415, 000, 000 | 33, 600, 000 8.10 7.35 
Lard exports embrace oe of compound lard, in the manu- 
facture of which in recent years 110,000,000 to 125,000,000 pounds of 


cotton- seed oil and beef fat (oelostearine) have been utilized. 
COMPOUND LARD. 
The manufacture of compound lard has been carried on for man: 
years on a large scale under the general designation of refined lard,” 
The extent of the yearly production of this article can not be accurately 
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stated; but it has been estimated to reach approximately 300,000,000 
pounds, which is probably a fair estimate for years of larger production, 

During the past year it is believed the production has been reduced 
about 25 per cent., due to antagonism to thisarticle in this country and 
abroad and the low prices reached for pure lard. It is estimated that 
about two-thirds of the entire production to the country is made at Chi- 
cago. On this basis, and taking into consideration the disparity be- 
tween reported shipments of lard for the year at Chicago and the indi- 
cated supply at that point as suggesting the extent of manufacture in 
that city, calculations show about 225,000,000 pounds as the aggregate 
manufacture during the past year. This would imply about 135,000,- 
000 pounds of cotton-oil and stearine used as mixtures, Of this quan- 
tity, cotton oil presents abont 65,000,000 pounds and stearine about 
'70,000,000—the latter including the lard stearine used, which is esti- 
mated to be about 25,000,000 pounds, the remaining 45,000,000 pounds 
being oleostearine, a beef product. 

Although the quantity of cotton oil used in compound lard the past 
year has been somewhat diminished, the percentage has been increased 
of this ingredient, which has been of higher quality this season than 
the preceding year, owing to better condition of cotton seed. 

A reliable estimate of the quantity or proportions of compound lard 
which is disposed of by exportation is not available, but itis conceded 
to be large. 

A prominent feature of complaint in the earlier agitation concerning 
compound lard and those who offered it was the fact that packages 
containing the article were not branded so a3 to indicate that it was a 
mixed product. It was held by the manufacturers that ‘‘refined Jard’’ 
was a term implying that it was not pure lard. This, however, did 
not convey such impression to the consumer as a rule, and the demand 
that the branding should be made to designate the character of the 
goods offered was a just one, in the interest of the consumer as well 
as the producer of the unmixed article for which it served as a substi- 
tute. 

This requirement is now complied with by the manufacturers in 
product exported as well as offered for domestic consumption. The 
word ‘‘compound’’ has had the effect to create more or less predju- 
dice against the refined product thus offered, nevertheless it is in favor 
in this country and largely so in foreign markets, and considering the 

production and lower values of the pure-lard product the past 
year the distribution of the compound has been well sustained. 

If the calculations herewith offered are approximately correct, the 
year’s addition to lard product by beef fat and cotton oil has been 
about 110,000,000 pounds, equivalent in weight to the lard product of 
about 3,150,000 hogs. 

It is stated in the foregoing that the manufacturers now brand their 
adulterated articles ‘‘compound lard.’’ These gentlemen, however, 
have claimed and insisted that it was morally and legally right to sell 
this stuff under the name of refined lard. They claimed that it was 
not wrong to permit people to buy it without knowing that it was not 
pure lard. One who is morally so obtuse can not be trusted to sur- 
render profit voluntarily. 

Producers and consumers have been swindled by them, and demand 
that a watch be put over them. They can afford to pay something to 
the revenues of their country if they put their compounds into inter- 
state and international commerce. They require watching, too, that 
they do not bring the country into further disrepute. 

It has been urged that to pass this bill will deprive cotton-seed oil of 
a proportion of its value by preventing its use in the manufacture of 
compound lard. It is urged that it will be a blow to the colored peo- 
ple who labor in the fields in the production of cotton as well as to the 
white people of the South. A gentleman said on the floor a couple of 
days ago that it was a question of the hog versus the nigger.” it 
was not on this side of the House that the statement was made. This 
country, Mr. Speaker, can do no better service to the colored or the 
white people than to impress upon them the fact that honesty is the 
best policy,” and that no argument which involves commercial fraud 
and dishonor weighs in favor of any class of people or any section of 
this country. , 

The effrontery of these dealers is marvelous. In the evidence taken 
by the Senate Committee and reported by the House Committee on 
Agriculture I find that one of the great lard compounders of Chicago, 
made the following statement in reply to the following question by 
Senator GEORGE: 


Q. You think that if there was only 20 per cent. of lard that it would be right 
to brand that as refined lard, 

A. Yes, sir, If we choose to use our brand, which is our capital in business, 
which is the thing we make our money out of, which is our reputation, and we 
are able to sell that welt known brand all over the country in er quantities 
than any other concern in the world; of refined lard very much larger, and 
we have been doing it for twenty-five years. If we choose to say that we are 
willing to put in our brand as refined lard only about 20 per cent. of lard we 
consider it perfectly fair to do it, 


And the following, in reply to a question propounded by Senator 
PLUMB: i 
Su th 20 t. lard 1 nd, would 
regard fh ann fair thing to the trade to sell 16 aw refined Inca wiihout letiing 
every one know it was a compound? 
A. After we have been putting up refined lard for twenty-five years weclaim 
to be expert in the manufacture of edible lard for domestic purposes. If we 


consider that we can make an article that meets the demand of our trade, 
fulfills the wants of the trade, and is and wholesomé and valuable and can 
put in 50 per cent. or 60 per cent. of cotton-seed oil and harden it with 20 per 
cent. of Jard to make it firm, it meets the demand of our trade. That is what, 
they want. We know what they want better than they do themselves. 


Here is a statement of what these men claim; that they have an abso- 
lute right to a compound and place upon the market, under the name 
ot “Refined lard,” **Refined family lard,’’ and Pure refined family 
lard,” a mixture in which there is not more than 20 to 30 or 40 per 
cent, of lard. 

I quote from the evidence taken by the Senate committee: 


TESTIMONY OF PROFESSOR H. W. WILEY. 


A large number of samples were submitted to the Bureau of Agri- 
culture for examination, and the result is set forth in the testimony of 
Professor Wiley, as follows: 


Q. Take your tabulated statement and give us the results of the sample® 
that were manufactured by Fairbank & Co. Do that without my interrupting 
you with questions. Ishall be glad to have you do that in order to 
matters. And in your answers please give the ingredients, so far as you know 
them, of these samples made by Fairbank & Co. 

A. Wehave twelve of Fairbank’s samples tabulated, and there are three orfour 
more that have not been tabulated, Ofthe twelve that have been tabulated all 
contain cotton-seed oil. 

Q. Give the different brands of these 3 

A. Eight are branded Prime refined family lard,” one is branded “ Choice re- 
fined family lard,” and one is branded “ Compound lard,” 

Q. tS PES any of Fairbank's that do not contain cotton-sced oil? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Where were these manufactured? 

A. They were manufactured in Chicago. 

Q. How many samples have you from Armour & Co.? 

A. Lhave twelve samples from Armour & Co. 

Q. Tell us how they are branded? 

A. Some are branded Pure refined family lard," one is branded “ Kettle re- 
fined lard,” three are branded Choice refined family lard,” and one is branded 
“Superior compound lard.” 2 

Q. State what these lards are composed of, as far as you know. 

A. Ten of them contain cotton-seed oil and two of them are pr lard. 

Q. In that connection, state how itis that you can determine that there is 
cotton-seed oil in these lards? 

A. By the reaction of cotton-seed oil and nitrate of silver. 

Q. Take the next sample. . 

A. Another lard, manufactured by Adam H. Wortheman & Co., of Philadel- 

hia, contained 17.4 per cent. of water, and another sample, manufactured 
b. F. Teijen, of New York, contained 35.5 cent. of water. Some have as 
low as 1 per cent., but very few, and I would not call that added water, 


TESTIMONY OF PROFESSOR SHARPLESS, 


Professor Sharpless, soog other things, testified: 

Q. State what those two specimens, 7402 and 7205, are. State whether you 
have subjected them to tests, 

A. I subjected them both to tests, and found that they both contained largely 
of beef fat and cotton-seed oil. 

Q. How much lard did you find in them? 

— I have not yet succeeded in finding any lard. I found no trace of lard in 

em. e 

(These two specimens were purchased in a grocer’s store in New 
York, were made by Halstead & Co., and branded Pure family lard.’’) 

In the examination of Mr. Fairbank, before referred to, in answer 
to the question: 

Would Ar wang the formula being pressed on each package of what that 
Or 8 would object, because every manufacturer has certain formulas 
and certain mixtures in putting up which he does not want to give away to his 
customers. 

This compound has been branded wherever used as refined Jard. 

Mr. Fairbank, in reply to this question: 

Why not change your trade-mark to refined lard, compounded of 50 per cent. 
of pure lard, hogs’ fat, 20 per cent, refined cotton-seed oil, and 30 per cent, of 
refined beef tallow? That shows just what you are made of, Would that 
injure you? 

A. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Speaker, not only the welfare of our people who are engaged in 
the legitimate industry in this country of producing hogs and in slaugh- 
tering and marketing them is involved. These dishonest, unconscion- 
able compounders have practiced their frand upon our own country 
and are bringing our products into disrepute abroad. 

I insert here a letter contained on 180, 181, and 182 of the 
reports of consuls of the United States for February, 1889: 


CHAMBER OF Commence, Nantes, Ma, 1889, 
His Excellency the Minister : 1K. 


Sm: I bave the honor to address vou a copy of a letter which was written 
us by the manufacturers of salted provisions and lards in our district, The 
signers of the letters have at different times requested us to transmit to the de- 
partment of marine and of the colonies well-founded observations of the condi- 
tion to which theirindustry is placed in consequence of the custom-house regula- 
tions of the French colonies; now they rest their complaints upon new unds, 

The American lards have gradually supplanted those which were former: 
furnished by the mother country, until at present our exports to M ue 
Guadeloupe are virtually nothing. Now, the fact can not be explained solel 
by a difference in price existing between American and French lards; it 


58 it appears. to the fact that our colonies receive under the name 
of lard adu 


lte: and unwholesome products which bear about the same 


relation to lard as rine does to butter. 


can 
which would have the efect of allowing our e to meet the com- 


port tax, 
petition which is given them by products of greatly inferior quality, and which 
to the preference they enjoy only through fraudulent methods 
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of manufacturing. As our consignees state, these frauds explain the difference 
between their lards and the foreign product, and the consumer is alwaysin- 
clined to seek an apparently cheap article, without caring so much as he ought 
about the value of the article. 

For merchandise other than alimentary products the reduction of the cus- 
toms duty would seem to be justified by the inferiority of the material bonded, 
but we think, your excellency, when the preservation of health is atstake, the 
rule should be reversed, and that, in default of prohibition, a greatly increased 
tax should warn the consumer and arouse his suspicions, 

Accept, ete., 
RIVRON, 
President of the Chamber of Commerce. 


Mr. President, Members of the Chamber of Commerce : 

GENTLEMEN: We have just called yourattention toa fraud which is committed 
on a large scale, and entails a considerable loss to our agriculture. 

In fact, almost the entire quantity of American lards which are imported in 
France and our colonies contains about 50 per cent, of cotton-seed oil. To be 
convinced of this fraud it is only necessary to refer to the lawsuit which took 
place recently in England, (See Union Brétonne, August 9, 1888; Espérance du 
peuple, August 9, 1888.) : 


{Extracts from newspapers printed in the consular report referred to.) 


We find in the Liverpool Evening Express, June 30, 1888, the synopsis of a 
trial which we deem it advisable to publish, 
It treats of the frauds which are perpetrated in American lards. It particu- 
larly concerns a branch of trade most important in our city, as wellas to many 
„ and above all the consumers themselves, and consequently the public 
Lealch. Why, then, should we refrain from calling our readers’ attention tothe 
grave question? Below is a résumé of the trial: 


FRAUDS IN LARDS—IMPORTANT PROSECUTIONS, 


Several wholesale dealers and importers of Liverpool have been summoned 
before the court of the city for selling American lards which did not conform to 
the requirements of the law either in character, substance, or quality. 

Mr. Marks, asa member of he health committee, conducted the prosecution. 
He said that on May 14 Inspector Baker, whose duty it is to supervise the sale 
of all food products, visited the establishment of the defendants, He secured 
a sample and submitted it for analysis to Dr. Campbell Brown, who gave acer- 
tificate tothe effect that the lard he analyzed (bearing the brands of Armour & 
Co., and Fairbanks Brothers, of Chicago) contained considerably more than 
40 cent, of a mixture of cotton-seed oil, stearine, and mutton or beef suet. 

. Brown, being called, said that he believed the lard that he analyzed 
contained even more than 40 per cent. of the mixture. He added that the pro- 
duction of cotton-seed oil in the United States amounts annually to between 
180,000,000 and 200,000,000 pounds, and that one-half of it is used to adulterate the 
product which is sold under the name of “refined lard.” 

Dr. Brown still further added that, while genuine lard is worth 42s, 6d. per 100 
pounds, cotton-seed ofl is only worth 22s, 6d,, and beefsuet 30s. The fraudulent 
manufacturers reap the enormous profit, which is a grievous blow tothe honest 
manufacturer who sells the —— 3 7 5 article, and at the same time the consumers 
are buying a commodity which is fraudulent, defective, and improper, The de- 
fendants were convicted. 

The reading of this trial reminds us that La Soleil, of July 7, mentions a case 
where one hundred soldiers of the one hundreth regiment, at Perpignan, were 
poisoned, it is said, by the uso of Amorican grease iu preparing codfish, 


The Liverpool Journal and other papers in England and Scotland, in 
June and July, 1888, contained numerous accounts of arrests and pun- 
ishment of dealers there for selling these compounds from Chicago, 
From the account and comments made by the Liverpool Journal of June 
21, 1888, I extract this, included in the consular reports: 


the whole is sold to Tas punio as genuine lard and charged at the price of the 
men of 

11% lens bg of Liverpool wi 
the pu 


There was great in discriminating between the different 
oils compounded with what is called American lard. Hog fat and cotton-seed 
oil are not easily distinguishable when they are blended together. However, 
Dr. Campbell Brown has mastered the dificulty by patient research and innu- 
merable tests, He is able not only to detect the presence of these varions oils, 
but to differentiate their quantities, so that chemical science has at length over- 
taken the arts of the adulterants. He was able to certify in eourt yesterday that 
the samples of “lard’’ contained 30 per cent. of cotton-seed ofl and 10 per cent, 
stearine. Upon this evidence Mr. Raffles imposed a fine of £5 and costs in each 
ease, and with this judgment public opinion will heartily concur. 

But there was one p of the lard trade incidentally mentioned, which 
deserves some attention. It is instructive to the pyblic, and is also a revela- 
tiov, It was argued that the article in question was sold as “ refined lard,” and 
the issue was what meaning the consumer attaches to this designation. A 
housewife will probably assume that refined lard” was an article of exce] 
tional purity and genuineness, and when she bought “refined lard " she would 
imagine that she wasgetting the bestarticle procurable. This, however, would 
bea deception. It was gravely argued yesterday that refined lard is not in 
any sense a synonym for the pure article; onthe contrary, that it is a trade name 
for something which may not be lard at all, but a compound of any sort of stuff 
which the manufacturer may choose to put into it, 

Mr, Piekrord, who on behalf of the 
doctrine, 


und lard;“ 
ned cotto: 


ere was no attempt on the part o manufacturers to deny 
the fact that 3 use cotton-seed oll and other i ients in what penis ere to 
the worldaslard. Theyacknowledge the fact karie They say thatthe 
“refined lard” which y sell does not pretend to be pure lard; it is a com- 


pound, and is known all the world over as a compound, which may be 
news to the average English honsewite; If po! st 1284 is Parison alee Ars 
itself that it should on the face of it be branded as 
has been 
object to 


From the Midland Advertiser of July 7, 1888, I extract the bares, 

These reports will in a measure explain to the farmers of Iowa why t 

swine-raising has recently been so unprofitable, as well as how the com- 

eA panes of the country has suffered through the perpetration of 
ese frauds: 


SELLING ADULTERATED AMERICAN LARD. 
[The Midland Advertiser, Saturday, July 7, 1888. 


Atthe Bagi caret npr court, on Tuesday, before Mr, Neville (stipendiary 
magistrate), Geo: lackham, grocer, Darlaston, was summoned, at the in- 
stance of Mr. J. E. Morris, inspector under the food and drugs act, for having 
sold lard of the nature and qualitydemanded. Mr. R. A. Wilcock, Wolverton 
Hampton, appeared in support of the complainant, and Mr. J. Slater for the de- 


fense. 

In opening the case Mr. Wilcock stated that Mr. Morris went to the defend- 
ant's shop and saw two lots of lard, the one marked 5d. and ôd, per pound. He 
bought some of the former,and the defendant who served him, on being told 
that it was for the purpose of analysis, said that he bought the lard as pure, and 
believed it to be pure, and if it was not it would be very hard to prosecute the re- 
tailer. The lid of each tin was marked, “Armour & Co.'s pure refined lard, 
Chicago, U. S. A., 28 Ib. net. A part of the sample bought was sent to Mr. Jones, 
analyst, who found that it contained 17 per cent. of cotton-seed oil. After pro- 
ceedings had been commenced the Liverpool agents, for Messrs, Armour & Co. 
issued the following circular, namely: 

“Armour’s refined lard.—It has been decided that Armour's refined lard, as 
hereto imported from Chicago, can not be sold as pure lard, but as mixed. Wo 
shall be happy to make any reasonable allowance that you may think needful 
to repay you for any 88 trouble or inconvenience 28 may experience 
in selling the mixed as distinct from the pure lard, or tnke back any unsold 
portion at your option later on should you find any trouble, which we hardly 
anticipate, as Messrs, Armour's refined lard is of unimpeachable quality for 
domestic purposes [laughter] and contains the most thoroughly health-giving 
properties, and is extensvely used by the general blic all over the world. 
(Pilling, Stanley & Co., Liverpool, June 26, 1878,)"” 

With this was a label, which was supplied to every purchaser, bearing the 
words, Armour's refined lard. This product is mixed.” Although Mr. 
Biackham was there as defendant, the prosecution felt that the real offenders 
were the American refiners who sent into this country an article so extensively 
adulterated with cotton-seed oil that it was worth only half the sum charged 
for it, The prosecution asked for a heavy fine, in order to check the importa- 
tion of adulterated lard. Evidence as to the purchase and analysis having been 

iven, Mr. Slater, for the defense, said his client bought the lard from Messrs, 

Jarter, Wooding & Co., Liverpool, who received it from Messrs. Pillings, Stan- 
ley & Co., Messrs. Armour's agents; and to show that Mr. B was not 
gaining large profits from the transaction, he might mention that that gentle- 
man paid 42s, per cwt. for the lard, Reise equal to Id. per pound, and retailed it 
ut d. per pound. The wholesale dealers , since the proceedings had be- 

un, written to say that they sold any American lard as pure, but excepted 
{i us pure refined. [Laughter.] 

The stipendiary said that he did not understand the prosecution to suggest 
that the English retail dealers got large profits ; it was the Americans who were 
said to be doing that. The word “pure,” it would be noticed on the label, is in 
verysmalltype, Mr, Slater thanked the stipendiary for the information with re- 
dgar to hisclient, and went on toargue that the inscription on the tins was practi- 
cally a guaranty within the meaning of the act of the purity of the Iard. The 
stipendiary held that it was nota warranty under the twenty-fifth section of the 
act, and went on to say that so far as the defendant was concerned he no doubt 
bought the lard as pure, and had not made much prons out of it: the profit, 
unfortunately, was got on the other side of the water. The only way to stop 
the traffic seemed to be to impose a substantial fine, aud in this case the penalty 
would be £5 and costs, which no doubt the defendant would be able to recover. 

Mr. F. F. Smith, Liverpool, who ap; for the wholesale dealers. asked 
the stipendiary to reserve his decision until the other cases were heard, but the 
application was not acceded to. Mr, Slater intimated that he would appeal, 
and the stipendiary consented to grant him s case. 

William Wilkes, grocer, Darlaston, was summoned for a like offense, and the 
adulteration with cotton-seed oil was proved to be 19 per cent. Mr, F. Smith 
asked the a to impose a smaller 8 the adulteration being ef- 


fected in America, but his worship declined to yield to the appeal, and said Mr. 
Jones had acted the part of a public benefactor in discovering the adulteration. 
He imposed a fine of £5 and costs, 


Walller John Raybould, grocer, Dudley Port, was also summoned for a like 
offense, the lard, which has, as in the previous cases Messrs. Armour & Co.'s 
brand, being shown to contain 13 per cent. of cotton-seed oil, Mr. F. Smith, who 
ot gar for the defense, submitted that it was a great hardship upon the En- 
5 ish retail dealers, who were trying to comply with the law, to fine them heay- 

ly. He had the honor of appearing in the first cases, which were heard at Fen- 
ton, and the disclosure of the adulteration then came on the English dealers as 
a great surprise, Of course, if after this the dealers went on selling the mixt- 
ure as pure lard his worship would know how to deal with them. A fine of 
£5 and costs was imposed in this case also. 


Following the able report on agriculture, we may, in view of the facts 
and evidence, say: 

Exactly what the people have been consuming in this product of the labora- 
tory no history relates. And what they may regalo thoir stomachs with in the 
future ifthis imposition isnot curtailed es the utmost resources of prophecy. 
With opportunities so great and facilities so superior for the employment of 
chemistry in the production of food, and the power of man to resist the solici- 
tations of avarice so feeble, as illustrated in the history of this industry, your 
committee entertain a firm conviction that the business should be subjected to 
legal controlin the interest ot pure food, fair trade, commercial honor, and busi- 
ness integrity. 

The commercial im 
markets as well, will 
the United States ae | 


rtance of lard, not eee in our domestic but in forei 
= oe when itis remembered that there are in 
,000,000 hogs, worth nearly $300,000,000, and that of 
Jard produced, 318,000,000 2 worth over $27,000,- 
„are expo foreign markets, e city o cago alone ann y 
000, rted tofi ig kets, The city of Chi al shi nall, 


55,000,000 ben lard in excess of the amount recei and manu- 
factured in the city. This represents the contingent of cotton-seed oil and tal- 
low. The same thing occurs toa less extent in pte Louis, Cincin- 


its 
nati, New York, and other places, The injurious effect of this enormous dis- 
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placement of the fat of the hog in the markets of the world by oil and tallow, 
apon manufactarers of lard and growers of swine. is demonstrably clear. It is 
hardly su g in view of these facts that from 1583 to 1889 the price of prime 
steam lard fell from 10 to 6 centa per pound. 

Mr. Hately in his testimony stated that the introduction of these compounds 
would make a difference of 32cents in the value of the hogs received in cago 
in 1886-87; and, taking the entire product of the country, he estimates that it 
would amount to from $13,000,000 to $15,000,000, or a sum nearly three times as 
U us the entire cotton-seed oil product, and that the farmers of the country 
could anord to buy the oil crop of the nation and poor it into the sea and be 
millons of dollars in pocket if the compound fraud” was stopped. 

Your committee believe that no public interest at this time presses with such 
extreme urgency upon the attention of Co: as some measure of relief to 
the distress of agriculture. ‘This industry is foundation of all our prosper: 
ity. All other trades rest in it like spokes in a hub. and are bound to it witha 
tire of dependence. History gives noexample of a country surviving its decay. 
This interest has been in alarming straits; hunted down, at bay, fighting for 
life. Among its pursuers are the trades that are conceived in fraud and oper- 
ated in concealment stealing the markets from honest producers. And it will 
bea reproach to the nation to longer suffer them to prey upon the farming 
industries of the country, Y 

These fraudulent practices have not only injured our market abroad, 
but unless Congress shall act promptly and vigorously to put an end 
to such dishonorable methods the American people will be judged by 
the code of commercial morals which Congress permits in America’s in- 
ternational trade. Wecan not afford to accept those lard-compounders’ 
code of morals. 

Mr. Speaker, this matter, having been brought to the attention of 
Congress, demands a speedy remedy. Speaking for the people of Iowa, 
who have $28,000,000 invested in swine, I stand here and demand that 
these frauds upon them shall cease. The Constitution places in the 
hands of Congress alone the power to correct this evil. 

The people of Iowa have been annually for years robbed of millions ot 
dollars by this, as bare faced a fraud as was ever perpetrated. This ought 
not to be a question of party or politics. It is a question of morals, of 
Congressional duty. It is our right to be protected, from this traud. 
It is the duty of Congress to afford that protection and to show to the 
people that in commercial transactions over which Congress has con- 
trol when frauds are made known they are quickly righted, and, too, 
that a good name and fame are of as much importance to Americans 
as to any people on earth. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. DuNNELL |. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, the provision that was made on Tnes- 
day last for the consideration of bills reported by the Committee on Agri- 
culture was, in my opinion, eminently wise and proper. It is almost im- 
possible for us to overestimate the dignity and importance of the agri- 
cultural pursuits of our people. We legislate more for other interests 
than for the agricultural interests of the people. We legislate for man- 
ufacturers; we legislate for wholesale importers. We have had too 
little clear, distinct legislation in the interests of agriculture. It was, 
therefore, a matter of great satisfaction that, by the adoption of the 
order of business to which I have referred, provision was made for the 
consideration of the bills that have already been before us, the bill 
now before us, and the one that shall come up on Tuesday next, namely, 
the anti-option bill, the dealing in futures. 

Our agricultural interests are very great, and the products of the farms 
of this country have more than once been a great source of national re- 
lief and aid. You will remember, Mr. Speaker, how, when we were 
struggling to resume specie payments in this country, we were aided by 
the immense crops of those years of financial trial; and you will remem- 
ber that the large exports we then enjoyed of farm products helped us 
out in the resumption of specie payments. The same products of 
England, in the same way, once saved that nation from a very disgrace- 
ful attitude before the world. í 

Itseemstomeaduty Lowe to the farmers, whom I have the honor torep- 
resent on this floor, that I take the ten minutes which are granted me 
to give the reasons for my support of this measure. The bill before us 
has for its object a restriction upon the manufacture and sale of compound 
lard. There has been growing up, as we all know, this manufacture of 
compound lard, refined lard, orlard compound. By this means an injury 
has been done to the pork-growing interests of the country, and a very 
great injury. There has come from every quarter of the country a de- 
mand for legislation that this compound lard, orlard compound, should 
go out from the manufacturers into the country and into the markets 
well branded, well known, well designated. 

This demand has come to us from every part of the Union. In the 
report which the committee has presented to the House, there are ex- 
tracts from letters, petitions, and resolutions coming from every sec- 
tion of the country, indeed from every State, save two. A resolution 
from Texas says: 

If it is true, as claimed by the mixers of cotton-seed oil, lard, and tallow, that 
they can produce a better article from these ingredients from one-half cent to 2 
cents less per pound, all right, but let them stamp each vessel in which it is of- 
fered for sale with its component parts. 

Let us by ail means have an anti-adulteration law. 


Here is a statement from the State Grange of Georgia: 


Ifa revolution would be averted, some regard must be had for the interest of 
the masses. Many are growing very impatient. Now, while cotton-seed oil is 
a product of our section, we do not want to buy lard mixed with cotton-seed oil 
and stearine and branded pure leaf lard. If cotton-seed oil, etc., makes the lard 
better, as some claim, let it be branded as such, and let the purchaser know ex- 


actly what he is buying, and then the vender would be entitled to ask an in- 
creased price over pure leaf. The Government alone can manage this matter, 
and should do so, 

The people must be protected by the Government or they will not cheerfull; 
support the Government. Thisadulteration injures the reputation of our cae 
ucts at home and abroad and is of necessity an injury to the health of consum- 
ers, All we ask is for the Government by stringent laws to protect the 
of this country and foreign countries from impositions as would 
posed upon them by unscrupulous men of different States. We ask and de- 
mand protection to honest interstate commerce, and s prohibtion of dishonesty 

neame line. We will be satisfied with nothing less. 


The Pork-Packers’ Association of Cincinnati, in their petition to Con- 
gress, say: E 

So widespread has this adulteration become, it is believed that of the 600,- 
000,000 pounds of lard produced annually in the United States more than 35 per 
cent. is subjected to greater or less adulteration from the introdvction of cotton- 
seed oil, beef and mutton tallow, e vegetable products, chemicals, and 
other adulterants, These compounds are sold under circumstances which lead 


the public to believe them to be pure articles, and are sold, in consequence, at 
prices greatly in excess of their actual value. 


Similar statements are made by State Legislatures, State and local 
granges, State and local alliance associations, boards of trade, pork- 
packers, and the people at large. È 

The statement made here in the debate to-day that there had been 
no call for this legislation has been asserted by those who have not read 
the report of the Committee on Agriculture, 

I can not better show the importance of this legislation than by the 
insertion here of the following portion of this report: 

The commercial importance of lard, not ooy in our domestic but in fe 
markets as well, will be appreciated when it is remembered that there are 
the United States nearly 50,000,000 hogs, worth nearly $300,000,000, and of 
the 600,000,000 pounds of lard produced, 318,000,000 pounds, worth over $27,000,- 
C00, are exported to foreign markets. The city of Chicago alone ships annually 
55,000,000 pounds of lard in excess of the aawropate amount received and manu- 
factured in the city. This represents the contingent of cotton-seed oil and tals 
low. ‘The same thing occurs to a less extent in City, St. Louis, Cincin« 
nati, New York, and other places, The injurious effect of this enormous dis- 
placement of the fat of the hog in the markets of the world by oil and e 
upon manufacturers of lard and growers of swine, is demonstrably clear, It ia 
hardly surprising in view of these facts that from 1883 to 1889 the price of prime 
steam lard fell from 10 to 6 cents per pound, 

Mr. Hately, in his testimony, stated that the introduction of these compounds 
would make a difference of 32 cents in the value of the hogs received in Ohi- 
cago in 1886-'87; and, taking the entire product of the country, he estimates 
that it would amount to trom $13,000,000 to $15,000,000, or a sum nearly three 
times as large as the entire cotton-seed-oil product, and that the farmers of the 
country could afford to buy the oil crop of the nation and pourit into the sea and 
be millions of dollars in pocket if the “compound fraud” was stopped. 


Allow me, Mr. Speaker, to bring out in my remarks, at this point, a 
few statistics touching the value of the farm products of the United 
States. These aggregated last year the sum of $3,829,000,000. This 
is an enormous sum. These products, affecting all the people and 
the channels of trade, were brought up out of the bowels and from 
the surface of the earth, by the agriculturists of the country. This 
large volume of wealth approximates $4,000,000,000. I busied my- 
self this afternoon, a little while, in looking over the value of a few 
of the farm products in the United States. I found the potato crop of 
1888, in round numbers, was valued at $81,000,000; the hay crop, in 
1889, $408,000,000; the tobacco crop of 1889, $43,000,000; the cotton 
crop, in 1889, $292,000,000; the corn crop of the same year, $597, 000, 000, 
and the wheat. crop, $342,000,000. I have also two or three items of 
statistics in relation toswine. In 1860, the swine were valued at $33,- 
000,000 in round numbers; in 1870, $25,000,000. You can see the 
work of the war in lessening the aggregate value in 1870 below what 
it was in 1860. 

In 1880, the swine of the country were valued at $47,000,000. The 
valuation of the swine, 1890, is $243,000,000. Here is seen the value 
of one product of the farms, $243,000,000. This enters, of course, into 
the general farm products, as I have already said, amounting in value 
to nearly $4,000,000, 000. 

At this point, I willsubmit as a part of my remarks, taken from the 
very able report of the Committee on Agriculture, the following tables: 


Average price of hogs from 1883 to 1890. 


Year. “ | Price. 


Total lard production in the United States from 1877 to 1888. 


- 


1,000 pages; and I have endeavo: 


i 


"r 


— ~~ 


The foregoing tables are worthy of study. When we consider the 
mestion of pure lard, demanded at home and by foreign buyers, we 
shall not fail to consider our immense corn crop. A very large portion 
of this corn product should and will! find itself in the hog crop. The 
2 75 buyer demands pure lard. I insert here a resolution passed by 


the Liverpool Produce Exchange: 

We, the undersigned, members of the Liverpool Produce Ex: as mer- 
3 and brokers interested in the importation of American hog ucts, do- 
sire to against an adulterated compound being sent to us under the name 
of . We shall welcome any measure passed in Congress that is likely to 
secure ts to our market of a pure, unadulterated article, which we can 
with lence sell to our customers as lard. The known adulteration is seri- 


Some tell us that the pending bill is unconstitutional. This was 
said when Congress passed the oleomargarine bill. The constitution- 
ality of that act has never been called in question. The value of that 
enactment to the dairy interests of the country has been almost be- 
yond computation. Some have dwelt upon the small tax imposed by 
this bill, Some tax is necessary that jurisdiction may be had by the 
Government of the United States. I do not care how light this tax 
may be, provided an efficient administration of the law is secured. 

It is a matter of congratulation that under the pending order of busi- 


` ness of the House, we have already passed the meat inspection bill and 


now have under discussion this compound-lard bill. This House can 
not fail to pass it. Then, on Tuesday and Wednesday of next week, we 
shall discuss, and pass, I trust, the option bill, introduced by the honor- 
able gentleman from Ohio[ Mr. BUTTERWORTH]. If weshall then pass 
the Paddock pure-food bill, this branch of the National Legislature may 
be hued called the popular branch, in that it shall have heard and 
yielded to the voice demand of the le. 

The honorable gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] has read some 
py platforms to the honorable gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 

TOH], an able member of the Committee on Agriculture and the 
chairman of it in the last Congress, as though he could draw him away 
from a cordial support of this measure. Thegentleman from Missouri 
is safe, for when his constituents discover his intelligent zeal in a matter 
that comes home to them they will take care of him in the future as 
they have in the past. 

Mr. Speaker, allow me, in closing, to say that there have been more 
calls upon me to remain in my seat and raise my voice in behalf of the 
Conger bill than have ever come to me at any time on any other sub- 
ject while I have had the honor to occupy a seat in this House. A 
telegram from the secretary of the State Alliance reads: We want 
the Conger and the Butterworth bills.“ I have remained here, as was 
2 duty, that I might be present and cast my vote upon them. I 

ed the privilege of submitting some remarks in the full House, but 
the time was limited, and I was willing to take the few minutes allotted 
to me, in this evening session; that I might join with others in behalf of 
the passage of this bill. : 

ere the hammer fell.] 
r. HILL. Mr. Speaker, [regret very much that I haveno prepared 
ch to deliver on this occasion. I regret it, sir, because I feel that 

e importance of this subject demands at our hands the most careful 
8 and consideration. But the multitudinous and multi- 

arious duties of a Congressional life on my part, at least, have ren- 
dered it simply im le to make that timely preparation which I 
would like to have done. Still, I have given this question some con- 
sideration. 

I was not a member of the Fiftieth er and therefore have 

e: 


not had the advantage of listening to the ngthy evidence that was 
given before the Committee on culture of that Con. ; but it 
was ted and is here on my d a volume is fine point of heasty 


to extract from that the sub- 
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stance of the testimony of the witnesses. I have also heard, and 
listened with attention to all of the evidence that was given before the 
Agricultural Committee, of which I am a memberin this Congress; 
and I say that I feel after its consideration that Iam somewhat famil- 
iar with this question of compound lard. To some extent I recog- 
nize it as a mixed question. I itasa question upon whic 

ntlemen on the floor can fairly, honestly, and conscientiously dif- 

Further than that, I know we come here 8 in large 
part not merely our own ideas, but the interests and wishes of our 
constituents. 

It has been said, Mr. Speaker, that this isa contest between the 
hog and cotton-seed oil. Tomy mind this is merely a superficial 
view to take of the question. Back of that, behind it, lies a far 
greater 8 : the question of fair 5 honesty in com- 
mercial life and in the commercial affairs of the country. 

We have been told and we all know that for a great many years, 
perhaps until the past six or eight years, the only commodity known 
in the commercial world as lard was lard. Now it means something 
else. A difference gradually from year to year, dating back, perha 
in its inception to about eight years, has come in the growthof this 
new article, this compound which has been palmed off upon aready, 
believing public as the genuine article. And, until the discussion 
began here upon the floor of this House and in the icultural 
Committee, I will venture to say that even among the intelligent 
people of this country, the intelligent consumers of this articl 
there was not one man in a thousand or one woman but sup 
that when they were purchasing and a hy this commodity they 
were 3 and using genuine hog's lard. The people have 
been deceived and are to a great extent deceived to-day, and will 
be deceived until the law steps in and compels these manufacturers 
of this spurious, fraudulent article to so stamp it, to mark it, to 
brand it, or to label it,that when it into the country, goes into the 
retail and wholesale stores for sale, the people who can read can know. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. [hope the gentleman will state that p - 
tion again. I did not get it clearly. They have been using from 
time immemorial something as lard that was not lard. I want to 
know if anybody has been killed yet. We claim that this com- 
pound is healthful. 

Mr. HILL. I hope thisis not to come ont of my time. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Certainly not. I will give you all the time 
you want. 

Mr. HILL. Very well; I hope it will not be regarded in this 
House as any excuse for a fraud that that fraud has not committed 
murder or any crime known to the criminal code, 

Now, I will say right here, in sposkisg of that, I am not here to 
claim that this article called compound lard, when produced in its 
purity from pure cotton-seed oil and pure lard and stearine, is dele- 
terious or injurious to the public or the individual health. There 
is some testimony in this record that that is the case. But it is not 
necessary that we should take so extreme a position as that. It is 
ae to say that it is a fraud, that it is not what the people 

ink it is. 

I recognize the fact that in this brief time I can hardly brash 
away the chaff from this question that is presented before us, can 
scarcely dig at the root of the question; but I can make a start, 

Now I have said, when produced in its purity, from pure cotton-seed 
oil, and pure beef or lard stearine, I am not prepared to say that as 
an article of diet it is injurious to the consumers; but it is not so 
produced. It is not so put upon the market. Read this testimony 
and you will find here ample evidence from the very best witnesses 
that the manufacturers of this compound frand—and you can eall it 
nothing else—are not satisfied with the gains which they would 
make by mixing cotton-seed oil with the pure lard and with the pure 
beef stearine, but that they put in water, not in small quantities, 
butin very large quantities. Professor Wiley, the chemist of the _ 
Agricultural Department, tells us of some samples which he exam- 
ined, In one sample there was 35} per cent. of water, in another 
there was 17 per cent., and all the samples, so far as I recollect, 
which he examined, ranged from 1 up to 354 per cent. of what I 
suppose we may call pure water. 

r. MORGAN. I know my friend wishes to be fair. Will he per- 
mit me to say that that sample was from Tietjen, of New York, and 
does not my friend recollect that Tietjen eame and filed an affidavit 
that that sample was made to order and that it was not his brand 
as placed upon the market ? 

r. HILL. I will take the gentleman’s word, if he says it is so. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. It is absolutely so, because it is a matter of 
evidence. 

Mr. MORGAN, I will furnish my friend with the page of the tes- 
timony in the morning. 

Mr. HILL. The testimony shows that in most cases they are 
not satisfied with giving us pure cotton-seed oil even, but they must 

ut in water. And before I take my seat I want to call the atten- 

ion of the House to another thing that isa shame and a di z 
as F take it, not perhaps to the American people, unless it be for en- 
during it, but to the manufacturers of the so-called pure lard. All 
through this record, this mass of testimony which I have read, I 
find indubitable proof of these frands by so-called manufacturers of 
pure lard. They have resorted to methods, they haye used ingre- 


dients in the manufacture of this lard that ought to send them to the 
penitentiary, that would almost turn the stomach of a dog at the 
very paca poke of eating it. And I want w say further, if I could see 
my way clear to including that class of men in this bill or some far- 
reaching bill that would shut out these so-called manufacturers of 
pure lard, which is not pure lard, it would have my most hearty 
and earnest sapport, ; 

I will not detain the House, Mr. Speaker, by reading the evidence 
of the way in which some of this so-called “pare lard” is made. It 
is too revolting to be read in this presence. Suffice it to say that all 
parts of the hog unfit for other use, head, ears, feet, hoofs, intes- 
tines large and small, even the unnamable parts of the hog, all 
into the tank in which this “hell broth” is steamed and prepared. 
Cleanliness is iguored. Smothered hogs, those found dead in the 
yard or cars, even those dying of cholera or other disease, all go in 
to make this pure lard” which is put upon our tables or used in 
our kitchens; and this stuff is sold in the market as “refined lard,” 
„pure refined family lard,” ‘choice family lard,” and under other 
seductive and delusive labels. Ti 

Be it said, however, to the credit of mankind, that all manufact- 
urers do not do this. Some are careful and cleanly, but the tronble 
is to know what we are using. It is true that by the use of acids in 
what is known as the process of ‘‘refining,” very much of the dirt 
and filth of this filthy compound is eliminated, but that does not al- 
ways make it what it should be, clean and wholesome. Over forty 
years ago this process of ‘‘refining” was discovered and put in use, 
and nearly all the lard now used goes through that clarifying proc- 
ess. It was called “refined lard” when put npon the market, and 
has been so known commercially for over forty years, and, when 
made of the healthy, wholesome fat of the hog, is no donbt as pure 
and good for family use as the leaf or kettle-rendered lard. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, without detaining the House longer on this 
branch of the subject, I come to what is denominated in this bill as 
“compound lard.” As I have already said, itis made of lard, cotton- 
seed oil, and beef or lard stearine, No precise formula for makin 
this componnd has been published, and in fact there is none. Task 
and cotton-seed oil are used in varying proportions tosuit either the 
taste or greed of the manufacturer, in some cases as I have stated as 
high as 35 per cent. of water being used. Beef stearine is used to 
give the compound firmness and make it stand the heat of hot 
climates, like those of South America or the West Indies, withont 
melting or losing form. This stearine is the fatty or cellular tissue 
after the oil or fat is pressed ont. Lard stearine is also used for the 
same p . Cotton-seed oil and, as I have said, sometimes water 
are made to take the place of this fat or oil which has been thus 
pressed or squeezed out. Thus a great saving is made by the manu- 
facturer. ‘The oil or fat is saved or used for other purposes, and a 
much less expensive ingredient takes its place. The compound can 
be made for one-half or two-thirds the cost of pure lard, and is sold 
for from one-half to three-fourths less per pound to the wholesale 
dealer. Thus a greatsaving is made to the manufacturer and his 
profits become correspondingly large. 

The result is that a few men like Armour & Co., M. K. Fairbank 
& Co., and a few others, not 8 six or eight in all, have be- 
come monopolists of this branch of 1 industry. Over 90 per cent. 
of this compound is manufactured in Chicago by the two firms I 
have named. It was first sold as ‘‘ refined lard,” or ‘pure refined 
lard,” or“ pure refined family lard,” and for years no one but the 
manufacturers or their employés knew or suspected that it was any- 
thing else. Gradually, however, the public awoke to the fact they 
were being deceived. Agitation followed. The State Legislatures 
took the matter up. Massachusetts and Illinois passed laws re- 

niring the mixture to be be branded as “ compound lard.” Other 

States took the matter in hand. 

At last 9 7 hed was appealed to, and the Agricultural Commit- 
tee of the Fiftieth Congress took the matter in hand. An investiga- 
tion covering months of time followed. The fraud was thoroughly 
exposed and a bill reported substantially like the one now under 
consideration. Congress, however, adjourned without passing the 
bill. Armour & Co. and other manufacturers made haste to fore- 
stall further action by Congress. They changed the brand from 
“refined lard,” or “pure refined lard,” or ‘* pure refined family lard” 
to “lard compound” or ‘‘Armour’s superior lard compound,” bnt 
still retained the picture of the hog’s head on the label, thus indi- 
cating to the unsophisticated purchaser or consumer that the com- 
pound was made of hog’s lard. That brand is still in use. 

Vast quantities of this compound have been made and sold. The 
total number of hogs in the United States is estimated at fifty mill- 
ion. The total production of lard annually of all kinds in the United 
States is estimated at six hundred million pounds, of which abont 
one-half, or three hundred million pounds, is made of cotton-seed 
oil, lard, and beef or lard stearine, as I have said, in varying quan- 
tities. In other words, this compound lard has displaced in the 
market one-half of the entire lard Teepe of the country. Some esti- 
mates are higher than those, but that is sufficient to demonstrate in 
a general way the effect of this manafacture upon the hog-produc- 
ing interests of this country. 

Nearly every farmer is interested more or less in this 


in- 
dustry. That is especially true in the great Northwest, w 


corn 
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is one of the great staples; I might say pack. tars staple. The more - 
corn the more hog. Drive the hog from market or make it unprofit- 
able for the farmer to feed and fatten him, and you touch the pock- 
ets of millions of farmers. The inevitable result of this “lard com- 
pound“ is to lessen the demand for the hog of which lard is made 
and for the corn which makes the hog. One of the witnesses, a Mr. 
Hartley, I believe, made a careful estimate of this reduction in values 
and found it to about 32 cents a hog, which, on fifty millions, 
would be a loss of $16,000,000 annually to the farmers of this coun- 
try. As one witness stated, the farmers could afford to buy up all the 
cotton-seed oil in the country and dump it in the sea and still be mill- 
ions ahead in the transaction. This may be perhaps an extreme 
statement, but beyond all doubt the value of the hog product of this 
country has been greatly decreased in value. 

Heretofore a very large proportion of our lard product has been 
exported, in 1887, 320,000,000 pounds, and of this amount over one- 
third, or about 120 000,000 pounds of this compound made of lard, 
cotton-seed oil, and stearine, was sold in foreign markets as “refined 
lard,” or “pure refined lard,” or some similar deceiving label. This 
fraud had been going on and increasing for some years. At last it 
was detected and some of the dealers of the spurious article were 
arrested and fined. The result has been a great falling off in the 
eb demand for American lard. Last year, I understand, but a 
sm. l was exported. Foreign dealers are afraid to handle 
it. The fraud, however, still goes on at home in spite of agitation 
and legislation. Consumers still buy this lard compound as a pure 
and genuine article. 

I have before stated that the States of Massachusetts and Illinois 
have already passed laws requiring these compounds to be labeled as 
“ compound lard.” The object of this legislation is obvious. It was 
intended that the le should know what they are baying Nae eat- 
ing. Thatisall they ask. Let this compound go before the public 
for what it really is. If people like it, let them buy and useit. Its 
advocates say that it is better and purer than pennie lard. If so, 
the people will soon find it out and prefer it. But it is not so. 
mittedly it can not fill the place of Jardin some respects. Bakers and 
eracker-manufacturers can not and will not use it. This record is 
full of proof that it is a fraud and a counterfeit. No counterfeit was 
ever yet quite as pa as the genuine article. It may pass for a time 
until found out, but when known it will be discarded. f 

In this connection, Mr. Speaker, I wish to call attention toa me- 
morial from tke eracker-manufacturers, which was presented to the 
Committee on Agriculture : 

To the honorable members of the House of Representatives 
* * of the United States of America: 

Respectfully represent your memorialists that they are citizens of the United 
States interested and engaged in the manufacture of crackers, and in their busi- 
ness use large quantities ef pure lard; that large quantities of adulterated or 
com ed cles are manufactured and sold in various parts of the United 
States as substitutes for pure lard; that these compounds are made up of 
egestas such as cotton-seed oil, beef and mutton tallow, and in some instances 
of chemie: whitened and deodorized greases; that these compounds are sold 
under misleading and deceptive ds, and are thereby palmed off on tho 
consumer asand for pure lard, ata price tly in excess of their real value; that 
these compounds are sold in all or nearly all of the States of the mer States, 

commensurately — 


ted 
and that, th the 
und articles — r 


nited States; that 
of nited States that a law shall be by the Congress 
United States providing that all packages con’ cony d iard shall be 
plainly and unmistakably labeled so as effectually to p all fraud and decep- 


tion in the sale thereof, 

Wherefore your memorialists humbly pray, etc. 

The present bill, Mr. Speaker, is modeled upon the oleomargarine 
law of two years ago, but is much less severe nits terms., That law 
imposed s tax of 2 cents a pound and a license fee from retail dealers 
of $25. This bill imposes a tax of only 2 mills per pound and a li- 
cense fee of only $1.92 annually. The object to be subserved is sub- 
stantially the same. Oleomargarine was being manufactured and 
sold in large quantities, to the injury of butter makers and manu- 
facturers, and the people were deceived. Compound lard is now be- 
ing sold in equally large quantities and the people are again de- 
ceived. The language of President Cleveland in his message ap- 
proving the oleomargerine law is applicable here. He said: 

If this article has the merit which its friends claim for it and if the people of 
the land, with fall 3533 of its real character, desire to hase and use it, 

1 ufacturer and 


the taxes enacted by this bill will permit a fair profit to man 
desler. If the existence of the commodity taxed and the profits of its manufacture 
and sale depend upon disposing of it to the le for something elso which it de- 
ceitfully imitates, the entire enterprise is a and not an industry; and if it 
n not endnre the exhibition of its real character, which will be effected by the 


supervision, and stamping which this bill directs, the sooner it is de- 
205 z fair dealing. 
* 


* . + * 


by false 8 men may * Og Cogn e in those whose manufact- 


ures, however and harmful, their p without challenge with the 
better sort in a common crusade of deceit against the public. But if occupa- 
tion and its methods are forced into the light, and must 
FF and bad must soon part com- 
Dey and the only will 
‘ob important incident related to this legislation is the defense 

to the asaina t substitution and sale of an imitation for s 
genuine article of food of very general household use. N 
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mense quantity of the article described in this bill which is sold to the people for 
— :!:... ĩ . hey te pines 
ac substitute for „I venture a poun: 
55 i ton house under its real name — its Les 
While in its tion to an article of this d tion there should be no govern- 


mental 
if by legislation of this character is 


fective 
follow in its train. 


One further thought, Mr. Speaker, and I have done. The oppo- 
nents of this bill claim that its enactment will destroy the cotton- 
seed industry or the value of cotton-seed oil. I do not believe it. 
It is used for other purposes. It will still be used for the manufact- 
ure of “lard compound.” This bill does not prevent that. It only 
compels its sale for what it is. It can be manufactured and sold for 
ss Apt than real lard. The greed for gain will still exist, and the 
compounders of lard have grown too wealthy in its manufacture to 
relinquish the business. There is no doubt a tendency of the times 
to destroy honest and fair competition and to do everything by com- 
bination. These combinations of unscrupulous money-makers in 
their sordid, grasping, avaricious greed care little for the sufferin 
of thousands, so that their greed is satisfied. They destroy all fair 
competition, and by these very acts are sapping the fundamental 
principles of our free conntry, wherein every man should, by free 
~ and fair competition, have a chance to earn an honest livelihood. 
~ However long-suffering these people may be, they will not restrain 
themselves forever. The cry of our people to-day is that they are 
oppressed and that no party shall get their support who do not set 

eir faces against the crying evils of our times, monopoly; combi- 
nations, and trusts. Theremedy lies in national control, and, if our 
institutions survive, their doing so will depend upon this generation 
making it a disgrace to be a dishonest man in any form. 

In conclusion let me say that this bill should speedily become a 
law, for the reasons which I have summarized as follows: 

1. That an article of commerce should be known by its true and ap- 
propriate name, and should not be an imitation, counterfeit, or 155 
teration made for the purpose of deceiving or defrauding the pur- 
chaser or consumer. 

2. That the substitution of adulterated or counterfeit lard for the 
pure article is a fraud and lie and an imposition perpetrated and prac- 
ticed upon the — to the direct injury of the farmer, the live- 
stock dealer, and the butcher. 

3. That the existing laws enacted by some of the several States are 
not uniform and are wholly inadequate to provide a universal remedy 
for this great evil. 

4. That the manufacture and sale of this article under the name of 
“lard” is a robbery of an honest product of a rightful name; that it 
masks under false colors by laying violent hands under another title, 
afraid to come out under its own name, and thereby victimizes espe- 
cially the consumer, who purchases in small quantities for actual 
consumption. 

Mr. McCLAMMY, Mr. Chairman, I yield fifteen minutes to the 


gentleman from epee 1g (Mr. Catcuinas]. 
: Hons CATCHINGS. r. Speaker, I confess to some surprise that the 


aker, at friend from Illinois [Mr. HILL], whois an extremely 
intelligent gentleman, should undertake with seeming seriousness at 
this stage in the progress of the discussion of this bill to make it ap- 
po that its sole purpose is to require this compound lard to be so 
randed and marked that those purchasing it may know just what 
it is. Why, Mr. S er, nothing is further from the purpose of this 
bill than that, and what I assert is manifested by the report of the 
majority of the committee. Now, what are the objects of this bill as 
stated by the gentlemon themselves who reported it? They state 
them in this language: 
To co the branding of mixtures compounded of in ients other than 
bat hobs ta a ndian pad ate 3 may be ad- 
of the — of te Lasoe the: 


ression in the ind: , caused in by the tofa 

— — 2 the pure fat of —— bya . 
on the market under the name and brand of the genuine article. 
Now, Mr. 8 er, wo learn from this report the real object of 
this bill, and it is so framed as to make it absolutely clear that it 
was designed to so harass and embarrass all persons irene 2 in this 
compound lard that ont of sheer desperation they will finally aban- 
don it. In the first place, one desiring to manufacture it is required 
to obtain a license and pay a tax, and he must pay that tax annu- 
ally. One who is a wholesale dealer must pay an annual tax, and so 
also must a retail dealer. 

Now, Mr. 8. er, if it is necessary that we shall levy a tax in 
order to give this Government jurisdiction to require it to be honestly 
labeled, and if there isno other purpose than to require it in the in- 
terest of honesty and good morals to be so labeled, why not let a 
license once obtained last as long as a man may engage in the manu- 

? Why require that it shall be renewed ev welve months; 
why not let one tax suffice for such time as the business may be con- 
tinned, whether that be for one year or longer? I say if it is nec- 


essary that we shall make use of the taxing power of the Govern- 


ment to get jurisdiction over the product, so as to have it properly 
branded, let us so use that power that it shall not be costly or burden- 
some; let us license the manufacturer npon bis paying a tax of , 
and allow him to continue to manufacture ad infinitum without pay- 
ing ao further or additional tax. By the terms of this bill he must 
not on: ypars large license tax each year, but he is dealt with more 
harshly in that respect than the dealer in liquor, the control and 
regulation of which we are all glad to see brought within the taxing 
power of the Government. è license to be nted, no matter 
what its date, continues in force only until the first of May follow- 
ing. If the license is issued in October or November it expires the 
ensuing May, and he is given no rebate for the portion of the twelve 
months which has then expired. 

It thus appears that he is given less consideration than the maon- 
facturer of spirits. If when he enters upon the manufacture of this 
material but six months remain until the first of the following May, 
he must pay the full year’s license, whereas the manufacturer of or 
dealer in liquor, the brewer, or the dealer in tobacco is allowed a 
proper rebate for the portion of the twelve months in which he was 
not engaged in business, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, a great deal has been said about the frauds and 
wrongs perpetrated by the manufacturers of compound lard. Geu- 
tlemen persist in discussing this question as if Fairbank and Armour 
and other manufacturers are the only persons to be considered in 
connection with it. Why, Mr. Speaker, all of my constituents and 
all the cotton-growers of the South are deeply and intensely con- 
cerned in this pro measnre, and it is not pretended that they 
have perpetrated fraud or wrong. 

Why do gentlemen propose to punish the people of the Sonth who 
produce the cotton-seed from which this oil is extracted and the 
southern oil mills engaged in purchasing the seed and expressing the 
oil, because a few manufacturers in the North and West engaged in the 
business of making compound lard may in times past have perpe- 
trated what you call a wrong by failing to properly labelit? You pun- 
ish one whole section of the country because Armour, Fairbank, and 
other manufacturers have been engaged, or were at one time engaged, 
in selling this compound as hog’s lard when it was a mixture ofhog’s 
lard and cotton-seed oil. Are not the cotton-producers of the Sonth 
entitled to some consideration? Can you not contrive some means 
to supervise Northern manfacturers so as to compel them to desist 
from what you call fraudulent practices withont 8 Fp a tax 
upon one of the chief products of the South? Why, Mr. Speaker, 
there are many thousands interested in this question who will suffer 
pecuniary loss under the necessary operation of this proposed legis- 
lation. We know that until if was within recent years discovered 
that a valuable oil could be extracted from cotton seed that the 
were largely a waste product in the South. Since this discovery an 
the introduction of the process of expressing this oil, which has onl 
been effected by the expenditure and investment of millions of dol- 
lars, the men who raise cotton in the South realize from the sale of 
their cotton seed a handsome sum, with which they can buy their 
sugar and coffee, their boots and shoes, and the clothing with which 
their wives and families must be provided. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. State definitely what it is. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Compound lard contains from 60 to75 per cent. 
of pure, choice hog’s lard, from 15 to 25 per cent. of refined cotton- 
seed oil, and 5 to 15 per cent. of beef or lard stearine. The stearine 
is simply the fat of the beef or hog from which the oil has been al- 
ready expressed, and it is used in connection with lard and cotton- 
seed oil to give firmness and greater consistency to the mixture. 
None of the ingredients are unwholesome and the compound an- 
swers every ple of a cooking fat. It is in all respects the equal 

and by 


of hog’s lard, many it is regarded as superior. Certainly we 
can find nothing in the oil to even su impurity. We consider 
in the South that the man who discovered that this wholesome oil 


could be made from cotton seed conferred, not only upon our sec- 
tion, but upon mankind generally, a boon of the greatest possible 
value, 

The use of cotton-seed oil in connection with hog’s lard in making 
a cooking compound, whose utility and wholesomeness are no longer 
questioned, is not an improper use. It creates a demand for large 
quantities of the oil, and in that way adds to the value of the farm- 
er's seed. The effect of this bill would be to cripple and embarrass 
this growing and useful Southern industry by hindering and dimin- 
ishing the manufacture of compound lard, and to that extent reduc- 
ing the value of cotton seed. That this would bo the effect can be 
easily demonstrated. The manufacture of compound lard would go 
on, but since the cost of making and selling it would be increased 
by reason of the taxes and other expenses im by this bill, the 
manufacturers would recoup by paying less for the oil, and the oil 
mills would in turn protect themselves by paying less for cotton 
seed, and the poor farmer, as usual, would pocket the loss. 

Your p is to destroy absolutely the use of the oil in the man- 
ufacture of lard. You will not succeed in doing that, but you will 
succeed in inflicting great pecuniary loss upon the cotton-growers 
of the South. 

This act of yours will carry with it far greater 5 any 
over done by the manufacturers of compound lard, for they at most 
practiced but a harmless deception, while you will inflict serions 
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loss 5 apon the people of an entire section who have done no wrong 

at 
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may be benetited. This statement is fully justified by the argument 


great wrong you deliberate! y, and I may say avowedly, propose 
griculture in another section of the country 


made by Mr. CONGER and Mr. Harca and others who pre the 
report urging the passage of this bill. They state that the manu- 
facture and use of compound lard have reduced the value of the hog 
32 cents per head and the value of lard fully 4 cents a pound. This 
statement is not true, for the value of the hog crop is clearly shown, 
I think, to depend upon the amount and value of the corn crop; but 
if true, is it not something to be thankful for? If we can furnish 
you from cotton seed a product which, combined with other sub- 
stances, makes an article of food which is entirely satisfactory to 
the people and which cheapens the cost of living, is not that a mat- 
ter which should occasion rejoicing rather than resentment? 

Shonld we not be profoundly grateful that a new and nutritious 
food product has been discovered, which lightens the poor man’s 
burden and reduces the drain upon his scgnty earnings? 

Mr. CONGER. Will it interrupt the gentleman to reply to an 
inquiry? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Not at all. 

Mr. CONGER. Would your cotton-seed oil be of the value that 
you claim it is if it were not for the fact that you can sell it as lard? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I have no doubt that the use of it in combina- 
tion with lard and stearine, thus yielding a valuable food product, 
has added very greatly to the salable value of our cotton seed. 

7 CONGER. Not this use of it, but this masquerading of it as 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ido not concede that, but I will address myself 
to that question before I finish my remarks. I willsay, however, that 
the people of the South are not responsible for the masquerading as 
lard; that was the work of Northern manufacturers, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the converse of the statement by the committee, 
that by the use of this mixture hog’s lard has gone down 4 cents per 

onnd, means that if this compound lard can be driven from the mar- 
Ket that 4 cents a pound will be regained and added to the cost of 
every pound of lard which the people of this conntry have to con- 
sume. This bill isa project to prevent the people from using a cheap 
and nutritious article of food and to tax them 4 cents a pound more 
for every pound of lard that they have to we That is precisely 
the proposition that is presented in this bill. Now, are you prepared 
to say, gentlemen, that legislation designed to increase the cost of 
the people’s food can be justified? Suppose that compound lard was 
not under consideration and that we were discussing the adoption 
of some means which had been devised for the purpose of increasing 
the cost of woolen clothing, or cotton clothing, or any other neces- 
sary of life, would any of you be willing to advocate such a measure ? 
Would yon dare to doit? Yet that is precisely what this bill is in- 
tended to accomplish with reference to this food product. 

When gentlemen say that we have reduced the market value of 
lard and that they propose to drive this product out of the market, 
of course the meaning and the only meaning is that they propose to 
increase thereby the price of lard. Mr. Speaker, I can not vote for 
such legislation and I would not vote for it even if I lived else- 
where than in a cotton-producing region which will be most severely 
injured by it. 

r, MORGAN. Will my friend permit me to ask him at this point 
if this legislation would not fall with specially crushing force upon 
the colored ple of the South! 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Of course. That is pretty much all that the 
negro gets out of his cotton. Gentlemen, understand how the cot- 
ton crop is raised. By the time the negro has paid for his supplies 
and settled his rent he has hardly anything left except his cotton 


seed. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. And that buys shoes for Hannah and the chil- 
dren. [Lau 17 75 
Mr. CATCHINGS. Ofcourse. That gives him ready money, and 
abont the only ready money he ever gets. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Can the gentleman tell us about what propor- 
tion the value of the cotton bears to the total value of the crop? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I wish gentlemen to understand that this cot- 
ton-seed business is yet initsinfancy. Although to-day we sellabout 
E worth of cotton seed, that is a mere bagatelle to what is 

o come, 

Mr. McCORMICK. I have been informed that the cotton seed 
amounts in value to about 10 per cent. of the whole value of the erop. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Perhaps it amounts to about 15 percent. But 
that is 1 nothing to what its future value will be. The 
time will come when substantially every bushel of cotton seed raised 
in the South will be turned into oil, and then the value of the seed 
will be $60,000,000 or $70,000,000, if not more. The industry is hardly 
yet established. You can travel hundreds of miles through the South 
and find people unable to sell their cotton seed becanse they can not 


get it to the mills, but those mills are being established all through 
the country and more and more of the is turned into oil every 
year. as it will be, 


So that even if you Bree this bill, exasperatin, 
mark my prediction, you will utterly fail to accomplish the object 


you have in view. 
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Mr, Speaker, these gentlemen have no respect for the Constitu- 
tion, as they have none for the cotton-growersof the South. In their 
anxiety to inflict this injury upon those people, that they may ex- 
tort 4 cents a pound more tor their lard, they Jay a rnthless hand 
upon the Constitution itself. Thoy provide in this bill that no man 
shall have a license to manufacture compound lard unless he makes 
an application to the Secretary of the Treasury containing a state- 
ment of all the ingredients proposed to be used by him, and the 
power is conferred upon the Secretary of the Treasury to refuse to 
grant that license whenever, in his judgment, any of those ingredi- 
ents are deleterious to health. Ido not suppose there is a lawyer 
within the sound of my voice who will presume to say that Congress 
can confer such power upon the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Will my friend allow me to inform him that he is 
mistaken about that? 

Mr, CATCHINGS. I am not mistaken. 

Mr. BROSIUS. The decision of the Secretary of the Treasury is 
not conclusive. à 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Oh, that is a mere matter of form. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I did not understand the gentleman, I thought 
he overlooked the fact that there is an appeal from the decision of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. — 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I understand that; but that does not affect 
my statement as to the unconstitutionality of the provision. I un- 
dertake to say that no lawyer will affirm that the power can be con- 
ferred upon any branch of the Federal Government, whether the 
Secretary of the Treasury or an appellate board, to say that one 
shall not manufacture an article because it is deleterious or injurious 
to health. You can not confer any such power. It is for the States 
alone to adopt measures of a police character to protect the health 
and good order of society. 

In your reckless determination to crush this Southern industry 
and extort 4 cents a pome more for yonr lard, yon make this pro- 
vision so sweeping that it will apply to compound lard pro 
to be manufactured and sold exclusively in Illinois, or Missis- 
sippi, or any other State, as well as that intended to enter into 
interstate commerce. Wh, sir, as these gentlemen must know 
the Supreme Court of the United States in the trade-mark case 
reported in 100 United States Supreme Court Reports, settled 
that proposition beyond all further Season. As gentlemen all 
understand, we passed a statute providing that a man who would 
pursue a certain ceremony should thereby establish a right to a 
trade-mark, and that any person who infringed that trade-mark 
shonld be subject toindictment and punishment. Without deciding 
that such a matter was in any event within the jurisdiction of Con- 
gress, the gl pcs Court held that it was perfectly clear that it 
was beyond the power of the Government to evacta statute of that 
sort, unless it was plainly limited to trade-marks to be used on ar- 
ticles which go into interstate commerce; and, inasmuch as the 
terms of that statute were broad enough to cover trade-marks upon 
articles which did not enter, as well as those which did enter, ik tas 
state commerce, it was held anconstitutional and void. 

I say, therefore, this precise question is settled. If Congress can 
prohibit deleterious substances from entering into interstate com- 
merce, which question does not arise here, nevertheless this swee 
ing provision makes this wholes ection void. I may apply for a li- 
cense and the Secretary of the Treasury may refase it to me on the 
ground that some of the ingredients proposed to be used are delete- 
rions. While such refusal in obedience to au unconstitutional statute 
would not prohibit me from proceeding to manufacture compound 
lard and while I could withstand any indictment based upon this 
void statute, yet I would naturally hesitate to subject myself to an 
indictment and the expense of a defense. The gentlemen framing 
this section are able lawyers and we must presume that they under- 
stand its unconstitutionality, and that it was inserted hoping that 
thongh invalid it would nevertheless deter persons from coming into 
conflict with it. 

The provisions of the bill making the judgment of the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenne conclusive as to what compounds are to 
be taxed under this act and the judgment of the Surgeon-General 
of the Army, the Surgeon-General of the Navy, and of the Secretary 
of Agriculture conclusive as to whether ingredients Te gore to be 
used are deleterious or not, and forfeiting to the United States all 
compound lard adjudged by these officers to contain deleterious in- 
gredients, are also clearly unconstitutional, taking away, as they do, 
rights, privileges, and property without due process of law. 

Where is there authority for such a tribunal as is here proposed to 
be created, which shall haye power to render final judgment? 
What has become of the right to trial by jury, which is justly es- 
teemed as one of the dearest rights of the American citizen? 

Have gentlemen, in their haste to extort 4 cents a ponnd more 
for their lard, become so absorbed in the pursuit of their selfish pur- 
pose that they have forgotten the commonest principles of constitu- 
tional law, or have they knowingly inserted these provisions, pre- 
suming and hoping that no man would enter into a contest in the 
courts with a powerful and wealthy Government, and that they 
would go undisputed, and be as effectiveas though they did not vio- 
late the fundamental law of the land ? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is another provision that I want these 
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lain. 

the purpose of the bill, if that purpose simply be 
to secura the proper branding and marking of compound lard, tt is 
provided that when this compound lard is shipped, eer yy OPS or 
removed it can not be done in packages incased in any cask, bale, bag, 
or any such inclosure. This mixture is put up just as hogs lard is, 
in cans of various sizes, containing from 3 pounds up in weight. 
This is done for cleanliness and convenience of handling by retailers 
and purchasers by retail, and it is a very great improvement over 
the ola method of handling such an article. 

When a number of such cans are ordered now by the dealer they 
are packed together in cases and shipped inthat manner, thus sav- 
ing fandlin en route, and consequently cheapening the cost of trans- 

rtation, But if this bill should become a law and I should order 

3-pound cans of compound lard from Fairbank & Co., they can 
not put it up in crates, bales, casks, or boxes, as they now could do 
or as they are left the privilege of doing, if I should order lard, 
but ett must ship each can by itself, so that each particular package 
is handled and exposed to view. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is to be paa up in 3, 5, 10, and 20 pound tins. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. My friend [Mr. Harcos, of Missouri] shakes his 
head in denial of what I assert, but I know what I am stating, for 
the bill is just as plain as it can be upon this point. 

Mr. BROSIUS. The provision, as the gentleman states it, is there. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. My friends do not a . Brother HATCH says 
that the requirement as I state it is not there and Brother BROSIUS 
says that it is, and this seems to be the only thing connected with 

s bill abont which they do not agree. 

Mr. BROSIUS. It ought to be there. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. There can be no good reason for such a pro- 
vision, If the purpose is simply to provide a meaus by which the 
Government can collect this tax, inasmuch as the article is to be 
stamped or branded or marked before being shipped, why can it not 
be putin casks, as whisky is allowed to be? 

r. BROSIUS. How could the officers of the Government tell when 
the law was being violated if the brand were concealed under the 
covering of a cask? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. How do you tell whether the tax has been col- 
lected when whisky is shipped? You can buy all the whisky you 
want in small packages and have it shipped in a box or cask, 

Mr. BROSIUS. e are trying to improve on that law. Any one 
familiar with the matter will tell you that in this particular the law 
with reference to liquors is defective. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The only difference is that the whisky law was 
framed honestly and in good faith for the purpose of collecting a tax 
to create revenue, while this bill is designed to drive the article 
taxed out of existence. Hence you put in this provision to add to 
the expense and difficulties with which you aim to environ all per- 
sons 1 in it. You can not explain it on any other ground. 

Mr, BROSIUS. The explanation is that we propose to enable the 
revenue officers of the Government to detect when a fraud on the 
revenue is attempted. F 

Mr. CATCHINGS, That 8 does not meet the case. 
Here is another provision which absolutely covers that suggestion. 
Every railroad company transporting it is required to mark what 
the package 9 so that the revenue officers may know what 
the case contains. Nobody for the slight chance of avoiding the 
tax is going to fag 50 himself to the horrible pains and penalties 
denounced in this bill. Why, sir, when I read this bill I imagined 
myself carried back three or four hundred years to a period when 
the old common law of England was in unrestrained force and when 
almost everything that a man said or did subjected him to capital 

ishment. Under the guise of imposing a tax, this is a bill of 
horrible ains and penalties, for which there is no justification. 

There is nothing in the principles of either the Democratic or Re- 
publican peN to uphold this measure. No writer or speaker on the 
subject of protection has ever pretended to advocate the imposition 
of a tax as a proper thing except to raise needed revenue or for the 
pu ose of m gonr own country prospsrons and independent of 

reign countries by levying such toll on foreign products as would 
give an advantage to home industries and relieve them from undue 
competition, until they should become so firmly established that 
ay elere be able to take care of themselves, 

. There is something of patriotism involved in the principle con- 
tended for by advocates of a protective tariff which makes it accept- 
able to many people. It appeals wrongly to the American citizen to 
say to him that we ought to be made independent of foreign coun- 

es, and that we can afford to be severely taxed for a little while 
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em to accompli 


It is something 8 unnecessary to enable 


' if by submitting to that we can ultimately become self-sustaining, 


or inaugurate industries in our own country which will enable us to 
avoid going abroad for manufactured products and supplies. But 
no advocate of that doctrine has ever gone to the extent of claiming 
thatit was right or just or admissible to tax one class of our citizens 
in order that another class might p % 
There is nothing in 2 platform, gentlemen of the Republican 
2 ustifies this; nor is there anything in the platform ot 
ocratic party that warrants it in STRAT And if you take 
the stump and canvass amongst your people and tell them exactly 
what this bill is; if you go before them, raisers of hogs as they are, 


and truly tell them that this bill was introduced for the solo pur- 
pose of taxing one class of American citizens that the other might 
prosper, they would say to you, „We do not want prosperity, gen- 
tlemen, if it has to come to us by that ronte. We will not have it.” 
No matter what might be their wants, they would be unwilling to 
see any class of our citizens taxed for such a e as that. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, my friend, the gentleman from Missouri 
Hatcu] is the last man on the face of the earth who ought to advo- 
cate the passage of a measure of this kind, Why, I have seen him, 
you have all seen him, actually foam at the mouth in discussions on 
this floor when the subject of protection was under consideration. 
We have seen him absolntely militant, with his lance in as 
though he could and would single-handed and alone ch upon 
and overcome the whole Republican party when the tariff bill was 
under discussion; and yet, notwithstanding that fact, he is probably, 
of all the members on this floor, the most rampant advocate of this 
bill. He has invented a new departure in the domain of taxation 
and protection, and I want my friends to understand that the “ Con- 

er bill,“ as the bill is called, should be called the“ Hatch bill,“ for 
the able gentleman whose name has been given to it is not the in- 
ventor or discoverer of 1 upon which it is founded. 

I told my friend from Missouri in private conversation, in the 
Forty-ninth Congress, when he had interjected into our legislation 
the oleomargarine bill, which was the forerunner of this and which 
has done no good, has not increased the price of dairy products, but 
has simply increased the cost of oleomargarine to those who are 
compelled to use it, that he was opening up a new field of legisla- 
tion, that he was throwing wide open the flood-gates, and that it 
was but the beginning of a great raft of similar measures, which 
would come up in the future, That bill, I say, wae the foreranner 
of this. Pass this bill and you give additional impetus to such ill 
advised legislation. You will find, gentlemen, that the wool-grow- 
ers of Ohio will want something in this line after a while. They ma: 
come here demanding some such law as once prevailed in England, 
which required the burial of the dead in woolen clothes, or they may 
demand that you tax all cotton goods, unmixed with wool, and so 
on the procession will move. Let us pause while we may, and end 
this pernicious theory. If we are standing on moral grounds and 
clamoring cag 8 for pure food products, let us take up the Paddock 
bill and pass that. 

Mr. CONGER. We want to pass that, too. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. You never will in such a way as to permit it 
to supersede the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. That includes this. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Oh, no; not by any means. It is because it 
does not include this that they are not contented with it. That is 
limited in its terms in accordance with the Constitution to those 
particular articles which go into interstate commerce; while what 
these people want is to probibit the people of Illinois, or the popia 
of my own State, or any other from sents this product whether 
they want to or not, without the slightest reference to interstate 
commerce. It is meant to be an absolute restriction upon the use of 
compound lard, while the Paddock bill imposes no taxes and is con- 
fined to such of it as might enter into interstate commerce. 

— 5 SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 

ired. 
E Mr. CATCHINGS, I should like to have a few moments longer. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. How much time remains of the half hour on 
this side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Five minutes. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I want to call attention to one more thing, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER 8 o tempore. Does the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, sir; I will take the time, [Laughter.] 

It has been urged in support of this bill that the sending of com- 
ponga lard abroad bas demoralized the foreign market so that purs 

ship from this country is always received with suspicion ; 
and so it is claimed that Say nae lard has injured the hog-raiser 
not only at home, but abroad. 

Well, now, if that is true you would naturally suppose that you 
would find something in this bill which would have for its object, 
as far as we could effect it, the prevention of the exportation of this 
compound lard at all; butis that true? On the contrary, if you 
manufacture lard and sell it to be consumed at home gon must pay 
a tax of 2 mills per pound, but if you choose to sell it to Englan 
or France or Germany you need not pay any tax at all; in other 
words, these hog men smooth the way for this product to go abroad, 
this demoralizing, dangerous product, against which it is so neces- 
sary to warn and guard people at home. Some gentlemen may say 
that this is because we can not impose a tax upon exports, bnt this 
is not true at all; it is trne that you can not tax it as an export, but 

ou can subject it to taxation in this country and leave the producer 
o ship it or not as he pleases. But these gentlemen are studious to 

rovide that if the manufacturers wish to sell their compound lard 
n French or German or English markets they may do it without 
paying a tax at all. 

There is a little inconsistency in this, it seems to me, which I hope 
ny friend [Mr. Harca] will explain when he comes to discuss this 
bill. I can discover but one purpose in this exception of exported 
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lard from the tax. No doubt it was put in the bill that the manu- 
facturers might be tempted to ship all their compound lard abroad, 
thus escaping both the tax and the harassing regulations thrown 
abont it when sold in this country. In this way the foreign market 
would be largely, if not entirely, given up to compound lard, while 
the hog men having the home market entirely to themselves would 
find it easier to exact the additional 4 cents a pound for their lard. 

I want to know, also, Mr. Speaker, if this isa good product, as we 
all concede now, so far as nutrition and wholesomeness are concern 
why it is that the English and French and German people shoul 
be allowed to buy it cheaper than onr own people are allowed to 
buy it, We are not the 383 of these people abroad. It is not 
our business to provide them with cheap food. On the contrary, we 
should, so far as we can, make things cheap for our own ple. In 
fact this duty is made the basis of all this doctrine of protection 
which our friends on the other side worship so, They persist in say- 
ing that in the course of time protection will give cheapness. They 
say cheapness isthe object and necessary ultimate result of protec- 
tion, which is supposed to beget such competition that in thecourse 
of time we necessarily get cheapness as the outcome, 

No man has ever said, and no man will ever say, that he isin favor 
of protection on the ground that he believes it will make prices 
higher, though he may admit that it may have that effect tempo- 
rarily. I think that it has that effect always and permanently; but 
the advocates of protection will never admit that, and they base 
their whole argument upon the proposition that while prices are 
made higher temporarily, in tho end they are certain to be made 
cheaper. So that the advocates of protection say that their object 
is to ultimately provide the people of this country with cheap food 
and cheap clothing and cheap farm implements, and all those things 
which they are obliged to use and to purchase, 

Are we going now in defiance of the principles of Ranh pores to 
take a f uct, which it seems to be fectly settled is nutri- 
tions and wholesome and good, and make it more expensive to our 

ple than it now is or than it is to be to the 28 6 of England, 
apes or Germany? It must bea remarkable food product too, be- 
canse I find that the committee admits that it so closely resembles 
refined lard that none but experts can tell the difference between it 
and hog’s lard, This, gentlemen, is their statement on this point. 
It must be a good thing if that is true. Here is what the committee 
say: 

It so closely resembles refined lard in its common appearance that unskilled 
consumers would be unable to distinguish one from the other. 

That amounts to saying that the product is as good as lard. IfI 
can not tell it from lard, how am I hurt? 

Now here is a food product, which is so good, which is so close an 
imitation of your common product that my Brother Hatcu himself 
could not tell one from the other, fond as he is of pork and as de- 
voted as he is to the interests of the great American hog, If that 
be troe, what harm can there be init? But now, ously, Mr, 
Speaker, we are all content, from our section of the conntry, that 
this artiele shall be marked for just what itis. I want to say now 
that I do believe that the discovery of cotton-seed oil is going to 
effect a great revolation in all the food products of this country. 
We have only dealt with the question on the surface. 

No man can tell what will come to pass when we extract from the 
eotton seed all the oil which can be expressed out of it. It will be 
compounded with many articles of food. Itissoto-day. I have eaten 
it. Lou may take the refined oil and you will find that it is just as 
good as olive oil. No man on the face of this earth can tell it from 
olive oil. Pour it over your tomatoes, mix it with your salads, put 
it on your table, andinvite gentlemen with the most fastidious taste 
to eat it, and no one of them could tell but that it was imported olive 
oil, brought from the sunny shores of fair Italy. New uses will be 
discovered for it, and I have no doubt that it is destined to rnn hog’s 
lard practically out of the market. 

Mr. CONGER. Then, why do you want to call it lard? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I do not want to call it lard. We have not 
called it that. The manufacturers are responsible for that. Wedo 
not care what you may require it to be called. 

Mr. CONGER. That is what this bill does. Its object is simply 
to make you eall it what it is. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. No; you want to tax it. The proper branding 
is the least of the objects of this bill. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Besides that, something else must enter into 
its composition to preserve it and utilize it for various food prod- 


ucts. 

Mr, CATCHINGS. We are simply fighting this bill in the form in 
which you have framed it. We do not care what you brand it, but 
we do not want you to denounce it as fraudulent when it is a 
and ee mc food product, and burden it with taxes and harsh 
regulations. = 

t, CONGER. And we do not want you to palm it off on the 
American ae le as something else than what it is. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. We do not want to do that, and if if has been 
so palmed off it is the Northern manufacturers, and not the cotton- 
growers of the South, who have done it. 

Mr. CONGER. All we want to do is to call it by its right name, 
If you want to use it, brand it for what it is. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. We do not object to that. You may brand it 
eotton-seed oil if you want to, but take off the tax and do not raise 
the price of it to the le who want to use it, and make it more 
expensive to Americans than to foreigners. 

Here the hammer fell. 
r. CATCHINGS, I ask unanimous consent to have the extract 
read which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Olerk read as follows: 

Oleomargarine has found a stalwart defender in the Rhode Island Knights of La- 
bor, who declare that “ the attempt to crush out of use by legislation one of the 
most brilliant discoveries of the age, namely, 
fat of cattle, is a libel upon civilization.” Then follows such a eulogy as would 
be expected from this introduction. The assertion is made that the New England 
wage-earners have paid the United States Treasury $2,000,000 since the imposition 
of the tax, and this is called creating a monopoly on the necessities of life.” 

Mr, CATCHINGS. It will not be long before similar resolutions 
will be passed with regard to this bill if it should become a law. 

i Mr. BROSIUS. Iyield ten minutes to the gentleman from Michigan 

Mr. BLISS J. ' 

Mr. BLISS. Mr. Speaker, Ilend my support to this measure for sev- 
eral reasons which I consider of the greatest importance. The farmers 
of this country are laboring under many disadvantages caused by the 
depressed prices of all their staple products. The speculators of the 
wheat pits have reduced the price of wheat below its legitimate 
value; the beef combine has made stock-raisin ye gee 
and, finally, the adulterators of food have og so ated value of 
those two most important products, lard and butter, 


On the one hand, thousands of farmers in the United States have 


petitioned this body for the passage of this bill; on the other hand, 
the attorneys of one or two large corporations have appeared to op- 
pose it and set up the claim that wë are interfering with their vested 
rights. They have no vested rights in this industry; they are tres- 

assers upon the field of an honest industry, and all this bill aims at 
is the correction of abuses and the regulation of a new en 
which attempts to destroy an established business by fraud and de- 
ception. 

ight here, Mr. Speaker, it was said to-day by my friend from Dli- 

nois [Mr. Mason]—and Iam sorrythat he is not here to-night—that 
there was no petition before this Honse asking for the passage of this 
measure, I have here before me petitions that have been sent to our 
committee asking for the passage of this bill from ev 
two in this Union ; also from the stare and alliances in the different 
States, demanding Fhe patane of this bill. Ihave also, as uy friend 
from Illinois to-day referred to, petitions of labor organizations de- 
manding its parage: 

I have the letter which was read by my friend this afternoon, from 
Mr. Beaumont, chairman of the legislative committee of the Knights 
of Labor, favoring the passage of this bill, which I shall incorporate 
in my remarks. I said all the States of the Union but two; those 
are Florida and Arkansas. I have also a letter of the same purport 
from the State grauge of Michigan, from Thomas Mars, secretary, 
and also from Joseph Woodman, from Pawpaw, Mich., a member of 
the legislative committee of the State grange, demanding this kind 
of legislation. Also aletter from W. H. Nelson, of White Haven, of 
Tennessee, and others, which I will incorporate. 

Now, gentlemen rise on this floor and say that there is no demand 
by the people of this country for such legislation. 

Mr, McCLAMMY. I hate to interrupt the gentleman, but I would 
like him to trot out the names of the North Carolina people who have 
petitioned in favor of this measure, 

Mr. BLISS. Here are all the petitions that came to our committee, 
some from North Carolina. I have letters here from North Carolina. 

Mr, McCLAMMY. I understood the gentleman to say that he had 
petitions from every State in the Union but two. 

Mr. BLISS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Now, I want to be acquainted with the men 
in North Carolina who have petitioned in favor of this bill, because 
my information is directly opposite to that. 

r. BLISS, The gentleman is on the committee and he can look 
for them as well as I. The State grange is on the list. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I was about to say that the people 
ing the passage of this bill. It is not the Committee on Agriculture 
alone. These people have been knocking at the doors of this House 
for the last two years, I am told, especially in the last Congress, and 
I know that they have done so this session, for I have the honor of 
being a member of that committee and have had a great many pe- 
titions and letters forwarded me from my own State as well as from 
other States, 

Now, I think for one that I would be in fayor of an act that would 
brand food for what it is. Iam not in favor of putting on the mar- 
ket a compound when you do not know of what it is made. For 
instance, if you send your child or I send my servant to a store to 
buy an article, I want them to give her what she asks for, aud not 
palm off ar rapes A that is adulterated. 

Again, the people that are demanding this act are scatte: 
have said, allover this land. They area poor elass as a rule. Those 
who are opposing this bill are large corporations and combines that 
are able to send men here to lobby and help prevent the passage of 
this meas but the friends of bill are not able to send a lobby 


here. They have sent their national master of the grange to submit 


are demand- “ 
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the matter before the committee, and I for one, as a member of this 
body, propose to cast my vote for a measure that will do the, test 
good to the greatest number, and so long as Iam a member of this 

ody I hope that my voice will be rai in defense of the weaker. 
We all know that the commodities of the farm have been depressed 
somewhat. For instance, take beef. What hasdone that? Well, 
we we at that matter later, and strike a blow at the Big 

‘our, I bope. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not wish for myself to do injustice to any 
man who is raising cotton-seed in the South. 

Mr, PRICE, May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. BLISS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PRICE. You say you do not want to do any injustice to any 
man in the South. I think you are earnest in saying that 

Mr. BLISS. Mr. Speaker, does this come out of my time ? 

Mr. PRICE, But you are doing the State of Lonisiana a great 
injustice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman. 

Mr. BLISS. Then I decline to yield. I can not have my time con- 
sumed in questions. I did not suppose there was any politics in 
this measure, but that it was for the good of the people ali over the 
country. 

Mr. PRICE. I simply desire to say that every member of Congress 
from Louisiana, regardless of politics, is opposed to this bill, and 
they are sup d to know the sentiments of their State and the 
wishes of their constituents better than gentlemen who do not rep- 
resent them. 

Mr. BLISS. They ought to know, but I wish to state that I have 
here a communication from Mississippi, from T. J. Aby, saying that 
they do not believe, if they rightly understand it, that this would 

harm the pores! of cotton-seed oil in the end. 

Now, as I said before, I do not wish to strike a blow at any indus- 
try, but I do pro to raise my voice in this Hall in the interest of 
those who are being trampled down by monopolies and corporations 
and who are not able to compete for themselves in the markets of 
the world. These men have made their millions, and how have 
RA made them? They have made them by ruinous competition 
with the tillers of the soil. These pope have depreciated the price 
of farm staples. How was it before this“ compound lard” was 

roduced? Were we not getting more for our lard than we get now? 

5 have driven down the price from 10 cents to 6 cents, and yet 
I believe to-day that the same amount of money invested in pore 
Jard will go farther than it will if invested in this compound. Thot 
is my honest belief. 

Again, my frieud from Illinois [Mr. Mason] spoke about the labor- 
ing class and about this bill advancing the price of lard to them. 
Now, the proposed tax upon this article is only 2 mills per pound, 
and I, for one, do not believe that it will advance the price a bit to 
the consumer, I believe that the manufacturers will have to pay it, 
and as, according to their own reports, they have been making a 
large profit, they can afford to pay this tax and still sell the article 
for the same price for which they sell it to-day. 

When the manufacturers of this country unite in petitioning this 
body for any particular protection we hasten to heed theirery; when 
the laborers of this country unite in petitioning for an eight-hour 
law we lend a willing ear to their snpplications, Are not the farm- 

the founders of our wealth and prosperity, entitled to our recog- 
nition when their prosperity is menaced by a gigantic fraud whic 
they are unable to meetin open competition? Since this bogus-lard 
industry has begun to flourish the price of pure lard has depreciated 
from 10 to 6 cents a pound, not through honest competition, but by 
one the market with a spurious article that is passed off for the 


The bogus lard can be manufactured and sold cheaper than the 
real article, but there is no economy in its purchase, as less of the 
nuine lard will go as far for practical purposes as a greater quan- 
ity of these lard compounds, and hence the plea that by this bill 
we are 1 poor people of a olioap substitute has no foun- 
dation in fact. The main object of the bill is to force the manufact- 
urers of these compounds to be honest with their customers and 
with their business rivals, the farmers of the country, and to state 
exactly what their compounds consist of, and the revenue derived 
under the bill will pay for the Government inspection and super- 
vision. 

Greater even than the interests of the farmers and the manufact- 
urers of pure lard is the health of the whole people. Admitting the 
statement that the responsible manufacturers of these compounds 
send out notbing but a wholesome product, is it not probable that, 
if this industry be allowed to go unchecked, withont supervision, 
competition will become as fierce as in other industries and that the 
smaller manufacturers, in the endeavor to compete with the r 
concerns, will resort to the same methods adopted in other branches 
of industry and manufacture a cheaper article, using fewer health- 
fal in ients and substituting cheaper compounds 


It does come out of the time of the 


The health of the people is considered as of first importance, aud we 
should not permit the san e tricks of trade to apply to the manufacture 
of those products that go into our stomachs as those we put on our 
feet. In order to meet a cnt in price one shoe-manufacturer will 


substitute cheaper leather. Shall the same methods be allowed in 
the manufacture of these food compounds? It seems to me there 
should be the strictest 1 naira and the expense of that supervis- 
ion should not be borne by a tax upon some honest industry. 

By this bill, instead of depriving the poor man of a cheap substi- 
tute for lard, we are protecting his Eealth and the health of his 
family from the snare set by en 5 men with the glittering 
bait of cheap food. If, with the full knowledge of the facts, people 
prefer to save a few cents on their lard by buying the compounds, 
there can be no possible objection so long asthe mixture contains 
nothing impure or injarious to health. But what we insist npon is 
that the people shall have full notice of what they are getting and 
that they shall not be deceived or misled by false labels. 

There is another important feature of this subject that can not be 
overestimated. Our foreign trade in food products has received a 
blow from which it will be hard to recover in consequence of the 


-| deception practiced upon Enropeans in selling them these adulter- 


ated lard compounds. English tradesmen have been prosecuted and 
convicted under the health laws for selling American boguslard; our 
exports of lard, formerly a reliable trade, have fallen off immensely. 
Onr whole list of food products has been tainted and a number of 
countries have excluded one or more of them from their markets. 

Honesty is the best policy, and if dishonest manufacturers refuse 
to adopt that maxim the Government should force it upon them for 
the protection of the honest producers in this country in the enjoy- 
ment of their foreign markets. 


APPENDIX. 
From State Grange of Michigan. 
BERRIEN CENTRE, MICH., February 27, 1890. 
J. H. [Epcos and JouN TRIMBLE, 


gislative Committee, National Grange, P. of H.: 

I am proud to know that you are in Washington battling for the right. I trust 
hes will not leave a stone unturned in the interest of the pure-food and pure-lard 

ills now before the committee. 

The adulteration of various commodities that are nsed for food for the human 
family has grown to such an enormity that the health of the people is a 
on every hand. There is scarcely an article of diet that is purchased from the 
price mark of trade that is pure. Some law or reform must be inaugurated, or we 
will soon become a nation of invalids, willing subjects to frauds of all kinds. I 
trust the good ju ent of our noble men in Congress will heed the requests of 
the millions of toiling le of this nation, and the millions of consumers who 
have a right to their fostering care, and give them the protection that nature de- 
mands, and the test interest of this nation must, must have, agriculture. 


Yours, truly, 
if THOMAS MARS. 


From Lecturer Michigan State Grange. 
Paw Paw, Micu., February 28, 1890. 
J. H. BRIGHAM and JOHN TRIMBLE, 
i Committee, National State Grange: 

Yours of the 21st instant relative to pure food“ and pure lard” is at hand. 
The farmers and the people of this section who understand these bills are very 
desirous that they yer Many articles of groceries, such as sugar, A spices, 
are commonly adulterated, often with substances injurious to health. hemical 
analyses at our agricultural college and elsewhere have farnished abundant proof 
of this statement. In regard to the pure-lard bill, I will say that our people be- 
Heve that the wholesale adulteration of lard, 55 lowering the price of that com- 
modity at home and by largely destroying our foreign market, has materially re- 
duced the price of our pork and has hel to bring about the present unprofit- 
able condition of our agriculture. We hope this bill will pass. 


Yours truly, 
J JASON WOODMAN, Lecturer. 


Ralph Beaumont, the chairman of the legislative committee of the 
Knights of Labor, says: 

The members of this order do not want cheap lard. They have tastes that re- 
quire as fine food as those who are more fortunate in the possession of this world’s 
goods, and they are in favor of legislation that will make their surroundings such 
that they can live off of the fat of the land, and they want the pure and una- 
adulterated fat at that. 

Again in a letter of later date he says: 

WASHIXGTON, D. C., February 10, 1890. 

DEAR SIR: In 2 to your letter requesting of me to inform = as to the 
position of the Knights of Labor on the question of pure food and the bill now 
pending in favor of pure lard before r I desire to say that we heartily in- 
dorse the measure. We belicve that it isa measure that ought to pass, and if 
there is anything that this committee can do to promote its passage, it shall cheer- 


fully be done. 
I Fours respectfully, 


A. J. WEDDERBURYN, 
Washington, D. C. 


RALPH BEAUMONT. 


From Secretary Ohio State Grange. 
f DELAWARE, Onio, March 28, 1890. 

Dran Sin: The people of Ohio, and especially the farmers, are in favor of every 
measure that is honest and that tends to drive frauds out of existence. We are 
willing to compete with any honest producer and ask no special favor, but we pro- 
test against being compelled to ane with o i in any line of pro- 
duction. We are heartily in favor of the lard and bills, now pending before 
Congress. Give us pure food and pure lard, and thus afford us some relief in our 
present depressed condition. 

Very truly, 
A. J. WEDDERBURY. 


T. R. SMITH. 


Miss., May 24, 1890. 
DEAR Sm: I inclose petitions in favor of pure food” and "in favor of pure 
lard,” which I have only had an hour and a half to seek signers to. These are all 
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I wish you every success in placing the farmers and their interests in a true 
S befits the Somnitiee of Congxees, qnd Son CAN rent heouted of ony suniatanse — 
which I can at any time render. È 


We do not apprehend that the Con bill, if it became a law, will affect the 
sale or use of cotton-seed oil. Were these measures properly presented to our 
* 1 g they would favor them. 

ery truly. 


W. H. NELSON. 
Maj. A. J. WEDDERBURN. 19; 


Number and value of hogs in the several States and Territories in 1888. 
A. J, Wröonznnunx, 
P. O. Boz 33, Washington, D, C. 


WiN States and Territories. Number. gen Value. 
A Georgia farmer on the Conger bill. 
AUGUSTA, GA., May 7, 1890. 188 18 
My Dear Sm: Your favors in regard to petitions for the of bills to pre- 2 309 ie a 204, — 2 
vent the adulteration of lard and food were duly received. The bill known as the 76, 353 9, 02 088. 245 
Conger bill is by the cotton States because they say it will injure the 05, 314 10.30 672, 862 
cotton-seed-oil industry. I am an Alliance man—president of a suballiance in 13, 261 9.50 125, 078 
this connty—but I am in favor of the bill. I am oposa to and severely con- 61, 778 9.09 561, 548 
demn all frauds. The bulk of the cotton-seed-oil mills in the South are run in tho 686, 390 & 45 5, B03, 084 
interest of syndicates, who have no use for the farmer Soe to get his seed. 191, 818 9.19 1, 762, 326 
They impress him with the idea that the meal after the oil is extracted is just at 1, 027, 477 8 03 8; 254, 748 
for fertilizing purposes as the pure seed, which is a false ta Is / 42, 654 6. £0 290, 048 
as been practically demonstrated in this county, of Richmond, that unpressed 281, 307 6.24 1, 756, 621 
seed are worth fully a fourth more for fertilizing the meal. 811.862 434 8, 521, 313 
Tam most heartily in favor of the bill to prevent the adulteration of food. 1, 266, 438 3. 53 4, 464, 194 
Each subgrange and alliance should ht resoiutions and send to their Sena- ” 550, 166 3. 92 2, 159, 072 
tors and Representatives at Washington. Every prominent granger and alliance 1, 534, 189 8.17 4, 850, 083 
mau should write their Representatives to urge them to pass the bill. 307. 051 2 05 628, 840 
With best wishes for your success, 1, 376, 148 3.39 4.661. 014 r, 
I remain, most respectfully, yours, J F. H. BROWN 1, 226, 689 8.10 3, 801, 754 
President Rock Alliance, No. 1515, Richmond County, Georgia. 422 2 
ALEX. J. WEDDERBURN. 1, 538, 300 2. 56 3, 938, 202 
; nisme] 420| 181974 > 
From Secretary South Carolina State Grange, 1.718.173 4.27 7.320. 727 Š 

POMARIA, NEWBERRY County, S. C., February 26, 1890. 2 e — wa 28,26) = 

J. H. BRIGHAM and JOHN TRIMBLE, „ z 
ive Committee National Grange, P. of H.: 2, 871, 086 5. 14, 082, 349 
In reading the proceedings of the National Grange, November, 1889, I observe 8, 102, 945 6. 47 20, 088, 468 
that the grange ind the “pure-food and pure- bills” now pending in 1, 123. 866 6.02 6, 766, 798 
Con: The action of the National Grange in the matter of *‘pure food and lard” 549, 793 5.92 8, 254, 775 
meets my most hearty approval, and I trust that Congress may be induced to 4, 148, 811 6.74 27, 960, 624 
the acts referred to as conducive to the health of the country. It is as g 3, 798, 799 8.06 15, 043, 246 
to learn from reliable sources the impurities in food as ee —— consumers, 2, 377, 561 5. 66 13, 457, 469 
and it is due to all that the pernicious practice of adulteration should cease by 2, 834, 525 5.72 13, 341, 813 
the aotun ofi átria t laws; and to Congress we look for protection. 1, pes — =. 4, — * 

on rn . 
* 7 THOS. W. HOLLAWAY, S. S. C. S. G: — 9 2 125 = 
— 16,441 5.75 94, 536 
From Secretary North Carolina State Grange. pa * eS 8 
Mount PLEASANT, March 4, 1890. 22, 289 6.77 150, 898 
J. H. BRIGHAM and JORN TRIMBLE, 19, 941 5. 64 112, 466 
Legislative Committee, National Grange, P. of H.: 40, 118 7.15 286, 46 
In answer to the letter of legislative committee of National Grange, I send you 91, 054 5.01 455, 997 
a copy of Times, published at Concord, containing editorial, all or any of 613 6. 64 17, 858 
whic 5 at she sexvice 9 1 amin sympathy wich the work of tho 1,600 | 2. 50 2, 103, 750 
ttee so far as tha s concerned, and hope that you successfi 

. — 3 taa t MAE C N V EA EA 44, 346, 525 220, 811, 082 


getting the bill through. I do not believe in the 8 of protection, as a tariff 

measure, but I do think that in the matter ot pure food, pure 3 pure 

2 common Joses requires that every article put on the market should 

be for just what it is and nothing else. 
With best wishes, frate 


rnally 
yyours I. A. J. LUDWIG, &. N. G & G. 


Letter of Mr. W. H. Nelson, master State Grange of Tennessee. 
Warre Haves, Txxx. 


Dran SIR AND BROTHER: Yours of recent date received. Thanks for copy of 
“Arguments in favor of pure-food legislation“ and ‘clippings from papers.” I 


full prove of the tion takon, and would say that m; No. 18, has 
forwarded petitions 23 purpose both to the Senate and House ot er 
atives. 


‘All the members of this grange are cotton-growers and we know that the price Totat lard production en the Untted Slates. from 1877 to 1888. 


of cotton-seed is fixed by a “trust,” and a direct tax of 5 cents or even 10 cents 
per gallon on cotton-seed oil would not lower the prico of cotton-seed in any 
amount whatever. As I presume that you are not a cotton-grower, I will give 
von the reason for this statement, lest you may think that I exaggerate. 

First, the cotton-seed meal will pay a good profit when raw seed is purchased 
at $8 or $10 per ton (the price usually paid the farmer by the trust), with the oil 
ont of the question. 

Second, a steady run of three months by the oil-mills of the South will d 
of all the cotton seed. The owners would be pleased if they could run every day 
and night in the year. 

Experience has taught the oil men that whenever the price of seed is fixed be- 7 
low $8 per ton they have an active competition for seed in the cotton-growers | 1954 SG. be 
and more provident planters, many of whom have cheap mills for grinding or 
hulling seed, in which condition they each used for fertilizing and also for stock- 
ores Yet this is quite profitable with seed even at $8 per ton. So F ho see 

© pro- 


Year. Total. Year. 


N 
E 
; 
a 
S 
7 


that the oil men pay just what is necessary to get the seed delivered. 
teats from the South against legislation to prevent adulteration of lard are all got- 


ten up in cities, towns, or at country stores. Lard exported. 
7 1 * 3 oer of 5 that et aner eis 33 at uy 2 
mo any such paper, less he saw © signing a an t in 
some way other than in the price of cotton seed, or else he did it through a mbst 3 Pounds. 
shameful ignorance or indifference. But suppose it did affect the price of cotton 511 239, 904, 657 
seed to lay a tax on adulterated lard? It seems to me thar pure food, or pure lard 226 273, 236, 610 
even, is of more importance to the American people than the entire cotton-seed 377 228, 165, 733 2 
industry. But we are not alarmed about the passage of either the Dawes or But- 212 301, 305, 105 
terworth bills, and I am disinclined to believe that a man who is en in an 307 298, 083, 094 
honest business can be. I regret to see that so many commercial exchanges and 527 824, 515, 224 
individual dealers and traders are to this elass of legislation, but I have 208. 297, 740, 007 » 
lived long enongh to learn that while they are persistent preachers of honesty, 658 318, 242, 990 
of practicing just s 686 


meh part as 


generally speaking, they reserve the privilege 
pays- 


m Statistics of cotton-seed oil. 
Total annual production, about 28,000,000 gallons, or pounds.. 210, 000, 000 
Value on present market $10, 000 
Used in production of compound lard . 70, 000, 000 
‘Value of which is about —— . . 500,000 


Statement of Mr. Bingham. 

Mr. J. H. Brxenam. I want to answer the question asked by one of the gen- 
tlemen before starting out, I will say that the legislative committee the 
National Grange, understanding that there was a strong effort made or prar 
ure e to bear upon the committee, re the fact to the people in the 
State and they all reported in favor of this legislation. I want to say that so 
far as J. P. Squire & Co. are concerned, Ido not represent them. I do not 
know anything about them or care anything about them. I do not appear here 
to defend their cause or represent them at all. 

But the farmers believe that they suffer because compounded goods and im- 
TTT that is, as the pure products. They be- 

ve that they have suffered in consequence of it, and hence they generally fa- 
vor legislation that will give notice to the consumer of just what he buys, and 
then if he wants the pure lard he is sure of getting It if the law compels the 
manufacturer to brand it just what it is. “And if he desires this compound, he 
ean buy that, and buy it for what it is worth. 

As a representative of the National Farmers’ Organization, I will say that it has 
been con: in our meetings, and in those meetings representatives, actual 
farmers who were able representatives, have appeared from every cotton-growing 
State for three years; and in those meetings they have considered these same 
they are unanimous in claiming that they have no right and do 

oil be compounded with lard and sold as They are 
willing it should sell upon its merits. We do not ask that this cotton-seed oi] be 
sold as anything else but oil, and we do not ask that anything else be put with it 
to effect or interfere with its purity. They occupy the same position. All we 
ask for, as farmers, is that we be protected e im tions that bave been 
laced upon the consumers. The ees are suspicious of what goes into Chicago; 
they have been suspicious ever since they have ascertained that car-load after 
car-load of hogs that have died with cholera have gone into that city and after- 
wards come out, as itis understood, as pure refined lard. They are people who 
do not want to consume such an article if they know what itis. And we believe 
that the interests of the consumers and producers will be protected and promoted 
n will cause very careful inquiry into the manufacture of all 

food products. 


Petition of TTT 
lard. 


CrxcinxAti, Omo, February 16, 1888. 
To the honorable the Committee on Agriculture 
of the House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.: 


city of Cincinnati. would respectfully petition you to favorably consider the bill 
lard an 


and 

We would — 5 t that the trade in lard t h 
ew 1 ally represen’ e e re o consumers has 
been y damaged by the competition of the DAD and unwholesome com- 
composed of 8 cotton-seed oil, tallow, greases, o ay, water, and other 
which, by the aid of chemicals, are made to represent lard 
that only the most skilled can detect the differ- 
under misleading and frandulent brands, on 


en because of 

has foreign Governments an o. 8 making a war 
on this great product, which they have zealously and effect ly used to the det- 
riment of the whole trade. 

The packers’ uct is thus much reduced in value by the unfair 1 
as is also the of live hogs, so that all farmers who are breedsrs feeders 
of hogs in the country are direct sufferers, the value of their hogs being much re- 
duced, without any compensating advan 

Because of the unpalatable re ion lard has attained by this wholesale adul- 
cnt Atm“ of families . — 


to any infringement of the requirement. e ask thata 
sufficient tax be levied against it to constitute it a revenue measure and reimburse 
the Internal Revenue Department for a strict supervision of the business. 


Liverpool Exchange resolution, under seal of the association. 
LIVERPOOL PRODUCE EXCHAXGE, 

Genoral meeting of the members of the produce exchange, held at the rooms, 
15 Victoria street, on Friday, the 6th instant, in pursuance of notice given. 

Mr. C. I. C. Henry, the president, in the chair. 

The following resolution was moved by Mr. W. H. Coates, seconded. by Mr. 
eri! Harris, and carried unanimously: 

“We, the undersigned, members of the Liverpool Produce Exchange, as ER 


with confi 
riously, affecting our trade, as it surrounds it with suspicion and lack of confi- 


Lsxa.] CHR. I. C. HENRY, 


W. H. WILKINSON, 
Hon. Secretary. 
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From Master Kentucky State Grange. 
J. H. BRIGHAM and JORN 3 
Committe 


The lard, is of such 
vast im farmers, who are the main of pure 
but also to every citizen who eats or to take medicine, that no 
should be to induce a favorable from the Committee on Agriculture 
on the bills now £ the prevention of such adulterations and their speedy 
passage by he farmers all over the land in their tions have 
spoken out in no uncertain sound on this au demand the of these 


to carry out the wishes of the le they must expect to be called to strict 
they co tt tay their constituents. 


J. D. CLARDY, 
t Master Kentucky State Grange. 
Adulteration of lard. 

Mr. Coxcrr. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have a concurrent reso- 
Intion of the Legislature of the State of Iowa printed in the RECORD and referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture. It relates to a kindred subject to that referred 
to by the gentleman from Arkansas a moment since, 

The BPRAKER. Without objection the concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Iowa will be printed in the RECORD and referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture, 

There was no objection. 


It is as follows: 
* Whereas and unprincipled adulterations of lard are made by the mixture 
of cotton oil and other inferior oils with pure lard; and 

“ Whereas such a mixture is put up by the great syndicates of packers in the 
United States and sold as pure steam-refined lard to the consumers of this 
foreign countries, which practice is seriously detrimental to Iowa farmers; and 

“ Whereas such oo is unjust aud ruinous to the hog-raisers of Iowa and 
the Great West: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the senate (the house concurring), That our Senators and Rey 
sentatives in Congress are earnestly requested and urged to introduce and vo 
for a law looking to the punishment of such fraudulent transactions and compel- 
ling vendors of adulterated food, and especially lard to label it with the name of its 
Seer elements and the quantity of each ingredient used in forming the com- 

und. 

Pee The secretary of the senate is instructed to send a copy of the resolations to 
our Senators and Kepresentatives in Congress. 

“I hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution passed both branches 
of the twenty-third General Assembly on the 4th day of March, A. D. 1890, 

W. R COCHRANE, 
Secretary of Senate.” 
Memorial of the Butchers' National Protective Association to the Senate and House 
of Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled. 

The great „57ß7ß— :: aR otpendaccleaupe Haa pe neg mpc 
is now, so counter’ and adulterated that the consumer rarely, if ever, is able 
Sean article The in; ts used in this counterfeit are of such 
ae — — erior grade that they have practically driven thé pure lard 

mar 

Mr. BROSIUS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Lacey]. 1 

Mr, LACEY. Mr. Speaker, coming as I do from a State that owns 
from $28,000,000 to$30,000,000 worth of hogs, nearly double as muchas 
any other State in this Union, I naturally feel much interest in the 

nding question before the House. We have heard at very great 
ength from several gentlemen, especially from my friend from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. MORGAN], a description of what constitutes hog’s lard, 
a description that naturally brought to the mind of the peman 
from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Brostvs] the lines from Macbeth descriptive 
of the witches’ caldron. A 

It is horrible stuff, they tell us. Then, my friend, why imitate it? 
Why insist on branding as lard a pure and delicate article which 

for olive oil; why brand it with the name of something so 
foul as “lard,” the villainous stuff that you have described here? 
[Laughter.] If cotton-seed oil is such a pure and delicious thing, 
why raise over it the banner “In hog signo vinces?” [Laughter. 
Let it sail under its own colors, and if it is a good article it will wor! 
its way in the markets of the globe. 

Mr. Speaker, there is a demand all over this country for pure food. 
This bill is the second step in that direction. The gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. HATCH] has been complimented highly for the first 
step, the measure which he brought forward to put down oleomar- 
garine, or to compel ‘‘bull-butter,” as it is familiarly called, to go 
upon the market under its own name, to be sold as oleomargarine 
and not as pure crags County butter.” That was one step, and 
now it is to be followed by another, and I hope that we shall take 
step after step in the same direction until this country shall cease to 
be di cefully held up all over the world as the home of adulter- 
ated food. We will add another commandment to the decalogue, 
„Thou shalt not commit adulteration,” and we will enforce it by 
Federal law. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

Almost everything that we eat or drink is so adulterated that only 
a chemist can trace the original substance. Fortunately for the 
human race, most of these admixtures are not injurious to health, 
Usually some cheap, but not poisonous, compound is added to evi 
article of food until no man knows what he is eating or what he is 


from 


T 
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drinking, unless he has produced the article himself. But the par- 
ties en in such frauds are not too conscientious to use materi- 
als of the most deleterious character, where such materials will an- 
swer the purpose and can be purchased more cheaply than more 
wholesome articles. 

From Iowa no uncertain voice has been heard upon this question. 
From every 2 of the State and from all classes has been heard a 
demand for the passage of a bill to protect the great hog staples from 
the depreciation caused by fraud. 

We bave just passed a meat inspection bill, so that the hog products 
which go to Europe may have the seal of honest inspection to assure 
all consumers that the meat N of this 8 are pure and 
wholesome. When Bismarck got into the trongh himself 
crowded the American hog out of the German markets, he à 
under the pretéxt that our bacon was unwholesome, 

The meat inspection law will deprive the German Government of 
this false ground for exclusion of our products. And when the 
fraudulent producers of bogus lard seek to crowd out genuine hog 

roducts from the American markets they commence with the as- 
sumption that the genuine article is an unwholesome and unhealthy 
one. 

To allow a spurious compound to enter into a disguised competi- 
tion with our great agricultural staple is to permit the first step to 
be taken to destroy that staple. 

The question of furnishing honest lard for all markets is one that 
ought to interest all Americans. One great industry should not be 
pomet in disguise, to undermine and destroy another. If cotton 

king by divine right, it should not attempt to rule under the dis- 
guise of lard. 

Mr. Speaker, in the State of Mississippi, from which we have so 
much opposition to this bill, the annual hog product amounts to 
only about $1,000,000, The hogs there are built for speed [laughter], 
as some of my soldier friends here who were upon the Confederate 
side and also some upon the Federal side well remember, There is 
no lard in them; so that the people are compelled to go to the cot- 
ton field for their lard, and it is very natural that gentlemen from 
that part of the country should rise here in defense of the cotton- 
seed oil product rather than the pure juice of the hog. It is natural 
they should take that course; but let the article be sold under its 
own name, 

The razor-backs which roam the canebrakes of northwestern Mis- 
sissippi do not take to fat kindly, but it does not follow that the 
cotton-seed oil of the Tallahatchee, the Yallabusha, and the Yazoo 
should be sold as the original hog products of Kansas, Nebraska, and 
Iowa. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mason] told us to-day that at 
one time the makers of this ‘‘refined lard” were induced to change 
the name and call it “compound lard” or “lard compound.” They 
were gilding refined gold, painting the lily. This elegant com- 
pound that has been described by my friend from Mississippi they 
called “refined lard.” They put the refined substance of cotton-seed 
oil into it, but still they called it lard;“ yet nothing in the name 
8 e indicated that there was anything in it but the product of 

e hog. 

The gentleman from Illinois stated that Mr. Fairbank volunta- 
rily changed his trade-mark and called his product ‘compound lard” 
or“ lard compound;” but my friend substantially conceded away 
all the merit of the claim that he made for Mr. Fairbank when he 
said that that change was the result of an investigation in Congress; 
that the opponents of this product and this manufacturer, Mr. Fair- 
bank, met before the cultural Committee of the House, and 
that bg men Mr. Fairbank agreed to change his brand to “com- 

un 
v Mr, STOCKDALE. Will the gentleman explain the object of the 


Mr. LACEY. The object is this: we can not reach this product in 
any other way. There is a constitutional question involved, and the 
tlemen who are endeavoring to force compound lard down the 
oats of the American people under the name of “refined Jard” or 
„pure lard” can not be reached by Federal legislation except in that 
way. The same 3 arose in the case of oleomargarine. State 
laws are not sufficient. It is true that Illinois has passed a law re- 
uiring a certain stamp or brand to be put upon this compound, but 
t stamp is put on the head of the barrel, and when the lard goes 
to Mississippi or elsewhere the first thing the merchant does is to 
knock in the head, and then the brand is gone and he scoops ont 
this compound lard” and sells it for genuine lard at 3 or 4 cents a 
pound less than honest lard could be sold. 

The question here is the same question that was involved in the 
oleomargarine case, It has been decided that we can control the 
sale of these articles through the internal revenue taxing power, 
and, as I understand, this bill has been based upon the principle of 
the oleomargarine law. My friends on the other side of the House 
say that this is a “contest between the African and the hog,” and 
for once they are on the side of the African, No doubt their colored 
constituents will be glad to know that there is at least one animal 
on the face of the earth that they are not expected to play second 
fiddle to. [Langhter.] 

Negroes raise cotton-seed, it is true, but they have been the un- 


and 
id it 


willing victims of fraud too ee wish to profit by fraud poe 
trated upon some one else. C g as they do for an honest 
count, they will never be fomid asking for dishonesty in food, 

The colored man is appealing to Congress to do away with fraud, 
and 1 hope the appeal will reach the conscience of my Democratie 
friend from Missouri [Mr.Hatcu]. We willcommence on lard and 
finally we will come up to other frauds perpetrated in this country. 

Let every tub stand on its own bottom.” Ifcotton-seed oil is 
good thing they say itis, it does not need to masquerade as lard. Iflard 
is the filthy thing it is claimed to be by the opponents of this bill it 
would never be interfered with by a counterfeit. It is useless to sa; 
that lard is an inferior article when they seek to counterfeit it. No 
one counterfeits the note or check of a tramp.” 

Men imitate something that has a record or reputation, somethin 
that will sell in the market. Shakespeare should not be label 
Bacon, nor cotton-seed oil marked family lard. Hypocrisy is the 
highest tribute paid by vice to virtue; and so the imitation or coun- 
terfeiting of an article is the highest praise that can be bestowed 
upon that article. Nothing is counterfeited but what is good, and 
when these men concede that the name of ‘‘lard” is worth something 
as an inducement to the purchase of the article they, concede awa 
their whole claim. They concede that cotton-seed oil will not 
in the markets unless under a fictitions name. The falsehood of the 
charges against lard can not be more readily disproyed than by the 
admission that it is profitable to counterfeit it, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Before my friend takes his seat I would like 
him to answer just one question, and I will give him the time. A 
man who does not ask a 
mains ignorant, while by asking it he may get information, 

Mr. LACEY. Ask your question, then, 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I want to hear the gentleman tell the differ- 
ence between compound lard” and “lard compound.” ; 

Mr. LACEY. The difference is the same as the difference between 
tweedledum and tweedledee. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. That is exactly what I expected you to say. 

Mr. LACEY. And the difference between “compound lard” or 
“lard compound” and lard is about 99 per cent. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I do not understand the gentleman’s figures, 

Mr. LACEY. Well, they have it graded all the way from 60 per 
cent of cotton-seed oil up to 99 per cent. 
$ Mr. McCLAMMY. Is that “Jard compound” or “ compound 

ard? 

Mr. LACEY. The cottolene which was brought in here to-day 
they say has not any lard in it, not even enough to flavor it, yet 
read can tell the difference between it and lard except by the 

abel. 

Mr. McCLAMMY.~ I am advised that I am consuming time by 


these questions, but I am not satisfied with the gentleman’s an- 


swer. 


that this legislation, commenced with oleomargarine, will not end 
with lard, but in the end should result in such laws as will make 
pure food the invariable rule as to every article that is produced in 
the United States. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. NrEDRINGHAUS]. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. Mr. Speaker, I had not intended to speak 
on this bill and am, consequently, without any prepared But, 
after listening thisafternoon to the heated discussion on both sides of 
the House, it seems to me to be my duty to express myself in a very 
few remarks upon this subject. > 

The farmersof my district are not a hog-raising people. I have con- 
sequently no political interest ia this bill. From the city of St. Louis 
I have received petitions on both sides of this question. I am therefore 
at liberty, without doing injustice to my constituency, to vote on this 
question as my conscience shall dictate. 

In principle, I am opposed to this Government granting a license to 
anybody to manufacture any imitation or adulteration of ‘any article 
of commerce. I am in favor of the greatest liberty which the proper 
order of society will permit. Such was my position upon the o - 
pacRage measure, although the bill was so drawn that I was unable to 
vote on it either way. 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a single 
question ? : 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. IfI yield, how much additional time will 
you giveme? , 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I can not give the gentleman any of my time. 

Mr. HATCH. I believe I will not interrupt my colleague. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS (addressing himself to Mr. HATCH). I will 
come out all right; we will join hands at the conclusion of my remarks. 

Mr. HATCH. Ido not want to take up my colleagne’s time. 


Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. I will call upon my friend from North Car- 


olina. 


Mr. McCLAMMY. No, sir; Ican not yield you any time when my 


brother HATCH interrupts you. 
Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. I have no prepared speech, and I hope I 
shall not be interrupted a great deal. As I was stating, I am in favor 


uestion when he wants information re- 


Mr, LACEY, And in conclusion, for my time is up, I wish to add ~ 
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of the greatest personal liberty consistent with the good order of society. 
I want a man to have the liberty to eat and drink and also to manu- 
facture what he pleases, provided he does not thereby infringe upon 
the rights of his neighbor. 

The question before us is a question of principle. I care very little 
about compound lard;“ at this time I will not talk upon that spe- 
cifically, but upon the business principle involved. z 

If a manufacturer makes an invention in compounding various arti- 
cles, he has a new article of commerce which should be introduced into 
the market undera new and specific name and should not be permitted 
to be brought into the market under disguise of the name of an article 
already well known and defined in the markets of the world. 

Any one engaged in or acquainted with the manufacturing business 

knows the hardships and difficulties encountered in introducing a new 
article. The manufacturer often has to make a house-to-house canvass 
with the article to introduce and sell it, which involves a great deal of 
expense both in time and money. It has to stand or fall upon its own 
merits, and it takes years sometimes before it becomes an ultimate suc- 
cess, 
It, therefore, a manufacturer can adulterate any well known article, 
especially a staple article, by compounding various ingredients, so the 
finished product stands him 20 per cent. cheaper than the genuine 
article, he can sell it at 10 per cent. cheaper than the genuine, and can 
make immediate and enormous profit to the detriment and loss of the 
legitimate producer and deceive the innocent consumer. 

It is, therefore, not a question with me whether thisor any other 
article shall be taxed, but as to whether such adulteration or imitation 
should be allowed at all; for any imitation or adulteration, although 
perhaps not deleterious, tends to do an injustice to the producer ot the 
genuine article, deceives the public, and such practice should be pun- 
ishable as a crime. 

If Congress undertakes to legitimize or license the manufacture of 
any imitation or adulteration, where will the line be drawn? If the 
adulteration of lard is licensed by Congress, why not license the man- 
ufacture of imitations of any other well known article of commerce— 
I care not which? The principle is a very dangerous one, and should 
not be resorted to under any pretext. 

Let me ask my friend from Iowa, the promoter of this bill, as to 
whether we have any right to barter away this great inheritance of the 
farmer, this word ‘‘lard,’’ for the paltry sum of 2 mills a pound tax 
upon the compound article, Still, in the absence of anything better 
t cover the subject than the measure pending, I shall vote for the 
bill. 

Mr. CONGER. No, and the bill does not do it. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS, If anybody wants to put a new article on 
the market, cotton-seed oil or any other product, let him put it before 
the people for just what it is, ‘‘ cottolene,’’ if you please, or lard and 
cotton-seed oil compound. Then there would be no power vested in 
Congress to interfere with him or deny him full protection and the 
liberty of the market. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE]. 


[Mr. STOCKDALE addressed the House. See Appendix.) 


Mr. McCLAMMY, How much time have I remaining ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has eight minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. TURNER]. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I know, as my friend 
from Missouri, who has just addressed the House, says, that a man is 
not a hog. My people are not hogs either. Neither is mine a cotton 
country; but the people of my district are consumers, and in the in- 
terest of the consumer, who has been heard from very little either in 
tariff legislation or in this legislation, I propose to say a few words. 
I pick up the report ofthe committee, and I am informed on the fourth 
page that— 

Your committee believe that while morals may not need trade, trade must 
have morals. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I suppose anything that is pertinent to moral phi- 
losophy is pertinent to this bill, for there is a greater jumble of moral 
philosophy and eeonomic ignorance in this report than in any other 
document that has ever been submitted to my eyes since I have been 
a member of this House. I read on that same page that, taking the 
entire product of the country, the amount lost to the farmers or lost to 
the hogs by reason of the manufacture of compound lard is estimated 
at from thirteen to fifteen million dollars. That is thirteen or fif- 
teen million dollars saved to the consumers of this country. They 
speak of that as a loss. That amount is saved, not lost. 

Why, sir, this is the most absurd economic rubbish that I have ever 
heard of. The cheapening of food productsisa loss, is it? The making 
of a coat by a sewing machine instead of by hand is a loss, is it? The 
raising of four bushels of wheat where only one grew before is a loss, is 
it? Thisisa beautiful system of political economy. Fifteen million 
dollars saved to the people who buy and consume this lard, or this 


compound, and now it is proposed to tax the people of this country 
fifteen million more and pay it over to somebody, and that is called a 
saving! Why, sir, this report is absurd, and I am that the 
distinguished gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] would advocate 
any such financial absurdity as that. 

Let us look a little further into this matter. This $15,000,000 that 
is to be stolen from the ets of the consumers—for if you are going 
into hard words I say that is robbery, I say that is thievery, I say 
that is larceny, I say that is an outrage. 

Mr. CONGER. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Certainly; I would like to have yon, 

Mr. CONGER. You are talking about the loss to the farmer, but 
there was a gain to somebody else, and was not that a gain to Fair- 
bank & Co.? 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. If the consumer pays 515. 000, 000 less 
a year for this product is not that a saving to the consumer? If the 
people of this country pay in the aggregate $15,000,000 a year less for 
their lard product than they did five years ago, they save that fifteen 
millions, don’t they ? 

Mr. CONGER. Notif they pay the fifteen millions for cotton-seed 
oil instead of lard. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. But you sayin your report that this 
competition has cheapened the price of lard. You do not say there is 
$15,000,000 less paid to the farmers, but you say that the price of lard 
to the consumer has been cheapened $15,000,000, The price of lard 
fell from 10 to 6 cents a pound, did it not? I say, as you say in your 
report, that the price fell from 10 cents to 6 cents a pound; that is, the 
selling price of lard, the price to the consumer, the price to the people 
who bought it for use. Is not that a saving to the consumer of the dif- 
ference between 6 cents a pound and 10 cents a pound. And for the 
information of gentlemen I will say that that difference is 4 cents a 
pound. ‘That is a clear saving to the consumer. 

You can not doubt it, you can not wheedle it out of it. But you 
say that Mr. Fairbank got some money out of it, But remember he 
did not get any money out of the 10-cent-a-pound schedule, for there 
was no 10-cent schedule, there was only a 6-cent schedule. So he 
did not get any ont of 10 cents apound, and whatever he did get he 
got out of 6 cents a pound; whatever he made be made out of the re- 
duced price of lard instead of the higher price. By every cent that 
the price is reduced, by so much is the consumer benefited, and you 
can not prove anything else any more than you can prove that two and 
two make nineteen. 

Mr. McCLAMMY, Let them answer that. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I do not want them to aus wer it now. 
I want them to think over it, to sleep over it. [Laughter.] The gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. MeCL An] said he did not get any 
sleep last night, but I want these gentlemen to sleep over this ques- 
tion and see if they do not get a revelation or a dream that will be 
better sense than this report; for a man must be in a horrible condi- 
tion, he must have eaten a very indigestible supper, if he can not have 
a dream that will contain better sense than this report. [Laughter.] 

But, Mr. Speaker, the action of these gentlemen in relation to an 
amendment that was offered here uncovered the insidious purpose of 
this legislation. That amendment proposed that wherever lard was 
made in open kettles it should not be subjected to this proposed super- 
vision or tax, but that all other lard should be. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Lard that was rendered“ in open kettles. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Yes, rendered. That wasthe propo- 
sition. and you gentlemen all voted it down. Why? Yon said you 
wanted to apply the steam process for extracting lard from the hog’s 
hoofs and the hog’s entrails and the refuse of your butcher-shops, to 
be sent abroad and sold as pure lard.” You would not admit that 
amendment upon your bill because you knew that these monopolists 
whom you represent—I do not mean whom yon personally represent, 
but the monopolists in whose interest this legislation is urged and who 
alone can be benefited by it—you knew that they were the people, and 
not the compound-lard men, who wanted to avoid inspection. 

You do not want the Government inspectors walking through these 
large factories and seeing the entrails of the hog stewed up for the de- 
lectation of mankind. [Laughter.] You want to keep the inspector 
out of those places, and at the same time to put under the bana whole- 
some competing article of food while you sell your own rotten product 
as pure lard in the markets of the world. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BROSIUS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Houseaccordingly (at 10 o’clock 
p. m.) adjourned until 12 o’clock to-morrow. 


~ REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3730) granting a 
pension to Mary E. Greening, widow of Orlando A. Greening, who 
served in the Indian war, accompanied by a report (No, 2993)—to the 
Committee on the Whole House, 


1890. 


Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11655) to provide 
American registers for the steamers Stroma and Marco Aurelia, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2994)—to the House Calendar. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill of the following title was in- 
troduced, read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 11805) to establish a 
port ot delivery at Florence, Ala.—to the Committee on Commerce, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 11806) for the relief of W. A. McCor- 
mick—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 11807) to remove the charge of 
desertion against John Smith, of Company I, Eighty-second Regiment 
New Jersey Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOFFITT: A bill (H. R. 11808) to remove the charge of de- 
arto 
i 


m from the name of Matthew Clifford—to the Committee on Mil- 
Affairs. 

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 11809) for the relief of the estate of 
Holmes Sells—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 11810) for the relief of William 
W. Douglass, administrator of Rebecca V. Packer, deceased, of East 
Feliciana Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11811) for the relief of Johnson Hampier, of Mad- 
ison Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims, 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 11812) for the relief of Washington West, of Mad- 
ison Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SIMONDS: A bill (H. R. 11813) to correct the military rec- 
ord of Patrick Mackin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Remonstrance of Detroit Board of Trade against 
granting to private corporations a lease of north pier, Buffalo, N. Y.— 
to the Committee on Commerce. ° 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of Methodist Episcopal Chureh of Moscow, 
Tenn., for reference of claim to Court of Claims under provisions of the 
Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By. Mr. FITHIAN: Affidavit of Robert Plunket, of Palestine, III., in 
the case of Andrew J. Plough, the same being House bill 11784—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 11756 for increase of pension 
of Edward T. Wolf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HITT: Petition of Joseph P. Bell, and 10 others, citizens of 


Carroll County, Illinois, in favor of House bill 8248—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of the Commercial Club of Albuquerque, 
N. Mex., praying for the confirmation by Congress of the Albuquerque 
town grant—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. : 

By Mr. LESTER, of Georgia: Petition of H. A. Bennett and others. 
of Appling County, Georgia, for improvement of Galveston Harbor, and 
an appropriation therefor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of W. D. Griffis and others, of Pierce County, Georgia, 
for same pu to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of J. M. Murphy and 38 others, of Bullock County, 
Georgia, for same pu -to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, petition of F. R. Farrar, president Farmers’ Alliance, of Effing- 
ham County, Georgia, in favor of House bill 8648—to the Committee on 

“Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same persons in favor of the pure-lard bill, H. R. 
283—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of T. J. Jones and 21 others, of Ware County, Georgia, 
in favor of House bill 8648—to the Committee on culture. 

Also, petition from W. B. Hargreaves and 20 others, of the First Con- 
gressional district of Georgia, for same purpose—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. ; 

Also, petition of same persons, in favor of House bill 283—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of T. J. Jones and 21 others, citizens of Ware County, 
Georgia, in favor of House bill 283—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire: Petition for the perpetuation 
of the national-banking system—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. OATES: Petition of 105 colored voters, citizens of Montgom- 
ery County, Alabama, protesting against the passage of the Conger 
sompound-lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of 143 colored voters, citizens of Dallas County, Ala- 


bama, protesting against the passage of the same measure—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 
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Also, petition of 270 colored voters, citizens of Madison, Limestone 
Morgan, Lawrence, and Colbert Counties, Alabama, protesting i 
the passage of the same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Albert G. Brook and others, of Nan- 
tucket, Mass., for passage of laws for the perpetuation ofthe national- 
banking system, under which the interest of depositors is protected by 
Government supervision—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Washington West, of Madison 
Parish, Louisiana, for stock and cotton appropriated to use of the United 
States Army during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, petition of Johnson Hompier, of same place, for same relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: Petition of Jacob Ray and 33 
others, of Randolph and Tucker Counties, West Virginia, in favor of 
House bill 8828—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of citizens of Alba, Bradford County, 
Pennsylvania, in favor of original-package bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, August 22, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

Mr. VEST. I suggest that there is no quorum present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll of 
the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Dawes, nd Teller, 
Allison, Dixon, Mitchell, 

5 Faulkner, Power, Vance, 
Berry, Go Pugh, Vest, 
Blair, Hale. Quay, Walthall, 
Casey, Hampton, Ransom, Washburn. 
Cockrell, arris, Reagun, Wilson of fowa. 
Galler = —.— 

om, oar, wyer, 
Da galls, Spooner, 


Mr. QUAY. Jn explanation of the absence of my colleague [Mr. 
CAMERON], I desire to mention that he was called from the city yes- 
terday on important private business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thirty-seven Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is not present. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to re- 
quest the attendance of absent Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of ab- 
sent Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sergeant-at-Arms will execute 
the order of the Senate, being furnished with a list of absentees by the 
Secretary. S 

Mr. CARLISLE, Mr. DANIEL, and Mr. MCPHERSON entered the 
Chamber and answered to their names, 

Mr. FAULKNER. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. KENNA] 
is detained from the Senate by reason of sickness. 

Mr. Jones, of Arkansas, entered the Chamber and answered to his 
name. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The senior Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL], the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], 
and the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] are absent from the 
service of the Senate on leave. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will state that my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER] is 
absent by reason of ill health. 

Mr. CASEY. My colleague [Mr. PIERCE] is necessarily detained 
from the Chamber, having been called away by illness in his family. 

Mr. ALLEN, Mr. BARBOUR, and Mr, EVARTS entered the Cham 
and answered to their names. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 10 o'clock and 12 minutes a. m.). 
Forty-four Senators have answered to their names. A quorum Deng 
present, if there be no objection, farther proceedings under the 
will be dispensed with. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of residents of Anderson, S. C., 
praying for the passage of what is known as the pure-ſood bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 10202) granting a pension to O. E. Hukill; 

A bill tE R. 8059) granting a pension to Mrs. Emma A. Stafford; 

A bill (H. R. 1466) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Ewald; 


— 
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A bill (H. R. 10231) to increase the pension of Sanford Kirkpatrick; 
A bill (H. R. 11345) to increase the pension of Thomas Beaumont; and 
A bill (H. to Isaac Riseden. 

Mr. 


BLAIR, 
the bill (H. R. 2279) granting a to Abraham W. Jackson, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 4342) for the relief of Lydia A. Ma- 
administratrix; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
Committee on Claims. x 
Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 4343) ting a pension to Mrs, 
Charles Olin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 
DUTY ON BURLAPS. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Isubmit two amendments intended to be pro- 
to the tariff bill, which I should like to have read and referred. 
The PRESIDENT pro-tempore. The amendments will be read. 
The Cirer CLERK. Page 81, line 13, paragraph 347, add the fol- 
lowing: 

Provided, That on burlaps of jute, not exceeding 45 inches in width nor 12 
ounces to the yard, substantially of the kind and oe. heretofore im 
atthe c ports of the United States for manufacture into for 
port of wheat, barley, and oats. there shall be allowed, ander such regulations 
as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, a rebate of duty equal to the 
amouat of duties paid upon such burlaps as may be actually manufactured 
bw a the United States into bags not exceeding the dimensions of 36 by 22 

es. A 

After line 15, paragraph 318, page 81, add the following: 

Provi That on all imported bags for grain made of burla and Gxported 
from the United States to any . country, filled with „there shall be 
allowed, under such regulations asthe Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, 
a rebate of duty equal to the amount of duties paid upon such imported grain 

: Provided however, That there shall be no rebate on any such as may 
be reimported duty free, which right to reimport such bags shall as 
under existing law. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask that the amendments be printed and re- 


ferred to the Committee on Finance. 


© ex- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be printed and | 


referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HARRIS, I want to ask the Senator from Oregon to insert 
“cotton”? as well as grain“ in the rebate upon burlaps. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator can move that when it comes up. 
I prefer not to change it. 

r. HARRIS. I certainly shall move it when it comes up, but I 
hoped the Senator would adopt it; it is so obviously just. 
STANDARD STEEL CASTING COMPANY. 

Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was considered 

by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to investigate the 
alleged defects in castings furnished by the Standard Steel Casting Company of 
Thurlow, Pa., for the Navy Department, and to report the facts to the 


LIQUORS IN THE CAPITOL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair before the Senate a 
resolution offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] coming 
over from yesterday to be taken up in the morning hour. The resolu- 
tion will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. PLUMB on the 
18th instant, as amended, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be directed to make such order as shall 
wholly prevent the sale and drinking of spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors in 
the Senate wing of the Capitol. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN ] to refer the resolu- 
tion to the Committee on Rules, 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] is not present, 
and I suggest that we had better not take up the resolution in his ab- 


sence. ~ 

Mr. CULLOM. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the resolution may lie over until to-morrow 
subject to be called up in the morning hour. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills, in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 11206) to amend section 572 of the Revised Statutes, 
so as to provide for the holding of the regular terms of the cireuitand 
district courts for the western district of Virginia; and 

A bill (H. R. 11240) to authorize the construction of bridges ove rthe 
Savannah, Ocmulgee, and Oconee Rivers by the Macon and Atlantic 
Railway Company. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
`. the enrolled bill (H. R. ee eee Piatt; 
and it was thereupon signed by the t pro tempore. 


DESTITSTION IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


Mr. PLATT. I ask that a letter which I will send to the desk from 
the Secretary of the Interior to me may be read. 
y . It will be read, if there be no ob- 
jection. : 
The Secretary read as follows: 8 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, August 20, 1890. 


Dear Sin: I beg leave to inclose you herewith copy of a communication from 
the special land inspector sent me to Oklahoma, and transmitting to me a 
number of reports as to the tution now existing in that Territory, copies 
of which are also transmitted. I have no means at my command for the relief 
of the people, and submit the same to the consideration of your committee for 
such action as you may deem the case requires and the law authorizes. 


Yours respectfully, 8 
Hon, O. H Pratt, JOHN W. NOBLE, Seeretary. 
Chairman Committee on Territories, Uniled States Senate. 
Mr. PLATT. I move that the communication, with the inclosed 
documents, be printed and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
ons, 


The motion was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, in further answer to the reso- 
lution of the Senate of the 4th instant, a copy of a report of Col. O. M. 
Poe, Corps of Engineers, in regard to the recent accident to the lock 
at the Sault Ste, Marie Canal; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. J 


HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. As to-morrow has been set apart for the de- 
livery of eulogies upon the late Senator, Mr. Beck, of Kentucky, I move 
now that when the Senate adjourn to-day it shall be to met at 12 o'clock 
instead of 10 o'clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky moves 
ny en the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet to-morrow at 12 
o’clock, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that the order 
adopted on the motion of the Senator from Kentucky will not change, 
the Chair understands, the regular hour of meeting thereafter at 10 
o’clock in the morning. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 11206) to amend section 572 of the Revised Statutes, 
so as to provide for the holding of the ar terms of the circuit and 
district courts for the western district of Virginia, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary; and 

The bill (H. R. 11240) to authorize the construction of bridges over 
the Savannah, Ocmulgee, and Oconee Rivers by the Macon and At- 
lantic Railway Company was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

THE REVENUE BILL. - 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed. The Calendar under Rule VIH is in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill Ne, 9416. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for 
other purposes, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will report the pend- 
ing amendment, moved by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mo- 
PHERSON]. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to strike out paragraph 162, on 
page 140, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

Files, file-blanks, rasps, and floats of all cutsand kinds, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On this question the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, immediately preceding the adjournment 
of the Senate last evening the question was injected into the debate as 
to the credibility of Mr. A. H. Saxton, who had made a statement 
which was read by the Senator from New Jersey. The debate which 
followed was of such a character as to necessitate, in my opinion, my 
making good a statement I then made in regard to certain papers which 
I held affecting the business standing and integrity of Mr. Saxton. 
This sort of issue is never a pleasant onc, and especially in a body like 
the Senate, but the simplest justice demands that, since this issue has 
been raised, it should be met, and promptly met. 

I have before me the statement of the A. F. Shapleigh Hardware 
Company, of St. Louis, Mo., dated July 30, 1890, signed “A. F. Shap- 
leigh Hardware Company, by Frank Shapleigh, vice-president.” This 
is the oldest hardware company in the West. I did business for it 
thirty-five years ago when a young lawyer, and have personally known 
the members of this corporation ever since. It 2 as high as any 


~ 2 
~ 
< > “ ` 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


8987 


business house in the world, and Mr. Frank Shapleigh is among the 

leading merchants of the United States. 

. transactions with the house of Alfred Field & Co, of 
Saxton ew Xo or least twen 

3 7 . have found Mr. Saxton to be 


The next paper is from the Simmons Hardware Company, of St. 
Louis, a house of national reputation, and the largest hardware estab- 
lishment in the United States, North, South, East, or West: 

To whom it may concern: 

We have known Mr. A. H. Saxton for the past twenty-five years or more, dur- 
ing which period we, or our ecessors with whom the writer has been con- 
nected, have had continuous business relations with him and can unhesitat- 
ingly say that he is a man of the strictest integrity and honor. 

ur business experience with him hus been of such long duration and of such 

u nature that were there even a tricky streak in his composition we would be 

conscious of it. On the other hand we have found him to be one who would 

disdain to take advantage of a technicality to the slightest to further his 

ends. Moreover, in poms of accuracy and in knowledge of details of his 
y 


bisnes he paer a superior in hardware line. 
Tours tru ? 
7 Snrxons HARDWARE COMPANY, 
By E. C. SIMMONS, President. 


The next is from Chicago, dated July 24, 1890: 


To whom it may concern: 

In view of an attack recently made by a member of the United States Senate 
on the character of Mr. A. H. Saxton, of the firm of Alfred Field & Co., New 
York, and president of the Wholesale Hardware 3 we take pleasure 
in stating that we have Known Mr. Saxton during the past twenty-five years; 
that we know him to be a high-minded and honorable man in every sense of 
the word; that his career asa merchant is above reproach, and that his word 
can be implicitly relied upon under any circumstances. is a man of 
experience, and a clear-headed reasoner whose judgment is deserving of 
highest respect. 

Respectfully yours, 


The next comes from Chicago: 


To whom it may concern: 

We have been informed that during one of the late discussions of the Senate 
on tariff one of the Senators took occasion to make au unwarranted attack upon 
Mr. A. H. Saxton. 

We much regret that any Senator, for political effect or from any motive what- 
ever, should have made the disparaging remarks regarding Mr, Saxton until 
such Senator had first known beyond question of doubt the character of the man. 

We deem it our duty and privilege to state that our and business rela- 
tions with Mr. Saxton have n continuous and dating back many years. We 
know whereof we speak when we say that he is a gentleman in the fullest 
sense of the word, one whose — . will bear the closest scrutiny, Could 
our legislators be composed of such men as Mr. saxton the interests of the 
country would be served without prejudice. 

Respectfully, 


A, F. SEEBERGER & CO. 


TEE HENRY SEARS COMPANY. 
E. B. SEARS, Secretary. 


The next comes from Memphis, Tenn. : 


To whom it may concern : 2 
Having learned that in the last discussion in the Senate on the tariff an at- 
tack was made on the character of Mr. A. H. Saxton, of the firm of Alfred Field 
& Co., New York, we take t pleasure in stating that we have known Mr. 
Saxton for many years as a high-toned, honorable gentleman; that his charac- 
ter is absolutely above reproach; that we have had very many transactions 
with his firm, of which he is the active managet, and they have always been 
thoroughly satisfac . The man who would cast eyen an imputation upon 
his character must be in ignorance of his daily life. Further, we know that his 
competitors in business always speak of him as an honest man, We are per- 
somal acquainted with gentlemen who have been in the employ of Mr. Saxton, 
and they, although after leaving him representing competing houses, have 
always spoken of him in the most kindly terms. 
We take the liberty, as we may not be known to you, to refer to our Senator, 
Hon, Isnam G. HARRIS, as to our standing in Memphis. 
Very respectfully, 
LaxGstarr HARDWARE COMPANY, 
A. D. LANGSTAFF, 


Mr. HARRIS. That is a firm of long standing and of very high 
character as a business house. 
Mr. VEST. Here are more: 
To whom it may concern : 
This is to 8 we have been personally acquainted and had large deal - 
ings with Mr. A. H. Saxton, of the firm of Alfred Field & Co.,for the last eight 
ears, and consider him a 1 in every sense of the word. His honor, 
tegrity, and veracity with us is unquestioned, as we have never known him 
to do otherwise than toact honestly, and to tell the truth at all times. 
CATTARAUGUS CUTLERY COMPANY. 
To whom it may concern: 


With an acquaintance extending over twelve years, we take great pleasure 
in saying that we have always found Mr. A. H. Saxton to be a man of sterling 
integrity and honor. Our business relations have been extensive and we have 
yet to learn of any act of his which has been dishonest, dishonorable, or even 
questionable. 

BINGHAMTON CUTLERY COMPANY, 
By J. E. MecCALL. 


I produce these papers for two reasons, My principal reason is be- 
cause it is an act of common justice toa man who can not be heard 
here personally. If he were the humblest citizen of the United States 
and asked me to do this for him, I would do so with the greatest 
pleasure and should be ashamed of myself if I declined to do so. M 
other reason is because the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock 
took occasion yesterday and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
DRICH] to state emphatically, and not by implication, that Senators 
upon this side were furnished testimony against the American manu- 


facturers by interested parties who solely represented the importers of 
the United States. S x 

Mr. President, it is true that we are compelled in the limited time 
given us to avail ourselves of all opportunities for information as to 
the clauses of this tariff bill, and we must resort to the testimony 
taken before committees and the statements of reputable witnesses, 
even if they are importers, who are by necessity acquainted with the 
details of this business. 

Mr. Saxton stated before the Committee on Ways and Means of the 
House that he purchased much the larger portion of all the goods he 
handled from American manufacturers, and in a very few moments 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] will produce a paper here 
coming from one of the witnesses of the manufacturers, showing a 
business transaction with Mr. Saxton, which I think will have some 
effect upon this debate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not intend to detain the Senate except to say 
that there have been no charges, no attacks, from this side of the Cham- 
ber upon either the personal character or the business integrity of Mr. 
Saxton or on the Birmingham and Sheffield Manufacturing Companies 
which he represents, 

Mr. BATE. Let the amendment be again read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 161, and 
in lieu thereof to insert the following: 

File, file-blanks, rasps, and floats of all cuts and kinds, 25 per cent, ad 
rem. . 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 


Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called), I am paired with the 


Senator from North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when Mr. Kenna’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. KENNA] is detained from the Senate by reason of sick- 
ness, and is paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr]. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIidoixs ]. I believe he is not pres- 
ent. Therefore I withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote 

en. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky hie BLACKBURN], but transfer that pair 
to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones], and vote nay.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when Mr. Pappock’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. PADDOCK ] is detained this morning by business in the 
Executive Departments, and is paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
[ Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present,I should vote 


Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. I should vote “yea” if he were 
resent. ` 


Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 


senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. I call the attention of 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] that we may trausfer 
our pairs; but I will vote nay,“ as I see that the Senator from In- 
diana has just come in. I was going to suggest a transfer. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. ‘That is entirely satisfactory to me, and I will 
therefore vote yea. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Montana has with - 
drawn the request for a transfer and has voted in the negative. 

Mr. SANDERS. I notice the presence of the Senator from Indiana 
ant will permit my vote to stand. I supposed he was absent when I 

t rose. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I was unable to hear the Senator fully; I sup- 
posed he had made some arrangement to tfansfer the pair. 

Mr. SANDERS. I had proposed to make such an arrangement, but 
as my pair is here I am permitted to vote without a transter. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
e ae Senator from Michigan [Mr. MoMILLAN]. Is his name re- 
co: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. VANCE. Then I withhold my vote. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I have a general pair with 
the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME]. I do not know how he 
would vote on this question and I withhold my vote. I should vote 
tt yea” if he were present. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr, PASCO. I will state that my colleague . CALL] is absent 
and paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 


Mr. GIBSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
WASHBURN]. I make this announcement ſor the day. I should vote 
“yea” if he were present. 

Mr. HARRIS (after haying voted in the affirmative). I voted in- 
advertently, being paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MOR- 
aoe. I should vote yea.“ I withdraw my vote because of that 
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Mr. BUTLER. Iam paired with the Senator from Pennsylyania | to any railroad 2 ee whose entries or filings have not for any 
to reco 


[Mr. 5 
Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the negative). I observe that 

the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] is not present. I voted inad- 

vertently. If there is a quorum present, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Illinois that he and I 
can transfer our pairs and both vote. 

Mr. CULLOMu. Very well. My vote then may stand. 

Mr. HARRIS. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. BLAIR. I inquire if the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLODG- 
ETT] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded, 

Mr. BLAIR (after having voted in the negative). I am paired with 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] and therefore withdraw 
my vote. My colleague [Mr. CHANDLER] and the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. BLODGETT] are paired. 

Mr. GORMAN. I inquire if the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] 
has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is recorded in the negative. 

Mr. GORMAN. Then my vote may stand. 

Mr. GRAY. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM] an- 
nounced a pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], and the 
Senator from Delaware has since voted. That involves the necessity 
of my withdrawing my vote again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. I observe that the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puan] 
is present and that he is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS]. If agreeable to him, my pair with the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [ Mr. GEORGE] may be transferred to the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EDMUNDS], and the Senator from Alabama and myself will 
be at liberty to vote. 

Mr. PUGH. Very well. 

Mr. BLAIR, I vote nay.“ 

Mr. PUGH. I vote yea.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Barbour, Colquitt, Hampton Turpie, 
5 Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Voorhees, 

1 Faulkner, Pugh, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Ransom, Wilson of Md, 
Coke, Gray, Reagan, 

NAYS—27, 
Aldrich, Dixon, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Allison, Dolph, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Blair, Frye. Moody, 
y, Hawley, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Cullom, H 7 Power, Teller, 
vis, Hoar, Qua Wilson of Iowa. 
Dawes, Ingalls, Sanders, 
ABSENT—33, 
Allen, Eustis, Kenn Plumb, 
Blackburn. Evarts, MoMillan, Sherman, 
Blodgett, Farwell, McPherson, Squire, 
Brown, Geo Morgan, Stanford, 
Butler, Gibson, Morrill, Vance, 
Call, Hale Paddock, Vest, 
Cameron, Harris, G Washburn, 
Carlisle, H Payne, Wolcott. 
Chandler, Higgins, Pettigrew, 
Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Pierce, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, returned to the Senate, in compliance with its request, the 
bill (H. R. 8049) to provide for the disposal of the abandoned fort Ellis 
military reservation in Mofitana under the homestead law, and for other 


purposes. 
SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. DAVIS. I appeal to the Senator from Rhode Island to allow 
me to ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of a short bill, 
Calendar No. 1817, which is a bill of considerable importance, and I 
should like to have it passed at once. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator trom Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally 
laid aside to enable him to ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of a bill the title of which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 8951) to amend an act entitled 
An act for the relief of settlers on railroad lands,” approved June 22, 
1874, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill ? 

There being no objection,the Senate,as in Committee of the Whole 

roceeded to consider the bill. It proposes that the privileges granted 


Is there objection to the present con- 


y the act approved June 22, 1874, shall be extended (subject to the 
provisos, limitations, and restrictions thereof) to all persons entitled to 
the right of homestead or pre-emption under the laws of the United 
States, who have resided upon and improved for five years lands granted 


cause been admi 
ea 1 Does that bill come from the Committee on Public 
s 

The PRESIDENT pro e. It was reported on the 2ist day of 
July, 1890, from the Committee on Publie Lands, by the Senator froni 
Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is a unanimous report. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MARTIN, its 
Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the st sph the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11380) making appro- 
priations for additional clerical force and other expenses to carry into 
effect the act entitled ‘‘An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors 
who are incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and pro- 
viding for pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent parents,’’ 
from July 20, 1890, tor the balance of the fiscal year en June 30, 1891. 

The m also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
ree to provide American registers for the steamers Stroma and Marco 

urelia. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 2780) for the relief of James Lansburgh and Julius Lansburgh, with 
an amendment in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House bad passed a joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 213) amending and construing the act approved July 
1, 1890, in relation to oaths i nsion and other eases; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence te. 5 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as mmittee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

Paragraph 163 was read, as follows: 

Fire-arms: 163. Muskets and sporting rifles, 25 per cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lask that paragraph 164 may be passed over. The 
committee have under consideration some amendments to that para- 


h. 3 
ihe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island asks 
unanimous consent that paragraph 164 may be passed over informally. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I ask what the Senator proposes to do with 

ph 163, as it all belongs to the same character? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no change in paragraph 163. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to make an inquiry touching par- 
agraph 163. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has been read. . 

Mr. McPHERSON. I find here that muskets and sporting rifles are 
subject to a duty of 25 per cent. ad valorem, I find that all other 
character of guns, breech-loading shotguns and sporting guns of all 
kinds and character, other than sporting rifles, are subject toa duty 
ranging anywhere from 75 per cent. to 150 per cent. I should like to 
ask the Senator from Rhode Island why it is that a sporting rifle is 
permitted to come in at a duty of 25 per cent., while a breech-loading 
shotgun is subject to a rate of duty vastly greater. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that the duty upon sporting rifles is es- 
sentially a revenue duty. There is no competition between American 
and foreign manufacturers. The imported articlesare rifles, ex- 


pensive rifles, which do not come in competition with the American 
manufacturers, or not to any considerable extent, and a duty of 25 per 
cent. is simply a revenue duty, while the duty upon shotguns is in- 
tended to be a protective duty. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Could not an industry in sporting rifles be cre- 
ated in thiscountry if the duty were increased to 200 or 300 per cent., 
or to a percentage equal to that on tin-plate and breech-loading guns, 
files, tor instance, and very many other things that I might mention? 
I should suppose that as the policy of this bill from beginning to end 
seems to be to create an industry where none now exists in this coun- 
try, certainly sporting rifles would have been tound to be one of the in- 
dustries which required a good deal more protection. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Mr. President 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator from Rhode Island will permit me, 
the Senator from New Jersey speaks really as if he were ignorant upon 
the subject and he has made so many mistakes that I think he is right. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Let not the Senator trouble himself about my 
mistakes. The thing I should like to have is some information. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator asked whether the American who made 
the world acquainted with the rifle of the best mechanism and makes 
the best rifles in the world is ready to introduce the business in this 
country. Weean make the best sporting rifles in the world by all odds, 
and we have done so. 

Mr. MORGAN. What American is that so distinguished for his 
ability for making guns? - 
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Mr. HAWLEY. Why there is another one, a Southern man, too, 
who does not understand American rifles. Iam not speaking of any 
particular man. I am speaking of the Americans. 

Mr. MORGAN. I thought the Senator said ‘‘an American.“ 

Mr. HAWLEY. The nation, the people of the United States. 

Mr. MORGAN, I want to get down to particulars. I want to get 
a sort of catalogue of these pets of the other side of the Chamber that 
are to receive these bounties, who they are, aud what they are paying 
for them. 

Mr. VANCE. I should like to ask the Senator from Connecticut if 
we do not also make the best shotguns in the world. 

Mr. PLATT. I trust the Senator from North Carolina does not ob- 
ject to our 8 good shotguns. 

Mr. VANCE. I just wanted to know if we made the best ones. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We think we do. 

Mr. VANCE. We make the best rifles in the world, and therefore 
we do not want over 25 per cent. duty, We make the best shotguns, 
and therefore we want 115 per cent. Isee. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator ought not to complain of this. The shot- 

is an article of Southern consumption. 

Mr. VANCE. We want them cheap. 

Mr. MORGAN. The shotgun is not consumed. The gun remains. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I shall offer no amendment to that paragraph. 
It seems to be an industry which is proposed to be absolutely surren- 
dered. 

Paragraph 165 was read, as follows: 


165, Iron or steel sheets, plates, wares, or articles, enameled or glazed with 
vitreons glasses, 45 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. McPHERSON. I move to strike out ‘‘ forty-five ’’ and insert 
‘t thirty-five.” >. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The am ent will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In h 165, on 41, line 8, it is pro- 
posed to strike out 45 and insert 35; so as to read: 

165. Iron or steel sheets, plates, wares, or articles, en@meled or glazed with 
vitreous 35 per cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. CARLISLE. What has become of paragraph 164? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was passed over without preju- 
dice informally, at the request of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH). The question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from New Jersey, 

The amendment was rejected. 

Paragraph 166 was read, as follows: 


168. Iron or steel sheets, plates, wares, or articles,enameled or glazed as above 
with more than one color, or ornamented, 50 per dent. ad valorem, 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I will offer an amendment to this paragraph 
also, to be consistent with the other, and I move to strike out 50 
and insert 40.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 41, line 12, in paragraph 166, it is pro- 
posed to strike out 50 and insert 40; so as to read: 

166, Iron or steel sheets, plates, wares, or articles, enameled or glazed as above 
with more than one color, or ornamented, 40 per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr, VEST. This is an entirely new paragraph, and I now want to 
inquire of the Senators in charge of this bill what particular article of 
ware this is intented to protect. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A large industry in St. Louis is one of the prin- 
cipal ones, 

Mr. VEST. Exactly. I took it for granted that that was the manu- 
facture intended to be protected, and in my own State. Now, I want 
to say that there is not in the United States of America any establish- 
ment more prosperous to-day or that has made more money in propor- 
tion to the capital than the Niedringhaus establishment in the city of 
St. Louis, which manufactures these colored wares. 
~ Mr. PLATT. Is that what they call granite-ware? 

Mr. VEST. I believe so. I do not know the technical name, but 
it is a ware which we see in common use all through the country for 
domestic purposes, and has a cloudy and nebulous appearance. It is 
granite-ware, I believe, as my colleague tells me. 

It is a matter of notoriety in the State of Missouri and throughout 
the country that this establishment has made money more rapidly than 
any other in the West. I believe that to be absolutely true. It has 
built up an enormous fortune for the principal proprietor, who is now 
a member of Congress, and it is aclose corporation. It operates under 
patents, and is therefore virtually a monopoly. It has been so suc- 
cessful as to build up the private fortunes of the gentlemen engaged in 
it, and has enabled one of them to enter into public life, 

This establishment is not engaged in an infant industry, because 
it is an established industry, it is grown, it has full dimensions, it has 
absolute control of this whole manufacture, and it has virtually no 
competition. I believe it has none at all, and yet it comes in and asks 
that the consumers of this country shall be taxed 50 per cent., for 
what? In order to enable it to exist? In order to shat out foreign 
competition? It already exists and has no competition at home or 
abroad virtually, and the results show it. What reason can be given 
for this? Does not this make good the assertion that this tariff bill is 


simply to put more money into the pockets of individuals at the ex- 
pense of the consumers of the country? It is utterly indefensible, and 
I care not what statement may be made; I have diligently searched the 
testimony and appealed to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], 
who was a member of the Ways and Means Committee of the other 
House when this bill was examined in that body, to find what influ- 
ences were at work to bring about this taxation. I should like to be 
confronted with the man who says that this duty is nece-sary, in order 
to cross-examine him as to the facts, because I personally know, as every 
citizen of Missouri knows, that this establishment has been a phenomi- 
nal success and that enormous fortunes have been accumalated under 
its operations, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I will say in answer to the su 
tion made by the Senator from Missouri, that there are many o 
kinds of ware covered by the provisions of this ph than the 
manufacture towhich he alludes. For instance, perhaps the most im- 
portant industry affected is the manufacture of enameled signs which 
are seen at the railroad stations and elsewhere, and which are now 

y imported. 

Mr. CARLISLE, What is the article? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Enameled signs, blue and white, and other colored 
signs such as we see so generally displayed in Great Britain. The 
manufacture of these enameled signs is becoming a largando here, 
and I think that is the most important article which is covered by this 
paragraph. The rate is only 5 percent. more than the rate on other 
manufactures of iron and steel, and the test imony taken by the House 
committee shows that the enameling process is three times as expensive 
as the process of making ordinary sheets of iron and steel. 

Mr. VANCE. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
under what paragraph this item is now taxed. The statement here 
says not in the present law.“ 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is partly under the basket clause, at 45 per cent. 
ad valorem, and partly under the clause fixing the duty on hollow 
ware at 3 cents a pound, 

Mr. VANCE. Is this a greater or less per cent. than the present law? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is greater on the not otherwise enumerated ”’ 
provision and less upon the hollow ware. The rate fixed in this para- 
graph is less than the rate fixed upon hollow ware at 3 ceuts per pound, 
and 5 percent. more than the rate on the manufactures of iron and 
steel not otherwise provided for. 

Mr. VEST. Is the Senator from Rhode Island at liberty to state 
whether any testimony was taken on representations made before the 
Finance Committee as to this item ? * 

Mr. ALDRICH, Testimony was taken before the House committee 
upon the subject, which, of course, was available to the members of 


„the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. VEST. I have been unable to find that testimony. 

Mr. PLATT. On 147 is one statement. 72 

Mr. GRAY. While the Senator from Missouri is looking for that, 
may I ask the Senator from Rhode Island a question? I notice that 
in the report made by the committee in regard to this particular article 
they say: = 

This is a slight increase of duty made necessary to protectanewly developed 
industry. 

The question I should like to ask is how the industry came to be de- 
veloped without any such protection as this at all, and if it was so de- 
veloped, why put an additional tax on the consumer. 

Mr. ALDRICH, It strikes me, though I do not desire to answer 
the question in any way except with the utmost fairness, that the Sen- 
ator from Delaware is rather hypercritical and playing upon words, 
Of course the industry has been commenced in this country, but the 
people who are engaged in the business say in the House testimony that 


unless they have additional protection they fear they will be driven 


out of the market by foreign competition. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] has been 
kind enough to point out the page on which this testimony is found. 
I have looked over it hurriedly and I find some statements made bya 
Mr. P. Otterson, of Allegheny City, which are given in this connec- 
tion. I was unable to find this testimony before, because I looked for 
it under the metal schedule, thinking that the real object, which I sup- 

from what the Senator from Rhode Island stated was to protect 
the hollow ware made in St. Louis, which I know needs no protection 
atall, 

Mr. Otterson says he is engaged in the enameled-sign-painting busi- 
ness, and he says there is a duty upon the iron that is used of 45 
cent. and he asks for a duty on the enameled iron which N * 
this business. 

Mr. BAx NR. What is the duty on the iron? 

Mr, Orrerson. Forty-five per cent. 

The CHAIRMAN. That duty is specific, 

Mr. Orrrrsoyn. I understand it is only ad valorem. 

Mr. Bayne, What should the specific duty be? 

Mr. OTTERSON. It should be on the iron 1} to 2 cents a pound. 


Mr. BAYNE. Do you mean that on the enameled iron? 
o, sir; on the iron itself, 


Mr. OTTERSON, 
Mr. BAYNE. The duty is fixed on that? 
Mr. x. Yes, sir. 


a. 


duty to be on a piece of enameled iron? 
. cor Be square foot. in the sign business, It isa 
little hard to figure by weight. 

It should go on the square foot in the sign business. I under- 
stood the Senator from Rhode Island to state in answer to my first in- 
quiry that this duty was put on to protect the business at St. Louis. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator must have misunderstood me. I 
stated that the industry at St. Louis was one of the principal industries 
affected by this paragraph. 

Mr. VEST, Very good. Now, I think I have made it sufficiently 
clear, and it is susceptible of absolute demonstration, that this indus- 
try at St. Louis does not need any duty, or any increase at any rate, 
over the duty that is now upon the iron, If the duty, as is stated now 
by the Senator from Rhode Island, ought to be increased on account of 
this enameled-sign painting, why was not the suggestion of the princi- 
pal witness here or the gentleman principally interested, Mr. Otterson, 
carried out and the duty put upon the enameled iron on the square 
foot? Why is it that the enameled-sign business is to carry through a 
higher duty on this other business in the city of St. Lonis which needs 
no protection? ‘There is not a Senator in this Chamber who does not 
know that the enameled-sign business to the people of the United 
States is leather and prunella’’ compared with the hollow ware man- 
ufuctured in St. Louis. The ordinary consumer cares nothing about 
the enameled sign in the depot, or in the restaurant, or in the hotel. 

Asd matter of course, it is of some interest to Mr. Otterson, because 
he manufactures it and it is so much more money in his pocket if you 
increase the duty; but my principle on this bill, from beginning to end, 
is to relieve the duties upon the common people of the United States 
on articles of absolute necessity used in every household. That it seems 
ought to be the leading idea of every legislator and the highest object 
to be attained in the adjustment of all these duties. 

Mr. PLATT. May I make a suggestion? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. : 

Mr. PLATT. I understand the Senator from Miasouri to say that 
this concern in St. Lonis which is manutacturing hollow granite-ware, 
as it is called, is under a patent and has no competition here or abroad. 
Well, now, suppose that this additional duty does apply to that, does he 
think it will cause them to raise the price? They can make the price 
just what they please now, as I understand. 

Mr. VEST. I want to be exactly accurate and fair in this matter, 
and I will not say that they have no competition abroad. I will only 
state what I know, and for that I am entirely responsible. I know 
that this coneern in St. Lonis, Niedringhaus & Co., is the most suc- 
cessful establishment in the West within my knowledge; they have 
made more money; and it isa matter of notoriety in my State, whether 
based upon actual facts or not, that they have absolute control of the 
business under patents, and that they purchased these patents abroad 
and have the exclusive control, as I understand, of the business in the 
United States. I state that much because I believe it to be true, and 
1 know one portion to be true of my actual knowledge, that the con- 
cern has been eminently and phenomenally successful in accumulat- 
ing money. It seem to me that this clause ought to be changed if the 
evra f meant to be upon enameled signs, and that this hollow 
ware ought to be left out, because it needs no protection. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Rhode Island what 
would be the effect of this 50 per cent. ad valorem on this article? 
What will the increase amount to over the present duty? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Five per cent. upon some articles and a reduction 
upon others, k 

Mr. BUTLER. Isee that this Mr. Otterson in giving his statement 
admits that the increase you propose is 300 per cent. Iobserye ina 
question put by Mr. MCMILLIN of the House to this witness on page 148: 

Mr. MCMucox. The effect would be to raise the price on them, would it not? 
Mr. Orrenson, No; I do not know that that would be necessary if the pres- 
ent prices are maintained. We can run on these prices. It is only in the mar- 
ket where we are crowded ont by the English people. There is a large field in 


the United States to cover, and we are rapidly ma ing this market, and just as 
soon as we get fairly into it the English and Germans come in reduce 


„ MoMiLLIx, The effect of the increase you propose, which is 300 cent. 
1 —5 be to prevent a further reduction in the present prices on — peda 1 
Mr. OrrmEso. 


N. That is all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The gentlemen were then discussing a rate proposed 
by Mr. Otterson, which was not adopted either by the House committee 
or by the Senate committee. 

Me. BUTLER. That is not the rate in this bill, then? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then 50 per cent. ad valorem would be an increase 
of 5 per cent. ‘There is already a duty of 45 per cent. on the iron, 

Mr, ALDRICH. The greatest increase possible would be from 45 to 
50 cent. 

Mr. BUTLER. Did any other person appear before the committee 
in the House except this gentleman, Mr. Otterson, so far as the Senator 
knows? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know of any other. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let us have the yeas and nays: 
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Pe bo and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
e ro ' ; 

Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called). I ask the attention 
of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK]. Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Prexce] who is absent, and the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska is paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Eustis] who is also absent, and if there be no objection we may trans- 
fer our and vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK. ‘That will be entirely agreeable to me. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I vote yea. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHEUEN]. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name wascalled), I am paired with the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE], who was called away from the Senate 
temporarily. If he were here I should vote ‘‘nay,’’ and he wouid 
yote OY fac j 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I again announce my pair 
with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. In his absence I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I announce my pair with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], but I have authority to 
vote to make a quorum, I will, however, make the same exchange of 
pair as was suggested on the last vote by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, and vote yea.“ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Cameron]. If he were here he would vote nay and I should 
vote yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL, I inquire if the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOUNER] is recorded as voting? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded, 

Mr. WALTHALL. Then I withhold my vote in his absence as I 
am paired with him. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MOREILL] and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. VEST (after having voted in the affirmative). I notice that the 
junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME] has not voted, and I there- 
fore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. REAGAN. My colleague [Mr. COKE] is temporarily absent 
from the Senate Chamber. He is paired with the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr, MITCHELL]. 

Mr. HARRIS. If my vote is necessary to make a quorum I am at 
liberty to record it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I vote 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 24; as follows: 


A quorum has not yet voted. 
en. 


YEAS—19. 
Barbour. Colquitt, Harris, Turpie, 
Bate, Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
Berry, Faulkner, MePherson, Voorhees, 
Blackburn, Gray, Pugh, Wilson of Md, 
Carlisle, Hampton, Reagan, 
NAYS—2. 

Aldrich, Dolph MeMillan, Quay, 
Blair, Frye, | Manderson, Randers, 

Hawley, Moody, Sawyer, 
Cullom, Higgins, Paddock, Stewart, 
Davis, Hiscock, Piatt, Stock * 
Dixon, Ingalls, Power, Wilson of Iowa. 
Allen, Edmunds, Kenna, Spooner, 
es ce mee), eee eae 
Brown, Farwell, Morrill,” Teller, 
Butler, George, Pasco, Vest, 
Call, Gibson, Payne, Walthall, 
Cameron, Gorman, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Chandler, Hale, Pieroe, Wolcott. 
Cockrell, H * Plumb, 
Coke. Hoar, Ransom, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 

So the amendment was rejected 


Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the 
committee if a reduction from 50 to 45 percent. ad valorem would not 
at least meet the economic requirements of protection to equalize the 
greater cost of labor on this side and the lower cost abroad. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would not. If the Senator will read the testi- 
mony taken in the House on the subjcet, I think he will be satisfied 
of that in a very short time. 

Mr. PADDOCK. From whom does the testimony come, the manu- 
facturers of this class of articles? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. PADDOCK, And no others? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam not willing myself to take that evidence as 
absolutely correct in all cases, and I should be glad if the committee 
could see their way clear to accept a reduction from 50 to 45 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Nebraska will present any evi- 
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dence which would authorize a reduction we should be very glad to re- 
duce the rate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator from Nebraska has no evidence, nor 
isit possible, in my judgment, for anybody to secure any other evi- 
dence than that which comes from the manufacturers themselves, the 
party of the first part, under existing methods, And that is our mis- 

rtune at this time. 

Mr. PLATT. May I make a suggestion to the Senator from Ne- 
braska ? 

Mr, PADDOCK. I should be very glad indeed to hear the sug- 

tion, 
a PLATT. Of course I know nothing whatever about the indus- 
ty except what I gather from the testimony and what I know of the 
schedules in the bill, but if I understand it, an article made of iron or 
steel sheets‘or plates comes in at 45 per cent. duty. Now, when they 
are enameled is it not fair to put on 5 percent. more to pay for the ad- 
ditional cost of enameling? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ves; I am inclined to think it is. But I am afraid 
the duty is too high on the sheets, but I shall not propose an amend- 
ment. However, if one were proposed to reduce the duty I should feel 
like voting for it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will proceed with the 
reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

NAILS, SPIKES, TACKS, AND NEEDLES, 

167, Cut nails and cut spikes of iron or steel, 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to call attention to the very extraordinary 
rate of duty proposed here upon cut nails and cut spikes. I intend to 
offer an amendment to the graph. I move to strike out, after the 
word “ steel, the words 1 cent per pound“ and insert 35 per cent. 
ad valorem.’’ 

I wish to call attention to the report on foreign commerce and nav- 
igation for the year 1889. It appears that we exported during that 

ear 11,827,458 pounds of nails and spikes at a value of $290,757. The 
lable of the committee on page 41 gives an import of 73,194 pounds, or 
abont 37 tons. We exported 5,913 tons, or 161 times as much as we 
imported. The table on page 41 shows the proposed rate of duty to 
be 41.65 per cent. 

Now, sir, this is deceptive, and from the very fact that nails are sell- 
ing in New York and Pittsburgh at from $1.75 to $2 per hundred 
pounds. ‘Therefore the rate of duty will be over 50 per cent. As we 
turn to this report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics on commerce 
and navigation we find that there is scarcely a country upon earth, 
civilized or uncivilized, christian or barbarous, to which we do not 
sell nails. We find here that Chili, one of the South American states, 
has taken 3,667,000 pounds; Mexico, 1,423,721 pounds; Cuba, 2,109,036 
pounds. In short, while we are exporting nails, they being made en- 
tirely by machinery, in which no hand labor, no human labor is in any 
sense scarcely employed, the rate of duty of 41,65 per cent. is excessive, 
and as that duty seems to be not 41.65 per cent., but taking the cost 
price of the nails in the principal markets of the country, over 50 per 
cent., the daty is excessive; and therefore I move to insert 35 per cent. 
ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSecretary will report theamend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 167; in line 14, page 41, after the 
word steel,“ it is proposed to strike out I cent per pound”? and in- 
sert 35 per cent. ad valorem;’’ so as to read: 

167, Cut nails and cut spikes of iron or steel, 35 per cent, ad valorem, 

Mr, McPHERSON. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. > 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the vote is taken I desire to place in the 
Recorp a list of prices of cut nails from 1866 down to the present time: 


Average wholesale store prices of iron cut nails per keg of 100 pounds at 
Philadelphia since 1866. 


Ayer- r 
age. | Year. 


> 
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97 
5.92 
5.17 
4.87 
4.40 
4.52 
5.46 
4. 90 
3.99 
3.42 
2. 98 
2,57 


From this table it will be seen that the price in 1866 in this country 
was $6.97 per keg of 100 pounds; and that price has been reduced by 
American competition to $2 per keg in 1889, 

Now, the Senator from New Jersey objects to this duty because we 
are exporting nails and because the price is so low to the American con- 
sumer. I think that the statement which he has just made is a good 


illustration of the consistency of gentlemen upon the other side. They 
object to one rate of duty because the American price is thereby in- 
creased; that the effect of it is to increase the price to the American con- 
sumers, Now they object to this duty because the American price is 
too low and that the result of the imposition of the duty has been to 
reduce the price to the American consumer and to allow the exportation 
of this e. That may be good logic or good reasoning for free- 
trade Senators, but it does not ap to my reason or good sense. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then the Senator from Rhode Island does not 
argue, if I understand it, that, the price of nails having been reduced 
to the price stated by myself, we no longer need the duty to protect the 
American manufacturers. Then why impose a duty to enable the do- 
mestic manulacturer to charge the domestic consumer more than he 
would be allowed to receive if there were no duty upon nails at all? 
Why compel the American consumer to pay this excess of duty upon 
the nails that he purchases in this country, because that is the effect of 
it? The Senator knows that there is hardly an industry in this coun- 
try to-day that is not controlled by a trust or combination of some kind. 
What wiil be the effect the moment you impose a duty of 45 or 50 per 
cent., or whatever the percentage may be, upon the nails? That very 
moment the manufacturer of nails adds that duty to the foreign cost 
and charges if upon the domestic consumer. 

Mr. President, the Senator has disputed my statement, as he disputes 
every statement that is made with respect to the cost of any product 
in this country. I read from the Iron Age of July 10, 1890, on page 
62, in which it gives here the price of cut nails Which may be quoted, 
they say, at $2 in car lots, sixty days’ time, with 2 per cent. off for 
cash,” Ihave a statement e in another of these reports which 
quotes it at $1.75 and $2; and yet sixty days’ time is given and 2 per 
cent. off for cash. I can not turn to it at the present, but that is suf- 
ficient for the argument, 

No, sir, the policy upon which this tariff bill is built is that wher- 
ever there is an importation of a foreign product a duty is im to 
keep out the foreign product; in other words, the doctrine of protes- 
tion as set forth on that side of the Chamber is to keep out foreign 
competition, to preserve the home market for the home manufacture, 
whatever may be the cost, whatever may be the duty; and yet when- 
ever we find that an gested has succeeded to the extent that this 
cut-nai! industry has, in which every nail is made by machinery, where 
no hand labor is employed, it is still proposed to maintain the duty 
and give the machinery the profit of the protection. 

In the first place, the duty is made prohibitory so that no nails can 
come into this market, to enable the domestic manufacturer to impose 
just such rates as he pleases upon the domestic consumer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I repeat that I think this item fur- 
nishes the best evidence which could be furnished of the inconsistency 


of the Senators upon the other side of this Chamber in the discussion _ 


of this bill. The Senator from New Jersey asks, and keeps repeating, 
why ge we maintain a duty of a cent a pound upon cut nails to be 
ad to the price to the American consumer, if the duty is not nec- 
essary, The foreign price of cut nails is now about 2} cents a pound, 
while the American price of cut nails is 2 centsa pound. The duty 
proposed in this bill is 1 cent per pound. If the duty were added to the 
price to the consumer the cost here would be 3} or 3} cents a pound in- 
stead of being 2 cents a pound. Still the Senator asks why do we im- 
pose this duty, for the benefit of the machinery, or the manufacturer, 
or something or somebody else, and increase the price to the American 
consumer, when we show by the figures that the price tothe American 
consumer ig less than the price in any other country in the world. 

Now, the Senator says why do we maintain this duty. I will tell 
the Senator why we maintain this duty. In order, first, to preserve the 
harmony and symmetry of this schedule, and that we shall not put a 
lower rate of duty upon one article of iron or steel than another re- 
lated article; second, to provide for an emergency which might arise 
where, with a change in the relative prices in the two countries, the 
English, Belgian, or German manufacturer might dump his surplus 
product upon this country to break down our market and to destroy 
an American industry. 

The Senator from New Jersey says, and says truthfully, that it isthe 
policy of Senators u this side of the Chamber to preserve and to 
maintain American industries, to equalize competition between Great 
Britain and the United States, and in order that the industries of his 
own State might thrive. In marked contrast to that isthe policy pro- 
claimed and with such eloquence and such ability by the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey, who leads the Democratic party in this contest. 
He desires that American competition shall be destroyed. He proposes 
to encourage foreign importations, to build up the manufacturers upon 
se other side of the Atlantic, and destroy the manufactures of his own 

tate. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, this is a concession and a con- 
fession by the Senator from Rhode Island thatit does not matter how 
the product may be made, whether by machinery or by hand labor, 
the policy of the Republican party is to maintain the duty and such a 
rate of duty as will keep ont the foreign product. There can be no 
competition in anything manufactured in this country with the com- 
petition of foreign countries in any manufactured article, 


7 
4 


8991 


“CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Audus 22, 


Now, as to those things where we find they have reached the com- 
petitive rate, or where it is possible to bring in foreign products in com- 
petition with ours, all through this bill they then move to increase the 
rate of duty. x 

Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senator yield to a question? 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion? I 
wish to supplement the observation of the Senator from New Jersey 
by saying that the confession extends not only as far as he says it does, 
but it is a confession that that side of the Chamber propose to tax the 
American consumer in order to enable the American manufacturer to 
furnish foreign paupers goods cheaper than they are furnished at home. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, will the Senatorshow wherein this 
duty of 1 cent or 1} cents adds to the cost to the American consumer? 

Mr. VANCE. It does not; but it is shown that the article is now 
successfully exported and sold in competition with articles of like char- 
acter manufactured by the pauper labor, so called, of Europe; and there- 
fore the tax is kept upon the American consumer to enable the manu- 
facturer to favor the European consumers in preference to the Ameri- 
can consumers, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Rhode 
Island permit me to ask him a question? If this duty is imposed and 
no foreign importation of nails can take place, what is to prevent then 
the domestic manufacturers from forming a trast and a combine among 
themselves and raising the price of nails immediately after this bill 
shall to 3 cents or 4 cents or 5 cents per pound? s 

Mr. ALDRICH. For the very good reason that if the present man- 
ntact who are scattered throughout the country from Maine to 
California, should form a trust and unduly increase prices of nails, then 
nails would be made in every hamlet in Northern Alabama where the 
iron industry existsand in numberless places in the United States. If 
they should put the price up beyond a fair competitive price, nail fac- 
tories would spring sup in every part of the United States and the price 
would speedily be reduced. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Why does not that take place with the sugar 
trust? A great trust or combination was formed in the sugar industry 
of the country, whereby the price of sugar was raised in two years from 
5 cents to a little upwards of 7 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I take it the Senator from New Jersey knows as 
well as I that an enormous capital is necessary to carry on the business 
of refining of sugar; that to establish a cut-nail mill requires but a 
very small amount of capital, and that there is no analogy between the 
two cases at all. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr, President, I think the statement made by 
the Senator from Rhode Island in relation to the prices which prevailed 
in 1866 and at the present time ought to be accompanied by the ad- 
ditional statement that the prices given in 1866 were in currency, 
whereas the present prices are gold prices, which makes quite an im- 
portant difference. 

But the Senator made one other statement that I think ought not to 
go unchallenged, which was that the reduction in the prices of these 
nails was the result of the imposition of a protectiveduty. That state- 
ment is made upon the floor of the Senate and elsewhere continuously, 
withoutstopping toshow any connection whatever between the premises 
and the conclusion, The argument is: We have a protective system; 
prices have fallen; therefore the reduction of price is the result of the 
protective tariff. So the argument might be made in Great Britain, we 
have free trade; prices have fallen; therefore free trade reduces prices. 

I submit to the Senator that prices are falling not only in the United 
States, where we have the highest protection, but in France and Ger- 
many where they havelower rates of duty, and in England where these 
articles and many others are absolutely free from duty; and generally 
prices are lower in free-trade England than they are in any of these 
other countries. I would not be justified, I think, in the opinion, at 
least, of the Senators upon the other side, if I were to assert and reiter- 
ate the assertion that the immediate and inevitable effect of free trade 
is to reduce prices. It would be incumbent upon me to show in some 
way how it reduces prices. So I maintain it is incumbent upon Sena- 
ators, when they assert, as they so frequently do, that the imposition of 
a higher rate of duty upon imported goods reduces the price of similar 
articles made here, to show the connection between their premises and 
their conclusion; to show how it is and why it is. 

Mr. President, does the imposition of a duty upon imported articles 
reduce the wages of labor, which is one of the principal elements in 
the cost of production? Does it reduce the price of the raw material, 
which is the other most important element in the cost of production? 
Does it reduce the cost of transportation? Does it reduce the cost of 
a single article used by the manufacturer in the production of his fin- 
ished product? I suppose Senators will not insist that the cost of pro- 
duction can be reduced unless you reduce the cost of some of the 
elements which enter into it. 

‘The truth is in regard to cut nails, as in to steel rails and 

many other articles which might be mentioned, that ths reduction in 
the price is a direct result of =o in the processes of manu- 
facture, by which manual labor been dispensed with to a great ex- 
tent, and in the case of cut nails almost entirely. 
for a dollar or 75 cents a day can attend to a number of 
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haps five or six or more (I am not able at this moment to state theex- 
act number), which turn out these nails as rapidly as they can drop 
from the machine, cut and headed, ready for the market. 

Now, did the protective duty upon cut nails bring about this state 
of affairs? It is simply the result, Mr. President, of that movement 
of humanity which has been going on since the earliest dawn of civil- 
1 to decrease the cost of production and to diminish the cost of 

ving. 

If the Senator from Connecticut was right the other day when hede- 
nounced the word “cheap” as the meanest and nastiest word in the 
English language; then, sir, we should remove all these machines from 
our shops and factories, tear up our railways, destroy our telegraph 
lines, cease the use of electricity and natural gas, abolish the banking 
institutions which have diminished the cost of exchange, burn our 
steam-ships, repeal our patent laws, and go back to the state of things 
which existed five hundred years ago, when all work was done by hand 
and transportation was upon the backs of the people. That would 
prevent anything from being cheap. 

Sir, the struggle of mankind from the very beginning has been to 
reduce the cost of all those things which enter into the consumption of 
the people, and the cheaper they are the better it is for everybody. 

I was sarprised that the Senator from Connecticut, after having eulo- 
gized the people of his own State on account of their ingenuity in in- 
ventions, in devising new processes of manufacture, in the construc- 
tion of new machines by which additional work could be done with 
less labor, should then denounce cheap articles as a curse to the people. 
For what have they struggled so long in Connecticut? For what have 
they invented their machines and devices and taken out their patents, 
except to reduce the price of articles and make them as cheap as they 
could be had? For what reason do we insist upon having a division 
of labor? Simply in order that we may have cheaper products and 
cheaper necessaries of life. 

The Senator from Connecticut said in the course of his argument that 
the farmer ought not to carry his wheat or his corn to the mill with a 
stone in one end of the and his grain in the other. Why, sir, ac- 
cording to the argument of the Senator from Connecticut—at least ac- 
cording to the theory upon which that argument is based—the farmer 
ought not to take his corn or his wheat to mill at all; he ought to grind it 
himself. He ought todoall his own work. He ought not to patronize the 
machines which the Senator's constituents have constructed and are op- 
erating in the State of Connecticut. He ought to have a machine of 
his own and operate it himself. He ought to be permitted to labor in 
that occupation which is most profitable to him, and out of the proceeds 
of the sale of his products buy the things which other people can make 
more cheaply than he can make them. He ought to tan his own leather, 
make his own shoes, weave his own cloth, and manufacture his own 
garments, and not be permitted to raise corn and wheat and pork and 
beef and sell them in the market, and with their proceeds purchase 
these articles for the use of himself and his family. 

When we reach that state of affairs, Mr. President, we will have gone 
back a century or two in the history of civilization, and not forward. 

But I rose merely for the purpose of combating the proposition made 
by the Senator from Rhode Island, and to call upon him hereafter, if 
he sees proper to repeat it, to state some reason why the mere imposi- 
tion of a protective duty of itself reduces the price of the article. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr, President, it has occurred to me in listening 
to the debates that have taken place on this occasion, and especially 
this morning, that there is very little use of philosophizing about the 
attitude of the protectionists, as they call themselves, the destruction- 
ists they really are, in this Chamber, the destroyers of the people for the 
benefit of a few bounty-fed industries is about the right definition of what 
their title ought to be. The Senator from Rhode Island and those who 
are under his leadership (for he is the leader of the other side on this 
bill) discard the British system of taxation or non-taxation, and they 
resort to the German system. The German system is to tax every- 
body who comes in reach for the benefit either of the protected classes 
or the aristocratic classes, or for the benefit ofa heavy supply of money 
to the treasury of Germany for the support of large standing armies 
besides an immense pension-list. In a recent number of the New York 
Tribune there was a description of the German system, and I read it 
for the pu of showing the exact parallelism with the system which 
is couched in this bill, which does not permit anything to escape tax- 
ation unless it is something that the manufacturer wants for the pur- 
pose of making his business more prosperous. The New York Tribune 
in a recent editorial said: 

On waking in the morning the German artisan drinks a cup of coffee on which 
the imperial treasury has levied a duty of 20 pfennige, or about 5 cents, a pound. 
The sugar with which he sweetens it has been taxed at 10 pfennige a pound, 
and the bread at 3 pfennige. On leaving home for work his wife provides him 
with a crust of bread (on which the duty is 3 pfennige a pound), spreads it with 
a layer of lard (duty of 5 pfennige a pound), and sprinkles it with salt (duty 6 
etanly wie a melt plant or teste (SAA a0 DAIRO pe AUANT CAS woot: 
Re will haan home to dino with his fais off a — 75 ani of flour (a 5 
pfenn: a pound), with a slice of bacon (duty 10 pfennige a pound), ora p ece 

f beef (duty 10 pfennige per apse. Dr perhaps a herring (duty 1 pfennige a 
piece). In the evening, after his work is over, he will probably refresh himself 
with a of beer (duty 1 pres n par quart), accompanied bya piece of 

ittle butter 


cheese (duty 10 pfennige a pound), a (duty 10 oe und 
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il of which a duty of 6 pfe quart bas been paid he will smoke 
Plerneg — —— 1 pfennige per nd, and will then 
vee is apparently the only thing that Imperial 


That is a perfectly 5 of the effort that is being made in 
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this bill whether we need the revenue or not. If we need the revenue 
ut so as to create prohibition, If we do not need it, it is 
e purpose of reducing the surplus in the Treasury. The 
effort is on the part of the Senators in of this bill on the other 
side of the Chamber to put a tax upon everything that is within the 
reach of taxation, whether it benefits the manufacturer or whether it 
benefits the people or not. They want to show that their power to 
tax is unYmited and to be unquestioned, and that they intend to em- 
ploy it on all occasions, just as it is done by the Imperial Government 
in any. 

They aes the German system of taxation instead of the British, I 
do not make a choice of either, and will not except upon compulsion; 
but if driven to choose between the two I should take the British plan 
of taxation in preference to that which has been so pathetically and so 
graphically described in a recent editorial of the New York Tribune. 
That paper seems at last to have had some compassion in its bowels 
towards the people of Germany, but when the same system is to be re- 
peated in the United States nothing but harshness and severity, I might 
say malice, seems to characterize the efforts to tax the people in this 
country. 

Upon this particular tax, the nail tax, 1 wish to call the attention 
of the Senate and of the iron manufacturers in the South and the West 
to what is being done here this morning. I am not an adept on tariff 
taxation particularly. I do not know all of the intricaciés, the facts 
upon which taxation is made higher or lower by the eighth or the six- 
teenth of a cent upon this article or that or the other, but there are 
some things that have reached my own personal observation about 
1 — I think I can speak with a degree of intelligence, certainly with 
candor. 

Until within not more than eight years past we had no such industry 
in the United States as the making of wire nails from wrought iron or 
steel. That product, the wire nail, came from France. It was ac- 
cepted the world over as being a better nail than any cut nail. It was 
easier to drive, it made a dallas orifice in the wood, it was stronger, 
and the manner of making it out of the drawn wire from wrought iron 
or from steel was so cheap and so expeditious that they could put their 
wrought-iron and steel-wire nails upon the market at a lower rate than 
nails made by machines to make cut nails. 

They have gone on in that industry in the United States, but have 
not established it to such a degree that any attention had been paid to 
it in the tariffs that we heretofore enacted. Hence it is to offset that 
that we find in paragraph 169, on page 41, on this Schedule C of metals, 
on the left-hand side of the column, that wire nails made of wrought 
iron or steel, 2 inches long and longer, not lighter than No. 12 wire 
gauge,’’ are taxed at a certain ger cent. here, but are not given in any 
former tariff law. Consequently there are no data upon the importa- 
tions of that material into this country. When they came in from 
France or otherwise they came in as articles not otherwise enumerated. 

Now, inasmuch as the people about Pittsburgh have established wire- 
nail factories and have gone largely into the business, have put up large 
plants, it is proposed to commence building a tariff system with refer- 
ence to wire nails, That industry is now from Pittsburgh supplying 
the people of the United States with wrought-iron and steel wire nails 
to the exclusion of the cut nails. I have seen a very prosperous estab- 
lishment with facilities better than any used, better than any man has 
got in Pennsylvania, for making iron cut nails go down and all of the 
investment in the machinery absolutely lost because they could not stand 
the competition with the steel and wrought-iron wire nails made in the 
United States or imported into the United States undera duty, I think 
it was, of 45 per cent. ad valorem. Almost every cut-nail establish- 
ment south of the Ohio River and west of the Mississippi River has 
been abandoned, the machinery has been sold out or converted into 
scrap-iron, and the money invested in it has been lost in consequence 
of the fact that the wrought-iron wire nail and steel nail has taken the 
market from the cut-iron nail and has robbed it of all chance not only 
of a profit, but of a living. That isthe way the industry has worked 
here. 

Now, let us look at that fora moment. Every nail manufacturer in 
the United States will raise his hand and swear that what I have stated 
here to-day is true. He is bound to do it. What has been the effect 
of it? With a protection of about 45 per cent., I think —it does not 
exceed that, I am sure 

Mr. ALDRICH. Wire nails are dutiable at 4 cents a pound. 

Mr. MORGAN. Cut nails I am speaking of now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On wire nails the present duty is 4 cents a pound. 

Mr. MORGAN. You do not so state. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And they have been selling in this country at 24 
cents a pound. 

Mr. MORGAN. You do not so state it in your report. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The law so states it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I should like to know what the committee 
mean by saying not one word as to paragraph 169. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. This paragraph is not in the present law; but wire 
nails are provided for specifically at 4 cents per pound. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator will find their explanation in the 
note at the bottom. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ifthe Senator from Alabama will yield to moi 
a moment I should like to read the provision of the existing law which 
covers wire nails. It is paragraph 168 of the indexed tari 

Horseshoe-nails, hobnails, and wire nails, and all other wrought-iron or steel 
nails, not specially enumerated or pro for in this act, 4 cents per pound, 

The duty is 4 cents a pound. They have sold within a year at 2} 
cents a pound, and if the duty is always added to the price, the cost 
to the American consumer must have been increased 4 cents a pound, 
although they were sold in the market for 2} cents. 

Mr. MORGAN. The former enumeration of wire nails was without 
ay so to whether of steel, or iron, or wrought iron, or any other kind 
of iron. 

Mr. ALDRICH, It coversall wire nails specifically. 

Mr. MORGAN, Very good. Now, under that régime the wire nails 
covered by that protection have found manufacturers in the large cen- 
ters of the United States, and they have been enabled to run cut nails 
entirely out of the market. The result has been the b down 
of every cut-nail factory in the South and West that I have heard any- 
thing about, and there is no Ae chance to reinstate them that I 
am informed of. I do not believe they have any prospect of being re- 
instated, unless it may be upon the basis of an invention that has come 
out very recently by a Pittsburgh mechanic, in which by some altera- 
tion of a cut-nail machine he can adapt it to the making of wire nails 
about as good and abont as rapidly as the cut nail is now made. It 
may possibly be that that mechanic will turn back the tide of invasion 
that has been made upon the cut-nail business, which has been abso- 
lutely destroyed in competition with the wire-nail business. 

The whole country has to come at last to the use of wire nails. There 
will be no more cut nails made in the United States of any considerable 
amount or value. The Senator said that they would establish cut- 
nail factories in different parts of the country; that it did not take 
much capital. Well, it takes about $80,000 or $90,000 to establish in 
the vicinity of the rolling-mills where iron is cheap a cut-nail factory 
that will afford any prospect at all fora profit. But there will be no 
more cut-nail establishments put up in the United States or worked 
in the United States to any degree; and the high protection that is left 
upon the wire nails in this bill is intended as a discrimination against 
all of the non-steel-producing parts of the country and in favor of those 
that have the facilities for making nails, for to make a wire nail out 
of wrought iron in competition with steel is an utter impossibility. 
Mild steel is the only material that will answer for a wire nail that is 
yorth the manufacture. s 

So there is a large amount of the familiar management that the Mills 
bill disclosed in this particular item, where the Senators in e are 
discriminating in favor of those establishments that are already built 
up, great establishments like that in Missouri, in to granite- 
ware, and others that have already built themselves up and have 
money enough and power enough in the United States to make them- 
selves felt in the event that they are not courted and petted and fed on 
the bounty of the Treasury of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment will be 
again read. 

The SECRETARY. In the first line of paragraph 167, after the word 
“ steel,” strike out the words one cent per pound” and insert 35 
per cent. ad valorem.” 

Mr. PADDOCK. [should like to inquire of the Senator from Rhode 
Island how the rate of duty proposed by the bill on the report of the 
committee compares with that proposed in the Mills bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I was abont to suggest to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. CARLISLE] that it was very singular that he, whilea mem- 
ber, and an important member, of a committee elsewhere which con- 
sidered this subject very carefully, should not have thought it best tc 
saue this rate below 1 cent a pound, which was the rate fixed by the 
Mills bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been 
ordered upon the amendment, if the Senate is ready for the question 
the roll-call will proceed. 

The Secre proceeded to call the roll. . 
Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON ]. 
Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I beg leave to state that 

I am paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Eva RTS]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called), Iagain announce my pair 
with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. In his absence I with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], 

The roll-call was concluded. 
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Mr. TELLER. My colleague [Mr. Worcorr] is detained from the 
Senate by sickness. I shall not announce it again to-day. 

Mr. HISCOCK (after having voted in the negative). Is the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] recorded? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded, ; 

Mr. HARRIS. Is to the Senator from New York, if he is 
paired with that Senator, that he and I transfer our pairs. Iam paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is satisfactory, Mr. President. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will record my vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. HISCOCK. My vote is recorded in the negative. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 27, as follows: 


YEAS—18, 
te, Faulkner, Pugh, Vest. 
Blackburn, Gray, Ransom, Voorhees, 
Carlisle, Hampton, Wilson of Ma. 
Coke, Har Turpie, 
Colquitt, McPherson, Vance, 
NAYS—77. 
Aldrich Dixon, MeMillan, Sanders, 
Allen, . Dolph, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Blair, aye, ner pee Stewart, 
wiey, > Stockbridge 

aligi, Higgins, Platt, Teller. 
Davis. Hiscock, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, Ingalls, Power, 

ABSENT—39, 
Allison, Daniel, Hoar, Pierce, 
Barbour, Edm n Jones of Arkansas, Quay, 
Berry, Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Blodgett, Evarts, enna, er, 
Brown, Farwell, Moody,` Squire, 
Butler, Morgan, 
Call, Gibson, Morrill, Walthall, 
Came Gorman, Wasbburn, 
Chandler, Hale, Payne, Wolcott. 
Cockrell, Hearst, ` 

So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 
The Secretary read the next paragraph of the bill, as follows: 


168. Horseshoe-nails, hobnaiis, and all other wrought-iron or steel nails not 
specially provided forin this act, 4 cents per pound. 


Mr. VANCE. I move to amend in line 18, on page 41, by striking 
out 4 cents per pound ™ and inserting ‘‘35 per cent. ad valorem.” 
This is one of the mysteries, Mr. President, ot this financial arrange- 
ment which characterizes the entire bill, and is as profound and im- 
etrablea mystery asthe composition of sausage or of boarding- house 


I see that the committee, of their own motion, by mere have 
reduced the duty on nails in the preceding paragraph, w. was 52.19 
r cent., to 41.65 per cent., making a difference of nearly 22 per cent. 


the duty, and in this present item of horseshoe-nails, hobnails, and 
other t-iron and steel nails it is 58.48 per cent., and they leave 
it at the same. Why the one that was so much lower should be re- 
duced still lower, and why the one that is now so high as 58.48 per 
cent. should not be reduced at all, is something that I can not compre- 
hend. 

In the next paragragh, we see a still further reduction in a class of 
nails that I suppose requires a still higher degree of labor and mechan- 
ical skill for the manufactureof. Where, it seems to me, according to 
their theory, the duty ought to be increased it is lowered; where it 
ought to be lowered it is increased. There is an explanation for this 
action, I suppose, but it is unknown to me. It is one that I have not 
been able to comprehend. It seems that the next paragraph, wire nails 
made of wrought iron or steel, is a new paragraph, and there are no 
data showing the amount of the importations or the present rate of duty 
or anything connected with it; but the note of explanation says that 
wire nails are now dutiable at 4 cents a pound and are reduced to 2, 
2}, and 4 cents. Isuppose that under the present law they would come 
in under the general description of paragraph 168, andif so, why they 
should be selected out and set apart fora reduction, whilst the duty on 
the common horseshoe nails used upon the plantations and by people 
engaged in any kind of labor that requires the use of animals should 
be maintained at a duty of 58.48 per cent. is something that I can not 
understand, and I see no reason for it. 

I think that 35 per cent. ad valorem would be asufliciently high rate, 
not only for the A ais ye of revenue, but for the still more important 
purpose, the na purpose, of putting money in the pocket of some 
man who manufactures horseshoe-nails, 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of 
the Senator from Rhode Island to the fact that we imported of this 
product in the year 1889, according to this table, 27,499 pounds; and 
that we exported of the same 1,612,576 pounds, or 576 per cent. more 
than we imported. I call his attention again to the fact that there is 
scarcely a country upon the earth which we do not supply with this 
character of material. We have the past year to Brazil 104,- 


735 pounds; to Chili, 102,896 pounds; to France, 5,992 pounds; to Ger- 
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many even, where they produce, as it is said by the Chief of the Bureau 
of Statistics, steel rails and other manufactures of iron very chenply 

Mr. ALDRICH. What page is the Senator reading from? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I am reading from the Report on Commerce 
and Navigation for the year ending June 30, 1889, page 282. We ex- 
ported to Germany 37,212 pounds; to England, 41,794 pounds; toScot- 
Jand, 13,874 pounds; to Mexico, 89,000 pounds, even to British Aus- 
tralia, one of the colonies of Great Britain, 440,106 pounds, and to 
Cuba, 110,279 pounds. Here is a list of the states of the world to 
which we export these nails, I do not know that wire nails are in- 
cluded here, but horseshoe-nails are, and including tacks. 

Mr. President, when the article costs in Europe, itis said, from 4} to 
7 cents a pound, how absurd it is to impose this rate of duty of 4cents 
a pound. At the lower cost it would be equivalent to 89 per cent. ad 
valorem. How are these nails made? The material is shoveled into 
the mill at one end of it and comes out in nails at the opposite end, all 
put into kegs, ready to be headed up. No manual labor is employed 
to any extent. It is done by machinery. 

The day has not far gone when the Republican party declared it to 
he its policy to protect infant industries, and the country naturally sup- 
posed that after the infant industries had grown to strong and y 
manhood the protection then would in some sense be removed; in other 
words, that the American manufacturer would not be permitted longer 
to oppress the American consumer. 

Then followed another proposition. What was the next one? That 
the Republican party was pledged to the doctrine of protection for the 
purpose of protecting American labor. When it is found that Ameri- 
can labor gets no part of the protection and can get no part of it in an 
industry of this character, where it requires scarcely any manual labor 
in the manufacture of these nails, then the Senator from Rhode Island 
stands up on the floor of the Senate and declares what is now the new 
por of the Republican party. It is not to protect infant industries, 

use this is no longer an infant industry. It is not solely to protect 
American labor, for no American labor is employed. It is to protect 
American machinery. Itis to protect the steam-power, the steam-mill, 
and the Senator now declares the policy of the Republican party to be 
to maintain the duties at a point w will enable us to A as out all 
foreign competition in behalf of the mill. 

In the line of the Senator’s argument a few momentsago, I wish to 
ask this question: If they are under no competition from foreigners, 
and if with high protective duties the cost of the article has been les- 
sened to the consumer, has he any reason to believe that if there had 
been competition from other countries the prices would be higher? In 
other words, if competition at home has produced these results, andas 
there has been a lessening of prices of these products all over the 
world, would competition from abroad have tended to increase the 
price? That is a question I will wait for an answer to from the Sen- 


ator. 
I beg the Senator’s pardon; I was not listening to 


Mr. ALDRICH. 
what he said. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I simply asked this question: If competition 
at home under a protective tariff bas reduced the cost of cut nails, as 
he says, from a certain price in 1866 to a lower price in 1889, I want 
to know if there had been foreign competition at the same time, where 
the same machinery was employed, where the same cheapening proc- 
esses have been going on from year to year, would the price of nails 
= this bese have been increased any higher, or would it have been 

imini . 


Mr. ALDRICH. I will answer when the Senator gets through. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. Now, then, the policy of the ublican party 
here to-day is outlined and it is distinctly stated. has been no 


single article upon the whole tariff list that we have reached up to the 
present hour in which the policy of the Republican party can be made 
more apparent than in these industries we are now consid Here 
we find no labor employed. We find that they have grown to such 
proportions that they are able to-day to supply the whole world with 
products, and yet foreign competition is kept out and the American 
farmer is not permitted even with this growth of the industry in this 
country to exchange his cereals, his wheat, his corn, his products with 
the foreign producer of these articles, and can not do it because the 
toll-gatherer meets him at the port and exacts tribute from him. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to make an inquiry. Innderstand that 
the tariff on these nails is 4 cents a pound. I understand that they 
have sold in the market as low as 2} and 2} cents a pound, and are now 
selling somewhere in the neighborhood of 3 cents a pound. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Yes, 

Mr. PLATT. I understand that Mr. Cleveland, when he was Presi- 
dent, said that the tariff was a tax; that the amount of the tariff upon 
the foreign article was added to the cost of the article of domestic pro- 
duction. I should like to inquire what the cost of these nails must be 
under that theory. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator from Connecticut knows full well 
that Mr. Cleveland was treating of a particular industry. > 

Mr. TELLER. Of what industry? 

Mr. McPHERSON. He was applying that principle to wool. The 
Senator knows perfectly well that where we are consuming a great deal 


1890. 
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- more wool and woolen goods in this country than we produce in this 
country there is a protection to the American farmer to the full ex- 
tent of the duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from New Jersey say that that 
principle only applies to wool? ; 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not apply it to any industry but wool. I 
was answering the question of the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator say that Mr. Cleveland only ap- 
plied it to wool ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I am answering the statement of the Senator 
from Connecticut. t 

Mr. ALDRICH. But does the Senator from New Jersey say that 
Mr. Cleveland only intended to apply that statement to wool? 

Mr. McPHE N. Iso understand it. Ido not know how far 
he intended to apply it. I can not recall the entire application of Mr. 
Cleveland’s remarks. I know that he was making wool his objective 
point, he was using it.as an illustration, and certainly as to that in- 
dustry Mr. Cleveland was perfectly correct. 

Mr. FRYE. Has not the Senator from New Jersey in every speech 
he has made in the Senate since the tariff bill has been under consid- 

' eration made the duty a tax charged to the consumer? 

Mr. MePHERSON. I have not, sir, in that broad sense. 

Mr. FRYE. Then my ears have been entirely mistaken. 
` Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator from New Jersey has stated this, 
that where there was no necessity for a tax, where the cost of the prod- 
uct by the use of more perfect machinery, by the use of more intelli- 
gent labor than they have in any other country on the earth, had reduced 
the cost of the product, then there should be no such thing as main- 
taining this high protective duty upon it, becanse it enables domestic 
manufacturers of the product, whenever they please to do it, to form 
trusts and combinations, and in that way increase the cost to the Ameri- 
can consumers. s - 

When no necessity exists for the protection of the industry, when it 
has grown out of thereach of competition abroad, then no exists 
for maintaining the tax and then the tax should be lessened, yet in- 
ereases are proposed. The Senatorfrom Rhode Island knows, and every 
Senator on that side of the Chamber who has had anything to do with 
the preparation of this bill knows, that there is scarcely a sape trust 
or combination in this country that has not received some tional 
measure of protection in some way or other through the operation of 
this bill, even including the sugar trust. 

That is the thing of which I complain. Iwant to call the attention 
of the country and of the Senate to the insincerity of the Republican 
position. First, to protect infant industries; then to protect American 
labor; and when they can no longer make the plea that it is an infant 
industry and requires it, and when they can no longer show that Amer- 
ican labor receives one particle of the benefit, then you say that you 
want to shut out the foreign product entirely by the imposition of a 
high rate of duty. That is your policy and your announced policy. 
I am perfectly willing to go before the people of the country with the 
n party proclaiming that to be their poliey. 

Mr. President, I believe there has been an amendment offered to the 
pending paragraph by the Senator from North Carolina. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

The SECRETARY. In line 18, page 41, paragraph 168, strike ont 
4 cents per pound“ and insert 35 per cent. ad valorem.“ 

Mr. McPHERSON. On that question we must have the yeas and 


na; 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, we have spent considerable time in 
discussing the cut-nail duty and have been talking awhile on horse- 
shoe-nails, hobnails, etc., and have heard the stock denunciations of 
the protective doctrine of ali sorts. I need not repeat them. The last 
time the Democratic party had a chance to make a tariff, when it 
came in the form of what is known to history as the Mills bill, in the 
matter of cut nails the Mills bill proposed precisely the same rate of 
duty, precisely.the same new duty, that is contained in the pending 
bill; and everything they have said against us could have heen said 
by us against their bill two years ago—every word of it. 

In the next place, as to horseshoe-nails, the pending paragraph, 
hobnails, etc., the old duty being 4 cents per pound, Mr. MILLS pro- 
posed, or that House bill proposed, 24 cents per pound, and we pro- 
posed 2 cents on some, 24 on others, and 4 on the others. Perhaps the 
average reduction is not quite as great as it was in the Mills bill, but 
that famous House bill is open to all the pet rhetoric of our friends. 

Mr. MoPHERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Connec- 
ticut if that is any argument to advance at this time. The Mills bill 
was a bill which was before the House and Senate sevéral years ago. 
Since that time important changes have taken place in the manufact- 
ure of all these products. I do not know but perhaps at the time the 
Mills bill was before the House and Senate it was all that the projector 
of the bill thought he possibly could get the Republicans or any por- 
tion of them to agree to. It will be understood that we did not have 
a Democratic majority in both Houses at that time, but there was a 
hope and expectation that by making reasonable and small reductions 


ina few which were selected from the whole list of articles 
in the tariff, perhaps the bill might pass. 

But, so far as I am concerned, after four or five years of growth in 
these ind after inventive genius has perfected new machinery, 
by which the material and the product can be made at one-half the cost 
it was made in 1885, I am not with the lessening of prices both 
here and abroad, to accept the Mills bill as an ultimatum. I am will- 
ing to take it to-day as the basis of settlement, but not as an ultimatum. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, this is the way the Senator describes 
his position: He says he does not feel quite bound by a measure that 
is only two years old, but he approves of it; and in a few moments he 
says there has been a great since 1885, and in the mean time we 
get these things at about half the price we could then. The change 
since the Mills bill of 1888 in the cost of these products is certainly not 
worth noticin 

Mr. McPHERSON. I was mistaken as to the date of the Mills bill. 
I was confounding two bills, the so-called Allison-Aldrich bill of 1888 
and the Mills bill, which as I thought at the moment was of a former 


year. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, perhaps the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and will answer the question which I asked a little while since, why 
were these wrought-iron and steel nails 2 inches or less long separated 
from the horseshoe-nails, and a reduction of duty made upon them, 
and the horseshoe-nails maintained at the present rate of duty of 
58.48 per cent.? Why was that done? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator desire an answer? 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, sir. 

ue ALDRICH. It was for the protection of North Carolina black- 
smiths, : 

Mr. VANCE. Yes; I suppose to prevent English blacksmiths from 
coming over here and shoeing our horses. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was to prevent them from making nails there 
and sending them over here. . 

Mr. VANCE. If it is protecting the blacksmith to put a high duty 
on the nails he has to use in shoeing horses, then I can see some 1. 
in the Senator’s explanation; but I was under the delusion that the 
higher the blacksmith had to pay for the materials which he used in 
his trade the less his profits were. It certainly can not mean that the 
duty is for the protection of the blacksmiths in America. If he had 
said for the protection of the nail-makers, I should haye understood 
him. Perhaps that is what he means. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was proceeding upon the assumption that the 
blacksmiths of North Carolina were as antiquated as the other mechanics 
and manufacturers of that State, and that they were now using nails 
of their own manufacture rather than machine nails. 

Mr. VANCE. ‘The blacksmiths in North Carolina, I suppose, are a 
good deal like the blacksmiths in Rhode Island, except that they gen- 
erally vote the Democratic ticket down there, which they do not always 
do in Rhode Island, I am sorry to say; but I hope with the spread of 
the gospel in that country that they will. [Laughter.] They buy the 
nails ymade almost universally, and therefore they are subject to 
this tax, while the wrought-iron nails, used principally, I suppose, in 
the manufacture of farniture and in the finer finishing work of houses, 
are reduced to 2 cents per pound instead of 4 cents. Still, the one in 
common use is maintained at its present high rate of duty. It is an 
iniquity, but it is a consistent one with this whole bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment, 
on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr, BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I beg to state that Iam 
paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 8 

Mr. PASCO. I again announce my pair with the Senator from Illi- 
nois [Mr. FARWELL] and state that my colleague [Mr. CALL] is 
paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW].  . 

Mr. HARRIS, Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL]; and will withhold my vote unless it be necessary to make 
a quorum, ° 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire to state that the Senator from Ala- 
bama og Moraan] is paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. 
EVARTS]. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire whether the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR] is recorded as voting. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. PLATT. I voted, but I suggest. to the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. Harris] that my pair with the Senator from may be 
transferred to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], so that the 
Senator from Tennessee and myself may vote. 

Mr. HARRIS, Very well. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. TELLER (after having voted in the mee): Iam paired 
with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] withdraw my vote. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
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(Mr, CARLISLE]. He has not voted, I believe, and so I refrain from 


voting. 

Mr. WALTHALL, Though I have a general pair with the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], I feel at liberty to vote if necessary 
to make a quorum, I vote yea.“ 

Mr. PAD. K. The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE] 


is with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Evstis]. 

e result was announced—yeas 15, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—15. - 
Bate, Colquitt, Harris, Reagan, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
Cockrell, Gray, McPherson, Walthall, 
Coke, Hampton, Pugh, 
NAYS—23, 
Aldrich, Dixon, Jones of Nevada, Power, 
Allen, e, McMillan, usy, 
Blair, Hawley, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Casey, H * Mitchell, Ste war 
Cullom, Hiscoce! Moody, ridge, 
Dawes, Ingalls, Platt, 
ABSENT—46, 
Allison, Dolph, Mo Saul 
Barbour, Edmunds, Morrill, Stanford, 
Berry, Eustis, Paddock Teller, 
Blodgett, Evarts, s, ie, 
$ Farwell, Payne, y 
Butler, George, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
n Gibson, Pierce, Washburn 
Gorman, Plumb, Wilson of Towa, 

Carlisle, Hale, Ransom, Wilson of Md 
Chandler, Hearst, Sanders, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Hoar, Sherman, 
Davis, Kenna, Spooner, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Less than a quorum having voted, 
the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators responded 
to their names: 


Jones of Nevada, 


Allen, Evarts, McMillan, Spooner, 
= Faulkner, McPherson, Stewart, 
Blackburn, Gray, Manderson, Stockbridge, 
Blair, Hale, Moody, Teller, 
Butler, em, Paddock, Vance, 
Casey, * Harris, Pasco ‘est, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Platt, Walthall, 
Coke, Higgins, Power, Washburn. 
uitt, Hiscock, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Panier. neni Reagan 
> n ` 
` Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Sanders, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-nine Senators have answered 


to their names, A quorum is present, and the roll will again be called 
on the amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

_ Mr. EVARTS. I ask if the name of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 

MORGAN] is recorded. 8 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama is not re- 
corded as voting. 

Mr. EVARTS. I am paired with that Senator and withhold my 
vote. 


Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from New York that he and 


«I may transfer our pairs and we may both vote. I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [ Mr, MORRILL]. 
Mr. EVARTS. Ishall vote then. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 


Mr. HARRIS. I vote yea. 

Mr, QUAY (after having voted in the negative). Is the name of the 
junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] recorded? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. QUAY. Then I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
withdraws his vote. 

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from Virgi [Mr. 
BARBOUR], who is not now in the Chamber, and thereſore I do not vote. 
I should vote nay if he were present. 

Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw 
my vote, or, ifthe Senator from Connecticut desires, he and I can trans- 
fer our pairs and both vote, if that be agreeable to him. 

Mr. PLATT. That is satisfactory. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL, I vote yea.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—20, 
Bate, Coke, Harris, Turpie, 
Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
Bisckburn, el, McPherson, Voorhees, 
Carlisle, Gray, Pugh, ‘al 
Cockrell, Hampton, Reagan, Wilson of Md, 


Audusz 22, 

NAYS—29. 
Aldrich. Frye, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Allen, R Hale, Manderson, Spooner, 
Blair, Hawley, Mitchell, Stoc ckbridge, 

y. e 
Cullom, Hiscock, dock, ‘ashb 
8 eon = P 
ph, ngalls ower, 

Evarts, Jones of Nevada, 

ABSENT—35. 
Allison, Kenna, Ransom, 
Barbour, Edmunds, Mo: N Sherman, 
Blodgett, ustis, Morrill, Squire, 
Brown, - Farwell, i Stanford, 
Butler, Faulkner, Payne, Stewart, 

1, George, Pettigrew, Vest, 
Cameron, Gibson, erce, Wilsonof Iowa, 
Chandler, Gorman, 7 Plumb, Wolcott. 
Davis, Hearst, Quay, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The following paragraphs were read: 

169. Wire nails made of wrought iron or steel, 2 inches long and longer, not 
lighter than No.12 wire gangna cents per pound; from linch to 2 inches 
length, and lighter than No.12 and not lighter than No. 16 wire gauge, 2} cents 
per pounds shorter than 1inch and lighter than No. 16 wire gauge, 

und. 
13 . Spikes, nuts, and washers, and horse, mule, or ox shoes, of wrought iron 
or gteel, 1.8 cents per pound. $ 

Mr. McPHERSON. Has the Chief Clerk progressed with the read- 

g beyond paragraph 169? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The last paragraph read was 170. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to return to paragraph 169. I was not 
noticing; and I wish to make a motion in to that paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be received. 

Mr. McPHERSON. In paragraph 169 I move to strike out all after 
the word steel,“ in the first line of the paragraph, down to the end of 
the paragraph ane insert 40 per cent. ad valorem,” 

The P IDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 169, on page 41, line 19, after the 
word ‘‘steel,’’ it is proposed to strike out the remainder of the para- 
graph and insert 40 per cent. ad valorem;’’ so as to read: 

Wire nails, made of wrought iron or steel, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. The reason for that I can state in a very brief 
sentence. I holdinmy hand the advertisement ofa wire-nail machine— 
and I understand that there are a vast numberof them at work in the 
United States—which represents a company, I think, at Antwerp, by 
the name of Malwedie & Co. The American office is at 32 Liberty 
street, New York; the agents are Charles G. Eckstein & Co. The ma- 
chines are called wire-nail presses. The number of nails made per min- 
ute by a machine is 320. A letter which accompanies this advertise- 
ment or prospectus states that this machine may be worked by woman 
or a boy, receiving such wages as are paid to women and boys, and mak- 
ing 320 of these nails in a minute. The price of the machine free on 
board at Antwerp is £48 10s. 

Now, itis proposed to impose a duty here upon wire nails two or 
three times greater practically than will be imposed upon the wire 
itself, when in a machine costing £48 10s. three hundred and twenty 
of them may be made ina minute. All the hand labor or manual 
labor employed is that of a woman or a boy—a boy, if you please to 
work the machine and the application of steam-power to the nail-press; 
and it is proposed to make the high rate of duty which is named in 
this paragraph. I know it is a reduction from the existing rate, but 
it is far in excess of what it ought to be, and it is a positive shame to 
think of imposing any such rate of duty on this article under the cir- 
cumstances, 

Mr. PADDOCK. I notice from the tables prepared by the commit- 
tee that by the existing law the rate mentioned in pa ph 168 is 4 
eents per pound; and also that the same rate is pro by this bill. 
It also appears that those mentioned in paragraph 169 are not included 
in the existing law, and at the rates pro y the House, and also 
by the Senate committee, are 2} cents per pound and 4 cents per pound, 
respectively. I should be glad to have the information from the Sena- 
tor in charge of the bill as to how the rates proposed by the Mills bill 
two years ago compare with these. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The rate proposed by the Mills bill was 2} cents 
per pound on wire nails of all kinds. The rate proposed here on wire 
nails ‘‘notlighter than No. 12 wire gauge,” 2 centa per pound, is half 
a cent less than the Mills bill; on those lighter than No. 12 and not 
lighter than No. 16 wire gauge, 24 cents per pound,” the same rate as 
in the Mills bill; and ‘‘on nails shorter than 1 inch and lighter than 
No. 16 wire gauge, 4cents per pound,’’ which is a higher rate than that 
proposed by the Mills bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The other rates are substantially the same. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Substantially the same. 

Mr. PADDOCK. ‘These articles are very generally used iu all farm- 
ing countries by all farmers; and so the farmers in the State which I 
have the honor in part to represent, who have suffered very greatly by 
losses this year in consequence of drought reducing their corn crop to, 
I fear, one-half the usual ave would be materially helped by a 
concession of some reduction in these duties, and I should be glad in- 
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deed if the Senator representipg the committee could see his way clear 
to make on behalf of the committee some reductions, if only slight, 
on these articles. I voted against the proposition from the other side 
to reduce the duty in paragraph 168 from 4 cents per pound to 35 per 
cent. ad valorem, but I hope the Senator can see his way clear to 
making some reduction in these items if possible. I do not care to 
propose an amendment, asit will availnothing, I simply make anap- 
peal to the Senator to consider the importance of. these reductions to 
us, and to make them if they can safely do so and at the same time 
avoid going below the minimum duty required to protect our Ameri- 
can labor against the low-priced labor of Europe. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The rate fixed in the paragraph is that fixed by 
the Senate Financé Committee two years ago after a very careful ex- 
amination of all the facts concerning the ease. 

I will state to the Senator from Nebraska that there can be no 
stronger example of the henefits of protective duties than is found in 
the course of prices of the article now under consideration, 

With a duty of 4 cents per pound, as has been stated here two or 
three times this morning, they have been sold within the last year to 
consumers at 2} cents a pound, owing to domestic competition made 
possible by the protective duty. So that it would have made no differ- 
ence to the farmers of Nebraska whether the duty had been 8 cents a 
pound or 4 cents a pound; there would be no importation now if the 
rate of duty was lower. 

The Senator from New Jersey has stated truthfully that there were 
a million and a quarter pounds of these wire nails exported from the 
United States last year. We are making them as cheaply as they can 
be made anywhere, with the exception possibly that under some con- 
ditions, as I have already stated this morning, the British, or Belgian, 
or German manufacturers might take advantage of low prices abroad 
and higher prices here to dump their surplus upon us and so break 
down the American manufacture. 

Competition in this country has reduced the price of these nails to the 
lowest possible limit. The increase of production of wire nails since 
1886 in this country is something phenomenal. This is substantially 
a new industry. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iso understand; and for that reason am willing 
to stand with the committee for liberal protection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The production of 1886 was 600,000 kegs; in 1887, 
1,250,000 kegs; in 1888, 1,500,000 kegs; in 1889, 2, 200, 000 kegs, and 
within a very short time the probabilities are that wire nails will take 
the place of all other nails in the American market. 

r. PADDOCK. I understand the Senator from Rhode Island to 
maintain that, under the quotations given and the statements made by 
him as to the conditions now surrounding the home manufacturer in 
the manufacture of these particular classes of nails, they are no more 
favorable in respect to the labor-cost, the interest-cost, and all that 
sort of thing being taken into account, than they were in 1888, when 
the Mills bill was proposed. No lower rate can safely be made now 
than was then pro by the Mills bill. 

Mr, ALDRICH. I think not. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, during the colloquy between 
the two Senators on that side of the Chamber I have heard my name 
mentioned once or twice, but that is all I have heard of the contention 
between them, if indeed there has been one, 

Mr. PADDOCK, I had not the distinguished honor myself to name 
the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Iam surethen the Senator from Rhode Island 
spoke in regard to some statement that I had made. 

Now, Mr. President, one single word more. Turn to paragraph 141, 
and you will find that nail-rods are subjected to a duty of six-tenths 
of a cent a pound, No. 6 wire gauge. We find here by this state- 
ment that by a machine a boy can make 320 nails in a minute. I 
should like to know why this increase of duty, because, so far as these 
nail-rods are concerned, they may be drawn to any particular size by 
machinery with very little expenditure of skill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, in further answer to the question 
asked by the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. PADDOCK] I would like to 
state that the duty upon the finer kinds of nails is very small; that 
there is a reduction of one-half the rate of duty in the one case and 45 
per cent. in the other. The smaller sizes are not used by farmers. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is satisfactory to me, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair), The ques- 
tion is upon the adoption of the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I desire to offer another amendment 
to paragraph 170. I move to strike out, in lines 4 and 5 of page 42, 
the words one and eight-tenths cents per pound“ and insert 25 per 
cent. ad valorem.“ 

These are like articles, and there is no reason in the world why one 
of them should pay a much higher duty than the other. Under the 
present law these spikes, nuts, and washers pay a duty of 29.53 per 
cent. and ox, mule, and horse shoes pay a duty of 40 per cent. This 

ph of the bill proposes to reduce to 26.58 per cent. in the one 
tance and to 36.73 per cent. in the other. Now, whatever duty they 


pay it ought to be the same. There is no reason why there should be 
a discrimination against the man who uses one in favor of the man who 
uses the other, They are both common articles of wire, requirin, 3 
very little amount of skill or labor to make them, and the duty ea.“ 
to be the same manifestly, and a duty of 25 per cent. ad valorem would 
be amply sufficient. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I want to state that we appear, 
from this table, to have imported during the year 1889, 17,983 pounds 
of this product. 

Two Borden horseshoe machines turn out in one working-day over 
18,000 pounds of horseshoes, made ready for use. How many machines 
of this kind there are working in this country I do not know, but I pre- 
sume a good many of them. Considering that in one day two of these 
machines would turnout more horseshoes than we imported during the 


year 1889 and as we send them to every country on the face of the, 


earth, civilized and uncivilized, it would seem to me that even the rate 
of duty proposed by the Senator from North Carolina was too high. 
These machines turn out a shoe, as I understand, every three seconds, 
and would turn out 1,200 per hour. 

That is 1 kind of labor you propose to protect by a duty of 1. Scents 

poun 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from North Carolina. * 

The amendment was rejected. 

Paragraph 171 was read, as follows: 

171. Cut tacks, brads, or sprigs, not exceeding 16 ounces to the thousand, 2} 
cents per thousand; exceeding 16 ounces to the thousand, 2} cents per pound, 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, that appears by the figures presented 
in the table which is submitted to us as a decrease. The duty on the 
articles in the first line enumerated is 2} cents per thousand, whereas 


under the present law the duty is 2 cents per thousand, and in the- 


table which is submitted to us by the committee it is represented to us 
as a decrease or reduction of the revenue. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from North Carolina would once in 
awhile examine the law instead of looking at the table, he would be a 
little more certain to be correct. 

Mr. VANCE. I have looked at the law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The present law is 24 cents per thousand, and we 
propose a reduction ta 2} cents per thousand. 


Mr. VANCE. The Senator will see that the table which is submit- 


ted says 2 cents per thousand.“ 

Mr. ALDRICH. The table is wrong. 

Mr. VANCE, The table is wrong? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Les. 

Mr. VANCE, I have found a great many things wrong, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that that committee have submitted to this Senate. 

Now, sir, without reference to whether the table is right or wrong, 
but in accordance with justice, reason, and common sense, I move to 
strike out all after the word ‘‘sprigs’’ in the paragraph, and insert, 
in lieu of the words stricken out, 20 per cent. ad valorem.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK, Strike out, on page 42, all after the word 
‘f sprigs,’ in line 6, down to and including the word pound,“ in line 
10, and insert in lieu thereof 20 per cent. ad valorem; soas to read: 

Cut tacks, brads, or sprigs, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from North Carolina. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Paragraph 172 was read. 

The Committee on Finance proposed to amend paragraph 172, in 
line 12, by striking out the word ‘‘and,’’ at the beginning of the line, 
3 inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘crochet-needles and;’’ so that it will 


172. Needles for knitting or sewing machines, crochet-needles, and tape- 
needles, and bodkins of metal, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, MCPHERSON. I move to amend that paragraph in line 13 so 
as to make the rate of duty 25 per cent. ad valorem, 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 42, 
line 15, in paragraph 173, after the word act,“ tostrike out 15 cents 
per thousand“ and insert 25 per cent. ad valorem; so as to read: 

173, Needles, knitting, and all others not specially provided for in this act, 25 
per cent. ad valorem, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, in the testimony taken before the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means of the House, on page 1256, there is a 
statement which, if true, ought to result in placing these common sew- 
ing and knitting needles, used by hand and not adapted to machinery, 
upon the free-list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Missouri will look on page 
124, paragraph 631, he will see that they are on the free-list. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Those are needles for hand sewing and darning. 


— 
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Mr. VEST. I do not understand that these knitting-needles are on 
the free-list. In paragraph 172, needles for knitting or sewing ma- 
chines, etc., are taxed 35 per cent. ad valorem, In this paragraph, 1 
‘needles, knitting, and all others not specially provided ſor in this act,’ 
are what we are Se and these knitting-needles used by hand 
ought to be on the free-li 

fn this testimony, which is all I can find upon the subject, the Lon- 
don Needle Company, of New York, makes certain statements which 
the Senator from Rhode Island knows to be either true or false. Ihave 
ns personal knowledge about the matter myself, but simply take the 
testimony as I find it, This company states: 


It is an utter impossibility to injure our manufactures or home industry, 
use we have no manufactures of hand sewing-needles in this country; the 
complex process, labor, and skill requisite has sensibly deterred the people of 
our country from attempting that branch of work * * + 
No branch of business in this country could be injured by the total removal of 
the duties on hand sewing-needles; it would be no hardship or damage to any 
sone manufacturer; no American industry would be tampered or interfered 


* 


Now, Mr. President, they do not use in their testimony the words 
eee and I need not ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
whether 

Mr. ALDRICH. The needles used for hand sewing are not made in 

country. 

Mr. VEST. Then I simply ask what is the extent of manufacture 
in this country and what is the amount of importation ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam not able to answer that question ise ond 
but I know that knitting-needles are made here, and that none of the 
hand sewing needles are made here. 

Mr. VEST. Mr, President, I have been trying as diligently as I 
could to ascertain what is the amount of importation and what is the 
amount of manufacture. I have been informed by a very reputable 

-gentleman in the city of New York that none of the knitting-needles 
are imported, that they are made in this country, and that there is no 
competition with those made abroad. Ihave no other data to go upon, 
at believe these needles ought to go upon the free-list, It is use- 
less, however, to make any motion, and I let it go with this simple 
appeal to the Senator in charge ot the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. t 

Paragraphs 174, 175, 176, and 177 were read, as follows. 


Plates: 
174. Steel plates engraved, stereotype plates, electrotype plates, and plates 
2 other materials, engraved or lithographed, for printing, 25 per cent. ad va- 
rem. 
175. Railway fish-plates or splice-bars, made of iron or steel, I cent per pound. 
176. Rivets of iron or steel, 2} cents per pound, y 

177. Saws: Cross-cut saws, 8 cents per linear foot; mill, pit, and drag saws, 
not over 9 inches wide, 10 cents per Linear foot; over 9inches wide, 15 cents 
per linear foot; circular saws, 30 per cent. ad valorem; hand, back, and all 
other saws, not specially provided for in this act, 40 per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, to save time I want to make a motion 
to cover the entire paragraph last read, and then I shall ask for the 
ie and nays. I move tostrike out the word Leicht, in the first 

ine of paragraph 177, page 43, and to insert the word“ flve;'“ in line 
3, I move to strike out the word ten,“ at the beginning of the line, 
and insert seven.“ At the end of the line I move to strike out the 
word “fifteen *’ and insert the word twelve.“ In line 4, I move to 
strike out the word ‘thirty’ and insert the word“ twenty.” And 
in Jine 6 I move to strike out “forty ’’ and insert ‘‘twenty-five.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the several 
amendments will be considered together, and they will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 1, after the word ‘‘saws,’’ strike out 
“eight’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ in line 3, at the beginning of the line, 
strike out the word ten and insert the word ‘‘seven;’’ after the word 
„wide,“ in the same line, strikeout +‘ fifteen ’’ and insert “twelve; in 
line 4, after the word ‘‘saws,’’ strike out thirty“ and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ 
and in line 6 strike ont the word “forty ™ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;’’ 
89 as to make the clause read: 

177. Saws: Cross-cut saws, 5 cents per linear foot; nill, pit, and drag saws, 
not over 9 inches wide, 7 cents per linear foot; over9 inches wide, 12 cents per 


linear foot; circular saws, 20 per cent. ad valorem; hand, back, and all other 
saws not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, in 1888, when we were discussing the 
Senate substitute for the Mills bill, I read from the testimony of a Mr. 
Emerson, who is manufacturing these large mill and circular saws at 
Pittsburgh and who is a large exporter to foreign countries. It was 
the firstintimation I had ever had fromany direction that American man- 
ufacturers were selling their goods more cheaply in foreign markets than 
they sold them to the American consumers. 

Since that time, and after pursuing the inquiry, I find it to bea 
geveralcustom; but this was the first intimation I ever had of it; and, 
as it came from the man himself, it struck me with great force and 
caused me to make further inquiries. I desire now to read extracts 
taken from Mr. Emerson’s testimony before the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee of the House, and embodied in the debate at that time. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Who is Mr. Emerson? 

Mr. VEST. A manufacturer of large mill-saws and circular-saws 
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at abate Pa., and a very strong protectionist, as his testimony 
shows. I 8 


Mr, BRECKISXRIDGE, of Arkansas. At how much less 
your saws in Canada than you sell the same saws in the United States 

Mr. EMERSON. I can not answer that question directly, but the saws that we 
sell there nre of a certain class, large circular saws, on which are larger profits 
than there are on the average saws, I think that we would discount them in 
Canada 15 per cent. less on the average than we would sell them for in the 
United States. The Canadians have found that we manufacture a better saw 
than they do, and they are willing to pay more for it. The Canadians pay part 
of this duty, not by special arrangement, but in the prices which they pay for 
oursaws, 


r cent, do you sell 


It operates there just as it does here. Heretofore the Republicans 
have all contended that that duty was paid by importers simply to get 
into the American market, but that no part of it was recouped by the 
importer from the American consumer. This gentleman says that the 
Canadian who buys the saws pays part of the duty. e 

Mr. CARLISLE. Except in the case of sugar. 

Mr. VEST. The Republicans have now abandoned that proposition, 
not merely as to sugar, as the Senator from Kentucky says, but as to 
everything else; and they admit now, and have repeatedly admitted— 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr, SHERMAN] and the ator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH] have repeatedly admitted it during the present 
session—that the import duty increases the price to the consumer, but 
that the American price afterwards becomes cheaper by reason of do- 
mestic competition, 

But to continue the replies of Mr. Emerson: 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Then you fet about 15 per cent. less for 
your saws in Canada than you get for them in the United States? 


Mr. EMERSON, Yes. 
Mr. KELLEY. You mean on that particular kind of saw? 


Mr. Exerson. Yes; on that which we have the largest trade in. We do not 
make handsaws at all; but handsaws are made by Disston & Co., Philadel- 
phia, and find a marketeven in England. 


So that this industry is able, according to this testimony, to supply 
the American market, pay the tariff duty into Canada, sell to the Cana- 
dian consumer for 15 per cent. less than the American consumer, and 
still make money. - A 

And yet this duty is put here, if for anything, to protect the Ameri- 
can manufacturer and to make the article cheaper to the American 
consumer! Noargument is necessary on a statement of that kind. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, in confirmation of what the Senator 
from Missouri has said I would like to refer to the report of the Com- 
missioner of Commerce and Navigation with regard to these very ar- 
ticles of saws and saw tools. 

I find that we export almost $2,000,000 worth, to wit, $1,980,879 
worth of these tools, of which amount, strange as it may seem, $121,799 
worth go to England and are sold in the shadow of Birmingham and the 
other great hardware-manufacturing places of that country. Surely if 
we can do that we are selling them at English paas or lower. Weare 
not only supplying England within the shadow of her own factories 
(and it is a self-evident fact that we are supplying them cheaper than 
England can do), but we are supplying her colonies all over the world— 
not only Canada, but Australia and elsewhere. 

Now, sir, if that is the case, why is this duty retained here but for the 
simple purpose of enabling these manufactureras to charge American 
consumers higher prices than they sell for abroad? If that is justice, 
Iwantto be a man of iniquity. If that is political economy, I desire to 
be an ignoramus on all those subjects. It is ret@#ined on the statute- 
books for nothing else on the face of the earth but to enable the manu- 
facturers to gouge their own people. 

I hope, sir, that the amendment of the Senator from Missouri will 
prevail, and I ask for the yeas and nays upon it, - 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I want to supplement what I said by 
making an additional statement in regard to handsaws which are used 
by house-carpenters and by farmers throughout the country. 

There is no article of more prime necessity. The test manu- 
facturer of handsaws in the United States, if not in the world, is the 
firm of Henry Disston & Sons, of Philadelphia. Mr. Emerson, it will 
be noted in the testimony which I read, given by him before the Ways 
and Means Committee in 1888, states that the Disston saw is exported 
from this country and sold in England. Those are the saws that make 
up the exports which the Senator from North Carolina has alluded to 
in his remarks to-day. 

I have before me a statement from the house of Alfred Field & Co., 
in regard to which a good deal has been said, and I believe it to be 
absolutely true from other information I have or I should not read it 
in the Senate. I will give the authority, and Iam entirely responsible 
for the truth of it: 

Recently Henry Disston & Sons, Philadelphia, 8 up all the saw- 
making concerns in this country and now control the products. They export 
ata very much lower price than the home price. My firm have been bu 
largely from one of the concerns which Disston has recently absorbed, 
following will show the outcome of Disston’s control. 

Handsaws cost us within three months, $2.75 per dozen; cost now, $3.50. 

Handsaws cost us within three months, $3.75 per dozen; cost now, $5. 

Handsaws cost us within three months, $1.25 per dozen; cost now, $7.50, 


Kitchen saws cost us within three months, $% per dozen; cost now, $3.25, 
Keyhole saws cost us within three months, $1 per dozen; cost now, $1.50. 


ing 
the 


Compass saws cost us within three months, 90 cents per dozen; cost now, $2. 
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That is the result of this monopoly caused by the purchase of all| The Secretary read paragraph 178, as follows: 


these establishments by this great firm in P 


The man from whom I have been purchasing, Mr. Richardson, came out here 
some years from England and started the saw business in a small way in 
Newark, N. * Ile sold out his business to Disston within three months panor, 
asl understand, $400,000, and has now gone back to England to enjoy his fortune. 


Mr. President, that is the history of that case. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator be kind enough to give the name 
of his informant ? 

Mr. VEST. Idid give the name, Alfred Field & Co., the same firm 
as to whose character I read statements from firms all over the United 
States. - 

Now, these facts are easily disproved if they are not true. They are 
made here publicly and by a responsible firm, and I have taken the 

to inquire from another party, a hardware dealer in the city of 
ashington, and he tells me the same thing; that it is his under- 
standing, derived in the course of his business and in the way of pur- 
chases, that all these saws are sold now in the United States (that is, 
handsaws) by the firm of Henry Disston & Co., of Philadelphia. 

I could now give, if it were notsimply iteration, extracts from foreign 
export journals, from which Lhaveread copiously in this debate, the dis- 
count prices of these samesaws abroad, sold in South America and sold in 
England, by the firm of Disston & Co., at a lower rate than they are 
sold to the mechanics and farmers of the United States. But it avails 
nothing, Mr. President. It is predetermined that this bill is to pass 
in spite of all argument and all exposure. It has been decreed some- 
where that it shall become a law, and it is simply wasting words and 
strength to fight the inevitable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from North Carolina, upon which he asks for 
the yeas and nays. K 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I would vote yea,“ but 
that I am paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Cameron], and I make that announcement for the day, as he is 
necessarily absent from the Senate Chamber. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (after having voted in the affirmative). I see 
that the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] is not present in 
the Chamber. I learn that he has not voted, and I therefore ask to 
withdraw my vote. Iam paired with him. g 

Mr. SPOONER. I am paired with the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. WALTHALL]. He is not in the Chamber. 

Mr. EVARTS. Has the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] 

9 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam paired with him, but I can vote if necessary 
to make a quorum. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Sroox ER] that his with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WAL- 
THALL], and my pair with the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr, MANDER- 


Sox] be exch 
Mr. SPOONER. I had risen to make that suggestion to the Sena- 
tor from Ken I vote “nay.” 


Mr. BLACKBURN. [vote “yea.” © 
Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 


BARBOUR]. If he were present, I should vote nay.““ 
The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—20. 

Bate, uitt, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan’, 

ed McPherson, Turpie, 

Blackburn, Faulkner, Paddock, Vance, 

Carlisle, Gray, Pugh, Vest, 

Cockrell, Ham 0 Ransom, Voorhees, 
NAYS—2. 

Aldrich, MeMilla Stew: 

25 Bae, Moody, pa Stockbridge, 
Cullom, Hawley, Power, Teller, 
Dawes, Higgins, Quay, Washburn. 
Dixon, Hiscock, Sanders, 

Dolph, Hoar, Spooner, 
Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Squire, 

ABSENT—39. 
Allison, Coke, Ingalls, Platt. 
Barbour, Davis, Kenna, Plumb, _ 
Blair, Edmunds, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Blodgett, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Brown, Farwell, Morgan, Stanford, 
Butler, George, Morrill, Walthall, 
Call, Gibson, x Wilson of Iowa, 
Cameron, Gorman, Payne, Wilson of Md, 
Casey. Harris, W. olcott. 
Chandler, earst, erce, 


So theamendments were rejected, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed with the 
reading of the bili. 


178. Screws, commonly called wood-screws, more than 2 inches in length, 5 
cents pound; over 1 inch and not more than 2 inches in le , 7 cents per 
pound; overone-half inch and not moré than 1 inch in len 10 cents per 
pound; one-half inch and less in length, 14 cents per pound. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr, President, this*paragraph proposes 
the rate of duty upon the first size of screws from 6 cents per pound to 
5 cents per pound; upon the second size from 8 cents per pound to 7 
cents per pound; and I may say here that there appear to have been 
no importations whatever of these sizes, 

So, of course, the reduction amounts to nothing. On the third size 
no reduction is proposed. On the fourth size an increase is proposed 
from 12 cents per pound to 14 cents per pound, raising the equivalent 
ad valorem rate from 72.67 per cent. under the existing law to 84.78 
per cent., or nearly 85 per cent. There were only 109 pounds, valued 
at $18, imported, upon which the duties amounted to $13.08. 

We have reached another paragraph, Mr. President, embracing arti- 
cles which the American manufacturer is exporting and selling abroad 
for lower prices than he is selling to his own fellow-citizens at home, 
and I desire to have the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. ALDRICH). 

This affords another illustration of the policy adopted by our Re- 
publican friends in the act of 1883, and I believe before that time, and 
still maintained and extended in this bill. 

I have in my hands two papers, issued by the American Screw Com- 
pany, of Providence, R. I. Each one of them has in its letter-head 
an illustration of an iron screw, with the words American Screw Com- 
pany” printed upon them, which I suppose is the trade-mark of this 
company. I will read from the first: 


Providence, R. I., U. S. A. Patent iron wood-screws. 
American list for exportation. 


And then follows a list of screws, according to their sizes, and the k 


prices at which they will be sold by this company for exportation and 
sale to the people outside of the United States. 

The other paper reads: 

„ Rhode Island, U. S. A. Patent iron wood-screws, patented May 

$ * 

Then there is a list for March 1, 1889, including supplementary list, 
of prices per gros and the paper has upon it, as I said, the same trade- 
mark and gives the same sizes of screws with the prices at which they 
are sold here at home, and which are very considerably higher, as I 
shall show, than the prices at which they are exported and sold abroad. 

I have here a statement made out, based upon these price-lists, which 
were furnished by the company itself, showing the difference between 
the prices at which they sell to their own fellow-citizensand the prices 
at which they sell to the people abroad. Without reading the de- 
tails—because there is quite a mass of these figures—it appears that 
taking an assortment of screws of various sizes, including, I believe, 
all these sizes and allowing for the discount in each case upon the for- 
eign price-list and the domestic price-list-—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to in- 
terrupt him there? 

Mr. CARLISLE, Certainly, 

Mr, ALDRICH. Does the Senator mean to say that the same dis 
count rates are allowed upon foreign sales as upon domestic? a 

Mr. CARLISLE. I say it is a larger discount on the foreign sales; 
a the foreign discount is 574 per cent., while the domestic rates are 
50. r cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator be kind enough to give me his 
authority for that statement? =: 

Mr. CARLISLE. I will. : 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Kentucky be kind enough to 
repeat his statement? I did not catch it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. T say that the figures show that the foreign dis- 
count rates are greater than the domestic discount rates, 

m ALDRICH. Will the Senator give his authority for the state- 
ment 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iwill give my authority for the statement. In 
the first place, I ask the Senator to examine these papers which I pro- 
duce and say whether or not they are the genuine papers of the Amer- 
ican Screw Company, located in his own city. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I haveno doubt they are. 7 

Mr. CARLISLE. That settles the question, then, that that com- 
pany is offering these screws for sale at export at lower prices than are 
contained in their list for home consumption. 

Mr. ALDRICH, It does not at all. 

Mr. CARLISLE, It does not? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Very well. Mr. President, I know that every 
statement made here on our side of the Chamber is either disputed or 
doubted on the other side, and therefore I have endeavored before 
making the statement to prepare myself with the evidence. 

Mr. ALDRICH, If the Senator will permit me, I think that is hardly 
a fair statement, What I said was that I did not think the fact that 
they were genuine pa and that the gross price-lists were differ- 
ent in one case from other was any evidence that the net price to 


to reduce 


* 
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home purchasers was any higher than the net price to foreign pur- 
chasers, 

Mr. CARLISLE, Very well; I have stated that these are the prices 
which they advertise; that these are the lists which they circulate 
among theircustomers for domestic consumption and for sale for export; 
and I have said that in the caleulations which I propose to submit to 
the Senate, showing the difference between the prices charged here and 
the prices charged abroad, it will be shown that the discount on the for- 
eign prices is greater than the discount upon the prices for sale in our 
own domestic market, and I will proveit by a letter from the American 
Screw Company itself. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is good authority. 

: Mr. CARLISLE, It is good authority, I think; it ought to be at 
east. 

Mr, ALDRICH. It is authority for the other side also, because the 
manigas are warm supporters of the party to which the Senator be- 
ongs. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It makes no difference, to me Mr. President, what 
the politics of these men are. Iam not representing Democratic con- 
sumers or Democratic manufacturers in the efforts I am making here 
to secure fair rates of duty, but I am endeavoring to represent what I 
conceive to be the interests of the great mass of consumers in this 
country. 

Now, this assortment of the various kinds of screws sold for export 
under the list which I have.presented to the Senate would amount to 
$651.55 in United States currency; but there is a discount on this for- 
eign trade of 57} per cent. I ask the attention of the Senator from 
Rhode Island to the discount upon these sales for export, which is 57} 
per cent., which reduces the prices to the foreign purchaser to $276.91. 

The same assortment of screws and the same quantity, at advertised 

rices to the American purchasers, would be 8845.25; but there is a 
Masset of 50 and 5 and 10 per cent., which reduces it to $361.35. So 
that the foreign purchaser of the same quantity and same sizes and 
character of screws would only have to pay $276.91, while the domestic 
consumer would be compelled to pay $361.35, 

The Senator asks me where I got my authority for the statement 
that there is a discount of 57} per cent. upon the export prices. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was not the question I asked the Senator at 


Mr. CARLISLE, What was the question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I asked the Senator for his authority for the state- 
ment that the rates of discount in both cases were as he stated, not 
that one discount was at such rate. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Very well. I will first give my authority for the 
statement that the discount upon the foreign list is 574 per cent. My 
authority for that statement is Alfred Field & Co., generally repre- 
sented in these matters, I believe, by Mr. Saxton, upon whom the as- 
sault was made yesterday and about whom I may have something to 
say directly. Does the Senator deny that the discount npon the Amer- 
ican price-list is 50.510 per cent., as I have stated? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall certainly take the statements made by Mr. 


Saxton or by the Senator from Kentucky, unless I have some evidence 


to the contrary. 
‘Mr. CARLISLE. Then, Mr. President, we are bound to admit that 
this is correct until the contrary is shown or at least until it is de- 


nied. 

T hold in my hand a letter signed by the American Screw Company 
by Frank Horr, a gentleman, I presume, well known to the Senator 
from Rhode Island, in which they say: : 

We hand you herewith “American list for exportation, iron wood-screws,” 
subject to a discount of 57} percent. “Terms cash, or thirty days. Freight paid 
to New York.” This quotation is made conditional that the export shipment be 
of sufficient value to entitle us to drawback— 

I will come to that presently ‘ 
and that the export shipnient be made by us, 

a — * * 


Yours, very truly, 
AMERICAN SCREW COMPANY, 
FRANK HORR, 


That has the same trade-mark at the head of the letter that appears 


upon these lists. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me, the last sentence 
which he has read explains the whole subject. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iam coming to that. I said at the beginning of 
my remarks that this is another illustration of the policy which has 
been adopted by the Republican party, under which domestic con- 
sumers are compelled to pay higher rates in their own markets than 
foreign consumers, and by which our manufacturers sel! to foreigners 
cheaper than they will sell to our own fellow-citizens. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Kentucky object to that 


policy ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. oa unless it Set extended further. I will state 
my tion it, e Senator will permit me, 

1 Feld. Mr. President, that it is not good policy, that it is not just 
or fair to the American people, to give to the domestic manufacturer 


free raw material, or substantially free raw ma 


- of having it converted into the finished product for exporta and 


terial, for the purpose | pell 


sale abroad cheaper than it can be sold here, and deny at the same time 
to the American manufacturer free raw material for conversion into fin- 
ished products to be sold to his own fellow-citizens at a reduced rate. 

That is where I object to your policy—that you have deliberately 
adopted and persisted in maintaining and now propose to extend a 
policy which encourages the American manufacturer, by the temptation 
of great profits, toimportinto this country the products of foreign pauper 
labor, against which you are protesting every day, to convert them into 
machines and fabries of various kinds, and then export them to Eng- 
land, and France, and Germany, and China, and Japan, and Sou 
America, and Australia, and other parts of the world, and sell them 
to the people of those countries from 15 to 20, or 30, or 50 per cent. 
lower than tothe people of America, who pay the taxes, are able to pro- 
cure them for, 

I insist that this system should be abandoned totally and forever or 
that you shall give to the American consumers the great advantages 
which you give to the foreign consumers in these manufactured prod- 
ucts, by making the raw material free and the partially manufactured 
material free or reducing the rates of duty upon the partially manu- 
factured material which our manufacturers here are compelled to have 
in the production of thearticles they manufacture. 

But you have drawn the line between the American consumer and 
the foreign consumer of your own products, and adopted a provision 
of law, which this bill proposes to extend, by which the foreign con- 
sumer of your manufactured products shall have them at a lower price 
than your own fellow-citizens; and then you tell us that we are the 
advocates of foreign interests, or, as the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] said the other day, The unconscious allies of the English 

e! 

Sir, we are contending that yon shall give to the American consumer 
an opportunity ta buy the products of factories operated in his own 
country as low in price as you allow the English consumer to purchase 
them for; and we are protesting against the manufacturers of the United 
States importing the products of this cheap, foreign, pauper labor to be 
manufactured into finished goods, and then returning them to those 
foreign paupers at a less price than our own alg can have them for. 

Now, Mr. President, this question of exporting American-made goods 
and wares to foreign countries and selling them there cheaper than they 
are sold here is not confined to these articles upon which a drawback 
is allowed. In this particular case the American Screw Company ad- 
vocates a high protective tariff, I presume, in order to prevent the prices 
in this country from falling to the European standard. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I do not understand that the Sen- 
ator alleges that in this particular instance the lower price is due to 
anything except the drawback. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is all, so far as I know; and I propose to put 
in my statement, with the permission of the Senate, a paper showing 
that if the rate of duty upon ali these screws was placed at 3 cents a 
pound, instead of 10, or 12, or 14 cents a pound, the foreign screws 
could not be brought to this country and sold as low as this American 
Screw Company is selling its own products in the foreign market. 

But I was going on to say that this practice of selling American-made 
goods abroad at Jower prices than they are sold to American citizens at 
home is not confined to these articles upon which drawbacks are al- 
lowed. We had some controversy the other day in regard to the ex- 
portation of table cutlery and its sale for lower prices abroad than here; 
and while the statement*I made concerning the Northampton Cutl 
Company, one of the largest institutions of its kind, I believe, in this 
country 

Mr. PLATT. Ob, no. 

Mr. CARLISLE, While not absolutely denied, yet there was a dis- 

tion exhibited, by the Senators on the other side at least, to doubt 
it and to require that I should furnish some evidence of the truth of 
the statement, and especially with regard to the discount of 4 cent, 
which I said was allowed both upon the domestice prices and foreign 
prices. I am prepared now to meet that statement, if the Senator de- 
sires it. Referring yesterday to the subject of cutlery the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH ] said: 


I will not accept as proof the statement of an agent of a foreign houee in this 
5 I will not accept Mr. Saxton's statement upon that or any other sub- 
Mr. ALDRICH. What I stated was upon that or any other sub- 
ject connected with the importation of articles in which he is in- 
terested.” 
Mr. CARLISLE. Very well; it is notso printed in the RECORD, but 
I will accept the Senator’s modification. n 
Mr. ALDRICH. That was the statement I made, that I would not 
accept the statement in cases where he was directly interested in regard 
to the importation of merchandise. 
s Mr. BLACKBURN. Thatis not what the RECORD states, Mr. Presi- 
ent. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The statement intended was as now made. 


the Senator from Rhode Island a bill for knives and forks sold by Lan- 


a : d m — * i 
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ders, Frary & Clark, of New Britain, Conn., for export. But before I 
read from it let me call the attention of the Senate to astatement made 
by Mr. Charles S. Landers, the leading member of this firm, before the 
Committee of Ways and Means of the House of Representatives during 
the present session of Congress, He said: 


Tam a manufacturer of table cutlery at New Britain, Conn., and represent be- 
fore this committee what is left of that industry in the United States. 


He then stated: 

As stated here last night by Colonel Bradley, in this Solingen district the Ger- 
. very cheaply, and unless we are protected they will drive 
us out. 

And again: 

We have got to have this protection or be driven out. I havegiven the facts, 
and do not propose to argue the question. 

And then he proceeds to show that for the purpose of manufacturing 
cutlery better steel is made in this country than anywhere else, and 
that they use American steel entirely. Therefore, the material is not 
imported, and there is no drawback upon their knives when they send 
them abroad to be sold in the foreign market. 

I hold in my hand a bill, and I call the attention of the Senator from 
Rhode Island to this sentence, conspicuously printed in red ink upon 
the face of it. This is a bill of goods sold by these same parties: 

For immediate cash, with agreement on the part of the purchaser that the 
goods shall not be sold in the United States, Custom-house certificate to be 
furnished if required. 

So that they sell those goods for exportation at a lower price than 
they sell them to American citizens for domestic consumption, and 
compel their purchaser to enter into a stipulation, spread out conspien- 
ously upon the face of the receipt which he gets for the money paid 
for the goods, that he will not sell them in the United States, and if 
these manufacturers require it that he shall produce to them the cer- 
tificate of the custom-house to show that he has exported them for sale 
abroad. 

Mr. GRAY, Will the Senator from Kentucky be kind enough to 
read that stipulation again just as it occurs there ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes, sir. 

For immediate cash, with agreement on the 
oods shall not be sold in the United States. 
urnished if required. 

Mr. PLATT. Is that a bill of the goods? 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is the receipt. 

Mr. PLATT. Will not the Senator state what the goods were? 

Mr. CARLISLE. One gross of knives and forks, No. 915, $8 for ex- 

port; $9 is charged for the same goods to people of the United States. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the evidence of that? 

Mr. CARLISLE. The evidence of it is the price list produced the 
other day, which was not disputed. 

Mr. PLATT. Not the price list of this company. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Now, will the Senator, as we are called upon to 
prove everything, deny that this same number, 915, is sold in this 
country at $9 to the domestic purchaser? If he does, I will furnish 
irrefragable proof. : 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill is immediate cash, cash on sight; ordi- 
narily it is thirty days, which would make the difference. 

Mr. CARLISLE, But the discount here all the way through, for 
cash or ten days, is the same discount exactly. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is a bill for 

Mr. CARLISLE. I will ask the Senator from New Hampshire the 
same question. Does he deny my statement that these goods which 
were sold at $8 for exportation are sold to the American purchaser at 
$9 per gross? 

Mr. BLAIR. Ofcourse I know nothing about this imbroglio, this 
intermixing of bills, but I understand there is always ten days’ time 
on American bills to American customers, As the Senator read the 
bill, it was substantially cash at sight; and that would be the differ- 
ence between $9 and $8 in ordinary trade, cash absolutely? * 

Mr. GRAY. Ifthe Senator from Kentucky will allow me, I would 
like to call the attention of the Senator from New Hampshire to a fact 
which seems to have escaped him. Why should the American ex- 
porter have insisted upon putting this statement in his bill: For im- 
mediate cash with agreement on the part of the purchaser that the 
goods shall not be sold in the United States; custom-house certificate 
to be furnished if required,” unless there was a difference between the 
foreign price and the American price? 

Mr. PLATT. Are you asking the Senator from New Hampshire or 
me? I would be glad to answer-the question which the Senator from 
Delaware asks or to suggest an answer, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield for that 5 tase ? : 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly, in order to make a statement. 

Mr. PLATT. The statement here is of the sale of a single gross, 
and the price is stated. Now, whether that is or is not more than the 
goods are sold for to wholesale dealers does not appear. 

Mr. CARLISLE. How? 

Mr. PLATT. Whether that price in that bill for one of 
knives, sold by Landers, Frary & Clark, is always the 3 
to large houses in this country does not appear, and no ease will be made 


of the purchaser that the 
Justom- house certificate to be 


out until it is made to appear. Let me suggest that that may be 
the Wholesale price to large dealers, and they do not want to even sell 
- A pa at that price unless they know that the goods are going 
a XK 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr, President, the bill I have produced here is a 
bill for one single gross, a small quantity, for export, sold at $8 per 
gross. Now, the Senator says it may be that they sell in large quan- 
tities for export lower than they sell at small quantities at home. 

Mr. PLATT. Isay the case isnot made out until the Senator shows 
that those goods are not sold for that price in this country to anybody. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I will repeat, once for all, Mr. President, that if 
the Senators upon the other side will put in a denial of the statements 
Ihave made, I will make out the case even to their satisfaction, and, 
until they do that, I submit that it is not exactly fair simply to ques- 
tion my statement and call upon me to make the proof when I 
produce here the original bill, Now, I read from a periodical called 
The Hardware, just handed to me: 


Landers, Frary & Co. are now Keps very busy uppis their Western cus- 
tomers with their superb cutlery. They were compelled during the spring— 


The very time that Mr. Landers was before the Committee on Ways 
and Means— 
to employ about two hundred new hands, to be able to keep up with the de- 
mand for their well famed goods. 

And yet the leading memberof that firm, selling goods abroad cheaper 
than he sells them here, comes before the Committee on Ways and 
Means and asks for an increase of duty upon his products upon the sole 
ground that unless he receives it he must go out of the business, 

Mr. President, I have other original bills here from the Northampton 
Cutlery Company showing the prices ət which they sell at home with 
the discount of 4 per cent., as I stated the other day and which the 
Senator from New York 1 oa to doubt. My statement then was 
that the discount by the Northampton Cutlery Company upon those 
wares sent abroad was precisely the same as its discount upon the wares 
sold at home; that is to say, its discount for the lower-priced list which 
it had for the foreign market was the same percentage as its discount 
upon the higher prices which it had for the American market; and 
here are their bills showing it, and here is a letter from Tommins & 
Adams, manufacturers, 116 Chambers street, New York, in which they 
say: 

DEAR Sirs: We shall be pleased to supply you with the goods of the North- 
ampton Cutlery Compan: 


per cent. for cash in ten 


ys. 
Very traly, yours, 


TOMMINS & ADAMS, 
: Export Agents for the Northampton Cutlery Company, 

These are not the statements of Mr. Saxton or any other importer; 
they are the statements of business transactions of the manufacturers 
themselves and their authorized agents, and they show beyond any 
question that where there is no drawback allowed they are able to pro- 
duce these articles at a cost which enables them to sell them abroad 
lower than they sell them at home; and yet they are demanding, not 
that the present rate of duty shall be maintained, but that there shall 
be an enormous increase of duty to prevent them from being driven 
out of the business ! 

Well, I suggest to these gentlemen, Mr. President, that if they are 
driven out of the business in the American market they simply confine 
themselves to the foreign market, in which they seem to be able now 
to makea profit, and let somebody else come into the business in America 
who will sell to the American people the goods at the same prices these 
gentlemen sell them to foreign people. I think that wo be much 
better for the country than to add enormously to these rates of duty, 
upon the claim, which we know to be without foundation, that they 
must have enormous duties or go out of business. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I want to call attention to the re- 
markable character of the alleged proof that goods are sold to foreigners 
or for export at less prices than they are sold to Americans for con- 
sumption in this country, and to show how far short of truth it comes 
and how wrong that inference is which is drawn by the Senators on 
the other side. i 

In the first place, I undertake to say heré that I do not believe that 
any Senator on that side of the Chamber believesin his heart that an 
American manufacturer sells the same goods to a foreigner 50 per cen 
lower than he does to an American, as has been stated. 

I want to say another thing, that I do not believe there is any Sena- 
tor on that side of the Chamber who believes that any manufacturer in 
this country makes 50 per cent. on any goods which he manufactures. 
If he does, I can not help it; it is a remarkable instance of credulity, 

But to the question as to whether proof has been made by the Sena- _ 
tor from Kentucky that in the two instances to which he has just 
alluded goods have been sold for export cheaper than goods are sold to 
American merchants for American consumption, and he says, ‘‘Doyou _ 
deny that they have been?” why, of course, Mr. President, I am not 
called upon to denyit. The man who makes the charge is called upon 
to prove it. I am not here tos for these manufacturers not know- 


ing their business, but I submit that this attempt to prove it has been 
an utter and ignominious failure, and it ought to put an end to this 
sort of talk upon that side of the Chamber. 


at their net export prices subject toa discount of 4 ` 
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Ilow is it attempted to be proved that Landers, Frary & Clark have 

in fact sold goods for export cheaper than they sell to American mer- 
chants? Simply by producing a bill where they have sold goods for 
export and the prices at which they have sold them, without produc- 
ing any evidence whatever as to what are the prices at which they 
sell to American merchants. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have stated to the Senator that I have the bills 
and will produce them when he gets through. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator has not produced them yet. 

Mr, CARLISLE. I will. 

Mr. PLATT, Iam talking about Landers, Frary & Clark. If the 
Senator proposes to make a case here, he ought to make it, and not call 
upon somebody to deny it and hold back half hisevidence. When the 
Senator shows that the particular kinds of knives which weresold to go 
abroad at $8 a gross are not sold to American purchasers for American 
consumption as low as that, nor to any American purchaser for Ameri- 
can consumption as low as that, he will have established his case, and 
not till then. When he shows that these goods are not sold to such 
large establishments as Hibbard, r&Co. and the Simmons Hard- 
ware Company as low as this bill which he produces for export, he will 
havo established his case, not till then, and he can notestablish it till 
then. 

To make the case out it has to be shown that to no American pur- 
chaser has as low a price been granted as is shown in that bill, and 
until he makes that out I have nothing more to say about it. 

With to the other case, I donot know the Northampton Cut- 
lery Company. Ido not know its size, I do not know the amount of 
its business or its standing in that business. I know nothing about it 
beyond what was stated by the Senator from Kentucky the other day; 
but I submit still that in the letter which he produces he has not 
made out his case against that establishment. Now, whatis this letter? 
It is August 21. That is very recent and apparently a letter written 
{s about the time that the statement was made here the other day. 

ere is a broad slip pasted over the name of the party to whom it is 
addressed, but looking through on the other side it is easy to see that 
it is addressed to Albert Field & Co, 

Mr. CARLISLE. I said it was addressed to Albert Field & Co. 

Mr. PLATT. Why that slip was pasted over it to conceal the name 
of the party to whom it was addressed would be a little difficult to 
answer; but it was addressed not to an exporter, but to an importer, a 
obber in this country. Messrs. Albert Field & Co. are importers and 
obbers here. They may export, but their business is to buy goods 
abroad and sell them here or buy American goods and sell them here. 
They do that business. Now, what is this letter? 8 

Dear Sms: We shall be pleased to supply vou 

What for? For export? No, 

We shall be pleased to supply you— 

‘No condition is made here— 

LOAM eg apiet Aye Ar aaa aa aiea 
Very truly yours, 


i TOMMINS & ADAMS, 
Export Agents for the Northampton Cutlery Company. 

I submit on the face of it that that is a letter saying they will sell 
the goods of the Northampton Cutlery Company to an American cus- 
- tomer, without any limitation as to export and without any limitation 
as to what he may do with them, at the net export price. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The conditions are put on the face of the bill or 
receipt which the party gets when he pays the money and constitute 
part of the contract. 

Mr. PLATT. There is nothing in the letter to show and there is 
nothing in the character of the purchaser to show that the proposition 
‘was made to purchase these goods for export. On the other hand, the 
evidence upon the face of it is that the request which called out this 
letter was to know at what price these parties would sell to an Amer- 
ican purchaser for American consumption, and the letter says they 
will sell at the net export price, subject to a discount of 4 per cent. 

I submit that the case has not been made out; and, on the other 
hand, the case, so far as it has been presented by the Senator from Ken- 
tacky—I do not know what else he has gnt to present, but as it stands 
now the evidence is entirely in favor of the claim that there is no sell- 

to foreigners at any less price than to American consumers. 
r. BLAIR and Mr, CARLISLE addressed the Chair. 

Mr. PLATT. Let meget through with this, please. 

Now I wish to put in here some statistics from the commissioner of 
labor of the State of Connecticut relating to manufacturing establish- 
ments in the State of Connecticut to see what they make and what dis- 
count they can make to foreigners. 

- The report of the commissioner of labor of the State of Connecticut, 
just published, gives the statistics of two hundred and forty-one man- 
ufacturing establishments for the year 1888. The statistics of eighty- 
five of these two hundred and forty-one had been published for the 

year, also, and are compared with the same ts 
the year 1888: 
Two hundred and forty-one establishments in 1888 


had a capital ogg. $85, 863, 522, 26 


* 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


AUGUST 22, 


Cost of manufacture (less rent, inter- 
est, and taxes) 


a 31, 621,592. 93 
Rent, interest, and taxes 


1, 690, 420. 52 


78, 630, 421. 92 


Net profits 7, 248, 711. 51 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Connecticut 
from what it is he is reading. I did not catch his statement. 

Mr. PLATT. I stated 

mn BUTLER. I beg the Senator's pardon. I did not hear his state- 
men 

Mr. PLATT, I said I was reading from the statistics of the re- 
port of the commissioner of labor in the State of Connecticut of 241 
manufacturing establishments in that State. 

It will be seen that the net profits were a little over 8 per cent. on 
the capital employed and that no allowance is made for depreciation 
of plant, repairs, or losses by bad debts or inability to sell the entire 
stock at cost, by reason of change of patterns, styles, etc. 

The comparison of the 85 establishments, of which statistics were 
taken in the two years, 1887 and 1888, shows the following: 


Eighty-five establishments in 1887 had a capital of. $45, 664, 192. 16 


Value of goods manufactured____-...-...-.....---.- 43, 048, 192. 80 
Stock and materials $23, 216, 576.19 
Cost of manufacturing (less rent, in- 
terest, and taxes) „ 16, 272, 645. 29 
Rent, interest, and taxes , 665. 64 
40, 316, 887. 12 
Tc EE E D 2, 731, 305. 68 


being a little more than 4 per cent. on the capital employed. No al- 
lowance for bad debts, repairs, failure to sell whole stock at cost, etc, 


The same establishments in 1888 had a capital of.. $49, 112, 149. 58 


Value of goods manuſactur ell 45, 764, 380. 24 
Stock and materials $24, 440, 041, 22 
Cost of manufacture (less rent, inter- 
est, and taxes) 222-2. 17, 186, 394. 08 
Rent, interest, and taxes 840, 082. 95 
42, 466, 518, 25 
Nr.... n.0 


being a little over 6 per cent. on the capital employed, not reckoning 
depreciation and repairs, or losses. 

us it will be seen that in 241 establishments, tabulated for the year 
1888, the net profits were a little over 8 per cent., and it was a good 
year. In the 85 establishments in 1887 the net profits were a little 
over 4 per cent., and in the year 1888 in the same establishments the 
net profits were a little over 6 per cent. Now, I submit that when 
manufacturers are making not to exceed 9 per cent. profits on their 
capital employed, with no allowance for inevitable losses and expenses, 
the idea that they are selling goods for export at 25 to 50 per cent. less 
than they areselling them to the home merchant, is entirely incredible. 
They can not do what the Senators on the other side charge they are 
doing, 
Mr.STEWART. Mr. President, I have been listening for some time 
to this debate. It seems to be assumed that there is something wrong 
when the manufacturing establishments in this country sell in foreign 
markets cheaper than they doin the home market. That assumption, 
it seems to me, arises from want of information on the subject. I think 
there is nothing wrong in such a proceeding and nothing injurious to 
the people of the United States or to (he consumers in the United States, 
That is the policy which England has pursued for the last hundred 
years,at least. It is the policy that all her statesmen have advised on 
all occasions, and it has been steadily pursued. She has not only sold 
in foreign markets cheaper than she did at home, but she has t 
untold millions in acquiring foreign ma: kets. She has con all 
the weak nations of the earth and spent ler money to get their custom. 
She has subsidized her steamships, that they might acquire foreign 
markets, for the last fifty years, from $3,000,000 to $5,000,000 per 
annum, : 

All that has been done to get foreign markets. Lord Brougham ad- 
vised the manufacturers and traders of England in 1816 to send their 
supplies to America and crush the growing manufacturing establish- 
ments that had been started during the tariff that existed by reason of 
the blockade and the war of 1812, and it was their theory to give away 
their goods here until they destroyed our manufacturing establish- 
ments and acquired this market. 

The possession of a market is viewed by the English, and has been 
from the beginning, as the most valuable thing to attain, and they have 
attained the markets of nearly three h million people, and that 
is what makes Great Britain strong and rich. 

Senators have been constantly advocating foreign trade. The only 


i 
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way to get foreign trade is to get foreign markets, and the only way to 
secure foreign markets is to sell your goods abroad cheaper than other 
people sell and sell better goods until you get the market established. 
you are to have foreign trade at all you must have large establish- 
ments at home. It is impossible to have large establishments at home 
unless you have a large market at home. No nation has ever suc- 
ceeded in securing a foreign market until it had secured its home one 
first. The experience of Germany after the consolidation of the em- 
ire and recent experience has shown that England was able to crush 
er growing manufactures by sending there cheaper than they 
could manufacture them. They could not start, they had no market, 
they had to protect themselves and get their home market so that they 
could build up establishments. 

Now, with a higher tariff than ours, Germany has got her home mar- 
ket and she is competing with England for foreign markets to such an 
extent that trusts are being formed between English exporters and 
German exporters of the same article in supplying other parts of the 
world. If by means of the tariff we can secure to our manufacturing 
establishments the home market, the competition here will cheapen the 
article at home, and has done it. 

Why not do as other nations do and seek foreign markets? Why 
not seek foreign markets for the benefit of employment here? Why 
not build up manufacturing establishments here as large as they do 
anywhere in the world and give the benefit of the market of those es- 
tablishments to our farmers? Why not secure the home market and 
do the work here for the rest of the world ? 

I should be very glad if the manufacturing establishments of this 
country would seek foreign markets and make such reductionsin their 
prices as to run their competitors out. I believe it is the duty of a na- 
tion to act as infants act. In the first place, give our manufacturers in 
this country the home market, and the genius and enterprise of our 
people will make competition such that we shall get cheaper products, 
and, if the products are raised all around by a tariff which is equitable 
to all the products of the country which can be produced here, it is 
no tax. The result will simply be that all are doing, business on a 
higher plane; they pay more and receive more, and it injures no one. 

It is the market that is valuable, and let us keep it; and if our manu- 
facturers can get a market in China and South America by making a 
discount to them our country will grow rich by it. If you will give 
to our people Jarge markets they will have large establishments and 
they can manufacture cheaper. You can see it in the case of the West- 
ern Union Telegraph Company. Start opposition against them; startan 
opposition telegraph line from here to Philadelphia, and how long would 
it last? Its great establishment enables it to furnish cheaper service 
at a particular place than the opposition and it can destroy the oppo- 
sition, 

Just so with us. Great Britain has played that upon us ever since 
we were-colonies. Having large establishments, she has thrust her 
surplus upon us cheaper than our struggling establishments could fur- 
nish the same articles. We could not build up the establishments, 
and so she destroyed us in our infancy, as advised by Lord Brougham. 
Give our manufacturing establishments this market and let them com- 

te as England competes for foreign markets, as Germany competes 
for foreign markets because she has a home establishment. Every na- 
tion in continental Europe has been compelled to protect itself by high 
tariffs against England’s surplus products which are sold cheaper in 
other countries than they are sold in England. Germany did it and 
commenced prospering. France followed, and Austria and Italy and 
Russia. Two years ago I took the pains to examine all these tariffs, 
and found that one nation after another had to protect itselfand get 
its own home market before it could compete in foreign countries with 
England. The reason why England can compete is not so much a 
question of wages as it is a question of having large establishments 
and a great market. 

England has India, practically her own, with 250,000,000 people. 
She has over sixty colonies, all of which she absolutely dictates terms 
to except the Canadas and the Australian colonies, and in them she has 
trade facilities which give her advantages that other nations do not 
have. Weare shut out from her colonies absolutely, and she seeks 
with these great establishments to seize upon the market of the United 
States and make us her vassals and contribute to her wealth. That 
is the policy of England. It should be the policy of the United States 
to have large establishments and allow our merchants to compete in 
foreign markets with France, with Germany, and with England. Un- 
less we can have large establishments here and have a surplus to sell 
cheap abroad, we shall have no foreign trade except for our farm prod- 
ucts, and the raw material which is produced by the lowest grade of 
civilization. Weshall be servants and poor unless we have our own 
manufactories and our establishments. 

These markets belong to us; they belong to the American people, and 
Iam opposed to allowing any other country to enjoy them for the sale 
of any article which we can produce in this country in abundance, be- 
cause competition among the American people will be sufficient to se- 
cure proper prices, and I say no man is entitled to cheaper articles than 
can be produced in the United States with free labor if he is to enjoy 
the advantage of high prices for labor and if he is to enjoy the advan- 


tages of high prices for the products he sells. He is entitled to no 
cheaper articles than can be produced in this country with the keen com- 
petition of 65,000,000 people, with a climate and soil in which nearly 
all products can be produced. 

There are some products that we have to buy; for instance, we have 
to buy tea and coffee abroad. There are some things we produce 
which other nations are compelled to buy of us, and whether we have 
high tariff or low tariff they will buy no more wheat than they want 
to eat. They will buy it just as we buy tea and coffee. We buy just 
what we want to use. They will buy only what they need. They 
will buy that much anyhow. 

The question is of extending our commerce to get other markets, and 
I hope the manufacturers of the United States have come to understand 
that they should make an effort to extend their trade. I do not care 
how cheap they sell, if they have a surplus, I do not care how cheap 
they sell their products abroad. If they can establish foreign markets 
and build up wealth at home, let them do it. 

I make these remarks because I think this debate is on a false basis 
if the imputation is that there is anything wrong about the practice 
referred to. U think, on the contrary, it is an evidence of enterprise, 
and I want to see more of it. 7 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, the senior Senator from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. PLATT] a few days ago, when this same subject was under 
discussion, announced very emphatically that if the American manu- 
facturers were sending their products abroad and selling them at a lower 
price than they were selling them to the American people, they were 
doing a very wicked thing; and now the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART] comes forward and says they are doing exactly the proper 
think. I shall not undertake to settle this question between the two 
Senators. 

I do not exactly agree with the senior Senator from Connecticut in 
the statement that these gentlemen are doing a very wicked thing when 
they send their products abroad upon which they have a drawback and 
sell them for less than they can sell them at home, because that is legiti- 
mate and the very intent of the law and the policy adopted by the Re- 
publican party. My complaint, therefore, is nst the law and the 
policy, and not against the men who take advantage of this provision 
of the statute. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not think I made any such statement as that, 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ithink theSenator did. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut states that I have not made a case because he 
says in the instance of Landers, Frary & Clark I have not produced 
any bill or business transaction which shows at what price they sell 
the same kind of knives to the domestic purchaser; but at the same 
time the Senator will not deny that they do in fact sell the same kind 
of knives at $9 per gross to the American purchaser which they sell 
for consumption abroad at $8 per gross. 

It is true that I have with me here now no bill of goods sold by 
Landers, Frary, & Clark to an American purchaser, sho the price 
at which they sell this same knife No. 915, but I will be able to satisfy 
the Senator upon that point if he insists upon it. Fortunately, how- 
ever, as to the Northampton Cutlery Company, I have a bill and 
more than one showing the prices at which they sell their knives to 
the domestic purchaser for consumption by the American people, and 
I have produced their foreign price lists and the letter of their export 
agents, Tommins & Adams, showing at what prices they propose to sell 
the same knives for exportation to other countries. 

Just upon this point the Senator raises a question or attempts, I 
should say, to raise a question upon the letter of Tommins & 

Hesays it does not appear upon the face of this letter that they proposed 
to sell only for export, and that the letter contains upon its face no 
conditions binding the purchaser not to resell in this market. 

Why, Mr. President, does the Senator really believe that Tommins 
& Adams propose in this letter to sell at export prices less 4 per cent. 
for domestic consumption? He has not said that he believes it. They 
sign themselves Export agents for the Northampton Cutlery Com- 
pany and do not profess to be agents for the American market for 
that company. They simply manage its export business; and when 
this firm writes them to know at what price they will sell them goods 
for export, they say they will sell them at their ‘‘net export prices, 
subject to a discount of 4 per cent. for cash in ten days’’—just what 
I stated the other day, that there was a discount of 4 per cent. upon 
the published list of export prices and a discount of 4 per cent. upon 
the published list of home prices. Now I will produce the bill; here 
is a bill of the Northampton Cutlery Company. 


Three gross table-knives 877, at . 25. .. . ...... .... o $20, 75 
‘Two gross table-knives 685, at $11.50..... DEREN ak 
One gross table-knives 685 C, at 812.50 . . .. . ... „12. 50 
63.25 
Discount of 4 per cent seseeeees — — — 12 
TP T—T ( » ——————— renee 60.72 
As the price of the 


goods. 
If the Senator will look at the export prices shown on the export 
price-list published by the Northampton Cutlery Company in its own 
name, he will find that this knife, No. 877, is sold for export at $7.50 
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and here, according to this bill, for $9.25, and the same discount on 
the export that is here, 4 per cent., while the knife No. 685 is sold for 
export at 88.50 and here for $11.50 per gross, with the same discount 
in each case. Knife No, 685 C is sold for export at $10 per gross and 
here for $12.50 per gross, with the same discount of 4 per cent. in both 


eases, 

Now, if that does not make out a case against the Northampton Cut- 
lery Company of selling its goods in one case, taking these knives, at 
24 per cent. less abroad than here, and in the other case 28 per cent. 
less abroad than here, and in the other case 25 per cent. less abroad 
than here, then I am unable to understand the force of testimony. 
There is its own published price-list for the home and domestic market 
and its own statements as to the discount in each case, 4 per cent. in 
each, and here is the letter of its export agents stating the price at which 
they will sell and referring expressly to this export price-list. Here 
also is a business transaction with them in which they actually sell 
their knives to the American purchaser from 24 to 28 per cent. higher 
than they sell them abroad. 

I think the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], if he will examine 
these papers, will find that we have reached a point in this discussion 
where he, according to his pledge made the other day, will be com- 
pelled to halt, for as I understood that Senator his statement was sub- 
stantially that, if evidence could be produced to show that in any case 
the American manufacturers were actually selling their goods abroad 
for less than they wereselling them here at home, he thought the duties 
might be very well reduced, or at least that he would not vote to in- 
crease them, 

Sir, these gentlemen are engaged in business, not for amusement, not 
as a mere pastime, but, like most other people in this conntry, for the 
purpose of making money. I say they of course prp Age properly 
take advantage of the situation as it exists, and when they find that, 
under a system which protects them in the home market and enables 
them to charge higher prices than they otherwise would, they can in 
view of that fact afſorà to send part of their goods abroad and sell them 
at lower prices and still make a profit, of course they will do so. My 
complaint is not against them, because they have acted simply as men 
always act, in their own interests, but I complain of the system, of the 
policy which deprives the American consumer of the right to buy the 
goods of American make at the same price that the foreigner can buy 

them. 

Mx. PLATT. If the Senator is through 

Mr. CARLISLE. I yield the floor. 

Mr. PLATT. As I said before, I know nothing about the North- 
ampton Cutlery Company. I only know that in order to make out the 
ease against them it is not enough to bring ina bill of goods which they 
sold, a small bill of goods, manifestly at retail prices, unless {tis shown 
that they do not sell to American purchasers as low as they do to others, 
Whether they do or not, I do not know; but I know it is very strange 
if they have not a discount price for American customers for large quan- 
tities, I do not undertake to say whether they have or not. They can 
speak for themselves, and they probably will. 

I rose for the purpose of correcting myself. I thought I had never 
said that if the American manufacturer was selling abroad at a less 
price than he sold in this country he was doing a very wicked thing; 
but in looking over my remarks I see where the Senator may have 
fallen into an error. Now I want to read what I did say. I said: 

I have heard a great deal of this talk about discounts made to foreign pur- 
to sell abrond $102,000 worth, and that includes axes and edge tel. 
— ron is of these offers abroad I do not know, but I know that we 
were just told by one of the Senators, the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB 
that the Am manufacturer ought to struggle for the foreign trade, ani 
then we are told if he offers to sell to the foreigner any cheaper than he does 
to the American he is doing a very wicked thing. 

I did not say that he was doing a wicked thing, but I attributed that 
idea to the argument on the other side. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is doubtless the way in which I misunder- 
stood the Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. President, the chief argument which has been 
used in New England against a protective tariff by those who sympa- 
thize with the Senator from Kentucky has been that its most disastrous 
effect was to raise domestic prices so that it excluded us from compe- 
tition in foreign markets, and that it destroyed all possibility that the 
United States should secure any share of the commerce of the world, 

Now, this contention apparently has been absolutely abandoned by 
the Senators upon the other side of the Chamber, who seem to have 
suddenly discovered that the growing habit of American manufacturers 
to take part in foreign commerce and to share neutral markets in 
manufactured products with Germany and France and England is a 
great crime. 

A very reputable company, managed by a gentleman of the highest 
character, in my own city of Providence is charged by the Senator from 
Kentucky with the great enormity of exporting or of seeking to export 
some screws to South America. 

Mr. CARLISLE. No, Mr. President, I do not charge 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator will let me finish my sentence and 
of selling them for this purpose at a less price, on account of the draw- 


back which they receive upon the duties paid on the imported materi- 
als, than they sell them to the Senator’s constituents or any one else in 
the markets of this country. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I did not charge the American Screw Company 
with any offense whatever. On the contrary, I expressly disclaim 
any such purpose, and said that this company was simply acting as 
other companies and individuals would act under similar circum- 
stances, and my complaint was against the policy which enabled them 
to do this and which deprived the American consumer of the same ad- 
vantages which the foreign consumer of American goods enjoye 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let us analyze the statement now e by the 
Senator from Kentucky. What partof the policy isit that the Senator 
objects to? It certainly is not the exportation of the merchandise. It 
is not that of allowing the employment of American capital and Ameri- 
can machinery and American operatives in manufacturing screws or 
any other articles for the foreign market. That certainly is not repre- 
hensible or to be condemned. The Senator says if we allow free ma- 
terials for export we must insist upon having free trade for our people. 
This is the logical result of the Senator’s argument. 

If we allow a manufacturing company in Providence to take ps, 
material and employ American labor and American machinery in mak- 
ing it up into finished articles and to send the product to South America, 
thereto besold,and donotlevy upon them any impost duty, then you must 
allow every American citizen to buy and import foreign material with- 
out the payment of duties. The Senator insists that we must either 
stop, as I said before, this growing habit of sending goods out of this 
country for sale or we must have free trade for all, = 

The Senators upon this side of the Chamber do not think it is nec- 
essary to do either of these things. ‘They desire that the mechanics 
and operatives employed by the American Screw Company in Provi- 
dence should not only be engaged in making screws for the American 
market, but they desire to give them an opportunity also to send their 
products to South America or to Australia, or to Europe, if you please, 
in competition with the manufacturers of Birmingham and Sheffield. 

It seems to me that the Senators upon the other side are shifting the 
position which they have heretofore occupied, that the protective tariff 
necessarily excluded us from taking any part in the commerce of the 
world, and I believe that they will find the new doctrine that for an 
American manufacturer to sell his goods abroad is a crime against the 
people of the United States as difficult to maintain as that which they 
have abandoned, 

Mr. BLAIR. Iwas seeking the floor some time ago to make a few 
observations in the line of the remarks of the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. STEWART], but he expressed what I had to say on that subject 
so much better than I could, or almost any man whatever could, that 
I shall omit all reference to that department of the argument which is, 
it seems to me, a complete refutation of the ideas advanced by the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky Pate. CARLISLE]; but I wish to call attention to 
one specific line of thought which has not been adverted to, and which, 
if logically correct, seems to me might well satisfy the Senator and 
any one that this practice which he has developed, if it exists at all, 
is nevertheless probably a beneficial one to the American consumer— 
at all events to the American laborer who is engaged in the produc- 
tion of these screws and other like commodities which are exported 
under like circumstances. 

It is, I think, well understood that the American plant in manufact- 
ures of all descriptions to-day might produce at least one-third more in 
the aggregate than it now does. The capital which is invested in this 
country in the cotton-manufacturing industry, in the woolen-manu- 
facturing industry, and in all these various miscellaneous industries, 
which include such as the manufacture of wooden screws, agricultural 
implements, etc., which are to some extent exported to a forei 
market, is sufficient for a larger production. These te esta 
lishments could produce even more largely than one-third beyond their 
now actual net production. They are obliged to have these immense 
plants of capital and they are obliged to have from some source, in order 
that the industry may live at all, a support for it. 

There must be a reasonable interest or rent on the plant itself; there 
must be a return sufficient to guaranty something upon the capital 
invested in the raw material, the floating capital used from day to day, 
and in addition to that the capital which is invested in the employment 
ot labor. This much must be secured from some source with absolute 
certainty, and it has to be a sufficient return to guaranty a fair profit, 
a living profit upon all this investment, occupied not more than two- 
thirds of its time. 

If a market can be found elsewhere, so that this plant may be con- 
tinued in operation a larger portion of the year than two-thirds or 
during the entire year, a market which will pay for the wear and tear 
of the machinery or of the plant during time which otherwise 
could not be occupied at apd to pay labor, without any actual 
profits upon what is produced during this one-third part of the year, 
it is for the advantage of everybody in this country at all events that 
that business shall be done to that extent * that and what- 
ever can be produced during that one-third of the year, for illustration, 
which otherwise the plant and the labor and the raw material con- 
sumed during that period would not utilize at all, is an advantage 
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to this country. It gives the laborer the wages, it gives him support 
for that part of the year. 

Thus, Mr. President, it is quite apparent that for the advantage of 
the laborer and for the general advantage of the business of the coun- 
try, one-third, for illustration—of course itmay not be accurate; it may 
be either more or less—one-third of the work done by this very screw 
company can be done for the foreign market upon the basis of abso- 
lutely no real profit, and yet it would be better to do it than not to do 
it at all, and better to do it upon that basis than not to reach the for- 
eign market at all for our own advantage. 

The Senator from Kentucky does not produca figures such as were 
exhibited in this discussion originally. en we were given to under- 
stand that there was being extorted from the American consumer of 
agricultural implements at least twice the sum for which the corre- 
sponding article was sold to the consumer abroad; but ifthe facts which 
are developed here to-day, which seem to indicate something like a set- 
tled business, are to be relied on, there is only a difference of some 25 to 
28 per cent, between the price which the article costs the American 
consumer and the price which the article costs the consumer abroad. 

I submit, Mr. President, that there may well be advantage to the 
people of this country in the transaction of business reaching these for- 
eign markets which otherwise could not be reached at all, even if the 
foreign consumer obtains his articles at a discount of 25, 28, or 30 per 
cent. less than the American consumer, 

I simply call attention to that line of thought, and I think it isa 
complete answer to anything which has been advanced by the Senator 
from Kentucky. 

Mr, CARLISLE, A very few words and I shall not prolong this 
discussion. 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH ], in response to what 
was said by me a few moments ago, now makes an appeal in favor of 
the extension of our foreign trade and justifies the provisions of our 
statutes allowing drawbacks upon exported goods manufactured from 
imported materials upon the ground that its tendency is to increase 
our trade with other countries. Undoubtedly that was the p of 
the statute and that is its effect. But it has another effect to which I 
have already perhaps sufficiently called the attention of the Senate, of 
enabling the foreign consumer of this article to get it at a lower price 
than the American consumer; and upon that subject I propose to say 
nothing more at this time. 

But when the Senator makes an argument in favor of the continu- 
ance of this policy upon the ground that it has a tendency to extend 
our foreign commerce, he is unconsciously making an argument in favor 
of the very proposition for which I contend and which I stated in the 
beginning of this discussion to-day, and thatis that we should have free 
material for the use of our manufacturing industries in producing goods 
not only for exportation, but for home consumption. 

The Senator will be bound to concede that if the allowance of a 
drawback upon goods manufactured from dutiable material enables the 
manufacturer of the finished product to send it abroad and sell it in 
foreign countries in competition with his rivals from elsewhere, un- 
doubtedly if we allowed free raw materials to all our manufacturers, 
as you do to a few establishments which are fortunate enough under 
the law to carry on a business of such a character as to enable them to 
import their raw material, all the other establishments in the country 
could also export and sell abroad and at the same time sell more 
cheaply to domestic consumers. : 

If we are to justify this policy upon the ground stated by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, it must be extended so as to include all the 
manufacturing industries in this country and enable them all to pro- 
cure their foreign material at prices which will so reduce the cost of 
their production as to justify them not only in selling to our own peo- 
ple at a lower price than they sell now, but to export them to all the 
countries of the world and sell them in competition with like prod- 
ucts made elsewhere. 

That is the proposition which lies at the very foundation of the policy 
we advocate on this side of the Chamber, free raw material as far as is 
possilze to have it and lower duties than we now have et partially 
manufactured articles which are used here in making our more highly 
finished products, so that we may have lower prices at home and a 
better and wider market abroad. 

If that is not the true policy, then the provision which is contained 
in your law now is not only vicious in its operation, as it is undoubt- 
edly unjust to the American people, but it is wrong in every respect. 
There is no ground upon which it can be justified except that stated 
by the Senator from Rhode Island; and, that being so, good policy, jus- 
tice to our own people, and every consideration which ought to infiu- 
ence legislators in the enactment of laws requires that we should ex- 
tend it so that all may have the benefit of it. 

If our iron manufacturers had free ores and the manufacturers of ar- 
ticles made from iron and steel had lower rates of duty upon the pig, 
my own judgment is that in less than ten years we would be the ba 
most nation in the world in the manufacture of machinery and all the 
other products made from iron and steel. 

Iron is the imperial metal so far, although we are rapidly passing 
away from it and no one can now predict what will next take its 


place. We are now the greatest pig-iron-producing country in the 
world, and, if our people could get their raw material at a lower price 
than they get it now, in a few years we would be ahead of England 
itself in ihe manufacture of articles made from iron and steel. , 

Moreover, Mr. President, whenever we give to our own people free 
raw materials, free ores, and free wool, and free articles of other kinds 
which are used in the manufacture of their products, and give them 
access to the great markets of the world where these products are offered 
for sale, the inevitable effect will be that their prices in the foreign 
markets will rise on account of the increased demand from this coun- 
try, and our manufacturers will be put more nearly upon an equal 
footing with their competitors abroad. 

In the great contest for the markets of the world it is not actual 
prices which determine the result, but relative prices. It makes no 
difference in that contest whether pig-iron, for instance, is worth $20 

er ton in the United States or $10 per ton in the United States, If 
t is worth the same 3 per ton elsewhere that it is here, no matter 
what that price may be, we can compete with the manufacturers else- 
where; but when you have a high price in this country and a low price 
abroad, then the people here who use the higher priced article can not 
compete with those abroad who use the lower priced article. 

What we need, therefore, is not so much a reduction of prices of raw 
materials in order to enable our manufacturing industries to compete 
with the whole world, but an equalization of the cost of production, 
either by bringing the prices of these materials down here to acertain 
extent, or by raising the prices of those materials in Europe to a cer- 
tain extent. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senator yield to a question? 

Mr, CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. HIGGINS, Would you lower the cost of production here by 
lowering the cost of labor to the foreign cost? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I would not; and in my judgment there is no 
weaker argument in the whole catalogue of the protectionist arguments 
than this which maintains that free trade or lower rates of duty would 
equalize the rates of wages in this and other countries, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

Mr, CARLISLE. I would like to reply to the Senator from Dela- 
ware and then I will yield. 

We hear this argument over and over again, notwithstanding the in- 
dustrial history of the whole civilized world refutes it. England isa 
free-trade country and France is a protectionist country. They are 
divided only by a narrow channel which can be crossed in two hours. 
Their people are engaged in substantially the same occupations and 
there is an immense volume of trade between them, and yet the wages 
are not the same in free-trade England as they are in protective France. 

England is a free-trade country and Germany is a high-protective 
country. Their people are en , toa large extent, as the French 
and the English people are, in the same occupations, and there is a 
great trade between them. They interchange their products to the 
amount of millions of dollars annually; and yet their rates of wages 
have not been equalized. Moreover, they are all densely populated 
countries with old civilizations and great armies of laborers, while in 
this country we have a new civilization with immense tracts of fertile 
land open to the settlement of the people and thousands of avocations 
in which they can profitably engage; and yet we are constantly hav- 
ing the rates of wages in this new and sparsely settled country com- 

with the rates of wages in these old and densely populated coun- 
tries, instead of comparing the rates of wages existing in these various 
old countries where substantially the same condition of affairs exists. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President 

Mr. CARLISLE, I am not through yet. 

Moreover, Mr. President, the framers of the Constitution of the 
United States more than one hundred years ago wisely provided for 
absolute free trade between all the States that then composed or should 
thereafter compose the American Union. That Union consists now of 
forty-four great States inhabited by sixty-four or sixty-five millions of 
industrious and enterprising people engaged in every occupation to 
which the human hand can be put or machinery can be applied. The 
trade between these States is Ja by thousands of millions of dollars 
than could ever exist between and all the other countries of the 
world if we had absolute free trade. 

These interchanges of products are made between the people of these 
forty-four States with absolute freedom. The products of Ohio go into 
Pennsylvania and New York, and are sold without any duty or any ob- 
struction whatever. The products of Pennsylvania and New York go 
into Ohio and Kentucky and Missouri, and are sold without any duties 
whatever; and yet this absolute free trade between forty-four States 
and 65,000,000 industrious people has not equalized the rates of wages 
in this country. 

If free trade in England and protection in France, just across the 
Cannel, have not equalized the rates of wages there, and if absolute 
free trade in fourty-four States of the American Union has not equal- 
ized the rates of wages here, upon what foundation does the Senator 
base his proposition that free trade or lower rates of duty between the 
United States and England or Germany or France, 3,000 miles away 
across the ocean, will equalize the rates of wages here and there? 
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Let any Senator who doubts the facts in regard to this matter take 
po Pare a geen the Commissioner of Labor for 1886, I think it is, in 
which the accomplished head of that bureau examines the rates of 
wages in every State of the Union in a large number of occupations, 

tected occupations, and shows a difference in the rates in the various 
Btates ranging from 20 to 100 per cent. The rates of in a woolen 
factory, for instance, in a certain part of the labor carried on in the 
establishment, are not the same in New Jersey that are in New 
York, an adjoining State, nor the same in New Hampshire that they 
are in Connecticut or in Vermont. 

I repeat the proposition with which I started out, that there is no 
greater fallacy in all the arguments made by our friends on the other 
side than the assumption—for it isa mere assumption—that the free 
interchange of products between the various countries of the world 
will equalize the rates of wages. We have higher wages here than 
exist in any other country in the world, perhaps, I believe absolutely, 
than ‘any othercountry. They ought to be higher and they always 
will be higher whether you have free trade, a low tariff, or a high pro- 
tective tariff. 

Our laborers are more skillful, more intelligent, and therefore more 
efficient in the prosecution of their callings than the laborers of any 
other country on the face of the earth. They are more sober, indus- 
trious, take more interest in the business of their employers, and pro- 
duce more according to the compensation they receive than the laborers 
anywhere else in the world. So long, Mr. President, as we have this 
great country sparsely inhabited, with industrial and business avenues 
open everywhere upon which the young and enterprising men of our 
country can enter, we shall have higher here than in the densely 
populated countries of the Old World. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] calls my attention to 
the difference between the rates of wagesin France, England, and Ger- 
many. Of course everybody understands that there is a great differ- 
ence in the rates of wages paid in those different countries; but Ido 
not propose now to go into the details, Wages are higher in England 
generally than they are in any other country in Europe, and yet Eng- 
land has absolute free trade in all those articles which compete with 
her own domestic productions, and collects her revenue from customs 
upon articles that do not compete. 

Mr. President, I bave said that wages are higher here and always 
will be higher, no matter whether we have free trade or low tariff or 
protection, and this proposition, I think, is true, unless under the oper- 
ation of unequal and unjust class legislation we shall ultimately reach 
that point where the men of moderate means who are eee g dep in 
business on theirown account become so oppressed and by the 
large establishments doing business of the same kind as to drive them 
out of business and compel them to join the great army of laborers who 
are secking work for wages. 

Whenever we reach that point under the operation of these laws the 
inevitable tendency of which, as everybody knows, is to crush the lit- 
tle establishments and build up the great ones—whenever we reach a 
point where the small establishments, now conducted by proprietors 
who contribute their own labor along with the labor of their employed 
hands, are all driven out of business and compelled themselves to seek 
work from others, then wages will fall in this country as low as they 
are in England, or in France, or Germany, and the other countries 
where they have a distinct laboring class out of business themselves, 
unable to go into business themselves and compelled to work for what- 
ever the great establishments are willing to pay them. 

I warn Senators now that if this policy shall be persisted in for an- 
other quarter ofa century we are at least in great danger of reaching that 
very point and being compelled to confront that very condition of af- 
fairs. Look at your census reports and you will find that the number 
of your manufacturing establishments decreases with each decade. 
Their output increases, but the number of establishments decreases. 
The class of men to whom I referred a moment ago are being crushed 
out, and instead of carrying on business for themselves they are being 
forced into the market to sell their labor to these great establishments, 
and that process will go on if this system is maintained until, as I have 
said, we reach the point where all the independent men now carrying on 
business on their own account will become wage-laborers, then wages 
will fall here. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. President, the proposition of the Senator from 
Kentucky reduced to its simplest terms is this: That a removal of pro- 
tective duties upon manufactured articles, or, in other words, unrestricted 
free trade between the United States and competing manufacturing 
countries would not reduce the wages of labor in the United States. That 
I understand to be the statement made by the Senator from Ken- 


tucky. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It will not, because I will say, if the Senator will 
permit me 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not care for a general argument now, but I 
desire to see whether I understand his position. He also says that 
tr unrestricted trade would increase the wages of labor in the United 

tates. k 

Mr, CARLISLE. Ido. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now, let us test the accuracy of this statement. 


Take the manufacture of cotton goods, I should like to have the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky tell me of any process by which you can reduce 
the cost of the production of the manufactures of cotton in the United 
States, either actually or as compared with the cost in England, Switz- 
erland, or France, without reducing the cost of labor. The manuſact- 
urers of cotton—and this is also true of the manufacturers of wool—use 
practically the same machinery in all these competing countries. 

That machinery is run at the same speed; it is attended by the same 
class of people. There is no advantage except lower cost of material, 
which the people of the United States have, that is not shared equally 
by the manufacturers of all these countries, and the only element of 
cost which is greater in the United States than it is in any of these 
countries is the cost of labor. 

Now, if this is conceded (and 1 think that no Senator who is at all 
conversant with the facts can deny the statement) then there can be no 
diminution of the cost of production which does not involve the reduc- 
tion of What is true of the manufacture of cotton goods is true 
of all the other ren industries of this country. There can be no gen- 
eral reduction of the cost of the products of American manufacture with- 
out acorresponding reduction of the general level of wages in this coun- 
try; and you can not produce cotton goods, or woolen goods, or manu- 
factures of iron and steel in the United States in competition with Bel- 
gium, Germany, and England unless you place our operatives in abso- 
lute competition with those of the countries which I have named and 
their wages upon the same level. 

T repeat, there is no element in the cost of production which can be 
decreased except the cost of labor. It is true that American mechanics 
and manufacturers employ machinery to a great extent, but we have 
no permanent advantages in that respect. There can be no valuable 
invention filed in the Patent Office in this city that is not known within 
thirty days throughout competing countries. Machinery of American 
invention is promptly adopted and used in Germany and in all the 
countries that compete with us in the manufacture of goods, 

As the Senator can not deny that the earnings of American operatives 
are much greater, why does he say that we can safely remove existing 
restrictions npon trade and that this removal would increase the wages 
of labor? In spite of these restrictive barriers the annual importations 
of manufactured goods to this country amount to $200,000,000. Foreign 
producers send their goods here and pay duties averaging, as the Senators 
upon the other side claim, 50 per cent. ad valorem, and yet sell them 
in competition with our manufacturers. Is not this the best evidence 
that they are able to produce these articles more cheaply than we? In 
what element is the cost of production cheaper? There can be but one, 
and thatislabor. Free competition would necessitate reduction of cost 
here, and that reduction couid fall only upon labor. 

No Senator will rise in his place on the other side of the Chamber 
and say that the cotton manufacturers of England or of Switzerland 
have not as good machinery and do not understand the business of 
manufacturing as well as the manufacturers of New England. They 
have had longer experience; they have had every advantage which our 
manufacturers have. They have to pay, as the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] well suggests, transportation upon their raw ma- 
terial from the United States to the place of manufacture and back 
again. The statement of the facts in the case is the best answer to the 
argument which the Senator from Kentucky has made. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Rhode Island a question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. How is it in the industry of which the Senator from 
Rhode Island is speaking, the cotton industry, that it appears—I am 
quoting from recollection, but Iam sure that my figures are right— 
how is it that by the statistics of the State Department, garnered from 
consular reports, the wages of the operatives in the cotton manufactories 
of England working fifty-six hours a week are $251 a year, while the 
average wages of the same operatives in the cotton-mills of the United 
States by the census of 1880, working sixty hours a week, are only $244 
a year? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will simply reply that the statements are not 
correct. That is the explanation I—— 

Mr. GRAY. Thestatements may not be correct, but if they are in- 
correct then the statement of the State Department under President 
Arthur is incorrect and the census of 1880 is incorrect; that is all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. One or the other may be incorrect, but it doesnot 
follow that both of them are. 

Mr. GRAY. That may be. I ask the Senator to explain then the 
fact, and he explains it by saying that it is false; that is all. I have 
no means of ing it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that the statements to which the Sena- 
tor alludes have been disproven time and time again in this Chamber. 
I could submit tables by the hour upon the relative wages in manu- 
facturing establishments here and abroad which would disprove them, I 
am sure, to the satisfaction of the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave seen in confirmation (and I am that I can 
not now lay my hand upon the document, for I never like to k 
without the documents to so accurate a man as the Senator from Rhode 
Island) the ori 
at Bradford, in 


studies made by Mr. Schoenhoff, who was consul 
gland, during the last Administration. Of course he 


* 
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is handicapped in that way, by having held office under a Democratic 
Administration, and issu to have had an interest in stating facts 
that would be confirmatory of the Democratic position; but he is a 
man of great industry, I believe a man of great and honesty, 
and he absolutely confirms the statements made by the statisticians of 
the State Department—I mean in their general results, and those made 
by the census. But the Senator from Rhode Island and other Senators 
on thatside have a very convenient way, when they are referred tosta- 
tistics and official reports, of denying them, and I have no way now of 
disputing the denial, 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will turn to a speech made by my 
late colleague, Mr. Chace, in this body in the last Congress, he will find 
the statements of Mr. Schoenhoff taken up seriatim and shown by fig- 
ures and facts within his knowledge to be inaccurate. 

I will further state to the Senator from Delaware that two or three 
years ago, with a committee from this body, consisting in of the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. PucH] and the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GEORGE], I visited a number of the manufacturing villages in 
Rhode Island, where an examination was made of several foreign oper- 
ativesas to the comparative wages which were paid to them in Rhode Isl- 
and and in their own country, and in almost every case we found that the 
average earnings of these people, who had worked in similar cotton 
manufacturing establishments on both sides of the water, was nearly 
twice as much in Rhode Island as they were in the countries from which 
they came, 

Mr. GRAY. Is the Senator speaking of cotton manufactures? 

Mr, ALDRICH. Yes, cotton manufactures. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] made two or 
three years ago a careful personal examination of that subject, taking 
statistics of the wages at the English mills themselves from the owners. 
He made a most thorough and interesting and full investigation of 
this whole question, the results of which he stated in as on this 
fi 


oor. 

Mr. GRAY. I recollect that speech of the Senator from Maine very 
well. It was very interesting, as everything hesays, and was delivered 
in an interesting way, but as I recollect it he made observations as 
he went through England and the Continent on a summer tour; and 
with the greatest t for him and with all due deference to his ac- 
curacy, I should prefer the statements of a consul made in an official 
report, or of a student who had devoted years to the study of the 
economic subject, to what was gathered by the Senator from Maine as 


he ran through Euro 
Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to ask 


Mr. STEWART. 
him a question? 

Mr, HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, that is not the fact 
about the Senator from Maine. He devoted that tour to that work, 
which he did very thoroughly and faithfully. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to ask the Senator from Delaware a 
question. 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. Will he explain why it is that the operatives in 
England are constantly emigrating to the United States for employ- 
ment here if wages are better there? 

Mr. GRAY. Now, that is very easily answered. I was speaking, 
in the first place, of one industry. I do not mean to say that all in- 
dustries bear the comparison I have stated in reference to the cotton 
industry as it appears by the statistics to which I have referred. 

But there are many reasons why from England and the Continent 
workmen should an asylum in this country of freer institutions 
and greater opportunities, where there is room and scope for their en- 
terprise and their skill, where every man may have a home and a farm 
for the mere trouble of going to it and living upon it. Surely there is 
something in our country and its free institutions that is attractive to 
the people of the Old World, and the higher wages that undeniably ob- 
tain here throughout the great list of occupations is, of course, an in- 
ducement. 

I was speaking of one branch of protected industry, where it appears 
by statements that I, perhaps, was foolish enough to give credence to, 
official statements both of them, one of the State Department and one 
of the official census, that even the nominal wages in this country were 
a little bit lower than they were in the old country; but when you 
come to take into consideration the real wages—I mean those wages 
when they were translated into food and clothing and shelter—they 
were very much higher there than they were here; and that is a re- 
mark which may be made about the scale of wages through the whole 
list of industries, that they are nominally higher here, but the differ- 
ence nominally between the wages here and there is no greater than 
it is between the real wages here and there, for, after all, wagesarejust 
the amount of food, clothing, and shelter that a man can get by his 
work, and he can get more with his wages in a country where there 
is commercial freedom than he can in this country, where the prices of 
commodities are artificially enhanced. 

Mr. STEWART. That is a pretty long answer, but not a very sat- 
isfactory one. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not expect to satisfy the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. How is it that they come here and work in this 


particular trade, as I understand there is a large number of English 
operatives in the cotton business here particularly, if when they come 
here they have to a higher price for what they buy and if they get 
a lower price for their wages, that the operatives here have opportuni- 
ties to prosper greater than they have in Europe? There the operative 
working in this particular trade has higher wages and cheaper supplies, 
the Senator says; he has no tariff in his way. How does it happen if 
the wages are higher there that he can have greater opportunities here? 
Why does he not go back and get the higher wages and cheaper sup- 
lies? I can understand that he would be induced to come here as a 
er; but the farming lands are all closed now, so that he can not get 
a home; but when the condition of things was such that he could get 
a home, before Major Powell stopped it, lunderstand a man who wanted 
to make a farm might come ET go west; but I can not understand why 
he would come to New England and go into a manufacturing establish- 
ment to manufacture cotton at lower wagesand higher priced supplies, 
or how he would have greater opportunities here, if the Senator is cor- 
rect in his statement. 
Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, let me say, in the first place, that un- 


less I have been misinformed altogether the migration to this country 


of cotton operatives is very much smaller than that of operatives in 
other industries. I suppose, of course, that I shall be met by a denial 
there, but I have seen that stated upon good authority many, many 
times, I have alsoseen it stated that those cotton operatives who have 
come to this country from England have by the score, after an experi- 
ment in carrying on their business and handicraft here, returned to 
their old homes; which I think would be found to be true in very few 
other instances. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

Mr. GRAY. Iam answering the Senator from Nevada now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that this is all in my time. 

ae GRAY. Wait a moment; I am answering the Senator from 
Nevada. 

But I do not think the Senator from Nevada has been quite patriotic 
enough in so belittling the productions of this country in other re- 
spects that even cotton operatives, with as high or higher nominal 
wages in England than here, would not be tempted to come to this 
land of free institutions and great opportunities. ey may come here 
to pursue other callings than that of working in a cotton factory fifty- 
six or sixty hours a week. I should like to ask the Senator from Ne- 
vada why it is that scores of enterprising young men and men of middle 
age have left the Eastern States and crossed the Mississippi River and 
the Rocky Mountains and built up their fortunes in the West. Why, 
to use a most distinguished example, the Senator from Nevada, capable 
as we all know him to be, left his home in New York with hundreds of 
other hardy pioneers and crossed the Rocky Mountains and made his 
home in the land of the setting sun? It was because that t coun- 
try presented attractions and temptationsto his young bl opportu- 
nities for the exercise of the faculties God had given.him that were not 
presented in these older regions. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question there? 

Mr. STEWART. I want to ask a question. 

Mr. HOAR. If persons do go from the East to the West is it not be- 
cause the protective tariff has so benefited the condition of the Ameri- 
can farmer? 

Mr. GRAY. As the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] has 
well said, there is no protective tariff as between the sections or the 
States of this country, and that factor in her prosperity is always ig- 
nored when the blessings that have come to this country are recounted 
by protection orators. Over this great extent of country, from ocean 
to ocean and from lake to gulf, absolute free trade has reigned for a 
hundred years, and there is no custom-house barrier between the com- 
mercial intercourse of the people of this country. There has been a 
grand experiment in an economic theory carried on under the eyes of 
all who are intelligent enough to observe it; and it bas vindicated the 
theory that the absence of commercial restriction is a blessing and not 
a cnrse, as the gentlemen on the other side of that aisle are so fond of 
maintaining that it is. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam somewhat familiar with the people who have 
gone from the East over the Rocky Mountains and why they went. I 
have not in all my experience found a man who left a particular pur- 
suit in the East and went into the same pursuit on the Pacific coast or 
the West at lower wages. Those men did not do that. They went 
into something else because they had something else to do. 

What I can not account for is, if the wages in a cotton-mill or any 
other mill in England are higher than they are here, why a man should 
leave high wages and come here and pay high prices for the necessaries 
of life and get lower wages. Emigrants from the East went to the 
Pacific coast and they got higher wages; they had a better field, and 
if they went into the same employment they got higher wages. 

I believe that is the case with this emigration that comes from Eu- 


rope. I think there is nothing better settled than that they come here 
because wages are better, and because they can support their families 
better; and they never go back. There is no exodusfrom this country 
and will not be any as long as our resources last and we are Americans 


enough to protect them for our people. 
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Mr. GRAY. I agree with the Senator from Nevada; he has stated 
the point very eloquently, and with greater knowledge than I can pre- 
tend to have, because he has an experience of his own. That is the 
very reason why I su he went West, and he has improved the 
0 unities. He left the State of New York, which I believe had the 
honor of being his native State, and went west of the Rocky Mount- 
sins for his benefit and for the great good of the country to which he 

ted, I have no doubt, but he went there because of the oppor- 
tunities that the ee soil of the unoccupied territory of that great 
ion presented to the enterprising youth of the date of his emigra- 
tion; and that is just what brings the emigrant across 3,000 miles of 
ocean instead of crossing 3,000 miles of mountain, prairie, and upland. 
It is the same motive; it is the desire for the improvement of the con- 
dition of the individual in each case, and in each case the same motive 
operates. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not understand how a man receiving lower 
wages and paying higher prices for all the supplies he buys can im- 
prove his condition. If he gets less for his labor and has to pay more 
for what he eats, how is his condition improved? 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Nevada seems to be driven to mis- 
represent me, not intentionally of course, in order to support his argu- 
ment, I never said the immigrant left higher wages to come here. I 
said distinctly that he came here where wages in most cases were higher 
than they were there. I was speaking of one industry, the cotton in- 
dustry, one of the most highly protected industries that we have in 
this country, in which it appears by the statistics to which I referred, 
official in both cases, that the wages in this raunin, highly protected 
as that industry is, are not higher than they are in England. That 
one industry I was talking about in reply to the Senator from Rhode 
Island who was speaking of that particular industry. We have wan- 
dered a deal from the point, it is true, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I yielded some time ago to a question from the 
Senator from Delaware, 

Mr. GRAY. I beg the Senator’s on. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator is through with that question I 
should like to ask him one. 

Mr.GRAY. Iam very sorry; I did forget myself, and I was inter- 
rupted by other Senators. 

Err. ALDRICH. I should like to ask the Senator from Delaware or 
the Senator from Kentucky for their individual opinion upon the ques- 
tion whether fine manufactures of cotton goods can be produced in the 
United States as cheaply as they can in England, or France, or Bel- 
gium, or I will ask the same question as to woolens. 

Mr. CARLISLE rose. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Kentucky think they can? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will you allow me ta answer? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr, CARLISLE. I may want to say another word in addition to the 
answer, and propound a question to the Senator from Rhode Island, also. 

Mr. ALDRICH. All right. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iam not prepared to say whether under any cir- 
cumstances likely to occur fine cotton goods can be produced as cheaply 
in this country as in Great Britain. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator before he gets through will give 
us a reason. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Isay Iam not prepared to say — 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator says he is not prepared to say that 
they can be. I should like to have him express his reasons for the 
doubt. : 

Mr. CARLISLE. I said that I was not prepared to say whether fine 
cotton goods, under any circumstances likely to dccur, could be produced 
as cheaply in this country as in Great Britain. 

Now, the Senator asks me for the reason why I make this statement. 
It may be that the English have an advantage of us in regard to labor. 
That is possible. It is absolutely certain that they have a great ad- 
vantage of us in the cost of their machinery, their buildings, and their 
plant generally; and that they have the advantage of us also in the ex- 
tent of their experience in the manufacture of these goods. What effect 
the difference in the mere rate of may have, if any, upon this 
question, of course I am not able at this moment to show or undertake 
to Climate has some influence upon the question also. 

But I want to say to the Senator from Rhode Island that one ot the 
arguments constantly made here in favor of the imposition and main- 
tenace of high rates of duty upon these articles is that the effect will 
be ultimately to enable our manufacturers to produce them as cheaply 
as they can be produced abroad. Now, if the torsays that we can 
et peat these cotton as cheaply here at any time as they are 
produced abroad, I want him to tell the Senate why it isthat he wants 
u high rate of duty upon them. 

The sole argument made is that ultimately, while the price may be 
inereased for a little while, the people of this country will, under the 
operation of the protective system, get their goods as cheaply as they 
can be got abroad, and yet there is a proposition in this bill largely to 
increase the duties upon these finer of cotton goods, laces, etc., 
and we are told at the same time that we can not under any circum- 
stances produce them as cheaply as they are produced a 

While I am up I desire to as 


the Senator another question in the 
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line of the argument he made a moment ago. Ile says if we allow im- 
ported goods to come into this country free of duty, or with very low 
rates of duty, it must reduce the wages of our labor. Then I ask thé 
Senator why it is that they have put into this bill a provision, which 
has been frequently referred to, under which our manufacturers may 
import certain articles from abroad and receive a drawback of 99 per 
cent. when they Le ae their foods, which is equivalent to free trade 
2 those articles, and whether that reduces the rates of wages of our la- 
rers? 

In other words, the American Screw Company, located in the Sen- 
ator’s State, is, according toits own confession, importing the very iron 
out of which it makes the screws for sale to the American people and 
abroad, and receiving a drawback equal now to 90 per cent. and under 
this bill to 99 per cent. of the duties paid, which is substantially free 
trade in that iron. Does the Senator think that has a tendency to 
reduce the wages of the laborers in this country who are making that 
7 k dron, and if he thinks so, why does be put that provision in 
the ? 

Why is he willing to reduce the wages of American laborers who are 
engaged in producing the steel which is to beimported by some of our 
manufacturers and used in their factories, and the iron which is im- 
ported by the American Screw Company and used in the manufacture 
of screws, and why is he willing to allow certain gentlemen who haye 
the capital and are able to doso, as this bill provides in one of its sections, 
to erect great manufacturing establishments here for the smelting and 
refining of foreign ores to be imported free of duty? They are to be 
allowed under this bill to doa thing which has never been permitted 
before in this country, to import foreign ores of all kinds, smelt and 
refine them in their own warehouses, without paying a cent of duty 
when they take them through the custom-house, and sell their goods 
without paying any duty, and are not required even to export the prod- 
uct of these imported ores, but only to export an equal amount of prod- 
ucts made from any ores whatever, either foreign or domestic, 

Under that provision a man can carry on an establishment in New 
York or New Jersey or Rhode Island and import all the ores he pleases 
from foreign countries, copper and lead, and everything else that is to 
be smelted and refined here, and get them free of duty simply by ex- 
porting a product equal to the product which might have been made 
out of these imported ores, although his exported product was made 
from domestic ores. , 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky yield 
to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Right there I want to ask, before the Senator in- 
terrupts me, whether, in his opinion, this importation of these articles 
free of duty reduces the wages of American laborers engaged in pro- 
ducing the same articles here, 

Mr, ALDRICH. I understood that the Senator was answering my 
question. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I did answer the Senator’s question to the best 
of my ability. Isaid I was not able to say whether cotton could be 
manufactured here as cheaply as it could abroad or not; but I said it 
the Senator was correct in the statement that it could not be, then the 
foundation of his adyocacy of a high rate of duty upon cotton is gone. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator admits that the finer kinds of cotton 


goods can not be manufactured in the United States as cheaply as they 


can in competing countries abroad. He gives two or three reasons for 
this opinion which will not, I think, bear analysis. 

Tn the first place, he says we have not theexperience. We have not, 
it is true, the length of experience which Great Britain has, because 
she commenced the manufacture of cotton goods several years before we 
did, and we never shall be able to overtake Great Britain in the mat- 
ter of seniority of years. But to say that American manufacturers have 
not as great skill, have not ample capital, have not every facility ex- 
cept cheap labor, for the manufacture of cotton goods in the United 
States that their competitors have in Great Britain, is to say that which 
is not borne out by the facts. 

The Senator also alludes to the fact that there may be climatic advan- 
tages in Great Britain. Ido not think that any cotton manufacturer 
would advise him that there are any climatic conditions in Great Brit. 
ain that would insure the cheaper manufacture of cotton goods in that 
country. That is certainly an exploded idea. 

Then what is it that makes the cost of goods greater here? The Sen- 
ator says that the cost of the plant is more; that the cost of machinery 
is greater. How does it happen that it costs more to build a mill here? 
How does it happen that lumber, iron, and everything else which goes 
into the construction of the plant costs more in this country? It is be- 
cause we pay higher wages to labor in the mine, in the machine-shop, 
and in every successive process. It is the greater cost of labor which 
makes this element of the cost of manufactured goods greater here than 
it is in Great Britain. 

If it is conceded by the Senator that these goods can not be made 
here as cheaply as they can be abroad, he surrenders his whole case, it 
seems to me. 

Senators ask why we wish to impose protective duties, Protective 
duties are levied in the first instance, as in the case of fine manufact- 
ures of cotton, to enable our manufacturers to pay equal wages in that 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


9009 


industry with those that are paid in others, and to allow the industry to 
be established and maintained here. The secondary effect of the duty 
is to promote domestic competition, to encourage Americas inventors 
and workmen to improve the processes by which the articles are manu- 
factured, and by increasing the product of the world to reduce the 
general level of prices. ; 

If, alter that is done, and the industry is fully established in the Uni- 
ted States, it shall appear that, owing to the greater cost of labor here, 
in that or in collateral industries, as, for instance, in the manufacture 
of machinery, or in the production of any of the articles which go 
into building material, it is still necessary to maintain a protective 
duty, I am in favor of its maintenance so long as the difference exists, 
and to the extent of equalizing conditions between this and competing 
countries. 

Mr. VEST. Ifthe Senator from Rhode Island had confined his in- 
crease of duties in this bill to the proposition which he has last laid 
down, there would be less difficulty in regard to the action of Senators 
upon this side of the Chamber; but it isabsolutely beyond any contra- 
diction that the increases in the tariff rates are not based 5 the 
difference between labor in this country and abroad, but go far beyond 


it. 

Now, the contention of the Senator from Rhode Island is that we 
can not manufacture goods as cheaply in this country as they are manu- 
factured abroad on account of the difference in wages. If that be true 
as to the United States compared with England, France, and Germany, 
why is it not true in regard to England and France and Germany ? 
Does the Senator not know, and will he deny, that wages are 50 per 
cent, higher—and I state it moderately—in Great Britain than in either 
France or Germany? And yet Great Britain commands the trade of 
the whole world practically in manufactured goods. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator desire an answer now ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; I will take it now. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I will say that since the adoption of the protective 
policy in Germany there has been a constant increase not only in the 
wages and the earnings of her operatives, but in their condition socially 
and otherwise, and the examinations made by the commission to in- 

uire into the depression of trade in Great Britain, which has been 
Allnded to frequently by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], 
show conclusively that unless conditions are equalized as to rates of 
wages between Germany and Great Britain, that Great Britain will be 
driven from a large portion of the world’s markets. > 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I am talking in presenti, not in futuro. 
It takes the Senator a long time to answer a plain question assumed 
here to be absolutely beyond controversy. 

Mr. FRYE. Then let me put a conundrum to the Senator, if he is 
talking in præsenti. What bas become of the silk industry of Great 
Britain, which was once enormous? 

Mr. VEST. When we talk about the silk industry of Great Britain 
competing with France, when an intelligent man puts that question, 
he might as well ask me why we do not compete with the people of 
Asia in elephants and lions and camelopards and camels which God 
Almighty permits to be raised and grown in that country and not here. 

Mr. FRYE. It was nota great many years ago that Great Britain 
was the equal of France in the silk industry. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; and she lost it from natural causes. 

Mr. FRYE. She lost it because the labor of France and of Belgium 
was cheaper than her labor, and for no other reason. 

Mr. VEST. Why has she not lost her export trade of the whole 
world? I have before me the figures of what England does in manu- 
factured goods with her 50 per cent. higher wages, Here they are, 
from 1883 to 1888. Here is Austria, exported three hundred million 
annually; Belgium, two hundred and seventy million; France, six hun- 
dred and seventy million; Germany, eight hundred and fourteen mill- 
ion; Italy, two hundred and nineteen million; Spain, one hundred and 
forty-three million; and Great Britain, with her higher wages, one bill- 
ion five hundred million. She exports more than France and Germany 
put together. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a question? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator whether 
those were competing goods or not. 

Mr. VEST. I take the exports in the aggregate, all that England 
makes, I take all their exports. I assert here without going to the 
igures what no intelligent man, I undertake to say (and that is a very 
ash proposition), will contradict, that Great Britain to-day is the 
largest manufacturing country in the world and the most successful. 

Mr. HISCOCK, I wanted to know—— 

Mr. VEST. I am answering the proposition of the Senator from 
Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me right there, I want 
to put in a denial of that statement. I say the United States is the 
largest manufacturing nation in the worid, and Great Britain has not 
only lost her supremacy, so far as the United States is concerned, 
but relatively she is fast losing it so far as Germany is concerned. 


XXI——564 


Mr. VEST. Very good. Then I will modify it and say she is the 
largest exporting country in the world. Does the Senator deny that? 

Mr. FRYE. That is entirely different. 

Mr. VEST. Weare talking now about the proposition of the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island that this country can not compete as to the ex- 
port trade with foreign countries on account of the difference in wages 
between foreign labor and American labor, and I say the country that 
pays 50 per cent. more than her neighbors in Europe has practically 
the export trade of the whole world. j 

The Senator now says Great Britain has fallen behind. I want him 
tosee his friend, Mr. Blaine, and talk to him on that subject. Mr, Blaine 
says that Great Britain commands the trade of South America; that it 
goes past our doors right into the British ports, and here we are, the 
neighbors of South America, and he is now denouncing this very bill, No 
matter what Senators may say, he is, in a polite, diplomatic way, de- 
nouncing it; and he says there is not a pound of flour or a barrel of 
pork in the whole thing from one end to the other. 

Great Britain falling behind! Why, Mr. President, the Secretary 
of State can tell you whether she is falling behind. We have this trade 
at our own doors and, notwithstanding our enormous tariff, it is throw- 
ing Senators upon the other side into a spasm of terror for fear that 
they will come and take the home market away from them. The Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island had better sleep on this. Whenever he can tell 
us why Great Britain not only competes successfully, but overmasters 
France and Germany and pays her workmen 50 per cent. higher, he 
can then find an answer to his own proposition asserted here to-day. 

Now, Mr. President, as to this question of wages abroad and at home, 
I have never been abroad, aud I am not prepared to give any personal 
assertion, but I produced heré in debate some years ago, and I will 
hunt it up to-night, the statement of a Mr. Deane—William Deane— 
of Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. I know him. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator knows him. He isan Englishman who 
manufactured in Great Britain, commencing as they do there from the 
very ground floor and going up until he became a manufacturer him- 
self and employed other hands. He then came to the United States 
and became a manufacturer in Delaware, and I have a statement from 
him, farnished at my request to the former Senator from Delaware, 
Mr. Bayard, as to the wages paid in Great Britain in the very same 
pursuits, the very same departments of industry, and those paid in the 
United States, and no such disparity exists as has been paraded here 
to-day. Mr. Deane goes into theevery-day, practical life of a workman, 
takes his house rent, the cost of his elothes, the cost of his food, the 
amount of wages, and puts them all together, and then compares them 
with the wages paid in this country, and itshows no such ty. 

Senators have talked here to-day about the enormous number of 
English workmen who come to this country. It is not true. Some 
of them come here, but if the state of things existed which Senators 
say exists there would not be a workman left in Great Britain; there 
would be an exodus greater than that of the Moors when they were driven 
from Spain. Not one of them would be left; they would rush herein 
order to get these enormous wages which we are told far exceed, treble 
and quadruple, those that are paid abroad. They come here from the 
natural disposition of our race, in the first place, for change;-in the 
second place, for better institutions, for a better chance in the race ot 
life, for better opportunities to their children. They come here be- 
cause they believe that in this country they can accumulate wealth 
much more rapidly, and for many other reasons connected not at all 
with the question of wages. F 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to ask the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri to two statements of statistics which I happen to have 
in my hand in regard to this matter. One isa statement made by the 
present consul at Glasgow, a statement recently furnished the State 
Department, and said to have been prepared under the auspices of the 
British Board of Trade, giving the average wages of the men, women, 
boys, and girls in the United Kingdom in the four branches of industry, 
cotton, woolen, worsted, and linen. Then I have in my hand alsoa 
statement made by Mr. Wadlin, chief of the Massachusetts Bureau of 
Labor Statistics, giving in his last report the average annual wages ot 
men, women, boys, and girls in the United States in those same four 
branches of industry. 

In Great Britain the column reads, as furnished by the consul at 
Glasgow, in the cotton industry, cotton operatives, $179.50. Accord- 
ing to Mr. Wadlin, in the United States it is $329.33. In woolens in 
Great Britain the average annual increase is $165 according to Mr. 
Brown; and according to Mr. Wadlin the average in the United States 
is $364.34. In worsted itis $151 in Great Britain and $361.99 in the 
United States; In linen it is $126 per annum in Great Britain and in 
the United States it is $305, 44. 

The difference between the average wages of the operative in the 
cotton departments is $149.83, or 81 per cent.; in the woolen the differ- 
ence in dollars is $199.34, or a difference of 121 per cent.; in the worsted 
industry the difference in dollars is $210.99, or s difference of 139 per 
cent.; and in the linen industry the difference in dollars is $179.44, or 
a difference of 142 per cent. 

I submit these figures for what they are worth. 
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Mr. VEST. Mr. President, no intelligent man has ever ended to 
say that nominally there was not a difference between wages in 
Europe and in this country, and ot igi between this country and 
England, which is the most favored in Europe, as to the amount of 
wages paid for labor. But I was meeting the proposition of the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island that we could not contend with foreign countries 
in the export trade without lowering wages here, and that the difler- 
ence of labor was the cause of this condition of things. 

Now, I say the fallacy of that proposition is that the Senator ignores 
absolutely the quality of the labor. You may increase nominally the 
wages, but you do not increase the cost of the product, because if the 
workmen to whom you pay $3 a day can produce twice as much of the 
same quality of goods as the man to whom you pay $1.50 a day, every 
Senator will at once make the application and see the fallacy of the 

tion of the Senator from Rhode Island. We have not the dearest 

rin the world, but the cheapest, because it is the most intelligent, 
as the Senator from Kentucky said, and the most productive. That is 
ignored entirely in the proposition laid down upon the other side of the 
Chamber. 


So in the statistics which are given here by the Senator from Oregon, 
we know that this difference not only nominally exists in wages, but 
the question underlying the whole is what labor is legitimate, not as 
to the price paid, but as to the results compared with the price. If 
we are to believe the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS] when he 
was Secretary of State, and the distinguished gentleman from Maine 
when he was Secretary of State during his first administration, the 
American workman is to-day the cheapest workman on the -face of the 
earth. Those distinguished officials proved it, and I can produce it 
here, by the reports of their consuls, who were Republican consuls, 

Mr. GRAY. Ifthe Senator from Missouri will allow me, I have it 


here. 
Mr. VEST. Very just read it, It is powerful good reading. 
Mr. GRAY. Mr. ine, when Secretary of State, used this lan- 
(and it has been very often quoted, as the Senator from Missouri 
ust said): 
Undoubtedly the inequalities in the wages of English and American operatives 
are more than equalized by the greater efliciency of the latter and their longer 
ours of labor. If this should prove to be a fact in practice, as it seems to be 
ven from official statistics, it would be a very important element. in thees- 
ent of our ability to compete with England for our share of the cotton- 
goods trade of the world. a 
And while.I am reading, I shall also read what Mr. Frelinghuysen, 
the Secretary of State who succeeded him, said: 


Your readers will gather from the figures given in the foregoing: table of costs 
that. in the matter of wages, America is as cheap as England. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to have 
an extract read, as he is yielding for that purpose? It is from an Eng- 
lish authority, 

Mr. VEST. Very well. 

Mr. CARLISLE. What is the document? 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. J. S. Jeans. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the extract, 
if there be no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


On the contrary, there is abundant ess of the fact that in this respect Eng- 
land continues facile princeps. The efficiency of English factory labor continues 
to remain, as it has ever been, 8 This attribute is established by 
many conclusive evidences, * * In the United States, which, after the 
United Kingdom, is now the greatest cotton manufacturing country in the 
world, the increase in the number of spindles peroperative has been practically 
the same in amount as in the United Kingdom; but the ave productiveness 
of the cotton operatives of the United Kingdom, as exp in the number of 
spindles used per employé, is 47 per cent. greater than the same class of workers 
in America. 9 operations, moreover, English operatives turn out more 
work per employé than those of any other country, whether measured by the 
number of spindles which they tend or by the quantity of yarn they spin. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Rhode Island indorse that? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Lask the Secretary to send me back the book, 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator indorse that statement? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me 

Mr. REAGAN. What book is that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me I will give him my 
views on that point, 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senator if he indorses that statement? 

Mr. ALDRICH: 

This view of the relative efficiency of labor in the two countries is not shared 
by intelligent observers in the United States. 

Mr. VEST. Oh! < 
Mr. ALDRICH: 

It is undoubtedly true that American workingmen and mechanics have 
greater intelligence, activity, and enterprise, and that these qualities more than 
offset the advantages of association, surroundings, and the inherited skill of 
generations which the operatives of Great Britain possess, But it is also 
even with this superior activity and intelligence, and all the other indus 
advantages which we may possess, that the cost to the American manufacturer 
of accomplishing certain equivalent results—say of producing similar yards of 
cotton or woolen, or pounds of iron—is much than to his fi com- 
petitor, owing to the much greater cost here of labor or services in uction. 


Mr. CARLISLE, What is the Senator reading? 
Mr. VEST. What paper is that? 


Mr, ALDRICH. It is from the report of the Committee on Finance 
submitted with the bill two years ago. N 


Mr. VEST. Oh, the Senator is reading from himself. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator asked me for my views, and I read 
this extra from the report to show what my views are. 

Mr. VEST. To ask us to take theopinionof the Senator from Rhode 


Island is a little too heavy, even for politics! [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALDRICH. I had an extract read from a work called the Su- 
premacy of England, by Mr. Jeans, and the Senator from Missouri asked 
me for my opinion on that extract, and I was ing to give it. 

Mr. VEST. I understood the Senator from Rhode Island to state that 
he would give a quotation from a British authority, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did. 2 

Mr. VEST. Very good; and then the Senator goes on and reads his 
his own deductions. I asked him if he indorsed it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator asked me my opinion, and I proceeded 
to give it by reading an extract from the re 

Mr. VEST. But I ask the Senator if he indorses the opinion of this 
Englishman, and he will not say he does. The difference between him 
and me is that I indorse my witnesses and he does not indorse his. I 
indorsed the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS] when he was Sec- 
retary of State, and Sec:etary Blaine, and Secretary Frelinghuysen. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senators on the other side of this Chamber 
indorse Mr. Blaine and Mr. EVARTS whenever it answers their purpose 
to indorse them. . 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But that is very rarely. 

Mr. VEST. Of course, Mr. President 

Mr. ALDRICH. One or two observations are cited here from those 
gentlemen, but the arguments and the teachings of a whole lifetime are 
ignored by Senators on the other side. If they would listen oftener to 
the Senator from New York and to the Secretary of State upon this 
question of protection they certainly would have more knowledge and 
more wisdom. 

Mr. VEST. The most valuable testimony in the world is that which 
is extorted from an unwilling witness, Any lawyer who does not know 
that his case is gained when he can make an adversary admit that he 
is right ought to be taken away from the bar and never permitted to 
see a court-house again. I bring testimony here from the head of the 
protection authorities and then the Senator says, logically I ought to 
follow him amidst.all the morass and swamp of protection where, in 
my judgment, no man ought to be found unless he wants to rnin this 
country. Am I not permitted to take whata foreign consul saysunder 
a Republican Administration? Am I compelled, because I accept testi- 
mony which was brought before the people of the United States by the 
Secretary of State, derived from the channels of that Department in 
foreign lands, to accept the political conclusions of the head of that 
Department? Why, Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island is 
rattled in this debate; he has lost his usual coolness, and he is now 
floundering and trying to bring about conclusions that are absolutely 
ridiculous upon the face ef them. 

I go back to the proposition and the Senator from Rhode Island can 
not answer it. If his proposition beright, that this country on account 
of the disparity of wages paid in the United States and abroad is pre- 
vented from competing successfully with foreign countries, I want to 
know why that same thing does not apply to Great Britain as com- 
pared to France and Germany and theother nations of Europe, it being 
admitted that Great Britain pays 50 per cent. at least more wages to 
her operatives than those other countries can possibly do or ever have 
done. If the argument be good here, it is good there. 

I will tell the Senator why I believe Great Britain commands the 
trade of the world in manufactured goods. It is because of the superi- 
ority of the English workman to the French aud the German work- 
man, and because when you pay an Englishman one-half more for a 
day’s work you make by it, because you receive more than one-halfin 
excess by reason of his superior intelligence and skill. 

Then Great Britain besides that has free trade. In this country we 
have superiority in intelligence as to our workmen, but we are handi- 
capped as to our commercial relations abroad by the high protective 
tarit which is enacted, as is openly avowed now by the leaders of the 
Republican party, to exclude every foreign product that comes in com- 
petition with the products of the United States, The disguise has all 
been thrown away in the last platform of the Republican party. I re- 
member very well when my gallant friend from Maine [Mr. FEREYE] 
first made that declaration openly upon the floor of the Senate. I had 
never heard it before from one of the Republican leaders, when he 
stood in that aisle and in his impetuous and emphatic way declared 
that he would favor protection if this country did not need one dollar 
of revenue. I thought then that it was arash statement; no other 
man upon that side of the Chamber dared to make it. But the Senator 
from Maine was simply a little ahead of his party, because in their last 
platform, made by the author of this bill which we are now discussing, 
they tore off the mask and flung it out of doors and told the world, 
We are for excluding every product from abroad that comes in com- 
petition with the products of the United States.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri has asked me a ques- 
tion which I have heard before from that side of the Chamber, stated, 
as now, in a manner which led me to suppose that it was accompained 
by a belief that the suggestion was one which could not be answered. 
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The question is this: How does it happen that the manufacturers of 
Great Britain, paying higher wages for labor than those of Germany 
or France, are able in competition to hold the markets of the world 
in manufactured goods? 

Now, Iwill give the Senator briefly a partial answer to that question, 
and state some of the reasons why Great Britain has been able to main- 
tain to the extent which she has her position as a manulacturing nation. 

In the first place, she has anrivaled experience. She has held a 
portion of industrial supremacy for generations. She has through 

er colonial possessions a natural market of enormous proportions. She 
has, what is far more important to her than this experience or capital, 
the natural aptitude of her people as a manufacturing nation. They 
belong to the same race with us, and through generations and centuries 
they have been educated in this work. 

The people of Great Britain and the United States are natural com- 
petitors, belonging to the same race. The people of Germany have 
not been successful manufacturers until recently. Thanks now to the 
adoption of a protective policy in that country, and thanks to very 
much cheaper labor, comparatively, than that of Great Britain, she is 
entering upon a race with Great Britain which can have but one re- 
sult, unless wages are equalized and other conditions are equalized 
between those two countries. 

There is not a manufacturer in the United States who will not tell 

‘ou that the greatest competition which he receives to-day is not from 
English manufacturers, but is from German manufacturers, In the 
articles included in every one of the items which we have been discuss- 
ing upon this bill for the past four or five days the competition does not 
come from England; it comes from Germany. 

The Germans are being educated in manufacturing; and whenever 
their workmen are equal to the workmen of Great Britain, then, if 
wages remain as they are now, the day of England’s supremacy is over, 
her manufacturing industries are doomed to extinction. 

Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator from Rhode Island will permit me, 
I would call his attention to the fact that about two years ago the Lon- 
don Telegraph had a special series of articles running in its columns 
for weeks on the causes of German competition overcoming English 
trade throughout the world. They attributed it to the superiorinstruc- 
tion and learning of the Germans in their schools, to the greater at- 
tention they paid in the way they prepared their goods, to the char- 
acter of the men who were sent for salesmen to the various countries, 
and in every way they complained of how the Germans were over- 
coming them, and devising how they could meet them best. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is only another illustration of my meaning in 
this matter. Another is the question of sugar refining. How does it 
happen that the English refiners are driven out of the business by the 
Germans? 

Mr. CARLISLE. By the German export bounty on refined sugar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator mean to say that thatis the only 
reason ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. It certainly is the controlling reason, because under 
that the English consumer of sugar can getsugarcheaper than he could 
possibly get it if refined in his own country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What remedy would the Senator apply to a con- 
dition of affairs like that? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I would not apply any remedy if I were an En- 
glish subject and wanted cheap sugar. I would let the German people 
pay this bounty in order that I might have cheap sugar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Theargumentof the Senator from Kentucky would 
be a good one if it did not happen to be the fact, as lam informed, that 
the export bounty paid by Germany is substantially the same upon raw 
sugar as it is upon refined, and there is not much discrimination be- 
tween the bounties paid in one case and in the other; so that the English 
refiner stands in as good a position as to German sugar as he does in re- 
gard to any of the other sugars in the world. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Both France and Germany pay an export bounty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But they pay an export bounty not only upon re- 
fined sugars, but upon raw sugars. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The German Government imposes an excise tax 
upon beets, in the first place, from which sugar is made. It then im- 
poses an excise or consumption tax, as it is called, upon the sugar with- 
drawn from the refinersand consumedin Germany, and it paysa bounty 
upon the remainder, which is sent to England and other countries and 
consumed by them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Germans pay substantially the same 
bounty upon raw sugar that they pay upon refined, 

Mr. CARLISLE. They do not. The Senator must understand that 
under the German law and under the French law, too, a calculation is 
made as to what amount of refined sugar can be made from a given 
amount of beets, and the bounty is paid accordingly. Of courseif the 
sugar is not refined the calculation can not be applied to it at all. Our 
Government grants a drawback upon refined sugar exported, and the 
‘Treasury Department makes regulations based upon the number of 
pounds of refined sugar that can be made out of somany pounds of raw 

sugar, and then allows the drawback when the TRA! sugar is ex- 
ported. : 


We allow nodrawback upon rawsugar. You could make no calcu- 
lation on it, neither can they in Germany or France. They estimate, 
as I said before, that so many pounds of beets will make so many 
pounds of sugar, and then they allow the exporter and refiner so much, 
based upon a supposition that he has consumed so much of these beets 
in refining his sugar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator mean to say that the Germans 
do not pay practically the same bounty upon raw sugars, upon 
below No. 13 or 16 or whatever the number is? Their bounty is paid 
upon polarization and the color has nothing to do with it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Therefore I repeat, for the third time, that the 
English refiners stand in exactly the same position with regard to Ger- 
man sugar as they do with regard to any other sugar in the world. 

Mr. CARLISLE. So far from that being the case, English refiners, 
and for that matter many other people in England, are now agitating 
the question of getting the governments in Europe to abolish their 
whole bounty system, because they say it is ruinous to them. That 
is one of the questions whichis now agitating the public mind in Eng- 
land. Theadvocates of what is called fair trade want all these bounties 
abolished, so that the English refiner may have a fair opportunity to 
carry on his business upon an equality with the refiners of Germany 
and France, while the Cobden Club and that school of political econo - 
mists are opposing it upon the ground, which is the true ground, too, 
that the English consumer gets the benefit of this tax that Germany 
imposes upon her own people. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator must see that that is aside from 
the point I am pressing upon him, that they pay substantially the 
same bounty with regard to sugar whether it is refined or not. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have already said that as far as I know they do 
not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Has the Senator any knowledge on the subject? 

x 2 3 If the Senator shows that they do, of course that 
is se 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator say upon what he understands the 
bounty to be paid? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Upon refined sugar, paid as I have said, on a cal- 
culation that so many pounds of refined sugar can be made out of so 
many pounds of beets, and they return to the exporter the excise tax 
which is imposed upon the beets, which is raw material, and give him 
a small bounty besides for exporting his product. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri read to 
us the figures of the gross exports from Great Britain, as if it were 
something extraordinary to the credit and glory of that little empire. 
If they can not do anything else with their goods than to carry them 
off into other quarters of the globe it is a very nice thing, and in fact 
she must do it, for she has nobody to usethem at home. ‘That is the 
difficulty with her. 

Now, Great Britain has 12.4 per cent., or had about nine years ago, 
for the comparison will answer just as well upon Great Britain and the 
United States about nine years ago—she had then about 34,000,000 
people and 12,4 per cent. in agriculture, which gave her about three 
and a half million people not producing manufactured goods and cus- 
tomers at home—only a very small part of the population, for she 
had at that time 57 per cent. in industrial pursuits. Of course it was 
impossible that the three and a half millions in other pursuits, or per- 
haps now the three or four millions in other pursuits, in the consum- 
ing classes, could use the total of her industrial production. 

Now, the United States, in about those days, thatis in the census of 
1880, had 44 percent. engaged in agriculture, consumers of manufactured 
goods, We had nearly 20,000,000 people who weresimply customers of 
the manufacturers. We had a home market to the extent of 20,000,- 
000 people, and if yousupposed that they consumeonly so small asum as 
$50 apiece on an average of all kinds of manufactures, that makes a 
thousand millions which, if we were in the condition of Great Britain, 
we should have to export. But we have them at home here to consume 
these things, and we are increasing at the rate of 15,000,000in a dec- 
ade, that is, the last decade nearly, and it will be about from 18,000,- 
000 to 19,000,000 the next decade. 

Ourmanufactures must go to supply 18,000,000 more of people within 
the next ten years, and only just to keep up with what they do now in 
proportion. We have annexed, if I may use the word annexed,“ in 
ten years a population equal to the population of Spain, while Great 
Britain, to finda new market to thatextent, would have had to annex or in 
Some other way control some other nation somewhere around the globe. 

As to Great Britain I might use the phrase, except that some one 
would criticise it and turn it overand over, it is Great Britain’s misfort- 
une that she has to send out of her limits so large an amount of her 
products, and she would be immensely delighted to change the ratio 
as to her people. Is not that perfectly evident? 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senatorfrom Connecticut allow me? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 


Mr. GRAY. The new school of political economy, which he will 
pardon me if I say he seems to be founding, as explained by him the 
other day, made it the desirable thing in this country to so increase 
the population that the ratio between the farming classes and the manu- 
facturing classes should not be so great as it is now on the side of the 
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farmer, and that the period of beatitude to which we were looking for- 
ward was when there should be more manufacturers and fewer farmers, 
so that the condition which he describes Great Britain to be in to-day 
is perhaps a little exaggeration, but only an exaggeration of the thing 
that he holds out as the thing to be desired in the United States. I 
may have misunderstood the Senator, 
Mr. HAWLEY. What a misunderstanding of what I said! 

Mr. GRAY. Perhaps so. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Great Britain has 12 per cent. in agriculture and 
we have 44 per cent. in agriculture. 

Mr. GRAY. But you stated how many in agriculture as compared 


with England. À 
Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator should have understood me to mean 
to make the proportion. 


Mr. GRAY. Isay in proportion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And the proportion could be readjusted by in- 
creasing the number of industrial pursuits without disturbing the 
other. I do not care how the adjustment is made; it is perfectly evi- 
dent that we can easily produce more by agriculture than we need for 
ourselves. It is perfectly evident that Great Britain can not produce 


° sence’ for herself by 50 per cent., and has to beg and buy around the 


world to feed herself from day to day. Now, she is worse off than we 
are a great deal. We do not yet manufacture enough for ourselves 
quite, but she can not by half feed herself. Each country would be 
glad to make a little readjustment. Ours would be slight, and we are 
working for it with a protective tariff. ai 

Great Britain can not do it by a protective tariff, or any system of 
tariffs or taxation, to save her life; but, as I have said before and it is 
perfectly obvious, if by any effort of her own she could cause it to come 
to pass, and upon the following morning she would wake up and find 
room enough for fifteen million of people engaged in agriculture, or 
twelve million, or ten million in another fertile island by her side, she 
would call her people up at night, and they would light bonfires and 
ring bells and turn out her armies and navies to do it, and thank God 
for it; and she would change her free-trade theories, modify them, and 
say that she did right. She can not be anything else but a free-trade 
country; and we, unless we blindly follow her and plunder somebody 
and go abroad, can be nothing but a protective country. 

The circumstances of the two nations are radically different, and 
there is no cast-iron theory, no moral duty, no malum in se in this mat- 
ter, either in protection or free trade. It is the duty of each country to 
adopt that which is best for itself. 

Now, I want to say a word or two about the matter of wages. I did 
not sup anybody here would deny that wages are higher in the 
United States than in any other part of the world. 

Mr. GRAY. I have not heard anybody deny it over here. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I thought you did, You said yourself that the 
cotton operative had $251 a year in Eugland and but $240 here. 

Mr. GRAY. I was speaking about one special industry, at the same 
time saying that the average wages in this country in all industrial 
pursuits was very much higher than in Europe. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The general effect of the argument on that side 
has been to show that prices were practically equal, as I understood 
their last hour’s talk. Now, I know that the American operative pays 
more for some things. He gets a higher price. The English argu- 
ment, which of course is the Democratic argument, is that it costs the 
American operative enough more to live to make up the difference in 
the way of house rent and food and clothing. The Englishman’s 
tables that I hold in my hand show that the American is paid less by 
7d. a day as against 9d. a day in Great Britain, taking all items into 
the account. They charge us with paying more house rent, they say 
because of our more expensive labor. 

It is for another reason, that the American operative will not live in 
the dens that are commen to the workmen of Great Britain. He can 
not be made to live there. It costs him a little more for clothing, but 
there is, except in Sunday clothing—a difference in price of $10 or $15 
suits—no practical difference between the two countries; but the 
American will have more of many luxuries and conveniences. He has 
been brought up to it; he demands it. They put it down as our mis- 
fortune that our men have to pay more house rent. It is their glory 
that they want better houses and will have them. 

Now, of course, paying our workmen more, largely more, we have 
got to get it back in some way to be on an equality. 

We get it back partly by the fact that we are more ingenious and 
better educated, and, as the English statisticians and economists say, 
man by man we produce more than any people in the world, We 
lave bred that sort of people here, and it is not all in spite of hostile 
protective laws. Something is due to the institutions of the country 
that we have made more effective and more ingenious people and work 
more hours in the day and do morein the hours that we do work; but 
we can not make up the difference, we can not compensate for the dis- 
parity between the wages of working people of the two countries, ex- 
cept in some limited cases; but we compensate ourselves partly for it 
by our protective system. : 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. President, yesterday and also the day 
before, I think, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vor] introduced a 


New York advertising sheet, giving prices of various farming imple- 
ments manufactured in my own State, and also produced a copy or the 
same publication published in Spanish in the New York edition. The 
photographs of the implements with the prices were given, and the 
same were given in the Spanish publication. x 

The point to which the Senator called attention was that for the 
identical implement, the same number and size, the price in the Span- 
ish publication was just one-half what it was in the New York publi- 
cation. I was very much surprised at first at that, because I knew 
this Ann Arbor Manufacturing Company, and while they are good busi- 
ness men and doing a good business I was surprised to learn that they 
were making fully 100 per cent. upon the manufactured articles sold 
in this country. 

I could not understand it. I, upon reflection, became entirely satis- 
fied of what I find is the fact, that the New York publication is a gen- 
eral advertising paper for circulation in this country, advertising va- 
rious manufactured articles and giving the retail prices. Now, when 
that document is sent to a wholesale dealer in this country he gets it 
with the price at which he expects his customer to purchase that arti- 
cle, the price of the article at retail. I have had occasion to know 
about this from my own experience. A price-list is sent to him in 
this case, I have no doubt, giving 50 per cent. discount from the prices 
stated in the advertising sheet, which is intended to cover the freight 
and the profit of the dealer. He sells to his customer. 

The Spanish publication gives the identical article together with 
the net wholesale price to the wholesale dealer. The Michigan adver- 
tiser did not expect to reach the consumerin South America, but sent 
his circulars to the wholesale dealers in agricultural implements, and 
so gave them the net wholesale price. 

I say I concluded that was the fact, but I did not like to make the 
statement without its being supported, and I took the pains to tele- 
graph these parties to ascertain what were the facts in the case. I will 
read a copy of the telegram I sent: 


ANS Annor AGricuLttraL COMPANY, 
Ann Arbor, Mich.: 


Does your discount from prices published in American Mail and Export Jour- 
nal make prices to home wholesale dealers the same as the net prices published 


in Spanish journals? Answer paid for. 
F. B. STOCKBRIDGE, 


To that dispatch I received this reply: 

ANN Arpor, MICH., August 22, 1890, 
Hon. F. B. STOCKBRIDGE, Washington: 

Prices to wholesale dealers in this country are the same as to foreign whole- 
sale dealers, with boxing and New York delivery added, 

$ ANN ARBOR AGRICULTURAL COMPANY. 

This advertisement of the Ann Arbor Agricultural Company was the 
only one which was specifically alluded to by the Senator. There are 
to my certain knowledge other manufacturing concerns in this country 
who export largely. I know from my own knowledge that the Stude- 
baker Manufacturing Company, of South Bend, Ind., export wagons 
and carriages quite largely; and although no case was made against 
them for selling to foreigners at half price, I telegraphed to them ask- 
ing them the question as to their prices, I have a copy of my dispatch 
to them, which perhaps I had better read: 

STUDEBAKER BROS., South Bend, Ind.: 

Are your prices the same to American and foreign customers? 

F. B. STOCKBRIDGE, 

To that dispatch I received the following reply: 

-~ Sourn BEND, IX b., August 21, 1890, 
Hon. F. B. STOCKBRIDGE, Washington: 

We have never made a distinction in price in favor of a foreign market; all 

reports to the contrary are absolutely untrue. k 
f 5 Bros. MANUFACTURING COMPANY, 
Per C. S. 

I also knew of another Indiana concern, well known to the Senators 
from that State, who export their product very largely. Lallude to the 
Oliver Chilled Plow Company. I telegraphed them also the following: 

Wasuiseton, D. C., August 20, 1890, 
OLIVER CHILLED PLOW Company, South Bend, Ind.: 
Do you make lower prices to foreign than to American wholesale dealers? 
F. B. STOCKBRIDGE, 
Their reply I will read: 


Hon. F. B. STOCKBRIDGE, Washington: 


Wedo not make lower prices to foreign than to American wholesale dealers, 
Are prepared to prove that all such reports are false, 
OLIVER CHILLED PLOW WORKS. 


Now, Mr. President, the mistake which the Senator from Missouri 
fell into was a very natural one. He is not a manufacturer, he is not 
a merchant. He does not understand how, and no one else could be 
chargeable with understanding precisely how these trade journals man- 
age those affairs. As I stated at the commencement of my remarks, 
the New York journal is a general advertising journal, which is ex- 
pected to reach the purchasers of those articles. As to whether itis the 
best way to do it or not, I have nothing to say; but the prices given 
there are supposed to be the prices the retail dealer will charge, AsI 
said before, a discount list usually accompanies those documents when 
sent to a wholesale dealer, giving a discount which will allow for him 


Sourn BEND, Ixp., August 21, 1890, 
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a profit. The other was the net price. If we had the discount list of 
the Aun Arbor Company we no doubt should find, in order to make 
their telegram consistent with the facts, that the discount offered to an 
American wholesale dealer on that list was 50 percent. That puts the 
price in the Spanish circular to the wholesale Southern dealer there on 
a par with the price to the home dealer, which is no doubt the fact. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, there is just one little trouble about the 
explanation of the Senator from Michigan, It does not appear pos- 
sibly to be very large upon the first presentment, but the more it is 
considered the more serious it becomes. The dispatch which he re- 
ceived from the Ann Arbor company states simply, as I have under- 
stood it, that they charge the same prices to the wholesale dealers in 
the United States and abroad. Now, the question that is presented 
as between these advertisements is whether the Spanish edition con- 
tains the wholesale price and the American edition contains the retail 
price. That is the whole of it. 

Here are the two advertisements. Nothing is said upon their face 
to indicate in either case that the price is wholesale or retail; and there 
is nothing in that dispatch which goes to show that their advertise- 
ment in the American edition is the wholesale price. The Senator 
from Michigan assumes withont any information from these gentlemen 
at all that the American advertisement, which is identical with the 
foreign advertisement, represents the price to the wholesale dealers. 
He might just as well assume that the American edition represents the 
price to the wholesale consumer and the Spanish edition to the retailer 
as.to assume the opposite proposition. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Will the Senator excuse me for interrupting 
him? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I think the fact as to importation is a little 
different from that statement by the Senator from Missouri. I know 
of my own knowledge that the prices in the American journal are the 
retail prices. Now, I have the telegram of the Ann Arbor Manufact- 
uring Company stating that they do not make a less price to the for- 
eign wholesale dealer than to the American dealer; and if this dispatch 
is true, it must follow that my claim that the price given in the New 
York publication is the retail price must be true, 

Mr. VEST. Then, even granting that the facts are as stated by the 
Senator from Michigan, it discloses this state of case, that these manu- 
facturers are charging the wholesale dealer exactly twice what they are 
charging the foreigner. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Oh, I beg pardon. 

Mr. VEST. Why not? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. If the Senator will pardon me 

Mr. VEST. Why not? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. That price in the American journal is not 
the price charged to the wholesale dealer; it is a general advertising 
publication to the consumer, For instance, a retail merchant in Mis- 
souri makes a purchase of the Ann Arbor Manufacturing Company. 
The Ann Arbor Manufacturing Company would be apt to send him 50 
or 100 copies of that publication to circulate among his customers, and 
for the retail purchaser the retail price is given, When those goods 
are sold to the wholesale dealer they are billed at that price, but there 
is a 50 per cent. discount given to the wholesale dealer allowing for 
the freight, handling, and profit. 

Mr. VEST. Now, let us understand each other. Do I understand 
the Senator from Michigan to say that that advertisement in the Ameri- 
can edition here, the American Mail and Export Journal, is the price 
charged to the American consumer? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. That is the price which the retailer is sup- 
posed to sell at, 

Mr. VEST. Supposed to sell at? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. He can sell for less if he chooses, but that is 
the regular price. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator’s pardon; this is the price fixed by 
the manufacturer or somebody, and I am trying to get at who it is. 
Here is the Ann Arbor Agricultural Company with these different agri- 
cultural implements and the price is fixed of each one. For whom is 
that intended? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. That is for the consumer, the purchaser. 

Mr. VEST. Then I ask the Senator under his theory for whom are 
these prices by the same company in the foreign edition of the same 
paper in South America intended? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, I stated that very distinctly, I thought. 

Mr. VEST. For the wholesale dealer? š 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Iwill restate it—for the wholesale dealer. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. Then we have this remarkable state of 
facts, that these gentlemen, American manufacturers, protected by our 
tariff, are selling these agricultural implements to the wholesale dealer 
in Sonth America for one-halt what they are charging the consumer in 
the United States. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will allow me 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. President 

ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri yield? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I hardly see how the Senator can misunder- 


stand me. 
Mr. VEST. I do not see how anybody can understand it any other 


way. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. ` The prices published there in the New York 
paper are the prices at which the retail dealer here is supposed to sell 
to the pcer ' 

Mr. VEST. Oh, that will not do. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. That is the price at which he is sup to 
sell. That is the price-list. Now, when these goods are sold by the 
quantity to the wholesale dealer, to the merchant who in turn retails 
them, he is charged in the bill the same price as the price given in the 
Spanish circular in the case the Senator put, $9 and $18; they are billed 
to him at $18, and then there is a discount of 50 per cent. upon that 
bill from the manufacturer to the retail dealer. That brings the $18 
implement down to $9, the cost to the merchant. The merchant out 
of that $9 has to pay his freight and get his profit, and if he chooses to 
sell less than the price-list he can doit, ` 

Mr. VEST. hat difference does it make whether they take it off 
in the shape of discount or it is paid in so many dollars and cents? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, Nodifference at all. The cost to the Amer- 
ican dealer and to the Spanish dealer is the same, $9. 

Mr. VEST. Ah, but my proposition still remains unanswered, that 
this company are selling to the American consumer for twice as much 
as they are selling to the wholesale merchant in South America. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. The only trouble about that statement is that 
it is inaccurate. 

Mr. VEST. It is not inaccurate, because here are the figures. Mr. 
Smith just says to the Ann Arbor Agricultural Company—— 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. But they do not retail. 

Mr. VEST. ‘‘I want a No. 34 Advance plow.” 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. They would say, We do not retail; go 
down to Mr. Jones.” 

Mr. VEST. Suppose I goto Mr. Jones; Mr. Jones sells the plow 
for $18. That is what it costs to the consumer? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. That is it. 

Mr. VEST. Suppose the wholesale merchant wants to buy an Ad- 
vance plow, what does he get it at? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Nine dollars. Do you suppose he sells it 
without a profit? 

Mr. VEST. Iam not talking about profit. Iam talking about the 
pe between the American consumer and the foreign wholesale mer- 
chant. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Is not the Senator willing to allow the 
dealer a profit and something for freight? 3 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course; but I am not willing to allow 
him to charge the American retailer even $18 and the wholesale Span- 
ish merchant $9. > a 

Mr, STOCKBRIDGE. If the Senator will allow me I will simply 
restate one proposition, though it seems hopeless to try to make it 
clear to him. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, it is hopeless to work at that sort of arithmetic 
anywhere. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. The proposition is this: The dealer in Amer- 
ica pays to the manufacturer the same price that the Southern dealer 
pays. They are billed to him at that price, and then 50 per cent. dis- 
count is allowed, which brings it from $18 down to $9. That is all 
there is of it. 

Mr. VEST. If that is so, why are not these advertisements identical? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Because, if the Senator will allow me, they 
are not intended to reach the same class of people. 

Mr. VEST. That is just what I say. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. That circular is sent to the wholesale dealer 
and gives the net price. 

Mr. VEST. Exactly. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. The other contains the retail price; but when 
sales are made to the American dealer 50 per cent. is allowed to him, 
so that the article costs the American dealer exactly the same—that is, 
the billed price—that it costs the Southern dealer. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, that is one of the intricacies of manu- 
facturing that no plain man in the world will ever understand. Here 
are two advertisements, absolutely identical, from the same firm, on 
the same date, in the same journal, and the price is put down for iden- 
tically the same implemert, without one word about wholesale or re- 
tail, and in this country the price for that plow is $18, and in Spanish- 
America it is $9. Now, the Senator says there is some sort of jugglery 
underneath by which there is a discount of 50 per cent. that is under- 
stood between the retailer and these manufacturing establishments. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Will the Senator allow me a moment ? 

Mr. VEST. Ofcourse. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. The contention of the Senator is that the 
South American dealer or foreign dealer is charged just half as much 
as the home dealer. Now, I have attempted to explain that. I think 
most gentlemen understand me. 

Mr. FRYE‘and others, Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Anybody on that side, of course. 
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Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. At any rate, here is a positive statement of 
the manufacturer himself that he sells no cheaper to the foreign dealer 
than to the home dealer, and it seems to me that onght to settle it. 

Mr. VEST. .To the wholesale dealer? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. The wholesale dealer; that is what I am 
talking about. i 

Mr. VEST. Iam talking about something else. Ifthe Senator’s 
yes Rages ea be true, that these are the retail prices in the United 

tates, then I want to know why the wholesale price in Spanish Amer- 
ica is twice what the retail price is here. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. If the Senator will allow me, I think the 
principal difficulty he is laboring under is that he is interfering with 
the profit of the American dealer. He thinks that if he buys, as he 
does, that.article for $9, he should not charge the purchaser $18. I 
leave htm and the customer to settle that. 

Mr. VEST. ‘That is not the trouble, Mr. President. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. The simple fact is that the two dealers pay 
the manufacturing company the same price. 

Mr. VEST. That is not the trouble at all. I am interfering with 
nobody’s profit. Iam taking the advertisement as it reads and a plain 
man will understand it. 

Mr, GRAY. Ifthe Senator from Missouri will allow me a word, it 
seems to me the proposition with which he started out, and from which 
the Senator from Michigan, I think, rather diverted his attention, was 
this: By the statement of the Senator from Michigan this remarkable 
thing appears, accepting it as true, which of course we do as far as the 
Senator from Michigan is concerned, that these manufacturers of agri- 
cultural implements can afford to selFto the retail dealer at a price 50 
per cent, below the price that the consumer has to pay, and still make 
a profit, so that the plow or the agricultural implement that is sold at 
$18 to the consumer, it is admitted, is sold by the manufacturer for $9, 
and it is presumed that at that price the manufacturer makes a profit. 
Therefore, the consumer pays more than 100 per cent. over the cost of 
manufacture. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. The only reply I desire to make to that is, 

that that is between the dealer and the purchaser. 

Mr. GRAY. According to your own figures 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I know it is so. I liveright there and know 
all about it, 

Mr. GRAY. I say it is very remarkable. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. It is not quite so remarkable as the obstinacy 
with which the gentlemen refuse to understand my very simple ex- 

ation, 

The PRESIDENT g tempore. The disorder in the Chamber is ex- 
cessive. Senators will please be seated. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. We have the knowledge which everybody 
has who knows anything about the manner in which pieneni of 
this kind are disposed of and are advertised, and we hay addition 
to that, the positive statement of the manufacturer that he makes no 
difference in between the dealer in the United States and the 
dealer in South America. Ido not see how gentlemen can get away 
from that, 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, here is an advertisement which shows 
that that is not true. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I beg your pardon, 


on. 

the one case it is the net price, while the 

other, as I have already stated four or five times over, is what is sup- 

to be the retail price, and the price upon which 50 per cent. 

would be discounted. I have seen hundreds of just such cases. I 
think the gentleman can afford to take my word in relation to it. 

Mr. VEST. There are some other facts here, if that be so. I have 
before me in this same paper, in the Engineering and Mining Journal, 
the advertisements of one hundred and sixty-six American manufact- 
urers, with the articles photographed, and with the price in the United 
States and the price abroad, and the discount marked from 15 up to 
70 per cent. Now, I suppose that is the difference between the whole- 
sale and the retail price. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. Isay I have here the advertisements in these papers of 
one hundred and sixty-six American manufacturers, with what the dif- 
ferent articles in the shape of agricultural implements and others cost, 
with the American price, and a discount of from 15 to 70 per cent. for 
the foreign trade. Now, will the Senator explain that? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. If the Senator will give me a list of those, 
I will undertake to prove to him that if 15 or 70 per cent. is given to 
the foreign dealer the same discount is given to the home dealer. I 

have not seen the advertisements and I can not answer as to them, but 
if the Senator will give me that list I will undertake, as soon as I can 
correspond with the parties, to get their statements, and I know that 
they will state the truth. 

Mr. VEST. I will produce in this Chamber, in answer to any such 
statement by them, a statement by some of these manufacturers pub- 
licly that they do charge less to the foreign trade, and that they have 
got the right to do it. That is their published statemant. It is non- 
sense to say they do not do it, 

Mr. PLATT, May I ask the Senator a question? 1 


Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator from Missouri himself believe that 
any manufacturer in this country sells to the in countries 
75 per cent. less than he does to the éin this country? 

Mr. VEST. I have this belief about it, which any intelligent man 
be rig have, that they do advertise to do it, and I take it that they do 

lo it. 
Mr. PLATT. I beg the Senator's pardon. In the first place, Iden 
that they advertise. is 

Mr. VEST. Here are the advertisements. [Exhibiting. ] 

Mr. PLATT. I deny that the manufacturers advertise it in the very 
paper he has got. I deny that. It is not a manufacturer’s advertise- 
ment the Senator is reading from, but it is the statement of some peo- 
ple who publish that journal that they will furnish those goods at such 
a discount. I suggest to the Senator that if he will look at that matter 
in a spirit of fairness he will discover and be convinced that the dis- 
count which the manufacturers offer is the regular discount which they 
make to purchasers in this country. 

Mr. VEST. How any man with ordinary intelligence and fairness 
(to use the expression of the Senator from Connecticut) can believe that 
these papers are making these publications for amusement, at their 
own expense, and without authority, s my comprehension. 

These manufacturers were approached and asked if these things were 
so, Some denied it and some admitted it, and declared openly that 
they had the right to do it, and that they did do it asa matter of busi- 
ness from year to year. Does any man here believe, can any man be- 
lieve that one hundred and sixty-six of these manufacturers would per- 
mit these advertisements to stand in these papers from day to day and 
month to month and year to year and then come in here with this 
lame and impotent excuse at the last hour, after this matter has 
gone into publicdebate and has attracted the attention of the country? 
It is simply impossible to believe any such thing, 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Missouri insists upon believing that 
the American manufacturer is a knave, but he ought not to believe that 
he is a fool; and the Senator can not believe otherwise if he believes 
that the manufacturer advertises that he sells goods 75 per cent. dis- 
count off to the foreign purchaser from what he asks the American 
purchaser. 

Mr. VEST. It is not necessary to believe that the American manu- 
facturer is either a knave ora fool. As to the accusation that he must 
be a knave, he has the entire liberty to sell in any market for what he 
chooses, and that involves no moral obliquity whether he charges more 
in one place or another. 

As to his being a fool, the explanation given by his friends heretofore 
has been publicly made in the Halls of Congress that these sales were 
made from old patented articles which had fallen behind in the uses of 
civilization, and therefore he put them in the South American market 
at one-half what he charged here. Isimply submit to the Senate these 
advertisements. It is the most remarkable thing to me imaginable, 
although Iam not a commercial man and not a manufacturer, how these 
gentlemen would confine these sales to the wholesale price and yet never 
say anything about it in their advertisements. 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE] says he knows how 
this thing happened, and of course thatis theendof argument. I will 
make no issue of veracity even to secure an advantage in debate here. 
I know what these advertisements are, and I know that if these busi- 
ness men intended to limit the offer of sale of these goods to the whole- 


sale trade they would have said so, and they say nothing of the kind. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Secretary will proceed with the 
reading of the bill. 


The SECRETARY: 
179. Wheels, or parts thereof— 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Was the amendment agreed to in paragraph 
178? 
The Chair has no information that 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
any amendment was proposed. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I then desire to offer an amendment to para- 
graph 178. I move to strike out all after the word“ wood-screws,”’ 
in line 7, down to and including the word pound,“ in line 12, and 
insert 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 178, line 7, on page 43, after the 
word ‘‘ wood-screws,’’ it is proposed to strike out the remainder of the 
paragraph and to insert 40 per cent. ad valorem;’’ so as to read: 

Screws, commonly called wood-screws, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. McPHERSON. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

gee geas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Lam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was ealled). I have « general pair 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampron], He is neces- 
sarily absent from the Chamber this afternoon, and I therefore with- 
hold my vote, 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 


. 
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Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. In his absence, I withhold my 
vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. WALTHALL, Idesireto announce that the senior Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] is paired with the Senator from Nebraska 


[Mr. MANDERSON], and the junior Senator from Kentucky CAR- 
LISLE] is paired: with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. CE]. 
Mr. EVARTS. Is the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MOEGAN] re- 


corded as voting? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama is: not 


recorded. 

Mr. EVARTS. I am paired with him, but I am permitted to vote 
to make a quorum. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. BLAIR (after having voted in the negative). Has the Senator 
from Alabama [ Mr. Pook} voted 2 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I withdraw my vote. 

.Mr. HISCOCK (after having voted in the negative). Is theSenator 
from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] recorded as voting? 

Tbe PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ` 1 my vote required to make a quorum? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum has not yet responded. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I shall let my vote stand. 

Mr. DIXON. I desire the attention of the Senator from Florida 
Mr. Pasco]; I am paired with the Senator from South Carolina 
Mr. Hampron], and the Senator from Florida, as I understand, is 

paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. By transfer- 
ring the pairs, so that the Senator from Illinois may stand paired with 
the Senator from South Carolina, the Senator from Florida and I can 
both vote. 

Mr. PASCO. Very well. Under that arrangement I vote yea.“ 

Mr. DIXON. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON. Has the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN] voted ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He has not voted.. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with that Senator. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pod]. announced 
this morning that he was authorized to vote to make a quorum. He 
is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. By trans- 
fer he and I are paired to-day, and therefore I feel at liberty to vote to 
make a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum has already responded. 
Does the Senator desire to be recorded ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not if a quorum has voted. 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—15. 
Barbour ke, McPherson, Voorhees; 
Bate, 8 a Walthal 
Berry, kner, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell, Gray, Vest, 
NAYS—29, 
Aldrich, Evarts, Mitchell, 3 
Allen, Frye, Moody, Stockbridge, 
aen Hawley, —— Tale 
| ns, ower, 

Cullom, Hiscock, Sanders, Wilson orlown. 
Dison: oe —.— 

xon, n ner, 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Squire, 5 

ABSENT—40. 

Blackburn Davis, Hearst, Pierce, 
Blair, : ds, Jonesof Arkansas; Plumb, 
Blodgett, Eustis, Kenna, Pugh, 
Brown, Farwell, McMillan, Quay, 
Butler, George, Manderson, Ransom, 
Call, Gibson, Morgan, Sherman, 
Cameron Gorman, Morrill, Stanford, 
98 Hale, — Turple; 

andier, Hampton, yne, ‘ance, 
Daniel, ' Harris, ; Wolcott. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 
Paragraph 179 was read, as follows: 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I call attention to the fact that by this para- 
graph a duty of 2} cents a pound is imposed upon an article which costs 
3 cents a pound, a common steel or iron car-wheel or tire for the same. 
The rate of duty is 82.70 per cent. for the simplest form of the manu- 
facture of iron. I move to strike out, in line 17, the words and one- 
half; so as to make the rate 2 cents per pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 179, on page 43, line 17, before the 
word cents,“ it is proposed to strike out and one-half;’’ so as to read: 

179. Wheels, or parts thereof, made of iron or steel, and steel-tired wheels for 


railway purposes, whether wholly or partly finished, and iron or steel locomo- 
„.. Neneh gr da hry wholly or partly manufactured, 
2 cents per pound. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McPHERSON. In line 19, on that paso in the Sae paragraph; 
I move to strike out ‘‘three-fourths’’ and insert ‘‘ one-fo 2 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 179, on page 43, line 19, before the 
word cents, it is proposed,to strike out fourths’’ and insert 
** one-fourth; ™ so as to read: 

And ingots, cogge bloo! or blanks for the same, withont regard to 
Pog tc jer fr 9 F ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 180, on 44, line 2, after 
the word ‘‘aluminum,’’ to strike out man or,” and in line 
4, before the words “‘percentum,’’ to strike out thirty-five’’ andin- 
sert twenty; so as to read: 

MISCELLANEOUS METALS AND MANUFACTURES OF, 
180. Aluminium or aluminum, in crude form, all of any kind in which 
aluminum is the component material of chief value, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The following paragraphs were read: 

181. Antimony, as regulus or metal, three-fourths of 1 cent per 8 
. albata, or German silver, unmanufactured, 25 per cent. ad 

183. Brass, in bars or pigs, old brass, clippings from brass or Dutch-metal, and 
old sheathing, or yellow metal, fit only for remannfacture, 1} cents per pound. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 
184, on page 44, line 13, afterthe word ‘‘fifteen,”’ to strike out cents 
per pound ” and insert per cent. ad valorem,” and in line 19, after 
the word Dutch- metal,“ tostrike out or aluminum; ’’ so as to read: 


181. Bronze powder, 15 per cent. ad valorem; bronze or Dutch -metal, in leaf. 
10 cents per package of one hundred leaves. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, on page 44, line 17, in paragraph 185, after 
the word ores, to strike out 14 cents and insert ‘‘one-half of one 
cent; so as to read: 


Copper 


185. Co imported in the form ese one-half of 1 cent per pound on each 


pound oft e copper contained there 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee om Finance was, in para- 
graph 186, line 23 of page 44, after the word act, to strike out 11 
cente” and insert 1 cent; so as to read: 

fit only for reman ure, cli A 

186. Old copper, y ufact ol ppings from new copper, and 


all composition metal of which copper iss componen of chief yal 
not specially provided for in this act, 1 cent per pound. N 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 187, on page 45, line J, after 
the word cement, to strike out II cents and insert 1 cent; 
80 as to read: 

5 kor 4 
57777 ne coppers eae ee ee 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 188, on page 
the word act,“ to strike out 2 cents and insert 1 
as to read: 

rin plat 
emcee peg rag om eh da 

The amendment was to. 

Paragraph 189 was as follows: 

189. Copper in rolled plates, called braziers’ copper, sheets, rods, pipes, and 


copper-bottoms, also sheathing or yellow metal of which copper is the compo- 


vi and not 

— N rea yang composed wholly or in part of iron un- 

Mr. McPHERSON. Under the present rate of duty which is im- 
posed upon copper in all its forms, in my opinion and from the best 
computation I can make of the duty which we propose to put upon 
tin-plate, the cheapest roof that can be made in this country will be a 
copper roof, Thereis a proviso, however, inline 11 in this paragraph, 
which does not permit the profitable use of copper. I move to Striko 
out after the word value, in that line, the words and not com- 
posed wholly or in part of iron ungalvanized.”? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 189, on page 45, in line 11, after the 
word “value,” it is proposed to strike out and not composed wholly. 
or in part of iron ungalvanized; so as to read: 

189. Copper in rolled plates, called braziers’ sheets, 
ee ee also 3 or yellow — which 99 — —— 
nent material of chief value, 35 per cent, ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Now I move, in line 13, to strike out “35” and 
insert 25. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, In paragraph 189, on page 45, line 13, it is pro- 


line 6, after 
cents; so 
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posed to strike out 357 and insert 25; so as to read, ‘‘25per| Mr. HOAR, I move that the amendment be concurred in. I un- 


cent, ad valorem,” 
The amendment was rejected. ] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The following paragraph was read: 

190, Beilins pea till tal thread, file inst, and ulets, gal- 
Joons, aaa KAON mare: — and wings of jos! 8 ver, or aag metals, 85 
per cent, ad valorem, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to amend in line 15, after the word bul- 
lions,” by striking ont ‘‘or cannetille,’’ and striking out all after 
the word thread, in the same line down to and including the word 
„wings,“ in line 17. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 15, after the word bullions,“ it is pro- 

to strike out or cannetille;’’ in the same line, after the word 
thread,“ to strike out ‘‘file or gespinst, and épaulets, galloons, laces, 
knots, stars, tassels, and wings.’’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. And insert after the word metals,“ in line 18, 
the words not specially provided for in this act, and then insert in 
place of the word ‘‘ thirty-five,” the word ‘‘twenty-five.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paragraph will be reported as 
it will stand if amended as proposed. 

ae Secretary read the paragraph as proposed to be amended, as 
follows: 

190, Bullions, metal thread, of gold, silver, or other metals not specially pro- 
vided for in this act, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendments, 

The amendments were agreed to, 

Paragraph 191 was read, as follows: 

191, Gold-leaf, $2 per package of five hundred leaves. 


Mr, VEST. I wish to ask the Senator from Rhode Island if this gold- 
leaf mentioned in paragraph 191 is the gold-leaf used in dentistry. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is, 

Mr. VEST. I see there is an increase upon it from $1.50 per pack- 
age to $2 per package, I should like to know the reason for that, I 
was under the impression that there was another article used by dent- 
ists and that this was used for purposes of ornamentation and for gild- 
ing picture frames and all that; but if this applies to the gold-leaf that 
is used in dentistry that is a very n article, 

Mr. ALDRICH. It applies to all gold-leaf. 

Mr. VEST. Why is this increase put upon it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The gold-beaters of the United States thought it 
It is entirely a matter of labor, and of very hard labor 


Mr. VEST. I have not looked into the matter sufficiently to make 
any argument about it. - It is simply an article of great necessity. 
They have never been able to find any substitute for gold - leaf as a per- 


manent filling in dentistry. Whilst they have invented a many 
substitutes and compounds, yet they have never found an equal 
to gold-leaf for filling teeth. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with, 

The Secretary read as follows: 


192, Silver-leaf, 75 cents per package of five hundred leaves, 


193. Lead ore and lead dross — 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island if we had not bet- 
ter stop here. Some of us want to be heard upon this lead question. 
T is now half-past 5 o'clock and we want an executive session. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam quite willing to consent to that, unless the 
Senate is willing to have some of the subsequent paragraphs taken up 
to which there may be no objection. 

Mr. VEST. We have been here since 10 o’clock and we are tired. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. We are not ready to proceed further now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will yield for a motion for an executive session. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of a com- 
munication of the 20th instant from the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, and accompanying draughtof a bill to enable the Secretary of 
the Interior to complete the appraisement and sale of lands patented 
to certain Flathead Indians in the Bitter Root Valley in Montana, and 
providing for the removal of said patentees to the Jocko reservation;’’ 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES AND JULIUS LANSBURGH. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 2780) for the relief of 
James pre yee and Julius Lansburgh; which was, in line 3, after 
the word rye urgh,’’ where it first appears, to strike out or and 
insert ‘‘and. 


derstand it is merely verbal. 
The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. Res, 213) amending and construing the act 
approved July 1, 1890, in relation to oaths in pension and other cases, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


LOCATION OF ARTESIAN WELLS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iaminstructed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, trans- 
mitting a report on the preliminary investigation to determine the 
proper location of artesian wells within the area of the ninety-seventh 
meridian and east of the foot-hills of the Rocky Mountains, to report 
it back with a recommendation that the usual number of the docu- 
ment referred to in the letter be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to print the usual num: 
ber will be entered, if there be no objection. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Missouri. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After thirteen minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened; and (at 5 o’clock and 45 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, August 23, 
1890, at 12 o’clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 22, 1890. 


ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 
Ss aaa X, Parker, of New York, to be Assistant Attorney-Gen- 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Henry S. White, of New Jersey, to be attorney of the United States 
for the district of New Jersey. 


APPOINTMENT IN MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Milton J. Rosenau, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 


/ REGISTER OF WILLS. 
Levi P. Wright, of the District of Columbia, to be register of wills 
in the District of Columbia. 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 


William Grimes, of Oklahoma, to be marshal of the United States for 
the Territory of Oklahoma. > 


CONSUL-GENERAL, 


John F. Gowey, of Washington, to be consul-general of the United 
States at Kanagawa. 


CONSULS, 


Niels P. A. Bornholdt, of Denmark, now consular agent at Riga, to 
be consul of the United State at that place. 
William E. Sims, of Virginia, to be consul of the United States at 
Colon (Aspinwall). 
INDIAN AGENT, 


Peter Ronan, of St. Ignatius, Mont., to be agent for the Indians of 
the Flathead agency in Montana. 


JUSTICES OF THE PEACE, 


George H. Armstrong, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice of 
the in and for the District of Columbia. 

Alfred G. Osborn, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice of the 
peace in and for the District of Columbia. 


POSTMASTERS, 


C. Elliott Moore, to be postmaster at Cherry Vale, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Kansas. 

Samuel M. Allebaugh, to be postmaster at White Sulphur Springs, 
in the county of Meagher and State of Montana. 

Enoch S. Eastman, to be postmaster at Swampscott, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts. 

John L. Kent, to be postmaster at Circleville, in the county of Pick- 
away and State of Ohio. 

George L. Siebrecht, to be postmaster at La Grange, in the county 
of Fayette and State of Texas. 

Michael H. Haas, to be postmaster at Fortress Monroe, in the county 
of Elizabeth City and State of Virginia. 

Andrew § to be postmaster at Sigourney, in the county of 


tranahan, 
Keokuk and State of Iowa. 


1890. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, August 22, 1890. 
Ths House met at 12 o’elock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
OATHS IN PENSION CASES, ETC. 7 


Mr. MORRILL obtained the floor. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I rise to submit a privileged report from a 
committee of conference. : 

TheSPEAKER. Willthegentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] 
give way for a moment to the gentleman from Kansas ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam instructed by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions to ask for the present consideration ot the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 213) amending and construing the act approved July 1, 1890, in 
relation to oaths in pension and other cases. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, eic., That the act approved 
sey 1, 1890, entitled “An act in relation to oaths in pension and other cases,” be, 
and thesame is hereby, amended and construed to mean that when declarations, 
affidavits, and other papers are verified by-justices of the peace and other officers 
duly authorized by law to administer oaths for general purposes, but not re- 
quired by law to have seals, the official character, signature, and term of serv- 
ice of such justice or other officer shall be certified by the clerk of the county 
or court of record or other proper officer, under the seal of such county or court 
or publio officer, in the Department or bureau in which such papers are to be 
used; and one such certificate duly filed in such Department or bureau, or with 
any pension agent, shall be sufficient as to all verifications of such officer during 


et map term, and all papers heretofore or hereafter filed shall be subject to 
rule, 


Mr. ROGERS. Irise toaparliamentary inquiry: Has this bill ever 
been reported from any committee of the House? 

Mr. MORRILL. It has. 

Mr. ROGERS. From what committee? 

Mr. MORRILL. From the Committee on Invalid Pensions. If the 
gentleman will allow me 

Mr. ROGERS. I would like to know whether this requires unani- 
mous consent? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly it does. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then I wish to reserve the right to object until we 
have had some explanation. ‘ 

Mr. MORRILL, I wish to make an explanation. This resolution 
has been reported unanimously by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and I think the propriety of its passage can be made so clear that no 
one will object. 

An act which became a law July 1, 1890, provided— 

That any and all affidavits and declarations to be hereafter made or used in 
any mates oE Dennis Ponape —.— 5 Sosina the Sorene for back 
1 7 — officer authorized to administer 99 ſor eee og the Fost 

ty, or county where said officer resides. If such officer a seal and uses it 
upon such paper, no certificate of a county clerk, or prothonotary, or clerk of 
a court shall be necessary; but when no seal is used Es the officer taking such 
affidavit, then a clerk of a court of record or a county or ay clerk shall afix 


his official seal thereto, and shall certify to the signature and official character 
of said officer, 


Prior to the passage of this act all declarations in pension cases were 
required to be made before the clerk of a court of record. That re- 
quirement worked great hardship to persons making applications for 
pensions when they resided at places remote from a county seat. Now 
the intention of the law I have just read was that these declarations 
might be made before a notary public or a justice of the peace, and if 
before a justice of the peace that the clerk of the court should certify 
to the official character of the justice. But the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, in reporting that act, included with applications affidavits and 
quarterly vouchers. Let me say that before the passage of this act there 
was no law whatever in regard to affidavits in pension cases or in con- 
nection with quarterly vouchers; and it wasarule of the Pension Office 
that a certificate of the official character of the justice of the peace and 
of the time when his term would expire should be filed in that bureau, 
this one certificate covering all acts of his during his officialterm. But 
this act of July 1, 1890, changes all that and requires that a certificate 
of the clerk of the court to the official character of the officer shall be 
attached to each paper. 

It is important that thisjoint resolution which has been reported by 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions should be acted on at once, because 
on the 4th of September next 300,000 pension papers will be presented 
to the agents for payment. If any of these papers, sworn to before a 
justice of the peace, should not have attached the certificate of the 
clerk of the court as to the official character of the person administer- 
ing the oath, they will have to be returned for the purpose of having 
such a certificate attached, although there has been a regulation of the 
Pension Office that each officer taking acknowledgment of such papers 
shall file the certificate of his official character with the pension agent 
or the Pension Bureau, such certificate applying to all papers which 
may be executed beforehim. The object of this resolution is simply to 
construe and correct the act of July 1, 1890. 

Mr. ROGERS, Let me see whether I understand the gentleman. 
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Do I understand that under the law as it formerly existed the officer 
who made certificate of the character of the justice of the peace would 
file a copy of his commission in the Pension Bureau ? 

Mr. MORRILL. Oh, no, But when a paper executed before ajus- 
tice of the peace was sent up to the Pension Office the office would re- 
quire the justice to file a certificate from the proper officer of the county 
that he was a justice; and this one certificate would cover all papers 
which might be executed before him subsequently until the expiration 
of his official term. 

Mr. ENLOE. What provision does the Pension Office make for get- 
ting information of the expiratidn of his term of office? 

Mr. MORRILL. The certificate filed shows when the officer was 
appointed and when his term of service ceases. 

Mr. ROGERS. His own certificate? 

Mr. MORRILL, No; the certificate of the clerk of the court of rec- 
ord, showing that the justice of the peace was duly authorized. This 
is no new provision of law. We simply propose to go back to the law 
in this respect as it existed before the passage of the act of July 1, 
1890. For years the custom of the Pension Office has been what I 
have stated, ; 

Mr. PEEL. But suppose a notary presents a certificate, authen- 
ticated by a proper officer of the county, certifying that he-holds that 
office, and subsequently dies? Or suppose—— - 

Mr. MORRILL. If he dies, of course he would not certify. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. He could not certify after death. 

Mr. PEEL, But I had not quite completed. Suppose he should 
resign after the certificate is given, and still undertake, on the strength 
of that certificate, to exercise his notarial functions. 

Mr. MORRILL, But that applies to all the years since the close of 
the war as well as to now. That is something that can not be guarded 

inst. : 
lr. PEEL. It seems to me that it leaves quite a big gap and hole 
for a good deal of fraud. 

Mr. MORRILL, I think not. The notary would have to use his 
seal, and the use of that seal would involve considerable personal re- 
sponsibility if he was not authorized to use it, 

Mr. PEEL. Justices of the peace do not use seals, 

Mr. ENLOE. Lhope the gentleman from Kansas will not take up any 
further time with this matter. 

Mr. ROGERS. I was interested in this, Mr. Speaker, because I knew 
that a similar bill had been betore the Committee on the Judiciary. 
I did not know exactly what it was when it was brought up, and did 
not wish it to pass without the House understanding it. 

Mr. MORRILL. I wanted the House, and want the House, to thor- 
oughly understand the question. s : 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL CLERICAL FORCE, PENSION DEPARTMENT, 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a confer- 
ence report, Itis proper for me to say that the statement covering 
this conference report embodies all of the items of difference between 
the House and Senate, and the reading of that will make clear to the 
House just what has been done. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be first read; or does the gentle- 
man desire that by unanimous consent the reading of. the statement 
shall take the place of the reading of the report? 

The Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk began the reading of the report. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I simply desired to have the 
statement read, which covers the whole ground, every item. 

Mr. McCREARY,. I ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. ENLOE. I hope my friend will not insist upon that. Let the 
statement be read. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11380) making appropriations for 
additional clerical force and other expenses to into effect the act entitled 
“An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the 
performance of manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor 
children, and dependent parents,” from July 20, 1890, for the balance of the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1891, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 15. 

That the House recede from its disagreemeut to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2, 4,6, 10, 11,12, 13, 16, and 17, and to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert: Three clerks 


of class 4; three clerks of class 3; four clerks of class 2; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 


That the House recede from its d ement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 5, and agree to the same 


th an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


= T 
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the number proposed insert one hundred and thirty-eight; and the Senate 


to the same, 
Shat the House recede from its ent to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 7, and agree to the same an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the insert “eight;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 8, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the number posed insert twelve; and the Senate agree to the same. 

` That ouse recede from its entto the amendment of the Senate 
to the same w. aa ha renra sa ange In lieu of 

nsert “ $402,215;" an e Senate agree to same, 

use recede — its — — ment to the 8 Senate 

numbered 14, and agree to same an amendm as fo! 

Add at the end of said amendment the folowing: 

“And the Chief Clerks of the several tive Departments, and of the 
various bureaus and offices thereof, in Washington, D. C, are hereby authorized 
and directed, on application and without compensation therefor, to administer 
oaths 8 2 employés, 1 to be taken on their appointment or pro- 

jon; and the Senate agree e same. 
ar BENJ. BUTTERWORTH, 


J. G. CANNON, 
WM. H. FORNEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
W. B ALLISON, 
F. M. 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement submitted by the House conferees is as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
11380) making appropriations for additional clerical torce and other expenses to 
carry into effect an actentitied, “An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors 
who are incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and providing pen- 
gions to widows, minor children, and dependent parents,” submit the follow- 
ing written statement in explanation of the action agreed upon by the conter- 
ence committee, namely: r 

On amendment numbered I: Makes the appropriation for additional clerical 
force begin be een 1, as proposed by the Senate, instead of July 20, as pro- 
posed by the House, 

On amendment numbered 2: Appropriates for fifteen principal examiners, at 
3,000 each, as proposed by the House, instead of ten, as proposed by the Senate. 

amendment numbered 3: A ates for three clerks of class 4, five 
clerks of class 3, and four clerks of class 2. instead of five clerks of class 4, five 
clerks of class 3, and echt clerks of class 2, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment numbered 4: Appropriates for one hundred and twenty clerks 

the Senate, instead of one hundred clerks, as proposed 


— at $1 
meena one hundred as pro by the House. 
On amendment numbered 6: Appropriates for one hundred and fifteen copy- 
$900 


clerks of class 1 from sixty, as proposed by the House, to fo ree, as 
y the t , for the 4 ot oake ANBA of this ar ent. 
On amendment numbered 13: A for one clerk of 2 and one 
clerk of class 1, as proposed by the 


* gery ofthe Navy Department. 

On amendment numbered 14: Appropriates for one clerk of class I and one 
clerk at $1,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the Fourth Auditor's Office; and pro- 
vides that no officer, clerk, or employé of any Executive Department, who is 
also a notary public or other officer authorized toadminister oaths, shall charge 
or receive any fee or compensation for administering oaths of office to em- 

ves of such Department required to be taken on appointment or promotion 
erein; and the chief clerks of the several Executive Departments and vari- 
ous bureaus and offices thereof in Washington, D. C., are authorized and di- 
rected on application and without compensation therefor to administer oaths 
of office to employés required to be taken on their intment or promotion. 
On amendment numbered 15: Strikes outsection 2of the bill by the 
Senate, req . sion funds which have accrued or 
may accrue in the hands of the Board of Managers of the National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers shall be covered into the Treasury of the United 


States. 
On amendment numbered 16: Inserts section 3 as pro 8 
miring that hereafter no officer of the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps on the re- 
flred-list shall draw or receive any pension under — eg 

On amendment numbered 17: Corrects the title of the bill as proposed by the 


Senate. 
BENJ. BUTTERWORTH, 
J. G. CANNON, 
WM. H. FORNEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. McCREARY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio a 
question. Does this report decrease or increase the amount appropri- 
ated for additional clerical force? 

Mr. ENLOE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I desire to know 
if it is in order at this time to raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand that we have already entered 

the consideration. 7 . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is too late. 

Mr. ENLOE. The conference report has been read for informa- 
tion 

The SPEAKER, The report was read some time ago, and the state- 
ment of the conferees has been read. Then the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky rose and addressed an inquiry to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. McCREARY. I think it is clearly too late to raise the question 
of consideration, 


Mr. ENLOE. When, in the opinion of the Chair, would have been 
the proper time to raise it? 


3 When the conference report was presented and 


rea 
Mr. ENLOE. But the reading of the statement is no more consid- 
eration than the reading of the report itself. Ido not see how you 


can , in the matter of consideration, between the ing 
of the statement and the reading of the report. 

TheSPEAKER. The report states the question that is to be voted on. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa point of order: that the 
Speaker has decided the question. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] a single question. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a word on the point of 
order. I say I do not see how I could have raised the question of con- 
sideration until there was something proposed to be considered. The 
Chair had the report and the statement read, and now the House is 
about to consider the report. 

The SPEAKER. The conference report was read. At the conclu- 
sion of the reading of that report the matter was before the House, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Just there, because it is a matter of some inter- 
est, Mr. S er, do I understand the Chair to rule that questions of 
consideration against conference reports are required to be raised im- 
mediately after the reading of the report and before the reading of the 
statement of the ma: 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not find it necessary to make such 
a decision, becanse in this case the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
ee . had been recognized and was in the midst of his ques- 

on. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think in that view the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. ENLOE] is too late, but I wanted to know how far the decis- 
ion of the Chair went, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not felt it necessary to make that 
decision, in view of the circumstances of this case; but the Chairsim- 
ply made the suggestion that it would be well to raise the question of 
consideration when the report is read. 

Mr. McCREARY. I want to say in justice to myself, since the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. ExLok] has indicated that he desires to 
have the river and harbor bill taken up, that Iam for the river and 
harbor bill, but I also—— 

Mr, ENLOE, I have not indicated anything of that kind. 

Mr. McCREARY. Some one suggested it. I am for the river and 
harbor bill, but [also desire to understand the conference report which 
is before this House, and I have the right to ask questions, which I 
propose to do in a very brief manner; and I want to ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] the amount originally appropri- 
ated by the bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I was proceeding to answer my friend from 
Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] when the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
ENLOE] rose. The Senate had increased the 8 as made by 
the House. The House bill proposed to appropriate $166,000 in round 
numbers for this increased force. The Senate propose to increase the 
amount to $172,000. We compromised on $166,720. That is, as to the 
amount, the House recommendation was adopted. The only change 
relates to the transposition of the class of clerks. The Senate had rec- 
ommended a larger number of high-priced clerks $2,000 and $1,800 
clerks, and instead of that we transposed it and increased the number 
of low-priced clerks, 

Mr. McCREARY. This conference report then provides for the same 
number that the House bill originally provided for. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Les; the number is precisely the same, one 
hundred and sixty-three. The difference is that the Senate had in- 
creased the number of high-priced clerks and decreased the number 
of those who received a lower salary. We compromised by having the 
sie auper of clerks and adopting the amount appropriated by the 

ouse bill. 

Mr. McCREARY. What is the whole number of clerks now pro- 
vided for? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. One hundred and sixty-three. I can state 
the number of the changes. Beginning with the highest class there 
were three added; four in the next, ten in the next, forty-three in 
the next, forty in the next, fifty in the next, two in the next, and two 
in the next; thatis, coming down to assistant messengers, watchmen, 
etc. 


Mr. McCREARY. Are these clerks made necessary by pension leg- 
islation of this session ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes; and that, I think, was not only the 
opinion of the House and Senate, but the unanimous opinion of all the 
members of the conference committee. 

Mr, CHEADLE ad the Chair. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I want to say for the benefit of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky thatI did not mean to interrupt him except for 
the purpose of trying to prevent him from cutting me out of the oppor- 
tunity of raising the question of consideration. That was the only 
reason why I interrupted him. 

Mr. McCREARY. That is satisfactory. I have no objection to the 
gentleman’s addressing himself to the Chair as he did. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask an explanation. I un- 
derstand that as the bill passed the House it provided for the employ- 
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ment of twenty-nine more people than it did as amended by the Sen- 
ate. I understand thé gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] to 
say now to the House that by the conference the number of em- 
ployés has been restored, and what I wish to w is, if it has been 
restored to the number provided for in the bill as it originally passed 
the Honse. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, we give the number originally al- 
lowed by the House. The Senate, as Is made an increase 
by i the number of some of the clerks recei the higher 
salaries and lopping off from the number lower down in the list. 

Mr. CHEAD. One other question. The measure as it originally 

the House provided for twenty medical examiners. I would 
if that was the full number that the Department made a requisi- 

m for. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand that to be the case, and we 
have allowed the number they asked for. 

Mr. CHEADLE. The reason I asked this question is that early in 
the session we passed a bill providing for the appointment of thirty 
medical examiners, before the act of June 27 became law, before it 
was even considered in the House or in the Senate; and I have no- 
ticed, also, that the number of principal examiners is increased from ten 
to fifteen, and higher-priced clerks are created, when by the provisions 
of the act of June 27 it appears to me there can be no serious question 
arising in the consideration of the cases coming under that act, by rea- 
son of the fact that the existence of disability at this time is the only 
requirement. It seems to me that it is unwise and impolitic to create 
at this time this large number of clerks, drawing higher rates of 


salary. 

Mn BUTTERWORTH. We reduced that number. The number 
was increased by the Senate, but in conference we reduced it to con- 
form to the provisions of the House. 

Mr. DUNNELL, I would like to ask my friend from Ohio for some 
explanation of amendment 14 (I think that is the number), by which 
a certain class of chiefs of division are authorized to administer oaths 
in case of appointments or promotion. It occurs to me that if these 
officers are simply authorized, and not directed, to do it, there is no 
great relief to persons who get appointments or receive promotions. 
They will not become notaries public and prepare themselves to ad- 
minister these oaths unless they are required to do so bylaw. It seems 
to me that these men and women who have been paying 25 cents to be 
authorized to go to work will be compelled to go out on the streets and 
pay 50 cents to some city notary to have the oath of office administered 
to them, and that would leave them without any relief in this direc- 
tion. i 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. In response to my friend, who refers to the 
clause here that provides that the chief clerks of the several Depart- 
ments shall be authorized to administer the oath to those who are ap- 
pointed or promoted in the several Departments, it is to save to these 
employés the fee. 

Mr. DUNNELL. But it is not made their duty to do it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Oh, yes. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Oh, no. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That was the object of this amendment. 

Mr. DUNNELL. It simply authorizes them to administer the oath. 
These men may decline to do it, and then the appointees would be 
compelled to go on to the streets and pay some city notary. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will read it: 

And the chiet clerks of the several Executive Departments and the various 
bureaus and offices therein in Washington, D, C,, are hereby authorized and 
directed, on application, and withoutcompensation therefor, to administer the 
oath of office to employés, to be taken on their appointment or promotion, 

Mr. DUNNELL. That does not make it obligatory. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Undoubtedly it does— 

Are hereby authorized and directed, * 

And if they were only authorized, I take it for granted that they 
would do so. ` 2 

Mr. DUNNELL. Well, it was not read. 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. That may be. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will ask the gentleman from Ohio 
if that was not substituted in conference for the original proposition 
that came from the Senate. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Les, sir. In answering my honored friend 
from Kentucky (Mr. McCreary] I gave the number of clerks as one 
hundred and sixty-three. Ishould have stated four hundred and sixty- 
three, and now I want to make the correction. 

Mr. McCREARY. I remembered that the number was over four 
hundred clerks. I would like to ask if they are to be appointed under 
the civil-service law. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. There is no exception. They take the 
usual course—that is, such as come within that law. 

Mr. McCREARY. How many examiners are provided for in this 
bill? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Twenty medical and. fifteen principal ex- 
aminers—one medical. 

Mr. MCCREARY. They do not come under the provisions of the 
civil-service law, I believe. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. [believe not, sir. 
Mr. CHEADLE. Oh, yes, they do; both medical examiners and 
principal examiners. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Very weil, then. Unless some gentleman 
desires to make some further inquiry, I ask for a vote upon the adop- 
tion of the report. : 
The Soe of the committee of conference was ted. 
Mr. B 


report of the committee of conference was adopted; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES AND JULIUS LANSBURGH. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House the bill the 
title of which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill S. 2780) for the relief of James Lansburgh and Julius Lansburgh, 


Mr. ADAMS. I believe I have the right to call up that bill for im- 
mediate consideration under the rule. A bill substantially the same 
has been reported by the Committee on the Judiciary and is now on 
the Calendar. It is a short bill, and I think will not delay the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

Mr. ENLOE. Is ita private bill? 

Mr. ADAMS. It is a private bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


9019 


adop $ 
WORTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the 


Be it enacted, elc., That all real estate lying in the District of Cumbia here- ~ 


tofore pure! by and conveyed to James Lansburgh or Julius 
or either of them, of said District, pilor to the passage of this act, be reli 
and excepted from the operation of an act entitled “An act to restrict the own- 
cap Sar estate in the Territories to American citizens,” etc., approved 
urch? Š 
Sec, 2. That all the right, title, and interest of the United States of America in 
and to the same under the act aforesaid is hereby relinquished and released to 
the respective owners of said real estate, their heirs, 


Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, these persons were brought from Ger- 
many by their father at a very early age. They supposed and have 
supposed for years that they were citizens. They grew up in this Dis- 
trictto manhood. They bought property, and did not know until a few 
days after Mr. Cleveland had signed the alien land law that they were 
not citizens, Since that time they have become citizens; did so after 
discovering that they were not citizens of the United States. Now they 
are citizens, and the bill is to relieve them from the operation of that 
act as to this property. 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire to make an inquiry of my colleague. I 
noticed by the debate at the other end of the Capitol upon this bill 
that there was no statement made that these gentlemen were now cit- 
izens of the United States, but simply a statement that they had come 
here when they were minors and had not discovered the fact that they 
were not citizens until the death of their father, and the intimation 
was, as I understood, that they were not citizens. I desire, theretore, 
to inquire as to the basis of my colleague’s information in relation to 
their present citizenship. 

ADAMS. Their own statement before the committee and in- 
formation that I have derived from citizens of the District. I can not 
say further than that. 

Mr. PAYSON. If there is no question about the fact of their citi-_ 
zenship I shall not interpose any objection to this bill, but unless that 
question is entirely free from doubt I must object. 

Mr. ADAMS. I read a portion of their statement: 

Immediately after discovering that in law they were not citizensof the coun- 
try they took such steps as were ag tree and they were admitted to citizen-, 
ship by the supreme court of the 
burgh, April 15, 1889, and Julius 

Mr. PAYSON. From what paper is my colleague reading? 

Mr. ADAMS. A paper submitted on behalf of these gentlemen to 
the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. PAYSON. I shall not interpose any objection. 
ean BLAND. Why not report a general bill to cover cases of this 

1 27 
Mr. ADAMS. I am not in charge of any such bill. 
Mr. BLAND. I understand that this bill comes from the Judiciary 


Committee. 

Mr. ADAMS. No. A bill was introduced in the Judiciary Com- 
mittee for the relief of these particular persons, and a similar bill has 
pemet the Senate and is now on the Speaker’s table. What general 

ill the gentleman refers to I do not know. 

Mr. BLAND. Ido not know that there is one. My inquiry was 
whether that would not be the best way to legislate upon this subject. 

Mr. ADAMS. Such a bill would have to apply to 2 who came 
here very young and supposed they were citizens, when, in fact, they 
were not, because their father had neglected to be naturalized. 

Mr. BLAND. There are a great many such cases. 

Mr. ADAMS. Undoubtedly. Mr. Speaker, there is one further 
change that onght to be made. I move to strike out the word or“ 
where it first occurs in the bill and substitute the word ‘‘ and;’’ so as 
to make it read “James and Julius Lansburgh, or either of them.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


istrict of Columbia, to wit, James Lans- _ 
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The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and $ 

Mr. ADAMS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
28 and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The Jatter motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the House bill of the same import. was laid 
on the table. 


AMERICAN REGISTERS FOR STEAMERS STROMA AND MARCO AURELIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 4312) to pro- 
vide American registers for the steamers Stroma and Marco Aurelia. 
The bill was read as follows: 


Be it enacted etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby authorized 
and directed to cause the foreign-built steamers Stroma and Marco Aurelia, pur- 
chased and wholly owned by American citizens, and repaired by „to be 
registered as vessels of the United States under the names of Stillwater and 


Rover, res) vel 
of the Treasury be, and hereby is, authorized and 


y. 

Sec, 2. That the Secretary 
directed to authorize and direct the 8 of said vessels, steam-boilers, 
steam- pipes, and the 
proper and usual cert! t the merchant ne, 
without reference to the fact that said steam-bollers, Soe er and appurte- 
nances were not constructed pursuant to the laws of the United States and 
were not constructed of iron stam pursuant to said laws; and the tests 
to be 9 7 7 in the inspection of said boilers, steam-pipes, and appurte- 
nances will be the same in all respects as to strength and safety as are required 
in the inspection of boilers constructed in the United States for marine pur- 
poses, save the fact that said boilers, — a and appurtenances not bei 
constructed pursuant to the requirements of the laws of the United States, an 
are of unsiam iron, shall not be an obstacle to the granting of the usual cer- 
tificates if said boilers, steam-pipes, and appurtenances are found to be of suffi- 
cient strength and safety, 


Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Senate bill be now 
putu 


pon its 2 ` 
Mr. BUCHANAN. of New Jersey. I would like to have some state- 
ment why this privilege is asked in this case. 

Mr. WILKINSON, There is a short report, made by the Senate Com- 
mittee on Commerce, which explains the case as clearly and briefly as 
I could, and I ask to have that report read. 

The Senate report (by Mr. FRYE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred S. 4312, to provide Amer- 
ican registers for the steamers Stroma and Marco Aurelia, having considered 
the same and accompanying evidence, report as follows: 

The steamer Stroma was built in Yoker, Glasgow, Scotland, in 1883, by Na- 
pier, Shanks & Co,, and was bt eit owned by an English firm, the Napier 

ipping Company, Limited. While employed in their service she was w ed 
in the harbo of Colon, Panama, and was so seriously injured that she filled and 
sank to the bottom, 

Shortly after this the Stroma was purchased by Macheca Brothers, American 
citizens and residents of New Orleans, La., and was by them raised and taken 
to Erie Basin, New York, for repairs. These were made by Donald McNeil & 
Bro. and Henry Brothers, and amounted to 447, tass evidenced by sworn affi- 
davits and vouchers subnutted to the committee. The vessel's present appraised 
value is $50,000, but owing to the fact that she was not wrecked in American 
waters her owners can not obtain an American register for her under the gen- 
eral statute. The Stroma's tonnage is 958 tons. 

‘The steamer Marco Aurelia was formerly the Mexican steamer Merida and 
was built in 1881, Scott & Co., of Nec eto She was originally owned by 
William Binney, of London, England. She is a vessel of 725 tons gross ter. 

The Marco Aurelia was wrecked in the Gulf of Mexico during a terrific storm 
in February, 1890, and was disabled to such an extent that she was towed into 
the port of New Orleans as a wreck, where she was surveyed and condemned 
as being unseaworthy and unfit for navigation. 

She was repaired at a cost of $27,000, at New Orleans; was libeled by the re- 
5 who were American citizens, and sold at publio sale May 5, 1890, by the 

nited States marshal, by virtue of an order of the United States district court, 
to satisfy cost of repairs. 

She was purchased by Macheca Brothers, doing business at 127 Decatur street, 
New Orleans, for the sum of $27,000, which brings her within the requirements 
of the genera! law so far as the expenditure of American capital is concerned 
in connection with American Jabor, except that the injuries sustained by said 
vessel occurred outside of American waters, 

Your committee report back the bill and recommend ils passage. 


Mr. WILKINSON. This is the Senate report. I will state thata 
House bill of like character was reported yesterday to the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention simply to 
one thing in connection with these bills, with reference to orderly pro- 
ceeding in the House. Under the rules of the House all bills of this 
tharacter should be referred to the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. = 

Mr. WILKINSON. This bill was referred to that committee and 
that committee has reported it favorably. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I call attention to the matter because in one case 
there has been an error in this respect, and it is very desirable that all 
such bills should go to one committee in order that the same rule shall 
be appi to all. 

Mr. WILKINSON. The report that was read was from the Senate 
Committee on Commerce, and not from the House Committee on Com- 
merce. This bill was reported yesterday by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] from the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, but the report has not yet been printed, hence I had 
the Senate report read. The committee adopted the Senate report. 

Mr, BINGHAM. All the vouchers being before the committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The explanation is satisfactory. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I did not hear the whole of the 
report, and [ would like to know what proportion the repairs put upon 
the first vessel named bore to the value of the vessel. 

Mr. WILKINSON, Her appraised value is $50,000 and the repairs 
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ee to $47,182. That is a larger proportion than the law re- 
quires. j 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILKINSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
or passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider belaid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was to. 
ie unanimous consent, the House bill of like import was laid on the 

e. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had without amendment the bill (H. R. 8951) 
to amend an act entitled An act for tke relief of settlers on railroad 
lands,” approved June 22, 1874. 

The message also announced that the Senate agreed to the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2979) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at some accessible 
sa between the mouth of the Illinois and the mouth of the Missouri 

vers. x 

SEAL FISHERIES OF BEHRING SEA. 


Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Printing, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That 5,000 copies of Executive Document No. 450, message of the 
President, with 3 papers, concerning seal fisheries of Behring Sea, 
be printed for the use of the House, to be equally distributed among Members 
and Delegates. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, and Mr. PAyson addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. PA SON] rise? 

Mr. PAYSON. To ask unanimous consent for the consideration ofa 
House bill. s 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] 
has a privileged report. 

Mr. PAYSON. I have not heard the gentleman 

The SPEAKER. The Chair heard the gentleman. 

Mr. PAYSON. I hope he will yield to me for a single moment. If 
this bill gives rise to any debate, I will withdraw it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. There are so many gentleman who 
desire me to yield 8 

Mr. PAT SON. I hope I may have an opportunity 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I think I shall have to object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes that various gentlemen ‘‘ may 
have an opportunity.’’ 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I hope I ‘‘may have an oppor- 
tunity.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to make a motion that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of busi- 
ness on the Private Calendar, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] can 
test the sense of the House upon the motion of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON]. The Chair is obliged to rule that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois is entitled to recognition, because the rules give 
him that right, inasmuch as he is making a privileged report, as the 
Chair understands, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. If 
the House should decline to adopt the proposition of the gentleman 
from Illinois, then the Chair will submit the motion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee, : 

Mr. ENLOE, I feel it is proper for me to make this motion regus 
larly, because, while I know that Friday in this case is going to be taken 
away from us, as for some time past it always has been, I want it to be 
done in the regular way; I want it to be taken by force. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be very glad to have the busi- 
ness in which the gentleman from Tennessee is interested considered, 
and would do what he could under the rules to recognize the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I make a privileged report from the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. ENLOE. I shall raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the question of con- 
sideration is to be raised. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I hope the gentleman will allow me 
to make this repart. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9496) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of 
certain public works on rivers and harbors,and for other purposes, together 
with the amendments of the Senate thereto, having considered the same, beg 
leave to report as follows: 

They recommend non-concurrence in all of the amendments of the Senate 
numbered from 1 to 236, inclusive, and that the request of the Senate for a con- 
ference be agreed to, 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I move that all of the amendments 
of the Senate be non-concurred in and that the conference asked for 
by the Senate be granted. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous con- 
sent, reserving the right of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE], 
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that the House non-concur in the Senate amendments and agree to the 


conference asked by the Senate. Is there objection? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I object, and make the point of order that a 
nuniber of these amendments of the Senate involve new bei acm 
and require their first consideration in Committee of the le. I 
aka thas point of order. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, Will the gentleman allow me just 
a word? If this point of order is insisted upon, I believe there is no 
way to avoid going into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of 
considering these amendments; but I can not see any good purpose that 
is to be accomplished by pursuing this course, inasmuch as, after we 
have gone into Committee of the Whole and have considered these 
amendments, the same result precisely would be reached as that which 
we desire to attain now, unless the object be to concur in the amend- 
ments. If that is the object, this is a very proper motion, and we should 
go into Committee of the Whole for that purpose; but, if the purpose is 
to non-concur in the amendments, I submit that going into Committee 
of the Whole will be only a consumption of time, because it will simply 
result in non-concurrence, to which we now ask the House to agree, 
I think this question is a privileged one. It seems to me so. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. This bill, as it originally passed the House, 
involved an appropriation of nearly $22,000,000, as I understand, and 
this sum has tear increased by the Senate some seven or eight million 
dollars more. It is an exceedingly large appropriation, involving a 
considerable number of items, and I think the House should not con- 
cur without consideration in them, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Do you want to concur in them? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Then the motion of the gentleman from Illinois 
reaches the result you wish. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I understand that; but I understand also 
that if you move to nori-concur, and commit all of these amendments 
to a conference committee, it will come back to the House and we will 
have to adopt that report asan entirety without an opportunity of con- 
sidering any separate item involved in it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. When we come back from the conference each 
one of these items will be open for consideration in the House. 

Mr. FRANK. The gentleman is mistaken in that. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. If the gentleman will allow me one 
further word, I want to say that the condition of this bill now is this: 
The Senate has in the first instance, which I understand it has a right 
to do, insisted on its amendments and has asked the House for a con- 
ference. That question I understand to be privileged. It has been 
so held, I think, by Speakers for many years. Of course that may be 
subject to the rules ofthe House; but at all events it seems to me to 
be privileged, and when we go into Committee of the Whole it seems 
to me that the question which we have to consider first is the question 
whether we will agree to the conlerence asked by the Senate. That 
would be the first question to be decided in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is a question for the House. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I understand, of course, by the adoption of 
the motion of the gentleman, we will non-concyr, but we will non- 
concur and at the same time put it into the power of the committeeof 
conference to bring back a report requiring us to adopt the whole matter 
or none. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That will not be the case, I think. After the 
conference report comes in each individual item can be considered and 
disagreed to just as well. 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. Notas I understand the practice of the House. 
The motion involves a large sum of money, and especially, in view of 
the fact that I am opposed to the bill in its entirety, I am not willing 
to forward it one step by any consent that may be given here to its con- 
sideration ont of the regular order of procedure. There is plenty of 
time for the consideration of each separate appropriation made in the 
bill, and therefore I insist on the point of order. e 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman insists on his objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Then I move that the Houseresolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
purpose of considering the Senate amendments. 

Mr. ENLOE. And I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair would suggest to the gentleman from 
Tennessee that his motion can be determined on the other question 
raised by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. ENLOE. Very well. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. PAyson in the chair, 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of Senate amendments to the river and harbor ap- 
propriation bill. By order of the House the first reading of these amend- 
ments was dispensed with, and the Clerk will report the first amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ga page 2, 5 snaa ate ho 42 a em “ fifty ;"? making it read: 
5 $0000 refuge al e Harbor, New Hampshire; Continuing 
— 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
there has been no general discussion on this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois, the chairman of 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, has charge of the bill in com- 
mittee, and the Chair has recognized him for such motion as he chooses 
to submit that may be in order. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. But no motion is in order until the question 
is debated. 2 

The CHAIRMAN. For anything the Chair knows to the contrary, 
the gentleman from Illinois proposes to debate now. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the Senate amend- 
ments number, as wasstated in the report, two hundred and thirty-six. 
A large number of these amendments are formal, amendments of phrase- 
ology, or the insertion of surveys, or changes which do not either in- 
crease or decrease the appropriation. My friend says the Senate amend- 
ments increase the appropriation seven or eight milliou dollars. As 
I understand the condition of the bill—and I have taken some pains 
to compute the exact status of it as to the amount of appropriation 
it carries—it is increased by the Senate amendments about $5,000,000 
instead of seven or eight million, as the gentleman su: 

It is a large increase which has been made by the Senate, and the 
course that we ask the House to pursue and now ask the committee to 
pursue is to agree to non-concur in them all and consent to the confer- 
enceasked. I wish at this time, therefore, to raise this question of order. 
As I have said, I believe this question to be a privileged one. There 
has been submitted by the Senate to the House a request for a confer- 
ence. They insist on their amendments, which were agreed to by the 
Senate, and ask for a conference. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman think that question can be 
raised in the committee? Itis a matter, in the judgment of the Chair, 
to be raised in the House only. The question of order should be de- 
termined there. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Then, Mr. Chairman, now havin 
entered upon the general debate on the amendments of the Senate, 
move that the committee rise for the purpose of closing debate, unless 
by unanimous consent we can reach that result. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker resumed the Chair. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I move that the House now re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the Senate amendments, and 
pending that I move that all general debate be limited to five minutes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. PAYSON. This is not debatable. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The House ought, on a question involving 
$5,000,000 on entirely new propositions, not to confine discussion to 
such limit as that. - 2 

Mr. MORSE. That gives them a million dollars a minute on gen- 
eral debate, Is not that time enough ? 

Mr. ROGERS. That ought to be satisfactory. Thatis a million 
dollars a minute. 

Mr. DOCKERY. They have done better than that. They passed 
the post-office appropriation bill, involving $72,000,000, in twenty 
minutes. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Division. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 122, noes 9. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr, Speaker, I make the point there is no 
quorum present. 

The SPEAKER (having counted the House). One hundred and 
seventy-three members present—a quorum. ‘The ayes have it and the 
House determines to limit general debate to five minutes, The ques- 
tion now recurs upon the motion that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the Senate amendments to the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. KERR,of Iowa (speakingsimultaneously with the Speaker). I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from Iowa 
rise? s, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I demanded the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the gentleman. 

„Mr. KERR, of Iowa. But I will not insist upon it. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House resolved ftself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of Senate amendments to the river and harbor” 


‘| appropriation bill, with Mr. PAyson in the chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. General debate having been limited to five min- 
utes, debate is now in order for that time. 7 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Illinois. I ask the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Kerr] if he desires to occupy five minutes, 

Mr. DOCKERY,. Let him have it all if he wants it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I unfortunately live in a part 


of this country that only bev! Aue iad if atall, receives any benefit 
from this river and harbor b; No portion of the product of my sec- 


tion of the State, or at least a very small portion of the product of my 
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section of the country, has occasion to pass, or at least ever does pass, 
by means of water communication to the ocean. We are interested 
more in transportation by land, very much more than we are in the 
transportation by water; and we to feel, many of us in thatsec- 
tion of the country, that if the bounty of the General Government is 
to be expended to the extent of $30,000,000 a year or $27,000,000 for 
the development of favored portions of the country which have water 
communication, it is about time that we should begin to have a por- 
tion of that vast sum of money which is raised from the people by 
taxation expended for the development of our country by means of 
Jand communication; and if this is to be persisted in, Mr. Chairman, 
I give notice to you and to the country that the time is coming shortly 
when the people of this country will demand that a portion of this 
sum of money shall be used for the purpose of i improving land com- 
munication. 

There are a number of projects already suggested by many men in 
this country. Among those is fhe proposition for the building of a 
great national highway, a railroad highway, by the money of the Gen- 
eral Government, under the control of the General Government, for the 
8 of the vast products of the West to the seaboard, when 
we not be in the power of the monopolists or at least the railroad- 

owners, who control ihdas methods of communication, to fix the price. 

And I say, if this policy of devoting $27,000,000 a year ont of the Na- 

tional Treasury for the purpose of developing water communication, 

or at least those streams and inlets and bays that are of only local im- 

portance, is persisted in, that we will demand that a portion of this 

‘vast sum of money shall be used for national highways by land. 

Mr. HAYES. I would like to ask the gentleman, if it is 2 to 
carry out the idea you are now speaking upon, whether we of 
having the Mississippi on the east and the Missouri on the west, are 
not as much interested in the river and harbor bill as any section of 
the country could be, even from your own standpoint? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. So far as the great national highways are con- 
cerned, I suppose that the people of Iowa who live on the Mississippi 

~ River have as much interest in the Mississippi River that flows on our 
eastern border and in the Missouri on the west as other portions of the 

country; but, while this bill contains $27,000,000 of appropriations, I 

understand that only $500,000 of it are appropriated for the complet- 

vex the communication between the Mississippi and Lake Erie. 
HAYES. That is only the start. 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. And only one million more for the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River; and so out of this 9 of $27,- 
000,000 we get in matters of general importance which are of benefit 
to the whole nation only about one-eighteenth part. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired; and by 
order of the House general debate is concluded. The Clerk will pro- 
ceed with the reading of the amendments. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 19, strike out twenty“ and insert “fifty.” 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I now move non- 
‘concurrence in all the Senate amendments, and that the Committee of 
the Whole report to the House the non-concurrence, and agree to the 
conference asked for by the Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, If the Chair will hear me, I want to 
make some remarks upon this motion which I have made. Ido not 
know that it is in exact form. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point that it is only in order to 
pretene one of these amendments at a time, and I make the ob- 

ection. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I think it is rather 
important that the committee should understand the question that is 
now before us, It is a somewhat peculiar question, as I stated before 
the House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole. The Sen- 

‘ate has asked the House for a conference on the Senate amendments. 
Ihave already stated that that request isa request which creates a 
privileged question. It is a question which I am told has never been 
answered otherwise than by granting the request of the Senate and 
cox to the conference asked. I want to call the attention of the 

to the action taken in the Forty-ninth Congress on the bill H. 
R. 8328, known as the bill imposing a tax upon and regulating the 
manufacture, sale, importation, and ‘exportation of oleomargarine. 
That bill was exactly in the same condition as this. It was passed by 
8 and sent to the Senate, and was amended by the Seater 
Senate resolved to insist upon its amendment or amendments and 
asked the House for aconference. The question came up then asa 


privileged Lancers 
Mr. HATCH, as question, from the Committee on Agriculture, to 
which was ref 5 the b of the House (H, R. 8328) See butter, also im- 


importation, and ex- 
te thereto, and a 
esting a conference writs the House— 


ng a tax upon and epean we manufacture, sale 
rtation of oleomargarine, with amendments of the Sena 
message trom the Senate thereon requ 


I beg the attention of the Chair to the exact question— 


ha perry N i eee with the House on the said bill and amendments, 
port the same with the recommendation that said ae 

disagreed 1 PPRA the said request for a conference agreed to. 
ham made the point of order that the report proposed to be made by 


Mr. HATCH was petvflaged raps port that could be made at any time under 
clause 49 of Nadel nich useconferred a the Committee on Ways and 
Means only the right to report at any time bills raising revenue. 

After debate on the said point of order and also on the additional point of 
order made by Mr. Dunn that to be in order as a privileged report there must 
be a conjunction of the conditions mired pri clause, 8 that it must 
be a revenue bill and it must by the Committee on Ways and Means 
The Speaker sustained the sai ints of order and held that the yote of the 
House in referring, on the 8th of last, the original bill introduced by Mr. 
Scott (for which 0 bil 8 to be reported was a substitute) to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture in no respect changed the rules of the House as to the right of 
the committee to report thereon at any time, and that under clause 49 of Rule 
XI the right to report bills raising revenue at any time pertained only to the 
C anae on Waysand Means, 


Now, I want to suggest this: If we are now compelled to go through 
with and consider all these amendments and act upon them before we 
can to the request of the Senate, where is the privileged charac- 
ter of the question? I can not see how there is any privileged char- 
acter to the question in that way; and yet Speaker CARLISLE held 
that it was a privileged question and competent for the House to refer 
the request to a committee. When it comes back, reported as in this 
case, and this case is exactly the same as was the case in the oleomar- 
garine bill, in the Forty-ninth Congress, the Speaker still held the 
8 to be privileged, but stated that it was suhject to rules of 

e House. 

Now, in this case, is not the first question that is to come up and be 
considered, whether we will agree to a conference? For that purpose 
I move non-concurrence. Then, if this is not the case, I can not im- 
agine how the question can be considered in any sense a privileged 

uestion. 

2 Mr. CANNON. But what does my friend now propose to do were 

his question practicable? We are in Committee of the Whole House 

considering the Senate amendments. What action does my friend 
ropose? 

8 Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I propose that we determine whether 

we will accede to the request of the Senate or not, and for that purpose 

I made the motion to non-concur. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Houseis in Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of these Senate amendments, and it is not for the Com- 
mittee of the Whole to determine any question privileged one way or 
the other. Whatever the judgment of the present occupant of the 
chair might be as a member on the floor, if it were a point of order to 
be decided by the Speaker, the question is very different when pre- 
sented in Committee of the Whole when the Senate amendments are 
under consideration. The Chair is very clear about this, and, unless 
something in addition can be said, the point of order will have to be 
sustained, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I refer to the matter further, that if we were 
in the House 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has sustained the point of order of the 
gentleman from Iowa, and further debate is not necessary. 

Mr. KERR, of Lont: I wasanticipating a motion being made to go 
into the House agai 

Mr. HEN DERSON, of Illinois., I move to non-concur in the amend- 
ment which has just been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be non- 
concurred in. : 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment numbered 2: On page 2, line 21, after the word Vermont,” strike 
out the words continuing impro ” and insert the words for repairs,” 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I move to non-concur in the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to strike out twenty thousand and 
insert ten thousand.“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa moves to concur in 
the amendment with an amendment. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. In regard to that I wish to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk advises the Chair that he has not read 
the amendment to which the gentleman from Iowa refers. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Amendment numbered 2 is what we are on. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 2, strike out the word “fifteen "and insert the word “twenty.” 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I move to non-concur in the amend- 


ment. 
5 Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to strike out twenty and insert 
ten.” 


N = 
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I believe there is a continual increase in the amount involved in these The 


river and harbor bills. The sum of $21,000,000 or $22,000,000 pro- 
vided for in the House bill was much too large. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is unable to hear the gentleman from 
Towa. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Ilinois. What is the amendment? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Strike out twenty and insert ten.“ 

I think it would be much better to reduce these general appropria- 
tions for rivers to some extent and confine them to improvements of 
national importance., In the river and harbor bills that we have passed 
heretofore I have observed that nearly all the large sums of money have 
gone along the eastern coast and along the country on the lakes, and 
L believe it is as much as the political existence of a man living in 
either of those regions is worth to say a word against the river and 
harbor bill. He knows that money put into improvements in the 
neighborhood will give employment to his neighbors, that the money 
will go into local circulation and will make times locally pros 
and be locally beneficial, whether money is properly expended with 
reference to the general welfare of the country or not. 

J believe that that consideration has had a tendency to very largely 
increase the amount of our river and harbor appropriations. Now, if 
we made none but general improvements for the benefit of the whole 
country, improvements that were submitted to the judgment of men 
representing all portions of the country, I think the amounts involved 
in our river and harbor bills would be very much less, because the ap- 
propriations would be confined to the great water ways and the great 
channels of commerce, and all the money expended would be much 
more profitably expended than it is at present. Ispeak of this now 
because I think it will be necessary to refuse to reduce these appropri- 
ations. While I do not sympathize with gentlemen on the other side 
who say that there will be a deficiency, I do say that if these appro- 
priations are to be constantly enlarged instead of being, as they ought 
to be, somewhat reduced, the time will come when we shall be con- 
fronted directly with the question of resorting to other measures of 
taxation in order to raise the money necessary to carry on the Govern- 
ment. 

I think it would be well for us, therefore, to begin practicing economy 
now, to cut down this appropriation to $10,000; or at least to have it 
understood that we are not going to increase any of these appropria- 
tions. If I were sure that the gentleman in charge of the bill, when 
he came to consult with the Senate conferees, would insist strenuously 


on keeping the amount down to the limit provided by this branch of | PO 


Congress, which more: directly represents the American people and is 
more directly charged with the duty of looking to the interests of the 
people in the application of the taxing power, I would not have much 
objection to the bill going into conference and letting the conference 
committee settle it and bring the measure back to the House in an aec- 
ceptable form. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, we might as well meet one or 
two of the suggestions of the gentleman from Iowa right here on the 
threshold. The country, as perhaps the gentleman from Iowa recog- 
nizes as well as I do, has grown a good deal. In this river and harbor 
bill there are appropriations for harbors almost as large as any in the 
country that were unknown as water ways twenty years ago, and there 
are rivers now being improved so as to contribute to a magnificent de- 
velopment of wealth, that were unknown as navigable waters at the 
close of the war. All of the expenditures of the Government have grown, 
and they have grown largely ont of proportion to the appropriations for 
rivers and harbors. With a seacoast four times greater than that of 
France we have appropriated less than 10 per cent. of the French ap- 
propriations for the improvement of rivers and harbors. 

The gross amount carried in this bill is less than one-half of what it 
should be. ‘The estimates of the Engineer Department asked for nearly 
$40,000,000 for one year, and we propose to appropriate here some- 
thing like $25,000,000 for a period that is admitted by everybody to be 
two years. The gentleman is wholly mistaken about the amount of 
the appropriations for the Mississippi River and its tributaries. He 
speaks about n million dollars for the Lower Mississippi. We put our 
appropriation into the bill, and the Senate added a million because of 
the failure of the passage there of a bill which we passed in the House; 
so that what the gentleman calls the entire appropriation for this pur- 
pose is only an addition to it. 

J undertake to say, Mr. Chairman, that, considering the amounts 
that have been expended along the Atlantic coast in earlier days, this 
bill will be found to make a fair, just, and honest distribution in pro- 
portion to the necessities of the various localities. 

Now, what is to be made by these proposed amendments? The 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors say to the Committee of the Whole: 
‘We are dissatisfied with these amendments which have thus increased 
the bill, and we propose to disagree to them and send the bill to a con- 
ference.” If the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] should make an 
amendment upon every amendment, still the whole question will go 
to a committee of conference, and there will be nothing gained; but 
there will be simply a loss of eight or ten days’ time. That is all. 


civil bill occupied nine days of the time of this House 
in Committee of the Whole, and there is ample opportunity on the two 
hundred and odd amendments to this bill to occupy more time than 
was occupied on the sundry civil bill, and when we are done with it 
we shall be just where we are now, and the bill will go where it is pro- 
posed now it shall go, to a committee of conference, for the purpose of 
adjusting the matters of disagreement between the two Houses. 

This bill has been framed in the interest of the improvement of the 
water ways of the country as a check upon the railroads. If the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Kerr] knows how to make a wagon road upon 
which he can run his produce into market in successful competition 
with the Towa railroads, that is all right, and Iam in favor of his doing 
it; but he is not in favor of subsidies to railroads any more than I am 
in favor of subsidies to county roads. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. KERR; and the 
Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr, KERR. Task for a division. 

The question being taken, the amendment was not agreed to—there 
being, ayes 3, noes 84. 

The Senate amendment was then non-concurred in. 

Amendment number 4 was read, as follows: 

On page 2, line 24, strike out the words “ completing improvement” and in- 
sert to Srey e break water; so as to make the h > 
Improving harbor at Gordon's Landing, Lake Champ 
plete breakwater, $6,000. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to amend this amendment so as to fix 
the amount at $1,000, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I make a point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. The amendment is not in order, be- 
cause it proposes to change a part of the bill which is not in dispute in 
the two Houses. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Iowa 
relates to a matter which is not before the Committee of the Whole. 
Theamendment of the Senate does not touch the amount appropriated, 
but relates simply to the purpose for which the appropriation is made. 
Therefore the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Well, I move to strike out the restriction. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is equivalent toa motion for non-concur- 
rence, because the restriction is the Senate amendment. ; 

Mr. KERR, oi Iowa. Well, I move to strike that out; and in sup- 
rt of the amendment I wish to say this, if money is to be expended 
on a little lake away up in the North, that bas no national communi- 
cation at all, I think the officers of the Government ought to be al- 
lowed to expend it just as they please, because I do not see what this 
has to do with any general purposes. It does not come within the rule 
as an improvement of a nature that will be of any benefit to the public 
at large. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Is not the gentleman aware that one of the great 
naval battles of the war of 1812 was fought on this same lake? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is the gentleman from Iowa aware that inter- 
national commerce—commerce between this nation and Great Britain, 
commerce very valuable and important in its volume—is carried on 
upon Lake Champlain ? 

Mr. MOFFITT. It is a lake 125 miles long and 13 miles wide. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Well, I do not think this lake has any gen- 
eral communication with the rest of the world. [Laughter, ] fis 
true we may have had some battle there in which men obtained a great 
deal of fame; but because there was a battle on a particular lake in the 
war of 1812, that does not prove 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This lake has communication with the St. Lav- 
rence River; and the St. Lawrence River communicates with a large 
part of the world. It is true it does not run towards Iowa 

[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. OWENS, of Indiana. I object to this Hall being turned into a 
school-house. 

Mr. MOFFITT. I beg to inform the gentleman from Iowa that a 
large proportion of the commerce of Eastern and Northern New York 
goes through Lake Champlain north into the Chambly Canal and So- 
rel River via the St. Lawrence River, and south through the lake via 
Champlain Canal into the Hudson River. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Gentlemen are illustrating the propriety of 
my position. I am arguing that it is necessary we should know what 
we are voting on with reference to these proposed amendments of the 
Senate. * 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But the gentleman is supposed to have some 
general elementary knowledge of the map of his own country, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I used to study geography, I will say to the 
gentleman—— 

we CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has ex- 
1 The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments 6 to 11 were read and non-concurred in. 

Amendment 12 was read, as follows: 

Insert after line the following: 

M hoaapemeabcn walloen Mattie ant sotene sh cer waie E EN com- 
mencing construction, 8100, 000.“ 


x Vermont: To com- 


= 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking 
out 8100, 000 and inserting ‘'$1,000.’’ I have observed, sir, that 
in our river and harbor bills a favorite project for getting held of the 
public money seems to be a proposition to construct a ‘harbor of ref- 
uge.” I believe that if this policy of making ‘‘ harbors of refuge is 
to be pursued in this way the whole coast will ben harbor of refuge.” 
We are asked to establish ‘‘ harbors of refuge”? at various places on the 
lakes and on the Atlantic coast; there does not seem to be any limit 
to the demand. This amendment proposes to commence the construc- 
tion of a harbor of refuge on the Atlantic coast, and to appropriate for 
this purpose $100,000. 

We have always understood that there are a great many harbors 
along our Atlantic coast; that it has been provided by nature with nu- 
merous bays, inlets, etc., in which vessels may take refuge from the 
storms of the ocean; yet if we were to judge by the amount of the appro- 
priations asked for ‘‘ harbors of refuge, we would imagine that the 
whole of the eastern coast of this continent is one bleak, barren shore, 
with no indentations whatever, and that itis necessary for the security 
of our commerce to go to work and expend millions on millions of 
money in order to establish places in which during a storm our vessels 
may And protection. I think an improvement of this kind ought to be 
- shown to be desirable by something more than a bare, general state- 

ment in the body of a report. 

We have not bad from this committee any light upon the subject 
whatever. The House knows nothing about its necessity unless they 
have had an opportunity in the study of geography, as suggested by 
the gentleman from Ohio, to know something about it; and my friend 
knows that our opportunities for studying matters in geography in re- 
gard to these various items of appropriation is, as a rule, confined toa 
few sentences that do not confer very general information as to the sub- 

ect. 

3 Now, the reports of the Senate and the House, neither one of them 
conveys any light on the subject as to the necessity for this. 

- Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Well, give us a chance, and we 
will vote upon it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We are just trying to find out something abont 
it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Yes; but we have first to put it into confer- 
ence according to your idea and ultimately take it in connection with 
other matters as a whole. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Oh! you aresawing off the limb 
you are sitting on. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman from Iowa allow me a mo- 
ment? Iholdin my handa statement showing a loss of some twenty- 
odd wrecks at Point Judith from 1883 to 1888, involvinga loss of near 
n half million of dollars. Here is also a statement showing that there 
usually passes Point Judith, on their way from and to New York, nine 
or ten regular ships every day and night, besides an immense number 
of irregular traders; and the petition for this harbor of refuge, signed 

-by the Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York, the Maritime 
Association of the port of New York,the Board of Trade of Portland, Me., 
Providence Board of Trade; resolutions of the State Legislature of the 
State of Rhode Island, the report of the Government officials in charge 
of that life-saving district, the report of the Chief of Engineers; and I 
would like to have put into the RECORD thesplendid argument made in 
the Fiftieth Congress by the lamented Congressman from New York, 
Mr. Cox, who always championed the establishment: of this station as 
necessary for the safety of life along that coast. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to add to my remarks the reportsand petitions I have referred to. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I would like to askif the gentleman’s object 
is not to concur in this amendment in place of non-concurring? 

Mr. DUNNELL. I object to the printing of that in the RECORD. 
It is very 1 y, I believe. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not very lengthy, but avery important matter. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

The following is the record of the debate referred to: 


Mr. Cox. Mr. Chairman, I propose the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“After line 6 insert: 

For harbor of refuge on the Atlantic seaboard at or near 
Rhode Island, $50,000.’ 

Mr. Cox. Mr. irman, I do not expect the House will pass this amend- 
ment, and F make it with the view of submitting a motion that certain docu- 
ments be published in the Recorp for future reference, which I think, sir, isa 
very custom, 

Iam put in charge of this matter by the Chamber of Commerce of New York. 
The Maritime Association of the city of New York and others have furnished 
me with some documentary evidence as to the necessity of this harbor of refuge 
at Point Judith. These papers show the number of vessels wrecked at that 
point, as well as the imports and exports of merchandise which go and come 
along that coast, and they are enormous in their quantity and are in constant 
Tue Chamber of Commerce of New York Cit 
tic coast at or near Point Judith is considered 
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is portion of the Atlan- 
rs one of the most dan- 
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and al it may not be deemed by the gentleman havingin 
thie bah to be ones under the rules of proceeding here, I ask these 7 —.— 
from different commercial associations giving statements of disasters at Point 
Judith, and showing the perils of that coast, be printed in the RECORD. 
The Cartman, The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 
The papers referred to are as follows: 


PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION OF COAST NEAR LIFE-SAVING STATION, EAST POINT 
JUDITH, RHODE ISLAND, WITH A VIEW TO CONSTRUCTING A BREAKWATER, 


ENGINEER OFFICE, Unirep STATES Army, 
Newport, R. I., December 14, 1888. 


GENERAL: In compliance with instructions contained in Department letter 
of September 29, 1884, I have the honor to submit the following report upon the 
e examination of coast near life-saving station, East Point Judith, 

ode Island, provided for in river and harbor act of A 11, 1888, and made 
by Capt, Thomas L. Casey, Corps of Engineers, on the 11th of October last. 

Point Judith is the southeastern extremity of South Kingston Township, 
Washington County, Rhode Island, and marks the southwestern entrance to 
Narragansett Bay. 

Captain Casey recommends the establishment of a harbor of refuge in this 
locality. His report is accompanied by two sketches and a list of vessels which’ 
have been wrecked there between 1883 and 1888. I have been told that the loss 
of the larger of these vessels was caused by fogs, and not by storms. The amount 
of commerce passing Point Judith is too well known to require detailed de- 
scription. The point is an exceedingly dangerous one to navigation. While 
vessels of large size can ride in the trough of the sea to a safe shelter in Narra- 
gansett Bay, a harbor of refuge for smaller vessels is much needed. 

Such a harbor can be established by the construction of break waters, at a cost, 
roughly estimated, of $900,000, which would also afford relief to the commerce 
of the neighboring villages and furnish a landing for the boats of the Point 
Judith 3 service, which now often can not be effected nearer than 
Newport or Block Island. I am therefore of the opinion that East Point Judith 
is worthy of improvement by the General Government, and estimate the cost 
of a survey of the locality at . 

Point Judith is in the collection district of Newport, which is a port of entry. 
The amount of revenue collected at Newport in the last fiscal year was $2,184.51. 
The nearest light-house is Point Judith light. The nearest fortification is the 
forton Dutch Island, Rhode Island, The s population of South Kingston by the 
Rhode Island State census of 1885, was 5,549. 


Captain Casey’s report is herewith inclosed. 
Very respectfally, your obedient servant, 
W. R. LIVERMORE, 
Major of Engincers, 


The CHIEF or ExGINEERS, U. S. A. 


List of vessels wrocksd near Point Judith, east and west, 1883-1888, 


E §¢ 
When = se 
Vessels wrecked. wrecked. E 2 E E Nature of cargo. 
cue as 
>o >o 
Schooner Warren Gates..... | Mar. 25, 1883 | $4,000 | $6,500 | Steel wire: 
Schooner Thomas R. Pills- | June 13, 1888 | 28,000 | 2,500 Coal. 
bury. 
Schooner Julia A. Tate.. 3,500 | Logwood and axles, 
Schooner Idlewild........ 1,125 | Grain. an 
Schooner Almon Bacon „1885 | 3,000 | 2,000 Iron. 
Schooner Mott Haven ... Dec. 25,1885 | 6,000 | 1,900 | Furniture and oil, 
Schooner Willie De Wolf. . . do . . 8,000 | 1,500 | Lumber, 
ooner Allen Green. . . Jan. 9, 1886 | 12,000 |............ Nocargo; ballast. 
Steamer Miranda...... 5 110, 000 | 31,500 | General cargo. 
Schooner Mary Natt.. 1,200 | 2,700 Iron. 
25,000 | 4,275 | Coal. 
10,000 | 2,000 Do. 
1,500 | 1,200 Do. 
35,000 | 5,000 Do. 
45,000 | 5,000 Do. 
2 3,000 | 1,800 | Lumber. 
Schooner Earl P. Mason. . . Aug. 22,1888 | 17,000 | 3,000 5 
Schooner Isaac H. Borden..| Sept. 9, 1888 500 | 3,000 | Oil. 
Total. 78, 500 


Total number wrecks, 18. 
Domestic imports of merchandise of the E of South Kingston, Point Judith dis- 


ee — — — — Ü— 


Description. 


tity Value, 
ons. 

900 | $120,000 
5,000 | 89, 000 
2,000 90, 000 
10; 000 57,000 
200 7,000 
300 3.000 
309 2,500 
100 1,000 
100 10, 000 
125,000 bushels grain. 1,750 65,000 
500 cords wood. . . . 900 2,700 
10,000 cords marine fertilizer......... 20, 000 30,000 
15,000 tons promiscuous merchandise.. 15, 000 350, 000 
1,175,000 pounds Wool . sees, 23 — 587 411, 250 
r 5 | 57,137 | 2,019, 850 


Manufactured woolens, 
Farm produce and general merchandise... 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Passengers carried by Narragansett Pier Railroad... .... wee $60, 000 
gers carried by steamer from Narragansett Pier to and from 

Newport, R. I. . .. ) . — 12 000 

Total........ E eee, beser r — 70,000 

——NQ— 2 9——— 50 

S — 20 


Ata monthly meeting of the Chamber of Commerce, held January 3, 1889, the 
following preamble and resolutions reported by its committee on the harbor 
and shipping were unanimously adopted: 

Whereas the section of the Atlantic seaboard at and near Point Judith, Rhode 
iene, is considered by mariners one of the most dangerous parts of the coast; 


an » 

Whereas there is no harbor at present for 29 miles along the shore where pas- 
sengers, crews, cargo, or vessels in distress can with safety make a . and 
in consequence, disaster in this locality has generaily resulted in total loss of 
vessels and cargoes and the destruction of human life; and 

Whereas by the construction of harbors of refuge at the locality lives and 
property will be saved and the coatwise commerce of the Atlantic seaboard be 

»enefited: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That harbors of refuge at the point designated seem to this cham- 
ber to be u tly required by the coastwise commerce of this part of the Atlan- 
tie seal , whereby the safety of the lives of seamen and the property of its 
citizens will be 1 ` 


Resolved, That our Representatives be requested to urge upon the 
importance of immediate construction of such harbors of refuge at such 
points as, in the judgment of the United States engineers, are uired in the 
neighborhood of Point Judith and that the appropriation required to carry the 
same into effect be made. 

A true copy. 


CHAS, S. SMITH, President, 
GEO. WILSON, Secretary. 
MARITIME ASSOCIATION OF THE PORT OF New YORK, 
New York, January 9, 1889, 

At a regular meeting of the board of directors, held this day, the following 
preamble and resolution were unanimously adopted: < 

Whereas the section of the Atlanticseaboard at and near Point Judith, Rhode 
a is considered by mariners one of the most dangerous parts of the coast; 
an 

Whereas there is no harbor at present for 29 miles along the shore where 
sengers, crews, cargoes, or vessels in distress can with safety make a landing, 
and, in consequence, disaster in this locality has generally resulted in total loss 
of vessels and cargoes and the destruction of human life; and 

Whereas by the construction of rs of refuge at this locality, east and 
westof Point Judith, lives and property will be saved and the coastwise com- 
merce of the Atlantic seaboard be benefited: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That it is the opinion of the Maritime Association that such har- 
bors of refuge should be constructed by the United States as are deemed by the 
United States engineers best suited to meet the necessities of the growing 
coastwise comme. be of the Atlantic seaboard, and that the Representatives in 
Congress of the States of the Atlantic seaboard be requested to urge upon Con- 
gress the importance of the immediate construction of harbors of refuge at this 
part of the coast, and that a copy of this resolution be transmitted to them, to 
the Secretary of War, and to the President of the United States. 


A true copy. 
RADCLIFFE BALDWIN, President. 
WM. H. VAN BRUNT, Secretary. 


THIRD Usrrep STATES LIFE-SAVING DISTRICT, 
Point Judith Station, 27, 1888. 


DEAR Sim: Your communication of the 26th instant, asking for the number of 
vessels that pass this station during a year, is received, In reply will say that I 
have taken an average of the different vessels, and, repr 8 25 lowance for the 
summer months, nights, and thick weather, think it will safe to say that 
about 167 14 175 brige, 24,110 schooners, 7,483 steamers, 1,080 81 and 5,383 
barges pass this station du a year, or a grand total of about 38,398 vessels, 

Very respectfully yours, 


HERBERT M. KNOWLES. 
Mr. F. W. Hovenrrton, r 
Superintendent Maritime Erchange, New York City. 


The following steamers regularly pass Point Judith on their way to and from 
New York, namely: Fall River Line, for 5 etc., daily; Fall River Line 
freight-boats, daily ; Providence Line, daily; Merchants“ Line, for Providence, 
weekly; New Bedford Old Colony boats, three per week; Boston Outside Line, 
three per week; Portland, Me., two per week; Bangor, Me., one per week; 
Red Cross Line, Halifax, and St. John's, Newfoundland, etc,, besides the tran- 
sient steamers from Boston and vessels bound to and from the East, including 
large fleets of coasters, colliers, coal- ba ete. 

In addition to the above the following lines of steamers, namely: Fall River, 
for Philadelphia, two per week; Providence, for Baltimore, two per week, etc. 


THIRD DISTRICT LIFE-SAVINXG STATION, 
Point Judith, January 15, 1889. 

Dear Sin: Your communication of the 12th instant, asking for my opinion of 
the needs and establishment of a harbor of refuge at Point Judith, ete., is re- 
ceived. In reply will say that it would not only be a great advantage to ship- 

ing and commerce, but to the fishermen, and particularly to the saving of 

ives, . 

Owing to a large cove being on each side of Point Judith, [am quite sure that 
good harbors could be obtained on either or both sides of the point simply by 
building a breakwater from the shore out to a suitable depth of water. A 
breakwater of this kind at Point Judith would be the means of saving many a 
good vessel and their cargoes. 

Suppose a vessel comes ashore in a light or moderate sea in thick weather at 
low water, which is generally the case, and as the tide rises is floated, leaking 
more water than the pumpscantake, She could easily be sheltered by a break- 
water if one was near at hand, and the vessel and cargo saved. On the other 
hand, the harbors or place of shelter being miles away, the vessel and her cargo 
is either allowed to sink in deep water and both become a total loss or else run 
ashore again, only again to be dashed to pieces by a coming storm. Cases of 
this kind occur on all shores, butoftener here than elsewhere, because we have 
more wrecks, Again, su a vessel springs a leak, and is making more water 
than can be kept out by the pnmps, or a small leak with pumps choked; she 
must either sink in deep water and be a total loss or „ Which are the 
only. two things that could be done under the circumstances, E 

ithin the past few years the following yessels, schooners Alida, of New- 


rt, R. I.; Palladium, of Harwich, Mass.; Almon Bacon, of New York, and 
a 


Natt, of New Yor! rung u leak, sunk in deep water, and were a total 

I uite sure TTV 
behind an ched, each, with their cargoes, would have been saved. The 
steamer Thetis, of the Neptune Line, burst a water-pipe and was run ashore 
on this point to keep from sinking; also the schooner Adelaide, with 
molding-sand, Owing to good weather these vessels were saved. 

I inclose herewith a copy of the report to the General Superintendent United 
States Life-Saving Service relative to the wreck of the large three-masted 
schooner Drury, of Boston, Mass., which came ashore here last winter, 
Had there been a harbor of refuge here this vessel and cargo would certainly 
have been saved. On Christmas morning, 1885, which is fresh in the minds of 
Ari citizen of the United States, I went to a coupleof wrecks which had col- 
lided during the night some5 or 6 miles off shore. A heavy sea was running 
at the time, the wind increased to a 60-mile gale, and we were driven before the 

e to the nearest place of shelter, which, fortunately, was Block Island. We 
nded on the sheltered side of the Government breakwater, toing trough thes 
surf in good shape. Ihave often mentioned the fact to my crew that it 
not been for the breakwater we would in all probability have been drowned, tox a 
tremendous sea was runing on all sides of us, And I assure you that a break- 
water near this place (Point Judith) would some day be the means of saving 
many lives. Just think, if one of our Ad passenger steamers should take fire 
off here or collide with unother vessel In a fog, how could a crowded boat be 
landed on the beach 

As a general thing a fog 
rs can be seen 


ers, 

Several years ago cod and lobster fishing was carried on here to a certain ex- 
tent withsmall boats. As soon as the breakwater was built at Block Island the 
fishermen obtained larger boats, suitable to live in, and now do their fishing 
about the island, where they are protected every night. Blue-fishing, black- 
fishing, shore-netting, and trapping are still carried on here; but nothing to 
what it would be ifthe fishermen could use larger boats and have pro on. 
The trap-fishing carried on here is by steam fish-boats which make their head- 
quarters at Newport and run into the harbor every night. 


Very truly yours, 
a HERBERT M, KNOWLES, 


[Copy of journal of life-saving sanoni = Judith, district No. 3, December 
, 1885. 


At 7.40 a. m. I discovered the masts of a two-masted schooner about 5 or 6 
miles southeast of station, and anotber two-masted schooner capsized about 1 
mile north of her. Upon examination with the glass, objects were seen resem- 
bling men clinging to the rigging of each vessel. The wind at this time was 
northeast, blowing a brisk gale, and heavy sea TOORE I thereupon ordered 
the life-boat la ed and we gotaway with considerable difficulty through the 
surf at 7.55 a, m., well prepared with clothing, provisions, etc., for whatever oc- 
casion might require. Pulling through a heavy, choppy sea we arrived at the 
schooner, lying upon her beam ends, anchored; observed no signs of life upon 


her. 

What had appeared through the glass to be people clinging to her side and 
shrouds proved to be scupper doors and a loose topsail that were awash; we 
carefully observed the surroundings and that her boat was gone from davits; 
satisfied myself that there was nothing living upon her. The surface of the 
water was covered with the débris in large quanties composed of lath and 

oist. Squaring away we pulled through this for the sunken schooner, which 

y about 1 mile in a southerly direction, the wind in the mean time increasing 
to a severe gale and the sea to rise much higher. Arriving at the sunken 
schooner, after careful examination found that no one had sought shelterin the 
topsails or otherwise. 

All indications pointed to the fact that the crew had either hed or been 
rescued by some passing vessel. The débris nowhere exhibiting signs of life, 
1 orders for return to the station. For about thirty minutes we 
struggled with the now tremendous sea and wind to accomplish this purpose. 
I discovered that we were steadily going to the leeward; the elements were too 
powerful for us, and I therefore found it absolutely necessa 
nearest refuge to the leeward, which was Block Island. With the 
ficulty and by careful management of the boat I was able to avoid the seas 
which every instant threatened to ingulf us, and at last safely reached and 
beached the boat n the said island near the harbor United States life-saving 
station, where we found Captain Ashford and his crew of four men of the sunken 
schooner Mott Haven. From him we learned that they had with great diffi- 
culty arrived there about5 a.m. that morning in their yawl-boat, their vessel, 
the Mott Haven, having been sunk in collision with the schooner ie De Wolf, 
both of Calais, Me.; the former from New York for Eastport and Calais, Me., 
with ca of coal, kerosene oll, starch, and furniture; the latter from Calais, 
Me., for New York, laden with lath, 

Of the fate of the latter's crew we could get no information. The gale con- 
tinued with unabated force, the higie velocity ofthe wind being between 60 
and 70 miles an hour, as I learned of thesignal officer stationed there. Thenext 
8 being the 26th instant, at 9 O clock the above-named schooner, Willie 
De Wolf, drifted ashore and shortly became a total wreck near the north end of ` 
the island, my own and the harbor crew giving effort so far as possible to save 
the cargo, but the high seas rendered our efforts unavailing. We remained 
storm-bound here until the next morning about 10 o'clock, when Assistant aie 


H. M, KNOWLES, Keeper. 


Mr. Sowpen. The object of the gentleman I understand is to get before this 
House the information contained in the documents which he has asked to have 
printed in the RECORD. $ 

—— res I ro not insist ifthe point of order is made. Now do you make the 

n order > . 
Por. BLANCHARD. I do not understand the amendment is to be pressed by the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. Cox, That is right; Ido not, I think, Mr. Chairman, it is wise on the 


i + ; à 
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of members of to place substantial documents in the RECORD. ` 9 y of this resolution be transmitted to them, to the Beo- 
See es a cast prac e AAA Ea S | harness er meme tne ere 
proper to place these matters in the RD. RADCLIFFE BALDWIN, President, 
The following are the requests which have come to Congress in sup- Pal ies NAN PRUNE RASNI: 
port of this project: Boarp oF Trane Rooms, Portland, September 18, 1889. 


POINT JUDITH HARBOES OF REFUGE, 

About three years shortly after the at Point Judith of the 
steam-ship which on board one hun . 
anda alate from New York, destined for the marine insurance 

companiesof New York, Boston, Providence, and Philadelphia, izing the 

fact that in case of disaster to vessels at Point Judith mar wassayed in any case 
and total loss was frequent and attended with loss of life, petitioned Congress 

that there might be harbors of refuge established at the polttonelther side of the ofthe 

where most of the wrecks occur, and where it has been considered 

and reasonably concluded such harbors of refuge could be obtained. The follow- 

fag ans Sin Canes of Commerce of New York at one of its meetings discussed 

the dangerous a e pe of the coast at Point Judith, and considering the great 

number of yeasels of PG 


and particularly the immense trañie daily to and fro 
a n setting forth the 9 of the estab- 


int, ado; 
lishment of harbors of refuge at Point Judith. A similar resolution was 
at a meeting of the Maritime ge in the city of New York, indo the 
action of the Chamber of Commerce and in this appeal to Co: 
The Board of Trade of Providence also by a resolution joined in the eral de- 
mand of the commercial community for the ishment of sul harbors 


on this ol const. Stimulated by the commercial bodies, the 
State of Rhode Island, at the last session of its Legislature, resolved, directing 
the Senators and tatives of this State to promote this project in Con- 
5 of money from the United States 

of the present month the Board of Trade of 
int in this issue of this pa 


and secure the necessary 
rits accomplishment. On the 


Portland, Nos by a Ap eg an which we Ri Judit. 
iterates Lavan ied — Point Judith. 


I desired by 
A that i is Naeem pega and d by the prin 

easi eena ar ora ty ees DY ie pina spo pt merer PE r 
have earnest efforts made for its aecomplishment by our outside of the 
7 oloon benefits which would accrue to this —— and important section 
o . 

The advantages of a good harbor to this section are incalculable, and the want 
of one and water communication, which secures cheap transportation, and the 
lack of its advantages to our fishing interests ppa seara dindaa ie eeh the growth and value 
bf gat rhage although the progress made in the last twenty years is remarka- 

e un circumstances, 

The late S. S. Cox, Congressman from New York. spoke on the floor of the last 
Congress . favor of this work, aud put on record clearly and emphatically the 
necessity that existed, and in advancing this project for the benefit and safe 
of tho coastwise commerce he — — line of effort as secured, throug! 
him, the Life-Saving Service; and it was a record of such disinterested. 
minded, ion that won for him the encomiums and gratitude 
of coun The preliminary survey of the locality was made last 
fall by the United States engineer, and some recent s s have been made 
which indicate that the expression of the MERENGVE of 1 S commercial and 
maritime associations of New York, Rhode Island, an have the atten- 
tion of the United States Government. Let us otha So no aeara 


ly, 
Á JEREMIAH P, ROBINSON. 


CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK. 


At the monthly meeting of the Chamber of Commerce, held January 3, 1889, 

— following ble and resolutions, reported by its committee on the har- 
and were unanimously adopted: 

888 of the Atlantic seaboard at and „ 


Island, is considered by mariners one of the most dangerous parts of 


W herens ther is no harbor at present for 39 miles atong the shore were pas- 
—— — eg ar — eg ending. 


efited: Therefore, be it 
Resolved, That harbors of refuge at the point designated seem to this chamber 
to be tly required by the coastwise commerce of this part of the Atlantic 
seaboard, whereby the safety of the lives of seamen and the property of its 


will be greatly enhanced. 3 90 
That our Representatives be requested to urge Ba sly n 

im 283 construction of such harbors of soe prying 

5 ol the United States 9 nired in the 

Judith, and that the appropriation req to carry the 


CHARLES S. SMITH, President. 
GEORGE WILSON, Secretary. 


MARITIME ASSOCIATION OF THE PORT OF NEW YORK, 
New YORK, 2 1889. 


unanimously 
Whereas section of the Atlantic e at and ee eee 
Island, is considered by mariners one of the most dangerous parts of the coast; 


Whereas there is no eer ee Ty shinee nie hie meee A 
crews, cargoes, 0 


of vessels cargoes and the destruction of human } 

Wh 2 the construction of harbors ot atte! Locality, ea east and west 
of Point Judith, lives ee propone will be sa’ and 

Resolved, That it is the opinion of the Maritime that 
ofrefuge States asare deemed by the United 
States engineers best suited to meet the necessities e coastwise 
commerce and that — 


At a full meeting of the Board of Trade of the ci 
the Sth instant, the following preamble and reso 


hereas the seacoast near Point Judith, R. T., is considered by mariners one 

of the most dangerous parts of the coast, there re being no Sartor: at present for 

29 miles along the shore where passen; vessel in distress 

can with safety make a landing, and in ace disaster in this locality has 

Haman if 8 in total leer ‘of vessels and cargoes and the destruction of 
fe; 


aneka ie tea construction of harbors of refuge at the locality, east and west 
of the light-house, lives and property can be saved and the coastwise commerce 
of the Atlantic seaboard be benefited: Therefore be it 
Resoived, That harbors of refuge at that point designated scem to be urgent! 
required by the coastwise commerce of this part of the Atlantic 
whereby the safety of the lives of seamen and the property of its citizens will 
25 W —— Re tati be ed gress th 
t our Representatives ae to urge n Con; 0 
a ge 8 of immediate construction of such harbors of 8 aud at such 
ee be the judgment of the United States en; 3 are required in tho 
Lysine ood of Point Judith, and that an appro to carry the same into 
effect be made. 
A true copy. 
Attest: 


of Portland, Me., held gon 
utions were unanimous! y 


N. M. RICH, Secretary, 


PROVIDENCE BOARD OF TRADE, 
PROVIDENCE, R. I., October 4, 1889. 
The following preamble and resolutions were . adopted at the 
monthly meeting of the Board of Trade, held April 2, 1889: 
Whereas the section of the Atlantic seaboard at or near Point Judith, Rhode 
2 is considered by mariners one of the most dangerous of the coast; 


R t for 29 miles along the shore where pas- 
Sengers, crews, cargo, or vessels in distress can with safety make a landing, and 
in consequence disaster in this locality has generally resulted in total loss of 
W the destruction of human life; and 

wheres by the construction of harbors of refuge at the localit lives and 
will be saved and the coastwise commerce of the Atia: seaboard 


fited: Therefore, be it 
harbors seem to this board 


ft ä th code ae gr f this 
of trade to be urgently commerce o of the 
—— the safety of the lives of seamen and the Pr 


Atlantic seaboard, whereb: 
a E T 3 = —. be requested to Congress th 
3 ves be req urge upon e 
ue erah ction of such such harbors ofrefuge an d at such points 
PI Teana of nA United States engineers are in theneighbor- 
dend or oint Judith, and thatthe appropriation req to carry the sume into 


effect be made. 
E. P. LITTLE, Secretary. 


pro; 
wil poly 
Resol: 


RESOLUTIONS PASSED RY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF THE STATE OF RHODE ISI~ 
AND AND PROVIDENCE PLANTATIONS, JANUARY SESSION, 1889. 

Whereas the Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York, at its monthly 
meeting, held January 3, and Maritime tion of the port of New 
York, at a meeting held January 9, 1889, unanimously certain resolutions 

forth that the section of the seal atand near Point Judith, 8 
1 is considered 17... dangerous parts of the const, 
mae further declaring pinion of the Chamber of Commerce and Mari- 
time Association of New York” that the lives and property of those in 
the growing coastwise commerce of the Atlantic seaboard de con- 
struction of a harbor of refuge near Point Judith, in our State, and requesting 
the Representatives in Congress from the State of New York to favor and vote 
for an appropriation to construct such a harbor of refuge; and 

Whereas important and sufficient as = considerations are which are ag Oe 
by the two great organizations, namely, representing speaking as the: 
do for the commercial interests of the whole countey, there are many an 
powerful interests affecting the prosperuy and 3 the southern por- 


tion of 2 State 5 oint Jadi 8 greatly 3 ofa 
harbor of refuge near and this Legisiature would, in our ion, 
fail in its duty to the le of Rhode Island if it remained silent while —. 


resentatives of a sister 


ie: 

E efforts being made Seana harbor of refuge near 
on and A e to a * 

2 Judith, Rho that thi — 


such a harbor at an early day. 

Resolved further, That his excellency the governor be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to cause a copy of the foregoing action of the Legislature to be sent to 
each Senator and Representative in Congress from this State, and that they be 

requested to renee copy of the same to each House of the Congress of the 
United States. 
THIED Unsrrep STATES Lire-Savixc DISTRICT, 
Point Judith Station, December 27, 1888. 

Dran Sm: Your communication of the 26th instant, 2 for the number of 
vessels that pass this station during a year, is received. ly will say that 
3 have taken an average of the different vessels, and . —— jowances for the 

mer months, nights, and thick N it will be safe to sa; and 8.385 that 


about 16 167 3 brigs, 24,110 schooners, 7,483 steamers, 1,085 s] 
barges paw station during a year, or a grand total of about 38, 
respectfully yours, 


HERBERT M. KNOWLES. 
F. W. Hovanrox, 
Superintendent Maritime eer New York City. 


New York, a8 
| River Line Newport, cte., daily. 
Fall River Line freight boats, daily. 
Providence Line, dail 
Merchants’ Line for 


weekly, 
New Bedford Old Colony boats, three per week, 


1890. 


Boston Outside Line, three week. 
oe. Me., * wee 
ngor, one per s 
Red Cross Line, Halifax, and St. J Newfoundland, besides the 
transient steamers! from Boston and vessels qe toand from the includ- 
ing 1 fieets of coasters, colliers, coal-barges, e 
nd dition to the 9 following lines of steamers, namely: 
Fall River for two per week, 


Providence for Baltimore, two per 


List of vessels wrecked near Point Judith, 1883. 88. 


Xames of vessels wrecked. Nature. 
Schooner Warren E $6,500 | Steel wire, 
Schooner Thomas R. Pillsbury. June 13, 1883 2,500 
Schouner Julia 3,500| Logwood 

and axles. 
Schooner Idlewild s.s.s.. 1,135 | Grain. / 
Schooner Almon Bacon Noy. 5, 1885 2,000 | Iron. 
Schooner Mott Haven. 3, 1,900 paid age 
and o 
Schooner Willie De Wolf. . Dec. 25, 1885 1,500 | Lumber. 
Schooner Allen Greene... Jan. 9,1886 Fy 5 Ballast. 
Steamer Miranda June 20, 1886 General 
cargo. 
Schooner Mary Natt..... 1, 2,700 f Iron. 
Schooner Harry A. Barry Feb, 20, 1887 4,275 | Coal. 
Sehooner Mary A Drury... 31, 2,000 Do. 
Brig John W. NE eR . 8, 1,300 Do. 
Schooner Maggie J. Smith......... Nov. 10, 1887 5,000 Do. 
Schooner Henry H. Olds... Apr. 12, 1888 5,000 Do. 
Schooner Anita y 2, 1888 1,800 | Lumber. 
Schooner Earl P. Mason... Aug. 22, 1888 17, 3,000 | Coal. 
Schooner Isaac H. Borden... Sept. 9, 3,000 Ol. 
Total valuation. . 78,500 
No cargo. 
Total number wrecked, 18, 
Statistics of commerce— Domestic i and exporis is the toten of 
— Kingstown, Point Judith district, pike Bo the year o 
Articles. | Quantity. | Value. 
IMPORTS, Tons. 
PEA AT PA AE E S E OERE 30| 8120, 000 
4,000,000 feet lumber... — 5. 000 869, 000 
1.000 0% brick .... 2.000 90, 000 
10,000 tons coal... 10, 000 57,000 
200 tons supe: 200 7,000 
2,000 barrels cement 300 3,000 
2,000 barrels lime . — 300 2,500 
100 tons hay and straw — — 100 1,000 
100 tons nails and hardware 100 10, 000 
125,000 bushels grain 1.750 6, 000 
500 cords WOOd -seses sessa. 900 2,700 

10,000 cords marine fertilizer. 20,000 30,000 

15,000 tons promiscuous merchand: 15, 000 350, 000 
1,175,000 pounds wool . 587 411,250 

Total esses 6 57,137 | 2,019,350 


EXPORTS, 
Manufactured woolens . . 
Farm produce and general merchandise 200, 000 
ME GLE OT EE . . US EE 1 1, 000, 000 


| 


Passengers carried by Narragansett Pier Railroad... 
Passengers carried by steamer from Narragansett Pi 
port, R. I 


N —:: aoha Arineae . 
Stores of general merchandise 
Hotels 


—— — 2 sassen 
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PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION OF COAST NEAR LIFE-SAVING STATION, EAST roter 
JUDITH, RHODE ISLAND, WITH A VIEW TO CONSTRUCTING A BREAKWATER. 
ENGINEER OFFICE, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Newport, R. I., December 14, 1888. 


Township, 
Co: Island, and marks the southwestern entrance to 
Narragansett Bay. 
Captain Casey recommends the establishment of a harbor of refuge in this 
locality. Hisreport is accompanied by two sketches and alist of vessels which 
have been wrecked there bet 


established by the construction ofbreakwaters, ata cost, 
‘hly estimated, of $300,000, which would also afford relief to the commerce 


Of te neighboring villages, and furnish a landing for the boats ofthe Point Ju- 
dith wing Service, which now often can not be effected nearer than New- 


port or Block Island. Iam therefore ofthe opinion that East Point Judith is 
worthy of improvement e Government, and estimate the cost of 
a survey of the locality at e 

Point Judith ís in the collection 


district of Newport, which is a port of entry. 

The amount of revenue collected at Ne in the last fiscal was $2,184.51. . 

5 =" nearest Hght-house is Point Judith — Torti 3 

ort on on „ 

0 Dutch Island, Rhode ep The populati South Kingstown, 
Captain Casnate is herewith — 

, your obedient servan! 
ik y $ W. R. LIVERMORE, 
Major of 
The CHIEF or ExGINEERS, United States Army. 


I add a clipping from a newspaper showing the effect of a recent 
storm at Point Judith: 


GALE ON THE 5OUND—STEAMER NASHUA AT STONINGTON WITH CARGO DAMAGED. 


cidedly dan: This fact became evident to the officers of the 
Nashua, w was on her poe New York to this city. The steamer 
isan able boat, but her commander, after as far as Point Jndith, 


thought discretion the better 2 valor, and his boat about and went 
to Stonington fora harbor. This he, however, did not do soon eno! 
damage, as the huge waves crushed through the upper works of 
above the and did considerable damage to the freight. So 
dam the captain went before a notary public and noted 
to the boat, however, is very slight, but it might have 
the boat been kept on her course. The sea ran very 
and dashed over the breakwaters at high tide in a majestic 


manner, 
Steamer Pilgrim of the Fall River line, which put into New London yesterday 


fora harbor, went through a most trying experience before she succeeded in 
reaching that port. The boat left New ork Frida: 


been very different 
high at Stonington 


be heard. There were 325 passen 
almost a At 2. 


farther, and the 


tain de- 

at about 

2 o'clock p. m. the Pilgrim one of 

passages she ever Uncas transferred the passen- 

ps the steamer to the wharf, A special train was started after the regun- 

train that jeft New London at3o’clock. The Pilgrim received but slight 
damage from the storm. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I want one minute. I want to 
save time, not waste it. The gentleman from Iowa is totally misin- 
formed concerning the necessity for a harbor of refuge at Point Judith. 

The Chamber of Commerce of New York and other bodies quoted by 
my friend from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] have repeatedly asked an ap- 
propriation for the establishment of the harbor of refuge at this point. 
I have in my rooms here in Washington a photograph of the coast at 
Point Judith, which shows that that region is simply ribbed with 
wrecks of vessels. Long Island Sound is the greatest highway on the 
Atlantic coast. Over 87 per cent. of the vessels passing Point Judith 
come from or go to New York Harbor. Hundreds of lives have been 
lost at this point within a quarter of a century, and scores of vessels 
wrecked. There is a big ocean steamer lying stranded there now. The 
establishment of a harborof refuge there is an absolnte necessity for the 
safety of life and the protection of commerce, Point Judith is one of 
the most points on the Atlantic coast. It gets the full sweep 
of tempests from the ocean. Captains dread it in a storm, and no sen- 
faring man passes it atsuch times vaok grace fora harbor of safety. 
The appropriation has been recommended by the proper officers, and 
the work should be begun at once. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, the statement just made by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Cummines] demonstrates more clearly 
than any words! could offer the absolute necessity for a full, thorough, 
and general discussion of these various amendments of the Senate. 
The opposite side of the Chamber has been strenuously opposing all 
limitations of debate during this session of Congress. Bat when this 
measure comes here with more than two hundred amendments, earry- 
ing upwards of five millions of dollars, from the other end of the Capi- 
tol they vote with the gentleman in charge of the report to shut down 
general debate in five minutes. 

I wish to ask, if the statement of my distinguished friend from New 
York is true, and I know it is trae, why this item was not placed 
originally in the bill as it passed the House. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If my friend will allow mea moment, I am per- 
fectly willing to leave it to the conferees. : 

Mr. CHEADLE. I opposed the curtailing of debate, not from oppo- 
sition to this measure itself, but because I thought . as 
a member of this House, to some knowledge of the various amendments 
submitted. I have not time to devote to them that people have who 


VVV 
Now, here is a measure, conceded b. to be important, which in 
my judgment ought to have been placed in the bill in the first instance. 
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There is no explanation offered to show why it was not so placed on 
the bill, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It was not placed on the bill because the sup- 
plemental report of the engineer did not get to us in time to place an 
intelligent ap riation in the bill when we had it in charge. 

Mr. CHEADL I wish to say further, I presume the gentleman 
from Tlinois proposes non-concurrence and sending to a conference all 
of these amendments for the simple reason that it seems to be the 

prevailing opinion that the conferees of the House must always accept 
the opinions of the other legislative body. Take, forinstance, the con- 
ference report passed this morning increasing the clerical force of the 
Pension Department. 3 

Some one says this is a deliberative body. I presume it is; I trust 
itis; but all of the increases, every one of them, in,the salaries of the 
clerical force of the Departments have been put on the bill by the other 
legislative branch. I am opposed to this principle. I am opposed to 
these concessions in regard to appropriations where the House is tied 
by a rule such as has been adopted here shutting off debate, and the 

ouse conferees are to accept amendments in behalf of the House. I 
am sure that these increases never ought to have prevailed, as I am 
quite sure the tax-payers of the great West at this time will protest 

more than the amount that was placed originally in the river 
and harbor bill by the House. F 

I was a member of the Fiftieth Congress, and I shal! never forget 
the statement that was made by that distinguished engineer, General 
Casey, in reference to the improvements at Charleston Harbor. And 
yet, in the face of a statement of a man of so large experience, Congress 
appropriated a mere bagatelle of the sum that he said was absolutely 
n in order to complete the work, and that statement carried 
with it this other statement, that unless a certain sum was appropri- 
ated and the work pressed to a successful conclusion that at least 40 
per cent. of it would be absolutely destroyed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The guestion was taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is disagreed to, and the Senate 
amendment will be considered as non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, and 18 were non-concurred 
i 


n. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

. a9 Improving Bay Ridge Channel in Gowanus Bay, New York Harbor, by 
d outand opening the same from a point at its junction with the Go- 
wanus Creek Channel (near Twenty-eighth street), southerly therefrom along 
and in front of Gowanus Bay and Bay Ridge to a point where the said Bay 
Ridge Channel so to be opened encounters a 21-foot contour or depth of water, 
s0 that the channel so to be opened shall be of a uniform depth of 21 feet and 
width of 400 feet at low water, $198,600. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know from the 
gentleman who has charge of this bill what the purpose of the com- 
mittee is with reference toconcurring or non-concurring in this amend- 
ment No. 19. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
the amendment, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. We recommend non-concurrence. 
I wish my friend from Iowa would allow me a suggestion, and it will 
reply to my friend from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] also. These amend- 
ments have been made by the Senate. These provisions were not made 
by the House. The House committee is not informed in regard to 
many of these amendments. That is one reason why we wish to non- 
concur in regard to them, to find out something about them and to in- 
vestigate them, But we can save no time, it seems to me, by making 
inquiries here, for in the end there must be non-concurrence or concur- 
rence, as I have said. If gentlemen wish to concur, that is all well 
enough, but the committee recommend non-coneurrence, and hope that 
the amendments will be non-concurred in, in order that we may get in- 
formation in regard to the matter of these amendments. They are Sen- 
ate amendments and not provisions of the House. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments Nos, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 
34, 35, 36, 37, 38, and 39 were non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 15, line 22, strike ont the word twenty and insert “ forty." 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, I move that amendment be con- 
curred in. It relates to the harbor at Ashtabula. That is a very im- 
portant harbor. More iron ore is unloaded from ships there than at 
any other port in the United States, and perhaps than at any port in 
the world, amounting to nearly 2,000,000 tons in 1889. At the time the 
report was made upon which the original estimate was based it was evi- 
dently considered that the appropriation would be but for one year, 
but now it is conceded that this appropriation will cover the sum to be 
expended for two years, and a larger appropriation is therefore abso- 
Jutely necessary. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Let me ask the gentleman a question. Is it 
understood that this is the only river and harbor, bill that is to be passed 
during this Congress? 

Mr. BURTON. It seems to be conceded that itis. The report of 


The committee recommend non-concurrence in 


the Senate committee so states. I have followed the discussion in the 
Senate, and it seems to be conceded there. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. And everybody knows that it is. 

Mr. BURTON. Some very large boats come there; and there isa 
e age report which I have, made by the Government engineer, 
stating that in order to dredge the rocky bottom and provide an ap- 

ropriation to protect against the bar at the outside an nditure of 
$50.000 atleast will be necessary. In view of these facts, the Senate 
amended this from $20,000 to $40,000. I move that the House concur, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, this tion to concur in 
the Senate amendment, of course will increase the appropria in 
the bill $20,000 above what was provided in the House bill. The gen- 
tleman states that it is necessary in order to clear away the bar. Now, 
I have observed that large sums of money have been expended in these 
appropriations for the improvement of rivers and harbors where a year 
or two afterward the fact was developed that the money had been ap- 
propriated without any advantage to the public at all; that the water 
washed in the sand and obstructed navigation almost as fast as it was 
cleared away by the Government officials with their dredging-boats. 

That illustrates the fact that there has been a great deal of work 
done and a great deal of money expended upon improvements where, 
in the end, no permanent advantage resulted to the navigation of the 
country at large. And that illustrates the importance of having all 
of these improvements of rivers and harbors under the control of a 
board of competent men, representing all portions of the country, who 
ought to have appropriated for these purposes a sufficiently large sum 
not as much as is appropriated now, but such sum of money as would 
preserve and improve the great channels and water ways of the country, 
and that also would prevent this practice that has grown up in this 
House of going through this river and harbor bill and giving each mem- 
ber an appropriation. 

In the last Congress, I know, the chairman of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors sent to every member of the House a notice wish- 
ing to know whether he had avy improvement that he wanted to make, 
and I suppose almost every member who had any creek or river-way that 
might possibly be improved went before that body and asked for its im- 
provement; and by that means, as was illustrated by the vote on this 
proposition this morning on both sides of the House, a large number 
of members became interested in taking out of the this large 
sum of money—$27,000,000—simply because perhaps $50,000 of it will 
go to some little creek in their districts, or bay, and give employment 
for a few men, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I only desire to say that I hope the 
amendment will not be concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 40 was non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 41 was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 16, line 11, after the word “one,” strike out all down to the words 
United States Army,“ in line 18, and insert the following: 

On payment ofsuch rent therefor and under such limitations as to time and 
use and such other conditions of such right as shall be prescribed by the Secre- 
tary of War and always revocable by him.” 

Mr. BURTON. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. I would 
like to ask if it will be in order to strike out the whole of this section 
from line 6 to line 21, inclusive. That will involve this question, 
whether when a proposition has been inserted by one House and a 
substitutute made by the other it is in order to strike out both pro- 


visions. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is of the opinion that it would be in 
order to move to to the Senate amendment with an amendment. 

Mr. BURTON. Then I move that amendment, to concur in the 
Senate amendment with an amendment striking ont all on page 15 
from line 6 to 21 inclusive. 

The CHAIRMAN. Striking out the entire provision? 

Mr. BURTON. Striking out the entire provision. On that subject 
I desire to be heard briefly, It involves a very important question as 
to the use of Government piers on the Great Lakes. In a number of 
instances, if not in nearly all, the channels are narrow. The aim of 
the Government is to construct piers from the shore-line out into the 
water to a distance where the depth is sufficient for navigation, and to 
dredge out the locality between the piers so as to provide suffleient 
water for entrance to the river, or whatever the harbor may be. Now, 
in several localities the owners of the land fronting upon the lake 
alongside the Government piers have obtained the privilege of using 
the pier next to the land owned by them for loading and unloading 
boats, the result of which is that a boat may be moored opposite the 
land owned by them in such a way as to narrow the channel so that no 
other boats can pass, at least not without danger and difficulty. 

On this subject the Lake Carriers’ Association of Buffalo, the Board 
of Trade of Chicago, the Milwaukee Chamber of Commerce, and the 
Philadelphia Maritime Exchange and other bodies have presented to 
Congress petitions bearing expressly upon the navigation upon the 
Great Lakes and requesting that no such occupancy be allowed. I 
am ready to concede that the Senate amendment is less objectionable 
than the bill was in the form in which it passed the House. It does 
not seem to have attracted attention when considered here. The ad- 
vantage in favor of the Senate amendment is that the privilege or li- 
cense is always revocable by the Secretary of War, but in either case 
this provision is objectionable. . 
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These channels between the piers should be and free of access 
in the same way to every boat, and should not be impeded by the moor- 
ing of any boat belonging to a corporation or private individual who 
owns land abuttingon the Government pier. Itis a serious deviation 
from the object for which these piers were constructed and is a serious 
interference with navigation. While the channels in some places are 
marked as being from 150 to 200 feet wide the actual channel avail- 
able for a boat to enter these harbors does not exceed from 60 to 90 feet 
and the mooring of a boat at one of these piers may destroy the use of 
the channel or, at any rate, very considerably impede its use. 

[Here the hammer fell: } 

The question was taken on agreeing to the motion of Mr. BURTON, 
and the Chairman announced that the noes seemed to have it, 

Mr. BURTON. Division. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, I hope this amendment will not be 
adopted by the committee. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, Ido not believe that the question has been stated 
by the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated it to the committee. The gen- 
tleman moves to amend the amendment of the Senate by striking out 
the entire section. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. What is embraced in that? 

The CHAIRMAN. Beginning at line 6, down to and including 
line 21. 

ae KERR, of Iowa, I make the point of order that it is not in 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is too late to make the point of order, it hav- 
ing been debated, 

r. FARQUHAR. It was never stated by the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated it fwice and it was debated by 
the gentleman from Ohio, Y 

Mr, FARQUHAR. The gentleman had made his own statement 
and there was no further debate on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman rose and made a parliamentary 
inquiry whether in the judgment of the Chair an amendment would 
be in order. The Chair stated in his judgment it would, and then 
stated the motion, and the gentleman debated it for five minutes. A 
vote has been taken upon it; but if there is any doubt the Chair will 
state it again. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What was the motion made? 

The CHAIRMAN, To strike out the paragraph beginning at line 
6, down to and including line 21, of page 16, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I understood his motion to be to agree to the 
Senate amendment with an amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN, That is the motion, which is to strike out. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I hardly think that would be concurring in the 
Senate amendment. 

The question was again put; but, before the result was announced, 

Mr. BURTON said: I will withdraw the amendment, ~ 

The Senate amendment was theu non-concurred in, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On 16, after the word “dollara,” insert the following: 

“The owners of dock property abutting on the old Government pler on the 
east side of Huron River shall have the right to load and unload coal, ore, an 
other freight over so much of said pier as lies south of the shore-line of Lake 
Erie, under such limitations as to time and use as shall be approved by the Sec- 
retary of War, and in consideration thereof the owners of such dock property 
shall, at their owa propa cost and expense, sufficiently repair, renew, and pro- 
tect the portion d pier south of said shore-line, and do all necessary 
dredging in Huron River in front thereof; all such repairs, renewals, and 
dredging to be done under the supervision of the Chief of Engineers of the 
United States Army.“ 


The CHAIRMAN, The question is on non-concurring in the Senate 
amendment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Before that is put I desire to say a word upon 
this amendment. Of course I am in favor of non-concurring; but I 
wish to call the attention of the committee to this new departure in 
the renting of these Government piers that have been constructed 
purely in the interest and for the interest of navigation, but which 

rivate parties use as a private pier. I think it is not proper and that 
it ought not to be encouraged or fostered. As stated by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, it would in a great many instances be fatal to the 
proper oer of these piers which have been built by the Government, 

n my own district there are seven of these harbors, and the entrance 
to them is not over 150 feet wide. To allow ships to load or unload 
coal or anything else alongside these piers is simply to make the en- 
trance to the harbor difficult and almost ERRA especially if the 
water is a little rough. I hope that this will not be carried farther 
than it has already been carried, and, if possible, that in the confer- 
ence the committee may agree to strike out this whole matter of the 
use of Government piers by private parties, 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, the statement of the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON] is, I think, true, as a general rule, but I 
know of a case in Chi Harbor as to which Tat first had the same 
idea, but afterwards I changed my mind. I learned that the Govern- 
ment pier there was a strip facing the water, 25 feet wide, and practi- 
barf useless, while inside of it was a large amount of property which 
could be used for the storage of coal; and also that the water edi- 


ately adjoining this 25-foot strip had a depth of only 6 or 8 feet, Cer- 
tain parties, however, desired to use the railroad docks, and therefore 
to use the Government pier as part of them, and, in consideration of 
that, they agreed to keep that part of the mouth of the Chicago River 
dredged out to the full depth. 

Now, if private partiés will agree to do a work like that for such a 
consideration, I can not see that any harm is done by making such ar- 
rangements. I mention this case in view of the statement made by 
the gentleman from Michigan just now, and also in view of the fact 
that a bill is pending in charge of my friend from Illinois [Mr. Ma- 
SoN] which involves this question. I was in much doubt about the 
matter when I first considered it and feltsomewhat as my friend from 
Michigan evidently does, but further consideration has changed my 
view. _ 

5 CUTCHEON. What is the width between the Chicago piers— 
400 feet? 

Mr. ADAMS. No, sir; not so much. But the place where the ves- 
sels would lie if the docks were used as ꝓroposed to be used can not 
now be used ſor navigation at all. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It could be if the Government dredged out the 
bottom. 

Mr. ADAMS. Les. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment 44, for ice-harbor at the mouth of the Muskingum River, Ohio, 


for repairs, $90,000, Strike out thirty“ before the word thousand,” and in- 
sert fifteen,” 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I movetoconcurinthis amendment, Ithink ` 


that when we get a little encouragement in economy from the body at 
the other end of this Capitol we ought to meet it promptly and accept 
their proposition. In this case the proposition of the Senate is to re- 
duce the appropriation from $30,000 to $15,000, 

Mr. HAUGEN. Have you examined the matter so that you are 
certain that $15,000 is not too much? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Ido not know, Mr. Chairman, but it would 
be better, as my friend from Wisconsin suggests, to strike ont the par- 

ph altogether. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HAUGEN. No; I did not make that suggestion. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. And if the Chair would sustain the rulings 
that he made in the former case when he held it to be in order to strike 
vut the entire section, I do not know but I would rather have that done 
than have the amount reduced. I think, however, that we ought to 
reduce the amout to $15,000, as such a reduction will of course have a 
5 to reduce the aggregate of the appropriations made by this 
bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest to the gentleman from Iowa that he will 
robably find an equivalent increase at some other point in the bill. 
Laughter.] y, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I have already stated that. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. KERR, of Iowa, to con- 

cur in the amendment of the Senate; and there were—ayes 4, noes 41. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order that there is no quo- 
rum present. 

The CHAIRMAN (having counted the committee). There are 132 
members present, and the motion to concur in the amendment is re- 


jected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Improving inner harbor at Michigan City, Ind.; Continuing improvement, 


$7,500, of which $2,500 may be expended for a new dump-scow. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa, I move to non-concur in the Senate amend- 
ment and I wish to be heard upon that point. 

The amendment proposed here is to inerease the appropriation from 
$5,000 to $7,500. That is an increase of $2,500, and I do not know of 
any reason why it should be made. The increase here is about in the 
proportion that the Senate has increased the appropriations in this bill. 

I think the experience of the country shows that where these engines 
are used for the purpose of clearing out rivers they do not accomplish 
any permanent good, and that the expenditure of the money is usually 
of no advantage to the country generally and of only temporary advan- 
tage to the locality. Ata place which has no natural harbor itis very 
difficult and almost impossible to make an artificial one, and if money 
is to be expended for such pu at all the expenditure will have to 
be kept up for all time, involving the nation in this outlay throughout 
its entire history. I do not think that any money should beexpended for 
the construction or improvement“ of a harbor where there is no nat- 
ural harbor. 

A much better way of facilitating the commerce of the country 
would be by using the public money for land communication, for 
railroads, thereby 2 the interests of the public by creating 


lines of communication that would be available throughout the entire 
year. These harbors upon our rivers and lakes are available only dur- , 
ing a portion of the year, and they affect the interests of the public 
by a reduction of freight rates only during a part of the year when 
there is not any considerable proportion of the freights of the country 
poy Irs Consequently these improvements are of very little gen- 
1 efit to the country at large, and I think tha t the large sums 


of money which we annually expend for the rivers and harbors would 
be much better spent for the purpose of building national railways. 

7 ͤ Vb 
Railroad, a i for that purpose 0 wW. 
are its 3 and obligating ourselves by the issue of bonds; and 
there has grown up quite a demand in the of the country 
that I come from that if the public money is to be continually ex- 
ee for the improvement of the water ways upon the ground of 

tating commerce, then at least a fair and reasonable proportion of 

the money raised by general taxation ought to be appropriated for the 
benefit ot transportation in the interior. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The forty-seventh amendment was read, and non-concurred in. 

The ſorty-eighth amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 2, strike out “50” and insert 20; soastoread: 

“Improving harbor at Muskegon, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $20,000." 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to concur in this amend- 
ment. Here is another amendment in the direction of economy. The 


. object of this appropriation is the improvement of the harbor at Muske- 
Mich, 


I do not know what may be the nature of this harbor, but 

it seems to me that when the House committee had this matter under 
consideration they were probably misinformed in regard to the situa- 
tion. The Senate, upon a full investigation of the entire subject, hav- 
ing before them all the information that the House had as well as new 
information, have come to the conclusion that $20,000 is sufficient for 
this purpose. 
The votes we have heretofore taken on these measures, especially in 
such matters as this, have indicated that there is such a strong com- 
bination upon these matters that even when the great question of econ- 
omy is involved it is almost useless to make any remark upon apropo- 
sition of this kind. Two propositions for reduction have already been 
submitted to the House—the reduction in one case being from $4,000 
to $2,000, which I believe had the approval of the chairman of the 
committee, yet the Committee of the Whole voted to keep in the bill 
the whole amount. Now, here is a proposition to save $30,000 for the 
national Treasury upon an appropriation for a harbor as to which I 
question whether it is of any national importance. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will you allow me a question? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I will allow you to take the floor. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Have you any idea of the magnitude of the com- 
merce of this harbor ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I would like to hear the gentleman explain 
the amount of commerce there. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Have you any idea of the entrances and clear- 
ances at this harbor? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Iwill answer the gentleman’s question by 
asking another. Has he any idea of the matter himself? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ihave; I am quite familiar with the subject. 

Mr. Chairman, this harbor is the third in im ce on the entire 
lake. It is a harbor of which the entrances clearances aggregate 
more than five thousand sailing vessels and steam-boats every year. 
It is a harbor from which there is shipped more lumber than from any 
other harbor in the United States. More than 600,000,000 feet of lum- 
ber are annually shipped from Muskegon Harbor, and the arrival at 
Chicago of a fleet from Muskegon laden with lumber will affect the 
price of every thousand feet of lumber in the Western States. 

I do not think I need say any more. The trouble with the Senate 
was that they had not the facts before them. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman state why the Senate has 
struck out the provision for closing the gap? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, I will explain that. The old harbor was 
only 185 feet wide. The new harbor was commenced at 300 feet, leay- 
ing a gap of 115 feet. That gap was not closed. The southwest sea, 

in, cut a very deep channel through this gap; and there is not 
a single season when wrecks do notoccurthere. During the last three 
years three human lives have been lost in that gap because it was not 
closed. The injury toshipping alone during the last three years would 
reach an amount more than sufficient to close that gap, saying nothing 
of the lives which have been lost there. Acting upon a special report 
made by the Chief of Engineers in response to a resolution of the House 
of last December, the Committee on Rivers and Harbors of this House 
rovided for closing this fatal trap; but the Senate (apparently not hav- 
Ing all the information before them) struck out the provision. This 
appropriation is in the interest of commerce; it is in the interest of 
humanity as well; if there is any amendment here which ought to be 
non- concurred in, certainly this is one. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Kerr, of Iowa, to 
concur, it was rejected. 

The amendment was then non-concurred in. 

The forty-ninth amendment, tostrike out, atthe conclusion of the para- 
graph providing for improving the harbor of Muskegon, Mich., the 
words, ‘‘thirty-four thousand dollars of which to close gap as recom- 
mended by engineer in charge, was non-concurred in. 

The fiftieth amendment was read, as follows: 


In line 12, 19, strike out in th for improving harbor of refug 
at Sand Michigan, the words." 8 improvements, seventy thon 
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sand dollars,” and insert “ for repairs, custody, and control of harbor and dredg · 
ing the same, $30,000.” 
Mr, KERR, of Iowa. 
Senate, it has come to the conclusion, after hearing all that 
was to be said on the subject, that $30,000 is sufficient for this p 
The adoption of this amendment will be a saving of $40,000. I 
it ought to be concurred in. 
The motion of Mr. KERR, of Iowa, to concur was rejected. 
The amendment was non-con in. 
Amendments numbered 51 to 59 were read, and non-concurred in, 
The sixtieth amendment was read, as follows: 


After line 2. on e 22, insert the following: 

The Secretary of War is hereby authorized to acoept from the city of Duluth 
the grant and conveyance of the following-described real estate, to wit: All the 
tract or parcel of land lying and 3 in the county of St. Louis and State of 
Minnesota, described as follows, to wit: Lots 247, 248, 240, 250, 251, 252, 253, 254, 
255, 256, 257, 258, 259, 260, on Lake avenue, Upper Duluth, together with all that 
part of Lake avenue, Minnesota avenue, and Po; street, lying under the 

of the canal, under the piers or crib-work on sides of the canal at the en- 
trance to the harbor of Duluth, and adjacent thereto, as shown between lines A 
D and BC on map showing the canal through Minnesota Point, filed in the 
office of the Chief of Engineers, United States Army; subject to the conditions 
under which certain other lots at Duluth were acce: by the 
3 States in the river and harbor act which became a law August 11, 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I would like to inquire of the chairman of 
the committee [Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois] whether he can give us 
any light on the subject of the terms on which these other lots were 
accepted by the Government. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I am not able to gratify the gentle- 
man. We want some information on this matter ourselves. That is 
the reason I have moved to non-concur. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 61, 62, and 63 were non-concurred in, 

Amendment numbered 64 was read, as follows: 


Insert. after line 20, on page 23, as follows ; 

gh ad That the Secretary of War is authorized and directed to appoint a board 
of three engineer officers of the United States Army, whose duty it shall be to 
examine the Pacifie coast between Points Duma and Capistrano, with a view 
to determining the best location for a deep-water harbor. The said board shall 
report to the retary of War a project for said harbor, with the estimated cost 
of the who shall lay said report before Co at its next session, with 
the views of the commission and of the Chief of Engineers of the United 
Army thereon; and the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
is hereby appropriated for the purpose.” 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa.. I move to non-concur in this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the recommendation of the committee. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. And on that I wish to say that I question the 
propriety of the appointment of boards of engineers for the purpose of 
making surveys for new improvements, where such improvements in- 
volve a large expenditure of the public money, except in cases where 
there are at least some natural harbors. In this case it is proposed to 
lay out a harbor on the Pacific coast and to make one where there is 
no natural harbor; and it seems to me that the committee and the 
House ought to insist that this should not be concurred in. I am al- 
ways fearful to allow these matters to go to a conference, because Ino- 
tice when the conference report is finally made it becomes privileged, 
and the recommendation of the conferees is, as a rule, adopted. 

Tt has never failed, so far as I know, that this House either in this 
or in former Congresses have accepted such reports; and I think the 
matter onght to be determined now in advance in the House, the con- 
ferees instructed, as it were, and have the question settled by some 

as to what the House conferees shall agree to in the conference, 
and make their report upon the bill in accordance with the instruc- 
tions they receive. Of course, as I have said, if this item is incorpo- 
rated in theconference report it must be taken in connection with other 
matters as an entirety. 

I would like to know the views of the committee on this subject, as 
to whether they propose to agree or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee recommend non-coneurrence. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. That is a very indefinite thing. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the pending motion and the motion of 
the gentleman himself. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I know, but I am afraid their recommenda- 
tion of non-concurrence means to concur in three-fourths of the amend- 
ments. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was non-concurred in, 

Amendments numbered 65 and 66 were non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read amendment numbered 67, as follows: 

Insert, after line 13, on page 25, the provision ending with line 2 on page 27. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Should not this amendment be read ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be read if the gentleman insists upon it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This amendment, Mr. Chairman, stands on an 
entirely different footing from the others, so far as I know, embraced 
in this bill. > 

The CHAIRMAN. What motion does the gentleman make? 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I will submit a motion to concur in the amend- 
ment for the purpose of saying that this is the substance of House bill 
463, favorably reported from the Committee on Railways and Canals 
by House Report 1025. It is an amendment that has been very thor- 


I move to concur in this amendment. The 
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oughly considered by the committee of the House, and that is the only 
reason I allege at this time for moving concurrence. I will not take 
the time of the committee now to submit other reasons which exist. 
But as I made the report from the Committee on Railways and Canals, 
and understand it to be the wish of that committee that this should 
“become a law, I submit the motion to concur in the amendment. 
The motion of Mr, CUTCHEON to concur was not agreed to. 3 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the next amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment numbered 68— 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Irise toa question of order. I did 
not hear amendment numbered 67 read. 
The CHAIRMAN, That amendment has been disposed of withont 
reading, as it was lengthy; but if the gentleman insists upon it 
Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to have the amendment read because I want 
a vote on it. 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read, in the absence of 


objection. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
(67) For the purchase of the two canals known as the Portage Lake and River 
Le ap eee Company Canal, from Keweenaw Bay to Portage Lake, and the 
e Superior Ship-Canal, Railway, and Iron Com Canal, from Portage 
Lake to Lake Superior, being the water commatnieation across Keweenaw 
Point, Lake Superior, from Keweenaw Bay to Lake Superior, in the State of 
Michigan, by way of the Portage River and Lake, and the artificial cut made by 
said companies to render them available to commerceand navigation, together 
with the works of improvement on Portage Lake; the harbor works upon Lake 
Superior and Keweenaw Bay, with all lands and franchises connected there- 
with, free from all incumbrances, $350,000: Provided, That for the purpose of 
ing and continuing the use and navi; on of said canals, the sam of 
$10,000 for each of the present and the next year be appropriated out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, to pay the actual expenses of operating and 3 said 
canals in repair; and that an itemized statement of said expenses accom- 
pany the annual report of the Chief of Engineers: And provided further, That 
no money appropriated for this shall be available until a valid title to 
all of said premises shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of 
Michigan shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the 
same during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereo 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State an: 
the service of civil process on the lands and right of way so conveyed. The 
balance of the appropriation, to wit, $5,128.70, for examination of Po: Lake 
and Lake Superior ship-canals, contained in the river and harbor actof August 
5, is hereby made available for each and every connected with the 
establishment ol new harbor in Portage Lake under the provisions of the 
act of June 20, 1890, authorizing and directing said establishment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote on this proposition; 
not a mere formal non-concurrence, but a vote of the committee. 

In a bill of this character of course both branches of Congress, and 
especially the House, is put at a great disadvantage in legislation on 
amendments which have been made by the Senate. Virtually our leg- 
islation in such cases, so far as the House is concerned, passes into the 
hands of three members of the House—three conferees appointed by 
the House—for the reason that the report of the committee, being a 
single question, and although it embraces many items, must be rejected 
or agreed to asa whole. Especially at the present stage of the session 
is this true. We may take it for granted that the report of the con- 
ferees will be agreed to, even if the House is dissatisfied with many of 
the items involved in it. 

Now, for the purpose of instructing the committee and having leg- 
islation upon this subject, so far as the House is concerned, in conso- 
nance with our action in the past on this proposition, I ask a vote on 
the question of non-concurrence, so that the House conferees will un- 
derstand the views of the House and will not go into committee with 
a mere formal non-concurrence. 

The fact is that this measure, I think, is entirely indefensible. We 
built these works by appropriations of the public lands. My recol- 
lection is that we appropriated 400,000 acres of land for the construc- 
tion of these works, and here now is a proposition to buy them back 
at a cost of $350,000, with an appropriation for two successive years 
of $10,000 each, making an aggregate of $370,000 and an additional 
appropriation of $5,000, making in all $375,000 for the purchase back 
of works built out of the resources of the United States by appropria- 
tions of the public lands. I therefore ask a vote on the motion to non- 
concur, in order that the sense of the House may be indicated to the 
conferees and so that they will be distinctly instructed and informed 
as to the views of the House on the subject, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I wish to emphasize 
what the gentleman from Indiana who has just taken his seat has said, 
in the event that this case is the one I take it to be. 

In the Forty-eighth or Forty-ninth Congress this Portage Canal Com- 
pany was before the Public Lands Committee, of which I was then a 
member. The facts were as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN] has stated, that the United States gave to the State of Michigan 
400,000 acres of land, which that State gave to this company. -The 
company was to build a very short canal. It did so. It obtained the 
lands. It constructed the canal ina way so absolutely imperfect that 
it is now practically useless, or may be, for aught I know. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. You are very much mistaken about that. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Those were the facts that were de- 
veloped before the Public Lands Committee at that time, and whether 
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the company perima the work as it ought to have done it or not, the 
that in accepting a grant of 400,000 acres of land for the 


the repairing and to maintain that canal, and there is no way, I think, 
of getting around that proposition. After they have obtained their 
lands, after they have sold them, probably, after they have realized 
the price the Government gave for the construction and maintenance 
of this work, they now propose that the Government shall pay them 
$375,000, take the canal, and forever hereaſter make the repairs. Now, 
I believe that to be a statement of the facts in the case, and if Iam 
correct in this, then I do trust that this House will emphasize its non- 
concurrence in this amendment, because it would be a nice idea for 
the Government to pay men for buildingand maintaining certain works, 
and then for the men, having gotten their price, and gotten tired of 
keeping up the works, to get the Government to buy the work back 
again and forever be at the expense of maintaining it. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Chairman, I want to protest as strongly as I 
possibly can against the opposition which has developed here to this 
amendment, I think if gentlemen would inform themselves thor- 
oughly upon the necessity for the purchase of this canal they would 
assume an entirely different position. Isay that because I believe they 
are honest-minded men and would the truth wherever they 
found it. As for any vote which is taken here to-day being considered 
a test, I protest in the strongest manner possible against it. I do not 
believe there isan amendment from the Senate upon the river and har- 
bor bill which has more friends in the House than this amendment for 
the purchase of these canals, The understanding has gone abroad 
among the members of the House that the action here to-day will be 
considered merely formal, instead of being of the solemn character 
which the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN] wishes to clothe it 
with, and, therefore, many friends of this amendment are absent. 

I do not choose, and I can not in the short space of time I have, to 
enter into the full merits of this appropriation, but I do know that al- 
most without exception gentlemen who represent the Lake States 
here, the eight States which debouch upon the lakes, are in favor of this 
purchase. It is considered an absolute necessity to the commerce of 
the lakes. The demand of the Lake States is for free water and deep - 
water. They wish every inch of water between Buffalo and Duluth 
upon which a vessel may float to be owned by the Government, to be 
untrammeled by tolls, and to be free in the broadest sense of the term. 
These canals form a very important part of the navigation of the 
lakes. Inside, as they are, of Keweenaw Point, they afford not only 
a safe passage at all seasons of the year, but the purchase of them and 
making them free will effect a great saving in distances, and conse- 
quently a great saving in timeandin expense. These canals, too, offer 
the only harbor of refuge for miles of a rock-bound coast. It is for 
these reasons, which ought to be well understood by the House, that 
I protest against the position taken by the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. ANDERSON] and by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] 
upon this question. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I think it would be a very extraordi- 
nary thing if this House should pass upon a question of public policy 
here, to wit, the question whether it is in the interest of the people of the 
United States whether certain canals shall be purchased or not, by con- 
sidering an entirely different question, upon which the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] desires this question to be hinged. Supposing 
everything he says is true; supposing the Government has been 8 : 
fore cheated, still the fact remains that many persons who have had no 
connection with that transaction have a very earnest opinion in 
to the necessity of a free canal inside of Keweenaw Point. My con- 
stituents had no part in that former transaction. The constituents of 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN ] are not responsible for 
that. Those who are interested in the navigation of the Great Lakes, 
the constituents of gentlemen from New York, for example, had noth- 
ing whatever to do with that transaction, and the real question which 
should govern our aetion is the question whether it is necessary for the 
navigation of the lakes, and not the question whether the Government 
made a bad bargain or got cheated heretofore. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. ADAMS. Let me say one thing more and then I will yield if 
the gentleman wishes. I will say that ifthe gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
KERR] or the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] can by moral 
suasion or any other means induce persons who have cheated the Gov- 
ernment, if there are any such persons, to refund to the Government 
what they have robbed the Government of, I agree heartily that I 
should like to have every dollar returned if any dollar has been lost; 
but I say that that is not the question involved in this admendment 
and the House ought not to make it turn upon that. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I will ask, when the company did this work, 
if as a consideration they were not allowed to levy tolls for a certain 
number of years? 

Mr. ADAMS, That may be. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. And if that period is not now about to ex- 

ire? 
x Mr. ADAMS. I knownothingaboutit. All I wish is that this mat- , 
ter may be put upon the true ground, and if the gentleman has any in- 


9032 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE. 


AUGUST 22, 


formation upon that point, let him give it to the House; but do not let 
the House decide a question of public policy upon a piece of ancient 
history in regard to a past transaction which is not in any way con- 
cerned in the present question. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. 
the committee were it not for the statement of my friend from Kansas 
[Mr. ANDERSON] in regard to this canal. In the report made by the 
Committee on Railways and Canals are given the statistics of the use 
of this canal during the last fiscal year, from which it appears that in 
1889, during the season of navigation, which was about eight months, 
there through this Portage Lake and Lake Superior Ship-Canal 
(there are two canals, one opening to the west and the other to the 
east) to the west 52 sail-vessels registering 24,830 tons, and 544 steam- 
ers registering 413,218 tons, or a total of 596 vessels registering 438,- 
048 tons. 

There were no exportations to the West. The imports were 1,272 
tons of mineral copper; 6,084 tons of general merchandise, and 937,053 
feet of lumbér in logs. During the same season last year, in the season 
of navigation, there passed through the Portage Lake and River Im- 
provement Canal 252 sail-vessels, registering 124,853 tons, and 604 
steamers, registering 461,944 tons, or a total of 856 vessels, registering 
586, 797 tons, besides a very large amount of merchandise which I will 
not take up the time of the committee to enumerate. 

Now, in regard to the land grant of which the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN] speaks. The land grant was made in aid of the 
Lake Portage and Lake Superior Canal, the only opening to the west- 
ward. It is true, as sta in the report of General O. M. Poe, who 
was appointed to investigate this matter, there was granted by the 
United States to the State of Michigan for the Portage Lake and Lake 
Superior Ship-Canal 400,000 acres by the act of March 3, 1865, and of 
July 3, 1866. 

The amount actually certified to the State appears from the statement of the 
State Jand office to have been 398,720.52 acres. 

The amount received by the canal company appears to have been 398,205.42 
acres, the value of which, computed at 81.5 per acre, was $197,756.77. 

And this was all in aid of the canal opened tothe westward. No 
grant whatever has been made to the canal opening to the eastward 
through which passes the entire commerce of this region. But I join 
with my colleague [Mr. CHIPMAN] in protesting against any vote that 
should be taken here to-day being considered as a test vote or instruc- 
tion. We can not consider this matter here to-day as it ought to be 
considered. The questions involved are t. Before the Committee 
on Railways and Canals, who considered this ea and who made 
this report to this body, there appeared representatives of all the great 
carrying interests of the great chain of lakes, ‘They presented this as 

. the most important matter to the carrying interests of the lakes that 
could possibly come before us, 

The commerce is great. The interests of life are great; the impor- 
tance of shortening the distance by saving the carriage around Kewee- 
naw Point, which is known as the Cape Horn of the North, being the 
most dangerous point on the great chain of lakes—all these interests 
appeared before us, and petitioned for the passage of this act. I will 
not take up the time of the committee further, and would not have 
taken up as much as I have if I had not considered it absolutely incum- 
bent 1 me, being connected with the preparation of this report, that 
I should explain it. 

However, I do not suppose we will vary from the custom of follow- 
ing the recommendation of the committee, this having been considered 
by a committee of the House and reported back here in a very fall re- 
port, but I deemed it proper to make this explanation. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. The 
question is on non-concurring in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Debate on this amendment has been 


exhgusted. 
e CHAIRMAN. Debate has been exhausted. The question will 
first be taken on the motion to non-concur. $ 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I desire to offer an amendment. I move to 
concur in the amendment with a view of changing this Senate amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. What motion does the gentleman submit? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to concur in the amendment with an 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman moves to concur in the amend- 
ment which the Clerk will read with anamendment. [After a pause. ] 
Where does it come in? 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. In the first clause on page 66. 

The CHAIRMAN. That has already been acted on and disposed of 
by the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Then I move to strike ont the last word. I 
desire a to ask if a motion to non-concur with an amendment would be 
in order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That would be an absurdity. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I think it would not be in order. I wish to 
say a word, Mr. Chairman, in regard to this proposition. I have in- 


would not take another moment of the time of 


formation—not of a definite character, as I have not investigated the 
matter thoroughly—that this canal is now in equity the property of 
the United States; that whatever sums have been expended upon it 
vy anybody have been advanced originally by the Government of the 

nited States; and that in addition to that the right of levying tolls 
was given to this company for a period of years, which right will ter- 
minate, as I understand, two years from now. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to know the source of the gentle- 
man’s information. 3 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I would refer to the laws if I had time. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iwill say that the gentleman is utterly mistaken, 
and that this canal belongs in perpetuity and absolutely, and the ground 


on which it stands belongs to these canal companies; and further, that 


the right to collect tolls is perpetually in these companies unless the 
Government of the United States chooses to purchase these canals from 
them. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. My information is that the right to collect 
tolls expires in two or three years. I make that statement, I do not 
pretend to know it absolutely, but I have been so informed and will 
look up the authority. If the matter goes to committee and comes 
back to the Honse I will have the evidence. I will make the state- 
ment further, that I have it from the very best authority that the 
men who had this grant neverinvested more than a hundred thousand 
dollars in it, and that they have been reimbursed by the tolls that 
they have received on these channels far more than they ever expended 
upon them. 

I make that statement on the authority of men that I think are 
acquainted with the cost of making those improvements. 

Mr. ADAMS. Then the gentleman thinks we can get the canal for 
almost nothing? 3 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I think the canal is equitably our own prop- 
erty now. 

Mr. ADAMS. I hope the gentleman is correct. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I hope so, too, but the report of the board of en- 
gineers, who investigated the matter for six months, is that the com- 
pany have a perfect and indefeasible title to the canal and that its cost 


was $3,000,000. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. As my amendment is not in order, I will state 
it as a part of my remarks. I desired to offer an amendment provid- 


ing that the board authorized by this bill shall be directed to inquire 
whether or not the title to this canal property is not already equitably 
in the United States, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
my friend from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON], who has examined this 
question, whether this is the canal through which a great part of the 
copper of one of the copper mines up there passes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And I would like to inquire whether 
that copper company is in any way interested in this Portage Lake 
canal, ; 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iam advised that there is not a single stock- 
holder who is identified with both companies. My anthority for that 
statement is Hon. Jay A. Hubbell, who has been identified with the 
copper interests up there for many years. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Was not this canal originally built 
for the purpose of obtaining an outlet for that copper? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That was one of the principal objects, because 
copper was one of the poan articles of commerce there. The cop- 
per shipped through the canal last year amounted in value to $10,- 
293,000. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. From the investigation you have 
made, is it or is it not true that the greater part of the tonnage pass- 
ing through the canal is that copper? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The greater part in value is undoubtedly the 
cone If the gentleman has the report he will find the statistics 

ere 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Now, I would like to say that the 
facts which I have already stated have not been contradicted. The 
Government gave these men 400,000 acres of land for the purpose of 
building and also of maintaining this canal, and now, I fancy, comes in 
this big copper outfit up there and proposes to sell this property to 
the United States and compel the United States to deepen it and for- 
ever keep it in repair, and all this upon the theory of opening a chan- 
nel for the great commerce of Lake Superior. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And this provision fixes a definite sum to be paid, 
$350,009, without any appraisement of the works or any ascertainment 
of their real value. That is a thing which has never been done before, 
the fixing of a definite sum before inquiry as to the value of the works 
proposed to be bought. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Well, I hope that the House will ex- 
amine the question a little, so that when we are called upon finally to 
decide whether we will concur or non-concur in this item gentlemen 
will have had their attention directed to it and will have investigated 
it so as to ascertain on the one hand whether this is a public work 
which is demanded by the commercial interests of the great Lake 
Superior region; or, on the other hand, whether this copper company 
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is trying to unload upon the United States a lot of property which they 
do not want. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ~ I will say to the gentleman, for his satisfaction, 
that the copper companies have absolutely nothing to do with the canal 
except that they pay tolls to it. A 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Well, I do not want to make any mis- 
statement or to place anything in a wrong light, but from the investi- 
gation which we made in the Public Lands Committee at the time it 
Was proposed to forfeit this land grant, I remember that the facts there 
developed suggested to my mind that the Portage Lake Canal Company 
was a v. rotten concern. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, unfortunately I did not hear the 
beginning of this debate. I have gathered, however, from the remarks 
of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON], first, that this Port- 
age Lake Canal property is partly owned by the share-holders in the 
copper mines contiguous to it; and, second, that the canal is only for 
the benefit of the copper mines. x 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Not only; chiefly. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Well, chiefly. I understand also from the gen- 
tleman that general commerce apparently has had nothing to do with 
this canal and probably does not care anything aboutit. This infor- 
mation I gather from the statements of the gentleman from Kansas. 

Now, without going into detail, I want to say that this question of 
the Portage Lake Canal has been considered by the lake men for some 
fifteen years. It has been the subject of repeated examination and re- 
ports. I do not know of any publie work that has had as wide adver- 
tising through the Halls of Congress as the Portage Lake Canal, and 
when I find old members, like the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. AN- 
DERSON], who do not understand the question, I am astonished. I 
want to say now plainly, without going into any argument—and I say 
it because I have sailed through this canal and know what I am talk- 
ing about—any man who could, for any reason, vote against appro» 
priating even $1,000,000 to secure on the iron-bound coast of Lake Su- 
perior two such good harbors of refuge as are found at the ends of that 
canal ought to leave this country, or at least leave this Hall. [Laugh- 
ter.] There is no more dangerous spot in America than the point 
which this canal enables the lake navigators to avoid, and, independ- 
ent of that, the canal cuts off the many additional miles of navigation 
which would be involved in going around Keweenaw Point. 

It is not supposed that this matter will end with this appropriation 
of $350,000. It is intended that all of that Western commerce shall 
pass through this canal, more especially that the steam commerce which 
can easily drivethrough there shall gothroughit. But, independently 
of the great benefit to a commerce that, is the first in the United States, 
I pnt this matter on the ground of humanity. There are no two better 
points for harbors of refuge on the whole of Lake Superior to-day (I 
speak from my own knowledge, for I havesailed every foot of it) than 
the east and west points of this canal. This enterprise is certainly 
worth the money. It has met the approbation of every vessel-owner, 
of every. merchant, of every board of trade in the whole Northwest. 

{Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, it is the easiest thing 
in the world to cover up some specific enterprise with the great glow 
and glory of commerce.“ The gentleman from New York [Mr. FAR- 
QUHAR] and myself occupy different standpoints, and are really dis- 
cussing two different questions, He is talking about commerce; I am 
talking about the fact that the United States Government paid these 
men to do a certain thing, and now they want the Government to buy 
back the property —— 

Mr. FARQUHAR. What did we do with the St. Mary's Canal? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I do not know what you did —— 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The two works stand on the same footing ex- 
actly. 

. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But I will risk the statement that 
very little of the great through commerce from Duluth goes through 
that canal. I may be mistaken—— 

Mr. ADAMS. A very large part of the iron and ore business does go 
through it, 
` Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How about the grain from Duluth? 
I am speaking now of large vessels. 

Mr. ADAMS. I amspeaking of 2,000-ton steamers. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Do the large tows go through this 
canal? A large propeller steamer, for instance, will tow a vessel 
equally large, and this one another as large. The great bulk of this 
trade comes from Duluth. Now, do you pretend to say that it goes 
through this canal ? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. If you will expend about $800,000 you can take 
all the tows you want through that canai. And that amount should 
be expended. If the gentleman desires me to give him another reason, 
I will give him a commercial reason 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Oh, a ‘‘commercial reason!” Now, I 
do not want the House to lose sight of the initial fact in this case—that 
you propose to pay the Portage Lake Canal Company $350,000 for prop- 
erty which itowns by virtue of the grant of 400,000 acres of land which 
the Government gave it and which it sold. That is the primary ques- 


tion. We should not be driven from that question by any sort of 
“ chinning ” about commerce. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I hope the gentleman will take back that word 
‘“chinning,” or it will have to be taken down.“ [Laughter.] 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 

he question being taken, the amendment of the Senate was non- 
concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 68 to 71 were read, and non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 72 was read, as follows: 

Strike out, on page 30, lines 3 to 16, as follows: 

(72) Improving Harlem River, New York: Continuing improvement, $350,- 
000; and the Secretary of War is directed to cause the low bridges now crossing 
said Harlem River to be replaced, atthe expense of the owners thereof, by other 
bridges which shall leave a clear of 24 feet between the high water of 
spring-tides and the under side of said e dor and which shall be provided 
with draw-spans and draws of the width and length to be determined by the 
Secretary of War: Provided, That the plans of said new bridges shall in all re- 
spects conform to the requirements of the Secretary of War: And provided fur- 
ther, That the Secretary of War shall prescribe proper and reasonable 
tions for the opening and operating of the draws in said bridges.” 


Mr. SIMONDS. I move to concur in the action of the Senate; and 
in the same connection I submit as an amendment the insertion of the 
words ‘‘improving Harlem River, New York: Continuing improvement, 
$350,000.’? The proposition of the bill is twofold: first, it is to appro- 
priate $350,000, and, second, to construct high draw-bridges over the 
Harlem River. Now, with every possible disposition to keep my seat 
during this debate, I have not been able to do so consistently with what I 
conceive to be my duty; for in my deliberate judgment, formed after 
many months of consideration, there is a great mischiefin embryo here. 

It is proposed to” build a ship-canal directly across the city of New 


York, bringing with it all the discomfort which attends the bridges in 


Chicago, multiplied by a large figure, This Harlem River is said to 
be navigable for about 5 miles. The Spuyten Duyvil Creek is said to 
be navigable for about a mile and a half; and to make the connection 
of the Harlem River with the Spuyten Duyvil Creek through the inter- 
vening distance of about a miie and a half will cost, according to the 
estimate, $2,700,000. In my judgment it will undoubtedly cost a great 
many millions more. If we shall permit these high draw-bridges to 
be constructed, it will be claimed in the next Congress that the Gov- 
ernment is committed to this scheme and that there can be no aban- 
donment of the project. 

Now, the whole purpose of this proposed canal is simply to avoid 
going down around the Battery with such craft as have occasion to use 
that water-way simply to shorten the distance to a certain d 

Harlem River is crossed by various railroads entering New York. It 
is crossed by the New York Central and Hudson River Railroad, by the 
New York and Harlem Railroad, by the New York, New Haven and 
Hartford Railroad, and also by the New York and Northern Railroad, 
and I hold in my hand a little paper which tells something of the im- 
mense traffic which is carried on by these various roads across the 
bridges over that river. : 

Taking the number of trains on the three roads first named together 


we find there are 242 every day, and they move 355 times across that 


bridge. These companies carry in the year by actual count across that 
bridge 9,377,341 The number of trains per annum across 
the bridge is 98,880, and the number of cars that travel the bridge 
annually is 593,280. The New York and Northern Railroad carries an 
aggregate of 1,214,600 passengers per annum, with a total number of 
23,439 trains and 70,317 cars. Across the bridge at Spuyten Duyvil 
the New York Central and Hudson River Railroad has its freight traffic. 
The number of trains per annum amounts to 17,520, the number of 
freight cars to 560,640, the number of passenger trains per annum to 
3,650, and the passenger cars amount to 7,300. 

Now, this traffic not only concerns the whole of New England and 
the Eastern States, but the whole of New York State and the West 
and the Northwest as well as the Southwest. It is of national impor- 
tance. Gentlemen who are in the habit of going to New York and 
coming therefrom know very well that over these lines of road more 
than any other is the great passenger traflic to and from that city car- 


ried on, and this proposed canal will affect all of the vast trafiic carried 


on by these roads, 

There are also three street bridges across this river, one, McComb’s 
Dam bridge, across which the number of foot-passengers on one ordi- 
nary day was 8,650, the number of vehicles was 1,370, and the num- 
ber of people in the vehicles was 4,120, 

At the Third Avenue bridge there crossed in one day: Foot-passen- 
gers, 26,405; vehicles, 3,258; and street cars, 628. At the Madison 
Avenue bridge there were: Foot passengers, 2,200; vehicles, 792; and 
street cars, 228, in a single day. In addition to these, there is the 
Third Avenue Elevated Railroad bridge, over which there is trans- 

rted daily a vast number of men, women, and children. 

Now, to deliberately undertake to cut that great city in two parts, 
with a population of 150,000 people already living north of the Harlem 
River, and with the certainty in a few years they will number half a 
million, can hardly be considered the product of the brain of a manat 
once both sane and disinterested. It seems tomeitcan only be founded 
upon the idea that there are men who own land along the river and 
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who will profit by this improvement. The whole professed object is 
simply to save a little additional distance in going around the Battery. 

I can not let this matter go through the House without raising my 
voice against it; because if it does, if these draw- bridges are once ap- 
propriated for, it will be always said that the United States Govern- 
ment is committed to the policy, and that it is not fair to reverse a 
policy thus entered upon. 

These are all the remarks I desired to submit, Mr. Chairman, at this 
time, and it will be seen that I have so framed my amendment as to 
allow the 3 to be appropriated, but not to permit the high dra w- 

to be built. 

Mr. QUINN. Mr. Chairman, I am surprised at the position taken 
by the distinguished gentleman from Connecticut who has just ad- 
dressed the committee. The gentleman must know that one of the 
greatest improvements contemplated at the present time isthe Harlem 
EEE I am surprised that the item of $350,009 put into this 

by the House was stricken out by the Senate without a word of 
protest or opposition there. 

Mr. SIMONDS. The gentleman will observe that my amendment 
covers that appropriation of $350,000 and leaves it in. 

Mr. QUINN. Yes, but the amendment of the gentleman has for its 
main objectthe eventual stoppage of the work of constructing a ship- 
channel by way of the Harlem. 

Railroad bridges over water ways where there is a great amount of 
traffic are at all times a source of great danger to the traveling public 
and at the same time a cause of great trouble and expense to the com- 
panies operating them. 

Consider the time that is lost to the public by the delay consequent 
on waiting for the draw of bridges to be opened and closed again; con- 
sider the anxiety of both passengers and train officials until they are 
safely across; all this can be avoided by the construction of tunnels, 
which can be so easily done under the Harlem River. 

Mr. SIMONDS. Let me ask the gentlemen whether the New York 
Legislature has not just refused at this session to allow this work to go 
on? 

Mr, QUINN. Iam not aware of the fact, 

Mr. SIMONDS. I know it to be true. 

Mr. QUINN. If the New York Legislature has done it they have 
certainly not represented the sentiment of the people of New York in 
regard to that matter. Why, the argument the gentleman uses him- 
self, showing the millions of passengers who cross that river each year, 
and the enormous profits resulting therefrom, is a strong reason why 
the companies o the railroads that cross the river would be better 
enabled to cut tunnels through than to maintain the bridges. I my- 
self, as a mechanic, can at any time construct a tunnel under the river 
where the bridges now are. 

And if bri are an obstruction or drawback to the prosperity or 
the advantage or profits of these railroads, why, tunnels can be built. 
And I am in favor of doing away with every bridge over such a high- 
way as that. Before doing so we should construct tunnels, and I will 
say that there is no river that I know of in the world under which 
tunnels can better be constructed than under the Harlem River. 

Comptroller Myers, of the city of New York, has lately written to 
Senator FRYE, chairman of the Senate Committee on Commerce, as 
follows: 

Sin: Having learned that the item of $350,000 in the river and harbor bill, 
which passed the House of Representatives, for the improvement of the Har- 
lem River, has been stricken out by the Senate committee, and feeling quite 
sure that this can not have been done for any reason that would find weight 
with the Senateif the subject were 8 examined, I deem it ere, 
officer of the city of New York charged with the responsibility of its financial 
interests, to 8 before you a brief statement of the relations of the Govern- 
men he United States, of the State of New York, and of the city of New 


t of 
York to this improvement. 
faith of the Government of the United States to 


them. Such proceedings have been taken, the ri 
sessed the sum of $223,659.91, and the title to the so acquired by the city 
has been transferred to the United States. This assessment has been chiefly 
8 the amount unpaid by owners has been advanced by the treasury of 
e city of New York. 
Second, The city of New York has for this improvement ceded to the United 
States 109.223 acres of land ot great value. 
Third. The United States Government has entered 2 em this work and has 
,000 toward it. Itis 


itself to the lines of improvement, the plans of which have been ap- 
proved by the United States engineers. 

From the above it will be observed that the faith of the United States, of the 
State of New York, and of the city of New York are — to the execution 
of this work, and that the property-owners, who have been heavily assessed and 
otherwise burdened by expenses and losses, are entitled to have work com- 

For more than twenty years the subject of the improvement of the Harlem 
River has been betore the public. It been 5 discussed in all its 

and the work has received the sanction of ablest engineers and 
the approval of the whole community. - 

The careful examination by the U States Government engineers has re- 
sulted in the expenditure of a large amount of 1 ve 
e s the — Basten sonderen and “eee under way, w it 

now enly assailed in its last stage of progress influences. 
and the most deeply regrettable delay ensues, £ 

I will not enlarge upon the great value of this work to the commerce of this 
city and of the Western and Eastern States further than to remind you that it 


* 


will eee the seaboard terminal of the only water chan- 
nel of Ja ween the Atlantic Ocean and the great area border- 
upon the lakes, + 
completed, there will be a saving of over 20 miles of intricate, slow, 
and us navigation down the North River, around the Battery, and up 
the East r for vessels coming thro the Erie Canal and down the North ` 
River bound for the Eastern States, and fora considerable portion of the city of 


Brookl 

The faith of the United States is pledged to the completion of the work, and 
the necessities of the railroad travel and traffic crossing the river, already pro- 
vided for by the United States engineers, may with po. As propriety and safety 
be left to the municipal and State authorities. In my best judgment the speedy 
completion of the work should be at once assured by an adequate appropria- 
tion; and appreciating thoroughly the great interest you have always shown 
in the commerce of New York, I beg to respectfully bespeak your most valuable 
W . * procona the same. 

e e THEO. W. MYERS, Comptroller. 

That is the opinion of one of the most faithful and able of New Lork's 
city officials. That opinion is shared in by not only the citizens of the 
city of New York, butalso by every intelligent person in the country, 
unless it may be the comparative few who are interested in railroads. 

Does the gentleman from Connecticut [ Mr. SIMONDS] not know that 
if it is true, as he has said, that the Legislature of the State of New 
York has refused to give any further aid to this work, that it is on ac- 
count of the railroad influence ? 

Mr.SIMONDS. Governor Hill vetoed the bill. 

Mr. QUINN. If the bill was as the gentleman from Connecticut 
states it, it certainly was a most pernicious and bad bill, and all bills 
of that character, which have for their object the depriving of the peo- 
ple of their common rights, have met with a veto as well as it. 

In doing that, it only shows the true character of Governor Hill, who 
has shown himself at all times the guardian of the people as against cor- 
porations in that as in other measures. Does not the gentleman from 
Connecticut know what has been so frequently said about railroad in- 

nences? And ifthe Legislature has been guilty of anything of that 
kind, which in my judgment is nothing short of criminal, I say all 
shame to them for doing it, and it is to be regretted that the railroad 
influence is so powerful as that the will of the people of that city can 
be set aside in the interest of railroad or any other corporations. 

Mr. SIMONDS. Will the gentleman from New York allow me to 
put myself correctly on record? The ture passed the bill to per- 
mit the improvements to tontinue and Governor Hill vetoed it, 

Mr. QUINN. In view ot the gentleman’s statement, which is ex- 
actly contrary to what he has just stated, I do not know exactly what 
to say. Iam very sorry to hear it, and can not believe that Governor 
Hill would veto a bill having for its object the completion of a work 
of such great advantage to both New York and the nation. I hope the 
House will not concor in the action of the Senate in striking out this 
item, and also that it will vote down the amendment of the tle- 
man from Connecticut. The House can not possibly place i ona 
more patriotic basis than to provide for the cutting through of that 
ship-canal, and I hope that the gentleman from Connecticut and the 
other gentlemen of the House will see it as I do, and as the people of 
New York see it, and as men having the welfare of their country at 
heart vote for this appropriation that we may havea y completion 
of the work. They, the people of the city of New York, have placed 
their money there by hundreds of thousands of dollars and have given 
something like 109.223 acres of land for the construction of that canal. 
The National Government has expended a great deal of money in its 
construction, and now is not the time to stop, when a little more effort 
will insure its thorough accomplishment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The proposition to improve the Harlem River 
is older than the New York Central Railroad Company, older than the 
New York and New England Railroad Company by a quarter of a cent- 
ury, older than the New York, New Haven and Hartford Railroad Com- 
pany. Icrossed the Harlem River myself on a railroad that started its 
trains as far down as the Tombs in 1838. Iwas not a very old man at 
that time. Since that time the railroad stations of New York have 
been pushed upward to Forty-second street, and now the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. SIMONDS] seems to introduce a contest be- 
tween the railroads and the improvement of the Harlem River, There 
is no such contest here, and the opposition will not be able at any 
point of time to make the sort of cont=t that the gentleman spoke 
about. 

The subcommittee of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors made a 
very careful examination of all the points involved in this matter, not 
only at the point where the Hudson River Railroad crosses, but along 
the banks of the river and at the mouth of Spuyten Duyvil Creek. The 
water way known as the Harlem River is in point of fact an estuary 
from the East River running up to King’s Bridge, and another one 
known as Spuyten Duyvil Creek, from the North River. The tide 
flows alternately, coming into the Spuyten Duyvil earliest in the flow 
of the tide and going through until it meets the coming in of the tide 
from the East River, when it is again driven back and flows up into 
the Hudson River. 

It is a water way which was surveyed by the General Governmentas 
early as 1825, and I have seen and now know of the existence ot a com- 
plete phical map, with all the surrounding hills and valleys, 
made by the Government at that early day. Theobject of the improve- 
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ment is, first, to pass the traffic from the Hudson River into 
New vec nition pg 33 the proper portion of the city of 
New York, without ong, ous, dangerous, expensive cir- 
cumnavigation of the city of New York by way of the Hudson River 
and the Last River. With a bridge span 24 feet in height, which is 
contemplated in this bill, the achievement will be complete so far as 
the present necessities of commerce are concerned, 

We have agreed to allow the present surface bridge at the mouth of 
Spuyten Duyvil Creek, with its draw, to be opened when the compara- 
tively few trains pass, but it isnot the purpose that the draw-bridges 
where the New York Central Railroad crosses are to be operated for the 

urpose of the passage of those trains. The ot two hundred and 
boriy- two trainsaday would render it simply impossible to operate the 
draw-bridges, but the purpose is nevertheless to place in those bridges, 
at 24-foot height of span, draw-bridges, so that under the direction and 
control of the Secretary of War, in this navigable water of the United 
States, the title to which has never been acquired by a railroad com- 
pany, the commerce of the country, under proper regulations, may 


pass and repass. 
When we were in New York we were charged with having been en- 


tertained by the New York Central Railroad, and the newspapers said | 100 


we were a little too much under their influence; but the railroad peo- 

ple said to us, and I reveal no secret when I say that the railroad au- 
thorities said to us that they were perfectly willing to raise their rail- 
road tracks to a height that would accommodate a 24-foot bridge. We 
concluded that ior the present purposes of commerce that was quite 
sufficient, for we did not believe it was necessary to pass masted ships 
of a greater height than 24 feet through the water-way. Now, it isnot 
only the purpose to transmit the enormous commerce of the West, by 
all sorts of craft, out ef the Erie Canal and down the Hudson River, 
through the East River to the great city of Brooklyn, there to be dis- 
tributed by the departing vessels to Europe—that is not the only pur- 
pose—but it is also the purpose to acquire or to make available for the 
traffic in New York the vast amount of dock-room that will thus be 
supplied. 

22 know it has been said by a very distinguished gentleman that there 

a great amount of dock-room not occupied around the East River 
“and the North River below the Harlem River. But the five members 
of our subcommittee who were there were told by the commissioner 
in charge of docks in New York, that there was not an available foot 
of dock-room in that portion of the city that could now be acquired 
by a transportation company or anybody else. 

The opening and the completion of that Harlem improvement will 
add to the Harlem side of New York a vast scope on both sides of Har- 
lem River. It is not the p of the committee or of Congress to 
pass any bill that will cut out the New York and New England Kail- 
Toad, or any railroads that cross the Harlem River, in connection with 
the extension of the Spuyten Duyviland Harlem River. We will pro- 
tect the railroads in a just and equitable occupation of their rights 
of way and look to the future for such development as may be neces 


sary. 

In my judgment, though I may not live long enough to see it, the 
time is coming when the steam-railroads of New York will above 
Harlem, and the transportation of passengers to that city will be over 
high bri one of which has already been constructed with a span 
of 140 feet. It will not put them back any further in the next period 
of twenty-five years than they have been pushed forward in the last 
twenty-five years. I say, Mr. Chairman, in the interest of commerce, 
and not for the purpose of assailing the just rights of these railroad 
companies, these improvements must be made in the very language 
that the House committee put in this bill. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I think the same time ought to be allowed to 
the other side as has been allowed to that side of the question. 

Mr. WILLCOX. Does not the improvement contemplated by the 
committee require a change inthe height of these bridges? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I ought to have said it will require the raising 
of these bridges of the New York Central and the New York, New 
Haven and Hartford Railroads to a height that will give a clear 
of 24 feet between high water and the under side of the bridges; and I 
think I ought to have said in addition to that, and am glad the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut reminded me of it, that there is a statute of 
New York fixing and establishing the grade of these bridges of the road 
on either side, and the position which these have taken is, can the New 
York Legislature authorize a change? 

In other words, the railroad was granted a right by law, and they 
say they can not change their railroad bridge without asking the New 
York Legislature to grant it. The answer to that is, first, and sufi- 
cient, that the Legislature of New York hasno power to authorize any 
obstruction upon a navigable river of the United States; and, there- 
fore, its law is wholly and utterly unconstitutional, null and void, 
and we are told that there was no doubt that the Legislature of New 
York granted the right to the railroad company. 

Mr. QUINN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. QUINN. Do 58 adh consider think ik would 50 fix hetier todo 


away with all bridges over rivers where there is an immense traffic 
and construct tunnels instead, which can easily be done under the 
Harlem River? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not want to go into the subject of tunnels. 
That is too big a question for me. 

I should not assent to anything that would seriously injure the in- 
terests of these railroad companies, I re and the scheme of the 
committee involves no serious and certainly no permanent injury to 
the railroad traſſie across that river. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Can the gentleman give an estimate 
of the total cost of this improvement? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Something in the neighborhood of $1,000,000; 
but a great deal of that has already been 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SIMONDS. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to enter into any very 
lengthy explanation of my objection. It will have been noticed that 
my friend did not meet and that he does not controvert a 5 er 
tion I have taken. We care nothing about the raising of the bri 
We are perfectly wi to raise themall. It is not the fixed bridges 
that I am speaking of. It is the draw-bridges we object to, which is 
king forward to the time when a shi shall run right through 
the heart of the city of New York. The original proposition I sub- 
mitted to the House has not been controverted. 

It is the purpose of the bill to make a right through the 
heart of the city of New York and obstruct these railroad bridges which 
bring the whole of New England intoand out of New York, and which 
also bring large numbers of people from the West, the Northwest, and 
the Southwest to New York. Ialso call attention to the fact that 
there will be half a million of people above that river incommoded by 
this change they propose. My statements have not been controverted. 
They are true, and I claim that if you allow these draw-bridges it will 
be hurtful to the interests of these vast enterprises, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the motion made 
by the gentleman from Connecticut to non-concur in the Senate amend- 
ment, with an amendment which has been read. 

Mr. SIMONDS. Which allows the appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Which allows the appropriation, striking out 
the remainder of the paragraph. 

The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. SIMONDS. Division. 

The committee divided; and there w. 8, noes 41, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point that no quorum is present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa makes the point that 
no quorum is present, and the Chair will count. [After counting. ] 
One hundred and twenty-seven members are in attendance and a quo- 
rum is present; the noes have it, the amendment is rejected; and 
without objection the Senate amendment will be non-concurred in. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment numbered 73: 
ment.“ strike out “ twenty-tive” 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment numbered 74: On page 32, strike out from line 24 down to and in- 
cluding line 16 on page 33. 


Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I want to make afew observations on 
the motion to — 8 8 284 — 

The CHAIRMAN. gentleman moves to strike out the last word. 
Mr. BAYNE. Mr. — T should not perhaps have risen to 
make any remarks whatever upon this subject had it not been for the 
fact that when this provision was stricken out of the river and harbor 
bill in the Senate two, perhaps three, distinguished Senators took it 
upon themselves to call theattention of conferees, not yet appointed, to 
the fact that a strenuous effort would perhaps be made on the part of 
the House to retain this provision; and they advised them to see that 
it should be kept out of the bill. In all the years’ experience I have 
had here I have never seen such a thing in either legislative body. 

It seems to indicate an interest in the matter which is unusual. 
provision in the bill was for the purchase or the condemnation of one 
of the locks and dams of the Monongahela Navigation Company on the 
Monongahela River in the State of Pennsylvania. That company is 
a private corporation, chartered by the State of Pennsylvania in 1836, 
I believe, and it has constructed on that river several locks and dams 
and has been compelling the commerce of the river to pay tribute to it 
ever since the time of its foundation or at least from the time of the 
construction of the first dam. The company itself claims that the tolls 
collected are very low. I believe it is alleged by that company that 
the total amount of toll paid by a ton of coal is not more than 3 cents; 
yet, notwithstanding that fact, the aggregate tolls paid by the com- 
merce of the river is about $220,000 a year. So gentlemen can get 
some idea of the immense magnitude of that commerce when, with 
this very low rate of tolls, the aggregate amounts toa large sum of 
money. The Government of the United States has built two dams 


en ae eo 32, line ane after the word “improve- 
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above these on the Monongahela River, and it has built the Davis Isl- 
and Dam immediately below, in the Ohio River, 

In this very bill as it comes from the Senate an appropriation of 
$250,000 is made for the construction of another dam a short distance 
below the Davis Island Dam. Se that the Federal Government owns 
dams above and dams below, andis expending large sums of money to 
provide for the commerce of the Monongahela River; yet this private 
corporation, an intruder, is permitted to remain (if this provision be 
stricken out of the bill) and to collect tolls from the commerce of that 
river. Now this is a matter ot very serious importance. Extraordi- 
nary as it may seem, the average amount of toll levied upon an acreof 
coal land there by this corporation is $250, That is to say, the aver- 
age amount of toll paid by every acre of coal land along the river is 


Mr. HAUGEN. Two hundred and fifty dollars per year? 

Mr. BAYNE. Per acre of coal land. That is, you mine an acre of 
coal and transport the coal down the river, and the amount you have 
to pay that corporation for passing through their toll-gates will average 

per acre. The amount in the higher pools runs up to about $400, 
and in the lower pools it falls to about $90, the tolls g increased 
according to the number of locks and dams through which the vessel 


The Monongahela River has been recognized over and over again as 
a national, navigablehighway. Let meadduce some of these recogni- 
tions, 

First, by the judiciary act of 1789, conferring admiralty and mari- 
time jurisdiction on the United States courts in cases where seizures 
are made on waters which are navigable from the sea by vessels of ten 
or more tons en, 

Second, by the act of Congress of February 18, 1793, which provides 
for registering, enrolling, and licensing of vessels. 

Third, by the act of. Congress of February 13, 1807, making Pitts- 
burgh, among other cities, a port of entry. It is declared in this act 
that from and after June 13, 1807, all the shores and waters of the 
river Ohio, and the several rivers and creeks emptying into the same, 
are hereby annexed to, and shall make a part of, the district of Mis- 
sissippi, and a surveyor shall be appointed for Pittsburgh, Charleston, 
ete. Now it is well known the Monongahela and Allegheny Rivers 

join at Pittsburgh and form the headwaters of the Ohio, 

Fourth, by the act of Congress of August 30, 1852, providing for the 

tion of steam-boats and boilers, licensing pilots, engineers, etc. 

th, by divers acts of Congress making appropriations for the con- 

struction of locks and dams above those of the Monongahela Navigation 

ree ond on the Monongahela River, and immediately below them on 
the Ohio. 

The Monongahela River has been and is now a national post-route, 
on which the national mail is carried by vessels subject to admiralty 
jurisdiction under the judiciary act of 1789; registered, enrolled, and 
licensed under the act of February 18, 1793, and subject to inspection 
under the act of August 30, 1852. 

Now, these acts of Congress and the actsof the judiciary and of the 
executive officers of the United States in the execution and perform- 
ance of them constitute the highest and most manifest assertion of 
control and authority over this river on the part of the United States. 
That control and authority has neverfor one moment been abandoned. 

The Supreme Court of the United States has decided over and over 
again that the jurisdiction and controlof the United States over navi- 
gable water ways is not only paramount, but exclusive. It would be, 
as Justice Miller says in United States ve. Duluth (1 Dillon, 469), “an 
affectation of learning to give references to the adjudged cases on this 
point. The law-books are crowded with such authorities. ; 

If all this reasoning be true, what is the attitude of the Monongahela 
Navigation Company? Why, that of an intruder; that of a trespasser. 
It has no more right to plant itself there and make the commerce ot 
that river pay $225,000 a year for tolls than I have to establish a toll- 
house and collect tolls from those who go up and down Pennsylvania 
avenue. 

Western Pennsylvania is entitled to at least fair play. The whole 
body of the people of Western Pennsylvania want that river free. No- 
body wants to make the immense tonnage of that river pay tribute to 
a private corporation, excepting the shareholders in that corporation. 

Those are the gentlemen who must have written to a distinguished 
Senator. They must have misinformed him also on another point 
hd which he would have known better if he had made an examina- 


m. 
I refer to the allegation that the plant of the Monongahela Naviga- 


tion Company was built then by the authority of the United States.“ 
That is a mistake of fact as well us of law. The United States 
never aut the occupancy of that river by that private corpora- 


tion. Every lawyer knows that the acquiesence of the United States 
could not be inferred or implied. The non-assertion of a Government 
right never constitutes a bar. 

So with the allegation of another distinguished Senator, as to the 
House provision being unconstitutional, because the right to collect 
tolls is eliminated as an element of value. Will anybody point out 


how an intruder has the right to collect tolls? 


Tam perfectly willing that that proviso be stricken out. It will have, 
as I think, now eight one way or another in the ultimate determination. 
I am anxions, while I remain here, to have done for my people and my 
State what is being done for other people and for other States. Here 
are nearly $27,000,000 appropriated for rivers and harbors. The Great 
Kanawha appropriation was increased by the Senate from $200,000 to 
$340,000, and the appropriation for the Little Kanawha was increased 
from $15,000 to $40,000. No, I do not complain of these increases; 
but the coal of West Virginia competes with the coal lying on the bor- 
ders of the Monongahela, and I seriously object to the on the Mo- 
nongahela paying an average rate of $250 per acre of tolls to a private 
corporation, when the coal of West Virginia, at the expense of the Goy- 
ernment, is offered free navigation. 

The point that one of these dams is in litigation should have no 
weight. Congressis presumed to know the rights of the United States 
over its navigable water ways and Congress is supposed to know the 
needs of commerce, I, therefore, in imitation of distinguished gentle- 
men at the other end of the Capitol, venture to express the hope that 
the House conferees will firmly adhere to the instruction of the House 
to non-concur to Senate amendment 74, which strikes out the provis- 
a for the acquisition of another lock and dam on the Monongahela 

ver. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
in the amendment. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that thisamend- 
ment of the Senate ought to be concurred in. This paragraph in the 
bill provides for the condemnation of private property and provides 
that, unless that property can be bought for a certain sum, proceedin 
shall be taken to condemn it for the benefit of the United States. If 
is very clear that if condemnation proceedings are begun a large ex- 
pense will be involved, and, in addition to that, it must be understood 
that the full value of the company’s property will have to be paid in 
order that the purchase may be made. The gentleman speaks about 
the vast amount that it costs the people on the Monongahela River to 
transport their coal. = 

If this company have a franchise that is so valuable to them, then, 
if that franchise is condemned, it will be necessary that the value of it 
to the company who own it shall be paid before it can be obtained. 
So, Mr. Chairman, we have here a proposition to undertake the pur- 
chase of private property in the State of Pennsylvania for the improve- 
ment of the value of the coal mines of individual owners along this 
river. Now, it seems to me that, if the Government can legitimately 
purchase the property of a corporation for the improvement of the value 
of the coal mines of men living along that river, there can be no ques- 
tion about the right and the duty of the Government to purchase or 
provide lines of transportation for carrying our grain and corn and the 
other products ot our Western farms to the East, so as to save us the 
money that we now have to expend for transportation. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Yes, sir. ~ 

Mr. BAYNE. If I should establish a toll-house on Pennsylvania 
avenue of my own volition and oblige everybody that passed up and 
down that Avenue to pay me toll, would I have any right to have my 
franchise there assessed as an element of damages in the event of 
the District of Columbia asserting its authority over that highway ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. In the case the gentleman supposes if the 
franchise was not a veritable one, one that the man had a right to ex- 
ercise, then any citizen could put a stop to it by, I think, the proceed- 
ing known as quo warranto. 

Mr. BA Ob, not at all. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I understand that the inquiry would rise by 
what warrant these tolls were charged, and if the case were found to 
be such as the gentleman suggests, the decision of the court would put 
an end to the imposition of the toll. 

Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman will admit that the Government has 
exclusive jurisdiction over the navigable waters of the United States? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Certainly; butit is proposed to take property 
which is now the property of a private corporation in order that the 
shippers of coal along the Monongahela Valley shall have the oppor- 
tunity of transporting their coal to market for a less price than they 
have to pay now. 

Mr. BAYNE. Well, 1 will say to the gentleman that I should like 
to see that eliminated, for, as a lawyer, 1 have no more doubt that that 
does not constitute an element of damages than I have of any other 
proposition not yet decided. I am just as certain as I can be that the 
right of this company to collect tolls Will not be taken into account as 
an element of damages; but, in order that even that seeming unfairness 
may not be included, I am perfectly willing that it shall stricken 


The question ison the motion to non-concur 


out. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I do not see that there is any other element 
of damages but the right to collect toll and the condemnation of the 
franchise. 

The value of the property is determined by the amount of tolls that 
can annually be collected upon the line. The very purpose of organizing 
the company was that it might charge tolls; that constitutes in its very 
nature the value of the franchise; and the amount of tolls would have to 
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be taken into consideration in determining the damages the Government 
would have to pay. I do not think there can be any question about that. 
Now, I say that if it be an established proposition that the Government 
of the United States may condemn a franchise for the purpose of secur- 
ing for the coal miners of Pennsylvania cheaper transportation for their 
coal to a market a few miles away, there certainly ought to be no ques- 
tion about the right and duty of the Government to procure, by some 
method, the condemnation of the franchises of railroads in order that 
the farmers of the country may have their produce transported to market 
at cheaper rates. 

[Here the hammer fell. T 

Mr. ANDERSON, of sas. I move pro forma to strike out the 
last word. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. BAYNE] whether this Monongahela Navigation Company 
was chartered by the Legislature of Pennsylvania—— 

Mr. BAYNE. It was. : 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Forthe purpose of building this water 
way or canal. 

Mr. BAYNE, Not forthe pur of building a canal; it was char- 
tered for the purpose of putting these locks and dams in the river. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And that river legally was a high- 
way? 

Mr. BAYNE. It was. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. So that the State of Pennsylvania 
gave to this company the franchise of erecting a dam and collecting 
tolls for the navigation of a highway. 

Mr. BAYNE. It was done at a time when the Democratic party, a 
party which was opposed to publicimproyements, was in power; when 
there was no opportunity of improving the navigation of the river ex- 
cept by that method. 

r. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I simply wished information on those 
ints; Ido not wish the gentleman to consume all my time. 

Mr. BAYNE, One word more 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The gentleman can occupy his own 
five minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] made 
his suggestion in regard to condemning the franchise of the railroads 
the thought had occurred to me; and I am in favor of retaining this 
provision because I believe it to be legally within the power of the 
United States Government to condemn and take any public highway 
in the shape of a railway if the step becomes necessary or expedient for 
the purpose of regulating commerce, and I very much hope that this 
question will he tested, because there is no earthly difference in law be- 
tween a water way and a railway. If both are avenues ofinterstate com- 
merce; they are on precisely the same footing. 

If, under the provisions of this bill, you can condemn and take the 
franchise of this corporation created by the State of Pennsylvania, then 
you can condemn and take the Pennsylvania Railroad or the New York 
Central Railroad; and I would like very well to see the New York 
Central Railroad thrown into the hands of a receiver and operated for 
the benefit of the public, instead of being conducted in such a way as 
to stop the transit of interstate commerce. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Let us have a vote. 

The question being taken, the amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 75 to 85 were read and non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 86 was read, as follows: 

After line 17, on page 38, insert ths following: 

“Improving the Monongahela River, West Virginia, above Morgantown: 
Continuing improvement, $25,000." 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Some remarks were made awhile ago about 
the propriety of non-concurring in the Senate amendment in regard to 
the purchase of the property of the Monongahela Navigation Company. 
I would like to know from the gentleman in charge of this bill whether 
the improvement now under consideration is upon the same water way 
as the canal already under discussion. 7 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I will say to the gentleman that 
the Government has built dams—twoin number, I believe—above the 
dams of this navigation company, and this appropriation is for a con- 
tinuance of work on one of those dams, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Above the navigation? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Not above the navigation, but above 
the dams of the navigation company. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 87 to 89, inclusive, were read and non-con- 
curred in. 

‘The ninetieth amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 24, page 39, after the word river“ insert upto Smitlifield ; so as to 


See Neuse River up to Smithfield, N. C.; Continuing improvement, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, The eighty-ninth amendment, which we just 
passed, was to increase from $5,000 to $7,000 the appropriation for the 
improvement of Contentnia Creek, North Carolina. I intended to ask 
for some information on that point. I would like tó know what kind 
of a creek it is on which it is proposed to expend $7,000. 


The CHAIRMAN, The amendment can be recurred to by ungni- 
mous consent. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I object, becanse I can see no ob- 
ject in going back. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move, then, to amend by striking out the 
last word of the pending amendment. A number of these items are 
for the improvement of streams in North Carolina, some of them rivers 
with which we are familiar, a number of others small creeks which 
certainly have no national reputation. Ido not think the name of this 
Contentnia Creek has ever figured in any geography; so that the com- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] in regard to my 
study of geography would not apply tosome of these streams, the names 
of which, I am sure, are not contained in any of our old text-books, 

I observe, however, that all these amendments, with very few ex- 
ceptions, propose to increase the amount of the appropriations; and I 
am almost driven to the conclusion (especially when I take into con- 
sideration the fact that this general recommendation of non-concur- 
rence does not discriminate at all as to the character of the amendments) 
that a vote of non-concurrence on any of these items will not be ac- 
cepted by the committee of conference as any indication of the disposi- 
tion of the House, and that the committee will feel entirely free to act 
upon their own judgment in these matters without being influenced at 

l by the action of the House in non-concurring. 

For that reason, Mr. Chairman, I think we are entitled in the con- 
sideration of these various amendments proposed by the Senate to know 
the views of the conference committee in regard to them, as to whether 
or not, if we permit the additional appropriation of $5,000,000 to go 
through, it is to be brought back into the House with the recommen- 
dation to concur, and that twenty-seven millions from the national 
Treasury are to be appropriated this year for improving our national high- 
ways, no part, of course, of which can be used for the benefit of any 
interior State that has no water communication. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Ihave only a word to say in response 
to the remark of the gentleman. My friend from Iowa must, upon re- 
flection, understand the effect of the question he proposed to the com- 
mittee. As to who may be appointed on the conference committee we 
have no means of knowing and can have only an idea from the experi- 
ence of the past in the management of such business in the House. Ib 
would be manifestly very improper for this committee to indicate to 
the gentleman or to the Committee of the Whole what course they 
might see proper to pursue if appointed. We have recommended non- 
concurrence in these amendments of the Senate, and we have done if 
for the purpose of conferring with the Senate and getting their views 
in regard to the increase of appropriation and the new appropriations 
they have made. 

Now I ask for a vote. 

‘The amendment was non-concurred in. E 

Amendments numbered 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, and 98 were non- 
concurred in. 

Amendment No. 99 was read, as follows: 


Add after the word works,” in line 22, the words “including Lee's Slough.” 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to strike out the proviso added to this, 
including Lee’s Slough,” for the purpose of obtaining some informa- 
tion, if anyone can give it, as to where this is. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, That we can give our friend better 
after ore heard from the Senate. I donot know where theslough 
is myself, 

Mf. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I desire to know whether this is a case 
as to which the chairman of the committee has no geographical knowl- 


edge. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I have not auy information as to 
where that particular slough is. Of course I know where the river is, 
but as to the location of this improvement I do not know. We propose ` 
to find that out in the conference, 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 
110, 111, and 112 were non-concurred in, 

Amendment 113 was read, as follows: 

(113) Improving St. Mary’s River at the Falls, Michigan: Continuing im- 
provement on new locks and appi es, $900,000: Provided, That such con- 
tracts as may be desirable may be entered into for materials and labor for the 


entire structure and approaches, or any part of the same, to be paid for as u 
propriations may from time to time be made by law. a 15 


Mr. SNIDER. Mr. Chairman, I move to concur in the amendment 
of the Senate and I wish to address the committee for a few moments 
in regard to the matter. I will ask that if at the expiration of the 
usual time under the rules I shall not have concluded what I desire to 
say I may be permitted to continue my remarks. 

Mr. Chairman, the pending proposition is tor an appropriation by the 
United States in the sum of $900,000 for continuing the work on the 
new lock at the falls of St. Mary’s River, Michigan, and of $400,000 for 
continuing the work of deepening and straightening Hay Lake Channel, 
so that vessels drawing 20 feet of water may pass without delay between 
Lakes Superior and Huron. The bill provides that contracts for the en- 
tire amount of labor and material in these great works may be con- 
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I propose now to speak of the magnitude of the business passing 
through this canal, and later on, its effect in reducing rates for trans- 
* in the exchange of commodities between the East and the 

est. 


tracted ſor to be paid out of the appropriations to be made from time 
to time. $ 
The total amountyetrequired to beexpended on this improvement is: 


For completion of lock at St. Mary’s River Falls - $3, 738, The divine writer has said: A prophet is not without honor save 
For deepening and straightening Hay Lake Channel 1, 684, 115 | in his own country; so, too, in eee life. The traveler gazes with 


open-mouthed wonder at mountains and rivers which he finds in for- 
eign countries, when in his own there are mountains more lofty, rivers 
broader, swifter, and deeper, and plains with a wider expanse, which 
he passes without notice. 

The world has always regarded the conception and completion of the 
Suez Canal as a modern wonder, while its success as a business under- 
taking enabled its famous promoter to draw hundreds of millions of 
francs from his countrymen for other schemes which are as yet un- 
solved; and while it-has been the great factor in changing the com- 
merce of the eastern world to its own new highway and while we 
would do its projector all honor and all justice, yet at home, in our 
own country, a project of improvement quite like it has been carried 
88 and there now passes through it a commerce surpassing that of the 

uez. 

These two works—the Suez Canal and the St. Mary's River Canal 
are so much alike that I propose to give some data about them for the 
purpose of comparison. 

The whole length of navigation in the Suez Canal is 88 miles, being 
practically 18 miles longer than St. Mary’s River. Of this 66 miles 
are actual canal cuttings and 14 miles are made by dredging through 
shallow lakes. The navigable depth is 26 feet, with a width of 72 feet 
at the bottom of the canal. At the distance of every 5 or 6 miles a 
passing place is established for vessels to lie up at night and to allow 
others to pass. It has, until within a year, been the custom for e 
vessel to lie up at night, but recently the canal has been lighted wit 
electric lights its entire length, and vessels now move by night as well 
as by day. In executing this work 80,000,000 cubic yards of earth 
were excavated ayd 30,000 laborers employed. It cost in round num- 
bers $100,000,000, including the two great breakwaters at Port Said, 
6,940 and 6,020 feet, respectively, in length, and inclosing an area ot 
450 acres, and a breakwater at Suez also, The eanal is a highway for 
steamers 400 feet in length and 50 feet beam. 

The Suez Canal has, however, a history much more ancient than that 
of the St. Mary’s River Canal. Herodotus describes a canal between 
the Red Sea and the Mediterranean, and ascribes its construction to 
the Pharaoh who ruled six hundred years before Christ. It is described 
as being 92 miles in length, of which 60 miles were cut by human labor, 
and its width 108 feet and depth 15 feet. How long it was used isa 
matter of conjecture, but, having been choked up, it was restored by 
Trajan two years after the birth of Christ. Again choked up by theshift- 
ing sands, it was opened by the Arab Amrou who had conquered Egypt. 
It remained open until A. D. 767, when it was again closed up with 
the sand. Napoleon Bonaparte had made a survey of it when his con- 
quering army was in Egypt, but it remained for Ferdinand de Lesseps, 
a French engineer, in 1854, to bring it practically to the attention of 
the civilized world. The canal was opened in 1869. 

It is now proposed to double track it by excavating another canal 
alongside and near it to better accommodate its increasing business. 


Business of the Suez Canal. 


The bill in the form as amended is acceptable to the friends of the 
measure, as it will allow the War- Department to proceed with the 
work as rapidly as possible, and at once to contract for the stone, tim- 
ber, and other material necessary for the entire work. 

The Chief Engineer has made an estimate that it will save the Gov- 
ernment nearly 30 per cent. of the cost of the entire improvement if 
he be allowed to contract at one time for sufficient material and labor 
to finish the project. X 5 

On no part of the globe exist conditions more nearly ideal for a 
vast commerce than along the Great Lakes. Stretching half way 
across the cuntinent, they furnish an avenue for a commerce so vast 
and varied that its present magnitude has scarcely impressed itself on 
the minds of our people, because of its recent and rapid development, 
and its future greatness is almost beyond conjecture. 

The history of commerce is the history of civilization.“ The ex- 
change of the infinite variety of productions of human skill and of 
Mother Earth is one of the strongest bonds which bind together the 
different parts of our great country. g 

To-day I propose to call the attention of the House particularly to 
one part of the commerce of the Great Lakes, namely, that which passes 
to and from Lake Superior, omitting consideration of the great trade 
which is carried on between Milwaukee, Chicago, and other shipping 
ports on Lake Michigan, with the Great Lakes other than Superior. 

This commerce is not directly affected by the pending proposition. 

The distance from Duluth, at the western end of Lake Superior, to 
Buffalo, at the eastern end of Lake Erie, is in round numbers 1,000 
miles. This is all deep-water navigation, with some obstructions. 
Lake Superior is 20 feet higher than Lake Huron. It is connected 
with Lake Huron by the St. Mary’s River, about 70 miles in length. 
At St. Mary's Falls the river falls 18 feet 2 inches, and for the purpose 
of overcoming this fall the great lock is proposed. i 

The ides of a canal around the rapids at St. Mary’s Falls was coin- 
cident with the earliest commercial use of Lake Superior. Recent ex- 
plorations have uncovered the floor and remains of a lock 40 feet long 
and 8 feet 9 inches wide on the Canadian side of the river, con- 
structed in 1797 and 1798 by the Northwest Company for its canoes and 
boats. This was the forecast, through the necessities of that early 
time, of the demands of a Jater and greater commerce. 

In 1852 the State of Michigan commenced the construction of a lock 
of two chambers; each chamber was 350 feet long between the gates 
and 70 feet in width. It passed vessels with a maximum draught of 11 
feet 6 inches. It was opened for business in 1855. It was, however, 
scarcely opened before the necessity for a new lock of increased capacity 
Was plainly manifest. The work which was then undertaken by the 
United States and opened in 1881 is the lock now in use, and which 
has been found to serve well the purpose for which it was intended and 
to be of almost incalculable value to the commerce of the Great Lakes. 
This lock is 515 feet long and 80 feet wide, with a depth of 17 feet of 
water, This lock likewise was scarcely opened till it was perceived 
that its capacity would soon be exceeded by the tonnage seeking pas- 
sage through it. . 

Accordingly, Congress, in 1881, requested of the War Department 


Year. 


| 


information as to ‘‘ what additional works were required to complete 3.198 | 5,047, 808 
the improvements at St. Mary’s River in a manner to serve the inter- 220 Se 221 
ests of commerce on the Northern Lakes.“ In response to this resolu- 31624 | 6,333,753 
tion, General Weitzel, engineer in charge, recommended the imme- 3,100 | 5. 767,688 
diate construction of another lock and the improvement of Hay Lake 2 eee 
Channel. The river and harbor act of August 5, 1886, appropriated 31425 | 0.683.187 
$250,000 for continuing the 3 by anew wor and ap 3 ar 
The War Department approved project upon the is o. ; 2 y 
obtaining 20 feet depth of navigable water. Business of the St. Mary's River, Lock, and Canal, 
This involved the construction of a new lock upon the site of the 
old lock built by the State of Michigan in 1855, to be 800 feet long Year. No. of | Tonnage. 
between gates, 100 feet in width, with a depth of 21 feet of water, e a 
overcoming the fall of the river of 18 feet, with one lift; and the im- 
provement of Hay Lake Channel by deepening and straightening it, 2,029, 000 
thus shortening the distance to be passed about 11 miles out of 60 aoe Oe 
miles, so that vessels drawing 20 feet of water may pass speedily 28 
through it by night as well as by day. 4.527, 000 
This is the proposition now before you. Is it one which deserves 5, 494, 000 
consideration at your hands? Is ita ition of such national im- Tne Goo 
portance that you should appropriate money necessary for the com- : 
pletion of this improvement? eT ey ele be nS EEE pe a RL ob ioe ee 
Its friends believe that its importance is not equaled by any other It will be thus seen that in 1889 6,154 more vessels, carrying 732,823 
l areen dape ra ai petias ; that, as g factor | more tons, passed through the lock at St. Mary's Falls than in the 
reducing toa minimum the transportation on the necessa- | same period passed through the Suez Canal. 


ries of life, it is deserving at your hands of especial recognition. The difference is still greater than it appears, from the fact that in 
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the tonnage given for the Suez Canal it is the re tonnageof the 
vessels, while for the St. Mary’s Canal it is the actual tonnage of the 


freight through. s 
Thus has the route of the fur-trader’s bateau in the New World's 


wilderness become the highway of a ar MATOR e een 
that passing through the Gateway of India. ‘This has been accom- 


plished in a few short years, while the Suez is a water way so old that 
on its placid waters may have sailed the barge of the Pharaoh who 
ruled Egypt when Joseph’s brethren came down to buy corn. 
Isubmit the following statement of the amount and values of the 
8 passing through St. Mary's Falls Canal for the years 1888 


Quantity. 
Items. 
1888. 1839. 

7,808 9,579 

Lockages......... d. 3. 845 4, 684 

Tonnage, registe: et tons...) 5,180,659 | 7,221,985 

Tonnaxe, freight. mh a Fe AA 6,411,423 | 7,516,022 
e „number... D, 25,712 a — 
Coal (hard and soft) «net tons. 2,105,04L | 1,629,197 |. 50 89, 50 
Flour 2.190, 725 | 2, 228, 707 00 535. 00 
Wheat ushels...| 18,596,351 | 16,231,854 |.. -98 216,92 
Grain (ol do. . 2,022,308 | 2,133,245 -98 580. 10 
Manufactured iron.. net tons... 48,859 31,545 |. . 00 250, 00 
* — 40 osans 14.844 26, 016. 00 272. 00 
DA barrels... 210, 433 168,250 00 250. 00 
Copper. et tons... 28, 900 33. 456 . 00 200. 00 
do.. 2,570,517 | 4,095, 855 5⁰ 102. 50 
M ft. B. M. 240, 372 815, 554 00 972.00 
„net tons... 3.385 5.947 79 589.13 

ding stumne............ N 83.541 83,538 |... 00 380. 00 
Unclassified freight f. . e 345, 854 312, 410 |... . 00 ; 

83, 732,527. 18 


* Steamers, 6,501; sails, 2,655; unregistered craft, 443; total, 9,579. 


f Included in unclassified freight for 1889: Wool, 2,946 tons, and hides, 304 tons. 


Valuation based on estimates of 1885. 


19. —— — ananáse nso: 


Canal was open to navigation during season of 1888 212 days. 
Canal was open to navigation during season of 1889 234 days. 


I desire to impress distinctly upon the minds of my hearers that this 
does not include the entire commerce of the Great Lakes, but the com- 
merce passing to and from Lake Superior. 

For purpose of further comparison, I also submit the following state- 
ments: 


Tons. 
The total tonnage entries istered) in the foreign trade at New 
York for the year mee Tete ( ta toned 5,596, 821 
clearances in the foreign trade at the same port for the same 
nt ep SE SE NT EE ee Sy eS 
OME E A A gies E A Ea e ..... A E A 11, 051, 236 
The total tonnage entries at all sea-poris in the United States were, 
Pradel deore pai Aep oil RAE ETR aus 
‘otal tom jearances 
for the year ending June 30, 1889... . . ee e 18, 671, 661 
yan GRATE AA LEG Por IAA UTP WV O oD Rm UE Paced PP NWA RON ON Fe . 983, 313 
The total entries at the po 
ber, 1888, in the foreign trad. — 5,278, 529 
Total clearances in the foreign trade. . 4,790, 968 
10, 078, 497 
2 Ép ODG, 


foreign trade for the 


— b 


11, 910, 818 
Coast wise, for the same period . . .es Dee 7. 


% — ⁵—— . 19, 245, 417 


In 1889 the movement of tonnage of the Great Lakes, including the 
commerce of Lake Michigan as well as that of Lake Superior, past the 
port of Detroit exceeded the total registered entries and clearances of 
all the sea-ports of the United States by 10,000,000 tons. It exceeded 
the combined foreign coastwise registered tonnage of the ports of Liver- 
pool aud London by 3,000, 000 tons. 

To illustrate further the growth of the merchant marine of the Great 
Lakes, Isubmit the following tables, showing the ship-building at Lake 
ports. 


—— — — 2 . tes snares tne 


At and beyond Lake Su r are the great States of Michigan, Wis- 
consin, Minnesota, North ota, South Dakota, Montana, and Ne- 
braska. While these States have a large and industrious population, 
as yet but a small part of the land, well adapted to raising all 

has been brought into cultivation. You may take a pair of dividers, 
and place one arm at the west end of Lake Superior, placing the other 
eastward at Boston 1,500 miles; again, turning the same arm sonth- 
east to Atlanta 1,500 miles, and southwest to Denver an equal dis- 
tance, and again turn the arm to the northwest an equal distance, and 


703 | you will find it spanning a country unsurpassed on the habitable globe 


for raising wheat. 

This great region, with its wonderful agricultural capabilities, is 
comparatively little known. The fact that the fertile belt extends from 
the base of the Rocky Mountains almost to Alaska, is not always ap- 
preciated, I believe that the future granary of the country lies west 
and northwest of Lake Superior. 

The population of these States, which is rapidly increasing, is en- 


834,599 | gaged largely in raising agricultural products, which require 


tation to an Eastern market at the least possible rates of freight. A 
high rate of transportation deprives these people of the ability to sell 
their products. In return, these States, with a severe winter climate, 
being practically destitute of fuel, require vast amounts of coal from 
the mines of Ohio and Pennsylvania. While Northern Wisconsin and 
Northern Minnesota are covered with a magnificent growth of pineand 
hardwood forests, the area of the grain and wheat ucing country 
npa all treeless pave Aaloe eee the line between the forest 
rairie country g sharply drawn. Fuel, like food products, 
3 requires the cheapest possible transportation. 
How well the lake ronte has done its work is illustrated by the fact 
thatcoal has been frequently taken from Buffalo to Duluth, 1,000 miles, 
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for 25 cents per ton, while the prevailing rate during last season was 
but 40 cents per ton. 

There is another industry of which I wish to briefly speak, which 
has not received the amount of public attention it deserves. I refer to 
the great and increasing production of iron ore on Lake Superior, which 
has more than donbled during the last six years. 

It was, in round numbers, in— 


The production of 1890 will be 9,000,000 tons. One-half of the total 
pig-iron production of the country comes from Lake Superior ore. 

A portion of this product finds its outlet by rail to its destination, 
and another portion goes by rail to the ports of Lake Michigan. This 
is not included in the estimates of the St. Mary's River Canal's com- 
merce, but it is essentially a Lake Superior product. There are, in 
this country, in round numbers, 150,000 miles of railroad. To renew 
the rails each ten years, which is the average life of a steel rail, re- 
quires 15,000 miles of new rails each year, in addition to what is re- 
quired for new construction, which is, of course, » varying quantity. 

It is necessary that the ore from which a steel rail is made shall 
contain a very small quantity of phosphorus and other impurities. 
A great steel-maker has said ‘‘that phosphorus is to the steel-maker 
what the devil is to religion, and that it is ever present.’’ 

An ore containing 60 per cent. of metallic iron may contain. 006 in 
phosphorus and yet meet the requirements of the steel-maker, but 
phosphorus in the ore means phosphorus in the rail, and a rail with 
an excessive amount of it will break under pressure or in the cold, and 
has no value whatever in modern railroad economics. Iron oresof this 
character and variety are practically found in this country only in 
the Lake Superior region; in all the Southern States I know of but 
two deposits of iron ore suitable for steel-making, 

The iron-ore product of Lake Superior in its raw state on board ves- 
sels at Lake Superior ports sold for $25,000,000 last year. The neces- 
sity of cheap transportation for this product is impressed upon us by 
the fact that it must be brought 1,200 miles to meet the and coke 
with which it is smelted in the valleys of Ohio and Pennsylvania, and 
by the further fact thatin Great Britain, oar principal competitor, the 
coal and ore are often separated not more than 40 miles. Theore of 
Lake Superior was transported last year at $1.20 to $1.30 per gross ton to 
Lake Erie ports. While it is true that recent German inventions have 
vastly improved the basic process of making steel from impure ores and 
that we are promised a revolution in steel-making in this respect, yet 
the Lake Superior ores, on account of their great richness, containing 
from 60 to 70 per cent. of metallic iron, and freedom from impurities, 
must ever remain the great reliance of the steel-makers of this country. 

By the construction of the present lock at St. Mary’s River Falls, 
lake freights have been materially reduced, and are annually decreas- 
ing, as larger vessels supersede the smaller ones. In 1887 the cost of 
5 ae carriage was 2.3 mills per ton per mile, while in 1888 it was 1} 
mills per ton per mile. It is expected that 1} mills per ton per mile 
will cover the cost in 1889. With the new lock opened as proposed 
and the channel cut through Hay Lake, giving a depth of water that 
vessels drawing 20 feet may engage in the Lake Superior trade, it 
would be no exaggeration to say that the freight rate might be re- 
duced to 1 mill per ton per mile, since the lowest possible ocean rates, 
for vessels of 25-feet draught are tabled at one-half mill per ton per 
mile, a.rate twice as great. 

Table showing the quantity of each commodity carried through St. Mary's 

Falls Canal during the scason of 1888; the average freight charged per 

unit; the total charge on each commodity, and the total on all, 


3 
Item. Quantity. Krei Amount 
unit. | 
0¹ $0.70 81. 473.528. 70 
725 17 383, 376. 87 
351 03; 650, 872, 29 
068 - 04} 70, 462. 95 
40 6 19, $12.00 
1.80 87, 946, 20 
16 33, 689. 28 
2.35 68,056.00 
1.28 3, 290, 261. 76 
1.30 19, 297. 20 
2.80 673, 041. 60 
1.80 6. 431.50 
2.05 68, 759. 05 
3.00 1, 087,562.00 


„ 


7, 883, 077. 40 


ee 


Nore.—The total amount of freight paid ($7,883,077.40) divided by the total 
mile-tons (5,173,182,972) gives the cost per mile per ton as 1} mills, 


Turn now fora moment to the difference in the cost of rail and water 
transportation. 

The 15 charges per ton mile on eighteen trunk railroads of 
the United States in 1887, officially re were 9.74 mills. In 1888, 
6,411,423 tons of freight passed the at St. Mary’s Falls and was 
carried an average distance of 806.9 miles. The aggregate freight 
charges on it were $7,883,077.40, the cost being 1} mills per ton 
mile. Some of these products could never have reached their di 
tant markets on wheels, No possible rail rates could have moved them. 
They are dependent absolutely on the water way. As to others, the 
water-way competition has been, and always must be, a powerful fac- 
tor in reducing and regulating rail rates. If this tonnage had been 
moved at the average all- rail rate and the same distance, it would have 
cost $51,191,448.90, a saving in transportation of the enormous sum of 
$43,308,371.50 on Lake Superior to 

Last year 28,000,000 bushels of wheat, including flour estimated as 
wheat, passed through the St. Mary's Canal, at an average cost of 3} 
cents per bushel from Duluth to Buffalo. The freight paid was $980, - 
000. To move the same by rail at 9.74 mills per ton per mile, the 
average rate as tabulated hy the Bureau of Statistics, would have cost 
$9,820,000, thus making an annual saving in transportation to the 
farmers of the Northwest, on wheat and wheat products alone, of over 
$7,840,000. - 

I think that were the Lake route eliminated from competition with 
the railways, it would cost the farmers of the Northwest 30 cents per 
bushel more to market their wheat and make wheat-raising in the North- 
west impossible as a business undertaking. 

The early completion of the new lock is an absolute necessity to 
allow the passage of vessels without delay. They frequently arrive in 
fleets, and then are obliged to wait for hours their turn for lockage, 
which often means, when passing down the river, a detention for the 
night, as unless they can pass the lock before 4 o’clock in the afternoon 
they can not get through the river by daylight, and its tortuous char- 
acter prevents navigation in the night. The largest number of passages 
in one day during the season of 1889 was eighty-four and the longest 
time of the operation of the lock twenty-two hours and twenty-two min- 
utes, The ultimate capacity of ninety-six vessels for twenty-four hours, 
or one every fifteen minutes, will be reached long before the new lock 
can be completed. 

The risk to commerce of stoppage with only a single lock is always 
imminent. Should a barge under headway strike the gates or should 
the emptying valves by any cause become broken, these accidents would 
cause delay. It happened on November 4 that a portion of the clay of 
the coffer-dam settled down or was carried away; the movable dam 
above was closed eighteen hours to lower the water while repairs were 
made, which means a closing of the canal for that time. To an 
onlooker who saw that ghastly wound caused by the force of water, 
the realization seemed to come, as in no other way, how slight is the 
barrier which now protects water navigation for the commerce of the 
Northwest. For a time it seemed that water would have its way, as 
the sinking clay showed a larger passage, but persistent efforts filled 
the cavities with additional clay, and the break was s 

The people of the great Northwest come to you asking that these 
conditions be remedied by the appropriation of an amount sufficient to 
complete this national project as soon as possible; they demand that 
the commerce of the Great Lakes shall flow unvexed by tribute or ob- 
struction. 

[During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, was recognized and yielded his time te 
Mr. SNIDER. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, I regard this improvementas a work 
of national importance beyond any other project in this bill, whether 
added by amendments of the Senate or not. But it is evident from the 
temper of the House, in its action to-day on other meritorious 8 
tions, that it would hardly be fair ta bring this question to a decision 
now on the motion to concur. It would be better, I think, to have it 
take the the course of the other amendments; and I hope the gentle- 
man will withdraw his motion and let this go with the other amend- 
ments to the committee of conference. I take it our non-concurrence 
will be only formal, and am sure thisamendment will be adopted when 
the committees of the two Houses confer upon it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that such im- 
provement as this will be ized as necessary by almost every one. 
Our great water ways ought to have had the larger proportion of the 
appropriations that have been made annually. ‘There are in this bill 
some improvements of the highest importance, not only to the develo 
ment of the commercial importance of the United States, but to the 
protection of the Government itself in case of war, and among that 
number is the improvement proposed to be made here in this respect. 
For it might be a matter of t co; uence to the United States to 
have a means ot communication between the Great Lakes, through the 
medium of which ships of war could be transported from one to the 
other in time of war. 

And I take this occasion to say that I sc, the time is coming when 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors will organize with reference to 
securing the making of these great national improvements, rather than 
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with a view of distributing the public money, as it appears to us some- 
times, with a view to getting as much local support as possible in order 
to pull the bill through. 

e question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Division. 

The committee divided, and the amendment was non-concurred in, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

„Michigan; Continuing improvemen 
2400 e Trovlded, That each contracta ae may be desirable may be entered ints 
for materials and labor for the entire work or ony part of the same, to be paid 
for as appropriations may from time to time be e by law. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a few remarks, which 
will illustrate the nature of the proceedings we are going through. 
When the Committee on Rivers and Harbors comes in here with a rec- 
ommendation that we non-concur in about two hundred and forty or 
two hundred and fifty Senate amendments the reason generally as- 
signed for such action is that the committee do not possess sufficient 
information. They evidently expect that the main source of informa- 
tion will be the Senate conferees. According to the old parliamentary 
law that I used to study when I was a young man, the duty of a com- 
mittee of the House was to obtain information before they recommended 
any action to the House, and when they asked the House to concur or 
non-concur they came in here prepared to give information upon which 
to base our action. 

We have changed all that, and these motions are merely a matter of 
form, and to illustrate that fact I willstate that this very amendment 
has, to the best of my knowledge and belief, been approved by this 
particular Committee on Rivers and Harbors during the present Con- 
gress, Yet they insist that we shall non-concur in all amendments, 
good or bad; and when some gentleman interested in some improve- 
ment enters a motion to concur, the members of the committee are all 
strenuous in asking the House to adhere to the action of the commit- 
tee, that all these matters may be placed within the control of a small 
number of more enlightened persons, constituting the committee of con- 
ference, to whom the fate of this bill is ultimately committed. I had 
occasion a few days ago to put in the RECORD a memorial on the sub- 
ject of this improvement, received by me from some of my constituents 
in Chicago. They were largely interested in the iron trade, and they 
declared in that memorial that there passed through this system, of 
iron ore intended to be manufactured, two-thirds of the pig-iron of 
the United States. They also declared that for the last two weeks in 
July there passed through thissystem every day an average of fifty-four 
steamers, and that there moyed through this channel a tonnage dur- 
ing the same fourteen days averaging daily 66,300 tons, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Not through the Hay Lake Channel. 

Mr. ADAMS. No, but through that lock which the committee has 
just strenuously insisted we should not appropriate for, but that we 
should vote for the motion to non-concur. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You want to increase it, 

Mr. ADAMS. Ido not, but I want every committee of this House, 
when it comes in here and approves of certain Senate amendments, to 
tell us that it approves of them and get them out of the way. I pro- 
test against a custom which is very firmly fixed in the proceedings ot 
this House, by which such a committee as this insists that the judg- 
ment of this House shall not be exercised until alter a few gentlemen 
have met with a few other gentlemen from another legislative body 
and put the bill in a condition in which the previous question can be 
ordered upon it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I have but a word 
to say in reply to my colleague in regard to this matter. His strictures 
are somewhat severe upon the committee. I do not think he means as 
much as he has said, for [know he would do no injustice to the com- 
mittee, 

Mr. ADAMS. I do not attack the committee, but the system. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I am glad of it. Now, we move 
to non-concur in all these amendments. They are largely questions 
of amounts of money to be appropriated, and the only way aiter all 
within the limits of this session ever to get through with their con- 
sideration is perhaps in conference, because my friend would get up here 
and he would insist that the Hay Lake Channel and the St. Mary's 
Canal should receive every dollar that he thinks is necessary to he ex- 
pended upou them, and some one else would oppose, and we would be 
in no better position when we got through, for we would still have to 
go into conference after all in regard to most of the amendments. 

The purpose, Mr. Chairman, is to decrease the appropriations, if possi- 
ble, so as to bring them within the limits of a river and harbor bill 
which would not be excessive. We want to do equal and exact justice 
just as far as possible, not only to each improvement, but to each sec- 
tion of the country. If I had it in my power, I would appropriate 
every dollar for the St. Mary’s Canal and for the Hay Lake Channel,as 
I would for the harbor at Philadelphia, or the harbor at Baltimore, or 
the harbor at Mobile, or the harbor at Savannah, Ga. But that we can 
not do, We would make a bill so large that all of us would shrink 
from it. We want to consider the necessities of the commerce of the 
country and the necessities for these improvements which we seek. 
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But I know that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors have had, 
and now have, only one object in view, and that is to do equal justice 
to each and every one of these improvements according to its impor- 
tance. The question of concurring or non-concurring, as I have said, 
and as anybody can see, is largely in reference to amounts of money to 
be appropriated. The Senate, in some instances, increased the amount 
which in the judgment of the House ought to be appropriatéd. They 
have made appropriations for new improvements which the committee 
did not think proper to make and which the House did not think. 
proper to make; and now we want to go into conference to see, when 
we look over the whole ground and examine all these items, whether 
the amount may not be reduced by cutting off a little even from the 
appropriation for the St. Mary’s Canal and the Hay Lake Channel, and 
by cutting off a good deal from some other improvements that are im- 
portant or which may not be so important; in other words, that we 
may come to an agreement with the Senate. 

Now, that is the only object the committee have in view, and I sub- 
mit to the House it seems to be the better course for us to pursue. We 
have recommended non-concurrence in all these amendments, because 
we want to look over the whole ground before we report to the House 
any recommendation upon them. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. One word, Mr. Chairman. In looking over this 
bill and following the idea of the chairman of the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, evidently a very great many of the amendments here have 
been gauged by the Senate on unexpended balances. There are many, 
items which have been enlarged and others which have been lessened, 
and many of the changes are made from the fact that unexpended bal- 
ances have been reported. That is true with respect to some of the 
changes mentioned by the gentleman from Iowa, 

Now, about this improvement. I had the honor to introduce a bill 
into the House of Representatives providing for an appropriation of 
$7,000,000 for this canal and for this Hay Lake Channel. Out of that 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors gave $1,500,000. It was sup- 
posed at that time that the whole amount for the excavation and the 
stone would amount to $1,463,000. At that time it was not expected, 
because we put a proviso in the bill, that the Hay Lake should be 
touched, so that there would be $1,000,000 for the canal and $500,000 
for Hay Lake. The purpose in making an appropriation was to pur- 
chase this stone and give it a year’s drying and dressing for the canal. 

Why, gentlemen do not seem to take into consideration the impor- 
tance of this work. We have seen in this Congress within a few weeks 
the commerce of the Northwest injured to the extent of hundreds of 
thousands of dollars just by the breaking of a valve in the present 
canal. Now, if it had been a broken gate it would have amounted to 
millions; and you can not impress on the House too strongly the fact 
that even when it goes to conference if double this amount of money 
were put in this bill, you can not go wrong. It will take $5,000,000 to 
complete this work, and yet with this proviso in here it would not 
operate as an injury if they were permitted to draw on the Treasury 
under their contract until every dollar is obtained to finish the improve- 


ment. 

Mr. COMSTOCK. Mr. Chairman, I believe that no one will be so 
ill disposed as to criticise the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. It 
has performed excellent service. It has been very considerate of the 
interests of the various sections of the country; but in order that the 
House may more nearly appreciate what the interests of the Northwest 
are, and that it may understand something of the magnitude of the 
commerce that is constantly pouring through the Sault Ste. Marie 
Canal, and the great interest, bordering on anxiety, manifested by our 
people in all legislation affecting our great water way, I inviteattention 
to the fact that in the navigable season of 1889 (ty o hundred and thirty- 
four days) 9,579 vessels, carrying 7,516,022 tons of freight, passed 
through its single lock. 

This made an average of 32,120 tons for each day, or 2,150 car-loads, 
passing up Lake Superior, a region which has generally been regarded 
as a wilderness, To show the proportion of this commerce and in 
order that it may be appreciated by the country, I will state that in 
the same year, with navigation for three hundred and sixty-five days, 
only 3,425 vessels through the Suez Canal, carrying 6,783,187 
tons. It will be seen that nearly 1,000,000 tons more were transported 
over the American than over the great international canal freighted with 
the commerce of three continents. The increase in the business of the 
Sault is so enormous that it has doubled in four years. The lock will 
soon be taxed to its utmost capacity, and if, as seems probable; the com- 
merce of Lake Superior keeps up its ratio of increase, the canal will 
within the next four years be utterly inadequate to accommodate the 
traffic. : 

An additional canal with larger locks has been commenced and can 
be completed in some four years, according to the engineer’s estimate. 
This, with the contemplated improvement of Hay Lake Channel, can 
be completed, the lock and canal for $3,738,865 and the channel ſor 
$1,684,115. The pending bill provides 8900, 000 for the canal and $400, - 
000 for Hay Lake Channel to prosecute the work as rapidly as possible. 

When we consider the enormous traffic dependent upon the stability 
of the present insufficient lock and canal and that soslight an accident 
as the displacement of a mudsill of one of the gates might result in 
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weeks of vexatious and expensive delay, we may realize the great anxiety 
of the Northwest in this matter. : 

The 7,516,022 tons of freight carried in 1889 was moved 790.4 miles, 
at a fraction less than 1} mills per ton per mile, aggregating $8,634,246, 

The rates by rail for an equal distance on the Western railroads would 
average more than 9 mills per ton per mile, or about $57,000,000, a 
saving to the producers and consumers of nearly $50,000,000 per an- 
num. 

This vast interest, involving so much for the country, demands the 
earnest consideration of Congress, It is rare that any legislative body 


water way formed by the Great Northern Lakes, 
made possible by the Sault Canal, is of untold consequence to the na- 
tion. Ifintelligently fostered, it will do much to promote its prosperity 
and greatness. To neglect it is criminal, inexcusable, and deserving of 
severest condemnation. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move to concur, and I wish to make 
an observation in the line of the suggestion of the gentleman from IHi- 
nois [Mr. ADAMS]. -I have not any desire to criticise the committee 
or any gentleman on the committee, because I have the pleasantest 
feeling towards them all, and what I have to say is not about this par- 
ticular committee so much as to call the attention of the country to the 
effect of legislation of what I believe to be a very bad system—that is, 
the committee system. 

Now, take this case: The chairman of the committee comes in and 
moves to non-concur in over two hundred amendments of the Senate. 
Theallegation is that if that can bedone time will besaved. That is true, 
but at what expense? Why, at the expense of the constitutional power 
of this House to pass its judgment upon the various items of legislation 
contained in the bill. In other words, it makes the committee the 
House. It places in the hands of the committee that power which the 
people believe to be placed in the hands of the House and to be ex- 
ercised by the House, and what is the consequence? Suppose we had 
voted to non-concur in all of these amendments; we would not have 
had the information which we have acquired, little as it may be, in 
regard to some of the items which have been discussed here. 

The bill would go into the hands of the conferees, and those con- 
ferees would do the legislating. When they brought back their re- 
port, then, of course, the House might discuss each item again and 
there exercise its legitimate power; but the trouble is that it rarely 
has an opportunity of doing that. A conference re is apt to be put 
through under the spur of an emergency, and gentlemen have not the 
time to examine into the details. That is one result of the committee 
system of legislation. 

Another is this: The chairman of the committee asks us to non- 
concur even in such an important and beneficent item as this for the 
St. Mary’s Canal; and why? Well, he says it is because the com- 
mittee do not want, as Mr. Mantalini said, the ‘‘demnition total“ of 
this bill run up too high. And I fancy that another reason is this: 
Such an appropriation as the one now before us, where there is such a 
vast commerce to be accommodated, is an item for which every man 
in this House is ready to vote and every man in the Senate is ready 
to vote, so that such an item could besettled ina minute. Why, then, 
is it not? Well, I do not know. I do not know whether the reason 
Iam about to suggest is the real reason, but I do say that the effect ot 
this non-concurrence may be to give the House conferees a stock in 
trade with which to force into the bill little miserable creeks and brooks 
scattered all over the country. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I am very sorry. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, we have got pretty 
much throngh the bill, although there are some amendments remain- 
ing, and I now ask unaniiaous consent to non-concur in all the remain- 
ing amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois that the remaining amendments of the Senate be 
non-concurred in? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Iam sorry, Mr. Chairman, but I shall 
have to object. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I object. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. ‘Then I ask unanimous consent that 
this day’s session be extended until half past 5 o'clock. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. We could not possibly finish the bill this 
afternoon, and I make the point of order against the gentleman’s re- 
quest. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I have a motion to 
concur pending. 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. I desire to be heard on that motion. In the 


line of what the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] has said, 
I hope to see the day in the history of this Government when these 
measures of national importance will receive appropriations in the river 
and harbor bill sufficiently large to secure their completion, so that 
there will not be this perpetual demand for annual river and harbor 
bills, with their ramifications, operating as a controlling force in this 
body. Mr, Chairman, I observed in the last Congress, and I think I 
have observed in this, that there is too great a disposition on the part 
of the House to desire the organization of its committees with reference 
to special appropriations and special ends rather than with a view to 
securing the advancement of the general interests of the country. 

If you examine the constitution of this river and harbor committee 
you will find that there is not a single member of it that has not in 
the bill some special measure in which he is directly interested as a 
Representative. Every member of the committee has a pet project, 
and, in order to secure the passage of the bill which involves those proj- 
ects, of course it is necessary to load down the measure with a suffi- 
cient number of local projects to secure a majority in this House. 

I hold that this committee ought to be composed of men who have 
no special pet projects. It ought to be com of men who have no 
interest except the general development of the commerce of the nation; 
and then the committee would be in a position to speak upon these 
measures with reference solely to their national importance. 

Mr. HERMANN. Does the same rule apply to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, Iam sorry to say there is too much truth in 
the A ig eee with regard to the organization of the other committees 
of House. I do not know but that it applies to other committees 
besides the Committee on Public- Buildings and Grounds. I think 
that any man who attends the sessions of this Congress will come to 
the conclusion that in order to accomplish anything in legislation itis 
generally considered necessary for a man to get on a committee where 
he will be able to do a great deal of ‘‘log-rolling.’’ I believe the 
country will demand shortly that this method of legislation shall be 
discontinued. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move tofmend bystriking out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, the great Pennsylvania Railroad, one of the best in the 
world, with a mileage of something like 7,600 miles, has a great many 
connecting lines, leased lines and others, that do not pay their run- 
ning expenses; but they contribute to the aggregate prosperity of the 
great central line. So there are a great many rivers and creeks in 
this country that are not magnificent in their proportions, but which 
contribute to the volume of business that ultimately reaches the great 
ports of the country through our larger rivers. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, ot New Jersey. And my friend will allow me 
to ask, have not the farmers alorig those creeks just as much right to 
have those creeks improved as persons residing on the large rivers 
have to ask that improvements be made there? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman antici 
to say. These products of the soil raised along the lines of these 
smaller streams have just as much claim upon Co to be trans- 
ported to the great rivers and to the ocean as have the products that 
spring from the soil of the mighty rivers and the mighty lakes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. -And have not the people living in the inte- 
rior equal rights with those living upon navigable streams? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Tbe appeal which the gentleman suggests must 
be made to God, not to man, God made the rivers, and man is keep- 
ing them from being destroyed. God has created some sections of the 
country without-rivers; but there is not a foot of soil on the continent 
of America capable of producing a potato, an apple, or anything else 
that is not benefited by every foot of navigable water way on the con- 
tinent. And the man who can not rise up to understand the greatness 
of this problem and the magnificence of its application to every section 
of the country ought to be put upon a River and Harbor Committee 
under the specification which the gentleman proposes. 

When the halcyon days to which the gentleman looks forward shall 
have dawned upon the Republic the Speaker of the House will be called 
upon to appoint upon the River and Harbor Committee men who do 
not represent anything and, it might be safe to say, men who do not 
know anything; and then it will be a dead sure thing” that nobody 
will be interested in the result of the river and harbor bill. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I move that the committee rise. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Payson reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, having had under consideration the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9486) making appropriations for the con- 
struction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon, 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. Some 
days or some weeks ago a resolution was introduced and referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, bearing upon the ques- 


tes what I was about 


- 
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tion of public sentiment in regard to the bill known as the“ 

lard bill,” alleging that a certain gentleman had been fraudulently 
using the mails of the Government in circulating petitions and creat- 
ing a sentiment in favor of that bill. That resolution was promptly 
reported back from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
and sent to the Post-Office Department for a report, with a request 
for a return of the papers. 

I have personally called at the Post-Office ent three or four 
times and have each time been informed the probabilities are that the 
report would not be sent up until Saturday night, a time when it will 
be of no possible use in the consideration ef the bill known as the Con- 
ger bill, as the previous question under the order of the House will 
operate at 4 o’clock on that day. My charge is, Mr. Speaker, that I 
believe influence has been brought to bear upon the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral of this Government to retain in his office papers which bear prop- 
erly upon pending legislation before this body; that influence has been 
brought to bear, improper social or political influence, to retain from 
members of this House proper papers to be heard or read in the con- 
sideration of pending legislation. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey (from his seat). You know the 
Post master-General is not here. 

Mr. MASON. Well, if my brother from New Jersey will make a 
remark that will go into the RECORD I will answer it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey (rising). Well, I will only sug- 
gest this question to the gentleman: If he does not know that the Post- 
sven RENT is now and has been for some days absent from the 

ty? 

Mr. MASON. I had the same information the gentleman has, but 
was also informed, and believe, that the Postmaster-General stated that 
the report in question need not be sent in until Saturday night. 

I saw the chief clerk at the Department, who told me this morn- 
ing, when I was there, that it was being made up and would be sent 
here by Saturday night. I said to him that that would be of no serv- 
ice; that the legislation on which it bore would be concluded by that 
time. I asked him ifit might not be sent here to-day. He said no. 
I then asked him if I could not read the report to a stenographer, so as 
to get a copy of it in time for the action of the House to-morrow? He 
said no. I then asked him when the report would be sentin. He re- 
plied, in a few days. I asked him if he did not know the object was 
to get it in time for use in legislation which was now under considera- 
tion. He said he did not know or care what the object was, I then 
asked him if I could not have a copy made by myself, I furnishing the 
ee help. He refused. I then asked this privilege from this chief 

erk 

Mr. HOUK. Give us his name. 

Mr. MASON. It is a matter of no consequence. It is not necessary 
to mention what his name is. He is the chief clerk of the Post-Office 
Department; most of you know him, no doubt. 

Several MEMBERS. Let us have his name. 

Mr. MASON. I have really forgotten the name, but repeat that he 
is the chief clerk in the Postmaster -General's Office. 

A MEMBER. Mr. Fairbank? 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. You mean Mr. Cooley? 

Mr. MASON. Cooley, I presume is the name. 

I suppose he is simply acting under orders of his superior, but I have 
made the most reasonable request that could possibly be made that the 
papers be sent here at the proper time. 

Mind you, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House of Represent 
atives, this resolution charges improper conduct on the part of the De- 
partment in refusing to prosecute a certain gentleman. Idonot know 
that he is guilty. I do not make such a charge; but I want the facts 
at the proper time to have ready when they are needed, and therefore 
I move that a special committee of three be appointed to wait on the 
Postmaster-General, or on that Department, and ask that the papers 
in question be furnished in time for consideration to-morrow, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I rise to question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That the hourof5 o’clock has arrived. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent 

The SPEAKER. The House is now in recess until 8 o'clock p. m., 
under the rule; and the gentleman from Maine, Mr. DINGLEY, will 
preside as Speaker pro tempore at the evening session. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o’clock p. m., was called 
to order by Mr. DINGLEY as Speaker pro tempore. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is now in session under the 
rule for the purpose of considering pension bills. 
CAROLINE HUDDELL WHITE. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent forthe 
resent consideration of the bill (S. 2971) granting a pension to Caro- 
e Huddell White. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the visionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caroline Huddell White, widow . 
of George B. White, late captain United States Navy and Chief of Bureau of 
Yards and Docks, Navy Department, and pay hera pension at the rate of $50 per 


month. 
There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, and being read the time, was passed. : 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I move to reconsider—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A general motion can be made eventu- 


ally to cover all the bills passed during the evening. 
LAWRENCE M. CAFFLIN. : 
Mr. LEWIS. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
7463) for relief of Lawrence M. Cafflin, and put it on its passage. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is by, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol!, subject to the ms and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lawrence M. n, late a third 


assistant engineer on the United States Steamer Republic, 

e 3 . the bill eee ts 8 
an a third time; and being en it was a y 

read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that for `` 


one hour we follow the Calendar, taking up only Senate bills. Andin 
explanation of that I wish to say this, that it is already so late in the 
session that House bills now will hardly be considered in the Senate. 
The Senate has been prompt in the consideration of House bills, but 
complain bitterly that we have not considered Senate bills. I would 
likè very much to have the preference given to Senate bills for this pe- 


Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I will say that I have a case 
ofa man one hundred and two years old, and I do not want this thing 
put off so long that he will die before we get to him. 

Mr. MCRAE. Do you insist on calling the Calendar? 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not care to call the Calendar, if members pres- 
ent will present Senate bills which they have. 

Mr. PEEL. First consider the Senate bills of members who are 


present, 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. That is the proper thing to do. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will move that members present be allowed to 
call up Senate bills for the first hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
MORRILL] asks unanimous consent that gentlemen present may call 
up, for the first hour, if so much time is required, Senate bills. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

MARIA E. BAKER. 


Mr. BARTINE. Mr. S. er, I ask unanimous consent for the 
ea consideration of the bill (S. 3927) granting a pension to Maria 
er. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe visions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maria E, Baker, widow of Benja- 
min T, Baker, late a quartermaster on the United States Steamer ten 
pari in the United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of per 
mon 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3927) 
granting a pension to Maria E. Baker, recommend the adoption of the Senate 
report, which is hereto appended. Believing this claim to possess unusual 
merit your committee recommend the passage of the bill, 


[Senate Report No, 1392, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Maria E. Baker, have examined the same and report: 

A bill granting a pension to Benjamin T. Baker has already received ſu vor- 
able action from this committee and also from the Senate, but has not been 
reached by the House. Mr. Baker has died since this action was taken, and the 
bill now under consideration places bis widow upon the pensiou-roll. The facts 
which secured favorable action in the soldier's claim have equal force in the 
claim of his widow, who needs the pension. Particular attention is called to 
the affidavit of the daughter, hereto appended. The former report of your 
committee is therefore adopted, and the bill reported without amendment and 
its passage recommended, 

[Senate Report No. 309, Fifty-first Congress, first seasion.} 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2531) granting a 
pension to Benjamin T. — have — ha e so report: 38 

The appended report made by your commi e Congress opted 
and the bill isreported with a favorable recommendation. ç 


= REPORT. 

The distressing facts in this case are fully set forth in the sworn evidence 
filed with your committee. Thestatement by Mrs. Saville is especially full and 
made so at the request of the member of the committee to whom the case was 
referred forspecial examination. It is indeed seldom that the tragic records of 
suffering occasioned 8 service have so strongly appealed to the jus- 
tice aud sym y of country. , 

We append the evidence in the case supporting the application for increase 
of — — 


Wasntreror, D. O. 


n T. Baker, being sworn according to law, certifies as follows: 87 
Pennie in Colonel Sewell’s First New York Volunteer Engineers, Company 
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H, Capt. F. Crusoe, Jan 22, 1862, served one year and six months; was hon- 
orab), n discharged for of the legs and other disabilities. 

In June. 1864 1 enlisted in the Navy as quartermaster; was with Capt. John 
Lay at Dutch Gap, on the torpedo-boat Spuyten Duyvil. During the 
winter of 1864 and 1865 we lived on board the torpedo-boat, the Government 
failing to send the tender for us to sleep on as they had promised to do. I was 
in charge of the boat during Ca Lay’s absence, and ior five } weary 
months had no berth to lie in. Tok the iron under water we fill bags of 
sand and put on the deck, being obi to keep them wet all the time. From 
these and the 8 e water was constantly dripping below on the 

box on w was obliged to lie. 

We could not stand on the top of the to: o- boat for many minutes at atime, 
the weather being bitterly cold and the frost and ice preventing our keeping 
a foot-hold. We were obliged to crouch down or stand the best we could, be- 
tween the wet bags. Our clothing was constantly saturated with water, and 
we had no piace to go to in order to change, as everything we had was below 
and wet before we put it on. We took our meals on the Onondaga, a double- 
turreted monitor, which lay about 50 yards from us; we had no further privi- 
Jeges on the monitor. Our ſives at this time were in great peril and we suffered 
more than words can describe. p 

During this winter I contracted bronchitis and was very ill fortwo months, 
my only resting-place being the wet sand-bags and the torpedo-box below, with 
no spot to ra wl into to escape the dripping water from above. In the spring I 
was sent to the hospital, at this time entirely helpless; I wastwo months in the 
hospital, when the su n brought me my diso! „ as my health was en- 
tirely broken, and at time they did not think I would live to reach New 
York City, my home, 

I have suffered ever since with chronic bronchitis and my life has been one 
long period of suffering. I have been unable to support myself or family for 
long years, and have been dependent upon my daughter, who is now a widow 
— 2 obliged to provide for us all by her own exertions. My family have to 
attend to me personally, my constitution has become so weakened by frequent 

xysms 8 which completely prostrate me. I desire to secure the 
fighest grade of pension—$72 per month—as my sufferings have been severe, 
and I am unable to care for myself financially or physically, but a pensioner on 


a. BENJAMIN T. BAKER. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 17th day of April, A. D. 1888. 
[skat] M. M. ROHRER, Notary Public. 


This certifies that I am the daughter of Benjamin T. Baker and personally 
cognizant of his condition in the past and at the present time. He has been an 
invalid since the war, having contracted chronic bronchitis while in the service 
of the United States Navy through neglect of the Governmentto proves. proper 
accommodations while on board the torpedo-boat Spuyten Duyvil (Captain John 
Lay) at Dutch Gap. No sleeping accommodation was provided him, and he 
was constantly saturated with the water which dripped from the deck above. 
He is a great_sufferer; reduced to a skeleton from years of pain and torture, of 
which to give acopions account would make the heart of adamant turn in pity: 

He has had very severe hemorrhages from the lungs, in every instance leay- 

him pear death. He can not bear the least atmospheric change without 
a violent fit of ee aira lasts many minutes or an hour, as the case may 
be; in the latter event he becomes so exhausted he faints away and lies un- 
couscious until restorativesare administered; then he is unable to leave his couch 
for hours after. Atsuch times we have to give him stimulants frequently, and 
by this artificial means keep him aliye. He has not been able to bathe himself 
for several years. 

He never lies down at night orrises in the morning withonta long paroxysm 
of coughing, usually lasting an hour, and often longer. His medicine and a 
stimulant are always brought to his room and prepared for use, to relieve him if 
possible, These spells must be endured; he expects them upon rising and re- 
tiring, and the anticipation is such agony he often wishes himself dead. A 

poor, weak, emaciated body seems but to imprison a soul to torture and harass. 

The unseen particles floating in the air irritate his throat so constantly that an 
incessant hacking and expectoration is kept up night and day. No interval 
from pain marks the day, and no respite of a few moments for the lungs in 
their efforts to clear the air passages. These convulsions are incessant, in a 
greater or less degree, month in and month out, while these drag into years, 
for his life is one Jong period of pain and suffering and fighting with disease. 
Four or five of these fearful paroxysms of coughing have to be gone through 
every day, hence his stren is gone and he is rendered entirely helpless, 

He is now past seventy years old, with no hope of ever again being able to 
know a month's freedom from suffering. He served a double record during 
the late rebellion, having been in both the Army and the Navy, remaining in 
the Army until totally unfit for duty by sickness from exposure, only giving 
up when he could no longer stand on his feet, and then by orderof the su n, 
who absolutely drove him from duty to the hospital, he being a friend and fear- 
ing he would die on his feet. He left the hospital for his home, accompanied 
by two friends from New York, who went to fetch him. the surgeon quietly 
telling these friends he would die on the way home. That was the belief of 
every one. But he recovered sufficiently to go out, and immediately entered 
the Kary and again took up the cause of his country’s honor, Surely his record 
asa soldier deserves some recognition, and his present condition a great deal 
of sympathy and the proper reward. 

is wife is sixty-two years of age, entirely broken down in health, and ter- 
ribly emaciated by constant anxiety and attendance upon her invalid husband. 
Her sight is so very defective froma cataract and her other physical weakness 
that she is no longer able to attend to his personal wants, as it is dangerous, 
even if her health would permit, for her to doso., In a moment of fright, when 
the said Benjamin T. Baker was in a violent paroxysm of coughing, she was 
hastening to him with a restorative, and supposing she had reached his room, 
she stepped off the stairs, falling down nineteen winding steps. escaping death 
by a miracle, but injuring herself very seriously. She wasterribly bruised, and 
it for three weeks; from this shock she probably never will recover. 

The care of both parents now devolves upon me, which Iam quite inadequate 
to, both financially and physically. I struggle through, but am fearful with 
this constant strain I shall give ont completely. Iam not able to employ a 
nurse; thus every little detail which makes up so much of a invalid's life de- 
pends on me. I must be inedénstantattendance. The proper care of one alone 
would be deemed sufficient for one person. 

Aside from this, my young sister is in a very precarious state of health. She 
is the only other living child of my parents, and her condition is another sor- 
row added to my life. She can mot endure the severity of our Northern win- 
ters. Hithertoshe has gone South, accompanied by motheror myself. Having 
met with severe financial losses two years ago, I coald not go away with her or 
send her away with another. My means would not permit me to move my 
family. and I could not leave two invalids to preserve the life of another. My 
physician constantly warns me of my sister's danger, and I am saddened by the 
thought that I am chained by poverty, unable to raise my hand to save her. 
The money which I now employ to render my parents comfortable would per- 
mit me 5 8 a provision for her, but at the present time we must keep to- 

her to live. 
2 consultation with our physician, Dr. T. II. Yarror, of 3 a few 
days since resulted in the same warning words: “ Your sistershould go South 
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in the early fall and remain until the late spring.” This is ominous forme, and 
8 ea t 333 8 for everything h. 

y parents, an er as well, are entu me for ev: n ome, 
clothing, fond: etc. Having no — 2 — . the $H a month awarded 
Benjamin T. Baker a few months ago, this amount hardly pays for the medi- 
cines and tonics which are constantly required and as often oe in the hope 
of some new drug which may bring relief. The physician's bill is also another 
of the cares w! rest entirely upon me, and expenditure is not trifling. 

My sister being obliged from my inability to go away with her or send her 
away has cn me more expense in this on for several years, as her con- 
dition is very mach aggravated by the severity of this winter. She, too, is so 
weak’ I have to ee her great care and be very watchful. It is a very distress- 
ing state of affairs for me to see her becoming more frail e day and to feel 
that she is fading away likea flowersimply because I can not give her the proper 


attention, 

This case is all the more sad from the fact that in his enthusiasm Benjamin T. 
Baker, to penere the honor and glory of his country, closed out a flourishing 
business, leaving his wife and young family a small competency to answer 
their wants during his absence, thereby Shank theirliving from one of luxury 
and happiness to that of extreme economy, loneliness, and sorrow. He can 
only sit now and dwell upon the impoverishment of his family—everything gone 
and he a dependent upon a widowed daughter. I am obliged to earn my liv- 
ing by my pen, which is often very embarrassing, and in my case not remuner- 
ative. I barely make enough to provide for my dependent ones and myself. 
I am sadly retarded by the incessant care demanded of me, and I find my 
strength weakening. 

I therefore make this statement of the true facts and the infirm and helpless 
condition of the said Benjamin T. Baker, hoping Congress will give him an in- 
crease of pension from $24 to $72 a month, his dependent and painful condition 
making his case worthy of this reward. 

WILHELMINA A. SAVILLE. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me the 26th day of April, A. D. 1888. 

[sear] M. M. ROHRER, Notary Public. 

This certifies that I haye known Benjamin T. Baker personally and am thor- 
oughly cognizant of his condition. He has long been a sufferer from chronic 
bronchitis and hemorrhages. To wy personal knowledge he is totally unable to 
aid himself, being a confirmed invalid and being in such an enfeebled condition 
he requires the attendance of his wife or daughter 8 He has severe 
coughing spells, which render him insensible and prostrate him for hours at a 
time. He is reduced to a skeleton through disease contracted while in the Na 
during the rebellion. Ile is entirely dependent upon his daughter (a widow), 
who is also dependent upon her own exertions for a livelihood, and who also 
has others dependent upon her. His wife is now in failing health, her sight 
being very defective and her physical condition generally giving way. render- 
ing her unable to give personalattention to her invalid husband, thereby throw- 
ing the entire care upon her daughter, who can not afford to hire an attendant 


to relieve her. 
O. S. DAVIS, 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 17th day of April, A. D. 1888, at Wasli- 


ington City, District of Columbia, 
(SEAL.] JOHN T. C. CLARK, Notary Public, 


This certifies that I have known Benjamin T. Baker, formerly residing in 
Philadelphia, for several years. e condition renders him unable to 
support himself and family, he having suéfered from chronic bronchitis very 
severely, at times having severe hemorrhages, 


I attended him for several 
years during his residence in this city. 


THOMAS J. YARROW, M. D. 

PHILADELPHIA, April 14, 1888. 7 

Sworn and subscribed to before me the lith day of April, A. D. 1888. Witness 
my hand and notarial seal. 

[SEAL.] F, T. CLARK, Notary Public. 
STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, 

City and County of Philadelphia, ss: 

Personally came B. F. Fisher, residing in the city of Philadelphia. who, be- 
ing duly aftirmed according to law, affirms and says that he is acquainted with 
Benjamin T, Baker, formerly residing in the city of Philadelphia, now a resi- 
dent of Washington City. From my knowledge of him and his family he has 
been for some time past wholly dependent upon the love and care of his daugh- 
ter, Mrs. Wilhelmina Saville, herself a widow dependent upon her own exer- 
tions to provide for herself and her father and mother. The said Benjamin T. 
Baker is infirm in health, now over seventy years of age, very deaf, and in my 
judgment will, during all his future years, be dependent upon others and not 
able to earn anything, by reason of his general physical debility; and I under- 
stand he requires an attendant nearly all the time, to perform the ordinary 
things of life, such as washing himself, ete. 

B. F. FISHER. 


Affirmed and subscribed to before me, a notary public, this 13th day of April, 


WILLIAM E. KNOWLES, 
Notary Public. 


{seaL.] 


STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
City and County of Philadelphia, ss: 

Personally came Seth W. Wilson, residing in the city of Philadelphia, who. 
being duly sworn according to law, says that he is and has long been acquainted 
with Benjamin T. Baker, formerly residing in the city of Philadelphia, now a 
resident of Washington City, From my knowledge of him he has been for 
some time past wholiy dependent upon his daughter, Mrs. W. A. Saville, herseif 
a widow, supporting her father and mother by her own labor. 

Mr. Baker, now over seventy years old, is and has long been in infirm health, 
is very deaf, and in my opinion will never be able to exercise any care or provis- 
ion for himself, as he now requires a personal attendant in the ordinary exer- 


cise of daily life. 
SETH W. WILSON. 


A. D. 1888, before me. 


Subsoribed and sworn to this 13th day of Aen 
S REARDON, Notary Public. 


l, 
LEA. F; 
STATE OF PENSSYLVASIA, 
City and County of Philadelphia, ss: 
Personally came A. L. Farrand, residing at Ardmore, Pa.. who, being duly 
sworn according to law, eT ree he has been long acquainted with Benjamin 
T. Baker, formerly of Philadelphia, but now residing in Washington, D. C.; 
that the said Benjamin T. Baker, now past seventy years of age, is now, and 
has tor several years past been, totally unfit to perform either mental or phys- 
ical labor. The sole dependence of himself and wife rests upon bis daughter, 
Mrs. W. A. Saville (widow), who is obliged to labor for their support. 
A. L. FARRAND, 
Sworn and subscribed to the lth of April, A. D, 1888, before me. 
[SEAL] mena rm À 
Publio 


— 


— go 
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The committee also add and make a part of this report the following testi- 
mony: 
Dernier or COLUMBIA, 58: 

I. John P. Garrett, an poe in and for the District aforesaid, do hereby 
certify that Franck Hyatt (physician) personally appeared before me, in the 
District aforesaid, signed the annexed instrument of writing, and made oath to 
the statements contained therein. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my notarial 


seal this Lith day June, A. D. 1890. 
JOHN P, 9 


[SEAL] 7 
‘otary Public, 

I hereby certify that the health of Mrs. M. E. Baker, widow of Benjamin T. 
Baker,is very much impaired; in fact tosuch an extent asto render her totally 
unable to do anything for her support. Her daughter, Mrs. Saville, is also in 
feeble health and under medical treatment, 

FRANCK htt M. D. 


street, N. W. 
JuNE 10, 1890, 


Wasnixdrox, D. C., ss: 


I, W. A. Saville, being duly sworn, do depose that Benjamin T. Baker, a pen- 
sioner of the United States, died on the 12th day of May, 1590, leaving his widow, 
Maria E. Baker, entirely and absolutely dependent. She isan old lady of sixty- 
eight years, in feeble health, with no recuperative power. Herattendance upon 
her invalid husband for long years has enfeebled and aged her prematurely, 
and, now that her care in that direction has ceased, her vital forces have given 
away and she seems to be completely broken down. She now needs care and 
ay aod care, as her eyesight is very dim, adding greatly to other physical 
weakness. 

With the $50 a month allowed by Congress to her late husband, she can pass 
the few remaining years of her life in comfort; without it she is dependent en- 
tirely upon me, her daughter, a widow, with no income other than that which I 
earn, and ofso uncertain a nature, being mostly earned with my pen, that I fear 
the worst for my mother’s future, particularly as my own health has given way 
under constant strain, and I fear I shall not be able to give her the comſorts she 
has been accustomed to nor the care she now uires. I am a sufferer from 
nervous prostration, and my father’s sudden death, followed by the loss of the 
pension to my mother, has unfitted me physically to take 1 the burden. 

I pray that Congress will allow the pension formerly my late father, $50 
per month, to be given to his widow, thereby insuring her position one above 


wantin her declining life. 
WILHELMINA A. SAVILLE. 


District or COLUMBIA, to wil: 


Personally 3 before me this 10th day of June, 1890, the above-named 
Wilhelmina A. Saville, and made oath to the foregoing statement. 
Witness my hand and notarial seal. 
[SEAL.] CHARLES 8, BUNDY, 
Notary Public, District of Columbia, 


BALTIMORE AND Potomac RAILROAD COMPANY, 
Washington Station, June, 1890. 


Mr. O. L. Davis agent of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company, be- 
ing duly sworn, deposes as follows: 

I knew the late Benjamin T. Baker; was presentathis death; know the fam- 
ily intimately and their circumstances; for years before the pension of $50 a 
month was granted to the late Mr. Baker, his daughter, Mrs. W. A. Saville, sup- 

rted her father and his family (consisting ofa wife and invalid daughter and 
Rerself) on a very small income. left from a wrecked fortune, and her pen. Just 
before the pension was granted the late Mr. Baker by Congress the little in- 
come ceased, being swallowed up by litigation. 

She now has absolutely nothing. Mrs, Baker is a feeble old lady; her sight 
is so bad that she can not be trusted to go out alone, and her health is impaired 
by long years of care for her husband; and added to this, the shock of losing 
n daughter and a husband and being pennilcss the moment the life of the old 
soldier was extinct has left her a physical wreck. Her daughter is hardly able 
to take up the care which a pension for a brief while permitted her to lay down; 
for she herself is suffering from nervous shock, and the thought of the utter 
destitution of her mother grieves her hourly, for on her the burden rests. 

Bat if the daughter were to die to-morrow, who would take care of the sol- 
dier’s widow, aged, sick, and infirm? 

0. L. DAVIS, 


Agent Halti more and Potomac Railroad. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 10th day of June, 1890. 
(nat. CHARLES S. BUNDY, 
* Notary Public, District of Columbia, 


There being no objection, the bill was considered and ordered toa 
third reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 


MARY J. MILROY. 


Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 3348) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary J. Milroy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to puos upon the pension-rolls the name of M; . 
Milroy, widow of Robert H. Milroy, late a major-general United States Volun- 
teers and a soldier in the Mexican war, at the rate of $75 per month, 


The report (by Mr. DE Laxo) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3348) granting 

a pension to Mary J. Milroy. have considered the same and report as follows: 

id bill is accompanied by Senate Report No.618, Your committee adopt 
the same as their report and recommend the passage of the bill, 


{Senate Report No. 618, Fifly-first Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Mary J. Milroy, widow of Robert H. Milroy, late major-general, United 
States Volunteers, have examined the same and report: 

A bill ed the Senate this session of Congress for the relief of Maj. Gen. 
Robert H. Milroy, and pending its consideration in the House he died. 

This bill proposes to place his widow, Mary J. Milroy, on the pension-rolls at 
$75 per mouth, She is far advanced in years and is in destitute circumstances. 

Reference is made to the report of this committee (No, 265) accom ying 8. 
2389, this Congr ss, in behalf the late General Milroy, which fully sets forth his 
longand meritorious services, 

The passage of the bill is recommended, 


[Senate Report No, 265, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 8 granting 
an increase of pension to Robert H. Milroy, late a major-general of United States 
Volunteers, have examined the same and report: 

General Milroy served as . — of Company C, of the First Regiment 
of Indiana Volunteer Infantry, during the war with Mexico, and was honor- 
ably d therefrom at the close of that war. Early in April, 1861, 
he raised and organized a 5 volunteers for the three months’ service 
in the war of the rebellion, and was commissioned as captain thereof upon the 
organization of the Ninth Indiana ment, of which the company was apars 
M was promoted as colonel of the regiment and served during the three 
months’ service as such colonel. Afterward he was commissioned brigadier- 
general to date from September, 1861. 

Atthe end of the second year he was appointed and commissioned a major- 
general of volunteers, to rank as such from November 21, 1862, and in July, 
1855, he resigned his commission and retired from the service. Thus, besides his 
service in the Mexican war, he served during the war of the rebellion more than 
four and a quarter years. He was at the commencement of the last-named war 
a resident of the State of Indiana, and to him is due great credit for the ition 
which Indiana took regarding that war and for the readiness with which the 
State's quota of troops was filled. 

The history of General Milroy’s service is a part of the recorded history of the 
country. He was at all times gallant, brave to a fault, and ready to 3 
any deed or make any sacrifice in his country’s cause. He retired m the 
military service of the Government poor in purse, and has been compelled to 
struggle ever since with that poverty. He is now seventy-fouryears of age, he 
is worn out, he is in pce de and want, he is unable to perform any labor or do 
anything towards his subsistence ; his whole dependence is upon the efforts of 
his old wife, who is herself over sixty-two years of age. in keeping boarders 
where they now live, at Olympia, in the State of Washington, 

General Milroy was in twenty-one principal and considerable battles of the 
war, besides he was 13 in many skirmishes, Herisked his life, he ruined 
his health in the military service of his country, he served faithfully and well 
and, in the opinion of your committe, ought not to be left to die neglected and 
in utter poverty, but ought to have granted to him by the Government what 
will support him and his wife during his remaining years, which necessarily 
55358 dth f the bill granting thei 

onr commi erefore recommend the passage o e granting the in- 
crease of pension therein provided for. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed, 


MARY E. GREENING. 


Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (S. 3730) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Greening, widow of Orlando A. Greening, who served in the Indian 
war. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary E. Green- 
ing, of Camden, Ark., the widow of Orlando A. Greening, deceased, who served 
in Capt. John A. Elmore’s company from the State of Alabama, in the Creek 
Indian war, in 1836, and pay her the same pension as is allowed by law to the 
widows of the soldiers of the war of 1812. 


The report (by Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3730) granting 
a pension to Mary E. Greening, have considered the same and report: 
id bill is accompanied by Senate Report No, 1251 of the present session. 
Your committee adopt the same as their report and return the bill with a favora- 
ble recommendation. 


[Senate Report No. 1251, Fifly-first Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3730) grantin 
a pension to Mary E. Greening, widow of Orlando A. Greening, deceased, a por 
dier of the Creek Indian war of 1836, have exami ed the same and report: 

That the records of the Departmentin the land-warrant division show that 
Orlando A. Greening, the husband of the beneficiary named in this bill, received 
a bounty-land warrant, number 60579, for 160 acres, under the act of March 3, 
1855, upon account of service in Captain Elmore’s company of Alabama volun- 
teers in the Creek Indian war from May 22 to July 22, 1836. 

Me have no doubt the service was rendered and that it lasted for the period 
óf sixty days. Fourteen days’ service entitled the survivors of the war of 1812 
to a pension, and we think that the survivors of the war against the Creek In- 
dians by the United States are as justly entitled to recognition as our soldiers in 
the war of ste. Indeed, there are numerous precedents for granting such re- 
lief to the widows of such soldiers as the one described in this bill. The widow 


of the soldier mentioned in the bill is poor aud in needy circumstances; at this- 


time quite old and enfeebled, 

The bill allows her the same amount of pension as that provided for widows 
of the war of 1812. We think she is properly entitled to this relief, and recom- 
mend passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was considered and ordered to a 
third reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 


JESSIE BENTON FREMONT. 


Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (S. 4233) granting a pension to Jessie Ben- 
ton Frémont. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws,the name of Jessie Benton Frémont, widow of 
the late John C. Frémont,a major-general of the United States Army, and pay 
her a pension, from the passage of this act, at the rate of $2,000 per auuů,j m. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con 
sideration of the bill? 
Mr. LANE. I object. 


Mr. HEARD. Let the report be read. 
Mr. LANE. No, sir. 
The SPEAKER pro fempore. Does the gentleman intend to objeet 


to the final passage of the bill? 


Mr. LANE. I shall object to the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ` If so, it will have to be withdrawn. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I will ask the gentleman from IIlinois 
[Mr. LANE T Da OE DoS npc! E S E 

Mr. o, sir. N 

Mr. VANDEVER. I trust that the gentleman will not interpose an 
objection to this bill at present, but will allow the report to be read 
and reserve his objection until after that. 

. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I submit that that would be a use- 
less consumption of time, as it is evident that the gentleman intends to 
insist u his objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Let the report be printed in the RECORD; 
where the members can see it. 

Mr. BANKS. Task that the House report on this bill may be printed 
in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the House report on this bill may be printed in 
the Recorp. Is there objection? [After a pause,] The Chair hears 
none. The bill and report will be printed in the RECORD. 

The report (by Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11420) granting a pension to Jessie Benton Frémont, widow of John G. Frémont, 
late a major-genernl in the United States Army, having considered the same, 
4 erat Tore Frémont in his life-time rose to greatness in the estimation 
of his country and of the world, not especially as a political partisan and 
leader, nor as a great military chieftain, but as an intrepid explorer of the little- 
known region between the Rocky Mountains and the PacificOcean. His train- 


ing for what afterwards became his life work was as an assistant to Nicollet in 
exploring and mapping the basin of the Upper Mississippi River, as early as 
1838-39. 


From this survey and its maps we first learned of the vast resources embraced 
in the limits of what now constitutes the States of Minnesota, the two Dakotas, 
and the adjacent region. He afterwards planned and executed perilous expe- 
ditions beyond the Rocky Mountains, and marked out cond pte way ofcommerce 
and the march of empire from the banks of the Missouri and the Mississippi 
Rivers to the Golden Gate of California, over which country he was first to raise 
the Stara and Stripes in sovereignty. 

The career of General Frémont, both in the military and civil service of the 
country, entitles him to the highest regard of the American people. He was 
appointed by President Van Buren a lieutenant of engineers of the United 
States Army in 1837; he rose to the rank of major-general as the reward of 
meritorious services. At the breaking out of the rebellion he was out of the 
Army,and abroad. He hurried back and offered his services to the Govern- 
ment, which were immediately accepted. His subsequent career is a matter of 
general history and a part of the national heritage of the cause and country he 
served with untaltering fidelity and unselfish loyalty. 

From youth to old age, 8 more than half a century of active life, civil 
and military, Frémont has been distinguished as an unselfish and determined 
American, whose services and sacrifices have enriched his country beyond com- 
putation, and whose exploits embellish the pages of its history with imperish- 
able luster. 


The following personal dispatch was addressed by the President to Mrs, Fré- 
mont upon receiving information of the death of her distinguished husband: 

“ Executive MANL, Washington, D. C., July 14, 
“To Mrs, Jesste Benton FRÉMONT, Los Angeles: 


beg to extend to you my profound sympathy in 7 — great sorrow. The 

death of General Frémont has revived the memory of his great and unique pub- 

lic services, and will ee 2 ma the — 4 a Das give an early and 
re constant expression ts grat appreciation o: em. 

= 8 poreo BENJAMIN HARRISON." 


Your committee, therefore, recommend the passage of said bill, with the fol- 
lowing amendment: Strike out the word “t in line7, and insert the word 
“two in lieu thereof; sothat it will read, “at the rate of $2,000 per annum.“ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not aware what members 
have Senate bills that they desire to call up. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Mr.Speaker, I have a Senate bill which 
I desire to call u 

The SPEA ‘pro tempore. Is there any gentleman on the right of 
the Chair who has a Senate bill which he desires to have considered? 

Mr. QUINN. I have a bill, which has the Senate, for the 
relief of a certain man from the charge of desertion. I introduced the 
House bill on the same subject.. The bill is now in the hands of the 
committee, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Has it been reported ? 

Mr. QUINN. Favorably reported, and if I may be permitted I will 
substitute the Senate bill for that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is it on the Calendar? 

Mr. QUINN. Yes, it is on the Calendar. 2 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
QUINN] states that there is upon the Calendar a bill reported by the 
House committee and that the same bill has come from the Senate and 
is now in committee. The Chair would suggest that the Senate bill 
can not be passed until it isactually in the possession of the Clerk. Is 
there any gentleman upon the right of the Chair who desires to call up 


a Senate bill? 
Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to call up a Honse bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the order of the House Senate 
bills were to be called up for the first hour. s 


* 
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ANDREW J. KONKLE. 


je Sora cr ermine ene 

‘or presen i e 2863) ine e - 

sion of Andrew J. Konkle. ‘ a 3) 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
thorized and directed to ee upon the pension-roll, at the rate of per 
month, in lieu of the pension which he now receives, the name of Andrew J. 
Konkle, who was captain of Company K, Nineteenth Ohio Volunteers, and 
later captain of Company D, First Ohio Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. Laws) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2868) 
granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. Konkle, submit the following re- 
port, being Senate report on same bill, which is adopted : 

“The petitioner served as captain in Company K, Nineteenth Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry (three months’ service), from May 29, 1861, to August 31. 1861, and as 
captain in Company D, First Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, from October 17, 
2 to January 30, 1864, when he was promoted to major, serving to August 8, 


“ Petitioner was pensioned under a special act of Congress, approved July 5, 
1884. for disability on account of rheumatism, disease of heart, and general de- 
bility, at the rate of $25 per month, the full amount to which he was lawfully 
entitled, as shown by the evidence then in the case. Since granting said pen- 
sion and since the adverse report of February 28, 1888, new and material eyi- 
dence has been filed showing that claimant is entitled to a larger amount of 
pension than he isnow receiving. 

In an afidavit executed October 23, 1859, Dr, A. M. Williamson testifies that he 
has made a careful examination of claimant's condition, and finds him totally 
incapable of performing any manual labor on account of rheumatism and dis- 
ease of heart; that the heart's action is feeble, with valvular insufficiency; that 
there is bed get of the muscles in the left lumbar region, and that claimant 
shows loss of motion of the entire right side to such an extent as to prevent 
him from buttoning his clothes with the right hand; that saliva escapes from 
e right corner of the mouth, and that the right footis used awkwardly in walk- 


E. 

Dr. J. A. Romsport, of Dayton, Ohio, fully corroborates the foregoing sworn 
statement made February 8, 1890, 

“Tn an affidavitexeeuted November 25, 1839, claimant states that in addition 
to his disabilities above referred to he is also suffering from injury to his back, 
incurred in the service and in the line of his military duty ; that he is also now 
suffering from partial paralysis of right side. 

Jour committee reporta bill increasing claimant’s pension to $36 per month, 


and recommend that it do pass.” ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the third reading 
of the bill. . 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I hope the gentleman will not make any 
objection to this bill. 

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir; I have no objection to this particular bill, 
but I want to make a few observations just at this point. I want to 
refer to some matters that have transpired recently that I think deserve 
some consideration. Last Friday night I was unable to be present at 
the ager 

Mr. HOUK. And some people were glad of it. 

Mr. ENLOE. I have no doubt you wereglad of it. And, from what 
I can understand, the gentlemen who were present availed themselves 
of every opportunity that my absence afforded, and I congratulate them 
on the fact that I was not able to be present. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Can not you be sick to-night? 

Mr. ENLOE. No, I am not-sick to-night; but I will probably make 
you sick before I get through. I see from the RECORD that the first 
thing that was done last Friday night was to pass forty-five bills by 
title. The reports were never read in this House, neither last Friday 
nor at any other time, but they were passed in a lump without regard 
to their merits, and within thirty minutes of the time of the meeting 
there were 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. EN LOE (continuing). Within thirty minutes of the meeting 
of che House there were eleven other bills passed, concerning which 
the reports were read. That made fifty-six bills passed in thirty min- 
utes; forty-five of them without any sort of consideration at that ses- 
sion or any other session, and the other eleven with the reports having 
been read before the House. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him ? 
Were not those forty-five considered in Committee of the Whole at a 
Friday evening previous? 

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir. 

Mr. MORRILL. And were not the reportsall printed in the RECORD 
at the time the bills were considered? 

Mr. ENLOE. They never were considered. The bills were read 
by title and the reports were printed in the Recorp, The night that 
the gentleman from Texas was in the chair the reports were not read. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, But the bills were reported from the Committee 
of the Whole with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will take the Recorb and show the gentleman that 
the reports were never read in this House. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But they were all favorably reported from the 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ENLOE. At that session one hundred and thirty-five or one 
hundred and forty bills were passed without any consideration what- 

ever, and these bills were advanced to the stage of third reading, and 
the Speaker of the House stated at the time that they were to be ad- 
vanced to that stage and the reports privted in the RECORD. They 


1890. 


have remained there from that time until the occasion when I was not 
t to interfere and then they were put through at once. 

In addition to that 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. But all these bills were considered in com- 
mit tee and reported fa vorably every bill that was passed here. I think 
vou will find so on examination. 

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir; I take the responsibility of saying that a great 
many of the bills are not considered in the committee; that the gentle- 
man who introduced the bill writes the report, submits it himself, it 
is never considered by anybody, and it is passed by this House upon 
the judgment of the man who expects to get the vote of the fellow who 


gets the ion. 
Mr. HEARD. Does the gentleman mean to say that that is the 
case? 
ei ENLOE. I undertake to say that, and I will say more than 
1 
Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman make no exception in favor of 
any one? 
r. ENLOE. I did not say that you did. 
Mr. HEARD. When you make such general allegations you ought 


to make exceptions. Never during the six years that I have been a 
member of this House have I prepared a report on any bill that I have 
introduced, and yet I have been instrumental in obtaining the passage 
of some pension bills, but I never have and never will write the re- 
ports on them, 

Mr. ENLOE, Iam not talking about you. 

Mr. HEARD. But you ought to make some exceptions, and not 
make your remarks so general. 

Mr. ENLOE. You do not understand what I said. I say that mem- 
bers of the committee who introduce bills here, and who are interested 
in their passage, consider them themselves, make the reports, and bring 
them in here and have them printed in the RECORD, and the bills are 


Mr. HEARD. Then I understand the gentleman's observations to 
apply to gentlemen on the committee? 

Mr. ENLOE. I say gentlemen who are not members of the com- 
mittee also; but I do not mean you. 

Mr. HEARD. I did not want you to include me, because it would 
not be true if you did. 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not want to say anything but what is true. 
Gentlemen who are not members of the committee, if youn—— 

Mr. GEST. Mr. Speaker: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the floor. 

Mr. GEST. I rise to inquire what is before the House. 

Mr. ENLOE. I am before it. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the third reading 
of a Senate bill which has been read. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will say, furthermore, Mr. Speaker, and I believe 
Iam proceeding in order, that the gentlemen who are not members of 
the committee sometimes, I do not know how often, write reports in 
their cases, because the member on the committee is overworked to 
such an extent that he can not write it himself, and he intrusts it to 
the gentleman who introduced the bill, who writes his own report, 
gives it to the member of the committee, it is submitted to the com- 
mittee, it is brought into this House, it is di of without being 
read before the House, it is printed in the RECORD, the bill and 
nobody ever considered it except the man who introd the bill. 
So I say that is not a safe and proper proceeding in regard to legisla- 
tion of any character. 

Mr. FLICK. Will the gentleman pardon me if I ask him a question? 

Mr. ENLOE. Certainly. ` 

Mr. FLICK. Will you allow me to ask you, in the case which you 
put, where a party who is not a member of the committee writes the 
report, whether the to which the same is submitted does not ex- 
amine the testimony fully before he makes the report? Is not that 
the fact? : 

Mr. ENLOE. I will state to the gentleman that I do not know 
what the practice of the members of the committee may be in regard 
to the examination of the testimony upon which the report is based 
when it is written by a member who is not a member of the commit- 
tee; but I take it for granted if the member of the committee had the 
time to examine the testimony he would write his own and not 
let it be written by the gentleman who introduced the bi 

Now, Mr. 8 er—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to submit a few preliminary observa- 
tions. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to ask the gentleman one question. 

Mr. ENLOE. Very well. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Did not the gentleman from Tennessee on ihe 
occasion of the of the disability-pension bill vote for the motion 
to recommit with instructions to report a general service-pension bill? 

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir; the gentleman’? did not. 


The gentleman from Tennessee has 
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Mr. ENLOE. Yes, sir; I was against it. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Did you vote against it? 
Mr. ENLOE. I did, sir; and I would vote 


wants to know all about it I will tell him. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman has a right to his opinion. 
Mr. ENLOE. So has the gentleman from Ohio. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. But the gentleman need not have lost his tem-' 


r 

Mr. ENLOE. Ihave not. Ihave plenty of temper left. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I asked the question in perfect good faith. If 
the gentleman was in favor of a service pension, then certainly he could 
2 object to these pensions, for they are at least pensions, if nothing 


Mr. ENLOE. There is no inconsistency in my record, so faras that is 
concerned. And now I will proceed with my remarks, if the gentle- 
man from Ohio will permit me. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, after sixty-four bills had been last Friday 
night in less than thirty minutes, the reading of the reports was de- 
manded, and in the next two honrs eighty-seven bills were passed, and 
the records of all previous Congresses in the history of the United 
States Government was eclipsed in the passage of private pension bills. 

There has never before been a Friday-night session in the House in 
the history of this Government in which there were one hundred and 
fifty-one bills in two hours and thirty minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Was there not a special reason for it last Fri- 
day night? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, there was, and I will explain it to the gentle- 
man if he will give me an opportunity without interruption. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Was it not the fact that the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. ExLOE] was not here? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir; that was not the reason. It was the fact 
that the Presiding Officer, the clerks, and, I presume, the majority, if 
not all the members present, entered into a mutual conspiracy by 
which, while the reports purported to be read, they were only read in 
part, and the bills were passed helter-skelter, without regard to rule, 
precedent, custom, or anything else except the fact that gentlemen 
were 5 anxious, each one of them, to get his own bill through, 
so that he might commend himself to his constituency for the devotion 
with which he looked after their interests. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman allow me to state another 


reason? 

Mr. ENLOE. I have not concluded yet, so you had better reserve 
your yiews to another time. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the gentleman will it me, it was because 
he had been acting as a dam for some time ‘ore that, and the dam 
Being Sarees the current flowed at a somewhat more lively rate than 
us (Laughter. ] 

Mr. ENLOE. I tell you gentlemen that while I am acting as a dam 
now, if you do not change yonr policy in this regard the country will 
damn you, so that there will be adam all along the line. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. May I make a remark to the gentleman 
in all good humor? 

Mr. ENLOE. Oh, yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. The country is already “damning ” 
you. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. ENLOE. That may be so, Mr. Speaker. I have not expected 
to receive from the gentlemen who come here on this business, to trans- 
act it in the manner in which it has generally been transacted, any- 
thing but ‘‘damns,’’ and I feel complimented when I am damned“ 
by that sort of a crowd. ([Laughter. 

Mr. HOUK. All the fallen angels do.. [Laughter] 

Mr. ENLOE. Thave said repeatedly—I have tried to repeat it often 
enough to impress it upon the people of this country—that this false 

and fraud in the name of pension legislation that is perpe- 
trated here every Friday night deserves some sort of correction. Ido 
not say that my remedy is the best. I know that there are good bills 
that ought to pass and I have uo objection to their passing . 

Mr. HOUK. Well, stop a minute and let me pass one now. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. ENLOE, But every man who has been here and who is ac- 
quainted with the history of this business and knows how it is done 
knows that any man who gets up herè to opposa a bill virtually ends 
the pension session for that night, because if he objects to a bill that is 
wrong and a fraud and that ought not to pass, the man who is inter- 
ested in that bill will, forthe sake of revenge, immediately turn around 
and make the point that there is no quorum, and that defeats the ob- 
ject of the Friday night session and generally ends the session. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, I have no abjection to pensioning people who deserve 
pensions, but I know very well that there are pension bills passed here 
that ought not to be passed, and every member knows it. : 

Mr. SHIVELY. Will the gentleman name a few of them? 


Mr. ENLOE. Well, J would not have much difficulty to name a few 


Mr. STERO Did the gentleman vote against the service- 


against it to-day, to- 
‘| morrow, and every day in the next calendar year. If the gentleman 
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of them; but it is hardly necessary, I suppose, that I should look up 
the record for the information of the gentleman from Indiana. He has 
been here long enough to know, without having me tell him, things 
that everybody knows. 


Mr. LACEY. Can you name any one of the one hundred and fifty- 
one bills that last Friday night that ought not to have ? 
Mr. ENLO I think that possibly I might if T knew which one 


the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] was interested in. I have no 
doubt that his bill ought not to have passed. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LACEY. No; the bill that you prevented me from getting 
through on a previous occasion has not got through yet. That old man 
is still “damning ” you out in Iowa. (Laughter) 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, you can damn me out in lowa all you please 
and I will be proud of the honor you confer, I received one of your 
Iowa newspapers recently in which I was very liberally damned,“ 
and I feel very much obliged to the people of Iowa, because I am only 
one of the advance guard of the fellows that are going to be damned 
by the same set if you donot change your programme. Ifyou want to 
pass just and honest legislation for the benefit of pensioners nobod. 
will object; but you know, and every man in this House knows as well 
as I do, that this is getting to be a common nuisance—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is worse thancommon to-night. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ENLOE. You know that you are passing bills here that ought 
not to be ; that you are pensioning people that ought not to be 
pensioned, Under the liberal pension laws that we have, if the Com- 
missioner of Pensions can not grant a pension, so thatthe man finds it 
necessary to come to Congress for a special law, the presumption is very 
much against the justice of his claim. Of course any given case may 
be exceptional and may be one that ought to pass, but there ought to 
be discrimination in dealing with these pension cases, and there ought 
to be in this House a private-bill day. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Have you ever heard of such a thing as that, gentlemen—a private- 
bill day? There ought to be, I say, a private-bill day upon which 
these claims should receive consideration with every other class of pri- 
vate claims that come before Congress. I am willing to join with you 
in the passage of proper legislation upon private claims. I have never 
tried to obstruct the passage of such legislation or of any bill to pen- 
sion a man who honestly deserves a pension. I differ with you gentle- 
men who think that every one who is related to the soldier, every 
child, every sister, cousin, and aunt” of a soldier who is dependent 
ought to be rovided for; but I believe that wherever a soldier suf- 
fered disability on account of his service he ought to be pensioned; 
and I am ready to go with you to that extent in every instance; I am 
ready to help you pass general legislation. 

But I do object to this kind of business, and I do not confine the re- 
mark to pensions. I willsay, as I have said before, that the principle of 

uiring private claims of any character to be brought before Congress 
to bé considered and passed upon is wrong. There ought to be some 
tribunal.before which a man can go, if he has a right which he is en- 
titled to assert and establish it, instead of coming here and entering 
into a log-rolling business like this where a man says, I can not ob- 
ject to your claim, which is wrong, because you will turn round and 
object to mine, which is right.” 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. ‘The gentleman has said he isin favor of giving a 
pension to those soldiers who are disabled. I wish to ask him whether 
he voted for the disability pension bill which became a law on the 27th 
of June last. 

Mr. ENLOE. I did not. Isaid very distinctly—and I co ee I 
Was understood—that I was in favor of granting pensions where dis- 
ability is the result of service; I said nothing about dependence. I 
have never been in favor of a dependent pension bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There is no dependence“ about that bill. 
Mr. ENLOE. There is not? : 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No, sir. 

Mr. ENLOE. There is dependence“ aboutit, because the pension 
is not made to rest upon the question whether thedisability is the result 
of military service or not. I say that if the disability is the result of 
service, I am in favor of pensioning the man; but if it is not the result 
of service, if it has arisen from subsequent causes, I am not in favor of 
the pension; and I voted against the bill referred to for that reason. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to ask the gentleman whether he 
is opposed to the law now in force granting pensions to soldiers of the 
Mexican war. 

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir; and when the same time shall have elapsed 
since the close of the civil war that elapsed between the close of the 
Mexican war and the granting of service pensions to soldiers of that 
war, I shall not be opposed to granting a service pension to soldiers of 
the late war. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Now, will the gentleman permit me just one 
word further? The law pensioning soldiers of the Mexican war, which 
grants a pension to every such soldier who has attained the age of sixty- 
two years, is based upon the presumption that when the soldier has 
arrived at that age he is so disabled that he ought not to be required 
to gain his own livelihood, but that the Government ought to give him 
some assistance on account of his past military service, 

Now, if a soldier of the late war is disabled just as much as a soldier 


of the Mexican war is presumed to be disabled at sixty-two years of 
age, where is the inconsistency of giving him a pension on account of 
that disability if he is an honorably discharged soldier, no matter 
whether the disability arises from age, from disease, or from infirmities 
nore may naturally be presumed to follow military service in the 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think the gentleman from Tennessee admits 
es whole case when he says that he is in favor of the Mexican pension 

aw. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has forty minutes re- 
maining, 

Mr. ENLOE. Ido not think it is worth while that I should go into 
the general consideration of the -proposition of the gentleman from 
Michigan. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think it would take the whole of your forty 
minutes if you undertook to answer it. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, I can answer it very readily. I can say that 
there has been a general policy established by this Government in re- 
gard to the granting of pensions; that there has never been a time until 
within the last few years when the question of granting a pension has 
been a question of getting votes. It has come to that now. 

Both political parties—Democratic and Republican—are to-day bid- 
ding for the votes of soldiers on the promise of pensions; and if the 
gentleman from Michigan does not know it I will state tohim asa fact 
that comes to me in a form which is not questionable, that men who 
to-day are not laboring under the slightest disability have been im- 
portuned by agents sent out or employed by attorneys of this city to 
make their applications for pensions under the act of the 27th of June 
last, not on the ground that they are laboring under disability to-day, 
but to hold before them the constant temptation, ‘‘ Here is a pension 
which you can get whenever you are willing to sacrifice your manhood 
so far as to accept it. You are holding this out as a bribe to the sol- 
diers of this country. 

Already more than 300,000 applications have been filed under that 
act; more than 200,000 were filed in less than a month. The induce- 
ment is constantly held out, as I have said, to men all over the coun- 
try, so that the soldier has constantly before him the temptation in- 
volved in the reflection: ‘‘ Here is a pension which I can get whenever 
Iam willing to undertake to show by my own testimony, and such 
other testimony as I can produce, that I am not in a physical condi- 
tion to make a living, whether my disability results from my service 
or not.“ This business, I say, is bribery—not all of it; I will make 
some exception; I want to be just and fair; there isa large part of it 
that is bribery, and every gentleman here knows it. 

I mean this business of getting pensions for men who have the slight- 
est and most shadowy testimony upon which to base their claim, so 
that they are not willing to go before the Department, or possibly have 
been there and have been rejected. They then come to Congress with 
a shadowy claim that would have no possible chance of consideration, 
except that gentlemen who are here and want to serve their constit- 
nents are ready to undertake to get the pension, because the granting 
of it will be mutually beneficial to a certain extent. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Tennessee 

ield ? 
ve ENLOE. No, sir, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I beg pardon. 
concluded his remarks. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will give the gentleman from Michigan the balance 
of the evening, perhaps, when I get through. 

Now, I have said that there was no sort ot decent consideration of 
thisclassof legislation. Ihave tried toemphasize that statement before 
the country. I have endeavored to show the truth of the assertion. I 
have taken the personal and disagreeable things that come to a man oc- 
cupying the position that I do. 

know that it is very disagreeable to antagonize gentlemen here in 
these matters, and I have been made to feel the results of the antag- 
onism which I felt it my duty to raise ever since I beganit. But I 
believe this is an abuse in legislation that ought to be corrected. I be- 
lieve it is one that urgently demands correction; and if I had only 
enough men to stand by me I would have it corrected and you would 
have no more of these Friday-night sessions for pension legislation un- 
less you had a quorum of members present to consider it, as in any 
other public business. But I recognize the fact that single-handed 
and alone I can not stop it. I can dam it up fora time, it is true; but 
after awhile it begins to break over, and if I am sick or absent any 
evenin 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Or go fishing. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, or even go fishing, all the work that was done 
before has been lost; and I will say to the gentleman in all sincerity 
that I was really quite sick on Friday evening last. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Then your trouble proved to bea bless- 
ing to others. [Laughter. ] 

r. ENLOE, That is the gentleman’s opinion, B 
I do not care anything about continuing this perso 


I understood the gentleman had 


Mr. Speaker, 
conversation 
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with these gentlemen. I am talking of a great public question here 
and of the legislation of this body. 

I say I recognize the fact that I am unable, single-handed and alone, 
tostem the torrent of abuse and correct this character of legislation as 
it is carried on here. But I intend to continue to call the attention of 
the people of this country to it until they will probably send somebody 
here to help me and see that it is corrected. 

Mr. HOUK.. Then you will have opposition in your line, 

Mr. ENLOE. It will never be benefited by the action of my friend 
from the Second district of Tennessee, because I do not know of any 
pension that he would not grant, and I do not believe that he would 
deny a pension to any body who came forward and wanted it or claimed it. 

Mr. HOUK. I would pension every one who was justly entitled to 
it, and place him upon the pension-roll, who served honorably in the 
Army in the late war. 

Mr. ENLOE, I have no doubt of it, and I believe you would even 
go a little farther, and by a tight squeeze be willing to pension a good 
many men who were never in the service atall and are not entitled to 
it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOUK. I do not know of but one man on that side of the 
House that I might not be willing to concede a pension toif I thought 
he really needed it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ENLOE. But I want to call the attention of the House again 
to the way this business was conducted on last Friday night. It was 
aregular pension orgie; aregular pension picnic; what the colored peo- 
ple down in my partof the country would calla ‘‘festibul.’? [Laugh- 
ter.] They came in here, and, as I have said, they galloped right 
through the Calendar, beating the record in pension or other legisla- 
tion, and demonstrated to the country that if there was nobody to put 
a check on their wild scramble for the passage of bills of this charac- 
ter there was no telling to-what extent they might go. 

Now, I want to suggest that we might possibly be able to reach a 
compromise. I realize that Ican not prevent the ps e of these bills, 

Mr. HOUK. ‘Then why do you not quit trying? Laughter. ] 

Mr. ENLOE. And I would suggest to the gentlman from Tennessee, 
as he is forward in interruptions, and take him as a proper medium for 
what I would suggest, that the gentleman draw up a resolution to- 
night and put it in providing that eyery pension bill on the Calendar 
shall pass, and the result would be to get rid of these false pretenses 
and frauds of pretended consideration here of these bills. 

Mr. HOUK. I will agree heartily to do that. 

Mr. ENLOE. You draw up the resolution and I will stand here and 
see you pass it. Because you are holding up to the country the idea 
that you are considering this business, which vou know you do not. 
I say, put all of them in one resolution, pass them in one bunch, and 
let the country understand what you are doing. 

Mr. HOUK. Just like yon did your war claims. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ENLOE. And this will save me the trouble of coming up here 
on these Friday evenings. I will etand here and let you gentlemen 
take the responsibility. 

Mr.CUTCHEON. Why not let us take the responsibility of passing 
them one at a time? 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, it is an unnecessary consumption of time, to 
begin with, and a very unjust thing to pretend betore the country that 
you are considering these bills. Do this as I have suggested, adopt 
your resolution and prevent the necessity of imposing upon the clerks 
of the House the practicing of false pretenses, of practicing fraud as 
to the reading of the reports, and doing it with the connivance of the 
members and of the Speaker. Do you know what you are doing? You 
criticise what is alleged to be done in some portions of the South; not 
in my district; but you say that we perpetrate fraud in elections down 


there. 

Well, if it is a fraud in the elections to interfere with the regularity 
of affairs, as you understand it, is it not equally a fraud by example, 
sitting here in the consideration of legislation, for you to conspire with 
the clerks of the House to have bills read here by their title only and 
passed under the pretense of consideration, pretending to read the re- 
ports, when you know and when the clerks know and everybody knows 
that the reports are not read? 

Mr. SHIVELY. When were they not read? 

Mr. ENLOE, Last Friday night. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Youare mistaken. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think every report was read. 

Mr. ENLOE. ‘They were not read, and I know what I am talking 
about, I say they were not read. 

Mr. SHIVELY. We wili appeal to the RECORD. 

Mr. ENLOE. Oh, the Recorp! I will appeal to the clerks. 
[Laughter.] ; 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, Will my friend from Tennessee 
allow me a single word? 

Mr. ENLOE. To demonstrate the truth of my statements I want 
to introduce a witness. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Just one word. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Your time is pretty nearly up. 

Mr. ENLOE. I can not spare the time. I have been notified that 
my time is about up. I have here the New York Sun of Tuesday, 


~ 


August 19, 1890, and the New York Sun is supposed to be a very re- 
liable reporter of the proceedings of Congress, because it has special 
facilities for getting information as to what goes on. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Very able facilities, too. 

Mr. ENLOE. Very able, very excellent, and very satisfactory. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Let us give it a vote of thanks. 

Mr. ENLOE. This is under date of August 18, and is printed in 
the New York Sun of August 19: 

Wasutreron, August 18, 1890, 


The Republicans in the House who have been prevented during nearly the en- 
tire session by the obstruction tactics from putting through any private pension 
bills, haye taken deep revenge. Under the rules of the House Friday evening 
of each week, from 8 until 10,30, is devoted to the consideration of private pen- 
sion bills fayorably reported. 

For many months the farce of meeting every Friday night and a¢complish- 
ing nothing has been enacted,as Mr. ExLOE was always present to demand a 
quorum, which is generally wanting when nothing more important than the 
subject of pensions for private soldiers is before the House. This farce has 
been enacted all during the session, with the result that the Calendar is piled 
high with unconsidered private bills Mz. ExLox found it necessary to go to 
Tennessee last week, and delegated Mr. McRan, of Arkansas, to take his place 
as obstructionist. Mr. MCRAE did not act his part very well, for, with the as- 
sistance of Representative PEukixs as temporary Speaker, the Republicans 
rushed through about an even hundred bills— 


He missed it by fifty-one. They passed one hundred and fifty-one 
bills— 
and would baye remained until midnight and d another hundred had 
they not been compelled by the rules to adjourn. Tom REED is sory omy with 
the gavel, but never during his meteoric career as Speaker has he dared to rush 
things as Mr. Perxwys did on Friday night. The Kansas man ignored all forms 
and customs, paid no attention whatever to the rules of elocution, put the ques- 
tion and announced the result all in one breath, and dropped the gavel so 
quietly after each announcement that the clerks could hardly read the titles of 
the bills fast enough to row up with him. He never cracked a smile during 
the whole performance until he adjourned the House under compulsion, Then 
he winked at the chairman of the Pensions Committee and descended from 
the throne. On Saturday morning the Republicans sent a little telegram to Mr, 
ExLos, down in Jackson, Tenn., telling him what they had done, and warning 
him that if he does not get back by next Friday night they will send another 
batch over to the Senate. 


Iam glad to say that while I did not receive the dispatch at Jack- 
son, Tenn., as I was not there, I got it from the New York Sun, and I 
am present in response to it. [Laughter.] Now, as to my having ap- 
pointed the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] to look after the 
matter of obstruction, in justice to him I will say that I did nothing 
of the kind; but Lhad the assurance of about halfa dozen gentlemen, 
I think—and I do not think they were all on one side of the House—- 
that the reports should be read and that there should be some sort of 
decency shown in the consideration of this pension legislation while I 
was temporarily absent. It seems that I was slightly mistaken as to 
what would be done, but I have no right to complain, because who- 
ever is here has a right to run the mill, and these gentlemen have all 
got grist in it,and they know whose toll feeds the miller’s hogs. 
[Laughter.] I just want to say that if I had been here I would have 
tried to see that there was some sort of regard shown to propriety in 
the consideration of these cases, 

Mr.SHIVELY. That the reports were read. 

. Mr. ENLOE. Ves, some of them I might probably have objected to, 

and probably there are a great many of them that I would not have 
objected to; but the point that Iam going to emphasize, if I get damned 
for it, as gentlemen say, is to show the country that this system of leg- 
islation is wrong and that there ought to be some remedy for it, I 
am inclined, Mr. Speaker, to let these gentlemen have a chance to con- 
sider bills. How mach time is there remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Just yield the rest of it to me. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, I would like to know first if that dispatch was 
sent tome? [Laughter.] 

Mr. QUINN. Mr. Cumunas, of the Sun, might tell you, 

Mr. ENLOE. I would dislike very much to interrupt the harmony 
of the proceedings 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That was a heliogram—a sun“ dispatch. 
(Laughter. } 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. What we used to call a grape - vine.“ 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, I will say this, that if twenty-five or thirty 
gentleman can come up here any Friday night and pass bills without 
the presence of a quorum that will take $100,000 at least out of the 
Treasury, if they can exceed and eclipse all former precedents in the 

ssage of pension bills without any consideration whatever, I do not 
coor that I will beable to prevent it. Iam willing to do what I con- 
ceive to be my duty, however, as gentlemen here know. I am not 
afraid to do it anywhere or under any circumstances; but at the same 
time it seems to me that it is rather a difficult task for a man to under- 
take alone. 

I would like to havea little help. I have drummed around fora 
few volunteers, and I want to say to you gentlemen on that side, and 
for your satisfaction, from your standpoint, that in all probability I, 
am the meanest man on this side of the House, for I can not get any- 
body to agree with me about it. 

Mr. BLISS. Oh, yes; you can find plenty of men on your side to do 


80. 
Mr. ENLOE. I can not get anybody to agree with me, but I do not 
care if I do not get anybody. If I conceive a thing to be right I can 
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body as large and separano as this is 
and as noted for its talents and its integrity. But I see that the New 
York Sun, which has special facilities for g information here, sus- 
tains me in the truth of what I have said about the way this thing is 
conducted. Now, I am of the opinion that my friend from New York 
[Mr. CN ds] did not write that dispatch. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. You are right about that. 

Mr. ENLOE. It is not signed. It has not his initials to it, and be- 
sides he got through more bills than anybody else did. [Laughter. 
Now, I am willing, so far as I am concerned, after having em 
this matter as I have attempted to do it—and I hope tlemen un- 
derstand my object in doing it—to let the House take the responsibility 
of taking up these bills, for I see that I can not alone stopit. I know 
there are some bills here that ought to pass, and I will, when present, 
attempt to do my duty in the matter, 

There are one or two bills from my district to give pensions to men 
there. They do not seem to get consideration in committee notwith- 
standing papers and petitions have been filed. They have never been 
reported from either one of the committees, and I have got one before 
each of the two committees. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Which committee? 

Mr. ENLOE. I have one before the Committee on Pensions and 


one before the Committee on Invalid Pensions. I do not propose to 


make complaint of the committees here for not having rted them. 
I suppose that is their business, and they should know what they ought 


‘to report, but, sir, from what I have seen and from the character of the 


bills that have been reported here and passed, I am almost ready to 
think I am entitled to a pension myself, and I never smelt gunpowder. 
Langhter.] Mr. Speaker, with these few incongtuvial“ remarks 


will let this bill be considered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the bill 


to be read a third time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I desire to say that I never saw the re- 
port until this evening; and so I can say I have had nothing to do with 
the writing of it. f 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

MARY C. WINSLOW. 


Mr. ANDREW. I call up for present consideration the bill (S. 3608) 
granting a pension to Mary C. Winslow. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Mary Č. Winslow, daughter of Jobn A. Winslow, 
late commander of the United States steamer Kearsarge, a nat the rate 
of $50 per month, being the pension heretofore paid to her mother, now de- 
eeased, the widow of said commander. 


The committee recommend to amend by striking out the word fifty 
and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ twenty-five.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question ison the amendment re- 
ported by the committee. 

Mr. ENLOE. It would only be proper, in view of my few observa- 
tions, to have the report read. 

Mr. ANDREW. Certainly, Mr. Speaker; I want the report of the 
committee read. 

The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3608) 
granting a pension to O. Winslow, submit the following report: 

Adopt the report of the Senate committee as follows: 

The claimant is the daughter of the late Rear-Admiral John A. Winslow. She 
is now in straitened circumstance ane dependant upon her own labor for sup- 

t and is broken down in health. tes of her physicians as to the con- 
on of her health are hereto attached: 
To whom it may concern: 

This may certify that [have known Miss Mary C. Winslow, hter of the 
late Rear-Admiral John A. Winslow, United States Navy, from childhood to the 
present time; that from time to time, when the family were in Roxbury, I have 
attended her professionally, up to two or three years ago, when I retired from 
practice; that she has been a much-suffering invalid for many years, her vari- 
ous ailments being usually complicated with neuralgias of the severest form, 
disabling her and rendering life almost intolerable; that I have reason to know 
that her physical condition (that of chronic ees al eae remains unchanged. 

BENJ. COTTING, D 
M. M. S. S., etc. 

Roxnunx, Bostox, Mass., April 17, 1890. 

Bosrox, Mass., April 17, 1890. 

Having known Miss Mary Winslow, as her physician, since January 9, 1883, 
Iain enabled to state that her life has been one of invalidism, her periods of 
freedom from preo suffering having been few and brief. 

Now in her forty-fourth year, she has since seventeen years of suffered 
frequently from rheumatic attacks of a peculiarly painful nature, followed after 
the acute stage by protracted neuralgie pains, confining her to the chamber and 
often to the bed. 

“Added to the tendency to rheumatism Miss Winslow suffers from bronchitis 

d with asthma, generally supervening in the early part of every winter 
and lasting fur into the spring. ith a nal ly delicate constitution, and after 
yearly occurrence of her malady, her physical strength is but slight, so that not- 
withstanding a strong will she is le to endure physical exertion and is tol- 
erably well only when able to avoid fatigue and care. 

Very respectfully, 


“CONRAD WESSELHOEFT, M. D.” 


Miss Winslow is a constant sufferer. She has been compelled to give up her 
home where she was born, and is not in a condition to provide herself with the 
comforts and necessaries ife, 

Admiral Winslow lost all his property in the late civil war. He wasin com- 


„ the Alabama, 
services he received I ppermecbtaer que Wafer ae yar Ttg. Vo tet pe doa 
the active-list of the United States 


tted to live, he would have had full pay d 
ten years extension granted by Congress, which would have enabled to 
provide more liberally for his family. 

The record of the services of Admiral Winslow is hereto ay ee 

“ Rear-Admiral John A. Winslow entered the United States > 21 when about 
fourteen years of age and soon gave promise of future eminence in his profes- 
sion. He was madea passed man June, 1833, and ordered to the 
navy-yard; in 1836 Winslow was ed to the war-sloop Erie, and was then 
attached to the Brazilian squadron, his return from Brazil he was 
for duty at the naval rendezvous, Boston, and was promoted in 1839. He then 
— shee ee steamer Missouri, which vessel was subsequently destroyed by fire 
off Gi r. 

He took part in the naval operations connected with the Mexican war; was 
highly commended for his bravery, ly at Tobaseo; in 1810 was execu- 
tive officer of the sloop-of-war attached to the home squadron ; in 1852 
he was assigned to the frigate St. Lawrence of the Pacifle squadron, and re- 
mained at sea till 1855; he was then promoted to commander and ordered to 
the naval rendezvous; in 1859 he was appointed light-house inspector for the 
second district, and was so employed when the war of the rebellion broke out; 
in 1861-62 he was attached to the Mississippi flotilla, being present at Fort Pillow 
in the latter year, and en, in ous skirmishes while in command of the 
oo up the White River for the relief of General Curtis's army in June, 


He previously assisted Rear-Admiral Foote in superintending the building 
of the gunboats on the Mississippi River, and was in command of the ip 
Benton when she first went down the river, and was severely wounded in the 
arm by the iron link of a chain cable which broke as he was engaged in getting 
the gunboat afloat, which had grounded in the river. One of the links few a 
distance of 30 yards and struck Winslow below the elbow while he was direct- 
ing operations among a group of officers. The arm was cut open to the bone 
and al portion of the flesh carried away and the tendons severed, causing 
severe ering for weeks, 

He was ordered home as soon as possible, and when only lly recovered 
he applied again for duty and was ordered back to the Mississippi, and the fol- 
lowing December, 1562, was sent abroad in the Vanderbilt to command the U. 
S. S. Kearsarge, then in European waters, and after a most trying cruising, not 
being permitted to remain over twenty-four hours in any neutral port, being 
forced to coal in mid-channel and recei ignominious treatment from South- 
ern sym izers, especially amongst the English and French, he was at last re- 
warded for his hard service when his little ship, the e a sunk the priva- 
teer Alabama off Cherbourg, France, June 19,1864. As one of his officers states, 
‘Captain Winslow, standing on the horse-block abreast the mizzenmast, fought 
his ship gallantly, as is shown by the result, with excellent judgment.“ 

Public sentiment upon this case is well voiced by the Boston Journal in the 
following extract from a recent issue: 


AN EXCEPTIONAL CASE, 


There are a few of our readers who may recall a reception given to Commo- 
dore Winslow in Faneuil Hall after his return from the sea contest which sunk 
the Alabama. Mayor Lincoln extended to him the greeting of the city. How 
modestly the gallant commodore bore himself on that on all will remem- 
ber. The cheers of those inside were taken up by the crowd outside, so anxious 
were the people to do honor to a naval hero, Twenty-six years have passed 
since then, and now the invalid daughter is an applicant before Congress. She 
asks that the pension of $50 per month granted to her recently deceased mother 
be continued to her during a life which is marked by no ray of sunshine, her en- 
feebled condition rendering it impossible for her to make even an effort to se- 

— — 


cure the means of bare su 5 
That Congress will t the request of the daughter, the child of one whose 
achievement will live in history, can scarcely be questioned. We ask the New 
land Representatives in to stand between the officer’s daughter 
and the poor-house, and to grant her this small stipend as a debt due from the 
country to her father. Conimodore Winslow, having recived a vote of thanks 
Congress, was entitled to ten years’ additional service under full pay, be- 
yond the age of retirement. He died before he this period. It is sim- 
2 that the pension granted to the mother should be continued to the 
ter, 

in consideration of the long and specially meritorious and heroie services of 
Admiral Winslow and of the helpless condition of his daughter, your commit- 
tee recommend the passage of the bill, after amending the same y striking out 
the words “fifty dollars” where the same occurs in said bill, and inserting in 

lieu thereof the words "twenty-five dollars.“ 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment re- 
ported by the committee. 
The amendment was to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN CONOLLY. 


Mr. SNIDER. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2386) granting a pension to John Conolly. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, 3 to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Conolly, late an assistant 
engineer in the United States Navy. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (3.2336) 
granting a pension to John Connolly, submit the following report: 

We adopt the report of the Senate committee, which is as follows: 

From a mass of testimony, pertinent and irrelevant, in the case of the claim- 
ant under the bill, the committee find the following to be the facts: 

That the claimant,after many years’ servi eas engineer of steam-boats on the 
Western rivers and lakes, in the summer of 1563 volunteered in what was known 
as Davidson's Yazoo Pass Expedition, and was appointed its chief engineer; 
that afterwards, in December of that year, he was commissioned as acting first 
assistant engineer in the Navy, and was assigned to duty on gunboat No. 23, of 
the Mississippi River flotilla; that while engaged in such service, in measurin: 
the capacity of the coal-bunkers, and the quantity of coal on hand, he sustained 
an injary 3 the breaking of a ladder and being thrown to the bottom of 
the hold, by which his left shoulder became permanently disabled, and which 
partially incupacitates him from the bor; and that 


Tagine of manual lal 
subsequently, in June, 1864, while still in such service, and during the bom- 
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bardment of Uniontown, K in the left ear, which 
become witii the hearing of the right ear permanenti 
In support of these ſaots ure the sworn statements e claimant, of 
W. Bone, exeoutive officer of the boat, and of James G. x sea- 
man, the diary of the boat's surgeon, si by the 


ment,and who afterward visited 


or deafness as grounds of disability, but rr aya dyspepsia as the cause; and, 
roceed 


in; bureau in giving weight to rec- 
Bra evidence over oral, rejection followed, 
„The committee decline to attach 


nd in health, and is given by captains and other officers of 
der 8 j’ 5 vi find served for years, and up to the period of entering 
‘avy. 


“The same witnesses swear to claimant's disabilities after leaving the service 
and that such disabilities incapacitate him from following his profession, the late 
Commodore Kittson testifyin he, while highly estimating {esteeming] the 
claimant's character and abllities,be ‘elt obl: to discontinue the claimant's en- 
war, on account of his deafness, 
riggs, manager of steam- 


or under misapprehension ; 
tains the 8 of the alleged e ee iaer i ag peak an ag 3 
and their depriving the claimant capacity to perform rin pro! 
sion; and that the bill for his relief isa just one and should be approved. This 
they therefore do, and recommend its passage,” 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was accordingly 


read the third time, and passed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour has expired during which 


Senate bills were to be taken up, most of the time having been occupied 


by the remarks of the gentleman from Tennessee. The Chair will now 
recognize the gentleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY] to call up a 
House bill, 

MICHAEL HARGAIN. 


Mr. TRACEY. Lask unanimous consent to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9405) granting 
an increase of pension to Michael Hargain, and that it be placed on its 


passage. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Michael Hargain, late a seaman 
on the United States schooner Otsego, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 
per month, in lieu of the amount now paid him. 


The report (by Mr. De Laxo) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9405) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Michael Hargain, have considered the same and 


report: 

The claimant served in the United States Navy, in the Florida expedition, 
from September 1, 1840, to June 30, 1841, in the capacity of boatswain’s mate, 
seaman, and gunner. This service was rendered inthe prosecution of the Flor- 
ida Indian war, and Hargain was honorably d . He filed a claim for 
disability pension in 1886, but his claim was rejected on the ground that the 
claimant was unable to furnish evidence of officers and comrades to establish 
origin of the same during his naval service. 

The claimant is over seventy 8 of age and is practically blind in the right 
eye. Heis also paideia Stic ed by disease and is without property of any 
kind, dependent upon his labor, 

He was granted a pension by special act of Congress, at the rate of $8 per 
month, at the first session of the Fiftieth Congress. His disabilities and needs 

ve i so much, however, that his pension is insufficient to supply ab- 
solute necessities. 

The testimony of Dr. C. E. Wilbeck shows that in addition to his blindness of 
right eye the claimant is severely disabled by double inguinal hernia, chronic 
rheumatism, and inflammation of the bladder, causing great physical weakness 
and nervous prostration. 

Congress has repeatedly allowed the amount of poson provided for in the 
bill to the aged and disabled survivorsof the old Indian wars, and your commit- 
tee, bear ois the case to be a worthy one, return the bill with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


Mr. ENLOE. I make the point of order that this bill has first to 
be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asked unanimous con- 
sent that the committee be discharged from its consideration, and no 
objection was made; therefore it is before the House. 

Mr. ENLOE. ‘That is all right. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JEANIE BRENT DAVENPORT. 


Mr. RANDALL, I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 10503) 
granting an inerease of pension to Jeanie Brent Davenport. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Jeanie Brent Davenport, widow 
of Henry K, Davenport, late captain United States Navy, and allow her a pene 
sion at the rate of $50 per month from the date of the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr, RANDALL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10503) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jeanie Brent Davenport, have considered the same 
and report as follows: 

A similar bill has been introducedin and reported tothe Senate. The report 


of the Senate Committee on Pensions is numbered 1172 and contains the fol- 
oda J statements and recommendations, which are concurred in by yourcom- 
m s : 


The claimant is the widow of Henry K. Davenport, late a captain in the 
United States Navy. 
The following is the official record of Captain Davenport's service: 
Wavy DEPARTMENT, Washington, April 2, 1890. 


Henry K. Davenport was appointed a midshi, in the Navy February 19, 
1838; promoted to — midshipman May 20, 1844; promoted to master Decem- 
ber 5, 1851; to lieutenant December 19, 1852; to commander July 16, 1862; and 
to captain March 14, 1868, 4 

marear r tga and storming ot the Barrier Forts, Canton River, China, No- 
vember, 1856, 

War of 1861-1865: Repulse of Confederate steamer Jamestown in James River, 

ber, 1861; Forts Hatteras and Clark, August, 1861; Roanoke Island, Feb- 
ruary, 1862; in command of Hetzel division of five gunboats, Elizabeth City, 
N. O., and destruction of entire rebel naval force in sounds of North Carolina, 
5 1862; battle and capture of New Berne, N. C., April, 1862; defense 
of Fort Anderson, Neuse River, and repulse of Pettigrew's army, March 1 1863 ; 
received a letter of thanks from general commanding; defense of New 
andre of Hoke's army, May, 1864; . sounds of North Caro- 
lina. Was senior officer in command in sounds of North Carolina from June, 
1862, to June, 1864, and accompanied the army on expeditions wherever gun- 
Beats comic go; Three days in trenches at Fort Lincoln; defense of Washing- 

n, Y, 


F. M. RAMSEY, 5 
Chief of Bureau of Navigation, 


Navy DEPARTMENT, 
BUREAU OF NAVIGATION AND OFFICE oy DETA) 
Washington, December 6, 187 
Sin: You are informed, in reply to your letter of the 5th instant, that Henry 
K. Davenport was appointed s midshipman in the Navy on the 19th of Febru- 
ary, 1833; commissioned a lieutenant 19th December, 1852; 2 commander on the 
16th July, 1862, and a captain on the l4th March, 1868. Had performed twenty- 
one years and five months’ sea service and nine years and eleven months’ shore 


duty. 

He died at Fraugensback, Bohemia, on the 18th August, 1872, and was borne 
on the books of the United States ship Congress, as her commanding officer, at 
the date of his death, which vessel was “actually in commission,” 

By —— = the Secretary, 

ally, 
C. N. P, RODGERS, i 
Chief of Bureau, 
Hon. J. H. BAKER, 
Commissioner of Pensions, Washington, D. C. 


Mrs. Davenport has no estate and is dependent upon Dae pannon for her sup. 
port. She is far advanced in and is in very feeble health, 

Your committee are of the opinion that this is an exceptionally meritorious 
claim, Captain peated served his country conspicuously for a od of 
over thirty years and died in its service. 

In consideration of the foregoing the passage of the bill is recommended, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the t con- 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts asks unanimous consent to discharge the Committee on 
Pensions trom the further consideration of the Senate bill 721, identical 
with the House bill which has been read, and thatit be substituted for 
the House bill. 

Mr. ENLOE, Before that is agreed to, I would like to know what 
reason there is for making an exception of this case and granting a 
8 of 850 a month when the usual pension in such cases is $20. 

is is making an exception in favorof a captain’s widow, as I under- 
stand, and giving her $50 a month instead of $20, which is the pen- 
sion under the general law. I would like to know if the applicant in 
this case is receiving the legal rate of pension. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, I beg leave to state that she is receiving the legal pension, 
but she is a lady of advanced age, in ill-health, and the committee 
before whom this case was considered, in view of the eminent services 
of her husband, in view of the fact of his dying in that service, thought 
she was entitled to some consideration. A bill of this kind has passed 
the Senate and has been before our committee, 

Mr, BAKER. Has the case been reported by the House committee? 

Mr. RANDALL. It has been reported by the committee of the 
House in the report just read. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair desires to ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts if this bill has already passed the Senate and has 
now gone to the House Committee on Pensions? 

Mr, RANDALL. It has passed the Senate and gone to the House 
committee, and by them has been favorably reported. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the substitution 
of the Senate for the House bill ? 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to know if that report is an expression 
of opinion from this committee that this is an exceptional case as com- 
pared with a great many other cases in this country. I take it for 
granted that there 


the 


deserving asanother. I believe there has just been a case of reduction 
in the case of Admiral Winslow’s widow to $25 a month. I do not 
see why this kind of shuffling should go on, and I shall object. 
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Mr. RANDALL, It depends very much upon the term of service. 
This man served thirty years and died in the service. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. FITHIAN] is recognized. 


WILLIAM M, ROBINSON. 


Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 1634) for the 
relief of William M. Robinson. 
The bill was read, as follows: : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to place the name of William M. Robinson, late of Company F of 
Mounted emen Regiment Regulars, United States Army, war with Mexico, 
on the pension-rolls, at the rate of $24 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Norton) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1634) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William M. Robinson, have considered the same 
and report: 

The 8 was a corporal in Company F, United States Mounted Rifles, 
and served from June 16, 1846, to August 26, 1848, in the war with Mexico. 

He was wounded in the teft hip in action auae aa war, but his application 
for pension on account of the same was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the 

und that the wound does not cause a 3 disability. There was, 
owever, a difference of opinion between the examining surgeons as to the ex- 
ce of disability from said cause, one of the examining surgeons recom- 


_ mending the allowance of $6 per month. 


Subsequently, however, the claimant was allowed a pension at $8 per month 
on account of his Mexican war service, and he now asks an increase of said pen- 
sion to $24 per month, declaring that he is in poor health, is afflicted with ca- 
tarrh of the head, affection of liver and kidneys, and feebleness of limbs, which 
almost wholly disable him for the performance of manual labor on his farm, 
He also declares that the wound above referred to is a source of constant phys- 
ical suffering and disability, and the same increases wiih his years. 

The evidence submitted shows the claimant to be over sixty years old and 
that he is seriously disabled for the performance of manual labor. It is further 
shown that he is the owner of 150 acres of inferior land, worth all together about 
$1,000, and on this there is a mortgage of $500; he has but little personal prop- 
erty. The claimant's petition is indorsed by sixty-seven citizens of his locality. 
Papers on file show that the petitioner was giver a certificate of merit by Presi- 
dent Polk for gallant conduct at the battle of Cerro Gordo, 

In view of the facts stated, you committee are of the opinion thatthe claimisa 
meritorious one, and the bill is therefore reported back with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingiy read the third time, and passed. 


MARY L. BROWN. 


Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 11355) for 
the relief of Mary L. Brown, dependent mother of Josiah Brown, de- 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Mary L. Brown, dependent mother 
jah R. Brown, Company K, Fifty-sixth Pennsylvania Volunteers, de- 


of Jos 
ceased, upon the pension-roll of the United States at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11355) granting a pension to Mary L. Brown, submit the foliowing report: 

Mary L. Brown 
Company K, Fifty-sixth Pennsylvania Volunteers, March 6, 1862,and was dis- 
charged July 1,1865., The soldier was wounded by gunshot through right shoul- 
der-blade and the spinal column, and was pensioned therefor. The father of 
said soldier was incapacitated from manual laborat the time of his son's enlist- 
ment and until said father’s death in 1873, The soldier's wound incapacitated him 
from hard Jabor, and further, being in the spine, affected his back and hips in 
such way that he was incapable o verning or recovering himself when out 


of a perpendicular position, by which he was frequently thrown down. 


The evidence shows he was, in his struggle to maintain himself, his mother, 
and father, given light labor in the Erie depot, Susquehanna, Pa., oiling ma- 
chinery, etc, From thence he was pl sometimes on the train, where, losing 

1 by reason of his penna weakness of back and hips from his 
wound, he was found dead by the side of the track. 

Samuel Birdsall, M. D., of the medical examining board, after describing how 
the wound weakened his power to maintain his perpendicular balance, his lia- 
bility to fall, says: t 

“His death, resulting as it did from a fall from a freight-car while setting a 
brake, may justly be attributed to the disability resulting from the wound for 
which originally pensioned.” 

There is ample and satisfactory proof of dependence both at time of soldier's 
death and enl ent, but there exists a bar to the mother, who is now an ob- 
pa public charity and nearly 80 years old, getting a pension through the 

ension Office. The son, April 22, 1867, married a wife. This wife within a 
year from soldier's death married again. This husband dying, she has again 
married and has a husband living. There were nochildren born to the soldier, 
no one now drawing a pension on his account or eligible or entitled thereto. 

In view of all the foregoing facts, the long and faithful service of the soldier, 
his severe wounds, the beneficiary being eighty years old and supported by 
public charity, the committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
CONRAD M’CLAIN. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 9934) grant- 
inga pension to Conrad McClain. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is lfereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand lim- 
itations of the peusion laws, the name of Conrad McClain, late of Company F, 
One hundred and ninth Regiment of New York Infantry. 

The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9934) granting a pension to Conrad McLain, having examined and considered 
the same, report the same back to the House with the recommendation that it 


do pass, 


the dependent mother of Josiah R. Brown, who enlisted in 


Conrad McLain was a soldierin the One hundred and ninth New York Regi- 
ment, being the regiment of Colonel Catlin and General B. F. Tracy, and he 
served therein about three roe: He filed application for pension in 1 claim- 
ing for gun-shot wound in head and right forearm and chronic diarrhea, which 
was rejected on the ground that there was no pensionable disability for gun- 
shot wound in head and no record of origin in service as to the other claims. 

He was treated at Chester Hospital, at Laurel, Md., and at Harewood Hospital, 
Washington. The Adjutant-General’s report shows that he was wounded, but 
does not show the details, and the Surgeon-Generai's report shows his hospital 
treatment for wounds. His colonel, Isaac S. Catlin testifies as to his being ill 
with malarial fever, and as to his being furloughed in 1862 on account of illness, 
and testifies to his wounds, and that one of them was incurred while he was re- 
covering the colors of his regiment, the bearer of them having fallen mortally 
wounded, and also expresses the stron belief in the merit of his claim, an 
that he has never recovered from his illness, and has u letter on file to Genera 
Tracy strongly recommending this claim, 

„Comrades also swear to his illness and injuries in the same way, and Sara A, 
Young, who was a nurse at the hospital at Laurel, Md., and took care of him 
testifies as to his wounds and that they were severe. It is also shown by the 
testimony of those with whom he has worked and associated since his discharge 
that he has suffered ever since with diarrhea and general debility, and that he 
has not been able to perform anything like full manual labor. 

A medical examination was had at Maquoketa, lowa,and the wounds were 
reported with a statement that they think it probable that his disabilities were 
incurred in service, but that there were no objective signs of disease in the rec- 
tum, but say that he is entitled to a rating for a wound in the head. 

Your committee can not see wherein the 3 of the Department that there 
was no record and no proof of origin of complaint in service is justified; tha 
proof seems to be entirely satisfactory upon all of these points; and the record 
discloses no ground upon which relief should be denied him, andthe bill should 
pass. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, The question is upon ordering the bill 
to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. ENLOE. Does not the report show that this is a distinct over- 
ruling of the investigation and decision of the Pension Office, that the 
committee undertakes to say that the Pension Office did not know 
what it was doing when it decided this case? Looking at the report I 
see that this is a case in which the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
without any additional evidence whatever, undertakes to overrule the 
decision of the Pension Office, which had every facility for making an 
investigation and getting the proof. 

The report says: 

Your committee can not see wherein the ruling of the Department, that there 
is no record and no proof of origin of dar plait ta service, is justified. 

Now, sir, I do not believe it is right that Congress should undertake 
to interfere with the province and the right of the Pension Office to 
investigate these matters; I do not believe it is proper to say that Con- 
gress, on a mere ex parte statement, knows better what the evidence 
is and what the law is than the Commissioner of Pensions, 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Speaker, I have only to say in reply to the 
gentleman that if his position were correct then no pension bill should 
pass here. The only reason why these special bills are passed by Con- 
gress is that the cases have been rejected in the Pension Office. 

Mr. ENLOE. I understand that the cases have been rejected in the 
Pension Office, but they have not all been rejected on the ground that 
there is no proof of the origin of the disease in the service. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Some have been rejected for one reason and some 
for another, but they have all been rejected, and the principle is the 
same in all these cases, = 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Congress has always undertaken to exercise a 
wider discretion than can be allowed to a bureau of the Government 
which is controlled in its administration by the provisions of a statute. 
Congress, being the law-making power, undertakes to broaden out the 
application of the general principle. 

It is for that reason that many of these cases come here, and in our 
action upon them, while there is apparently an overruling of the Pen- 
sion Office, when you get down to the ultimate principle of the matter 
you find that the action of Congress is rather the exercise of a disere- 
tion which could not well be intrusted to a subordinate of the law- 
making power. 

Mr. ENLOE. I understand that Congress has laid down certain 
rules for the investigation of these cases, 

Mr. GROSVENOR, It can hardly be said that there is any fixed 
rule. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, Congress has declared certain general principles 
which are to regulate the granting of pensions, and proof must be of- 
fered to bring the case within the provisions of the law. 

Mr. SHIVELY. This case would not be here if that rule governed 

Congress. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. For instance, the Pension Office is not allowed 
to pension a man who has not been mustered into the service and hon- 
orably discharged; but Congress sometimes pensions men who were 
wounded before they were mustered in, thus exercising a discretion 
that it would not commit to an executive bureau. This seems to me 
to be one of that class of cases. 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not see anything in this case to satisfy my mind 
that it is exceptional at all. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. This is one of the lowest grades of pensions, only 
$8 a month. 

Mr. ENLOE. I know it is the entering-point of the wedge; when 
the wedge gets in it will be driven up to the head. That is the way 
this pension business goes. Mr. Speaker, I am not content to see this 
bill pass, and I object t~ it. 
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The question being taken on ordering the bill to be engrossed and 
read a third time, there were—ayes 45, noes 1. 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not like to make the point of no quorum”? on 
this bill, but I do not think it ought to pass. 

Several MEMBERS. Let the bill be withdrawn. 

Mr. ENLOE. L shall make the point unless the bill be withdrawn. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I ask to withdraw the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the bill will be 
withdrawn. 

JOHN L. RUSSELL. 


Mr. GEST. I ask consent for the present consideration of the bill 
(S. 329) granting a pension to John L. Russell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John L. Russell, who served in 
Capt. Peter Butler’s company of mounted rangers in the Black Hawk war, and 
pey him a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill S. 32%, have con- 
sidered the same, and report as follows: 

Said reportis accompanied by Senate sears No. 586. Your committee adopt 
the same as their report and recommend the passage of the bill. 

[Senate Report No, 586, Fifty-first Congress, first seasion.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 329) granting 
{a pension] to John L. Russell, who served in Capt. Peter Butler's com yof 
mounted rangers in the Black Hawk war, have examined the same, and report 
that, as shown by the records of the War Department, the claimant was en- 
listed and served in the Illinois Battalion of Mounted Rangers in the war 
against Black Hawk and the Confederated Indian tribes in 1832. The claim- 

_ ant isnow eighty-two as of age, he has no means or property, and is depend- 
ent upon friends for his support and maintenance. 

In accordance with the precedents in cases of such service we recommend 
the passage of the bill, 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; read the third time, and 


. 


DAVID SHIVELY. 


Mr. BUNN. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 5628) to increase the 
pension of David Shively. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to increase the pension of David Shively, late of Company E, One hun- 
dred and fourteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, from $36 per 
month to $50 per month. 


The report (by Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5628) 
to increase the pension of David Shively, report back the same and recommen 
that it do x 

David Shively was a private in the One hundred and fourteenth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers in the late war, and wasseverely wounded at Gettys- 
burgh, having lost one eye and the use of his right arm, which is now a useless 
member, dangling by his side. After the close of the war he was appointed 
keeper at the Federal cemetery at Baligh, N. C., which position he held till 
his failing health, caused by the wound in his head received at Gettysburgh, 
forced him to resign. 

Then he attempted evangelical work, but this was too much for him and he 
was forced to abandon it. His mind is now much impaired and he is an inmate 
ofan infirmary in Philadelphia, Pa., totally unable to do anything for the su 
port of his family, who now reside in Raleigh, N. C. His mental condition is 
caused by the wound received at Gettysburgh, the ball still remaining in the 
head. The relief asked for ought to be granted. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


RUFUS SQUIRE. 


Mr. BREWER. I ask consent to call up the bill (H. R. 4328) grant- 
ing a pension to Rufus Squire. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension. roll. subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rufus Squire, late a private in the 
United States Marine Corps. p 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4328) grant- 
ing a on to Rufus a hag) have considered the same and report as follows: 
id bill is identical with House bill 421 of the Fiftieth Congress, which was 
reported favorably to the House by your committee in report No. 287, first 
session. Your committee adopt said report as applicable to this bill and re- 
port the bill back with the recommendation that it do pass, 
[House Report No. 287, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 

‘The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 421) grant- 
ing spene to Rufus Squire, having considered the same, beg leave to report 
as follows: 4 

Rufus Squire enlisted as a private in the United States Marine Co 
1847, and was discharged August 29, 1847. He served during peri 
upon the United States steam-ship Michigan, 

On June 12, 1880, he filed in the Bureau of Pensions a declaration for pension, 
in which declaration he alleged that during a severe storm upon Lake Michi- 
gan. while descending from the main to the berth deck, he slipped and fell, re- 
ceiving an injury which resulted in bernia of the right side. 

The claim was rejected by the Pension Office August 1, 1887, upon the ground 
that the records of the War Department fail to show incurrence of said hernia 
in line of duty, and claimant’s declared inability to furnish testimony showing 
origin in service and in line of duty. 

In an affidavit filed March 22, 1887, the claimant states that during a passage 
from Chicago to Cheboygan the Michigan experienced very rough weather, and 
that it was necessary to keep the deck around thesmoke-stack wet; that he told 
the officer of the deck to get permission for him and he would go up there and 
k the deck wet; that permission was got for him, and he kept the deck wet 
until the ship got into Cheboygan, where, when the deck was cooled, he went 


„July 26, 
indicated 


down to the main d and going from there to the berth deck he fell by his 
feet rs a pape oe inju himself in the right side, which proved to be the rupture 
on which he claims a pension. : 

The applicant furnishes no proof other than his own statement showing the 
origin of alleged rupture. The affidavits of Dr. Carlos Glazin, Samuel James, 
and Howland, a sister of applicant, shows snay that prior to en- 
listment the applicant was physically a sound man, and he was free from 
hernia,and also that upon his return to his former home, following his dis- 
he was suffe from hernia of the right side. 
ow that 


upon the evidence in the case. in the 
our committee is of the opinion that, in view 


was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MRS, KATE LANE TOWNES. 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I ask the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 7422) granting a pension to Mrs. Kate Laue Townes, widow of 
Col. Robert R. Townes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Kate Lane Townes, widow of Col. 
Robert R. Townes, late chief of staff of Fifteenth Aay Corps, commanded by 
Maj. Gen. John A. Logan, United States Army, upon the pension-roll, and pay 
her a pension of $50 per month. i 


The report (by Mr. Lewis) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7422) granting a pension to Mrs. Kate Lane Townes, widow of Col. Robert R. 
Townes, submit the following report: 

Mrs. Kate Lane Townes is the widow of Col. Robert R. Townes, late colonel 
and assistant adjutant-general of United States volunteers. Colonel Townes 
served during the late war with great distinction and was a member of the staff 
of General John A, Logan, and was adjutant-general and chief of staff of Fif- 
teenth Army Corps. - 

He died recently, leaving a widow in very indigentcircumstances. Hisardu- 
ous service fastened upon hima disease which largely incapacitated him for 
businessduring the remainder of his life. 

An abstract of the military record of Colonel Townes, furnished by the Adju- 
tant-General of the United States Army, is hereto appended: 


Abstract of the military record of Robert R. Townes, late colonel and assistant ad- 
jutant-general of the United States volunteers, compiled from the records of this 
ofice. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, March 22,1890. 

Ile served as a private of Company I, Thirty-first Illinois Volunteers, from 
August 15, 1861, to March 1, 1862, and as first lieutenant of that regiment until he 
accepted his appointment as captain and assistant adjutant-general of volun- 
teers. 

He was appointed captain and assistant adjutant-general of volunteers to rank 
from May 1, 1862, and major and assistant adjutant-general of volunteers to 
rank from April 23, 1863. 

He resigned February 28, 1865. 

He served with the rank of lieutenant-colonel and assistant adjutant-general, 
under the act of July 17, 1862, from June 29, 1864, to the date of his resignation. 

He served as assistant adjutant-general of the First Division, Reserve Corps, 
Army of the Tennessee, and subsequently of the district of Jackson Depart- 
ment of Tennessee, from June, 1862. to January 11, 1863; of the Third Division, 
Seventeenth Corps, to November, 1863, and of the Fifteenth Corps from Decem- 
ber 17, 1863, to January 29, 1865, when relieved and on awaiting orders to date 


of resignation, 
J. C. KELTON, Adjulant-General. 
The committee, believing thisto be a more than ordinarily meritorious case, 
report back the bill (H. R. 7422) and do recommend its — amended, how- 
ever, by striking out all of line 8 and inserting therein i the words sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.“ 


The amendment recommended by the committee in the concluding 
paragraph of the report was read and to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en „and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

JEREMIAH WHITE. 

Mr. KELLEY. 1 ask the present consideration of the bill (S. 762) 
granting a pension to Jeremiah White, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Bo tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jeremiah White, late private Capt. 
Hart Fellow’s Company, Second Regiment Illinois Cavalry, Black Hawk war. 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred tne bill (S. 762) granting a 
pension to Jeremiah White, have considered the same and report: ~ 

The bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 254. Your committee ado; 
said report as their report and respectfully recommend the passage of the 

[Senate Report No. 254, Fifty-first Congress, first sesslon. ] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 762) granting 

a paonon to Jeremiah White, have examined the same and report: 
eremiah White was a soldier in Capt. Hart Felkon's Company, Second Reg- 

iment Illinois Cayalry, Black Hawk war. n 

That he incurred the disability for which he claims pension, viz, dislocation 
of left ankle, near Rock Island, III., in the year 1831. 

The claim was rejected by the Commissioner of Pensions on the 


by und of 
no record and the inability of the claimantto furnish testimony.” 


e claim- 


snt explains his inability to comply with the requirements of the Pension Of- 
fice by stating, under oath, that his comrades are nearly all dead ; that the 
present addresses of his surviving comrades are unknown. The testimony of 
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— — however, is furnished, and is direct and conclusive. Medical ex- 
aminations show the wounds as claimed. . 
cases of this class. The claimant is now nearly eighty years of age, and very 


poor, 
We recommend the passage of the bill. i 


The bill was ordered to a third rcaling, read the third time, and 


MRS. MARY B. CUSHING. 


Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 11773) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Mary B. Cushing. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary H. , mother of the late 
Lieut, Alonzo H, Cushi A, Fourth United States Artillery, who was 


ng, 
killed at the battle of Gettysburgh; also the mother of Howard B, Cushing, late 


first lieutenant Third United States Cavalry, who was killed in battle by In- 
dians, in Arizona, in 1871; also the mother of William B. Cushing, commander 
United States Navy, who commanded at the sinking of the Confederate war 

Albemarle during the war of the rebellion, who died in 1877, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $100 per month, in lieu of the pension she now receives, 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say in reference 
to this bill, that it received the unanimous report of the committee in 
its favor, with the exception of an amendment reducing the amount 
asked for to $50 per month. That report is not here at this time. It 
was filed by the committee with the request that it be withheld for use 
this evening, but by reason of a misunderstanding it has been sent to 
the printer, and not wishing further delay, with your permission, Mr. 
Speaker, and that of the House, I will supply the report by a state- 
ment in connection with the beneficiary of this bill. 

Mrs. Cushing is the widow of a lineal descendant of Mr. Justice 
Cushing, of the first Supreme Court of the United States, and is her- 
self the honored daughter of a most patriotic family. Her hushand 
died in 1850, leaving to her charge a family of children dependent 
upon her. Remaining true to the memory of her dead husband, with 
the most unselfish devotion she gave her life and her energies to the 
proper rearing of those who in their tender years had been left to her 
affectionate charge. 

How well she performed this duty, and the result, is now written 
upon the imperishable pages of our country’s history by four of her 
bo: 


In 1861, when the war between the States broke out, without hesi- 
tation she gave to the cause of the Union Lieut. Alonzo H. Cushing, 
Battery A, Fourth United States Artillery, on whose account she now 
has a pension of $17 per month and who became one of the heroes of 
Gettysburgh; who, on the third day of that historic and decisive bat- 
tle, while holding his lacerated bowels with one hand and firing a can- 
non with the other—having already been ordered to retire on account 
of his wounds, but answering, Let me give them one more shot — 
then died upon the field. 

Her son, William B. Cushing, lieutenant United States Navy, in one 
of the most thrilling exploits of the war blew up the Confederate iron- 
clad Albemarle, for which he received the thanks of Congress, the grati- 
tude of his country, with promotion tothe rank of commander, as well 
as the most erous admiration from his antagonists; the captain of 
the Albemarle afterwards, in writing of the event, said, No more gal- 
lant thing was done during the war.“ 

Her son, Howard B. Cushing, first lieutenant Third United States 
Cavalry, fell at the head of his troop in as desperate a charge against the 
Indians in Arizona as that in which the lamented Custer fell on the 
tragic field on the Little Big Horn. Her son Milton died in the naval 
service. The mother of the Gracchi never pointed with more pride to 
her jewels than did this mother of heroes, and no Spartan mother, 
who sent her sons to the field of battle in defense of Sparta, with the 
injunction to return with their shields or upon them, ever manifested 
more heroic, self-sacrificing devotion to country than did this now 
venerable lady. 

I do not believe, Mr. Speaker, there is a member of this House—I 
know there is not on this side—who will not eagerly embrace this op- 
portunity to manifest by his vote his reverence and affectionate re- 
gard for this old mother of the Republic, who at the age of eighty- 
two years, in the beautiful city of St. Joseph, in my district, with an 
only daughter and only child, calmly awaits the summons to join her 
husband and her glorious boys in the land of shadows. 

Mr. ENLOE. To what pension would this widow be entitled under 
the general law ? 

Mr, MORRILL. Under the general law she could draw pension 
for only one son; she could of course draw for the son who held the 
highest rank. I su the pension would be $25 or $30 a month. 
She gave four sons to her country, but the general law does not author- 
ize ihe genting of a pension for each son; otherwise she would proba- 
bly ve $100 a month. 

Mr. ENLOE. Did they die in the service? 

Mr. MORRILL. All four did, or rather, I should say, three died from 
wounds in the service and one died since. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment, 

The amendment was adopted. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ALEXANDER FORSYTH. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iask unanimous consent to consider the bill (H. 
R. 6218) to increase the pension of Alexander Forsyth. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed 
0 the pension of Alexander Forsyth, late of Company K, Eleventh 
Wisconsin Volunteers, to $30 a month, 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
oY) to increase the pension of Alexander Forsyth, submit the following re- 


port: 
Claimant was granted an increase by special act in the Forty-ninth Congress, 
Following is the report which was submitted by the committee at that time: 
“Claimant enlisted September 10, 1861, in Company C, Second Regiment Re- 
serye Corps, and was discharged November 2, 1864. He applied fora n 
in August, 1865, for gunshot wound of right leg, which was granted. In addi- 
tion he received a slight wound in the shoulder, In 1880 he applied for an in- 
crease, alleging rheumatism, pares | from the wounds. This was rejected on 
the ground that th sign of that disease. M. 
physician of high standing and character, who has been claimant's family phy- 
sician for nine years, testifies that he has been unfit for an jaor — account of 
that e. 
*“ Claimant is now seventy-two years of age, without means of a ga and 
wounds 


was received while a prisoner of war in Mississippi, and he 
was unable to make the required proof.” 


cumstances, and utterly incapaci for the performance of any labor. The 
rated at $20, and as this rating was fixed by special act the Pension 
Bureau can not incresse it under existing law, 
Your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. MARYETT VAILLE. 

Mr. WILLCOX. I ask unanimous consent to consider the bill (H. 
R. 7815) IE a pension to Maryett Vaille. 

The bill is as follows: 

Beit ete., That the Secreta: f the Interior be, and he h: . 
aik gone pr Poasa to place the — — Mrs. rr pete Vaille on ne Band rl 
roll, subject to the provis and limitations of the sion laws of the United 


States, as the widow of Virgil L. Vaille, deceased, a soldier of Company I, Tenth 
Massachusetts Regiment, in the war of 1861-1865. 


The report (by Mr. Crate) is as follows: 

J 8 
ng a pension le, submit the fo! ng re 3 

That pyes Vaille is widow of Virgil L. Vaille, 3 I, Tenth Massa- 
chusetts Volunteers, who enlisted April 28, 1861. The ow was married to 
soldier in 1858. They had two children, one in 1859 and one in 1861. It is al 
he died about August 18, 1863. The Adjutant-General’s Office records show him 

resent on rolls of his company from muster to August 31, 1862. September and 
Getober, 1862, absent sick, in Harewood Hospital, Washington, D. C. So reported 
till February 28, 1863, March and — oe 1863; discharged from Harewood Hospital ; 
ordered to regiment; never repo . May and June, 1863, same report; July 
and August, 1863; August 1, 1803; dropped from subsequent rolls to 
muster-out roll of company, dated July 1, 1864, reports him deserted January, 
1863. No individual or detached muster-out roll on file. 

Hospital record shows: Admitted to Harewood Hospital October 12, 1862, and 
is reported present to February 28, 1863. Name 8 Was admitted to same 
hospital September 7, 1862, and is reported discharged March 24, 1863. 

is family, wife, and friends are all convinced he died about that time. A 
letter on file, written by one Frank Prescott, says all that is known and can be 
ascertained is that he and his comrades started from the hospital to join their regi- 
ment, and on the way it is supposed Vaille, from sickness and fatigue, fell back 
and was captured, or killed, or died. There is no record or knowledge of him 
sinee. Io ed an affidavit from his captain to this effect, and sent it to you 
something over a year since.” 

His widow waited until September 5, 1879, before filing her claim, which was 
rejected for want of proof of death. She has hada hard struggle for all these 
83 taining herself and family by her own labor, and is now almost beyond 
work. 

Your committee believe there is evidence enough on which to mo death in 
service, besides the legal presumption of death from lapse of time. The soldier 
had father, mother, brothers and aes, anda wife, and up to the time of his sup- 
posed death their relations were friendly and affectionate, thus in a measure 
overcoming any suspicion of voluntary absence or desertion. 

Your committee recommend the passage of this bill granting this poor widow a 
pension. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; aud being engrossed, it was ac- 


cordingly read the third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL D. HARPER. 

Mr. FLICK. Lask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1506) granting relief to Samuel D. Harper. 

The bill and report were read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. ENLOE. I object. 

The SPEAKER tempore. Objection being made, the bill will 
be considered as withdrawn. 


JOHN n. ROPER. 
Mr. QUINN. I ask unanimous consent for the 
tion of the bill (H. R. 11075) for the relief of John 
The bill is as follows: 


„ the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place the name of John B. Roper, late a lieutenant of Company A, 


resent considera- 
Roper. 


Avausr 22, 


1890. 
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Second Kegiment Illinois Volunteers in Mexican war, upon the pension-rolls at 
the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the pension of $17 now being received by said 
Roper. 


The report (by Mr. De Lano) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. WD met 
igi = increase of pension to John B. Roper, have considered the same, report 
as follows: 


service 
resulting piles. On account of the disability 
from these diseases he is now in receipt of a pension at the rate of $17 per 


Two examinations by medical boards have been held in the claimant's case, and 
it is stated in (he certificates of each that the claimant is, by reason of his pen- 
sioned disabilities and disease of the heart, totally incapacitated for the perform- 
ance of any manual labor. 

The Pension Bureau refused. however, to t the disease of heart as a result 
of the diseases for which Mr. Roper is pensioned, and his claim for increase was, 
in consequence, rejected. 

The claimant is now about seventy-five years old. partially paralyzed, and re- 
quires the constant care and attention of others. He has no 8 means 
aside from his pension of $17 per month, and this amount, in view of his physical 
condition, is insufficient to support him. 

The degree of disability existing ia, in the opinion of your committee, sufficient 
to entitle this soldier to a pension of $30 per month we therefore recommend 
the amendment of the bill toallow that sum; also the word second“ in line 
5 be stricken ont, and the word first be substituted therefor, and that with 
these amendments the bill do pass. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were adopted. 
The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time 
and passed. 
D. M. MILLER. 


Mr. SMITH, of West Virginia. I ask unanimous consent for the 

resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 8928) granting a pension to 
D. M. Miller. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to 
tations of the pension laws, the name of D. M. 
C, First Virginia Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. Lani) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8928) 
granting a pension to Daniel M. Miller, submit the following report: 

The testimony filed with the committee clearly shows that the soldier enlisted 
in Company C, First Virginia Cavalry of the United States, in 1861, and that 
while in c with said company, at Elizabeth, now a town in West 9 
and before said soldier was mustered into the service, the rebels attacked sai 
town and fired in and w said company, and the soldier, being then and there 
in said company and in of duty. was struck by a ball from the enemy in the 
knee, about the 18th day of October, 1861, and was and is permanently, bled 
and was unable to be sworn into the service when said company left the town, 
and was confined to his house for nearly a year and has been unfit for duty in the 
Army ever since. 

‘These facts are fally proven by the captain of — srr i and several comrades 
a seers pce Rin of said company who were present when said injury was received 

said an 8 
The committee report the bill back with a recommendation that the bill do 
pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 


RICHARD JACKSON. 


' Mr. WILSON, of West Virgjnia. I ask unanimous consent forthe 
resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 4508) granting a pension to 
Richard Jackson. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of existing laws, the name of Richard Jackson, of Jefferson County, 
West Virginia. who was wounded while serving as a teamster in the United States 
Army in the Valley of Virginia. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


‘The Committees on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4508) 
angle a pears to Richard Jackson, of Jefferson County, W. Va., report the 
same favorably. 

Richard Jackson was employed as a teamster in March, 1582, in the quarter- 
master's service in Gen Banks's army, then invading the valley of Virginia. 
About the 10th of May, 1862, while driving his team and foraging for the 
Army, the detachment to which he belonged was attacked; said Jackson 
shot in the left leg and wounded below the knee and taken 97 by the Con- 
federates. Several weeks atterward in an effort to escape he was shot again in 
the groin and the ball is still lodged in his body. 

He was a stalwart man of unusual strength and vigor before receivin, 
wounds and has been lame and unable to de a man's full work since. a 
colored man and a slave he was unable after his second wound to escape from his 


tors. 
lis statements are fully confirmed by affidavits, and among them are found 
those of Mr. Charles J. Manning, to whose family Jackson belon, and also of 
Dr. John D. 1 a Confederate surgeon who treated his w. ‘Hon. W. L. 
Wilson also testifies that he has known Jackson from his earliest 


and is hereby, author- 
e provisions and limi- 
er, late a private in Company 


2 


t 


these 


Wo recommend that the pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to be en- 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ly read the third time, and passed. e 


ASENATU TURNER. 


Mr. RAINES. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 8381) to increase the pension of Asenath Tur- 
ner, a Revolutionary pensioner. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to increase the i of Sam 


The report (by Mr. Dx Laxo) was read, as follows: 

The Committees on Pensions, to whom waa referred the bill (a R. 8381) t- 
ing an increase of pension to Asenath Turner, have the same end re. 

rt: 

The claimant's late husband, Samuel Dunham, was a private in the Connecticut 
Line, war of the Revolution, and sheis now a pensioner at $12 per month on ae- 
count of his service. 

The evidence accompanying the bill shows that the claimant is past eighty-four 
years of and that her sole property is $50 in bank to pay funeral ee a 
life interest in a small dwelling-house, and 10 acres of unproductive lani This 
property is covered by a mo: e of $300, and the t has the interest to 
pay: She has an invalid son who is dependent upon her for support, and her 
hort! Brza raea inar araramis sion and the land referred to. 

here are ents for the allowance of tho increase for in the bill, 
and the bill is therefore reported back with the recommendation that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET HETZEL, 


Mr. FORMAN. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 9518) for the relief of Margaret Hetzel. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the act entitled “An act to restore pensions in certain 
cases,” approved June 9, 1880, shall be construed so as to include within its pro- 
visions Hetzel, Fairfax County, Virginia. 

The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9518) for the 
purpose of construing the act entitled An act to restore in certain 
cases,” sapere’ June 9, 1880, having had the same under consideration, submit 
the following report: 

The committee believe that the act of June 9, 1880, was intended to include the 


widows of officers of the Army as well as those of the Navy. 

Mrs. Hetzel is the widow of Col. Abner Rivière lags aly uated at West 
Point June 30, 1827 ; was lieutenant of infantry July 1, 1827; was assist- 
ant quartermaster March 24, 1835, to July 7, 1838; was first lieutenant Ji 


There ees no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 


HARRISON DE F. YOUNG. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2616) granting an increase of pension to 
Harrison De F. Young. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the roll,. sub — 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harrison F. Youn 
Second Regiment of New Hampshire Volunteers, at such rate as 
abilities shall entitle him to. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN. The report, Mr. Speaker, in that ease is rather 
lengthy, and I have the facts collated here which I think I can state 
very briefly, and I believe they will be satisfactory, without con- 
suming very much of the time of the House. 

This man enlisted in the Second New Pewee mati Regiment the Ist 
day of June, 1862, and served until the 21st day of June, 1864. He 
was pensioned on March 5, 1880, his disability being rated at one- 
half total, resulting from malarial poisoning, contracted in June, 
1862, in the Chickahominy swamps. is pension was increased by 
a special act, passed in 1884, to $20 per month. 

The present bill was introduced in the Senate and asked an in- 
crease of pension to $50 per month. It was amended in that body, 
giving the increase according to the disability as ascertained by tho, 
medical examination. In the application for increase at the Pen- 
sion Bureau the applicant avers an increased disability resultin 
from malarial poisoning ; enlargement of the spleen; nearly tota 
deafness of the left ear, and increasing; hernia of the right and left 
side; continual ringing in the ears; severe and continuous pains in 
the head, causing loss of memory; and that his health is so impaired 
that he is confined to his bed one or two days each week and requires 
the continuous aid and attention of another person. 

The proof of the averment is furnished in an affidavit of Mr. Ossian 
Ray, a representative in the assembly of New Hampshire, formerly 
a member of this House; by Dr. Oscar Worthly, assistant surgeon 
of his regiment, who treated him ever since the close of the war and 
daring the war, and also by Captain Hilliard, of the same company 
and regiment, who served with him the aged pao’ his compan 
and regiment. The proof seems to be clear and conclusive as to hi 
pam disability ; but the Senate, instead of giving him $50 a month, 

ve determined that the pension shall be on the rating 11 oo: 


disability as may be shown on the examination of the medical 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a 
third reading, and being read the third time, was passed. 


JAMES R. REED. 


Mr. HEARD. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 10036) granting a pension to James B. Reed. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the m laws, the name of James B. Reed, and pay him a pension 
of $20 per month in lieu of that be is now receiving, the said James B. Reed be- 
ing now in receipt of a pension of $8 per month on account of services rendered 
as a soldier in Mexican war. 


The amendment of the committeo was read, as follows: 


Amend by striking out the word ‘‘twenty-four” and inserting in lieu thereof 
the word “twenty.” 


The report (by Mr. Norton) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions. to whom was referred the bill 
oe eens of pension to James B. Reed, have considered 
as follows: 4 

This soldier was a private in Company D, Second Missouri Mounted Volunteers, 
and served from July 81, 1846, to September 17, 1847, in the war with Mexico. He 
is now in receipt of a pension, at $8 per month, on account of said service. 

‘The claimant is now about sixty-three ioe of age and in a helpless condition 
from chronic nervous rheumatism affect ng the spine, 5 — and lower extremi- 
ties. He requires the constant attention of a nurse and he is dependent upon 
more for a support. His wife is old and can do but little towards gaining a live- 

The facts are substantiated by the testimony of Dr. A. F. Sneed, E. J. Wal- 
lace, and other mtable citizens of Boone County, Missouri. It is also shown 
that the claimant is an honorable and worthy man. 

In view of the facts stated above, your committee recommend that the bill do 

amended, however, as follows: By striking out the words “twenty-four” in 
ine 6 and substituting in licu thereof the word “twenty,” so as to allow a pen- 
sion at $20 per month. 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


R. 10036) t- 
same and sae 


RUTH 8. BYRON. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6407) to restore to the pension-roll the 
name of Ruth S. Byron. 7 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to restore to the pension-roll the name of Ruth Stewart Byron, 
of Stewart, Athens County, Ohio, and pay her a pension as widow of Capt. 
Charles Byron, from the 28th day of March, 1885, during widowhood. 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 


Amend by striking out all after the word ‘ Byron," in line 6, and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: To take effect from the passage of this act.” 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6407) 
for restoration of pension to Mrs. Ruth Stewart Byron, have had the same under 
consideration and beg leave to submit the following report: 

The petitioner was pensioned as widow of Capt. Charles Byron. She was mar- 
ried March 28, to Sylvanus W. Payne, himself a pensioner, and thereby lost 
her pension. She bas since been divorced and restored to her former name, as 
appears from a transcript of the decree among the papers. The evidence is not 
in the record; but the court found the facts alle, n her petition to be true. 


She was induced to m , forfeit her pension, and go from her home in Ohio to 
California by a series of and fraudulent representations that would vitiate 
any other than a contract. The de of the cruelty, deception, and 
fraud practiced upon estimable lady to induce her to leave her home in Ohio 


and live in California, and pay her own expenses to and froand while there, 
omitted for obvious reasons. 

The member of Congress from the district in which she resides has known her 
for many years and is familiar with the facts of the caso, and in an oral statement 
to the committee has satisfied each member of the merits of the claim for relief by 
restoration. The decree contains these words: 

“And the court farther finds, upon the evidence adduced, that the defendant 
has been guilty vet Abr neglect o! duty toward the petitioner for three years next 
before the filin the petition herein in failing to support the plaintiff with any 
of the n jes of life, aa is stated in said petition, and that by reason thereof 
sbe is entitled to a divorce as prayed for, and that the defendant has been guilt 
of frand toward the plaintiff 3 and inducing her to marry him, in all 
repens aa is alleged in the petition, and that said petition is in all respects trne.” 

our committee are of the opinion that the m ge of Mrs. Byron should be 
regarded as void from its inception, and that her pension should be restored to 
her from March 28, 1885, and they accordingly recommend that this bill do pass; 
amended, however, by striking out all after the word“ Byron“ in line 6, and in- 
serting therein instead the words "to take effect from the passage of this act. 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


are 


MARGARET PRATT. 


Mr. SHIVELY. Lask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
1 of the bill (H. R. 7964) granting a pension to Margaret 

ratt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Sceretary of the Interior be, and he — an: 
thorized and directed to place on the m-roll the name of Margaret Pratt, 
mother of Eu A. Pratt, late a private in Company H, Bai ovont Regi- 
ment ee nfantry Volunteers, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
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The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7964) 

ting a pension to 1 Pratt, have considered the same and submit the 
ollowing report made to the Fiftieth : 

The claimant herein was the mother of Eugene A. Pratt, who enlisted August 


4. 1 as a private in Com hty-seventh Indiana Volunteers, and was 
fastantly killed at the battle of Chief age September 19, 1868. 

“The husband 
died of pulmona 
dier was almost port 
ment. When he enlisted in the Army he adhd the claimant and her husband 
(father of the soldier) his personal property and up to the time 
of his untimely death sent to them about all the money he received for his sery- 
ices, and it is stated that the day before his death he sent a package of money to 
them, the receipt of which is shown. 

Some time after the death of claimant's husband, in 1877, she remarried with one 
Hunsley, whose treatment of her was so cruel that she applied for and was granted 
a di and her name changed to Pratt, as formerly. 

“The claimant is now in almost an entirely helpless condition from hernia, gen- 
eral debility, and old age, and her entire income will not exceed $50 per 7 5 

In y= Pre she made application for pension as the dependent mother of the 
deceased soldier, and the same was rejected on the ground that, having remarried 
since the death of the soldier, and the claim not being filed until June 18, 1887, there 
was no period under the law for which pension could be paid. 

FOE hd, cogs is being paid to any one on account of the services and death of the 

After carefully considering all the facts of this case the committee believe the 
relief asked for by claimant ought to be granted, and we therefore submit a favor- 
able report, and recommend the passage of the bill.“ 


The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, was read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS TODD. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 843) granting a pension to 
Thomas Todd. X 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Todd, late of Company K, 
Third Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensi to whom was referred the bill (S. 843) 
granting a pension to Thomas Todd, submit the following report: 

Your committee adopt the report of the Senate, which is as follows: 

“Thomas Todd, an enlisted man of Company K, Third Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
mustered June 15, 1861, discharged December 31, 1861, in eee as stated 
in certificate of disability, of an injury to his right arm recei previous to his 
enlistment.’ He alleges that this record is erroneous, and claims a pension for 
fracture of the right arm sustained while in the line of his duty in discharging a 
wagon load of commissary stores. 

In support of his claim, he adduces the testimony of his captain that he suf- 
fered from an injury to his arm during his service; of a number of comrades as to 
his sound physical condition at the time of his enlistment, and as to his suffering 
from 9 reputed in camp to have been sustained in the manner alleged b 
his parents and by citizen acquaintances of their knowledge of his health 
strength prior to his enlistment. His family physician testifies that he was per- 
sonally uainted with Todd for some time before he enlisted, and was his family 
physician for 8 At that time he was of sound body. 

Examined his condition on his return from the Army, ound his arm had 

order to relieve the de- 


been injured and not properly attended to; told him, 
formity, it would have to be broken over.’ 
e 25th August, 1862, Todd re-enlisted as a bungler in Company A, Seven- 
December 10, 1 as stated in 


“On 
teenth Pennsylvania Cavalry, and was di 

the certificate of disability because of an ununited fracture of the bones of the 
right forearm.’ 

The claim for pension was filed in 1879, and was rejected upon account of the 
record exhibiting disability prior to enlistment. On appeal the law clerk of the 
Pension Office declared his opinion ‘that the evidence relating to soundness and 
freedom from any ep of the arm at date of enlistment in Company K, Third 
Ohio Volunteers, is sufficient to rebut the record.“ 

“ Your committee concur in this conclusion, and further agree that the fracture 
of the arm occurred during the period of his service in Company K, Third Ohio 
Volunteers. 

pon the question whether or not the 
no farther evidence is adduced except the affidavit of the claimant. 

“James McCartney, who enlisted at the time, de that in the fall of 1861, 
at Camp Elkwater, W. Va., he saw Todd with one of his arms in a sling, and that 
he (Todd) informed him he had received the injury while unloading barrels of 

rk and other stores from a wagon, and that Todd performed no duty after that 


ate. 

John Bigger, a comrade, testifies that while on duty at Camp Elkwater, W. 
Va., in October, 1961, while assisting in unloading supplies, Todd's arm was ac- 
cidentally badly injured. Bi, was not an eye-witness of the accident, but rec- 
ollects the circumstances as detailed to him at the time, and that tor a consider- 
able od thereafter his arm was borne in a k 

“James W. Finley and James Couple téstify that the report of his injary in 
the manner alleged by him was brought to camp before he came; that he arrived 
shortly afterward injured as reputed, snd was under surgical treatment, unfit for 
duty. and bearing his arm in a sling. 

James McGurley, a ee Says: 

I know that he was inj in the right arm at the elbow while driving the 
team in Camp Elkwater. He was hurt while unloading pork. I saw his arm in 
asling. I know from what the doctor said his arm was fractured. I know he 
was in the line of duty when he got hurt.“ 

“McGurley, however, does not say he saw the accident. This claim has been 
referred for report to four special examiners. 

Special Examiner Charles Hanbach, May 21, 1887, says the claim has merit.’ 

i Sapa Examiner W. N. Pickerell, June 9, 1887, says ‘the claim is one of de- 
c merit.’ 

„Special Examiner Mayes, August 13, 1887, says tho claim is meritorions.’ 

“Spec Examiner R. W. D. Packer says: es 

fen the testimony it is probable that claimant was injured as he alleges, 
but it is not proven, at least not to my satisfaction, and as he appears unable ta 
furnish better or more positive proof Í think the claim should be rejected.’ 

It stands rejected 1 of evidence the inj was incurred in 
the line of duty. Your committee are of opinion that the weight of the evidence 
is decidedly in favor of the claimant upon this point; that he was asound man at 

date of iment; that the injury, on account of which the pension is claimed, 


ury was sustained in the line of duty, 


T 
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was sustained by the claimant in the service of the United States in the line of 
his duty, and that he is entitled to the pension allotted by law to such injury. 
They recommend that the bill pass.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the third reading 
of the bill. Without objection, the bill will be read a third time, 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I think we had better stand by the 
Pension Office on that. I object. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I hope the tleman will 
notobject. Every witness in this case except one testifies positively 
as to the facts of the case, that the man was injured in the service. 
His family physician testifies as to his soundness before he enlisted. 
He saw him immediately afterward. Everybody testifies that the 
injury was incurred in the service, in the discharge of his duty, and 

the 5 1771 examiners except one testify to the same effect, 

Mr. ENLOE. If that be the case, I do not see why the Pension 
Office did not grant him a pension, if the proof shows he was injured 
in the service. It seems that there ought to be no difficulty about 
it in the Pension Office. It is altogether a matter of proof. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, if anybody can come here and present a claim and get 
a pension on it, why then we can get quite a number of people pen- 
sioned who are not now pensioned ; but it isa mere matter of proof. 
I do not object to this particular bill, but I object to the principle 
of the thing, of allowing Congress to overrule the action of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, unless there is some good ground for overrul- 
ing it or some additional testimony besides what was before the 
Pension Office. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman withdraw his 
r ? ` 

Ir. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. There isa great mass of tes- 
ac? in the case. There is no question aboutit. I know the man 
myself. There is no question abont his disability to-day or about 
his having incurred it in the service. 

Mr. ENLOE. If he is disabled to-day will he not get his pension 
under the general law recently passed ? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Thisis a Senate bill which 
has been passed and has been waiting sometime. I hope the gentle- 
man from Tennessee will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. ENLOE. Does this bill put him on the pension-roll, subject 
to the limitations and Poona of the „ laws? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Yes, 

Mr. ENLOE. Then he will get a pension, anyway, under the gen- 
eral law, if the facts are as they have been stated here. 

Mr, TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, But to apply under that law 
will delay him for a year or so more, and this bill will accomplish 
the same thing. 

Mr. ENLOE. If it will reach the same conclusion, Ido not see 
any use in making objection, if the proof shows he is laboring under 
the disability to-day, because, as I understand, his present disability 
would be sufficient to put him on the roll under the recent law. If 
that is the case I will withdraw my objection. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time ; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN M'LAREN. 


Mr. BELKNAP. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
88 consideration of the bill (S. 2766) granting a pension to 

ohn McLaren, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to piace on the ponsion-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John McLaren, a private in Com- 

y K, Third ment United States Infantry, and in Captain s Company, 
Sovanth Inde; ent Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, and a sergeant in Com- 
pany H, Third Regiment United States Infantry. 

The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2766) 
Beaten) pee to John McLaren, submit the following report: 

That ate report fully and clearly sets forth the in this caso and is 
hereby adopted. The report is as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pension 
to John McLaren, have examined the same and rept: 

“The claimant enlisted in Company H, Third United States Infantry, Decem- 
ber 5 1857, was discharged December 12, 1862; again enlisted August 13,1864, Vet- 
eran 


rve Corps, and discharged August 18, 1866, and re-enlisted September 4, 

1866, in Company H, Third United States Infantry, and was disch: tember 

D na re-enlisted in same company March 15, 1870, and was March 
1 

“Ita that he received a gunshot wound at the battle of Antietam, on left 

Jeg, which was nearly healed at time of his enlistment in the Veteran Reserve 

Corps, and that he was injured by being crashed between two wa: while in 


gons, 
the service, and is eget Sage hernia; and from exposure in 1874 he lost the 
sight of the right eye, and his disabilities undoubtedly are attributable to his in- 
juries and exposure while in the lino of duty, as he was a healthy, strong man at 
the time of his firat enlistment, and was sadly disabled at his final discharge, 
We therefore recommend the passage of the bill.“ 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the third reading 
of the Senate bill. * 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I wonld like to inquire if that proof 
has been presented to the Pension Office why it was not satisfacto 
there. rom the reading of that report I can not see that share 
any reason why the pension should not have been granted in the 
Pension Office in the regular way. My opinion is, Mr. 5 that 
the reports are not read in full. I objected to one bill to-night, I 
know, where the report was not read in full, and I objected to it 


XXI——567 


when I probably would not have done so if the whole report had 
been read. Ido not see any reason for making an exception to the 
rule in this case. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk informs the Chair that 
the whole report has been read. 

Mr. ENLOE. Then I object. 

Mr. BELKNAP, I think if the gentleman understood that report 
he would not object to it. The man enlisted, received a gunshot 
wound and was disc from the service for the same. The 
wound healed. He re-enlisted and served aterm. His pension was 
eee. because he was accepted as a sound man for the second term 
of service. 

After his service, the old wound broke out again and ay 
and the Pension Office rejected his claim because he had 
after once being discharged for this wound. 

Mr. ENLOE. If he has present disability he will come in under 
the general law now. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. The disability has to be continuous 
or an applicant is not entitled to receive a pension on account of a 
wound received or disease contracted in the service. 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not understand that under the late law it has 
to be continuous. The fact that he is at present disabled is all that is 
9 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman withdraw his 
objection? 

r. ENLOE. I do not. 


OLIVE M. HECHTMAN. 
Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. I call up for consideration the bill (H. 


R. 10635) for the relief of Olive M. Hechtman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eté., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 


ized and directed to place on the 3 ect to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Olive echtman, as volunteer nurse, at 
the rate of $25 per month. 


The report (by Mr. LAws) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 1 78 R. 10635) 
9 pension to Olive M. Hechtman, submit the mo report: 

Mrs. Hechtman at the 8 the war left her home in Minnesota and came 
to Washington to devote her time in for the sick and wounded soldiers in 
varions hospitals in and around this city. In the capacity of nu Mrs. Hecht- 
man spent her time without compensation to the close of the war. She has never 
before asked for compensation in any form, but now finds h straitened 
financial circumstances, and this fact, with advancing 3 — induces her to ask 
from the Government that which claimant is of opinion is justly her due. 

That she rendered continued and valaable services in the line stated is attested 
by Helen M. Clinton, W. A. Croffut, Dr. E. Walker, and others. Claimant 
was never enlisted and consequently never harged, rendering voluntary and 
gratuitous services from motives of tism and humanity. 

Your committee recommend that the bill do pass, amended by striking out the 
ores BEA pop cons Baht where they occur in said bill and inserting in lieu thereof 
the word twelve.“ 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


AUGUSTUS J. WERNITSCH, 


Mr. WILSON, of Washington. I call up for present consideration 
the bill oe 2749) granting an increase of pension to Augustus J. 
Wernitsch. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


ment Kansas Cav: „ 


nitsch, late of 8 Sixth 5 
in lieu of his present pension of $17 per 


unteers, at the rate o 
month. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2749) 
granting an increase of pension to Augustus J. Wernitsch, submit the following 


Te 2 
ue facts in the case are sot forth in Senate Reports 1052 and 1260, which are as 


follows: 
{Report 1052.) 


„The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2749) granting 
an increase of pension to Augustus J. Wernitsch, have examined the same 


“Claimant was pensioned under the general law August 17, 1887, at the rate of 
$12 per month, for injury to right eye and chyonic diarrhea and piles, and which 
was increased to $17 per month June 25, 1889, 

His rating, under his application for an increase, by the medical board, Decem- 
ber 5, 1888, was $30. For some unexplained reason that rating was cut down to 


17. 
y In 1869 the claimant lost by an accident his left eye, and has since almost en- 
tirely lost the sight of his A og eye, Which was injured in the service, rendering 
him now almost Annei bi 

“This, together with his other disabilities, chronic diarrhea, piles, and heart dis- 
ease, renders him almost totally helpless. 

** Your committee are of the n that the claimant is justly entitled to the 
Ean 5 fixed by his last exam n, and therefore recommend the passage of 
the bill with the follo amendment: 

“Strike out the word ‘ „in the seventh line, and insert the word thirty.“ 


[Report 1260. 
“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was recommitted the bill granting an 
increase of pension to Augustus J. Wernitsch, have examined the same and 


report: © 
* Since the recommittal of this bill and the filing of additional evidence, your 
mittee are that in their former 


com satisfied they were in error in recommen 
report a reduction in the amofint proposed by the bill from $50 to $30 por month. 


* r — ` N 
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The evidence filed since that report 


Vo. 1052) was made establishes clearly 
the fact that the claimant-is almost tot This, 
chronic diarrhea; piles, and 


y blind. together with his other 
PH heart disease, renders: him almost totally 

"Your therefore recommend the passage of the bill with the follow- 
me ir rae 3 Strike out the word thirty, in the seventh line, and insert the 
eh niks tte are likewise of opinion that the claim is meritorious, and therc- 
fore return the — — und ask that it do amended, however, b 
. „im line 5, and. inserting instead the wo 
“thirty.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MRS, REBECCA E. SIMON, 


Mr. REILLY. Lask unanimous. consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 6211) granting increase of pension to Mrs. 
Rebecca E. Simon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it ena eto, That the Secretary of the Interior 5 he is hereby, au- 
thorized and ted to reissue the pension certificate of Rebecca E. Simon, 
widow of William L Simon, late surgeon United Staios- Navy, and allow her a 
Pension at $50 per month, the same to be in lieu of the pension now paid her. 

Tue report (by Mr. Scun.) was read, as.follows: 

‘The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8211) grant: 
Sep Apiang sf. pension. to Rebecca E. Simon, have considered the same, and report 
as follows: 

William J. Simon, the claimant's late husband, entered the naval service ofthe 
United States June 16, 1864, as an acting assistant surgeon on beard the Prince- 
ton, and after years of arduous. service, during which he was successively pro- 
moted to all the intermediate es, he was appointed surgeon, U. 8. 55 
apt 1, 1885. He died Novem’ 26, 1888, while still inactive service, and his 

dow was granted a pension at $30 per month under the general law. 

She now petitions Congress to-increase her pension to $50 per month, and in 
popoi of her petition proof is filed showing that she is without income or means 

e from her pension, and she has two young daughters depending upon her for 
en 


E view of the long and valuable service of the claimant's husband and the fact 
that Congress has granted the same increase in many similar cases, your commit- 
tee respectfully return the bill with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The SPEAKER, pro tempore. The question is on ordering the bill 
to be en ſor a third reading. 

Mr. ENLOE. IL object to that. 

Mr.. MORRILL moved to reconsider the votes by which the several 
bills were passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was me arg to. 

And then (the hour of 10 o’clock aud 30 minutes p. m. having ar- 
rived) the House adjourned until 11 o’clock a; m. to-morrow. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, a Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the 8 s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 3751) to grant to the Mobile and Dauphin Island Railroad 
and Harbor Company a right to trestle across the shoal water between 
Cedar Point and Dauphin Island—to the Committee on Commerce. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
daced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: 

Beit rege the House of 


Kings County, New York, and Joseph W. Kay, chairman ofthe executive com- 
mittee of the Veterans’ Rights Union, relating tothe alleged refusal of Daniel 
Lake, United States marshal for the eastern district of New York, to appoint as 


a gepas marshal one Charles A. Scott, an honorably discharged Union vete- 
ran, © 


ming N ary under the provisions of section 1754 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; 


to the Seleet Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 


— 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. TURNER, of New York, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3005) for increase 
of pension to Sarah R. Bleecker, accompanied by a report (No. 2995)— 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with a a — tier House (H. R. ne eg an in- 
creuse of pension to 3 » Accom: & report 
(No. 2996)—to the Committee of — House. = 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, from the Committee on Labor, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 9632) to amend ‘‘An 
act to prohibit the importation and migration of foreigners and aliens 
under contract or agreement to perform labor in the United States, its 
Territories, and the District of Columbia,’’ accompanied by a report 


(No. 2997)—to the House Calendar. 


Mr, LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 11687) increasing the pen- 
sion of Mrs. Clementine Fink, accompanied by a report (No. 2998)— 
to the Committee of the Whole House, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 11584) to 
amend the military record of Capt. Franklin Post, accompanied by a 
report (No, 2999)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (I. R. 6021) for the relier of 
Dr. James Madison, accompanied by a report (No. 3000)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (II. R. 5074) granting a pension to George 
H. Rider, accompanied by a report (No. 3001) to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 
wee titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 


ows: 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11814) to pro- 
vide the assessor of the District of Columbia with plats of subdivisions 
outside the cities of Washington and Georgetown—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11815) for the protection of the parks in the streets 
and avenues of the cities of Washington and Georgetown—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HANSBROUGH: A joint resolution (H. Res, 216) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ANDREW: A bill (H. R. 11816) for the relief of Charles H. 
Neill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MoMILLIN: A bill (H. R. 11817) granting a pension to 
Nancy Warren, widow of John E. Warren—to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. MOFFITT: A bill (H. R. 11818) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against Alexander Anderson—to the Committee on Military 
Affai: 


rs. 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 11819) for the relief of James M. Bed- 
ingfield—to the Committee on War Claims. 

y Mr. SWENEY: A bill (H. R. 11820) to amend the military rec- 
ord of Samuel S. Troy—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 11821) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Ida Gatchall, widow of Frederick L. Gatchall—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11822) granting a pension to Samuel Hensley, late 
of Company G, Thirty-first Regiment Missouri Militia—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, n bill (H. R. 11823) granting additional pension to Anthony 
Reyling—to the Committee on Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred, as follows: 

By Mr. CARUTH: Memorial of 94 citizens of Louisville, Ky., 
protesting against legislation by Congress compelling railroads to 
transport petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Protest of leading wholesale and retail grocers 
of Pittsburgh, Pa., against section 32 of the McKinley bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, resolutions of Pittsburgh Grain and Flour Exchange in favor 
of appropriation to complete Pittsburgh post-office building—to the 
Committee on 1 

By Mr. GRIMES: Petition of Board of Trade and business men of 
Columbus, Ga., against the passage of the Butterworth bill to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Papers relating to claim of John Bissell—to the 
Committee on Claims. 


SENATE, 


SATURDAY, August 23, 1890. 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock m. 

Rev. J. G.. BUTLER, D. D., the Chaplain of the Senate, offered the 
following prayer: 

God of our life, we draw nigh to Thee with grateful hearts as we 
seek forgiveness and ask Thy guidance through this another day. 
Teach usso tonumber our days that we may apply our hearts unto wis- 
dom. We would sit at Thy feet and learn of Thee, Thou only wise 
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God, our Savior. In the keeping of Thy commandments there is great He conquered both, and could fairly claim to be self-made, as did the 
reward. - f first Napoleon in his haughty answer to the emissariesfrom the Austrian 


Write Thy law, we pray Thee, upon our hearts. Fill us with the 
love of Thy ways. Create in us more and more hungerings and thirst- 
ings after righteousness. In our weakness strengthen us. In our ig- 
norance enlighten us. When we are tempted succor us. In sorrow 


comfort us. And do Thou clothe us, we pray Thee, with heavenly | his 


might, that in life’s geat battlewe may ever be valiant for the truth, 
so that when the end shall come we may be gathered to our fathers 
and enter into rest. 

Bless these Thy servants this day; as we come to embalm in memory 
the worth of our departed brother, Thy servant, Are not all Thy 
servants? Help us to be faithful. 

O Lord, make the afflictions of life, and the burdens of life, and the 
trials of life to work together for our good, teaching us more and more 
of the spirit of Him who was made perfect through suffering. 

Bless our great land, our rulers, our people, all our interests, and es- 
tablish everywhere, we pray Thee, the kingdom of Christ. us 
for the coming rest of the holy Sabbath. Fit us for the rest that knows 
no end, where sin can not come, and where they die no more, in the 
Father’s bouse. We ask it ali in Jesus’ name. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

DEATH OF SENATOR BECK. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I move the adoption of the reso- 
lutions that I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be read by the 
Secretary. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
James B. Beek, late a Senator from the State of Kentucky. 

Resolved, That asa mark of respect to the mem of the deceased, the busi- 
ness of the Senate be now suspended to enable his associates to pay proper 
tribute of regard to his high character and distinguished public services. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate communicate these resolutions to 
the House of ives: 6 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing to the 
resolutions. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, therule teaches us tosay naught 
but good of the dead. A better rule would teach us to speak nothing 
of the dead save that which is true. Undeserved eulogium and ful- 
some flattery, like calumny and slander, are not fitted for the grave. 
It is the latter rule that I shall seek to observe to-day. 

On the 13th day of February, 1822, James B. Beck was born in Dum- 
friesshire, Scotland. Ile Wwas born beneath the shadow of Hadrian’s 
wall, where liberty first dawned upon his race. On the banks of the 
Solway, where the tide of battle turned against the Roman invaders 
of Caledonian soil, he lived as a boy in the intellectual a of 
Dumfries, a town filled with the historic glories that cluster about the 
name of the author of Scotland’s war ode and of that immortal declar- 
ation of individual independence that teaches us a man’s a man for 
a? that.“ 

His youthful training did much toward shaping his afterlife, mak- 
ing it a living illustration of his favorite quotation: 

Then let us pray that come it may, 
As come it will fora’ that, 

That sense and worth, o'er a’ the earth, 
May bear the gree, and a’ that. 

In youth he was the pupil of Rev. Henry Duncan, the originator of 
the system of savings-banks, that have.since become fixed and valued 
institutions among all the civilized nations of the earth, Duncan was 
the recognized expounder of those economical theories and practical 
religious ideas that have given such a manly character to Scotland's 
sturdy sons. 

No youth was ever more fortunate in the possession of a preceptor 
and no teacher ever had greater cause of pridein the development of a 

il. 
Pop From men like these old Scotin’s grandeur springs, 
That makes her loved at home, revered abroad: 
Princes and lords are but the breath of kings, 
“An honest man's the noblest work of God.“ 

Though leaving his native country and coming to America at sixteen 
years of age, his love for his native land, for its customs and traditions, 
was never abated. He was proud of Scotland’s glory although it had 
faded. Burns was his favorite of authors: To him Burns was the 
greatest of poets and philosophers. He remembered asa boy of twelve 
to have attended the funeral of his wife, ‘‘bonnie Jean.“ 

He was a close and constant student of the teachings of Scotland’s 
immortal bard, and from them his convictions, both secular and relig- 
ious, were largely drawn. 

At twenty-one years of age he appeared at Lexington, Ky., without 
fortune or friends, and determined to make it his future home. With 
no resources, save those which God had given him—an exceptionally 
bright and active mind, robust health, and an indomitable will—he 
there began the struggle for fortune and for fame, an unequal contest, 
but one that was destined at the end of nearly half a century to be 
crowned with phenomenal triumph. He was born under the ban of 
those twin jailors of the human soul, obscure: birth and irom fortune. 


court who sought information as to his lineage, ** Go and tell your mas- 
ter that I am to my family what Rudolph was to the house of Haps- 
burg, the architect of my own fortunes, the founder of my own dynasty.” 
His pay as the manager of a large landed estate was small, but from 

meager earnings he saved enough to prosecute his studies for the 
bar. In 1846 he was licensed as a lawyer and entered the lists of the 
strongest bar in Kentucky, if not in all the Western States. 

The prospect was not encouraging, but to his undaunted soul there 
never came the thought of failure. Steadily he forged his way to the 
front, where Titans stood, and bravely held the place that brain and 
courage had fairly won. He was numbered among the first and best 
lawyers of the Commonwealth. 

His first appearance in political life was in 1867, when electeda Rep- 
resentative to the Fortieth Congress, This was indeed a crucial test 
toan untried man. He appeared in the councils of the country as the 
successor of Clay, Crittenden, Marshall, Breckinridge, and others whose 
brilliant services had made the Ashland district famous and had shed 
additional luster upon the brightest pages oł the country’s history. He 
was to wear the mantle of these great men and to uphold the high stand- 
ard by them established. The situation was further complicated by 
the existing condition of public affairs. The greatest civil war of which 
history gives account had just ended. Prejudice and passion were at 
flood-tide, the laws that had been so long silenced by war's hoarse thun- 
ders were not yet re-enthroned, and strange methods prevailed. Experi- 
ments before unknown in our history were invoked. The problem to 
be solved was the bringing of order out of chaos; its gravity was only 
equaled by the difficulties that surrounded it. : 

Recalling the conditions which existed, it isnot to be wondered that 
men differed widely as to the policy to be pursued. It was at this, 
juncture that Mr. appeared upon the scene like a knight full 
armed, with lance in rest and vizor down, as the champion of his dis- 
trict, destined soon to become the recognized champion of his State 
and section. Upon his entrance into Congress he was assigned to duty 
asa member ot the Committee on Reconstruction. Scarcely had he 
entered upon this arduous and doubtful service ere his natural ability, 
his vigorous methods, and his unfaltering courage of conviction prac- 
tically made him the leader of the minority side of the House. During 
all that dark and stormy period of the country’s history he held his 
place, towering above the forms of those by whom he was surrounded, 
pleading what he believed to be humanity’s cause, battling for the 
right as God gave him to see it, a pillar of cloud by day, a pillar of 
fire by night, leading a broken and are people from the shadow of 
the land ot bondage into the sunlight of the land of promise. For 
sturdiness of blows in maintaining his convictions he did not often 
meet his equal and never encountered his superior, He battled always 
for the people; his lance was ever couched for the protection of the 
helpless; he never pandered to power nor abased himself in the pres- 
ence of the mighty. No opponent, however well equipped, failed to 
buckle his harness more tightly when grappling in debate with the 
sturdy Scotchman. For eight consecutive years he stood inthe Honse 
of Representatives, the most conspicuous figure that shared his polit- 
ical convictions, 

From 1875 to 1877 he was in private life, and thisof his own accord. 
In the latter year he came into this body commissioned as a Senator 
from the State of Kentucky. The conspicuous services that he had 
rendered in the other wing of this Capitol gave assurance of that which 
he was to accomplish here. At the end of his first term he was re- 
elected for another, and ere that had been finished the people of his 
adopted State, without division, sent bim back for still another term. 
For more than thirteen years he served with you here, adding con- 
stantly to the fame that he had achieved in the House and augment- 
ing the debt of gratitude that his State and country are prompt to 
acknowledge. None can judge him better, and none will judge him 
more fairly, than his comrades of this Chamber. 

Pertinacious and aggressive in his nature, prompt to grapple with 
man or measure when his convictions were assailed, he was ever court- 
eous toward his opponents, according to others what he claimed for 
himself, the fullest measure of right to maintain and defend his con- 
clusions, 

With one exception he was the only native-born Scotchman that 
ever held a seat in this Chamber. Such was the grasp that he hadupon 
the confidence and affectfon of the people among whom he lived that, 
holding their pride in abeyance, thrice the great Commonwealth passed 
by a host of brilliant sons to the manner born to intrust her destinies 
to the care and keeping of this her trusted, adopted child. His life 
and services vindicated the wisdom of Kentucky’s action. 

In point of brilliancy it may be true that Mr. Beck was not the equal 
of some of those great men that preceded him in service here, but meas- 
ured by a broader, fairer standard, in the light of service rendered and 
work accom history, if it be traced with impartial pen, will 


hold him worthy to be numbered with the best. His wasa grand and 
lofty life; its every hour was studded with a service rendered to his 
fellows. Mankind. 

his living. 


profited by his labors and the world was better for 


* 
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He won a fame broader than the land that he honored by making it 
the home of his early adoption. No truer, gentler, kindlierspirit was ever 
housed in woman’s breast. He was ever true and loyal to his friends, 
whilst candor and fairness were the conspicuous traits of his nature. 

For nearly a quarter of a century he staid in the public eye, a frontis- 
piece in the political affairs of his country. Deep and ineffaceable he 
traced the record of his presence, and when the span of life allotted to 
us was well-nigh run, when three score and ten years were almost 
spent, he closed a career as honorable as it had been useful. He died 
with harness on, with his mental faculties all unimpaired, his genial 
nature unchilled, and his love of triends and country as fresh as in his 
boyhood’s happy days. No warning of the end was given, but like a 
bolt of lightning from a cloudless sky the instantsummons came. He 
died without a pang. 

The love that his people bore him was illustrated by the scenes that 
occurred to those of us who accompanied his body home for burial. 
After crossing into the limits of the State that he had loved so fondly 
and served so well, at every station there gathered crowds of Kentucky’s 
manly sons to greet the flying, crape-decked train and pay with un- 
covered heads their silent tribute of respect to the dead statesman who 
had always been their friend. 

Mr. President, an oak has fallen in the forest, a strong man has been 
taken from among us, but there is naught left for us to mourn except 
his absence. His life’s labors were well done. His name will be hon- 
ored by those who follow us. His fame, fairly earned, is secure. For 
his future I do not fear. He was not a sectarian in religion. He held 
no creed, but believed that the broadest, truest, and most sublime of 
all faith was that which teaches us to give our best endeavors toward 
aiding and elevating our fellow-men. 

Cease, then, to prate about your creeds; 
He wrought his life in noble deeds. 

His was the religion of humanity. He believed that the man who 
helped his fellow-men was doing God's service. His life was molded 
upon this faith. If there be one soul at whose approach the pearly 
gates of the Celestial City shall open widest and offer freest entrance 
to its eternal glories, surely it must be the one who in its life on earth 
strove hardest to aid the weak, to shelter the defenseless, to lighten 
the burdens of the heavy-laden, and who brought the most smiles and 
fewest tears into this world. A 

Whether we shall meet him again we can not tell. We only know 
that we shall see him here on earth no more; but a faith that will not 
be uprooted bids us hope, a faith that antedates the christian’s promise 
and rests upon the ties that bind us toeachother. Weare not willing 
to believe that the heart’s affections, which brighten, adorn, and purify 
our lives—the love of mother and fatherand child, of husband and wife, 
of kindred and friends—are all to be buried in the grave. Humanity 
revolts at the suggestion. But for this, faith in a future life would 
perish from among men. 

Invading the realms of mythology, we are told that centuries before 
the dawn of the christian era, when the new-made king of Argos was 
about to give up his young life in obedience to the orders of the gods, 
she whom he loved so fondly, in the wild frenzy of her grief, pleaded 
with him to tell herif they should meet again. He answered: 


I have asked that dreadful question of the hills 
That look eternal; of the flowing streams 

That lucid flow forever; of the stars, 

Amid whose fields of azure my raised spirit 
Hath trod in glory: all were dumb; but now, 
While I thus gaze upon thy living face, 

I feel the love that kindles through its beauty 
Can never wholly perish. We shall meet again. 


Whether supported by the christian faith or taking counsel of the 
love we bear the dead, we answer as did the Greek. 

Let us rest in the belief that after a life well spent, with its every 
duty faithfully performed, the soul of our departed friend at last has 
; Fonna etara rest, amid the scenes of its creation, in the presence of 
its G 


Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, rugged, robust, and indomitable, 
the incarnation of physical force and intellectual energy, Senator Beck 
seemed a part of nature, inseparable from life and exempt from in- 
firmity. Accustomed for many sessions to the exhibition of his pro- 
digious activity, his indefatigable labors, his strenuous conflicts, I re- 
call the emotion with which I saw him stand painfully in his place 
and announce with strange pathos that for the first time in twenty 
years he found himself unable to participate in debate. It was as if a 
torrent had paused midway in its descent or a tempest had ceased 
suddenly in its stormy progress, He lingered for awhile, as the pros- 
trate oak, to which he has been appropriately compared by his late col- 
league, retains its verdure for a brief interval after its fall or as the 
flame flickers when the candle is burned out; but his work was done. 
Tt was the end. 

Estimated by comparison with his contemporaries and measured by 
the limitations which he overcame, his career can not be considered 

than as extraordinary and of singular and unusual distinc- 
tion. An alien and not favored by fortune, he conquered the acci- 
dents of birth and the obstacles of race, scaled the formidable barriers 


. 


of tradition, and rose by successive steps to the highest social and po- 
litical station, 

In a great State, proud of its history, of the lineage of its illustrious 
families, of the honor of its heroic names, of the achievements of its 
warriors and statesmen, whose renown is the imperishable heritage of 
mankind, this stranger surpassed the swiftest in the race of ambition 
and the strongest in the strife for supremacy. His triumph was not 
temporary, the brilliant and casual episode of an aspiring and unscru- 
pulous adventurer, but a steadfast and permanent conquest of the judg- 
ment and affections of an exalted constituency. Nor was the recogni- 
tion of his superiority confined to Kentucky. Though he never forgot 
his nativity, nor the associations of his youth, he was by choice and 
preference and not from necessity an American. In his broad and gen- 
erous nature patriotism was a passion and allegiance a sacred and un- 
alterable obligation. A partisan by instinct and conviction, there was 
nothing ignoble in his partisanship. He transgressed the boundaries 
of party in his friendships, and no appeal to his sympathy or compas- 
sion was ever made in vain. 

He has departed. His term had not expired, but his name has been 
stricken from the rolls of the Senate. His credentials remain in its 
archives, but an honored successor sits unchallenged in his place. He 
has no vote nor voice, but the consideration of great measures, affecting 
the interests of every citizen of the Republic, is interrupted, with the 
concurrence and approval of all, that the representatives of forty-two 
Commonwealths may rehearse the virtues and commemorate the career 
of an associate who is beyond the reach of praise or censure, in the 
kingdom of the dead. 

The right to live is, in human estimation, the most sacred, the most 
inviolable, the most inalienable. The joy of living in such a splendid 
and luminous day as this is inconceivable. To exist is exultation. 
To live forever is our sublimest hope. Annihilation, extinction, and 
eternal death are the forebodings of despair. To know, to love, to 
achieve, to triumph, to confer happiness, to alleviate misery, is rapture. 
The greatest crime and the severest penalty known to human law is 
the sacrifice and forfeiture of life. 

And yet we are all under sentence of death. Other events may or 
may not occur. Other conditions may or may not exist. We may be 
rich or poor; we may be learned or ignorant; we may be happy or 
wretched; but we all must die. The verdict has been pronounced by 
the inexorable decree of an omnipotent tribunal. Without trial or op- 
portunity for defense; with no knowledge of the accuser or the nature 
and cause of the accusation; without being confronted with the wit- 
nesses against us, we bave been summoned to the bar of life and con- 
demnedtodeath. Thereisnowritoferror,norreview. There is neither 
exculpation nor appeal. All must be relinquished. Beauty and de- 
formity, good and evil, virtue and vice, share the same relentless fate. 
The tender mother cries passionately for mercy for her first-born, but 
there is no clemency. The craven felon sullenly prays for a moment 
in which to be aneled, but there is no reprieve. The soul helplessly 
beats its wings against the bars, shudders, and disappears. 

The proscription extends alike to the individual and the type. Na- 
tions die and races expire. Humanity itself is destined to extinction. 
Sooner or later, it is the instruction of science that the energy of the 
earth will be expended, and it will become incapable of supporting 
life. A group of feeble and pallid survivors in some shattered valley 
in the tropics will behold the sun sink below the horizon and the 
pitiless stars glitter in the midnight sky. The last man will perish, 
and the sun will rise upon an earth without an inhabitant. Its at- 
mosphere, its seas, its life and heat will vanish, and the planet will be 
an idle cinder uselessly spinning in its orbit. 

Every hour some world dies unnoticed in the firmament; some sun 
smolders to embers and ashes on the hearthstone of infinite space, and 
the mighty maze of systems sweeps ceaselessly onward in its voyage of 
doom to remorseless and unsparing destruction. 

With the disappearance of man from the earth, all traces of his ex- 
istence will be lost. The palaces, towers, and temples he has reared, 
the institutions he has established, the cities he has builded, the books 
he has written, the creeds he has constructed, the philosophies he has 
formulated—all science, art, literature, and knowledge will be oblit- 
erated and ingulfed in empty and vacant oblivion. 

T 
Yea, all which it ee 9 
And, like this insubstantial pageant, faded, 
Leave not a rack behind, C 

There is an Intelligence so vast and enduring that the flaming inter- 
val between the birth and death of universes is no more than the flash 
of fire-flies above the meadows of summer; a colossal Power by which 
these stupendous orbs are lanched in the abyss, like bubbles blown 
by a child in the morning sun, and whose sense of justice and reason 
can not be less potential than those immutable statutes that are the 
law of being to the creatures He has made, and which compel them 
to declare that if the only object of creation is destruction, if infinity 
is the theater of an uninterrupted series of irreparable calamities, if the 
final cause of life is death, then time is an inexplicable tragedy and 
eternity an illogical and indefensible catastrophe. 

No, Mr. President, this obsequy is for the quick, and not for the 
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dead. It is not an inconsolable lamentation. It is a strain of triumph. 
It is an affirmation to those who survive that, as our departed associate, 
contemplating at the close of his life the monument of good deeds he 
had erected, more enduring than brass and lottier than the pyramids 
of kings, mightexclaim with the Roman poet, Non omnis moriar, so, 
turning to the silent and unknown future, he could rely with jyst and 
reasonable confidence upon that most impressive and momen as- 
surance ever delivered to the human race: He that believeth in me, 
though he were dead yet shall he live; and whosoever liveth and be- 
lieveth in me shall never die.“ 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the career of James B, Beck stands out 
in picturesque and romanticisolation. It illustrates one feature of our 
institutions more sharply and vividly than that of any public man in 
this generation. He was a Scotch-American. Au alien by birth he 
was in everything else a typical American. In the web and woof of 
his whole structure and every fiber of his being he was a thorough 
American Democrat in the broadest and most catholic meaning. 

Born in Scotland, he came a poorand friendless boy to the blue-grass 
region of Kentucky, a citadel of the proudest and most exclusive agri- 
cultural aristocracy in the United States, and was the successor of 
Henry Clay and John C, Breckinridge. 

In this statement is the highest tribute to the institutions under 
which such a career is possible and to the man who achieved it. 

I first knew Mr. Beck in 1852, when I was a law student at Tran- 
sylvania University, in Lexington, Ky., of which institution he was 
also a graduate. 

In 1879 I became one of his colleagues in this Chamber, and was, of 
course, from that time constantly impressed by his rugged and at- 
tractive personality. 

In speaking of him now I recur tenderly to the last few months when 
we lived side by side in this city, and I saw him nightly where the 
glare of the footlights could not distort and the soft light of home re- 
vealed his true nature. 

I shall always think of him as I knew him then. 


If thou wouldst view fair Melrose aright, 
Go visit it by the pale moonlight; 

For the gay beams of lightsome day 
Gild but to flout the ruins gray. 


Often when I looked upon his stalwart frame, broken by disease, but 
yet picturesque and massive, these lines from Scott touched me like a 
funeral hymn. 

Mr. Beck’s leading characteristic as a public man was his devotion 
to absolute political equality. He was from the people, of the people, 
and the uncompromising foe of class privilege in every form. His 
first inquiry as to proposed legislation was whether it was just to all 
interests and operated alike and equally upon all citizens. If it did 
not, he was an inflexible and persistent opponent, 

In all that he did and said he was plain, direct, and unpretending. 
He detested the class arrogance and assumption of aristocracy, and was 
justly proud of the fact that he owed all he had and was to himself. 

He was never tired of repeating to friends an incident which oc- 
enrred on his first visit back to the neighborhood in Scotland where he 
was born. 

Leaving the railroad at the nearest station, he concluded to follow a 
by-path through the scenes of his boyhood, and was overtaken by a 
countryman having a fine salmon which he had caught from a stream 
near by and was carrying home for his evening meal. Senator Beck 
knew him at once as an old playmate, but seeing that he was not 
recognized proceeded to ask many questions about the neighborhood 
and its inhabitants. Among other things he inquired if his companion 
had ever known a boy named James Beck. ‘‘ Hoot, mon,“ was the re- 

ly, ‘ʻI kenned him weel. There was naething wonderful in him here, 
But he went to America years agone, and I’m tauld he’s now a mem- 
ber of the American House of Lairds.” That he, of all men, should be 
classed with Lairds,” even of American creation, was to this uncom- 
promising democrat always bumorous. 

Sprang from a race the most remarkable in history for its love of 
liberty and resistance to oppression, he was the embodiment of all their 
national qualities. Cautious, strong, deliberate, shrewd, industrious, 
and frugal, he was yet devoted to poetry and romance. He delighted 
to A from the Committee on Finance, where some economic question 
had engrossed him for hours, to a company of friends among whom he 
could repeat passages from Scott and Burns. - 

I can hear him now recite with that accent found in no other tongue 
the charming description of a Scotch maiden from the Lady of the 
Lake. 

A foot more light, a step more true 
Nebler from the heath-flower dashed the dew; 


Elen the slight hare-bell raised its head, 
Elastic from her airy tread. 


He paid full homage to the genius of Scott; but in Burns, the peas- 
ant bard of Scotland, crowned of right divine by the common le 
of 2 pe are as King of Poesy, he found the complete glory of his 
native 


To him no poetry, ancient or modern, equaled that splendid apos- 
trophe to a Scottish home in the Cotter’s Saturday Night: 
From scenes like these old Scotia’s grandeur springs, 
‘That makes her loved at home, revered abroad: 
Princes and lords are but the breath of kings, 
An honest man 's the noblest work of God;” 
And, certes, in fair virtue's heavenly road 
The cottage leaves the palace far behind ; 
What is a lordling's pomp? A cumbrous load, 
ising oft the wretch of human kind, 
Studied in arts of hell, in wickedness refined. 

In his adopted State, far from Scotland, rest the ashes of this true 
Scotchman and true American. They will not mingle with those of his 
great countryman; but it can be said of him, as of Burns, 

To live in hearts we leave behind is not to die. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, my personal acquaintance with Sen- 
ator Beck began in 1867, when he first appeared as a member of the 
House of Representatives, of which I was also a member. The Fortieth 
Congress was a memorable one because of the great questions presented 
for immediate solution. All the important questions growing out of 
the civil war were imminent, and their settlement in some way so 
as to restore civil government to the States lately in rebellion, in bar- 
mony with the General Government, could no longer be delayed. 

Patriotic men on both sides desired such solution as would give per- 
manent peace to the whole country and rebuild the places mad waste 
by the desolation of war. It was the fortune of our lamented friend 
to be placed on the House committee haying these great questions to 
solve; he brought to their consideration a savers undaunted, a sin- 
cere conviction as to method, and ability of a high order to enforce his 
views. 

His prominence on these questions and ability in discussing them 
attracted the attention of his associates, and he rapidly grew in power 
and influence so that at the beginning of his second term he was 
placed upon the important Committee of Appropriations, and in the 
next Congress he was assigned to the Ways and Means. I did not 
come in close personal contact with him in the House, but admired his 
methods on the floor and the vigor and strength displayed by him in 
debate. I often met him then in a social way, and our relations were 
cordial and friendly. 

On the 4th of March, 1877, he became a member of this body, and at 
the extra session of Congress in October Senator Beck appeared for the 
first time in the room of the Committee on Appropriations as a member 
of the committee. It was soon apparent to those of us who were mem- 
bersof that committee that he was well equipped for the arduous work, 
His long service in the House had given him valuable experience as 
respects the machinery of our Government, and its needs, He atonce 
ek a prominent part in its work. Two years later he became a 
member of the Committee on Finance. So it has happened that dur- 
ing his whole term of service I was associated with him on Appropria- 
tions, and, with the exception of two years, on the Finance Committee, 
These two committees have charge of all the great financial questions 
that come before this body, and Senator Beck, during all his sery- 
ice, was active and potential in the committee-room and in debate in 
this Chamber upon these questions, and we all know with what vigor 
and knowledge he debated them on every occasion. Those debates 
established for him an assured fame in this body. 

From the beginning of his service here to the time of his first illness 
I was associated with him daily in the committee-room during the ses- 
sions of Congress. He wasconstantand faithtul in his attendance, and 
studiously and carefully examined every matter upon which he was re- 
quired toact. Always courteous to his associates and considerate of their 
opinions, he enforced his own views with great energy and strength. 
He was a strong Democratic partisan, though not in the party senseof 
seizing upon small things to secure party adyantage. During these 
years of service we had many sharp conflicts with the House of Repre- 
sentatives, which most of the time was in political sympathy with him. 
He did not hesitate in these disputes to stand by and vigorously fight ſor 
the right as he understood it, though in doing so he often seemed in con- 
flict with his party friends in the House. 

His intimate knowledge of public affairs, his strong sense, his ex- 
cellent judgment, his sense of justice, and his absolute integrity justly 
gave him great influence in the committee-room and in this Chamber, 
not only with his own side, but this side as well, and in the country. 

I knew him personally well, from this daily contact. Isoon became 
his warm and devoted friend, which continued uninterraptedly until, 
his death. Iam sure this friendship was reciprocal, and was by him 
in many ways strongly manifested, sometimes to the point of criticism 
by his party friends in my own State. Y 

He had great physical and mental endurance. Iremember my sur- 
prise when about two years ago he appeared late in the committee- 
room, and by way of excuse said he had been ill the night before. A 
few days later it became evident that the hand of death had touched 
him. I believe that the overwork of that session contributed to hasten 
his death, He took great interest in the important questions then 
being discussed in both Houses during the Presidential year, and gave 
much study and thought to them. 
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Although anxious to participate actively in the important work in 
hand during the last of that session, he was unable to do so. Though 
thus struck down, death came to him, I am sure, without anticipation 
at the moment. Four days before his death he wrote me a note ask- 
ing me to do an errand for him, saying that he was much better and 
that he hoped soon to take his seat in the committee-room and do his 
share of the work. Three days afterwards the news came swiltly into 
this Chamber that he had passed away, ‘ 

We deplore his loss to us and to the country he served so faithfully 
and well. -I bave wondered, as I have listened here to the story of his 
early youth, what could have been the motives, or it may be the acci- 
dents of life, that carried him from the Solway Frith and his native 
Dumfriesshire to the oldest and most aristocratic region of Kentucky, 
there to combat for supremacy with those who had struggled with the 
Clays, the Crittendens, the Breckinridges, the Marshalls, in other 
days. 

There is much in his life and career of encouragement to the ambitious 
youth of our country, much to imitate and emulate, Whoever shall 
write the annals of our time will fail to make a faithful portraiture if 
the name of James B. Beck does not conspicuously appear on many of 
its 
90. Ar. President, I pay this brief and unprepared tribute to his 
memory, being the tribute of a sincere and devoted friend. 

I will not speculate as to the world beyond, but if faithful work and 
good and noble and generous deeds here are rewarded hereafter, then 
our departed friend is enjoying that reward. 


Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President,we meet, alas, how often, in the leg- 
islative halls to deplore the deaths of those who have fallen by ourside 
in the same warfaresyin the same duties, in the same honors that have 
brought us together, and we, the survivors, must keep on in the same 
paths till our lives shall be ended, whether in this service or in the 
greater service of the people and mankind. 

When these assemblies are convened for such occasions, all the inter- 
ests, however vast, that divide us, all the alienations, however petty, 
that estrange us, disappear. There are no disputations, there are no 
debates, there are no rules of order, there is no authority, and there 
is no dissension. One finger alone has been lifted, and that is the finger 
of death; and that hand rules and regulates the procedure thencefor- 
ward in open presentation and in the hearts and in the affections and 
the emotions of all who share in the assemblage. 

Mr. Beck’s death, Mr. President, in the circumstance which an- 
nounced his end, was, as near as may be, as if he had fallen on this 
floor in your presence and in ours, for the same clock that marked the 
hour of his fall under the eaves of the Capitol ceased thereafter to note 
on that day all our share and all our interests and all our relations to 
any other fact than his death, This circumstance distinguishes him 
from most of those instances in which we have been called to meet and 
to deplore the death and to celebrate the virtues of our deceased asso- 


Mr. President, I have intimated that there is no division here, that 
this aisle marks no distinction, that political differences which mark 
sections or parties or personal differences have all disappeared. But 
there is one distinction and one division here in which we now present 
are all in one condition and of one mind, but our deceased friend, the 
Senator, is of the other. The river of life and the river of death flow 
between us and him, and all know that he will never cross over to us, 
but we must all cross over to him. 

These impressions of death can never be novel, but they can never 
become obsolete. If the heart beats to all the impulses of nature and 
society in life, when the last beat comes to any one the hearts of all 
that survive him beat with his in unison with this great event of death. 

Mr. President, I can hardly find more than avery narrow footing on 
which to expect to contribute anything to the estimate in any form 
that we are to consider and to present of the career of our deceased 
friend. Serving only during the last four years of his attendance here 
in this body with him, and during that time forming no part of the 
closer associations in our committees with him, and finding myself 

‘surrounded on this side of the Chamber with many who have known 
him during the whole of his service here and have known him also in 
the House of Representatives, and so many on the other side of the 
Chamber that have known him in these respects and also in all the 
close affiliations that belong to party and sectional and local influences 
and personal affection, what can I say? What can I do to give inter- 
est, even for a moment, to this occasion ? 

I have seen, in-a sketch of the life of Mr. Beck by an accomplished 
writer, an allusion to his career as one of Scotch birth and showing 
the qualities of that lineage which all attributed to him. Having in 
view the career of Mr. Beck in this country and the great result of ad- 
vantage to himself and his family and to the public and the commu- 
nity in which he lived, this writer has suggested that these qualities 
of the Scotch figure in the great romancer’s gallery as of those youthful 
adventurers who had gone out into the world from their homes in 
Scotland, and as illustrations the Fortunes of Nigel and the career of 
Quentin Durward were referred to. If allowances were made for dif- 
ferences of the age and of society, some of the same traits and some of 


the same good fortune that follow a persistent pursuit of fame no 
doubt might be traced. 

It may, Mr. President, be worth our while to dwell fora moment 
upon what might have been the fortune of this young Scotchman, born 
and bred and taught, as he was, up to the age when he came to this 
country, if he had remained upon the other side and had tried his course 
in th@*profession ot the law and in the path of public life on that side of 
the water and under the old institutions of Scotland and of England 
and the politics of the United Kingdom. I believe the Englishmen 
haye felt that, since the Union, the Scotchmen have had a pretty full 
share of all the good things of life and of society and of government 
and of fame in polities in the United Kingdom. Although we may 
not always remember it, there have been many and great instances in 
which Scotch or English or Irish endeavor has won the most splendid 
prizes in spite of the difficulties and the obstacles that society there 
places in the front of a youth who has nothing but talent and charac- 
ter and courage and persistency. 

No greater instances of fame and of honor gained in our country, 
and reached from an humble origin and having nothing behind them 
but what nature had given them and society had enabled them to ac- 
quire—no greater instances, I say, can be shown than that of the two 
brothers Scott—John Scott and William Scott—who became the great 
lawyers, and the great judges, and the great statesmen, Eldon and 
Stowell, Talk not to me about the obstacles of society and of wealth 
anywhere in this wide world against the power that nature has given 
for that competition and for that triumph which belong to the condi- 
tions of society—society which was made for man. 

A great many other instances are to be fuund on the other side of the 
water as splendid as these and immediately under our notice, even in 
our own generation. Who shall say that Mr. Beck, going on in Scot- 
land and getting the education of a university there—for his circum- 
stances would have permitted that—and then seeking success in Scotch 
courts and perhaps afterwards in Westminster Halland in Parliament, 
as a representative in the Commons, or as a Scotch peer, or as peer of 
the realm, might not have put behind him all the obstacles of life and 
shone in that light and in that firmament with the same distinction 
as that which carried him on through our bar and to the House of 
Representatives as a House of Commons, and tothe Senate as the great 
Assembly of the States of the Union. 

No, Mr. President, nature puts a birthmark upon those that were born 
for society, for fortune, and forfame. Natural incidents may cut short 
such a predestined career; society may smother or society may animate 
those qualities that have received this birthmark; but believe me, Mr, 
President—and it is the great lesson to the young and the great lesson 
to parents that they shall give to the young—that nature has given 
them such faculties as they are born with, and they have a right to 
everything in the world that those faculties can give under the two 
conditions that their lives be honest and that their lives be useful. 

Mr. President, although I had the fortune to make casual acquaint- 
ance with Mr. Beck during the early time of his presence in the coun- 
cils of the nation, yet I must say that all my knowledge and all my 
estimate, except that which belongs to the good fame and good opinions 
of others, were acquired in this Senate. I found at once that he was 
rezarded as in some sense at least the leader of the Democratic party 
in the important topics which divide them from the Republican party 
I mean the two great measures in the relation of practical affairs that 
have been attentively regarded in this body during this whole period, 
the question of protection or free trade and the question of the restora- 
tion of silver to its money uses. 

On one of these great questions I had the good fortune, in the main, 
to concur with Mr. Beck; but on the other, in every point and in every 
stage and in every form of the debate, my views were as hostile to his 
as could be imagined. His treatment of both these subjects, so far as 
his personal traits went and his relations to the party with whom he 
concurred and the opinions which he maintained, was the same. 

If it could not be said of him that in the debates of the Senate his 
methods were versatile or his movements agile, yet it must be said that 
in every essential point they were always urgent and persistent, and in 
every such disputation he presented his side of the case with clearness, 
force, and earnestness. This made him an antagonist on whom those 
who were with him could depend and from whom those opposed to him 
could expect no other frvor than that the controversy should be open 
and clear and fair and that personal ingredients of bitterness should 
not intervene. 

Mr. Beck throughout the civil war held asomewhat difficult position 
in regard to his own State and his own section. This arose from the 
fact that he was not in full sympathy with the great mass of the peo- 
ple of his State, who, on one side or the other, took part in the dis- 
sensions of the civil war. Coming hereafter peace was attained, great 
problems were to be discussed under as difficult conditions as could 
obtain in debates in legislative halls. Mr. Beck bad before him a diffi- 
cult path, a difficult part, but all had confidence in him. All knew 
that in whatever way was open to him leading to rightful results they 
could trust him with the maintenance of the cause in which they were 
interested. In this legislative experience of the deceased Senator, in its 
particular relations, amid the particular difficulties that surrounded 
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him, covering all these obstructive and estranging elements, one great 
dominant purpose was evident in his nature and in his work: that he 
was earnest and honest and true. 

Now, Mr. President, Senators upon one side and the other have given 
us animating and instractive views of the traits and conduct and of 
the public relations and the results of Mr. Beck's life. I can only add 
to these brief observations I have made that we find himin the combat 
of life on the side that lifts up and ennobles and supports society and 
the state, and that no harm has come to public virtue from his life. 


Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I desire also to pay my tribute to the 
memory of my friend, the late Hon. James B. Beck. 

I regard him as a remarkable man, who was possessed of traits in- 
herited from the remarkable country of his birth, and which were 
molded in the forms of our own most extraordinary land. 

Of all the countries of Europe, Scotland is to me the most interest- 
ing. Its history best illustrates what a weak country can do in main- 
taining its liberties and independence against a strong one. The Scot- 
tish people were never conquered; the result of centuries of warfare 
was the peaceful union of the two kingdoms of England and Scotland 
under a Scottish monarch, 

It also illustrates what a poor and sterile country can do in the ac- 
cumulation of wealth by the intelligent industry of its people. It 
likewise illustrates what a religious creed can do in the formation ot 
individual and national character. 

Mr. Froude says of them: 

So far as one can look into that commonplace round of things which histori- 
ans never tell us about, there have rarely been seen in this world a set of people 
who have thought more about right and wrong. and the judgment about them. ot 
the upper powers. Long-headed,thrifty, industrious; a sound hatred of waste, 
im prudence, idleness,extravagance; the feet planted firmly upon the earth; a 
conscientious sense that the worldly virtues are nevertheless very necessary 
virtues, that without these honesty, for oue thing, is not possible, and that with- 
out honesty no other excellence, religious or moral, is worth anything at all— 
this is the stuff of which Scotch life was made, and very good stuff it 

And, finally, it illustrates what general education can do in the crea- 
tion of a national literature. There is, perhaps, none in Europe which 
excels it in excellence and universality. Hugh Miller says that its 
theological creed taught the Scottish people to think more than all the 
penny gazettes and Saturday magazines of England. Admitting that 
the intellectual scale of the English swept over a wider gamut, from the 
lowest note to the highest, whereas the intellectual character of the 
Scotch, like instruments of a narrowed range, such as the harp and the 
violin, lies more in the middle of the scale. -By at least one degree it 
does not rise so high, by several degrees it does not sink so low; and 
admitting also that there is a front rank of British intellect in which 
no Scotchman stands,’’ that Scotland has no Shakespeare, nor Milton, 
nor Newton, yet he claims, and justly claims, that the masses of his 
countrymen were far superior to the masses of the English or of any 
other European country, and that in the second rank of great men 
were to be found more Scotchmen than any other. 

Among other examples to sustain this he says that the Wealth of 
Nations had produced a greater revolution in human affairs than any 
English philosopher for a hundred and fifty years previous, The au- 
thor of the History of Civilization not only confirms this, but says 
farther, ‘‘It is probably the most important book which has ever been 
written, whether we consider the amount of original thought which it 
contains or its practical influence.“ So, likewise, Miller says that in 
the mechanical world no living man in that age did more to 
the face of things than James Watt. : 

Sprung from such a people, inheriting more or less of their national 
traits, Mr. Beck was a good illustration of the great fact that man is 
the creature of his environments. Coming here as a boy of sixteen, 
with the Scottish materials in his composition strongly impressed with 
the ancestral stamp, we may suppose correctly that they received their 
mos: excellent form and molding by the broad and incomparable sur- 
roundings of this mighty America. Not only the territorial splendors 
and unexampled natural capacities of the great Republic must have 
had their influence, but its free institutions, its inviting welcome to 
all meritorious endeavor, its democratic and non-feudal recognition of 
intrinsic manhood, flowed in upon him and shaped his generously re- 
ceptive nature even as the retiring primeval seas aided in the shaping 
of the surface of our earth. A splendid character was thereby formed. 

Kentucky, the prolific mother of brave and able men, received this 
Scottish youth into her bosom, opened wide the door of opportunity to 
him, and bade him enter into prosperity if he could. He entered, and, 
aided by the sterling virtues of his race and the enduring qualities im- 
parted by his early training, he fought his way, step by step, to allthe 
honors which his adopted mother could bestow, through a right gal- 
lant host of her own gifted sons held the lists in every joust. 

Others have recited the outlines of his career. They are familiar to 
us all, and I need not dwell upon them. I met him first in 1866, when 
he was a member of the House of Representatives. His strong and 
rugved nature immediately attracted my admiration, his genial and 
kindly heart soon after attracted my love and affectionate regard. 


From that duy until the moment when, in the twinkling of an eye, 
the Almighty summoned him from us, I never ceased to hold him in 
the highest esteem. His ability was undoubtedly great. 


Though finance was his specialty and the chosen field of his strength, 
he was at home in all other de ts of our legislation. His ac- 
quaintance with the practical details of governmental affairs was ex- 
traordinary. He seemed to possess at once the far-reaching vision of 
the eagle, by which he discerned distant events, and the minute ob- 
servation of the sparrow for the small grains at his feet; watchlul, alert, 
58 diligent, this Senate never saw amore valuable legislator than, 

e was. 

In the investigation of the many economic questions with which his 
daily life here was confronted his strong mind was supplemented by a 
capacity for labor—which is the true secret of genius—that was un- 
excelled, Emight almost say unequaled, by that of any man whom I 
have ever known. Built in gigantic mold physically and intellect- 
ually, approaching work with a zest which resembled positive pleasure, 
his iron frame seemed incapable of fatigue. 

When occasion demanded he never spared his drafts on either mind 
or body, but freely, alas, too freely, as was afterwards apparent to all, 
expended both. 

Whilst all of our American world knows of his great abilities and 
service to his State and country, only those in the cirele of his imme- 
diate acquaintance were aware of his most excellent moral and social 
qualities. He had in his veins both Celtic highland and Saxon low- 
land blood. His character therefore was generous and impulsive as the 
one and brave and prudent and steadfast as the other. > 

There never was a more charming companion, a more us 
friend. In his person I found an explanation of what to me had seemed 
a contradiction in Scottish character. Being conſessedly the most prac- 
tical, sober-minded, every-day, common-sense people of Europe, they 
have yet shown themselves to be possessed of more acute and deeply 
seated sentiment than any other race. No poets of any people of the 
ancient or modern world, not even those of Ireland itself, have ever 
so delicately uttered the voice of the human heart or expressed its 
emotions of tenderness and sorrow with so much of pathos as do the 
songs of its common people. Lamartine says of Auld Robin Gray,” 
‘t If the Greek strophes of Sappho are the very fire of love, these Scotch 
notes are the very life-blood and tears of a heart stricken to death by 
fate. I know not who wrote the music, but, whoever he may be, thanks 
be to him for having found in a few notes and in the mournful mel- 
ody of a voice the expression of infinite human sadness. Beneath 
his practical, intense matter-of-fact manner, his constant flow of genial 
humor, I found oftentimes a touch of sentiment as tender, an appre- 
ciation of the beautiful as fine and delicate as I have ever discovered 
in any man. I shall never forget one obvious manifestation of it. 

During the Christmas holidays of 1883 he accompanied me to Curri- 
tuck Sound on a sporting expedition for shooting wild duck and 
swan. At sunset we were floating upon the bosoni of the sound on a 
little sail-vessel. It was during the period of those remarkable red 
skies in the evenings, which have been attributed by scientists to the 
impregnating of the atmosphere with the obsidian dust ejected by the 
volcanic action of Krakatoa in the Straits of Sunda the year before. 
However that may be, all will recollect the remarkable atmospheric 
exhibitions of that period. Toward the sunset from where we stood 
on the vessel’s deck, the lake was girdled by a green belt of pines be- 
hind which the sun was going down. 

All the intervening space appeared as a sheet of golden fire reflected 
in the limpid waters. Above, the whole atmosphere was in a glow, 
reaching from the waters quite to the heavens, in which appeared 
all the shades of carmine, from the deepest red to palest gold. We 
stood enrapt and contemplated without speaking the changing tinges 
as the sun receded. Groups of wild fowl picturesquely interspersed 
were irradiated like the waves and became living masses of blood-red 
fires. These, with the gentle undulations of the golden billows, gave 
soft life to the scene. When I could for a moment withdraw my gaze 
I looked at Mr. Beck. His countenance was transformed. It shone 
with a bright and joyous radiance wrought by the divine alchemy of `- 
that wondrous exhibition of celestial scenery. His cheek was aflame; 
his eye glowed with the fervor of his country’s poets, and I saw there 
the inspiration of the songs of his native land. 

I saw his body laid to rest beneath the velvet verdure of the land he 
loved so well and served so devotedly, amid the lamentations of a State 
and the tender regrets of a whole nation. I doubt not that his spirit- 
ual vision now gazes upon those other and fairer scenes whose glories 
are unspeakable. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the life of the late Senator from Ken- 
tucky has been so well portrayed here and his character has been so 
finely delineated that there is no need for me to dwell upon them, and 
I shall content myself with a very brief, unaffected tribute to a man 
who always commanded my respect and had gained my personal regard 
and affection. : 

I first knew Mr. Beck during his service and mine in the House of 
Representatives, where he was then a most prominent actor upon his 
side of the Chamber, and where he manifested the same earnestness 
and vigor which afterwards marked his life here. That acquaintance, 
I am glad to say, ripened into a friendship when I came into the Sen- 
ate, the memory of which I shall always carefully and fondly cherish. 
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Ido not, in going back over these years, bring up a single incident of 
our acquaintance which does not carry with it the most pleasing of 
recollections, 

During all the time that I have been a member of this body, up to 
the day of the death of Senator Beck, he and I had what is known in 
the Senate as a general pair,“ and it was characteristic of the frank 
and generous way which he had of doing things that when the agree- 
ment was made between us he said, “ Let either of us vote whenever he 
has a mind to,“ and during all these years this relation, so necessary in 
the business of the Senate both to the body and to the individual, never 
rested as a burden upon either of us; neither ever questioned the vote 
of the other. 

The State of Kentucky has sent very many able men into public 
life. These men have made herillustriousin war and in peace. Some 
of them have been sons of her soil, who were there born and lived 
and died, and others have betaken themselves to the State and have 

made it their own and have helped to produce the Kentucky of the 
pastand the Kentucky of to-day; but, Mr. President, among all these, 
that State has never found a truer, abler, and more faithful and effi- 
cient representative in public life than this large-minded, hard-headed, 
peano Scotchman, who came, an untried lad, out from the 

elds of old Dumfriesshire, and, going to Kentucky, fought out his: 
manly battle there for preferment against all rivals in the State that 
he had adopted and made his home. 

From this training at home he came a well prepared man into Con- 
gress. His mind was wide and large. Strong as he was upon the 
special subjects to which he devoted great attention, he went far be- 
yond these, and I have known few Senators who were better upin what 
may be called the business of the Senate than was Mr. Beck. His mem- 
ory wasretentive. His habit was formed upon the models of extreme in- 
dustry, and I think he was as well equipped for general debate upon 
the subjects arising here as any Senator whom I have known in my serv- 
ice. 

All these things, Mr. President, we mourn and miss; we miss the 

earnestness of the Senator from Kentucky; we miss his aggress- 
ive self-assertion; we miss his sharp retort; we miss his red-handed 
foray into the territory of every political foe; but, missing them and 
mourning them, we wish that he were here to-day! We miss his genial 
nature, his wide, broad, embracing friendship. We miss those occasions 
when, work and business laid aside, we met him at one place or another 
when the hour was devoted to enjoyment, and where our dear, lost friend 
was at his best, and then, Mr. President, we know the aching void which 
none can fill. 

When James B. Beck left us, Mr. President, we lost an able Senator, 
a true, high-minded man, a character of lofty integrity, a good friend, 
the memory of whom time may possibly dim, but, certainly with me, 
can never efface. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, we are not making history in this 
session of the Senate; we have stopped to record a great history, much 
of which was made in this Chamber. We are all agreed that there is 
nothing to reprobate in the history of James B. Beck, and there are 
none who knew him who will not testify that he deserved their praise 
and the tribute of honest affection. 

In that spirit, Alabama places her chaplet on his tomb. As one of 
her representatives I will speak of him as he appeared to me. 

A native-born citizen of the United States will seldom visit Scot- 
land withont wishing to go to Dumfriesshire, the native place of James 
B. Beck. s f 

He will desire to talk with the people, among whom Mr. Beck spent 
his infancy and boyhood, about the heir to so many virtues, such faith- 
fulness, manly vigor, and splendid development, and such great abili- 
ties. 


The question will be constantly presented to his mind whether the 
Scottish blood and brawn, and the invigorating air of Scotland, and the 
earnest devotion of Scotchmen to their convictions of right and duty, 
and the high traditional reputation of that race for the courage to live 
up to their convictions came with the lad across the waters and grew 
up through a natural and inevitable process into such a strong man- 
hood here, as a transplanted twig would grow and spread into a great 
and majestic tree, or whether the soil and air of America gave to his 

mind and body unusual strength and vigor, and our free institutions 
gave to him the incentive to work and the liberty of thought and action, 
through which so excellent a growth was alone possible to him. We 
know that in the happy union of Scottish birth and American nurture 
there was created and matured a character marked for great distinction. 

In form and stature he was a splendid development of stalwart man- 
hood; in his manners he was simple and modest; in his tastes he found 
the greatest pleasures in a devout love of the beauties of nature; in 
his heart he loved his fellow-man and denied to none who were poor 
or suffering or wretched the true sympathy of a generous nature. 

It is diffienlt for me to speak of this great public character in terms 
that describe impartially the important labors of his life, because I find 
my personal affection for him constantly drawing my thoughts away 

-from his great history as a statesman and fixing upon those traits 
of and those happy associations that so enrich the memories 
of many who sre around me. e 


And so he will not receive among the Southern people the full ap- 
preciation of his great abilities until time shall have elapsed, for they 
now read his record in the warm light that love imparts to the glow 
of gratitude, and they magnify his generosity until it seems greater 
than his abilities as a statesman. 

Mr, Beck honored the name and character of American citizenship. 
He has no more just and honorable appreciation among men than he 
has received from those who most widely differed with him in opinion 
and action since he was first admitted to a seat in the House of Kepre- 
sentatives, His reputation has long been historie and national, and 
his friends are included in immense circles, extending far beyond the 
range of his personal acquaintance or the limits of his political asso- 
ciations. 

His reputation is that of a wise, enlightened, courageous, and true 
legislator, whose sense of duty was his guide and the limit of his ac- 
tion. 

This massive and enduring structure was built up by his industry, 
with sound materials, and he tarried the apex so high above the com- 
mon plane that the finer decorations of genius would add nothing to 
it, but would be above the reach of common observation. 

He had, in a high degree, the genius for good, just, and equal gov- 
ernment, and that eminent faculty of devising great measures, founded 
on true principles, to relieve the people from injustice and distress. 

When he portrayed the wrongs of the people he often impressed the 
Senate with the fact that he was, unconsciously, a master of the eloquence 
of logic and had high gilts of passionate oratory. He was the devout, 
jealous, fond, and faithful lover of American institutions, political, in- 
dustrial, and social, As we mark the progress of this Scotch lad to the 
eminence and power he gained in a short lifetime and inquire into the 
causes of his success, this honest love of our plan of Government and 
our Constitution will be credited as the most influential motive and 
his greatest incentive. 

He came with his father’s household to America in search of better 
fields for their labor as farmers. Neither father nor son had any thought 
of still wider fieids in which the industry, integrity, and mental powers 
of the lad could find employment in giving laws to the great Republic 
and in enriching its history with another splendid example of the ele- 
vating and strengthening effect of our free institutions upon the un- 
fettered aspirations of an honest mind and a brave and true spirit, ani- 
mated with a sincere love for constitutional liberty. 

In ascending steadily and fearlessly to the great elevation where 
fame and honor stood ready to welcome him, he did not forget his 
earlier labors, the frugal living which had been made necessary by the 
moderate means of his family; the forests and fields dres-ed in green 
and gold; the birds and flowers that gladdened his boyhood; nor did 
he cease to remember and care for the honest toilers who labored in 
that simple but noble vocation which blesses the world with nearly 
all its wealth and its subsistence. 

There was no affectation in his love of the farmer or the sympathy 
he so freely expressed for his sufferings and wrongs. In his bosom 
the dearest memories of home and friends and of the simplest and 
best enjoyments of life were linked with his experiences as a ſarmer's 
son. The Cotter’s Saturday Night’’ was to him the sweetest of the 
lays of Scotland. In his higher but less comforting labors in the 
broader field of statesmanship he bent the whole power of his great 
energies with faithful industry in vindication and protection of the 
tights of the agricultural classes, 

No man who saw him could doubt his sincerity, and all who wit- 
nessed his zeal and listened to his vivid oratory were compelled to rec- 
ognize in him the fearless and intelligent championship of those indus- 
tries in which his childhood and youth had been employed. 

He did not enlist in a political career for the sake merely of winning 
popular applause. He was averse to notoriety, but had an intense 
though modest appreciation of the good opinion of those who placed a 
proper estimate on services honestly rendered to society. 

It was an irresistible demand upon his conscience and the belief that 
he could be of service to the country that drew him into the political 
vortex, and when he had given to his life that direction he could not 
abandon his course, nor would the people permit him to withdraw. 

In the contests of the bar, to which he came with a strength and skill 
due to the natural powers of his intellect rather than to his learning as 
a jurist, he had gained the solid confidence of the people that he was 
better fitted to be a legislator than an advocate. 

That firm and generous trust which is never withheld from a dutiful, 
sincere, true, and talented man by the people whom he serves was given 
to him almost without reserve. His whole public life justified their 
confidence in him. ‘ 

When Mr. Beck left Scotland he did not sever a single floss in the 
silkencord of sentiment that bound him to the home of his childhood, 
that land where the legends of the great and good deeds of an exalted 
race are celebrated in song and story, until every mountain and plain 
and every lake and brook has a history that is imperishable. 

But he brought his heart to America and gave it to Kentucky, who 
now has given him a place of final rest in her bosom; and Kentucky 
has contributed his services to the Republic, in which he has proven 
his devotion to the entire country and bas honored the great office of 
Senator from a sovereign State. 
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In the Senate his name is still on the roll-call whenever we are con- 
fronted with questions and situations where reference to facts, labo- 
riously collected, and the wisdom of their marek 7 is needed to guide 
ns in the way of good government for the people and the States. In 
memory we recall his utterances in debate and his votes as if he were 
still present in this Chamber, 

A still more grateful and pleasing burden is borne to us by memory 
as we still enjoy the recollection of his frank, amiable, and generous 
bearing in the Senate, and the charming warmth and interest for others 
displayed in all his personal relations with his brother Senators. 

How impossible it is to feel that he has passed to a sphere where his 
affection for us has chilled, when, without any motive but the most 
sincere affection for him, we cherish his memory, honor him in his grave, 
and follow him with wishes for his happiness, that only God can 


t. : X S 
The history of his public life, if fully told, would not weary any man 
who understands and appreciates his country; but this is not an occa- 
sion suited to such an effort. Any chapter in his public history would 
give a true impression of the man and the statesman. 

He came from a country where social and political distinctions are 
the inheritance of certain families, and are seldom won by industry and 
integrity, even when aided by the highest abilities. 

Great Britain is not a land of opportunities, except to such as are 
born to them. 

The first inspiration of our free and better system aroused in him the 
consciousness of an unexpected power coupled with responsibilities 
and lifted by aspirations that would guide and stimulate him to the 
highest endeavor. Almost unconsciously, he rose quickly to the clear 
comprehension of the new light that had come into his life, and, with 
co’ and integrity guided by a strong sense of duty, he determined 
to realize and enjoy the blessings of American citizenship. 

When he came to the United States our political horizon was belted 
all around with the clouds of angry dissensions, A powerful people 
were marshaling to settle great questions among themselves as to which 
pressure and resistance seemed to be equal forces. There was not an 
interest or sentiment, social or political, or that was to be traced in the 
highest morality of the churches, or that groveled in the meanest groed 
of cupidity, or in the gangrene of envy and jealousy, that was not be- 
ing intensified to the degree of open warfare. 

As these clouds rolled up to the zenith and darkened all the land, 
this young man looked beyond the tempest with an eye of undaunted 
faith. He saw in the survival of the States the real supports of our 
great plan of government, and in their restoration to harmonious rela- 
tions the re-establishment of peace and concord among the people. 

He saw that the Union was to be restored through the indestructible 
sovereignty of the States; and he allied himself with that body of 
people who maintained their sovereign rights in all matters relating to 
local government. He became a Democrat while the power of that 
party was at its weakest, because he believed that the true guardian- 
ship of the liberties of the people and of the rights of the States was to 
be found in the principles espoused by that political organization. 

His first residence in America was in the State of New York, where 
he received kind attentions from the farming people, which always ex- 
cited his sense of gratitude. 

Seeking newer and broader fields and better rewards for his labors 
as a farmer, he made his permanent home in Kentucky. In that fer- 
tile and beautiful land, whose sod he turned with the burnished plow- 
share, he met a most generous welcome, 

His affection for the noble people, whose confidence and esteem he 
won by his personal merits, did not cease with even the last pulsa- 
tions of his heart. Doubtless he lovesthemstill. The civil warcame 
on, but in Kentucky the war was an internecine conflict. The atti- 
tude of the State was left in doubt as between the contending parties. 
The young Scotchman saw his dearest friends on both sides engaged 
in the fratricidal strife, and deplored what he could not prevent, their 
deadly antagonism to each other. 

He did not join eitherof the warring factions, and was left in that 
fortunate attitude when the war ended that he could give to both his 
valuable assistance in the restoration of peace, justice, and civil order. 
Without being the enemy of either faction, he was an acceptable in- 
termediary to both. 

The hour of his usefulness arrived when the welfare of the people 
of Kentucky required the intervention of a bold, pradent, and just 
man, guided by an honest devotion to principle and obedient to duty, 
to stay the hand of violence, and to preserve to the State its constitu- 
tional relations with the Union, and to the people their rights and lib- 
erties. 

He entered the Fortieth Congress under the commission of Kentucky, 
the only Southern State that refused to accept and ratify either of the 
thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth amendments of the Constitution, 

This great fact indicated the devotion of the people of Kentucky 
to rights that were solemnly guarantied in the Constitution of the 
United States and her assertion that war had wrought no change in 
her statehood; that the war had notso altered her powers of sovereignty, 
nor had its results so unbalanced her equality with other States in the 
Union as to make it necessary, in the judgment of her people, that she 


should accept asecond confirmation of her statehood, so as to bring her 
phere the pale of the Union as a free, sovereign, and independent 
tate. £ 

Other States were recognized as such, only upon fundamental condi- 
tions that were imposed by Congress, and others had constitutions de- 
creed to them by Congress, which they had rejected, under laws which 
Congress had prescribed. Kentucky rode out the storm of war with- 
out dragging her anchors, and saved the honor and liberties of her peo- 
ple from the disgrace and devastation of the process of reconstruction, 
by sondig firmly to her constitutional rights in open defiance of all 

ictation. À 

Mr. Beck, when he entered the House of Representatives under the 
commission of Kentucky, stood upon the firm rock on which our fathers 
built the Government of the United States: the rights reserved in the 
Constitution to the States respectively and to the people. In perfect 
accord with the attitude of his State, he reached forth his powerful 
arms and gave the strength of his early and vigorous manhood to the 
task of lifting to the same foundations on which Kentucky stood her 
stricken and prostrate sister States of the South. 

This work was suited to his genius, which was mighty and practical in 
those labors that restore justice and right to the wronged and oppressed. 
It was suited to the generous impulses of his heart, which were aroused 
to heroic action whenever he confronted tyranny, and it made endur- 
ing records of his sympathy for a suffering people. 

1 need not attempt to repeat the history of his labors in this field of 
duty, where he grew rapidly to great distinction. 

The records of the House and the Senate contain the history of his 
generous and courageous defense of the rights of the States and the 

ple, and few brighter or mote instructive es can be found, in 
all this great collection of debates, than those in which he led and di- 
rected the course of opinion and sentiment that became the final reso- 
lution ofthe American people in favor of peace, fraternity, and justice, 
the new commandment given to the new era. 

He left a record still more honorable to his personal character in 
the hearts of the people of the South, The traditions of his personal 
and public history will be cherished by them and their children through 
the generations to come. They will descend with the tide of unadul- 
terated blood through the veins of his kindred race to a later and still 
greater posterity, who will recur to his teachings and his example for 
lessons to inform and guide them in other struggles for higher ascend- 
ency in the leadership of the self-governing nations. 

As, in his elevation to high places of public trust, he never forgot 
the ties of affection that bound him to toiling men in humbler spheres, 
so he has taken with him beyond the grave the honest love of the great 
body of the people of his adopted coun But we can scarcely think 
of him as a son by adoption under our laws. He seems to have been 
as native to America as the heather is to the slopes of Ben Lomond. 

In his marriage he was also cordially welcomed into a distinguished 
family, whose blood was the closest, in collateral kinship, to the lin- 
eage of the illustrious man whom all Americans have claimed and will 
always claim as the father of his country, a sacred mark of affilia- 
tion that no American will ever consent to acknowledge towards any 
other person. 

It was a fortunate circumstance, one that has borne excellent fruit, 
in the hospitality we have always extended to foreign-born people who 
are worthy of confidence and respect, and has liberalized our laws of 
naturalization, that Washington was so intimately associated in our 
war ot independence with men like General Lafayette and Marshal 
Rochambeau and Col. Alexander Hamilton, whose father was a Scotch- 
man, and many others of the noblest patriots of the Revolution, all of 
whom were aliens by birth to the colonies. 

The way that they opened up to the aspiring men born in other 
countries, who claim the liberties secured to American citizenship and 
its abundant honors, leads directly to the hearts of the people. Along 
that shining way are found many of the most cherished monuments of 
our national history. 

If Mr. Beck had written the Declaration of Independence he could 
not have been more patriotically devoted than he was to its principles. 
No man who ever entered Con 
support the Constitution of the United States. The form and plan, 
the powers and limitation of government as they are ordained in the 
Constitution, received the enlightened sanction of his judgment and 
held him soul-bound in loyalty to its authority. 

He found embodied there in the bill of rights and in the powers re- 
served to the people the essence of the liberties and the freedom ot 
conscience and speech for which his race had been contending through 
many centuries. It was no new task upon his heart or his en 
that he should espouse the cause of the people and defend themagainst 
aggression. His public career was conspicuously devoted in all his 
great labors to preventing injustice and favoritism in legislation. 

So ardently did he desire to employ every possible moment in the 
public service that after he was stricken with a fatal malady he lin- 
gered in reach of the Senate until the hour of his death. He could not 
reconcile the thought to his faithful love of Kentucky that she 5 
through his infirmity, be silent as to his vote in the Senate. His 


appearance on this floor will always linger in our memories as a noble 


more devoutly obeyed his oath to 
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and touching example of his courage and fidelity in the discharge ot 
a public trust. = 

When the roll of Senators was being called and the votes recorded 
on a great measure, long considered aud important, he came into the 
Chamber, pale and tremulous from physical weakness, and in a few 
words stated his reason for being there to vote, his opposition to the 
bill, and recorded his last vote in the negative. t effort was nearly 
fatal to him. 

But he refused to believe that his career was ended. It was full 
enough of honors and of duties well performed to satisfy the loltiest 
ambition, and therewith he was content; but he felt that other work 
for the people and the Constitution was needed, and that one of those 
crises that seem to attend the progress of our Government and too often 
to threaten our liberties was nearly approaching, and he could not feel 
willing to be carried from the field betore the battle had been fought 
and won. But he was! As he came back to Washington, filled with 
comfort at the hopeful assurance of his advisers that he could soon 
resume his seatin the Senate, in an instant of time he parted with 
life in the Capital of his country. Silence best becomes a grief that 
I can not express, and I will leave him to the historian. 


Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, when those of us who have been here 
for a series of years bring to mind the many occasions when we have 
been called upon to pay the last tributes of esteem and affection to 
brethren who have fallen by the wayside, we may well pause to con- 
sider whether the ends which we pursue here or in other fields of ac- 
tivity are worth the toil and energy and anxiety which we contribute 
to them, especially when even the largest successes bring but transient 
satisfaction, and the joy of 2 and the eagerness of struggle and 
controversy are alike ended in sudden extinguishment. 

The suspension of accustomed duties and the postponement of press- 
ing cares and responsibilities, in order that we may give thought to 
the destiny assigned to all, ought to be useful in tempering the heat 
of party zeal, in softening the asperities which imbitter competi- 
tion, and generally in prompting us to lift above the level of personal 
pique or resentment the varying lines of duty and of effort which we 
are called npon to follow. 

No nobler instance can be cited of this subordination of the merely 

and passionate in the contentions which busy and successful 
careers promote than the history of him whose memory we honor to- 
day furnishes, 

Mr. President, concurring in all that has been and all that may be 
said in enlogy of our late comrade and friend, I should do injustice to 
my own feelings were I to employ this oceasion in a formal estimate 
of his intellectual powers, grandly developed as they were, or in meas- 
uring the value of his wise counsel and enthusiastic advocacy. 

Great as he undeniably was in all the attributes which at once ex- 
cite popular admiration and qualify for the largest usefulness, he seems 
greater to me now as the friend than as the statesman, as the gener- 
ous, kindly, confiding, helpful companion, than as the heroic soul to 
whom the ardor of chivalrous contention appeared to give greater de- 
light than the fruits of victory. 

Separated from the late Senator by opposite political sentiments and 
affiliations, it was my happy fortune, soon after I came to the Senate, 
to be able to claim him as my personal friend. Entertaining views in 
common of many questions of public import, I learned to value his 
advice, to lean upon his counsel, and to esteem and love him asa man. 
Such wasthe uabounded kindliness of his nature that no friend ever 
appealed to him in vain; and if I allude to these personal reminiscences 
it is that I may acknowledge the obligations which I owed to him, and 
which, alas! can only now be inadequately requited by this imperfect 
tribute to his memory. 

Could I with delicacy recall in this presence the numerous and em- 

liatie acts of kindness on his part with which cur intercourse was 
Tiinstrated, the Iong recital would avouch and justify my individual 
sorrow at his loss. 

Boundless as his genial good nature and tenderness for others always 
were, these qualities seemed to be notably conspicuous as his useful and 
brilliant course drew near its conclnsion. It will ever be one of the 
sweetest and choicest of the felicities which have come to me, as they 
come in larger or smaller measure to all, that within a short time of 
that fateful moment when his light was extinguished forever he spoke 
cordially of our friendship, and of myself personally, in terms that I 
can never worthily acknowledge, much less deserve. 

Sir, the career of the late Senator was itself the highest of tributes 
to the beneficence of institutions under the shelter of which he rose to 
great usefulness and renown. Bringing to his adopted country the 

fidelity and stanch persistency which drew their first inspi- 
ration from the striking naturul features and historic and romantic as- 
sociations of his native land, he devoted all the qualities of his nature 
to the founding of a career which, giving early promise of fame, sub- 
sequently reflected luster upon the State which advanced and the na- 
tion which honored him and will cherish his memory. 

Thus ones more we pay farewell honors to one who was a leader 
among us, whose talents challenged our admiration, and whose candor 
and amiability of nature and tenacious fidelity to duty will continue 
an example worthy of imitation through all coming time. 


`S 


Mr. HAMPTON. Mr. President, once again are we painfully re- 
minded that Death loves a shining mark,“ for these solemn ceremo- 
nies impress upon our hearts the fact that the great Senator from Ken- 
tucky, the late James B. Beck, has been stricken down by his inexorable 
hand. The State which honored him and upon which he reflected 
honor mourns the death of her distinguished and devoted son; the whole 
country feels and deplores his loss, and we, his colleagues, who knew 
him best, grieve for a friend who was as true to his friends as he was to 
his convictions, and from these latter no allurements could tempt, no 
threats could drive him. 

It is not for me, sir, to speak here of his long, his arduous, his in- 
estimable public services; those are known by all men and by all ap- 
preciated. Those services to his country will be recounted by others 
better fitted than myself to do justice to this high and grateful theme, 
Mine is the humbler but no less grateful privilege to speak of him as 
a friend, honored, respected, esteemed, and loved. My tribute to his 
memory is paid to the man, not to the public official, the statesman 
whose honorable career gave him a reputation as widespread as are the 
limits of this his adopted country. - 

No native-born son of that country was ever more loyal to its inter- 
ests, more solicitous of its welfare, more devoted to its service than he 
was. In every pulsation of his big heart he was essentially an Amer- 
ican, proud of the glory, jealous of the reputation, ful of the 
honor of the land wherein he had found a home and to which he dedi- 
cated his life. He brought hither from the land of his birth all those 
high and sturdy qualities which have made the name of Scotchman 
honored throughout the civilized world—pluck, intellect, honesty, ‘‘jus- 
tice, incorruptible faith, and naked truth. 

Unaided in his stern battle of life save by these sterling characteris- 
tics, he bravely fought his way to the foremost rank, and he held this 
proud position until he passed to the grave, honored and mourned by 
all who knew him. He in an eminent degree all the high- 
est and noblest attributes of true manhood; a moral courage which 
feared not to assume any responsibility; a singleness of purpose which 
could never be deflected from the path of rectitude; an indomitable 
will, which no obstacles could daunt, and absolute integrity; while the 
kind and genial side of his nature bound his friends to him with 
hooks of steel.” 

Mr. President, a man so gifted, so useful, so attractive, can not fall 
out of the ranks of the living without leaving a gap hard to be filled 
and we miss him daily in this Chamber, which has so often re-echoed 
his earnest, vigorous, and patriotic utterances. To us, with our limited 
vision, groping blindly in the dark, the death of such a man, in the 
midst of his honorable and useful labors, seems an unintelligible and 
unmitigated calamity; but, sir, may not the blow which took him from 
earth have been dealt in mercy, as it surely was in wisdom? It is not 
given to mortals to lift the veil which shuts out the future, and none 
can tell what that fature may have in store for him. 

The great mysteries of life and of death areas unfathomable now as 
they were when the great Creator breathed the breath of life into the 
inanimate clay or when sin brought death into the world. Our only 
light, our only stay, our only hope, are held out by the promises of rev- 
elation. The past alone is ours; the future belongs to God. And it 
seems to me that man should be regarded as happy even when death 
claims him, whose past has been made luminous by high purpose, 
by earnest, noble work, and by honorable deeds. A life thus conse- 
crated ta the welfare and the service of mankind can not be said to 
have had an untimely end, come when it may; and applying this cri- 
terion to the life of James B. Beck we must surely 5 chat his 
work on earth was finished and well done, and that he has been called 
to his reward. 

I know, sir, how the hearts of those to whom he was nearest and 
dearest cry out in bitter anguish for the touch of a vanished hand 
and the sound of a voice that is still; I know that nature will assert 
itself when those whom we love are taken from us; but that very love 
should make us take comfort from the Jiope and promise of a blessed 
immortality. 

I know well 
That they who love their frien « most tender! 
= Still bear their loss the best. ‘ vere is in love 
A consecrated power that seem to wake 


Only at the touch of death fro. its repose 
In the profoundest depths of thinking souls, 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, Lean not add to the wealth of eulogy 
which has heen bestowed upon our deceased associate, but I owe it to 
the people whom I represent, and to whom he rendered inestimable 
services when they were sadly distressed, and to my own long and 
cherished friendship, to pay a brief tribute to his memory, at least to 
cast upon his grave a Louisiana magnolia, the fairest of all our flowers. 

From the time when a boy I was in attendance upon the grammar 
school and playing on the academic green and he was a student in the 
law department of Transylvania University, at Lexington, Ky., I have 
been more or less familiar with the private life and public services, and 
have enjoyed the friendship of the deceased Senator. 

It is true, Mr. President, as has been stated, he was an alien by birth, 
but in all other respects he was an intense and typical American, 
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Though a native of Scotland he found among the people ot his adopted 
State. and in the very community in which he made his hos- 
pitality and kinship and congeniality for all leading qualities and traits 
of his character and the bent and genius of his intellect. They were 
themselves chiefly of Scotch-Irish origin and there was a family like- 
ness between him and them. : 

They quickly saw and appreciated in him the qualities that distin- 
guished him here, his love of patient work, his fondness for mastering 
the detail ofevery subject, his thoroughness and toughness, his wonder- 
ful physical and mental buoyancy, his rugged honesty, the devotion and 
zeal with which he espoused a cause, his clear sense of right, his hatred 
of all shams, his simplicity and candor and fidelity to every obligation, 
and his strong common sense. He soon rose to the highest position at 
the har, first in partnership with Johu C. Breckinridge and afterwards 
with Frank Hunt, the acknowledged leaders of the Kentucky bar. He 
had already laid a solid and enduring foundation in the esteem and 
confidence of the people before he embarked in publie life. 

No wonder, then, that he gradually won the unfailing support and 
admiration of the people of the famous Ashland district, and of the 
whole people of Kentucky. 

They exalted him to the publie position which had been honored by 
Clay and Chittenden, and he in turn showed himself worthy to beas- 
sociated forever with those renowned leaders in our parliamentary bodies. 
He was not.an accident. His course from the beginning was steady, 
constant, and persistent, cumulative, deepening, and expanding until 
the hour of his death. In many respects his career was an evolution 
of the individual forces with which he was endowed, but in a larger 
sense it was the logical development of the conditions and circum- 
stances, the influences and institutions under which he lived, and it 
may be said of him that he truly expressed and bore the image and 
likeness of the people whom he represented. 

That career, marked by so many commanding characteristics, so 
many enduring traits, so noble and useful and generous, is closed for- 
ever. It was dramatic in its termination, but the shadow preceded 
the event, 

I remember about two years ago, while Senator Beck was delivering 
one of his elaborate and profound not. dealing so much with 
the abstract principles that underlie political questions as with those 
pregnant inets and striking illustrations that carry conviction to the 

lain people of the country, I turned to my neighbor, the venerable 
tor from Ohio, my desk-mate and friend, Mr. PAYNE, and re- 
marked: What capacity, what endurance, what energy Senator Beck 
displays; he stands now like a tower of adamant defying time and cir- 
cumstance.’’ 

Following him into the cloak-room to congratulate him and repeat- 
ing my remark about his superb physical strength, he turned towards 
me; and looking into my face intently and laying his hand upon my 
shoulder said: I may look like a tower of strength, but I am a tower 
undermined.. See how I tremble! I shall probably be the first Sen- 
ator to be borne from this. Chamber to my long rest. 
speech. A few months ago he entered this Chamber for the last time, 
and I had a conversation with him just within the entrance at the 
central door, under the clock. He then spoke of the encouragement 
his physician had given him. He informed me of his purpose to take 
a long rest and voyage with his beloved daughter. 

He spoke of old friends in Kentueky and ald associations, how dear 
they were to him and how grateiul he was for all the honors bestowed 
upon him. He recalled, too, the scenes of his early life in Seotland, 
and his mind was filled with anticipations at seeing again its lovely 
landscapes, the natural beauties of its lakes and rivers and mountain 
slopes and crags, made elassie by the genius of Burns and Scott. I 
urged him to visit Germany and Switzerland and Italy and Spain, and 
to attend the great fair at Nijnii-Noygorod, on the banks of the Volga; 
to remain away as long as he could. He said, “AN right; I am going 
to take a long voyage. 

Grasping his hand for the last time as he turned toleave, I felt then 
upon it, as it seemed to me, the chill of death. He indeed was about 
to embark on a long voyage. A voyage which, sooner or later, under 
the divine edict, which the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] has 
so eloquently described, we shall all take, over the shoreless sea, from 
which there is no returning. 

Mr. President, Senator Beck has passed beyond the boundaries of 
the visible universe forever. We shall never see him again. His mem- 
ory remains, He was beloved by all. 

He was open as the day and candid, generous, affectionate in. his 
private relations; bold and demonstrative, eager and aggressive as a 

liamentary leader. His impetuous nature saw no middle ground. 
is work is finished. He sleeps tranquilly in the beautiful city of the 
dead near Lexington, Ky., within afew steps of the column that com- 
memorates the love and devotion of that noble people for Henry Clay. 
When in aiteryears the young men of that Commonwealth shall re- 
call the life and services of her renowned sons, cf the men who rose 
from poverty and deprivation to distinction, and held honor and duty 
above wealth and ease, and were ready to make sacrifices for right and 
truth, they will ever associate the name of James B. Beck with that of 
the sage of Ashland. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. > 


It was his last | by 


* 


9067 


Mr. COKE. Mr. President, in the death of James B. Beck our 
country has sustained no ordinary loss. Although of foreign birth, he 
honored the country of his adoption. No more stalwart American, no 
truer patriot, no higher or nobler man in all the relations of life, has 
in this generation lived or died on our soil than this great Kentuckian, 
I knew him well and was honored with his friendship, and loved, re- 
spected, and admired him. His great talents, his unfaltering fidelity 
to principle, his ru and uncompromising honesty, his fearless ad- 
vocacy of what he believed to be right, and his stern and aggressive 
war upon wrong wherever he found it, made him a grand and conspie- 
nous figure both in private and public life. 

His private life was adorned with all the domestic and social virtues . 
and his public career was spontaneously crowned with the hi 
honors his noble State could bestow. As a member of this y he 
was a towerof strength for his party. Always and everywhere a leader 
of men, he was ever foremost in debate, commanding the highest re- 

and consideration of his opponents and the affectionate admira- 
tion of his friends. While a strong and vigorous partisan, convictions 
of patriotic duty ruled and directed his public life and his statesman- 
ship had that breadth which embraced the whole country and all the 
people. A man of noble and generous impulses and one of unusual 
attractiveness, Mr. Beck was the idol of a host of friends, whose devo- 
tion to him knew no bounds. 

The Commonwealth represented by him with such disti A 
ability holds in her bosom his honored remainsand cherishes his mem- 
ory as only a devoted mother can. The Senate of the United States, 
representing this great Union of States which he loved and served so 
well, this day renders sincere homage to his virtues and his public serv- 
ices, and his friends who knew and loved him, while profoundly mourn- 
ing his loss, find in the splendid record he left behind, of duty monly 
performed to family, friends, and country, a grateful and enduring sol- 
ace. The mortal part of James B. Beck has passed away, but his 
honored name will go down to future generations and his fame is one 
of the garnered treasures of our great Republic. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, we had hoped that the cere- 
monies of to-day would be participated in by the venerable and honored 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], but failing health makes this 
impossible. Feeling that it will meet with his approval and that it is 
but justice to the dead Senator, I ask to have read from the deska let- 
ter received from the Senator from Vermont and thatit be incorporated 
into and made a part of these proceedings. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TURPIE in the chair). The letter 
will be so read as a part of the proceedings. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Srrarrorp, Vr., August 14, 1890. 
My Dear Mn. BLACKBURN: Ido not forget that I promised you to contribute 
something on the 23d instant respecting your deceased colleague who, 
the long service with me in the Committee on Finance, and there distinguish: 


his regular attendance, had won my kindliest affections, I had hoped to be 
present at the timementioned, and should have been quite willing, for this pur- 


pose, to make the journey to Washington, butthe weather here is offeri me 
some relief, and I find it will not be prudent for me at present to risk the 
so far south, and must, therefore, with much regret, ask to be released from my 
promise, 

Se: 


usually in accord. He was a brave and frank man, entitled to pounce wesa 
blows 


Perhaps L ought to ask pardon for prolonging this note upon a subject where 

roe knowledge is so much superior to mine, but Ishall make no excuses, as I 

Iy need to assure you, dear Mr. BLacknunx, that my friendly esteem for 

Mr. Beck was very warm, and. if cireumstances had itted me to do so, I 
should have been glad to offer a heartfelt tribute to his memory. 


Very sincerely yours, 
JUSTIN S. MORRILL. 
Hon. J. C. S. BLACKBURXS, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I shall not speak of James B, 
Beck historically, The eloquent Senator from his own State and others 
who have preeeded me have spoken of the struggles, the hopes, the 
fears, the ambitions of his youth and earlier manhood. I shall speak 
of him as he was known to me in the meridian of his life and the full 
glory of his strength. 

On the 3d day of May last, ppan the wings of the lightning, came to 
this Chamber the sad tidings, Senator Beck is dead. Surrounded by 
members of his family, inexorable death hastened to execute its stern 
command, and in a moment, in the twinkling of an eye, there passed 
from life to death our brother and friend. His sosudden, when 


we had been led to hope for his early return to the duties which he 
performed so well, was indeed a great shock to me. 


In his death I 
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feel a personal loss, an ever-present bereavement. I feel the loss when 
I enter this Chamber, and more especially when I enter the committee- 
room where for many years we were thrown constantly together. 

Mr. President, a strong man has fallen—strong physically and intel- 
lectually. A void has been made in this Chamber which can not be 
easily filled. His 3 was a tower of strength in all that was 
upright, wise, and patriotic. There was no mediocrity in his nature, 
Whatever he was called upon todo was done with the force and acu- 
men of great intellect trained in a purity and honesty of purpose that 
marked him a peer among the great men of his day. With him lite 
always had its noble purpose. He was found at the front in all con- 
tests, where the blows rained fast and hard, ever leading, valiant and 
loyal to the cause he espoused. ‘The harder the fight, the more hope- 
less the contest appeared, the more erectand undaunted he stood. Such 
was his career inthe forum of the nation. He was a born leader ot 
men and his party associates looked up to, admired, and trusted him. 
He did not falter at odds. Defeat never conquered or dismayed him. 
gs believed in the right and justice of his cause and naught deterred 

im. 

He was one who knew himself and knew the ways before him. Few 
men who have risen to eminence in publie life were more devoted to 
duty or labored so unceasingly for the best interests of the country as 
he saw them. He was a toiler when others slept, and worked when 
others idled. His strong constitution seemed to defy fatigue, and his 
alert, well regulated mind was ever active. He never allowed his en- 
ergies to falter. His unselfish regard for duty only ceased when the 
cord suapped and he entered on his perfect rest. 

The great feature of his career in Congress was his strength and force 
of character. Never weak, never vacillating, he had no patience for 
those who were. He fought for principle with all of that force and 
strength of mind which, from his leonine nature, made him equal to 
all emergencies, There was a sense of power which surrounded and 
was of him wherever he went and in all that he did. He made no 
claim to oratory, but he could trace cause and effect with a logic clear 
and convincing. His party associates felt it, trusted to it, and relied 
upon it. 

A man of pure purpose, pure thoughts, and pure life; never radical, 
always conservative, he was tenacious in his views on public polity 
and always willing and eager in their defense, He stood on the rock 
of Democratic principles, and neither storm nor passion could move 
him from his lofty pedestal. No personal or private consideration was 
ever allowed to interfere with the conscientious discharge of his duty. 
He came in contact with some of the best minds and great intellects 
of his day, und they all found in him an equal, never provoking, yet 
never shrinking from a contest, 

His great reliance was on constant labor, on truth, and on manly 
methods. His labor was for the good of his fellow-citizens, and his un- 
selfish devotion to duty hastened his end. 

Such was the man whose career is before us to-day, and whose loss 
we mourn as we recall his sturdy life and a public career without stain 
or blemish, With him a wrong was ever a wrong; nothing could ex- 
cuse or palliate it. He would not tolerate an outrage upon himself 
nor allow it to be attempted on others, Right ever found in hima 
champion. To its cause he devoted all the force of his intellect, and 
for it he delivered his hardest blows. Hypocrisy or deceit found no 
place in his surroundings. 

His large experience in legislation gave him opportunities which his 
active mind was always ready to grasp and to hold with tenacity, un- 
til it became a perfect store-house of useful and important informa- 
tion. He absorbed quickly all that he studied, and his memory was 
remarkable even for the slightest details. He always mastered a sub- 
ject thoroughly before he would engage in its discussion. 

We all know of his valuable services in this Chamber, and the ex- 
acting duties of his membership on the Committees on Finance andon 
Appropriations. They exhibited his wonderful capacity for work, and 
such was his thorough mastery of his subject that he was considered 
one of the ablest debaters in the Senate. There was sound logic based 
on accurate knowledge. His denunciation of fraud was keen, aggress- 
ive, overwhelming. He was an original thinker, and a ready speaker 
ot great force and power. His work was never slighted. 

He entered public life with clean hands. He was called from his 
high trust with them still unsullied. His career is a noble example 

to leave to his adopted country—manly, statesmanlike, and pure. It 
has left its impress on the history of his State and country for good. 
A life so led can but benefit us as a people. His invaluable services 
will live in his country’s history, a lesson to those who are here, and 
who will never forget him, and to those who will come atter us. His 
State loved and delighted to honor him with her highest gifts. His 
party honored him for his courage, high ability, and honest statesman- 
ship. His country is proud of his pure record, his devotion to her in- 
stitutions, and his noble example. State, party, and country mourn 
his sudden death, and honor him asa martyr to duty. How great his 


services; how useful and beneficial his life; yet in a moment he was 
- summoned to enter into the dark unknown. A flash and he was gone; 
the pure patriot, the incorruptible legis!ator was called to his reward. 
The dead are safe. It is the privilege ot the living to be in peril. 


Mr. CARLISLE, Mr. President, so many and such just and eloquent 
tributes have already been paid to the memory of my distinguished 
pcira on both sides of the Chamber, by political friends and po- 

itical opponents alike, that but little remains for me to add. 

If the occasion and the attending circumstances would permit, it 
would be a grateful task to speak somewhat at length upon the life and 
character of a man who, notwithstanding the many and fierce forensic 
contests in which he was engaged, has left no rankling wounds in the 
bosoms of his antagonists; but this could not be appropriately done 
now even if I were prepared to do justice to such a subject. 

The public career of Mr. Beck constitutes a and in many re- 
spects a very important part, of the legislative history of the country 
during a period of nearly twenty-five years, and it can not be properly 
reviewed without discussing to some extent, at least, directly or indi- 
rectly, the great public questions which were presented for considera- 
tion in Congress and before the country during that time. Neither his 
motives nor the character and value of his services can be appreciated 
without a full understanding of the circumstances by which he was 
surrounded and the nature and importance of the questions with which 
he had to deal. 

The highest tribute that could be paid to his statesmanship and pa- 
triotism would be to recall some of the wore important political events 
that occurred in this country between 1866, when he first entered po- 
litical life and was elected to the House of Representatives, and 1890, 
the close of his career in this body, and to show his connection with 
them. But, sir, this could not be done, even in the most cursory man- 
ner, without prolonging these proceedings to an unreasonable extent. 

We can speak here only in brief terms of his public services and of 
the man as we personally knew him in the domestic and social circles 
and in the daily discharge of his laborious official duties and intrust 
his record as an able and faithful servant of the people to the hands of 
the biographer and the historian. 

Mr. Beck had never held public office and, so faras I know, had never 
aspired to official position of any kind until he was chosen a member 
of the House of Representatives from the historical Ashland district 
in Kentucky. He began his career at a time of great political excite- 
ment and, I may even say, exasperation. Although active hostilities 
had ceased for some time, the whole country was still profoundly agi- 
tated by the questions which the termination of our great civil con- 
flict had presented for consideration and settlement. The unfortunate 
and bitter controversy between the Executive and Congress concern- 
ing their respective constitutional powers and duties in relation to the 
reconstruction or restoration of the seceding States was rapidly ap- 
proaching its crisis, and the people in all parts of the country were 
watching with the most intense interest and anxiety every step in the 
progress of the most momentous political conflict that has ever occurred 
in our history. : 

It is impossible after the lapse of so many years to realize the state 
of feeling which prevailed here and in the country at large at that time 
or to appreciate the difficulties necessarily encountered by an almost 
unknown and wholly inexperienced man suddenly called from the 
walks of private life to take an active partin such a contest. Here were 
then in public life and arrayed on the one side or the other in this great 
controversy some of the ablest men the country ever produced—men of 
long experience, indomitable courage, and consummate skill in parlia- 
mentary warfare. They were the acknowledged champions of their re- 
spective causes, and usually when they contended all others were silent. 
I need not name them. y 

Some are still living, honored and respected by their fellow-citizens 
for the public services they have performed and are still performing; 
but many of them have finished their work and passed away. 

Mr. Beck went among these men without legislative experience of 
any kind to qualify him for the coy len contest. Everything was new 
and strange to him. The great Hall in which he sat, its floor crowded 
with the chosen representatives of the people and its galleries filled with 
intelligent and critical spectators, was altogether different from the 
little old-fashioned court-house at Lexington in which he had been accus- 
tomed to debate questions of law in the presence only of his neighbors 
and personal friends. 

The questions which he was called upon to investigate and discuss 
were not only difficult of themselves, but they were of an entirely 
different character from those he had been in the habit of considering. 
They were questions which, under any circumstances, might well per- 
plex the ablest and most experienced statesmen, and they were compli- 
cated and made more difficult of solution by the fact that the strongest 
passions and prejudices of the contending parties were aroused toa 
degree never betore witnessed in the Halls of Congress. 

But he soon accommodated himself to thesituation, and in no longtime 
he took, by common consent, a prominent place among the recognized 
leaders on his side of the House and was universally regarded on the 
other side as one of its most formidable adversaries. His faithful and 
efficient service in committee and the ability displayed by him in the 
debate on reconstruction and the questions connected with that subject 
secured for him a national reputation during his first term in Congress, 
and from that time until his death he was one of the most conspicuous 
figures in the polities of the country. 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


i 


9069 


` 


7 ; 
Unlike many who suddenly a distinction by some brilliant 
achievement in war or statesm: p and as suddenly sink into com- 
parative obscurity, Mr. Beck continued to rise in the public estima- 
tion and in the estimation of his associates in public life, and long be- 
fore his death had established a reputation for ability, integrity, and 
fidélity to the interests of the people which will endure as long as the 
Republic itself. 

Mr. President, I think Mr. Beck's steady and rapid advance, under the 
circumstances which then surrounded him, to a leading position among 
the great men who then controlled the affairs of the country is of itself 
conclusive evidence that he was a man of extraordinary tact and abil- 
ity, and I have mentioned it and dwelt upon it tosome extent, not be- 
cause he rendered more or better service in that Congress than after- 
wards, but because it illustrates, in my opinion, better than any other 
part of his career the wonderful intellectual power of our deceased as- 
sociate and friend. 

In all the great debates upon taxation, currency, and the general 
financial policy of the country Mr. Beck took a leading part, whether 
in the House or in the Senate, and upon every occasion he exhibited 
a familiarity with his subject and a power of statement and analysis 
which surprised even his most ardent admirers. He was not and did 
not profess to be an orator in the usual acceptation of the term, and 
yet there were but few who could successfully resist his assaults upon 
their positions and none who could drive him from his. 

He was terse and strong in his statements, overwhelming in his array 
of facts, and perfectly honest and sincere in his conclusions. He was 
a man of strong convictions, snd always courageous and aggressive in 
maintaining them. He not only defended his own position with great 
skill and ability, but he vigorously assailed the position of his adver- 
sary, and generally succeeded in putting him on the defensive, In 
fact, Mr. Beck, while always equal to the emergency, whatever it 
might be, was stronger in attack than in defense. 

No man who ever occupied a seat in this Chamber was more faithful 
or conscientious than he in the discharge of his public duties and in 
serving his constituents individually, and I am sure no one ever per- 
formed more hard labor. He had a genius for work, which, after all, 
is the most valuable gift a public man can possess in this practical age. 
Always in his seat until failing health compelled him to retire, which 

he aid very reluctantly, as we all know, it was a mystery to his fellow 
Senators how he found time to make those thorough and minute in- 
vestigations and researches which were absolutely necessary in order 
to enable him to collect the great mass of facts which constituted a 
striking and valuable feature in all his speeches. 

Speaking here in the presence of Senators, most of whom knew him 
long and intimately, it seems superfluous to say anything concerning 
Mr, Beck's characteristics and virtues as a friend and social companion, 
and yet u personal acquaintance and friendship of many years’ dura- 
tion, and which was never interrupted even for a moment, constrains 
me to add a word to what has already been said upon that subject. 
When not absorbed in his work he was exceedingly fond of the society 
of his friends, and was always genial and happy in their company, con- 
tributing his full share to their entertainment, no matter what the 
occasion might be. ; 

He was always full of humor and good-fellowship, and there was no 
element of malice in anything he did or said. He was never envious 
or jealous of his associates in private or public life. No young man 
struggling to rise at the bar or in politics was ever repressed or discour- 
aged by him or by anybody else with his approval. On the contrary, 
remembering his own early struggles and profoundly grateful for the 
generous support which the people of Kentucky had extended to him, 
he rejoiced whenever one of her sons moved toward the front, even 
though it might ultimately endanger his own supremacy. 

His intercourse with the people of all classes and conditions was per- 
fectly free and unconstrained throughout his whole life, and he left 
behind him no unpleasant memories to diminish the sorrow they felt 
at his loss. The universal gloom which prevailed among his constitu- 
ents when the newsof his death was received and the great multitude 
which assembled from all parts of the State to attend his obsequies at- 
test more fully than any written or oral panegyric the high estimation 
in which he was held as a public servant and the affection felt for him 
as a private citizen and personal friend. Well might they lament his 
loss, for it will be a long time, I fear, before they find one to fill his 
place. Strive as they may, his successors can only hope to walk, though 
with feebler steps than his, in the path he marked out for them here, 
and endeayor to deserve a small measure of the respect and admiration 
felt for him elsewhere. 

Mr. President, I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That asan additional mark of respect to the memory of the deceased 
` the Senate do now adjourn, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, August 23, 1890. 


The House met at 11 0’clock a.m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. D., of Washington, D. C. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

FOG-SIGNAL AT TOWNSEND HARBOR, MAINE, 

Mr. DINGLEY. A few mornings ago Ia-ked unanimous consent for 
the immediate consideration of a Senate bill providing for the estab- 
lishment of a fog-signal on a dangerous reef where there had been ev- 
eral shipwrecks. A gentleman then objected, but has since withdrawn 
his objection, and I now ask unanimous consent for its consideration, 
There is a unan: mon- report in favor of it, and the Light-House Board 
have called my attention to the fact that shipwrecks have taken place 
there, and asking that it be brought before the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 3064) to establish a fog-signal at or near Cuckold's Island. at the en- 
trance to Booth Bay Harbor, otherwise known as Townsend r, Maine. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Treasury be,and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to establish a fog-signal at or near Cuckold's Island, at 

the entrance of Booth Bay Harbor, otherwise known as Townsend E T, 

Maine, at a cost not 2 $25,000, including the cost of the site, 

Mr. DOCKERY. I wish to ask the gentleman if this light-honse is 
classed as indispensable.“ ' 

Mr. DINGLEY. It was reported by the Light-House Board that 
there have been three shipwrecks on this dangerous reef. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration ot 
the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be read athird time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DINGLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

: SHIP-CHANNEL OF MOBILE BAY, ALABAMA. 

Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 8107) to establish additional aids 
to navigation along the ship-channel of Mobile Bay, Alabama. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be established along the ship-channel of Mo- 
bile Bay, Alabama, such additional lights as the Light-[fouse Board may deem 
necessary for the safe navigation of said channel: Provided, That the same 
shall not cost more than the sum of $60,000. 

roe: 3 Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the ? 

Mr. BAKER. One question, Mr. Speaker. I do not remember 
whether this is one of the indispensable matters, but could tell by 
reference to the pepers. In view of the promise we have from the 
Committee on Rules that next week we shall have a day for tha con- 
sideration of bills reported from the Committee on Commerce, it seems 
to me that perhaps my friend could wait. 

Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama. This is one of the indispensable meas- 
ures, It is extremely necessary. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This was reported by the Light-House Board. 

Mr. BAKER. I do not like to object to anything, but members all 
over the House 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from New York does not wish 
to object does any other gentleman wish to object? [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to have the bill read again. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to have the report read. I want to 
see what there is of it. We have very liberally taken care of the Light- 
House Service. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred House bill 4665, to es- 
tablish lightstations along the ship-channel of Mobile Bay, have had the same 
under consideration and et gable substitute, and recomm the ofthe 
same, it being recommended by the Li ht-House Board, as will a by the 
accompanying papers hereto appended asa part of this report. The early es- 
tablishment of these lights is absolutely necessary for the safe navigation of the 
channel and the prevention of serious injury to the important work of im- 
provement now being done in Mobile Bay under appropriations of Congress, 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, February 4, 1890. 


Sır: I bave the honor to return herewith House bill 4665, to establish five 
lights at stationsalong the ship-channel, Mobile Bay, Alabama, and to state 


that the interests of commerce require that additional aids to navi; on should 


be 5 along this channel, and recommend that provision be made 
therefor, 

It is suggested, however, at the instance of the Light-House Board, that House 
bill 4665 be modified so as to provide generally for the establishment of addi- 
tional aids to navigation slong the ship-channel in question, instead of speci- 
fying the number, kind, and locations of the lights to be established, and that 

ese matters be left to the discretion of the Light-House Board, 

It is further suggested, at the instance of that board, that the sum to be ap- 
propriated be $60,000, $50,000, as provided by the bill, being inadequate for the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of the | fg, 


resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to unanimously; and (at 3 o’clock and 30 
3 p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, August 25, 1890, at 
0 o’clock a, m. 


—— bill 4665 is herewith transmitted. 
R ‘ually yours, 
GEO. S. BATCHELLER, 
Acting Secretary, 
The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Washington, D. C. 


— 


TREASURY DEP. 


ARTMERT, 
OFFICE or THE Licut-Hovsr BOARD, 
Washington, March 7, 1890. 


Sın: Your note of January 21, 1890; to the honorable the Secretary of the 
erred to this office. 


refi to i 
n toso much of your note as relates to House-bill 4685, to establish 
‘hts in the ship-channel of Mobile Bay. I beg to sa that the board is informed 
the Seoretary of the Treasury on February 4, 1890, wrote to the Speaker of 

the House on this subject, su * 9 in the bill. 

Aco 7 ofthe letter in q n is inclosed, together with a copy of the draught 
of the bill and of the original bill in question. 
Respectfully, 


In repl 


e JAMES F. GREGORY, 
Major of Engineers. L. &. A., Engineer Seoretary. 
Hon. CARLA S, BAKER, M. C., 
Chairman of the Committes on Commerce, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. CANNON. I see, Mr. Speaker, this is marked by the Light- 
House Board as desirable“ only, As gentlemen understand, there 
are three grades—‘‘ indispensable, necessary, and’ ‘‘desirable.’’ 
The “indispensables” are not nearly taken care of, although the bill 
carries a million of dollars and over; and I reluctantly have to object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


MESSAGE. FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
James Ii. Beek, late a Senator from the State of Kentucky, 

Resolved, That asa mark of respect to the mewy of the deecased the busi- 
ness of the Senate be now suspended to enable his associates to pay proper 
tribute of regard to his high character and distinguished public services. 

Resolved, That the Seeretary of the Senate communicate these resolutions to. 
the House of Representatives. 

batas an additional mark of respectto the memory of the deceased 
the Senate do now adjourn, 


REMOVAL OF THE REMAINS OF GENERAL GRANT TO ARLINGTON, 


Mr, O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent to take 
up for passage the Senate concurrent resolution requesting the Presi- 
dent to convey to the widow of General Grant the desire of Congress 
to have his remains removed to Arlington Cemetery. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania asks unanimous 
consent for the consideration of the concurrent resolution at this time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let the resolution be read first. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Let it be read. 

Mr. O'NEILL; of Pennsylvania. It is a concurrent resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by he Senate (the House con ), That Congress desires the removal 
ofthe remains of the illustrious soldier and stutesman, Ulysses S. Grant, to, and 
their interment in, Arlington National Cemetery,and that the President be re- 
quested to convey to the widow of this eminent man such desire, tendering to 
her Sr behalf of the nation all necessary facilities for such removal and intor- 
men 

Mr. DOCKERY. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. QUINN. TI object to the consideration of that resolution. 

Mr?O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I desire to say that this does not 
interfere with the building of the Grant monument at New York. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. I demand the regular order. 


BUSINESS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE: ON LABOR, 
Mr. McKINLEY, from the Committee on Rules, presented the ſol- 


lowing report: 

Tho Committee on Rules, to whom were referred the resolntions of May 24 
and Au; report the same back with a substitute, as follows, which 
they ask may . š 

That on Thursday and Saturday, August 28 and 30, after sixty minutes of the 
morning hour are exhausted on said days, the House shall proceed to consider 
the bill (H. R. so constituting eight hours a seyis work for all laborers, work- 
men, and mechanics emploved for oron behalf of the Governmentof the United 
States; (hat at ö o'clock of Thursday, August 28, the previous question shall be 
considered as ordered; that on Saturday, August 30, the bill (H. 2.9632) reported 
from the Committee on Labor relative to alien contract labor shall be consid- 
ered; and that at 4 o’clock on said day the previous question shall be consid- 
ered.as ordered. If the time herein designated shall not be required og pene me 
in the consideration of said bills, then the remaining time on either of said days 
shall be given to the consideration of other bills reported from the Committee 
on Labor in the orderdesignated by said committee; said order subject togen- 
eral appropriation bills and conference reports thereon. 

The resoluticn was adopted. 

Mr. McKINLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
BRIDGE ACROSS: THE LITTLE TENNESSEE RIVER. 


Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons consent for the present 

consideration of the bill (H. R. 8523) to authorize the construction of 
a bridge across the Little Tennessee River, at or near Niles's Ferry, 

Tennessee. It is very important that this bill should be passed at this 
time.. 

The bill was read in 

Mr. SPRINGER (during the reading of the bill). Mr. § er, I 
ask unanimous consent that the further reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. I presume it is in usaal form of these bridge bills. 

Mr. HOUK. It is in the usual form. It has been approved by the 
Secretary of War and reported from the Committee on 88 
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AUGUST. 23, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman ~ 
from Illinois that the further reading of the bill be dispensed with? 


There was ng objection. 
‘The bill was ordered to be and read a third time; and being 


engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BAKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
eet: and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


LAND FOR PUBLIC PARK, NEW HAVEN, CONN. 


Mr. WILLCOX, I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 3172) granting the use of certain lands to the town 
of New Haven, Conn., for a public park. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, etc., That there is hereby granted to the town of New Haven, in 
the State of Connecticut, the right to occupy, improve, and control, for the pur- 
poses.ofa public park, for the ise and behalt of citizens of the United. States 
and forno other purposes whatever, the traet of land owned by the United 
States which is situated on the east shore of New Haven Harbor, containing 30 
neres, more or less, known as the Fort Hale tract, and partly occupied by an 
abandoned earthwork of thant name, said tract being bounded northerly by the 
north side of the roadway leading to said tract, easterly by lands owned by 
various private parties, and southerly and westerly by New Haven Harbor, 
upon the following conditions and provisions: 

First. That before beginning any use or improvement of said Jand the said 
town shall present to the Secretary of War detailed plans of such improvement 
and shall have received his approval thereof, 

Second. That said town shall have and exercise power to make and enforce 

lice regulations concerning said tract, and shall protect said earthwork from 

ney or defacement. 
hird. That the United States reserves to itself the fee in said tract and the 
right to resume eee and occupy any portion thereof whenever, in the 
judgment of the President, the exigency ee Eni that should require the use and 
$i rap of the same for the public defense or otherwise, or for such other 
disposition as Congress may determine, without any claim for compensation to 
said town for improvements thereon or damages on account thereof. 


Wee ER Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. DUNNELL. I observe that the bill provides: that the United 
States may resume control of this land or any part of it. There ought . 
to be an amendment 

Mr. BROSIUS. Regular order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will not 
insist upon that. g 
Mr. DUNNELL. I do not object to the consideration of the bill; I 

merely suggest an amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I wish to say to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that this bill has been carefully guarded.. It provides 
that no damages whatever sball be claimed against the United States 
in case of resumption of the land. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I do not object to the consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BROSIUS] 
demands the regular order. b 

Mr. BROSIUS: I withdraw the demand if there is to be no discus- 
sion of this bill. 

The SPEAKER, Is there further objection? 

There was no further objection. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILLCOX moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Tilinois. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
morning hour be dispensed with in order to give us more time to debate 
the important measure which is pending. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I object. The friends of the 
pending measure have allowed nearly: half an hour to be consumed in 
unanimous consents, 

Mr. McCLAMMY,. T hope thegentleman from New Jersey will with- 
draw his objection. 

Mr. TARSNEY rose, 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from Mis- 
souri rise ? : 

Mr. TARSNEY. I rise to a question of personal privilege. Mr. 
Speaker, on the 2ist of April, this House being engaged in the consid- 
eration of a bill for the relief of ex- prisoners of war, in the discharge 
of what I conceived to be my duty, I submitted some remarks in o 
position to that measure, My oppositionto it as expressed was — 5 
first, upon the ground that the bill in no wise discriminated between 
merit and demerit; second, that it discriminated in favorof the bene- 
ficiaries of that bill as against other meritorious soldiers who had per- 
formed their duty; and, for the third and most potent reason, that it 
offered inducement, bounty, and reward for soldiers in time of war to 
become prisoners. And, although the measure by its provisions made 
myself one of its beneficiaries, and carried with it to me, if it became 
a law, a sum amounting to between one thousand and eleven hundred 


dollars, [yet felt constrained, for the reasons stated, to enter my earnest 
protest against its passage and to oppose such passage, 

I did not expect that my course in regard to this measure would 
call forth the thanks and appreciation of those who were to be the 
beneficiaries of the measure, and who by its defeat were deprived of 
the benefits which they had expected. Neither did I anticipate that 
my course in honestly opposing that measure would call forth mali- 
cious, false representations concerning myself individually by those 
who on all occasions, in season and out of season, protest their senti- 
ments of fraternity and charity to those who were their comrades dur- 
ing the war. Hence I was somewhat surprised when a member of this 
House, a friend of mine, some timein the latter part of June, called 


my attention to what purported to be an open letter to myself, pub- 


lished in a paper called the National Tribune, of this city, which letter 
I now send to the desk and ask to have read. $ 
The Clerk read as follows: 


MR, TARSNEY'S RECORD—IT WOULD SEEM VERY NECESSARY FOR HIM TO RISE 
AND EXPLAIN. 


The following letter puts Mr. Tarssry, of Kansas City, on the witness stand 
with iy pressing necessity of explaining his statements regarding his military 
record: 

“Hon. Jomy TARSNEY: 


“Sra: In your speech in the House on Monday, April 21, you argued against 
the prisoners-of-war pension bill, saying, among other things, that you were 
5 down and wounded at Gettysburgh. and had lain for months asa pris- 
oner on Belle Isle and in Andersonville, and declared. the bill to be a most vi- 
cious proposition. 

Now, I was quite wellacquainted with you before and after the battle of 
Gettysburgh. ond wasa prisoner of war with you, but have no recollection of 
your being in Andersonville or of your being wounded at Gettysburgh. You 
went through on the march to Richmond, and I can furnish the affidavits of a 
good many comrades that you were not wounded, and that you were released 
from Bello Isle. Unless you give me some dates different than 2 claim on 
the floor of the House you will be classed among the soldiers that bill would 


induce to surrender. 
„C. S. YAWGER, 
(Company H, Fourth Michigan, Jerome, Mich.“ 


Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I will simply say that when that let- 
ter was called to my attention I had no recollection of the person who 
purports to have written it, and I can not now recall any acquaintance- 
ship with him. The signature and the attachment to the signature in- 
dicates that he was a member of the regiment in which I served, but 
not of the same company. I paid no attention to it at the time because 
J was waiting to secure some documents to meet the inferences and in- 
sinuation of that letter. Time went on until a couple of weeks ago some 
individuals calling themselves the Ex-Prisoners of War Association of 
Cleveland, Ohio, as appears from a document which I hold, took into 
consideration this matter and adopted a series of resolutions which I 
send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolutions adopted by Cleveland 9 82 Association Union Ex-Prisoners of 
ar. 


Whereas Representative Jonx C. Tarsxey, of Missouri, did on the 2lst day 
of April, 1890, deliver a speech in the House of Representatives on the bill for 
msioning prisoners of war, and this speech having been read before a meet- 
ng of the Union Ex-Prisoners of War Association of Cleveland, Obio, held 
June 12,1890: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That this association condemns in the strongest and most for- 
cible manner probable said Joux C. Tansney, forthe unfair, unjust, and false 
statements contained in thisspeech. 

Resolved, That he willfully and maliciously misrepresents the case of the 
Union ex-prisoners when he proclaims that ua large number of them were skuli- 
ing cowards, camp followers or coffee coolers, who were captured in the rear 
while evading the discharge of duty. 

Resolved, That whilesaid TARSNEY says he is opposed to this bill because it 
does not make a just discrimination between the meritorious and the unmeri- 
torious, itis very apparent that he would prefer that ninety-nine deserving sol- 
diers should be deprived of their just dues rather than one undeserving one 
should receive a pension. 

Resolved, That itis not in any sense true that a Union prisoner was less ex- 
posed to hardship and danger than the r who fought at the front; for itis 
a well known fact that the mortality in the prison pens far exceeded that upon 
the battle-field. 

Resolved, That his assertion that a heavy tax is imposed upon the toiling 
masses for the payment of pensions is false, inasmuch as the money for this 

urpose is paid from customs and revenues, which impose no hardships on the 
iling masses. This assertion, however, which seeks to create a popular sen- 
timent against pension Jegislation by representing that increase of on 
eons 5 on the purses of the people, is as shrewd and artful as it is false 
and ma us. 

Resolved, That said Tarssxry insultsand vilifies the maimed and disabled sol- 
diers of the Union Army and all of their conrades, as well as the Government 
who seeks to aid them, when he asserts that this is a day of mock heroics, a day 
of looting and plundering in the holy name of patriotism; thatour pension sys- 
tem is rotten from base to turret; that there are tens of thousands of men on 
the pension-rolls whose names should be stricken therefrom, and if justice were 
done them "a whip should be placed in every honest hand to Jash the scoun- 
drels ngked through the land.” 

Resolved, That had Jomx C. TARSNEY been theo avowed,and sworn enemy 
of the Union soldiers he could not have said more n he has already said to 
their injury and di it. f 

Resolved, That by his insults, abuse, and misrepresentations of the veterans 
of the Union Army he has shown himself to be in close and hearty affiliation 
with their enemies, and with the sympathizers of tle rebellion and those who 
fought to destroy the Union. 

And whereas it has come to our knowledge that said Jou G. Tarsxey made 
other false assertions in his s before Congress on April 21, 1890, assertions 
that twelve surviving co: ot his own company make affidavit that they 
were namely, that he was severely wounded on the field of Gettysburgh, 
when he never was wounded; and that he was om Belle Isle, ab Andersonville, 
Savannah, Millen for sey enteen months and endured the hardships and pri- 
vations the names of those prisons implied; and that he lived and was there to 


strategy so successi erefore, 

Be it resolved, That we, as survivors of said rebel prisons, do. publicly and 
openly denounce him as a malicious alanderer and vilifier, and a traitor to his 
former comrades in arms, to his fellow prisoners of war while confined at Belle 
Isle, and an avowed and insulting traitor to all survivors of rebel prisons, as 
well as to his country. 

Resolved, That these resolutions be spread upon the records of the associn- 
tion, and a copy th be transmitted to Jonx O. TARsNEY, a copy to the Na- 
tional with the request that the samo bo published in that paper, a 
copy to the national Committee on Pensions, and a copy to Congressman T. E. 
BURTON; also that a copy be presented to the National Association of Union 
Ex- Prisoners of War at their next annual meeting. 


„O. PALMER, 
JAMES H. WOOD, 
O. ©. SHANKLIN, 


Committee, 
OC. N. THORP, President, 
D. G. NESBIT, Secretary. 


Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, those resolutions, I am informed, 
were forwarded to the National Tribune and were. published in that 
paper. I have not seen the paper myself, but I have been informed 
that they were published as requested by thesigners of the resolutions. 
Now, I desire tosay to the Honse that the reputation of a soldier, if it 
is a good reputation, is worth preserving and defending, because it is 
a recommendation and letter of credit to him in every other depart- 
ment of life; therefore I trespass upon the time of the House in this 
matter. Idid state in the speech referred to that I was wounded at 
Gettysburgh, and that for seventeen months I was a prisoner on Belle 
Island, and at Andersonville, Savannah, and Millen. 

That letter and those resolutions call in question my statement. If 
it be false, then I am not entitled to any credit either before the mem- 
bers of this House or the country—either in respect to my reputation 
as a soldier or my character as a Representative of the people on this 
floor. If, on the other hand, my statements were true and the state- 
ments contained in those resolutions and that letter are false, then a 
gross injustice has been done to me, and throw some light alsoupon the 
motives which actuate those who are promoting the class of legisla- 
tion which I deemed it my duty to oppose. 

I say now here to the House that on the 2d 2 July, 1863, at 
Gettysburgh while the regiment in which Lwas an humble private sol- 
dier was engaged in a hand-to-hand conflict, wherein while saving the 
colorsof his regiment my gallant colonel was bayoneted to death—in 
that conflict I was stricken down and taken prisoner; that I was taken 
to Belle Island on the James River under the shadows of Richmond. 
and was there retained a prisoner until the 22d of February, 1864; that 
during that time I was not outside ot the breastworks which consti- 
tuted the inclosures of that prison and had no correspondence or com- 
munication with any Confederate officer or Confederate soldier; that I 
did not accepta parole there or receive any favors whatever from the con- 
stituted authorities or from any authorities; that I did not act in any 
capacity, as servant or otherwise, to any Confederate officer, as stated 
in those resolutions; that on the 22d day of February, 1864, in the very 
first train-load of prisoners who were transferred from that prison, I 
was taken and transferred to the new prison just opening at Ander- 
sonville, in Georgia; that I was of those who were the first to enter 
that prison, and under the organization that existed there was en- 
rolled amongst the fifth hundred; so that evidently only about four 
hundred prisoners had preceded me into that prison; that I was there 
confined within that stockade from that time on, having no corre- 
spondence or communication whatever with those in authority, and 
was kept there in the prison until the 5th day of September, 1864, 
when, amongst others, I was taken from there and was transferred to 
the stockade in the city of Savannah, Ga. 

There I was retained as a prisoner until some time about the middle 
of October of that year, when I Was again transferred to Millen, in the 
State of Georgia, and was there confined in the prison until the 21st 
day of November, 1864, when I was taken to the city of Savannah and 
placed upon a Confederate vessel lying at the dock, went down the 
river below Fort Pulaski, and was there placed on the United States 
transportsteamer Blackstone and conveyed amongst the first exchanged 
prisoners, under the special exchange, to the city of Annapolis in the 
State of Maryland, where I was given a furlough for thirty days and 
went home. 

At the expiration of the thirty days’ leave of absence I came back, 
joined my regiment south of Petersburgh, and within five days after- 
wards was engaged with the regiment at the battle of Hatcher’s Run, 
and was also in all of the actions which took place during the 
rest of that campaign in which the Fifth Corps participated until the 
surrender of General Lee’s forces at Appomattox in April. Further, 
that on the 6th day of June, I believe was the date, by reason of a- 
general order from the War Department direeting that all soldiers who 
had been in the rebel prisons should be discharged, I was discharged 
irom the service. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I should have answered this first letter at the 
time, but the fact was that the documents which were necessary for me 
to completely refute these charges were-in the State of Missouri with 


z 
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my own com 
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my private pes at my home, and I waited until I might have an op- 
portunity of visiting my home to procure the papers necessary. I desire 
to submit to this House whether the evidence I shall now present is not 
sufficient to refute the cha made in the resolutions and letter, and 
for that purpose I send to the desk to be read—but first I desire to say 
that there is no record evidence of my having been wounded, because 
I was left upon the field, was there taken prisoner, and hence there is 
no hospital record of my wound. 

But if there be any doubting Thomases who do not believe that fact 
and will come to me, I will ask them to place their fingers here [plac- 
ing his Anger upon his head], and I think the evidence will be satis- 
factory. But first let me say as to thestatement that twelve members of 

y had made affidavit to the truth of the charges stated 
in those resolutions, there is no truth in any such statement. I have 
never seen or heard of such affidavits, There were no twelve members 
of my company in a position to make such an affidavit, even if the 
facts warran 
ber of my company was a prisoner with me, and there were no twelve 
perjurers among the brave men of my company. 

Now, as to the truth of the ere that I was not in the Anderson- 
ville prison at all, but was rel from Belle Isle prison, I send to the 
Clerk’s desk and ask to have read the official record of the War De- 


partment, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Juxx 13, 1890. 
Sin: In reply to your request of the 12th (received on the 13th) instant for the 
military record of C.8. Yawger, 8 H, and John arge 88 E, 
Fourth Michigan Volunteers, I am directed by the Secretary ar to inform 
ou that the records show that Chester Yawger was enrolled and mustered in 


une 20, 1861, for three years; captured at Gettysburgh, Pa., July 2, 1863; oled 
at Savannah Ga,, November 19, 1864, and mustered out January 4, 1865, at roit, 
Mich, Also that John Tarsney was enrolled and mustered in A 26, 1862, 


for three years; captured at eee, g.. Pa., July 2, 1863; led at Savannah, 
„November 21, 1864; and mustered out June 5, 1865,at Washington, D.C, 


Very respecifully, 
ee F. L. AINSWORTH, 
Captain and Assistant Surgeon, U. S. A 


Hon. Joux C. Tausxkx. M. C., 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. TARSNEY. Now, it will be observed that the charges embodied 
in these resolutions and the letter are that I was released from Belle 
Isle and never went South to the prisons in Georgia at all. That 
record does not show, it is true, that I was in Andersonville prison, 
but it shows that I was paroled at Savannah, Ga., on the 19th day of 
November, 1864. The reason that it does not show my entrance and 
discharge from the prison at Andersonville, from the Savannah stock- 
ade, and from the Milan prison, is because the War Department has no 
Sich record; but the department records, copy of which has been read, 
show that I came from Savannah. Now, in regard to- 

Mr. HATCH. Will my colleague yield to me for one moment? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HATCH. Permit me to say that this exchange of prisoners, 
which embraced all who were drawn between, I think, the 20th day of 
November and the 10th of December, was an exchange of prisoners who 
came from Andersonville prison. I delivered them myself. While I 
did not know my colleague at that time, yet I delivered these prisoners 
under the flag of truce to the Federal authorities myself, and if he was 
exchanged at that time he necessarily came from Andersonville prison, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, Will the gentleman permit me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I desire to state, Mr, Speaker, that a 
comrade who was in Andersonville prison informed me that he met 
Mr. TARSNEY there—Judge O’Neall, of Ohio. 

But I desire to ask the gentleman this question, so as to make his 
statement explicit: Do I understand you to say, in your denial, that 
during the time you were a prisoner at Andersonville you had no con- 
nection there as superintendent of the cook-house, or in charge of the 
mess, or otherwise, under the Confederate authorities? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Ido not think that any officer or person would 
have trusted my skill to cook for him. [Laughter.] I have never 
served in that capacity, not but what I would if it became necessary; 
I have never served in the capacity of barber, cook, or hostler to any 
person in my life, not even to myself, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I am asking the question in all serious- 
ness in order that the gentleman may have the opportunity of putting 
the thing squarely on record. 

Mr, TARSNEY, I am answering it in all seriousness, although 
it would have been no reflection upon me to have acted as barber, cook, 
or hostler under any other circumstances than those stated. 

8 re WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I understand you to be explicit in your 
enial. 


Mr. TARSNEY. I want to make my denial so explicit that no one 


can question it—that I performed no service and had no connection 
8 indirectly with any of the Confederate authorities. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. That is what I desired to have stated. 
Mr. TARSNEY. I was not in that line of business in those days. 
[Applause.] In addition, Mr. Speaker, I send this document to the 


, as I can not recall the fact that more than one mem- |, 
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Clerk’s desk, and particularly ask to have the indorsements upon it 


read. It is my original discharge from the Army. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

ma that hn Taren ri f pan; 

now ye, ohn ey, a private of Captain — s Com „Fourth 
Regiment of Michigan Volunteers, who was enrolled on the Te of Au- 
gust, 1862, to serve three years or during the war, is hereby discharged from the 
service of the United States, the 5th day of June, 1855, near Washington, D. O., 
by reason of War tment General Orders 94, Adjutant-General’s Office. 
(No objection to his being re-enlisted is known to exist. 

Said John Tarsney was born in Lenawee County, in the State of Michigan; is 
20 years of age, 5 feet 64 inches high, fair complexion, gray eyes, auburn hair, 
and by occupation, when enrolled, a farmer. 

[Laughter. ] 
Given near Washington, D. C., this 5th day of June, 1865. 
i GEORGE LOCKLER, 
Lieutenant-Colonel, commanding First Michigan Veteran 3 
and commanding the Detachment of fourth Michigan Veteran Volunteers. 
T. D. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Battalion Major and A, C. M., First Division, Fifth Army Corps. 

A good soldier; was captured at Gettysburgh, Pa., July 2, 1863, and was con- 

fined in prison pen at Andersonville, Ga., until exchanged, about September, 


1864. 
WM. H. FREY, 
Captain, commanding Company. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I call the attention of the House to the fact that 
that indorsement in red ink says a good soldier“ and sof m 
being captured, and that is in the handwriting of Capt. William 8. 
Frey, the commanding officer of my company, whose name is upon the 
face of that discharge. I call the attention particularly of those mem- 
bers of this House who were soldiers to the fact that it was seldom that 
the commanding officer of a company when mustering out the mem- 
bers of his company went out of his way to compliment a private sol- 
dier by writing an extra indorsement of that kind upon the face of his 
di and to soldiers who deserved that kind of a recommenda- 
tion from the officers who knew them, who immediately commanded 
them, to those who received that kind of indorsement no such charac- 
ter as is contained in the resolutions of these gentlemen in that letter 
will attach. A good soldier“ is a recommendation that is scarcely - 
ever written across the face of a discharge, although thousands deserved. 
that recommendation, 

Now, I desire to say farther, showing the animus of this matter, that 
the editor of the National Tribune, which appears to be the organ 
through which these slanders are given to the country, one Major Me- 
Elroy, who was the editor of the National Tribune when all these com- 
munications were printed, was himself a prisoner of war at Anderson- 
ville with me; and when he published these resolutions he knew that 
they were not true. He visited me here in my rooms at my hotel, and 
talked over with me the incidents connected with our imprisonment 
pers beforea single word of these resolutions or letters was published 
in his paper. 

Mr. Speaker, I love not harsh words. I would rather say a hundred 
pomo things of any man than one disagreeable one, and therefore I 

eave this matter with this House and the country. I would not have 
called it to the attention of the House at all, because at home where I 
am known it will not affect me; but I do not want this kind of slan- 
der against my reputation as a soldier to go among the soldiery of this 
land where I was not known. Neither did I want a single member 
upon the floor of this House, those who wear these buttons, who were 
soldiers with me, to believe that I stood here making talse representa- 
tions concerning my history asa soldier. I bave given them now the 
official record, and I leave it without a single word or remark of com- 
ment. [Applause.] 

\ PUBLIO PARK, CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. PAYSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 11570) to set apart a certain tract of land in the 
State of California as a public park, which I send to the Clerk’s desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the rapid destruction of timber and ornamental trees in various 
parts of the United States, some of which trees are the wonders of the world 
on account of their size and the limited number wing, makes it a matter of 
importance that at least some of said forests should be preserved : Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of 
America in Congress assembled, That the tract of land in the State of California 
known and described ns township No. 18 south, of range No. 30 east, Mount 
Diablo meridian, is hereby reserved and withdrawn from settlement, occu- 
pancy, or sale under the laws of the United States, and dedicated and set apart 
asa public 17 or ö for the benefit and enjoyment of the peo- 
ple; and all persons who ] tocate or settle upon or occupy the same or any 

thereof, except as hereinaiter provided, shall be considered trespassers and 
removed therefrom. J 

Src, 2. That said public park shall be under the exclusive control of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, whose duty it shall be, as soon as practicable, to make 
and publish such rules and regulations as he may deem necessary or prope 
for the care and management of the same. Such regulations shall provide for 
the preservation from injury of all timber, mineral deposits, natural curiosities, 
or wonders within said tano and their retention in tbeir natural condition. 
The Secretary may, in his discretion, grant leases for building purposes, for 
terms hat yoke anna ten . € of smali parcels of ground not exceeding 5 acres, 
at such places in said park as shall require the erection of buildings for the ac- 
commodation of visitors; all the of said leases and other revenues 
that may be derived from any source connected with said park to be expended 
under his direction in the management of the same and the construction of 
roads and therein, He shall provide against the wanton destruction of 
the fish and game found within said park, and against their capture or destruc 
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< tion for the purposes of merchahdise or profit. He shall also cause all ns 
trespassing upon the same after the passage of this act to be remo there- 
from, and, generally, shall be authorized to take all such measures as shall be 
necessary or proper to fully carry out the objects and purposes of this act. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill which the Clerk has read? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 


none. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, the bill proposes to reserve from sale 
or.settlement two townships and three sections of public land in the 
southern part of California, about 30 miles from the Yosemite Valley, 
on which are several groves of the sequoia, or big trees, believed to 
be the finest specimens of such trees in the world. Some enterprising 
citizens are making efforts to secure the title to these tracts under the 
land laws, but the Secretary of the Interior has very properly prevented 
the action. 

But it is thought advisable, for obvious reasons, to place these lands 
beyond the reach of speculators and preserve these immense trees for 
future generations, for it is a curious fact that these trees not only at- 
tain a great age, but the wood appears more enduring than almost any 
cther, and it is believed that these trees, now so immense, will undoubt- 
edly endure for generations, ; 

TheSecretary of the Interior earnestly recommends the passage of the 
bill. I will present his letter on the subject: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washinglon, Augusi 18, 1890. 

Sir: I transmit herewith report from the Commissioner of the General Land 

Office on House bill 11570, entitled A bill to set apart a certain tract of land in 

the State of California as a public park,” which contains all the information in 

ion of this Department relative to the tract of land therein referred to; 

B 5 ad Lire igi knowledge that the trees on this tract are among the wonders 

E As the records of this Department show that no adverse claims to land within 

said township exist, I see no objection to the passage of the bill, but most ear- 
nestly recommend its passage. 


Very respectfully, 
7 JOHN W. NOBLE, Secretary. 
Hon. L. E. Payson, 


Chairman Committee on Public Lands, House of Representatives, 


The honorable the Secretary of the Interior: 

Sin: I have had the honor to receive by reference from Hon. Cyrus Bussey, 
Assistant Secretary, of the 2d instant, for report in duplicate and return of 
paner, a letter from Hon. L. E. Payson, chairman Committee on the Public 

ands, House of M tac erg dated the Ist instant, inclosing H. R. bill No. 
11570, entitled “A bill to set apart certain tracts of land in the State of California,” 
and requesting that the committee be furnished with such information and 
suggestions regarding the bill and its objects as you may deem proper. 

The bill provides that township No. 18 south, of range No. 30 cast, Mount Dia- 
blo meridian, California, shall be reserved and withdrawn from settlement, oc- 
SUPAY OS sale under the lawsof the United States and dedicated and set apart 
as a public park or pleasure ground for the benefit and enjoyment of the peo- 
ple, with other provisions necessary and proper for giving effect to such purpose. 

The second section provides that the park shall be under the exclusive con- 
trol of the Secretary of , leaving a blank to be hereafter filled so as to 
designate the officer to have control. 

This township is understood to contain a number of the large trees, some of 
which are the wonders of the world on account of their size and the limited 
number growing, and the ETOR of which seems to be one object of the 
2 An examination of the records of this office shows no adverse claim to 


exist. 

Jam of opinion that the purpose of the bill is a good one, and I think that 
other public lands remaining undisposed of on which this description of trees 
is found should also be reserved from 50 165 for the preservation of the trees. 

T see no objection to the passage of the bill. 

‘The papers are herewith returned. 


espectfally, 
7 1 LEWIS H. GROFF, Commissioner. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendments, 
Mr. CANNON. I would like to ask the gentleman—— 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 5, after the word east,“ insert“ also township 18 south, range 31 
east, and sections 31, 32, 33, and 34, township 17 south, range 30 all east 
of: and in section 2, line 2, after the words ‘‘Secretary of,“ insert the words 
“the Interior; and in line II, in the same section, after the word " exceed- 
ing,” insert the word five.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FRANK. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. MASON. Irise to ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
morning hour. The gentlemen whoare in charge of the bill under con- 
sideration under the special order and no one will object. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous con- 
sent that the sixty minutes of the morning hour reserved in the special 
order be dispensed with. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker. Will that interfere with the right of the Committee on Labor 
to occupy the next morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. The rights of the Committee on Labor will remain 
unimpaired except by the loss of sixty minutes this day. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Trusting to the generosity of the 
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ee that it will not interfere with us on next Tuesday, I shall not. 
0 


RELIEF OF SETTLERS ON RAILROAD LANDS. 


Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled the 
bill (H. R. 8951) to amend an act entitled An act ior the relief of set- 
tlers on railroad lands,” approved June 22, 1874; when the Speaker 
signed the same, 

EUGENIA B. TABLER. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill (H. R. 6489) granting 
a pension to Eugenia B. Tabler will lie upon the table, a Senate bill ot 
a similar character having passed the House. 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair desires to call the attention of the House 
tothe fact that some personal requests of members, which the Chair 
will submit to the House, are not on account of sickness. The Chair 
has heretoiore declined to allow such requests to be laid before the 
House, but does so this morning. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
an 3 desires leave of absence for ten days on account of sickness in 

s fam . 

Mr. Be for to-day, on account of sickness. 

Mr. ELLIS, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

Mr. SAWYER, for one week, on account of sickness. e 

Mr. QUACKENBUSH, tor one week, on account of important busi 

Mr. THompson, for one week, on account of important business. 

Mr. McCorm1 for one day, on account of important business. 

Mr. LANSING, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

Mr. Jason B. Brows, for ten days, on account of his father’s serious sickness, 

Mr, LEE, on accoant of illness. 

Mr. De HAVEN, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, believing that the 
most important business that the representatives of the people have is 
right here, I object to all leaves except for sickness, 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, these several requests will be 
considered as granted, except those on account of important business, 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say simply that in not laying 
these before the House it has followed what the House had indicated 
concerning these applications for leaves. That is all. - 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker, 
Would it be in order to move that Mr. ELLIS, of Kentucky, be ex- 
cused ? 

The SPEAKER. The request has been laid before the House and the 
Chair will entertain a motion of that character. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Then I move that Mr. ELLIS be ex- 
cused. ; 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave of absence for the bal- 
ance of this session for my colleague [Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE] on 
account of illness. 

The SPEAKER. 
is so ordered. < 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like, if it is in order, to request that my col- 
league [Mr. QUACKENBUSH] be granted leaye of absence for one week 
on account of important business. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentlemen 
from New York that his colleague be excused for one week. 

Mr. DUNNELL. For what reason? 

Mr. TRACEY. Simply because of important business the gentleman 
has. 

The motion was put; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. TRACEY. Task for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 98, noes 9. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I make asimilarrequestin regard to my colleague 
(Mr. DE Haven]. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Brostus was recognized. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I desire to make a similar request for my 
colleague [Mr. THOMPSON; of Ohio]. 


COMPOUND LARD. 


Mr. BROSIUS. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. GEAR]. 5 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Speaker, the bill under consideration is of very 
great interest to the people of the State which I represent in part. 
There are in this country, it is said, something over 50,000,000 swine. 
Six and three-quarter millions of these hogs, or 13} per cent., are owned 
by the farmers of the State of Iowa. Consequently this legislation is 
of great and growing importance to Iowa people, We ship one year 
with another from the State of Iowa to Chicago about two or two anda 
quarter millions of live hogs. We pack within the limit of onr own State 
annually nearly three-quarters of a million hogs. It it be true, which 
I do not doubt, that the product of these swine is injured by adulter- 
ation, which demands this legislation, it becomes at once of vast im- 


Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 


* 


- CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


- August 23, 


portance to our people. It has been stated to me by very reliable 
gentlemen, who are engaged in packing hogs in my own State, that the 
damage by adulteration of lard amounts to a large sum annually. 

Messrs. Morrill & Co., of Ottumwa, gentlemen of high repute, a 
firm which packs nearly a quarter of a million of swine annually and 
ships the greater portion of the product, or almost all of it, to foreign 
markets, say in regard to the existence of the adulteration and damage 
sustained by the farmers of Iowa: 

Towa is injured by the present system of adulteration financially; health is 
ured, not by the cotton-oil, but by the use of filthy fats, bleached and de- 
orized, and honest manufacturers are being ly crushed out. All the 

that we make from dead hogs (and many of them, of course, died of 

aud many, especially in the summer-time, are a mass of putrefaction) 

we sell to Chicago lack topai: and there is no question about its finding its 

way into the food of the people. So that it appears to us such a bill as named 

will have for its basis honesty and justice and to the people of Iowa financial 
gain added. 

Again the Iowa firm says in another letter: 

We are in receipt of yours of the 3d instant, and are pleased to know the in- 
formation furnished in our last was what you K 

With regard to the extent of adulteration and the damage sustained by the 
or can only give you an indefinite idea, as some refiners adulterate very 

vily, probably 50 to 60 per cent. of fore matter, while others use 20 per 
cent. Very little refined lard is made with less foreign matter than the latter. 
The value of such adulterants, at . about 2 cents per pound 
below lard, or, say, 30 per cent. less than lard value. If the adulteration aver- 
ages Lo? ag cent., and we think it will, the value of lard is depreciated about 11 
percen! 

Sir, 11 per cent. reduction on the value of the Iowa lard is a reduc- 
tion on the value of 98,000,000 pounds annually, for that is the amount 
of the lard productof Iowa alone. It can be readily seen that the loss 
to the farmers of Iowa alone amounts to an immense sum annually. 
Sir, it is time to put a stop to this practice. It may be that com- 

und lard ’’ is as healthful as genuine hog’s lard, but I, for one, do not 

ieve it to be so, for the evidence of reputable manafacturers is 
against it; and in addition it has been clearly shown by analysis to be 
impure. That cotton-seed oil is healthful Iam willing to concede; but 
in view of the fact that it is much cheaper in price, I do not think it 
should be permitted to be sold as pure lard” or “family lard,” 
thereby impairing the value of the genuine lard product from the 
hogs of this country. 
le wish to use cotton-seed oil, let them use it; but let it be 
tended for what itis, Do not let it go before the world under false 
colors. Let us compel it, as we compelled oleo ine, to be sold 
under its own name and on its own merits, and then nobody will ob- 
ject—certainly I, for one, will not. But I do stand here, Mr. Speaker, 
to protest, in the name of a million people of Iowa whose occupation 
is agriculture and whose great resource is the raising and sale of the 
product of the hog, that they shall have the same justice that was ex- 
tended to the dairy manufacturersof my State and all of this country by 
the enactment of the oleomargarine law. Sir, it is but simple justice 
that this should be done. The farmers and the consumers of my State 
alike demand this simpleact of justice. This bill, Mr. Speaker, is not 
only constitutional, but it is right in itself. It is it the interest of 
honest trade and fair dealing; and I not only give in my hearty sup- 
port, but I trust that it may be enacted into law. 


[Mr. HALL withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix.] 


ae BROSIUS. I now yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ITT]. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, since the depression in agriculture and in 
the prices of grain, the pork market has become of such vast impor- 
tance that our State Department and our foreign service in half the 
countries of Europe have been for ten years busily engaged in vindicat- 
ing the reputation of what was once one of the most profitable products 
of American farming, endeavoring to prove that American pork was 
pure and wholesome. But while our officials were working to make 
this proof, some of our citizens were sending throughout the world a 
bogus pork product, counterfeit lard, sold as pure refined family lard, 
for dealing in which men were arrested and drawn into the police courts 
in different European cities, and the proof of the State Department 
that American pork was good and honest was met by the confession of 
the grocers who were dealing in this Chicago article that it was made 
chiefly from cotton-seed oil and the leavings in the manufacture of 
oleomargarine. 

The fines imposed upon those grocers thus brought into court, $25 a 
man, for selling a thing as American lard which was not lard, full ac- 
counts of which were published in the great journals of Europe, were 
not all the fines that were paid. Not alone the grocers there, but the 
farmers of this country, were fined, not $10 nor $25, but $15,000,000, 
in the depreciation of the market value of this great American product 
by the discredit and disgrace brought upon it by our own citizens, who 
Were amassing millions of dollars at the expense of the good name of 
the products of American farming, the business and occupation most 
widespread in America. It is time for Congress to enforce honest deal- 
ing in this lard business and the use of truthful names, so often, so 

ly attempted by the State Legislatures. [Applause. 

All through the corn-growing Northwest the farmers turn a large 
part of their corn into pork, rather than sell it as grain, and the pork 

market at home and abroad is of vast importance to them—in fact, to 


the whole nation. When American pork began to be sold in Europe 
in such quantities as to excite opposition from competing pork pro- 
ducers there, they induced their Governments to exclude it on the pre- 
tense that it was unwholesome and was infested with trichinw. Then 
our State Department commenced gathering evidence that American 
pork products were pure and wholesome. Our ministers have been 
presenting and urging these facts to sustain our commercial good name, 
in which every farmer is deeply interested. 

All the while a few manufacturers, rich and growing far richer, have 
been compounding and sending abroad vast quantities of a bogus pork 
product—counterfeit lard. 

It isa very profitable business. They mix cotton-seed oil, made of 
cotton-seed, which was formerly almost valueless, and stearine, which 
is the residue leſt in the filter-bags after the · oil is pressed out of beef 
fats in manufacturing oleomargarine, and then add a small quantity 
of lard, a third ora fourth, to give it the taste and appearance of lard; 
and this cheap stuff they compound so skillfully that few could detect 
the counterfeit. It was labeled ‘‘ pure refined family lard,” and un- 
dersold honest lard. It was sold in prodigious quantities here and in 
foreign counties. Formerly the real American lard sold in the market 
amounted to over 500,000,000 pounds annually, a great thing for our 
farmers; but the sale of bogus lard has risen to over 320,000,000 pounds, 
and it has in exactly that proportion driven genuine lard, such as farm- 
ers produce, from the market. 

Tt is true a few of our citizens are gaining by this, but while they are 
making millions it is at the expense of the farmers, who are pressed on 
all sides by thé hard times and are now threatened with a permanent 
loss in this blow at the great lard market. They can never produce 
honest lard to compete with cotton-seed oil and the dregs of A sis — 
garine, sold as genuine lard. 

But people in Europe are not so ignorant as to be long deceived, The 
compound has been exposed there, and in Liverpool, Glasgow, and other 
cities grocers have been arrested and punished by the magistrates for 
selling this bogus American stuff labeled *‘ pure refined family lard.” 
Tt has given a bad name to all American lard, so that it is avoided. 

The demand has fallen off andisfalling. People believe that Ameri- 
can articles are ious, and our lard has entirely disappeared from 
the markets of some of the large cities. Shall this reign of fraud go 
on unchecked and forever, or shall we compel the use of true labels? 

Nor does the new demand for cotton-seed oil inure to the benefit of 
Southern farmers. 

To make the case all the worse, the cotten-seed-oil business is now 
in the hands of a gigantic trust, which gathers the chief profit from the 
new use of cotton-seed oil. Very little goes to the cotton farmer who 
raises the seed. Still worse, the same men who have the great facto- 
ries of bogus lard are also in the cotton-seed-oil trust. It is all one 
an intertwined interest of a few, eating out the substance and defiling 
the commercial good name of the many. 

It is time that the law intervened to check this business of selling an 
adulterated compound as pure and genuine. No one proposes to stop 
the manufacture or sale of it, but the false and fraudulent use of an- 
other name to the great injury of other people. Stop counterfeiting. 
This bill laysa very slight tax on compound lard and regulates the 
business and the collection of the tax by requiring compound lard to 
be branded, boxed, and sold for exactly what itis, and punishing the 
falsehood of calling it anything else. 

It is simply a bill to compel honest dealing. The gentlemen on the 
other side of this question have said much of the excellence of this 
mixture. Then let it stand on its own merits. If it is better than 
pure lard, the world will soon find it out and the compound should 
have the benefit of the reputation it deserves, 

So far its reputation has served to bring it into police courts. The 
farmers will not complain if you prohibitthem from marking their pure 
lard by the name of compound lard. We ask no undue advantage for 
the farmers, but we do ask that they shall not be robbed by this cunning 
chemical mixing, nor their product given a dishonored reputationin the 
great markets the world over. Consumers have rights, too. They are 
entitled to have the thing they call for and pay for. A Chinaman may 
know how to prepare a rat so thatit can not be told from a rabbit. A 
compound-lard manufacturer may know how to prepare a mixture of 
vegetable oils and dregs of oleo so that it can not be told from lard. 
But when Congress can reach the cheat, as we can here, let us lose no 
time in putting the iron hand of law upon it to prevent and. to punish. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Morse]. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, L confess to some difficulty and embar- 
rassment as to how I shall cast my vote on the pending bill, for the rea- 
son that hog’s lard adulterated with cotton-seed oil is undoubtedly a 
healthier food, to the extent of that adulteration, than pure hog’s lard. 

But because I believe that food and all other commodities should 
be sold for exactly what they are, and because that principle is an im- 
portant one in American commerce, I have decided to cast my vote for 
the pending bill. To my mind, the mistake which the manufacturers 
of cotton-seed-oil lard have made has been that they have not called it 
exactly what it was; they should have left the hog’s head off the label 
and called it vegetable lard. Had they pursued this course and been 
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honest with the public, and sold their goods for exactly what they were, 
there is reason to believe that the sale of this vegetable lard might have 
rivaled and distanced in the markets of the world the product of the 
hog. That refined cotton-seed oil is a healthy and nutritious food there 
can be no question. Ship-loads of it are yearly exported to and 
there refined and used for the packing of sardines, and ship-l of it 
shipped back to this country and sold and eaten as olive oil. 

Mr. MASON. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. MORSE. Certainly; I am always pleased to answer questions 
from my good friend from Illinois. 

Mr. MASON, Will the gentleman vote for the bill that will punish 
all adulteration, counterfeiting, and imitation of food? 

Mr. MORSE. Undoubtedly; I would be glad to do so; but, on the 
same principle that governed me in the original-package bill, I propose 
to vote ſor one thing at a time. I voted against free rum then; I propose 
to vote against fraudulent branding of lard now. 

Mr. Speaker, as I understand this bill it does not exact a license nor 
im a tax upon any form of lard except compound and mixed lard. 
All of us are personally interested in the principle of anti-adulteration 
and impure food, and no law to punish fraud in food or food adulteration 
can be too severe to suit me. Many of the States are severe 
laws against that gigantic fraud and unhealthy food known as oleo- 
margarine”? or butterine,“ and if I could have my way I should make 
it a house-of-correction offense to manufacture or sell the vile, dirty, 
dangerous food known as ‘* butterine.’’ 

In the manufacture of hog’s lard the oil is subjected to a heat of 210 
degrees, or something like that, which undonbtedly kills the disease 
germs, Not so with the hog’s oil used in the manufacture of but- 
terine. The oil is heated just enough to make it run; if heated too 
much the globules are broken and it can not be churned, so there is 
great danger that in butterine the germs of disease of the hog, trichine, 
cancer sores, and tape-worm germs, are inoculated and propagated iu 
the human system; and science tells us these germs contain the male 
and female principle and have power to multiply themselves by mill- 
ions in the human system. 

Indeed an eminent physician of Boston told me not long that the 
present appalling andalarming increase of the awful and loa e dis- 
ease of cancer throughout the country was undoubtedly due to peo- 
ple eating uncooked pork in butterine and oleo; in 

European countries haye passed the severest lawsfor the suppression 
of this dangerous food. In Russia the manufacturers are forbidden, 
under severe penalties, to color it pink or yellow in imitation of the 

ce of butter, to protect the customer or person who eats it. 

One of the formulas on file at the Patent Office in this city for the 
manufacture of oleomargarine calls for the use of nitrie acid. An 
eminent physician told me that by that formula undoubtedly enongh 
nitric acid would be left in the product to destroy the coats of the hu- 
man stomach, if its use was persisted in and continued. 

No, sir, Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to butter my bread with soap- 
grease if it has been chemically treated. Then, again, I am in favor of 
legislation against frand in food because of the injury to the great dairy 
interests of thiscountry. I believe the Jews were forbidden to eat the 
pig for sanitary reasons, and it is a singular circumstance that the oldest 
medical books do not record an instance of a Jew, who lived asa Jew, 
that ever had a cancer or a tape- worm. I heard an eminent physiolo- 
gist say once in a lecture that if he were going to make an offering to 
the devil he would take a hog and stuff him with tobacco.“ I be- 
lieve the hog is a vile, dirty scavenger, unfit for human food; the fruit- 
ful source of transmitting to the human family some of the most loath- 
some diseases, such as scrofula, cancer, and tape-worm. 

There is one good thing that carcass is good tor; his bristlesare good 
for brushes, and the oil which may be run out of his miserable car- 
cass by a tremendous heat makes a magnificent lubricating oil, to use 
alone or to mix with mineral oil, for bearings and machinery, or for 
illuminating purposes; and when the millennium comes that will be the 
only use made of the hog, and we shall eat beef, mutton, and vegetable- 
eating animals for food. 

Many of the wealthy and well-to-do families in my section of the 
country have substituted refined cotton-seed oil for hog’s lard, and one 
gentleman who has made this substitution told me he has since noticed 
a marked improvement in the health of himself and all the members 
of his family. And if I thought there was one thing in this bill that 
would embarrass the manufacturers of a vegetable lard who desire to 
sell their commodity for what it is, I would certainly vote against 
the bill. 

The arguments used in a previous Congress in favor of licensing and 
taxing oleomargarine and butterine and the conditions that confront 
us now are exactly reversed in the matter now under consideration. In 
the former case,the manufacturers of imitation butter are substituting 
for healthy cow’s butter, largely and principally, the product. of the 
hog, or hog’s oil; as I claim, an unhealthy substitution and adultera- 
tion. In this case the adulteration, namely, the cotton-seed oil, is a 
healthier and more nutritions food than the article adulterated, and, as 
I have before stated, the mistake of these manufacturers has been 
that they have not sold their product as a vegetable lard, without 
adulteration and for what it was; and the only reason I vote for this 


bill is because the principle of selling goods for what they are isa 
correct principle and laws tending in that direction are sound policy 
and wise statesmanship, 

In other words, hog’s lard should be sold for hog’s lard, cotton-seed 
oil should be sold for cotton-seed-oil Jard. Refined cotton-seed. oil 
should be sold for what it is and not for olive-oil. Cow's butter should 
be sold tor cow’s butter. Pig's grease, soap-grease, and other grease, 
which have been chemically treated and made to look and taste like 
butter, should be sold for ‘‘imitation hutter,“ and the man who is in 
danger of buttering his bread with the vile stuff should be protected 
by State aud national laws, such as are in force in Russia and other Eu- 
ropean countries; and they should be forbidden to color it pink or yel- 
low in imitation of butter, and should be eS to omitall coloring 
matter, orrequired tocolorit blue, or some other color if such a harm- 
less pigment could be found, so that the stuff could be detected across 
the table by the consumer. 

When the people of this country thoroughly understand the disease- 
propagating and death-dealing qualities of oleomargarine, and espe- 
cially butterine, a demand will go up from them for legislation against 
this unhealthy food that will thunder in this Capitol building and 
every State capitol in the nation, 

It must be borne in mind that I have here drawn a marked distine- 
tion between the refined lard, hog’s lard, and hog oil used in imitation 
butter, In the first instance the diseased germs are undoubtedly killed 
by the temperature in rendering of 210 or 220 degrees, and the sameis 
undoubtedly true of thoroughly cooked ham and sausage or swine’s 
flesh, but in the imitation butter they are not destroyed by a tempera- 
ture of 110 degrees, beyond which the hog oil can not be heated and 
still churn; hence the greater danger of butterine as food. 

Undoubtedly munech or most of the swine’s flesh which is eaten in the 
form of sausage and ham and fried and boiled pork is brought up to a 
sufficient temperature to kill these disease germs and make it com- 
paratively safe for human food. 

I have thought proper to append to these remarks and to brace far- 
ther what I have here said about the wrong done the American people 
in the manufacture of adulterated food and bogus food, such as but- 
terine and oleomargarine, some observations by an eminent physician, 
J. H. Kellogg, M. D., which I am sure will be read with interest by 
those who are interested in the subject under consideration. Hesays: 


In this country —— srg 3 is one of the great industries and one of the most 
lifie sources of wealth. And since the supply is wholly lated by the 
emand it may be taken asa proper index of the prodigious quantities of swine's 
flesh which are daily required to sat the gustatory demands of the Amer- 
ican people. No other kind of animal food is so largely used as is pork in its 
various forms of ion. The Yankee makes his Sunday breakfast of 
rk and beans, bes: making the same article a prominent constituent of at 
east two meals each day during the rest of the week. Pork and hominy is 
almost the sole aliment of the Texan farmer, while in the Western States k 
and potatoes constitute the most substantial portion of the farmer's bill of are. 
The accompanying dish may be hominy, beans, or potatoes, but the main re- 
liance is pork in case, 

In the case of no other animal is so large a portion of the dead carcass utilized 
as food. Pork seems to be considered such adelicacy that not a particle should 
be wasted. The fat and lean portions are eaten fresh, or carefully preserved 
salting or smoking, or both. The tail is roasted, the suout, ears, and feet are 

ickled and eaten as sonse; the intestines and lu are eaten as tripe or made 
to ; black pudding is made of the hl tho liver, spleen, and kid- 
neys are also prized; the pancreas other glands are considered deli- 
cacies, while even the skin is made into jelly. In tact, nothing is of the 
beast but the bristles, which the shoemaker claims. Surely it must be quite an 
important matter, and one well deserving attention, if it ean be shown that an 
animal which is thus literally devoured, and that in such immense quanti 
is not only unfit for food, but one of the prime causes of many loathsome a. 
painful maladies. Let us examine the hog a little, and see what can be deter- 
— respecting his real nature and his office in the economy of nature, if he 
any. 
A LIVE HOG EXAMINED. 


Look at that object in a filihy mud- hole by the roadside. At first you distin- 
guish nothing but a pile of black, slimy mud. The dirty mass moves, You 
think of a reptile, a turtle, some uncouth monster reveling in bis Stygian filth, 
A grunt. The mystery is solved. The sound betrays a hog. You hasten by, 
avert your fice, and sicken with disgust. Stop, friend; admire your sa 
ham, your souse, your tripe, your toothsome sausage, in its native element, 
dainty beast, isn’t he? 

Gaze over into that sty, our pork-eating friend. Have you done so before; 
and would you prefer to be excused? Quite likely, But we will show you a 
dozen sninga you did not observe before, See that contented brute quietly re- 

ing in the augumented filth of his own ordure. He seems to feel quite at 

ome, doesn’t he? Lookalittle sharper and scrutinize his skin. Is it smooth 
and healthy? Not exactly so. So obscured is it with tetter and scurf and 
mange that you almost expect to see the rotten mass drop off as the grunting 
creature rubs it against any projecting corner which may furnish him a conven- 
ient scratching place. As you glance around the pen you observe that all 
such conveniences have been utilized until they are worn so smooth as to bo 
almost inefficient. 

Stir up the beast and make him show his gait. See how he rolls along, a 
mountain of fat. Ifhe were human he would be advised to chew to! for 
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butcher got the start 


prevail 
upon yourself to secrifice your taste in the ence, pork-loving friend, 


just clamber over into the reeking sty and take a nearer view of the animal 
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palates 
own, Make him straighten out his fore-leg. Now 


see an n sore or issue, a few inches above his foot, on the innerside? And 
do you say it is a mere accidental abrasion? Find the same on the other leg; itis 

and wonderful vision of nature. G the leg high up and press 
downward. Now you see its utility, as a mass of corruption pours out, hat 


opening is the outlet of a sewer. Yes, ascrofulous sewer; and hence the ofen- 
ve. ichorous matter which from it. Should you fill a syringe with 
mercury, or some colored injecting fluid, and drive the contents into this same 
opening, you would be able to trace all through the body of the animal little 
communicating with it. P 

What must be the condition of the body of an animal so foul as to require a 
regular system of drainage to conyey away its teeming filth? Sometimes the 
outlets get closed by the accumulation of external! filth. Then the serofulous, 
ichorous stream ceases to flow, and the animal quickly sickens and dies unless 
the owner speedily cleanses the parts and so opensanew the feculent fountain 
and allows the festering poison to escape. 

What dainty morsels those same feet and legs make! Whata delicate favor 
they bave, as every epicure asserts! Do you suppose the corruption with which 
they are saturated has any influence upon their taste or healthtulness? 

Perhaps you are thoroughly disg now and would like to leave the scene. 
Pause a moment. Now let us look at the inside of this wonderfully delicious 


A DEAD HOG EXAMINED, 


Do you imagine that the repulsiveness of this loathsome creature is only on 
the outside; that within everything is pure and wholesome? Vain delusion. 
Sickening, disgusting as is the exterior, itis, in comparison with what it covers, 
a fair ch hiding a mass of disease and rottenness which grows more süper- 
latively filthy as we penetrate deeper and deeper beneath the skin. 


WHAT IS LARD? 


Just under the foul and putrid skin we find a mass of fat from 2 to 6 inches in 
thickness, covering a large portion of the body. Now, what is this? Lard, 
says one; animal oil; an excellent thing for consumptives; a very necessary 
kind of food in cold weather. Lard, animal oil, very truly; and, we will add, 

nonyms, disease scrofula, torpid liver. 

Where did all that fat come from; or how happened it to be heaped uparound 
that poor hog so prodigiously? Surely it is not natural, for fat is only depos- 
ited in Jarge quantities for the purpose of keeping the y warm in winter. 
This fat is much more than is necessary for such a purpose, and is much ter 
in amount than ever exists upon the animal in astateof nature. Itiseyidently 
the result of disease. So gross have been the habits of the animal, so great has 

the foulness of its body, that its excretory organs—its liver, lungs, kid- 
neys, skin, and intestines—have been 8 unnble to carry away the im- 
purities which the animal has been all its life accumulating. And even the 
extensive system of sewerage, with its constant stream, which we already de- 
scribed, was insuflicient to the task of purging so vile a body of the débris 
which abounded in every organ and saturated every tissue. Consequently this 
great flood of disease, which made the blood a black, turbid current, was 
crowded out of the veins and arteries into the tissues, and there accumulated 
—— 5 morsel, a slice of fat pork, is it not? Concentrated, consoll- 
t 
Then the fatter a hog the more diseased heis? Certainly. A few years ago, 
were on exhibition at the great cattle show in England a couple of hogs 
which had been stuffed with oil-cake until they were the greatest monsters of 
obesity ever exhibited. Of course they took the first premium; and if a pre- 
mium had been awarded for those animals capable of producing the most dis- 
ease, it is quite ee they would have headed the list still. 

Lard, then, obtained from the flesh of the hog by heating, is nothi 
than extract of a di carcass. Who that knows its character will 
defile himself with this broth of abominable things?” 


DISGUSTING DEVELOPMENTS. 


Now let us take a little deeper glance, prepared to fing disease and corrup- 
tion more abundant the deeper we go. Observe the glands which lie about the 
neck, Instead of their being the ordinary size and composed of ordinary struct- 
ure, we find them enlarged masses of scrofulous tissue. Perhaps tuberculous 
degeneration has already taken place. If so, the soft, cheesy, infectious mass 
is ready to sow broadcast the seeds of consumption and premature death, 
For, according to some excellent medical authorities, tuberculous disease is 
capable of communication by means of tubercles. If the animal is of sufticient 
age, the further process of ulceration will have occurred. 

Now, take a deeper look still, and examine the lungs of this much-prized ani- 
mal, If he is more than a few months old, you will be likely to find large num- 
bers of tubercles if you make a careful examination. If he is much more than 
n year of age, you will more than likely as not find a portion of the lung com- 
pletely consolidated, Yetall of this filthy diseased mass is cooked asa delicious 
morsel, and served up to satisfy fastidious tastes, Ifthe animal had escaped the 
butcher's knife a few years be would have died of tuberculous consumption. 

But what kind of a liver would you expect such an an to have? Is not 
excessive fatness one of the surest evidences of a diseased and inactive liver? 
Tafallible. Then a fat hog must have a dreadfully diseased bile manufactory. 
Make a cut into its substance. In seventy-five cases out of a hundred you will 
find it filled with abscesses, In a Jarzer percentage still will be found the same 

iseased products which seem to infest every organ, every tissue, and every 
structure of the animal. Vet these same rotten, diseased. scrofulous livers are 
eaten and relished by thousands of people who can not express their contempt 
for the Frenchman who eatsa horse, or the Chinaman whodines upon fricasseed 


more 
re to 


uppy. 
į Now just glance at the remaining contents of the abdomen. In every part 
you notice evidences, unmistakable, of scrofula, fatty degeneration, and tuber- 
dulous accumulations, 
WHERE SCROFULA COMES FROM, 


The word scrofula” is derived from the Latin scrofa,which means a sow, The 
ancient Romans evidently believed that scrofula originated with the hog, and 
hence they attached the name of the beast to the disease. Saying that a man 
has scrofula, then, is equivalent to saying that he has the hog d After we 
have seen that the hog is the very embodiment of scrofulous disease, can any 
one doubt the accuracy of the conclusion of the Romans who named the dis- 
ease? 

ORIGIN OF THE TAPE-WORM. 

We shall not attempt to trace the history of this horrid animal, which 
quently attains the length of 30 to 100 feet in the intestines of human — — 
only so far as concerns its introduction into the human system. 

With this end in view, let us glance again at that diseased liver. Upon closer 
inspection it will be no uncommon thing if we discover numberless little sacs 
or oysts about the size of a hhemp-seed. These do not presenta very formidable 
appearance, certainly; but as soon as they are taken into the stomach by eating 
the flesh containing them the ric juice dissolves off the membranous sac 
and liberates a minnte animal which had been lurking there for months, per- 
haps awaiting this very opportunity. This creature, al h quite minute, 
is furnished with a head and four suckers, With the latter it attaches itself 


firmly to the wall of the intestine and begins to 
duces an addition to the body, +e is attached like u joint behind. Soon a 


or tour 


of these may be taken into the system, since a single tape-worm has been found 
to contain more than 2,000,000 eggs. the boring motion referred to, which 
seems to bespontaneous in the young worm, the tes penetrate into every 
part of the body. Penetrating the walls of the blood-vessels, mor are swept 
along in the life-current, thus finding their way even to the most delicate struct- 
ures of the human N They have been found in all the onpas of the body, 
even the brain and the delicate organs of vision not escaping the depredations 
of this destructive parasite, 

When this lively migrating germ gets finally settled in the tissues, it soon bo- 
comes enveloped in a little cell, and remains quiet until taken into the stomach of 
some other animal, when it is liberated and speedily develops intos full-grown 
tape-worm, as already described. But although quiet, the imprisoned parasite 
is by no means harmless. The cysts which are formed often attain such a size as 
to endangerlite. When developed in the eye, they of course occasion blindness, 
When occurring in the lungs or other organs, they interfere with their proper 
function. In the liver, which is the most frequentrendezvous of these destruc- 
tive creatures, a most serious and commonly fatal disease known as hydatids 
is occasioned by theextraordinary development of the cysts, which are or.tinarily 
not larger than a pea, but by excessive growth assume enormous proportions, 
The same disease may occur in any other part of the body in w the germs 
undergo development. 

In Iceland this disease has become extremely common; and it is not very un- 
common in this country. We have in our microscopical cabinets pecimens of 
the embryonic worms taken from hydatid tumors of the liver of a patient who 
died of the disease in Believue Hospital, New York. 

The poor victim who is forced to entertain this unwelcome guest suffers un- 
told agonies, and seers dies if he can not succeed in dislodging the parasite. 

The germs of these dreadful animals are found not only in the liver, but in 
the other organs as well. Pork containing them is said to be measly. Sometimes 
it is discovered; but that such is by no means always the case is evidenced b; 
the fact that tape. worm is every year becoming more and more frequent in 
country, It has long been common in Germany. 

Some time since we received from a friend in the South a specimen of pork 
which wassodensely peopled with the germs of this dreadful parasite that every 
cubic inch of flesh contained more than a score of them. 

In Abyssinia the occurrence of the tape-worm has become so frequent,owing to 
the bad dietetic habits of the people,that it has been said that every Abyssin 
hasa tape-worm. In this country the parasite is most common in pork-butchers 
and cooks, 

THE TERRIBLE TRICHINE, 


Now, my friend, assist your eyesight by a good microscope, and you will be 
convinced that you have only just caught a glimpse of the enormous filthiness, 
the inherent badness, and the intrinisic ugliness of thisloathsomeanimal. Take 
a thin slice of lean flesh, place it upon the stage of zon microscope, adjust the 
eye- piece and look. If you are fortunate, you will find displayed before your 
eyes hundreds of voracious little animals each coiled up in its little cell wait- 
ing for an opportunity to escape from its prison walls and begin its destined 
work of devastation, A gentleman of eminence in Louisville has made very 
extensive researches upon the subject, and asserts that in at least one hog out 
of every ten these creatures may be found, A committee appointed by the 
Chicago Academy of Medicine to investigate this subject reported that they 
found in their examination at the various king-houses in the city at least 
1 hog in 50 infested with trichinw. Other investigations have shown still 
greater frequency of the disease. 

A few years ago we obtained a small portion of the flesh of an individual that 
had died from trichins poisoning. Upon subjecting it to a careful microscop- 
feal examination with a good instrument we discovered multitudes of the 
worms. The animal was seen inclosed in a little cyst, or sac, which is dis- 
solved by the gastric juice when taken into the stomach of any animal. The 
parasite, being then set at liberty, immediately penetrates the thin, muscular 
walls of the stomach, and gradually works its way taroughout the whole mus- 
cular system. It possesses the power of propagating ita species with wonder 
ful rapidity; and a person once infected is almost certain to die a lingering 
death of excruciating agony. 1 

In Helstad, Prussia, one hundred and three persons were poisoned and twenty 
of them died within a month. 

It is doubtless not known how many deaths are really due to this canse; for 
many persons die of strange, unknown diseases, which baffle the doctors’ skill 
both as to cure and diagnosis. Trichinosis also very much resembles some otlier 
diseases in some ofitsstages, and may be attributed to other than its true cause. 
It is thought by many medical men of considerable eminence that hundreds of 
people die of the disease without its true nature heing suspected. 

PORK UNCLEAN. 


Have we not seen that a bog is nothing better than an animated mass of phys 
ical defilement? Few that have seen the animal will dispute that his filthiness 
is a most patent fact. How wise and sanitary, then, was the command of God 
to the ancient Jew: It is unclean unto you. Yeshall not eat of their flesh nor 
touch their dead carcass,” 

Although it may not be said that this law still exists and is binding upon all 
mankind asa moral obligation, it is quite plain that the physical basis upon 
which the law is founded is as good to-day as at any previous period. Could 
it be proved that the hog had kept pace with advancing civilization, and had 
improved his habits, we might pony find more tolerance for him; but he 
is evidently just as unclean as ever, and just as unfit for food. 

Adam Clarke, when once requested to give thanks at a repast of which pork 
constituted a conspicuous part, used the following words: Lord., bless this bread, 
these vegetables, and this fruit, and if Thou canst bless under the gospel what 
Thou didst curse under the law, bless this swine's flesh.“ 

The Mohammedans, as well as the Jews, abstuin entirely from the use of 
pork. Such is also the case with some other tribes of Asia and Africa. 


EVIL EFFECTS OF PORK-EATING, 


At the head of the list we place scrofula. How almost universally it abounds. 
How few are untainted by this ugly disease. The chronic sore eyes, glandular 
enlargements, obstinate ulcers, disfigured countenances, unsightly eruptions, 
including a long list of skin diseases, all proclaim the defilement of the blood 
with this vile humor. So, too, do the vast army of dwarfed, strumous, preco- 
cious children tell the same story. Erysipelas, too, a dreadful scourge, owes 
more to pork than to any other predisposing cause. That terrible disease lep- 
rosy,so common in Eastern countries, and now beginning to show itself upon 
our shores, is thought by many to be largely attributable to pork-eating. 

“ Biliourness,” a name which covers nearly every bad condition for which 
no other appropriate name can be found, is notoriously the result of pork-eat- 
ing. This is the main reason why so many people complain of biliousnesa” 
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in the spring, after gorging themselves with fat porkall winter. The liver is 
overworked in attempting to remove from the system such s mass of impurity 
as is received in the eating of pork. It consequently becomes el „con- 
gested, torpid. Then follow all the ills consequent upon the irritating effectg 
of biliary matters in the blood. Theskin becomes tawny—jaundiced, The kid- 
neys are overworked. Perhaps a fever results, A partial clearing out then 
occurs which enables the individual to pass along for a time again, until some 
epidemic or contagious disease claims him as a lawful victim. 

Consumption is another disease which is not easily separated from pork-eat- 
ing. In fact scrofula is its great predisposing cause. The narrow chests, pro- 
jecting shoulders, thin features, and lank limbs of so many young boys and 

irls are evidences of a consumptive tendency, of which a scrofulous diathesis 
is the predisposing cause. 

Dyspepsia, that malady of many forms, is a frequent result from the use of 
pork; especially when fat and salted or smoked pork is one of the most indi- 
gestible of foods, requiring between fiye and six hours for its digestion, when 
wholesome food will digest in half that time. This is the reason for the notion 
that salt pork is an excellent thing to “ stick by the ribs.” 

Tape-worm we have already mentioned as the result of eating eae porie 
It is a very dificult disease to cure, and often baffles the best medical skill for 
many years. Few ever detect the cysts in the flesh of the hog unless their at- 
tention has been directed to the matter. 

Trichinm produce in man an incurable disease. No remedy can stay the 
ravages of the site. All pork-eaters are in constant danger; for the worm 
is too small to be seen without the aid of the microsco However, this dis- 
ease is not nearly so formidable as the others named; for it is not so common, 
neither does it entail any weight of suffering upon posterity. 

APOLOGIES FOR PORK-EATING EXAMINED. 

On every hand we are met by all sorts of excuses for Space iy on make 
swine's flesh an article of diet inspite of the striking evidences of its dangerous 
character. Let us examine afew of the most common of these apologies and 
test their value. 

PORK is NECESSARY AS A HEAT-FORMING FOOD IN WINTER, 


Are there not plenty of more healthy animals than hogs to supply all the ani- 
ma} fat necessary? Certainly there are. And, better still, we have the various 
grains and farinaceous vegetables, which are abundantly sufficient to furnish 
all the heat required by man in any latitude. 


OUR FATHERS AND GRANDFATHERS ATE PORK AND YET LIVED TO VERY OLD AGE, 


Ah, yes, my good friend; and you are suffering the penalty of their transgres- 
sions. You may not be well aware of it as yet, but more than likely as not your 
old age will not be so free from ills as was theirs. And quite as probably you 
may even now see in your children the results of your own as well as your 
father’s disregard of the dictates of sound sense in feasting upon the hog. 
Their frequent sore eyes, sore mouths, tetter, erysipelas, and other eruptions 
are all evidences of the ecrofula which they have inherited. 

Neither can you urge the plea pork does not hurt me.“ No man ever be- 
came a drunkard who did not make thesame excuse for liquor. You may not 
feel it now, but the future will expose your delusion. 


THE HOG IS CLEANLY IF YOU GIVE HIM A CHANCE TO BE 50, 


It is surprising to us thatany person who knows anything of the real nature 
ofa hog can make such an assertion. Who has not seen many a hog wallow- 
ing in the foulest mire right in the middle of a green, fragrant clover pasture? 
The dirty creature will turn away from the nicest bed of straw to revel in a 
stagnant, 3 mud-hole. If one of his companions dies in the lot or pen 
he will wait until putrefaction occurs, and then greedily devour the stinking 
carcass. The filthy brute will even devour his own excrement, and that when 
not unusually pressed by hunger. A J 

The hog is by nature a scayenger, and is especially adapted for that purpose. 
Let him pursue his natural calling. 


SUFFICIENT HEAT WILL KILL TRICHINE AND INCIPIENT TAPE-WORMS, 


Surely dead worms can not kill any one; but it must be delightful forthe pork- 
eater to contemplate his ham or sausage with the reflection that he will find it 
a dietof worms, The Frenchman sometimes eats earth-worms, the African 
relishes lizards, and one philosopher so far overcame his natural prejudices as 
toeatspiders, ** How disgusting,” you say, and yetshut your eyes and swallow 
a million monstersata meal because they are cooked, and so can not bite. The 
louse-eating Patagonian can notequal that, But it should be remembered that 
in order that the parasites shall be killed, every part of the meat must be sub- 
jected to a heat of at least 212°, which is quite difficult to do, and is seldom ac- 
complished. A whole family were poisoned by eating pork-chops which were 
well cooked upon the outside. 

WHAT SHALL WE DO WITH THE HOG? 

Stop raising him. Turn bim loose. He will soon find his place, like the five 
thousand which ran down into the sea in the days of Christ. If he must be 
raised, use him for illuminating our halls and houses. Lubricate our car and 
wagon axles with his abundant fat. Do anything with him but eat him. It 
would be dangerous to adopt the principle that we must devour everything 
which is in the way or which can not be otherwise utilized. Adam Clarke 
thought of one appropriate use to make of him. He said that if he was going 
to make an offering to the devil he would employ a hog stuffed with tobacco. 

Reader, what will you do? Can you continue to use as food such an abomi- 
nable articleas pork, and in so doing run so many risks as you must do? And 
if you decide that the animal is unfit to claim a place upon your own table, can 
you conscientiously raise aud sell him, to your neighbor's injury? 

CASES OF TRICHINÆ POISONING. 


The reported cases of death from this terrible cause have become so frequent 
that we are no hg. ee startled by them. Ten years ago the description of the 
death of a person literally infested with worms and tortured to death by their 
inroads upon the system would have excited feelings of the deepest horror; but 
now these accounts have become so common that little interest is shown in them, 
and death from this cause is one of the regular causes ot additions to the mort- 
uary list, Nevertheless, the disease is divested of none of its real horrors by 
its common occurrence. No one is safe; any one who usesswine’s flesh as food 
in any form is liable to the disease, Salting, smoking, and the other ordinary 
means of curing pork do not destroy the parasite. 

A few years ago Dr. Germer, health officer of Erie, Pa., was sent for in haste 
to see a patient who was supposed to be suffering from the cholera. He has- 
tened to the bedside and found a whole family sick with symptoms much re- 
sembling those of cholera, though the season was then midwinter. Suspectin 
the possible cause, he secured & specimen from the pork barrel and hasten 
to his office. Upon making a careful morosos examination he found myr- 
fads of the loathsome parasites in every part of the flesh examined. We pre- 
pared numerous microscopic specimens of the worm in various aspects from a 
portion of the infected meat kindly sent us by the doctor, and have shown them 
to hundreds of persons who were skeptical respecting the existence of such a 
pest, so terrible are the effects attributed to it, 

In this case the hog had been fattened on the premises, having been parodas 
when quite young by the owner, a German, from adroye of hogs which passed 


through the city. It was known 5 to the purchase of the hog two 
of the drove had died on the road, and had been devoured by theirscaven 
companions. No doubt the deaths were the result of trichinosis, and by 
vouring the victims the whole herd became infected. It would be difficult to 
estimate what an amount of suffering and death was entailed by the consump- 
tion of this great herd of trichinous hogs. Several members of German — 
liy died, together with several of the neighbors. Those who survived the acute 
2 of the disease only escaped to linger out a paintul existence in the chronic 
and incurable state of the ady. 

Some three years later we received a specimen of pork from a gentleman in 
Wisconsin who requested an examination of the same, stating that he procured 


it from the pork barrel of a neighbor whose family were suffering from a dis- 


ease which the doctors called cholera infantum, Several of the children had 
died, and other members of the family were still dangerously ill. Thepork had 
been suspected and examined, but no trichinm were found by the observers, 
though several physicians had inspected it. n making a careful micro- 
seopical inspection of the specimen we found it alive with Ne ya, rionn, 

Many ¢«ses of poisoning from this source are never detected, when symptoms 
of the disease resemble those of several others so closely that most of the cases 
are treated for other diseases, 

Mr. Speaker, while this extended quotation from Dr. Kellogg may not 
be entirely and exactly germane to the discussion now under considera- 
tion, I have introduced it because I desire to brace and establish the fact 
that cotton-seed-oil lard is most undoubtedly a healthier and more nu- 
tritious food than hog’s lard can be underany circumstances, and because 
I desire further to emphasize and appeal to my countrymen in the in- 
terests of the health of the American people and in the interests of the 
great farming and dairy interests of this country for radical legislation 
against that vile product of the hog known in this country as *‘but- 
terine” and ‘‘oleomargarine.’’ 

Now let the manutacturers of cotton-seed-oil lard take the hog’s 
head off their label, and indeed advertise that it contains no hog.’’ 
Turn on the powerful electrical light of truth upon this subject, and I 
predict so far from this bill injuring their business they will find the 
manufacture and production of vegetable lard ’’ and its consumption 
by the American people, when they understand its true character, to 
far exceed their expectations, and this change can not fail to inure to 
the great advantage of the cotton-producing States, in whose prosperity 
and increased development we wili rejoice and the whole country will 
share. 

Finally, if proof were wanting of the divine character and inspira- 
tion of the Book of Books, it would be found in the fact that the sani- 
tary rules and commands laid down by the great lawgiver of Israel 
in the books of Moses were indorsed by modern science and were con- 
firmed by ages and generations of men which have since lived. z 

The Almighty forbade His chosen people to eat the swine, and Jesus 
sent the deyil into the herd of swine that were choked in the sea. 
The hog is a vile, dirty scavenger and his flesh is unfit for human 
food. é 
Mr. BROSIUS. I now yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. ConcER]. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, I notice from the RECORD this morn- 


ing that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAson] at the close of yes- ` 


terday’s session, and alter I had left the House, rose to a question of 
privilege, which he stated in these words: i 

Some days or some weeks ago a resolution was introduced and referred to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads bearing upon the question 
of publie sentiment in regard to the bill known as the “Conger lard biil,” 

Then he further stated that he had been to the Department and asked 
to have the papers sent here in accordance with the resolution, and 
then he said: x 

My charge is, Mr. Speaker, that I believe influence has been brought to bear 
upon the Postmaster- general of this Government to retain in his office papers 
which bear properly upon pending legislation before this body; that influence 
has been 8 to bear, improper social or political influence, to retain from 
members of this Honse proper papers to be heard or read in the consideration 
of pending legislation. 

Now, Mr, Speaker, the resolution which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads of this House does notin any 
possible way reter to the Conger lard bill,” so called. 

This is a copy of the resolution which was introduced by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. MoRGAN] and favorably reported by the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and sta TA by the 
House on the 17th instant, and to which the gentleman m Illinois 
[Mr. Mason] evidently refers: 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, pre- 
sented the following report: 

“ Whereas it is charged in the columnsof the New York Sun and other re- 
sponsible journals that gross frauds have been practiced on the Post-Office De- 


partment by one Alexander J. Wedderburn in connection with the transmis- - 


sion through the mails of a large number of circulars in the form of a newspaper 


entitled ‘The National Farm and Fireside, at one-eighth of the rates estab- ~ 


lished by law; and 

“ Whereas it is stated that said circulars, printed in Alexandria, Va., were 
mailed ata post-office near that city, at a place called Grange Camp, where a 
post-office was established at the request of said Wedderburn, one of his em- 
ployés being appointed postmaster; and 

“ Whereas it is stated that an investigation of these facts was made by the 
propos ofticers of the Post-Office Department, with the result of discontinuing 
said post-office atter the Government had been defrauded out of a large sum of 
money by the said Wedderburn in the manner stated: and 

“ Whereas it is asserted that criminal proceedings were not instituted against 
the said Wedderburn, as RIAD law, the Department of Agriculture havy- 
ing interposed in behalf of said Wedderburn: Therefore, 

“Be it resolued, That the Postmaster-General be, and heis, ory agro to transmit 
to the House at the earliest practicable moment all the facts in the possession 


J as 


of the Post-Office Department in the matter, including the reports of the special 
—.— ; 5 rr 
r. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, there is no mention of the lard bill in this reso- 
lution, and it can only be dragged in here by inference. I suppose, 
however, its author knew its purpose. 

It has been charged generally upon the floor of the House and about 
this Capitol that the attorneys of the manufacturers of compound Jard 
in their unceasing efforts to defeat this bill have visited the Post-Office 
Department and tried to suppress the agricultural paper edited by Mr. 
Wedderburn because of its advocacy of this bill. Mr. Speaker, I have 
not heretofore believed the report; but the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mx. Mason], in his remarks last evening, absolutely concedes it and 
confesses that that was their purpose and what the reported investiga- 
tion was started for. 4 

Now, what is the paper they were attempting to suppress? It is a 

+ legitimate agricultural paper of this country which has been printed 
at Alexandria, Va., for over seventeen years; and it compares favorably 
in size and contents with any of the agricultural papers of this coun- 
try, advocating, as it does, not only the bill to prevent the adultera- 
tion of lard, but the pure-food bill, the Paddock bill, which the gentle- 
man from Illinois is advocating sostrenuously, the original-package 
bill, the meat-inspection bill, the Butterworth option bill (to which it 
has given whole issues), and all the interests of the agriculturists of 
this country. And for that reason the battalion of attorneys who rep- 
resent the manufacturers of compound lard in this country besieged 

the Post-Office ment and attempted to suppress the information 
which has been contained in that sheet. 

Why, Mr, Speaker, if I had time I would like to read the contents 
of the first page of this paper. It does refer to this legislation, but it 
shows that over 3, 000, 000 of organized men in this country are de- 
manding the of this bill. It shows 

Mr. MORGAN. Will my friend allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. CONGER. Not now. 

It shows that State after State, from North, South, East, and West, 


whose names are mentioned in the columns of this Paper, have de- 
manded the of this bill. I am surprised that the gentleman 
from Illinois should rise in his place here and indignantly and ungen- 


erously refer to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brosrus] for 
simply reading the published testimony of Mr, Fairbank and charging 
that he was defaming the character of that man—a man who has pub- 
licly confessed to the people ot this country that for eight years he has 
been defrauding them by passing off upon them as genuine a counter- 
feit article of food. 

Mr. MASON, I deny that. 

Mr. CONGER.. I am surprised, I say, that the gentleman from Il- 
linois should rise in his place and defend that man and then charge 
that the Postmaster-General of this Government, a man whose character 
is beyond suspicion, could be influenced, socially or otherwise, to sup- 
press an agricultural paper. But enough of this. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, a word as to the history of thismovement. Nearly 
three years ago this measure was inaugurated by the introduction of 
bills in Congress—one being introduced into the Senate by a Senator 
from Massachusetts [ Mr. DA wEs] and theother introduced in this House 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH]. 

An investigation was commenced by the Committees of Agriculture 
in the two Houses. In the course of this investigation there were sum- 
moned here fromalloverthe land manufacturers and others interested 
who had knowledge of these subjects. We spent three solid months 
in taking their testimony and giving the closest attention to this ques- 
tion; and, after having done this, the Committee on Agriculture was 
satisfied beyond question that some heroic legislation was needed and 
demanded on this subject. The information thus collected was com- 
municated tothe people; they were astounded, and they have arisen en 
masse and in their publications and their organizations have demanded 
some sort of relief. 

The Committee on Agriculture in the last Congress, presided over 
2 the distinguished gentleman from Missouri, Mr. HAren—and an 
abler committee did not sit in that Congress—prepared a bill on this 
subject which was presented to the House, a bill which was framed 
under the advice of the Treasury Department and the Law Department 
of the Government and which was submitted tothe best constitutional 
lawyers at both ends of this Capitol. Time was not afforded for the 
consideration of that bill and the Congress adjourned without its 

passage. At the beginning of this Congress, after having spent months 
among my own people, having talked with the agriculturists, with the 
merchants, with the housekeepers, with the consumers, I felt that I 
came here with no higher duty than to introduce that same bill. I 
did introduce it very early in this session. It again received the most 
careful consideration. Men were summoned to our committee-room 
from all over this country. And again that committee desided that 
there was no question of more pressing importance than that some 
Sse mgt should be bad to stop this nefarious practice. 
e 


bill was reported to the House after the most thorough consid- 
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ation, after consultation with the Treasury Department, the revenue 
de and the Law 8 of the Government, and after hav- 
ing been submitted again to the best constitutional lawyersin this House 
and the Senate. That bill is presented here to-day for your considera- 
tion, and it is as in every particular as the experience of able 
lawyers, practical ess men, and revenue experts could make it, 

Mr. Speaker, I say the passage of this bill is demanded. Who de- 
mands it? Why, sir, the consumers of one of the most important 
culinary products in this country demand it; the manufacturers of pure 
lard demand it; the raisers of hogs demand it; and the honest people, 
ae 2 who believe in honesty in trade and commercial morals, all 

emand it. 

Why, sir, here is a compilation of some of the memorials of State 
Legislatures, and petitions of Granges, of Farmers’ Alliances, of packing 
associations, of boards of trade, of commercial organizations, of women, 
of families and citizens all over this country, not only in Iowa and the 
Northwest, but in New England and many of the Sohthern States, pray- 
ing for and demanding it. 

[Extracts from report of hearings before the House Committee on Agriculture 
of the Fiftieth and Fifty-first Congresses, comprising lists of names of individ- 


uals, associations, alliances, and corporate bodies who have indorsed and pe- 
titioned Congress for the passage of the Conger lard bill.] 


Digest of memorials from manufacturers and dealers in pure lard, 


Place. 


ATT 
Bridgeport and Norwich, Conn 
Hartiord, New Haven, and New London, Conn... 
remy A 
Augu — 
Chicago Board 
n 
Joe Daviess County, IIlinots. 
Boone and Sioux City, lowa 
Des Moines, Iowa.. 
Keokuk, Iowa ... 
Marshall 
Ottumwa, Iowa 
Louisville, Ky ... 
New Orleans, La 
Bangor, 8 
r (2), Me. 
Gardines Me. 
Portland. Me... 
Portland (2), M. 
Bost M: 


Fail River, New 
Gloucester, Mass... 
Holyoke and Spri 
Holyoke, Mass 


Lawrence, Mass. 
Lowell, Mass. 
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Penacook, Tilton, and Laconia, 
Portsmouth, N, H. 
Albany, N. X. 
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77 
25 
FE 
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Albany, N. V. . . 
State of Vermont 


Memorials, petitions, letters, etc, 


Nature of 
document. 


sented, Date. 


Petition . Cincinnati Pork Pack- | Feb, 16,1888 een yema presi. 


Chamber of Commeree..| Jan. 14, 1888 Levi 


eses! ent; 
0. hi 5 $ 
fal «| Crack ufact Dosier-Weyl Oracker 
pat er mai urers. ..... — 
Memor! rman F 
Letter ..... | Joseph Garneau, of St. Jan. 31, 1888 Garneau, per 
Louis. James W. 
0. „ sasir! Dozier- Weyl Cracker L. D. Dozier, 
and secretary. 
Resolution N Dol Produce Ex- 
change. 
Lotter. . . Ixvens Bros . . . Irvens Bros. 
Resolution ..| Liverpool Provision 
Trade Association. 
D. . St. Louis Live Stock j|. 0. C. Daly, president; I. 


Exchange. Broderick, seeretary. 
Indianapolis Board of 


p> Spee! — esses 
Trade. 
Do.........! New Bedford Board of | Jan, 14, 1885 J. Swift, t; Au- 
Trade, gustus A. Wood, secre- 
Peti Wisconsin Or: 
tion n 3 . 
Resolution „ Farmers“ Institute, C. L. Marlatt, secretary. 
Manhattan, Kaus. © — 4 
eee wenty-seven citizens o 
Petition hag pen 
Do..... | Cincinnati Chamber of | Dec. 29, 1887 
Commerce and Mer- 
chants’ Exchange. 
Letter fever Whittaker & | Apr. 25,1888 | Francis Whittaker & Son. 
8. 
Do. , Butchers’ National Pro- Apr. 23, 1888 E. Pad pec nck 
tective Association. William Morlock 
secretary. 
Resolution ...| St. Louis 8 Stock Feb. 21, 1888 C. C. Daly, president; W 
Exchan J. Broderich, secretary, 
Petition „s. lows Patrons of In- . eee A. Judson, secretary. 
ustry. 
Memorial , Pennsylvania Grange . . .. oa H. Sharer, master: W. 
Petition........| Patrons of Husbaudry, . « Bawa i Bohn. master; 
Pennsylvania. f ao G. Lerch, secre- 
E. Fi Brown, master; R. 


L. Mudge, secreta: 
L. G. pyre 8 
I. T. Ak in, secretary. 


DO l cos enees: 3 eee Al- 
Petition J. O. 2 — Lee E 
W. Moore, secretary. 
2 James F n, master; 
Merton secre- 
DS ons ereen: Oey PAEA —.— —— pte Amos -Kline, master; 
š Mrs, Maggie Osborne, 
ee CO eee LK. Wilson, master; John 
0 | H. Wilson, en 
Memorial . AON, Mar, 17,1888 8 HI. 
unn 8 
Petition. . . ., do . . . . . eee . G. W. Oster, master; John 
rial Pa Ni haka Eee cast 
Memorial . Gee. eee e er; 
SE R. H. Thomas, secre- 
Tn rs AON aeie NGEN Feb, 9,1885 | F. D. Orcutt, Illinois. 
Resolution ...| p Tro National Pro- | May 22. 1888 


tective Association. 


DO . National Grange E. Giller, chairman; 


Join Trimble sooretary. 
Doke Iowa Legislature Frank D, Jackson,secre- 
McClellan E. O. Ripley, 
E. P, McMaster, i 
Latter . ... C. AAR Jan. 9, 1888 T. B. Hughlett, John E. 
Corwith, Stewart Craw- 
Resolution ...| Louisville Board of Feb. 22, 1838 | Harry Weissinger, presi- 
= ‘Trade. dent; James F. Buck- 
ner, superiutend ent. 
FP oe 5 Boston Chamber of Feb. 27, 1888 W. H. Pearson, secretary. 
Commeree. 
swal Dubuque packers ........ „| Feb. 15, 1888 oe 98 & Sons. 
„| Liverpool firm... Jan. 4, 1888 arren & Co. 
~~| Liverpool commission | Jan. 7, 1888 Bankr Whitworth: 
merchant, 
D0. 2000041 Glasgow commission |Jan, 4. 1888 R. Hunter Craig & Co., 
merchants, James 5 
Do 3 mer- Jan. 4, 1889 White & Son. 
0 ts. 
Do.. Manchester commis- Jau. 6. 1888 N. Kilvert & Sons. 
sion merchants, 
Do.. London commission Jau. 7,1888 | Geo. A. Corderoy & Co. 
merchants, , 
Do. Antwerp commission Jan. 5, 1888 H. Albert De Bary & Co. 


merchants, 


Do. 5. 1888 C. T. Sano, P. Roels, 
Do. 4. 1888 Emil Sanders. 
Do.. | American produce brok- Dee, 6, 1587 | John Marquis. 
ers, 
Do... = uce Ex- | Jan, 5, 1888 John Hargraves. 


„ Liverpool 
change, 
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Memorials, petitions, letters, ete.—Continued, 


‘ature of Organization repre- _ 
* „sented, Date, By whom signed, 
Resolution ... 3 Provision Jan. 6,1888 John Morrell, chairman. 
on. 
Letter 2...sse0 =e rt provision Feb. 1. 1888 George E. Winton, 
Resolution . Chicago Board of Trade,| Feb. 14, 1388 C. H. Hutchi p, presi- 
aay ae 
Petition Tya ee Live Stock Mar. 5, 1888 HOG O. . 
x . 
Do. Illinois ci enen «| Messrs. Lichten & 
Bros. and 73 pete 
Memorial . Pi Ivania Grange, . . . . E. W. Loche, master; D. 
No. 867. R. Shirley, secretary, 
Lotter . . New York merchant . . July 7,1888 | Geo. Hutchinson 
ge .| National 8 
r Tennessee Grange. .. W. = Nelson, 
3 Baer coe Xili- | Feb: 11,1890 | C. W. . Macune, 
exeentive 5 
Do. Knights of Labor. Feb. 10, 1890 ENR Bearmont, chair- 
Memorial... Pennsylvania State e NEN 5 9 master; 
Grange. R. H. Th omas, secretary. 
Letter... .| Georgia State Grange. Feb. 28. 1890 at H. Kimbrough, master. 
WO Gaia payer Grange, Geor- | Mar. 1, 1890 S. H. Roberts, master, 
S South Carolina State Feb. 26, 1890 | Thos. W. Holloway, seo- 
range, 
D . North N State 
G $ 
Resolution ... Kentucky State Grange.. 
CC ˙ o Mar. 1, 1990 2 Glardy, master, 
28 Virg nate State Grange... Feb, 25, 1890 X. X. ers, master, 
ners .| Indiana State Grange. . Mar. 5, 1890 Milton Trusler, master, 


. neroft, master. 


A AORTA MEARE TUAN RR AS cook donee ‘eb. 23,1890 | Geo, A. Jones, secretary, 
oH 88 ..| Feb, 20, 1800 John C. Higgins, for heeri leek: 

W National Grange... „| Feb, 26, 1890 ee 

8 a Jersey State | Feb. 27, 1890 J. ‘Statosir, master, 

range. 

DO iss bee eee eee Feb. 17,1800 Benen Coles, past mas- 

Aa EA E. AO O arreek Feb. 26, 1890 uw D. Dickinson, secre- 
weiss) Michigan Pe Seel Feb, 27, 1890 Tessas Mars. 

50. de Feb, 23,1890 Jason Woodman, lect: 


urer. 

H. B. Douglas, master. 

2 R. Chase, secretary. 
T. 


Feb. 25,1890 


A. Messer, master. 
F. A. Allen, secretary. 
J.G. Peakham, master, 


3 W. Brown, lect- 


H. H Goff; secretary. 
my „Ellis, master. 


8. C. Carr, master. 
John E. Olis, secretary. 
Leonard Rhone, master; 
R. H, Thomas, secre- 


tary. 
W. O. D. Norris, lecturer. 


o 


tion. 
Resolutions...) Pennsylvania State 
Grange. 


Letter . 55 Virginia State Mar. 1, 1890 
range. 
Resolution 8 Mar. 3,1890 Sarah G. Baird, secretary. 
Letter. Wisconsin State G Mar, 3, 1800 H. E. Huxley, ‘secretary. 
Do.. Connecticut State Mar. 4,1890 | T. S. Gold, secretary. 


. 2 —.— Bowery, 


A cage Smith, presi- 
ent. 


D0 . . Woman's National In- |... ...... 
diana League. 


re! s 
Mar. 4, 1890 H. T. J. Ludwig, secre- 
Feb. 27, 1890 irre n A. Browning, seere- 


Petition ........| Michigan citizens ... F. Va Van Orsdale and 32 
Don South Carolina citizens... . John N. N. Warden.and 34 
others. 

Resolution ...| Farmers'Alliance,Ches- Jan. 4,1889 T. J. Cunningham, presi- 
ter County, South Car- dent; John S. Withers, 
olina; membership,500 secretary. 

Louisiana State Grange | May 17,1888 sre Morgan; past mas- 
National Grange. May 5, 1888 put Darden; master, 
Dol . Texas State Grunge. . A. J. Rose. muster. 

Resolution. lowa TO . . Mar. 4. 1890 W. eee egg a 

of senate 


Telegrams dated January 25, 1888. 


We are in favor of pure lard, 
GORMAN & CO., New Fork, 


Are with you heartily against lard adulterations, 
AMASA SPRING, New York. 
We are in favor of the Dawes N bill. 


ENBLEY BROS., New York. 
Heartily indorse the law against lard adulteration, 


RD WEBBER, New York. 
We are with you on the Dawes lard bill. 
e GIBBS & WHITE, Neto York. 


7 
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We urge the favorable consideration of the Dawes lard bill. 
S BECKSTEIN & CO, 
BRECHESTEIN & SON, 
. New York, 


We indo; bill against lard adulteration. 
ý TEEN res 2 F. LAMBERT & CO., New York. 


Cordially indorse your efforts against lard adulteration, 
s S WILLIAM BENDER, New York. 
Heartily indorse your efforts against lard adulteration. Hes 
SILVERHORN BROS., New York. 
Heartil bill inst adulterating lard. 
“Snips piece EAA r FIGGE & BRO., New York. 


You have my hearty thanks for your efforts. 
j S R, ©. A, KING, New York. 
Use every endeavor to have Dawes lard-adulteration bill 8 Have ex- 
amined its provisions carefully, and it meets with our 2 ified syprore)- 
©. M. BAILEY & CO., Newark. 
Recommend strongly any law against lard adulteration. 
ad 155 G. F. BARTLETT & CO., New York. 


Your efforts against lard adulteration should be successful. 
LESTER HEYER, New York. 


As manufacturers of pure lard, we urge favorable consideration of the Dawes 


lJard-adulteration bill. 
BIMBLER, VAN WAGGENEN & Co., Newark, 


Recommend adoption of Dawes lard-adulteration bill. 
T. B. RITTENHOUSE, New York. 
We are with you for the Dawes bill, 
JOHN BOHNETT, New York. 


We approve thoroughly the Dawes bill against lard adulteration. 
ae * C. WHITE & CO., New Tork. 


We give our support and fayor the Dawes lard-adulteration bill. 
SCHICKHAUS & PURDEN, Newark. 


Indorse your efforts to do away with lard adulterations, 
M. CRANE & SONS, New York. 


Heartily indorse your bill lard. 
NTERNATIONAL PACKING CO., New York. 


Can not advocate your bill too strongly. 
SEIFERT BROS., New York. 


Indorse heartily the Dawes bill against lard adulteration. 
C. B. WILSON & CO., New York. 
We heartily indorse the provisions of the Dawes bill agaia lard adulteration. 
. SADLER & CO., 5 
GORMAN & CO.. 
THOMAS SAGER, 
- WM, F. WECER, 
BRAINARD BROS., 
E. FRANK FIELD, 
O. STAHLNECKER & SON, 
of New York. 


Mr. Speaker, not only do the farmers demand this legislation, but 
the laboring men of the country demand it. I shall not take time to 
read all the petitions that the laboring people have sent here; but I 
wish to read one of these documents for the purpose of showing, in re- 
ply to some of the statements made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MAson], that the Knights of Labor of St. Louis almost unanimously 
demand the passage of this bill. 

But first I read from the St. Louis Globe-Democrat of April 7, 1890: 


District Assembly No. 4 will have complete jurisdiction overall assemblies of 
the Knights of Labor in the city. 

A resolution was favoring a bill introduced in the House of Repre- 
sentatives by Hon, Mr. Concer, which Ung rete to put the manufacture of com- 
pound lard under the supervision of the Internal Revenue Department, so as 
to have the bogus lard branded, and to compel the retailer to sell the article 
under its real name to the consumers. Knights of Labor ard the publie gener- 
ally are warned not to sign zpen which is being circulated by Fairbank & 
Co., asking Congress not to adopt above bill. 


A petition was sent to these men. Here is a letter from the corre- 
sponding secretary of Division No. 4, which, as stated, has complete 
jurisdiction over all the Knights in that city: 

Sr, Lovis, Mo., April 17, 1800. 

Dran Sir: Inclosed petition was sent to District Assembly No. 4, Knights of 
of Labor, with the request that the district. assembly instruct its members to 
sign that petition and ask all local assemblies todo the same; there are twenty- 
cignt local assemblies attached to District Assembly No. 4. 

Messrs. Fairbank & Co. are the bogus lard men who are sending their em- 
ployed men and children to get names signed to that petition. 
The reasons District Assembly No. 4 declined to act on their behalf are as fol- 


lows: 

1. We demand that each article shall be sold under its real name; which is 
not done in this city with the so-called lard compound.“ 

2. If the tax and brand should so a epr the manufacture of compound lard as 
to force it out the market by virtue of people refusing to buy it, it surely would 
benefit the workingmen employed making this bogus lard, as they would find 
immediate work in making the genuine article (leaf lard). It would increase 
the number of men employed at that calling. 

3. Statistics show that the United States can raise all the hogs they want for 
consumers, and the large exports of good leaf lard to foreign countries prove 
that good lard (American) is sold cheaper in Germany than here, In short, 
the petition is a farce throughout. I also inclose you a clipping from the Tage- 

blatt, a daily evening paper. 

Please send me a copy of your bill, 

Should it be neerssary to get up petitions to counteract those sent in by Fair- 
bank ct al, let me know it. 

Fairbank & Co. are manufacturers of compound lard and soap. I suppose 
grease too bad for “lard compound” is used for soap. Please answer at once, 
and oblige 

Yours respectfally, 


FRANK G. WITT 
Recording Secretary of District Assembly No, 4. 
Hon. Mr. COXGER, 


House of Representatives, United States, 
A great parade has been made here over numerous protests sent here 


by the Knights of Labor of St. Louis. In order to show the unfair and 
desperate means resorted to by the counterfeit lard manufacturers to 
3 these protests, I read from a St. Louis German paper, the Tage- 


The Fairbank Soap Company, located here, which, as is well known, is con- 
nected with the firm of the same name in Chicago, is vitally interes: in the 
defeat of the Conger bill now pending in Congress, which proposes to place 
adulterated lard under the control of the Internal Revenue Department for the 
purpose of ace on the packages containing it marked as to contents. The com- 
pany is accordingly 1 blank petitions to laboring organizations in 
opposition to the bill, to which, of course, no attention is paid. 

ut not content with this effort, the firm requires the little. girls in its employ 
to go around with these petitions, from house to house, to obtain siguatures. 
If any of them ſuil to return with a satisfactory number of signatures at night 
they are threatened with a discharge. Knowing this, and out of sympathy for 
the poor children, a good many of the laborers have signed. We have to-day 
advised Co n ConGes of these facts so that he may know the origin 
and the consideration that these petitions are entitled to when the committee 
is called upon to pass upon them, 


Mr. Speaker, a legislative committee was sent to this Congress from 
the National Grange of the Patrons of Husbandry, an executive com- 
mittee composed of Mr. Brigham of Ohio, who is master of the National 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, Mr. Roane, and Mr. John Trimble. 
What do they say? They say in their statement submitted in regard 
to this question: 

We therefore urge the of the Conger bill for the regulation of the 


manufacture and sale of lard compound, as amended, favorably reported by 
the Committee on Agriculture. 


Another document of the same purport and in stronger terms I hold 
in my hand from the master of the National Grange of the Patrons of 
Husbandry himself. He says, among other things: 


The men who have grown rich and impudent in the manufacture and sule of 
a compound com of tallow, cotion-seed oil, and lard, which is sold to con- 
sumers as pure refined lard, are doing all in their power to defeat the Conger 
bill, which places wholesome restraints upon these unprincipled rascals, We 
should counteract their influence by prompt support of this measure. 

* * * + > a 

It will not do for us to remain silent spectators. We must marshal our forces 
and meet the enemy at every point where their influence is concentra'ed. 
Prompt action now will accomplish morein a few days than will months, and 
perhaps years, of effort in the future. Urge our members efery where to pre- 
pare letters and memorials and forward them at once to their Senators and 

Representatives in Congress. If the men whom we have trusted to represent 
us fail to respond to our just demands, we must permit them to retire to private 
life, and elect men who will represent faithfully the material interests of their 


constituents, 
J. H. BRIGHAM, 
Master National Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, and 
airman of Legislation Committee. 


To MASTERS oF STATE GRANGES. 


The farmers, four hundred and fifty of them, in convention assembled 
at Columbus, Ohio, last week, passed resolutions urging the passage of 
the pure-lard bill. The agricultural papers of every part of the coun- 
try, without exception, are demanding the passage of this bill; and right 
here let me say, Mr. Speaker, that if the National Farm and Fireside, 
which is an agricultural paper, published over here at Alexandria, Va., 
which has been doing such yeoman service for the cause of agriculture 
in every line, is to be suppressed from the mails at the dictation of these 
counterfeiters, then I ask why not, on precisely the same principle, sup- 
press all of the agricultural papers throughout the country every where? 
Why, sir, I have file after file here of extracts from most influential and 
important agricultural papers of the country doing the very sanie thing, 
I have just had handed to mea telegram received by my colieagne from 
Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], which I desire the Clerk to read in connec- 
tion with this subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MouLTON, Iowa, August 23, 1890, 


D. B. Hesperson, M, C., Washington, D. C.: 

The National Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union, located largely in cot- 
ton belt, may be divided in wanting lard bill, but the National Farmers’ Alliance, 
located in growing States and numbering over a million votes, are a unitin 
demanding the passage of the Conger bill so as to stop further depressing of 
values by adulterations. Foreign countries refuse to accept for pure lard a mixt- 
ure of lard, stearine,and cotton-seed oil. This bill will help our export trade, 

` AUGUST PAST, 

Secretary National Farmers’ Alliance and I wa Farmers’ Alliance. 


Mr. MORGAN. Will the gentleman be kind enough to inform me 
when the National Farmer’s Alliance ever took any such action as 
that? 

Mr. CONGER. Well, my time is very short and I decline to be in- 
terrupted by the gentleman. 

Mr. MORGAN. They never took such action at all. 
ment is made out of the whole cloth. 

Mr. CONGER. Then it is made by the officer of the alliance who 
signs the dispatch, as reputable a man as lives. But the gentleman 
can do his interrupting in his own time. My time is so short that I 
must decline to be interrupted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has the floor and de- 
clines to be interrupted. 

Mr. CON GER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mason] stated 
the other day in his comments on this bill that the bill reported by the 
committee was the most bungling piece of legislation ever presented 
to a legislative body in the history of this country. 

Now, if the judgment of the gentleman is no less accurate upon what 
is a bungling piece of legislation than it is upon the subject of whether 


That state- 


1890. - 
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Messrs, Fairbank & Co. and other manufacturers are now ig 
their product truthfully orasshowingexactly what it is made of, then 
propose to show you in a few moments, from his own statement, indis- 
putable evidenec that little confidence should be placed on his judgment 
as to what is or what is not a bungling piece ot legislation. 

I do not see the gentleman from Illinois in his seat 

Mr. MASON, Iam in the Hall. $ 

Mr. CONGER. I want to inquireof the gentleman, first, so that I 
may be sure not to misquote him, if he did not say in the course of his 
remarks that the manufacturers of compound lard were now branding 
their goods for what they actually were? 

Mr. MASON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONGER, Iso understood. 

Mr. MASON. And I said,also, that they are not manufacturing 
a pound of goods containing nolard and branding it lard compoand.“ 
I am talking of Messrs. Fairbank & Co., in Chicago. 

Mr. FRANK. And the same in St. Louis. ' 

Mr. CONGER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I bave here a pa stamped 
in tin and branded on the face of it N. K. Fairbank & Co., White 
Clover brand, select fat of corn-fed hogs.” Now, I want you io un- 
derstand this firm does not kill a single hog and that in the purchase 
of their lard they necessarily are unable to know how the hogs are fed; 
and theretorethis statement on the very face of itis misleading. Again, 
on the lower part ot the can we find this brand, N. K. Fairbank & 
Co., pure leaf lard, kettle rendered.” 

I sent that with other samples, properly yerified by affidavit, to the 
miscroscopist of the Agricultural Department, Dr. Thomas Taylor, than 
whom there is no abler man on this question in the civilized world, for 
an investigation and report. And hereis his report, from which I shall 
read as I exhibit the samples: 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
Washington, D. C., August 18, 1890, 

Sm: At your request I have made an examination of the five samples of so- 
called lard sent to this Department to my care, August 2, The analysis of com- 
mercial lards is beset with many difficulties from the fact that no two distinct- 
ive parts of the hog yield the same ciass of fats. 

_ Lard rendered from the tissues of the back and from the intestines contains 
a much greater proportion of olein (oi!) than fat rendered from the caul or leaf, 
which contains a greater amount of stearine. 

The fat of corn-fed swine, because of an increased amount of stearin, is firmer 
than that of swine fed upon an inferior food, in which case the fat of all parts 
of the body contains proportionately more oil. 

The proportion, however, of stearine in any class of hog’s fat is small com- 
pared to that found in the fat of the ox. 

I have bestowed considerable time and care in endeavoring to ascertain, as 
nearly as possible, the com ition of these lard compounds, but unfortunately 
there is no perfect method by which the exact proportion of added stearin or 
cotton-seed oil in commercial lard compounds can be demonstrated, 

I find that the sample in tin pail, A.“ contains about 2 per cent. 
water, and consists of lard, stearin, and cotton-seed oil. A portion of this sam- 
ple subjected to boiling heat yielded a bad animal odor, unlike pure lard under 
the same conditions. 

The sample in pail tagged B“ isa very white compound made up ofstearin 
ana light cotton-seed oil. This sample also has a very bad animal odor when 


Ned. 

The sample in tin pail labeled“ C“ is a composition of lard, stearine, and cot- 
ton- seed oil, and yields a bad animal odor when boiled. 

The sample in paii tagged Choice refined kettle leaf-lard,” „D,“ contains 
about 12 per cent. water, and is a compound of lard, stearine, and cotton-seed oil. 
A slight odor of lard is perceptible when it is boiled. 

The simple in pail stamped Fairbank & Co. is not tagged: we have num- 
bered it “5.” It is a compound of stearine, oleo, and largely cotlon-seed oil. 

I have compared each sample in its action under different tests with pure leaf- 
lard rendered in the laboratory under my personal observation. 

In conclusion I would say that I consider none of the samples in question as 
desirable substitutes for pure hog’s lard, 

Jam, sir, yours very respectfully, = 
THOMAS TAYLOR, M.D., 

Chief of Division of Microscopy. 
Hon. E. H. Coxrerr, 

United States House of Representatives. 


UXITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTUR 
Washington, D. C., August 19, 1890. 
Sin: In addition to what I stated in my report of yesterday, 18th instant, I 
have further to report that I find that the “B” sample (lard compound) con- 
tains oe cotton-seed oil, and the “C” sample about one-third cotton- 
seed o 
Yours very respectfully, 
* THOMAS TAYLOR, M. D., 
Chief of Division of Microscopy. 
Hon. E. H. Concer, 


United States House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 


Ustrep STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
Washington, D. C., August 21, 1890. 

Sin: I was absent from my office yesterday from sickness, and failed to get 
your note of the 19th instant until this morning. With regard to samples 3 
und No.5” Ihave to say that I have never met such compounds as these be- 
fore. “B” has indeed the odor and other indications of lard, but stearine and 
cotton-seed oil are the principal factors in the compound, stearine greatly pre- 
dominating. There is no evidence of lard in “ No. 5.” 

I can make a very good imitation of “ No. 5” by mixing certain proportions 
of stearine and cotton-seed oil, and have done so in the course of this investi- 
gation. 

Very respectfully, 
Chief of Nellen of Microscop 
te, 0 . 
Hon. E. H. Concer, M. C.. * r 
United States House of Representatives, 


Mr. MORGAN, Now, who bought that and sent it to him? 


‘Mr. CONGER. Imyself had telegrams sent to a man in the city of 
Charleston, S. C., to step into the market and to buy this for me, and 
he has furnished me the affidavit of the man who bought it from the 
manufacturer. 

Mr. MORGAN. Through whose hands did it pass? 

Mr. CON GER. The documents which I have here show every step 
of the transaction. Now please do not take my time. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MORGAN] 
will please desist, 


Mr. CONGER. Here is the sample marked D , branded by Fair- 


bank & Co. as pure leaf lard, but shown by Dr. Taylor to contain 
stearine and cotton-seed oil. 
CHARLESTON, S. C., July 31, 1890, 
I certify that sample lard sold to R. J. Dyas this day, branded G was pur- 
chased by me of the manufacturers, whose name appears on the package, as 


pure leaf lard. 
SAMW'L H. WILSON & CO. 
Sworn to before me this 31st day of July, A. D. 1890. 
[SEAL] GEO. W. BELL, Notary Public. 
Mr. FRANK. Give us the date. 
Mr. CONGER. I did give it to you, July 31, 1890. 

Mr. FRANK. When did he buy it? N 

Mr. CON GER. During the last year. That came into my posses- 
sion unopened, and was in my possession from that moment until it was 
delivered to Dr. Taylor. Now, look at this sample. No man ever 
looked upon a whiter, purer substance, apparently, to be used for lard, 
than that. Now, let me tell you what is said about that. 

Mr. PAYSON. What was the brand on that? 

Mr. CON GER. I will tell you about that. That was sold in a 
350-pound tierce. This was bought at No. 237 King street, Charles- 
at S. C., on the same date. Here is the affidavit with reference to 
that. 

The sample of lard marked B nas bought of Bowman Bros. for pure 
lard, and as such retail grocers sell it to consumers. Manufacturers“ 
name on package containing this lard, this 350-pound tierce, is Silber- 
horn & Co., Sioux City, Iowa. Dr. Taylor says this is made of stearine 
and light cotton-seed oil, as I have read you in his report. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Now, be careful. - 

Mr. CONGER. That will not hurt the gentleman, for I understand 
that that is the city that refused to return him to Congress. [Laugh- 
ter. 

] CHARLESTON, S. C., July 31, 1890. 


Sample lard, marked by tag on pail Exhibit B, I bought of Bowman Bros. 
for pure lard, and as retail grocer sell it to consumers as pure lard, Manufact- 
atin name on package containing this lard is Silberhorn & Co., Sioux City, 

own. 

The above statement I pass and make affidayit as being true. 


F. VON OVEN, 
Sworn to before me this 31st day of July, A. D. 1890. 
[sear] GEO. W. BELL, Notary Public. 

That is subscribed and sworn to, and yet these honest men, these 
men who must have a champion on this floor to defend them as pure 
and honest, are doing that sort of business. 

Here are two other samples bought for pure lard, marked C and D, 
with affidavit, which I read and then refer to Dr. Taylor’s report, show- 
ing that both contain other ingredients than lard. 

CHARLESTON, S. C., July 31, 1890. 

We certify that sample lard sold to R, J. Dyas, branded on tag ®©. was pur- 
chased by us for pure leaf-lard from O. F. Wieters. Said lard manufactured by 


A. H. Warthman & Co. 
OSTENDORFF & MEHRTENS. 
Sworn to before me this gist day of July, A. D. 1890, 
[SEAL.] GEO. W, BELL, Notary Publié, 


CHARLESTON, S. O., July 31, 1890. 
I certify that sample lard marked & was this day purchased from Mr. O. F. 


ee 5 wa taken 8 branded “ Choice refined 
ettle Ia . Kleppinger, Jersey City,“ supposed to be manufactured 
by Adam H, Warthman & Co., Philadelphia, Pa, E 

JNO. J. O'CONNELL. 


Sworn to before me this gist day of July, A. D. 1890. 

[SEAL] GEO. W. BELL, Notary Public. 

Now, I have another sample here, and this is made and branded by 
that pure, that immaculate gentleman for whom the gentleman from 
Illinois speaks in such eloquent terms. 

Here is the afidavit of the man who purchased it, swearing that he 
delivered it to me in the original unbroken package, and I am sure 
this House will believe me when I declare that it was still unbroken 
and unopened when I delivered it to Dr. ‘Taylor: 

Crry or Wasursaroy, District of Columbia, to wit: n Í 

Personally a red before me, Ro! V. Hu a 
the District aforesaid, Richard sy toe aA Sireen age rid ase — nee tothe 
following statement, namely: That he, this affiant, did on the 26th day of July, 
1890, purchase in Charleston, S. C. in open market, one 3-pound ot N. 


Fairbank & Co.'s lard compound, and this affiant further says he delivered the 
same to E. H. Coxcer in the original sealed package, as it is sold to the con- 


sumers. 
RICHARD J. DYAS. 


Sworn and subseribed to before me this 22d day of August, A. D. 1890. =, 
LAL. ROBT, V. HUGHES, Notary Public, 
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package just exactly like the one the gentleman exhibited 

here the other day, brand and all, with the famous boar’s head on it. 

marked N. K. Fairbank & Co., lard e e and I have 

just read you the statement of Dr. Taylor that is nota cle 

of lard in it, and that he can make, and has made, a compo in his 
laboratory just like it without using an atom of lard. 

Now, aopen; it is not necessary for me to detain this House a 
single o moment to show the necessity of this legislation., Thede- 
mand for it is just as apparent now as it was when we began the in- 
vestigation. I have other samples here, but I must not take the time 
of the House to exbibit them. 

I regret, Mr. Speaker, that I have not more time, but I will print in 
the RECORD a couple of extracts from leading agricultural papers, and 
a very interesting correspondence between Messrs. Armour & Co. and a 
wholesale firm in Bridgeport, Conn., touching this question andshowing 
what the compounders are still doing: 


Tho Massachusetts Ploughman of 8 23 says: 

“As an illustration of the importance of this adulteration of lard to the Ameri- 
ean farmerand hog-raiser, it is a fact, that in the year the price of pure lard 
was so reduced by the unfair and unjust competition which the farmers had 
to meet in these compounded and adulterated substitutes for pure hog's lard, 
that the price which the commission men at our great king centers were en- 
abled to return to the farmersand hoe sepware in the different parts of the a a 
try averaged 40 cents less per hog than it would have been had it not been for 
the competitiun referred to which arose chiefly from the use of cotton- seed oil, 
beef and mutton tallow, and the lower of greases, which were combined 
under various formulas in the production of vast quantities of substitutes for 
pure tard, auf which, of course, displaced equal quantities of the genuine arti- 
dle on our market, This 40 cents per hog, taking the hog production of the 
country for the year 1853 as a basis, would amount to more than $15,000,000 an- 
nually which, in simple trust, is the tax paid by the farmers of this country as 
a penalty for permitting theadulterators, compounders, and mixersof pure hog’s 
lard to go on, inaugurate, develop, and promote their nefarious traffic under 
false pretenses in the face of, and in opposition to, all that is just and right in 
commercial dealing,” 

On which the lowa Homestead comments thusly : 

“The only man the farmer has to depend upon for protection against this an- 
nual robbery of $15,000,000 is his Representative in Congress. He has a right to 
demand his vote for remedial measures. The member has his honors and emolu- 
ments solely because he is representative of hisconstituents. They can not look 
after their public interests and they send him in their stead to represent them, 
If he understands himself he must consider their wrongs his wrongs, their in- 
terest his interest, and their rights his rights. If he does not look r their 
financial interests what is he there for? Not, certainly, as a mere distributor of 
offices or a divider of spoils, The people, the great army of voters who make 
and unmake men, care very little who the offices, but they do care who robs 
them. They may be deceived for a while, but they will sooner or later deal out 
og) retribution and fittingly reward the public servant who is faithful to a pub- 


The Conger lard bill, while it aims to protect the Western farmer agai 
robbery and fraud, at the same time aims to protect the honest dealer and the 
consumers of the entire nation. It is, therefore, entitled to the support ot every 
member who does not wish to be a partner or at least a condoner of fraud and 
robbery. National honor imperatively demands the passage of this bill. How- 
ever great may be the profits a few reap from fraud, the national honor should 
not be prostituted for their illicit gain. The Stars and Stripes should protect 
— Leg oor goods. Lard should travel as lard, and cotton-seed oiland stearine 
under their proper name. 

** Whether as a representative of the nation at large, or as a citizen jealous of 


~ his country’s honor, oras a watchful guardian of the interests of his own imme- 


diate constituents, we ap to every member of Congress, whether in the Sen- 
ate or House, to do this ple act of justice and compel every kind and quality 
of lard, simple or compound, to travel on its own name and to bear on its face 


a truthful statement of what is it. —Colman's Rural World. 
INTERESTING CORRESPONDENCE. 
* WASHINGTON, April 20, 
The recent article in the Inter-Ocean on “lard and cotton-seed oil” has at- 
tracted much attention in view of the movement for] lation as to ** compound 
jor The following correspondence is an additional contribution to this sub- 
ject: 


Curcaco, April 4. 
GrNrIxuxx: We take the liberty of sending you by this same mail a copy 
of a statement made by a member of our firm to the Agricultural Committee of 
the National House of resentatives in opposition to the so-called Conger 
bill, which provides for the tion of compound lard and the regulation ofits 


manufacture and sale under the supervision of the Internal Revenue Depart- 


at once to your Represen 
entof measure, which is designed to destroy an acceptab! 
g uct and a legitimate industry by the im 
and burdensome restrictions and ons. We will thank you if you will 
kindly advise us atyour earliest convenience what action you have been pleased 
to take in the premises. 
Yours very truly, 


Messrs, PLUME & Wrrox, Bridgeport, Conn. 


ARMOUR & CO, 


APRIL 11,1889, 
GENTLEMEN: Your last letter of April 4 received, also a printed statement of 
Mr. Webster, referring to the taxation and regulations of compound lard, “ now 
before the House of Representatives,” urging us to communicate with members 
+ beng ed district in opposition. You ask us to confer with you our ideas in 
matter. 


Would say in reply that we do not agree 
will state our o! ms: You say in your 
not an 1 ion, as there ia nothing debasi 

In this we differ, not that it is unwh 
e and 


with you in your statements and 
— that “compound lard is 
or unwholesome in its char- 
esome, but it certainly is an 

lard is 


present. The wholesal sells the retailer a tub of 
lard, say, at cents; he takes it in his store, takes off the lid and destroys it; 
he does vise eom; or adulterated 


Wethink you will with us that the sale has been 
3 tation has n going on. 

People have been deceived. You have not deceived the wholesale Y; you 
sold them for what it was; properly they did not deceive the retailer in mak- 
ing their sales; the party that used it was hmwubugged; he called for lard and 
he did not get it, but he paid the retailer 50 per cent. more profit than if he had 
boughtatraight lard, which he intended to buy. Wewilltake youin places where 
compound lard is sold at the same priee as pure lard. These are stern facts, 
and we state them with good motives. If this cotton-seed oil has so much merit, 
why ph es put only 15 percent. in lard? Why not make it 50 per cent.; these 
goods with a golden hueand princely character, and mixing it in quantity less 
thanone-quarter? Please lead usto understand this. Wewantinformation. 
eotton-seed oil is such a great food product, why should not it be sold in the 
store by the pint and quartthesameaskerosene sil? Then lard would go out of 
date Jat dey estimation. Are you putting colion-seed oil into lard to get rid of 
the or are you putting it in to sell it, sir, or is it to mako money, or are 
you philanthropic and doing this to benefit this great nation? If this latter no- 
tion you have in view, you have made a mistake, for the majority of the people 
that buy the goods have been swindled, This is the pen we make, that good 
goods are sacrifi on account of compound lard being bought by consumers 
as pure lard, and increasing your sales on the lard, 75 per cent. of which is 


mixed with the oil. 
We allhave the privilege of making these but we claim it is not right, 
these goods have deceived the 


commercially, morally, or any other way; t 
consumer, We have not made any points against cotton-seed oil, yet we canre- 
late one or twoinstances. A large cracker baker of our city told us recently that 
he used five tierces of compound lard that cost him $1,000, The crackers came 
back on his hands, and lots of trouble. Wethink Mr. Websterstated before the 
com mittee that they had to make a pure lard for bakers, What does that signify? 
A baker that knows just bow far in shortening a pound of lard will go wants 
pure lard. Why? If he is posted he find: he gets the best resulis from pure 
goods. You name a difference of one-half dent per pound in lard. Your agent 
was here recently and gave us a price of 5} cents for compound lard and 7} 
cents for kettle lard; this is 2 cents a pound difference. Why do you favor 
compound lard when all the other “large packers” in your sa condemn it? 
There is Jard enough made to go around without this adulteration. Yon well 
know to-day that lard is made for less than the hog costs, taking the shrinkage. 
Can not we lay the blame to cotton-seed oil? Why did this Congressional com- 
mittee get memorials from all the produce exchanges in the country favoring 

ure lard? You are comparatively alone in this contest. We have been liberal 

ayers with you and our trades have always been pleasant, While we differ 


on the lard question, we can agree on other pointa We should not have re- 


this letter, only as you asked it. 
ery respectfully, 
PLUME & WINTON, 
essrs. ARMOUR & Co., Chicago, IU 


Mr. O DON NELL. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this bill is three- 
fold: to improve the health as well as the morals of the nation and to 
protect the farmers who are growers of swine from the unequal com- 
petition of avaricious manufacturers of a spurious compound known 
generally as refined lard.” 

There can be no doubt of the power of Congress to enact this bill, 
and consequently the only questions essential for consideration at this 
time are these: Is it right? Is it expedient? 

This bill follows closely the well known ‘‘ oleomargarine Jaw ” and, 
briefly stated, it defines lard as the food product made exclusively from 
the fresh fat of slaughtered swine, while the compound or spurious 
article is held to be any manufactured article in imitation of lard, but 
composed of other ingredients combined with lard. This bill proposes 
to make it unlawful to manufacture, sell, export, or import compound 
lard,” except as provided under license issued by the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue and the payment of a prescribed tax. More impor- 
tant still, the manufacturer must brand every package with the words 
compound lard.” Heavy penalties are properly provided for any 
violation of the provisions of this act. 

The section of this bill which authorizes the examination by Gov- 
ernment chemists of any imitation or compound to determine if it is 
detrimental to the public health is wise and expedient. The bill is 
draughted with great care and appears to cover the ground completely. 
If it becomes a law it will at once place the business of manufacturing 
conterfeit lard under safe restrictions which can and will be enforced, 
while at the same time levying such a tax upon the compound that 
it will place it more nearly upon an equal footing with the pure-lard 
product. It will also give notice of a caveat emptor to the public; for 
every package of the imitation or mixttire must be pluinly branded, so 
that the purchaser may know what he is buying. 

The necessity for this legislation is a parent to all who have watched 
the growth and progress, on the one lind, of compound lardꝰ and 
the decadence and decline of pure Jari as an article of food or com- 
merce, 

At first it was known as “refined lard,” and as such its manufacture 
was begun in this country about forty years — The process was then 
quite simple and the result harmless. lard”? in its infancy 
was obtained by expressing a portion of the oil from ordinary lard, 
thus leaving a harder substance known as lard stearine, which in turn 
was mixed with pure lard and resulted in a product firm and white 
which remained under high temperatures, 


It will be observed that this substance was pure lard, asit contained 
nothing but the fat of swine, having lost only a portion of its oil, and 
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it was so highly regarded that it commanded a greater price in the 
market than lard as then commonly rendered. The manufacturers were 
proud of their product, and the brand refined lard” was a guaranty 
of a superior article in the commerce of the world. Modern ingenuity 
and chemical discovery a few years ago gave to the world an entirely 
different article, all the external appearance of pure lard 
without any honest right to bear the title, 

The new product which chemistry gave to the world is of uncertain 
and varying analysis, It consists mainly of beef stearine, cotton-seed 
oil, grease of any sort, and more or less pure lard ina mixture depend- 
ing largely upon the conscience of the manufacturer. This mixture 
is so cleverly made that it defies the average consumer to distinguish 
it from pure lard, and this is the starting point of the great injustice 
which is done to the public who consume it as well as to the honest 
producer of the genuine article. The compound was not sold on its 
merits, but was put upon the market under the famous and popular 
brand of “refined lard ” or pure refined lard,” as the case might be. 
Every manufacturer had his own brand, all more or less deceptive and 
misleading, while the consumer had no possible means of knowing 
whence came the mixture he bought, whether safe or deleterious to 
health. 

As might be expected, this new product was sold ata lower price 
than the genuine lard and quickly displaced the latter, while still 
yielding large profits to the makers, This was possible, because the 
first cost was greatly lessened. The large packers were enabled by 
this timely chemical discovery to utilize every scrap of beef and pork 


leit over from theirslaughter-houses. Beef stearine, hitherto compara- - 


tively worthless, was brought into use, and cotton-seed oil was worth 
about 3 cents less a pound than lard. The margin of profit was there- 
fore wide enough to enable the spurious compound to drive pure lard 
from the market, and it has had precisely that effect. So widespread, 
almost universal, has the sale of this imitation become that it enabled 
a Liverpool paper to propound this conundrum: 

When is lard notJard? 

A. When it is refined! 

The present annual production of lard of all kinds in this country 
is about 600,000,000 pounds, of which 320,000,000 pounds are of the 
spurious variety. Before the adventof this compound about 500, 000,- 
000 pounds of pure lard were used in this country. This was a source 
of large and permanent revenue to the farmers in every part of the 
United States. In 1888 there were in the United States about 45,000,- 
000 hogs, valued at $221,000,000, or nearly $5 a head. Iowa leads all 
the other States with 4,148,811 head, valued at $27,969,624; Missouri 
follows closely with 3,798,799,-valued at $15,043,246, and Ilinois is 
third with 3,102,945 head, worth $20,088,468. Ohio had 2,668,384; 
Indiana, 2,371,085; Kansas, 2,377,561; Nebraska, 2,334,525; Texas, 
2,279,082; Tennessee, 1,853,079; Georgia, 1,534,189; Kentucky, 1,718,- 
173; Arkansas, 1,538,360; Alabama, 1,376,148; North Carolina, 1,266- 
438; Mississippi, 1,226,689; Pennsylvania, 1,027,477; Wisconsin, 1,123,- 
866; California, 1,017,842; Michigan, 906,255; and all the other States 
following with varying numbers, less than a million each, Wyoming 
being the lowest, with only 2,613 reported. 

The average price per head varied like the numbers in the different 
States, being greatest in New Hampshire, $10.93, and lowest in Florida, 
$2.05. This great industry is widely distributed, and consequently 
whatever affects it injuriously is detrimental to every State. 

It may be called a coincidence, at least, that about the time this 
counterfeit lard was put upon the market the price of hogs began to 
fall and continued to fall until no margin of profit is left. 

In 1883 the average selling price of hogs throughout the United 
States was $6.75. In 1884 it fell to 85.57; in 1885, to $5.02; in 1886, 
to $4.25; in 1887 it was $4.48; in 1888 it was $4.98; in 1889 it was 
$5.78, and in 1890 it was $4.71. Some fluctuation is accounted for by 
the varying supply, but the steady decline has a more positive cause. 

A business so large, so widespread, and of such vital importance to 
the farmers of this country certainly deserves all the encouragement 
and protection which this Congress can properly give it, having due 


regard for other interests. I think it will not be denied that the main 


object of the bill under discussion is to aid the farmers, nearly all of 
whom are growers of swine, and securing at the same time, as far as 
possible, a pure food product for not only the 64,000,000 consumers in 
this country, bat half as many more abroad. 

The decline in the price of hogs in the past decade is of serious con- 
sequence to the farmers of this country. Its cause should be investi- 
gated, and a fit remedy applied if possible. Coincident with the intro- 
duction of this spurious lard, so cleverly disguised under the misleading 
titles of refined lard” or choice family refined lard,” the price ot 
hogs began to shrink, and equally coincident the exports of American 

rk and lard fell off. Can not the cause and effect in this instance 

plainly seen from their relationship? In 1880 we exported 405,- 
437,658 pounds of lard, while in 1888 the amount was decreased to 
277,740,000, and last year rose to 318,242,990 pounds. 

In 1882 the export price of lard was 11.8 cents per pound; in 1883 
it was 10.2 cents; in 1884 it fell to 8.8 cents, and last year the aver- 
age export price was 7.6 cents per pound, while the wholesale price in 
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Chicago was but 6} cents a pound. Who suffered the loss from this 
shrinkage? Certainly not the manufacturers of bogus lard. It must 
have been the farmers who raised the Lam aware that there is 
another side to this matter, and I do not lose sight of the fact that the 
lessened price was a saving to the millions of consumers in this country, 
but that is wholly offset by the strong probability that in many in- 
stances they bought a deleterious mixture when they called for lard— 
a mixture whose chemical combination defies analysis and which nine 
purchasers out of ten would- not buy at any price or use in their food 
if they knew what it contained, 

T believe most consumers would prefer the good, old-fashioned, crisp, 
pure lard, if they could get it, and they would be glad to pay the 
farmer a fair price for an honest article. If it were possible to give 
every intending purchaser a fair chance to choose, he would nearly every 
time select the pure articie, no matter what the price, and leave the 
bogus lard on the dealer’s hands.. That injustice to the purchaser and 
consumer will be removed by the enactment of this bill. The de- 
mand for pure lard would then follow as surely as did the demand for 
pure butter after the passage ot the oleomargarinelaw. An increased 
demand means greater activity in the source of supply, and consequent 
firmer prices to the grower. f 

The benefit will be felt in an another direction. It will surely im- 
prove the export trade in lard by giving the foreign purchasers confi- 
dence in the quality and purity of the article. American lard is to- 


day a synonym for fraud and imposition in all the markets of Europe. 


You can not keep on sinning forever and still hope to escape detection. 
European chemists have endeavored to make analyses of American lard, 
and always failed to discover the formula by which it was compounded; 
but they sounded the warning cry, ‘ Beware of American lard—it is 
dangerous, and the resultant effect is as might have been conjectured. 

The article is in bad odor abroad and its sale is greatly restricted by 
health laws and various sanitary enactments, In 1880 weshipped 68,- 
000,000 pounds of pork to France, but last year the trade had declined 
to 82,000, worth only $5,000. There is no tariff duty in France on 
importations of lard, but hogs from the United States are well-nigh 
prohibited. Cotton-seed oil is taxed about 1 cent a pound going into 
France, but when sold as lard it gets in free. This is an inducement 
to convert all cotton-seed oil into prime family lard ” and unload it 
upon the French before they discover the trick. But be very sure 
that retribution will follow. A fraudulent article may be sold once in 
awhile, but when discovered allarticles of similarappearance, whether 
genuine or bogus, will fall under the same ban of suspicion and distrust. 

American pork was gaining great headway in France ten years ago, 
when the French Government, urged by the distressing cries of their 
farmers that they could not compete and were being ruined, prohibited 
the importation of pork from the United States on the false ground that 
it was dangerous to the public health. Had the French levied the 
usual tariff upon our pork we could not complain, but it is insulting 
to the American hog to be pronounced unfit for food. France has not 
yet seen the wisdom and justice of removing that prohibition, but our 
minister, Hon, Whitelaw Reid, is now making a laudable and promising 
effort to change the hostile attitude of the French Government on this 
question. 

This Congress has now the opportunity to strengthen and encourage 
him by enacting this bill, and also providing suitable inspection of all 
food products offered for shipment abroad. This nation has an abun- 
dance of pure food and can not only afford to be honest, but it can not 
afford to be dishonest and endeavor to palm off a bogus article branded 
as genuine. Aside from all moral considerations it does not pay a na- 
tion to deal in or permit sharp practice. 

Under the present conditions the French statesmen may say to Min- 
ister Reid. Look at the stuff your people offer us as pure lard. Why 
should not all such products be prohibited??? We must get this beam 
out of our national eye before we too sharply criticise the mote in the 
eye of France. We sell them fraudulent lard and they will not let us 
sell them pure pork atany price. An understanding between both 
nations to act honestly would open a new market for American pork, 
and prove a benefit to our farmers to that extent. 

German and French farmers fear the competition of American pork, 
and find the easiest way to keep it out is to agitate the falsehood that 
it is horribly diseased, swarming with trichinæ, and fatal to all who 
partake thereof. When this is denied abroad by the importers, the re- 
tort is madeatonce, ‘‘Theysell a fraudulent article and call itlard, and 
of course will deceive us with their pork.“ It is time for us to assert 
that we are not a nation of swindlers; time to put 2 stop to dishonest 
practices carried on by the avaricious; time to compel all manuſact- 
urers of food products to cease adulterating, or, at least, to brand plainly 
the name of the ingredients that all may know what they are buying. 
A few monopolists have secured possession of the bulk of the business 
of manufacturing lard, and have nailed upon their doors the prohibi- 
tion to all inquiry, No admittance.“ 

This bill is a talismanic key that will open those doors and unfold 
the secret of their mysterious compound, It is said that much of the 
mixture sold as lard contains as Httle as 20 per cent. of hog fat—some 
of it much less. What the remainder may be isa matter of conjecture, 
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It is shown by reliable figures that 65,000,000 gallons of cotton-seed oil 
and 70,000,000 pounds of other substances were mixed with the lard 
sold last year. The value of the cotton-seed oil was about $3,000,000; 
that of the other substances uncertain. 

It is urged against this bill that it is an intentional thrust at the 
Southern section of this country, where cotton-seed is an article of value, 
and the effect of this measure will be to destroy that industry. I think 
no alarm need be felt on that score. Cotton-seed oil is an article of 
utility and permanent value. It does not depend upon the success of 
a fraud for its existence. The total production of cotton-seed oil in 
1888 was about 28,000,000 gallons, or 210,000,000 pounds, of which 
less than 70,000,000 pounds were used to adulterate lard. The remain- 
der found sale for other uses. 

The real cotton-growers of the South do not ask the suppression or 
defeat of this bill. In their Grange and Alliance meetings they have 
many times stated that they have no right and do not ask that cotton- 
seed oil be compounded with other substances and sold as lard. As 
honest men they are content to let their staple stand on its own merits. 
It is a useful oi! and will always finda market. Some of the petitions 
that have come, among the thousands asking the passage of this bill, 
are from the Southern cotton-growers themselves. One of them, from 
Tennessee, gives excellent reasons. He says: 

All the members of this Grange aro e e and we know that the 
price of cotton-seed is fixed by a trust, and a direct tax of 5 or even 10 cents a 


gallon on cotton-seed oil would not lower the price of the seed in any amount 


whatever. Cotton-seed meal will pay a good profit when raw seed is pur- 


chased at $8 or $10 a ton, the price usually paid the farmer by the trust, leaving 
the oil out of the question, Experience has taught the oil men that whenever 

price of cotton-seed is fixed below 88 a ton they have an active compe- 
tition for seed in the cotton-growers and more provident planters, many of 
whom have cheap mills for grinding or bulling seed for fertilizing and stock 
feeding. Tis is quite profitable with seed at & a ton. 

So you see that the oil men pay just what is necessary to get the seed delivered. 
The protests from the South against legislation to prevent adulteration of lard 
are all gotten up in cities, towns, orat country stores. But suppose it did affect 
the price of cotton seed to lay a taxon adulterated lard? It seems to me that 
pure food is ofmore importance to the American people than the entire cotton- 
seed industry, 


Those are honest words candidly spoken by a brave man. Similar 
statements have accompanied many petitions coming from the South, 
and I say without fear of contradiction that the Southern cotton grow- 
ers do not desire to profit by a fraud. It would be bad policy if they 
did, for the trifle they gain on the sale of cotton seed would be lost in 
the shrinkage of the selling price of their hogs, and it must not be 
overlooked that the Southern States are Jarge producers of the latter. 

Farmers from every section of the country have petitioned Congress 
‘for the passage of this bill; granges and alliances innumerable have 
worked and written to like effect. Manufacturers of pure lard, stock 
associations, and boards of trade by the hundreds have sent in their 
8 urging favorable action to suppress this adulteration of lard, 

e weight of every authority among producers and consumers is 
wholly in favor of the prompt enactment of this law. Honesty de- 
mands it; health implores it; right, justice, expedieney, all require the 
suppression of fraud and false pretense. ~ 

On the other side are a few manufacturers of a spurious article and 
an alleged trust of cotton-seed oil mill-owners, who ask only to be let 
alone. They are doing well enough and object to being disturbed, 
In this emergency which side shall we take? Which voice shall we 
recognize, that of a long-suffering people or the wail of overrich mo- 
nopolists who have grown wealthy on this traffic? Let us answer that 
question by the prompt passage of this bill. It ean do no hirm, but 
will prove of incalculable good to all our people. The enactment of 
this measure should be followed by the passage of a pure-food bill. 

Another important measure deserves early consideration. In the 
interest of agriculture and labor the bill to prohibit aliens from ac- 
quiring title to or owning lands within the United States should be 
adopted, and I believe this Congress will take such action for the good 
of the people before it closes its work. The Forty-ninth Congress 

an act prohibiting aliens in future from acquiring title to lands 
in this country. Up to that time, syndicates of wealthy foreiguers and 
titled nobility of other lands had comeinto ion of nearly 21,000, - 
000 acres of land in various sections of the United States. 

How to dispossess them of this vast area and throw the same open 
for purchase for our people is the question that should be considered. 
The lands of the nation are the heritage of the people, and no portion 
thereof should be owned by foreign speculators who will fatten and 
flourish on the labor of our citizens without meeting the obligations and 
duties of American citizenship. The bill to reclaim these lands is 
founded on justice. By its terms the owners of these 21,000,000 acres 
may retain them on one simple condition: Ten years are given them 
within which to become citizens of this country under our generous 
naturalization laws. Failing to comply with this requirement their 
possessions pass from them; by the law proposed, in the event of their 
neglect or reiusal to hecome citizens, these lands shall be denounced 
and forfeited to the United States, thereby restoring them to our pub- 
lic domain, and affording the farmer and workingmen, the men who 
build up our country, the opportunity to settle and cultivate these 
vast regions, to make them blossom with the labor of the husbandman 
and reward his toil. 


Here are the names of the owners and number of acresin this coun- 


try owned by foreign syndicates and nobility of other lands: 


| 
Amount. 


Purchaser. 
| Acres. 

English syndicate No. 1 (im Texas) . . eee «| 4,500,000 
English syndicate No. 3 (in Texas)... 3.000. 000 
Sir Edward Reid, K. C. B. (in Florida) 2, 000, 000 
English syndicate, headed by S. Philpo 1,800,000 
C. R. and Land Company of London, Marquis 1.750, 000 
Phillips, Marshall & Co., of London. . am 1,300,000 
German ay Ndi cate . sas snseneessoueeen sees: 1, 100, 000 
5 syndicate, headed by Mr. Rodgers, London 750, 000 
An English company (in Mississippi 700, 000 
Duke of Sutherland . . 425, 000 
British Land and Mo pi 320, 00 
Captain Whalley, M. P. for Peterboro, Engla 310,00% 
Missouri Land Company, Edinburgh, Scotland 300, 000 
Hon, Robert Tennant, of London ........... 230, 000 
Scotch Land Company, Dundee, Scotla: 247, 660 
Lord Dunmore... .......-+ 100, 000 
Benjamin Newgas, Live 100, 000 
Lord Houghton... 60, 000 
Lord Dunraven. . . . e eee 60,000 
English 3 Company (in Florida). 50,006 
English Land Com pany, represented 50,000 ` 
An English capitalist (in Arkansas). . 50, 000 
Albert Peel, M. P., Leicestershire, Engla 10, 00 
Sir John Lester Kaye, Yorkshire, England... 5, 006 
George Grant, of London (in Kansas). . . . . . . . . u sevesenenee 100, 000 
An English syndicate, represented by Close Bros. (in Wisconsin) 110, 000 
A Scotch company (in California)... 140, 000 
M. Ellerhauser, of Nova Scotia (in V 600, 000 
A Scotch syndicate (in Florida) 500, 000 
A. Boyesen, Danish consul, at Milwaukee 50. 000 
Missouri Land and Steam-Ship Company, of Edinburgh, Scotland.. 165, 000 
English syndicate (in Floridt) .....).:..ccsccesceceescssecsseosesesesercovoesseseoncevens 59, 000 

Total.. 20, 941, 666 


Look at the appalling list. Here we have thirty-one titled individu- 
als and companies in possession of 21,000,000 acres of land -an area 
equal to the area of New Hampshire, Massachusetts, New Jersey, Con- 
necticut, Delaware, and Rhode Island, six of the sovereign States of 
this Union. ‘These alien landlords own land enough to constitute an 
empire in itself. Their possessions will enrich them and beggar mill- 
ions. The members of these syndicates and the nobility who com 
the owners of millions of acres of our lands toil not, neither do they 
spin,” but will live on the sweat and labor of others. We have knowl- 
edge of the imminence of this danger and should be warned in behalf 
of our people. 

In Illinois there are 90,000 acres of farm land owned by Lord Scully, 
of England, a subject of the Queen, who draws an annual rental of 
$200,000 from his tenant farmers. In and abont Pittsburgh there is an 
English estate 0, 2,000 acres owned by aliens, who draw $100,000 per 
annum from their tenants. This country is in danger of being cursed 
with landlord absenteeism. Indeed, the danger is here, Ten years 
ago wehad 570,000 tenant farmers, and the number has grown largely 
since. When the 21,000,000 acres of the foreign syndicates and tilled 
gentry are leased to farmers think what a great mass of our people 
will be hewers of wood and drawers of water to the foreigner, who 
will be supported by the labor of our tillers of the soil, that will con- 
tribute from their exertions to support the owners of these princely es- 
tates who have no interest in our institutions or progress except to 
draw the rent they will exact. 

To-day there are more tenant farmers in the United States than in 
any country in the world. This can hardly be comprehended when 
you think that our laws give homes to all citizens who will reside 
thereon for five years. 

Ireland has been cursed with absentee landlordism. The danger is 
that our people will {eel the same blighting evil unless we avert it. 

Already 21,000,000 acres of our fair land are in possession of the alien 
landlord. Railroad corporations own 100,000,000 incumbered acres. 
These acres are mortgaged to foreign capitalists, and in the event of 
{vilure to pay the sum nominated in the bond these acres will by 
foreclosure pass into the hands of aliens, This bill also prohibits title 
being acquired from these foreclosures by those not citizens of this 
country. 

As I have said, 21,000,000 acres of our land are owned by alien 
landlords. No other nation in the world allows the subjects of other 
governments to acquire such possessions within its jurisdiction. We 
should learn from other nations and pattern after their wise laws in 
keeping their Jands for their own people, 

No party can be blamed for this state of affairs, as no one realized 
the danger that might confront us. A century ago the fathers dis- 
cussed the subject. After the Constitution was adopted the First Con- 
gress enacted a naturalization law; at that time no alien could own 
lands in any of the States, with one exception. 

The proposition was advanced to allow immigrants to acquire title 
to Jand at once. This provision had few supporters, and the opponents 
of the measure u , with prophetic foresight, that if such a law was 
enacted a few aliens might take up all the land in the Northwestern 
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Territory, settle it with their tenants, and thereby come in actual and 
litical control of that portion of the nation. Congress held that such 

w would be unconstitutional; that the States had wisely regulated 
55 matter, and there it could be safely left. But many of the States 

ve in one hundred years departed from these safe laws and removed 
them from their statutes, while the States since admitted have placed 

no restrictions on the alien buying lands within their borders. 

‘This is a matter in the interest of all our people that should receive 
the earnest consideration of men of all parties ia or out of Congress, 
In the interest of national progress, in behalf of the farmerand toiler, in 
the cause of all our people these lands should be reclaimed or their 
owners compelled to become citizens of our country, share its respon- 
sibilities and, if need be, dangers, The lands of the nation are the her- 
itage ot the people, not the possessions of absent landlords, With us 
we should renew the glorious shibboleth, Land for the landless, 
homes for the homeless,’’ lands for our own people, and not permit the 
foreign landlord, alien in feeling, purpose, and sympathy to possess 
and enjoy what is the property of our people. Every landowner in 
America should owe allegiance to the United States of America. In 
the interest of comfort for our people, to aid them in winning the battle 
of life, they should not be afflicted with the bane of absentee landlord- 
ism. Instead, let us seek to multiply the owners of the soil; in this 
is progress, contentment, and happiness for all our people. 

r. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, the honorable gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Brosius], in opening this discussion, presented 
with clearness and force the issues involved and which we are to deter- 
mine; but I desire, with the indulgence of the House, to restate briefly 
the propositions we are to consider: First, what is the evil complained 
of ; second, what is the remedy proposed, and, third, what are the ob- 
jections to the remedy, if the evil exists. 

I need not say to the House that ever since the settlement at James- 
town, in Virginia, one of the important industries of the people of this 
country has been the production and sale of lard. There is scarcely a 
farmer in America but is engaged in that business. There are tew cot- 
tagers in the country but producelard. It has been through the cent- 
uries an established industry from which the tarmer and many others 
derive a considerable part of their income. It is well known to this 
Honse that that product, produced on the farm and at the cottage, 
found a ready sale in every market of the civilized world. There is 
not a family in America that did not use lard. There is hardly a 
family in any civilized country that did not and does not to-day, if they 
can get it, use lard. It was a great industry, recognized as one of the 
most important to the agriculturists of this country. To-day that in- 
dustry is in a large degree paralyzed. Wliat caused the paralysis which 
so injuriously affects the farmer? 

Ten or fifteen years ago avarice, grasping avarice, entered the lists, 
not asan honest competitor with the farmer, but entered the lists armed 
with a counterfeit te eontest with the genuine article for the control of 
the market. This well-prepared counterfeit was by unblushing false- 
hood introduced into every channel of trade and commerce where food 
products are sold, and always introduced in the exact similitude, so far 
as appearance and smell were concerned, and under the name and brand 
of the genuine article. And as the stuff could be sold cheaper the 
producers were able by systematic fraud to impose upon the consumers 
of the country to such an extent as to usurp the place of lard in the 
markets, Since the dawn of civilization counterfeiting has been con- 
demned as dishonorable and disreputable. 

The purpose and object is to deceive and thereby defraud, and it is 
of small consequence whether it is done by clipping the coin, issuing 
fraudulent greenbacks, or producing and selling counterfeit human food 
to defraud a competitor and the consumer. In point of moral turpi- 
tude there is no difference as the records are kept by the Eternal. 
[Applause.] If there is, I should question the truthfalness of the 
record. [Laughter.] 

Gentlemen, what is the result of the fraud this bill would expose 
and correct? From the great markets of the world the honest product 
of the farmer has been driven out by this counterfeit. My honored 
friend from Iowa [Mr. ConGeR] and my honored friend from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Brosius] have shown to this House the records which dis- 
close how this honest product of the farmer is driven from the great 
commercial ports of distribution, Antwerp and Liverpool, and how, as 
a ferret hunts a rat, this counterfeit has hunted and driven the prod- 
uct of the honest yeoman’s labor from the marketsof Europe. It has 
not done this by honest competition, but by a bald fraud, so bald that 
it ought to stink in the nostrils of honest men everywhere, 

Mr. GROSVENOR (by whom there were sitting, on Mr. ConGER’s 
desk, several cans of compound lard, to which he pointed). It does. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly it does, as my colleague testifies. 
Let me for one moment call attention with more particularity to the 
manner in which this evil asserted itself. Certain gentlemen learned 
from the chemist that they could by mixing cotton-seed oil and tallow 
or stearine (the same kind of stuff with which we used to grease our 
shoes when boys), and putting lard enongh into it to impart to the 
mixture the smell and flavor of lard, produce a counterfeit which 
to the eye and the nose so closely resembled lard that the counter- 
feit would readily deceive the unsuspecting consumer, and with this 
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imitation they followed the genuine product into the markets of the 
world and hunted it out until to-day there is not a farmer under our 

, there is nota consumer within the Republic, that has not been 
defrauded by this system of counterfeiting, and every gentleman here 
knows it. And that frand has the measureless impudence to come 
before this House and not only ask that its past offenses be condon 
but that it have immunity for the future; and many of the farmers 
friends—God save the mark !—would grant both. 

What do the farmers ask? They ask that which every honest man 
who believes in conducting trade and commerce upon the principles of 
common honesty and strict integrity ought todemand. What is pro- 
posed? Not to drive from the field an honestcompetitor. That is not 


the proposition, nor anything of the kind. It is not to stop the man- ` 


ufacture of this product whatever; it isnot to deprive menof theright 
to buy and eat it, if they want to; but it is proposed that it shall no 
longer play the corsair, the pirate upon the high seas of legitimate 
trade and commerce, but that it shall sail under its own flag. Whether 
it goes into the home of the workman, with whom my friend appears 
to so feelingly sympathize, or whether it goes into the palace, or into 
the markets of the world, it shall hoist its own tiag and sail under it 
and sell for what it is, and if it cheats the workman it shall answer in 
its own name, and not in thename of the honest article; and if in hon- 
est competition it can drive from the market the agricultural product, 
it may hold the vantage ground, tor that is fair trade and fair com- 
petition, and what it wins will be fairly won. 

What is the manner of relief proposed by this bill? To imposea 
small tax; because in no other way can Congress reach this iniquity 
and deal with it. To impose a tax—and I hear my friends say aburden- 
some tax. Are they sincere in that? Are you really sincere when you 
speak of the tax imposed by this bill as burdensome? Are there not 
traces of the leaven of Phariseeism in that charge, in view of all the 
circumstances? Ninety-six dollars for the manufacturer! Nota 
sum from yourmillionaire plants. Whatnext? Twenty-fourdollarsa 
year for the wholesale dealer—$2 a month! What next? Forthere- 
tail dealers, 15 cents a month. How onerous it is! 

Mr. MASON, Did you not vote to take off the whisky license for 
the whisky people? 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. Oh, that has no force in this connection. 
You can not draw me from my line of argument by that remark. I 
will discuss my friend’s propositions before I get through. 

Fifteen cents a month. Gentlemen say it is onerous, burdensome to 
manufacturers, burdeasome to the wholesale and retail dealer, and last 
to the consumer. I will show in a moment what a lame excuse that 
is, and that it isthe only portopen to the opponents of this bill in the 
midst of the storm of indignation that has broken upon these connter- 
feiters of food products. 

The old objection is urged that the measure is unconstitutional. 
Oh, fathers of my country, did you dream that you had given your 
children a Constitution that never secured good to the people and never 
gave power to prevent evil? [Laughter.] It is most useful when we 
do not need it, but a stumbling-block and rock of offense when its pro- 
tecting care is invoked to prevent the mischief a counterfeit and fraud 
would entail upon the community. 

The farmers of this country and the consumers are crying ont for 
this relief. While they are crying out against corrupting the channels 
of trade and commerce my friend folds his arms and responds to the 
appeal that there is grave doubt about the constitutionality of a bill 
which prevents this giganticwrong. He stands upon the banks of the 
river, as it were, and sees in the water a man who shouts, ‘‘ Throw me 
that plank; throw me that rope or I will drown!” Says my friend, 
I see you are likely to sink and be drowned, but I am not clear about 
my right to use that plank, uor yet to extend to you the end of that 
rope; and while he meditates upon it the poor man drowns, The 
rogue finds safety in the Constitution, while the honest man finds that 
palladium of our liberties a handicap; and so it occurs in this House. 

The lamentations of Jeremiah and the mourning of Rachel for her 
children were tidings of joy compared with the wailing and tearful sob- 
bing of some of our fellow-members here when meditating upon the 
wrongs which the farmers of the country endure. But when a possi- 
bility of throwing around them fair and adequate protection against 
fraud is presented, they who were so pregnant of the farmers’ cause 
are delivered of nothing but sobs and tears. 

The farmers’ wrongs are very useful in playing the political game of 
‘*hide and go seek on this floor. Before the snow flies the game will 
be reversed and we will see how it will go on the hustings and at the 

lls, , 

Paa have to answer to the people of this country. They are not 
blind, and 65,000,000 of them are looking inon us here to-day. But 
gentlemen say, speaking for the manufacturers of this counterfeit Jard, 
“Would you crush our business?” What right have they to be heard, 
my honored friend—what right have they to be heard? You have 
the evidence before you and you admit that for twelve or fifteen years 
every piece of goods that they have sent out has borne emblazoned 
upon it a palpable falsehood and had pasted upon its side or indented 
therein the evidence that it was a swindling device—a fraud itself 
and intended to defraud. 


— + 


— 


9086 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


AUGUST 23, 


Mr, MASON. I do uot admit anything of the kind. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, Lassert it, and everybody here knows 
that I state the exact truth. Is it pure lard, they send out, or is it 
not? Is 60 per cent. of cotton-seed oil mixed with 20 per cent. of 
tallow or stearine and 20 per cent. of lard, for flavor, “‘Jard’’ or not? 
When they called that article ‘‘lard,’’ was it lard or not? If it was 
not lard, did they lie or not? It was either lard or it was not lard. 
If they said it was lard when it was not, they told an untruth—not to 
use the language of Solomon, whichismore direct and plain. [Laugh- 
ter.] When they branded the packages lard, thy brand was false. If 
it was false, the falsehood was fora p and that purpose was to 
deceive. The deception was to defraud; the object of defranding was 
to obtain money which they could not secure by telling the truth. So 
they come with neither truthtul witness nor clean hands. Of what 
avail should their protests be against the prayers of honest men for 
justice? First let them do equity. Let them restore to the farmers 
their lost industry and markets, and to the consumers of this land the 
difference in the price charged for this counterfeit and the genuine 
article for which it was sold. y 

But gentlemen complain that the tax is too much. It will injure 
the planter. it will reduce the price of cotton-seed oil and depress 
the price of cotton seed. Is it too much? Two mills on a pound; 60 
per cent. of that pound is cotton-seed oil; so that the tax on the cotton- 
seed oil in the compound would be a little over a mill a pound, and 
the claim is that cotton-planters would be injured by a tax of a mill a 
pound, levied to protect the publie generally and the agricultural com- 
munity particularly from being defrauded of millions of dollars! My 
friend from Illinois [Mr. Mason] is disturbed over the mother who 
had to bury her child in a candle-box for wantof ability to get a coffin 
and over the poor laboring people who stand upon the sidewalks with 
no covering above them. Just how either, any, or all of these would 
have fared better if no attempt had been made to expose and put a 
stop to the fraudulent sale of counterfeit lard does not appear. 

Now, I want to say to my honorable friend that when on the hust- 
ings he takes his place to address the laboring men in his district he 
may be embarrassed—when he stands up and begins to tell how val- 
jantly he fought this attempt to secure honest trade, how he opposed 
this attempt to let every laboring man know what he was buying to 
feed his family, and whether he is receiving the article he callsfor and 
pays for. And as he explains how he shed tears at the bare possibility 
of the manufacturér having to pay a tax of 2 mills per pound in order 
to compel him to deal honestly with the public and secure and main- 
tain to the workman security against being defrauded in the matter of 
the food he eats, and to save a great industry of this country from being 
stricken down, some workman in the audience may rise up and say, 
„May I ask my friend a question?“ Les, sir.“ When did you 
begin to mourn over us? When did yourwailingsbegin? We have been 
defrauded for twelve or fifteen years by these compounders of counterfeit 

When we sent our children tothe grocery to buy pure family 
lard they sent us this spurious compound and charged us the price of 
uine lard, a clear overcharge of 3 or 4 cents a pound every time. 
Kow, if you weep over the loss of 2 mills to the manufacturer, how you 
ought to wail over this fraud upon us. Yet you stood by quietly and 
submitted to have us robbed in the interest of your able and influential 
friends. You were not even a professional mourner while we were 
being plundered morning, noon, and night to the extent of 3 or 4 
cents a pound by this strange mixture which they palmed off upon 
us for lard, but you become very demonstrative with grief as soon as 
the friud upon us has been discovered and an attempt is made by Con- 
“gress to stop it, and to put it ont of the power of the wrongdoers to 
cheat again. And then, did it ever occur to yon that if the fraud ceases 
and this compound is sold for what it is we will save more than the 2 
mills apound, the possible loss of which by us is apparently the source 
of your sorrow? What would the gentleman say to that? 

Mr. MASON. Iwouldsay, My dear friends, you do not understand 

the question.” (Laughter. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is good, but I can suggest a better 
way of avoiding the difficulty. 

Mr. MASON. Well, I have not asked for it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I know, but I am going to furnish it. Do 
not yield for the question at all [laughter], because the glaring facts 
will be against you. 

Mr. S r, there is one other point to which I wish to call atten- 
tion. Upon whose behalfin the Southare you asking the defeat of this 
bili? The Anglo-Saxon? No, our Anglo-Saxon ancestors did with no 
warrant but might take property in early times, but they did it booted 
andspurred and mounted, with lancein rest. But even in those ancient 
times those chivalrie plunderers never engaged in counterſeiting either 
the coin or the food of the realm. It remained for christian times and 
an enlightened civilization to produce men who do both. And I much 
mistake the character of King Alfred if he would not have sent both 
counterfeiters to the block together. : 

But this opposition rests upon the darky, the negro. Oh, you 
colored brethren, how much you have to bear. [Laughter.] But, gen- 
tlemen, I will place béfore this House the veriest black from Congo, I 
do not care how scarred by the lash or torn by the hounds he may be, 


if he still has the semblance of humanity, if he can still recognize, how- 
ever dimly, the line between right and wrong, if he still knows the 
difference between God’s truth and falsehood, if he still discerns the 
diference between honesty and dishonesty, I willstand him up here and 
let him decide between us. I would say to him: Tou are a farmer, 
and raise cotton?“ es. Lou desire the prosperity of your fellow- 
farmers, do you not?“ Les.“ Tou love honesty and fair play in 
trade?“ Ves.“ The farmers who raise hogs and produce lard for the 
market are being defrauded by persons who have prepared a counterfeit 
lard in which there ia 60 per cent. of cotton-seed oil, 20 per cent. of 
tallow, 2 per cent. of water, and 18 per cent. of lard; and that counter- 
feit is being introduced into the markets everywhere as lard, thus de- 
stroying the farmers’ industry and shutting the markets of the world 
against them. Tostopthat fraud, to insure honest trade, Congress pro- 
poses to puta tax of 2 mills a pound on the spurious lard. This will be a 
tax of about i.1 mills on cotton- seed oil used in the compound. Do you 
object??? And I will ask him further: Is the state of morality south 
of the Potomac of that character which asks prosperity to come to its 

lanters stalking upon the wreck and ruin of the agriculturists of the 

orth?’? His answer would be, No, sir; no, sir.“ Is it possible 
that you will consent to permit this frand and imposition upon us to 
go on to aid in some small degree to build up your prosperity?” I 
would risk this bill upon his answer. Does God look with favor upon 
that kind of prosperity which is purchased by despoiling your fellow- 
men? I do not think so; if He does, again I say I misapprehend what 
His eternal laws demand. 

Now, here is a bill proposed as a substitute and would serve as a side- 
track. If I were here as counsel representing the manufacturers of 
this so-called compound lard and the House would agree to adopt this 
bill I would be infinitely happy. It is called ‘‘the pure-food bill,” 
Gentlemen, if the compound lard is an adulteration, under this bill 
it can not be shipped from State to State at all; if it is not an adulter- 
ation, it does not come under the bill. 

Mr. WADDILL. Is the gentleman referring to the Paddock bill? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Les, that is the Paddock bill. 

A MEMBER. Read it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ihave not time to read it. It the inten- 
tion is to protect the agriculturists of this country in the behalf we are 
now discussing—I repeat, if the compound is an adulteration, by the very 
terms of the bill it can not be shipped at all from State to State; if it 
5 it does not come under the terms of this bill at 

1 


Yet some gentlemen when asked to support the legislation now be- 
ſore the House say, I should like to go ſor this bill, but really we 
ought to have one omnibus bill protecting all food products.“ What 
folly that is; what pharisaism it may be! Here comes the yellow 
fever creeping along our borders to capture this city; we are about to 
make efforts to prevent its advent among us, to stay its coming. Some 
one says, Oh, well, unless we can also stop the whooping-cough, the 
17 5 ant the small-pox, we had better let the yellow fever come in. 

Laughter. 

Gentlemen, we can not deceive the farmers of this country—not a 
minute. If they are satisfied with this Paddock bill, if they are sat- 
isfied with the excuses that are made here in behalf of the poor’’ and 
in behalf of commerce, then they oughtnot to complain if freighted 
with mortgage debts, their rates of interest increased, theirfarms sold, 
and they put out upon the highway as ‘' tramps’’ or be placed in an 
institution for the care of the feeble-minded, [Applause, 

I want to recur again for a moment to the never-ending proclama- 
tion that this counterfeit is better than the genuine; that consumers 
preferit. Howabsurd, not to say stupid, such talk is. If it wastrue, 
it is a side issue and does not go to the merits of this controversy. If 
it ever was true or is true that the compound mixture was or is bet- 
ter as an article of food than genuine lard, and if, as has been asserted, 
consumers prefer it, why in the name of all the saints have the manu- 
facturers for all these years been suppressing the truth about its real 
character, and branding it as the worse instead of the better article, 
and as the least, instead of the more, desirable food. Has all this 
studied falsehood, deceit, misrepresentation, and fraud been wholly 
gratuitous? 

Have these manufacturers or compounders been untruthful and dis- 
honest without hope of gain, but merely from choice and prompted 
by a restless spirit of innate cussedness? If the mixture was better 
than lard and consumers preferred it, did they brand it lard and sell 
it as lard in order to restrict the sale? If the lying that has been 
done in the interest of this so-called compound lard and if the decep- 
tion practiced to palm it off on the public as genuine is in the eyes of 
this House compatible with commercial honor, would anything short 
of housebreaking subject the delinquent to our censure? 

Is it possible we have become so degenerate in this age that the at- 
tempt to suppress fraud based on counterfeiting articles of human food 
ean be successfully opposed in the interest of the counterfeiters and 
their accessories before and after the fact? 

Do we not all know that if the production and sale of this so-called 
compound lard had been conducted honestly this bill would never have 
been heard of? 
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Is it not obvious to all intelligent persons that it is not the tax that 
is objected to, since that is merely nominal? But what is feared is 
that the advantage derived from the falsehood, deceit, and frand hith- 
erto practiced will be lost to the wrongdoers if this bill shall pass. 

The voters of this country understand what is going on. An appeal 
to them will not fail to make some things clear which now to some seem 
to be obscure, 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. McAnoo], and I hope, Mr. Speaker, we shall have order. 
We are very anxious to hear the deliverance of the gentleman from 
New Jersey. 

The SPEAKER. The House will come to order. 

Mr. MCADOO. Mr. Speaker, in five minutes I can not hope to state 
all the objections to this bill as they occur to me. From my standpoint 
it seems to me almost incredible that Congress should seriously consider 
the passage of such a measure as this. It is an absolute, unqualified, 
bare-faced perversion of the taxing power of this Government. Taxes 
should be collected for revenue, to raise the money with which to run 
the Government, But under this bill taxes are, without disguise, to be 
collected for the purpose of protecting one industry at the ex of 
another, To prevent fair competition, the very life of trade, the Fed- 
eral Government is given by this bill police power, by prostituting the 
groat right to levy taxes for revenue, so as to crush out onè food product 

favor of the manufactures of another product. Such abuses of legis- 
lation as this will lead to innumerable evils and will beget indignation 
and contempt for the laws themselves. 

This bill is an outrage upon the consumers of the United States. It 
is a delusion and a swindle of the farmers of the conntry. It is a per- 
version of the powers of Con and it will do more to prevent the 
food products of the United States from finding an entrance into un- 
friendly foreign markets than anything that has yet occurred. In the 
cabinet of France, as I now speak, they are considering by way of re- 
taliation how they can prevent the food products of the United States, 
especially the hog products, from entering that country; and I can im- 
agine a member of the French cabinet replying to the recent letter of 
the American minister and saying, Nou say that your hog products 
are pure; why, Monsieur Minister, we have read the speech of the 
illustrious and poetic deputy from the department of Pennsylvania 
in the State of Lancaster [laughter], and we know from your own 
agitation, from the speeches of your representatives, that this lard of 
yours from beginning to end, however you label it; is an impure, 
adulterated, spurious, unwholesome, and injurions article,” 

Mr. MORGAN. And it is proposed that the Government shall act- 
nally license it by a tax. 

Mr. McADOO. Yes, gentlemen here propose to license it by a tax. 
They talk about the relative merits of these two articles, which, how- 
ever, is really not the point in issue, and they actually undertake to 
compare with ‘grease lerd’’ the pure, natural, cotton - seed oil, raised 
on the soil, cominz from the hands of the Almighty for the benefit of 
the people as a good article of food. It is an insult to make the com- 

rison, and in reply to the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania 

Mr. Brostus], who talked about the witches’ broth,” we might para- 
the old nursery rhyme, and say of the one article, that it is 


Made of sugar and spice, 
And everything nice, 


As to much of the alleged pure lard” of the promoters of this bill 
we might say that it is made of 


Rats and snails 
And puppy dogs’ tails. 

(Laughter. ] 

The sovereigu American hog is seeking entrance into every port in 
Europe under adverse circumstances. Foreign nations are trying to 
retaliate against our products because we have raised an immense bar- 
rier against all commeres with them. Now our minister to France is 
defending the honest American hog, the genuine, undisguised animal, 
not the American hog found haunting committee-roomsand who is to- 
day prostituting the legislation of the country to enrich himself by tax- 
ation of the great mass of the people for the benefit of the plutocratie 
classes. My distinguished friend from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr], who has 
had experience as a diplomatist in Europe, spoke of the manner in 
which this impure compound is preventing the sale of the legitimate 

uct. 

I hold in my hand a telegram from the most distinguished firm of 
manufacturers of absolutely pure lard in the world, the W. J. Wilcox 
Lard and Refining Company, whose manufactory is located in my district. 

I did not know it until a few days ago, when they wrote to me to that 
effect, that they had removed their manufactory there from New York, 
I believe. Let me read what they say on this question. And, mark 
you, their goods are standard. In France and Germany and through- 


out Europe the goods of W. J. Wilcox are the standard by which com- 
poting lards are tested. Their goods are sold wholly in Europe. It 

y this iniqnitous bill you drive them and kindred firms from foreign 
markets, you will assuredly glut the home market and reduce the price 


to 
this 


which the farmer now receives for his hogs. The greatest 
our farmers now is the threatened loss of the foreign market, 


and similar bills are hurrying them to that crisis. The Messrs, Wil- 
cox say in a telegram sent tc me yesterday: 

New York, August 22, 1590, 
WIHAu MCADOO, 


House of Representatives, Washingion, D. C.: ~ 

Our foreign correspondents — French Government debating question of 
duty on all American lard. This agitation in Washington gives grounds for 
foreign ments to im duties on our hog products, It is useless, ascot- 
ton-seed-oil lard is sold in this country and shipped abroad as compound lard, 
and so known to commerce. Senator Pappocx’s pure-food bill is all the leg- 
islation needed by us pure-lard people. 
THE W. J. WILCOX LARD AND REFINING COMPANY. 


I had the honor, Mr. Speaker, some years ago on this floor to speak 
and vote against the oleomargarine bill. This bill springs from the 
same common root. It is, as I said, the perversion of legislation for a 
class as against another class and as against the industrious people of 
this land. There can no good come from such a bill. It is a violation 
of the spirit of the Constitution. It is a makeshift in à political storm 
to delude the honest farmers of the United States with a belief that 
Congress is protecting them while enacting such a bill as this, and 
making them believe that they are to be the beneficiaries instead of 
the monopolists, the plutocrats, and the millionaire manufacturers, 
who have bombarded the House with a literature unqualifiedly false 
in many of its statements. [Applause. 

Evidently taking it for granted, for I do not know the gentlemen, 
that, as I had opposed the oleomargarine law, I would for somewhat 
like reasons op this bill, the W. S. Wilcox Company addressed me 
the following letter, which clearly states some of the objections to this 
bill: 


New York, April 21, 1890. 
factory to Guttenberg, N. J., 
d. We 


finers of those . of Hamburg, Li 

brought about by the senseless 
abroad of John P. Squire & Co., of Boston, who, through their ignorance and 
narrowmindedness, are endeavoring to disturb the lard trade of the world for 
their own individual benefit. 

All this agitation in Congress and all these sallies made upon American lard 
refiners sim ply serve as capital to be used by the foreign refiners, and have been 
worked with such advantage that their product commands a higher value than 
the pure article refined in this country and Ses The aggravuting fact of 
the agitation is Squire’s inability to supply $ e demand for ex; and this 
“ dog-in-a-manger ” policy he is pursuln a serious detriment to American 
trade. He has a little trade with and a limited trade with one or two 


ng trade of the country before Congress on the 
refiners.and sold for pure Jard, and had at 
is back most of the hog-packers of the country. At that time he professed to 
be perfectly satisfied if such goods should be branded “compound lard.” After 
the first winter in Washington those who used cotton-seed oil, which they claim 
is a perfectly pure edible fat, really superior to hog fat, 
compound lard,” and have sold them as such, al the trade werealways 
perfectly well aware of what they were buying. This season Squire has as- 
sumed another position, and now poses as the “ farmers’ friend.“ He states 
that the cotton-seed oil used in lard supplants just that amount of hog fat; con- 
sequently the price of lard throughout the country is depreciated, and the 
regres really gets less for his hogs than if there were no cotton-seed oil allowed 
n lard. 

To give some countenance to his position he has interested a man named 
Wedderburn, who edits an Alliance paper in Virginia, and through this Wed- 
derburn some of the members of the Alliance in the vicinity have a at 
Washington before the committees of the House, posing as farmers, but look- 
ing remarkably well fed and well dressed for such horny-handed sons of toil. 
In all this controversy the interest of the r mechanic, the man who earns a 
dollar and a half a day, is never conside: The fact that he can buy ata chea 
price an edible fat which is strictly wholesomein every particular, and brand: 
= the proper designation of the product, has no weight with Squire and his 
followers, 

We have simply stated these facts to show you the hypocritical motive actuat- 
ing Squire'sefforts. Wedono business in thiscountry, and consequently what 
Squire has done here does not affect us icularly; but we are being seriously 
hampered abroad by the prominence has given to Squire's actions, 
and we would ask you to use your best efforts to have this question laid at rest, 
The honorable body of the House of Representatives has certainly more im- 

rtant questions to consider than the advancement of the individual business 

terests of a bigoted, ignorant hog-slaughterer in Boston, 


Yours truly, 
Tun W. J. WILCOX LARD AND REFINING COMPANY, 
W. T. WELLS, Second Vice-President, 
Mr. WII MCADOO, + 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Further, these gentlemen, who have had great experience and who 
are only concerned in this question in preserving the good reputation 
of these products in foreign markets, say: 


The promoters of the lard bill are presenting a false front regurding the posi- 
tion of the farmers. At the North there is actually no interest taken in the 
measure, outside of the little coterie near Washington that centers around Wed- 
derburn, who is a demagogue pure and simple. At the South the Farmers’ Al- 
liances are allied in a solid a se the bill. 

different presi- 


at Atlanta, the 
dents of Nas rneasg En F. = ustrial Un representing 
Arkansas, Florida, Louisiana, North Carolina, Texas, Alabama, 
Sere settee Missouri, passed the following resolution: ; 
25 That the representatives of the cotton States here assembled do 
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assert that the compound-lard bill now pending in Congress is unwise, jal, 
and class Tegislacion, and will increase the burdens of one class of red 
and only benefit a ee by no means manufacture a pure article of 
hogs’ lard, and members of Congress are hereby pectfully and earnestly 
Mapsen to oppose the passage of measure.” 

interests of the small negro farmer at the South are particularly affected 
by any 7 placing a ban on cotton-seed products, as the proceeds from 
the sale of the cotton is an important factor to so small and 3 an 
agricalturist, Advocates of the compound-lard bill make very m eating 
statements. For instance, they claim that the introduction of cotton-seed-o 
Jard has seriously affected the price of pure lard, when as a matter of fact corn 
is the factor that largely regulates the price of lard. To confirm this we here- 
with inelose you a chart in which the intimate relations governing the fluctua- 
tions of both lard and corn are established fully, 

+ Yours truly, 


both res 


Tun W.J. WILCOX LARD AXD Rrytxixd COMPANY, 
W. T. WELLS, Second Vice-President, 
Mr. McCLAMMY, Lyield now five minutes to the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. CHEATHAM]. 
[Mr. CHEATHAM addressed the House. See Appendix. 


Mr. McCLAMMY. I yield now fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. FRANK]. 

Mr. FRANK. Mr. Speaker, if the distinguished, able, and very 
plausible gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH], in his remarks 
on this legislation, said anything that indicated that he was even fa- 
miliar with the 1 ation itself or the substitute pending before this 
House, I did not hear him. He even went so far in his zeal as to 
destroy every single vestige of limitation of constitutional power in the 
general legislature. He indicated by his illustrations that it is not 
necessary or essential in the minds of great lawyers to stop to consider 
whether they had the constitutional power to enact a measure which 
someof their constituents demanded at their hands. 

I undertake, Mr. Speaker, to say that there is more in the question 
of constitutional law involved in this matter than the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] pretends to think there is. Why, Mr. 
Speaker, the police power is a power expressly reserved to the people 
of the States. This, gentlemen, is a police bill, not a revenue bill, 
and, asa police bill, is a monstrous, gigantic fraud. It differs from the 
oleomargarine bill which was pending in the Forty-ninth Congress; 
but even as to that bill, though its constitutionality has not yet been 

upon by the highest judicial tribunal of this country, even the 
constitutionality of that bill was doubted by the greatest constitutional 
lawyers that sat in this House, as well as in the Senate, and notably 
Mr. Tucker, of Virginia, and Senator VEST, of Missouri. But, as I 
said, the provisions of this bill differ from the provisions of the oleo- 
margarine bill. 

It was contended on behalf of the oleomargarine bill that it was leg- 
islation against an unwholesome product, an unwholesome food com- 
pound, but not one single gentleman has dared to say, and there isnot 
a particle of testimony upon the record toshow, that this article under 
consideration as a cooking fat is not entirely wholesome. It is nota 
regulation of commerce, but it is an excise tax, and is an unwarranted 
invasion of the powers of the General Government. I shall now pro- 
ceed, Mr. Speaker, to discuss this proposition and this proposed legis- 
lation on the lines that have been adopted by the speakers that have 
preceded me. We have heard that this is a measure to protect the 
farmer as against an imitation article and a counterfeit of lard, and we 
have also heard it said that, while that may be the ostensible purpose 
of this bill, it is in reality the case of the negro against the hog. I 
contend, Mr. Speaker, that it is neither. If this matter, instead of be- 
ing called up from the Speaker’s table and read by the Clerk of this 
House, were called for trial in the court-house, it would be the case of 
John B. Squire et al. vs. N. P. Fairbank et al., with perhaps an inter- 
vening petition on behalf of some gentlemen from Iowa. 

Mr. CONGER. And the “etal.” includes all the farmers of the 
country. 

Mr. FRANK. We will come to that presently, my friend, and we 
will see. Now, let us not lose sight of the real issue in this matter, 
and I propose to continue the discussion of the matter in its true as- 
pect as a cause at issue. I can demonstrate by the record in the case, 
by the testimony taken before the Committee on Agriculture that there 
are no other parties to the record than the parties that I have indi- 

_cated, It would perhaps be useless for me at this time to read from 
that document, and I can use my time toa better purpose; but I want 
to call the attention of my friends to the exhaustive debate that we 

‘have listened to for weeks in this House and which has proceeded for 
weeks at the other end of the Capitol, upon-the question of protecting 
American industries, the tariff bill. 

I apprehend that there is no more difficult proposition that the ad- 
vocates of the tariff have to contend with than to find and define the 
line of demarkation which divides protection to American industry by 
encouraging and fostering it so that it may grow strong enough to 
withstand the ordinary vicissitudes of business, as against that pro- 
tection which creates monopoly and against that protection which is 
oppressive to the ple, protection for which the people dearly buy 
the revenues of this country. Isay, gentlemen, that that has been the 
problem which has confronted us at this end of the Capitol and at the 
other. What does this measure mean to do? It means by means of 
an internal revenue for the purpose of protecting one branch of indus- 


try against another, one branch of internal commerce against another, 
to set up a gigantic monopoly. We hear, Mr. Speaker, and it has been 
reiterated upon this floor, that the platforms of both the Democratic 
and the Republican parties were filled with pledges that the internal- 
revenue system should be abolished. 

The Republican platform said We favor an entire repeal of the in- 
ternal taxes rather than the surrender of any of our protective sys- 
tem,” The Democracy of my own State, and the national Democracy 
in their platform, promised the people that that system should be 
aholished and declared that when taxes were unnecessary they were 
unjust; in other words, that unnecessary taxation was unjust taxation. 
Thus while it is a police bill and a monstrous fraud, it pretends to be 
for the purposes of this legislation a revenue bill. It is strange to me 
that gentlemen will take at haphazard the statements of specious orators 
and will not examine this matter. Two mills per pound is not a small 
amount, as suggested by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH}, 
when you consider it in connection with the other burdensome and op- 
pressive restrictions of this bill. The mannufacturer’s license of $96 per 
annum—there is nothing in the bill to say whether it is per annum or 
per day; $24 for the wholesale merchant, forever or for a day, but we 
will assume that it is per annum and that that is a correct construction. 
Does not that mean a great deal when every retailer and every whole- 
saler and every manufacturer is compelled to pay that license-tax, and 
in addition thereto 2 mills a pound upon his proportionate part of the 
20,000,090 pounds of lard compound which we produced in this country 
ast year? 

Mr. TUCKER. How much does that amount to? 

Mr. FRANK. It amounts to millions of dollars a year, and yet we 
do not need the revenue. Now, Mr. Speaker, there is no pretense 
here that this article as a cooking foodis not a perlectly faper article; 
but the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ae o opened 
this debate resorts to the ordinary devices of a skilled advocate and 
endeavors to draw away from the real merits of the case the attention 
of this House by maligning the defendants in this case. That has 
never won a lawsuit, and I doubt whether it is efficacious before this 
House, N. P. Fairbank & Co. I do not know. They are not con- 
nected, as it seems it has been covertly charged here, with the great 
beef combine of Chicago in any way. 

But I do know that the largest manufactory of compound lard in this 
country is located in the district which I have the honor to represent, 
and I know that any reputable man has access and ingress to that man- 
ufact I know that that industry employs hundreds and thousands 
of people, and I know that, far from being true (I do not assert that 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ConGER] intended it), the leaders of 
the Knights of Labor of St. Louis protest against this bill. I have the 
signatures of thirty thousand people in my district who are remonstra- 
ting against the passage of the Conger bill, and I have received in this 
morning’s mail a large number more of signatures. These gentleman 
understand what they sign, because the Knights of Labor of Division 
No. 4, when that division protested, cautioned the people of St. Louis 
from signing this very petition. Petitions were signed and circu- 
lated 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FRANK. Lask the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Mo- 
CLAMMY] to give me some more time. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I yield the gentleman three minutes more. 

Mr. FRANK. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask gentlemen to determine 
this question upon its merits, and every man according to his own 
conscience. Adopt the Paddock bill, the substitute. The construc- 
tion placed upon it by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH ] 
is unwarranted. It isa proper bill, for it is the only one that protects 
every man, woman, and child in this conntry against adulterated and 
deleterious food, and when the gentleman says that we will by this bill 
fill the caldron with “trouble, trouble,“ I say to him that 

- By the pricking of my thumbs, 
à Something wicked this way comes. 

Mr, Speaker, we must end this special legislation; we must pay some 
attention to the Constitution of the United States, our priceless in- 
heritance. [Applause.] 

A pure food bill of general application will correct every evil; such 
is the substitute offered. I find no one who does not agree that the 
license and tax this bill imposes on every person who deals in the lard 
compound come out of the pockets of the consumers, and they asa 
rule are poor people, white and black. No one is deceived by a pur- 
chase of this product when it is properly branded as the Paddock bill 
proposes that it should be. Let us meet the issue squarely and do 
our constitutional duty. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Moore]. 

Mr. MOORE, of Texas, Mr, Speaker, if members of this House will 
examine this bill they will find in its different sections a course of 
legislation that Congress thus far has never adopted. Its force of in- 
quisition, its inhibition, and the surveillance that it places private 
business under by the Commissoner of Internal Revenue thus far has had 
no precedent in our legislation. I desire very briefly, therefore, to 
call the attention of the House to some of its provisions and ask you 
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if any private business that is honorable and safe in its character can 
be conducted atall under the provisions of this bill. First, it can be 
conducted. only by a license. That license is revocable solely at the 
pleasure of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 

No courts, no juries, no finding of facts. The Commissioner him- 
self decides solely and only as to the violation of the terms of the bond 
required in this license. Are yous prepared for this species of legisla- 
tion? Is the private business of this country and private property to 
have no higher value and no greater security than the mere say-so of 
any officer of this Government? Look again at this section. In its 
terms it not only places it under the surveillance of the Commissioner, 
which is obnoxious and hard in itself, but in order that there may not 
be any misunderstanding as to the effect on the character of this pri- 
vate business that is assailed in this bill, speaking of the books that 
are to be kept by these manufacturers, it coneludes: 

And conduct his business under such surveillance of officers or agents as the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, may by regulation require. 

Here is a business that has sprung up in our country, and one sec- 
tion of it, unknown six or seven years ago, now involving not less than 
$20,000,000 of profit to the people of the South, ‘all to stand imperiled 
and placed under the surveillance practically, as I will show you, of 
these internal-revenue officers; but it is still worse in another section. 
Turn here to another section. It absolutely arms the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue with authority to say whether any ingredient enter- 
ing into compound lard is wholesome or not. If he should decide it 
to be unwholesome and there is a contest about it, there is to be a 
board to decide it, a board composed of the Surgeon-General of the 
Army and Navy and the Secretary of the Interior, and their finding 
is absolute. Now, what does this amount to? Here we find con- 
fronting us a proposition that property of twenty-five or thirty millions 
in value, and increasing in a great ratio, is to be placed under the in- 
spection of a board of three officers of this Government, without any 
control or any jury or any protection in any court of this Union. 

What sort of property is this? Let us look a moment at its volume, 
for I have buta moment to speak and have but little strength. From 
every bale of cotton grown there are a thousand pounds of cotton-seed 
saved. In 7,000,000 bales of cotton you could compute and at once 
discover that you would have 3,500,000 tons, and at 10 cents a hun- 
dred you will find the gross value of the cotton-seed now produced is 
$35,000,000 a year, and all an industry of the South. This bill isa 
prostitution of the taxing power by which one farm product is dis- 
criminated against in favor of another. ‘The Government does not need 
this tax, and therefore its sole purpose is to burden the manufacture 
of cotton-seed oil by taxing a compound into which it enters. I appeal 
to this House not to do this great wrong. 

This industry has suddenly sprung up. If you withdraw from it the 
element of compound lard it would have no value. By destroying that 
manufacture you would destroy all the cotton-mills of the South and all 
the industry that is involved in connection therewith. Are you ready 
to do that? I appeal to this Congress and I defy the friends of this bill 
to show me any precedent in an American Congress where property is 
held by such a tenure as this bill proposes. If this food is not fit to 
be eaten, if it is poisonous, destroy it; but do not come in with this 
hypocrisy, do not come with this sham, do not come with this tyranny 
and say to us: Oh, it is innocent property; it is a cheap food; the 
millions are living on it willingly and cheerfully. We do not want to 
injure your property, but we are going to place it under such restric- 
tions that no man with capital will invest h. money init. We are 
going to put it under the taxing power of the Government; we are go- 
ing to tax it out of existence, not by the amount of the assessment, but 
by surrounding the business with such disabilities and such depend- 
ence on the Government and the officers of the Government, without 
a check by any court, that the business can not be carried on. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
HERBERT]. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BUTrER WORTH] will excuse me when I adopt his own language 
and say that when the intent and purpose of this bill are considered 
all his fervid declamation about fraud and deception is simple unmiti- 
gated rot, The taxes imposed by the bill, he says, are light. Whether 
light or heavy, why is it that they are imposed on the manufacturers 
of lard compound, and not upon those manufacturers who are pushing 
this bill through? 

Why is it that the manufacturers of lard compound are to be subjected 
to Government supervision and others are to go their way without let or 
hinderance? Why is it that in the seventh section of the bill restrictions 
are thrown around the shipment of this article that render it impossible 
to make and ship it with profit? The reason is plain. Cotton-seed oil 
has come into competition as he believes with the fat of the hog. 

The cotton plant, that clothes more than half the world, it has at last 
been discovered, furnishes to man also a cheap, wholesome, and nutri- 
tious food. Embedded in the snow white lock, which protects it from 
the weather and from insects, is the seed. Thisseed comes forth from 
its fleecy nest as pure as from the green waters of the ocean, and 
from it an oil is . 
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‘| cans uncovered, unprotected by box or barrel, making it e 


Compounding this with the fat of hogs and we have a nutritious, 
wholesome, cheap food, properly called and honestly sold now as lard 
compound. Nota physician in America, no chemist in the world, can 
be found to say that this compound is not nutritious or that it is un-- 
wholesome. And it is welcomed by the people. So eagerly do they 
take it at the price put upon it that 320,000,000 of this com- 


pound finds sale as against 280,000,000 pounds of the higher-priced un- 


mixed lard. The consumers, a majority of them, prefer this lard com- 
pound at the price to the unmixed hog fat at a higher price. 

On that simple fact is founded this bill, a bill that pro to deny 
the people the privilege of choosing what they shall eat, instead of en- 
acting a law that will treat all manufacturers of food alike and that will 
compel them all to mark their goods honestly so as to regulate and di- 
rect the people in their choice of foods, The majority bring in a bill 
which they say in their report is intended ‘‘to relieve the manufactur- 
ers of pure lard of the unfaircompetition of an imitation article made of 
cheaper ingredients aud sold ata lower price. Relieve a ring of manu- 
facturers of competition, simply because that competition results in 
furnishing the public with a cheaper article of ectly wholesome 
food! What a proposition to be unblushingly advanced in the light 
of the nineteenth century in this free country and in the face of the 
history of the past ! 

And how? By an abuse of the taxing powers. The taxing power 
was given that the Government might raise money to support itself. 
The Government needs no money. There is a surplus in the 


This very House has just passed a bill that is intended on its face to 


reduce the revenue. And now comes this bill to impose other taxes. 
Not only does it impose onerous, discriminating taxes on this article of 
commerce not imposed on the lard competing with it, but the meanness 
of the bill goes further still. 

Having gotten possession of the subject-matter by this base prosti- 
tution of constitutional power in section 7, it compels the shipper to 
put every original package, 3-pound, 5-pound, or 10-pound can, in the 

xpensive to 
handle, easily crushed, and so incapable of profitable shipment. It is a 
palpable, thinly disguised effort to crush out the man re of com- 
pound lard, to relieve the manufacturers of other lard of all competi- 
tion, to make their interests all one and the same; and then they can 
easily combine and exact high prices, form a trust, and rob alike the 
rich and the poor. 3 

How can any gentleman on this floor whose constituents are inter- 
ested in cheap and wholesome food vote to strike down all competition 
between these two products, both of which are admitted to be pure and 
wholesome? Will you strike down the cheaper of the two products, 
that which your constituents prefer, as is shown by their use of it, 
that the manufacturers may make them pay still higher for that other 
product which they reject now because it is already too high? ~ 

Will you say you care nothing for the consumer, nothing for the la- 
borer in the city, in the mine, or the factory, or in the cotton-fields 
of the South—that all you wish is to raise the price of hogs? Even if 
this bill is put upon that ground it is a grievous mistake. It will have 
no such effect. It will render easy a combine among manufacturers 
of that single commodity—unmixed lard; it will put millions in their 
pockets; it will take millions out of the pockets of the consumers of 
lard, but it can not help the hog-raiser to restrict the uses to which his 
product is put. Itcan not help him to limit the number who consume 
the fat of his hogs. F: 

Why have not the silk-growers of France provided by law that no 
cotton or other foreign substance shall be niixed with silk? Because, 
sir, every new use to which silk is put, even though it be mixed with 
a cheaper material, simply extends the market for silk. It finds a 
purchaser who could not otherwise have purchased. So it is of linen; 
soit is of wool. ‘The man who causes two blades of grass to grow 
where only one grew before is a public benefactor. Still more benef- 
icent is he who finds a new use for the products of the farm. Instead 
of being made the victim of odious, oppressive legislation, the discov- 
erer of this new food mixture deserves a medal. He is a benefactor. 
not only of the consumers of hog fat, butofhog-owners. There is no real 
conflict between the cotton-grower and the hog-raiser. This new com- 
pound can not reduce the price of hog fat. It simply extends the use, 
finds more customers. 

It was in 1888 this agitation began. Then it was that manufacturers 
began to mark their mixed product of cotton-seed oil and lard as lard 
compound.’’ Since then the sales of ‘‘lard compound“ have vastly in- 
creased, and the price of pure lard has also increased. 1888 lard 
was but three-tenths of a cent. higher than pork. In 1889 it was 1.2 
higher. I can think of no other reason why this bill should pass ex- 
cept that this is a Southern product, You discriminated against us in 
the passage of an election law through this House. Many of you said 
you regretted to do it, but you had very peculiar views of the situa- 
tion in the South. I thought it was party necessity that compelled you; 
but let that pass now, 

If you feel kindly to the negro, if you feel kindly to the Southern 
white man, as many of you say you do, do not go out of your way, do 


not violate every sound precedent 1 against the only food 


product we send you. You have rai the tax on cotton-ties; you 
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have raised the tax on fertilizers and plow-steel and plow-iron with 
which we make the cotton. Do not now, I beg you, legislate against 
cotton-seed oil. If you do, then will we go home and tell our people 
that the Republican party has put a tax and laid other restric- 


- tions on the only American vegetable food product that ever wastaxed 


by the American Congress, and we will be compelled, I fear, to add, in 
sorrow, that they were aided by a few Western Democrats. 

Mr. McCLAMMY.” Iyield ten minutes to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. KELLEY]. / 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have been observing the arguments 
that have been made by the advocates of this bill as closely as I could, 
in order to find out from them what the object of the bill was. Look- 
ing at the bill itself, and especially at its title, I would infer that its 
object was to define lard and to tax lard compound. From that stand- 
point it seems to me it is very important that the people of this coun- 
try should know what lard is, and if this Congress should adjourn 
without letting the people know what lard is I think they would com- 
mit a great blunder. [Langhter.] From the remarks of the gentle- 
man from lowa [Mr. CONGER] I would infer that this was a bill for 
the purpose of ascertaining whether Mr. Fairbank was an honest man 
or not. 

Now, I am willing to concede that he is or that he is not, so far as 
the of this bill are concerned. But, judging further from the 
remarks of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. CONGER], I was inclined to 
think that he was endeavoring to show that the editor of a certain ag- 
ricultural paper was a nice man and a gentleman, Well, I am willing 
to to that too. I think the editor must be a very nice man, for he 
Ta Toa ARGAE AA Ai Ol Dia DEPE DES TAA, and in some of 
them I have noticed in a very conspicuous position a photograph of 
the gentleman from Iowa himself. [Laughter.] 

For these reasons I am to that editor and I do think he is a 
nice gentleman. I think he flatters the gentleman from Iowa very 
much in the photograph, but I do not believe that he flatters him any 
more than the gentleman from Iowa flattered the editor this morning 
when he was ing the editor’s paper. [Laughter.] So far 
as that is concerned I think that honors are about even, 

Going a little further, I have made up my mind that the real object 
of this bill is to discriminate against one product of this country in 
favor of another product of the same country. 

Several of my friends and ime, Sere come to me and said, Is 
it le you are opposing thi 2 von not represent an agri- 
3 “Would not this bill be in the interest of your con- 
stituents?’? Well, whether that be true or not, T propor KE e por- 

of this occasion to recognize as my constituency the people of the 
nited States, and not to confine my view to any one district. It is 
true my constituents are an agricultural community and raise almost 
as many hogs as any other district in the United States; they also raise 
as many cattle as any other district in that part of the country, and, 
therefore, “ honors are even in that direction. 

Judging by the remarks of other gentlemen in reference to this bill, 
I have been led to believe that it is designed to discriminate in favor 
of the hog-raisers as against the cattle-raisers. Now, suppose after vot- 
ing for this bill I should go home and the hog-raisers should say to 
me, Why, you have done us wrong.“ Then I might turn around 
and say, What about these cattle-raisers? thus bringing up a con- 
flict at once between different portions of my own constituency. 

Going outside of my own district, let us see how this measure affects 
the whole country; for that is the standpoint from which we want to 
discuss and decide this question. Let me refer to an incident by way 
of illustration. Twenty-five years ago cattle-raising was the best and 
most lucrative business in which a man could engage in Kansas. 

The people of that State were all making money in raising cattle. 
Their grass was luxuriant and rich; their cattle were of good stock and 
grew fast and ; after we had fed them on grass during the sum- 
mer and on corn during the winter, we put them upon the market and 
we obtained 6 or 8 cents a pound for them; they would bring from $75 
to $125 ahead. We were all getting rich. But, unfortunately or fort- 
unately, the railroads began to reach out in the direction of Texas, and 
from that wicked country the people began to ship cattle to market to 
compete with ours. We soon to realize that something was the 
matter with us, and we were not long in finding out what it was. Be- 
cause of the milder winters the cattle could be raised on the plains of 
Texas at a lower figure than we could raise them in Kansas. 

Thus by competition the price of our beef in the market was brought 
down. If at that time we could have hada tative on this floor 


did not want it. We had sense enough to 
le of Texas had a right to compete with us in the 
ty in every respect, and we were ectly willing 
cattle market 


Kansas got along 
the people of the United States, Weare now perfectly content that 


no such law was passed. Somebody has received the benefit of the 
fact that there was no such law. And I have no doubt that many thou- 
sands of poor people, because such a law was not passed, have eaten 
beef when they would not have been able to eat it if the law had been 


So, Mr. Speaker, with reference to this legislation. If we passa bill 
discriminating aguinst one agricultural product of the country and in 
favor of another, the uence will be that the price of one will be 
advaneed and the price of the other reduced. The people who use cer- 
tain products will have to pay a greater price for them. From the 
standpoint of the people of the country, regardless of whether they are 
farmers, mechanics, merchants, or whatever else may be their occupa- 
tion, I say that the idea of exercising the taxing power in the manner 
proposed in this bill is wrong. 

I am perfectly willing to go as far as any other gentleman on this 
floor for the purpose of making every manufacturer sell his goods or 
products for just exactly what they are. That is what we should do; 
and if the laws of the several States do not so provide, the laws of the 
United States should doit. I want it distinctly understood that I am 
just as ready as any other gentleman to join in legislation which will 
prevent the sale of anything like counterfeit products, the selling of 
an article for what it is not. 

Mr. Speaker, the ostensible object of this bill, as proclaimed by its 
advocates, is to prevent the manufacturer of lard made from the fat 
of the swine from coming in competition with lard compound, made 
from the same material, mixed with beef-tallow and cotton-seed oil. 
In order to accomplish this object it is proposed by the bill to compel 
the maker of the compound lard to put it in packages and stamp it as 
such before offering it for sale. Thus far the opponents of this bill are 
willing and anxious to go, and have offered a substitute to that effect 
which we cheerfully support. But this bill goes further, and compels 
the maker to pay a tax which, with the two-tenths of a cent per pound, 
together with license tax paid by the manufacturer, wholesale and re- 
tail dealer, amounts on an average to about 9 per cent. ad valorem of 
a tax paid by the maker of the compound, in order to protect the Amer- 
ican laborer, whose labor enters into this lard product, from the labor 
that enters into the production of cotton-seed oil and lard and tallow, 
which, mixed together, make lard compound. 

There does not seem to be any question raised here as to whether the 
9 per cent. ad valorem tax is sufficient to protect this industry of mak- 
ing hog’s lard against the industry of making lard compound in this 
samecountry. This 9 percent. will dofor a starter; it may be that in 
a year or two an increase will be asked of 20 or 25 per cent. 

Mr. Speaker, the tariff bill that passed this House some time ago 
was said to be based upon the idea of protecting the labor of this coun- 
try against the competition of the pauper labor of Europe and other for- 
eign countries. The idea upon which this bill is based is to protect 
the labor of one section of this country against the competition of labor 
in another section of this country. This bill is said to bein the inter- 
est of the farmer, which I do not believe. If it is in the interest of 
the farmer, which farmer? The farmer that raises the hog or the 
farmer that raises the cotton seed? The farmer that raises the hog 
or the farmer that raises the beef cattle? Or rather is it not intended 
to swindle them both in the interest of the speculator? Pass this 
bill and how long, think you, would it be before my eloquent friend 
from Michigan [Mr. ALLEN] would have a bill here asking that the 
woolen industry of Michigan be protected against the cotton industry 
of Mississippi or against the mixing of cotton and wool in com- 
pounding a fabric of equal parts of both? With equal consistency 
might our friend Mr. Price, from Louisiana, ask that cane sugar of 
his State should be protected from the competition of the beet sugar 
of Nebraska and California or the sorghum sugar of Kansas. 

So, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that if in the providence of nature 
or nature’s God some other food product is about to take the place of the 
oily substance of the hog, something of a purer and healthier nature, 
we might as well let nature have her way and not kick against the 
pricks. Time was when the tallow candle was the very acme of light- 
producing substance and lard was largely used for makinglight. What 
would have been thought of the policy of taxing coal-oil when it be- 
gan to be used as a substitute? Then came gas asa light-giving sub- 
stance to compete with both the other substances. Did we try to tax 
down that competition? 

Then came natural gas and electric lights. No one thought of taxing 
these new competitors in the field of light. Mr. Speaker, in the early 
settlement of Kansas, it being a prairie State, with but little timber, it 
was thought to be a good investment, for speculation, to buy up the 
timber lands and hold them in order to sell at higher prices, thinking 
the great future demand for building and fencing and fuel would event- 
ually make to the holders of the timber lands fortunes; but soon the 
railroads rushed out to that country, and lumber from the great piner- 
ies of the North and the South, from Michigan and from Texas, came 
in competition with the native timber and the price went down, and 
the holders of the timber lands could not realize as much for their tim- 
ber as it cost them, and finally when barbed wire for fencing was in- 
vented and came in competition with timber the timber land was worth 
less than the prairie land alongside of it. The owner of the prairie 
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land had been receiving an income from it by farming it every year. 
The timber-land-owner had received no income; his had 
gone back on him because of the competition of pine lumber and barbed 


He might have asked Congress to put a tax on pine lumber and a 
tax on barbed wire, in order to protect his native timber from their 
competition, and raised the cry that that demand was in the interest 
of the farmers with just as much consistency as the claim is made that 
this demand for a tax on compound lard is in the interest of the farmer 
and comes from them. Mr. Speaker, it is a slander on the farmers of 
this country to make any such claim. What! tell me that the farmers 
of this country demand that the products of other farmers in this 
country shall be taxed, so that they shall not compete in the market 
with their own products? It is a slander on the intent and the intel- 
ligence of every farmer in the United States. This would indeed be 
**protection gone mad,” 

Mr. Speaker, it has been truly sald on this floor and during this de- 
bate that cotton seed is wonderful in its possibilities; it not only en- 
ters largely into the production of lard compound, but after the oil is 
pressed from it it makes an excellent feed with which to fatten cattle 
and hogs, and thousands upon thousands are being fed and fattened on 
it every year, and those cattle and hogs come in daily competition in 
the markets of this country with the and cattle fatted with corn 
and How would it do to amend this billso that these hogs and 
cattle fatted on cotton-seed meal shall be taxed two-tenths of a cent a 
poosd with a special tax on the feeder and wholesale and retail dealer 

such cattle and hogs, so that the cattle and hog feeder who fattens 
his stock on corn and may be protected? 

And to carry the parallel still further, the probabilities are that the 
inventive genius of this country will develop a process by which food 
for the human family may be made out of cotton-seed. In order to do 
that it may be necessary to mix it with some other product, the chem- 
istry of which will make it more palatable, and it may come in com- 
petition with wheat flour or corn meal as a food product. In that event, 
according to the principle contained in this bill, the machinery of the 
Internal-Revenue Bureau should control its manufacture and sale, and 
a tax should be imposed on it to protect the raisers of corn and wheat 
in the same State perhaps, and so on indefinitely would the various 
articles of food and other products be taxed in order to protect some 
other producer in some other line, but of no greater im ce. 

Having established the precedent, where will we stop? Would it 
not be better and wiser to repeal the tax on oleomargarine and butter- 
ine and let every product of thiscountry stand on itsown merits, with- 
out compelling either to paya tax for the protection of the other, sim- 
ply requiring by law that each be known on the market for exactly 
what it is, making it a penal offense if necessary to ofter any article in 
on — or elsewhere representing it to be other than what it actu- 

y is 

Mr. Speaker, in the discussion of this bill much has been said about 
the farmer and his interests, and it has been frequently claimed that 
this bill is in his interest, which I deny. The fifth demand of the 
Farmers’ Alliance platform adopted at St. Lonis reads as follows: 
“t Believing in the doctrine of equal rights to all and special privileges 
to none, we demand that taxation, State and national, shall not be used 
to build up one interest or class at the expense of another.“ That is 

honest doctrine; this bill runs directly contrary to that doctrine. 
my judgment it would be unwise to pass this bill; therefore I shall 
vote against it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. STONE]. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, ſour years ago, when the 
Forty-ninth Congress was in session, there was a strike on the Missouri 
Pacific Railroad, brought about by the action of a lodge of Knights of 
Labor. The Congress of the United States became i ken, and 
as an excuse for every sort of demand that strike on the Missouri Pa- 
cific Railroad, brought about by the Knights of Labor, was referred to. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, the farmers of America have organized themselves 
into lodges or societies through which they are making known to the 
country their demands for relief in a legislative way. The Congress of 
the United States has been stricken by another panic, and we have vari- 
ous propositions to hoodwink and deceive the farmers. Let me tell you 
that the farmers have not come here asking this legislation. 

The farmer is in no way to be benefited by it. I will guaranty that 

not à solitary farthing will ever go into the pocket of the farmer as a 
result of this legislation, if enacted. He has been ridden from time 
immemorial and made the excuse for the perpetration of every sort of 
iniquity. This bill is the result of a fight between two opposing in- 
dustries of the United States. They come to you and ask you to lay 
your hands upon one industry that another might prosper, and, as I 
said, the farmers themselves do not ask it. 
I hold in my hand, Mr. Speaker, a resolution passed by the Farmers’ 
Allianee of Graves County, Kentucky, the largest county in my dis- 
trict, an Alliance composed of more than two thousand farmers, pro- 
testing ay the passage of this bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Are they not hog-raising people? 
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Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes; hog and cattle raisers, and not cot- 
ton-seed-raisers. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Nor pork- 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, And yet in this re of Mr. WILSON, 
of Kentucky, accompanying this bill, I find a list of ‘“‘ farmers ” whe 
are stated to be demanding the passage of this bill, and I would liko 
to have time enough to read them all. We find first: 


Mich, Ryan, pork-packer, Cincinnati, 
Joel A. 8 Lae 


pork-packer, Boston Mass. 


8. My cker, Balti Ma. 
por T, more, ~ 
852 zer Bost 


Keme 

„ L. Hill, pork-packer, on, Mass. 
ohn C. Hately, pork-packer, Chicago. 
William Kirkwood, pork-packer, Chicago. 


So, Mr. Speaker, it is the pork-packers that are here asking the pas- 
sage of this bill, and not the farmers, Please tell me when a pork- 
packer of this country ever spent his time or his money lounging around 
this Capitol, haunting the corridors and the committee-rooms, lobby- 
ing amongst the members of this Congress, in order that he may be 
compelled to pay his farmer friend another cent for his product. I am 
a farmer myself, and I know how the pork-packers have been using us 
and are the farmers throughout the country. [Applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McCLAMMY. How much time is remaining, Mr. Speaker, of 
this hour? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks five minutes of the hour. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I yield the remainder of the time to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. rag 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed in a general way 
to a system of internal taxation. I think the contest we have over 
this bill illustrates more forcibly than anything we could possibly have 

ted the wisdom of the men who have had control of this Gov- 
ernment from its foundation, in requiring that our taxation for the 
support of the General Government, except during war and until re- 
cently, should be raised by a duty on imports from foreign countries, 

Here under this system of taxation of American products we have a 
question which presents itself in the shape of a contest between locali- 
ties for preference by local taxation. We have seen itin this House at 
various times before. It has been seen in a demand from certain lo- 
calities claiming bounties to encourage an article which they produce, 
and in pursuance of that system we have already disposed at this ses- 
sion of Congress by a bill which has passed this House of $7,500,000 of 
the people’s money in bounties for the production of sugar in order 
that the men engaged in the production of sugar may be successful. 
And we will soon have certain other interests here asking for bounties 
from the General Government if this policy is to be pursued and is to 
prevail in Congress. There is no knowing to what extent it may 

The proposition now pending is of the same character, and in order 
that the business of that man who produces the lard shall not be in- 
terfered with by a new product arising in another part of the country, 
you will put a tax upon the new product proposed to be developed 
the other part of the country, so that it will not interfere with the pro- 
ducer ot the lard, or in the competition will be burdened with a tax. 

Mr. CONGER. Asa counterfeit only. 

Mr. KERR, ot Iowa. The gentleman who has this bill in charge 
does not like that presentation of the case. He assumes that the bill 
is to prevent counterfeiting this product, I think it is now well un- 
derstood all through the country. We have evidence that 90 percent. 
of the product of compound lard is already branded so that the con- 
sumers know what they are getting, so that when a man purchases 
and consumes it he knows exactly what he is consuming. II it is oth- 
erwise, the Jawshould be passed to require proper brands on all articles 
of food. 

I will state further that this compound lard, in so far as it is a veg- 
etable posun: in the estimation of the best minds of the world is 
preferable for food to the animal product. I was amused at the great 
earnestness with which my colleague from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] 
spoke of this compound-lard product the other day in the course of his 
remarks on this bill, and I was reminded of a conversation I had with 
him when riding over the prairies of Iowa one beautiful night. He 
was telling how his constitution had been developed and strengthened 
when he was a young man because of the fact that he had been a veg- 
etatian. [Laughter. ] 

I am opposed to this system of taxation as un-American—a system 
which puts a bounty upon one product which would be a draft on the 
Treasury of the United States, drawn from the mass of the people for 
the benefit of any other industry; and while saying that, I believe a 
bill should be here that every man who consumes any article 
of food in this country should be enabled to know exactly what he is 
consuming, and fixing upon any man who deceives a consumer r! 
spurious article the most condign punishment, And in doin t 
much prefer the billintroduced in the Senate, known as the . 


= 


Ba 
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bill, which protects all articles of American use, to the bill that is pro- 

here, which will only benefit one article of American production. 

do that for the further reason that as a means of getting standing in 

both home and foreign markets we should have all of our articles in- 

spected, asa guaranty, both to the homeand foreign consumer, that they 
what they are represented to be. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

` Mr. ROGERS. Make it ten. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. The time remaining is very limited. 

Mr. ROGERS. I do not care to speakif I can have but five minutes. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I will yield ten minutes, and I wish it under- 
stood that after the conclusion of the remarks of the gentlemen from 
Arkansas I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. MAson]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, in ten minutes I will try to say what 
I have to say. 

Confessedly, the advocates of this bill place it upon the taxing power 
of the Constitution. There is no pretense that it rests upon the inter- 
state-commerce clause, and there is nothing in the bill to warrant a 
suggestion of that sort. It is then confessedly based upon the taxing 
power of the Constitution. Is it also a confession that at this stage of 

the Fifty-first Congress legislation is necessary to raise revenue for any 
legitimate governmental purposes? Why, whenever that has been al- 
leged, the majority of the House have denied it. Confessedly, then, 
there is no necessity for any revenue legislation at this time for legiti- 
mate governmental purposes. 

What, then, is the basis and justification for legislation of this char- 
acter? The h of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LAckx] and 
the speech of the disti hed gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTER- 
WORTH] place it upon the ground that lard compound is a fraud, and 
that it is rarer 4 for the Congress of the United States to exercise 
this taxing power for the purpose of stamping it as a fraud. Confessedly, 
therefore, this is a perversion and a fraudulent use of the taxing pow- 
ers, and those who defend it voluntarily place themselves upon a plat- 
form of confessed fraud upon and perversion of constitutional power. 
The use, therefore, of the taxing power is a subterfuge and an abuse 
of that power when exercised, not for the purpose of raising revenue 
for the General Government, but for the purpose of creating police 

lations that onght to be passed by the States. 

ow is it justified, then? By either one of two things. You either 
must show that lard compound is a fraud, or you must show that its 
ingredients, cotton-seed oil and beef fat, which enter into it, are dele- 
terious products, one or the other. Now, who contends, whether he 
be a scientist or a plain man of business—who contends that cotton- 
seed oil is an unhealthful food product? Who contends that beef 
fat is au unhealthtul product? Why, there is not a single advocate 
of this measure who, if he should go to the Central Market to-morrow 
to buy his beef roast for dinner, would think of cutting off the beef fat 
and cooking his roast in hog’s lard. He would cook it in its own fat, 
because it is better and more healthful. 

Then when you say that either cotton-seed oil or beef fat, the com- 
ponents which enter into this beef compound, are unhealthſul, you 
state that which is unsupported by the evidence and unwarranted by 
the facts, Then you must show, if you can not show that, that the 
lard compound is a fraud. Confess it to be a fraud if you will. Is it 
any more a fraud than that which is practiced in making lard when 
you make it of every pas of the hog from the nose to the tail, from the 
inside and out, from the entrail fat, the end gut, and everything put 
into it and manufactured into lard? If, therefore, compound lard is a 
fraud, how much more is hog’s lard a fraud when you manufacture that 
out of ingredients of this description and sell it as pure leaf-lard, not 
a pound of which can be found in the market, as I believe, which came 
from any large factory. Andof this fact there can be no doubt what- 
ever. 

But I say that compound lard is nota fraud, There is not 10 per 
cent. of all the compound lard in the United States to-day that is not 
branded as compound lard, and the consumer of it knows precisely 
what he is taking and what he is buying. Where is the gentleman in 
this body that will rise in his place and state that this last statement 
of mine is not true; and if he states it, where is the evidence of it? 
And if what I have stated about the manufacture of hog’s lard be true, 
is there not some necessity for some control and supervision of the 
manufacture of that, as much so as there is of Jard compound, com- 

in part of the cotton-seed oil, which is confessedly healthful, and 
of the beef fat, which is confessedly healthful? How do you gentlemen 
defend yourselves in your attitude in that regard under the testimony 
in this case? 

Mr. Speaker, why is this bill here? The reason is stated correctly 
by numerous gentlemen. It is simply a fight between competing in- 
dustries, As between those industries I take no part whatever, Devil 
take the hindmost. I have neither a lard producing nor a compound- 
lard produ factory in my district, or in my State, that I know of. 
But incidentally this bill strikes not only at the industry of compound 


lard, but it strikes likewise at the cattle producers and the cotton pro- 


ducers in this country. When you strike the cotton producers you 
strike the humblest laborers and the hardest worked laborers, whether 
white or colored, that are to be found in this country. The growth of 
cotton 3 labor from one year’s end to another. 

When gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] stood in his 
place and pleaded that the negroes of the South were honest and were 
willing to do what is right upon a question of this kind, he got an 
answer from the only colored man upon this floor, Mr. CHEATHAM, 
of North Carolina, who rose in his place and voiced the sentiment of 
his nationality by declining to accept the taffy of the gentleman from 
Ohio. But the gentleman from Ohio says it is a little bit of a tax 
that is imposed, and therefore will not affect lard- compound producers. 
It is a little tax, but the bill is full of little s 1 taxes to annoy and 
harass our people at every hand. I remind him the flea is a little 
animal, but it annoys all the same. It would drive him from the barn- 
yard; and I protest against his coyering our laboring classes all over 
with Cincinnati fleas. 

Then, again, it issaid as a make-weight to this argument that the 
farmers of this country demand it. What farmers? The gentleman 
from Kentucky has given you some of them. Is it the beef farmer? 
No. Is it the cotton farmer? No. Is it the wheat farmer? No. Is 
it the tobacco farmer? No. What farmers are they? Why, Mr, 
Speaker, they are the pork-packing farmers of the United States and no 
others. There may be here and there a misled Farmers’ Alliance or 
some farmer engaged in hog producing, but I undertake to say that the 
farming element of the United States as a mass have never demanded 
this legislation at the hands of anybody. I have filed petition after 
petition, not originating with this down-town newspaper, but origi- 
nating with the people themselves, the a element, urging and 
protesting against the passage of this Conger bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I am subjected to the same rule as all others in tryin 
to discuss a question here, in that I am unable to select what I woul 
like to say in regard to it by reason of the lack of time. But I have 
one further suggestion that I want time enough to invite the atten- 
tion of the House to. 

You of the majority are continually and eternally professing your 
friendship for the colored man of the South, re | just before the 
election. You are now in power in all branches of this Government, 
and Congress has been in session nine months, and what have you done 
for him? There are three or four things—four possibly—that the col- 
ored farmer of the South is interested in. One is rice; and what did 
you do with rice? 

You brought down the duty on it from a quarter to a half per cent. 
per pound on rice. Yon tell us when you put protection up for the 

nefit of the manufacturers you do it to enable them to pay higher 
wages. When y cut a quarter to half per cent, on rice you tell us 
that it will not hurt the negro, but will leave him as much protection 
as he wants. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROGERS. I had ten minutes, and I would like to have a min- 


ute more. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, what do you do with sugar? Why, 


you did not stop at one-half or any way upto 50 per cent., but you 
struck it down, left no protection, and the negro is the only sugar-raiser 
in this country. 

Mr. MORSE. But we give him 2 cents bounty. 

Mr. ROGERS. You give it to the planter and the sugar trust, but 
not a penny of it goes to the colored man. Why, the terms of the en- 
tire legislation is in the interest 6f the North. 

Mr. MORSE. I can not see that. 

Mr. ROGERS. I will show you if you will give me the time in 
which to doit. Then you come to the cotton-seed oil. Whatdid you 
do with it? The negro produces perhaps 50 per cent. of the cotton. 
They raise ition their own hook and on shares, and asa laborer he pro- 
duces it for hislandlord. Now, he is interested in cotton-seed. When 
you came to cotton-seed oil you struck down the protection 75 per cent. 
The only thing that is left is tobacco, and the Senate has not relieved 
him from that tax or any part of it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 


ired. 

P Mr. McCLAMMY. Iyield the balance of my time to the gentleman 

from Illinois [Mr. Mason]. 
Mr. ROGERS, Will the gentleman yield mea minute or two more? 
Mr. MASON, I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Arkansas. 
Mr. ROGERS. ‘There is another thing in which he is interested; 
and in his humble struggle for a higher manhood and a better exist- 
ence under trying circumstances, he is met face to face with that also, 
That is the cotton-tie, and you have piled the tax upon that arti- 
cle used in his industry over 300 per cent., and put him at the mercy 
of the bagging trust for his bagging. God only knows how he will come 
out in that. What relief do you propose to give the negro? You pro- 
to give him the force bill, You propose to put one arm around 
is neck and “‘honey-fugle’’ him, and get him to vote for the Repub- 
lican ticket and hate his Democratic neighbors, and to put the other 
arm down into his pocket up to the elbow and take ont his hard earn- 
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“ings, and that is the kind of relief you give him—you relieve him 


gently, by taxation, of all he has got. 

I want to tell you that as these colored men receive the benefits of 
education your misconduct becomes known to them. We will talk to 
these people. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. CHEATHAM] 
will talk to his people. I will talk to my people. Other members 
will talk to theirs. They shall understand when it comes to dollars 
and cents who it is in this country that is willing to protect their in- 
terests in the South to the extent of seeing that they are not robbed 
of their hard earnings. The laboring classes, white and colored, in the 
South are at your mercy. Theirs is a common fate so far as their in- 
hoe interests are concerned. You seem determined to annihilate 

em. 

You boast that you emancipated the negro, freed him from slavery, 
but you have reduced him and his white neighbors alike by iniquitous 
legislation into a state of industrial slavery. 

But you can not organize this House of Representatives upon a sec- 
tional basis that it will not sooner or later come up squarely to the 
position that you are now in, where you will be compelled to knife 
your own interests and your own friends when you strike down our 
whole section of country. 

Sir, the oleomargarine bill was the first wrong step—the entering- 
wedge for this vicious legislation. But this bill, in its details and pur- 
poses, is tenfold more infamous than that. What will follow in the 
footsteps of this bill no mortal can tell. To-morrow you who support 
this bill may rue it. The infamous features of the internal-revenue 
system, which you promised to repeal, you perpetuate and extend. 
The criminal jurisdiction of the United States courts you widen and 
enlarge. The hand of Federal power is again thrust into the domestic 
concerns of the people and every household placed under the surveillance 
of Federal officials. If the Republican party shall remainin power, I 
verily believe the Republic itself will perish from the face of the earth. 

Mr. MASON, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I yield to no gentleman upon 
this floor in my abhorrence of the adulteration of food, but I want to 
see enacted a law which shall apply not merely to lard, but as well to 
flour, to sugar, to coffees, to teas, a law which shall brand for the bene- 
fit of the consumer each article for what it is, and nothing else. . What 
is the measure offered us in the present bill? By its title, to define lard, 
and the first section attempts to supply that definition. The Co: 
of the United States is asked to undertake the work of the lexicog- 
rapher. < 

I remember that some years ago the Legislature of one of our South- 
western States enacted a solemn law, a statute, signed by its governor, 
declaring that for all time to come the name of that State should be 


pronounced ‘‘Arkansaw,’’ but only the other day under the very shadow |- 


of this maong t heard persons who, in violation of the statute, still 
persisted in calling it Arkansas. Let weare asked to undertake the 
work of formulating definitions. Suppose we do, what then? Does any 
one imagine that the people of this country when they seek a definition 
will go for it to the Revised Statutes or will they not rather consult 
their dictionaries as they have been wont? Having thus in the first 
section of the bill attempted to define what lard is, the second section 
makes a similar attempt in behalf of compound lard. 

And then from that point on, clear up to the twenty-second section, 
follows-nothing but the machinery for levying an internal-revenue tax; 
and this is said to be in the interest of pure food. There is not a line 
of it and not a word from the beginning to the end of the bill for pure 
food; nothing but adefinition, and an internal-revenue system, and I 
for one will not consent in a time of profound peace with the revenue 
to be derived, not needed for the expenses of the Government, by my 
vote to extend that system of taxation. It matters not that the amount 
to be levied is small; that does not and can not alter the character of 
the legislation; but it is said that it is wanted by the people. 

The people of my district are asking for no legislation of this char- 
acter. This very morning I have received over thirty telegrams from 
merchants, mechanics, and laborers, and without exception they are 
protesting against the passage of the Conger lard bill. They want 
pure food, but they do not want a discrimination in industries; they 
do not want their flour, their sugar, their coffee, their tea still sold to 
them in an adulterated condition, and one industry crowded out that 
a product which, by the admission of the gentlemen who favor this 
measure, gives a healthy food to every one, shall be excluded from 


them. 

They speak in no doubtful and uncertain tones, and right here let 
them speak for themselves. The dispatches which I hold in my hands 
are as follows: 

BALTINO Mp,, Au 
HENRY STOCKBRIDGE, Jr., M.C., =a * 
The mechanic enters his protest against the Conger bill. g? 
J. CROOK. 


BALTIMORE, MD., August 22, 1890, 


HENRY STOCKBRIDGE, Jr., M. C.: 
House attres, Washington, D. C., - 
The Conger bill is not indorsed by the laboring men. 
JOHN STROHMAN, 
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BALTIMORE, Mo., August 22, 1890. 
Hesry STOCKERIDGE, Jr., M. C., = re 
ete of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
poor man files his protest against the Conger bill. 
GEORGE WINDFELDER. 
BALTIMORE, Mp., August 23, 1800, 
HENRY STOCKBRIDGE, Jr., M. C. 

is Washington 2 

e Conger bill will impede the progress of the new South; vote nst it. 

ms 2 WILSON. BNB & co, 


BALTIMORE, MD., August 22, 1890. 
Henry STOCKBRIDGE, Jr., M. C., 72 ’ 


> House of tres, Washington, D. C.: 
ote against Conger bill; the rman inst it. 
sä ar ie WM. THIEMAN, 


BALTIMORE, MD., Av; 22, 1890. 
HENRY STOCKERIDGE, Jr., M. C. 3 ; 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
Use your influence against the passage of Conger bill. 
= FERRIS & WORTH. 


BALTIMORE, MD., August 22, 1890. 
HESRY STOCKBRIDGE, Jr., M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. : 
Use your influence against the Conger bill. 
M. S. DAY. 


BALTIMORE, MD., August 1890, 
HENRY Stocks Jr., M. ES s 25 


RIDGE, Jr., M. C., 
ies House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.: 
e passage of the lard bill is against the rman. 
= T. NORWOOD & CO. 


BALTIMORE, MD., August 22, 1890. 
HENRY STOCKBRIDGE, Jr., M.C. Fi 


House of Representatives, Washinglon, D. C.: 
Use your influence against passage lard bill. 


J.HAYMAN. 
BALTIMORE; MD., August 23, 1890. 


HENRY STOUKBRIDGE, Jr., M. C.: 
We think the Conger bill unjust and should not part 
W. C. ROBINSON & SON, 


BALTIMORE, MD., August 23, 1890. 
HENRY STOCKBRIDGE, Jr., M. C.: = z 85 


We are not in ſavor of the Conger bill. 
CHAS, F. HABIGHURST & CO. 
BALTIMORE, Mo., August 23, 1590, 
HENRY STOCKERIDGE, Jr., M. C.: $ 
Enter our protest against the Conger bill. 
WM. J. CARROLL & CO, 


BALTIMORE, MD., August 23, 1890. 


HENRY STOCKBRIDGE: 
Conger bill unjust. Vote Inst it. 
me A. L. BRYAN, 
BALTIMORE, MD., August 23, 1890. 
Hesry STOCKBRIDGE; Jr.: i f 


We object to the passage of the Conger bill. 
A. SCHWAB & SON. 


BALTIMORE, MD., August 22, 1890. 
Hesry STOCKBRIDGE, Jr., M. C. ci 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. Ce 
Vote against Conger bill. 
THOS. A. AGNEW & CO, 


BaLrixonE, M., August 22, 1890, 


Hesry STOCKBRIDGE, M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. : 
Conger bill detrimental to Baltimore's interest. Vote against it. 
JOHN ROY. 


— 


BALTIMORE, Mo., August 22, 1890, 
HENRY STOCKBRIDGE, M. C. 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. : 
Use your influence against Conger bill, 
ANDREW REITER & CO. 


BALTIMORE, Mo., August 22, 1890, 
HENRY STOCKBRIDGE, Jr., M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
Kindly file your protest against the Conger bill. 
= SIMMS & CO. 
BALTIMORE, MD., August 22, 1890. 
Hxxnx STOCKBRIDGE, Jr., M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
Vote and nse your influence against Conger bill. 
GADDESS & LION. 


BALTINORE, MD., August 22, 1890. 


HENRY STOCKBRIDGE, Jr., M.C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
The Conger bill is legislation against the rman. Vote it, 
ap A, SCHUMAN & CO, 
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BALTIMORE, Mp., August 22, 1890. 


Hexry Srocknutpon, ya M. C., 
House of p pasa y or berg Washington, D. C. ee 
Vote against Co bill; its passage detrimental to Baltimore. 
ii 25 JOHN SCHOENWOLF. 


. „N. G., 
‘ashington, D. C.: 


Wo protest against the Conger bill. 


BALTIMORE, Mo., August 23, 1890. 


S. S. RANDALL, In., & CO. 
BALTIMORE, MD., August 23, 1890. 


Hxxn STOCKBRIDGE, Jr., M. C., 
House of Representatives : 


Busi t in favor of th bill. 
usiness men are not in favor e Conger Po NEW & SONS. 


BALTIMORE, MD., August 23, 1890. 


Hesry siira eme 
— . "Representatives : 
Mark usd bein inst the Co: bill, 
rk us Pon g aga’ e Conger 4 SONS. 


BALTIMORE, MD., August 23, 1890. 
Henny STOCKBRIDGE, Jr., M. C.: 
Enter our protest against the Conger bill. 


JAS. B. McNEAL & 00. 


BALTIMORE, MD., August 23, 1890, 
Hexey STOCKBRIDGE, Jr., M. O., 
lashington, P. C.: 


I tin favor of the f Conger bill. 
am not in favor passage o ge 1 EVAN: 


BALTIMORE, MD., August 23, 1890, 
Hewxry STOCKERIDGE, Jr., M. G., 
Washingion, D. C.: . 


W. ect to passage of the Conger bill. 
= 27 CRESCENT OIL COMPANY. 


BALTIMORE, Mo., August 23, 1890. 


Hesry STOCKBRIDGE, Jr., M. C., 
House of Representatives : 
We think the passage of Conger bill unjust. 
8 FATAPSCO OIL AND GREASE COMPANY. 


BALTIMORE, MD., August 23, 1890, 
HENRY STOCKBRIDGE, Jr., 
Washington, D. O.: 


The Co bill is an ust measure, Vote against it. 
sb * E. NEAL & CO. 


ra) BALTIMORE, MD., August 23, 1890, 

Hesry STOCKBRIDGE, Jr.: 
Kindly use your vote against the Conger bill. 
j$ z: s - CHAS. J. VONIEFF. 


BALTIMORE, MD., August 23, 1890, 
3 STOCKBRIDGE, Jr., M. O., 


Washington, D. C.. 
We ee against the Conger bill. It is unjust. 


FREY & CO. 


BALTIMORE, MD., August 22, 1890. 
HENRY STOCKBRIDGE, Jr., M. C., 
Washington, D. C. : a 
The Conger bill is opposed by all fair-minded men, 
155 = ri H. S. PITTS & GO. 
BALTIMORE, MD., August 23, 1890. 
Hewny Srocknntpax, Jr., M. C.: 
We desire to enter our ost against the ust Conger bill. 
s 8 oe 25 MOONEY & CO. 
BALTIMORE, MD., August 23, 1890. 
HENRY STOCKERIDGE, M. C.:: 
Asan unjust measure give us the Conger bill. 
J.M. GREEN & BRO. 


BALTIMORE, MD., August 23, 1890. 
Hxxnx agar ee Jr., 
House of Representatives : 


As the laboring man’s friend we protest against the Conger bill. 
z si BRANDT & BUTZLER. 


BALTIMORE, Mo., August 23, 1890, 


HENRY STOCKBRIDGE, Jr.: 
East Baltimore raises her voice in opposition to the Conger bill, 
H. F. KNOOP. 


BALTINORE, Mp., August 23, 1890. 


HENRY STOCKBRIDGE, Jr.: 
The German element are opposed to the passage of the Conger bill, 
CHAS, SOMMERWERCK. 


BALTMORE, Mo., August 23, 1890. 
Hexry STOCKBRIDGE, Jr. : 


We are not in favor of such legislation as the Conger bill, 
ve J. I. HICKS & CO. 


BALTIMORE, MD., August 23, 1890. 


Hon. H. STOCKBRIDGE, M. C.: ies 
We desire to be placed on record against bill. 
X FITZGERALD, ARDGE & co. 


> BALTIMORE, MD., August 23, 1890. - 
Hexryr W — * 


There is . the Conger bill. 
me 3 NUPIN & CO. 


BALTIYORR, MD., August 23, 1890. 


nn r., « 
Washington, D. C. 


We are not in favor of the passage of the Conger bill. 
e N. REITER & CO, 


BALTIMORE, Mo., August 23, 1890. 


HENRY Srocknntpax, Jr., 
Washington, D. C.: 
We are, without a doubt, against the Conger bill. 
T. TIGHE & BRO. 


BALTIMORE, MD., August 28, 1890. 
HENRY STOCKBRIDGE, Jr., M. C, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
Enter our protest in opposition to Conger bill. 
J. A. EDMUNDSON & SON. 


Much has been said about the fact that the boar’s head appears upon 
this label. Iam indebted to the gentleman for telling me what the 
design is. Had they seen fit to criticise the artistic work upon the label 
I should have fully coincided with them, but I see no more objection 
to that head. I know not of my own knowledge what it is, whether 
it is a pig’s head, a boar’s head, or a wolf’s head, but whatever kind 
of a head it is I do not see so much objection to it as I see to the scantily 
attired females that have become the trade-mark in thecigarette market 
ofthe world. This label is adopted absolutely, if you please, as charac- 
teristic of a certain class of food products. It im upon nobody. 
In letters big enough to be read across this Hall it asa 
„compound.“ It has been said upon this floor that this is a healthy 
product. Donot 3 know that in many families in this coun’ 
to-day, particular iy where there exists any scrofulous difficulty, physi- 
cians advise that the fat of the hog must be avoided and direct their 
patients to substitute bp: sare oils? This is for sanitary reasons; and 
yet you would deny to these people this advantage and force upon them 
that against which the laws o eee Give us no discrimination. 
Give us a fair field for American industries and none will be injured 
thereby. 

hey SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 
: Mr. 8 I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Nebraska 
Mr. Do 

Mr. DORSEY. Mr. Speaker, I can give hearty assent to the pend- 
ing bill; the only criticism that can be made is that it does not go far 
enough. The substitute offered by the gentleman from Illinois, which 
is the same as the bill introduced by Senator PADDOCK, of Nebraska, 
and now pending in the Senate, is in my judgment preferable, for the 
simple reason it covers all articles that are adulterated. I can not 
use the time allotted me to better advantage than by having read ex- 
tracts from the able and comprehensive ropo on this bill made to the 
Senate by Senator PADDOCK. I ask the k to read. 

The Clerk read as tollows: 


The object of the proposed law is to provide for the 3 of, regres to pro- 
hibit the introduction of, adulterated or misbranded foods or 
State or TUOT, or the District of Columbia, from any other Pog ate or ron 
tory, or foxei sign country, and to provide, ugh t the De ent of " Agricult- 
off e ministrative machinery for its enforcement. 
tbe 11 rted 46 4 Tone PBE EENE is believed to be at once conservative 
and PAAA Wek soy tis drawn, in their judgment, alike in the interests of 
the honest manufacturer and of general consuming public. It will render 
unnecessary the enactment of laws directed against special interests or designed 
to sup: peagi n jealousies. By its passage, adulteration and sophistication 
in foods and drugs will, it is believed, be reduced tothe 3 commercial 
— ra 5 by the detection and punishmentof dishonest dealers, and 
millions of dollars annually saved now 


from the pockets of consum- 


ers. 

Another reason, equally strong, presented itself as an argument for placing 
the execution of the law 8 the Department of A lture. By far the 
greater pas of the articles of food consumption wi would be beneficially® 
affected by] ion of the character proposed are th yeh eter of American 
agriculture. The American farmer is 3 most * interested as a 
producer in the e of laws which will maintain the standard of purit; y 
which he sets up for himself in the productions of his dairy, his meadow, h 
epiary, and hisswine-pen. Declining prices and restricted markets, the results 

the po eyo of Wr aſter they have from hands, with- 
drawal fidenee of consumers, which is affecting alike the reputation 
of the 5 and the A prodnok all have combined to arouse the American 
3 to the n e Ber uch legislation by Congress as may be needed to 
plement the —.— fect 2 consequently ineffective legislation of the States. 
h Houses of have been deluged with petitions from farmers’ or- 
ganizations during the present session praying for legislation which will com- 
pel the manufacturers of hog products to conform to the laws of commercial 
onesty, They complain, and justly, that the sale of compounded products 
under the name of the genuine prea is destroying a renumerative market for 
their hogs by displacing millions of pounds of pure lard with articles of acheaper 


quality sold under the same name. 
It is stated in the report made by the Agricultural Committee of the House 
— 970, Fifty-first rst session) that 320,000,000 pounds of lard 
npr) are annually placed upon the market; the present annual pro- 
duct on gf lard of all k: foe is about 600,000,000 pounds, anamountscareely more 
uction of lard before lard compounds were placed upon the mar- 
2 ‘The annual displacement of uncompounded lard therefore t is near! nat 
oe quite, 320,000, Ode panda. We quote from the committee report, page 
follows: 
“The commercial tin portation of lard, not only in our domestic, but in fore 
ones as well, will be remembered there are 


8 when it 
States nearly 50,000,000 hogs, worth nearly $300,000,000, and that of 


-t — y 
* 
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the 600,000,000 pounds 
ed to 


The same thing 
New York, an 


eel Bae 
lard fell from 10 to 6 cents per pound. 
“Mr, Hately, in his testimony, stated that the introduction of these com- 
unds would meke a difference of 32 cents in the value of the hogs received in 
in 1886-87; and taking the entire product of the country, he estimates 
it would amount to from $13,000,000 to $15,000,000, or a sum nearly three 
as | as the entire cotton oil product, and that the farmers of the 
country could afford to bay the oil of the nation and pour it into the sea 
and be millions of dollars in ket if the compound fraud’ was 
"Your committee believe that no public interest at this time presses with such 
extreme urgency upon the attention of Congress as some measure of relief to 
the distresses 5 This industry is the foundation of all our pros - 
perity. All other trades rest in it, like spokes ina hub, and are bound to it with 
a tire of dependence. History gives no example of à country that survived its 
decay. This interest is now in alarming straits; hunteddown, at bay, fightin 
for life. Among its pursuers are the trades that are conceived in fraud an 
operated in concealment, stealing the markets from honest producers, And it 
will be a reproach to the nation to longer suffer them to prey upon the farming 


Industrigs of the country.” 
ne areant wat the lard conspounds are dele- 


While eminent chemists are not 
to health, there can be no t from the view that such articles 


terious 
should be sold under their rightful names and marketed as compounds and not 
as the simple products which they simulate. The farmers of the country, who 
see their products lessened in value annually by millions through sophistica- 
tion and and their tables assailed in turn with ulent manu- 
factured food ponon navy every reason to complain that they are robbed at 
every turn of the wheel. 

Mr, MASON. Mr. Speaker, I now yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. ELLIOTT]. 


[Mr. ELLIOTT addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the time for the op- 

ents of this bill expires at ten minutes past 3 o’clock, and I desire 

offer in the last five minutes of my time the amendments which I 
wish to have pending. I shall not ask for any roll-call. 

Mr. HATCH. It is understood that the gentleman offers the amend- 
ment without asking for a division or a roll-call, or doing anything to 
consume the time belonging to the friends of the bill. 

Mr, MASON. I do not intend to do anything of that kind. A di- 
vision would take but a moment, but I shall not ask fora roll-cail. I 
propose to offer, by way of amendment, an amendment to the title, and 
an amendment to that amendment will be offered by the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Hayes], which is, in substance, the Paddock pure- 
food bill. I give this notice now so that gentlemen may not say that 
I have offered an amendment which they did not expect. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to reply tosome things that were said by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. CoNGER]thismorning. Iam sorry that 
he should have continued in the same strain in which he began the 
prosecution of this business. He brings before the House of Represent- 
atives-certain specimens of lard which he says were examined by a cer- 
tain chemist in the Agricultural Department. 

Proceeding upon the same line from beginning to end, an ex parte 
and star-chamber proceeding, without any right of trial by jury or 
any hearing for the people whom I represent, he pulls this bill out of 
committee without a hearing and he crowds it through this House 
without opportunity to vote upon amendments, and he here tries to 
dishonorably injure the character of reputable gentlemen by an analysis 
made where we had no one present and could not be heard. It is in 
keeping with the conduct of the gentlemen who pushed this bill from 
the beginning. I charge it now that the friends of this bill have de- 
layed the investigation. 

The resolution which has been introduced here charges that it was 
the Agricultural Department that stopped the criminal proceedings 
against thisman Wedderburn. Yet, while preventing the members of 
this House from hearing the evidence in the case, he stands before the 
community and says. Oh, we have got some lard from South Caro- 
lina and taken it to our chemist.” Mr. Fairbank had no representa- 
tive there. You tried him in a star-chamber, as you are trying him 
here now in a similar way, without giving him an opportunty to be 
heard and without the right on our part to vote upon proper amend- 
ments to this bill. 

I can understand why the gentleman is so interested. Here are some 
of the papers which he talks abont as containing some of the most valu- 
able information ever published in an agricultural paper, Here is a 
pomas of the gentleman himself; and nine-tenths of tkè whole paper 

devoted either to his picture, his bill, petitions in favor of the bill, 
or the advertisement of John B. Squire & Co., of Boston, these highly 
virtuous gentlemen who assail the character of men having no chance 
to reply, who take their little tin-pails with their contents into a dark 
room for chemical analysis and allow no other chemist to be there. 
That analysis would not be accepted byany courtin the world, and the 
gentleman knows it. He holds it back till the last minute, when we 
can have no chance to offer a fair test in favor of our goods and our men. 

I intend to insert here the letters which were sent out by this gen- 
tleman, Mr. Wedderburn. And mind you, Mr. Speaker, I made no 

against that man. I simply said I wanted the evidence here, 
and those men who pretend to be his friends ought to have allowed it 


to come here. But it is locked up. I went yesterday to the Depart- 
ment at 11 o’clock, Mr. Speaker, and I told them that the people in 
this House wanted that evidence, They refused to allow me to copy 
it. They refused to allow me toread it to my stenographer; and when 
I asked, Do you not know that the House of Re tatives has 
called for this evidence?” the official said Ves.“ I said Who is 
working at it?” Not a man, woman, or child has a pen drawn to fur- 
nish the evidence required by the House of Re tatives. 

Who stopped this business? Whois behind it? I charge it is the 
friends of the bill; and I shall offer a resolution to investigate not only 
why the proceedings against this man were stopped, but by what in- . 
fluence the Postmaster-General has retained in his possession the evi- 
dence which should properly have been before this jury before a ver- 
dict is rendered. 

Mr. Speaker, I was very much pleased with the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] when he was trying to give 
me object lessons in how to run politics in Chicago. Why, my friend- 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH showed a great deal of good common sense—the best 
he ever had—when he went to Chicago to live. But when he wandered 
down the aisle a moment ago and pleaded for the farmer and made light 
of me because in a moment of forgetfulness I had seemed to be some- 
what sentimental, I remembered that afew months ago he walked 
down the aisle, pawed the air, and tore eternal daylight out of the Me- 
Kinley bill; and how you gentlemen smiled with wreaths of smiles that 
covered ou from top to toe! And the Little Napoleon ” of the Repub- 
lican party paled under his eyelids, and went into thecloak-room; and 
our magnificent Speaker looked like a pagan god in despair. [Laughter 
and applause, ] 

Mr. STRUBLE. ‘Treason! Treason ! ' 

Mr. MASON. Butwhen the bell rang and the gentleman from Ohio 
was called up to the trough he took his little dough like a good chicken 
and voted for the McKinley bill. And I have reason to believe that 
good sense and fair play may yet overtake him, and, notwithstanding 
the onslaught he has made here to-day, he may adopt his former prac- 


tice, and regardless of his speech come in and vote on the right sideof — 


this question, [Laughter and applause.] 

This is the evidence I wanted trom the Post-Office Department, that 
I tried for a week to get, and that I was informed could not be fur- 
nished to me until after the Conger bill had been voted upon. Oh, my 
Republican friends, who believe in fair play, if you have one drop of 
blood in your veins that runs in the interest of fair play, give me fair 
play on this bill. Give me a committee to investigate this question, 
and I will show you where the influences come from. I will say this: 
The gentleman from Iowa or his friends have stopped legitimate infor- 
mation from coming to this House. ` 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a committee of three mem- 
bers be appointed by the Speaker to go to the Post-Office Department 
and procure the papers in connection with the Wedderburn case, as de- 
manded by the resolation of inquiry, to be presented to this House in 
the originals unless copies can be procured, and presented to the House 
in time for the vote on this bill. I think that there will be no objec- 
an to the request if gentlemen want to be, as they say they desire to 

, fair. : 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I shall object to any such side play by 
dragging Mr. Wedderburn in here to enable any gentleman to make 
capital against the pending bill. Mr. Wedderburn and his friends will 
take care of that investigation when it comes before the House. 

Mr. MASON, Ihave‘ Brother HAtcH's picture here, too. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I would rather be defeated in almost any 
bill that I could have before the House than have the gentleman from 
Iowa think that I had done him an injustice; and I never wait to get 
cool after a heated colloquy to make my language plain. I have no 
disposition to misquote the gentleman from lowa, or to allow him to 
labor under the impression that I desire to do so. I felt, and I still 
feel, that there has been delay here produced by some cause; and when 
1 had a conversation with him this morning and complained of the 
withholding of these papers, I thought that he agreed with me that the 
friends of this bill had purposely kept them back, though he tried to 
have the report made. If in anything I have said I have hurt his 
feelings, therefore, I desire to withdraw any such remarks. I do not 
mean to be unfair to the gentleman in any way. 

Mr. CONGER. Will you allow me a moment? 

Mr. MASON. Not out of my time. 

Mr. CONGER. I merely wish to state 

Mr. MASON. You would not let me interrupt you when you were 
on the floor. 

Mr. CONGER, I never made any such charge against you. 

Mr. MASON. You declined absolutely to be interrupted for any 


purpose, 
Mr. CONGER. I told you that I had been trying to get the papers 


here this morning. 
Mr. MASON. Yes; I bave so stated. Mr. Speaker, have I the 
7 : tt 


Mr. CONGER, Is that not a fact? 
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Mr. MASON. The gentleman did say he was trying to get the pa- 


pers—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will desist until order is resumed 
upon the floor. The gentleman from Illinois is entitled to the floor, 
but unfortunately the House has been in the habit of encouraging in- 
terruptions of this character, so that it seems difficult to suppress the 
= ce; and the Chair would be glad if the House would discourage 

t, for it is entirely proper that a gentleman who has been recognized 
by the Chair should be permitted to occupy the floor uninterruptedly. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, now in conclusion I will simply say 
this: I had intended and desired to offer certain amendments. There 
is a pending amendment in substance providing that a man who is 
manufacturing this product, who, having paid his license and com- 
plied with the provisions of the law of the case, may use the cask a 
second time. 

This bill positively prohibits it, thereby multiplying the tax upon 
him which my friend from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] says is so 
profoundly low in comparison with what consumers pay—a tax of 
about $1 a barrel. They can buy these packages back for 25 or 30 
cents; and the gentleman ‘knows that it is not the tax of 3 mills per 
pound, as he asserts, but the provisions of this bill are calculated to 
destroy a legitimate business, as much a legitimate business as any 
other business in the country. It is not then the tax of 3 millsa 
pound, butit isthe putting it under the internal-revenue law and com- 
pelling the merchants, the small merchants and the wholesale dealer, 
to pay license and at the same time refusing to allow the manufacturer 
to use the cask a second time. 

You do not refuse to allow the manufacturer of whisky to use his bar- 


rel a second time. You do not refuse the manufacturer of beer, or the 


beer bottler, to use his beer bottles or kegs a second time; but if a man 
makes an article of food for the benefit of the poor people of the country, 
an article which is cheap and wholesome and comes within the reach 
of all, you say he shall not use his shipping casks the second time. 

Another provision by which you do not give him a fair chance is to 
compel the shipment in these packages, smalltin pails. That is to say, 
if a man ships a car-load they must be put in these little original 
packages and shipped in that way loosely in thecar. Is that intended 
as an honest requirement of law? You say he shall not ship in pack- 
cary tar that he must ship in these little tin pails, and they must be 
put in the car by themselves, in the original packages. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask a vote on the amendments I have sub- 
mitted. I wish to state that I have no desire to delay the operations 
of the committee in regard to this bill. I shall not ask a roll-call. I 
would like to have a vote, however, on the pending amendment. It 
strikes out that part of the bill which prohibits the manufacturer after 
pa: his tax and the license from using the cask the second time. 

es of Vote! “Vote!” 
e SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 6, section 7, line 3, strike out the words not before used for the pur- 
pose, 


The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. MASON. Now Lask a vote on the amendment which changes 
the term from compound lard to conform with the Illinois statute, 
and which I understand there was no objection to,so that it would 
read either compound lard or lard compound.“ 

Mr. CON GER. I accept that. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I hope that will be adopted by consent. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendments. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


; section 11, lines 1,5, 9, 12, 14, 16, 18, 31,32; section 12 
line 2; section 18, line 2; section 14, lines 2,9, 12; section 16, lines 1,3, and s; and 
section 17, line 1. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, now Ioffer another amendment, tostrike 
ont from section 17, beginning in line 6, the foliowing words: 

Every person who shall export compound lard shall stamp and brand 
cw et containing such . 3 in section 7 bt this act. 

My point is that we ought not to stamp an article we are sending 
abroad. For instance, we send to France packages marked graisse,’’ 
which means cooking fat. To that they make no objection, and they 
levy no tariff on it. Inother words, it will not encourage exportations 
to stamp and brand as proposed the articles which we export, especially 
when the stamps and brands are fixed by the laws of the country to 
which they are exported. 

Mr. CANNON. Would that give to the export trade a counterfeit; 
that is, compound Jard in imitation of lard? If so, we ought not to 
encourage that. 

Mr, BROSIUS. How will you distinguish between the goods that 


Fou make for export and those that you make for domestic consump- 


tion? 
Mr. MASON. Your bill provides for that in a way that I think is 
satisfactory. ? 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ihope this amendment will not be adopted. 
It is just this thing that has driven our lard from Liverpool, Antwerp, 
and other foreign markets. 5 

Mr. MASON. I suppose we are just as anxious to sell the lard 
abroad as is the gentleman from Ohio. 

i The question was taken; and theannounced that the ayes seemed to 
ave it. 

A division was demanded. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 72, noes 78. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. MASON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment of which 
I gave notice, to which the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYES] offers 
an amendment, which I will say is in substance the Paddock pure-food 
bill. The amendment which I offer is an amendment to the title, 

Mr. BROSIUS. Do I understand that this is substantially the Pad- 


dock bill ? 
Mr. MASON. That is what I said. I donot know what you under- 
stood. 


Mr. BROSIUS. There is a substitute now pending 

Mr. MASON, Yes; I understand that. I have mislaid the paper 
containing my amendment, but I can state it. It is tostrike out from 
the title of the pending bill the words ‘‘also imposing a tax upon, and.” 
And to that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYES] asks to offer an 
amendment. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment proposed. 

Mr. BROSIUS. 


Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order against that. 
Mr. FRANK. 


Let the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYES] offer his 


amendment. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. MASON. I do not intend that the point of order shall be re- 
served. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will have to report the amendment. 

Mr. MASON. Very well. 

Mr. HAYES, Mr. Speaker, as the proposed amendment to theamend- 
ment is quite long, I can state that it is simply a substitution of the 
so-called Paddock bill, which is the same as the Laws House bill. I 
think the provision’ of that bill are so well understood by the House 
that it may not be necessary to read it in full, and we can economize 
time in that way. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I understand that the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAson] relates to the title of the bill. 
Mr. FRANK. I insist on the reading of the whole amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN, Oh, no; not the whole of it. 

Mr. BROSIUS. It is impossible to hear what gentlemen are saying, 
Do I nnderstand the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mason] to offer the 
Paddock bill as an amendment to this bill? 

Mr. MASON. I offer simply an amendment to the title to strike out 
the taxing clause. The gentleman from Iowa offers an amendment to 
my amendment, 

Mr. BROSIUS. I reserve the point of order against the amendment 
to the title of the bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. State the point of order. 

Mr, BROSIUS. It is that you can not amend the title now. That 
amendment will not be in order until the bill is partial 

a 


The SPEAKER. The title should be amended after the bill is per- 
fected. 
Mr. MASON. Itmay be amended at either time, 


Mr. BROSIUS. I object, and I make the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The course suggested by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois has not been the custom of the House. If the gentleman has an 
authority to the contrary the Chair would be very glad to hear it. 

Mr. MASON. May it not be amended now ? 

The SPEAKER. TheChairthinksnot. The Chair thinks the title 
should be amended after the bill has been perfected. 

Mr. MASON. Very well. Then I ask the geatleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HAYES] to offer his amendment independently. 

3 Mr. HAYES. I offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
esk, 

Mr. BROSIUS. I make the point ot order against the Paddock bill 
as an amendment that it is not germane. : 

Several MEMBERS. Let the amendment be read. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment must be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out all after section 1 of the bill as amended and ineert 
the following —— 

The SPEAKER. Is this offered asa substitute? 

Mr. HAYES. Offered as an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. To strike out all after section 1 and insert? 

Mr. HAYES, It strikes out all after the title—all after the enacting 


clause. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In other words, it is offered as a substitute. 

Mr. HAYES. I will offer that as an amendment to come in after sec- 
tion 1. It is so offered. 

Mr. MASON. I move as an amendment to that amendment—— 


The SPEAKER. The amendment should first be reported. 
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The Clerk began the reading of the amendment. It is as follows: 

Amend by striking out all aftersection 1 of the bill as amended and inserting 
the following: 

That, for the purpose of protecting the commerce in food uets and drags 
between the several States and Territories of this Union and fore countries, 
the Secrttary of Agriculture shall organize in the Department of Agriculture a 
division to be known as the food division. and make necessary rules governing 
the same tocarry out the provisions of this act, and appoint a chief thereof, ata 
salary of 8 annum, whose duty it shall be to procure from time to t 
under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Seeretary of Agricul 
and cause to be analyzed or examined samples of food and drugs sol: oroffered 
forsale in any State or Territory other than where manufactured. The Secre- 
tary of Agriculture is hereby authorized to employ such chemists, i tors, 
clerks, laborers, and other employés as may be necessary to carry out the pro- 
visions of this act. 

See, 2. Thattheintroduction into any State or Territory from any other State 
or Territory or foreign country of any article of food or drugs which is adulter- 
ated within the oper of this act is hereby prohibited, and any person who 
shall willfully and knowingly ship or deliver for shipment from any State or Ter- 
ritory or foreign-country toany other State or Territory, or who shall prong ten (a 
e in any State or Territory from any other State or Territory or fore 
country, or who, having so received, shall deliver, for pay or otherwise, or offer 
to deliver to any other person, any such article so adulterated within the mean- 
ing of this act, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and for such offense be fined 
not exceeding $200 for the first offense, and for subsequent offense not ex- 
23 haa or be imprisoned not exceeding one year, or both, in the diseretion 
of the cou: 

“Sec, 3. That the chief of said food division shall make, or cause to be made, 
under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture, 
examinations of specimens of fool and drugs which may be collected from 
time to time under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Secre 
Agriculture under its direction in various parts of the country, and publish in 
bulletins the result of such analyses, But the names of manufacturers or vend- 
ors of such foods or d analyzed shall in no case be published in such bul- 
letins until after conviction in the courts of violation of this act. If it shall ap- 
pear from such examination that any of the provisions of this act have been 
violated the Secretary of Agriculture shall at once cause a report of the fact to 
be made to the proper United States district attorney, with a copy of the re- 
sults of the analyses duly authenticated by the analyst under oath. 

“ SEC, 4, That it shall be the duty of every district attorney to whom the food 
division shall report any violation of this act to cause proceedings to be com- 
menced and prosecuted without delay for the fines and penalties in such case 
provided, unless, upon inquiry and examination, he shall decide that such pro- 
porains can not probably be sustained, in which case he shall report the 
to the food division. 


“Sec, 5. That the term drug.“ as used in this act, shall include all medicines 
for internal or external use. The term ‘food,’ as used herein, shall include 
all articles used for food or drink by man, whether simple, mixed, or compound. 
; Blea 6. That for the purposes of this act an article shall be deemed to be adul- 

erated— 

In case of drugs: 

“First, If, when sold under or by a name recognized inthe United States Phar- 
macopceia, it differs within the knowledge of the seller from the standard of 
strength, 1 or purity according to the tests laid down therein. 

“Second. If, when sold under or by a name not recogized in the United States 
Pharmacopceia, but which is found in some other pharmacopaia or other stand- 
ard work on materia medica, it differs within the knowledge of the seller ma- 
terially from the standard of strength, quality, or purity according to the tests 
laid down in said work. 

11 It its strength or purity falls below the professed standard under which 

8 sold, 

In the case of food or drink: 

First. If any substance or substances has or have been knowingly mixedand 
packed with it so as to reduce or lower or injuriously affect its quality or 
strength, so that such product, when offered for sale, shall be calculated and 
shall tend to deceive the purchaser. 

* . If any inferior substance or substances has or have been knowingly 
substituted 8 or In part for the article, so that the product, when aod, 
shall be calculated and shall tend to deceive the purchaser. 

“Third, If any valuable constituent of the article has been knowingly wholly 
or in part abstracted, so that the product, when sold, shall be calculated and 
shall tend to deceive the purchaser. 

Fourth. If it be an imitation of and knowingly sold under the specific name 
of another article. 

“Fifth. It it be knowingly mixed, colored, 1 or stained in a man- 
ner whereby damage is concealed, so that such product, when sold, shall be 
calculated to deceive the purchaser, 

Sixth. If itcontain, within the knowledge of the seller, any added poisonous 
ingredient or any ingredient which may render such article injurious to the 
health of the perron de it. 

“Seventh. If it consists, within the knowledge of the seller, of the whole or 
any tof a deceased, [diseased] filthy, decomposed, or utrid animal or veg- 
etable substance, or any portion ofan animal unfit for food, whether manu- 
factured or not, or if it is the product of a diseased animal, or of an animal 
that has died otherwise than by slaughter: Provided, That an article of food 
or drug which does not contain, within the knowledge of the seller, any added 
poisonous ingredient shall not be deemed to be adulterated— 

“First. In the case of mixtures or compounds which may be now or from time 
to time hereafter known as articles of food under their own distinctive names, 
and not included in definition fourth of this section; 

“Second. In the case of articles labeled, branded, or tagged so as to plainly in- 
dicate that they are mixtures, compounds, combinations, or blends; 

“Third, When any matter or ingredient has been added to the food or drug 
because the same is required for the production or preparation thereof as an ar- 
ticle of commerce in a state fit for ca! or consumption, and not fraudu- 
lently to increase the bulk, weight, or measure of the food or drug, or conceal 
the inferior quality thereof; . 

Fourth. Where the food or drug is unavoidably mixed with some extra- 
neous matter in the process of collection or preparation. 

“SEC, 7. Every person, manufacturing, offering, or exposing forsale or deliver- 
ing to a purchaser any drug or article of food included in the provisions of this 
act shall furnish such d: or article of food toany person interested or de- 
manding the same, who shall apply to him forthe purpose and shall tender 
him its value, of a sample sufficient for the analysis of any such article of food 
which is in his possession. And upon the 3 of such drug or article 
of food to the proper officer of the food division by a responsible person, witha 
request from such person for an official analysis of same, the of such 
division shall make, or cause to ba made, such analysis of the 
presented, under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the 


Agriculture. 

1820. 8. That whoever refuses to comply, upon demand, with the requirements 
of section 8 of thisact shall be gar of a m eanor, and, upon conviction, 
shall be fined not exceeding $100 nof less than $10, or imprisoned not exceeding 
one hundred nor less than thirty days, or both. And any person found guilty 


or food so 
of 


of manufacturing, offering for sale, or selling an adulterated article of food or 
drug under ae ee of this act shall be adjudged to pay, in addition to the 
paneas here! provided for, all the — togal expenses incurred 
93922 of Aae Se roina piene opeen aga leaa 
ve foun y of man se or offering for 

“Src. 9. That in prosecutions for violations o 
shall be held to imply 3 and intent on the part of accused, unk 
such knowledge and intent shall be 

“Sec. 10, That this act shall not be tointerfere with commerce wholly 
eena in any State, nor with the exercise of their police powers by the sev- 
eral States, 


During the reading: 
Mr. BROSIUS. A point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. e gentleman will state it. 


Mr. BROSIUS. The time of the other side is exhausted; we have 
but fifty minutes remaining, and I desire to know if we are now at 
liberty to proceed to close debate. This has all been going on by con- 
sent, and they have exhausted their half of the time and we haye ours 
remaining. 

Mr. ADAMS. I do not know whetherit was by consent, but in the 
time of my colleague he had the right to offer an amendment, and the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYES] has the right to offer an amend- 
ment. He did not ask that it be read. 

Mr. MASON. I did not ask that it be read. 

Mr. FRANK. I demanded the right to have it read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman had the right to offer an amend- 
ment and to have it considered in his hour, but the time appropriated 
to certain gentlemen had expired. 

Mr. BROSIUS. But the reading of the amendment might consume 
the remainder of the time, and the agreement between us be violated. 

The SPEAKER. That is a question that the gentlemen must settle 


among themselves. 
A The agreement was that it should be equally di- 


Mr. BROSIUS. 
vided. 

The SPEAKER. That agreement the gentleman will have to force 
with those with whom he made it. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROSIUS., But I understand the gentleman who is in charge 
of this bill says that he did not make this demand. 

Mr. MASON. Idid not have any arrangement about the reading of 
this amendment, The only arrangement that I had was to divide the 
time. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Yes, the arrangement was as to the division of the 
time. 

Mr. MASON. And I did not ask to have this amendment read. 

Mr. CANNON. You can have it read after 4 o'clock. 

Mr. BROSIUS. As the time that was to be occupied by the other 
side has eee I raise the point of order that we are entitled to pro- 
ceed with the closing of debate. 

Mr. REILLY. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman’s point? 

Mr. REILLY. My point of order is that the proposed amendment is 
not regularly before the House. The gentleman from Illinois was rec- 
ognized to move an amendment, to which the gentleman from Iowa 
proposed a further amendment as an amendment. The original 
osition, namely, the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, having 
been ruled by the Chair to be out of order, I submit that the amend- 
ment to the amendment fails with it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman is mistaken as 
to the statement of fact. 

Mr. REILLY. That was the way the amendment of the gentleman 
from Iowa was offered, as I understand. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not so understand it. 

Mr. REILLY. Was he recognized after the point of order had been 
made on the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Iowa, 
and the House will be in order. This is a matter of importance which 
concerns the orderly procedure of the House, A 

Mr. HAYES. After the gentleman from Illinois offered his amend- 
mentand I offered my amendment to the amendment, the Speaker held 
his amendment to be out of order. 

Mr. MASON. I can not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. HAYES. I then proposed to offer this as an amendment, and 
was recognized, and the reading of it commenced, and at that time I 
asked unanimous consent, stating that I would offer the amendment, 
so that it need not be read, as everybody understood it, and I now 
repeat that request. I have no desire to take these gentlemen off the 
floor and occupy the time that they should have for argument. I am 
content to let it stand without being read, as everybody understands it. 

Mr. HATCH. And that a vote be taken upon it as soon as debate 
has expired ? i 

Mr. HAYES. Yes, sir. f 

Mr. MCMILLIN and others. That is right. 
1 WHEELER, of Alabama. What bill is it? Is it the Paddock 

Mr. HAYES. It is the Laws bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Lask unanimous consent that this amendment 


be considered as 
shall have arri 

Mr. BROSIUS. What is the request? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That it be considered as pending and that the 
reading be di with until 4 o’ clock. 

Mr. BROSI It had better be read now or not at all. 

Mr. CONGER (to Mr. Brosius). Do not object. ` 

Mr. FRANK. Then I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous con- 
sent that the amendment shall be considered as pending. 

Mr. BROSIUS. ‘There is an amendment pending, Mr. Speaker, if I 
am not mistaken. There is an amendment pending, I think, to strike 
out of section 7 the words not before used for the purpose. 

Mr. FRANK. That has already been adopted an hour ago. 

The SPEAKER. That has been adopted. 

Mr, BROSIUS. That has been adopted, I believe, but I had for- 

tten it. 

80 itr, CANNON. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON. If debate was commenced now and continued until 
4 o'clock, could this proposed amendment be then read and disposed of 
as well as now? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the purport of the 


inquiry. 
Mr. CANNON. Suppose that this amendment is withdrawn for the 
present and it goes over until 4 o’clock, would it not then be in order 


do have it read? 


The SPEAKER. It would not bein order unless offered before 4 
o’clock, at which time the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘The request has been made that it be considered 
as pending, and if that is agreed to the gentleman can go on with the 
discussion. 

Mr. CONGER. That is right. 

Mr. PAYSON. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. If this re- 
quest for unanimous consent is agreed to and this amendment is con- 
sidered as pending, is it any waiver of the question of order? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I do not waive anything, Mr. Spéaker. My point 
of order is against the amendment. : 

Mr. HAYES, Then argue it. 
` Mr. BROSIUS. I do not consent to anything. object. If the 
amendment is to be read at all, I insist upon its being read now, and 
I reserve the point of order against the amendment. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that the Chair 
has ruled upon my point of order, and I would like to say a word in 
support of it. As I understand the parliamentary situation it is this: 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAsoy] was entitled to the floor, 
and during the time he was upon the floor, iby been recognized for 
the purpose of debate, instead of choosing to use his time in that way 
he stated to the House that he preferred to occupy it in submitting, and 
having voted upon by the House, certainamendments. Thereupon he 
offered an amendment which was submitted to the House and agreed to. 
eee Bom saxty he offered another amendment, to which the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYES] proposed an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. There is where the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is mistaken as to the facts. 

Mr. REILLY. Well, I put this inquiry to the Chair: Was the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYES] recognized to take the floor for any 
other purpose except to offer an amendment to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mason] ? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa did notoffer an amend- 
ment to an amendment. 

Mr. REILLY. That is certainly the way it came before the House. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYES] sus- 
tain that statement? Is the gentleman from Pennsylvania correct? 

Mr. HAYES. The gentlemen is correct in saying that I first offered 
it in that way, but I changed my proposition and offered the amend- 
ment as an original amendment, and I was recognized for that purpose. 

Mr, REILLY. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mason] pro- 
p to amend the title of the bill. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 

YES] offered, as an amendment to that amendment, the Paddock 
pure-food bill, as it is called; I feel entirely confident that I am cor- 
rect in that statement. Then the point of order was made that the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois was not in order. 

Mr. MORGAN. I can tell the Chair the exact situation. The gen- 
tleman from IIIinois 2 

Mr. REILLY. Please do not interrupt me when I am addressing 
the Chair. [Langhter.] Thereupon the point of order was made 
that the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois was not 
in order. The Chair sustained the point of order, and thereupon I 
made the point of order that the amendment offered by the gentleman 


from Iowa [Mr. HAYES], by way of amendment to the proposition of 


the gentleman from Illinois, fell with the original proposition. I 
think I have stated the facts as they occurred. 

The SPEAKER, Will the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYES] 
state the case as he understands it? 
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and to be read after the hour of 4 o'clock | Mr. HAYES. Yes, sir. Thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. MASON] 
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offered his amendment, and I offered an amendment to that amend- 
ment. The point of order was then raised. The Speaker ruled the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois out of order, and I then 
asked to offer mine as an independent amendment and I wag recog- 
nized by the Speaker for that purpose. h 

The point of order was raised by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Brosius], not this point of order, but, I suppose, the point whether 
the ent was germane, and thereupon the Speaker ordered the 
amendment read for the purpose of determining that point, The amend- 
ment was offered as an original amendment. 

The SPEAKER. That is as the Chair understood it. ; 

Mr. REILLY. Well, the point I make is that the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. Hayes] could not at that time be recognized, in order, 
for any purpose except to offer an amendment to the amendment of the 
gentleman trom Mlinois [Mr. Mason]. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order, 

Mr. HAYES. Now, Mr. Speaker, I renew the request for unanimous 
consent that this amendment be considered as pending so that the de- 
bate need not be cut off. 

The Clerk resumed the reading. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I rise for the purpose of asking unanimous 
consent that this amendment may be considered as pending, subject to 
the point of order of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BROSIUS]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous con- 
sent that the amendment may be considered pending, subject to the 
point of order, and that the debate proceed. Is there objection? 

Mr. FRANK. I object. 8 

Mr. CON GER. Let the amendment be read, then; it will not take 
five minutes. = 

Mr. CANNON. It is hardly fair to cut off debate on the other side, 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the amendment. 

Mr. FRANK (during the reading). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the further reading of the amendment be dispensed with. 
I have been asked to make this request by gentlemen in charge of the 
bill pro and con. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri? 

Mr. BROSIUS. I desire to reserve the point of order against the 
amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand that that agreement carries over the 
point of order to 4 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. Is that the understanding? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I understand that the objection to the request 
that I made for unanimous consent is withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires that the House shall fully un- 
derstand the arrangement. It is that this amendment go over until 
after 4 o'clock. 

Mr. MORGAN. Until 4 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. Until the time when the previous question is or- 
dered, with the point of order of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Brostus] pending. 

Mr. CANNON. That is it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MASON. Just a moment I desire to be heard. 

Several MEMBERS. Let it go. 

Mr. MASON. No, give me one minute; that is all I ask. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I object. I make objection to this business run- 
ning into next week and taking up possibly all the week. 

Mr. MASON. Let us have pending, when the vote is taken, the 
questions we are entitled to a vote upon, and I shall be satisfied. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Funston] 
object to the request which has been made? 

Mr. FUNSTON. Yes, sir. If gentlemen have amendments to offer 
let them offer them and have them vcted on when the time comes. 
We do not propose to run this matter ovr into next week. 

Cries of Regular order!“ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Missouri 

[Mr. Haren] on the point of order. 


[Mr. HATCH withholds his remarks for revision, See Appendix. ] 


Mr. ADAMS, Ido not desire—— 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I do not yield the floor to the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. ADAMS. On a point of order the floor is entirely within the 
control of the Chair, and I shall submit to the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be glad to hear the gentleman ~ 
from Illinois, if the House does not object, 

Mr. ROGERS. I demand the regular order. That is, the enforce- 
ment of the order under which we are considering this bill. 

Mr. REILLY. If the order of the House ordering the previous 
question at 4 o’clock is the order, I join in that demand. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair would be glad to hear the gentleman 


* 
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from Illinois on the point of order; but, if gentlemen insist, the Chair 
will have to rule on the present state of affairs. 


Mr. MASON. My colleague [Mr. ApAms] desires to be heard, and 
T also desire to be heard for two or three minutes, 
Mr. ADAMS. I desire to be heard on the point of order, nothing 


else. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will hear the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Anass]. 

Mr. HATCH. Does the Chair rule me off the floor? I did not yield 
the floor to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MASON. You went off the floor when your time expired. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair listened to the gentleman from Missouri 
as long as he deemed necessary, and the Chair would like now to h 
from the other side. z 

Mr. HATCH. Ifthe Chair will intimate that- his mind is already 
made up on my side, and that he simply desires to give the other side 
a chance, Iam content. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair intimates that he would like to hear 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ApAms].. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROGERS. As I understood, when the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Harc] took the floor he took it for the purpose of presenting a 
point of order. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely. 

Mr. ROGERS. Is that point of order still pending; and, if so, what 
is it? 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is still pending as to the ad- 
missibility of the amendment. 

Mr. ROGERS. I did not hear the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Harca] state the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. Well, the gentleman from Missouri did not sta 
it with the conciseness which usually distinguishes him. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, this point of order was made, I under- 
stand, by the gentieman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brosrus], or re- 
served by him, and it was stated by him as if the point was that the 
amendment is not germane to the bill. The reason why the amend- 
ment is not germane to the bill, as the gentleman states it, is that the 
pending bill is a revenue bill and the proposed amendment is not a 
revenue bill ora revenue proposition. I suppose every one will admit 
that in the original bill pending there isa revenue provision, and that 
in the pending amendment there is no revenue provision. If the Speaker 
were to decide the point on purely technical grounds he ought to de- 
cide it to be a revenue bill merely because there is a revenue provision 


in it. 
But I y submit to the Speaker that in decidinga point of 
order of this kind the Chair should look to the substance and not to 


the form of the bill. It is only by looking rather to the substance of 
the question than to its form that the evident purpose of the rule ot 
the House under which the point of order is made can be carried out. 
The Conger bill is a bill “defining lard,” also imposing a tax upon 
and regulating the manutacture, sale, importation, and exportation of 
“compound lard.” 

The SPEAKER. The manufacture and sale within the States. 

Mr. ADAMS. The bill, as it is handed to me by my colleague, is a 
bill defining ‘lard,’ also imposing a tax upon and regulating the 
manufacture and sale, importation and exportation of compound lard;’’ 
and the character of the bill is stated in that title. Now, in the sub- 
stitute bill the title reads ‘‘ for preventing adulterationand misbrand- 
ing of food and drugs, and for other purposes; but the first three or 
four lines of the bill are in these words: 

purpose of protecting the commerce in food products and dru; 
—— several Frio and Territories of this Union ba foreign 9 

I respectfully submit that that is the substance of the proposed sub- 
stitute, and it is really also the substance of the Conger bill. That 
that bill is not mainly a revenue measure is evident from its title. That 
it was not so regarded when introduced must be well known to the 
Speaker, who, without any motion in the House, referred the bill, not 
to the revenue committee of the House, but to another committee. 
That abill like this was considered in the last Congress to be nota 
revenue bill, and therefore not required by the rules of the House to 
go to the Ways and Means Committee, was clear when the original bill 
on this subject (which was, I think, the bill of the gentleman from 
Tennessee Mr. PHELAN], House bill 5726 of the Fiftieth Congress) 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. I have said that the 
Speaker in passing upon a point of order of this kind ought to look not 
at the form, but at the substance of the matter 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, if the Speaker will. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Is it not true that these two bills, one 
of which it is proposed to put in the place of the other, are framed upon 
entirely different principles in every respect, and that their subject- 
matter is not the same; in other words, that they are not germane to 
each other in any way, shape, or manner? . 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I am so constituted that I can not say 
several things at one and the same time, and therefore I shall go on to 


say the things that I have in mind, one after the other. The gentle- 
ee ery see 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, All right. 


Mr. ADAMS. I will say that my impression is that under general 


parliamentary law the question of germaneness could not arise. It is 
some time since I made a deep study of general parliamentary law, 
but I have an impression that that is a point which has no force ex- 
cept by virtue of some definite rule of the House. 

I am wrong the rules of the House will, of course, take precedence 
of any general principle of parliamentary law. The rule of the House 
in which the word ** e Y is used is a rule in relation to ap- 
propriation bills, but the rule under which this point of order is made, 
if it is made at all, is, I think, a rule which does not contain the word 
‘‘ germane,” but simply declares that a proposition on an entirely dis- 
tinct subject from the one under consideration shall not be introduced 
under color of amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman refers to Rule XVI, clause 7. 

Mr. ADAMS. Now, in addressing the Speaker of the House I can 
afford to be brief. The purpose of the rule to which the Speaker has 
just referred must be subserved in the administration of the rule, and 
the Speaker must look into the essence of the question and not merely 
to the form of the 8 in order to carry out the evident pur - 
pose of the rule. e evident purpose of the rule, as I suppose, is to 
economize the time of the House, by preventing the argument on a 
pending proposition from being switched off to an entirely different 
proposition. 

The purpose is to prevent the House from being called on to vote 
upon one proposition when it has been discussing an entirely different 

ition. 

, for example, we were discussing a revenue bill and an amend- 
ent was made by a proposition changing the structure of the judicial 
system of the United States, the argument which had been made in 
the House on the revenue bill would be thrown away for the time be- 
ing. I can see no reason why a different proposition should not bead- 
mitted in the discussion of a question on this floor, unless it be the 
reason to which I have referred. If a majority of the House desire to 
substitute a proposition which is not germane, no considerable harm 
ean be done except that the debate and argument on the original propo- 
sition are rendered for the time being unavailable. Therefore, fer | the 

sake of economy 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman 
whether an argument with regard to the sale of lard and lard com- 
pounds within the States would seem to be appropriate to a bill for 
protecting commerce in drugs and food products between the several 
States and Territories? 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir; for the reason that in either case the evil 
to be remedied arises out of interstate commerce. Compound lard 
manufactured in one State and sold in that State can be regulated by 
the State without the assent of Congress. Itis only because compound 
lard is made in Illinois and sold in other States that the aid of Con- 
gress is solicited. 

The SPEAKER, Here is one bill which proposes to regulate the 
sale in the States, and another which proposes merely to te 
the commerce between States, not to speak of the difference in the 
sabject-matter. 

Mr. ADAMS. The purpose of both bills is either to prevent the sale 
of an article that is alleged to be illegitimate, or else to prevent the 
sale of one article under the name of another article. And a bill re- 
lating to manufacture in one State, when it is a bill in Congress and 
not in a State Legislature, has evidently the purpose of preventing its 
fraudulent sale in other States, because Congress has no business to in- 
terfere in the domestic concerns of any one State; it has no power to 
regulate the manufacture of compound lard in a State when it is to be 
sold within that State. . 

The only reason why the National Legislature is called upon to act 
at all is that the compound lard manufactured in one State is not sold 
exclusively within that State. That is the form of the proposition; 
the remedy is different I will admit. But the Speaker is aware of the 
general language in the rule to which he has himself alluded. ‘‘Sub- 
ject” is the word. What is the “‘subject’’ of a legislative proposi- 
tion? Is it not the evil to be remedied? Is it not the legislative 
purpose? Andif the legislative purpose is to prevent the people of 
one State from suffering at the hands ot the people of another State by 
means of the unregulated manufacture of compound lard in that other 
State, then the subject“ is an evil arising out of interstate com- 
merce. The remedy is different; the subject is the same. 

I said, Mr. Speaker, that in addressing the presiding officer I could 
afford to be brief. I will not dwell on these points. I refer first to 
the recognition of the character of these lard bills as not being revenue 


bills by the action of the Speaker as taken on them heretofore in the 


reference of the bills, not only in the present, but in the last Congress, 
to committees other than the revenue committee of the House. 
Secondly, I refer to the fact that the subject-matter of the two bills 
is substantially the same, because the evil that is alleged to demand a 
remedy at the hands of Congress isthesamein both cases.. TheSpeaker 
must see from the provisions of these two bills and from the debate that 
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has been had upon them that the purpose is not to raise a revenue 
either in the one case or the other. The friends of the pending bill 
claim that its is to prevent a fraud upon the consumer by the 
sale of one article of food under the name of another article of food. 
That is just the purpose of the Paddock bill, which is offered as a sub- 
stitute. 

Moreover, the Speaker must presume that the purpose of an act of 
Congress is a national purpose, and the only national purpose that can 
be involved in a bill of this kind is the prevention of the fraudulent 
sale of an article of food made in one State and sold in another. 

If compound lard made in Illinois is sold in Ilinois it is not a legit- 
imate subject of legislation by Congress. It is a matter of regulation 
by the Legislature of Illinois, and it has already been regulated by the 
Legislature of Illinois. It is only because compound lard made in one 
State is sold in other States that there is any demand for interference 
by Congress. I submit, therefore, that if you look at the essence of 
the thing the legislative purpose is the same in both cases, and the 
two propositions are germane within the meaning of the rule. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I would like to be heard fora very few moments 
on this point. 

Mr. CANNON. Isuggest that when a point of order is so plain as 
this it is hardly fair under this special order, it being now twenty 
minutes after 4 o’clock on Saturday afternoon, that further time should 
be occupied in its discussion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, we will stay until the bill is disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Carcuinas] briefly. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, it is provided by Rule XI that 
‘fall proposed legislation in relation to the revenue and the bonded 
debt of the United States” shall go to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. It is further provided that all legislation relating to agri- 
culture and forestry ’’ shall go to the Committee on Agriculture. Now, 
the Speaker of this House referred this ‘* Conger bill“ to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. I do not mean by this that he then determined 
that it was not a revenue bill in any sense of the word, but he did de- 
cide undoubtedly what was the truth—that this is a bill with adouble 
aspect, a bill which might properly have gone either to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means or to the Committee on Agriculture. I say 
this, Mr. Speaker, because the bill does provide for raising revenue; 
and to that extent it would have been a proper matter to go to the 
Committee on Ways and Means; but the bill is also a“ pure-food ”’ 
bill, and in that aspect it was properly referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Now, itisa t mistake to assume, as some gentlemen have done 
in discussing this matter, that the sole object of the bill, even eonstru- 
ing it technically, is to raise revenue, I make no allusion to what we 
all understand as the real purpose of the bill; I am discussing it as it 
appears upon its face. 

Of course the principal provisions of the bill do relate to the subject 
of the imposition of the tax upon lard; but turn to section 3 and you 
find, when describing the manner and process which a person who de- 
sires to enter upon the manufacture of lard must pursue, itis provided 
that such person, firm, or association shall procure a license from the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue; but before procuring the license it 
is provided that such party must state to the Secretary of the Treasury 
the ingredients he proposes to use, and the bill provides: 


If none of the ingredients to be used in such manufacture are deleterious to 
th, then upon the payment by such applicant, under such lations as 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue may prescribe, of the special tax herein- 

after provided for and the execution of the bond hereinafter provided for, the 
said Commissioner shall issue to such applicant a license authorizing the said 
applicant to manufacture, etc. 


Now, turn again to section 15, if you will oblige me, Mr. Speaker, 
and you find a provision almost precisely similar to the terms of the 
Paddock bill; that is to say, it 1s required that the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue shall be authorized to employ two assistant chem- 
ists, to be appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury, to employ mi- 
croscopists, and that these parties shall be provided with rooms fitted 
up properly with furniture and implements, He is authorized to pur- 

ase such chemicals and all sorts of supplies for the use of these ex- 
perts as will enable them to discharge the duty which is imposed upon 
them by that section of the bill. It further provides that the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue— 

Is authorized to decide what substances or compounds which may be sub- 
mitted for his inspection in contested cases are to be taxed under this act, 

And further on it expressly provide that— 


The said Commissioner may decide whether any substance or ingredient men- 
tioned in the 9 for license, to be used in the manufacture of such com- 
pound lard, is deleterious to health. 

And means are provided by which an appeal may be taken from the 
decision. But follow me now, if you please, to section 16, and you 
have the component parts of an absolutely pure food-bill, for it is ex- 
pressly provided: 

And “7 compound lard Sta sek for aunes peg eye prea Deke s 8 

udged, as hereinbefo 7 „ elete: 
PAT shall be forfeited to the Unite States. nii pees 


Now, mark you, the object of the section is not to ascertain what is 


deleterious in order thata tax may be derived from such substance, 
for the object of the bill is not to tax deleterious compounds, but to 
tax the pure article which is authorized to be manufactured under the 
general terms of the law. 

Hence if the manufactured compound was deleterious no tax would 
be collected from it, but it would be forfeited to the United States. In 
other words, the sole purpose of this bill is to protect the people of the 
United States from the use of deleterious compounds. So that in this 
particular itis just as much a pure-food bill as the Paddock bill, with 
this difference—that it provides for a tax on the wholesome product 
and provides for the forfeiture of the deleterious product. I repeat, 
therefore, that it is a bill which might have been regarded in a double 
aspect, and might have been referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means as a revenue bill, or to the Committee on Agriculture as an 
agricultural bill. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, the only object for which the Chair 
could rule out the pending amendment as not being germane to the 
pending bill is because by voting upon that amendmeat some parlia- 
mentary law has been violated, or gentlemen who have been discuss- 
ing this question have not been allowed to be heard on the amend- 
ment. ` 

The object of the rule, if there be any such rule of the House cover- 
ing the question that is, aruleas toimmaterial matters or matters not 
germane—is simply for the benefit of those participating in the delib- 
erations upon the question, and I ask the Chair to consider this fact 
in connection with it, if there is any doubt in the mind of the Chairas 
to whether or not the Paddock bill was not germane to the Conger 
bill, so called. There has not been one word of discussion on the 
Conger bill that the Paddock bill has not been discussed in conjunc- 
tion with it. The Conger bill seeks to regulate the manufacture of 
compound lard by taxing it. 

Not only so, but its very title provides that it is a bill ‘‘defining lard, 
also imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture and sale, im- 
portation and exportation, of compound lard.” 

The Paddock bill has been discussed in conjunction with it. The 
two have been discussed together. The amendment is the Paddock 
bill substantially, so called. 

I now call attention to the language wherein the bills are exactly 
similar. The Conger bill is a bill defining lard and se se a tax 
upon and regulating the manufacture, etc., of compound lard. The 
suggestion which the Chair made to my colleague [Mr. ADAMS] was 
that one attempts to regulate the manufacture and sale within the 
States and the other the commerce between the States, but that both 
cover the same subject-matter—the manufacture and marking or sale 
of compound lard, 

The ger bill, so called, seeks to regulate that by a tax. The Pad- 
dock bill seeks to regulate it without a tax. If the Chair shall hold, 
as there has been an intimation, that it is a revenue bill—and it isa 
revenue bill by its terms, imposing a tax upon and regulating,” ete.— 
then that bill under the rules of this House should have gone to the 
Committee on Ways and Means; but the Chair indalges in a legislative 
fiction, and says that because the House of Representatives at one time 
sent the oleomargarine bill to the Committee on Agriculture, he, in 
his ministerial capacity, and without any instructions from the House, 
sent the bill which imposes a tax upon lard compound to the Committee 
on Agriculture. Now, I very respectfully insist that if this legislative 
fiction is a fair one, as covering the reference of this bill, then this leg- 
islative or legal fiction must follow the bill from the time it is intro- 
duced until it is disposed of. g 

You can not at one time say it is a revenue bill and then at another 
time say, Why, this is not a revenue bill.“ The Speaker of the 
House has referred it to the Committee on Agriculture upon the legis- 
lative fiction that it is nota revenue bill. Yet when we come here 
and seek to amend it we are met with the proposition that after all it 
is a revenue bill. ‘There are two horns to the dilemma, It is clearly 
the duty of the Speaker to refer this to the Committee on Ways and 
Means as a revenue bill, or you must take the other horn of the dilemma 
and say it is not a revenue bill. It can not have been a revenue bill yes- 
terday and not a revenue bill to-day. It can not bea bill which should 
be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and then not a bill which 
should be so referred. Will the Speaker decide that the Paddock bill 
is not properly referred to the Committee on Agriculture? Certainly 
not. Why did the Speaker refer them both to the same committee? 
Do not the rules of the House say that the Committee on Agriculture 
shall have charge of bills regulating certain things? Having referred 
both bills to the same committee, is it fair now for the Speaker of the 
House and is it good law and good fair sense to say that as toa bill 
coming from the same committee, with the same chairman, made up 
of the same members, having jurisdiction over the same questions, that 
one of their bills can not be introduced by way of an amendment to 
another of their bills because it is not germane? I think the Speaker 
should consider this also. The opponents of this bill ask for a vote 
upon this as an amendment. And it there is any doubt in the mind of 
the Speaker he should resolve that doubt not in favor of the technical 
construction which refuses us a chance to vote and to secure votes in 
favor of a pure-food bill. In other words, the doubt should be resolved 


notin favor of strict construction; but when the bills come from the 
same Committee on Agriculture, the committee having possession of 
both, having jurisdiction of that question, we should have an oppor- 
tunity to vote upon it. These bills involve the same question. 


The Conger bill says we will lard compound by taxing it. 
The Paddock bill says we will regulate lard compound as well as every 
other article of food, not by taxing it, but by allowing the State to tax 
it, and prohibit it from being manufa and sold from one State 
to another without proper marking. Now, if the Chair pleases, why 
should you not resolve the doubt, if there is any doubt, in your mind 
in favor of an expression by Representatives in Congress upon this 
matter? We want a vote. I have been all this time asking for votes 
upon amendments. By-waiving my right for the roll-call, I have had 
votes upon two amendments to this bill. I now ask for a vote on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa, either upon that 
proposition as an amendment, or by way of a substitute. Itis justas 
germane to that bill as any other amendment that can be offered. 

It is true that the Conger bill on its face is a revenue bill, but get 
at the spirit, get at the intention of the gentleman who introduced the 
bill, get at the intention of the introducers and friends of the bill and 
see if the Chair can not give a chance to have an expression in this 
House upon the merits of the case and not have a yote refused. Every 
man in this House is ready to go upon record upon this question. 
[Cries of Vote!“ „Vote!“ 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to decide the question. 

Mr. MORGAN. In view of that intimation I would like to make 
simply this suggestion. If it is the purpose of the Chair to go behind 
the words and look into the bill and ascertain its subject-matter, then 
of course the Chair will avail himself of-all means within his power. 
If the Chair is to be restricted by the words asa court of justice would 
be in considering an act of the Legislature, then of course the Chair 
will decide this to be a revenue bill. If the Chair is to go beyond that, 
then the Chair will avail himself of all the sources of information pos- 
sible to see whether this is a pure-food bill, and whether the amend- 
ment offered is germane. 

This bill, having been put in on the 28th day of July, was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture. The committee made a report and 
in that report they defined the purpose of this bill, and the report 
shows that the revenue clause was inserted here for the purpose only 
of jurisdiction. Let me read it. The objects stated are: 

1. To compel the branding of mixtures compounded of ingredients other than 
lard, but made in the semblance of and sold as lard, so that consumers may be 
advised of the nature of the article they purchase. 2. To relieve the mannfact- 
urers of pure lard ot the unfair competition of an imitation article made of 
cheaper ingredients and sold at a lower price. 3. To relieve to some extent 
the existing depression in the farming 3 caused in part by the displace- 
ment of a large and increasing amount of the pure fat of the hog by a spurious 
substitute put on the market under the name and brand of the genuine article. 

Now, if this were an act of Congress and the courts were called 
upon to construe it, then they would look to the language and see 
what the Congress of the United States have decided as to the inten- 
tion of this bi But now, sir, we are looking unto you to look into 
the true purpose for which it is intended. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Idemand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that in order 

Mr. OATES. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. OATES. In the event the Chair holds that the present amend- 
ment is not germane, and it should be offered as a substitute upon a 
motion to recommit, would the same question be made against it in 
that form as now? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think it would be any more 
in order then than now. 

Mr. OATES. Then, Mr. Speaker, if the attention of the Chair has 
not been called to it, I desire to call the attention of the Chair toa 
ruling that was made on the oleomargarine bill in the Forty-ninth 
Congress upon a motion to recommit with instructions. If the Chair 
has not seen the decision I will simply send it up so that the Chair 
may look at it. It was an instruction to add to the bill an income tax. 
The motion was admitted, though not argued; but it is a precedent, 
and it was voted upon by the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. Harcu. 1 demand the previous question upon the passage of the bill as 
amended. % 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. Mitts. I moveto recommit the bill to the Committee on Agriculture with 
the instructions which f send to the desk. ? 

The SPEAKER. It was to incorporate on it an income tax? 

Mr. HATCH. It was a revenue bill, Mr. Speaker, and the motion 
to recommit was simply to put in another section in à revenue bill. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair desires to call the attention of the 
House to the importance of the preservation of the rule which is ex- 
pressed in the following language: 


And no motion or proposition on a subject different from that under consid- 
eration shall be admitted under color of amendment. 


Originally the very — latitude was allowed, so that objects the 
most diverse were suddenly thrust upon the assembly. It was in or- 
der to correct that that there was established under general parlia- 
mentary law the doctrine that an amendment must be germane to the 
original or pending bill. The rules of the House of pg petra 
have embraced it in the form which the Chair hasread. It is very de- 
sirable that this rule should be preserved in its entirety, and whatever 
might be the wish of the Chair on this question now before him for de- 
cision, he must decide with reference to all like matters and with ref- 
erence to the general preservation of good order in the business of the 
House of Representatives. 3 

The fact thatthe bill which it is proposed to offer as an amendment 
has been pending under a point of order does not in any way alter the 
situation, because the decision must be governed by general principles 
or not be governed at all. It does not make any difference, either, 
whether these various bills were correctly or incorreètly referred. If 
a mistake was made at the time of reference that can not in any way 
interfere with the right of a member to make this point now. The 
Chair does not personally recollect the circumstances under which the 
original bill relating to this subject was referred to the committee, but 
it ishis impression that it was done in open House upon indication by 
the Speaker, and that indication was given from a recollection of man: 
votes on the part of members in the preceding House, which, alth 
not strictly governing the action of the Speaker of the ep House, 
yet at that time might very probably have impressed him as being a 
decision on the question. Subsequent references naturally followed. 


The fact that both bills were referred to the same committee, gentle- - 


men will see, does not touch upon the question as to whether they re- 
lated to difterent subjects within the meaning of the rule. 

An examination of the bills, it seems to the Chair, will show that the 
subjects of them are different. In the first one is a revenue bill 
in its form; as the gentleman from Mississippi has said, a bill of double 
aspect, perhaps, relating directly to revenue; incidentally to results 
which might follow. The other bill is one that in form and declara- 
tion relates to commerce between the States. There seems to be this 
palpable difference between the two bills as to the subject. Then one 
bill relates to the sale of lard and of compound lard, the latter being 
in strictness an adulteration of the former, not an injurious one within 
the purview of the provisions of this bill, and providing for the manu- 
facture and sale of both. The other relates to commerce between the 
States in regard to all manner of food, adulterated, salable, and not 
salable. Itseems to the Chair, therefore, that these subjects are plainly 
different and separate from cach other, and that the only resemblance 
between the two bills would be in the remote result which some 


members may think would follow them. Upon this view of the 


question it seems clear to the Chair that the point of order is well 
taken. 4 

Mr. MASON. I desire to appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the House? 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 112, noes 28, 

Mr. MASON. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER (after counting). There are 185 members present, 
a quorum. The question is—— 

Mr. MASON. I call for a division. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has had a division. 

Mr. MASON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays. Eleven 
members voted in the aflirmative—nota sufficient number; and the de- 
cision of the Chair stood as the judgment of the House. 

Mr. OATES, Mr. Speaker, would it be in order now to move to re- 
commit the bill ? 

The SPEAKER. It would not. The question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill as amended 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 101, noes 77. 

Mr. MASON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a point of order and 
a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The roll-call is the order now. 

Mr. MASON, It has not begun yet. ; 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman’s point is perhaps in relation to 
the present situation. 

Mr. MASON. That is what it is. I desire to make the point of or- 
der that the bill has not been engrossed, and I want to know whether 
it is in order to make it now or whether the point should be made 
after this question has been disposed of. 

The SPEAKER, The pending question is whether the House will 
order the bill to be engrossed and read the third time. The House not 
having ordered the bill to be engrossed, of course the Clerk can not 
farnish the engrossed bill. 

Mr. MASON. That is all I wanted to know. 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 116, nays 77, not vot- 


ing 134; as follows: 


YEAS—116. 
Allen, Mich. Dolliver, Lacey. 
Kans. Dorsey, La Follette, 
Atkinson, W. V. gs lan 
Vo. e, 
. Filan.” Martin, Ini 
A Martin, 
Bayne, Flick, Mason, 
Bergen, Flood. McClellan, 
ne Forman, MoCord, 
Boo Fowler, MeKenna, 
Brewer, Funston, maar A 
Brookshire, Gear, Moore, È 
Brosius, Gest, Morey 
Buchanan, N.J. Grosvenor, 0! 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Morse, 
Butterworth, Hatch. ud 
Caldwell, Haugen, Niedringhaus, 
Cannon, Hayes, Norton, 
Caruth, Haynes, O'Donnell, 
U. O’ Ferrall, 
Henderson, III. Owens, Ohio 
Clark, Wis. Henderson, Iowa Payson, 
Cogswell, ‘ermann, Post, 
Con: tt, Rai ont 
ay 
Connell, Holman, Randall 
Pa. ouk, Ray, 
ley, Kennedy, Reed, Iowa 
A Kerr, Iowa Reilly, 
= NAYS—77. 
Adams, Catcheon, McDu 
Bankhead, Dibble, McMillin, 
Barnes, Edmunds, McRae, 
Bland, Elliott, Mon r 
Biount, Enloe, Moore, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Featberston, organ, 
Buckalew, Forney, Mutchler. 
Burton, ae O'Neill, Pa. 
mes, j; 
Candler, Ga. . Penington, 
88 Henderson, N. C. rry, 
ngs, msey, 
ham, Quinn, 
Chipman, Lawler, Richardson, 
Clarke, Ala. Robertson. 
Lester. Ga. Rogers, 
is, Rowland, 
Ser. Meciart Skinne 
jammy, nner, 
Culberson, Tex. ó er, 
NOT VOTING—1H. 
Abbott, Cooper, Ind. Kilgore, 
Alderson, Cooper, Ohio Knapp, 
Allen, Miss. Cothran, Lansing, 
Anderson, Miss, Cowles, Laws, 
A . Craig, Lee, 
* Cummin; Lind, 
Baker, Dalzell, Lodge, 
Bartine, Da ~ Magner, 
Beckwith, Darlington, Maish, 
Belden, Davidson, Mausur, 
Belknap, De Haven, Martin, Tex. 
Biggs, Y, 
Bingham, Dickerson, McComas, 
Blanchard, Dunphy, MeCormick, 
Boatner, Ellis, Miles, 
Boutelle, E Milliken, 
Bowden, Finley, Mills, 
Ky. Fitch, Momit, 
r. Flower. Morrow, 
er, Geissenhainer, Nute, 
Brown, J.B Gibson, O' Neall, Ind. 
Browne, T. M. Gifford, O'Neil, Mass. 
Browne, Va. Goodnight, Osborne, 
Brunner, Greenhalge, Outhwaite, 
Va. Grout, Owen, Ind. 
Bullock, Hall, t, 
Bynum, 1. — ai, Payne, 
N mp . 
Candler, Mass. Herbert, Peel. 
Carter, Hooker, Perkins, 
Clancy, Hopkins, Peters, 
Ciunie, 8 „ 
Cobb, Kerr. Pa. Pickler, 
Coleman, Ketcham, Pierce, 


The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- 


ther notice: 


-~ Mr. OSBORNE with Mr. MILLS. 


Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. BLANCHARD. 


Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. Jason B. Brown. 
Mr. SANFORD with Mr. YODER. 


Mr. WATSON with Mr. SHIVELY. 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. DAVIDSON. 
Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON, 
Mr. PICKLER with Mr. DICKERSON. 


Mr. Mixes with Mr. SPINOLA. 


Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBOTT. 
Mr. Nore with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 
Mr. QUACKENBUSH with Mr. CLANCY. 
Mr. Morritr with Mr. MAGNER. 


Mr. FLoop with Mr. DARGAN, 


Mr. TowNSEND, of Colorado, with Mr. COWLES. 

Mr. LAxsING with Mr. ELLIS. 

Mr, BREWER with Mr, HOOKER. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. PAYNE with Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia. 

Mr. LODGE with Mr. ANDREW. 

Mr, CRAIG with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. SAWYER with Mr. HEMPHILL. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. HARE. 

Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. Morrow with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

Mr. SMYSER with Mr. SEXE TJ. 

Mr. McComas with Mr. GIBSON. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. COBB, 

Mr. Van SCHAICK with Mr. PARRETT. 

Mr. ScRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. GREENHALGE. 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. BRUNNER. 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. Grout with Mr. FITCH. 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 

Mr. MCKENNA with Mr, CLUNIE. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. De LANO with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr. LIND with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GEIssENHAINER. 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. KILGORE. 

The following for this day: 

Mr. BELKNAP with Mr. MCCARTHY. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio, with Mr. PAYNTER. 

Mr. Laws with Mr. BULLOCK. 

Mr, REYBURN with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. 

Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr, MAISH, 

Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. RUSK. 

Mr. COLEMAN with Mr. BYNUM. 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. GOODNIGHT. 

Mr. SCULL and Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania, were paired for the rest 
of this week. £ 

Mr. De HAVEN and Mr. Bidds were paired except on bankruptcy 
and national-bank legislation. 

Mr. Browne, of Virginia, and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, 
were paired for August 23. 

The following were paired on the Conger lard bill: 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, with Mr. Stump. 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts, 

Mr. HALL with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. LEE. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. CoTHRAN, 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. BROWER. 

Mr. BAKER and Mr. CumMryes were paired on this bill and all 
amendments thereto. 

Mr. BINGHAM and Mr. Cooper, of Indiana, were announced paired 
on the Conger lard bill. If present, Mr. Cooper would vote for the 
bill, Mr. BINGHAM against it. 

Mr. Hopkins and Mr. BOATNER were announced as paired on the 
Conger lard bill. If voting, Mr. HOPKINS would vote for the bill, 
Mr. BOATNER against it. 

Mr. CARTER and Mr. PEEL were announced as paired on the Conger 
lard bill. If present, Mr, CARTER would vote for the bill, Mr. PEEL 

inst it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired with the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Jason B. Brown]. If he were present, he would 
vote in the affirmative, and so do I. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with 
my colleague [Mr. ALDERSON], but as this is not a party question, and 
believing Mr. ALDERSON to be on the same side of this question that 
Tam, I have voted. s 

Mr. MCKENNA. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. CLUNIE]; 
8 5 with an understanding with him, I- have voted on 

Mr. ABBOTT. Iam paired with the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
MILLIKEN]. If he were present, I would vote no.“ 

Mr. WATSON. If the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. SarvEty], 
with whom I am paired, were present, I would vote ay.“ 

Mr. WRIGHT. Iam paired with the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. GEISSENHAINEE], but by agreement I have been permitted to 
vote on this bill. 

Mr. BREWER. I observed that I was announced as paired with 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hookrr]. I wish to state that 
I have been paired with him through other gentlemen; but to-day I 
notified the gentleman who had paired me that I was present, and the 
pair was declared off. Therefore I have voted. 

Mr. PRICE. I have been requested to state that my colleague [Mr. 
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BLANCHARD] has been called from the House and is paired with the 
ileman from Vermont [ Mr. STEWART]. It my colleague were here, 
e would vote no.“ I am informed that the gentleman from Ver- 
aai would vote ay.“ 

Mr. TUCKER. I am paired with the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. GREENHALGE] on political questions. Not regarding this 
as a political question, I have voted. 

Mr. MASON. Task for a recapitulation of the vote. 

The vote having been recapitulated, 

Mr. MASON said: I desire to change my vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Payson). The Clerk will again 
call the name of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MASON (when his name was again called) voted ay.“ [Cries 

of Good!“ and applause. ] 

Mr. STRUBLE (to Mr. Mason). If you will stop at that we will 
cheer you again 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. MASON. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

er BROSIUS, I move that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order that the motion of the gen- 


Mr. GEAR. That is a dilatory motion. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I withdraw it. 

Mr. MASON, I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular orderis the reading of the 
engrossed bill as demanded by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman allow the Chair to 
make a statement? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Well, it has become so common to inter- 
rupt the Chair that I really forgot. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The practice may be suspended then 
fora few moments. The regular Sider is the demand of “the 9 gentleman 
from Illinois for the reading of the engrossed bill. It is not yet upon 
the Clerk’s desk, but the Chair is informed that it will be in afew mo- 
ments. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Then in order to permit its engross- 
ment I move that the House adjourn, and on that motion call for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. MASON. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 72, nays 110, not vot- 
ing 145; as follows: 


tleman from IIlinois [Mr. Mason] issimply adilatory motion and ought YEAS—72. 
net be 5 s 8 Culberson, Tex. 22 Richardson, 
ASO. Ban . eon ason, bertson, 
ee 3 : : Edmunds, McAdoo, Rowland, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the present situation the Chair is | Bjount, Elliott, McClammy, 8 
unable to say that the motion is dilatory. The question is epee the | Breckinridge, Ark. Enloe, McCreary,’ Skinner, 
motion ot the gentleman from Pennsylvania to Jay on the table the N Featherston, McDuffie, Spooner, 
motion of the gentleman from Illinois to reconsider. aeia ara . 1 9 

The motion to reconsider was laid on the table, there being on a divis- | Candler, Ga. Grimes, Montgomery, Stone, Ky. 
ion (called for by Mr. Mason)—ayes 107, noes 59. 8 Farmer, eae, Tex. 5 lor, IL. 

5 4 organ, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The third reading of an engrossed bill. Cheadle, Henderson, N. C. Mulchler, TADIA 

Mr. MASON. I make the point of order that the bill is not en- | Cheatham, Kelley, Ontes, Turner, Ga. 

1 Clarke, Ala. Kinsey, O'Neill, Pa. Turner, N. Y. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Illinois demands Clements, 2 „ vagta, 
the reading of the engrossed bill, which is not at the Clerk’s desk. | Crain, Lehlbach, Price, Whiting, 
The Committee on Enrolled Bills report the following bills as correctly | Crisp. Lester, Ga. Quinn, Wilkinson, 
enrolled. NAYS—110. 

A ENROLLED BILLS. Allen. Mich. Dolliver, Lacey, Rockwell, 

The Clerk read the following titles of a joint resolution and bills re- | Anderson, Kans. Dorsey, tai, 2 
eee KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, as Atkinson, W. va. Evans. : Lane, y Simo j: 5 

y : uhar, ter, Va. ta, W. Va. 
Bartine, Fithian, Martin, Ind, Snider, 

Joint resolution (S. R. 71) directing the Librarian of Congress, the Librarian | Barwig, Flick, McCormick, Springer, 
of the Senate, the Librarian of the Houseof Representatives, and the librarian | Bayne, Flood, McKenna, Stivers, 
of the Department of Justice, respectively, to deliver extra or duplicate copies | Bergen, Forman, McKinley, Stone, Mo, 
of law books to the law department of the Howard 3 Bliss, Fowler, oore, N Struble, 

A bill (S. 116) to extend the provisions of law granting pensions for disability | Boothman, Funston Morey, Sweney, 
and for the relief of dependent relatives of soldiers and sailors; Brewer, 2 Morrill, Taylor, E. B. 

pi bill (S. 276) spent rat for leave of absence for officers and emp pen} the kshire, Gest, Morse, Taylor, J. D. 

oms service of the Government who receive per diem compe Brosius, Grosvenor, Mudd Taylor, Tenn. 

118 bill (S. 846) for the relief of Nathaniel McKay and the executors of 1 Donald naa ae N.J. ranjhan Niedringbaus, SONEN N 

urrows, 7 'ownsen: 

GS rent 1 (S. 1502) granting a on to Mary Ellen Fi rald; Butterworth, Haugen, Q"Dontiell, Turner, a 

A bill (S. 2504) providing for an inspection of meats for exportation, hibit- | Caldwell, Haynes, Walker, 
ing the importation of adulterated articles of food or drink, and authorizing | Cannon, Heard, = Owens, Ohio Watson, 
the President to make proclamation in certain cases, and for other purposes; Caruth, Henderson, ni. Payson, Wickham, 

A bill (S. 2661) toamend an act entitled “An act to authorize ſoot and carriage Caswell, Henderson, Iowa Post, Williams, III. 
or N ness aon the Mississippi River at St. Paul, in the State of Mine Clark, at trae L Williams. Ohio 
nesota,”’ approv uly Cogswe nes, ison, Mo, 

‘A bill (S. 2979) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi | Comstock, Hitt, Randall, Wilson, Wash. 
River at some accessible point between the mouth ofthe Illinois and the mouth | Conger, Holman, Ray, Wright, 
of the Missouri Rivers; Connell, Houk, Reed, Iowa Yardley. 

A bill (S. 3127) amending an act entitled“ An act to constitute Lincoln, Nebr., | Culbertson, Pa, Kennedy, Reilfy, 

of delivery, and to extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 1580, en- | Dingley, Kerr, Iowa Rife, 
tit ed An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of 
dutiable is, and for other purposes,’ to said port of Lincoln; NOT VOTING—145. 
VAS * to reorganize and establish the customs collection district of Abbott Cobb, Hocker Peel 

A bill (S. 3714) to apply a portion of the proceeds of the public lands to the | Alderson, i: Hopkins, Perkins, 
more complete endowment and support of the colleges for the benefit of agri- | Alen, Cooper, Ind. Kerr, Pa. Peters, 
eaters ans and the m < sonani — established under the provisions of an act of pre ist Miss. Goo ars OE pea 3 

pproved July i 5 x . A 

A tin ts (S. 3255 to authorize the construction of a bridas across the Columbia | Atkinson, Pa. 8 les, Knapp, Pierce, b 
River by the Oregon Railway Extensions Company ; Baker, Cu F. ing. Quackenbush, 

A bill (S. 4335) to change the time of the sessions of 1 ihe cirenit and district | Beckwith, ins, lates Reyburn, 
courts for the western district of Missouri. j . — ee Lind 

COMPOUND LARD, : Darlington, ge, Sanford, 
4 S $ z, Bingham, Davidson, Magner, Sawyer, 

During the reading of the report of the Committee on Enrolled Bills, | Blanchard, De Haven, Maish, Scran 

Mr. FRANK said: I move that the House adjourn. —.— De Lano, 8 pont 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Regular order. ers 8 po) 22 

a Boutell Dick k Necarin 3 Sherman, 

Mr. GEAR. I make the point of order that that is a dilatory me- Bowden’ Dusky, McClellan, Shively,” 

as W MeCord, 5 
í ; ; ; ickner, s yser, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the reading of the SONOR, Ewatt, Miles, Spinola. 

report had better be concluded, Brown, J. B. Finley, Milliken, r, 
. FRANK. Very well. Browne, T. M. Fitch, Mills, Stephenson, 

Mr. MASON. Regular order. —.— Va. eee oo Stewart, Ga. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is the regular order. Val Giese Oe Stewart, Vi. 

Mr. MASON, The regular order does not include the report on en- | Bullock, Gifford, O'Neall, Ind. Stump, 
rolled bills. Campbell Sema ORAA ak Someta 

5 mpbell, . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a privileged report. = Mass. Grout, Outhwaite, Townsend, Colo. 

The reading of the report was concluded as above. Carter, Hal, Owen, Ind. Tucker, 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I move that the House do now adjourn, [Cries | Chipman. Heraphül. Danesi, Tames, 
of “No!” „No!“ a Clunie, Herbert, ter, Vaux, 
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Venable, Wallace, N. Y. Wiley, Yoder, 
Waddill, Wheeler, Mich. Wilcox, 
Wade, Whitthorne, Wilson, Ky. 
Wallace, Mass. Wike, Wilson, W. Va. 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. VANDEVER with Mr. VAUX, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Has the vote been recapitulated? 

Mr. MASON, I demand the recapitulation of the vote. 

The Clerk read the names of those voting. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. [Cries 
of ‘‘ Regular order!“ '] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will read the engrossed bill. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make the point of order that the 
bill as engrossed has not been compared. ‘The committee has not re- 
ported it as correctly engrossed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not advised as to the ne- 
cessity for that. 

Mr. MASON. There has been no report from the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Ifthe gentleman will kindly refer the 
Chair to a rule requiring an engrossed bil] to be compared by a com- 
mittee, the Chair will be glad to see it, 

Mr. MASON. There is no evidence that it has been engrossed or 


compared. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The presumption is that it has been, 
and it comes regularly to the Clerk’s desk. [Cries of Regular or- 
der!“ 

Ar. MASON. I would like to be heard a minute. When the other 
bills were presented the Speaker announced that the following bills 
were correctly enrolled. 

Mr. CONGER. But this is an engrossed bill, and that is a different 


case. 

Mr. GEAR. The gentleman is confusing an engrossed bill witha 
report from the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

Mr. MASON. Now, there area great many gentlemen around me 
who know more about what I want to say than I do m It does 
not cost much to hear me fora minute. I say that the bill now in the 
Clerk’s hands and which he is proceeding to read is not authenticated 
in any way as the engrossed copy of the bill which the House is to act 
upon. There is no report from any one that it is correctly engrossed 
or compared. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the other way. 

Mr, MASON. What evidence? » 

The SPEAKER profempore. The evidence of the Clerk of the House, 

Mr. MASON. Where is the report? 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. It does not requireareport. The case 
is very clear to the present occupant of the chair. The case to which 
the gentleman from Illinois alludes in the laying before the House of a 
report of the Committee on Enrolled Bills is a report that is regularly 
made by a committee of the House on each bill, seriatim, although 
there may be a number embodied in the same report. In the present 
ease a paper comes from the clerk of the House to whom is assigned 
the duty of engrossing the bills on which the House is to pass, That 
duty has been executed; the bill has been engrossed, and the clerk is 
now proceeding to execute the order of the House to lay before the 
House this bill, purporting to be an engrossed copy coming from the 
officer having charge of it. In the opinion of the Chair this is conclu- 
sive, at all events it would be persuasive, that the bill coming from 
the Clerk of the House and being read from the desk had been prop- 
erly engrossed. 

Mr. MASON. But just one moment. There was a report brought 
in with every other bill, except this one, that it had been compared and 
found to be truly enrolled. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the iact 

Mr. MASON. I can not hear what the Chair is saying. There are 
so many gentlemen on the floor who are making suggestions to the 
Chair that I can not hear what has been said. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. But the Chair has ruled on this mat- 
ter, and the gentleman from Illinois is not in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mason] shall understand the situation of affairs. 
The point the gentleman states, and the illustration that he states as 
to bills being laid before the House as correctly enrolled, refers to bills 
that have come from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, which makes a 
formal report as to every paper coming from it and being laid before 
the House. That is the instance the gentleman cites. It is not anal- 
ogous to the present situation, because the paper which is about to be 
read now purports to be an mg copy of a bill which comes from 
the office of the Clerk of the House in the ordinary administration of 
the duties of that office. [Cries of Regular order! ] 

Mr. MASON. But, Mr. Speaker, it has no report with it and every 
other one has had a report with: it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But there is never any report with a 
bill which comes in in this form. 


The evidence before the Chair is all 


But the gentleman seems to overlook 


Mr, MASON. Who presents this report? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk of the House presents a pa- 
per from his office as one of the officers of the House 

Mr. MASON. Does the Chair rule that I can not demand a report 
that this bill is properly enrolled? 

A MEMBER. It has not beenenrolled. This is simply an engrossed 
bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ee doa not seem to appreciate the distinction between an en- 
ill and an enrolled bill. 

Mr. MASON. There are so many gentlemen who are trying to help 
the Chair that I can not hear what the Chair is saying. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pointof order is overruled, and 
the Clerk will read, 

The Cierk began the reading of the bill, 

Mr. MASON. I desire to appeal from that decision. 
Regular order!“ 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would suggest that the gentleman has the right 
to do what I did on the third reading of the election bill, to compare 
it for himself as it is read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Mason] appeals. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not think there is anything to appeal from. 

Mr. ROWELL. I make the point of order that that is a dilatory 
proceeding. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask whether this appeal was taken from 
an order of business or what the appeal is from. 

Mr. BURROWS. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that this is not a question 
from which an appeal can be taken, a simple statement of the Chair 
that a paper is to be read. No appeal can lie from such a statement as 
that. [Cries of Regular order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan will 


[Cries of 


From the decision of the Chair the 


proceed. 

Mr. BURROWS. I simply make the point of order that an appeal 
can not lie from that. 

Mr. CANNON. And that it is dilatory, 

Mr. GEAR. I make the further point that the bill had commenced 
to be read and that he was too late. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to state what the par- 
liamentary situation seems to be. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mason] made the point of order that there has been no report from 
the Committee on Enrolled Bills as to this bill, and that it car not be 
read before such report is presented. The Chair overrules the point of 
order, and from that decision the gentleman from Illinois states that 
he desires to appeal. 

Several MEMBERS, He can not appeal from that, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the judgment of the Chair, it is 
such a decision as an appeal would lie from, and the question before the 
House is, Shall the decision of the Chairstand as the judgment of the 
House? 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MASON. TI call for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on the demand for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Eighteen gentlemen rising, not a suf- 
ficient number; and the yeas and nays are refused. 

Mr. MASON. The other side. 5 

The other side was counted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the demand for the yeas and nay4 
the ayes are 18 and the noes 122. < 

Mr. MASON. No quorum, Mr, Speaker. 

Mr. GEAR. It does not take a quorum to decide the question of a 
call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MASON. Oh, yes, it takes a quorum to do business, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the ayes are 18 and 
the noes are 122, and the demand for the yeas and nays is refused. 
[Cries ol Regular order !”"] 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will continue to read. 

Mr. MASON. Nr. S er, I desire to make the point that there is 
no quorum; and I would like to have a ruling upon that question. 

Mr. ROWELL. The demand for the yeas and nays does not require 
a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A quorum is not necessary upon that. 

5 85 the Constitution one-fifth of those present may require a roll- 
call. 

Mr. MASON. But I make the point of order that there is no quo- 
rum present to do business. We are not in Committee of the Whole. 
There is not a quorum here, and I make that point. You can not read 
the bill or do any business in the absence of a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. MASON. I shall have to appeal from that decision. [Cries of 
‘* Dilatory motion!“ and Regular order !’"] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair declines to entertain the 


a . 
"ir MASON. All right. 
The Clerk hegan reading. 


5 
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Mr. MASON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to make the point of or- 
der. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! ] I am informed that there is not a 
copy of the engrossed bill in the presence of this House in the hands of 
the Clerk. 1 want to know whether I am right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In answer to the gentleman from Nli- 
nois the Chair will say that the Chair is advised that the engrossed 
bill is present, and the Clerk will proceed with the reading. [Ap- 

lause. 
: Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. MASON. Now let us take a little time about this. I want to 
be heard fora minute, [Cries of Regularorder!““] The Chair states 
that he is advised that the bill is all here. Now, I have no doubt the 
Chair understands that to be correct; but I am advised that that is 
not so. I ask in the interest of fair play that the Chair investigate the 


matter. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. All the officers about the Chair advise 


the Chair now, while this colloquy is going on, that the engrossed copy 
of the bill is at the Clerk’s desk in front of the Chair. 

Mr. MASON, All of it? 

The SPEAKER protempore. Allofit, [Cries of Regular order !’"] 
The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk resumed the reading. 

During the reading of section 4, S 

Mr. MASON said: Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege in 
regard to the reading, which I desire to present to the Chair. [Cries 
of ‘Regular order!“ ]! I want to know if I can have the amendments 
which I offered so that I can compare them with what is contained in 
the bill as read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, That is not a parliamentary question. 
It is not a privileged question. The Chair has no doubt that the gen- 
tleman can be provided with a copy of the amendments where they are 
accessible and can compare them with the reading; but the reading can 
not be interrupted. ; 

Mr. MASON. That is all right. I would like to have them so as 
to see that the amendments are properly engrossed. 

The reading of the engrossed bill was resamed and concluded. 

Mr. OATES. I move to recommit the bill with instractions, which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Agriculture with 
instruction to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

That, for the purpose of protecting the commerce in food ee and drags 
between the several States and Territories of this Union and foreign countries, 
the Secretary of Agriculture shall organize in the Department of Agriculture a 
division to be known as the food division, and make necessary rules governing 
the same to carry out the provisions of this act, and appoint a chief thereof, at 
a salary of $3,000 per annum, whose duty it shall be to procure from time to 
time, under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the retary of Agricult- 
ure, and cause tobe analyzed or examined samples of food and drugs sold or 
offered for sale in any State or Territory other than where manufactured. The 
Seeretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized to employ such chemists, in- 
s ors, clerks, laborers, and other employés as may be necessary to carry out 
the provisions of this act. 

“Seco. 2. That the introduction into any State or Territory from any other State 
or Territory or foreign country of any article of food or drugs which is adul. 
terated within the meaning of this act, is hereby preninte, and any person 
who shall willfully and knowingly ship or deliver forshipment from any State 
or Territory or foreign country to any other State or Territory, or who sball 
knowingly receive in any Stute or Territory from any other State or ‘Territory 
or foreign country, or who, having so received, shall deliver, for pay or other- 
wise, or offer to deliver to any other person, any such article so adulterated 
within the meaning of this act, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and for such 
offense be fined not exceeding $200 for the first offense, and for each su uent 
offense not exceeding $300, or be imprisoned not exceeding one year, or both, 
in the discretion of the court, 

“Sec, 3. That the chief of said food division shall make or cause to be made 
under rulcs and regulations to be prescribed bythe Secretary of Agriculture, 
examinations of specimens of food and drugs which may be collected from time 
to time under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture under its direction in various parts of the country, and publ in bul- 
letins the result ofsuch analyses. But the names of manufacturers or venders 
of such foods or drugs analyzed shall in no case be published in such bulletins 
until after conviction in the courts of violation of this act. If it shallappear 
from such examination that any of the provisions of this act have been violated 
the Secretary of Agriculture shall at once cause a report of the fact to be made 
to the proper United States district attorney, with a copy of the results of the 
analysis duly authenticated by the analyst under oath, 

“Src, 4. That it shall be the duty of every district attorney to whom the food 
division shall report any violation of this act to cause proceedings to be com- 
menced and prosecuted without delay for the fines an 2 in such case 
provided, unless, upon inquiry and examination, he shall decide that such pro- 

ings can not probably be sustained, in which case he shall report the facts 
tothe food division. 

“ SEC. 5. That the term drug.“ as used in this act, shall inclade all medicines 
for internal or external use. The term food.“ as used herein, shall include 
all articles used for food or drink by man, whether 5 or compound. 


“Sec, 6. That for the purpose of this act an article shall be deemed to be 
adulterated— 
“Tn case of croga; 
“First, If, when sold under or by a name ized in the United States 


recogn: 

Pharmacoporia, it differs within the knowledge of the seller from the standard 
of strength, quality, or gees dl according to the tests laid down therein. 

Second. If, when sold under or by a name not recognized in the United States 
Pharmacopcria, but which is found in some other pharmaco; oro stand- 
ard work on materia medica, it differs within the knowledge of the seller ma- 
terially from the standard of strength, quality, or purity according to the tests 
laid down in said work. 
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= Gone Ifits strength or purity fall below the professed standard under which 
sold. 
In the case of food or drink: 

“First. bg hans or substances has or have been knowingly mixed and 
packed with it so as to reduce or lower or injuriously affect its qey or 
strength, so that such product, when offered for sale, shall be calculated and 
shalltend to deceive the purchaser, : 

“Second. If ard inferior substance or substances has or have been 2 
substituted wholly or in part for the artiele, so that the product, when sold, sha! 
be calculated and shall tend to deceive the purchaser. 

“Third. If any valuable constituent of the article has been knowingly wholl, 
or in part abstracted, so that the product, when sold, shall be calculated an 
shall tend to deceive the purel r. 

Fourth. If it be an imſtation ot and knowingly sold under the specific name 
of another article. 

„Fifth. If it be knowingly mixed, colored, powdered, or stained in a manner 
whereby damage is concealed, so that such product, when sold, shall be calcu- 
lated to deceive the purchaser, 

“Sixth, [fit contain, within the knowlege of the seller, any added poisonous 
ingredient or any ingredient which may render such article injurious to the 
health of the person consuming it. 

“Seventh. Frit consists, within the knowledge of the seller, of the whole or 
any part of a deceased, [diseased] filthy, decomposed, or putrid animal or veg- 
sinble substance, or any portion ofan animal unfitfor food, whether manufact- 
ured or not, or if it is the product of a d auimal, or of au animal that has 
died otherwise than by slaughter: Provided, That an article of food or drug 
which does not contain, within the knowledge of the seller, any added poisonous 
ingredient shall not be deemed to be adulterated — 

First, in the case of mixtures or compounds which may be now or from time 
to time hereafter known as articles of food under their own distinctive names, 
and not included in the definition fourth of this section; 

“Second, in the case of articles labeled, branded, or tagged so as to plainly in- 
dicate that they are mixtures, compounds, combinations, or blends; 

“Third, when any matter or ingredient has been added to the food or drug be- 
cause the same is required for the production or preparation thereof as an arti- 
cle of commerce in a state fit for carriage or consumption, and not fraudulently 
to increase the bulk, weight, or measure of the food or drug, or conceal the in- 
ferior quality thereof; 

“Fourth, where the food or drug is unavoidably mixed with some extraneous 
matter in the process of collection or preparation. 

“SEC, 7. That every person manufacturing, offering, or exposing for sale or 
delivering to a purchaser any drug or article of food included in the provisions 
of this act shall furnish such drugs or article of food to any person interested or 
demanding the same, who shall apply to him for the purpose, and shall tender 
him its value of a sample sufficient for the analysis of any such article of food 
which is in his possession. And ae the presentation of such drug or article 
of food to the proper officer of the food division by a responsible person, with a 
request from such person for an official analysis of the same, the chief of such 
division shall make, or cause to be made, such analysis of the drug or article 
food so presented, under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture, 

“Sec, S. That whoever refuses to comply, upon demand, with the requirements 
of section 8 of this act shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, u conviction, 
shall be fined not exceeding one hundred nor less than ten dollars, or impris- 
oned not exceeding one hundred nor less than thirty days, or both. And any 
person found guilty of manufacturing, offering for sale, or selling an adulter- 
ated article of food or drug under the provisions of this act shall be adjudged to 
pay, in addition to the penalties heretofore provided for, all the necessary costs 
and expenses incurred in inspecting and analyzing such adulterated articles of 
which said person may have been found guilty of manufacturing, selling, or 
offering for sale, 

‘Spc, 9, That in prosecutions for violations of this act proof of the act done 
shail be held to imply knowledge and intent on the part of the accused, unless 
such knowledge and intent shall be disproved on the trial. 

“Sec. 10. Thay this act shall not be construed to interfere with commerce wholly 
internal in any State, nor with the exercise of their police powers by the several 


States,” 

Mr. BROSIUS. I make the point of order against the resolution 
just read. My point of order is upon the part of it instructing the com- 
mittee to report the bill read by the Clerk. The point of order has 
just been ruled on by the Speaker of the House that this bill can not 
be offered as a substitute, or as an amendment, without violating the 
rules of the House. I therefore make the point that under this state- 
ment it is not in order to instruct the committee to violate the rules 
of the Honse in reporting the bill just read. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I make the additional point of order that it is not 
in order to do by commitment what can not be done by amendment, 
This was offered as an amendment and was ruled to be out of order, 
and it can not be recommitted for the same purpose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is prepared torule upon the 
question, This proposition, as the Chair understands it, was submit- 
ted in the nature of an amendment when the bill was under consider- 
ation, and, the point of order being made against it, it was decided by 
the Speaker that the amendment as proposed was not in order. From 
that an appeal was taken, and the decision of the Chair was sustained 
by the House. Now, the question is presented whether, under a mo- 
tion to recommit with instructions, the same proposition may be so con- 
sidered. Upon principle, as well as upon authority, the Chair is very 
clear that this can not be done, and will cause the Clerk to read a de- 
cision made by Mr. Speaker CARLISLE in 1886 upon a similar question. 

Mr. FUNSTON. You will also find it at page 502 of the Manual. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Hrrr moved to recommit the bill to the Committee on Public Lands with 
instructions to report the Senate bill for which a substitute had been adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER made the point of order that the said motion was not in order, 
for the reason that the text of the Senate bill had been stricken out by the House 
and new matter inserted, and it was not in order to propose the insertion 
of matter which the House had just rejected. 

The Speaker sustained the said point of order, and held it was not in order 
to move the recommitment of a bill with instructions to report matter which 
would not be inorder if offered as an amendmentin the House. The House 
had just voted to strike out the text of the Senate bill and insert a new propo- 
sition, and it was not therefore in order to do indirectly, by way of „ 
that which could not be done directly by way of amendment, 
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Mr. BLAND. Ihave up to this time opposed this bill on grounds 
of economy. But as it is now developed that many of those op- 
2 to it seek to prevent a vote on the bill and to defeat it by delay, 

shall change my attitude toward the bill. This is the only way I 
have to dissociate myself from the effort to defeat a vote upon it. 
Many of the party I represent, I think, believeitoughtto pass. While 
I differ in that I can not afford to appear in the light of ob- 
structing its fair consideration. 

The question was taken and tellers were refused. 

[Cries of Ps, pot order!“ 

2 SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 
< The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore declared that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MASON. I call for a division. 

Mr. HATCH. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MASON. Yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 112, nays 46, not vot- 
ing 169; as follows: 


YEAS—112. 

Alles, Mich. Dockery, Kennedy, Reilly, 
Anderson, Kans. Dolltver. Lacey, Rife, 
Arnold, Dorsey, La 1, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dunnell, Laidlaw, Rowell, 
Banks, Evans, e. Russell, 
Bartine, Farquhar, Lester, Va. Smith, In. 
Barwig, Fith' Martin, Ind. Smith, W. Va. 
Bayne, Flick, rn ie Snider, 
Bergen, F lood, * Springer, 
Bland, Forman. McKenna, Stivers, 

Fowler, M Stone, Mo. 

b Moore, H Struble, 

Brewer, Gear, roe Sweney. 
Brool kakiiro, Geest. Morrill Taylor, E. B 

Grosvenor, Morse, ylor, J. 
che N. J. Hansbrough, Mudd. ylor, Tenn, 
Burrows, s Niedringhaus, Thomas, 
Butte z Haugen, orton, Townsend, Pa, 
Caldwell, yes, O'Donnell, er, 
Cannon, Haynes, 88 Walker, 
Caruth, a Owen, In Wie 
Caswell Henderson, M. Owens, Ohio Willeox, 
Clark, Wis. wa Payson, Will III. 
Comstock, a » —— Ohio 
Conger, 3 * ilson, Mo. 
Connell, Wilson, Wash. 
Culbertson, Pa. Holman. Randall, 28 

gley, Houk, Ray, Y ey. e 
NAYS—46. 

Candler, Ga. Covert, Edmunds, 
Bankhead, Catchings, Crain, Elliott, 
Blount, Crisp, Featherston, 
Burton, Clements, Culberson, Tex. Forney, 
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The SPEAKER protempore. Upon this authority the Chair sustains | Harmer, M 8 O'Neill, Pa, Ste Tex. 
the point of order. [Cries of Bape order !??] reed MeMillin, Price, Rocka, 
Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, if I understand the Chair, the decision i McRae, ninn, man, 
rests upon the of incongruity between the instruction and the 1 . Kotar ton; 8 
bill under consideration. ' 1 eon 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The decision rests directly upon the | MoClammy, Oates, ` - ner, 
decision of the Speaker of the House, that a motion to amend when XOT VOTING—109. 
= same 1 = agp form of an amendment is not germane to Abbott, Cooper. Ohio tie Scull, 
ill is no order. P bn te 2 mig ti oe og E — 
OL 1 That itis not germane, because the pending alan = 111 Graig Tones — oe 
revenue bill? Andrew, Cummings, ö Si 3 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman was present and heard ‘Atkinson, Pa. Qutebeos Nabe. Skinner? f 
Baker, Dalzell, Mansur, 4 
the reasons stated by the Speaker. B I M Wer 2 
Mr. OATES. This being a revenue bill, I move to recommit the bill | Beckwith, Darlington, Mason, Stablnecker, 
to the Committee on Ways and Means without instructions, Belden, Davidson, McAdoo, Stephenson, 
The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore announced that ee ne Haro, McCarthy, —.— oA. 
the noes seemed to have it. s bbl: aN McCormick Stockb: 
Mr. OATES. Division Blasehard, Dicker aa eee 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 41, noes 115. Boutelle, Dunphy, Milliken, Deter in. 
The BPEATER eb legere, ‘The gentlemen from Tilinala make the enges ark, Seek —.—— en nes CO 
* y * 
t UOA t. The Chair will count. [After count- Breckinridge, e Nets, — 
Rg. J One hundred and sixty-seven members are within the bar of the cee Flower, O. Neal, Ind. Turner, N. Y. 
quorum. [Laughter. ] The ‘‘noes’’ have it, and the motion Brown, J = En — a O'Neil, Mass. y 5 
to recommit is rejected. FO WNS, As ahainer, Osborne, an Schai 
Mr. OATES. I demand the yeas and nays. [Cries of Too late! ““] vidata Ai — 898 Venable, 
The re was taken on ordering the yeas and nays; and the | Buchanan, Va. ht, Waddill, 
Speake: tempore announced that thirty-one gentlemen had arisen | Buckalew, 8 Paynter, Veiter 
spe support off hof the demand—not a sufficient number. ep . — š Wallace’ * 
0 I ask the Speaker how medy he counted. Bynum, | 1, oho Washington, 
The SPEAKER Thirty-on ; 5 o n. 
Mr. MASON. I counted thirty-five. [Cries of . Oh! 2) —— epal — a ear 
The SPEAKER pro The yeas and nays are refused. Carter, Pierce, Whiting, 
Mr. CATCHINGS, Mr. OATES, and Mr. MASON. The other side. | Cheadle, — Quackenbush, Whitthorne, 
The other side was counted. Glan a < Kerr, I Reyburn WI h 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (after counting). One hundred and ce, Kerr, Pa oh Wilson, Ky. 
thirty-one members have arisen the demand for the yeas and 8 N a Sree Wn Vas 
nays. On this division the ayes are 31, the noes 131—not a sufficient 2 —.— v Sanford, 7 
- number—and the yeas and nays are Co! Lansing, Sawyer, 
Mr. OATES, I demand tellers. Cooper, Ind. Laws, Scranton, 


Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. SHivety]. If he were present, I would vote “ay” 
upon the of the bill. 

Mr. B Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my colleague [Mr. 
Cummines]. If he were present, he would vote in the negative and 
I would vote in the affirmative on the passage of the bill. 

Mr.McKENNA. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired with my (Mr. 
CLUNIE]J, but, in accordance with an gianna with him in regard 
to measures of this kind, I have voted. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I have voted on the understanding that 
my vote was necessary to make a quorum, If there is aquorum pres- 
ent without me, I will withdraw my vote, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Jason B. Brown]. If he were present, he would 
vote in the affirmative on this question, and, by an understanding with 
him, I have voted. 

Mr. MANSUR. Iam paired with the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
Perrrs]. He has informed me that if he were present he would vote 
against this bill, and if I were to vote I would vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

The following additional pairs were announced on this bill: 

Mr. CoGSWELL with Mr. TRACEY. 

Mr. CUTCHEON with Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. 

Mr. SIMONDS with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa, with Mr. GRIMES. 

Mr. CHEADLE and Mr. ENLOE were announced as paired for the rest 
of this day. 

Mr. Kerr, of Iowa, and Mr. TuRNER, of Georgia, were announced 
as paired on the Conger lard bill. If present, Mr. Kerr, of Iowa, 
would vote for it; Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, would vote against it. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Lask unanimous consent that the recapitulation 
of the names of members voting be dispensed with. 

Several members objected. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr.BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to sabmita parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROSIUS. In case the House should now adjourn, would the 

of this bill take precedence of other business after the reading 
of the Journal on Monday or Tuesday next? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the bill would come up either 
on Monday under the rules or on Tuesday under the special order. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask whether it would not preferably 
come up on Monday? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair would prefer to poner that on Monday. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 7 o'clock 
and 10 minutes p. m.) adjourned. ; 
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EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 


LANDS OF CERTAIN FLATHEAD INDIANS IN MONTANA, 


A letter from the Secretary ofthe Interior, transmitting a communi- 
cation from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and accompanying 
draught of a bill “to enable the Secretary of the Interior to com Ag 
the appraisement and sale of lands patented to certain Flath 
dians in the Bitter Root Valley, in Montana, and providing for the re- 
moval of said patentees to the Jocko reservation’’—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. CHIPMAN: 


Whereas by the actof March 3, 1887, which provides for an increase of the Navy 

ofthe United States, it is enacted that the material used in all naval stractures 

provided for in said act and in the armament of the same shall be so far as 

88 of American production and furnished and manufactured in the 
ited States; and 

Whereas under t the provisions of said act and of 2 acts . ſor — 
manufacture of n: vessels and ir armament from Amer 
Bethlehem Iron Company of Pennsylvania is now eee in 8 
for the Government of the United States armor-plates and gun-steel for sve nd 
of the ships provided forin said act of March 3, 1887; and 

eee it sap rs by a report made by Otto E. Heimer, United States consul 

Santiago de Cuba, Novem’ 21, 1889, that the aie Tron Company (lim- 
thea) is “ahippin in steamers under the British fl large amounts of ore 
from the Island of Oubs, a Spanish on, for“ — by the Bethlehem Iron 
Company, of Bethlehem, Pa „ and that the stockholders of said company are 

ly composed o f capitalists ts in Pennsylvania; and 
retinas the p reacribing that the material of the ships of the 
United States Navy and and their armament shall be American is that the Govern- 
ment ofthe Uni States shall be independent of all other countries in the 
matter of building and equipping its vessels of 1 5 Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy requested to inform the 
House, if not incompatible with the ublio 3 W said company is 
importing and using for the manufacture of steel forgings, which it has con- 

tracted to furnish to the Government.of the United States under the aforesaid 

act of 1887, any ore imported from the Island of Cuba or any other foreign 

yg ren 4 into the United States. Whether it isnot practicable to find in the State 

of Michigan or elsewhere in the United States ore suitable in quality and mer 
cient in quantity for the manufacture of such steel as the said com > pron ony 

to furnish to the Government of the United States under sai and 

t reason or excuse said company has to offer or has given, if any, for import- 

— and using foreign ores for the manufacture ofarmor - plates and vessels instead 

of American; and, further, whether any such company or person en in 


urpose of 


furnishing steel or other matorial for use in the manufacture of naval vessels 
5 — 3 States and their armaments is using foreign material in the manu- 
ure thereof 


to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and of as follows: 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 7054) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay to the city of Lincoln, Nebr., one-half the 
cost of constructing pavements in front of the public square owned by 
the United States Government in said city, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3010 —to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committeeon War Claims, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 2962) for the relief of Mathias 
Pedersen, accompanied by a report (No. 3011)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. McADOO, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 2099) for the relief ot John G. 
5 by a report (No. 3012) —to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to the 
Clerk and laid on the table as follows: 

By Mr. POST, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, on 
the bill (H. R. 7239) to provide for the better protection of life in case 
of firein the District of Columbia. (Report No. 3002.) 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT, trom the Committee on Invalid Pensions, on 
the bill (H. R. 8307) granting a pension to Stephen H. Jackson, of 
Laurel County, Kentucky. (Report No. 3003.) 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN, from the Committee on Claims, on the bill 
(H. R. 8187) for the relief of Edmund C. Bailey. (Report No. 3004.) 

By Mr. SNIDER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, on the bill 
(H. R. 9593) for the relief of William P. Witherow. (Report No. 
3005.) 

Also, on the bill (H. R. 5229) to correct the military history of Daniel 
Coonan. (Report No. 3006.) 

Also, on the bill (H. R. 8487) for the relief of Timothy McCarty. 
(Report No. 3007.) 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, the following adverse reports were de- 
livered to the Clerk and indefinitely postponed: 


By Mr. SNIDER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, on the 
bill Ts. 2079) for the relief of W. Madden. (Report No. 3008.) 
By Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, on the bill 
(8. 1081) granting an increase of pension to John 8. Hall, (Report 
No, 3009, ) 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


3 clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following change of reference was 


A bin (H. R. 5698) for the relief of Sarah Grisson— Committee on 
Claims discharged and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BREWER: A bill (H. R. 11824) for the relief of Mary Buck- 
land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 11825) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George R. Shebbeard—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

eM Mr. DUNNELL:; A bill (H. R. 11826) granting a pension to French 
W. Thornhill—tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Memorial of 15 merchants and citizens of Dallas, 
Dallas County, Texas, protesting against legislation by Congress com- 
pelling railroads to transport petroleum barrels free—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: Protest of 89 citizens of Norfolk, Va., who be- 
lieve with Mr. Jefferson that all internal-revenue taxes are annoying 
and oppressive, and they therefore enter their protest against the pas- ` 
sage of the Conger bill, placing an internal - revenue tax on compound 
lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of Mrs. W. Andrews, of Alabama, tofile 
claims in the Court of Claims for property destroyed by the Union 
Army in Mississippi in 1863 and 1864—to the Committee on War- 
Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: Resolution of American Dental Association, in favor 
of bill to regulate the practice of dentistry in the District of 'Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: Petition of John W. Beckwith, 
Bishop of Georgia, for reference of claim of St. Luke's Church, of At- 
lanta, Ga., to the Court of Claims under the provisions of the Bow- 
man and Tucker acts—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: Memorial of the county officials and 30 
others, leading citizens of Hutchinson County, Kansas, setting forth that 
the agitation of the Conger compound-lard bill has already caused the 
closing up of a large compound-lard factory at Hutchinson, Kans. ; 
that said factory afforded them a large market for their beef fat, and 
they therefore protest against the passage of the Conger compound-lard 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: Petition of K. Y. Daniel and 46 
others, citizens of Maysville, Madison County, Alabama, asking the 
passage of House bill 11027, for the prevention of manufacture and sale 
of adulterated and misbranded lard—to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure. 


SENATE. 


MONDAY, August 25, 1890, 


The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
Tues Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
prov 
ADMISSIONS TO SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the president of the Board of Managers of the National Home 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of July 28, 1890, certain information concerning the admission of 
ex-soldiers and sailors to the National Soldiers’ Home, etc.; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr, STOCKBRIDGE presented the petition of Eliza Pullman, of 
Allegan, Mich., praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VEST presented the memorial of Mulberry 45 7 50 Jol 273, of 
Wilton, Boone County, Missouri, remonstrating ot 


the Federal election bill; which was ordered to lie on N le. 


He also presented the memorial of Messrs. Tootle, Hosea & Co. and 
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other merchants of St. Joseph, Mo., remonstrating against the passage 
sed bankrupt bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 


ciary. ; 

Mr. SQUIRE. I present a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of the city of Seattle, Wash., ully petitioning Congress for an 
appropriation of money sufficient for the putting of our seacoast in a 

` condition of defense, The defenseless and exposed condition of the 
Pacific coast is set forth, especially with reference to the vigorous and 
growing cities on Puget Sound, and attention is called to the immense 
naval and military establishment maintained by England only 12 
miles from our shore on the same inland waters and near these flour- 
ishing American cities. I move that the memorial lieon the tableand 
be printed as a document, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of 6 citizens of Cook County, 
Ilinois; a petition of 34 citizens of Cook County, Illinois; a petition 
of 9 citizens of Cook County, Illinois; a petition of 37 citizens of Cook 
County, Illinois; a petition of 32 citizens of Cook County, Illinois; 
a petition of 29 citizens of Cook County, Illinois; a petition of 32 
citizens of Cook County, Illinois; a petition of 37 citizens of Cook 
County, Illinois; a petition of 33 citizens of Cook County, Illinois; 
a petition of 19 citizens of Cook County, Ilinois; a petition of 31 
citizens of Cook County, Illinois; a petition of 38 citizens of Cook 
County, Illinois; a petition of 25 citizens of Cook County, Illinois; a 
petition of 12 citizens of Cook County, Illinois; a petition of 37 citi- 
zens of Cook County, Illinois; a petition of 32 citizens of Cook County, 
Tllinois; a petition of 34 citizens of Cook County, Illinois; a petition 
of 41 citizens of Cook County, Illinois; a petition of 37 citizens of Cook 
County, Illinois; a petition of 36 citizens of Cook County, Illinois: a 
petition of 36 citizens of Cook County, Illinois; a petition of 33 citi- 
zens of Cook County, Illinois; a petition of 37 citizens of Cook County, 
Illinois; a petition of 38 citizens of Cook County, Illinois; a petition 
of 33 citizens of Cook County, Illinois; and a petition of 36 citizens of 
Cook County, Illinois, praying for the eof what is known as the 
‘*pure-food”’ bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 10154) to increase the pension of John N. Harris; 

A bill (H, R. 3587) to pension Stacey Keener, widow of Tillman B. 
Keener, deceased, who served in the Indian war; and 

A bill (H. R. 5654) to pension Elizabeth R. Lockett. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 
fe re (S. 3649) granting an iucrease of pension to Katherine W. 

owell; 

A bill (H. R. 3734) granting a pension to John Mann; 

A bill (H. R. 11547) granting a pension to Lucinda Chapin; 

A bill (H. R. 9590) granting a pension to Matilda Evans; 

A bill (H. R. 6676) granting a pension to John J. Tully; and 

A bill (H. R. 9692) granting a pension to John A. Johnson. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3720) granting increase and rerating of pension to J. Arrell 
Johnson, formerly John A. Johnson, reported adversely thereon; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 2414) increasing the pension of Nelson Rich, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 2415) granting a pension to Nancy Carey, reported it withoutamend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 2427) granting a pension to Fletcher Galloway, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 4344) for the protection of the 
parks in the streets and avenues of the citiesof Washington and George- 
town; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MOODY introduced a bill (S. 4345) granting a pension to Han- 
nah Wynn; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


ADDITIONAL SENATE MESSENGER. 


Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Se: nut-at-Arms be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
a to appoint oneadditional messenger for employment in the service of the 
Senate. 


LIQUORS IN THE CAPITOL. 


The PRESIDENT pe tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] com- 
ing over from a previous day, subject to be called up in the morning 
hour. The resolution will be read. 


The resolution submitted by [Mr. PLUMB] on the 18th instant was 
read, as follows: 

Resol ‘That the Committee on Rules be directed to make such order as 
shall who! 3 the sale and drinking of spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors 
in the Senate wing of the Capitol. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland [Mr, 
3 moves that the resolution be committed to the Committee 
on Rules. 

Mr. PLUMB, What is the decision of the Chair in regard to the 
terms of the resolution now pending? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The recollection of the Chair is in 
conflict with the statement in the RECORD. The Chair has no decision 
to make about it. The Journal indicates the terms of the resolution. 

Mr. PLUMB, The Chair, it seems to me, in laying the resolution 
before the Senate must decide in what form it stands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal would disclose that. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not care to go into that point, but as the Chair 
directs the Secretary to lay before the Senate a resolution containing the 
language proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] 
as an amendment, while I have very decided convictions heretofore ex- 
pressed in regard to that matter, I do not care to say anything about 
it except to ask the Chair whether I may still further modify my own 
resolution by eliminating those words. 


55 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that would be in 
order. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I will ask leave to modify the resolution by 
eliminating those words. 1 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent that the resolution may be so modified by omitting the 
words which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the second line, strike out the wo “and 
drinking;’’ so as to read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be directed to make s order as 


shall wholly prevent the sale of spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors in the Sen- 
ate wing of the Capitol. 


Mr. PLUMB. I see that the Senator from New Hampshire is not 
here, but if the Senator desires to amend it later I shall have no objec- 
tion to his proposing that. The resolution is now as I offered it, and 
on which I intended to ask for a vote of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair hears no objection to the 
omission of the words the Senator from Kansas indicates and which have 
been reported at the desk. The question will then recur on the motion 
to commit, offered by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Committee on Rules for any purpose connected 
with their jurisdiction of the Senate wing of the Capitol or for any 
purpose connected with this question which they have in mind, which 
they think would be more fully met by giving them jurisdiction of 
this question, desire to have the resolution referred, I shall make no ob- 
jection to its going there with some understanding that it shall be re- 
ported back so as to give the Senate a chance to vote upon it at an 
early day. But unless there is some such desire as that, I think there 
is no reason why the Senate should not vote upon the resolution, as it 
does not require any very elaborate presentation. It is not, it seems 
to me, involved in any other question. J 

Mr. ALDRICH. So far as I can speak for the Committee on Rules, 
I should very greatly prefer that the Senate should express their opin- 
ion ou the subject without a reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Maryland to commit the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwill withdraw the motion if it is the desire of the 
Senator from Kansas to have the resolution put on its passage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on agreeing to the resolution, the motion to commit being withdrawn? 

Mr. GIBSON. Let the resolution be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be directed to make such order as 
shall wholly prevent the sale of spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors in the Senate 
wing of the Capitol. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. If this were simply a motion to refer the reso- 
lution to the Committee on Rules, I would not call the attention of the 
Senator from Kansas to the fact that I think I shall direct his attention 
tonow. There were two amendments, and important ones, offered to 
the resolution; one by the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. BLAIR] 
and one by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER |, and neither 
of those gentlemen is in his seat now. 

Mr. PLUMB. With the consent of the Senate, I will agree that the 
matter may go over until some later period in the day or until to- 
morrow morning, reserving the right to call it up then. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Either. 

Mr. PLUMB. I had not noticed the absence of the Senator from 
South Carolina. Ido not think the Senator from New Hampshire cares 
about his amendment being omitted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair omitted to state that the 
motion to commit being withdrawn, the question would recur on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from South Carolina, which the 
Chair forgot for the moment was pending, : 
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Mr. PLUMB. Of course, that being the state of the case, I would 
notin the absence of the Senator from South Carolina press the reso- 
lution, unless he should be absent some time, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. We can take it up later in the day, or to-mor- 
row morning. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it the sense of the Senate, then, 
that the resolution shall go over and be called up in the morning hou 
to-morrow? It is so ordered. 


DEBATE ON REVENUE BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the Calendar, under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Honse bill 9416, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the Senate. proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for 
other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, more than six weeks have elapsed 
since this bill was first taken up by the Senate for consideration. Dur- 
ing that time the general features of the bill and many of its impor- 
tant items have been discussed with unusual thoroughness. This fact 
and the knowledge, which must be shared by all, that the business of 
the country is in a state of anxious suspense, awaiting the result of our 
deliberations, lead me this morning to ask Senators upon the other side 
of the Chamber to consider the question of fixing a date for closing 
general debate and for a vote upon the final passage of the bill. 

I make this suggestion not for the purpose of preventing ample dis- 
cussion upon the remaining paragraphs of the bill, but because I be- 
lieve that the orderly disposition of publie business as well as the con- 
venience of Senators will be promoted by an arrangement of this kind. 
Ishall be very glad to hear from Senators on the other side whether 
they have any proposition to make in this regard. - 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I am aware that it is the honored 
custom of this body upon all revenue measures, bills forappropriations, 
and legislation which is necessary for the conduct of the Government, 
after full and fair discussion, to come unanimously to some agreement 
as to the time for taking the vote. That custom has always enabled 
the body to discuss fairly and freely all such measures; and I think it 
has heretofore been a demonstration of the wisdom of the rule of the 
Senate for unlimited debate that there always arrives a time when an 
agreement of that sort is made, Therefore, I think I have perfect lib- 
erty to speak for my colleagues on this side when I say that we shall 
be very glad if the Senator in charge of the bill has any suggestion to 
make to hear it now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I have prepared a proposition which 
I will ask the Chief Clerk to read with an idea of having it entered by 
consent as an order of the Senate, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That the consideration of the pending bill (H. R. 9416) shall be continued to the 
exclusion of all other business except appropriation bills and conference reports 
to and including September 1 subject to general debate, and during September 
2,3, and 4 subject to the five-minute rule in debate, no Senator to speak on any 
one question more than once; and on September 5 and thereafter, on bill or 
amendments, without debate to and including the third reading, when three 
hours shall be allowed to each side for general debate, and then the final vote 
shall be taken on its passage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Rhode Island to ask unanimous consent that the order just read 
shall be entered in the Journal and stand as an order of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. As the ordinary unanimous consent agreement of 
the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes. 

Mr. CULLOM. From the reading I did not quite understand what 
day we were to take the final vote on the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My suggestion is that the general debate shall 
close on the Ist of September. Of course that is merely a ion. 
Jam quite willing, if Senators upon the other side or upon this side 
thin that that time is not sufficient, to extend it to a reasonable extent. 

“GORMAN. Mr. President, we have had this bill under con- 
sideration in the body twenty-four days, and owing to the unusual hour 
at which we have come here, at 10 o'clock every morning since its con- 
sideration and remaining in session until 6 (which has been unusual 
in the history of the Senate), it has taxed us all to an extent that has 
not been beneficial to health, at all events, and I think has delayed 
possibly the progress of the bill. We have considered it, as compared 
with any revenue measure in the past, I think a greater number of 
hours and filled a greater number of columns of the RECORD, but there 
are special reasons why this should be so. It is the only place, the 
only time, when the bill could be considered and fairly discussed on 
both sides of the Chamber, 

I think the suggestion $f the Senator from Rhode Island is reason- 
ably fair, but I suggest to him that it would be more satisfactory, and 
I think, would be agreeable to every Senator on this side, if he would 
extend the time for the general debate until the 3d of September, in- 


clusive, and then allow three days for the consideration of the bill 
under the five-minute rule, which would make the time for the gen- 
eral consideration include the 3d of September, and under the five- 
minute rule the 4th, 5th, and 6th, so that two weeks from P 
which would be the Sth of September, we could proceed to vote with- 


out further debate upon all amendments that might he offered and 
upon the bill itself until the conclusion of the third g, when the 
three hours’ general debate on each side, assuggested by the Senator, 


would take place. 

If that is agreeable, I think it will be equally so on this side, with 
theadditional statement, not necessary to be incorporated in the memo- 
randum, as with the tariff bill of 1888, when that was under consid- 
eration and an ent of the same character was entered into, 
afterwards a conference report came in upon some great appropriation 
bill that consumed a day, and while it was not incorporated in the 
understanding, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON ], my recollec- 
tion is, and I think the RECORD will show, simply extended the time 
for the general debate for the day that was consumed by the confer- 
ence report. That may occur now, owing to the uncertain condition 
of the sundry civil bill. So, if the Senator from Rhode Island will 
modify the suggestion to that extent, I think we can have unanimous 
consent now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam willing to modify the memorandum in the 
manner su by the Senator from Maryland. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorandum will be read with 


the modification suggested by the Senator from Maryland. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That the consideration of the pending bill (H. R. $416) shall be continued, to 
oe Ss wd sions Speer 
23 28 EF 6. subject 12 the five-minute rele in debate, no Senator to 8 
on any one 1 more than once; and on September 8, and thereafter, on 
bill or amendments, without debate, to and including the third reading, when 
three hours shal! be allowed to each side for general debate, and then the final 
vote shall be taken on its passage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest that the 
days of the week be inserted to make the memorandum entirely clear. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 
Mr. GORMAN. Yes; let that be done. : 
Mr. ALDRICH. There is no objection to that, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? [Aftera pause. ] 

The Chair hears 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I wish to object. I wish the p — 
tion to go over until to-morrow. I want to say in regard to it, how- 
ever, before making any objection, that it seems to me the time is too 
limited. At all events there ought to be some other division of the 
time, although I am not prepared now to make a suggestion on that 
point. Some of the most important things to be taken into accountin 
connection with the tariff are yet to come before the Senate, as I believe. 

The question what shall be done about the restraint of trusts, the 
question what shall be done about reciprocity, the question of the ef- 
fect of this bill upon the revenue, as to whether we shall have money 
énough to carry on the Government after its passage—all these things 
have got to be taken into account. While I might be willing to take 
my chances along with the other members of the Senate in regard to 
these questions, I do not care to do so until I am sure that there shall 
be at least time to present these matters to the Senate. Inasmuch as 
I have not known at all about the terms of the resolution until it was 
presented here, except in a very general and remote way that it was 
to be offered, I ask that it may go over until to-morrow morning, in 
order that it may be taken further into consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask leave to offer the memorandum, then, in the 


form of an amendment to the rules, and I give notice that I shall ask ` 


for its consideration in the Senate according to the provision of Rule 
X1, and for that purpose that the following rules shall be modified. 

Mr, GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Rhode Island will not pur- 
sue that course. There is no necessity for it. I think Iam entirely 
within bounds when I say that every Senator on this side will agree to 
observe the suggestions that were made by the Senator, and give unan- 
imous consent, so far as we are concerned, and conform our action to 
it, so that the final vote may be had at the time indicated. I greatly 
prefer that the unanimous understanding, as it is usual, shall be had. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Maryland will understand that 
it is necessary to have unanimous consent if his plan is adopted, and 
I do not think that the arrangement ought to fail on account of the ob- 
jection of a single Senator or of a small minority of Senators, when it 
is satisfactory to the large mass of the Senate; and it was for the pur- 
poes of avoiding this possibility that I have given the notice that I 

ave. 
Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island that 


with the pleasant weather we are having now, if further discussion is 


necessary, in addition to the ordinary session of the Senate, there would 
be no objection to having evening sessions for the discussion of any 
matter so as to bring it within the time, 

Mr. HARRIS, I desire to suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island 
that I understand the Senator from Kansas to desire that the matter 
may go over in order that he may look at it. I think that in all 
human probability to-morrow morning he can get the unanimous con- 
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sent of the Senate when the Senator from Kansas has had an u- 
nity to look at and to consider it; and I therefore that it is wholly 
2 in my opinion, for him to take the step he has just sug- 
gested, ee to suggest to him that he withdraw it, at all events 
tor the present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have noobjection to that course being taken. I 
do not think myself that it will be necessary, but it was simply as a 
matter of precaution that I proposed to give notice. I can withdraw 
the notice and rénew it to-morrow if necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands, then, that 
the Senator withdraws his notice for a suspension and modification of 
the rule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do; and I give notice that to-morrow I shall ask 
unanimous consent for the adoption of the agreement which I have pro- 


The PRESIDENT pro ſempore. That there may be no mistake or mis- 
understanding the memorandum will beagain read asit will be printed. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


the exclusion of all other business except appropriation bills and conference 
reports, to and including Wednesday, ne, soe aia 3, subject to general debate; 
and during Thursday, September 4, Friday, September 5, and Saturday, Sep- 


when 
final vote shall be taken on its passage. 


Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorandum as modified will 
be printed and lie over until to-morrow morning. 

AMENDMENT TO REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. VANCE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the revenue bill; which was ordered to lie on the table and be 

uted. 
* DESTITUTION IN OKLAHOMA. 

Mr. PLATT. I have received a letter from the Secretary of the In- 
terior relating to the destitution in Oklahoma, which supplements a let- 
ter that I presented the other day, and I ask that this letter may be 


read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read, if there be no 
Objection. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, August 23, 1890. 
Dear Sin: In connection with the communication recently received by me 
from Mr. Newsham, special land inspector, I beg leave to Es Api before youa 
y of a telegram received to-day from him. 
know of no other course to take than to lay these facts before you, as this 


De ent bas no resources with which to relieve the apparent destitution in 
Ok —_ 7 — I feel bound to give you the information. 
ours truly, 


JOHN W. NOBLE, Secretary. 
Hon, O. H. PLATT, 


Chairman of the Committee on Territories, United States Senate. 
Mr. PLATT. Task that the copy of the telegram may be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The telegram will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
KINGFISHER, OKLAHOMA TERRITORY, August 23, 1890. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, D. C.: 


days’ house-to-house inspection, find fully one-third of 8 
of farmers need seed wheat; many now in want of food; 
no work, nothing to sell; prospects gloomy; extreme south of Territory not 


ERSATT, THOMAS J. NEWSHAM, 
Special Land Inspector, 

Mr. PLATT. Iam going to move that this letter and the copy of 
the telegram be printed and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and as the chairman of that committee is not here I desire to 
call the attention of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to the 
statement which is made, that at least one-third of the people of Okla- 
homa outside of the cities and large towns are really in a suffering 
and destitute condition, more or less destitution prevailing there. I 
do not know anything I can do about it as chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Territories except to refer the whole matter to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. PLUMB, It will be remembered that some days since the Senate 

d a joint resolution in compliance with the suggestion of the Presi- 

ent, appropriating for the Territory of Oklahoma for the benefit of its 

destitute citizens what remains of the appropriation which had been 
made before for the destitute people of the Mississippi Valley. 

Mr. PLATT. That was about $45,000. 

Mr. PLUMB, That was about $45,000 or something over that. 
That resolution went to the House of Representatives. The House 
amended it by providing for a different method of distribution, and 
the Senate insisted on its original proposition and the measure has gone 
to a conference; that is to say, the Senate conferees have been appointed. 


I think on Saturday the House appointed conferees also, and I think 

some decision in regard to that much of it will be made very soon. 
But the Senator from Colorado suggests that will not be enough. 

That is something to be ascertained, and I have no doubt this matter 


will receive ample consideration by the conference committee in con- 
nection with pending joint resolution, 

I want tosay one other thing. The Legislature of Oklahoma meets 
in a few days, I understand, and I have no doubt we shall have some- 
thing more authentic; we shall not be acting upon rumor or the state- 
ments of individual persons in the first place, but we shall have some 
ote 33 with probably some suggestions as to What we 

0 0. 

The embarrassment to me as to what I shall do is somewhat as to 
what course our benefactions shall take. Whether we are to under- 
take to keep the people down there during the entire period which shall 
elapse until another crop can be realized, or provide them with seed 
and partial aid, or seed alone, and so on, ought to be taken carefully 
into account. If we start in on this movement we may calculate, un- 
less we do it on some system which is limited in the law itself, that 
we shal] be simply committing ourselves to a wholesale contribution, 
the demand for which will increase all the while, with no very great 
certainty as to what will be the resulting benefit to those whom we 
design to aid. 

Mr. PLATT. I recognize the embarrassments of the situation and 
the difficulty of having some plan for extending aid which shall not 
commit the Government to the broad principle of supporting every- 
body who is in want. I simply desire to call the attention of the Ap- 
propriations Committee to the matter in order that they may do what 
seems wise and best to them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers will be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, i 


BIDS FOR MAIL CONTRACTS. 


Mr. SAWYER. Iask theSenator from Rhode Island to give way to 
me for a few moments in order that I may call up a little bill which is 
rather important. It is the bill (S. 3996) to repeal sections 3952 and 
3955 of Revised Statutes of the United States, reported by the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid 
aside to enable him to ask for the consideration of the bill indicated 
by him. The bill will be read at length, subject to objection. 

The Secretary read the bill, and by unanimous consent the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It pro- 
Se 3 sections 3952 and 3953 of the Revised Statutes of the 

nit tates. 


Mr. PLATT. What are those statutes? 

Mr. SAWYER. One of the sections provides that at the letting of 
the mails the bidders shall deposit certified checks or drafts, which 
shall be held until the bidder can execute his contract and enter upon 
the work, and sometimes this runs from four to eight months. A great 
many times the Department notifies the other bidders that the contract 
has been let, and then they call on the others later on; but they have 
sold their stock and have given up all idea of undertaking a contract 
to proceed with the work. There are already penal statutes against 
straw bids. 

Mr. PLATT. What are the sections? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I think ifthe Senator from Wisconsin will per- 
mit me, I can call the attention of the Senator from Connecticut to the 
provisions in the first section there referred to. 

All the parties bidding enter into a preliminary bond that they will 
comply with the terms if their bids are accepted. There are eight or 
ten bidders on one route; the lowest bidder gets the contract, and he 
gives a bond that he will commence operations under that bid, say, on 
the Ist of July. The bids are generally opened in February, at the 
annual letting. But when the Ist of July comes lie fails to put the 
service on the route, and his contract is therefore declared canceled; 
that is a broken contract, and the next bidder to him is required to 
come in and take the contract. Instead of making this man responsi- 
ble under the bond he has given, after the lapse of four or five months 
a man who knows he has not got the contract is called upon suddenly 
to take charge of the work and put service upon the route immediately. 
This simply holds the first man who gives the bond responsible if he 
fails to carry out the contract. 

Mr. PLATT. Seetion 3953 provides, among other things: 

Where the annual compensation for the service on such route at the time ex- 
ceeds the sum of $5,000,shall accompany their bids with a certified check or draft 
payable to the order of the Postmaster-General upon some solvent national 
bank, which cheek or draft shall not be less than 5 per cent, on the amount of 
the annual pay on such route at the time such bid is made, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I speak now of the first section which this bill 
repeals. I have just explained the first section; and the second sec- 
tion which this bill repeals is as to the deposit of 5 per cent. of the 
amount, Suppose- there are twenty bidders upon a mail route—each 
one of them has to furnish a bond to be approved by the local post- 
master and to be filed with his bid, and then he has got to file with 
it a certified check or draft for this 5 per cent. All of them know 
this; and when the man’s bid is accepted, say it is in February or 
March, he can not commence service until about the ist of July, the 

inning of the fiscal year. Now, all these checks are held up there 
in the Post-Office Department until that time, anditis a great outrage 
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and it absolutely prohibits practically a large number of persons from 


bidding because they can not raise money and lie ont of it for that 
length of time. 

Mr. MITCHELL, The object of this bill is to e guy eyes 

Mr, COCKRELL. This bill repeals that provision holds the 
party responsible on his bond. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not know much about the details of the matter; 
but if the object of this p law be to prevent the which 
prevails of persons here in Washington or elsewhere bidding for and 
getting a contract for carrying mails all over this country, or, in other 
words, if it be for the benefit of the local bidders, I shall be very much 
in favor of the of the bill. 

Mr. SAWYER. That is the object. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no doubt of that in the world, and it will 
enable men of limited means to bid who can not bid now and furnish 
these drafts and bonds. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADDITIONAL LIGHT-HOUSES, ETC. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I ask unanimous consent thatthe Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 901) for the erection of 
anew tower near the site of the light-house on Smith’s Island, Vir- 
ginia. I would say that the provisions of this amended bill have al- 
ready been approved of by the Senate; that is to say, the amendments 
to this House bill have been by the Senate in another form. It 
provides for the erection of several light-houses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally 
laid aside to enable him to move the consideration of the bill indicated 
by him. It will be read at length for information, subject to ob- 

ection. 
j The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimousconsent, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. DOLPH. ‘There are some amendments reported by the com- 


mittee. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments proposed by the 


committee will be read. If there be no objection, the entire addition 
will be reported as one amendment, and the question will be taken on 
itin that way. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, after section 1, line 8, to insert the following: 


Sec, 2. That the sum of $50,000 be, and the same ts hereby, appropriated, out 
of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise Rak peice for the purchase of 
a site and the establishment of a proper light and fog-signal at the mouth of the 
Coquille River, on the Pacific Ocean, the same to be constructed under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Sec. 3. That there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $85,000 for the construction, 
under the direction of the tary of the Treasury, of a new light-house ten- 
der for use in the thirteenth light-house district, h: * Portland, Oregon. 

Src. 4. That the sum of 000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated, ont of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise 6 the purchase of a site and the construction of -s 


n 

of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Src. 5. That there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of any moneys in the 
propriated, the sum of $50,000 for the construction of 


Treasury not otherwise ap 
a first-order light house on North Head, Ca Disappointment, in the State of 
ia River; said 1 house to be 


Washington, near the mouth of the Colum 

erected under the direction of the Secretary of the $ when the light 

herein provided tor shall have been established, the light now at Cape Disap- 
e shall be discontinued, and alight of the fourth order be substituted 
erefor, 

Sec. 6. That there be established off Winter-Quarter Shoal, Mary at Fen- 
wick Island Shoal, Maryland, Frying-Pan Shoals, North Carolina, at Mar- 
tin’s Industry, South Carolina, new light-ships with steam f 
tire cost of each of which shall not exceed $70,000. 

Sno. 7. That there be a A. „out ot rg A money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, Bs, to establish a light-station at or near Page’s 
Rock, in York River, Virginia. 

Sec. 8. That Jight-houses, fog-signals, range-lights, and other aids to naviga- 
tion be established and erected as hereinafter set forth, to wit: 


LAKE ONTARIO. 

On Galloo Island, a steam fog-whistle, at a cost not exceeding $5,700, which 
sum is hereby appropriated tor that purpose out of any moneys in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, 

At the entrance to Oswego Harbor, at Beacon Light, in pias of a fog-bell, a 
steam river fog-whistle, at a cost not e ing $4,300, which sum is hereby ap- 
i passe 8 that purpose out ot any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 

ropriated. 
ay n the head of Carleton’s Island, a light-house, at a cost not exceeding $8,600, 
which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise-appropriated, 

On Tibbett’s Point, a fog-whistle, at a cost not exceeding $4,300, which sum is 
hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

On Bay State Shoal, at the cross over, light-ships, at a cost not exceeding $300, 
which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

At Charlotte, a fog-whistle, at a cost notexceeding $4,300, which sum is hereby 
appropriated for that purpose out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 

LAKE ERIE. 


On the breakwater at Buffalo, a fog-whistle, at a cost not exeseding 81.300. 

which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any moneys in the 
ury not otherwise ry in . 

At the entrance to Erie bor, Pennsylvania, Lake Erie, a fog-whistle, at a 


cost not exceeding $4,300, which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose 
out of any moneys in the not siaretes on p a ® 

At , Lake le, Ohio, range-light and fog-whistle: For a 
repel near the inner end of the pier, at a cost not exceeding $400, and for 
a ‘og-whistle at a cost not exceeding $4,300, making in all $4,700, which 
sum is hereby for that purpose out of any moneys in the Treasury 

Fairport r, Lake Erie, Ohio, range-lights and a fog-whistle: For a 
steam fog-signal ata cost not ex : $4,300, and for an inner range-light at 
a cost not exceeding 8100, making in all $4,700, which sum is hereby appropri- 
ated for that purpose out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. 

At Cleveland, pier . Erie, Ohio: A fog-whistle, at a cost not 
exceeding $4,300, which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose outof any 
errs i in the Treasury not otherwise ap ted. 

At Lorain Harbor, Lake Erie, Obio, range Canis and a fog-whistle: For a 
steam bas ore at a cost not exceedi „300, and for an inner range-light, at 
a cost not exceeding $400, making in all $4,700, which sum is hereby appropriated 
for that purpose out of any moneys in the Treasury nototherwise appropriated. 

A light on South Bass Island to aid vessels to clear shoals in the south passage, 
and so located as to range with Green Island light and Marblehead light, ata 
cost not exceeding $8,600, which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose 
out ot any moneys in Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

LAKE HURON. r 
At Gratiot, range-lights, at a cost not 88 $500, which sum is hereby ap- 
propriated for that purpose out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 


beg (ree Fr 6 

told Mackinac Point, a light-house, at a cost not — $25,000, whichsum 
is . for that purpose out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
0 appropriated. 

On Round nd, opposite the harbor of Mackinac Island, a beacon-light and 
e station, at a cost not exceeding $15,000, which sum is hereby appro- 
Lek DE that purpose out of any moneysin the Treasury pot otherwise appro- 
pi 

Atapointabout midway between Sheboygan and Presque Isle light-stations, 
to be definitely located by the Light-House upon further examination, a 
light and fog-signal station, at a cost not to exceed $25,000, which sum is bere 1 
appropriated for that purpose out of any moneysin the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 

LAKE MICHIGAN, 

At or near White Shoal, or Simmons Reef, Lake Michigan, a light and steam 
fog-signal, in addition to the amount of $60,000 heretofore appropriated by the 
act of March 2, 1889, the sum of $90,000, which sum is hereby appropriated for 
= 8 of said light and ok? ended ia out of 4 in the 

reasury not otherwise appropriated: That said and fog-signal 
shall not cost to excted the sum of $150,000. 

On South Fox Island, a 9 at a cost not exceedin 
is hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any moneys 
otherwise appropriated. 

At the entrance to St 


$5, hich 
fh the Treasury not 


and maintain a light-ship 
$100,000 for the constru 
$2,500 for the tem 


in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
$i s fog-whistle, at a cost not 
for purpose out of any 


ro A 
Door Passage, on Plumb Island, entrance to Green Bay, Lake 
Michigan, Michigan, range-lights and fog-signal, ata cost not exceeding $21,000, 
which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 

SAULT RIVER, 


On the mainland, on the west side of Round Island, to aid boats to run clear 
of flats below Iroquois, a set of range-lights, at a cost notexceeding $2,000, which 
sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any moneys in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. 


LAKE SUPERIOR. 


t 
which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any moneys in the 
‘Treasury not Br sown: foa 8 ie 

At Chequomegon Point, Wisconsin: For steam fog-signal, a sum not execed- 
ing $5,500; for removing and rebuilding the main light, a sum not exceeding 
$7,500; for harbor light and bell, a sum not exceeding $2,500, which said sums 
of money are hereb: 8 —— riated for the objects and purposes above set forth 
out of ef moneys in ry not otherwise appropriated, 

On Devil's Island, A e Group, Lake Superior, Wisconsin, a fog-signal, at 
a cost not exceeding $5,500, which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 1 

Mary’s River, from Pipe Island to the Sault, thirty-seven range-lights, in 
accordance with the recommendation of the Light-House Board, at a cost not 
exceeding $30,000, which sum is hereby appro; for that purpose out of 
Sy attra inte a E a with the’ 

napee, e igan, range- ce wi 0 
recomendation of the Light-House Board, at a cost not exceeding the sum of 
$2,500, which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose out ofany moneysin 
the Treasury not otherwise a 8 

Seul Choix Point, Lake Michigan, Michigan: In addition to the sum of $15,000 
28 by the act of August 4, 1888. for the establishment of a light-station, 
the further sum of $3,500 is hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated; and for the establish- 
ment of a steam fog-signal at the above-named place, at a cost not exceedi 
$5,500, there is hereby appropriated for that purpose said sum of money ‘ont at 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

t Superior Bay, Lake Superior, Wisconsin, six lights at a cost not 
$1,200, which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

On the north pier of St. Joseph Harbor, Lake Michigan, a steam 
ata cost not exceeding $5,000, which sum is hereby appropriated for 


pose out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. DOLPH. If I can do so, if it is in order, I wish to modify the 
committee amendment by striking out from line 55 to line 59, page 5, 


Eagle Harbor, Michigan, a fog-whistle, at a cost not exceeding $5,500, ~ 
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which was inserted by an oversight. That has been already provided 
for. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the part 
proposed to be omitted. Will the Senator again indicate it? 

Mr. DOLPH. From line 55 to line 59, on page 5. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike ont from line 55 to line 
59, inclusive, as follows: 

At Cleveland, pier head-light, Lake Erie, Ohio: A fog-whistle, at a cost not 
exceeding $4,300, which eri i hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any 
moneys in the ‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon agreeing 
to the amendment of the Committee on Commerce as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill for the erection of a 
new tower near the site of the light-house on Smith’s Island, Virginia, 
and for other purposes.“ 

Mr. DOLPH. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments 
and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. DOLPH, Mr. 

ASHBURN, and Mr, RANSM were appointed. s 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MARTIN, its 
Chief Clerk, announced that the House bad passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1634) for the relief of William M. Robinson; 

A bill K. R. 4328) granting a pension to Rufus Squire; 
( 
( 


E 


A H. R. 4508) granting a pension to Richard Jackson; 
A bill (H. R. 5628) to increase the pension of David Shively; 
A bill (H. R. 6218) to increase the pension of Alexander Forsyth; 
A bill (H. R. 6407) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Ruth S. 
A bill (H. R. 7422) granting a pension to Mrs. Kate Lane Townes, 
widow of Col. Robert R. Townes; 
A bill (II. R. 7463) for relief of Lawrence M. Cafflin; 
A bill (H. R. eo granting a pension to Maryett Vaille; 
A bill (H. R. 7964) granting a penaos to Margaret Pratt; 
A bill (H. R. 8381) to increase t 
Iutionary pensioner; 
A bill (H. R. 8928) granting a pension to D. M. Miller; 
A bill (H. R. 9405) granting an increase of pension to Michael Har- 


are rs R. 9518) for the relief of Margaret Hetzel; 
A bill (H. R. 10036) granting an increase of pension to James B. 


Reed 

A bin (H. R. 10635) for the relief of Olive M. Hechtman; 

A bill (H. R. 11075) for the relief of John B. Roper; 

A bill (H. R. 11355) for thereliefof Mary L. Brown, dependent mother 
of Josiah R. Brown, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 1 157 granting a peusion to Mrs. Mary B. Cushing; 

A bill (H. R. 11570) to set apart a certain tract of land in the State 
of California as a public park; and 

A bill (H. R. 8523) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Little Tennessee River at or near Niles’ Ferry, Tennessee, 

The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
bills: 


e pension of Asenath Turner, a Revo- 


A bill (S. 329) granting a pension to John L. Russell; 

A bill (S. 762) granting a pension to Jeremiah White; 

A bill (S. 843) granting a pension to Thomas Todd; 

A bill (S. 2386) granting a pension to John Conolly; 

A bill (S. 2616) granting an increase of pension to Harrison De F. 
Young; 

A bill (S. 2863) increasing the pension of Andrew J. Konkle; 

A bill (S. 2971) granting a pension to Caroline Huddell White; 

A bill (S. 3064) to establish a fog-signal at or near Cuckold’s Island. 
at the entrance to Booth Bay Harbor, otherwise known as Townsend 
Harbor, Maine; 

A bill (S. 3172) granting the use of certain lands to the town of 
New Haven, Conn., for a public park; t 

A bill (8. ran granting a pension to Mary J. Milroy; 

A bill (8. 3730) granting a pension to Mary E. Greening, widow of 
Orlando A. Greening, who served in the Indian war; and 

A bill (S. 3927) granting a pension to Maria E. Baker. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 


lowing bills, each with an amendment in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 2749) granting an increase of pension to Augustus J. Wer- 
nitsch; and 
A bill (S. 3608) granting a pension to Mary C. Winslow. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The messagealso announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 8951) to amend an act entitled An act for 
the relief of settlers on railroad lands,” approved June 22, 1874; and 
it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


LEASES IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, submitted a 
letter from the Secretary of the Interior, addressed to the chairman of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, transmitting a copy of a communi- 
cation from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs relative to the joint 
resolutions (S. R. 114) relating to leases in the Indian Territory and 
(S. R. 119) relating to coal leases in the Indian Territory; which, with 
the accompanying papers, were recommitted to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on 
imports, and for other purposes. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will pro- 


ceed. 
The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill on page 45, begin- 
ning in line 23, as follows: 


Lead: 
193. Lead ore and lead dross, I cents per pound: Provided, That silver ore 
and all other ores containing lead shall pay a duty of 1} cents per pound on the 
lead contained therein, according to sample and assay at the port of entry. 


Mr. COKE. I move that the proviso to that paragraph be stricken 
out and the following inserted: 


Provided, That ores containing silver and lead in which the lead is of less 
value at the port of entry than the silver shall be admitted free of duty. 


Mr. President, in support of this amendment I desire to read some 
testimony from gentlemen on the ground as to its effect, and what will 
be the effect of the present duty. I have here a letter from El Paso, 
Tex y sent me by a committee of gentlemen, which I will first read: 


EL Paso, TEX., May 8, 1590. 

Dran Sin; The undersigned beg respectfully to urge that you will do every- 
thing in your power to defeat the proposed legislation designed to levy a direct 
tax on Mexican lead ores, 

The commercial prosperity of the whole western section of our Stale would 
be seriously impaired if what is known as the! Sherman ruling" were changed, 

This ruling declared that all ores imported from Mexico and carrying both 
silver and lead shall enter free of duty where the value of tho silver exceeds 
the value of the lead, 

Under this ruling our smelters have been obtaining the fluxing ores necessary 
to the reduction of the ae ores” common with us. Í 

Deprive our smelters of these Mexican lead ores and the result will so greatly 
increase fixed smelting charges as to compel the abandonment of the greater 
part of the low e dry-ore mines of West Texas, New Mexico, and Arizona. 

Then the smelters themselves would have to shut down and lose the value of 
their costly works. In these sections the lead ores n to cheap smelting 
are not found, and the average low grade dry ore will not bear shipment to 
Colorado or other remote points where lead is more abun: 

The widespread commercial Injury which would follow a prohibitive duty on 
Mexican lead is apparent. And in fact the direct loss which would be incurred 
by the smelting and mining companies and theiremployés is perhaps exceeded 
by the collateral loss of the merchant and farmer whose wares they consumed. 

Morcover the unfavorable results for our people in their direct trade relations 
with Mexico are seen in connection with the instructions issued to collectors by 
the honorable Secretary of the Treasury, July 17, 1889, which im certain re- 
strictions on the importation of Mexican lead ores, not previously existing. 
This was immediately followed by the passage of a law by the Mexican Con- 
gress placing a duty on American cattle, sheep, and hogs, to the great injury of 
the entire live-stock interests of the West. 

Already, in anticipation of a eee tariff, strong syndicates are makin 

reliminary arrangements for the establishment 5 smelting plants at dit 

erent points in Mexico, and the industry once lished there we may be 
sure the Mexican Government will be disposed to perpetuate it by leyying an 
export duty which will be adequate to prevent lead-ore exportation, Then our 
position will be beyond remedy. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servants, 
B. II. DAVIS, 
W. S. McCUTCHEON, 
WM. S. HILLS. 
EDGAR B, BRONSON, 
Commitiee, 
Senator RICHARD COKE, 
Washington, D. C. 


I desire to call attention to this ruling of Secretary Windom, which 
has been embodied in the proviso that I propose to strike out, and to an 
editorial from the Two Republics, a paper published in the City of 
Mexico by a former American citizen, who has been devoting himself 
to the building up of commercial relations between the two Republics. 
He says: 


One of the results of the short-sighted policy of the American Government in 
excluding Mexican silver-lead ores will soon become manifest. Up to the is- 
suance of the Windom circular, which struck the first blow at Mexican ores, a 
large and profitable trade was being developed between the United States and 
Mexico to the mutual profit of American owners of smelters and the owners of 
Mexican mines. This traffic was contributing directly tothe increase of com- 
mercial transactions of every 8 Mexican miners and dealers in ores 
who found purchasers in the United States were mak ing purchases there which 
uad till then been made in Europe. The partial destruction ofthe ore trade by Mr. 
Windom isto be followed, it seems, by the total destruction of that business by 
Congressional action. When it became understood that the American lead men 


were strong enough to carry their point in their fight for the exclusion of Mexi- - 


can ores capitalists acquainted with the facts in the matter at once saw a fa- 


vorable opportunity to reap the profits which had formerly been the reward of 


the enterprise of the owners of American smelters, Hence companies were or- 
for the erection of smelters in this country, the greater part of the cap- 
tal employed coming from Europe. 

President Diaz, in his message to Congress, states that the Government has 
contracted with one company for the erection of five reduction works in as 
many parts of the Republic. We have no doubt that peed works of the kind 
will be erected without contracts with the Government, and it is to be supposed 
that within a very short time all Mexican ores will be treated in the 8 
‘The miners and laborers of the country as well as the capitalists who erect the 
works will be great benefited. The action of the American Government will 
redound directly and powerfully to the advan of this country, If the same 
results could have been brought about by the Mexican Government the neces- 
“iy action would perhaps long since have been taken. 

nfortunately the turn which the Government of the United States has 
done Mexico was not intentional, and therefore neither the Americans who 
have been injured by the new turn affairs have taken nor those who have been 
benefited can make any capital out of it. On the contrary, the action of the 
Government at Washington is ed in this country as unfriendly, Mexi- 
can ores will not only be treated on Mexican soil, but their proceeds will, wher- 
ever conditions are even, go to Europe in payment for purchases which were 
being made in the United States previous to the destruction of the ore trade be- 
tween the two Republics, 

There can be no doubt that the American people are commencing to realize 
the value of close commercial relations with this country, but as yet the condi- 
tions of the trade are not sufficiently unders to cause any very general op- 
position to the intrigues of the representatives of private interests which are 
calculated to retard a consummation sincerely desired by a majorityof the people. 
It is not generally known in the United States that acquiescence in the demands 
of the lead men means a serious injury in this country to American business. 

The majority of the manufacturers of the United States, who for reasons of 
little weight approve the present un duty on sugar, are probably unaware 
that it was the su ar interest which killed the Grant-Romero reciprocity treaty, 
thereby preventing the opening up of a la market to certain important 
American manufacturers. It is to be ho and presumed that when the 
American people become morefamiliar with the conditions upon which a large 
trade between the two countries depends, they will not regard with so much 
complacency as they now do the intrigues of persons who in promoting their 
individual interest are injuring those of the nation. 

While Mexico is to be heartily congratulated on the result of the work of the 
lead men of the United States, the American ple are fit subjects for condo- 
Jence. Mr. Windom and Mr. McKINLEY may have the satisfaction of knowing 
that they are promoting a great industry in Mexico, but they can not long shut 
their eyes to the fact that they are directly injuring American trade in this 
country. 


I will also read a shortarticle from the Mexican Financier, an im- 
portant Mexican paper, on the same subject: 
MEXICAN VIEW OF THE TARIFF BILL. 


The new tariff bill which has passed the United States House of Representa- 
tives, and has now gone to the Senate for the decision of that body, is a measure 
of considerable importance for this country. The following Mexican products, 
now dutiable, are placed on the free-list of the proposed tariff: Raw sugar, hen- 
equen, grass and fibers, raw bristles, molasses, sponges, and tobacco stems. Za- 
caton (broom-corn) has been taken from the free. list. Carpet wools are to pay 32 
per cent. ad valorem on wools not rated above 13 cents, gold, pee ponnid; and 50 

per cent, on wools rated at more than 13 cents, The new tariff bill conciliates 
the Louisiana sugar-planters, the Kansas makers ofsorghum sugar, and the Cal- 
ifornia makers of beet sugar, by providing that they shall receive a bounty of 
2 cents per pound on their product. Some apprehension is felt lest the Senate 
restore the duty on sugar. : 

The new tariff bill also provides for a tax of 1} cents a pound on the lead con- 
tained in imported ores, a duty which will destroy or seriously cripple man 
American smelters, largely dependent on a supply of lead fluxing ores from th 
country. President Meyer, of the Kansas City Smelting Works, says that the 
passage of the bill will throw thousands of men out ofemployment and compel 
American owners of smelters to build new works in this country. President 
Sewell, of the National Smelting and Refining Works, of Chi , Says thatthe 
bill, if enacted, will compel his company to close their works which will throw 
1,000 men out of employment and diminish the business of that city by $30,090,- 
000 a year, and he adds that American refractory ores will have to be shipped 
to Mexico forsmelting. Inthe name of protection to home industry the Ameri- 
can protectionists are strangling a remunerative American business, but the 
loss to the United States will be the gain of Mexico, and the policy of the Gov- 


ernment here should be to facilitate the establishment of smelters, to ranty 
the continuance of foreign coal on the free-list of the tariff, and thus build up 
an industry giving s y employment to thousands of Mexican citizens, The 


new American tariff bill is a great boon to Mexico, 5 
Mr. President, this is the testimony of people who know all about 
that of which they write, and it does seem to me that it ought to have 
its effect on the Senate. The imposition of a duty of 1% cents per 
pound on lead ore, which under the ruling of Secretary Sherman came 
in under the free-list, simply destroys the smelters at El Paso and 
Laredo and Eagle Pass, at Kansas City, at Chicago, and at St. Louis, 
renders useless the refractory ores of New Mexico, Arizona, and Texas, 
throws large numbers of men out of employment, and drives from usa 
trade with the Republic of Mexico, valuable not only to our manu- 
aE pim but to our farmers at the same time. 
It does seem to me, Mr. President, that it is absolutely suicidal to 
impose any such tax upon this ore, so necessary to our people and so 
roductive of trade relations between the Republics of Mexico and the 
United States. There is no desire dearer to the Mexican people than 
the desire to have close and intimate commercial relations with the 
United States. Mexico is a large producer of raw material, but has no 
manufactures. Her raw material is needed by our manufacturers, 
Our manufactured products, as well as our agricultural products, are 
needed in Mexico, especially in the arid regions of that Republic. We 
have put this duty upon her ores, one of the principal sources of her 
wealth, and further on in this list, or perhaps we have passed it, we 
have put a prohibitory duty upon the crossing of any Mexican horses, 
cattle, or mules to the east side of the Rio Grande. They can not cross 
because the duty is 300 per cent., $30-on ponies, on mules, on Mexican 
brood mares, which can be bought there for $10, and $10 also on cattle. 
The fact of the business is, Mr. President, that this bill slaps the 
Republic of Mexico directly in the face. It says, ‘‘ We want no rela- 


tions with you; ave want no trade with you.“ You may go to the Re- 
public of Mexico now—I was there about a year ago—you may go into 
the stores and you find no American goods, They are filled with Eu- 
ropean goods, The Mexicans want American goods, they want to 
trade with Americans; they are anxious for the closest commercial and 
social relations with 1 but what can they do when our tariff laws 
stand at our borders and warn them off? They will trade in Europe. 
This yery proviso in this bill reversing the ruling of Secretary Sher- 
man, which had prevailed until Mr. Windom reversed it, this very 


proviso adopting Mr. Windom’s construction repels Mexican trade from 


us as thoroughly and as fully as if it were provided that it should be 
unlawful for the ores named to come in at any price. So does the tax 
on stock horses, mules, and cattle. 

A large portion of the Republic of Mexico is arid, is unproductive 
except of rich ores. It is there where they need our corn, our wheat, 
our flour, our oats, and all the cereals that our farmers make. It is 
there they need our pork and our beef. A very fine trade had been 
growing up until this ruling of Secretary Windom was made, when 
Mexico commenced to pass retaliatory laws preventing the importation 
or shipment into the Republic of any of our agricultural products. 
Our manufactured products, especially machinery, mining implements, 
boots, shoes, clothing, canned indeed our manufactures are 
preferred in Mexico, but the people of that country are driven by our 
prohibitory tariff to trade in Europe. 

I submit, Mr. President, that the testimony of the people from whom 
I have read in the city of Mexico and the gentlemen in the city of El 
Paso on this subject ought to be heeded. They understand what they 
talk about. They are there on the ground, and they seeand know the 
effects of this sort of legislation. 

I hope that the proviso to this section will be stricken out and the 
amendment adopted. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, there are about twenty-four reduc- 
tion establishments in the United States engaged in the separation of 
the metals where they are combined in the sameores, The amountof 
fluxing ores in the United States is small compared to what are called 
the refractory ores. The ores which are brought from Mexico are ofthe 
kind which are valuable and indeed necessary to the fluxing of the dry 
ores that are found in Missouri, in New Mexico, in Texas, and in vari- 
ous parts of the United States. The ores which are brought in for these 
purposes contain silver and gold, as I shall show as I . 

Under the rulings of the Department and under the opinion of the 
Judiciary Committee of the Senate, the law as it now is admits these 
ores free of duty where the silver in them is of greater value than the 
lead. 

The object of the provision of the tariff bill under consideration is 
to impose a duty of 14 cents a pound on these ores, on the amount of 
lead that is in them withoutreference tothe silveror other metals which 
are contained in these ores. The men interested in the importation 
of these ores say to us that the result would be substantially to break 
up a great many of the establishments enga; in the reduction of 
these metals in the United States, that the effect would be to destroy 
a very large industry in which a very large amount of capital has been 
invested—some of the persons say ten or twelve million dollars of cap- 
ital invested—and the turning out of employment of a very great 
number of men. 

Then, upon the theory of the bill before us, if the object is to protect 
home industries, this provision of the bill would have the opposite ef- 
fect, as I understand it, It is alleged in opposition to this view that 
there are ores of this same kind in the United States and that they ma; 
be made available; but I think there is no contention that they are suf- 
ficiently convenient and in sufficient quantity to meet the necessities 
which grow out of this business. 

The objection which is urged to the law as it is now under the 
rulings of the Department is that it permits an importation of lead in 
competition with the American production of lead and therefore is 
not in the interest of protection. If this statement were in fact true, 
it should have whatever weight is due to the idea of protecting Ameri- 
can industries; but I think I shall be able to show that it is not im- 
ported for the value of the lead that is in it, and that on account of 
the cost of transportation and other matters it can not be imported on 
account of the lead that is in it. But I will speak more in detail of 
that as I proceed. 

This is, as has been suggested by my colleague, an international ques- 
tion of very considerable interest, The desire and interest, I think, of 
both the people of the United States and of Mexico is to sectire, as far 
as possible, reciprocity in trade. Mexico is fruitful in raw material, 
especially in minerals and valuable ores which may be used in this coun- 
try to advantage. Our country has a great superabundance of manu- 
factured fabrics, more than the needs of the home market require. This 
could be sent to Mexico, especially such things as machinery ofall kinds, 
wagons, plows, and machinery for manufacturing establishments. But, 
without enumerating them, there are many things from our coun 
that may find a valuable market there if we will exchange co - 
ties with that country. 

When it was assumed that lead was to be taxed that was contained 
in silver ores the Mexican Government immediately entered upon a re- 
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taliatory sort of legislation, interrupting that freedom of trade desired 
by these countries. In this case we not only here propose to tax the 
silver-bearing lead ores of Mexico, and to break up a very large trade 
between the two countries which employs a great amount of transpor- 
tation and eapital in various ways, but we also propose under this tarifi 
bill to impose on horses and Mules a tax of $30 per head duty im- 
ported from Mexico, with the proviso: 

Provided, That horses valued at $150 and over shall pay a duty of 30 per cent. 
ad valorem, 

Then a 

233. Cattle, more than one year old, $10 per head; less than one year old, 82 
per head, 

234. Hogs, $1.50 per head. 

235. Sheep, 21.50 per head. 

236. All other live animals, not specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent. 
ad valorem. 

It may not be known to members of the committee who prepared 
this bill that a great many stock horses, brood mares, and jennies are 
brought from Mexico into the United States with great profit to our 
stock-raising business which do not cost more than trom five to ten or 
fifteen dollars a head, and yet they furnish valuable brood mares, and 
from them a very large portion of the mules employed in our agricult- 
ure are raised. The importation of cattle is less, but there is some in- 
terchange of cattle in one way and another on the border. I do not 
know that there is any importation of hogs, and if there is an impor- 
tation of sheep it is now small, because the quality of the sheep of 
Mexico is not sought inthe United States as they were thirty or forty 


years ago. 

So then the bill seems to have for one of its objects to break up the 
trade between the United States and Mexico. If that is notits object, 
that will be largely its effect, and in doing that it will undoubtedly 
inflict a serious injury upon the interests of both countries. 

Now I desire to call attention—and I beg the Senate to bear with 
me—to the letter of the Secretary of State of May 19, addressed to my 
colleague in the House of Representatives, Mr, LANHAM, inclosing to 
him a communication from our minister to Mexico. To that commu- 
nication I desire to call attention because it is a clear, interesting state- 
ment which it seems to me is entitled to great weight. Minister Ryan’s 
letter is dated August 22, 1889, and addressed to Hon. William F. 
Wharton, Assistant Secretary of State. * 
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y ted, 
Government, an generally among all classes who are solicitous for the promo- 
tion of trade relations between the United States and Mexico, that the action 
of our Government may be such as to seriously cripple this commerce. 

The recent action of our Treasury Department upon this subject was not re- 
garded by the Mexican Government with serious dissatisfaction, since “it was 
go much than the worst that was feared,” as Mr, Mariscal expressed it 
in a purely non-ofiicical interview with me a few days ago. 

In this connection, I will add that the Mexican people are extremely sensitive 
touching any action of our Government the tendency of which may be to em- 
oe * trade intercourse with the United States. 


to this important subject, I trust I shall be pardoned for 
expressing the conviction, formed from such close and careful observation and 
study as ve been able to make since entering upon my duties here, thatthe 


of the United States have very gey. to gain and little or nothing to 

by the most liberal trade relations wi exico. If our Government agrees 
with me in this respect, then ates PO PORRO e that the longer re- 
ciprocity negotiations are defe: the more difficult will be their consumma- 
tion, because of the constant development of industries in this country that 
naturally create opposing interests. 


Tam, ete., 
THOMAS RYAN. 
To Hon. WILLIAM F. Wuarros, éte., Washington, D. C. h 


To these inclosures I desire to call attention. The Two Republics 
is an important newspaper, published in the City of Mexico. It is 
headed ‘* Lead-ore question.’ 


SILVER O2ES.—HOW THE PRINCIPAL ORE BUYERS REGARD THE NEW REGULA- 
TIONS. 

Nearly a month has elapsed since Secretary Windom issued a new set of reg- 
ulations for the guidance of customs officiais of the United States in the classiti- 
cation ofsilver ores containing an admixture of lead that were imported into that 

ntry through any port. As Mexico is the principal producer and shi of 
lead eres to the United States, the opinions expressed in the following inter- 
views with some of the largest ore buyers of this city will give an accurate idea 
of the effect of the late regulations upon this branch of industry in Mexicoand 
the deflection of trade in ores to other countries: 

Mr, J. F. Matthews was the first ore purchaser that wasseen by the reporter. 
Mr. Matthews is doubtless one of the best . nown men to miners, operators of 
mines, and reduction-work owners in the United States, and his views on the 

ms issued by -ecoretary Windom will be read with interest from the 
fact of the practical standpoint from which he discusses the subject. 

“Have you read the letter of instructions of Secretary Windom to the col- 


lectors of customs on the frontier? ” asked the reporter of Mr. Matthews. 
“Tha 1 


80, as the was m Sherman during Garfield's Admin- 
istration. It is certainly rous for any one to claim that it was the in- 
tention of Co: to tax the ores which have been shi from this country, 


What do you think of the Secretary's advi.e to collectors to value the lead 
atlcent below the New York prices?” 

I think it a very unjust thing of any Secretary or collector to manufacture a 
value for lead at any given place. Had the instruction been given to base the 
value of lead upon the value of base bullion at any one of these places, it cer- 
tainly would look as if the Government were trying to act with a little more 
justice. Even with lead at 4 cents in New York, leat in bullion would not be 
worth at Laredo, Eagle Pass, and El Paso more than $48 pre ton, or a trifle over 
2cents per pound, Thus if we have an ore containing cent, this would 
equal 60¢ pounds of lead. uct from same 10 per cent. for loss in smeltingand 
we have 5410 pounds of lead, which at $46 per ton equals 812.42. At the old rate ot 
valning the lead these ores would be taken as $12; still the Secretary of the 
Treasury tells the collectors to value it at 818. There is certainly no justice in 
this. Some parties in the United States claim that the weight of metal should 

vern, believing that this would shut out most of the ores from this country; 

ut it is very evident that they do not understand the character of the greater 
part of the ores sent to the United States. 

1 myself have sent a great many tons of ore from this country, and at least 99 
per cent, of these contain more iron than lead, Thus, if the weight of metal 
should govern, these would have to be classed as iron ores and would 1777 a 
duty of 75 cents a ton. There is no doubt that the law as originally passed is in 
a very crude state and that the framers of it knew little or nothing about the 
business. If the law were to be interpreted as some of our countrymen wish 
it would certainly show a queer state of affairs. Supposing an ore carries 10 
ounces of silver and 15 per cert. lead. I have 8 thousand tons 
of this grade. Aceording to the present instructions of the Secretary the silver 
in this ore would be valued at $8.74 and the lead at $9, which would subject this 
ore to a duty of $30 per ton. 

Now. supposing this ore should be smelted in this country and the base bullion 
should be ship: to the United States, we would have the following resull: Three 
hundred pounds of lead less 10 per cent. for loss in smelting equais 270 pounds; 
at2 cents per pound, the duty on common lead, equals $5.40; will any sane 
man say that it was the intention of Pongi to tax the raw material, which 
would give our railroads something for 
charge, per ton, while the manufactured article would rot Ha $5.40 per 
ton? fhe amount paid for hauling and smelting one ton of thi 
frontier to the smelters amounts to $12, all money paid to our people, while that 
paid on the bullion made from this ore would only be $3.78 for freight and reſinin 
charges. Were it not for the iron and lime contained in these ores they coul 
not be shipped to the United States; therefore it isevident they are not sent for 
the silver and lead they contain—for in theabsence of the fluxes we would have 
the gross value of the silver and lead in these ores at the Missouri River $16.84, 
computing silver at 92cents in New York and lead at 4centsat the same place 
while the freights and smelting charges would amount to $15.75, leaving only 
75 ſor r hauling to railroad, loading, transferring at frontier, and for loss 

n weight. 

Do you think the importation of these ores into the United States has worked 
an injury to our Western miners?” 

“Ido not, I have lived a great many years in the West and have too many 

ood friends in that section to ever advocate anything that would in any way 
fnjure them. My sympathies are with the West and particularly with the 
miners of that section. It is true that the business may hurt some few individ- 
uals, but this does not affect the t bulk of our miners. In ussing this 
subject some parties seem to overlook the fact that ut least 90 per cent. of the 
ores are sent to the United States on account of their fluxing qualities, and, as 
I have owi yon; could not be handled at all were it not for this fact. Some 
s claim that we have plenty of these fluxing ores at home, but if this isso, 

why is it that there is such a lively competition for these ores in this country 
and that such high prices are being paid for them? Our smelters would not 
cone so — away from home and pay such prices for ores if they could obtain 

em at home, 

“The Philadelphia Smelting Company, of Pueblo, has opened an office in this 
city, and judging from its offers must be very hu for Mexican ores. The 
St. Louis elting Company, the Kansas City Smelting Company, the El Paso 
Smelting Company, the International Smelting Company, of El Paso, the So- 
corro Smelting Company, the Colorado Smelting Company, of Pueblo, the Phila- 
delphia Smelting Company, of Pueblo, the Omaha works, Balback's works at 
Newark, N. J., are all of ores in this chuntrx. Even the Globe Sinelt- 
ing Company, of Denver, which has been such an advocate of 3 a duty 
on these ores, I understand, is getting some of them, Perhaps it does not get 
enough or as much as some of their neighbors, and for that reason would like 
to see them shut out.“ 

“What effect do you think the shutting out of these ores will have upon the 
general trade between the two countries?“ 

Iwill . most disastrous effect, for the Mexicans will certainly 
not trade with us, if we commence by trying to stop one of the principal branches 
of the business between the two countries, The policy of the Mexican Govern- 
ment has been to increase the business between the two countries and to give 
our people every facility to do business here by even going so far as to granting 
some of our people exclusive privileges. Weare «greatmanufacta ntry 
at nt and we want a market for what we manufacture and Mexi rsa 
splendid field for this.“ 

Mr. Richard E. Chism, mining engineer and manager of the Virginia Ore 
Company, of this city, was found at bis office at the Callejon del Espiritu Santo 
No.4. He stated to the reporter that since ie new regulations had been 
by Secretary Windom— 


That was a regulation taxing these ores at the value of the lead in 
them and in conflict with the former regulation which has now again 
been restored— 


he had not shipped any ore to the United States and would not do so until a 
decision was reached. The regulations,“ Mr. Chism said, were drawn up 
by parties knowing nothing of the subject. Itis 3 impracticable to ship 
ore to the United States us the tions now stand, I bu ores from a num- 
ber of mining districts withont knowing from what mines they come and caring 
less. The regulations make it obligatpry to state from what mine the ore is 
shipped and its locality. Ore from different mines can not be mixed, which 
eee, to keep it in separate packages. rogulations present 
many other features that work to the disadvantage of the ore shipper. 
8 are continued ore purchasers will seek other markets than the 
United States. At present lam shipping my ores to Germany.“ 


buyers, w. names not to be ted, were scen reporter. 
— ANT the t ruling of Wisst a GaS 
to the best interests ofthe United Statesand that if Congress 

it will work det- 


— to make a law based upon the present 
rimentally to closer commercial connections with Mi 
We find that this bill is proposing just such a law. 


“By a resent regulations,“ said one ore ag “the whole system of ore 
— or United States reduction works has been chan The mixing of 


ores w ore in vogue for convenſence sake has had to be 
altered and poten have themselyes as displeased with the arrange- 
ment,” 


Ore buyers in general are of the opinion that if Con; 
AE LON SOG IE pane ME ENE OE 


European 

Nr. 8. 8. Gug ies nar AN representing the Philadel Ipae her 5 and Refining 
Compan: ueblo, Colo., who has opened an office at No, 4 3 ex- 

esell Hunz toa ‘reporter in regard to the late rulin 

indom. Our company,” said Mr. G enheim. eee 
of Mexican ores. Since Secretary Windom’ os new regulations were issued I 
have shipped lead ores to the United and have notexperienced any dif- 
ficulty with the lead-ore clause. I think thatthe rulings are just— 


That is a subsequent ruling 
and have no doubt that heretofore lead ores, strictly dutiable, have been 
mixed and sent to the United States under a ailver-predominating n name. I 
think that further legislation for higher duties on imported lead ores will be de- 
feated in Congress, and that the present regulations will stand. Mt on our company 
tees otherwise it is not probable that we would have opened offices in this 
city. 


I trust, Mr, President, I shall be pardoned the reading of thislengthy 
document because it gives the opinions of practical men engaged in the 
business who see the effect of the things that are going on, and gives 
us real information upon which to basea judgment. I ask permission 
to read an editorial from the Two Republies, dated August 15, 1839, 
headed ‘*Lead-ore question:“ 

The famous temporary ruling of Secretary Windom as to silver-lead ores con- 
tinues toexcite much discussion both in tne United States and Mexico. The 
more it is discussed by practical men the more evident it becomes that it is not 
what itseemed. The unqualified condemnation by Secretary Windom of Mr, 
Sherman's ruling that ore 8 which lead predominates in value shall — — N 
and that that in which silver has the larger percentage will be admitted 
whenever these are in their natural state, that is to say not mixed 8 for 
exportation, gave satisfaction in this country and was considered a victory for 
the friends of Mexican ores. 


This is the condition ofthe law now, the silver-bearing lead ores, from 
the preponderance in value of silver, coming in free, and that is what 
the writer of this article refers to. He continues: 


9 for the ore trude, and, indeed, for commercial relations between 
the United Statesand Mexico , the Treasury Department found it neces- 
sary, or at least desirable, to give new instructions 8 collectors for their 

ernment in the clearance of ores, These instructions, it is claimed by the 

i Paso. and Laredo papers, are so complicated and impose so much trouble, 


a. action sustain- 
be deflected to 


loss of time, and expense on the poe: that practically nullify the liberal 
ruling of the Secretary of the Treasury silver-lead ores, and besides 


make the importation into the United 8 States of free 9 of a high 

more expensive and tedious than ever before. One of effects of the new 
8 is to embarrass if not bar out concentrates, even when they contain 
no lea 

The Mining and Engineering Journal, of New York, in discussing the new 
rules, declares that they were drawn up either for the express E's: of par- 
alyzing the ore trade orin absolute ignorance of the manner in ch that ade 
is conducted, The New York is of the opinion thatthe latter is the proper 
ree ay ep ofthe impracticable instructions, as the collectors of customs are di- 

o watch the working of the new rules attentively and to suggest psy 
siterations in them that may facilitate the ore trade without violating the law, 
it being declared that there is no intention on the part of the Treasury Depart- 
ment to obstruct the commerce in Mexican ores. 

Ifthe new rules are not intended to be permanent, as stated at the time they 
were issued, and the Treasury Department is really desirous of facilitating the 
ore busin as it claims, a revision of the new rules is necessary; otherwise 
they will only serve as obstructions to commerce. 

The valuation of the lead contained in the ore is claimed by shippers to be 
very eas andoppressive. However, for the inconveniencesand burdens laid 
on the shi 2 * of Mexican ores, we refer the reader to the interviews which 
‘we publish in another column, and which we feel sure will receive the atten- 
tion 3 the 5 of the subject and the standing of the gentlemen 
whose views are — rrant, 

Practically itis — whether Secretary Windom has intentionally 
unintentionally obstructed the exportation ofall ores from Mexico to the United 
States and rendered impossible the shipment of certain classes of them; the 
effect is the same in either case. The shipment of Mexican ores to the United 
States will fall off very much and the general trade between the two countries 
will of 1 suffer. Much harm has already been done, but it may be 
remedied if the Seoretary will address himself to the task of facilitating the 
trade in Mexican ores under the existing laws. If, however, measures are 
not speedily taken for counteracting the unfavorable im on caused in this 
country by the new rules the moral effect of the latter will be very injurious 
to all American interests in this country. 


I read, Mr. President, this latter paper as an indication of the views 
of the people in Mexico, corresponding, as itdid, with views of citizens 
of the United States who are engaged in the importation of this ore. 
My colleague read the letter from a nuwpber of leading citizens in El 
Paso, Tex., of May 8, and a copy of which I have, but which it isnot 
necessary to read again. 

Ipresent a memorial, which I beg to read, from the Commercial Club 
of Kansas City. Mr. President, T would not be inclined to occupy so 
much time on this subject but for the fact that during the last Con- 
gress this subject was up, and Congress maintained the position that 
this duty of 14 cents a pound on silver-bearing lead ores im ported into 
the United States should be imposed, so that I feel it incumbent upon 
those of us who think that it ought not to be done to present as full 
a statement of the facts of the case as may be necessary. 


mone EEO EN Sah of Enters OAKS A WER as follows: 


To the honorable President and Congress of the United States: 
econ Republic of ne geen witha n of about 12,000,000 people, bas onl 

rege erm . ican , been brought reais — 
— fants ion of President Diaz, now 88 ago; 

Mexico has enjoyed —— peace and has pena de held ster stead: ily in 
and advance. n PaaS IR T ET 6,000 m ath ot 
m constructed. Thissystem 5 but boars framework of ‘aconstantly and apidiy 
expanding net-work of railways trate and make the 


domain of our sister republic, a beep which rg, Sona es possible the development of 
the vast resources of our neighbor, 

The frequent revolutions in Mexico, after that country had thrown over Span- 
ish rule and before the inauguration of Presiden t Diaz for his present term of 
office, were possibie only on account of the difficulty of in ey — 

ng districts, With the railroads now in existence and in operation Sone and 
stability of government are as much assured in Mexico as in the United States. 
This is so well appreciated abroad that the bonds of the Mexican Government 
are eagerly 2 beak a lish and German bankin; rm Breer and millions of 


American, English. rman money are inves! in Mexican enterprises 
every year, 

During the year banks have been established with large capital in all 
parts of Mexico to 5 money for the advancement of agriculture and 
mining through the introduction of machinery. 


Mexico's resources are admittedly great and her products donot come in com- 
petition with those of our own country; on the contrary, Mexico produces 
much that we need, but can not ourselves produce at all, or notin ee 
sufficient for our wants. Sugar, coffee, fibers, cabinet woods, and silver ores 
are Mexico's chief products. ee we can not raise at all; s and fibers 
we raise in JOAD entirely inadequate to our wants. Our people want cheap 
sugar and coffee; Mexico can supply them, not at once, but given rtunity, 
within a few years. Our farmers want cheap binding-twine; Mexico can sup- 
ply. the material for that. 

ver since the beginning of civilized government in the world, it has been 
the aim of a nation to increase its metallic wealth, its capital; to admit Mexican 
silver ores for manufacture in the United States, means to add to our wealth as 
anation. The present population of Mexico must always form the of her 
working staff. That population is well fitted for work on the coffee and sugar 
lantations and for work in the mines, but is unskilled in the mechanical arts, 
Iexico, therefore, will have to depend, for a long term of years, upon foreign 
nations for her constantly increasing requirements of farm, mining, and other 
machinery and for manufactured goods of all descriptions. 

Corn and wheat, the BE ey of life, can not be raised in Mexico to the 
tent of her aaa CE a eattle from our ultural States find 
now, and always will find, a — 2 growing market in Mexico. 


And yet while I may say we are importing but small amounts and 
exporting very large amounts of these articles we are providing in this 
tariff bill to strike down the power of exporting our important farm 
products into Mexico for the purpose of supplying the wants of that 
country. 

‘There can, therefore, be no fleld for trade opened more profitable to the United 
* than that of the republic immediately to the south of us. 


railroads now enter Mexico at three 8 new lines are projected; 
5 Western and Southern railroads bave pushed forward to the Rio Grande; 


settlements along the river forming the international boundary have sprang 
up, prepared to care for and extend trade with our neighbors; and our —.— 
facturers and our entire business interests arc languishing for en 


tunities and an ed field. It is sheer absurdity thet we should be id 
pak by arbitrary legislation from exchanging our products for those of a na- 

on divided from us by a small stream, and connected with us by railways 
which our own citizens have planned and constructed. 

Our trade with Mexico, in spite of the arbitrary barriers erected between the 
two nations, has been growing steadily, ga through the unfortunate regula- 
tions of last e made by Secretary indom, the importation of Mexican 
ores was serious! ly reduced, thus pedea aA * of Mexico to buy our goods 
and products, and calling forth retaliatory duties on our farm products, An un- 
necessary, unjust, and uncalled-for obstacle has thus been thrown in the path 
of the most natural outlet for our products. The absurdity of this interference 
is astounding, for we have Sa ge end in every directi 
close co jal relations with M — railroads 

A oe p TE ET ch trade; our skilled labor, our as 
tal w 


chandise, and farm pioa 
rted of merchand Ree. and of silver ores spp aug The 
859 will show a decided increase. But these figu 
stance to what we can make our trade with man 
ready to go into pe ore bento ably of every kind. 


are hardly 2 
“Capital ten is opted in Mexico 
pared 


nerative enparen for her now 


8 ia, 15 demand in Mexico for our zie pa and our manufactures ten or 
0 


ie Ene A il 
ico, through n existence and the a. 4 dow of * — 
into that ite och must and will * with astonish 

The question is, shall we turn this stream towards the ares States or alow 
it to seek other outlets? There is much talk of reciproci 
ican states, from whom we buy coffee, sugar, hides, ete. 
to the point, and will it not bring prosper ty to a greater number of interests, 
if we first encourage Mexico, through a liberal treaty, to produce those things 
for us and take our products and manufactures in exchange? Mexico is our 
nearest neighbor; we can therefore 2 to supply her all she requires of what 
we can furrish, and this, prey swe fok add vast tonnage to a great part ofthe 
railway system of the United 

We have been promised by tou) political parties a reduced tariff; the Pan- 
American Congress has been called, as the people of this — believed, a 
the purpose of enlarging our trade with Mexico and the repu) 
the south. The alarm displayed by the nations of Europe, . * — 
in our country of the republics Bf America became known, proves beyond a 
doubt what we hayo to gain from closer commercial relations with those who 
share this great continent with us. 

It seems we are about to be disappointed, both in the outcome of tariff legisla- 
tion and in our golden dream of commercial conquest in the south, for the new 
tariff bill 3 instead of the reverse, our tariff burdens, and instead of an 
app to reciprocity with Mexico, legislation is — which is adirect 

ront toour nearest neighbor. of this 


It is reported openly, to the shame of 
„3 duties which 3 bill puts on lead ae exican 
1 
wiih Mexico and that these duties are tobe swab „„ 


concessions. Mr. Windom's mer haye broughtdown 


instructions of 
upon us retaliation, To add to this ions of inst summer have, brought down 


9116 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Aveust 25, 


n us furthur retaliation, alienate the 
destroy their disposition to favor us in 


t share of capital going into Mexico 


on lead in Mexican ores will bring u 
kindly feelings of our neighbors, an 


trade. 

It is well known that by far the l 
comes from England and Germany, and the railroad develo; 
now to’ the sea. The Mexican Central has just completed its branch to 
Tampico, on the Gulf of Mexico; the Mexican Southern is rapidly — 
towards the Pacific Ocean, and the Inter-Oceanic Railroad is almost complet 
to Vera Cruz, Thus the facilities to trade with nations other than the United 
States are multipl, in Mexico, and the ties between Mexico and those coun- 
tries are being steadily E by the capital constantly flowing from 
those countries into Mexico, y by day Mexico is becoming more independ- 
ent commercially, and the time is not far distant, if not actu at hand, when 
Mexico will refuse to enter any alliances or contracts that will not leave her 

to trade where she can e bestand buy cheapest. Our farmers, manu- 
factarers, and business men are getting weary of the restrictions placed on their 
enterprise, and of the interference and apparent opposition of politics to the 
business of the country. 

We will plainly never have reciprocity with Mexico until we, as business 
men, manufacturers, and farmers, stand together, and demand, ess of 
party affiliations, that the business interests of the country shall not be made 
the foot-ball of partisan politics, and that our needs and the evident wish of the 
people, in the way of reciprocity with Mexico, receive immediate attention and 


prompt action. 

We, therefore, ully, but most earnestly petition the President of the 
United States and the Co: thereof to enact such laws and conclude such 
treaties as will further this great interest, and appeal to our sister commercial 
. e to unite with us in this petition. 

he above memorial was adopted by the Commercial Club, of Kansas City, 
at its regular meeting, Tuesday, May 6, 1590, the secretary being instructed to 
transmit copies tothe honorable President and members of Congress and tothe 
various commercial bodies of the United States. 
F, A. FAXON, President. 
RYERSON RITCHIE, Secretary. 


I beg also to read the proceedings of the Board of Trade of Kansas 
City, Kans., on this same question of ores from Mexico, dated Kansas 
City, Kans., February 25, 1890: 


Ata regular meeting of the board of trade, held on the 17th instant, the fol- 
lowing resolutions were unanimously adopted: $ 
“ Whereas some apprehensions exist as tothe policy to be adopted in the rec- 
i ty treaty now being made between the United States and Mexico, rela- 
ve to the importation of ores from that country into the United States; and 
“Whereas Wyandotte County in the Argentine Smelting and Refining Works 
the equal of any similar institution in the world, turning out one- 
h of all the silver and one-fifth of all the lead produced in the United States, 
and which is forming the nucleus at this point of the largest ee center in 
the world; that this institution is su mainly because of the free impor- 
tation from Mexico of certain silver-lead ores, and the imposition of an import 
duty on said ores would be distressing if not disastrous to the largest manu- 
8 plant in Kansas, by crippling the smelting industry at this point: 


erefore, 

“Resolved, That the Senators and Representatives in Congress from the State of 
Kansas are earnestly requ to use every effort in their power to secure free 
interchange of the ores ot Mexico and the corn of Kansas. A prohibitory duty 
on ores would seriously affect the manufacturing and agricultural interests of 
Kansas, and the removal of the present Mexican duty of one-half cent per 
pound, or 28 cents per bushel, on Kansas corn would tend ly to relieve 
the present oversupply ofcorn. Oftheimportation of silver ore into the United 
States for 1888, two-thirds of tho amount, that is about $4,000,000, came to the 
Argentine Company, a Kansas institution, thus consuming about one-fifth of 
the entire importation of Mexico into the United States. We think Kansas 
should make a strong fight for free ore, which is building such a great interest 
among us. 

Resolved, That a copy ofthis resolution be sent to cach Senatorand Congress- 


man from the State. 
J. D. CRUISE, President, 
D. W. TROUP, Seerctary. 


ent in Mexico is 


Ihave before me a paper which is not signed by any one, and the au- 
thorship of which I do not know, butit contains some statements that 
bear upon their face the evidence of their truth in connection with the 
other testimony, and I will venture to read some extracts from this 


paper. 


Alluding to the Mexican silver-lead ores— 


Shall these ores be allowed to come into the United States free, as under the 
present law, or shall they be excluded by placing a tax “ of 1} cents per pound 
of lead contained therein,” as proposed by the McKinley tariff bill? Thetheory 
of protection is to foster existing industries and encourage the development 
of new ones. The exclusion of Mexican ores will destroy existing industries 
and prevent the development of new ones. Twenty out of twenty-four smelt- 
ing works in the United States need Mexican ores aud ask for a continued free 

on of them. These works are located and oj ted in eight different 
States and two Territories, ranging from Texas to Montana and from Utah to 
New Jersey. Four smelting works demand the imposition of this tax. 


Another paragraph which I shall read is as follows: 


The price of lead-flux ores in the United States is already so bigh and the ores 
so scarce that smelters are glad to get them at little or no charge for smelting, 
thus losing to the smelters almost their entire smelting cost, which must be 
borne by the dry ores, to the smelting of which these flux ores are necessary. 
As 75 per cent. of the ores produced in the United States are dry ores, requiring 
the use of a lead flux to ia td reduce them, the large majority of the miners 
in this country are directly injured by the exclusion of the Mexican lead-flux 
ores. 


I read another paragraph: 

Tt is represented by those advocating the exclusion of Mexican ores that the 
produet of the Mexican mines is the result of peon labor and that competition 
with m labor is an injustice to the miners of the United States. This a 
ment no 8 the wages paid to the so-called peon miners in the 
largest lead-silver mines of Mexico are from 51.50 to $2 per day, which is as high 
as the wages received by the lead-miners in the State of Missouri. In addition 
to this, the Mexican ore imported into this country has to pa . 
$21 per ton from the Sierra Mojada Mountains, where the principal mines of this 
class of ore in Mexico are I to the Missouri River, while the ores from 


Idaho pay from $11.40 to $14, and those from Leadville, Colo., $9.40. 


I beg to read some more se, pron If I had not already taxed the 
patience of the Senate so much I should read the whole paper. 


These facts are given to show that there is no substantial value in 
the argument that thesilver-bearing lead ores of Mexico interfere with 
the lead industries of the United States, because it is shown that for 
the four last years the price of lead has been 36 cents in the hundred 
pounds higher than it was for the three years preceding the importa- 
zon of Mexican lead ores into the United States. This authority pro- 
ceeds : 

The lowest average price for lead reached in any one year during the Mexi- 
can importations was $3.85 in the year 1889. But this price was still higher than 
the average price for the two years, 1884 and 1885, preceding the Mexican im- 
portations. ‘The average price for these two years was $3.84. 

The production of lead in the United States has increased in the period from 
1883 to 1889, 16 per cent., whereas consumption of lead in the same period in- 
creased 42 per cent. 

This is another very strong fact to show that the importation of Mex- 
ican lead ores is not interfering with the industry of lead productioy 
in the United States, because the increased consumption of lead is fal 
greater than its production. 

The lead-silver ores of Leadville, Colo., similar to those imported from Mex. 
ico, have advanced in price, according to the reports of the United States Geo- 
logical Survey, $21 per ton in the period from 1850 to 1887, and from 1887 to 1890, 
the period of the largest importations of Mexican lead-silver ores, there has 
been a further advance in the price of similar Leadville ores of $6.60 per ton, 
The highest price paid for those Leadville ores was reached in the present year, 
and those ores are bought now upon a smelting charge of only $1 per ton, whereas 
the cost of smelting is about $7 per ton, resulting therefore in a loss of $6 per 
a ae must be paid by the dry ores, to the smelting of which they are in- 

spensable. 


I read another paragraph: 


The business of smelting, therefore, has been made hazardous (and the posi, 
tion of this business in the United States as an important industry has been all 
atapa fae This condition of affairs is a forcible illustration of the fact not 
only that Mexican silver-lead ores are absolutely necessary to the preservation 
of the smelting industry in the United States, but further, that in order thatthe 
industry shall be maintained and increased in proportion to the constantly in- 
creasing production of ay silver ores, it is necessary that the most liberal leg- 
islation be had which will supply the wants of the country in the direction of 
silver-lead flux ores, 

I have before me the argument of Oscar Keen, of counsel for E. 
Balhach & Son, of the city of Newark, N. J., before the Committee on 
Ways and Means of the Honse of Representatives, Fifty-first Congress, 
on the question of tariff on silver-lead ores imported from Mexico.” 
It is a very interesting paper, which goes fully into the discussion ot 
that subject, and I desire to read some paragraphs from it. Theim- 
portance of the subject, I trust, will enable the Senate to excuse the 
time I am occupying in trying to present important facts on this ques- 
tion. 

Messrs, E. Balbach & Son employ about three hundred and seventy-five men 
and support, by the wages they pay, at least fifteen hundred inhabitants of the 
city of Newark. They are engaged in the general smelting and refining busi- 
ness, which they have carried on for over forty years. Their works are on an 
extensive scale, 

This document is so long I can not read it all, or even ask to have it 
printed, but I will read some other extracts: 

The reason that induced Messrs. E. Balbach & Son to engage in this new en- 
terprise and enlarge their business of smelting and refining ores was on 
the fact that before they entered into it the izy nay ee ee by a rul- 
ing made by Assistant Secretary French on the 14th day of January, 1830, dur- 
ing the Administration of President Hayes, and by a subsequent ruling made 
by Assistant Secretary Fairchild, January 25, 1886, during the Administration of 
President Cleveland, decided that under the provisions of the tariff act then 
and now in force and operation ores containing silver and lead were exempt 
from the imposition of duty when theores contained silver less in quantity but 
greater in value than the lead in the ores. 

As your committee are aware, these rulings have been affirmed by the present 

y. Mr. Windom, and the construction given to this portion of the tariff 
act by the Secretaries under tne Administrations of Presidents Hayes, Cleveland, 
and Harrison has received the approval—equivalent almost to judicial sano- 
tion—of the Committee on the Judiciary of the United States Senate. 


I think at this point, before reading the other extracts from that pa- 
per, I will call attention to the rulings of the Department, and to the 
report of the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate. As I haveoc- 
cupied so much time I think I will not tax the Senate by reading them 
but call attention to the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting, in response to the Senate resolution of May 14, 1888, informa- 
tion relative to the importation of lead ores, dated Washington, D. C., 
May 21, 1888, signed Hugh Thompson, Secretary, and addressed to JOHN 
J. INGALLS, President pro tempore of the Senate. This document is one 
following similar communications by the predecessor of the present 
Secre of the Treasury, holding that where the value of the silver 
imported was greater than the value of the lead the ores come in free 
of duty. Then, upon this document the Judiciary Committee of the 
Senate, by Mr. EDMUNDS, the chairman of the committee, made a re- 
port: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, which was instructed by Senate resolution 
of the lith June, 1888, to examine and report to the Senate whether in their 
opinion, under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1483 (22 United States Stat- 
utes, page 500), lead ore is exempt from duty it it contains gold or silver less in 
eee but greater in value than the value of the lead in the ore,” respectfully 
reports, 


. 
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The report of the Judiciary Committee fully sustains the views of 
the different Secretaries of the Treastry which had been held to the 
same effect, that is, that such ores did come in free of duty. I regret 
that I have read so much that I do not feel authorized to read the rea- 
soning of the report of the Judiciary Committee, which in this seems 
to be very conclusive. These two papers will be found in House Mis- 
cellaneous Document No. 176, Fifty-first Congress, first session, hear- 
ings before the Committee on Ways and Means. The first will be 
found on page 1267; the second on pages 1267 and 1268; and then on 
pages 1268 and 1269 is the last opinion of Secretary Windom on the 
same subject, in which he fully sustains the views of his predecessors, 
that these ores should come in free of duty, and makes arguments that 
seem to me conclusive in favor of his view of that subject. 

I call attention to this so that others may examine them if they see 
proper, and I will not tax the Senate by the reading of them. It is 
sufficient to sey that the different Secretaries of the Treasury and the 
Judiciary Committee of the Senate held the construction of the ex- 
isting law, that silyer-bearing lead ores are to be admitted tree when 
the quantity of silver is less, but the value greater, than that of the lead 
contained in the ores. 

Iam more particular in stating this because of the fact that in the 
discussion of this subject during the Fiftieth Congress it was assumed 
that that construction of the law was not maintainable, and I believe 
it was said thatit was ridiculous; at any rate, it was alleged that that 
construction of the law was not maintainable. 

Therefore, we have the action of several Secretaries of the Treasury 
and the Committee on the Judiciary sustaining that construction of the 
law, and we have connected with that the continued practice of the Goy- 
ernment, with the exception of a short interval, for the several years that 
have intervened since that construction was adopted under the Admin- 
istration of President Hayes. 

In reference to the supply and consumption of lead in the United 
States, I beg leave to call attention to page 1277 of the document I have 
iust referred to, House Miscellaneous Document No. 176, the statement 
of Mr. Meyer before the Committee on Ways and Means of the House 
of Representatives. He says: 


Mr. Eells, I think, has also a copy of a letter from Mr, J. E. Schwartz, presi- 
dent of the Pennsylvania Lead Company, of Pittsburgh, and also president of 
the Mingo Furnace Company, of Salt Lake City, Utah. He says substantially 
the same thing as Mr. Eilers, I will later on give a list of the smelting works 
oo United States, and pick out those who are in the same line of thought 
with us. 

I have read the statements made before this committee by Mr. Oscar Keene, 
Mr, Thomas H. Carter, and others. These statements seem to me to rather cre- 
ate the impression that the lead coming into the United States in silver-lead ores 
from 2 is that much clear gain to the purchaser, and that the lead so pur- 
chased at a low price enables the importer of these ores to undersell American 
lead, Nothing can be more erroneous. 


That will be seen from what I have just said and read a little bit 
ago. 

The ore from Mexico is not imported for the purpose of making lead, for the 
reason that it is not profitable to make lead from this ore. The ore is pur- 
chased for the distinct purpose of 8 in the smelting of silver ores, and is 
paid for in proportion to its usefulness in that direction, aside from its metal 
value. The lead which is incidentally produced from the Mexican ore costs 
the American smelter just as much as the lead in American ores, and the only 
reason why he goes to Mexico for this ore is because he can not supply him- 
self in the United States. „Competition among American 5 works isal- 
most as severe for Mexican ores in Mexico as it is for similar ores in the United 
States.. There is, therefore, no direct profit at all to the American smelters in 
these Mexican ores, neither in the! or silver, nor in the operation of smelt- 
ing, but these ores are used to smelt American silver ores. 


And to flux with American lead ores, I add. 


It is also not true that the lead from Mexican ores takes the place of American 
Jead, because six years out of nine, commencing with 1881, the total supply of 
lead in the United States, derived from native and Mexican ores together, has 
been short of the consumption, and during those yearsin which no Mexican ores 
were imported it has been frequently necessary to import pig: lead from abroad. 
Since 1885, from which year the Mexican importations date, the consumption of 
lead in the United Statés has always been in excess of the supply derived from 
native and Mexican ores combined, Serene ony. in the year 1888, The rea- 
son why the consumption in 1888 fell off must be attributed to the reckless spec- 
ulation ot N. Corwith, who made an attempt to corner the lead market and ad- 
vanced the prices of lead to such a height as to considerably affect the con- 
sumption of that metal. 


I proceed with the same statement: 

In the year 1885 the total United States product of iead was 135,518 tons. It 
was necessary to import 1,780 tons, and then there was a total supply of 137,000 
tons against the consumption of 145,000 tons, showing therefore an excess of 
consumption over the total suppl ot 8,009 tons. In 1886 the total United States 
production was 127,000 tons, and importations from Mexico 8,000 tons, against a 
total consumption of 141,000 tons, and in the year just passed, 1889, the total pro- 
duction, including 19,000 tons derived from Mexican ores, was 190,000 tons, 
whereas the consumption was 200,000 tons; so there was an excess in 1889 in 
consumption over the supply derived from American and Mexican ores to- 
gether of 10,000 tons. 


These statements I am giving, Mr. President, to show that the im- 
portation of Mexican silver-lead ores do not affect the lead-producing 
interest of the United States or militate against its supply, becanse 
they merely tend to aid in filling the supply necessary to meet the de- 
mands of the country, and we are under the necessity, after importa- 
tion of these ores, of importing a very large sum of lead in addition 
to all the lead made in the United States both from ores of the United 
States and from Mexican lead ores. 

I read further from the statement of Mr. Meyer, on page 1286 of the 


same House Miscellaneous Document No. 176. He wasasked the fol- 
lowing question by Mr. KINSEY: 


Mr. Kixsey. While you do not import this ore for the purpose of making 
pig-lead, in fact you do get pig-lead from it and sell the lead in this country in 
competition with our lead. 

Mr. Meyer. That is a question of construction. - 

Mr. KrxsEY. And thereby reduce the cost of smelting by reason of this valu- 
able product that is incidental to this fluxing. 

Mr. MEYER. I will answer question by saying that in the year 1889 the 
consumption of lead in the United States was 10,000 tons in excess of the product 
of lead derived from America and Mexico combined. How, then, could the 
Mexican ore importations have hurt the price of lead in the United States? It 
was necessary to draw from sources 10,000 tons to fully meet the demand. 
Now, in the years 1885, 1586, 1887, 1888, and 1889, during which these ores were 
imported, there was only one year, and that was the year 1888, but what the 
consumption of lead in the United States was in excess of the uct derived 
from the home ores and the imported ores, So how could the imported ore 
have hurt the lead market? 


“I will at this point call attention to the number of smelting estab- 
lishments in the United States. This information is found on page 
1278 of this same House Miscellaneous Document No. 176: 


Here is a list of the principal smelting works in the United States. These 
works are en the smelting of silver ores, using lead as a flux, and col- 
lecting the precious metals in lead: 

American Smelting Works, Leadville, Colo, 

pee Smelting and Refining Works, Argentine, Kans. 

Arkansas Valley Smelting Works, Leadville, Colo. 

Aurora Sme.ting and Refining Works, Aurora, III. 

Chicago Smelting and Refining Works, Chicago, III. 

El Paso Smelting Works, El Paso, Tex. 

Germania Smelting and Refining Works, Salt Lake City, Utah, 

Globe Smelting Works, Denver, Colo. 

Great Falls la poh ada Great Falls, Mont. 

Harrison Smelting Works, Leadville, Colo. 

Hanaur Smelting Works, Salt Lake City, Utah. 

Helena and Livin; n Smelting Jorks, Helena, Mont. 

Mingo Smelti orks, Salt Lake City, Utah. 

National Smelting and Refining Works, Turner, Kans, 

Omaha Smeltingand Refining Works, Omaha, Nebr. 

Omaha Smelting Works, Denver, Colo. À 

Manville Smelting Works, Leadville, Colo. š 

Pennsylvania Smelting Works, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

Philadelphia Smelting and Refining Works, Pueblo, Colo, 

Pueblo Smelting and hefning Works, Pueblo, Colo. 

Rio Grande Smelting Works, Socorro, N. Mex. 

San Juan Smelting Works, Durango, Colo. 

St. Louis Smelting and Refining Works, St. Louis, Mo. 

Newark Smelting and Refining Works, Newark, N.J. 

Ihave cited twenty-four works. 


Says this statement: 

Out of these twenty-four works, seventeen either controlled or managed through 
Mr, Eilers and myselfor which have given us permission to speak for them, ask 
that the present law be left; or rather this, that no new law shall be which 
shall impose a tax that does not exist now. The works which ask this are— 

That is, those who ask that the law stand as it now is, and that no 
tax be imposed on the importation of these ores— 

American Smelting Works, Leadville, Colo, 

Argentine Smelting and Refining Works, Argentine, Kans, 

Arkansas Valley 3 Lead ville, Colo. 

Aurora Smelting and Refining Works, Aurora, III. 

Chicago Smelting and Refining Works, Chicago, Ill. 

El Paso Smelting Works, El Paso, Tex. 

Great Falls Smelting Works, Great Falls, Mont. 

Harrison Smelting Works, Leadville, Colo. 

Mingo Smelting Works, Salt Lake City, Utah. 

Manville Smelting Works, Leadville, Colo. 

National Smelting and Refining Works. Turner, Kans. 

Newark Smelting and Refining Works, Newark, N. J. 

Pennsylvania Lead Works, Smelting and Refining Works, Pittsburgh, Pa, 

Philadelphia Smelting and Refining Works, Pueblo, Colo. 

Rio Grande Smeltin; AWorks, Socorro, N. Mex, 

San Juan Smelting Works, Durango, Colo. 

St. Louis Smelting and Refining Works, St. Louis, Mo. 

Of the others, some of them I know to bein opposition. Of this class are the 
Omaha Company and the Globe Smelting Company, of Denver. The position 
of the remaining works is unknown to me; 

But I have presented evidence heretoforeshowing that of these twenty- 
four smelting works twenty of them are opposed to the imposition of 
this tax on the importation of Mexican silver-lead ores, while only four 
of them favor the imposition of that tax. 

Now, Mr. President, I will return to the pamphlet which I had com- 
menced reading some statements from, and I will now call attention to 
some further extracts from this argument of Arthur Keen before the 
Ways and Means Committee of the House as the representative of E. 
Balbach & Son, of the city of Newark, N. J. On page5thisauthority says: 

This view is fortified by the fact stated in a letter— 


Before I read that I desire to read from page 21, in connection with 
what I have just read, a statement showing the imports of silver ores 
into the United States during the fiscal year ending in 1889 at Paso del 
Norte, Eagle Pass, and Laredo, in Texas. The te imports of 
the three places show the ores to have been 118,322 tons. The lead 
contained in them is 58,695,609 pounds, The custom-house value was 
$931,229. That is the custom-house value of these ores. The value of 
gold contained in them was $28,021; the value of the silver contained 
in them was $4,871,116; the value of the copper contained in them was 
$16,325, and the total invoiced value was $5,846,691, showing that out 
of the importations of $5,846,691 worth of these importations there was 
only $931,229 worth of lead. 

This shows the unimportant quantity of lead_contained in this large 
import of ores and the large amountofsilverand gold and copper. This 
authority does not state the amount of iron because there been no 


plan adopted for utilizing the iron contained in these ores, except as an 
element necessary in smelting. Igive this information to show that when 
we speak of these lead ores as a source of supply of lead supply in com- 
parison with the amount of precious metals which come in they are really 
insignificant and ought not to control a great public policy that involves 
the employment of $12,000,000 of capital and many thousands of work- 
men. 

I will now read from page 5 of the report to which I was referring: 


This view is fortified by the fact stated in a letter of the 26th of June last, ad- 
dressed to the chairman of the Assistant Sevretary of the 
ranma” stating that before 1883 these ores Se DNA or silver and lead, 
where the n admitted under the 


Mr. ALDRICH, Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would suggest that in view of the limited time 
for discussion upon these various questions, if the Senator would be 
willing to have the extracts printed without being read it would save 
the time of the Senate very greatly, and as there does not seem to be 
anybody listening to the Senator I suggest he might perhaps accom- 
plish what he wants in that way as well as any other. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senate is somewhat thin, but I should as soon 
suspend my remarks as to put them into the RECORD and bury them 
there never to be seen hereafter. My object is to try to influence the 
action of the Senate on a very great question of public interest. I re- 

t to tax the patience of the Senate, but the people of the United 
tates, a great industry of the United States, embracing the people of 
the State which I have the honor in part to represent and a great in- 
dustry there, demand, it seems to me, the consideration of a question 
liké this; and I do not know how they could have had it but to con- 
sume a little time. I regret as much as the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and can to have to consume this time, for I know the great importance 
of the pending bill and that there are other great questions that have 
to be considered. 
Mr. SANDERS. I should like to ask the Senator from Texas a 


estion. 

Mtr. REAGAN, I will get through as soon as I can and read noth- 
ing that I do not think will give information that may be serviceable 
in the consideration of this question. 

Mr. SANDERS. Having some knowledge of the business that is 
being conducted, I will ask, does not this testimony emanate from the 
large corporations of the country engaged in this business? 

Mr. REAGAN. The most of theinformation we have on either side 
of this question comes from men engaged on one or the other side. 
The information we get in favor of the imposition of this tax comes 
from about four smelting establishments. The information we get 
largely in opposition to this tax comes from twenty smelting establish- 
ments. So that if the testimony is to be discredited, we have got no 

und to rest upon for belief besides the construction given to the 

w by the officers of the Government and by the Judiciary Committee 
of the Senate. 

Mr. SANDERS. I think in that respect the Senator will find he is 
mistaken and that thousands and thousands of miners of the United 
States give testimony and entertain opinions on that subject. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I am aware that the particular State 
represented by the Senator who has just addressed you is interested in 
the imposition of this tax upon American industry; is interested in 
breaking up this import and in destroying twenty smelting establish- 
ments with $12,000,000 invested in them and employing thousands of 
workmen, sustaining tens of thousands of people. Iam aware they 
have that interest. The question which comes to the Senate is one 
in which they must balance the interests involved and they must de- 
termine the question, in settling this, whether to promote the interest 
of four or five establishments while they will destroy twenty others; 
whether, to promote the interest of a few persons, they will destroy a 
great industry, 

I am persuaded the Senator from Montana did not listen to the evi- 
dence I presented here, from statistics which can not be refuted, that 
the 83 of lead coming from ores of the United States and Mex- 
ico fell far short of meeting the Gemand in the United States, and that 
within the last year, with an importation of 19,000 tons of lead ore 
from Mexico, the consumption of lead was 10,000 tons more than the 
production. How, then, can the interest of lead producers or the 
miners of lead be affected when consumption is so much greater than 
production? That is a question I desire gentlemen to address them- 
selves to when they come to that point. 

I have called attention to the construction of the statutes by the Sec- 
retaries of the Treasury and the Judiciary Committee, and need not 
further allude tothem. I read further, on page 112, from the paper to 
which I have called attention: : 

It— * 

The adoption of this policy— 
induced the Newark Smelting and Refining Works to go into the business of 
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— Mexican ores. They saw fit to acquire perty rights under the in- 
terpretation given to the statute by the Treasury j aa prinia and by its benefi- 
— provisions 1,500 people in the city of Newark are housed and fed and 


And they say it was done because of the adoption of this policy. It 
was an old establishment, forty years old, but went into this business, 
they state distinctly, after this policy was adopted. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say it has been in that business 
twenty-five years. 

Mr. REAGAN. Forty years, they say. 

Mr. TELLER. It has been in that particular business he says they 
have gone into on account of this ruling for twenty-five years, to my 
certain knowledge. 

Mr. REAGAN. Of course I have not any knowledge of my own to 
contradict the statement of the Senator, and I only give what the com- 
pany a atenent is in answer to what the Senator says. I read from 
page 13: 

A sound morality certainly calls for good faith on the part of Congress, and 
it is believed that this good faith will observed, and that your committee 


will not consent to the removal of this new industry from the United States and 
its transfer to Great Britain, France, and Germany. 


In connection with what the Senator from Montana said and with 
what the Senator from Colorado has just said, I desire to say that the 
imposition of this tax, the destruction of these industries in the United 
States, the turning of these thousands of men out of employment, has 
for its legitimate and necessary effect, in my opinion, the destruction of 
the international commerce between the United States and Mexico 
and a large reduction of the value of the rty of the railroads en- 


paged in this great transportation. So it is a larger question than may 
volved by the miners of a single mine or half a dozen mines. It is a 
great public question; and if we desire to make Mexico a field to be sup- 
plied by our surplus products of the field and of the manufactory, let 
us shape a policy which will be just to Mexico and which will reach 
such a result, 

From the last two lines on page 13 I read: 


And it is also insisted that the wage-workers would be injured by its repeal. 
And I read from page 14: 


Let us see why these silver-lead ores are necessary to trade and commerce. 

A great industry has been built up in the United States in consequence of the 

t existing law. Not only are Messrs. E. Balbach & Son engaged in this 
usiness, but others are likewise interested elsewhere. 

The Consoli Kansas City Smelting and Refining Company use these 
ores, and employ at least thirty-five hundred men. They own large and impor- 
tant smelting works at ee 9, in the State of Kansas, and at El Paso, in the 
State of Texas, and sampling and other subordinate works at El Paso, Š 
and at 27 75 Pass, in the State of Texas. In addition to the works of E. Balbach 
& Son and the Consolidated Kansas City peyan it Refining Company, other 
companies are also engaged in this new ente . This American manufact- 
uring ind has grown up and is now ly increasing by reason of the 
advantage it enjoys of ears | a raw material, namely, silver ores rich in lead, 
the purpose of fluxing other and American ores of far greater quantity and 

ne, 

The ores obtained in the West are dry ores, and galena and carbonate ores 
are not found in sufficient quantities in this country for fluxing purposes, so 
that these Mexican ores are absolutely essential to the silver-min popsas 
of this country. This was admitted by the producers of Colorado on the 
hearing before Secretary Windom when the attempt was made to reverse the 
rulings of his predecessors. 


I read a paragraph from page 16 of this publication: 


We do not, however, ask that treaties of this nature be established at once 
with Mexico and our other sister republics. The time for the institution of 
these relations is left to the wisdom ot Congress. What we wish is to have the 
law remain unchanged, inasmuch as under its beneficent visions American 
industries have been protected and thousands of mechanics and laborers have 
been fed and clothed and housed. 


I will ask the Senate to bear with me while I read from page 17 the 
third paragraph: 

In fact, the interests that come before this committee and demand, not ask, 
for a change in the law, are small. Utah, Colorado, and Montans, through their 
be capone make demands of an unconscionable nature upon mgr bn pegs) and 
executive branches of the Government, and insist that there be a duty of 
2 cents per pound upon all ores imported from Mexico that contain any lead. 
These ores, according to the reports of the Director of the Mint, contain gold, 
silver, copper, and lead; anda demand is actually made by Utah, Colorado, and 
Montana that this committee recommend that a duty of 2 cents per pound be 
imposed upon the contents of these ores, provided there be the least particle ot 
lead in them. That is, they demand a duty of 2 cents per pound on the gold, 
silver, copper, and lead in the ores. Such enactments will neverbe eby 
Congress, use it is the well established policy of this Government to admit 
gold and silver free from any duty whatever. 


At this point, as Senators may not all have been present, I desire to 
call again attention to the table showing the amount of the precious 
metals contained in these ores that come in at three places—I do not 
know that Senators were present—those which were imported in 1889 
at Paso del Norte, Eagle Pass, and Laredo, The total number of tons 
was 128,322. The lead contained was 58,697,609 pounds. ‘The cus- 
tom-house valuation of this import was $931,229. The value of gold 
contained in this ore was $28,021; the value of silver contained in this 
ore, $4,871,116; the value of copper contained in it was $16,325. The 
total invoiced value of the metals was $5,846,691, and the value of the 
lead contained was $931,229, being between one-fifth and one-sixth of 
the whole as compared with the precious metals, 

In this document from which I have been reading, House Miscel- 


1890. 
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laneous Document No. 176, on pages 1278 and 1279, I read further from 
the statement of Mr. Meyer: 


Now, gentlemen, in addition to what I have said, I may as well now call your 
attention to the fact that these Mexican ores, which came in in 1888to the extent 
of 140,000 tons, have 9 work to American labor, . — — ven large 
earnings to American railroads. The amount of oe . Treights 
directly and indireetly on account of the importation these ores mee railroads 
built by American capital amounts certainly to $150, 000 per month. The value 
of the lead which we produce out of these ores incidentally is 50 per cent. due 
to the work done by American labor and to trans: ion charges by the 
American railroads. 

As L have said to you before, it is not the point that those of us who are im- 
porting Mexican ores are endeavoring to buy lead cheap and bring it into this 
country to sell it against American-produ lead, but we are compelled to buy 
these ores for fluxing purposes, and the lead in these ores costs us as much as 
the lead in the United States. If we had a sufficient amount of that lead ore in 
the United States there would be absolutely no object in going to Mexico for it. 


In relation to the number of men J read from this same document, 
House Miscellaneous Document No. 176, page 48, from the statement 
of Mr. Oscar Keen, before the Ways and Means Committee of the House, 
in relation to the number of persons employed by Balbach & Sons: 


They employed three hundred and fifty le in a as of 175,000, and 

these are wage-workers, and of these 175,000 000 Messrs. Balbach &Sons support, 

fifteen hundred totwo thousand people, iene clothe, age — them. 

en the Treasury De ent made this ruling they’ engaged in this business, 

In addition to thew plantthey had in Newark they put up in —— in the Re- 

of Mexico, additional works amounting to in valne, and it was 

pursuance of the ruling made by the Department that they entered into this 
enterp: 


I read from the same document, pages 1273 and 1274, in the state- 
ment where Mr. Meyer summarizes the points made, in which he says: 


Second, that it is necessary to tax all ores containing lead in order to protect 

and foster smelting and mining enterprises in the United States. Third, that 

it is necessary to tax all ores 3 lead in order to protect the American 

ae to avoid his degradation to the level of the so-called peon labor 
exi 


That is on page 1272, and on page 1273 he says: 


e rapid increase in the product of miscellaneous ores resulted in the rapid 
t of existing smelting works and the building of new ones, and as 
the pr screen of miscellaneous ores to flux ores became more and more unfa- 
vorable the flax ores have been and are so much in demand that th —— no 
longer purchased as an ore from which to make a profit in —— 
are purchased as a thing necessary for the smelting of the general run — — 
ores. The prices now paid for such ores leave no margin to the smelter, and 
in the case of the parer flux ores, similar to those coming in from Mexico, the 
prices paid result in a direct loss to the smelter of from $5 to $5 per ton. 

Since without these ores the miscellaneous silver ores can not be smelted,the 
CCC on the former, and as a consequence the 
eost.of smelting miscellaneous ores has increased. Moreover, notwithstand- 
ing the 5 of these ores from Mexico, the bonus paid on the Ameri- 
can pure flux ores is constantly increasing, and the ability of American smelt- 
ers to smelt American silver ores is short, decidedly, of the supply of such 
2 ores,on acecount.of the scarcity of flux ores. I think it is evi- 

nt— 

First. That the American miner of flux ores receives more than these ores 
are worth, according to their metal contents, and that notwithstanding theim- 
portation of Mexican ores, his profits are constantly increasing. 

Second. That the bulk of the miners in the United States, that is, those who 
do Snok produce flux ores, suffer from the excessive prices paid for these flux 


Third. That the American smelters are seriously interfered with in the de- 
velopment of their business. The smelters will tell you that their profits are 
entirely . to the risks that they take, and that their operations 
often result in Joss. 

Fourth. It is certainly not true. as has been stated before your honorable com- 
mittee, that if Mexican ores were kept out a sufficient supply of flux ores would 
be produced in the United States; for if that were so, the bonus now paid for 
flux ores would be a sufficient inducement for the increased production. of the 
same,and the opponents of Mexican ores forget that if, by any means, the sup- 

ly in the Uni States of flux ores could be made adequate to the demand, 
the bonus paid on flux ores must speedil Dina peat sọ that, instead of ad- 
vantage, the flux-ore miners would reap a 

I will read you now some statistics in 5 the statements I have made. 
I refer first to the scarcity of flux ores. Ihave compiled from the reports of the 
Director of the Mint and of the Geol l Survey for the year 1887, and 
from lead statistics published by E. A. well, of New York, a statement which 
shows that n mines and two mining 5 ies in the United States 
1 in that year 65 per cent. of the entire Unite States product of desil- 

rized lead, This 65 per cent. was distributed 9 following mines: 
Neven mines in Colorado, six mines in Utah, sevena m in Idaho, two min- 
companies in Montana, two mines in ioe ae two mines in New Mexico, 
of this st 


ore, but also that the mines producing gat pace ong on a ey few 
States, the Wells, Fargo 2 Go. for forthe the 


1887 will further show that the product of h vin the mining of the 
Unite d States west of the Missouri River is very insign*ficant with the 
total of metals produced in that region. According to the es of Wells, 


Fargo & Co., the total value o ver, and gold fi 
$92,005,024, of which only 10} per cent., that is, $9,631,073, was due to “yon 

5 is therefore plain that the lead cuts a comparatively insignificant figure as 

with the total metal product in the mining eon of the West; and 

— that that small amount of lead is controlled by a few and pro- 

duced by an insignificant number of mines; whereas twenty-eight mines and 

two minie companies have turned out 65 per cent. of the total United States 

desilverized lead, the great volume of the silver and gold has — 

— tenta of thousands of mines. The report of the Director of the Mint for 

1887 deals with fourteen hundred Colorado mines, and gives the total product of 

the same, of lead, silver, and gold, as $27,335,912, of which $6,799,826 was lead, 

Out of these fourteen hundred mines eleven mines produ 65.4 per cent. of 

all the lead product of Colorado. 


I read these Mr. President, to show how important it is 
that the fluxing ore should be admitted into this country to enable the 
establishments engaged in smelting to go on with their business, to en- 

the trade of the country, to furnish labor; and at the same time 

I have shown testimony to the effect that the introduction of these ores 
ne not affect the price of lead, because the consumption of lead is an- 


nually much greater than the production of lead from both the United 
States and Mexican ores. 

I have read the statement of Mr. Ellery on pages 1276, and 1277. 
There is a further statement on pages 1280 and 1281 of this House 
Miscellaneous Document No. 176, as follows: 

Protection in this case, gentlemen, means to cut down your smelters in the 
United States. It means that these people who risk their money, who 
work for labor which the miner does not, to that extent will be seriously dam- 
aged, It will not only reduce the smelting capacity and the work of the exist- 
ing smelters, but you will also lose by that pro on™ what benefit the Ameri- 
can laborers have in the treatment of Mexican ores. These ores, if excluded 
from the United States, will be smelted on the other side. You can not stop the 
Mexicans from producing the ores. 

We have already seen from the communication from our minister in 
Mexico, and the papers which he sends, that Germany and Great Britain 
are already putting capital into Mexico to build up establishments 
there for the purpose of utilizing those ores, and taking away from our 
people the labor in doing it, and the transportation which brings the 
ores to this country, and the consequent trade between the two 
countries, 

This document, House Miscellaneous Document No. 176, on page 
1264, gives statistics showing the average yearly price of common and 
pig lead at New York for the half century from 1827 to 1889. Isim- 
ply give this, so that it there is any question arising about the value 
of lead for any one year it may be obtained. 


Statistics of average yearly price of common pig-lead at New York for the 
half century 1837-1884. 


| 


| 
New York Im 
uotations, 


| | 
New Tork Importa- 
tons, Year. 


* 
Tons. Tons. 

$5.95 150 15,720 

5.30 © 32, 900 

5. 80 235 12. 600 

4.99 230 27,900 

4.50 5 13, 600 

3.580 None. 27,900 

3.60 Do. 23, 300 

3. 90 Do. 23, 225 

4.05 Do, 35, U1 

4.75 Do. 28, 600 

4.37 Do. 28,000 

is . 85 2 112 

14 

4.80 | 16,470 17 825 

4.85) 19,405 7,305 

4.80 16, 760 4,683 

6.0 20,612 2741 

6.60 21,301 2.8 

6.80 25,333 2.408 

6.60 24, 683 3, 222 

6.00 21,408 8, 498 

4.95 18, 406 2,508 

ae 5.50 16,300 1,085 

W esaa 5.65 21,435 2,508 


This Tr Aa ie be seen, gives the number of tons of lead imported 


during each of which may be interesting to those who think 
— — is country is in danger of being interfered with 
by the importation of Mexican lead ore, when they see the amount of 
lead that year by year we have to import into this country notwith- 
standing all that we uce. 
I read from page 1275 of the same document on the subject of the 
pon of lead mining in Colorado. It is from the statement of Mr. 
eyer: 
25 —— oloi e hia fa the pri taken from The Mining praat ois 
Mining in Colorado 


a higher cent. 2 
monopolies. 


ot were included 


“On the whole iti estimated that they do — an Pres a cent. In 
mining the world has ward that over 12 per cen — is be —. 
It knows it because over r cent, ee the —— Product —— paid out in the form 

dividends by only afew w tated pro Nr as ne knows eee listed 
properties are an owner productive and prop- 
erties. For ere 9 hundred and ny Faraone 5 mines 
in the 


instance. 
in Colorado in 1887, while only twelve of the entire 
listed dividend lot. ‘Every one knows there are scores of 


* 
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in the State not included in the list, and hundreds that pay well whose 
gate profits would show that probably 36 per cent. of the total product is clear 
profit, It is said that in Pitkin County over 60 per cent., and in Gilpin County 
over 50 per cent., of the total product is profit.” 

I give this to show you that there is no danger of the miners suffer- 
ing oppression and wrong on account of the unprofitable business of 
obtaining any lead when it is yielding a clear profit of from 12 to 60 


cent. 
4 TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator that Gilpin 
County, where they say the profit is 50 per cent., is not a lead-produc- 
ms Hage at all; it is a gold district. 

. REAGAN. The Senator of course has personal knowledge about 
those things and I have not, but I have read from the leading mining 
paper of the West published in Colorado, so that his statement and that 
statement go together, 

Mr. TELLER. There is no statement in that article that this profit 
is derived from lead. There is not an allusion to lead. 

Mr. REAGAN. When considering the question of the minerals ob- 
tained from the mines, certainly if lead was not embraced in the list it 
would be excepted out of it. 

Mr. TELLER. «I should like to say to the Senator that about 46 per 
cent. of the mines ot Colorado produce more or less lead. The balance 
do not produce lead. The gold mines rarely produce lead. Occasion- 
ally a mine will produce gold and will produce lead. The gold dis- 
tricts are non-lead-bearing districts, and that article has no reference to 
lead whatever. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I referred to that statement given 
in a discussion of the lead question by a lead man when that was the 
subject under discussion. The Senate will judge of the weight which 
should be attached to it when it is considered in that connection, and 
for the of illustrating that there is no danger of the miners suf- 
fering because of the reduced value of the product of lead. 

Mr. President, the miners, so far as my information goes, are well- 

d laborers. From $2.50 to $3.50 a day they are paid. They have 
ard work under ground, and work that ought to be paid well, and as 
far as I know they are paid well. But it is in this as it is in all these 
things when we are appealed to to protect labor. That means that we 
are appealed to to protect capital and machinery and to promote the 
welfare of stockholders. 

Ihave no doubt, sir, that mine-owners are like manufacturers ; many 
of them are humane, generous men, who wish to do well and fair by 
their miners, but where these large profits are made they do not go to 
the miners. Thevalueof the labor of the miner depends on the question 
of supply and demand, not upon the amount of profit in the business. 
If the supply of labor is more than the demand it will becheap. If it 
is less than the demand it will be dear. But that is a different ques- 
tion entirely from the one of great receipts in any given enterprise. 

Now, Mr. President, I regret to have detained the Senate as long as 
I have, but so many people and so much capital are engaged in this 
business, it is so important to our own citizens and capitalists, it is so 
important as affecting the public policy of the United States in its re- 
lations to Mexico, that it seemed to me it was entitled to full and fair 
consideration. If we mean in this as in other things to build upa 
Chinese wall around the United States, to go back towards the ages of 
barbarism, cut off commercial intercourse with the balance of the world, 
I sup I can stand it as long as others, for I have always been used 
to living poor; it does not hurt me 

But it is not the thing for a progressive age and a live, active, intel- 
ligent, progressive country like the United States, a country that seeks 
to enlarge its field of intelligence, its field of commerce, its field of en- 
terprise, to enlarge in everything that promotes the welfare of our own 
people and of mankind. Thatis Americanism. This thing of build- 
ing a Chinese wall around this country, shutting ourselves up in a shell, 
it seems to me is not the policy for American statesmen. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, I have to express the hope that the 
amendment which was offered by my colleague to this provision in the 
penang bill, which is simply the construction given to the existing 
egislation by the Treasury Department and by the Judiciary Commit- 
tee of the Senate, may be maintained, and that this tax of 1} cents a 
pound on silver-bearing lead ores may not be imposed, to the detri- 
ment of the best interests of the country. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr, President, this is another of the numerous 
instances in this bill where it is proposed largely to increase the duties, 
of which no notice whatever is taken in the tables submitted by the 
Committee on Finance. The proposition here is to impose a duty of 
1} cents a pound upon the lead contained in the silver ores imported 
into this country; but the table shows, as I have stated, no increase 
whatever in the revenue, and there is no note or information whatever 
given to the Senate as to what the effect of this will be. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator must have overlooked the 
note to paragraph 193. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have not overlooked it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That says that 


Lead contained in silver ore is made dutiable at 14 cents per pound, as the 
committee believe that such lead should not be admitted at a less rate of duty 
than lead in other forms. 


Mr. CARLISLE. The paragraph itself shows that it is to be sub- 


jected to a duty of 1} centsa pound. That is no information in addi- 
tion to what the paragraph contains on its face. My statement was, if 
the Senator will pardon me, that no information was given by any of 
the tables or in any other way as to the effect it would have upon rev- 
enue and taxation, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the expert who compiled the table had 
no figures at his disposal to show. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I was about to say, Mr. President, that the expert 
who made the tables is not at all subject to criticism on account of 
this omission, because he doubtless had no data as to the quantities of 
this lead imported; that is to say, while he could have ascertained 
from the official statistics the number of pounds or tons of ore im- 
ported, he had no data which would enable him to tell how much me- 
tallic lead it contained. 

Looking, however, at the report of the Director of the Mint for the 
year 1889, on page 28, we find that these lead-bearing ores imported 
into this country contained 58,679,609 pounds of metallic lead. 

Mr. TELLER, Only about 29,000 tons, 

Mr. CARLISLE, The total duty on that at 14 cents per pound 
would be $880,194.13, which must be added, of course, tothe charges 
imposed upon the people by this bill, if the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] is not agreed to. Of this it is esti- 
mated that about one-half goes to the cities of Newark, N. J., Kansas 
City, St. Louis, Argentine, Kans., and to Colorado, and about 1,000 
tons go to Socorro, N. Mex., and it is estimated that the freight col- 
lected by the railroads for transportation of these ores amounts to about 
$1,500,000 per annum; which all, or a large part of which, at least, 
must cease if this bill passes in its present form. 

I will not undertake, Mr. President, to discuss this question in all 
its aspects, because the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], whose con- 
stituents are much interested in the subject, bas already called the at- 
tention of the Senate to the matter, and other Senators whose consti- 
tuents are directly interested will doubtless do the same hereafter. For 
my own part, I can see no sufficient reason for the imposition of this 
duty upon the lead contained in these silver ores. I have not been 
able yet to see any testimony to show satisfactorily that our own in- 
dustries have been injured in any way by these importations. 

On the contrary, I think it has been abundantly shown by the testi- 
mony taken before the Committee on Ways and Means of the House, 
and by statements made elsewhere and otherwise, that this is a great 
benefit to our industry. There is a large number of smelting works 
in this country dependent entirely upon the importation of these flux- 
ing ores, 

Mr. TELLER, I would like to say to the Senator, with his permis- 
sion, that I think he will not be supported in that statement by any 
facts. There is not a smelting company in the United States that is 
dependent upon foreign ores, not one. 

Mr. CARLISLE, They are now. 

Mr. TELLER. They are not now. 

Mr. CARLISLE. ‘They are to a large extent, Mr. President, if not 
entirely, or else they have made erroneous and false statements before 
the committees. Of course I have no information except what I have 
gained from the various statements made by gentlemen who are sup- 
posed to be familiar with the facts. If they do not tell us the truth, 
of course we can have no solid basis upon, which to form conclusions 
with regard to any matter connected with this legislation. 

There are fluxing ores in this country, it is true, which can be had, 
but the object and purpose of this provision is to increase their prices 
so that the smelting works which are using the cheaper ores will be 
compelled to buy them at higher prices; and, of course, if it is not an 
injury to our domestic industries to compel them to pay higher prices 
for the materials they use, then this is no injury to any industry in 
this country. 

The very purpose, Mr. President, of this duty must be, by cutting off 
competition from Mexico and elsewhere, to increase the price of our 
domestic fluxing ores. Nearly all the lead-bearing silver ores imported 
into this country come from Mexico. I believe only about 172,000 pounds 
are received from other countries. Thisisnot only ablow, in my judg- 
ment, at our own industries, but it is a direct blow at our trade with 
this sister republic at a time when everybody on both sides of the 
Chamber is at least professing to believe that we ought to encourage 
and extend our trade with her. 

I happened to be in Mexico last summer while the application was 
pending before the Secretary of the Treasury to reverse the rulings 
made by himself, I believe, and certainly by his predecessors, upon this 
subject. An attempt was made to get the Secretary of the Treasury to 
hold that these ores must pay a duty upon the lead contained in them 
if the lead exceeded the silver in quantity, no matter whether it ex- 
ceeded it in value or not. 

Certain elections were pending out West in certain of the new States 
when this application was made. The Secretary of the Treasury was 
wholly unable, upon any sort of legal foundation, to hold that the lead 
was dutiable simply because it exceeded in quantity the amount of 
silver contained in it. But, pending the election, the Secretary made 
a partial decision upon this application, and held, contrary to the uni- 
versal rule in our customs laws, that in order to ascertain whether the 
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lead exceeded the silver in value or not it should be valued at the port 
of entry, El Paso, Eagle Pass, or at whatever point the ores might enter 
this country, and deduct 1 cent a pound from the New York price. 
That is to say, he established an absolutely arbitrary rule for the ascer- 
tainment of the value of the lead, differing from the rule which uni- 
versally prevailed in our customs system, which is to value the im- 
ported article in the markets of the country from which it comes. 

The Secretary required this article to be valued in our own country 
at the port of entry, and fixed, as I have said, an‘arbi and false 
valuation of it, that is, that the customs officers should deduct 1 cent 
per pound from the New York price, which places a much ei. ps value 
upon lead than its value at the port of entry even, and a still greater 
value upon it than in the country where it was produced. Then, when 
the elections were over, the Secretary decided the remaining part of 
the question, and held, as his predecessors had held, that it, the lead, 
was not subject to duty unless it exceeded in value the silver contained 
in the ore. That is the law now, and has been the law fora great many 
years, the rule being that the ore is classified always according to its 
component element of chief value, not the component part greater in 
quantity than the others or than any other. 

I was going on to say that I happened to be in Mexico at this time, 
and I know of my own personal knowledge that immediately upon 
making this application, and while it was pending, there were projects 
discussed in the City of Mexico for the formation of English and other 
foreign syndicates to establish smelting works in that country for the 

urpose of reducing these ores, the effect of which would be to estab- 
Tish there large smelting works to compete with ours, and thereby 
diminish the work done here in our own country in American smelting 
works by American workmen. 

All these ores that are brought in here are reduced by our own peo- 
ple, for which they receive wages. And yet the Senators upon the 
other side, who profess always to be so anxious to make work for our 
own laborers at good wages, propose here to cut them off, to a large 
extent at least, and for whose benefit? The lead trust? 

This bill proposes to impose a duty of nearly 91 per cent. upon white 
acetate of lead; over 107 per cent. upon brown acetate of lead; lead ore 
or dross, over 64 per cent.; nitrate of lead over, 62 per cent.; orange 
mineral, 97 per cent.; red lead, nearly 66 per cent.; white lead, 58 per 
cent.; and all articles of lead not otherwise provided for, 45 per cent. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PAsco in the chair). 
Senator from Kentucky yield? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes, sir. 3 

Mr. TELLER. I would like to ask the Senator from Kentucky if 
he understands that the American lead trust is in favor of this duty. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I do not know. 

Mr. TELLER. I would like to say to the Senator, if he will allow 
me, that the American lead trust kept its agent and attorney here all 
winter, and the most of the speech of the Senator from Texas [ Mr. 
REAGAN] was made up of extracts from that attorney's brief. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Ihave not said that the trust was advocating this, 
because I do not know; I have no information upon the subject. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I desire also to make the statement 
that the American Jead trust has had a lobby here all winter, and that 
the gentleman from whose statements the Senator from Texas read so 
copiously represented that trust. 

Mr. REAGAN, Mr. President, if the Senator from Kentucky will 
allow me, I desire to say that the gentleman professed to be the rep- 
resentative of Balbach & Son. T never heard anything about his rep- 
resenting this trust. But the Senator from Colorado is mistaken in say- 
ing that the most I read was from the brief of that gentleman, although 
I did read fromit; but I read very much more from printed documents 
and other papers, and it will be very hard for that Senator to answer 
the facts which I presented by saying that that attorney for Balbach & 
Son was also the attorney for the American lead trust. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Now, Mr. President, so far as I am concerned, I 
can only say that nobody connected with the American lead trust, 
orany other trust, or directly interested in any way with this subject, so 
faras I can remember, has ever approached me in relation to the subject, 
and I do not know who is opposing it or who is advocating it. But 
my opinion is, as I have already said, that the existing situation is 
such as to make it altogether unnecessary and unjustifiable to impose 
this duty upon the lead contained in silver ore. 

It has been coming here for years and years, and so far as this debate 
has shown and so far as appears in the testimony taken before the com- 
mittee, no one in this country has been injured by it, while it is un- 
doubtedly true that it furnishes a large amount of labor at good 
wages to a great many American laborers, and moreover a large amount 
of transportation to the railroads of this country and to railroads lead- 
ing into the Republic of Mexico which were largely constructed with 
American capital. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

ae PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
Yield. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would Tike, Mr. President, to ask two questions 


Does the 
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while the Senator from Kentucky is upon thissubject: First, whether 
he thinks it fair to the American producers of lead, or to the Treasury 
of the United States, to have lead in one form dutiable at the rate of 
a cent and a half a pound, while it is not dutiable in another form? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Why, Mr. President, that assumes that I am in 
favor of retaining the duty of a cent and a half a pound upon lead 
ore, which is not the case. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I supposed that the Senator from Kentucky was 
in favor of the amendment of the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE]. 
Then I will ask another question - 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I would like to have the perpen 
of the Senator from Kentucky to answer the question of the Senator 
from Rhode Island myself. 

The value of these fluxing ores is that they enable the smelters to 
separate the silver and other valuable metals from the lead. They 
have a value altogether outside of their lead, as is testified to by 27 
persons, for they are essential to the use of separating what are call 
the dry ores in our country from the lead, and to the separating of silver 
and other metals from the lead ores. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The other question which I desired to ask of the 
Senator from Kentucky is this: Whether he has any evidence or belief 
that the smelters who use these ores free of duty sell their products for 
any less price than other producers of lead? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ido not know; I have no information upon that 
subject; but I will take it for granted that if they can get their ma- 
terials free of duty that would havea tendency, by reason of competition 
with cheaper materials, to bring down prices. That is usually the 


case. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If they sold their lead at the same price it must 
be very evident to the Senator from Kentucky, as it is to me, that its 
admission free of duty would simply work to the benefit of one or two 
large corporations. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Not at all, Mr. President. It is invariably the 
case where there is competition that the article will be sold by all pro- 
ducers at the same price in this country whether there be a duty upon 
itor not. But at the same time the general price which prevails all 
over the country will necessarily be affected and reduced to some ex- 
tent by the fact that some persons who are engaged in producing that 
article are enabled to produce it at a certain cost; that is to say, these 
other persons who are engaged in producing it from dutiable materials 
or from domestic materials—because we import but little lead ore— 
must bring down their prices a little in order to compete with those 
who are producing them from free ore from Mexico and other coun- 
tries, mainly from Mexico. 

Mr, REAGAN. Mr. President, the Senator fron: Kentucky will al- 
low me to remark that the Senator from Rhode Island asked the ab- 
stract question, I take it, for he could not haye asked it with reference 
to the facts that appear in this case, whether the importation of lead in 
competition with American-produced lead would not reduce the price. 
That I understand to be his question. Now, Mr. President, why ask 
such a question in view of the fact that the consumption of lead in this 
country is many times more than the production of American and Mex- 
ican ores together every year? 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The Senator from Texas did not understand me. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ten tons had to be imported last year. How can 
he ask that question in view of the fact that we have to import lead? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Texas did not understand my 
question. I simply asked the Senator from Kentucky whether 28, 
000,000 pounds of lead brought in by these few smelters, who are so 
anxious to have lead remain on the free-list, induced them to sell their 
poduri for a less price to the consumer than the people who produce 

ead otherwise. 

Mr. REAGAN. They do not do that, 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is very evident to me that the diference be- 
tween foreign and domestic prices, or the prices of the product of 
domestic and foreign smelters, was not regulated by the fact that d 
was on or off Mexican ores, and that these smelters received the 
benefit of this erroneous construction of the law which admitted lead 
ore free when other people had to pay a cent and a half duty. 

Mr. CARLISLE. My answer to that was that I supposed, as a mat- 
ter of course, as is usually the case, they sold their products at the 
same price at which the product of others is sold, but that the intro- 
duction of this lead contained in the silver ore imported from Mexico, 
if it has any effect at all, must have a tendency to reduce the general 
prices of lead all over the country. 8 

And now I will ask the Senator from Rhode Island, if he will allow 
me, if that is not the effect, for what p does he want this duty? 
If the admission, free of duty, of silver lead-bearing ores from the Re- 
public of Mexico into this country does not in any way reduce the price 
at which the producers of dry ores and fluxing ores in this country— 
fluxing ores especially—sell their products, why does he want this duty? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will show the Senator from Kentucky why I want 
this duty, Mr. President, I want this cént and a half duty paid into 
—. 5 of the United States rather than into the pockets of the 

Mr. CARLISLE. It is not paid into the pockets of the lead trust, as 
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Iunderstand it. But if I had my way, Mr. President, I would make 
all lead ores absolutely free; and, therefore, when I find a proposition 
which admits part of it free, a part, too, which seems to be, as the Sena- 
tor from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] states, necessary in order to work our 
own dry ores, I am in favor of that proposition. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, Mr. President, I should like to say a few words 
in respect to this matter, although I do not expect to add anything to 
the very able statement of the case made by the Senators who have 
preceded me. There isan industry in my State conducted by the firm 
of Messrs. Balbach & Sou 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator from New Jersey will allow me, the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] stated—and I ask the attention of 
that Senator for a moment—that the lead trust was opposing the im- 
position of this duty. I hold in my hand, Mr. President, the annual 
report of the president of the lead trust made to its stockholders, dated 
February 5, 1890, in which it is shown that this trust consists not only 
‘of factories and oil mills and otherestablishments engaged in producing 
products from lead, butsmelting establishments as well. Now, whether 
those smelting companies ure the ones which are importing ores from 
Mexico I do not know. 

Mr, TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will say to him that 
the lead trust is a corporation with nearly $100,000,000 of capital, if I 
recollect rightly —from 885, 000,000 to $100,000,000. There are in con- 
nection with it, I think, some seventeen smelters, and the seventeen 
smelters are the smelters that are here now asking for the free admis- 
sion of Mexican ores. 

Some of these smelting companies a year ago were very much op- 

to the introduction of silver ores from Mexico freeofduty. Sub- 
sequently they entered into this trust, and as soon as they had done 
that they were in favor of it; and at the proper time I will show that 
one ofthe distinguished members of that trust wrote a letter to my col- 
league in which he argued that we could notafford to allow these Mex- 
ican ores to come in free, Last winter his name was used very freely 
here before the committee of the other body to induce that body to al- 
low these ores to come in free. 

Mr. CARLISLE, This report says: 

During the last six months of 1889 all the companies made a net profit of $792,- 
173.01. This, too, notwithstanding that a more rigid character of inventory, ac- 
cording to the report of Auditor Davison, diminished the actual profit made 
by more than $52,000, 

And then it states: 

The aggregate valuation— 

The Senator has stated that the capital was about $100,000,000. It 
may be interesting to see how that capital is made up— 

The aggregate valuation of the properties brought into this trust amounts 
to $22,361.900, included in which is a reasonable valuation for brands, good-will, 
and earning capacity. 

That is to say, every element that could possibly be considered has 
been included, and I have no doubt a very high valuation put upon it 

in order to raise it up to $22,361,900. 

On these valuations certificates have been issued on the basis of 4 for 1, which 
makes the present capitalization of the trust $99,447,600, for which certificates are 
outstanding. 

That is to say, this trust consists of, at a very high valuation, alittleover 
$22,000,000 worth of property capitalized at $89,447,600, and has issued 
certificates npon it. 

The lead business usually increases each year from 5 to 20 per cont. 


That must be pretty prosperous business, 

It of course has limitations and it is not to be expected that within any ren- 
sonable length of time the property can be made to increase to such an enor- 
mous extent as will justify the belief that a value anything like equal to the 
present capitalization at par can be reached. 

Consequently this president, the chief officer of the trust, recommends 
that the shareholders shall surrender their shares and take new sbares 
at about one-third of the present capitalization. Whether that has 
been done or not I am not advised. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, the continuance, as I under- 
stand, of this duty upon lead ores and Jead bars is in the interest of 
the lead trust, and I undertook to show, in the discussion in the Sen- 
ate on the chemical schedule, that there was a powerful combination 
which intended to control not only the manufactures of lead, but also 
the lead supplies. 

If aduty be imposed upon it that can keep out foreign competition, 
and then if the combination can be effected within, which certainly 
will be effected as between the producers of lead and the great lead 
trust, because the producer can not afford to stand anywhere except in 
with the lead trust, the result will be that they may charge just what 
they please for lead in this country. 

Here is a duty of 2 cents a pound on bar lead. I hold in my hand 
a letter written by Mr. Hooper, of the Caldwell Lead Company of New 
| York, in 1885, directed to Hon. Daniel Manning, Secretary of the Treas- 
ury,in which he says that lead has been delivered on their docks at 
2.4 cents per pound. This was in 1885. The duty upon lead is 2 


cents a pound. 
Now, I have another invoice of lead, giving the difference between 


English and American prices of lead on August 1, 1888, in New York 
City, from which we find that American price of lead in New-York 


City was $95.10 per ton, while the price in London was £13, or $63.18 
per ton, a difference of $31.92 between English and American prices, 

Now, it can not be said that the tariff on lead, of 2 cents a pound, 
with the value stated here by Mr. Hooper, of the Caldwell Company, 
does not absolutely protect the lead trust when its combination is ef- 
fected with the lead producer, keeping out all foreign products, doing 
away with all competition, In addition, I shall show by letters that 
I have had from responsible men, in the discussion of the products of 
lead, that the trust was in the habit of making their contracts with 
the dealers in lead products, in which contracts they were bound to 
maintain the prices, and upon the condition of their maintaining the 
prices they were given a rebate. Therefore, Mr. President, this great 
combination of $88,000,000 of capital will hold in the hollow of its 
hand and control not only lead itself, but the products of lead. 

Mr. President, toget back to the amendment which has been offered 
by the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] in respect to silver ore, I do 
not expect—failing asI did in getting any sort of reduction in the 

roducts of lead—I do not expect to beat that side of the Senate or the 
ead trust on any amendment that I may offer with respect to reduc- 
ing duties on lead ores or on lead bars. ‘Therefore I donot know that 
I shall undertake it. 

But as to silver ores carrying lead, or lead ores carrying silver, what- 
ever you call them, coming into this country free of duty, I think that 
should be continued. Great smelting establishments have been erected 
all over this country that have been using these lead ores for the pur- 
pose of reducing the dry ores. 

In my own State the firm of Balbach & Son, a very strong, important, 
and respectable firm, have been in business there for something like 
twenty or twenty-five years, and they have been engaged very largely in 
the importation of ores from Mexico. They employ 500 or 600 men in 
their factory. If this bill should become a law, as a matter of course 
they must abandon that branch of their business. The counsel of Mr. 
Balbach, Hon. Oscar Kean, told me the other day, when here, that 
it would force them to go to Mexico to build a plant. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from New Jersey 
how long that concern has been importing Mexican ores. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I do not know, but as long as there have been 
any Mexican ores to import. 

Mr. TELLER. They never imported any until after 1884. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. That may all be, but since 1884 

Mr. TELLER. And, Mr. President, I would like to say that that 
concern was largely patronized by the people of my State more than 
twenty-five years ago. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Ido not know the date of the organization of 
that firm, but so far as I have any knowledge—and my recollection 
goes back some thirty years or more—they have been in the State of 
New Jersey. They receive ores from all over the world. Their business 
for the last five or six years has been very largely in the reduction of 
what I suppose you would call dry ores, in which they use Mexican 
ores for fluxing. 

Mr. TELLER. What I wanted to say was simply that that concern 
in New Jersey can notclaim to have been built up on the ruling of the 
Secretary of the 5 because it is an old concern. 

Mr. McPHERSON. ell, Mr, President, it cripples their business, 
and destroys the business of very many other plants that have been lo- 
cated all over the country that perhaps are not so well situated as that 
firm is. It drives labor from employment. 

I suppose it is the intention of the Republican party—at least that 
is their avowed intention to protectAmericanlabor. Here they drive 
thousands of laborers from employment, and I do not see how they add 
one single dollar to the employment of labor by the process they are 
here pursuing. 

I hope the amendment of the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] will 
be agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, Lintend to be governed in my vote upon 
the lead question, as upon all others involved in the tariff bill, by 
what I believe to be the interest of the people of the United States, 
and I do not intend to be moved by any class interests if those inter- 
ests are in opposition to the general interest of the people of this coun- 
try. The fact that my State is one of the largest, if not the largest, ot 
lead-producing States in the United States shall not influence my vote 
and my action. 

Now, Mr. President, we must, as a matter of course, be governed 
by testimony—— 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to say to the Senator from Missouri that I 
think when he states that Missouri is one of the largest lead - producing 
States in the Union he is mistaken. I would like to say to him that 
Kansas, Missouri, Illinois, and Wisconsin do not produce half the amount 
of lead that the State of Colorado does. 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course that is an immaterial issue; and 
I was referring, not to the .argentiferous ores, which are not found in 
my State, but to the pure lead. 

Mr. TELLER. Lam speaking about metallic lead when itis brought 
a VEST. Lope af d which is produced 

= I speak of lead which is in Kansas, Missouri, 
and Illinois particularly. That is the classification; and in the table 
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I hold before me lead is classed in that way. For instance, Missouri, 
Kansas, Illinois, and Wisconsin are the four States, and I speak in ref- 
erence to the classes of lead that are produced in those States. 

Mr. TELLER. How many tons do those States produce? 

Mr. VEST. Lam coming to that in a moment. 

Mr. President, the Senate will find, upon page 63 of the Hearings 
before the Committee on Ways and Means in regard to the revision of 
the tariff, the testimony of Mr. Hugh N. Camp, who appears for the 
St. Joseph Lead Company and Doe Run Company, of Missouri, which 
has the largest mines in the State, with a capacity of producing in one 
day one thousand pigs and from that to fifteen hundred pigs of lead. 
This gentleman came here in the interest of a higher tariff duty, and 
he says: 

What we demand is the fair and just protection which shall pay American 
labor and develop American resources, and render reasonably profitable the 

ital we have invested under promise of such policy. 
We ask that a reasonable duty (say from 1} to 2 cents per pound) be imposed 
on pig-lead, and we especially urge that the tariff on ores may be more con- 
oo" igi that all lead in ore shall pay a fair duty (say from 1 to 1} cents per 
poun 

Then he goes on with a plea in behalf of American labor. If you 
read this testimony you would suppose that the present duty is hardly 
sufficient to protect the interest involved, and yet I have before me a 
statement as to the profits of this mine for the year 1889: 

There has for some time— 
Says the St. Louis Post-Dispatch— 


been an urgent demand for the stock of the St, Joe Lead Company, under which 
the market has gone up from $12 and $13 to $17 and 818. There is but little stock 


y in New York to the effect that a scrip dividend 
eclared on the capital stock of $1,500,000, payabl 


ore. . 


The local paper, The Independent Register, published in the imme- 
diate vicinity of these mines, says: 


The above shows that upon a capital stock of $1,500,000, a total dividend of 
41} per cent., or $620,001, has been made for this year, which is equal to a profit 
to the stockholders of $41.35 upon every $100. 

While this is so the common laborers at their mines get $! per day of ten 
hours’ work, and the managers tell them that on account of the low prices of 
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men. 
if Senators will turn to the testimony taken before this same 
committee, on page 1281, they will find the testimony of Mr. Meyer 

in this same connection. Mr. Meyer says: 
I came across a 


psn RO OOW ADE WAG SSIES SOONER gm have 
stated. I live near there. They pay Sl. possibly $1.50. The other day some 
gentlemen from sas City went down into Kansas to some suit. I 
understand the suit was against a mining company, itdeveloped thatenor- 
mous profits were made in that gees aren Sowhen you come down to it, the 
ice for good miners in Mexico is as high as the price paid for miners in local- 
Ties in United States equally situated. The Mexican mines are located 
pas ag — the agricultural districts, in districts which can be com 
Missouri and Kansas. Of course in the Rocky Mountain region, in 
and Montana, the miners receive higher wages. 


Mr. President, the suit to which Mr. Meyer refers was the suit of 
John M. Platt against Colonel Stone, a lead-mine owner in Southern 
and I think the exhibit made in that trial showed about as 
follows: That from 1880 or 1881 to 1889 Colonel Stone's investment of 
$4,000 cleared $150,000, so that in one of these mines in the State of 
Missouri they declareda dividend of 41 per cent. for 1889, but they did 
not put up the wages of the laborer one single cent. The men at work 
in the St. Jo. Lead Company’s mines, of Missouri, are receiving iden- 
tically the same wages which they had in 1880 and 1881 and all the 
intervening years, and I have no question but that the same state of 
things exists in the mines in Kansas. 

So the contention here by this gentleman, Mr. Camp, that he wants 
this increase upon lead ore in the interest of the miners and laborers 
is the baldest pretext possible. The whole of it is to put more money 
into the pockets of mine owners, whilst the laborer does not receive 
one single cent of it. 

I have been told, Mr. President, that it is bad policy for the Demo- 
ctats to tell the truth about this; that the new States will go against 
us; that the lead districts will go against us. All I can say is that I 


propose to state the facts, and if it operates against my party or 

me, my political enemies ean make the most of it. I would beashamed 
of myself to stand here and ask that this tariff, which I consider an 
outrageous imposition upon the people of this country, should be re- 
duced all along the line until it comes to some particular interest in 
which my constituents are interested, and then ask that the duty be 
raised for them. I propose that equal justice, if I know it, shall be 
metedout. I say here and now, and I am responsible forit everywhere, 
that this pretense that this increase of duty is necessary in the interests 
of labor isa fraud. The laborer gets no increase, but it merely increases 
the dividends of the mine-owners. 

This gentleman, Mr. Camp, has furnished certain tables. Coming 
from an adverse witness, of course they are important. He furnishes 
tables in regard to the production of lead, the importations, exporta- 
tions, and price of it. - 

Mr. President, if this question in regard to the importation of lead 
ore from Mexico is a fight between the smelters in Kansas, Missouri, 
and Texas, on the one hand, and the dry-ore men in Colorado and in 
the Western States on the other, I care very little aboutit. Ifitisa 
fight between classes and between interesis as to who shail make the 
most money out of the people of the country, it is no fight of mine. I 
simply want to know where the interests of the consumers ot the United 
States are, and I propose to vote for them without regard to how it 
hurts, where it hurts, or where it helps. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator from Missouri if he thinks the 
33,000 tons of lead ore brought inhere last year materially reduced the 
price of lead in this country ? 

Mr. VEST. Well, I can not undertake to say about that. I do not 
know that it has. If I can find the place I should like to read what 
that importation is. Iam not an expert on this question and I am not 
able to say accurately. In these tables, which are furnished by Mr. 
Camp, who appears here to represent the St. Joe Lead Company, it ap- 
paa that in 1881—and that was the year, I understand, when Mr, 

indom, the Secretary of the Treasury, put a construction upon this 
act in regard to lead and silver ores coming in from Mexico 

Mr. TELLER. What year? 

Mr. VEST. Eighteen hundred and eighty-one. 

Mr. TELLER. No; there was no construction upon it in 1881. 
was later than that. 

Mr. VEST. It is generally stated as 1881. 

Mr. TELLER. The construction put was not upon lead ores, but 
upon iron ores containing silver, and that was made by Mr. Sherman 
in the first instance. 

Mr. VEST. Eighteen hundred and eighty-one is taken as the year 
when that practice, whether there was a decision or not, was adopted 
of putting the duty upon the ore which was largest in value. In 1881 
the production of lead in Missouri, Illinois, and Wisconsin was 30,770 
tons. Then follows the production for each year until 1889, when it 
was 34,000 tons, or an increase of near 4,000 tons, In 1881 the total 
production in the United States was 117,085 tons and in 1889 it was 
190,000 tons. In 1831 the average price of lead in New York was 4.81 
cents a pound, and then follow the prices for the intermediate years 
until 1889, when it was 3.93 cents, a fall from 4.81 to 3.93 cents. 

In 1881 the total imports of lead into the United States amounted to 
$163,463 in value; the exports for the same were year were $39,710. Per 
contra, in 1889 the imports amounted to$80,702, a falling off of $83,000 
in imports, while the exports increased from $39,710 to $199,802. So it 
appears that taking the initial point as 1881 and the terminal as 1889 
the imports largely tell off—more than one-half—whilst the exports in- 
creased more than double. 

Now, Mr. President, it seems tome, under this sort of showing, that 
it must be very evident that this interest is not suffering under pres- 
ent conditions; that, upon the other hand, itis flourishing with the other 
interests of the United States, and it is manifest and beyond any kind 
3 that no increase of duty would increase the wages paid to the 

rers, 

I have seen this morning a paper which I can refer to, which is in 
the possession of a Senator from one of the Western States—and he will 
produce it or not as he pleases—that corroborates every statement I 
have made or have quoted from this testimony showing that the aver- 
age price of labor, no matter what the price of lead is, to the miner is 
abont $1 a day, whether the rate is 3.64 cents, as it was in 1884, which 
is the lowest price it has ever reached in this country, or 7 cents a pound, 
as it was for two or three years preceding that. The are the 
same, and itis very different, permit me to say, in the States of Kansas, 
Missouri, Wisconsin, and Illinois as to the question of labor from the 
conditions that obtain in the Western States and in the Rocky Mount- 
ains. There labor is scarce and of course higher, and when a miner 
quits work there is sometimes great difficulty in supplying his place. 
In the older States, in localities where these large mines are operated, 
labor is abundantand cheap, and when a man stands out and quits work 
there are half a dozen ready there to take his place. = 

I do not care to go into the question of the effect of this duty as to 
our relations with I take it that before this debate un- 
less the scarcity of time prevents, we shall discuss the question of 
reciprocity. I must be permitted to say that the imposition of this 
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duty upon lead ore coming into the United States, without reſerence to 
the interests of the smelters at all, is not in the direction which I think 
this country ought to pursue at this time. I believe that we want 
cheaper raw material and a larger commercial intercourse, and the im- 
tion of a gredter duty upon the raw material in any manufacturing 
dustry operates, in my judemen’, against the people of the United 
States in both directions, both as to increasing our manufacturing in- 
terests and increasing the facilities for intercourse with foreign countries. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move, in line 2, on page 46, to amend the pending 
paragraph by striking ont ‘14 cents“ and inserting “'three-fourthsof 1 
cent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas's motion 
being to strike out and insert, proposes to amend the part to be stricken 
ont as will be stated. 

The SECRETARY., In paragraph 193, on page 46, line 2, it is pro- 
posed to strike ont the words 1 cents“ and insert *‘ three-fourths of 
1 cent;’’ so as to read: 

193. Lead ore and lead dross, Ii cents per pound: Provided, That silver ore and 
all other ores . shall pay a duty of three-fourths of 1 cent per 


ee the lead contained therein, according to sample and assay at the port 
of entry. 


Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, there can be no doubt about the fact 
that this industry lias been built up and in a measure based upon the 
present law; and if we may be appealed to, as we are constantly here, 
not to reduce duties because they change conditions under which manu- 

facturing industries have grown up, why may we not also appeal to 
those who are managing this bill and the sentiment which is behind it 
not to impose new duties whereby industries carried on in the United 
States by American citizens are unwisely and injuriously affected. 

It seems that we are coming to that point where the system of pro- 
tection as applied isto resultin the breaking down of certain industries 
for the benefit of others; where the large industries which have the 
most potential voice in Congress are to destroy the small ones; and 
some perception of this is gaining ground in quarters heretofore some- 
what intolerant on the subject of the views of certain persons toward 
this bill. I was formally read ont of the party the otherday bya New 
York paper, of which I now have a marked copy in my ion, that 
complains of a certain duty imposed in this bill for the benefit of an in- 
dustry carried on in this country because it is going to destroy certain 
other industries that are already established. I do not know whether 
I ought to read that paper out of the party now or not. Perhaps my 
aha, A in the party is not sufficiently well fixed, in view of the recent 
eruption, to enable me to say anything about it with authority. 

_ But the fact is, Mr. President, that these are all very delicate ques- 
tions; and while I myself have been entirely willing to let the status 
which was established by the law of 1883 remain except upon a posi- 
tive and overwhelming demonstration that either the duties were too 
high as established by that act or tuo low, there has been in this bill a 
general increase of duties all along the line, the effect of which, in my 
judgment, is going to be to hurt as many of the American people and 
manufacturers as it will help; or if it will not hurt as many manufact- 
urers, at the same time it will hurt as many other real American interests 
in which are involved American capital and American labor, aud this 
is one of them in my judgment. 

We all may be wiser after the fact, but Iam reminded of a state- 
ment made to me by a somewhat conspicuous member of the present 
Congress. When I said to him that I thought this bill would put so 
heavy a burden upon our people that they would be restive under it, 
he replied: ‘‘Oh, fora time, perhaps, but they will easily get used to 
things of that sort. So it may be that in time we shall all get used to 
these things, and no back in this country is so weak that perhaps it 
can not bear a little more. 

But here isa manufacturing industry which has been built up in 
this country, just as much entitled to consideration as the manufacture 
of iron, or the manufacture of cotton, or of anything else, which com- 
plains now that it is to be injuriously affected by theimposition of this 
duty. 

I am not going to say, against all testimony, that that statement is 
correct, but if I should apply the same rule which has been applied in 
behalf of other manufacturers, I should say undoubtedly it is correct, 
because it has been asserted here practically that the duties ought to 
be put up, upon the sole authority of the manufacturers who are to get 
the immediate benefit. I have it upon the authority of a gentleman 
who is posted and who may or may not have told me the truth—but it 
seems to be the truth as near as I can tell with my limited knowledge 
that the effect of the imposition of this duty is to transfer in a large 
measure the smelting industries of the United States to Mexico—not 
e the majority of them, but all of them which relate to smelting 

ead ores produced in Mexico. 

I am not prepared to say that I think the imposition of this duty 
will make lead in the United States higher. I do not know that it 
will, Lam inclined to think it will not, and that in a very short time 
as soon as the smelting can be carried on in Mexico which is now car- 
ried on in the United States; that is, the smelting of Mexican ores, 
with a duty of 1} cents a pound on pig-lead; that is, on the Mexican 


lead brought into the United States in the shape of pig—the lead will 


be sold in the United States as cheaply as the lead is now sold which 
is made from lead and silver ores combined brought in in the shape of 
ores and reduced in the United States, 

There is one class of people whom it may benefit, and that is the 
mine-owners, the silver-mine owners in Colorado and perhaps in other 
States. I do not think it will add to the price of labor there. I am 
sure it will not in the section of country which produces what is called 
pure lead or salt lead in Missouri and Kansas, and lead has gone up 
more than a cent a pound, more than $20 a ton, during the past three 
or four years, while labor has not gone up during that time. 

I have a statement here from a thoroughly informed gentleman who 
writes me from Kansas on this subject, and he himself is in relation 
with the mine-owners. He says: 

The wages paid miners here—Joplin, Webb City, and Granby— 


That is, Granby in Kansas; Joplin and Webb City in Missouri— 
is from $1.50 to $2.25 per day, according to the part of the labor performed; a 
good man earns $2, but the ayerage wage per day, in my judgment, is $1.75 for 
each day’slabor performed, but men do not have steady work; very few mines 
run steady. A mine here can not be worked when it rains; strong water stops 
some mines fora time, ly after a rain; ery breaks and a dozen 
other things happen. It is not a like a ſactorxor a farm. Miners are not hired 
by the month or even week, simply by the day, and I do not think the average 
wage by the ycar is much the rise of si. 

He goes on toshow, in a somewhat elaborate statement which I would 
have printed except for some names which occur in it that might pro- 
duce some personal friction, where the mine-owner is receiving the 
profit from the production of lead, and he alludes to the fact that in a 
recent snit tried in the State of Kansas it was shown that a company 
which had invested $4,000 in the purchase of its property had declared 
in dividends in late years $150,000, besides adding very largely to the 
plant in the shape of pumping machinery, etc. Very likely that was 
exceptional; but he shows conclusively also that as these prices go up 
the resulting profit is to the mine-owner and not to the e & pro- 
portion of it going to the middle-men; that is to say, these mines are 
generally carried on by what are called leases, and he sent me a copy 
of contracts used in that locality. These middle-men employ the labor- 
ers, Either the company that owns the ground works it, paying the 
price to labor which I have spoken of, or it is leased by a middle-man 
who pays the price, giving the proportion of the product which may be 
agreed on, which is uniform, the mine-owner taking the remainder for 
himself. 

Now, it may be that it will make smelting in Colorado higher; that 
is to say, it will enable the producers of lead there to prevail over the 
smelters and compel them to give a larger price for lead than they now 
give, It may, therefore, hurt the smelting interests of Colorado. It 
may help the mine-owners of Colorado, but not the wage-earners in 
the mine; and, generally speaking, the mine-ownersare men who might 
be classed, without offense, as specuiators, as distinguished from in- 
vestors in the ordinary sense of the term. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to correct the Senator. So far as Col- 
orado is concerned, that is not the rule. At Leadvilie and a few places 
like that there is a very large amount of capital invested in mines, but 
the great majority of our mines are worked by men who are themselyes 
either the owners of the mines or who form what is called in that coun- 
try a company for tribute work and work it for themselves, giving to 
the owner of the mine a certain percentage of the return. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think I might qualify the statement in this way, 
that the majority of the profitable mines are worked by men who 
might be fairly termed, as a class, speculators, without offense to them, 
and who largely employ ontside capital, and in any event, whether 
outside or inside capitalists, men not depending upon their daily wages 
for their support and who have got large means invested and who pay 
their laborers a certain price without reference to the profits which 
they make. And it may be said of the Colorado laborer, intelligent, 
forceful, independent, that he exacts good wages for his labor, inde- 
pendent of the question whether the mine is producing or not. I have 
had some éxperience of that kind and can therefore to that extent 
speak with knowledge. I never knew a laborer out there to scrutinize 
the dividend returns very particularly, He says, My labor is worth 
so much, and it does not make any difference whether the mine-owners 
are gelting anything out of it or not; T will have it,” and he is right. 

On the other hand, when the profits increase he does expect to have 
his wages increased, as a rule. There may be exceptions to this, but 1 
think they are very rare. They did not occur during the years when 
I had more or less active experience with matters of this kind in the 
State of Colorado, These people who get this profit are American cit- 
izens and deserving men, and if it does not hurt anybody to give them 
larger profits and make them still richer, all right. I know oneexcel- 
lent man in Colorado to whom this bill means probably an income of 
$750,000 or $1,000,000 a year more than he is getting now. Ido not 
begrudge him his money except that if I had to give it to somebody 
I might select some other object or I might possibly distribute it, and 
if I could be perfectly certain that it did not cost anybody anything 
to give him that extra profit, I should not object. 

As I said, I do not know that this will make the price of lead any 
higher in the United States—I refer now to the ral market value 
of lend. It may give to the mine-owners in Colorado a greater price 
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_ for the lead which they furnish to the smelter. That may be done. 
But if it operates as it is said it will, to injure the smelter, why not 
then take into account just as much the manufacturers, and if it is go- 
ing to operate to give to the mine-owners large profits, men who are 
already getting sufficient now, is it not worth while to stop and con- 
sider whether we caretodothat? Because, asa rule, where we increase 
the price, whatever goes into one man’s pocket as the result of the tariff 
must come out of the pocket of another. 

My own belief is that this will be hurtfal to the smelting interests 
of Colorado. It will not hurt the smelters of Denver or those of Omaha, 
because they are practically under the control of the Union Pacific 
Railroad Company, which has already had some sixty or seventy mill- 
ion dollars ont of the Government Treasury, and expect to get, by means 
of legislation to go on the statute-book, some thirty or forty million 
dollars more. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator will allow me, I should like to en- 
ter a contradiction of that statement. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will wait until I get through, I will 
give him all the time that may be left. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I would say to the Senator from Kansas that it is 
not all connected with the Union Pacific Railroad Company. 

Mr. PLUMB. TheSenator did not wait until I got through with 
my statement. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] says in my 
hearing—and I suppose he will not object to it going into the RECORD— 
that the Union Pacific Railroad Company has not a dollar in these 
smelteries. It was shown in the testimony taken by one of the com- 
mittees of this body a year or two ago, that Mr. Sidney Dillon, whois 
a gentleman not wholly unknown to fame in connection with the Union 
Pacific Railroad, had some $400,000 in the smeltery at Omaha. Two 
smelters have been combined, and that railroad company to-day gives 
to the smelters at Denver rates on silver-bearing lead ores, lead-bearing 
silver ores, or whatever the phrase is, brought from Idaho, from Mon- 
tana, and from Utah, which are a discrimination in favor of the miners 
in that section of the country, and they are put on in favor of the 
smelters at Denver, which give them a very large advantage. They 
have what is called a milling-transit rate, as applied to wheat, at 
Denver. 

There is only one smeltery worthy of the name at Denver, and that 
is the Omaha and Grant Works. Itgivesthema rate to the Missouri 
River for those ores and allows them to drop them at Denver and have 
them smelted and carried from there in the shape of pig, which is com- 

d of both silver and lead, at a rate of $2 a ton to the Missouri 
iver, when the regular rate is 88 a ton. Of course, they want very 
naturally to have the smelting carried on upon their line, and they do 
not want any other line of railroad or any other interest in any other 
part of the State to have the advantage which comes from the intro- 
duction of ores from Mexico, but I venture to say that one of the re- 
sults of the passage of this bill in its present shape will be the aug- 
mentation of the already great powers and influence and profit of the 
smelters at Denver and those in the interest of that company. 

I do not begrudge them their good fortune. There is nothing so soft, 
Mr. President, as to have a good grip on the law-making power, so as 
thereby to make tolerably certain that you shall not be subject to the 
mutations which attach to the performance of ordinary business. I 
shall not complain of themif they get the advantage so far as that pu 
of.the business goes, but there are other smelters in thiscountry. Just 
as I had in my mind to say to the Senator from Connecticut the other day 
in talking about the manufacturing concerns that failed in this coun- 
try—I am sorry he is not here, but then he will have the privilege of 
reading the RECORD, and therefore knowing what I say about this mat- 
ter—a lock factory in the State of the Senator from Ohio, established 
at Geneva, was set upon by a competing organization in Connecticut, 
which broke it down. It went into its market and undersold it de- 
liberately, and for the purpose of breaking it down, until they got into 
such a demoralized condition that they could buy it up, and they bought 
it for about 50 per cent., and made a combination, and now it is doing 
a very profitable business. 

A similar process was gone through with reference to manufacturing 
at the neighboring town of Ashtabula, where some parties putting in 
their own money sought to make one of these—I do not know what it 
is technically called—but the supports for carriage covers. The con- 
cern was called a carriage factory, and all the other concerns of the 
United States (and there are a number of them in the same business) 
went to work to break it down, and got it down to a point where they 
could buy their stock for little or nothing, and they made a combina- 
tion and secured it, and now it is getting along prosperously. 

That is all right so far as it is carried on under the operation of nat- 
ural forces in the use of capital; but I submit that it is not fair that 
weshould use the taxing power of the United States to build up one 
industry against another or one branch of one industry against another 
branch of the same industry. It seems tome that is going to be the 
result, and I do not believe that it will benefit the lead and silver 
miners of Colorado to the extent they expect; if it does, in my judg- 
ment what it does for one class will be at the expense of another class, 
and I can say that with some freedom, because I know a great about 
the situation there, and because I have some interests out there, 
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hapson both sides. They might be balanced either way, and I do not 
know that I have any choice about what the result may be, but I be- 
lieve tolerably certain in the first place that if will do us harm in 
another quarter. It will hurt our rising trade with Mexico. I know 
the answer that springs to the lips of the Senator from Colorado, that 
one mine in the United States is worth for all the purposes of trade in 
the United States more than two in Mexico, ‘That is true. : 

Mr. TELLER. It is worth a dozen. 

Mr. PLUMB. That may be so. It may be that finally we shall 
accomplish what seems to be the general desire, and that is trade ab- 
solutely with nobody in the world except our own people. 

Mr, TELLER. That is what I want. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Colorado says that is what he 
wants. Very well. If that be so, then of course reciprocity and all 
the things that relate to our relations with people outside are not to 
be taken into account and are to be left entirely aside, and of course 
this is one of the ways of doing it. In that the Senator’s position is 
entirely logical. I only wonder, however, when the Senator says it, 
that he does not move to make this duty so high that by no possibility 
585 any lead come into competition with that produced in the United 

tates. 

Mr. STEWART. We would if we could carry it. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Nevada says they would if they 
could carry it. Of course they are logical. That would mean that 
they would apply that same rule everywhere, and there should be ab- 
solutely nothing imported into the United States. y 

Mr. MORGAN. Do J understand the Senator to say that he knew 
a person whose annual income would be increased by the amount of 
about $750,000 or $1,000,000 by this bill? 

Mr. PLUMB. The company, of which he is the largest owner, would 
be. It is divided up somewhat. : 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not wonder that they want to shut everybody 
else out. 

Mr, PLUMB. I only spoke of that—— 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say, inasmuch as that company is 
located in Colorado, that the statement of the Senator from Kansas is 
purely conjectural. The Senator might as well put it at two millions 
as at a half million dollars, He does not know anything about it. It 
is a company the majority of whose stock is held outside of the State 
of Colorado, as I understand. 

Mr. PLUMB. When we talk about this matter, Ido not think any- 
thing of this kind comes down to mathematical certainty. I have no 
doubt that that particular mine, being located at a place where most 
of the mines have what are called fluxing ores, has a great ad vantage, 
and all ores from that mine are now smelted at a dollar a ton because 
they possess this lead which is so much in demand and which the 
smelters have to have, I have been told by what seems to be perfectly 
good authority—the gentleman is of as good reputation in Colorado as 
any man in it, and he wrote to me that at thetime it was anticipated 
the Secretary of the Treasury would change his ruling so as to apply 
the cent and a half a pound np the owners of this mine notified the 
smelters of Leadville that from this time on they would have to smelt 
for nothing. They got from $30 to $40 a ton in silver, and they had 
to give them the entire lead with the silver product ont that they 
should smelt them for nothing. That only shows, it seems to me, that 
the owners of that mine realized the large advantage they would have, 
that they were to have now their ores smelted for nothing because they 
had the lead which would be necessary to be used by the smelters in 
order to treat any of the dry ores of that region. 

I do not speak of this as being specially offensive. Of course, the 
making of a large fortune in that way, as I said, is not to be specially 
deprecated, although I confess that it seems to me that the buildin 
up of large fortunes by the direct operation of a law of the Uni 
States made by the representatives of all the people, and presumably 
for the benefit of all, is not wholesome and ought to be justified only 
by exceptional circumstances, I can conceive that the accumulation 
of these fortunes would lead to very considerable discontent and feel- 
ing as to the benefits of legislation not equally conferred. 

This is all the more true, because, while undoubtedly great benefits 
result indirectly to the 59877 at large by the imposition of certain 
duties upon certain articles of imported merchandise outside of the 
mere question of revenue, yet at the same time the direct benefits, the 
first benefits, go to the man in whose behalf the duty is imposed; that 
is, the man whose products are increased in price by reason of it. 
Therefore, it is all the more necessary, it seems to me, in view of these 
benefits, in perfecting a wise measure of tariff legislation, that these 
direct profits should be made as low as they can be consistently with 
the main objects in view, and in view also of its indirect advant: 
as large as possible in order that the distribution of the benfit may no 
seem to be, as it too often has been, and so conspicuously is, partial 
and oppressive. 

Mr. President, it is of course in vain to suppose that the Committee 
on Finance is to be outvoted. It is plain to be seen that the practical 
passage of this bill bas been determined upon. But here is a compro- 
uar- 
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tee. It is the impesition of a new duty, one not heretofore imposed. 
Somebody has got to payit. The first blow will undoubtedly tall 
upon the manufacturing enterprises that use these lead ores. It is fair 
to take into account whether or not that is to be helpful or hurtful to 
them, as it is fair to take into account whether these duties are to be 
helpful or hurtful to other manufacturing industries; and it seems to 
me it is not proper to utterly ignore an industry of this kind while at- 
taching such immense importance to other industries that have only 
to come here to have what they ask given to them without stint. 

I think it is fair to say that whatever the manufacturers have asked 
for in the way of duties, as arule, has been granted. Certainly Iknow 
of nobody else who has asked but what has been granted, and it seems 
to me that if this duty is to be increased the increase should be a mod- 
erate one, so as not to run the risk of doing that which will be essen- 
tially hurtful to an industry whieh is not only widely scattered, but 
of very considerable importance, and which has more or less direct 
relation to our trade with Mexico. 

Now, if we are to impose this duty upon lead ores that come to this 
country, may I ask my friend from Colorado and the members of the 
Committee on Finance why they do not impose a duty on silver ore? 
Why notenhance the production of the minersof Colorado still further? 
We could do that without doing any very great hurt to the people of 
the United States. We have, all of us, watched with interest the as- 
cending price of silver since the passage of the legislation on that sub- 
ject, and I at least have rejoiced in that increase because it meant loss 
to nobody else. We have put up by legislation passed at this session 
the price of necessary articles of wear 25 per cent. That has helped the 
manufacturers and cost the consumer more. That is a burden, if you 
may call it so, a tax which inures to the benefit of the manufacturer, 
‘and must come out of the pockets of the consumer; but an addition to 
the price of silver is something which hurts nobody except where it goes 
into the arts and there the use of it is so distributed as to fall upon the 
backs and the pockets of those able to bear it. It does not come into 
universal use. 

So, Mr. President, if in addition to 20 per cent., which has resulted 
in benefit to the extent of three or four million dollars to the miners 
in Colorado by reason of legislation passed at this session, they are to 
be still further benefited, if that is the design or the idea, why not 

rovide that on all the silver brought intothe United States there shall 
fo paid a percentage of duty equal to the duty proposed here to be put 
upon lead? Why not shut out Mexico entirely? What business 
has a peon laborer in Mexico to be mining silver to be sent to this 
country if he has no business in mining lead? Why is there a dis- 
crimination in favor of one product and against the other? The Sen- 
ator from Colorado, justly interested in the welfare of his constituents, 
laboring here with intelligent zeal for their promotion, and mindful, too, 
of all the interests of the country, helped to pass the silver bill, which 
has added three or four million dollars te the annual product of the 
mines of Colorado, with the effect undoubtedly to stimulate still fur- 
ther that production. 

Let him now go still further and vote to put a duty of 30 or 50 per 
cent. on silver ore brought from Mexico, which comes in competition 
with the silver-ore mines in his State. Let us be logical about this 
thing, and if the declaration of the Senator rrom Nevada [Mr. JONES], 
a member of the Finance Committee, wise, prudent, intelligent, and 
sagacious statesman as he is, is to be taken as the judgment of that 
committee, why not go through with this scale of duties and provide 
that absolutely nothing that can be produced in the United States 

shall be imported at all? It might as well be done at one step as at 
two. It might as well be done in this bill as to wait for the ripening ot 
that policy of which this bill is the first reasonable exponent and which 
may not occur for some years to come. Why not let us now do this? 
I would just as soon meet the question on this bill as on any other or 
at any later period. ` 
I think it will be found when we come to apply this bill in practice, 
at lexst I have the warrant of the Senator from New York [Mr. H1s- 
cocx] who agreed to report it, that the committee had ignored the 
question of revenue in the imposition of duties and had considered 
only the question of protection. Then, in the future, if this policy is 
to prevail, we are to have a tariff, not for incidental protection, nor a 
tariff for revenue, but a tariff for protection alone, pure and simple, 
with the revenue as a mere result, as a mere incident! That is what 
the Senators from Nevada say is their platform. Then the expenses 
of the Government are to be provided for by taxes levied from within, 
and we are to have the tax-gatherer levying and collecting and ever 
present, as he was during the period succeeding the war, collecting the 
money anywhere to carry on the Government from the domestic prod- 
ucts of the country, and we are to have stamp taxes on notes and 
checks and things of that kind, whereby the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment may be maintained. 
A Senator says, and an income tax.“ Yes, Mr. President, I shall 
propose an income tax, but it will not be a tax on skill nor on capital 
the sea of venture, not a tax on brains, not a tax on labor. It will 
be a tax on fixed capital which has sought the eddies of life and not 
the current of things, and has ceased to be useful; and that will be 
proposed, not because I think that perhaps on the whole it is the wisest 


thing to do, but because it seems to me if the Government is to keep 
the pledges it has already made by statute and at the same time keep 
up the proper credit of the Government, it has got to have revenues 
far beyond those to be provided by this bill. 

It seems to me that what I now propose here is a fair compromise; 
and as there are two sides to this question and two interests in this 
question, the interest of what foreign trade we have to some extent— 
speak of it as lightly as yon will—and the interest of manufacturing 
concerns within the United States, and the interest also of the miners 
in the mountains, between the two there might be a fair compromise 
so that we should run no risk of injuring one for the benefit of the 
other, or at least run the least possible risk of injuring one for the bene- 
fit of the other. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I think there is but one honest and 
fair side to this question. Most questions have two sides. One side 
is the right side and the other side isthe wrong side. In the first place, 
the business of mining for lead ore commenced in this country ata very 
early time—I mean in the Middle States and Territories. Butin Mon- 
tana, Idaho, Utah, Nevada, Colorado, New Mexico, and Arizona, and 
throughout those entire regions we find mines—not all the mines, but 
a large portion ef the mines containing lead ore. These lead-ore mines 
also contain silver, and sometimes gold and silver in combination. 

The miners who have gone into that region and built it up and made 
it what it is have been in the habit of working these lead ores. Theyare 
away from the railroads, and the cost of transportation does not allow 
them to put up expensive establishments at these different mines all 
over the country, and they separate the lead from the gold and the 
silver. But the separating works are expensive and can not be main- 
tained in isolated localities, in hundreds of places all over the country, 
and it is necessary for them to transport the lead ore. If you reduce 
the price of lead by combination so that lead ore will not pay transpor- 
tation, then you bring the burden upon all these people. 

They have been there for thirty or forty years engaged in the business 
and depending on that business, and communities have grown up. 
There are little ranches and farms managed by the people who have 
gone into that country following the miners, and they have built up 
these States and made them what they are, and not only those en 
ia mining, but all these communities, feel this. I know ofa great num- 
ber of mines that have been closed up because the lead ores have got 
socheap. They feel this competition most keenly; they can not en- 
dure it, and you not only destroy the lead mines, but you destroy 
whole communities in that region. 

Mr. BLAIR. May J interrupt the Senator a moment? 

Mr. STEWART, I prefer not to be interrupted now. 

Mr, BLAIR. Not for a moment? 

Mr. STEWART. I will yield for a question, 

Mr. BLAIR. I was only going to say that is the way they destroyed 
the industry of mining for mica in my State and in North Carolina. 

Mr. STEWART. That may be true. Then those mountain States 
would never have been States but for mining. All other industries 
there are predicated upon the mining, and if you injure that you in- 
jure great communities; but if they go on and develop the mines they 
will develop the other industries. 

Now, what is the other side of the question? After railroads were 
built into Mexico a construction of the law upon the statute-books 
was made which I think was clearly an erroneous construction. The 
law of 1883 provided for a duty of 2 cents a pound on lead ores. By 
some manipulation it was held that certain ore was not lead ore be- 
cause it contained silver, In all the books up to that time an ore 
which contained lead, bearing gold and silver, was always called ga- 
lena or lead ore. That is the way it was classified in all the books. 
When that law was passed no metallurgist in the world would have 
thought of calling a silver ore bearing lead, an ore the basis of which 
was silver, a lead ore, because pure silver ores do not carry lead. Many 
of them carry no lead at all, but all lead ores carry more or less of sil- 
ver, and they are known as the class of galenas or lead ores in the books. 

That law was passed with a view to it, and this strained construc- 
tion never would have occarred if it had not been pressed by certain 
railroad interests. I do not say that they had not a right to press it. 
Then they got a construction that if the ore was more valuable for sil- 
ver than for lead it should come in free, and then they mixed the lead 
ores by putting silver over the top of them in a loose way, and they 
brought in their lead ores free. On the faith of this they built up 
smelting establishments in El Paso and other places and brought Mexi- 
cans over to the American side to do the work. These establishments 
are built up on amisapprehension of the law. They are of recent origin. 
These other establishments in New Jersey and elsewhere patronized 
the miners of the West until we got this construction of the law. 

In Mexico all labor is cheap; and ordinary rough labor to take out 
ore much cheaper. It is less than a dollar a day. They have a great 
many large lead mines and they can mine it cheap. My colleaguesays 
they have silver mines also. They are lead mines mostly with very 
little silver, but they mix it; and they have to send away down and 
bring it hundreds and hundreds of miles and mix it with the lead ore 
to get it into this country. Men are sent down there to examine it. 
Now, a somewhat more stringent arrangement has been adopted and 
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they complain of the obstruction; but if you let lead ores in entirely 
free, all of these lead ores in the mountain region contain a little silver, 
and they will pass them in as silver ores under the arrangement pro- 
posed by the Senator from Texas; and then you have those vast mines 
worked by peon labor to come in competition with the miners of all 
the States West. 

It will affect every one of the interior States, every one of the min- 
ing States, and their industry will be broken up. What will be the sub- 
stitute for it? Peon labor, that works the mines and loads the cars, 
and those ores are brought in here to supply the smelters in various 
places in the United States and take away the market that has built 

the communities in the West. You propose to disturb all that. 
ow, if there is anything in the principle of protection in the case of 
an industry so essential to the general growth of the country, to main- 
tain institutions that have already grown up, to avoid the competition 
of peon labor or cheap labor, it is right to put a reasonable duty upon 
these lead ores. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will it interrupt the Senator if I make a sugges- 
tion? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly not. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to call his attention to the statistics as to 
the value of the ores imported to meet the suggestion that they are 
brought in by fraudulent mixture. I call hisattention to the fact that 
the metallic value of the ores brought in last year from Mexico was 
over $5,000,000, with lead in them to the value of about 8900, 000; so that 
if there be exceptional cases, such as the Senator refers to, they have 
not affected the general result. 

Mr. STEWART. I know the rule by which it was done. They un- 
dertook to sample from the top of the car. We had witnesses exam- 
ined who showed that they put silver ore on top of the car. I un- 
dertake to say that you can not sample a ear-load of ore to determine 
its value except by taking it out and breaking it, if it is hard ore, or, 
if soft ore, by spreading it on the floor and sampling it in the ordinary 
way. You should do as is done in the mines when you sample it to as- 
certain its value. The idea of ascertaining the value of a car-load of 
ore by taking a piece of ore from the top of the car and not unloading 
it, not examining it! There was no examination of the car-loads at 
all. The ores came in and the law was evaded and set aside by the 
construction, and this interest grew up, as I maintain, by a miscon- 
struction of the original law, 

There was another provision in the law of 1883. After having made 
silver ore free and after having imposed a duty of 2 cents a pound on 
lead ores, there was another provision which said that on ores not des- 

ted, any other kind of ores that did not come under that descrip- 
tion, there should be a duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

This ore is not a silver ore; and if it is not a lead ore, properly speak- 
ing, then it came under the other provision of 20 per cent. ad valorem 
and ought to have been so taxed; and it has taken a lobby here, ithas 
taken attorneys and petitions and a struggle of the most vigorous kind 
to procure and maintain this construction. The institutions that are 
spoken of which have grown up under this construction have forced 
the construction and kept their attorneys here constantly to argue be- 
fore the Departments and before Congress to keep this construction in 
force, so that they might go on with their establishments that were 
built up under a construction that was questioned in the first instance, 
They can not be said to have gone into it in good faith. They can not 
be said to have been misled by theGovernment, Nobody would have 
thought of such a construction as this if they had not by their argu- 
ments foreed it. They forced the construction and they built their 
works. 

Now, let them supply them from American mines. There are no 
works that were not originally built for American mines. In the East 
they built the works for our mines. All these great establishments were 
built for the American mines. The supply from Mexico did not com- 
mence until 1883; and it amounted to very little until about 1888 or 
1889. It is a recent thing. There are some establishments at El Paso 
that were built ſor the purpose of using Mexican ore, some one suggested 
for the purpose of smuggling it, and the laborers there were brought 
across the river. They are Mexicans, and weare not particularly bene- 
fited by that, when they live over on the other side and work on our side. 
Those are the only establishments that were constructed to work this 
particular ore. 

Now, we say the communities in the West, so many States and Ter- 


ritories, are interested in it, and other industries are depending upon. 


it, so that they should have this slight protection. Besides, on the 
principle that establishes reciprocity between Mexico and this country 
their rights ought to be considered. They consume of all other pro- 
tected articles more in proportion to their number than any other peo- 
ple. They consume more iron, more steel, more clothing, and more of 
everything else that is protected, and they say, While we do that, we 

believe it is for the general interest; here is a special interest that per- 
meates our entire country, which affects every household throughout 
that entire region,” and it has been suggested that it would affect elec- 
tions. I tell you it will affect elections, and it will affect Democrats 
as well as Republicans in that country, because it comes home to their 
bread and butter, and they are not to be brought in competition in this 


dustries. : 

If any person desires to go to Mexico to establish works Jet him do 
it, Let him bringin pig-lead, but let him pay for it so as to equalize 
it. They pay none of our taxes; they have none of our burdens. They 
do not pay tor the enhanced price of commodities occasioned by the 
other tariffs, It is said the tariff isa tax. That is not true, because 
if you make an honest tariff it raises all commodities alike, labor and 
products; you simply do business on a higher basis, on a higher range 
ol price; but why put a tariff on one article and leave it off the others? 
If you do not equalize the tariff it is a very unjust process, A tariff, 
to be fair, must be equalized throughout the whole range. Then you 
simply do business on a higher basis; a man who pays more receives 
more. We are willing in the West to pay more, but we want to re- 
ceive more. We do not want to pay for iron and steel and clothing on 
a white man’s labor basis and be compelled to work in the mines and 
produce lead oreon the basis of Mexican peon labor. Thatis what we 
object to. It is not fair. Put us on an equality all around. 

This country is able to supply all its own wants, and no man is en- 
titled to cheaper supplies than can be produced by white American 
labor or free American labor, white and black. No man here is en- 
titled to anything that can be produced cheaper than it can be produced 
by the labor of this country. If the resources of the country will fur- 
nish the raw material, let it be manufactured here. Wealth always 
goes where the labor is performed. Where the manufacturing is done 
there is where the wealth goes. Look at the little State of Rhode Isl- 
and. Without manufacturing industries I think it would be hardly 
worth noticing. Look at the wealth that is built up there, Let that 
bean example. Look at Delaware, how she is being built up by the 
ship-building interest there, and she may add very much to what she 
is now doing. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me to remind him 
that the great States of Rhode Island and Delaware, which have hada 
measurable degree of prosperity, owe it to the fact that, though their 
territory and resources in their own borders are small, they have had 
absolute free trade with the Great West, from_which he comes? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, that is what I say; free trade with our own 
country, and let the wealth be here, and we are willing to help you 
to keep ont foreign competition, so that you will have the-manufact- 
ures there, because you are part of our country, because it is American. 
That.is what we are willing todo. We are willing to protect Mary- 
land, Delaware, Rhode Island, and any other section of the country, 
because we want the wealth here. The wealth will be where manu- 
facturing is done, where communities are built up by the employment 
of labor. If you had free trade with the world, you would never have 
manufactures; you would simply be producing raw material. You 
would not have this population if you had had no protective tariff. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is there no difference between free trade—which is 
an expression glibly used, and generally so used as to imply some sort 
of degradation—is there no differencé between free trade and the im- 
pugo ofa duty which represents the difference between conditions 

ere and elsewbere; or is the only offset of tree trade the imposition of 
the excluding duties the Senator has mentioned ? 

Mr. STEWART. It is a very difficult plan to determine just what 
will equalize the conditions. Itisa very pretty theory tosay you will 
just equalize the conditions; but you have got to study the conditions 
to be able to do it. I think it would be safe to put your duty high 
enough to be on the safe side, so asto take pretty good care of the 
American citizen as against theforeigner. In regard to this particular 


item I do not believe that a cent and a half a pound will equalize the 


difference in wages between the United States and Mexico in produc- 
ing this ore. We do notask for it on that basis, because a cent and a 
half is not suficient. * 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam concerned in knowing whether this is a pro- 
gressive scienceor not. On the2d day of May, 1872, Mr. Dawes, now 
a memberof this body and then chairman of the Ways aud Means Com- 


mittee of the House, in reporting a tariff bill that year and in opening j 


the debate on the tariff bill which he reported, used these words—an 
Iam glad the Senator from Massachusetts has come into the Chamber 
so as to be refreshed by a recital of his own doctrine, which I have no 
doubt he adheres to now: 


Now, sir, let the ultimate adjustment of these necessary duties be equaliza- 
tion. Let no more duties be imposed than the exigencies of the Government 
demand, but let those duties be so adjusted between manufactured articles and 
raw material as to equalize the conditions of production in our own country with 
those of foreign nations, and the highest ible good, the true end of legisla- 
tion, is attained. Thus will the necessities of the Goverament be met and no 
more, and at the same time the material prosperity of the nation assured. 

What those inequalities between production here and in other nations are re 
quires careful study. They hired hate indifferent pursuits, oe equal- 
ization is most difficult of atta: ent. Such as can be remedied eonsist Red. 
erally in the difference of cost in the raw material to which labor is applied, 
difference in the wages paid for that labor, difference in the cost of the capital 
necessary to carry on the business, and in the local expenses and taxes that the 
pe N in the progress of his work, These can be approximately 
ascertained. 


Mr. President, if, as the Senator from Massachusetts said, this is a 
matter that requires careful study, it does not do to say simply that 


whatever is proposed in the way of duty is a thing to be accepted. It _ 
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matter with Mexican peon labor to the destruction of established in- 
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would not require any careful study to tell what amount would be 
necessary to exclude foreign products because we could just put it at 
1,000 per cent. or 10,000 per cent., and that would be the end of it. 
If equalization, as the Senator from Massachusetts said, is necessary, 
then it is a question of careful study, and that is what we should try 
to come to in this thing, and not settle it in this wholesale way. 

Mr. STEWART. If equalization has anything to do with it, 14 cents 
in this case is not high enough; it ought to be about 5 cents. We 
would put it up there if we could, but we are away out there by our- 
selves and have not sufficient influence yet. Our people do not under- 
stand this tariff very well out there. They are able to understand it, 
however, better than they do when they get part of the way East. 
They understand about it better than they do between us. The light 
comes at both extremities; the middle has to be illuminated hereafter. 
But we know very well that from time immemorial, since the country 
was settled out there, the industries are being very much disturbed by 
bringing in cheap Mexican ores and taking our market away from us 
and reducing the price of silver. All the miners there, the whole 
people know it, and you will find that it will be expressed by Demo- 
crats and Republicans on every occasion where there is an opportunity 
to express it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me to ask a 


question? 
Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 
Mr. REAGAN, In view of the fact that the consumption of ore in 


the United States is much greater than the production, how can the 
small amount of ores that come in from Mexico affect the price? 

Mr. STEWART. Because every addition to the supply reduces the 
So long as the value of articles is governed by the law of supply, 

you increase the supply just by ever so little, it has a tendency to 
reduce the price. If the supply is excessive, the price has got to go 
down; and whether you bring in enough to take the place or not, 
whether you produce enough or not, whatever you do has a tendency 
to put the price down. The more cattle, the more hogs, the more grain 
that you have tosell in market, the cheaper you have got to sell them. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not know whether I have made myself under- 
stood. When we had last year imported 10,000,000 tons of lead ore 
in order to supply the market with the deficiency of our production, 
how can the question of Mexican ores to the extent imported have 
affected the value of lead? 

Mr. STEWART. Every steer you have in the market reduces the 
price of steers. The market is governed by the law of supply and de- 
mand. That has been the case in the past; and the enormous prepara- 
tions they are making to get the whole supply from there shows that 
if it goes on our miners will be entirely destroyed. The number of 
those lead mines is practically unlimited near the border; it costs 
nothing to mine ore compared with what it costs us; and enormous 
preparations are going on, with vast capital invested in it. Here is a 
syndicate witha capitalization of nearly $100,000,000 going into it. In 
that way they can supply the whole market here, and I think it is a 
matter calculated to alarm our citizens. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator will allow me, the persons who are 
engaged in this business tell us that the lead in this Mexican ore does 
not pay, and that but for its being introduced as a fluxing element for 
other ores it would not be worth anything. 

Mr. STEWART. No matter; it sells and comes in competition with 
us, That is all very good to talk. Now, there are plenty of lead ores 
in the United States. They have been smelted from time immemorial. 
That is a mere subterfuge. It comes in hereand is sold in competition 
with our ore, and reduces the price; that is all there is aboutit. Those 
are the arguments of experts. They have nothing to do with the ques- 
tion. 

Now, I want to say -onẸ word about this equalizing process. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senatoraquestion. Of course 
we know very little about this matter east of the Rocky Mountains, 
and certainly I know very little about the technique of silver or lead 
mining. I ask the Senator if it is not a fact that Mexican ores are 
used, and very usefully, with our native ores for the purpose of fluxing? 

Mr. STEWART. I will tell you what is the fact. By taking lead 
ore and the purer the lead the better, for it is convenient for the work- 
men—gold and silver ore, and some other kinds of ore, particularly 
gold and silver, can be worked. If you can give them a lead bath you 
can smelt them and work them with the lead, if you have the lead, 
but it is not essential. You can work them by other processes; and 
there are plenty of lead ores in the United States which answer that 
purpose, and it is a mere pretext that they use. 

Mr. GRAY. Then, in addition to the argument used by the Senator 
` from Nevada in favor of these ores being merely brought in in competi- 
tion with the ores found in the hills of Nevada and other States, is it 
not keeping out a useful ore to the smelting works of the United States 
which use the native ores, and interfering with an industry in a way 
that the Senator has not yet touched upon, and with the profits of law- 
fnul enterprises that are not directly in competition? 

Mr. STEWART. Not at all. 

Mr. GRAY. The industries the Senator represents? 

Mr. STEWART. These smelting establishments at El Paso were for- 
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merly supplied with American ore and they have got to working Mex- 
ican ores with Mexican labor, buying Mexican ores and Mexican labor, 
and that is an industry Senators are as much interested in maintaining ag 
they are in maintaining the population in Montana, Idaho, Utah, and 
in other parts of our own country. 

Mr. PLUMB, What about the manufacturing establishments ol this 
country that work up jute from India, produced by labor which is 
lower paid than even the labor in Mexico? 

Mr. STEWART. We may do something in that way, but we are 
not producing jute particularly. We are in the business of mining. 
We are already established in mining in that part of the country. I 
am not condemning them, but I say that the miners of the West, who 
have been engaged in this business for the last thirty years, and upon 
which the whole community are dependent, complain, and justly com- 
plain, of having lead ore brought across the border and worked with 
Mexican labor in competition with our labor; and if there is anything 
in the principle of a protective tariff they are entitled to it in this 
instance, 

The Senator from Delaware asked me if it is nota bad thing to de- 
stroy a good industry and hurt some other industry. The importer 
calls his industry a good industry, and yetit affects you. The manu- 
facturer wants free wool and says it interferes with him. Every one 
in this country who has an industry would like to have that protected 
and have everything else free. I observed that over twenty-odd years 
ago—I think it was in 1865, when there was a tariff debate in the other 
House. I listened to it. It was the first tariff debate I had ever heard. 
I went over there and staid all day, and went over as often as I could. 
I found eloquent speeches made on both sides of the general principle. 
I went over there when they commenced voting, and I found they had 
just caucused on it, and each one, whether a Democrat or a Republican, 
voted for his particular party. 

I found that each man was compelled, as a rule, to protect the arti- 
cle made in the district where he lived. He would like to have free 
material, but he wanted anything that was manufactured in that dis- 
trict protected. I found it to be a general scramble.” So it is with the 
tariff. Now, if we are going to have an honest tariff, place all on an 
equality. If a man is compelled to buy on a higher basis, let him sell 
on a higher basis and raise the price of everything in this country. 
do not believe in cheap things. I do not believe in cheap labor or cheap 
pen I want labor well paid. I want labor paid here higher than in 

europe. 

Why talk about getting revenue upon these industries? There are 
plenty of things we can not produce upon which we can get revenue, 
I was in this body and voted for taking the tariff off tea and coffee. 
It was a great mistake. That threw off some $30,000,000 cr 840, 000, 000 
then (it would be much larger now) of revenue, and the price of tea 
and coffee was not affected one iota. Now you are proposing to take 
the tariff off sugar, and you will find the same experience. When you 
take the tariff off, the producers abroad will make some arrangement 
by which they will get all they can for it, and they will get about the 
saine price that they do now. It is just so in regard to our foreign 
market. You can not increase our foreign market by destroying 
our own. 

If Europe wants wheat and must have it, they will buy itand pay for 
it, and no matter whether it comes from the United States, or India, 
or South America; they will not inquire about that. They want the 
quality of the wheat at a price per bushel, and they will buy it and 
pay for it. You will have just as much market forit if we protect our 
industries. Wedo not increase our foreign market by giving away 
our own. On the contrary, we destroy our capacity to contend for for- 
eign markets, to sell our products in competition with other countries 


that have their own market. Every civilized country but our own in 


the world has her own market. No country in the world receives as 
much of other people’s products as we do, They protect their citizens 
every where better than we do, and they do it by various devices. It 
is not all done by a tariff. It is done by conquering other nations and 
holding them under military rule; itis done by trade regulations; it is 
done by steam-ship subsidies, and in various ways they protect their 
trade and extend it. 

England makes a great boast of being a free-trade country, when 
$100,000,000 of her revenue is derived from duties besides the enormous 
duties on all her colonies. The reason why she does not apply it on 
manufactured articles, as I have said before, is because her establish- 
ments are so great, their customers are so extensive, that she can main- 
tain them against the world and manufaeture cheaper than anybody 
else. If we had the customers for our market, if we could get our 
American manufacturers three hundred million customers, they would 
be able to fight the world as England does. 

Mr. GRAY. That is what we want to do. 

Mr. STEWART. Give them seventy million customers and they 
will be worth as much as three hundred million, and Great Britain 
then will come tous. The example of Germany has been repeated 
here and may be again. After the consolidation of the empire, when 
she attempted to start manufactures, every one knows the fate of those 
unfortunate institutions, Great Britain, having — gra high wages, 
gave her goods away pretty nearly until she crushed them. But 
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forming trusts. If oursshould be left open, if this great country should 
be left open to those countries that have protection at home, with their 
vast capital and their vastestablishments, you would very rapidly have 
the wealth of this country transferred to Europe, for the wealth would 
be where the manufacturing is. 

My advice is to my friends from the South, take advantage of this 
tariff; commence manufacturing, as you have done; build up manu- 
factures. The South is taking advantage of it, and there will be no 
paos to its growth and wealth. You have the raw material and you 

ve the climate; you have the water-power; you have everything to 
make manufacturing a great success, The day will come under the 
protective tariff when the growth and prosperity of the South will be 
miraculous, It is now great. Everything that you have done in Amer- 
ica, all the labor that you haye performed here builds up cities, builds 
up wealth, keeps it at home; and we should protect everything in 
America as Americans, and manufacture more goods and protect the 
manufactured articles. Butif you do not protect manufactured articles, 
but send raw material abroad, the people will go there. Protected by a 
tariff against markets abroad, you have this vast free trade of a conti- 
nent here among ourselves which is big enough for trade. I would 
have nothing come in that can be manufactured in our own country, 
that can be produced here with free competition. I would raise my 
revenue from those articles that we can not produce. I would raise it 
as England does, on Inxuries that we can not produce. That is what 
I would do. 

I am opposed to taking the tariff off sugar; the tariff will not be felt 
and it is an inopportune time. It is atime when the sugar industry is 
being developed, when it has been ascertained that we can produce 
beet sugar here as well as can be done in any part of the world, when 
establishments are going up in various places in the West, and it has 
been ascertained that we produce the best sugar-beet in the world, and 
will soon have a supply. I wound not take off the duty on sugar now. 
I would have that revenue, and in a very few years under any esti- 
mate we will produce our own sugar as they do in Ireland. We should 
not send hundreds of millions out of the country for articles of that 
kind when they can bespentin this country to build up towns, to build 
up railroads, to build up factories, to build up school-houses, The 
more we do of that, the more we add to the glory of our great country. 

The more we surrender our markets the more we degrade our people 
and place them on a footing with the peons of other countries. The 
more we give up to them on account of petty jealousies because of trusts, 
or because somebody gets rich, we shall destroy the market so that 
nobody can get rich in it. Of course people are going ta get rich in 
this country. They are going to get rich in some places. ere the 
manufacturing is done there will be the trade, there will be the enter- 
prise, and somebody will get rich. Is it sufficient to point to a man 
getting rich and say that is a reason for abolishing the tariff? We have 
a country that has mighty possibilities. We have ambitious men. Let 
us retain our possibilities so that they can get rich. That is what they 
are here for, what they come to America for, what they are flocking 
here from all parts of the world for, because there are greater oppor- 
tunities here for the poor boy to rise. Let them compete with each 
other, and let us see what we can develop. We have the greatest con- 
tinent in the world if we adopt the ordinary principles of taking care 
of ourselves and doing our work at home. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the provision to which exception is 
taken was inserted in the bill of 1888 as it passed this body, without 
special objection. At that time the lead trust had not incorporated with 
itself the seventeen smelters who are now here making protest against 
this provision of the proposed law. Up to that time these smelters, 
with perhaps the exception of one or two, and their managers, were 
decidedly in favor of a duty on Mexican lead. Mr. Eilers is now con- 
nected with this combine of smelters; and the lead trust exists to such 
an extent that Mr. Meyer, who was here during the whole winter as 
the agent of the lead trust and the combined smelters, stated that Mr. 
Eilers and himself control and manage the seventeen smelters. 

Mr. President, these seventeen smelters were built—the most of 
them; all, unless it is two—before there was any ruling on this ques- 
tion, and before the introduction of any Mexican lead. Itis, there- 
fore, not correct to state that these industries have grown up because 
of the ruling of the Department. 

Mr, REAGAN. The Senator has alluded two or three times toa 
trust and to the fact that seventeen of these lead companies belong to 
the lead trust. I desire to ask the Senator if the other lead companies 
to which he refers do not also belong to the lead trust. 

Mr. TELLER, Theydo not, The mining and smelting companies 
of the West that are opposed to the introduction of Mexican lead ore 
do not belong to the lead trust or to any trust. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will only supplement that by saying thatit is the 
first time I have known independent companies to resist the power of a 
trust. Perhaps these companies are able to do so. 

Mr. TELLER. They have resisted the power of the trust. Several 
gentlemen connected with these combined smelters, now with the lead 
trust, were a year ago last spring active and avowed opponents, pub- 


ut a tariff on her own market and then went in partnership 
ngland to acquire the markets of the world, her manufacturers 


licly proclaiming their opposition to the introduction of Mexican lead 
ores. A letter was introduced from Mr. Eilers dated May 4, 1889, in 
which he depicted the disaster that would come to American mining 
and American miners by the introduction of free Mexican ores under 
the pretense that they were silverores. He insisted then, asall others 
connected with the lead trust who are now claiming that it is necessary 
to have Mexican ores insisted then, that there was an abundance of 
American ores suitable for smelting, easy of access to the silver-produc- 
ing regions. 

Mr, President, I do not intend to make any extended remarks on 
this question for the simple reason that I am physically unable so to 
do; but it is a question of great interest to the people of the North- 
west, and I do not intend that anybody shall disguise it on this floor, 
It is a contest between the lead trust with this combination and the 
smelters and the miners of the Rocky Mountains and the mountain 
regions, Fifty thousand strong are the miners, the men who work day 
by day for their daily bread, the men who consume more of New Eng- 
land’s products per capita than any other set of men living anywhere. 
They consume of Kansas products more than all of the rest of the 
world outside consume of Kansas products. The Colorado miners last 
year received in the city of Denver 30,400 car-loads of agricultural 
pancis from the two great agricultural States of Kansas and Ne- 

raska. 

The Senator from Kansas talks to us about the trade with Mexico, 
Mr. President, the entire exports of this country to Mexico last year 
were $8,000,000. Two million dollars of that were farm products, and 
we bought of the State of Kansas, by a careful estimate made by the 
Board of Trade of Denver, $8,000,000 of farm products. 

Isay here, havingseen Kansasgrow from a bare and unoccupied prairie 
to a thickly settled community, that she is indebted to-day tothe miners 
of Colorado for whatever prosperity she enjoys. When I Hirst went across 
the plains of Kansas you could travel 40 or 50 miles without seeing a 
habitation. To-day every quarter-section to the State line nearly has a 
habitation on it, and for twenty-five years we have bought their wheat, 
their corn, their chickens, their pork, their blackberries, their strawber- 
ries, and their grapes at prices that no other agricultural community in 
the United States has been able to get. 

Mr. President, it does not exactly please me when a Senator from a 
State that has received such great benefits from our community and 
from our purchase of their products insists that he wants now to se- 
cure the trade of Mexico, and he is willing to put the laborers of Col- 
orado, of Montana, and of Idaho side by side with the 40-cents-a-day 
laborers of Mexico. 

In the State of Colorado we have paid always the largest labor price 
that has ever been paid to men outside of a short time when prices 
were exceedingly high in the State of California. We pay to-day more 
wages than any other section, unless it be Montana and Idaho, which 
I believe pay similar or very nearly the same wages. 

Mr. STEWART. We always pay $4 on the Comstock. 

Mr. TELLER, And perhaps in Nevada on the Comstock, The Sena- 
tor from Kansas says the laborers get none of this advance. When we 
were discussing the silver bill I asserted here that the rise of silver 
would bring up the price of wheat, and I said the price of silver would 
increase the price of labor in the miningregions. Recently one of the 
great mining companies in my State, the Marshall Basin Mining Com- 
pany, a company in Southwestern Colorado, voluntarily added 50 cents 
a day to the labor of its large mining force, saying that in 1882 when 
silver fell they put down the price of labor, and now when silver had 
risen they felt that they were in duty bound to put itup; and they put 
up their labor from $3.50, that they were paying, to $4. 

Mr, President, prosperity inthe mining camp means increased wages, 
and it means that Rhode Island and Delaware will have a market in 
the West for everything that they produce that the miner uses, They. 
will not send us their agricultural products, because they have none 
to spare, but they send us the products of the mill and the loom, and 
they have sent us thousands of tons of machinery from the State of 
Delaware to the State of Colorado within the last twenty-five years. 
The prosperity of the mining regions is the prosperity of the whole 
country. Mr. Lincoln declared that it was the duty of the General 
Government to foster and encourage mining, and in that he was wise. 

Mr. President, I only want to touch upon one or two things, finding 
it almost impossible to speak. First, it is said that we need these 
Mexican ores. The smelting companies made great profits when they 
did not have a pound of Mexican ore, They will make great profits 
now when they do not have a pound of Mexican ore. I want to say ` 
to the Senator from Texas that he need not worry himself about these 
smelting companies, for if any class of men on the face of the earth are 
able to take care of themselves it is the men who ran the smelting 
companies and the great American lead trust. 

We put up the products of this lead trust. We have voted an in- 
creased tariff on the products of that company. They want now free 
raw material; but every man who buys pig-lead to make a pipe or to 
make a sheet must pay the duty. These men want free ores in their 


smelteries that they may have the advantage; and when they put out 
their product does anybody suppose they will sell it for any less? 
The Senator from Texas says that they say the lead is of no value. 
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It is the value of all other lead when it comes out of their smelter. 
Every pound of lead that comes in free is equal to every pound of lead 
that l. mined by an American miner. The Senator from Nevada said 
that this duty would not equalize the labor. Labor of superior quality 
can be had for 50 cents aday in Mexico, Labor of the miners can not 
be had for less than $3 a day in Colorado, Montana, and Idaho. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator will allow me, in the abstract of 
course every pound of lead is so much, but the Senator forgets that it 
takes $21 a ton to pay for the transportation of this Mexican lead from 
the mines into the United States. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I know more about the subject than 
the Senator from Texas J 

Mr. REAGAN. I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. TELLER. Lead has been carried from those mines to the city 
of Denver for half what the Senator said, for $11 a ton; and it can be car- 
ried and will be carried for that. The smelting men in Colorado know 
that they could make money by having Mexican lead ore, and they 
know also that if they did they would make it at the expense of the 
Colorado miner, and the Montana miner, and the Idaho miner. 

Mr.REAGAN. Mr, President, I recognize the great personal knowl- 
edge of the Senator about mining because he has lived in and repre- 
sented a mining couutry and is familiar with it; but this idea of just 
brushing aside arguments and facts presented by gentlemen who know 
as much as the Senator does by saying that he knows so and so had 
better be fortified with a little evidence. 

Mr. TELLER. It is in proof, and in the book that the Senator read 
from, the testimony taken before the House committee, that ore had 
been carried from Mexico to the city of Denver for 511 aton. If he 
had read that portion of it he would not have said that it cost $22 a 
ton to bring it from Mexico. 

Mr. REAGAN, I read that the ore from Denver to the Missouri 
River could be carried for $11, but I did not read that it could be 
bronght from Mexico into the United States for $11. 

Mr. TELLER. And it has been brought from Mexico and has been 
ies from Denver to the Missouri River for very much less than 

1. 

Now, the Senator from Kansas says this duty will injure the Colo- 
radosmelter. Mr. President, if it will, I will take the responsibility of it. 
The Colorado smelters have not yet asked the Senator from Kansas to 
interfere in their behalf that I am aware of. The Colorado smelters 
understand their interest, and that is that there shall be a development 
of that great mountain region. There was presented before the House 
committee affidavit after affidavit to show that Montana, to show that 
Idaho, to show that Utah could produce in a single year three times 
as much lead as the whole United States have produced—lead suitable, 
too, for the purpose of smelting ores, lead containing more or less of 
silver. Eighty per cent. of all the mines in the Stateof Idaho produce 
lead; forty-six of them in Colorado produce lead. 

Mr. REAGAN, If that be so, Mr. President, why would citizens go 
into Mexico, much farther off, and import similar ores instead of tak- 
ing those nearer home? 

Mr. TELLER. I will tell you why they go there. They pay to the 
Rocky Mountain miner $3 a day; they pay to the man who superin- 
tends the miners twice that sum. It has Deane shown that the produc- 
tion of lead ore in Colorado, in Nevada, and Montana will come very 
nearly, if not quite, to $50, while it can be produced in Mexico for less 
than $10. That is why they go there. That is why they are bringing 
there pres to El Paso and shipping them up into our country to com- 
pete with the product of our miners, because they can get them cheaper 
and because t smelters can make a great profit, 

Mr. REAGAN. There is testimony in this volume that Iread, from 
three or four gentlemen, that the daily earnings of the miners in the 
Mexican mines, spoken of as peon labor here, are $1.50 a day. 

MI. TELLER. There is not a place in Mexico where they pay the 
miners $1.50 a day. 
Mr. REAGAN. Lonlx give what is stated by those concerned. 
Mr. TELLER, I challenge the Senator from Texas to prove that 
statement. It is absurd. It is not supported by the facts, and it is 
not true. The testimony before the committee was that 40 cents was 
> fair compensation for a day’s labor, and that 50 cents was good pay. 
One witness did say that he had up at one mine that it would 
average 54 cents a day, and that is the highest any man put it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Oh, no; Mr. President 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no; Mr. President.“ I maintain 

Mr. REAGAN. I sent the volume away. If I had it I could show 
three places where they said the miners in Mexico were paid $1.50 a 


day. 

Mr. TELLER. I can show where it was stated before the commit- 
tee as I have said, and the Senator from Texas is at liberty to call my 
attention to any other statement save that of Mr. Meyer—who I repeat 
is the agent and the attorney of the lead trust and the combined smelt- 
ers, as he stated himself before the committee, and whose testimony 
ought to be taken with some degree of allowance. 

Mr. President, we know in our part of the country what the price 
of labor isin Mexico. The men who are mining this ore in Mexico 
are Colorado men. I know them as well as I know members of this 


Senate. Men from Colorado were almost the first men who ever put 
a pound of lead ore in this country from Mexico free, under the pre- 
tense that it was silver ore, and I know that they paid but 30 cents a 
day for their labor when they began that industry. As they have in- 
creased it wages have increased in Mexico, but they are not yet 50 
cents a day for the common minet, while in Colorado they are from 
$2.50 to $4, according to the class of labor performed inand about the 
mines. 

Mr. President, I do not propose to spend much time, as I said. I 
simply want to say that if protection means anything it means protec- 
tion to all classes and to all sections of the country; and if there is any 
class of men more entitled to protection than the miners in the Northwest 
Iwantsomebody to show me. I want somebody to tell me where there 
are men of greater intelligence who labor, where there are men who so 
freely spend their earnings in the purchase of the products of others, as 
the people of our mining camps. I want somebody to show me a class 
of men who have done more to elevate and to build up the American 
standard of labor than that class of men. They have settled up a coun- 
try that has become an empire. They have added States and they have 
added wealth. Every miner who delves in the mine creates wealth. 
He takes nothing from anybody else. He is entitled to as much pro- 
tection as a manufacturer anywhere, or any other class of men; and he 
is not to be put by my vote to work by the side of the fifty-cent ragged, 
beggarly Mexican who does not wear as much on his person in a year 
as a pair of boots will cost an American miner, 

Mr. President, this is a live question in the West. We made the 
campaign in 1888 upon this question in the West. We made it u 
the theory that our lead would be protected; that our wool would be 
protected. But we care infinitely more for the lead question than 
we do for the wool; and I say here to-day that if a Republican Senate 
passing a tariff bill should tear out of it the only thing there is in the 
interest of the great Northwest, I do not believe there would be a Re- 
publican Representative from the Northwest; and I am free to say that 
in my judgment if that were done there ought not to be. I expect 
the Senator from Kentucky, I expect the Senator from Missouri, and 
the Senator from New Jersey, who are in favor of cutting down the 
tariff on everything, to be in favor of cutting down this tariff also, 
but I shall be astonished if men who profess to believe in the protect- 
ive policy can see any reason why it should not apply to these desery- 
ing people in the Northwest. 

Mr. President, the great development of this country has but par- 
tially taken place. There are immense quantities of lead yet to be 
mined, and with every pound of lead that comes, there comes out sil- 
ver. Eighty per cent, of all the lead mined in the United States is 
mined in connection with silver. 

The Senator from Missouri talks about the vast quantity of lead in 
Missouri. Why, Mr. President, Missouri and Kansas and Illinois and 
Wisconsin combined do not produce half as much lead as Colorado. 
They produce a class of lead that is better for some purposes than ours, 
but it can not be said, perhaps, that our ores or even the Mexican ores 
come in competition with them, but the Mexican silver-lead ores come 
in aétual competition with ours, and into close competition, too. 

Does anybody believe that the two Dakotas or Minnesota would have 
had the degree of prosperity they have enjoyed if the great mining 
State of Montana had not lain beside them ready to buy at good prices 
the products of the farms of thoseStates? Notonly are Nebraskaand 
Kansas and Minnesota and the Dakotas benefited by this, but the State 
of Illinois. We buy more every year from the State of Illinois than the 
State of Illinois has sold in a decade to Mexico. We buy more from 
Missouri every year than Missouri ever sold in a decade to Mexico. We 
bought last year from California 2,400 car-loads of fruit and farm prod- 
ucts. We may get rich and we have sot rich, and we are entitled to 
getrich. We were deserving of wealth, if any le in the world 
were. We blazed the way across the continent. e went 600 miles 
beyond settlements and beyond civilization. We fought the Indians 
and we fought nature, but we have divi.led our prosperity with all the 
men of this country. We have not kept it to ourselves. 

But the Senator from Kansas says that one man will make $750,000 
if this bill passes. He might as well have said $7,000,000, Itisa 
mere guess on his part. He knows there isa great lead mine in the 
vicinity of Leadville, and but a moiety of it is owned in the State of 
Colorado. They spent a great fortune before it paid a dollar. Sup- 
pose it does make its possessors rich, what of it? All over that coun- 
try you can find where millions of money have gone into the ground 
that have never returned. Colorado men have put their money un- 
stintedly into the ground, and I can point to many a ntan in Colorado 
who has more unproductive property in the way of mines he has bought 
and developed than he has of all other things in the world; and that 
is the way prosperity came, because men were willing to make vent- 
ures. 

I want to say one word aboutthe mine-owner. I live in the oldest 
mining camp in Colorado. I know ever inchof it, and I know every 
hole in the ground, and I know every miner practically. Mr. Presi- 
dent, it is a county that produces about $3,000,000 a year, with a po 
ulation of about 7,000. Nowhere in the world has labor been so w 
paid; nowhere in the world has labor been so brave, so intelligent, 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


and so aggressivé as in the little county of Gilpin, of which Mr. Meyer 
gays 50 per cent. is made on the mining ventures. 

The men who delve in these mines in that county own their own 
houses; they have money in the bank, and when the Sabbath day 
comes they are found in the church and their children in the Sunday 
school. A mining camp, the oldest in the State, has its jail closed and 
without inmates more than three-fourths of the time. They do not 

lead, but they do produce gold. The prosperity of the State, 
ver, is their prosperity. A 

If Edeemed that it was necessary, there are very many other con- 
siderations I could present, but I simply rose to say that if other in- 
dustries are to be protected no man can give any reason why ours 
should not be, unless it is somebody who wants to swell the great divi- 
dends of the lead trust or swell the dividends of the combined smelters 
who have entered into an agreement. with this trust. 

Some Senators may feel solicitoùs about that. I want to repeat 
what I said, do not disturb yourself about these smelters. They will 
take care of themselves. They have been the high-handed robbers of 
the miners for years and they will continue it yet to some extent not- 
withstanding the competition insmelting. It is not capital thatowns 
the mines. There are thousands and tens of thousands of men who 
own mines who work them, As I stated in reply to the Senator from 
Missouri, it is a common thing in the State of Colorado to form what 
is called a syndicate of laboring men. Ten men take a mine, or twenty 
men perhaps enter into a combination to take a mine, but generally 
the number is about ten. If the mine is undeveloped five of these will 
go to work and develop it and five of them will go out and work by 
the day and earn money to support the other five while they are devel- 
oping it, and I submit that men who do that are entitled to compensa- 


Mr. STEWART. That has beena general custom for forty years. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Nevada says that has been the 

neral custom. It is the general custom in my State at least. They 
* make money. I have known ten men to work for two or three years 
without making a dollar, and then I have known them to strike on 
“pay” and get what they call a good stake. I have known, on the 
contrary, the mines to fail and those ten men have lost their entire two 
or three years’ labor, and then they go with a courage that I say com- 
mends them to all men to try another place,and finally they meet with 
better luck and better success. 

It is not to swell the profits of mine-owners, but it is to give the hon- 
est, intelligent laborers fair compensation to prevent them from being 
brought in competition with the peon labor of Mexico, that I favor this 
increased rate of duty. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, of course we knew that it was labor that 
the Senator from Colorado and all who agree with his economic policy 
want to protect. It is the refrain of every protection argument that I 
have had the good or bad fortune to hear, that the sole and only object 
of ion, of a tax upon the consumers of the country, to raise the 

rices of articles and commodities of general consumption, is to protect 
Tabor, and therefore the Senator from Colorado has not created or made 
a new argument, nor is he entitled tothe discovery of this as a sugges- 
tion of hisown. I donot know that he meant to claim it as such. 

Mr. President, it is an agreeable thing to me to hear from the lips 
of the eloquent Senator from Coloradothe praises of the miners. They 
are always the pioneers of civilization. I know something by reputa- 
tion, by reading, by the ordinary history of the times in which I live, 
of the labors and achievements and the merits of these men. I do not 
wish to detract from them. I think they are entitled to all the praises 
the Senator from Colorado gives them. But little as I know practi- 
cally about this matter of mining, and much as the Senator from Col- 
orado does know practically abont it, I still see a principle involved 
in this proposition which fails to commend itself to my conscience or 
my judgment. 

This mining of ores from the mountains, whethersilver, lead, or gold, 
isa great industry. If not made the occasion of a tax upon the people, 
the discovery of a mine adds to the resources of thecountry. But, Mr. 
President, the principle that the proposition now before the Senate con- 
travenes, in my opinion, and to which I give adherence, is that no in- 
dustry, however meritorious, has a right to saddle itself upon other in- 
dustries equally meritorious and take from them a tribute 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

Mr. GRAY. One moment, if the Senator from Colorado pleases, and 
then I will yield to him. 

And seek from those other industries by way of a tax a contribu- 
tion to their own good fortune in having discovered in the bosom of 
the earth these rich deposits, whether they be of silver or of lead, or of 
gold or copper. 

Mr. TELLER. What industry does the Senator speak of when he 
speaks of imposing burdens upon the industries of the country ? 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator had waited I should have told him with- 
out the interruption. The particular industry which, it seems to nie, 
is the one attacked in this instance is the one spoken of by the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], the smelting industry which uses the silver 
ores which are im from Mexico. Here are some twenty or thirty 
establishments distributed all over this country— _ 


Mr. TELLER. Only seventeen., 

Mr. GRAY, Iam only taking the evidence I find given before the 
ene on Ways and Means, and I find that twenty-four areenumer- 
at ere. 

Mr. TELLER. Thereare still more than that; but I mean there are 
only seventeen complaining of this tax, as it is called. 

Mr. GRAY, That is a different thing. Ifind there are twenty-four 
enumerated in the evidence taken before the Committee on Ways and 
Means, distributed all over this country, in Colorado, Kansas, Illinois, 
Texas, Utah, Montana, Nebraska, New Jersey, Missouri, and so on. I 
know nothing about these industries, personally. I never was ap- 
proached by an agent of any one of them. I never saw an attorney 
who professed to represent them. I know nothing but what I have 
heard on this floor in regard to them; but what the Senator from Kan- 
sas says about the effect that is to be produced upon those engaged in 
this industry in his own State as well as in others, it seems ta me, is 
worthy of the consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. President, it would seem from what I have heard here and from 
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the evidence taken before the Committee on Ways and Means that in 


the last eight or ten years a profitable commerce has grown up with 
our nearest neighbor of the south, the Republic of Mexico, or with its 
people, by which it has been found profitable to exchange for the silver 
ore containing a large percentage of lead the products of this country- 

Here is one little bit of that reciprocity which a very distinguished 
statesman of the party to which the Senator from Colorado belongs has 
recommended to the people of the whole country as a desirable thing 
to be brought about, so far as this hemisphere is concerned. Hereisa 
reciprocity pro tanto with the Republic of Mexico, or with its people, 
with whom we have and can have more important trade relations than 
with all of South America put together. 

Here isthe beginning of what may bea policy of reciprocity between 
ourselves and these near neighbors, separated from us only by an im- 
aginary line, or by a stream that can be forded across, I might 
say a reciprocity naturally one would think to be desired. But because 
it affects, or is supposed to affect, the profits in some degree of some of 
the citizens of the United States who happen to be engaged in mining, 
we hear this great outery, these great lamentations, as if some wrong 
was being done, some wrong that grew out of the profitable employ- 
ment of thousands of their fellow-citizens in other industries 
out the United States and scattered all over it. i 

I need not repeat what others know so much better than I, how this in- 
dustry has grown up and what it means and how this lead can be ex- 
tracted from silver ore and used, not only as an original product, but 
for the purpose of mixing asa flux I think they call it among miners— 
for the smelting of other ores which are mined within the confines of 
our own country. But here is the old selfish cry of an interest that 
feels it owns the market, that the smelters belong to the miners and 
that the consumers belong to those who call them our market“ 
the old, old cry repeated, that something or somebody is interfering 
with their trade. It has been so as long as we have any record of civil- 
ized time. While the Senator from Nevada was speaking I sent 

Mr. STEWART. Now, Mr. President : 

Mr. GRAY. One moment- I sent to the desk fora very old au- 
thority to read to him.an historical incident to prove how old this feel- 
ing of selfishness was, and how identical the exhibition of it was with 
that now displayed, and how little human nature, as manifested in 
tariff laws, has improved. I could not repeat. it so well as I could read 
it, not being as familiar as I ought to be with the book in which it is 
recorded. 

When, throughout Asia Minor, not indeed reciprocity among nations, 
the great forerunner of civilization, was being preached, but the gospel 
itself was being carried, it happened indirectly to interfere with a great 
industry in the town of Ephesus. There was a great tumult, wo 
are told. But let me read: * 


21. For a certain man named Demetrius, a silversmith, which made allxer 


shrines for Diana, brought no small gain unto the craftsmen; 

25. Whom he called ther with the workmen of like occupation, and said, 
Sirs, ye know that by this craft we have our wealth, 

20. Moreover ye see and hear, that not alone at Ephesus, but almost thro: 
out all Asia, this Panl hath persuaded and turned away much people, saying 
that they be no gods, which are made with hands: 2 = 

27. So that not only this our craft is in danger to be set at nought; but also 
that the temple of the great goddess Diana should be despised, and her mag- 
nificence should be destroyed, whom all Asia and the world worshipeth. 

28. And when they heard these sayings, they were full of wrath, and cried 
out, saying, Great is Diana of the Ephesians. 

29. And the whole city was filled with confusion. 

+ > * 


— = * * 


. Some therefore cried one thing, and some another: for the assembly was 
confused; and the more part knew not wherefore they were come A 

. And they drew Alexander out of the multitude, the Jews putting him for- 
ward. And Alexander beckoned with the hand, and would have made his de- 
fense unto the people. 

34. But when they knew that he was n Jew, all with one voice about the space 
of two hours cried out, Great is Diana of the Ephesians, 


Just as for about the space of a good deal more than two hours, when- 
ever we eal for justice, whenever we appeal for equality, the ery 


comes up ſor Protection! Protection! and without much more un- 
.. ˙ 0 


derst 
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found that their craft was being interfered with in the manufacture 
of shrines for the temple of Diana. 

Mr. STEWART. e are opposed to equality with peon labor. Let 
me ask the Senator a question. 

cree PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Delaware 
yield ? 

Mr. GRAY. For a question. 

Mr. STEWART. Lou speak of our market. We say, our mar- 
ket.” The miners say, our market.“ Who takes the products of 
these manufacturing establismments? The people of this country. It 
is their market, because they have to buy the products of it. We are 
the great customers of your people. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, Mr. President, I do not know that I need to en- 
force to-day the lesson [ have read, but there it stands as a monument 
to the selfishness that existed nearly two thousand years ago, and was 
ready to break out in tumult and in the insensate cry for the space of 
two hours among a class of people the most part of whum did not know 
wherefore they were gathered together. That repeats itself to-day when- 
ever it is thought an attack is about to be made upon this great silver 
shrine that has been erected in the Rocky Mountains. 

Mr. STEWART. Do I understand the Senator to say that the min- 
ing for silver and lead to be used in the arts is analogous to the cry of 
the Ephesians? 

Mr. GRAY. Ishall be much obliged to the Senator if in his own 
time he will reply. 

Mr, STEWART. I merely wish to say 

Mr. GRAY. I only stopped for a question. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

ney PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Delaware 
yield ? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not yield, except for a question. 

-The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair takes occasion to state 
that when Senators are upon the floor they can only beinterrupted by 
their own consent, which must be first obtained by addressing the Chair. 
The Senator from Delaware is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr, President, I think the Senate will bear me wit- 
ness that I am not given to objecting overmuch to interruptions, especi- 
ally from my good friend from Nevada; and if it was only a question 
he wanted to ask me, I would not have insisted upon my right to pro- 
ceed. I only wish to speak a few moments and then I will yield the 
floor, and in his own time he may expound the story of Demetrius. 

But, Mr. President, there is something I wish to call the attention 
of the Senator from Colorado to before I take my seat, and that is this: 
How is it that even these miners, men whom I respect, whose occupa- 
tion should be burdened by nothing that the Jaw can keep off them. 
who are entitled to be exempt from having their industry burdened 
by a tax in favor of any other industry whatever—why is it that these 
people, even on his own theory, are to be specially injured by the im- 
presno of these ores from Mexico, when all the smelters in the United 

tates can not work up all the lead that is now being brought here? If I 
understand the evidence taken before the Committee on Ways and 
Means—though I confess I am not as familiar with it as the Senator 
from Colorado no doubt is—there is im into the United States 
already a large part of the lead that is used in the smelting works 
throughont the country. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator wish me to answer now? 

Mr. GRAY. Let me read the evidence, and I will ask the Senator 
whether his own experience confirms the evidence which was given be- 
fore the Ways and Means Committee by Mr. Daniel P. Eells, whom 
do not know. ; ; 

Mr. TELLER. He is one of the smelting men. 

Mr. GRAY. He may be one of the smelting men, and I suppose 
the evidence on both sides is subject to the criticism that the wit- 
nesses are interested on one side or another. We do not often get be- 
fore these committees the evidence of men who haye not an interest 
sufficient to bring them there. Mr. Eells said: 

To every silver mine it isan absolute necessity. 
my mind an answer to the question propounded by the chairman as to the 
amountof money invested in these smelting works, and while I have figured 
on it I can only approximate it when I say I think there is from $10,000,000 to 
$12,000,000 invested cither in smelting or refining works, I feel alsosure that 
those gentlemen who have perhaps appeared before this committee who are in- 
terested in smelting works,and who have labored under the impression and 
been of the firm opinion a year ago that we would be able to go along and 

the smelters with the lead proddeed in this country, have 

I night give panne E AT disposed to do so or thought it would be proper. 
Iknow that many of Mr. CarTEr’s constituency have canned Teeter — Rook 
what they were a year or two ago, perhaps a year ago. I think if he wrote to 

or Hauser he would find his views have undergone a change. I think 
the Omaha and Grant people have changed theirs, I have been in à position to 
be gene Booka informed in regard to the opinion of men who are engaged in 
this b and have a very large amount of money invested. It isnot a ques- 
tion of the imposition of a new duty. It is simply a question whether the sup- 
ply of an incidental production of ore shall be subject to a tax that has never 
yet been im upon it. If you put a tax upon lead you put a tax upon zine 
and all the inferior metals that are im in the Mexican ore, which is a con- 


I bave been going over in 


changed 


siderable amount, It seems to me this is a question where the discretion of 
barney can be very well exercised in favor of this very large manufacturing 

3 in reference to what effect would be allowing the present duty 
and relying continually in fature on the lead mines of the country is a very 


produced in this country to just 


once as a 


So that if this testimony is to be relied upun there has already come 
into the country, in addition to the ores that are mined in the different 
lead-producing regions of the country, a large or a small quantity—a 
large quantity, I think, according to this gentleman—of lead ore, which 
goes to occupy these smelting works, and therefore it would seem to 
me, as he says, they will have all they can do to take care of the ore 
that already does come in, I ean not, therefore, believe that the com- 
paratively small amount of lead that is extracted from the silver ore 
from Mexico can have any effect that would be injurious to the lead 
miners of Colorado or of whatever region it may be that is fortunate 
enough to have these mines. I do not know whether that testimony 
is to be relied upon or not. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator wishes that I should explain to him 
how the lead-miners are affected by this, I can do it in a moment. The 
American lead-miners have produced the necessary quantity of lead 
practically for a great many years. They kept pace with the demand, 
and if there had been no more brought from Mexico, they would have 
continued to keep pace with the demand. What we complain of is 
that we have lost our market because of theinflux, outof a consumption 
of about 190,000 tons, of 33,000 tons which are credited as having come 
in. It is the judgment of men who have given a great deal of attention 
to this, and especially of some gentlemen who went to Mexico to exam- 
ine into it, that last year not less than 50,000 tons of Mexican lead ore 
came into the United States. Of course, when it comes in as silver 
ore, paying no duty, there is no account kept of it, and that must be 
an estimate. If it had not been for this ore, the American mines would 
have produced that additional 50,000 tons of lead, and that would mean 
avery large increased demand for American miners and work. 

Mr.GRAY. Lunderstand that, notwithstanding this very large out- 
put of the American mines and the considerable amount of lead that 
was obtained from the Mexican silver ores, they were not sufficient to 
meet the demand, and I do not know how many thousand tons were 
imported in addition, so that I can not see how the demand is supplied 
by the American product. 

Mr. TELLER. Perhaps I ought to have added that a large number 
of American lead-mines closed down last year because of the competi- 
tion with Mexican lead. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not know how that may be. 

Mr. TELLER. I have the statement here which was made in the 
8 body, and part of the statement is within my personal knowl- 


ge. 

Mr. GRAY. TheSenator from Colorado, while speaking of the lead- 
mining interest of his own State, had a good deal to say about what 
he considered the obligation that his State placed the States of Kansas 
and Nebraska under by consuming their products. 

Mr. TELLER. And Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. You do not consume many products of Delaware. I 
do not know whether anything else than machinery or not. 

Mr. TELLER. We get a great many machines and enginesand boil- 
ers, and all that sort of thing, from Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam glad to hear it. 

I only want to remark that it is merely an evidence of what seems 
to me the baleful effects of this doctrine of high protection upon the 
minds of intelligent and brilliant men, when we find the Senatorfrom 
Colorado speaking of those beautiful and beneficent results of free 
trade among the States as putting one State under an obligation to 
another, making the people of one region in any wise indebted to an- 
other region whose wants it supplies and from which it receives a com- 
pensation for that service. 

Why, Mr. President, that is the life-blood of our country; that is the 
very fact of all facts, that keeps this country whatitis, that nerves the 
arm, that supplies the spirit and the will to develop the resources of 
this country. It is because one region and the people in one region find 
that they can be useful to those who are pursuing their industry in an- 
other; it is because of this free interchange of products all over this 
country that we have grown as we have grown, that we have expanded 
and grown rich and wealthy, as the Senator from Colorado says. Ay, 
more, it has caused a greater distribution of wealth among the masses 
of the people than in any other country that the sun ever shone upon. 

It is for that reason that we have been able to make the progress 
that records our place on the page of history, notwithstanding the 
handicap that restrictive legislation has placed upon us. We can and 
will prosper despite your tariff laws, despite your restrictions, despite 
your schemes of taxation of the many for the benefit of the few. Ido 
not expect to see the wheels of progress stop. I do not expect to see 
them very much retarded, if measured by any past experience. But 
I do hold that in this great race with the rest of the -civilized world 
we are carrying a weight that we have no business to carry. You are 
prostrating many industries to subsidize a few, and you are taking 
from many industries a tribute to be placed in the coffers of those who 
are made the beneficiaries of your tax laws. 
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If the State of Delaware has, by the enterprise of her citizens, been 
able to sell her machinery in Colorado, so much the better for Dela- 
ware and so much the better for Colorado. She bought the machinery 
because she bought it to her own advan take it, she will 
continue to buy just so long as and no longer than it can be bought to 
advan for her purposes. But Ido not advocate any scheme that 
strikes down any industry or places any burden upon one for the bene- 
fit of another. All I claim is equality for all before the law. 

Mr. President, I did not rise to address myself to the technique of 
mining, of which I am as profoundly ignorant as the Senator from Col- 
orado is extensively acquainted with it, but I merely wanted to call 
attention to the fact that this proposition in this bill in regard to this 
little bit of reciprocity or free trade with Mexico was violative of a 
principle which I firmly believe is for the benefit ot all the people in 
this country. Against that proposition I protest. 

Mr. STEWART. T hold in my hand the authority cited by the Sen- 
ator from Delaware, and I have come to the conclusion that he is cer- 
tainly ignorant of this authority himself. On reading it carefully I 
find it is not a parable as alleged by the Senator from Delaware 

Mr. GRAY. A matter of history, I think I said. 

Mr. STEWART. But an account of St. Paul's visit to Ephesus. 
He was at that time in Macedonia, and on that occasion he told them 
it was wrong for the silversmiths to construct false gods, and they said 
that that would interfere with their business and they got very uproarous 
aboutit. They did not want their business interfered with, although 
they were a deluded people and did not understand much about tariff 
laws and matters of that sort. They were heathens. They objected 
to his preaching a doctrine which would destroy one of their indus- 
tries, but it was not St. Paul who thought that. He was a protection- 
ist. Read the Bible a little further, and you will see that St. Paul 
laid down the fundamental doctrine of protection. 

Mr. PLUMB. Was that before or after his conversion? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. STEWART. It was after his conversion, and when my friend 
is converted to the true doctrine he will never fall back on it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wanted to know the authority for the statement; 
I wanted to know at what period it was made. 

Mr. STEWART. The authority was undoubtedly as good as any of 
the men who lived thereafter, or as good as that of the Senator from 
Kansas would be when he has received further lighton the tarif, St. 
Paul's light was perfect at the time he advocated protection. He said 
that the man who would refuse to provide for his own household de- 
nies the faith, and is worse than an infidel—worse than the infidels 
he is talking about here. 

That is what a free-trader does, He refuses to provide for his own 
household, his own country, and he must deny the faith. If he has 
everything done abroad and buys everything abroad, how will any- 
thing be made here? The man who pleads for peon labor and says he 
wants to give it to them must take it away from the miners in this 
country. It seems to me he is something like that individual denounced 
by St. Paul, for he refuses to provide for his own household. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not know of any such person on this side. 

Mr. STEWART. He may be worse than the infidels that St. Paul 
had that trouble with. If you takeaway the labor of the people of my 
country and give it to Mexicans at 50 cents a day, they will think that 
that American Congress is denying our own household and our own 
people, and they will think we are denying the faith. If we do it we 
hall be regarded as worse than the infidels and be put out of power. 
If the Senator is going to get from the Bible the real doctrines, he had 
better study such characters as Paul, and see what they did say and 
what their views were upon this very question, and not what were the 
views of the heathen multitude that made an alarm and interfered 
with his speech to them. 

Mr, JONES, of Nevadu. Mr. President, Ido not know that I can 
contribute anything of value to what has been already stated in this 
discussion, but it may not be amiss for me to occupy a short time in 
stating briefly some of the reasons which induce the representatives 
from the West, from the intermountain regions, to advocate with great 
earnestness the levying of this tariff upon lead ore. 

The most important feature of this bill to the mining industry of 
the country is the duty on lead in its various forms. There are at 
least 50,000 men earning a livelihood in theocenpation of lead-mining 
in the Western States and Territories. When we add to these the 
number of persons immediately dependent on them for support, and of 
those whose business is dependent for existence on the presence and 

rosperity of the miners, we shall find a very large population relying 
for a livelihood more or less directly on the mining of lead. Their 
occupations are fixed; their communities organized; their industries 
co-ordinated and adjusted to their needs. Anything which would seri- 
ously disturb the business of lead-mining would have momentous con- 
sequences for those communities. 

No industry in the country more needs protection, and as to none 
can the appeal for it be made on stronger grounds of equity. While 
many other industries might struggle along for a time against the com- 
petition of foreign cheap labor, this industry would be destroyed almost 
ata blow, and there is hardly any whose destruction would entail more 
serious consequences upon the country. 


What are the considerations which specially entitle it to protection? 
Under the most favorable circumstances the lot of the lead-miner is a 
hard one. However bright the sunshine, it is not for him. His work 
is performed under ground and in isolation. His life is ex to 
exceptional and unceasing dangers. He is, therefore, entitled to good 
pay: For this he must rely on the sale of the product of his labor. If 
ead can not be sold at a profit his labor will not bein demand, By 
reason of remoteness from centers of population, which are usually 
scores and not infrequently hundreds of miles distant, with means of 
communication scanty and inadequate, he is cut off from other sources 
of employment. 

In large cities or thickly populated districts the idle man finds di- 
versity of resource by reason of the broad co-ordination and more or 
less intimate relation of industries, A reduced demand for labor in 
one occupation may have, as a concomitant, an increased demand for 
labor in another, so that men discouraged by depression in their own 
trade may bave opportunity of profiting by increased activity in sonte 
related calling to which, without much difficulty or delay, they may 
be able to adapt themselves. In sparsely settled regions, on the con- 
trary, avocations are not readily departed from, There is not the same 
variety, nor is there among those that exist that intimacy of relation- 
ship which makes transition from one to another a matter of little dif- 
ficulty. The lines of demarkation between industries are broad, go that 
men have practically no recourse. In mining districts especially every- 
thing hinges on one occupation. If mines are suddenly closed the whole 
community is uprooted. 

I admit that these considerations affect only the individual. But 
there are reasons equally cogent TUERI the nation, and derived from 
motives of public policy, under which I claim that the lead miner is 
entitled to his full share of the protection accorded to other American 
industries. The question would be sufficiently important did it affect 
lead alone, but it also affects silver and gold, and, to that extent, con- 
cerns the source of the money supply of the world, which all will ad- 
mit to be a matter of far-reaching importance. 

With the exception of about 8500, 000, 000 of paper, consisting of green- 
backs and national-bank notes, the entire mass of the money of this 
country is composed of the precious metals (or of certificates represent- 


ing them), silver being the metallic money most in use among the peo- 


ple. Can this nation afford to destroy, or seriously cripple, the industry 
of silver mining? Is our rapidly growing population to be again sub- 
jected to the benumbing consequences of a money famine? What, lef 
me ask, would be the effect on our silver supply of the continued ad- 
mission of lead ores free of duty into this country? 

Seventy-five per cent. of the silver produced in the United States 
comes from mines in which that metal is found in combination with 
lead. Three-ſourths of those mines are not rich enough to pay ex- 
penses of operation for silver alone. Unless the entire metallic con- 
tent, lead as well as silver, can be sold, and at a fair price, those mines 
must be abandoned. This result must follow if lead or lead ore bead- 
mitted into this country free of duty. With those mines closed not 
only would the lead yield be destroyed, but the production of the 
precious metals would be greatly diminished. The amount of gold 
and silver extracted from the base ores during 1887 is stated to have 
been $30,540,550. 

The railroad system of the mining regions comprises 11,000 miles, 
constructed and equipped at a cost of $300,000,000. Its largest depend- 
ence is upon the mining industry. To deny protection to that indus- 
try would be to practically destroy this great railroad system, relegate 
to idleness many thousands of earnest and willing workers, and lay 
prostrate the entire body of interdependent industries of a large section 
of the country. 

The meu engaged in our Western mines are strong, vigorous, and 
self-reliant. Nosuch miners have ever been known to history. No 
body of miners of equal intelligence, energy, independence, and aspira- 
tion can be found elsewhere on the face of the globe, They are among 
the most ardent of American citizens, devoted to American institutions, 
and proud of their inheritance in this Republic. Their labor is hard, 
and contributes in a material degree to the development and prosperity 
of this great Commonwealth. Why should they not be permitted to 
share in that prosperity? Why should they not be compensated tor 
their labor as becomes the civilization and manner of living character- 
istic of the people of the United States, rather than according to the 
standards prevailing in less favored countries? They are an integrant 
part of our people, and form an important factor in our industrial prog- 
ress and economic independence. 

But, above all, the miner is the advance guard, the avant-coureur, 
of our Western civilization. His destiny it has been to build up the 
‘waste places’? of the Republic. Wherever he went he carried the 
flag, the institutions, and the civilization of the Union. Wherever a 
mine or group of mines was discovered of sufficient value to warrant 
the employment of many men, homes were built, towns founded, local 
self-government o i schools and churches erected, libraries and 


lyceums established, and in a few months all the forces of long-estab- 
lished order were to be seen harmoniously at work. Such towns, 
dotted along the mountain-sides and down the valleys, through a wide 
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expanse of otherwise uninhabited territory, became centers of civili- 
zation which were to transform half a continent. 

For that character of territory, such alone could be the esis of 
development, Without the mining industry, that so-called ‘‘arid’’ 
region of the United States must, for generations to come, have re- 
mained in its primeval condition. 

Development is an evolution, and throughout the Western section of 
this continent the germ from which all development has been evolved 
isthe mine. Without that inducement to self-sacrifice, without the 
excitement of hope and the fever of anticipation, men would not forego 
the advantages of civilization, or be tempted to enter upon the hap- 
hazard and perplexing life of the prospector. Nor would they expend 
their hard-earned savings in the attempt to reach a goal that too 
often proves to be such as is described in Goldsmith’s Traveler by 
the lines: 

That, like the circle bounding earth and skies, 
Allures from far, yet, as I follow, flies, 

Neither would capital, without the promise of Jarge and immediate 
reward, undertake the erection of the costly and elaborate machinery 
necessary in mining, Those who open and work lead and silver 
mines run great risks. Not only is there no industry that demands 
more capital, or more careful, constant, and business-like attention to 
its disposition, but in the whole catalogue of industries there is none 
so absolutely uncertain of results. However glittering the prospects, 
men are dealing with what is out of sight, and that which yesterday 
promised a fortune may to-day turn out to be a hole in the ground. 

Nothing but the hope of nnusual and prompt return, therefore, would 
induce investment in that sectidn of country which has been termed at 
once the mining“ and the “arid” section. Were its development 
to wait on agriculture alone generations would elapse and intense 

of pasion against subsistence in this country would have 
1 assert itself before any attempt would be made to develop it. Even 
were all the land fertile aud inviting to agriculture, the sparsity aud 
diffusion of population characteristic of that pursuit, especially in its 
early stages, would, to the remote and isolated settler, render life not 
worth living. 

Unlike all other industries, mining aftords opportunity for groups 
and aggregations of people inundeveloped places. It is because of the 
presence or proximity of those ups or aggregations on every hill- 
side of the West, and because of the advantages of a market afforded 
by them, that the Government of the United States has been able so 
readily to dispose of its public lands. Any attempt to establish com- 
munities in those regions by means of agriculture alone would have de- 
manded in each case an enormous outlay of money, and, for an incal- 
culable time, would prove an unproductive investment. Such acon- 
ception presupposes a community of individuals already rich, and 
therefore unlikely to abandon their repose, or to covet the discomforts 
and deprivations of a life remote from centers of 2 

Had it not been for the advent of the gold miners the settlement of 
California might have been postponed for a century. Mining was not 
itself a source of permanent wealth to that State, but constituted an 
absorbing and exciting pursuit, and attracted a population of enterprise 
and nerve, which laid the foundation for one of the greatest States of 
the Union. Gradually, as the richest of the mines became exhausted, 
the people drifted into other pursuits, and still supported for a time, 
in some measure, by the demand from the remaining mines, built up 
a commonwealth of power and splendor, but in which the mines have 
long since ceased to be a predominating, or even a greatly important, 


factor. 

Were it not for the mines that produce lead it is doubtful whether 
Colorado would to-day be a State of the Union, and it is certain that 
the settlement of Western Kansas would have been very greatly re- 
tarded. The market afforded to the Kansas farmer by the silyer-lead 
miners of Colorado alone is worth more than that which will ever be 
afforded to him by the entire Republic of Mexico, the lead ores of which, 
under a ruling of the officers of the Treasury as to the intepretation of 
the tariff law, have for some years been admitted into this country free 
of soy to enter into competition with the lead ores produced in our own 
mines, 

To the miners as a class is due the credit of rendering feasible an 
achievement which Daniel Webster rded as impossible; for, speak- 
ing of a portion of the Pacific coast, he said it was so far off that it 
could not be governed by the United States, and that a Delegate from 
it to Congress would not reach Washington till a year after the expi- 
ration of his term! 

Mining is absolutely the only industry that in early stages of com- 
munity growth can wrest from our arid region a sufficient reward for 
labor or return to capital. 

But, in thus affording means for the npbuilding of communities, min- 
ing lays the foundation for a broader development. 

have said that development was an evolution. Hardly is a good 
mine discovered before the evolution begins. The hut gives way to 
the camp, the camp to the town, the mule-pack to the wagon, the 
stage-coach to the railroad. But, farther-reaching than these, the pres- 
sence of the miners induces attempts at cultivation of the soil. While 
the settlers are occupied, directly or indirectly, in making a living 


from the mines, they are also entering, tentatively and by degrees, 
upon the work of pcr om the FP y 8 

By the cultivation of sufficient land in the vicinage to supply the 
mining communities with the necessaries of life, the agriculture of the 
arid region finds its incipience. No more profitable farming is done in 
the world than that in the neighborhood of the mines of the West. 
And as these communities grow, the increasing population furnishes a 
market for the a ted products of agriculture, until by degrees, by 
the natural and gradual unfolding and expansion of their resources, 
and by thoughttul and intelligent direction of their industries, they 
are enabled to emerge from mining and enter the broader and more en- 
during fields of agricultural and manufacturing pursuits. 

It is therefore of the utmost importance, from every point of view, 
that the mining industry of the West should have that fair share of 
protection which we accord to our other industries. In affordingit such 
protection no injury can be inflicted on any one. The mining of lead 
is not a monopoly in this country. No metal except iron is so gener- 
ally accessible or so extensively produced. It is the controlling indus- 
try of several States and Territories. Its production has grown from 
1,500 tons in 1825 to 155,000 tons in 1889. 

I present a table showing the production in tons from year to year 
from 1825, the first year of which we have exact figures, down to the 
present time: 

Table showing the production of lead in the United States from 1825 to 
1889. 


1 I. 
Net tons. Years, Net ton. Years. Not tons. 
11 Í 

1,500 | 20,000 
8, 000 25, 880 
7.500 22.540 
10,000 52.080 
11, 000 59, 640 
12; 000 || 64,070 
13, 000 81,900 
15, 000 91,000 
13.500 92,780 
15, 000 97, 895 
17,500 117, 085 
17,000 132, 890 
20, 500 143, 957 
21.000 139, 897 
25, 000 129, 412 
26, 000 135, 629 
30,000 145, 700 
28; 000 151,919 
28.000 

25, 000 

1 il 


Mr, MORGAN. I ask the Senator from Nevada if that table does 
not show a continuous progressive production? 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘Then it appears that the ruling of the Treasury 
Department upon the question we are considering has had no bad 
effect. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Yes, it has had an effect; and iv large 
numbers of instances production has been carried on at a Joss, in the 
hope of improvement in the character of the ore. 

A brief analysis of this tabie in connection with the tariff will show 
some interesting results. In 1825 the duty on imported lead (in bar 
or pig) was 2 cents a pound. In 1828 it was increased to 3 cents a 
pound. The result of the increase was that by the year 1830 our home 
production rose to 8,000 tons. The duty remained at 3 cents a pound 
until 1846, by which time, as will be seen, our production rose to 28,- 
000 tons. By the tariff of that year the rate of duty was reduced to 20 
per cent. ad valorem, under the operation of which reduction our home 
production steadily fell off year by year, until, in 1857, it dwindled to 
15,800 tons, 

By the tariff act of March, 1857, the Democratic party further re- 
duced the duty to 15 per cent. ad valorem, with the result that by 1861 
our home output fell to 14,100 tons. 

In 1861, however, the Republican party came into power, and, re- 
vezsing this policy, placed the duty at 14 cents a pound on imported 
lead in the form of pig or bar. In 1862, fearing that with the develop- 
ment of the smelting industry even this reasonable duty might be 
evaded by the importation of lead ores to be smelted in this country, 
Congress imposed on such ores a duty of 1 cent a pound, and in 1864 
increased it to 14 cents a pound, at the same time increasing the duty 
on pig lead to 2 cents a pound, the rates since and now prevailing. 

The effect of an increase of duty in each case has been to stimulate 
home production, while that of a decrease of duty has been to depress 
and discourage it. From 1864 to 1883 the lead industry was effi- 
ciently protected, and as a consequence production increased from 
15,300 tons in 1864 to ten times that quantity, or 144,000 tons, in 1883; 
and this increase was not at the expense of the people, but was con- 
stantly accompanied by a reduction in the price of lead to the con- 
sumer. -During the same period, although the consumption in the 
United States rapidly increased, our importations of foreign lead rap- 
idly diminished. 
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The following table will exhibit the production and consumption of 
lead in this country, with the average price in the New York market, 
each year from 1870 to 1883: 


: United 
United 4 | 
* Average States 
Year. States Imported. 
price. consump- 
product tion. 
| 
Tons. Tons. Tons. 

— 87.18 17.514 48, 500 81,460 
> 6.80 19, 640 51,000 31,400 
7.14 25,416 54,000 29, 000 
7.20 41,781 6, 24, 838 
6.67 51,150 69. 500 19,440 
6.72 56,610 8,000 
6.74 62,930 67,035 5,153 
6.74 81.900 63,330 6,970 
3.61 91,000 78, 000 319 
4.18 92,71 94, 000 2,460 
| 5.05 97, 825 94. 3,228 
4 4.80 117, 085 117, 245 8, 492 
— 4.90 135, 240 132,718 2,578 
| 4.32 147, 345 1,05 


It thus appears that the competition of the home producers was sufi- 
cient to reduce the price of lead in this country from $7.18 per 100 
pounds in 1870 to $4.32 per 100 pounds in 1883, and that during the 
same period our importations of foreign lead fell off from 31,460 tons in 
1870 to 1,085 tons in 1883. No better or more beneficent result of a 
protective tariff could well he imagined. 

Such was the condition of the lead industry in this country in 1883, 
when the owners of mines in Mexicosought and secured free admission 
for their lead ores by denominating them ‘‘ores of silver.’’ The Treas- 
ury Department felt compelled, under the wording of the law, to sup- 
port and adopt the contention of the Mexican mine-owners, on the 
ground that the ingredient of chief value in the ore-mass was silver and 
notlead. Thus, for want of perspicuity in the phraseology of the act, 
the intention of Congress was nullified. 

In imposing a duty on lead ores it was the manifest intention of 
Congress to protect the industry of lead-mining. No other possible 
object could have been incontemplation. No purpose would be served 
by imposing a duty on pig or bar lead if lead ore could be imported 
free. The idea of protecting the lead industry was not a novel or un- 
heard-of proposition. It is found embodied in every tariff law since 
the foundation of the Government. 

I do not doubt that if the present Secretary of the Treasury could 
have reconciled it with his duty he would have construed the law ac- 
cording to its spirit rather than its letter, and thus given effect to the 

rpose of Congress. Had that course been practicable—in other words, 
had the intention of the lawmakers been embodied with entire exact- 
ness in the words of the statute—no change of phraseology would have 
been needed. 

The provision of the present bill is so framed that its meaning is un- 
mistakable. It will relieve a great industry from the peril in which 
it stands by reason of the interpretation which the executive officers of 
the Government felt compelled to place on the provision of the law as 
it has heretofore stood. 

The cheaper production of lead between 1870 and 1883 was made 
possible by the perfection to which the invention and improvement of 
machinery by our people has brought the business of mining. Were 
it not for the adoption by the miners of Mexican ores of those im- 
provements effected by our people in the methods of timbering mines, 
and in respect to pumps, hoisting works, and other machinery adapted 
to mining, it is questionable whether even the low-priced labor of 
Mexico could have supplied lead as cheaply as it is now sold. They 
have also adopted the improved and cheapened processes of smelting in- 
vented by our people, and which the Mexicans themselves would never 
have devised. 

But, with no daty collected by us on their lead ores, and with the 
advantage taken by them of all our improvements in the machinery of 
mining, with the farther advantage to them of the direction and man- 
agement of their mines by citizens of the United States familiar with 
our latest and most improved machinery, we stand in the position of 
supplying to the Mexicans the very materiai and the skill in manage- 
ment with which to destroy the industry of lead mining in our own 
country. After availing themselves of the benefits of American ma- 
chinery, they turn around and by the aid of cheap labor attempt to 
destroy the business and mode of livelihood of the very men whose 
genius invented and brought to perfection the machinery in question. 

Very great losses have already been occasioned to our mining indus- 
tries by the competition to which American labor has been subjected 
through the free admission of those Mexican ores. Many mines have 
had to cease operation, and many thousands of men have been thrown 
out of employment as a consequence. Of the mines that continue op- 
erations many persevere under great pressure and disadvantage, and 
only in the confident hope that Congress will set right the wrong al- 
ready done this industry. No instance can be found in the history of 
tariff legislation and of the execution of tariff laws in which the harm- 


ful effects of free trade are more conspicuously exhibited, or the need 
of protection more plainly made manifest. The average wages paid 
for mining in Mexico are 50 cents per day. 

In this country in the mining of ores of this character the average 
wages paid are $3 per day. Our labor being paid six times that of 
Mexico, there is no need to speculate on what would happen were the 
Mexican product to come into continued competition with the product 
of the Unitea States. Unless Congress gives relief it is only a question 
of time, and that not far distant, when a!l low-grade silver and lead 
mines of this country must shut down. This would tend very mate- 
rially to build up the resources of Mexico, but would destroy one of 
the most important industries in the United States and paralyze many 
others that are dependent on it. It is of no consequence to us how the 
resources of foreign countries are developed; the development of our 


own is a matter of the utmost importance. The interests of American 


smelters, engaged in smelting ores produced in our own country, and 
who give employment to large numbers of American citizens, are much 
more entitled to consideration than the interests of smelters who are 
developing the resources of Mexico and affording employment to Mexi- 
can peons at the expense, practically, of our people. 

There are few of our industries in which a larger number of men are 
employed than in this class of mining and smelting, and none in which 


a refusal to protect would have more serious or paintul consequences. - 


For not only would the industry be destroyed, but the thousands of 
men who are engaged in it would find themselves reduced to absolute 
idleness in localities remote from centers of population and business and 
without prospect or possibility of employment except after long and 
costly journeys, the expense of which very few of them are in condi- 
tion to undertake. 

With the continued freead mission of Mexican ores into this country 
it would not be long before the powerful lead trast would have tull 
possession of all the mines along the line of the railroad in Mexico, 
Then, with our mines abandoned, their machinery dismantled, and 
their owners ruined, the lead trust would control the market of the 
United States, and have at its mercy every consumer of lead within 
our borders. Our deserted mines would fill with water; their plants, 
given over to idleness and rust, would rapidly decay, and millions of 
dollars invested upon the faith of the protective policy of the country 
would within a few months be practically annihilated. 

The art thus destroyed in this country could not readily be restored, 

The experience of capitalists would long deter them from either 
opening new mines or reopening the old. Our workmen, if driven out 
of the field by want of proper protection for their cecupation, would 
never return unless they could be assured of some ent defense 
against a continuance or recurrence of the conditions that had driven 
them forth. 

But a comparatively small proportion of the population will ever, 
under any circumstances, enter the occupation of mining. For, while 
there is in it enough ef hope to charm the ardent and enthusiastic, 
there is also enough of disappointment to discourage all but the vigor- 
ous, the enduring, the vigilant, the patient. I have spent the best 

ears of my life in the mining regions and I know the class of men to 
e met there. 

During the pendency of the debate on this bill in the Senate I have 
received numerous letters and telegrams from mine operators, smelters, 
and business men of Nevada, expressing the conviction of the senders 
as to the importance of the duty on lead. From a few of those I will 
read short extracts, merely premising that from personal knowledge I 
can vouch for the high standing and respectability of the signers, and 
from a life-long experience in the business of mining I can unhesitat- 
ingly indorse the statements they make with regard to the ‘conse- 
quences that would ensue should Congress refuse to afford protection 
to this industry. 

The following is from Hon. Thomas Wren, a leading citizen of Ne- 
vada and late member of Congress from that State: 

EUREKA, Nev. 
Hon, J. P. Joses and W. M. STEWART, Washington, D. C.: 
Five hundred families bere rely wholly on low-grade lead-mines for subsist- 
e Their daily bread depends on the tariff on imported lead being main- 
THOMAS WREN. 


From Hon. C. C. Wallace, another leading citizen of the State, [have 
the following: 
EUREKA, NEV. 
Hon. J. P. JoNES: 
Our le are very anxious over the tariff on lead. It is vital to them to 
have the duty maintained, 
©. C. WALLACE. 


From a number of mining companies I have the following: 


ECREKA, Ney. 
Senators Jones and Srewant, Washington, D. C.: > 


Unless the protection which we have mepo the law afforded us can be 
maintained, the business of lead-mining haye to be discontinued through- 


ont this whole section. 
Runx DUNDERRERG MINING COMPANY. 
HAMBURG MINING COMPANY. 
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Also the following: 


Hon. J. P, JONES: 


We would have to close our mines if the tariff were not maintained on lead, 
DIAMOND MINING COMPANY. 
Jacksox Mrsinc COMPANY. 


A number of business men of Eureka, Nev., telegraph as follows: 


Senators Jones and STEWART, Washiagton, D. C.: 
We, business men of Eureka, state that with foreign lead admitted free of duty 
our workingmen will be thrown out of employment and every local industry 


EUREKA, Nev. 


paralyzed, 
H. KING, F. M. HEILMAN. 
W. J. SMITH. CLAY SIMMS. 
J. C. C. WHITMORE. W. U. STOWEL, 
M. KARSKY. D. NATHAN. 
B. B, ORG. z 


All of these gentlemen are earnest, honorable, and conscientious, 
They know whereof they speak, and there is no exaggeration in their 
statements. 

There is not a man, Democrat or Republican, in the entire West who 
does not agree with those citizens of Nevada. It is not a party ques- 
tion there. It is the universal conviction of the people. 

The parties specially interested in free lead ores are a few smelting 
companies, which, as I am informed, constitute a lead trust. They 
ask our mine operators to mine ores in a protective country and pay 
living wages to American labor at an average of $3 day, while they 
be permitted to mine ores with peon labor in Mexico at an average of 
50 cents a day. Under the ruling of the Treasury Department they 
brought in, during the year 1889 alone, such quantity of ore as, when 
smelted, produced 33,000 tons of lead. This probably really amounted 
to more 60,000 tons. At the reasonable rate of duty provided by 
this bill (1) cents a pound) the amount which the Government would 
have collected on even 33,000 tons is $990,000, If I am correct—and 
I have not a doubt that I am—in my surmise that it was the larger 

uantity I have named, the Government should have received on the 
portation a duty of $1,800,000. 

This amount the owners of the Mexican mines keep in their own 
pockets, instead of, as was intended by Congress, paying it into the 
Treasury of the United States. While lead bullion has been constantly 
decreasing in price, they have raised the price of white lead by $25.90 
per ton, an article of which, it is estimated, we use over 200,000 tons 

annum, They ask that American mine operators be compelled to 

my supplies in this market and pay duties on those supplies accord- 
ing to the following rates: Bar iron, $20 per ton; boiler and other plate 
iron, $25 per ton; nails, $25 per ton; cast-iron stoves, $25 per ton; 
wrought-iron or steel spikes, nuts and washers, and horseshoes, and 
wrought iron for anvils and steam-engines, $40 per ton; iron or steel 
blacksmith hammers, sledges, and horseshoe-nails, $80 per ton; files 
and rasps, 35 cents to $2.50 per dozen; steel (largely used for drills), 45 
per cent. ad yalorem; cutlery, 35 per cent. ad valorem; timber, hewn 


and sawed, 20 per cent. ad valorem; oils, 25 cents per gallon; ore bags, 
40 cent. ad valorem; porcelain, 55 per cent. ad valorem; glass, 


plain, 30 per cent. ad valorem; common window-glass, 18 cents per 
und, 

Por these and many other dutiable articles all miners and all mine 

operators must consume large quantities. At the same time the gen- 

tlemen who wish lead ores to come in without a tarif charge wish to 

be permitted to purchase their own supplies in markets largely free 

from such duties. 

Wages in Mexican mines, as I have said, will average about 50 cents 
per day; in the United States, $3 per day. It matters little, however, 
what wages the Mexican miner gets, because the practice in Mexico is 
for the mine-owner to supply the miner with everything he consumes, 
The result is that all over and above the necessaries of life (which to the 
Mexican miner are far less than would be deemed the necessaries of life 
for the American miner) is returned to the mine-owner in the form of 
profits on goods sold to his own workmen. 

The duty on lead ores as fixed in this bill is below the difterence of 
cost of producing a ton of lead in the United States and Mexico. The 
labor-cost alone to mine a ton of lead in the United States is $38.39 
more than the labor-cost in Mexico. 

The bill simply makes clear and unmistakable the intention of Con- 
gress to protect our lead-miners against the peon labor of Mexico, and 
for that purpose it changes the tarift provision from 14 cents per pound 
on the ore to 1} cents per pound on the lead in the ore. It admits 
lead when in the form of ore at 510 a ton less than when in the form 
of bullion. 

In justification of the claim of this industry for protection against the 
labor of Mexico I urge— 

First. The difference between the modes of living prevailing in the 
two countries. What would be called the most meager necessaries of 
life to the miner of the United States would to the Mexican miner 
be viands of Lucullus, 

Second. The difference between the people themselves. The miners 
of Mexico are for the most part of an inferior lin half-breeds— 
remnants of a barren and exhausted civilization. e miners of this 
country helong to the great creative and inventive race; they are men 


of courage and aspiration. They can not and will not accept condi- 
tions of peonage, preferring to abandon a calling that denies them a 
fair reward. 

Third. The millions of dollars invested in mining pins which would 
be rendered absolutely worthless if the industry should cease. 

Fourth. The equities that have arisen in favor of our miners by a 
quarter of a century of toil in planting in the remote wilderness not 
only the institutions of American liberty, but the instrumeptalities of 
a progressive and far-reaching development. In the pursuit of their 
laborious calling over an area measuring thousands of square miles 
they have rendered the country a service in com m with which 
the yield of metal from the mines is but a bagatelle. In a figurative 
as well as literal sense their work has been in the ground—the fitting 
first step in the founding of an enduring civilization. 

Mining naturally belongs to the category of primary or rudimental 
industries, on which, as on a base, these men have superimposed the ele- 
ments of a broad material development. Without that base on which 
to live and work and plan, the reduction of the desert would not for 
generations to come have challenged the energies of the American peo- 
ple. As a result of the efforts of our miners, we find here and there, 
from time to time, as mines become exhausted, that already there has 
been established the nucleus of some new and permanent industry, 
naturally evolved from the circumstances and the ever-increasing needs 
of an enterprising community of American miners, 

But, notwithstanding all that has been done in this respect, much 
remains to be accomplished. The transition is not yet complete. A 
broad interval still separates the old order from the new. While the 
mining communitiesare by degrees merging into agricultural and manu- 
facturing forms, any shock to the system as at present constituted would 
have a serious effect on the future of the Western country. The com- 
pulsory and untimely abandonment of the mines would compel the like 
abandonment of thousands of small farms dnd many manufacturing 
and mercantileenterprises. Communities that to-day are progressing to 
conditions of permanence, and gathering together the forces of an en- 
during prosperity, would find their course impeded and their fortunes 
reversed. If the work of reclaiming the desert and subduing the wil- 
derness is to be continued on the line pointed out by nature, the min- 
ing communities must not be disturbed. 

I ask, in behalf of American labor and American enterprise, and on 
behalf of the natural and orderly development of our Western empire, 
that this provision of the bill receive the favorable consideration of the 
Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN obtained the floor. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MARTIN, its 
Chief Clerk, announced that the House had non-concurred in the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9486) making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, agreed to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois, Mr. GROSVENOR, and 
Mr. BLANCHARD managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10884) 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The ef further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 276) providing for leave of absence for officers and em- 
ployés in the customs service of the Government who receive per diem 
compensation; 

A bill (8. 846) for the relief of Nathaniel McKay and the executors 
of Donald McKay; 

A bill (8. 1502) granting a pension to Mary Ellen Fitzgerald; 

A bill (S. 2594) providing for an inspection of meats for exportation, 
prohibiting the importation of adulterated articles of food or drink, 
and authorizing the President to make proclamation in certain cases, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 2661) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize foot 
and carriage or railroad bridges across the Mississippi River at St. Paul, 
in the State of Minnesota,’’ approved July 5, 1884; 

A bill (S. 2979) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at some accessible point between the mouth of the 
Illinois and the mouth of the Missouri Rivers; 

A bill (S. 3127) amending an act entitled An act to constitute Lin- 
coln, Nebr., a port of delivery, and to extend the provisions of the act 
of June 10, 1880, entitled ‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to 
immediate rtation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’ to 
the said port of Lincoln; 

A bill (S. 3163) to reorganize and establish the customs collection dis- 
trict of Puget Sound; 

A bill (S. 3714) to apply a portion of the proceeds of the public lands 


to the more complete endowment and support of the co! for the 
benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts, established under the pro- 
visions of an act of Congress approved July 2, 1862; 

A bill (S. 3795) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Columbia River by the Oregon Railway Extensions Company; 

A bill (S. 4335) to change the time of the sessions of the circuit and 
district courts for the western district of Missouri; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 71) directing the Librarian of Congress, the 
Librarian of the Senate, the Librarian of the House of Representatives, 
and the librarian of the Department of Justice, respectively, to deliver 
extra or duplicate copies of law books to the law department of the 
Howard University; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 116) extending the privilege of the Library 
of Congress to the members and secretary of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission and the Chief of Engineers of the Corps of Engineers, United 
States Army. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 9014) to define and regulate the jurisdiction of 
the courts of the United States; which was ordered to lie on the table 
aud be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 11570) to set apart a certain tract of land in the 
State of California as a public park was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

The bill (H. R. 8523) to authorize the construction ofa bridge across 
the Little Tennessee River at or near Niles’ Ferry was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 1634) for the relief of William M. Robinson; 

A bill (H. R. 4328) granting a pension to Rufus Squire; 

A bill (H. R. 4508) granting a pension to Richard Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 5628) to increase the pension of David Shively: 

A bill (H. R. 6218) to increase the pension of Alexander Forsyth; 

A bill (H. R. 6407) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Ruth 
S. Byron; 

A bill (H. R. 7422) granting a pension to Mrs. Kate Lane Townes, 
widow of Col. Robert R. Townes; 

A bill (H. R. 7463) for relief of Lawrence M. Cafflin; 

A bill (H. R.7815) granting a pension to Maryett Vaille; 

A bill (H. R. 7964) granting a pension to Margaret Pratt; 

A bill (H. R. 8381) to increase the pension of Asenath Turner, a 
Revolutionary pensioner; 

A bill (H. R. 8928) granting a pension to D. M. Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 9405) granting an increase of pension to Michael Har- 


in; 
tt. bill (H. R. 9518) for the relief of Margaret Hetzel; 

A bill (H. R. 10036) granting an increase of pension to James B. 
Reed; 

A bill (H. R. 10635) for the relief of Olive M. Heehtman; 

A bill (H. R. 11075) for the relief of John B. Roper; 

A bill (H. R. 11355) for the relief of Mary L. Brown, dependent 
mother of Josiah R. Brown, deceased; and 

A bill (H. R. 11773) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary B. Cushing. 

MARY ©. WINSLOW. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3608) granting a pension 
to Mary C. Winslow, which was, in line 4, to strike ont ‘ ” and 
insert ‘‘ twenty-five.” 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AUGUSTUS J. WERNITSCH. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House to the bill (S. 2749) granting an increase of pension to 
Augustus J. Wernitsch, which was, in line 5, to strike out ‘‘ fifty ” 
and insert thirty.“ 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment o 
the House of Representatives. s 

The motion was agreed to. 


STATUE OF LAFAYETTE. 


Mr. BATE submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Whereas legislation is pending in Congress, in which delay must unavoid- 
ably occur, as to the site of the Lafayette statue involving the question of its 
being located elsewhere than at the place selected ; and 

Whereas the said statue has in the last few days arrived in this country and 
will, unless stopped by authority of Congress, be immediately put in ition 
fronting and obstructing the view to the equestrian statue of Andrew Jackson 
which by authority of Congress was placed where it now is, fronting Pennsyl- 
vania avenue and the Executive Mansion; Therefore, 

Beitresolved by the Senate (the Houseof Representatives concurring), That the com- 
mission or board havingcharge of the matter of erecting the statue of Lafayette 
is directed to suspend any further proceedings relating thereto until farther au- 
thorized by Congress, 
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ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 
Mr.SPOONER. Let it go over. s 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over, under 
the rule. ~ 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILD. 


Mr. ALLISON. I present the conference report on the sundry civil 
appropriation bill and ask that it be printed in the RECORD and go 
over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be received and 
printed in the RECORD, if there be no objection. 

The report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10884) making 3 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 39, 1891, and for other 13 having met, after full and free conference 
ARYE agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 

‘ollows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 95, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 104, 105, and 106, and — to the same. 

Amendment numbered 91: That House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 91, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
“$125,000; ’? and the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 98; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 98, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $325,000;"" and the 
Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen - 

numbered 99, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
4 2 lieu ot the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment, insert the 
ollowing: 

“One-half of which sum shall be expended west of the one hundredth merid- 
ian; und so much of the act of October 2, 1888, entitled ‘An act making appro- 
pasians for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 

une 30, 1889. and for other purposes,’ as provides for the withdrawal of the pub- 
lic lands from entry, occupation, and settlement is hereby repraled, and all en- 
tries made or claims initiated in good faith and valid but for said act shall be 
recognized and may be perfi in the same manner as if said law had not 
been enacted, except that reservoirsites heretofore located or selected re- 
main segregated and reserved from entry or settlement as provided by said act, 
until otherwise provided by law, and reservoir sites hereafter located or se- 
lected on public lands shall in like manner be reserved from the date of the lo- 
gt or sole Hoe: 8 — i ve 9 1 

“No person who s) è passage of this act, enter upon any o e 
pobio lands with a view to occupation, entry, or settlement under any of the 

d laws, shall be permitted to acquire title to more than 320 acres in the sg- 
gregate, under all of said laws, but this limitation shall not operate to curtail 
the right of any person who has heretofore made en or settlement on the 
public lands, or whose occupation, entry, or settlement is validated by this act : 
Provided, That in all patents for lands hereafter taken up under any of the land 
laws of the United States or on entries or claims validated by this act west of 
the one hundredth meridian, it shall be expressed that there is reserved from 
the lands in said patent described, a right of way thereon for ditches or canals 
constructed by the 3 of the United States.“ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 102, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: e 

In lieu of the sum proposed insert 8816, 200.“ 

And on page 40, before line 26, of the bill insert the setete h 

For additional engraving of maps and expenses conn therewith, $25,- 


For rent of office-rooms in Washington, District of Columbia, $3,200.” 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
W. B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
J. G. CANNON, 
WM. COGSWELL, 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


OATHS IN PENSION CASES, ETC, 


Mr. DAVIS. I am instructed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res, 213) amending and 
construing the act approved July 1, 1890, in relation to oaths in pen- 
sion and other cases, to report it favorably without amendment. Lask 
unanimous consent that the joint resolution be now considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota reports 
from the Committee on Pensions a joint resolution, and asks that it 
be now considered, It will be read at length for information, subject 
to objection. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, ete., That the act approved July 1, 1890, entitled An actin relation to 
oaths in pension and other cases,” be, and the same is hereby, amended and con- 
strued to mean that when declarations, affidavits, and other papers are verified 
by justices of the peace and other officers duly authorized by law to administer 
oaths for general purposes, but not required by law to have seals, the official 

er, signature, and term of service of such justice or other officer shall be 
certified by the clerk of the county or court of record or other proper officer, 
under the seal of such county or court or publicofiicer, in the ent or bu- 
reau in which such papers are to be used; and one such certificate duly filed in 
such Department or bureau, or with any pension agent, shall be si ent as to 
all verifications of such officer during his official term, and all papers heretofore 
or hereafter filed shall be subject to rule, 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
ed to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 

ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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Audusz 25, 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE LEWIS F. WATSON. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MARTIN, its 
Chief Clerk, conveyed to the Senate the intelligence of the death of Hon. 
Lewis F. Watson, late a member of the House of Representatives from 
the State of Pennsylvania; and transmitted the resolutions of the House 
thereon. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
resolutions from the House of Representatives, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolutions of the House of Representatives, 
as follows: 

Ix run HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, August 25, 1880. 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound regret the announcement 
of the death of Hon. Lewis F. Watson, late a Representative from the State of 


Pennsylvania. 

Resolwed. by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That a select 
committee, consisting of seven members of the House and three members of 
the Senate, be appointed to take order eee the funeral, and that 
the necessary expenses attending the execution of this order be paid outof the 

* contingent fund of the House. 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms.of the House be authorized and directed 
to take such steps as may be necessary for properly carrying into effect the 
provisions of this resolution. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate the foregoing resolutions to the Sen- 
Fi le poe ns a n a tea La of the deceasod the House 

now adjourn. > 

In accordance with the above the Speaker announced the following commit- 


WILLIAM O. CULBERTSON of Pennsylvania, WILLIAM MCADOO of New Jersey, 
Samven A. Craig of Pennsylvania, CHARLES C. TOWNSEND of Pennsylvania, 
Levi Mamu of Pennsylvania, WILLIAM C. WALLACR of New York, and James 
Kerr of Pennsylvania. : 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I offer the resolutions which T send to 
the desk and move their adoption. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions submitted by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolutions, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announcement 
of the death of Hon. Lewis F. Watson, late a member of the House of Represent- 
atives from the State of Pennsylvania, 

, That the Senate concur in the resolution of the House of Represent- 
atives providing for the appointment of a select committee to take order for 
jap gp the funeral of the deceased ; and that the members of the com- 
m on the part of the Senate be appointed by the President pro tempore. 

Mr. QUAY. I ask for the adoption of the resolutions. 

The resolutions were agreed to unanimously. 

The PRESIDENT prot The Chair announces as the mem- 
bers of the committee on the part of the Senate, Mr. CAMERON, Mr. 
Cuntom, and Mr. FAULKNER. 

Mr. QUAY. LT offer an additional resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The-resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect to the memory of the deceased 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

The resolution was agreed to unanimously; and (at 5; o'clock and 27 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, Au- 
gust 26, 1890, at 10 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, August 25, 1890. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by Rev. C. C. MEADOR, of 

Washington, D. C., as follows: 

Everlasting and Almighty God, we adore Thee for Thy loving-kind- 
ness and Thy mercies to the children of men. Wethank Thee that we 
are permitted to meet to-day under Thy favor. Grant to each and all 
of us, we beseech Thee, heavenly Father, those dispositions of mind and 
heart that shall bring us into Thy grace. 

We pray that Thy blessing may rest upon this House now assembled. 
We pray that Thou wouldest remember those who have been so sorely 
bereaved by the sudden death that has come to a member of this House. 
Help us all to be like faithful watchmen, ever waiting and ready to give 
an account of ourstewardship. Be with us amidst all the changing 
scenes of life. Prepare us for all the duties that devolve upon us, 
Enable us in all the relations and circumstances of life to quit our- 
selves like men. 

Remember, we beseech Thee, Thy servant, the President of the United 
States, the Congress now assembled, and all the branches of our Gov- 
ernment; and as Thou hast prospered us in the past, we pray Thee, 
gracious God, to continue to prosper all the labors that shall be put 
forth for the advancement of Thy cause and the cause of humanity in 
this world. We ask it through Jesus Christ, our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON, Irise toa privileged report. I desire to submit a 
conference report agreeing on the matters which have been in dis- 
pute between the Honse and the Senate on EEE ST STORIES 
tion bill. I will ask that the statement of the House 


eTees ex- 


plaining this agreement be read and that the conference report itself 
be not read but printed in the RECORD.. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Illinois presents a conference 
report which he asks may be printed in the RECORD without reading, 
a the statement being read. The Chair hears no objection. 

he conference report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R, 10884) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiseal year ending 
June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference 
re to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
‘ollows: 


That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 95. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 104, 105, and 106, and agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 91: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 91, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendinent in- 
sert, „000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 98: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendmentofthe Senate numbered 98, and agree to the same with an amend- 
6 : In Heu of the sum proposed insert ‘$325,000; and the Senate 
agree same, 

Amendment numbered 99: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 99, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows; In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

“One-half of which sum shall bee ed west ofthe one hundredth meridian; 
and so much of the act of October 2, 1888, entitled ‘An act making appropriation 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiseal year en June 80, 
1889, and for other purposes,’ as provides tor the withdrawal of public 
lands from entry, occupation, and settlement, is hereby repealed, and all entries 
made or claims initiated in good faith and valid but for said act shall be recog- 
nized. and may be in the same manner as if said law had not been 
enacted, except that reservoir sites heretofore located or selected shall remain 
segregated and reserved from entry or settlement, as provided by said act, until 
otherwise provided by law, and reservoir sites — — oeated or selected on 
public | shall in like manner be reserved from. the date of the location 
selection thereof. 

“No on who shall, after the passage of this act, enter upon any of the | 

an 
te 


or 


lic lands with a view to occupation, entry, or settlement under any of the 

laws shall be permitted to uire title to more than 329 acres in the a 

under all ofsaid laws; but limitation shall not operate to curtail the right 
ofany person who has heretofore made entry or settieménton the publiclands, or 
whose ocoupation, entry, orsettiementis validated by this act: Provided, That in 
all patents for lands hereafter taken up underany of the land laws of the United 
States or on entries or claims validated by this act west of the one hundredth 
meridian it shall be expressed that there is reserved from the lands in said 
patent. deseribed a right ot way thereon for ditches or canals constructed by the 
authority of the United States.” 

And the Senate — ia to the same. 

Amendment numbered |02: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 102, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed insert 8816, 200; and on page 40, before line 26 of 
the bill, insert the following: 

“For additional engraving of maps and expenses connected therewith, $25,000, 

For rent of office-rooms in Washington, D. C., 8. 200.“ 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

J. G. CANNON, 


WILLIAM COGS WELL. 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


W. B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE, 
A. P. GORMAN, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the Honse conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part.of the House of the conference on the di eing 
votes of the two: Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H, R. 
10884) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year 18% submit the following written statement in explanation of 
the action 5 upon and recommended in the accompanying conference 
report, namely: 

n amendments numbered 91 and $5: Appropriates $125,000, instead of $200,- 
000, as proposed by the House, and $500, as by the Senate, for sur- 
veys and resurveys of public lands, and strikes ont the provision sed by 
the Senate auchorizing the use of $20,000 of the sum N 
to pay clerk-hire in the offices of herer rongan 

On amendment numbered 98: Appropriates ,000 instead of $300,000, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, and $200,000, as pro tne House, for topographic 
surveys in various portions of the United States under the Geologicai Survey. 

On amendment numbered 99: Requiring that one-half of the sum appro- 
priated for topographic surveys shall be expended west of the one . 
first meridian, and repealing so much of the act of October 2, 1888, as provides 
for the selection and location of reservoirs and canals upon the public lands and 

reservation of irrigable lands, it is agreed by the conference committee to 
recommend as a substitute for the whole of said provision the following: 

“One-half of which sum shall be expended west of the one hundredth meri- 
dian; and so much of the act of October 2, 1833, entitled ‘An act making appro- 

riations for sundry civil expenses of the Goyerninent for the fiseal year ending 
vans 30, 1889, and for other purposes,’ as provides for the withdrawal of the pub- 
lic lands from entry, occupation, and settlement, is hereby repealed, and all 
entries made or claims initiated in good faith and valid but for said act shall be 
recognized and may be perfected in the same manner as if said law had not baen 
enacted, except that reservoir sites heretofore located or selected shall remain 
segregated and reserved from entry or settlement as provided for by said act 
until otherwise provided by law, and reservoir sites hereafter located or se- 
lected on public lands shall in like manner be reserved from the date of the lo- 
cation or selection thereof. 

“No n who shall, after the passage of this act, enter upon any of the 

ublic ds with a view to occupation, entry, or settlement under any of the 

d laws, shall pe parmittia to acquire title to more than 820 acres in the ag- 

„ under all of said laws, but this limitation shall not operate to curtail 
e right of any person who has heretofore made entry or settlement on the 
os jands or whose occupation, entry, or settlement is validated this aot: 
vided, That in all patents for lands hereafter taken up under any of the 
land laws of the United States or on entries or claims validated by this uct 
west of the one hundredth meridian, it shall be expressed that there is reserved 
from the lands in said patent described a right of way thereon for ditches or 
canals constructed by the authority of the United States.“ : 


1890. 
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On amendment numbered 102: Makes correction in tho statement of the ag- 


The bill as tinall agreed upon appropriates in the aggregate 529, 738.282. 22, 
8 he estimates, $1,677,662 more than as it passed the 
the Senate, and $4,440,940.57 more than 


J. G. CANNON, 

WM. COGSWELL, 

JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, as gentlemen are aware, the items 
which were in disagreement on this bill between the House and the 
Senate were closed up on a former conference report, except matters 
touchingirrigation, the appropriation for topography and the irrigation 
surveys, and the appropriation for the surveys of the public lands, 
These matters could have been agreed upon without much delay or 
substantial friction had it not been that the Senate pen upon the 
bill legislation which was wide-reaching, so that the delay which has 
ensued has arisen trom the difficulties of reaching an agreement between 
the House and the Senate conferees in regard to the terms of this legis- 
lation. Theconferees representing the House would have been glad to 

i with any legislation on the bill The Senate, however, in- 
sisted on legislation. The report as just read is the result of the con- 
ference, and contains the recommendation of the conferees on the part 
of hoth Houses. 

The legislation of 1888 practically withdrawing from sale lands west 
of the one hundredth meridian is so modified in this report that all 
entries made in good faith up to the time of the passage of this act will 
be validated, except entries upon reservior sites which have been se- 
lected. The reservoir sites which have been selected up to the date of 
the passage of this act are reserved as under the law of 1888; and the 
reservoir sites hereafter to be selected under the law of 1888 are to be 
reserved from the date of their selection. 

In the second place, wherever public lands are occupied in the future 
by claimants with the view of obtaining title, no claimant can obtain 
title from the Government under all the public land acts for more than 
320 acres in the aggregate. Under the law as it now is or as it was be- 
fore the legislation of 1888, a person could obtain title to 640 acres 
under the desert-land law, 160 acres under the homestead law, 160 
acres under the pre-emption act, and 160 acres under the timber-culture 
law. Under the provision as now recommended to the House a single 
claimant can hereafter obtain title under all these acts, not to 1,120 
acres, but only to 320 acres in the aggregate. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Is the gentleman quite sure that under the provis- 
ion incorporated in this report in regard to the entry of lands the right 
of entry under any particular law is not enlarged? 
believe, is that not more than 320 acres may be entered under all these 
laws. Now, is it entirely clear that under this provision a larger entry 
may not be made under the homestead or pre-emption or timber-cult- 
ure act than is now anthorized by those acts respectively? 

Mr. CANNON. In reply to the gentleman, I will state that the mat- 
ter he refers to was fully discussed in the conference committee, and 
after such discussion the conferees were unanimous in agreeing that 
the provision does not enlarge the privilege granted by either of the 
acts named by the gentleman; that the claimant can not obtain more 
than 160 acres under any one of those acts, nor more than 320 acres 
under all the acts, including the desert-land act. 

Mr.CUTCHEON. This reduces the amount that may be taken under 
the desert-land act? 

Mr. CANNON. It does. While a man may take 160 acres under 
the homestead law, or the pre-emption law, or the timber-culture law, 
he can take only 320 acres under all the acts. 

Mr. HOLMAN, The effect, then, is to reduce the amount that may 
be taken under the desert-land act from 640 acres to 320 acres? 

Mr. CANNON, Yes, sir; but if a man takes 320 acres under the 
desert · land act he can not take anything under the other acts. I feel 
quite sure this is the proper construction; and I am fortified in that 
belief beeause before the provision was agreed to we submitted it to 
the able chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, my colleague, Mr. 
PAYSON. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt him, I 
wish simply to say that I indorse absolutely what he is now stating as 
to the effect of this amendment and it meets my concurrence. 

Mr. CANNON, I wish to say further that there has been difficulty 
in coming to the agreement which has been reported to the House. 
Acting for the House we obtained the best agreement that we could. 
I believe it is a valuable agreement; while it is not all that the House 
conferees wished, it seems to them to accomplish much that is desira- 
ble touching land legislation. I am gratified to be able to state that 
from time to time the House conferees consulted with the chairman of 
the Public Lands Committee [Mr. Payson] and the able head of the 
minority of that committee, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN]; and I feel warranted in saying that the agreement we reached 
on this question met their unqualified approval. 


` 


The language, 1 


Mr. HERMANN. Has there been any agreement as to the selection 


of reservoir sites in the future ? 


Mr. CANNON. Yes; reservoir sites selected in the future, under 


the act of 1888, are to be reserved from the dates of their selection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Before the gentleman concludes, will he state the 
amount of the appropriations carried by the bill? 

Mr. CANNON. The whole amount is summed up at the end of the 
statement, the gentleman will observe. 

Mr. CARTER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? Is this report concurred in by both bodies, the Senate and House 
conferees ? 

Mr. CANNON. Les, sir; all of the House and Senate conferees have 
agreed to the report, 


I now yield such time as he may desire to my colleague on the con- 


ference committee, Governor SAYERS. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, as one of the conferees on the part of 
the House on the bill just reported, I have this to say: That I have 
signed the conference report not entirely concurring in the agreement 
that has been reached between the conferees of the two Houses on the 
differences involved, but rather for the purpose of bringing the bill 
again before the House for its action, so that this body might deal with 
the question as it should see fit. 

The House conferees have used the utmost exertion to induce the 
Senate conferees to agree with them upon the proposition that was sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Illinois when this question was first 
under consideration. We met those gentlemen at least eight or ten 
times, and this is the véry best agreement that it has been possible to 
obtain, speaking from the standpoint of the House conferees. 

The objection I have to the report is this: I believe that the reser- 
voir sites hereafter to be selected should remain segregated from the 
public domain from the passage of this act, and not from the date of 
theirselection. However, to this proposition the Senate conferees were 
unalterably opposed. They would not agree to itin any shape, but 
they did agree that, instead of one man being able, under the various 
land laws of the United States, to secure as much as 1,120 acres of the 
public domain, he should be limited to a maximum of 320 acres, 
and that the reservoir sites already selected should. be reserved from 
settlement, and the sites hereafter to be selected should be reserved 
from the date of their selection, 

One further concession was obtained from thé Senate conferees: that 
in the issuance of all patents by the Government of the United States 
toany person whomsoever, under the operation of this law, there should 
be reserved in the arid-land district the right of easement over lands 
embraced in the patents for irrigating ditches for public use. As I 
have before said, it was for the purpose ot bringing this question again 


before the House and without agreeing to the report of the committee 


in its entirety, that I have signed the conference report. 

The gentleman from Arkansas, I believe, desires to occupy the floor 
for a short time. 

Mr. CANNON. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. McRAE. I think not exceeding ten minutes, unless I could be 
allowed to move an instruction to the conferees. I am not paren to 
discuss the report, because I have not been able to understand just what 
there is in it, only from this brief statement. It isa matter of too much 
importance to be rushed through without being printed and discussed. 

Mr. CANNON. Ishall be very glad to yield to the gentleman so 
much time as he wants, but will state that of course I desire to com- 
plete the consideration of this question as soon as possible, for a reason 
that the gentleman from Arkansas knows. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I think that this report ought to be 
printed in the RECORD or in some form and go over until to-morrow or 
some other day. My purpose in taking the floor is to ask that it take 
this course and give the House an opportunity to understand just what 
is pro From the statement made by the gentleman from IMi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] we are led to believe that the measure is t or 
in the right direction, but it is asking too much to ask us to ge 
materially all of the public-land laws without knowing fully and clearly 
what the proposed changes are. Weare asked to take thisstep by the 
Appropriations Committee, a committee without any jurisdiction of 
the subject-matter now in hand. The experience of the last Con- 
gress ought to warn us against any legislation emanating from such 
source where it interferes with the operation of the public-land laws of 
the United States. 5 

Two vears ago the law that the Senate is now trying to repeal in this 
way was put on as a rider on an appropriation bill by that body, and 
we were told then that it did not interfere in any way with any of the 
land laws; that it only withdrew from entry a few reservoir sites which 
might be selected under that act. But lo and behold! when we came 
back here last December we found thatthe whole of our Western coun- 
try west of Kansas had been withdrawn from settlement under the 
public-land laws and could not be settled by the people at all. 

Now, we are asked to repeal that law and at the same time to en- 
act some general legislation that will have the effect to change and 
limit in some way all of the public-Jand laws now in force. For one, 
I am not willing to become a party to such a mode of legislation. Some 
dayssince, when I moved my amendment, I predicted that such would 


s 


. 
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be the action of the committee. I was then assured that full op nity 
for consideration would be allowed, but we are now called upon to 
accept a proposition that we have only heard read hurriedly from the 
Clerk’s desk. 

Why such haste about the matter? Mr. Speaker, this is a very im- 
portant matter to all the public-land States, and yet not a man from 
any of those States, so far as we have heard, has been consulted or 
knows what is proposed to be done. Is that the kind of consideration 
that is pro for a great question like this? 

I am unwilling, Mr. Speaker, to give my assent to a proposition so 
far-reaching without having an opportunity to read and understand it. 
Every member of the House is interested in it, and especially those rep- 
resenting public-land States, who are presumed to know something of 
the practical operation of the public-land laws. 

The gentleman from Illinois understands it to be as he represents it. 
I have great confidence in his pee ment, and great confidence in the 
judgment of the gentlemen wit i ate he says he has consulted in re- 

to the matter. And yet that confidence is not such that I am will- 
ing to follow them blindly. It is a matter involving too much. My 
constituents are deeply interested. It isa matter in which the settlers 
upon the public lands of the Soath and West are too much interested 
for the House to follow any halfdozen men. It is our duty to know 
what is done, andif we must legislate upon an appropriation bill to al- 
low the fullest opportunity to consider the effect upon our land system. 

What is the excuse for this legislation? The gentleman tells us that 
it is not what he wants, but that it is all that the Senate will let us 
have. Has it come to this, that we must yield to the Senate not only 
in the matter of appropriations, but allow any kind of general riders 
when it is demanded? I am for resisting this tendency. The gentle- 
man tells us that only 320 acres can be acquired under all the land laws, 
and this appears to control him and his associates. Does that apply to 
the future and does it apply to the whole country alike? Can a settler 
who now has or who has heretofore made entry make another under 
this act? Our land laws have been shaped to suit the different sec- 
tions of our country and designed to develop the whole conntry. Is 
it proposed that a settler who has taken up land under the homestead 
law shall not take under the desert-land law or may he take under 
both at the same time? If so, why? 

Does the same law apply in Arkansas, Mississippi, Louisiana, and 
Florida as in the arid regions? What is the effect of it? Must the 
settlers actually reside upon the desert land, as under the homestead 
and pre-emption laws? The laws applicable to those States are not 
applicable to Arizona, New Mexico, Idaho, Dakota, and California, The 
gentleman told us when this matter was under consideration a few weeks 
ago, when some of us sought to perfect the legislation as the House and 
country had demanded, that we should not put a land code on an ap- 
propriation bill. And yet he proposes by this legislation a radical 
change of the existing code, What is the difference? 

Now, if we must make these changes, let us make them as they ought 
to be made. Let us so amend the desert-land law as to make it possi- 
ble to develop and reclaim the arid lands, repeal the timber-culture 
and pre-emption laws, and leave the homestead law to operate as it has 
operated for years in the timber States. I will not undertake to dis- 
cuss these laws, because I have no opportunity to offer any change, and 
I do not know what the provisions of pending propositions are further 
than they have been stated, and can not discuss it intelligently, but I 
hope that after what I have said the matter will be printed in the 
RECORD and go over until some future time, when we can sec exactly 
what the report means. Let us hear from those who live among the 
settlers, who are interested in these laws and who will know the effect 
of this legislation upon the existing law. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Will the gentleman permit me to ask a 
question? Has this proposed code of land laws been printed anywhere, 
so that any member of the House can see it, other than the conferees? 

Mr. McRAE. It has not been printed anywhere, and no member, 
as far as I know, knows anything about it except the conferees and the 
two gentlemen named, who have been consulted about it. Now, under 
the Constitution and our rules bills are required to be introduced, 
printed, and read three separate times before they become laws. By 
this legislation we change Jaws that have been standing, some of them, 
for forty years, without ever printing and with only one hasty reading. 
Itis not right; itis not the way to legislate, and that kind of legislation 
is what has brought on us all the trouble now complained of. I cau- 
tion the House against it and wash my hands of it. I ask that it go 
over. 

Mr. CAN NON. Mr. Speaker, I hope this matter will be disposed ot 
and disposed of at once. This bill carries nearly $30,000,000 for the 
public service, and there is great suffering to many people throughout 
the country on acconnt of its non-passage. This law, that comes in in 
the shape of a rider, without the wish and against the will of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, has been carefally considered by that com- 
“mittee, discussed in the House, discussed in the Senate, and hours, not 
to say days, given to it in conference committee; and your conferees, 
for reasons before stated, believe that they have come toa wise solution 
of this question; not all that we wanted on the part of the House, but 
all that we could get, considering that it took the concurrence of the 


other body; and we felicitated ourselves upon the fact that from time 
to time we had consulted with various members in the House, espe- 
cially with the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands [ Mr. PAY- 
BONT and the gentleman that is at the head of the minority on that 
committee [Mr. HOLMAN]. I believe that was the best agreement for 
all the people that can be had upon this money bill, and therefore I 
move the adoption of the report. < 

The question was then taken upon agreeing to the conference report; 
and the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. McRAE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 84, noes 7. 

So the conference report was adopted. - 

Mr. CANNON. I move to reconsider the vote by which the confer- 
ence report wasadopted; and also move to lay that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RIVER AND HARROR BILL, 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the amendments of the Senate to the river and harbor bill, 
which were partly considered in Committe of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union on Friday last, may now be non-concurred in, and 
the request of the Senate for a conference agreed to. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I believe the rest of the amendments are 
mainly formal, and for that reason, and under the circumstances which 
exist, I make no further objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none; and accordingly the amendments of the Senate to the river 
and harbor bill are non-concurred in and the committee of conferenee 
is agreed to, 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following con- 
ferees on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon the amendments 
to the river and harbor bill: Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois, Mr. GROS- 
VENOR, and Mr. BLANCHARD. 


MARICOPA COUNTY BONDS, ARIZONA. 


Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk began the reading of the bill, which is as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 11178) to authorize the board of supervisors of Maricopa County, 
Arizona, to issue certain bonds in aid of the construction of a certain railroad. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the board ofsupervisors of Maricopa County, 
in Arizona Territory, be, and they are hereby, authorized to issue the bonds of 
said county to aid in the construction and equipment of a railroad to, from, or 
throught the city of Pheenix, in said Maricopa County, to the northern boundary 
line of said county, which shall form a part of a continuous line from Phaonix 
te the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad, in the Territory of Arizona, which bonds 
shall be issued at the times, atthe rate per mile, and in the form, and as pro- 
vided by thisact: Provided, That before such bonds shall be issued the board 
of supervisors of said county shall call an election in said county, giving at least 
twenty days’ notice thereof, at which election the legal voters of said county 
alone shall vote, which vote shall be by ballot, on which shall be written or 
printed the words “ For the issue of bonds,” or “Against the issue of bonds.” 
Said election shall be conducted in all respects under the election laws of said 
Territory. If a majority of the votes cast at said election shall be for the issue 
of bonds, then and in that event only shall said board of supervisors have au- 
thority to issue said bonds. Ifa majority of the votes cast be against the i-sue 
of said bonds, then no bonds shal! be issued, and this act shall be null and void: 
And provided further, That the railroad company now organized or hereafter to 
be organized for the pu of constructing and operating said railroad from 
Pheenix to any points within said Territory shall thereafter be subject to all 
laws of Arizona prescribing reasonable maximum of charges for freight and 
3 on said road. 

Sec. 2. That whenever Joseph Reynolds, as trustee, or his ass or incor- 
porated grantee, shall have completed a road-bed and laid the ties and rails 
thereon for the distance of 10 miles alon g the route of said road in said count 
of Maricopa. the board of supervisors of said county is hereby empowered, 
within ten days thereafter, to issue the bonds of said county for said 10 miles, 
in the sum of $4,000 per mile, which said bonds shall be delivered tosaid Joseph 
Reynolds, trustee, or to his assign or incorpo: grantee so constructing said 
railroad, upon proof, 3 the certificate of the chlef engineer having in 
charge the construction of said road, being filed with said board of supervisors 
showing the construction and completion of said 10 miles of railroad in the 
manner and to the extent asabove required; and as often as 10 miles along the 
route of said road additional to said first 10 miles shall be constructed as afore- 
said in said county of Maricopa, said board of supervisors of said county are 
hereby empowered, in like manner and upon like proof, to issue and deliver the 
bonds of said county to said Joseph Reynolds, as N to his assign or in- 
corporated grantee, in like amount per mile: Provided, That if the last section 
of said road to be constructed in said county of Maricopa shall be less than 10 
miles, then whenever the same shall have been constructed as aforesaid and 
proof thereof made to and filed with said board of supervisors in the manner 
aforesaid, said board of supervisors may thereupon, in like manner and form, 
issue and deliver the bonds of said Maricopa County in the same amount per 
mile for said last section: Provided, That said county of Maricopa shall, upon 
the issue and delivery of said bonds, receive a like amount of full-paid non- 
assessable stock from said Joseph Reynolds, trustee, or from his assign or in- 
corporated grantee, said stock being issued and based upon said railroad so 
constructed or to be constructed as aforesaid. 

Src. 3. That the bonds provided for in this act shall be issued in the name 
of the county of Maricopa, in the usual form of municipal bonds, and shall be 
signed by the chairman of the board of supervisors of said county in his ofli- 
cial ne pease and countersigned by the treasurer of said county, under the seal 
of said board of supervisors, each bond to be of the denomination of $1,000, pay- 
er date thereot, with interest at the Sect 7 per cent. per 


the city of New York that said Josep! 3 
The interest, 


1890. 
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date 
Sxc. 4. That said board of supervisors of ey ae are hereby 
poreca, at their first regular meeting after the first issue and delivery of — 
nds under the provisions of this act, and annually thereafter, and at the time 


and in the manner provided by the eral revenue laws of the Territory of 
Arizona for levying taxes, to levy such additional taxes as may be necessary to 
raise a sum of money suflicient to pay the interest as the same matures on any 
outstanding bonds issued by said county of Maricopa under the 3 of 
this act: Provided, That in the year 190], and every year thereafter until both 
principal and interest of said bonds shall have pron Wey said board of super- 
visors may, in the manner and at the time provided by the general revenue 
laws of the Territory of Arizona for levying taxes therein, levy such further 
and additional taxes in said county as may be required to raise a sum of money 
suficient to pay the annual interest upon such bonds and that will insure the 
a hepa of principal of said bond and the redemption of the whole amount 
of said bonds outstanding at the date of their maturity; that the taxes so levied 
and collected by the treasurer of said county of Maricopa be placed in a fundto 
be denominated “railroad, interest, sate eran pacer fund,” 

Sero. 5, That the treasurer of said M County shall, out of said !“ rail- 
road, interest, and redemption fund, and, H there be notsufficient in said fund, 
then the amount of the deficiency may be paid out of the general fund of said 
county, pay annually uponeach bond the interest which shall then have accrued 
thereon ; and upon the payment by said treasurer of such interest he shall re- 
quire the coupon or coupong representing the interest to be surrendered to him 
for cancellation, which shall be his voucher for the money so id thereon. 

Sec, 6. That said board of supervisors are fi er au and empowered 
to enter into a coutract, in the nameand under the seal of said county, with said 
= h Reynolds, as trustee, or with his assign or incorporated grantee, touch- 

e issue of the bonds herein provided for, to aidin the 99 —— of said 
road, a and in and by said contract said board of 5 are hereby author - 
to agree for and on behalf of said county with said Joseph Reynolds, as 
riot or with his assign or incorporated grantee, for the issue and delivery of 
the said bonds in the manner and for the purpose and as in th rovided : 
Provided, however, That any contract heretofore made by said 1 of super- 
visors for the issuance of said bonds in conformity with he provisions of this 
act is hereby ratified. 

Sec. 7. That this act shall not apply to any section or portion of said railroad 
which shali not be completed in the manner aforesaid on or before January 1, 
A. D. 1895, it being the intention of this act to give and extend the time for the 
completion of said road to January 1, A. D. 1895. 

Sec. 8. That all acts or parts of ‘acts in Conflict with this act are hereby re- 
pealed in so far as the same might be deemed or taken to affect or prohibit the 
2 2 said board of supervisors of Maricopa County as herein suthorized snd 
pro 


Pending the reading of the bill, 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, said: Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the reading be dispensed with. The bill is familiar to the 
House and has already passed it once. In order to meet certain ob- 
jections set forth in the veto message of the President to that bill, this 
bill is introduced with exactly the conditions of the old bill, except 
that the objectionable features referred to in the veto message are 
stricken out. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Arizona, asks unanimous con- 
sent to dispense with the reading of the bill upon the statement that 
it is the same bill which has before passed the House, with the parts to 
which the President objected removed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I hope the matter will be passed over 
until to-morrow morning 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, T object to the present consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. McCREARY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Arizona 
if this bill has been considered by any committee. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCREARY. What committee? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. The Committee on the Territories and 
the Senate committee also. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the bill be reported in the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. DUNNELL]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will not object to this bill. 
It ought to be in the interest of the people of that locality. 

Mr. DUNNELL, I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN, We should be informed as to the provisions of the 
bill before we act upon it. Let it be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


THE LATE SENATOR JAMES B. BECK, 


Mr. McCREARY. I call up the resolutions adopted by the Senate 
in relation to the death of James B. Beck, late a Senator from the State 
ot Kentucky in the United States Senate, ‘which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
James B. Beck, late a Senator from the State of Kentucky. 

Resol: „That as a mark of res to the memory of the deceased, the busi- 
ness ofthe Senate be now suspended to enable his associates to pay proper trib- 
ute of a ot regan to his high character and distinguished publie services. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate communicate these resolutions to 
the House of Represenatives. 

Resolved, That, asan additional mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, 
the Senate do now adjourn. 


Mr. McCREARY. I give notice, Mr. Speaker, that I shall at asub- 
sequent time present resolutions pertinent to the subject referred toin 
the Senate resolutions which have just been read; but I nowask unan- 
imous consent for the immediate consideration of the resolution which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Saturday, September.13, 1890, 


gim after the 


on, James 


reading of the Journal, be set apart for tributes to ihe — 


option pay said bonds at any interest payment period after ten years from the B. Beck, late a Senator from the State of Kentucky, and that the Senate resolu- 
thereof. tions remain on the Speaker's table until that day. 


The resolution was unanimously agreed to. 
DEATH OF HON. LEWIS F. WATSON. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask consideration of 
the resolutions which I send to the Clerk’s desk. As I entered the 
House a few minutes before its meeting to-day I was told that my col- 
league, Mr. Lewis F. Watson, had dien suddenly at The Shoreham 
this morning at 11 o’clock. This to me, Mr. Speaker, came as a shock. 
The death of an associate always comes to us as a shock, and in this 
instance it has peculiar force, as Mr. Watson is the third member of 
the Pennsylvania delegation who has died during this session in the 
city of Washington. 

Mr. Watson was a gentleman who was highly esteemed in the por- 
tion of Pennsylvania in which he resided. He was a man of great 
business capacity, a man who had the confidence and esteem of the 
people among whom he lived during the whole of his busy life. He 
was to the Forty-fifth Congress, again to the Forty-seventh, 
and again to this, the Fifty-first Congress. He had been renominated, 
to be elected in November, to the Fifty-second Congress, Mr. Speaker, 
my colleagues and I feel this, I can assure the House, with deep sor- 
row and with great sadness. Ata future time we will ask thata day 
be fixed on which to pronounce eulogies upon the life and character of 
our deceased friend and colleague. : 

I move the adoption of the resolutions, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound regret the announcement 
e the deaih of Hon. Lewis F. Watson, late a Representative from the State of 
enn: van 

Resolved by the Houss of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That a select 
committee consisting of seven members of the House and members of 
the Senate be appointed to take order for superintending the faneral, and that 
the necessary expenses attending the execution of this order be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the House. 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House be authorized and directed 
to take such steps as may be necessary for properly carrying into effect the pro- 
visions ofthese resolutions. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate the foregoing resolutions to the Sen- 
ate; and that asa further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased the 
House do now adjourn, 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, with great delicacy 
I ask to be excused from serving upon the committee. 

The resolutions were unanimously adopted. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, Mr. McApoo, Mr. CRAIG, Mr. 
TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, Mr. MAIsH, Mr. WALLACE, of New 
York, and Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania, were appointed as the commit- 
tee to attend the funeral. 

And then (at 12 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned 
until 11 o’clock a. m. to-morrow. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on War 
Claims, reported with amendment the bill of the House 5 R. 7733) 
for the relief of Sewell B. Corbett, accompanied by a report (No. 3013)—- 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on Railways and Canals, 
ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 9682) prar 
tection of property, trainmen, and other railroad employésin the pro, 
locomotive engines, freight-trains, and freight-cars in inter- 
state 5 accompanied by a report No. 3014) —to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favora- 
bly the bill of the Senate (S. 721) granting a pension to Jeanie Brent 
3 accompanied by a report (No. 3015) to the Committee of 
the ole House. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


* clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following change of reference was 
A bil (S. 721) granting a pension to Jeanie Brent Davenport—Com- 


mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged and referred * the Committee 
on Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS. ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 11827) grant- 
ing a pension to John S. Barns of West Virginia—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11828) granting an increase of pension to Gran- 
ville Brake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11829) for the relief of Catherine L. Chaney—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11830) for the relief of Gabriel Corley—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


* 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 11831) granting a pension to James F. Hamner, of 
Date lewis Bone West Virginia—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensi 


ons. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11832) granting relief to James Hawker to the 


Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11833) gran relief to the trustees of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church at Jumping W. Va. —to the Committee 


on War Claims. 2 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11834) granting relief to the trustees of the Mis- 
sionary Baptist Church at Jumping Branch, W. Va.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11835) for the relief of R. H. Lee—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11836) for the relief of Henry P. McMasters—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11837) granting a pension to Maria A. Shibble- 
hood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11838) for the relief of Julia A. Shouldis—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11839) for the relief of Benjamin Welch—to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11840) granting a pension to Nicholas C. Wilson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11841) granting a pension to John Yancey—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 11842) for the relief of James B. 
Guthrie—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 11843) granting a pension to An- 
drew J. Plough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOWER: A bill (H. R. 11844) for the relief of James E. 
Mosher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 11845) for the relief of Julius A. 
Morrill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 11846) granting a pension to Eliza A. 
Bridges, of Adamsville, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11847) removing the charge of absence without 
leave now pending against Jacob S. Plunk, of Adamsville, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAINES: A bill (H. R. 11848) to correct the muster into the 
service of the United States of Jacob H. Saltsman, Jate second lieuten- 
ant of Company G, One hundred and seventh Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11849) for the relief of 
James L. Brandon, of Upson County, Georgia—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11850) for the relief of Patrick J. Finley, of 
Adams County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11851) for the relief of Joseph B. Inabuet, of 
Hinds County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 11852) for the re- 
lief of Lewis White—to the Committee on War Claims. 


—— 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Petition and papers for increase of pension of 
Mrs, Harriet L. Clifford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUNN: Petition of H. H. Moonyham and 24 others, asking 
that Senate bill 3941, known as the Paddock bill, be substituted for 
— bill 11568, known as the Conger bill—to the Committee on Ag- 

ture, 

Also, petition of Hon. Alf. A. Thompson, mayor of the city of Ra- 
leigh, and 24 others, praying for same relief—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of J. L. Ramsey, editor of Progressive Farmer, organ 
of the Alliance of the State of North Carolina, and 22 others, for. same 
relief—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Ed. H. Lee and 23 others, asking for same relief to 
the Committee on Agricul] ture. 

Also, petition of W. G. Upchurck, president of the North Carolina 
State Agricultural Society, and 24 other citizens, asking for same re- 
lief—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Petitions of citizens of Crawford County, Nli- 
nois, asking that a pension be granted to Andrew J. Plough—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GkIMES: Petition of T. A. Little, R. B. Mobley, and others, 
citizens of Harris County, Georgia, for passage of Senate bill 2716—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee: Petition and papers to accompany 
bill granting back pay and bounty to Lewis White—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts: Papers to accompany House 
bill 11755, for relief of W. O. Howard—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 


SENATE. ‘ 
TUESDAY, August 26, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a, m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. McMILLAN ted a petition of the Grand Rapids (Mich.) 
Board of Trade, praying for reciprocity with the Latin- American States, 
as proposed by Hon. J. G. Blaine; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Thomas C. Wright and 50 other citi- 
zensof Michigan, praying for the passage of the bill for the suppression 
of lotteries; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a memorial of a large number of dealersin 
hardware, cutlery, and guns in the State of Iowa, remonstrating against 
an increase of duty on these goods as proposed in the McKinley tariff 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of leading farmers of Rock Rapids, Iowa, 
praying Congress to enact legislation looking to reciprocity with the 
South American countries; which was ordered to lic on the table. 

Mr. BLAIR. I presenta petition addressed to the Senate and House 
of Representatives of the Fifty-first Congress by lady employés of the 
Government Printing Office. They respectfully represent that they 
are female day employés in the United States Government Printing 
Office; that at this time they are required to work from 8 a. m. to 5 
p. m., and the present compensation is not commensurate with the 
time engaged and labor performed, the laborious duties consisting in 
the handling of heavy machine work and continuousstitehing of bul 
books, the weight of which is most wearing and fatiguing, and that all 
Congressional speeches, RECORDS, and books of every description are 
folded, stitched, and arranged by the female employés. In view of 
these facts the petitioners earnestly pray the passage of the bill here- 
with attached for theirrelief. The petitionis signed by the employés, 
and the bill is in these four lines: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That from and after the passage of this act the 
female day hands (or employés) of the United States Government Printing Of- 
fice shall be paid & per day and not less. 

There is a bill which I think has already been passed by the other 
House and has come to the Senate providing for an increase of pay to 
the male employés to $4 a day. I thought the proper disposition of 
this petition and draught of a bill would be to have the whole matter 
referred to the Committee on Printing, and I trust that the committee 
will insert the proper amendment in the House bill or introduce a new 
bill, if they think this claim for an increase of compensation is a proper 
one. 

I move that the petition, with the accompanying draught of a bill, 
be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. HOAR. I present a petition of the committee of one hundred, 
representing the colored citizens of the United States, appointed by or- 
ganizations from all parts of the country, praying for the sey of the 
national election bill. I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 1338) granting a pension to Mary A. Green, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 2965) granting a pension to Rachel Barnes, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 8210) granting an increase of pension to Maria L. Caraher, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2279) granting an increase of pension to Maria L, Caraher, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BARBOUR, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 4310). to authorize the Washington 
and Cumberland Railroad Company to extend its road into the District 
of Columbia, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 4325) to provide an American register for the steamer Nep- 
tuno, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (8. 4322) to anthorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Louisville, Covington and 
Cincinnati Railway Company, the Carrollton and Louisville Railroad 
Company, and the Westport, Carrollton, and Covington Railway Com- 
pany, and their assigns, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 11240) to authorize the construction of bridges over the Savan- 
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nah, Ocumlgee, and Oconee Rivers by the Macon and Atlantic Rail- 


way Company, rted it with amendments. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6070) granting an increase of on to Agnes 
M Bradley, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 7869) granting a pension to Sophia J. Dimick, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2291) granting an increase of pension to Agnes M. Bradley, reported it 
adversely; and the bill was indefinitely postponed. 

BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3316) to establish a uniform system 
of bankruptcy throughout the United States, to report it favorably with 
an amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

I ask that the bill be printed as usual, with an index to be prepared 
under the direction of the clerk of the Judiciary Committee. ~ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. ‘The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. Ialso ask that the usual number of the bill be printed 
in addition in pamphlet form. It requires unanimous consent, I sup- 


pose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It requires a reference to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 
The motion was reduced to writing, and referred to the Committee 
on Printing, as follows: 

Resolved, That 2.000 additional copies of the bill (H. R. 3316) to establish a uni- 


form system of bankruptcy throughout the United States, as reported, be 
printed in pamphlet form, to be placed in the dooument-room of the te. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr, SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 4346) granting a pension to 
Margaret Meyer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 4347) to constitute Des Moines, 
Iowa, a port of delivery and to extend the provisions of the act of June 
10, 1880, entitled An act to amend the statutes in relation to imme- 
diate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes, to the 
said port of Des Moines; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. POWER introduced a bill (S. 4348) to provide for the disposal 
of the abandoned Fort Maginnis military reservation in Montana under 
the homestead and mining laws, for educational and other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 6944) to transfer the revenue-cutter service 
from the Treasury Department to the Navy Department; which was 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


LIQUORS IN THE CAPITOL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
‘the resolution offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME], com- 
ing over from a previous day subject tocall in the morning hour. The 
resolution will be read. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. PLUMB on the 18th instant was 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be directed to make such order as 
shall wholly prevent the sale of spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors in the Sen- 
ate wing of the Capitol, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to commit having been 
withdrawn, the question recurs on the motion of the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] to amend, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the resolution the fol- 
lowing: 

And that the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to make daily inspection and examination of the committee- 
rooms and other apartments of the Senate wing of the Capitol and report to 
the Committee on Rules after each of said inspections whether he has found 
any spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors in the same, or any of them, and that 
said Committee on Rules shall preserve said reports for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment pro by the Senator from South Cerolina. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas that he allow 
the reso] ution to go over until the Senator from South Carolina can be 


Mr. PLUMB. If I could really believe that the amendment was 
offered in good faith and that the Senator from South Carolina desired 
to be here, I certainly would do so; and when I say it was not offered in 
good faith I merely mean to say that it was offered for the purpose of 
casting more or less obloquy upon the general idea embodied in the 
xesolution, not with the expectation of its being adopted, but that it 
might be used as an argument against the or ginal resolution. The 
Senator from South Carolina has gone home, I understand, to be ab- 
sent some time, according to the exigencies of the campaign pending 


in his State, and he may not be back for some days. If there is any 
remedy to be applied to the evil which it is conceded exists now, and 
. in practical accord about, action ought to be taken 
a time. 

Mr. HARRIS, The point in my suggestion is this: Whatever motive 
may have prompted the Senator from South Carolina who offered the 
amendment that is now pending, it is absolutely evident that the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina felt an interest in the subject-matter of the 
resolution, and that being true, I think it iscourteous, at least, to him 
to allow the resolution to go over until he can be present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from South Carolina, 

Mr. PLUMB. I will consent that the resolution may go over until 
to-morrow. I give notice, however, that I shall ask the Senate to- 
morrow to express its opinion on the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution, then, will lie over 
until to-morrow, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President S 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire rise to the resolution ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes. I observe that by consent of the Senate, which 
is all right of course, the Senator from Kansas yesterday modified his 
resolution as it was printed in the RECORD so as to omit the words 
and drinking,” which were inserted on my suggestion earlier, so as 
to make the resolution read : - 

That the Committee on Rules be directed to make such order as shall wholly 
prevent the sale and drinking of spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors in the Senate 
wing of the Capitol. 

The Senator modifies his resolution go that the words thus ingerted 
are left out, and the resolution before the Senate now reads: 

That the Committee on Rules be directed to make such order as shall wholly 
peanon the sale of spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors in the Senate wing of the 
1 To which is moved the amendment of the Senator from South Caro- 

ina. 
word “liquors,” in the third line, the words and their use as a bev- 
erage; so that the whole will read: ‘ 


That the Committee on Rules be directed to make such order as shall wholly” 


prevent the sale of spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors, and their use as a bever- 
age, in the Senate wing of the Capitol. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will report the pro- 
amendment. 
The CHIEF CLERK. In the third line, after the word liquors, 
insert the words and their use as a beverage; ™ so as to read: 

That the Committee on Rules be directed to make such order as shall wholly 
prevent the sale of a pasar vinous, or malt liquors,and their use as a beyer- 
age, in the Senate wing of the Capitol. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not press the amendment for consideration, be- 
cause I suppose the resolution will go over for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution and amendments will 
lie over until to-morrow, subject to be called up in the morning hour. 


DEBATE ON REVENUE BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair lays before the Senate the 
memorandum submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
DRICH] concerning the order of business, which comes over from yes- 
terday subject to call in the morning hour. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That the consideration of the pending bill (H. R. 9416) shall be continued to 
the exclusion of all other busin except appropriation bills and conference 


reports. to and including Wedn: September 8, subject to 1 debate; 
and during Thursday, eee 4, Friday. September 5, and Saturday, Sep- 
on any 


tember 6, subject to the five-minute rule in debate; no Senator to 

one question more than once; and on Monday, September 8, thereafter, 
on bill or amendments, without debate, to and including the third reading, 
when three hours shall be allowed to each side for general debate, and then the 
final vote shall be taken on its passage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Rhode Island asks 
unanimous consent that the memorandum just read may be entered 
as an order of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. That it may be agreed to by unanimous consent? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
ave Rhode Island to ask that it may be entered as an order of the 

Senate. 8 

Mr. GORMAN. No. 

Mr. ALDRICH. By unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent. 

Mr. GORMAN. Not as an order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears 


none. i 
As an order of the Senate? 


Mr. MORGAN, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island to ask that it may be entered by unanimous con- 
sent as an order of the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator fram Alabama objects. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no preference about the manner in which 
it is done, and am willing to modify my request if there is any objec- 
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I move to insert in the resolution as it now stands, after the 
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tion to the form in which I have stated it. I ask that unanimous con- 
sent to be given for the adoption of the memorandum as submitted. 

Mr. MORGAN . Asan order is what I understood, and I object to 
that. It may be agreed to by unanimous consent, but not as an order 
of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Rhode Island, as has been donea 
thousand times in this body, asks the unanimous consent of the Senate 
to agree to the provisions of that memorandum, not in the form of a reso- 
lution, not in the form of an order of the Senate, but a unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate that the memorandum shall control the action of the 
Senate for the time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was my purpose, and my only p 7 

Mr. HARRIS. Precisely; and nobody objects to that; but there are 
objections to making it a formal order of the Senate, which it would be 
a nepus from the practice and the general rules of the Senate to 
make, 

The PRESIDENT proftempore, The Chair would like to be informed, 
then, if this is entered by unanimous consent, whether it constitutes an 
order to be enforced by the Chair. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Itake it for granted that it would. 

Mr. HARRIS, Just to the extent that the unanimous consent of the 
Senate has uniformly been enforced, so far as calling the attention of 
Senators to the existing rule agreed to by unanimous consent, and no 
further. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then it will be an agreement that can 
be violated with impunity by any member of the Senate, the Chair 
understands, 

Mr. MORGAN. In the history of the Senate there never has been 
an agreement, I think, that cSuld not be thus violated. This is no new 
departure. Such ments are not violated. 

be PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair desires to be instructed. 

Mr, HARRIS. I will say that during the thirteen years I have been 
here I do not know of a single instance where a unanimous-consent 

ent has been violated by auy Senator upon this floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HARRIS. Except by unanimous consent, of course; but I do 
not think there need be any apprehension about the carrying out of 
every provision of this suggestion if there shall be no objection to it 
now; I do not think there can be a doubt that it will be carried out in 
good faith by every Senator on this floor. 

Mr. TELLER. I have seen a great many of these agreements made, 
and I have always understood that each one was simply an arrangement 
made between gentlemen that would not be violated except by uni- 
versal consent. I think in my experience I have known but one in- 
stance where it was violated, and that was where there was a misun- 
derstanding as to what the order was; and, in fact, I think there was 
general consent given that a Senator might proceed who was not aware 
of there being such an agreement. I do not think it has ever been 
treated by the Senate as an order of the Senate, but as an arrangement 
simply between gentlemen. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I ask that the memorandum which I have 
submitted may be agreed to by unanimous consent, to control the ac- 
tion of the Senate upon the pending bill. 

Mr. TELLER. According to the usual custom? 

Mr. ALDRICH. According to the usual custom of the Senate, 

The PRESIDENT pe tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island asks 
unanimous consent that the memorandum just reported by the Chief 
Clerk may be considered as the order for the control of the business of 
the Senate upon the pending bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall not object to this, whatever form it may take, 
but there is so much fencing about it that I am moved to suggest if 
there is not something behind it that is not at present apparent to the 
public, I was almost moved to tears yesterday by the solemnity ot 
the colloquy between the Senator from Rhode Island and the Senator 
from Maryland. In fact the solemn tone of the inquiry on the pus of 
the Senator from Rhode Island to the Senator from Maryland as to 
what the Democratic side might think about this matter, and the 
equally solemn suggestion of the Senator from Maryland to the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island as to whether a little more time might not be 
given, reminded me somewhat of that historic remark which the gov- 
ernor of North Carolina made to the governor of Soath Carolina. 

I think after that little by-play of yesterday we shall not need to go 
back to the Roman augurs for a conspicuous evidence of what might be 
called facial fraud; and when we come to speak of people who are 
carrying on so consummate a play that they can not look at one an- 
other’s faces without smiling we can refer to the instance of yesterday 
rather than to go back to Roman history for illustration. It is time 
the curtain was rolled down and the lights put out. There has been 
an agreement here whereby the Democratic party agrees to forego prac- 
tically its opposition, or at all events its debating opposition, to the 
tariff bill, which has been described as so utterly and abhorrently ob- 
jectionable, and of course we are bound to presume that that was done 
in order that something else might be had which was desirable. But 
if we can not have an agreement now and end this matter after it has 
been thus formally agreed to, and if it is to be modified by unanimous 
consent from time to time, then I shall interpose another objection. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
consent asked by the Senator from Rhode Island. 4 


STATUE OF LAFAYETTE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ~The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE], coming 
over from yesterday subject to consideration in the morning hour, which 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas! lation is pending in Congress, in which delay must unavoidably 
occur, as to the site of the Lafayette statue, involving the question of its being 
located elsewhere than at the place selected; and 

Whereas the said statue has in the last few days arrived in this country and 
will, unless stopped by authority of Congress, be immediately put in ition 
fronting and obstructing the view to the equestrian statue of Andrew Jackson, 
which by authority of Congress was placed where it now is, fronting Pennsyl- 
vania avenue and the Executive Mansion: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
commission or board having charge of the matter of erecting the statue of La- 
fayette is directed to suspend any further proceedings relating thereto until 
further authorized by Congress, 


Mr. BATE, Mr. President, I introduced the resolution for the pur- 
pose of staying the proceedings which are now going on in regard to 
the erection of a statue of Lafayette because of the locality where it is 
to be placed. The position selected by the commission or board which 
was appointed by Congress in 1885—— 

Mr. HOAR, Iam unable to hear the Senator from Tennessee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is not the fault 
of the Senator from Tennessee. The Senator will suspend until order 
is restored in the Chamber and Senators are seated and refrain from 
conversation. The Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, as I was suggesting, I am instigated to 
present this resolution, because I learn by the newspapers of the day 
that the statue of Lafayette, which has been directed by Congress here- 
tofore through a board or commission of three, composed of the chair- 
man of the Joint Committee on the Library of Congress, the Secretary 
of War, and the Architect of this Capitol, has been completed in France, 
has been transported hither, and is about to be erected upon a spot 
where I do not think it ought to be placed. The location which has 
been selected by that commission is immediately fronting the eques- 
trian statue of Andrew Jackson, by Clark Mills, now located in the 
center of what is known as Lafayette Square, immediately opposite the 
front of the White House, Pehnsylvania avenue intervening. 

I object to the placing of the statue of Lafayette there because it 
will be an obstruction to the view of the statue of Andrew Jackson, 
which bas been there for nearly forty years and was placed there by 
the authority of Congress. Mr. Fillmore, the then President, in 1853, 
having been designated to place it at a suitable spot, placed it there, 
and there it was dedicated, Stephen A. Douglas making the speech 
upon the occasion and Congress attending; ceremonies were had over 
its dedication, and it has been there since that time in full view from 
the White House, which Jackson occupied, as President, and honored, 
for eight years, 

One of the reasons, as I have understood, why it was placed there 
was because he had occupied, with dignity and grace, with courage and 
patriotism, that house. It was placed immediately in front by Mr. 
Fillmore, who, though opposing Jackson in his day, selected that spot. 
It was there Mr. Douglas dedicated it on the occasion to which I have 
alluded, 

What reason there is for placing the Lafayette statue there Ido not 
know and can not positively state, although I have talked in regard 
to it with one or two of the commission. It must be, I suppose, because 
of the name of the place. Of that I have nothing to say. I do not 
know by what authority it was called Lafayette Square, although I 
now see upon the lamps, by way ot designation, Lafayette Park.“ 

I do not know by what authority, legal or otherwise, it is so desig- 
nated. I caused a search to be made in the city archives, and also in 
the archives here, so far as relates to the naming of squares, and I could 
find no authority for thus 1 this spot. Let this place has 
been selected. The effect of placing the statue there is, in brief, to ob- 
struct the view of the equestrian statue of Andrew Jackson. Notonly 
so, but in standing at the door ef the White House, or upon the grounds 
fronting the White House, or upon Pennsylvania avenue intervening the 
statue and the White House, the line of vision in looking to the Jack- 
son statue, by this statue of Lafayette, if placed where it is contem- 
plated to erect it, will confuse the view and confound the two, so an 
observer could scarcely tell at which he was looking. 

Furthermore, the statue of Lafayette is of colossal and not of heroic 
size, as I understand by the papers here, of which fact I was not before 
aware. II so, it will perhaps be some 30 or 40 feet high, and will un- 
doubtedly obstruct the view of the statue of Jackson from the public 
as they pass along the avenue or stand in the public grounds fronting 
the Executive Mansion. 

I do not see any special reason why the statue of Lafayette should be 
placed in that square, unless there is a scarcity of suitable places here 
in the city tor the purpose of erectingit. There being no such scarcity 
there can be no just reason for it. If those that are already set aperi 
here in the city for such purposes were already occupied there might 
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be some reason for this, but see, Mr. President, how many vacant 
squares there are in this city ; see how many places that are inviti 
just such works of art as this to render more attractive the locality an 
to add to the beauty of this national Capital. It is not necessary for 
me to point out such places. 

What good reason can be given for the location of the Latayette 
statue at this place when it will obstruct the view of the statue of An- 
drew Jackson which has been there nearly forty years, and placed there 
by an act of Congress, and with impressive ceremonies narticipated in 
by the President of the United States? Surely there should be some 
just reason given before there should be an interception of the view 
trom the White House, or from the public grounds, or trom Pennsyl- 
vania avenue of the statue of Jackson. i 

For these reasons I think the statue of Lafayette should be placed 
elsewhere. It is not in my heart to do anything or to saya word that 
would derogate from the very high honor that Lafayette deserves at 
the hands of the people of this Republic. They should take care of 
his memory and should build a beautiful monument to him and erect 
it in an appropriate and conspicuous place, and this city is full of such. 
But in order to do that, let us not obstruct the view of the statue 
which has been placed in that square by the Government, of one whom 
we all Jove to honor. 

This resolution is offered now, permit me to say, because I under- 
stand the work is going on and the statue has arrived, and unless Con- 
gress takes immediate action and gives its opinion as towhat should be 
done in relation to it, the statue will be put up in Lafayette Square, 
and, when so done and seen in that place, will in my opinion have to be 
removed. That being inevitable, it is best that it should not be put 
there at all. It will involve the removal of one of the two statues; 
and would it not be better to stay the proceedings now and not offend 
the French by having in some future Congress to offer a resolution to 
remove and putit elsewhere; else remove the statue of Jackson, which 
would be alike offensive to his friends? 

These are the views, Mr. President, I have about this, plainly spoken, 
and I should like to hear from the gentlemen who have had it done, 
80 as to satisfy me of the reasons, if there are any, for the course which 
has been pursued. 

ge ALLISON. Tcal up now the conference report on House bill 

Mr. BATE. I shall thank the Senator very much if he will just let 
us hear from the other side, and we can end this matter in a few min- 
utes, unless it is disagreeable to the Senate to go on with it now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us take a vote. 

Mr. BATE. I understood the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS] 
had risen to speak. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would state to the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee that conference reports under the rules of the Sen- 
ate ate privileged. When the conference report shall have been con- 
sidered the consideration of the resolution will be resumed. 

Mr. BATE. Very well, sir. I was aware of that fact, and that was 
the reason why I appealed to the Senator from Iowa. : 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Chair what is theeffect of this 
resolution upon the agreement of the Senate just adopted, that certain 
things should be considered to the exclusion of all other business, 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. This is morning business, 

Mr. HOAR. Is there any exception of the morning business in the 
resolution ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would hold that it does 
not include the morning business until otherwise instructed by the 
Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is that the construction of the Chair? In looking 
to the resolution or agreement I supposed it excluded all other busi- 
ness except the business indicated. Of course if morning business is 
to go on, I do not object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is important that that matter 
should be decided now. The Chair would hold under the agreement 
that he was authorized to call for the regular orders of morning busi- 


ness. 

Mr. HARRIS. Nobody, Isuppose, considered for a moment that the 
agreement excluded the ordinary routine morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
mat apparently did. 

r. HARRIS, I do not think the Senator from Iowa is justified in 
any such conclusion; and then the proposition of the Senator from Iowa 
is not only a privileged question, but under the consent agreement may 
be considered at any time pending the consideration of the tariff bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question did not arise under 
the request of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], but under the 
request of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. 

Mr. HOAR. For one I did not understand when this agreement 
was entered into that the Senate intended that resolutions, concurrent 
or other, could be taken up and occupy the morning hour until 12 or 
2 o’clock—12 o’clock under the present rule, but I understood that 
the tariff bill was to be taken up to the exclusion of all other busi- 
ness. I suppose the routine presentation of petitions might stand on 
a different ground, but debatable resolutions might fill the two hours 


every morning. I do not think anybody supposed that was to be al- 


lowed. I did not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless otherwise instructed, the 
Chair will hold this morning and hereafter that the agreement entered 
into does not exclude the consideration of morning business in the 
hours between 10 and 12 o’clock. 

Mr. HALE. Does that extend beyond the routine morning busi- 
ness which is made up of the presentation of papers from the Depart- 
ments, of petitions and memorials, of reports from committees, of bills 
and joint resolutions, and then Senate or concurrent resolutions ? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And the debate that may neces- 


sarily arise therefrom, in accordance with the unbroken custom and 
usage of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE, Is there any practical difficulty here? It seems to me 
not. The Senate is the master of its business during the two hours 
between 10 and 12 o'clock, or if we meet at 12 o’clock between 12 and 
2; and at any time it is desired, as it can now upon the resolution pre- 
sented by the Senator from Tennessee, not to continue further its de- 
bate, but to go on with the tariff bill, it can do it undoubtedly. So I 
do not perceive that there is any real difficulty in the case. Itake it 
nobody wonld object to the Senator from Tennessee, if a few minutes 
would dispose of this resolution, having it disposed of. But I hope 
notice will be taken hereaiter that only the presentation of matters 
under the several stages I have indicated will be consented to by the 
Senate, and if any matter submitted takes any length of time for de- 
bate, then the Senate will be asked to proceed to the business that has 
been unanimously decided by the Senate as the one uppermost and im- 
portant thing. So I do not think there is any real trouble. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I had supposed when this agreement was made 
that the Senator in charge of the tariff bill would have the right at 
any moment after we got through with the morning business, simply 
the introdaction of petitions and memorials, the reports of committees, 
etc., to call for the consideration of the tariff bill, and it was my ex- 
pectation that that would be done not only this morning, but on all 
other mornings. Certainly that was the spirit of the understanding. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was my understanding, and it was my pur- 
pose at all times to move the tariff bill forconsideration as soon as the 
morning business is disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
LISON] calls for the consideration of a privil report, 

Mr. PASCO, Mr. President, if the resolution of the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. BATE] is obliged to go over, I hope it will go over 
with the understanding that it will retain its place as a privileged ques- 
tion, to come up in the morning hour as morning business. If it is 
passed over without that understanding, I suppose it will go to the Cal- 
endar and can not be reached except by unanimous consent, 

This isa matter which the Senator from Tennessee regards as of im- 
portance, and many of us share in his views upon the subject. This 
matter requires early and prompt action if the views of the Senator 
from Tennessee are to prevail, and I think it is unjust to him and to 
others who share in his views that this should be summarily cutshort. 

The matter has been pending before the Senate in another form for 
some time. It went before the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, of which Iam a member, but owing to the early hour at 
which the Senate assembles every day it has been impossible for that 
committee to meet, and the absence of its chairman, the Senator from 
California [Mr. STANFORD], and the absence of the acting chairman, 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], for some time has rendered 
it impossible to get that committee together. It is for this reason that 
the Senator from Tennessee has brought the matter up, I presume, in 
its present shape, and I hope, if. the exigencies of the Appropriations 
Committee require that the sundry civil bill shall be called up at this 
moment, that this question will go over by unanimous consent, tocome 
up again withont losing its place, to-morrow or at some time ‘a the 
very near future. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Florida asks gnani- 
mous consent that the resolution may lie over until to-morrow, »etain- 
ing its place, subject to call in the morning hour. Is there objestion? 
The Chair hears none. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. ALLISON. Now I hope we will proceed with the cohferenes 


report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report of the conference com- 
mittee will be read. x 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lask the Senator from Iowa to allow me to have 
the tariff bill taken up, and then it can be laid aside informally for the 
consideration of the conference report, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for 
other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
SON] asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be in- 
formally laid aside to call up the consideration of a conference report, 
which will be read. : 


The Senator from Iowa [Mr. AL- 
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The Chief Clerk read the conference report on the bill (H. R. 10884) 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
32322 ear ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, published 

s RECORD. 
he PRESIDENT pro The question is on concurring in 
the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to have that clause of the report read 
which refers to the sites for reservoirs hereafter to be selected. 
„ pro tempore. That portion of the report will be 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


or 


lected on public lands shall in like 
location or selection thereof.” 

Mr. DOLPH. The Chief Clerk before read “therefor” for thereof, 
and that is why I called attention to it. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I notice that that provides that reservoir sites 
heretofore selected shall remain. Is there any limit prescribed in any 
of the proceedings in reference to these withdrawals in this bill in re- 
gard to the sites of reservoirs? 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, as representing one of the States 
more largely interested in this provision of this bill than any other, I 
want to express to the committee the thanks of my constituents for 
having offered us up as a sacrifice in sections. Coming in with a report 


heretofore wherein the various appropriations in which the people of 


that State were specifically and particularly interested within their 
own geographical limits were yielded to the House conference commit- 
tee, so as to secure an agreement to that report, the conferees now 
come back with a er ek which, while it wrests a single favor from 
the insatiable maw of the other House, nevertheless practically sacri- 
fices the interests of the settlers of Montana and the otherarid regions 
of the United States. Not doubting that they have secured to us 
all that was possible by the use of ment and reason, I wish the 
Senate to stop for a moment and consider what the effect of this bill 
will be u the publie domain in respect of two or three pieces of leg- 
islation thercin contained. 

T hold in my hand the Tenth Annual Report of the United States Geo- 
logical Survey to the Secretary of the Interior for 1888 and 1889, which 
contains, I believe, all the information of a public character extant 
with reference to reservoir and canal sites heretofore segregated, se- 
lected, or surveyed. ‘The State of Montana, without injury to it, prob- 
ably could endure as large a submergence of its public area as any 
State within the Union. It is as large as all New England and New 
York, and yet, if we may believe the report of the Director of the 
Geological Survey, something more than the one-hundredth part of 
that immense State is devoted to reservoirs. 

In this report it is stated by the party having particular charge of 
the division of these works which embraces Montana that it was not 
deemed advisable tosurvey in the State of Montana, but that the work 
there should be in the nature of a reconnaissance, and having regard 
to the results of that reconnaissance I think there is no citizen ot that 
State, and for that matter no citizen of the United States, who will not 
be grateful that the work did not proceed to a survey. 

Captain Dutton says, in the opening sentence of his report pertaining 
to Montana, that— 

It was decided that the work in that State should be chiefly of a reconnaissance 

er. 


No let us see what has been the result of it. On page 59 is a list 
of reservoir sites surveyed, giving the area, I presume, in acres; but, 
omitting them and turning to page 60, we have a list of canal lines 
surveyed in Sun River Basin, Montana.“ There are three of them. 
One of them is 70 miles in length, one of them is 14 miles in length, 
and the third is 10 miles in length, canals which must be constructed 
before soy chow that shall be turned over for settlement will be ca- 
pable of being utilized; 94 miles of canal to be constructed at a cost 
of many hundred thousand dollars before any of that land will be of 
the least use to the settler. 

That is not the most startling thing that appears from this report. 
On page 61 is a list of ‘‘reservoir sites selected for segregation,” I 
believe the report of the committee contemplates that all reservoir 
sites that are selected or segregated or surveyed are to be withdrawn 
from entry, occupation, and settlement until there shall be further 
legislation in connection therewith, 

Science has been defined to be exact knowledge. There is no infor- 
mation that I know of made public anywhere, in the light of which it 
ís safe to legislate, except what is contained on this page which isa list 
of “‘reservoir sites selected for segregation,” the number, the name, 


the county in which they are situated, the basin, the capacity, the areas 


and remarks are made as follows: 
1. Meagher County, square miles, 2. 


Whereabouts in Meagher County I do not know—a county, I suppose, 
somewhat larger than the State of Rhode Island. 
2, Jefferson County, square miles, k 


Another county perhaps not quite so large, but with an absolutely by 
unlocated and ly a ulating reservoirsite to be hereafter an- 
chored according to the whim or caprice of the gentleman who shall 
take that duty in hand. 

No. 3 is in the county of Jefferson also, and it is 2 square miles, but 
whereabouts in that county, through which run two or three ranges of 
mountains and in which are a number of large fertile valleys, no one 
ean tell from this report. 

Mr. MITCHELL. All in the State of Montana? 

Mr. SANDERS. All in one of the smallest, but a very considerable 
county in the State of Montana. 

No. 4 is in the county of Lewis and Clarke, in which Ihave the honor 
to reside, which is one of the smallest counties in the State. It is 2 
square miles in extent. 

No. 5, of the same size, is also in the same county, but where in that 
county no tongue tells, 

The next, No. 6, is in the county of Choteau, and if is 2 square miles 
in extent. 

No. 7 is in the same county, and it is 36 square miles or 6 miles 
square. 

No. 8 is of the same size. 

Now, the county of Choteau, I think, is not quite so large as the 
State of Connecticut, but it is a vast county and this reservoir may 
be located almost anywhere within ihat area, and there is no infor- 
mation in the land office in the district in which that county is situ- 
ated giving to the settlers any knowledge whatever of where this res- 
ervoir is. 

No. 9 is in Choteau County, 1 mile square. 

No. 10 is Sun River reservoir, No. 1, situated in two counties, and 
therefore a large reservoir, upon both sides of a stream subject to very 
wonderful mutations as to the quantity of water that runs in it at differ- 
ent seasons of the year, and across which any ordinary dam would be 
as futile as was the one at the head of the Conemaugh last year. It 
is 92 square miles in extent, but its location is utterly unknown. A 
notation informs us it ineludes six reservoirs. 

Then come the other Sun River reservoirs: No. 2, area unknown, in 
two counties; No.3, also in two counties, on Sun River; No. 4, No. 5, 
No. 6, No. 7, No. 8, and No. 9, six, situate in Lewis and Clarke County. 

Although the 92 square miles it is said in a note include Sun River 
reservoirs Nos, 1, 2, 5, 7, &, and 9, how they are divided up and where they 
are situated, this report does not deign to tellus. Sun River reservoirs 
Nos. 3 and 4 contain 60 square miles, three being in Lewis and Clarke 
and four in Choteau County. 

No. 6 contains 12 square miles in the basin of the North Fork of 
Sun River. 

Now we come down to something that is still more scientifie, if not 
soexact. “Yellowstone reservoir system,” situate in no county what- 
ever, in the Yellowstone River Basin, and containing an area segre- 
gated,” it says, saat the heading of the table is that it is a list ot 

‘reservoir sites selected for segregation,” and under the head of area 
ted it is said to contain an area of 396 square miles, partly 
irrigable lands,’’ it is said in the notation. 

The next is Smith Creek reservoir system,” and if I know its 
locality it is incontestably within the limits of the grant to the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company, which owns each alternate section of 
the land, and which can not be consecrated and dedicated to the use 
of a reservoir without the consent of that corporation, It contains 288 
square miles. 

“Elk Creek reservoir system’’—and there are a number of Elk 
Creeks in Montana—52 square miles. 

Musselshell reservoir system, 324 square miles. 

Lake Mason reservoir system, geography unknown, but no doubt 
named after a young man named Mason—connected with the Geolog- 
ical Survey, if we could trace the genesis of its name—36 square miles. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to inquire of the Senator if he has 
read all the description there is of all these different reservoirs. 

Mr. SANDERS. I have. 

Mr. HALE. If I may be allowed to say a word about the description 
contained in that report, I will remark that it does show a very broad 
extension of this scheme for selecting reservoirs, but I suppose it is not 
quite the whole case to assume that what the Senator is reading from 
the annual report of the Director of the Survey is all that is found 
anywhere in the General Land Office, inthe Interior Department. ‘The 
Director of the Geological Survey is at work upon maps which do show 
where these reservoirs are and how they stand on the face of the earth 
with relation to other portions of the territory surrounding them. I 
am not speaking in favor of this way of selecting irrigation sites, be- 
cause I think it has been gone into much more widely and generally 
than was expected. 
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Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from Montana will allow me to in- 

uire of the Senator from Maine if he is speaking from knowledge in 
F 

Mr. HALE. It is not entirely guess- work, because I have seen some 


of these maps which are being 
furnish maps to show where the reservoir sites are. 

Mr. SANDERS. There is no doubt about that. s 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator from Montana will allow me, 
the Senator from Maine was a member of the subcommittee of the 
Committee on Appropriations that considered this matter with the 
Senator from Iowa, the chairman [Mr. ALLISON], who made the re- 
port, I should like to ask an expression of opinion from the Senator 
from Iowa or the Senator from Maine as to their views respecting the 
p of this provision as reported from the committee. I ask if 
they do not understand that the phraseology of the provision is so re- 
strictive that under it there will he a requirement from the Govern- 
ment to see to it that the reservoirs shall be selected in place, so to 
speak, to be described by metes and bounds, or to be described as to 
their location in a particular township, quarter-section, or a part of a 
quarter-section, whatever it may be? It may enable the Senator trom 
Montana to go forward more intelligently if they will make a state- 
ment as to the views of the committee in regard to that particular mat- 
ter in advance, and will be a guide to the administrative officers who 
are to execute. this law when it shall be passed as to the intent and aim 
of the legislators in enacting it. ; 

Mr. SANDERS. If it will not incommode the Senator from Ne- 
braska, I will finish this table without further remark, bus if any gen- 
tleman desires to make a statement at this point I will sus for 
that purpose, 

Judith River reservoir system, Judith River, 52 square miles; 

Wolf Creek reservoir system, Wolf Creek, 12 square miles; 

Belt Mountain reservoir system, Missouri River, 93 square miles; 

Box Elder reservoir system, Box Elder Creek, 9 square miles; 

Shonkin Creek reservoir system, Shonkin Creek, 164 square miles; 

Little Blackfoot reservoir, Teton River, 90 square miles; 

Making a totul of 1,762 square miles. 

The comments under the head of ‘‘ remarks,” appertaining to Sun 
River reservoir No. 1, say that Reservation including the Sun River 
reservoirs Nos. 1, 2, 5, 7, 8, and 9, Sun Riverreservoirs Nos. 3 and 4’’— 
more science—and Sun River reservoir No, 5, is opposite Sun River 
reservoir No. 1, and Yellowstone reservoir system has the comment 
„partly irrigable lands.” 

As to the matter inquired of by the Senator from Nebraska, I think 
I can myself say something that will throw a little light upon the ques- 
tion. When Congress awoke to what it had done two years ago and 
manifested a purpose to see to it that the public domain was still held 
open for the occupancy of settlers, there was very considerable activity 
manifested in the office of the Geological Survey to show results, to show 
that we were nearing a time when a large tract of country—large having 
regard to the figures that would appear upon the paper, but very small 
relatively to the whole extent of the public domain that had heen with- 
drawn from settlement—was ready for settlement by immigrants; and, 
as a result, I believe it to be true that, while this investigation has been 

ing on, they have been taking pieces of paper and in different colors 
et been painting upon them at various points, from such information 
as they had, alleged reservoir sites. 

It was my fortune to see one of them in the room of the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, where, in succession along streams 
one after another, there were a series of reservoirs projected, so far as 
pictures constitute a projection of a work of that kind. 

It is perfectly certain that the settlers upon the public domain will 
never consent to the construction of a solitary reservoir upon the points 
indicated under such a condition of affairs as that. All settlements in 
the arid region necessarily are in the valleys and along the banks of 
streams. Nothing but a mine, and nothing but a mine of very consid- 
erable richness, willallure thesettlers from those valleys into the mount- 
ains, where mining villages to some extent do exist; and if it be sup- 
posed that a stream, subject to such mutations as to the quantity of 
water as all mountain streams are, is going to have constructed upon it 
a series of reservoirs, one below another, whereby you will make cer- 
tain that disasters worse than befell Johnstown and calamities worse 
than befell Mill Creek are going to be repeated year in and year out, 
and that too on a scale as large as that projected by the Geological Sur- 
vey or on as largeascale as is necessary for the purpose of utilizing any 
considerable quantity of water more than is utilized now, they wholly 
mistake the intelligence of the people who will settle there. 

The mountain portion of that country is filled up with burrowing 
animals of all kinds, and it is too much to hope or expect that these 
dams will not at times be invaded by these animals, and when the 
water has once begun to percolate through one of them it is not merely 
the end of the dam, but the end of the reservoir at that point; and if 
the water has nothing to do but to ran down 10 or 20 miles to another 
reservoir and be re-enforced by the amount in that, the cities would be 
wiped out in an instant, the farms inundated, and the country given 
over to the existence of savage life as completely and as perfectly as it 
was before the Geological Survey was ever thought of. 

Now I want to inquire of these honorable gentlemenif ever before they 


Of course it is intended to | land 


voted for a law, if ever before it was recommended that a law be passed, 
whereby, scattered over a wide area, it was proposed to withdraw from 
settlement and oceupancy tracts of land that could not be ascertained 
by any process whatever so far as settlers are concerned, so far as the 

officers are concerned, and that are waiting the slow poes of 
the Geological Survey to have their vicinity at least determi 

That is the precise situation in which this legislation leaves us, and 
I stand amazed that it is proposed by anybody to treat these public 
lands as if they were other than the property of the United States to 
subserve the interests and purposes of the United States, or to treat 
the forthcoming and ongoihg immigrants who go ont there to occupy 
and possess them as if they were public enemies. 

Now, I wish to inquire of the gentlemen who recommend that we 
confirm these matters how I, who desire to settle in the county of 
Jefferson, or in the county of Choteau, or in any of the other counties 
in which this vague description of reservoir sites and partly irrigable 
lands selected for segregation exist—how I am going to make secure 
the fact that I can pick out a piece of ground there on which I may live 
without being legislated by this sundry civil r bill out of 
my home. I suppose I might perch on the top of a rock upon a mount- 
ain height, where it would be impossible to get any water, and rest to 
some extent secure that I might not be driven away from there. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to inquire of the Senator at that 

int, as he seems to have the papers before him, whether that report 
indicates the names and locations of the reservoir sites which have been 
withdrawn in other States. 

Mr. SANDERS. Montana is a little more remote from the observa- 
tion possibly of the Senators than other portions of the public domain, 
and actually she seems to have suffered by the vagueness of the area 
of sites selected for segregation hereafter more than the other States 
and Territories of the United States. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ishould like to ask the Senator if he understands that 
this list of sites selected in Montana covers all that will be selected in 
that State, or has the process only been begun? 

Mr. SANDERS. Even this bill gives a momentum to the process, 
and if weshall adjourn without some kind of legislation on that subject 
Iam pretty well satisfied that the entire State of Montana will be se- 
lected for submergence. 

Mr. DOLPH. The whole State has not been ‘‘reconnoitered.”’ 

Mr. SANDERS. No, sir; it has not been reconnoitered yet, and 
probably, so far as its entire examination is concerned, it will await 
the arrival of Pullman palace cars into its various portions. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to ask another question of the Senator 
from Montana, because I know he is familar with thesubject.. Having 
spent many years of active life in developing the resources of Montana, 
he must know something about the question of irrigation, the feasi- 
bility of irrigation, ete. Does the Senator believe that from the selec- 
tion of sites which he has read from the report of the Director of the 
Geological Survey, or from the designation of maps of the sites, any 
valuable information would be afforded to ies who desired to con- 
struct reservoirs for the purposes of irrigation? That is to say, can 
they take that report and go and find the best places for dams and 
reservoirs for the purposes of irrigation? 

Mr. SANDERS. The question of the location of reservoirs must be 
left, in the nature of things, to those who have a supreme interest ina 
wise selection, but it did not need their assistance, it seems to me, to 
dictate that every reservoir, certainly every one but a single one, should 
be selected in the lateral valleys that run down into the main streams 
which are to furnish the water, so that if a dam should break it would 
be only the waters of one reservoir that would ata time go along down 
through the valleys into the river. 


Mr. DOLPH. The point I wish to get at is the practical value of , 


the work done by the Director of the Geological Survey. 

Mr. SANDERS. Iam willing to state that out of this number of 
reservoirs it is my belief that when the earth burns up there is not a 
reservoir site selected by the Geological Survey that if you were there 
you could hear siss because there was water in it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DOLPH. That is getting down very nearly to a definite answer 
to my question. 

I should like to ask if the Senator knows what this reconnaissance 
under the direction of the Geological Survey amounted to after it was 
done. Were instruments used, were levels ascertained, or was it simply 
done by somebody passing through the country on horseback or in a 
public conveyance and looking at the country? 

Mr. SANDERS. I do not wish to belittle the work of the Geolog- 
ical Survey for the purposes appropriate toit. What has been reported, 
what is visible, what is made publie conid all haye been done hy a 
person of ordinary intelligence riding on horseback over the country. 
Some very excellent gentlemen of highly accomplished social character 
have spent their summers in the State of Montana, cordially greeted 
by her citizens, and doubtless assisted by the information that there is 
everywhere as to locations where reservoirs could be located 
and canals built. In fact it would be impossible for a person of or- 
dinary intelligence not to obtain that information from the very fact 
that along these places indicated the conutry is already settled. 

People went there before the Geological Survey was organized, in 
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greater or lesser numbers, and selected in that vicinity, and according 
to their own judgments, sites for farms, and conducted ditches by 
smaller processes isin the contemplation of the Geological Survey, 
to bring water out of the streams, larger or smaller, for their use, and it 
is to that region of country that the gentlemen coming out there have 
gone and have said, This settlement is wise; it is the dictate of com- 
mon sense; here is a large area reasonably level; over and above it is 
the stream supplying more or less water for the uses of these settlers. 
- That is the proper place to open to the occupancy of individuals above 
and beyond those who are now here.“ While that is not true of all 
these reservoir systems, I presume it is true of the bulk of them. 

For my part, I heard something of the testimony taken by the Gom- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands out there, and I 
was pleased at the intelligence of the young men who had spent theirsum- 
mer there and who had from time to time paid a visit of a weck or two to 
thesurrounding country that they might take a casual observation of the 
basins in which it was supposed ultimately the settlers would live and 
where the irrigable lands would be. If the Senator wishes my opin- 
ion as to the utility of the scheme shadowed forth in the appropriation 
act of 1888, I wish to say that, it we had throughout all the arid regions 

rfectly ideal valleys and perfectly ideal streams with a perfectly 
ideal supply of water, it would be a matter which science could handle 
wisely and well, but there is not such a valley norsucha stream in all 
the West, and before anybody can tell where it is wise to settle, and 
where it is wise to conduct water, he has got to know from the bed 
rock, which may be down 100 feet in the ground or 200 feet, all the 
components of the soil from that point to the surface, how much of it 
is clay, how much of it is sand, how much of it is gravel, how much ot 
it on top of that is drift from the mountain sides, which constitutes 
the clement of fertility when water is brought upon it. 

If a person had all those matters before him and knew tbe particu- 
lar size of the gravel bed and the size of the stones of which it was 
composed, I suppose science ultimately could deduce from human ex- 
perience a number of centuries hence precisely to how many acres ot 
land a given number of inches or feet of water would be adequate for 
the purpose of supplying it with moisture. 

Mr. DOLPH. ‘Take the case where asuccession of several reservoirs 
in connection is to be constructed according to the plan of the Director 
of the Geological Survey, as something over 300 square miles is with- 
drawn, what portion of that 300 miles, in the estimate of the Senator, 
would be actually required for the reservoirs mentioned if they were 
to be constructed ? 

Mr. SANDERS. Unless there shall be a repetition of the cataclysm 
which Noah saw and experienced, I do not think more than a tenth in 
the largest of them or more than a square mile in the largest of them. 
I may say I believe this isa profligate disregard of the public interests 
and a withdrawal of lands for which there is not the remotest excuse. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is, the reservation, as the Senator understands 
it, not only embraces a large area of lands not necessary for reservoirs, 
but lands that are already occupied by persons who have acquired title 
from the United States and who have acquired title to the water by 
previous appropriation. 

Mr. SANDERS, Yes, sir; except within the limits of the Indian 
reservations, there are private interests along every valley in which 
there is a stream in the State of Montana. In the first place, you gave 
to a railroad company the odd-numbered alternate sections of public 
lands for 40 miles on each side of the road, and inasmuch as much of 
that was occupied, and therefore excepted from the grant, or was min- 
eral land, and therefore excepted from the grant, you reserved on each 
side of that 80-mile belt 20 miles more, making it 120 miles wide 
through the heart of the State of Mentana, which you have given to 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, and I should like to inquire, 
first, how you are going to acquire by condemnation that land, except by 
paying the Northern Pacific Railroad for it, to extend your reservoirs 
over anything but the even-numbered sections. I should like to in- 
quire, in the second place, inasmuch as this grant was of the land which 
included the water, by what authority it is proposed to take the water 
off from these odd-numbered sections, which belong to the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company, without its consent, 

Mr. DOLPH. I would inquire how it can be. taken from the parties 
who have already appropriated it under the existing legislation. 

Mr. SANDERS. Certainly the even sections are not entirely, but 
largely are, occupied by settlers, and so also the odd-numbered sections 
have passed away from the Northern Pacific Railroad Company largely 
to private citizens. ` 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam informed that in Colorado some of these reser- 
vations embraced nothing but private property, where there have been 
ranches for a quarter of a century and where -there are some three 
or four railroads which have been constructed and in operation for 


years. 

Mr. SANDERS. I did not mean to be betrayed into an expression 
of my opinion as to the folly of this identification of the Geological 
Survey with these lands prior to their occupancy and sale. Iam of 
the opinion that it is well for the people of the United States to know 
the country they own, and that a geological description of it, topo- 
graphically or otherwise, is proper to be had. But when it was pro- 


posed to arrest this westward-going army, whose feet are in the Pacific 
Ocean and the rear guard of which are on the plains of Tartary, and 
that, so long as we have any knowledge of the Boman race, has been 
going in a single direction with perfect regularity of step—when it was 
proposed, I say, to arrest that resistless tide of humanity in order that 
the Geological Survey might look over the earth and see really whether 
it is very good or not, as it was pronounced on the morning of creation, 
was the superlative of folly. 

You might as well undertake to dam the Mississippi River below the 
mouth of the Ohio. It can not be stopped; and if it was proposed to 
arrest that army you would have to recruit, if you could, from foreign 
lands, for you could not get an American citizen to join the regular 
Army of the United States for the purpose of stopping it. It is per- 
fectly idle; it is perfectly futile. You may shipwreck a few hundred 
thousand men and women and children and cast them like waifs upon 
this forbidden land, but ultimately, after possibly much tumult, atter 
the exhibition of supreme folly, the people of the United States will 
come to their senses and will make short work of these high pretenses 
of yours that the earth is not entirely complete and that it needs a 
geological survey to perfect it. 

That is not all, Mr. President. It was proposed by the Representa- 
tives from the West that the United States should discharge one plain 
duty, and that is to survey this publice domain. Speaking for the State 
from which my colleague and I come, we have a law which requires 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to pay 10 cents an acre for the 
survey, selection, segregation, and conveyance of the lands of that com- 
pany to it, aswindle on the railroad company, no doubt, but neverthe- 
less one by which they would be glad to abide I presume. 

It is a sufficient sum of money to survey the grant as made to that 
company, and yet the United States out of some sup political ex- 
igency refuses in the first place to discharge the contract which it made 
with that company in 1864 that it would survey the granted lands as 
fast as required by the construction of the road in sections of 25 miles, 
for that was in the contemplation of Congress when it passed that law, 
that whenever the Northern Pacific Railroad Company came here and 
said ‘* We want 25 miles of this land surveyed because we want to utilize 
it for the completion of this railroad,” you to do it, and yet 
you have not done it, They have built their road for hundreds of 
miles through unsurveyed regions, and millions of acres of unsurveyed 
land are within the limits of the grant at this time. 

It is perfectly within the competence of Congress to get all that land, 
120 miles wide and extending trom the Missouri River at Bismarck 
to the mouth of the Snake River, or possibly even farther west than 
that, into the States of Oregon and Washington, surveyed at somebody 
else's expense, but it is not done. Apprehensions that it would be 
talked about in the campaign as a profligate piece of extra’ ce have 
seemed heretofore more potent than the plain obligation of honor and 
duty and public interest combined, to see that that portion of the pub- 
lic domain was surveyed. 

We asked to have $600,000, which was $100,000 less than was pro. 
posed to be given to this Geological Survey, expended for the survey 
of the public lands, and it comes back from the conference committee 
reduced to $425, 000, and that, too, in such a shape that the various offices 
of the United States out there not being united in the appropriation— 
that is to say, what is appropriated for surveys does not include a suffi- 
cientamount to do the work that is to be done in the offices, and it is 
perfectly certain that we shall not be able to avail ourselves of all that 
is done for years to come. 

Up to 1876, if I remember rightly, the Congress of the United States, 
knowing about how much it would cost to e a given survey and 
about how much the field-notes and their transcription and the maps 
and the office work in the offices of the surveyors-general would cost, 
assumed to make appropriations that ran together a given amount for 
surveys and an adequate amount to care for the clerical work that ac- 
companied the survey. In that year the aggregate of these appropri- 
ations was ascertained, and in order that we might pose before the coun- 
try as patriots of superior virtue we reduced that aggregate amount 
and made the appropriation in a lump sum, to be distributed by the 
Executive ent according as its judgment should approve or as 
the importunities of Congressmen should be stronger or weaker. But 
we kept on with our old story, so far as making appropriations for 
clerks was concerned, reducing the amount, indeed, from time to time; 
and from that year until now there has been no relation between the 
amount of money that could be expended for surveys and the amount 
of money that was necessary for clerical work. 

I do not wish to seem ungraciousin this matter. I have been grati- 
fied at the signal sagacity and intelligence of our Committee on Appro- 
priations, with the importuning and, I might also say, begging re- 
quests of the conferees of the other branch of Congress to allow common 
sense to prevail in this matter; but inasmuch as this whole thing was 
a blunder begun by putting the most important piece of legislation 
since 1867 upon the statute-book at the close of an appropriation bill, 
and on the 2d day of October, 1888, after a long session, when every- 
body was as impatient as all are now I desired to wipe it out of existence 
and proceed to the consideration of those questions upon reports ol the 
Committee on Public Lands, skilled in the business of framing laws 
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to meet the exigencies of the occasion, and filled with information 
touching the needs of settlers and the interests of the country in that 


The House conferees, if I may judge from the reports that have come 
to the Senate floor, have stood against this attempt of the Senate with 
an obstinacy which I do not care to further characterize. The people 
of the West are again to be ignored. The great interests which have 
made this country strong are again to be forgotten, and we are to be 
fed again with promises and remitted to an unknown and uncertain 
future when this great wrong shall be maderight. But I say that the 
first duty the Congress owes to the people of the United States is to see 
that the public domain is all surveyed. It will cost just as much to 
do it at one time as another. It will prevent the confusion that pre- 
vails there. It will enable persons who, within my own knowledge, 
have lived on their little homes in some remote valley and recess of 
the Rocky Mountains for five or ten years to finally complete their title 
to their lands and to feel that they are the possessors of that paradise 
than which there is none better on earth, an American home. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the question now under considera- 
tion has been an extremely difficult one to deal with. TheSenate con- 
ferees have endeavored so far as possible to carry out the wishes and 

urposes of the Senate as expressed through numberless votes on this 
ill, 

I desire to say one word in response to the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. SANDERS] respecting the appropriations for surveys of the public 
lands, before entering into the question of irrigation. The Committee 
on Appropriations recommended $600,000 for the public-land surveys. 
This sum was agreed to unanimously by the Senate, but the House 
conferees steadfastly and vigorously insisted that the sum was entirely 

too large for this year. They had putin the bill $200,000; the Depart- 
ment had estimated for 8300, 000, and they confronted us with the state- 
ment that we could not go reasonably beyond the estimates. They 
finally reached a point when they agreed to allow $400,000 for surveys 
on the condition that the sum appropriated -for the expenses in the 
offices of the surveyors-general shonid be postponed until next winter, 
saying that the work in the field could not be completed until Congress 
again convened, and that then they would be ready to make the nec- 
essary appropriation for what is known as the office-work. 

Thus the conference stood for some days, and finally, upon persist- 
ence being made on our part to secure a greater sum, they yielded an 
additional sum of $25,000 upon the condition that we also should 
yield $25,000 upon the Geological Survey, which thus places the ap- 
propriation for the survey of public lands for this year at $425,000, a 
sum which I agree is inadequate under the conditions and situations 
of these new and growing States; but it was the best we could do, 
I will say to my friend from Montana, and it was very hard work to 
accomplish that. 

Mr. President, as this is probably the last time I shall have an op- 


portunity at this session of expressing views respecting the subject of 


irrigation, I wish to go briefly over its history. In the first place, the 

Committee on Public Lands in this body reported through the Senator 

from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] during the Fiftieth Congress, at an early 

period in that Congress, a joint resolution which is to be found in United 

States Statutes at Large, volume 25, pages 618 and 619, in this lan- 

guage: 

Joint resolution directing the Secretary of the Interior by means of the Direc- 
tor of the Geological Survey to investigate the practicability of constructin 
reservoirs for the storage of water in the arid regions of the United States, an 
to report to Congress. 


Whereas a large pe of the unoccupied public lands of the United States 
is located within what is known as the arid region and now utilized only for 
grazing purposes, but much of which, by means of irrigation, may be rendered 
as fertile and productive as any land in the world, capable of supporting alarge 
. adding to the national wealth and pros: ty; 
ereas all the water flowing during the summer months in many of the 
streams of the Rocky Mountains, Apon which chiefly the husbandman of the 
lains and tbe mountain valleys chiefly depends for moisture for his crops, has 
n appropriated and is for ihe irrigation of lands contiguous thereto, 
whereby a comparatively small area has been reclaimed; and 
Whereas there are many natural depressions near the sources and along the 
courses of these streams which may be converted into reservoirs for the storage 
of the surplus water which during the winter and spring seasons flows through 
the streams, from which reservoirs the water there stored can be drawn and 
conducted through ary devs constructed canals at the proper season, thus 
bringing large areas of land intocultivation and making desirable much of the 
public land for which there is now no demand: Therefore 
Be itresolwed by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior, by means of the Di- 
rector of the Geological Survey, be, and he is hereby, directed to make an ex- 
amination of that portion of the arid regions of the United States where agri- 
culture is carried on by means of irrigution, as to the natural advantages for 
the storage of water forirrigating purposes, with the practicability of construct- 
ing reservoirs, together with the capacity of the streams and the cost of con- 
struction and ity of reservoirs, and such other facts as bear on the question 
of storage of water for irrigating purposes; and that he be further directed to 
report to Congress as soon as practicable the result of such investigation. 
Approved March 20, 1888. 


Thus it will be seen that the Secretary of the Interior, by means of 
the Director of the Geological Survey, was required to make exami- 
nation of this irrigable region as respects whatcould be done in order 
to enable reservoirs and canals to be constructed. 

This joint resolution having been placed upon the statute-book, the 
Committee on Appropriations two years ago was confronted with a de- 


now in my eye from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] and other Senators from 
that region asked us in the execution of that joint resolution to give 
to the Geological Survey a small appropriation in order that they — — 
make the investigation authorized and directed by the joint resolution 
of the 20th of March, 1888. We listened to the Director of the Geo- 
logical Survey, able and strong and plausible, as he always as to the 
enormous benefits that would result from authorizing him to enter 
upon this survey. 

The Committee on Appropriations, after looking the question in the 
face and atter considering it by and large, arguingit upand downattwo 
or three sessions of that committee, declined—and I wish Senators to 
remember the fact that the Committee on Appropriations declined to 
make the appropriation songht, We declined 1t upon the ground that 
we believed that if we entered upon that question at all we should 
soon be confronted by the Director of the Geological Survey and by the 
exigencies of the situation with a demand for enormous appropriations 
for this purpose. Therefore we said, ‘‘ The Committee on Appropri 
tions can not afford to enter upon this new and untried scheme of di- 
verting all the great rivers from their beds into the high regions and 
the elevated plains east and west of the Rocky Mountains.“ 

The question came into the Senate, and the special committee hav- 
ing that matter in charge, having sent an amendment to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations looking to this appropriation, offered it here in 
this body, and under our rules it was in order. So far as I can re- 
member, every member of the Committee on Appropriations in this 
body deprecated the appropriation and opposed it; but a majority of 
the Senate put $150,000 upon the bill, the Committee on Appropria- 
tions being hostile to it at every stage, as Senators will remember and 
as the RECORD will disclose. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Is the Senator speaking of the amendment that 
finally became the act of October, 1888? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; Iam speaking of that appropriation. That 
appropriation, however, was agreed to after a full debate in this Cham- 
ber, and was embodied as a partof the appropriations in the sundry 
civil bill. There was in that appropriation no legislation. It was 
simply a naked appropriation, having for its intent and purpose the 
execution, as it was claimed by its friends, of the joint resolution which 
had passed the two Houses on the 20th of March, 1888. 

The bill thus amended went to the House of Representatives and 
went to the Committee on Appropriations there. They reported it 
back reducing the amount to $100,000, but paling upon it there in 
open House and after debate the legislation which has given us all the 
trouble that we have now; and in the face of that I am amazed to see 
in a debate in another place that we are charged with interpolating 
legislation on this bill in order to cure the great injustice and wrong 
done by the Honse of Representatives in 1888, when they forced upon 
the sundry civil bill this important legislation, depriving nearly one- 
third of the area of our country from the right and privilege of bein 
occupied as public land. That was the situation two years ago; an 
it was a great question, as Senators well know, with us then whether 
we would accept the appropriation with the conditions imposed upon 
it by the House of Representatives. 

The sundry civil bill two years ago was hung up here for nearly one 
month of the session chiefly upon this single item alone, and from the 
Committee on Appropriations, the conferees having in charge the meas- 
ure, at every step and every stage of it, consulted Senators who were 
deeply interested in the appropriation; aud we should have held out un- 
til doomsday but for the fact that the people interested in the appropria- 
tion finally yielded to this legislation rather than that the appropriation 
should fail. 

That was the situation in 1888, When 1889 came nearly one year 
passed away before it was even discovered that there was a universal 
reservation of all the lands within this area, On the 5th of August, 
1889, the Commissioner of the General Land Office, under instructions 
from the Secretary of the Interior, issued a circular stating that all the 
lands within the arid region were by the very terms of the act reserved 
from entry or occupation under any and every of the Jand laws of the 
United States. So when we came here this winter we were confronted 
with the situation which excluded from occupation and settlement all 
the public lands west of the one hundredth meridian, practically. 

I may say that I think, without reflection upon anybody, that there 
came to us from the House of Representatives the enormous appropria- 
tion of $770,000 to carry on the irrigation survey in the arid region— 
an appropriation hitherto unknown and unthought of as respects it, 
except in the prophesies made on this floor by us two years sgo, There 
was no suggestion in that appropriation of a relief to incipient settlers 
in the West, although they had taken up in the mean time nearly 
15,000,000 acres of land. Here was an appropriation holding in reserva- 
tion as under the law of 1888 this entire region of country. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator indulge me a moment while I call 
his attention to the fact that the House of Representatives had this 
justification at least, that the recommendation for the expenditure of 
an enormous sum for the purpose of the Geological Survey came down 
in the Book of Estimatesas being the judgment of the Interior Depart- 
ment as to what ought to be done? and in addition to that, and in con- 
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trast-with it, was the very meager estimate made by the same Depart- 
ment of only $200,000 to be appropriated for boun surveys in the 
new States and in all the Territories where there are public lands, 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, that is true. The House, singularly enough, 
because it is singular, followed the public estimates as respects the ap- 

priations for the survey of publie lands except that they gave only 
$500,000 where the estimate was $300,000, and they gave the very last 
dollar required for this irrigation survey. 

Now, your Committee on Appropriations, confronted with this large 
appropriation for the continuation of this irrigation survey, inasmuch 
as the House of Representatives had placed this legislation upon the 
appropriation and thereby done great injury to great classes of our peo- 

e, and especially great injury in the disturbance and retardation of 
the settlement of these new regions of our country, put upon this ap- 
propriation such a repealing clause as we thought would give relief to 
these settlers in the West, 

That is the situation up to this moment. Itwas tke intent and pur- 
pose, I may say, of the Senate, as I understood it, that this irrigation 
survey should be wi out of existence so far as it was possible to do 
it; that there should not remain of it a single vestige; and it was the 
purpose of your conferees on the part of the Senatethatany and every- 
thing that we could do to wipe from our statute- books this irrigation 
survey was done. But we were singularly confronted in the House of 
Representatives with people who were insisting that this irrigation 
survey should continue and should become a part of the settled and 

ent policy of the Government, namely, that we as a Govern- 
ment should undertake the great work of establishing reservoirs and 
locating canals for the diversion of great rivers in order that lands 
might be irrigated for settlers in all these Western States. 

So I beg Senators who now think that we have fallen short of our 
duty in this regard to remember that we were confronted on one side 
with a determination to preserveand protect and continue this survey, 
while we on the other, following, as we believed, the sincere judgment 
of the Senate and what met our own approval, a disposition to wipe 
out this survey entirely and get rid of it, the result has been the pro- 
vision now proposed to be inserted in this bill, 

This provision is not what. I, wish it were; it is not what the Senate 
conferees wanted; but it was the best solution that we could secure at 
this moment. Now, what is it? It is simply this. We have pre- 
served the reservoir sites located or selected under the appropriations 
heretofore made. The Senator from Nebraska asked me what was 
meant by the words location or selection.’’ I believe, in the first 
place, that this is a question for the Secretary of the Interior. He is 
the responsible officer as the head of that great Department. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I desire to ask the Senator from Iowa if these res- 
ervoir sites have been actually surveyed and located? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill come to that in a moment. I believe the 
Secretary of the Interior is the nsible head of that Department, 
and I say without hesitation that F believe it to be his duty to see to it 
that there is not set apart, as appears in the report referred to this morn- 
ing, 332 square miles ſor a reservoir. I may not be quite clear, but that 
reservoir, as I understand, is at the headwaters practically of the Mis- 
souri River, and it is selected with the idea and having in contempla- 
tion the diversion of the stream of that river for nearly a thousand miles. 
Is there a. sane man who lives this day who believes that such a diver- 
sion will be made within the next century? It may be that, as popu- 
lation grows to be two or three or four hundred million in our country, 
either by. private enterprise or by Government aid, somebody will be 
found who will divert great rivers like the Missouri River and the 
Yellowstone. - 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me to inquire if he assumes 

that a single reservoir of three hundred and odd miles has been set 
rt? 

Mr. ALLISON, Tonly assume what appears in this document and 
what is stated in the report. 

Mr. REAGAN. I know the Senator will find that that is a reservoir 
system which may consist of twenty or forty odd reservoirs, and is not 
one reservoir. 

Mr. ALLISON, Yes, Mr. President, I know. what is called a reser- 

A reservoir system is a system which diverts the Missouri 
River from its sources to its mouth. It is asystem which takes hold of 
the Yellowstone as it comes out from the mountain gorges of the Yel- 
lowstone Park, as everybody knows, with enomous. rapidity and de- 
clivity, and makes a reservoir there and all along down the valley ot 
the Yellowstone, That is a reservoir system. 

Mr. SANDERS. I should like to interrupt the Senator for the pur- 
pose of correcting him. The Missouri reservoir system, about which 
the principal of the Geological Survey talked to the committee, is not 
indicated at all. 

Mr, ALLISON. No, it is not. 

Mr. SANDERS, It is the Yellowstone reservoir system, and a very 
limited area as compared with what the Missouri River system must 
necessarily be when the Chief of the Geological Survey shall survey it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. I could not conceive of a system re- 

ing a reservoir of 332square miles that did not involve at least a large 
. I nndertake to say that this reservoir system under the amend- 
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ment which we propose will not have the effect intended unless the Sec- 
retary of the Interior shall devote his time to the matter and give his 
direction that the reservoirs shall be made. 

In response to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hicarxs] Iwill say that 
as I understand it these engineers have not gone upon the ground in 
every instance and made an actual local survey of these reservoirs. They 
have designated them largely upon maps. Here, for instance, are the 
Wheeler surveys and the Hayden surveys and all the surveys in the 
Rocky Mountain region which include topography. They have taken 
these topographic maps, and, seeing the undulations of the soil, the lo- 
cation of rivers, and streams making rivers, they have upon these maps 
designated the reservoirs.. But the reservoirs, under the meaning and 
intent and purpose of this amendment, can not be thus selected or lo- 


Mr. MOODY. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me to ask him a 
question in reference to this subject? 

Mr. ALLISON, Ves, sir. b 

Mr. MOODY.. I should like to know what the committee under- 
stands by the words in this report reserving particular spots in this re- 
gion: 

Reservoir sites-hereafter located or selected on public lands shall in like man- 
ner be reserved. 

Is there anything in the bill or in this provision which contemplates 
further proceedings to locate and select other reservoirs? I did not 
observe any appropriation. 

Mr. ALLISUN. There is no appropriation in this bill, as it stands 
to-day, for the irrigation survey. That survey, so far as this appro- 
priation is concerned, is segregated from the other appropriations; it 
is not here. But I will answer the Senator further, that we have made 
large appropriations here for the Geological Survey. The Director of 
the Geological Survey always states when inquired of that topography 
is the first, the elementary thiug in a geological survey. 

Mr. MOODY. But where is the authority in the appropriation to 
make a location of reservoirs? 

Mr. ALLISON. The law of 1888 is all. 

Mr. MOODY. Where is there any appropriation for that survey ? 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no appropriation for it. 

Mr. MOODY. Then, Lask the Senator, does not this afford room for 
the precise construction which the Secretary of the Interior has given to 
the old law, allowing him to reserve the whole country from settlement 
until an appropriation shall be made. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir, by no means, because we expressly state in 
this appropriation that no reservation shall take place until the location 
is made. The difficulty with the old law is that it provided that from 
and after the passage of the act these lands to be surveyed should be 
segregated and reserved. We provide here that these reservations shall 
not take place until the location and selection are made, 

Now, I want to say that no location and no selection can be made 
within the intent and purpose of this statute until it is selected either 
by marking upon the ground or by a designation in the Land Office by 
quarter-sections and townships, There are to be no floating selections, 
as suggested by the Senator from Montana. There must be a location 
and a. selection or a description, because the word ‘‘or’’ is used in- 
stead of ‘‘and.’’ ‘Therefore it must be done so that any man who 
wishes to know can know where it is, and that only can be done by 
metes and bounds, giving the southwest quarter and the northwest 
quarter, etcs, of such a section in such a township and ran 

So, Mr. President, although we did not secure in this report all that 
we wished to secure, I think we have made great and substantial prog- 
ress in the interest and direction of accomplishing what our friends in 
these new States.so much desire, and what L believe is so necessary to 
the growth and development of that country. We yielded to a propo- 
sition on the part of the House which they made, allowing only 320 
acres to be taken under all the land laws of the United States. Ien- 
tered that domain, as did the other Senate conferees, reluctantly, but 
we were obliged to enter upon it in order to secure an agreement. 

This whole agreement is temporary, I agree. The Senate, through 
its proper committee, should take up this great question of the public 
lands and deal with it originally and irrespective of the provision of 
October 2, 1828, or the provision that we propose to insert in this re- 

rt. 
ir: President, that is all T desire to say. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I do not think the conference report 
is subject to the criticism made by the honorable Senator from Mon- 
tana [Mr. SANDERS]. I do think it subject to another criticism which 
I shall present. The criticism of that Senator was that a report came 
in here which recognized the reservation of unlocated reservoirs, and 
the Senator made an extensive argument to show that the great num- 
ber of reservoirs contained in this report were not located as shown by 
the table to which he referred. The report to which the Senator re- 
ferred states on page 54: 


The selection of reservoir sites involves their withdrawal from oceupation 
and entry by settlers under the various land acts. This should be one of the 
first subjects to engage the engineer's attention. He should first reconnoiter 
such localities as seem to offer facilities for good reservoir sites, and form pre- 
liminary 7 their ble areas of water surface withont entering 
into surveys, To surface should be added for each site an ample 
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— A of safety around it. Ho should identify its situation the Land Of 
fice plats in-the local land office having jurisdiction over it, pa make report to 
this office that a practicable site has been selected, specifying the ranges, town- 
ships, and sections. 

I have not all the papers before me and I shall not be able to give 
all the data that I may refer to, but it is true that no selection of a 
reservoir site can be made by the Director of the Geological Survey 
until that condition is complied with of making a report, in land office 
terms, indicating the township, range, and section on which the res- 
ervoir is situated; and upon that information maps were constructed, 
which were presented to the Senate Committee on Appropriations, 
showing the specific location of these reservoirs—not all of them, but 
to a very large extent. 

Mr. SANDERS. How many, I should like to ask the Senator? 
How many? More than three? 

Mr. REAGAN. Oh, Mr. President, that is a wild question to ask 
of any one who looked at that map and saw it spotted all over with 
reservoirs; and the Senator asks if there were only three. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I propose to look at facts and not to manufacture them. Idesire 
to look at this question as it is, 

Now, I undertake to say that there is not one single reservoir men- 
tioned here that is not distinctly and specifically locatable on the Land 
Office maps. So I do not think it necessary to say anything further on 
that criticism, which is that the committee has agreed to a conference 
report so loose that it left hundreds of reservoir sites unlocated to be 
reserved from entry. That is all I have to say on that point. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me, I know he is very 
familiar with this subject, and as I did not see the map to which he 
refers, and which he says was dotted all over with these reservoir sites, 
I should like to ask him for information only how many reservoirsites 
have been designated upon actual survey, if he knows 

Mr. REAGAN. That I am unable to answer. 

Mr. SPOONER. In contradistinction from the general floating des- 
ignation of sites which may possibly upon survey hereafter be desig- 
nated. 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I do not profess to be able to give 
all the information in the Geological Survey. 

Mr. SPOONER. Or can the Senator state in a general way? 

‘Mr. REAGAN. I do not know the number specifically located and 
surveyed, 

Mr. SANDERS. If the Senator from Texas will allow me, I can 
perhaps answer the Senator from Wisconsin as to Montana. According 
to that report there were 1,762 square miles reserved, and there are 
11,600 acres of reservoir sites alleged to have been surveyed. 

Mr. SPOONER. That, Mr. President, if the Senator from Texas 
will permit me, does not answer the question or afford me the infor- 
mation which I desire. I understand-that these reservations are not 
of reseryoir sites actually located, but that they are reservations of vast 
bodies of land on which Major Powell, if I may use hisname properly 
in this connection, thinks possibly upon a survey the sites may be here- 
after located. What I want to get at, if any Senator can give it to nie, 
is an approximate estimate of the number of sites, if there are any, 
which have been located upon actual survey. 

Mr. REAGAN. If there are no sites located according to law, then 
the Senators have nothing to complain of, and that ought to be an 
answer. If they have been located according to law they can go to the 
proper office and get that information. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is the Senator from Texas able to say that one 
reservoir site has been located upon actual survey? 

Mr. REAGAN. Why, Mr. President, we are informed that very 
many have been located upon actual survey. Iam not familiar even 
with this report, for I never read it, and I only picked it up and saw 
what I stated here, and I will read another paragraph from it in an- 
other place for the benefit of the Senator from Wisconsin: 

The preliminary withdrawal of reservoir sites is an operation which should 
be conducted with secrecy and dispatch, and every effort made to avoid being 
anticipated by jumpers and speculators. 

That is, areconnaissance is first to be made indicating where probable 
reservoirs can be located.. When thatinformation is obtained, and be- 
fore the survey is made, it is deemed advisable in the interest of the 
Governmentand of the people who are interested in this land that that 
information shall remain with them until they can make the survey. 

Mr. SANDERS, Mr, President—— 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, of course I will submit to any in- 
terruption, but I should like to get a few lines in. 

Mr. SANDERS, I shall not interrupt the Senator again, but this 
isnew tome. I understand him tosay that the Chief of the Geolog- 
ical Survey has sent his men out there to reconnoiter the country and 
to look it over and ascertain regions where, in their judgment, reser- 
voirs would probably be located, and that that is the land included in 
that reservation. I should like to know by what authority itis given 
to him to withdraw any land except reservoirs actually selected. 

Mr. REAGAN. TheSenator’s suggestions cover two or three points. 
The Senator misunderstood me somewhat. I did not say that the Di- 
rector of the Geological Survey sent persons there for the purpose of 


making reconnaissances. I said that he pointed ont their duty to do 


that preliminary to making the actual surveys of these reservoirs; and 


now again I read, as I intended to do, so that the Senator from Wis- 
consin can hear what further he says on that subject: ` 

The selection of reservoir sites inyolves their withdrawal from occupation 
and entry by settlers under the various land acts. 

The other question of the Senator from Montana I shall endeavor to 
answer a little further on, if I can remember it. 

This should be one of the first subjects to engage the engineer's attention. 
He should first reconnoiter such localities as seem to offer facilities for good 
reservoir sites, and forma preliminary judgment of their possible areas of water 
surface without entering into detail surveys, To this surface should be added 
for each site an ample margin of safety around it, He should identify its situa- 
tion upon the Land Office plats in the local land office having jurisdiction over 
it, and make report to this office that a practicable site has been selected, spec- 
ifying the ranges, townships, and sections. 

That is for the purpose of getting identity of location. 

Now, in relation to the other questions 

Mr. POWER. Will the Senator allow me one question ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Let me answer the question of the Senators col- 
league, and then I will answer his if I ean. 

Now, the Senator asks a question which involves a large range of 
thought upon this subject, where the Director of the Geological Survey 
gets the authority to set apart large regions of country; and something 
like that, I believe, was said by the Senator from Wisconsin. The 
Director of the Geological Survey is guided by an act of Congress. 
Will any Senator say that he has not strictly pursued the directions of 
the act of Congress in the discharge of his duties on this subject? And, 
if he has, why so much denunciation of him and complaint against him 
for doing what the Congress of the United States with the approval of 
the President of the United States has directed him to do? 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Texas permit me to inter- 
rupt him a moment ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator must not place me in the of 
Senators who contest the correctness of the construction which the Sec- 
retary of the Interior placed upon the act of 1888, for I believe it to 
have been entirely correct. 

Mr. REAGAN. I remember now that the Senator so stated in the 
former debate. 

Mr. SPOONER. T have repeatedly so stated. 

Mr. REAGAN. Now, Mr. President, as to the Director of the Geo- 
logical Survey setting apart large regions of country, he can set apart 
nothing. He can, under the law which sets apart reservoirs and ditches 
and lands liable to reservation, segregate the reservoirs, indicate the 
lines of the ditehes, and segregate the amount of land subject to irri- 
gation under the act of Congress. Every time this system ot criticism 
is made upon the Director of the Geological Survey it is an attack upon 
the Congress itself, and if wrong has been done it ought to be willing to 
bear the odium of its own wrongs, and not attempt to erect ascapegoat 
to carry its sins into the wilderness of ſorgettulness. 

Now, practically we are advised by the Director of the Geological Sur- 
vey that in the execution of the act of Congress it was thought advis- 
able to ascertain irrigation basins, not to set them apart, for he had no 
power to set them apart and did not pretend to set them apart; but to 
ascertain irrigation basins, that is, the drainage system that would sup- 
ply a particular reservoir, to ascertain what the water supply would 
be, either from the flowing streams or from the rainfall on that area, 
to indicate the location for the reservoir, and when the reservoir site 
is located a detailed survey is made for the purpose of determining its 
capacity for the holding of water. Under the law and the instructions, 
the irrigation basin is to be designated by Jandmarks connected in land- 
office terms with the surveys in the General Land Office, so that all men 
may be advised where they are. 

I thought it necessary to say this much in answer to the suggestion 
of the Senator from Montana, and in order that we might not continue to 
denounce as unlawful the acts of the Director of the Geological Survey, 
who has but simply performed the duty required at his hands by the 
action of Congress. 

Mr. President, I feel that some notice would he proper of some of 
the remarks made by the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions upon this subject. He speaks of the action of Congress in setting 
apart these desert lands as a great wrong—lI do not use his language 
as a great wrong done to those people there and to those who desire to 
settle in that country. Why was it done if it was a great wrong? I 
remember very well when the act of 1888 was up for consideration in 
the Senate it proposed that the Director of the Geological Survey should 
desig®te the places for reservoirsand ditches. On myown amendment 


the proposition was added that the reservoirs and ditches should be 


reserved from location and entry. That bill went to the other House 
and there a provision was added to it that the land subject to be irri- 
gated should also be reserved. It may not have been according to the 
views of Senators, and I take it for granted the Senator from Iowa 
correctly as to the views of the Committee on 1 of 
e Senate; but whether it was according to their view or not, the 
Senate of the United States and the House of Representatives agreed to 
that law, and it was signed by the President. 
Why was it done? This great movement, involving a vast region of 


country, about two-fifths of the territorial area of the United States, 
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peculiarly situated, and differently situated from the balance of the 
country, which is supplied with the ordinary rainfall, had to be dealt 
with in the interest of the ene and of Sor Government, he pome 

ears preceding that date, and the very year i 

the Aai of the Commissioner of the General Lens Office show 
monstrous frauds and perjury and forgery in the acquisition of the public 
lands of the United States. Of course I can not know the secret working 
of the minds of Senators, but I suppose that the preservation of these 
lands for the use of actual settlers lay in the minds of Senators and of 
Representatives, or that reservation would not have been made. Isup- 
pose that it was to wrest that vast territory from the clutches of spec- 
ulators and corporations that this reservation was made. I believe that 
it was wise, humane, just, and statesmanlike to make it, 

I do not join in the denunciation either of the Congress or of the 
Director of the Geological Survey, and I will add just here, because it 
is appropriate to add, that the Senate, in pursuance of the policy which 
had been adopted by two acts of Congress, after resolutions and inves- 
tigations on full information before the Senate committee and the 
House committee, appointed a select committee to go through that 
arid region for the purpose of investigating its condition and to report 
to the Senate. It, with great Jabor and with great industry, through 
its chairman, the honorable Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], and 
a portion of its members, made a very thorough investigation, took a 
great deal of testimony, and reported these facts to the Senate. Accom- 
panying the report were two bills by that committee to carry out the 
purposes of Congress and enable the people to occupy and use this land. 

T now desire to call the attention of Senators who are denouncing 
this policy to this point, and I beg the attention of the Senate to it. 
If the Senate had been as industrious in endeavoring to secure the pas- 
sage of one of those bills into law as it has been industrious in endeavor- 
ing to secure the repeal of the act of 1888, to open this land to specu- 
lators and syndicates and corporations, we would to-day in all proba- 
bility have had a good law, well matured, showing how this land and 
this water in the arid regions were to be utilized for the benefit of 
actual settlers; and if one of those measures had been adopted it would 
have absolutely excluded speculation from this vast territory where it 
had not already had its incipient stages and gone beyond legal control. 

Such a policy would have provided homes for countless thousands of 
men, with water to irrigate their lands, and would have made the val- 
leys of that arid region, where they could be irrigated, as suggested by 
the Senator from Montana, a very paradise on earth. 

But the chairman of the committee is not willing to see that done, 
and his associates, a number of them, are not willing to see it done. 
Why? That question may be answered by them, and it may be an- 
swered in a way satisfactory to the reason of the people interested in 
that country, but the purpose was in repealing the act of 1888 te con- 
firm the claims of locations made there. I call the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that after the passage of this act, within one year, 
thirty-three corporations had been organized in the Territory of New 
Mexico alone to absorb this land, and thata like process is going on in 
the States and Territories of the arid region. 

Mr. POWER. May I ask a question of the Senator ?, 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. POWER. Does the Senator know of any such corporations in 
Montana or in Wyoming? 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator knows that there are none, he can 
state it. Ihave stated formerly several times that I have not gone 
over the other States and Territories and only gave that which came 
in an official form, I do not know whether there are or not. 

Mr. POWER. The Senator spoke about corporations, and I should 
like to have him mention the names of the corporations that he knows 
of. 

Mr. REAGAN, Whether there are any corporations there or not, I 
venture that if the Senator saw proper he could indicate many persons 
who would be vastly benefited by a repeal of that law and by secur- 
ing most valuable lands and water privileges. 

It is that, Mr. President, which I have resisted from the beginning, 
until resistance has to be practicable, and I do not now occupy 
the attention of the Senate for the purpose of carrying out the policy 
which seems to me wise, but only to vindicate the wisdom of Congress 
and the policy it adopted, and to vindicate as far as it may be neces- 
sary the action of the Director of the Geological Survey under the an- 
thority of the act of Congress. My judgment is, if there had been no 
speculation behind this move it never would have been made. My 
judgment is that, if we had been seeking for the welfare of thegpeople, 
if we had been seeking to provide homes for the homeless, it we had 

been seeking to devote the public lands to the use of actual settlers 
npon them, cultivators of the soil, we would have none of this, but we 
would have had a bill which would have carried out the purposes 
originally contemplated by the act of 1888. 

I want to disagree with the hdnorable Senator from Iowa about the 
construction of the conference report. In the ninety-ninth amendment 
it provides: 

One-half of which sum shall be expended west of the one hundredth merid- 
jan; and so much of the act of Octo 2,1888, entitled “An act making appro- 


priations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 8 ing 
June 30, 1889, and for other purposes,“ as provides for the withd: of the pub- 


lic lands from entry, occupation, an 
pan N 
been enacted— a 

I think that is a proper provision— 
except that reservoir sites heretofore located or selected shall remain segregated 
and reserved from entry or settlement as provided by said act— 

That is, until by additional legislation provision shall be made for 
their disposition or until the President shall issue a proclamation open- 
ing them for settlement and occupation— 
until otherwise provided 17 law, and reservoir sites hereafter located ox se- 


lected on public lands shall in like manner be reserved from the date of the 
location or selection thereof. 


d settlement is hereby repealed, and all en- 
faith and valid but for said act shall be 
in the same manner as if said law had not 


The Senator from Iowa assumes that in order that they should be 
reserved, in the first place, it was a question for the Secretary of the 
Interior, with which I agree; the first responsibility will rest upon 
him; but the ultimate determination of this may have to be settled 
by the courts if controversy is made, and they will be the final arbi- 
ters, if that becomes necessary, and not the Secretary of the Interior. 

Then on that the Senator from Towa assumes that these reservoirs 
must be segregated and surveyed before they could be exempt under 
the provisions of this compromise. If that was what was meant, lan- 
guage ought to have been put there saying that and they ought not to 
have said located or selected.“ In the land laws, under the land sys- 
tem, the words location“ and selection“ have their appropriate 
meanings attached to them, that the Secretary of the Interior, the Com- 
missioner of the Land Office, and the courts of the country will apply 
to them. My judgment is that any act which locates or designates 
these reservoirs under this system will be protected from location by 
the public until further action by Congress. 

The point of objection I have to this is that the bill provides for the 
Director of the Geological Survey to go on expending a considerable 
sum of money west of the one hundredth meridian of longitude in 
designating reservoir sites and places for ditches, and it reserves those 
so located or selected after the passage of this act, if they have not be- 
tween the passage of this act and their selection been appropriated by 
private parties. That is what this means, The very fullinformation 
that now exists in the minds of those who engage in these speculations 
will enable them whenever the act of 1888 is repealed to seize upon 
the most valuable sources of water supply and the most valuable lands, 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the Senator from Oregon ? 

Mr. REAGAN, Certainly. 

Mr. DOLPH. I send to the Senator the report of the conference 
committee. I think the Senator is in fault. I fear the reservation of 
sites already selected cuts off all intervening settlements on this whole 
amount of 1,700 square miles in Montana. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There is no doubt about it. 

Mr. SANDERS. It clearly does. 

Mr. REAGAN, I understand that it does. 

Mr. DOLPH. I understood the Senator to say it did not. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam simply giving what seems to me the appro- - 
priate construction of the language used in the item which is to go into 
the law. I was going to say, and the information! have is, that it did 
not reserve the water supply without reference to the factasto whether 
it had been reserved before the passage of this act or not, and without 
reference to the fact that a future designation for reservation should be 
made. It seems to me that it is so important to thesettlement of that 
country, to the interest of the people who are to occupy that country, 
that monopoly of that water should not be had by private persons or 
by corporations that it would have been wise in the committee to 
agree that all reservoir sites and places for canals and ditches should 
be reserved. I see that they have done the equivalent of reserving 
places for canals and ditches by requiring that those who obtain lands 
in their patents shall have a clause inserted that the right of way for 
canals and ditches shall be preserved. 

The report of the committee of course is not what I would have had, 
because I would have carried out the purpose of the act of 1888 as in- 
dicated by the bill which the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones], and myself reported to the 
Senate, making full provisions for the disposition ofthat land. If our 
action had met the approval of the Senate it might to-day all have 
been open for settlement and use, but it did not suit the purposes of 
gentlemen to open that land for use in that way, but to insist on open- 
ing it to all comers, . 

However much may be said about the action of the House of Repre- 
sentatives in resisting that, they, in my judgment, are entitled to the 
profound gratitude of the American people for saving to them the little 
that they have saved in this conference report. Ishall not vote against 
this rt, because I do not expect to be able toimprove it, and yet it 
is not just what I would have had. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the solicitude of the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] about the people of the Northwest in the arid 
regions is very touching. It is only excelled by the Senator’s fear of 
rane I should be much more impressed with the remarks of the 
Senator from Texas if he had not spent two hours yesterday in appeal- 


Toes the Senator from Texas yield 
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ing to the Senate to put these arid-land settlers and the miners of that 
region of country who make a market for the arid-land settlers under 
‘the control of the great lead trust and smelters’ combine, which yester- 
day was the subject of his anxiety and solicitude. 

Mr. President, I will only say that when the people of that arid re- 
gion seek a champion on this floor they will not select the Senator from 
Texas, either because of anything in his past history or what he may 


say sagen 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I dislike to prolong this diseus- 
sion. The questions are well understood. ‘The objection, however, 
which has been urged against the repeal of the unfortunate reservation 
of 1888 is that great Jand frauds will be perpetrated and that com- 
panies have been organized for the purpose of 2 those frauds 
and thata large number of entries have already been e. It is true 
that the construction which has finally obtained upon this law, which 
excludes from entry two-fifths of the area of the United States, in which 
are located all the public lands of the country, did not obtain until 
quite recently. In the mean time entries were allowed as usual, set- 
tlers went forward, and the character of the entries is made known, 
and the facts with regard to those entries wholly disprove all of this 
artificial cry about a monopoly. 

There is no monopoly of the public lands now taking place. It is 
impossible to monopolize irrigated land; it requires too much expense 
and too much attention after it is reclaimed. Persons can not reclaim 
it at the expense of from $5 to $20 an acre and let it lie idle. To be 
cultivated it must have constant attention, and men must live uponit 
in small quantities with their families. That is the experience, and 
to show what that experience is as contradistinguished from the vast 
eee that took place when the lands of the Mississippi Valley 
were being taken, I call attention to a Jist which was introduced by 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] on the 8th of August, page 
9070 of the RECORD, when this matter was before the Senate. He gave 
a table which contained a list of entries that have been allowed and 
have been made since the 2d of October, 1888. 

Without giving the details of the list, I will give the aggregate. 
‘The number of acres entered since that time under all the laws, in the 
arid region, is 9,168,716. That is a pretty large amount of land, and 
in an arid country, it is true, bnt then who entered the land and in 
what quantity? The total number of filings which constituted this 
amount was 134,000, making less than 70 acres for each filing. Does 
anybody want a better limitation than the natural order of things and 
than has operated upon the taking of these lands? Men have neces- 
sarily taken small quantities because they could only irrigate small 
quantities, and there is no monopoly going on. 

‘Then I ask if it would not be an outrage to continue this reservation 
and prevent those 134,000 people who haye entered small quantities 
from perfecting their entries? Of course the people went out there 
before the Department ascertained that this land was withdrawn by 
the law, before this construction was placed upon it, and 134,000 of 
them went, takiny less that 70 aeres apiece. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Those are simply the entries that were made alter 
October 2, 1888. A great many entries were made before that time and 
not perfected. 

Mr, STEWART. But it has cut off all those who entered before and 
and whose entries were not perfected; but those I have given were 
entered since October 2, 1888, and which are ordered to be canceled, 
since it has been discovered by the astute lawyers of the Department 
that this sweeping reservation can be made to include the entire land. 

Of course that law has to be repealed. No man in his senses would 
say that 134,000 people who have gone out there as settlers and have 
taken less than 70 acres apiece to reclaim the desert land should have 
their entries canceled and they be driven from the country. 

As to the history of this matter I will say one word, rather in jus- 
tification of myself. I have given considerable attention to this sub- 
ject of irrigation. It is a great subject, because it includes a large por- 
tion of the area of the United States and because it is a healthy, desir- 
able country to live in, abounding in mineral resources, with a local 
market for farmers and places where a large population is ultimately 
to live. It was a matter of great importance. I ascertained the fact 
that in the high mountains there were flats and lakes in which water 
could be stored by reservoirs, and that they were public lands, a por- 
tion of them. Some of them had been taken; some of them would 
have been taken. I thought, and think still, if we could have had 
these palpable reservoir sites where water could be stored in the mount- 
ains surveyed and set aside, it would prevent the necessity of future 
condemnation and would facilitate the irrigation and save a great deal 
of trouble. 

That was all there was In the original plan. For that purpose a meas- 
ure was brought forward, and that was all that was intended by the 
bill, which was prepared and reported by the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER]. We conversed about the valleys in the mountain re- 
gions of Colorado, and thought that those places which were particularly 
adapted for reservoirs should be setaside. Accordingly we asked for a 
small appropriation to do that work, which the Senate incorporated in 
the bill of 1888, and in the House a provision was put upon the bill 
reserving the lands to be irrigated thereby. We had no idea that it 
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would be extended as a reservation of all the lands. We protested 
against it in that form, There finally was a provision attached to it 
that the President might by proclamation open these lands to home- 
steads. We supposed that there would be buta small quantity of the 
lands in any event that would be irrigated by these reservoirs and 
that could be opened to homestead. The Committee on Public Lands 
had a bill under consideration which they expected to pass, 

the whole matter, and finally we consented to let it go. That was in 
the fall of 1888, 

In the winter of 188889, or in the next short session, a further 
appropriation of $250,000 for the same purpose was made, for the pur- 
pose of aiding irrigation and bringing to the knowledge of the differ- 
ent sections the information that was existing in regard to irrigation. 
In some places they had been exceedingly successful; in other places 
they were entirely ignorant in regard to it. It was thought best that 
the matter should be investigated by a select committee. 

I offered a resolution for that purpose; the committee was appointed, 
and I entered upon the investigation with a portion of the committee. 
Some of them stood by meall the time. My friend from Texas worked 
hard and intelligently on that committee, and we took a large amount 
of valuable testimony and compiled a very large amount of facts as to 
what had been done in the United States in the way of irrigation, the 
manner of using water and the objections to the ordinary use of water 
for irrigating purposes. In some places they flood their land and de- 
stroy it. . In other places they establish the areas, In fact, we found 
place after place where they knew nothing about irrigation and were 
actually in a starving condition with water running past fertile lands 
because they had never seen irrigation practiced. : 

We thought we were accomplishing a great p , and when we 
had traveled through all the States and Territories and collected that 
information, we came to Washington and pursned our investigation. 
Then, instead of meandering these reservoir sites and setting them 
aside, as we supposed was to be done, after we returned here we found 
for the first time that they had simply reconnoitered the country and 
selected on Government maps the reservoir sites, consisting of sections 
nnd townships and ranges. A large portion of the country where these 
selections were made had not been surveyed, the townships were merely 
imaginary and marked on the Government surveys. 

This mode of selection tied up a vast amount of country unnecessarily 
and gave very little information. It gave no information whatever to 
those desiring to settle. It was not even marked in the local land offices, 
so that the settler had no information as to what was reserved as reser- 
voirsites. The whole object of the law that we had in contemplation _ 
was defeated; it accomplished no purpose. We found the country tied 
up and all the land offices in the United States practically closed, and 
settlers being driven back and denied the right to enter upon their 
lands; and then we found that that portion of the law which provided 
for the segregation of irrigable lands from other lands had been executed 
in the same way by the designation on the Government maps of town- 
ships and ranges without any specific designation of what land could be 
irrigated and what could not. Of course, this accomplished no good 
purpose, but simply tied up the country and caused confusion. 

Now, this repeal will be a great boon. It will enable the 130,000 
people who have made entries to perfect their entries. It will allow 
others to make entries under the existing law. I do not think the re- 
striction to 320 acres to the man will do any harm, because thereis no 
disposition to take large quantities. They can not hold it and utilize 
it in large quantities. It must be done by individuals. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me to say that 
this is a general provision and refers to all lands, not alone to desert-land 
claims? : > 

Mr. STEWART. There is not much of other lands. 

Mr. DOLPH. But it is applied to all the land laws of the United 
States, not only the general laws, but all laws that provide for the en- 
try of public lands, either general or local. - 

Mr. STEWART. Where there is irrigation the quantity is not Ia 
and 320 acres will be sufficient. Ido not object to that limitation. 
At all events it is a great deal better to take that limitation than to 
have no land for settlers. It is better to take that limitation than to 
have it tied up and those who have gone there and those who are con- 
templating going there to be driven from their homes or prevented 
from making homes where they desire upon the public lands. Itisa 
great gain. 

I do not think there is a disposition to monopolize the public lands. 
The tendency is not that way. We had the experience in California, 
where they had the large Mexican land grants. They remained as herd- 
ing grounds in vast quantities, excluding settlement altogether for more 
than a quarter of a century, and it was regarded in California as a great 
objection, as it was, to the progress of that country. When the system 
of irrigation was inaugurated it became necessary to cut up those 
grants. Some of them undertook toirrigate themselves, but they soon 
found that they must divide up the grants. Take the Los Angeles re- 
gion, take the southern part of California, all that country consisted of 
a few large grants; but when they came to irrigate and.cultivate the 
land they found that a few men could not hold it, and in the very 
nature of things it had to be cut up. 
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It is the force of irrigation that has divided up and not consolidated 
the lands in California. So it will be everywhere. Where land is to 
be irrigated you will have a vast number of people to control it and 
manage it themselves. Consequently it does not need the same guard- 
ing against monopoly as the prairies of the West, where a man can 

e land and hold it for an indefinite time, and others improve about 
him and increase the value of it. It is of no value until money is spent 
upon it. These desert lands have no value for any purpose until they 
are irrigated, and when they are irrigated in order to be made avail- 
able they must be cultivated. Any person in this country who at- 
tempts te monopolize irrigated land and cultivate it on his own ac- 
count will find that he has a bad job on his hands, and that he will 
have to cut it up. 

I understand very well that it is necessary, in order to construct these 
great irrigation works, that there shall bea combination of capital; and 
the principle of co-operation in this case issuch that if you make your 
laws convenient so that the settlers can combine they will combine with 
apapa; the money will be put in and the water will be put on the 

d. 

Mr. President, this question is practically solved by the wise pro- 
visions made in the constitutions of the various new States. They have 
all—I think every one of them—put into their constitutions provisions 
similar to that of the constitution of California, to the effect that the 
water belongs to the State and the State assumes control of it as a pub- 
lic right. States should control the water, and then if a company at- 
tempts to monopolize the water the State will regulate it so that it can 
be distributed properly among the people. 

In California these ditch companies were monopolizing the water and 
holding it at such a high price as to be materially detrimental to the 
public. California adopted a new constitution, and in that constitution 
provided that the boards of supervisors of the various counties should 
regulate the rates for water supplies. They did so, and the result was 
that the ditch-owners sold their interests, and the land and water were 

in united in the same owner. Mr. President, there is a great deal 

experience and a great deal of wisdom in that country, and if the 
— of that country are left to themselves I am satisfied there will 
very little trouble, 

I think it is as importantin to that as it is in regard to other 
matters connected with agriculture that the Government should col- 
lect the information, find out the best method of irrigation, and pub- 
lish the results, just as it publishes the best methods of fertilizing the 
soil and the best methods of preventing contagious diseases, ete. Let 
the cr peerage Department do that, and let Congress pass such laws 
as will enable the people themselves to reclaim these desert lands. 

Ihave now come totheconclusion, Mr. President, that the best method 
of reclaiming these lands is to turn them over to the States, and par- 
ticularly to those States which have been wise enough to provide in 
their constitutions that the water belongs to the State, so that the peo- 

ean be better protected. Ido not believe there is wisdom enough 

persons living at a distance from those States to see how this matter 
can be carried on. 

I congratulate the committee on its success in li these lands 
from the reservation of 1888 and it possible for settlers in 
the West to obtain homes. It will conduce to the prosperity of that 
country and will beZhailed by the people of that country as a great 
boon, - This legislation will be known in three days all over the entire 
West, and will give new life and new hope to those pioneers who are 
making efforts to develop that country. 

Mr. President, I will not prolong this discussion any further. I 
merely desire to say that the only difficulty about this bill is the res- 
ervation of the reservoir sites. Those are very indefinite reservations, 
those that have been selected. If they had been selected on the ground 
and marked there would have been no difficulty, but it will probably re- 
quire further legislation in regard to those reservations in order to avoid 
interminable lawsuits. Still it is probable that we can get these res- 
ervoir sites that have been selected defined in some way, so that the 
people will know where they are. That is the next work, to regulate 
that. The selection of reservoirs by townships is absurd. Reservoirs 
do not assume that shape. It is absurd to select them by imaginary 
lines, townships that have not been surveyed. Of course they must be 
located; of course they must be surveyed and laid down so that the 
people will know. That is not provided for in this bill. Butitis a 
great step in advance, and I congratulate the committee on having ac- 
com so m 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I desire to add s few wordsin reference 
to this conference report. 

In my judgment and opinion, which I believe is sustained conclu- 
sively by facts which amount to a demonstration, the repeal of this 
amendment will result in the imposition of æ tribute of not less than 
five billions of dollars upon the people who shall inhabit that terri- 
tory. It is neither more nor less than a gift, by an act of legislation, to 
a privileged class, with power to impose an unlimited tribute upon the 

ulation that shall inhabit two-fifths of the area of the United States. 

Vow, Mr. President, there are two opinions u this subject which 
prevail in this country, as to the effect of the policies which shall con- 
centrate the ownership of the soil, whether they be merely economic or 


lute control of the entire resources and labor of the country. I am of 
that opinion. 

Here is the practical question: Have the timber-culture and desert- 
land laws had the effect of restraining the acquirement of these lands 
for speculative purposes, of putting them within the control of citizens 
of the United States who shall go upon them for cultivation free of 
tribute, or will the effect of this legislation be to stop the settlement 
of this vast area of the continent by actual settlers in free homes un- 
der the operation of these laws without any limitation at all in favor 
of those who shall cultivate the land? Will it be to vest them in the 
hands of corporations who shall have power to impose a price upon 
them to be paid with years of labor and toil by the pene? 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] allu to the experi- 
ence of California. Everyone knows, Mr. President, that the effect of 
a system of irrigation will unquestionably promote settlement, but the 
question is whether it is best that it shall be by the imposition upon 
the land, as a condition of its occupation and cultivation, of such trib- 
ute as an individual or a corporation may impose, or shall it be done 
by the Government requiring the land to be free, in the first instance, 
and in the hands of the citizens? That is the question. It is not 
whether the lands will be occupied, but whether you will impose upon 
them a condition which shall enhance the profit of the individual or 
the corporation, giving the power of imposing upon the settler who 
shall go upon that land such conditions of occupation as they may think 
proper. 

The question isa broad one. The people of this country have de- 
termined that it is one of the first principles of free government that 
the soil should be in the ownership of the people who live upon it and 
cultivate it, and tbat the policies of the Government should be in that 
direction. 

Shall we have a landed aristocracy, a moneyed arisi „a privi- 
leged class, in whose possession the fruits of the labor of people 
shall be gathered by law, men of enormous wealth, while the great 
body ot the e are poor ? 

Shall we have laws which will have this effect or shall we have 
such laws as will make all accumulations of wealth by individuals the 
result of individual effort without aid from legislation? Shall we have 
free homes for the people or shall they serve a lifetime for them ? 

Vast areas of this country have been conveyed to a corporation, the 
Northern Pacific Railroad, a corporation owned, as all seed ge are, 
by non-resident owners of its bonds, for money has no I habitation; 
and if it be true that corporate association is necessary for reclamation 
of these arid lands, and you neglect to impose such restraints as will 
prevent that corporate power from acquiring them, in the first instance, 
then you vest the power to impose this tribute in the hands of money- 
lenders and of money-owners, not of this country alone, but of the 
world, for money goes wherever it finds its profitable use. 

You have in this one act very far to subvert your free institu- 
tions, your equality before law; you have made a privileged class, 
and the fact that they have no title of nobility in no way prevents them 
from 2 a class of nobility elevated above their fellow-men and con- 
trolling all the powers of government. 

That is the question which is presented here. It is not whether or 
not the Director of the Geological Survey has acted wisely or unwisel, N. 
whether he made an actual survey or whether he used the topograph- 
ical information that had already been acquired by his nt, 
It is not whether these reservoirs are practicable or impracticable, 
whether the land be an arid desert or not. The question presented 
here now, in the first instance, is whether or not the reclamation of 
that country, if it be practicable, shall be made by devoting these 
lands, after it is ascertained what measures are necessary for making 
them susceptible of occupation, not in limited quantities to those who 
are to live upon them to cultivate them, free of payment, free to them 
upon the condition of occupation, and with the rates of payment for 
water supply fixed by law of the State or imposed by some condition 
connected with the disposition of the land, or shall it be left to unre- 
strained power of individuals to exact such tribute as they ? 

Now, Mr, President, if there be any doubt upon that ect it is a 
very easy thing to resolve that doubt. How easy would it be, if Sen- 
ators mean what they say, to promote the settlement of this country 
by the citizens of the country and to give to them free homes upon 


this land how easy would it be for them to so amend this law as to 


say that the citizens of the United States, upon the condition ot actual 
settlement and cultivation, who shall go upon these reserved lands 
shall be subject to the power of the Government to locate reservoirs 
and establish this system, shall have the right to go there and have their 
rights confirmed, avoiding any contact with these necessary measures 
of water supply. That would settle the whole question. Shall the 
people whoare to live upon them own them free of tribute, or shall a 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. ` 


r — : - RE HAS 
1 i . 2 


few individuals own them with power to exact such price as they 
please from the people who shall occupy them and whose labor alone 
can make them valuable? 

The law might insist upon a limitation of right to 40, 60, 80, or 160 
acres of land given to them to be confirmed by patent, avoiding any 
controversy or interference with the locations which the Government 
may make, and subject to the right to make them. 

Now, Mr. President, in my judgment this country is now being 
placed under the rule of a privileged class, With your system of taxes 
upon consumption; with your encouragement of particular interests; 
with your fiscal system; with your system of corporate transportation 
and ownership of transportation, I believe, with the great agricultural 
population of this country, that you are changing the character of this 
Government; that you are creating the most powerful, most aristocratic 
class the world has ever seen; that you are concentrating the owner- 
ship of the soil of not only the public domain, but private domain in 
the hands of money-lenders, not of your own countryalone, but of Eu- 
rope, and that to-day a mortgage lien exists upom a vast area of this 
country in the hands of foreigners and non-resident holders of the 
mortgage bonds of this country and mortgages upon its real estate. 


For one, Mr. President, I shall by my vote oppose every action which 


looks in the direction of preventing the people of this country from 
having free homes in this arid region; and, in my opinion and belief, 
which I desire to state here, the entire effect of the repeal of this amend- 
ment is qnite the same as if by positive legislation you so legislated as 
to deprive the people of the United States and the citizens of these 
States of the opportunity of obtaining free homes upon what is known 
as the arid region of the country. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I regret to prolong this debate, and yet 
the people of a very large portion of the State I have the honor in part 
to represent have a great interest in the question under discussion. 

As I said on a former occasion, included in what is designated as the 
arid region is all that portion of the State of Oregon lying east of the 
Cascade Mountains, being nearly two-thirds of the area of the State, and 
at least-two-thirds of that is land that does not require irrigation, but 
all of which, as I understand the rulings of the Department of fhe In- 
terior, is to-day practically withdrawn from settlement and entry under 
the land laws of the United States. 

I do not feel that degree of responsibility for the legislation under 
which this has been done that I shall feel for the legislation which will 
be enacted if we adopt this report of the committee of conference, 
from the fact that, as has been stated before, the act of 1888 was 
without the knowledge of Senators generally as to the character of its 
provisions, or even that such a provision was contained in the sundry 
civil appropriation bill. Very few Senators, aside from those who were 
upon the conference committee upon that bill, knew of that provision. 
I at least did not, and never learned of it untilafew months ago. But 
this legislation, if we adopt this will be enacted after full dis- 
cussion and after it shall be perfectly understood by every member of 
the Senate and House and by the country. 

The ns of the act of 1888 proposed to be retained will be more 
firmly intrenched in the legislation of the country and in the policy of 
Gongress in regard to the public land if we adopt this conference report 
than the original provision which was passed without due consideration. 

If some evil genius or malevolent spirit had sought to send a curse 
upon two-thirds of the territory of the United States he could scarcely 
have devised one more disastrous in its results, better intended to stop 
the development of the resources of the country and to bring ruin upon 
the heads of the pioneers who have gone into that territory to develop 
it, than the act of 1888, 

By that provision of the act of 1888, as I said before, as construed 
by the ment of the Interior, not only were all reservoir sites to 
be sel and the lands made irrigable by the reservoirs to be con- 
structed withdrawn from the operation of the land laws, but practically 
e of the land ani the arid region, because it was impracticable, 
withont a survey and segregation of reservoir sites and of the irrigable 
lands, to reserve them in the sale of lands. It became necessary for 
the Department, as I understand, to suspend all entries of public lands 
within the country in which those arid regions are situated. That pro- 
vision withdrew not only all lands which had never been settled upon 
under the land laws of the United States, but all lands which had been 
entered under the homestead, the pre-emption, the desert-land, and 
the Subor narar laws of the United States for which patent had not 
issued. 

And, Mr. President, this amendment agreed to by the committee 
of conference, in perpetuating the act of 1888 so far as it referred to 
reservoir sites, perpetuates this great wrong upon settlers within the 
limits of those sites; and, as we have heard from the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. SANDERS], while the work of segregating these sites 
has been ey, commenced, in the State of Montana 1,762 square 

- miles have alrea 8 as reservoir sites in that State alone. 
The area of the State of Rhode Island is 1,052 square miles. The 
area in Montana already reserved for resérvoir sites alone amounts to 
nearly twice the area of the State of Rhode Island. 

When the provision for the continued reservation of reservoir sites 
was inserted in the bill under consideration by the Senate I did not 


dream I presume no member of the Senate supposed—that in the ex- 
ercise of his power, under the act of 1888, to designate reservoir sites 
more land could be designated than was actually required for such sites 
or would be actually occupied by reservoirs. Isupposed, and I believe 
we all supposed, that such sites would have to be marked out upon the 
ground, surveyed, and the surveys connected with the surveysof pub- 
lic lands, so that the settler could ascertain at the local land o 
what had been reserved and what had not been reserved; and while I 
believed that the reservation was a perpetuation in part of the ini- 
quity of the act of 1888, I was willing to consent to it. 

But now it appears that this provision will legalize and intrench in 
the statutes of the United States the withdrawal from the operations 
of the public-land laws of tracts within a single State larger than the 


entire area of some of the States of the Union on the pretense that they -` 


are needed for reservoirs. 

Not only that, Mr. President, but by the last clause of the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee there is to be perpetuated a portion 
of the evil of this act of 1888in every muniment of title that shall issue 

rom the Government of the United States for an acre of land west of 
the one hundredth meridian. It is provided that it shall be expressed 
in every patent issued for public land west of this meridian— 
That there is reserved from the land in said patent described a right of way 
thereon for ditches or canals constructed by the authority of the United States. 

This provision, while it will be of no practicable value to any one, 
will be a cloud or incumbrance on every man’s title who secures.a por- 
tion of the public domain. 

This provision embraces not only the two-thirds included in the arid 
region, but every acre of the State which I have the honor in part to 
represent; the muniment of title to every acre of land that does not 
need irrigation, as well as that which does, is to be encumbered by this 
provision as a reminder of this iniquitous act, as a monument to the 
author of it. 

Sir, it is said we are bound to accept this report, that we are under 
compulsion to accept it or to accept the existing situation. As far as 
Iam concerned I would as lief that the act of 1888 should remain in- 
tact as to accept the proposed modification. It is so iniquitous, it is so 
detrimental to the interests of so many people and to such a vast area 
of country, that its absolute repeal is only a matter of time, What I 
fear now is that what remains of this irrigation system and is now in- 
corporated in this report, and is destined to be inco ted in the 
statute, will be so intrenched as to stand for an indefinite time un- 
changed and unrepealed. a 

Sir, I hope that in the near future, should this report be adopted, 
the Senate will insist, and Con will come to the conclusion that 
this law ought to be still further modified; that at least these reser- 
voir sites shall be restricted to the lands which are actually necessary 
for sites for dams and for the preservation of the water. 

I fear also that this conference report looks to the continuation of 
this system, I think that what we have heard to-day from the Sena- 
tor from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] and the description of the reser- 
voir sites which have been designated and reserved in that State show 
that this whole scheme is visionary, that this whole project is a hum- 
bug, and that the $350,000 appropriated for it has been worse than 
wasted. 

The idea of sendingout men upon public conveyances, and by horse- 
back and muleback, to ride over a State and then to designate on the 


map and report to Congress that they have reserved reservoir sites em- 


bracing over 300 square miles is too ridiculous to commend itself to 
any one. 

t is the power behind this scheme? Why is it that we are forced 
to retain so much of this iniquitous provision? Is it the power of the 
Director of the Geological Survey? If so, one is inclined to exclaim: 

Upon what meat doth this our Cæsar feed, 
That he is grown so great? 

Perhaps the answer would be the hundreds of thousands of dollars 
that are appropriated annually for the bureau over which he presides, 
to be distributed at his own will and pleasure. 

Another gen, righ this report, Mr. President, that I do not like is 
the fact that, while the House bill gave for the work of the Geological 
Suryey $200,000 and it was thought fit to throw a tub tothe whale in 
the shape of $100,000 in addition in the Senate, the House is not satis- 
fied with that, but it has been , and we have an appropriation 
provided by this conference report of $325,000 for a continuation of the 
work of this burean, one-half of which sum is to be used west of the 


one hundredth meridian. I understand that it is claimed that it does 


not require a specific appropriation to enable the Director of the Geo- 
logical Survey to designate and withdraw these reservoir sites, but that 
this appropriation of $325,000 may be used for that purpose, to con- 
tinue this system, to enable him to continue to paint upon maps in the 
Land Office spaces representing great tracts of territory ining hun- 
dreds of thousands of square miles to be, upon the pretense that they 
are necessary for reservoir sites, withdrawn from settlement under the 
publie-land laws. Consider, in connection with this, the fact that, while 
the Senate had increased the appropriation for of e lands 
from $200,0C0 to $600,000, by this report it is reduced to $425,000. Up 
to a few years ago, abont the commencement of the last Administra- 


tion, large appropriations were made for the annual surveys of public 
lands to keep with the settlement of those lands, 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to suggest to the Senator, in case the 
$600,000 asked for should be allowed, the total allowance in the last 
five years for public surveys will be but a little over $1,400,000, as 
against more than $1,700,000 for the preceding five years. While the 
needs have been greater, theallowances forsurvey have been very much 
less, At no time in ten years have the needs been so pressing as now. 

Mr. MITCHELL, Prior to 1877 for a great number of years it was 
the custom to insert in the sundry civil appropriation bill provisions 
appropriating $840,000, to be distributed among the several States and 
Territories for the surveys of public lands, In addition to that, there 
was $120,000 appropriated each year for private surveys. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is the fact, Mr. President. Up untilabout the 
time that the last Administration came into power there was annually 
made a large appropriation for the survey of public lands, as I said, in 
order to keep pace with the settlement of the country. Not only that, 
but there was a law that authorized parties who desired to secure the 
survey of townships which had been settled to have them surveyed at 
their own expense and to receive scrip in payment therefor which could 
be used for the payment to the United States of lands entered under 
any of the land laws of the United States. 

About the time I refer to, about five or six years ago, not only were 
these amounts annually appropriated for public surveys reduced largely, 
but the practice of authorizing the surveys by private parties under 
the act referred to was discontinued. The General Land Office acted 
upon the theory that every man who sought to enter an acre of public 
land was a public robber and was obtaining something from the Gov- 
ernment which he ought not to have. 

‘The entries of publiclands under the pre-emption laws in whole States 
and Territories were suspended, upon the ground that lands were being 
fraudulently entered. The Commissioner of the General Land Office 
and the Secretary of the Interior undertook to suspend the operation 
of the pre-emption laws in toto by issuing an order to that effect, and 
continued the order in force until their attention was called to it by a 
resolution of the Senate. 

The policy of the Department of the Interior was not to secure the 
settlement of public lands, was not to favor the settlers, but to with- 
hold the public lands as far as possible from entry and settlement, and 
to place every obstacle in the way of the settler. 

ere is another matter referred to by the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. SANDERS]. Under the law, land-grant corporations are required 
to pay for the survey of public lands within the limits of their grants. 
It was made the duty of the Government, by a provision of the grant- 
ing acts, to have these lands surveyed, so that the lands granted might 
be segregated from the public lands, in order that they might be cer- 
tified and patented and taxed—a thing which costs the General Gov- 
ernment absolutely nothing, because it is more than paid for by the 
corporations interested. That has been neglected. The lands have 
not been surveyed. Settlers have gone upon the lands who did not 
know the boundaries of the sections or whether they were upon rail- 
road lands or upon public lands. 

Witbout a survey the lands can not be selected. The lands granted 
can eee Sy om fromthe publicdomain. They can notbe patented 
and can not be taxed. There never was a time when the necessity for 
the survey of public lands was so great in the Western States, was so ur- 
gently needed, as to-day, not only because the survey of the public lands 
has been virtually discontinued for years, but because six new States 
have been admitted into the Union within the last year which are en- 
titled tolarge grants for educational and other purposes, which have not 
been selected and which can not be selected until the lands are surveyed. 
The admission of some of these States into the Union was delayed for 
years after they should have come in and until after the surveyed lands 
have been settled, and the area from which State lands may be selected 
is so limited that it is impossible to make their selections until large 
additional surveys are made. 

While the Senate had undertaken to do partial justice in this 
matter, and had proposed to appropriate for surveys in all the States 
and Territories the sum of $600,000, by this report of the conference 
committee it is proposed to cut down the amount $175,000. In the 
face of the failure to extend the surveys for the last five or six years, 
and all the circumstances which I have mentioned which have arisen 
requiring the survey of public lands, comes a report of the conference 
committee proposing to cut down the amount for surveys of public 
lands to one-half the amount always appropriated until the advent of 
Mr. Sparks. 

It is for these reasons, Mr. President, that, while I expect this report 
to be adopted and while this may be an improvement upon the exist- 
ing condition of things, I do not intend it shall be adopted with my 
8 I did not want it to be adopted until I had explained what 
I believe to be the unfortunate features of it. 

I desire to submit as part of these remarks a circular recently issued 
to registers and receivers of the local land offices by the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, a circular dated August 9, 1890, in which 
the circnlar to rs and receivers of United States land offices of 


registe 
the 5th of August, 1889, is set forth, an extract is given from the opin- 
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ion of the Attorney-General, and a recent order of the Secretary of the 
Interior referred to, and from which I quote the following: 


I have to call your special and ay per? attention to the foregoing order from 
the head of the Department, and to direct in reference to the subject-matter 
that you proceed strictly in accordance therewith. 
be at the time no d tion of the land involvedtherein as a selection for a 
site or sites for reservo ditches, or canals for irrigation purposes, or as land 
thereby made susceptible of irrigation, that fact is not to be considered as show- 
ing that the land is open to entry, as, although not yet so selected, it may be liable 
to such selection under said act, which is held to withdraw all lands so liable 
from dis . You will therefore permit no entry or filing of any lands lying 
within the arid regions that may be included in your land district on any con- 
dition whatever, bat will Ne any application that may be made for 
such an entry or filing, with the u: right of appeal. 


Task that the circular itself may be printed as part of these remarks 
and inserted in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

The circular referred to is as follows: 


. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., August 9, 1890. 
GENTLEMEN: On the 5th of August, 1889, a circular was addressed to you by 
direction of the honorable Secretary of the Interior, calling your attention to the 
provisions of the act of October 2, 25 Stat., 526, ve to the lands in the 
arid regions of the United States, and instructing you thereunder, which reads 
as follows, namely: a 

“Information having reached this Department that parties are endeavor’ 
to make filings on arid lands reserved for reservoirs, irrigating ditches, an 
canals, and for the purpose of sacar the waters of lakes and rivers and 
their tributaries in the arid regions, Iam directed by the honorable Secretary of 
the Interior to call your ‘ial attention to the act of Congress approved Octo- 
ber 2, 1888, United States Statutesat Large, volume 25, page 526, as follows: 

„For the purpose of en the extent to which the arid on of the 
United States can be redeemed by irrigation, and the 55 of the irriga- 
ble lands in such arid region, and for the selection of sites for reservoirs and 
other hydraulic works necessary for the storage and utilization of water for ir- 
rigation and the prevention of floodsand overflows, and to make the necessary 
maps, including the pay of employés in field and in office, the cost ofall instru- 
ments, apparatus, and materials, and all other necessary expenses connected 
therewith, the work to be performed by the Geological Survey, under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Interior, the sum of $100,009 or so much thereof 
as may be necessary. And the Director of the Geological Survey, under the su- 
pervision of the Secretary of the Interior, shall make a report to Con on 
the first Monday in December of each year, showing how the said money has 
been expended, the amount used for actual survey and engineer work in the 
field in locating sites for reservoirs, and an itemized account of the expenditures 
under this appropriation. And all the lands which may hereafter be desi 
nated or selected by such United Statessurveys for sites for reservoirs,ditches,or 
canals for . all the lands eee e of irrigation by 
such reservoirs, ditches, or canals are from this time henceforth hereby re 
from sale as the property of the United States, and shall not be subject aſter the 

ge of this act to entry, settlement, or occupation until further provided by 
aw: Provided, That the President at any time in his discretion, by proclama- 
tion, may open any portion or all of the lands reserved by this provision to set- 
tement under the homestead laws. 8 

“ The object sought to be accomplished by the foregoing provision is unmistak- 
able. The water sources and the arid lands that may be irrigated by the sys- 
tem of national irrigation are now reserved to be hereafter, when redeemed to 
agriculture, transferred to the people of the Territories in which they are situ- 
ated for homesteads. The act of Congress and common justice require that they 
should be faithfully 3 for these declared purposes. 

~“ The statute provides that all lands which may hereafter be designated orse- 
lected by the Geological Survey as sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals for irri- 
gating purposes, and all lands made susceptible ofirrigation by such reservoirs, 

itches, or canals are since the passage of said act absolutely reserved from sale 
as property of the United States, and shall not be subject after the passage of 
the act to entry, settlement, or occupation until further provided by law, or the 
President, by proclamation, may open said lands to settlement. 

Neither individuals nor corporations have the right to make filings upon 
any lands thus reserved, nor can they be permitted to obtain contro! of the 
lakes and streams that are susceptible of uses for irrigating Pe 8 

“You will, therefore, immediately cancel all filings made since October 2, 
1888, on such sites for reservoirs. ditches, or canals for irrigating purposes and 
all lands that may be susceptible of irrigation by such reservo! ditches, or 
canals, whether made by individuals or corporations, and you will hereafter 
receive no filings upon any such lands, 

“This order you will carry into effect without delay.” 

It is found that, notwithstanding said act and the instructions given thereun- 
der by said circular, numerous filings and entries of lands within the arid re- 
giona appear to have been permitted lo be made subsequent to October 2, 1888, 
the date of the pamass of the act. These entries and filings were made at the 
risk of the parties. : 

Under date of the 2d of April, 1890, the matter of the proper course of pro- 
ceeding under said act was submitted by this office tothe Hon. Secretary of the 
Interior with a request for instructions therein. it appears that the subject was 
laid by the Secretary before the Hon. Attorney-General for his opinion, who, 
under date of the 27th of May, 1890, gave an opinion from which the following 
isan extract, namely: 

“The object of the act is manifest, It was to prevent the entry upon and the 
settlement and sale of all that part of the arid region of the public lands of the 
United States which could be Lo paper by general system of irrigation, and all 
lands which might be designated or selected by the United States surveys as 
sites for the reservoirs, ditches, or canals in such systems. Unquestionably it 
would seriously interfere with the operation and purpose of the act if the sites 
necessary for reservoirsin such plan of irrigation could be en upon by 
homestead settlers. So, too, it would be obviously unjust if pending the survey 
made witha view to their gation for improvement by irrigation these lands 
should be entered upon and settled as arid lands of the United States. It was, 
therefore, the purpose of Congress by this act to suspend all rights of entry 
upon any lands which would come within the improving operation of the plans 
of irrigation to be 5 by the Director of the Geological Survey under this 
Lan my cons hardly be stronger than are the words of the act in ex- 
pressin; this tention. 


nat. 

All che lands which may hereafter he 5 or selected, etc., are from 
this time henceforth hereby reserved from sale, etc., and shall not be subject 
after the passage of this act to entry, ete., until 3 by law. 

“There can be no question that if an entry was made upon land which was 
thereafter designated in a United States survey as a site fora reservoir, or which 
was by such reservoir made susceptible of irrigation, the entry would be invalid 
and the land so entered upon would remain the pro y of the United States, 
the reservation thereof dating back to the 3 of this act. 

The far-reaching effect of this construction can not deprive the words of the 


Although inany case there 
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act of their 8 necessary meaning. The proviso that the President 
at any time in his discretion, by proclamation, may open any portion or all of 
the lands so reserved,’ was the legislative mode of m ng and avoiding the 
far-reaching effect of the act, whenever it should appear to the Executive to have 
too wide an operation. Entries should not be permitted, therefore, upon an: 
part of the arid regions which might possibly come within the operation of this 
not.“ 

These proceedings having consumed some time, I am now in receipt of the 
Secretary's letter of the 4th instant, in which, after alluding to previous corre- 
3 and the opinion of the Attorney-General from which an extract is 
above quoted, he directs that this office shall to carry the law into ef- 
fect according to the terms and instructions already existing from the Secre- 
tary,” referring to the instructions contained in circular of August 5, 1889, above 

ven. 
aT have to call your special and particular attention to the foregoing order 
from the head of the Department, and to direct in reference to the subject-mat- 
ter that you 1 in accordance therewith. Although, in any case, 
there be at the time no designation of the land involved therein as a selection 
for a site or sites for reservoirs, ditches, or canals for irrigation purposes, or as 
Jand thereby made susceptible of irrigation, that fact is not to be considered as 
showing that the land is open to entry, as, although not yet so selected, it may 
be liable to such selection, under said act, which is held to withdraw all lands 
80 liable from disposal. z f 

You will, therefore, permit no entry or filing of any lands lying within the 
arid regions that may be included in your land district on any condition what- 
ever, but will promptly reject any application that may be made for such an 
entry or filing, with the usual right of appeal. You will take any necessary 
action to ascertain the proper limits of the arid regions, and whether any lands 
in your districtsare included therein, and if you have any doubt thereof you 
may submit the question to this office for s fic instructions, 

Any entries or filings of lands within the arid regions which may bave already 
been allowed subsequent to the passage of the act of October 2, 1888, and reported 
to this office, will be taken up and acted upon according to the principles indi- 
cated herein, as soon as practicable in the course of official business, 


. LEWIS A. GROFF, Commissioner. 

REGISTERS and RECEIVERS, 8 

United States Land Offices, 

Mr. POWER. Mr. President, I am pleased beyond meesure to 
think that the subject of public lands in our State has been so fully 
explained, and at the same time I have been surprised, because I did 
not understand why the Senator from Texas and the Senator from Flor- 
ida took-so much interest in the land question pertaining to the new 
States, particularly when I understand that almost all the good farm- 
ing i of Florida are controlled by grants; and every one here knows 
the situation of Texas lands. 

The question in regard to the location of reservoirs in Montana, and 
how reserved, has not been fully explained here to-day, in my estima- 
tion, and if the Senator from Delaware were here I might answer a 
question that he asked, The Senator from Oregon also asks how the 
reservations were made, how the amount of land for the reservoirs was 
estimated. I can answer him, because I have lived for many years in 
that portion of Montana where the most land has been reserved, and, 
in my opinion, the selection of those lands was made in this city from 
maps. I might be led to that belief by the fact that some of the per- 
sons sent out to sélect the reservoir sites went on the Belt River and 
the Shonkin River, the waters of which afford nice trout fishing, and 
perhaps it was more pleasant than the streams on the opposite side of 
thee Missouri River, towards the north, that need looking after, but 
which went wholly unobserved, the Milk River and tributaries. 

I notice in the report that for the Shonkin Creek reservoir 164 square 
miles are set aside. This stream is not over 25 miles in length and 
the land contiguous thereto would not wholly cover half that area. 
That amount should belong to other streams that are covered by this 
report, and in my opinion the selection of reservoirs has neyer been 
looked after or examined by any one competent to do so, if it has been 
done at all, and the whole thing appears on the face of it a farce and 


a fraud. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATTin the chair). Is the Sen- 
ate ready for the question upon the report of the conference committee ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I did not catch distinctly the lan- 
guage used a short time ago by the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. TELLER]. 
- I understood him to-day to refer to my assumption of the champion- 
ship of the great Northwest, as one thing. I have assumed no such 
championship. I have tried to vindicate truth and justice without ref- 
oreore to latitude or longitude, I have assumed the championship of 
nobody. 

The Senator yesterday alluded to the fact that seventeen smelting 
companies which resisted the tax of 1} cents a pound on lead ore were 
in a trust, and by implication assumed that I was defending the trust. 
To-day the Senator has repeated, as I understood him, that I spent two 
hours in defending the trust on yesterday, 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator from Texas 
that if he will look at the RECORD he will see what I said. I will leave 
it just exactly as it is there stated. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I have just looked at it, because I 
did not hear distinctly what the Senator said. Now I desire to say 
that if the Senator means it to be understood that I knowingly have 
any connection with any trast, or sympathy with it, or have defended 
it, he states what could only come from an untruthful and malignant 
heart. I have no association with trusts, My course hereand during 
ay life is my vindication on that subject. I try to secure honest legis- 

ation. 

And while on that subject, Mr. President, the Senator denies that 
the seven corporations not embraced in the line I referred to belong to 


that trust. If they do not, what isthe use of that trust? If they are 
seven independent corporations how can the others control them? 

Mr. Now, Mr. President, I appeal to the Senator not to 
reopen the tariff discussion while the conference report is being consid- 
ered y 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Maine will 
not be impatient. I have only a word to say. 

Mr. President, either they belong to that trust, if there be such a 
one, of which I know nothing except what I have heard on this floor, 
or, if they do not belong to that trust, itis powerless to regulate prices, 
and therefore it is not subject to the criticism made by that Senator 
and the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JonEs] who read his speech on 
yesterday. Mr. President, I have always tried to consult and respect 
the feelings and sensibilities of Senators; I try to avoid giving offense 
to any one; and I think it ungracious and unjust for any Senator to 
assume fhat I sympathize with or defend men who are doing as much 
as these trusts are doing to oppress and wrong and outrage the Amer- 
ican people. ; . 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know what the Senator desires; I do not 
really know what his purpose is. I only know that he is talking about 
this great lead trust and smelters’ combine. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the Senator says I am talking of the 
great lead trust combine. I have his word that there is a trust, and 
we have his word that the other lead mines do not belong to it. Mr. 
President, if there be a lead trust, whether the Senator knows it or 
not, I will warrant you that that trust embraces the whole interest. 
If it does not, then it ceases to be a trust with the power to be harm- 
ful to the others in the absence of combination. The Senator is not 
doing himself justice when he assumes that I defend or sympathize 
with trusts. 

Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, it seems to me the time has come 
when the Senate should take a vote on agreeing to this conference re- 


port. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 4349) providing for the applica- 
tion by the Secretary of State of the funds received by the Department 
of State on account of the Caracas awards, remaining undistributed, to 
the payment of the new awards rendered by the Washington Mixed 
Commission; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. i 

Mr. CARLISLE introduced a bill (S, 4350) to relieve William King 
of the charge of desertion; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HIGGINS introduced a bill (S. 4351) to authorize the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to open alleys and to provide for the 
expense thereof, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] to paragraph 193, 

Mr. PLUMB. I had offered an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 46, line 2, strike out 14 cents’? and 
insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ three-fourths of 1 cent.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This is an amendment designed to 
perfect the text of the paragraph. 

Mr, PLUMB. I desire to give notice of an amendment I propose to 
the bill which I ask may be printed and lie upon the table, and I shall 
call it up at a later time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be received. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The proposed amendment will be read. 

‘The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That whenever, and as soon as the Government of the Dominion of Canada 


pe Ed mw as Gienia Dominion of Canada 
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That the Secretary of the Treasury is here y 
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proper officials 
tin, a raar ̃ — Ue provinons of this ach, ama te process 
urpose 
or 
if reapective Governments againat Phe Speciation of forsign gonds 
tary of the Treasury of the United States 1 furnish to the customs officers 
of the United States all such rules and regulations for the p: of ding 
them in the diso of their duties in the premises. That before making the 
lamations or either of them authorized by this section the President shall 
satisfied that all citizens and subjects of the United States may have and en- 
y the right of commercial intercourse in all 1n porun Ts, and places in 
ada with the citizens and subjects of the Dominion in as full and ample a 
manner in all respects as may be had or enjoyed by the latter in the ports, har- 
bors, and places of the Unt States with the citizens and subjects thereof, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The proposed amendment will be 
printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I want tosay afew words on the pend- 
ing amendment in reply to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

f the proposition of the committee should prevail and bring about 
the result which the Senator from Colorado evidently anticipates, it 
would add $33.36 a ton to the value of all the lead prod in the 
United States. There being about 170,000 long tons used, the addi- 
tion to the value of this product and the cost of it to persons who are 
engaged in consuming it would be about $5,000,000 per annum, and 
that is just about the gross value of all the lead produced in Colorado. 

The Senator from Colorado, following the example of Paul, not only 
magnifies his office, but magnifies his people. He says, with a little 
8 buucombe, that the State of Kansas depends entirely upon 

lorado, and that Colorado has made Kansas all it is. In the first 
place, Mr. President, the people of Kansas gave to Colorado its entire 
territorial area practically. 

Mr. TELLER. That was by act of Congress. 

Mr. PLUMB. I beg your pardon. The people met in convention 
without any suggestion from Congress, and Congress afterwards simply 
ratified what the people did in convention. I do not speak of that with 
regret at all. 

No class of people have greater pride in the State of Colorado than 
have the people of Kansas. A very large portion of the residents of 
Colorado went there from Kansas, taking with them their Republicanism, 
god citizenship, and so on, and have not, I take it, retrograded there- 

m in their new locality, 5 

But when the Senator talks about an interest of $8,000,000 being 
the of Kansas heisentirely mistaken. The chickens andeggs 
of the State, Mr. President, are worth more than that. What is the 
result of the labor of women alone on the farms of Kansas isof more 
value than all that, even according to the Senator’s own statement. 

More than that, it is nearly the value of all the mineral productions 
of Colorado, if you leave out coal. The State of Colorado in 1888, ac- 
cording to the official figures, produced of gold and silver $22,758,000. 
She produced of copper about 2,000,000 pounds; assuming that copper 
to be worth 10 cents a pound, that would be about $200,000, She pro- 
duced 64,000 tons of lead, which at $70 per ton, a large price, is about 
$4,500,000; that is a large price at home: So, Mr. President, the en- 
tire mineral product of Colorado was only about $27,500,000, as I said, 
leaving out coal. It is large, Iagree, but it is only a drop in the bucket 
compared with the other resources of that State. 

Mr. President, the climate of that State alone is worth twice that 
amount to the State every year. If it were not so, the people could 
not live there. If each of the miners of Colorado gets 51, 000 a year, as 
he does according to the statement of the Senator —he says they get 
from $3 to $4 a day—it would only take 27,500 men to absorb the en- 
tire mineral product of thatState, leaving nothing for capital; and that, 


the President of the United Btates, and in conjunction with the 


ont of a population of 400,000, is a very small proportion to be engaged 


that. That goes without saying. 


in that industry. I take it that not over 25 per cent., certainly not 
over 50 per cent., goes to labor. So it is fair to assume that there are 
not over fourteen to fifteen thousand men engaged in mining gold and 
silver, lead and copper, in Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. That is about right. í 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. The Senator says that is correct. The 
cattle industry of Coloradois worth more than that, and so is the wheat 
industry. The potatoes raised in that State are more valuable than the 
silver or gold mined there. The Senator simply minimizes the im- 
portant interests of his State in leaving everything to hang upon the 
question of the mineral product, great as itis, The people who go 
there each year to enjoy the climate, the trout fishing, and other sum- 
mer enjoyments in the mountain regions, spend more money every year 
than the entire mineral product of the State. 

In addition to that, of course, there are other industries which relate 
to the transcontinental lines of railroad which go through that State. 
It is a great State; it isa prosperous State; and while the Senator may 
not think so, there is nobody who begrudges to the people of that State 
one single element of its prosperity. And yet the le of that State 
have had at the hands of this Congress legislation which has added very 
largely to the value of their silver product. Nobody begrudges them 


Now, the Senator wants us to put on a tax which will add to the cost 


‘of lead produced by the people of the United States as much as theen- 


tire 1 


product of that State amounts to. Another thing which I 


kaye observed running all through this bill is that he wants todo that 


at the expense of a eertain class of mineral cers in his own State. 
A portion of these ores must be mixed with the dry ores as a flux in 
smelting. Á 

Another thing: The Senator says he knows in person all the miners 
of that State. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. PLUMB. And therefore he is able, of course, todo what I can 
not do; but I do know that there is a very large interest there, a large 
interest in the production of dry ores, which must considerably diminish 
in value if the price of lead in which these ores are to be smelted is 
enhanced, 

Tn addition to that, Mr. President, lead has been going up in price. 
The lead men are rich, and they deserve to be rich. I agree to that. 
If they are rich, and deservedly so, is it any reason why we should im- 
pose a large burden upon all the people of the United States in order 
to make them richer? 

Mr. President, I venture to say something about the attitude of the 
Senator himself toward these same miners. The Senator has voted here 
and will continue to vote for the largest duty that is proposed in this 
bill on every pound of iron and steel, every pick, every crowbar, every 
hammer, every sledge, and every bit of machinery used and every arti- 
cle of food and clothing and every pound of tin that incases the food 
of those people. The prices of all these are to be increased, and in ad- 
dition to that the duty on lead ore is to be increased. I do not say that 
that is not right. I do not assume to represent those people out there. 
I leave that to the Senator from Colorado. But it does seem to me that 
in his eagerness to at this lead, which is a mere shadow in com- 
parison with other things, he is imposing burdens upon his people 
which will more than compensate them for whatever he may get for 
them out of this particular paragraph. However, I will not make the 
suggestion; it is for him to say. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to say one other thing. The Senator 
spoke about the lead trust. There are dozens of lines of manufactures 
covered by the terms of this bill which are controlled by trusts. The 
Senator has not found one yet except this lead trust. Has he ever 
heard of the trust in binding-twine? Has he ever heard of the copper 
trust? Has he ever heard of any of the other numerous trusts that haye 
been formed by the manufacturers of the country, either to limit the sup- 
ply or to increase prices, or both? There may bea lead trust. I do not 
know but that there is. But I do not know of any better way tostart 
in, at least, to reduce the exactions of trusts than to cut down the 
shelter behind which trusts are created. There may be better ways. 
I hope there are. If the Senator from Colorado will find one of those 
better ways, I hope he will. In the mean time he is voting to main- 
tain large duties upon every product of lead, white lead, orange min- 
eral, and so on, that goes into universal consumption, and in doing that 
I beg to observe that he has not been fighting à trust. 

Perhaps none of us have been entirely logical about this matter, but 
it does not come with a very good from the Senator to make these 
wholesale charges against some one who happens to be o toa 
duty, that because he is doing so he is working in the interest of a 
trast. 

I know that the Senator from Colorado is as far as anybody from im- 
puting wrong motives, but he has a pretty loose way of using his lan- 
guage when he gets to talking about these things. Because I stand up 
for the people ot my State, for men who have just got on their feet 
there, and because I want to do that which will promote their interests, 
I do not think I am to be characterized as working in the interest of a 
trust any more than he is working in the interest of a trust himself 
because he favors an increase of duty. : 

I have given voice to the sentiment which was uttered by the pro- 
prietors of the smelting works in Kansas, The moment Ido that a hue 
and cry is let loose upon me. There is not a single schedule in this 
bill in which the duties have been raised that the manufacturers have 
not been quoted as authority upon the subject of the rate of duty to 
be imposed, and which rate the Senator has not stood by. Yet, if 
anybody in the West says a word in favor of manufacturing establish- 
ments, then he is in favor of a trust,” and the manufacturer is a per- 
son wholly discredited in advance! : 

Mr. President? if there is to be any division of benefits along with 
the burdens imposed by this bill, I claim the right to follow them so 
far as they may benefit the State which I represent; and if there is an 
industry growing up there I de not relish the idea of its being de- 
stroyed for the benefit of people in the East or of anybody in the ex- 
treme West. II it is to be destroyed, then let us confess that the prin- 
ciple of this bill is to destroy one industry for the benefit of another, 
and not to promote all industries on American soil carried on by means 
of American labor and American capital. 

It does not make any difference, Mr, President, whether men manu- 
facture something at a profit or not. Jute should be made free. That 
is raised in India by labor which is said to be purchased at 10 cents a 
day. The men who manufacture that jute into binding-twine have 
made a trust, and I fear the Senator from Colorado will vote to main- 
tain that trust by keeping up the duty on that article. 

Mr, President, I hope it has not come to the pass that a person can 
not oppose the imposition of a high rate of duty, higher than was ever 


1890. 
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before imposed, without being subjected to a criticism of that kind. 
I Ido not know absolutely that the manufacture of lead, the smelting 
of lead, is going to be seriously injured by the putting onof this duty; 
and no man on this floor knows, except as manufacturers have told 
him, that the duties that have been imposed with free hand on the 
minerals of Colorado are necessary tothe manufacturers who are to be 
thereby encouraged or profited. All that I can say is that the parties 
interested in these smelting works in Kansas say that this will be 
hurtful to them. I believe them just as much as I believe any other 
manufacturers. We have started in here to give manufacturers what 
they want, without any corroboration whatever from any sourcein the 
world that I ever heardof. I think we might as well take them alto- 


ther. 
eer. TELLER. Mr. President, I haveimputed nothing to the Sena- 
tor from Kansas or anybody else. I have stated a fact that I find in 
the testimony taken before the House committee, and which the Sena- 
tor from Kansas can read as well as I. 

It has been the habit in the debate on this bill for those opposed to 
the bill to insist-that we on this side of the Chamber were in favor of 
trusts. In the early part of the consideration of this bill the duty on 
lead products was raised. Ido not now recall that the Senator from 
Kansas, or other Senators who are so tenacious about this lead ques- 
tion now, particularly interested themselves in that question. 

The Senator says that it is a good place to begin, where the lead 
trust shields itself behind the duty. That is past, Mr. President. The 
lead trust has the advantage on this bill, if not with the approval of 
the Senator from Kansas, at least with his acquiescence. But they 
are nob satisfied with the duty upon the products that they create. 
There are only two concerns practically in the United States that make 
those products. They are not content with that, but they say that in 
order to make these protected articles they want free trade, and the 
Senator from Kansas says that it is necessary for them to have it; and if 
they can not have absolute free trade, which the Senator from Texas 
thinks they ought to have, the Senator from Kansas says they should 
have nearly that, and he proposes a compromise. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to discuss this question. I do not 
know how much interest Kansas has in this one smelter in that State. 
As I understand, he employs about sixty men. That is absolutely in- 
consequential, so far as Kansas is concerned. z 

I was talking the other day with an intelligent gentleman from Kan- 
sas City. He said that owing to the condition in Kansas, on account 
of the failure of crops this year, in his judgment 25,000 people in that 
State would go to the Western Territories. Mr. President, we have 
not only bought supplies of Kansas, but we have had Kansas men by 
the thousands every winter in the State of Colorado for twenty-five 
years earning money in our industries, and going back to spend their 
summers in the State of Kansas. We shall open our doors to those 
25,000 men; we have got work for the entire 25,000 men from Kansas, 
if they want to avail themselves of it, and they will work for such remu- 
nerative wages as they never heard of or thought of in Kansas or any 
other agricultural community. 

Mr. President, we have been benefited by Kansas. It would have 
been somewhat difficult for us to have developed Colorado but for 
Kansas. Wedo not find any fault with them. We say the interests 
are reciprocal. There is a union between the people of Kansas and 
Colorado. What I complain of is that the Senator from Kansas seems 
to be more anxious for the peons of Mexico than he is for the laborers 
of my State. He proposes to put them in competition with that cheap, 
ill-paid labor of that country. 

Mr. President, I have insinuated nothing against any Senator on 
this floor. I said the Senator from Texas defended this trust, I say 
now that the trust is composed of the companies that manufacture lead 
products fh the shape of paints and the bases of paints, and the seven- 
teen smelters that are combined with them, and have combined in the 
last two years—that the seventeen smelters went there with a capital 
recognized as $25,000,000, when the entire cost of the seventeen smelt- 
ers was not to exceed two and a half million dollars, and the miners 
of the Northwest are expected to pay the interest on that watered stock 
of $25,000,000; and yet I hear an appeal to the Senate to give this 
great monopoly and trust, with more capital, I think, than any other 
trust except the Standard Oiltrust, free raw material from Mexico at 
the expense of the laborers of the Northwest! 

It is undoubtedly true that a great many of the people of Kansas 
went from Kansas into Colorado. It is undoubtedly true that they took 
all their Republicanism with them. When I vote ſor a high protect- 
ive duty I vote in accordance with the verdict of the people of that 
State in November, 1888. We went into that campaign and submitted 
the question of protection to American labor and American industries. 
We made the campaign on every stump and in every mining camp, 
and I think I may say that we practically carried every mining camp 
in that State in favor of protection to American industries, and our 
people understood what they were about and they knew when they 
gave that vote that they were giving instructions to their represent- 
atives on this floor. 

We stand in the Republican column of majorities the third in pro- 
portion to the vote. Weare more Republican in vote than Pennsyl- 


vania; we are as strong for the protective tariff as Pennsylvania, and 
we are strong for the protective tariff because we in the West believe 
it tends to the prosperity not simply of that section, but of the whole 
country, and that one section of the country can not long be prosper- 
ous unless all sections are alike pape, and that is the reason why 
we are in favor of protection. Iam authorized by the vote of my con- 
stituents, and I propose to vote in accordance with their wishes and 
in accordance with my deliberate and fixed judgment. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I took occasion yesterday, when 
this subject was under discussion, to call the attention of the Senate 
to the rates of duty proposed to be imposed by this bill upon the prod- 
ucts of the lead trust, for the purpose of protecting it inst com- 
petition from elsewhere; and inasmuch as some of our friends upon the 


other side seem now very much opposed to these trusts and to their 
continuance, it may not be inappropriate to call attention to that sub, 


ject again. 

If this bill passes there will be imposed a duty of nearly 91 per cent. 
upon acetate of lead, which is one of the products ot this much de- 
nounced lead trust; over 107 per cent. ad valorem upon brown acetate 
of lead, another one of its products; on nitrate of lead, over 62 per cent.; 
on orange mineral, 79 per cent.; on red lead, 66 per cent., and on white 
lead, 58 per cent. All these are the products of this lead trust which 
our friend from Colorado is denouncing this morning; and yet this bill, 
for which the Senator will doubtless vote, proposes to protect this trust 
against all competition from abroad by enormous rates of duty; and 
when we upon this side of the Chamber undertook to reduce these 


rates so that this trust might not be left in a position to extort high! 


prices from the people, the miners in Colorado as well as other people 
of the United States, we did not have the benefit of the valuable sup- 
port of the Senator from Colorado, It may be that when we get into 
the Senate and renew this effort the Senator will give us his support, 
for which we shall be very thankful. J 

But it seemed to menotinappropriate, when Senators dre denouncing * 
a trast and refusing to give the people of the country cheaper lead, to 
call their attention again to the fact that the only protection which this 
bill affords to the lead trust has already been upon by the Sen- 
ate, and the Senate determined, with the votes of all Senators on the 
other side, to retain it. 

Mr. President, I said yesterday that there had been no evidence pro- 
duced to show that our lead-mininy industries had been injured by the 
importation of lead contained in these Mexican silver ores, I 
made that statement the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones], who is 


thoroughly acquainted with this subject, made a speech in which he 


showed by the statistics that notwithstanding the free importation of 


this lead the lead-mines of this country have been turning out year 


after year since 1871 a constantly increasing product, In 1871, accord- 
ing to the statement made by that Senator, the whole product of Amer- 
ican lead-mines was 20,000 tons, and it continued to increase ev 
year until in 1889 it was no less than 155,000 tons. So it does not 
appear that there has been any such importation of these ores from 
Mexico as to diminish the output of the American mines nor does it 
appear that it has injured them in any other way. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, had I been expecting to upon 
this subject I think I should have availed myself of an earlier oppor- 
tunity than has now come to me, for so much that I had intended to 
say, or at least thought I might say as the convictions of my own con- 
stituents, has already been so well stated by other Senators upon this 
floor in the progress of this discussion that I am constrained to omit it. 

There is not an item in these various schedules that so deeply con- 
cerns the prosperity of the people of Montana, around which clusters — 
a profounder solicitude, than the one that is now under disussion. 

Lead and lead ores have been the subject-matter of inquiry, of de- 
bate, throughout the length and breadth of that State, until upon the 
subject of their protection, and upon the subject of protection itself in 
its larger view, every miner’s cabin in the most remote recesses of the 
country has become a kind of Johns Hopkins University of political 
science, and although they had supposed that this subject was involved 
in the recent national political contention, and upon a wider arena of 
debate than was permitted to them, and had been finally determined, 
theirsolicitude remains until they havereaped the harvest thatisinstore. 

They would not wholly forgive their representatives in either wing 
of this Capitol if upon any matter so profoundly concerning their wel- 
fare and upon which their convictions are so deep silence were wholly 
maintained. That must be myexcuse for delaying for a few moments 
only the vote upon the motion mude by the Senator from Kansas and 
upon the main proposition that is involved in this bill, 

It has seemed to me that there have crept into this discussion and 
have continued through it several propositions that might very well 
be eliminated from it, I take it for granted that all thiscrimination, 
that upon one side of this Chamber the honorable Senators are repre- 
senting monopolies and trusts and wealth, and thatall villainy is con> 
centrated in their struggle and in their votes, and that upon the other 
side the serenities and virtues gather around the discussion and are 
represented by it, is something that not a solitary Senator on this floor, 
not a boy who performs the duty of not a spectator who sits in 
these galleries, not a citizenof the United States for a moment believes. 
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That the interests of capital and labor are inseparably intertwined, 
that they are all affected for good or evil by such legislation as we may 
evolve, is a truism that, whether debaters in this arena confess it or no, 
is the conviction of every citizen of this Republic. So I am not going 

to continue that line of discussion and to taunt the gentlemen upon the 

opposite side that with the activity of acrobats they have finally leaped 
to the side of the monopolist and millionaire, Lacquit any gentleman 
upon that side of arguing in behaif of the position which he maintains 
because he believes that somebody of great wealth has an advantage 
wrapped up in some propositions that are involved here and that there- 
fore he is in their favor; and it does not comport with the dignities that 
obtain in this Chamber for any Senator to get up and disclaim or feel 
called upon to get up and disclaim such unworthy motives as that. 

This discussion must not be clouded by personal considerations; and 
although it be true that in the particular item involved there has been 
in this Capitol for the six months that have gone, and there sits in 
these galleries to-day and jars against the Senate doors, a lobby eager 
for the continuance of the existing condition of things, this debate has 
been conducted and these views have been compared without reference 
to their desire. 

It has seemed to me, Mr. President, that we might call upon the 
other side of this Chamber, as it is called, for assistance in the framing 
of this bill. That they are devoted to the belief that a tariff is a tax, 
that in any form which it may assume it is a burden upon some peo- 
ple and in the aggregate a burden upon all, and that the beneficent re- 
sults which are Need for it are the vision of a diseased brain, is 
doubtless true. Dealing with an ideal and poetic and Utopian world, 
that would be true. But the proposition to sacrifice the discussion of 
this bill in its relation each item with the other is, in my view, not 
justified by hostilitity to the general p ition that we are opposed 
to the system upon which the entire bill is framed. 

Upon the proposition that there shall be in the United States duties 
upon imports, upon the proposition that those shall be so arranged as 
to assist the labor of the country upon theories which have been ad- 
vanced and discussed and have crystallized and been unified in what 
is known as the American system, we have had a recent verdict that 
does not admit here and now of controversy. Nothing remains for us 

on either side of this Chamber, therefore, but to frame a law that shall 
relatively preserve the rights and confer the blessings or equalize the 
burdens upon all the people and all the industries of the United States, 

Upon the proposition that is immediately involved here, whether 
there shall be admitted free of duty into the United States at the pres- 
ent time from thirty-two to fifty thousand tons of lead ore in competi- 
tion with the lead ores existing and to be produced in the United 
States, that must stand upon one of three ideas as to its desirability: 

First, is it desirable that that ore shall be admitted free of duty be- 
cause, in a wide view, freedom of trade is just and right, is capable of 
being here and now ized, and to the extent that it is involved in 
this particular item is‘possible here and now to be enjoyed? 

That involves the proposition discussed npon the other side that free 
trade is a blessing. Ido not know that any member on this floor who 
sits upon this side of the Chamber really stands upon a proposition of 
that kind. 

As to the other arguments in its behalf, it must be said that lead is 
an exception to the other productions of the United States to be placed 
to the extent involved upon the free-list and possibly to a wider ex- 
tent, or that there is something in the country from which this impor- 
tation comes, in the localities or in the individuals to whom this im- 
portation goes, to make it desirable that it shall be continued. If it 
is to stand upon this last proposition, then this law ought to read that 
from thirty-two to fifty thousand tons of lead ore, the product of the 
sister Republic of Mexico, may be imported to the various smelting 
works that now avail themselves of it, free of duty; that it is desirable 
as one of the documents introduced here yesterday by one of the Sen- 
atorsin behalf of thisamendment argued—that it is desirable that there 
should be freedom of exchange between the ores of Mexico and the 
corn of Kansas. 

I am not going to enter into any discussion as to the relative size 
of Kansas and Colorado. I think, however, as representing a State of 
great natural resources, I have a right to inquire whether it is proposed 
to immolate its chiefest industry in order that Kansas may have free 
lead ore for her corn. It is somewhat amusing to sit here and listen 
to the discussion that goes on in this behalf or to read the literature 
put before the Secretary of the Treasury last summer and before the 
other House of Congress this spring in justification of this matter. It 
has been affirmed stoutly that there is not within the United States a 
sufficient quantity of lead ore to supply the various smelting establish- 
ments within its limits to enable them to smelt the ores which do not 
contain these fluxes, and I have listened to that discussion and have 
seen the figureq which have been produced on both sides of that con- 
troversy, Having listened to the debates which have occurred in 
either House of this Congress, I am led somewhat to distrust statistics, 
but Iam perfectly certain that there is no reliability in the figures 

ven us to maintain the proposition that within the United States 
22 not lead ores enough for all the purposes for which they are 


, 


I have before me here an estimate made by a gentleman thoroughly 
familiar with the various mines of Nevada and Utah, who has traveled 
in all the mining districts that he has named and has investigated the 
quality of ores that are therein produced and specifying each particular 
district in that State and Territory. It is his judgment that there are 
431,500 tons capable of being produced annually for the use of the 
miners of the United States. I do not hesitate to avow my conviction 
that within the limits of the State which I have the honor in part to 
represent an equal amount may be produced. I desire to present this 
table, and if there shall be no objection, as it is short, to have it incor- 
porated in the remarks which I make, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Parr in the chair). The Chair 
hears no objection. 

The table is as follows: 


i The estimated production of lead ores in Nevada and Utah annually is as fol- 
ows: 


Tons. 

Dugway district can produce. 30, 000 
Columbia district can produce 15, 000 
Lake Side district can produce.. 30,000 
South Willow districtcan produce 15, 000 
Stockton district can produce. 30, 000 
8 Cañon district can prod 15, 000 
Opbir district can produce.. 15, 000 
Clifton district can produce 22,500 
Furber districtcan produce eR 45, 000 
One mine, Silver Cafion district, can produce, « 12,000 
Muncie district can produce. . . 7,500 
West Tintie district can produce... 7,500 
Del Monte and Iron Mountain mines... 15,000 
Bingham (West Mountain mining distr! 100, 000 
Sgae Mount can produce. sss 230, 000 

insley district can produce. . 15,000 
Delano district can produce... . 15,000 
Buel district can produce. 12, 000 


Mr. SANDERS. I feel perfectly certain that the anxiety which is 
manifested by these various smugglers to import into the United States 
lead ores does not arise from any such ground as is stated by them. 
Why, sir, across the northern boundary of the United States and al- 
most within sighs of the forty-ninth parallel of latitude are lead mines 
as valuable and as immense as are those that exist along the border- 
line of Mexico, in our sister republic, and yet we do not hear any com- 
plaint that these lead ores are brought from there. Whyis that true? 
There exists there a great highway of commerce in the shape of the 
Kootenay River. On either side of its banks as it comes down to the 
United States and then runs out again across the northern line are a 
multitude of mines richer in lead than almost any of the mines I have 
heard of existing in Mexico, and yet nobody has undertaken to im- 
port lead from that country, and simply because they are incapable of 
getting it mined for one dollar less than it can be mined in the United 
States, 

The simple fact about it is that the reason why these ores are im- 
ported from the Republic of Mexico is that labor there is cheaper. 
There is a contention existing as to the price of wages that are paid 
there, and I have not a particle of doubt that it variesaccording to the 
respective merits of the laborers, but it is incontestably true that a Mex- 
ican can be hired to work in the mines there for half a dollar a day. 
Reliable citizens of the United States have journeyed from Mexico since 
this discussion opened and have affirmed that within their own knowl- 
edge and under their own observation that was the price paid to many 
laborers there. No doubt there are higher prices paid in exceptional 
cases for men who are worth more. 

As to this tariff upon lead ore we have had it for more than a century, 
It is a pretty high sanction that the first tariff that was placed upon 
lead was in an act that was approved by George. Washing!®n, and from 
oo until now there has never been a time when the tariff upon lead 
ore was not at least 1 cent, and as high at various times as 3 cents per 
pound. It is proposed in the amendment ot the Senator from Kansas 
to reduce it in the form of lead ore lower than it has ever been before. 

If there had been a tax upon lead ores of all kinds existing, and the 
Senator from Kansas had arisen in his place and had moved to amend 
the existing law whereby thirty or forty thousand tons of ore from 
Mexico might come to the State of Kansas or to Newark, N. J., by 
putting it upon the free-list, it would have been hooted out of this 
Chamber by both sides of it. But inasmuch as unexpectedly and by 
indirection a condition of affairs has arisen whereby under existing law 
as interpreted by the authorities of the Treasury Department that 
amount of lead ore is coming into the country upon the free-list and 
we seek to correct it, that correction is sought to be resisted here. 

There is not a particle of doubt but that the Congress that passed 
this law intended to protect the producers of lead in the United States. 
They made it manifest by putting an import tax of 2 cents per pound 
upon lead in its more matured forms of production, But it was found 
that on the other side of the border there were two classes of mines, 
one producing ores rich in lead, and another producing ores rich in 
silver, and inasmuch as silver ores were admitted free of duty a decis- 
ion of the Treasury Department made in 1880 was seized upon as a pre- 
text, and in 1886 it was decided that léad might be introduced free of 
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duty providedit was 5 with silver of a greater commercial value 
than the amount of lead in the ore. 

There was but one thing to do. Parties across the border had but to 
be the owners of a lead mine and a silver- mine —of course when I use 
these phrases I understand that in the lead there would be some silver 
and in the silver there would be some Jead—and to so carefully min- 
gle them as that the value of the silver should be a little larger than 
that of the lead, and then both of them could be transported across 
the border free of duty. 

This I do not want to characterize as smuggling; I do not want to 
characterize it as a trick; but this infirmity of the law, whereby adroit 
men were able to take advantage of the words of the law in contraven- 
tion of the design and the intent of Congress, has grown from small 

innings until it has threatened and has materially impaired the 
lead industry of the United States. Having secured this decision from 
the Treasury Department, a new argument is brought to bear upon us 
here, that we have no right to change it; that in morals and in fair- 
ness and in a business way we are estopped from amending the laws 
of the United States to repair a wrong which we did not wholly pre- 
vent in a former law. 

Now I wish to call the attention of these Senators for a moment to 
the gentleman who appeared to be the inventor of this doctrine of 
estoppel. Before the Committee on Ways and Means in the House of 
Representatives there appeared a gentleman who was the attorney for 
the Newark Smelting and Refining Works who, after expressing his 
gratitude that he was permitted to appear, said: 

I represent the firm of E. Balbach & Sons, of Newark, N. J., who are the 
owners and proprietors of the Newark Smelting and Refining Works. They 
have been engaged in this business for over forty years. 
last spring— 

Mark the time— 
they embarked in a new enterprise in addition to the business of smelting and 
3 ores, They embarked in the business of getting ores from Mexico im- 
ported into this country. 

If I were to stop and criticise his speech, I suppose that that was the 
continuation of their old enterprise on a new theater, if that is all 
there was of it. They had been engaged in getting ores, to my certain 
knowledge, for a score of years from countries about as remote as Mex- 
ico. 

These ores were silver-lead ores, and it was in pursuance with the rulings of 
the Treasury i ‘nig, ign of the United States that were made by the Secretary 
of the Treasury in the month of January, 1880, during the Administration of 
Mr. Hayes, and also the Administration of Mr. Cleveland, in 1886, that they en- 

in this enterprise. The Treasury Department made this ruling, that 
where silver-lead ores imported into this country, where the silver in value 
eee in value over the lead in the ores, though the lead might pre- 


ominate in quantity and weight over the silver, that in a legal and commer- 
cial sense these ores were silver ores, and therefore not subject to duty. 


And upon the proposition whether these ores should be called silver- 
lead ores or lead-silver ores there has been a quarrel among scientists 
and miners from the day this decision was made until now. It is use- 
less to enter into it here, for it has been determined by the Treasury 
Department, and I believe it has the authority of the Committee on 
the Judiciary of the Senate, that where the value of the silver is greater 
than the value of the lead, it isappropriately under our laws denomi- 
nated silver ore. ‘That arose ont of the decision, made as long ago as 
1880, that where there wasa greater valueof silver in iron than the value 
of the iron itself, the ore might be brought in as silver ore and not pay 
duty as iron ore. In that particular instance practically the value of 
the iron was destroyed by the presence of the silver, not for all pur- 

indeed, but no high tension could be expected of iron that was 
thus adulterated with silver. 

Now, he has told us that Balbach & Sons went into this business and 
that they went into it because of the Treasury ruling, and he proceeds 
in this way: 

And I might add, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, that it seems 
to be the policy of this Government that gold and silver ore shall be free of duty, 
and where there are in the ores containing gold and silver small quantities of 
Jead, itis of no consequence and should not be considered by Congress or by 
this committee as amounting to anything in the way of protection. 

He no doubt rightly described the intent of Congress that if there 
was an immaterial quantity of lead in the ore it should not be required 
to pay a duty. Nobody ever supposed at that time that 34,000 tons 
would be produced in one year, and that is simply the beginning of an 
industry that is destined to drive onr lead-mining out of existence, as 
labor to produce these other ores can be procured in Mexico for from 25 
cents to $1 a day. 

Now says this gentleman: 

Now, it was not until after Assistant Secretary of the Treasury French, R 
1880, made that ruling in respect to the statute passed by Congress, and it was 
not until after Assistant Secretary of the Treasury Fairchild made a similar 
ruling, in 1886, affirming the ruling of Mr. Frengh, that my clients, Messrs, E. 
Balbach & Son, embarked in this enterprise; and it was in the pursuance of 
that ruling and in consequence of that ruling and by reason of that ruling that 
they embarked in the enterprise, 

That story has been told twice so far by this faithful attorney. 
Omitting a colloquy that occurred between the chairman and this at- 
torney, he proceeds: 

I was about to state it was in consequence of this ruling— 

He had said it twice— 


Atout three years ago 


made by the De 


Cleveland that y embarked in this en! fore that time they had 
been en in the business of smel and refin' ores for forty years at 
Newark. hey employed 350 people in n population of 175,000, 

And so on. 


When the Treasury Department made this ruling they engaged in 
this business. They do not want you to ſorget that. 


In addition to the plant they had in Newark th ut up in Sab in the Re- 
public of Mexico, additional works amounting to $350,000 in value, and it was in. 
8 of the ruling made by the Department that they entered into this 
enterprise. M 

Last Mayan application was made to the Treasury Department, ete. 


Mr, Windom— 

He says— 
said his predecessors had made a certain ruling and that rule has been sequi- 
esced in by the Department and by his predecessors in office, and on the faith of 
that ruling capital been placed onthat industry, and thatit would becontrary 
to ay and good faith if the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States 
should change this ruling; because on the faith ofthat ruling men had put their 
money into t business and relied upon the faith of the Government of the 
United States that they would continue to maintain the ruling that had been 
previously made. 

Now, I submit to this honorable committee 

Says this counselor— 
where on the faith of the act of Congress and on the action of the Department 

tlemen have gre on money in an enterprise, they have a right to presume 
that Congress will not change that ruling unless Con is sai that any 
change of law that may be made will accrue to the efit of the country at 
large and a better law than that which already existed. 
hd $ s s » Ld * 

Now, what is the reason these gentlemen see fit to ask this committee to 

change the statute law ? $ 


Asked this attorney. 


As I understand, there was 2 from Mexico during the year endin; 
June 30, 1899, about $930,000 worth of lead. Now the people of Montana and 


Colorado object to that, and I do not know for what reason. It is imported 
with silver, and I will remark to you, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the 
committee, that while lead imported from Mexico amounts to , the value 
of silver imported from Mexico was $4,870,000 and some odd do! Now, if 
the committee please, there is no objection on the part of the Lace of Mon- 
tana or Colorado to the importation of this silver from: Mexico; and yet before 
the Treasury Department last May they said that there was 8 objection 
on the part of the wage-workers to letting the law remain as itis. ~ 

* „ > * * s * 


Now, gentlemen, the question to be considered is this—I did not come here 
in favor of free trade— 


He is in that respect like the Senator from Kansas— 


J come from a district which has never sent here a man who is opposed to 
American industries. I represent a firm who are in favor of American indus- 
tries. And yet if you take from these people the law as it now stands and give 
them another law, you interfere with the operations of American industries 
and partially deprive one thousand fiye hundred people in the city of Newark 
of their bread and butter. 


* * * e 


We represent nine electoral votes, and the State of Kansas has nine electoral 
votes also. The only poopie opposed to this are in the States of Montana, Colo- 
rado, and the Territory of Utah; and, gentlemen, 
of the lead in the State of Montana is 21 per cent. as compared with the value 
of the other minerals of that Commonwealth. 

* * * * * + 


* 
I think lead ores ought to be free, as they are now 
Says the attorney— ù 


I think in a legal and commercial sense, where ores are imported from Mexico 
containing silver and lead, and where the silver predominates in value, 

ores should come in free, and where in silver aed lead ores the lead predomi- 
nates in value, they ought to be subject to a duty. I desire to say that I come 
here from a free-trade standpoint in this respect— 


Having changed his politics in about three sentences with reference 

to this great economic question— 
I come here representing an weap? f in the’ city of Newark, and the same in- 
dusty in the city of Kansas City. We do not ask any change in the law, but 
simply ask this honorable committee to submit to Congress that the law as 
it has been for years shall remain. 

Mr. President, after seeing how well that gentleman ed the case 
of his clients, with what agility he could get from one side to another 
of a great economic question, how he could impress upon Congress that 
really they were estopped from consulting the general interests of the 
country by reason of the fact that men had invested capital in an en- 
terprise taking advantage of the process of legalized smuggling, nobody 
will disagree with me that he was appropriately enough named Keen. 

I listened, as I listen to all poetry with a great deal of interest, to 
the documents which were read to us yesterday by the honorable Sena- 
tor from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], wherein these great smelting trusts, 
with a capitalization of $10,000,000 of preferred stock and $15,000,000 
of common stock, are undertaking to ask us to forget the mining indus- 
try of the United States and to remember the interests which thi 
have in their keeping, and especially the welfare of the sister Republic 
of Mexico, I confess that the most potent argument that was made 
to continue the condition of things which now exist, or to open still 
wider the flood-gates of our custom-houses to the products of the sis- 
ter Republic of Mexico, arises out of the benediction which seems to 
follow in its train to that sister republic. 

My envy can not be excited by the fact and I do not for an instant 
doubt that the fact that Mexico is permitted to use the market of tle 
United States for her lead ore is a great blessing to her. I have nota . 
particle of doubt but that if we should open this magnificent market. 


I am told that the total value - 


4 — 
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of ours to all the productions of Mexico it would give wealth and sta- 
bility and strength and intelligence to her institutions and make her 
more and more like ourown people; and the proposition that is plainly 
put at us by the beautitul hymn that is sung by the Kansas aT. Com- 
mercial Club and by the Kansas City Board of Trade is wh we 
shall forget the United States and all the great interests thatare in the 
keeping of her people for the sake of doing good to the Republic of 
Mexico. That is a question which has presented itself to the people 
upon this question from immemorial time. 

- The Republic of Mexico has not taken upon herself as yet the great 
interests of morality, ofscientific inquiry, of inventive genius, of demo- 
cratic government, of education, to the extent that we haye burdened 
the American people; and we afirm that until there shall be equaliza- 
tion in these respects we are entitled by such advantages as we have in 
our own home market to preserve it to our own citizens, A tariff is 
simply the charging of a rental for the-nse of our market. 

It is saying to people who will come within the limits of this Re- 
public, where this market exists, ‘‘ Inasmuch as it is a market better 
than that existing in any other country at any other time, you shall 
pay for the great privilege of coming here and exposing your wares for 
sale, and we will make such charges with reference to the occupancy 
of this market by you as in onr judgment will materially promote the 
various industries of the United States, which in our view are entitled 
to protection, encouragement, and support;’’ and that brings us into 
a controversy at once between the fifty thousand miners of the United 
States and theseventeen smelters which, as is said by the Senator from 
Texas, are authorized to come upon this Senate floor and importune 
us to let them have free lead ore from the Republic of Mexico. 

Mr. REAGAN. Twenty. 

Mr. SANDERS. Twenty. And the great mining population that 
inhabit the States and Territories of the United States from its north- 
ern extremity to its utmost southern limits—the Senator insists that 
these seventeen shall be enlarged to twenty—are to be forgotten. I 
am not entirely ignorant of the processes by which a great corporation 
of that kind is counted now upon this side and now upon the other of 
these great economic questions. If some person prominent in its coun- 
cils or in its offices, regardless of what may be the desire of its stock- 
holders, assames to speak for it, and so take the side of this great 
monopoly, forthwith that corporation is counted as belonging upon 
that Ade of the controversy. 

I know that one of these great smelters was counted in the discus- 
sion in the House of Representatives as upon the side of this monopoly 
and this trust, when nine-tenths of its stockholders, to my certain 
knowledge, were the last men in the world who would have consented 
to have had their influence thrown upon that side of the contention. 
I tell you these gentlemen assume too much when they say they are 
authorized to speak for these corporations. I challenge the gentle- 
men to produce a resolution adopted by any board of directors of these 
co: tions, through which alone they are entitled to speak upon 
such questions, affirming that their corporation is to be counted in this 
political controversy, or weighed, as the case may, be upon theside of 
this monopoly. 

Nay, more than that, I deny that there has been submitted to the 
board of directors authority to speak upon subjects touching the polit- 
cal economy of the country in which they exist. That is a matter 
whichshould come down to the very stockholders themselves, the board 
of directors being chosen simply to conduct the business with which 
the corporation has charged its officers; and running the polities of the 
country is not yet a business that is entitled to the benefitof a franchise 
in the shape of a charter and an organization thereunder. ` 

I do not doubt, however, that many of these great enterprises hunt- 
ing over the country where they can buy ore the cheapest and utterly 

ess of the general welfare, so that they can put money into the 

ets of their stockholders and themselves, so that they pay the 
salaries which are given to them, and so that they can travel in 

state over the country in their private cars, are willing to immolate 
upon the altar of free trade the 50,000 miners who have been men- 
tioned here, which number, in my judgment, does not constitute more 
than one-half of the persons who pursue the occupation of mining 
recious metals within the limits of the United States, and does not 

8 to measure the vast populations that in a lesser and indirect de- 

gree are dependent upon that great enterprise for their prosperity. 
The miners of the United States fulfill in our social and political 
economy a mission as complete and perfect and isolated and courageous 
in itself as do the soldiers who fight your battles or as do the sailors 
who carry your commerce on every sea. They doit under circumstan 
of greater discouragement than either of these two classes I have named. 
Iam satisfied it is no exaggeration, it has been put down in figures as 
true, that a hundred cents of the precious metals have cost on an aver- 
age throughout the United States at least a dollar and a quarter. 

I have not a particle of doubt but that that is an underestimate of its 
value. The perils that surround this industry, the disappointments 
that characterize its pursuit, the courage with which it is followed, all 
entitle these men to to careful consideration whenever it 
comes to legislating in their behalf. It is easy to toss them aside and 
to say if these things be true it were better that that industry were 


. 


abandoned, but the uction of the precious metals is essential to 
the independence and character of a country in the family of nations, 
no matter at what cost the mines of precious metals within any coun- 
try where they exist must be worked. 

We must penance and put into the avenues and channels of com- 
merce the gold and silver that constitute the exchanges of the world, 
and therefore I say that from time immemorial in the United States, 
ss long as we have had legislation, the interests of this class of men 
have been protected. They have been deemed to be worthy of the so- 
licitude of the most eminent men the land has produced. What have 
they not done for yon? When gold was first discovered along the west- 
ern confines of this Atlantic civilization, not more than forty-one or 
forty-two years ago, your frontier was lying almost in sight of the Mis- 
sissippi River. 

The miners have lost more men in attacking the savages and in 
driving them back to their haunts and homes than have your armies. 
They have abolished your frontier. They have brought you every five 
years a new empire ; they have builded your cities, your colleges and 
schools. They have made it safe for a man to travel along any parallel 
of latitude or any meridian of longitude within the limits of the United 
States. We are no longer conducting Indian wars. They have poured 
into the lap of this country the treasures of the mountains that have 
been grudgingly given to their industry. 

They pursue their way jauntily, not stopping to look at it asa mat- 
ter of retrospection, the disappointments of to-day but nerving them 
for the courage that is required for to-morrow. They will not thank 
me even for this brief mention of the inestimable services which they 
have rendered the Republic. In the consciousness of self-deserving, 
they do not ask that their merits be heralded. They ask only that 
they shall not be brought into contact with that labor that is respon- 
sible for nobody’s education, that contents itself with existence with- 
out aspirations, that builds up no home, no city, no civilization, but 
that, living upon the rudest and cheapest and most spontaneous pro- 
ductions of nature, contents itself with the pittances which are paid 
in our sister republic. 

It is true that the business of mining is an expensive one; it is true 
that it costs a large amount of money to extract precious metals from 
the earth; it is true that the largest item that enters into the propo- 
sition is the labor of the miner; 95 per cent. of the lead that is pro- 
duced, 95 per cent. of the value of it represents the toil of the miners 
who extract it from the soil, and I am glad to affirm with reference to 
the State of Montana that there exists a public sentiment, which is prev- 
alent also through all the mining regions, that the last expense that 
will be abandoned will be the amount of money that is paid to the 
toilers in the caverns of the earth. 

Against that, and for the solitary reason that you can get the prod- 
ucts of the mines across the border in Mexico with cheaper labor, we 
are asked to sacrifice this great industry on our own soil, and itis done 
on the mean and pitiful pretense that we have not got resources of our 
own which if developed here would be adequate for the end we have 
in view. It is done upon the 3 argument that we must do 
something for the railroads. I beg leave to ask the honorable Senator 
from Texas if there are no railroads but the Mexican Central or the 
Denver and Rio Grande. Arenot the great highways of commerce that 
penetrate every considerable mining region entitled to as respectful 
consideration? 

Is it not the part of statesmanship to encourage their traffic as much 
as it is thatof foreign railroads in Mexicoor the highways that lead to 
it through our own land? I think it is, and Iam glad that my honor- 
able friend from Texas has finally got the other eye open in this dis- 
cussion and has arrived at the conclusion that whereas a railroad runs 
into Mexico it is entitled to exist and for the purposes for which it was 
organized to be encouraged and not to be boycotted. 

I presume, if I could trace it down to its ultimate ownership, it. 
would be found to be vested in one of these hated corporations; no 
doubt its stockholders exist all over the United States, in Mexico, and 
in Europe as well, but I understand that these great highways of com- 
merce within the domain which has ben prescribed to them and in 
the discharge of the functions with which they are charged are just as 
much a part and parcel of this civilizatic 1 of ours, which it is our duty 
to protect, as is the toiler in the mine. ‘They are a part and parcel of 
his prosperity, and, thank God, he is a part and parcel of theirs. There 
can be no separation of this great intertwining system of commerce and 
industry that constitutes the material wealth of the United States. 

Now, while I am grateful to the State of Kansas for the luster that 
she has shed upon our history, for the great names that she has placed 
in our pantheon, for the industry and ability with which she has 
graced this Senate Chamber with her representatives, I am not will- 
ing to say that I am so anxious that her corn shall be sold to advan- 
tage as that I am willing to sacrifice the miners of the United States 
to the corn-raisers of that State; and I appeal to the Senator from Mis- 
souri—for this question has risen above a mere question of hostility to 
aprotective tariff, for upon that proposition it might as well be here 
and now conceded one is to be passed—to join us and help us make a 
coherent enactment that will not give advantages to one class of men 
at the expense of others; that will not sacrifice the lead-miners of Mis- 
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souri and Illinois and all the sil ver- producing States and Territories ot 
„the Union in order that something gracious and graceful may be done 
to the sister Republic of Mexico. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If it will not interrupt the Senator, I want to ask 
him a question for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Montana yield? 

Mr. SANDERS, With pleasure. 

Mr, CARLISLE. I should like to know how many mines in actual 
operation in the State of Montana produce the fluxing ores and how 
many in operation produce the dry ores, if the Senator can answer the 

estion. 

Mr. SANDERS. The question is a perfectly fair one. 

Mr, CARLISLE. I want to see how many are to be benefited and 
how many are to be injured by the importation of the ores from Mexico. 

Mr. SANDERS. The question is a perfectly fair one, and with the 
same degree of frankness and fairness with which it is asked I answer 
that I can not tell. Iean only speak from an observation that has 
comprehended many mines. Thestatistics are pitifully inadequate and 
unjust in that regard when they say only 24 per cent. of our ores are 
lead ores; the merest fraction on earth, it has been stated, produce lead 


ores, 
It is true thatin the State of Montana the Anaconda mine, which 
2 copper and silver; the Granite Mountain mine, which pro- 
uces dry silver ores; the Drum Lomond mine, Which produces gold 
and silver dry ores, the Bimetallic, and one or two other large mines, 
are the principal ones now being worked. They need no lead ores for 
fluxing, being milling ores; they have been capitalized at large sums of 
money; immense and valuableimprovements have been put upon them. 
They cut a large figure in the metal production of that State. But 
— scattered all over the State and happily, generally I believe I may say, 
owned by citizens of that State in severalty and not the property of any 
corporation,are innumerable mines ofsilverand lead, more enough, 
I undertake to say, to supply all the smelting ores that exist in the 
State of Montana. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will pardon me just a moment, I have 
before me House Miscellaneous Document No. 230, Department of the 
Interior, United States Geological Survey, entitled Mineral Resources 
of the United States, calendar year 1888, a work by David T. Day, 
which goes on to say under the head of Idaho: ““ 

It is estimated that 30,000 tons of the material shipped 

After giving the production of lead ore and concentrates in Idaho— 


It is estimated that 30,000 tons of the material shipped went to Montana 
smelters, while 3,500 tons went to Denyer works, 3,000 tonsto Omaha, and the 
same quantity to Aurora, the total cost of freight and treatment being aboutthe 
same at all the points in question. 


It is then, under the head of Montana, stated: 


It is estimated that Montana smelters produced 13,125 short tons of base bull- 
fon; but it should be stated that a large Syn of this quantity is from ore 
derived from Idaho, the Cœur d' Alene district in particular. Aside from the 
8 at Glendale, the smelting business is carried on by two] works, 

Montana Smelting Company, at Great Falls, and the Helena and Livingston 
Smelting and Reduction Company, at Helena, 


From that it would seem that nearly all the lead ore used in Mon- 
tana nos from Idaho. I only speak of that because I happen to have 
it at hand. 

Mr. SANDERS. I was not unaware of that testimony, and there is 
another estimate abroad that 2} per cent. of the ores of Montana are 
lead ores and 97} per cent. are what are known as dry ores, I say that 
from my own observation and knowledge such statistics as those are 
utterly unreliable. Without saying anything about the movement of 
ores in and out of Montana, or what have been used in the great smelt- 
ers of that State, Isay that there is not a single mining camp within the 
limits of the State of Montana but that the concurrent testimony of 
prudent and sagacious men affirm will produce lead ores enough to do 
all the smelting that is required to be done in the State of Montana. 
Other mining districts equally productive only await transportation 
to furnish an unlimited supply of fluxing ore. 

Now let us see on what basis this doubt proceeds It is either that 
nature herself has perpetrated a solecism in her history or that the fel- 
low who made the northern boundary line forthe State of Montana was 
himself a freak, Right on the north of the State of Montana, north 
of her western boundry, there are, as I have already stated, immense 
deposits of lead ore. They extend down into Montana and into Idaho 
as well. The theory of the gentleman proceeds upon the hypothesis 
that when our fathers fixed the parallel 49° north latitude as the 
northern boundary they either knew or did not know what Lord Ash- 
burton knew; he did not know he was getting all the lead ores and 
giving us the dry ores, and that the same thing was true of our boun- 

ry between here and Mexico. I put no faith in that at all, and my 
eyes forbid that I shonld. . 

I think I may say that withthe exception of the three eastern coun- 
ties there is not a county in Montana that bas not a large amount of 
lead-silver ore, and I deny the correctness or completeness of the statistics 
which the gentlemen produce. I affirm that it is capable of demon- 

stration, I have seen with my own eyes immense mines of silver there 
that have never by reason of their isolation contributed a particle tothe 
wealth of the world or assistance in smelting the dry ores, and one of 
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the great beneficences that we can reasonably expect from curtailing 
somewhat the exuberance of these honorable gentlemen in availing 
themselves of what my friend from Colorado calls poor labor, the labor 
of persons who work for a mere pittance, will be that we shall notonly 
develop the mines that are now within reach of the benefits of com- 
merce, but that we shall extend the benefits of commerce themselves to 
other mining camps than the ones that exist already, by the construc- 
tion of railroads thereto, 

Sir, there is a bill pending in the other House of Congress which has 
passed the Senate under which we are undertaking to construct a rail- 
road, the capital tor which is already raised, 50 miles to the great min- 
ing camp at Cooke City near the Yellowstone National Park., Such is 
the indifference of our statesmen to developing these mineral resources 
and such is the pressure of grave affairs upon their attention here that 
I do not know whether we shall be able to get that bill through or 
not, but whenever that is done there are thousands and hundreds of 
thousands of tons of lead ore which stand there exposed to the light of 
day without a particle of earth upon them ready for use by these com- 
bined smelters now so eager for Mexican ore. 

So in my own view those statistics which touch that ore which has 
been worked do not take into consideration the large number of lead- 
mines that exist up and down that country, which can produce and 
will produce these lead ores, unless you put them in competition with 
the ores which come from Mexico and other lands cursed with cheap 
labor. r 

Now, there has been another talk about this, and it is the standpoint 
of my friend, the Senator from Kansas. Do allow us to have the raw 
material free. Set in motion the industries of this country.“ All 
this turns upon the proposition, as they would express it in the West, 
of where you sit. To the fiſty or one hundred thousand miners of Mon- 
tana and the intermountain States the ores that are taken out are the 
finished product of their toil. They are the raw material of Balbach & 
Son, of the Argentine Smelting Company, and so on, but they are the 
finished product of all those miners there. 

If it is proposed to make this matter of protection a system of cut- 
ting throats, there are some other throats than those of the miners of 
the West exposed to the knife. But I do not understand that that is 
the system on which it proceeds. . There was published within the last 
year a hitherto unpublished letter of Henry Clay, who had been 
roundly abused by his correspondent for not having placed some im- 
port duties upon a given product of other lands for the sake of protect- 
ing the. particular individual who was abusing him. To the corre- 
spondent who sent bim the letter he wrote that while it was true now 
and then a single interest to a certain extent would be burdened, the 
entire system stood upon a consultation not of a single industry, but 
upon the prosperity and welfare ofall the industries combined. 

That is true, and if it is truethe honorable Senator from Kansas can 
not expect we can sacrifice this great system in order that Kansas may 
send her corn to Mexico and in order that Balbach &Son and the other 
combined smelters may get lead at prices that other men can not get 
it at, because they can avail themselves of that cheap labor. If this 
is done, the system itself has gone to pieces; it is subject to the crit- 
icism that our friends on the other side give to it. 

Now, if you want to be logical about this matter, why not put in 
your bill that all lead, except Mexican lead, shall pay a tax? Ido 
not know but thatit is the theory of the Senator from Kansas that all 
lead and all other ores, except Canadian ores, shall pay a tax, in the 
amendment which he has suggested this afternoon. Anxious myself 
to be neighborly to the sister Republic of Mexico, to encourage her in 
well-doing, to strengthen the influences of this Republic within her 
limits, and to add potency to our example, I am not so anxious for all 
those blessings and benedictions to her as I am to take care that the 
civilization which is in our keeping shall be kept in the grasp of men 
strong enough to maintain it in all its integrity. 

My friend, the Senator from Delaware, yesterday introduced a new 
authority in this Senate Chamber and undertook to illustrate from Holy 
Writ the follies of Demetrius, which I thought he handled somewhat 
gingerly. I wondered why he did not turn tothe writings of that same 
author, wherein he undertook not to give a matter of in his- 
tory as to the zeal with which people worshiped Diana of the Ephe- 
sians, but wherein he imparted a little political economy, that chapter 
in Timothy wherein he said: The laborer is worthy of his reward; 
that chapter wherein he said: 

ut if ide not for his own, and specially fi f 
he hath EAA and is worse than wet infidel. . 

There are reasons that exist for our taking care of our own house- 
hold which do not exist in other lands. We have assumed to be the 
vanguard of a new system of government that confide everything 
to plain and common people, rely upon their good-willand their intel- 
ligence for the preservation of everything that is needed and dear to 
man, Are you going to overburden them with these tand benefi- 
cent causes which they have hitherto taken care of with such fidelity 
and zeal, and turn them over to be pecked at by all the poverty-stricken- 

ple of all the earth, who care nothing for your moralities, nothing 
toe pou civilization, who care for nothing but mere existence? If so, 
let us have the tin that is dug out of the earth by the Chinese at 
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Malacca; let us drop every industry of a manufacturing character out | to-day unless we make ter progress we shall not finish the discus- 
of existence in the United States; let us tumble these 64, 000, 000 of | sion 1 a metal schedule before the time arrives for taking the vote 
upon the bill. ; 


* out upon the prairies and arid lands and fertile fields of the 
est and let them engage in agriculture and live on toes and car- 
rots; let every dollar that we have be paid to foreign lands for the nec- 
essary productions which they can give us at prices cheaper that we can 
manufacture our own; but never pretend from that time forth that you 
have been a statesman caring for the interests of a great people, but 
acknowledge that you have simply been a loiterer by the way, neg- 
lecting the most sacred duties that appertain to American legislation. 
Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I shall only detain the Senate fora 
few moments for the purpose of calling attention to a few salient points 
that ought to be held in mind in this discussion. 

To hear the discussion one would suppose that by the exclusion of 
this tax of 1} centsa pound on a certain description of lead ores we were 
making freetradeinlead. Howoften we have heard the statement, that 
you are bringing the lead of another country into competition with 
the lead and the lead-miners and lead-smelters of this country. Now, 
in this ph it is seen that we impose a duty on lead ore and lead 
dross of 1} cents a pound. But we are notobjectingtothat. It is seen 
that we are providing a duty on lead in pigs and bars, molten and 
old refuse lead run into blocks and bars, and old serap - lead fit only to 
be remanufactured,’’ of 2 cents per pound. 

That I suppose is intended to protect lead. We impose by the next 
clause a duty on lead in sheets, pipes, shot, glaziers’ lead, and lead 
wire, of 24 cents per pound. Now, we are not combating that. 
‘Three provisions in this bill impose a tax upon lead and lead ore which 
are not brought into this discusssion at all. 

Under this legislation, when we consider that 190,000 tons of lead 
were produced in this country last year, and that a very small, almost 
an infinitesimal, part of that was imported from Mexico, and when we 
consider that the great mass of lead is protected by 2 and 2} cents a pound, 
it seems to me that it ought to estop the suggestion that by opposing a 
tax of 1} cents a pound upon these fluxing silver-lead ores we were 
striking down the lead interests of the United States. 

Besides. Mr. President, it is assumed that the admission of these 
ores is in hostility to the interests of the lead-producing people of the 
United States. How can that be when year by year the consumption 
of lead in the United States is much greater than the production of lead 
coming from the ores of the United States and from Mexico combined ? 
Last year the lead from the two countries combined was 10,000 tons 
short of the consumption in the United States. We had to import that 
much; I assume that we lay upon it a duty of 2 cents a pound in order 
to supply the necessities of the country. 

Gentlemen tell us of the enormous amount of lead which isin the 
mines of this country and I do not think they overstate it. The mineral 
resources of this country, lead and iron, copper, and silver and gold, are 
almost limitless, But that is not the question before us. Itis how 
much is produced and how much is consumed, and so long as the pro- 
duction in the United States is less than the consumption it seems to 
me we can not complain of the introduction of a certain kind of flux- 
ing ores whichare brought in so as to utilize the low-grade lead ores and 
whatare called the dry ores, and to aid in the separation of silver and gold 
and copperand lead from each other by these separating establishments. 
Thatis the purpose of this lead ore, as I understand it. 

Mr. SANDERS. I would like to ask the Senator if it is not true 

that prior to the time when these lead ores were imported from Mexico, 
in 1883, for instance, we produced more lead than we used, and if until 
we began to get the cheap lead from Mexico we were not in a fair way 
to produce all the lead that we used. The statistics show that the 
rate of duty of 1} cents from 1864 to 1883 reduced the importations 
ce 31,000 tons to 1,500, and the price from $7.18 a hundred to 

32. 

Mr. REAGAN. What time was that? 

Mr. SANDERS. From 1864, when a duty of one cent and a half 
was imposed, until 1883, the price was reduced from $7.18 to $4.32. 
In 1883 we produced more than we used; but under this free impor- 
tation of lead ores, driving our own producers out of the business, down 
to 1889, we imported 33,000 tons, 

Mr. REAGAN. But in 1883 we imported 22,000 tons of lead, so that 
we did not produce more than we consumed that year. 

Mr. SANDERS. I think we did. 

Mr. REAGAN. I speak from statistics which have been taken from 
the proper department. The Senator inquires if we did not before 
1883 make more lead than we consumed. In 1847 we imported 1,200 
tons of lead; in 1848 we imported 10,435 tons of lead; in 1849 we im- 
ag 10,470 tons of lead; in 1850 we imported 16,470 tons of lead. 

the Senator sees as I go along that we were not making more than 
we were consuming. 

Mr. ALDRICH rose, 

Mr, REAGAN. Does the Senator from Rhode Island rise to tell me 
that nobody is listening to me again? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, but I do rise to appeal to the Senator from 
Texas, if such an appeal will be availing, to allow a vote to be taken 
on the pending amendment. We have spent two days in the discus- 
sion of this question, and under the arrangement which has been made 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, there has not been one-half the time 
consumed on this side of the Chamber that there has been on that 
in the discussion of this item, and the Senator never became restless 
when it was being discussed on that side of the Chamber, He seems 
to become especially restless when I am discussing it; and he proposed 
to relieve me and the Senate yesterday by suggesting, when, it is true, 
there was not a very full Senate, and I do not know who was listening, 
that nobody was paying any attention to what I said. I am obliged 
to the Senator for his courtesy then and now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I certainly did not mean to be diseourteous to the 
Senator yesterday. I simply called his attention to the fact that he 
was reading printed documents which were already in the possession 
of the Senate, and that for that reason I supposed no one was listenin, 
to him. If he had been discussing the matter on his own account, 
have no doubt he would have had the attention of every member of 
the Senate. i 

Mr. REAGAN, If any one shall ever have oceasion to look at m 
remarks and if any one listened to them he will see that what I rea 
supplemented by what I said, was in reference fo questions that ought 
to control the decision in this case. 

But J was going on to answer the question of the Senator from Mon- 
tana, who said that before 1883 we produced more lead than we con- 
‘sumed, that is, before the time we commenced importing Mexican lead 
ores. I had got down to 1850. In 1851 we imported 19,405 tons of 
lead; in 1852 we imported 16,760 tons of lead ; in 1853 we imported 
20,613 tons of lead; in 1854 we imported 21,301 tons of lead; in 1855 
we imported 25,333 tons of lead; and it goeson down to 1873, ra 
from 20,000 to 33,000 tons of lead a year, and in 1873 we import 
22,114 tons of lead. So the Senator will see that our consumption 
largely exceeded the supply. There has been no year since 1848 when 
we have not had a greater consumption than production of lead in the 
2 States; and on that subject I will give the Senator some other 

cts, 

During the four years from 1886 to 1890 that we were importing 
Mexican ores the average price of lead in New York was $4.36 per 
hundred pounds, whereas during the three years preceding the im- 
portation of such ores the price was $4, showing the price to be 36 cents 
in the bundred pounds more since we haye been importing these flux- 
ing ores from Mexico than it was before. 

Mr. President, it is assumed in this discussion that because of our 
opposition to a tax of 14 cents a pound upon these flux ores we are op- 
posing the lead interests of the country. The testimony contained in 
this volume shows that there are twenty-four smelting and refining 
establishments in the United States. j 

It shows that twenty of those twenty-four establishments (seventeen 
of which, it is said, involve a capital of ten or twelve million dollars) are 
in favor of the importation of these fluxing ores from Mexico as a means 
of utilizingour dry ores and the low-grade lead ores of this country. 
Four of these establishments, it is said, oppose this, and it is demanded 
of us, in the name of the industries of the United States, that wesac- 
rifice the interest of twenty great establishments with their twelve mill- 
ions of capital, with their thousands of laborers, in order to benefit 
four other competing establishments. That, Mr. President, is the 
beauty of the doctrine presented to us, that we shall sacrifice the in- 
terests of four-fifths for the benefit of one-fifth. 

Mr. SANDERS. I should like to ask the Senator from Texas why 
he forgets the petitions that have come up for this legislation from the 
miners of the West, one petition of 5,000 miners having been presented 
in the other House. 

Mr. REAGAN, I thought when the Senator was making his speech 
a little while ago about the miners that if they did not vote for him 
at the next election they were a mighty hard-hearted set, I have list- 
ened to the compliments paid to the miners by that Senator and others, 
and if I were a candidate in that country I should memorize some one 
of their speeches as a stump-speech which I should make to the miners 
in that country. 

Mr. SANDERS. Your own stump-speech would be better. 

Mr. REAGAN, Of course it is better than I could make. 

Mr. President, I yield to no one in respect for these miners. I know 
the enterprising character of themen. I know the hard labor to which 
they are subject. I know the privations that they encounter. Weall 
understand that very well, but that does not settle this question. I 
stated yesterday that the question of great profit to these smelting es- 
tablishments or to the mine-owners was not in the interest of the miners. 
The miners receive good wages as a general rule; they ought to have 
good wages; but their wages are not controlled by the amount of profit 
in the mining business, or the amount of capital init. The price of 
their wages is controlled by the question of supply and demand, as I 
stated yesterday. If thesupply of labor exceeds the demand the wages 
arelower. If the demand for labor exceeds the supply the prices are 
higher. But it nowhere has relation to the amount of profit in the 
given investment of capital. So all this is to appeal to a very appro- 
priate sentiment of respect for labor and for the poor in the name of 
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ba i it is proposed to plunder twenty establishments for the benefit 
of four, . 

Mr. President; if Senators are sincere, if the purpose they have in 
view is to protect domestic industries, if it is to protect American in- 
vestments of capital, why not protect the large establishment in New 
Jersey, the two iarge smelting establishments in Illinois, the two 
smelting establishments in Missouri, the two in Kansas, the six 
Colorado that are in favor of this introduction of smelting ores? Gen- 
tlemen speak as if they were all of one opinion in Colorado. Six of 
the smelting establishments of Colorado, this testimony shows, were 
opposed to this tax upon these fluxing ores. So, if the question is one 
of protection, then these gentlemen ought to admit these fluxing ores, 
so as to enable the smelting establishments to utilize the other ores of 
this country and develop their largest capacity, to utilize the low-grade 
ores, the mining of which some of these witnesses say must be sus- 
pended if these fluxing ores are not permitted to come in. 

When we look at the amount of these ores that come in, when we 
look at the utility of these ores in benefiting other ores and enlarging 
the industries and profits of American capitalists, it seems to me we 
are calling things by their wrong names when we talk about the im- 
position of this tax being for the protection of domestic industries, 
Mr, President, to my mind it should have another name. It should 
have a name of using the power of the Federal Government to enrich 
the few at the expense of the many. It certainly has no justice in it, 
it certainly bas no propriety in it, when we are to sacrifice the interests 
of four-fifths of these establishments to benefit one-fifth of them. 

There was this view that I desired to call attention to, and then 
there is another that I will call attention to, and I do not desire to de- 
lay the Senate, 

While we may thus benefit the majority of the smelting establish- 
ments of the United States, and increase the production of minerals 
of silver and copper and gold and lead, increase the profits to capi- 
tal, give employment to labor, by doing so we at the same time will 
be pursuing a policy of inviting trade with the Republic of Mexico, not 
to sacrifice our interests, but to give a market to our manufacturers of 
cotton and woolen goods, of iron and steel, of woodware, of wagons 
and carriages, and a market for the products of our fields, creating in- 
dustries, enlarging commerce, furnishing a market that we do not now 
have for our surplus production, and profiting at both ends of the line. 

But, Mr, President, I feel in presenting this view, which would en- 
large the commercial relations of the United States and promote the 
interests of the American people by a liberal and liberalizing policy, 
that I am talking to deaf ears now, because the policy seems to ts 
fixed in this bill, as it is upon this particular item of it, that we are 
to erect a Chinese wall around the United States; that we are to re- 
strict trade; that we are to minimize the commerce of this country 
with other countries; that we are to reserve the right to enrich the 
few by levying exactions upon the many in ourown country, rather than 
to enrich that few by an extended commerce which would bring in 
wealth from other countries and not at the same time injure great 
masses of our own country to benefit them, A liberal commerce with 
the world would have, it seems to me, a most beneficent effect upon 
all the industries; but we have to wait now until the people suffer 
more and suffer longer under this restrictive policy. ; 

Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas has introduced an amend- 
ment which proposes reciprocity of trade between the United States 
and Canada. That looks to an enlarged and liberal tfade with a neigh- 
boring country and meets my approval, when we add at appropriate 
places in the bill the Republic of Mexico, and when it comes up I shall 
offer as a substitute for it, if a substitute will be in order, a provision 
for that free interchange of commodities bet ween the United States and 
Canada and Mexico, and thus build up a community of interests and 
promote the wealth of all three of these countries without injuring any 
of them. 

So long as the products of our mines are unequal to the demands of 
the country we need not be afraid of the small amount of lead which 
we import from other countries injuring the labor in our own country; 
and while so much is being said about the injurious effect of these flux- 
ing silver-lead ores, though that process has been going on from 1883 
until now, no one has said yet that the wages of labor have been re- 
duced. It is only in anticipation, I suppose, that this is said. We are 
told now by the testimony here that these wages extend from $2.50 to 
$3.50 a day. Weare told by Senators on the other side that wages are 
from $3 to $4 a day, and nobody has said that they have been reduced 
by the importation of these fluxing ores; but the importation of these 
fluxing ores enables our people to utilize our own ores that they can 
not utilize without the aid of these fluxing ores. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Moopy in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the Senator from Kanme TMr. 
PLUMB], which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In line 2, page 46, strike out the words one and 
one-half cents,“ and insert ‘‘three-fourths of 1 cent;“ so as to make 
the proviso to paragraph 193 read: 


Provided, That silver ore and all other ores contain 


lead shall adu 
of three-fourths of 1 cent 88 — 


per pound on the lead contained therein, according 


to sample and assay at the port of entry. 


Mr. REAGAN. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 
The yeas and nays were ord ; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. 
Mr. BATE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 


ator from North Dakota [Mr. Casry]. I should vote yea if he 


were here, 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE]. The Senator from Nebraska 
Mr. PADDOCK] is paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 
By an arrangement the Senator from Nebraska and myself will transfer 
our pairs and vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GEORGE'S name was called). 
colleague [Mr. GEORGE], who is absent by leave of the Senate, has a 
general pair with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLATE]. 

Mr. HEARST (when his name was called). I am with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER). If he were here, I 
should vote yea.“ 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. ALLEN]. In his absence, I withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. SHERMAN (when Mr. PAYNE’s name was called). I am 
usually paired with my colleague [Mr. PAYNE], but a pair has been 
arranged between my colleaguea nd the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
FARWELL], andI shall not make any further announcement. That 

ir will stand until otherwise stated. 

Ir. SANDERS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Indiana Mr. VOORHEES]. By an arrangement with the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], who is paired with the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], the pairs are transferred, and the 
Senator from Florida and myself are permitted to vote. Ivote ‘‘nay.’? 

The roll-call was concluded. j 

Mr. BLAIR (after having voted in the negative). I have voted, but 
I am paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] and 
withdraw my vote. My colleague [Mr. CHANDLER], who is absent 
from the service of the Senate on account of ill health, is paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLopGETT]. ; 

Mr. BATE. I see that my colleague [Mr. HARRIS] is 3 
absent from the Chamber. I wish to state that he has a general 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. TURPIE (after having voted in the affirmative). I will in- 
quire whether the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] is re- 
corded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. TURPIE. I then withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
BARBOUR], who is not in the Chamber and I think is detained by ill- 
ness. If he were here, I should very cheerfully vote nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 


Berry, Colquitt, Morgan, Vest, 
Call, Gorman, Plumb, Walthall, 
Carlisle Gray, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell. Hampton, Reagan, 
Coke, MePherson, Vance, 
NAYS—28. 
Aldrich, Frye, Manderson, Sherman, 
Allison, Hale, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Cullom, Hawley, Moody, Stewart, 
Dawes, Higgins, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Dixon Hoar, ower, Teller, 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Sanders, Washburn, 
Evarts, MeMillan, Sawyer, Wilson of Iowa. 
ABSENT—33. 

Allen, Chandler, Hearst, Plait, 
Barbour, Danie}, Hiscock, Pugh, 

te, Davis, ~ Ingalls, Quay, 
Blackburn, Edmunds. Jones of Arkansas, Squire, 
Blair, Eustis, Kenna, ford, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Morrill, Turpie, 
Brown, Faulkner, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Butler George, Payne, . Wolcott. 
Cameron, Gibson, Pettigrew, 
Casey, Harris. Pierce, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be re- 
sumed. 
Mr. COKE. Iask fora vote on the amendment that I offered strik- 
ing out the proviso in paragraph 193. “ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 
The SECRETARY. In line 25, page 45, after the word pound, 
strike out the proviso and insert: 
Provided, That ores containing silver and Jead in which the lead is of less 
value at the port of entry than the silver shall be admitted free of duty. 
Mr. COKE. Task for the yeas and nays on that amendment. 
ne 1035 and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the ro 
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Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I again announce my 
pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr. ALLEN]. If he were 
W I should vote yea. x 0 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. By an ment that pair 
is transferred to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], 
and I am at liberty to vote. I vote nay. ? 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr..CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
PErrIGREW], but by au arrangement I am at liberty to vote, and I 
vote ven.“ 

Mr. BATE (after having voted in ihe affirmative). Is the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. CASEY] recorded? s 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. BATE. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with him. 

Mr. PLATT. I am with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
, Barpour],whois absent. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] 

is absent, and is paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 
By arrangement my pair has been transferred io the Senator from 
Minnesota, so that the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR] will 
stand paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], and the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] and I can vote, I vote nay. 

Mr. PUGH. I havea general pair with the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. Epxuuxps], which I transfer to the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE], and I vote “yea.” 

s BLAIR. I vote nay.“ Iam paired ordinarily with the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr, GEORGE]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE] is 
paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] by a transfer of 
pairs between the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE ] and myself. 

Mr. HISCOCK (after having voted in the negative), Is the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. Jones] recorded? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I will pair him with the Senator from Oregon 
(Mr. Mrrcre.rj and let my vote stand. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—19; 


Berr: Colquitt, 5 Vance, 
— — Gomes Beal 
om o Sa E l FP 
* eagan, no 5 
Coke, McPherson, Turpie, 
NAYS—3, 

Aldrich, Frye, Manderson, er, 
Allison, Hale, Moody, Stewart, 
Blair, Hawley, Paddock, Stockbridge, 

Higgins, Piatt, Teller, 
Dawes, Hiscock, Power, ` Washb 

Hoar, Sanders, Wilson of Towa. 
Dolph, Jonesof Nevada, Sawyer, 

MeMillan, Sherman, 

7 ABSENT—35, 
Allen, Chandler, Harris, Pettigrew, 
= Daniel, Hearst, Pierce, 
Bate, Davis, Ingalls, Plumb, 
Blackburn, Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Quay, 
Blodgett, Eustis, Kenna, ire, 
Brown, Farwell, Mitchel), Stanford, 
Butler, Faulkner, Morrill, Voorhees 
_ Cameron, rge, Pasco, Wolcott. 
Casey, Gibson, Payne, 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT prot re. The reading of the bill will proceed. 


The Secretary read as follows: 

194. Lead in pigsand bars, molten and old refuse lead run into blocks and 
bars, and old serap-lead fit only to be remanu 2 cents per pound. 

103, Lead in sheets, pipes, shot, glaziers’ lead, and lead wire, 2} cents per 
pound, 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in line 13, 
page 46, after the words ad valorem,” to strike out mica, 35 per 
cent. ad valorem ;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

196, Metallic mineral substances in a crude state aud metals unwrought, not 
specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. BLAIR, I hope this amendment of the committee will not be 
agreed to. The House of Representatives have sent the bill to us with 
a proposal to impose a duty of 35 per cent. ad valorem upon mica, and 
this amendment of the Senate Finance Committee is to strike 
that out and leave mica where it now is, upon the free-list. I have 
had some conversation with the committee and pee tags that this 
matter should be left open for further consideration before final action 
is taken by the Senate. I have hoped that this amendment may be dis- 
agreed to, perhaps by concurrence of the committee itself. But I wish 
to make a very brief statement with reference to the matter before it 
1 if such should be agreeable to the Senator in charge of 


The mining of mica is an old and established industry in the United 
States. It has been pursued in my own State for at least sixty years, 


and in the State of North Carolina for many years, and in both it has 
been pursued profitably and to the advan of the country. The 
mica deposits of our country are very extensive and to be found in at 
least all great sections of the country. They are extensive enough in 
my State to satisfy our entire consumption and any increased consump- 
tion that is likely to take place by reason of improvements in the arts. 
In the State of North Carolina the deposits are, to moderately, 
immense. There is a single county in North Carolina where the de- 
posits, of a most excellent quality and various qualities, are sufficient 
probably to supply the world. I think we have better mica in New 
Hampshire than they have in North Carolina, as we have the best of 
everything there, even the very best of abandoned farms, which seem 
to be the very jewel of pursuit on the part of the wealthy and the 
sybaritic inhabitants of our country when they come to find out what 
they are and where they are. 

But our mica, as I said before, in that little State is of all varieties 
and of the most excellent as well as of the most inferior qualities, 
and sufficient in abundance, if the industry were properly protected, 
to supply the whole country, if not the whole world. In North Caro- 
lina the deposits are still more extensive and the pursuit is carried on 
there with as great an advantage as it can be anywhere, there being 
scarcely any expense whatever in the sinking of shafts or any of the 
ordinary expenditures which attend mining pursuits. It is to be found 
in New York; it is found all through the Alleghany range in both the 
Virginias, in South Carolina, in that trend of the mountains leading 
up to the Southwest. If Lremember aright, there are deposits in Texas, 
certainly extensive deposits in the Dakotas, where we have, as we 
know, @ vast deposit of tin also. 

But it is an old and an established industry which has been pursued 
with somewhat of profit and to the supply of the entire country until 
within a very few years. By reason of the entire absence of foreign com- 
petition it has always been an article placed upon the free-list until 
about the year 1882, when extensive deposits were discovered in India, 
and since that time the mining industry has been pursued there with, 
as the data which I have before me show, labor at 50 cents per month 
plus the little cotton cloth to. be used as apparel; and in esthetic New 
Hampshire our kind of people have been called upon to pursue this in- 
dustry with mica on the free-list in competition with that sort of servile 
labor. The result has been that the industry in New Hampshire and 
the nae ge in North Carolina have been paralyzed and substantially 
destroyed, 

At the present day over four-fifths of the mica used in the country 
is imported. It is brought here in the form of ballast in ships. It 
costs next to nothing where these mines are Jocated, and is of course 
a very much reduced article in price, so that the domestic industry is 
destroyed. 

Sir, the theory of this bill is to develop the resources of our own 
country, and they have carried it to the extent, and justly, and I voted 
with them for it, of originating the act of creation. Where there is no 
industry, simply a demonstration, a scientific demonstration, if you 
that there is tin ore in the bowels of the earth, in the Dakotas, 
t is proposed to protect the contents of the bowels of the earth until 
such time as by the act ot absolute creation they can initiate and de- 
1 industry and give employment to American capital and Ameri- 
can r to satisfy the American consumption in years to come by a 
rotection imposed by this bill at the present time. And yet while we 
fone an industry established, from sixty to one hundred years old, 
traces of which in the prehistoric period are to be found all 
Alabama and North Carolina and in my own State, for the Indians 
mined mica, it is proposed to leave mica upon the free-list and in com- 
petition with the servile labor of India with the convict labor ot 
Siberia, for they have discovered mica in Siberia and are bringing the 
Siberian mica to the United States mined by the convict labor of the 
Russian Empire. 

Here is a great amount of testimony, a dozen or fifteen pages, taken 
by the other House, setting forth all these facts from my own State 
and from other States—memorials, petitions, and statements showing 
the actnal ruin that has been wrought to the industry of those who 
have suffered the ruin. 

In the other House the statement of the matter was so clear and 
so strong that they sent us the bill, as I was stating, with 35 per cent. 
ad valorem protection; but the Senate committee have stricken that 
all out. I expect they will modify it. I expect they will agree to re- 
ject the amendment and let us have the bill as the other House passed 
it in this respect. 

Hoping that this matter may be arranged without controversy, as I 
think it should be, I will take no further time of the Senate, but if it 
becomes necessary to be heard fully upon it [shall ask the privilege to 
be so heard lateron. I will call the attention of Senators to the testi- 
mony in this House volume of Tariff Hearings before the Committee on 
Ways and Means, to be found from pages 1174 to 1186 inclusive, where 
the whole matter was developed; and I have some condensed state- 
ments and data which seem to sum the matter all up, which I can 
make use of if it becomes necessary to debate the subject. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The Senator from New Hampshire has stated that 
he has some new facts and information in regard to this matter, and at 


1890. 


hig request I will ask that the amendment may be passed over without 
“prej 5 5 for the present, 

Mr. BLAIR. It will certainly be very pleasant to me, if the com- 
mittee can find time to examine this matter, and perhaps for that rea- 
son the amendment had better be passed over. 

Mr. ALDRICH: We will examine it carefully before the bill is 
finally disposed of. 

Mr. BLAIR. And consider the additional matter which I have. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the agree- 
ment to be that the pending amendment shall be informally passed 
over, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will be re- 
sumed, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, on page 46, to strike out from line 16 to 
line 18, inclusive, as follows: 

207. Nickel in matte or other crude form not ready for consumption in the 
arts, 3 cents per pound on the nickel contained therein. 

Mr. VEST. I am very anxious to proceed nowas rapidly as possible 
with this bill, as in fact I have been since the beginning of the discus- 
sion, but I can not resist the temptation of calling attention to the fact 
that nickel ore is now placed upon the free-list, and I congratulate the 
Committee on Finance that they have arrived at that conclusion. I 
hope they will pursue the same line of legislation as to iron and copper 
and other metallic raw materials. > 

In 1883 those of us who were then members of the Senate will recol- 
lect a very interesting debate on the subject of nickel ore, in which the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] made the statement that a Mr. 
Wharton owns the only nickel mine in the United States, and that he 
manipulated it in his own interest, so that when the price went down 
he would diminish his product and so on, holding his hand upon the 
throttle and regulating the market to suit himself. 

I was very much astonished not very long ago to receive a pamphlet 
edited by this same Mr. Wharton, a high protectionist in every sense 
of the word, who seemed to have changed his opinions upon the tariff 
question and made an elaborate and eloquent argument in favor of 
large commercial intercourse and reciprocity with Canada. I was 
utterly unable to understand this sudden change of policy on the 

of Mr. Wharton, and, without producing the entire pamphlet, I 
ask the Secretary to read the history of this sudden conversion and 
why nickel now goes upon the free-list, although the Democratic party 
urged it for years and unsuccessfully. The article I ask to have read 
is taken from the New York Evening Post and contains some very 
valuable facts in regard to this legislation. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

A LITTLE STORY ABOUT ORES. 
Any one who has access to the new tariff bill reported by Mr. MCKINLEY will 


find under the free-list a little, unobtrusive, three-word paragraph, “ores of 
nickel,” which under the existing tariff are subjected toa Suy yaoa im; ed 


ores, for use in manufacturing should be allowed free importation. But the 
question naturally arises, why should ores of nickel be a privilege of 
S . hich might profi 
ou ckel-mining is comparatively an w t- 
abl g develo; kansas, North Caro! meet 


in 
Unked States logica suffleientl 
etive duty o e importation of ores of nickel was given and continued? 
y is it leo RADORE IDEA IOMA ORJ tekateconn gota FANÉ ion from duty 
hundreds 2 

chance, under a Republican Admin 
tration, of getting a like exemption on a much more ore that 


m 
use the one man from Pennsylvania—Joseph 3 name — who 
bas e ee had fixed a former tariff to suit himself, has 
again—with Mr. McKrxiey's co-operation and permission—fixed the proposed 


T. 
Mr. Wharton is a pioneer in the United States in the working and ap ion 
of nickel. He fixed the tariff rates before 1883 so high that the im tion of 
5 He has supplied the 
ie 


t prod nick: 
sold it from $2 to $2.75 per pound, 
whole world.” i 
kicked, and through the efforts of their 
the duties were uced in 1883 from 
alloys of nickel to the existing rates of l5cents. Pending the action of Con- 
gress on this subject, Mr. Wharton published and distributed a pamphlet in 
which the efforts of those who were altempting to abate the tariff on his pet 
net were thus characterized: 

It is pitiful,” hesays, to think that the industries of our country should be 

at the mercy of le tors some of whom are actually hostile, and many of 


believed and cheapened simply because he isa fellow-citizen. It would be 

ludicrous if it were not lamentable that a bearing fruit should be 
by [i e, the Senator from Co J] who know little 

more about the subject a cow knows: t Sunday. I have aided 

ported the Government more than it has aided and su me. I 

of the men who create and of nation, and make it 

to survive the affliction of e are the toiling oxen who 
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and to this extent Mr: Wharton's “tree 
t the 3 continued to 


Congress, however, reduced the duty. 
bearing good fruit” was cut down. Bu 
flourish; and the domestic demand and consum u of nickel hàs largely in- 


Nickel, however, is not here an abundant mineral. There are many indica- 
tions of its presence in the rocks of the United States, but the only mine that 
has ever had any marked commercial value in this country is one owned by Mr. 
Wharton in Lancaster County, Pennsylvania; and so long as it was profitable 
for him to work it he wanted the highest possible tariff on the importation of 
all competing ores and products, nnd oe PLATT, of Connecticut, was wicked 
enough to say, in the Senate in 1883, that Mr. Wharton closed this mine when- 
ever an overproduction of its ores threatened to reduce the price of nickel to 
American consumers, 

The Lancaster mine was, however, a lean mine under any circumstances—its 
ores yielding only about 2 per cent. of nickel—and the discovery of a richer 
American mine was someth: y to be desired. This discovery has now 
been made; but, unfortunately for Mr. Wharton, the new mine is located out- 
side of the United States—namely, in Canada, at Sudbury, on the line of the 
Canadian Pacific Railroad—and Mr, Wharton can not get its ores 3 
ing the highly protective duty of 35 per cent., for the incorporation of whi 
our tariff laws in years he has been mainly responsible. The boot being 
now on the other leg, Mr. Wharton, so.far as nickel ores are concerned, has be- 
come a rampant free-trader. He has published a pamphlet setting forth in the 
strongest terms the great benefit that would accrue froma complete reciprocity 
of trade and a free exchange of all products between the United States and 
Canada; but, as this event is in the dim distance, he has laudably initiated this 
poog work by peuaos tha Waysand Means Committee to remove the exist- 

ng duties on the import of the Cañadián ores of nickel. 

We do not observe, however, that the committee propose to abate in any de- 
gree the protection now accorded to the products which Mr, Wharton un- 
doubtedly manufacture out of the Canadian free ores; and yet not to do so will 
result in increasing such protection from 35 to 50 or 60 per cent., with resulting 
profit to him which the consumers of nickel will probably notshare, We have not 
noticed, elther, that Mr. Wharton's voice has been raised in fayor of the imme- 
dinte freo 5 of Canadian ores of iron or copper in conjunction with 
the ores of nickel. f 

In short, what better example could be afforded of the sectional thimble-rig- 

ng pary that characterizes the reconstruction of the existing tarif by the 

publican party through its representativesin the present Congress? If Penn- 
sylvania wants anything, its demands are laudable and rational and readily 
granted. If New nd asks anything of an analogous character, its re- 
quests are sectional, unpatriotic, and sure to be refused. 

But perhaps we do Mr. Wharton injustice. If such is the case, we shall ex- 
pect to see some of his friends in Con, „ when the McKinley bill comes u 
for discussion and the ph placa nickel ore on the free-list is 
rise on the floorof the House and move ores of iron and of co beadded 
thereto. But from past experiences we shall rather expect to see Wharton 
rise up and in a forcible letter lain why such a motion would be wholly ir- 


relevant and the act ofthe ‘small barking creatures that represent New Eng 


land. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee, striking out the paragraph. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, on page 46, line 21, after the word value, 
to strike out fiſteen and to insert ‘‘eight;’’ so as to make the para- 
graph read: 


197. Nieckel, nickel oxide, alloy of any kind in which nickel is the component 
material of chief value, 8 cents per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 

198, P. metallic, except gold pens, 12 cents gross. 

Jie, Penholder tips, 3 5 thereof, and gold pens, 30 per cent, 
#200. Pins, metallic, solid-head or other, including hair pins safety-pins, and 
hat, bonnet, shawl, and belt pins, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It seems to me as though that is a very high 
duty on pins. As everybody knows, they are made by machinery. 
There is not a particle of hand labor required in the manufacture. 
Everybody, I suppose, in the Senate has seen a pin-manufacturing 
machine in which the material is put in at one end of the machine and 
comes out in papers of pins at the other end. 

I move to reduce the duty from 30 per cent. ad valorem to 20 per 
cent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will re the pro- 
posed amendment. er s 

The SECRETARY. Strikeout, beginning in line 4, page 47, thirty? 
and insert twenty; so as to read, 20 per cent. ad valorem.“ 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read paragraph 201, as follows: 

201. Quicksilver, 10 cents per A The flask, bottles, or other vessels in 
which quicksilver is mapata be subject to the same rate of duty as they 
would be subjected to if imported empty. 

Mr. McPHERSON. This is an increase of duty, as I understand, 
from 10 percent, to 10 centsa pound in an industry in which, as Lam in- 
formed, there isa greattrust formed to-day. I think it is a California 
industry almost altogether, and the prices charged for it are just ex- 
actly what this association see fit to make them. 

I have some statistics here in respect to this item. The duty has 
been advanced from 10 per cent. ad valorem to 22.61 per cent. ad 
valorem, and according to the cost price here it is an advance of 122 per 
cent. As will beseen from the amount of importation, 222,747 pounds, 
our exports have exceeded our imports. The exports during the past 
year I think have exceeded the imports something like 353,000 pounds, 
or over 158 per cent, I see no reason why there should bea change of 
duty on quicksilver. 

I move to strike out 10 cents per pound and insert 10 per cent. 
ad valorem,’’ the t law. 

The PRESID pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 


The SECRETARY. In line 3, page 47, strike out 10 cents per 
pound’? and insert 10 per cent. ad valorem.” — 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
moved by the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Paragraphs 202 and 203 were read, as follows: 


202, Type-metal, Ii cents per pound for the lead contained therein; new types, 
25 per cent. ad valorem. 


Watches: 
203. Chronometers, box or ship's, and parts thereof, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 


Paragraph 204 wasread. The Committee on Finance proposed, on 
47, line 14, after the word ‘‘ watch-cases,’’ to strike out other 
gold,” and in line 17, after the words “ad valorem,’’ to strike 

out gold watches and gold watch-cases, 40 per cent. ad valorem;’’ so 
as to make the paragraph read: 

parts 8 watch movements. and watch- 
Paige ser, posh a erat, or otherwise, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island if gold watches 
go on the free-list ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No. 

Mr. PLUMB. Where are they otherwise provided for? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The words other than gold“ are stricken out. 

Mr. PLUMB. In what part of the bill is that found? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 204, the first part of the pending para- 

b, 
Ar. PLUMB. They come in at 25 percent. That is a reduction of 
the present duty ? 
. ALDRICH, No, sir; it is the same as the present duty. 

Mr. PLUMB. Les, but itis a reduction from the proposition of the 
other House. : - 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is a reduction from the proposition of the other 
House. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 47, 
line 20, after the word “‘ pigs,’’ to strike out one and three-fourths 
cents“ and insert one and one-half cents;*’ so as to read: 

Zinc or spelter: $ 

205. Zine in blocks or pigs, 1} cents per pound. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I want there to offer an amendment, to strike 
out, in line 21, the words and one-half cents and insert cent; so 
as to read: One cent per pound.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 206 was read, as follows: 

206. Zine in sheets, 2} cents per pound. 


Mr. PLUMB. I think if the duty on zinc in blocks or pigs is re- 
duced to 14 cents per pound, as proposed by the committee, zine in 
sheets ought to go down to 2 cents a pound. That would still leave 
half a cent between the smelting and block zinc from which the sheet 
is made and the manufactured article, which I think is sufficient. I 
have a letter here from a gentleman who is well posted in regard to 
that matter, who says that thatis an ample difference; in fact he goes 
on to state that very much of this duty might be taken off in both 
cases without any disadvantage to the industry. He himself is indi- 
rectly interested in it, but in view of the reduction of the duty on 
zine in blocks or pigs, it seems to me the manufacture which is only 
rolled into sheets might be reduced correspondingly. I therefore move 
to make that duty 2 cents a pound in place of 2} cents. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. Now, I move to make it 2} cents per pound in place 
of 2} cents. That is a reduction exactly corresponding to the amount 
of the reduction, although not in proportion to the reduction, made on 
the material from which these sheets are rolled. 

Mr. ALDRICH, The present duty on zine in blocks and pigs is 1} 
cents per pound, and on zinc in sheets 24 cents, which is the same 
as the recommendation of the Senate Finance Committee. The House 

roposed a higher rate upon the zinc in blocks or pigs, leaving the 
auth on zine in sheets the same as the present law. The Senate 
committee recommend a reduction from the House rate on blocks or 
pigs and leave the duty on zinc in sheets as in the present law, 2} cents, 
from evidence in their possession that it is no more protec- 

tion than is necessary for the manufacture of sheet zinc in this country. 

Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator from Rhode Island a question? 
Is there not a mistake in carrying out the comparisons there on para- 
graph 205? 

1175 9 a there is. > 

y „It is exactly transposed, is it not? 

Mr. ALDRICH. - Yes, sir, 

Mr. VEST. I thought so. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on ing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The amendment was rej 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

The Secretary read paragraph 207, as follows: 

207. Zine, old and worn out, fit only to be remanufactured, Ii cents per pound. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 48, 
to strike out from line 1 to line 6, inclusive, as follows: 

208. Manufactures, articles, or wares, not specially provided for in this act, 
made of iron, steel, lead, copper, nickel, pewter, tin, zinc, gold, silver, platinum, 
or of which these or any other metal shall be the component material ot chief 
value, and whether partly or wholly manufactured, 45 per cent. ad valorem. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

208, Manufactures, articles, or wares, not specially enumerated or provided 
for in this act, composed wholly or in part of iron, steel, lead, copper, nickel, 
pewter, tin, zinc, gold, silver, platinum, aluminium, or any other metal, and 
whether partly or wholly manutactured, 45 per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. McPHERSON. ‘There is certainly scarcely any article that can 
be conceived of in any of these metals in the manufacture of the same 
from the baser to the purer and the higher form of the metal that is 
not in some way specie provided for under this bill and specially 
enumerated. Under this provision a lead cup coming in would be re- 
quired to pay 45 per cent. ad valorem. I think that rate is altogether 
too high, and I move to strike out 45 and insert “35.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. In the last line of the proposed amendment, 
strike out 45 and insert 35; so as to read: 35 per cent. ad 
valorem.’* 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In the last line but one, I think it would be pref- 
erable to insert the word ‘‘ aluminum”? instead of aluminium. I 
think ‘‘aluminum’”’ is a better word. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Strike out the letter i,“ then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, “ alumi- 
num” will besubstituted as the proper word instead of ‘‘ aluminium,” 
The question is upon agreeing to the amendment of the committee 
proposing to strike out and insert. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, as follows: 

Schedule D.—Wood and manufactures of: 

209. Timber, hewn and sawed, and timber used for spars and in building 
wharves, 10 per cent. ad valorem. z 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I want to offer an amendment as a substitute 
for the whole of Schedule Dand perhaps it is as well for me to offer it 
now, in order then that we may understand what the action of the 
Senate will be upon my amendmentand give us an opportunity of offer- 
ing an amendment to the schedule if the substitute is not agreed to. 
I will send to the desk the amendment I wish to offer; and by way of 
a little explanation to the Senate, in order that the amendment may 
be more correctly understood, I will state that I propose to substitute 
for Schedule D the following: 

Cabinet and house furniture of wood, finished, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

Manufactures of cedar wood, grenadilla, ebony, mahogany, rosewood, and 
satinwood, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

Manufactures of wood, or of which wood is the chief component part, not 
specially enumerated or provided for, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

My purpose being to ask the Senate to strike out the entire sched- 
ule and insert in lieu of it the three paragraphs I have read. I shall 
then ask to have placed upon the free-list the following: 


Timber, hewn and sawed, and timber used for spars and in building wharves. 

Timber, squared or sided, 

Wood, unmanufactured, not specially enumerated or provided for. 

Sawed boards, planks, deals, and all other articles of sawed lumber. 

Hubs for wheels, posts, last-blocks, wagon-blocks, oar-blocks, gun-blocks, 
heading-blocks, and all like blocks or sticks, rough, hewn, or sawed only. 

Staves of wood. 

Pickets and palings. 

Laths, 


. 
2 rds, pine or spruce. 


g8. 

Provided, That if any export duty is laid upon the above-mentioned articles, 
or either of them, b: mir Conny whence imported, all said articles imported 
from said country shall subject to duty as now provided by law. 


Now, Mr. President, I will move to strike out all beginning with 
the word Timber, in paragraph 219, down to and including the word 
“ad valorem,” on page 51, line 7; in other words, to strike out the 


whole schedule and insert the three phs I have read. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I take it for granted that the motion is not in or- 
der now. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Only by unanimous consent. Of 
course it can be voted upon by unanimous consent, although, strictly 
speaking, it would not be in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from New Jersey that he 
allow us to complete the consideration of these paragraphs as they stand 
in the bill and at the expiration of that time move his amendment, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I informed the Senator from Rhode Island that 
I desired to offer a substitute for the schedule, and I asked him if he 
would prefer that I should offer it at this time and I understood him 
to say yes. However, I will withhold my amendment for the present. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator had better withhold it until 


1890. 


we have completed the consideration of the paragraphs as they come 


up: 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It would be a much simpler way of treating 
the question if the Senator would permit my substitute to be voted 
upon now, for I have been hoping and expecting that Senators upon 
the other side of the Chamber would vote for this substitute and that 
would end the whole matter. But if that course is not to be followed 
I desire to offer someamendment to the paragraphs as they are reached. 

15 ALDRICH. I preſer to have the paragraphs acted upon sep- 
arately. 

Mr. REAGAN. If any one has an amendment to offer to this sched- 
ule, then, it is in order to offer that before the substitute is proposed; 
but if no one has an amendment to offer to it the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator as a substitute for the schedule would certainly 
be in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are amendments pending 
already, proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr, REAGAN. Then I suppose those are entitled to precedence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

Paragraph 210 was read, as follows: 

210, Timber, squared or sided, not specially provided for in this act, one-half 
of 1 cent per cubic foot. 

The Committee on Finance proposed an amendment, on page 48, line 
18, after the word sycamore, to insert white pine;“ in the same 
line, after the word“ bass-wood,’’ to strike out ‘‘$1 per thousand feet, 

measure,” and after the words ‘‘one dollar,” at the end of line 
19, to strike out and fifty cents; and on page 49, in line 3, after the 
word measure,“ to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That on and after March 1, 1891, in case any Sahn country shall 
impose or collect an export duty or other equivalent charge on logs exported to 
the United States, then the sawed lumber and above-named imports from such 
foreign country shall be subject to a duty equivalent to such rt duty, to be 
ascertained under regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
addition to the duty provided in this act. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


And in estimating board measure under this schedule no deduction shall be 
made on board measure on account of planing, tonguing, and ing: Pro- 
vided, That in case any foreign country shall impose an export duty upon pine, 
spruce, elm, or other | or Sy stave-bolts, shingle wood, or heeding ocks 
exported to the United States from such 3 excess of the duty fixed in 
t act upon the sawed lumber manufactured from logs of the kinds heretofore 
mentioned, then the duty upon the sawed lumber herein 
imported from such country, shall remain the same as fixe 
prior to the passage of this act. 


So as to make the paragraph read: 


royi for, when 
by the lawin force 


0 for, when imported from such country, shall remain the same as fixed 
y the law in force prior to the passage of this act. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that paragraph 211 may be passed over. 
The committee have under consideration some amendments to it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I give notice that at the proper time I shall move to 
strike out the words white pine“ in that raph, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is to disagree to the committee 


amendment, 
Mr. PLUMB, I understand that the words occur in another place. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly. 
Mr. PLUMB, I want to make whatever motion will eliminate 


“ white pine“ from that paragraph with a view of getting white pine 
on the free-list. y 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. For the present paragraph 211, on 
pages 48 and 49, is informally passed over, to be considered hereafter. 
‘The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, on 50, line 1, after the word ‘‘sawed,’’ 
to strike out ‘'35 per cent.” and insert ‘‘ veneers of wood, and wood un- 
manufactured, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 20 
per cent.; so as to make the paragraph read: 

212. Sawed boards, plank, deals, and all forms of sawed cedar, lignum-vi 
Iancewood, ebony, box, grenadilla, mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and al 
other cabinet-woods, not further manufactured than sawed, veneers of wood, 


and wood unmanufactured, not specially enumerated or provided for in this 
act, 20 per cent, ad valorem. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I propose to amend the amendment of the com- 
mittee by inserting, after the word sawed,“ in the first line on the 
fiftieth page, 10 per cent. ad valorem ™ in place of 35 per cent.;’’ so 
as to read: 

Not further manufactured than sawed, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 
Mr. PLUMB. TIshould like to inquire of the Senator from Rhode 
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Island if the words in the first line of the paragraph, sawed boards, 
pees deals, and all forms of sawed cedar, and so on, refer only to the 
inds of wood thereinafter enumerated. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Only to the woods there enumerated. They do not 
refer to any other sawed lumber. 

Mr, PLUMB. The language would seem to admit of that construc- 
tion, unless it is excluded by reason of language found elsewhere in 
the schedule. < 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment of the: 
Committee on Finance. F 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 50, 
to strike out from line 5 to line 7, inclusive, as follows: 

221. Veneering and wood, unmanufactured, not specially enumerated or pro- 
vided for in this act, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next paragraph of the bilt was read, as follows: 

213. Pine clapboards, $2 per 1,000. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I move to strike out 82 and insert 51. 50.“ 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next paragraph was read, as follows: 

214. Spruce clapboards, $1.50 per 1,000. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I move to strike out aud 50 cents,“ in line 9, 
on page 50; so as to read: Fl per thousand.“ 

The amendment was rejected. 

Paragraph 215 was read, as follows: 


215. Hubs for wheels, posts, last-blocks, wagon-blocks, oar-blocka, gun-blocks, 
— Diooks, soe all like blocks or sticks, rough hewn or — 5 only, 20 per 
cent. ad valorem, 


Mr. McPHERSON. I move to strike out 20 percent, ad valorem ” 
and insert 15 per cent. ad valorem.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, as follows: 

216. Laths, 15 cents per 1,000 pieces, 

217. Pickets and palings, 20 per cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out 20, in the sixteenth line, 
on page 50, and insert ‘‘10;’’ so as to read: 10 per cent. ad valorem.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 218 was read, as follows: 

218. Shingles, 35 cents per 1,000. ; j i 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I move toamend by striking out thirty“ be- 2 
fore fixe? and inserting ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to read: 25 cents per 
thousand.“ 5 - 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Betore paragraph 218 passes from the attention of 
the Senate, I have an amendment to suggest in line 18, page 50, to 
make the rate 30 cents per thousand instead of 35 cents. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 218, strike out 357 and insert 
30; so as to read: 

218. Shingles, 30 cents per 1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 219 was read, as follows: 

219. Staves of wood of all kinds, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire to offer an amendment to paragraph 
219. I see no reason why staves of wood should come in ata duty of 
10 per cent. ad valorem and sugar-box shooks and packing-box shooks 
should have a duty imposed upon them of 30 per cent. ad valorem. 
Packing-boxes, of course, are a manufactured article. 

I move to insert, after the word staves, in the first line of the par- 
agraph, the words ‘‘sugar-box shooks and packing-box shooks;’’ so as 
to . 


219. Staves, sugar-box shooks, and packing-box shooks, of woods of all kinds, 
10 per cent. ad valorem. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment i 
proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. A 7 
The amendment was rejected. 
The Chief Clerk read paragraph 220, as follows: 
220, Casks and barrels (empty), sugar-box shooks, and ing-boxes and 
oe shooks, of wood, not specially provided for in this act, 30 per cent. | 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to have the Senator from Rhode S 
Island, or some Senator who can give me a good reason for it, state wf 
why sugar-box shooks and packing-box shooks should have a duty im- 
posed upon them of 30 per cent., while staves should only have a duty 
of 10 per cent. 
Mr. HISCOCK. It is on account of the additional labor that is put 
upon the wood. In shooks, of course, there is very little value, and 
the ad valorem is assessed upon the value of the wood, and on the 
sugar-boxes and barrels, as a matter of course, there is very much 
labor, and proportionately very much less wood. : 
Mr. McP. N. I understand that sugar-box shooks and pack- 


ing-box shooks aresimply boards cut to lengths for the purposeoftacking 
them together and making boxes. They are bound up in bundles ex- 
actly as staves are, and I can see no reason in the world why are 
not in every respect similar tostaves. In reality there is more labor 
imposed upon the staves than upon the other product. I move to 
strike out the word thirty“ in line 23, on page 50, and insert the 
word ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to read: 20 per cent. ad valorem.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on the amendment 

posed by the Senator from New Jersey. [Putting the question. ] 
noes appear to have it. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I want to call for the yeas and nays on some 
of these questions. I ask for the yeas and nays on this. 

Mr. HISCOCK and others. I hope not. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to have the amendment reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 50, line 23, paragraph 220, strike ont 
the word thirty“ and insert the word ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as to read: 


220. Casks and barrels (empty), sugar-box shooks, and packing-boxes, and 
2 shooks, of oe wat specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent. 
orem. 


Mr. McPHERSON. That is double the duty now imposed upon 
staves, the more expensive article of manufacture. 

Mr, ALDRICH. It is the same as the present law. Ido not know 
why the Senator should make that statement. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll will be called on agreeing 
to the amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and having called several 


names—— 

Mr: McPHERSON. If I can obtain unanimous consent, I will with- 
draw the call for the yeas and nays, if permitted so to do, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent that the roll call may be suspended, and the call 
for the yeas and nays withdrawn, and the question taken by sound. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. [Putting the question.] 
By the sound the noes have it. The noes have it, and the amendment 


is rejected. 

Mr, PLUMB. I should like to have the Chair state what amend- 
ment was to paragraph 213, and what was the result. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed was to 


insert $1.50 per thousand instead of $2 per thousand, and it was lost. 

Mr. PLUMB. Would it be in order to go back to that now for the 
purpose of proposing an amendment to it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not strictly in order until the 
schedule has been completed. The understanding was that amend- 
ments of the committee should be first acted upon. 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall move to make the rate on pine clapboards $1 
a thousand. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas to request 
the chairman of the committee to pass that over until we come to con- 
sider white pine, 

Mr. ALDRICH. T have no objection to that. 

Mr. PLUMB. Perhaps that would do just as well. 

Mr. HISCOCK. You can have a vote on it in the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection: 

Mr. PLUMB. They will come up naturally together anyway. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that is a fair proposition. 

Mr. PADDOCK, It can be considered by unanimous consent. I 
ask unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent that paragraph 213 may be considered open and in- 
formally passed over. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The 
reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 221, as follows: 

221, Chair cane, manufactured but not made up into finished articles, 10 per 
cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr, President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ihave an amendment to that paragraph, if the 
Senator will permit me. I move to amend it so that it will read: 


Chair cane or reeds, whether wrought or manufactured from rattans or reeds, 
— N awg round, square, or in any other form manufactured, 10 per cent. 
ad valorem. 


Mr. CARLISLE. I should like to have the Senator from Rhode 
Island state the effect of that amendment. I see, of course, one effect 
of it is to include reeds along with this chair-cane. What effect does 
that have upon the bill as it now stands? In other words, what would 
be the duty upon reeds as the bill now stands without the Senator’s 
amendment? I have not had time to look. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The bill as in now stands, and with the amend- 
ment, puts rough or reeds with the bark on, upon the free-list. 

Mr. CARLISLE. was my impression. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But it makes manufactures of reeds, as I under- 
stand, pay the rate of duty which manufactures of wood not other- 


wise provided for pay, of 35 per cent. ad valorem. The effect of this 


amendment is to reduce the duty upon manufactured reeds from 35 to 


10 per cent. s 
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Mr. CARLISLE. The effect of it is to reduce the duty upon manu- 
factured reeds and to take the other reeds off the free-list and putthem 
in and subject them toa duty. 

5 Mr. ALDRICH. No; reeds are still upon the free-list in the rough 
rm. 

Mr, CARLISLE. I misunderstood the reading of the amendment. 
I thought it applied to reeds un manufactured. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, as I understand it, this amendment re- 
moves an ambiguity, and unless this ambiguity be removed the articles 
provided for here are either under a 35 per cent. ad valorem duty as a 
manufacture of wood not specially provided for, or a duty of 20 per 
cent. ad valorem. This reduces the rate. 

Mr. CARLISLE. As I understand, as the bill now is, without this 
amendment, these reed manufactures come in under the general clause. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They come in under one or the other of the clauses 
the Senator from Massachusetts has alluded to. They either pay a 
duty of 20 per cent. or 35 per cent. ad valorem: 

Mr, CARLISLE. After the amendment is disposed of, I desire to 
move to strike out the entire paragraph, because I think chair cane 
should be free. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not qnite familiar enough with this matter, 
now freshly brought up, to discover the 3 suggested by the 
Senator from Massachusetts. Aſter a little further examination I may 
be able to see it. The contest between the manufacturers of chair- cane 
and reeds is not a new one, and whilst I will not interpose an objection 
at this moment to this disturbance of the bill as it stands, in order to 
remove the ambiguity and reduce the rate, if I can be convinced that 
the effect of this amendment is, as stated, to reduce the rate upon these 
articles, it shall have my hearty support; but if, on the contrary, it 
shall turn out after x more careful examination that it is a method to 
increase the rate, then I shall ask for a vote upon it in the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES, Tshould like to inquire if there is an article of reeds 
called “ pith of reeds.” I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Rhode Island where that will be found. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That pays 10per cent. under the amendment which 
I have suggested. 

Mr. DAWES. What is the present tariff on it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ten per cent. 

Mr. DAWES. It is 10 per cent. now? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. DAWES. Under what phraseology? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think under the description in the present law 
of *‘rattans and reeds, manufactured, etc. 

Mr. DAWES. It comes in under the term ‘‘reeds unmanufactured.’’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will find it in 2 moment. 2 

Mr. ALLISON. While the Senator is looking for that I turn to 
page 133 of this bill, under the wood schedale, and I find these articles 
on the ſree- list 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have now the authority which the Senator from 
Massachusetts desired. It is paragraph 482 of the present tariff law, 
which reads: 

Rattans and reeds, manufactared, but not made up intocompleted articles, 10 
percent. ad valorem. 

Under that description the article to which the Senator alludes is 
dutiable now. 

Mr. DAWES. It has been paying 10 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It has been paying 10 per cent., and we propose to 
continue that rate under the amendment I have offered. 

Mr. ALLISON. It will be seen by paragraph 733 that 

Bamboo, and sticks of È ¢ 5 3 
and other ele otherwise FFC 8 
or not further manufactured than cut into lengths suitable for sticks for um- 
brellas, parasols, sun-shades, whips, or walking-canes— 

Are on the free-list. Now, I should be glad to have the Chief Clerk 
read, if he will, the paragraph proposed to be inserted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment as proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Chair cain or reeds, whether wroughtor manufactured from rattan or reeds, 
and whether round, square, or in any other form. 

Mr. ALLISON. Isubmit to the Senator from Rhode Island that I 
fear, instead of clearing up an ambiguity, if this provisioa is adopted 
we shall create one, because here is a provision placing upon the free- 
list these reeds up to a certain stage of manufacture, and the words 
in any other form ” are injected here in the 10 per cent. clause. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam willing to strike out the words in any other 
form,” if the Senator objects to those words. It does not mean in any 
other form cut in lengths, or in the rough, but any other form of sec- 
tion, whether round or square or triangular, but I have no objection to 
striking out the words if the Senator is inclined to be critical about 
them. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not want to be critical. I only want to becer- 
tain that we do not get into further trouble abont it. Now here are 
put upon the free-list certain articles, very carefully and specifically 
descri and here isan amendment proposing to put the same articles 
upon the dutiable list at 10 per cent. What I desire is that that clause 
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shall be in harmony with the clause in the fre- list; so that reeds not 
further manufactured thun cut to lengths shall be free. That is the 
oy point I desire to make; and whatever will accomplish that I am 


Mr. HOAR. As I understand, these reeds come in from abroad with 
the bark on them, untouched by any mechanism, except cut to certain 
lengths. They are reeds in the rough; and those it is proposed to put 
on the free-list, as I understand. The process of manufacturing is 
either to take off the bark aud cut those round reeds into a dozen or 
twenty round reeds of smaller size, or little round strips; or, if they are 
to be manufactured for another process, they are cut intostrips like the 
strips of rattan which we see in the seats of rattan chairs, or into square- 
shaped slabs, like the taking off of slabs from a log to make a square 
piece of timber. That is a process done by American manufacture, and 
that process it is proposed to have the 10 per cent. protection upon. 
Under the law as it is now proposed by the committee there would be 
a very considerable question whether these articles which I have de- 
scribed would not come in as a manufacture of wood at 35 per cent., 
which is not the desire of the committee or the claim of the mannufact- 
urers. 

Mr. DAWES. Ishould like to know why the reed, after it isstripped 
of the outside bark before it is imported, should come in free, 

Mr. HOAR. It is not stripped of the outside bark abroad. 

Mr, ALDRICH. The process of manufacturing, taking oft the out- 
side cuticle or bark, or whatever you may call it, of the rattan, isa 
process of manufacture which is entitled to a reasonable amount of pro- 
tection; and it is done here, and should be done here. I will modify 
the amendment so as to read, or in any other shape instead of in 
any other form,” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment will be stated. 
Sheng SECRETARY. Itis proposed to modify the amendment, so as to 


Chair cane or reeds, whether wrought or manufactured from rattansor reeds, 
and whether round, square, or in any other shape. 

Mr. ALLISON. This may be all right, but the amendment is a 
new one to me, and I have not had an opportunity of looking into it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Suppose we let it go over until to-morrow morn- 


ing. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course it will go over whether it is adopted or 
not. I will state that I do not propose to have it adopted until I un- 
derstand what it means. If it means that reeds or rattan unmanu- 
factured are to be continued on the free-list, then I agree to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is what it means precisely. 

Mr. ALLISON. But if this proposition means that these reeds cut 
into strips and into lengths shall pay 10 per cent. ad valorem, then it 
is inconsistent with paragraph 733, and should not be adopted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It isnot inconsistent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Senators perfectly well know and I know that there 
has been a long and vigorous contest on the part of a certain set of 
manufacturers in the State of Massachusetts who have complicated 
machinery and patented machinery whereby they are enabled to im- 
port these reeds in the absolute rough state and then sell them to the 
chair-cane manufacturers at practically their own prices. What I 
want is to do exact justice between these competing sets of manufact- 
urers, and not that one shall have the advantage of the other; and 
therefore it is that this long contest ought to be carefully looked into 
before this amendment is adopted. Other Senators understand it well; 
I do not; and therefore I reserve to myself the right I am not going 
to detain the amendment now—to have a vote upon the amendment in 
the Senate if it is adopted in Committee of the Whole, and I shall also 
reserve the right to move to reconsider it to-morrow if I find that I am 
mistaken in my judgment respecting it as stated by the Senator from 
Rhode Island. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon agreeing 
to the — SRN proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH]. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I ask that it be read once again? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 50, in ph 221, line 24, after 
the word cane, it is proposed to strike out the words ‘‘ manufact- 
ured but not made up into finished articles” and insert, ‘‘or 
whether wrought or manufactured from rattans or reeds, and whether 
round, square, or in any other shape;’’ so as to read: 

Chair cane or reeds, whether wrought or manufactured from rattans or reeds, 
and whether round, square, or in any other shape, 10 per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am quite willing to give the Senator from Iowa 
or any other Senator an object - lesson on this and state exactly what we 
propose to do. Iam willing that the amendment shall go over, or be 
acted upon now, as Senators may prefer, but if the Senator from Iowa 
wishes to make any suggestion in regard to it 

Mr. GORMAN. Let us have it now. 5 

Mr. ALDRICH. The proposition of the committee is to admit this 
article [exhibiting], which is technically called a rattan, out into 
lengths, free of duty, and when it is manufactured into the form of 
8 are the round articles, or into chair cane, which is the 


flat article, we propose to impose a duty of 10 per cent. ad valorem to 
22 the work which is being done in this country as against Chinese 


Mr. BLAIR. Where is that work being done? I should like to in- 
quire of the Senator. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Which work? 
Mr. BLAIR. The manufacturing process that is carried on in this 


country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In yarious parts of Massachusetts and in Ilinois, 
I think. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is it done by a combination with patents? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no combination about it. It is done by 
machinery. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is that the precise thing that the small manufneturers 
of rattan chairs and the like are objecting to? Is it in the interest of 
the small manufacturers or in the interest of the monopoly in Massa- 
chusetts? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not understand that n to a duty 
of 10 per cent. upon the manufactured article. So far as I am aware 
no one objects to that. These round sticks [exhibiting] area manu- 
factured article. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is understood by the other interest, which is pretty 
large in my State, that it would be entirely destroyed by what was first 
attempted in the House; but that was afterwards remedied. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have this object-lesson before us. As I un- 
derstand, under the bill as it stands at this moment these two articles 
are free and that [indicating] pays 10 per cent. ad valorem. Now it 
is proposed to take that article out of the free-list and make it also pay 
10 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Iowa is entirely mistaken. This 
article [exhibiting] isa manufacture of wood. It is not rattan or reed 
in the rough, but it is a manufacture of wood, and under the law as it 
stands and the bill as it came from the House it would pay either 20 
or 35 per cent, ad valorem, as the Treasury ent might decide. 
We propose to impose upon that a duty of 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. McPHERSON. May I ask the Senator from Rhode Island a 
question to ses whether I understand him? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr, McPHERSON. I understood the Senator to say that this arti- 
cle was manufactured by machinery. 4 

Mr. ALDRICH. Both the chair cane and the reed. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Yes, manufactured by machinery, and the ma- 
chines are patented machines, and the 10 per cent. duty is to protect 
the patented machines. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not by any means. Ten per cent. would not pro- 
tect the patented machines at all. Ten per cent. does not fairly pro- 
tect the difference in the labor which is employed to run these ma- 
chines in China or Germany and in this country. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is the same machine used in China that is used in this 
country in manufacturing the biggest stick that the Senator showed 

2 


us? 

Mr. ALDRICH. In China theyare, I think, manufactured both by 
machinery and by hand. > g 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the American patented machinery operate in 
China? 

Mr. ALDRICH, It is all, I believe, patented machinery. 

Mr. BLAIR. And with the same ownership? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not sure about the ownership. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is likely that the patented machine which is used 
in China is the same that is owned in this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would say, to relieve the apprehensions of my 
friend from New Hampshire, that the Committee on Finance do not 
propose, because there happens to be a patented machine used some- 
where in the preparation of these articles, to put them on the free-list. 

Mr, BLAIR. This is a new suggestion entirely; but I know that 
there was a very sharp and bitter controversy between this patented 
monopoly in Massachusetts and small manufacturers of cane-seat chairs 
around through the country, of whom many are in my own State. 
They thought that what was attempted by the House would be very 
wrong, and it was arranged and fixed there, and the bill came all right 
from the House; and here comes in, when we are all good-natured and 
have decided te vote very soon and pass this bill, an amendment from 
the committee itself, as though it were an afterthought of the com- 
mittee, and I do not understand that bundle of sticks at all. [Laugh- 
ter. 


ie MORGAN. I was in hopes that this battle of reeds would not 
get into the Senate, and I wish it understood that we on this side have 
not introduced it. We do not want any reeds here or elsewhere. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. BLAIR We do not waut to lean on brokenreeds. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MORGAN. Not at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I thought that matter was to be passed over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is passed over. 
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Mr. BLAIR. Itis not passed over to be again considered. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from New Hampshire 
was not aware that the vote was being taken, the Chair will again sub- 
mit the question to the Senate. [Putting the question.] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. : : x 

The reading of the bill was resumed at paragraph 222. The next 
amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 51, line 2, in 
paragraph 222, after the word finished,“ to insert manufactures of 
wood, or of which wood is the component material of chief value, not 
specially provided for in this act; so as to read: 

222, House or cabinet furniture, of wood, wholly or partly finished, manu- 
factures of wood, or of which wood is the component material of chief valuc, 
not specially provided for in this act, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GRAY. I move, in paragraph 222, line 4, that the word 
“ thirty-five” be stricken out and ‘‘twenty-five”’ inserted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 51, line 4, in paragraph 222, after the 
word “act,” it is proposed to strike out 33 and insert ‘25; so 
as to read: 

222. House or cabinet furniture, of wood, wholly or partly finished, manu- 
factures of wood, or of which wood is the component material of chief value, 
not specially provided for in this act, B per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. GRAY. It seems to me that in this very necessary article of 
furniture the masses of the people ot this country could stand a lower 
tax, and withont injustice to the manufacturers, if the information 
that comes to usin variousshapes can be relied upon. I am informed 
by the public press that a petition has been forwarded to Congress by 
the National Furniture Manufacturers’ Association, asking for subsi- 
dies for steam-ship lines, and in that petition occurs the following para- 
graph: 

The furniture manufacturers of the United States possess advantages in man- 
ufacturing superior to those of any other country. Our business has been re- 
duced to an almost perfect system; we have an unlimited supply of cheap hard- 
wood timber; we have the most intelligent and skillful mechanics in the 
world; and we utilize extensively all known labor-saving machinery, thus en- 
abling us to produce better goods at less cost than it is possible for manufacturers 
of furniture in any other country to do. 

That is in a paragraph of a petition of the National Furniture Manu- 
facturers’ Association to Congress asking forsubsidies to steam-shiplines 
in order $3 enable those manufacturers to find a ready and easily ob- 
tained market outside of the United States for their products. If that 
be true I think the consumers of the country ought to have some share 
in the fruits of the tax which they have been paying so long in order 
to support this at one time infant industry, but an industry which evi- 
dently, if this be true, is able to stand alone and has arrived at its ma- 
jority and expects to engage in foreign commerce in competition with 
the manufacturers of furniture all over the world, 

I hold in my hand an article written in June of this year to the New 

York Evening Post, signed One of Them.“ Of course I do not know 
who wrote this article, but it makes some assertions which are in line 
with what I have just read in regard to this National Furniture Asso- 
ciation. Says this correspondent: 
Not long ago a letter was prepared and sent to Congressman BURROWS, from 
which I quote the following: The furniture manufacturers of the United States 
represent one of the most important industries iv the country. They are em- 
ploying fully 100,000 men, and produce $125,000,000 worth of goods annually. We 
can produce furniture cheaper than it can be produced in any other country. 
Our exports last year amounted to nearly $3,000,000, standing sixth in the list of 
manufactured articles, and under more favorable conditions this amount could 
have been increased tenfold. We neither need nor ask for protection, but we 
do ask that articles that we are compelled to import, that are necessary in the 
manufacture of our goods, shall not be made to pay higher rates of duties than 
are now assessed against them, ™ etc, 

It would seem from the statement of the association which represents 
these manufactures which are such a credit to our country and which 
have enjoyed a protection of 35 per ceut. ad valorem for all these years, 
that this industry is quite able to do without this tribute levied upon 
the people of this country, which they have paid, and paid more or less 
willingly in all these years, in order that these manufacturers may make 
foreign trade for their product, which, if we are to inferanything from 
some of the evidence we have had here in regard to other branches of 
industry, they may or may not avail themselves of in order to sell at 
lower prices to the foreign than to the American consumer. At all 
events, unless these assertions are controverted, there can be no reason 
why we should submit longer to this tax of 35 percent. The reduc- 
tion which I propose to make—25 per cent. instead of 35 per cent.—is 
avery moderate one. I ask that a vote may be had by yeas and nays 
_ upon the amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, it is undoubtedly true that the 
furniture manufacturers of Michigan are able to sell their products 
cheaper than the manufacturers of any other country in the world. 
As the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN] the other day stated 
very truthfully, they send their goods now to Africa, Asia, Europe, and 
South America, and sell them in competition with the farniture which 
is produced in those countries. 

The only kind of furniture which is affected by this paragraph is the 
high-priced furniture, which is bought by rich people of the East and 
other parts of the country, and which is as thoroughly an article of 


luxury as an can be, It is simply a revenue duty, and if there 
is anything in the world that a revenue duty ought to be assessed upon 
it is upon a luxury of this kind. Theordinary furniture of the people 
is ms aftected in the slightest degree by the provisions of this para- 
graph. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island what particular article of furniture it is that has the rate of 10 
per cent. imposed upon it by the existing law, as found inthe table on 
page 51, under ph 222. Isee the importation has been a very 
large one. It amounted to $258,116.07 in the year 1889. It is here 
stated to be 10 per cent. under the existing tariff, and the purpose here 
is, unless it has been transposed to some other place 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me, the expert who made 
up this table evidently supposed that the article of reeds, which we 
have been just considering, would come in under the 35 per cent. 
clause under the paragraph now under consideration. I am inclined 
to think they would. iam inclined to think under the bill as it came 
to us from the House that those reeds, which are manufactures of 
wood, would be dutiable at 35 per cènt. ad valorem, and he evidently 
so considered it in the preparation of his table, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Is it not true that shooks under the present 
law would come in under that schedule? 7 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; shooks come in at 30 per cent. under the pres- 
ent law, the same as under this bill. We have made no change in that 


respect. 

Mr. MPHERSON. As you go further down you find' unmanu- 
factured lumber, 10 per cent.“ 

Mr. ALDRICH. Unmanufactured lumber is now 20 per cent., and 
we propose to continue the rate, There is no change whatever in these 
general rates in this schedule from the present law. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then, what is the meaning of ‘‘unmanufact- 
ured, 10 per cent., as if appears in this table? 

Mr. ALDRICH. What paragraph is the Senator alluding to? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Paragraph 222. If the Senator will look at the 
table he will find ‘‘ unmanufactured, 10 per cent.“ 

Mr. ALDRICH. Those are articles, as will be seen by the note at 
the foot of the table, ‘‘subject to duty under section 3 of this act; 
bass-wood fiber, sawdust, canes and sticks for walking, unfinished.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON, Under the present tarift they would come in at 
a rate of 20 per cent., because they would come in under paragraph 212: 

Veneers of wood, and wood, unmanufactured, not specially enumerated or 
provided for in this act, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 
‘ Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator will notice that that item was only 
521. W 

Mr. GRAY. As the hour is late, I withdraw my request for the 
yeas and nays on my amendment, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
is withdrawn. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire to say that I do not know whether it 
is the intention to go on with this schedule and consider these amend- 
ments to-night; but it was suggested to me, as to the amendment I had 
the honor to offer, to have it printed, in order that it might be laid be- 
fore Senators in the morning. If there is no objection to that, I ask 
that the amendment I offered as a substitute may be printed. 

Mr. GRAY. Let us have a vote on the amendment I offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment intended to be pro by the Senator from New Jersey [ Mr. 
McPHERSON] will be printed. The Chair hears none. The question 
pieces the amendment proposed by the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. 
GRAY]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam willing that a motion for an adjournment 
shall be made at this point; but I desire to state before that is put 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would state to the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island that paragraph 234 has not yet been acted upon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg pardon of the Chair; I thought that had 


been acted upon. 
Paragraph 234, which the Commit- 


The request for the yeas and nays 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tee on Finance proposes to strike out, will be 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 234, on 
page 51, as follows: 

234. Manufactures of wood, or of which wood is the component material of 
chief value, not specially provided for in this act, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before making a motion to adjourn, I desire to 
announce for the Committee on Finance that they propose to pass over 
informally at the present time the next schedule, E; so that the first 
thing in order to-morrow morning, after the proposition of the Seuator 
from New Jersey is disposed of, will be the consideration of Schedule 
F, on page 54. 

Mr. GORMAN, The Senator from Rhode Island will permit me to 
ask him for how long a time it is proposed to pass over Schedule E, 
because, owing to the limit of debate, it is important that we should 
know as to that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is the purpose of the committee to take it up 
in ample time for discussion by the Senate. 
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Mr. PASCO. As it is understood, that Schedule F is to come up in 
the morning, I have an amendment to offer to the first e 
which I ask may be printed in the RECORD, so that it may be before 
the Senate when, the schedule comes up to-morrow morning, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida de- 
sire to have the amendment read? x 

Mr. PASCO. I have no desire to have it read now if it can be 
printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
arate document ? 

Mr. GORMAN. As a separate document. 

Mr. PASCO. Let it go into the RECORD and be printed separately, 
if desired. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed in the RECORD, 
if there be no objection, ‘The Chair hears none. 

‘The amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. PAsco is as follows: 

Strike out from the word “pound,” in line 23, page 54, to the end of the par- 
agraph, in line 3, page 55, and insert the following: 

5 Provided, Thatif any bale, box, or ‘age contains but 20 per cent. ox less of 
tobacco suitable for cigar@yrappers, the entire quantity of tobacco contained in 
such bale, box, package, or in bulk shall be dutiable, if not stem at 35 cents 
— pound; if stemmed, at 50 cents per pound: Provided further, That if any 

le, box, or package contains more than 20 per cent. of tobacco suitable for 
cigar wrappers, the entire quantity of tobacco contained in such bale, box, or 
package, or in bulk shall be dutiable, if notstemmed, at 82 per pound; if stem- 
med, at $2.75 por pound: Provided further, That if any tobacco imported in a 
bale, box, package, or in bulk shall consist of tobacco produced in different 
countries, the entire quantity of tobacco contained in such bale, box, package, 
or in bulk shall be dutiable, if not stemmed, at $2 per pound; if stemmed, at 
$2.75 per pound.” 


PROTECTION OF NATURALIZED CUBANS. 


Mr. CALL. Task leave to submit a resolution out of order, so that 
it can be printed and Jaid on the table to be called up to-morrow morn- 
‘ing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed to inquire and 
report to the Senate, 8 or otherwise, whether any additional legislation is 
necessary to protect citizens of the United States from Ouba, who have re- 
nounoed their allegiance to Spain under the laws of the United States, from 
prosecutions instituted by the 1 Government because of alleged offenses 
committed in Cuba in their civil war for the independence of Cuba. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This resolution the Chair under- 
stands the Senator from Florida to desire to lie upon the table? 

Mr. CALL. Until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not think that at this stage of the 
session it isin order to submit resolutions to avoid the rule of oneday’s 
notice, by coming in late in the afternoon with a resolution, so as to 
have it in order for the next morning, We lose all the benefit of a sin- 
gle day’s notice by such a proceeding. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
object to the introduction of the resolution? 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Florida will that it shall not 
be called up until the day after to-morrow morning, I shall not ob- 
ject. 

Mr. CALL. I have no objection to that course being pursued. 

Mr. HALE. Let the resolution be passed now. ‘That is the best 
way to yet rid of it. 

Mr. CALL. I have introduced the resolution at the request of citi- 
zens of Florida, who present a memorial or protest in the nature of a 
statement of facts in regard to the matter referred to in the resolution. 

Mr. HALE. Why not put it in now by unanimous consent and let 
it go to the Committee on the Judiciary ? 

Mr. HOAR. If it can be referred, I shall make no objection. 


Printed in the RECORD or as a sep- 


Mr. HAWLEY. Is any business seams 
The 3 pro tempore. e Senator from Florida is entitled 
to the floor. 


Mr. CALL. If I can go on now, I simply desire to read, in order 
that it may go in the RECORD, the following statement from a meet- 
ing of citizens of the United States of Cuban nativity in connection 
with the resolution. 5 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed. 

Mr. CALL. I have no objection to having it printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope there will be a short executive session. I 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 


ness. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is impossible to transact busi- 
ness while so mach confusion and disorder prevail in the Chamber. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to any morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida is en- 
titled to the floor. . 

Mr. CALL, I present this resolution at the request of some citizens 
of the United States who assembled in a large mass meeting at Key 


West, on the 23d day of July, and they have forwarded to me the fol- 
lowing statement: 


The Cuban-American citizens, in mass meetin; 
have no disposition to shield criminals or distur 


assembled, deolare that the; 
the amicable relations — of 


Mr. BLAIR. 1 can hot hear the Senator. 


Mr. CALL. These are the proceedings of a mass meeting of natu- ` 
ralized American citizens of Cuban birth, held at Key West, in the State 
of Florida, on the 23d of July, 1890. They state as follows: 


The Cuban-American citizens, in mass meeting assembled, declare that they 
have no disposition to shield criminals or disturb the amicable relations ex- 
isting between two foreign Governments, yet ee do most SPIRON pec: 
test against the means employed by the Spanish Government in ar ing 
American citizens for im ary crimes committed when Cuba was in a state 
of revolution, 

We hold that all men, whether citizens by birth or adoption, are entitled to 


a fair and impartial trial. This is the corner-stone of all popular 5 
en and their perpetuity depends upon a strict adherence to this inal 
maxim, 


We denounce the course pursuedin the trial of Emilio Garcia, Perico Torres, 
tano ca ja, and Pedro Reynaldos, alias Augurrias, which occurred on the 

nstant, 

We hold that the course pursued by the Spanish Government in the proseca- 
tion of the above-named parties was unwarranted and done in order to create 
8 Feige a Government whose sole foundation is built upon the bayonet 
and garrote, 

We point with pride to our devotion to the Cuban cause and olaim that his- 
tory fails, with one exception, to produce a people whose course has been more 
consistent or in harmony with justice and NN 

We claim that the assertion to the effect that the war in Cuba had been waged 
by robbers and bandits was a reflection upon those patriots whose bones are 
scattered all over the Island of Cuba. 

cg been forced by the iron hand of despotism to seek these shores, we 
point with pride to our course as citizens, and leave it to an impartial public 
opinion to judge whether or not we have been actuated by the same motives 
which prompt all citizens in their desire to enjoy the benefits resulting from a 


liberal form of government. 
C. M. DE CESPEEDES, Chairman. 
A. DE LONO, Secretary. 


These citizens have sent this memorial to me with a request that it 
should be presented to the Congress of the United States, and with the 
suggestion that such legislation may be had as may be n for 
their protection. I ask the reference of it with that statement to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution, with the accompany- 
ing statement, will be referred, if there be no objection, to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to any other business. There is noquo- 
ram here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 52 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, August 27, 1890, 
at 10 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, August 26, 1890, 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by Rey. C. C. MEADOR, 
of Washington, D. C. 


APPROVAL OF JOURNAL, 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 


ceedings. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Mr. Speaker, a question of order. I make the 
point that a quornm is not present, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The point of order is evidently well taken. 

Mr. PAYSON. I move a call of the House. 

The motion was speed to. 

The roll was called; and the following members failed to answer to 
their names: 


Abbott, Brunner, Dalzell, Hill, 
Adams, Buchanan, Va. Dargan, Holman, 
Alderson, Buckalew, Darlington, Hooker, 
Allen, Mich, Bullock, Davidson, Hopkins, 
Allen, Miss. Bunn, De Haven, Kelley, 
Anderson, Kans, Burrows, De Lano, Kennedy, 
Andrew, Burton, Dibble, err, Pa, 
Arnold, Bynum, . Dickerson, Ketcham, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Caldwell, kery, Kilgore, 
Baker, Campbell, 0 Kinsey, 
Bankhead, Candler, Ga. Dunphy, Knapp, 
Banks, Candler, Mass, Edmunds, Lacey, 
Barnes, Cannon, Ellis, Laidlaw, 
Bartine, Cariton, Ewart, Lansing, 
Bayne, Carter, Featherston, Lee, 
Beckwith, - Cheatbam, Finley, Lehlbach, 
Belden, Clancy, Fitch, Lester, Ga, 
Belknap, Clarke, Ala. Flood, Lester, Va. 
Bergen, Clements, Frank, Lewis, 
Biggs, Clunie, Funston Lind, 
Bingham, Cobb, Gear, Lodge, 
Bianchard, Cogswell, Geissenhainer, M: er, 
Bland, Coleman Gibson, Math, 
iner, Comstock, Gifford, Mansur, 
Boothman, Connell, Greenhalge, Martin, Tex. 
Boutelle, - Cooper, Ind. Grosvenor, Mason, 
Bowden, Cooper, Ohio Grout, McAdoo, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Cothran, Hall, McCarthy, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Covert, Hansbrough, McClellan, 
ickner, Cowles, Hare, cComas, 
Brookshire, Craig, Harmer, MeCord, 
Brozns TRI Cree ings, it hin —— 
wne, T. M. dumm em > M 
Browne, Va. Cutcheon, Henderson, Iowa McDuffie,” 


+ 
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McK Perry, Soull, Turner, Kans. 

McKinley, Peters, Seney, Van Schaick, 

MeMillin, Phelan, Sherman. Venable, 

Mille Pierce,” Smith, Wade, 

Moffitt, Smith, W. Va. Walker, 

— r nice E —— 3 
oore, Pugs Se DO: 'ashington, 

y. Springer, Wheeler, Mich. 
Morell. Handal Stewart. Ga: Whitthome, 
Morrow, Ray, Stewart, Tex. Wike, 
sao Reed, Iowa e Vt. Wiley, 

ute, — . 3 Will 

tes, Rife, Sweney, Williams, III. 

a yo Rockwell, 2 III. Wilson, Ky. 
Outhwaite, Rusk, Thompeod. Wilson, Wash. 
Owen, Ind. 1, Tillman, 5 

Sanford, Townsend, Colo. Yoder. 
Paynter, Sayers, Townsend, Pa. 
‘A Scranton, Tucker, 

The following members e waged a at the Clerk’s desk 
and had their presence noted under the rule: 

Mr. ABBOTT, Mr. BELKNAP, Mr. BAYNE, Mr. CRISP, Mr. BROWNE 
of Virginia, Mr. CAX NON, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas, Mr. 
HALL, Mr. Bowpen, Mr. Burrows, Mr. FRANK, Mr. CurcHEoN, 


Mr. BLAND, Mr. CANDLER of Georgia, Mr. CoLEMAN, Mr. Banks, 
Mr. BERGEN, Mr. MOKENNA, Mr. LEÆEHLBACH, Mr. RAINES, Mr. 
STOCKBRIDGE, Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Donskx, Mr. MorGan, Mr. Rus- 
SELL, Mr. MANSUR, Mr. DOCKERY, Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee, Mr. 
BROOKSHIRE, Mr. ADAMS, Mr. CLEMENTS, Mr. BooTHMAN, Mr. CUM- 
mixas, Mr. HILL, Mr. BARTINE, Mr. BAKER, Mr. BARNES, Mr. WIL- 
KINSON, Mr. ROGERS, Mr. MONTGOMERY, Mr. Masox, Mr. HENDER- 
sow of Illinois, Mr. WASHINGTON, Mr. ATKINSON of West Virginia, 
Mr. MCCLELLAN, Mr. BOATSER, Mr. Burton, Mr. Satrr of Illinois, 
Mr. Surra of West Virginia, Mr. SPRINGER, Mr. Bunn, Mr. RAN- 
DALL, Mr. WALKER, Mr. ANDREW, Mr. MORRILL, Mr. Ray, Mr. 
WILLIAMS of Illinois, Mr. CARLrox, Mr. CRAIN, Mr. WILSON of Mis- 
souri, Mr. Morey, Mr. Comstock, Mr. KINSEY, Mr. CONNELL, Mr. 
‘TOWNSEND of Pennsylvania, Mr. RICHARDSON, and Mr. Posr. 

The SPEAKER. The call of the House shows the presence of 126 


members. 
Mr. PAYSON. Loffer the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 


desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Rosol That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bring to the bar of 
the ase such of its members as are absent without heey of the House. 2 


Mr. ENLOE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. PAYSON. I make the point that that motion is clearly dila- 
tory. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will test the sense of the House on the 
subject. 

The question was put, and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. ENLOE, Division. 

The House divided; and there were—yeas 19, noes 75. 

Mr. ENLOE. I demand the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 38, nays 125, not 
voting 163; as follows: 


YEAS—33. 
Anderson, Miss. Clements, Henderson,N.C. Rogers, 
Bankhead, Coleman, Lanham, Rowland, 
Barnes, . Mason, Sayers, 
Blount, Culberson, Tex. McClammy, Stewart, Tex. 
Boatner, Cummings, McRae, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Elliott, Moore, Tex. Turner, Ga. 
Bunn, Enloe, Morgan, Va 
Candler, Ga. Forney, Mutchler, Wilkinson. 
Ca: Frank, O'Neil, Mass. 
Clarke, Grimes, Robertson, 
NAYS—135. 
Caruth, Hatch, Niedringhaus, 

Anderson, Kans, Caswell, Haugen, Norto 
Atkinson, Pa. * Cheadle, Ha O'Donnell, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Chipman Henderson, III. OF 
Baker, , Wis. Hermann, O'Neill, Ba. 
Banks, Hill, rne, 
Bartine, nger, Hitt, rrett, 
Barwig, Culbertson, Pa, Holman, D, 
Bayne, Cutcheon, Houk, Penington, 
Belknap, Pinger, . — Jowa 8 

n. jockery, olle uin 
Bland, Dolliver, e, Kalnes 

Dorsey, Lawler, Randall, 
Boo! Dunnell, WS, = 
Bowden, pero OO Lehlbach, Re ily. 
Brewer, FE. M ansur, Rowell, 
Brookshire, Fithian, Martin, Ind. u, 
Brosi Flick, cC] 1. 
Browne, Va. Flood, McDuffie, 
Bu N.J. F MoKenna, 
Ses ea sai ie, 
ontgomery, . 

worth, Goodnight, Snider, 

Candler, Mass. Hall, Mo: A S 


Stephenson, Taylor, E. B. Vandever, Williams, Ohio 
Stivers, Taylor, J. DP). Walker, Wilson, Mo. 
Taylor, Tenn. Wallace, N. Y, Wilson, W. Va. 
Thomas, Wheeler, Ala. Wright. 
Stone, Mo. ‘Tracey, Wickham, 
Struble, Turner, Willcox, 
A Turner, N. Y. Williams, III. 
NOT VOTING—163, 
gton, Lee, Reed, Iowa 
Alderson, Davidson, Lester, Ga. 
Allen, Mich, De Haven, Lester, Va. 1 
Allen, Miss. De Lano Lewis, pac 
Andrew, Dibble, Lind, well, 
n, Lodge, 
Beckwith, Dunphy, Magner, 
Belden, un Mash, Sawyer, 
Bisetam Ewart Moadeon Seney, ` 
5 ‘00, ey, 
Blanchard, Featherston, McCarthy, Sherman, 
Boutelle, Finley, McComas, Shively, 
Ky. Fitch, MoCord, Smyser, 
Brickner, Flower, McCormick, 
Funston, Ty, A 
Brown, J. B. Gear, McKinley, Ste 
Browne, T. M. G S MeMillin, Stewart, Vt. 
Brunner, 3 As 
„ . ‘ord, 
w, Greenhalge, Moffitt, "Taylor, Il. 
5 Moore, N. H. pson, 
Bynu Grout, Morrow, man, 
Hare, Mudd, Townsend, Colo, 
Campbell, Harmer, Nute, Townsend, Pa, 
G Hayes, T, 
Carter, Heard. O’ Neall, Ind. Van Schaick, 
0 i Ou te, Venable, 
Henderson, Iowa Owen, Ind. Waddill, 
Clunie, rt, Ohio Wade, 
Cobb, Hooker, Payne, Wallace, Mass, 
Cogswell, Hopkins, Paynter, Washbin; 
Connell, A Wheeler, Mich. 
Cooper, Ind. Kennedy, Perry, a Whiting, 
r. , Pa. Peters, Whi e, 
3 ý Phelan, Wike, 
Covert, Kilgore, Pierce, Wiley, 
Cowles, Kinsey, Pickler, Wilson, K 
Craig, Knapp, Wilson, Wash. 
n, Lacey, . 
Daizell, Laidlaw, Pugsley, Yoder, 
Lansing, Quackenbush, 


The following-named members were annonnced as paired nntil fur- 
ther notice: 

Mr. SANFORD with Mr. YODER. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. Jason B. BROWN. 

Mr, STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. BLANCHARD, 

Mr. GROUT with Mr. FITCH. 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. GREENHALGE. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. COBB. 

Mr, McCoMAs with Mr. GIBSON. 

Mr. SMYSER with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. Morrow with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. HARE. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. SAWYER with Mr. HEMPHILL. 

Mr. CRAIG with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. LODGE with Mr. ANDREW. 

Mr. PAYNE with Mr. BucHANAN, of Virginia, 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. ELLIS. 

Mr. Morrirr with Mr. MAGNER. 

Mr. QUACKENBUSH with Mr. CLANCY, 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. PICKLER with Mr. DICKERSON. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, with Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. 

Mr. THoMAs M. BROWNE with Mr. PAYNTER. 

Mr. LIND with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. NUTE with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GEISSENHAINER, 

Mr. DE LAxo with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. McKENNA with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. Hor Rs with Mr. PRICE. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. DATES. 

Mr, REYBURN with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa, with Mr. SrocKDALE. 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. KEER, of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 

Mr. TowNsEND, of Colorado, with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. FLoop with Mr. DARGAN, 

Mr. MCKIxLEY with Mr, LEE. 

Mr. SwExEY with Mr. ALDERSON. 


Mr. BLOUNT. What is the point, that the lard bill tomes up now 
as unfinished business? 

Mr. BAKER. I suggest that at any rate the point of the gentleman 
ium ‘Pennsylvania [Mr. Brosrvs] comes too late—— ~ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman rose in his place as soon as he un- 
derstood what the situation was. 

A MEMBER (to Mr. BAKER). Is this a request for unanimous con- 
sent? 

Mr. BAKER. No; itis not necessary to haveunanimous consent 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is not necessary; but the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania makes the point that before proceeding to 
business on the Speaker’s table, the unfinished business of Saturday 
must be taken up. On that point the Chair will be glad to hear gen- 
tlemen, because the question might as well be decided now as at any 
other time. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, I have but a single observation to 
make touching the point of order. The vote npon the passage of the . 
lard bill was interrupted on Saturday evening by the absence of a 
quorum. The House adjourned. The next thing in order upon the 
meeting of the House and the reading of the Journal is the comple- 
tion of the vote upon the passage of that bill, for the obvious reason 
that the vote was interrupted by the impossibility of proceeding at 
that time to its completion. I can make no observation that will 
throw any additional light on this subject. In making the point of 
order I did not propose to argue it elaborately, but only to invite 
the ruling of the Chair upon it. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, on this question I desire only to read 
from Rule XXIV under the title Order of business: 

1. The daily order of business shall be as follows: 

Second. Reading and approval of the Journal, 

Third. Correction of 5 of public bills. 

Fourth. Disposal of business on the Speaker’s table, 

Fifth. Unfinished business. 

I think this rule settles the whole question and entitles to present 
consideration the bill which the Speaker has laid before the House, 

Mr. BLOUNT addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], as 
the Chair understands, desires to discuss the point of order. The Chair 
would like to hear him upon the question of the admissibility of the 
lard bill, whether now or after the morning hour. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, as I understand, from thé intimation 
of the Chair, there are two phases of this question. The first is whether 
the bill pending at the adjournment on Saturday comes up now as un- 
finished business. If it comes up now it must come up by virtue of a 
rule of the House, and not under the order which was adopted in ref- 
erence to the consideration of bills from the Committee on Agriculture. 
That order is in the following 

Resolved, Tuesday, Wednesda: ugust 
21, and 23, Baie Be ae and Weduosday, Thursday, 5 inion 
of the mornin: hour, be fixed for the consideration in the e tense, ‘rsh, after the 
adoption of order, of Senate bill 3714, ete. 

The first part of Rule XXIV is in the following language: 

The daily order of business shall be as follows: 

First, Prayer = the Chaplain. 

9 of the Journal. 

Third. Correction of public bills. 

Fourth, orrection of of business on the Speaker’s table. 

And we are agreed, as I understand, that the bill which the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. BAKER] desires to have considered ison the 
Speaker’s table. 

Fifth, Unfinished business, 

It is very clear to my mind under the of the special order 
that the order does not in any event operate until sixty minutes of the 
morning hour have elapsed. 

Again, clause 3 of Rule XXIV provides as follows: 

The consideration of the unfinished business in which the House may be en- 
gaged at an adjournment, except business in the morning hour, shall be resumed 
us Soon ee Speaker's table is finished, and at the same time 
each day thereafter until disposed of, and the consideration of all other unfin- 
ished alee shall be resumed whenever the class of business to which it be- 
longs shall be in order under the rules. 

The language of this rule shows clearly, I submit, that so far as con- 
cerns the consideration of unfinished business, the unfinished business 
referred to is that provided for under the rules of the House; and hence 
the rule in relation to unfinished business does not apply at all in this 
case. In referenceto thelard bill, we are not operating under the rules of 
the House at all; that bill can not be reached under any rule; all the 
rules ot the House in relation to it are inoperative, at least so far as the 
time and ‘mode of its consideration are concerned. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. May Iask my friend a question to eluci- 
date this point? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Suppose when the hour of 4 o’clock on 
Saturday was reached we had been in the midst of a roll-call. Then, if 
the position of the gentleman from Georgia is correct, that 3 have 
been an end to the lard bill, unless another order should be made by 
the House. When the House adjourned on Saturday we were in the 
midst of a roll- call 


Mr. Thoursox with Mr. BYNUM. 

Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. MILLS. 

The following were announced as paired on this vote: 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. TILLMAN. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. HOOKER, 

Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. MCCARTHY. 

The following were paired for this day: 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr, RUSK. 

Mr. GEAR with Mr. HAYES. 

Mr, ALLEN, of Michigan, and Mr. WHITING were announced as paired 
on all questions except the Butterworth option bill. 

Mr. De HAVEN and Mr. Bices were announced as paired on all 

eee except bankruptcy and national-bank legislation. 

Mr. Moors, of New Hampshire, and Mr. DIBBLE were announced 
as paired on all political questions from Monday, August 25, until Au- 


20. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my colleague, Mr. 
8 but, in accordance with an understanding with him, I have 
voted. 

Mr. MASON. Mr.Speaker, I ask to have the vote vecepitulsted. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of members voting. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this question the yeas are 38 and the nays 
are 125. The Clerk announces the presence of 169 members, a quorum. 

Mr. SNIDER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that Mr. BRICKNER 
is detained from the House on account of illness. 

Mr, PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the resolution directing 
the Clerk to bring in absentees, and I move that all further proceed- 
ings under the call be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, on the Speaker’s table there is a bill 
authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Tennessee River at 
or near Knoxville. The Committee on Commerce has directed me to 
report favorably a similar bill, and I now ask that the Senate bill be 
taken up and considered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 


A bill (S. 4278) sears: Phos the construction of a bridge over the Tennessee 
River at or near Knoville. 


Mr. BAKER. The bill is in the usual form of bridge bills, containing 
all the usual provisions, and I ask unanimous consent that the read - 
ing of it be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York? 

Mr. McCLAMMY. [I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, is the request of the gentleman from 
New York a request for unanimous consent to take up this bfll? 

Mr. BAKER. This isa bill which has passed the Senate. A bill 
of similar purport is reported favorably trom the House Committee on 
Commerce, and we now spina to substitute the Senate bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the matter is going to occupy time I must ob- 
ject. If the gentleman from North Carolina [ Mr. McCLAMMy ] objects 
to dispensing with the reading of the bill he will probably object to the 
consideration of it after the bill is read, 

Mr. BAKER. The gentleman has objected only to dispensing with 
the reading of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That does not make any difference. After the 
4 is read he will object to the consideration also, and the time will 

lost. 

Mr. BAKER. This is a matter of great importance, and I trust 
there will be no objection. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I do not want to be understood to object to the 
codsideration of the bill, but I desire to have it read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then, Mr. Speaker, let the question of objecting 
to the consideration of the bill be submitted now. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I thought the gentleman from New York was 
asking unanimous consent. Does that take precedence of business 
coming over from Saturday ? 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 

Mr. BAKER. I make the point of order that this is a bill which 
has passed the Senate and is now handed down to the House from the 
Speaker’s table, and that, as a matter of right, we are entitled to have 
it considered at this time. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make the point of order 
that the vote upon the passage of the bill No. 11568, the lard bill, was 
interrupted by the absence of a quorum on Saturday, and thatit comes 
up in regular order this morning before any other business. 

Erbe SPEAKER. The Chair will hear gentlemen upon that point. 

Mr. BAKER. I desire to suggest in this connection that this bill 
vm laid before the House by the Speaker as business on the Speaker’s 

e. 
a SPEAKER. The Chair will hear gentlemen on the point of 
er, 
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A MEMBER. Oh, no. k 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Oh, yes, we were; but there not being a 
quorum, of conrse the roll-call was not concluded. E 

Mr. BLOUNT. I propose to come to that point. I think it quite 
clear that the gentleman in ¢ of the lard bill can not appeal to the 
rules of the House in order to bring it before this body for consideration 
at the present time. 

The Chair has already indicated a disposition to consider not alone the 
question as to whether this is unfinished business, but another ques- 
tion, to wit, whether on Saturday last, the House not having disposed 
of the lard bill under the special order, the time for its consideration 
under that order has not expired, and the House is hereafter precluded, 
so far as the order in question is concerned, from proceeding with the 
consideration of that bill at all. To my mind it is quite clear that un- 
der the terms of this order we may not consider the lard billany further. 
Let us examine it. 

First, the order declares: 

Resolved, That Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and Saturday, August 19, 20, 
21, and 23, and Tuesday and Wednesday, August 26 and 27, after sixty minutes ot 
the morning hour, be fixed for consideration in the House— 

It is to be observed that there is here a general declaration of the time 
to be fixed for the consideration by the House of certain measures. And 
then comes the restraining clause— 
first after the adoption of this order, of Senate bill 37H, the agricultural-col- 
lege aid bill, on which the previous question shall be considered as ordered 
after two hours, 

Here is a separation of the days fixed in the general clause into periods 
for the consideration of these several bills, the first one being the agri- 
cultural-college bill, as I have just read; and it further provides that 
after two hours the previous question shall be considered as ordered 
upon that particular bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what do we mean by ordering the previous ques- 
tion? To close debate, to close amendment, to close consideration, and 
to bring the House directly to a vote on the matter and to conclude its 
consideration so far as the House is concerned. In obedience to that 
order we disposed of theagricultural-college aid bill. Then there comes 
this language: 

That afterthe consideration ofsaid bill on the remainder of said days the House 
eee to the consideration of bills reported by the Committee ou Agri- 
cu 2 

And now there follows restraining language on that branch of the 
order. In what manner shall the House consider these bills? As it 
will? No; first it must go— 


to the consideration of Senate bill 2591, ius ion of meats for exporiation, on 
which the previous question shall be considered as ordered after two hours— 


Then the House must vote upon that bill— 
and that after the disposition of said bill the House proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 11568, defining lard.““ ete., on which the previous question shall 
be considered as ordered at 4 o'clock p. m. Saturday, August 23— 

At that time, under this order, debate and amendment on the bill 
in question closes, and the House must be brought to a direct vote on 
the main question— 
and thaton Tuesday, August 26, the House shall proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 5353, defining options, ete., on which the Porou question shall 
be considered as ordered on Wednesday, August 27, at 3 o'clock p. m. 

By virtue of this order, therefore, after the sixty minutes referred to 
shall have been disposed of, this day is set apart, and it is provided in 
the l order that the House shall proceed to the consideration of 
the option bill, and continue therein until 3 o'clock on the next day, 
when it must be brought toa vote thereon. Itis clear, therefore, that 
this day and to-morrow until 3 o’clock, by the terms of this order, is 
devoted to the consideration of the option bill. The consideration of 
the lard bill can not, therefore, take place at this time. Its time, as- 
signed to it by the rule, expired on Saturday. Outside of the rule it 
has no privilege. The order in question gave it the privilege of con- 
sideration up to aspecified time. That order has ceased so far as that 
bill is concerned, The order then goes on to declare 


and that ou August 20, 21, 23, 26, and 27 the House shall meet at II o'clock a. m. 


The object being, having assigned these several periods to these sev- 
eral bills with a view of giving more opportunity for debate and more 
consideration without losing days, the House shall assemble at an 
earlier hour, therefore, in order more perfectly to preserve to these 
bills the status in point of time; and so far as the mode of procedure 
is concerned, the order declares farther— 
said order to be subject to the consideration of general appropriation bills 
and conference reports thereon. 

And everything else is excluded therefrom. - 

Now, Mr. Speaker, to my mind it is quite clear that this order con- 
templated distinctly that thisday and to-morrow until 3 o’clock should 
be set apart and devoted to the consideration of the option bill. If so, 
it is manifest, not only from the consideration of that order, but from 
the terms which gave time to the Jard bill itself, that the time allotted 
to the lard bill had expired and did expire on Saturday. 

Let it be observed, Mr. Speaker, that we have no reference to the 
rules of this House in determining the course of procedure this morn- 


ing in relation to this subject. The House adopted this order and all 
of the rules in conflict with it are suspended, e are bound absolutely 
by its terms. 2 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to ask the attention of the 
gentleman to the paragraph embodied in the Digest on page 466 and 
going over to the next page. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwill examine it. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman does not happen to have it at 
hand the Chair will direct the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Under the established practice of the House, the effect of the previous ques- 
tion ordered before an adjournment is to bring the proposition up for consider- 


ation immediately after the reading of the Journal on the following gy tory 
t 


even on Friday, though it be a public bill. The language of the rule is 


effect of the previous question shall be to pring the House to a direct vote upon 
the immediate question or questions on which it has been asked and ordered.” 
The adjournment of the House having prevented the execution of the previous 
question, its consideration must be resumed, and the order of the House carried 
out as soon as possible. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I desire, in response to what has just 
been read, to call the attention of the Chair to a ruling which I think 
quite pertinent at this time. But before proceeding I desire to state 
that what the Clerk has read does not relate to special orders. But 
even if it did I wish to call the attention of the Chair to the following. 

On May 2, as is shown on page 4251 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
the Committee on Rules made this report: 

The Committee on Rules, to which were referred sundry resolutions relating 
to bilis before the Judiciary Committee, respectfully report the following reso- 
lution as a substitute, and recommend that it do A 

Resolved, That immediately after the passage ofthis resolution the Mouse pro- 
ceed to consider, in the order named, Senate bill 1, relating to trusts; House bill 
6041, relating to copyrights, and House bill 3316, relating to bankruptcy, and 


then sach other bills as the Judiciary Committee shall I up, to continue un- 
til the close of the session on Friday. 


On Friday the House refused to order the bill to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 

A roll-call intervened—the very thing that my friend from Ohio [Mr, 
BUTTERWORTH ] has called my attention to. 

A roll-call intervened and before it was concluded the hour of 5 
o'clock arrived. Then came the evening session. Of course the mo- 
tions in relation to the copyright bill were not disposed of that day. 
That was the concluding day for the consideration of the copyright bill, 
and of all bills from that committee. The time was concluded. Now, 
the next morning the gentleman from IIlinois 

Mr. BROSIUS. May J interrupt my friend witha question? I did 
not quite understand. Had the previous question been ordered upon 
that bill? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwill reach that directly. Yes, sir; that, however, 
would not affect this question. 

The next morning the following occurred with reference to the order 
of busirfess, Saturday, May 3: 

Mr. Hrrr. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union forthe pu of consideri. 
general appropriation bills, with the purpose of taking up the diplomatic an 
consular appropriation bill. 

Mr, Picker. Pending that, I desire to ask unanimous consent to have the 
prayer of a memorial printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. Horkixs. Before the motion of my colleague is acted upon, would not the 
motion to lay on the table the motion made by the gentleman from Kentucky 
| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], to consider the vote by which the House had refused to 
order the copyright bill to be engrossed for a third reading, be first in order? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is of the impression that the day having expired 
which was allotted to that business, until another day is allotted to that com- 
mittee it will not be competent to act on that motion. 


The SPEAKER. But in this case the day is allotted to that com- 
mittee, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will come to that. I anticipated that objection. 

Mr. BROSIUS. May I direct my friend’s attention to the fact that 
in that case the special order had expired by its own limitation ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly; the Chair has already called attention to 
that. But I will reach that after awhile. 

Mr. CANNON. Will my friend allow me right there, because I 
want to get at the very matter in controversy? Does my friend take 
the position that in this case, where there is a continuing special order 
that expires to-morrow, with the previous question ordered, with the 
yeas and nays ordered, this does not come up as unfinished business? 
If he so holds, I will ask my friend, on the expiration of the special order, 
what becomes of the matter in hand? If that construction is right, I 
will ask him farther, would not the proposed legislation be lost, and 
would not that construction place it out of the power of the House, 
under its rules, to ever insist on a vote upon the question? Whereas, 
if it comes up as unfinished business, then it is in the power of the 
House to dispose of it; and is not that the better construction, that it 


does come up as unfinished business, the previous question and the ` 


yeas and nays having been ordered; that construction advancing legis- 
lation, and the other construction placing it out of the power of the 
House, under its rules, ever to reach and consider it? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, my friend's speech is rather an argu- 
ment than a question. I do not object to it, however. 

Mr. CANNON. I wanted only to get at the exact practical gee 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman’s remarks indicate that he is get- 
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ting pretty close to it, and I propose to follow np the line I was on. 
I read further from the proceedings of Saturday, May 3: 


Mr, Springer, Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a liamen inquiry. Was 


the previous question ordered on the passage of the bill as well as engross- 
ment and third reading, and would it not in that event come up? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the decisions have heretofore been 


against it. 
Mr. SPRISGER. If it were not on the final passage; but, being on the final 


passage, the practice heretofore has been, when the previous question has been 
ordered on the final passage of a bill, it brought it up the next morning in the 
ular order of business. 
he SPEAKER. Not when a special order had been assigned and the time 
allotted by the House for the consideration of the measure had rot rae 
Mr. MoCarary, It seems to be very clear that the time allotted to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary for the consideration of certain bills having expired, we 
go on with the regular order, although there was a motion to reconsider, and a 
motion to lay that motion on the table. 
The SPEAKER, It seems to be in harmony with all rulings on that class of 


cases. 

Mr. Srpnixcer. I desire to know whether private pension bills coming over 
from Friday evening's sessions with the previous question ordered on the pas- 
sage of the bills have not been taken up on the Saturday morning. 

The SPEAKER. But that has been done when there was a special order, and 
by unanimous consent of the House. 


When- this matter was under consideration Mr. MCKINLEY, of the 
Committee on Rules, when there was an effort to introduce many 
amendments, objected to any amendments except such as were allow- 
able under the rules, after the previous question was ordered. Said he: 

And 5 o’clock, the hour for the recess of the House, would come around before 
we would get through this bill, and it might thus be defeated. 

Here was a clear recognition on the part of the chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee, a member of the Committee on Rules, that un- 
der this order in relation to the copyright bill, if there was not a dis- 
position of it, if by the liberal consideration of amendments not pro- 
vided by the rule obstruction were used, it would be possible to prevent 
the final disposition of the copyright bill by such means. The gentie- 
man from Ohio distinctly recognized the force and effect of the lan- 
guage of the order that when this time came when the adjournment 
took place on that day, there could not by any possibility under this 
order be any further consideration of the copyright bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there are differences between the order in rela- 
tion to the copyright bill and that in relation to the several bills un- 
der which the House has been operating for several days, reported from 
the Committee on Agriculture. Whilst several days were given to the 
Committee on the Judiciary in relation to the copyright bill and other 
bills, and while there was a designation of the order in which they 
were to be considered, there was no effort in the order to determine the 
time allotted to the consideration of any one of the bills. Not so in 
this order, If it is shown that there was given to each one of these 
bills a specific time, then this order, at the expiration of that time, as 
to that particular bill, expires as certainly and as absolutely and with 
all the consequences that occurred when the Honse adjourned on Fri- 
day, the last day allotted to the Committee on the Judiciary, when the 
copyright bill had not been disposed of. I think I have clearly shown 
in what I said in the beginning that there was a distinct time given to 
each one of these bills. And in order, perhaps, to contribute more to 
its clearness, it may not be amiss to repeat that portion of the order. 

That Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and Saturday, August 19, 20, 21, and 
23,and Tuesday and Wednesday, August 26 and 27, after sixty minutes of the 
morning hour, be fixed for consideration in the House, namely, first, after the 
adoption of this order of Senate bill 3714— 

There is the order in which they are to be taken up— 
the agricuitural aid bili— 

On which the Committee on Rules seemed to determine to close up 
this matter— = 
on which the previous question shall be considered as ordered after two hours; 
that after the disposition of said bill, on the remainder of said days, the House 
oid proosan to the consideration of bills reported by the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 


And further: 


First, to the consideration of Senate bill 2584, inspection of meats for ex- 
portation, on which the previous question shall be considered as ordered after 
two hours; and that after the disposition of said bill the House proceed to the 
consideration of House bill 11568, defining lard, cte., on which the previous 
question shall be considered as ordered at 4 o'clock p, m., Saturday, August 23— 

This brought it to its conclusion— 
and that on Tuesday, August 26, the House shall proceed to the consideration of 
House bill 5353, defining options, ete., on which the previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on Wednesday, August 27, at 3 o'clock p, m. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, at 4 o’clock on last Saturday the House under- 
took to execute this order. It was in session and operating under this 
order. A vote was taken. No quorum was present. The House had 
it in its power to do two things, either to send for absentees, in order 
that the House should make a quorum and execute this order (it had 
the fullest power under the Constitution and rules of this House to do 
it), or else to abandon the nse of that power, refrain from sending for 
absentees, and adjourn this House. The very moment it adjourned 
this House the time assigned for this particular bill was closed for the 
consideration of the House forever under this order, and then under it, 
when Tuesday shall have arrived, it does not operate so far as this bill 
is concerned. When Tuesday is reached you take up another bill 
(which you name specifically), that on Tuesday, under this order, you 


are to take up the option bill and consider it until 3 o’clock on Wednes- 
day and dispose of it. 5 

Now, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] suggests that it 
would be a much more reasonable construction to allow the House, aſter 
the failure on aceount of the lack of a quorum, to construe this order so 
as to allow us to goon, on asubsequent day, allotted to some other bill 
under this order, and take a vote onthesame. I shall not endeavor to 
escape the force of the language of the order. Neither the Chair nor 
members of this House will, I think, escape the force of it. The only 
question is whether a legitimate use of the language, the manifest pur- 
pose all along through its details, is that the House did notindicate that 
all these several times should be deducted in the consideration of these 
several bills; and, if so, to observe the purpose of the order. > 

Mr, Speaker, on Saturday, in the situation that the House was in, 
the gentleman in charge of this measure [Mr. BROSIUS] put a ques- 
tion to the Chair as to whether or not this bill would come up on Mon- 
day as unfinished business—on Monday or Tuesday. The Chair, the 
question not being before him for consideration, not being before him 
for examination, not being in the situation where Representatives on 


this floor could discuss the question, expressed in this informal way, 


as it was not before the Chair and not before the House, that it might 
perhaps come up on Monday or Tuesday, but declined to declare a dis- 
tinct opinion of the Chair until Monday should have arrived. There 
was, therefore, to my mind a distinct intimation on the part of the 
Chair, and entirely consistent with pradence, of a disposition to post- 
pone the consideration of Mr. Brosrus’s question; and if the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania shall have been misled, as he thinks, or shall have 
erred, why, he can not compensate for that by destroying the force of 
this order and compel this House to go on with the consideration of 
this bill when the express terms of the order devote this day and a part 
of to-morrow to another bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe I have stated about all I desire to say 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Will the gentleman permit me 
to read, right on the question as to what occurred, what is stated in 
the RECORD? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have no objection. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It is as follows: 

Mr. Brosius. Mr. Speaker, I rise to submit a parliamentary inquiry, 

‘The Spraker. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. Brostics. In ease the House should now adjourn, would the of 
this bill take precedence of other business after the reading of the Journal on 
Monday or Tuesday next? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the bill would come up either on Monday 
under the rules or on Tuesday under the special order. 
see ye Mr. Speaker, Task whether Te would not preferably come up on 

The 5 The Chair would prefer to discuss that on Monday. 

The question is between the days, and nothing else. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did not understand that to mean any deliberate 
declaration of opinion on the part of the Chair. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Neither was there any dissent 
on the part of the gentlemen opposed to the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. There was no declaration on the part of the Chair 
of any deliberate conclusion in relation to the order. On thecontrary, 
there was a manifest alternation in the mind of the Chair as to whether 
it must be Monday or whether it must be Taesday; and the very sug- 
gestion on the part of the Chair is unmistakable evidence that he pre- 
ferred to postpone the consideration of the matter until Monday. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. As to which of the two days, 
but not as to the act itself. 

Mr. BLOUNT. As to which ofthe two days? I canhardlysee how 
the Chair, in saying that, made any committal either to one or to the 
other. Then, again, the gentleman says that there was no objection on 
this side. What does that signify, if I construe the termsof this order 
correctly? Ifa gentleman goes to a judge in advance of consideration 
of a case and evokes a hasty opinion and he subsequently gets an ad- 
verse judgment—adverse to that opinion—he has only to charge him- 
self with the folly. : 

A word or two more, Mr. Speaker, and Ishall conelude. Something 
has been claimed here by reason of this part of the order: 

That after the disposition of said bill on the remainder of said day the House 
2 proceed to the consideration of bills reported by the Committee on Agri- 

Now, if that general language were alone I would concede, there 
being no separation of time, that we might proceed with the lard 
bill this morning. But the order does not stop there. This general 
language is restrained and modified and given a specific direction by 
assigning periods to the several bills, and therefore nothing can be 
taken from that. I will not longer occupy the time of the House. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Alabama is recognized. The 
Chair hopes that the discussion will be conducted in as short a time 
as will suffice for gentlemen to state their views. 

Mr. HERBERT. I shall address myself directly to the question be- 
fore the House. I have no disposition to delay this matter. 

The SPEAKER. A number of gentlemen have informed the Chair 
that they desire to be heard, and that is the reason for the suggestion 
which the Chair has made. 
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Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I shall take only time eno to 
present my points. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON ] has 
Teferred to the third section of Rule XXIV, pro that the con- 
sideration of unfinished business in which the House may be engaged 
at an adjournment shall be taken up on the following morning, and 
e ene the gentleman to the following on pages 466 

467: 


adjournment is to bring the tion up for considera- 
tion immediately after the — e 7 tne fal 2 
on Friday, though it be a public b 

Now, Mr. er, these two rules relate to the general orderly 
progress of essin the House. They are general rules, If a special 
rule has been adopted by the House which prescribes a different order 
of business that special rule must be adhered to. It is like the case 
of a special statute. A special statute must, of course, always be con- 
strued in connection with the general law upon the subject whenever 
the general law and the special statute can be made to harmonize; but 
if the special statute be absolutely inconsistent with the general stat- 
ute law or with the common law applied in the case, then the special 
statute made for the particular case is, of course, to prevail over the 

law. So this special rule, if it be inconsistent with the general 
rules, is to prevail. That was the precise purpose of making it. 

Now, looking at this special rule, let us see what is a fair construc- 
tion of it. It proceeds to divide out every moment of the time for seven 
named days, the morning hour and all, and a portion of that time is 
allotted to each of the several-named bills, But the language used in 
relation to the several bills and the time to be occupied by them is not 
the same in each case. For two of the bills the time is made some- 
what uncertain. That is, the time to be devoted to those bills is to 
depend upon the time that is taken up in the consideration of the two 
preceding bills. For instance, the order reads that Tuesday, Wednes- 
day, Thursday, and Saturday, August 19, 20, 21, and 23, and Tuesday 
and Wednesday, August 26 and 27, after sixty minutes of the morn- 
ing hour, be fixed tor the consideration, first, of Senate bill 3714, the 
agricultural-college bill, and’’—mark the language after the dis- 
position of said bill” this other business is to come up. 

The previous question on the agricultural-college aid bill is to be 
ordered in two hours, and what comes after that? And that after the 
disposition of said bill, the House proceed to the consideration of House 
bill 11568 defining lard, etc. That is, if the agricultural-college bill 
took two hours, or three hours, to dispose of it after the ordering of the 
previous question, that bill was entitled to have its consideration con- 
tinued until it was disposed of. ‘‘On the remainder of said days the 
House shall proceed to the consideration of bills reported by the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture; first to the consideration of Senate bill 2594, in- 
spection of meats forexportation, on which the previous question shall be 
considered as ordered after two hours; and that, after the disposition of 
said bill“ —giving that bill opportunity to run until it should be dis- 

of, however much time it might take after the disposition of 

said bill the House to the consideration of House bill 11568, de- 

fining lard.” That is the bill we are now discussing, and let us see what 
is used with reference to that. 

These other two bills, each of them, after the previous question was 
ordered, were to occupy the time, by the express of this or- 
der, until they were completely and fully di of. What next? 
Let us see. And that after the disposition of said bill the House 75 
ceed to the consideration of House bill 11568, defining lard, etc., on which 
the previous question shall be considered as ordered at 40 lock p. m., 
Saturday, August 23.’’ It will be seen that there is no provision so 
far that the consideration of this bill is to be continued under the spe- 
cial order until it is di of. The order proceeds, and that on 
Tuesday, August 26, the House shall proceed to the consideration of 
House bill 5353, defining options. That is to say, we have this order 
providingin s c terms that the two bills named in a previous part 
of it shall be before the House until they are disposed of; but when we 
come to the lard bill the language of the order is that at 4 o’clock on 
Saturday, August 23, the previous question shall be considered as or- 
dered 


Not one other word in this order relates to this bill, and if it is to 
get any chance here now or after that time it must be ander the gen- 
eral rules of the House. I admit that after that bill was taken up at 
4 o'clock on last Saturday it had all the opportunity which it could 
derive from the proper application of the general rules of the House, 
on Saturday, on Saturday night, on Sunday, and at all times until the 
time when its consideration would conflict with the latter part of this 
order. But you can not go to the general rules and geta law there and 
apply it to this special case when its application would destroy the 
meaning of the special order. If you could, then there was no neces- 
sity of making the special order. This order itself says specifically that 
on Tuesday, August 26, the House shall proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 5353, defining options. The other bill, the lard bill, has 
ze its day. It has had all the time allotted to its consideration under 

order, 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONGER. Does the gentleman think that the lard bill would 


* 


have been in order, the previous question having been ordered upon it, 
on yesterday morning immediately after the reading of the Journal? 
Mr, HERBERT. think it is quite possible that it might have 


been. 

Mr. CONGER. One other question. If it would have been in order 
then, and you say it would have been in order at any time until Tues- 
day, when the order provided for other business, it certainly isin order 
this morning at any time before the expiration of the sixty minutes of 
the morning hour. 

Mr. HERBERT, The gentleman is ccrtainly mistaken about that. 
He does not seem to have read the order. The first part of the order 


That Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and Saturday, August 19, 20, 21, and 
23, and Tuesday and Wednesday, August 26 and 27, after sixty minutes of the 
morning hour— 

Sixty minutes under this order are set aside every morning for the 
morning hour, just as specifically as anything else; and those sixty 
minutes can not be interfered with. No bill mentioned in this order 
can be brought up in those sixty minutes, because it expressly ex- 
cludes the consideration of any of them within those sixty minutes. 
The order carves out and sets aside sixty minutes every morning during 
these seyen days for a morning hour. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me right there? In one 
sense I concede that he is right, so far as the question of consideration 
is concerned; but where the previous question has been ordered, then 
under general parliamentary usages, and I think under a sound con- 
struction of the order, the bill would come up immediately after the 
reading of the Journal to-day, and would continue before the House 
until disposed of; then, I think that the sixty minutes of the morning 
hour would have to expire before entering upon the consideration of 
the other bills. 

Mr. HERBERT. The very point of my argument, Mr. Speaker, is 
that this special order takes all these cases outside of the general law. 
It was made for no other purpose. It put each one of these bills out- 
side of the general law; and it also put the sixty minutes every morn- 
ing fora morning hour outside of the general rule, A fair construc- 
tion of this order can mean nothing else. 

Then we come to the latter portion of the order, upon which I was 
about to speak when interrupted by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
CoNnGER]. The latter clause of the order sets aside all of this day after 
the morning hour, subject only to the consideration of general ap- 
propriation bills and conference reports thereon,” for a specific pur- 
pose—the consideration of the option bill. Now, is not this portion ot 
the order just as binding as any other? Can you so construe this 
order as to take away from the last-named bill (the option bill) the 
two days set aside for its consideration, and give the time or a portion 
of the time to a bill the time for which expired with the session of last 
Saturday, whenever that might have been, and it might have contin- 
ued until Monday morning? 

And now, Mr. Speaker, this order certainly does not seem on its 
face to have been adopted in any hap-hazard manner at all. The Com- 
mittee on Rules seem to have considered that when they said this bill 
should have the previous question ordered on it at 4 o’clock on Satur- 
day, all the time that might then be devoted to the consideration of 
the bill under the general rule would certainly be sufficient; that the 
bill might be completed that evening or that night or during the next 
day, if there was opposition to it. 

But if the Committee on Rules anticipated any opposition to it, they 
certainly framed the order so as to provide that if the opposition to the 
bill should be strong enough to defeat its final disposition on that day 
after the previous question was ordered at 4 o'clock, the bill should 
not come in here to take the time which the order specifically sets aside 
to-day and to-morrow for the consideration of the option bill. I can 
see no escape, Mr. Speaker, from this conclusion, if we look at this rule 
and see what is its meaning, and give it the force and effect that a spe- 
cial rule or n special statute always receives in pari maleria with gen- 
eral rules or general statutes. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I desireto submit tothe Chair the prop- 
osition that this rule giving a certain number of days to the Agricult- 
ural Committee is not a continuing rule in the sense contended for by 
my colleague, Mr. CANNON, namely, that itis a rule the operation 
of which was to begin on Tuesday of Jast week and to end to-morrow 
night. If it is a continuing order in any sense it is not so in the sense 
contended for by my colleague and with the effect which he thinks 
would follow from that construction. 

The Chair will remember that when ihe House was abont to adjourn 
on Saturday evening the gentleman irom Pennsylvania [Mr. BRO- 
SIUS] asked a question of the Chair. In answer, the Chair said that 
the bill would probably come up on Monday under the general rules or 
on Tuesday under the special order, I immediately rose and asked the 
Chair whether it would not come up preferably on Monday. The 
Chair properly declined to decide till Monday. To moit was nota 
mere question of days, as the gentleman from New Jersey seems to 
have ‘sighs it, It was not a question of indifference, because my 
motive was to secure for the consideration of the option bill the days 
which were intended to be reserved for it. 

Now, suppose this rule, covering several days of last week and two 
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s of this week, had been a rule providing for the consideration of 
one from different committees; suppose that the bill to be considered 
on Tuesday and Wednesday of this week—— 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The business does come from two committees. 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, I understand it does, although the Committee 
on Agriculture has control of the whole. But suppose that the bill to 
be considered to-day and to-morrow was to be co npon areport 
from, and was in charge of, another committee; could my colleague 
make the argument that this order is a continuing order, and that there- 
fore a part of the days intended for the consideration of the option bill 
should be consumed in the consideration of another bill? Does it make 
any difference that the same committee is in charge of all the bills 
which were to be considered during the four days of one week and the 
two days of the following week? The only question is the intention 
of the House as to whether the two days of this week should be re- 
served for the consideration of the option bill. 

If the House really intended to give these two days to the option 
bill, the fact that the bill was called by the same committee which 
called up the agricultural-college bill, and the inspection-of-meats bill 
as well as the compound-lard bill does not cut the slightest figure. 
When this debate first opened this morning the Chair intimated that 
it would like to hear discussion upon the point of order as to whether 
the bill was in order now or after the expiration of the sixty minutes 
of the morning hour. I think they present two entirely distinct propo- 
sitions. 

According to the view I take of the matter this bill would have been 
in order on yesterday, and ought to have been called up on yesterday, 
but for the regrettable circumstance which caused the House to ad- 
22 and after the adjournment of the House on Saturday last I went 

mmediately to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BROSIUS] and 
urged him in the strongest possible manner to call the bill up on Mon- 
day morning and not wait until Tuesday, my motive being to save 


Tuesday and Wednesday for the consideration of the option bill. That 


was my motive also in asking the question of the Chair on Saturday 
after the gentleman from Pennsylvania had suggested an inquiry; and, 
Mr. Speaker, the same motive which influenced me was the motive 
which guided the House in adopting this rule in the manner in which 
it was Si wn. Theintention of the House was that Tuesday and Wed- 
nesday of this week, after the first sixty minutesof the morning hour, 
should be devoted to the option bill and should not be cut into by any 
other measure. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I do not think that there can be any 
question about the proper construction of this rule, because it has been 
construed before, and a decision has been rendered upon an order of a 
similar character and almost identical in language. 

In the first place, there are three conditions attaching to the present 
situation; one is that itis unfinished business, the second is that the 
previous question has been ordered upon the passage of the bill, and 
the third is that when the House adjourned on Saturday the yeas and 
nays had been ordered by the House on the pending motion before the 
House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not care to take up any time in following the 
line of argument pursued by gentlemen who have preceded me; but I 
do desire to call the attention of the Speaker to a decision of Mr. 
Speaker CARLISLE in the last Congress on the 31st day of January, 1889, 
when the Oklahoma bill was brought before the House under this order: 

At 4 o'clock on said a ee bill shall be reported to the House with such 
amendments as may have been agreed upon in the committee, and the previous 
question shall then be 88 as ordered upon all such amendments and 


upon ordering said bill to be read a third time and upon the passage of the same, 
and the votes thereon shall then be taken in the House. 


A point of order was made and ably discussed by the gentleman from 
Mississippi (Mr. HooxEr], the gentleman trom Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], and several other gen- 
tlemen, and when it was submitted to the Chair the Speaker held as 
follows: 

In the present case the rules were suspended and the special order to which 

n from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] and the gentleman from Mississippi 

IMr. HOOKER] refer was made; and by the terms of that order, at 4 o'clock, on 

whatever day this matter should come up for consideration, the previous ques- 

tion wasto be considered as ordered on all pending amendments, on ordering 

the bill to be nee eget and read a third time, and on its porne; Yesterday 

the House, ha voted on some of the amendments, and while others were 
still pending, adjourned— 


Identically the same situation with that presented to-day— 
so that the * rp this morning is simply whether or not the action of the 
House in ordering the previous question, not only on the amendments, but on 
ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third time and on its brin 
= bill within the practice which for a number of years has in the 

ouse, 

That practice, as stated in tho Digest, is as follows : 

“Under the established practice of the House the effect of the previous question 
ordered before an adjournment is to bring the proposition up for fatar veeraa 
immediately after the reading of the Journal the following morning, even on 
Friday, though it be a publie bill.“ 

5 decisions are cited, some of which were made by the present occupant 
ne r. 

In the case of pension bills, for instance, which are taken up under a rule of 
the House setting apart Friday evening for their consideration, se instances 
— Key tk, Aala ͤ arran . ie 

evening ons agreem ous on the 
third reading and on their passage; and the Chair haa ruled in every ANON cass 


after the read 
the 


and it was considered by the House. 
rulings on all 
that the action of the 


tleman 
Unless the Chair has been wrong in 
constrained to hold in this instance 


Tess pu: of ing up the bill 
e 
Now, Mr. Speaker, Lask your attention to the reasons so clearly given 
by the then Speaker of the House for this decision: 

The Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union might have reported 
so many amendments to this bill that it would have required the House a week 
to dispose ofthem, and it could not be su; the House could be 
to remain in session until all such amendments were disposed of in to 
preserve the special order and continue the operation of the vious question. 

The Chair overrules the point of order, and holds the bill can be called up 
under the practice. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Now read on page 1400, where you will find the 
Speaker stated that this was not by vir tue of its being a special order, 
but because it came over under the operation of the previous question. 

Mr. HATCH. I had intended to read that, but am glad the gentle- 
man called my attention to it. 

Again, on the Ist day of February the Chair stated: 

The SPEAKER. But that was on that day. The Chair will state that thesitaa- 
tion of the Oklahoma bill is this: The bill, if it comes up this morni: com: 


es 
up not because of the special order assigning a day for its consideration, but 
simply because the previous question has been ordered upon its passage. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Would not that have brought this bill up on 


Monday? 
Mr. SPRINGER. It would if anybody had called it up. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. But would it not lose its place if not called up? 


Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, no. 

Mr. HATCH. Notatall. Andif the gentleman had listened to the 
reading of the statement of Speaker CARLISLE in reference to 
bills he would have found that they were in order at any time the chair- 
man of the committee or any other gentleman having the bill in charge 
chose to call it up for consideration. 

Speaker CARLISLE in this same ruling goes on to say: 

On the day set apart for the consideration of the bill under the special order 
made by the House, after the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union had reported the bill back to the House, the question of considera- 
tion could not have been made, But on another subsequent day, the Chair 
will repeat, if the bill comes up at all, it comes up ae by reason of the fact of 
the special order, but solely by reason of the fact that the previous question was 
ordered upon it; and the question of consideration can be raised against it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not think, after so clear and exhaustive a 
decision made at the close of the last Congress upon a special order of 
the House, that is so close in its terms to the one under which this bill 
was considered, that there can be any doubt upon the ruling of the 
Chair upon this point. I thank the Chair for his attention. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Georgia 

Lr. CRISP]. 

15 CRISP. Mr. Speaker, the Speaker having submitted to the 
House a Senate bill, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brosrvs] 
rises to the point of order that under a special order heretofore made 
it is not in order to submit that bill, and that it is only in order to 
proceed with the sixty minutes of the morning hour and then to go on 
with the unfinistied vote, as he terms it, on the lard bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the point made by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania is that the bill should be taken up after the 
reading of the Journal. 

Mr. CRISP. I understood, Mr. Speaker, from the statement of the 
Chair made at the time, that this question might as well be determined 
on its merits, whether itcomes up now or whether it comes up later. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wanted to hear gentlemen upon both 
aspects of the case. 

Mr. CRISP. First, then, Mr. Speaker, it is necessary to determine 
what would be the status of the lard bill had it been considered with- 
out a special order. If in the ordinary course of business it had been 
reached and on Saturday the previous question had been ordered u 
its final passage, what would be its status to-day? I believe, sir, itis 
conceded under our rules that in that state of the case it would take 
its place in the order of unfinished business. Iam aware, Mr. Speaker, 
that there is an impression that when the previous question is ordered 
upon a bill and adjournment is had, its consideration is the first.thin 
in order the next day after the reading of the Journal, but Iam no 
aware of any rule to sustain that impression. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Missouri has just read to the 
House a ruling upon that. 

Mr. CRISP. He has read a ruling, Mr. Speaker, but I said that I 
was not aware of any rules; and the rules of the House prescribe our 
daily order of business. The previous question ordered on the 
of a bill yesterday would not dispense with prayer this morning. It 
would not dispense with the reading of the Journal this morning; it 
would not dispense with the clearing of your table this morning; it 
wonld be unfinished business to be considered when we reached that 
point under the rules when unfinished business was in order, and it 
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seems to me that no otler construction of the rules is consistent with 
their integrity. If such bill can be called up before the submissiowof 
bills upon the Speaker’s table, why not before prayer? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair did not hear the sentence of the 
gentleman. 

Mr. CRISP. I say, if you can call np such a bill before the sub- 
mission of bills upon the Speaker’s table, why might it not be called 
up before prayer or before the reading of the Journal? 

The SPEAKER. Because in the nature of things the reading of the 
Journal is necessary in order that the House may approve of the rec- 
ord of the proceedings of its last session. Hence it must be the first 
thing in the nature of business. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, it is only the first thing because the rule 
says so. If the rule said it should be the last thing, it would be the 
last thing. Understand, this House is bound by rules of its own tram- 
ing, and those rules ought to be enforced. Now, can any reason be 
given why it is not orderly, legitimate, and proper to class a bill on 
which ihe previous question has been ordered on a previous day in 
the order of unfinished business? That is where it belongs, >It is 
the unfinished business on which the House was engaged at the hour 
of its adjournment.- And there is no reason, I submit, under the rule, 
or under any system which is reasonable and just, why it should take 
any other A pre the next day than its place as unfinished business. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman from Georgia pardon me if I 
interrupt him? I would like to ask if it has not been the invariable 
practice in administering the business of the House that when the 
previous question has been ordered on the passage of a bill at the close 
of a day itshould come up immediately after the reading of the Journal 
on the succeeding day. : 

Mr. CRISP. Not invariably. Take, for instance, pension bills on 
which the previous question has been ordered coming over from Friday 
evening. The Speaker of the last House, as I remember, held that such 
bills did not come up by virtue of the previous question alone, but that 
they had to be called up by a member; otherwise they were not pre- 
sented for the consideration of the House. The present Speaker of the 
House, if I am not misin‘ormed, has held that the previous question 
ordered upon a pension bill on Friday evening did not bring the bill 
up on the succeeding morning. I ask the Chair if he has not ruled in 
that way, that the previous question ordered upon a pension bill on 
Friday night did not bring it up for consideration on Saturday morn- 


ing? 

Str. SPRINGER. The Speaker ruled the other way. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think any ruling has been 
made to that effect. It is some time since the question has come up 
and the Chair is not absolutely certain in his recollection; but he thinks 
no such position has been taken. 

Mr. CRISP. Iwas under the impression such ruling had been made. 

Mr, SPRINGER. That point was raised, and the Chair ruled the 
other way. 

Mr. REILLY. I think you will find, in all such cases, where the 
previous question was ordered on private bills on Friday, to be taken 
up on the following Saturday, that it was by unanimous consent of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. That they were taken up by unanimous consent? 

Mr. BAKER. The uniform practice of the Friday evening sessions, 
where bills have been ordered to a third reading and the previous ques- 
tion ordered, has been to direct that they be made the special order 
immediately after the reading of the Journal on the following day. 

Mr. CRISP. Itis not absolutely necessary to determine that ques- 
tion just now. So far as the point which I now make is concerned, it 
is immaterial to me as a member of the House—except, of course, that 
I desire to see orderly proceedings—whether it is held that the previous 

uestion ordered before adjournment would bring the bill up imme- 
diately after the reading of the Journal, orin the class of unfinished 
business. 

I may concede, Mr. Speaker, for the purposes of this argument, that 
it would bring it up immediately after the reading of the Journal. The 
question is, when a bill is assigned under a special order, as the lard 
bill was, is it, under the terms of the assignment or the rules of the 
House, in order this morning? Now Iask the attention of the Speaker 
for a little while to the decisions, so fat as I find them in the Digest, 
and then to a slight analysis of the order itself. 

The Speaker has called attention to a dictum in this book, Rules and 
Practice, House of Representatives. I will read it: 

Under the practice of the House the effect of the previous question ordered 
before an adjournment is to bring the proposition up for consideration imme- 
Pines g after the reading of the Journal the following morning, even on Friday, 
though it be a public bill. The language of the rule is that the effect of the pre- 
vious question shall be to bring the House to a direct vote upon the immediate 
question or questions on which it has been asked or ordered. The adjourn- 
ment of the House haying prevented the execution of the previous question, 


its consideration must be resumed and the order of the House carried out as 
soon as possible. 


Now, that dictum is without authority. I call the attention of the 
Chair to another statement in the same book, contrary to the dictum 
which I have just read. 

The SPEAKER. On what page? 


Mr, CRISP. On page 544 of the Manual. You will find that as 
early as the Forty-fourth Congress it was held: 

Shanthi banans at Bee pes ny if 8 1 berings 
next day — re: said 8 dhe 5 8 edie eas 


Mr. DINGLEY. When the previous question on the passage has 
uot been ordered. j 

Mr. CRISP. That is from the Journal of the first session of the 
Forty-fourth Congress, at page 860, as printed here. Now I will call 
your attention to the other dictum, which is to be found on the samo 
page, at the bottom: 


Under the practice of the House, the operation of the previous question has 
the eftect of bringing a 1 nding at the last adjournment immedi- 
ately before the House after the reading of the Journal on the following day. 

That seems to be clear. Now, hear what follows: 


In all other cases, except where it has been made a special order“ or is 
privil a proposition pending at an adjournment goes to the order of un- 
finished business in the class to which it belongs. 


In the class to which it belongs. 

It therefore appears, Mr. Speaker, that under that authority the 
previous question when ordered by a special order, or upon considera- 
tion of a bill under a special order, does not bring the case up the next 
day if the special order has expired. As I understand, Mr, Speaker, 
you have so held atthis session. AsI understand, you so held on the 
copyright bill. 

Mr. Speaker, we may concede that under the rules of the House when 
the previous question is ordered upon the final passage of a bill at the 
honr of adjournment it comes upnext day either immediately after the 
reading of the Journal or aſter sixty minutes of the morning hour, and 
still insist that the Conger lard bill is not now in order. That bill was 
considered by the House under a special order. 

To that order, Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention for a few mo- 
ments. Itassigns Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and Saturday of last 
week, and Tuesday and Wednesday of this week, after sixty minutes of 
the morning hour, for the consideration in the House of the following 
business. ` I read the order: 


First, after the adoption of this order, of Senate bill 8714, the agricultural-col- 
lege aid bill, on which the previous question shall be considered as ordered after 
two hours; and that after the disposition of said bill— 


Mark you that. First we shall consider the agricultural-college aid 
bill, and then after ‘‘ the disposition“ of that bill 
on the remainder of said days the House shall proceed to the consideration of 
bills reported by the Committee on Agriculture— 

Not generally; as follows: 


First, to the consideration of Senate bill 2594, ins ion of meats for expor- 
tation, on which the previous question shall be considered as ordered after two 
hours; and that after the disposition of said bill the House proceed to the con- 
sideration of House bill 11563, — | lard, étc., on which the previous ques- 
tion shall be considered as ordered at 4 o’clock p. m., Saturday, August 23. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, the order does not say and after the disposi- 
tion” of that bill they shall proceed to the consideration of the option 
bill. 

That is not here. The order says that the previous question shall be 
ordered at 4 o’clock on Saturday, and that exhausts this order so far as 
that bill is concerned. Then what? That on Tuesday—not aiter the 
previous bill has been disposed of, but on Tuesday, August 26, the 
House shall proceed to the consideration of the House bill defining 
options, on which the previous question shall be considered as ordered 
on Wednesday, August 27. There, Mr. Speaker, is the absolute dedi- 
cation, so to speak, of this day to the consideration of the option bill. 
If it is said that the previous question ordered on Saturday brings this 
lard bill up to-day under the general rules of the House, I reply that 
under the special rnle adopted in this casethat general rule is changed, 
and Tuesday is dedicated to the consideration of this option bill. If it 
is necessary to hold that there is a change in the rule by this order, I 
say to you, Mr. Speaker, it can be reasonably and justly so held. 

There is some significance in the fact that when the other bills are 
dealt with in this order it is provided that the second shall be proceeded 
with after the disposition of the first, but when the order comes to treat 
of the consideration of this option bill it is not put upon any such lim- 
itation, but the express provision is that Tuesday and Wednesday shall 
be dedicated to its consideration. The standing rules, if they be as 
claimed by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH], are suspended 
or set aside by the terms of this special order; and either this order 
must be disregarded, or the House must now, or after the expiration 
of sixty minutes of the morning hour, proceed with the consideration 
of the option bill. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I want to call attention to one matter 
in connection with this debate. = 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be happy to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. ENLOE. I was listening to the remarks of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Crisp] when he called attention to the fact that the 
Chair had held during this session on one occasion that pension bills 
coming over with the previous question ordered upon them were not 
unfinished business, to come up for disposition next day, and I looked 
back to that point in the RECORD and [ found (on page 6278) quite a 
number of bills that were taken up ata Friday night session, passed 


1890.. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


— * 


9181 


to a third reading, the previous question ordered upon them, and the 
time fixed in the order for their consideration. On that occasion the 
following proceedings took place: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood from the remarks of the 

ntleman from Tennessee [Mr. ExLoxl. made in Committee of the Whole, 
that the final passage of these bills would have to go over until some later day. 

Mr Ex og. I now make the suggestion and the request that these bills go over 
for consideration in the House on next Thursday, with the previous question 
ordered and the right to thirty minutes’ debate on each bill, fifteen minutes on 
each side. 

By consent the time fixed for the consideration of these bills was the 
following Wednesday. The Chair stated the proposition, and the order 
was agreed to. 

Now, I wish to show, if the Chair will indulge me for a moment, 
what disposition was made of those bills when they came up in the 
Hduse with the previous question ordered upon them by the House at 
its Friday evening session. 

The SPEAKER. There was a special day set apart for those bills 
after the previous question had been ordered, was there not? 

Mr. ENLOE. In making the order for the previous question there 
was a day fixed for the consideration of the bills, The time was fixed 
in making the order for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. A special day? 

Mr. ENLOE. A special day. 

Mr. REILLY. That was done by unanimous consent of the House 
on Friday night. 

Mr. ENLOE. Of course it was done by unanimous consent, but I 
can not see, Mr. Speaker, what difference it can make whether it was 
done for the succeeding day, or for the next day, or for any other day 
inthe week. When we reached that day the hour for voting upon them 
was, as stated in the order, immediately after the reading of the Jour- 
nal. ‘The Chair held other business to take precedence, and the day 
was consumed in the consideration of other business, The nextday I 
attempted to call them upas unfinished business, and the Speaker said, 
“A privileged motion is pending and there is no unfinished business. 
(See RECORD, page 6129, 

The matter then remained pending for sume time. The question, 
I believe, was even discussed in the Committee on Rules as to what 
status those bills had before the House, and the understanding was for 
some time, though we had no direct ruling upon the point, that they 
were in the same condition as the copyright bill, and that it would re- 
quire a special order from the Committee on Rules to fix a day for the 
consideration of the bills as they had not been considered on the day 
fixed in the order of the House. Subsequently, however, by unani- 
mous consent those bills were passed and that question was disposed of. 

Now, it seems to me that there can not be any difference between 
the status which this bill now holds and the status which those bills 
held when they came over from that Friday evening session with 
an order of the House fixing the time for them to be voted upon in 
the House, and if this bill is unfinished business, to come up for con- 
sideration now, it seems to me that those bills were unfinished busi- 
ness and should have been disposed of as such then, and that it would 
be error in the Chair to hold the one way in the one instance and the 
other way in the other. The suggestion that the order was made by 
unanimous consent cuts no figure in the case. Certainly unanimous 
consent in fixing an order is equally as binding as a majority vote. 

So far as this question is concerned, I want to state that I called at- 
tention to the point at the time the order was made that the lard bill 
might consume the time to the exclusion of the- option bill; and the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. FRANK] attempted to get the time 
fixed for a vote upon the option bill before taking up the lard bill. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] stated at the time that 
there were two whole days given under this order for the consideration 
of the option bill, and that, the order being in specific terms, those two 
days would have to be devoted to the consideration of that bill. I 
insist that the Chair should so hold now, and let us execute the fixed 
order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The Honse will have seen by the discussion that 
this and similar questions have had a considerable variety of decision, 
and it would not be ible to reconcile with each other all the rul- 
ings and decisions which have been made. The Chair thinks, how- 
ever, that the decision which was cited by the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. HATCH] governs this case. 

At the adjournment on Saturday the previous question had been or- 
dered in accordance with the rule; the yeas and nays also had been or- 
dered. The taking of the yeas and nays had been interrupted by the 
absence ofa quorum. Thereupon the gentleman in charge of the bill 
[Mr. Brosius] asked if this matter would come up on Monday or 
Tuesday; the Chair replied that he thought it would; and that state- 
ment was received without dissent on the part of the House. While 
the Chair does not think that this would be a controlling matter, 
nevertheless it appears to the Chair a proper element in the decision, 
since the House may have acted on the intimation. In the light of 


the decisions made in the previous Congress, and in view of the inti- 
mation which was given by the Chair, the Chair thinks that the Honse 
ought to have an opportunity to pass upon the question. 

The Chair deems it frank to say that as the result of this discussion 


there is very graye doubt in his mind as to whether the decision with 
relation to the copyright bill was a correct one. It was in accordance 
with a decision made in the Forty-eighth Congress, that whenever a 
committee had had a day assigned for its business and its work was 
not done within the time prescribed its special privilege ceased. - The 
attention of the Chair had not been called to the decision cited to-day 
by the gentleman from Missouri. It might be said also that the lan- 
guage of the ruling at this session excepted a case like this, where an- 
other day has actually been given to the committee, and it is proper 
that this statement should be made in connection with the doubt ex- 
pressed by the Chair. As to the case which has been cited by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE], that was under a special agree- 
ment on the part of the Honse by unanimous consent and was governed 
by its own terms. 

The Chair, in view of all the circumstances, thinks that the ques- 
tion now before the House is the roll-call on the passage of the b: 

Mr. MASON, 1 desire to appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MASON] ap- 
peals from the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall the de- 
cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the House? 

The question being taken, there were on a division (called for by 
Mr. MAson)—ayes 84, noes 22. 

Mr. MASON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 123, nays 23, not 
voting 180; as follows: 


YEAS—123, 
Anderson, Kans. Comstock, Houk, Reilly, 
Arnold, Conger, Kelley, Rockwell, 
Atkinson, Pa. Connell, Kennedy, Rowell, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Culbertson, Pa, Kerr, Iowa Russell, 
nks, Cutcheon, Ketcham, Seull, 
Bartine, Dingley, Y, Shively, 
Barwig, Dockery, La Follette, Simonds, 
Bayne, Dolliver, Lane, Snider, 
Belknap, Dorsey, Laws, Spooner, 
rgen, Dunnell, Martin, Ind. Springer, 
Bingham, Evans, McClellan, Step! n, 
Bliss, Farqona McCreary, Stivers, 
Boothman, Fithian, McKenna, Stone, Ky. 
Brewer. Flick, Miles, Stone, Mo, 
Brookshire, Forman, Montgomery, Struble, 
Brosius, Fowler, Piet weney, 
Brower, Funston, Morrill, rsney, 
Browne, Va. Gear, Morse, Taylor, E. B. 
Buchanan, N. J. Gest, Niedringhaus, Taylor, J.D, 
Buckalew, Hall. Norton, Taylor, Tenn. 
Burrows, Hansbrough, O'Donnell. 2 
Burton, Hatch, O'Neill, Pa. Towusend, Pu. 
Butterworth, Haugen, borne, Vandever, 
well Haynes, Owens, Ohio Walker, 
Candler, ‘Mass. Heard, son, Wickham, 
Cannon, Henderson, III. Perkins, Willcox, 
Caruth, Henderson, Iowa Post, Williams, III. 
Caswell, Hermann, Pugsley, Wi Ohio 
Cheadle, Hill, Raines, Wilson, Wash. 
Clark, Wis. Hitt, Randall Wright, 
Cogswell, Holman, Ray, 
NAYS—23. 
Adams, Carlton, Mason, Sayers, 
Banes Chipman, McRae, Skinner, 
Beckwith, Covert, Moore, Tex. Stewart, Tex. 
Bland, Culberson, Tex. Penington, Stockbridge, 
Blount, Cummings, Quinn, Stockdale, 
Candler, Ga. Lanham, = Rowland, 
NOT VOTING—180. 
Abbott, Cowles, Henderson, N.C, Mudd, 
Alderson, Craig, erbert, Mutchler, 
Allen, Mich, Crain, Hooker, Nute, 
en, Miss. Crisp, Hopkins Oates, 
Pp esa Miss, Daira or; Pa, 838 
ndrew, 8 gore, eall, Ind. 
Baker, Darlington, Kinsey, O'Neil, ‘Mass, 
Bankhead, vidson, Knapp, Outhwaite, 
Belden, De Haven, Laidlaw, Owen, Ind, 
Biggs, De Lano, Lansing, 
Blanchard, Dibble, Lawler, Payne, 
Boatner, Dickerson, Lee, Paynter, 
Boutelle, Dunphy, Lehibach, Peel, 
Bowden, Edmunds, Lester, Ga, Perry, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Elliott, Lester, Va. TS, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Ellis, Lewis, Phelan, 
Brickner, Enloe, Lind, Pickler, 
Brown, J. B. Ewart, Lodge, ree, 
Browne, T. M. Featherston, Magner, Price. 
Brunner, Finley, Maish, Quackenbush, 
Buchanan, Va. Fitch, Mansur, Reed, Iowa 
Bullock, Flood, Martin, Tex, Reyburn, 
Bunn, Flower, McAdoo, ichardso 
Bynum, Forney, McCarthy, e, 
Campbell, Frank, McClammy, Robertson, 
er, Geissenhainer, McComas, 
Catchings, Gibson, McCord, Rusk, 
eat 5 Gifford, McCormick, Sanford, 
Clancy, Goodnight, McDutftie, Sawyer, 
Clarke, Ala. Greenhalge, McKinley, Scranton, 
Clements, Grimes, MeMillin, Seney, 
Clunie, Grosvenor, Milliken, 
ssi 5 e, oa 
eman, are, omt + Va. 
Cooper, Ind. Harmer, oore, N. x 
Cooper, o Hay Morgan, inola, 
ran, Hemp! Morrow, er, 
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Stewart, Ga, Tucker, Wade, Wike, Peel, Rogers, Stewart, Ga. Wallace, Mass. 
Stewart, Vt. Ga. Wallace, Mass, Wiley, try, ~ Rusk, Stewart, Vt. Wheeler, Mich, 
Stump, Turner, Kans, Waliace, N. Y. Wilkinson, Peters, Sanford, le; Whitthorne, 
Taylor, III. Turner, N. V. W. n, Wilson, —— Phelan, Sawyer, Stump, o, 
orm $ Van Schaick, Bd — Ala. Wi $ Pickler, Seranton, Taylor, III Wiley, 
liman Vaux, . ler, å Wilson, W. Va. ree, Sherman peon, Wilson, Ky. 
wnsend, Colo. Venable, Yardley, ice, Smith, W. Va. Townsend, Colo. Wilson, Mo, 
A Waddill, Whitthorne, Yoder. ee re S ker, T, W. Va. 
‘ 7 nn, no! an Schaic 8 
The following additional pairs were announced: Reed, Iowa Springer, Venable, Ko Yoder.. 
Until further notice: burn, StahInecker, Waddill, 
Rife, Stephenson, Wade, 


Mr. VAN SCHAICK with Mr. PARRETT. 

Mr. BAKER with Mr. ROGERS. 

On the Conger lard bill: 

Mr. Haves with Mr. ELLIOTT. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. DALZEL Le 

Mr. HALL with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 

Mr. TARsNEY with Mr. Ler. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. CorHRAN. 

Mr. Krinsky with Mr. RIFE. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, with Mr. Stump. 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. McDurrie. 

Mr. Morse with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. Cooper, of Indiana. Mr. COOPER; if pres- 
ent, would vote for the bill; Mr. BrNanax would vote against it. 

Mr. CARTER with Mr. PEEL. Mr. Carrer, if present, would vote 
for the bill; Mr, PEEL would vote against it. 

Mr. HorkINs with Mr. BOATNER. If voting, Mr. HOPKINS would 
vote for the bill; Mr. BoATNER against it. 

On this vote: 

Mr. REED, of Iowa, with Mr. MCCARTHY. 

Mr. CUTCHEON with Mr. Maisr. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, with Mr. BUNN. 

For the rest of the day: 

Mr. MóKINLEY with Mr. Witson, of West Virginia. 

Mr. Bowpkx with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. McCormick with Mr. GRS. 

Mr, ADAMS (who had voted in the affirmative). I desire to change 
my vote, 2 

The name of Mr. ADAMS being again called, he voted ‘‘ no,” 

Mr. MORSE... I am paired with the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
CLARKE}, but have voted to make a quorum. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I am paired with the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Lee], but have voted for the purpose of making a quorum, 
- Mr. WRIGHT, Iam paired with the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. GEISSENHAINER], but have voted by agreement between us. I 
wish to state that on Saturday last I voted in the affirmative upon the 
question of the passage of this bill, but was recorded in the RECORD as 
not votin 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Payson). The correction will be 


made, 

Mr. STOCKDALE, I was paired this morning with the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. REED], but the understanding between us was that I 
should be at liberty to vote on this bill; so that I have not violated the 
pair in doing so. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair isadvised that the recorded 
vote, with those noted as present and not voting by the Clerk, do not 
make a quorum in attendance. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I move a call of the House. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 81, noes 16. 

Mr. MASON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused, r 

So a call of the House was ordered. : 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following members 
failed to answer to their names: 


Abbott, Cheatham, Finley, Lind, 
Alderson, | Clancy, tch, 
Allen, Mich. Clarke, Ala. Forney, M: er, 
Allen, Miss. Clements, Fowler, h, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Clunie, Geissenhainer, Martin, Tex. 
Bankhead, bb, Gibson, cAdoo, 

< Cooper, Ind Gifford, MoCarthy, 
Bartine, Cooper, Ohio Goodnight, McComas, 
Belden, Cothran, Greenhalge, McCord, 

É Cowles, Grosvenor, McCormick, 
Blanchard, Craig, Grout, McDuffie, 
Bland, Culberson, Tex. Hall, McKinley, 
Boutelle, Dalzell, Hare, cMillin, 
Bowden, Dargan, Harmer, Milliken, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Darlington, Pay pate Mills, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Davidson, Henderson, III. Moffitt, 
Brickner, De Haven, Herbert, Moore, N. 
Brown, J. B. De Lano, Hooker, Morey, 
Browne, T. M. Dibble, Hopkins, Morrow, 
Brunner, Dickerson, Kerr, Pa. Mudd, 
Buchanan, Va: ery, Kilgore, Nute, 
Bullock, Dunphy, Knapp, Oates, 
Bunn, Edmunds, La Follette O’Neall, Ind. 
Bynum Elliott, Laidlaw, O'Neil, Mass. 
Caldwell Ellis, Lansing, Outhwaite, 
. Evans, Lee, Owen, Ind, 
Candler, Ewart, Lester, Va. Payne, 
Carter, Featherston, Lewis, Paynter, 


Daring the roll-call the following members reported their names at 
the Clerk’s desk and were recorded as present under the rule: 

Mr. ABBOTT, Mr. ATKINSON of West Virginia, Mr. BANKHEAD, Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas, Mr. BLAND, Mr. BUNN, Mr. BOWDEN, 
Mr. CALDWELL, Mr. CULBERSON of Texas, Mr. DockERY, Mr. EVANS, 
Mr. FOWLER, Mr. Hann, Mr. LA FOLLETTE, Mr, Morey, and. Mr. 


STEPHENSON, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The roll-call. discloses the presence of 
168 members, and 16 have reported since the call began, making 164 


in all, 


Mr. BROSIUS. I move to dispense with all farther proceedings 


under the call. 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 88, noes36, 
Mr. MASON. I demand the yeas and nays. 
Mr. CHEADLE, I make the point of order that that is a dilatory 


motion. 


[Laughter. ] 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 127, nays 21, not 
voting 178; as follows: 


Brosius, 
Browne, Va. 
Buchanan, N.J. 
Buckalew, 
Candler, Mass, 
Cannon, 
Caruth, 
Caswell, 
Cheadle, 
Clark, Wis: 
Cogswell, 
Comstock, 
Conger, 


Anderson, Miss. 
Catchings, 
Chipman, 
Covert, 

Crain, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Allen, Mich, 
Allen, Miss. 
Andrew, 


Boutelie, 

Bowden, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky, 
Brickner, 


YEAS—127, 
Connell, Ketcham, 
Culbertson, Pa. y, 
Cutcheon, La Follette, 
Dingley, Lane, 
ery, Laws, 
Dolliver, Leh! 
rsey, Martin, Ind 
Dunnell, McClellan, 
Farquhar, McKenna, 
Fithian, Miles, 
Flick, Montgomery, 
Forman, Morey, 
Fowler, Morrill, 
Funston, Morrow, 
Gear, Morse, 
Gest, udd 
Hall, Niedringhaus, 
Hansbrough, Sorton, 
Hatoh, O'Donnell. 
Haugen, O'Neil, Mass, 
Haynes, O'Neill, Pa. 
Heard, Osborne, 
Henderson, Iowa Owens, Ohio 
Hermann, Payson, 
Hill, Perkins, 
Hitt, Post, 
Holman, Raines, 
Houk, y 
Kelley, Reilly, 
Kennedy, Rockwell, 
Kerr, Iowa Rowell, 
NAYS—21, 
Culberson, Tex. MeRac, 
nloc, Moore, Tex. 
Henderson, N.C, Penington, 
Lanham, Richardson, 
Mason, Rowland, 
McClammy, Sayers, 
NOT VOTING—178, 
Cheatham, Geissenhainer, 
Claney, Gibson, 
Clarke, Ala. Gifford, 
Clements, Goodnight, 
Clunie, Greenhalge, 
bb, Grimes, 
Coleman, Grosvenor, 
Cooper, Ind. Grout, 
Cooper, Ohio Hare, 
Cothran, Harmer, 
Cowles, Hayes, 
Craig, Hemphill, 
Cummings, Henderson, III. 
Dalzell, er bert, 
rgan, Hovker, 
Darlington, Hopkins, 
Davidson Kerr, Pai 
De Haven, Kl gore, 
Lano, Kinsey, 
Dibble, Knapp, 
Dickerson, Laidlaw, 
Dunphy, Lansing, 
Edmunds, Lawler, 
Elliott, Lee, 
Ellis, Lester, Ga, 
Ewart, Lester, Va. 
Featherston, Lewis, 
Finley, Lind, 
Flood, Manner, 
Flower, Maish, 
Forney, ansur, 
Frank, Martin, Tex, 


Russell, 
Soul 


Trace: 

Turner, Kans, 

Vandever, 

Vaux, 

Walker, 

Wickham, 

Wilian, . 
ams, 

Wiliams, Ohio 


McMillin, 
Milliken, 
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Randall, ively, Thompson, Wheeler, Mich, 
Reed, Iowa, Smith, In. man Whiting. 
— Asie Smith, W. Va. Townsend, Colo. Whitthorne, 

e, Smyser, er, Wike, 
Robertson, Spinola, A Wiley, 

nger, Turner, N. Y. Wi 

k, Stahlnecker, Vi Wilson, ne 
Sanford, Stewart, Ga, Venable, Wilson, W. Va. 
Sawyer Stewart, Vt. 7 Yardley, 
Scranton, Stockdale, Wade, Yoder. 
Seney, Stump, ‘allace, 
Sherman, Taylor, III. Wallace, N. Y. 


So the motion to dispense with farther proceedings under the call 
was agreed to, 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. WADE with Mr. KILGORE, until farther notice. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Ilinois, with Mr. SPRINGER, for the rest of the 


day. 

tt r. McCormick with Mr. SHIVELY, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. Mason with Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, on this bill. 

Mr. Smiri, of West Virginia, with Mr, ALDERSON, on this vote. 

Mr. MASON. Iam announced as being paired with my colleague 
from Illinois. I would like to ask if my colleague recorded his vote 
on this question. t 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman is recorded as having 
voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. MASON. Very well; I will allow my vote to stand. I ask that 
the vote be recapitulated. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Further proceedings under the call 
having been dispensed with, the question now recurs upon the appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. e question is, Shall the deciston 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the House? on which the yeas and 
nays have been ord and the Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. MASON. Before that I desire to inquire whether it requires 
a quorum to dispense with further proceedings under the call of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On any motion or proposition touch - 
ing a call of the House a quorum is not required. That has been re- 
peatedly decided. 

Mr. MASON, Very well; I make the point of order that the last 
roll-call or count of the House, whichever method of counting is de- 
termined upon, showing no quorum present, the only motions in order 
are a call of the House or a motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Buta call of the House was had and 
disclosed the presence of 184 members. 

Mr. MASON, I call for the last roll-call showing no quorum, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But 168 members answered to their 
names on the call of the House and 16 reported at the desk. 

Mr. MASON, I make the point of order that there is no quoram 
present, then. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum is required, as the Chair 
has already stated in response to the gentleman’s parliamentary in- 
quiry, on questions relating to a call of the House, 

The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 121, nays 14, not 
voting 191; as follows: 


YRAS—121, 

Anderson, Kans. Conger, Kelley. ily, 
Arnold, Connell, Kennedy, Rockwell, 
Atkinson, Pa. Culbertson, Pa, Kerr, Iowa Rowell, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Cutcheon, eteham, Russell, 
Banks, Dingley, Y, Scull, 
Bartine, Dockery, Ia Follette, Simonds, 
Barwig, Dolliver, Lane, Smith, III. 
Bayne, Dorsey, Laws, Snider, 
Belknap, Dunnell, Martin, Ind Stephenson, 
Bergen, E McClellan, vers, . 

gham, 8 McCord, Stone, K; 
Bliss ithian, M ne, Mo. 
Boothman, iek, McKenna, le, 
Brookshire 5 — ears AN r 

* ‘orman, on Ty, 75 
Brosius, Fowler, Motor Taylor, E. B. 
Browne, Va. Funston, Morrill, Taylor, J. D. 
Buchanan, N.J. Gear, orse, ‘aylor, Tenn, 
Buckalew, Gest, Mudd, omas, 
Burrows, Hall, Nledringhaus, Pn. 
Burton, Hansbrough, om, Turner, Kans, 
Butterworth, $ O'Donnell Vandever, 
Caldwell, Haugen, O'Neill, Pa. Walker, 
Candler, Mass, Haynes, Osborne, ickham, 
Cannon, > 0 Ohio Williams, Ohio 
Caruth, Henderson,Iowa Parrett, Wilson, Mo, 
Caswell, Hermann, Payson, Wilson, W. 
Cheadle Hill, Perkins, Wright. 
Clark, Wis. Post 
Cogswell, Holman, Randall, 
Comstock, Houk, Ray, 
NAYS—I4 

Adams, Iberson, Tex. McRae, Stewart, Tex. 
Anderson, Miss. faa, N.C. Penington, Stockbridge. 
Biand, Lanham, Richardson, 


Blount, Mason, 


Sayers, 


Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brickner, 


NOT VOTING—19L 
Lind, 
Lod 


Ewart, 
Featherston 


No quorum voting. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Mr. Witson, of Kentucky, with Mr. Browrr, on the Conger lard 


bill. 


McCarthy, 
McClammy, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
McDafiie, 
McKinley, 
MeMillin, 
Milliken, 
Mills 


Mr. PudsLxx with Mr. LEWIS, on this vote. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from 
Alabama, Mr. CLARKE, but I voted to make a quorum. 

Mr. MASON. How am I recorded ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


tive. 


Mr. MASON. 


Mr. MASON. Only one or two additional pairs. 


On this vote the 
Mr. MASON. Task a 
A MEMBER. The vote has 


om 
mae 
Townsend, Colo, 


The gentleman is recorded in the nega- 
yeas are 
recapitulation. 


bee 


n recapitulated. 


Then I ask for the reading of the pairs. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pairs have been announced. 


Am [not entitled 


to hear the names of all of those who are paired on this vote? [Cries 
of te No yy E No 1) 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. 
there has been no recapitulation of this vote. 
That is what I want. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
The Clerk will recapitulate. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. MASON. No quorum. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 

The question was taken; and theSpeaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. MASON. 


Mason] demands a recapitulation, 


Mr. MASON. 


Division. 


The Chair is advised by the Clerk that 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 94, noes 17. 
Accordingly a call of the House was ordered. 
The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following members 


failed to answer to their names: 


Alderson, Brown, q. B. 
Allen, Mich. Brunner, 
Allen, Miss. Buchanan, Va. 
Anderson, Miss. Bullock, 
Andrew, Bann, 
Arnold, Bynum, 
Banks, Campbell, 
Bayne, Candler, Ga. 
Belden, Carlton, 
he Carter, 
KKS, 3 
3 ei Sa 
s pman, 
Boothman, Clancy, 
rke, Ala. 
Breckinridge, Ark, Clements, 
B , Ky. Clunie, 
Brickner, „ 
Brower, 


Dibble, 
8 
Elliott,’ 
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Knapp, Nute, s Tracey, 
Laidlaw, + Sanford, Turner, Ga. 
Lansing, O’ Neall, Ind. Sawyer, Van Schaick, 
Lee, Outhwaite, Scranton, Venable, 
Lester, Va. Owen, Ind. Seney, ‘addill, 
Lewis, yne, 8 5 e, 
Lind, Paynter, Shively, „Nass. 
Lodge, Peel, Skinner, ‘ashington, 
Magner, rry, Smith, W. Va. Wheeler, Ala. 
h, Peters, Smyser, Wheeler, Mich 
Martin, Tex. Phelan, Spinola, Whiting, 
McCarthy, Pickler, Springer, 1 me, 
M ¥, Pierce, Stahlnecker, Wickham, 
McComas, Post, Stewart, Ga, Wike, 
ce, Stewart, Vt. wiley, 

McKinley, Quackenbush, Stockdale, Wilkinson, 
MeMillin, Quinn. Stump, Williams, III. 
Milliken, Reed, owa, Taylor, IU. Wilson, Ky. 

ilis, Reyburn, Taylor, Tenn. Yardley, 
Moffitt, Rife, Thomas, Yoder, 
Moore, N, H. Robertson, Thompson, 
Moore, Tex. Rogers, Townsend, Colo, 


During the call of the roll, the following members appeared at the 
Clerk’s desk and had their names recorded under the rule: 

Mr. Briss, Mr. CRAIN, Mr. BOOTHMAN, Mr. Comstock, Mr, BRECK- 
INRIDGE of Arkansas, Mr. FITHIAN, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. BAYNE, 
Mr. Cummines, Mr. ARNOLD, Mr. Post, Mr. BERGEN, Mr. BANKS, 
Mr, WHEELER of Alabama, Mr, WILKINSON, Mr. HAUGEN, Mr. 
QUINN, Mr. THOMAS, and Mr, STEPHENSON. 

The following members appeared subsequently and had their names 
recorded under the rule: 

Mr. Wuittne, Mr. McCramMmy, Mr. ANDREW, and Mr. TURNER 
of Georgia. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to answer to my name. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachusetts is 
noted as present. 
Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. TAYLOR, has been 


called away by a noté from his brother stating that the physicians were 
going to hold a consultation concerning another brother, who is very 


dangerously ill. I ask that he may be excused. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is, that leaye of absence bt 
granted? 


Mr. HOUK. Yes, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Houx] asks unanimous consent for leave of absence for his colleague 

Mr. TAYLOR], under the circumstances stated. Is there objection? 
After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. DALZELL, has gone 
home on account of very serious illness in his family, and I ask that 
he be excused on that account. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to bé noted as present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is recorded as present. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. SPI- 
NOLA, of New York, be excused on account of sickness, : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
Cummrsas] asks unanimous consent that leave of absence be granted 
to his colleague Mr. SPINOLA] on account of illness, Is there objec- 
tion? [After a panse.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. ROGERS, 
be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my col- 
league, Mr. DUNPHY, be excused on account of sickness. 

here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
how I am recorded ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘This is a call of the House, and the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] is noted as present. 

Mr. FORMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that my colleague, Mr. 
WILLIAMS, of Illinois, was compelled to go home on account of the 
sickness of his wife. I ask unanimous consent that he be excused on 
that account, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One hundred and fifty-nine members 
have answered to their names and the return of the Clerk shows that 
19 members have reported at the Clerk’s desk, making 178 members 
present—a quorum. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I call for the reading of the names of 
those gentlemen present who did not answer to the roll-call. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that that is dilatory. F 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Will the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
Mason] show some authority in support of his request? 

Mr. MASON. I did not think it would be questioned. Isimply call 


' for it. I do not know of any rule prohibiting it. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair is 
not advised of any rule requiring it, and the Chair overrules the gen- 
tleman’s request. i 

Mr. MASON. I claim it as a matter of right to know whether there 


isa quorum present, and when the Chairannounces that certain nineteen 
gen emen were recorded as present but do not answer to their names, 

would like to have those names read. 

Mr. HAYES. It is in analogy to a recapitulation. 

mo MASON. It is like a recapitulation, which any member may de- 
man 

Mr. GEAR. The Clerk reports it. The House has the evidence of 


it from a sworn officer of the House. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk is preparing a statement for 
the use of the Chair. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I demand the regular order. I can not hear what 
gentlemen are saying over there. à 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As long as no attention is being paid 
to it the gentleman from Pennsylvania need not be troubled about it. 
The Clerk reports 178 members present who have either responded to 
the roll-call or come into the Hall of the House since their names were 
called. The Chair overrules the request of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MASON. Let me understand it, if the Chair please. I am try- 
ing to hear the ruling of the Chair. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is very distinct with refer- 
ence to this and thinks the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mason] un- 


derstands it. 
I did not understand it, and I state to the Chair that 


Mr, MASON, 
I only desire to understand it. 

The Chair announced that 159 mem- 
bers answered to their names and that certain other gentlemen have 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
appeared 

Mr. MASON, But you said that you overruled something. What 
was it? 3 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair announced that 159 mem- 
bers have answered to their names and the Clerk records 19 reporting 
their names at the desk, making in the list furnished the Chair 178 
members present. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAson], as the 
Chair understood him, demanded the reading of the names who had 
been reported as present. ‘ 

Mr. MASON. Tasked for the reading of it. I did not demand it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair states that he knows of no 
rule by which the names of those appearing and having their names 
recorded must necessarily be read. 

Mr. MORGAN. Would we not be entitled to a recapitulation ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. Crisp addressed the Chair. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ill the gentleman state it? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Rule XV of this House provides as follows: 


3. On the demand of any member, or at the suggestion of the Speaker, the 
names of members sufficient to make a quorum in the Hall of the House who 
do not vote, shall be noted by the Clerk and recorded in the Journal, and re- 
ported to the aker with the names of the members voting, and be counted 
and announ in determining the presence of a quorum to do business, 


The question I desire to ask is whether the names ought not to be 
recapitulated of those who answered to their names, because they have 
to be entered upon the Journal ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no doubt but that the 
Clerk of the House, under his sworn duty as an officer, will so enter 
them, and that, in the judgment of the Chair, is authorized by the 
rule. 

Mr. MASON. Lask that the names of those gentlemen who did 


not answer to the call of the House be read. [Cries of Regular 
order!’ 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the request. 


Mr. MASON. I understand there is a rule which requires it. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is a part of the recapitulation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The attention of the Chair has not 
been called to any such rule. [Cries ol Regular order!“ 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. : 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I offer the following resolution. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentleman will withhold his resolution. 

Mr. BROSIUS, I withhold it. 

Mr. MASON. I renew it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the House adjourn, and, sir, I make 
this motion believing that possibly we can make some arrangement 
about this bill, 

The question was taken; and pending the announcement, Mr, MASON 
and Mr. MORGAN demanded a division. 

The House divided, 

Pending the announcement, 

Mr. BROSIUS said: I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 46, nays 123, not 
voting 157; as follows: 


YEAS—46, 
es, Crisp, Mason, Sayers, 
Bingham, Culberson, Tex. McAdoo, ! Tex. 
Blanchard, Cummings, McCilammy, dge, 
Blount, Enloe, 8 Stone, Ky. 
Buckalew, Forney, McDuffie, Tillman, 
Bunn, Frank, Montgomery, Turner, Ga, 
Catchings, Grimes, Morgan. ‘Turner, N. Y. 
Clarke, Henderson, N.C. O'Neil, Mass. Vaux, 
8 1 Lane, Penington, Wheeler, Ala. 
Coleman, Lanham, Quinn, Wilkinson, 
Covert, Lehlbach, Richardson 
Crain, Lester, Ga. Rowland, 
NAYS—123. 
Adams, Conger, fouk, Randall, 
Anderson, Kans, Connell, Kelley, Ray, 
Arnold, Culbertson, Pa. Kerr, lowa Reilly, 
Atkinson, Pa, Cutcheon, Ketcham, Rockwell, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dingley, Lacey, Rowell, 
Banks, Dockery, La Follette, Russell, 
Bartine, Dolliver, Lawler, Seull, 
Barwig, Dorsey. Laws, Simon 
Beck with, Dunnell, Martin, Ind. Smith, III. 
Belknap, Evans, McClellan, ider, 
Bergen, Farquhar, McCord, Stephenson, 
Bland, Fithian, McKenna, Stivers, 
Bliss, ick, McRae, Stone, Mo. 
Boothman, Flood, Miles, Struble, 
Brewer, Forman, Morey, Sweney, 
Brookshire, Fowler, Morrill, Tarsney, 
Brosius, Funston, Morrow, Taylor, E. B. 
Brower, Gear, Morse, ylor, J. D. 
Browne, Va. test, Mudd, ‘Thomas, 
Buchanan, N. J. Hall, Niedringhaus, Townsend, Pa, 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Norton, ‘Turner, 
Burton, Hatch, O'Donnell, Vandever, 
Butterworth, Haugen, O'Ferrali, Walker, 
Caldwell Haynes, O'Neill, Pa, Wallace, N. Y, 
Candler, ‘Mass Heard, me V. 
Cannon, Henderson, III. Owens, Ohio Willeox, 
Caruth, Ifenderson, Iowa Parrett, Williams, Ohio 
Caswell, Hermann, son. Wilson, Mo. 
Cheadle, Hill, Perkins. Wilson, Wash, 
Clark, Wis Hitt, Post, Wright. 
Comstock, Holman, Pugsley, 
NOT VOTING—157. 
Abbott, Darlington, Lodge, Scranton, 
Alderson, Davidson, Math, Seney, 
Allen, Mich. De Haven, Ma Sherman, 
Allen, Miss. De Lano, Mansur, Shively, 
Anderson, Miss. Dibble, Martin, Tex. inner. 
Andrew, Dickerson, McCarthy, Smith, W. Va. 
er, nphy, McComas, Smyser, 
Bankhead, Edmunds, McCormick, Spinola, 
Bayne, Elliott, MeKinley, Spooner, 
Belden, Ellis, MoMillin, Springer, 
Biggs, Ewart, Milliken, Stahinecker 
Boatner, Featherston Mills, Stewart, Ga. 
Boutelle, Finley, Moffitt, Ste Vt. 
Bowden, Fitch, Moore, N. H. Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Flower, Moore, Tex. Stump, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Geissenhainer, Mutchler, ‘Taylor, Ill. 
Brickner, Gibson, Nute, faylor, Tenn 
Brown, £ Gifford, Oates, ‘Thompson, 
Browne, T.M. Goodnight, O’Neall, Ind. ‘Townsend, Colo, 
Brunner, Greenhalge, Outhwaite, cey, 
Buchanan, Va Grosvenor, Owen, Ind. ‘Tucker, 
Bullock, Grout, Payne, Van Schaick, 
Bynum, Hare, Paynter, Venable, 
Campbell, Harmer, Peel, Waddill, 
Candler, Ga. Hayes, Perry, Wade, 
Carlton, Hemphill, Peters, Wallace, Mass, 
Carter, Herbert, Phelan, Washington, 
Cheatham, Hooker Pickler, Wheeler, 
Chipman, Hopkins, Pierce, Whiting, 
Clancy, Kennedy, Price, Whitthorne, 
Clements, Kerr, Pa. Quackenbush, Wike, 
Ciunie, Kilgore, Raines, Wiley, 
bb, í Linsey, Reed, lowa Williams, III. 
Cooper, Ind. Knapp, Reyburn Wilson, or 
Cooper, Ohio Laidlaw, Rife, . Wilson, W. Va. 
8 Lansing, Robertson, Y: ey. 
Cowles, Lee, Rogers, Yoder. 
Craig, Lester, Va. Rusk, 
Dalzell, Lewis, Sanſord. 
Dargun. Lind, Sawyer, 
So the House refused to adjourn. 
Mr. BAKER. Iam paired with the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 


RocErs], but for the purpose of making a quorum I desire to be re- 
corded in the negative. s J 

Mr. MASON. I forgot that I was paired with the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. WILLIAMS], and I think I should withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That isa personal matter with the 
gentleman. He can do just as he chooses. 

Mr. MASON. Very well; but Ido not care. He paired with me 
against this bill. Task to have the vote recapitulated. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I move to dispense with the reading of 
the names. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois has de- 
manded it. 

The vote was recapitulated. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 
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Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. MASON. I call for the regular order, and wish to say that I 
reserve any here of order upon this resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro t If this resolution be in reference to a 
call of the House it would be in order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


WHEELER of Alabama, Mr. WII RG, Mr. WILKINSON, Mr. WILECOX, Mr. WILL- 


Tams of Illinois, answered to their names on the call of the House and were 

present in the 1, and after further proceedings under the call had been dis- 

pensed with, a quorum being present, a vote was immediately taken on the 

nding question and the said members did not answer to their names, many of 

— 1 leaving the Hall of the House, so that they could not be counted as present; 
an 

> 1 4 f there are at this time a large number of members absent without 

eave; an 

Whereas Rule VIII. clause 1, requires that every member shall be pres- 
ent within the Hall of the House during its sittings, unless excused or neces- 
sarily prevented: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Se nt-at-Arms be, and he is hereby, directed to immedi- 
ately notify, by telegraph, all members absent, except where leave was granted 
on account of illness, to return to Washington without delay, and all leaves of 
absence heretofore granted except on account of the present illness of mem- 
bers or their families are hereby revoked. 


Mr. MASON. I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker, 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, what is to be done with members who 
are absent on an educational campaign?’ [Langhter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentleman from Illinois makes a 
point of order; he will please state his point of order. 

Mr. MASON. A motion was made by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania Mr. Brostvs] by resolution for a call of the House. That call 
was ordered bya rising vote. I demanded the yeas and nays, but they 
were not ordered. Pending the motion fora call ot the House a motion 
was made to adjourn. This now touches the question of a call of the 
House, and there is nothing to show that upon a call of the House 
every member of the House will not respond, and I make the point that 
this resolution is not in order until after a call of the House has been 


had. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will ascertain from the rec- 
ord the exact parliamentary condition. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I want it understood that all points 
ot order are reserved against this unkind resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is endeavoring to ascertain 
the exact parliamentary situation. : 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. WILLIAMs]—— 

Mr. CRISP (to Mr. CANNON). Your resolution does not state facts. 

Mr. CANNON. I have stated nothing but the facts. 

Mr. CRISP. You have put me in there as going out, when in fact 
I have not been out. 

Several MEMBERS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is utterly useless for gentlemen to 
claim recognition until the Chair has ascertained the parliamentary 
situation. ‘The Chair will give no information to gentlemen until the 
Chair gets some. [Laughter.] 

Mr, FARQUHAR. No; the Chair is not dealing in ‘‘ futures’? to- 
day. [Laughter.] : 

Mr. CRAIN. That resolution is e oes and untrue. 

Mr. CANNON. Are gentlemen tender because the facts are told ? 

Mr, MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I can state the parliamentary situa- 
tion. One hundred and fifty-nine members answered to their names 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair trusts gentlemen will retain 
their composure while the Chair endeavors to ascertain the exact par- 
liamentary situation. 

Mr. MORGAN. I can tell you what you will find. [Langhter.] 
One hundred and fifty-nine members answered to their names mi there 
were sixteen absentees whose names were demanded to be read, but they 
were not read, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the facts. ~ 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make the point of order on 
this resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to state that the par- 
liamentary condition is this: At an earlier stage of the proceed: a 
call of the House was ordered. Upon that , as the Clerk ad 
the Chair, there were one hun and fifty-nine members who an- 
swered to their names, and nineteen gentlemen were reported at the 
Clerk’s desk, The names of those gentlemen were requested by the 
gentleman from Illinois and some colloquy was had with reference to 
that, The result of the call showed that a quorum was present. 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brosros] was recognized to 


The Chair is endeavoring to ascertain 
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some motion, having a paper in his hand with reference thereto. About 
that time the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] asked him to with- 
hold the motion fora moment, which hedid. Pending that, the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. MorGANn] moved that the House adjourn. 
Upon that motion the yeas and nays were ordered by the House, and 
the vote was taken, with the result which the Chair has announced— 
46 yeas and 123 nays; só (hat the House refused to adjourn. There- 
fore the pending question is any question which is in order under the 
call of the House which has been made showing a quoram present. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to make a point of order on this resolution. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Any resolution affecting the call of the 
Honse is in order under the rules, in the jadgment of the Chair. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to be heard upon that, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Drxc.ry and others addressed the Chair. 
‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
* Brount] is recognized. 
Mr. DENGLEY. I make the point of order that there can not be 
debate upon a question of order, the previous question having been 
| ordered; and I refer the Chair to the third paragraph of Rule XVII. 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not tor debate. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection if the gentleman 
from Georgia be nized for debate, provided like recognition can 
be given tome. If the gentleman rises to a point ot order it is in the 
discretion of the Chair, I suppose, to hear him, but I would like to be 
heard in reply. j 

f Mr. BLOUNT. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. CANNON. But I do not want debate to come in by unanimous 
consent and then to be cut off from replying. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I want a fair division of the time. If the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is to have time, I want some too. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I imagine that in the matter which 
involves the rights of members here the Chair will not deny them the 

portunity of being heard, and now with a view to making my point 
ps ee I ask to have the resolution of the gentleman from Illinois 
again reported. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. ANDREW. Mr. Speake: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
BLouxr] has the floor. 

Mr. ANDREW. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, There is a question of order pending. 
The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Massachusetts later. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, the resolution just read at the Clerk’s 
desk 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from Georgia 
kindly state the point that he makes, so that the Chair may under- 
stand the relevancy of his remarks? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwill, in avery brief way. The resolution just 
read by the Clerk contains two propositions. One of them is the ar- 

ment by name of several gentlemen on this floor, and a censure 
of them by the House should this resolution be agreed to. 

The second portion of the resolution relates to sending for absent 
members. To this part of the resolution I can make no objection. It 

is in entire accordance with the rulesand practices of the House. But 

the first branch of the resolution, declaring a censure of certain gentle- 
en of this House without any opportunity on their part to be heard, is 
thout precedent and without any foundation in the rules of this 
ouse. I read from Rule XV: 


In the absence of a quorum, fifteen members, including the Speaker, if there is 
tendance of absent members, and in all 
the names of the members shall be 


r— 


The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 


appointed by the Ser- 

rpose, and their atte: secured retained; and 
e House shall determine upon what condition they shall be discharged. 

Now, what may the House do in relation to those members-who fail 

‘ to answer to their names? The rule prescribes what may be done. 

They may be sent for, arrested by the Sergeant-at-Arms, and their at- 

tendance secured and retained. Is that the purpose of the first portion 

of this resolution? Is there anything in the whole resolution involv- 

ing an effort to secure the attendance of a single one of the gentlemen 

< named in the first part of the resolution? Certainly not. Thereisnoth- 

ing in the rules which justifies what I deem an outrage upon any mem- 

ber on this floor—an arraignment of him and a contemporaneous dec- 

laration of his guilt without any op nity on his part to be heard. 

I take it, sir, that this House will hesitate before adopting the first 


ic branch of this resolution even if it should be held to bein order. But 
I I hold it is not competent under the rules of this House, nor is it within 

ere the genius of our institutions anywhere within this broad land, in the 
BS House or out of it, to make grave accusations and convict the party ac- 


cused without æ hearing. I trust the Chair will see fit to exclude that 
on of the resolution as not in accordance with the rules of the 
ouse; and if the Chair should take a different view—— 
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Mr. TU. of Georgia. Your objection is to the preamble? 

Mr. BLOUNT. My objection is to the preamble on the ground that 
by the very force of its terms it is an arraignment and conviction of 
every gentleman named without any hearing. 

Mr. BAKER. And it is a censure of members who are present and 
have been here all the while in the performance of their duties. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That only makes the matter still worse. But I do 
not care to raise the question whether the members are here or not. I 
say that whether they be present or absent it is not competent for this 
House, under the rules, to make any such declaration against any mem- 
ber on this floor. 

Mr. BAKER. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER. This resolution, as I have just suggested, names cer- 
tain gentlemen who have been here all the while—some of them, as 
in my case, paired—protecting honorably their pairs. It seems to me 
that this is in line with the resolution offered by me the other 
which was not considered, being deemed disrespectful. aast 

Mr. BLOUNT. And that illustrates the folly of departing from the 
just rule that no man should be accused without an opportunity to 


answer. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I trust I may indulge in a word on 
the point of order. I introduced this resolution, not for the purpose of 
censuring anybody 

X MEMBER. You did it all the same. 

Mr. CANNON. Nor have I censuredanybody. The resolution cites 
from the record two facts: First, that the House has twice to-day found 
itself withont a quorum; second, that there was a call of the House 
previous to this one; that upon the call many more members than a 
quorum were found present; that immediately after proceedings un- 
der the vall were dispensed with,and when a vote was taken on the 
pending question, less than a quorum responded, and a quorum could 
not be found in the House. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Can my friend state whether or not the gentle- 
men named in the list embraced in the resolution are not for the most 
part paired ? 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman will allow me to proceed. Isay the 
resolution recites those facts, taken from the record. The record upon 
the call of the House shows the gentlemen whose names are embraced 
in the resolution to have been present; the vote taken immediately 
afterward shows that they did not answer to their names. Those who 
were paired appear so of record; and a pair is a personal matter. It 
a gentleman in the presence of important legislation sees proper either 
to refrain from voting or toabsent himself from the Chamber, that isa 
matter between himself and his constituents. I make no criticism. I 
have sought to make none. 

Mr. CRAIN. Then why did you put those names in your resolution? 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentlemen will contain themselves in pa- 
tience, I will say that I simply refer to the record 

Mr. CRAIN. The conduet for which you undertake to arraign mem- 
bers a a matter with our constituents, and over which you have no 
control, $ 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
us has an interest in. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It justifies us in insisting on aqno- 
rum here by sending for absentees. 

Mr. CANNON. I trust 1 may have order. There is no recital in 
that resolution except of what the roll-call shows. 

Mr. ENLOE. Right there I want to know 

Mr. CANNON, I will not yield. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can not be interrupted 
without his consent. 

Mr. CANNON, I will not yield. 2 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. CANNON. The resolution recites the record. If gentlemen are 
paired, the record shows that fact; and itis for them to make explana- 
tion, if they desire to do so. : 

Now, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] says that this resolu- 
tion that I have introduced, putting the names in here of gentlemen 
who did not vote on the roll-call succeeding a call of the House, and 
who were present on a call of the House, is a censure upon them. I 
can very well take issue, so far as I am concerned, with him upon that 
point. But, Mr. Speaker, if it be a censure, it is a censure made by 
the facts shown by two roll-calls, one succeeding the other and ap- 
pearing upon the records of this House. 

Now, what are the facts? I recite in the preamble of the resolution 
exactly what the facts are; and I recite these facts for the purpose of 
showing the necessity of the adoption of the resolution, namely, that 
one minute you have a quorum present on a call of the House, and in 
the next twenty minutes you are far short of it; and that isabsolutely 
open to the observation of everybody. It can not be ignored or 
that between the call of the House and the eall of the roll on the pend- 
ing question members by thescore have disappeared in the cloak-rooms 
and in the halls outside or in the lobby. 

Mr. CRAIN. Have they not a right to do it? 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Texas says, Have they not a 


It is a matter that every one of 
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right to do it? Then have not Ia right to recite a record of the fact, 
and let the constituencies of these gentlemen see the action that they 
are taking and determine the question of right for themselves ? 

Mr.VAUX. But have youaright to impute a motive and condemn 
them? That is not a parliamentary power residing in the majority of 
this House, and it will not so reside until the empire comes. [Ap- 
planse, ] 

Mr. CANNON. . Oh, wel 

Mr. CRAIN. Will you allow me a moment? 

. CANNON. What does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. CRAIN. I want to answer a question. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not desire to yield now. 

Mr. CRAIN. Will you not allow me to answer your question? I 
will answer it in Yankee fashion by asking another. 

E want to ask if you have not threatened to lock the doors of the 
House and eompel us to remain here in session until a vote is cast. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, Mr. Speaker, before this session of Con- 
gress gentlemen filibustered and broke quorums sitting in their seats 
on the other side time after time. : 

Mr. CUMMINGS, So did you. 

Mr. FLOWER. And your party is now leading in the same tactics. 

Mr. CANNON, Ah, the galled jade winces. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. It seems that the gentleman himself 
is wincing worst of all. ~ 

Mr. CANNON. Now, for the first time since the adoption of the 
new rules, with the Federal election bill passed the House, with the 
tariff bill and many other important bills passed and gone to the Sen- 
ate, bills of every kind involving matters of material importance passed, 
when this bill that proposes to prevent the counterfeiting of food prod- 
ucts is presented gentlemen resort 

Mr. MASON. I rise to a question of order. [Cries of Order!“ 
“Order!” g 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I call the gentleman to order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois will sus- 
pend until the question of order is settled. 

Mr, MASON. I simply want to understand, if the gentleman is 
going to undertake to discuss the pending bill instead of the point of 
order, whether I will have the right to respond. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the gentleman does 
not present a question of order. 

Mr. MASON. I make the point of order that the gentleman is not 
discussing the question of order at all, but the merits of the bill. 

Mr, CANNON. I will confine myself to the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order the gentleman sub- 
mits is overruled. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is en- 
titled to the floor, and will proceed. 

Mr. MASON. But he is discussing the merits of the question. 

Mr. CANNON. Isay, Mr. Speaker, for the first time in this session 
of Congress a new order of filibustering takes place [derisive laughter 
and applause], namely: Members answer to their names on a call of 
the House and march out of the Chamber before a roll-call on the 
pending question [renewed laughter]. They are present on a call of 
the House, but absent out of the Hall immediately afterwards when 
we try to legislate. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. How are you going to prevent it? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, Iam glad to have the applauding of the yen- 
tleman from New York who looks so cool and pleasant, 

Now I want the House here and now to revoke all leaves of absence: 
my resolution covers that. 

Mr. FORNEY. Then why do you not do it? 

Mr. CANNON. I want the House to telegraph to those members who 
are absent that their place is here, and that their leaves of absence are 
revoked. I want more than that. With a working quorum present that 
is constantly broken, and yet 8 objecting to have publie at- 
tention called to it, I want by this preamble to call the attention of the 
country to the record so that it may understand the exact facts, noth- 
ing more and nothing less; because so far as I can control by vote, ac- 
tion, and speech, as one member of this House, this bill shall be voted 
upon if I can get it voted upon, and adopted or rejected by a quorum. 
[Loud applause, ] 

Mr. ENLOE. Why do you not bring in a new rule for it, then? 

Mr. HATOH was recognized. — * 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer 
the following substitute for the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri is rec- 

ized. R 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, [rise to correct some errors in thestate- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois, or some of the allegations em- 
bodied in his resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the question under discussion the 
gentleman from Missouri has been r The Chair will recog- 
nize the gentleman from Pennsylvania later. 


Mr. HATCH. -Mr. Speaker, every member of the House will - 
nize the fact that the preamble to those resolutions is 5 
In my Congressional service I have never known a resolution like this 
presented to the House during the eftoris to secure a quorum and a 


vote upon any pending bill, Ido not believe that it is within the’ 
power of the gentleman from Illinois, as a member of the Committee 
on Rules, to present such a resolution before the House. That part 
of it does not look to the obtaining of a quorum under the rules of the 
House. If it means anything it means simply to direct the attention 
of = country to the names of the members mentioned in that pre- 
amble, 

Mr. HEARD. Will my colleague allow the suggestion that the 
preamble is utterly unnecessary, and is simply an implied censure ? 

Mr. HATCH. I will come to that. It is not only a matter of im- 
plied censure, but it is an undeserved and unmerited because 
it does not give the members whose names are embraced in it the op- 
portunity that they would have in any legislative body, or before any 
justice of the peace, to defend themselves before sentence was passed 
upon them. [Applause on the Democratic side.] It is unnecessary ` 
because the ruling of the Speaker of this House to-day places this bill 
in its regular order immediately after the reading of the Journal, and 
there it is bound to stay until 12 o'clock on the 4th of March next un- 
less it is voted upon. I am not only in tavor of the passage of this bill, 
but I am in favor of the passage of the option bill which follows it, 
and I want a vote taken, and have sought here to-day to get a vote 
upon this in order that we might consider the option bill and vote 
npon it. 

I want every member upon the floor of the House to express his own 
convictions and to vote as his own judgment and conscience dictate, 
and I appeal to my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN] now, in behalf 
of the friends of the bill upon this side of the House who have done 
everything that was fair and manly to bring a vote upon this bill toa 
close—I appeal to him to strike out of that resolution the preamble 
that names members of the House and to esponga what has said 
in connection therewith from the RECORD. I do it as a friend of these 
two measures. I doitin the interest ot the bill, I do it because I 
believe, as I have stated before, that whenever we get in a condition of 
this kind in the House of Representatives you are always nearer an end 
by fair and sometimes not only courteous but kind treatment of the 
opposition who are filibustering. Iam one of those who, under some 
conditions, believe in filibusteringasa legislativeright and always have 
believed in it to a certain extent. 

I believe that the gentlemen who engage in it are responsible to their 
own constituencies, to their own consciences, and to their own judg- - 
ment. I have never been willing myself to enter into filibustering 
movements on a bill of the character of that now pending before the 
House. But it it was a great political 9 involving individual 
rights or personal liberty, I claim that I have the right to vote or re- 
fuse to vote or to leave the House until I am brought here by the order 
of the House, and I hope that my friend from Illinois will yield this 
extraordinary proceeding and withdraw that portion of the resolution 
which is objectionable. 

Mr. CANNON. Let meask my friend, does he understand that the 
naming of the gentlemen in the resolution, which is showing exactly 
what the prior roll-call was, is objectionable? 

Mr. CRAIN. No; it is your motive that we complain of. > 

Mr. HATCH, Itis simply emphasizing a fact that appears in the 
roll-call, and it isa fact that is placed upon record in the regular way 
by the roll-call. I would not undertake to emphasize it against mem- 
bers, but would let the record show for itself. 

Mr. CANNON, Does the fact itselfcensure anybody? If not, then 
the resolution is not a censure upon anybody. 

Mr. CRAIN, It is your motive that we complain of. It is petty 
bulldozing, nothing more. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will strike out 
that rect of the resolution and let us consider the part that is in per- 
fect order. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I desire to ask the gentleman a question 
before he takes his seat. I understand that the part of the resolution 
to which he objects is that which says, paming them, that members 
who have answered left the room for the purpose of avoiding a vote. 

Mr. HATCH. That is the part and the only part of the resolution 
that I object to. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BAKER. I wanttojoinin the request that the gentleman from 
IIlinois will withdraw the preamble. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York is not 
recognized. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] is recog- 
nized to debate the point of order, 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. S er, when thesession of this 
Congress commenced and we all assembled in this Hall, I thought we 
all came here as equals; I thought we came here to represent constit- 
uencies who had an equal interest in this Government of ours and equal 
rights for their chosen Representatives upon this floor. We elected one 
of our number to the high and honorable position of Speaker, to speak 
the will of this House, but we soon pated gece to be the 8 er not 
of the will of this House, but of his own will. The ers of the 
House of Commous modestly called themselves the servants of that 
body. The Speaker of this House is its master. Instead of a Speaker 
we soon fonnd that we had created a ruler over us. 


To-day we find other would-be rulers springing a usurp powers 
never before exercised in any parliamentary body. Yes, Mr. Speaker, 
we see men seeking to arrogate to themselves rights, attempt domina- 
tions, and assume p tives never heard of in the history of parlia- 
mentary law and parliamentary bodies until this remarkable Congress 
convened and commenced to perform legislative duties for this t 
Repnblic. Under what rule does the gentleman from Illinois TMr. 
CANNON ] assume the right to impute motives to his fellow-members of 

? Under what rule does he venture to read a lecture to repre- 
sentatives of sovereign constituencies? 

Mr. HAYES. The same rules, but new artillery. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Yes, Mr. Speaker, new artillery. I 
desire to say that I am one of the members of this body mentioned in 
the préamble of the resolution offered by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon], and Iam proud of it. I am proud of it, Mr. Speaker, 
because the action upon my part which he seeks to criticise and con- 
demn was the performance of my duty to the people I am here to rep- 
resent. : 

In the course that I pursued to-day I have obeyed the men whosent 
me here, and I will here and now assure this House and the country 
that I will always obey them in preference to the orders of the gentle- 
men from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], although he is chairman of the Com- 
mittee on 8 I send to the Clerk’s desk two telegrams 
which I received a short time ago, and Task to have them read. [Cries 
of ‘* Regular order! on the Republican side.] ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hopes the gentleman will 

` confine himself to the point of order. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. ‘These telegrams explain my course 
in what I have done here to-day. They come from gentlemen whom I 
revere, who are the peers of any man on this floor; men worthy of the 
highest esteem; men whose wishes and opinions I regard, and whose 
directions I am proud to obey, I ask to have the telegrams read 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

MONTGOMERY, ALA., August 26, 1890. 
Hon. Josern WHEELER, Washington, D. C. : 


The lard bill, which strikes a severe blow to one of our Southern products, is 
likely to be sowing to the lack of interest. 
Will you please have Alabama Representatives to act in concert and fight it 
to the bitter end? 
THE MONTGOMERY ADVERTISER, 
THE EVENING JOURNAL, 
ALLIANCE JOURNAL. 
THE ALABAMA BAPTIST, 


UNION SPRIXGS, ALA., August 26, 1809. 
Hon. Joseru Wan, M. C., Washington: 


Use your influence to defeat the Conger bill and secure the passage of the 
Paddock bill. We think it unjust to impose a tax on the leading industries of 
the South, and the cotton-seed-oil business is one of the leading industries, 
We trust ze will use every available means within your power to defeat the 


Conger bill. 
J. F. CULVER, 
President Alabama State Agricultural Sociely. 
J. A. WEEMS, 


President Bullock County Alliance, 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. These are samples of the telegrams 
which are flowing into this Hall addressed to members, appealing to 
them to do all in their power to arrest the perpetration of a great 
wrong. Iam happy to say I anticipated these requests from the good 
peopleof Alabama, Last Saturday I saw there was but one way toavert 
the evil sought to be inflicted upon my conntry, and when the vote on 
the bill wasabout to commence, with three other members whothought 
like myself, I walked from this Chamber to the lobby, where I could 
not be seen or céunted by the Speaker, and when the vote was au- 
nounced the House was just one short of a quorum, and a plan which 
worked so well in defeating the passage of this bill on Saturday, I trust 
I may be pardoned for again putting into practice. 

Mr. Speaker, I simply wanted to have these telegrams read to ex- 
pmi why I pursued the course which I have pursued in the House 
t 


y- 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
[Mr. OSBORNE] is recognized. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I discover that my name is in- 
cluded in this resolution offered by the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, and I desire to say that he is very much in error, I 
have been here in my seat since 11 o’clock this morning, and have an- 
swered every roll-call. Iwas here when the genial gentleman from 
Ilinois was not here. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side.] I answered the roll-eatls, and when I looked to see if he was 
here I did not see him; and why he should have selected me out on 
‘this oceasion is more than I can understand. If your record is to be 
verified in this sort of way, if it has as much truth in it as is shown 
- by your resolution, why then I pity you. [Renewed laughter and 
loud and continued applause on Democratic side.] 

Mr. CANNON. ill the gentleman allow me a question? 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania 


Mr, OSBORNE. I think it is right to say 
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Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow me a 
single word? 

Mr. OSBORNE. I suppose I can afford to do that. I asked you to 
allow me a single word and you had not the time. [Renewed laughter 
and applause on the Democratic side.] The gentleman” from Penn- 
sylvania will listen to you just one time. 

Mr. CANNON, It the gentleman 

Mr. OSBORNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. For his kindness, 

Mr. OSBORNE. You are entirely welcome. [Great laughter and 
applause.] Proceed; you are trenching on my time. 

Mr. CANNON, I will call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that 
Idid not know whether he was present or not, but I was furnished 
with the list of absentees [cries of Ah! ' on the Democratic side] re- 
cited by the Clerk at the desk, and if there be an error touching the 
gentleman’s presence or absence, I disclaim it, and say that I regret 
that such a mistake occurred, if mistake it was; but his quarrel is with 
the record, and not with me. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. And they furnished you a list and refused it to 


the House. [Applause. ] 
Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. Another shock from Wall street. 
Mr. OSBORNE. I simply desire the record to show that I was 


present in my seat during the whole of this day from 11 o’clock until 
this hour, I have answered on every roll-call, as gentlemen around 
me all will testify and do know, and I think under these circumstances 
it is an unkind thing, to say the least, to attempt to publish a man as 
being away from his post of duty when he was present, and when the 
sponsor, or would-be sponsor, of this resolution wassomewhere else. I 
go not know where he was, but perhaps he can state. I know where 
was. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker——[Great confusion in the Hall.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the record will be corrected if there be any 
error. 

Mr. ENLOE. The Chair should not recognize the gentleman from 
Illinois further in this matter until other gentlemen have been recog- 
nized. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised by the Clerk that 
the response of the gentleman from Pennsylvania was not heard at the 
desk, [Cries of Oh!? “‘Oh!’’] The Chair is prepared to rule upon 
the question. 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know whether 
my name is reported on the black-list? [Laughter. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not advised of any list of 
the character described by the gentleman. The name of the gentle- 
man is not on the list at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. I have answered to every roll-call to-day. 

Mr. OSBORNE. I desire the record to be corrected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The correction will be made. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. How did the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania vote ? 

Mr. OSBORNE. On which call was it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the appeal against the decision or 


the Chair. 
Mr. OSBORNE. I voted to sustain the Chair, sir. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. S 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
nized. 

Mr. CRAIN. Irise to a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. CANNON. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Texas rises to a 
question of mal privilege and will be recognizeed. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Does that take me off the floor? 

Mr. CANNON. Ihave the right to be heard on a question of per- 
sonal privil 

Mr. FLOWER. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will proceed in order. But 
one gentleman at a time can address the House in order, and the gen- 
tleman from Texas is recognized on a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker 

Mr, CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal privi- 
lege, and I ask the gentleman from Texas if he will not allow me to 
ask for a modification of the resolution? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Texas yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. CRAIN. For that purpose. 

Mr. CANNON. The record showing that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. OSBORNE] did vote by having been corrected since the 
resolution was offered, I desire to modify the resolution by striking his 
name out. 

Several MEMBERS. I object. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The gentleman has the right to modify 
his resolution, and the modification will be made. 


oras 


Speaker vote will be recorded. 
gentleman from Ohio is recog- 
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Mr. CRAIN. As this resolution contains at least an implied censure 
upon all the gentlemen whose names are embraced in it, I, being one 
of them, claim the right to reply on the floor of the House to that cen- 


sure, far as I am individually concerned I have no apology to offer 
to anybody, whether he be a humble member of this House, like my- 
self, or the honored chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, the 
chosen lieutenant of the Speaker of this House, who in the Speaker’s 
absence assumes to control and supervise everything that goes on inside 
of the House, and even outside of it, in the cloak-rooms, in the lobbies, 
and in the corridors, with how much accuracy may be determined from 
the fact that one of his statements set forth in this résolution has just 
been controverted by a member on his own side of the House, and the 
gentleman has been compelled to ask permission of the House to modify 
the resolution in that particular. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am responsible to my constituents alone for 
my action in the House unless I be guilty of a breach of decorum which 
merits the censure of the House. For my acts asa Representative lam 
responsible to my constituents alone. * 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 
I make the point that the gentleman from Texas has not risen to a ques- 
tion of privilege and is not stating a question of privilege. 

~ Mr. CRAIN, Yes,Iam. I have been charged with impropriety of 
conduct in my official capacity, and I am replying to that charge. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I ask the ruling of the Chair. There 
is nothing in this resolution that can be construed into a censure of 
anybody, and the gentleman is not stating a question of privilege. 

Mr. CRAIN. That is just the question we are determining. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. If this is a question of privilege, then 

every gentleman can make a speech upon the resolution. [Laughteron 
the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. That is just where your man has 
‘‘slopped over.” 

The SPEAKER protempore. 
dress himself to the Chair. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. With pleasure. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. When a member of the House rises to 
a question of privilege great latitude is allowed to him in developing 
the question of privilege as he understands it, and the Chair would not 
undertake at this point of time to say that the gentleman from Texas 
is not in order, he asserting that there isan implied censure upon him- 
self in the terms of the pending resolution. 

Mr. CRAIN. Your chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
must be in a bad plight when he requires the able and fiery member 
from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] to rush to his aid. 

Mr. HENDERSON, ot Iowa. I shall exercise my own judgment 
and my own right in this as in other matters, 

Mr. CRAIN. Yes, and so shall I exercise mine; and you can not 
bulldoze me either personally or through your chairman; and this is 
nothing in the world but a petty species of bulldozing, the object of 
which is to threaten us before the country and thus compel us to vote. 
Now, this is no new question upon this side of the House. It was dis- 
cussed at the beginning of this session, and many of us entertained the 
idea that the true way to meet the new rules, as they were called, was 
to refuse to vote, to absent ourselves from this Chamber, and to defy 
your party to adopt rules to compe! the attendance of absent members 
unless those rules could be adopted by a real majority of the House. 
I believe that if we had adopted that line ot procedure when the so- 
called Lodge bill was being discussed in this House it would not be 
to-day in the Senate awaiting action there. Isay the “so-called Lodge 
bill, because I believe that the author of that bill was not named 
Lodge, but that the gentleman from Massachusetts was simply a wet- 
nurse for the bill. However, Iam digressing. [Laughter.] 

To come back to the question of privilege, I say, Mr. Speaker, that 
I am responsible for my acts to my constituents alone, I did go out 
of this Chamber. I went out of this Chamber intentionally to avoid 
being counted as present and not voting.“ I even took my hat and um- 
brella away, because I have heard it asserted that pages and clerks 
have been sent out into the lobbies to hunt up the hats and umbrellas 
of members in order that the umbrellas and hats might be counted as 
present and not voting. [Laughter.] I had a right to do that, and I 
propose to do it whenever I peee: And in that connection I may say 
that some time ago I asked the gentleman who is chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations a question which he declined to answer, and 
I ask him now again the same question, and I hope he will answer it. 
Task him if he did not threaten me and another member on this side 
of the House that if we continued to do what we were doing, after one 
or two more roll-calls he would see that the room was locked up and 
we were compelled to sit here as prisoners. They charge us in the 
South with depriving the negro of the right to vote; they charge us 
with bulldozing him; they charge us with not counting his ballot; but 
no man in the Sonth and no set of men in the South have ever done or 
attempted to do what your Speaker, backed by your majority, has done 
in this House—that is, to count the votes of men who actually did not 
vote. It was to avoid that in this case that I and those who, like my- 
self, think that this bill ought to be defeated—it was on that account, 
Isay, that we went out of this Chamber and refused to vote; and we 


The gentleman from New York will ad- 


had a right to do it, and you can not stop it by any censure like this 

which you pro to cast upon us before the people of the country in 

aer to AA aA a to do what you, in your sweet will, think ought to 
done. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to ask the gentleman a question before 
he sits down; that is, whether he is not aware that he violated one of 
the rules of this House in going out, as he says he did? 

Mr. CRAIN. Which rules? The new rules or the old ones? i 

Mr. BURROWS. A rule which has been a standing rule of the 
House for many years. 

Mr. CRAIN. Itis perfectly immaterial to me whether I did or not. 
I had a perfect right, if I chose to do so, to refrain from voting; and 
if when I sit in my chair I am counted as voting, though I do not vote, 
Iam going to get out of my chair. b 

Mr. BURROWS. I want to call the attention of the gentleman to 
the rule of the House—— 

Mr, CRAIN.” Oh, I know the rule. 

Mr. BURROWS. That every member shall be present *?—— 

Mr, CRAIN. We know that rule, but is that any reason why this 
gentleman should come in here with his black-list? 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, the rules require that every mem- 
ber shali be present within the Hall of the House during its sittings, 
unless excused or necessarily prevented.” 

Now, the gentleman publicly declares that he proposes to disobey 
one of the rules of the House 

Mr. CRAIN. IfI choose to do so. 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman deliberately declares that he pro- 
poses to defy the rales—— 

Mr. CRAIN. Whenever I feel like it. 

Mr. BURROWS. And to disobey them. j 

Mr. CRAIN. Isay so; and I say I am responsible to my constitu- 
ents alone. 

Mr. BURROWS. This is not one of the new rules, And you are 
answerable to somebody besides your own constituents; you are an- 
swerable to this Honse under its rules. 

Mr. CRAIN. Iam prepared to answer; but Iam not prepared to 
submit to ceasure, unless I am tried and found guilty. And I want 
to say to you this, you yourselves often violate the rules of the House. 

Mr. BROSIUS. You have just filed a plea of guilty. 

Mr. CRAIN. I am not on trial, and I do not propose to be tried by 
you, because you are not a juror capable of trying me; you are biased 
in favor of the hog, and this is a hoggish proceeding. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Your side never seceded from this 
House before; you stood the Lodge bill,“ the tariff bill, and every 
other bill until the farmers’ day came, and then you sneak out into 
the lobby and the post-office. 

Mr. CRAIN, My friend, I represent just as many farmers as you 
do; but they are farmers who raise a vegetable from which is produced 
eotton-seed oil, which you can no more compare with prime steam 
Jard” than heaven with hell. 5 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Put your product on the market, like 
men, for what it is, and we do not object to it. 

Mr. GRAIN. That is what we do; but yon want to drive it out of 
the market. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
the injury of our farmers. ; 

Mr, CRAIN, | With the permission of the Chair, I will say one word 
in conclusion—that when the animals passed along before Adam the 
hog was the only one he failed to name, because he said everybody 
would know it was a hog, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The House will please be in order. 

Mr. TuRNER, of New York, addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from New York 
allow the Chair to pursue his own course ? 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. With great pleasure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is endeavoring impartially 
to recognize gentlemen for parliamentary purposes, and ventures to 
express the hope that when any gentleman is recognized for a question 
of personal privilege he will confine himself to that question. For 
what purpose does the gentleman from New York rise? 

i Mr. TURNER, of New York, Upon a question of personal privi- 
ege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I find myself in the 
honorable company of the gentlemen who are named in the preamble 
of a resolution offered by the gentleman from Illinois. I have been 
admonished by the Chair to confine myself to a question of personal 
privilege. I may, since I am addressing the House upon a question of 
personal privilege, call attention to the tact that the Presiding Officer 
now in the chair has named me to the House as out of order, after he 
suffered his distinguished colleague to address the House out of order 
for some forty-five seconds, i 

But, Mr. Speaker, passing from that (which I suppose occurred in 
the excitement under which the occupant of the chair seemed to be 
laboring) and returning to the resolution offered by the always cool, 
thoughtiul gentleman from Illinois, the chairman of the Committee 
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on Appropriations, I desire to say that I esteem this a genion of the 
highest personal privilege. Suppose a resolution of this kind with such 
a preamble to be offered and then withdrawn; the gentleman has ac- 
complished his purpose, and those who have been unjustly ap, os 
have no redress. At one time, Mr. Speaker, I felt it my duty to the 
attention of the House to that gentleman when he was playing to this 
gallery [pointing]; and to-day I desire to rise to this question affect- 
ing my reputation before the country when he plays to this gallery 
[again pointing]. . 

He is very fond, it seems, ol playing to the galleries,“ this cool gen- 
tleman, this dispassionate, thoughtful statesman from the State of Illi- 
nois, the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. Why, Mr. 
Speaker, the very moment that the gentleman had read from the desk 
that long roll of the names of members, reciting those whom he as- 
sumed had committed offenses against this House and against their 
constituencies, the moment he called the attention of the press of the 
country, that great engine that informs our constituents throughout the 
length and breadth of the land of our dbsence or presence, our doings or 
misdoings, of what is going on in this assembly and the action of each man 
in connection with it, he had accompiished, I suppose, the purpose he 
had in view. He had held over us the lash of terrorism which his 
resolution was designed to accomplish by an appeal to our constituents. 
But let us see what justification the gentleman had for his c es. 

I object, Mr. Speaker, in the first place to this proceeding on his part. 
Tobjecttothe gentleman getting up and presenting a resolution to goout 
throughout this entire land assigning motives to me of which the gentle- 
man¢anknownothing. There have beenabsentfrom theroll-callsof the 
House to-day more than one-half of its members. My offense is, how- 
ever, not so much that I was absent, it seems, as that I was present. 
The distinguished chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means is 
absent, let me inform the gentleman, but his name does not appear in 
that resolution. He may be absent with the leave of the House for 
all that I know to the contrary; I do not pretend to say that he is 


not. 

Other distingnished gentlemen were absent, gentlemen who were not 
here during the whole day to-day, nor on yesterday, nor for days be- 
fore, and yet their names do not appear in the black-list” that the 
distinguished gentleman from Illinois presents. But my crime seems 
to be, as I haye already said, that I was present during at least a por- 
tion of the time. Those who were absent all the time have committed 
no offense, apparently, in the gentleman’s mind. Instead of commend- 
ing me, as he should, for being here, I am condemned. 

Ar. Speaker, Ihave sat here day alter day during this present session 
taking part in the proceedingsof this body, and my record for attendance 
will compare favorably, I do not doubt, with that of the distinguished 
gentleman from IIlinois himself. I haveanswered as manyroll-calls as 

- the gentleman has, Iam quite sure. I have been here as faithfully as 
he has been, assiduously attending to my duties, and have labored as 
earnestly and striven as well as any other gentleman to do what I be- 
lieved would be for the interests of my constituents on this floor. And 
now simply because for a portion of the time I was present to-day, and 
not becanse I was absent all the time at my home ‘‘fixing up my 
fences,” as certain other distinguished gentlemen are doing, or at 
home on the eve of an importantelection, as certain of the distinguished 
colleagues of our Speaker are, but because I was present in my place 
for at least a portion of the day, and absent for a short time only—and 
that may have been in the discharge of my public duty, for all he knew— 
Iam to be condemned by the gentleman’s resolution. 

I can not possibly be expected to let the gentleman from Illinois be 
the judge of my ideas of the discharge of my public duty, nor what I 


conceive to be the best interests of my 3 That is not, 
do 


one of the privileges of the gentleman on this floor. not know ot 

anything that can justify the gentleman in assuming to act as my 
judge, and criticising other gentlemen from his standpoint. 

The gentleman himself is not infallible, for in his attempt to fix this 

` stigma upon me and my colleagues, some of whom have staid here 


during the entire day, like my colleague Mr. FLOWER and my colleague |. 


Judge BAKER and others, he has also included in the same list the 
nume of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OSBORNE], who,itseems, 
had actually answered to the roll-call. But without acquainting him- 
self with all of the facts in the case the gentleman in this violent man- 
ner gets up and introduces this sort of omnibus resolution to impose 
censure upon all who differ with him. The name of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. ANDREW] is also included in his list, and yet 
Iam informed that that gentleman has been honorably paired and has 
been here throughout the day to protect that pair. 
Mr, HAYES. And so with myself 
Mr. TURNER, of New York. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HAYEs] informs me that he was in a similar situation; and so it is 
with other gentlemen throughout this long list embodied in the reso- 
lution the gentleman seeks toimpose upon us to bulldoze this side of 
the House. He attempts to hold up gentlemen to public execration 
and condemnation, as remiss in their duty, whose names he publishes 
in that resolution, any one of whom will compare favorably with the 
tleman from Illinois himself in the record of his attendance upon 
House and his diligence in the discharge of his public duties. But 


not content with this there rushes to the defense the very impetuous 

oratorical thunderbolt from Iowa. [Cries of Vote!“ Vote!) 

a SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York has 
oor. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr, Speaker, I will inform gen- 
tlemen now that I have the recognition of the Chair on a question of 
personal privilege, and I propose to discuss that question, irrespective 
of their demands for a vote, for the space of about anhour. [Laughter 
and applause. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman will proceed in order. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Isay the gentleman from Iowa rushes 
to the defense of the gentleman from Illinois, and wants to shut off 
gentlemen from addressing the House on questions of personal privi- 
lege. Why,“ he says, everybody can get up for that purpose.” 
Everybody assaiied can get up.“ Yes, Mr. Speaker, everybody on 
whom this stigma is attempted to be placed by the resolution of the 
gentleman can get up, and has a right to get up and exercise his per- 
sonal privilege to defend himself on this floor. Ah, Mr. Speaker, it 
would be a fearful condition of things when gentlemen could not have 
the right to be heard in their own defense. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I rise to a parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York can 

not pe taken off the floor while addressing the House on a question ot 
rivilege. 
Mr. TURNER, of New York. Iam obliged to the Speaker. That 
rests my throat considerably. I had some fear that my voice was fail- 
ing. These kindly interruptions I think will enable me to proceed ſor 
an hour. [Laughter.] Isay, Mr. Speaker, that this attempt is sim- 
ply because gentlemen oppose themselves to the autocratic will of this 
whirlwind from the prairies [laughter], who with his corkscrew style 
of gestures attempts to hold over this House the knout of public scorn 
and contempt, because gentlemen rise in their places as members of 
this body, as representatives of constituencies that will compare with 
his or any other, and object to this sort of treatment, and thus ask for 
some share of the courtesy that ought always to be shown when gentle- 
men deal with gentlemen. Then comes this assistant terror from Iowa. 
[Laughter.] Then comes the gentleman from Iowa and he lifts up his 
hands in holy horror as he says, Why, these men may delay the passage 
of the hog bill by standing up for their rights which are thus maligned, 
traduced, and aspersed by the gentlemen on the other side. Why, 
sir, I may say that this American Congress will listen in patience to no 
such thing. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Mr. Speaker, I can 
not proceed without order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order, and the 
gentleman from New York will please address himself to the question 
of personal privilege. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. These remarks, I will observe, Mr. 
Speaker, are something that I have thought over for a long time. 
Why, Mr. Speaker, have not other measures, as a friend beside me 
suggests, received equalattention here? Why has there not beensuch 
earnestness shown in bringing forward other measures that should have 
consideration? 

A MEMBER. The labor bill. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. No, the labor bill is on the Calendar 
and we have some hope of reaching that. But, Mr. Speaker, complaint 
is made by the gentleman, who insists that we did not filibuster on the 
election bill as much as we ought to have done. Well, if we had had 
the leadership of the gentleman’s own colleague from Illinois [Mr. 
Mason] to help us through, if we had had his genius, we might have 
beaten the election bill. The gentleman from Illinois, because at this 
late day some of us are present while other men are absent, now rushes 
into the public prints of the country through the members of the press 
gallery, for that I conceive is all he wants; avery adroit gentleman is 
this member from Illinois. [Laughter and criesof ‘‘ Vote! Vote!“ 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH addressed the Chair. 

Mr. TURNER, ot New York. I want order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hopes that gentlemen will 
maintain order. — 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Does my friend yield to me? 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. No; take your own time, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, I thought you had yielded. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Iam not yet exhausted, Mr. Speaker, 
although my voice at best is weak and my endurance scarcely suffices 
to carry me from one day to another. [Laughter.] 

Mr, FUNSTON. Nobody doubts your endurance. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I am not exhausted, even at the pres- 
ent time, when I am compelled to speak ina loud tone of voice in order 
to overcome the unseemly disorder of gentlemen on the other side of 
the Chamber. I might say, Mr. Speaker, that it seems to me that 
this is part and parcel of this great scheme to stifle and gag the mem- 
bers of the minority. Why, sir, in the first place we are coerced into 
voting, in every way possible. Our names are paraded and held up to 
the contempt of the American people. We are pointed to as derelict, 
and singled out as men who are careless of our reputation and careless 
of our duty, and violating the duty imposed upon us by the Constitu- 
tion. Thus we are published and paraded before the people of this en- 
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tire country, and then when we protest against it, as I have already ob- 
served, but for fear some gentleman on the other side did not hear me, 
I desire to repeat it that I may impress it on gentlemen, then comes 
another gentleman who rises and proposes to shut us all out. Iam 


trying to confine myself to this question of personal privilege; but, sir, 
no member of this House ever sat here as we have been compelled to 
git here to-day and listen to the parading of our names before the coun- 
try, because we were present a part of the time and absent a part of the 
time, when member after member is notoriously absent and has been 
absent from his duties for weeks and weeks. [Cries of Vote!“ 
“Voto!” and Go on!’’ Go on!) If the Chair will kindly pre- 
serve order 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is still entitled to the 
floor on the question of personal privilege. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Iam glad that this filibustering be- 
gan upon the other side of the Chamber. I am glad that the course 
that has been pursued in the small tyranny of the Committeeon Rules 
has at Jast invoked an indignant protest. I believed when my distin- 
guished friend from Iowa rose the other day and read the riot act to 
his party that it might be fruitful of good results; but lo! now join- 
ing with us in this strugglefor parliamentary freedom, joining with us 
in this struggle for freedom of speech, in this struggle that the minor- 
ity may be heard, in this struggle to maintain the traditional courtesies 
of this Chamber, comes the great leader from IIlinois—and a noble and 
a manly fight he has made. 

Mr. Speaker, having been kindly admonished by the Chair to address 
myself to this question of personal privilege, [am desirous to do so, 
dnd to confine myself as nearly as possible to this question, simply 
to take up as little time of the House as I can upon this important 
matter. But I would say, sir, if I supposed I was in order, I would 
advert at some length to the star-chamber methods by which this bill 
has been brought into this Chamber. I believe I may say that, as my 
motives haye been thus impugned, as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] has attempted to tell this House what my motives were in 
this connection, Isuppose I might possibly give a reason to the House 
that seems to me is a good reason, a reason binding upon my intelli- 

nce and my conscience, why I had absented m f from the Cham- 

r on one occasion to-day and failed to be here at the precise moment 
when the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN NON] thought he needed 


me. 

I might advert to the whole course of the proceedings had under 
this special order. Why, Mr. Speaker, on last Saturday afternoon 
gentlemen upon the other side of the Chamber who were urging forward 
this very legislation that is now being attempted to be passed under 
this most unprecedented and revolntionary proceeding of the gentle- 
man from Illinois —— 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. The point 
of order I make is that the gentleman is engaged in dilatory tactics. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York will 
proceed. [Cries of “Go on!“? 

Mr. MASON. I hope the House will be in order so that we may 
hear the gentleman. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York, I trust that this does not come out 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 

roceed. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Iwas about to say, when interrupted 
by the unseemly disorder upon the other side of the Chamber by those 
friends of the hog, that on last Saturday afternoon gentlemen favoring 
this bill said to those who were opposed to it on this side of the House 
that if it came to a vote between the Paddock bill and this bill, that 
bill would be adopted. If it be true that that is the sentiment of the 
House, then it is an endeavor to give it an opportunity to express its 
views that has brought about the situation in which we have become 
involved. 5 

Here are a number of members, though not a sufficient number, who 
are attempting to drive this bill through the House by sheer force of a 
majority. Other gentlemen are opposed to it, and for one I demand 
to be relieved from the imputation cast upon my motives by this ex- 
traordinary resolution of the gentleman from Illinois, because I feel it 
to be binding upon my conscience by every means in my power to do 
all I can honestly and conscientiously to defeat the bill and prevent 
this nefarious scheme, as I conceive it to be, from being forced through 
this House. I may have been in error; I may have been laboring 
under a delusion; it may bave been that because I have not had a long 
service here I do not fully understand matters; it may be that I am 
in error as to what my duties are; but I desire to state that to the 
House in all good faith, so that my statement may go through the pub- 
lic journals of the land side by side with this extraordinary attempt 
_ of the gentleman from Illinois to impugn my motives. 

I desire to say that my motive in absenting myself from the Chamber, 
as I did on one occasion, and on one occasion only to-day, was purely 
in accordance with what I believed to be the proper course. [Gries of 
Go on!] state this to the House so the gentlemen may appre- 
2 what I conceive to be an unwarranted imputation cast upon my 
motives, 


The gentleman from New York will 


Mr. McCLAMMY, Will the gentleman yield for a motion to ad- 


joum? 
Mr, TURNER, of New York. I can not, Mr. Speaker, yield even 
to a motion to adjourn when an attempt is made to impugn my mo- 


tives and my conduct and to cast a stigma upon my reputation. 
[Laughter and applause. ] : 
I am held up to the contempt and contumely of right-thinking citi- 


zens of my district by this resolution, and I can not yield to a motion 
to adjourn until I shall have defended my most sacred honor. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Ido not know whether my honor will keep all 
night. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. J desire to say, then, that such hav- 
ing been the remarkable course of the advocates of this bill, that if a 
test vote between the adoption of the Paddock bill and this measure 
could be obtained, the Paddock bill would be adopted. I thought it 
my duty to in all possible obstruction that I could, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I make the point of order that the gentle- 
man is not addressing himself to the question of personal privilege. 

Mr. TURNER, ot New York. Ifthe Chair will bear in mind the 
resolution states that we absented ourselves from the House. r 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. The gentleman is proceeding to debate, and 
gnoting some observations that were made by some other member on 
Saturday. 

Mr. TURNER, ot New York. If the Chair will bear with me for a 
moment 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has borne with the gentle- 
man nearly an hour. 
én TURNER, of New York. That is very kind on the part of the 

air. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I believe that the majority rule. When 
the friends of this bill had confessed that they believed the Paddock 
bill would be adopted if the House could have a vote on the question, 
should not there be a right of the majority to rule? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman will confine himself to 
the question ot privilege. J 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I rise to the point of order that the gentle - 
man is not addressing himself to the question of privilege, and I de- 
sire to say that the House has some rights. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of order, 
and the gentleman will confine himself to the question of personal 
privilege. The gentfeman from New York will proceed in order. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York, This is another abortive attempt to 
prevent members being relieved from this unmerited censure, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. A question of order, Mr. Speaker. TI insist 
the gentleman is not addressing himself to the question of personal 
privilege. If he was, I would not interpose an objection, but I wish to 
insist that the House has some rights also, and I think that the Chair 
should conserve the interests of the House in some degree. I do not 
object to my friend speaking at any length he chooses on the question 
of personal privilege. I rise with a view of getting the House out of 
this rather awkward dilemma and in the interest of those who feel 
that their feelings have been injured in this matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York will 


proceed. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I have but ove brief hour in which 
to defend myself from this attack, and I tell my distinguished friend 
from Ohio that he should not interrupt me, to force me off the floor, 
when I am attempting to lay bare the inner secrets of my heart that 
the gentleman may search and probe therein. 

But I desire to say that I believe the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] can do no less than withdraw this resolution reflecting thus 
unwarrantably upon the motives and upon the course of gentlemen 
here. Even then he can not undo the wrong that he has done. AsI have 
already intimated, he has succeeded now in calling the attention of this 
country to the fact that I and others of my colleagues were absent 
upon certain votes to-day. He has done more than that. He has in- 
dicated to everybody in this country who cares to read that in his dis- 
tinguished judgment there was something wrong in thatabsence, that 
there was some dishonorable motive back of it. t 

I have already stated to the House, but I propose to reiterate it, that 
in view of the course pursued by gentlemen in forcing this bill through 
the House Ihave felt itincumbent upon me, I have felt it to be my solemn 
duty, to endeavor by every means that lay in my power to defeat leg- 
islation which confessedly was not desired by the majority of this 
House. I stand here appealing to this House that weshould not thus 
be branded; that we should not thus be held up to obloquy for d 
what we have done. For what is this attempt made to censure us? 
Why, simply because we have tried to defeat a minority measure. Our 
absence, sir, was in the interest of majority rule. It was not an attempt 
to filibuster at all, and it can not beso construed. We had reason to be- 
lieve, as I have already stated it was confessed, that the bill which 
was pending before the House was a measure which had the support of 
only a minority of this House. ; 

right of the majority 


How then could I, believing as I do that the 
should not be impaired, do otherwise than obstruct in every parlia- 
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mentary way that I possibly could the of a bill which con- 
fessedly was supported by a minority of the members upon this floor? 
Mr. Speaker, I do not desire unnecessarily to take up the time of this 
House. [Laughter and cries of Go on!] Far be it from me, sir, far 
indeed from my thought, tofilibuster. [Laughter.] I might perhaps 
attempt to justify such a course by reminding the House of the decla- 
ration of the distinguished gentieman from IIlinois that if a certain bill 
came before the House in a certain form he would attempt to filibuster 
and throw it into Committee of the Whole, but I fear that would not 
be pertinent or in order, so I hasten to come back to my subject. 
(Laughter. 1] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will proceed in order. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I will endeavor to do so. I feel, sir, 
that I have a right to repel this most unjust imputation upon my mo- 
tives, this most unjust criticism of my action, for I call the House to 
witness that I have been here almost every day this entire session. I 
sometimes felt a little lonesome because the gentleman from Illinois 
[ Mr. Cannon] was not here, but I staid and hoped and waited until he 
came back, [ Laughter. ] 

And now, Mr. Speaker, having thus as briefly as I could repelled the 
imputation which the gentleman from Illinois has sought to cast upon 
me, I desire to enter my solemn protest against this proceeding, this most 
outrageous attempt to blacken the reputation of members upon this 
floor. I protest against it as unfair, as unprecedented, and as a stab in 
the back against which no man can properly defend himself. Suppose 
I should rise and recite any seeming misdeed of any gentleman upon 
the other side, the very fact that I had spread it upon the record, the 
fact that I had given it to the fleet-winged messengers of the press, to 
carry it out and disseminate it in every village and hamlet throughout 
the country, would be an injury that would almost be irreparable. 
This is a kind of attack that I am powerless to defend myself against; 
that you are powerless to defend yourself against; that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] with all his power could not defend him- 
self against. I protest against this outrageous action in the name of 
that fair play which ought always to obtain among gentlemen and which 
demands that one shall not strike anotheran undeserved blow when he 
has no opportunity for self-defense. And now, Mr. Speaker, reservin. 
the balance of my time, I yield for a motion to adjourn. angani 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill (H. R. 901) forthe 
erection of a new tower near the site of the light-house on Smith’s 
Island, Virginia, asked a conference with the House on the bill and 
amendments, and had appointed Mr. DOLPH, Mr. WASHBURN, and Mr. 
RANsoM conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that theSenate had adopted the follow- 
ing resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announcement 
of the death of Hon. Lewis F. Watson, late a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives from the State of Pennsylvania. 

Resolved, That the Senate concur in the resolution of the House of Represent- 
atives providing for the appointment of a select committee to take order for 
su ntending the funeral of the deceased ; and that the members of the com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate bo appointed by the President pro tempore. 

Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect to the memory of the de- 
ceased the Senate do now adjourn. 

In pursuance of the above resolution, the President pro tempore ap- 
pointed as said committee Mr.CAMERON, Mr. CuLLOM, and Mr. FAULK- 
NER. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the resolution (H. Res, 213) amending and construing the 
act approved July 1, 1890, in relation to oaths in pension and other 


cases, 
The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House to bills of the following titles; 

A bill (S, 2749) granting an increase of pension to Augustus J. Wer- 


nitsch; 

A bill (S. 2780) for the relief of James Lansburgh and Julius Lans- 
burgh; and 

A bill (S. 3608) granting a pension to Mary C. Winslow. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a bill (S. 
3996) to repeal sections 3952 and 3953 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BROSIUS., I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 5 o'clock 
and 45 minutes p. m.) adjourned until 11 o’clock to-morrow. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: å 
By Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania : 

That Tuesday of next week, immediately after the reading of the 
ee be devoted ta the consideration of bills reported from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and that bill H. R. 8243, and its amend- 
ments, shall be considered in the House on that day until 3 o'clock p. m., when 


the previous question shall be considered as ordered on the bill and pending 
amendments; p 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. McADOO: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, directed to furnish 
the House with the names and rank of officers of the United States Army on 
the retired-list who are holding offices or itions in the civil departments of 
the Government; the designations of such offices or positions so held, and the 
amount of salary or compensation attached thereto; the length of time such re- 
tired officers have been employed in the civil departments, and the annual sal- 
ary and allowances which attach to the rank in the Army held by such retired 
officers; 


to the Committee on Rules. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 4233) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Jessie Benton Frémont, in behalf of the minority of 
said committee, submitted his views in writing thereon, which were 
ordered to be printed as part 2 of Report No, 2877—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the bill of 
the Senate (8. 3711) granting a pension to Mrs. Ellen McClellan, in 
behalf of the minority of said committee, submitted his views in writing 
thereon; which wereordered to be printed as part 2 of Report No. 2881— 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 8796) amending and re- 
enacting section 5515 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the miscon- 
duct ef officers of election and custodians of ballots when members of 
5 ace elected, accompanied by a report (No. 3016) to the House 

Jalendar. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 11525) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Tennessee River at or near Knoxville, 
Tenn., accompanied by a report (No. 3017)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred a memorial for the relief of William and Mary Col- 
lege, of Virginia, reported a bill (H. R. 11853) for the relief of William 
and Mary College, of Virginia; which was read twice, and, accompa- 
7 by a report (No. 3018), referred to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse, 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11527) to amend 
chapter 1065 of the acts of the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3019)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Pablic Lands, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 7552) to relinquish the interest of 
the United States in certain lands to the city and county of San Fran- 
cisco and its grantees, accompanied by a report (No. 3020)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4397) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza- 
beth A. Gill, reported, as a substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 11855) forthe 
relief of Mrs. Elizabeth A. Gill, executrix and trustee of William H. 
Gill, deceased; which was read twice, and, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3021), referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries, reported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 4213) to provide an 
American register for the steamer Italia, accompanied by a report (No. 
3022)—to the House Calendar, 


-BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. GROUT (by request): A bill (H. R. 11854) to authorize the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia to open alleys and to pro- 
vide for the expense thereof, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. : 

By Mr. MUDD (by request): A bill (H. R. 11856) to authorize the 
Washington and Cumberland Railroad Company to extend its road 
into the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. McDUFFIE: A bill (H. R. 11865) to constitute Selma, in the 
State of Alabama, a port of entry—to the Committee on Commerce, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. BREWER: A bill (H, R. 11857) granting a pension to Collin 
MeClelland—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11858) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


H. Savage—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


F 
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By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 11859) to correct the military 
record of Isham Tooley, of Tompkinsville, Ky.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KINSEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 11860) granting a pen- 
sion to Oliver L. Beasley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOREY: A bill (H. R. 11861) for the relief of Henry Neun 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAY: A bill (H. R. 11862) ting pensions to Nelson C, 
Whetstone and Mary Whetstone—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11863) for the benefit 
of the legal representatives of H. Cothes, deceased, of Ballard County, 
Kentucky—to the Committee on War Claims. f 

By Mr. VAUX: A bill (H. R. 11864) to authorize the Secretary ot 
the Treasury of the United States to allow and cause to be paid to S. 
Davis Page, late assistant treasurer of the United States at Philadel- 
phia, the sum of $190, to settle the account of said assistant treasurer— 
to the Committee on Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOWDEN: Petition of trustees of Olive Branch Church, 
James City Vounty, Virginia, for reimbursement for use of property 
by the United States Army during the late war—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BREWER: Petition of Collin McClelland, for pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON: Protest of the Produce Exchange of Toledo, against 
granting the use of water frontage owned by the Government to private 

or corporations—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition of Mrs. Margaret Meyer, for de- 

mdent relative pension as sister and foster mother of John Hanmon, 
Tate of Company A, Eleventh Ohio Infantry Volunteers, in the war of 
1861—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GRIMES: Petition of M. A. Shields and others, citizens of 
Senoia, Ga., against the passage of the Conger lard bill—to the Com- 
mittee on ssa i ö 

Also, petition of W. T. Arwall and others, citizens of Coweta County, 
Georgia, against same measure to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of W. A. Chambers, W. P. Sewell, and others, citizens 
of Carroll County, Georgia, against the same measure to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of National Association of Dental Examin- 
ers, for of bill to regulate dentistry in the District of Columbia 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


x SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, August 27, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o'clock a, m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I present the petition of Dr. Mary E. Walker, 
with accompanying statements showing her services during the war of 
the rebellion, and as this is aw important paper to accompany a bill 
that is now under consideration by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
I ask that it be printed and referred to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6218) to increase the pension of Alexander Forsyth, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7338) granting a pension to Louisa M, Sippell; 

A bill (H. R. 11169) granting a pension to Isadora Ritter, formerly 
Isadora De Wolf Dimmick; and 

A bill (H. R. 11355) for the relief of Mary L. Brown, dependent 
mother of Josiah R. Brown, deceased. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions; to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 5628) to increase the pension of David Shively, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


PARIS EXPOSITION REPORTS. 


Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the following concurrent resolution, reported it without amend- 
ment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Secre- 
tary of State be, and he is hereby, authorized to have the re of the com- 
missioners of the United States to the Paris Exposition of or such of them 


as may be 8 by him for publication, printed and bound at the Govern- 
ment Printing ce, and that, in addition to the usual number, there shall be 
printed 3,000 extra copies for the use of the Senate, 6,000 for the use of the House 


of Representatives, and 4,000 for the use of the Department of State, of which 
600 copies shall be distributed among the authors of the reports printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 4352) for the relief of Basil More- 
land; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENT TO REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. REAGAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other purposes; which was ordered to lie on the 
table and be printed. 


LIQUORS IN THE CAPITOL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], coming 
over from a previous day, to be called up in the morning hour, The 
resolution will be read. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. PLUMB on the 18th instant was 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be directed to make such order as 
shall wholl prazos the sale of spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors in the Sen- 
ate wiug of the Capitol. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], which 
will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Add to the resolution the following: 

And that the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and di to rH S inspection and examination of the committee-rooms 
and other apartments of the Senate wing of the Capitol and report to the Com- 
mittee on Rules after each of said inspections whether he has found any spirit- 
uous, vinons, or malt liquors in. {he game, or any of them, and that said Com- 
mittee on Rules shall preserve said reports for the use of the Senate. å 

Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. President, I am sorry that the Senator who 
offered that is not present. He offered it, I think, as a satire anda 
joke. I protest against putting upon record anything so offensive to 
the self-respect of the Senate. I do not want any Sergeant-at-Arms or 
any of his people looking at my desk, and they shall not. I protest in 
behalf of common sense. a 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the resolution. 

Mr, BLAIR. There is another amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of which the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] gave notice will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the third line, after the word liquors, in- 
sert the words and their use as a beverage;’’ so as to read: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be directed to make such order as shall 


wholly prevent the sale of spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors, and their use as a 
beverage, in the Senate wing of the Ca 


pitol. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the Senator proceeds I should like to have 
him in the course of his remarks address himself to the question as to 
what kind of an order the Committee on Rules are to make to prevent 
the use of any of these articles by Senators in the Senate wing of the 
Capitol. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 7 

Mr. BLAIR. For a question, yes. í 

Mr. HARRIS. The Committee on Rules have jurisdiction complete 
over the Senate end of the Capitol. We have a rule now prohibiting 
the sale of alcoholic beverages, I am strongly inclined to think that 
the best policy is, if it is agreeable to the Senator from Kansas, to let 
the resolution and the amendment go to the Committee on Rules, where 
the whole subject-matter can be considered, and which committee, I 
am satisfied, will give prompt attention to the matter and determine 
what ought to be done in the premises. 1 do not think there are 
serions différences of opinion between Senators on either side of the 
Chamber in to this matter. 

Mr, BLAIR. Mr. President, the Capitol is a public place. It is in 
the main body of the resolution proposed that the Senate wing he not 
occupied as a saloon for the sale of liquor. All the statutes that I 
know of in this country which undertake to regulate saloons and 
places where liquor is sold pro to regulate its consumption u 
the premises, and generally where there is an effort at prohibi 


The question recurs on agreeing to 


¿Which is the main resolution before the Senate as introduced by the 


Senator from Kansas, the prohibition of the consumption of the article 
upon the premises where the sale is prohibited is also included. 

As I said, the Senate wing, as the whole Capitol, is a public place 
devoted to the most important public service, and it is a place w 
if anywhere, the influence of alcohol should not be felt. Its particular 


evil is not as it may be felt upon the intellect and the moral nature of 
the casual sojourner in the Capitol who finds his way 
restaurant below and partakes of intoxicating liquor. 


ps to the 
great evil, 
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if there be an evil (and if there be none there should be no resolution 
here), is in its consumption by those who are sent here from all parts 
of the country to do the most important work of the American one 
and who need clear heads in committee-rooms as well as in the Senate 
Chamber. The great evil is not in the sale, but in the consumption, 
and in the consumption by those who oceupy this public place, not as 
a private apartment, for no committee-room in this Capitol is a private 
apartment. If it be necessary that in a council of war intoxicating 
beverages should be absent, if it þe necessary in the transaction of any 
intellectual work that the mind be clear, itis essential that alcohal 
should not be consumed in the committee-rooms of this Capitol and by 
the Senators who compose this body. 

It is idle to talk of the interference with this great evil, as it is called, 
of selling an occasional glass of liquor in the saloon below; it is idle to 
talk of that prohibition for the sake of public decency when we omit 
the real evil, if there be any evil worth attacking at all. We can not 
assume that we have the personal right here, when engaged in this im- 
portant business, to do everything which we may haye the right to do 
in our private apartments elsewhere, occupied for our personal use and 
for that end only. 

I say, Mr. President, that the evil, if there be an evil, and most of 
us apprehend that there is one—the evil that has been observable in 
the past and which should be remedied in the present and in the future— 
is the consumption of liquor by Senators in their committee-rooms 
as well as in the restaurant of this Capitol. 

I did not bring this subject here, but I do not care to trifle with it 
now that it is here. I am not willing to deal with it simply as a mat- 
ter of demagogy and hypocrisy. I shall be very glad indeed if the 
evil can be reached; and if others choose to call attention to it and Iam 
obliged to act upon it, I propose, so far as [am concerned, to undertake 
to act upon it seriously and radically and reach the eyil, which none 
of the nonsense of the previous action of the Senate has touched at alk 

That is the reason, Mr. President, why I move that the use of intox- 
icating liquors as a beverage in the Senate wing of the Capitol be made 
a part of the prohibition of the resolution. I am quite willing that 
the whole matter shall go to the Committee on Rules. I am confident 
that the chairman of the committee, it he isanxious to accomplish any- 
thing in the direction of the body of the resolution, will find no difi- 
culty in framing a rule precisely like the resolution asamended by the 
Ian zunge which Isuggest. If then there be a continuance of the evil, 
of Which the Senate chooses to take further note hereafter, it will not 
be difficult to enforce that as other rules of the Senate by the Sergeant- 
at-Arms and other officers who may be subordinate to him. I have 
no objection to the reference if such be the general wish of the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I haveno sympathy with the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire. I think it is a proper 
thing that there should be no liquor sold in the Capitol of the United 
States, but the attempt to say what a Senator shall do and what he 
shall not do with reference to that seems to me to be going very far. 

Vor myself, I can say that I have never tasted a drop of intoxi- 
eating drinks in my life. I have been from my youth up, and I still 
am, a teetotaler. Therefore, my objection to this amendment does 
not arise from any desire on my part to indulge in the use of intoxicat- 


ing drinks, but I think it must be assumed, I think it ought to be- 


assumed, that every member of this body is a self-respecting gentle- 
man, and that he knows for himself when and where itis proper for 
him to indulge in the use of intoxicating drinks. 

It was said here the other morning, and I want to repeat it, for I be- 
lieve it to be true, that there is not a body of an equal number of men 
in the United States more temperate than the American Senate. For 
the last two years atleast there has been no exhibition in this Cham- 
ber; and for many years before, except in one unfortunate case, to 
which I need not allude more particularly, there had been no exhibi- 
tion of drunkenness such as has been said to have occurred in this 
body forty, fifty, sixty, or seventy years ago. The American Senate is 
a temperate body, and all attempts of this kind are an intimation to 
the public that there is some necessity for some rule to restrain Sena- 
tors from the excessive use of intoxicating drinks. Nobody knows 
better than the Senator from New Hampshire that that is not the case. 

Therefore, I intend to vote against the amendment, and then I in- 
tend to vote for the resolution of the Senator from Kansas, not because 
I think the Senators need it, but because there are employés about the 
Capitol, and because I think it is as well that the temptation shonld 
not be placed before them, and because I think, as the Senator from 
Kansas said, itis a meet and proper thing that we should set an ex- 
ample of temperance in the national Capitol. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I concur with what has been said by the Senator 
from Colorado, and when we compare the habits of Senators and of the 
Senate to what they used to be in former times, twenty or thirty years 
ago, I think the most remarkable change has occurred. I believe this 


body is as temperate a body as can be found in the United States of 
America. So far as I am concerned individually I never have any temp- 
tation to drink and therefore do not deserve any credit for beinga tem- 
perance man; but I think the Committee on Rules can deal with this 
question much more wisely than we can in the Senate, and weare con- 
suming very valuable and important time that we ought to devote to 


other business. I therefore hope that the Senate will agree that it is 
better to refer this whole subject-matter to the Committee on Rules 
and let them do what they think is right, with every desire on their part 
and on the part of every member of the committee to prevent the sale 
or use of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol. If the framing of a rule 
will promote that object, I certainly shall vote for it. I think it had 
better be left to the Committee on Rules, who at the beginning of next 
session will naturally have the whole question of any changes in the 
rules before them. I therefore move that the whole matter be referred 
to the Committee on Rules, 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I shall vote for the motion made by the 
Senator from Ohio, and I am happy to say that in my own opinion, if in 
thatof no one else, my reputation asa temperance man will justify my 
vote, The newspapers have been in the habit of saying that the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] and I were the only teetotal- 
ers in the United States Senate, but there are within the reach of my 
voice at this moment scores of Senators who are total abstainers. Iean 
see one on the Democratic side. [Laughter.] Yes, I can see a good 
many more on that side [laughter], whichis rather remarkable, admit. 

I have known the keeper of this restaurant for a long while. Iam 
proud to say that he and I have been personal, warm friends for a great 
many years; that I have been his guest when he was a man of wealth; 
that his character is as good now that he is a poor man as when he 
was rich, and I know from experience that Mr. Page, the keeper of this 
restaurant, will obey implicitly any instructions that the Committee 
on Rules shall give him. We, under our rules, submit this wing of 
the Capitol to the charge and custody of that committee. I know that 
the Committee on Rules is no more desirous that liquor shall be sold 
in the Capitol than the Senator from New Hampshire or the Senator 
from Kansas. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Why, then, is it done? 

Mr. FRYE. Why is it sold? Well, so far as I am personally con- 
cerned, I have been in the restaurant every day of this session, and I 
have never seen any liquor there or smelt any but once during this 
whole session of Congress. So, whether it is sold or not, I am unable 
to say. If it is sold it is because somebody wants to buy it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. FRYE. Because the attention of the Committee on Rules has 
not been called to it, and therefore nothing has been done in the way 
of the enforcement of the law. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Did the Senator say that the attention of the 
Committee on Rules was not called to it? Why, it was only a Con- 
gress or two ago that we discussed it for two hours. 

Mr. FRYE. I know perfectly well that when I was chairman of the 
Committee on Rules I gave instructions to Mr. Page to comply strictly 
with the rule, which provided that no liquor should be sold in the Sen- 
ate wing, and I know that none was sold, and if the present Commit- 
tee on Rules will give him the same direction, he will comply with it 
strictly and enforce it. Therefore I do not think it is necessary for the 
Senate to take action. I believe with the Senator from Ohio that the 
responsibility is with the Committee on Rules, that it ought to be there, 
and that they ought not toshirk it, but see that the rules are enforced. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the motion of 
the Senator from Ohio. : 

Mr. GIBSON. Before I entered the Senate I imagined that there 
was a great deal of indulgence in the way of high living, and perhaps 
drinking, here, but since I have become a member of this red 85 now 
about seven years ago, I have ascertained that my opinion, based 
chiefly upon newspaper reports, was erroneous. I have ascertained 
from personal observation that this body is composed not only of 
temperate, but of hard-working men, and I concur fully in the opin- 
ions expressed by the Senators from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], Ohio 
[Mr. 3 Colorado [Mr. TELLER], and Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 
I account for the good habits and good morals of the members of the 
Senate, however, not on any principle of selection or upon its beinga 
school for reformation, but upon a maxim of Rochefoncauld that ap- 
plies to persons of the age of Senators generally: When our vices 
have forsaken us we flatter ourselves that we have forsaken our vices,” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I fear that some inference may be drawn from the 
remarks of the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] that the Committee on 
Rules have modified the instructions that were given, as he says, by 
himself when chairman of that committee to the keeper of the restau- 
rant. I will say thatthe Committee on Rules have madeno such mod- 
ification and have made no authorization to that gentleman to sell spir- 
ituous liquors in the restaurant of the Capitol, and if he has so sold them 
he has done it in violation of the rules of the Senate and in violation 
of the understanding and direction of the Committee on Rules. I do 
not know that he has, No such violation of the rule has come to my 
knowledge, and no complaint has been made to any member of the Com- 
mittee on Rules by any Senator or employé of the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the proposition of the Senator from 
New Hampshire in its effect is precisely that of the Senator from South 
Carolina which was voted down. I think the Senator in his solicitude 
that every one who comes here representing a State shall be equipped 
for the performance of his duties, may be safely kept within such de- 
cent limits as to allow the people themselyes to send those persons 
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here, and that those persons when they come here should be allowed 
to determine what is proper for them, in order that that result may 
follow. I hardly think that he would in the moment of his greatest 
ambition care to constitute himself a censor of all the members of the 
Senate and determine whether each one had the moral, physical, and 
intellectual qualities to perform properly the duties which he had been 
intrusted with when sent here. ; 

That the sale of liquor in the Capitol should be stopped, I have no 
doubt, and that irrespective of any question regarding any recent oc- 
currence or any unusual extension of the privilege of sale which has 
been heretofore exercised. As I said on a former occasion, I do not 
complain of the Committee on Rules. They are members of this body, 
and, as the Senator from Rhode Island says, they have not been com- 
plained to of the condition of things existing. They have been toler- 
ant of what has been going on, perhaps in a large measure ignorant of 
it, and no blame lies at their door; buta condition of things has grown 
up which is almost certain to grow up wherever liquor is sold without 
any restriction except such as is imposed by the seller himself, which 
I will not characterize, but which I will say is such as ought to be put 
a stop to at all events; and I think there is no time better than the 
present to do that, I hope, therefore, the amendment of the Senator 
from New Hampshire may be voted down and the resolution adopted. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I have not brought this subject before 
the Senate and do not look upon myself as an assumed censor of the 
Senate for that reason. But I do not propose to hold myself subordi- 
nate to any member of the Senate who chooses to bring a subject here 
for discussion; and, finding this resolution before the Senate, I choose 
to make such suggestions as froma sense of public duty I think are 
conducive to the publie welfare. 

I do not think that the Senator from Kansas will claim that the evil 
of the sale of liquor is of any consequence if there be no consumption 
of it as a beverage, and finding his resolution before the Senate and 
presupposing that there was the evil of the sale of liquor in the Sen- 
ate wing of the Capitol, not in the restaurant alone, but throughout 
this entire wing of the Capitol, an evil to be remedied, and the lan- 
guage of the resolution being broad enough to include every square and 
solid inch there is in the Senate wing of the Capitol, I moved words 
which include the evil, and forthwith the Senator is sensitive and rest- 
ive, and others: object to the use of language in this resolution which is 
employed in nearly all the anti-liquor statutes of the country, which 
relate to the use rather than the sale as the primary evil. 

Now, sir, whether there be an evil here or not I have hot said. 
The publie who look upon us from the galleries know how that is. I 
have done nothing to befoul the nest of the Senateof the United States 
by open statement, by correspondence, or in any wise, but if there be 
an evil of the kind which will be covered by the language included in 
my amendment, what is the objection to the adoption of that which 
is the common language to he found in all the statutes of the country 
on this subject? Why are Senators so sensitive that this rule be made 
efficient and effective in its terms to prohibit the greatest evil in which 
the public at large is interested, not stopping merely at the public ex- 
ample in the restaurant below? I say if there be an evil it is that the 
legislation of the country is influenced by alcohol in its poer con- 
sideration in the committee-rooms, where the legislation of the country 
is really matured. If there be an evil worth striking at at all, that 
is the evil. 

It is no idle analogy between the transaction of this all-important 
sort of public business and that which may be transacted upon the 
battle-field. Great battles have been lost within the memory of this 
generation, it has been said, by reason of the fact that the men who 
led and directed were incapable of the normal use of their powers. Is 
it any the less necessary that we should guard carefully, as we do in 
the rules and articles of war and in the regulations of the camp and 
field, against the influences of alcohol the very sources of the legisla- 
tion of the country ? 

This question, if worth dealing with at all, is worth dealing with in 
that view and in that view primarily and almost alone. 

I had not noticed any increase in the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
the Capitol or in their apparent use. I was not aware that there was 
occasion for the introduction of or a pressure for more stringent rules 
than the Senate already has, which are a complete prohibition as I un- 
derstand them. If there is any sale in this end of the Capitol it is in 
violation of those rules already; and so it seemed to me when we were 
called upon to duplicate our stringency that it was worth while to put 
in terms here that would cover the evil, if there be an evil worth at- 
tacking at all. 

Iam not to belampooned as an assumed censorof the personal habits 
of members of the Senate because I choose, when a resolution is here 
which is thus made a part of the records of the country, to undertake 
to deal with it from my standpoint as a public man and as a citizen. 

Iam quite indifferent whether this resolution goes to the Committee 
on Rules or is disposed of at the present moment. I takegreat pleas- 
ure in giving my certificate to the certificates that other Senators have 

ven to our personal excellence and the general sobriety amd good hab- 

ts of the Senate. A member of almost any church would speak well 
of the organization that he belongsto, or he ought to be expelled from it. 


Nobody, in my has ever belonged toa better tion than the 
Senate of the United States. But it has been t necessary to call 
this subject to the attention of the Senate and of the country, and the 
suggestion which I made in the way of argument has not been replied 
to by any one, that if there be an evil it is the evil that this amend- 
ment which I have offered is directed to, and that the resolution will 
be mere leather and prunello” if it is passed not inclusive of the 
terms of the amendment itself. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I should not want what I said in jest 
a few moments ago to go out as in earnest. Iam happy to say that I 
know as many total abstainers on the Democratic side of this Senate 
as there are on the Republican side as a matter of fact, and the remark 
I made was of course purely in jest. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to commit the resolution and 
amendment to the Committee on Rules. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I wish to present some reports at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will receive them, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back with an amendment the resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] authorizing the printing of 
15,000 additional copies of the tariff bill with the tables prepared by 
the Finance Committee.. I ask for the present consideration of the res- 
olution. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. COCKREL 
July 28, 1890, as follows: : 

Resolved, That there be printed in pamphlet form for the use of the Senate 

,000 copies of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on 
imports, and for other purposes, as reported tothe Senate from the Committee 
on Finance, June 18, „with the tables showing duties collected under the 
existing tariff, notes explanatory of proposed changes from present law, and 
estimates of the probable effect upon the revenue. 

Mr. MANDERSON. This number can be printed within the limit 
of $500. I move to insert the word ‘‘octavo’’ after the word pam- 
phlet in the second line of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Inline 2 of the resolution, after the word pam- 
phlet,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘octavo;’’ so as to read: 

That there be printed in pamphlet octavo form for the use of the Senate 15,000 
copies, etc, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to, 


. BANKRUPTCY BILL, 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report favorably the order submitted by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hoar] for the printing of the bankruptcy bill, and I ask 
for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The order will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the order submitted by Mr. Hoar August 26, 
1890, as follows: 

Ordered, That 2,000 additional copies of the bill (H. R. 3316) to establish a uni- 
form system of bankruptcy throughout the United States, as reported, be 
printed in pamphlet form, to be placed in the document-room of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator to insert the words with the index.“ 
I suppose that is hardly necessary, as there is an index to the bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. They had better be inserted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words proposed to be inserted 
will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. After the words pamphlet form’? it is pro- 
posed to insert with the index;’’so as to read, ‘‘be printed in pam- 
phlet form with the index.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The order as amended was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF AGRICULTURAL REPORT, 


Mr. MANDERSON. Lam also directed by the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 109) provitling for 
the printing of the agricultural report for the year 1890, to report it 
favorably with an amendment that I will call the attention of the 
Senate to. I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimonsconsent, the Senate, as in Committee ofthe Whole, 
ceeded to consider the joint resolution, which provides for printing 400, - 
000 copies of the annual report of the Secretary of Agriculture for the 
year 1890; 70,000 copies for the use of the membersof the Senate; 300,- 
000 copies for the use of the members of the House of Representatives, 
and 30,000 copies for the use of the Department of Agriculture, the 
illustrations to be executed under the supervision of the Public Printer, 
in accordance with directions of the Joint Committee on Printing, the - 
illustrations to be subject to the approval of the Secretary of Agricult- 
ure. For this purpose the sum of $200,000 is appropriated. ` 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska 
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whether there is any change made in the numbers allowed to the Sen- 
ate and the House. There should be a change made in consequence 
of the increased number of Senators, 

Mr. MANDERSON, I propose to make that amendment. I move, 
in line 5, before the word thousand,” to strike out ‘‘seventy’’ and 
insert seventy-flve;“ so as to make the number of copies for the Sen- 
ate 75,000; and in line 8, before the word thousand,“ to strike out 
‘thirty’? and insert twenty-five;“ so as to reduce the number for 
the use of the Department of Agriculture to 25,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 8, before the word ‘‘thou- 
sand,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘seventy ’’ and insert “‘seventy- 
five,” and in line 8, before the word thousand,“ to strike out 
“ thirty” and insert ‘‘twenty-five;’’ so as to make the section read: 

‘That there be printed 400,000 copies of the annual report of the Secretary of 
Agriculture for the year 1800 ; 75,000 copies for the use of the members of the 
Senate; 300,000 copies for the use of the members of the House of Representa- 
tives, and 25,000 copies for the use of the Department of Agriculture, the illus- 
trations for the same to be executed under the supervision of the Public Printer, 
in accordance with directions of the Joint Committee on Printing, said illustra- 
tions to be subject to the approval of the Secretary of Agriculture, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


REPORT OF BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Print- 
ing to report favorably a joint resolution (S. R. 102) to print the an- 
nual report of the Bureau of Animal Industry for the year 1889 with 
amtndments, for which I ask present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the joint resolution (S. R. 102) to print tive 
annual report of the Bureau of Animal Industry for the year 1889 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will state for the information of the Senate 
that the joint resolution authorizing the printing of this report passed 
the Senate at the last session of Congress, but failed in the other House, 
and it is now proposed to so amend this resolution as to include the 
two reports for the years 1889 and 1890, so that they shall be printed 
in one volume and save expense and time. The amendments that are 
proposed by the committee appear in the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will report the first 
amendment, 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 3, section 1, after the word Sixth,“ 
it is proposed to insert and Seventh ;” in line 4, strike out Report 
and insert Reports;“ in line 5, after the words “‘ eighty-nine,” insert 
‘eighteen hundred and ninety ;’’ in line 6, after the word copies, 
insert of each;” in line 7, after the word copies,“ insert ‘‘ of each; 
in line 8, after the word copies, insert of each;“ so that the sec- 
tion will read: 


That there be preten ie ie fare iy of the sixth and seventh annual reports 
ofthe Bureau of Animal industry for the year 1889 and 1890, of which 13,000 
copies of each shal! be for the use of the members of the Senate, 27,000 copies of 
each for the use of the members of the House of Representatives, and 10,000 
copies of each for the use of the Secretary of Agriculture. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Printing was, at the end 
of the second section to strike out report and insert reports; the 
two reports to be bound in one volume;’’ so as to read: 

Sec, 2, That the sum of —, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
— i the cost of printing and binding said reports; the two reports to be 
bound in one volume. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move to fill the blank with 550,000 in 
the first line of section 2. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A joint resolution to print 
the anhual reports of the Bureau of Animal Industry for the years 1889 
and 1890.“ 

FISH COMMISSIONER’S REPORT. 


Mr, MANDERSON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a concurrent resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives providing for printing the report of the Commissioner of 
Fish and Fisheries for the year 1888, to report it favorably without 
amendment, A similar resolution passed the Senate and was sent to 
the House, and we receive now from the House this House concurrent 
resolution, which I ask may be now considered. ~ 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That th port 
of the Commissioner pee and Fisheries for the year 1888 8 ree that 
there be printed 11,000 extra copies, of which 3,000 copies shall be for the use of 


the Senate, 6,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 for the 
use of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, the illustrations to be obtained 
by the Public Printer under the direction of the Joint Committee on Printing. 

Mr, COCKRELL, What about the report for 1889? 8 

Mr. MANDERSON. That has not yet been prepared for the printer, 
so that no estimate can yet be made as to it. 

The resolution was concurred in. 


REPORT OF AMERICAN HISTORICAL ASSOCIATION, 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am also directed by the Committee on Print- 
ing to report back favorably a Senate concurrent resolution for which 
I ask present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. Hoar June 
18, 1890, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 

rinted of the report of the American Historical Association for the year ending 

mber 81, 1889, 4,500 extra copies, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of 

the Senate, 2,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,500 for the 
use of the Smithsonian Institution and the American Historical Association, 


Mr, PLUMB. Will the Senator from Nebraska explain what that 
document is and how it comes to be proper to have it printed at the 
expense of the Treasury ? 

Mr. MANDERSON, By an act of Congress passed 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think we had better let that go over. I should 
like to look into it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The report accompanying the resolution pre- 
senis quite fully the history of the American Historical Association. 
It was organized by an act of Congress by a provision in an appropria- 
tion bill in the year 1888. This is the first report of that association. 
The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] and the Senator from 
Connecticut. [Mr. HAWLEY], I believe, are members of the society, 
and they are quite familiar with its work. It was considered well by 
the Committee on Printing, as the report contains so large an amount 
of important matter and the cost is not a very great one, that this 
number of their first report should be printed. 

I have no objection, of course, to the resolution going over, and the 
report may be printed, so that the subject may be examined. 

Mr. PLUMB. Isimply want to say that we have had before us vari- 
ous projects apparently of this same kind and I do not recall the pro- 
visions of the appropriation bill referred to. Iam not prepared to say 
that I did not know of it at the time and have not known since what 
that provision was; but, however that may be, I think it is wise to go 
slowly in view of the number of organizations which are appealing to 
us now to give them a status by which they may secure the printing 
at the public expense of the results of their researches and of their 
lucubrations, and therefore I hope the resolution will go over. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I concur with the general purport of the remarks 
of the Senator from Kansas, I think the Senate would act wisely by 
going slowly in such matters. It is quite fascinating, I believe, to or- 
ganizations to get themselves recognized by the National Government 
and to be authorized to make an annual report, which of course is then 
printed at the expense of the Government, but I do not think we have 
yet done anything foolish in that regard. 

There is a National Academy of Science which, without charge to 
anybody, takes any subject committed to it by any of the Departments 
of the Government and gives it a thoroughly scientific investigation 
in any braych of science, and has submitted a number of very valu- 
able reports. Take, for instance, the examination of sugar which was 
committed to them and which they examined and made a very valu- 
able report upon. There is one other that does not occur to me at this 
moment. 0 

Then came the American Historical Society, formed by a body of 
capable and honorable gentlemen, and Mr. Bancroft was the first presi- 
dent of it. It proposed to devote itself expressly to American history, 
and it has already in its first year brought forth some good fruit, and 
it is thought that in the course of a series of years the papers prepared 
upon the minor chapters, if you choose, of American history by some 
of the ablest historians in the country will be put into an exceedingly 
valuable permanent form. Such reports as these and such reports as 
the Smithsonian Institution submits are worthy of being kept perma- 
nently in good shape. I think this society, on the whole, bids fair to 
be very useful; and it certainly is composed of men who deserve to be 
recognized in this way. 

Mr. PLUMB. This consideration would naturally occur, that many 
of those facts which are gathered are the subjects of controversy. Of 
course there is no more illustrious name among American historians 
than that of Mr. Bancroft, and yet it might be that a good many peo- 
ple would take issue with him, and it is extremely important that the 
Government should not enter into that domain; and whatever else it 
may do it should not act in such a way as to give currency to any one 
set of facts as against some other set of facts or any particular idea in 
regard to the early but disputed era of American history. In addition 
to.that, I have observed that everything, so far as I have known, at 
any rate everything else of importance in regard to the history of this 
country, important in science, important in physics, important in any 


other branch of discovery, finds its way into print at private expense 


and I think to much greater advantage than if it came through the 
sag lumbering processes of the Government. 
T. 


OAR. This society is com of the most eminent scholars 
in all parts of the country. It has stated that Mr. Bancroft is its 
first president. Mr. Andrew D. White, of Cornell University, is one of 
its most valuable promoters; and Mr. Henry, of Virginia, grandson of 
_ Patrick Henry, is one of its historical investigators. They were au- 

thorized by their act of incorporation to meet annually here and to de- 
` t their collections in the Smithsonian Institution asa report to the 

ithsonian Institution. It is only so much of their reports or pro- 
ceedings as the directors of the Smithsonian transmit to us; so that in 
reality this document is nothing but a little addition to the annual re- 
port of the Smithsonian Institution, which is always ordered to be 
rinted as a matter of course, except that it comes separately, Iun- 
ee it has been already printed and communicated to the Senate, 
and all that is necessary is to print asmall number of additional copies. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] to ask that the report lie over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to the present consideration of the resò- 
lution and ask that it may be placed on the Calendar and printed with 
the accompanying report. I want to look into it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 


PRINTING OF CERTAIN LAWS, 


Mr. MANDERSON. I submit the orders which I send to the desk 
and ask that they may be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The orders will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Ordered, That Public Aot No. 214, directing the purchase of silver bullion, ete., 
be re ted for the nse of the Senate. 

Ordered, That Public Act No. 181, granting pensions to soldiers and sailors, 
etc., be reprinted for the use of the Senate. 


Mr. PLUMB. Will the Chief Clerk please read the first part of the 


order sgain ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It refers to the silver-bullion act. I intro- 
duced it simply to be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to have an order adopted, and if somebody 
else does not offer it I will, as to the propriety of reprinting the report 
of 1876, containing the report of the SilverCommission. I ask the Sen- 
atorif that subject has been brought to the attention of the Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It has not been. If the Senator will introduce 
such a resolution the committee will be very glad to consider it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The orders submitted by the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska will be referred to the Committee on Printing, if 
there be no objection. 

PRINTING OF IRRIGATION REPORT: 


Mr. REAGAN. Before we pass away from the action of the Com- 
mittee on Printing, I desire to make an inquiry of the chairman of that 
committee. Pretty early in the session of Congress the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. STEWART] introduced a resolution for printing the report 
of the Select Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 
That committee, with very great labor and with very great industry 
and energy, on the part of several of its members at least, collected a 
great deal of valuable inſormation on a practical and interesting ques- 
tion, and the dissemination of that information would, it seems to me, 
be likely to do as much good as the circulation of any other report the 
printing of which has been provided for, and I have heard nothing so 
far as to a report on the subject of printing that document. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, the resolutions to which the 
Senator from Texas refers—for there are two of them—have been in 
the hands of the Committee on Printing for some time. The delay 
lately was at the request of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], 
the chairman of the Select Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation 
of Arid Lands, who desired that action should be deferred until his 
return from his late absence, and since his return I have had conversa- 
tions with him in regard to the printing of the report and testimony. 

The report makes one small volume, and there are four volunies of 
the testimony. The reprinting of all in the numbers apparently de- 
sired by the Committee on Irrigation would cost about $25,000. The 
Committee on Printing have hesitated somewhat about going into that 
amount of expenditure for the printing of these extra copies. That 
suggestion was lately made by the Senator from Nevada, who said he 
would call the attention of the Committee on Irrigation to a proposi- 
tion to take these four volumes and digest them or boil them down into 
material that would perhaps make one volume. His idea was that 
that would answer fully the purposes of Congress. ‘The Committee on 
Printing are simply now awaiting the action of the Committee on Irri- 
gation, and whenever the Committee on Printing hears from the chair- 
man of the Committee on Irrigation as to what his desires may be it 
will take further steps in the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. STEWART. I should say that since that conversation with the 
Senator from Nebraska I have been looking up the printed testimony 
that was taken. Undoubtedly it would involve a great deal of Jabor 
to have the material condensed, a great deal more labor than I at first 


anticipated. It is so interwoven that to select out the really material 


parts and leave out the immaterial requires a di of it which w 
require considerable labor. If we put that into the hands of some 


man to make a compendium ora digest of it, as it contains a vast amount 
of information collected in all parts of the United States, a valuable 
volume mightbemade. I pee that if a thousand dollars were spent 
in having it digested and condensed we might save a large amount 
money. The document ought not to be lost, because it contains so much 
information which was obtained bra greatdeal of labor. The Senator 
from Texas worked very hard in that investigation, and we were satis- 
fied that we got information which should be distributed and given to 
the different sections of the ec If the information on the subject 
of 3 contained in these volumes were put into proper shape, in 
a condensed form, it would be much more valuable. 

Mr, MANDERSON. Ishould correct the statement that I made. 
I said that the cost of printing the number asked for in the first reso- 
lution presented by the Senator from Nevada would be $25,000. 

Mr. AGAN. That was for 60,000 copies. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is a mistake. The number asked for 
the committee was 60,000 copies, 40,000 for the use of the House an 
20,000 for the use of the Senate, and the cost of that number would 
approximate $100,000 for the four yolumes. The cost of printing 
15,000 copies upon which the committee have had an estimate made 
would be $23,777.50. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, what is the pending question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 2 uestion is the reso- 
lution offered by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr, BATE]. 

Mr. REAGAN. It is possible that some reduction of the volume of 
this testimony might be made by an abridgment, but eee 
that would be e would render useless the stereotype etre which 
are now in the possession of the 3 Office and req the reset- 
ting of the type. That is my understanding. 

Mr. HOA Will the Chair inform the Senate what is before the 
body at this moment? 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas is making 
an inquiry of the Senatar from Nebraska with regard to certain matters 
of printing. 

Mr. REAGAN. I shall not take up much time. 

Mr, BATE. Iask that the resolution may be proceeded with. I 
have been giving way for some time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not interrupt the Sen- 
ator from Texas without his consent. 

Mr, REAGAN, I will detain the Senate but a moment. 

Any attempt to abridge this testimony ought to be done by the com- 
mittee itself in the preparation of it. Instructions were given under 
the direction of the chairman of the committee to leave out a great 
deal of the testimony which simply duplicated other testimony, and 
that to a large extent was done. I imagine that very little reduction 
in the size of these volumes can be made without materially reducing 
the amount of information they contain, and, if instead of a num- 
ber of copies a smaller number is deemed proper, then I think it had 
better be printed in the form it is now. The committee will have no 
time now to revise the reported testimony, and it is a matter of so 
much interest to a large region of country that that testimony should 
go before it that I trust the Committee on Stes will find that it 
can propose to direct the printing of some reasonable number of vol- 
umes of that report. 


STATUE OF LAFAYETTE. 


Mr. BATE. I call for the reading of the resolution, which I under- 
stand is the regular order now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution of the Senator from 
Tennessee, which is regularly in order, will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. BATE on the 
25th instant, as follows: 

Whereas legislation is pending in Congress, in which delay must unavoidably 
occur, as to the site of the Lafayette statue, involving the question of its being 
located elsewhere than at the place selected; and 

Whereas the said statue has ta the last few days arrived in this country and 
will, unless stopped by authority of Congress, be immediately put in ponon 
fronting and obstructing the view to the equestrian statue of Andrew Jackson, 
which by authority 8 Was Sigeg where it now is, fronting Pennsyl- 
vania avenue and the Executive Mansion: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
commission or board having charge of the matter of erecting the statue of La- 
fayette is directed to suspend any further proceedings relating thereto until 
further authorized by Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I rise to make a single observation, 
and then to ask that the matter may stand over until to-morrow; and 
J invite the attention of the Senator who introduced the resolution to 
what I shall now say. 

This resolution contemplates that this whole matter is wholly with- 
in the control of the Government, and that no ara WKF would fol- 
low from the suspension of our work upon it except the delay and the 
inconvenience, which is of no great importance probably, in regard to the 
storage of these massive boxes. But the Senator should be made aware, 
and the Senate should be made aware, that the erection of this statue 
upon the base which the Government provides at its own expense is to 


The question is on agreeing to the 
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be made by the artists themselves, and our contract with them provides 
that upon reasonable notice from them we shall provide the base, in or- 
der that they may proceed atonce to erect the statue. 

Beyond this, the payment of one-half of the com tion to these 
artists is made to await the completion of their work here in the erec- 
tion of the group to thesatisfaction of theGovernment. The first half 
under the appropriation of $50,000 was to be paid to them upon the 
completion of the work in Paris and its acceptance as conformable to 
the requirements of the contract which any designated authority on our 
part should prove; and that then the sum of $23,000 should be paid to 
them upon the shipment by them and the furnishing of proper insur- 
ance papers to the Government. ý 

That has been completed and reasonable notice was given to us 
that we must be ready with the base for the completion of their work; 

Jand on the completion of their work, and not till then, it wholly being 
at their expense and subject to our approval of concurrence with the 
contract, they are then to receive the further payment of $23,000. 

It is apparent, therefore, Mr. President, that this resolution in its 
simple form is quite inadmissible, and the legislation which it indi- 
cates must proceed much further than this. I ask, therefore, in order 
to shorten the debate to-morrow, that there may be printed in the 
Rxconp without being read now that portion of the report of the Joint 
Library Committee which expresses the information and judgment as 
to the reasons which led to the selection of this spot; and I ask also 
that the note which within three minutes I have received from the War 
Department and the extracts from the contract may be printed in the 
RECORD, and to-morrow I shall ask that the resolution may be dis- 

of in some suitable manner. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

The matter refe to is as follows: 


Upon the second subject in this connection referred to the committee, that is 
to suy, of what tho effect will be of placing this statue so near the equestrian 
statue of General Andrew Jackson, now occupying the central position in 
Lafayetie Square and on the same line of viewand ive the Execu- 
tive Mansion, the committee report that, while any judgment on this point 
must be considered a matter of individual observation and appreciation open 
to all, a more complete statement of the circumstances that should govern this 
judgment may properly be brought to the attention of the Senate by the com- 
mittee, The area of Lafayette Square has a front of 725 feet upon Pennsylvania 
avenue, opposite an equal front of the grounds of the Executive Mansion, and 
also an equal frontof725 feet upon H street. The square also has an east and 
west front of 425 feet on the streets upon which these sides of Lafayette Square 


The equestrian statue of Andrew Jackson is at a point 200 feet distant from 
the line of Pennsylvania avenue and H street, and feet from the line on the 
streets east and west of the square. The width of space occupied by the Lafa- 
yette stutue fronting the Executive Mansion will be about 25 feet, and the two 
statues will be about 200 feet in line distant from each other. The statue of 
Jackson is so much embowered by the trees of the square that it can be hardly 
observed from the streets east or west of the square, and is so far distant from 
Pennsylvania avenue and H street that itis necessary for any observer to enter 
the square in order to examine or appreciate the statue either in its general 
effects or in its merits as a work of art. Itis not very to measure exactly 
how much theo of this statue from Pennsylvania avenue or from the 
Executive Mansion will be interru: by the Lafayette statue, as the open- 
ing as it now exists for that purpose is much wider than the front of the Lafa- 

testatue; but this interruption of view must, toa certain extent, result from 
Ee two statues being in line when looked at in that direct ve. 
The Committee on the Library has been and is charged with no share of au- 
thority or responsibility in respect of the Lafayette statue, the selection of its 
` site, or its erection; but as its chairman is ed in the authority given by 
act of Congress to those having that subject in charge the committee have 
thought it might not be unsuitable, in addition to the response to the particular 
inquiries referred to it, to mt the aspect and considerations which deter- 
mined, as they are advised, the selection made for the site for the Lafayette 
statue. In the selection of this site for the Lafayette statue it was regarded 
as quite certain that no position not upon a public thoroughfare or open to gen- 
pad concourse of the people would be factory. To place such a noble com- 
memorative statue in the interior of any public reservation, where it would be 
embowered by foliage and hidden from general observation, it was thought, 
would be inadmissible. 

The nature and associations of this monument, raised to Mr cena ae the mem- 
ory of Lafayette and his compatriots, seemed to indicate ta site should be 

referred having some relation either to the Capitol and its grounds or to the 
— Mansion and the great public buildings that were about it. No site 
in connection with the Capitol Grounds, open to choice and not already occu- 
pied, facing Pennsylvania avenue, seemed adequate in dignity and og — es 
teem for the Lafayette statue. The noble and spacious esplanade of Pennsyl- 
vania avenue, running from Fifteenth street to Seventeenth street and occupied 
on the south line of it by the great public buildings, with the northern line of 
an open front of Lafayette Square, satisfied, it was judged, all requirements 
both of dignity and of publicity. 

Full consideration was given to certain advantages which might attend the 
selection of one of the smal! reservations on Pennsylvania avenue between the 
Capitol Grounds and the line of Fifteenth street, but these advantages were not 
considered at all equal to those which would attend the site in front of the Exec- 
utive Mansion selected. It seemed not improbable that at no distant day sites 
might be found for patriotic and commemorative statues and monuments along 
the line of the open esplanade on which the Lafayette statue was to stand, gaining 
and imparting dignity and artistic effect from their association with each other 
and with the public buildings and open grounds at this portion of Pennsyl- 
vania avenue. Already a bill had been introduced in the Senate for a statue in 
honor of the great Secretary of War Stanton on the Pennsylvania avenue front 
of the War Department Building. 

An equal commemoration of the services and fame shown in the conduct of 
the Treasury Department in the period of great nati ms and di 


culties might naturally be expected on the Pennsylvania avenue front of the 
Treasury Department, while the two corners of Lafayette Square in a line with 
the aite selected for the Lafayette statue might well be designed for commemo- 
rative monuments in illustration of illustrious soldiers and statesmen or of 
eal national events. In contemplation of this the selection of this 
for the Lafayctte statue was thought eminently fit, 


In selecting this site it did not escape attention that in the original plan of the 
city of Washington the only perso name assigned by General Washington 
to any public reservation was to that in front of the gounds adopted for the 
President's residence, and to that he gave the name of Lafayette Square. 

Some public criticism in disapproval of this site has been made by the local 
authorities of the District, but this seemed to turn mainly upon a preference for ` 
the center of Lafayette Square over one on the public 8 of Pennsyl- 
vania avenue. If this point had not already been occupied by the equestrian 
statue of General Jackson the considerations already set forth would have given 
a Senay ag pe to the site actnally selected. If the relation of the statues to each 
other in Lafayette Square should prove unsatisfactory it was thought that in 
the improvement of art in this country and the liberality of Congress in respect 
of commemorative statues and monuments a greater and more imposing statue 
in honor of this illustrious soldier and statesman and illustrative of his military 
achievements might well be provided to replace or to be in addition to the 
equestrian statue now in Lafayette Square and to be placed on a site more in 
accordance with the requirements of its position. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, August 27, 1890, 
Sim: In response to your oral request of this date, I have the honor to inclose 
an extract copy from the contract made with Messrs. Falguérie and Merete for 
the erection of the statue in this city to the memory of General Lafayette and 
his 88 ar 
Jery respectfuliy, 
L. A. GRANT, 
Acting Secretary of War. 
Hon. WILLIAM M. EVARTS, 
United States Senate, 


The said monument, when completed, shall be transported to and erected in 
the city of Washington, on a site to be designated by the said commission, at 
the sole expense and risk of said parties of the first part. 

Upon shipment of the said monument at any port of France for the United 
States, said parties of the first part shall duly insure the same in the name of 
the United States in a reputable insurance company for the sum of $30,000, and 

y the premium therefor, and deliver the policy thereof to such officer of the 

Inited States as may be designated by said com on to receive the same, 

The said parties of the first part shall themselves, in their quality asaculptors, 
model and design said monument, and not devolve said portion of the construc- 
tion upon others. 

Second. In consideration of the faithful performance by the parties of the first 
—— the stipulations of the foregoing agreement, the party of the second part 

ereby stipulates and es to pay for said monument as follows, to wit: 

Twenty-two thousand dollars to be paid immediately after said monument 
shall have been duly insured and ry leg ata port of France, and transporta- 
tion therefore paid by the parties of first part and the policy of insurance 
hereinbefore mentioned delivered as aforesaid, and the bronze statues and al- 
legorical figures approved by a reputable representative or committee to be des- 
ignated by said commission. 

Upon the final erection of said monument by the parties of the first part atthe 
site to be designated in the city of Washington, the party of the second part 
merely pronos and agrees to pay immediately to the parties of the first part 
the further sum of $23,000 in full of all claims for the construction, transporta- 
tion, insurance, and erection of said monument, 

The foundation for the said monument, consisting of that portion under 
ground, shall be prepared by the party of the second part without expense to 
the parties of the first part, and shall be of such dimensions for said monument 
as shall be designated by the parties of the first part, and shall be ready for the 
reception of said monument whenever the parties of the first pırt shall gite 
“mip notice as to the time when they will be prepared to place and erect 
the same. 

The parties of the first part shall not be required to pay any customs duty for 
the admission of said monument at any port of the United States. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the farther 
consideration ofthe resolution will be postponed until to-morrow, sub- 
ject to be called up in the morning hour. 

Mr. BATE. Idid not exactly get at the point of all the matter the 
Senator from New York desired to put in the RECORD. 

Mr. EVARTS. I only asked to have put into the RECORD that por- 
tion of the report of the Joint Library Committee that undertakes to 
give the considerations which governed in the selection of this site and 
also the communication from the head of the War Department and the 
extract from the contract, which are necessary for the information of 
the Senate. 

Mr. BATE. I understand it is the report that has been made here- 
tofore by the Senator from New York, as the chairman of the Joint Com- 
mittee on the Library, and also a letter from the Secretary of Warand 
the Architect of the Capitol. Is that the matter to which the Senator 
alludes? 

Mr. EVARTS. Yes; that is it. 

Mr. BATE. I have no objection to that; itis very proper that it 
should be done. The embarrassment in this matter, as I believe, is 
the fact that this statue, as I see by the evening paper of yesterday, 
has now arrived in the city and is being transferred, perhaps, to the 
place that has been designated, and delays may mean something, I 
take it for granted, however, and the Senator can inform me, that a 
tew days may not affect the object I have in the resolution, which is, 
as I stated yesterday, that the statue shall not be put up at the place 
now designated. I should like to see this matter suspended until that 
question is settled; and I think we shall have no trouble about amend- 
ing the resolution, if the Senator prefers it to go over until to-morrow, 
so as to have the matter properly adjusted, and not let this work goon 
as it is going on, and make the resolution which I have introduced for 
a suspension of the matter perhaps a finality as to-legislation upon it. 

I have no objection to the resolution going over until to-morrow, 
only I do not want such delay to work in favor of those who believe 
that the statue ought to be placed just at the spot they have designated 
and let the work goon. I am not prepared to know, for I am not one 
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of the committee, as to when they expect this statue to be put to- 
gether. It is now in different parts, as I see by the paper, and it will 
perh ps take some time to do that. I am not informed, but anyway 
I do not wish to throw any obstacle in the way of putting it off to 
suit the convenience of the Senator from New York and likewise to 
have the papers put in the RECORD. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I have no desire either to delay or 
embarrass the debate, but Senators will see at once that it would be 
very improper to proceed to a permanent disposition of this question 
without the contract before them under which the Government is now 
under obligation. That is the only reason I. ask to have the resolu- 
tion stand over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over until 
to-morrow, subject to call in the morning hour, 

Mr, BATE. Just exactly as it does to-day, I understand, by unan- 
imous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Subject to call in the morning hour. 


HENRY S. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I ask the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate to call up at this time for consideration a bill which passed the 
Senate some time since sending the claim of Henry S. French to the 
Court of Claims. The supposition at the time was that the usual test 
of loyalty would of necessity be raised inthe case. After the bill had 
passed both the Senate and the House it was ascertained that it needed 
amendment in that respect. The bill has been brought back by a reso- 
Iution, and I ask that it may be taken up for the purpose of amending 
it in the respect mentioned. It will take only a moment, and I pre- 
sume it will not involve any debate or discussion. It is Senate bill 145. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, as a pre- 
liminary to the consideration of the bill, the Chair lays before the Senate 
a message from the President of the United States, which will be read. 

The Seeretary read as follows: 

To the Senate of the Uniled States: 
In compliance with the resolution of the Senate of the 23d instant, the House 


of Representatives concurrit.g, I return herewith the bill (S. 145) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Henry S. French. 
BENJ. HARRISON. 


FRENCH. 


EXecuTiveE Mawston, June 25, 1890. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill passed both Houses, re- 
ceived the signature of the presiding officer in each, and was forwarded 
to the President for his approval. It having been returned, if there be 
no objection, the signature of the President of the Senate will be erased 
and the bill returned to the House of Representatives, 

Mr. SHERMAN, Did the bill pass last in the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It both Houses. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It passed the Senate and House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In which House was it acted upon last? 

Mr. HARRIS. In the House of Representatives, It is a Senate bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘Then it ought to go to the House of Representa- 
tives before any action here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This is an entirely new proceeding. 
The original bill, having been sent back, is to be destroyed, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isuggest that the Senator from Arkansas had bet- 
ter introduce a new bill and ask unanimous consent to pass it, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is what he proposes to do. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is right. I supposed that he proposed in 
some way to revive the action upon this bill, which is dead. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; the bill he proposes to call up 
is on the Calendar and will be read by the Chief Clerk. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (S. 145) for the relief of the Jegal rep- 
resentatives of Henry 8. French. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless the Chair is misinformed, this 
proceeding is not in accordance with parliamentary practice. The bill 
the Senator from Arkansas has just had read is the same bill that was 
previously reported from the Committee on Claims, and there has been 
no action since that time. The Chair is of opinion that it will be neces- 
sary to have a new bill introduced and read the first and second times 
and considered in Committee of the Whole. This bill is not the sub- 
ject of consideration now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that the matter had better go over until 
to-morrow, and let the Senator bring in a new bill after conference 
with other members of the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Committee on Claims has directed 
me to offer an amendment to this bill. It is practically the same bill; 
it is in the sume words as the bill passed by the Senate some time since 
and which has been recalled. 

Mr. HARRIS, You have the bill? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I have not. I have the amendment in 
my hand which I propose to offer when the bill is taken up. 

Mr. HARRIS. Introduce it now. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I presume that will obviate the difficulty. 
Iam directed by the Committee on Claims to offer this amendment, 
and therefore I will offer it as a bill and ask that it be read a first and 
second time and lie over, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill which has just been read 
by the Chief Clerk, if there be no objection, will be considered as hav- 
ing been introduced and read the firstand second time. Itisnow open 
to amendment as in Committee of the Whole. The Senator from Ar- 
proposes an amendment, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the words Henry S. Freuck, in line 
18, insert: 

And if the said court shall first find that the said Henry S. French did not 
give any aid and comfort to the rebellion, but was throughout the war loyal to 


the Government of the United States, and said loyalty having been thus estab- 
lished. if it shal! farther find that said Henry S. French. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. Is it expected now that this bill will proceed to its 
passage? 5 
The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Chair has no information on - 
that subject. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I did not understand the question. 
Mr. ALLISON, I hope it will go over until to-morrow. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. To obviate any difliculty, let the bill go 
to the Committee on Claims and be reported back. 
Mr. SPOONER. The bill was introduced, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, was given a very careful examination so far as the 
merits of the claim are concerned by the Committee on Claims, and 
favorably reported to the Senate, without perhaps the most careful . 
scrutiny of the termsof the bill itself. The bill passed the Senate, was 
favorably reported in the House of Representatives, passed the House 
of Representatives, and went to the President. It was there discov- 
ered that the bill omitted to provide that the Court of Claims should 
first try as a jurisdictional question the loyalty of the claimant, and it 
was recalled by a concurrent resolution from the President in order that 
this amendment, making it jurisdictional that loyalty should be first 
found, might be added to the bill. 
So far as the merits of this claim and the question as to whether the 
claimant should have the right to go to the Court of Claims are con- 
cerned, that matter has been examined by the committee and reported 3 
by the committee of the Senate, so that there is nothing further for < 
the committee to investigate. 
Mr. ALLISON. Iobserved in the reading at the desk that the 
court is anthorized to review as to 100 bales of cotton the decision of 
the Southern Claims Commission. I do not know but that there are 
precedents for that, but if those claims are all to be reviewed I submit 
that we shall never end that question. 
Mr. SPOONER. I have no objection to the bill going back to the 
committee. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I think it had better go to the eommittee. 
— JONES, of Arkansas. Let the bill go the Committee on Claims, 
There being no objection, the bill (S. 4353) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Henry S. French was, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, referred to the Committee on Claims, f 


THE REVENUE BILL. ~ — 4 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other purposes, 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The pending amendment of the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 48, line 13, after the figures 209,“ 
strike out the remainder of page 48; strike ont page 49, strike out page 
50, strike out all down to and including line 7 on page 51, and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: 
Cabinet and house furniture of wood, finished, 30 per cent. ad valorem. = > 
Manufactures of cedar wood, grenadilla, ebony, mahogany, rosewood, and sh 
satinwood, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 
Manufactures of wood, or of which wood is the chief component part, not 
specially enumerated or provided for, 30 per cent. ad valorem; 
So as to read: 
SCHEDULE D. 


209. Cabinet and house furniture of wood, etc. 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, it seems to be the general impression 
throughout the country that we are entering upon an era of unexampled 
material prosperity. The recent advance in prices and the premonitory 
activity in all the industrial pursuits warrant this popular conviction. 
This renewal of our prosperity is largely the result of wise legisla- 
tion enacted and to be enacted, One great measure—the silver bill 
has already passed into operation, and its effects haye been immediate 
and great beyond all anticipation. These effects will continue. This 
maimed agent of our prosperity has been restored to nearly all of its 
former functions, and we now ive, what we ought to have per- : 
ceived years ago, that a full and adequate currency and an equal use of im 


both the precious metals are indispensable adjuncts to all the proc- 
esses of our civilization. 
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That measure has increased values; it has increased the prices of se- 
curities and the cereals, Every farmer and producer in this country 
is richer, substantially, actually richer, than he was six weeks ago. 
It will proceed to appreciate the value of land. It will stimulate ac- 
tivity in all departments of labor. It will bring higher and se- 
cure to labor that continuity of employment upon which, r all, the 
stable relations and functions of every-day life depend. 

The other measure is the one under present consideration. In its 
general aspects it is, in my opinion, wisely devised. No bill on this 
subject can please everybody, and I shall criticise some of its items, 
not as objecting to the entire bill or its principles, but in the hope 
of modification by way of amendment to some of the items and the 
8 ar of a wise foreign policy in regard to other leading provisions 
of the bill, 

Mr. President, the great debate which has been waged in Congress 
and before the people directly for the past three years has settled the 
question with the American people upon this matter of protection. 
That principle has been sanctioned by popular vote. The last Presi- 
dential election did not touch details, schedules, or items. It did en- 
join the correction of inequalities, and the people of my part of the 
country at least have the right to expect that material and substantial 


reductions will follow as the result of the triumphant vindication of 


that principle. As to these items and schedules it is my right as a 
Republican, always a protectionist and a radical one, to criticise and 
to take exception without being impeached as to my loyalty to the 
principles upon which my party stands in its determination of these 
great public measures, 

It is meritorious in the bill that it has added to the free-list two hun- 
dred and ninety-one paragraphs, Many of these paragraphs are of sev- 
eral items. Thirty-seven of these have been added by the Senate com- 
mittee. Many most material reductions have been made by the bill 


as it appeared here and as it emerged from the Senate committee, I 
call attention particularly to the iron schedule, and especially to the 
reduction in railroad iron from $17, $20, and $17.92 per ton, as the law 


now is, to $13.44 in the House bill and $11.20 in the Senate bill, a re- 
lief which has been demanded for years and which is now proposed to 
be granted as the result of the considerations of the committee upon 
this particular subject of legislation. I observe, also, with the greatest 
satisfaction that the dutiable agricultural list has been increased in 
many most important particulars. 

But some corrections are needed. There should be further reduc- 
tions; and there should be amendments which, in my opinion, will 
through reciprocity secure to the American farmer and manufacturer 
and miner markets with foreign nations, and especially with the States 
d and South America, with Mexico, aud with the West India 
colonies. 

In what I shall have to say I shall be compelled to limit my remarks 
in regard to special items to one particular matter of extraordinary im- 
2 to the community which [ have the honor in part to represent. 

refer to the article of binding-twine. In my opinion that article 
should go on the free-list. It should be subject to no duty or tax what- 
ever. I propose to demonstrate here that, by all considerations of the 
3 of protection even, this particular article should go on the free- 

ist for many and various sufficient reasons. 

On the 24th of May, 1890, I offered the following amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by me to the bill under present consideration: 

3 201 thereof, amend by striking out the words " binding-twine, 
Land one-fourth of 1 cent per pound,” and by inserting, after the word “sunn,” 
in paregra h 600, the following words: 

“And twine for binding grain, made in part or in whole from sunn or any of 
the grasses or fibers enumerated in the pr ding five paragraphs.” 

The effect of that amendment, if adopted, will be to put that neces- 
sary article of use upon the free-list. 

In introducing that amendment I took occasion to remark that the 
tax in its present form, and in the proposed modified form, is consid- 
ered, by the farmers of the Northwest as oppressive, exacting, and ex- 
tortionate. Subsequent investigation, which I have made at no in- 
considerable pains, has demonstrated to my mind that in making that 
statement I was exactly correct. The wheat crop of 1889 was 490,560,000 
bushels. Of this the State of Minnesota produced 45,465,000 bushels, 
or nearly one-eleventh of the entire yield. The cost of binding-twine 
at the price of 1889 was 2 cents for every bushel of wheat. The cost 
of binding-twine for the entire crop of the United States was $9,811,200, 
and for Minnesota it was 5909, 120. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘Two cents a bushel ? 

Mr. DAVIS. Two cents for every bushel. 

It will not be inappropriate, before laying before the Senate more in 
detail the considerations which have occurred to me, to enter into the 

- history of this product to some extent. 

According to the statement of Mr. Abram Bentley (Tariff State- 
ments, Fiftieth Congress, first session, report 2332, part 2, page 190), 
binding-twine came into use with Wood’s self-binder in 1879, and Mr. 
Bentley was the first manufacturer. It was atfirst madeof hemp, but 
it was soon found that the hemp-growers could not supply the demand. 
Hemp rose in price and the manufacturers then to use manila 


as the substitute; but manila, following the example of hemp, being 


an article of limited production, soon began to rise, and it also was in 
turn displaced by sisal, and for some years comparatively 
small quantities of jute or hemp have been manufactured into binding- 
twine. The United States takes all of the sisal and about one-half of 
the manila produced in the entire world, and it takes the same quan- 
tity of each. Isubmit some tables which I desire to have printed as 
a pordon of my remarks, showing the great increase in the importation 
of co fibers, 

_ The following table of the imports of various fibers in 1887 and 1889 
is 5 as showing the great increase in the imports of the cord - 
age fibers: 


The rate of duty on binding-twine under the law now in force is 
2) cents per pound. By the House bill it is reduced to 1} cents per 
pound. The Finance Committee of the Senate propose to raise the 
amount as reported by the House to 1} cents per pound. ‘The im- 
portations of this article for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, were 
1,193 pounds, valued at $219, upon which the duty was $49.83. 

I have remarked that in the present stage of manufacture this most 
important article for the farmer is manufactured almost exclusively of 
manila and sisal. These articles formerly bore a duty and do at pres- 
ent of $15 a ton, but by paragraphs 566 to 571 of the bill under pres- 
ent consideration these articles, this raw material, is put upon the free- 
list under the following designation: 


Grasses and fibers: 
566. Istle or Tampico fiber, 
567. Jute. 


571. Sunn. 


It isstated in Report No. 1, Department of Agriculture, 1890—on 
flax—pages 64 ef seg., that the production of American hemp hasstead- 
ily decreased since 1860, owing to the decline in ship-huilding and the 
introduction of manila fiber. 

The principal use in the United States for hemp is in the manufact- 
ure of cordage and binding-twine. 

The proportion of the hemp, however, in the last year’s supply of bind- 
ing-twine only is about 5,000 tons. As about 50,000 tons of this twine 
is used annually, this proportion of hemp is only 10 per cent. 

So it will be perceived that so far as any article which we are rais- 
ing now is concerned which enters in any material degree into the pro- 
duction of this most important commodity as araw material, the arti- 
cle of hemp is the only one. Its production is very slight and incon- 
siderable and has been steadily decreasing for years. 

Mr, President, having stated the importance of this commodity to 
the farmers of this country, affecting as it does the farmers of every 
State in this Union, I believe, and my own constituents to the amount 
of nearly $1,000,000 per annum; having shown that by the terms of 
the present bill the raw material for its manufacture is to be put upon 
the free-list, itis my purpose now to set forth the reasons which govern 
my mind in declaring that this extortionate and exacting tax should 
no longer be imposed. 

This entire business, including the source from which the raw ma- 
terial of all these commodities is supplied, is governed by a combina- ` 
tion of all, or substantially all, of the manufacturers of cordage and 
binding-twine—a combination which exists both for the purpose of 
buying the raw material, which absolutely controls it in the places 
where it is grown, and also for the purpose of limiting the sale of the 
manufactured product and fixing its price. This plainly appears in 
the following petition addressed to the Committee on Finance by the 
cordage-manufacturers of the United States, dated May 26, 1890: 


Wasainetoy, D. C., May 26, 1890. 


Sin: The cordage and binder-twine manufacturers of the United States 
that your honorable committee will amend the clause in the tariff bill whi 
relates to our business, It places a duty of 1} cents per pound upon binder- 
twine. Should this become a law it will close our mills, We ask for 17 cents 
per pound, an increase of one-half per cent. 

‘There are in this country forty-two mills engaged 
age from hemps, representing an investment of eight to ten millions of dollars, 
able to spin „000% pounds of manila, sisal, New Zealand, and Mauritius 
fiber each year. This means e eee of eight to ten millions of dollars 
and sales amounting to $50,000,000 eac! 


ear, providing no sudden change in 
economie conditions puts them ina tion wherein they shall be unable to 


stand up against the foreign manufacturer with his from 50 to 60 per cent. 


in the manufacture of cord- 


1890. 


` 
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cheaper labor. Below is a table showing the local position of the mills in this 
country imperiled: 
Mills in United States, 


| 
States | samia: bpiadles Opera- 8 
} 
1 %% e| $60,000 
10} 3,700 | 4,000 | 4,000,000 
7 2,100 400 500, 000 
2 s50 | "900| 9000, 000 
5 1,000 | 1,200 | 1,000,000 
9 1,100 1, 200 1,000, 000 
1 69 65 60, 000 
2 400 500 | 400, 000 
1| 10 | 20 | 10, 000 
1 so} 70| 70,000 
1 110 15 100, 000 
1 60 T 49000 
1 %0 400 30,000 
42 | 


Cripple him ard transfer the 8 to the foreigner, and at once the con- 
tro) of the raw fiber is lost, an 
as prevailed when the American association was temporarily dissolved in 1837, 
and binder-twine went up to 13 and I6cents. With the American out of the 
fight, no inducement to control raw material would exist, and the farmer would 
have the pleasure of paying higher prices than he has yet seen. The difference 
inthe price of labor could not prevent this, since a of t cent per pound in 
the price of raw material would wipe out the difference in the cost of labor and 
bring the product to the farmer at higher cost. 

Canada, with seven mills, all but one built within a short time, with capacity 
for sixteen to twenty million pounds (protected by 3 cents per pound duty) has 
driven our mills from the market, and, manufacturing so much cheaper than 
we, paying 40 per cent. less wages, can not only pour its rope into our market, 
pay the present duty of 2} cents, and undersell us, but is rapidly driving us out 
of Cuba, the West Indies, and South America. Hong-Kong mill was butit 
expressly to supply this market. It pays $ to $5 per month to operatives for 
the same class of work we pay $35 to Ba This miil is now said to be doubling 
its capacity. It delivers its product in New York, pays the duty, undersells us, 
and the statement is made that they make a handsome profit and their stock 
stands high. 

This American industry, with $10,000,000 invested in plant, that can doa busi- 
ness of $50,000,000 a year, pay out in wages $10,000,000 a year, 2 said from ten 
to twelve thousand people, and support over fifty thousand souls, fs now greatly 
crippled by foreign competition, and will be entirely destroyed ifit has any less 
protection than I} cents per pound for binder-twine and 1} cents per pound for 
cord Wedo not ask for eee as has wisely given Canada con- 
trol of her home binder-twine and cordage trade and bas taken away from us 
n market we once had. But we do ask for Lalfa cent per pound increase, We 
know that nothing less than I cents on rope and 1} centson binder-twine will 
keep our mills alive against the 66 per cent. lower w: offoreign competitors, 
And it is not only desirable but even necessary that New Zealand and Mauri- 
tins fibers, which are mixed in yarns with others, should be admitted on the 
same terms as manila and sisal. Owing to the loss of the Canadian and so 
much of the South American trade, our mills can not now run more than two- 
thirds of their time or capacity, employing a proportionately less number of 
operatives and increasing the cost of manufacture. If tariff alteration does 

. not prevent, wecan without doubt ultimately compete for the South American 
trade, increase production and cheapen manufacture. On the other hand. an 
open market for foreign goods must shut up our mills and destroy the chief 
barrier that protects the consumer from excessively high prices, = 

An unde ding of the conditions of the raw-fiber market wiil at once make 
this plain, The chief fibers used in cordage and binder-twine manila, sisal, 
New Zealand, and Mauritius, may be and are harvested throughout the year 
in nearly the same amount each month. The time needed for the various 
plants to mature is ih most cases over four years, Therefore production can 
not be increased by arise in price. Business conditions in their native coun- 
tries also forbid increase. From this results at any time the danger of an 
5 If there is no co-operation 2 the manufacturers who buy, 
any fallin 8 is at once followed by a rush on the market. Each must 
protect himself. Prices are artificially forced up, and the consumer of the 
manufactured article must pay an excessive rate, no one but theToreign pro- 
ducer and the commission man reaping any benefit. 

To preventsuch disastrous fluctuations, the manufacturers in 1859 organized an 
2 which, with occasional interruptions, has existed until the present 
time. An examination of the course of trade will show you that each interruption 
was followed 5 55 rise in the price of manufactured material, a rise which ben- 
efited no one in this country. In 1887 such a break in the association was fol- 
lowed by a rise in the price of raw manila from 6) and 8} cents to 15 cents, in 
sisal from i cents and 5 cents to 12 cents, a rise for which, of course, the con- 
sumer paid. The cordage trade was not in the least benefited, and, fully un- 
derstanding the cause, it endeavored to again form an association, but, owing 
to the starting of new mills and the disorganization of the trade, this could not 
at once be done, But the farmers did not understand the cause of these ad- 
vances. The trust idea was pressed on them so constantly, especially by trav- 
eling salesmen trying to introduce other twines, that they came to believe that 
higher prices of cordage and twine were the result of some trust o ization, 
whereas the true cause of advance was a want of combination in buying and 
handling fibers. In fact, fortwo years, while the farmers were 3 that 
trusts were the cause of high prices, the manutacturers were selling rope and 
twine on an average at the very cost of the fiber. There not being any fiber at 
home, the manufacturers had to import for themselves, requiring six months to 
obtain manila and three for sisal. The great demand and rapid buying during 
this interval advanced 7 so fast that we could afford to sell the product on 
arrival at the price for fiber at the time. 


A combination to buy fiber such as now exists is the oy hope of low prices. 
An organization was completed last Jan , including all the prin mills. 
t merely an association, princi- 


It is nota trust oran organized 5 


pally for purchasing these fibers. It pointed a p! 


committee, 
who alone will import all fibers required in our country and Canada. By this 


XXI— 576 


fibers ha ve oo 5 days over 33 per cent., and will soon 
nseq y Gays per 


their normal etvalue. This institution of one buyer for the whole 
country is not alone the cause of the tgreatdecline in price. But the fact 
of man urers agreeing to divide their present stocks among each other, 


those having more than they needed selling to those lacking, at cost, giving all 
the market 
ces normal, 


e low prices 
until the present high-price stocks are consumed, still prices are lower than a 
year 
year, Under the one- 


Owing to the peculiar position of the cordage business, a tion due, as 
shown, to the condition of the sources of supply of raw material, a supply lim- 
ited by natural conditions such as no other raw material, conditions 


for the harvest of 1890 over that of 1889. This is due to the fact that there 
been since January l only one buyer of raw material. Should the duty remain 
at 1}, we must separate as buyers as soon as it takes effect. Give us only } cent 
per pound increase, and you will save this great loss to the farmers and enable 
us to keep our mills 3 3 

In conclusion, we beg to add that we can substantitate and prove our state- 
mentsshould your honorable committee desire any additional Meets. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Tun CORDAGE MANUFACTURERS OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Hon, JUSTIN S. MORRILL, 
Chairman Committee on Finance, Washington, D. C. 


I do not have the petition read at the present time. I intend to criti- 
cise it as I go along and I shall state the substance of its contents. This 
petition had its origin in the fact that the House of Representatives re- 
duced the duty on binding-twine to 1} cents per pound. It protests 
against the reduction of this duty to 1} cents per pound. The signers 
state that they will close their mills if it becomes a law, and they ask 
that a duty of 1} cents per pound be placed upon binding-twine. The 
Committee on Finance ñave reported a duty of 14 cents per pound, 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator allow me to call attention to the 
fact that jute binding-twine by this bill will come in under the general 
designation of manufactures of hemp, flax, jute, etc., not otherwise 
provided for, and will pay 2 cents a pound if it is worth less that 5 
cents a pound, and 40 per cent. ad valorem if it is worth more than 5 
cents per pound? In either case it is subjected to a higher rate than 
14 cents per pound. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam obliged to tbe Senator. His remark is in the di- 
rection in which I am trying to guide the attention of the Senate. This 
memorial is throughout a confession of the grounds and reasons upon 
which I ask that binding-twine shall be placed upon the free-list. By 
a singular fatuity of self-interest these manufacturers have so identi- 
fied themselves with what they conceive to be the general prosperity 
that they do not or can not understand that there is anything in their 
relations to the public which should call upon Congress, in one in- 
stance at least, to put an ufactured article upon the free-list. 
They proceed to state that there are in this country forty-two mills, 
having 9,800 spindles, 11,015 operatives, and that the cost of the plant 
is $10,500,000; that these mills have capacity to spin each year 400,- 
000,000 pounds of manila, sisal, New Zealand, and Mauritius fiber. 
They proceed to state the reasons why binding-twine does not rise in 
price higher than it has in past years. In other words, they go on to 
state the fact that they themselves control this article from the time 
the plant breaks the ground until it issues as the result of the manu- 
factured product from the mill; that the reason why binder-twine does 
not rise in price higher than it has is because the American manufact- 
urer buys all the raw material produced. To prevent such disastrous 
fluctuations in price the manufacturers in 1859 organized an associa- 
tion, which has ever since continued, with occasional interruptions. ` 

Mr. ALDRICH. Eighteen hundred and fifty-nine? 

Mr. DAVIS. It is printed here 1859. I have not verified it, but I 
presume it isa misprint. It proceeds to state in substance that a com- 
bination to buy fibers such as now existsis the only hope of low prices. 
An organization was completed in January, 1890, including all the 
principal mills, It isasserted that it is not a trust oran organized com- 

ny, but merely an association, principally for purchasing these fibers. 

t has appointed a purchasing committee, who alone will import all the 
fibers required in our country and Canada. 

This petition does not state what my researches have demonstrated 
to be the fact, that in Yucatan and the Philippine Islands this asso- 
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ciation has its representatives, experienced men largely paid, men who 
limit the production, who fix the price of the raw material, and who 
extend their autocratic influence over the industry of those localities 
in this hemisphere and the other, It does not state what is also the 
fact, that, in addition to this purchasing committee, which alone im- 
ports all the raw material of which these men have control in the foreign 
places of production, another committee of three, a committee for the 
purpose of sale in this conntry, fixes the price at which the manufact- 
ured product shall be sold. The petition also states: ‘‘Cripple him 
[the American manufactnrer] and transfer the production to the for- 
eigner, and at once the control of the raw fiber is lost and binder- 
twine goes up. 

With the American out of the fight no inducement to control raw material 
would exist, and the farmer would have the pleasure o paying higher prices 
than ho has yet seen. 

That statement includes both a prediction and a threat. 

Canada has seven mills, of 20,000,000 pounds capacity. Thereisa mill 
in Hong-Kong built expressly to supply this market, it is stated. It is 
reported that it delivers its product in New York, pays the duty, and 
undersells ns, and makes a handsome profit, and its stocks stand higher, 
That is the statement made by these gentlemen; butit is to be remarked 
that theamount of imports for the year ending June 30, 1889, was only 
1,193 pounds, and it is a fact, as I am reliably informed, that the only 
importation ever attempted into this country from Hong-Kong was one 
cargo, which was never permitted to break bulk, but which was bought up 
by this association and shipped back to the place whence it came. 

This document goes on to state in substance that if there is no com- 
bination of manufacturers to buy, any fall in the price is at once fol- 
lowed by a rash on the market, prices are artificially forced up, and 
the consumer of the manufactured article must pay an excessive rate. 

ey upon the introduction of my amendment I became the 
recipient of telegrams and letters from men interested in this subject 
from all over the country and I desire to submit several of these. One, 
addressed to myself, reads as follows: 


Hon, Cusm™ayn K. Davis, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

We handle yearly several hundred tons of binder-twine. Our interests lie in 
having prices as low as possible to the farmer on the best grades of manila and 
sisaltwine. Whatever will accomplish it, not merely for one year to come, but 
for the future years, and will also make as little fluctuation as possible is what 
will benefit the farmers, and also us. We have no connection with the Cordage 
Association, but we are confident that th: h its efforts twine will be cheap- 
ened to the r much more than all ag combined, if itis not crippled 
so much by reduction of duty as to force it to disband and thus bring intothe 
market again every American twine-manufacturer as a com ve buyer of 
hemp. In last three months this association has forced price of manila hemp 
down 3 cents, which means this much less price for twine to farmers next year 
ifthe association can keep the price down, and the association will hammer price 
down still more if it has the field. Then give them free manila and sisal hemp 
and farmers will have so cheap twine in 1891 that the h domagogue inthe 

„Country can not catch the farmers’ vote by any clap-trap about trusts and mo- 
nopolies. We therefore respectfully request that you donot apace the Senate 
Finance Committee's report, giving 1} cents protection on binder-twine. 


Another telegram, which I read for the purpose of showing that this 
combination to buy and combination to sell does exist, is as follows: 
Joxx 10, 1800. 


Jux x 10, 1800. 


Hon. C. K. Davis, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C.: 

We have, since its introduction, sold annually eee ofbinding twine 
and are familiar with the business. It is to our interest as well as that of the 
farmers to have twine. The high prices for twine the last two years are 
due to high prices of raw material, and not to trusts or combines. e high 

rices for hemp have been dus to lack ofco-operation in buying imported hemp. 
Phe American manufacturers formed in January last an eee for buying 
hemp and are forcing prices down, and if not compelled for want of le 
tection to disband will give farmers hereafter lower prices than ever before. 
We hope you can, therefore, consistently su Senate Finance Committee's 
report, making tarifon binder-twine 1? cents, and believe this would result in 
lower prices with free hemp as proposed by McKinley and Senate bills. 


Mr. DAWES. Where is the telegram from? 

Mr. DAVIS. It is from gentlemen largely engaged in the business 
in St. Paul. I readalso the following letter dated August 9, 1890, ad- 
dressed to me; : 


AUGUST 9, 1890. 
Hon. C. K. Davis, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. : 
DEAR SENATOR: I wrote you some weeks ago requesting you not to op 


the Senate Finance Committee's report as to tariff on binding-twine, and de- 
sire now to emphasize that request, for the reason that we more y believe 
(having just passed through our twine season) that if American manufacturers 

ve reasonable 3 (so as to maintain their association formed in Jan- 
nary last) that the prices of binding-twine will be much lower for 1891 and 
thereafter. In fact, under the influence of the one buyer association” the im- 

ed fibers have so declined that we can now make twine contracts for 1891 

Spa ton lesa than heretofore. 

o have dealt in twine since its introduction, and our experience is that when 
manufacturers are fighting each other prices for twine were highest, in conse- 
quence of the competition in the purchase of fibers, 

We believe that binder-twine will no longer be a "burning issue” in Minne- 
sota, and that the manufacturers are entitled to a fair protection, say, It to 1} 
cents per pound, with free hemp. 

Apol g for troubling you and begging your careful attention, 

Tam, yours, very truly. 

I read also an extract from a letter which I have received from Mr. 
A. 8. Tallmadge, the secretary of the St. Paul Jobbers’ Union, in re- 
sponse to a letter of inquiry which I addressed to him. He says: 


Tam told that the National Company, 134 Front street, New York, 


Cordage 
control the binding-twine business for a strong syndicate, and that they have a 


very large amount of binding-twine stored throughout the country made from 
hemp that cost about 12 cents per pound, and have issued their price-list (which 
I saw to-day) at 15 cents. The price of hemp 8 nek Tam told, te about § cents, 
Thus the farmers are to pay the manufacturers’ loss. 
Yours, truly, 
A. S. TALLMADGE, 

While all this has been going on in the last two months the ex- 
tension of these cordage combinations has continued. I read a dispatch 
that I find in the newspapers, from Ottawa, Ontario: 
r : - OTTAWA, ONTARIO, June 26. 


Two new cordage companies have just been incorporated, each with a capi- 
tal of $1,000,000. The two concerns have secured control of all the twine and 
cordage factories in Canada. The object of thus consolidating the cordage bugi- 
ness of the Dominion is to work in accord with the manufacturers in the United 
States, who control the world's supply of raw material, and thereby to obtain 
the benefit of decreased prices for the raw material. The American combine 
was cansed by the high prices demanded by the producers of hemp in South 
Americaand the Philippine Islands. Some of the members ofthe American syn- 
dicate are interested in the new Canadian companies. 


Thatstatement becomes of considerable importance when we consider 
the fact which I shall demonstrate in a few minutes, and which, in- 
deed, I think is shown in some of the documents which I have already 
submitted and the statements which I have already made, that the 
combination of which I have spoken, which reaches half around the 
world and engrosses the crop of sisal and manila; has extended itself 
so that it embraces the manufacturers of Canada within its compre- 
hensive scope, whereby the price of the raw material, of this indis- 
pensable necessity to the farmers of every Statein this Union, is fixed, 
and the article itself engrossed by a twin combination or committee of 
the same combination which, having fixed the price of the raw ma- 
terial for the world at large, fixes and limits the production of the mills 
of this country and of Canada, and the prices at which it shall be sold 
to the farmers of this country season after season. 

Every circumstance that can be laid hold of by this combination is 
made the basis of advance in the price of this twine. There is not an 
ill-starred event, great or small, that can happen to it that is not im- 
mediately followed by another turn of the screw upon the farmers of 
the Northwest, of California, of Texas, of Kansas, Nebraska, and all 
over the country. For instance, there was a fire in Minneapolis on 
July 15, and immediately this dispatch goes ont: 

MISNEAPOLIS, MINN., July 16. 
The burning of 525 tons of binding-twine in this city yesterday will cause a 
sharp advance in the price of that article, especially in the Northwest. It is es- 
timated that the 525 tons represent from one-half to seven-eighths of the entire 
amount on hand in the Twin Cities, and prices will go up trom one-half cent to 
over 5 cents a pound. This rise will affect the entire country. The trust says 
arina oy sold at a loss, and this is a sufficient pretext for an adyance all along 

Mr. President, here is a combination of interests, of forty-two man- 
ufacturing companies in this country, seven or nine in Canada, banded 
together by the cohesive force of a common interest, superior to all 
law, which is strong enough to be in presence in the Philippine Isl- 
ands, where one-half of this raw material is produced, and to dictate, 
limit, and control the price there; to do the same thing in Yucatan, 
where the other half of the raw material of this product is raised, and 
to dictate, dominate, and rule the price there, having a committee at 
New York to purchase for all; and another committee of three repre- 
senting every one of these corporations to limit the output and fix 
the price, dictating everything; as secure above legislative control as 
the clouds that float above us, in need of no law, in need of no protec- 
tion whatever, amply and fully able to protect themselves, to spoliate 
the world; coming here and saying that they will shut up their mills 
and cease production unless they can receive this additional protection 
of 1} cents per pound. R 

They will have their raw material on the free-list when this bill 
becomes a law. The only tax which possibly can be laid upon them is 
to be removed. I say that, under these circumstances and with such a 
showing, a combination amply able to protect iteelf, which limits pro- 
duction, which controls the raw material and fires prices, has no need 
whatever of any protective duty. j 

Mr. MORGAN. May I ask the Senator from Minnesota whether any 
of this binding-twine is made of hemp, or flax, or jute? 

Mr. DAVIS. A very small proportion. Jute has largely passed out 


of use. 

Mr. MORGAN. It ean be made out of them, though? 

Mr. DAVIS. It can be. This is much preferable. For instance, in 
50,000 tons ot binding-twine made last year only 5,000 tons of these 
other articles went in at all. 

Mr. DAWES. Is it preferable in regard to cost? 

Mr, DAVIS. Jute, I believe, is preferable in to cost, The 
gentlemen who control this raw product know the limited area of its 
production and do not encourage the appearance of any new article 
which is no better for their purpose. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to ask the Senator also whether any 
effort has been made to make binding-twine out of cotton staple. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have never seen any instanceof that kind and none 
has been brought to my attention. 

Mr. President, I have submitted enough to show what the nature of 
this combination is. If we propose to give this body of engrossersand 
regraters the protection which they demand and to sanction them in the 
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mode of business which they conduct and in the organizations which 
they have effected, we give refuge to men and organizations which are 
persistent and avowed violators of a law which we ourselves passed 
within the last two months—I refer to the act of July 2, 1890, An 
act to protect trade and commerce against unlawful restraints and mo- 
nopolies:““ 

Srcrion 1. Every contract, combination in the form of trust or otherwise, or 
conspiracy, in restraintof trade or commierce among the several States or with 
foreign nations, is hereby declared to be illegal. Every person who shall make 
any such contract or engage in any such combination of conspiracy shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished 
by fine not exceeding $5,000 or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by 
both said punishments, in the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 2. Every person who shall monopolize, or attempt to monopolize, or 
combine or conspire with any other person or persons to monopolize any part 
ofthe trade or commerce among the several States, or with foreign nations, 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be 
punished by fine not exceeding $5,000 or by imprisonment not exceeding one 
year, or by both said punishments, in the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 3. Every contract, combination in form of trust or otherwise, or conspir- 
acy, in restraint of trade or commerce in any Territory of the United States or 
of the District óf Columbia, or in restraint of trade or commerce between any 
such Territory and another, or between any such Territory or Territories and 
any State or States, or the District of Columbia, or with foreign nations, or be- 
tween the District of Columbia and any State. or States or fore nat „is 
hereby declared illegal. Every person who shall make any such contract or 
engage in any such combination or conspiracy shall be deemed guilty of a mis- 
demeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished by fine not exceeding 
$5,000 or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by both said punishments, 
in the discretion of the court. 

What is lacking in the proof that I have submitted as to the char- 
acter of this business and the mode in which it is carried on that will 
fail to bring the perpetrators of these transactions directly within 
the purview and scope of punishment of each of the sections I have 
read? We stood up here before the people in July last and passed this 
act, a righteous, well worded, and efficacious one if it is carried into 
effect. Now comes before the Senate of the United States an organiza- 
tion which, as the very basis of the relief it claims in its petition, con- 
fesses that it has organized a combination which, within the distinct 
terms of this statute, is a combination in restraint of trade as to an ar- 
ticle of commerce between foreign nations and this country, and which 
I say has also organized a combination in restraint of trade between 
the States which fixes the amount of the article and its price. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator believes, then, that this combination 
and the persons engaged in it are amenable to the penalties of that 
statute? 

Mr. DAVIS. I most certainly do. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am very glad to hear the Senator say so. 

Mr. DAVIS. And I advance that as a reason why the Senate of the 
United States in legislating for the protection of industry should not 
legislate in favor of those upon whom it has put a proclamation of 
outlawry or allow them to take refuge in the sanctuary of protection. 

I ask leave to have printed as a part of my remarks here some ob- 
servations made in the House of Representatives on the 21st of May, 
1890, by Hon. JOHN LIND, of Minnesota, a gentleman who has given 
the subject great attention and whose remarks will be found instruct- 
ive upon this 1 88 5 7 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

The CHatrman. The gentleman from Minnesota is recognized. 

Mr. Livy. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say in reply to the gentleman from New 
York on the binding-twine question a few words. I notice that he did not 
deny my statement, to wit, that the chairman of the twine trust, who was be- 
fore the Committee on Ways and Means and made a statement, admitted 

that the poeg pee trust or binding-twine manufacturers are now 8 
twine at from 3 to 4 centsa pound more than the price of the raw material, 
with the cost of manufacturing added. 

Now, I made a statement awhile ago that, while the committee had done 
well in reducing the tariff on this schedule, nevertheless they had increased 
the protection, and Iam ready to prove it. I cite the committee to page 660 of 
the last Report on Commerce and Navigation, the current number of the report, 
in proot of what I say. That report shows you that the ad valorem rate of duty 

on jute is 20 per cent., that being the amount fixed by the present law, Thead 
valorem rate on manila and sisal grass is a fraction over 15 or nearly 16 per 
cent. Now, binding-twine is made largely from manila, sisal, and sun grass, 
but it is also made of jute. 

The core of the twine is usually from the jute, and the wrapper, or the out- 
side, is of more clastic or shiny fiber, such as sisal or manila grass. On the aver- 
age, sexing — two in the ratio in which they are usually used, I submit to you 
upon the Government report that the ad valorem duty on the raw material is 

mt 19 per cent. Thead valorem duty on the binding-twine according to your 

table on pago 72 is 21.48, so that the differential, to wit, the protection to the 
manufacturer, is the difference between the duty on the raw material and the 
manufactured article, which is slighly over 2 per cent., and that is all the pro- 
tection the twine manu urer has under the oxisting law. 

Substantially my statementis correct. Now, I say you have put raw material 
on the free-list, and you have given, as reported in bill, acco: to your 
figures, the manufacturer an ad valorem protection duty of 15 per cent., which 
would bo an increase of nearly 700 per gent. of protection. 5 


s 
Mr. Lurp, Mr. Chairman, I will state that every penny that our farmers can 
save counts so much. The average twine bill of a farmer in my district is 
850 a year. It varies from $30 to $100, but the average is about $50. Is of 
ey. own knowledge. Now, a difference of 7 per cent. or 8 per cent. in price 
of twineisquiteanitem. The twine bills of the farmers of the Northwest run 


shield them against competition. 
Mr. PAxxR. Did I speak of any bindi 
Mr, Lasp, I know they are 
{Laughter and applause, 


-twine industry in New York? 
there, whether you alluded to them or not, 


Now let me say, and I ask particular attention to this; you have pleaded in 
behalf of the American market, in favor of American labor, and ust com- 
petition with the pauper labor. I. too, plead in behalfof American labor. The 
situation as it is now compels the farmer in the Northwest to seck a market for 
his wheat in the markets of the world in Europe. What kind of wheat does 
he meet there? Does he meet protected wheat? Does he meet there a com- 
gee, oxy os by protected labor? On the contrary he meets the wheat of In- 
dia, which is produced by as low-priced labor as any in the world, Still we go 
there and meet it. We are compelled to do so. Wedo not complain, but when 
we ask for cheaper twine you ought not to meet us with the plea of protecting 
your labor at the ex of ours. 5 

The chairman of the committee in his openingspeech said that we will give 
rebates to every American who seeks the foreign market and who has been 
We want him to give it to us in the 


burdened by a tariff on his 3 
twine, [Applause] But you can not help us bya 


way of reducing the price o 

rebate, because our twine is not exported ; it is consumed in the very use of it. 
You give a rebate to the miller on the jute-bags. I voted to gives rebate on 
cotton-ties. That is why I am pleading for leave to offer my amendment to re- 
ducethe duty to one-half cent per pound, I do not ask to put twine on the free- 
list. Lam willing to allow a sufficient duty to protect American labor toa rea- 
sonable extent, but we do not propose to be bled by this trust any longer, 

* * 2 * 


* * 

Mr. Lixp. Mr. Chairman, I made the statement that this bill as first reported in- 
creased, not the tariff duty, but the protection on binding-twine 700 per cent., and 
Iknew what I was asying. There isnot a member of the committee who will 
undertake to dispute the correctness of my proposition on the basis of percent- 
ages. I have sat here during the consideration of this bill patiently watching 
for an opportunity to get ized to move a reduction, a just and legitimate 
reduction, of the duty es binding-twine, but I have begun to despair. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, rose. 

Mr. Lisp. I beg the gentleman todesist. Iam not talking for home consump- 
tion. I want to point out some facts and bring them before this co 80 
that, if hereafter in the course of time I should be ized for five minutes 
to offer an amendment, the committee may be prepa: to vote u it intelli- 
gently. Under the present law the raw material of which bin — . is 
manufactured pays a duty of 20 per cent. and the manufactured article 2} cents 
per pound, which is equivalent to an ad valorem rate of 21.84 per cent. 

Hence the differential duty which constitutes the protection on the mannfact- 
ure of binding-twine is 1.84 per cent, The committee have put the raw material 
on the free-list very properly, and I thank them for it; but instead of allowing 
less than 2 per cent. to the manufacturers, as heretofore, they have run it up to 
Iz cents a pound, equivalent to about 12 per cent. ad valorem. I maintain tha 
that is too much, and if I can be conceded ten minutes to demonstrate that 
proposition I will do it to the satisfaction of every Republican protectionist on 
this floor, and Iam one of them. I know what I am tal about. re was 
a gentleman before the Committee on Ways and Means who was exsmined in 
oa | presence, 

heard every question put to him, and I noted his statement well, V 
Mr. Chairman, the State which I have the honor in part to represent is wrappe 
up in the question of wheat. It is our great dependence, our all. We canraise 
wheat enough in my State to ſeed this entire nation. 

Mr. W. R, of Alabama. And fo: countries, too. 

Mr. Lisp, I say I noted the answers t were made by that gentleman, I 
noticed that the president of the Associated Textile Industries—I believe thatis 
his title—was present. I do not know that that is the exact name, but we 
know that the trust exists, and 


mittee. He stated that at the present time and forthe n they pro- 
to sell manufactured twine ata re 3 to 4 cents per pound in ex- 
cess of the present cost of raw material plus the cost of manu That was 


his statement. Not a member of the committee can dispute this. ` 
Now, I say that when a man hasthe cheek to come before the American Con- 


uestion asked by the gentleman from California [Mr. Mo- 
Kenya], as to tho erence in the Jabo! abroad, 
he said the difference was 40 per cent.; that is, the foreign labor employed in 
this ind was 40 per cent. 225 

er · 


duce 
r, Horxixs. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from Minnesota 

Dir. Lux] be permitted to proceed for five minutes longer. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would rather the gentleman would get in his 
amendment, so that we may have a vote on it. 
Mr. LI xD. That is what I want. I do not want to talk. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. LIND] 
hether man ture is not in a trust. 
Mr. Lixp. Certainly it is; I have so stated. 


Mr, DAVIS. This twine is supplied principally by the mannfact- 
urers to the harvester companies. The harvester companies keep ex- 
pert men in the very place where it is manufactured for the purpose 
of seeing that it is manufactured up to the standard and grade. The 
harvester companies supply the twine to the farmer through their agents 
scattered throughout the wheat-growing portions of the country. In 
the present condition of prices the price of raw material is 8 cents a 
pound, and the cost of manufacturing it and putting it in the mar- 
ket is, including the price of the raw material, to the cordage com- 
bination 10} cents per pound. The harvester companies a mid - 
dleman's profit to their immediate customer, the country merchant, 
of 2 cents per pound, and the country merchant charges the farmer a 
profit of about 2 cents a pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator states that the cost of putting it into 


and when you have a 
large. 


w 


market is 10} cents a pound; that is, he means 2} cents in addition to 
8 cents, the cost of the raw material? 
Mr. DAVIS. In addition to 8 cents, the cost of the raw material. 
Mr, PLUMB. Can the Senatorstate the retail price? 
Mr. DAVIS. That varies, as I shall show in a moment, with the 


locality. 
Mr. PLUMB. I have been told that it is 15 and 16 cents a pound, 
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Mr, DAVIS. It is put in my statement on a basis of 14} cents a 


un 
. PLUMB. The raw material costs 8 cents? 

Mr. DAVIS. The raw material costs 8 cents, the manufacture 2} 
cents, which makes 10} cents, and the cost to the harvester companies 
2 cents, making 12} cents, and the middleman charges the farmer a 
profit of 2 cents. 

Now, Mr. President, this item of 14} cents per pound for binding- 
twine carries a profit of 40 per cent. of the $10,000,000 worth of binding- 
twine necessary to secure the crop of this coun For the year 1889 
it represents over $4,000,000 of profit. I should like to knowif there 
is any special reason why this pre-Adamite infant of protection, which 
has existed in combination for so many years by reason of its control 
upei the foreign markets and domestic output, isin any particular en- 
titled to be nurtured at the breast of protection any more. 

Mr. PLUMB. It might be willing to live on the bottle at least, and 
give some one else a chance at the breast. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DAVIS. In regard to the price of binding-twine throughout 
the Northwest at the present time, I desire to read a letter from the 
8 Buford & Burwell Company, of St. Paul, Minn., large dealers in 

is article. 


Sr. PAuL, MIixX., June 2, 1890. 


Dear Sin: Answering your inquiry as to prices on binder-twine the past five 
years,we herewith hand you about the ave: price during each season at 
wholesale. The retail price, as a rule, would be from 2 to 3 cents higher on 
each grade, * s 


Here are the wholesale grades: 


i } X 
j Mixed, half 

| Manila, and kalf fe 
i 

— — 


Year, 


ate 13} 
Soph es 15} to 16 


They say that this is the wholesale price, and from 2 to 3 cents a 
pound are added, which raises the price of this binding-twine for 1889 
_ from 17 to 19 cents per pound on the wheat fields of Minnesota. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Will it interfere with the Senator if I should 
ask him a question? 
Mr. DAVIS. I think it will. I want to pursue this matter closely; 
it is a matter of detail. 


Twine was sold at the lowest quotations,and in many outside cases manila 
was sold for 14} and other grades in proportion. 
Yours truly, 
MAST, BUFORD & BURWELL COMPANY. 
A. S. TALLMADGE, Esq,, Secretary Chamber of Commerce, 


The following letter is from the center of the wheat region in North- 
western Minnesota. I requested the postmaster at Fergus Falls, Minn., 
to procure for me the information. 


Usrrep STATES Senate, Washinglon, D. C., May 29, 1899. 


My Dear Sin: Will you kindly have the leading dealer in binding-twine in 
your city note at the bottom of this letter the prices of binding-twine for cach 


of the years indicated and return the letter thus annotated to me? 
ours, truly, ‘ 
C. K. DAVIS. 
POSTMASTER, Fergus Falls, Minn. è 
With the following result: 
Years. | Manila. Sisal, 


J6 to 18 


Above prices were retail at this place; wholesale from 1 to 2 cents less. 
Respectfully, 
M. FRANKOVIZ. 


I addressed a letter of the same tenor to Hon. Halvor Steenerson, of 
Crookston, Minn. That is a central city of the Red River Valley of 
the North, the great wheat-producing region: 


Ustrep Srates SEXATE, Washington, D. C., May 29, 1890. 
My Dear Sw: Will you kindly haye the leading dealer in binding-twine in 
your city note at the bottom of this letter the prices of binding-twine for the 
years indicated, and return the letter so annota’ to me? 
Yours, truly, 


< C. K. DAVIS. 
Hon. HALVOR Srrxknsox. Crooksion, Minn. 


These letters, I will say to the Senator from Rhode Island, were writ- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


AUGUST 27, 

Years. Sisal. | Hemp. | Jute, 
x Cents. 

11 11 None 

1 12 12 None. 

14 to 20 13 t0 18 13 None. 

1 14 14 | 8 to 10 

15} to 1 14} 14 |10 to 12} 


Retail price to consumer. Figures given by Dan. O'Connor. 

H. STEENERSON. 

I have also another letter from another wheat center in Minnesota 
substantially to the same effect, which I desire to bave printed as a 
part of my remarks: 

UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, D. C., May 29, 1890. 


Dear Sir: Will you kindly have the leading dealer in binding-twinein your 
city note at the bottom of this letter the prices of binding twine for cach of the 
years indicated, and return the letter thus annotated to me? 


Yours, traly, 
C. K. DAVIS. 
CHARLES H. Srroneck, Esq., Litchfield, Minn. 

5 | Per * Per 
Year. pound. Year. pound, 
Cents. 
— 16 
r 18 
DANIEL McLANE. 


In 1888 Mr. R. M. Brown, of Crookston, Minn., wrote that the price 
of binder-twine for the past six years has been an average of 164 cents 
per pound; it takes 2 pounds per acre; and that the average amount 
required costs about 2 cents for every bushel. That is the statement 
which comes to me from two sources as to the cost. 

Mr. President, this evil has become so unbearable in the State which 
I have the honor in part to represent that public and official attention 
has been most pointedly directed to it, and the consequence has been 
that our State authorities are about to set up at the State’s prison at 
Stillwater machinery in the attempt to manufacture binding-twine 
out of the flax fiber which we raise in Minnesota. Whether that can 
be done or not is disputed, for the whole matter is one largely of ex- 
periment. I think it can be. 

But it is a striking commentary upon the protection to this industry 
and domestic competition that the greatest wheat-producing State in 
this Union has been compelled to set up in its penitentiary a convict 
opposition to this all-comprehensive, insatiate, and extortionate mo- 
nopoly. Experiments will be made with flax, and if flax fails there is, 
of course, no hope to get raw material out of this institution or combi- 
nation of institutions, which controls the price the world over, 

I am aware that the Department of Agriculture has recommended 
the continuation of theduty upon manila and sisal in order to stimulate 
the production of domestic hemp, and that domestic hemp at first was 
exclusively used in the manufacture of binding-twine. Thisdemand, 
under a very large protection of twenty-five and fifteen dollars per ton, 
has so far failed to stimulate production that hemp was almost en- 
tirely superseded within three years after the manufacture of niig 
twine began. ‘The product has been decreased from year to year. Of 
what avail is any such protection against the power of this confederacy 
of the manufacturers to buy the foreign raw material, a confederacy so 

werful that it comprehends the Canadian manufacturer and abso- 

utely controls and dictates the price of the raw material in Yucatan 
and the distant Philippine Islands ? 
4 RECIPROCITY. 

Passing to more general considerations, the desirability of unrestricted 
commercial relations with the sister republics of the Western Hemi- 
sphere has recently forced itself 5 public attention and has received 
unqualified approval. It is plainly perceived that we should not, in 
reforming and revising our tariff legislation, fail to use the power that 
we possess to open to our farmers and manufacturers foreign markets 
with millions of people of many states with whom our intercourse is 
now slight and infrequent. 

This conception of reciprocity is not new. But it is now opportune. 
In 1884 wenegotiated a treaty with Spain by which we agreed to admit 
free the sugar of Cuba and Porto Rico in consideration of reciprocal 
admission of our own products and manufactures. This treaty never 
took effect. 

Almost the last service that General Grant performed for his country 
was to negotiate, in 1883, a treaty of reciprocity with Mexico. 

It is the conviction of the American people that we should seek 
other opportunities than the home market solely; that we should have 
commerce as well as trade; that eagerness for a foreign market should 
take the place of indifference, and that the productive energy of our 
people should be allowed and encouraged to display itself as it once 
did in every land and upon every sea. 

The nations are engaged in astruggle for commercial 8 such 
has not been seen since the last century, when France and England were 


1890. 
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fighting for the control of this country in awarin which the latter power 
broke down the arch of sovereignty with which France had ee 
the continent from Quebec to New Orleans; when Hastings on 
and Dupleix and Suffren were waging commercial and actual war in 
India; when the hand of Spain retained enough of the power of Charles 
and Philip to monopolize the traffic of all that portion of the western 
hemisphere from Mexico to Cape Horn, inclusive. 

To-day Germany, France, and England are rivals for the South 
American trade. The United Statesisscarcely a competitor. England 
has set up her sovereignty in a great commercial city of China. France 
has embraced Cochin China, Tonquin, Annam, and Cambodia in her 
colonial system, and has extended her protectorate over Madagascar. 
The secrets of Africa have been unlocked. Commerce and civilization 
stand regnant in the very heart of slaveland, In all this the United 
States has taken no part and hashad nocommercial policy. It is prob- 
able that until now the time has not been ripe for such measures as our 
situation at this moment invites us to undertake. 

The greatest war of history left us with many domestic questions 
to be settled. The South was impoverished; the North was maimed. 
One million men were dead or disabled. We were burdened byan 
enormous debt. Our railway systems were incomplete. Our frontier 
of settlement was along the Missouri River. We had emancipated four 
millions of slaves whose industrial and civic relations with the new order 
pressed for adjustment. Our ships had vanished from the seas. It 
was then impossible to restore our maritime supremacy, principally for 
the reason that the sea-like prairies of the West presented a more lu- 
crative and less dangerous scene for exertion than the ocean. Our man- 
uſactures were to be built up. It was necessary for us to become a self- 
contained and self-supporting nation. 

All this has been brought about by a wise and persistent protective 
policy until the United States has become the richest of the nations 
and is now prepared to compete in peace or war with all rivals. 

The most obyious opportunity to extend our commercial relations is 
at our very door. It is not merely passive. It has invited us by the au- 
thentic declarations of the representatives of the Latin-American nations 
in the most memorable conference that states have ever held with states. 

But this is not all. We have in our very system of raising revenue, 
which we are now revising and adjusting, the means of securing the 
8 and most enduring reciprocal advantages with other nations. 

e President of the United States, in his message of June 19, 1890, 
observes with great force: 

It has been so often and so persistently stated that our tariff laws offer an in- 
surmountable barrier to a large exchange of products with the Latin-American 
ee that I deem it proper to call especia Seickal attention to the fact that more 

rcent.of the products of those nations sent to our ports are now ad- 
mites 9 If sugar is placed upon the free-list, p y every important 
article exported from those states will be given untaxed access to our markets, 
except wool, The real difficulty in the way of negotiat: profitable reciprocity 
treaties is that we have given freely so much that woul Rave had value in the 
mutual concessions which such treaties imply. I can not doubt, however, that 
the present advan which the products of these near and friendly States en- 
joy in our mark: : . — they are not by law exclusive, will, with other con- 
siderations, favo 3 them to adopt such m by treaty ox other- 


ensures, 
ze and 8 our mutual exchanges. 
It will certainly p time . or us to consider whether we must 8 


bo en 

In 1888 the aerate of Chili and of the Argentine Republic were $233,- 
127,698. The great part of those imports could have been furnished 
by ‘the United States; yet of these we furnished only $13,000,000 


while England contributed $90,000,000; France, $34,000,000; and Ger- 


many, $43,000,000. 
Our commerce with 8 America has been falling off in percent- 
age for twenty years. In 1868 our total foreign exports were $375, 737, - 
000, of whi To sent $53,197,000 to S F 
Ta 1888 ene cee foreign exports were $742,368,000, ot which we sent 
but $69,273,000 to nish America, about 9 per cent. Commerce 
with these nations benefit every State in this Union. It is stated 


by Mr. Blaine that a steam-ship recently traced to its origin every ar- 


ticle that com one of its cargoes from the United States to Rio de 

Janeiro, and that the investigation demonstrated that thirty-six States 

and Territories were oe thera by their products on that single ves- 
sel, as Shown in the following table: 

New York. $74,546.00 | North Carolina.. — $2,647.00 

96.00 | Maryland ...... 2.850. 00 

„908. Mississippi 2, 056, 00 

19, 331.47 | Louisiana 2,111.00 

7, O54. Wyoming 1, 800, 00 

43. 085. 00 Oregon 1. 183. 00 

11, 874.00 | Tennessee 1, 150.00 

11, 332, 00 | Iowa $07.00 

9,098.00 | South Carolina 587. 00 

7, 190,00 | Kentucky ..... 751.00 

. —.— 6, 250.00 nsin .. 576.00 

6,035.00 | California 239. 00 

5,773.00 ota 220.00 

5, 096,00 | Texas... 162. 00 

4,020.00 | Nebraska... 125.00 

ETE 3,732.00 | Alabama.... 8 56.00 

EAA TARE E A E S 40.00 

15 2, 765. 00 — 

2.668. 00 301, 417.41 


‘The following tables show in elaborate detail the export and import 
commerce of these nations and demonstrate how important it is that 
the United States enlarge its relations with them. 

SHARE OF LEADING COMMERCIAL NATIONS IN TRADE OF SOUTHERN COUNTRIES, 

The following summary shows the imports and exports of merchan- 
dise and specie of the countries named to have been during the years 
indicated as follows: 


Imports and exports of merchandise and specie. 


Countries into which imported 


Total South America, 


Total group . . .... ... 521,561 + 521,561,110 | 5 24 04 | 05 7 


The following table indicates the portion of the commerce of the 
United States with these countries which was merchandise and the por- 
tion which was specie during the fiscal year 1888: 


| 
and from which exported. Year. 1 Imports. Exports. Total. 
1888 | $43,380,000 | $38, 619, 867 $31, 999, 867 
>| 1887 15, 800, 285 20, 902. 102 36. 702, 387 
1887 Í 97,542,820 | 130,749,238 | 228, 292, 
Colom | 1887 | 6,339, 379 10,037, 295 16, 376, 674 
í — 1886 12, 053, 502 15, 884, 728 27, 888. 
1887 7, 801, 851 10, 660, 516 18, 462, 367 
Du .| 1886 1, 846, 271 1,220,726 3, 066, 997 
1887 1, 666, 183 1,022, 916 2, 689, 099 
1887 | 114,335,676 | 143,903, 651 258, 239, 327 
ruguay 1887 29, 950, 402 27, 373,172 57, 323, 574 
1887 | 113,244, 801 81, 467,066 194, 711, 857 
Paraguay „| 1886 1,399,777 1,585, 272 2, 935, 049 
Chili . 45 — 52, 677, 831 57, 194, 709 109, 872, 540 
1885 6, 820, 000 9, 745. 000 16, 565, 000 
— el — 8,044, 069 5, 785, $20 13, 829, 989 
TTT 8, 333, 254 7, 356, 868 15, 690, 122 
Leilene 4 325, 009 525,558 850,567 
tore 
| 
{ 


Countries from which imported and to which exported. 


. 


Exports oe 55 United 


Imports into the United | | 2 
| ‘otal, 
States. | 
Merchandise: Specie. [Merchandise Specie. Merchandise, 
-$17,329,800 $14,082,637 | $9,897,772 $9, 897,773 | $319,408 | 827, 227, 661 
me 749 2 — 093 


Total South America .... 


Total merchandise and specie. .. ä — — —— 


— — — eee ee 


27,809,103 | 


8 


* ` ‘ 


1 / ; ad 


9206 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


AvGustT 27, 


It thus appears that the value of the of these countries was 
about $564,600,000, of which we took in value about $202,000,000, or 
36 per cent., and that the value of their imports amounted to about 
$522, 000,000, of which we sent them commodities valued at only about 
$80,000,000, or 15.6 per cent. The values of exports from the follow- 
ing countries during the year 1887 were— 


Countries from which exported. 


[ 


I ——ö . — — ———ç— — $84, 807, 261 

RS ada 38, 619, 967 
— 20, 902, 102 

«| 10,087,295 

«| 15, 884, 728 

72 5 

£ =| aes 
ee 42 
Total e eee eee eee eee eee , N. TOL 


T.. A ae E See Eos Sos a G 

The following are the values of merchandise imported from these 
countries into the United States during the fiscal year 1888, and into the 
United Kingdom, France, Germany, and Spain during the calendar year 
1887: 


Countries from which imported. 


United States. France, 

West Indies $1,016, 680 $3, 364, 
S ot ————ů — — 2, 306, 833 1,540, 063 
Central American States.... 6, 526, 833 1,187,146 
United States of Colombia. A eee 22 
M ~ 26, 177, 259 22,533, 478 
1, 408, 046 4, 683, 594 
10, 693, 193 ~> 36,000,774 
10, 746, 950 2222 909 


Cou from which i rted. 

WN = so i Germany. Spain, Total. 
5 $743, 036 581,814 
eic. . ee: 1. 310, 190 632, 445 
Central American Sta! 353, 484 
United States of Colombia 612, 235 
490, 371 
293 
505, 244 
772, 591 
040, 693 


2 EN Bo ͤ ·im Le 

The following were the values of merchandise exported to these 
countries from the United States during the fiscal year 1888 and from 
the United Kingdom, France, Germany, and Spain, respectively, dur- 
ing the calendar year 1887: 


Countries to which exported. 


#2 


„ 


Spanish West Indies 

— povcesees ovcers 
Central American States... 
United States of Colombia... 


BRE 


881225 
8888888255 


E 


ER EE 


Be 
88853838285 


SENE BNE 


5 


It thus a that in one year the imports of these States were $521, - 
. that the exports were 8563, 984, 594; a total of 51, O85. 545,704. 
to these imports the United States contributed but $50,739,035, 

while England furnished 8106, 942, 691; France, 500, 198,827; Germany, 
$11,988,764; Spain, $21,360,816. Other nations contributed the re- 


Our trade with the West India Islands has been stationary ever since 
1870, as appears by the following table: 


Articles. 1870. 1880, 1883. 
Agricultural implements. . . . 62, 361 40, 368 51,112 
—ů—ů — 
4,552,503 | 4,672,444 5, 199, 433 
1,833,581 2, 139, 233 „284. 578 


6,386,084 | 6, 811,677 


1.871. 821 


1, 639, 150 
525,140 


—— — — 
AM other articles. . . . soars 5, 941, 670 | 7, 208, 095 
Wola BEAN e 26, 696, 060 | 27, 600, 810 


To secure the manifold advantages of the situation several amend- 
ments to the bill now before the Senate have been proposed. That by 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr, PIERCE] proceeds upon the as- 
sumption that the duty will be removed by this bill from sugar, and it 
providen in substance, that after one year from the of this act 
the ent may, in his discretion, direct that the present duties be 
reimposed upon sugar, as against any nation or country failing to enter 
into adequate reciprocal relations with the United States regarding the 
agricultural products of this es a A 

The amendment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] proceeds 
upon a larger view. It provides, in substance, that the P ent may 
declare the ports of this — free and open to all products of any 
nation of the American hemisphere spon which no export duties are 
imposed, whenever and so long as such nation shall admit to its ports, 
free of all national, provincial (State), municipal, and other taxes, 
flour, corn-meal, and other breadstufis, preserved meats, fish, vegeta- 
bles and fruits, cotton-seed oil, rice, and other provisions, including 
all articles of food, lumber, furniture, and all o articles of wood, 
agricultural implements and machinery, mining and mechanical ma- 
chinery, structural steel and iron, steel rails, locomotives, railway 
cars and supplies, street-cars, refined petroleum, or such other products 
of the United States as may be agreed upon. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] has offered two amend- 
ments. The first provides, in substance, that whenever any sugar-pro- 
ducing country exporting sugar to the United States abolishesits duties 
or taxes upon the principat agricultural products of the United States, the 
President may by proclamation diminish or wholly remit duties upon 


250 | sugar exported direct from such country to the United States, forsuch 


iod as he may deem fit, so long, and no longer, as such products of 
the United States are admitted free of duty or tax into such country. 

The second amendment of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] 
provides, in sabstance, that when the President is satisfied that unjust 
discriminations are made by any foreign state against the importation 
to or sale in such state of any product of the United States he may direct 
that such products of such foreign states as he may deem proper may 
be excluded from importation into the United States, and that he may 
revoke, modify, terminate, or renew any such directions. = 

The amendment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] and that of 
the Senator from Vermont last above stated, in my judgment, taken 
together, go to the root of every conceivable contingency and express 
the policy this Government onght to adopt. Indeed, that of the Sena- 
tor trom Vermont is substantially the same—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis the same. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator from Vermont says it is the same with 
section 5 of Senate bill No. 2594, which passed the House of Representa- 
tives last week and which will doubtless receive the approval of the 
President, by which the unjust discriminations of England, France, 
and Germany against American beef and pork are to be resisted and 
removed. These amendments provide for the contingency of unfavor- 
able foreign taxes or duties w may not be unjust discriminations 
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against this country. They also provide against unjust discrimination 
which may not be in the form of foreign taxes or duties, but may take 
form and efficiency as police or trade regulations, whose real design is 
to deprive the American producer of a market which he would other- 
wise enjoy. They are not limited in their application to sugar, but 
comprehend everything that can be the subject-matter of commerce. 

I would retain the duty on sugar as an instrument of coercive per- 
suasion to the enlargement of our foreign trade, by remitting it as the 
consideration therefor. Ought we to make free of duty the Cuban sugar 
product in the face of the fact that Spain, under duties recently im- 
posed by her upon American flour, prevents that flour from reaching 


the Cuban market under a cost of $11.46 per barrel, the shipping price 
at New York being $4.80 per barrel? By this action of S Ameri- 


can flour and other products are wholly shut out from Cuba and Porto 
Rico. To give Spain free sugar into the United States under such cir- 
cumstances will be an act of Quixotism which Cervantes could never 
have imagined as an absurdity for the Spanish knight to commit. 

I would impose a duty on coffee to the same end. It was fondly im- 
agined in 1872, when we put coffee upon the free-list, that the Ameri- 
can people would, as a consequence, get cheaper coffee. But they did 
not. When we made coffee free the price in Brazil rose correspond- 
ingly, and the American paid nearly as much for his coffee as there- 
tolore. Since 1872 we have imported of the products of Brazil $821,- 
806,000. We have sold to her only $156,135,000 of our own products. 
The difference is 8665, 671,000, and we have paid it in gold or its 
equivalent to Brazil. NoSpanish colony, when Spain dominated Aus- 
tria, Naples, The Netherlands, Mexico, and So America, was ever 
a richer tributary to that kingdom than we have been to Prazil since 
1872. The revenue which we thus gave up, for the benefit solely, as 
the result proved, of a foreign state, would have been greater than the 
entire amount of our exports to Brazil since 1872. 

As to wool, I would give to the American farmer the fullest protec- 
tion on the kinds of wool that he can and will raise. But I would in- 
vestigate another question, and if it is found that our farmers can not 
produce the coarse wools of the Argentine Republic or will not produce 
them because it is more profitable for them to produce a finer article, I 
would put on or retain the duty on the coarse wools of South America 
as.a basis of negotiation for a reciprocity which will create a market 
in that country for the products of the farms and factories of the United 
States, and especially a market for the cloths made of fine wool grown 
in the United States. 

I would adopt the same policy as to hides, rubber, cocoa, cabinet- 
woods, and many other articles. 

In every instance where any foreign nation, by unjust discrimination 
against the products of American farm or factory, shuts us from a mar- 
ket, or impedes our access thereto, itis the wisest policy to retaliate in 
kind. 

American pork was excluded from France and Germany under pre- 
texts which were disproved and are not nowadvanced by their fabri- 
cators. Recent diplomatic correspondence with France states that the 
pretext that this American product is unhealthful has been abandoned 
by that Government, and that it now plainly avows that its reasons for 
exclusion are economic, and not sanitary. If the French farmer is thus 

rotected why shall we not protect the American farmer and lay our 
Band upon the importation of French wines and wares, and say that all 
this shall cease until former relations are restored? Germany proceeded 
against American pork and excluded it. It would be wise policy to ex- 
clude the German manufactures, those cheap products of underpaid 
labor. England imposes such restrictions upon the importation into 
that country of our live cattle that we have legislated against her by 
the Senate bill which passed the House of Representatives only last 
week. 

Let the power granted by this law be exercised. Such oppositions 
of our policy to foreign policies is true protection to the American 
farmer. It will remedy many objectionable features of this bill. It 
will place the measure beyond the reach of the charge (not entirely 
warranted as the bill now is) that there is not a section or line in 
the entire bill that will open a market for another bushel of wheat or 
another barrel of pork.” 

Reciprocity with the Central and South American states will aid 
our shipping interests more than the most lavish subsidies possibly can. 
It will aid them upon the unquestionable basis of furnishing cargoes 
for ships to carry. Produce the American product for export to a re- 
ciprocating nation and the American ship follows as an economic con- 
sequence. This is not mere speculation. An example exists quite to 
to the purpose. 

Before the negotiation of the treaty of reciprocity with the Hawaiian 
Islands the United States furnished 42 per cent. of the small quantity 
of shipping engaged in that commerce. England led this country in 
that respect. Within two years after the treaty went into operation 
the tonnage of the United States engaged in that commerce doubled 
and the British tonnage decreased one-third, At this time six-sevenths 
of the trade is by American ships and the commerce has increased ten- 
fold since reciprocity began. 

Mr. President, we are dealing with a thoroughly practical question. 
We do not live in Utopia and should pursue no mere ideals, “This bill 


will fix the commercial policy of this Government for many years. A 
change of Administration will not avail to change the policy that we 
are about to enact, To do this the legislative and executive depart- 
ments of this Government must pass trom the control of their present 

rs. We should endeavor to secure the welfare of all the vast 
and varied interests of our country. Under a system of protection 
wise in its principle and generally wise in its policy and details this 
nation has been brought to stand among the nations of the earth 
in wealth and productiveness. 

The home market has been substantially secured. It can not be 
taken away from us. Why limit our protective policy to that which 
we already have? We can not forever live and grow rich off one an- 
other. We have our home market so completely that in the conflict 
of interests the very principle of protection has become in many in- 
stances: self-th ing and contradictory in the endeavor to secure 
advantage or to elude impositions. We are prepared to engage in a 
foreign trade which will be greater than all we had before the war, 
when we were the foremost maritime nation of the world. 

In the presence of such practical considerations the theories of free 
trade and of protection become scholastic subtleties. The geometry of 
general ples in statesmanship always becomes erroneous in its ap- 
plication beyond a certain point. But there is a calculus of probabili- 
ties in administering human concerns wherein true statesmanship finds 
15 mnt certain guide. We should be taught by the wisdom of Edmund 

urke: 

The pretended rights of these theorists are all extremes, and in pro- 
portion as they are metaphysically true they are morally and polit- 
ically false. The rights of men are in a sort of middle, incapable of 
definition, but not impossible to be discerned. The rights of men in 
governments are their advantages; and these are often in balances be- 
tween differences in good, in compromises sometimes between good 
and evil, and sometimes between evil and evil. Political reason is a 
computing principle, adding,s ubtracting, multiplying, and dividing 
morally, and not metaphysically or mathematically, true moral de- 
nominations.’’ 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I congratulate the Senator from Minnesota on 
his very able demonstration of the effect of a duty upon binding-twine 
when applied to the farmers of the State of Minnesota, I am only sorry 
that the Senator did not see fit to goa little further and state what the 
effect of the duty of 50 to 60 per cent. upon cotton goods was upon the 
farmers of that State, and I might mention perhaps forty or fifty other 
articles upon the list. 

I did not hear the Senator complaining of the trusts that were 
formed in other industries which have been mentioned here so often 
upon the floor of the Senate, nor have I noticed that when those differ- 
ent paragraphs and schedules were before the Senate for consideration 
the Senator voted against a high rate of duty upon those particular 
articles in order to break down the trust and in that way cheapen the 

roduct. 
si The Senator has demonstrated this fact that here is an industry in 
which the trust so called absolutely controls the sources of supply. 
They also control the market, fix the price at which the goods shall be 
sold to the consumer. He demonstrates the fact partially that the tar- 
iff alone can not protect without the assistance of the trust; that the 
trust alone can not protect; and the trust say they can not live unless 
a duty is im which will enable the trust to shut out foreign com- 
petition. is very true. Asa matter ofcourse the trust will be 
much more prosperous if all foreign competition is shut out. 

The Senator wishes to apply this to binding-twine because that is 
an article which is used very largely in the State of Minnesota. Iam 
only sorry that the Senator did not undertake also to show to the farm- 
ers of Minnesota with respect to the cotton-goods industry, the prod- 
duct of which I presume also is used largely by farmers, that the ma- 
terial of which the goods are made is upon the free-list in the same man- 
ner as it is here proposed to put the material from which the twine is 
made; but nota word have we heard upon that subject. 

However, his very able speech is a valuable contribution to this sub- 
ject, none more so, and I congratulate the Senator and the country 
upon the fact that he has found one article upon this dutiable list which 
in Pw to be put upon the free-list; andif he will apply the same prin- 
ciple to a hundred others he will in the same manner help his people. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. One amendment of the Committee 
on Finance in this schedule having been informally passed over, the 
Chair will submit whether the amendment proposed by the Senator 
New Jersey is now in order. z 

Mr. ALDRICH. It can only be received by unanimous consent. I 
have no objection to a vote being taken upon it now. 

Mr. McPHERSON. As the Senator yesterday insisted upon it that 
the committee amendments should first be considered, I shall have to 
insist now that paragraph 211 be considered before my amendment. 

aed PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment will be 
sta 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all after the figures 209, on page 48, 
line 13, down to and including the words ad valorem,’ in line 4, on 
page 51, and insert 

Mr. PLUMB. That has already been read. It is on the desk of 
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every Senator. I take it it is not necessary to read it again unless 
some one calls for it. But in the mean time I wish to move to perfect 

ragraph 211. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That paragraph has gone over by general consent 
and is not before the Senate. I do not propose to take it up at this 
time. 

Mr. PLUMB. I only wanted to anticipate the motion of the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The committee are not ready to consider that par- 
agraph at the present time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then Schedule D, the Chair under- 
stands, the committee desire to have passed over informally, the con- 
sideration to be resumed hereafter. All pending amendments will take 
the same order. If there be no objection, the committee amendments 
and the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey will be informally 
passed over, and the Senate will proceed to the consideration of the next 
schedule. 

Mr. PLUMB. I moved I designed to move at any rate, and thought 
I did to amend paragraph 213 by striking out two! and inserting 
“one; so as to make it read “$1 per thousand.“ I also moved to 
strike out the words white pine wherever they occur in paragraph 
211, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Those amendments will both be 
noted and considered when the schedule is taken up. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ishall ask that they be considered together when 
they are reached. 

Mr. McPHERSON. DoT understand that the committee desire that 
we shall now take up this schedule? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was the understanding of the 
Chair that the committee desired that the schedule should be inform- 
ally over, its consideration to be resumed hereafter. 

Mr. McPHERSON. With these amendments pending? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With these amendments pending. 
Ts there objection? 

Mr. VANCE. My recollection is that we acted upon the schedule, 
every item and paragraph of it. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the committee 
in paragraph 211 was passed over and bas not been considered. 

r. VANCE. But the remainder of the schedule, according to my 
recollection, was gone over paragraph by paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes; but there are amendments to 
be proposed to various paragraphs which, under the order of the Sen- 
ate, would not come up until after the committee amendments had 
been acted upon. The Chair understands also that Schedule E was 
passed over with the same understanding, the consideration to be re- 
sumed hereafter. The reading of the bill will therefore be resumed 
at Schedule F. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

SCHEDULE F.—TOBACCO AND MANUFACTURES OF. 


227. Leaf-tobacco suitable for cigar-wrappers, if not stemmed, $2 per pound; 
if stemmed, $2.75 per pound: Provided, That if any portion of any tobacco 
imported in any bale, box, or package, or in bulk,shall be suitable for cigar- 
wrappers, the entire 8 ot tobacco contained in such bale box, or pack- 
or bulk shall be dutiable; if not stemmed, at $2 per pound; if stemmed, at 
82575 per pound. 


Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, it would be well to make in- 
quiry right now as to the object and purpose ot the committee in making 
these extraordinary advances in the duty upon tobacco. There seem- 
ingly is a which I should like to have some explanation of. 
While I admit the fact that the tax on tobacco is a tax which is a purely 
voluntary one, at the same time I should like to know what is the ob- 
ject of this advance. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The Senator has stated one of the reasons why the 
committee have recommended this duty. They believe that tobacco 
is a suitable article upon which to levy a high revenue duty. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island, if 
he does not object, whether the duty that is here imposed is considered 
by him a revenue duty or a protection duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A revenue duty. There may be probably, and 
perhaps inevitably, an incidental protection to a large agricultural in- 
terest in this country. n 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I am not content to let this schedule 
pass without amendment. I move to strike out in line 22, on page 54, 
the words two dollars“ and insert ‘‘75 cents,“ and in the same line, 
after the word ‘‘stemmed,”’ to strike out 52.75 and insert $1.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment will be reported 
from the desk. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 227, on page 54, line 22, after the 
word “‘stemmed”’ where it first occurs, it is proposed to strike out 52 
and insert 75 cents, and in the same line, after the word ‘‘stemmed’’ 
where it occurs the second time, to strike out 82. 75 and insert ‘*$1;” 
80 as to read: 

. Leaf-tobacco suitable for cigar-wra if not stemmed, 75 cents 
Measg it A pinion eet mee 2 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, the whole theory of protection is in 
violation of the natural laws of trade, and consequently protection on 
any given article can not confer a benefit upon the manufacturers of 


that article without inflicting a corresponding injury upon the manu- 
facturers of some other article; just as, if a house or a machine of a kind 
was built with a portion or its mechanism in a manner violative of the 
Jaws of nature, it would affect and render inoperative and injurious 
the whole structure; and just as a false number in a column of figures 
will perpetuate itself through the whole sum and affect the correctness 
of the conclusion. 

The object of this, notwithstanding the assertion of the Senator from 
Rhode Island, is manifestly for protective purposes. This duty on 
Sumatra tobacco is clamored for by the producers of the Connecticut 
seed-leaf wrapper, and they want it for protective purposes. 

Mi. PLATT. May Iinterrupt the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT. I beg that he will not lay all the responsibility of 
this on Connecticut, because certainly six States are as much interested 
in the production of that tobacco as Connecticut is. 

Mr. VANCE. I had no disposition to put an unusual responsibility 
on Connecticut, for when the sins of protection are considered I ac- 
knowledge that her share is enough to sink a dying world; but I 
speak of the Connecticut seed-leaf, for I believe that is the name by 
which a certain class of wrapper-tobacco is known which is grown in 
Pennsylvania very extensively, Wisconsin probably, and some other 
States. 

I was going to say that it is clamored for by those who produce what 
is called this Connecticut seed-leaf. The Sumatra wrapper competes, 
after a fashion, or is supposed to do so, with that Connecticut -leaf, 
and by placing such an extraordinary protective duty upon the Sumatra 
article, if we admit—which I do not admit—that it is really beneficial 
to the producer of the Connecticut seed · leaf at home, yet itis undoubted 
that it is inflicting a very great injury upon the manufacture of cigars 
in the United States, which is a considerable interest, employing thou- 
sands of people, giving work and wages and life and substance and com- 
fort to thousands of women and children in all the localities where it is 
manufactured; and it can not, in my opinion, compensate by the bene- 
fit it will confer upon the grower of tobacco for the injury which will 
be done to the manufacturer of tobacco. 

I have no expert knowledge on this subject and I can not therefore 
of my own knowledge testify to the effect of this duty, but I have here 
a statement made by Hon. Gerard C. Brown, delivered at the Chau- 
tauqua assembly held at Chautauqua Lake, which was attended by about 
ten thousand persons and at which a very great variety of subjects were 
discussed by people learned or supposed to be learned in the subjects 
about which they discoursed. Mr. Brown resides in York, Pa., and is 
the lecturer of the Pennsylvania State Grange of Patrons of Husbandry, 
and Pennsylvania raises, I believe, more of what is called the Connecti- 
cut seed-leaf tobacco than any other State in the Union. 

Here is what he says about it: 

There is 75 cents per pound duty on Sumatra wrapper now. Yet packers 
will not pay me for my fine State-grown Havana seed leat even one-third of the 
duty alone. The proposed increase of duty to $2 per pound will not help us 
growers, but by compelling the cigar-makers to pay more for the imported 
wrapper, which it seems they will use anyhow, they will pay still less for the 
binder and filler which they will continue to procure from us. They are now 
paying from $2 to $2.40 per pound for Sumatra wrapper and do not use our 


finest domestic Havana wrapper at one-tenth that price. How can increase of 
duty, then, relieve ourtobacco-growers or popularize their product? 


Upon which the editor of The Tobacco Journal, published in New 
York, makes the comment: 

We beg to call the attention of the Senate to this prominent tobacco-grower's 
utterance about the foolishness and uselessness of the outrageous $2 duty. And 
Hon, Gerard C. Brown is right. The more the manufacturer will have to pay 
for his Sumatra wrapper, the more he will squeeze the domestic tobacco-grower 
down for his filler and binder. It is stasing gospel truth when it is said that the 
higher the duty on the foreign wrapper, the lower will the value of the domestic 
leaf become. To pay the $2 rate would therefore be an injury and nota help 
to the domestic tobacco-grower, 

It seems to me, sir, that the statement here is a correct one. The 
conclusion drawn from it is sound, and the manufacturers of cigars will 
use and be compelled to use the Sumatra wrapper for the purpose of 
producing a certain quality of cigars. They can not substitute the do- 
mestie wrapper, because if they did that quality of cigars would not be 
produced, but another. 

It is very much in this case, it seems to me, as it is with regard to 
wool, There are certain grades and characters of foreign wool which 
are absolutely necessary to be mixed with our domestic wools in order 
to produce a certain quality and grade of cloth, and therefore the free 
admission of the one or the admission of the one at a low rate of duty 
will not depress the price of the other, but rather stimulate it. So the 
admission of the Sumatra ber se with a reasonable dutꝝ, it seems to me, 
would necessarily stimulate the increased use of the binder and the filler 
which make a certain quality of cigars; and to put an increased duty on 
the foreign wrapper, and to put it to such an extent as to either lessen 
the consumption of that quality of cigars or to forbid italtogether, can 
not be a benefit to the producers of the binder and the filler which are 
used in the manufacture of those cigars. 

It seems to me that that is a self-evident proposition, and, instead of 
increasing the revennes by this increased duty, which is almost pro- 
hibitory, as it is three or four hundred per cent., I should look to see 
an absolute cessation of the manufacture of that kind of cigars and con- 
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sequently an injury to all of the people who are engaged in the indus- 
try, including the women and children who roll these cigars, 

Mr. McPHERSON. Perhaps it may be well, in connection with the 
statement made by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], to 
give some statistical information as to the value of the crop of tobacco 
grown in this country in the principal States where it is grown, such 
as comes in under ph 227. I have had a statement prepared 
which shows that in the State of Pennsylvania the value of the crop 
in 1885 was $2,587,260; in Massachusetts, $456,450; in Connecticut, 
$1,248,369, and in Wisconsin, $1,220,379; in all, $5,512,458, or an 
amount of tobacco which in all would be equal perhaps to about seven- 
teen or eighteen million pounds. We imported from all countries, 
mainly, however, of the Sumatra and Cuba tobacco, during the same 
year, about 21,000,000 pounds. 

Now let us see how it will affect our exports of tobacco if Spain and 
-Holland should undertake to retaliate, because in fact, as our main sup- 
plies are imported from Holland and from Cuba, it is reasonable to 
conclude that they would be the two states which would be mainly 
injured. Holland and Cuba together for the last year took of our tobacco 
44,000,000 pounds. I speak of the kind and character of tobacco which 
is grown mainly in the Southern States, in Kentucky, North Carolina, 
and Virginia, the coarser grades of tobaccco, which are used mainly, I 
think, for chewing tobacco and smoking in the pipe, as well as for those 
who prefer to use that kind and character of tobacco. 

If Holland and Spain should see fit to retaliate what would become 
of our market for 44,000,000 pounds of tobacco which was sent to those 
two countries alone last year out of an export of 212,000,000? 

Another thing that may be said in that connection 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from New Jersey permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. If Holland and Cuba should decline to take our 
tobacco, will the Senator tell us where they would go to buy tobacco? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I presume there are other places in the world 
where tobacco can be bought, 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator another question. 
I ask if he does not know that Cuba and Holland take our tobacco be- 
cause it is to their interest to take it? 

Mr, McPHERSON. That may be, just as they take our wheat and 
pork for the reason that it is to their interest to take them unless they 
can buy them cheaper somewhere else, and for the same reason exactly 
that we take their tobacco, We take their tobacco because it is for our 
interest to take it. í 

Mr. TELLER. Ifthe Senator will allow meto make one intrusion 
in his remarks, I should like to say that there is no such thing in his- 
tory as retaliation in trade. Nations sometimes retaliate; trade never, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well. Then suppose that Holland and 
Spain should impose a very large import duty upon our tobacco in re- 
taliation for the large import duty we are placing upon their tobacco, 
it would have an effect as a matter of course to some extent to injure 
trade in this country. 

Mr. TELLER, If the Senator is correct in his general theory that 
the consumer pays the duty, the Spaniard and the Dutchman would 
simply pay the increased price of the tobacco. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Anything that tends to diminish the demand 
tends to limit the market; and in like manner, when you are imposing 
a very high rate of duty upon Sumatra and Caban tobaccos, you cer- 
tainly limit the consumption of tobaceos. If you increase the price 
the result will be that there will be a smaller amount of that tobacco 
used here. Moreover, there is another fact which enters into consid- 
eration very largely, and that is the number of people who are em- 
pos in this country in the manufacture of these foreign tobaccos. 

understand that there are to-day employed in this country in the 
manufacture of these foreign tobaccos about ten thousand men and 
women, and they receive annual wages every year of $5,000,000. Any- 
thing that tends to increase the price in that regard limits the con- 
sumption, and of course affects that industry. 

It should be the purpose of the Republican party to protect the wages 
of American labor and give labor steady employment and abundant 
reward, but I do not see how this is to help labor when you are throw- 
ing out of employment a large number of laborers who are to-day em- 
ployed in this industry. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not know what tariff Spain and Germany put 
on our tobacco now, but England puts 1,500 per cent. as a revenue 
duty and about 400 per cent. for a manufacturing duty. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Moony in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendments proposed by the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. VANcE], which will be considered together, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
VANCE] stated the whole question when he said that there was an anal- 
ogy between this tobacco question and wool. The American tobacco 
is fit for only the cheaper quality of cigars as wrappers. At one time 
we raised a large quantity of it in my State, but it was a heavy to- 


bacco and it was not fit for wrappers. Upon our high lands we raised 
some tobacco which was used in the very cheap American cigars, 


The best wrappers that are raised in the United States are raised in 
Connecticut and in Pennsylvania, Kentucky has lately adopted the 
seed tobacco called the white Burley, and they have found it profitable 
even to turn their blue-grass pastures into tobacco fields on account of 
the high price they got for the Burley tobacco. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator may properly include Wisconsin. 

Mr. VEST. Wisconsin raises it, but I understand in Wisconsin—I 
speak simply from information—the crop is not regular; that once in 
about five years they raise a crop of fine wrapping tobacco, but for 
climatic and other reasons it is not a regularcrop; and it can be safely 
said as a truth applicable to the whole crop in the United States that 
we do not raise any fine Mig ate toha that competes with the Su- 
matra and Cuban tobacco. I e that statement as a general pro 
osition, both from personal knowledge and from information upon the 
subject, to which I have given some attention. 

Now, if Senators will turn to the import tables they will find an 
argument in the figures that are given by these tables, In 1889 weim- 
ported 18,000,000 pounds of Sumatra and Cuban tobacco and we ex- 
ported in the same year 223,759,262 pounds of our tobacco. Weim- 
ported 18, 000, 000 pounds of these fine wrappersand exported 223, 759, 262 

unds. The importation of these fine wrappers from the island of 

umatra and from Cuba has not injured the price of the wrapping 
tobacco raised in the United States, and the tables show it. Wemade 
the first importation of Sumatra tobacco in 1882, and I have the tables 
before me showing the price of the Connecticut leaf-tobacco since that 
time. In 1883 the price of the Connecticut leaf was 13 cents. That 
was the year after we commenced the importation of Sumatra tobacco, 
In 1884 it was 12} cents; in 1885, 12} cents; in 1886, 135 cents; in 
1887, 141 cents, and in 1889, 13 cents. 

Mr. VANCE, What quality of tobacco? 

Mr. VEST. That is Connecticut seed tobacco raised in Pennsyl- 
vania and Connecticut. It is the best quality of American wra g 
tobacco. 

Mr. PLATT. The New York, Massachusetts, and Wisconsin to- 
bacco is just as poon: 

Mr. VEST. e principal crop is raisedin Connecticutandin Penn- 
sylvania, and the Connecticut leaf-tobacco has given its name to the 
whole product. 

Now, if this is a tariff proposed for revenue, as a matter of course 
what I have said goes for nothing. If, on the other hand, as I have 
always understood, our friends upon the other side of this Chamber 
desire to consult the interests of the men and women and children of 
the United States, large numbers of whom are engaged in this tobacco 
business, it is manifest from these figures and these facts that wise leg- 
islation would be in the direction of permitting this fine leaf-tobacco 
to come into this country at a reasonable duty, because it assists the 
American manufacture. If we shut it out, the result will be to di- 
minish the production of cigars in the United States with fine wrap- 
pers, of American tobacco as filling, and it would give also a large 
advantage to the foreign manufacturer, who can obtain, of course af 
reduced rates, fine wrappers in the shape of Sumatra tobacco. The 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] I think was mistaken in 
saying that it comes in competition with the American wrapper, and 
probably said what he did not intend. 

Mr. VANCE. I did not say it came in competition with the Amer- 
ican wrapper. I said the very contrary. 

Mr. VEST. The very contrary is the fact, 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. I have seen those figures which the Senator has just 
cited with reference to the price of American leaf wrapper before the 
importation of Sumatra tobacco and since, and I want to assure him 
that they are incorrect. Ihave right here on my table a statement of 
275 growers and of the entire New England Tobacco Growers’ Associ- 
ation and the New York dealers in tobacco which says they are incor- 
rect, Ido not want to spend time upon it and put it in here, but the 
figures are manifestly incorrect. 

Mr. VEST. I think the market price will show. That is 4 matter 
very easily determined. I get these figures from tables which are offi- 
cial, as far as any can be in this regard. I take them from the Prices 


t. 

Mr. PLATT. Isay from my own knowledge ofit and my informa- 
tion and the evidence which I have on my table, that whether inten- 
tionally or not—I will not say intentionally, because I do not think 
so—they are absolutely misleading and incorrect. 

Mr. VEST. Whether that be so or not, it is not a very material 
fact. The proof remains that the Sumatra tobacco does not come in 
competition with the American wrapper. The price of Sumatra tobacco 
in Amsterdam is over a dollar a pound to-day, out of all proportion 
to the price of American tobacco. It is a wrapper that will be had by 
men who use tobacco. These cigars will be purchased. You can not 
exclude the use of them, you can not prohibit the use of them in the 
5 8 85 States. I el use tobacco nyel 1 Nae aie nee time I 

d to t excess, I am sorry to say, but * every 
88 knows that his taste in cigars will not be governed by the 
price, 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, admitting that the facts now stated 
by. the Senator from Missouri are all correct, do they not furnish the 
best of reasons for imposing a high revenue tax upon this article? 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator wants revenue alone, he may be correct, 
but I have understood (and I am assuming the argument we have 
heard from the beginning of this debate and every other tariff debate 
since the country was established) that the Republican party is not 
making a tariff for revenue, but making a tariff principally to protect 
American workmen, ; , 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Republican party, as I understand their policy, 
in addition to the policy of protecting American industries, are in favor 
of raising revenue as far as possible by the levying of duties upon the 
importation of luxuries and articles of which the use is voluntary and 
whiere the tax would be no burden upon the necessities of the people 
of the country. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator permit me to read the note fur- 
nished by the Senator from Rhode Island in explanation of this change? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. Appended to the tables which came from the Fi- 
nance Committee in relation to paragraph 227 I find this note: 


This is a large increase over t rates, believed to be necessa: 
8 growers of wrappers from the excessive im 


Without 

Mr. ALD. 
incidental effects of this duty on tobacco. 

Mr. VEST. I understood the Senator from Rhode Island to say the 
other day that the committee were not responsible for these notes, that 
they were furnished from some other source, and they were simply ram- 
bled into the report. Whenever it suits the committee they take them 
and whenever it does not suit them they do not take them. Now 
you see it and now you don't.“ I have noticed that is the custom of 
the Republican party. Long experience has taught me that. 

The fact remains, if there is any reliance to be put upon human tes- 
timony, and it comes from all the tobacco-manufacturers of the United 
States. We have in the city of St. Louis some of the largest manu- 
facturing establishments in this country, and without any regard to 
politics the evidence comes unbroken to the effect that the importation 
of these foreign wrappers is absolutely necessary for the manufacture 
of the finer varieties of cigars in this country; and it goes without say- 
ing thatif you exclude them you injure the manufacturers in the United 
States. Now, are we in such a condition as to revenue as to demand 
that this principle should be sacrificed by our friends on the other side? 

Have they at last come to that condition in public expenditures 
when they must give up that darling dogma upon which they fought 
the last Presidential campaign of protection to American interests and 
go for revenue only?“ If there is anything upon which the Demo- 
cratic party has been attacked persistently and consistently, it has been 
that we stood for a tariff for revenue, and the Republican party upon the 
other hand have thrown off all limitations and said, as I see the author 
of this bill has lately declared to a convention that nominated him for 
re-election in Ohio, thatthe Republican y stand for protection to 
every article raised or manufactured in United States, against all 
foreign importation of the same article, 

Now, when it suits our friends upon the other side in order to 
tect some special interest in Connecticut and in Pennsylvania, they 
abandon that principle and tell us that they want revenue! 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, in 1883 the Congress of the United 
States fixed the duty on Sumatra tobacco at the suggestion of the Sen- 
ators from Connecticut at 75 cents. It was done practically at their 
suggestion, I think, and, the debate in this body will show, with the con- 
eurrence of the Finance Committee, and with the earnest supportof the 
Senator trom Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN J, who took an active part in the de- 
bate. It was then conceded all around that that was sufficient protec- 
tion for all the American farmers who raised tobacco which came in 
competition to any extent with the Sumatra tobacco, The result, as 
shown by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT]in the statistics which 
he has presented to the Senate, demonstrates that such is the fact. 

By the act of 1883 this tobacco was required to pay aduty of 75 cents 
apound, This is the provision: 

Leaf-tobaceo, of which 85 per cent. is of the requisite size and of the neces- 
sary fineness of texture to be suitable for wrappers, and of which more thanone 
hundred leaves are required to weigh a pound, if not stemmed, 75 cents per 
pound; if stemmed, $1 per pound. . 

Now the Committee on Finance and the authors of this bill, not con- 
tent with the provision found in the first clause of paragraph 227, in- 
creasing that duty from 75 cents a pound to $2 a pound, add aproyiso: 

Provided, That if any portion of any tobacco imported in any bale, box, or 
package, or in bulk be suitable for cigar-wrappers— 

Any portion of it— 
the entire quantity of tobacco contained in such bale, box, or package, or bulk, 
——— dutiable, if not stemmed, at 52 per pound; if stemmed, at $2.75 per 
poun 5 

So that by that proviso, which changes the act of 1883, the presept 
law, if there happens to be a single leaf contained in the that 


in order 
of that 


to revenue. 


is fit for a wrapper the whole amount so imported must pay a duty of 
$2 a pound; whereas the act of 1883, as I have shown, provides that if 


CH. I stated in the beginning that that was one of the 


85 per cent. of it is not such as can be used for wrappers, then it comes 
in at a lower rate of duty. Here practically you put the whole to- 
bacco at $2 per pound instead of 35 and 40 cents as it now stands. It 
is practically a prohibition, and, as by the Senator from Mis- 
souri, it will inevitably result in a large decrease in the manufacture 
of cigars in this country and compel the persons who smoke the higher 
grades of cigars to buy the imported article, . 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the Senator from Maryland explain to me ho 
that will be so? 

Mr. GORMAN, I will say to the Senator from New York that he 
understands perfectly that by the provision I have just quoted, the 
proviso contained in this paragraph, you practically put upon the duti- 
able list at $2 a pound all tobacco that is imported into this country. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If that is true, is the proper differential rate o 
served so far as rs are concerned in the bill? 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not hear the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask if the duty on cigars is not increased propor- 
tionately in the bill? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then how will it force the manufacture of cigars 
on the other side? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yow have increased the duty, but not I think in 
proportion, as the manufacturers understand. 

Mr. PLATT. A great deal more. í 

Mr. GORMAN. There is a great difference about it. The Senator 
from Connecticut says a great deal more. There is an immense in- 
terest in every State in the Union in the manufacture of tobacco and 
cigars, and the manufacturers everywhere say you have increased this 
duty more than three times. The proviso is intended to exclude all 
tobacco that is fit for filling, and a portion of it is bound to be used 
and must be used in the higher grades of cigars. You have made no 
such increase upon the manufactured article of that class, The tobacco- 
manufacturers’ associations and the men who are engaged in the work 
themselves who have looked into this provision of the bill as it comes 
here and as it is proposed to be amended, are practically of one opinion, 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator permit me at some time to inter- 
rupt him? I will not do it now unless he is willing that I shall. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will listen to the Senator with great pleasure. 

Mr. PLATT. I want to say with regard to that that the cigar-man- 
ufacturers do not take the view of it which the Senator does, and I 
have iv my hand dispatches from sixty-four cigar-manufacturers who 
manufacture more than a third of the cigars made in this country, ad- 
waang this bill. Let me read one dispatch; I will not read them 
all: 


Hon. O. H. PLATT, 
Senate, Washington: 

Ninety-five per cent. of the e 
workmen approve the tobacco so! ule as 
it adopted. not allow youself to be deceived by specious argu 
the foreign manufacturers of Florida into changing the schedule to anythin, 
different than a uniform wrapper-rate of $2 or more, as otherwise you will 
surely undo all the good you are trying to achieve. 

STRATTON & STORM, 

. DEUTSCHE BROS, 


New YORK, June 13, 1890. 


nufacturers of this country and their 
Congress 


& CO., 
LANDA KAIM & STRONG, 
M. BRESLIN & SON, 
M. JACOBY & CO.. 
KAUFFMAN BROS., 
LOUIS ASH & CO. 


Cigar-Manufacturers Employing Five Thousand People. 


The signers of this telegram say that they employ 5,000 people. 

Mr. GORMAN. Where does that come from? $ 

Mr. PLATT. From New York. 1 have sixty-three others besides 
this, not exactly like this, from cigar manufacturers approving this 
schedule. I know in my own State the cigar manufacturers are in 
favor of it, and I know that those who have looked into it- do not be- 
lieve it is to hurt the cigar-making industry. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no doubt this statement came very largely 
from gentlemen interested in what is known as the Connecticut leaf. 

Mr. PLATT. Not at all. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ishall be glad to hear the Senator later on. There 
are at all events, to say the least, as intelligent men as are engaged in 
the business of manufacturing, the working people who belong to the 
eigar- makers“ associations, as well as manufacturers themselves, who 
take a very different view of this matter. 

Mr, PLATT. They have not protested here to any extent. 

Mr. GORMAN, As I have said once before, they came here to my 
knowledge, quite a number of them, and were anxious to enter their 
protest with their statements made up carefully, relying as they did, 
and as they believed they had a right to do, on Senators on the oppo- 
site side of the Chamber who took a different view in 1883. I refer 
especially to the Senator from Ohio, who took an active part in the de- 
bate on an amendment, offered by the then Senator from Kentucky, 
that 75 cents a pound was ample protection for the Sumatra leaf, and 
that there was no reason why it should be increased beyond that, un- 
less you put it now absolutely upon the necessity for creating revenue. 


— 
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That has not been averred except in the statement made off-hand by 
the Scnator irom Rhode Island, whieh I do not believe he is prepared 
to repeat. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, Iam. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very good. The Senator says he is. Then you 
are driven to the point where it is absolutely necessary to increase the 
revenues of the Government, and on that ground alone you put this 
increase, K 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not absolutely necessary, but this is one of the 
best places, in the opinion df the committee, for raising revenue. 

Mr. GORMAN. The note to the table which I have read says that 
this is for the purpose of affording additional protection to American 
interests, These gentlemen, if they had had the opportunity to ap- 
pear before the committee—and I have looked over their statements— 
would have shown conclusively that there has been no trouble what- 
ever with the American producers of the article which is fit to go into 
the wrapping of acigar. The prices of the tobacco of Connecticut, Wis- 
consin, and other portions of the country have advanced, and there is 
a great demand for all that can be raised. Once only in five years is 
there a sufficientamount raised in this country to begin to meet one-half 
of the demand. If you had confined it alone tothe wrappers, I could 
understand why the Senators, whose interests in their own States they 
think require it, would demand theincrease; but you have gone beyond 
that; you have gone beyond what was contended against by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, representing, as I understood, the Committee on Finance 
at that time, and you have included in this provision a tax of $2 upon 
every bale of tobacco which comes in that a single wrapper in it 
that is fit for cigars. You increase it from 75 cents to $2 pound. 

Ihave in my hand astatement of Heinemann Brothers, of Baltimore 
and I regret exceedingly that I have not the figures in detail here to 
furnish to the Senate—showing that, if that proviso is adopted and all 
of this tobacco is required to pay $2 a pound duty, no cigars where 
foreign tobacco is used for wrappers or any part -for fillers—and the 
best cigars made in this country are made in that way—ean be made 
in this country for less than 10 cents apiece, or nearly double the pres- 
ent selling price. The result inevitably will be to deprive our e 
of the opportunity of manufacturing cigars here out of mixed domes- 
tic and foreign tobacco, so that the smokers will be compelled to pay 
a higher price for the American-made cigars under the provisions ot 
this bill, or they will get foreign-manutactured cigars cheaper than 
they can be manufactured of that class of tobacco in this country. 

There is no necessity to put this enormous tax upon this industry 
for the sake of the few growers in Connecticut and Wisconsin and some 
other States of the Union. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Maryland mean to say that 
the increase of rates upon cigars is not equivalent to the increase ot 
rates upon tobacco? 

Mr. GORMAN. So the manufacturers think and so it looks to me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will read the text of the bill itself, 
I think he will be convinced at once that that is not true. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have looked over it and have gone through these 
tables. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘Theincrease on tobacco can not be more under any 
circumstance than about $2 a pound, while the increase on cigars is 
$2.50 a pound. That is a mathematical demonstration which I think 
no man can deny, that the increase upon cigars has been greater than 
it has been upon the materials. 

Mr. GORMAN. What becomes of the item of labor in the entire 
manufacture? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam talking about the relative protection which 
the cigar-manufacturers would have after this bill became a law, as 
compared with what they have under existing law. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like very much to see the figures of fhe 
Senator from Rhode Island. Idonot believe that any expert can work 
out that problem and bring about the result he bas just stated. In 
speaking of the increase in the rate of duty upon the manufactured 
article, the Senator leaves out entirely the difference in the cost of labor 
in this country. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam supposing that the present duties are eqni- 
tably arranged as between tobacco and cigars, and I merely meant to 
say that that relation was not disturbed; or, in other words, that the 
cigar-manufacturer had under the provisions of the bill now before the 
cense a greater protection than he has under the existing law, labor 
an $ 

Mr. GORMAN. That is a very different statement, I understand 
perfectly that in the matter of Sumatra-tobacco wrappers you want to 
put on a prohibitory duty practically so as to protect the growers in 
this country. Now, I should like to inquire of the Senator from Rhode 
Island why it is that they have changed the law in this proviso, which 
provides that if there is any tobacco whatever in the bale which is fit 
for a wrapper, the whole then shall pay aduty of $2 a pound, which 
includes all the tobacco that is used for filling. I should like to know 
why that increase has been made, 

Mr. ALDRICH. For the reason that the provision in existing law 
which was inserted in 1883 has been foundinoperative. The importers, 
who, I think, were largely instrumental in having the provision in- 


serted in 1883, have paid no attention to it, but have persistently and 
successfully evaded it. This amendment is suggested for the purpose of 
preventing frauds. 

Mr. GORMAN. Why, Mr. President, does the Senator from Rhode 
Island mean to be understood as saying that he desires to place a tax 
of $2 a pound upon all tobacco that comes into this country to be used 
only for filling? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; and I do not think this provision does that. 
It only applies to wrappers. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let us read it: 

Provided, n: bacco , 
package, or in bulk 2 1 —— on prone Bore the entire quantity 
of tobacco contained in such bale, box, or package, or bulk, shall be dutiable; 
if not stemmed, at $2 per pound. 

Tt will be seen from this that the entire quantity will be subject to 
a tax of $2 a 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator from Maryland had been familiar with 
the care which has been exercised by the Sumatra-tobacco packers to 
evade the 75 cents per pound duty, he would not have any fears on 
this subject. They pack it so that ninety-nine leaves weigh a pound, 
instead of one hundred, and send in bale after bale with ninety-nine 
leaves weighing a pound instead of one hundred leaves weighing a pound, 
so as to get it in at 35 cents a pound duty; and this shows what can be 
done in the packing of tobacco. I have no question whatever from 
what I have learned from experts that if this law goes into effect there 
will not a leaf suitable for wrapping come in a filler bale. It will come 
in at 35 cents, and not at $2 a pound. 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President, I am informed by gentlemen who 
are versed in the trade that it is not among the possibilities to make a 
bale of tobacco so that one leaf or more contained in it will not be fit 
for use as a wrapper. They say that that is the inevitable rule, and it 
can not be avoided. It does seem to me, therefore, that the Senator 
in charge of this bill ought to give us at least the act of 1883, so far as 
that class of tobacco is concerned, and not make this rigid and iron 
rule that the whole of it shall be compelled to pay a duty of $2. pound, 
and let our people at least have an opportunity to manufacture it into 
cigars in this country. I trust that merely for a small interest in the 
country this prohibitory rate will not be made all along the line. If 
we are determined to put what is practically a prohibitory duty upon 
Sumatra tobacco to be used for wrappers, for the benefit of Connecti- 
cut and other States which raise to that is fit to some extent to - 
be used for wrappers, I hope you will confine it to that; but do not ex- 
tend it to the tobacco that is used for filling, which a great many in- 
telligent men believe will tend to destroy the manufacturing interest 
in this 8 0 

Mr. PLATT. There is no intention of doing that, and the best in- 
formed tobacco-dealers do not believe that it will have that effect. So 
far as I know, the statement has only been put forth by one or two 
large importers of Sumatra tobacco, but I have letters from dealers, 
from expert dealers, who say there is no danger of it; and if it should 
prove that a $2 duty was assessed under that clause upon “‘filler’’ to- 
bacco, it would be time enough then when that was proved to remedy 
it, which everybody would be glad to do. There is no intention of 
doing it. It is not believed by expert dealers that it will do it. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ido not believe it is wise policy to enact a law 
and then come back to Con for a reduction. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly, 

Mr. CARLISLE. I think that it was conclusively shown in the 
hearings before the House Ways and Means Committee upon this sub- 
ject thatit is impossible to tell whether the leaf was or was not fit for a 
wrapper until it had been manipulated by the manufacturer; that is, 
moistened and tested. Now unless that can bedone everywhere, when 
a package of tobacco is made up abroad for shipment to this country 
it will necessarily follow that “fillers” will get in and be subject to 
this high rate of duty. That is a test which can be applied 8 
the manufacturer at his factory after the tobacco has reached 
coun - 

Mr. GORMAN. I haye no doubt the statement made by the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] isexactly correct, but the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] suggests that we enact this law and 
then permit the people to come back here after awhile, if ib is found 
to operatè badly and against the interests of the country, to have it 
remedied. 

Mr. President, both parties for eight years have been committed to 
a reduction all along the line upon the rates of duties, and every con- 
vention which has assembled of eitherof the great political parties has 
promised that. The reports of the committees in both branches hy the 
party now in the majority have asserted that they intended, so as 
they could, to reduce the burdens of taxation. 

But in every line of this bill, or practically in every line, at least in 
every important feature of it, we find increase and nothing but increase; 
and now it comes to an article which is produced in a few of the States 
ot the Union, an article of general consumption, consumed by the poor 
and the rich, and you deliberately put a tax upon the wrapper that 
comes from Sumatra, which is used all over the world and for which 
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here is no substitute, or at least none to equal it. Not content with 
that protection for a few growers, by this proviso you put all the 
tobacco that is used for fillers, if there happens to be asingle leaf in the 
bale, at the high rate of $2 a pound, which will in my judgment inter- 
fere seriously with the manufacture of tobaccos in this country and 
throw out of employment hundreds and thousands of men and women, 
and prevent men of ordinary means from getting at a fair rate, at a fair 
cost, a good cigar such as is made now in every city in this land. 

Mr. President, it may be and I believe it is the fact, as admitted by 
the Senator from Rhode Island, that the extravagance of this Congress 
in the appropriations which have heretofore been made and which you 
must make hereafter makes it necessary in this bill for you to increase 
the revenues of the Government. If that be true, then the Committee 


on Finance of this body and the Senators in charge of this bill ought to | ; 


furnish a statement to this body showing precisely what they expect 
to accomplish by the enactment of the increased revenue that you propose 
to raise, and let us discuss this bill fairly from that standpoint and 
make an adjustment of the taxation so that it may strike all interests 
fairly and not place the burden upon one or two articles. 

I have no.doubt that before we shall have finished the consideration 
of this bill, notwithstanding the promises of the majority in this body 
in convention and elsewhere to reduce taxation, they will be compelled 
to increase the taxation in the internal-revenue branch of this bill. 
You have driven up the rate of taxation for the purpose of protecting 
various industries until there is in many cases absolute prohibition of 
importation, and before we shall have finished the consideration of 
this bill on the 8th of September I predict that the majority of this 
body will be compelled to go back and increase the internal-revenue 
taxes so as to save the Treasury from bankruptcy. 

I repeat, Mr. President, that if that be true, if you now realize what 
was intimated by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] and by the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. ALLISON], you 
ought to stop at once and have a full and frank statement from the 
Committee on Finance or the Senators in charge of this bill, and let us 
discuss it from that point of view, and not alone from the protection 
point as it has been presented to us. 

The tables and the only report we have had are misleading. The 
committee claim in the note which I read that this increase wasalone 
for the purpose of protecting our industries. The Senator from Mis- 
souri has shown that the present rate of 75 cents a pound has been am- 
ple protection and that under it the prices have advanced, and that 
there is no reason from the protection standpoint for this provision, and 
necessarily the Senator from Rhode Island was driven to the other 
statement, that it was for revenue. If for revenue, it is due to the 
country, it is due to the minority side of the Chamber, that the major- 
ity shall state frankly how it is and let us proceed, as I have before 
stated, with this bill upon the basis of increasing taxation and of 
bringing more money into the Treasury, which has been bankrupted. 

Mr. PASCO, Mr. President, the existing law as to duty upon leaf- 
tobacco dates back as far as 1883. In the Mills bill and in the Senate 
bill passed at the last Congress there was no proposition to raise that 
amount, It stood then at the rate now proposed by the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], 75 cents and $1 per pound. The pro 
ition in the present bill is to raise the rate of duty to $2 and $2.75 per 
pound. The whole history of this matter during the present Congress 
shows that this is intended to be a prohibitory rate. The testimony 
of the witnesses, the arguments in the other House, the report of the 
committee, and the entire record show that this was not intended to 
be a duty for revenue, but a prohibitory duty. The reason for the in- 
crease is, as stated by the witnesses and as stated in the memorandum 
of the Finance Committee, that the use of Sumatra tobacco for a leaf 
wrapper, which commenced in 1880 or 1881, has reduced the price of 
American leaf-tobacco. I believe that this statement is erroneous, and 
the tables and figures, some of which have been given by the Senator 
from Missouri, support me in this belief. 

These figures are taken from the last census and the reports of the Ag- 
ricultural Department, and I will introduce them again and at length, 
commencing with the cigar-leaf price in Wisconsin before the importa- 
tion of the Sumatra tobacco, according to the census report of 1880: 


Value per | 


7 Value 
Year. pound. | ! Year: pound. 
| cents. i 


40 | or package, or in 


In Pennsylvania it was, before Sumatra was imported: 
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And alter the importation of Sumatra commenced it was, in— 
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Now, Mr. President, another table which I have here gives the price 
of Sumatra, duty paid, 1881 to 1889, in the United States: 


— Price per — Price 
Year. pound. || Year. pom 
1 — —Ü— 
15 $1.50 
1,60 
1.65 
1.80 


Sir, it is claimed that Sumatra leaf has very largely displaced the 
domestic tobacco asa wrapper; it is admitted that it possesses some ad- 
vantages, but itis said to be inferior in taste and that there are no good 
reasons why it should continue to be used as a wrapper, In behalf of 
the producer of the American leaf it is argued that if this increased 
tax is put upon it the Sumatra leaf will be displaced, it will be driven 
out of the market, and the use of American leaf-tobacco for a wrapper 
will be re-established. That is the reason which is given by the wit- 
nesses for the imposition of this tax. It has not been alleged or as- 
serted in the history of the case, so far as I have heard, until to-dky 
that this large increase was intended as a revenue tax. Asa matter of 
fact it is not, but it is, and is intended to be, prohibitory. But, Mr. 
President, I have seen a disposition, a determination, on the part of the 
majority to adhere to this increased tax, and believing that it can not 
be successfully resisted, I have made up my mind to attempt to correct 
another feature of the bill in this paragraph, and for that reason I sent 
an amendment to the desk yesterday evening which is printed in the 
RECORD of to-day, commencing on line 32, page 54, and going to the 
end of that ph. I will ask the Secretay to read it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The suggested amendment will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike ont ſrom pound, in 
line 23, page 54, to end of paragraph in line 3, page 55, and insert the 
following: 

Provided, That if any bale, box, or package contains but 20 per cent. or less 
of tobacco suitable for cigar-wra , the entire quantity of to contained 
in such bale, box, age, or in bulk shall be dutiable, if not stemmed, at 35 
cents per pound; if stemmed, at 50 cents per pound: Provided further, That if 
any bale, box, or package contains more than 20 per cent. of tobacco suitable 
for cigar wreppara; the entire quantity of tobacco contained in such bale, box, 

ulk, shall be dutinble, if not stemmed, at £2 per pound; if 
stemmed, at$2.75 per pound: Provided further, That if any tobacco imported in 
a bale, box, package, or in bulk shall consist of tobacco produced in different 
countries, the entire quantity of tobacco contained in such bale, box, package, 
or in bulk shall be dutiable, if not stemmed, at $2 per pound; if stemmed, at 


$2.75 per pound. 
The amendment will be considered 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
in its order. 

Mr. PASCO. I did not ask for the reading of the amendment at the 
present time for the purpose of immediate action upon it, but the sub- 
ject-matter has y been introduced by the Senator from Maryland, 
and while the paragraph is under discussion I desire to consider all the 
propositions it contains, 
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As suggested by the Senator from Maryland, under the nin 
the proposed law, if there is a single leaf of tobacco suitable for cigar- 
wrappers in any package, the whole will be subject to this high duty 
of $2 to $2.75 a pound. 

The people of my State are very largely interested in one branch of 
this cigar-manufacturing business, that is, the manufacture of the 
clear Havana cigars. At three important points large manufactories 
have sprung up. The island of Key West is nearly covered with them. 
A large suburb, Ybor City, has been built up in the neighborhood of 
Tampa by this industry; and at Ocala and other points mann- 
factories have also sprang up. The peculiar situation of Key West 
has made it a favorable place for the manufacture of these cigars. It 
is an island not large in extent, and the humidity of the atmosphere 
and other conditions are favorable for cigar manufacture, and the suc- 
cess in the manufacture of cigars there has been yery great. Similar 
favorable conditions are claimed for Ybor City and other places on the 
Florida peninsula, A large number of Cubans have come across to 
Florida and have settled at these different points, aud they have as- 
sisted very largely in the development of this manufacture at the points 
I have named. They are an industrious, thrifty, and energetic peo- 
ple. They have built for themselves houses and homes, and manufac- 
tories have gone up and millions of dollars have been invested and tens 
of thousands of people have gone there, and the manufuctories are in 
a most flourishing condition. A very large proportion of the clear 
Havana cigars now manufactured in this country are manufactured in 
Florida and throngh these people and these agencies. 

It is stated by those who favor this large increase of duty that the 
attempt is not to interfere with this manufacture of Havana cigars, 
that it is simply to prevent the manufacture of those cigars wrapped 
with the Sumatra leaf, and to substitute the domestic leaf as a wrapper 
for the Sumatra, ‘There are three general classes of cigars made in this 
country, the clear Havana, the seed and Havana,” and the 
clear seed.“ The clear Havana is made entirely of Havana tobacco, 
wrapper and filler. The seed and Havana is made with the Havana 
filler and a domestic or any other wrapper than Havana. The clear 
seed cigar is made of all domestic filler and all domestic or other in- 
ferior wrapper. The last class includes by far the largest quantity of 
the cigars manufactured in this country. The relative numbers of the 
three are 145,000,000 clear Havana, 1,100,000,000 Havana and seed, 
and 2,655,000, 000 clear seed, the entire manufacture in 1889 being in the 
neighborhood of 4,000,000,000 cigars. 

It is with reference to the first class, the clear Havanas, that the peo- 
ple of Key West, Ybor City, and the other points where this industry 
has been established in Florida, are interested. The plan proposed in 
the pending bill, of making every leaf of tobacco that is suitable for 
cigar-wrappers dutiable at the highest rate, will be very destructive to 
these people. As suggested by the Senator from Maryland, it practi- 
cally makes every bale of tobacco, whether to be used for filler or wrap- 
per, subject to the highest rate of duty. 

T have a statement with reference to the difficulty of separating the 
leaves suitable for fillers aad wrappers at the place of export, which I 
regard as correct, and I obtained some knowledge of the matter by 
talking it over with a great many people from my State, and with 
others who are familiar with the subject and who are interested in it, 
and I read it for the purpose of showing how difficult it is for a com- 
plete separation of the filler and the wrapper to be made in Cuba. I 
use it in preference to my own language because it is clearer and more 
concise than my own statement would be. 

Not so with the Cuban leaf-tobacco; size and soundness determine nothing in 
this respect. A tobacco leaf may be free from holes and large enough to wrap 
a cigar filler and still be wholly unsuitable for wrappers, because it is coarsein 
texture, or bad color, or defective in burn as a wrapper; but though unsuitable 
for wrappers because of these defects, such tobacco may nevertheless be useful 
for fillers, and some of the very best smoking cigars contain tobacco which, if 
used as a wrapper, would make a bad and unsalable cigar. It is, however, a 
fact that almost every package of tobacco imported from Cuba contains some 
leaf suitable for cigar-wrappers, hence under the wording of the bill nearly all 


the Cuban tobacco impo into the United States, except scraps, would be sub- 
ject to the higher rate. It is practically impossible to separate the wrapper leaf 


entirely from the filler leaf. 
~The farmer in Cuba, when he harvests his tobacco, does not know to a cer- 
tainty what will be suitable for wrappers; the sorter and packer does not 


know, and see, fo the leaf may be large enough its utility for wrappers is not 
ascertained until it is packed and has passed through the various stages of fer- 
mentation and has dried off. The manufacturer or dealer then draws samples, 
which he moistens with water and tests the texture, color, and burping, and 
then approves of the tobacco for wrapper purposes, or sets it aside for use as 
fillers. It has been said by those who favor the House bill that the importer, in 
order to meet the provisions of this bill, may separate and assort his wrappers 
from his fillers before shipping them to this country; that would be impossible 
without destroying the value of the tobacco; it would all have to be moistened 
#0 as to o; and examine each leaf, 
Now, when Havana tobacco is moistened after being cured and fermented its 
wrapping power is greatly impaired, if not al ther destroyed, unless it is 
for Wrapper purposes within two or three days thereafter. It can not be 
kept or dried off or 1 but it must be manufactured into cigars at once. 
Again, it has been said that all filler leaf might be stemmed and the wrapper 
eres selected or perforated or torn into small fragments before shipping; 
it would be impossible to hire — 6 sufficiently intelligent to break up every 
leaf large enough for a wrapper and still not break it into small scraps; and 
then the merchantable value of the article would be greatly reduced and the 
2 sex Scraps could be imported under the low rate, but a scrap filler 
is not desirable, 


Now, Mr. President, in further support of this proposition I wish to 


read some extracts from the evidence taken before the committee of the 
House which had this subjectof the revision ot the tariff under considera- 
tion. First I will read from page 972 the testimony of F. A. Schroeder: 


Now a few words on another point. It is proposed to have three or four 
specific duties on Jeaf-tobacco—one on wraps. leaf, one on filler leaf, and an- 
other on stemmed tobacco of both kinds. A law discriminating between wrap- 
pers and fillers can not be fairly or equitably administered, for the simple rea- 
son that no one can tell the dividing line between the wrapper class and the 
filler class in leaf-tobaceo; no one can toa ae tell what isa wrapper leaf 
except the manufacturer or operative after the l is moistened, stripped, and 
prepared for the cigar-maker's work-bench. Any cigar manufacturer will tell 
you that what is commercially known to the farmer and dealer under the name 
of wrapper is used for fillers about as often as it is used for wrappers. 


A little further on he says: 


Ihave here some carots of Cuban tobacco; they look alike, and a customs in- 
spector would readily class them as wrapper leaf; but one carot is not suitable 
fur wrappers, though it looks large and sound enough for wrap: „and the other 
is; one will be used for fillers, the other for wrappers. Still no two men will 
express the same judgment on asimple inspection; the tobacco must be manip- 
ulated by a manufacturer before he can tell what it is. 


Mr. MCMILLIN, a member of the committee, asks: 


What is its capacity to retain moisture? 

Mr. SCHROEDER, This carot is 142 as dry now as the other will be a year 
hence. I defy any inspector to tell which is a wrapper and which is a filler; no 
one can define the exact line between wrappers asa class and other of 
leaf-tobacco, f 

Mr. Gear, You say the inspector can not tell? 

Mr, SCHROEDER. He can not tell, unless he makes a cigar, first manipulating 
tho leaf, as the manufacturer does. 

Mr. LA FoLLETTE. What do you mean by 5 

Mr. SCHROEDER. By manipulation“ I mean the “ wetting” or casing of 
the tobacco, In its dry state it all looks entirely alike. How is the inspector 
to tell? He can not draw the dividing line; it is impossible; size does not in- 
dicate its utility for cigar 9 

The CuaramMay. What is the difference between one duty and the other? 

Mr. SCHROEDER, This article, if the proper duty intended to be collected under 
the regulations of the Secretary were collected on this it would be 83 cents, and 
that would be 76 cents. A difference of $70 per bale. An inspector ves 
$1,800 a year salary, and there are imported over 120,000 bales, I leave you to 
draw your own conclusions. 


Again Mr. Shroeder says: 


aught 
anad 
yalorem duty on tobacco, or 
known ee It is impossible to collect such a duty. You can not es? two 
specific duties on the article, because it is impossible to collect that equitably. 
And again: 

This [indicating] is American tobacco, and you see it is much larger. Here 
[indicating] is Sumatra tobacco. This is an article on which we are invariably 
required to pay thisamount of 75 cents per pound duty, because of the shortness 
of the leaf, which is small, and it takes a great many more than one hundred to 
weigh a pound. Onthatwehavetopay75 cents a pound. This is a finer article 
of Sumatra, and it is also 75 cents a pound. But the lightness of weight and the 
length of the leaf is no indication of value; leaf weighing less than one hundred 
per pound, paying 35 cents duty, is often of more value than that which pays 

uty, 


the higher x 

Mr. GEAR. plain the law on that point. 

Mr. SCHROEDER, The law reads this way: Leaf-tobacco of the requisite size 
and fineness of texture to be suitable for wrappers. The inspector admits that 
he never examines Sumatra tobacco as to fineness of texture. He simply says 
itis 75 cents if it takes more than one hundred leaves to the pound. “Have you 
examined as to that?! he is asked in court. He says, “No, we have not. Itis 
impossible to doit. We have no factory in the custom-house. Nobody 
ean tell that; but it is commercially known as wrappers,” 


Further on, he says: 


Do not leave us to the mercy of the custom-house inspector, who will claim * 
in a bale of fillers where 90 per cent. are suitable for fillers and 10 per cent. 
be suitable for wrappers that they should pay 75 cents a pound, even though 
he can not say to a certainty what percen ere may be, 
Mr, LA FOLLETTE. How much manipulation is required to discover whether 
it is a wrapper or filler? 
Mr. SCHROEDER, A manufacturer takes this tobacco, moistens it with water, 
and lets it lie until the water is pae through the fibers of the tobacco, or he 
tsitin a warm place, where it until thoroughly softened, and the quality 
s then tested by burning it, and he discovers what proportion, if any, he may 
use for wrappers. 
Mr. La FOLLETTE. Do you he does not know until he has subjected it to 
that test and waited for the period of time necessary to elapse? 
Mr. SCHROEDER. I say he does not. 
Mr, McMrLLIN. That process would destroy any sul uent bulk and it would 
3 to be used. It would be impracticable to apply that test in the custom- 
ouse, 
K Mr, SCHROEDER, It would not be at all practicable toapply that in the custom- 
onse. 
Mr. McMiLtrN., In purchasing, how is that determined by the purchaser? 
Mr. SCHROEDER, By subjecting samples to that treatment; the manufacturer 
would not dare buy a bale of Sumatra without that test, 
Mr. McMiıLLIN. Is it necessary to subject our tobacco to the same o ion? 
Mr, SCHROEDER., Not so much so, Our tobacco isa leaf; itis 2 
solidly and firm, retaining its moisture and flexibility, and you can tell about 
it very much quicker, But you can not tell whether the domestic wrapper is 
suitable for a wra; without burningit; that you must do. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. You must subject the domestic to that a n peat 
Mr. SCHROEDER, No manufacturer would buy any quanti domestic to- 
bacco unless he satisfied himself how it would take water. is, how it will 
eal of business done on confidence. 


the samples to that test. After the manufacturer seen 
by himself out of the package before he buysa lot of Sumatra tobacco, he wants 
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to test it to see how much it will yield and how is the 
he has done that, will he make up his mind whether he 
not. That is done both with wrappers and fillers. 


Now, Mr. President, it being so difficult to tell whether a certain 
leaf will make a wrapper or not, it is wrong, unjust, and unfair to im- 
this heavy ty, that if a single leaf that may possibly be used 
ig wrapper is found in a bale then the entire bale may be subject to 
this high rate of duty. 

The amendment I have proposed is to the effect that if more than 
20 per cent. is suitable for cigar-wrappers, the entire quantity of to- 
bacco then shall be dutiable at the higher rate. It seems to me that 
is a sufliciently high penalty, and affords a sufficient guard and pro- 
tection against fraud in importations, By the last clause of that amend- 
meut it is proposed— 


That if auy tobacco imported in a bale, box, package, or in bulk shall consist of 
tobacco produced in different countries, the entire quantity of tobacco— 


is subject to the higher duty imposed uponit. The objections that 
importers might pack 20 per cent. of Sumatra wrappers and 80 per cent. 
avana fillers is met by this last section of the amendment which pro- 
vides that only the products of one country be packed in one bale, under 
the penalties set forth; this will prevent fraud of that character. If 
pee together it is easily discovered, because there is no similarity 
tween the Sumatra and the Havana leaf. 

Mr. President, Iam opposed to this heavy duty upon the cigar leaf. 
I regard it as unnecessary. I think that the history of the manufact- 
ure of cigars since the introduction of Sumatra leaf shows that the 
American cigar industry has prospered and flourished all this time; 
that this increase of duty is not necessary; but if itis to be ae 
then this penalty should not be placed upon the importers of Havana 
tobacco, II it is, it will practically destroy the smaller houses in the 
business, and tend to throw the entire business into the hands of a few 
manufacturers. 

The difficulty which is apprehended by the large manufacturer is that 
it will break up his business. If so, it will drive these people out of the 
country, break up the manufacture, destroy this industry that has sprung 
up, and force these people out of the country. They have been flourish- 
ing and prospering here; er are useful citizens; they have formed a 
large industry which is valuable to the other industries of the country, 
and the business has been flourishing, improving, and increasing. 

The quantity of clear Havana cigars now made in this country is much 
larger fies the number imported, and it is not right or proper or fair 
to try to build up one industry, to canse one class of people to flourish 
by pursuing a course that will break down other industries and drive 
them from the country. 

At the proper time I shall offer the amendment which has been read, 
and the merits of which I have already discussed. 

Mr. SPOONER, Mr. President, I will take but a moment of time 
of the Senate. 

T confess to a very great surprise at the attitude of Senators on the 
other side of this Chamber upon this question. We have now been for 
twenty-five or twenty-six days engaged in the consideration of this bill, 
having gone over two hundred and twenty-seven items. I have list- 

. President, with great care and adequate interest to all the 
speeches which have been made on the other side of the Chamber, as 
well as upon this side, in reference to the various items of the bill. The 

on the other side, without any exception, so far as I am now 
able to recall, have been uniform in two aspects: 

First, Indignation, intense and denunciatory, against the protected 
manufacturing interests of the country, the ‘‘robber barons,’’ and all 
that. sa 

Second. In the most remarkable manifestation, pathetic in the ex- 

me, Mr. President, of Democratic interest in the poor, downtrodden 

er, that it would be possible to put into the nigga Joey They 
have pictured him to us taxed nearly unto death, ened almost 
without exception, Mr. President, with mortgages, and the tears shed 
on the other side of this Chamber for the tax-ridden and poverty- 
stricken farmer must have attracted the attention of the whole world! 

But here, Mr. President, having reached, after all these wearisome 
days, the first item of the bill which deals with an agricultural product, 
I expected the Senators on the other side would be pressing with wild 
and reckless haste after each other to join the procession of those who 
were endeavoring to look somewhat after the interest of their friends, 
the farmers. But, wonderful to relate, upon this proposition is made as 
vicious an attack as upon any of the preceding items of this bill. 

I think the farmers of those States who are engaged in the culture 
of cigar-leaf tobacco. will be quite warranted in coming to the conclu- 
soin that a great deal of the sympathy which has been so abundantly 
expressed for them on that side of the Chamber has been only orator- 
ical chaff, Mr. President, intended simply for campaign purposes. 

Mr. President, this is an agricultural product, and a great one. It 
is not a trivial agricultural interest. Senators forget that in a certain 
county of Pennsylvania, I believe the county of Lancaster, in thirty 
years there have been raised 338,413,000 pounds of cigar-leaf tobacco, 
which, at 10 cents per pound, would amount to $33,841,300, 

There are six States now contributing this agricultural uct of 

leaf tobacco, the States of Connecticut, Massachusetts, New York, 
0 Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin. The tor from Missouri [Mr. 


mality. And not until 
Coke to purchase or 


Vest] seemed to think that the product of Wisconsin was not entitled 
to much consideration, that it was very fluctuating, and could hardly 
be considered as one of the fixed agricultural products of that State. 

In 1879 Wisconsin raised 5,474,900 pounds; in 1880, 11,395,824 
pounds; in 1881, 8,702,770 pounds; in 1882, 10,443,324 pounds; in 1883, 
5,743,828 pounds. The crop that year was greatly injured by the 
frost. In 1884 Wisconsin raised 14,360,000 pounds; in 1885, 31,196,- 
000 pounds; in 1886, 27,714,000 pounds; in 1887, 11,273,000 pounds; 
in 1888, 12,846,000 pounds. : 

I will not stop to give the result in dollars for each of those years, 
but for most of the years it was largely in excess of $1,000,000 to the 
farmers engaged in that State in the raising of this cigar-leaf tobacco, 
mainly of the best quality produced in this country. 

Let me state, Mr. President—for it will take but a moment—in or- 
der to give an idea of the magnitude of this agricultural interest, the 
total product of the cigar-leaf growing States from 1879 to 1888. 

In 1879 there were 58,250 acres planted with this tobacco, raising 
65,566,350 pounds; in 1880 there were 92,843 acres planted, raising 
111,672,819 pounds; in 1881 there were planted 96,969 acres, raising 
105,684,084 pounds; in 1882 there were 94,000 acres, and so on down; 
in 1885, 114,453,000 pounds was the product; in 1886, 117,509,000 
Aras in 1887, 91,000,000; in 1888, 92,000,000 pounds of cigar-leaf 
tobacco. 


Mr. PLATT; What was the product of 1888? 

Mr. SPOONER. In 1888, 87,197 acres were planted, and the prod- 
uct was 92;244,500 pounds. 

Now, Mr. President, it has been said here that the importation of 
Sumatra leaf has had no injurious effect upon the farmers of these States 
who are engaged in growing cigar-leaf tobacco. They do not so con- 
sider it, nor do J, and it is a noticeable fact that from 1880, when the 
Sumatra leaf first made its appearance, to 1888, there was a decline in 
theeightyears, inthe domestic production of cigar-leaf tobacco, amount- 
ing to 19,688, 389 pounds, 

We have been wont to talk here and elsewhere of the necessity, Mr. 
President, of encouraging the farmer to diversify his agriculture, to 
enter into new fields of agricultural production. It has been thought 
wise to encourage the farmer to plant a new crop, to make a new vent- 
ure in the way of production. In Wisconsin our farmers entered upon 
theraising of cigar-leaftobacco. This product will, if protected, greatly 
increase, and it will extend to other States. 

The importation of the Sumatra leaf-tobacco has been increasing 
year by year, as the following figures will show: In 1880 there came 
in only 38 pounds; in 1881, 200,602 pounds; in 1882, 782,763 pounds; 
in 1883, 3,818,931 pounds; in 1884, 603,536 pounds; in 1885, 2,217,917 
pounds; in 1886, over 4,000,000 pounds; in 1887, over 4,000,000 pounds; 
in 1888, nearly 6,000,000 pounds; and in 1889, over 5,000,000 pounds, 

It must be borne in mind, Mr. President, that 1 pound of Sumatra 
leaf for wrapper purposes is equivalent to 4 pounds of cigar-wrappers 
of the best quality produced in the United States. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Will the Senator from Wisconsin yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. In 1889 the te importation of leaf- 
tobacco was 20,106,881 pounds, and in 1890 it was 28,728,150 pounds. 
That was the aggregate amount of the importation for those two years 
of leaf-tobacco. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, Mr. President, every Senator knows where 
this Sumatra tobacco is produced, and how it is produced; that it is 
entirely in the hands of the Holland companies, and that they raise it 
with cooly labor. I have before me some extracts from consular reports 
upon that subject which are very interesting, but which I will not take 
the time of the Senate to read, but will ask leave to incorporate in the 
few remarks I make upon this subject. 

Following are the consular reports referred to: 

On Eastern Sumatra, by Consul A. G. Studer: 

When the crop is matured each cooly cuts what he has Tr carries it to 
and delivers it at the drying-shed, where it is examined and classified into 
four or even five c the poor cooly having no voice in the planter’s deeis- 
ion of classifying, namely, very good, good, fair, middling, and inferior; and 
he is allowed so much (a figure mentioned in the contract) per thousand trees 
ofeach class. When the tobaceo-planting stock com) declare annually 
from 100 to 120 per cent. dividends, as, per statements in the papers, never con- 
tradicted, they have done for years, one can not help but know how outrage- 
ously unjustly the poor slukſes must have been dealt with, 

It isawful to think and ponder over it. Only a few weeks ago I read in two 
or three local and other eastern papers that the Arendsburg Tobacco-Planting 
Company in Delli had declared 120 per cent, dividend for Jast year. The plant- 
ing rates used to range, only a few years ago, from about $ for the lowest to 
$10 for the best thousand trees (not dollars in gold, but Mexican silver), and 
as a cooly rarely can plant over nine thousand trees of one crop, and has to 
clear, burn, and hoe a ponad, t and cultivate, out an in the 
tobacco, and find himself, including expenses from the time he left one 
can count at his fingers’ ends the handsome balance that will be due him from 
the planter. 

On Samatra, by Vice-Consul H. G. Wood: 


The industry is at present largely in the hands of Dutch planters, who have 
been attracted by the excellence of the climate and fertility of the soil and by 
the facilities afforded for acquiring land. There are now about fort: n 
who are, with few exceptions, Dutchmen, and backed by capital Ho! x 
though several companies were also formed with English capital, and some 
even with a combination of both. 


On East Coast ofSumatra, by Consul Lederer: 


After the rough pre tion of the soil the young tobaceo which have 
been grown in nurse from seeds, are plunted in the open field. e laborers 
employed are ali Chinese coolies, and each cooly receives a field for planting, 
the working of which he has to look after solely. The coolies.all live on the es- 
tate, in light wooden sheds, in gangs of eight to ten men. Each gang has its 
overseer, also of Chinese origin, and from five to ten gangs are superintended 
by s European assistant, or the manager himself ifthe estate issmall. Amid- 

e-sized estate cultivates about 350 to 400 fields per year, employs about an equal 
number of field coolies, besides about fifty to one hundred Javanese, 
and Malays, who are used for building sheds, sorting tobacco, eto. 

The field coolies are paid by the quantity and quality they deliver to the shed. 
By quality is understood the size and gencral r een of the leaves. The 
leat is generally ranged under four categories: First length of leaf, 15 inches or 
more; second length of leaf, 12 to 15 inches; third length of leaf, 9to 12 inches; 
fourth length of leaf, less than 9 inches. For 1,000 plants of first length the 
cooly gets paid $3 (Mexican); for the other inferior lengths less in proportion. 
A cooly produces about 15,000 good plants in his field, for which he gets 
paid extra at the rate of 20 to 30 cents (Mexican) per diem. 

In order to prevent the hung-up plants from getting rotten or mildewed dur- 
ing the process of drying, constant small smoke-fires arc kept burning in the 
shed. After a few weeks, when the plants are quite dry, they are taken down 
and all the leaves cut off thestalks, Thestalks are used as manure in the fields. 
The leaves are sorted by the coolies on five categories, namely, first, second, 
third, and fourth lengths, and one for broken leaf. They are tied in bundles of 
about sixty leaves each. For this work they are paid $4 (Mexican) per 1,000 


Boyans, 


dies. 

A good working cooly can pick and sort as much as 2,000 bundles per month, 
and the sorting takes about three months. For the work in the curing 
shed, which is always under the direct supervision of the manager and some 
European assistants, Chinese and Javanese coolies are employed and they gok 
ps by the day 20 cents (Mexican) per man, Some estates also — ond or 


his work Javanese women, who work norpan ohare the work is not 
equally good as that performed by the men. he women receive 10 cents per 
working day. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the substance of them? 

Mr. SPOONER. The substance is this: That they work by the piece, 
and get 15.8 cents per day. That is the substance of it. 

Mr. PLATT. How much do the Holland companies make? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know that the Holland companies have 
ever been bold enough or unwise enough to allow the world to know 
whatthey make. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask what rate of wages per day they are paid? 

Mr. SPOONER, But little over 15 cents per day. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is less than 2 cents a day among those who are en- 


gaged in the mining of mica, which is on an equality with the mica of 


New Hampshire, and the committee have left that upon the free-list, 
but we have asked for a little protection. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not now discussing the mica question. That 
has gone over for a day or two. 

Mr. BLAIR. It has gone over, but will undoubtedly be recognized 
later. The mining of mica is an old established industry, sixty years 
old in this country. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ifthe Senator from New Hampshire is willing, I 
will now proceed with what I was about to say. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am willing. Indeed, I think you made a strong 
point for mica. Do you not think so? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly the Senators on the other side, upon re- 
membering that this is a purely agricultural product, will be entirely 
willing, in the interest of the farmers, that abundant protection should 
be given it, even though it be incidental to a revenue duty, as the Sen- 
ator having this bill in charge characterizes this duty. 

The farmers of Ohio, of Wisconsin, of Pennsylvania, and Connecti- 
cut who are engaged in producing this item of agriculture should be 
protected against cheap cooly labor employed by the Holland com- 
pany on the island of Sumatra. Why not? They will not be likely 
to look with patience or toleration upon this Democratic hostility to 
their interests. 

It must be borne in mind that the use of Samatra leaf for wrapper 
p does not add at all to the quality of the cigar. ~ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Nor to the price of it. 

Mr. SPOONER. No, nor to the price of it. It improves the ap- 

nee of thé cigar because of the silky, fine quality of the leaf. But 
k is stated, and I believe is not contradicted, that no one would 
smoke a cigar made of Sumatra leaf, The filler must be of other to- 
bacco. The Sumatra leaf is good only for wrapper purposes. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to take up the time of the Senate in 
discussing this matter. I only want to add that I have, in common 
with the Senator from Connecticut, had a great many telegrams from 
cigar manufacturers in the United States insisting that in their inter- 
est and in the interest of their laborers the duty in this bill as it came 
from the House of Representatives be allowed to remain untouched. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the very great interest which the people 
of my State, without distinction of party or occupation, take in sustain- 
ing the duty named in the House bill, and as reported by the Committee 
on Finance of the Senate, is my only excuse for occupying the attention 
of the Senate. That people would perhaps feel that I had neglected 
their interest if I suffered a vote to be taken upon this clause without 
some statement as representing them. And after the very full and 
candid statement of the matter by the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
BPOONER] there is the less need that I should say anything. Perhaps, 
however, there are some points which he did not touch upon to which 
I might allude. 

I said the people of my State were all interested in this, and I think 
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one of the veteran Democraticeditorsof the country, advocates this duty. 


that is substantially true. There is no party division in Connecticut 
on the duties proposed in this schedule, and I assure my friends on the 
other side that the Democratic tarmers of Connecticut will learn with 
real grief that they are opposing this duty. There is no division among 
the newspa of Connecticut. The leading Democratic paper of my 
artford Times, published at Hartford, under the charge of 


I read: 
Tobacco is not a necessity. Dutch companies control the Sumatra 


crop, 
which is raised by labor that costs 4 centsa day per man. They send it here 
to break down the tobacco-raisers of Connecticut, Pennsylvania, and Wiscon- 
sin. But they do not reduce the price of cigars by sending their tobacco-leaf 
here, nor do they improve the quality by their bitter leaf, but injure it, though 
the weed makes a stylish T. 
gether, we can see no harm that would resu 
4 35 quite a benefit to our farmers who raise the Connecticut and Cuban 


By pose | it heavily or ruling it out alto- 
t to our people; but, on the other 


Although all the farmers in the State are not tobacco-growers, they 


all make common cause with those farmers who do grow tobacco, 


The farmers’ organizations in Connecticut have very generally passed 
resolutions asking me to sustain this duty, both the Grangers and the 
Farmers’ Political League, some of them being officered by Democrats 
and some by Republicans. From one end of the State to the other, 
among the agricultural people, among the cigar-manufacturing 
and among the consumers of cigars, there is but one sentiment on this 
subject. y believe that this proposed duty is right and just, and 
that it will help the agriculture of Connecticut while it will hurt no- ` 
body in the world. 

Mr. President, I must confess to a good deal of surprise that Sena- 
tors on the other side should have developed, when this item is reached, ~ 
such an indifference to the interest of the farmer and such a new-born 
love and zeal for the interestof the manufacturer, I will try to show 
before I get through that cigar-manufacturers are not harmed by this 
duty, and that those who understand the matter best are th ly 
satisfied that there is nothing here to harm them, But I can not let 
the opportunity pass without adverting to the change of scene which 
has come so suddenly into the free-trade show which has been on ex- 
hibition gratis here for the past six weeks, 

The manufacturer has been pictured as a kind of ogre and atrit com- 
bined, a terrible creature, overgrown and pampered, having no regard 
for the interest of anybody, preying uponall the interests of the coun- 
try, and especially upon the agricultural people. ‘‘ Robber,” every 
epithet thatit has been possible ſor anybody to conceive, has been applied 
to the manu facturer—the rich manufacturer, the grasping manufacturer, 
the monopolist manufacturer, the robber manufacturer, I have heard 
it over and over, day in and day out, from that side of the Chamber. 
I have never seen such a case of nervous apprehension as Senators upon 
that side of the Chamber have exhibited when they were talking about 
the manufacturer, a kind of nervous tremor, as if he was the only be- 
ing in the world, on earth or in the sea, that they were afraid of, and 
he ought to be put down and put ont of sight. 

The love which they have exhibited for the farmer has been touch- 
ing and pathetic. The farmer has been told that these manufacturers 
were preying upon him; that the manufacturers were a favored class 
here, the only class that could secure a hearing before the Finance 
Committee; that nobody else was permitted to come before that com- 
mittee; and that the Finance Committee listened to them without re- 
gard to the interests of the eulturists of the country. 

I can not understand, Mr. President, why this change has come over 
the spirit of the dreams of Senators. Here for the first time in this 
bill we strike an agricultural product, and, forsooth, there must be no 
increase of duty upon it, because it is going to harm the manufacturer; 
because it is going to cost the manufacturer a little something more to 
produce his cigars (they are mistaken about that) if this duty is put on 
to relieve the agriculturist. 

The agriculturists of Connecticut will not be able to understand it 
either. They will begin to tltink that this zeal for the farmer is, after 
all, but a hatred of the doctrine of protection in any form. 

Now, I think that the agriculturists have perhaps had reason to say 
that they have not been fairly and adequately protected in other bills 
which have heretofore been and I think they have hada right to 
say that when an industry like this, not a Connecticut industry, but an 
industry extending over six or eight States in this Union—that when 
an industry like this is to be considered they ought to have, and they 
have a right to have, such protection accorded to them as will enable 
them to compete with a foreign industry where labor is only paid 15 
cents a day and where the product is controlled by a foreign monopoly 
which declares 200 per cent. annual dividends. 

I think they are right about that. So far as I am concerned, Iregard 
this duty as a protection to the agriculturists of Connecticut and other 
cigar-leaf growing States; and I am glad to say here that my idea of 
protection is not confined to any class of citizens of the United States 
engaged in these productive industries, but thatit reaches to all classes, 
I would protect manufacturer, the laborer, and the miner every- 
where, but the agriculturist no less, 

The farmer has been told that there was nothing that was raised by 
him where the imposition of duties could benefit him; that putting a 
duty on wheat does not benefithim. I think it does directly. + I think 
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the time 1s coming, if it has not already come, when the farmer will | He says that the total cigars imported into the United States in 1889 


find it pretty difficult to sell his wheat in this country in competition 
with the Canadian, Argentine, Russian, or Indian wheat, without a 
tariff to protect him. 

But Democratic Senators say thatit does not protect him; and they 

.say that the duty on his corn does not protect; that the duty on his 
barley does not protect, and ail that, and that there is nothing that 
he raises upon which he can receive any direct protection. But here 

` is a product which can be directly protected and yet they are just as 
ot opposed to its protection as they are to the protection of the 
manufacturers’ products. 

Now, Mr, President, it is idle to say that the importation of Sumatra 
tobacco has not unfavorably and disastrously affected the raising of 
American cigar-leaf tobacco. The statistics show that it has. My own 
State, Connecticut, in 1879 raised 14,000,000 pounds; I do not give the 
odd figures; in 1880, 15,400,000; in 1881 Connecticut raised 13,700,- 
000 pounds. Then the Sumatra tobacco came in. In 1882 production 


fell to 9, 700, 000 pounds; in 1883, 9,500,000 pounds; in 1884, 9,400,000 
nds, Then, Mr. President, a duty having been imposed which, 
for the time being, checked the importation of Sumatra tobacco, in 


1885 the production ran up again to 12,000,000 pounds; in 1886, 11,- 

600,000 pounds. Then the people who were importing Sumatra to- 

bacco found out how they could evade the law, and the importations 

were increased, and the next year, 1887. the product in Connectient 

fell off to 9,000,000 pounds. In 1888 it was 9,603,000 pounds as 
t 15,400,000 pounds in 1880. 

I do not need to argue, in view of this showing, that the price has 
decreased; all the newspaper figures in the world not change 
that fact. If there are any abandoned farms in- Connecticut, about 
which we have heard so much and which have so excited the pity of 
Senators on the other side of the Chamber, those abandoned farms will 
be found to have among them tobacco farms; and here is an opportu- 
nity to rehabilitate them, and yet there is no disposition on the other 
side of the Chamber to do it. They exhibit great pity for our aban- 
doned farms, but when a proposition comes to rehabilitate them they 
exhibit an utter indifference, or ratber a sort of joy that they are 
abandoned because the industry is no longer profitable. 

There are towns in Connecticut where the industry has ceased on 
account of this importation of Sumatra tobacco. ‘Take the town of 
Farmington, which my colleague knows about. There were only three 
persons in that town growing tobacco last year, whereas formerly it 
was an extensive industry there. The town of Rocky Hill isin almost 
the same situation. And many other towns in which tobacco-growing 
was a profitable industry before the Sumatra invasion have abandoned 
it altogether. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator from Connecticut yield for an in- 


? 
1 PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connecticut 
yield? 

Mr. PEATT. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. What proportion of the total amount of cigar-wrap- 
pers consumed in this country is imported, and what amount is do- 
mestic? 

Mr. PLATT. I am unable to catch the Senator’s question, and 1 
do not know that I could answer it if I were. 

Mr. GIBSON. What proportion of the total amount of cigar-wrap- 

that kind of tobacco with which cigars are wrapped, does the 
domestic industry produce ? 

Mr. PLATT. I think about two-fifths. 

Mr. GIBSON. About two-fifths? 

Mr. PLATT. I may not be accurate, but I think it is practically 
two-fifths, and that three-fifths are in foreign wrappers. I havein the 
testimony somewhere the exact figures, but they are not in my mind 
at this moment and I can not recur to them. But I should say that 
of the 4,000,000,000 of cigars annually manufactured, 2,500,000,000 
were foreign and 1,500,000,000 were domestic wrapped. Before this 
importation of Sumatra tobacco began nineteen-twentieths of all the 

produced in this country were wrapped with American wrappers. 
. GIBSON. What is the estimated value of this particular in- 
dustry that produces this form of tobacco? 

Mr. PLA’ I am unable to give statistics to answer that question 
accurately. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, if the Senator from Connecticut will 
permit me, I will state that my investigations show that the amount 
of clear-seed cigars manufactured in this country was 2,655,000,000, 
out of 3,509,000,000. By the clear-seed cigars, I understand those 
covered with American wrappers. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President—— . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connecticut 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr.PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. VANCE. I have a statement which will perhaps answer the 

uestion. This statement was made by ex-Senator Thomas before the 

ce Committee. He is a cigar-dealer in the city of New York, and 
3 he gives he professes to have obtained from the official 


amounted to 110,500,000; that the total cigars manufactured in the 
United States in 1889 amounted to 3,947, 000,000; the imports being 
2.8 per cent. of the quantity manufactured here. He gives the manu- 
facture in New York City in April, 1890, as 66,000,000, being in one 
month 6 per cent. of the total amount of cigars imported. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I have now the testimony to which I 
alluded, the statement of Mr. J. S. Van Duser before the Committee 
on Ways and Means. I think there is no man more capable of speak- 
ing about this matter than he. In referring to Mr. Schroeder's esti- 
mate and accepting Mr. Schroeder’s figures, he says: 

Seven million pennie Mr. Shroeder stated, were imported in 1889. 
would wrap, at the estimate made by Mr. Schroeder, 2,333,333,000 cigars. He 
States in his paper that the Havana 1 imported last year would wrap 
120,000,000 cigars. Add the 120,000,000 Havana wrappers to the 2,333,333,000 of 
Sumatra wra; rs, and we have a total of 5 in 1889 amount- 
ing to 2,453,335,000. We made nearly 4,000,000,000 cigars, Thisleaves about 1,500,- 
000,000 cigars to be covered with domestic wrappers, Live-eighths of all our 
American cigars were wrapped with foreign wrappers, whereas eight years ago 
more than nineteen-twentieths of them were w: with home-grown tobacco. 
Can such a change be brought about without the home producer feeling its 
harmful effect on his industry ? 


Now, Mr. President, I will go on with what I had in mind. Cer- 
tain statistics were published in the Tobacco Journal, a paper pub- 
lished in New York, representing, as I suppose, the tobacco trade, and 
largely the importing tobacco trade, by which it was attempted to be 
shown that the importation of Sumatra tobacco had not decreased the 

rice of the American wrapper, and those figures were cited here a 

ittie while ago by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. After they 
were published, the representative from a tobacco district in Connect- 
icut, Hon. Mr. SIMONDS, sent home to get the actual facts in relation 
to this matter and the replies received by him have been furnished 
me. Mr. President, I am not going to read all that I have here, but 
some of the most striking papers I am going tocall attention to. Here 
is one from the New England Tobacco-Growers’ Association which I 
want to read: . 

Hon. O. H. PLATT, 

United States Senate: 

We, the officers, directors, and executive committee of the New England 
Tobaceo-Growers’ Association, do hereby enter our earnest protest inst the 
statements and figures incorporated in anarticle published in the United States 
Tobacco Journal under date of July 26, purporting to give the prices received 
by growers of domestic tobacco both before and since the advent of foreign 
wrapper leaf in our markets. The said article was prepared for the avowed 
purpose of influencing the United States Senate upon the tobacco clause of the 
tariff bill; and we most emphatically claim and insist that the figures and state- 
ments in said article are misleading, and that they give a wrong impression re- 
garding the status of the industry they are supposed to represent, bothas 
the series of years p ing and those following the advent of foreign leaf in 
our manufactories. The absurd figures incorporated in the article aforesaid 
are therein stated to have been taken from the Connecticut State census of 187 
and ee We deny that there was a State census taken in cither of these years 
mentioned. 

Our further objection to the article is that it in no way explains the general 
situation; that its ng oh are in no way adequate to cover the constantly chang- 


ing requirements w he market de: 
The fact thatthe acreage devoted to tobacco-growing in New England has 
decreased from 33 to 50 per cent. even in districts that are peculiarly dependent 


upon tobacco asa staple and almost only crop shows conclusively that the 
importation of foreign wrapper leaf has not reverted to the advantage of domes- 
tic growers. With the increased consumption of cigars in this country our 
industry should have largely increased in the past ten years, at least in pro- 
duction; instead, we find a steady and constant decrease in the acreage, a 
confined to no locality or section, but being distributed throughout the entire 
leaf-growing districts. 

Previous to 1880 the only leaf grown was known as Connecticut seed-leaf; 
since foreign wrappers have been used, fashion has necessitated the srowinn 
of Havana seed, in order to compete with the aforesaid foreign tobacco, Th 
is a more expensive crop to produs and its chances more precarious, and 
besides it yields comparatively only two-thirds the average weight per acre. 
This competition has really us to the extremity of selling our wrap- 
pers at binder prices for the past eight years, entailing an actual loss to the 

wersas a y. 

We further wish to indorse the position of Congressmen Smioxps and La 
FOLLETTE regarding the tobacco clause, knowing the statements made by 
them in their remarks during the debate in the House to be facts, and we re- 
spectfully ask that the tobacco clause remain unchanged. 

E ACKLEY, President, 
THADDEUS GRAVES, Vice-President, 
S, G. HARDIN, Secretary and Treasurer, 
E. N. PHELPS, 
HORACE FRY, 
LUTHER H. GRANT, 
H. H. AUSTIN,. 
LAWRENCE V. LESTER, 
TIMOTHY SEDGWICK, 
MARTIN FRISBIE, 
M. F. ANDROSS, 
A. C. STERNBERG, 
Executive Committee. 


I also present a letter, addressed by cigar manufacturers and dealers 
in New York, to the Finance Committee on thissubject. It is numer- 
ously signed, and I will omit the names, giving only the text. 

New YORK, July 31, 
Sesate Frxaxcy Commirrer, Washington, D. C.: 

GENTLEMEN: We, the undersigned . of this city, repre- 
sent the majority of the trade of, this city; most of us had n in this busi- 
ness many years prior to the importation of Sumatra tobacco, and are fuily ac- 

usinted with the relative values of domestic-grown tobaccos before and since 
the influx of tobacco from the island of Sumatra. The price of seed-leaf tobacco, 
which can be borne out by res and statistics, but which we have not at 
hand just now, was, the years 1870 and 1890, 25 cents per pound, and 
the same tobacco, between the years 1880 and 1890, was 12} cents per pound, 
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1890. 
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These are actual facts, gentlemen, and can not be controverted b; in 
this trade. Any newspaper twaddle that may reach the ears of Snae Fan 
does not amount to anything in the face of these actual facts. 


Mr, W. F. Andross, secretary of the State Agricultural Society of 
Connecticut, writes me as follows: 


Dran Sie: A recent issue of the United States Tobacco Journal contains an 
article on the Price of domestic tobacco before and after the importation of 
Sumatra.” The said article quotes figures purporting to be taken from the cen- 
sus of 1890 to prove the utterly absurd and untruthful statement that the price 
of domestic leaf has steadily advanced since the advent of Sumatra leaf in our 
markets. Although these figures are taken from the census, they do not even 
approximately show the status of the tobacco production of the years repre- 
sented by them, as every grower knows. 

The very fact that the production of domestic tobacco has fallen off nearly 
half in acreage under the competition with Sumatra leaf, that warehouses all 
over the tobacco-growing districts are lying empty and idle, that many of the 
e RYT were closed the past season, that the e has been still fur- 
ther ueed the present year, ought to be a satisfactory offset to the desultory 
figures of the census, which no system of enumeration in the world can make 
at all accurate in the case of the tobacco-growing industry, as every grower 
and every census enumerator knows. 

Ihave just completed the eleventh ceusus of the town of South Windsor, 
Conn., the oldest and, I believe, the most important tobacco town in the United 
States considering the quality of leaf produced here and the reputation it has 
always borne, and I know whercof I speak. 

I find that from the assessors’ list of 1880 (more accurate figures than the cen- 
sus) there has been a decrease of over 40 per cent. in the number of acres grown 
in 1889 as compared with those the town in 1880; and that while only 
those growers remain in the business whose soils and methods are the best 
adapted for the production of the finest and most desirable leaf. the price has 

ned over 33 per cent. Many farms in this town are lying idle to-day be- 
cause of the declinein the tobacco-growing industry. Do these facts tend to 
prove the claim of the Tobacco Journal that the price has continually advanced 
since Sumatra came into fashion? 

Every manufacturer, every cigar-maker, who has taken sides with the im- 
pen of Sumatra for certain well-understood reasons, and who have petitioned 

mgrëss to drop the tobacco clause of the bill now pending, knows that they 
first used the Sumatra leaf under protest. Each and every one of them claimed 
that the leaf was bitter and an injury to ap filler or a good cigar. Bitter as 
this foreign leaf may be and is, the manufacturers’ denunciation of it was in- 
finitely more bitter when it frst claimed the attention of the smoking public of 
this country. Whatever it was then it is now. e claim was set forth in 1881 
9 the manufacturers, and it is generally admitted to-day, that no leaf is so suit- 
able for a fine pipar wrapper as certain qualities of domestic leaf. 

Notwithstanding this, blind fashion has decreed otherwise, mainly from the 
fact that Sumatra leaf has been absolutely forced upon the manufacturer and 
che smoker, and the result is that the growers of domestic leaf can not produce 
it to-day at the prices necessitated by the supremacy of this foreign competitor 
in our markets. As the Journal shows the figures for the Connecticut crops, 
S% stand respectively: 1876, 10.50 cents; 1877, 11 cents; 1878, 11.25 cents; 1879, 

„44 cents, 

‘This was before the importation of Sumatra. Now let me show the receipts 
from the product of my own farm for these years, when the highest point of 
production had been reached and internal competition had reduced the Con- 
necticut leaf to the minimum figure. Prices obtained in the open market were 
as follows; 1876, 23 cents; 1877, 18 cents (poor crop); 1878, 22 cents; 1879, 22} 
cents; 1880, 20 cents, 

Now, beginning with the importation of Sumatra, the Journal shows these 
prices for Connecticut: 1832, 13.75 cents; 1883, 13.33 cents; 1834, 12.25 cents; 1885, 
12.33 cents; 1886, 13.75 cents; 1887, 14.75 cents. ? 

For the series of years my figures were respectively: For 1882, 19 cents; 1883, 
13 cents; 1884, 13 cents; 1885, 11 cents; 1836, 10 cents; 1887,8 cents; 1888, 9 cents; 
1889, 9 cents. 

My farm may be considered safely the average of the best tobacco-growing 
district, but does not show the general average, which is at present far below 
these figures, much of the leaf of 1889 having been sold for 5 or 6 cents, and an 
acknowledged serviceable crop at that. What is true of ‘the Journal figures 
concerning Connecticut leaf is, I think, equally true regarding Wisconsin and 
Pennsylvania leaf, as these figures forthe 3 the advent of Sumatra 
are absurdly low, according to the quotations of sales made by the leading trade 
journals during those years. 

The Journal makes the further puerile statement in explanation of the in- 
0 price indicated by their figures that this noted rival,” Sumatra, 
“stimulated the cigar industry to monster efforts": by raising the quality of 
ci This nonsensical statement needs no comment. 

oes the Journal suppose that saytin more than the natural increase in 
the consumption of cigars has developed in the past few years, because of the 
inereased use of Sumatra, a leaf every way objectionable in its flavor and smok- 
ing qualities? Does it suppose that when nine-tenths of our cigarsare wrapped 
wits it that it stimulates the domestic industry? If so, why the decrease in 
production to such an alarming extent? Why this unanimons cry from the 

wers that they are being ruined? Why does every agricultural society and 
feta: organization indorse the tobacco clause as passed by the House and 
insist on its retention? 

The Journal further says: This outrageous duty of $2 per pound will re- 
duce co ndingly the value of domestic leaf to the level of the ante-Sumatra 
period.” This is just what the growers unanimously want to be reduced to, 
and all they ask for. Place us on that level, even eer een we are 
satisfied. Without protection the to wing industry of Connecticut 
must be abandoned. By the expensive methods now necessary to produce what 
is required by the market we can not grow tobacco ata profit at even the fig- 
ures submitted by the Journal as the result of the stimulus furnished by th 
rival, Sumatra. Twelve cents per pound average does not pay an annual profit, 
and leaves nothing for failures, e idea that competition that takes nine- 
tenths of our business away from us enhances our chances of a living is non- 
sensical. I thus submit a few of the points thoroughly understood by growers 
and dealers alike as facts, which are from a basis of truth incontrovertible, 


Respectfully, 
Hon. O. H. PLArr, Washington, D. C. 
Mr. President, as I said a little while ago, the representative from 
the tobacco district whose statements had been impeached by the To- 
baceo Journal sent out through Connecticut to tobacco-growers of 


twenty or more years’ experience a statement for them to fill up and 
sign, as to how long they had been engaged in the production of to- 
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bacco, the price which they obtained for crops after 1865 and prior to 
and since 1880, what it had brought, the average price since 1880, and 
what the last crop had sold for; and I have here two hundred and 
seventy-five returns made to him by the tobacvo-growers in Connecti- 
cut, which utterly and absolutely disprove this statement, and a great 
many of those tobacco-growers I know personally. 

For instance, I take one, Norris Holcomb, of the town of Bloomfield, 
who says: 

I have raised tobacco for about thirty years. The average price at which I 
sold my tobacco crop after 1865 and prior to 1830 was, per pound, for wrappers, 
82 to 55 cents; for seconds, 12 to 15 cents; for fillers, 5 to 10 cents. The major 
part of my crop was wrapper. Since 1830 my tobaccocrop has been usually sold 
unclassified, at a through price. 

Since 1890 the average at which I have sold my tobacco crop is about 10cents 
per pound; the last price being 13 cents per pound. The price has steadily de- 
creased since 1880. 


a CARLISLE, That was for fillers and wrappers both, as I under- 
stand. i 

Mr. PLATT. That wasa through crop. But for the wrappers prior 
to that time he got 32 to 55 cents, and the major portion of his crop he 
says was wrappers. 

Now, I might cite the names of gentlemen who are known all over 
the State of Connecticut. There will be different prices stated for 
which they sold. For instance, here is one of Mr. Newell St. John, 
who says his average price before 1880 was 45 cents; for seconds, 20 
cents, and for fillers, 10 cents, He says since then he has sold his aver- 
age crop at 10 cents a pound, his last price being 74 cents a pound, and 
his prices are about the average of all the two hundred and seventy- 
five statements. You will find that in a large number of these state- 
ments the men making them have gone out of business because they 
can not continue it. Why should they not? Itcan not be otherwise. 

Take Mr. Schroeder’s own statement of the amount imported last 
year. He says that in 1889 there were 7,200,140 pounds of Sumatra 
tobacco imported, the largest quantity in any one year. Now, it is said 
that 1 pound of Sumatra will wrap as many cigars as 3 pounds of do- 
mestic leaf; some say as many as 4 pounds; but I take it at 3 pounds 
only, and there would be about 22,000,000 pounds of American to- 
bacco displaced by that importation of 1889. The importation has 
gone on in a remarkable way since this tariff bill has been under con- 
mere For instance, I find this New York dispatch, dated June 
30, 1890: 

Steamer Rotterdam, which arrived Sunday from Antwerp, brought the un- 
usual quantity of 4,750 bales of Sumatra tobacco, valued at over $1,500,000. This 
is the largest single consignment ever received at New York, and it may have 
been hurried in anticipation of possible increased duty; in fact, for this reason 
some cigar-manufacturers have already laid in a year’s supply. . 

Now, Mr. President, I insist that this agricultural industry in the 
United States is entitled to live. If it were true that this Sumatra 
wrapper made a better or a cheaper cigar there would be some argu- 
ment on the other side, but the fact is that itdoes not. It is univer- 
sally admitted that it does not make a better one; it is capable of 
demonstration that it does not make a cheaper one than when wrapped 
with domestic tobacco. 

Take these very figures which Mr. Schroeder, the importer, gives us. 
The average price he gives for Sumatra for the year 1889, duty paid, 
was $1.80 per pound. Now, suppose that 3 pounds of American to- 
bacco were required to wrap as many cigars as 1 pound of Sumatra; that 
would put the price of American wrappers at 60 cents a pound. So 
that the manufacturer could have afforded to pay 60 cents s pound for 
American wrappers and manufacture his cigars as cheaply as to buy 
Sumatra at $1.80 per pound, much of which cost very mach more 
that, the best es of it as high as $2.50; but $1.80 is, Mr. Schroeder 
says, the average pie of Sumatra tobacco for the last year, and the 
average price would be equal to 60 cents a pound for American wrap- 
pers; they have been sold in the market at wholesale, as everybody 
knows, at about 40 cents; so that it costs the American manufacturer 
more to wrap his cigars with Sumatra tobacco than with domestic 
wrapper leaf. 

Mr. VANCE rose. 

Mr. PLATT. Now, some Senator is about to rise and ask me wh 
it is that the American tobacco does not bring a higher price, why it 
is that the price has been depressed, why it is that the manufacturer 
doés not use domestic if he can get it cheaper. I will tell you why. 
As I said, the Sumatra wrapped cigar is not so good a cigar as the do- 
mestic wrapped cigar. Forall tobacco purposes Sumatra wrap is value- 
less, and worse than valueless, except so far as it pleases the eye. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President—— 


Mr. PLATT. Its taste is bitter and disagreeable. The man does 


not live who can smoke a cigar made of Sumatra tobacco. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connecticut 
yield to the Seaator from North Carolina? 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator yield for a question? I would like 
to ask the Senator what the price of Connecticut seed-leaf is now, 
wrappers ? N 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. Dwight Loomis, one of the largest purchasers of 
tobacco in Springfield, Mass., says that the average price for seed - lea 
tobacco since 1880 is from 11 to 12 cents a 


Mr. VANCE. Now, Mr. President, if the duty on the Sumatra to- 
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|bacco, which the Senator says competes (being 75 cents a pound), can 
not change the price any more than 11} centsa pound, how much does 
the Senator expect the daty of $2 will raise it? 

Mr. PLATT. Oh, Mr. President, I was trying to state why it was 
that the price had decreased on this importation of Sumatra tobacco. 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator was reprimanding us on this side of the 
Chamber for not being sincere in the interest of the farmers, and I want 
to know, sir, and I would like to have an answer to my question, if 75 
cents a pound can not increase the price of Connecticut tobacco to over 
11} cents, how much will $2 increase it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think thereis a misapprehension. I think the 
Senator from North Carolina was inquiring for the value of the wrap- 
per. ‘Thirteen cents is the value of the whole crop together, part of 
which is cheap filler, ete. I do not know, but I suppose the wrapper 
then sold was new, but it is usually the whole crop. I suppose the 
wrapper would be from 30 to 60 cents a pound. 

Mr. PLATT. I had just stated, Mr. President, that Connecticut 
wrappers could be bought of wholesale dealers on the market anywhere 
from 30 to 45 cents a pound. 

ots VANCE. That is the quotation for the best wrappers, I under- 
stan 

Mr. PLATT. For the best wrappers. 

Mr. VANCE. ‘Then it represents 50 cents a pound of extra duty in 

the air, and is doing the producer no good whatever. 

Ur. PLATT. If the Senator had not interrupted me, and if he had 
3888 a few moments, he would have understood just what I think 
about it. : 

Mr. VANCE, I beg your pardon. 

Mr. PLATT. Now, this Sumatra leaf came in at first cheaper than 
the American product, and therefore put down the price of the Ameri- 
can product. Subsequently the Sumatra came to be dearer, but the 
price of the American product having been decreased did not increase 
as the foreign product 15 —— the dearest, and I will give the reason 
why it did not. AsIsaid, the Sumatra wrapper is valueless, and worse 
than valueless. It is simply a beauty to the eye. It makes, as one 
witness said, a dude“ cigar. To the man who smokes, desiring a 
good cigar, it is absolutely worthless, but to the man who smokes 
with his eyes,“ as one witness said, it makes a better-looking cigar. 

So that it has come to be the fashion, and the manufacturer meets 
the demand of fashion by using the Sumatra wrapper in place of the 
domestic wrapper. Thus the Sumatra displaces, crowds out, lessens 
the demand for the domestic leaf, and consequently decreases its price. 

It does not make as good a cigar or as cheap a cigar, but some manu- 
facturers think they must use it to gratify the fashionable demand for 
an inferior product. 

Exclude the Sumatra wrapper, and the domestic wrapper will 98 
be used, at no greater cost than the Sumatra, but the product will be 

tly improved. 

I think while this duty may not entirely protect the American grower 
by the exclusion of Sumatra leaf, it will have the effect to make the 
American manufacturer of cigars buy the domestic wrapper. I will 
agree thatif he is going to continue to buy the Sumatra leaf his cigars 
will cost more. Buthecan buy theAmerican wrapper, which is better, 
and make as good cigars—yes, better cigars—without in any way in- 
oe the cost price of thecigars which he now wraps with Sumatra 
Mr. President, I said the most intelligent cigar-makers understand 
this. I have in my hand, which I alluded to when I wason my feet 
before, dispatches from over 60 cigar-makers in the city of New York 
and elsewhere, producing many million cigars per year. 

Mr, PASCO. I would like to ask the Senator from Connecticut if 
any of those telegrams that he has seen are known to be from manu- 
facturers of the pure Havana cigars. 

Mr. PLATT. Quite a large number of them are. Some of them are 
from manufacturers of domestic cigars, and some of them are from man- 
ufacturers of cigars made of Havana filler with Havana leaf, and some 
from manufacturersof bothkinds. Thecigarmanufacturer who under- 
stands this matter 

Mr. PASCO. Are any of them from manufacturers of pure Havana 
cigars? 

Mr. PLATT. Some of them are, as I understand. Thecigar mũnu- 
facturers who have studied and understand the subject and who have 
sent me these dispatches are satisfied with the proposed duty, and they 
ask ſor it. They would not do so it the increased duty on foreign wrapper 
leaf would seriously increase the cost of their manufacture, 

Mr. PASCO. Ido not mean the mixed cigars, the Havana seed, but 
the pure Havana cigars, such as are made in Key West, Fla. 

Mr. PLATT. I think there are. 

Mr. PASCO. I would like to know from what manufacturer they 


come. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator may examine the telegrams. 

Mr. PASCO. I thought perhaps the Senator could state at once. 

Mr. PLATT. Now, Mr. President, if this will increase the price of 
the cigar which S Sprema era of Cuban tobacco, there is ample and 
more than amp! crease protection upon cigars to compensate 
for that increase of price. 


Mr. President, I am aware that I have already consumed more time 
than I should have done, and I submit, in conclusion, that this is an 
increase of duty which will help an agricultural production; that it will 
harm nobody; that it will not harm the manufacturer; that the only 
manufacturers that can possibly have the prices of their products in- 
creased are those protected by an increased duty on cigars; that it will 
not advance the price to the consumer, and that there is no ground on 
which it can be attacked. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I had not intended to take part in 
this debate, but at least a part of the argument just made by the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut, it seems to me, ought not to pass unnoticed. 

The Senator has dwelt to a considerable extent upon the allegation 
that this is the first time during the progress of this discussion when 
Senators on this side of the Chamber have shown any solicitude for the 
welfare of the manufacturer, notwithstanding the fact, which must be 
known to everybody who has heard these debates, that from the very 
beginning we have contended for cheap materials for our manufactur- 
ers upon the ground that it would be beneficial, not only to the manu- 
facturer himself, by reducing the cost of his finished product, but would 
give employment to more laborers and would be beneficial to the con- 
sumer who is compelled to purchase and pay for it. 

That has been our position from the beginning of the discussion, and 
it is our position now. We insist that it is better policy to assist our 
manufacturers by abolishing or reducing taxes than by imposing taxes 
upon the people, and that is the material difference between this side 
of the Chamber and the other side. Whenever it is supposed that our 
manufacturing industries can be benefited by imposing a tax, and 
charging it upon the consumers of their products, we find Senators on 
the other side advocating it; but whenever it is argued that we can 
assist our manufacturing industries by diminishing taxes upon the 
people, we find Senators on that side resisting that policy. 

So we stand here to-day, where we have stood from the beginning 
of this controversy, insisting that the manufacturers of cigars in this 
country who are giving employment to thousands of laborers shall have 
access to the material which is required in their industry wherever it 
may be produced in any part of the world, upon such terms as will be 
just to our own producers of like products. We insist that the impor- 
tation of Sumatra tobacco is not an injury to the producers of the seed 
leaf in the United States, and I shall speak of Sumatra tobacco alone, 
because it is A it evident that this provision is aimed at that to- 
bacco primarily, but inasmuch as we havea treaty with Holland under 
which we can not discriminate against the products of her colonies, 
this provision must be disguised, the word ‘‘ Sumatra” must be omitted, 
and the language of the clause made broad enough to include all wrap- 
| sree The real purpose, however, I repeat, is to exclude Sumatra to- 

by imposing high rates of duty upon the wrapper leaf. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] has stated that one 
pound of Sumatra leaf will wrap four times as many cigars as one pound 
of domestic leaf. 

This is a little different from my information upon the subject, which 
is that it is about 3} pounds; that is tosay, that 1 pound of Sumatra 
tobacco, on account of its lightness, will wrap about three and one-half 
times as many cigars as 1 pound of seed-leaf. But it must be remem- 
bered that the Sumatra tobacco costs at least four times as much and 
generally more than four times as much abroad as the American seed- 
leaf is worth at home, without any duty whatever. It is, therefore, 
not a case of the importation of a low-priced article from abroad to 
compete with a higher priced article here in our own markets; but itis 
acase where, without a duty of any kind whatever, the cigar-manu- 
facturers in the United States are compelled to pay more in proportion 
to the actual value of this leaf than they are required to pay for the 
domestic article, and by the use of this they are enabled to give, as I 
have said, employment toa great number of hands, and to purchase 
and consume in the production of cigars large quantities of American 
tobacco, which they would not otherwise consume. 

In confirmation of what was stated upon this subject by the Senator ` 
from North Carolina, I have a letter from a very intelligent gentleman 
in Louisville, Ky., Mr. C. C. Bickel, who is engaged in the manufacture 
of cigars, and therefore may be supposed to have some interest in this 
subject, a fact which must be considered, of course, for whatever effect 
it may have. He says: 


Now, Sumatra tobacco is brought here only in the wrapper, the filler is never 
used in this country,and under this wrapper we use the Wisconsin, Pennsyl- 
vania, and Connecticut tobacco for a filler and binder, besides a rtion 
of it for wrapper, which gives the tobacco-raisers in the three named States a 
good market for all they produce, But they want more; they want the ogar 
manufacturers to discontinue the use of Sumatra leaf, and work their large leaf 
for wrappers, which can never take the place of Sumatra tobacco because it 
lacks color, life, and elasticity, but in order to compel us to use their leaf they 

ropose a duty which is not prohibitory, but which will cripple the whole cigar 
2 of the country except the clear Havana manufacturer. 


When this letter was written the writer supposed there was a pro- 
vision here in regard to certain proportions of wrapper-leaf in the im- 
ported: packages, but which is not in the bill. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that when we find a duty of 75 cents 
a pound has not had the effect, according to the statement of the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut and others, to increase the price or to increase the 
amount of the product of our domestic seed-leaf, there is no reason to 
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suppose that a duty of $2 per pound will have that effect. When we 
consider the two facts, first, that the Sumatra tobacco costs far more 
abroad, four times or more than four times as much as the domestic 
leaf sells for at home (which of itself is a large protection to our do- 
mestic producers), and the additional fact that the duty of 75 cents per 
pound has been imposed upon this tobacco since 1883 and that the 
price of the domestic product bas continued to fall and the amount of 
the annual product has continued to diminish, it seems to me the con- 
clusion is inevitable that the duty has been of no benefit whatever to 
the dömestie producers; and if it has not been, what reason is there to 
suppose that $2 a pound for unstemmed tobacco and $2.50 for stemmed 
tobacco will have any better effect? 

All the cigar-manufacturers tell us that they must continue to im- 
port this article, but of course they will import it in diminished quan- 
tities, and the effect will be that the cigar-manufacturers now engaged 
in using the domestic product as fillers and binders will be compelled 
to diminish their output every year and employ less labor. 

We have in the case of this paragraph a singular illustration of the 
disagreements among Senators on the other side, a striking illustration 
of the fallacy, as I conceive it to be, of thearguments we constantly hear 
from that side of the Chamber. The Senator from Rhode Island tells 
us that this is intended to be a revenne duty, and he told us the other 
day in a brief colloquy which took place between him and myself that 
a revenue duty imposed upon imported products does not have a ten- 
dency to decrease the price of the domestic product. 

Hence, according to the Senator from Rhode Island, the imposition 
of this revenue duty upon Sumatra tobacco will not have a tendency 
to decrease the price of the American tobacco which is used for wrap- 

But then comes the Senator from Connecticut, and he tells us 
that in his judgment this is a protective duty, and the Senator from 
Connecticut, in common with all those who agree with him upon this 
subject, tells us that the inevitable effect of a protective duty is to re- 
duce the price to the consumer; and hence, according to him, the seed- 
leaf producers in Connecticut, in Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin must 
receive a lower price for their tobacco hereafter than they are receiving 
now. Weare told by one Senator that it isa revenue duty and that 
revenue duties never reduce the price of the domestic article; by an- 
other, that it isa protective duty and that protective duties always re- 
duce the price. 

I can not settle this question between the Senators. My own judg- 
ment is that the purpose, the sole purpose, of the imposition of an in- 
creased duty upon Sumatra tobacco is to increase the price and dimin- 
ish the importation, thereby decreasing the quantity consumed in this 
country in our cigar factories, throwing out of employment a large 
number of men, women, and children now engaged in this industry, 
and compelling the people to buy another and different kind of cigar 
at a higher price, = 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, I do not suppose that I shall agree 
or that any one on this side of the Chamber will agree with the other 
side in respect to very many items in this bill, whether they affect the 
farmer or the manufacturer, and therefore I shall not upbraid them 
for dissenting from me in this particular instance. But there has been a 
suggestion or two made upon the other side to which I think it proper 
some reply should be made. 

I understand the Senator from Kentucky especially to suppose that 
there is now a duty of 75 cents a pound on Sumatra tobacco, In this 
he is entirely mistaken. Under theprovisions of the present law there 
is only 1,500,000 ponnds of Sumatra tobacco upon which is imposed a 
duty of 75 cents or $1 a pound, because there is only that amount as 
to which it is determined by the custom-honse officers or appraisers 
that it takes 100 leaves to weigh a pound. Therefore the great volume 
of Sumatra tobacco which is imported to this country comes here un- 
der the 35 cents a pound duty as provided by the present Jaw. 

Another suggestion that has been made upon theotherside Iwill make 
some response to, and that is the argument which is repeated here that 
the effect of the legislation would be to banish from this country the 
cigar-makers. The gentlemen reach that conclusion by assuming that 
all the Havana fillers will pay the rates provided by the pending bill for 
wrappers; that it is impossible to distinguish between the two. Now, 
I assert that there is no foundation whatever for that elaim. You may 
take the memorial which has been presented here by the Florida man- 
ufacturers, and I will call attention to their language. 

In this connection, before I proceed with that, I will give the precise 
amount of Sumatra tobacco which is imported now. It is 5,024,455 
pounds. A million and a half of it only is graded under the provision 
of the law which imposes a duty of 75 cents a pound. 

But, passing to the othersubject that I was about to discuss, the Flor- 
ida memorial says this: 

Tobseco is bought, sold, contracted for, and ordered under those designations— 

Speaking in respect of their being wrappers or fillers— 


but as it is bought in Cuba, there is not a bale of commercial wra; r bought 
and paid for as wrapper but what has in it from 10 to 25 per cent. of leaves only 
fit for filler; and, also, no bale of filler is bought but what has some leaves in it— 


That is an indefinite expression— 


which turn out fit for wrapper. This happens from the fact that in Cuban to- 


the size of the leaf alone does not determine its fitness for wrapper; its 


texture and quality as well enter into the question; and when the tobacco is 

packed in the country at the plantation, the separation of wrapper from filler 

can only be roughly made; after being in the bale for a time, when it is un- 

paaa and wet up for use. then. as we have said above, we discover some to- 
ofeach kind wrongly placed. 


They do not tell us what per cent., but there is occasionally I sup- 
pose a leaf of tobacco found among the fillers that could be used as a 
wrapper, and they refer us to the declaration of the custom-house offi- 
cers on this subject. Let us turn to their certificates with which we 
are furnished; : 

Tampa, FLA., May 9, 1800. 
hereby certify that, in my opinion, under the provisions of the House tariff ` 
5 No. 9416, known as the *‘ McKinley bill,” section 239, every bale of Havana 


bacco brought into this port will be dutiable as wrappers, as every bale of 
“fillers” contains some tobacco suitable for wrappers, 


That is tosay, when it has been carefully separated and weighed and 
smoothed out they discover among the fillers occasionally a leaf of to- 
bacco or two that can be used as wrappers. 

Ido not suppose that in the administration of this law the custom- 
house officers are to examine leaf by leaf all of the tobacco. I received 
a communication that was presented to our committee upon the sub- 
ject of the method which is adopted. They draw leaves froma bale of > 
tobacco, which are carefully examined, moistened, and smoothed out, z 
and they determine from the selected leaves whether that bale of tobacco 
is fit fora wrapper or whether it is tobacco which will only be used for 
filling; and doubtless some method of that kind will be adopted under 
this bill when it becomes alaw. Enough leaves will be taken from the 
bale and moistened for a test, and if there is anything else to be done 
that will be done by the tobacco experts to satisfy them whether the 
tobacco in that bale is fit for wrappers, and if so it will be made dutiable 
as wrappers; but if, on the other hand, as these leaves are plucked out 
it is determined that the tobacco is fit only for fillers, the duty imposed 
on fillers will be imposed upon it. The idea which bas been put forth 
here that an expert is to take a baie of tobacco and sort it out leaf by * 
leaf is simply absurd. 

The most there is of it now in dispute in respect to Havana tobacco 
is that it transpires that in the examination, in the working up, in the 
use of a bale of Havana fillers an occasional leaf of tobacco is found 
that the manufacturer is able to utilize as a wrapper in the manufact- 
ure of cigars. 

Mr. PASCO. I should like to ask the Senator from New York if 
that discretion can not be exercised more properly under the amend- 
ment which I have proposed than under the bill as it is proposed by 
the committee. That gives a margin of 20 per cent. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not recall the amendment of the Senator now, 
but my recollection is that he proposes a certain percentage; that the 
duty shall not be imposed upon the tobacco as wrappers provided that 
only a certain percentage is fit for wrappers. 

Mr. PASCO. My amendment provides: 

That if any bale, box, or package contains but 20 per cent. or less of tobacco 
suitable for cigar-wrappers the entire quantity of tobacco contained in such 
bale, noes package, or in bulk shall be dutiable, if not stemmed, at 35 cents per 
pound, 

Mr. HISCOCK. I recall the provision. ) 

Mr. PASCO. That gives the opportunity for the exercise of a dis- 
cretion on the part of the inspector; and the present bill leaves none, 
it seems to me. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And that is precisely the object that was aimed at 
in the preparation of this provision. It is not the intention td leave 
this question a subject of speculation or for the exercise of judgment 
on the part of the custom-house officer. 

Mr. PASCO. Ithought the suggestion of the Senator from New York 
was that the law did give an opportunity for the exercise of discretion 
in case one or two leaves should be found suitable for cigar-wrappers. 

Mr. HISCOCK. None whatever, except in this way; I have not 
any doubt that the appraisers of the port at which the tobacco is en- 
tered will formulate a rule which will provide the examination that 
shall be made by the experts of each bale of tobacco; how many leaves 
shall be taken from it, ete., so as to give it a practically thorough test 
as to whether it is wrapper or filler tobacco; but there will be no dis- 
cretion left, I apprehend, on the part of the examiner to determine 
what percentageof itis wrapper and what percentage of itis filler tobacco. 
I do not understand that the provision offered by the Senator obviates ~ 
the difficulty that is complained of, if it is a difficulty at all. We are 
compelled to examine precisely ag fully to determine the percentage as 
we are to determine whether there is any wrapper tobacco in a bale of 
filler tobacco. 

In this connection I send to the desk a letter which has just been 
handed to me by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] touching 
this very question. I may say that a duplicate of the letter was sent 
to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

[P. Dennerlein & Sues pecker of Connecticut leaf-tobaceo, and dealers in 
vana, No. 167 Water street.] 
New Yors, May 31, 1800. 

Dear Stn: Messrs. W. F. Andross and S. C. Hardin called on usand requested 
us, ss packers of Connecticut leaf-tobacco and dealers in Havana tobacco for the 
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last thirteen years, to indicate our views as to the dividing line between wrap- 
pers and fillers, and we therefore beg res ly to su following: 
Size, soundness, thinness, pliability and life or gum, and consequent luster, 
are the five essential characteristics of a leaf suitable for wrappers. Ina thin 
leaf the last two characteristics are correlative. Thus the combination of these 
five characteristics in any one leaf is ocular proof that that leaf is suitable for 
wrappers, and the only proof that an appraiser needs. The absence of any one 
_of these characteristics makes a leaf unsuitable for wrappers, In a leaf that 
would have made s wrapper-leaf had said leaf been ked with Bead 78 these 
five characteristics are never found combined if said leaf be packed with filler 
leaves; for, as bad company spoils good morals, so does the commingling of 
said leaf and filler leaves detract so much from the former as to render it un- 
suitable for wrapper purposes, inasmuch asit will lose much of its pliability and 
luster. Wrappers, therefore, lose their identity as such when packed promiscu- 
ously with fillers, and consequently a filler bale can not contain any wrappers. 
The hue and cry now raised by importers that you tind wrappers in the fillers 
is simply a subterfuge on their part to induce the Senate to insert a percentage 
clause in the tobacco schedule. The insertion of any percentage clause will 
vitinte the law. Take, for instance, 100 pounds as the weightofabaleof Havana 
tobacco. Take also a percentage clause of 10 per cent. The bales would then 
be packed in Havana to contain a little over 90 pounds of fillers and the balance 
wrappers packed separately. With very little work the importer could then 
re the goods here and make approximately nine bales of fillers and one 
bale of wrappers out of ten bales imported. The Government would thus be 
8 of about $165 duty, and the object of the law would be defeated, 
e would then have a protective tariff that would not protect, 


Most respectfully yours, 
P. DENNERLEIN & SONS. 
Hon, O. H. Parr. 


Mr. HISCOCK. It is obvious from that letter—and we had other 
evidence upon the question—that the claim that filler and wrapper 
tobacco are commingled is absolutely baseless. There is practically 
nothing in it except that Havana leaves may be so large, having no 
other quality that fits them for becoming a wrapper, but that they 
may be devoted to that purpose, making an inferior idee eX but there 
will not be the slightest trouble, in my judgment, as I have endeav- 
ored to point out, in the administration of this provision. This phantom 
that has been reared here to frighten folks that the cigar industry was 
to be transferred from this country to Cuba is a phantom and nothing 
else, and should frighten no one. 

This question has been thoroughly investigated by the manufact- 
urers of cigars in the city of New York and in the State of New York, 
and I think I am justified in saying that nine-tenths of the expressions 
which have reached me from the manufacturers have been in favor of 
the provisions of this bill. They havedeclared in their letters and doc- 
uments that witk the increased duty which we have imposed upon ei- 

gars there is no danger whatever of this industry being transferred from 
this country to any other. 

Mr. CALL. Mr, President, I consider it my duty to the people of 
Florida, who are interested in the growth and manufacture of tobacco, 
to present the views both of the manufacturers and the farming inter- 
ests in that State, which have been sent to me in reference to this in- 
erease of duty. 

It may be that the manufacturers of the domestic cigars from the 
domestic leaf in Connecticut and other States which grow the tobacco 
from which the clear seed domestic cigar is made may not desire to 
have any competition in reference to either the wrapper or the filler, 
from Cuba or amy where else, and the telegrams which the Senator from 
Connecticut has used may come from those who represent them. It 
may be that an interest of that kind exists which desires the increase 
of this duty until it becomes prohibitory. 

The view that is taken of this subject by some very intelligent man- 
ufacturers and some farmers and tobacco-growers is that the increase 
of duty and the increase of the price of the wrapper is a positive injury 
to the grower of the domestic tobacco and causes a reduction of its 
price and is a limitation in its use, and that it is also an injury to the 
-consumer in increasing the price of the cigar and thus diminishing the 
number of persóns who can afford to buy it, and they give reasons 
which seem to be entirely eonclusive, which it would seem can not 
even be controverted with any kind of plausibility. One of the rea- 
sons is, that you may discourage the use of the domestic cigar by re- 
ducing it to such a quality that to the person who uses tobacco the 
use of the pipe or the cigarette will be preferable; and that is a fact in 
the judgment of a great many people, and it is confirmed by the prog- 
ress of the growth of tobacco and its consumption in the United States, 

Now, suppose that to be so, then this increase of duty will produce 
no increase of revenue. Certainly, every one perceives that you may 
make a duty so high that it will not be a revenue duty; it may be so 
high that it will decrease the reverue by limiting the number of per- 
sons who have the means of buying the article. en the lower rate of 
duty would be a revenue duty, and would produce an increase of rev- 
enue rather than a high duty. That is a plain proposition; and the 
question is, if you look at the matter in point of revenue, is this in- 
crease of that character or is it not? Nothing has been said upon that 
subject, and yet that is a very plain and obvious proposition. 

But, upon the point whether or not this increase of duty is a posi- 
tive injury to the tobacco-growers, let us consider. Ihave in my hand 
a letter from a very intelligent and capable person, thoroughly in- 
formed upon this subject, who is himself a cigar-manufacturer, and, 
as was said by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] in refer- 
ence to the letter he read from a manufacturer in Louisville, Whatever 
degree of allowance may be required because of his interest may be at- 


tached to his statement, but the reasons which he gives should have 
consideration. He writes as follows: 
OFFICE EL MODELO CIGAR MANUFACTURING COMPANY, 
Jacksonville, Fla., June 20, 1890, 
Hon. WILKINSON CALL, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. : 

DEAR Sin: When the tobacco clause in the tariff bill is reached we hope that 
you will make all efforts possible to defeat its passaa It is a matter which is 
of vital importance to your constituents, and we feel assured that you have the 
interest of your State and the welfare of all her citizens and their entgrprises 
e at heart to boldly put 8 on record in this important issue and 
show up the folly of the “ protectionists’ policy,” 3 

You are well aware that the proposed increase in duty on Havana tobacco 
will amount to an almost complete annihilation of the cigar industry in your 
State. The pee of the Republicans that it is for the purpose of protecting the 
farmers of the United States is simply the effervescence of their brains and a 
bid for the vote of the local 215 This is certainly a case where 
protection does not protect; it does, however, prohibit 22,000 manufacturers of 
cigars in the United States from deriving profits which are justl dueand belong 
to them, and forces our money into the hands of the foreign cigar-manufactur- 
ers. Itprohibits also 5,000,000 of smokers from exercising their choice as to the 
quite of cigars they prefer. Those who are accustomed to smoking Havana 

lled and wrapped cigars will under no circumstances desvend to the strong, 
rank taste and smell of a Pennsylvania filled and My gs cigar; they co 
buy the imported cigar at less money than we could afford to place Havana 
cigars on the market. ‘The tobacco of Pennsylvania, New York, Connecticut, 
and Wisconsin would go down in price, instead of advancing, because the enor- 
mous rate of $2 per pound on Sumatra would put the cigars at too high a price 
in proportion to the quality of the filler. 


Mr, President, that isa reasonable proposition which can not be con- 
troverted. No one is going to buy a cigar a filler which with a Suma- 
tra wrapper at this high price still remains inferior and of a poorer 
taste and poorer fragrance than the cigarette is. There is no question 
whatever that this intelligent and able business man and manufacturer 
is right in this proposition, and that if you increase the price of the 
Sumatra wrapper and put in it a domestic filler, then you have a plain, 
rank, domestic filler without any portion of the Havana cigar, and you 
have an unsalable cigar, too high for the market and for its merits, 
You have made a cigar inferior to the cigarette and less desirable than 
the pipe, and have placed a price upon it greater than the cigarette 
and greater than smoking-tobacco and the pipe. 

Again, protection will not protect, because the crop of domestic tobacco never 
contains sufficient fine leaf to wrap the crop. 

Now, is that true, or is it not true? If it be true, then thisincrease 
of duty in any point of view, whether as a matter of revenue or as a 
matter of protection, is without any just foundation. Is it true that 
the American-grown tobacco, the domestic crop, never contains a sufri- 
cient proportion of the fine leaf to wrap the crop in, the filler, that 
which is adapted to be the filler of the cigar? If that be so, then you 
must have a foreign article, and there is no protection in making the 
farmer who grows tobacco pay an increased price for the wrapper on 
the cigar the filler of which is domestic tobacco. I find it is asserted 
here, and I take it that it is true, that the proportion between the to- 
baeco adapted for wrapping the cigar and that which is useful only 
because of its strength and its thickness to be the filler is such that it is 
not sufficient to make it available for the purposes of the trade. If that 
be so, then the duty is simply an injury to the grower of the American 
tobacco, for the reason that you have increased the price of the wrapper 
and you have prevented the greater part of the erop from being used. 

Mr. PLATT. I would say that my understanding is that exactly 
the reverse is true. 

Mr. CALL. That is a question for discussion and proof; we have no 
such evidence. The evidence I read is from an entirely competent man, 
who has no motive whatever in misrepresenting this matter, whose in- 
terest is that the fact should beas the Senator from Connecticut states it. 
These manufacturers of the clear Havana cigar bave no kind of inter- 
est whatever, as I will show presently, in having this duty decreased to 
the point where it would leave the domestic or mixed cigars open to 
competition with the cheapest foreign cigar. 


And in, we would be forced to use the imported tobacco as a wrapper, In 
the Jast few years the manufacturers of domestic tobacco have come to the con- 
clusion that, as a rule, the crops do not contain wrappers fit to be used, and all 
that has made domestic tobacco merchantable was the fact that Sumatra could 
be used to wrap it with. 


Mr. President, here is another fact which, if true, should determine, 
in the adjustment of this duty, a lower rate of duty in the interest 
of the farmer, in the interest of the tobacco-grower alone, without ref- 
erence to the interests of the tobacco manufacturer, which in this case is 
the same as that of the farmer. 


We in oppose the bill because of its impracticability and injustice, Thou- 
sands of bales of Havana tobacco are annually imported to the United States, 
eng there is scarcely a bale which does not con some wrappers, more or 

ess. 


The Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] suggested that there 
might be one or two leaves. That is not the statement here, nor is it 
the statement of the other persons from whose testimony I shall read. 

It is impracticable because every bale will have to be opened. 

The language of the bill is that if the bale contained any portion.” 
“Any is the language. 


That if any portion of any tobacco imported in an bale, box, or package, or 
in bulk shall be suitable for cigar-wrappers. * ; 


So it does not impose the obligation, because, in the enforcement and 
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administration of this law, it is impracticable to examine every leaf; 
but it gives to every officer the power to do it, and it gives him an un- 
limited discretion to decide which leaf is or is not suitable for wrapping 
or how many. It enlarges the discretion much beyond the amendment 
which has been proposed by my colleague, which is, in both substance 
and in words, the same as that sent to me from the manufacturers of 
cigars in the State of Florida, and which I was about to present my- 
self when my colleague offered it. 

It is impractical because every bale will have to be opened, the carots, or bun- 
dies of tobacco,spread out and dampened, and the leaves se tely examined 
and if there is found one cigar-wrapper the whole bale will be dutiable at 2 
per pound, The importers certainly will not accept the opinion or decision of a 
novice in a matter of so great importance to them, hence every inspector must 
needs be a leaf selecter,”’ to not only judge of the 8 and texture of the 
leaf, but also as to its color ſor no matter if the leaf is per se a wrapper, still if 
the color is varicd or the leaf thick it can not be used to wrap a cigar, but must 
be classed filler. 

It is unjust, because if one or two or a dozen leaves out of 100 pounds of 
tobacco are suitable as wrappers then we must pay $200 duty instead of $35, 
adding $165 to the cost of eaid bale and in no manner increasing the merchant- 
able value of the goods. It will cost the Government more than the duties 
amount to to strictly enforce such a law. 

You cau plainly see how a few counties of a few States where cigar leaf is 
raised in this country, like Wisconsin, Ohio, New York State, Pennsylvania, 
and Connecticut, have the impertinence to dictate to the American people what 
they shall smoke, -The consequence of $2 duty would be to drive every small 
manufacturer out of business and bring it into the hands of a fow. A man of 
small means can not advance $340 on a bale of Sumatra for duty, and Sumatra 
being selected in colors he needs three bales for an assortment. 

Without this Sumatra tobacco the domestic cigar must be greatly re- 
duced in its consumption. 

We favor the idea, the ror good to the greatest number, The American 
smokers can not and will not be driven back to a clear Pennsylvania or Ohio 
cigar, They would sooner resort to the pipe. It is claimed that tobacco farm- 
ers are heavily mortga, ; so are tarmers in States where no tobacco is grown ; 
we all have our loads of financial obligations to carry. The farmers have their 
notes to meet; so have the cigar-manufacturers. 

If this monstrous measure is passed, the loud protests of the workingmen 
will be heard stronger than ever before, and desolate homes will speak volumes 
in condemnation of this crowning injustice. The votes of those who placed 
that party in power, and who promised a“ revision! of the tariff, will silently 
and swiftly hurl them into oblivion and political ignominy, and there allow 
them ample time to reflect upon the base manner in which they haye deceived 
their constituents, and convince them that the will of the people is not thus to 
be prostituted to the greed of political ascendency. 

Yours truly, s 
El. MopELO Cicar MANUFACTURING CONPANY. 
SIGO MYERS, Secretary and Treasurer. 


The writer of that letter is the secretary and treasurer of the El 
Modelo Cigar-Manufacturing Company, at Jacksonville, Fla., Mr. Sigo 
Myer, a man of character and fine business capacity, and his statements 
should carry great weight with them in determining the duty. 

I-have another communication here, part of which T will submit. It 
is from the office of Schroeder & Sons, 178 Water street, New York, 
who write as follows: 


My firm has on its books the names of over 600 manufacturers of cigars whom 
we eal with foreign and domestic leaf-tobacco. They are harassed and 
alarmed by the proposed tariff on leaf-tobacco; they look to us toassist them in 
their endeavors to so shape legislation that their business shall not suffer more 
than is necessary forthe protection of other branches of industry. My firm has 
no special or direct interest in seeping down the rate of daty; on the contrary, 
the enormous increase proposed by the so-called McKinley bill would enrich 
my firm 2 for we have over 2,000 bales of Sumatra tobacco and more than 
4,000 bales of Havana tobacco on hand which came in under the present rate, 
and the proposed increase would correspondingly increase the value of this 


property. 

Therefore, our immediate and direct interest would be furthered greatly by 
the passage of this bill; but we prefer to look to the future prosperity of our 
patrons rather than to this immediate gain for our success and profit. We feel 
that the men of small means, who are in large majority on our books, would 
suffer greatly, and many of them would be wiped out of existence if this bill 
becomes a law, for their limited means would be insufficient to pay the enor- 
monsiy enhanced prices of imported tobacco, which is an absolute necessity 
to them for the production of salable cigars. 

We feel confident that the enormous duty of $2 per pound on Sumatra tobacco 
will reduce the quantity imported and consumed but slightly, and that such 
duty will result only in an increased demand for domestic filler leaf and a cor- 
8 decrease in the consumption of Cuban tobacco. This result could 
be brought about to just as great an extent by a round duty of 50 cents per 
pound on all foreign leaf, as has been widely suggested, and as would be ac- 
ceptable to the thousands of petitioners who have remonstrated against the two- 
dollar rate, : 

This letter suggests to the Senate the propriety of a 50-cent. rate to 
the pound all around on all qualities of tobacco, and it says in refer- 
ence to the necessary use of the Sumatra tobacco for making the do- 
mestic tobacco of the United States marketable as cigars: 

The climate of Sumatra and its seasons appear to be especially adapted for 
the growth, silky, fine colored wrapper tobacco. The article, neutral in taste, 
has very little strength of aroma in smoking it, and is, therefore, not desirable 
for filler, but just the thing the manufacturer wauts for wrappers. Its utility 
for wrappers isabsolutely determined by the size of the leaf and its soundness; 
in other words, every leaf which is large encugh to wrap a cigar filler is suit- 
able for cigar-wrappers, It is, therefore, an easy matter for the customs in- 
spector to determine its suitability for wrappers. Not so with the Cuban leaf- 
tobacco; size and soundness tetermine nothing in this respect. 

A tobacco-leaf may be free from holes and large enough to wrap a cigar filler 
and still be wholly unsuitable for wrappers, because it is coarse in texture, of 
bad color, or defective in burn asa wrapper; but though unsuitable for wrap- 
pers because of these defects, such tobacco may nevertheless be fiseful for fillers, 
and some of the var best smoking cigars contain tobacco which, if asa 
wrapper, would make a bad and unsalable cigar. It is, however, a fact that 
almost every package of tobacco imported from Cuba contains some leaf suit- 
able for cigar-wrappers, hence, under the wording of the bill, nearly all the 
Cuban tobacco imported into the United States, except scraps, would be sub- 


ect to the higher rate. It is practically impossible to separate the wrapper 
{ear entirely frou the filler leat eji p 
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The farmer in Cuba when he harvests his tobacco does not know toa cer- 
tainty what part will be suitable for wrappers; the sorter and packer does not 
know, and th h the leaf may be large ety its utility for wrappers is not 


ascertained until it is ed and has passed t h the various stages of fer- 

mentation and has dried off; the manufacturer or dealer then draws samples, 

which he moistens with water, and tests the texture, color, aud burning, an 

mes npproyes of the tobacco for wrapper purposes, or sets it aside for use as 
ers. 


The question recurs to those who wish, in the adjustment of this duty, 
to protect the farmer and increase the price of the domestic tobacco, as 
I should like to have done, how far is the domestic grower of tobacco 
benefited by excluding the use of a wrapper which comes in competi- 
tion to some extent, at least, with the Sumatra wrapper and gives the 
farmer a cheaper wrapper for his domestic filler? Under the terms of 
this bill there will be, whatever may be said in regard to Sumatra 
wrappers, an exclusion of all tobaccos which may be imported from 
whatever country, Mexico, Cuba, or Central America—and Mexico is 
growing tobacco somewhat similar to that of Cuba and some other of 
the West India Islands—the exclusion of a wrapper which may be 
suitable for the domestic cigar, which has already obtained a foreign 
exportation by the returns of last year over $83,000. Theclear Amer- 
ican domestic cigar made from the domestic tobacco has supplied the 
home demand, being the cheapest of all cigars, and obtained a foreign 
exportation of $83,000, having increased from year to year to that 
amount, 

Now, the question occurs,to whose benefit will it be, there being an 
insufficient quantity of tobacco made in this country to wrap the crop 
of tobacco in, to exclude the competition of another species of tobacco 
with the Sumatra wrapper? It is entirely clear that so far from ben- 
efiting the farmer and increasing the price of his tobacco this duty im- 
poses an additional and unnecessary tax on his domestic tobacco and 
is a discrimination against him in favor of the foreign cigars and will 
reduce the net returns from the price of his tobacco. It will be an- 
other imposition on the farmer. 

In my own State of Florida we can grow, perhaps more successfully 
than other people, a cigar leaf which would be a wrapper, and to some 
extent it might be supposed that it would be beneficial to our people; 
but when we consider that there is from four to five times the difference 
in the price between the highest price of the American leaf-tobacco and 
the Cuban tobacco, and three and a half times between the Sumatra 
tobacco, and we perceive that, notwithstanding that great difference 
in price, and although we have a species ot tobacco that to some ex- 
tent and in some measure may be used for fillers, that the price of our 
tobacco does not increase, the question remains, shall we further in- 
jure and depress the American tobacco-manufacturers by prohibiting 
them from obtaining a wrapper at the lowest cosé at which they can 
get it? That is all there is in it, and that is what these tobacco-man- 
ufacturers and some of the farmers say. 

They say, We desire to make in the first place a clear Havana cigar 
to answer the demands of the trade, and we say to you that we have cre- 
ated a very great business in this country, in the State of Florida and 
elsewhere, confined entirely to this class of cigars. Then we have added 
to it the manufacture of a mixed cigar, in which we use the domestic 
tobacco for a filler and partially for a wrapper, but we can not do in 
either of these two classes of cigars without the importation of the for- 
eign leaf-tobacco.’’ That is entirely reasonable. The vast quantity of 
cigars made are of American tobaccos, the cheap cigars. 

Then there comes a better class, a mixed cigar, and then there comes 
a class still higher, which supplies nearly the whole demand of those 
who are able to buy the more costly cigar; and then comes the im- 
ported cigar, and our people are now making a cigar of almost equal 
excellence to the very best quality of the imported Havana cigar, and 
that trade you destroy entirely, if these people are to be relied upon, 
and whether they are or not, you certainly burden it unnecessarily, 
because you can not consider that this will probably be a revenue duty 
as much asit would be ifa considerable reduction should be made; and 
we have seen that it can not be a protective duty. It can benefit 
neither the farmer nor the cigar-manufacturers, but will increase the 
cost of the cigars made from domestic tobacco, diminish its consump- 
tion. reduce the price which the farmer can obtain for it, and will, if 
continued long enough, ruin the manufacturers of the Havana and 
mixed cigar. 

In yiew of these facts, the cigar-manufacturers of Key West and 
Tampa sent their agent here and a committee of their most prominent 
men, accompanied by members of their New York houses, and they 
state some other facts which I think are important to be placed before 
the Senate and the country. Amongst these persons was Mr. Mandrara, 
of the wealthy and well established house of Martinez, Yber & Co., lo- 
cated now at Tampa, Fla. Mr. Mandrara is a man of very great intel- 
ligence and the most superior business attainments and character. 

They say as to the proposed increase of duty that— 

It imposes such burdens upon materials imported into the United States that 
the manufacturers of Hayana cigars will have to give up business, their work- 
men will be thrown out of employment and compelled to seek new homes and 
ecg tense se hundreds of thousands of dollars worth of investments in factories 
and dwellings will become worthless, and at least two thriving and us 
cities will be turned into deserted villages, and this will inure, not to the benefit 


of the American farmer and tobaceo-grower, but to the benefit of the manufact- 
urers in the island of Cuba, 


4 


Now, let us see in regard to that. They 

‘an article in the Havana Tribune of May 17. Is it true that this in- 
crease of duty will banish irom this country this business which gives 
employment to these people? Is it true that it will drive it back to 
Cuba by the imposition of these burdens? If that be a fact, we cer- 
tainly ought to determine saptanan oY regard to this rate of duty. 
In proof of that assertion they furnish the following extract from the 
Havana Tribune: 

The Jast telegrams received from the neighboring Republic— 

That is the 17th of May— 
causes us to ge a smiling future which awaits our cigar industry 

That is, in the island of Cuba 


s 
in fipa, Kaaka daia die graan yia gana alpara 
ries of Key West and the many of New York, whose principal ess is the 
Working of Havana tobacco, will have to disappear, because it will be cheaper 
to merchants to buy the cigars in this place. 

The measure that they are about to take in raising the duty on imported wrap- 
pers is nothing more than cur home government ought to have taken long 
ago, with the export duty on the same. If it had been done there would not 
now exist the fact that, while the manufacturers and workmen of this island 
are almost perishing because of the small demand for their wares, there have 
been built cities in a foreign country by industries foreign to their soil, the 
means of which they have obtained from this island, * the advantages 
of which we deprive ourselves by the exportation from this country and the 
importation into their territories of the raw materials. 

Suppose that had been done by the Government of Spain in the 
island of Cuba, and an export duty equivalent to this import duty 
had been placed upon the exportation of the Havana wrapper, what 
would have been the result? It can not be said that these people are 
compelled to send this tobacco here, that they can not find a market 
elsewhere, because the Havana tobacco finds a market, as we all know, 
at high and remunerative prices everywhere; but the manufacture of 
the article does not find the same ad vantage as the shipment of the raw 
material. ‘There are many reasons for this, It is principally because 
of the bad government in the island of Cuba, because of the excessive 
taxation there, the insecurity of life and property, the restless condition 
of the Cuban, who is of a heroic character and in many respects a su- 
perior n, notwithstanding his lack of the opportunities of school- 
ing and education. The restless character of these high-spirited people 
has driven them from the oppression of that Government, together 
with excessive taxation, to our shores, which are so convenient to them. 

Suppose that had been done, what would have been the result? 
Certainly the manufacture of the pure Havana tobacco could not have 
been carried on in the United States, and we may well consider, then, 
whether precisely the same effect will not follow from the imposition 
ol an oppressive duty here. These Florida manufacturers from Tampa 
and Key West go oh to show, I think, very conclusively—these Flor- 
ida manufacturers go on to state the matter, I think, very conclusively, 
They say that the total imports of Cuban tobacco in 1888 were but 
18,000,000 pounds against 563,794,264 pounds of leat-tobacco produced 
by the United States, of which 262,683,000 pounds were exported. 

Now, what effect is this duty to bave upon the growth of American 
tobaceo when you export from this country 262,000,000 pounds, and 
$83,000 worth of the pure American cigars? I can not see that there 
is any kind of advantage to the tobacco-grower, but a positive injury; 
and when we consider that the Sumatra tobacco first began to be im- 
ported into this country while the American domestic tobacco sold at 
only 8 cents a pound, and that with the progressive increase in the im- 
2 of the Sumatra tobacco the American leaf. tobacco, adapted 

or ci has made constant progress, the reason is plain, as these 
ee state, that yon have made a market which you can not 
otherwise håve by the intermixture with the American tobacco of the 
Cuban tobacco and of the Mexican tobacco and the tobacco of the 
Central American States. 

It seems to me this is a very important consideration for us. I have 
looked through the report of the Committee on Finance and I find only 
one very short and brief statement of the matter here, which does not 
in any way contradict the statements of these American manufacturers 
of tobacco. 

There is another view of this matter which I had intended to state. 
The manufacture of Havana cigars alone in this country furnishes em- 
ployment to 10,000 men and women and pays wages to the amount ot 
over $5,000,000 yearly; the annual value of the crops which are to be 

tected, according to the tables, run from $156,540 in Massachusetts 
to $1,248,369 in Connecticut, $2,587,260 in Pennsylvania, and $1,220,- 
379 in Wisconsin; and this includes all kinds of tobacco, not wrapper 
tobacco alone. In order to increase this value a reasonable per cent., 
is it statesman-like or just to destroy manufactories in which wages 
are paid each year equaling the amount the farmer receives, and in 
which capital is handled and interested exceeding the value of the whole 
tobacco crop of the country fit to make cigars? 

So, leaving out of view altogether the possible and I think the very 

bable injury to the farmers, to the American growers, from the 
igher price which this duty compels to be paid for a necessary com- 
ponent part of the American cigars; leaving out of view the certainty 
almost that this duty will reduce the price of the American tobacco, not 
only by increasing the price of the cigar, but by decreasing the con- 
sumption of it and makingan inferior article, as is contended by these 
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people, you have inflicted a serious injury upon a business which is 
now P se bape $10,000,000 annually to the poor people of this country, 

I nothing whatever, Mr. President, in this report. Mr. Th 
whose evidence has been read upon this subject, says: : 

of d 5t cent, th hest priced goods to 188 

etnia 1 . — pant oan study — and 
wishes to consult his taste gets his cigars for 54 per cent, duty, while the man 
who has to study economy, and yet has some taste, wishing to smoke an im- 
ported cigar— 

Or a mixed cigar— 
is taxed 188 per cent. under the present tariff. Under the new tariff they pro- 


to raise it to 77 per cent. on the finest goods and up to 318 per cent. on the 
— priced goods, and all to protect an infant industry. 


Mr. President, what is to be the result of imposing upon the lowest 
priced goods an increased duty of 318 per cent. over the present tariff? 

My colleague has introduced an amendment here which was sent to 
me, and as I am upon the floor I will say what I have to say upon 
that subject at the present time. I willconsumevery little more time; 
I shall be very brief. I want to present these views because my 
ple are very much interested in this matter; but I shall not trespass 
upon the indulgence of the Senate. I wish to read here a letter from 
V. Martinez Ybor & Co., of Tampa. They say: 


You will understand the manufacturers of clear Havana cigars of the United 
States are perfectly willing to pay a duty of $2 on wrappers, so long as the rate 
on imported cigars is raised to $4.50 per pound and r cent. ad valorem, as 

roposed; but they object to pay $2 per poses on all to! ‚which they would 

have to pay ifthe proviso in Sohedule F is not amended as is pro; by the 
Key West and Tampa and New York City manufacturers, 

hws could get that 20 percent. clause introduced, the industry of clear Ha- 

vana cigars in the State of Florida would soon reach immense proportions, 


Very respectfully, 
V. MARTINEZ YBOR & CO., 
Proprietors of El Principe de Gales Cigar Factory, Tampa, Fla. 


These are great manufacturers, and I submit that this amendment 
which they propose, which will come up soon in its order, and as to 
which I shall not again trouble the Senate, which has been introduced 
by my colleague, should commend itself to the favorable action of the 
Senate. They propose to make the law read that where there is over 
20 per cent. of wrapper leaves in a bale of tobacco, the whole bale shall 
pay the wrapper rate; if less than 20 per cent. it shall pay less rate. 
Also to insert the condition that tobacco produced in different countries 
contained in one package shall pay the high rate of duty, 

This latter provision they all insist upon with very great earnestness, 
and I hope that the committee will permit the amendment to be made. 
They are willing to pay the rate of duty. Conceiving as they do that 
it will injure the trade and that it will injure the farmer and that it 
will injure the country generally, yet they will make no opposition to 
that, but they ask that the law shall be so fixed that if there be less 
than 20 per cent. of the Havana leaf-tobacco in any bule that is over 
20 per cent. that is fit for wrappers, then the whole bale shall pay the 
higher rate of duty, and if less than that shall pay the lower rate of 
35 cents. 

Now, I submit to the committee and to the Senate that the farmer 
is as much interested in this as any other man; that he is interested 
in having wrappers come to this country which will wrap the remain- 
der of the American crop and which will make it salable and beara 
better and higher price, evenif there was enough of the domestic wrap- 
per to wrap the crop produced. 

Mr. President, I will conclude my remarks by submitting statements 
made by Hon. J. LOGAN CHIPMAN, of Michigan: 


But, sir, there is nothing in the magic of protection to change climates and 
the nature of plants, and to make our native leaf equal to Sumatra. It is said 
that we can grow as good a leaf. Do it. Do it before you increase this tax. 
Let us be sure of that. That would solve the problem. Here in America, at 
present prices and under present duties, there is a great inducement to do it. 
All civilization would be glad to purchase of you. 

Now, sir, it is probable the increase proposed will not prohibit importa- 
tion, but it will seriously affect the manufacturers, It would throw a business 
now emphatically a poor man's business into the hands of great capitalists, It 
would make it a most inviting field for what we in these latter call “a 
combine.” There can be no doubt of that, nor can there be any doubt that the 
men who enter it would recoup the increase of taxation by all the arts which 
control of a market gives. You passed a bill the other day inst trusts, 
though no one seemed to know how it would destroy them; but this bill in this 
tobacco tax incorporates a trust as effectually as if it gave it the soulless body 
ofa corporation. 

There are at present more than 20,000 licensed cigar-makers in the country, 
and between five and six hundred thousand persons employed in the different 
branches of the cigar-manufacturing business. What is to become ofall these 

ple? You threaten a great demoralization of their industry. What is to 
3 of the small man turers who employ men and in a limited way carry 
on this business? To them a capital of a thousand dollars is a large sum anda 
credit of fifteen hundred an unusual bl ng. Twenty-five hundred dollars 
cash and credit combined under the present law give them a fair start. They 
can buy their three bales of wrappers and the stock necessary to make the va- 
rieties of cigars ne: to supply the popular demand. How many of them 
can afford to pay the price of the goods and the $340 tax? The question an- 
swers itself. This isa capitalist’s bill. It is not the friend ofthe farmer. It is 
the foe of the small manufacturer. It will heap up riches already pranon: 
z vo N. the death-blow to humble men who are struggling to get a foothold 

n the ce - 

Sir, the e Fre this country have generally been Republicans, They 
have trusted your professions of friendship. You have stimulated thousands 
of them to enter the business and to cast their fortunes on its prog ity, but 
now they stand appalled by the menace of this tax, and they and their wives 
and children are pale beneath an impending ruin. From every part of the 
country they have cried out to you to stay your hands and to lot them live, and 
you answer them as the chill of night answers the clamor of the sea. 


. ` 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr, VANCE]. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be read. E 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again re- 


e CHIEF CLERK. In ph 227, line 22, page 54, strike out 
the words two dollars” and insert 75 cents,“ and in the same line 
strike out ‘‘ $2.75’? and insert 51;“ so as to make the clause read: 

Leaf-tobacco suitable for cigar-wrappers, if notistemmed, 75 eents per pound ; 
if stemmed, £1 per pound. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PASCO. As that amendmentis disposed of, the one that I pro- 

is now in order, and I ask that it may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It will be read by the Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out the proviso beginning in line 23, on 
page 54, as follows: 

Provided, That if any portion of any tobacco imported in any bale, box, or 

kage, or in bulk shall be suitable for cigar-wrappers, the entire r of 

bacco contained in such bale, box, or package, or bulk shall be dutiable, if 
not stemmed, at $2 per pound; if stemmed, at $2.75 per pound. 

And insert in lieu thereof: 


Provided, That ifany bale, box, or package contains but 20 per cent. or less of 
tobacco suitable for SADIS sata the entire Shen ey) of tobacco contained in 
such bale, box, package, or in bulk shall be dutiable, if not stemmed, at 35 cents 

pound; if stemmed, at 50 cents per pound: Provided „That if any bale, 
x, or package contains more than 20 per cent. of to suitable for cigar- 
Wrappers, the entire quantity of tobacco contained in such bale, box, or pack- 
uge, or in bulk shall be dutiable, if not stemmed, at $2 per pound; if stemmed, 
at $2.75 pe pound: Provided further, That if any tobacco imported in a bale, 
box, package, or in bulk shall consist of tobacco produced in rentcountries, 
the entire quantity of tobacco contained in such bale, box, package, or in bulk 
8 dutiable, if not stemmed, at $2 per pound; if stemmed, at $2.75 per 
pound, 


Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Florida that he with- 


draw this amendment and move to strike out any portion’? in the 
first line of the proviso and insert ‘‘10 per cent.; so that it will read: 


Provided, That if 19 per cent. of any tobacco imported in any bale, ete. 


Leaving the verbiage of the bill precisely as it stands. It is 15 per 
cent. now under the act of 1883. That amendment will accomplish 
practically what the Senator wants to do, I think. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam very willing to accept any modification of the 
amendment tbat will give our people the remedy I desire, or even any 
poao of it. I have already discussed the amendment at length, and 

have nothing more to add now; but it is a subject of vital importance 
toa large and important part of our population. Iam exceedingly 
anxious to accomplish something in the direction in which I have made 
my effort, and if the amendment is more satisfactory to the Senate in 
the shape which the Senator from Maryland has ested, I am very 
willing that it should be submitted to the Senate in that shape. I want 
to accomplish some result, and I had hoped that the majority would 
have shown a disposition to make some concessions. It is an extremely 
heavy penalty to place upon these manufacturers of Havana cigars, who 
are not at all in conflict with the Connecticut leaf-growers. Their in- 
terests are not affected at all by the difficulties with which they have 
been contending; and if I could accomplish anything so as to relieve 
this heavy penalty of imposing a duty of from $2 to $2.75 pound on the 
entire bale because of the presence of a single leaf of this tobacco for 
wrappers, I should be very glad. If the amendment is more accept- 
able in the shape-suggested by the Senator from Maryland, I will ac- 
cept the modification and that will dispose of it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does theSenator from Florida with- 
draw his former amendment? 

Mr. PASCO. I will offer it in the language suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Maryland. I will accept that modification. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The formeramendment proposed by 
the Senator from Florida is withdrawn. The amendment now pro- 
posed by him will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 23, page 54, after the word if, strike 
out auy portion“ and insert 10 per cent.; so as to read: 

Provided, That if 10 per cent. of any tobacco imported in any bale, box, or 
package, cte. 

Mr. PASCO. Ido not wish to withdraw the amendment, but I wish 
to modify its form so as to-present it in the language suggested by the 
Senator from Maryland. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The two amendments in the opin- 
ion of the Chair are not compatible. The Chair is anxious to submit 
the question in the form that may be desired. 

Mr. PASCO. It is substantially only a modification of the amend- 
ment, and I will offer it in such modified form in language. 
If the President of the Senate thinks it necessary, I will withdraw the 
amendment in the language in which I originally offered it and re- 
offer it in the language suggested by the Senator from Maryland. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then, the amendment being with- 
drawn, the Senator from Florida proposes to amend as has been read. 
. is on agreeing to the amendment, which will be again 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 23, page 54, after the word if, strike 
out any portion“ and insert 10 per cent.” 


Mr. PASCO. Upon that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I trust this amendment will be 
adopted. The Senate, by a vote a few minutes since, determined that 
the wrappers shall pay $2 a pound if notstemmed and $2.75ifstemmed. 
The amendment offered by the Senator from Florida simply provides 
that in any package or bale in which there shall not be more than 10 


r cent. of the tobacco that is fit for wrappers the duty shall be as 

ed in the ph. I trust, in behalf of the manufacturing inter- 
ests of this country, of the workmen of the United States, the amend- 
ment will be adopted. The Senators from Connecticut and from other 
States who desire the wrapper so thoroughly protected by $2 a pound 
will have gained all they desire, and this amendment, I think, is in 
the interest of the consumer and the laboring interest. 8 

Mr. COLQUITT. Mr. President, I think that this suggestion may 
be very well considered by the Senator from Rhode Island and by his 
colleagues on the Finance Committee. There is nothing lost in carry- 
ing out the theory or policy of this bill by the adoption of the amend- 
ment which has been proposed by the Senator from Florida and sus- 
tained by the Senator from Maryland. The Senator from Rhode Island 
is well informed upon all these commercial and financial questions, I 
know, and hecan not be ignorant of the fact that it is impracticable, if 
not impossible, that any shipments of tobacco in this form can be 
brought together without having some wrappers in it. Itis impossi- - 
ble that it shall be done. However they may propose to make up a 
package which shall consist entirely of the tobacco upon which there is 
a rate of duty of 35 per cent., there will always be some quality of to- 
bacco that is fit for wrappers. In that event, however slight the qual- 
ity of wrappers may be, the bill imposes the full tax of $2 per pound on 
all the fillersthat arein it, and that is not whatthe Senator is proposing 
todo. He proposesa certain amount of tax upon one quality of wrapper 
and a certain amount upon another; and he fails to do that unless he 
will agree to adopt the amendment which has just been proposed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been 
ordered, the roll will be called on agreeing to the amendment of the 
Senator from Florida [ Mr. Pasco]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. If he were here, I should 
vote yea. 

Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called). By a transfer of pairs 
I am now paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK], 
which leaves the Senator from North Dakota [ Mr. PIERCE] paired wi 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eusris]. - 

Mr. DAWES (when Mr. Coxk's name was called). The Senator from 
Texas [Mr. COKE] and the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLtom] are 
paired on this question. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. Ishould vote “yea” if he 
were present. 

Mr. HEARST (when his name was called), Iam paired with my 
colleague [Mr. STANFORD]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. If he were present, I 
should vote nay.““ 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIG- 
GINS] that he and I may transfer our pairs and vote. 

Mr. HIGGINS. All right. Then I vote nay.“ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. BLAIR (after having voted in the negative). I withdraw my 
vote. I am paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 


8 
Mr. COKE. I am paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CUL- 
Lom]. Otherwise I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. ; 

Mr. EVARTS, Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGan]. Iam permitted to vote to make a quorum. I therefore 
vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. PADDOCK. I inquire if the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CAR- 
LISLE] has voted? 

Ser 5 pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky is not 
recorded. ; 

Mr. PADDOCK. If agreeable to the Senator from Kentucky he can 
vote. I vote “nay.” ` 

Mr. CARLISLE. I vote yea. - 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Texas [Mr. Coxe] is paired with 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom], as I am with the À acorn from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. We have transferred our pairs, and the 
Senator from Texas and myself will vote. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. COKE. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. GORMAN (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]. I suggest to the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Evarts], who is paired with the Senator from 


Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], that if agreeable to him we transfer our pairs 
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and vote. I have voted and will let my vote stand, if agreeable to the 
Senator. 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Both Senators are recorded. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to announce that the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is temporarily absent from the Chamber and is 
paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 29; as follows: 


: YEAS—2, 

Colquitt, Harris, Turpie, 
io y el, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
Carlisle Gibson. Pasco, Vest, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Pugh, Walthall, 
Coke, Hampton, Reagan, Wilson of Md, 

NAYS—29. 
Aldrich, Evarts, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Allen, Hale, Moody, Stockbridge, 
Blair, Hawley, Paddock, eller, 
Casey, Higgins, Platt, Washburn. 
Davis, Hiscock, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dawes, Hoar, Power, 
Dixon Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
munds, MeMillan, Spooner, 
ABSENT—35, 
Allison, Cullom, Ingalls, Quay, 
Barbour, Dolph, Kenna, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Eust McPherson, Sanders, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Manderson, Sherman, 
Brown, Faulkner, organ, Squire, 
Butler, Frye, Morrill, Stanford, 
Call, George, Payne, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Gray. Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
- Chandler, Hearst, Pierce, 


So the amendment was rejected. - 

Mr. HOAR. I ask leave to have a proposed amendment to the pend- 
ing bill printed and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be received and 
referred to the Committee on Finance and printed, if there be no ob- 
jection. The Secretary will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

228. All other tobacco in leaf, unmanufactured and not stemmed, 35 cents per 


pound; if stemmed, 50 cents 


r pound. 
2%. Tobacco, raap C A it, of all descriptions, not specially enumerated or 


vided for in this act, 40 cents per pound. 
55. Snuff and snuff flour manufactured of tobacco, ground, dry or damp, aud 
pickled, scented, or otherwise, of all descriptions, 50 cents per pound. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in line 15, 
on page 55, after the words ad valorem,” to strike out but“ and 
jusert and; so as to make the paragraph read: 

231, Cigars, cigarettes, and cheroots of all kinds, $4.50 per pound and 25 per 
cent, ad valorem; and panor cigara and cigarettes, including wrappers, shall 
be subject to the same du asare herein imposed upon cigars. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 
SCHEDULE G.—AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS AND PROVISIONS, 

232, 38 per head: Provided, That horses valued at $150 and 
over shall pay a duty of 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr, REAGAN. I have an amendment to offer as a substitute for 
the first five phs of the schedule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the para- 
graphs will first be read. 

Mr. REAGAN. Very well. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

233, r ea more than one year old, $10 per head; less than one year old, $2 
por head. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In line 1, page 56, I suggest as an amendment to 

make it rend one year old or less. The provision as it stands does 
not apply to cattle just one year old. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
read. 5 

The SECRETARY. Aſter the word head, in line 1, page 56, strike 
out the words less than, and after the word old, in the same line, 
insert or less; so as to read: 

One year old or less, $2 per head, 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary read paragraphs 234 and 235, as follows: 


234. Hogs, $1.50 per head. 
235. Sheep, $1.50 per head. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I have a modification to suggest to paragraph 235. 
After the word sheep,“ I move to insert one year old or more; 
and after the word head,” to insert less than one year old, 75 cents 
per head.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
graph as proposed to be modified. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


235, Sheep, one year old or more, $1.50 cents per head; lessthan one year old, 
75 cents per head. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The Secretary read paragraph 236, as follows: 


The Secretary will read the para- 


236, All other live animals, not specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent, 
ad valorem, 


Mr. REAGAN. I offer a substitute for that part of the schedule 
which has been gone over. e 
3 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed substitute will be 
The SECRETARY, Strike out all after the words ‘‘animals, live,” in 
line W, page 55, down to and including the words ad valorem,” in 
line 6, on page 56, and insert in lieu thereof: 

Horses, mules, jacks, jennets, cattle, hogs, sheep, and all other live animals, 
20 per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the duty on these live animals as 
the law now stands is 20 per cent. ad valorem. The amendment 
which I propose simply preserves the present rate of duty of 20 per cent. 

It will be seen that by paragraph 232 the duty is increased from 20 
per cent. ad valorem to 70.07 per cent. ad valorem, a very large increase. 
In paragraph 233 there is an increase from a duty of 20 per cent. to 
61.94 per cent. Paragraph 234 is an increase from 20 per cent. to 45.68 
percent. Paragragh 235 is an increase from 20 per cent. to 50.30 per 
cent. Paragraph 236 remains at 20 per cent. as proposed. 

There is a note made here in this book referring to paragraphs 232 
to 236, inclusive, which says: 

The rates have been largely and uniformly increased to protect our farmers 
from constantly increasing importations of animals from foreign countries, 

There is some mistake, I apprehend, about that. The Statistical 
Abstract of 1889 does not bear out that suggestion by the committee. 
The number of cattle imported in 1880 was 180,756. The next year, 
1881, it was 185,000. In the year 1882 it was 108,000, leaving off the 
hundreds. In the year 1883 it was 104,000; in the year 1884, 190,000; 
in the year 1885, 135,000; in the year 1886, 119,000; in the year 1887, 
106,000; in the year 1888, 140,000; and ín the year 1889, 205,000, 
There was, in fact, of cattle introduced, more in 1889 than in any other 
one year, Next to that is the year 1880, nine years back; and the year 
1888 the number was 42,000 less than in the year 1880. 

Of hogs the number imported in 1880 was 83,434; in 1890 it was 
45,128, a very great falling off, and that falling off runs all along 
through. 

Of horses there were in 1880, 3,060; the next year, 2,000; the next, 
2,000; the next, 2,000; the next, 2,000; iu 1885, 1,949; in 1886, 1,616; 
in 1887, 1,611; in 1888, 2,263; and in 1889, 3,748, which is a little 
more than in 1880; but the, statement of the committee is not well ear- 
ried out. 

The number of mules introduced in 1880 was 5,198, and in 1889, 
2,980. So, the number of sheep in 1880 was 209,131; in 1889, 128,852. 

I mention this to show that this memorandum, that the uniform in- 
crease of duty is made to protect our farmers against the constantly in- 
creasing importation of animals from foreign countries, is based upon 
a mistake. 

Mr. President, we have the disease of protection upon us, and I sup- 
pose it will have to run its course; but I do not think the breeders and 
raisers of domestic animals desire any such protection as this. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What harm does it do them? 

Mr. REAGAN. I will state. I can not state it in one word. Tap- 

rehend that a very large part of the value of the imported animals has 
of animals of superior breeds imported here for the purpose of 
benefiting the live-stock of America. That is one part of my answer to 
the Senator from Vermont, that by the importation of superior breeds 
we improve and have greatly improved our stock in all the lines men- 
tioned in this schedule. 

Then there is on the Southern border of the United States another 
thing in which weare benefited. There breeders import Mexican mares, 
ſennets, and jacks at a very small cost. They are placed upon the 
prairies of the United States and from them weraise very large numbers 
of mules. The mares which we bring in from Mexico for brood mares 
would perhaps cost from five tofifteen dollars a head. They are brought 
in for breeding purposes and they produce good mules, and they meet 
the necessities of the farms and plantations in thecountry. So in that 
respect we are benefited by the receipt of this stock. 

The State which I have the honor in part to represent at this time 
has more horses, more cattle, and more sheep than any other State in the 
Union. If any State could therefore claim protection on account of 
the possession of stock, it ought to be the State of Texas. I do not 
know what the census of 1890 will show, but the census of 1880 showed 
that the State of Texas had about one-seventh of all the cattle in the 
Union; and the cattle, the sheep, the horses constitute very large ele- 
ments of the wealth of that State. I have heard nobody there ask for 
protection. I do not think it is the interest of that State to have this 
high degree of duty. 

Besides that, another way in which we should be injured by this in- 
crease of duty is by the interruption to that extent of the trade be- 
tween the United States and the neighboring countries of Mexico and 
Canada. So far as I know, public opinion through the State which I 
have the honor in part to represent is altogether in favor of free re- 
ciprocal trade with Mexico, The people there desire to cultivate trade 
relations with that country as a means of benefiting the commerceand 
the agriculture and promoting the wealth of both countries; and we 
do not desire that sort of legislation which repels trade, which either 
prevents or restricts trade, and which drives Mexico to a sort of conn- 
ter legislation and high duties which will exclude from her country 
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the manufactures of this country and the sonein roducts of this 
country, large amounts of which would find a market in Mexico if we 
should observe a wise and liberal policy of reciprocity with that country. 

Mr. President, I do not feel that the experience in discussion on this 
subject will justify any prolonged consideration of it. I can hardly 
hope that this disease has sufficiently run its course to enable us to 
reason upon this subject, and therefore I can hardly hope for the suc- 
cess of this amendment; and yet I feel very much that all the interests 
concerned, both of the United States and of the countries neighboring 
to us, would be promoted by reducing the duty back from what is pro- 
paes in the bill to 20 per cent. ad valorem, the rate under the exist- 

ng law. 

in. VEST. Mr. President, it will benoticed by this legislation that 
we put the same duty upon jacks and jennets and all other domestic 
animals, except those that are enumerated in these clauses, asupon ze- 
bras, elephants, lions, tigers, monkeys, and all other animals. They 
are classed together here at 20 per cent, ad valorem. - 

As the Senator from Texas has shown, the explanation given as to 
this legislation by the Finance Committee is a very unfortunate one. 
They say that they have put these provisions here because there has 
been a large increase of importations at the expense of American pro- 
ducers, whereas the lists of importationsshow that they have decreased 
from year to year. We brought in in 1889 less cattle, fewer sheep, 
fewer hogs than we did in 1888, and so it was from year to year, and 
the statement is absolutely false. 

Now, we ought to be perfectly candid with each other. These in- 
creases are made to catch the farmer yote under the pretense that an 
` increase of duty, where there is no competition at all, helps the farmer. 
I do not know an intelligent man in this country who is not aware that 
there is no competition whatever between foreign cattle that are brought 
into this country and those we raise. It is the most transparent hum- 
bug that was everattempted, even in politics. Nothing likeit has ever 
been seen before in this country. It has come from the fact that the 
Alliance is in existence and something must be done in order to stop 
the complaints that we hear now from the agricultural sections of the 
country in regard to present conditions. The farmers are getting poorer, 
the manufacturers are getting richer, and something must be found to 
explain that condition of things, and in order to do it we put up duties 
where there is no competition at all, and no pretense of any competition 
except in the brains of a ‘ew politicians, 

What do the statistics show in regard to these importations? Take 
cattle, for instance. We imported in 1889 57,551 cattle, valued at 
$550,887, and exported during the same time 329,271 cattle, valued at 
$25,673,366. Now, what man of ordinary intelligence fit to vote in this 
country believes that that importation affected the domestie price? 

Take hogs. Weimported in 1889, for immediate consumption, 1,453 
hogs, valued at $4,770, and we exported 45,128 hogs, valued at $356,- 
964. Yet we are told that these hogs, generally of the finer varieties, 
brought in from Canada for breeding purposes, affect the price of hogs 
in the United States, when we were exporting all the time after fur- 
nishing the domestic demand. 

Now, look at the hambug of it. Here we have just passed n resolu- 
tion unanimously through the Senate and sent it to the House of Rep- 
resentatives, requesting the President, through the State Department, 
to open negotiations with the British authorities in order to remove 
quarantine regulations in Great Britain so as to give us a market for 
our beef-cattle. We have passed a bill here for the inspection of the 
hog product in order to get our hogs into Germany and into France; 
and we are to-day complaining, through our minister at Paris, Mr. 
Reid, that France continues to keep her unreasonable duties upon 
American pork, whereas Mr. Reid tells us that it is the interest of 
France to let in more of our hogs. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. VEST. For a question, yes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not merely a question. I can put it in the 
form of a question, but I rose to make a suggestion in the friendliest 
spirit, which will not take half a minute, if my friend will allow me, 
because I can not put it well in the form of a mere question. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, well, all right. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to suggest to my friend that the theory of 
the meat bill which came from the Committee on Foreign Relations 
and now has passed both Houses was not to undertake to cverce for- 
eign countries in respect of their tariff and revenue laws at all, but it 
was, when they made a distinct distinction against American products 
as such that they did not make against the products of other coun- 
tries, it was time for us to begin to have a negative reciprocity. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not discussing that branch of the case, with due 
deference to the Senator. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought you were. 

Mr. VEST. Here is the point I am making: Whereas our Com- 
mittee on Finance says that these duties are increased on account of in- 
creased importations and enormous competition from foreign hogs and 
cattle and horses brought into this country, we are using every sort of 
endeavor to open foreign markets for ourselves, which is utterly in- 
consistent with any such contention. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Not in the least. 

Mr. VEST. We are exhaustingdiplomacy, we are doing everything 
else except to retaliate in order to extend our markets, and yet the 
Finance Committee tell us that there are too many hogs, too many 
cattle, too many horses coming into this country, and we must put up 
the tariff duties in order to protect the farmer! It is a transparent, un- 
mitigated humbug. There is no competition from abroad, and every 
intelligent man in this country knows it. 

Now, take horses. We have provided in this bill that every horse 
that is brought in for breeding purposes shall have a record as a race 
horse of pure breed. We propose to shut ont all the Normandy horses 
and Percherons and other horses that farmers need in order to produce 
work animals, and we let in only race horses that come here with their 
pedigrees going back to Godolphin or the Arabian; and it is done for 
the horny-handed farmer! 

Mr. EDMUNDS, May I ask my friend a question ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr, EDMUNDS, 
bill which provides that u horse to come in free must have a record as 
a race-horse, 

Mr. VEST. Well, if the Senator will turn to paragraph 457, I 
think—— 

Mr. CARLISLE. Page 111. 

Mr. VEST. Page 111, he will find the provision. Iam always very 
glad to give the Senator from Vermont any information. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You generally can, 

Mr. VEST. I do not know that the bill uses the word “ race- 
horse,“ but we know what sort of horses it means. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Page 111. Just read it. 

Mr. VEST. It is a change from the existing law. Heretofore we have 
admitted animals free of duty that came in for breeding purposes; but 
here we put in this provision on page 111: 

A 457. Any animal imported specially for breeding purposes shall be admitted 
ree. 

Now, here comes the new provision: 

Provided, That no such animal shall be admitted free, except it be pure bred 
ofa recognized breed, and has been duly registered in the book of record es- 
tablished for that breed. - 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is due to the Senator from Missouri to say that 
the committee have a modification to propose to that paragraph when 
it is reached. ` 

Mr. VEST. Ofcourse I do not know what the committee pro 

Mr. EDMUNDS.. I do not see the“ race-horse’’ there. The Nor- 
mandy is just as good. 

Mr. VEST. It does not say ‘‘race-horses,* but we know what sort 
of horses are meant. We all know that the Normandy and Percheron 
horses have no record. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know that. 
it; and, secondly, I do not believe it. 

Mr. VEST. The fact is they are common horses in the country from 
which they come. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no, 

Mr. VEST. And they are brought heresimply to produce work- 
animals; whereas every race-horse in Great Britain has a record running 
back as far as possible, and if there is a flaw in his record it impairs 
his value. Those are the sort of animals that are intended here to be 
covered by this provision, as I take it. But we will waitand hear the 
modification to be proposed by the Finance Committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will observe that it is not necessary that 
they shall have a record, but simply that they shall be recorded, 

Mr. VEST. They must be among the equinenobility. They shall 
be dukes and lords of high degree in the equine world. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is anti-republican. We would not do anything 
of that kind. The Senator knows that we are bound to develop the 
American horse. The idea of looking to foreign parentage for the 
American horse! We hear enough about our own people marrying ras- 
cally foreigners. 7 

Mr. VEST. Let us know who has the floor and we will go into the 
question of pedigree regularly. 

Mr. BLAIR, Lask the attention of the Senator to the phraseology 
of the paragraph. There is no requirement that the imported animal 


shall have a pedigree. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Missouri does not 
desire to be interrupted ? 

Mr. VEST. Ihave never been asked to yield the foor. The Sen- 
ator took it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I yield to the Senator. 
am much obliged to him. 

Mr. VEST. I am not obliged to you at all. 
my own right. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator allow me to read the proviso? 

Mr, VEST. Certainly, 

Mr. CARLISLE. This is the proviso: 


Provided, That no such animal shall be admitted free except it be pure bred 
ofa ized breed, and has been duly registered in the book of record es- 
tabl tor that breed. 


Mr. CULLOM. That has been read. 


Perhaps I ought to know 


The Senator can proceed, I 


T am on the floor in 


And that is to ask him to read the clause in the 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it is true that there has been a slight 
increase in the importation of horses in the last one or two years. We 
imported, in 1889, 389,891 sheep, principally from Canada, and we ex- 

128,852; and we also imported during the same year from Can- 
ada and Mexico 48,769 horses and mules, and weexported only 6,728. 
But what intelligent man believes that this importation into this coun- 
try affected the price of domestic animals? 

Let us look at how many horses and mules there were in the United 
States during that same year, There were upon farms, in 1889, 14,- 
213,837 horses and 2,331,027 mules, On farms and there were 
44,336,072 sheep, and it is simply monstrous to assume that the incon- 
siderable number of animals coming across the frontier from Mexico 
or from Canada could have affected the enormous amount that we then 
had upon the farms and ranches of the United States. 

This bill proposes to tax the bronchos and ponies that are brought 
into this country from Mexico worth four or five dollars apiece and 
used by the cowboys on the Southwestern plains; and the farmers of 
Missouri and Iowa and the great agricultural States are to be told that 
this is done in their interest and to protect them against this enormous 
importation that is breaking down the agricultural community all 
through the United States! 

Mr. President, is there any man who does not know that what the 
farmers of this country need is more market, not more protection? 
They want more opportunity to sell. These few animals that come 
straggling into this country no more affect the great mass of those 
animals and flood the market for them in the United States than an 
April shower affects the great Pacific Ocean that laves our Western 
shore. It is absurd; and we have here all sorts of monstrous fabrica- 
tions and inconsistencies to support this humbug. 

Here the Secretary of Agriculture has rushed to the rescue with a 
statement that there are 8338, 000,000 worth of agricultural products 
brought to this country to compete with the American farmer, and he 
puts into his calculation coffee, tea, silk, and sugar; and when we come 
to foreign animals they count zebras and hippopotami and camelo- 
2 and monkeys, and all the animals that are brought here for ex- 

ibition. F 

By the way, these animals, as I said, are taxed here just like jacks 
and jennets, 20 per cent. ad valorem on & zebra and 20 per cent. on a 
jack or a jennet and yet the farmer is protected by all this sort of 
thing! 5 

TEAT we have Mr. Dodge, the Statistician of the Agricultural De- 
partment, who can not keep down his protection proclivities long 
enough to attend to his business. He has a report here, and he rushes 
into print with it in the American Economist, in which he says: 


The production of meat has alsoadvanced faster than population. In 18890 the 

cattle of all kinds were returned as 39,675,533, and the number as now 
on farms and ranches, is 52,801,907, or 33 per cent. more. Excluding co the 
ut 40 per 


increase of other cattle, which includes the beeves, isequivalent to a 

In other words, he adds overproduction as relatively considered with 
population to account for the enormous depreciation in the cattle inter- 
est of the United States, which is still going on. Now let us turn to 
another report which Mr. Dodge forgot, that he made in January last, 


just a few months ago, in which he said: 

Since 1885 there has been a perceptible and continued decrease in the propor- 
tion of cattle to population. From 1885 to 1886 this decrease was only 6 per 1,000 
of population; from 1836 to 1837 it was 8 per J,000; from 1887 to 1883 it was 11 per 

„and from 1888 to 1889 it was 14 per 1,000. In the four years the decrease 
amounted to 39 per 1,000 5 or about 7 per cent. of the number given 
for 1883. The proportion of cattle to population was in 1889 almost exactly the 
game as in 1882. ; 

Under the impetus given to this protection movement and under the 
necessity which the Republican party recognizes to allay the irritation 
upon the part of the farmers in regard to the decreased price of their 
commodities, this gentleman forgets his report made in January, and 
gives to the country a diametrically opposite statement. 

All this shows one fact, and I want to emphasize it, and I wish I 
could reach every intelligent farmer in the United States, that the real 
issue is being obscured and hidden, Mr. Blaine has stated it when he 
attacked this bill and said there was not a pound of pork nor a barrel 
of flour in the whole of it. What the farmer wants is more market, 
not more protection. Iam glad that the Finance Committee has at- 
tempted this transparent humbug, because it will recoil upon the party 
that has projected it. r 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri chal- 
lenges the correctness of the statement made by the Committee on 
Finance that there have been increasing importations of live animals. 
To show him that the committee were correct and that he is not cor- 
rect, I will state the total importations of live animals for a series of 
years prior to the year of which he has read the statistics. 

In 1884 the total importation in value was $3,183,422; in 1885, 
$3,399,971; in 1886, $3,613,472; in 1887, $4,065,066; and in 1888, 
$4,661,849. That shows not only an increase, but a constant increase 
from 1884 to 1888 inclusive. 

‘The Senator from Missouri says further that what the farmers of this 
country need is more markets and not more protection. If hecan con- 
vince the intelligent farmers of the United States that they will not 
have more markets by the exclusion of $5,000,000 worth of live ani- 
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mals that were imported into the United States from Canada and Mex- 
ico, then he will certainly impose upon their credulity to an extent 
which has not been equaled even by Senators upon the other side of 
the Chamber in the course of this discussion. > 

The Senator in to every other paragraph in this bill states dis- 
tinctly that the duty adds to the value not only of the imported article, 
but of the domestic product. Where is his argument now applied to 
the paragraph under consideration? He had better surrender it or ad- 
mit that this policy of protection of live animals will increase the price 
of every animal throughout the United States. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the point that I made, and which the 
Senator has not touched, and which he can not touch, is that theim- 
portation is so inconsiderable as to absolutely not affect at all the sup- 
ply on hand in the United States, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Whatis the trouble about it, then? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Why does the Senator object? 

Mr. VEST. There is not enough of it. We not only supply the 
American market, but we have a vast surplus for exportation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator insist that $5, 000,000 of importa- 
nar of live animals is of no consequence to the farmers of the United 
States ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, I say it does not absolutely, even if it were that 
amount, which it is not, and the statistics of the Senator are not cor- 
rect. I have here a table as to the number of animals that were im- 
ported in 1888 and 1889. 

Mr, ALDRICH, What is the Senator reading from, the official re- 
port? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, and the Senator has done what he has complained / 
of when I havedone it all through thisdebate. He has taken the val- 
uation for a number of years back, that is, the value instead of the 
number or quantity of the article that was imported. He states here, 
of his expert states, that there has been a large increase of importations. 
Now, let me read. Iwill take the dutiable animals and animals free of 
duty. In 1888 we imported for breeding purposes 6,768 cattle, 307 hogs, 
9,665 horses, and 18,865 sheep. In 1889—now let us see if there was 
an increase —— 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the Senator reading from? 

Mr. VEST. Iam reading extracts from the official table. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I know; but what is it contained in? 

Mr. VEST. It is contained in a speech that I made myself, and I 
took the figures from those tables. 

Mr..COCKRELL, From the Statistical Abstract, or the report of the 
Bureau of Statistics? 

Mr. VEST. From the report of the Bureau of Statistics, the official 
table, which I copied myself. 

Mr. REAGAN, Will the Senator from Missouri let me call his at- 
tention to what the report of the Finance Committee shows? 

Mr. VEST. I read that. 

Mr. REAGAN. Instead of being 85, 000, 000, as stated by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, their own report here shows that the aggregate 
was $3,917,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The table the Senator is reading from is the table 
for 1889. The amount which I stated, $4,661,848, was for 1888. 

Mr. REAGAN. From what table did the Senator read? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I read the importations for a series of years, from 
1884 to 1888, inclusive, to show that within those years there had been 
a steady increase of importations. The Senator from Missouri now 
reads two years, namely, 1888 and 1889, to show that in 1889 there 
were less than in 1888. I agree to that, but that is the only exception 
there has been from 1883 down to the present time when there was 
not a constant and steady increase of importations. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator admits it, then? 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator from Missouri will allow me, the 
Senator says he read from 1888, the previous year, to show an increase 
up to 1888. Thestatement here is that there had been a steady increase 
all the time; and if the Senator stated truly that there were $5,000,000 
of imports in 1888, his own statement in this table shows that there 
were but $3,919,000 in 1889, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ifthe Senatorhad been able to hear or understand 
the statement I read, he would have found an exact confirmation of 
the statement published in the report. 

Mr. REAGAN. Well, $5,000,000 and $3,000,000 do not show an 
increase. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I holdin my hand the summary statement 
of imports and exports of the United States for the month of June, 
1890, and for the twelve months ending on the 30th of June, 1890, and 
from that I find that there were imported during the fiscal year, of 
animals free of duty, $3,496,655, and of dutiable animals, $3,270,276, 
making a total for the year ending on the 30th day of June, 1890, of 
$6,766,932. 

Mr. ALDRICH. thank the Senator from Iowa for that statement. 

Mr. VEST. Now, take those statements. I am reading, not the 
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valuation, but the number of animals, and it shows what the Senator 
from Rhode Island now admits, a decrease from 1888 to 1889. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Les, but the figures just read by the Senator from 
Iowa show an immense increase in 1890. < 

Mr. VEST. Now, let me call attention to the absolute unfairness, 
not to say humbug, of reading these figures here to show that this bill 
is in the interest of farmers. What intelligent farmer believes that 
shutting out these superior animals for breeding purposes benefits his 
industry? There were over $3,000,000, according to the report read 
by the Senator from Iowa,ofanimals not in the herd books, not of animals 
with a record, but of animals for breeding purposes of all sorts brought 
into the United States. Now they are shut ont, and none but the 
equine nobility, as I term it, none but the animals that have a record 
in Great Britain, are permitted to come into the United States as this 
bill stands to-day. Is that in the interest of the farmers? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I understood the Senator from Missouri to 
say that the aggregate importations amounted to so much, giving as 
he gave the figures—I do not recall just the amount stated, but the 
amount stated was very much below the figures shown by this state- 
ment of the Treasury Department for the year ending June 30, 1890, 
which was, as I have already stated, $6,766,932 in value. It was to 
his statement as to the aggregate valuation of the animals introduced 
that I made this response. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave been told repeatedly that the quantity deter- 
mined the amount of the importation, and if you go to the quantity it 
is admitted by the Senator from Rhode Island that there has been n 
decrease from 1888 to 1889. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Here is the statement of the Treasury De- 
partment, the official statement, 

Mr. VEST. Here are the statistics. We imported for breeding pur- 
poses, which were free of duty under existing law, in 1888, 6, 768 cat- 
tle, 307 hogs, 9,665 horses, and 18,865 sheep, that paid no duty. In 
1889 we imported 4,340 cattle for breeding purposes, a decrease of 2,000; 
298 hogs, a decrease of 100; 10,417 horses, an increase of about 100; 
and 5,928 sheep, a decrease of 1,000, In 1888 we imported of dutiable 
animals, not for breeding purposes, 62,380 cattle, 2,396 hogs, 52,454 
horses, and 454,010 sheep. In 1889 we imported 56,031 cattle, instead 
of 62,380 in the preceding year; 1,453 hogs, instead of 2,396; 50,141 
horses, instead of 52,454; and 398,906 sheep, instead of 454,010 sheep, 

_ I call attention to another fact, that as divided between the incon- 

siderable number of animals for breeding purposes and those not for 
breeding purposes the yaluation was about the same, $3,000,000 of 
each 


If Senators will turn to the wheat importation, to which we shall 
come directly, which was manufactured on the same fraudulent basis 
to impose upon the farmers, it will be found that we exported in 1889 
46,000,000 bushels of wheat and imported 1,998; and while the 46,- 
000,000 bushels sold for a little over 80 cents in the American market, 
the wheat that was brought in, the 1,998 bushels, sold for $1.75 and 
$2 bushel, showing that it was brought here simply and solely for 
5 and not for consumption. This whole schedule, made to 
allure the farmer into the belief that it is ſor his protection, is manu- 
factured in the same way and for the same purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr, REAGAN], 

The amendment was rejected, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 56, line 8, after the 
word ‘‘barley,’’ to strike out 30“ and insert 25; so as to read: 

Breadstuffs and farinaceous substances: 

237. Barley, 25 cents per bushel of 48 pounds, 

Mr. ALDRICH, I withdraw the amendment to the paragraph and 
recommend concurrence with the provision as it came from the House 
of Representatives, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the amendment be agreed to? 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam quite willing to vote for any duty that may be 
proposed upon any agricultural product in view of the condition in 
which the schedules with regard to manufactured articles have been 
left, but I should like to have read here, in order that the circuit may 
be made complete, an article from the New York Press of the 16th day 
of the present month on the subject of this barley duty; and I do it 
because I am persuaded that the Senator from New York did not re- 
ceive a copy of this paper and he is specially appealed to in it. I want 
him to be advised and have a very bright lamp with which to guide 
his feet. I ask that the article which is marked may be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

THE BARLEY DUTY. 


When the barley item in the tariff bill is reached Senators Eyants and Hss- 
cock ought to be prepared to speak advisedly and plainly of the interests in 
this State that depend on the action that is finally taken. The House raised the 
duty on Canada barley from the present rate of 10 cents a bushel to 30, but the 
Senate committee, becoming convinced that this figure was too high, recom- 
mended that the Senate reduce it to cents. This amount ia still (0 cents u 
bushel higher, it is claimed, than is consistent with the safety, not to say the 

rity, of the importing,elevating, and malting business that has grown up 
the central and northern parts of this State, Theadvocates of the lower rate 


deserve to have their case fully and clearly presented in the Senate; and they 
are looking to the representatives from New York to thus present it. 

There can be no doubt that the business above referred to was built up on the 
faith which its promoters had in the action of the Tariff Commission of 1883 and 
in the tion which followed it, The commission recommended a reduc- 

from 15, the then prevailing rate, to 10 cents. Its 
y, too, for they investigated the subject on the ground 
at Buffalo, where the importers, the American maltsters, and the farmers in the 
eye grain-producing section of the State had ample opportunity to be heard. 

c adoption of the 10 cents duty by Congress was accepted by the consumers 
of Cana barley as settling the question, and they put millions of dollars into 
elevators and malt-houses. 

These immense investments and the great industries that have grown up in 
consequence of them will be wiped out, it is contended, if the pees duty of - 
2 cents becomes the law, The general business interests of our State ought 
not to be thus wounded. If there was compensation anywhere in the 
care might be different, but there really is none. The Press has seen reference 
in the papers to only one protest from the farmers of the State against the duty 
which the opponents of the 25 cents rate ask tor, and it is very doubtful if New 
York growers will add permanently an acre to their barley area or will receive 
any perceptible advance of price for their product by reason of the extraordi- 
nary rate proposed in the pending bill. 

There is great force in this argument of the mic) paste and consumers of Cana- 
dian barley that to enact prohibitive duty will result in destroying immense 
manufacturing industries without benefiting its farmers to any spp: le de- 
gree, if at all. In taking this view of the matter the Press is entirely consist- 
ent with its general advocacy ofthe policy of protection to home indust for 
here it happens that the industries of its home State will be better served by 
the lower duty asked for by these industries than by the higher duty proposed 
for the evident purpose of crippling them. The fact that the importers are 
willing to accept a 50 per cent. rise ought not be overlooked, They do object, 
however, and justly, we think, to the 200 per cent. rise proposed by the House, 
and also to the 150 per cent, reported by the Senate committee. 


Mr. SPOONER. Pertinent to the subject of paragraph 237, I am 
entirely satisfied with the proposition of the committee to restore this 
duty. Isend to the desk and ask to have read a communication from 
the Secretary of Agriculture on the subject, which contains some ex- 
ceedingly valuable information. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Unstrrep STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICUT/ 
Dryision oF STATISTIOS, 
Washington, D. C., August 25, 1890. 

Bin; In response to your request for data relative to eigen gt ama ong im 
portation, and pan y Ihave tifo honor to submit the following slate- 
ments. 

Barley is the hardiest of our cereals, aud has the widest climatic vas, by Itis 
cultivated in Russia as far north as latitude 67°, while in this coun t grows 
in a climate suitable for tropical fruits. The crop of this country is mainly 
grown in seven States, the product of 1835 being thus divided: P 


State. 


New Vork. 343, 428 7, 418, 000 
Wisconsin . 458,205 | 10,310,000 
Minnesota 386, 202 8, 110, 000 
Iowa. 196, 304 4, 181, 000 
Nebras! 158, 8,520, 000 
California . 786,748 | 15,735, 000 
The Dakotas. 256,510 | 5, 207, 000 
Win c 9. 000 


There has been a marked increase in the production of barley during theten 
years past, it showing the largest percentage of increase in area of any cereal 
except oats. In the following statementthe aggregate acreage and product in 
1879, as returned by the census, are compared with Department estimates for the 
years 1885 to 1888 inclusive: 


The greater pers ot thisincrease of area has taken place in the States of the 
8 and in California, In New York there was a slight decline during 

e e ‘ 

Barley is the only cereal which this country fails to produce in quantity sufi- 
cient to meet the demand fordomesticconsumption. During a period of twenty 
years our imports have averaged more than 8,000,000 bushels per annum, and 
the aggregate volume of money which has been paid foreign farmers for this 
pti since 1870, almost entirely to Canadians, is $120,829,901, asum which might 
mainly haye been appropriated by the farmers of Michigan and the Northwest. 
This importation is steadily increasing, the quantity and value purchased 


abroad since 1881 being: 


Of the imports of 1889 no less than 11,365,831 bushels came from Canada, the 
greater part the produce of the province of Ontario, and a further subdivision 
shows that the greater part of the crop of this province is grown in the penin- 
sula surrounded by the waters of Lakes Erie and Huron and in the counties 
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line 10, after the word barley-malt, to strike out “‘forty-five ’’ and 
insert “forty; so as to read: 

238, Barley-malt, 40 cents per bushel of 34 pounds. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As the committee amendment to the preceding 
patagraph was rejected, I hope that this amendment will be re- 
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bordering on Lake Ontario, This district lies in about the same latitude as 
Northern New York, Michigan, and Wisconsin, and should enjoy very similar 
climatic conditions. Tbe Canadian Year Book for 1889, an official publication, 
claims to see signs of a failing market here for their product, attributing it tu a 
tendency among American farmers to pay more attention to this crop and the 
agitation in favor of higher import duties, and asa result the Dominion Gov- 
ernment is encouraging experiments with two-rowed barley in order that the 
English market may be reached. 

The records of consumption do not indicate any great change in the propor- 
tions of foreign and domestic grain entering into our supply, though the figures 
of the five years show slight gain in the proportion of the domestic cereal. 
The following statement, showing the production, net importation, and total 

supply since 1884, would indicate that pour tariff legislation is the main 
cause of the alarm of our northern neighbors: 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Paragraphs 239 and 240 were read, as follows: 


239, Barley, pearled, patent, or hulled, 2 cents per pound. 
240. Buckwheat, 15 cents per bushel of 48 pounds. 


Year. tion, ports, | Supply- Paragraph 241 was read. h ret 
ra The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, after the 
word bushel, at the end of the paragraph, to insert of 56 pounds; 
Bushels. | Bushels. | Bushels. | so as to read: 
BGA SEAS E O E ENTEN 61,203,000 | 9,357,877 | 70,560,377 5 
1835...... 58,360,000 | 9,944,962 | 68,804, 932 241. Corn or maize, 15 cents per bushel of 56 pounds, 
1886.. 59, 428, 000 | 9,050,294 478, Mr. VEST. I have no argument to make now, Mr. President, but I 
. oo esr 000 ion one TA B12 O58 just want to illustrate the high degree ot protection which is given to 


agricultural products by this remarkable bill. 

The official lists show that we exported during last year from the 
United States 69,592,929 bushels of corn, and we imported during the 
same year the enormous quantity of 2,388 bushels. If any man of 
ordinary intelligence will explain to me how that importation of 2,388 
bushels has brought down the price of the 69,592,929 bushels, I shall 
believe in Aladdin's lamp. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 242 was read, as follows: 

212. Corn-meal, 20 cents per bushel of 45 pounds. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I merely want to add that of corn-meal 
we exported during the last fiscal year 312,186 barrels; and we im- 
ported during the same year 396 barrels, such an extraordinary quan- 
tity of such an expensive quality that, in order to protect the down- 
trodden, poverty-ridden farmer, we are now to increase the duty from 
10 to 20 cents, so as to keep out the ferocious 396 barrels, in order that 
the pauper agricultural labor of the rest of the world shall not affect 
the price of the 312,186 barrels which we exported after supplying the 
domestic market! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will proceed with the 
reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

243. Macaroni, vermicelli, and all similar preparations, 2 cents per pound. 
244. Oats, 15 cents per bushel. ` 
245, Oatmeal, 1 cent per pound. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 56, 
line 24, after the word ‘‘cleaned,’’ to strike out two“ and insert 
‘one and a half;’? in line 25, after the words ‘‘uncleaned rice, to 
strike out and rice flour and meal; inline 1, on page 57, after the 
word one, to strike out and one-quarter cents and insert ‘* cent;’’ 
in line 2, after the word pound,“ to insert ‘‘rice-flour, rice-meal, 
and;” and in line5, after the word ‘‘sieve,’’ to strike out one-half 
and insert ‘‘one-fourth; ’’ so as to make paragraph 246 read: 


245, Rice, cleaned, Ii cents per pound; uncleaned rice, 1 Sef ised pound; 
paddy, three-quarters of I cent per pound; rice-flour, rice-meal, and rice, broken, 
whieh will pass through a sieve known commercially as No. 12 wire sie ve, one- 
fourth of 1 cent per pound. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, we now come to a very remarkable por- 
tion of this bill, agriculturally considered. 

Mr. PLATT. Isuppose the Senator wants to make some remarks 
on this rice paragraph, 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir; a few feeble remarks.” 

Mr. PLATT. Will he yield the floor, so that we may have a short 
executive session ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. Aiter seven minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, August 28, 1890, at 
10 o’clock a. m. 


The yearly reports of this division show that the cash return per acre of bar- 
8 than tof any other cereal. 
ng the past Hecnde the arenes value per acre has been $12.79, against 
$9.97 for wheat, $9.48 for corn, and $7. 
Yours very truly, 


for rye. 


JEREMIAH M. RUSK, Secrelary. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to state in addition to what has 
been read at the desk that there were imported of barley for the year 
ending June 30, 1889, 11,332,545 bushels, and the value thereof was 
$5, 629, 845. 

Mr, VEST. We 8 in the year 1889, 11,518,596 bushels of 
barley. We exported during the same year 1,440,321 bushels. The 
value of barley as an agricultural product in the United States is prin- 
cipally for brewing purposes, For elimatic reasons the Canadian bar- 
ley is much superior; it makes a finer and lighter quality of beer than 
any that is raised in the United States. The brewers of the United 
States will have it, no matter what amount of duty may be imposed 
. by Congress upon the imports. They are obliged to have it, and as a 
roof of that I read an extract from the Oswego Times, which is pub- 
ished in the barley-growing district of New York: 

The average market price of Canadian barley for 1889 was from 62 to 77} cenis 


per bushel. The average price of barley raised in the United States during the 
same year was from 56 to 58 cents per bushel, 


And no matter what may be the import duty imposed upon it the 
brewers will have for the purpose of their business the Canadian bar- 
ley. It is absolutely necessary to them, and they will pay any price 
in order to get it, 

I speak of this simply as an American Senator and citizen, because 
niy own State raises very little barley; other crops are found more re- 
munerative to the farmers of Missouri. ; 

Mr. POWER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question on 
that point? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. POWER. Montana, Washington, and the Dakotas produce bar- 
ley equal to the Canadian barley. Is the Senator aware of that? 

Mr. VEST. Ihave heard something of that sort. I believe they 
raise everything better there than they doin any other place. That 
is generally the case. 

Mr. POWER. No, sir; but they raise barley equal to the Canadian 
barley. I know it, forI have investigated that subject. The malt- 
men tell me that the barley that grows along the Northern Pacific 
Railroad is as good as the Canadian barley, and the farmers now, on 
account of the encouragement they have received, are putting ina great 
deal more in Montana. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not know whether it is owing to the difference in 
transportation or whether the culture of barley in Montana and these 
Western States is a matter for the future, the fact is that the Ameri- 
can brewers have heretofore relied upon the Canadian barley. 

Mr. POWER. That is true. 

Mr. VEST. It remains for our friends in Montana, and I hope they 
will succeed, to convince the brewers that their barléy is equal or 
superior and can be furnished more cheaply than Canadian barley. I 
speak of present conditions, and I have the highest authority on the 
subject from the largest brewing establishment in the United States, 
whose letter I have here, in which they state that the only result of 
the imposition of this duty (and of course they, like everybody else, are 
speaking for their own interest) will be to increa:e the price of the 
imported Canadian barley to them; that no matter what may be the 
duty, whether it be put high or put low, they are obliged in their 
business to have the Canadian barley to meet the demands of their 
trade. That is all of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance to paragraph 237. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 56, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 27, 1890. 


JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 
Emanuel M. Hewlett, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice of 
the peace in and for the District of Columbia. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Alexander C. Coble, of Riverside, Wyo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Buffalo, Wyo. 


1890. 
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Richard J. Monroe, of Lewiston, Idaho, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Lewiston, Idaho. 
William H. Caldwell, of Beloit, Kans., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Kirwin, Kans, 
Wright P. Hall, of Susanville, Cal., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Susanville, Cal. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Adjutaut-General’s Department. 
Capt. John C. Gilmore, of the Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be assist- 
ant adjutant-general. - 
Quartermaster’s Department. 


First Lient, George Ruhlen, of the Seventeenth Infantry, to be assist- 
ant quartermaster. 
Subsistence Department. 


First Lieut. Oscaloosa M. Smith, of the Twenty-second Infantry, to 
be commissary of subsistence. 


Medical Department. 


Col. Jedediah H. Baxter, chief medical purveyor, to be Surgeon- 
General with the rank of brigadier-general. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, August 27, 1890. 


The House met at 11 o' clock a. m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. D. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday will 
be read. 


Mr. McCLAMMY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I make the point of order that there is no 
quorum present: 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina makes the 
point of order that there is no quoram present. The Doorkeeper will 
please notify members who are in the committee-rooms. 

The SPEAKER counted the House, and there were 85 members 


present, 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Clerk called the roll, when the 
following-named members failed to answer: 


Abbott, Covert, Kerr, Pa. Quackenbush, 
Adams, Cowles, Ketcham, Ray 
Alderson, Craig, Kilgore, Reed, Towa 
Allen, Mich, Crain, Knapp, Rife, 
Allen, Miss. risp, La Follette, Rogers, 
Arnold, Culbertson, Pa, Laidlaw, Rusk, 
Atkinson, Cummings, Lane, Sanford. 
Atkinson, W. Va. Cutcheon, Lansing, Sawyer, 
Baker, n, Lee, Scranton, 
h Darlington, Lester, Ga. Seney, 
es, Davidson, Lester, Va. Sh 
Barwig, De Haven, Lewis, Shively, 
yne, De Lano, Lind, Smith, II. 
Beckwith, Dibble, Lodge, Smyser, 
Belden, Dunphy, Magner, Spinola, 
Bergen, Edmunds, Maish Springer, 
iggs, Ellis, Mansur, Stahlnecker. 
Bingham, Ewart, Martin, Tex. Stewart, 
Blanchard, Farquhar, McAdoo, Stockdale, 
Bland, Featherston, McComas, Stone, Mo, 
Blount, Finley, McCormick, Stump, 
Boutelle, Fitch, ry, Tarsney, 
Bowden, Fithian, Meute, Taylor, III. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Funston, McKinley, Thompson, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gear, MeMillin, Iman, 
Brickner, GeisSenhainer, Milliken, Townsend, Colo. 
Brown, J.B. Gibson, Mills, Townsend, Pa, 
Browne, T. M, Gifford, Moffitt, Tucker, 
Browne, Va. Greenhalge, oore, N. H. Turner, Kans, 
Brunner, Grimes, orey, Turner, N. Y. 
Buchanan, Va. Grosvenor, Morrill, Van Schaick, 
Buckalew, Grout, Mudd, Venable, 
Ballock, Hall, Nute, Waddill, 
Bynum Hansbrough, ade, 
Caldwell. Hare, O'Neal), Ind. allace, 

1. Haugen, Outhwaite, Wallace, N. X. 
Candler, Ga. Hayes, Owen, Ind. Washington, 
Carter, Heard, Payne, Wheeler, Mich, 
Catchings, Hemphill, Paynter, Whitthorne, 
Cheat g Henderson, III. Peel, Wike, 

Clancy, Henderson, N.O, Perkins, Wiley, 
Clementis, Hermann, Try, Wilson, Ky. 
Clunie, Hill, Peters, Wilson, Mo, 
Cobb, Holman, Phelan, Wilson, Wash. 
Connell, Hooker, Pickler, Wilson, W. Va, 
Cooper. Ind. Hopkins, Pierce, Yardley, 
Cooper, Ohio Kelley, Post, Yoder. 
Cothran, Kennedy, Price, 


The following-named members subsequently appeared and had their 
presence noted by the Clerk under the rule: 
Mr. BLAND, Mr. BAKER, Mr. CLEMENTS, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. ADAMS, 


Mr. BANKHEAD, Mr. ABBOTT, Mr. Funstoy, Mr. LESTER of Georgia, 
Mr. GEAR, Mr. HoEMAN, Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. HAUGEN, Mr. HAYES, 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, Mr. FITHIAN, Mr. Crisp, Mr. 
ATKINSON of West Virginia, Mr. HILL, Mr. KELLEY, Mr. CurCHEON, 
Mr. MILLS, Mr. MORRILL, Mr. SrockpALE, Mr. KETCHAM, Mr. Mo- 
Apoo, Mr. STONE of Missouri, Mr. HEARD, Mr. PAYNTER, Mr. CAN- 
DLER of Georgia, Mr. Covert, Mr. WILsoN of Missouri, Mr. PER- 
KINS, Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois, Mr. Surrx of Illinois, Mr. LANE, 
Mr. PEEL Mr. Crary, Mr. Post, Mr. TURNER of New York, Mr. 
ARNOLD, Mr. TILLMAN, Mr. BANKS, Mr. BARWIG, Mr. FARQUHAR, 
Mr. Bayne, Mr. GRIMES, Mr. CALDWELL, Mr. BLOUNT; Mr. KEN- 
NEDY, Mr. TARSNEY, and the SPEAKER. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk reports that there are 178 members 
present. 
Mr. BROSIUS. I move that all further proceedings under the call 
be dispensed with. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. - 

Mr. MASON. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 80, noes 28. 

Mr. MASON. I eall for the yeas and nays. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 41 members voting in favor thereof, 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
146, nays 21, not voting 159; as follows: 


YEAS—146. 
Anderson, Kans. Dingley, Laws, Sayers, 
Andrew, Dockery, Lehi bach, Scull, 
Arnold, Dolliver, Martin, Ind. Simonds, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dorsey, Mason, Skinner, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Dunnell, _  MeCarth Smith, III. 
Banks, f Enloe, McClellan, ith, W.Va. 
Bartine, Evans, McCord, Snider, 
Belknap, Farquhar, McDuffie, Spooner, 
Bergen, Fithian, McKenna, henson, 
Bingham, Flick, McRae, Stewart, Tex, 
Bland, Flood, 8 Miles, Stewart, Vt. 
Bliss, Forman, Montgomery, Stivers, 
Brewer, Fowler, Morey, Stockbridge, 
Brookshire, Frank, Morrill, Stone, Ky. 
Brosius, Funston, ee, Stone, Mo, 
Brower, Gear, Niedringhaus, Struble, 
Buchanan, N.J. Gest, Norton, Sweney, 
Burrows, Goodnight, O'Donnell, Taylor, E. B 
Burton, Hansbrough, Ferrall, ‘Taylor, J. D. 
Butterworth, Harmer, O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, Tenn, 
Candler, Mass, Hatch Osborne, Thomas, 
Cannon, Haugen, Owens, Ohio Tillman, 
Carlton, Haynes, Parrett, 2 
Caruth, Heard, Paynter, Turner, Kans, 
Caswell, Henderson, III. Payson, Turner, N. Y. 
Cheadle Henderson, Iowa Peel, Vandever, 
Clark, Wis, Hermann, Perkins, Vaux, 
ell, Hill, — Walker, 
7 Hitt, Pugsley, Wallace, N. Y, 
Conger, Holman, Quinn, ~ Wickham, 
risp, Houk, Raines, Willcox, 
Culberson, Tex, Kelley, Randall, Williams, III. 
Cummings, Kerr, Iowa Reilly, Williams, Ohio 
Cutcheon, Ketcham, Reyburn, Wilson, Mo. 
Dalzell, Lacey, Rockwell, Wright, 
Darlington, Lane, Rowell, 
Dickerson, Lanham, Russell, 
WAYS—21. 
Anderson, Miss. Forney, Morgan, Turner, Ga. 
Bankhead, Henderson, N. C. Mutchler Wheeler, Ala, 
Bunn, Lester, Ga. O'Neil, Mass, Wilkinson, 
Chipman, McAdoo, Penington, 
Covert, MecClammy, Richardson, 
5 Moore, Tex. Rowland, 
NOT VOTING—159. 
Abbott, Candler, Ga. Geissenhainer, Martin, Tex, 
Adams, Carter, Gibson, McComas, 
Alderson, Catchings, Gifford, McCormick, 
Allen, Mich, Cheatham, Greenhalge, 00 
Allen, Miss. Clancy, Grimes, McKinley, 
Baker, Clarke, Ala. Grosvenor, MeMillin, 
Barnes, Clements, Grout, Milliken, 
Barwig, Clunie, Hall, Mills, 
yne, Cobb, ‘are, Mofti 
Beckwith, . Coleman, Hayes Moore, N. H. 
Belden, Connell, Hemphill, orrow, 
Bi Cooper, Ind. er! Mudd, 
Bianchard, 88 Ohio Hooker, Nute, 
Blount, ran, Hopkins, Oates, 
Boatner, Cowles, Kennedy, O'Neall, Ind. 
Boothman, Craig, Kerr, Pa. Outhwaite, 
Bontelle, Culbertson, Pa. Kilgore, Owen, Ind. 
Bowden, 3 Kinsey. yne, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Davidson, En k 
Breckinridge, Ky. De Haven, La Follette, Peters, 
Brickner, De Lano, Laidlaw, Phelan, 
Brown, J. B. Dibbie, Lansing, Pickler, 
Browne, T. M. Dunphy, Lawler, Pierce, 
Browne, Va. Edmunds, z E 
— nner, a Elliott, Lester, Va. Qu enbush, 
uchanan, y 
Buckalew, Lind, Reed, Iowa 
Bullock, Featherston, a ice, Rife, 
* * 
Caldwell Fitch, Matsh, Rogers, 
Campbell, Flower, Mansur, Rusk, 
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Sanford, Stahlnecker, Tucker, Wh 
Sawyer, Stewart, Ga, Van Schaick, Wike, 
Scranton, Stockdale, Venable, Wiley, 
Seney, Stump, Waddill, Wilson, Ky. 
Sherman, Wade, Wilson, Wash. 
Shively, Taylor, ii, Wallace, Mass, Wilson, W. Va. 
Smyser, ‘Thompson, Wash: K Yardley, 
Spinola, Townsend, Colo, Wheeler, Mich, Y: 
Springer, Townsend, Whiting, 

So the motion to dispense with further proceedings under the call 
Was to. 


The following-named members were announced as paired on all po- 
litical questions until further notice: 

Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. CoTHRAN. 

Mr, KNAPP with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. WADE with Mr. SPINOLA. 

Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. MCMILLIN, 

Mr. PICKLER with Mr. OATES. 

Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. HOOKER. 

Mr. MekKixLxr with Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. 

Mr. BooTHMAN with Mr. COWLES. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. ALDERSON. j 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK with Mr. PARRETT. 

Mr, WADDILL with Mr. SHIVELY. 

Mr. CHEATHAM with Mr. CUMMINGS, 

Mr. McCormick with Mr. MAIsH. 

Mr, Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama. 

Mr. BAKER with Mr. ROGERS. 

Mr. SANFORD with Mr. YODER. 

Mr, Grosvenor with Mr. Jason B. BROWN. 

Mr. Grout with Mr, FITCH. 

Mr. Perers with Mr. Mansur. 

Mr. Tucker with Mr. GREENHALGE. 

Mr. Scranton with Mr. STAHLNECKER, 
` Mr, WHEELER, ot Michigan, with Mr, Coss. 

Mr. McComas with Mr. GIBSON. 

Mr. SMYSER with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. Morrow with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

Mr, LAmLAW with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. HARE. 

Mr, SHERMAN with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. Sawyer with Mr. HEMPHILL. 

Mr. CRAIG with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. Lobo with Mr. ANDREW. 

Mr. PAYNE with Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. ELLIS. 

Mr. Morrrrr with Mr. MAGNER. 

Mr. QUACKENBUSH with Mr, CLANCY. 

Mr. MrLLIkkx With Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. Owen, of Indiana, with Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. 

Mr. Lisp with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. Nore with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. WRIGur with Mr. GEISSENHATNER. 

Mr. De Laxo with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. McKenna with Mr. CLUNIE, 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. PRICE. 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. EDMUNDS, 

Mr. THompson with Mr. BYNUM. 

Mr, REED, of Iowa, with Mr. STOCKDALE. 

Mr. DE HAVEN with Mr. BIGGS. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITING, on all questions ex- 
cept the Butterworth option bill. 

Ir. Moore, of New Hampshire, with Mr. DIBBLE, until the 30th in- 
stant. 

On the Conger lard bill: 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. LEE. 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. MCDUFFIE. 

Mr. KIF SRX with Mr. RIFE. 

Mr. Owes, of Indiana, with Mr. STUMP, 

Mr. HAYES with Mr. ExLtrorr. 

On this vote: 

Mr. BAxxE with Mr. RUSK. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. LEE, 

Mr, HALL with Mr. Carcuryes, for this day. 

Mr. HOUK. I have been paired with my colleague, Mr. McMir- 
LIX. I voted yesterday in order to make a quorum, and have voted 
this morning for the same purpose. If there is a quorum, I wish to 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, 


Teall the attention of my colleague to the fact 


that according to the pairs as read by the Clerk, our colleague, Mr. 
MoMILLIN, is paired with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. COOPER. 

Mr. HOUK, Very well. If the gentleman is paired with somebody 
else, all right; in that event I will notask to withdraw my vote. 

Mr.MORROW. Iam paired with the gentleman from Tennessee 
(Mr. WHITTHORNE], but have voted in order to make a quorum. I 
understand there is a quorum without my vote, and I therefore desire 
to withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s vote will be withdrawn. 

Mr. KINSEY. I have been paired since the day before yesterday 
with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RIFE], and for that rea- 
son I have refrained from voting. If my vote is necessary to make a 
quorum on this question, I will vote ay.“ 

Mr. BAKER. I am paired with the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
Rogers], but desire to be counted present for a quorum, as was the 
case all day yesterday. 

Mr. MASON. L asi for a recapitulation of the vote. 

; The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman insist on the recapitula- 
tion? 

Mr. MASON. I do. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will recapitulate. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of yesterday. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal in the usual manner, omit- 
ting the names of those voting on the several roll-calls. 

Mr. MASON (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, I rise toa 
question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk is reading the Journal. : 

Mr. MASON, I know, und I desire to make the point of order in 
regard to the reading of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MASON. It is that the Clerk is not reading the names of those 
who voted and how they voted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right to have the names read 
if he insists upon it. 

Mr. MASON. I do insist. 

TheSPEAKER, The Clerk will read the whole Journal. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the Journal, and read the list of 
names of those recorded as voting in the affirmative and negative. 

Mr. MASON. The Clerk has not read the names of those not voting 
on that list, 

Mr. DINGLEY. That forms no of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair desires to say with regard to this list 
that, although the rules do not require it, the names of those not voting 
have been made a part of the Journal by custom. They forma part of 
the Journal in the present instance, and must be read if the gentleman 
from Illinois insists upon it, 

Mr. MASON. Lask to have it done. I insist upon it. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, the gentleman has a 
right to have the names read of those not voting, and the Clerk will 
read the entire Journal, including the names of those not voting on the 
various roll-calls. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make the point of order that 
Iam entitled to have the pairs read if they form a part of the Journal. 
If not, I do not ask it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. They form no part of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair assumes that the gentleman does not 
ask to have it done, inasmuch as they form no part of the Journal. 

Mr. MASON. Are they not a part of the Journal? 

The SPEAKER. They are not. The gentleman shall have the 
whole Journal read. 

Mr. MASON. That is what I ask. ‘ 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. MASON (interrupting the reading). Excuse me, Mr. Speaker, 
but the Clerk has not read the list of those who failed to answer to 
their names on the call of the House. 

Mr. BAKER. The gentleman, it seems, is very technical in his re- 
quirements. 

Mr. MORGAN. We have a very serious question pending on that 
very point now. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will omit the reading of no part of the 


Journal. 

Mr. MASON. _ I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. MASON. I am informed by a member of the House that the 
Clerk is not reading from the Journal of the House the list of names, 
but from the RECORD. If so, I desire that he shall read the Journal 
of the proceedings of the House. r 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk is reading from the Journal. 

Mr. MASON. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk can read what composes the Journal. 

Mr. MASON. Then the Chair holds, as I understand it, the Clerk 
can read from the printed RECORD. Is that the decision of the Chair? 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the Journal is being 
read in the regular fashion. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is made up from the RECORD, anyway. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the 

Journal. 

Mr. MASON. Before that I would like to have the information I 
ask, whether the Clerk is reading from the Journal or from the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk is reading properly, and will continue. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the Journal. 
` Mr. MORGAN (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, I would call 
attention to the roll-call just read (on page 9931 of the RECORD). The 
name of Mr. OSBORNE on yesterday was directed to be inserted as amongst 
those voting. That correction was made at the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman himself. 

The SPEAKER. The correction has been made elsewhere in the 
Journal. 

Mr. MORGAN. But the Clerk is reading from the Journal, and ac- 
cording to the statement just read the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is recorded as not voting. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman will be patient he will find that 
it is in the Journal elsewhere. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very well. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. RICHARDSON (interrupting the Taing: I rise to a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. The Clerk is evidently reading from the printed 
RECORD of the House, 

The SPEAKER. Is the Clerk reading it incorrectly ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I submit that we are entitled to have a Jour- 
nal. The rules of the House provide torit. The Clerk is reading from 
the printed RECORD, from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD; and I submit 
that it is not in order for the Clerk to read the Journal from the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. It is precisely the same thing, and is only read in 
that way for convenience. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Does the Chair then overrule the point of 

order, and decide that the Clerk can read the Journal from REC- 
ORD? Is that the ruling of the Chair? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We have one now pending. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Well, mine is right in the line 
of yours,and I will make it without any permission from the gentleman, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, I hope the gentleman will make it in 
a respectful way. : 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Is not the Journal made up on 
pos ary pieces of paper, and after being approved by the House the 
whole transcribed in a separate book? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I presume the gentleman from New Jersey 

' ought to know that fact. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Well, the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee evidently did not know it, from his question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have made a point of order, and upon that 
Task a ruling of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER., The Chair will state to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessce that the only difference is that in the one case the names of those 
voting for and against the proposition and the names of those recorded 
as not voting have been picked out in their alphabetical order and 
printed in the RECORD. The Clerk has been reading from that list 
only for convenience. But the original tally-sheets are at the desk 
and can be read if the gentleman desires it. It is simply a matter or 
convenience. Both lists are precisely alike. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But the point I make is whether the Clerk 
in reading the Journal can read from the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine the matter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We have a right to know how the Journal is 
made up, 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman have the kindness to wait 
until the Chair finds out exactly the way in which this Journal is 
made npe 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly; I will wait, 

The SPEAKER (after a pause). It has been the custom to make 
up the list from the RECORD, comparing it with the o tally- 
sheet; but in this case the Journal Clerk has not copied the tally-sheet, 
which is kept by the Clerk. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. In other words, the Journal is not complete, 
then, and the Clerk is reading from the RECORD? 

The SPEAKER. The Journal is as complete as it ever is when it 
is submitted for the approval of the House. It is made up in this form 
for convenience of printing. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand, then, that the Journal is not 


complete, and the Chair rules that it can be read from the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair rules that the list of names, if the gen- 
tleman insists upon it, must be read from the tally-sheet. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. | From the tally-sheet ? 

The SPEAKER. From the tally-sheet. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I insist that it must be read from the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The certified copy of the tally-sheet is a part of 
the Journal. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It evidently has not been made so, for the 
Clerk reads it from the printed RECORD, which he gets from the other 
Clerk who is sitting by him. 

The SPEAKER. He has been so reading it simply for convenience. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Then, Mr. Speaker, the Journal is not com- 


lete. 
R The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the Journal is com- 
lete. 
5 Mr. RICHARDSON. Then why does not the Clerk read from the 
Journal? 

TheSPEAKER. Simply because it is more convenient to read from 
the printed list than it is to pick out the names point by point from 
the tally-sheet. If the gentleman insists upon this, it will be done. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If it is identically thesame, Mr. Speaker, why 
is it more convenient to read from the RECORD? 

The SPEAKER. Because it is more convenient to read names in a 
regular list in their order one after another than itis to pick them out 
when they are interspersed with other names, The gentleman would 
see that if he would give a moment’s examination to one of these lists. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But is the Journal complete without the names 
in it? 

The SPEAKER. That is the fashion in which it has always been 
read in the House 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I submit 

The SPEAKER (continuing). For the approval of the House. The 
Journal is not complete until the House has approved of it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, in all my legislative experience, 
which is limited, I have never before seen one clerk pass a CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD to the Reading Clerk to read the Journal from. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman has not been observant, for 
the Chair has seen it many times, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘Then I understand the ruling of the Chair to 
be that the Clerk may read from the printed RECORD instead of from 
the Journal. If that is the ruling of the Chair, I want it to go on rec- 
ord in that way. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the reading from the 
Journal. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not hear the remark of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read from the list, if the gentle- 
man insists upon it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want the Journal read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands. 

The Clerk then resumed and concluded the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the Journal be approved, and on that 
I demand the previous question. ; 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Main e 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine moves that the Journal 
be approved, and upon that demands the previous question. Asmany 
as are in favor of the latter motion will say ay.“ 

The question was taken; and the, Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. MASON. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 82, noes 33. 

Mr. MASON. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. > 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, and Mr. BROSIUS demanded the yeas and 
nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Does the Journal contain the names of the gentlemen designated in the 
resolution of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]? 

Mr, MORGAN. Every one of them. 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, 

The SPEAKER. The names were read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then I hardly think that the Journal ought to be 
approved so long as it contains those names, i 

Mr. TRACEY. Wonld it be in order to raise a question of privil 
Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays are ordered, and the Clerk will 
call the roll. 

Mr. MORGAN, The previous question has cut off your question 
of privilege. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 106, nays 56, nob 
voting 164; as follows: 


YEAS—106, 

Anderson, Kans. Bayne, Brosi Cannon, 
Andrew, Belicnap, Brawa Caswell, 
Arnold, Bergen, Buchanan, N.J, Chead} 
Atkinson, Pa. Bingham, Burrows, Olark. Wis. 

W.Va. Bliss, Burto: Cogswell, 

Brewer, Cald: Comstock, 

Bartine, Brookshire, Candler, Mass. Conger, 
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Connell, Hitt, O'Donnell, Spooner, 
Cutcheon, Holman, O'Neill, Pa. 

Houk, Osborne, Stewart, Vi. 
Dar Kelley, Owens, Ohio Stivers, 
Di v. Kennedy, Payson, Stockbridge, 
Doiliver, Kerr, lowa Perkins, Stone, Mo, 

1 Ketcham, Post, Struble, 
Dunnell, y, Pugsley, Sweney. 
Evans, Ta Follette, es, Taylor, E. B. 
Farquhar, Wa, Randall. Taylor, J. D. 
Fith Ray, Taylor, Tenn. 
Flick, McCord, Reilly, Turner, 
Flood, McDuffie, Rockwell, Walker, 
Funston, MoKenna, Rowell, Wallace, N. Y, 
— us en Watton 

corey. uli, o 
Harmer, Morrill, Simonds, Wilson, Wash. 
Haynes, Morse, Smith, III. Wright. 
Henderson, Iowa Mudd, Smith, W. Va. 
Hill, Niedringhaus, Snider, 
NAYS—S6. 
Bankhead, Cummings, McAdoo, Rowland 
Barnes, Dockery, M. Carthy, Sayers, 
Enloe, McClammy, Stewart, Tex. 
Bland, Forman, eClellan, Stone, Ky. 
Blount, Forney, McC 4 Tillman, 
Boatner. Fowler, MoRae, ‘Tracey, 
Bunn, Hatch, ontgomery, Tucker, 
Candler, Ga. Heard, Mu er, Turner, Ga. 
Caruth, lanham, Norton, Turner, N. Y. 
Chipman, Lawler, Ferrall, Vaux, 
Clements, Lehibach, O'Neil, Wilkinson, 
Covert, Lester, Ga. Parrett Willeox, 
Crisp, Martin, Ind, Quinn, Williams, III. 
Culberson, Tex. Mason, Richardson, Wilson, Mo. 
NOT VOTING—I164. 
Abbott, Crain, Knapp, Rife, 
Adams, Culbertson, Pa, Laidlaw, Ro n, 
Alderson, A Lane, Rogers, 
Allen, Mich. Da m. Lansing, Rusk, 
Allen, Miss. De Haven, Lee, Sanford, 
Anderson, Miss. De Lano, Lester, Va. Sawyer, 
Raker, Dibbie, Lewis, Seranton, 
Beckwith, Dickerson, Lind, Seney, 
Belden, unphy, Lodge, Sherman. 
Edmunds, 1 Shively, 
Blanchard, Elliott, M: 1 Skinner, 
Boothman, Ellis, Mansur, Sm 
Boutelle, Ewart, Martin, Tex. Spinola, 
Bowden, Featherston, McCormick, Springer, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Finley, McKinley, Stahlnecker, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fitch, MeMillin, Stewart, Ga. 
Brickner, ower, Milliken, Stockdale, 
Browh, J. B. ilis, Stump, 
Browne, T. M. Geissenhainer, Moffitt, Tarsney, 
Browne, Va. Gibson, oore, N. H. Taylor, III. 
runner, Gifford, Moore, Tex. 
Buc „Va. Goodnight, Morgan, Thompson, 
Buckalew, reenhalge, Morrow, Townsend, Colo, 
Bullock, rimes, Nute, Townsend, Pa. 
Butterworth, Grosvenor, tes, Vandever, 
Bynum, Grout, O’Neall, Ind Van Schaick, 
Campbell, iq Outhwaite, Venable, 
Carlton, Hansbrough, Owen, Ind Waddill, 
Carter, yne, Wade, 
Catchings; Haugen, Paynter, Wallace, Mass. 
Chea! $ Hay ‘eel, Washington, 
Olancy, Hemphill, Penington, Wheeler, Ala. 
Clarke, Ala. Henderson, III. erry, Wheeler, Mich, 
Clunie, Henderson, N.C. Peters, Whiting, 
Cobb, Herbert, . * Phelan, Whitthorne, 
Coleman, Hermann, Pickler, ike, 

1 Hooker, Pierce, Wiley, 
Cooper, Ohio Hopkins, Price, Wilson, Ky. 
Cothran, err, Quackenbush, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cowles, Kilgore, „Iowa Yardley, 
Craig, Kinsey, Reyburn, Yoder, 

During the roll-call, 


Mr. ENLOE said: Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DINGLEY). The gentleman will 
state his point of order, 

Mr. ENLOE. That the Chair should not allow members to stand 
around the Clerk’s desk while the roll is being called. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What was the point? 

edir. REED (the Speaker). A simple impertinence, that is all. 
r. ENLOE. I think it is, for the Speaker to be violating the rule 
of the House. 

The Clerk then resumed and completed the calling of the roll. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I do not know whether this 
comes under the rule or not. I came in just after my name had been 
called. I was getting lunch, i 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman would not be e titled 
to vote under the practice of the House, but is marked as present. 

Mr. ANDREW. I desire to state, Mr. Speaker, that I am paired 
generally with my colleague from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], and was 
So paired yesterday. I voted, however, for the reason that I do not un- 
derstand that this vote affects the main question, upon whichI would 
be paired with him. On account of this same pair I abstained from 
voting yesterday, although present in the Hall at every roll-call. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to announce that my colleague 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas] is absent on account of sickness. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs : 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK with Mr. O’NEALL, of E AEA 


. 


Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. GIBSON, 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. KILGORE. 

On this vote: 

Mr. THOMAS with Mr. PENINGTON. 

Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. ADAMS with Mr. MOORE, of Texas. 

Mr. CARTER with Mr. PEEL, on this bill for this day. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the names of members noted 
as present and not voting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Annorr, Mr. BANKHEAD, Mr. BECKWITH, Mr. BOWDEN, Mr. BUCHANAN of 
Virginin, Mr. BUTTERWORTH, Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, Mr. FLOWER, Mr. FRANK, 
Mr. Hanssrovucu, Mr. Haves, Mr. Krxsrey, Mr. Tansxxv, and Mr, WHITIXG. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recorded as present to 
make a quorum; and I state further that Iam paired with the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman will be recorded without objection. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I desire to vote. 

The name of Mr. BANKHEAD was called, and he voted ‘‘ no.“ 

Mr. MASON. I ask fora recapitulation of the vote, Mr. Speaker. 
[Laughter. ] 

The vote was recapitulated. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 106 and the nays 
56, and the previous question is ordered, The question is on the ap- 
proval of the Journal. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I demand 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, when the previous ques- 
tion is ordered in this way are not twenty minutes allowed for debate? 

TheSPEAKER. Debate is allowed. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Then I desire to be recognized. 

T SPEAKER. Did the gentleman rise forthe purpose of debate? 

Mr, TURNER, of New York. I did, after ascertaining from the 
Chair the parliamentary situation. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I rose to demand the yeas and nays before he 


rose. 

The SPEAKER, This is a point upon which reasonable latitude 
must be allowed if members intend to debate. The Chair generally 
puts the question, but not for the purpose of anticipating or prevent- 
ing any gentleman from claiming his right to debate, 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to de- 
tain this House at this time with any further allusion to the personal 
matter in which I found myself somewhat interested last night, but, 
sir, I thought it would be well to again call the attention of the House 
to this extraordinary statement which is thus spread upon the records 
by a vote of the House in the approval of the Journal, as if it were 
sitting as a sort of court of inquiry upon the motives of certain mem- 
bers—a court in which they were not heard and in which they could 
offer no defense. 

Mr. Speaker, I think this House ought long to pause and thought- 
fully to consider this matter before it consents to give its approval to 
spread upon the pages of the Journal of this House this innuendo, to 
say the least of it, against the character and motives of members of the 
House. I can only characterize it as a sort of attack that may be di- 
rected against any gentleman, Ido not believe this House desires 
deliberately and dispassionately in any such manner to have the repu- 
tation of any gentleman aspersed. Very many gentlemen have arisen 
in their places and shown conclusively to the House that they were 
present in their seats, but honorably paired, and thus unable to partici- 
pate in the voting; yet their names still stand there asif to hold them 
up to the execration and contempt of mankind. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. With pleasure. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Does the gentleman disavow the motives 
875 in the resolution as being the motives by which he was actu- 
ated? 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Now, Mr. Speaker, whatever my mo- 
tives may be, it was not competent for the distinguished gentleman 
from Illinois to attempt to state the motives of forty gentlemen whose 
names are contained in this list. Iam not now discussing the question 
of privilege. I will not discuss that question now, but will discuss it 
at a little length if I can be recognized at a later hour. I desire to re- 
sume that discussion again in the clear light of the morning. [Laugh- 
ter.] But I can not answer this imputation—this baseless, groundless 
charge—against the motives that actuated certain other members, some 
forty in number. I am only telling the House that I do not think it 
ought to be carried away by partisan bias; that it should not display 
so many of the attributes that are to be supposed to grace the animal 
in whose interest the pending legislation is urged as this attempted im- 
putation does, but that they should pay alittle more regard to the rep- 
utation of Representatives of the House and notattempt toinjure them 
in this futile way, which to my mind constitutes those embraced in it 
almost a roll of honor. [Cries of G0 on!“ 

I do not desire this morning to pursue this point further, as I did 
last night, before my voice broke down; but I have been refreshed 
with sweet re and pleasant dreams, my voice is in excellent con- 
dition, and with a conscience clear of offense, sleep was not prevented 


from visiting my eyelids last night. I have again called the attention 


of the House in all seriousness to the resolution introduced by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, with all the energy that I am 8 of in ex- 
ecrating this iniquity, for I conceive it to be nothing less than that, 
and ask the House not to perpetrate that against the forty-three honor- 
able gentlemen mentioned in it. 

I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 


McApoo]. 
Mr. B RWORTH. Mr. Speaker, can the gentleman yield time 
to another member? I make that point. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman can not yield 
time to another member. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. What time is there for discussion? 

TheSPEAKER. Twenty minutes on each side. 

Mr. MCADOO rose, 8 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio desire to discuss 
the question? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I desire a vote taken. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from New 


Jersey. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, last evening the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] seemed to attempt to dodge the full meaning of 
the resolution which is the subject of contention. The gentleman 
from Illinois, in answer to criticisms which came from this side of the 
House, or from his own side of the House, stated that he had simply 
put in the resolution what was shown by the record; but the gravamen 
of the charge which the gentlemen on this side of the House—and I 
am glad to see that the distinguished Speaker himself nods his accord 
with me in that—the gravamen of the charge in the estimation of this 
side of the House is contained 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has been misinterpreted. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MCADOO. The distinguished Speaker of the House spoke re- 
cently at a banquet of his admiration for that well-known work of 
Baxter, The Perseverance of the Saints. Let me recommend to him 
another famous work of the Rey. Richard Baxter, The Call to the Un- 
converted. [Laughter. ] ; 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair is pursuing that eall at present. [Laugh- 
ter. 

r. MCADOO. I was in hopes that I had converted the Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey has the floor. 
Mr. MCADOO. Now, the language to which I call the attention of 

the House and of the gentleman from Illinois reads as follows: 

And said members did not answer to their names, many of them leaving the 
Hall so that they could not be counted as present. 

If the gentleman should ever rise to eminence as a historian, a posi- 
tion which he has not yet attained as a legislator, and he should, after 
stating the facts, draw a conclusion of that kind, it would be a conclu- 
sion and an indictment and a statement of conviction. Who consti- 
tuted the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations agrand inquest 
to indict, present, and convict the members of this House for their 
legislative conduct? Itmight have been proper for the gentleman from 
IIlinois to have stated the facts of the record, but the gentleman has 
not alone stated the facts of the record, he has not alone presented 
members, but he has convicted them. Many members leaving the 
hall so that they could not be counted as present! The distinguished 
gentleman from Illinois did not do me the honor of putting me inthat 
list. I court that honor. A 

I left the Hall, as I sappose many other members did whose names 
are mentioned in the resolution. Asa matterof fact, I did not leave 
the Hall in order to evade any responsibility, I left because it was 
necessary for me to go to the Senate to look after some matters in which 
I was interested, and the gentleman from Illinois, if he had put my 
name in that list, as he might have done from the record, would have 
been stating a false conclusion in saying that I had left this Hall in 
order to avoid being counted as present, The attitude of the gentle- 
man from Illinois in presenting this resolution touched the high-water 
mark of his scholarship in the new school in which he has entered, 
He was a little slow in his matriculation, bnt he has become a most 
adept scholar in the school of arbitrary methods, and, watching the 

rogress he has made in that school, I was not surprised when he offered 
his resolution yesterday. . 

He has no privilege and no right on this floor beyond that of the 
hnmblest member who sits here. As I said in my opening, what right 
does he have, he a member of the House surrounded by his peers, to 
indict them, tostate their motives for their course of action, and to hold 
them up to the country as having left this Hall for the purpose of evad- 
ing an official responsibility, when he could have no knowledge of the 
facts unless he had entered into their minds and their hearts, 

Mr. FORNEY, He is a mind- reader. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McADOO. Iventure the assertion that in the whole history of 
this House no resolution has ever come from a member so without war- 
rant, so outrageous and infamous, as the resolution offered by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois yesterday in its reflections upon the honorable 
members named in it. But it shows the mind of the controlling 


powers of this House. They have gotten to such a state that when 
they find that the cast-iron programmes which they make up in the 
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secret cabals that arrange legislation here are being interfered with, 
there is no action too arbitrary, there is no infringement of the rights 
of individual members too great for them to commit in order to 

out the mandates which undertake to direct legislation here for the 
American people. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The gentleman from Illinois and his confrères are endeavoring, by 
the legislation now being forced through this House, to stem the strong 
current of political agitation among the farmers of the United States. 
The shadow of the Farmers’ Alliance begets the zeal which pushes this 
bill through the House, even in disregard of the individual rights of 
members, Why was not the gentleman from Illinois, who is a director 
not alone of the motions, but of the motives of the members of this 
House, why was not he equally zealous in pushing those measures in 
which labor is interested? There are before the committees of this 
House, there are op the Calendars of this House bills for which labor 
labor as strongly organized and as powerful as the Farmers’ Alliance— 
asks immediate consideration. Days have not been given in this Con- 
gress where weeks were given in former Congresses to the considera- 
tion of the demands of these organized citizens. 

Why did not the gentleman from Illinois, who does not hesitate to 
characterize the conduct and to convict as to their motives the mem- 
bers of this House, why did he not rise in the Committee on Rules or 
on the floor of this House and push those measures with the same 
zeal which he manifests here? Why did he not point his index finger 
with the same vigor, make his gyrations, skip about the aisles, and 
pierce us with the shrill tones of his vindictive oratory on behalf of 
organized labor as he has done on behalf of this outrageous measure? - 
[Applause on the Democratic side, and cries of Hit him again!] 
But the Farmers’ Alliance pricks the gentleman in the side. He wants 
to go back to the farmers on the broad savannas of Illinois and say to 
them that while the Senate has defeated his landable efforts to reduce 
the price of the sugarthat sweetens their morning coffee—for thatis the 
hobby with which the gentleman has evaded the general questions of 
the tariff—he has raised the price of the American hog by forcing it 
from foreign markets. 

He wants some bulwark against the indignation of the tax-payers in 
his district, against the indignation of the depressed farmers who are 
burning their corn in the surrounding States, whose wheat is steadily 
decreasing in price. He wants to find a bulwark against this storm of 
indignation that is sweeping over the great State of Illinois, especially 
the district so well and so distinguishedly represented by the gentle- 
man himself. And so, forsooth, he shows this tremendous zeal. He 
undergoes these wonderful physical exertions, [Laughter.] He be- 
comes, in the language of the journals anent my distinguished friend 
from Michigan, the endless chain ozator-— i 

A MEMBER. A cable car! [Langhter. | 

Mr. McADOO, Yes, a cable car propelled by an interminable, nn- 
broken chain. And through the exertions of the gentleman on behalf 
of the farmer the price of his hogs is to be raised—by what? By this 
bill. The farmer may wear shoddy clothes made up of the cast-off 
regimentals of the armies of Europe, boiled in chemicals and mixed 
with cotton and old waste that may have been used in wiping the en- 
gines that pass over the roads of the gentleman’s district. The farmer 
may wear cheap overcoats made of such materials; but, By Heaven,“ 
says the gentleman from Illinois, ‘‘ he shall havea higher price for his 
hogs, because we will have no impure lard.” 

Yet I showed the gentleman the other day, if he did me the honor to 
follow my remarks, that the passage of this bill will close the markets 
of Europe to the hog products of the United States; that the very 
speeches which he and other gentlemen are making on that side and 
on this side (if any are made over here in favor of this bill) are the 
strongest indictments in the unfriendly countries of Europe, made un- 
friendly by your arbitrary and overprotective methods—the strongest 
indictments which could be made against the very products the price 
of which you waut to enhance and the market for which you wish to 
extend, [Applause on the Democratic side.] How can you expect to 
market your hog products in Europe when they are under such a ban? 
I am glad to have the attention of my eloquent and zealous friend from 
Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH ]—— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. MCADOO. I do not think I have the time; but if any one can 
ask me a question you can. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is but a single question. My friend 
says the passage of this bill will destroy the European market for the 
products of the American farmer. Has it come to this, that if we in- 
sist*m selling Europe pure food our market there will bo destroyed? 
That is the question exactly. 

Mr. MCADOO. Ianswer you and the other gentlemen 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would remind gentlemen that the ques- 
tion is on the approval of the Journal. [Laughter.] 

125 BUTTERWORTH. I want our lard to be as pure as the Jour- 
na ` 

Mr. McADOO. I would have addressed myself more particularly to 
the question of the approval of the Journal had I not been discouraged 
from pursuing that topic. I thought I had gained a great victory when 
I had apparently the acquiescence of the distinguished Speaker, whom 
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I believed I had converted. Hence it did not appear necessary to pur- 
sue that line of thought. t 

Now, I will say to my friend in conclusion that if I were a member 
of the French cabinet—I am a sort of Frenchman myself by brevet 
Daichi ai were a member of the French cabinet and were en- 

voring to retaliate against the unfriendly legislation which is pass- 

ing through this Congress with regard to commerce, and were seeking 
an excuse to prevent the introduction of American products, particu- 
larly the hog products, into that country, I would desire no better an- 
swer to the American minister than to read-to him the speech of the 
gentleman from Ohio; for, according to him, all the lard products of 
the United States, with I think the single exception of those put upon 
the market by Mr. Squires, of Boston, are impure. I say to you and 
other gentlemen that your own speeches are doing more injury and will 
do more to the farmers of the United States than all the things which 
have been said in the foreign press. x 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Does my friend really thiak that he has 
answered my question ? 

Mr. McADOO. Iam like the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTER- 
WORTH] in this b: everything I say is what I think and believe. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New Jersey has 


ired. 
* CANNON obtained the floor. [Jeers on the Democratic side and 
confusion.] Mr. Speaker, when these steers get done their soundings, 
Iwill ï 

Mr. LAWLER. Irise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LAWLER. Itis this: I would like to ask how often the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, my colleague [Mr. CANNON], is allowed to speak 
on this subject before others have spoken ? 

The SPEAKER, On what subject? 

Mr. LAWLER. On this very subject. 

The SPEAKER, Which subject? 

Mr. LAWLER. ‘The subject before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The subject before the House is the approval of 
the Journal; and the gentleman is allowed to speak once. 

Mr. LAWLER. I understand he is going to speak now on the hog. 
(Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman may so understand 

Mr. LAWLER. I want to state on this point of order just this 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that the gentleman—— 

Mr. CANNON. I will make no allusion to my colleague. [Great 
laughter. ] 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, on the point of order I want to state 
this: that on yesterday I came here at 11 o’clock—— 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman must understand that is not a point 
of order on which he can take the gentleman from Illinois, his colleague, 
off the floor. 

Mr. LAWLER, Then I rise to a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] isen- 
titled to the floor as against his colleague’s matter of personal privilege. 

Mr. LAWLER. In so far, Mr. Speaker, as I was out of the Cham- 
ber on yesterday, I wish to say—— 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois must resume his seat. 
He is not in order. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, a word touching the matier pending 
before the House. I am satisfied that the Journal correctly records 
the proceedings of yesterday as it has been read, and I hope it will be 


a ved. 
The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. MCADOO] has seen proper to 
indulge in various innuendoes and statements, pleasing and unpleas- 
ing, I take it, to himself, and of not much concern to me. [Laughter. ] 

I am a very great man’? in one breath, a historian ” inan- 
other, and a worse legislator” in the gentieman’s mind. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, I make no claim of distinguished eminence asa legislator. I 
never have been muchofapretender. My elegant and eloquent friend 
from New Jersey is, I think, a first-class legislator. I know he abounds 
in one thing, and that is wind, and on pressure it blows both ways 
apparently. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. MCADOO. If the gentleman can afford to allow that to go into 
the RECORD as a specimen of his coarse wit, I can afford to have it 


ere, 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. McADOO. Icar not indulge in blackguardism with him. He 
wants to argue with a stable jockey; that is his size. I hope the gal- 
leries did not hear the remark, or at least that the ladies in the galler- 
ies did not. 

Mr, ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I think the language of the gentleman 
from Illinois should be taken down. I ask that it be taken down. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to proceed in my re- 


Mr. ENLOE. I insist 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, if it distresses the gentleman, I withdraw 
the Wind. [Laughter. 

Mr. ENLOE. I desire the language shall be taken down. 

Mr. CANNON. Or I will withdraw the pressure; I do not care 
which. [Renewed laughter.] 


m my point of order. 


Mr. ENLOE. Then I t that we have the galleries cleared, if 
the gentleman is to follow that line of discussion. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, the pressure having been with- 
drawn {would like to proceed with my remarks, [Cries of Order! 
and Regular order!” on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not yield. I wonldlike to know if I have raised 
a proper question of order. 

I desire to ask if that is not a proper question to address to the Chair. 
I rose, addressed the Chair; and Iask a ruling on the question of order 
T have raised. 

The SPEAKER. The tleman should have made the point of 
order before anything else intervened. 

Mr. ENLOE. The “‘gentleman’’ made it as soon as he could get 
the attention of the Chair. Lrose promptly. It was impossible to have 
made the point of order without the attention of the Chair, and I now 
insist upon the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is too late. 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not understand the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey had spoken in 
reply to the gentleman from Illinois, 

Mr. ENLOE. I am not responsible for that, Mr. Speaker. Ishould 
have been recognized when I rose to the pointof order; and I think if 
the Speaker will observe his usual custom in that regard he will re- 
member that he did not recognize the gentleman trom New Jersey, but 
that it was an interjection on his part, which the Speaker has at all 
times held was not proper, and he thinks sometimes even may not go 
into the RECORD. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, I will relieve the tleman from Ten- 
nessee—— [Cries uf Regular order!“ on the Democratic side.] 

Mr, ENLOE. I insist upon a ruling. 

Mr. CANNON. I will relieve the gentleman—— 

Mr. ENLOE. I wanta ruling from the Chair first. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the Clerk to read the rule 
of the House bearing upon this question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


4. Ifany member, in speaking or otherwise, transgress the rules of the . — 
the Speaker shall. or any member may, call him to order; in which case heshal 

8 sit down, unless permitted, on motion of another member te ex- 
plain, and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the case without debate; if 
the decision is in favor of the member called to order, he shall be at liberty to 
P „ but not otherwise; and, if tho case require it, he shall be liable to cen- 
sure or such punishment as the House may deem proper. 


Mr. ENLOE. I now ask that the language of the gentleman be 
taken down 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will continue reading from the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

5. Ifa member is called to order for words spoken in debate, the member call- 
ing him to order shall indicate the words excepted to, and they shall be taken 
down in writing at the Clerk's desk and read aloud tothe House; but heshall 
not be held to answer, nor be subject to the censure of the House therefor, if 
further debate or other business has intervened. 

Mr. ENLOE. I now ask that the Reporter read the remarks of the 
gentleman from Illinois, to which I have called attention, applicable to 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo], 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is not within the rule. 

Mr. ENLOE. Then the Chair holds that the Reporter can not fur- 
er] the transcript of the language. I will state the language my- 
self. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, i think the galleries ought to be cleared, first. - 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Tennessee 
should have called the gentleman from Illinois to order at the time, if 
he desired to raise the question on the language, $ 

Mr. ENLOE. I rose to the point of order as soon as I could after 
the language was used. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman raised a point of order, which is 
a different thing. > 

Mr. ENLOE. Then the Chair holds that my point of order is not 
well taken. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the gentleman has not com- 
plied with the rules of the House. [Cries of Regular order!“ 

Mr. ENLOE. Does the Chair hold that Iam ndt in order now to 
make that demand ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so holds. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What debate intervened ? 

Mr. ENLOE. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. The rule 
says that the Chair shall call the member to order, or that any mem- 
ber may doit. As the Chair did not perform that duty, I did so. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will have to submit the matter to the 
House. As many as believe that the decision of the Chair should stand 
as the judgment of the House will say ‘‘ay.’’ 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

A division was demanded. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 86, noes 61. 

Mr. ENLOE and others demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FLOWER. On this vote there would be one more no,“ but 
I am paired and I respected my pair all day yesterday; but for that I 
was called in question by this resolution. 

The yeas nays were ordered. 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 103, nays 78, not vot- 
ing 145; as follows: 


XEAS8—108. 
Adams, _ Connell, Kerr, Iowa Ray, 
Anderson, Kans. Cutcheon, Ké Reyburn 
Arnold, Dalzell, Kinsey, > 
Atkinson, Pa. Darlington, Lacey, Rowell, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dinne La Follette, Scull, 
Banks, Dolliver, Simonds, 
Bartine, Dorsey, Lehlbach. ‘Smith, III. 
Bayne. Dunnell, Co! Smith, W. Va. 
Belknap, Evans, MeCord, Snider, 
Bergen Farquhar, McDufiie, Stephenson, 
liss, Flick, McKenna, Stivers, 
Bowlen Flood, Miles, Stockbridge, 
Brewer, Frank. Morey, Struble, 
Brosius, Funston, 0 Sweney. 
Brower, 1 Morse Taylor. E. B. 
Buchanan, N. J. Gest, Mudd, Taylor, J. D. 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Niedringhaus, Taylor, 
Burton, Haugen, O'Donnell, Thomas, 
Butterworth, Henderson, III. O'Neill, Pa. Wade, 
Caldwell Henderson, Iowa Osborne, Walker, 
Candler, ‘Mass. Hermann, Payson, Wallace, N. Y. 
Caswell, Hill, Perkins, Wickham, 
Clark, Wis. Hitt, Post, Williams, Ohio 
Cogswell, Houk, Pugsley, Wilson, Wash, 
Comstock, Kelley, Raines, Wright, 
Conger, Kennedy, Randall, 
NAYS—78. 
Anderson, Miss. Dickerson, Mason, n, 
Andrew, kery, MeCarthy, Robertson, 
Barwig, Enloe, MoClamm, Rowland, 
Blanchard, Fithian, McClellan, 
Bland, Forman, Ste Tex. 
Boatner, Forney, McRae, Stone, Ky. 
ere rbot K oe Stone, Mo. 
unn, night, ontgomery, Tarsney, 
Candler, Ga. Grimes, Moore, Tex. Tillman, 
Cariton, Hatch, organ, Tracey, 
Carut Hayes, Mutchler, Tucker, 
Cheadle, Haynes, Norton, Turner, 
Chipman, Heard, O’Ferrall, Turner, N. X. 
Clements, Henderson, N. C. O'Neil, Mass, Vaux, 
Coleman, Holman, Owens, Ohio Wilkinson, 
Covert, Lane, Parrett, Willcox, 
Crain, Lanham, Paynter, Williams, III. 
Crisp, Lawler, Penington, Wilson, Mo. 
Culberson, Tex. Lester, Ga. Quinn, 
Cummings, Martin, Ind. Reilly, 
NOT VOTING—I45. 

Abbutt, Cowles, Lewis, Seney, 
Alderson, Craig, Lind, Sherman, 
Allen, Mich, Culbertson, Pa. Lodge, Shively, 
Allen, Miss. Dargan, Magner, Skinner, 

er, Davidson, Maish, Smyser, 
Bankhead, De Haven, Mansur, Spinola, 
Barnes De Lano, Martin, Tex. Spooner, 
Beck with, Dibble, McAdoo, Springer, 
Belden Dunphy McCormick, Inceker, 
Biggs, Edmunds, McKinley, Stewart, Ga. 
Bingham, Elliott MeMillin, Stewart, Vt. 
Blount. Ellis, Milliken, tockdale, 
Boothman, Ewart, Moffitt, Stump, 
Boutelle, Featherston, Moore, N. H. Taylor, III. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Finley, Morrow, hompson 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fitch, Nute, Townsend, Colo. 
Brick ner, Flower, Oates, Townsen 
Brown, J. B. Geissenbainer, O’Neall, Ind. Turner, Kans. 
Browne, T. M. Gibson, Outhwaite, Vandever, 
Browne, Va. Gifford Owen, Ind. an Schaick, 
Brunner, Greenhalge, Payne, Venabl 
Buchnnan, Va. Grosvenor, Peel, Waddill, 
Buckalew, Gront, Perry, 5 
Bullock. Hall, Peters, Washington, 
Bynum, Hare, Phelan, Wheeler, Ala. 
Campbell, Harmer, Pickler, Wheeler, Mich. 
Cannon, Hemphill, Pierce, Whiting, 
Carter, Herbert, Price, 0 
Catchings, Hooker, Quackenbush, Wike, 
Cheatham, Hopkins, Reed, Iowa Wiley, 

ney, Kerr, Pn. Rife, ut vent E 
Clarke, Ala. Kilgore, Rogers, Wilson., W. Va. 
Clunie, Knapp. Rusk, Yardley. 

b, Laidiaw, Russell, Yoder. ~ 
Cooper, Ind. Lansing, Sanford, 
Cooper, Ohio e, Sawyer, 
Cothran, Lester, Va. Scranton. 


So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

- During the roll-call, there being disorder on the floor of the House, 

The SPEAKER said; Order! Order! Gentlemen will be in order. 
[Cries of On the Republican side! from several members on the 
Democratic side.] Gentlemen will take their seats and cease conver- 
sation. The House will be in order. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I would ask if it would be in order to 
substitute the Marquis of Queensberry rules for the rules of the House 
and proceed to do business? 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

The Clerk then resumed and completed the calling of the roll. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 103 and the nays 
are 

Mr. MASON. Task for a recapitulation of the vote. 

Several Mempers. Too late. 

Mr. MASON. Itis not too late. ~ 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mason] evi- 


dently rose with the intention of demanding a recapitulation, and the 
Clerk will recapitulate. i 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of announcing that 
Mr, FEATHERSTON is sick in bed, and has been for two days, conse- 
quently I ask leave of absence for him until he recovers. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I crave for a moment the attention of 
both sides of the House. A few moments ago the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. MCADOO] denounced my action asa member of the House 
upon yesterday as infamous. I have had long service in the House 
and do not pay as much attention to words as others may do, but I 
suppose that I am as easily touched by a characterization that seems 
to me to be unjust as any man in the House, and I think gentlemen 
will bear with me that in my years of service I have attempted to keep 
within the rules and usages of the House, and not to offend the mind 
nor the taste of any one, either in or out of the House. I certainly 
have had nointention of sodoing. Smarting, perhaps, under the char- 
acterization of the gentleman from New Jersey, who comes, when he 
does come, with force, thinking it was legitimate to criticise his action 


since he has been a member of the House upon political questions, 


having in mind that during the last Congress he made a speech against 
the Mills bill and then, under pressure, voted for it, and thinking 
that he was somewhat noted for talking one way and voting another, 
I made the remark that I did, and I think the remark from that stand- 
point was apt. I do not think it could offend anybody unless a forced 
and an improper and vulgar construction was placed upon it. 

Mr. MORSE. To the pure all things are pure. 

Mr. CANNON. I have no desire to have any improper construction 
placed upon it and did not haveitin mymind. And if such eonstruc- 
tion was placed on it, I beg that it may not be; and if any member on 
the floor of this House feels that the privileges or the taste of the House 
or anybody else have been violated, I will be glad to make any modi- 
fication or withdrawal in my power. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] Now, Mr. Speaker, so much for that. I would have stated it 
before, but the gentleman’s point of order took me from the floor. 

And now to the matter in hand. The gentleman from New Jersey 
said: Why not consider bills from the Committee on Labor?“ This 
filibustering has occupied three morning hours which would have been 
devoted to the Committee on Labor on the eight hours per day bill, 
and an order stands adopted by the majority of this House devoting 
Thursday and Saturday of this week to specific labor bills first, of great 
importance, one the eight-hour bill and the other to amend the con- 
tract-labor law, and then other business presented by the Committee 
on Labor, 

I believe after we have had a session of Congress noted for its many 
acts of legislation and disposition of important questions, that this 
Congress ought to be brought to a close, so far as this session is con- 
cerned, by considering all possible measures and questions pressing 
and demanding consideration by the people. There are throughout 
the length and breadth of this country 30,000,000 people who follow 
the plow and kindred industries and who believe that the ! tion 
under consideration is apt and proper. It may or may not My 
judgment has been in favor of it, and when opportunity is given I shall 
vote for it; but one thing I feel rests upon us without respect to party, 
namely, that the demand of at least half of the people of this country 
for the consideration of this bill shall be complied with, and that a 
quoram should be present and vote and let the bill be passed or dè- 
feated. This bill—— ~* 

Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr.CANNON. In a moment. This bill is in such a parliamentary~ 
position with the previous question ordered, with the yeas and nays 
ordered, that without unanimous consent no business can be done dur- 
ing the rest of this Congress until a vote is obtained and the bill passed 
or defeated; and so far as my vote and voice are concerned, as one mem- 
ber, no business will be done until this bill is killed or passed by a 
vote of the majority of this House. [Cries of That is right! and ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] That is all I have to say. 

There is another bill on which the previous question was to be con- 
sidered ordered at 3 0’clock, and, this bill not being concluded, it is to 
be crowded out. > 

Many people believe it ought to pass, to which number I belong; 
many people believe it ought not; but I want to say to gentlemen on 
both sides of this House that the honest men of toil in this country 
have been told that railroads, that corporations, that trusts, whether 
they. be on lard, or compound lard, or cotton-seed oil, can get the right 
of way and get legislation, but when the laboring man of this coun- 


try or his interests are to be talked about they can not even get the , 


bare compliment of a vote, because of this filibustering of a new order 
under which, for the first time in the history of Congress, members pass 
from this Hall so that they can not be counted as of a quorum. 
It is against that I protest, and I shall stand as best I can for havi 
both these bills considered and disposed of by all parliamentary an 
proper methods. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the approval of the Journal. 

Mr. McADOO. I crave the attention of the Chair 


~ 
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Mr. WILSON, of Washington. I rise toa question of personal priv- 


lege. 
“The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman had better per- 
mit ick Metre to be disposed of. 


Mr. 
] 


be SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it can not be taken at present. 
The question is on the approval of the Journal. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. MASON and Mr. CRAIN. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 95, noes 62. 

Mr. MASON and Mr. MORGAN. Leas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 110, nays 58, not vot- 
ing 158; as follows: 


AMS, of Illinois. I rise to a question of personal privi- 


YEAS—w0. 

Anderson, Kans, Conger, Kerr, Jowa Rowell, 
Andrew, Connell, Ketcham, Russell, 

Cutcheon, Lacey, Seull, 
Atkinson, Pa. zell, La Follette, Simonds, 
Atkinson, W.Va, Darlington, Laws, Smith, III. 
Bartine, Dingiey, McComas, Smith, W. Va. 
Bayne, Dolliver, McCord, Snider, 
Beokwith, Dorsey. McDuffie, Spooner, 
Belknap, Dunnell, McKenna, Stephenson, 
Bergen, Evans, Miles, Stivers, 
Bingham, Farquhar, Morey, Stockbridge, 
Bli Flick, Morrill, Struble, 
Bowden, Flood, Morrow, Sweney. 
Brewer, Frank, Morse, Taylor, E, B, 
Brosius, Funston, Mudd, Taylor, J. D. 
Brower, Gear, Niedringhaus, Taylor, Tenn, 
Buchanan, N. J. Gest, O'Donnell, Thom 
Burrows, Hansbrough, O'Neill, Pa. Turner, 
Burton, Harmer, Osborne, Waddill, 
Butterworth, Haugen, Payson, Wade, 
Caldwel Henderson, III. Perkins, Walker, 
Candler, Henderson, Iowa Post, Wallace, N. Y. 
Cannon, Hermann, Pugsley A Wickham, 

U, Hill, Raines, eee E g 
Cheadle, Hitt, Randall. Wilson, 
Clark, Wis. Houk, ay, Wright. 

1. Kelley, Reyburn 

Comstock, Kennedy, Rockwell, 

j NAYS—58. 
Alderson, Forman, McCreary, Richardson, 
Barwig, Forney, MeRac, Rowland, 
Bland, Fowler, Mills, Sayers, 
Boatner, Goodnight, Montgomery, Stewart, Tex. 
Brooksh: Hatch, Moore, Tex. Stone, Ky. 
Buckalew, Haynes, Mutchler, Tillman, 
Caruth, Heard, Norton, Tracey, 
Chipman, Holman. O'Ferrall, ‘Tucker, 
Clements, Lane, O'Neil, Mass, Turner, Ga. 
Covert, Lanham, Owens, Ohio Vaux, 
Culberson, Tex. Lester, Ga, Parrett, Willcox, 
Cummings, Martin, Ind, Paynter, Williams, III. 

ickerson, MeoAdoo, Penington, Wilson, Mo, 

ery, McCarthy, Quinn, 
Fithian. MecClellan, Reilly, 
NOT VOTING—158. 
Abbott, Cowles, Lansing, Sanford, 
Adama, Craig, Lawler, Sawyer, 
Allen, Mich, Crain, Lee. Scranton, 
Allen, Miss. Crisp, Lehlbach. Seney, 
Anderson, Miss, Culbertson, Pa. Lester, Va. Sherman, 
Baker, Dargan, Lewis, Shively, 
Bankhead, Davidson, Lind, Skinner, 
Banks, De Haven, Lodge. Smyser, 
Barn De Lano, Magner, Spinola, 
Belden, Dibble, Maish, Springer, 
Bi Dunphy, Mansur, Stahlnecker, 
Blanchard, Edmunds, Martin, Tex. Stewart, Ga. 
Blount, Aliott, fason, Stewart, Vt, 
Boothman, Ellis, McClammy, Stockdale, 
Boutelle, Enloe, McCormick, Stone, Mo. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ewart, McKinley, Stump, 
Breckinridge, Ky, Featherston, MeMillin, Tarsney, 
Brickner, Finley, Milliken, Taylor, III 
Browne, Va. Fitch. Moffitt, ‘Thompson, 
Browne, T. -N. Flower, Moore, N. H. Townsend, Colo, 
Brown, J, B. Geissenhainer, Morgan, ` Townsend, 
Brunner, Gibson, Nute, Turner, N. X. 
Buchanan, Va. Gifford, Oates, Vandever, 
Bullock, Greenhalge, O'Neall, Ind. Van Schaick, 
Bann, Grimes, Outhwaite, Venable, 
Bynum, Grosvenor, Owen, Ind, Wallace, Mass, 
Campbell, Grout, Payne, Washington, 
Candler, Ga, Hall, Peel, Wheeler, Ala. 
Carlton, Hare, Perry, Wheeler, Mich, 
Carter, Hayes, Peters, Whiting, 
Catchings, Hemphill, Phelan, Whitthorne, 
Cheatham, Henderson, N. C. Pickler, Wike, 
Clancy, Herbert, Pierce, Wiley, 
Clarke, Ala. Hooker, Price, Wilkinson, 
Ciunie, Hopkins, Quackenbush, Wilson, Ky. 
b, Kerr, Reed, Iowa Wilson, W. Va. 
man, Kilgore, Rife, Yardley, 
Cooper, Ind. Kinsey, Robertson, Yoder, 
Cooper, Ohio Knapp, Rogers, 
Cothran, Laidlaw, _ Rusk, 
So the Journal was approved. 


Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, how am I recorded? 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded in the negative. 


Mr. MASON, I did not vote on this question. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman iscorrect; he is not recorded. 

Mr. MASON. Am I recorded as present? 

The SPEAKER. There is a quorum voting. 

Mr. MASON. I ask whether I am recorded as present, and if there 
is a record of it? 

The SPEAKER, There is a quorum voting. 

Mr. MASON. Then I ask for a recapitulation of the vote. 

The vote was recapitulated. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 109, nays 58, and 
the Journal is approved. The question recurs upon 
Mr. MCADOO. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER (continuing), Taking the yeas and nays on what 
is known as the lard bill, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The roll is being called. 

Mr. MASON. Irise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. Is it in connection with the roll-call ? 

Mr. MASON. Yes, sir. Before the name of any gentleman was 
called four gentlemen were on their feet asking to be recognized, and 
if this bill is to have a fair trial let us have it now. [Criesof ‘*Reg- 
ular order !’?] 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, before the roll was called I appealed 
to you. I rose to a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order upon this roll-call. 

Mr. McADOO. I was on the floor before you directed the call of 
members, Mr, Speaker. x 

The SPEAKER. The House must be in order. This must not be 
made a matter of confusion. 

Mr. McADOO. Ifthe Chair will allow me to state, I have risen re- 
peatedly, claiming the attention of the Chair. I was on the floor ad- 
dressing the Chair and claiming recognition before it was announced 
that there would be a roll-call upon this question. 

The SPEAKER, Then the Chair will proceed upon that basis. 

Mr. McADOO, I thank the Chair for its fairness, I rise to a ques- 
tion of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that a question of privilege can 
not be entertained during the progress of this matter any more than 
during the progress of any other matter before the House unless some- 
thing connects it with the subject. 

Mr. McADOO. It is connected with it. It affects my standing as 
a member of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it must be connected with the 
pending vote. 

Mr. MCADOO. 
Honse. 

TheSPEAKER, The Chair thinks it must in some way be connected 
with the vote. Gentlemen will perceive that there must be such a 
thing as an orderly course of business 

Mr. MCADOO. I will be entirely ingenuous with the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. And the gentleman will doubtless listen to the 
Chair. 

Mr. MCADOO. Certainly, but will the Chairallow me to say a word? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly the Chair will give the gentleman and 
every other member of the House a fair opportunity to be heard so far 
as is consistent with the rules. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If this is to be a personal explanation I reserve the 
right to object. 

Mr. MCADOO. Mr. Speaker, there is an unwritten law of the House 
which springs spontaneously from the sense of fairness which prevails 
among gentlemen and prescribes\that whenever a member of this 
House is attacked he shall be given an opportunity to reply at the time. 

A MEMRER. I insist upon the roll-call proceeding. 

Mr. MCADOO. I trust there is no gentleman upon this floor so un- 
fair as to deny me an opportunity to make a brief statemert in reply to 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. When the gentleman 
rose awhile ago and made what he called an explanation, but what I 
and many gentlemen sitting around me construed to be an additional 
pies upon me, I immediately rose and claimed the attention of the 

ir. 

I will be frank and say that I do not know that under the rules I 
was entitled to recognition at that time, but I fell back upon the sense 
of fairness and manliness which always prevails in a body of gentle- 
men like this, and which I know would find a response from the Chair. 
Now, I appeal to the House, and I will ask unanimous consent for two 
minutes in which to make a very brief reply to the aspersions of the 

ntleman from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McAnoo] 
asks unanimous consent for two minutes, Is there objection? 

Mr. WALKER. I object at the present time. I shall not object 
later. 

Mr. WALKER withdrew the objection. 

Mr. McADOO. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have simply this to say 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman from New Jer- 


It is connected with the measure pending before the 


sey whether he can not suspend his statement until after the roll · call. 
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He will see that it would be a very bad practice to inaugurate to let a 
roll-call be interrupted in this way. 

Mr, MCADOO. Certainly, I will wait. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the call of the roll. 
The question is upon the appeal from the decision of the Chair, whether 
the decision of the Chair shall stand as the judgment of the House. 

Several MEMBERS. Upon what question? 

The SPEAKER. Upon the question whether the matter is before 
the House or not, the question which the Chair decided yesterday. The 
Chair was ineorrect in stating awhile ago that the question was on the 

of the bill itself. So many other matters haying intervened, 
the Chair was led into that error. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 130, nays 21, not vot- 
ing 175; as follows: 


YEAS—130, 
Anderson, Kans, Dalzell, Kinsey, Reyburn 
old, Darlington, Lacey, Rockwell, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dingley, La Follette, Rowell, 
Banks, Dockery, Lane, R á 
Bartine, Dolliver, Laws. Scull, 
Barwig, Dorsey, Martin, Ind Simonds, 
Bayne, Dunnell, McClellan, Smith, III. 
Beckwith, Evans, McCord, Smith, W. Va. 
Belknap, Farquhar, McCreary Snider, 
Bergen, Fithian, McDuffie, Spooner, 
Bingham, Flick, McKenna, Stephenson, 
Bl Flood. Miles. Stewart, Vt. 
Bowden, Forman, Morey, Stive 
Brewer, Fowler, Morrill, Stone, Mo. 
Brookshire, Funston, new Struble, 
us, car, Morse, Swency, 
Brower. Gest, Mud ad, ‘Tarsney, 
Buchanan, N.J. Hansbrough, Niedringhaus, Taylor È. B. 
Buckalew, Harmer, Norton, Taylor, J. D. 
Burrows, Hatch, O'Donnell, Taylor, Tenn. 
Burton, Haugen, O’Ferrall, 
Butterworth, Hay nes, o' Nei, Pa, Turner, Kans. 
well, Osborn Wade, . 
Candler, Mass. 0 III. Owens, “Ohio Walker, 
Cannon, Henderson, Iowa Parrett, Wickham, 
Caruth, Hermann, Payson, Willcox, 
Caswell, ill, Perkins, Williams, III. 
Cheadle, Hitt, Post, Williams, Ohio 
Clark, Wis. Holman, Pugsley, Wilson, Mo. 
i, ouk, Raines, Wilson, W. 
Comstock, Kelley, Randall, Wright, 
Conger, Kerr, lowa Ray, 
Connell, Ketcham, Reilly, 
NAYS—21 
Adams, Forney, Mutchler, Tucker, 
Alderson, 2 Goodnight, Peel, Turner, 
Bland, Henderson, N. C. Penington, Vaux. 
Chipman, Lanham, Rowland, 
Covert, McRae, Sayers, 
Culberson, Tex. Montgomery, Stone. Ky. 
NOT VOTING—175. 
Crain, Lehlbach, Rogers, 
Alles, Stich. Crisp, Lester, Ga. Rusk, 
Allen, Miss, Culbertson, Pa Lester, Va. Sanford, 
Anderson, Miss. Cummings, Lewis, Sawyer, 
Andrew, Cutcheon, Lind, , Scranton, 
Atkinson, Pa. n, Seney, 
Baker, Davidson, Magner, Sherman, 
Bankhead, De Haven, ‘nish, Shively, 
Ba: De Lano, Mansur, Skinner, 
Belden, Dibbie, Martin, Tex. Smyser, 
Bi Dickerson, Mason, Spinola, 
Blanchard, Dunphy, McAdoo, ringer, 
Blount, Edmunds, McCarthy, inecker, 
Boatner, Elliott, McClammy, Stewart, Ga, 
3 Uis, McComas, 
Boutel nloe, McCormick, Stockhridge, 
Bees large, Ark. Ewart, McKinley, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ky, Featherston, McMillin, Stump, 
Brickner, inley, Milliken, ‘Taylor, III. 
Brown, J. Fiteh, Mills, Thompson, 
Browne, T. M. Flower, Moffitt, Tillman, 
Browne, Va, rank, Moore, Townsend, Colo. 
Brunner, Geissenhainer, Moore, Tex. ‘Townsend, 
Buchanan, Va. Gibson, Morgan, Tracey, 
Bullock, Gifford, Nute, Turner, N. Y, 
Bunn, Greenhalge, Oates, Vandever, 
Bynum, Grimes, O'Neall, Ind. an S 
Campbell Grosvenor, O'Neil, Mass, Venable, 
Candler, Ga, Grout, Outhwaite, Waddill, 
Carlton Hall, Owen, Ind. Wallace, Mass, 
Carter, Hare, Payne, Wailace, N. Y. 
Catchings, ayes, Paynter, Washington, 
Cheatham, Hemphill Perry, Wheeler, Ala. 
cy, Ter! Peters, Wheeler, Mich. 
Clarke, Ala. Hooker, Phelan, Whiting, 
Clements, Hopkins, Piekler, Orne, 
Clunie, Kennedy, Pierce, Wike, 
Cobb, Kerr, Pa. ce, Wiley, 
Coleman, Kilgore, Quackenbush, Wil * 
Cooper, Ind Knapp, Quinn, Wilson, Ky. 
Cooper, Ohio Laidlaw, Reed, Iowa Wilson, W. Va. 
Bran, using, Richardson, Yardley, 
Cowles, Lawler, Rife, Yoder, 
Craig, e, Robertson, 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. FRANK with Mr. SKINNER. 


Mr. LEHLBACH with Mr. MOORE, of Texas. 


Mr. CuTcHEON with Mr. DARGAN, on this vote. 
Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. WASHINGTON, until 


further notice. 


Mr. McCOMAS, I desire to vote to make a quorum. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE], but have voted on this roll-call to 
make a quorum. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I am paired with the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. COWLES]; but it was agreed that the pair should not 
prevent me from voting in order to make a quorum, therefore I desire 
to vote. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I wish to vote to make a quoram. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman is noted as present. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I ask that the Clerk note me as 
present. 

The Clerk recapitulated the vote. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I desire to vote in order to make a quorum. 

The names of the members noted by the Clerk as present and mos 
voting were read, as follows: 

Mr. ÅTKINSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. BAKER, Mr. BARNES, Mr, BooTHMAN, Mr. 
BUCHANAN of Mr. CurcHeos, Mr. DICKERSON, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. Mo- 


Apoo, Mr. McComas, Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. 
York, and the SPEAKER. 


Mr. McCOMAS. If Iam counted, I desire to be counted as vot- 
ing ay.“ 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I ask that I may be permitted 
to vote. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam paired with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
KILGORE], but have voted during the day for the purpose of making 
a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 130, the nays 21. 
Those voting, together with thuse noted as present and not voting, are 
not sufficient to constitute a quorum. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, ot Illinois. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BROSIUS. I move a call of the House. 


ADDILL, Mr. WALLACE of New 


The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the ENEA from 


Pennsylvania [Mr. Brostvs]. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I move a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves a call of 
the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. I rise to a question of personal privi- 
lege. I rose before the gentleman from Pennsylvania was 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, that business would 
not be in order at the present time. The question is upon the motion 
for a call of the House. 

Mr. MCADOO addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. MCADOO], under the unanimous consent granted by the 
House, is entitled to use his two minutes now, if he claims that priv- 


ilege. 

Mr. McADOO. I was about to ask the Chair whether he would not 
so hold. As I understand, the Chair recognizes me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. McADOO, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be order in the House. 

Mr. MCADOO. Mr. Speaker, I yield to no man in this House or out 
of it in that sense of manliness and fair play which is always read X 
forgive an injury when properly atoned for. I have about me suffi 
natural impulsive generosity to meet an opponent more than half zanga 
however gross his offense may have been toward me, 

When the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. CANNON] rose to make his 
statement, I was more concerned for him than I was for myself. Ihad 
hoped that the gentleman by a frank and manly statement would 
purge himself from the suspicion of degrading the character of de- 
bate in this House by the sentence which he has used toward me, It 
is not my judgmert alone, it is the judgment of someof the most con- 
servative members of this House, that the so-called explanation of the 
gentleman from Illinois is ingenious but not ingenuous. And when 
the gentleman went beyond the original charge against me, or the origi- 
nal onslaught which he made upon me, to make an additionhl charge as 
to my consistency on a great measure which was at one time before this 
House, he relieved himself of all suspicion that he was making anything 
like an explanation to the House or an apology to me. 

A gentleman is justified underno circumstances in ever descending to 
make vulgar, indecent, or blackguard remarks, or remarks which can be 
fairly construed to be such. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. CANNON did not do it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HAYES. Well, that is a question of taste. 

Mr. McADOO. And when a man does it he has simply by thelaws 
of gravitation sought his own level. I have no controversy with the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

But the gentleman from Illinois attacked my consistency in voting 
or the Mills bill. My vote forthe Mills bill was not an inconsist- 
ent act. I have before me the record of my speech on that ques- 
tion. I did criticise certain features of the Mills bill. Other mem- 
bers who voted for it did that. I ontlined in that a free list 
which extended beyond the provisions of the Mills bill, which out- 
lined substantially the main features and the d of that bill; and 


if I needed any reason, Mr. Speaker, to a me that my vote was 


proper and correct on that occasion it would have been the of 
the gentleman from Ilinois himself against the bill. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

That is all I desire to say; and I thank the House for its courtesy. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Regular order. 

Mr. CANNON. Just one sentence, Mr. S er—— 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman can only address the House by 
unanimous consent. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. I object. 

Mr. STRUBLE, Let us have the regular order. 

Mr, CANNON. Can I not be heard? 

The SPEAKER. Objection has been made. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. CANNON. I can add nothing to what I said when last upon 
my feet. I disclaimed the intention of saying anything that would 
wound the feelings of the most delicate. I stated what I had to state 
in good faith. Icanstate nothing further. Lam willing that the mat- 
ter should rest there; and if after that any man, in the House or out 
of the House, insists, against my protest, in making something that 
was not intended of a remark that can be found everywherein polite 
literature, and has before been made without criticism on the floor of 
the House, I can only say, Evil to him that evil thinks.“ 

Mr. ENLOE, I would like to know in what polite literature that 
language is to be found. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BROSIUS. Re order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania demands a call 
of the House. 

A. call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following members 
failed to answer to their names: 


Allen, Mich. Crain, Lester, Va. Sanford, 
Allen, Miss. Culbertson, Pa. Lewis, Sawyer, 
Anderson, Miss. ings, Lind, Seran 
Andrew, Dargan, Lodge, Sh 
Barnes, Davidson, M s Shively, 
Belden, De Haven, Skinner, 
Biggs, De Lano, Mansur, Smyser, 
Blan Dibble, Martin, Tex Spinola, 
Boatner, Dunphy, McCo Spooner, 
Boutelle, Edmun M A 8 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ellis, McKinley, Stahinecker, 
Breckinridge, Ky, Ewart, MeMillin, Ste 
Kner, Featherston, Milliken, Stockdale, 

Brown, J. B. Finley, Mills, Stump, 
Browne, T. M. Fitch, ‘offit, Taylor, III. 
Browne, Va. Geissenhainer, Moore, N. H. Thompson, 
Brunner, Gibson, Moore, Tex Townsend, Colo. 
Bullock, Gifford, Nute, Townsend, Pa. 
Bynum, Greenhalge, Oates, Vandever, 
Campbell, Grosvenor, O’Neall, Ind. Van 
Carlton, Gront, wail Venable, 
Carter, Hall, Owen, Ind Wallace, Mass. 
Caswell, yne, W: m. 
Catchings, H hill, Perry, Wheeler, Mich. 
Ch: i Henderson, III. Whitthorne, 

ney, Hooker, Phelan, Wike, 
Clarke, Ala. Hopkins, Pickler, F. 
Clunie, Kerr, Pa. Tree, Wilson, K 
Cobb, Ketcham, 
Co Kilgore, uackenbush, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Ind. Knapp, Rees. Towa Yardley, 
Gases Ohio Laidlaw, Rife, % 
= ae lansing, 

wles, Lee, Rogers, 3 
Craig, Lester, Ga. Rusk, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk reports 198 members present—a quo- 


rum. 
Mr. MASON, I desire to have the roll recapitulated. 
Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of per- 
sonal privilege. Ido not desire to consume the time of the House, 
' but I wish to consume a few minutes only. 
The SPEAKER, ‘This is not the time for a personal explanation. 


Mr. of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, then I rise to a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. If this iamentary situation should continue un- 


til the 4th of March, would a member have any opportunity of raising 
a question of personal privilege ? 

The SPEAKER. The House would have no opportunity to exercise 
any other legislative function, which would be even more serious than 
that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, for what reason am I 
not in order at this time? 

The SPEAKER. Weare ing under a call of the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. But the call has not been commenced yet. 

The SPEAKER. The call has been commenced and we are in the 
midst of it now. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker 
3 I move to dispense with further proceedings under 

e 

Mr. BROSIUS: Mr. Speaker, I have been addressing the Chair. I 
offer the following resolution. 
~ The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that the Clerk announces 


198 members as t—a quorum. 
Mr. COVERT. That announcement ha been made, I desire to 
move that further proceedings under the call be dispensed with. 
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Mr, BROSIUS. Will that take precedence of the resolution that I 


have sent to the desk? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it does. The question is on the 
motion of the gentleman from New York 
dispensed 


proceedings under the call be 
The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 


Mr. BROSIUS demanded a division. 


demand. 


AVGUST 27, 


[Mr. COVERT] that all further 
with. 


, and subsequently withdrew the 
Mr. MASON. I call for a division, Mr. Speaker. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 52, noes 79. 


Mr. ENLOE, Mr. MORGAN, and Mr. TURNER of New York de- 


manded the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 57, nays 115, not 
voting 154; as follows: 


YEAS—57. 
Alderson, Enloe, McClellan, 
Bland, Frank, McRae, 
Bunn, Goodnight, Montgomery, 
Burton, Grimes, Morgan, 
Candler, Ga. Hayes, orton, 
Chipman, Henderson, N.C. O˙Ferrall, 
Clements. Kelley, Peel, 
Covert, Kerr, lowa Penington, 
Crain, nham, Richardson, 
Crisp, Lawler, Rowland, 
Culberson, Tex. Lehlbach, Sayers, 
Cummings, Martin, Ind. Stewart, Tex. 
Cutcheon, Mason, Stewart, Vt. 
Dickerson, McAdoo, Stockbridge, 
Elliott, McClammy, Stone, Ky. 
NAYS—115. 
Anderson, Kans. Connell, Holman, 
Arnold, Dalzell, Kennedy, 
Atkinson, Pa. Darlington, Lacey, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Dingley, La Follette, 
Banks, ery, Lane, 
Bartine, Dolliver, Laws, 
x Dorsey, McComas, 
parae; Dunnell, McDuttie 
knap, Evans, McKenna, 
Bergen, Farquhar, Miles, 
Bliss, Fithian, More 
Bowden, Flick, Morrill, 
Brewer, Flood, Morrow, 
Brookshire, Forman, Morse, 
rosius, Fowler, Mudd, 
Buchanan, N. J. Funston, Mutchler, 
Buckalew. r, Niedringhaus, 
Burrows, Gest, O'Donnell, 
Butterworth, Hansbrough, O'Neil, Mass. 
ìdwell Harmer, 'Neill, Pa. 
Candler, Mass. Hatch, born 
Cannon, Haugen, Owens, Ohio 
th, Haynes, Parre! 
Caswell, Heard, Payson, 
Cheadle, Henderson, III. Perkins, 
— 5 — ng 3 Towa u 
'ogswell, ermann, ugsley, 
Comstock, Hill, —— 
Conger, ý Randall, 
NOT VOTING—154 
Abbott, Cooper, Ind. Lansing, 
A Cooper, Ohio Lee, 
Allen, Mich. thran, Lester, Ga. 
Allen, Miss. Cowles, Lester, Va. 
Anderson, Miss, ig, Lewis, 
rew, Qulbertson, Pa. Lind, 
Bankhead, Davidson ne 
* * 
De Haven, Nafah, 
Beckwith, De Lano, Mansur, 
— 33 3 Tex. 
g5, unphy, o! 7. 
Bingham, Edmunds, McCord, 
B 3 McCormick, 
Blount, Ewart, M X 
Boatner, Featherston, McKinley, 
Boot Finley, MeMillin, 
Boutell Fitch, Milliken, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Flower, ills, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Forney, Moffitt, 
Brickner, Geissenhainer, oore, 
rower, Gibson, Moore, Tex. 
Brown, J. B. Gifford, ute, 
Browne, T. M. Greenhalge, s 
rowne, Va. Grosvenor, O’ Neall, Ind. 
Brunner, Grout, Outhwaite, 
Buchanan, Va. Hall, Owen, Ind. 
Bullock, „Hare, Payne, 
ynum, Hemphill, Paynter, 
Campbell, Herbert, Perry, 
Carlton, Hooker, Peters, 
Carter, Hop Phelan, 
Catchings, Houk, Pickler, 
ham, Kerr, Pa. Pierce, 
Clancy, etcham, ice, 
Clarke, Ala, Kilgore, Quackenbush, 
Clunie, Kinsey, Quinn, 
b, Knapp, Reed, Iowa 
Coleman, Laidiaw, Rife, 
So the motion was not agreed to. 


th, III. 
Smith, W. Va. 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stivers, 


Williams, III. 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 


Seney, 


Vandever, 
Van Schal 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. FORNEY, for the rest of the day. 


Mr. CARTER with Mr. McCreary, on all political questions, until 


further notice. 
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Mr, MASON. I ask to have the vote recapitulated. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I can not be taken off the floor by a motion to ad- 
journ, and I make the point of order that this is dilatory. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama. I ap from the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair d es to entertain the appeal. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know what became of 

eresolution offered yesterday by the gentleman from Illinois, whether 

t is before the House? 

The SPEAKER. It is not before the House. 

A MEMBER on the Republican side. It died. 

Mr. TRACEY. You adjourned in order that it might not come be- 
fore the House. 

The SPEAKER. It is not beſore the House. The adjournment fin- 
ished all proceedings under the call. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I offer the following resolution, which Isend to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and b to the bar 
of the House such of iis members as are now absent without the leave of the 
House, and that he be, and is hereby, directed to immediately telegraph all 
members absent, except where leave was granted on account of illness, to re- 
turn to Washington without delay; and that all leaves of absence heretofore 


gai. except un account of present illness of members or their families, are 
by revoked. 


Mr. TURNER, of New York. I move to lay that motion on the 
table. [Cries of Regular order!“ 

Mr. TRACEY. That is in order. 2 

Mr. BROSIUS. I make the point of order that that is a dilatory 
motion, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York: I now make the point of order that 
this motion is divisible. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair-overrules the point of order. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. From that I respectfully appeal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain the appeal. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

The question was taken on the resolution offered by Mr. BROSIUS, 
and the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Division. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York [Mr. TURNER] de- 
mands a division. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Iam glad to bein order, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 107, noes 48. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Tellers. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 129, nays 54, not 
voting 143; as follows: 


YEAS—129. 
3 Kelley . — 
nderson, Kans. ummings, ey y 
Arnold, Cutcheon, * — 
Atkinson, Pa. Dalzell, Kerr, Iowa Rowell, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Darlington, Lacey, 
Banks, Dingley, La Follette, Scull, 
Bartine, Dockery. Lane, Simonds, 
Barwig, Doliliver, Laws, Smith, III. 
Bayne, Dorsey, Martin, Ind. Smith, W. Va. 
Toan, Pama 8 55 er, 
nap, vans mas, mer, 
Bergen; Farquhar, MoCord, Step! 
Bingham, Fithian, McDuffie, Stivers, 
iss; Flick, McKenna, 
Brewer, Flood, Miles, Struble, 
Brookshire, Forman, Morey, Sweney 
Brosius, Fowler, Morrill, Taylor, EB. 
Brower, Frank, Morse, Taylor, J. D. 
Buchanan, N. J. Funston, 3 Taylor, 
kalew, Gear, Niedringhaus, Thi 
Burrows, Gest, O'Donnell, Tracey, 
Burton, Hansbrough, O’Ferrall, Wade, 
Butte Harmer, O'Neill, Pa. Walker, 
Caldwell, Hatch, Osborn Wallace, N. Y. 
Candler, Mass. Haugen, Owens, Ohio Wickham 
Cannon, Haynes, tt, Williams, i. 
Caruth. 8 Payson, Willia Ohio 
Caswell, Henderson, III. Perkins, Wilson, Mo. 
Cheadle, Henderson, Iowa Post, Wilson, Wash. 
Clark, Wis. Hermann, Pagsley, Wright. 
Cogswell, Hill, nes, 
77 — Hitt, Randall, 
nger, Holman, Ray, 
NAYS—5i 
Alderson, Candler, Ga. Elliott, Lanham, 
Bankhead, Clements, Enloe, Lawler, 
Barnes, Covert, Flower, Lehlbach. 
Blanchard, Crain, Goodnight, Lester, Ga, 
Blount, ss, Abang! Mason, 
T, rson, Tex. ayes, McAdoo, 
Bunn, Dickerson, Henderson, N. CO. MeClammy, 


McMillin, Paynter, Ste Tex. Turner, N. Y. 
McRae, Peel, ease 2, Va 
Montgomery, Penington, Ky. Wh „Ala. 
rgan, Quinn, ‘Tarsney, 

8 Rowland, Tucker 25 

orton, wy. er, 
O'Neil, Mass. Turner, Ga. 

NOT VOTING—14. 

Abbott, Cowles, Lester, Va. Sanford, 
Allen, Mich, 2 Lewis, Sawyer, 
Allen, Miss. Culbertson, Pa. Lind, Scranton, 
Anderson, Miss. 5 Lodge, Seney, 
Andrew, Davidson, er, Sherman, 
Baker, De Haven, h, Shively, 
Belden, De Lano, sur, inner, 
Biggs, Dibble, Tex. yser, 
Bland, Dunphy, M 10 Spinola, 
Boothman, Edmunds, McCormick, ringer, 
Boutelle, is, McCreary, Stahlnecker, 
Bowden, Ewart, McKinley, Ga. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Featherston, Milliken, Stewart, Vt. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Finley, Mills, Stone, Mo. 
Brickner, iteh, Moffitt, tump, 
Brown, Forney, Moore, N. H. Taylor, III. 
Browne, T. M. Geissenhainer, Moore, Tex. Thompson, 
Browne, Va. Gibson, Morrow, Townsend, Colo, 
Brunner, Gifford, Nute, To d, Pa. 
Buchanan, Va. Greenhalge, Oates, Turuer. Kans, 
Bullock, Grosvenor, O' Neall, Ind. Vandever, 
Bynum, Grout, Outhwaite, an Schaick, 
Campbell, Hall, Owen, Ind. Venable, 
Carlton, Hare, Payne, Waddiil, 
Carter, Hemphill, Perry, Wallace, Mass, 
Catchings, He U Peters. Washington, 
Ch 5 Hooker, Phelan, „NM 
Chipman, Hopkins, Pickler, Whiting, 
Clancy, err, Pn. Pierce, Whitthorne, 
Cl a Ei A Q i kenbush, Wiky 

unie, re, uncken ey, 
Cobb, Kinsey, Reed, Iowa Wilson, Ky. 
Coleman, Knapp, Rife, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Ind. Laidlaw, Robertson. Yardley, 
Cooper, Ohio Lansing, Rogers, Yoder. 
Cothran Lee Rusk, 


So the resolution was adopted. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. PAYSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. McRAE. Before the motion is put, I desire to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. What is it? 

Mr. MCRAE. I want to know what opportunity will be given mem- 
bers to offer excuses. I desire to ask that one of my colleagues [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas] be excused on account of sickness, [Cries 
of ‘‘ Regular order! 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair does not think that takes precedence of 
a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. FLOWER. Being paired with my colleague [Mr. BELDEN] I 
voted against this resolution to save him from being brought here. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I make the point of order that thisis a dilatory mo- 
tion. [Cries of Regular order! J 

Mr. HATCH. Pending the motion to adjourn, I have a privileged 
motion to submit to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House now take a recess until 11 
o’clock to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that is a privileged mo- 
tion. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. Ifthe House 
should adjourn now, would this matter which is before the House come 
up immediately after the reading of the Journal to-morrow? 

The SPEAKER, There is no doubt that it would. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I desire to submit a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROSIUS. If this motion of the gentleman prevails will all the 
proceedings under the call fall? 

The SPEAKER. Except so far as covered by the resolution that has 


already passed. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Then I understand that all the balance of the reso- 
lution falls. 

TheSPEAKER. The order contained in the resolution will be ex- 
ecuted, the Chair supposes. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Anticipating the point which the 
Speaker mentioned the other day to the opponents of the bill, we give 
= that this side of the House will antagonize that ruling by the 

ir. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair makes the ruling now. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. A parliamentary inquiry. 

TheSPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 8 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The Chair, in response to the 
question that was put to him in reference to the status of this bill to- 
morrow, made answer to that inquiry. In answering that inquiry 
does the Chair take into account that to-morrow was set a) under 
a special rule, for the consideration of bills reported from the Commit- 
tee on Labor? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does. 
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Mr. CRISP. I protest against the Speaker deciding that question 
now, if it is a decision and to bind the House. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is expressing an opinion in regard toit. 
Mr. CRISP. It must be understood, then, that it is not a decision. 
I object to the Chair undertaking to make a decision at this time. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair states it exactly as itis. The question 
is on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] that 
the House do now adjourn. 
The question was put; and there were—ayes 97, noes 63. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed tothe report of the committee of conference 
on the d eing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 10884) making appropriations for the sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1891, and for other pu y 

The message also announced that the Senate had d a House 
concurrent resolution authorizing the printing of the report of the Com- 
missioner of Fish and Fisheries for the year 1888, 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution; in which the concurrence of the Hoùse 
was requested: z 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Sec- 
retary of State be, and he is hereby, authorized to have the reports of the Com- 
missioners of the United States to the Paris Exposition of 1889, or such of them 
as 2 7 75 accepted by him for publication, printed and bound at the Govern- 
ment Printing Office, and that, in addition to the usual number, there shall be 
printed 3,000 extra copies for the use of the Senate, 6,000 for the use of the House 
of Representatives, and 4,000 for the use of the Department of State, of which 
600 copies shall be distributed among the authors of the reports printed. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed joint 
resolutions of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 102) to print the annual reports of the 
Bureau of Animal Industry for the years 1889 and 1890; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 109) providing for the printing of the Agri- 
cultural Report for 1890. 

So the motion to adjourn was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock 
and 23 minutes) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS, 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
INCREASE OF FORCE IN KITTERY NAVY-YARD. 
Communication from the Secretary of tho Navy, in reply to a reso- 
Intion of the House of Representatives of August 5, 1890, relative to 


an ores of force at the Kittery navy-yard—to the Committee on 
Rules, 


SENATE JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fol- 
lows: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 102) to print the annual reports of the Bu- 
reau of Animal Industry for the years 1889 and 1890—to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 

A joint resolution (S, R. 109) providing for the printing of the Agri- 
cultural Report for 1890—to the Committee on Printing. 


SENATE RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate resolution was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Secre- 
tary of State be, and he is hereby, authorized to have the reports of the Com- 
missioners of the United States to the Paris Exposition of 1889, or such of them 
as wey, pe aecepted by him for publication, printed and bound at the Govern- 
ment Printing Office, and that, in addition to the usual number, there shall be 
printed 3,000 extra copies for the use of the Senate, 6,000 for the use of the House 
of Representatives, and 4,000 for the use of the Department of State, of which 
600 copies shall be distributed among the authors of the reports printed; 


to the Committee on Printing. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. QUINN: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed to inquire and re- 
rt, by bill or otherwise, what legislation within the province of the Federal 
overnment may be ES rand necessary to prevent corporations engaged in 
interstate commerce traffic from employing unjustifiably large bodies of armed 
men denominated “ detectives," but clothed with no legal functions; the em- 
ployment of such so-called “ detectives” operating, at the city of Albany and 
laces as recently demonstrated, to place the lives of peaceable citizens at 


other p! 
the mercy of persons acting without authority, direction, or responsibil- 


ity, and to the great injury and detention of interstate commerce; 
to the Committee on Commerce. 
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` REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


AUGUST 27, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11863) for the benefit 
of the legal representatives of H. Cothes, deceased, of Ballard County, 
Kentucky, reported, asa substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 11867) for the 
relief of the heirs of H. Cothes, deceased; which was read twice, and, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3023), referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4972) for marking the lines of 
battle and the positions of troops of the Army of Northern Virginia at 
Gettysburgh, Pa., reported, as asubstitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 11868) 
for marking the lines of battle and the positions of troops of the Army of 
Northern Virginia at Gettysburgh, Pa., and for other pur ; which 
was read twice, and, accompanied by a report (No. 3024), referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SNIDER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3130) to correct. the military record 
of William Smith, of Tennessee, accompanied by a report (No. 3025)— 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. TURNER, of New York (by request): A bill (H. R. 11866) 
fixing the rate of interest to be charged on arrearages of general and 
special taxes now due the District of Columbia if paid within a time 
specifled—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. CUTCHEON; A bill (H. R. 11809) amending section 1315 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to the appoint- 
ment of cadets to the West Point Military Academy—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. ' 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titl 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi: A bill (II. R. 11870) for the re- 
lief of the estate of Lucinda M. McRaven, deceased, late of Lauderdale 
County. Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 11871) to correct the record of 
Capt. Cyrenus P. Bratt, of the Forty-eighth Ohio—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 11872) for the relief of John Redden, 
late of Company D, Tenth Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 11873) to pension John Bell, of 
South Union, Ky., a soldier in the Florida war—to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. GROUT; A bill (H. R, 11874) granting a pension to Henry 
W. Haley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 11875) for the relief of the estate 
of John Roach, deceased—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 11876) for the relief of Charlotte 
Betz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 11877) for the relief of 
Jane Branigan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11878) for the relief of John Kirk—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11879) for the relief of J. W. McFerren—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BUNN: Petition of S. M. Becksmith and 39 others, of Chat- 
ham County, North Carolina, praying for the passage of House bill 
7162 or Senate bill 2806, known as the subtreasury bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of B. D. Baker and 23 others, of same place, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONGER: Memorial of Roby Post, No. 449, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Madison County, Iowa, for repeal of arrears-of-pension 
limit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: Indorsement of the Turner anti-adulteration 
bill by the Buffalo Central Labor Union—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Resolutions of the Toledo Produce Erge, 
against granting private parties or corporations water frontage which 
is national property at the entrances to harbors upon the Great North- 
ern Lakes—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of John Martin Smith, for invalid pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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THURSDAY, August 28, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr, SANDERS presented a petition ot Henry R. Horr, of Red Lodge, 


Mont., praying for compensation for improvements taken from him by 
the creation of the Yellowstone National Park; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HISCOCK. presented a petition of William R. Kerr and other 
citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for the early passage of the Torrey 
bankrupt bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them each without amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R, 9518) for the relief of Margaret Hetzel; and 

A bill (H. R. 7815) granting a pension to Maryett Vaille. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3232) granting a pension to Abbie R. Reddington, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 10245) to place the name of Hettie McConnell on the 

ion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 7422) granting a pension to Mrs. Kate Lane Townes, 
widow of Col. Robert R. Townes; and 

A bill (H. R. 10036) granting an increase of pension to James B. Reed. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 7964) granting a pension to Margaret Pratt, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAWES. The Committee on Indian Affairs, to which were re- 
ferred Senate bills 2321, 2322, and 4005, have instructed me to report 
an original bill with a written report. 

The bill (S. 4354) to refer to the Court of Claims certain claims of 
the Shawnee and Delaware Indians and the freedmen in the Cherokee 
Nation, and tor other purposes, was read twice by its title. 

The bill (S. 2321) to appropriate money to repay and refund the 
Shawnee tribal fund, the bill (S. 2322) to secure to the Shawnee 
Indians their proportionate share of the proceeds of certain lands, and 
for other Pee and the bill (S. 4005) to secure to the Delaware 
citizens of the Cherokee Nation their proportionate share of the pro- 
ceeds of certain lands, and for other purposes, were postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

7 BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLAIR. By request of the Wage-Workers’ Political Alliance 
of Washington, D. C., I introduce a bill, and ask that it be referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

The bill (S. 4355) to provide for the publication of a periodical which 
shall be known as The Congressman’s Quarterly, and for other pur- 
poses was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Printing. 

Mr. SANDERS introduced a bill (S. 4356) defining the minerals ex- 
cepted from grants of land to States and Territories; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4357) declaring the function of patents 
for lands in confirmation of statutory grants thereof in certain 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commi 
Public Lands. 


i 
on 


* 
STATUE OF LAFAYETTE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution offered by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE], coming 
over from a previous day, to be considered in the morning hour, The 
resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. BATE on the 
25th instant, as follows: 

Whereas legislation is pending in Congress, in which delay must unavoidably 
occur, 28 to the site of the Lafayette statue, involving the question of its being 
located elsewhere than at the place selected; and 

Whereas the said statue has in the last few days arrived in this country and 
will, unless stopped by authority of Congress, be immediately put in tion 
fronting and obstructing the view to the equestrian statue of Andrew Jackson, 
which by authority of Congress was placed where it now is, fronting Pennsyl- 
yania avenue and the Executive Mansion: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
commission or board having charge of the matter of erecting the statue of La- 
fayette is directed to suspend any further proceedings relating thereto until 
further authorized by Congress. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 

Mr. EVARTS. As it probably is the desire of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee who introduced this resolution that some action should betaken 
by this body in order that the result he wishes may be facilitated, as 


The question is on agreeing to the 


this is the only time that I know of when this action can be taken by 
the Senate, I would much prefer that there should be a larger attend- 
ance of this body in a practical determination of the question that will 
have conseqnences; and I am unable to resist the opinion that a quo- 
rum is not now present. I ask, therefore, that there may bea call of 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll of 
the Senate. 
_ Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I wish to say just a word on this sub- 


ject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York has ` 
suggested a want of a quorum, and the Chair has directed the roll to 
be called to ascertain whether a quorum is present. : 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


Aldrich, Dixon, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, 
Allen, varts, Manderson, Stewart, 

Bate, Frye, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Berry, Gibson, Morgan, Teller, 

Blair, Tale, Pasco, Turpie, 
Carlisle, Hampton, Platt, Vance, 

Casey, 5, Power, est, 

Coke, Hawley, Quay, Walthall, 
Davis, Hoar, n,. Wilson of Iowa. 
Dawes, Ingalls, Sawyer, 


Mr. QUAY. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. CAMERON] 
is absent under a resolution of the Senate attending the obsequies of 
Mr. Watson, late a Representative from the State of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. TELLER. My colleague [Mr. Wotcorr] is detained from the 
Senate by sickness. 

Mr. BLAIR. My colleague [Mr. CHANDLER] is absent, detained 
by sickness. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thirty-nine Senators have responded 
to their names, A quorum is not present. 

Mr. McPHERSON and Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, entered the 
Chamber and answered to their names, 

Mr. HARRIS. Isuppose we might as well direct the Sergeant - at- 
Arms to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of ab- 
sent Senators, 

The motion was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will farnish the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms with a list of absent Senators, who will execute the 
order of the Senate. 

Mr. CALL and Mr. DOLPH entered the Chamber and answered to 
their names. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-three Senators having re- 
sponded, a quorum being present, is it the pleasure of the Senate that 
further proceedings under the call be dispensed with? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that further proceedings be dispensed 
with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is so ordered, if there be no ob- 
jection. The question recurs upon the resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, upon which the Senator from New York has the 
floor. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I have asked that a greater attend- 
ance of Senators might be had, not from any desirs to give inconvenience 
to any one, butas the practica) resolution introduced by the Senator 
from Tennessee must in his judgment as well as in mine be disposed 
ot by some action without delay, it has seemed to me that if the call 
of the Senate was made for the vote, without intelligence upon the ob- 
servations that might have been made by the Senator from Tennessee 
and by myself, it would be incongruous with the proceedings in view, 
as the matter is a practical one. 

Some years ago Congress appropriated $50,000 for a monument in 
honor of Lafayette and his compatriots, described in general in the act 
that it should be with emblematic fignres also illustrated. The exe- 
cution of that authority was reposed by Congress in a commission of 
which the Secretary of War was chairman, who with the chairman of 
the Library Committee of the Senate and the Architect of the Capitol 
composed the membership. 

That duty thus confided embraced making an arrangement by which 
a selection for the monument should be made and a contract should he 
made with this successful artist. Further than that this board or com- 
mission was charged with the duty of selecting on some one of the 
reservations of this city a site for the monument, 

This selection was a matter of consideration by the board as then 
made up under the Presidency of President Cleveland, and we had - 
proceeded with a very careful examination (the then Secretary of War, 
Mr. Endicott, being the chairman) of all the sites, all the positions, 
and all the circumstances which should guide us in the selection. This 
was our duty, and though it was in our duty to have proper notice and 
attention given to every circumstance that should guideand determine 


the selection, yet this great duty had its reference to a commensurate | 
treatment by us of the magnificent endowment for the monument fur- 
nished by Congress, and with the care that had been taken in select- 
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ing the artist, and in the general treatment of the matter that should 
de successfully to the erection of the statue. 

Following after that for a year or more this same subject was presented 
to the attention of this board, and certainly more than six or eight 
months ago the site fixed upon was a matter of public knowledge and 
of public comment. The only criticisms that I can recall in the press 
of this city (for it was treated wholly as a local question, not attracting 
attention in the press of the country) was an almost general concur- 
rence that this monument should be in Lafayette Square, but there was 
a very general motion that it ought to be placed in the center of that 
square, and the statue of Gen Jackson should be otherwise and of 
course honorably disposed of. ee ir 

The ju ent of the committee would have been, as it is stated in 
the report from the Library Committee, that this statue to Lafayette 
should have been placed in the center of Lafayette Square, if that point 
had not been already octupied by another work of art and a monument 
to an eminent and illustrious man. The general views which deter- 
mined us in fixing thesite that we did designate and which has been pre- 
pared were substantially these: We felt that no restraint or measure 
should be put upon the gratitude of this people for our great benefactor, 
and that this monument was meant to illustrate and perpetuate an ex- 

ion of the gratitude of our people. It could not add at all to the 
Fume or the permanence of the memory of General Lafayette, for that 
fame already had possession of two hemispheres, and in the temple of 
liberty, so long as that should be kept open in this world, a shrine that 
needed no further illustration. 

The question therefore for us was what should be our expression of 
our gratitude and of our admiration. The humbler office of executing 
this will, of the people and this power of Con rested with us, and 
withr ibility. Weare of opinion that this monument, ex to 
be so honorable in art as well as in the commemoration, should not be 
placed in the interior of any large reservation. The opinion, I say, is 
that for a popular monument there should concur in the site itself two 
circumstances: publicity to the daily concourse of the people, and 
dignity, that there should be no degrading local associations about it. 

yond this it is ized as a matter of art and of common obser- 
vation that statues and monuments assist one another in their group- 
ing, and that they hold amore effective relation to the great architect- 
ural works of acity than to the foliage and the overspreading branches 
of the trees that are to embellish the fountains or to shade the citizens 
in their walks. The foliage hides and the majestic branches of the 
trees belittle the work of art. 

There came then a question, what should we find in the personal 
and particular relations of General Lafayette to our history thatshould 
associatea site with this or the other position that would accord with 
the requirements I have stated? It was, of course, of firstnotice with 
us whether we should associate him with a position relating to the 
Halls of Congress or to the public hari and especially to the Ex- 
ecutive residence, that this site was to be designated. 

We could find no position at this end of the Avenue not already oc- 
eupied where we should think a 3 site could be secured if we 
should determine to place it in relation to the Capitol orCongress. But 
we were of opinion that General Lafayette’s relations to our history, 
his fame, the affections of our people, had all to do with the Rev- 
olutionary struggle, the heroism and the valor that had produced our 
independence; and that with the construction of the Government and 
the conduct of governmental affairs this fame of his had no particular 
and direct connection. But of phate int is the residence fixed 
for the Presidents of the United States, w , though not occupied by 
Washington himself, is yet treated by every one who reaches the great 
height of the Presidency that the fact that he is a successor of General 
Washington is the highest fame that can attend any of his achievements 
and triumphs. Now, the relation of General Lafayette to General Wash- 
ington is of familiar history. He is spoken of as the only person almost 
that General Washington felt affection to as towards a son; and this 
gallant Frenchman, born and bred in other scenes, forsaking all the al- 
lurements of home, and drawn hither by love for liberty that no Amer- 
ican had ever held to General Washington the relation of 
more than a son, not only of admiration, but the homage due to the 
greatest and best of men. 2 

We thought, therefore, that unless circumstances dissuaded us from 
it the relation to the Presidential mansion should be the arena from 
which we should select. We knew that of all the public reservations 
that had passed under the personal attention of General Washington 
he only named three for their names to be known and remembered by— 
one was the Judiciary Square, one was the University Square, and the 
only personal name given was Lafayette Square, for that which should 
stand in front of the Presidential mansion. 

‘These may seem inconsiderable influences, but if the more substan- 
tial reason of the accordance of the site with the general requirements 
of dignity and publicity were found toso exist we could not doubt that 
without reference to other considerations, perhaps temporary, we should 
not decline to execute our necessary duty. 

Now, Mr, President, this noble esplanade between Fifteenth and 
Seventeenth streets on Pennsylvania avenue, running between the pub- 
lic buildings and this Lafayette Square would, as we could foresee, in 


the near future invite here the display of monuments to heroes and 
statesmen that in collective group would greet and fill the eye of the 
public in their daily movements in the streets. This square has a front 
on Pennsylvania avenue of 725 feet, and the depth between H street and 
Pennsylvania avenue is 425 feet. It did not seem to us that this noble 
front upon this esplanade should be withdrawn from monumental grace 
and dignity by the fact that a statue to Gcneral Jackson was already 
embosomed in trees in the middle of that square. 

Already, Mr. President, a resolution has been introduced for a heroic 
and noble statue to the great Secretary of War, Mr. Stanton, in the 
front of that Department es Pe this noble esplanade. It may well be 
expected that a corresponding position on this avenue front of the 
Treasury should be found for the commemoration of the genius and the 
pepan services of the great financiers of this country, to perpetuate 
there our grateful memory, we will say, of the fameof Hamilton, or ot 
Gallatin, or of Chase. È 

Opposite this square, which corresponds in its length with the oppo- 
site front of the grounds of the President's residence, there are two 
places fit for noble monuments to great Presidents, one east of the east- 
ern driveway, and the other west of the western driveway, and at the 
corners of this square on Pennsylvania avenue there are good sites for 
the commemoration of great soldiers like Jackson or like Grant, but the 
Lafayette monument could not, inouropinion, occupy in this prospective 
view other than a central and a superior site. He is the hero for the 
whole country and for all timeso long as our independence shall endure, 

Mr. President, the actual situation for the intervention of Congress 
now invoked is this: In May the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE], 
while the work of preparation for the base of this monument was in 
progress and in observation, introduced a resolution of inquiry on two 
points—one, as to by what authority this site had been selected - but 
that might have been learned by a perusal of the statutes; the second 
point was, what the effect might be of these two monuments being in 
a direct line of perspective. This latter is a matter of taste and com- 
mon observation. The Joint Committee on the Library, to which the 
resolution was referred, reported on the 5th of June an answer to both 
these questions and there was added by the committee, as their chair- 


man was alsoa member of the commission, a statement of what the 


committee understood had been the considerations that had prevailed 
with this commission in selecting this site. 

It was thought by the committee that it was more respectful to com- 
municate these views than to make the very brief answer of the au- 
thority of the statutes and the perspective of the monument. That re- 
port was laid on the table, and was printed. On the 17th of June the 
Senator from Tennessee, who now moves in this matter, brought in a 
resolution of considerable particularity and it was referred, where it 
should go if it was to be practically considered, to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. That resolution contemplated some ac- 
tion by Congress, and of course some consideration and some determina- 
tion by this committee. Thus, as earlyas the 17th of May, or Ishould 
say of June—— 

Mr. PASCO. If the Senator from New York will allow me, the 
correct date was the 17th of June that that resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. I think he will 
find that the report was dated the 5th of June, and the Recorp shows 
that the reference was in June, instead of May, just one month later 
than the Senator suggests. 

Mr. EVARTS. Was made on what day? 

Mr. BATE. The first resolution was offered May 13, 1890. 

Mr. PASCO. I have before me the report of the Committee on the 
Library which was submitted on the 5th of June, and the resolution, 
found on 6645 of the RECORD, showing that the Senator from 
Tennessee offered his second resolution on the 17th of June, and it was 
then referred to the Committee on Publie Bnildingsand Grounds. The 
Senator from New York has made a mistake of a month in the date. 

Mr. EVARTS. I miscalled the month, but corrected it before either 
of the Senators called my attention to it. That is all. I had the 
proper date in mind. 3 

So we have the date. Now,it may be assumed, as this resolution 
had invited the attention of the Senate and of the committee to a 
practical situation that should be resolved in some way or other, that 
they had not fixed upon any other site that they wished to substitute 
for the one selected and prepared. 

It may be assumed also from the resolution introduced here on Mon- 
day last by the Senator from Tennessee, and from the observations 
with which he accompanied it, that he has not in his own mind and is 
not prepared to present any site in lieu of the selection which the board 
has presented. He has spoken of numerous reservations where a site 
might be found. There are numerous reservations, but perhaps he 
will concede that this board, that have spent in their consideration so 
many months, might have looked at these various sites, and the reasons 
that I have now given have been substantially before the Senate in the 
report from the Library Committee, laid on its table on the 5th of June. 

What is now propesed? A recital that business before Congress is 


likely to delay a determination of the question whether a change should 
be made in that site, or that now Congress should intervene and sim- 
pliciter direct this board to suspend their operations. What does this 
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mean? What does this suspension mean? Till what time is this sns- 
ion to be made? 3 

Mr. BATE. Perhaps, as I intimated yesterday, it would be proper 
for me to say to the Senator from New York on the point he is now 
at wass as to the suspension of the work, that I propose to amend 

t word suspension and let the resolution read thus: 
board charge ai of erecting th: 
Pong Ary erer is directed to 88 ated Oh teen tho one selected, 
and suspend any 5 relating thereto until the same is done 
and another site is sel le 

Mr. EVARTS. That undoubtedly changes the proposition. 

Mr. BATE. No, sir. : 

Mr. EVARTS. I must be allowed my opinion on that subject. It 
changes it in this sense, that otherwise it would seem to be, but for 
this amendment, left at large for the action of Congress and a resolu- 
tion to be signed also by the President, that would fix upon another 
site, or else a suspension, which should endure until that action was 
taken. 

Mr, President, it is not probable that on the Senate floor or in the 
House of Representatives a matter to be passed upon by tasteand judg- 
ment is likely to collect all minds and to come toa conclusion on those 

things without considerable delay. It is a familiar doctrine 
doubtless that disputes are inadmissible on subjects of taste, But it 
it not my desire to interpose any obstacles, nor at any time have I in- 
terposed personally or otherwise any objection, to a resolution of this 
doubt by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds if they should 
differ from the result of the board’s selection, or to an appeal to the 
Senate during this long interval between May, or we will say between 
June, and the introduction of this practical resolation of instruction to 
the board, which is made peremptory, on Monday last. 

I must call then attention to the actual situation of this work of the 
monument and the relations of this board to it. 

The board made their contract with the artists and with due regard 
to the interests of this Government in the carrying outof the purposes 
of this legislation and with due regard also to the just requirements on 
the part of the artists, which was particular in its terms, and the up- 
shot of the situation as it now exists between the Government and 
these contracting artists is this. I have had the extract in words from 
the contract placed in the RECORD in order that I may speak accu- 
rately and be corrected if I mistake it or misstate it in any way. 

The provision for the payment of the artists in substance was this: 
That all the cost and all the risk were to be with the artists; that the 
question of our acceptance of the work as a work was to be determined 
at Paris by some authority that we should designate for that purpose, 
and thereupon a half or thereabouts 523,000 - was to be paid to them. 
But there was the further condition, besides the acceptance of this as 
a work of art, that its shipment and the documents of shipment and 
the insurance should be turned over to our Government in protection 
of its pecuniary interests in this payment that had been made. Thus 
it continued at the risk of these artists and is still at the risk of these 
artists, and will continue at their risk up to the time of the erection of 
this statue on the site that shall be prepared and be ready for it. 

The condition on which our Government insisted was that all the 
work of this somewhat extensive monument should be under the con- 
trol and eye of the artists up to the point of its completed erection 
upon the base prepared forit, It is at their risk and upon their re- 
sponsibility, and their agents in the reception at New York and in the 

rtation on the railroads and in the hauling to the site and to 
the erection itself are wholly under the charge and the responsibility 
and at the cost of these contracting artists. When it is up and we pass 
upon it there as adequately put up, having passed only on the question 
of the acceptability of the statue as a matter of art, the other payment 
of an equal sum is to be made to these artists. 

Now, Mr. President, you will observe that this commission has dis- 
charged all its duties up tothistime. These artists, of course, require 
that if all this cost and all this risk are to be theirs, the Government, 
which was to furnish the base at its own expense, should have that base 
ready on the arrival of this precious freight. That means that their 
course and their rights were to be completely open and not to be inter- 
rupted, and this commission, having received timely notice from the 
artists abroad of the period at which this base was expected by them 
to be ready, have executed that duty. They have done it in the eye of 
the Government and in the eye of the Senate and in the eye of the citi- 
zens, and it has been completed now, I think, for several months, there 
having been a delay in the expected arrival of the monument by some 
necessary attention on the part of the artists to the erection of the 
structure in Paris. This statue was erected in Paris by the artists, and 
of course at their expense, in order that our approval might be intelli- 
gently and finally accorded. The cost of dismantling the monument 
was theirs, and also all the preparation, as I have stated, for the trans- 
portation. 

Mr. President, all that now remains.to be done in the execution of 
the act on the statute-book by this commission, or board, is that when 
this work conceded to the artists, and the erection of the statue on the 
site we have determined, is completed and adequately completed, we are 
to make the payment which is obligatory upon us by our contract. While, 


therefore, in terms the instruction of this resolution would be that this 


board should suspend their ings either in the original phrase of 
the resolution or in the amended form would scarcely find direct 

tion upon this board, it would under the contract we have made fats 
a direct operation on the contracting artists that their proceedings 
should be suspended. This would of course be an infraction, by one 
co-contracting party, of the terms of a contract made with the other, 
for even if the amended form of instruction to this board that they 
should still be trusted to select a site for General Lafayette’s statue and 
excepting only from their choice the site that we have selected, who 
shall say how long a period a proper discharge of that duty of choice 
between the less preferable and the choice between the mostpreferable 
might occupy? 

But in the mean while the regular construction would but 
for interruptions by Congress, and it will be completed probably in 
the course of a week or two. The statue would then bein a situation 
for the observation of all who might direct their attention to it—the 
same situation that was produced in Paris when it wasset up expressly 
to be judged of by this Government, and there would attend there- 
fore no expense to this Government from this erection on this 
and the only expense that would follow from this step being taken an 
then corrected in the better wisdom of Congress, would be the expense 
of taking down this monument and placing it upon the site that then 
would have been already prepared to receive it. We can not, therefore, 
consider this question of expense to this Government if we should re- 
consider our judgment under delegated authority that has invited these 
co- contracting parties to place their monument on the base prepared 
for it. 

Mr. President,as I have placed on the record the extract from the 
contract it will be obvious that there remains nothing whatever for 
this board to do but to observe and examine the erected statue, and if 
properly put up to pay the stipulated sum, 

I need not insist upon what is obvious to every one, the interru: 
tion of these rights on the part of the co-contracting parties both In 
their quality of artists and in their quality of pecuniary engagements, 

I must think, sir, that there should not now be a precipitate interfer- 
ence with these rights even if there should be an inclination to c 
the location of the monument and that anothersite should be selected. 

Tt is not for me at all to underrate the interest and zeal that may be 
brought into view in regard to the statue now iu the square. It is not 
observable at all to view trom the streets during all the period from 
the Ist of May to the Ist of November, either on the east or the west 
side of this square, and the direct line of vision from the Presidential 
residence front up Sixteenth street is the only interruption created by 
the Lafayette monument. The view of persons at the side on Pennsyl- 
vania avenue is already obstructed by the trees and foliage which in- 
tercept the view. 

Now, Mr. President, it is to be determined whether this work of art 
and whether this commemoration of an illustrious patriot and states- 
man and President, General Jackson, should interrupt our 
views in respect toart and liberality about art and our desire and pur- 
pose, as I think with the general concurrence of the people of this 
country, that no embellishments and no dignities can be usefully added 
to this capital unless they are all in the interest ot patriotism and of 
the glory of this country. 

If then an early statue (dating I believe from the time when the 
statue of General Washington at Georgetown Circle was the only one 
in the city) should itself finally be thought embarrassed by this struct- 
ure, it might be a question whether a nobler statue, a more impressive 
commemoration of this great soldier and statesman, of his deeds, and 
of the honor and safety to his country that have come from his services 
should not be made the subject of a more open and grander presenta- 
tion, where publicity and dignity would both concur. For myself, I 
should take great pleasure in seeing that this honor was done by the 
country on a liberal scale commensurate with that now shown in favor 
of eminent soldiers and statesmen. Certainly no happier opportunity 
in all time for a noble monument can present itself in this country 
than such as might be raised illustrative of Andrew Jackson’s heroic 
cee with the immortal legend, The Union must and shall be pre- 
Sery: x 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, while my colleague, myself, and the 
people of Tennessee are as ready to honor the memory of Lafayette as 
the Senator from New York or any other can be, we feel that it is hardly 
respectful to the memory of Andrew Jackson that the statue erected 
in honor of his memory should be removed from the place thai it has 
occupied for nearly forty years—hardly respectful either to obscure it 
by the erection of a monument directly between it and Pennsylvania 
avenue, the great thoroughfare of the city, and directly between it and 
the White House, which was occupied for eight years by Andrew 
Jackson, 

It is a matter largely of sentiment, I know, but the decision of this 
commission, if carried out, would wound the sensibility of that people, 
who always so much delighted to honor Andrew Jackson while he lived 
and who were themselves honored by his residence amongst them and 
his association with them. 

It seems tome, Mr, President, that there is no reasonable excuse, in- 
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deed no excuse, unless it be such as is found in the simple matter of 
the name of that square, for having selected that particular site forthe 
Lafayette monument. In my opinion there are 2 number of locations 
which might have been selected quite as e if not more 80, 
without interfering with the location of any of the statuary as at pres- 
ent located in the city, unless it be the somewhat remarkable statue 
at the foot of Capitol Hill on Pennsylvania avenue, which, in my opin- 
ion, ought to be removed, and if removed, that being a prominent point, 
would have been an excellent selection for the commission to have made. 
But it is not for me to suggest or select a location. 

Mr. EVARTS. If the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. HARRIS. . Certainly. 

Mr. EVARTS. I believe action has already been taken to remove 
that statue and replace it with one to Columbus, 

Mr. HOAR. By law. . 

Mr. HARRIS, I was not aware of any action having been taken in 
that regato, but I am very glad that action has been taken; and if this 
resolution of my colleague shall pass, at the most it can only result in 
some small delay while the commission is making a selection of another 
site for the Lafayette statue and having the pedestal erected, and a 
small additional expense, which is a matter utterly insignificant when 
compared with the other considerations involved. 

But it is not my purpose, Mr. President, to delay action or consume 
the time of the te. The memory of General Jackson needs no 
eulogy at my hands, The record of his public services is a more pro- 
nounced, eloquent, and emphatic eulogy than human lips can pro- 
nounce. I hope that the Senate will not consent to the removal of the 
statue that was nearly forty years ago erected to his memory, by the 
authority of law, in the center of that square, nor to obscure it by the 
erection of another much taller and more massive monument directly 
between it and the White House and the great thoroughfare of the city. 

I desire to suggest to the Senator from New York another considera- 
tion that applies to the matter of removal. This equestrian statue of 
General Jackson is metallic and is of great weight. It has nosupport 
except the hind legs of the horse, and there will be great danger ot its 
destruction by any attempt to remove it. But even if it could be re- 
moved, however safely, I should feel that it was not just, not in 
taste, or respectful to the memory of Andrew Jackson to remove it to 
give place to the statue of Lafayette or any other man who has lived 
or died in this or any other country. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Tennessee a question be- 
fore he sits down, that I may understand this matter? 

Mr, HARRIS. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. What does the Senator understand will happen if this 
resolution shail ? Itisaconcurrent resolution, nota joint resolu- 
tion to be gael by the President. I understand the law required 
this commission to select a site. When they had selected it, as they 
have, the law required the statue to be put there. A contract under 
that law requires the artist to put it there himself, and except the sum 
he has received in the progress of the work he is not entitled to the bal- 

ance of his compensation until he has put it upon that spot. 
Would it not be a gross violation of law for anybody to interrupt 
that work even at the request of the two Houses of Congress, not havy- 
ing the force of law? Would it not be a gross violation of the pledged 
faith of this Government to this artist if anybody stopped it, and 
would it not be a violation of his contract, taking away his right to 
any compensation if he were to stop without putting up the statue ? 

Nur. HARRIS. In answer to the Senator's question, the resolution 
of my colleagne, concurrent as it is, was evidently intended to direct 
the commission to proceed no further. 

Mr. HOAR. But they have acted. 

Mr. HARRIS, And to await the action of Congress upon a joint 
resolution that he had previously introduced, which is pending at this 
time before the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. HOAR. What legal power have the commission to do what this 
concurrent resolution asks them to do? 

Mr. HARRIS. The legal questions involved I have not examined, 
but whatever the legislation heretofore may have been there can be no 
question that Congress can control the selection of the site for this 
monument and can modify or repeal existing legislation so far as nec- 
essary to accomplish that object. 

This resolution simply directs the commission to suspend action until 
Congress can act upon the joint resolution pending before the Commit- 
tee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, but I undertake to say that if 
the artist under his contract is bound to put this monument in place 
he is bound to put it in such place as shall have been provided for him 
to put it, and if he is subjected to delay or expense by reason of this 
action that is a matter which can be easily compensated for in dollars, 
and would be com ted for. 

Mr. HOAR. Who would compensate him? Nobody has any au- 
thority to do it. 

Mr. HALE, I rise, Mr. President, for the purpose of moving to 

tpone the further consideration of this resolution until Wednesday, 
ptember 10, at half past 10 o’clock, and I do this because I believe 
it to be the sense of the Senate that, however interesting it may be to 
listen to debate upon the question of the location of the statue of La- 


fayette, the Senate has committed itself by unanimity to the consid- 


„eration of but one measure until after that shall have been disposed 


of, to wit, the tariff bill. If every morning, under a concurrent or 
Senate resolution, debate can be ipitated and two hours, the most 
valuable hours of the session, can be consumed, the determination that 
the Senate has taken without dissent becomes destroyed. 

I desire, in making this motion, to also give notice that until the 
determination of the tariff bill under the order agreed upon by theSen- 
ate, whenever a resolution of this kind shall be offered in the course 
of the routine morning business, unless it can be passed or disposed of 
by unanimous consent 

Mr. CULLOM. Without debate. 

Mr. HALE. And withont debate, I shall endeavor to be here for 
the purpose of moving that it be laid on the table or postponed 

Mr. SHERMAN. Move to lay it on the table now. 

Mr. HALE. In order that the will of the Senate, so clearly an- 
nounced the other day, may be carried out, it does seem to me, with- 
out reflecting upon Senators, that after such an agreement has been 
made, in accord with the assent of everybody, there ought to be a gen- 
eral understanding that the brief time which intervenes between now 
and the 8th of September, fixed in the order of business, shall not be 
intruded upon by other matters. None can be as great as the one that 
the Senate has selected, and I appeal to Senators hereafter that each 
morning, when the routine business is disposed of, the presentation of 
petitions, reports of committees, and the introduction of bills, we pro- 
ceed at once to the consideration of what has been settled as the busi- 
ness of the Senate. 

It has been suggested to me, in order to bring the matter to a head 
without further debate, that I substitute for my motion to postpone a 
motion to lay on the table, which is not debatable. 

Mr. HARRIS. Before the Senator makes that motion I should like 
to suggest to him, first, that this is a partof the rontine business of the 
morning hour; secondly, that I am in full sympathy with his general 
purpose and his suggestion, and would not consent to consume a mo- 
ment’s time, morning hour or other hour, that encroaches upon the 
time allowed for the consideration of the tariff bill; butif this matter 
is postponed until the 10th of September the monument will be erected, 
and it will perhaps be impossible, certainly more difficult, to reach the 
end desired, 

Mr. CULLOM. May I make a suggestion? If there is to be no 
further discussion on this question, can we not vote upon it now, and 
get it out of the way, and settle it? 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine is entitled 
to the floor. r 

Mr. HALE. I do not desire to prevent a vote, neither do I desire 
to interfere with what may be the right under our common observance 
that the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE] may have some 
oppa aly to express himself upon the resolution, which owes its par- 
entage to him; but unless this matter can be disposed of in the next 
fifteen minutes by unanimous consent I shall insist upon my motion 
to lay the resolution upon the table. Ido not desire to cut off the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee who introduced the resolution, and I ask unani- 
mous consent that a yote may be taken upon the resolution before the 
Senate in fifteen minutes from now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that the vote upon the pending question and the passage 
of the resolution may be taken at 11 o'clock and 35 minutes a. m. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suggest to the Senator from Maine that he had 
better make it thirty minutes, After the Senator from New York has 
been heard i extenso, it is rather hard to limit the Senator from Ten- 
nessee to so short a time, 

Mr. HALE. Iwill move, then, to make it thirty minutes. That will 
give ample opportunity for the Senator from Tennessee, and perhaps 
for some other gentlemen: but my object, as Senators clearly see, is to 
clear the way for the tariff bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that the final vote upon the pending resolution may be 
taken at ten minutes before 12 o'clock, 

Mr. GIBSON, I suggest 12 o'clock. 

Mr. HALE, The Senator from Louisiana suggests 12 o'clock. I 
am not going to stand on ten minutes; and if that can be agreed to 
now I shall not make my motion to lay upon the table. Otherwise, 
after having made this proposition, and after having given forty more 
minutes of valuable time, having used up an hour already, I shall in- 
sist upon my motion. 

Mr. HARRIS, Ivery much hope that unanimous consent will be 


ven. 
m The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maine, that the final vote upon the pending resolu- 
tion be taken at 12 o'clock, or before? The Chair hears no objection. 
The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BATE. I yield to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, a single word. The Senator from 
Tennessee some time ago introduced a joint resolution upon this sub- 
ject, which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
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Grounds. I feel bound to say that I think he was entitled to a report 
upon the resolution before the arrival of the statue and before the pres- 
ent complications could havearisen. Ishall not undertake tosay what 
transpired in the committee-room or to give any explanation for the 
delay in making the report. 

Asa member of that committee I went with the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL] to Lafayette Square for the purpose of looking 
into this matter. It is perhaps not improper that I should say that 
the Senator from Vermont was very strongly of the opinion that the 
location chosen by the commission was the proper one, and is very 
strenuously opposed, as I understand it, to any change in that location. 

For myself I must say that after looking the matter over it seemed 
to me that it was not the best location for the statue. I can not say 
that I have very great admiration for the statue of General Jackson 
which occupies that square. I wish the statue erected at the Capital 
in honor of his memory were a better one. But it has been there, as 
has been stated by the Senator from Tennessee, for a great many years, 
is historic, and it does not seem to me appropriate that there should 
be erected another statue, much larger, between that and Pennsylvania 
avenue, especially between that and the White House, which for so 
many years was the official home of Andrew Jackson, nor do I think 
any change should be made in the location of the Jackson statue. 

There is manifest propriety in erecting the Lafayette statue on La- 
fayette Square, and this commission was given by the act of Congress 
authority to designate the square in the city of Washington upon which 
the site for the statue should be located. It was not at all necessary, 
however, havingselected Lafayette Square for it, that they should have 
chosen to plant it between the statue of Jackson and the Executive 
Mansion. I have thought myself that it might much better have been 
placed at the southeast end of the square, toward the Capitol. It isa 
much more conspicuous place, and a better place in my judgment, 

But, Mr. President, I am influenced in my action upon it by an- 
other consideration. It is largely a question of taste and of propriety. 
There is no possible question among our people that adequate tribute 
should be paid in this way to the memory of Lafayette, a great soldier 
and great patriot, whose intervention in the history of ourcountry came 
at a time when it was of immeasurable value. 

It is also true thatas the years go by Andrew Jackson, a rugged and 
robust figure which stands out prominent among the most conspicuous 
men in the history of our people as a great soldier and a great states- 
man and as a stern and unflinching advocate of the national life and 
the national Union, grows upon popular sentiment and nearer to the 
popular heart. No memorial or monument which possibly could be 
erected in this country at the public cost to the memory of Andrew 
Jackson would be begrudged by any one. 

Mr. President, the Senators from Tennessee, a State which was the 
home of Andrew Jackson, living, and within whose borders is his grave, 
feel sincerely that it is not just to the people of their State, or a just 
national respect for the memory of this illustrious citizen, that this 
statue of Lafayette or any statue should be thus thrust between the 
statue of Jackson and the White House. I sympathize with this feel- 
ing and believe that it should he respected. 

If, instead of the statue of Jackson, a statue to the memory of Will- 
iam H. Seward, orator, statesman, and diplomat, were erected in the 
center of that park, and it was proposed to put between it and Penn- 
sylvania avenue and the White House a statue of Lafayette or any 
other great soldier or statesman, and the Senators from New York or 
either Senator from New York should feel, whether justly or not upon 
analysis, that it ought not to be, and should protest from his heart 
against it, being a question of taste, a question of propriety, I should 
certainly defer to the wishes of New York as indicated by her Senators. 

It that statue, instead of being a statue of General Jackson, were a 
statue of Charles Sumner, the great apostle of liberty, and it was pro- 
posed to place some other man’s statue between the White House or 
Pennsylvania avenue and the statue of Charles Sumner, and either 
Senator from Massachusetts should raise his voice in protest, should 
intimate that in his opinion or in his feeling it was not quite decorous 
treatment of the memory of Charles Sumner or the State which he rep- 
resented, I, for one, should certainly defer to them. 

So with the feeling of the Tennessee Senators upon this subject, which 
I believe reflects the feeling of the people who sent them here, it seemed 
to me and it now seems to me that we ought not to insist upon it that 
this statue should be finally located at the spot chosen, to obscure at 
least from the White House and from a certain standpoint the statue 
of General Jackson. 

Now, I have not looked into this question of contract to see how far 
these commissioners have by that means legally tied the hands of 
Congress upon this subject or rendered it impracticable for us to do 
what otherwise we would do. If an insuperable bar hasarisen by this 
contract to suspension of the matter, I see no way but to let the statue 
be placed upon the pedestal tor the purpose of delivery and acceptance 
under the contract; but if this is necessary—which I do not now under- 
take to say, for I have not had time to look into it, and I did not have 
the opportunity to listen to the observations submitted this morning 
by the Senator from New York—tor one I ch ul vote whenever oppor- 
tunity offers to change its location if Tennessee desires it. 


Mr. BATE, Mr. President, the resolution which is immediately 
under consideration is one that was very recently introduced by me, 
Prior thereto, as has been shown, there were one or two resolutions re- 
lating to thissame matter that were introduced—oneas far back as May, 
and then in June, and we had a report thereupon from one of the :om- 
mittees to which it was directed. We have no report, as has been sho 7 
from the Committeeon Public Buildings and Grounds. We have heard 
from two members of that committee, and I am inclined to think, and 
I say to the Senate that I believe, a majority of the committee, or nearly 
all of them, are favorable to this resolution. 

There is no politics in this matter, as we are all aware. It is a mat- 
ter of patriotism, of that which is due to two grand characters, heroes, 
and I believe, as I said, the committee, one of whose members has just 
spoken, are with us upon this question. 

The immediate resolution that we are now discussing was intro- 
duced but a few days ago for the reason that the one formerly intro- 
duced, which has been now for some time in the hands of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, has not been reported upon, 
either favorably or unfavorably. Meanwhile the statue of Lafayette 
arrived in this country; and I introduced the pending resolution upon 
learning that fact. 

Tam informed that the statue has been brought to the city of Washing- 
ton in separate parts, which are now ready to be put together, and perhaps 
in the act of being so done, for aught I know; and unless speedy action 
is taken it would be folly to take any action at all, unless it should be 
that which is suggested by the Senator who has just taken his seat, 
that we order the removal of the statue after it is once placed upon 
the pedestal. 

Therefore I move to amend the resolution which is under consider- 
ation, in the manner which I read a moment ago—the substance of 
which will be this: 

That the commission or board having charge of the matter of erecting the 
statue of Lafayette be directed to select some other site than the one already 
898 und to suspend any further proceedings relating thereto until the same 

That, Mr. President, I propose as an amendment to this resolution 
so that we may make a finality of it. 

I was asked the question by the Senator from New Vork, To suspend, 
how long or when?“ Therefore I put in this amendment so that ac- 
tion may be taken immediately and that we may know the result of 
it and let the matter come to a terminus. 

Mr. President, these delays here, of course, can not be avoided, and 
I have no criticism on the committee for them, because I am aware of 
the fact that the chairman of that committee is abroad and the acting 
chairman is likewise absent; and then the meeting here in the morn- 
ings at 10 o’clock and running until 6 in the afternoon precludes any 
idea of committee work. Hence I have no complaint to make what- 
ever of the delay in the committee, but I have been necessitated in 
order to effect my object to introduce this resolution with the amend- 
ment which I have read, and I trust theSenate will take a fair, a candid, 
and non-partisan view of it, and will have these proceedings stopped. 

The question of cost is a mere bagatelle; there is nothing in that but 
a few dollars and cents; and I was pleased to hear the Senator from 
New York speak of it lightly and say that that wasnot much of an ob- 
struction in the way. To get at the right thing is what we desire. 

Here is a splendid statue of Lafayette, one of the heroes of the old Rev- 
olution, which has beén built under the direction of this board or com- 
mission and which has cost the Government some forty-five or fifty thou- 
sand dollars, and from all accounts it is certainly a fine piece of work 
and one that we as a people may be proud of, I for one desire to see 
it properly taken care of by locating it in an eligible, suitable, and con~ 
spicuous place, for such works of art are made for the pu of 
seen and they carry with them more or less of national as well as of 
personal history. But Ido not wish to see so noble a statue as that 
applied to the ignoble purpose of screening the visage of Andrew Jack- 
son from the public gaze. 

Is Jackson so objectionable that his statue should be hid from the 
public gaze? Is his visage so unseemly that it must be veiled, like that 
of the Prophet of Khorassan? What is the reason for it? Is it the 
mere esthetic taste and sentimentality of the gentlemen of this com- 
mission that inspired this? I ask, is it a matter of good taste simply? 
I think the historic facts connected with the life of Andrew Jackson 
and the legislation that took place when this equestrian monument of 
him by Clark Mills was placed where it is should have been considered, 
and should have had some influence, at least, with the commission who 
desire to place the Lafayette statue in front of it. 

My friend from New York concluded his remarks by a beautiful 
eulogy upon Lafayette, all of which is proper, and I echo it; but his 
emphasis was that he was a hero of the whole country. Was not An- 
drew Jackson a hero of the whole country? Was hea Northern ora 
Southern hero? I think General Grant, though not upon the side 
where I was, in our interstate strife, is a hero of the whole country; 
and I as a Southern man fighting nst him am proud of him as an 
American; and I take it for granted that those upon the other side of 


the Chamber have the same pride in General Robert E. Lee. The fame 
and heroism of Andrew Jackson, however, rise beyond that cloud of 


be the most beautifi 
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war, and puts him in the sunlight of truth and history as a hero of the 
whole country, and as such he stands upon the same pedestal in the 
history of this people as does Lafayette. 

Mr, President, it isa question the Sevate should decide as to where 
this statue should be placed. The first question to consider is, are 
there ert nary here in the city of Washington where it could be 
put and ered quite as conspicuons, as eligible, and as appropriate 
as if located in Lafayette Square, and at the same time relieve the 

gensibilities of those who are great admirers of Andrew Jackson and 
take pride in looking upon the statue of that old hero as it looks out 
upon the White House and Pennsylvania avenue? 

When I look around this Capital I see sites that might be utilizedin 
that way. Look at the two circles east of this Capitol, upon the edge 
of either of which perhaps this beautiful and classie work might be 
placed as an ornament to this locality. Look again, if you please, at 
Franklin Square, with not a statue in it, one of the most beautiful 
squares known in any city, and in the heart alsoof Washington. Yes, 
as the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON ] says, the most beauti- 
ful in this city. This statue of Lafayette and his compeers as appears 
from the description given in the newspapers (I have not seen it) will 

monumental work that there is in the city of 
Washi n, and it would have a sightly and suitable place if in that 
park, in, look at Iowa Circle, yet unoccupied, the most elevated 
point, I believe, in the city (as high, it is said, as the Capitol), where a 
number of avenues intersect, and is one of the most attractive places 
in that growing and élite part of the city. Where could there be a bet- 
ter place than this for this statue of Lafayette, to which all could make 
pilgrimages in their idle hours in summer afternoons? 

rf we were toselect that spot for it where it would be seen by more 
people than any other place in the city of Washington, it would be at 
the foot of Pennsylvania avenue, where it makes its turn around into 
Fifteenth street. The little frame house there back of the Treasury 
building could be removed. All persons who travel down the great 
thoroughfare of Pennsylvania avenue when they came to turn there 
would see the statue of Lafayette. Not only that, but this spot looks 
out over the grounds of the White House. Not only so, but it is in 
fall and unobstructed view of the monument erected to the Father of 
his eae ee at some distance) and the association would be 
kept alive between Lafayette and Washington, as it is in the history 
of our country. That certainly would be an attractive place. 

But now as objections have been interposed, and as the Senator from 
New York and his confréres, who constitute the commission or board, 
have an idea that because the name of Lafayette is attached to that 

uare, therefore the statue bearing his name should be there 


Mr. REAGAN. 

vare. 

Mr. BATE. T understand it is known as both, but recently I be- 
lieve they have put the name of Lafayette Park’’ upon the lamp- 
posts by way of giving emphasis to the name; but I am not here to 
quibble, There was no law that I can find authorizing that name to 
be given to that square. 

According to the statement of the Senator from New York, that 

nare is 725 feet long and 425 feet wide, with streets on every side. 
Nov, upon the front, where he says these ornamental works should be 
placed, bordering upon Pennsylvania avenue. there is a distance from 
the center to either the east or the west end of it of half that distance, or 
362} feet. He also states in his report to the Senate that the place 
occupied by the Lafayette statue does not exceed more than 30 or 40 
feet. 


It is as well known as Jackson Square as Lafayette 


Then you can find sufficient room for one, two, or three statues 

upon either side of the center fronting the White House and still have 
the view to the Jackson statue preserved. That is a practical matter, 
and it would only require the movement of the foundation which they 
have built there for a distance of a hundred feet, more or less, and at 
little cost. 

I make these suggestions, Mr. President, for the consideration of the 
Senators; but I am admonished of my time. I regret the time limit on 
the motion of the Senator from Maine, not only ou my ownaccount, but 
because I know others who desired to say something touching this 
question. 

Now, Mr. President, disclaiming any reflection upon the motives 

, which inspired it, I beg to disagree to the propriety of locating the 
Lafayette statue immediately on the line of vision extending from the 
front of the E. utive Mansion across Pennsylvania avenue to the 
equestrian statr of General Andrew Jackson. It is not only that it in- 
terferes with the view of the Jackson statue from the points indicated 
that makes it objectionable, but also because from the same point of 
view it will necessarily destroy the distinctiveness of each, by confound- 
ing and confusing the two, to the derogation of both. 

tis no less commendable than appropriate for this Republic, after 
a century of successful experiment, and in the plenitude of its wealth 
and power, to recognize in suitable and enduring form those noble and 


heroic actors who, ina revolttionary struggle, laid its foundations. It 
is peculiarly the duty of this Government, and should he its pride and 


to typify in the most attractive manner General Lafayette | 


and his compatriots. We should award his name and memory every 

honor which a grateful country can bestow, and about him let there 

begrouped Rochambeau, Duportaille, D' Estaing, and De Grasse, as re 

8 ofthat French valor so distinguished in our struggle for 
tty. 

Youth, health, fortune, the favor of his king, the enjoyment of ease 
and comfort—he gave all for toil of the march and the danger of the 
field in a distant land and for an almost hopeless cause, That land 
and that cause were ours. The difficulties which intervened he sur- 
mounted; the objections of family and king he disregarded; the ob- 
stacles of transportation he removed. The more desperate the cause, 
said he, ‘‘the greater need it has for my services, and if Mr. Dean has 
no vessel for my passage I shall purchase one myself and will traverse 
the ocean with a selected company of my own.” The imprisonment of 
arrest he evaded by escape; the order for the detention of his vessel he 
eluded. Nothing could change his purpose or prevent his dedicating 
his life and services to the cause of American Independence. This pur- 
pose was cemented with his blood at Brandywine, and he wearied not, 
eyen until the victor’s crown was won at Yorktown. Such disinter- 
ested nimity commended the youthful foreigner to the favor of 
Washington, and between them the bond of indissoluble friendship was 
sealed and never broken, 

Returning to France amidst the throes of her tremendous revolution 
he remained the purest, the most temperate, and, therefore, the most 
inflexible friend of rational liberty in France. It is a proud reflection 
for Americans that such nobility of political character ripened amidst 
our struggle for independence, and that after forty years of trial and 
test it was truly said of Lafayette that no one can cite an action or a 
single word of his colored by personal interest, or a stain upon his po- 
litical character. 

Furthermore, Mr. President, when in afteryears Lafayette visited 
this couutry and received an ovation that no other man has, he made 
a pilgrimage, among other places, to Tennessee, and became the guest 
of General Jackson, between whom there was warm personal {riend- 
ship—the friendship of heroes—and his advent into the capital of my 
State was an eventful period that aroused the patriotic impulse of her 
people, and they came on horseback to greet him for hundreds of miles; 
and it is local history that when he drove into the city of Nashville 
with General Jackson he had an escort of horsemen larger than ever 
seen there. There can be nothing, Mr, President, in the heart of a 
Tennesseean but the fervor of love, brightened by patriotic fire, for 
Lafayette. This monument to him, therefore, historic, classical, and 
beautiful as it will be, meets with the cordial approval of every Ameri- 
can, and with none more than Tennesseeans. 

In part fulfillment of the obligation to the memory of this noble char- 
acter, so blended with our destiny, the Congress of the United States 
in 1885 appropriated $50,000 for the purpose of erecting a statue with 
suitable emblematic devices to General Lafayette and his compatriots, 
and designated the Secretary of War, the chairman of the Committee 
on the Library,and the Architect of the Capitol to contractfor the work; 
and also extended their power to the location of the statue, 

This board or commission, in the language of the act, is authorized 
to ‘‘designate a suitable publie reservation in the city of Washington 
as the site for said statue.” 

I sabmit, Mr. President, that this language seems to imply the se- 
lection of a public reservation, and not a part of one, for this purpose; 
certainly not to designate one of those already occupied and dedicated 
to Washington, Lincoln, Jackson, or any of our great and distinguished 
characters. ‘The Congress which delegated the authority of locating 
the Lafayette statue well knew that the Jackson statue held the 
center of the reservation, called with or withont legal authority La- 
fayette Square,’’ and had it not been foreign to expectation for the 
statue of Lafayette to be placed therein it would have been named and 
designated by the anthorizing act as the proper place forit. To locate 
it there now on grounds already oceupied by a statue placed there by 
authority of Congress, and dedicated to that spot by imposing cere- 
monies under the auspices of Congress, and obstruct the view to it by 
erecting any object whatever in its front, would be no less intrusive 
and objectionable than violative of the original design, and n marked 
injustice to General Jackson. 

This is strengthened when we recur to the fact that in dedicating it 
on this spot it was on Jackson's day,” 8th of January (1853), that 
President Fillmore having chosen the location, presided; that Stephen 
A. Douglas, that wonderful man of the great West,“ pronounced 
the dedicating speech, surrounded by Senators, Representatives, the 
Supreme Court, army and naval officers, and a vast multitude of patri- 
otic citizens fired with enthusiasm as they greeted with loud acclaim 
the salvos announcing its unveiling. 

This noted statue was molded by authority of the Government, from 
the cannon captured from the British hy Jackson at Pensacola. It is 
the creation of the brain of Clark Mills, an American, and fashioned 
by his deft and cunning hand toa perfect self-poise on hind feet alone, 
as no equestrian statue ever was before and none since, save its counter- 
parts in New Orleans and Nashville, by the same artist. In all others 
of note, as that of Peter the Great and Frederick, stays and fasten- 
ings, cumbersome and unsightly, were found necessary to hold them in 
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and, as now seen, mar their symmetry and grace. But in this 

the center of gravity has been so nicely drawn that the balance is per- 

fect, while its weight and curvature give a resistance to the surlace 

square inch that defies the fury of the storm. Mr. Douglas, in dedi- 
cating it, said: 

Clark Mills, untaught and without study under artistic masters, had accom- 

meg aN pen 8 no other artist had. in poising an equestrian statue on its 

e . 

And, Mr, President, should we remove it now, who will so perfectly 
poise it again? There was then, it seems, no other arm in our Ithaca 
strong enough to spring this Ulyssean bow. It was put there to stay, 
Mr, President, and should remain embowered, as it is, in the sylvan 
surrounding—nature’s first and holiest temple—with witch-elms, 
gnarled and unwedgeable oaks, pines, and magnolias, its companions for 
nearly forty years. Let the horse, rampant, remain with gamy rider, 
hat in hand, supposed to be greeting the American people as they stand 
in the public grounds of the White House or sweep through the inter- 
vening avenue. This statue has the best right to this place. If I may 
sospeak, it holds by pre-emption, by occupancy, by dedication, and by 
the consecration that comes of long observance by the Government and 
by the public: 

Not that will result in obstructing the view, or its removal, 
should be tolerated. Todo so without absolute necessity, merely to 
gratify an esthetic taste, would, in my opinion, be wanton, and I mis- 
take the American people if they would regard it with patience or sub- 
mit with complacency. Yet, sir, we find steps being taken to-day 
which will necessitate its removal; for, independent of the intimation 
to that effect in the report submitted by those who have the matter in 
charge, no intelligent observer can look upon the work now going on 
in its immediate front and not see that if completed as designed it 
would shut out the view alike from the Executive Mansion and the 
great thoroughfare in front of it. This, defeating the chief object for 
which it was placed there, would enforce its removal, unless perchance 
allowed to remain in the background, subordinated and imperfectly 
observed, if seen at all, behind the historie group of granite and bronze, 
more costly and, as works of art, more classic. 

Mr. President, taste in art will assert itself, and to do violence to 
that which has met the approval of cultivated mankind for centuries 
should be done, if at all, with cautionand hesitation. Thesame rules 
of relative association and mutual dependence and correspondence that 
directed the designs of Phidias and guided the chisel of Praxiteles have, 
through the intervening centuries, governed the world of monumental 
and sculptural art. The lines, whether straight, angular, or curved, 
must bear proper relations and mutual dependence to be effective. 
An isolated feature asit comes from the chisel or the brush of an artist 
may be of perfect symmetry, but when combined and associated with 
its fellow-featnres may not only distort them, but by inharmonious 
association and a want of correspondence destroy its own beanty. So 
it is the association and perspective in art that mars or makes it. 

The vivid delineations of Michael Angelo and the rich, florid coloring 
of Rubens alike find their charm in the harmony produced in the blend- 
ing. The natural as well as the cultivated eye detects thé want of per- 
spective and harmony in the position of statuary, and the want of proper 
relations and mutual dependence in features and coloring, as readily as 
the car detects the want of harmony in sound. Who can doubt fora 
moment, in observing the relative positions in which it is contemplated 
to have the statues of Jackson and Lafayette, but they would be mis- 
placed? In looking at them from the Executive Mansion, their relative 
position would besuch as to make it difficult to tell whether Jackson's 
rampant horse was charging upon the Lafayette group or the group 
dodging out of his way. This placing the two in such proximity on 
the same ground would so confuse both as to destroy the distinctive- 
ness and individuality of each. Besides, they were men of different 
periods and the historie events associated with their names are different 
and do not call for the proximate locality of their statues to give his- 
toric effect. 5 

The political perils of to-day that come of the power and use of 
money invoke the spirit of Jackson and associate him with the White 
House. It is not forgotten that when the doubtful struggle came be- 
tween aggressive corporations and a resistive people, the indomitable 
will of Jackson held them at bay and beneath his iron heel crushed out 
their venom and their strength. Untoward events, however, have 
again unhappily brought about similar influences in an enlarged and 
multiplied form, more potent and more perilous to the rights of the 
people than beset the days of Jackson. 

Whether combating the wily and relentless savages at Talledega or 
the schooled and disciplined Briton at New Orleans, he was the same 
unconquerable and commanding spirit. Whether dealing with tribal 
Indian chiefs or cultured diplomats, with individuals or masses of men, 
with Congress or Cabinet, he was the same inflexible friend of the peo- 
ple and the same unawed and impressive individuality—Andrew Jack- 

son. But, Mr. President, regardless of party, when pigmies bear sway 
they fain would remove from public gaze the inanimate representatives 
of the giants and heroes who have gone before them, and let us not 
put ourselves in that attitude. The bare suggestion to pust the eques- 
trian statue of General Jackson from its honored seat, and disassociate 


it with the Presidential mansion and grounds, is ominous of evil. To 
obstruct the public gaze to this statue, to supplant or dominate it, evi- 
dences a decay in public virtue, and would be revolting to the pure 
and plain people of this country. 

Are these times so pregnant with political distemper that 8 
is a myth and heroism ata discount? No argument, Mr. President, 
however lucid and cogent, no appeal however persuasive, no taste how- 
ever esthetic, can make the plain, patriotic people of America regard 
it just and proper to hide away from their gaze the monument of An- 
drew Jackson. There was nothing during bis life allowed to come 
between him and the people, and nothing shall be placed, by act of 


Congress, while I have a voice in its councils, to obstruct the view to 


his counterpart in bronze, and go unchallenged. 

What did General Jackson, as a soldier or statesman, ever do or say 
while living, er what has come to light since his death to throw ob- 
loguy on his name, that his likeness in bronze should be shadowed and 
obscured from the people who loved him? Is this called for by that 
kind of public virtue which moved the council of Venice to turn the 
portrait of their benefactor, one of the virtuous and noble Doges, face 
to the wall, that it might not be seen of men whose vices it rebuked? 

Mr. President, it is because I desire this high honor to be gracefully 
bestowed on Lafayette that I object to a location where the -beauty 
and grace and form of the commemorating statues will be dwarfed out 
of their true proportions and the group confused on the outlines with 
the other and totally different kind of monument. It is not toremove 
one leaf from his chaplet of honor that I offer this protest, but to en- 
able every feature of the noble countenances, every beauty of the 
splendid forms of Lafayette and his compatriots to stand out in full 
view, unobstructed even by the grace and grandeur of the noble eques- 
trian monument to Andrew Jackson. Sir, I yield to no one in admira- 
tion and gratitude to Lafayette, nor to any one in love and admiration 
for Jackson. It is that true justice may be done to the memory of each 
that 1 protest against the location of the Lafayette monument where 
every principle of perspective in art is violated and where confusion of 
outlines must destroy all beauty and grace, 

Besides, it would be alike historically unjust to the memory of the 
grand old American hero and statesman it typifies and the brave and 
generous Frenchman whose devotion to American liberty won idolatry 
from American patriots. Then let another place, eligible, attractive, 
and appropriate, be selected for Lafayette, and let the Jackson statue, 
in its unique posture, guarded by the captured cannon, remain as an 
object-lesson to all official occupants of the White House, to inspire 
them under adversity and strengthen them to stand, as its original ; 
by his convictions of right, letting consequences take care of them- 
selves. 

Let Presidents, of whatever party creed, by looking on the effigy of 
“Old Hickory,” learn to defiantly spurn the haughty crest of corporate 
power, as did he when it dared encroach on the rights of the people. Let 
them, of any and all parties, be encouraged, by this heroic ohjeet-lesson, 
to boldly resist, with rugged honesty, the seductive blandishments of 
time-serving political hucksters, who fain would grow rich on johs—mis- 
called patronage. Let it remain associated with the Executive Man- 
sion and inspire young men to loye their country, to be honest and 
brave, and as they read it see in it the reward that crowns love of coun- 
try, courageous manhood, purity of public and private life, and devo- 


tion to duty. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 12.0’clock m.). The time allotted 
Shall the resolu- 


for the consideration of the resolution has expired. 
tion be passed ? 

Mr, BATE. Iask that my amendment may be read. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In the third line of the resolution, after the word 
to,“ insert select some other site than the one selected, and to, 
and after the word until,“ in line 4, strike ont the words further 
authorized by Congress and insert the same is done;“ so that the 
resolution will read: 

That the commission or board having charge of the matter of erecting the 
statue of Lafayette is directed to select some other site than the one selected, 
and to suspend any further proceedings relating thereto until the same is done, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that a Senate resolution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a concurrent resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have no power to pass such a resolution. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President sem 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the agreement of the Senate, 
unless otherwise instructed, the Chair does not fe. at liberty to rec- 
ognize the Senator from New York for further dete, but the ques- 
tion must now be put on the resolution and amendments. 

Mr. EVARTS. ask unanimous consent, as I do not intend to pro- 
tract the debate, simply to ask a question of the Senator from Tennes- 
see who has just taken his seat, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
bate. Is there objection? 

Mr.BATE. I did not hear the 

Mr, EDMUNDS and Mr. C 


uest of the Senator from New York. 
M. There is no objection. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York will 
proceed in the absence of objection. 


The Chair thinks that would be de- 
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Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I may have imperfectly uyderstood 
one phrase in the Senator’s observations, and I ask therefore whether 
I understand from him that he found in my observations any appro- 
priation of the services and fame of General Jackson to a section or part 
of this country? Nothing of that kind escaped my lips to my knowl- 
edge, and certainly nothing could be further from my heart. 

Mr. BATE. No, Mr. President, I did notso understand the Senator; 
but he spoke of the whole country in speaking of Lafayette as a hero, 
and I simply replied that the same was true as to Jackson. 

Mr. EVARTS. I believe I said the same about Jackson. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays not having been 
ordered, the Senator from Tennessee has the right to modify his reso- 
lution. It accordingly stands as read by the Secretary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to occupy 
one-half of one minute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Vermont to occupy one-half of one minute? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely rose to suggest to the Senator from Ten- 
nessee that to accomplish his purpose, be it wise or unwise, this con- 
current resolution must be turned into a joint resolution; it will have 
no more legal effect than our individual opinions expressed to these 
comniissioners. That is all I have to say, sir. 

Mr. BATE. Then, Mr. President, I beg again to amend itso as to 
make it a joint resolution, I thank the Senator from Vermont for his 


bas ngage 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It is not then subject to considera 
tion in the morning hour. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis utterly worthless as it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the frame 
of the resolution will be changed from a concurrent to a joint resolu- 
tion, and the joint resolution will be read the first time by title. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Chair understand, asa parliamentary inquiry, 
that the agreement to close debate on a particular resolution author- 
izes the mover to substitute a new one after the time is over? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that all that 
is now being done is by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts ob- 
jecting, the Calendar of General Oruers, under Rule IX, is in order. 

Mr. HARRIS, I understood the Senator to object to the modifica- 
tion, not to action upon the concurrent resolution. 

Mr. TELLER. Let us have a vote on the resolution. 

Mr. HALE. Let us vote on it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If we can have a vote on the resolution without 
any further discussion, I shall not make the motion which I rose to 
make, to proceed to the consideration of the tariff bill. If we can not 
have a vote on it I shall make that motion. 
~ The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair understood the Senator 
from Tennessee to ask unanimous consent that the frame of the resolu- 
tion might be changed from a concurrent to a joint resolution, and was 
proceeding to submit that question to the Senate, Does the Senator 
adhere to the uest? 

Mr. BATE. "No, Mr, President; I just accepted the suggestion of 
the Senator from Vermont, Ido not insist upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question, then, is upon agreeing 
to the concurrent resolution as modified. 

The resolution was agreed to—ayes 34, noes not counted. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 11568) de- 
-fining ‘‘lard,”’ also imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufact- 
ure and sale, importation and exportation of compound lard; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate, 
FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. PLUMB. I submit a conference report on the bill (S. 2781) to 
forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the 
construction of railroads, and for other purposes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask if the bill is here? 

Mr. PLUMB. The bill is in the possession of the clerks at the desk. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was-going to ask, as this is a very important 
matter, whether the Senator would object to the report being printed, 
so that we can see just how it stands in print. I have no disposition 
to delay it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to its being printed and lying 
over until to-morrow. ask that it be printed as a separate document, 
and also in the RECORD. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Allright. That will save time, and we shall be 
able to see exactly how it stands. 

Mr. MORGAN, As this matter is brought up now, we can dispose 

of it probably without having to call it again to the attention of the Senate 
for some time, and I wish to make a suggestion to the Senator from Kan- 
sas, the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands. This is, as the Sen- 
ator from Vermont says, a very important question, and it is likely to 
lead to considerable debate. For my part, I would not feel justified 
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in allowing this conference report to by without some discussion, 
because I was not in the Senate, having been detained by sickness, at 
the time the bill was passed, and I am a member of the Committee on 
Public Lands, and my State also has an interest in the matter. 

I suggest that the printing be made as proposed by the Senator from 
Vermont, and that the Senator from Kansas allow the report to lie over 
until after the disposal of the tariff bill, because this matter can wait. 
It is nota matter of great public pressure, and no harm will come from 
a little delay. s 

I wish to say to the Senator from Kansas that there is not one single 
thought in my mind of trying to defeat the consideration of his confer- 
ence report or the passage of it by delay. I shall assist him at any 
time in getting the measure forward when it will not interfere with 
the great measure we are now so much interested in, and which is un- 
der discussion. If the Senator can not make up his mind about it at 
the moment, if he will take it into consideration I think he may ac- 
cord with my view. 

Mr. PLUMB. This is a matter which should have been disposed of 
some time ago, and the delayin bringing it to the attention of the Senate 
in the shape of a conterence report has been for the purpose of aiding 
as far as possible in the adjustment of some interests of no very great 
moment as compared with the main scope of the measure. But the de- 
lay has been long and the matter ought to have been disposed of at an 
earlier day. Ido not, however, desire to interpose it so as to prevent 
the giving of all proper consideration to the tariff bill. If it is likely 
to take up much time, I shall certainly not press it until after that 
bill is disposed of. I should like to say now, however, that I will let 
it lie over for the present, and if there should be an opportunity to dis- 
pose of it before the tariff bill is finally voted upon without taking u 
too much time, I shall call it up. If not, I shall be disposed to let it 
go over, as suggested by the Senator from Alabama. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then, if there be no objection, the 
report of the committee of conference will be printed in the RECORD 
and separately as a document, and it will lie over for the present. 

The report is as follows: 


Mr. PLUMBE, from the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2781), submitted the 
following conference report: 

The committee of conference on the disagrecing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2781) to forfeit certain lands here- 
tofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of ds, and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
to said bill and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: Strike out all 
of said amendment and in lieu thereof insert the following: 

“That there is hereby forfeited to the United States, and the United States 
hereby resumes the title thereto, all lands heretofore granted to any State or to 
any corporation to aid in the construction of a railroad opposite to and conter- 
minous with the portion of any such railroad not now completed and in opera- 
tion, for the construction or benefit of which such lands were granted; and all 
such lands are declared to be a part of the public domain: Provided, That this 
act shall not be construed as forfeiting the right of way or station grounds of 
any railroad company heretofore granted. 

“See, 2. That all persons who, at the date of the passage of this act, are actual 
settlers in good faith on any of the lands hereby forfeited and are otherwise 
qualified, on making due claim on said lands under the homestead law within 
six months after the passage of this act, shall be entitied to a preference right 
to enter the same under the provisions of the homestead law and this act, and 
shall be regarded as such actual settlers from the date of actual settlement or 
occupation; and any person who has not heretofore had the benefit of the 
homestead or pre-emption law, or who has failed from any cause to perfect the 
title to a tract of land heretofore entered by him under cither of said laws, may 
make a second homestead entry under the provisions of this act, The Secre- 
ey: 8 shall make such rules as will secure to such actual settlers 
these righ! 

“Sec. 3. That in all cases where persons being citizens of the United States, or 
who have declared their intentions to become such, in accordance with the nat- 
uralization laws of the United States, are in ion of any of the lands af- 
fected by any such grant and hereby resumed by and restored to the United 
States, under deed, written contract with, or license from, the State or corpora- 
tion to which such grant was made, or its assignees, executed prior to January 1, 
1888, or where persons may have settled said lands with bona fide intent to secure 
title thereto by purchase from the State or corporation when earned by compli- 
ance with the conditions or requirements of the granting acts of Congress they 
shall be entitled to purchase the same from the United States, in quantities not 
exceeding 320 acres to any one such person, at the rate of $1.25 per acre, at any 
time within two years from the passage of this act, and on making said pay- 
ment to receive patents therefor, and where any such person in actual posses- 
sion of any such lands and having improved the same prior to the Ist day of 
January, 180), under deed, written contract, or license as aforesaid, or his as- 
signor, has made partial or fall payments to said railroad company prior to said 
date, on account of the purchase price of said lands from it, on proof of the 
amount of such payments he shall be entitled to have the same, to theextentand 
amount of $1.25 per acre, if so much bas been paid, and not more, credited to 
him on account of and as part of the purchase price herein provided to be paid 
the United States for said lands, or such persons may elect to abandon thei TPES 
chases and make claim on said lands under the homestead law and as provided 
in the preceding section of this act: Provided, Thatin all cases where parties, 

rsons, or corporations, with the permission of such State or corporation, or 
fis assignees are in the possession of and have made improvements upon any 
of the lands hereby resumed and restored, and are not entitled to enter the same 
under the provisions of this act, such parties, persons, or corporations shall 
have six months in which to remove any growing crop, and within which time 
they shall also be entitled to remove all buildings and other movable improve- 
mentsfrom said lands: Provided further, That the provisions of this section 
shall not apply to any lands situate in the State of lowa on which any person 
in good faith has e or asserted the right to make a pre-ensption or home- 
stead settlement: And provided further, That nothing in this act contained shall 
be construed as limiting the rights granted to purchasers or settlers by “An act 
to provide for the adjustment of land guos made by Congress to aid in the 
construction of railroads and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, and for other 
purposes," app 3, 1887, or as repealing, altering, or amending said 
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